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Critical In-Place Air Voids and Permeability ~ 9.5 and 12.5 mm NMAS Mixes
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In-Place Air Voids vs. Permeability - 19.0 NMAS Mixes
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2 Jn ed Binder Thickness from
|n to 2-1/4 In.

—-;.:"rmc_:reased Minimum Density for
~ 19.0 mm mixes to 93.0%
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9.9 mm:ﬁ . mix placed 3/4 inch thick
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- — 2003 Demo Projects (Dists. 2,3,4,&5)

® Density Ranged from 90 to 97
® Permeability Ranged from O to 200 (20)
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Aggregate:

FMM-20
FMM-02
Mineral Filler

Asphalt Cement:

| SBS PG 76-28
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gregate carries most of the load
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= E~ oy S|ty spec = 91.0%

{ovver permeability than conventional
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