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8.1 HEXMRYZ
BUWY) v BEBRMTERIENA D, Table 6.6.1 3 X UFigureb. 6.1 IR LI LS
28 ¥ 7, WER Tk TdH -1,

8.2 Hfivotx®7o-
BElHY Y2E20TOREBANR, A —N—LABOHB L BEDS 72 2% BICL 5
THhbTh2VOCHMOFRIKHRERVTED L,

BAXDHE Y Y2 ICHERF —N=—VABRO DO bHRELEHBREACTOIL
BHEBRTRREL L,

FBIF &t —N—LAHEONRDOF - E2RIANTHENHDS 732X EPS
(REREER CHTARHRAXET 2. T, PPHVEEDLIL, LbE7 -5
FEHFTALDRHBRLDAMELCEBEL .

T, HHLrOROAFBHMHEESEH S, FE - RALLEIABMAER (IRR)
ZHF L,

BEHY v RET et 2D 7 v —%Figure 8. 2. 1LIERT,



8.3 TI=—FTULYISBURBHRE

.31 MBPLAX
1) 7obANE
BEEY v RECRAVEF—705 5, PPEVEBbOUAF - ZIEHFITLDK

19824 O ARG WAKRIHTRDOY ¥ 2220 T, LbAHHELT -

Link No. Route - Link Length (km)
RB - 5 201 - 0100 40

-6 - 0200 25

-7 ~ 0300 17

-8 - 0400 38

=15 213 - 0100 43

-16 214 - 0100 28

~17 - 0200 19

M7 - REERHCSTCHATES L H>RHERE LT - 2,

2) 373 ANE
HEMOFBEMELBROALDES 7 ARAMUEET oo F7FRAREHBERC A2y |
L 7:Mays Ride Meter (MRM) ZAHVTHEL ..
MRMAERORER, MELKF + —Kdd st BoLEEMEL, ThdSlilE
BICHETOF 7R XAERHIHOT, 573 XRAERLUBETOESTEH SN S,
HiGAER, AERRY Y7 LERRI Y7, bETHYI Y28 1,000knic 2T
fTotco 973 ARER60n /BED—EETEETITY, 572 20F 0 BEPEHBRUE
SrEIHERSD, OB 1ImIERF 7FAANFFTEN, Figure 8.3 1IC4E %
ZERENRENS 72 RERT,

V7 CtOEY T AR EBEREZATENL TTable 8.3.1 ERT. lknZ &0
574 ZFEMEL DA EFEICAppendix 8. LITRT,

3) MiREEE
S7ARMWEHMEPS 1 LA A2 HERENELRE L. BRI ®
 IBELAKTAT>abcavs Y- 4% (AC), ROBENE (ST) H40
&ﬁ£75¥Aﬁﬁ(PM)%%&KmEM.%4wmmﬂm1%mbtu
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BERMOBREBEHICTBLBIL, Bb—RMARGNEEHR BHS v e

ERTVAHEBEELIMLTED N, Thd%Table 8.3.2 1 e

Table 8.3.2 KRTIRTOFBEIAK 1T, 2ORBEAKDOE, 0155%T
DFEREXEATHE L.,

AP A PER A FFigure 8.3. 2R T, EHORBEA ISR 3~ RIBRE
RPMORTUEEDLT, AEEWMTOEIMELBVLS I LIz 2OESIELT
BESADORESERT UEYRS L EHELHT L, Sho%Table 8.3.3 iKRT,
4) 572%-PS | OHE

F7AALERIERTHEE S 50 IcTable 8.3.3 IKRTPS 1 &5 74 xAEH
%.ﬁﬁ&47ﬂuﬂim7nvbbtukt,HRBW%%E%ﬁénTm6#+U

Fv—vayREGERNLTERES A TR IRE TN,

_[ln M-—Mo)]5
PSI = B.e 8.515
Z Z'F, M = Measured Roughness Count {mm/km)

= 1,500 mm/km for A.C.
2,500 mm/km for S.T.
3,200 mm/km for P.M,

8
il 1

SOPSI «37%2BER%EFigure 8.3.3KR T

8.3.2 ExErE &
EHEg ) s 0FH, @EHRER, DOHORENRIBEZT2EAGLTNS, £

Wi, BRKOVTOXRRRLESZVERERL. LOL, HEERASJUHBER
EONTHEBEEY, ARy Y- F-2ERNT, RECRTLSRREML L,

% 1) sStandard Nomenclature and Definitions for Pavement Components and

Deficiencies. HRB Special Report 113.

% 2) Method for Measuring Serviceability Index with the Mays Ride

Meter. HRB Special Report 133.
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Road Width by Proposed Link

Carriageway and Roadbed (m)
Road Proposed Link Existing Improved Remarks
Class Width
P2 RH-1 7/10
P3 PH-2, RH-3 6/10
51 RH-19, RH-20, RH-21 7/12
53 RH-4, RH~5, RH~6
RH-7, RH-8 6/8
RH~9, RH-10, RH-1L
RH-12 6/10
RH-13, RH-14 5/6 6/10 Reconstruction
7th year ADT
{1700 1500}
RH-15, RH-16, RH-17 6/9
RH-18 6/8
F4 RH~-22 5/8
RH-23, RH-24 6/8
RH~26 5/8 5.5/9 Reconstruction
RH-25, RH-27 5/7
RH-28 5.5/9

A4 CERBOGE Yy — AT AR %A Figure 8.3.4IKRT .

8.33 ZHEHENK

A= N— A0 AR S B EEUHOERERTAT LD IEREF -7 20T L1,
1) BAZAEE L CHTH

DOHIZX - THAEIWER (1972—81) Kbieb BTN AZMBALIATE, I

HFEXAB R E0RARE~—-ALTFR L,

i)

WA ORROMTRIE, SRNTREMRCOAHEELMI TROLBITRE

ZRALLE. ChoZ&REBICIRT,

#) Increasing Rate of Traffic by Region (1982-2001), DOH.



Traffic Growth Rate (% P.a.)

P{:imary Secondary Provincial

Year Highway Highway Paved Road
P T F 2 E S

1982 - 1987 i.8 4.9 3.8 5.2 6.6 4.5
1978 - 2001 3.8 3.8 3.8 3.8 5.5 3.6

Note: P: Vehicles for passengers

F: Vehicles for Freights

HEXMRY 2 AT REBE%Appendix 8. 2XRT .
2) E S%’a},’é}ﬁ{%ﬁ
a) MR TR
ﬂliti&ﬁ@ﬁ!ﬁi@ﬁﬂﬁmﬂiDoH@ﬁﬂﬁﬂ%%?ﬁti::ﬁwm DOHOHKE
I 3l i 3t 2 %2 Appendix 8.3ITIRY .
FREEREBOLDIIHEEESCHABEESR L RIBEALENL, SCTRA
chBEFF e 2 ENRREGEREORKE L,
Gt 7w 7 &10835 7 DRAESH L Appendix 8. 4ITRT,
b) THHE
ESA4#RDH1:HDICHMBETHE (ZH) ONEGLAWELENS 5, Appendix 8.4
CRTDOHOWERBICLAEBHRBRERICES, 68 b I » 7 TiE80%, 10&@
b3 w2 CRUWTH B,
AWHEAOO/DFFCLNIEE@M LT v 7 OEHURRWN%, WG 5 v 708

AHNBENR-TEY, BABPAFOFT —F RKROLEEDTH 5,

¥ 1) ESA: Equivalent Standard 8,200 kg Axle Loads.

% 2) Loaded vehicle weighing survey-Northeast, Traffic Engineering

Office, DOH, 1980.



Truck Empty Ratio (%)

Location* Paved National Road Unpaved Proviacial Road
6-wheel  1l0-wheel 6-wheel  10-wheel
1 45(133)  43(105)
2 100(4)
3 38 (11) 100(3)
4 40(194) 35(159)
5 46 (11) 67(3)
6 35 (95) 31(112)
7 48(33) 10{44)
Weighted
Average 41 33 51 83

{ )2 No. of vehicles interviewed.

* : Location of survey is shown in Appendix 8.3.

CO2O0NKRENIS, GBREF 2RI T 2 JOBEREROLIICHED
120

Truck Empty Ratio (%)

g-wheel trucks 10-wheel trucks
National Road AD 35
Provincial Road 50 50

c) XillHHEY
DOHHEELANMANHRER LS L, HNTORTRICHT 2ME L6k 7
v, 08 F 3 v 7 HICRERXYTICoRMEmIZS 2 (Appendix 8.588) »
ERHERICE SO THA L #HE 24 < Appendix 8.51ZR T
BROLbHIEMERIELR I DR, RE32ili%d 8, 200k Iidd T o @
B¥iCEBLETREL SN,

A420WRELARRBTHRTLHR, FAHHERERDETREROSHL, COX
¥ i TCRAASHOURKRBRTROD SN LGHAFBEWERA LIz, “hZAppendix8. 6

IKRT .



d) PS5 v 2DES AT R

WIE, MERRERSICRERAIH NN 0T 8.200ke i ML E R (ESA)

X&Bn,Bﬁbava&mﬁrﬁaﬂcﬁ?aﬁm%n%nHME&&4cﬁ?;
IRRDSh,

e) "ADESAZBIEY
AREBMPO/ DEEPCHNLENREYRERRKOL I TH S,

Average Passenger Occupancies (%)

Location* Paved National Road Unpaved Provincial Road
No. M/B H/B M/B H/B
1 26 (21) 40 (114)
2 5(8) 0
3 31{9) 0
4 19(92) 38(114)
5 19(8) 0
6 19(74) 35(50)
7 27(38) 42(16)
Weighted
Average 21 39 19

{ ): WNo. of buses interviewed.

* : [Location of survey is shown in Appendix 8.3.

&)
=%, PRIWFENRRT LA INE, WA TOD - KEPENZAFHFREH

B, EhEhBBA, TAENR TS,
N2ZOEENHICHTEF -2 RO, ARATELHALRIRT L IAHTR,
NRyASHBARS — A TORBEELLTIIOESAEEEI T 3,
f) ESAZKEX
CORIF L TCHVLESATRERE. SO LEHNLTROIIKERS

bD&T 5,

%) Feasibility Study of Provincial Road Improvement, Louis Berger

International, Inc. Dec. 198l.



ESA Conversion Factors

6-wheel 10-wheel Heavy

Class Truckl/ rruckl/ Bus

National Highway 0.81 1.28 0.61
Provincial Road 0.68 0.99

1/: Refer to Table 8.3.4 (a) - (d).

3) BEIESA
PROTHEREACT, EHRV v 7HCBMNESAREHALL. Sh#%1082

ETTORMES ANSE, BRTEHOEME S AR A Y Thppendix 8. TIZRT .

8.3.4 #— /L SDOWF
1) Bitfebs

DOHIZE27hbABERN FEREBEIHTETWE, LbIREHERFEMNE L
TWASHO (Western Association of State Highway 0fficials) ¥tk » T3,
WASHOBRICE - TRoh2/cbhsik, XibIHTEHS,

BBl L3 cbatiin, HNEKEELYHEHLTV2REOEKBIKHLTH
ELZBHEROLY, CARDPCTDOHTREEMEDAHAXFI N TS, £
ARECHEERBEZEENMMEHCAS(EEERREL, CoB4, ROWEXEDO
HiEHLTH 3,

d=0.0002" (90~Ft)
CCT, d:ichAHIER (4 ¥F)
Ft: RE®E (°F)

HMELD L DLHER 1l E, 2F0F—SABTREIAT S,

2hAWOBKEHLELREIXDELVI S, UEHOTEH L, BRREEZHNHE
OHFHIBLETILLIBLRETIOLAVIATYV S,

DOHTR, F—N—LARFIZTHCHATIRMOADBARIHLL L, DF
D, HERWECSTIRRENZ, 203 b RBHAZRHLTVE, 2O, DO
HREALTO 2R DIER, RKATRDOIZ2H0OTH B,
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0d=D+1.5 »¢
CLC, M @b
D: Elreba
o Rz
2) F—N— LA BUFEOLUREY
R OE BB WS T 2P HA O — N — L BHENERS R
TETE, CNERMUTHEL, AELROZDDI h—F BT SR 2,
@ HELDIEHOLZIE
O HEEHEBIFCLIRHGE
COREF 4 THRBFIIBRALARNER, BOEFDTH S,

(v27ynt e *
BAHBEBEE

&)
TRRL# *

(Mgt balc kA HE! BUBCEMSRETRRLE  *
Ruizic ka4 — - A HHHE
Bat ik { B F ik

*

\ B YT 2=Ti *
(wmmmcrasn {ravoarman

| kiR
CNBOEFEERATH -4 == U4 RHORFRREEIOT, ChODH

Mo 520 LR, HBBREESOKEDIIENDOHLOBBMTRE 5 12,
BUENE S POFEHNEORS B *xAITRLTH 2D, ChoRI~THELD
AHEROTRIFTA2HETH Y, tdbd  HEFGHEERAIFigure 8.3.3IRLTH
B,
ChoOHEOBBERBROLEDTH S,

%) TRRL, Transport and Road Research Laboratory, United Kingdom
r
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ZicHN A HERIchAfib LT

wE ik 2% 1 Bt & =LA EBEHE
(A) Asphalt Institute 1) pTNE2) 5 8.3.6@BIR
(B) TRRL#ESZ) ESA B 8.3.60) ~
(C) TRRL Tropics %4) Esa B 8.3.6(c) ~
(D) Ruiz®ARED) w7y M 8360~
(E) Californiai®® 6) ESA /Tl = 8.3.6() ~

# 1) The Asphalt Institute Manual NO. 17
#2) DM : Design Traffic Number
# 3) TRRL Report LR 571
# 4) TRRL Report IR 444
7 5) Highway Research Record 129
Ruizhd — "~ b A EFFRIRATREN S,
R Do
h= — «log —
0.434 Dh
SCZT, h:d—»~—L 4K ()
Do: BEHZKODLAY
Dh:d - A BDbLY
R:7ba¥WPRE (=12)
E6) Highway Research Record 129
TeHBBPE (P) RRATHIN S,

dr—dt

dr

ST, dr: B bha

dt : &b &
TRZyrtbtavi)—te, BRAMEOSHRTERIE, 1 : 2&7F
B

ET) TI :Traffic Index
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CREIDORIBERCTRHRY Y7 ic0%, lkTéit—r—LIEOHH
2fT=7to TOHAKER%Appendix 8. 817 T, Table 8.3.5 ik, —Hl&LTRHE—
1) Y7 DHARRERTN, EHELL-TRPONB S ~~— LA BT BT BT
58, CORERNEPEFROF AL DLAERBBARALTOENGTH 2,

CHOoDHHRENG (E) B, THDE, 27+ = 7HBBICL-T, ioh
RRRBEERATAILMDOHEOBHMTRD SN, chid, BOFERI~T,
REHOWERLTHY, RAMOBHENENGTH 2, oD (E) i3, NEDO
HOBZRH SO TRABRAT O AEELEHLTAVONTVE DTS B,
3) A N—ULABIUCHEHBEOREH

HECHHEEARERDILDI, HHRI-TROONAEBEF —N—-VIEOD
HRUIF7320RMLEIE, REOHBRY, WRASLEOKHALL, TORE,
TableB. J.BICRT LIRERRV Y 7 OHTA-HN-VvAOLERRWSH 21, T8
BRI IEMsrBRDoNA. RH-T, 8, I1FLVWBOY ¥ 2200 TH, thds
BAlbEhEn s Ed s, SR TEMNHOF - N—VASIUHBHERSAELNED
BREL 7, LML, Chod) v REEMOBLICO>NT, ENBERBELL
BLUBZTHA D

Figure 8.3.TRH UV ¥ 2 Z¢0F — =14, H3A20RBBBERERBERLTWV S,
EHSEERALE0R, Do —N—ULAEIPLEOE{L 2 & &, HBE
BRBHERICHELVIERLEIDOTH L,

Table 8.3.6 RT LS, BURMBERE R 468kTHY, COS3BF —N—1b 4
W3 370ke, AHEHRIABTH S,

835 IHERRUEER

1) THxR
d N LA S ICERERIcESETHRBERD:, SHLAREGERR Fi

gure 8.3.4IRLTH B LY R idAppendix 8.0l ,

2) BERN
THRERS AR 2ANIHOANTREE NS HbOEBEKLTREIRTY

LHIKHELR,
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Unit Rates For Madjor Work Items

(Reconstruction and Overlay)

Unit Financial Tax
Work Item of Unit Rate Component Remarks
Quantity (B} (%)
Clearing and Grubbing ha 15,000 9
Embankment m3 45 9
Scarifying (A) m? 20 10 For Asphalt
Concrete
Scarifying (B) m? 7 10 Por DBST
Soil Aggregate Subbase m3 105 11
Crushed Stone Base m3 370 8
Soil Aggregate Shoulder m3 105 11
Tack Coat m? 10 10
Asphalt Cancrete Surface
T = 40 mm m? 88 10
T = 50 mm m? 110 10
T = 80 mm m? 176 10
T = 100 mm m2 220 10
T = 120 mm m? 264 10

REIE, BAOTIPHBRIFRELRL TRDL. COHETHIRE, KRR
THIR, FHRS LIRS/ THEEREMATRIYRERD Iz,

Applied Rates for Cost Estimate

Overlay Reconstruction
Miscellaneousl/ 3.5 7.0
Physical Contingency2/ 15,0 15.0
Design/Supervision?/ 8.0 10.0

1/ = Rate to construction cost of major work items

2/ : Rate to direct construction cost.
£V 2R THERAETEHOL TTable 8.2.7 IR T. B, ELUVEFiIAppendix 8.9

KRLTH D,

8 —12



84 EEHTE

B.41 77 o-—F

HEEHICL > TH oS3 EREHRETR (VOC) B TH2, VOCOER
RIDRZF 4 TRDBILVOCE, HEHI 7AXBEETACTHE L.,

Figure 8.3.3KRTPS 1 -5 72 AMERH» S, KOOI H>URELH VL, T8b B,
F=N—VA T HEATOIT 75241 1,500/ ke (PS1=5) T, tO&BHE
Mﬁtiat%ﬁf®57$zmﬁij/m(£2&0)Ti%&?éb@fﬁéo

DOHTCHRHEXERFORUAELTTHEMORAPHEBEL TV 206, LEORBN
e (Pt=2.0) B, BHLEESLIETERC DL SIhBERELE,

CORBOLERKE —N-VABTHDS 7 2 AOEENE{LEFigure 8.4 1IKRT &
SIBEELL, #-N—-UVAXBILECTHREFOHA TR, BHHAMbos3 745X
W, A-—N— L1 OEENBELEE LT 2 b0 E LI,

842 HWEHOETR
AKFHRMWEHECTOETRRLLI TERLRICRTHEZHO,

Basic Vehicle Operating Costs

Vehicle P/C L/B* H/B L/T** M/T B/T
VOCs
{(B/km) 1.937 3.491 5.506 2.007 3.865 6.532

Note: * 1Including Light Bus and Medium Bus.

** Tneluding Pick—-up Truck and 4-wheel Truck.

BEHESOF - N—L 4 EOVOCHROERDCADIHERLOVOCEREDF 7

FAKE-TH- EBRETILEND 5.
572 2PELEPS | AERRESLr=TTCOTRRLOFAXBIESRNTORAEZ S

FLT, 5732&VOCOMEERTRORETN,

¥) P_ : Terminal Serviceability Index

8—-13



C=a-R+b
7T, C: kIR (= /In}

R:374%2Z (nmn/ ka)

vehicle Type a (104 b
P/C 1.29 1,724
L/B 3.02 2.977
H/B 4.79 4,692
L/T 1.78 1.704
M/T 2.98 3.368
B/T 5.02 5.678

COREANT, EHERORHBEOVOCE, £=N—LIEBDVOCEHRY 2

PEOIZARLESTHHEL,

8.43 ETROGR

ETRONKBEERIS TEBIK 20 TRD 2, Appendix 8. 2R LA 6 E QTR
FEREOEBONHICE N, EHRY y27 0OV OCHME % Appendix 8.10 KR
2

8.5 BESN

8.5.1 77a-~-¥F

BEEHEBY v 205BUY 7DV THAEOES - RAMFICESCBEIIFEIT
=7,
F—N-LAEFRBIFLEOTR, TERBFERBLE DI, THESRET
BEDEIELENMRETSZHOLAHL, Gl OIOTTEMEENETIIOE L,

8.52 e itoFMmema
EXRZV 20BN EHH IO I RREEZEH L CTeble 8.5.1 K{T. AEMRT
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5, 19 v 7 H12% %2 EEHBIRRENEY, 55 v 2 MRBICHE o,
ROZWXIRROBELUERTIOTH 3. ARLR 7o Y22 tOERE 2EESHI
ELEEDTAFTAEREIHBUETRLTNE,
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Ranking by IRR

Link

R EEEERERER B

FEEREEREEEBREERE R B

No.

22

is

15

16
17
23
24
19

20
26
21

10

28
14

12
13
27

Length IRR Amount of Disbenefitl/ Remarks
(km) (%) (103 B)
8 118.1 8,840 Overlay
10 91.9 10,337 "
30 82.8 27,914 "
23 69.7 18,173 "
44 56.8 28,537 "
25 48.8 14,085 "
14 43.1 7,645 "
9 34.5 3,862 n
16 34.5 13,584 "
16 29.8 14,849 "
46 28.9 40,520 Overlay/
Reconstruction
9 27.9 3,298 Overlay
6 25.7 7,145 "
22 22.7 17,548 Reconstruction
13 20.7 5,507 Overlay
7 20.3 2,084 "
5 19.6 3,302 Reconstruction
28 13.3 7,124 Overlay
18 13.1 3,876 "
27 11.7 20,045 Reconstruction
46 11.0 10,142 Overlay
6 10.1 1,290 "
24 9.9 17,129 Reconstruction
16 7.3 2,518 Overlay

1/: Disbenefits of VOCs Savings due to 2-years delay of

iﬁblemeﬁtation.
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Figure 8.2.1
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Figure 8.3.1

Figure 8.3.1 TYPICAL ROUGHNESS CHARTS

RH-2 (24-0500)
KP 103 v 104

GOOD ASPHALTIC CONCRETE (Roughness: 1,700 mm/Km, BSY = 4.5) BRIDGE

= 1 At ey | i b e e o t—— —

= K.P. ROUGHNESS
{(mm/%km)

102

103 1597
104 1754
105 1744
106 2028
107 1632

}’\.:_:\-m-w.

IS

T T

. 108 2099
S

109 2215
110 1876

RH-19 ({304-0800)

KP 57 v 58
BAD ASPHALTIC CONCRETE (Roughness: 6,400 mm/Km, PSI = 1.9}
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RH-13 (208-0100) RH-28 (2175-0100)
Kp 13 v 14 KP O 1
FAILED SURFACE TREATMENT (Roughness: 5,800 mm/Km, PSI = 2.2) GOOD SURFACE TREATMENT (Roughness: 2,700 mm/Km, PSI = 4.5)
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Table 8.3.1 LIST gF MEASURED ROUGHNESS FOR REHABILITATION LINKS

Table 8.3.1

Proposed Route

K.P.
Route LinkS%;::Ze i:ﬁﬁth {¥Xm) Origin D . ) Avefage SFagdaFd Remarks
estination (Km) - (Xm) (R) Diviation
24 200* ac 42 J. to A.Chokchai J. to A.Lamplaimat 0 - 42 2094 333 **  fThe very high standard deviation is
300* ac 32 J. to A.Lamplaimat J. to C.Buriram 42 - 74 2406 509 due to the high variation of roughness.
400 AC 28 A. Nang Rong A. Prakhon Chai 14 - 102 2637 703 It is more proper to divide this 1ink
500 AC 36 B. Prakhon Chai A. Prasat 10z - 138 2909 2154%% into 3 sections as follows:
600 AC 50 A. Prasat A. Sangkha 138 - 188 3174 1040 Section 1 : km 102 — 111
1001 bT 40 A. Warin Chamrap A. Det Udom 0 - 40 2977 681
201 100 DT 39 A. Sikhui A. Dan Khun Thot 0~ 39 5022 1043 R = 1919 mm/km
200 DT 25 A. Dan Khun Thot A. Nong Bua Khok 39 - 64 4093 573 = 336 mm/km
300 DT 17 A. Nong Bua Khok A. Chatturat 64 - 81 5277 819
400 DT 38 A. Chatturat A. Chaiyaphum 81 ~ 119 4888 676 Section 2 : km 111 - 117
202 301: PM 15 J. to A.Bua Yai Nakhon Ratchasima 1 Dist. 51 - 66 4897 4290 % = 2575 mm/kn
400" M 19 J.B. sida 3.A. Prathai 66 - 85 5168 426 s = 464 mm/km
500 DT 40 A. Prathai 4. Phrayakkhamphum 10 ~ 50 3754 547
Phisai Section 3 : km 117 - 138
207 100 DT 37 B. Wat A. Prathai 448 - 485 4553 565 _
207 202 DT 35 A. Prathai A. Nong Song Hong 485 - 498 4191 667 R = 2048 mo/km
208 100 pT 3 A. Tha Phra A. Kosum Phisai 0 - 31 4296 793 = 669 mm/km
200 pT 29 A. Kosum Phisai C. Maha Sarakham 31 - 60 5026 1466
213 100 DT 44 C. Maha Sarakham A. Kalasin 0 - 44 4019 870
214 100 DT 28 A. Xalasin B. Lam Chai 0 - 28 3610 513
200 DT 19 A. Lam Chai C. Roi Et 28 - 47 3661 889
800 PM 30 C. Surin A. Prasat 0 - 30 4238 837
900* pM 40 J.R. 24 {A.Prasat) Chong Chom 29 - 69 3447 570
219 100* pM 19 J.R. 24 {A.Prakhon Chai} B. Salang Thon 25 - 44 4129 549
200* oM 25 B. Saland Thon J. Buri Ram Dist. Off. 0 - 25 3906 657
304 800 AC 46 A. Buphai B. Takhop 55 - 101 4164 1408
902 AC 6 {Bypass)} A. Pak Thong Chai 101 - 107 1615 854
904 AC 26 A. Pak Thong Chai {Route 2) 107 - 133 2423 1170
2023 100 BM 8 B. Nam Xong A. Si That 0-8 3711 523
2039 101 DT 16 A. Nam Phong A. Kranuan 0 - 16 4394 851
102 DT 17 A. Nam Phong A. Kranuan 16 - 33 4666 699
2057 100* AC 23 J.R. 2(A.Ban Phai) A. Mancha Khiri 0 - 23 1676 258
2071 100 DT 28 A. Chokchai A. Khonburi ¢ - 28 5397 o7
2109 100 DT 24 A. Nam Phong A. Ubolratana Dam 0 - 24 7608 1731
2160 100 DT 20 B. Wat A. Kong 0 - 20 4638 2087
2i75 100 DT 34 B. Wang Hin A. Chum Phuang 0 - 34 2940 554

Roughness mm/km

+ paditional roughness survey was carried ou

t tn these links.
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Table 8.3.2

Table

8.3.2

RATING ITEMS ON PAVEMENT CONDITION SURVEY

Pavement Deficiency

Description

Rutting/Waves

Cracking (Longitudinal/

Transverse)

Cracking (alligator/
Block)

Pothole
Bump
Bleeding

Shoving

Longitudinal depressions that form
under traffic in the wheel paths
and have a minimum length of ap-
proximately 6 meters/Langitudinal
or transverse undulations in the
surface of the pavement, consisting
of alternate wvalleys and crests
approximately 60 cm or more apart.
A crack or break in the pavement
surface. (Approximately parallel
to centerline/at right angles to
centerline)

Interconnected or interlaced cracks
forming a series of swmall polygons
that resemble an alligator's hide./
Interconnected cracks forming a
seriés of large polygons usually
with sharp corners or angles.
Bowl-shape hole of various sizes

in the pavement.

Localized upward displacement of
the pavement.

Free bitumen on the surface of

the pavement.

Displacement or bulging of paving
material in the direction of loading

or pressure.

Other items taken into ratings

Driving Comfort,
Speed Change Cycle due
to Surface Defects

Patching

Owing to the various pavement
deficiencies as indicated akove,
operating speed is interrupted

thus giving discomfort to passesgers.
Partially rehabilitated area with
asphaltic materials.

8-2



Figure 8.3.2

Figure 8.3.2

PSI RATING FORM

THE ROADS DEVELOPMENT STUDY IN THE NORTHEASTERN REGION
IN THE KINGDOM OF THAILAND

PAVEMENT CONDITION RATING

FROM :
Yo

PAVEMENT TYPE @ ac] emQ

st(7]

DISTRICT ¢
ROUTE *
LINK :

DATE :

RATING

1 Dnwving Comiort

2 Speed Change Cycle due to surface

condition
3 Palching
4  Ruiting

5 Longitudinal or Transvers Cracking

&  Alligator Cracking

7 Pot hole

8 Bumping

9. Bleading
10 Shoving

Summalion of Points

210 + Ride Rating ::[

REMARK
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Table 8.3.3

Table 8.3.3 ROUGHNESS AND PSI

Route Section Km Roughness PST
{mm/Xm} Average Range

24 - 0200% 10 - 20 1880 4.32 4.2 v 4.5
25 - 30 2656 3.30 3.2 v 3.5
0300* 45 - 60 2508 3.58 3.1 3.9
0400 75 - 85 2707 3.36 3.2 v 3.6
0500 101 ~ 111 1919 4.20 4.1 v 4.4
111 - 117 7575 1.58 1.3 % 1.7

120 - 130 2111 4,00 4.0
304 - 0800 57 - 67 5823 1.80 1,7 v 1.9
67 — 73 5370 2.08 1.9 ~v 2.3
78 - 88 3127 2.40 3.2 v 3.6
88 - 92 4476 2.72 2.6 v 2.9
0902 102 - 107 4661 2.84 2.5 v 3.1
0904 115 - 125 1698 4.42 4.3 % 4.6
2057 - 0100 0 - 23 1680 4.48 4.4 % 4.7
201 - 0200 45 - 55 3858 3.46 3.4 v 3.5
0300 70 - 80 5850 2.82 2.7 v~ 3.0
202 - 0500 14 - 24 3761 3.70 3.5 % 3.9
207 - 0100 450 - 470 4338 3.24 3.0 v 3.3
0202 484 - 498 4237 3.44 3.1 v 3.8
208 - 0100 15 - 25 4319 2.40 2.2 2.7
0200 35 - 45 5173 2.16 1.9 v 2.4
49 - 55 6912 1.72 1.4 v 2.3
213 - 0100 0-10 4365 3.32 3.0 v 3.7
29 - 38 3254 3.98 3.8 v 4.1
214 - 0100 0 - 10 3824 3.06 2.5 v 3.5
14 - 24 3144 3.96 3.9 v 4.2
0200 33 - 45 3235 3.40 3.3~ 3.5
203% - 0102 0 - 16 4395 3.04 3.0 v 3.1
0102 16 - 33 4667 3.24 3.2 v 3.4
2071 - 0100 0 - 28 5398 2.80 2.7 % 2.9
2109 - 0100 0 ~ 24 7608 1.76 1.3 7% 2.0
2160 ~ 0100 0-10 3533 2.70 2.6 v 2.8
12 - 19 5007 2.52 2.4~ 3.0
202 - 0301% 51 - 66 4897 3.48 3.4 " 3.8
214 - 0800 10 - 20 4378 2.73 2.6 v 2.8
20 - 25 5554 2.92 2.6 v 3.2
0900 30 ~ 50 3472 4.10 3.8 v 4.2
219 - gloo* 43 - 25 4152 3.54 3.4 v 3.8
0200* 3 - 17 3491 4,12 3.9 v 4.2
18 - 23 4729 3.66 3.1 4.0

* . Those links are naot included in the proposed links.

g§-12



Figure 8.3.3
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Figure 8.3.4

Flgure 8.3.4 TYPICAL OVERLAY AND RECONSTRUCTION SECTIONS
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Table 8.3.4(a)

Table 8.3.4(a) ESA CONVERSION FACTORS

6-Wheel Trucks {National Road)

Gross Axle load (ton) Equivalence Factor Frequency E S A
' Weight

{ton) Front Rear Front Rear Total (%) Factor
4 1.68 2.32 0.0024 0.006 0.0084 40.0 0.336

5 1.95 3.05 0.0036 0.015 0.0186 1.555 0.029

6 2.16 3.84 0.0048 0.038 0.0428 2.938 0.126

7 2.38 4.62 0.0065 0.085 0.0915 5.187 0.475

8 2.56 5.44 0.0082 0.183 0.1912 7.081 1.354

9 2.75 6.25 0.0103 ©.335 0.3453 7.431 2.566

10 2,90 7.10 0.0125 0.55 0.5625 9.330 5.248
11 3.08 7.92 0.0157 0.87 0.8857 6.564 5.814
12 3.24 8.76 0.0190 1.35 1.369 5.360 7.338
13 3.45 9.55 0.025 2.00 2,025 3.626 7.343
14 3.64 10.36 0.030 2.90 2.93 6.226 18.242
15 3.77 11.23 0.035 4.15 4.185 2.077 8.692
16 3.87 12.13 0.040 6.00 6.04 1.383 8.353
17 4.01 12.99 0.045 8.30 8.345 0.344 2.871
18 4.14 13.86 0.053 11.10 11.1%53 0.381 4.249
19 4.33 14.67 0.064 14.20 14.264 0.277 3.951
20 4.52 15.48 0.078 18,20 18.278 0.245 4.478
Total 100 B1l.465
Factor 0.81
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Table B8.3.4 (b}

ESA CONVERSION ‘FACTORS

6-Wheel Trucks (Provincial Road)

Table 8.3.4 (b}

wi;:ﬁi Axle load (ton) Equivalence Factor Frequency E S A
{ton) Front Rear Front Rear ‘'Total (%) Factor
4 l.68 2.32 0.0024 0.006 0.0084 50.0 0.420
5 1.95 3.05 0.0036 0,015 0.0186 1.296 0.024
3] 2.16 3.84 0.0048 0.038 0.0428 2.448 0.105
7 2.38 4.62 0.0065 0.085 0.0915 4.323 0.396
8 2.56 5.44 0.0082 0.183 0.1%12 5.900 1.128
9 2.75 6.25 0.0103 0.335 0.3453 6.192 2.138
10 2.90 7.10 0.0125 0,55 0.5625 7.775 4.373
11 3.08 7.92 0.0157 0.87 0.8857 5.470 4._845
12 3.24 8.76 0.019C 1.35 1.369 4.4606 6.114
13 3.45 9.55 0.025 2.00 2.025 3.022 6.1}9
14 3.64 10.36 0.030 2.90 2.93 5.188 15.201
15 3.77 11.23 0.035 4.15 4.185 1.731 7.244
16 3.87 12.13 0.040 6.00 6.04 1.152 6.958
17 4.01 12.99 0.045 8.30 8.345 0.287 2.395
18 4.14 13.86 0.053 11.10 11.153 0.318 3.547
19 4.33 14.67 0.064 14.20 14.264 0.230 3.281
20 4.52 15.48 0.078 18.20 18.278 0.205 3.747
Total 100 68.035
Factor 0.68




Table 8.3.4(c)

Table 8.3.4(c) ESA CONVERSION FACTORS

10-Wheel Trucks {MNational Road}

Gross Axle load (ton)} Equivalence Factor Frequency ESna
Weight
{tan) Front Rear Front Rear Total (%) Factor
8 2.83 5.17 0.0115 0.0158 0.027 35.0 0.945
9 2.98 6.02 0.0138 0.027 0.041 0.163 4.007
10 3.08 6.92 0.0158 0.044 0.060 0.325 0.020
11 3.18 7.82 0.0178 0.067 0,085 G.598 0.051
12 3.24 8.76 £.0188 0.103 0.122 0.761 0.093
13 3.32 9.68 0.CZ05 0.153 0.174 0.924 0.161
14 3.36 1C.64 0.022 G6.22 0.242 1.086 0.263
i5 3.41 11.59 0.023 0.31 0.333 1.574 0.524
16 3.42 12.58 0.023 0.43 0.453 2,114 0.958
17 3.45 13.55 0.024 0.6 0.624 3.955 2.468
is 3.46 14.54 0.024 0.82 0.844 7.806 6.588
19 3.48 15.52 0.025 1.1 1.125 12.633 14,212
20 3.48 16.52 0.025 1.41 1.435 12.900 18.512
21 3.581 17.49 0.026 1.8 1.826 5.419 9.895
22 3.582 18.48 0.026 2.35 2.376 1.952 4.638
23 3.54 19.46 0.0265 3.0 3.027 2.277 6.892
24 3.55 20.45 0.027 3.8 3.827 2.004 7.669
25 3.60 21.40 0.029 4.6 4,629 2.2M 10,540
26 3.64 22.36 0.03 5.7 5.73 2.654 15.207
27 3.73 23.27 0.033 6.8 6.833 1.900 12,983
28 3.81 24.19 0.036 8.0 8.036 0.976 7.843
29 3.86 25.14 0.03% 9.4 9.439 0.436 4,115
30 3.90 26.10 0.04 11.2 11:24 0.215 2.417
31 3.94 27.06 0.043 13.0 13.043 0.052 0.678
Total 1400 127.679
Factor 1.28
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Table 8.3.4(d)

ESA CONVERSION FACTORS

Table 8.3.4(d)

1C-Wheel Trucks (Provincial Road)

éﬁzz:l Axle load (ton) Equivalence Factor Frequency E § A
{ton) Front Rear Front Rear Total (%) Factor
a 2.83 5.17 0.0115 0.0158 0.027 50.0 .35

9 2.98 6.02 0.0138 0.027 0.041 0.125 0.005

10 3.08 6.92 0.0158 0.044 0.060 0.250Q 0.015
11 3.18 7.82 0.0178 0.067 c.085 0.460 0.039
12 3.24 B.76 0.0188 0.103 0.122 0.585 0.071
13 3.32 9.68 0.0205 0.153 0.174 0.711 0.124
14 3.36 10.64 0.022 g.22 0.242 0.836 0.202
15 3.41 11.59 0.023 0.31 0.333 1.211 0.403
ie6 3.42 12.58 0.023 0.43 0.453 1.626 0.737
17 3.45 13.55 0.024 0.6 0.624 3.042 1.898
18 3.46 14.54 0.024 0.82 0.844 6.005 5.068
19 3.48 15.52 0.025 1.1 1.125 9.718 10.933
20 3.48 16.52 0.025 1.41 1.435 9.923 14,240
21 3.51 17.49 0.026 1.8 1.826 4.168 7.611
22 3.52  18.48 0,026  2.35  2.376  1.501 3.566
23 3.54 19.46 0.0265 3.0 3.027 1.751 5.300
24 3.55 20.45 0.027 3.8 3.827 1.541 5.897
25 3.60 21.40 0,029 4.6 4.629 1.751 8.105
26 3.64 22.36 0.03 5.7 5.73 2.042 11.701
27 3.73 23.27 0.033 6.8 6.833 1.461 9.983
28 3.8l 24.1¢ G.036 8.0 8.036 0.751 6.035
29 3.86 25.14 0.039 9.4 9.439 0.335 3.162
30 3.90 26.10 0.04 11.2 11.24 0.165 1.855
31 3.94 27.06 0.043 13.0 13.043 0.040 0.522
Total lao 98.822
Factor 0.99
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Figure 8.3.6(a)

DESIGN AEBOUND DEFLECTION, INCH
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FPigure 8.3.6(b)
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Figure 8.3.6(b)
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-Figure 8.3.6(c)

Figure 8.3.6{(c) OVERLAY DESIGN -- TRRL. METHOD IN THE TROPICS
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Figure 8.3.6(e)

Flgure 8.3.6(e) OVERLAY DESIGN -- CALIFORNIA DIVISION
OF HIGHWAYS™ METHOD
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Table B.3.6

Table 8.3.6 REHABILITATION MEASURES

g;ic;late?/ P%anned X Roughnessl/ Rehébili—
Link No. Km.-Km. Length(Km) (m;)DESs_ Tht:i?ess_/ (mm/Km) - ;:Z;E;es
Rt -1 74 - 102 28 20 40 2,620 overlay
RH - 2 102 - 104 2 14 40 1,680 Overlay
110 - 118 8 3 40 6,520 overlay
RH - 3 140 - 186 46 27 40 3,170 Overlay
RH - 26 - 35 ° 7 40 2,990 Overlay
RH - 5 4 - 21 17 ) 40 5,510 Overlay
33 - 39 6 28 40 4,770 Overlay
RH - 6 39 - 64 25 32 " 40 4,160 Overlay
RH - 7*
RH - 8"
RH - 9 31 - 38 7 11 40 3,690 Overlay
RH - 10 0 -5 5 70 50(150) Reconstruction
RH - 11*
RH - 12 488 - 494 6 8 40 4,070 overlay
RH - 13 7 - 31 24 is 50(250) 4,350 Reconstruction
RH - 14 31 - 58 27 66 50(230) 5,030 Reconstruction
RH - 15 0 - 44 44 12 40 4,010 Overlay
RH - 16 3 -12 9 19 40 3,770 Overlay
23 - 28 5 42 50 3,970 Overlay
RH - 17 28 - 37 9 32 40 4,200 Overlay
RH - 18 0 - 30 30 35 40 4,240 Overlay
RH - 19 55 - 75 20 126 50{300} 5,330 Reconstruction
75 - 101 26 58 50 3,310 Overlay
RH - 20 101 - 107 6 129 120 4,480 Overlay
RH - 21 107 - 120 i3 43 50 2,560 Overlay
RH - 22 0 -8 8 35 40 3,710 Overlay
RH - 23 0 - 16 16 72 80 4,400 Overlay
RH - 24 le - 32 16 95 100 4,670 Overlay
RH - 25*
RH -~ 26 0 - 22 22 39 . 50(240) 7,590 Reconstruction
RH -~ 27 0 - 16 16 29 40 4,160 Overlay
RH - 28 o -7 7 25 40 3,040 Qverlay
14 - 25 11 32 40 3,160 Qverlay
Total 468
Note: }/ : Figures indicate the average of the section.
2/ : Figures indicate AC thickness for Overlay and AC surface and
crushed rock hase for Reconstruction.
* . No rehabilitation works are reguired within the design period.
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Thickness (mm)

Length ({km) Overlay
AC Surface [mm)}
Length (¥m) Reconstruction

Base {mm

Proposed
Link {Route|Link
No.
RH- 1 ( 24 { 400
RH- 2 | 24 | 500
RH- 3 24 | 600
RH- 4 24 | 1001
RE- 5 201 | 100
ri- 6 | 201 | 200 | {57
RH- 7 | 201 | 300
RH- 8 | 201 | 400 ..
RE- 9 | 202 { s00 | [ .
RH-10 | 206 | 100
RH-11 | 207 | 100 rr.
RE-12 | 207 | 202
RH-13 | 208 | 100 kP
RH-14 | 208 | 200
RH-15 213 | 100
RH-16 | 214 { 100
RH-17 | 214 | 200
RH-18 | 214 [ 800
RH~19 | 304 | 800
RH-20 | 304 | 902
RH-21 304 | 204 fg-
RH-22 |2023| 100
RH-23 {2039 | 101
RH-24 | 2039 102
RH-25 |2071| 100 P
RH-26 | 2109 | 100 ||
RrH-27 | 2160 100
R-28 2175 200 [H%F .

g -4



Thickness (mm}

Length (Km) Overlay
Figure 8.3.7 OVERLAY/RECONSTRUCTION SECTIONS BY PROPOSED LINK AC surface (mm)e—y
Lcngth {xm) 55-...5; ReconStIUCtion
Proposed Bage (mm)

Link {Route|Link Origin Destination Length

No. {km}

RH~ 24 400 A. Nang Rong A. Prakhon Chai 28

RH- 24 500 A. Prakhon Chai A. Prasat 36

RH- 24 600 &. Prasat A. Sangkha 50

RH- 24 11001 A. Warin Chamrap A. Det Udom 40

RH~ 201 | 100 A. Si kKhiu A. Dan Khun Thot 39

RH- & 201 | 200 A. Dan Khun Thot A. Nong Bua Xhok 25

RH- 7 201 | 300 A. Nong Bua Khok A, Chatturat 17  [Ix.p. . No Overlay/Reconstruction K.P.

64 a1
RH- B 201 | 400 &. Chatturat C. Chaiyaphum 38 {k.r. No Qverlay/Reconstruction K.P.
8l . 119
. A. Phayakkhaphum £ ;
RH- 9 202 s, NN -P.
0 500 A. Prathai Phisai 40 KwP !glP nF- KE;)P-
RH-10 | 206 | 100 | (Route 2) A. Phimai 5 Rl (so0, 150ibk. .
LLL
L1ttt
RH-11 207 | 100 B. Wat A. Prathai 37 No overlay/Reconstruction K.T.
3685
RE-12 207 } 202 A. Prathai A. Nong Scng Hong 13 K. P.
498
LETTTTITITTTY
RH~13 208 | 100 A. Tha Phra A. Kosum Phisai 31 . K.P. 24 [50, 250) K.P,
7 H i+ 31

RH-14 208 | 200 A. ¥Xosum Phisai C. Maha Sarakham 29

RH-15 213 { 100 C. Maha Sarakham C. Kalasin 44

RH-16 214 | 100 C. Kalasin B. Lum Chai 28

RH-17 214 | 200 A. Lam Nam Chi C. Roi Et 19

RH-18 214 | 800 C. Surin A. Prasat 30

RH-19 304 | 800 A. Buphai B. Takhop 46

RH-20 304 { 902 (By Pass) A. Pak Thong Chai 6

RH~21 304 | 904 &. Pak Thong Chai {Route 2) 26

RH-22 | 2023 100 B. Nam Kong A. Si That 8

RH-23 20391 101 A. Nam Phong A. Kranuan 16

RH-24 | 2039 | 102 A. Nam Phong A. Kranuan 17

RH-25 | 2071 | 100 a. Chok Chai A. Xhonburi 28

RH-26 | 2109 | 100 A. Nam Phong A, Ubonratana Dam 24

RH-27 2160 {1 100 B. Wat A. Kong 20

RH-28 | 2175 | 100 B. Wang Hin A. Chum Phuang 34
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Table 8.3.7

Table 8.3.7 SUMMARY OF REHABILITATION COSTS
Link Link Rehabilitation Costs
No. Length Finagcial Econogic Remarks
{km) (107B) (10°B)

RH - 1 28 22.5 20.3 QOverlay
RHE - 2 10 7.5 6.8 "
RH - 3 46 34.5 31.1 "
RH - 4 9 6.8 6.2 "
RH - 5 23 17.3 15.6 "
RH - 6 25 18.7 16.9 "
RH - 9 7 5.3 4.8 "
RH - 10 5 8.6 7.8 Reconstruction
RH - 12 6 4.5 4.1 Overlay
RH - 13 24 60.0 54.4 Reconstruction
RH - 14 27 65.9 59.8 "
RH - 15 44 33.0 29.8 Overlay
RH - 16 14 11.3 10.2 "
RH - 17 9 6.8 6.2 "
RH -~ 18 30 22.5 20.3 "
RH - 19 26 29.2 26.3 "

- 19 20 52.9 48.0 Reconstruction
RH ~ 20 6 15.7 14.2 cverlay
RH - 21 13 13.9 12.5 "
RH - 22 8 5.0 4,5 "
RH - 23 16 24.4 22.0 Y
RH - 24 16 29.8 26.8 "
RH - 26 22 42.3 38.4 Reconstruction
RH - 27 16 10.0 g.0 Overlay
RHE - 28 18 12.5 11.2 "

Total 560.9
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Figure 8.
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Table 8.5.1

Table 8.5.1 gyMMARY RESULTS OF EVALUATION FOR REHABILITATION LINKS

Proposed Links

Link Surface Link Proposed (iggB) Length (Km) Desigx_i Pavement  AC (_)verlay Reconst. C9nstruc- IRR
Number  Route Link  Type Length origin Destination Length OQverlay Recon- Deflection roughness  Thickness AC- tion Cost (%)
(Km} (Km) struction  (mm} {mn/km) {mm}) gtazé'ga?%l;un) (10°B)
RH-1 24 400 AC 28  A. Nang Rong A. Prakhon Chai 28 1386 28 - 0.899 2,620 40 22.5 13.3
RH-2 24 500 AC 36 A. Prakhon Chai A. Prasat 38 1701 10 - 0.797 5,450 40 7.5 91.9
RH-3 24 500 AC 50  A. Prasat A. sangkha 50 880 46 - 1.194 3,170 40 34.5 11.0
RH-4 24 1001 DT 40  A. Warin Chamrap A. Det Udom 40 1662 9 - 0.849 2,990 40 6.8 27.9
RH-5 201 100 DT 39  A. Sikhui A. Dan Khun Thot 39 1474 23 - 0.895 5,320 40 17.3 69.7
RH-6 201 200 DT 25  A. Dan Khun Thot A. Nong Bua Khok 25 1427 25 - 1.046 4,100 40 18.7 48.8
Ri-7 201 300 DT 17 A. Nong Bua Khok A. Chatturat 17 1776 ** 0.510 5,560 **
RH-8 201 400 DT 38 A. Chatturat C. Chaiyaphum 38 1776 *k 0.341 4,890 *k
RH-9 202 500 DT 40  A. Prathai A. Phrayakkhamphum 40 849 7 - 1.005 3,690 40 5.3 20.3
Phisai
RH-10 206 103 ac 5 A. Phimai By Pass 5 725 - 5 0.881 1?,8) B.6 19.6
RH-11 207 100 DT 37  B. Wat A. Prathai 37 695 *% 0.783 4,430 *x
RH-12 207 202 DT 35 A, Prathai A. Khok Chik 13 601 6 - 0.958 4,070 40 4.5 10.1
RH-13 208 100 DT 31 A. Tha Phra A. Kosum Phisaj 31 1912 - 24 1.126 4,350 220 60.0 9.9
RH-14 208 200 DT 29  A. Kosum Phisai C. Maha Sarakham 29 1722 - 27 1.316 5,030 239) 65.9 11.7
RH-15 213 ipe DT 44 C. Mzha Sarakham A. Kalasin 44 1742 44 - 0.882 4,010 40 33.0 56.8
RH-16 214 100 DT 28 A. Kalasin B. Lum Chai 28 1793 14 - 1.121 3,850 (5om2km) 1.3 43.1
RH-17 214 200 DT 19 A. Lamnamchi C. Roi Et 19 1118 9 - 1.166 4,200 40 6.8 34.5
RH-18 214  BOO PM 30 C. Surin A, Prasat 30 2249 30 - 1.035 4,240 40 22.5 82.8
RH-19 304 800 AC 46  A. Buphai B. Takhop 46 2350 26 20 1.476 4,180 50 338) B2.1 28.9
RH-20 304 902 AC 6  A. Pak Thong Chai By Pass 6 2720 6 - 1.564 4,480 120 15.7 25.7
RH-21 304 904  AC 26  A. Pak Thong Chai (Route 2) 26 2720 13 - 1.030 2,560 =0 13.9 20.7
RH-22 2023 100 BM 8  B. Nam Kong A. Si That 8 3936 8 - 1.047 3,710 40 5.0 118.1
RH-23 2039 101 DT 16  A. Nam Phong A. Kranuan 16 2016 16 - 1.339 4,400 80 24.4 34.5
RH-24 2039 102 DT 17  A. Nam Phong A. Kranuan 17 2016 16 - 1.338 4,670 100 29.8 29.8
RH-25 2071 100 DT 28  A. Chokchai A. Khonburi 28 1108 b 0.734 5+ 400 *x -
RH-26 2109 100 DT 24  A. Nam Phong A. Ubolratana Dam 24 959 - 22 1-409 7,590 233) 42.3 227
RH-27 2160 100 DT 20  B. Wat A. Kong 20 442 16 - 1.397 4,160 49 10.0 7.3
RH-28 2175 100 BT 34  B. Wang Hin A. Chum Phuang 34 1104 18 - 1.214 3,110 40 12.5 13.1
) Total 774 370 98

. ’ {**) Overlay/Reconstruction is not reguired
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Figure 9,2.1

Figure 9.2.1 PROCESS OF PHASING
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Table 9.2.1

Table 9,2.1 PHASED PROGRAME (IMPROVEMENT AND NEW CONSTRUCTION)

1) STAGE I

2/ Excluding price contingency

3/ Section 1 {with ADT more than 300 in the 7th year)
4/ Optimum Opening Year :
Soil Aggregate Surfaced
6/ Section 2 (with ADT less than 300 in the 7th year)

5/ S.

A, 1t

The year when the first year benefit exceeds 12% of total investment

Pro- 2/
posed Origin Destination length  Foad  Surface™/ ngzi' IRR  Social
Route {Km) Class Type (Mn ¥) (%} Impacts
IM-28 C. Buri Ram Lam Chi River 42.0 F4 DBST 96.1 27.0 B
IM-33 J. R. 2 B. Chokchai 51.5 Fd DBST 108.6 21.6 A
IM=-5 A. Nam Phong J. R. 209 29.1 F4 DBST 61.5 20.0 c
IM-8 B. Huai Koeng A. Kumphawapi 16.7 Fr4 DBST 27.4 i8.1 C
IM-19 A. Selaphum B. Kham Phon Sung 46.0 F4 DBST 95.3 17.1 B
IM-31 A. Lamplai Mat B. Nong Xi 59.7 F4 DBST 93.1 15.1 c
IM-30 A. Huai Thalaeng B. Ka Sang 51.0 F4 DBST 96.4 l4.6 c
IM-21 A, T. Phut Phon A. Khemarat 65.3 rd DBST 112.4 14.3 C
IM-12 3/ A. 5. Daen Din A. Song Dac 18.1 F4 DBST 35.9 12.5 A
IM=-10~ A. Phen K. A. Song Khom 26.0 F4 DBEST 45.6 12.4 B
IM-26 3/ B. Non Dang A. Rattana Buri 39.5 F4 DBST 74.3 11.8 -
IM-25= A. Maha Chana Chai A, Kho Wang 23.0 F4 DBST 39.9 11.6 B
IM-29 A. Prakhon Chai A, Krasang 48.0 F4 DBST 95.5 11.5 C
IM~27 B. Nong Khao A. Chom Phra 1.1 F4 DBST 52.0 11.3 c
IM~9 A. Nong Han A. Khumphawapi 33.4 ¥4 DBST 72.6 11.1 C
IM-24 B. Na Suang B. Na Yia 14.5 o DBST 25.7 10.6 A
IM~-1 A. Khong J. R. 2180 48.0 F4 DBST 91.5 9.6 A
iM-7 B. Khok Lat B. Tha Yom 24.0 F4 DBST 46.0 8.1 A

Total of Stage I 666.9 1,269.8
2) STAaGE It

2/ 4/ 5/

Pro- 1/ Const.—~ . 0.0.¥.~ F5/5.A.~
posed Origin Destination Length Road Surface Cost IRR Social FYRB=12%
Route {Km} Class Type Mn B) (%) Impacts DBST COST IRR
IM-23 B. Don Chik B. Nong Riang 44.8 F4 DBST 74.2 10.7 o 1988 38.5 13.9
IM-2 B. Waeo K. A. Na Pho 9.4 F4 DBST 16.3 10.2 B 1981 8.8 12.7
iM-17 A. Kuchinarai B. Nong Riang 30.4 F4 DBST 66.1 B.7 B 1991 40.6 12.2
IM-20 B. Na Hai A, Kut Khao Pun 17.2 F4 DBST 32.9 8.4 B 1992 22.3 11.0
IM-18 C. Kalasin B. K. Nong Bua 50.7 F4 DBST 98.2 7.5 B 1992 59.6 1l1.6
IM-3 J. R. 2301 A. Na Chuak 30.6 Fd DBST '57.8 7.4 B 1993 32.1 11.%6
IM-13 B. Chuam A. Na Wha 19.8 F4 DBST 37.5 6.6 B 1994 24.5 9.4
IM-4 A. Chonnabot B. Kut Ru 35.3 F4 DBST 60.6 6.2 B 1994 33.7 9.8
IM-11 B. Thung Yai K. A. Thung Fon 8.3 F4 DBST 18.8 5.1 A 15996 12.4 8.8
IM-15 A. R. Nakhon B. Ku Ru Khu 40.1 4 DBST 75.4 5.1 c 1996 45.2 8.9
IM-22 A. Khemarat B, Hua Saphan 122.4 F4 DBST 217.1 4.5 A 1997 116.6 8.1
IM-32 B. Yok Kham B. Soeng Sang 29.0 F4 DBST 49.5 4.5 c 1999 28.1 9.8
IM-6 B. Sok Chan Ubolratana Dam 20.3 F4 DBST 62.4 4.0 A 1999 36.0 6.2
IM-14 J. R. 223 K. A. Tao Ngai 12.0 F4 DEST 27.7 3.7 A 1999 18.5 5.8
IM-16 J. R. 212 A. Whan Yai 9.1 F4 DBST 15.2 3.0 A 1999 7.6 8.6
m-zsg A. Kho Wang J. R. 2168 15.2 18.5 8.1
IM-10- K. A. Song Khom J. R. 212 22.1 23.5 6.4

Total of Stage II  516.7
Note: 1/ DBST : Double Bituminous Surface Treatment






Figure 9.2.2 PHASED PROGRAM FOR IMPROVEMENT AND NEW CONSTRUCTION

Figure 9.2.2
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Table 9.2.2

Table 9.2.2 STAGE I PRCGRAM FOR REHABILITATION

Proposed Const, Cost

Proposed Link IRR
Route Length (Mn §) (%)
{Km) Overlay Reconst.
RH-22 8 5.0 118.1
RH-2 10 7.5 91.9
RH-18 30 22.5 82.8
RH~5 23 i7.3 69.7
RH-15 44 33.0 56.8
RH-6 25 18.7 48.8
RH-16 14 11.3 43,1
RH-17 9 0.8 34.5
RH-23 16 24.4 34.5
RH-24 16 29.8 29.8
RH-19 (1) 26 29.2 289
{2) 20 52.9

RH-4 9 6.8 27.9
RH-20 6 15.7 25.7
RH-26 22 42.3 22.7
RH-21 13 13.8 20.7
RH-9 7 5.3 20.3
RH-10 5 B.6 19.6
RH-1 28 22.5 13.3
RH-28 18 12.5 13.1
RH-14 27 65.9 11.7
RH-3 46 34.5 11.0
RH~-12 6 4.5 10.1
RH-13 24 60.0 9.9
RH-27 16 10.0 7.3
Total 468 331.1 229.7%







Figure 9.23 PHASED PROGRAM FOR REHABILITATION

Figure 9.2.3
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