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Practice of Fog Seal Experiment Road

for Highway Preventive Maintenance

YANG Ming, SU Wei-guo

(College of Traffic and Communications, South China University of Technology, Guangzhou 510640, China)

Abstract: The preventive maintenance fog seal is easy and effective for pavement preservation. There

is not enough systematic evaluation for the effects of fog seal until now. According to a highway

experiment road, some performance indexes of pavement are measured locally before and after applying fog

seal. The construction technology of some fog seal treatments is introduced, all kinds of data analyzed,

and the effects of fog seal evaluated. The data indicate that although the using of fog seal will reduce

lightly the skid resistance, it will not influence the using function, and it will enhance the waterproof effect

obviously, its construction technology is easy.
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