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Road Scarring:
Areduces the service life of the road
A can lead to visibility of removed lines
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A There are onl\Btandards dedicated to
road markingapplication

A New Zealand Standargsovide no
constraints or guidelines on how to
remove road marking
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Required Preview Distance for the Speec
Environment
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Our Goal was to:
Asee if there is a correlation between e
percentage of paint retained and preview O e
distance PR 80
Aunderstand the operators control of the
water blaster
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Three methods along each section of line:

A Varying pressure

A Varying operator speed

A Operators attempt at reaching required
percentage of paintetained
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Modified Sand Circle Depth vs Sand Circl

Sand Circle

Depth Equation
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