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The following tables summarize the mobilization according to improvement strategies based on five years of data from

Percent Mobilization by Improvement Strategies
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January 2015 to December 2019. The tables are separated by improvement strategies for bridge and roadway proposals.
The improvement strategies are classified in FDM 11-1, Attachment 10.1.

The tables below include all projects of varying sizes for each improvement strategy. Expected values do vary depending
upon the amount spent on the project. Small and large projects typically will have higher mobilization costs than mid-

size projects. Expected Range and Typical Middle Value is defined in the Appendix.

The Similar Projects Tool allows the sorting of 5 years of data by a number of criteria including improvement type,

region, project size and date of the project. The similar projects tool can be found on the Estimating Tools Page.

$ 10M to $20M or
All Work Types S 20M more
Sample Size: 349 267 279 440 78 39
Expected Range (lower limit): 7.2% 4.0% 3.2% 2.8% 3.6% 4.1%
Typical Middle Value: 9.8% 6.8% 5.5% 4.4% 5.3% 5.8%
Expected Range (upper limit): 13.5% 9.4% 8.6% 6.6% 8.4% 7.6%

Bridge Rehabilitation and $ 0.5M or $0.5M to

Preventative less $1M

Sample Size: 41 43 47 38
Expected Range (lower limit): 8.2% 8.3% 7.3% 4.6%
Typical Middle Value: 10.9% 10.1% 9.4% 7.3%
Expected Range (upper limit): 17.9% 15.2% 12.1% 10.5%

$0.5M or $0.5Mto $ 10M to
Bridge Replacement less S$1M S 20M
Sample Size: 156 97 36 34 8
Expected Range (lower limit): 7.6% 5.7% 6.3% 4.3% 5.0%
Typical Middle Value: 9.9% 7.3% 7.7% 6.0% 6.3%
Expected Range (upper limit): 12.6% 8.9% 9.7% 7.9% 7.2%

Roadway Perpetuation

(Resurfacing &

Preservation/Restoration)

Sample Size: 19 46 86 152 14

Expected Range (lower limit): 3.8% 2.7% 1.8% 2.7% 3.5%
Typical Middle Value: 7.9% 5.6% 3.5% 4.3% 5.8%
Expected Range (upper limit): 10.2% 7.7% 5.7% 6.4% 8.5%



https://wisconsindot.gov/rdwy/fdm/fd-11-01-att.pdf#fd11-1a10.1
https://wisconsindot.gov/Documents/doing-bus/eng-consultants/cnslt-rsrces/tools/estimating/similar-projects.xlsx
http://wisconsindot.gov/Pages/doing-bus/eng-consultants/cnslt-rsrces/tools/estimating/est-tools.aspx
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Roadway Rehabilitation

(Reconditioning & Pavement
Replacement)

Sample Size: 12 15 22 45 8

Expected Range (lower limit): 8.1% 3.6% 2.0% 2.2% 2.4%
Typical Middle Value: 11.5% 4.6% 4.4% 3.3% 4.4%
Expected Range (upper limit): 13.0% 7.7% 6.2% 5.3% 6.4%

Roadway Modernization

(Reconstruction & Expansion)

Sample Size: 28 20 58 161 54 41

Expected Range (lower limit): 5.6% 4.0% 2.7% 2.7% 3.7% 4.3%
Typical Middle Value: 8.6% 5.7% 4.3% 4.2% 5.2% 5.8%
Expected Range (upper limit): 10.9% 7.3% 5.8% 5.6% 8.6% 8.0%

Appendix

Sample Size:

Typical Middle Value:

Expected Range:

Number of projects used to calculate the median.

Median, or 50% of the values in the sample size are above this value and 50%

are below this value.

Quartiles 1 and 3, or the remaining range of Mobilization percentages after
25% of the highest values and 25% of the lowest values have been removed.
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