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This study provides state departments of transportation (DOTs) with a planning-phase PE cost estimation meth-
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types. Due to the uncertainties and limited availability in the planning phase, it is challenging to estimate PE
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& Processing Testing & Validation Conclusions The PE cost ratios to original contract cost significantly varied This study has been published in the Transportation Research Record (March 2022 issue; doi-10.1177/03611981221083912)
by project size and project type.
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