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A Study of the Application for performance measurement

on Domestic Construction Industry
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Abstract

There are some of the tools for measuring enterprise and group behavior on construction projects. Of these,
performance is vital. But, because of imperfect factors, it came under attack. An enterprise can, however, improve
it's problem with performance measurement. For this reason, it is essential tool for achieving objectives of an
enterprise. Domestic construction industry must understand that what isn’t measured, it not only can’t manage it
also can’t improve. The objective of this study is to investigate the performance measurement tools and items in
overseas construction projects(UK, Australia). Based on the data, the study suggests the considerable items,
problems and restrictive factors as it is accepted on domestic construction industry
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