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An Integrated Environment and Economic Evaluation Model

for Building Reconstruction and Remodeling Projects
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Abstract

Recently, the environmental sustainability has showed up one of the important considerations in the construction

industry. However, the effective evaluation method for the decision-making on either reconstruction or remodeling

of a project has not been developed so far. This paper presents an integrated evaluation model considering hoth

environment and economic factors of a building project for which the decision making on either remodeling or

reconstruction is needed. In order to develop the model,

the characteristics of both types of projects were

investigated and analyzed through the related literature review, and then appropriate evaluation criteria and

analysis methodology to be used in the model were developed.
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