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Abstract

This study takes a statistical approach to quantify the impact of work stopped on the following day's site
productivity. Therefore, this study is aimed to verify this null hypothesis: ‘A work stopped in a construction field
does not impact on the following day's productivity and productivity achievement ratio’. For the purpose, work
stopped 1s presumed as a dummy variable impacting site productivity in multiple linear regression analysis.
Moreover, the quantified impact of work stopped on productivity achievement ratio is identified based on this
study. This study shows that construction managers should persevere in their efforts to secure the work continuity
in order to improve site productivity and productivity achievement ratio.

Keyword : Work stopped, productivity, reduction factor, productivity achievement ratio
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