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An Establishment of the Situational Application Criteria
on the Risk Management Technique in the Construction Project
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Abstract

Recently, a risk management in the construction project is getting more important. But the field application
cases of risk management and its performance level that have been worked in the construction field are so rare
and poor, because an application criteria on the risk management technique is not established systematically. So
in order to apply of risk management in the field more successfully, it is necessary to optimize the technique of
situational application on the risk management. The purpose of this study proposes the optimized application
criteria in the field risk management based on the three categories such as historical data, experts, and analysis

time.

Keyword : Risk management, Risk identification, Risk analysis, Analysis technique
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