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Abstract

Weather condition is the uncontrolled factor to influence the project duration. Determining
non-working days due to it incorrectly leads to often change the project duration and increase the

total cost as well as causing the dispute among stakeholders. When making decision of non-working

days, it is important to consider the expert’s experience according to the characteristic of the site and

local area. Therefore this paper presented the method to estimate non-working days due to weather

condition by using fuzzy numbers reflecting expert’s subjective experience.
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