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A Study of Factors Influencing Delivery Methods Selection
on Public Construction Projects
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Abstract

The selection of an appropriate contract method is vital for the successful operation of the project, However, there
has been a lack of studies on objective decision making support models for use in the planning stage of a project
contract, The present study had the goal of analyzing the factors that influence contract method selection, as an initial
study for developing a project contract method selection model, The existing related studies were analyzed, and the
factors considered in the literature were selected, Then, based on the findings, the opinions of an expert group on the
important factors for contract method selection were collected through a survey. The collected opinions were analyzed
using factor analysis, a statistical analysis method, The results will be utilized in the future as preliminary data for
developing a decision making model for selecting a contract method.,
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