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A Fundamental Study on International Comparison of Labor Productivity in
Construction Industry
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Abstract

This study compared the labor productivity of the construction industry to the manufacturing and service industries,
In addition, It analyzed the construction labor productivity gap of the G7 countries based on data from the Korean
Productivity Center, A comparative analysis of construction labor productivity between manufacturing and service
industries, based on statistics from the National Statistical Office, revealed a relatively low level and trend of continued
decline, In addition, a comparative analysis of the productivity of construction workers in the major G7 countries found
that the difference in productivity is very large, with an average of 65.3 %, Therefore, domestic construction companies
and the government should prepare Improvement measures to improve productivity by investing in technology
development to increase labor productivity and improving the production system of the construction industry,
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