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A Study on Analytic Hierarchy Proces for Construction Planning
-Research on Examples of Railway Route Selection-
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<Abstract>

Recently, the items of construction planning have magnified
and specialized and the problems occurring at the first step
of the construction planing process have complicated. In
this research, AHP(Analytic Hierarchy Process) method
which is simple to apply and clear to decide has been
proposed when a people making a plan at the first step of
the construction planing process. As an example, the best
solution has been obtained in a railway construction line
choice that consist of various items by applying for this
method, which proves the possibility of application of this
method to the complicated problems.
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