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The Empirical Study on Web based Information Evaluation
System for the Construction Industry
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Abstract

In this study, we developed the web-based system evaluating the construction information level considering
the characteristic of business of the construction company. According to the business, if a construction company
answer to the information evaluation questions and inputs its information goal, the web-based system provides
the construction information score and the comparative report to the result of companies which are the similar
business type and scale. Moreover this system presents the information strategy to achieve company's
information goal based on the present information level. This study will enable to a construction company to
improve the level of IT in the construction industry and to increase IT investments

Key words : Information Evaluation System for the Construction Industry, Web based System
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Table 3. Weight Adjustment for Achieving
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Table 5. Results of Construction Information in
Similar Construction Business
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