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Abstract : The purpose of this study is to verify the assessment of the risk index by the AHP method effective in
the bridge congtruction. We compared that by the AHP method with the risk index by the accident andysis in the
bridge construction. This method results in the useful tool deciding the assessment of the risk index according to

work type in the bridge construction.
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2.1. H=S2MH(AHP : Analytic Hierarchy Pro-
cess)
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Fig. 1. AHP achievement process,
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Fig. 2. Layering according to work type in bridge construction,
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Fig. 3. Weight significance decision(example),
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Fig. 4. Weight significance decision of Group A(example),
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Fig. 5. Weight significance decision of Group B(example).
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Table 2, Risk ranking according to work type by qualitative

question
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Table 3. Comparison of that by AHP method with risk index by accident analysis
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