Hans Journal of Civil Engineering /AR T72, 2021, 10(8), 780-786 Hans Xl
Published Online August 2021 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/hjce
https://doi.org/10.12677/hjce.2021.108088

EFRRATENZER Y TREGHESIFN
fot

s A

He L P RE VR AT PR W] R 7 ), DT RSB
Email: 25720120@qqg.com

Weks Hi: 202147 H25H; A EM: 20214F8 H9H; kA HH: 202148 H24H

R

TREM N EERMAXMIAT B RE, X TEENHTERNPHEERRNERE L. Hik, AU
T B3 i AR TG BRG], RARRAELRAZER & TRENRWER, 25HE
ENEMER G WA, SRNERANER. HI LTREMFER R H SEEN AREIA
TEER TRENRHESE

XK ia
ZEER, LEEN, BROE

Research on Evaluation of Cost Control of
Traffic Construction Project Based on
Analytic Hierarchy Process

Hua Qing

Huadian Tibet Energy Co., Ltd. Chengdu Branch, Chengdu Sichuan
Email: 25720120@qqg.com

Received: Jul. 25th, 2021; accepted: Aug. 9th, 2021; published: Aug. 24th, 2021

Abstract

The management and control of project cost is inevitable for related enterprises, and it is of great
practical significance to control and evaluate project cost. Therefore, this article takes the project
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cost business of China Communications Construction Group as an example, uses the analytic hie-
rarchy process to identify the factors affecting the cost of transportation construction projects,
calculates the proportion of each influencing factor, and addresses the factors with larger weights
and the problems existing in the current project cost, to put forward reasonable suggestions to
provide reference for the follow-up research on the cost of transportation construction projects.
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Figure 1. The cost analysis model of transportation construction project
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Table 1. AHP method quantity scale
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Table 2. Random consistency index RI value
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Table 3. The cost jJudgment matrix of the transportation construction project
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Table 4. Judgment matrix at the investment decision stage
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Table 5. The judgment matrix at the design stage
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Table 6. Judgment matrix at the bidding stage
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Table 7. Judgment matrix during the construction phase
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Table 8. Judgment matrix at the completion and settlement stage
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Table 9. The weight ranking of the first-level indicators of traffic construction to the target layer
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Table 10. The ranking of the weights of the secondary indicators of traffic construction on the target layer
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