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Abstract: The industry structural factor, the economic
strength factor, the technological capacity factor, and the
the

competitiveness of construction industry evaluation indexes.

market environment factor were summarized as
The competitiveness of construction industry evaluation model
was established based on optimal combination weight. Finally,
China’s competitiveness of construction industry in 2012 was

analyzed.
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Fig.1 Evaluation model of competitiveness for construction industry based on optimal combination weights
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Tab.2 Wight of evaluation indexes of competitiveness for construction industry
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Tab.3 Result of comprehensive evaluation competitiveness of construction industry in China in 2012
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