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Comprehensive Evaluation System for Completed Construction Projects
GUO Han ding"*, WANG Kai'

( 1 Department of Management Engineering. Tianjin Institute of Urban Construction, Tianjin 300384, China;
2 School of Management, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300072, China)

Abstract: In order to analyze the comprehensive evaluation system for completed construction
projects, this paper first expounds its purposes. Based on the analysis of the factors influencing
construction quality, it poses comprehensive rating ideas for completed projects from construction
product quality, substance quality, and supervision process quality. It finally builds
comprehensive rating system for completed projects by three levels on the basis of design quality,
construction quality, material and equipment quality, action quality of bodies, and site substance
quality. And two step and two time fuzzy comprehensive evaluation for completed projects is
conducted.
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