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Establishment of Sustainability Evaluation System of
Construction Project

SHI Zhenwu, HUANG Zuowan

(School of Civil Engineering, Northeast Forestry University, Haerbin 150040, China)

Abstract: In order to solve the outstanding contradiction that the construction projects are not sustainable in
the process of urbanization in China, the attribute of sustainability of the construction project is decomposed
through analyzing the connotation of the construction project sustainability. The sustainable elements of the
construction project in different life cycle are clarified, some quantitative evaluation of construction project sus-
tainability in different life cycle is proposed. The corresponding evaluation system and evaluation methods are
formed. The results show the evaluation system is valid and effective.
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Fig. 1 Architecture of sustainable

evaluation system of construction project
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Tab. 2 Sustainable evaluation system of construction project in stage of design and planning
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Tab. 3 Evaluation system validation scoring comparison
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