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Fig.1
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(Hierarchical Structure of Decision-making)
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(Definition of Valuation Basis)
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(Comparison of AHP and Method Developed in This Study)
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(Framework of Method Developed in This Study)
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Fig.5
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Table 5
(Adding Points to Aseismic Capacity Evaluation Marks)

No

1 0.5
2 0.2
3 0.5
4 0.2
5 0.2
6 0.5
7 0.3
8 0.1
9 1 20
10 0.5
11 1 20
12 0.2
13 0.2
14 0.5
15 0.1
16 0.2
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Table 6

(Experiential Judgments of Construction Companies about Superiority of Aseismic Strengthening Measures)
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Fig.7
(Utility Function)
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(Priority of Aseismic Strengthening Measures) (CASE1,2,3)
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Fig.9

(Priority of Aseismic Strengthening Measures) (CASE1,4,5)

Table 7
(Priority Rank of Aseismic Strengthening Measures)
(CASE1,4,5)
1
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100
50 100 Table 8
50
Table 8
(Priority Rank of Aseismic Strengthening Measures)
(CASEL, Analysis According to Budget)
50 100
1 13 69
2 20 63
31 83
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