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Checklist for Green Construction Equipment Selection
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Abstract

Using green construction equipment, there are some disadvantages like increasing construction costs and

delaying the schedule,

Despites of disadvantages, green construction equipment is necessary for decreasing

environmental load in construction industry, Therefore, this study proposed checklist for green construction
equipment selection, For the checklists, criteria of the checklist were drawn by literature review in the aspects of
contractor and a survey was performed in order to measure weights of the criteria, When a contractor choose the
green construction equipment, this checklist can support an objective decision—making,
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