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Abstract

Standard production unit system and historical cost data are the most typical data base for calculating budget price
in construction. However, these construction cost estimation methods are difficult to calculate proper construction cost
because definition, additional allowance or modification criteria is not clear in construction within one day. Therefore,
this study identifies problems for standard production unit system and historical cost data and suggests the
improvements for them. For the objectives, this study analyzes frequency after implementing survey for 44 specialty
contractors in placing at kyeonggi-province. As the results of the study, labor costs in standard production unit
system and equipment costs in historical cost data and in construction of pavement and maintenance by project type

was exceeded at most high rate against construction cost estimation methods.

Based on this result, standard

production unit system and historical cost data need to be modified by three improvements such as classification by
project scale. These will be baseline data for improvement of construction cost estimation methods for less than one

day workload.
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Table 4. Frequency on excessive expense of construction costs

by project type against standard production unit system
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Table 5. Frequency on excessive expense of construction costs

by project type against historical cost data
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