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Tab.1 Index comparison of bridge project Tab.2 Quantitative evaluation index of bridge project
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Tab.3 The first round of consultation data statistical analysis
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Tab.4 The second round of consultation data statistical analysis
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Tab.5 Quantitative evaluation cases of bridge project
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Application of Delphi Method in Landscape Bridge Project Selection of Water
Conservancy Hub

Yu Shaohua, Wu Tingying

(Communications Design Institute Co. ,Ltd. of Jiangxi Province, Nanchang 330002, China)

Abstract: For designers often find themselves knowing less about characteristics and requirements of industries
outside transportation field, it’s difficult for such designs with the relevant industrial features to be accepted eas-
ily. This paper proposes a new means of Delphi method in the project selection of landscape bridge project. It
takes Xiajiang water conservancy hub landscape bridge project as an example and hires 15 experts from water
conservancy system for two rounds of consultation. On the premise of meeting the functional requirements, the
six items of project selection including the structural safety of bridge design, construction difficulty, later
management, schedule, cost, landscape effect are studied and then the right projects are put in order by weight-
ed sum. The results of project selection show that the selected project meets the needs, takes the actual situation
into consideration and shortens the early stage of the design cycle as well.
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