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Restoration budget requests from
local government
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(B 1) AS =48 715X
IFIN| 7IEX| 75|
1" Hierarchy | 7|= S-AHP 2" Hierarchy | 7|= S-AHP 3¢ Hierarchy | 7IZ S-AHP
AHP | B |BEHEi AHP | ZF |BZE:} AHP | =@ |mx®it
Designation from
central 0.054 0.034 0.009
- government
C\gsesswg(i]a;t\%r;]of 0.087 0.053 0.015 Designation from
local government 0.022 0.013 0.004
Non—designation| 0.011 0.008 0.002
importance of | o305 | 0262 | 0051 | Academic | o400 | 0121 | 0.026
cultural heritage Historical and significance
architectural 0.157 0.161 0.032 Familiarity and
symbolism preservation 0.057 | 0.042 | 0.009
concerns
Regional and Regonal | 5409 | 0031 | 0.008
functional 0.061 0.048 0.013 significance
importance Functionality 0.032 0.017 0.005
Main part 0.044 0.032 0.007
Location | 0.068 | 0045 | 0.010 Non_gg#““ra' 0015 | 0.010 | 0002
Accessories 0.009 0.006 0.002
Collapse hazard | 0.086 0.094 0.016
Severity 0151 0.134 0.021 Deformation 0.033 0.021 0.005
Progressive
damage 0.032 0.019 0.004
Degree of Visitors’ exposure
damage 0.488 0.526 0.069 to hazards 0.083 0.131 0.023
Viewing
Possibilty of oi6r o101 - frequencies 0.042 0.032 0.006
accidents : ‘ ' Degree of
technical and
functional 0.042 0.031 0.006
constraints
Physical damage | 0.024 0.031 0.007
T
ypes 0.102 0.155 0.028 Structural 0.078 0427 0.021
damage
Priority of
regulation 0.054 0.061 0.011
Regulations 0.077 0.073 0.016 Degree of o
appeal 0.023 0.012 0.004
Appropriateness
of restoration 0.024 0.018 0.005
Mgmt. policy | 0.207 | 0.212 | 0.036 | Constructabilty | 0.076 | 0.076 | 0.017 scheme
Consenabilty of | g g5 | 0059 | 0.013
original form
Confidence of
Acceptable cost request data 0.040 0.046 0.012
budgst 0.054 0.064 0.015 Sutabiity of cost
utabity o1 COSt) 6 014 | 0.017 | 0.003
allocation
A Are TP WE 3 AR} JEHY & 18 Dol 7129 ArEA Aapet ZatoA
go] 20| F-EE ARE g O & sfaL gt Ajtele ZEAAS vt &t E3H9)
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(E 2) SRP & B Aty 2429

8 7IE AHP HE2X AHP
=0 S-SRP
XHHS S-SRP M9 B aEma S p-value
500 704.4 2 693.8 M2 1
€0.001
915 706.1 1 663.2 401 2
€0.001
143 662.3 3 634.5 355 3
€0.001
804 646.1 4 629.9 36.4 4
€0.001
825 609.4 7 620.0 37.7 5
€0.001
830 633.4 5 6135 36.7 6
€0.001
212 616.3 6 568.4 35.3 7
0.004
833 596.1 8 585.1 35.1 8
€0.001
826 570.2 11 562.4 33.9 9
0.171
374 567.8 12 560.8 327 10
€0.001
1243 571.9 10 5575 34.4 11
€0.001
835 575.1 9 547.2 32.7 12
€0.001
823 541.3 13 543.4 316 13
€0.001
836 530.0 14 509.2 317 14
FEEof dig Wit 71eA L wEEAE A, O R UM 28 S8st 7Iy
i e Has AR A A AlgAS SEE 2iloM e ZEA B ARYS T e R ARY A
A AS FACR =58 7HA Y] Betdh 22 A SARIE A4k St Hds Alekekgl
£ o]&sto] AH weAle] A BluE M A T e o] ARH I wEbA AlAE 2ES Al
S(hypothesis testing)e &3l A58ttt offf Al EAHOE A A 2 ZEAAE AL
A Aol A B19] Al Al TR AI(We )eE 2t 7]1AL 7] YA ARE Hesto] Thaslsigi,
i Aol izt e Hp(ac) 5 e oA ARIZEY] Bl B B7E7E golsf ojak R el
Z $AEHE 248k Al (ndicator)7F AREET, &8 29 BE&Ado] S7HE ACE VgEt
n SHARH SEEA AT M T3 B F
SRP= E W < AG,
=l Al ARdoll =3 A] oFar, Y oite s 4
SEEAY AT AN oot Aol tEt H AEe 3F AEA S RSk YAk dA
B B AR o4t wAof] Bl At 1EE B8 4 olon, 3% FE]E oik HAdolA] Al
B ged S S e AAEHNOH,  EHe 355A SAYE 299 aeS AT oA
AQke w2 HE 9] 45 o] tigt s A4 B Aite] 283 4 s AoE JdE
69.2%= FEFTH =)
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