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Abstract

The modified bitumen waterproofing membrane is the most widely used waterproof material in
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construction engineering, and its construction method has an important influence on the life and
quality of construction engineering. In view of the problem of a project in the decision-making of
the construction method of the modified asphalt waterproof membrane, the construction method
was analyzed and decided based on the analytic hierarchy process, and the result was consistent
with the actual situation of the project, which provided a reliable decision for the selection of the
construction method of the waterproof membrane method.
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Figure 1. Construction method selection structure diagram
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Table 3. Mi calculated in the judgment matrix P
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