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Airport Operations Percent   Weighting Factor
CA EN OT PL RE SA SP ST Project Purpose No. of Pairwise "Wins" of Total (Rounded)

CA ‐ Capacity CA CA CA RE SA SP ST 3 10.71% 11
EN ‐ Environment OT PL RE SA SP ST 0 0.00% 1
OT‐ Other PL RE SA SP ST 1 3.57% 3
PL ‐ Planning PL SA SP ST 3 10.71% 11
RE ‐ Reconstruction SA RE RE 5 17.86% 18
SA ‐ Saftey/Security SP SA 6 21.43% 21
SP ‐ Statutory Emphasis Programs SP 6 21.43% 21
ST ‐ Standards 4 14.29% 14

Total 28 100.00% 100

Airport Capacity Percent   Weighting Factor
CA EN OT PL RE SA SP ST Project Purpose No. of Pairwise "Wins" of Total (Rounded)

CA ‐ Capacity CA CA CA CA CA CA CA 7 25.00% 25
EN ‐ Environment OT PL RE SA SP ST 0 0.00% 1
OT‐ Other PL OT SA SP ST 2 7.14% 7
PL ‐ Planning PL SA PL ST 4 14.29% 14
RE ‐ Reconstruction SA RE RE 3 10.71% 11
SA ‐ Saftey/Security SP SA 5 17.86% 18
SP ‐ Statutory Emphasis Programs SP 4 14.29% 14
ST ‐ Standards 3 10.71% 10

Total 28 100.00% 100

Airport Sustainabiliity Percent   Weighting Factor
CA EN OT PL RE SA SP ST Project Purpose No. of Pairwise "Wins" of Total (Rounded)

CA ‐ Capacity EN CA PL RE SA SP ST 1 3.57% 4
EN ‐ Environment EN EN EN SA EN EN 6 21.43% 21
OT‐ Other PL RE SA SP ST 0 0.00% 1
PL ‐ Planning PL SA PL PL 5 17.86% 18
RE ‐ Reconstruction SA RE RE 4 14.29% 14
SA ‐ Saftey/Security SP SA 6 21.43% 21
SP ‐ Statutory Emphasis Programs SP 4 14.29% 14
ST ‐ Standards 2 7.14% 7

Total 28 100.00% 100

Pairwise Comparison Matrix

CA ‐ Capacity
EN ‐ Environment
OT‐ Other
PL ‐ Planning
RE ‐ Reconstruction
SA ‐ Saftey/Security
SP ‐ Statutory Emphasis Programs
ST ‐ Standards

Pairwise Comparison Matrix

CA ‐ Capacity
EN ‐ Environment
OT‐ Other
PL ‐ Planning
RE ‐ Reconstruction
SA ‐ Saftey/Security
SP ‐ Statutory Emphasis Programs
ST ‐ Standards

Pairwise Comparison Matrix

CA ‐ Capacity
EN ‐ Environment

ST ‐ Standards

OT‐ Other
PL ‐ Planning
RE ‐ Reconstruction
SA ‐ Saftey/Security
SP ‐ Statutory Emphasis Programs



Pairwise Comparison Models for Weighting Projects by Facility

AP BD EQ FI GT HE HO LA NA OT PB PL RW SB TE TW VT 

AP ‐ Apron AP AP AP AP AP AP AP AP AP AP AP RW AP AP AP AP
BD ‐ Building BD BD BD BD BD BD BD BD BD BD RW BD TE TW BD
EQ ‐ Equipment EQ EQ EQ EQ EQ EQ EQ EQ EQ RW EQ TE TW EQ
FI ‐ Financing GT FI FI FI FI FI FI FI RW FI TE TW FI
GT ‐ Ground  GT GT GT GT GT GT PL RW GT GT TW GT
HE ‐ Helipad HE LA HE OT PB PL RW SB TE TW HE
HO ‐ Homes LA HO OT PB PL RW SB TE TW VT
LA ‐  Land LA OT PB PL RW LA TE TW LA
NA ‐ New Airport OT PB PL RW SB TE TW VT
OT ‐ Other PB PL RW OT TE TW OT
PB ‐ Public Building PL RW PB TE TW PB
PL ‐ Planning RW PL TE TW PL
RW ‐ Runway RW RW RW RW
SB ‐ Seaplane TE TW SB
TE ‐ Terminal TW TE
TW ‐ Taxiway TW
VT ‐ Vertiport

Project Component  
(Facility)

No. of 
Pairwise 
"Wins"

Percent of 
Total

Weighting 
Factor 

(Rounded)
AP ‐ Apron 15 11.19% 11
BD ‐ Building 12 8.96% 9
EQ ‐ Equipment 11 8.21% 8
FI ‐ Financing 9 6.72% 7
GT ‐ Ground  10 7.46% 7
HE ‐ Helipad 3 2.24% 2
HO ‐ Homes 1 0.75% 1
LA ‐  Land 5 3.73% 4
NA ‐ New Airport 0 0.00% 1
OT ‐ Other 6 4.48% 4
PB ‐ Public Building 7 5.22% 5
PL ‐ Planning 9 6.72% 7
RW ‐ Runway 16 11.94% 12
SB ‐ Seaplane 3 2.24% 2
TE ‐ Terminal 12 8.96% 9
TW ‐ Taxiway 14 10.45% 10
VT ‐ Vertiport 1 0.75% 1

Total 134 100.00% 100

Component Code Pairwise Comparison Model – Facility
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