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Ssderlund A &% Young #1 Frank 43 B1#E_LiR2E
FRGERREM L, EEMRI T X EEER
PR, A AT T “ R FIWME BRI
NFEE"Fem B BB R SN UG RTER,
HAOor AW ST EE T B4 CRET B &8 T
REREH
2.1 Soderlund By&F3

Soderlund X 17 #1344 #A 7 1993 ~2002 #
8] & R AAHRSCER AT ST , iR 38 Packendorff &
H 5930 B 195 3 ( management of projects ) Flis
I B & 7 ( management by projects) BJHE &, 3T
HEBRIMRREITEHOHSE, RE—1TH
R SRERI(WE L), ZER ORI 4ER . TN
BEMl, X, 0 HEREPRAEERT LS
4 AN AR E B (single project) , Bl
PATG H 2 1.0 (roject — centric) ; £k [H] B3 H 5
£ 17 B Ak (Multi - project firm) ; i H 4 7 (pro-
ject ecologies)
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Fig.1 A framework for the analysis of project research

2.1.1 FaER

BATHNFRMESE B EE, RN
REBEW LRI EEHROT AR BRDERSEN
MBS AERIKE KB ZKH MB UK
E B S SUS M BF & K L HESR B , T B H B TR
BAEMSANNETNR. G505 EBERHPIR
AR ER : — MR IIESFHEARWBIE, LU
M H BAR IR B AR E SRR A BRI R

SHREBMI BAES MER; B — T R¥ET B R
MERBERNUR , AR A ETERRER Y
B R BB, X — TR X E 8
“RUEEHE” P —E R, N H BB ER
SHAHR SAFHRA RN, KiT4H
#0 ( temporary organization ) t 2 {EZH W B S H
HRPNEREAS, HIRMBFHER BT 0K
BYEEE, JE R X B MR T A AR A
BRI I EH MG H SRS EE T I HREHE
HHLAMTIHRE,

B2 B850 HEER FE R X BN
BrEEMAR, HRMARLUTE IF.O00, 5
FRE KRB EFHET B EE IEREN TMEHHA.
IR E R IR B R, DA B O I B iR B
Xl R
2.1.2 4£L¥EmE

XFalETEAREEFTEERITER: —
N FEEE N 5325 F A DL R & R RS
RIEEHIT HEEAR, IR Z M KIHE
ERFE, NERAETR NSRBI KIAE
HEMZ AR, B — N AR EBEEFER
BRI G ARG B R EHAR, BT HEAES
BHEKEEBEZRMNXR, X—HRFHETFX
FEM W AR BT RN E SR, BT
TETBARERANRRYE, AMSER L TE
T B @k £ 5 AL M BAEXENK
BXRBB TALEHRENNE

A [E I B R RHE R LI B L R E
Sl ZEEEXRR, IR RIFEES R IRA
(negotiation ) , 3¢ Z& ( relationships ) | 1k ff % &
( partnering) | K% B% B% B3 ( strategic alliance ) . & /E
( cooperation ) 3% 5} % A (transaction costs ) , 2H 2
#% (networks) AR E S H : X TFEFEMIEFHE
WEE L E A VE R R AR T AR
FR EEEXEAN LHEFRETRETE K
SCIERRS , AR B NG R B SEXR R,
2.1.3 %57 BALL

£ B AR E SRR AT HiEfEf 4
W B S ARG, B O ARG
L CHLAT B RE G AR5 EHR (par-
ent organization) WX R 515, AHREH %5 .
ZHEHBREZEEEWER, USTWEAL
HEBHRARRN Z, FTEEXNTEHHESER
( portfolio management ) , 1 B Bf & ¥ ( program
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management ) \ I F % 4 B ( project — based man-
agement) , & X H 3£ 3% ( multi — project environ-
ments) X FERFE N F LT B EBHAEXF
B SEE SN B 89 AR S5 EHERBAER K
BN . XL N EEE AT BB
BIE TREREHENIERAZRLS HBR IS AR
RAMREBSHR B E. T H 5 HH (project ~
based organization ) &, I51 H & 4>\l ( project — based
fim) EFHZREFREESHARNRTHRE, B
H—FF R EHREWIE A,

ZWH AW M RFER LN NS
B , BT #4 5¢ 8 T3] 40,45 46 ¥ & 78 ( matrix manage-
ment) EWEAE MELHEG T ERAN H
A5 B ( management of projects) iz Fi I H &
(management by projects) ,FF5T£E S B R BT
B B A9 B IR 43 Bo B e (A1 A I B AR 554 T B 18]
RIEE Al B35 E 46 T B B U2 S 54087,
UM E 5E RN E TR, R
BB MR PR R BN B BV 24 S S5R0%T .
2.1.4 REALES

Soderlund JA— 1~ 4= 7 19 2L A BF 5% 0 38 A T
Bxfr= ek YER , LRI B Xk Ak
POl AEER/ER, I H & SE MR AE, M
HMBAESSLLT L EXEK: T H 5HHE,
B R 0B &% T H A% 0 E
SEEMIVRBRNERZ. MEASHHREER
EUE SHABEMHEEXR, IREHEHRE T
B Rt S ZMBER ., T H &SRB
7% : 70 B B 7=k ( project — based industries) , 31 B
BN SO &S W% R IETE, B
HERE - TERELRERES B SEFRA
HAHE ME I SEE 0B BRI AR R IR
H & 7 7=V ( project — intensive industries) 1 {F
EWRIEA &R BB (s HIE.
IT) BIBF5E o
2.2 Young # Frank gy®F3e!"!

Young 1 Frank #£#8 7 18 ' H 501 H & H IR
RHFEARPIFRRE S0 BHERME RN 53T Hig
SRR T FET HEB S 1/, IR I
HEBBRIIE, BB EERRTUS N8I E
BHE, BT E i B R0 B E YRR
RERBEBLR 50 ZEXTHEHEIS 5 LR
&,

(D BEX¥/ KR BT/ N T

FH(OR/DS/OM/SCM) , 5 BFMALTREHK
AR RES I FELE RS ERRESNE
BHFEHMAXHASE .

QYHLAITH/ NN FHEEE(OB/HR) .
HHAG HE S B FR e S
WHRMAES

G)EEREA/BRRA(IVIES), #85EH
WEMSITEVLRGEHTE BAHE 25 REM
KRIERR X FFHEMAS,

(4) BEARN R/ G/ FrEmtR/MREF
% (TECH/INNOV/ NPD/R&D) ., #5015 fik:
ANBGHERES L R 2H77 5 RS T ERBENHAR
HHERHHE

(5) TR S5E R/ G R/ BRI EH/ ZKRIE
(EC/CONTRACT/LEGAL) , #8558 HEE A
ERERERNEERREIRSER.68.%
RIAE R ERE XX RENEE .

(6) B/ /M BAEEER/TREEHY
{8/ 4% (STRATEGY/PPM) , 85 ALME-R
RAR IR B KA TEFERAR A LA R L
BE IR AR AR,

() ZEEER/HEEETEME 5 HIT
(PERFORMANCE/EVM) , # 5@ &4 K&,
HEEE AT IE CLITEAE TR B KB e S S BB
SHEARMERWEE,

(8) F &4 /N V548 /3 2 8t (QM/
6SIGMA/PL) , 8 5BUH T Z B KEME . IFiE A
FrEE G R IE | R B 3B O Ik R R A M A
FHHS

HRGEITEREZH: BESTHEEEER
SO BB S BRI HES R F 9 :6.1.2.4,
3758, “BM/ERTBHAEE/ T EER
ME/ T AN EHE 70 FRABR—ERER
HIBt R £, T S e EARHT K. “HEUTH/ A
NEFER" BRI EENHRA, BRE5WE
EEMANELERM, ‘R ER/TELAEE
/B EHEENE/ TS AR R B
M R/MREFRE” BERERNBERE.
LT/ FETE/EMSSEH4NEE
M EHEZE 90 FEALIRDFFE KB, H AT REZE R
KUMIRPNERENEEK, “TBS58R/E
/By E/ ERLE" M RETHEH/ ANTEK
B/ WMRRBOH " R R ERE R,
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2.3 B&
2.3.1 ERHARAEAEFAMA

Soderlund 5@ i3 BN IR EH ~ 4k 5 IR
RU( L 1) X34 =T0 B 8588174328, 3404
THEEHR N K REE LR WRE .
Ba) B AR AT B R R R
TIERFNE m, AR S L H 5T B EHR
BI%EER . B4t EWE IR,

Young F1 Frank $3 H & B 53 5354 5% 8 Fh
HEFREA, G- HEAETETHE, SMHHE
R BRI, W BT R S E AR — MR A 3
LK gmBRE, RRF TR EL M _EHLE 50 F41
FREE—FRF LI BB REE S
Gu i L BRATIR A9 22 /0 DU Ko SRR B R /N B BR I3 B
FHLRFEARAAEE, AR GEBHE L
SR EEMERES. BHTRAE
B, R 5 TR, B 42807 R
B EAEE, R 45 R A HE S BT B B AT R A
HEHBANE

Soderlund 4 & Young #1 Frank f) = E BRI &
WNTE R EE MR R RER SHREE,
Rl AR (5138 T X430 B &30 5 & = oF 5 e
EARPIBF R AT,

2.3.2 JEAHRLAZNYSE

Soderlund & LI B 805716 B AAZ L8 LA
WHEAIFLHEEE =N FERRE:OZTMEE
HOHEMR Z BRI ERAS () B, 5K
ZALIEPIITAER 1230, QW H A RAHS 4l
Z e e fE S A, HA S R BB AR TR 3
HIHAFE R R FoLHEAWEMEA ;0TS
AEMAHE SRR, Ko R B B &= R K
WEX R IE L BB IMEE ¥, XL
A F S HSBE M B

ANR A Soderlund 55 8 B Young and
Frank BRHF5T 04 8 07 1, “ AR N B3/ BUFh/ Hi =
RFAR/RSFFR” . LHE B/ EE B/
BMESHEIT R EEE/ SRS/ AR
BFESHT HEE (LN EMER, 82
Byl ) K8 “TREBR/ AR/BET T/
LRIIE” J& T4k B0 B KA, “ B &%/ P0R
P/ EEE/ N EER o THEE
b1 A I ST e b VI 4 V8 S W S E s
B/ EHEHME/ T E” AR IT R AT
BEHE MSHNBETEANTEER . ST E A

WHFER, “FREAMERRE TH K 4 F
HKE,

PR, 7T LCRAE G2 B9 T E B BB 5T 40 R S T
HOIR BB NAEEGETEEE ST E
A, Soderlund (2003 ) ik X B AT H &
EH T EREE

3 GEEESTRAAMRER

3.1 mBERE
3.1.1 REEFEFERAK LA

WHRAGTEF S, THEEA N ER
HERBIETR THTR BELEST/E.
MW HWRHEE &, T B S BRI B x4
MIRGEEE T, #ad — MErH R & T TR
H, XTI H #FIT R RN AR TR R
i, LAXS I B AT e M sh A S, LRI B K
B,

HTFHELERSTEEEPTEHMNRE 4,
AR AT EREZEZ, mEITRRE S EE+
NEE, AR BEHETEMENITYT
1B, ZETH R LR - B S SCEEFE 2 5 B B B
W XS H5HEAEITRIERBEMSHEIER
IR, B O R AR AR 55 A 4RSI B 1%
B, 5EM E CEW H RS, BRE-S KR
RIS sh, R, AR ERET ESNE R
FIMHE S —8 . FRAET AEEPHRE
—IAEH EE MW TIE. iR R B LA
EHKE, ERTE BRI B3 5T R
BRAH

Pran B AT B A A 45T R R
(LA CPM #1 PERT AR ZR) BT H & H T RIH HI
IR, BB R R 4T Bt RIBER, MK
R ARRBEERFE XS B TEMEBELR W
XA THERAE B TR 22, SEME T THEFAT
FiE. PRI RIE AR B YTIRSE 4T AL
THIRAL, F B B SRR FHHTIHEN
B FR, B B BB I 45 11 Rl Bk £ W 48 3R
RO AR EE K ERROINEE, METRIBA
HARMERN T ENZ BEE, T 6] 2845
W& BAS S R R R R S B R 4% 3R
METHBEEEERNTE,

TSR P RARTRER TN, &
BEFEA. T EEENEH AR EEE
F— A EE R, @S, AR SR E L
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B2BE

HitRIs R, R BUE IR R), LIS RIE
EARISEE. T E 4 EE0 B RS0 —EE Y
BB, E RSN L. Bk, T B ESIEA
WRETEEEMERRE A, ATHEL LB BE
ERT e S BB LR ik AR R LU BEIA S 4D
RAMWHEEER AR, BRELH AR BRI
HEHAR ORI (TR (EVM) . ERM M
MEARBFEM—FATHAEENER]FTIE,
HAENHEETE R RRLGEE I E L.
WA (IR ) 3 BE S H R O TG A A R A
2, IF BN B AT R LIRS —FEBIEAR

TEETHEHEBE-NERHRSR, TH
FAMERE, BT ATET B 80 R0B B, ANTTARAEHS
B B TAEER AT Ok , AR SEVE BT 45 F REERY
WHERER R IR 58 S 2T B 89T 48 T
YERFETAER E, B % #5200 B ot fit R
KRR, LM R PRREALE, A LW
FEBRIG, 2 ¥ WA Frhoe, Faf, T E M5t
THRIAE SR SR LA B BARSULAT I E A
%o Bk, =B BirthEs  LAxm B #175
¥ A RRG W

T H EHELE, 51 B 45 5% (WBS) Xf
MERNRGEHT ERE R, B0 HRTE
53 BAREGH IR TR R FHE S
A ERER, BTLIR B 450 (WBS) £
ST/, R H EENRE R TR,

W B 5r % (WBS) Wit RIF AR (CPM
1 PERT) 3#{EB: (EVM) R B EHEMA WE
EERER, SEMHELHARM TR E
BHEHNE.

3.1.2 RAEEKE

EZETHE=E DS (PMD) 217 B EEAIR
& (PMBOK) , ¥ 31 B EBHARS R 9 KAHR
KR FEEHE UREE A SRREHE EE
HORAEE AEEE RWEE . NEEHE.W
Eg et

WEE R G (1S010006) %% 0 H E®|
SRR REER AT S E B
fal BRA HE IR A B Y R R A e it
ﬁ[lzj .

BRENTETBEENAE, ANTEE—
MEFNRG, BER YR HR ITHEERR
GRGEE. B2 iaIlBmE RGER, 7L
MENTEMRTE , RETHEHKWES. W H
BN RGN FAESSERNNERKER,
IR T g m B &%, #£4, 8
P& TR FTH HE R TR TEELR,
BB KR G 55 AL A R RIEL
MR R TEEL . Bi—RELT LI#ET
WBS /M #E TAMERFENE, AKX E—
LRI G —HREERIE. B, XHEE
KXA—E, F RN EBEEERAEBHBRER.

B2 IEWHSMRGHER

Fig.2 General system model of engineering project

3.1.3 BAFTERHH

BEEBEFT R A B0 U T B X R A B B
R, BB — R R A BT R R
HZEBENENR, KN A EA AR, AR
ERRERSHARSH PSRN
FA R I B E B BT A R T

B RS A R (life — cycle) MRS AR WA,
HERTE R GPHEESIETE, MELE
A ELECR B T 01 B S HE A B i I EGE
FRESR &, #EA7 B B3R BARit. X—
B RESL IR B A A B R IBE B AR O
BT REF &, 5 B BRI Attt
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B PIELURIIE,

T H B AR R E R B EEIT R —4
HEHR, B FRATE AR RRESS P4,
H— S A R G 20 E WAt TR, 3t
A EGEE AR B 2 8] B a3 L HE, SEE Ak R
HAMKRELH. B, MEWE ZBNES
RN A AL A EE RS, Z0E
B3 (multi - project management ) ¥ ¥ 9% 5t 2 3k
PRI SEE)RR Y . TB H ¥ % 38 ( programs manage-
ment) 51 H 4H 445 ( portfolio management ) 23
PEIRAS R B . T HBEIARE
LU R Y 75 2R BBk B P BT TR A BUAR 2 3k 22 Y
—HIH , BB RS E Z B MR
I H W Aeg B AR R %, B2 ET E KA
2 B B LA R FENENINESE
fE. TEHBFEEEH M —HAXRBIFENTE,
MEHE R~ MEEHA TR AR IEES
H—HIE, TEHSEERENET MR
MBCE, SO TR YT, X0 B s iR 3R 9 —
EIR A 2 SR ms ALK A ] i A B, B
HAEEEEA X — b e H S F B T — R
JImH, FANERESTEHSEHEETH 4
WEARNRBERE, EHMEEEFENRETE
HATBEWEREE VRTHEEBEMNNANE, £
T B E PR E B4 E HE R BT E R T .
3.2 IMB4AZ

BT EAR —RKENE, TEHAARS
HEHAAREXAEREWX S|, Van Donk and
Molloy ART0 B & — M FF3R W H R, H —1 351
S0 T A Ak B R PR 4 455 H91  Lundin and
Soderholm #4701 B %2 X Kt AR 10 H 4R
—BAELUTILAFTEBE L,

3.2.1 REBHALKLAKER

W EHAF RGOk B HEHRSERT,
SRR R(MERXR IEHER) 44
r—E, B MRATEHRPERATREEAREY, L
FEREBZEMHY TE. LTEWE I, B8R
¥ LRI EHSECH NET B B R TEMA
27 HMEBEHAFERLRARTZ RN B 45 Hes
ME TP TEN R RITHERRAR
K GRFEEREE O EHEEAA RERMRTT.
HERT A 45, THRETH B S — A 45 B 1
MEAE BRI EAERNA" . XFHALEE
MR BN, BEEFTEZHNITETFR, WER

o XFPHRMRHREEIR REFE LN,

MBAHARRTIBEQET BN IMEHE,
ENSMELETEHPHAR £ SMESEHD
FARARHMKXR IMESNE SHHAEHNXER T
B2 MEFHRALREILFRE,
3.2.2 WA SR

B 2 hnE R 5 BRI B LS AR
SR A, MfITLASE R B B TS A B AE, HRIRTES
EHMSMENTIE, SHBITHELRIT YRS
RKHWSETE WEEH, URNESZ(TEA
RESFRALTAL), UTEBEMS, W
HZmE (ARG SLEMNERALREESR
HEM, WEEIE SIS w05 8 B 4+
%, BB T AT A XTI B SEHER R, WD T
HEZmMEZRMHREENHALHRTNEENRN
F. IR A S, 54 & T partnering 4 [F K
PR . BTFIAT B IERS SR BRE
IR, BORBZ I BiEE— R A LEE T
H, BT B T k-5 1 SR T X R R BT B
FPkik. TRIEY, IRAEHNEENEER
XL, BREENEEEZRERA/E,
N4y 335 § & PPP ( Public Private Partnership ) |
PFI( Private Finance Initiative ) \BOT ( Build - oper-
ate — Transfer) , BT HFITEIE, BE TG
R,
3.2.3 MEZLBHRIXABARK

BASMEAT B P HHEL BT E 2.
I HAEE/NASIR B BB . X HE A Y IEa
HAR XFPELAFIREN BT, AE HOMEIER
i, RARE RS MRS, XFMFAHAR
BHRHTEBES MR EMIRAEEE A4 T B
M. BATERAFEEENTR MEXR,
BEENEHLRAMEES MHEEE, TE
B BA RN B R EEMHRAS,
3.2.4 BeAKEFHERGXE

HENMEmMESBETBARNRE, BiEatd
#H 45 5£34H Z8 ( parent organization) B3 %, AT
HAREEH N — KN, TEHHLUR KA R AT
FEn. BRW A M FERBIGTHS, B
BT HAR MR I IR EEBHR L TN, — &%
FTAEETR H TAER Mk (g S Ak KB = 5
il 1 B JIT 4k 45 ) B AR 35 B 2K 55 B4 £k ( pro-
ject —driven firms) , 7EX LA R s, Frg TAEER L
I B AFFE , B — DI BAE L A O, B i
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FBE

WA MFE G, BRRERIEHR S5
HYUR A MBA R G RE K H A (matrix organ-
ization) , Ei@ W H £ H R HE MW HIFIR, F
X0 EH BRI 5 3T, 5 5 R RE B AR I T £ 3]
J0 H R AR R YRR, XA E BOK 53
HRANF RHREH, S ERPHREERE
Z IR LAZE R, AR T B A HER ,  ERREH A
Foo XFRA LI A BRI LK A HRIE W B
BHER, BEVFHTFE, HEEANERR.
REETH-ERBMG. 240k, EREALAERN
—MEFNAEE B RFZEENALERNE
&, BENASA BRI R ESE™
3.2.5 miaRaAgrsLH L
GEEBETEZ0E KRETETBENE
B2ORRAE AW AL E R ME, BEEE
MERMEZE, TEHEENR O ERRBRS R
S, FN R WA R BB G, FrF)E 1990 4F
J& AN AL TR AR 3% 5 AT E AR
WTE A DOARPEE IR, IR A KT I 5
EH, F 2L BiREESHAEME AR,
AW SR U R B K B A G H DA AR R B R
BAP= RS E T RS, BB & H6 5HMMEE
RIS, BT RE MY P A TEBTT
PSR SIS S XI5, T B B E LB M A
mEE, MEBSMEEHECSES BB HEAE
Y, FEAVHARERUTE Y FE®
TERHITIWFHR AIF TS, AL RAR
BFRAI B £ B R H L5 b (project — led or-
ganizations or firms) Iji B 451F 2 28 247 5% 4> b ( pro-
ject — based organizations or firms) , Bij Z {35k B iR
BERY AV SR SR FEAE , T 4H 2R 3R B R
HEREEHA, FERBHAA T LB, BF
IEXHHERBEEMETE 30, T B ST T EM A, R
2B B IREE. B HETE S MR AKX
FERRE AR, G AT H R ERE M
(project — based organization or firm), X & —

S 3k

EFMARTE K SBUR SN A S B BT S
TTEFHREE L. T E R HPH LB E K
EHAXR, IR BEITT BESF B AR N
HLADLE, LA H #HTE ML, N SBEH
AETRTEEE, BT A NASAHTHRR
FLFE AR B AR T WL ST E VHR A
B FIRE%

E T Soderlund $2 T B £ AT H IS,
HEFERESFR—HIRE, MBH THE
EREE+* WA AEBEMEGRITR X
AU Ay s MR T B B ERBR 5
BRB WA TE, LFRABEZER RN
N7, LA A, X7 H AR FE AT A Tt
FHo

Young and Frank 2551 B HXKEE T 3
UL BB T AT R IBARGRE, o1 LA BE AT
HEBPIZIMNER R AT B EBT R EH,
H A BRI B BB R R . [HIERR TR
HEBPTRERE B AP K, Br5E A& R W
&, O R #H B EHE O MER RN B,

4 HMIRRE

B 4 SRR A b T Wk B9 3RS B9 AR AL, IR 3
FABEAM TR HERFEMELH R
JRE SR BT B B T B AR 1B B RMT L SR
HY B N ARE R, FEERNHE RS .
3CAL B ST AL N B £l T RRER TE 2 25 T RO
B R, AT E SREREE AL A 5 5RTE
B, XTEAFZAT W T B R BT, A7
T HESE M EREER, WE EENTER
HEHFR. Fi, ETRATENER BT
BEHEAR G ERT HHR T EREA 0 RT
A T E AL KA BT B A5 H KRS
ST EET R 2 AR N, IPEICA
FREHESHLHERNRZF
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The Analysis and Research Structures on Project
Management and Project Organization

WANG Yan-shu
{School of Civil Engineering, Yancheng Institute of Technology,Jiangsu Yancheng 224051, China)

Abstract ; Researches of project and project management have been developed largely. The research orientation expanded project
organization from traditional project management. Project — based organizations and project — based firms are the emphasis of the
research. Soderlund, Young and Frank review the researches of project management on top management journals, analysis the
develop and trend of project management by “project ~ firm” research framework and allied disciplines quantitative analysis meth-
od respectively, and show the orientation of project management. On their research basis, this paper divides the project research
into two dimensions: project management and project organization, and concludes the evolution and core of project management
and project organization.
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