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Tab.2 Feedback data of various expert groups
MS rank MS rank MS rank MS  rank
3. 313 2 3.111 7 3.065 2 3. 409 3
2.938 13 3.074 8 2.710 10 3.000 13
3.250 4 3.296 3 2.871 4 3.182 5
2.938 14 3.074 9 2. 806 8 2.909 17
3.000 12 2.852 14 2.839 5 2.545 18
3. 375 1 3.333 2 2.677 15 3.045 11
/ 2.813 17 2741 15 3.323 1 3.000 14
3. 313 3.370 1 2.839 7 3.364 4
3. 063 22926 10 2.516 19 3.045 12
3. 063 2.667 17 2.258 20 3.000 15
2.750 20 2444 19 2.677 13 3.000 16
2.875 16 2889 12 2.677 14 3.045 10
3.063 10 2.741 16 2.839 6 3.091 8
3. 188 6 3.148 5 2.742 9 3.182 6
2.813 18 2074 20 2.710 11 2.182 20
2.813 19 2.667 18 3.000 3 2.545 19
3.063 11 288 13 2.710 12 3.182 7
3.250 5 3.148 6 2.581 18 3.455 2
3. 188 7 3.185 4 2,677 16 3.500 1
2,938 15 2926 11 2.645 17 3.091 9
2.3.2 OMS{a#HA
@) oMs ,
3
3
Tab.3 Feedback data comparison of various expert groups

OMS OMS OoMS OMS OMS
3.313 2 3.370 1 3.350 1 3.364 3.352 1
3.313 3 3111 7 3.100 2 3.409 3 3.200 2
3.18 6 3.185 4 3.050 3 3.500 3.200 3
3.375 1 3.333 2 2.875 6 3.045 10 3.105 4
3.250 4 3.148 5 2.800 11 3.455 2 3.095 5
3.188 7 3.148 6 2.925 4 3.182 3.076 6
3.250 5 3.296 3 2.750 14 3.182 3.057 7
2.938 13 3.074 8 2.875 7 2.909 17 2.943 8
2.938 14 2.926 11 2.800 12 3.091 8 2914 9
3.063 8 2.926 10 2.775 13 3.045 12 2.914 10
2.875 16 2.889 13 2.850 8 3.045 11 2.905 11
3.063 9 2.889 12 2.675 17 3.182 7 2.895 12
2.938 15 3.074 9 2.675 18 3.000 14 2.886 13
3.063 10 2.741 15 2.700 16 3.091 9 2.848 14
3.000 12 2.852 14 2.925 5 2.545 18 2.838 15
/ 2.813 17 2.741 16 2.825 9 3.000 13 2.838 16
3.063 11 2.667 17 2.475 19 3.000 15 2.724 17
2.813 18 2.667 18 2.750 15 2.545 19 2.695 18
2.750 20 2.444 19 2.325 20 3.000 16 2.562 19
2.813 19 2.074 20 2.825 10 2.182 20 2.495 20
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Tab.4 Consistency of attributes from view points of different pairs of groups
RA R A PD/ % PA/ %
— 2.824 7.765 36. 36 63.64
- 3.529 7.529 46. 88 53.13
— 4.118 7.647 53. 85 46.15
— 4.471 7.941 56. 30 43.70
— 5.176 8.059 64. 23 35.77
— 5.294 7.294 72. 58 27.42
3.3 PA
25% , , SPSS Cronbach
., Cronbachs Alpha=0.812> 0.8, )
) Ranking Agreement Factor
; 63.64%, 36.36%
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Decision-making attributes of lump-sum contracting project delivery

methods of China at present

WANG X ue-tong

(School of Business, Guangzhou University, Guangzhou 510006 China)

Abstract: 20 factors are selected to frame a primary factor set from 38 factors obtained though literature study. The meth-

ods of Mean Score and Ranking Agreement Factor are applied to calculate the sorting order and analyze the consistency of

market survey data. The results show that 17 factors about owner s engineering capabilities, owner s preferences to pro-

ject construction, project properties and lump-sum contracting market conditions exert a profound influence on the deci-

sion-making of lum p-sum contracting project delivery methods. Finally, countermeasures and suggestions are proposed to

promote the rapid and sound development of lump-sum contracting system in the construction industry of China.

Key words: [um p-sum contracting; project delivery methods; decision-making attributes
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