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Tab. 2 Contigurative result of the initial model
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Occurrence and function of trust in construction projects
from the view of the contractor

JIANG Wei-ping' s ZHANG Qian', LE Yun® ,HE Qing-hua

(1. College of Civil Engineering, Shenzhen University, Shenzhen 518060, China;
2. School of Economics and Management, Tongji University, Shanghai, 200092, China)

Abstract: On the foundation of literature review, trust has been classified into calculative trust and relational trust. A
whole theoretical model including antecedents of trust, trust and project success has been set up. Investigation was carried
out in the contractor. According to empirical data’s fitting result in structural equation model, the theoretical model has
been amended, and a best fit theoretical model has been formed. There are conclusions as follows: antecedents of trust
conclude the characteristics of the trustee (reputation, competency and promise — keeping) and the relationship between
the trustor and the trustee (communication, reciprocity and contract). Calculative trust has linear function on relational
trust and both calculative trust and relational trust have vital function on project success, but relational trust’s function
coefficient is stronger.

Key words: construction projects; trust; occurrence mechanism; project success

Biography : JIANG Wei-ping, Ph. D., Shenzen 518060, P. R. China, Tel:0086-13048850308 E-mail:dongfengweiping@163. com



