VO 2 A HURH R 525 4R (B AR
J. Xi'an Univ. of Arch. &. Tech. (Natural Science Edition)

Vol. 50 No. 4
Aug. 2018

5550 B 4 W
2018 4 8 H

DOI; 10. 15986/j. 1006-7930. 2018. 04. 022

ETRZGHNFNERIEDNB &EHEEZXR
A EENZEHERR
¥z, F 3§
P2 SR R 2 A B2 . BRPY 7Y% 710055)

TE.: TREETHNRGME . B P50 Sl i m B 78 52 72 b G & A 7 | A XU, KU HL A R v, el X
W HEAT A RIALE, X TR ARG R G A XMERT. AR SN R SR BN A SR I8 R B T 3 XU Ak AR A S A AT T e
S, AT AR AL B AR R VA e XUBS A R | A SRS A B A, T e R A KU A AR . AR S T
ARAL T A BRI 2 KBS AL B SRR BEAT TR AT, TER TR REMAL B, G LN H RS 8 1S Mg #17
H B4R E 2 R Z AT T 17— 1 B Bl
X REHNF;, TRIH; KNEL4E

hESERS: TU722 MR ERG: A MEHE: 1006-7930(2018)04-0609-08

Research on the logical construction of single factor risk disposal model for
international engineering project contractors based on system dynamics

SHI Zeyun, LI Yong
(School of Management, Xi'an Univ. of Arch. & Tech., Xi'an 71005, China)

Abstract: The systematics and complexity of construction projects cause in all aspects of risk in the implementation
process of the project. Risk being uncertain, so how to predict the risk and handle it is a challenge confronted with
the engineering contractors. In this paper, application of system dynamics thinking logic to single risk management
decision model relevant variables are defined. Analysis decision model by module, operation module, risk events
strategy module, and contractor’s single risk management decision model are deduced. The single factor risk
disposal process is deeply analyzed from the contractor’s point of view, and a more systematic disposal mode is
formed. This lays a theoretical foundation for the subsequent application of the system dynamics theory for the

multi-factor research of project risk disposal.
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Fig. 1 Construction process of the single factor risk

disposal and decision model
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strategy in the disposal strategy module
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