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ABSTRACT
In recent years, organizations have applied project-oriented management knowledge, processes, techniques, tools and
skills to deliver on-time, within budget, and high quality products or services. However, effectiveness of the project
management body of knowledge (PMBOK) for improving engineering performance (EP), stakeholder satisfaction,
and project success in the construction industry has not been empirically tested. The association between PMBOK
practice and construction project outcomes needs further clarification. This study examines the relationships among
PMBOK, EP, customer satisfaction, and project success for implementing infrastructure and building construction.
Experienced interviewees from private engineering firms and public agencies were asked to complete a
well-structured questionnaire, and the responses were analyzed via structural equation modeling. Particularly, a
genetic algorithm is utilized to identify the optimal linkages of PMBOK and EP. The analytical results indicate the
appropriateness of prioritizing the practice of PMBOK in the construction industry. The findings of this study can be
used by project managers and educators to tailor PMBOK to their unique needs and to deign effective training

programs for construction specialists.
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HAttr 32 25.2
4ER0 127 100.0
FiTfa BE A1 R 2EDIT 38 29.9
2~5 4 25 19.7
5~10 4F 20 15.7
10~15 4¢ 22 17.3
15~20 4F 11 8.7
20 LA E 11 8.7
A 127 100.0
WEHEZEHAERSE 24T 44 34.6
2~5 4 24 18.9
5~10 £ 20 15.7
10~15 4¢ 21 16.5
15~20 4¢ 13 10.2
20 LA E 5 3.9
4EF 127 100.0
SELE R EEHHE 500 ELLT 19 15.0
(A a™) 500~2500 &5 7T 23 18.1
2500 E~1 {&7C 26 20.5
1{E~5 87T 28 22.0
3 5 {FT 31 24.4
A 127 100.0
H AT TR JbEr & 108 85.0
oh b 7 5.5
S 3 & 10 7.9
B 2 1.6
G 0 0.0
4 127 100.0
5-2 BwsgtEotr B PR R E (AVE) DU AUE T (CR) Z (A3

RN R GRS T 5 E - AEETE
SEREBEEER R EE B GHERE N E
BfSg s g 2 AR S M 2 B B A E ST - i
IR 25 FE e (S FIRY 7574 By Cronbach’s Alpha (o)
%% (Joseph, et al., 2010) ; A5 EAnERAI LA ZR A fT

#E{THHI (Joseph, et al., 2010) -

—f%Ifi = » Cronbach’s Alpha(a)f4EA > 0.7 5
REfiEZ 2 (EIEARAE - H e IR BB e i ]
HAERFNEE - REE D - RE&FEEE A
FLTE R R RIS SRR S - B2 Hair
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101 = % % 5

(2010) R % B FFEIEAR: 0.7+ Forell S
R R R RN B TR A 2
SRR PERIEAN Y » TREHU S S B — MBS 2 S K
1 05 -

FoWCURATER A > ENRE R ERE 07 Z
19 THEHMPRE - FEE AR S EBEEZ(EE
B > SR AT Z 151 T LAMER -

THER 1% F R TR R R AT Hls S A

H# 4 S EisE s REam &% 5 0.7 B PR RS R 0.541 £2F+ 2 0.606 0 HFH]
£ 0.9 7[> br T B EEREE - oK (0.65) EHM S P ENEREEHE 0522 272
"iaB%, (0.63) > - o EZEIREEEE- T HILME 0.605 » B AEHRRE & 2 FIgAH S B E HH 0.485
(0.59) ~ " AEARE | (0.27) ~ T HEUEIMNETHT FEFFZE 0.606 > [E G E TS & 2 S REH 8 E‘eiﬂaﬁ
(0.63) " EZAFHET (0.63) T KB BIFRE 0.6388 £/ 2 0.663 » FRIEEHING & 7 P FEH 8
(0.63) - ERZELERM & T #EE GG (0.64)3: 19 TER EHE 0.435 71 0576 » a5 S P REHY
Z 0.7 o [LAN > PREFEE MM S (0.4354) LR AE FLE R 0.638 F£7+ £ 0.683 - HEp# & SFHIZEHL
M (0.4859)4f » HeptE oz ZHIE E%% SHEINE A 0.5 - EHEAYIEIER > MG
05 DU L - BB ERE SIS > KEEEFS - S1E ~ RS % B4T -
=4 %‘“Z"‘ MEST AT
R IS ETE NN =NGip- AVE CR o
ST FoKEE 0.65
B ElE HEr 0.71
EEMHHT 0.80
o 2 0.84 0.541 0.875 0.872
TAESffsERE 0.76
T 0.63
A el B By TEHENE 0.53
oy 0] 0.72
IRARENE 0.77
FCLEEE 0.68
SEEEE 0.66
—EEEEE 0.68
[ 0.82 0.522 0.928 0.927
A 0.62
(Be] SR g 0.81
&R 0.82
H-RIESE A 0.71
HFAE R 4 0.79
A B FEIhEE 0.46
FCLEEE 0.62
SEEEE 0.60
H b MEEE 0.62
—EREEA 0.72 0.485 0.892 0.893
JE\B B A5 53 T 0.79
HEAEEH 0.77
T 0.83
Fler TAETEIE 0.78
e s E e 0.72
/B A 0.77
e 075 0.562 0.899 0.898
=gHlE 0.84
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4~ BT (48)
B HIEEETH NG AVE CR o
S REAEEE 0.72
Bt 0.70
GiathifE 0.74
ANTEREH  FlI%k 0.77
BT 0.75
A EREAHH 0.86
Erh{EZE 0.81
ATk Y
ngﬁiii}j 8:;1 0.698 0.958 0.957
BB 0.86
ke 0.86
(apesgiiil 0.86
NFBERR R RE 0.89
EmE FIERI BT 0.96
IR SR 0.94
FEREETTE 0.87 0.723 0.927 0.928
WELS 0.76
ERHR S 0.69
R\ XA 0.52
Al Rl 0.78
BN i 0.85
[E ST 0.81
SWOT 73#fr 0.81
B b 0.81
FH R L e B2 R 0.79
JE\fg Bk i A 0.88
el 0.78 0.638 0.940 0.965
BURE 5347 0.83
A ERE ST 0.82
TR BB 0.79
R AT 0.80
JE\Bg P A 0.85
JE\FERZ 0.78
SR R B T 0.83
PR E H BYES N T 0.63
B EEHE 0.63
YN 0.70
P fE(E 0.59
INEFARE 0.27 0.435 0.868 0.859
PRIEESEH 0.77
R EEE 0.84
FElREEHE 0.72
FRRSRIE B P 0.63
THREERY A E AR 0.83
HEEE PR 0.83
[miyecs v
%ﬁiz&% 823 0.638 0.912 0.008
B 0.78
LG 0.64
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F 4 - Bpsg o bin(48)
R pillise HZAfEE AVE CR o

ETHEE eI FROREERY 0.96
Y TS 0.94
sl e B 2 i e 0.79 0.796 0.939 0.939
AR P P e i BEA Y 0.87
A

BZER WHEATE T 0.76
EEETHEZN 0.75
SIS 092 0.755 0.948 0.944
EERRETENR 0.86 ' ' '
FHEA A BREDRE 0.94
ETRNHERAGME 0.96

FEERRZ B METTHE - — i SHERER
74 0.7 DL R FEAHRE - AHBA{RE T 0.3~0.7 Z[H]
FRyREAERE - /N 0.3 R fEEAHRE - ik 5 ZAHRA
TREUER ] DGR > PRI E BB - A&

JEb ~ AR EREEVEEE R 2L

i~ b~ E R R

NER ~ A -
mnE IR R B AR

Ry ] e 2R 4
s m e

G NTTE

G 5 ANVE TS

DREEHEA
45
B B

HlEE
WEEH - BHES
(=%
LR

THBLA IR
R
B REMEERBEER ATTE
B SREmEE R BERRD - EbE
G~ KEMEE R EERL  mE
PR - ETIMEE R EENRT) ; FEE
AR SRE MR BRI e

IR E BB -~ SisE
BT AE
ELXmE

HIEE

CEEWEER

SREH - HEER
TP BT B~ N

S E R g

B WEEEHEEN M R EREEE  IFEEEEE BN - ETMEEREERY) 0 DLt
FREE I  ENEETREEREERI  ETW M1 0.3~0.7 Zf > B EAER - EEENE 0 &
BEHEEZRNY)  DLERATLE R 0.7 Ky FEAERR - S ARA AR (<0.3)HYEIS: -
# 5~ BHES AR GEGER
wEE gk EE Al Ee A B #E TE ¥EE
EE O OBH BH HHF O BH BH BH BgH &% WEE
B
RAEER 0.732 -
e 0.672  0.774 —
ANEFRER 0817  0.698  0.796 -
JeE e B 0.709 0817 0.657 0.643 -
oo B A 0.784 0794 0773 0.875 0.745 -
e 0.743 0871 0743 0.752 0.824 0.860 -
HlRE 0.642 0702 0637 0.682 0661 0.729 0.797 —
BHEEGE 0.724 0668 0.703 0.703 0.614 0.693 0.682 0.654 -
EERMEE 0594 0548 0577 0577 0504 0569 0560 0.537 0.821 —
L 4537 0520 0480 0505 0.504 0.441 0497 0490 0469 0.718 0.841
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5-3 WREARE

AB T LA G A U7 U R 5 U I L T S
ZEZE NHEEREAR - (&S TR S AR
PMEEHAMLE) » B AT IIE RR I HC N TR
gt (Kline, 2005) - & Kline (2005)#5 ¥ %
EREIEE Kurtosis=3 » {HE 1 L {RHE(Skewness)4E
BHEAE 2 DL > I RE(Kurtosis)s@$HEAE 7 LA A5
ByEHE ; Skewness>3 EyfiximfAe » Kurtosis>20 £y
FxImlERE - 2 Rt - BIZE A &R iR
AT RE A
5-4 FEALAE AR B E(EIE

RyfEeni LRGSR M 2 s AZER
1 Wi Eas 8 fRESTE » Hos © HulEHEIN TH24E
AT Hy « AEHH TGN A
FetHEE L E © Hy - anHEH Y TREWASET
HESE S Ho o AEREMHS TGS AT
HIESE S Heg  BAETH TG A G HEE
8 Hes - T2 BRI BSts T BIE &
Heo + TREGIHIE FinEE BT ELE
Her : EEImEEH HEEIBGstEELE > 1L
e LR (configuration) s Fy e (G 1 5% - BEIREIIH]
FAZetRe 1 9t obatd e 3 4HYL RS - Bl 4 4HEL
BETE R LB FCRy wIalERs - DIFEr TR LEER - &
MLl ERENZ ARG ~ 288 ~ AUNEDER > HEs et
fefuacniE 2 Fon o BESEAES 135 JOH1L
1BIITULAL - SI (B Fy 4.9 > SHURHTZE R AU IO
(LS~ SISO B Ry 1R I SUE 2 (/95 -

5.05

5.00

4.95 A

4.90

4.85 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
0O 10 20 30 46 5SG G& G 82 90 100 110 120 130 140

R
2~ GreMEERRE TR (SRt E

H A B 2 R R AN R B
08 1) 385 I EERS B ) i A A A o 83 B [ YRR A
o 8 f51Z(Joseph F.Hair et al., 2010) - ARFZE(EL
1% 2 5 AY RIETT BREE M o A DA BR R 2340
EHEE 2 PR 0 R Ho © BHEHEISE N HEE
MEGETERZE - Hy * BEENAEHHE R W
HEMBAYETEECE  Hy ' EEANEFEH
HWHEHREET BETEE R I 3 FREGRR
UistREE /KA R 0.05 B EEARBE AT T LA
Fr o (SR LA 7 i e 4SRRI 6 -

% 6~ BRI RE 2 B AR E 45 R

PR B L B
PERAE KA
ElpEH < pAREH 0.403 ok
EfEEE < BREEE 0.398 ok
mEEH < ATERE
- 0.499 kx
S < ElpeHE 0.412 Fohk
FFEEH < poREH 0.273 *okk
FEHE <« mEEHE 0.439 ook
FEHE < EpEE 0.369 *okk
FlEEH < BGEEH 0.799 ook
HEEN < HaEH 0.334 ok
HZESW < BEEE 0.581 *okk
ETWE < HEHEY 0.846 Fokk
HERY <« EIWE 0.860 *okk

sEro Ry B KA RE 0.01 ~ ** Ry BiE /KA 0.05

RES R ILEESEH A RS F T
MR ELFr e 2 i s > HEIER SR aR
7 RHL - MRIREEREAUITEER > (R DU TS
TH - B E RS- T - B RUT R
HERMEEES-HREENE - MRS > HX
FRAVE RS-  Fer TIEfEHE  BERmEE
Higo-NRE - EHE - Satiits - BEADE
REHM - BRERG  MECE  EEREE
B - MERGA DT ~ BB - REHE
HI7E B E - DA AT s E AL
BERNEEINT  BERRBEHEBR-IEAE
o PREERCH . BEGUIRED-IABEERCR -
FEEARERAR - 3 21 38 -
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101 & % £ 5.

® 7 REBIERR ZEICEEREE - bR

0.727 ~ 0.729 £ 0.102 477tz K 1.549 ~ 0.802 -

H1 % ~GFI~CFI~ IFI 82 RMSEA {i£ 2.316~0.486 ~ 0.941 ~ 0.942 £ 0.066 » 555 & B EHE -
7 R TR R Bl Y
AR BRI 275 SRR EIERAT EIE%
X2 < 3/ (Hayduk, 1987)
£ 2.316 1.549
dof
GFI > 0.8/ (Scott, 1994) 0.486 0.802
CFlI > 0.8/ (Bagozzi & Yi, 1988) 0.727 0941
IFI > 0.8/ (Benamati & Lederer, 2008) 0.729 0.942
RMSEA < 0.1/ (Hu & Bentler, 1999; Joseph F.Hair et
al., 2010; Kim et al., 2004) 0.102 0.066
5-5 PR B o~ TR RS A T B R A AT

BB > " RS TS
EMRE ) TR R E T T URRAR DR A
" BESESE(CCM) ) ISR A RO
I TRIER TAFFEEE ) AR R A g H T AR
o~ TERIE R gt AR R
B TEEBIEE ) N TR ) AR
H&EBER T FERGA T )RR
O TORERETTE ) ARSI T AR

ARprEEmE R
AR AR A

W 8 Fion B IREE HA T T2
R~ IR EE R IR B H A4t
£ 2 (0.334 ~ 0.581/0.283 ~ 0.491/0.243 -
0.423) » AFNEE LIRS  EETMEER
(RAEF R - (BB L W& BT < ST B
R -

[ PRAERH

e
B TR

% 8 EIEEBEE RO TR EENE S EE R

LF 75 et B B (g
TR HERR 0.334 0.581
R 0.000 0.000
R 0.334 0.581
REMEL BB 0.000 0.000
FERERCR 0.283 0.491
R 0.283 0.491
AR BB 0.000 0.000
FERERUR 0.243 0.423
L RUES 0.243 0.423

® 9 BURLARG o # T A E R ) B
THEFEEPERR 2 B D PRI E P (0.506 B 0.471)
(BFEEETE0.291 81 0.271)3T 2 5 2 % © RE
BT ERE ey Ry TR B
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AR R h R AL IR S A Z B S R
BT 1700% ; BRI ETE BUR W E S H 2T
AUBTRIEERIL T FREE 28R 07 Ry 0.405
Fi10.233 -



FERRET R
72 9 ~ BRI TR - 3 EomE S BT 2 B
B EOHIEIH HE RigEH e

BRI WEA5E L JEE TS 0.000 0.000
EEESVES 0.328 0.189

Hp g L 0.328 0.189

EEETHEZN JEESUES 0.000 0.000

FEHEERUR 0.314 0.181

BB 0.314 0.181

T E K HEFESR 0.000 0.000

R 0.390 0.225

FERGUR 0.390 0.225

HREME HEFESR 0.000 0.000

CiEESVES 0.405 0.233

o L 0.405 0.233

(T HERE Y TIENSE JEESUES 0.000 0.000
FERERUR 0.450 0.259

RO 0.450 0.259

SR R P SRR R B JEESUES 0.000 0.000

HIR RS RERERR 0.425 0.244

ARG 0.425 0.244

TR FAE TR HEFESR 0.000 0.000
EEESYES 0.506 0.291

FERGUR 0.506 0.291

HEEETERR HEFESR 0.000 0.000

FEEEUR 0.471 0.271

FRGUR 0.471 0.271

N~ GhEm LR KEN &5 (0.822) (BT FRIESEH(0.77) LBt —Hehig (57)

6-1 FZE4EsREEE R
ARSI EEREUR > AT EREHE A - $R
i K T Ry = FEAH B (0.875 ~ 0.817 2 0.796)
IR ] B B AL RIS ~ U ~ S e i B = A
[H(0.871 ~ 0.824 ~ 0.797 J; 0.86) ~ E F i fEHIE
TGN~ HFETh Fyim FEAHRR(0.821 ~ 0.821)
SRR AL IR TR - R MRS

BRI S - AL E A B H Bt
B ZPH(0.334 B 0.581) - &g A

A EETE O TR ER R AHT(0.949) , - T
K T775(0.945) § B T BLAGE I 777%4(0.872) |
S =HEEHER )R - REEE A %

At > (At

L& SUSHUNG Gy XL g e |

SFPIRW

RS b B RN e (5)

TREGTEP Y T RAVE SRR | B T
PERCR ) 2B DI EEE(0.506 81 0.471) (B
HET(0.201 81 0.271)3T 2 52 % ¢ SHEEEERIT
BEETNEE T TR TR ) BRI
P AR R A VRS e | Z R B S N i e
170% © PRifEE BB S s T H R T 215
BT R EE #8777l Ry 0.405 £ 0.233 -

B T BRI L R T B R AR R S
BRTERR - BURZEACHBIRIZ B E
Ko FERFEEEED BEREEZ A BN RES
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101 & % £ 5.

FASUEH > AIRENIIZ A E A8 - LB ER
fETH 2 EHERILER - B AUEREL Rt
AllloR P e ) BT BRI ) IR (0T)
ST PRI T I B P AR BUA R R T A U
o
e HivEERiC e - e
AR ~ e SR EAE B EE R RS
BEMERRAZER  HEEHEZ EEEAEA
A AR E ST T BRI R AT
TR AT ) B T OREEE A ) I=H
(*9) > BCts PMBOX AERIETTAER & Blalll 4R -
ASLE B TR RERE Y & UE
ATk > SRS T RRAL 2 s - AR Z
AL RS AT R BN TS N B AR =
G Z R 1E MBI BRI S > AE T
TR 1T L E B R E RN Z ERA
B ER® - BHEFHEERAREL Mt HE
ER B RHERE ZEHER M) ETEREN - 58
(LB ERATEC B -
6-2 HiSCERELARRTTH
At gest B aE il B ESE - DI
G A AR R E BRI TS SEEWE
FEBE RN Z NR B E - Ky T RFENREE
BRI R 2 E S - fRIR TSR
T3l
L AW se e g a E R EH R A L Bt st
G W —REEE AL ERE T ARt
REUE 127 FER RN e 2k > #ik
ST FLE AR AR AR (BT AR 5T

= o

2. AWtgest i eiE e = B AN B TR - 12
Gt reE IR RS AR EREEE AR 2K
Salnles - SHGE B BRI ARS BE B M
i — SR LR -

3. TREENIIEE I E I L HERD AL » S+ TREGS
5 T R B R T TS RN FE DA
i AE S S R B R (67 B R A
=FE A R R G
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B E ARG S5/ (Project management
body of knowledge, PMBOK ® ) #Ef 77 » #1%
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- REVTIEE ARG By EHE A

B AR LAy AOPEEAETREEE ~ s
T ~ PR RS - PR TR N ERE
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AR T E R E T (O TRREZ

ESTEA L R B IR AR 2
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