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Research on Integrated Performance Elevation System
Model of R&D Project Based on Total Life Cycle

Abstract: The studies about integrated performance elevation of R&D project mainly revolved on its organization. After combin-
ing those methods of integrated performance elevation proposed by scholars, this paper indentifies eight key factors affecting
performance of R&D project in the total life cycle. Furthermore, the paper proposes an integrated performance elevation system
model that can be used to elevate the overall performance at any point of time during life cycle.
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