B3BE HTH
20124 TH

Bowr

Science Research Management

g oM Vol.33,No.7

July, 2012

XEHS 1000 -2995(2012)07 - 008 - 0121

EXMETEXESER@IRS

AN TR

(l. T XFrEFR, TH ki

130025;2. LA IR ¥ ERE52F 5%, =& LW  650093)

WE: AHBEF SR ZAURIEE XA RO RAZ R EZRR, BEARBHEAL Z B B ARLEH,
RAFHEAREZAMNANEXHABEAD FhI BT TRALEGSMERGHRITHSENR, REEI VLS
A EMA W E G R B AL )RR A B SRR E R B 09 B LS A, R G A T DEMATEL 7 &4
HETHRBANLFAL AR Y AL RNIESOERTGFIRANE ARG R LT E, BOIIERENR,
PR e E RAH A B SR T LM RN E RS ERBABFT ERS AR FERAHLAD FAES

9L BACHBRIBGIER , LA B T,

KER: EXMABA R SERT; EUFAFE; RERTIRA

HRES%ES: 931.2 SCERARIRED A

1 5]

o

HORRHEI H 0 i B A TR 22 2
Hh H B FE OB ARV EXERR LB A AT S RN AR T
SR HEA T B ST I I H T — A,
HWF RS E R SR T LASR L A JERHE ™ i
EREF B AR, 40973 15,863 1|
FE R BHSHETH  E RK B R 2 T B ik
S HE T ERRHEIUE P  NIRE A K BUR
5107 1) 5 R ERBHL 1 K Rk E , KL B
BRI BE BT L Al 2 (AR B A A R 2 5 3T H
S, TR A BN I TR H A EE 2P
o, b e [ 55 B £ C 56 T s £ R A0FT &
JE B LB AL B ) 3R 21 sk £ AR B
B R R, S AL , E R ROR AR,

I #5 B #A:2010 - 02 - 09; f&[81 H #:2010 — 11 -22.

et 22BN SE L G B IE  IRA BOR, S
K REORES B 5 (K A AR R 00 H 45
7 ) A 1 S8Rl AR WF 5 400 5 AH S W 5 U R A T
SR E RSSO 5 CFE ZE I H
A T ) SR SRR EE O TR R 1
¥ FEALTH A2 HE 2 WA G ATl 3P e
PORFRETIHT o s % 8RB H S Efr
YA BN A T R TR B AR M
(HR A 1 HL 3 A M) T 5 B KK ) i %
W H bs NI ED o

sy, A A E IS/ IR 25
A A A TR R A T3 T X B DR B3 T H T e — 4
WRMEBEIE . SCLT A K A R DY AT i %
FORBHEI H ML S SRR AT 15 303 )%
HORBHE I H 8 B A G B I B s 1)
BL LR S AT 1 SRS ; 3C[4,5]

BESTE 5K [ AR IS (4570971054, 2010. 01 - 2012 12) ; 37 #8748 0 75 A A 453140 (45 : NCET - 09 - 0419,
2010.01 —=2012.12) ; HE WSR2 HIFTHRITH (45 .09YJA630047, 2010. 01 —2012. 12) ; H & SRLH: % & b
U PRI BB S0t 3652 ™ BF 58 £ 90 ( 452009111, 2009. 12 - 2010. 12) 3 % AR RS BF S H (45 -
20080610, 2008. 08 —2010. 12) ; ML HTFAERES T H (2010, 2010 10 —2013. 12) 3 FAAE 211 TF” % B H

(4 :SLJJ - CX,2009 —2013).

EFB N FHG(1967 - ), 5 (V) I TR/ 85, B/ 85, 50 0] 2R R G PR SS
FEICAE (1981 =) 55 (D) , ARE A 1 e/ FE s i, B 20/ S B9 07 1) - A B SR RHIF A L4



-122-

R BF

oI

[ES

2012 4

PASCRAR T A bpoxd SRR H 4V Mz AR
R S LB AT AR A A R ] e A B
ERLHEAT TR SOl 6 1 i X 58 [ [ B R A6 4
HE B R R BB TE AR I TR H
BRAL T IR B A PR . BAABLA BT E 4
17— RRTIH ORI A B3 % 8
T H A A B DR R ) 2 D5 1 B T A
MADETEARRHIH B ORISR WARE . &

PRI S 5 R G AE B R Z I Z bR AA
PR G4 B 2 B IR L R A, 2 R R
FeI H SRS S MU B T o R
TET o B RBHI H S R S 2R S B
e s YU G 62 S N T K€ X (B X N 1 D
JE AL A bR A3l Ml AR XU 25
JBE 25 TH 1A 2 5 T 3 J 5 A S 2 A A 0 H
etz e =, SR R RS R
B b A A B L DR Ry e (B2
3 B A PR B IR IC B ph R (A1) A RE N A A AR
Z ISR AL DU BRI S SRR,
M5 SR RO M S L2 32 T e ik
JRPERIE AN B R A L 2 S e R, T PRAIE R
FHE A A3 L B e il A2, &

G e BRI A AP AR Z Ay H AR AR
Z (PRGSO A5 % T A 0 1 o e v 42 )
FEFE FBARAR A — R ORUEII H S 8 B R
W, AHL S PR i DL T 5 A0 I P AR e — O E
7 B4 a O H S IR R FERE D R BRI
PO B, YU R T i B A
VRS (SCBE T 10 ) AN RS T ORIE T H B ik
X TR R BLACR AR B OGS I, A
SCAESP T EE R H Hh n] BEAF A 145 1 5 1T L%
FEWy S i FEaE LA 1 S S i Ry
U JF R BRS04 A B A5 5 T DL
ARG HT

2 ASYERE KL HER

ST R H A BSR4 & BRI
H A HARFRE " A BT A 7 35
FI AR5 30 H A B A =P A % R4
T H St e P ] B AR B B S T LSRR
5y o

2.1 AEFESE

(D) T H A S HEEEFR M (AL o R
FHEZIT H P BB AR SRR R T AN R Y
A Z i A I H BT A 2 2] 114 BR
A REFEIT R AFHA SR A LS B A BT 4 H
o SR, A AF RS 5 H AR A 1 3L
HUAARIA, AR B b nl BRI AR 22 2% |
R NA, BHIF B T ] B R A AR e 7 0
BHIFZE A, Aeall AT BB N AT BB EOR B3 Rl
A, Z 5L 2R RS A /E B ZEIGE
SETENA BE HOR W T B AR A A
ARG b i R AE AP AR LA B B
R AR B o3 O 2 A b, R AT R A A A S

(2) T H HRLE I G AT (A2) o B
B BT A AR R R BRI H A b ZEBE U,
Rl A Zd 22K R R A A 1R 5 5 81
WA BESAENATE T, RS A A R IF R
FHCITH AT H S 1. B H 75T ARIER R
A ANBUSLA o 8 122 AR S BRAE ), T HL
W RAT RAFRETE B IR 5 A RRE ST XA A REW
S H P BAEAE R B I 1] L A 2 BT IR TRR 58
JITEL 5 PRASTAT BA B B3 B B2 A7 5 LAY S TR 25 4
RIS IR BT R Z ST 55 55 AT A DM AR
i, A PRI 4 AT A T o 45 A X O A B
REJT 5 S8 01 AL 5 A B N B3 U A AR A9 T
VERE ) 5 DAL 0 A R 2 il B 0T H 5276 A4 4 1
PR , S8 AT T AN IR E BE ) BRI A TG
SO S R L Il 07 114 B D e 45, L D50 A0 s e P
T R AA M BC EAE AR S5 NP AR FE b
TEAEXELASEBE , B 2 i 6 1A DI 38 B 4 e X 52
T AR, AT 5 7 A5 A St i

(3) T H A B R R GRS (A3) o FFHKR
BT H 2 R E RN 23 i o T A~ H i 3l
(PR I i — D A A A S R $H B
SRR E T H 5 Sh 2 T R I H S Y 2 e
Z o TUH IS 2 2 1] A0 g S HK 55 AR B e £
B AR Z AR g 7 Be BT BEXT 2 3
G—HIR AR HEATH G SR RE L 58 i
AR, A2 F HORE AR A B A4,
1717 EL ik 2 PR B i A S 30T 35 2 14 24 P88 i 454
A F A i 5 024 A 2l AR B
SR, BT H I BE S S BT H A i 18



557 4

RGE, AEIUAHE ORI H A SR B A A A T ) <123

HEEFEERZRE. P, & BEFRE—THN T
PRUEFARFAR I H TAE BB A 52 B, 53— J7 10
W 1 SEBRE AT H ) BUH B, P B 25
XTI AN H i 7 1 3 0 E W S HE i E
SN BEUR/ TIAAR S5 300 H % 3l oA B 0 H i
Sl XSRS/ o3 B/ 48 ) 4 (0] REEHE A 7 28 i S b
W25 G5 AET0 B A B AR rh = A B AR LT
2.2 HEFEHIR

FRBHE I H (1A 1E B 1A 20K B = 3
KA LARI S A A B .C =AH A, A A Xt
HAE R H R A, ARG I HRA S
PRI (AL) T H ARG5S R (A2) LA
MIWHE AR (A3) . B A m X A
RA WAL B AL TR AT iR s A A 2R
SHE(BLL) (SEp e Fam (B12) | BF 4 5 A
(B13) FIEARZE G (B14) 5 i A2 Hha] GR AL 4%
T H e A (B21) (PR K A (B22) (iR
AT A ST ( B23)) 0 Ath 4 By 5 B (B24 ) 5 7

T A3 H AT BE A 45 Y A R AL (B3 1) B ) 7 A
S (B32) i B AL (B33) A BLALI
(B34) | JAUR: & 35 T (B35S ) LA K 1) 38 45 1 5 T
(B36) , C A HEHELE B 9 A1 78 T KB 5
By B RBE A, Tk — Ul A B R
T AT RERI N AAAE T 2 H G sh =z v, ansi H 1)
AR P R BR A A B URABTZE K LI (B22)
AR He— A 05 B 2 N E R
ot H PRl G2 A B 1T
C AT B4 6 HARI H X IL o 450 7 LA 43
Bt e , BARR R vk s B R i A W%
HEFT C AR 4, 5 E Uk, B R A
PRI T HART B TG sh 2z, WG B, i 4n,
S BL1 — B14 58 5 55350 H R AR AH G B it — i %
WEEFLHEAT C G R 4, i St B31 - B36 i
w535 H 1 ) % U)AH G R T 2 AT C R
K53 o A VRS 45 28 1 22 [ 1) A O R HL AR dn ]
1 7R,

RN O

| RRERRE B4

/ﬁﬁ'&&#ﬁ [

L/

%

EEEE

{ /ﬁz:ﬁ&ﬁmﬁm /ﬁmmfﬁm(@\ o

il ﬁﬁA%ﬁ(ﬁMﬁl&#ﬁ(ﬁ@\Jl

e—— APEERRATEI A ) " -

JeEERE Atk |

= HATIRRANT 8

TRERAG S IRAENE R

1 AERAEEMNXETEE

Figure 1 Schematic diagram for the relationship among cooperative interface categories
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Table 1 Macro order parameters for cooperative interfaces
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Figure 2 Directed graph for the relationship among project cooperative interfaces
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The identification of key cooperative interface for major S&T programs

Li Chunhao', Du Yuanwei’
(1. School of Management, Jilin University, Changchun 130025, China;

2. Faculty of Management and Economics, Kunming University of Science and Technology, Kunming 650093, China)

Abstract: In order to construct harmonious cooperative relationships and guarantee major Scientific and Technical (S&T) pro-
grams is able to be completed with the high quality, the possible key cooperative interfaces for implementing major S&T programs
are identified from the aspects of project input and output, project organization structure, and project management process. After
that, based on the meaning extension of the concept connotation of conventional order parameter, the core competence is arranged
to be the macro order parameter reflecting the overall function of a cooperative interface. Finally, a decision making method is
proposed to identify key cooperative interfaces via DEMATEL. A case study indicates that the proposed theory and method are of
benefit to guide cooperative management in major S&T programs.

Key words: major S&T program; cooperative interface; macro order parameter; key interface identification
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The risk evaluation of software project bidding based on evidence reasoning

Cao Ping, Chen Fuji
(School of Public Administration, Fuzhou University, Fuzhou 350108, China)

Abstract: The bidding risk assessment of software projects is the basis of projects selection and an effective means for increasing
the success rate of software projects. A three — level evaluation index system is built for the risk assessment of the software pro-
ject. Considering the uncertainty of some indicators, a bidding risk evaluation model based on evidential reasoning method is pro-
posed to synthetically evaluate the bidding risk of software project. The model is able to solve the uncertainty and incomplete in-
formation problems of evaluation index. Case studies illustrate that the proposed approach is effective and practical.

Key words: software project; bidding risk; evidence reasoning



