FREFAFFELR G REFIF -~ 5 FS

PP h kRIS R RPRAR S

£
ﬁ%@iﬁ@ﬁ%i%ﬁmﬁ@

AFT AR

Effects of Fitness between Technical Novelty and
Complexity of Technological Project and Researchers
Work Activities on Project Performance

aare MR OF S
34 %Lt NSC 90- 2416H009 013-SSS
HEFHEF90-082 01p191E 72 317p

TR U T

-l

AR RIRA ST R 2

(AR Ty o F4R 4

Df‘r\“ SRR S S AN F" - i
ﬁwm%mg@».ﬁ*£%$7»vg—@

R 2 g PR PRS-




T F R

R FLA R R~ 532

PHERNPEIAITNE LRPRAAL I AR TR

o2 fo b & % e R

Effects of Fitness between Technical Novelty and
Complexity of Technological Project and Researchers Work
Activities on Project Performance

R AL
HEHR

ERE RO

fife!

ﬂﬁ%i@ﬁﬁm%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ’ﬁ
iﬂﬂ*k; B PR

(RS - B B
& Qe SN D A G

R ﬁifﬁéﬁ’ﬁrfﬁi@ﬂ%&?ﬁ%

R = R TR Fﬁ' Jj_;grffll fgﬂpgf
RO PR IS Ff A
S g P VR R 53
Fro S g %‘I.IJ%"?‘[‘:&;@E]'JEUEJ&’ ’
PRI, SN GE EYIEEITE 2fy
L FEPTAEIE Y IEWE SR ST
TER RS Hrﬁﬂfﬁiﬁéﬁm’p [
%ﬁtﬁ‘ RIS ”, 7 YRk [RE ’?lﬂsiyp S) )
G Fe%ﬁﬁgp[rﬁﬁ} Eifi Jd/? e
T 2 AR EEE T Y ETOR
(A P~ PIFOPERIERTS - ([
[ (R R g o
%%%-ﬂﬁai¢W%W%~@
L ﬂ] A P

NSC 90-2416-H-009-013-SSS
1904# 087 01p 31 91#7" 31y
SRR

Fempg

Abstract

Asthe technical novelty of a
technological project increases, the
researchers of the project will haveto
perform more technol ogy devel opment
activities.  On the other hand, when the
complexity of the project increases, the
researchers will conduct more project
management activities. The overal
fitness of researchers’ work activities
with the technical novelty and the
complexity of aproject will have a
positive effect on project performance.
This study used questionnaires and
archival method to collect datafrom a
sample of technological projects. The
results from data analysis show that as
the level of difficulty of aresearch
project increases, its researchers perform
more technology development activity.
When the clarity of objectives and the
level of technical familiarity of a project
decrease, the researchers perform less



development activity. The technical
novelty of aresearch project hasa
negative as well as a positive effect on
its researchers’ technological
development activity. The results of
this study also show that the shortness of
resources and the lack of managerial
support from the institute where a
project is conducted lead to more
clerical and administrative activities.
Finally, the overall fitness of

researchers’ technological devel opment
activity and project management activity
with the technical novelty and the
complexity of aproject do have a
positive effect on the technical
performance of the project. However,
the fitness has a negative effect on the
application performance of the project.

Key Words: Technological Project,
Technical Novelty, Project Complexity,
Project Performance, and Fitness
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