27 1 Vol. 27 No. 1
2018 1 Journal of Systems &. Management Jan. 2018

:1005-2542(2018)01-0147-10

( ) 200092)

H H H

:C 936 A

Designing Megaproject Organizations Under the Co-effects of
“Governments and Markets” in China.
A Perspective from Grounded Theory Research

LI Yongkui» LE Yun, ZHANG Yan, HUYi
(School of Economics and Management, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China)

[Abstract] Compared with the normal project organization, megaproject organizations in China needs to
deliver public products and services with the strategic significance and are significant bounded by the co-
effects of “governments and markets”. Meanwhile, Chinese institutional contexts also lead to the diversity
and significant complexity in organizing megaprojects in practice. Based on a phronesis-based and cross-
case analysis of Chinese Megaprojects, this paper develops a theoretical framework of megaprojects
organizations under the co-effects of governments and markets. The framework mainly includes:
(1) megaproject organization design mechanism from the institution perspective, (2) relationships among
organizational structures, organizational effectiveness and organizational performance of megaprojects from
the complexity-based adaptive system perspective, (3) megaprojects organization evolution processes and
governance mechanism from the institutional development perspective. These findings will provide useful
guidance and theoretical implication to Chinese megaproject practices.
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