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Indicator Analysis and Importance Degree of
Dynamic Capabilities for International
Engineering Contracting Enterprises

ZHAOQO Zhenyu, YU Yingzi

(Institute of Construction Engineering and Management, North China Electric Power University, Beijing 102206, China)

Abstract: The dynamic capabilities of international engineering contracting enterprises (ICEs) are divided into
five parts: market perception, resource integration, network relationship, study and absorption, and organiza-
tion flexibility, and an index system for dynamic capabilities is set up. Based on the system, a questionnaire
survey is carried out to investigate the importance degree of the dynamic capabilities’ impact on Chinese ICEs.
The importance degree as well as their diversities and variation characteristics of dynamic capabilities factors
are identified and analyzed for ICEs by different business types, revenue scale, and development stages. The
results show that: various ICEs would improve their different development directions and construction contents
for dynamic capabilities according to internal situation and external environment,
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Tab.1 Dynamic capability indexes of international engineering contracting enterprises
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Tab. 2 Distribution statistics of valid questionnaires
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Tab. 3 Important degree of dynamic capability indicators for enterprises in different business types
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Continue table
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Tab. 4 FEigenvalues and eigenvectors of market perception
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Al 36. 835 36. 835 2.210 30. 283 30. 283 1. 817 0.231 798,0.536 252
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Tab.5 Weight of each index of dynamic capability
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Tab.7 Test of Kendall's coefficient of concordance for enterprises in different scales
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