{(OEF
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L2
360-degree review (360 4R ) IR W ARG (YA (EEEE

SRR T EMEYT ) o LR TREEE R B AP A BRI A AR E R
[HE - RFEFIERRA - FF > EEQHE - [FHE - BT MHMmA -

A
Acceptance ( #252 )  [HI ¥ R BUME & I A9 — FE SR - th 2 B & Bz B U A2
FREY T RANEYS 2 — o L ORI R R o IR R B 2 L P R A IR RO PR R -

Acceptance Criteria ( BgURIZ 2 ) Bl HEE @ AR - I H & T H
TR 8 B A AT Bl B B i 4 R L BRSBTS AT B B AT E Y U AR B A
?;/-g o

Accommodate ( EfE ) FHMEHRE &L - B AEZEAE R E - AR
I 1T SR BEAS AN B PR IR RB R A -

Achievement Theory ( pFA¥EER ) FLBUENE G a8 i A2 Epiint - #E77 - DA
B B 08 = TE TR SR -

Acquire Project Team (/3 HREBY )  ILVIFLELE (3 A IR + A4 ftb M
FER 25 S T - A VB A AL PR S - 7 L T
TEATT L VAR -

Active Acceptance ( EBHHES )  LHIEET 1 £ A 0 IE [ 0 U oK 6 7
FRIURT SRNG5S P ) T LRI 77 2 — o b S 7 L o
Z R T R - U BRI /R TR 4 VR L 3 2 -
Activity Attributes ( SEBIBME ) LIS EIERM:  BIAIE B 5008 8 (R F5 - 3
B - BUEBE BT SRR Z RIS - ISR - HIEER - ST
(R 2 E 55 < S BB MRS B LA AE (Y + 102 5 B S B AR I E -
Activity Duration Estimates ( SEEVEARIEEHE ) 16 BY IR (2 HE RS2 2
EFIHE BT T R AL - B TS B A -

Activity List (EE)/FE ) EREGHHEEREEH RS IEEHRVIA WBS it
{1 o THENE BB E FRIE B AR Y E

activity on arrow (AOA) ( BiSREI/R/EENE )  EEFHEBIRIERT o LAY — i
M ok - &G o A AR B AR R A7 1 VS B - 58 R RS B B s R ( Arrow

diagramming method ) -
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activity on node (AON) ( BiEsEI/R/AEENE ) ERFHIGEIEESIE Lry—fEig
& i o B L 5 R E B AR E R IE B o 8 A UIE Fr [B 7 7% (Precedence

diagramming method ) -

actual cost (AC) ( BRERA ) B EEHET R IEeR BRI B R TIERR A -
ELFE R A -

addition ( [0 )  EREERFIENE HEFEN—EE S R EA -
advertising ( [E& ) EREHBIEMLERI 0] /S RFP » RFQ B¢ fll £ ff S
H o SEEFTERERAEN T BN -

alternatives generation ( B AEEH ) EZHNRKEZHREZRNAEH
#E o BROARE B EEHBRAAN LB R -

analogous estimating ( #8EbfhEHE )  EEFYEM S HELEEINE R
Rz e HpEE AR - S WA IER e T 551 % (Top-down estimating) - [A]
R FH 5 5 ) fr L PR 5 i AT o

appeals ( 8k ) HFFEME#HE (Contested changes ) -
appraisal costs ( SPMEMA ) & MR E A ASAAR - ALHEE B & R LR
HIEAS o B BAS AT BE 0 2 Bl A B AL HTSUAH B B BEA -

approval requirements ( #%R]E&Ek ) EREBNUMZEBR « TR - E
EEMSAE - DU H A R E HAE R -

arbitration ( % ) EEANREREGHFEN—EREEYT - BTE AT ER
HIEZwT - HIEGHZ2HENANER=ZEFFRA - REEKGE - PRV ED
SRS - T LB

arrow diagramming method (ADM) ( &i3EER)E ) EEFEEREES R L
By — TE 48 @ 5 0 & 9T A B BEE B AR AR E AU TE B - 58 R T 5T B R TS 3k

(Activity on arrow ) -

assumption ( g% ) FHEGTHRENEFEITE - BACER R EREEE -

Il

attributes ( B )  ERA R BT R IR B ETTIE - HBRAHF
W FFEERATE o B ERABTE - NEREERIMBATTE - E2EH

mnE R Ry (TR —) -

avoid ( FRE ) 7E AR EEE i o RO I A B B B B T B L
B - SER A5 AL e R T LIRS 2 — - ISR TR B WA - D
BT R AR - RN R E SR -
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18 B SR AR IR F YT - FIRFtHAE fiR H (Withdrawal ) - RS EAEH P —TF
B BB AR AR R A B SRR - R T T Rk - 52 T -t ) SRR IR B
BB+

B
backward pass ( E#H#HE ) R CPM DUy E I Bl 5 i B 1A B iz i 52 B B
WRIETR -

balanced matrix ( L& FEfE ) B2 H XK HEHEIDEEHMIRHE 2 M S iy
HRH RS -

bar charts ( R1EE ) ERBERSKEFENHEZ— - FRHFE (Gantt
charts) o

basis of estimates ( FFEHEM ) EFHEERARENEL - BE&EEI AT
(B AR B A ER -

benchmarking ( 52 &5 ) K ZETEOAYES) - B H AT EZE S FH LR
TiAE - AT ER R Rt & R A YE o

benefit measurement methods ( RFEE) EBEEZXTEHE - FIHE
FE T S AT L B i H B R SR - R E R A &S T~ R - R
BHENE - DA AR -

bidder conference ( #R{EANEE ) HHEEAEMERTBUE U7 5¢ ok 17 B 3
AT B H PRy &R o MM M o I H R E B A
R o BT R TR L — -

brainstorming ( B§0#E ) &2k B EERAENE R ER TG T B
e— - BEEHEE  BEKE  BEEEEERKE - DLRAL A SR fe
BRI NEE L - M a8 3 4= ny Ja b B4 -

budget at completion (BAC) (5t LTRE ) REFIEHEETIF - TIEE  EHlE
Fo BUE RIS B AR S TE R AR - BB AT EETFTEM AR PV (E
ATROTAS A ) A - SEG RN EEESTEE -

buffer ( #E&AFAE )  ARINIAE o BTG BT EIFAE 0 - DURHE b ol 52 Yy
NHEERNFR - HEVLAEE (Feeding buffers) fELMELZERAYIE TAEMEEN - ITARE
EE B ZER RS > DGR R RZ R kB RE KR ENZEM - MR KR
REHR R[] > PR SR IR (] - 352 R THBARFIE] (Reserve time) ©
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C

calculation methods ( 5187375 ) EEMl R EE) FiAZ B H 50 % ST L
BRI EEE ks — - sFE AR EERZEERN T - EESTH
REFEFHEREE -

Capability Maturity Model Integration (CMMI) ( BE DR EAEER )  FHRHEL
HH A SF Al B SCE AR R o CMMI ] IR 2 N EIRYH I - s TR - HEE 8 -
FHRZE RS - CMMU AL 78 28 RIS B 2R 1A IEAGAE ~ B EA
12 - (B A IF L MHBE O L - W B R R EE B EOE -~
CARMEAL - W H IR EEHMGE - AR EEE - REREIGEE -

cardinal scale ( Z2EFHR ) 18 /2 AT E M B 0 7 WL AR T 2 5 RO R 1 B
JERRIEE -

cause-and-effect diagram ( FRE ) BRI R B FE A2 F AR 6% - HE
o8 e ) T R ) 4 T T Jir AT B R BRI AL DA R {16 4 Rk ) fA2 TR 5 S S A L T 5
ARG SR o 38 o HE A R £ [ i ]

change control board (CCB) ( #EFHIEEE ) &/EMMATEILHY—{EF]
FRHRA BB o d R R RS R - B T RE PR AR v B TR B R OK

change control system (B EEHEIRM ) O F AN R K HAHR 2 H 5
S FEANfRI A B EE o DURKIUHEZ TR AR B o SR PR RICR A th SR A
FHOKBYIRRE - 3l HE AL AR R AR F ik o ARy 8 T B KA CH ) -
Pt DU R & 3 B B O/ B S 2 - A O PR SR AR BB BRI TSR -
change request ( #EZEK ) IEFGEKATREE W KRR EEFTIEF] U » HE
FLUE ~ AR - BT E R G R E -

chart of accounts (1REE ) IR mHMRIECIRRH - B WBS BRI #ZEHIIR =
A E R E E o

checklists ( &E/FE ) EMEHEMAMNKEGLEEH - #EHSE - DU
bR o 5 & il s E AR EEER) — RV BR -

checksheets ( Eigz ) MR/ EILR (Tally sheets) - BLHEAFETHE
Z— AR S B B R AR R T AR - R RITRE R
BUSBRIEE Y - BB &R - Sl E SRR LRI REGE & - 7T DUE
SR MRLE -

claims (87K ) L F#IEEE (Contested changes) -

claims administration ( 3fkKEIE ) FFRKEMEEE  BEE  EHEOFHRE
BHEAER -
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Close Procurements ( #55R#%E ) [LiifRHEERRIIHE E & GRITER - Al
R RETR E TAE B TS IEHE S AR HSER - IR IE RS R e R &
AT °

Close Project or Phase ( #5Z1E% ) [hynfEHEIEMZEMEN - AEER
HEER - BEERMBERTERE » hEFEEHITHERIEE -

Closing (#53R ) T AHFEHREFMEPRE M - FHREFEXHE X7
ARG R HE R RIS E S E EZA S - i ERENE B R ERERE Rk 2
% - BRI EGELRERME DA - 0 H S F A EF R R A IE =5 i i
ik -

code of accounts ( BRE{CHE ) WBS W —g# & T —(fE —m Y5
f5 - 3G H Sy B EH R ry R H B A R - 1R H E TR E B A -

collaborate ( &1F ) MR Z— » R MERR - 5 & 1T Fe#E
B M HoAw i M RE AR A o HEERAT LRI IR o RT DUZE AR E IR R LR R
i SEERR-REDT o R SR A PR B SR R T

collect requirements ( YWWEFEK ) IWEF RKIMIENHEHWIER EFIL G0 & HZE
BihE  FFE > FIERBRANIHEDERGEEEEENTER - (R B EIETE
RAREHEEHERNE S ZHE -

co-location ( £E ) FBEHIEE AR —#EE T0F > oAE [ — (5 W 2k 4 B
B - PIAIFEE - SR EHEE -

common causes of variances ( ZEH#RRR ) 52L& 7] E i EHAR AT
REREZRE > hEEHEER Bl EllEZREEEREFHRZ Z
HEJFER -

communication (& ) EEKBMEMNEE - TEBEEAEHEXE Gl
B B2 E Sl - EEn DLEFmEGE - RIERSIEERR - HEK
HAE 90% B R RS O -

communication models ( jE@ER ) EHIEBREN LAY .Z— - #E
RERE A S i o~ (F2% RS © MR - BRI E R /5[l E -
communications management plan (;EBEIEFTE ) FitEd#& 7 FIFH
RN REHAYEA (AR R 2 A M — K& - DUREE 5 - B E
R AR EH -

composite ( #3588 ) B NAHABER - WoheetE » HEX - IR FEEALFE
HFAENRN -
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compromise ( 1% ) —HEEZEMIAETYS - Wi RNE - B0 KEERNE—1
HOMEE R LR PY o T E R —TE AR TR 2R EE R -

conduct procurements ( BI1TEREE ) HLIRAE W SOES (L FERG ¥ RFP [B]ERYTE
e - DI T EIEREEET E | DR AR AR BT Y G O B S -

configuration control ( BYRESRE ) b B 65 Hp A RS R vl 1y 288 B DA R B L e
B o HPP AT R SR B R AR YRR A -

configuration management system ( BIBEE IR R ) EEHEEHEHZHKW
TRAE o FOERE P R HE I8 BE AR N B SR B R MR AR 7 B RERL HE T A -
conflict (2R ) GEREEHENTN—Z  HBFFEHR—HIENREES—5
S B Y E A -

conflict of interest ( FIZS@EZR ) Flak e s £ Nl A S BEEFEEF w2 -
Bf o WA ERE AR S EM A S B E A RE - e
BZEAERNT -

constrained optimization methods ( REIFRE L;%A ) H " 228, ( Mathematical
models) | -

constraint ( [R# ) ERFERIREHE HEE RTERIEMER -
contested changes ( FHEMEE ) FEEERGHEOSHEE - M@
% A3 I i S0 i A AR RN RN —

contingency planning ( FEERE ) 572 (A bR EESREE - LLORES I ROH #
BARGE - —HEERELERERINLIEHE - @2 ERE (A EEMEE) 2
F ] JE b [ JE SR AR By —TH T B B R -

contingency reserves ( FEZ2fEfE ) ERERHEEEES  FH - EIRH
Fi > DURSH I RESS AR A LK HINE ~ RFAZ ~ pRASHEE S - B0 B9 A {R] 486 T S o
%

=

)

Contingency Theory ( #E#25% ) H#4E Y HiawiT HhEAREER L - H5
& o AP G R R A AT A2 B VBN BLE B RE T A Kok HE o ELAE B = BIRETT AT fe Ak
#e > P FE 2 2E TE T KAV EUE -

contingency time ( FEEERFRY ) A TERAHFR (Reserve time) -

contingent response strategy ( FEEE[EIFESRRE )  Fi & A o] fEFRFE Y T B A
Forgz— » g Ry R M & ( Contingency planning ) - 35 /2 B F 8 &= 7
o A BEATE B 5% A IR DA B Y JE B (o] FE SR I -
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continuous improvement ( FHENE ) Mg 224 UGHE - U2 FE B EE
EERRAES  FFEUCEZSRAEB TS E NS EEEYCEMEN AL - B
KB A i & 5k~ FE R AR 0] S B R AL AR SGE TR AR~ I A 2 B R Y
B A IR - SCEEIARER - TQM B S (EFRE =2 2 R E UUERI I - 2R
= (Kaizen » fTEHABEFRFEMNCENER) AEEREHAN—HBERKTT -

contract ( %9 ) ERRITEHE 2 5.2 - FIARIELS 2 L e iR B HY — 0y Hk i
RIS RIS - GRS T aE 2 05 Z ML - Sl 8 88 20 #R 7 i BUIR
B o GRIZENEENHR - AR EHERERZ -

contract change control system ( A#JBEIEHIRME) ML (7 /9% T
BEAOFL - R PRIRZAY — T H S5 -

contract statement of work (SOW) ( §#IT{EsRBE) EEREINEHHH
— R E R TR - HERHETHE FEE S - 5E2F TIER
HHZ (Statement of work) o

control accounts (CA) (#ZHIMRS )  FEHIIRF SR AHEEERAEEE - XK
SR EEAA - R R#EREEIER - WBS Wy —E R E T HEHIIR
E oo

control chart ( E&lIE ) 5/ & 58S MR K] L E AR T BRI
5 kiR RS R - WLAERE R E RS R - & E R
B DLAE T g 2= BB R h el g L fze il -

Control Communications ( %88 ) IIEERE(EEZER » BB IS
THE - EEERRE R EEE R ENE 0 DARAEIEERRERE - B EMEREH
B EHRIEEA -

Control costs ( $ZHIA ) M H A T B A 588 5 28 il AR i 3 B 2Rl A B8R B o
Control Procurements ( 2 HI#%88 ) [ e B RSB AR ARG E XL - 7 Ho i £ E
AT &K -

Control Quality ( # & %8 ) HNEESEE TIEER e (AR E
EHGTE YR R E R - R ERES A RS E SRR EE R
DA B B RF & ER SR FE HA R B 2 R e -

Control Risks ( {=#I@EbE )  [Ib i Fe E Ja b 2% A By o] il b - R\ BT 25
oo B R BH FE A e 2 B R B o R B (o] O SR S R B T P R S R g A
BF - 20{A] B he L o] FE SR RS - IR AR S RIS ST | E TR g alfE -

Control schedule ( JZHIRFAR ) IR M5 % 2 0 B2 0 S e s O

O
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Control Scope ( #HIEERE ) [RAZME G E HHEXFHEEM o (EAENE
[FIFEHY WBS 17 Ry » &bt J i e 528 B - S5 S o W 40 0 T 0 4 o S g - G2 5
HZ#HilE (Product scope) o

Control Stakeholder Engagement ( $ZHIF|ZERIRAZE )  HHIFFRLA
2R EETE R B F R R A Z HRIBAGR - I BRI R 2 B A -

corrective actions ( $51E178) ) (REHIUGIEITE) @ iETHIIRYE SR ZE H
/\—rﬁihﬁ'fiu-ﬁi%@ i& °

cost baseline ( FAZE®E ) EBHEZEMASE LHEEEEEH AN - #EE%
PERV S I RHIPE B TSR © pOAZLMEF DL S HifR 23 -

cost management plan ( gk AEIRETE ) ILEFEAILFIM  EH - DURIEH
HEBEANFAMER - SRR B RAEHERENEL -

cost of quality (COQ) ( ERA ) 5 AR5/l BT M A2 o W) 2 s AR s 1)
WARRA + R/ B  1 E  SUR E RA A -

cost performance index (CPI) ( FUAHERGEIE ) FIACEH S AR AR A —
FEE (6 /T4 © CPT = EV / AC «

cost plus award fee (CPAF) contract ( ﬁEZKﬁD’*géA‘ff"] ) ERERHRH - FH
e SIS R IR P G B & BRI E - (HAE 5 QTR A B 5 B9 B 5 | R
TE ° 38 B E i E R A E S

cost plus fee (CPF) ( sk AMER ) HANEMHGOEHMES TTEEERK
Al HEE DR AE S LAt BN —EE ] - SR ARMKkARB 3L
& %9 ( Cost plus percentage of cost contract » CPCC ) -

cost plus fixed fee (CPFF) ( i AMEIEER ) RAINEEEHEHE 2,
FiEIEERAGE S » WHEGHNTHRFE S —EEEERH -
cost plus incentive fee (CPIF) ( jk ANNZERIE ) EHESHTEE HRIEE

A 2 GBI B A BRI IR A - A H R S H S A R A1 R R Y B

cost plus percentage of cost (CPCC) ( Bk AN AR ) £S5 A cost plus
fee (CPF)BAMER -

cost-reimbursable contract ( [FAFBESH ) EBHASHEEE HFENELE
B LB AR S A B R IR & A -

cost variance (CV) ( fiAZER ) &2 HETR &R B A & iR BUR R TEE B I
BRAH S HTFTG - CV = EV — AC -
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cost-benefit analysis ( A AT ) & F LB EITHZ T A FH A S
) 2 DA R B il S 2 AN

crashing ( #21 ) £ A B F A2 P (s 1Y — R R R R g 5077 - 8 I >
A RE LR TE A AR R BN P I E PR AR L -

Create WBS ( #3i7 WBS ) Z:17 WBS JifZ Al TIE 5 G - 5554
WBS -

critical chain ( BE##5%E ) 1 & FPEH 28 FH ME Jit 4% 87 7% g 28 3T AR HIAS R -

critical chain method ( BAsg#Ei% ) M hABEREREN TEMES.Z2— %K
HRER L - ZEAREZEGIAE IR - 1Y 00 e 5 48 2 TF B 83 88K AL 15
o R Bh R R SR B o B SRR TR L W ICE R S S R i o SE TS
RIE Bk BB AR Rk - BRI R E H E RN B M - RS S E O U
& -

critical path (CP) ( & ) EEHEEPREEHBEREK » HEFREEIHEK -
Critical Path Method (CPM) ( R )  HIEh 5205 8 B — iy 5 B i e B
HH o DA FHEREIRSER H - F DAR E 55 28 I 2 1Y B (8 1Y i = RS AR B B 28 58
B H e

critical success factors (BASRINIAZE ) EEfEH T THREZE - WHESEEKD

HE -

{1

culture shock ( 3X{tEE ) (RIENABHIEINREEECS LA TIERE » ATgEEr
F AR — AR i o

cumulative cost performance index (cumulative CPIl) ( 25t ABXISE )
B R T E R AE R B E AT HT - 2251 CPI=25F EV/ 251 AC -
cumulative schedule performance index (cumulative SPI) ( i EIE
B) EEFHNERTLHAAREIGEG®E eI EEE SN ESE
FZEF CPI -

D

decision models (JREE&RNX ) ERIERTTEL — o RHR R ERAT FRY
FEHE {7 B 1 B R M H R SR - 55 R ETE /575 ( Calculation methods ) -
decision trees ( JREEH )  IES B RH BB RIEIER - DL 5 5T
R EZBITERAFE R o Thvk R S E R R s o

decision trees ( 8% ) AT R R N A TRAR -
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Define Activities ( TEZ/GE) ) a0l 4= e B 5 mh Bl IR 5 P TR T B AU B AR

Define Scope ( EEZ&EHE )  ILHIER L & — 0 5l H A9 H AR AT B
Fo R AARE MERICE KRR H K FE R -

deliverable ( 2R ) ERF I R HEBEEEERE K - LHEH
M — M nl B R 2 AL ~ AR 0 BUERES] o RTEERATRER A P B -

Delphi technique ( fERIFEFRIS ) @B AR TR - AIRIERER - ik
B S B AL - Z2 (A 22 Bl Sl 0 bt AR - 0 HA R HPRIR A — & -

dependencies ( k{ZRE%R ) HEREE{KTZRIR ( Logical relationships ) -

design of experiments (DOE) ( BE&EXET )  [h By ik Bl 22 2 w3 BTt 51
7y o IR H SR R RS B A A O i R B B B Y -

Determine Budget (JREFRE ) BLinfe G - FIREH KL arHE
S iy B S A BN AE AR

Develop Project Charter ( S REXERE ) NNETHEEFEXRTER - THE
FIHIRE AR P HE - FEREZEEFRE ( Project charter ) -

Develop Project Management Plan ( 3 EREESIEEE ) E2HEIRER
FHEVE —(EWRAE - MR HNRZEER « Wi - HBEESME FHEHE -
EBHETHEREE  EEHBEMHEE BEEHEHHE  RAEHEE - W
BEHGE  WENESEE  ABEREEHEE BEEHEE  AEHEt
= BRBEMHEE - EERE - gJoRE%E » DIRHIBEYE -

Develop Project Team ( 3¥RBZEEPK ) ML A ZRE R BIPX ok & 2 VL BH ik
NEFEERERIREE - I HBR M MR AR - HeES] > Wi tEEER -

Develop Schedule ( 3#ErFF2 ) MIMETHENEFHERIGEEIRE - S
R R R AR EEME o TE LR AR R AT TS B R B LA FOAS R H HA - RERETE EhIIE AT
HARE - I AR IRE IR ZEIEE) -

direct ( #88& ) F A5s:EH M A\ B2 MMV iE - BEEBRET .2 — - th
f# k538 Force »

Direct and Manage Project Work ( 5| EMEEEEXT(E) HNEGHITH
ZEEtE o W EHEEW - LEHERMERLE  BREER A BIBIRGES) -
G R ELA T g IR TS - IR AR AE AR R R THE -

discounted cash flow ( #TIRITEAE B W Phi B R AR B IR < i = (E
SHPRESEE > W EHS SRR REERYT -
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discretionary dependencies ( (FE&FRER ) &2 HRXEBATEZRIIMKTR
R EEKTFRMREBEZBMENEFER » Wl BRIFZEE ( Preferred
logic ) - Eri#E#E ( Soft logic ) » B 2B #EEE ( Preferential logic ) -

disputes ( S ) FHERFFEME T (Contested changes ) -

E
earned value (EV) (EEYE(E ) J2E) H §il ko 1l 0 5e b LR M FE SR B E - 5295
R P AEL O M TR A LEAE T <

earned value management (EVM) ( BIEEEIE ) E2&H HESEESS
% e WETE R THIARGAE - R - HEHIBEEEEEE  HEHEHNEREE
FHECE - EMITEEE ST > LHESE = (EfEE ¢« 5 F(E (Planned
value ) ~ BB A (Actual cost) » DL EHJ#{E (Earned value) o

efficiency indicators ( ZAZERIBIE ) A ZE R MFIEZ R G HBCRIBE -
enhance ( &1k )  FiH| R [EESRNE 2 — » F R BB A] 5 B 20 KB & 5l IE
[ 52 B0 - S8 B G N A f 3 AR OB SR R / B

Estimate Activity Durations ( & S8 HARE ) M2 & F(h 58 e E 2 E B P
T WY CAREE R o AR @ H DU R B3R - REIH A pE g DUEELH &
ARG LI

Estimate Activity Resources ( Zf{&/EE &R ) [HIREF AT TIEEAR
RNEFESFEMEER (AR @ UEASERTEES -

estimate at completion (EAC) ( mLTHA{EET) E=2E
TEHISE R CAEREAE ~ BRI E) - B IR THIRE A -

Estimate Costs ( kA ) IiifE & & R EHEEZEERAKIE -
estimate to complete (ETC) ( SE TRIGFHAMLET ) ESEBEESNEGZ
— » BT SE R AR IEE) - WBS FHAFEERIR S - slE BT E L D HEIPAMR -
N B AR A i AT & -

evaluation criteria ( F¥&RHE ) EEFFILHFE fLERG AT 1Y T - PG
FRUE BAEBIT PRI VEAZ A+ S ER 2R 5 28 A A8 328 e T SR Y 2 - 2 AT BRI
AR A (R H Ry 2R AR ER —E 5 ) -

&

EHoErse—

Executing ( #117 ) ERH = (AFZEH R - e HERERE
HETEMNFEET > UEHRAEEEXFROFEELIR - TIE SR

TEN ALY > I HAAERTEREHEER - R E -
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Expectancy Theory ( BRSZIBEH ) i /2 WAV B G R I 11 6 LAY 100 1 2 7
EHST - AR A PIR S SRE T R T S EIAF A - A 50k @ DA T SR B T
Fy o BT R (R BT R 382 -

expected monetary value (EMV) ( BIEZE#S{E ) EMV 2715 i i 2
R - B R BTE BRI OB « R AR T BRI
expected value ( HASZ{E ) B FIIEBYHIRNG = Bh (538 (S ATAE - AR e o
) - W HEASAAMAR (HETE) SURSH A0 (PERT) §H5E L
fEEH BRI -

expert judgment ( ESRFIMT ) M5 HIET R BLEVIRZAY T EARET o A E
I AR WEE R E A - SUR RO BO SR (B - R (R BT Y 1
AR BAARIE R -

exploit (RIF )  #LEIE bR IE EH NS 2 — R BB ATk SR A g -
SRR (% e 94 2 <

external dependencies ( JMRIKIFRIR ) BB HFINBRUKIFERAGR - R
#EE BT (Logical relationships) -

extinction (JHE ) FHERARA—MEEL - HIFHERETIFECDTER - BFFRR
Atz -

ig gt

(i

I

F
facilitation techniques ( {EiE#flT )  BUERAEN TEMEIT.Z— » FIHRER
- IR R — -

failure costs ( REUAA )  KEURAEAEE M BIR B AT & RS IR - 38R RYA
BIGRRAR o RMBBEA T MR © AER I BB AR TN R B AT - S B sl At Ry
NRABERA -

fait accompli ( BAEE ) EAKHEMEERNNTER - & —TaERRS —
75 il BB R w2 A MR R E G - S LT o R E A RE
R E T RAVE— 7 0 &SR re B - [F]R E R Ok B GERE -
fallback plan ( fgETE ) EEGRHEPEIERE - SR 5] H A SRS ATHET
H R JE b S J G AT 25 - (R FHET 1 B e R = -

fast tracking (RFERE ) WFREEEHERS .2 — - FIRFBEAG IR o PR E 28 1n
AR S TR 5~ v Bl e SO ] O R (8 175 B A0 R B A 2o TR B ST - R A
Bf - AT DA R I R HA R -
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feasibility study ( AJT1EM%E ) BITRITTHEUIRREHIBTEXES /A HITH
o HEERIIRRER - DU B L F T RE

firm fixed-price contract (FFP) ( BEERBIEB/REH ) MMEMSHKEES
B TR E < DT E #R A B R AR R OE £2 1t 7 B A5 AU OE [ E (B AR - FE I
FARIEHh - BT BB R R Rk -

fishbone diagram ( REE ) FHw A R EF R .2 FHRIBFR - 38R E L H
VEESENE S I

fitness for use (@A ) HIEK « REFTEHAVEGR - RFRERF & oG L F R
R E I -

fixed-price contracts ( B EBREEH ) [EEEE G S BE SR B S E—
(i FAHE R [ 2 (B4 » 58 W REE B & 2 B EGE B S AR T iR I E R B2 ) < -
fixed-price incentive fee (FPIF) contract ( BIEEBIEMERSESH) EBES
# 8 B 2 b B R 75 5% E — B BHHERY B E B (IMBREEER &G —&) @ [
FRE B 2 2 B B 8 5 O A2 ) SR I R R SN B 8 -

fixed-price with economic price adjustment (FP-EPA) ( B E{BE N EBIS
REESH ) HEEH T R E e ws e E — B e ey & E E 4 - 3 A& T
FENEMIEEEEE - B o ERERE - s A FP-EPA &4 -

float ( }2BF ) HEBHIFEFERLEE - 55 R B HEFEF (Free float) FIf#
0 (Total float) -

L

v

float time ( J¥RF¥ ) K Float JZRF -

force (588 ) @ZRMIRILTTZ— » — MG EZEMRTGTZE > 1
TR tEE -

force majeure ( ANRJELS] ) A AR R g B A HENE S o 0 HLEE 2 SKEE
BT - DARDEFEGME - B Kl #ok - RE & > 2 ERE
5

forecasting ( FEAI )  THHI S famil H 5 =AY E BEGCE R - I HARBEE R 2K
FEHIR A B 2R - EAC M ETC Ryl

formal acceptance and closure ( IEXCERURERAEZ ) FEILRMETERAAET
IEFGEA - EEEHFEAN - HRMMEHEEK - EeH& T RIRE TH
FE M AT KGRI TTIE © BB 2 2 RAG R PRI A Y 23R -

forward pass ( BiHEE ) R CPM » HENEH & 5504 H A& B E H
fH -
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free float (FF) ( BEFRT ) ERENEERE (LA R TG HIIBELT
FTE 5 v A BHAG Y IRF R -

functional organization ( ThEEME#ER ) MMEASH P — - ek ER
W g = e RO (A e - AESE AR AR D - DORERN PR — iR B B A
B T 25 MR RE -

G

Gantt charts ( H4%E ) E/EHKFRFREHBIN G L o B el BURiE #IE
Fe o~ TEEPAA TR R B - EIRFEIR  TEEMIRFRA R - DURCEAE -

GERT ( BT ) B FHZ i 2R fefg | s - ARFRiE ~ o DR
.

H
hammocks (/NE ) &R HEEIFEHEES E L - MO8 528 M5 8 BUR By 52 1 g
M n B B S TR ED -

handoffs ( #EXZ ) b Uit F2 & f R 2
Bt o

hard dependencies Tk fZ R &R ) 75 /i 58 &l 1k 77 B & ( Mandatory

dependencies ) -
hard logic ( f##&%E ) &5 A.5#HI{&7FREMR ( Mandatory dependencies ) -

historical information ( FESREE ) 38 J2 Wl 1 8177 .2 AL AR A A
SE R B 2 MR D R S B RS R B MR B
Hygiene Theory ( fREBIBEE ) T3 - HRAZ (KIS T 58 8 LA aH - 10AR(E
WE)-R42325 ( Motivation-Hygiene Theory ) - ({3 R il I 7 £ By 1
BT - (R BEE I 1T -

=

Bz EanERE B - I HBAE T —FE

pmt

I
Identify Risks ( FAIERE ) i f2mnl B EN S m by - 0 HAC s Rt -

Identify Stakeholders ( BRIFIFRARA ) FBIAI B R A GO &30 I F B
A M HECEATE EROFFERAA > UREMMH - 28 DIRBEESE
AIRESE R R AR - FIFER (R NBIMHR &N e S EA FR R A S S -

impact ( % ) FEEEFINFENEENETFIHEE -
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impact scale ( &% ) (I HEEEREREE - BIREER GBS
e FLHA b S B B L

independent estimates ( HiZ (418 ) iR & LiftErg i amEnmA - i
HNER A i B H A (i R (E AR - RAET (GEE S S H - ERFTHEBREN LA
M2 — -

influence diagramming ( B2 ) FRHIE bR VR P FTHE RO - B
7 8 O R SR o T O P MIEL e+ DR A ) 4
BB 2 RO BAAR -

information management systems ( FSB R ) ECEHEZRE D - &
il E - DU S A F R AR A 2 B A2 2 T H AR » T H AR T Bl 3% i
HEEHNGEEEZEREHEFERRAGER -

Initiating ( B{Eh ) 2 —(AEREEREMNME - BFE D2 FEE AL aEIHE —
{EFE Bz - BLVRE R AL ARG BB - BUREIT T E AT T BB -

inspection ( #xE% ) 52 5RAEEE LW S E R T RS > EYTEE
GHEEER - W& > SEHER - ABFESTEH RGBT -

integration ( & ) HEMAMEA L — - EIRIRGEENESRA D E FEH
T 7 Bl EE T HE R A A 1 LAt o 5 Ry 8 A

internal dependencies ( AER1&TFRER ) IKEFRIFR— - LW EFEFIEFIR
R T EMF .2 — - IWREFERIRFEREAREER -

internal rate of return (IRR) ( AEREANZER ) EHH R ANREFRFRRE
RFAUREIA R o IRR SR A —RAGR G Y IRR B{EAYEZ - IRR & BEHR
AR & DL IRR (EHAEFTHIZE -

interviews ( EIFK ) B HMHE KM FEHES  FMFERGA  BE - EHE
B HEEEKE - DR EAE - EETHREAER - B8 B AT
HEERTE AP E 8 - SO PEA BT E R EE -

Ishikawa diagram ( BJIIE ) B [ A5 5 6 A Z FET Y B 4% - 55 SR [E 7
VRSB NN g

iterative ( B /& ) ERIEEENRE - HREEGEK - BHEEIE - FIE
TEEHEE  Afeg EHER Lo B hEE TORRERH -
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K

Kaizen approach ( BiZ& 7575 ) KHEHHARMERAETS - #HEERIE -
FT e X E B B M AR B A E Y S E SRS - HEERW Kaizen
EIEHEEMGE ( Continuous improvement ) -

L
lags ( ZEE ) fEMIETE N[ - AERR IR AE TS BB MG MU BT O - Ry 432 -
I8 B R SRR T D 2 PR TS B R B 4G B I ESE R B I -

leaders ( (RE#E ) FEFBWBHAFT - TSR H IR - #1250 - I Bt
PRELERE) HABA -

leads ( $2R1 )  fEBHAA TR A VS By - 0 B 0 AH K77 15 B B BE 45 H 8058 B
H xR

lessons learned ( B1SHGN ) 55 LE 7 1E H ZHE T B AT SR 1Y AHAE R AT 5L
o AT H AT RAKFENHEMEEZR - B 15 HEER
-+ 3l B A] R T T B e G

lines of communication ( JB@E&EE ) —HZHEFZMEEBEEEHESE - A=

Enm—1)/2-

logical relationships ( E#ERAMR ) 2L E2M(EHERIEEMIKFRMG - Hf
— G B A ELE S — G B B MG AT e B AR BUAS SR S 55— TEIE B 4 RE B 4G 8K
FERFEE - BERAL AR E SRR M - RN EELRER
( Precedence relationships ) - VU (K 17 B2 el iE B2 SEAk IR 4R
( Finish-to-Start » FS ) - B8 2|52 Ak ( Start-to-finish » SF ) - Z ik B2 ik
( Finish-to-finish - FF ) - B38%B344 ( Start-to-start » SS ) o

lump-sum contracts ( —RfEEHY ) 7R E R EE B & (Firm fixed-
price contract) o

M

make-or-buy analysis ( BRELIMNEDHT ) 52 HEHR I E B R R Y T AR
Fovg o R i vl e 0 i el ) B IS - W T R R BB SR o H BER
ST RS ERE R E - BURE ~ T - PESERRE T

make-or-buy decision ( B & B IMNEREE ) L A E BRI E B Ay T BRI
vy - 8 A Al 5 R ONE AT R E A RIS - IR T iR A LR A s - Bt
ELIETE B E R
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Manage Communications ( EI2/&& ) IR ECSIE  #57 ~ fifF - &
i~ BUS - ARG E R - I H E KRR ERI R AN E RGN - 557 DA
REHRREHRSE XK BT gHR ETHEEFRER - BEEHGEY
TEIRAE T ZEE T -

Manage Project Team ( BIEEEERK ) & HHKEBEELE N & HRESE
B B 2 Es o W H Y FEN RS -

Manage Stakeholder Engagement ( ZFIEF| =R AR ) ZHFIERZA
22 Hil 2 B FE 0 A R 2 R A B e R A F R AR TR - UL - I B
O HH B it %80 B R oK DA B AL -

managers (AEIBA ) AEHATREERGER 3 HBLR TR R R R T
ff -

mandatory dependencies ( S&HIf&TFRATR ) HEKFERGH TIERAREHRE
AT IEEWIEF > R TE # 8 ( Hard logic ) =V & 1k 77 B8 & ( Hard
dependencies ) - 3% H#ERRH{% (Logical relationships) -

Maslow's Hierarchy of Needs ( BHT/EHVE KB XIE im AR CIELEERY =N
MEAEERWTER  BEAEHTER LRHELZFER HLZFER BEFE
K HEEW -

mathematical models ( By & 8 ) WEKADE BRI KELSE
( Constrained optimization methods ) - B ;% LAy MER] 2 — - BHLEE
TR EE A > AR - ByRE - B JERME R/ EEHAEINEE
% HARIEERR o SR — R e n A B AR AT S R E BRI RE

matrix organization ( SEREZCARME )  ALERSEHEN T - MR A E AT
5 — (2T BRI PG ER - DUR T/ — (i S G R R 45 - TR PG ER I 29
YR o A L (T BB o B S i M B (A SR RS B Rk B
TE%

milestone ( BFERR ) Hr A B B A S B (1 o S s S -
milestone chart ( BFZRRE ) BT HLLBUBEAA B / 852 B 0 S R R 2 AT
B A -

mitigate (RIEE ) G £ I bR B R R IO G ot 2 A M o O PR T L
RIS 22— o A T LU0 e o 1 38 2 OB o R/ B B 0 e 2 e 2
Fes -
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Monitor and Control Project Work ( B5 B RIRHIEZE T ) BB EEHIHEZE
TAFE B Fr A RE) ~ FE 0T - DIRAS SRR P 2 miE AR - INEE
Kb SRR - DRSO - SRR @ ST -

Monitoring and Controlling ( BE B R ¥Rl ) &5 IUME HEEEH AR - iR
FERFrl & U B AR B - WD AT - AIBTE X B G KA E 5 - L H
R SR AUE (E1TE) - BEE A EEHEFELEN -

Monte Carlo analysis ( Ztt-FZEHT ) HRETTE EEbE M - DU FE R
VAR B RO © SRR AR AT & R 2 RIS R Bl g A 8 - DIGHE
HH AT RERY BAS B RS SR 2 3 AT -

motivational theories ( SIRVEESS )  HEFE A (P15 (1] €35 RN » L e JEAN ] 5 42
P AR B RT3 0 M SRR E AR R -

Motivation-Hygiene Theory ( B BI- R ) i 7 R HE G ( Hygiene
Theory ) -

N

net present value (NPV) (ZIR{E ) HEAIRBSRELY > FHERESR
B o R BRI AR AR s o B RCE BTEIR S EE R - AR IR &
AHIFRIRME - AR A BRI R R H - B E TR B R AT &S
A AFREAFZET » Bp—HLRITRRERENETEGE -

Nominal Group Technique ( ZEEBEXIT ) HHUERIH—E - FHLUE
T - FRER R bR AR R R T A -

O

objectives ( BRY )  fifiifh B 5 A RE /A A= 1Y At 3R S / B A B IR %S 38 2 FH 2Kt
EHERW A E(LELE > fTEEETEHRERSEREEER - HIEZZEE
FA¥FE ~ A& - IERE ~ BHEE - FIRPE I REIPR G R B AS firsE ik -

operational definition (##{FEIEE ) ENHRMERE  RWUEHELY
PR AN AT d LB R T E T & -

operations ( HEfEE)  HF EHE K & LR AR 2 BEE MR R E
TEZORE - 1A PG BLAS R H 3 -

ordinal scale ( 8%k ) ELEPHIEFIIE W& - F - UK - FEBAT
E MR B AT TR A
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organization breakdown structure (OBS) ( #Af A4S ) E=:ZE WBS &
{2 B 4 55 50 B (' O AE 8 BE 67 728 AR R IRR 14 -

organizational process assets ( #B#REEE ) EEIFZLWENEA » Hik
TR & R AT LIFRMHEARBCR ~ 18/ - WifE ~ B~ 3t5E > T D
FeREYE - SEMAE T HETE - MMRREEE S5 R EEER : RAZEMER
DU A ZE N7 R -

P

parametric estimating ( S#EEA) 1§ T F B LL— (8 Fse iy i Bt 3
i o

Pareto diagram ( #uE ) CEEAGSE T A2 — - thies# 5 EEE
B4 AL T BRI 5 2 — - ISR AE - PV BB E R AL
B o B - SRR - 3 H DLE AT -

passive acceptance ( #E)#E= ) HMETHRE - HE o 20 R & R
HIEHE - IR EET = - FIH - 8025 LR R RSN - & — R b3 ha
4 T EEEAERRE -

payback period ( EBAHR ) i/ I e 2 B RS 2 A - PRI
BRI R FE -

payment system ( FR#E ) EREHIFEREN TEMEY;Z—  FARIR
BRE TR R AGETT R

Perform Integrated Change Control ( #{ {72 &EEIZTH] ) HREEEES
RO BNIEE - AlET RS SR OB A ERIEE - DIREBEEE - fra i
B YEHIAHB I RAE » # g ey -

Perform Qualitative Risk Analysis ( $IfTEMREE ST )  mfEFHE S 3R A
H Y b e BB H A E AT EZ 2 > DS S Sl b 3% A4 U B SR o AR ik
JE\ P B ZE H AR 2 - SR ST E i SR B o S AR o

Perform Quality Assurance ( #1175 & fR5E I R AT R A A AL E T
B > DU S B RS R R GE 5% F WP LS AR AGE B B Z 25K - [AIIRF - fREEH SR
NAEBIHITHRIE

Perform Quantitative Risk Analysis ( T EEEAM O ) HEDEHEES
17 78 M JE B 4ot i AR BA FE EHE Y HR R S B e o2 R b B E HARRY 2 & -

=

performance measurement baselines ( {EEEE%E ) HEE® . IFHEE
UE o DUR AR R B YE S Tl R i S iy B B VEE o
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performance review ( {&3i&aT ) EXETEERFEEE - TER - 802
RAMRFEARRE » R EESHERE - EESUF RN =foMmERE « 28459
Bt~ BT - DA EEE RS -

Plan Communications Management ( 3iEBBEIE ) HIEEg#EHESES
S E A B E R EEE AR - (TR E R 0 DU GEFEE &G
FIE - EFFERANEETRK -

Plan Cost Management ( #B8IRAEIE ) HRETZHEEEHRAEH
itE o FREAEHETSE (Cost management plan) o

Plan Human Resource Management ( #RE| A NEREIE ) 2 &acsk(E
NBHEEHE R AR R EZNEL - DA SRR -

Plan Procurement Management ( 8RB EIE ) [LIRi2 & akp| 2 HASN
EER I Y E i ECAR S ~ BREYAE - AR TR BRI ERE - SR T E B H
EEEERCHEEZFE -

Plan Quality Management ( 28| EEE ) Wi EEMEEHIER ZMNE
FEHE > NG H #8 R H 0] DA & Mo 2 58 Lo HER R T8 -

Plan Risk Management ( &R & EIE )  FLii L HIE A& B B K al b o
Plan Risk Responses ( *F&I@F&EIFE ) 52 € 75 BB HURLL 2 BR R A 2 2

KA PR -+ Sl LA R A0 T 5 ] B i B 5 55 AT A I U R 328 e HH O L Bz (] R
=

Plan Schedule Management ( FREIESFZEIE )  [L L FE fm 20 () 3% % - R
7~ PEHI B GG o N AT (] B 4 B R S B AR AR o ARIE (PMBOK" 45
#) o HCRARREEERLE LS AR FUE R TAAMES - DURFE -

Plan Scope Management ( HEIEEREEIE )  [LIRFERY H WY/2 2 £ fnEE 1
e DUORFREHEE -

Plan Stakeholder Management ( fRE|FIERERAEIE ) HIREZHEREN
Hh R E R R A S B AR A A TR RO RI % B AR AL (M s B AT 2RI
BLATRR R BR - DA B B s 2 -

planned value (PV) ( Ft#{E ) FERIHEHRYITER.ZIEEHY TIERCA -

Planning ( fR& ) 28 (A FZ=EH AR - AERERH A S 6 E BB
HEHEREN - W HEEADEREERFEERE Z HENEZEHGTE -
M S A ERTE T8t WIEE PR E RN A EREEEREH
R o B AR A & R E TR GBI ER R -
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PMI® Code of Ethics and Professional Conduct ( PMI®E # {4 IR EA 17 2 38
&) i PMIPFRAETL 2 (E AR BEET R - frEE:E PMPUSEEM AR - &
e HH S B < AR YE -

politics ( #flT ) HFHARFE AMMERN—EFY - #fTr]aEE N EF R RE
NEE » Bz e ik e R RE rh t n s H Y -

portfolio ( BE#ME ) MR ErmEEENENZ EEXNHEEZFMEG -
portfolio management ( EXAMEEE ) EEHEXFHEHERZHAVER
Gl AR Kb ZEREEH - HEMAGEHEENITHIOREE - HERAIERM
EAHER > WHRBEEHESGEREN  SHEEREBESEEEE -

power (#7 ) HREEMAMEBENFTTS2— - #OFEAMEME CJHATR
FEE LMY - JOB LD EFISEEIRRE - I HEER -

preassignment ( EXIEIK ) ERESHERERGKEN LENEGZ— &%
ENFBE  WHAEREEXRKEBRBREZ o4 - 25 EIN
ERE R B2 K G 0 R IRE R EE AR 2 — R 4 -

precedence diagramming method (PDM) ( [BRE/E) FHIEEIEEEEIR -
H#E % B A Bk - &R B A RAF R RS ) - 8 i R B L Bk -
precedence relationships ( {B5cR1R ) 5% IERI{R (Logical relationships )
preferential logic ( {85c#8E ) FERMAEENFRIR (Discretionary dependencies )
preferred logic ( {RiF#EEE ) =5 RIS {FRIfR (Discretionary dependencies) -
prevention ( FEB5 ) MEERBAEFREZT - EEMEH
prevention costs ( FABGRLAS ) AR A I AYZE i DA 2 B 25 7 SR AU FH R Bk
7 o

preventive action ( FERG1TE) ) SHE LR E KIEHIIEP R EREBEZK -
EHETEPGTE) - A & R B S i 2 AR 3R o fe A8 B 25 B A B [o] e R R TELBR
178y - G5y EHEEHHEE TIERES » MRS EE R R A -

probability ( #2 ) J&\f@EHFEAE AR -

probability and impact matrix ( #$REAFEREME ) (KIS B S » BF
HESENE T - 175 Bh /1] B W6 £ JR i 7 22 56 A 7 &l bz (O FE G T 28 - 5 & 75 H E1 Jml f
BHWAETER  THESERBEHEES - ETEERE S ITiREr g
{50 FH S 8 AR P - R B i B B LL S IR AG 8 23R B R B2 Al b - B SREd 2 2

il

il



flizETR * 641

FERERIAS R A - BE DS b (BFRR o S E b R AL B R TR
b Ry B (B, - (G B ik EL B K,

problem solve ( fRERER ) WZRMIRETTZ—  HHEGIE - SfamSEAE
BRGSO ST I I A B R o IEMESRAT ML BTN - & 1 B R A R TR
HIERYSEERELRE, - S5 M-miYT - /e H A H i B Bl 2R A iR 5075

process analysis ( Rf20HT ) ST EFITHEREN LA Z— -
BRI B R R AR E - MNP B sSRNIRENEZEZ
Hhoe G B TR B R T R ATE R A RIRE SRS o DR AE R 1 B R R B
HH A SR B SUR AR

process improvement plan ( ;Rf2NEETE ) MENESHIEZERTHRE
BOE I R 2R - A EIER - EEHEMEEERENEL - ERT
B R TRAEHE I o

procurement audits ( $RERER ) EEMHAREREN TR Z—
BRI AR - AIET H R - IRIBEZIN RS ERIEE H IR » sTERIEmE -
DA 2 BRI TRAZ AT -

procurement documents ( FREESCHE ) 7E AR 1 ER BB & U AR U8 G BR BB S
- ARECKE 77 B ErG $F S X R T ORI E - Sl e R
EHkiBEE ( Request For Proposal » RFP ) - kiR BAE ( Request
For Information » RFI ) - #4Z& % ( Invitation For Bid » IFB ) - $R{E &Y
( Request For Quotation - RFQ ) -

procurement file ( IREEFEZEE ) ERFTH GFECERFIEHE STIFAIRE S IR fb
PRI AR AR AR & E 2 — B -

procurement management plan ( $XfEEEFTE ) IEFEFFMARIREEEZ
Wi EAN () B PR AR > R E S AR SR EE - HEE R - Dk
] g ] 5 E AT HE PRI L1

procurement negotiation ( £xEWE ) E & A a o KSR SCIRRYIEE >
it H R T - w2 PRI - SERBIT R RER TR L — -

procurement statement of work ( IR T/ERBAE ) HFH TFRHAE
( Statement of work ) -

product analysis ( E&AH ) HEELBFFEMEZRY - ATREEEETEED
BT~ THEEZDMT ~ ALEIVREELE ~ Efh oMo » R TR - EETRE > L
FeThREH! B B - DAE — 2 fifg 8 RO iR 09 S 2 2 aL BUIR TS - 58 B 0 R E IS e
B T B A Z— -



642 * PMP BREERETM F LI

product description ( & & ¥t ) 55 R E 4L #iBE Rt ( Product scope
description) -

product scope ( &E & & B ) 5 HL A 0 # B 5 gt ( Product scope
description) -

product scope description ( Z= REIRSH ) FREHEMITGE - I HERARAL
IR -

product verification ( ZfERFE ) FIETE S OB & Moim 2 & 10 H By T/EH
it o BB R R H AT — -

program ( £Z2f ) —HETEHZMERMESE  DUERSERE AL - AR B
o B S S R A B L (S

Program Evaluation and Review Technique (PERT) ( 5t &5l ) fHHHZE
AR L E eI S EET 5 - M0 i vTRE ~ 288 - 48808 = (a0 (& (E
PUE HZEIRE o PERT AR « 88+ 208 + (4 X i AJEE) / 6 - PERT A
B s EE AN E VE AR -

program management ( EXFHEIE ) SHEMH -HHEMEXEBHEEXT
{E » DVEERS 2 » 3l B it {18 1) 72 P B 5 B H (2 1 R 0 33 Bl 28 /)
FE - T ER ARG H A -

progressive elaboration ( Z&52& ) E/FD Mk - I HoeE H R EM I
fysEe - EE RN AP BRER D 5EE -

project ( BZ ) HEABEEYRW HEFCMBEHEGERHE  JELE—
e R S IR EAS R - T ERE R EHEE BRI -

project-based organization (PBO) ( MR EEAMERL ) PBO 2 %71 AYHH %
FENE > ERMITHEZETAAEME L - PBO AJREHHIRAETHAE M A% « FE P =CAH A% -
BY B 2L AH A8 S AT ] — R AR AR AS R P o

project calendars ( BEE{TERE ) HETHEANBRIFERE -3
FHAR B SRR ~ dmPERY TIETT R -

project charter ( BEEf2 ) [ERVEFE XM @ SETHERMGET - EXED)
HINEBB I SCF » W E KR - fHIREA&E RDIE R E R TAE -
Project Communications Management Knowledge Area ( B2 & @ SR A0
SA1E )  EEREEE M MR E M N RFREE - e YRR - RENEEE
o B o DU R -

%

&

il
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Project Cost Management Knowledge Area ( B ASIEANGES ) HZE
Pl AN 78 LT R MR R A THEL o W HETTIEH] - mEWEAT - AE
RAE T~ TR ~ IRETEE - DURIEHIA -

project exclusions ( BXHifg ) EEEEEXHERHE PR BREE
AR TAERYEIE -

Project Human Resource Management Knowledge Area ( EZE A H & REIE
A ) HEANEREHZWREZCER ATIER » BEWEWT @ 4
SIANEREH « EBEEEERE  SREEEE - DIEHEZERE -

Project Integration Management Knowledge Area ( B & &S5 )
HEESEHOERHAEENMAEHRR - REE @ #REXREE  BRERE
MEHE 3 REHME R  BH R E R BT R s - Dl
MAGZEAEZE -

project life cycle ( B4 AR ) 52 DUEENEF (¢ H L AR5 HAYEHE
FE B oAl -

project management ( EZ&EI®R ) FEHEGRE » A1 - DR HEZEE T HIE
VERREZETRARED ~ A& - AT - BEE - HEER  DURGAE R ERE AR -
project management information system (PMIS) ( E X EEEN R )
PMIS 28 # i f2 F R ERE N R A Z — 8857 - B = HELelTF 824 - A
AR EEE MG E A TEE  (REEREIERE - 1 HERT S -

Project Management Knowledge Areas ( & IBMGESEE ) S4MHER
FEHY 10 KREZEH BB - B EEEEEH (Project Integration
Management ) ~ HEHESH (Project Scope Management ) ~ B ZEHF & H
(Project Time Management ) ~ EHEK AL (Project Cost Management ) ~ H
Z LB % H (Project Quality Management ) ~ EHZE A JJEJEE H ( Project
Human Resource Management ) ~ H Z j#E & #H ( Project Communications
Management ) -~ HZE R [EEH (Project Risk Management ) - E K EES M
( Project Procurement Management ) ~ EH X FI| E B 2 A & #H ( Project
Stakeholder Management ) -

project management office (PMO) ( EXE&IBIFNE HEL A%k P 22 5T 2 B N
= HAYTERR BT B R P S S il Y S5 5 Bl 7 VA A B AR VE o

project management plan ( EXEEFE ) N B ERUMEIITES « 407
BB Sl HaE » LRI RS SR 5 - [ Ec o T AR BB AHAEH - &
FEWIHRE TG & o E e E P E ISl E N2 E - EthEE TEHAL
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A B A R AL F ST+ SERE SRR R R (I B e (I
B AT BTG VAR 2 SO B e - MR BRI - R ERITH
$2 1 O R T AL A 15 B T S OO B 10 B L O+ R A ) B ) SR AR
o - FERR TS FIERTA - BRKE « RAE S S B E R s T
H -

>

project manager ( BEHEE ) BHREMAE - % - HEREH T HELGR
HEEE) - DIRIhse ,RE 2 HATHYA -

project presentations ( EZERGER ) I HMHMTIEE E B —EH - hEE
HEERENEL - LEHESAAFERRARIMEENABGHRERE
oo

Project Procurement Management Knowledge Area ( EE RS IR %E
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JE\ b s B AR R B~ RRE e B E K ARl ERTE - BRWER -
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recognition and rewards ( ®#BHEEE ) EEHRFEXEZRTIENTEME
ViZ—  RBESBERHAH LG ERGHEEEBEENTR > HEQEEHE
B e T S
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FUTHTEEEN ENFHMSFERREER - AZEREEWE —ER - SiE—AT#
TEEEHEREE - EMFEDRAEFHFEESIR - il EEZE R H
FABALAEBEERE - IR IA H RS - DUELE IEMER B R IRBASEE R -
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scope ( &il5 ) FIREH G B AE LIRS - DI EHEITEE A E ZERY
Fr G 224 - 55 LB < #HilE (Product scope) -
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scope management plan ( EiESEIEETE ) #HFESHISTERPEHERE
TR - W HERPH E EH R EHEN N » MBS ERETIENRE - EFFMRET
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[ - 7 ( Monte Carlo ) 5t & iR IR e R -
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H o BEREE R IR FH R RS A & R R RS B I - MR S A 2%
ERHEBRECIGEEEH N - M EEREE 11 SR SRR ER
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technical performance measurements ( FiTIEWNEE ) BHEEBEE ST
FlETHOE ety EE - DMEIER 58 B3 BAZ WA E M Bemh » DR A E AR
HHAR E ARl AR -

Theory X ( X ¥z ) WEEHHEGRL — - HEARSBATCZEHILE > Hg
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N ERETT AR -

Theory Y (Y ¥R ) HMEVEHEMEGZ— - MESH EMEREEEEHE - A
B REE O -
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HFRIAEHRE -

WBS dictionary (WBS 81 )  3H] WBS $H{FH1SII: » 15 R R e R

N

weighted scoring model ( IN#EFENHET ) FEEIIELRH (weighting system )
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o — T 8 B il B G TR AR R B T 2RI o SE OB AV ERATY AR AR T > 2 T -
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