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Abstract 

The lack of living space has recently increased particularly in urban centers. This deficiency cannot be remedied with 
the productivity status quo in the construction industry. One opportunity to significantly increase the productivity of 
the construction industry is the industrial modular construction. In order to achieve increased productivity, the value 
chain must act across the entire organization. A supply chain management is required to exploit the potential of the 
prefabricated construction. In order to develop a specific supply chain management, the corresponding complexity 
factors along the value chain must be known. The aim of the study is to quantify the essential factors which influence 
the value chain for prefabricated houses and form a basis for the future development of a supply chain management. 
The results of this scientific work clearly show that although an industrial modular production is carried out, the 
highest complexity drivers are still found on the construction site as well as in the logistics from the module 
production to the construction site. In addition, it is also apparent that special requirements as well as the size of the 
modules are decisive factors and as such need to be considered during the future development of the supply chain 
management concept. 
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1. Introduction 

The urbanization drastically increased the number of people living in cities. According to a study of the United 
Nations 50 % of the world population is currently living in cities. This number is expected to increase up to 70 % by 
2050 (United Nations Human Settlements Programme, 2008). At the same time the productivity in the construction 
sector hardly increased in the last decades (Vrijhoef & Koskela, 2000). In Germany for example, the productivity 
showed no significant growth in the last years, which has a direct impact on the housing market. According to the 
European commission the situation of the housing market is in some regions critical with no improving trend 
(European Commission, 2016). Furthermore the construction industry was barely affected by technology innovations 
or the digitalization (World Economic Forum, 2016). Facing greater obstacles now and in order to create sufficient 
and affordable living space, the construction industry needs to change its way of thinking. One way of doing that is 
to use modularization methods (Mullens & Kelley, 2004; Grundke & Wildemann, 2015). 

Modularization, also known as a platform concept, becomes a success factor in different industrial areas, in order to 
overcome challenges between the contradictory targets of standardization and individualization (Johnsson; Jansson & 
Jensen, 2013). The main idea of the prefabrication of housing modules is to produce the house modules in a highly 
standardized production line, similar to the automotive industry (Gann, 1996; Hines, 2012). The house is completely 
decomposed into standardized elements and produced in factories (Ericsson & Erixon, 1999; Huang et al., 2006). 
Contrary to traditional construction the main creation of value occurs in production and so the time required on the 
building site is reduced to a minimum. In extreme cases the percentage of prefabrication can increase up to 80 % 
(Furuse & Katano, 2006).  

To obtain the benefits of the prefabrication concept a well-organized supply chain is of utmost importance. In a well 
working supply chain the coordination of all participants of the overall house project is an important aspect to 
delivering the house on time, with low costs and high quality standards (Lessing, 2006; Grundke & Wildemann, 
2015). Therefore a supply chain management needs to accompany the whole construction process from the planning 



http://jms.sciedupress.com Journal of Management and Strategy Vol. 8, No. 1; 2017 

Published by Sciedu Press                        2                           ISSN 1923-3965  E-ISSN 1923-3973 

to the delivery of the house (Bygballe; Jahre & Swärd, 2010). The high number of companies involved in the process 
as well as the transportation and the construction/assembly of the modules on-site are some of the complexity drivers 
for the supply chain management (Arantes; Ferreira & Costa, 2015; Cheng; Law; Bjornsson; Jones & Sriram, 2010). 
In order to develop a supply chain management concept for the modular construction sector, it is necessary to 
examine the relevant complexity drivers and evaluate their importance and correlation to the supply chain 
management. Thus, the aim of the paper is to define which complexity drivers are most important to be considered in 
the modular construction supply chain as well as to be the base concept for further research in this area. 

The supply chain typology can be divided into four main strategies; make-to-stock, make-to-order, deliver-to-stock 
and deliver-to-order (Werner, op. 2013). The construction business is project work whereby the supply chain is 
associated to the make-to-order strategy (Vrijhoef & Koskela, 2000). This is also the case in the modular housing 
supply chain. Typically, the order process starts with the configuration of the houses by the customer. For that a 
product configurator can be used to visualize the house and fix the prices in real time (Kim, 2015). A difference of 
the manufacturing supply chain compared to the construction supply chain of prefabricated modules is the assembly 
site of the product. In the traditionally industry the whole product is produced and assembled on the construction site 
(Lundesjo, 2015). In case of the prefabrication housing supply chain a high degree of the house is finalized during 
production only. The last steps take place on the construction site. To optimize this complex supply chain, with the 
influence of the different subcontractors, architects, house owners, a specific supply chain management needs to be 
implemented. In analogy to the automotive industry, the customer is included in Tier 0, Tier 1 includes the module 
manufacturer and the architect, the subcontractors are included in Tier 2 and Tier 3 consists of the suppliers for 
materials and semi-finished products (Meng, 2012). In order to achieve a higher transparency, in this paper the 
complexity drivers of a supply chain can be classified into three different categories: upstream complexity, internal 
manufacturing complexity and downstream complexity (Bozarth; Warsing; Flynn & Flynn, 2009). Similar to the 
complexity drivers in the manufacturing process for goods, the housing supply chain contains the same division of 
complexity drivers. 

Prior to the start of the production process there are complexity drivers for example in the planning process of the 
house. The category upstream complexity contains per definition drivers which are native to areas of the supply 
chain base. Potential factors of this category include aspects like the number of suppliers, the delivery time and 
reliability (Bozarth et al., 2009). In order to transfer the modular housing supply chain into this pattern, the customer 
as well the architects and engineers need to be included into this category (Grundke & Wildemann, 2015).  

The category internal manufacturing complexity contains all aspects which have a direct or indirect influence on the 
manufacturing facility´s product, processes and control systems (Flynn & Flynn, 1999; Bozarth; Warsing; Flynn & 
Flynn, 2009). Examples for the housing supply chain are the number of parts used, the control system and the 
information technology. To achieve a high prefabrication degree, the modular manufacturers use a true automated 
moving production line. Similar to the automotive industry the product, in this case the house modules, shift through 
different stations where different crews perform specific tasks (Ganiron, JR & Almarwae, 2014). Considering this 
complexity drivers in the planning process of a building project the relations between each other also need to be 
managed. Therefore a well thought communication system, which includes all participants of the supply chain, needs 
to be developed (Briscoe & Dainty, 2005; Briscoe; Dainty & Millett, 2001). In the construction industry the building 
information modelling (BIM) is used (Azhar, 2011). This has the benefit of a better coordination within the supply 
chain, which ensures a higher efficiency during in the whole process. Besides that all stakeholders have a transparent 
access to all relevant data for the building project (Kreider & Messner, 2013).  

In addition to the upstream and internal manufacturing complexity there are also critical complexity drivers in the 
downstream area of the construction supply chain. The factors of the downstream complexity originate from the sales 
market of the product (Bozarth et al., 2009). One driver which could be assigned to this category is the degree of 
individualization of the products, which again has a direct impact on the production (Olsson, 2000) (Figure 1.).  

After having identified the deficiencies of the construction industry and its included supply chain, the modularization 
approach could result in a substantial benefit towards the conventional construction. In order to achieve this an 
integrated supply chain management is required. Through the before mentioned complexity areas, a supply chain for 
the prefabrication of housing modules can be identified and analyzed to develop the basis for a supply chain 
management concept. The aim of the current paper is to identify important complexity drivers, which have the 
potential to significantly influence the supply chain management in the prefabricated housing industry.  

More specifically, this research paper will focus on the material flow in the supply chain, which is a complexity 
driver contained in all three categories of the supply chain. Regarding the current state of the art in this research 
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paper the primary hypothesis is that the area between the construction site and the module manufacturer 
(downstream) has the highest degree of complexity. To prove this hypothesis the main complexity drivers were 
analysed in one-on-one interviews and evaluated with an online-based questionnaire. 

 

Supplier
• Number of suppliers
• Responsibility
• Delivery process

Transportation / 
Construction site

• Size and weight of modules 
• Quality of infrastructure
• Type of interior fittings 

Module production
• Grade of automation
• Manual production steps
• Special requests

upstream complexity internal manufacturing 
complexity 

downstream complexity 

Information flow Material flow
 

Figure 1. Complexity drivers in the construction supply chain are divided into three categories 

 

2. Methodology and Research Design 

2.1 Research Objectives 

The success of a well-coordinated supply chain in the modular housing will deeply depend on an adequate 
management and controlling concept. To structure an extensive management firstly the complexity drivers in 
different stages must be defined in order to afterwards develop a supply chain management concept. The study 
provides a ranking of the main complexity drivers in the different stages of the value chain. 

The research paper wants to provide answers to the following questions: 

I. What are the complexity drivers in the supply chain of the modular housing industry regarding the material 
flow? 

II. Which area in the supply chain shows the most difficult aspects to manage? 

III. What is the influence and impact on each driver on the other areas? 

2.2 Variables 

In order to answer these questions the main complexity drivers in each stage of the order process in the 
prefabrication of houses were derived from the literature and afterwards evaluated in expert interviews. After the 
evaluation of the drivers a questionnaire was constructed, which had the aim to quantify the importance of these 
factors regarding their impact on the supply chain. In order to accumulate the number of different complexity 
drivers, influencing variables of different stages in the supply chain are being looked at. For this the supply chain in 
the modular housing industry was divided into four steps regarding the material flow: 

 between the supplier and the module manufacturer,  

 within the module production,  

 between the module manufacturer and the construction site and 

 on the construction site.  

Parties like the architects and the owner of the house were not considered as a supply chain stage in this research 
paper in order to reduce the complexity. Furthermore, these parties are indirectly represented by the variable “range 
of special request”, which can drive the complexity of the supply chain process regarding additional wishes of 
customers or architects. 

Between the supplier and the module manufacturer 

To achieve a high degree of prefabrication and an optimized supply chain process the vendor parts must be supplied 
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in a just-in-time process in order for the complexity to be minimized. Semi-finished products such as kitchens and 
bathrooms should be delivered just-in-sequence to avoid more complexity within the actual supply chain. Another 
factor which has a direct influence on the supply chain is the number of suppliers. Similar to the negative relation 
between the unique used parts and the complexity of the supply chain (Fisher; Ramdas & Ulrich, 1999), the number 
of suppliers are a significant complexity driver. Therefore, the following parameters where used in the questionnaire: 

- Number of suppliers 

- Delivery times and reliability of suppliers 

- Kind of delivery process (just-in-time, just-in-sequence) 

- Supplier’s willingness to take responsibility for additional processes. 

Within the module production 

To evaluate the complexity within this stage, aspects like the individualization of the product or the volumes of the 
manual production steps can increase complexity. To include all parameters in the complexity contemplation the 
following aspects were considered: 

- Grade of automation in the manufacturing process  

- Steadiness of production schedules  

- Volume of manual production steps (plumbing and cabling)  

- Range of special requests. 

Between the module manufacturer and the construction site 

A very crucial stage in the order process for a prefabricated house is the logistics from the module manufacturer to 
the construction site. In order to achieve the previously combined aspects like the delivery time and the costs, the 
weight and the size of the module have a significant impact and pose complexity drivers within the supply chain. 
Except for these drivers, the quality of infrastructure on the last transportation mile and the delivery time and 
reliability of the carriers are also drivers which have a direct impact on the management of complexity within the 
supply chain. The following parameters were considered in the analysis: 

- Delivery times and reliability of carrier  

- Size and weight of modules shipped  

- Quality of infrastructure of the last transportation mile 

- Kind of delivery process (just-in-time, just-in-sequence). 

Construction site 

To finalize the house, another crucial stage of the value chain involves complexity drivers. In the finishing process on 
the construction site the numbers of subcontractors as well as the degree of infrastructure preparation on site are also 
aspects which make the whole process more complex. Additionally, to that the delivery times and reliability of 
subcontractors as well as the difficulty of the module mounting process are further complexity drivers in this stage. 

- Delivery times and reliability of subcontractors  

- Degree of infrastructure preparations onsite  

- Type and volume of interior fittings  

- Difficulty for module mounting process. 

3. Results 

3.1 Data Collection 

The data were collected through an online based questionnaire, which was available from September to October 
2016. The online based questionnaire was available in two different languages; English and German. To guarantee 
the quality of the survey mandatory drag-and-drop questions were included into the questionnaire. Only participants 
who successfully answered these questions received the additional questions, which included the separate complexity 
drivers of each stage in the supply chain. Potential participants where directly contacted via email. The contact 
details of the participants were collected during other research and consulting projects in the field of modular 
housing. They include architects, designers, general contractors, project developers, suppliers and subcontractors. In 
order to enhance the quality of the research multiple observations were used. The data were analysed with the SPSS 
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Statistics 23 (IBM) software. 

In total 122 people participated in the questionnaire, which, after the elimination of all faulty data sets, gave a 
number of 100 valid data sets ready to be used to calculate the results. In total 24 architects, 15 house owners and 
project developers, 18 contractors, 15 subcontractors, 13 researchers, 9 suppliers and 2 consultants participated in 
this questionnaire. 4 data sets did not include a specific job description of the participants. To receive an overview 
over the origin of the complexity drivers in each stage in the supply chain a drag and drop question was used. The 
aim of the question is to receive a ranking of the complexity of the different stages in order to better interpret and 
understand the results. According to the results of the questionnaire (60 mentions) the construction site is the most 
complex area of all named. The second most complex area was identified as between the module manufacturer and 
the construction site, more specifically the logistics between them (33 mentions). The third position is located 
between the supplier and the module manufacturer (34 mentions) and the least complex area was identified within 
the production of the modules (54 mentions).  

In order to determine the complexity drivers in each material flow section the variables with the highest means are 
chosen and analyzed with the use of correlation matrixes. In the first stage of the supply chain the variable 
“supplier’s willingness to take responsibility for additional processes” (x̅ = 3.71) showed the highest implication 
within the complexity of a supply chain in the modular housing industry. In the second section within the module 
production the variable “range of special requests” (x̅ = 4.12) has the highest impact. This is also the case for the 
variable “size and weight of modules shipped” (x̅ = 3.93) within the third section, between the module manufacturer 
and the construction site, as well as the variable “grade of infrastructure preparations on site (water, power)” (x̅ = 
3.64) in the fourth section (Table 1). For further research and the development of a supply chain management 
concept for the value chain in the prefabrication sector the complexity needs to be controlled. By knowing the 
variables with the greatest impact on complexity in the value chain, they can be explicitly taken into account when 
developing the supply chain management concept. By mastering these issues, the objectives of cost, time, and quality 
across the entire value chain can be met. Interestingly each of the four variables has a direct impact on the other areas 
of the supply chain which will be described below.  

 

Table 1. Mean scores from the complexity drivers regarding the material flow 
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Size and weight of modules shipped 3.93 1.03 
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Delivery times and reliability of subcontractor 3.24 1.25 

Grade of infrastructure preparations on site 
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3.64 1.07 

Type and volume of interior fittings 3.30 1.18 

Difficulty for module mounting process 2.59 .95 
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In a correlation analysis, the variables were evaluated with the remaining parameters from the material flow. From 
the results of the correlation table, only values with a correlation level of .01 (2-sided) are taken into account and 
assessed as significant (Appendix). The first variable “supplier’s willingness to take responsibility for additional 
processes” shows a significant correlation with the parameters “volume of manual production steps (plumbing and 
cabling)” (.460**), “range of special requests” (.518**), “size and weight of modules shipped” (.298**), “quality of 
infrastructure of the last transportation mile” (.282**), “grade of infrastructure preparations on site (water, power) 
(.462**) and “type and volume of interior fittings” (.624**). Within the module production the variable “range of 
special request” has the highest impact in the complexity of the supply chain. In the correlation analysis, this variable 
has a significant correlation with the parameters “size and weight of modules shipped” (.491**), “quality of 
infrastructure of the last transportation mile” (.439**) as well as the parameters “grade of infrastructure preparations 
on site (water, power) (.393**) and “type and volume of interior fittings” (.577**). In the third variable with the 
highest impact on the complexity of the supply chain the correlation analysis shows that there is a significant 
correlation with the variable “quality of infrastructure of the last transportation mile” (.535**), “delivery times and 
reliability of subcontractor” (-.286**), “grade of infrastructure preparations on site (water, power) (.547**) and “type 
and volume of interior fittings” (.360**). The highest ranked parameter on the construction site is the variable “grade 
of infrastructure preparations on site (water, power)” which has a significant correlation with the variable “type and 
volume of interior fittings” (.529**). 

4. Conclusion and Further Research 

In order to achieve the predefined goals using prefabrication of house modules, a stable organizational structure 
throughout the whole supply chain is necessary (Wood & Ellis, 2005). The results of this study are limited to the area 
of specific stakeholders like architects, planners, engineers and general contractors involved in the supply chain of 
prefabricated housing modules. Furthermore, only the material flow in the supply chain was analyzed. Nonetheless 
the study is able to provide a platform for further research regarding the traditional construction industry. 

A thorough and well organized supply chain management is an important aspect in every industry. This is also the 
case in the construction industry, especially regarding the prefabrication of house modules. This is because of the 
special characteristics of the prefabrication industry. In this case the construction site is the bottle neck of the whole 
process. The results of the survey show that in order to optimize the process, the degree of infrastructure preparations 
on site like the foundation and the water and power supply are the most critical ones. To achieve a continuous order 
process in order to match the goals, an unfinished construction site will delay the whole construction process as well 
as increase the costs for logistics and storage areas in the production. In order to quickly assemble the house on site, 
the interfaces between the other parties who are also involved must be uniform. This means that the way of 
communication must be standardized. One solution to tackle this problem is the use of the Building Information 
Modeling concept. According to BIM all involved parties have access to a uniform data model and thus always have 
the latest information on the current construction project (Bernstein; Gudgel & Russo, 2011). This means that besides 
the architects also the suppliers need to be involved and therefore must increase their competences and take more 
responsibility in the area of product development and production. In order to increase the competence of the supplier 
within the supply chain and by doing so to guarantee the successful finishing of the building project, the 
implementation of a supply chain management needs to consider the above mentioned aspects. On the construction 
site itself, finishing the buildings interior is also a relevant complexity driver in the entire process. It must be noted 
that although a large proportion of the work has already been completed during the prefabrication process, specific 
work steps such as closing the joints in the bathroom or kitchen can only be carried out on the construction site. 
These work steps have to be completed at the final destination of the modules, as damage may occur during 
transportation.  

As a result, the quality of the transportation routes from the factory to the construction site play a major role. The 
adherence of the prefabricated modules to weight and height relevant road traffic regulations is also very important. 
For the development of a supply chain management for the value chain of prefabricated modules these specific 
aspects are crucial for meeting time related goals efficiently in the construction process. This means that methods 
which will be used in the supply chain management need to be focused on the area of logistics from the module 
manufacturer to the construction site and guarantee the reliable delivery of the modules on site.  

Besides the already mentioned aspects, special customer requests have also a high impact on the supply chain 
management of prefabricated houses. When the requests stem from a determined product portfolio the changes in the 
order process are plannable e.g. the choice of a particular bath module or façade elements. If the chosen special 
requests are not designated for the process planning, efforts are higher and the production as well as the assembly of 
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the modules on the construction site get much more complicated. The results also show that the weight and the height 
of the modules have an important effect on the complexity of the supply chain. Moreover, the weight and the length 
of the module have a direct impact on the transportation process from the module manufacturer to the construction 
site. An interesting result is also the impact of the last logistic mile on the construction site and the range of special 
requests regarding the modules. The explanation of this correlation between those two aspects is that logistics are an 
essential part of the supply chain for prefabricated houses. The logistics from the manufacturer to the construction 
site can significantly increase when the customer or owner of the house has special requests regarding the features of 
the modules. Regarding the reliability and the delivery process there is no positive correlation. Interestingly, the 
relationship between the supplier and the module producer as well as the factors within the production have a 
negative correlation to the factor of the size and weight of the modules. This can be explained by the fact that delays 
in these two phases do not endanger or influence the quality of transportation to the construction site. This means that, 
different from the traditional construction industry, cross-company control, in this case the supply chain management, 
must act in order to ensure the smooth cooperation during construction projects. The complexity drivers who are 
assessed in this work thus have a direct influence on the corresponding organizational design, information 
management and the use of specific methods.  

The previously mentioned correlation table shows the quantified context in the different areas of the value chain, 
which have an influence on the supply chain management in the modular housing construction. In subsequent 
research, the correlations should be specified more detailed and further empirically examined. A regression analysis 
should also be applied in order to model the relationships between the different variables. Besides the current results 
for the material flow regarding its impact on the complexity, further research could include the information flow into 
the analyses spectrum as well as new impact factors regarding the information flow. In order to finalize the supply 
chain management design, further specific research must be carried out in relation to the analyzed complexity drivers. 
Nonetheless, the results of this research paper pose the basis for being able to further develop a specific and 
well-coordinated supply chain management for the value chain of prefabricated modules.  

References 

Arantes, A., Ferreira, L.M., & Costa, A.A. (2015). Is the construction industry aware of supply chain management?: 
The Portuguese contractors’ perspective. Supply Chain Management: An International Journal, 20(4), 404–414. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/SCM-06-2014-0207 

Azhar, S. (2011). Building Information Modeling (BIM): Trends, Benefits, Risks, and Challenges for the AEC 
Industry. Leadership and Management in Engineering, 11(3), 241–252. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)LM.1943-5630.0000127 

Bernstein, H.M., Gudgel, J., & Russo, M.A. (2011). Prefabrication and Modularization: Increasing Productivity in 
the Construction Industry. McGraw Hill Construction (Ed.). SmartMarket Report. 

Bozarth, C.C., Warsing, D.P., Flynn, B.B., & Flynn, E.J. (2009). The impact of supply chain complexity on 
manufacturing plant performance. Journal of Operations Management, 27(1), 78–93. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jom.2008.07.003 

Briscoe, G., & Dainty, A. (2005). Construction supply chain integration: An elusive goal? Supply Chain Management: 
An International Journal, 10(4), 319–326. http://dx.doi.org/10.1108/13598540510612794 

Briscoe, G., Dainty, A.R., & Millett, S. (2001). Construction supply chain partnerships: Skills, knowledge and 
attitudinal requirements. European Journal of Purchasing & Supply Management, 7(4), 243–255. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0969-7012(01)00005-3 

Bygballe, L.E., Jahre, M., & Swärd, A. (2010). Partnering relationships in construction: A literature review. Journal 
of Purchasing and Supply Management, 16(4), 239–253. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pursup.2010.08.002 

Cheng, J.C.P., Law, K.H., Bjornsson, H., Jones, A., & Sriram, R.D. (2010). Modeling and Monitoring of 
Construction Supply Chains. Journal Advanced Engineering Informatics, 24(4), 435–455. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aei.2010.06.009 

Ericsson, A., & Erixon, G. (1999). Controlling design variants: Modular product platforms. Dearborn, MI: Society of 
Manufacturing Engineers. 

European Commission. (2016). European Observatory - Construction Sector: Country profile Germany. 

Fisher, M., Ramdas, K., & Ulrich, K. (1999). Component Sharing in the Management of Product Variety: A Study of 
Automotive Braking Systems. Management Science, 45(3), 297–315. http://dx.doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.45.3.297 



http://jms.sciedupress.com Journal of Management and Strategy Vol. 8, No. 1; 2017 

Published by Sciedu Press                        8                           ISSN 1923-3965  E-ISSN 1923-3973 

Flynn, B.B., & Flynn, E.J. (1999). Information-Processing Alternatives für Coping with Manufacturing Enviroment 
Complexity. Decision Sciences, 30(4), 1021–1052. http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-5915.1999.tb00917.x 

Furuse, J., & Katano, M. (2006). Structuring of Sekisui Heim automated parts pickup system (HAPPS) to process 
individual floor plans. International Symposium on Atuomation and Robotics in Construction (ISARC). 
International Symposium on Atuomation and Robotics in Construction (ISARC). Symposium Committee. 
Tokyo, 2006. 

Ganiron, T.U., JR., & Almarwae, M. (2014). Prefabricated Technology in a Modular House. IJAST, 73, 51–74. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.14257/ijast.2014.73.04 

Gann, D.M. (1996). Construction as a manufacturing process?: Similarities and differences between industrialized 
housing and car production in Japan. Construction Management and Economics, 14(5), 437–450. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/014461996373304 

Grundke, M., & Wildemann, H. (2015). Modularisierung im Hausbau: Konzepte, Marktpotenziale, Wirtschaftlichkeit. 
München: TWC Transfer-Centrum. 

Hines, P. (2012). Toyota Production System in House Building. sa partners (Ed.). Lean Enterprise Research Centre; 
Cardiff University. 

Huang, J., Krawczyk, R., & Schipporeit, G. (2006). Mass customizing prefabricated modular housing by internet 
-aided design. 11th International Conference on Computer Aided Architectural Design Research. Illinois 
Institute of Technology, College of Architecture. Kumamoto. Retrieved March 30, 2006, from 
http://papers.cumincad.org/cgi-bin/works/Show?caadria2006_203 

Johnsson, H., Jansson, G., & Jensen, P. (2013). Modularization in a Housing Platform for Mass Customization. In 
Smith, S. D. and Ahiaga-Dagbui, D.D. (Eds.), Proceedings 29th Annual ARCOM Conference (pp. 91–100). 
Reading, Great Britain. 

Kim, A. (2015). Modular Housing Concept at Blu Homes. In M. Grundke & H. Wildemann (Eds.), Modularisierung 
im Hausbau. Tagungsband: 1. Münchner Kolloquium Modularisierung im Hausbau. Münchner Kolloquium 
Modularisierung im Hausbau (149–208). München: TWC Transfer-Centrum. 

Kreider, R.G., & Messner, J.I. (2013). The uses of BIM - Classifying and Selecting BIM Uses. Version 0.9. Retrieved 
from http://bim.psu.edu 

Lessing. (2006). Industrialised House Building - Concept and Processes. Lund: Lund Technology. 

Lundesjo. (2015). Supply chain management and logistics in construction: Delivering tomorrow's built environment. 
London, Philadelphia: Kogan Page. 

Meng, X. (2012). The effect of relationship management on project performance in construction. International 
Journal of Project Management, 30(2), 188–198. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ijproman.2011.04.002 

Mullens, M.A., & Kelley, M.E. (2004). Lean Homebuilding using modular technology. Housing and Society, 31(1), 
41–54. http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08882746.2004.11430497 

Olsson. (2000). Supply chain management in the construction industry opportunity or utopia?. Lund: Lund 
University. 

United Nations Human Settlements Programme. (2008). State of the world's cities 2010/11: Bridging the urban 
divide. London: Earthscan. 

Vrijhoef, R., & Koskela, L. (2000). The four roles of supply chain management in construction. European Journal of 
Purchasing & Supply Management, 6(3-4), 169–178. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0969-7012(00)00013-7 

Werner. (op. 2013). Supply chain management: Grundlagen, Strategien, Instrumente und Controlling. Wiesbaden: 
Springer Gabler. 

Wood, G.D., & Ellis, R.C.T. (2005). Main contractor experiences of partnering relationships on UK construction 
projects. Construction Management and Economics, 23(3), 317–325. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/0144619042000287714 

World Economic Forum. (2016). Shaping the Future of Construction: A Breakthrough in Mindset and Technology. 



http://jms.sciedupress.com Journal of Management and Strategy Vol. 8, No. 1; 2017 

Published by Sciedu Press                        9                           ISSN 1923-3965  E-ISSN 1923-3973 

Appendix. Correlation table – complexity driver – supply chain of prefabrication of houses 
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