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EBS for BIM based maintenance management of Thermal Power Plant
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Abstract

BIM has been a reliable construction project management tool to handle various kinds of construction information
generated in the facility life cycle, To take these advantages, researchers have been promoted numerous studies in a
residential, a commercial, and an educational facilities with a large number of on—going projects. However, despite
running as the role of essential energy supplier, power plant related BIM research is relatively insufficient than others,
In particular, due to the extending of the facility service period and the requirement of the complicated construction
project management for 'overhaul' and repowering’ in the power plant maintenance phase, the needs for using BIM have
been increased gradually. For using BIM based maintenance, it is needed to consider an information collecting methods
and necessary to develop an appropriate breakdown structure to share information. Therefore, 'EBS is produced by
reviewing the previous research related to BIM and analyzing the repair activities in the maintenance phase, Proposed
'EBS' must be useful not only a judgment between capital expenditure versus revenue expenditure but also appropriate
maintenance strategies development for property management,
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