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frequent in occurrence but also impose significant repair costs. Furthermore, there is a noticeable
scarcity of research focused on the quality management of finishing work defects prior to the
completion of construction. Addressing this issue necessitates a methodology capable of preemptively

Received : January 29, 2024 identifying defects by analyzing their frequency and associated costs across various defect types.
Revised :February 21,2024  Consequently, the aim of this study is to propose a risk assessment methodology by conducting an
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severity. The outcomes of this research endeavor are expected to offer practical management
strategies to enhance the quality of apartment finishing works and serve as an academic foundation for
the enhancement of construction management systems pertaining to apartment finishing works.
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Figure 1. Methodology details
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Table 1. Number and ratio of defects

Unit Household Defect Ratio of defects Average number of defects
A 511 496 97.1% 21
B 636 605 95.1% 11.3
C 782 773 98.8% 27.5
D 602 592 98.3% 20.9
E 768 764 95.5% 247
Total 3,299 3,230 97.9% 21.6

it

RIZE7] 4] spAF AF B, ASFANA v Al o] AR5E-2 ARV, 542, PLAR, 55, 7, =,
BH, W, A, AL, ok, =4, #1288 157] 52 UE e T o8 2 9 t
]_ 37

u
7 3o AT SRS Sest] BAlehe £ 30700 AR BT 4 9ok R 49 A4 U
‘l_

_‘%i%ﬁo
Mr oo

f}—_ 1 = 701
1, e, AR B 5], WS, e v =5, A8 e e, W = U e, A, A
& AR, AAET, FATEER, ASES, 4, o, ol3ER, AFEY, v FoEud, IUEY, 2,
A, T, Flold, B0 B B hAFE-2 HelshH Table 29 2.
Table 2. Classification of defect
Symbol Defect Symbol Defect Symbol Defect

D1 Gasket & Packing D11 Face D21 Connection

D2 Interference D12 Insect screen D22 Operation

D3 Opening D13 Corrosion D23 Joint

D4 Condensation& Mold D14 Nonconformity D24 Broken window frame

D5 Fix D15 Filling D25 Coking

D6 Gradient D16 Installation D26 Drop out

D7 Water leak D17 Verticality & Horizontality D27 Gap

D8 Lift D18 Construction D28 Broken

D9 Wrapping D19 Pollution D29 Bent

D10 Finish D20 Dichroic D30 Scratched
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Figure 2. Analysis results of defect frequency

4.

N

[P

Ly

HEEM
557 FAL] shA A B R4S | flal] 2 Aol AE st @ HaHl-8-2 okl A3 A 1219} s
dlolEelE arste, 0~30%H¢, 31~505H, 51~100%+, 101~3005+H, 301~5009H, 501~1,0005+, 1, 000‘1} doldes
770 M= FFSFACH, 27 15 5(0~30TH)F8 755(1,0008H o) o2 555 A osteit). of=2et 8- 5a=
B0, 4719] Aol AR 2t AR H-8-55 0 Bt o' HEE ARESI oM, 11 Al A (2)7 ETH 18]

Severity , + Severity p + Severity .+ Severity ,

Defect Severity = Total Nmberof Company )

Journal of The Korea Institute of Building Construction 253



Son, Seunghyun - Lee, Jae-hyeon - Son, Kiyoung

M LA EAL] 22 9 B0] D) A TAL] 5 BDR)°] 6,000 2 ehdeh thg0 2 B4
AR S2DT)7F 5 88, B AT AR R Bo] WAHDA)I} EFIFAL] T(D28) T2 T mhEBARR] SH(D30)°] 5.75
2 Upebdth W A QELTBARe] B BRHD25)0] 10002 71 Hokom, the-0 & 28 B 0] A RaHD2)
7 5746 gAL] TARHD2S), PLATFAE) 45 BRHD2), SAATAL] BALAYD27), AL ] 727 B 9
EHO1O] FL 1259 o2 ehgrh. T5a91S THT A9 597H2] 2342 Felod Figure 37+ Lk

ruE >4|‘j

o

D8 of tile work N 6.00
D4 of interior work N 6.00
D7 of water-proof work N 5.88
D28 of tile work w75
D30 of flooring work WSS
D4 of water-proof.. 75

D25 of furniture A1.00
0.00 1.00 2.00 3.00 4.00 5.00 6.00 7.00
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Table 3. Risk assessment

Work  Defect Frequency Severity Risk Rank

Work Defect Frequency Severity Risk Rank

Work Defect Frequency Severity Risk Rank

D2 0.042 2.50 0.105 79 D2 0.062 1.50 0.093 83 D1 0.028 1.50 0.041 111
D3 0.163 275 0449 41 D3 0.267 2.50 0.668 28 D3 1.099 3.00 3.296 3
D5 0.114 225 025 54 D5 0.009 2.25 0.020 133 D4 0.288 3.00 0.864 18
D9 0.045 .75 0.079 92 D9 0.254 225 0571 33 D9 0.037 1.75 0.065 98
D10 0.026 225 0.059 102 D17 0.016 2.00 0.032 120 D12 0.100 1.75  0.175 63
D14 0.012 275 0.032 118 D18 0.080 2.50 0.201 60 D15 0.020 3.00 0.061 100
D17 0.048 225 0.108 78 D19 0.068 3.00 0.203 59 D17 0.031 2.00 0.061 99
Fumitwe DIS 0097 275 0266 52 VoM oy oaso 150 0238 56 PC DO 0040 350 0041 69
window Window
D19 0.024 3.75  0.091 84 D25 0.024 1.25  0.030 122 D22 0.321 1.25 0401 44
D22 0.029 125 0.036 114 D27 0.074 2.00 0.148 67 D24 0.233 4.00 0.931 16
D25 0.008 1.00 0.008 137 D28 0.022 3.75 0.081 90 D25 0.038 1.50 0.057 106
D27 0.030 1.75 0.053 108 D29 0.011 3.00 0.032 117 D27 0.043 275 0118 76
D28 0.081 475 0383 45 D30 0.193 3.75 0.723 26 D30 0.252 3.00 0.755 21
D29 0.022 275 0.059 104
D30 0.184 425 0.781 20
D2 0.026 250 0.065 97 D2 0.054 3.00 0.162 65 D4 0.136 4.50 0.611 29
D3 0.391 250 0978 14 D3 0.224 325 0.728 24 D8 0414 3.75 1.553 9
D5 0.085 225 0.192 61 D9 0.180 3.00 0.539 36 D10 0.148 3.75 0.555 34
D13 0.018 225 0.040 112 D16 0.382 3.50 1.337 10 D11 0.133 4.00 0.531 37
D18 0.108 350 0378 46 D17 0.152 3.00 0457 40 D14 0.004 225 0.008 137
Steel D19 0.021 325 0.069 96 Kitchen D19 0.016 475 0.078 93 Papering D18 0.076 4.00 0303 49
D22 0.014 2.00 0.027 125 D22 0.132 3.25 0431 42 D19 0.100 5.50 0.548 35
D25 0.029 1.50 0.043 110 D25 0.062 225 0.140 71 D20 0.009 2.50  0.023 130
D27 0.078 2.00 0.156 66 D27 0.058 2.50 0.145 68 D21 0.031 3.00 0.094 81
D28 0.041 450 0.184 62 D28 0.050 525 0261 53 D28 0.197 5.00 0987 13
D29 0.029 3.00 0.088 85 D30 0.344 483 1836 8 D30 0.061 475 0291 50
D30 0.102 475 0.485 38 -
D3 0.041 2.00 0.081 88 D4 0.023 550 0.125 74 D4 0.457 6.00 2.739 5
D5 0.008 1.50 0.012 135 D6 0.291 450 1.311 11 D5 0.129 3.75 0483 39
D13 0.013 2.00 0.025 126 D8 0.047 6.00 0.284 51 D8 0.186 3.75  0.697 27
D17 0.003 1.50 0.005 141 D17 0.028 425 0121 75 D10 0.023 4.00 0.093 82
D18 0.014 250 0.036 115 D18 0.102 350 0358 47 D14 0.018 425 0.079 91
Bathroom D19 0.008 325 0.028 123 Tile D19 0.078 525 0411 43 Interior D17 0.035 4.00 0.138 73
D20 0.030 250 0.075 95 D20 0.006 5.50 0.032 118 D19 0.045 525 0236 57
D25 0.004 1.50 0.005 139 D23 0.641 525 3366 2 D28 0.116 525 0.610 30
D27 0.002 1.25 0.002 145 D28 0.459 575 2639 6 D30 0.214 525 1124 12
D28 0.008 3.50  0.028 123 D30 0.170 5.00 0.852 19 -
D30 0.021 4.00 0.084 86 - -
D8 0.009 250 0.023 128 D1 0.001 1.25 0.001 146 D8 0.509 5.50 2.801 4
D17 0.009 275 0.024 127 D3 0.008 2.50  0.021 131 D10 0.043 325 0.140 70
D18 0.029 275 0.081 89 D7 0.015 3.75 0.056 107 D19 0.045 525 0239 55
D19 0.023 425 0.097 80 D12 0.010 3.00 0.031 121 D20 0.004 475 0.020 132
Stone D20 0.011 450 0.050 109 WiI:(];ow D19 0.001 3.75 0.003 143 Floor D25 0.227 325 0.738 22
D23 0.024 2.50 0.060 101 D22 0.022 275 0.059 104 D27 0.056 250 0139 72
D27 0.017 2.00 0.033 116 D25 0.002 2.75 0.005 140 D28 0.132 550 0.725 25
D28 0.113 525 0592 31 D27 0.002 2.00 0.004 142 D30 0.441 5.75 2534 7
D30 0.144 4.00 0.576 32 D30 0.001 3.75 0.003 143 -
D4 0.962 525 5.051 1 D18 0.006 225 0.014 134 D4 0.010 575 0.059 103
D11 0.233 4.00 0931 16 D19 0.012 325 0.039 113 D7 0.056 5.88 0331 48
L. D19 0.033 525 0.173 64 D25 0.092 225 0.208 58 Water- D19 0.002 4.00 0.010 136
Painting Glass
D20 0.015 525 0.076 94 D28 0.022 525 0116 77 proof D30 0.009 2.50  0.023 128
D26 0.178 525 0933 15 D30 0.019 425 0.082 87
D30 0.140 525 0737 23 - -
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