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Abstract

Reliability-Centered Maintenance plan for maintenance schedule of generating unit is being assessed in this
paper. Maintenance schedule is a key index that can be used to determine stability and cost. In this paper,
stochastic FMECA is described for the life assessment by using probability distribution, and combustion-turbine
generations in Korean power systems have been assessed for maintenance schedule. Such an assessment can
be a useful guide for maintenance plans in restructured power industry
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Table 1. General FMECA worksheet format
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