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A Study of Integrated Project Delivery(IPD) Methods Based on

Building Information Modeling(BIM)

Abstracts
The purpose of this research is to explore the necessity of utilizing IPD methods along BIM based

project operation in domestic construction market. IPD is relatively new project delivery methods
focused on the collaboration of stockholders based on BIM technology. IPD is focused on the
multiparty contract process rather than multiple bilateral contracts under Traditional Project Delivery
Methods. The research method is to investigate the IPD standard contract documents, successful IPD
project cases in the U.S. The research results are as follows. The model for an IPD standard
contract needs to be developed for the application to a real construction projects. Various types of
IPD model contract need to be developed to accommodate the requirements of industry and
stockholders in Korea.
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