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ABSTRACT KEYWORDS

This study proposed subway construction information classification system based on
civil engineering information classification system proposed by Korea Institute of
Construction Technology. Also, Based on this criterion, This study established data
modeling for NAS operating system Composed of construction information
classification system - network - operation and presented an relational database
integrated model. The data modeling method proposed in this study can be applied to

other civil engineering facilities, so it can be operated as scientific NAS.
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1. M E

1.1 322 53

HEHAQl A #EE Y% NASNetwork Analysis System)= F#4 A3, AAHRJ FAPHEEFA A|(Information
(lassification System)7} A2 0% zko] Ao} 1 2§ a35 Stistd < Stk

53], ASEARs 3ARe] B T3 i 308 o FofA Slof eI sAREE Q] 3 FEoR 8HI oy BERY
ARe 7lse] BE oY /Y delTREEE 5 AEE 7] wEd ol SAe W SARER 71]7:]](Construcuon
Information Classification System)& T3k Zlo] H3tsto]l 8291 A7} o] Fo|AA] F3lal = Aot

wetA 2 ATelMe d=adriedTd(elst 'KICT, & oA ESgATo] 7HAIL e SAe] A& whgste] Albet
EEZAE AREFAA EFH Park, C. Y, 19945 7|4ES. 2 NAS(Network Analysis System)oll 4] 288 4= 1= A3k 34K
48] A3t5E S 3EuY AU HAR HlolE o] 2 (Database. D/B) RS 5313t

i

1.2 ¢33 4y 31 e

SR EEFAA ] 7L sitore] 4 ARES FES8t] 7 Aokl FEH0E AEAZ F YRS TS Ao
ZQ93lt} 1980t HHELE] m)= 5 AR oA Teicholz Model, Hendrickson Model, Ibbs & Kim Model, Rasdorf & Osama
Model, UCI Model, SfB Model & A5FARE o2 FAPGRERAA 7} A A|(Willam ]. Rasdorf & Osama Y., 1991, Park, CJ.,
1998)) = 337, ]”B__x_—:ﬁ_:i_:_—/\l%‘ AL EATE FFE EETA ARERA (Lee, B. H, 1990)7} Hd o= AA I
FARREFAA L] A7 AT AACITE 11 o] o3t AFES 7IWHOE KICTV} ER-3ARS] Aol 38408 A&
g T e EEFAE %E—L.—Trﬂ]ﬁ]fl] TS MNAEL AT AR Y e A a4 & FESE] KICT Model(Park,
C. Y, 1994)& AABHATE

B Aol A= KICT7F AMGE A 2 4-33E8 479 a2 e A 0 48 FAE ESSARS AREFA A9 ModelS 7]
WO 2 A At FARE O E NAS -84l 88 = = A% D/B RdHS 753Th 5 AHeA-IahHe
24:0] D/Be 34 &9 235 A 2 898 = e 459 AH, A aio D/Bb g e] AR, L8 49| D/BE
Fsyele] JE =, o] 57HA] 2458 4T 2t NASE-FAAlCl A&st #A13 D/B Jd' ArlEAss FHGC =N
AN B SATRAIHAANA SR, mHF)E Aol AAH o= @71" 2ok = U= 3Tk

2. NAS 7|t g2 2IAA2] 1F

AATAARE] FPEAL TA Z Aol TA AD S Al AR FAE T8, AP ADUE AYHL YA
T2 ZAE FA A dinl FS vl AR il BAS At dxAgs YA g5 e AgS F4ska
RS X|&2 07 4351 Ao|th(Kang 1S, 1914, Kang, 1S, 2007)) ©1&A AAIZ #2E S8l = NAS 971412
3714 D/B 4EARE &, 3AHEREE TAGhs Y Eactivities) 2] 245 THTE STAPIREFAA D/B, @36lA 2Ho] 1Y
e AYEY $ME BddlTE FHEENetwork) D/B, 3AERE TASH: AQJHEE A3 oske] FR)& HdsT+ 29

£ A7 @7 Operation) D/B7} 94402 ZHA glojof gt (Kong, k.p., 2000)

o] 37}4 D/B A=t AU E AT Y Aoy, o] et AAHcr FHFo=M TAHUY AefE 27

Al Y4 ((planning) )THAI7} $H3E T ﬂi ]QZF%] A FE5E ARE FAHER we} TN E —?333}04 ATEE
LRAE, ALA S, A AL E SARE Ak 9 AR 2 A (scheduling) B, Al tin] AZ o]
e A2, v ddshe —%—;‘—1@ |(monitoring) THA|, FAXI 28 | F31 4ol ©E ]7‘3 ZAE Fsh=
%A (controling) TAIE 1Y ETh

ojgfgt o] &2 1ol 2% AU H3EE Fslr] Hell & ATlMs KICTZF AR E5-3AR ARE7A47] Model
= 7Rk 2 gAAE] H33E F=skr] flal NASEFAA 718 Aot AL 4% e] AA98As D/B RdES 753150t
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Fig. 1. Information flow chart of construction scheduling management operating system

3. KICT Model 7|8t X|5tE SAIEEERAMA Al

3.1 ESZAE YEHERMA J7IE

NAS 2GAe) H3eks ASATA TABY AAUAE D/B UG TEE e WA BARRERAA 7150
Aaslojof shitl, B ATolAE o Aol A Hsh 2ol KICT/h ANE ESRoks AREFAAE 7oz Faa,

I=]

KICT7} ANG ERE3AME ARERAA L 54T S20) A48 THL o A ez, A7) Ad e Yol 2142
TAL dehlis PRE) 29 FU04E TR B, F004E THSE 4 728 Uole 9Y PREEE TRE
el 7918 Uehls 291042 PRANT, ofF Al 948 2 AHE 7ls TR B2 90 B 54T ERTE
B AR 5 o Stk e w9 FREe) R9PE D 715 2ws 3] S8 U FRES YT sl Agladke)
o] g azel 3 FUs= AR, A4, gHle) AN LT TRSAT Park, C. Y, 1994)

ols} Zo] EEFALE REFAA ] 71E& Fig. 29 o] A8z - BHRA - B9 84 - AR) 8% - AY@20] 57 842
TR, o TH 71Fl whek NAS S3AA ) Fashs AstdeA 348e AAYHAR D/B BIY 75 A=l

A So sHo =olalle
AZde Ao all o] sl
| =S X [ oI b EETRES et LS 8 XpEo X |
k2 = - - =
= 5 oo gz |BfTTER =20 | oo =
s=3apo] =EM 8 Adasue g | | on7zse pase S ATIEE FIL | s= yeg Az su
480 HE B9 A& | 2 Pasts BaMe | RAvadizol wa  ASASSHA AL aZ o Tnn ay
g Jz0 £7 FHOE EF =% | e = M= ®F | 2 2aa mug 2R

Fig. 20| EEFALE ARERAAE SYAA Gt AFst] AETAALIAAY AR FEEE FH3HA Fg. 33 2tk

WA, NASS] H49l0] 128 FARREFAAL 54 AR B9ITEES PANTFE AHALFHALHI] Ldo] B
T, AYLAEE PHY FAEE YS9 AT ol AR ALY, FHLE, B9

2 TN 4 9tk NASS] F7 9AF FAEEE T A4 S erhs = FAshe

AT QAAY thil AH E FARTS JM& % 9Itk NASS| A9l X% AE £Y AR FYEEE THE

o] FUPIIE Vel Adakel BAHT, A L A o) Do) whE FAAFE sl ook

i
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Fig. 3. Scheduling management system linking KICT proposal construction information

classification system and NAS operating system

3.2 X|5HEZAl BEERHA 4

B oM E o AolA AN Fig 29) BEEAE JREFA 71EE 2712 Fig 49) ASFAEA NAS £9< 918 AuERA
A AN 5, Ad ezt T4 Aeteld, AstEg, FREYRE BRI Faa1)e BRI AR T s
Qe BANE, BB, AN, AR 33HE PR Qe TF0 BRI Bo8ee 3kes s
MR, AR, A9, B QYA BAEE 5 B¢ TASRE BATREER TS0 ERAQ AYast @
Yol A ZALE SEks SR MT10 23 2 WEA2], MT10 El9E7), MT10 W42, MT10 2fo|dZ 5 a-T o4 43

2~ Ol

F e gRo BRI ANLLE AYLAT SR Sla) FUshs ANSE LW, MEAA), EEH) S 745

o|FA AINH Fig 45 Fig 33 Agsto] A, Fg 49 243184 MT10 =2 3 WgA]g] S52 Ahel 8420 105 73ui]]
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Fig. 4. Subway construction information classification system based on KICT proposal civil
information classification system
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4. XISHESAL ™A= Oo[E 2R 3=

B Aol M= oF dollA A53 Fig 49 w7715l Wk NAS FAAl 7Rk & 343 A8tsE flat] At A 34+
2] AalEAE D/B R3PS AASHAaL, T A= Table 1 ~ Table 77 2t

(1) AlHd22 D/B
482 D/B(Table )& =9 B2 7€ Table 18] A4H.24 D/BO| =9k BA-L M AR E-3AL S AISHE A 34,

W zEEAe 49 50 ARETNS LR,

Table 1. Facility classification D/B

EASS k)

M T
5 A E A
W FEed

() a4 D/B
33E84(1) D/B(Table 2)= =9} MA o2 A E ) Table 29] ¥7+24 D/BS] F=9} A1 B4, 2 AR ] /fE LS
TAhs AR TR ERSSITE

Table 2. Space classification(1) D/B

ED e
L s
2 AR

At} Table 39] F384 D/B| FZTo} WA B3 A% oHE 2=

F2482:2) D/B(Table 3)= FEof BH 02 FAH
2 4 AAR B Fe4A(1)9) SRR BESITh

92 1 B4 Azh 2 BA e 3 AAR A

Table 3. Space classification(2) D/B

S= EE
1 ERNES
2 24 HY
3 AAZ M2
4 AAZ B

(3) 59124 D/B
9184 D/B(Table 4= =9} B o= FAHT Table 49 791842 D/BO| =9} B2 7222 A BAE 5 3
01 7B &4, 02 7H=F 24, .., 15 719, 2 APY, 26 o437 To= T T9E &8l

rr

Table 4. Element classification D/B

B 97
o M =A
02 AN B
2 A AAR
04 EERTE]
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05 54 He
06 B4 E9(PD-2. R=400)
07 £ E4(PD-2, R-500)
08 B4 HE(PD-2, A4
09 el
10 tjghE-2
11 Y
12 Hd A%
13 Eﬁ‘j%ﬂ?%(zo]-t')
14 E9AAGELR
15 37+
16 BAS) 7
17 Hdsr)
18 FATHFILIT)
19 HAT-A
20 A T-B
21 378
22 A3
23 A7
24 YA
25 Rk
26 =737
27 AAEE B YT
28 =3 ET
29 BzIH
30 R =
31 ATERT
32 o
33 o] ]
4 AFL8 4 D/B
24l 8 4= D/B(Table 5)= &A1, B4, AA7IE, ZE(MA), Z=(F3T 1), ZE(3RE2), ZE(FH)E FAET Table 59 2]
84 D/BY PR} WAL AT AA FAP JdEE APFER FAEHY, ol AHELS A 7INE sgdn). =3
ZtAAES & 2%101]*1 78 A8 A, T84 e o] Tt Adste A W 9ok ¢ JIEE SIGth ¢ E, MT10 =3
2 HEAY AP 06 54 B, 2 B4 B, 1 24, S ABEEZA A&5EE & F itk
Table 5. Work classification D/B
29 F= 5% 24 717k REEAS SAAEN) | FEE(2) A
2005 2010 MT10 Eldr7} 26 S 1 2 05
2015 2020 MTI11 Edr7} 26 S 1 2 05
2035 2040 MT12 Hdr7} 26 S 1 2 05
2090 2100 MT10 =32 2 HE A 26 S 1 2 05
2095 2105 MT10 S/C ¥ ZARF 25 S 1 2 05
2100 2110 MT11 =32 2 WA 26 S 1 2 05
2105 2115 MT11 S/C 2 ZAARF 25 S 1 2 05
2110 2120 MT12 23 2 gz 26 S 1 2 05
2115 2125 MT12 S/C & ZARF 25 S 1 2 05
2520 2530 MT10 W2 5 S 1 2 04
2525 2535 MT10 <3 5 S 1 2 04
2530 2440 MT11 g 5 S 1 2 04
2535 2545 MT11 Hj% 5 S 1 2 04
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2540 2550 MT12 B3 5 1 2 04
2545 2555 MT12 w3 5 1 2 04
2700 2705 MT10 2oldF 8 1 2 03
2705 2710 MT11 2oldF 8 1 2 03
2710 2715 MT12 2oldF 8 1 2 03

G) AL 24 D/B

23] 84 D/B(Table 6)= 23, B, AQ7IRL, ALIE, 78, did=, JALFE 74T Table 62 2424 D/BE
AA5E, A, 2471 284 D/B(Table 5)9F UM, A= == AdS3t ddawdl e Aol

[e)
Eso] 59t} 42, MT10 22 2 Wy Xgl] 292 2693 M06 21219, LO5 653%), ...

, F10 235HR 9] A}

o) 2~
Hago

]

& o 9l =&, Table 69] A== Table 7] AHT7E D/BO| 3¢ ARl =R R 229} ol g7t HajA o dgoiol &
Table 6. Resource classification D/B
AP =Y =] 7|7t AAAE 3 A FEF i A
M60 T 599 26
106 T 197 26
2005 2010 MT10 Hdx7 26 o7 T 195 %
E04 T 1416 26
MO6 T 2121 26
L05 T 653 26
E02 T 94 26
2090 2100 MT10 =2 9 WA 26 E03 T 556 26
E05 T 85 26
E06 T 122 26
E10 T 235 26
M50 T 31 25
M44 T 25 25
M45 T 25 25
2095 2105 MT10 S/C ¥ ZARZ 25 L05 T 98 25
L06 T 173 25
L08 T 98 25
109 T 10 25
Table 7. Resource cost D/B
AdSE A1+ b hieds
L01 EECER R 110,000
L02 ASF 2l 98,000
L03 =5 &l 80,000
L04 Iy &l 100,000
105 7915 Ml 110,000
106 BHEAF il 97,000
107 nogy 2l 105,000
L08 A4E &l 130,000
109 =T 2l 115,000
E01 k- HR 4,000
E02 E5at HR 5,000
E03 EER HT 5,000
EO04 ERERE HR 4,500
E05 EES HR 4,000
E06 EES HR 6,000
E07 o}~ ET A HR 7,000
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E08 3719571 HR 6,000
E09 A7) HR 5,000
E10 &)u} HR 6,700
MO06 =3 M2 84,386
M44 S/CEMH| M 987,361
M45 EEEAZH| M 401,274
M50 B R 1B 3A) 2 kS 268,235
M60 FUR 8- M3 215,044

o33} Zo] E AFelA= Fg 32 7|¥kO.E Table 1~Table 79| D/BE 753lo] NAS 7|8F AStEd3AL 3A4AE] Aiigas
D/BEZ3HE 535t

5. XIS SAl &A= Olo|E 223 S&

o Ao o Mol T5E AskAEA D/B BUY P TAZ 5T WY D/B P9} o]71E A 43 A5 I NAS
3 29 slolE mAYL AU,

ARG Aol SR A 0ko| AYSITE AURhe] AT, FHA] FUIE, B9 82| FATE} key
fild 2 |0 BFBNA Y247k ST AT A 2L Vo) the FARFS A L oK 5 UET PG
o 4, 24 ane] At A9l ake] AU Bohsh AATE ol FETo] key fildE AAF ] FYAY, o FBY, FUF
e WIS PG o WA AANE o] Fig 59% Ak

5

tlo ol

[Ames | [Hz3e ] 3E
Sac ]| TH
Iz | l
\[zz3E@ | TE
T
b
(=62 | [ =93 || 3
T
s i 3
EEEEE | k] P 2l [xE3is | [CZz=Ecn) ] [gz3Ee ) =93 ]
oL |
\=E3= ]| E] = ll e B4 L ayEw || moms
ey
I T \ =) 1l =2l |

Fig. 5. Integration structure for Data modeling

A 479] AS1AFA D/B BIPS Fig, 59 Hole] By 53 Fxol A34w thesh ek 4<)ake] D/BS] 2090 2100
MI10 2% 51 o2 He] 24gjol £UsE A9E Table 7 A8} D/BE] AHATE9} AHLT7HE Table 6 242122 D/BS) A=
o key field2 AAF0] B FAAA PdFhe ATk ol HAR BT dlEel 2090 2100 MTI0 23
5 A Agio) AR vl A28 05 B4 B, 2 B4 B, 1 24, S S 1As] ABAel daus) Al ek
Belo} BelA o wEA wele) Relas, ghas AMes Bl AAHCR )R A 4 IR agn:

o]} Zo|, Table 1, 2, 3, 42] A4 84 D/B, ¥3t84 D/B, £-9184 D/BZ £731¢] Table 59] 2484 D/Be} 23l &
WEae] Zhmolut 3AF AP ©ed] A 84 D/B, 31k8 A D/B H Q4 D/B“FQ Hstd, FHEE olF= &%‘ Q4 «1
Zh AAE2] Al vl A, 1848 T s EAR] HEl 45 91741 Aok A Q43 AT 8 A
Y84 FEES BT 7t Q4HF B 9 St 7}%6}71 Uﬂ%oﬂ —‘?—«1 e 2 F22Q0 Het 7FssiA

o

O
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=c =3
s TotEI S 2A
ET 23
1 =4
x| | OOk = 23
T % 2 3 I
A
EES =x
05 =4 B
2P AY
spac 23 Ny MEAE FpES®) BpRs@  swAs
20902100 MT10 2% 2 HEXE 6 s 1 2 05
myusc =1 seriy mEas 28 qusy  wous
20902180 MTI0 2% 2 B2ixE 2 mos T 2121 26
LO5 T 653 26
E02 T LN 26 TrlHy
E03 T 556 26
E05 T 25 26
E06 T 122 26
E10 T 235 2
AHIE EE =a1] B
LD5 Zuers o 110,000
ED2 el HR 5000
E03 g HR 5,000 THY
E05 =k HR 4000
E0B EEE HR 6000
E10 ECL HR 6,700
MO§ e =T M2 84,386

Fig. 6. Applying of integrated data modeling

AHFA @A AV E FHS ], NASEHS 98] 2w 2wttt YAIAQI D/BE T4k A2 AR R Y ofF o=
o A okS wh=t) wabi] B Ao AE KICT7) Al A 84 - 37184 - B84 - A 84 - AR AR TAHH EEZ
A BEERAA FE8} 28] NAS FAAl0] 288 & e At A 34T A8 AE D/B EE3}8to] AlAS)H
P, ATAHRE qokstd TSI} 2

1) KICT7} AlgFE EEZALE FREFAA NAS SFAAE A5 TR LA BEAFTES} AT H
FYAAE AT

@) KICT7} AlRbet EEZANS %iﬁ—%ﬂlﬁla 71k 2 A& FA tlde] NAS G AAIQ] AR EERAA D/B, 34E%
(Network) D/B, 28 £ #H%)(Operation) D/BZ £33 48 D/B 7=} 53 &9 223 A

ols} o] & ATIAE KICTZH Ak ERFAE AREFAAS 2AZ B33 e] HALAo] HesH= NAS £BA
D/B 75 UG AT o NAS $9A7 D/B mllse the ERAMSOIAE ST Axjel PHO2 NAS £94A17 D/B
299 Tk $ITUY Bt EEoln TAAL AR B} /59 102 ARk o} 5 U 33
o) AUYUAR PHYPe ol goR 2FHOR Sguo] & FHUele] 2R FAME N4 5 Y& Ao2 AT
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