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A Study on the Selecting Modd of Maintenance Methodology
for Establishing the Optimized Maintenance Policy of Facilities
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Abstract

The purpose of this research is to present the new proposa models for the sdlection and
application of optimizing maintenance method in the equipment maintenance business. Fird, as
the theoretical background for the selection and application of optimizing maintenance method,
the maintenance methods and countermeasures based on the types of failure rate by the dready
informed bathtub curve were presented. And second, the purpose of this research is to help the
apprehension about the selection and application of maintenance by the investigation on the
pros and cons of application about three types of maintenance ways such as BM, TBM, CBM.
And finaly, asthe two new proposal modek for the selection and application of the optimizing
maintenance method in the equipment maintenance, this treatise presented the  selection model
of maintenance way based on the important degree of equipment and selection mode of
maintenance way based on the reliability and total cost . These two new proposal models are
going to permit the easy application and fast selection for the selection and application of
maintenance way and on-the-job maintenance business.
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Maintenance carried out in response to a significant deterioration in a machine

as indicated by a change in a monitored parameter of the machine condition.
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