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Abstract

Technological advances in recent decades have increased the complexity of
devices required by industry and service sectors. An important problem associated
with such devices is the determination of their reliability in performing the job
they are designed to do. A closely related, but more important, problem faced by
the practitioner is concerned with the maintenance of such devices. Many
preventive maintenance policy have been studied by many othors, since the
replacement and repiar policy at failure was first proposed by R. Barlow and L.
Hunter at 1960.

This paper represents the guidelines to establish the preventive maintenance
policy through reviewing and summarizing the literatures related. The criteria to
classify the maintenance models are as follows ; (D replacement time, @ types of
fepair, @ the conditions of repair, and @ types of failure. The categories of
preventive maintenance policy are (D failure time-based replacement model, @
failure number-based replacement model, and @ integrated model of failure time

and failure number.
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