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Abstract; To support integrated project delivery (IPD)
projects, this research aims at developing a collaborative work
platform. Based on a literature review of IPD cases, specific
characteristics of IPD projects are summarized and a
collaborative work model is established to reflect the
implementation process of IPD projects. With the model, the
information utilization mechanism for IPD projects is analyzed
and a building information modeling (BIM)-based framework
for information utilization serving IPD projects is established,
which lays a sound foundation for the development of BIM-
based collaborative work platform supporting IPD projects.
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Tab.1 The information about IPD project cases in the paper

e WMHME/ WEIE/ i H L ;
i B X Akt ko Bl s
1 Sutter Medical Center, Castro Valley e 32 000 RuiH 2007—2011 BIM Fjjje]
2 Cathedral Hill Hospital e 100 000 80. 00 2005—2010 AIA IPD £ 20110¢]
3 giltging(}reen Wendell - Wyatt  Federal gy 12 000 50. 00 2006—2010  AIA IPD 4 201106
4 Mercy Health Partners Facility BB 1 900 8.40 2009—2011 AIA TPD 245 2011063
5 Lawrence & Schiller Interior Office s 50 0. 65 2010—2011 AIA TPD %45 2011016]
6 Spaw Glass Austin Regional Office s 280 1.40 2010—2011 AIA TPD %47 2011063
7 Autodesk Inc. AEC Solutions Division Head B 1 300 5.10 20082009 AIA IPD 24 20100167
Quarters
8 Sutter Health Fairfield Medical Office g 2 000 6. 50 2005—2007 AIA IPD 2245 20100163
SSM Cardinal Glennon Children’ s Medical
- r16]
9 Center Surgery B 4 700 13.00 2005—2007 AIA TPD %4 2010
10 SSM St. Clare Health Center He 15 000 40. 00 2005—2009 AIA IPD %4 20100%¢]
11 Encircle Health Center B 3 700 15. 00 2006—2009 ATA TPD &4 2010016]
Walter Cronkite School of Journalism and [16]
12 Mass Communication e 7 100 21.00 2006—2008 AIA IPD %4 2010
13 Eden Core felies 1 300 AL 2003—2005 SCHRL17]
14 Children’s Hospital, Bellevue, WA BrE ARiHH RiiBE 2009 SCEk[18]
15 Los Padrinos Juvenile Hall e 2 900 3.40 i SCEk[19]
16 Pomona Hospital e R 5.10 B SCER[19]
17 Autodesk One Market BB 1 000 3.70 ES| SCER[19]
18  Brigham Young University i 1 500 KA KL CERL19]
19 Grant Jonit Union High School Bree 15 000 HiHBE R SCER(19]
20 West Los Angeles College e PSS 3.50 2004—2005 SCHR[19]
21 Sutter Medical Center Sacramento i e 72 400 HiBE 2003—2011 SCER[19]
29 a dining center at a residence hall on a B 1170 S 2012 SCRR[20]

university campus
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Tab.2 The summary sheet of characteristics of the IPD project cases
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Fig.1 Collaborative work model for IPD projects
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