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Abstract
The Indian Architectural Engineering and Construction sector is grappling with the adoption of BIM as is evident from a relatively
low level of adoption. While there have been sufficient number of successful (and unsuccessful) project level implementations of
BIM in India, the maturity level of the overall industry and its constituents remains relatively low. One of the challenges faced,
especially at the organizational level, is an understanding and development of the organization’s BIM capabilities. These
capabilities need attention in terms of their effectiveness and hierarchy of implementation in order to overcome the challenges of
adoption and increasing maturity levels in BIM usage. The inability to identify crucial BIM capabilities is one of the primary
barriers to ineffective BIM implementation and slow adoption in India. The aim of this study is to investigate the dynamics of
different BIM capabilities and to understand how these capabilities can be represented as a set of interrelated elements by adopting
Interpretive Structure Modeling (ISM) technique Accordingly, a clear understanding regarding the nature of each BIM capability
is developed that will help the organizations to plan the strategic implementation of BIM on any project and gain systematic, logical
and productive results. Through the three-phased study, it was concluded that BIM capabilities namely visualization, energy and
environment analysis, structural analysis, MEP system modelling, constructability analysis, and BIM for as-built were found to be
the independent BIM capabilities having strong driving power but weak dependence power. Facilities management is a dependent
BIM capability with weak driving power but strong dependence power. This study provides a roadmap to BIM implementers by
highlighting the driving and dependence power of each BIM capability which is deemed useful for enhanced delivery of
construction projects. Significant theoretical and practical implications are envisioned for both researchers and project managers
through the findings of this study.
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1. Introduction and Background
As compared to the rest of the industries, AEC sector is experiencing decline in terms of productivity [1] during a
last few years with most of the projects facing the challenge of cost overrun, time delays and poor quality [2–5].
Several reasons have been documented as the crucial causes of this decline. Amongst these causes, some of the most
prevalent ones include poor exchange of project information, lack of communication, adversarial relationships, low
productivity rates, high rates of inefficiency and rework, frequent disputes and lack of innovation [3,6]. Past research
[7–11] suggests that implementation of Building Information modeling (BIM) on projects is a successful solution to
overcome these challenges. Despite being adopted globally, BIM capabilities need attention in terms of their
effectiveness and hierarchy of implementation in order to overcome the challenges of overall construction project cost
overrun and time delays. In comparison to the other countries, a relatively low BIM adoption level of 22% has been
reported [12] with design coordination; clash detection; and quantity measurement as the three top uses of BIM in
India. Although several attempts have been made [13–15] to evaluate the value and usage of BIM throughout the life
cycle of a project, but the decision regarding development of a BIM capability within an organization is usually made
on the basis of market pressure or a manager’s intuition leading to tremendous cost burdens on the AEC firms [16].
Authors envisage that the inability to identify crucial BIM capabilities and lack of knowledge regarding the
advantages/disadvantages of implementing them in a project, are the primary reasons for ineffective BIM
implementation and slow BIM adoption in India [17]. This belief led to the need for an explicit research that can help
BIM users in India to understand BIM process, develop organizational capabilities and explore the maximum potential
of BIM to meaningful results and efficient outcomes. This was done by identifying and interconnecting various
capabilities of BIM, placing them in order of rank and categorizing them as independent, dependent, autonomous and
linkage capabilities.
2. Literature Review
The extent of BIM adoption by the construction industry is defined with its perceived benefits [9,18–24]. As a
result of the study conducted in 2007, it was highlighted by the project team members in the US and Europe AEC
industries, that the existing BIM software is too complex to be used [25,26]. It is stated by Miettinen and Paavola
[10] that BIM needs to be analyzed as a multidimensional, historically evolving and a complex phenomenon.
Unavailability of process implementation guidelines and lack of practical knowledge have been reported as the
highlighted challenges to BIM adoption in India as faced by the AEC industry [12]. It is concluded that BIM adoption
can be accelerated with the help of a well-defined approach where organizations will require a thorough understanding
of BIM and its relevant functions so that appropriate capabilities can be developed within the organization [17]. The
relative importance of BIM capabilities as developed by the organization with respect to driving power and
dependence relationship will help them to plan strategic adoption and implementation of BIM for Indian construction
industry in order to yield efficient results. Hence, requiring examination and in order to identify, prioritize and
understand the dynamics of BIM capabilities, this study embraces a qualitative approach of ISM technique along with
MICMAC analysis that helps to develop hierarchy of defined organizational BIM capabilities , imposes order and
direction to these capabilities.
Mckinsey & Company, (2010) defines the term ‘capability’ as anything an organization does well that drives
meaningful business results. The organizational capabilities have been defined as the collective skills, abilities and
expertize of an organization [28]. Any technology adoption and implementation approach is actually as much about
people and processes as it is about technology. Although several studies have identified various functions of BIM,
however, there is a need for organizations to develop their own BIM capabilities. There is no study which has
attempted to evaluate the relative importance of these capabilities except one international research in USA where the
author has developed an algorithm based decision making tool that can aid new BIM users in understanding the
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advantages and disadvantages of developing and implementing BIM capabilities in a project [16] . Thus, in order to
achieve the objective of this research, first the study attempts to explore various functions of BIM by conducting an
in-depth literature review and then identifies and defines various BIM capabilities of an organization by conducting
focus group with a diversified group experts from AEC industry. Finally, this research lists out thirty-three native
BIM functions and fifteen organizational BIM capabilities which were screened after succeeding brainstorming
sessions, suggestions, recommendations and interaction with seven industry experts: an architect, a civil engineer, a
quantity surveyor, a sustainability specialist, a contractor, a structural engineer and a MEP consultant, which led to
unanimous agreement and summarization of the following organizational BIM capabilities as sown in
Table 1.
Table 1: BIM Capabilities

S.No.
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15

BIM capabilities
Visualization
Design coordination
Prefabrication & Modularization
Construction sequencing & Scheduling
Energy & Environmental Analysis
Integrated Site Planning
Change Management
Structural Analysis
MEP System Modelling
Quantity Take-off
Facility Management
Constructability Analysis
Collaboration & Coordination
BIM for As-Built
BIM for Supply Chain Management

References
[29–31]
[23,32]
[8,14,33]
[34,35]
[36–39]
[40,41]
[42]
[43]
[44]
[24,45,46]
[47–49]
[8,50]
[51,52]
[53,54]
[55]

3. Using ISM to Model BIM Functions and Capabilities
ISM method has been used as it is interpretive and allegorical which can be applied to a system for solving the
complexities and understanding the direct and indirect relationships amongst different organizational BIM
capabilities. It is an accepted methodology for generating solutions of complex problems, for identifying and
understanding the direct and indirect relationships among specific items to analyze the influence between the elements
[56,57]. ISM is interpretive since judgment of group experts decides the appropriateness and connection of the
identified variables. As this method helps to prepare an overall interactive structure of all the variables with levels of
influence reported, thus it is described as structuring. Formation of digraphs for the entire structure with relations
between variables graphically depicted describes this method as modeling [58]. The MICMAC is a systematic analysis
which describes the system using a matrix and additionally categorizes variables based on their driving and
dependence power [59]. In this research, MICMAC analysis has been applied to the various identified BIM
capabilities of an organization for making the BIM implementation process more focussed and for prioritizing the
BIM capabilities of an organization to achieve immediate high end benefits like faster construction, good quality,
improved performance, cost saving and many others.
For this research, the semi-structured interviews and focus groups were conducted with seven industry experts
along with an in-depth literature review. The various steps involved for carrying out the ISM analysis are as follows:
1. Step 1. From the native functions of BIM, different organizational capabilities of BIM were identified and
listed as variables (shown in
Table 1)
2. Step 2. A contextual relationship was established amongst these capabilities
3. Step 3. A structural self-interaction matrix (SSIM) was developed for BIM capabilities as shown in Table 2,
which indicated pair-wise relationships among them. A contextual relationship of “leads to” type was chosen
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for analysis, which meant that one variable leads to another variable. Following four symbols were used to
denote the direction of relationship between the functionalities (i and j):
V: BIM capability i helps to achieve BIM capability j.
A: BIM capability j helps to achieve BIM capability i.
X: BIM capability i helps to achieve BIM capability j and BIM capability j helps to achieve BIM capability i.
O: BIM capabilities i and j have no relation between each other
Table 2: Structural Self Interaction Matrix for BIM capabilities

4.

5.

Variables

15

14

13

12

11

10

9

8

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15

V
O
V
X
O
X
X
O
V
O
A
O
X
O
X

X
O
O
O
O
O
O
O
V
O
A
O
A
X

V
V
X
X
O
X
V
V
V
A
A
X
X

V
V
X
X
O
X
X
V
V
O
O
X

V
V
O
O
V
O
V
O
V
O
X

V
O
V
O
O
O
X
V
V
X

X
A
A
A
X
A
O
O
X

V
V
A
O
O
O
A
X

V
X
O
X
O
O
X

V
O
O
X
O
X

V
O
O
O
X

V
X
X
X

V
V
X

V
X

X

Step 4. Once the SSIM was completed, it was converted into a binary matrix, called the initial reachability
matrix by substituting V, A, X, O relationships with the binary value of 1 and 0 as per the case. The initial
reachability matrix was then checked for transitivity, leading to the development of ‘final reachability
matrix’.
Step 5. The final reachability matrix obtained in Step 4 was partitioned into different levels as shown in Table
3. Further, the final reachability matrix was developed in its conical form, i.e. most zero (0) variables in the
upper diagonal half of the matrix and most unitary (1) variables in the lower half.

Table 3: Level Partition and level determination for BIM capabilities
Variables

BIM capability

Reachability Set

Antecedent Set

Intersection Set

Level

1 – 15
2- 4, 6-8, 10 -13,15

1,5,9,14
1-10, 12, 13, 14, 15

1,5,9,14
2- 4, 6- 8, 10,12,
13,15
2-4, 6,7, 10, 12,
13,15
2-4, 6- 8, 10, 12,
13, 15
1,5,9,14

VI
II

2-4,6,7,12,13,15
2-4, 6-8, 10, 12,
13, 15
2,4,7,8,9,14
1,5,9,14
2,4,7,10,12,13, 15
11
2-4, 6,7,10, 12, 13,
15
2-4, 6, 7, 10, 12,
13, 15
1,5,9,14
2- 4, 6, 7, 10, 12,
13,15

III
II

1
2

Visualization
Design coordination

3

Prefabrication & Modularization

2- 4,6,7,10-13,15

1-9, 12, 13, 14, 15

4

2-4,6-8,10-13,15

1-10, 12, 13, 14, 15

1-7, 9-15

1,5,9,14

6
7

Construction sequencing &
Scheduling
Energy & Environmental
Analysis
Integrated Site Planning
Change Management

2- 4,6,7,10-13,15
2-4,6-8,10-13,15

1-9,12-15
1-10,12- 15

8
9
10
11
12

Structural Analysis
MEP System Modeling
Quantity TakeOff
Facility Management
Constructability Analysis

2-4,6-8,10,11-13,15
1- 15
2,4,7,10,11,12,13, 15
11
2-4,6,7,10-12,13,15

1,2,4,7,8,9,14
1,5,9,14
1-10,12-15
1-15
1-10,12-15

13

Collaboration & Coordination

2-4,6,7,10-13,15

1-10,12-15

14
15

BIM for As-Built
BIM for Supply Chain
Management

1-15
2-4, 6, 7, 10-13,15

1,5,9,14
1-10,12-15

5

II
II
V

IV
VI
II
I
II
II
VI
II
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6.

Step 6. Based on the relationships given in the reachability matrix and the determined levels for each BIM
capability, a digraph was drawn and the transitive links are removed.
7. Step 7. In the last step, the ISM model was developed as shown in Figure 1and was reviewed to remove any
inconsistencies and necessary alterations were made.
Based on final reachability matrix, the final ISM-based model for BIM capabilities was obtained after removing
the indirect links. Figure 1 shows the final ISM-based model for BIM capabilities. It was observed that ‘facility
management’ (capability 11) was found to be at the top of the hierarchy reflecting the effectiveness of all the BIM
capabilities. It is controlled by all the other BIM capabilities. The ‘visualization’ (capability 1), ‘MEP system
modelling’ (capability 9) and ‘BIM for as-built’ (capability 14) which formed the base of the ISM hierarchy, were
found to be interdependent. These BIM capabilities had the highest driving power which implied that these were the
three key BIM capabilities which influenced the entire project. The next level capability was ‘energy and
environmental analysis’ (capability 5) which was found to influence other BIM capabilities but was directly influenced
by ‘visualisation’, ‘MEP system modelling’ and ‘BIM for as-built’. The ‘structural analysis’ (capability 8) was the
next level BIM capability which was found to be influenced by the previously discussed capabilities of BIM but at the
same time it directly affected ‘integrated site planning’. Forming the system core, ‘integrated site planning’ (capability
6) was identified as the major BIM capability requiring adoption on construction projects to yield effective results. It
was found to directly influence a number of BIM capabilities and was controlled by other capabilities too. In addition
to this, eight penultimate level BIM capabilities were found comprising of ‘design coordination’ (capability 2),
‘prefabrication & modularization’ (capability 3), ‘construction sequencing & scheduling’ (capability 4), ‘change
management’ (capability 7), ‘quantity take-off’ (capability 10), ‘constructability analysis’ (capability 12),
‘collaboration/coordination’ (capability 13) & ‘BIM for supply chain management’ (capability 15).

Figure 1: ISM Based model for BIM capabilities
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4. MICMAC Analysis
After defining the levels to various BIM capabilities, the MICMAC analysis was used to analyze the driving and
dependence power of these BIM capabilities [59] with valuable insights about their relative importance, nature and
interdependencies. On the basis of the driving and dependence power, under the MICMAC analysis, each BIM
capability was classified into four clusters as shown in Figure 2 , namely autonomous BIM capability, dependent BIM
capability, linkage BIM capability, and independent BIM capability. The first cluster which is located in the southwest quadrant, consisted of the autonomous BIM capabilities that had weak driving power and weak dependence.
These capabilities were reported to be relatively disconnected from the model. In the current research, no such
capability was reported. The second cluster consisted of the dependent BIM capabilities that had weak driving power
but strong dependence on other capabilities. ‘Facilities management’ (capability 11) that took the top position in ISM
model came under this category. This category of BIM capability forces BIM users for greater consideration and
deeper analysis as successful facility management is possible only if other capabilities are successfully implemented.
Third cluster consisted of 8 linkage capabilities which showcased high driving as well as high dependence power.
Many BIM capabilities including ‘design coordination’ (capability 2), ‘prefabrication & modularisation’ (capability
3), ‘construction scheduling and sequencing’ (capability 4), ‘integrated site planning’ (capability 6), ‘change
management’ (capability 7), ‘quantity take-off’ (capability 10), ‘collaboration & coordination’ (capability 13), and
‘BIM for Supply chain management’ (capability 15) came under this category. These capabilities were reported to
have an effect on other capabilities and also a feedback on themselves, hence they were considered as unstable. These
capabilities were not only dependent on other capabilities but they were also found to drive the top-level BIM
capabilities. These BIM capabilities are most important and require maximum attention of BIM implementers to
achieve favourable results. For a desired result, BIM users need to implement these capabilities with scrupulous detail
as these capabilities have the highest power to drive other BIM capabilities and are also equipped with strong
dependence on other capabilities. The fourth cluster included of the independent BIM capabilities which were reported
to have strong driving power but weak dependence power. These include ‘visualization’ (1), ‘energy & environment
analysis’ (5), ‘structural analysis’ (8), ‘MEP system modelling’ (9), ‘constructability analysis’ (12), and ‘BIM for asbuilt’ (14). These BIM capabilities primarily lie at the bottom of ISM model and condition the entire system. These
are considered with utmost importance since they can influence and help in achieving other capabilities to the
maximum extent.

Driving Power
(influence)

15
14
13
12
11
10
9
8

1,9,14
5
CLUSTER-IV
INDEPENDENT/ DRIVING
BIM CAPABILITIES

CLUSTER-III
LINKAGE
BIM CAPABILITIES

8

12

2,4,7
3,6 13,15
10

7
6
5
4
3
2
1

CLUSTER -I
AUTONOMOUS
BIM CAPABILITIES

1

2

3

4

CLUSTER- II
DEPENDENT
BIM CAPABILITIES

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

11
15

Dependence Power

Figure 2: MICMAC Analysis for BIM capabilities

5. Discussion and Conclusion
Successful BIM adoption and implementation by AEC industry in India is foreseen to improve the current status,
potential and performance of the industry. For greater adoption of BIM in India, it is important to identify and assess
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critical BIM capabilities at an organizational level. In this study, several existing functions of BIM have been
examined to develop fifteen BIM capabilities which are responsible for success of the project. Amongst these BIM
capabilities, each of them is categorized according to its driving and dependence power which provides BIM adopters
with a robust idea of their importance in terms of its usage and implementation to attain successful results. This
analysis is provided by ISM identifying the hierarchy of capabilities to be adopted by BIM users in order to overcome
various challenges faced by the construction industry and to efficiently use BIM to its highest potential. The ISM
model obtained and the findings have been elaborated in detail in this section. The ISM model depicts that the
implementation of ‘visualisation’, ‘MEP system modeling’, ‘BIM for as-built’ leads to ‘energy & environmental
analysis’. This finding can be validated with the statement from the Autodesk [36] that “Building information
modeling (BIM) solutions make sustainable design practices easier by enabling architects and engineers to more
accurately visualize, simulate, and analyze building performance earlier in the design process”. A sustainable design
is further found to help achieve the ‘structural analysis’. This is validated by in the report by Autodesk [43] mentioning
that by implementing energy analysis and material takeoff tools, more efficient and predictable structural designs can
be achieved with a focus on waste and embodied energy minimization. After successful implementation of the stated
BIM capabilities, integrated site planning holds an important centre position as it relates to the execution of design
and planned activities on site. It forms the connection between the planned and actual work with the help of different
BIM functions as ‘design coordination’, ‘prefabrication & modularisation’, ‘construction sequencing & scheduling’,
‘change management’, ‘quantity takeoff’, ‘constructability analysis’, ‘collaboration & coordination’ and “BIM for
supply chain management”. These BIM capabilities have to be implemented on the project simultaneously in order to
achieve a data rich information model which can contribute to efficient ‘facility management’ and use for AEC-FM
industry.
This paper brings out the logical and conclusive hierarchical relationship for the BIM capabilities. However, due
to several limitations, the findings are not statistically validated. Although, a majority of previous research have used
Structural Equation modeling (SEM) to validate such hypothetical models but it is suggested that future research can
adopt any appropriate statistical tool for further validating the model. The implication of these findings include better
deployment of BIM for AEC industry in India. The findings of this study are extremely crucial for AEC organizations,
industry professionals, decision makers, consultants and researchers to understand and implement BIM on
construction projects for achieving satisfactory benefits. This study may help BIM adopters plan strategic BIM
implementation and also provide decision makers a platform to evaluate the applicability of various BIM capabilities
in India.

References
[1] P. Teicholz, Labor-Productivity Declines in the Construction Industry: Causes and Remedies, AECbytes. (2013) 6.
https://aecbytes.wordpress.com/2013/03/14/labor-productivity-declines-in-the-construction-industry-causes-and-remedies/.
[2] K. Bektas, K. Lauche, J. Wamelink, Knowledge sharing strategies for large scale building projects, Delft: Delft University of Technology.,
2008.
[3] KPMG, Study on project schedule and cost overruns: Expedite infrastructure projects, 2013. www.kpmg.com/in.
[4] H.F. Lincoln, M.A. Syed, Modern Construction: Lean Project Delivery and Integrated Practices, CRC press, 2011.
[5] W. a. Lichtig, The Integrated Agreement for Lean Project Delivery, Constr. Lawyer. 26 (2006). doi:10.1002/9781444319675.ch6.
[6] A. Weippert, S.. Kajewski, AEC industry culture: a need for change, in: Build. Futur. 16th CIB World Build. Congr., CIB in -house
publishing, Rotterdam, Netherlan, 2004. http://www.irbnet.de/daten/iconda/CIB10128.pdf.
[7] Y. Arayici, C. Egbu, P. Coates, Building information modelling (BIM) implementation and remote construction projects: Issues, challenges,
and critiques, Electron. J. Inf. Technol. Constr. 17 (2012) 75–92. doi:ISSN 1874-4753.
[8] C. Eastman, P. Teicholz, R. Sacks, K. Liston, BIM Handbook: A Guide to Building Information Modeling for Owners, Managers,
Designers, Engineers and Contractors, John Wiley & Sons, Inc., Hoboken, NJ, USA, 2008. doi:10.1002/9780470261309.
[9] McGraw Hill Construction, The Business Value of BIM for Owners, Bedford, 2014.
http://i2sl.org/elibrary/documents/Business_Value_of_BIM_for_Owners_SMR_(2014).pdf.
[10] R. Miettinen, S. Paavola, Beyond the BIM utopia: Approaches to the development and implementation of building information modeling,
Autom. Constr. 43 (2014) 84–91. doi:10.1016/j.autcon.2014.03.009.
[11] R. Ahuja, A. Sawhney, M. Arif, Driving lean and green project outcomes using BIM: A qualitative comparative analysis, Int. J. Sustain.
Built Environ. (2016). doi:10.1016/j.ijsbe.2016.10.006.

Ritu Ahuja et al. / Procedia Engineering 196 (2017) 2 – 10

[12] A. Sawhney, State of BIM Adoption and Outlook in India, RICS School of Built Environment, Amity University, Noida, 2014.
http://ricssbe.org/RICSINDIA/media/rics/News/RICS-SBE-Research_State-of-BIM-Adoption.pdf.
[13] McGraw Hill Construction, Building Information Modeling (BIM): Transforming Design and Construction to Achieve Greater Industry
Productivity, 2008.
[14] McGraw Hill Construction, The Business Value of BIM: Getting Building Information Modeling to the Bottom Line, New York, 2009.
http://images.autodesk.com/adsk/files/final_2009_bim_smartmarket_report.pdf.
[15] McGraw Hill Construction, The Business Value of BIM for Infrastructure Addressing America’s Infrastructure Challenges with
Collaboration and Technology, 2012.
[16] S. a Bhoir, A. Schwab, B. Esmaeili, P. Goodrum, A Decision-Making Algorithm for Selecting Building Information Modeling Functions, in:
5th Int. Constr. Spec. Conf., 2015: pp. 1–10.
[17] R. Ahuja, M. Jain, A. Sawhney, M. Arif, Adoption of BIM by architectural firms in India: technology–organization–environment
perspective, Archit. Eng. Des. Manag. 12 (2016) 311–330. doi:10.1080/17452007.2016.1186589.
[18] N. Raghavan, S. Kalidindi, A. Mahalingam, K. Varghese, A. Ayesha, Implementing lean concepts on Indian construction Sites:
Organisational aspects and lessons learned, in: 22nd Annu. Conf. Int. Gr. Lean Constr. June 25-27,Oslo, Norw., 2014: pp. 1181–1190.
[19] R. Sacks, L. Koskela, B.A. Dave, R. Owen, Interaction of Lean and Building Information Modeling in Construction, J. Constr. Eng. Manag.
136 (2010) 968–980. doi:10.1061/(ASCE)CO.1943-7862.0000203.
[20] D. Forgues, S. Staub-french, S. Tahrani, E. Poirier, The inevitable shift towards Building Information Modeling (BIM) in Canada’s
construction sector: A three-project summary, 2014.
www.cefrio.qc.ca/media/uploader/3_Construction_ICT_final_summary_report_March_20_2014.pdf.
[21] P.E.D. Love, D.J. Edwards, S. Han, Y.M. Goh, Design error reduction: toward the effective utilization of building information modeling,
Res. Eng. Des. 22 (2011) 173–187. doi:10.1007/s00163-011-0105-x.
[22] R. Ahuja, A. Sawhney, M. Arif, BIM based conceptual framework for lean and green integration, 22nd Annu. Conf. Int. Gr. Lean Constr.
June 25-27,Oslo, Norw. 2 (2014) 123–132.
[23] M. Hooper, A. Ekholm, A pilot study: Towards BIM integration - An analysis of design information exchange & coordination, in: Proc. CIB
W78 27th Int. Conf. Cairo, Egypt, 16-18 Novemb., 2010.
[24] L. Sabol, Challenges in Cost Estimating with Building Information Modeling, Des. + Constr. Strateg. LLC. (2008).
http://www.dcstrategies.net/about.html.
[25] R. Howard, B.-C. Björk, Building Information Modelling – Experts’ views on standardisation and industry deployment, Adv. Eng.
Informatics. 22 (2008) 271–280. doi:10.1016/j.aei.2007.03.001.
[26] B. Gilligan, J. Kunz, VDC Use in 2007: Significant Value, Dramatic Growth, and Apparent Business Opportunity, Stanford: Stanford
University, 2007.
[27] Mckinsey & Company, Building organizational capabilities: McKinsey Global survey results, 2010.
http://www.mckinsey.com/business?functions/organization/our?insights/building?organizational?capabilities?mckinsey?global?survey?resul
ts.
[28] D. Ulrich, N. Smallwood, Capitalizing on Capabilities, Harv. Bus. Rev. 82 (2004) 1–10.
[29] S. Azhar, A. Nadeem, J.Y.. Mok, B.H.Y. Leung, Building Information Modeling (BIM): A New Paradigm for Visual Interactive Modeling
and Simulation for Construction Projects, in: 1st Int. Conf. Constr. Dev. Cties. (ICCIDIC), August 4-5, Karachi, Pakistan, 2008.
[30] A. Khanzode, M. Fischer, R. Dean, Benefits and lessons learned of implementing building Virtual Design and Construction (VDC)
technologies for coordination of Mechanical, Electrical, and Plumbing (MEP) systems on a large healthcare project, Electron. J. Inf.
Technol. Constr. 13 (2008) 324–342.
[31] D. Smith, An Introduction to Building Information Modeling (BIM), J. Build. Inf. Model. (2007). Accessed May 23, 2012.
http://www.wbdg.org/pdfs/jbim_fall07.pdf.
[32] S. Gijezen, T. Hartmann, N. Buursema, H. Hendricks, Organizing 3D Building Information Models with the help of work breakdown
structures to improve the clash detection process, Netherlands, 2009.
[33] McGraw Hill Construction, SMARTMarket Report on Prefabrication and Modularization : Increasing productivity in the construction
industry, 2013. www.construction.com.
[34] V. Hartmann, K.E. Beucke, K. Shapir, M. König, Model-based Scheduling for Construction Planning, in: 14th Int. Conf. Comput. Civ.
Build. Eng. June 27- 29, Moscow, Russ., 2012.
[35] M. Konig, I. Habenicht, R.-U. Bochum, S. AG, Intelligent BIM based construction scheduling using discrete event simulation, in: Proc.
Winter Simul. Conf. December 9- 12, Berlin, Ger., 2012: pp. 662–673.
[36] Autodesk, Using Autodesk Ecotect Analysis and Building Information Modeling, 2010. http://www.tpm.com/wpcontent/uploads/2013/02/using_autodesk_ecotect_analysis_and_building_information_modeling_final.pdf.
[37] S. Azhar, J.W. Brown, A. Sattineni, A case study of building performance analyses using Building Information Modeling, in: 27th Int.
Symp. Autom. Robot. Constr. June 25-27, Bratislava, Slovakia, 2010: pp. 213–222.
[38] A. Schlueter, F. Thesseling, Building information model based energy/exergy performance assessment in early design stages, Autom.
Constr. 18 (2009) 153–163. doi:10.1016/j.autcon.2008.07.003.
[39] S. Shrivastava, A. Chinia, Using Building Information Modeling to Assess the Initial Embodied Energy of a Building, Int. J. Constr. Manag.
12 (2012) 51–63. doi:10.1080/15623599.2012.10773184.
[40] H.J. Wang, J.P. Zhang, K.W. Chau, M. Anson, 4D dynamic management for construction planning and resource utilization, Autom. Constr.
13 (2004) 575–589. doi:10.1016/j.autcon.2004.04.003.

9

10

Ritu Ahuja et al. / Procedia Engineering 196 (2017) 2 – 10

[41] Z. Ma, Q. Shen, J. Zhang, Application of 4D for dynamic site layout and management of construction projects, Autom. Constr. 14 (2005)
369–381. doi:10.1016/j.autcon.2004.08.011.
[42] B.P. Langroodi, S. Staub-French, Change Management with Building Information Models: A Case Study, in: Constr. Res. Congr. 2012,
American Society of Civil Engineers, Reston, VA, 2012: pp. 1182–1191. doi:10.1061/9780784412329.119.
[43] Autodesk, The Power of BIM for Structural Engineering, 2012.
http://www.ideateinc.com/products/brochures/2013/structural_engineering_brochure.pdf.
[44] Autodesk, Autodesk Revit Systems : BIM for MEP Engineering Using BIM to Improve MEP Design, 2006.
www.autodesk.com/revitsystems.
[45] Autodesk, BIM and Cost Estimating, 2007. http://www.autodesk.com/revit.
[46] A. Monteiro, J. Poças Martins, A survey on modeling guidelines for quantity takeoff-oriented BIM-based design, Autom. Constr. 35 (2013)
238–253. doi:10.1016/j.autcon.2013.05.005.
[47] Autodesk, BIM and Facilities Management, 2007. http://www.autodesk.com/revit.
[48] L. Khemlani, BIM for Facilities management, AECbytes. (2011). http://www.aecbytes.com/feature/2011/BIMforFM.html (accessed March
20, 2014).
[49] L. Sabol, Building Information Modeling & Facility Management, (2008).
[50] M.K. Tauriainen, J.A. Puttonen, A.J. Saari, The assessment of constructability: BIM cases, J. Inf. Technol. Constr. 20 (2015) 51–67.
[51] L. Khemlani, Multi-Disciplinary BIM at Work at GHAFARI Associates, AECbytes. (2006) 1–9.
http://arquivo.lusocuanza.com/img/docs/Ghafari_study_pr.pdf.
[52] B. Becerik-gerber, D. Des, D. Kent, Implementation of Integrated Project Delivery and Building Information Modeling on a Small
Commercial Project, (2009).
https://www.researchgate.net/file.PostFileLoader.html?id=54be37efd5a3f2ac1c8b4642&assetKey=AS:273679995342849@1442261803620.
[53] T.D. Bennett, BIM and Laser Scanning for As-built and Adaptive Reuse Projects : The Opportunity for Surveyors, Am. Surv. (2009).
http://www.amerisurv.com/.
[54] J. Woo, J. Wilsmann, D. Kang, Use of As-Built Building Information Modeling, in: Constr. Res. Congr. 2010, American Society of Civil
Engineers, Reston, VA, 2010: pp. 538–548. doi:10.1061/41109(373)54.
[55] M. Khalfan, H. Khan, T. Maqsood, Building Information Model and Supply Chain Integration: A Review, J. Econ. Bus. Manag. 3 (2015).
doi:10.7763/JOEBM.2015.V3.308.
[56] D.W. Malone, An introduction to the application of interpretive structural modeling, Proc. IEEE. 63 (1975) 397–404.
doi:10.1109/PROC.1975.9765.
[57] S. Sahney, D.K. Banwet, S. Karunes, An integrated framework for quality in education: Application of quality function deployment,
interpretive structural modelling and path analysis, Total Qual. Manag. Bus. Excell. 17 (2006) 265–285. doi:10.1080/14783360500450376.
[58] A. Agarwal, R. Shankar, M.K. Tiwari, Modeling agility of supply chain, Ind. Mark. Manag. 36 (2007) 443–457.
doi:10.1016/j.indmarman.2005.12.004.
[59] A. Mandal, S.G. Deshmukh, Vender Selection Using Interpretive Structural Modelling (ISM), Int. J. 14 (1994) 52–59.
doi:10.1108/01443579410062086.

