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The difficulty of maintenance will increase along with
the recent trend of advanced and complex weapon
systems, and the difficulty of maintaining troops due to
limited budget and population decline is expected to
increase the difficulty of operating and maintaining
weapons systems for end-user. Under these
circumstances, there is a growing demand for an
efficient maintenance support system that considers
conditions, and condition-based predictive maintenance
has recently attracted a lot of attention as a solution
to this. In this paper, | would like to analyze the case of
the US Department of Defense's CBM+ policy
implementation and suggest the direction of the
development of the Korean Military.

AEH7[EHEH|(CBM+),

0| =82 cBM+ Z24(U.S. DOD CBM+ Policy),
H|O|Ef 2| (Data Management),

T2 NM|A A&l (Process Establishment),
Ol=at ZM(Infrastructure Build)
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Table 1. CBM CBM+ definition

7= MNELHES

CBM  CBM is maintenance performed on “evidence of need.”

The plus(+) of CBM is the application and integration
of appropriate “processes,” “technologies” (sensors,
data buses, vehicle health systems, data collectors, Al,

CBM+ ML) and “knowledge-based capabilities” (logistic
systems and data analysis) to improve equipment
reliability/readiness, reduce costs and logistic burden
on soldiers.

Table 2. CBM+ realization function
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Fig. 2. US ASD CBM+ Organization([5] p. 9)
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Table 3. CBM+ =@/ =Q Z1t

Table 4. 3|72 CBM+ XXMt 2

KNST
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