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Foreword

 

(This foreword is not a part of IEEE Std 1150-1991, IEEE Trial-Use Recommended Practice for Integrating Power Plant Computer-
Aided Engineering (CAE) Applications.)

 

In May 1987, the Electric Power Research Institute (EPRI) published the results of a two-and-a-half-year project
entitled 

 

Guidelines for Specifying Integrated Computer Aided Engineering Applications for Electric Power Plants

 

(Report NP-5159-Ms, Research Project 2514-3). This project developed a set of guidelines that enabled electric utility
engineers to prepare speciÞcations for integrated computer-aided engineering (CAE) applications. This integration is
based on a single data model that identiÞes common data requirements across the spectrum of generating plant
activities from site selection through plant decommissioning.

This guideline presents a method for integrating CAE applications speciÞcally for the electric utility industry
(hereinafter referred to as the industry). It contains the data model, or Plant Information Network (PIN), and the
methodology and procedures to use the PIN for developing CAE application functional speciÞcations.

This recommended practice is based on the EPRI guideline. It advocates the use of a single data model and
recommends that the EPRI model be used.

It is generally recognized that better control of data resources greatly contributes to improved efÞciency. The lack of
access to and control of data, not the lack of data, causes inefÞciencies in resource utilization throughout the
generating-plant life cycle.

CAE is a development in engineering automation in which the engineering process is modeled within the computer as
a progression of interrelated work functions. A signiÞcant effort is under way within the industry to develop a wide
variety of CAE systems and applications, including plant design applications, construction material and commodity
control systems, and plant operations and maintenance applications. However, without a common plant data
integration structure, a continuation of the problems that have plagued traditional automation efforts, namely, data
redundancies and inconsistencies, duplication of data capture efforts, and information lags, can be expected.

This plant data model will serve as a mapping tool for new applications. It will position a particular application for a
given plant activity into the overall picture of the plant life cycle. Integration opportunities will be identiÞed for the
developer in the data model without requiring an exhaustive understanding of the entire generating plant process.

A single data model

 

¾

 

Facilitates the development of additional CAE applications

 

¾

 

Supports the integration of existing CAE applications

 

¾

 

Improves the transfer and sharing of data between organizations and work activities

 

¾

 

Helps make information exchanges more accurate, timely, and consistent

 

¾

 

Furnishes a common view of the data requirements of an organization

 

¾

 

Improves data and software integration to reduce redundancy and thereby improves data consistency and
increases efÞciency

The PIN methodology and procedures have been developed and deÞned to provide a data model of plant-related
information for the entire plant life cycle. This recommended practice is deÞned in such a way as to encourage utilities
and suppliers to support and implement the PIN.

This recommended practice offers utilities and their suppliers a standard that can be used to model the information ßow
through the plant life-cycle activities. In this way, plant information integration will be brought to CAE development
for the power industry so that communications are facilitated within a utility and among the utility, the A/E, and the
suppliers. Standardization can lead to CAE implementation that promotes efÞcient resource utilization and that takes
advantage of the whole knowledge base of the generating plant processes.
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IEEE Trial-Use Recommended Practice 
for Integrating Power Plant Computer-
Aided Engineering (CAE) Applications

 

1. Introduction

 

1.1 Scope

 

This recommended practice presents a data model that standardizes categories of generating plant data and data
relationships. It provides guidelines for using this data model to integrate computer-aided engineering (CAE)
applications across the spectrum of plant work activities during the complete life cycle of the plant from site selection
through decommissioning. It contains a description of the plant data model and instructions for the engineering,
construction, and operating groups of the utility for specifying integrated CAE applications.

The purpose of this recommended practice is

1) To introduce the information engineering concepts that are the basis for integrated CAE development
2) To present a data model that represents the data and data relationships supporting the plant work activities;

this model is known as the Plant Information Network (PIN)
3) To deÞne guidelines for applying CAE system technology to the generating-plant life cycle, based on the PIN
4) To describe methods for developing functional speciÞcations for CAE applications based on this model

The goal of this recommended practice is to show how to use the PIN as a reference when developing a functional
speciÞcation for a CAE application. It is directed to both CAE application users and developers. A common data
model should be adopted, and existing procedures and organizational structures relative to the data model should be
evaluated to successfully integrate CAE applications in the work environment.

 

1.2 Recommendation

 

This recommended practice

1) Advocates the use of a single data model for integrating CAE applications
2) Recommends that the EPRI PIN be used as the single data model (see [1])
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2. References
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Guidelines for Specifying Integrated Computer-Aided Engineering Applications
for Electric Power Plants

 

 (EPRI Report NP-5159-Ms).

 

1

 

[2] IEEE Std 610.12-1990, IEEE Standard Glossary of Software Engineering Terminology (ANSI).

 

2

 

 

[3] IEEE Std 730-1989, IEEE Standard for Software Quality Assurance Plans (ANSI). 

[4] IEEE Std 830-1984, IEEE Guide for Software Requirements SpeciÞcations (ANSI). 

[5] Downs, H. R., 

 

Software Development and Maintenance Guidelines, volume 3.

 

 Palo Alto, CA: Electric Power
Research Institute, 1984.

 

3. Definitions

 

activity: 

 

A set of tasks that relate to the performance of a speciÞc function in a plant phase. Information is compiled
throughout the Plant Information Network (PIN) at the activity level.

 

activity coordinator: 

 

A person who is an expert in the methodology and development of the activity documentation
packages and who is responsible for coordination and development of the activity documentation packages with the
activity technical contacts.

 

activity data list: 

 

A list that itemizes the major data items used by the activity, gives a brief description of each data
item, and lists other activities that provide or receive each data item.

 

activity description: 

 

An overview of the activity that brießy describes the activity and its scope, and delineates the
boundaries and major tasks of the activity.

 

activity documentation package: 

 

A summary of the results of the activity investigation which includes the activity
description, activity process diagram, activity data list, activity entity-relationship diagram, and the activity support
modules.

 

activity entity-relationship (E-R) diagram: 

 

A diagram that deÞnes the data contents of the activity by identifying its
data entities, associated data attributes, and the relationships among data entities.

 

activity list: 

 

A list containing names of activities that deÞne the work processes of a generating plant from conception
to decommissioning. There are approximately 400 such activities that comprise the power-plant life cycle and are
mainline activities that are common throughout the industry. The list also separately contains brief descriptions of the
activities.

 

activity process diagram: 

 

A diagram that shows the relationships and ßow of tasks within an activity and represents
the process required to complete an activity.

 

activity support modules: 

 

Procedures or computer programs that operate on the data associated with the activity.

 

activity technical contact: 

 

A person who is knowledgeable about the functions, tasks, data, and details related to an
activity.

 

attribute: 

 

A property or fact about the entities in an entity set.

 

automation: 

 

Computerization of data or of a process that uses that data.

 

1

 

EPRI documents are available from the Electric Power Research Institute, 3412 Hillview Avenue, P. O. Box 10412, Palo Alto, CA 94303, USA.

 

2

 

IEEE publications are available from the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers, Service Center, 445 Hoes Lane, P.O. Box 1331,
Piscataway, NJ  08855-1331, Piscataway, NJ 08855-1331, USA.
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cardinality: 

 

The numeric relationship between entity sets, labeled as one to one (1-1), many to one (M-1), or many to
many (M-N), which indicates the number of items in one entity set that could possibly be associated with the items in
another entity set.

 

computer-aided engineering (CAE): 

 

The application of computers to the engineering process. The term now
commonly applies to any computer system or program that manipulates data for the purpose of assisting engineering,
design, procurement, maintenance, etc.

 

concurrency: 

 

The process of multiple users accessing and manipulating a data item simultaneously, with the data-
base management system linking the transaction of each user so that the access appears to be sequential.

 

customizing: 

 

Modifying, or adding to, the structure of data in the PIN to tailor the general data requirements to an
needs of an organization. Customizing can result in an organization-speciÞc data model that should be cross-
referenced to the PIN.

 

data ßowpath: 

 

A segment of the overall plant data ßow that represents one attribute sent from a providing activity to
a receiving activity.

 

data model: 

 

A conceptual representation of the information requirements, data ßows, and data relationships for an
organization, facility, activity, or process.

 

entity: 

 

A group of like items or subjects that can be individually identiÞed and about which information is recorded.
Examples include cable, drawing, modiÞcation, and system 

 

Syn

 

: 

 

entity set.

entity-relationship (E-R) diagram: 

 

See 

 

activity entity-relationship diagram.

functional speciÞcation: 

 

A formal description of the essential requirements of a software product. It speciÞes the
objectives of the software application, the functions that will meet those objectives, the information requirements, the
internal data ßows, and the external interfaces.

 

hierarchical data base: 

 

A data-base system that uses tree structures to represent the data.

 

integration: 

 

Providing a single set of data for use between multiple activities or departments (multiple application
data base).

 

key (relational data base): 

 

A Þeld or group of Þelds in a relational data-base table that uniquely deÞnes each row
within that table. A composite key is made up of more than one Þeld in the table.

 

network data base: 

 

A data-base system that uses directed graphs to represent the data.

 

normalization: 

 

The decomposition of more complex data structures according to a set of rules designed to give
simpler, more stable structures.

 

parent entity: 

 

An entity set that has other entities dependent on and related to it called subset entities. The subset
entities are linked and related to other entity sets through the parent entity set.

 

phase: 

 

A major stage within the generating-plant life cycle. See 

 

plant life cycle.

plant information network (PIN): 

 

A representation of both the ßow and the structure of the information that supports
the discrete activities occurring during the life cycle of the plant.

 

plant life cycle: 

 

The life of a power plant from conception to decommissioning. In this model, the cycle consists of
Þve phases: site selection and plant concepts, design, construction, operation, and decommissioning.

 

RAM: 

 

Reliability, availability, and maintainability of the plant. In economic analysis, the increase in RAM due to data
integration or automation is sometimes quantiÞed as a beneÞt. In computer applications, this refers to random access
memory, which is not used in this text.

 

relational data base: 

 

A data base that represents data as a collection of tables linked through common entries.

 

relationship: 

 

A speciÞc association that exists between entity sets or entities of a set that can be described by a single
word or phrase.
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software life cycle: 

 

The various phases for software development from initial conception to Þnal release and
maintenance.

 

subset entity: 

 

Entities that are related to and dependent on other primary entity sets called parent entity sets.

 

4. Recommended Methodology

 

4.1 Basic Concepts of CAE Application Integration

 

This section describes the basic concepts for integrating CAE applications. These include

 

¾

 

Information engineering

 

¾

 

Plant information network

 

¾

 

CAE application development practices

 

¾

 

Functional speciÞcation

 

¾

 

Common plant data model

These ideas and techniques combine to provide the user with a standard guideline for CAE application development,
focusing on the data requirements of the functional speciÞcation, to achieve integrated CAE applications. A basic
understanding of these concepts is necessary to implement these guidelines.

 

4.1.1 Information Engineering

 

Information engineering is an approach to analyzing and representing data that maximizes integration and allows the
data to be used for a variety of purposes. A central idea in information engineering is the development of a generic
description of the data requirements of the organization, called the data model. A data model consists of primary data
items (entities), associations between these entities (relationships), and pertinent descriptive properties of the entities
(attributes).

The principles of information engineering were used to generate the plant data model described in 4.2. In applying
these concepts to a plant-speciÞc application, one should adhere to the principles discussed in 4.1.1.1 through 4.1.1.5.

 

4.1.1.1 Focus the Data Model on Data Rather Than Procedures

 

By concentrating on the data involving plant activities rather than on the procedures that actually operate on that data,
a more stable model can be developed. This is because the kinds of data involved in plant activities remain mostly
constant with time, although the procedures (whether manually performed or computerized) operating on the data may
change frequently.

 

4.1.1.2 Represent the Data Generically

 

Generalized data structures are ßexible, maximizing data sharing, so that many applications may create separate
logical paths to use the data. For example, a data item such as cable is preferred over power cable or instrument cable,
since many activities such as routing, pulling, and termination will be common.

 

4.1.1.3 Reduce or Eliminate Redundant Data Storage

 

Typically, many different activities support separate versions of the same data. In each activity, data is organized in a
distinct data-base structure, whether the data is computerized or not, and then that data is transferred (manually or by
computer) to other activities. This redundancy often causes data inconsistencies among activities, errors in data
transfer, time delays while the information is communicated between activities, and poor decision making due to
conßicting or untimely information.
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The plant data model makes it possible to consolidate data used in different plant activities in one place so that a single
copy is available to all activities using that data. In this manner, the need for duplicate storage and communication of
data among activities is reduced, and the information is up-to-date, manageable, and auditable. Using the plant data
model permits a conscious decision about retaining redundancy.

 

4.1.1.4 Use the Model When Developing New Procedures

 

Currently, procedures are often developed independently in each functional area, and the necessary data are then
communicated to other areas. Using the integrated plant data model, new procedures can be developed that may cross
functional boundaries in the plant. These new procedures can recognize and anticipate other uses of the data. This type
of procedure development can improve productivity if the data exists in one place and is simultaneously shared by all
users. The errors and time lags involved in data transfer are eliminated.

 

4.1.1.5 Use the Model for Both Manual and Computerized Tasks

 

The plant data model should be used to design and modify either manual or computerized tasks. It should also be used
to facilitate communication among diverse tasks. In addition, the plant data model is readily adaptable to any
computerized or manual data management system.

 

4.1.2 Plant Information Network

 

The PIN is a concept that applies information-engineering principles to the generating-plant life cycle. It combines a
common plant data model with the activities that use the data represented by the model and provides a foundation on
which to build integrated CAE applications.

Applying information-engineering principles to an electric power generating plant results in the type of structure
shown in Fig 1. Conceptually, the structure has four major components: activities, a common plant data base, data
ßowpaths, and interfaces between the activities and the data base. Together, these components depict the basic
elements of the PIN, which encompasses plant-related information for the entire life of the plant. A set of discrete
activities, 

 

A

 

N

 

, which occur during the life of a plant, are along the time line. An activity is deÞned as any work function
performed in support of the plant: 

 

A

 

1

 

 can be site selection,

 

 A

 

2

 

 can be architectural design, 

 

A

 

3

 

 can be piping design, 

 

A

 

4

 

can be piping erection, 

 

A

 

5

 

 can be plant chemistry control, and so forth. When combined, these activities ideally deÞne
all functions needed to support a plant from conception to decommissioning.

Although Fig 1 presents these activities as discrete and sequentially processed, many frequently overlap on the time
line and are actually processed iteratively. However, for the purpose of these guidelines, this Þgure accurately
represents the intended concepts.

Associated with each activity is a data base, 

 

DB

 

n

 

, that contains all the information required to support that activity. A
data base consists of computer data Þles, 

 

DF

 

n

 

, manual Þling systems, and the like, which contain various parts of the
information. Also associated with each activity are support modules, 

 

M

 

n

 

, which operate on the activity data to perform
a speciÞc task within the process. Examples of support modules are computer programs, procedures, and calculations.

An integrated plant data base is established by Þrst organizing all plant activities, their data, and their interrelationships
into a common plant data model. The data model provides a plan for the structure of the data base, which can then be
implemented in whole or in part as needed. This common plant data model and its subsequent data base are illustrated
in Fig 1 by the large box containing the data Þles. Each activity simply stores data in, or receives data from, the
integrated data base. The interfaces between the activities and the integrated plant data base are illustrated in the Þgure
by the vertical lines between the activity boxes and the large box representing the integrated plant data base.
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Figure 1ÑConcept Diagram of the Plant Information Network (PIN)

 

When an activity begins, certain data from previous activities is sometimes a required part of the data base of that later
activity. To provide this required data ßow, individual activities must be interconnected by an architecture that will
associate an activity with any related activities in the PIN by the ßow of data between them. This ßow of data among
activities, referred to as data ßowpaths, provides a commonality among the activities and allows an exchange of
information. The ßowpaths, which link the activities together, are represented in the Þgure by the time line (lines with
arrowheads) and the lines joining the data Þles (squares) to the end of data use (shown as circles) in the various activity
databases. The exchange of information between activities is actually accomplished via interaction with the integrated
plant data base.

 

4.1.3 CAE Application Development Practices

 

To implement CAE applications based on the PIN, sound software development practices must be followed. These
concepts, known collectively as the software life cycle, address the techniques for software development from
conception to the Þnal release and maintenance of the software. Generally, a CAE application development project
consists of six phases:

1) Preliminary project evaluation
2) Functional speciÞcation
3) Software design
4) Software implementation
5) Software veriÞcation and release
6) Project management

More information about the software life cycle can be found in IEEE Std 610.12-1990  [2].
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4.1.4 Functional Specification

 

The functional speciÞcation is a formal description of the essential requirements for the application, including the
information ßow with other activities. It speciÞes the objectives of the application and the functions that will meet
those objectives. The functional speciÞcation details the data model requirements and all functions, performance,
inputs/outputs, and the like, so that the system design can be developed directly from it. This detail helps to ensure that
interfaces with existing software, hardware, and manual systems are planned before coding begins.

Although the functional speciÞcation concentrates on the functions that must be incorporated into the system, it may
also specify growth and expansion requirements. The software can be designed with future requirements of the
application in mind, thereby eliminating the need to perform a costly redesign of the application later. More
information on functional speciÞcation guidelines can be found in IEEE Std 830-1984  [4].

 

4.1.5 Common Plant Data Model

 

Applying these existing functional speciÞcation guidelines to CAE application development will result in good stand-
alone applications, but they do not address the concept of application integration. When limited to a single activity,
CAE applications cannot provide maximum beneÞts; only through integration with other activities can beneÞts be
maximized. The key element for integrating CAE application is the use of a single, comprehensive plant data model
that consolidates the types and structures of information used by the work activities performed over the life of the
plant. This data model, combined with the various activities that use and exchange its data, forms the PIN that provides
a foundation on which to build integrated CAE applications. The PIN serves as a mapping tool to integrate a particular
application into the overall picture of the plant life cycle.

Using the PIN when designing and implementing CAE applications will give the designers the ability to make
conscious decisions about data duplication and other implementation alternatives before implementing those
interfacing applications. Given the number of activities involved in a generating plant, modular implementation of
CAE applications maybe the only feasible course of action for a utility to follow. Therefore, the integration aspects of
the PIN are best used during application development, not after.

 

4.2 Description of the PIN

 

This section explains the deÞnition and structure of the PIN, tells how the PIN was formed, and outlines the scope and
level of detail in the PIN.

 

4.2.1 Definition and Structure of the PIN

 

The PIN is a structure of plant information that integrates common data requirements across the generating plant life
cycle, from site selection to decommissioning. This structure is based on the concepts presented in 4.1 and illustrated
in Fig 1. The PIN consolidates the types and the structure of information used in activities performed throughout all
phases of the life of a plant into a single, comprehensive plant data model. This data model, combined with a deÞnition
of the data requirements for each activity and the ßow of data among activities, results in a network that clearly deÞnes
the ßow of information throughout all phases of the life of a plant.

The PIN contains the following four major components:

1) Activity listÑA list of all activities occurring throughout the life of a plant. A short description of each
activity is included.

2) Activity documentation packagesÑDocumentation that contains the activity scope, major data items, data
relationships, interfaces to other activities, and a conceptual data model for the activity.

3) Plant data modelÑA compilation of all activity data models into one comprehensive model of plant data. It
includes a list of all data names and deÞnitions and the relationships among the data.

4) Plant data ßowpathsÑA list of activities sending and receiving each data item to show the ßow of data
between the activities.
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These PIN components are presented in Appendixes C through H of EPRI Report NP-5159-Ms [1] and are described
in detail in 4.2.2 through 4.2.5. These appendixes are listed here for convenience and are referred to in the remaining
sections simply by the appendix name or letter.

4.2.1.1 Formation of the PIN

The generating-plant life cycle is divided into activities, the data used by individual activities is established, and these
results are merged into a single network of plant data and plant activities called the PIN.

To determine a list of activities for a typical generating plant, the plant life cycle is divided according to the hierarchy
shown in Fig 2.

Figure 2ÑHierarchy of the Plant Life Cycle

Fig 3 shows this hierarchy and includes the phases and examples of functional areas of this structure. The plant work
processes are divided into Þve phases that represent the major stages of a generating-plant life cycle. The Þve phases
are site selection, design, construction, operation, and decommissioning. This separation into phases implies
movement along a time line. Each phase is divided into functional areas that organize the plant activities into broad
functions. Within each functional area are the discrete activities that occur (and may occur) during the life cycle of the
plant.
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In general, each plant phase contains activities that are performed in a common time frame within the plant life cycle.
Frequently, however, an activity can be active during a subsequent plant phase, as in a design activity performed for a
modiÞcation to an operating plant. For this reason, the phase that an activity is listed under should not be taken as a
strict time frame for performing the activity.

This division resulted in the identiÞcation of over 400 activities. The names and scopes of these activities were chosen
according to various utility procedures, organizational structures, US Department of Energy and utility workßow
studies, and guidance from several utilities and architect/engineer Þrms. A list of these activities is presented in
Appendix C of EPRI Report NP-5159-Ms [1].

The results of individual activity investigations were merged to complete the PIN. This was accomplished by
converting activity investigation results into a tabular form and resolving differences between activities in terms of
data deÞnitions, interfaces, and levels of detail. The results of merging these activity documentation packages are
presented in a series of reports in Appendixes EÐH.

The appendixes contain the results of the activity investigations, which are a subset of the total list of plant activities
identiÞed. Users of this recommended practice should contact the IEEE with further activity investigation for
subsequent incorporation.3 Consistency of activity investigation scope and detail shall be mandatory for inclusion in
this recommended practice.

4.2.1.2 Scope and Level of Detail

The PIN includes over 400 activities that occur throughout the life of a generating plant. These activities are key links
in the generating-plant life cycle and are common throughout the power generation industry. In this context of the PIN,
plant modiÞcations are considered to be reiterations of the original design and construction activities, and as such, are
not listed as separate activities. Similarly, plant-life extension tasks are not addressed as separate activities in the plant
life cycle.

The activity and data deÞnitions presented in these guidelines are generic to ensure universal applicability for most
types of generating plants and organizations using this information. In practice, different tasks within an activity may
be performed by the utility, contractors, or both. However, the activity is presented in these guidelines as a continuous
process without regard to who performs each task. Therefore, in many cases, the activity boundaries and data
deÞnitions will require some expansion and/or customization when developing computer implementations of these
concepts. Instructions for customizing this information are given in 4.3.4.

Also, since the purpose of the PIN is to identify the plant data and data usage, the major emphasis in each activity
investigation is on activity data contents, relationships between the data, and data interfaces to other activities, rather
than on the process of performing the activity tasks. Brief descriptions of the activities are documented only to clarify
their scope and boundaries in relation to other activities and to help in deÞning their data requirements.

4.2.2 Activity List

The activity list is a list of all activities deÞned by the scope of the PIN. This list is categorized by phase and
functional area, and is supplemented by a list of activity short descriptions that help deÞne the scope and boundaries
of each activity. The activity list, including the activity short descriptions, is included as Appendix C of EPRI Report
NP-5159-Ms [1].

Activities were individually numbered according to the numbering system shown in Fig 4.

3Instructions are included in 5.2.
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Figure 4ÑNumbering System for the Plant Activities

For example, the activity number for the cable routing activity is 2E21. The Þrst character of the four-character activity
number represents the power plant phase in which the plant activity is listed (2 is the design phase). The second
character identiÞes a functional area within the phase (E, in the design phase, represents the electrical functional area).
The last two characters are a sufÞx that uniquely identiÞes the activity within the functional area.

Fig 5 is a sample page from the activity list (from Appendix C of EPRI Report NP-5159-Ms [1]) that shows activities
for several functional areas within the design phase. The asterisk preceding the activity name indicates that the activity
was researched and documented as one of the activities selected for detailed investigation. In this sample page, the
cable routing activity (2E21) is shown as part of the electrical (2E) functional area within the design phase.

Fig 6 is a sample page from the activity short descriptions (also part of Appendix C). The activity short descriptions list
is organized in the same sequence as is the activity list, which is by phase and functional area. This example shows
several activity short descriptions from the Civil (2C) functional area within the design phase.

4.2.3 Activity Documentation Package

Each activity investigation is documented in an individual report called an activity documentation package (included
in Appendix D of EPRI Report NP-5159-Ms [1]). These packages describe the scope, major tasks, data deÞnitions,
data relationships, and data interfaces at a general level. The documentation package contains the data and data
relationships for an investigated activity. Those activities documented by an activity documentation package are
identiÞed in the activity list by an asterisk beside the activity name.

The activity documentation package for each activity consists of the following Þve major components:

1) Activity description
2) Activity process diagram
3) Activity data list
4) Activity entity-relationship diagram and table
5) Activity support modules

4.2.3.1 Activity Description

The activity description gives an overview of the activity, describes the activity and its scope, and delineates the
boundaries and the major tasks of the activity. Additional information includes relevant background information, any
restrictions or constraints on performing the activity, and the relative position of the activity in the generating-plant life
cycle. It is provided to deÞne the activitiesÕ relationships to other activities and thus to help determine the boundaries
of the activity. Fig 7 is the activity description for the Þre protection zones activity.
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Figure 5ÑSample Page From the Activity List
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Figure 6ÑSample Page From the Activity Short Descriptions
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Figure 7ÑSample Activity Description of the Fire Protection Zones

4.2.3.2 Activity Process Diagram

The activity process diagram shows the general sequence of major tasks within an activity and represents the basic
process required to complete an activity. It is used to clarify the scope of the activity and its relationships to other
activities. This process diagram can be modiÞed by the individual utility to incorporate any additional steps or task
checkpoints as may be needed. Fig 8 is the activity process diagram for the Þre protection zones activity.
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4.2.3.3 Activity Data List

The activity data list identiÞes the major data items used by the activity, gives a deÞnition for each data item, and lists
other activities that provide or receive each data item. The list is in two parts, one for input data and one for output and
internal data.

The input data portion of the list shows data items supplied by other activities and lists those activities from which the
data are received. These other activities are not necessarily the originators of the data, but they are the source of the
data for the documented activity. Fig 9 shows a sample input data page from the activity data list for the Þre protection
zones activity.

The output and internal data portion of the list shows output data items that are sent to other activities. Also included
are internal data items that are deÞned as data items that are neither received from nor sent to other activities, but are
originated in this activity for its own use and records. Since this internal data cannot be shown as an input from or
output to another activity, the output and internal data list shows this as an output from the activity to itself. Fig 10
shows a sample output and internal data page from the activity data list for the Þre protection zones activity.

The input data list and output data list may contain many of the same data items. One reason for this is that many
activities reÞne data that are provided from another activity; for example, the activity that Þnalizes equipment
locations may follow some other activity that has assigned preliminary locations. Another reason is that some input
data and output data may be described with the same data item name even though the two are different components in
the plant, as in updating some relay (DEVICE/INSTRUMENT) locations (output data) based on the meter (DEVICE/
INSTRUMENT) locations (input data) from another activity. A third reason is that many data items are not created or
updated by the activity but are closely related to other critical data being sent out. This relationship results in an
activity passing along data received from other activities; the attribute then appears in both the input data list and the
output data list.

A Òcreated newÓ indicator in the output and internal data list is used to identify those data items that a given activity
either creates or updates. Many times a data item name represents a combination of different data items being created,
updated, or simply passed along to another activity. For example, an activity might create the locations of certain
EMBEDMENTS, modify the locations of some EMBEDMENTS, and pass to another activity the locations of other
EMBEDMENTS. If any updating or creating occurs for a certain data item for any subsequent activities, an asterisk is
shown beside that data item. These asterisks therefore indicate that the activity must be able to manipulate the contents
of certain data items.

Data items are represented in the PIN in an entity/attribute format. An entity is an object or subject about which an
activity sends, receives, or records information. An attribute is a characteristic or property of interest about an entity.
For example, the data item CABLE ESTIMATED LENGTH refers to the entity CABLE and to a characteristic of the
cable, which is its length. Therefore, ESTIMATED LENGTH is an attribute of the entity CABLE. The numbering
system used to assign entity and attribute numbers is shown in Fig 11.
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Figure 8ÑSample Activity Process Diagram for the Fire Protection Zones Activity
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Figure 9ÑSample of the Input Data for the Fire Protection Zones Activity



18 Copyright © 1991 IEEE All Rights Reserved

IEEE Std 1150-1991 IEEE TRIAL-USE RECOMMENDED PRACTICE FOR INTEGRATING

Figure 10ÑSample of the Output and Internal Data for the Fire Protection Zones Activity
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Figure 11ÑExample of the Data Item Numbering System for the Entity/Attribute Format

In Fig 11, data item number 100Ð21 is CABLE ESTIMATED LENGTH. The three-character entity number, 100,
uniquely deÞnes the entity CABLE. The two-character attribute number, 21, identiÞes the attribute ESTIMATED
LENGTH for CABLE. This two-character attribute number is unique only within a given entity; attribute number 21
may represent an attribute other than ESTIMATED LENGTH for another entity.

4.2.3.4 Activity Entity-Relationship (E-R) Diagram and Table

The entity-relationship (E-R) diagram and an entity-relationship (E-R) table are included in each activity
documentation package to present a conceptual data model for each activity. Figs 12 and 13 show the E-R diagram and
E-R table, respectively, for the Þre protection zone activity. This diagram and table deÞne the activity data base by
showing the entities, attributes, and relationships between entities for each activity. The E-R diagrams are included in
Appendix D of EPRI Report NP-5159-Ms [1].

The E-R diagram is a generally accepted method of showing the organization of data. For each activity documentation
package, the diagram represents all entities and attributes for the activity and shows the same entities and attributes
listed in the activity data list. In addition, the E-R diagram shows how entities are related or cross-referenced according
to their use in the activity.

For illustrative purposes, Fig 14 is a portion of an E-R diagram for cable pulling information. The deÞnitions below
brießy explain the contents of an E-R diagram. Details of specialized techniques used in the diagrams, such as REF
ENTITY and ID relationship are given in 4.2.6.

1) An entity set is a collection of like items or subjects that can be individually identiÞed and about which
information is recorded. Entity sets are represented by rectangles in an E-R diagram. Entity sets shown in
Fig 14 are ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT, CABLE, CABLE TYPE, and CABLE REEL.

2) An attribute describes the characteristics, facts, or properties of an entity or entity set. Attributes are shown on
the E-R diagram as ellipses. A key attribute uniquely deÞnes one occurrence of an entity within an entity set.
Key attributes are underlined on an E-R diagram and are described as a unique identiÞer in the description of
the attribute. In Fig 14, the entity set CABLE has four attributes: identiÞer, route, pulled status, and estimated
length. The ÒidentiÞerÓ attribute is underlined to indicate that it is a key attribute of CABLE. This means that
every cable in the plant is uniquely identiÞed by its identiÞer.

3) A relationship describes the speciÞc association that exists between two entity sets. A relationship between
two entity sets is represented by a diamond connecting the two entity symbols in an E-R diagram. The
example in Fig 14 contains the relationship IS CONNECTED TO, which represents a speciÞc cross-reference
between cables and electrical equipment. In the example, the following relationships are shown:
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Figure 12ÑSample E-R Diagram for the Fire Protection Zones Activity



Copyright © 1991 IEEE All Rights Reserved 21

POWER PLANT COMPUTER-AIDED ENGINEERING (CAE) APPLICATIONS IEEE Std 1150-1991

4) Cardinality deÞnes the number of entities in one entity set that can be simultaneously related to an entity in
another entity set. Cardinality is shown on the E-R diagram as one (1) or many (M or N) on each side of the
relationship. The cardinality assigned to the other entity set always represents how many of the other entity
set can be associated with a single occurrence in the Þrst entity set.
For example, CABLE has a many-to-one (M-1) relationship to CABLE TYPE because many cables can be
described by a single cable type, but only one cable type can describe a single cable.
Similarly, there is a many-to-many (M-N) relationship between CABLE and ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT
because many cables can be connected to a single piece of electrical equipment, and many pieces of electrical
equipment can be connected to a single cable (possibly one at each end of the cable). A many-to-many
relationship is always shown as M-N; there is no signiÞcance to which entity shows the M symbol and which
shows the N symbol.
One feature of deÞning cardinality for each activity is that different activities may show different cardinalities
on the same relationship because the activities may be addressing different items in the same entity set. For
example, the relationship IS ATTACHED TO between ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT and MECH/PROCESS
EQUIPMENT is considered to be one-to-one in some activities and many-to-many in others because the
different activities can be referring to different pieces of equipment in the plant that are represented by the
same entity names.

Fig 13 is an E-R table for the Þre protection zones activity. Like the E-R diagram, this table shows all entities and
entity-relationships for the activity. This table does not show attributes; however, activity attributes are easily found by
referring to the activity data list. An equivalent E-R diagram can be easily redrawn for an activity by using the E-R
table and the activity data list.

Figure 13ÑSample Activity E-R Table for the Fire Protection Zones Activity

CABLE IS DESCRIBED BY CABLE TYPE

CABLE IS PULLED FROM CABLE REEL

CABLE IS CONNECTED TO ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT

CABLE TYPE DESCRIBES CABLE REEL



22 Copyright © 1991 IEEE All Rights Reserved

IEEE Std 1150-1991 IEEE TRIAL-USE RECOMMENDED PRACTICE FOR INTEGRATING

The entity relationships and cardinality of the example shown in Fig 14 results in the E-R table shown with it.

Figure 14ÑExample of a Portion of an E-R Diagram and Table

Since the phrasing of a relationship depends on the order of the entities, the phrase is always deÞned to read from the
entity with the lower entity number to the entity with the higher number. For example, since the CABLE entity number
is 100 and the CABLE TYPE entity number is 105, an appropriate phrase is ÒCABLEÓ ÒIS DESCRIBED BYÓ
ÒCABLE TYPE.Ó If the entity numbers were reversed, the appropriate phrase would be ÒCABLE TYPEÓ
ÒDESCRIBESÓ ÒCABLE.Ó
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4.2.3.5 Activity Support Modules

The activity support modules section of the activity documentation package presents an example list of typical
procedures, regulations, computer programs, and other operators on the activity data. Support modules inßuence the
way in which data is handled in an activity by providing guidance, restrictions, or tools for manipulating or controlling
the values of various data items and by providing guidance or restrictions for performing the activity tasks. This
section is included in the activity documentation package to help deÞne the activity scope and boundaries so that the
activity data base can be determined. Fig 15 is the activity support modules list for the Þre protection zones activity.

Figure 15ÑSample of the Activity Support Modules for the Fire Protection Zones Activity

4.2.3.6 Additional Activity Data List for Undocumented Activities

Documented activities can identify data ßowpaths to and from any activity, regardless of whether the other activity is
documented. Partial activity data lists are automatically generated for some undocumented activities. These partial
listings are especially useful as a starting point for investigating undocumented activities. They are presented in the
same format as are the activity data lists included in the activity documentation package. Appendix E of EPRI Report
NP-5159-Ms [1] contains these partial activity data lists for undocumented activities.

4.2.4 Plant Data Model

The plant data model portion of the PIN describes the major data and relationships among the data for a typical
generating plant. The process used to form the plant data model from the activity documentation packages was
conversion of the entity relationships to tabular form; assignment of numbers to the data entities and attributes; and a
merger of the data names, data deÞnitions, and data relationships into a single model.

The two major components of the PIN plant data model are the data list and the E-R report. The data list is the
combined list of all data entities and attributes identiÞed in the individual activity data lists. The E-R report shows all
relationships among all entities as identiÞed by the individual activity E-R diagrams.
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4.2.4.1 Plant Data List

The data list identiÞes all PIN entities and attributes, with a deÞnition of each attribute. Fig 16 shows a sample page
from this data list.

The data list provides a single index of entities and attributes used in the PIN. The report lists entries for entity number
and name, attribute number and name, and description of the attribute. The report is sorted by entity number and by
attribute number within the entity.

At the beginning of the report are two short indexes to assist users in locating entities in the PIN:

1) A list of entities sorted by the entity number provides a short list where similar or related entities are generally
grouped by function.

2) A list of entities sorted alphabetically by entity name allows the user to Þnd the number of an entity when the
entity name is known.

Figure 16ÑSample Page From the PIN Data List
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4.2.4.2 Plant E-R Report

The E-R report lists all relationships to an entity and the activity from which the relationship was identiÞed. If the
relationship is used by more than one activity, it is repeated for each activity. Another characteristic of the E-R report
is that the relationships are always phrased so that the relationship reads from the entity with the lower number to the
entity with the higher number. Also, since every relationship is between two entities, each relationship is listed twice
in this report--once under each entity that is part of the relationship.

Fig 17 shows a sample page from the report, which is sorted by entity number. The E-R report has columns for the Þrst
entity of the relationship, for relationship (the phrase describing the association between entities), for the second entity
of the relationship, for cardinality (how entities are paired between entity sets), and for the activity in which the
relationship was deÞned. Two columns on the report, labeled ÒIDÓ and ÒREF ENTITY,Ó refer to special relationships
and are explained in 4.2.6.

Figure 17ÑSample Page From the E-R Report
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4.2.5 Plant Data Flowpaths

The plant data ßowpaths portion of the PIN shows the ßow of data between activities. This portion of the PIN was
formed by combining all data ßowpaths identiÞed in the individual activity data lists. The data ßowpaths are presented
in a report called the data usage list. Fig 18 shows a sample page from the data usage list.

A ßowpath in the PIN consists of the activity sending the data, the data item that is sent (in the case of internal data,
the sending and receiving activity are the same), and the activity receiving the data item. An example of some of the
ßowpaths from the activity data list of Fig 10 is shown in Table 1.

Figure 18ÑSample Page From the Data Usage List for the Fire Protection Zones Activity
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Table 1ÑTabulation of Data Flowpaths

After merging the ßowpaths from the individual activity documentation packages, the ßowpath information can be
sorted either by the activities (as in the activity documentation packages) or by the data item involved in the ßowpath
(as in the data usage list). The data usage list shows all ßowpaths identiÞed for each data item in the PIN, which makes
it possible to analyze how each attribute is being sent among the various plant activities.

4.2.6 Special Techniques Used in the PIN

The following paragraphs explain some special techniques used for modeling activity data and ßowpaths in the PIN.
An understanding of these techniques is essential for understanding and Þnding information in the PIN and for
customizing the PIN.

4.2.6.1 Special Activities

Special activity numbers such as SUPP, MANF, and NRC have been added to the PIN to show interfaces to
organizations beyond the typical plant utility/contractor activities.

The activity SUPP represents a supplier or vendor that sends information to and receives information from the plant
activities. Similarly, MANF represents a manufacturer of plant components or supplies. NRC allows the PIN to show
ßowpaths of data to and from the US Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

Another activity, ALL, was set up to show ßowpaths to and from the document/records management activity (4D02).
This activity can send or receive data from any activity in the plant life cycle, and it is not meaningful for the PIN to
list all activities for the ßowpaths in this case.

These special activities, which do not appear in the activity list, were added to the PIN to accommodate important
activity interfaces. Other activities can be added when customizing the PIN for individual organization
implementation.

4.2.6.2 Key Attributes

A key attribute is an attribute used to deÞne one entity within an entity set uniquely. For example, the key attribute for
the CABLE entity set is ÒidentiÞer.Ó A cable identiÞer distinguishes one cable from all other cables for the plant. Key
attributes are assigned the attribute number Ò01,Ó underlined on the E-R diagram, and described as a unique identiÞer
in the description of the attribute.

Activity Sending Data Data Item Being Sent Activity Receiving Data

2C10 10511 2C10

2C10 40501 2C05

2C10 40501 2E20

2C10 40512 2C10

2C10 40513 2C10

2C10 40514 2C10

2C10 50101 2C02

2C10 50101 2C05

2C10 50101 2E20

2C10 50101 2M30
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A key attribute of an entity will have one of two different names: ÒidentiÞerÓ or Òutility part number.Ó The ÒidentiÞerÓ
attribute is used on those entity sets that directly relate to individual entity occurrences in a power plant, such as cable,
device, column, events, system, and action performed. The Òutility part numberÓ attribute is used as the key attribute
for ÒtypeÓ entity sets such as cable type, device/instrument type, catalog item, load type, and pipe device type.
Although the same name could have been used as the key attribute for all entity sets, having two different names helps
to distinguish between these two kinds of entity sets.

All entity sets in the PIN have a key attribute except certain entity sets whose identities depend on related entities. A
subset entity takes on the unique identiÞer and other common attributes of its parent entity set. Other entity sets, using
ID relationships, obtain their identity from related entities (such as the UNIT/EVENT REACTION entity, whose
identity comes from a UNIT and an EVENT).

4.2.6.3 ID Relationships

An ID relationship is one in which the identity of one of the entity sets is determined by the related entity set or sets.
ID relationships are denoted by the letters ÒIDÓ on the relationship symbol on an E-R diagram and are also indicated
by the letters ÒIDÓ under the column labeled ÒIDÓ in the activity E-R table or in the E-R report. One characteristic of
an ID relationship is that one entity of the relationship has a key attribute and the other does not have one (because it
uses the identity of the Þrst entity).

An example of an ID relationship is the case where an entity is deÞned by a pair of other entities. The entity set UNIT/
EVENT REACTION describes the response of a single unit to a single event. Attributes of this entity set include
MODE, which is the operating mode of the unit at the time of the event, OUTPUT, which describes the unit output
level at the time of the event, and LOST PRODUCTION, which is the amount of power production lost because of a
trip or reduction in power. The entity set UNIT/EVENT REACTION has no key attribute of its own. Its identity is
determined by the unit number and the event number, and its relationships to UNIT and to EVENT are shown as ID
relationships.

Another example of an ID relationship is the use of subset entities, where one entity is a subset of a parent entity. The
parent entity contains the key attribute and other common attributes. The subset entity has only those attributes
particular to that subset of the larger parent entity set, and it uses the identiÞer assigned to the parent entity.

4.2.6.4 Entity Subsetting

Entity subsetting is a technique used in the PIN in which one entity is identiÞed as a subset of another entity. This
condition is denoted by IS A as the relationship phrase, 1-1 as the cardinality, and ID on the relationship symbol or
report column.

Entity subsetting provides the following modeling capabilities:

¾ Attributes can be modeled at a level of detail beyond that of the parent entity sets.
¾ Common attributes can be listed at the parent level and do not have to be repeated in each of the subset entity

sets.
¾ Complex and redundant relationships are avoided by linking parent entity sets to one another and by relating

the subset entity sets only to their parent entity sets.

In an entity subset relationship, one entity is considered the subset entity and the other the parent entity. For example,
MECH/PROCESS EQUIPMENT (700) is a parent of VALVE (301), because all valves are also considered as entries
in the MECH/ PROCESS EQUIPMENT entity set.
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The following rules apply to entity subsetting:

1) The only relationship to a subset entity is to its parent. The relationship is shown as IS A, 1-1, and ID.
Relationships to other entities are made from the parent entity.

2) Only the parent entity has a key attribute. A unique identiÞer for the subset entity set is not needed because it
uses the identiÞer of the parent.

3) The subset entity has only those attributes that do not generally apply to a signiÞcant number of entries in the
parent entity set. For example, RELAY (325) is a subset of DEVICE/INSTRUMENT (310). CONTACT
RATINGS is an appropriate attribute for RELAY, but LOCATION is an attribute of the parent entity set
DEVICE/ INSTRUMENT because all devices and instruments generally have a location.

Table 2 lists of some of the parent and subset entities found in the PIN.

Table 2ÑExample of Subset Entities From the PIN

4.2.6.5 Type Entities

Type entities describe groups of items, not individual items. Examples of type entities are CABLE TYPE,
EQUIPMENT TYPE, CATALOG ITEM, LOAD TYPE, DEVICE/INSTRUMENT TYPE, PIPE TYPE, and PIPE S/R
TYPE. Type entities are used to describe similar components, designs, and loads contained in other entity sets. The
other entity sets account for all individual occurrences of the component, design, load, and so forth. A type entity can
correspond to an item in the catalog of a manufacturer that may have many real occurrences in the plant, or a typical

Parent Entity Subset Entity

064 JOB PERMIT 065 FIRE PROTECTION PERMIT

066 AREA ACCESS PERMIT

067 RADIATION WORK PERMIT

310 DEVICE/INSTRUMENT 325 RELAY

326 METER/RECORDER

328 STATUS LIGHT

337 RADIATION MONITOR

451 CIVIL STRUCTURE 452 FOUNDATION

453 SPILLWAY/DISCHARGE STRUCTURE

455 SETTLEMENT MONUMENT

456 DAM

700 MECH/PROCESS EQUIPMENT 135 HVAC DAMPER

301 VALVE

753 VALVE OPERATOR

758 PUMP

781 PUMP SEAL ASSEMBLY

704 ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT 750 MOTOR

751 TRANSFORMER

752 BREAKER

754 PANEL/ENCLOSURE

705 CIVIL EQUIPMENT 765 CONVEYOR/FEEDER

767 BUNKER/HOPPER

776 HOIST/CRANE
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structure design that may be used at several different locations, or even a description of a load that occurs at several
points along a supporting structure.

As an example, an entry in the PIPE S/R TYPE entity set would describe a certain conÞguration of a piping support/
restraint to be used in a plant. The attributes of this entity include its fabrication code, location tolerances, surface
coating, selection requirements, and others that simultaneously apply to every support/restraint of this description.
SpeciÞc attributes of the individual support/restraints are found on the entity PIPE S/R and include location,
dimensions, and installation status because these attributes apply to each individual pipe support/restraint in the plant.

Type entity sets are usually identiÞed by the key attribute utility part number (01). Additionally, most type entities have
the word type in the name of the entity set.

4.2.6.6 Documents As Entities and As Attributes

Drawing numbers, speciÞcation numbers, data sheet numbers, and other reference documentation attribute identiÞers
are included in the PIN for many entities. However, only major categories of documents have been identiÞed, because
the exact details of document contents differ from one organization, plant, unit, or utility to another. For example, the
attribute drawing number for the entity COLUMN refers to the primary drawing showing the location and dimension
details, but the column is also shown on many other drawings.

Drawing numbers and speciÞcation numbers can be thought of as attributes of entities because they help describe the
entity. But since these documents themselves have attributes, such as effective date and originator, and since there is a
signiÞcant relationship between documents and the entities contained in the documents, the documents are better
classiÞed as entities.

In addition to the various drawing identiÞers included as attributes in the PIN, there is also an entity called
DRAWING/SPECIFICATION (098), which can represent any drawing, speciÞcation, data sheet, or other document
that contains plant information. The relationship between this entity and other plant entities is many-to-many because
a component can appear on many documents (e.g., location document, data sheet, dimension details, and procurement
speciÞcation) and a single document can contain or refer to many components at a time. These exact relationships have
to be determined by the implementing utility and are best implemented in a ßexible manner so that the data model can
be modiÞed easily when document standards and methods change.

4.2.6.7 Attributes of a Relationship (REF ENTITY)

Attributes can sometimes apply to a relationship as well as to entities in the PIN. For example, there is a relationship
RECEIPT ITEM IS TRANSFERRED TO STOCK LOCATION used by the material receiving activity (3G09).

This relationship has an attribute of date, which gives the date that the item was sent to the stock location.

Since this relationship approximates an entity, it is assigned a three-digit entity number and is entered into the data list
as an entity with attributes. It is also recorded by a relationship between RECEIPT ITEM and STOCK LOCATION.
This entity number appears on the activity E-R diagram next to the relationship symbol, and it appears in the activity
E-R table and the E-R report under the column labeled REF ENTITY.

4.2.6.8 Scope of the Document/Records Management Activity

There are several differences between the document/records management (4D02) activity documentation package and
other activity packages.

The document/records management activity is unique in that it has major interfaces to every other plant activity.
Instead of listing all these activities as ßowpaths, the activity data list shows an activity name of ÒALLÓ to denote that
document/records management sends information to and receives information from all other activities.



Copyright © 1991 IEEE All Rights Reserved 31

POWER PLANT COMPUTER-AIDED ENGINEERING (CAE) APPLICATIONS IEEE Std 1150-1991

Another feature of the document/records management activity package is that the activity was documented with the
scope of controlling the storage and distribution of plant documents and records, and the entities and attributes
necessary for this control are included in the activity package. The relationship between the documents and the
document contents is not shown here, but it is shown in the various activities that work with the document contents.
Since the data contents of various plant documents differ from one organization to another, the tasks of actually
naming the various documents and relating them to their contents are best performed by the utility during CAE
application development.

4.3 Instructions for Using the PIN

This section describes how to Þnd and customize information in the PIN in support of the development of a functional
speciÞcation for a CAE application. This information has been organized as follows:

1) Finding activity information
2) Finding plant information
3) Customizing the data model
4) Adding/investigating activities

The activity PIN information may be found in the following EPRI Report NP-5159-Ms [1] appendixes:

4.3.1 Finding Activity Information

This section deals speciÞcally with Þnding activity information such as the data contents and data interfaces to other
activities.

4.3.1.1 Finding Activities

The activity list contains over 400 activities that support a generating plant during its life. To Þnd the activities that
may be involved in a proposed CAE application, this list can be scanned for activity names that may be appropriate to
the scope of the application. Knowledge of the plant phase and functional area for the activity will aid in narrowing
down the list of activities to be considered. If the name of the activity is not sufÞcient to determine whether or not the
activity is relevant to the application, then the activity short descriptions can be referenced for a brief description of the
activity. The contents of the activity list and activity short descriptions are described in detail in 4.2.2.

Appendix C Activity List
Activity Short Descriptions

Appendix D Activity Documentation Packages
ÑActivity Description
ÑActivity Process Diagram
ÑActivity Data List
ÑActivity Entity-Relationship Diagram and Table
ÑActivity Entity-Relationship Table
ÑActivity Support Modules

Appendix E Activity Data Lists of Uninvestigated Activities

Appendix F Data List

Appendix G Entity Relationships

Appendix H Data Usage List
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4.3.1.2 Finding Activity Investigation Results

Once the desired activities have been located in the activity list, additional information about each activity may be
found in its activity documentation package if it is one of the activities that have been investigated. These activities are
identiÞed with an asterisk beside the activity name in the activity list.

The activity documentation package contains a detailed activity description, activity process diagram, activity data list,
E-R diagram, and a list of activity support modules. Descriptions of the various parts of this package are given in 4.2.

4.3.1.3 Finding Activity Data Contents

Much of the plant data required to support a CAE application can be found in the data list for the activity in which the
application will be used. Two methods are used to Þnd the activity data contents, one for documented activities (i.e.,
those with activity documentation packages) and another for undocumented activities.

For a documented activity, the activity data contents are located in the activity data list of the activity documentation
package. The activity data list, described in detail in 4.2.3.3, contains an input data list and an output and internal data
list. The input data list shows the name, number, and description of each data item supplied to the activity. The output
and internal data list similarly shows each data item that is kept internally or supplied to other activities. Data items in
the activity data list are sorted by their data item number, and data items that are created or updated during the activity
are marked with an asterisk in the output and internal data list. Portions of the input and output data lists for the Þre
protection zones activities (2C10) are shown in Figs 9 and 10, respectively.

For an undocumented activity, a partial activity data list may exist because interfaces to documented activities
identiÞed these data items. These lists are only partially complete because these activities were not investigated. In this
case, the only data items listed are those identiÞed by other documented activities via data ßowpaths to or from this
activity. Appendix E of EPRI Report NP-5159-Ms [1] contains these partial activity data lists.

4.3.1.4 Finding Interfacing Activities

For a documented activity, all interfacing activities are identiÞed in the right column. For an undocumented activity,
interfaces may be found in Appendix E. In this case, the only activities shown in the right column are those
documented activities that have identiÞed data ßowpaths to or from this activity.

4.3.1.5 Finding Activity Data Relationships

The relationships between entities of a documented activity are identiÞed in the E-R diagram and table of the activity
documentation package. These relationships must be reviewed to determine which ones are required to support the
proposed CAE application. They also may be needed for future expansion or interfaces to the application. As described
in 4.2.3.4, entity sets are identiÞed by rectangles on the E-R diagram; relationships are identiÞed by diamonds. Fig 12
contains the E-R diagram for activity 2C10, Þre protection zones. As an example, the relationships of the entity set
FIRE BARRIER in Fig 12 are located by following the lines that connect the FIRE BARRIER entity set to other entity
sets. Relationships found in Fig 13 are:

SLAB ACTS AS A FIRE BARRIER

WALL ACTS AS A FIRE BARRIER

MISC. STRUCTURE ACTS AS A FIRE BARRIER

FIRE BARRIER SEPARATES FIRE PROTECTION ZONE
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The data relationships for an undocumented activity can be determined only through an investigation of the activity.
The process for investigating an undocumented activity is presented in 4.3.4.2.

4.3.2 Finding Plant Information

As described earlier, information for speciÞc activities can be found in the activity documentation packages and the
activity data lists of uninvestigated activities. However, it may be necessary to examine all plant information,
regardless of which activities use it. This could be necessary when a proposed CAE application requires data that spans
many activities. This also enables the user to specify ßexibility in the CAE application, so that additional activities or
data functions may be integrated at a later date with a minimum impact on the application. Instructions for Þnding
information in the PIN for the entire plant are given in 4.3.2.1 through 4.3.2.3.

4.3.2.1 Finding Data Items in the PIN

Appendix F contains the data list of all entities and attributes in the PIN, regardless of which activities use them. The
list is sorted by entity number and by attribute number within each entity. The entity number must Þrst be known to
Þnd a data item in the list.

Several ways of Þnding the desired entity numbers in the PIN are as follows:

1) A pair of entity indexes is located at the beginning of the data list. One index lists all entity numbers and
names sorted by the entity number, and similar or related entities are generally grouped together. The other
index is sorted alphabetically by theentity name, and a known entity name can be quickly located to Þnd its
entity number.

2) The activity documentation packages list the major data contents of each activity. If one can determine which
activities use the entity that one is trying to locate, one can scan these data lists to locate the desired entity and
read its entity number.

3) The E-R report lists all entities related to any given entity. If one Þnds some entities that are related to the
entity one is looking for, this report can help to Þnd the desired entity and read its entity number.

Once the entity number is known, the entity can be found in the data list that is sorted by entity number. The attributes
of the entity are listed following the entity name. A sample page from this data list is shown in Fig 16. This list of
attributes may not contain all the ones that are appropriate for this entity. Additional attributes might be on a related
entity set, depending on the type of relationship between the two entity sets. The attributes of the other entity sets
should also be reviewed to determine their applicability to the proposed CAE application. Two examples of these
additional attributes are described below:

¾ Relationships with a one-to-one (1-1) cardinality and an ID dependency usually imply that one entity set is a
subset of the other. This type of relationship, which is explained in 4.2.6.4, places general attributes on the
parent entity (such as LOCATION for the DEVICE/INSTRUMENT entity) and places subset-speciÞc
attributes on the subset entity (such as LENS COLOR of the INDICATING LIGHT entity). Thus, to Þnd all
attributes of INDICATING LIGHT, one would also have to examine the attributes of its parent entity
DEVICE/INSTRUMENT to see if any additional attributes are appropriate for the intended CAE application.

¾ Some relationships with a one-to-many (1-M) cardinality represent one entity describing several occurrences
of another entity, such as
ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT IS DESCRIBED BY EQUIPMENT TYPE (M-1)
In this example, the ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT entity contains the attributes related to the speciÞc usage
of an individual piece of equipment (such as LOCATION, OPERATING STATUS, and CONDITION).
Additional characteristics about the equipment may be found on the EQUIPMENT TYPE entity, which
contains those attributes that are common to all locations and usage of the identical pieces of equipment (such
as ESTIMATED COST, INDUSTRY EXPERIENCES, and DESIGN CODE). Thus, to Þnd all attributes of
ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT, one should also examine the entity EQUIPMENT TYPE to see if additional
attributes are appropriate for the intended CAE application.
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4.3.2.2 Finding Relationships to an Entity Set

The E-R report contains the list of all relationships between any pair of related entity sets in the plant data model.

The report is sorted by entity number. To Þnd all relationships to a given entity set, the report is searched by entity
number to Þnd the desired entity set. All relationships are listed below the entity name. (A relationship may be listed
more than once since it is listed for each entity that uses it.)

The same procedure is used to Þnd a speciÞc relationship. However, since the report lists the relationship under each
of the related entity sets, either entity number may be used to Þnd the relationship.

As an example, Fig 17 contains a portion of the E-R report for the RADIATION ZONES entity set.

4.3.2.3 Finding Activities That Use a Data Item

All activities that use a speciÞc data item can be found from the data usage list. This is useful in determining all the
potentialuses of the data item. These activities should be considered for integration beneÞts when specifying the
application.

The data usage list is sorted by data item number and lists all of the ßowpaths for each data item. From these ßowpaths,
a list of activities that use the data item can be derived. To Þnd the list of ßowpaths for a speciÞc data item, simply
search through the report for the number of the data item. The ßowpaths are listed below the data item. As an example,
Table 3 contains a portion of the data usage list for the data item CABLE ESTIMATED LENGTH.

4.3.3 Customizing the Data Model

After identifying the activities and data that are applicable to the CAE application, the data model may have to be
customized, either to aid in the development of the CAE application or to suit the needs of the user. This may entail
adding new attributes, splitting existing attributes, adding entities, or expanding relationships.

Table 3ÑActivities Using Data Item CABLE ESTIMATED LENGTH (Data Usage List)

When customizing the data model to suit the needs of the user, it is very important to maintain a cross-reference
between the PIN and the new customized data. This cross-reference is valuable when adding future CAE applications
and in communicating with architects or engineers, vendors, manufacturers, utility organizations (e.g., EPRI, INPO),
and other companies. The conventions used in the PIN for numbering activities, entities, and attributes are described
in 4.2. Numbering conventions for customized data must also be maintained, which correlate the numbers assigned to
the customized data to the original PIN data items.

4.3.3.1 Adding New Attributes

As part of customization, new attributes may have to be added to an entity set. For example, additional information
may be needed for the entity PIPE S/R (331), such as the date the pipe support/restraint was last inspected. This
attribute can be added to the data model by assigning a new attribute number and name. In order to distinguish
customized attributes from those in the original PIN easily, two letters can be used in place of the two digits usually

100-21 CABLE ESTIMATED LENGTH

2E01ÑAUX SYS CONFIG/LAYOUT TO 2E20ÑCABLE SYSTEM DESIGN

2E20ÑCABLE SYSTEM DESIGN TO 2E21ÑCABLE ROUTING

2E21ÑCABLE ROUTING TO 2P03ÑPARTS/EQUIP ORDERING

2E21ÑCABLE ROUTING TO 3D06ÑCABLE PULLING
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found in the attribute number. The example in Table 4 shows the new data item PIPE S/RÑDATE LAST INSPECTED
(331-AA) along with some existing attributes of PIPE S/R.

After determining a proper deÞnition for the new attribute, it can then be merged into the PIN data list and used in
deÞning additional data ßowpaths between activities.

4.3.3.2 Splitting an Attribute

The CAE application may require splitting existing attributes to achieve a Þner level of detail. This can be performed
by expanding existing attribute numbers. For example, the entity PIPE S/R has an attribute LOCATION with the data
item number 02. For the requirements of the application, the attribute LOCATION may be too general and may require
a more detailed deÞnition to include the building in which the pipe support/restraint is located, the ßoor elevation of
the room, and the nearest column line to the pipe support/restraint.

Table 4ÑEntity Attributes After Customization

New attribute numbers such as 02AA, 02AB, and 02AC could be used to link these new attributes to the original PIN
attribute LOCATION (number 02). Table 5 shows the same example as is shown in Table 4, with LOCATION replaced
by the three expanded attributes.

Table 5ÑSplitting the Attribute LOCATION

The attributes 02AAÑBUILDING, 02ABÑELEVATION, and 02ACÑCOLUMN LINE can be easily recognized as
customized information related to the original PIN attribute 02ÑLOCATION.

Entity Attributes

331ÑPIPE S/R 01ÑIDENTIFIER

02ÑLOCATION

03ÑDIMENSIONS

04ÑDESCRIPTION

06ÑNUCLEAR SAFETY CLASS

AAÑDATE LAST INSPECTED

Entity Attributes

331ÑPIPE S/R 01ÑIDENTIFIER

02AAÑBUILDING

02ABÑELEVATION

02ACÑCOLUMN LINE

03ÑDIMENSIONS

04ÑDESCRIPTION

06ÑNUCLEAR SAFETY CLASS

AAÑDATE LAST INSPECTED
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4.3.3.3 Adding and Relating Entity Sets

The entities in the PIN can be easily related to customized entity sets. This can be done by assigning entity numbers
to the customized entity sets and then deÞning relationships between these entity sets and the PIN entity sets.

For example, a utility is using an EMPLOYEE TASK entity set to keep track of tasks assigned to individual
employees. Some of these tasks relate to certain pipe support/restraints. Consequently, the utility may wish to relate its
entity set to the PIN entity set PIPE S/R. Since the PIN currently has no entity set that corresponds to the concept of
EMPLOYEE TASK, the utility adds it to the PIN by assigning it the entity number AAA. The PIN currently contains
numeric entity numbers; therefore, the new entity is easily distinguished from original ones. Similarly, the utility adds
PROJECT to the PIN by assigning it AAB. These utility-speciÞc entities, along with their attributes, can now be
merged into the PIN data list.

The last step is to deÞne relationships between the customized entity sets and the existing PIN entity sets and to merge
these relationships into the PIN activity documentation package(s) and/or PIN E-R report. Entity relationships are
described in detail in 4.2.3.4 and again in 4.2.6 for special types of relationships. Table 6 shows new relationships
deÞned for utility-speciÞc entities as they would be merged into the PIN.

Table 6ÑNew Relationships for an Entity

4.3.3.4 Expanding a Relationship

Many times a relationship between two entities behaves like an entity itself in that the relationship has attributes
associated with it. Expanding a relationship means assigning it an entity number so that its attributes can be assigned,
or in the extreme case, converting it to an entity to relate it to additional entities.

This technique is more fully explained in 4.2.6.7. For example, the entity CABLE is related to the entity
ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT by the relationship IS CONNECTED TO. The attribute STATUS may be needed on that
relationship to describe the status of the connection between the cable and the electrical equipment. Similarly, the
attributes DATE OF CABLE CONNECTION, DATE OF CABLE CONNECTION INSPECTION, and DATE OF
CABLE CONNECTION SEALING may be needed on the relationship IS CONNECTED TO.

To add attributes to a relationship, the relationship must be assigned an entity number and an appropriate entity name
so that it can be added to the PIN data list along with its newly deÞned attributes. REF ENTITY number is shown on
an E-R diagram and in the PIN reports, as described in 4.2.6.7. Using this technique, the relationship remains intact
with the following additions:

1) A new REF ENTITY number is assigned to the relationship.
2) The REF ENTITY number is added to the E-R diagram(s) just outside the relationship symbol.
3) The REF ENTITY number is Þlled in on the tabular versions of the PIN entity relationships.
4) An entity name is made up to describe the relationship.
5) The REF ENTITY number and name are entered in the PIN data list as a new entity.
6) The new attributes are added to the E-R diagram(s) with a line connecting each attribute to the relationship

symbol.
7) The new attributes are assigned numbers and deÞnitions and are entered in the PIN data list.

Relationship

Entity Phrase Entity Cardinality

331 PIPE S/R IS ANALYZED BY AAA EMPLOYEE TASK M-1

AAA EMPLOYEE TASK SUPPORTS AAB PROJECT M-1
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Sometimes a relationship must be converted to an entity set. This can occur if the relationship evolves to a point where
it essentially represents a stand-alone entity set that requires relationships to other entity sets. Since the PIN modeling
techniques do not allow a relationship to be related to an entity, the relationship must be Þrst converted to an entity.
This new entity is then related to the two original entities and is now able to be related to any other entities as needed.

The example CABLE IS CONNECTED TO ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT will be used to demonstrate converting a
relationship to an entity as follows:

¾ Determine an appropriate entity name to describe the relationship, such as CABLE/EQUIP CONNECTION,
if one has not yet been assigned.

¾ Assign an organization-speciÞc entity number to the new entity, such as AAC, if not already assigned. Add
this entity to the PIN data list.

¾ Assign attribute names, deÞnitions, and numbers if not already deÞned. Add these attributes to the PIN data
list.

¾ On the E-R diagram(s), replace the relationship with the new entity. DeÞne two new relationships to relate the
new entity to the two original entities. For example, CABLE/EQUIP CONNECTION ÒTERMINATESÓ
CABLE, and CABLE/EQUIP CONNECTION ÒIS ATÓ ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT. DeÞne the
appropriate cardinality for each relationship.

¾ In the E-R table(s) and the PIN E-R report, replace the original relationship with the new relationships.
¾ Add any new relationships needed to the new entity, such as CABLE/EQUIP CONNECTION IS AT MECH/

PROCESS EQUIPMENT, on the E-R diagram(s) and in the E-R tables and report.

4.3.3.5 Customizing Document Information in the PIN

Drawings, speciÞcations, and other reference documents are shown in the PIN in a variety of ways. For example,
DRAWING NUMBER is listed as an attribute of many entities, such as CABLE TRAY HANGER. Also in the PIN is
an entity called DRAWING/SPECIFICATION (098) that shows relationships to many of the other PIN entities. The
use of these two ideas in the PIN is described in 4.2.6.6.

Additionally, the document/records management activity (4D02) uses an entity called document/record (250) as the
starting point for receiving, storing, and transmitting copies of plant records. Each utility should decide upon its own
important documents and relate them to the appropriate entities in order to cross-reference documents to the major
data contained on those documents.

During customization of data, documents can be used as attributes of entity sets. If more detailed information about
documents is required by the application, then documents would be better implemented as a separate entity set. In the
case where a separate entity set is used, the entity set must have an entity number and be related to the appropriate
entity sets in the PIN.

4.3.4 Adding/Investigating Activities

New activities may need to be added or existing activities investigated further when developing a CAE application
functional speciÞcation. Some of the reasons for adding or investigating activities are

1) Plant-SpeciÞc Activities: Activities that are unique to a speciÞc utility or plant may not already be a part of the
PIN.

2) Uninvestigated Activities: The application of the user may involve activities that are part of the PIN but not
among the documented activities.

3) New Industry Activities: New activities may arise from changes in industry technology, processes, or
requirements. These activities may have to be investigated, documented, and merged into the PIN to enable
these activities to interact with other PIN activities.

4) Greater Level of Detail Needed: Information in the PIN has been documented on a general level to ensure
applicability to most organizations. To expand these data items into the greater level of detail needed to
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implement the CAE application, the activities involved may need additional investigation and incorporation
into the PIN.

4.3.4.1 Defining a New Activity

DeÞning a new activity involves naming, scoping, and numbering the activity according to conventions used for
previous PIN activities.

1) The name of the activity should be chosen so that its scope can be differentiated from the scopes of other
activities.

2) The activity scope should be deÞned to minimize overlap with other activities in the PIN. A short activity
description should be added to the activity list.

3) The activity should be assigned an activity number according to the hierarchy of phase, functional area, and
activity in a similar manner to the existing activities. However, to differentiate the new activities from existing
PIN activities easily, it is suggested that alphabetic characters be used; for example, ÒAAÓ in place of the two
digits found at the end of a PIN activity number. For example, Ò2C14Ó represents the PIN activity tank design,
while Ò2CAAÓ could represent a new activity deÞned by an organization.

4.3.4.2 Investigating New Activities

The objective of a new activity investigation is to determine the scope, major tasks, data contents, and activity
interfaces of the activity. The investigation results are documented in an activity documentation package, as described
in 4.2.3.

Investigating an activity and documenting its information needs is a process that requires expertise in both the activity
being investigated and in the data modeling methods used in the PIN. The investigation process should include a
review of existing manuals, procedures, speciÞcations, regulations, computer programs, and other documents or
guidelines either used by or produced by the activity. Procedures are usually helpful in scoping the activity and
documenting the major tasks performed. Documents and computer programs usually contain most of the data, in one
form or another, used by or sent out from the activity being investigated.

An example procedure for investigating activities is given below. This method for investigating activities lends itself to
using forms that resemble the Þnal sections of the activity documentation package. However, each utility should
establish a methodology for investigating new activities that best suits its needs and organization.

1) DeÞne the scope and boundaries of the activity and develop the activity description. Keep in mind the scopes
of related or interfacing activities by reviewing their short descriptions and their activity documentation
packages. Make corrections or clariÞcations to existing activity scopes or to the new activity scope if needed
to deÞne the boundaries between activities more clearly.

2) Determine the major tasks performed in the activity, and develop the activity process diagram showing the
general sequence of the major tasks. Also, show the tasks being performed without regard to whether the
utility, contractor, computer program, or other function is performing the tasks. In this way, the activity
process diagram will remain valid even with minor changes in procedures, methods, or computerization.

3) List all the input documents that are received from other activities and are required to perform this activity.
Also, list all the output documents that are used to record activity information and/or to send out information
from this activity to other activities. In this context, document refers to any drawings, reports, manuals,
catalogs, computer screens, data bases, or any other means of receiving, recording, or sending out activity
information. These are informal lists that are used when developing the activity data list.

4) Review any partial or complete activity data list that may already exist for this activity. This step is only
appropriate if the activity is already part of the PIN rather than a new activity being deÞned. Use this list as a
starting point in identifying the major data items associated with this activity.

5) Determine all the major input data items that are used by the activity by reviewing in detail each input
document listed. List these data items in an entity-attribute format as described in 4.2.3.3, referring to the PIN
data list to follow the naming conventions of data items that have already been deÞned by other activities. List
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only those data items that appear on the document and are needed to perform the activity being investigated.
Then describe each data item and list the activities from which each data item is received. One may need to
refer to the activity list, which contains short descriptions of all the PIN activities, to help identify the proper
sources of each input data item. This list becomes the input data portion of the activity data list.

6) Determine all the major output and internal data items that the activity records for its own use, sends out to
other activities, or simply passes along to other activities along with related data. This is done mainly by
reviewing in detail each output document listed. Again, provide a description for each data item and list the
activities to which each data item is sent. For data items created or recorded by this activity but not sent out
to any other activities, list this internal data with the output data, but show the data as being sent out from the
activity to itself. As an example, data item 405-13 in Fig 10 is internal data for the Þre protection zones
activity. This internal data technique is used to record a ßowpath for a data item that would not otherwise have
a ßowpath, since this data item is not used in an interface to any other activity. Show an asterisk beside the
attribute name in this output and internal data list if the values of the attribute can be created or updated by the
activity. This helps identify activities that need the capability to update certain data items when developing a
CAE application functional speciÞcation. These two types of data, internal and output data, are shown
together to form the output and internal data portion of the activity data list.

7) Develop the activity data model for the data items identiÞed. Develop the E-R diagram and/or table of the
activity, whichever is more convenient to use, according to the deÞnitions in 4.2.3.4. However, if the diagram
form is used, it will be necessary to convert it to a table to merge the relationships into the PIN. This
conversion process is explained in 4.2.3.4. Assign new data item numbers, where applicable, as described
earlier. Refer to the E-R report in order to use relationship phrases that may have already been identiÞed by
other activities. If a new relationship phrase is needed, make up a phrase that describes the relationship when
read from the lower entity number to the higher entity number, as explained in 4.2.3.4.

8) List any support modules as appropriate to help scope the activity, to describe constraints on the data contents
or data handling, and to list potential computer programs that could assist in the handling of the data of this
activity.

9) Integrate the data deÞnitions, activity data ßowpaths, and entity relationships with the rest of the PIN by
following the appropriate activity and data naming and numbering conventions.

The end result of the activity investigation process should be a completed activity documentation package and
modiÞcations to the PIN from merging in new activities, new data, new data relationships, and new data ßowpaths.

4.3.4.3 Investigating Existing PIN Activities

The preceding process can also be used when investigating an existing PIN activity as needed to deÞne its data
contents further or to adjust its scope. In this case, the PIN may already contain signiÞcant information about the
activity that would help as a starting point for the investigation.

Each of the over 400 activities identiÞed in the PIN contains at least a short description in the activity list. These short
descriptions help to scope each activity and to identify the boundaries between activities.

4.4 CAE Application Development and Integration

This section presents a series of issues that must be addressed when integrated CAE applications are designed and
implemented. It also makes speciÞc recommendations about bow to handle these integration issues. The issues fall into
three general categories:

¾ Data issues
¾ System and interface issues
¾ Organizational issues
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4.4.1 Data Issues

There are a number of concerns that must be addressed by the CAE designer that relate solely to the data. Some of
these are discussed in 4.4.1.1 through 4.4.1.8.

4.4.1.1 Data Duplication

The storing of redundant data should be avoided if at all possible. However, application performance considerations
and hardware/software limitations may necessitate maintaining duplicate data items in multiple locations. If data
duplication is necessary, then the issue of data integrity should be addressed. CAE applications with duplicate data
items should be designed to maintain data integrity by consistently updating the duplicate items at each location. The
problem of updating multiple locations of the same data item must be considered by the CAE application designer.

4.4.1.2 Data Security

Data security is an important consideration in any data base. As data use is increasingly integrated, security issues
become increasingly critical.

4.4.1.3 Data Integrity

Data integrity is deÞned as the implementation of controls and safeguard mechanisms that guarantee that changes
made to the data-base design do not jeopardize the integrity of the data. Alternatively, this ensures that the information
stored is correct for every user.

4.4.1.4 Data-Base Management Systems (DBMS)

Data-base management systems (DBMS) are used to store and access data on demand. Features common to DBMS are
data manipulation for update and retrieval, concurrent access by multiple users, and recovery from system or media
failures.

Some of the types of DBMS in use are hierarchical, network, inverted list, relational, and object-oriented. Each type of
data-base system offers different advantages, and selection of a system must be made with care.

4.4.1.5 Distributed Data Bases

A distributed data base makes use of physical data storage on two or more computer systems. Proper functioning of
distributed data bases may be maintained by a distributed DBMS or by application software. The complexity of
managing a distributed data base is greatly increased when not using a distributed DBMS because of requirements for
synchronizing data-base updates and recovery across multiple locations.

The CAE application program logic must maintain the distributed data base. Therefore, without the use of a distributed
data-base manager, the complexity of an application increases because of problems such as synchronizing data-base
updates and data duplication.

4.4.1.6 Data Transportability

To allow users to transfer data across a variety of hardware and software, developers should be sure to retain ßexibility
in selecting hardware and software applications. Awareness of technical considerations, when properly addressed,
accommodate the transfer of data through the life cycle of a plant.

4.4.1.7 Change Control

The integration of peripheral applications into the PIN database will result in the exchange of data into and out of the
data base. To prevent the unwanted updating and potential corruption of the data base, a method of effecting change
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control must be used. Ideally, this change-control mechanism will serve as an engineering data environment manager,
allowing for the management of data by user-deÞned parameters, such as by project, program, or other grouping
requirements. More importantly, establishing a sign-off and release mechanism for managing the data cycle is another
requirement of the selected environment manager.

4.4.1.8 User Training on Information Engineering Principles

To aid in the successful implementation of a PIN-based CAE system, it is recommended that the user community be
trained in the fundamentals of information engineering. This will provide the end users with the knowledge needed to
utilize the PIN more fully.

4.4.2 System and Interface Issues

Interfaces for the user and other applications should be well thought out and planned in advance for consistency. Some
considerations are given in the following subsections.

4.4.2.1 Design of the User Interface

The most important interface in any CAE application is the interface to the user. User-friendly interfaces are especially
important in interactive programs, and a consistent user interface across a large number of applications provides an
integrated appearance to the user. The elements of a well-designed user interface are as follows:

1) Menu-driven interfaces
2) Consistent syntax for commands
3) Allowance for the user to enter values in a units system familiar to the user
4) Inclusion of an on-line help facility in the program
5) Use of error messages that the user will understand
6) Use of color to enhance displays
7) Use of the same user-interface standards across many application programs

4.4.2.2 CAE Application Interfaces

Providing an environment for application programmers to write PIN interfaces over a broad base of users will increase
the level of acceptance of the PIN methodology both by users and developers.

The plethora of currently available CAE applications that support the design, construction, and operation of power
plants must be accommodated in any PIN implementation. To do this effectively will require the development of
application interfaces to retrieve the required data from the data base and correspondingly put back the resulting data.
To avoid the high cost of developing custom interfaces repeatedly for applications, application developers should be
provided with the capability to write an interface for their software that will work with any PIN implementation. To do
this will require low-level data-base access routines as a requirement for the selection of a data-base application (see
data-base transportability). In addition to low-level access routines, attribute naming to facilitate the retrieval and
replacement of data in a controlled fashion should be standardized. Without the ability to write standard interfaces, the
cost of a successful PIN-based CAE system will increase drastically. Providing an environment for application
programmers to write PIN interfaces for a broad base of PIN users will increase the level of acceptance of the PIN
methodology both by users and developers.

4.4.2.3 Data-Base Administration

Often, in a corporate data-base environment, an individual or central group is responsible for the design and
maintenance of the corporate data model. This data-base administration function provides an organization to maintain
and use the data model effectively.
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During the plant data model customization phase, it is important to develop the data model around the core data
entities in the application. There are usually a few such entities that stand out, since they relate to most of the other data
items in the application. These core data entities should be developed and customized Þrst. The application is easier to
design and implement when this approach is used, since a focal point in the data base has been identiÞed early in the
design stage.

5. Development of a Functional Specification Based on the PIN

5.1 Using the PIN in the Development of a CAE Functional Specification

A functional speciÞcation is an essential element in the development of CAE software. Such a speciÞcation will
contain parts that can be derived largely from the PIN. The following outline presents one example of the steps that
should be addressed in developing those parts of a functional speciÞcation that relate to the PIN:

Step 1ÑDeÞne the scope of the CAE application.
Step 2ÑIdentify relevant PIN activities.
Step 3ÑInitiate development of the application data model.
Step 4ÑIdentify related activities.
Step 5ÑRevise the scope of the application.
Step 6ÑEconomic analysis.
Step 7ÑCustomize the application data model.
Step 8ÑDescribe the detailed functional requirements.

5.1.1 CAE Application-Specification Procedure

The following procedure describes the steps listed in 5.1. Appendix A of this recommended practice contains an
example illustrating these instructions.

5.1.1.1 Step 1: Define the Scope of the CAE Application

Provide a clear description of the problem to be solved, state the objectives of the application, identify the
organizations involved, and clarify what is to be included in, or excluded from, the application. The deÞnition of the
problem and scope should be descriptive enough to indicate the primary activities affected and the types of data
needed.

5.1.1.2 Step 2: Identify Relevant PIN Activities

Determine the primary PIN activities for which the application is to be used from the application scope deÞned in Step
1. This can be accomplished by Þrst identifying the phase and functional area of the plant life cycle where the
application will be applied. Then, using the activity list, the applicable activities can be determined from those listed
for the speciÞed phase and functional area. The selected activities should be those whose functions will be given direct
support by the proposed application. Activities that only provide input data or receive output data are not primary
activities supported by this application.

5.1.1.3 Step 3: Initiate Development of the Application Data Model

Examine the respective activity documentation packages for the primary activities and identify the data items (i.e.,
entities and attributes) that are pertinent to the proposed application. In addition to the data items, the relationships
between the entities are also important in producing a comprehensive data model for the application. The subset of
necessary data items and relationships should be extracted from the activity data lists and E-R tables. These represent
the major data items and data relationships for the application.
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Other data items in the PIN may also be required for the application. These can be determined by referring to the data
list and by considering all other attributes of the entity sets that were extracted from the data lists of the primary
activities. In addition, the index of entity sets listed in the front of Appendix F can be reviewed for any other entity sets
that may be pertinent to the application. Their attributes can also be selected from the data list. Finally, the E-R report
can be used to determine other relevant entity relationships.

The data requirements determined during this step should be documented in an entity/attribute list and E-R table for
the application. An E-R diagram can be useful also. All entities and attributes should be identiÞed by their PIN
numbers to facilitate continuity with subsequent applications. The result of this step is an initial application data model
derived chießy from the PIN. Customization of this data model for utility and plant-speciÞc data will be accomplished
in Step 7 after the economic analysis has been completed.

5.1.1.4 Step 4: Identify Related Activities

Examine the data ßowpaths for the primary activities and their selected data items to integrate the new application
fully with interrelated activities. Some of these activities receive output from the primary activities and beneÞt from
use of that data. Other activities that are identiÞed in the ßowpaths provide required data to the primary activities. By
examining the ßowpaths of each data item that is required or produced by the application, all activities that either
provide required data to the application or beneÞt from the production of data can be identiÞed.

The data usage list can be used to follow the ßowpath for each data item that the proposed CAE application will use.
The goal is to identify any additional activities that should be included in the scope of the application. The intent of this
step is not to include every interfacing activity in the application. However, related activities that are already automated
should be identiÞed so that a consistent interface can be established for passing data. In addition, activities that supply
a signiÞcant amount of data to the application should be considered for automation if there is a beneÞt to receiving the
data by automated means.

5.1.1.5 Step 5: Revise the Scope of the Application

Re-evaluate the original deÞnition and scope of the application in light of the activities and data-model components
that have been identiÞed in Steps 2 through 4. As receiving activities are identiÞed through the data ßowpaths, it may
become apparent that a particular activity could beneÞt signiÞcantly from data provided by the application. However,
a few additional functions or data items may be needed to accomplish the desired data integration. Also, the proposed
application may require input data to be supplied electronically from another activity. This can require adjustments to
the scope of the application to make this effort cost-effective for the supplying activity. These kinds of enhancements
should be taken into consideration when revising the scope of the application.

5.1.1.6 Step 6: Perform an Economic Analysis

Justify the cost of developing the CAE application based on the savings or additional revenues derived from using the
application. This step is common to the development of CAE applications in many organizations. Standard, industry-
approved methods for the justiÞcation of a proposed application may be used.

When performing an economic analysis for a proposed CAE application, the beneÞts of data integration across
multiple activities should be taken into consideration. These beneÞts are typically not addressed by the more common
methods for cost/beneÞt analysis. Two methods for approaching the economic beneÞts of data integration are provided
in Section 6 of EPRI Report NP-5159-Ms [1].
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5.1.1.7 Step 7: Customize the Application Data Model

The application data model derived from the PIN in Step 3 should be customized to form a detailed data model for the
application by

1) The addition of company- or plant-speciÞc entity sets and attributes that are not generic to the industry
2) The addition of new relationships between existing or new entity sets
3) The division of some attributes into multiple data items to provide a more detailed deÞnition of the

information

Interviews with prospective users and examination of existing procedures, source documents, and reports can be useful
for identifying additional data items. The output of this step is a customized application data model in the form of an
entity/attribute list and an E-R table showing all entities, attributes, and relationships that are required to support the
application. The technical details of customization are discussed in 4.3.3.

5.1.1.8 Step 8: Describe the Detailed Functional Requirements

Provide a deÞnition of the characteristics of each data item to ensure its proper storage and maintenance and a clear
description of how the necessary data are to be manipulated within the application. These characteristics of the data
items should include the following:

1) Type (alphanumeric, numeric, date)
2) Length (number of characters)
3) Numeric precision (applies only to numeric Þelds)
4) Editing requirements (ranges of valid values)
5) Aliases or common names

The functions of the application should be described in detail, making reference to entity and attribute names or
numbers in the data model of the application whenever data are required. This approach to describing the functions of
the application makes use of the data model to deÞne the interaction of data items in several different entity sets. The
logical progression from one data item to another through the relationships identiÞed in the data model is described,
beginning with the conditions for initiating the function. The functions should also be associated with the appropriate
on-line screens, reports, and input/output Þles.

5.1.2 Completion of the Functional Specification

Once the activity documentation packages and the PIN data model have been utilized to describe the CAE application,
the functional speciÞcation can be written. This section identiÞes the parts of a functional speciÞcation that are
partially or fully supplied by the procedure just described. Although many organizations have adapted their own
functional speciÞcation format from publicly available sources such as the IEEE and EPRI, the headings below should
clearly indicate the parts of the speciÞcation affected, regardless of the format used.

5.1.2.1 Data Requirements

The data requirements of the application are the aspect of a functional speciÞcation most affected by the CAE
application speciÞcation procedure. Data requirements are usually represented in several parts of the functional
speciÞcation document. Those parts include descriptions of program inputs, outputs, and data-base characteristics.

The entity/attribute list and E-R table produced in Step 7 should be included in the functional speciÞcation. The E-R
diagram mentioned in Step 3 should be considered also. Entity/attribute deÞnitions can be developed from the data
item deÞnitions developed in Step 8. Descriptions of the inputs, the outputs, and the data base can include these items
or be cross-referenced to them.
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5.1.2.2 Functions

The functions part of the functional speciÞcation details the processing requirements for the CAE application. It
describes exactly what the CAE application should do in terms of collecting, processing, and reporting data. The
results of Step 8 can be used to help describe the data-processing requirements of the application.

5.1.2.3 Scope

The scope primarily deÞnes what is to be included in, and excluded from, the application. It may be developed directly
from the products of Steps 1 through 5.

5.1.2.4 Objectives

The objectives of the CAE application are to be stated in such a way as to describe the problems to be solved and to
identify the services to be provided. This part of the functional speciÞcation can be derived, in part, from the work
done for Steps 1 through 5. An examination of the activity documentation packages for the activities within the scope
of the application may be useful.

5.1.2.5 References

It is important to include in the functional speciÞcation cross-references to the relevant PIN activity, entity, and
attribute numbers. This will facilitate data integration by using a single, common data model as the basis for all
application data models.

5.1.3 Summary

A functional speciÞcation is a formal document that describes the requirements of a new CAE application. A number
of the sections contained in the functional speciÞcation, particularly those concerning data requirements, can be
derived mainly from information contained in the PIN. Using the PIN as a common data model for all functional
speciÞcations helps ensure that individual CAE applications are developed in an integrated fashion.

The development of a functional speciÞcation should be undertaken jointly by users and information analysts. The
users provide the necessary knowledge of the information and the processing requirements of the application.
Information analysts furnish an equally important understanding of data analysis, system design, and software
development.

Once the functional speciÞcation has been completed and approved, the detailed system design process can begin. An
important part of the application development process is the design of the physical data base. The entity/attribute list,
E-R table, and entity/attribute deÞnitions of the functional speciÞcation should provide the basis for the data-base
design.

NOTE  Ñ  A user's group called the "EPRI PIN Users Group" was established to provide a forum for information on
implementation and utilization of the PIN. Users of this standard are encouraged to contact the liaison between the user's
group and the IEEE regarding participation in this group.

This liaison will be maintained through the Power Generation Committee, Station Design Subcommittee Chair. The
user's group will provide recommendations to the Station Design Subcommittee related to modiÞcations of this
recommended practice as warranted by changes in technology and knowledge gained from the use of this recommended
practice.
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Annex A An Example of CAE Application Specification Procedure
(Informative)

(This appendix is not a part of IEEE Std 1150Ð1991, IEEE Trial-Use Recommended Practice for Integrating Power Plant Computer-
Aided Engineering (CAE) Applications, but is included for information only.)

A.1 Introduction

This example illustrates the instructions given in the CAE application speciÞcation procedure of 5.1.1. The steps of the
example correspond to those of the speciÞcation procedure. The example addresses the need to identify the control and
monitoring devices associated with a motor that is being taken out of service for corrective maintenance. The
consequences of removing a motor from service is an important consideration.

A.2 Step 1: Define the Scope of the CAE Application

Corrective maintenance is scheduled for a motor-operated valve. The maintenance requires that the motor be taken out
of service while the plant continues to operate. The power supply to the motor must be located and disconnected, and
all control and monitoring devices for the motor must be identiÞed. Control devices are to be locked out and, along
with the monitoring devices, tagged to prevent accidental usage during maintenance. These devices can be determined
by tracing the wiring connections from the terminals on the motor back through the terminal cabinets, motor control
centers, interconnection cabinets, and eventually to the control boards. Each device identiÞed during this process can
be listed along with its location, function, associated drawings, catalog number, and classiÞcation. Other pertinent
information, such as circuit and system function, can also be recorded and used to determine appropriate measures that
are required when taking the circuit out of service.

The primary objectives for an application that supports this process are

1) Determine the name/number and location of the motor-control-center compartment that provides power to
the motor and the control circuit.

2) Determine the name/number, location (within electrical cabinet), function, drawing number, and general
classiÞcation of all devices in the control circuit. Devices whose general classiÞcation is categorized as
control (a push-button or switch) or monitoring (an indicating light or meter) are to be listed on a report so
that these devices can be tagged and taken out of service.

3) Determine the name/number, type, location, and function of all electrical cabinets in or upon which each of
the previous control devices is located.

4) Determine the circuit and system names/numbers and functions that are required for determining appropriate
measures when taking the circuit out of service. These can also be used to aid in the identiÞcation of interlock
devices to other systems or components that must be considered when taking the circuit out of service.

A.3 Step 2: Identify Relevant PIN Activities

The activity list is scanned for activities that address maintenance and include electrical control device/instruments.
Most maintenance activities are in the operations phase (Phase 4) of the plant life cycle. Within the operations phase
is the functional area I&C/Electrical Maintenance/Engineering (4N). The Þrst three activities (4N01, 4N02, and 4N03)
in this functional area are concerned with maintenance to general electrical instrumentation; the others (4N04 through
4N13) address speciÞc systems or major equipment types.

For this example, we will consider both 4N01 (Corrective MaintenanceÑInstrumentation and Electrical) and 4N02
(Preventive MaintenanceÑInstrumentation and Electrical), since both activities are concerned with the electrical
instrumentation of a circuit, and the size of the motor is less than 200 hp. Other activities, particularly in this same
functional area, stand to beneÞt from such an application, but they are not listed here primarily because their overall
data requirements are quite different from those identiÞed for this application. These activities may be included later
when data ßows are analyzed.
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A.4 Step 3: Initiate Development of the Application Data Model

The data model required to support this application was extracted from the activity data lists and E-R tables for
activities 4N01 and 4N02 and from the data list. The model is shown in Tables A-1 and A-2. Fig A-1 is an E-R diagram
for the application. The entities MOTOR and PANEL/ENCLOSURE appear in Table A-2 and Fig A-1 but not in Table
A-1 because the only attributes for MOTOR and PANEL/ENCLOSURE needed for the application can be obtained
from the ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT entity.

Table  A-1ÑEntity/Attribute List for a Motor Control Circuit Tracing Application 
(Before Customization)

106 CIRCUIT WIRE

01 IDENTIFIER

310 DEVICE/INSTRUMENT

01 IDENTIFIER

02 LOCATION

05 FUNCTION

10 DRAWING NUMBER

313 DEVICE/INSTRUMENT TYPE

01 UTILITY PART NUMBER

27 GENERAL CLASSIFICATION

323 DEVICE TERMINAL

01 IDENTIFIER

352 ELECTRICAL CIRCUIT

01 IDENTIFIER

05 FUNCTION

353 BUS COMPARTMENT

01 IDENTIFIER

701 SYSTEM

01 IDENTIFIER

05 FUNCTION

704 ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT

01 IDENTIFIER

02 LOCATION

05 FUNCTION

07 TYPE
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Figure A-1ÑE-R Diagram for an Example Application
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Table  A-2ÑEntity/Attribute Table for a Motor Control Circuit Tracing Application

A.5 Step 4: Identify Related Activities

Since this application will be used for maintenance activities during the operations phase of the plant life cycle, it is
assumed that the bulk of design and construction work will have already been completed. Consequently, only station
modiÞcation work will be associated with activities in the design and construction phases. An examination of the
ßowpaths for the data used in the maintenance activities 4N01 and 4N02 reveals two activities that stand out among
those that provide input data. These activities are Detailed Control System Design (2E16) and Panel/Cabinet Design
(2E17). Between them, they supply most of the wiring and layout information to the instrumentation and electrical
maintenance activities. These two activities also are predominant among those that could beneÞt from the application
data, since the data provides an as-built status upon which to base further modiÞcation work. A simple chart showing
the data ßow between these activities is shown in Fig A-2.

Figure A-2ÑActivity Flow Diagram for an Example Application

A.6 Step 5: Revise the Scope of the Application

The data provided to this application by the Detailed Control System Design (2E16) and Panel/Cabinet Design (2E17)
activities were found to be already automated. No scope change is considered necessary for this input.

Entity Relationship Entity Card

106 CIRCUIT/WIRE CONNECTS TOGETHER 323 DEVICE TERMINAL 1-M

310 DEVICE/INSTRUMENT IS DESCRIBED BY DEVICE/INSTRUMENT TYPE M-1

310 DEVICE/INSTRUMENT CONTAINS 323 DEVICE TERMINAL 1-M

310 DEVICE/INSTRUMENT IS PART OF 701 SYSTEM M-1

310 DEVICE/INSTRUMENT IS MOUNTED IN/ON 704 ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT M-1

310 DEVICE/INSTRUMENT CONTROLS 704 ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT M-N

323 DEVICE TERMINAL IS PART OF 352 ELECTRIC CIRCUIT M-1

353 BUS COMPARTMENT IS PART OF 704 ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT M-1

353 BUS COMPARTMENT CONTROLS 704 ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT M-N

704 ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT IS A 750 MOTOR 1-1

704 ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT IS A 754 PANEL/ENCLOSURE 1-1
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When analyzing the data ßows into the application from the Panel/Cabinet Design (2E17) activity, it was recognized
that much of this data is also used by the Equipment Seismic QualiÞcation and Anchorage (2C15) activity. The
proposed application identiÞes the devices that are wired in a circuit. It could just as easily identify the devices that are
located in or on a given electrical panel, since this information is part of the data model for the application. If this
capability along with the attributes WEIGHT, DIMENSIONS, and CENTER OF GRAVITY for DEVICE/
INSTRUMENT, and the attribute MATERIAL AND WALL THICKNESS for PANEL/ENCLOSURE were added,
then all the data would be available for the Equipment Seismic QualiÞcation and Anchorage (2C15) activity to perform
a seismic analysis of the panel. Since corrective maintenance could result in the replacement of a damaged part with a
different model, it may necessitate a seismic qualiÞcation of the panel design. The scope of the application should be
changed to include this enhancement.

A.7 Step 6: Economic Analysis

Generally, an economic analysis is performed prior to continuing with development. That aspect is very organization-
speciÞc and is not presented in this example.

A.8 Step 7: Customize the Application Data Model

As described in Step 5, the seismic qualiÞcation enhancement would require the addition of the attributes WEIGHT,
DIMENSIONS, and CENTER OF GRAVITY for DEVICE/INSTRUMENT to the initial application data model
produced in Step 3. In addition, the attribute MATERIAL AND WALL THICKNESS for PANEL/ENCLOSURE
would have to be added. It would also be appropriate to add the attributes SEISMIC QUALIF.RPT.NO., SEISMIC
AMPLICATION, and STIFFNESS FOR ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT. Since the attributes CENTER OF GRAVITY
for DEVICE/INSTRUMENT and MATERIAL FOR PANEL/ENCLOSURE are not in the PIN, the attribute number
AA could be assigned to each.

The initial data model produced in Step 3 (see Table A-1) contains two attributes that must be speciÞed in greater detail
to support the functions of the application. The DEVICE/INSTRUMENT location should be identiÞed more
speciÞcally, as shown in Table A-3.

Table  A-3ÑCustomized Attributes for Device/Instrument Location

The value for FACE OF PANEL indicates upon which face of an electrical panel a device is located. The X and Y
dimensions identify where on the panel face the device is located.

Likewise, the ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT LOCATION should be broken down as displayed in Table A-4.

PIN Attribute Customized Attributes

LOCATION FACE OF PANEL

X-DIMENSION FROM LOWER LEFT CORNER

Y-DIMENSION FROM LOWER LEFT CORNER
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Table  A-4ÑCustomized Attributes for Electrical Equipment Location

These attributes deÞne more speciÞcally how the location of electrical equipment is identiÞed. The customized
attributes will help the maintenance personnel to locate the devices and equipment that must be tagged quickly.

No new entities or relationships were required for this application. However, the entity PANEL/ENCLOSURE was
added to the entity/attribute list because of the need to maintain attributes that are distinct to panel/enclosure. The
customized entity/attribute list for the application is shown in Table A-5.

The E-R table in Table A-2 and the E-R diagram in Fig A-1 are still applicable.

A.9 Step 8: Describe the Detailed Functional Requirements

Fig A-1 and Table A-5 can be used to describe the functions of the application in this example. This will be done for
the Þrst two objectives of the application. Entries from Fig A-1 and Table A-5 are given in all capital letters.

A.9.1 Function 1

The Þrst objective for this application is to identify and locate the motorcontrol-center compartment that controls the
motor requiring maintenance. This requirement could be stated as follows:

Given the ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT IDENTIFIER (motor number), use the BUS COMPARTMENT CONTROLS
ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT relationship to determine the BUS COMPARTMENT IDENTIFIER (motor-control-
center compartment number).

Then, using this BUS COMPARTMENT IDENTIFIER and the BUS COMPARTMENT IS PART OF ELECTRICAL
EQUIPMENT relationship, determine the ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT IDENTIFIER, BUILDING, ELEVATION,
and COLUMN LINE for the motor control center, which is a piece of electrical equipment also.

With this information, the I & E maintenance staff could proceed to the motor control center, access the appropriate
compartment, and disconnect the power to the motor.

A.9.2 Function 2

The second objective of the application is to identify each of the electrical devices that are part of the control circuit
that drives the motor. The location of the devices (within the electrical cabinet), the function, the drawing number, and
the general classiÞcation are to be determined also. The devices that control and monitor the motor are of particular
interest, since these devices must be tagged and locked out while the motor is out of service. This requirement could
be stated as follows:

Given the ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT IDENTIFIER (motor number), use the DEVICE/INSTRUMENT IS
MOUNTED IN/ON ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT relationship to determine the DEVICE/INSTRUMENT
IDENTIFIER, LOCATION, FUNCTION, and DRAWING NUMBER of the connection box.

PIN Attribute Customized Attributes

LOCATION BUILDING

ELEVATION

COLUMN LINE
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Table  A-5ÑEntity/Attribute List for a Motor Control Circuit Tracing Application
(After Customization)

106 CIRCUIT WIRE

01 IDENTIFIER

310 DEVICE/INSTRUMENT

01 IDENTIFIER

02AA FACE OF PANEL

02AB X-DIMENSION FROM LOWER LEFT CORNER

02AC Y-DIMENSION FROM LOWER LEFT CORNER

03 DIMENSIONS

05 FUNCTION

08 WEIGHT

10 DRAWING NUMBER

AA CENTER OF GRAVITY

313 DEVICE/INSTRUMENT TYPE

01 UTILITY PART NUMBER

27 GENERAL CLASSIFICATION

323 DEVICE TERMINAL

01 IDENTIFIER

352 ELECTRICAL CIRCUIT

01 IDENTIFIER

05 FUNCTION

353 BUS COMPARTMENT

01 IDENTIFIER

701 SYSTEM

01 IDENTIFIER

05 FUNCTION

704 ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT

01 IDENTIFIER

02AA BUILDING

02AB ELEVATION

02AC COLUMN LINE

05 FUNCTION

07 TYPE

39 SEISMIC QUALIF RPT NO

51 SEISMIC AMPLIFICATION

80 STIFFNESS

754 PANEL/ENCLOSURE

11 THICKNESS

AA MATERIAL
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Then, using the DEVICE/INSTRUMENT IDENTIFIER and the DEVICE/INSTRUMENT CONTAINS DEVICE
TERMINAL relationship, Þnd the DEVICE TERMINAL IDENTIFIERs for the terminals of the connection box.

Then, using each of these DEVICE TERMINAL IDENTIFIERs and the CIRCUIT WIRE CONNECTS TOGETHER
DEVICE TERMINAL relationship, determine the associated CIRCUIT WIRE IDENTIFIER of the circuit wire that is
connected to the terminal.

Then, with the CIRCUIT WIRE IDENTIFIER and the CIRCUIT WIRE CONNECTS TOGETHER DEVICE
TERMINAL relationship, Þnd the DEVICE TERMINAL IDENTIFIERs for the rest of the device terminals on this
circuit.

Then, using each of these DEVICE TERMINAL IDENTIFIERs and the DEVICE/INSTRUMENT CONTAINS
DEVICE TERMINAL relationship, determine the DEVICE/INSTRUMENT IDENTIFIER, LOCATION,
FUNCTION, and DRAWING NUMBER for the DEVICE/INSTRUMENT that contains the device terminal.

Then, use the DEVICE/INSTRUMENT IDENTIFIER and the DEVICE/INSTRUMENT IS DESCRIBED BY
DEVICE/INSTRUMENT TYPE relationship to Þnd the DEVICE/INSTRUMENT TYPE GENERAL
CLASSIFICATION for the device/instrument. If the classiÞcation is for a control device (push-button) or a monitoring
device (status light), then ßag the device as one requiring special attention by the maintenance staff.

Once a device is determined to be classiÞed as a control or monitoring device, all device terminals on that particular
device can be identiÞed and traced to other device terminals on other DEVICE/INSTRUMENTS until all the devices
represented in the control circuit are identiÞed. As each device is identiÞed, its LOCATION (within the panel),
FUNCTION, and associated DRAWING NUMBERS can also be determined.


