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A Study on the anticipated Changes of Architectural Design Tools

and Process under IPD Environment through

Comparison Analysis of Domestic & Foreign Cases
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Abstract
The purpose of this study is to define and understand about IPD which is the newest architecture project delivery. Recently the architecture
projects are bigger, more complex, and more multi-functional. So each participants, phases and processes need collaboration, organic integration
and project management. In this situation, IPD came up at early 2000s, which integrates people, systems, business structures and practices into
a combined process, and it’s changing the architecture industry. But in domestic architecture markets, people are still using existing method
because of improper understanding and acceptance. So we have to know about this tendency and analyze exactly to raise our architectural

design and construction corrépetltlveness li the world market.
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