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Abstract
RAMS is crucial for assuring the correct functioning of railway transportation, which is a
critical mode of transit for both passengers and products. The paper provides a comprehensive
overview of the components and theory of RAMS and highlights commonly used methods in
each discipline. The benefits and sustainability of RAMS and complementary disciplines such
as Life Cycle Cost (LCC) are also discussed. The integration of RAMS and LCC can provide
railway companies and passengers with numerous benefits. The RAMS methodology consists of
four essential components: availability, maintainability, safety management, and reliability.
While implementing RAMS, businesses must consider potential obstacles such as limited data
and resources. To foster an environment conducive to RAMS implementation, businesses need
government and industry support. Future research must be conducted on optimizing assets
across the entire railway system, and RAMS and LCC requirements must be digitized within the
asset system.
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1. Introduction

Railway transportation is a critical mode of transport for both passengers and goods, and it
requires a safe, reliable, and efficient operation. Therefore, it is crucial to ensure the reliability,
availability, maintainability, and safety (RAMS) of railway systems to guarantee their proper
functioning. The RAMS concept is a crucial aspect of railway infrastructure management that has
been the subject of numerous studies in recent years. This paper aims to review the existing
literature on RAMS analysis of railways.

Typically, railway infrastructure spans a vast geographic area and consists of various
components (considering Indonesia's approximately 6.959 km of track) and many items (rails,
bridges, viaducts, tunnels, signaling ). To primary a high degree of safety, the railway firm must
abide by the safety norms set down in certain countries [1], which define maintenance practices and
even frequency requirements for preventative maintenance [2]. To be more competitive with other
modes of transportation, railway businesses are split into those that provide infrastructure services
and transportation services, respectively [3].

The following components that make up the RAMS technique consist of reliability,
availability, maintainability, and safety, four of the most important aspects of railway asset
management [4]. Reliability is a system's capacity to operate continuously and without error. The
capability of a system to be utilized when necessary is referred to as its availability. Maintainability
is the capacity of a system to be restored or maintained without difficulty. Safety is a system's
capacity to function without compromising humans or the environment. With the use of systems
engineering, RAMS is an engineering science that incorporates these four components into a
system's fundamental design attributes. This method is extremely beneficial for the development of
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transportation maintenance systems in identifying significant early failures and maintaining the
necessary level of safety [5]. SNI IEC 62278-2002 Standard The Specification and Demonstration
of Reliability, Availability, Maintainability, and Safety [6], also known as RAMS Railway
Applications, offers instructions on the future use of RAMS analysis in Indonesia's railway
industry.

In conclusion, the paper provides an exhaustive overview of RAMS's components and the
underlying theory, as well as a discussion of some commonly employed methodologies in each
RAMS component discipline. In addition, the paper discusses the advantages and viability of
RAMS as well as complementary disciplines such as Life Cycle Cost (LCC). As the deployment of
RAMS in the Indonesian railway industry is still in its infancy. The paper presents an excellent
opportunity for researchers to construct and develop a more effective, standardized, and broadly
applicable RAMS methodology for the railway industry.

2. Background

The advent of the railway revolutionized transportation, making it possible to move goods
and passengers over long distances efficiently. Over the centuries, railways have evolved in
response to changing technological capabilities and societal needs [7]. The first rail systems,
utilizing horse-drawn wagons on wooden or metal tracks, have transformed into today's high-speed
rail networks operating on complex track systems with advanced signaling and control
technologies. The constant need for safer, more reliable, and more efficient transport systems
necessitates continuous improvements and developments in railway infrastructure [8].

In today's world, railway infrastructure forms the backbone of many countries'
transportation systems. It includes tracks, bridges, tunnels, signaling systems, and stations, each of
which plays a critical role in ensuring smooth, efficient operations [9]. However, maintaining this
vast and complex infrastructure presents significant challenges. Aging infrastructure, increasing
passenger and freight demands, and the pressure to maintain safety and efficiency all contribute to
the complexities of modern railway infrastructure management.

2.1. Definition of RAMS Concepts

In a broad sense, reliability is the capacity of a system or component to execute its intended
function under specified conditions for a specified period of time. Reliability in the context of
railway infrastructure refers to the performance consistency of all components, including tracks,
bridges, tunnels, and signaling systems [10]. A highly reliable railway system has fewer
breakdowns and interruptions, resulting in efficient service delivery and high customer satisfaction.
It has a direct effect on the operational costs of the system, with more reliable systems typically
requiring less frequent and less costly maintenance interventions.

Availability is the degree to which a system is prepared to execute its required function
whenever it is requested. In the railway context, availability relates to how often the railway
infrastructure is ready for its intended use. High availability means that railway services are not
frequently interrupted due to failures, leading to better adherence to timetables and higher levels of
customer service [11]. Availability is often improved through preventive maintenance strategies
and quick, efficient responses to any system failures.

Maintainability relates to the ease with which a system or component can be retained or
restored to a specified condition after it has undergone a failure. In railway infrastructure, this is
about how easily and quickly the tracks, bridges, tunnels, and signaling systems can be repaired or
serviced when they break down. High maintainability means that any necessary maintenance can
be carried out quickly and efficiently, minimizing the downtime of railway services and ensuring a
consistent, high level of service [12].

Safety is the capability of a system to operate without causing unacceptable risks or harm
to people, property, or the environment. Within railway infrastructure, safety encompasses the
strategies and measures put in place to protect passengers, staff, and the public from risks
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associated with railway operations. A safe railway system carefully manages potential hazards,
employs rigorous safety standards, and is designed with safety-critical features to mitigate risks
[13].

By understanding these core principles of RAMS, railway infrastructure managers can
better assess the performance of their systems and identify areas that need improvement or
attention, resulting in a more efficient, safer, and reliable railway service.

2.2. Importance of RAMS in Railway Infrastructure Management

Reliability in the context of railway infrastructure refers to the probability that a system or
component will execute its intended function under specified conditions and for a specified time
without failing. This is crucial as it ensures continuous, efficient operation, reducing instances of
unforeseen breakdowns, delays, and disruptions. Reliable railway infrastructure ensures punctuality
and adherence to service timetables, leading to customer satisfaction and trust, and it plays a vital
role in maintaining the commercial viability of railway operations [14].

Availability pertains to the readiness of the railway system to perform its function when
required. This is key in railway operations where adherence to schedules is of paramount
importance. A high level of system availability means fewer service interruptions, ensuring
consistent service delivery, which in turn builds consumer confidence [15]. It is also worth noting
that high availability often translates into better use of resources and increased operational
efficiency.

Maintainability is the simplicity and quickness with which a system's operational status can
be restored after a malfunction. It involves the design of systems for easier maintenance and the
availability of resources needed for repair tasks. Efficient maintainability minimizes the downtime
of railway services during maintenance activities, thus maximizing operational time and reducing
the potential for service disruptions, which could result in customer dissatisfaction and financial
loss [16].

Safety is the risk reduction aspect of RAMS that pertains to the system's ability to operate
without causing unacceptable harm to people, property, or the environment. In railway systems,
safety includes infrastructure safety, operational safety, and systemic safety to prevent accidents
and incidents. Safety is a non-negotiable aspect of railway operations, considering the high
potential risks involved, making it a priority in railway infrastructure management [17].

In summary, RAMS principles are the underpinning elements of railway infrastructure
management, which serve to enhance system performance, operational efficiency, and user safety
while also reducing costs and potential risks. By employing these principles, the railway
infrastructure can achieve and maintain a high level of service quality, meet user demands, comply
with regulatory requirements, and contribute positively to sustainable transport development.

3. Railway Infrastructure Components

3.1. Track

In the RAMS (Reliability, Availability, Maintainability, and Safety) process of railway
track components, several key elements contribute to the overall performance and effectiveness of
the track system. These components include rails, sleepers, ballast, and sub-ballast as shown in
Figure 1.

Figure 1. Railway Track Component
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3.1.1. Rails

Rails are the primary load-bearing component of the track system. They provide a smooth
and stable surface for trains to travel on [18]. The reliability of rails is crucial in ensuring the safe
and efficient operation of the railway. Regular inspections are conducted to detect any signs of
wear, cracks, or defects that may compromise their structural integrity. Proper maintenance, such as
rail grinding or replacement, is essential to maintain the reliability of the rails and prevent
derailments or track failures. Track disruptions can cause delays and service disruptions. Regular
maintenance, including inspections and repairs, ensures high availability. Efficient maintenance is
essential for ongoing safe operations. Track design should allow for easy access and quick repairs
to minimize downtime. Regular inspections and prompt repairs enhance track safety. Track-side
safety measures further contribute to overall safety. Emphasizing reliability, availability,
maintainability, and safety through proper design, regular inspections, and efficient maintenance
practices ensures the smooth and safe operation of the railway network.

3.1.2. Sleepers

Sleepers, also known as ties, are horizontal components that support the rails and distribute
the load from the trains to the track bed [19]. They provide stability and maintain the gauge
(distance between rails) of the track. The reliability of sleepers is essential for maintaining track
alignment and preventing rail movement. Regular inspections and maintenance activities, such as
replacing damaged or worn-out sleepers, are necessary to ensure their reliability and structural
integrity. Damaged or deteriorated sleepers can lead to track instability and require immediate
replacement to prevent service disruptions. Regular inspections and proactive replacement
programs help maintain high sleeper availability. Proper maintenance practices, such as adjusting
fastenings and monitoring for decay or rot, contribute to improved maintainability. Sleepers play a
critical role in track safety. Damaged or deteriorated sleepers can compromise track integrity,
leading to derailments or other hazardous situations. Regular inspections and proactive
maintenance help identify and address sleeper issues, enhancing overall track safety. Ensuring
reliable, available, maintainable, and safe sleepers through quality materials, regular inspections,
and proactive maintenance programs contribute to the overall safety and efficiency of railway
operations.

3.1.3. Ballast

Ballast is a layer of crushed stone, gravel, or slag that is placed underneath the sleepers. It
provides stability, drainage, and lateral resistance to the track system [19]. The reliability of ballast
is crucial in maintaining proper track alignment and reducing track settlement. Regular inspections
and maintenance activities, such as tamping or adding new ballast, are necessary to maintain the
ballast's effectiveness and prevent track deterioration. Adequate ballast availability prevents track
instability and disruptions to train operations. Effective maintenance practices minimize downtime
and contribute to improved RAMS. The ballast provides a stable foundation, reducing vibrations
and distributing loads. Properly maintained ballast enhances track safety, minimizing track
irregularities and derailment risks. Prioritizing proper ballast design, regular inspections, and
effective maintenance practices improves the RAMS of the railway system. It ensures reliable,
available, maintainable, and safe tracks, enhancing overall performance and efficiency.

3.1.4. Sub-ballast

Subballast is a layer of material placed below the ballast to further enhance track stability
and distribute the load [20]. It provides additional support and helps to prevent excessive
deformation of the underlying soil. The reliability of subballast is important for maintaining track
stability and preventing differential settlement. It should be constructed using durable materials and
designed to withstand the expected loads. Regular inspections and maintenance activities, such as
re-compaction or replacement of damaged sub-ballast, are necessary to ensure high availability and

*Indrakusuma ISSN: 2721-1878 | DOI: 10.31284/j.jtm.2023.v4i2.4544

https://issn.brin.go.id/terbit/detail/1579246570


Indrakusuma, RAMS of Railway Infrastructure A Review 167

prevent track instabilities. The sub-ballast layer contributes to the overall safety of the railway
track. It helps to distribute the loads from trains and provides a stable foundation for the track
structure. A well-maintained sub-ballast layer minimizes track irregularities and reduces the risk of
derailments or other safety incidents. By focusing on proper design, regular inspections, and
effective maintenance practices, the reliability, availability, maintainability, and safety of the
railway system can be enhanced, leading to improved performance and safety of train operations.

3.2. Bridges and Tunnels
In the RAMS (Reliability, Availability, Maintainability, and Safety) process of railway

bridge building components, the product structure consists of two crucial elements: the
superstructure and the substructure. Each plays a significant role in ensuring the overall reliability,
availability, maintainability, and safety of the railway bridge as shown in Figure 2.
3.2.1. Superstructure

The superstructure refers to the upper portion of the bridge that carries the load of the trains
and provides support for the railway track. It includes components such as girders, trusses, and
deckings. The reliability of the superstructure is crucial in maintaining the bridge's stability,
load-bearing capacity, and resistance to fatigue and external forces [21]. Regular inspections,
structural assessments, and maintenance activities are essential to detect any signs of deterioration,
such as cracks, corrosion, or fatigue, which could compromise the superstructure's reliability [22].

Figure 2. Railway Bridge Component

The materials used and the structural integrity of the superstructure are crucial for ensuring
long-term reliability and preventing structural failures that could disrupt train operations. The
availability of the bridge superstructure is essential for maintaining uninterrupted train operations.
Any issues or failures in the superstructure can lead to service disruptions, delays, and potential
safety hazards. Regular checks for signs of deterioration, fatigue, or damage, as well as timely
repairs or reinforcements, contribute to maintaining the structural integrity of the bridge. Efficient
maintenance practices minimize downtime and optimize the availability of the bridge. The design
and maintenance of the superstructure should adhere to safety standards and considerations.
Regular inspections, structural evaluations, and necessary repairs or upgrades ensure the safety of
train operations and minimize the risk of structural failures or accidents.

3.2.2. Substructure
The substructure refers to the lower portion of the bridge that supports and distributes the

load from the superstructure to the foundation. It includes components such as piers, abutments,
and foundations. The reliability of the substructure is critical in maintaining the overall stability and
integrity of the bridge [23]. Regular inspections and assessments of the substructure, including the
condition of the piers and foundations, are necessary to detect any signs of settlement, erosion, or
structural deterioration. Adequate maintenance and repair activities, such as crack sealing,
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waterproofing, and reinforcing, are essential to ensure the substructure's reliability [23]. Proper
design, construction techniques, and material selection are also crucial factors in enhancing the
reliability of the substructure

3.3. Signaling
Railway signaling systems are crucial for the safe and efficient operation of the railway

network. They control the movement of trains, ensuring they maintain safe distances and don't
collide with each other or other obstacles. Several components make up these systems and
influence the product's RAMS.

3.3.1. Signal
Railway signals play a vital role in railway operations, and their RAMS aspects are critical.

For reliability, signals must function under all conditions, with their quality, environmental
resistance, and system integrity ensuring no misinterpretations that could lead to accidents [24].
Their availability is equally crucial, requiring operational signals displaying correct information at
all times, with robust systems and responsive repair teams in place for emergencies. Maintainability
calls for signals to be designed for quick and easy troubleshooting, repair, and component
replacement, aided by routine inspections and preventive maintenance. Safety, their primary role,
demands clear and accurate information delivery with fail-safe mechanisms incorporated into the
design. A signal failing should default to its most restrictive state, typically "stop" or "danger,” to
prevent unsafe progression. Every stage, from design and manufacturing to installation and
maintenance, is executed with a focus on enhancing these four key aspects of signal performance.

3.3.2. Interlocking system
Interlocking systems are a critical part of railway signaling systems. They play a pivotal

role in maintaining safety by preventing conflicting routes from being set simultaneously, which
could potentially lead to accidents [24]. Interlocking systems in railways require high reliability to
prevent dangerous situations, necessitating flawless operation and rigorous design and testing of
components and software. They must be available and operational at all times, reverting to a safe
state during failures. Despite their complexity, they must be maintainable, allowing easy problem
diagnosis, component replacement, and upgrades. Safety, as their core function, ensures the
prevention of conflicting movements on tracks and demands a fail-safe default configuration during
uncertainties. Interlocking systems are fundamental to its design, operation, and maintenance. A
well-designed and maintained interlocking system enhances the overall safety and efficiency of
railway operations.

3.3.3. Switches
Switches in railway signaling systems guide trains from one track to another and

significantly influence the system RAMS [25]. Reliable switches are accurately direct trains,
ensuring no derailments or misrouting; their mechanical and electrical components must be
robustly designed, manufactured, and tested. They should always be available, with systems in
place for quick fault detection and restoration to avoid rail traffic disruptions. Regular maintenance,
including inspections, lubrication, and worn parts replacement, ensures maintainability. For safety,
switches are designed to minimize accidents, with fail-safe mechanisms defaulting to a
predetermined position in case of failure. Focusing on these RAMS aspects throughout design,
installation, operation, and maintenance enhances system performance and safety.

3.3.4. Train Protection Systems (TPS)
Train Protection Systems (TPS) are paramount for railway safety and efficiency by

enforcing speed restrictions and signal aspects, significantly influencing RAMS. Reliable TPS
provide accurate and timely information under all conditions, with failures potentially leading to
dangerous overspeed or signal adherence failures [26]. Availability is critical, as downtime can
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compromise train speed control, thus increasing accident risks. Measures for quick fault detection
and repair are vital. TPS, being complex systems, require regular maintenance and testing
involving checks, calibration, and software updates. Safety is ensured through functionalities like
automatic braking during overspeed or signal to pass at danger, with fail-safe features that default
to the safest state during failures. A well-designed and maintained TPS enhances overall railway
safety and efficiency.

3.3.5. Centralized Traffic Control
Centralized Traffic Control (CTC) systems are crucial components of railway operations.

They facilitate remote control and monitoring of railway track switches and signals from a
centralized location [27]. CTC systems must operate reliably under all conditions. It must
accurately relay command signals to railway switches and signals and report back their status to the
control center. CTC needs to be operational at all times to ensure safe and efficient railway
operations. To ensure high availability, measures should be in place for detecting faults quickly and
restoring normal operations. CTC systems, being complex, require regular maintenance to ensure
they continue to function correctly. The ease of diagnosing problems and performing maintenance
tasks is crucial to minimize downtime and maintain operational efficiency. The primary role of
CTC systems is to ensure safe railway operations by controlling train routing and movement [28].
These systems should be designed with fail-safe features, ensuring any failure leads to the safest
state. CTC systems significantly contribute to the overall RAMS of a railway system. Thus,
focusing on these aspects in the design, operation, and maintenance of CTC systems can greatly
enhance railway safety and efficiency.

3.3.6. Communication Systems
Railway communication systems are integral for operations, connecting signals, switches,

trains, and control centers. Reliability requires accurate and timely data transmission under all
conditions, with failures potentially causing dangerous situations. The systems must be
continuously available redundancy measures to mitigate disruptions [29]. As complex systems,
regular maintenance, including hardware and software updates, system checks, and calibrations, is
necessary. They play a pivotal role in safety by transmitting critical information and should include
fail-safe features [30]. In conclusion, focusing on RAMS during design, operation, and
maintenance can greatly enhance railway safety and efficiency.

4. Application of RAMS in Railway Infrastructure

Railways as a crucial mode of transportation for centuries, have hinged their success on the
quality and resilience of their infrastructure. This infrastructure, spanning tracks, bridges, tunnels,
and signaling systems, ensures safe, efficient, and reliable rail transportation [31]. RAMS
(Reliability, Availability, Maintainability, and Safety) principles applied to this infrastructure
increase its effectiveness and durability. This section explores the role of RAMS in the fundamental
elements of railway infrastructure management and explains how these principles govern the
construction, maintenance, and overall operation of tracks, bridges, tunnels, and signaling systems.
By examining the challenges and opportunities implicit in implementing RAMS in railway
infrastructure, we gain insight into its vital role in the development of a robust, dependable, and
secure transportation network.

4.1. Application in Track Maintenance
The tracks are the most fundamental component of the railway infrastructure, providing a

smooth and stable surface on which trains can move at high speeds [32]. Tracks are typically made
of steel rails laid on wooden or concrete ties, which in turn are supported by ballast, a layer of
crushed stone, gravel, or slag that helps distribute the weight of the trains evenly across the tracks.
The design of the tracks is critical to ensuring the safety and efficiency of rail transportation, and
tracks must be inspected regularly to detect any signs of wear, damage, or instability. Monitoring
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the condition of the rails, couplings, and ballast is included [33][34]. Immediate identification of
wear indicators, such as excessive rail or tie deterioration, irregular ballast settlement, and track
misalignment, is necessary to prevent potential dangers.

Visual evaluations, ultrasonic testing, measurements of the track's geometry, and other
specialized techniques may be employed during the inspection process [35]. Through diligent
monitoring and maintenance, rail operators can identify and address track defects or deficiencies
before they become more severe, ensuring the continued safety and effectiveness of train
operations. In addition, advancements in track technology, such as the use of continuous welded
rail (CWR) or resilient materials for ties and ballast, contribute to enhanced track durability,
stability, and longevity. These innovations reduce track maintenance needs and the likelihood of
track failure.

Reliability, Availability, Maintainability, and Safety (RAMS) principles have significant
implications for railway track maintenance. The reliability of the track system is ensured by regular
and rigorous inspections to identify any track deformations, rail wear, and other potential issues.
Predictive maintenance technologies powered by data analysis enable railway managers to
anticipate potential issues and schedule maintenance tasks efficiently, ensuring high availability and
minimizing service disruptions. Maintainability is improved through the use of modern machinery
and maintenance techniques that facilitate swift and efficient replacement or repair of track
components. Safety is a paramount concern in track maintenance, with stringent standards in place
for track construction and maintenance to minimize risks of derailments and other accidents.

4.2. Bridges and Tunnels
Bridges and tunnels, as integral components of the railway infrastructure, have a pivotal

role in enabling trains to navigate through or across various natural and man-made barriers [36].
They encounter unique maintenance and safety challenges due to their structural complexity and
exposure to diverse environmental conditions. The application of RAMS principles to these
structures helps in effectively managing these challenges.

The reliability of bridges and tunnels is ensured through regular structural evaluations,
which allow for the timely detection and rectification of any wear and tear or damage [37]. This
proactive approach helps to prevent significant malfunctions that could disrupt railway operations
or pose safety risks. By conducting regular assessments, railway managers can ensure the structural
integrity of bridges and tunnels, minimizing the risk of failures and ensuring the safe and
uninterrupted operation of the railway system.

The maintenance strategies implemented play a crucial role in ensuring the availability of
railway infrastructure structures, such as bridges and tunnels, throughout their expected lifespan
[38]. By adopting effective maintenance procedures that include vigilant monitoring and early
detection of signs of deterioration, railway operators can proactively address potential issues and
ensure the continuous functionality of these structures. Timely maintenance interventions
contribute significantly to maintaining the availability of railway infrastructure, minimizing
disruptions, and ensuring the reliability of the transportation system.

Maintainability, on the other hand, is enhanced by employing innovative materials and
designs that allow for easy repair and maintenance of these structures [39]. By adopting such
approaches, railway operators can efficiently address any issues that arise and minimize downtime.
Continuous advancements in technology and materials also contribute to the development of more
robust and resilient bridge and tunnel infrastructure, further enhancing their maintainability and
overall performance.

Lastly, safety is a paramount concern in the design and maintenance of bridges and tunnels
[40]. Rigorous construction and inspection standards are upheld to minimize safety risks, thus
ensuring that these structures can withstand the enormous stresses inflicted by large railway
cargoes and extreme environmental conditions. In summary, the application of RAMS principles to
the maintenance and management of bridges and tunnels is crucial for ensuring their longevity and
the overall safety and reliability of railway operations.
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4.3. Signaling Systems
Signaling systems are the nerve center of railway operations, providing crucial real-time

data on train movement, speed, and location. It is essential to apply RAMS (Reliability,
Availability, Maintainability, and Safety) principles to ensure their optimal performance.

Reliability in signaling systems is upheld by maintaining highly dependable operations,
which involves consistent delivery of accurate and timely signal information. These systems consist
of track circuits, signals, and interlockings, each of which plays an important role in railway
regulation. Track circuits are embedded electrical circuits that detect train presence and provide
vital information for safe train separation and collision prevention. Signals provide train operators
with visual indications of the safety of their movement, while interlockings are complex control
systems that coordinate train routes to avoid collisions.

To ensure the availability of railway systems, routine testing and maintenance practices are
essential in keeping the system in proper working condition when required [41]. Proactive
maintenance approaches significantly reduce the probability of equipment failures or malfunctions,
thereby preserving the system's availability and minimizing service interruptions. By implementing
regular maintenance schedules, conducting inspections, and utilizing condition monitoring
techniques, railway operators can identify and address potential issues in a timely manner. This
proactive approach contributes to the overall reliability and availability of the railway system,
ensuring uninterrupted and efficient service.

Maintainability in railway infrastructure focuses on efficient troubleshooting and repair
processes, which are facilitated by the use of readily maintainable systems and components [42].
This approach enables prompt resolution of problems, enhancing the overall performance of the
system and preventing extended periods of downtime. By utilizing components and designs that are
easily serviceable, railway operators can minimize the time required for repairs and maintenance
activities, ensuring a consistent and high level of service reliability.

Safety in signaling systems is ensured through adherence to strict safety standards, which
include the implementation of fail-safe design principles [38]. These principles guarantee that any
system failure will result in the safest possible state, minimizing risks to passengers, staff, and the
public. Additionally, considerations such as track geometry, train speeds, and the complexity of the
railway network are crucial in the design and implementation of signaling systems that prioritize
safety. By incorporating robust safety measures, railway operators can create a secure operating
environment that mitigates potential hazards and ensures the overall safety of railway operations.

In conclusion, RAMS principles serve a crucial role in sustaining the functionality and
integrity of signaling systems. By prioritizing proper design, adherence to safety standards, and
routine maintenance, they contribute to the safety and dependability of railway networks as a
whole.

5. RAMS Analysis

5.1. Components of RAMS Analysis
5.1.1. Reliability Analysis

Reliability is the probability that an item will perform as intended under specified
conditions over a specified time period [43]. Another definition of reliability is the capacity of an
item to begin and continue functioning until its purpose and mission are accomplished [44].
Reliability means the probability of an item with a known failure rate not failing over a specified
time.

The quality of a product has a direct impact on its dependability. One of the most crucial
factors to take into account while a product is being designed, tested, and used is this criterion [22].
As the duration of operation increases, reliability declines as a function of time. Due to the high
acquisition cost of each railway asset, it is essential to employ a product or system with high
dependability for an extended period of time.

In addition to a technical definition, train operationality may be used to describe railway
dependability. The dependability of a railway was examined by M. Vromans (2005) using train
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punctuality [45]. When a train can operate correctly continuously, enabling the timely delivery of
products and other services, it is said to be dependable.

Reliability is the probability that a product will perform a required function without failure
under specified conditions for a specified period of time [46], according to Durivage, M. A. This
view states that analyzing the failure behavior of a system or component is necessary to analyze its
dependability. The failure event would be collated, tabulated, and stochastically displayed in order
to comprehend and compute the relevant information.

A population of items or systems must be monitored over time to determine the likelihood
of failure. Gerokostopoulos et al. (2015) provided an estimation method and a risk management
strategy for determining the sample size of a research study [47]. With sufficient data, it is possible
to generate a Probability Density Function (PDF) of a failure occurrence. Time To Failure (TTF) or
the amount of time it takes for a particular sample to fail will be included in the PDF's data. The
collected data on a product's durability are used to determine its lifespan. In the field of Life Data
Analysis (LDA), the exponential, lognormal, and Weibull distributions are recognised as failure
distributions that most likely match the collected data [48].

The exponential distribution and the Weibull distribution are effective methods for
calculating the probability of a railway track's dependability. Due to its constant failure rate and
lack of information requirements, the exponential distribution is useful for predicting the reliability
of a system when there are no historical data regarding its operation [49]. Using the exponential
method to model the railway track failure rate. In poisson processes, where events occur
continuously and independently at a constant average rate, the exponential distribution is frequently
used to describe the time between events [50]. In the context of rail infrastructure, assuming that
the failure rate is constant over time, the exponential distribution is an appropriate choice for
modeling the failure rate. The reliability calculation using the exponential distribution method is as
follows:

(1) (2)λ =  𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑓𝑎𝑖𝑙𝑢𝑟𝑒
𝑂𝑝𝑒𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒 λ = ℎ 𝑡( ) = 𝑓 𝑡( )

𝑅 𝑡( )  𝑓 𝑡( ) =  λ𝑒(−λ𝑡)

(3) (4)𝐹 𝑡( ) = 1 − 𝑒(−λ𝑡) 𝑅 𝑡( ) = 𝑒 −λ𝑡( )

(5) (6)𝑀𝑇𝐵𝐹 =  𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑝𝑒𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 (𝑢𝑝𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒) 
𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑓𝑎𝑖𝑙𝑢𝑟𝑒𝑠 𝑀𝑇𝐵𝐹 =  1

λ

(7) (8)𝑀𝑇𝑇𝐹 =  𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒 𝑜𝑓 𝑜𝑝𝑒𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 (𝑢𝑝𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒) 
𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑝𝑜𝑛𝑒𝑛𝑡𝑠 𝑀𝑇𝑇𝐹 =  1

λ

(9)

Where,
= Euler’s number𝑒
= Constant failure rateλ
= Hazard rateℎ(𝑡)
= Probability density function𝑓(𝑡)
= Cumulative density function𝐹(𝑡)
= Reliability function𝑅(𝑡)

= Mean Time Between Failure (for repairable components)𝑀𝑇𝐵𝐹
= Mean Time To Failure (for nonrepairable components)𝑀𝑇𝑇𝐹

Due to its constant failure rate, an exponential pdf is used to predict system
reliability in the absence of operational history [51].

5.1.2. Availability Analysis
Availability is the proportion of time during a specified period that a system or component

is operational and available for use. Simes (2018) defines availability as the proportion of time a
system is genuinely available relative to the time it should be available [52]. Administrators of
railroads must ensure that the route is in a functional condition for rail passengers. To increase the
level of track availability, effective maintenance management is required. Maintenance can prolong
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the useful life of railway track assets and prevent damage that can cause delays or cease railway
operations. In addition, periodic performance evaluations of railway track systems and assets are
conducted to identify issues and implement the necessary corrections. Important to reliability
engineering and maintenance is the availability of rail infrastructure [53].

Availability consists of an uptime function, which is when the system is operational, and an
outage function, which is when the system is not operational. Figures 3 and Table 1 show
availability graphs and factors for the preparation of uptime and outage functions respectively.

Figure 3. Uptime and Downtime of Railway Operation

Table 1. Parameter Availability

Important to the train operation of a railway asset manager is availability. The number of
inoperable rolling stock must be kept to a minimum for the efficient operation of the line.
Additionally, the electrical component of the rolling stock and the power traction must be
operational. There is a close connection between availability, dependability, and availability [37],
[54]. Availability is the aggregate of the total time the system is operational or uptime and the total
time it is not operational or outage.

Total amount of preventive maintenance, total amount of corrective maintenance, as well
as administrative and logistic delay time. Figure 3 depicts that availability is a combination

of dependability (Uptime) and maintainability (Downtime) [55]. Uptime is the duration of time the
train is operational and in reserve mode. In contrast, downtime comprises maintenance time plus
any administrative or logistical delays incurred during the completion of the maintenance schedule.
Depending on the asset manager's maintenance philosophy, the postponement could be either
lengthy or brief. This would almost certainly impact the system's availability. Consequently, the
formula for the expanded availability is :

(10)𝐴 =  𝑈𝑝𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒 
𝑈𝑝𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒+𝐷𝑜𝑤𝑛𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒

The Availability parameters are used to ensure that the rail network provides consumers
with a high level of performance while maintaining safety limits [56].

5.1.3. Maintainability Analysis
The primary purpose of track maintenance and replacement is to assure safety and conform

to quality standards [57]. Maintainability has a substantial impact on the availability of a system or

Parameter Symbol Symbol Dimension

AVAILABILITY A
INHERENT Ai DIMENSIONLESS

OPERATIONAL A0

FLEET AVAILABILITY FA DIMENSIONLESS

SCHEDULE
ADHERENCE

SA DIMENSIONLESS
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service. When its services are required, the best-maintained system is always reliable and available.
To accomplish this, maintenance must be performed as often as required but as infrequently as
possible. Train Conductor Companies (TOC) must employ the maintainability philosophy and
methodology with discretion.

There are numerous maintenance planning and scheduling philosophies. Afzali et al.
(2019) developed an original reliability-centered maintenance (RCM) model for electrical power
distribution [57]. In this method, a reliability team thoroughly evaluates each critical component
and identifies all failure modes. The maintenance needs will then be determined, and a preventive
maintenance (PM) schedule will be developed.

Su et al. (2019) are researching condition-based maintenance (CBM) for the maintenance
of Dutch railway tracks [58]. This is not significantly different from RBM. Unlike RBM, which
determines PM through failure analyses, CBM also assesses the machine's condition. Based on
continuous monitoring of the system or item's condition, only necessary maintenance is performed.
This technique maximizes the asset's useful life despite requiring a small number of qualified
personnel to monitor it at regular intervals [59]. Table 2 contains the supporting parameters
necessary for determining maintainability.

Table 2. Parameter Maintainability

Maintainability in railway maintenance refers to the simplicity with which a railway line
can be restored or maintained. Maintainability is typically measured by Mean Time To Repair
(MTTR), which encompasses access time and repair/replacement time. Included in Mean Time
Between Maintenance (MTBM) are unscheduled and preventative maintenance [60]. Maintenance
is the likelihood that a particular maintenance action can be performed within a predetermined
period of time, utilizing predetermined procedures and resources, under predetermined conditions
of use, in order to keep a system or piece of equipment in good working order or to restore a failed
system [61]. Engineering The following justifications justify maintenance:
• To design for simplicity of maintenance, thereby decreasing maintenance time and costs.
• To estimate system maintenance and outages.
• To estimate labor, hours, time, and other resources for maintenance purposes.

Maintainability is a measure of how rapidly a failed component can be repaired [62]. The
parameter for maintainability, MTTR, is used to assess the efficacy of maintenance activities.
Calculation of the maintenance system with MTTR is:

(11) (12) (13)𝑀
𝑆

=  1 −  𝑒 −μ𝑡( ) = 1 − 𝑒
−𝑡

𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑅 µ =  1
𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑅  𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑅 =  𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙 𝑚𝑎𝑖𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒 

𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑟𝑒𝑝𝑎𝑖𝑟𝑠
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Parameter Symbol Dimension

Mean Down Time MDT Time (distance, cycle)
Mean operating Time Between

Maintenance
MTBM Time (distance, cycle)

MTBM (corrective or preventive) MTBM(c),
MTBM(p),

Time (distance, cycle)

Mean Time to Maintain MTTM Time
MTBM (corrective or preventive) MTBM(c),

MTBM(p),
Time

Mean Time To Restore MTTR Time
Mean Repair Time MRT Time
Fault Coverage FC Dimensionless
Repair Coverage RC Dimensionless
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Where,
= Operating time𝑡
= Repair or restoration rateµ
= Mean Time To Repair𝑀𝑇𝑇𝑅

The Availability parameters are where is the probability that the component is repaired within𝑀
𝑆

time t and MTTR is the mean time to repair.

5.1.4. Safety Analysis
A robust design with high dependability and maintenance accessibility, combined with

efficient management, would result in a high safety standard for railway operations. EN 50129
evaluates railway RAMS safety as a guide for predominantly electronic systems such as signaling,
communication, and processing systems [4]. Another standard that defines railway safety
requirements is EN 50126-2 [4]. This standard, which supplements EN 50129 on safety procedures,
covers additional railway applications, such as command, control, signaling, rolling stock, and
fixed installations. Table 3 contains the supporting parameters required to determine security.

Table 3. Parameter Safety

Wang et al. (2021) investigate the technique for safety analysis using the cusp catastrophe
model. This method describes the dynamic process of railway system safety and considers safety's
emergent property. Liu et al. (2020) propose a comprehensive model method for describing the
dynamic process of railway system safety that takes into account the emergent property of safety
[63]. Liu et al. (2020) propose a model that combines the Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) and
the Maximum Entropy Method (MEM) [64].

In another context, safety is the liberation of a technical system from an untenable risk of
damage. During the lifecycle of a system, safety is the requirement to cause no damage to people,
the environment, or other assets. Standard safety parameters for trajectories include Mean Time
Between Hazardous Failure (MTBHF), Mean Time Between Safety System Failure (MTBSF), and
Hazard level H(t) [65].

5.2. RAMS Analysis Techniques

5.2.1. Failure Mode and Effect Analysis (FMEA)
Failure Mode and Effect Analysis (FMEA) is a qualitative analysis technique used to

identify potential failures in a system or component and to determine their impact or repercussions.
This method also facilitates the determination of preventive and corrective actions that can be taken
to prevent or mitigate the effects of such failures [66].

FMEA analysis can be performed using a combination of severity, occurrence, and
detectability values. The sum of these values is referred to as the Risk Priority Number (RPN). The
RPN with the highest score in this evaluation represents the highest risk area, and the underlying
cause must be mitigated [44].

5.2.2. Failure Modes, Effects, and Criticality Analysis (FMECA)
Failure Modes, Effects, and Criticality Analysis (FMECA) is an extension of Failure

Modes and Effects Analysis (FMEA) that seeks to determine the severity of failure modes and

Parameter Symbol Dimension

Hazard rate H(t) 1/time, 1/distance, 1/cycle
Probability of Wrong-side-failure Pwsf Dimensionless
Active time to return to safe state - time
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prioritize preventive actions by combining measurements of severity and frequency of occurrence,
also known as criticality [67]. FMECA is very useful for enhancing system design and decreasing
the risk of failure during operation, thereby enhancing system safety and reliability [67].

The FMECA method consists of two distinct methods: the FMEA method to determine the
RPN, followed by Criticality Analysis (CA) to obtain the criticality value, and then the criticality
value of each failure mode ranked from largest to smallest [67]. To facilitate the results of FMECA
analysis, a criticality matrix can be used to identify and compare each failure mode with the others
based on severity and frequency [44].

5.2.3. Fault Tree Analysis
Fault Tree Analysis (FTA) is a risk assessment technique that depicts the most probable

potential failures of railway track assets and their possible causes. FTA aids in determining the
cause of a specific event and offers guidance on how to prevent it from occurring in the future,
thereby reducing the probability of failure and enhancing system reliability [68].

FTA is a methodical procedure for modeling top events (TE), which are undesirable system
malfunctions. FTA entails the combination of multiple basic events (BE) as the premise for
constructing TE occurrence scenarios. FTA analysis is depicted in a graphical form known as a
fault tree (FT) that illustrates the relationship between the TE, intermediate event (IE), and BE
through the use of gate symbols [25]. During a fault tree (FT) analysis, the TE is identified by
identifying its direct cause, which is then analyzed until it reaches the BE. Each block in the FTA
analysis also has a probability of failure (P) value, so the formula for calculating reliability or
unreliability is identical to that used in the Reliability Block Diagram analysis [69]. If the system
being analyzed is extremely complex, FT can be subdivided into smaller FT and incorporated with
BE via a transfer gate. This is done to facilitate the FT analysis and help identify the necessary
precautions to reduce the risk of system failure.

6. Life Cycle Cost Analysis (LCC)

LCC is an analytical technique used to evaluate the total cost of a system or asset over its
entire life cycle, including acquisition, operation, maintenance, and disposal costs, with the
objective of optimizing costs to attain a specific output [70]. In addition, LCC can be utilized to
evaluate the cost-effectiveness of various design alternatives and to make performance and cost
trades [71]. LCC analysis is a crucial instrument for decision making. LCC analysis seeks to
determine which investment alternatives (that meet the specified performance requirements) offer
the most advantageous long-term pricing/financing [72]. It is essential when deciding on new
assets (replacement or new acquisition), emphasizes the significance of locked-in costs, such as
R&D, and offers three significant advantages. All costs associated with the asset become
transparent, allowing for the analysis of business functions. Low R&D costs can lead to high
maintenance costs in the future, and differences in early stage expenditures enable accurate revenue
forecasting [73].

RAMS determines the technical parameters for determining the reliability, availability,
maintainability, and safety of a railway throughout its life cycle, whereas LCCA determines if the
investment in meeting RAMS requirements is leveraged or if a viable alternative exists [74]. LCCA
can be conducted from the conceptual phase through operation and decommissioning, similar to
RAMS. Any identified parameter and risk would have a cost attribute; therefore, RAMS must
define alternatives or other options [75]. Both LCCA and RAMS are required to make the optimal
choice concerning a railway undertaking or operation.

In general, LCCA is carried out in phases. The first phase consists of defining objectives,
developing hypotheses, gathering all source materials, and preparing input data. In the second
phase, RAMS parameter preparation and analysis are conducted for each proposed variant. Later,
the LCC model is developed using the initial RAMS parameter and assumption as a foundation.
The model is analyzed and calculations are conducted during the fourth phase. In the fifth stage, the
analysis's results are reconsidered. The model and calculation will then be validated in the sixth and

*Indrakusuma ISSN: 2721-1878 | DOI: 10.31284/j.jtm.2023.v4i2.4544

https://issn.brin.go.id/terbit/detail/1579246570


Indrakusuma, RAMS of Railway Infrastructure A Review 177

final phase, which calls for continuous monitoring and reevaluation utilizing actual operational
data.

LCC analysis seeks to determine which investment alternatives (that meet the specified
performance requirements) offer the most advantageous long-term pricing/financing [72]. It is
essential when deciding on new assets (replacement or new acquisition), emphasizes the
significance of locked-in costs, such as R&D, and offers three significant advantages. In other
words, all costs associated with the asset are made transparent, allowing for an analysis of business
function linkage, for example. Low R&D costs can lead to high maintenance costs in the future,
and early stage expenditure distinctions enable accurate revenue forecasting [73].

7. Integration RAMS and Life Cycle Cost

The integration of RAMS (Reliability, Availability, Maintainability, and Safety) and LCC
(Life Cycle Cost) in the railway business refers to an approach that combines RAMS and LCC
analysis in order to make better investment and administration decisions for railway systems [76].
RAMS emphasizes technical parameters such as the railway system's dependability, availability,
maintainability, and safety. The objective of RAMS analysis is to ensure that the railway system
functions reliably, is available when required, is simple to maintain, and is secure throughout its
entire life cycle.

LCC, on the other hand, entails calculating the entire cost of a railway system or asset from
its inception to its demise. This comprises costs associated with acquisition, operation,
maintenance, and disposal. LCC analysis aims to optimize costs by attaining a predetermined
output while taking into account long-term financial factors. In the railway industry, the integration
of RAMS and LCC provides significant benefits [73]. By combining these two methods,
investment decisions can be made taking into account both the technical aspects of RAMS and the
long-term cost implications of LCC. This enables stakeholders in the railway industry to choose
solutions that optimize costs while meeting predefined performance requirements.

The integration of RAMS and LCC involves assessing system performance, safety, and
cost data to produce a comprehensive analysis of its lifecycle costs, which aids in the identification
of corrective maintenance costs, which include disruptions caused by faults that affect the schedule
and faults that do not directly affect train service [77]. This integration facilitates a more thorough
evaluation of alternative railway project solutions. By evaluating RAMS parameters and
contrasting the lifecycle costs of each alternative solution, stakeholders can make more informed
decisions regarding the management of their railway assets. Additionally, it enables more effective
utilization of resources, timely maintenance, and enhanced risk management. In the railway
industry, the integration of RAMS and LCC provides a solid foundation for investment,
maintenance, and operation-related strategic decision-making. Railway companies can improve the
efficacy, dependability, and sustainability of their systems by incorporating both technical
performance and costs into decision-making.

8. Conclusion

The application of RAMS (Reliability, Availability, Maintainability, and Safety) principles
in railway infrastructure administration are crucial for assuring the safe, dependable, and efficient
operation of railways. Track systems, bridges, tunnels, and signaling systems are kept reliable
through routine inspections and proactive maintenance. Implementing effective maintenance
procedures ensures the system's readiness whenever it is required to function. Utilizing readily
maintainable components and designs that facilitate efficient troubleshooting and repair increases
maintainability. Safety is prioritized through the implementation of fail-safe design principles and
adherence to stringent safety standards.

By incorporating RAMS principles into railway infrastructure management, railway
operators can optimize system performance, reduce disruptions, and improve overall transportation
service reliability. It enables the early detection of prospective problems, allowing for opportune
interventions and decreasing the likelihood of failures or disruptions. Moreover, continuous
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technological and material advancements contribute to the development of a more robust and
resilient infrastructure.

As the railway industry continues to evolve and confront new challenges, the importance of
implementing RAMS principles increases. It enables administrators of railway infrastructure to
evaluate the efficacy of their systems, identify areas for development, and effectively prioritize
maintenance efforts. The railway industry can aspire for safer, more reliable, and more efficient
conveyance networks by adopting RAMS principles.

The integration of RAMS and Life Cycle Cost (LCC) analysis in railway infrastructure
management provides a comprehensive approach to evaluating the cost-effectiveness and
sustainability of systems. By considering both operational performance and life cycle costs,
decision-makers can make informed choices that optimize reliability, safety, and financial
sustainability. This integrated approach facilitates critical maintenance interventions, resource
allocation optimization, and informed decision-making for long-term infrastructure management
and development, ensuring efficient and sustainable railway networks.

While implementing RAMS, businesses must consider a number of potential obstacles.
One of the major obstacles is limited data, as businesses require accurate data to measure
operational performance and implement enhancements. There are numerous obstacles to
overcoming data limitations, such as insufficient data integrity and lack of historical operational
data. Another obstacle is limited resources, as the implementation of RAMS necessitates
substantial investments in human resources, technology, and infrastructure. There are a number of
obstacles to overcoming resource barriers, including the availability of trained personnel,
sophisticated technology, and a dependable system infrastructure.

In order to foster an environment conducive to RAMS implementation, businesses need
government and industry support. Although implementing this concept requires a substantial
investment, the long-term benefits of implementing RAMS may outweigh the investment costs.
When deciding to invest, businesses should therefore consider the long-term benefits of RAMS
implementation.

Future research must be conducted on asset optimization throughout the entire railway
system, from facilities to infrastructure, in order to optimize these two concepts. In addition, the
RAMS and LCC requirements must be digitized within the asset system. This will allow for an
abundance of comparative data in the event of asset additions or asset maintenance.
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