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Abstract: Building information modelling is gradually being recognised by the architecture, engineer-
ing, construction, and operation industry as a valuable opportunity to increase the efficiency of the
built environment. Focusing on the wood construction industry, BIM is becoming a necessity; this is
due to its high level of prefabrication and complex digital procedures using wood sawing machines
and sophisticated cuttings. However, the full implementation of BIM is still far from reality. The
main objective of this paper is to explore the barriers affecting BIM implementation in the Swedish
construction industry. An extensive literature review was conducted to extract barriers hindering
the implementation of BIM in the construction industry. Secondly, barriers to the implementation
of BIM in the wood construction industry in Sweden were extracted using the grounded theory
methodology to analyse expert input on the phenomenon of low BIM implementation in the wood
construction industry in Sweden. Thirty-four barriers were identified. The analysis of this study also
led to the development of a conceptual model that recommended solutions to overcome the barriers
identified to help maximise BIM implementation within the wood construction industry. Identifying
the main barriers affecting BIM implementation is essential to guide organisational decisions and
drive policy, particularly for governments that are considering articulating regulations to expand
BIM implementation.

Keywords: building information modelling (BIM); wood construction; grounded theory

1. Introduction

The adoption of building information modelling (BIM) is growing at an exponen-
tial rate [1]. The global market for BIM was valued at USD 5.4 billion in 2020, and it is
expected to grow to USD 10.7 billion by 2026 [2]. BIM is gradually being recognised by
the architecture, engineering, construction, and operation (AECO) industry as a valuable
opportunity to increase the efficiency of the built environment [2]. The adoption of BIM
in different areas provides promising opportunities; for example, in the scope of facility
management, BIM can reduce the operation and maintenance costs by providing a unified
data source for accurate information about the facility [1]; BIM can reduce building energy
consumption and support energy analysis [3]; BIM can facilitate sustainability and Life
Cycle Assessment (LCA) [4–6]; and BIM, with its visualisation tools and 4D and 5D capabil-
ities, can support scheduling and budgeting activities [7,8], increase quality [9], and reduce
occupational risks [10].

One of the primary factors significantly driving market expansion is the rapidly
expanding construction sector, substantial technology improvements, and government
initiatives to mandate BIM implementation [4,5]. BIM is hailed as the answer to open
communication, cost cutting, and energy efficiency. BIM is making its way from trendy
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ephemera to national legislation in many countries, such as the UK. In fact, the UK gov-
ernment has mandated the utilisation of BIM in every government construction project [6].
Europe is another key player in the global BIM movement. There is a clear push to achieve
a fairer understanding of the practice. For example, the French government established
a construction research and development initiative to support the establishment of BIM
standards in infrastructure development [7]. As a result, the French BIM roadmap was
established, and the country mandated BIM. Another European country that has adopted
a national BIM strategy is Germany. This was accomplished by standardising methods
and advocating for BIM to be made a requirement in public infrastructure projects [8]. For
more than a decade, Nordic countries have been implementing BIM in both the public and
private sectors [11]. The requirement originates from initiatives in which there is a lack of
clear communication across construction project phases [2,10].

As for Sweden, in the absence of official government mandates for BIM, the shift
towards implementing BIM in the Swedish construction industry is led by pioneers of
the industry. The early steps towards BIM implementation were taken by representatives
from several companies forming a BIM alliance or BIM network [12]. In this network, the
focus was to pave the way for BIM implementation in Sweden by addressing barriers and
promoting the use of BIM. The shift towards BIM is ultimately receiving more attention;
however, as in many other countries, old approaches are still practised, and the full potential
of BIM is yet to be achieved [2,10,13], meaning there are still barriers preventing and
delaying the full implementation of BIM.

Focusing on the wood construction industry, BIM is becoming a necessity; this is
due to its high level of prefabrication and complex digital procedures using wood sawing
machines and sophisticated cuttings [11,14]. Currently, 3D models for machine production
are being used to some extent, and digitalisation and automation of prefabrication are
constantly developing [14]. However, the full implementation of BIM is still far from
reality [15,16]. The move towards BIM is evident in the wood construction industry in
Sweden in general. Nevertheless, it is still not fully implemented, and the level of BIM
implementation in the wood construction industry is considered lower than in some
other developed countries [17,18]. This emphasises the necessity for identifying and
understanding barriers that are hindering full BIM implementation and paving the way for
solutions to overcome these barriers.

The main aim of this paper is to explore the barriers affecting BIM implementation
in the Swedish construction industry. These barriers are identified as issues that are pre-
venting a large segment of industry practitioners from shifting towards a BIM-enabled
project environment or are hindering the full implementation of BIM in the optimum way
to realise the potentials that BIM offers for the industry. This research focuses on the wood
construction industry in Sweden, and as such, this research can guide the industry to gener-
ate more practical and effective BIM application strategies, thus increasing the level of BIM
implementation in Sweden. To achieve this, firstly, an extensive systematic literature review
was conducted to extract barriers hindering the implementation of BIM in the construction
industry in general, considering the lack of literature focusing on BIM implementation in
the wood construction industry. Secondly, barriers to the implementation of BIM in the
wood construction industry in Sweden were extracted using the grounded theory (GT)
methodology to analyse expert input on the phenomenon of low BIM implementation
in the wood construction industry in Sweden. The barriers are summarised from both
grounded theory and the literature review to identify the final main BIM implementation
barriers. Based on the research findings and discussions, recommendations and proposals
for supporting the implementation of BIM are proposed and discussed. This research
offers a valuable starting point for further research to facilitate and increase the level of
BIM implementation in the wood construction industry by scrutinizing the main barriers
that are currently preventing the full implementation of BIM and highlighting proposed
solutions to overcome these barriers.
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The research is organised as follows. In Section 2, the systematic literature review is
outlined to extract and understand the barriers that are hindering BIM implementation in
the wood construction industry and highlight the research gaps in this area in addition to
the research gaps and limitations, followed by Section 3, which illustrates the methodology
used in this study, including the analytical framework, data collection and analysis, and
grounded theory. The results and discussion in Section 4 illustrate and discuss the barriers
identified from GT, complementing the literature review findings, with a focus on the
wood construction industry, in addition to discussion of recommendations concerning
possible application issues. Conclusions and opportunities for future research are offered
in Section 5.

2. Literature Review

As technology has advanced in recent years, the use of BIM has proven to be an inno-
vative, useful, and effective factor in the development of sustainable projects [19–21]. The
benefits of BIM have been recognised, particularly in the processes of design, performance
assessment, visualisation, management, and, more recently, the operations and mainte-
nance of the project [22–24]. However, despite the continuous increase in the use of BIM,
the anticipated gain from the investment has not yet been perceived [25,26]. Advocates of
BIM claim that the proper implementation of BIM holds benefits and value that far surpass
the initial cost of investment and that, to date, the envisioned implementation of BIM has
not been achieved [27].

In recent years, several initiatives concerning BIM implementation have been launched
in several countries [20]; similarly, numerous studies in the literature have sought to create
suitable strategies for BIM implementation [28,29]. This ongoing and increasing interest
from both academia and industry proves that the proper and full implementation of BIM is
still far from reality, and barriers to full implementation still exist.

2.1. BIM Implementation Barriers

The literature review critically examined articles focusing on BIM implementation
barriers, and some articles examined the BIM implementation barriers in a selected country
or region. Research undertaken by Daneshvartarigh [27] and Rossi identified barriers to
BIM implementation with a focus on the European region [27,30]. Similar studies have
been conducted in Canada [31], the UK [32–34], New Zealand [35], Poland [36], and the
Middle East [28,37,38].

Other studies tackled the BIM implementation barriers with a focus on a specific
aspect. A study by Saltarén and Gutierrez-Bucheli [39] examined barriers that are affecting
BIM implementation in public infrastructure projects [39], while other scholars identified
barriers that are related to BIM implementation in facility management activities [6,29,40].
Some recent research focused on investigating barriers to integrating BIM in building
sustainability assessment [6,41–44], BIM for smart building energy and efficiency [31],
BIM for prefabricated construction [45–47], BIM in renovation processes [27], and BIM for
industrialised building construction [48].

The utilisation of BIM for prefabrication and modular construction has also received
attention in several studies, and barriers concerning this subject were examined in several
studies [6,42,43].

The examination of previous literature revealed an obvious lack of studies focusing on
identifying the level of BIM implementation in Sweden. Only one paper was found that
investigates the current use, barriers, and driving forces of BIM implementation among
mid-sized contractors. The authors concluded in their study that the main barriers are
a lack of demand from clients and the absence of internal demand in companies [49].
Furthermore, the literature review conducted in this study revealed that there is a lack
of interest in exploring BIM implementation barriers that are hindering the expansion
of BIM implementation in the wood construction industry in general and in Sweden
specifically. Few articles have studied BIM adoption in the wood construction industry. For
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example, [50] investigated BIM implementation barriers, strategies, and best practices in
wood prefabrication for SMEs in Canada. One of the main barriers was related to the effort
needed to create BIM software libraries and the programs required to exchange information
between BIM models and production equipment.

Table 1 illustrates the BIM implementation barriers as perceived from examining and
analysing the recent literature. The articles used for the purpose of extracting the barriers
were selected based on refining criteria to ensure (1) recency: this research aimed to capture
the current position of the construction industry, considering that the state of the art in
research related to BIM is moving at a fast pace; (2) relevance: barriers were extracted
from research focusing mainly on developed countries. As this research focuses on the
Swedish construction industry, it is logical to consider barriers from similarly developed
countries, as the level of income plays a major role in the country’s capabilities to adopt
the latest technologies and to encounter fewer difficulties compared to developing and
low-income countries.

Table 1. Barriers to BIM implementation as identified from the literature.

Barriers to BIM Implementation Reference

1 Incompatibility of BIM with the existing methods
of working [51] France; [52] Europe; [28] Saudi Arabia; [32] UK

2 Interoperability issues and data exchange [53] Germany; [37] Saudi Arabia; [33] UK; [54] UAE

3 Not realising the effectiveness and benefits of BIM [49] France; [51] Germany; [21] Global; [35] New Zealand

4 Lack of BIM knowledge and skills [31] UK; [49] France; [50] Europe

5 Cost-related barriers (software licences, hardware
devices, etc.) [51] Germany; [32] UK; [21] Global; [14]

6 Lack of guidelines [48] UK; [27] Saudi Arabia; [54] UAE

7 Fragmented nature of BIM (information is not stored in
one location) [49] France; [50] Europe; [26] UK; [33] UAE

8 Lack of standards and regulations [49] France; [55] Canada; [50] Global; [48] UK

9 Reluctance to change [9] Germany; [27] Saudi Arabia; [21] Global

10 Limitations of available software [48] UK; [50] Europe; [33] New Zealand

11 Gap between the theoretical principles and practical
implementations [9] Germany; [49] France; [27] Saudi Arabia

12 Size of business [48] UK; [27] Saudi Arabia; [26] UK; [53] Canada

13 Lack of leadership [49] France; [27] Saudi Arabia

14 Lack of training sources [49] France; [27] Saudi Arabia; [14]

15 Contractual issues [53] Canada; [48] UK; [33] New Zealand

16 Lack of interest [50] France; [51] Germany

17 Lack of demand from clients [50] France; [47] UK; [21] Global

18 Time-related issues [49] France; [27] Saudi Arabia; [53] Canada; [33] UAE

19 The prevailing culture in the construction industry [51] Germany; [50] Global; [53] Canada, [33] New Zealand

20 Gap between actors (maturity level) [49] France; [27] Saudi Arabia; [32] Saudi Arabia

21 Lack of government mandates [50] Global; [50] Europe; [27] Saudi Arabia

2.2. Research Gaps and Limitations

Previous literature has revealed that BIM is not fully utilised and adopted in the
industry, despite the realisation of the potential and opportunities that BIM offers for
construction projects [17,23,29,51]. The existing literature also revealed an obvious lack of
studies focusing on identifying the level of BIM implementation in the wood construction
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industry in general and in Sweden in particular. Table 2 summarises selections of similar
studies and highlights the gaps and limitations in the currently available literature.

Table 2. Relevant literature focus and limitation.

Author/Year Research Focus Research Method Limitation

- Durdyev et al., (2022)
Barriers to the

implementation of BIM for
facility management (FM)

Qualitative interviews The research focuses on BIM
applications for FM only.

- Alwisy et al., (2018)
- Abushwereb et al.,

(2019)

Automation of design for
wood manufacturing using

BIM, focusing
on prefabrication.

Propositions only

The research focuses on
modular residential buildings

only and not on wood
construction in general.

- Al-Saeed et al., (2019)
Utilisation of BIM digital

objects (BDO) in
manufacturing design

and production

Conceptual framework

The research focuses on the
manufacturing part of the

supply chain; the barriers to
BIM implementation were

not investigated.

- Pham et al., (2021)
- Girginkaya Akdag and

Maqsood (2020)
- Alashmori et al., (2020)
- Adam et al., (2021)

The implementation of BIM in
the AEC industry in New

Zealand, Pakistan, Seychelles,
and Malaysia

Qualitative interviews

The studies focused on a
specific country and on the

construction industry
in general.

- Lindblad (2019) The public client’s strategy in
BIM implementation

Case study analysis
from Sweden

The research focuses
specifically on the client

role only.

In view of the limitations presented in Table 2 and considering the lack of research
focusing on wood construction in particular, further research is needed, especially to
address certain gaps: (1) to identify barriers that are limiting BIM implementation in the
wood construction industry and (2) to identify solutions to overcome these barriers, which
will influence the level of BIM implementation in the wood construction industry.

Accordingly, this research aimed to identify barriers that are hindering the full im-
plementation of BIM in wood construction projects in Sweden by investigating the phe-
nomenon of low BIM utilisation in the wood construction industry in Sweden. The research
adopted the grounded theory methodology for the theoretical identification of the factors
that are causing this phenomenon.

3. Research Methods

Technology adoption in general is affected by several factors and complex interactions
between project stakeholders. The level of BIM implementation in construction firms
is impacted by various barriers and difficulties, and since this research aimed to iden-
tify these barriers from experts and practitioners of the industry, adopting a qualitative
theory-building methodology seemed adequate to systematically identify these barriers
and interpret them [22]. Achieving this aim requires deep insights into the central phe-
nomenon and the causal factors. Accordingly, the research adopted a qualitative approach,
which started by gaining a holistic understanding of the most recent barriers to BIM imple-
mentation in developed countries by conducting a systematic literature review covering
articles from the last four years (2019–2022) using the Scopus database.

Considering the lack of research available on the subject, this study did not have too
many prior theoretical assumptions to learn from. Thus, it is essential to start with actual
observations, summarise experiences from the original data, and then build the theory to
identify barriers to BIM implementation in the wood construction industry. The grounded
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theory method is considered to be the most scientific qualitative research method [22]. Its
primary goal as a qualitative research technique is to develop a theory based on empirical
evidence. The foundation of the grounded theory approach is to continuously use the
comparison principle throughout the theory-building process. Researchers must draw
comparisons from the first set of data in order to trigger thought and fully and succinctly
understand the key features of research phenomena. Data can be sorted using comparison
to determine the relationships between different phenomena [56]. Hence, this topic is a
great fit for the grounded theory method in exploratory research. A bottom-up method
named grounded theory is used to develop a substantive theory. It includes examining
fundamental ideas that capture the phenomena through a systematic data collection process
and then building pertinent theories by connecting these ideas. However, the major
advantage of grounded theory is not that it is empirical in nature but rather that it abstracts
new concepts and ideas from empirical facts [17].

Grounded theory has been broadly used in construction management and engineering
science domains, such as identifying project performance risks. Shi et al. (2022) adopted
grounded theory in research to identify planning risks in prefabricated buildings [57].
Grounded theory was found to be suitable for engineering studies that adopt qualitative
methods and investigate behaviours or traits in industries, such as safety performance
precautions [58] and maintenance management [24].

3.1. Research Framework

The research commenced with a literature review to establish a strong foundation for
this research and to direct the research towards bridging the research gaps in the current
state of the art. The systematic literature review analysed related studies on the subject
of BIM implementation barriers in the construction industry to extract those gaps and
to formulate the research question that would later be the basis for the grounded theory
methodology. The research framework utilises two methods of data collection: the first is
the literature review, which uncovers the barriers to BIM implementation in the construc-
tion industry in general, and the second method is grounded theory, which is aimed at
extracting new barrier factors that are specific to the wood construction industry in Sweden
from expert interviews. This research then recaps the research findings and provides rec-
ommendations to stimulate the implementation of BIM in the wood construction industry
in Sweden. Figure 1 illustrates the research framework.

3.2. Grounded Theory (GT)

Grounded theory qualitative research intends to investigate the complex set of factors
associated with the central phenomenon and to describe participants’ perspectives regard-
ing these factors. In typical GT research, a main open question is identified, rather than an
objective or a hypothesis [59]. Several sub-questions should follow the main open question.
The questions and the setting of the data collection have an exploratory nature to allow
factors to emerge and develop around the main phenomenon. This research investigated
the phenomenon of the implementation of BIM in wood construction projects in Sweden,
and the GT method was employed to answer the open research question, which is: What are
the barriers hindering the full implementation of BIM in the wood construction industry?
The research employed the qualitative method of open-ended semi-structured interviews
to collect data from industry practitioners around the identified phenomenon.

3.3. Data Collection

Interviewing is the most commonly utilised data collection method in grounded the-
ory [54,59]. The interviews are designed to build concepts and theory and to allow data to
emerge spontaneously until the extracted facts are “grounded” in the analysis [59]. This
research utilised semi-structured open-ended interviews following a qualitative research
strategy [54]. This method was found to be suitable for collecting experts’ perceptions
surrounding the identified phenomenon. Semi-structured interviews with industry prac-
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titioners were conducted to identify the barriers to BIM implementation in the wood
construction industry. The interviews led to a better understanding of the phenomena [54]
and to gathering truths about the reality of BIM implementation [59].
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3.3.1. Participant Sampling

In GT, selecting participants is considered iterative [56]. The selection was initiated
using theoretical sampling, meaning that the research was initiated by selecting a small
group of participants loosely based on the initial research question. The loose selection
of participants was conducted using purposive and convenience sampling methods [60].
Purposive sampling means that participants were selected based on predefined criteria. In
this study, the criteria were defined to include participants from the Swedish construction
industry and Swedish academics from construction-related fields.



Buildings 2022, 12, 1067 8 of 18

Moreover, participants were selected from a database related to the Tillverka i trä
(Wood Manufacturing) project, which is a project that involves several Swedish companies
and organisations and focuses on wood industry innovation and is thus of strong relevance
for this study [61]. The selection from a defined database is related to the convenience
sampling method, where easy access to participants was needed (Bryman and Bell, 2015).
The interviews were conducted in steps at the end of each group of interviews, the data
were analysed, and the following group of interviews was determined. In GT, the data
analysis and collection continue until any additional excerpts do not add to the coding
categories, which is referred to as “theoretical saturation” [55].

3.3.2. First Round of Data Collection

Twelve interviews were conducted in the first stage with representatives from the
industry and academia. The academic point of view was taken into consideration to assess
the gap between research and industry practice in areas related to BIM implementation. The
first round of interviews was transcribed, and the analysis was initiated using open coding.
Open coding is the process of breaking the transcripts into excerpts. These excerpts are later
continuously compared and contrasted in what is known as the “constant comparative
method”, which is the core of the grounded theory method [55]. Two repetitions of
the process were conducted. The second round of interviews involved six participants,
bringing the total number of interviews to eighteen. The descriptive data of participants
are described in Table 3. The average duration of the interviews was 45 min, and the
open-ended questions covered several themes focusing on the knowledge of BIM, the use
of BIM within the company, and the difficulties and constraints that are preventing the
implementation of BIM.

Table 3. Descriptive data of participants.

Background Number of Participants IDs Role

Academic 2 11, 12 Lecturers in industrial
engineering/construction management

Academic/Industry 3 1, 6, 14 Design consultants/senior
lecturers/research development

Industry-Consultant 9 2, 3, 9, 10, 13,
15, 16, 17, 18

CAD/BIM consultants, innovation manager, architect,
owner of structural design company, and

architect/BIM strategist

Industry-Production 4 4, 5, 7, 8 Digitalisation manager, construction worker, project
technician, and head of BIM

Total: 18 Total: 18

The participants were asked to provide answers to the core research question and
describe the main difficulties or barriers that are preventing the full implementation of
BIM in their working environments. Then, based on their answers, participants were
presented with several open-ended sub-questions, such as: How do you see the level of
BIM knowledge at your company? How sufficient are the current BIM libraries regarding
wood objects? What are the data formats that are used to exchange information in your
projects? These questions, among others, were used to urge the participants to tackle a
broader view of the barriers within their own work environment.

3.4. Data Analysis

The data analysis was initiated by breaking the transcripts of the interviews into
excerpts using open coding. NVivo software was used in this research to create “nodes” to
encapsulate these groups of excerpts. Coding is essential for successfully implementing a
grounded theory methodology [55], as coding provides the link between collecting the data
and developing the evolving theory to derive explanations for the defined phenomenon.
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This research followed the coding process offered by grounded theory, starting with the
initial coding, followed by more focused coding, and finishing with theoretical coding [57].

At first, twelve interviews were conducted. The transcriptions were performed im-
mediately after each interview to ensure the quality of the extracted data. The transcripts
of the first batch of interviews were analysed, coded, and constantly compared. This act
of comparison is an essential part of the grounded theory method and is known as the
constant comparative method [57], where excerpts of raw data are sorted and organised
into groups according to attributes in a structured way to formulate a new theory. The
process of coding in GT is carried out in three successive stages, which are initial, axial, and
theoretical coding. Figure 2 illustrates the coding map followed in the data analysis.
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3.4.1. Initial Coding (Open Coding)

Initial coding is an inductive activity. The purpose of this stage was to inductively
generate as many ideas as possible from the raw data. Several nodes were identified, and
preliminary categories were established. This stage also involved deriving patterns and
searching for similarities. Several factors for low BIM implementation were mentioned by
participants; these factors were initially classified and grouped into several nodes based on
similarities and connections using various criteria for classifications.

The initial coding assigned a code (B#) to any barrier mentioned in the transcripts.
The same code was given to similar factors; for example, if one factor was mentioned by
several participants using different words, these factors were given the same code to avoid
duplication. The initial coding resulted in the identification of 35 barriers, coded as B1
through B35.
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3.4.2. Focused Coding (Axial Coding)

During the axial coding stage, decisions were made regarding the initial codes based
on their prevalence or importance and on the extent of their contribution to the analysis.
The factors were highlighted based on their importance and the frequency at which they
were mentioned. The factors or barriers were also analysed in conjunction with other
aspects, such as the background of the participant, the type of company, and the type of
project. During axial coding, comparisons between codes were constantly made to find
similarities and connections and to group factors.

Axial coding resulted in grouping the barriers into eight groups (G1–G8) based on the
causes that these barriers stemmed from. The groups are shown in Figure 2. The number
or frequency at which each barrier was mentioned during the interviews is shown in the
figure as a number next to each barrier.

3.4.3. Theoretical Coding (Selective Coding)

In theoretical coding, the factors were refined into final categories in the theory, and
relationships were drawn. The barriers at this stage were clearly defined and classified,
and the data were considered ready to derive analysis results. Broader groupings and
nodes were deduced at this stage. Selective coding produced three main categories for the
barriers, as shown in Figure 2, which are C1: technology- and resource-related barriers; C2:
people-related barriers; and C3: process-related barriers.

3.4.4. Second Round of Data Collection—Theoretical Saturation

After the first round of analysis and coding was finished, six more interviews were
conducted, transcribed, and coded using the predefined codes from the first round. The
coding in the two stages was carried out by different researchers to ensure the validity
of the coding process. The aim of conducting the analysis in GT in multiple stages is to
achieve theoretical saturation [57]. The first round of interviews was coded and analysed,
and initial barriers were identified. In GT, several iterations are conducted using the same
codes. After analysing the second round of interviews, it was noticed that all identified
barriers already existed in the defined codes, meaning that the additional transcripts did
not expand upon the previously analysed codes; hence, the mentioned barriers and factors
were already identified, and the coding process was theoretically saturated.

3.5. Theory Building

After theoretical coding and achieving theoretical saturation, the analysis compre-
hensively identified barriers that are hindering the full implementation of BIM in the
wood construction industry. This identification of factors and development of concepts
in GT is known as the storyline method [57]. This storyline interpreted how companies
are still facing barriers and difficulties that are limiting the move of the industry towards
achieving the full potential of BIM in wood construction projects in Sweden. Participants
in the interviews also shared possible solutions and suggestions to overcome these barriers,
which complement the findings of the literature review and helped to derive and map the
framework for BIM implementation barriers and the proposed solutions that this research
recommends for the wood construction industry in Sweden.

4. Results and Discussion

The analysis of the interviews provided insights about the participants’ perceptions of
barriers that are hindering the implementation of BIM in the wood construction industry.
Using the GT methodology, 35 barriers were identified and grouped into eight groups
under three main categories.

4.1. Comparison between GT Results and Literature Review Results

The examination of the identified barriers compared with the results of the literature re-
view revealed many similarities. Barriers related to resources and cost (G2) [36,49,55,62,63],
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skills and knowledge (G3) [9,21,29,31], human behaviour (G5) [44,49,55], and governmental
(G7) [21,31,49] were all identified previously from similar studies in the literature review,
as shown in Table 1. Other barriers were mentioned by participants and were found to
be related to the wood industry in particular, such as interoperability issues [46,64] and
insufficient object libraries (G1) [50].

Although similar barriers have been identified in the literature concerning the con-
struction industry in general, wood construction practitioners have highlighted that inter-
operability issues between BIM software and wood manufacturing and fabrication still
exist. Thus, efforts are being made to create a smoother information flow between de-
sign, manufacturing, and construction, including a seamless, direct flow of information
between 3D models and CNC machines. However, several participants mentioned that
manufacturers are still required to produce their own drawings and fabrication details,
with a significant amount of rework in most cases, and the majority of wood fabricators still
rely on 2D drawings for their cutting machines. Moreover, several participants mentioned
that available object libraries for wood items are not sufficient; in particular, because wood
objects require high levels of details, several participants stated that they still need to
produce their own objects in some cases, which requires time and effort, and accordingly,
decisions are made in some projects to create enlargements manually and in CAD rather
than adding objects to the BIM model.

Other barriers related to industry culture were identified (G4). As the wood con-
struction industry supply chain involves wood manufacturers and suppliers, the design
and manufacturing integration process requires greater collaboration and introduces more
challenges to the implementation of BIM, as manufacturers and wood fabricators work
with different formats and software than consultants involved in the design phase. Other
barriers were mentioned by the participants in relation to the wood construction industry
concerning the sizes and types of businesses. Most wood construction industries in Swe-
den are small family-owned firms, following processes that have been adopted for years,
and motivation for change is lower when compared to larger multinational firms. These
eight groups of barriers are discussed in this section, and their corresponding codes are
examined inductively.

4.2. Technology- and Resource-Related Barriers (C1)
4.2.1. G1: Information Technology and Software

Barriers related to IT and software were mentioned by most participants. Interoper-
ability issues are still being faced, whether between different software or between project
teams and stakeholders. Several data formats are still being used to exchange information,
which results in data loss and wasted time. Some participants argued that BIM is not
adequately suited for some disciplines due to its lack of capability to perform a specific
task. One participant who works with structure analysis stated that IFC has low-quality
geometry and that they find other formats and tools more suitable. Interestingly, some
participants claimed that traditional methods, in some cases, such as small unique projects,
can be more effective, such as sketching and using typical details from previous projects
in AutoCAD, and as the vision of BIM requires that everyone be on board, the reluctance
of one of the project teams to implement BIM will lead to missing information in the BIM
model, and the usage of the model will be reduced. Efforts are still needed to address the
IT-related issues of BIM; the seamless flow of data between project phases and along the
supply chain will increase the effectiveness of the project, and better standardisation of
data formats and guidelines should be achieved to overcome the issues of using different
data formats and software between project stakeholders. The wood construction industry
will benefit from solving interoperability issues between BIM models and CNC machines.
Efforts should be made to enhance the available libraries of wood objects, which will lead
to creating more informative BIM models in wood projects.
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4.2.2. G2: Resources and Cost

There was disagreement between participants when related to the initial cost of BIM,
the cost on the run, and whether this cost is worth the investment. BIM requires introducing
new software, such as Revit, Tekla, and Navisworks, that can replace or be used in addition
to traditionally used software, such as 2DCAD. Starting to use new software will impose
changes on many levels, such as server capacity, device specifications, new licences, and
IT personnel capabilities. Additionally, training to use new software will be inevitable
and will require additional time and cost. The introduction of new software will involve
changes to processes and ways of doing things, and transition periods can be messy and
costly. Other participants reported that proper implementation of BIM will add more time
to the work schedule; new time-consuming activities will be needed, such as adding objects
and specifications to the model, and if a fully detailed model is not requested by the clients,
designers will often disregard such details. We conclude that evidence of BIM’s feasibility
is required, and more research should be conducted to measure the return on investment in
BIM at the level of projects and the organisation’s performance. Proof of the benefits of BIM
for saving time and cost is needed to make it more appealing for investors to take the step.

4.2.3. G3: Skills and Knowledge

Any company that decides to shift their processes towards implementing BIM will
require either hiring new specialised staff or training their own, and sometimes both. Some
participants mentioned that proper training for BIM can be hard to find and that skilled
technicians can be hard to find.

4.3. People-Related Barriers (C2)
4.3.1. G4: Construction Industry Culture

The construction industry has been criticised by participants for being fragmented
and reluctant to change. Moreover, the industry profit margin is sensitive, and companies
will avoid any risk when it comes to cost. The industry is resistant to change, construction
contracts are still demanding 2D drawings as a project deliverable, and the lack of demand
for BIM from clients is still noticeable. The industry needs to realise the benefits that BIM
offers for decision makers to change their mindsets and accept the change. Accepting a
BIM model as a legal project document in the contract might reduce the need for producing
2D drawings in every project.

4.3.2. G5: Human Behaviour

Similar to industry culture barriers, a change in the mindsets of human resources in
the industry is needed. Taking the lead towards change needs to come from management,
and resistance to change from all people involved should be reduced by increasing the
knowledge about BIM and developing the skills of human resources, which will reduce the
fear of risk and encourage people to take steps towards new technologies and development.

4.4. Process-Related Barriers (C3)
4.4.1. G6: Organisational

At an organisational level, some barriers were attributed to the fact that Swedish
wood construction companies are relatively small and, in most cases, have been owned by
families for generations. Barriers such as lack of leadership and reluctance to change can
have a higher effect in small companies. Some participants claimed that the ownership of
the project can be a barrier to BIM implementation and that this is a norm that can be seen
in wood construction projects where the entire project process is handled in-house. When
the design, production, and construction of the project are handled by the same company,
the need for integration processes and advanced communication systems becomes less
necessary, and accordingly, these companies will not be very tempted to change their
methods of working to adopt BIM, unless it is required by other stakeholders, such as
clients of facility managers.
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4.4.2. G7: Governmental

Most participants stated that they were not aware of any BIM government mandates
in Sweden, and there was disagreement among responses on whether government enforce-
ment is required. The move towards BIM in the Swedish wood construction industry was
initiated and supported by industry representatives and alliances with little governmental
participation. However, the involvement of the public sector and official mandates and
requirements from authorities, similar to other countries, can facilitate, speed up, and
organise the move towards BIM. Other acts of government support can be funding BIM
initiatives, providing training and technical support, and mandating BIM at least in public
construction contracts.

4.4.3. G8: Process and Guidelines

Unclear information requirements and unclear strategies were frequently mentioned
barriers among participants. Several participants stated that, often, companies do not
know how to start implementing BIM and that clear BIM implementation processes and
guidelines are not available. A participant from the BIM alliance stated that current efforts
are being put towards issuing BIM standards in Sweden, which is believed to address
several issues related to data formats and requirements. The need for clear official standards
is evident to achieve more efficiency in BIM implementation.

Other barriers concerning the construction industry process were mentioned by partic-
ipants, such as not involving all stakeholders from the initial project stages, especially wood
manufacturers and facility managers. Some participants revealed that the reason behind
this late involvement is due to procurement strategies and cost issues, in which suppliers
are rarely identified in the concept stage, and thus, to avoid commitment with other parties,
the involvement of material vendors in most cases comes after finalising the design, which
entails abortive works and additional hours and efforts from these stakeholders. On a
similar note, several participants reported that one of the reasons for not implementing BIM
properly is that proper implementation will require increasing efforts in the preliminary
stages of the project. The traditional method of project design usually starts with a concept
stage with simple plans and sketches, and minimal cost and effort will be utilised at this
stage, as the project budget is still unclear and negotiations are being carried out. Having
to produce a BIM model with sufficient details at this stage will pose risks to budgets and
will move the cost from later stages to upfront in the cost plan.

The three categories and their corresponding barriers illustrated above are complemen-
tary and synergistic. The proper implementation of BIM will require overcoming barriers
from the three categories simultaneously. Figure 3 illustrates a conceptual model showing
the relationship between the three theoretical categories and the recommended solutions
extracted from the research analysis.

4.4.4. C1: Technology- and Resource-Related Barriers

The construction industry is found to be conservative when it comes to adopting new
technologies, and the wood construction industry is not an exception. As the results of the
research revealed that adopting BIM will entail issues related to resources, systems, and
costs, overcoming these barriers will pave the way for more companies to join the shift
towards BIM. BIM utilisation might be initiated by hiring expert staff to set guidelines and
work maps and to train the company’s staff on new software and methods. The efforts for
standardisation under category C3 will aid in overcoming barriers related to data exchange
and requirements and provide a clearer path for newcomers.

4.4.5. C2: People-Related Barriers

Overcoming barriers related to resources and information technology (C1) will facili-
tate overcoming people-related barriers. People will be less likely to resist a change that
they believe is efficient and necessary and will find the move toward BIM more appealing
when they do not face technical and resource obstacles. Some participants suggested
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that companies move towards implementing BIM in small steps rather than substantially
shifting all at once. This will lighten the burden and will facilitate the transitional period.
The results of the research showed a serious need for evidence of tangible outcomes of
implementing BIM, and more research should focus on measuring the rate of investment in
BIM through actual case studies that will encourage construction industry stakeholders to
invest in BIM.
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4.4.6. C3: Process-Related Barriers

Several participants stressed the need for official standards for BIM. The lack of
standardised processes and guidelines is the main cause of ununified format and interop-
erability issues (C1). Clear guidelines for BIM implementation are needed, among which
a mandate for getting everyone on board in the project should be emphasised. The in-
volvement of all stakeholders throughout the project lifecycle will minimise the issues of
resource allocation and double efforts (C1) and will encourage several participants in the
project supply chain to be involved in the BIM process, which will increase the level of BIM
implementation in the long run in the industry (C2).

5. Conclusions

The level of BIM implementation varied among different businesses, and its imple-
mentation commenced at different maturity levels and stages, ranging from no utilisation
at all to being used to some extent. Although many entities and organisations are striving
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towards excelling in BIM and are showing extraordinary interest in it, barriers still exist
and are creating obstacles in the way forward.

The reluctance of the wood construction industry to adopt BIM is evident, and research
on BIM implementation in wood construction is scarce. Additional research is needed
to identify the reasons behind the slow adoption in the wood construction industry in
Sweden. Thus, the contributions offered by the present paper are twofold: barriers were
identified through a robust review of research in the wood industry context and refined
(semi-structured interviews) through the lenses of experts in Sweden. Secondly, the study
offers a road map (considering the identified barriers) for industry stakeholders to move
toward more digitalised wood construction in Sweden. In addition to these contributions,
the study highlights opportunities for decision makers to encourage the wider adoption of
BIM in the wood construction sector. The study results show that interoperability issues,
insufficient object libraries, lack of time, high initial cost, lack of knowledge, and resistance
to change are the main issues that require the utmost attention. Thus, the following
recommendations can be made with consideration of the barriers identified in this study:

1. The wood construction industry should focus on solving interoperability issues be-
tween BIM models and CNC machines. Efforts should be made to enhance the
available libraries of wood objects, which will lead to creating more informative BIM
models in wood projects.

2. More research should be conducted to measure the return on investment in BIM at
the level of projects and the organisation’s performance. Proof of the benefits of BIM
for saving time and cost is needed to make it more appealing for investors to take
the step.

3. The industry needs to realise the benefits that BIM offers for decision makers to
change their mindsets and accept the change. Accepting a BIM model as a legal
project document in the contract might eliminate the need for producing 2D drawings
in every project.

4. There is a need for government efforts to standardise BIM implementation to over-
come barriers related to data exchange and requirements and provide a clearer path
for newcomers.

Notwithstanding the contributions that are presented in this research, acknowledging
the limitations is essential prior to deriving any conclusions based on the findings. The
results should be considered with caution, as they are based on the feedback of industry
experts in Sweden, which may introduce operational and social disparities related to wood
construction practices. Future research could possibly investigate barriers to BIM adoption
in the wood construction field within other countries and compare findings. Additionally,
to offer more generalisable findings, future researchers are recommended to explore the
barriers to BIM adoption using probability sampling techniques. Finally, the root causes
of the barriers, any possible interconnections between them, and possible strategies to
overcome them could be further explored in future research.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, L.G., S.T.M., K.E. and B.L.; methodology, L.G. and S.T.M.;
software L.G.; Matarneh, S.T, validation, L.G.; Matarneh, S.T; formal analysis, L.G. and S.T.M.;
investigation, L.G. and K.E.; resources, L.G., S.T.M. and K.E.; data curation, L.G. and K.E.; writing—
original draft preparation, L.G. and S.T.M.; writing—review and editing, L.G., S.T.M., K.E. and
B.L.; visualization, L.G. and S.T.M.; supervision, K.E. and B.L.; project administration, K.E. and B.L.;
funding acquisition, No funding. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding and the APC was funded by University West,
Trollhattan, Sweden.

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the study.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.



Buildings 2022, 12, 1067 16 of 18

References
1. Matarneh, S.T.; Danso-Amoako, M.; Al-Bizri, S.; Gaterell, M.; Matarneh, R. Building information modeling for facilities manage-

ment: A literature review and future research directions. J. Build. Eng. 2019, 24, 100755. [CrossRef]
2. Gao, H.; Koch, C.; Wu, Y. Building information modelling based building energy modelling: A review. Appl. Energy 2019, 238,

320–343. [CrossRef]
3. Matarneh, S.T.; Danso-Amoako, M.; Al-Bizri, S.; Gaterell, M.; Matarneh, R.T. Facilities. In BIM for FM Developing Informa-

tion Requirements to Support Facilities Management Systems; Ahead-Of-Print; Emerald Publishing Limited: Bradford, UK, 2019.
[CrossRef]

4. Raposo, C.; Rodrigues, F.; Rodrigues, H. BIM-based LCA assessment of seismic strengthening solutions for reinforced concrete
precast industrial buildings. Innov. Infrastruct. Solutions 2019, 4, 51. [CrossRef]

5. Vandenbroucke, M.; Galle, W.; De Temmerman, N.; Debacker, W.; Paduart, A. Using Life Cycle Assessment to Inform Decision-
Making for Sustainable Buildings. Buildings 2015, 5, 536–559. [CrossRef]

6. Wong, J.K.W.; Zhou, J. Enhancing environmental sustainability over building life cycles through green BIM: A review. Autom.
Constr. 2015, 57, 156–165. [CrossRef]

7. Çelik, U. 4D and 5D BIM: A System for Automation of Planning and Integrated Cost Management. In Eurasian BIM Forum;
Springer: Cham, Switzerland, 2020; pp. 57–69. [CrossRef]

8. Sheikhkhoshkar, M.; Rahimian, F.P.; Kaveh, M.H.; Hosseini, M.R.; Edwards, D.J. Automated planning of concrete joint layouts
with 4D-BIM. Autom. Constr. 2019, 107, 102943. [CrossRef]

9. Matarneh, S.; Elghaish, F. Building Information Modelling for Facilities Management: Skills, Implementation and Teaching Map.
In BIM Teaching and Learning Handbook; Routledge: London, UK, 2021.

10. Rodrigues, F.; Baptista, J.S.; Pinto, D. BIM Approach in Construction Safety—A Case Study on Preventing Falls from Height.
Buildings 2022, 12, 73. [CrossRef]

11. Chen, L.; Luo, H. A BIM-based construction quality management model and its applications. Autom. Constr. 2014, 46, 64–73.
[CrossRef]

12. Afzal, M.; Shafiq, M. Evaluating 4D-BIM and VR for Effective Safety Communication and Training: A Case Study of Multilingual
Construction Job-Site Crew. Buildings 2021, 11, 319. [CrossRef]

13. AGACAD [Internet]. Available online: https://agacad.com/blog/global-bim-survey-sweden-relies-on-bold-builders-to-inspire-
digital-progress (accessed on 25 October 2021).

14. Jin, Z.; Gambatese, J.; Liu, D.; Dharmapalan, V. Using 4D BIM to assess construction risks during the design phase. Eng. Constr.
Arch. Manag. 2019, 26, 2637–2654. [CrossRef]

15. Pham, K.-T.; Vu, D.-N.; Hong, P.L.H.; Park, C. 4D-BIM-Based Workspace Planning for Temporary Safety Facilities in Construction
SMEs. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 3403. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Hammersley, M. Using qualitative methods. Soc. Sci. Inf. Stud. 1981, 1, 209–220. [CrossRef]
17. Hicks, A. Developing the methodological toolbox for information literacy research: Grounded theory and visual research methods.

Libr. Inf. Sci. Res. 2018, 40, 194–200. [CrossRef]
18. Zhang, H.; Leung, X.Y.; Bai, B.; Li, Y. Uncovering crowdsourcing in tourism apps: A grounded theory study. Tour. Manag. 2021,

87, 104389. [CrossRef]
19. Abrishami, S.; Martín-Durán, R. BIM and DfMA: A Paradigm of New Opportunities. Sustainability 2021, 13, 9591. [CrossRef]
20. Abushwereb, M.; Liu, H.; Al-Hussein, M. A Knowledge-Based Approach Towards Automated Manufacturing-Centric BIM: Wood

Frame Design and Modelling for Light-Frame Buildings. Modul. Offsite Constr. Summit Proc. 2019, 2, 100–107. [CrossRef]
21. Bosch-Sijtsema, P.; Isaksson, A.; Lennartsson, M.; Linderoth, H.C.J. Barriers and facilitators for BIM use among Swedish

medium-sized contractors-“We wait until someone tells us to use it”. Vis. Eng. 2017, 5, 3. [CrossRef]
22. Charmaz, K. Constructing Grounded Theory: A Practical Guide Through Qualitative Analysis; Sage: Thousand Oaks, CA, USA, 2006.

Available online: https://uk.sagepub.com/en-gb/eur/constructing-grounded-theory/book235960 (accessed on 21 June 2022).
23. Chen, D.; Xiang, P.; Jia, F.; Zhang, J.; Liu, Z. An Indicator System for Evaluating Operation and Maintenance Management of

Mega Infrastructure Projects in China. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 9589. [CrossRef]
24. Clarke, A.E. Situational Analyses: Grounded Theory Mapping After the Postmodern Turn. Symb. Interact. 2003, 26, 553–576.

[CrossRef]
25. Coates, S. BIM Implementation Strategy Framework for Small Architectural Practices; University of Salford: Salford, UK, 2013.
26. Dadmehr, N.; Coates, S. Consultative Approach to BIM Implementation. In Proceedings of the 14th International Postgraduate

Research Conference 2019 (IPGRC), University of Salford, Salford, UK, 16–17 December 2019.
27. Daneshvartarigh, F.; Rossi, S. Study on factors affecting bim implementation in european renovation projects. Build. Inf. Model.

Des. Constr. Oper. 2021, 205, 207–214. [CrossRef]
28. Darwish, A.M.; Tantawy, M.M.; Elbeltagi, E. Critical Success Factors for BIM Implementation in Construction Projects. Saudi J.

Civ. Eng. 2020, 4, 180–191. [CrossRef]
29. Durdyev, S.; Ashour, M.; Connelly, S.; Mahdiyar, A. Barriers to the implementation of Building Information Modelling (BIM) for

facility management. J. Build. Eng. 2021, 46, 103736. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jobe.2019.100755
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2019.01.032
http://doi.org/10.1108/f-07-2018-0084
http://doi.org/10.1007/s41062-019-0239-7
http://doi.org/10.3390/buildings5020536
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.autcon.2015.06.003
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-42852-5_5
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.autcon.2019.102943
http://doi.org/10.3390/buildings12010073
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.autcon.2014.05.009
http://doi.org/10.3390/buildings11080319
https://agacad.com/blog/global-bim-survey-sweden-relies-on-bold-builders-to-inspire-digital-progress
https://agacad.com/blog/global-bim-survey-sweden-relies-on-bold-builders-to-inspire-digital-progress
http://doi.org/10.1108/ECAM-09-2018-0379
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17103403
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32414162
http://doi.org/10.1016/0143-6236(81)90012-0
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.lisr.2018.09.001
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2021.104389
http://doi.org/10.3390/su13179591
http://doi.org/10.29173/mocs82
http://doi.org/10.1186/s40327-017-0040-7
https://uk.sagepub.com/en-gb/eur/constructing-grounded-theory/book235960
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17249589
http://doi.org/10.1525/si.2003.26.4.553
http://doi.org/10.2495/bim210171
http://doi.org/10.36348/sjce.2020.v04i09.006
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jobe.2021.103736


Buildings 2022, 12, 1067 17 of 18

30. Lahiani, M. Benefits of BIM implementation in the French construction industry. In Proceedings of the IOP Conference Series
Earth and Environmental Science, 2020. Available online: https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1755-1315/588/4/042055
(accessed on 21 June 2022).

31. Chen, Y.; Cai, X.; Li, J.; Zhang, W.; Liu, Z. The values and barriers of Building Information Modeling (BIM) implementation
combination evaluation in smart building energy and efficiency. Energy Rep. 2022, 8, 96–111. [CrossRef]

32. Ojo, A.; Pye, C. Project Management Journal. BIM Implementation Practices of Construction Organisations in the UK AEC Industry;
University of Salford: Salford, UK, 2020; Volume IX.

33. Charlson, J.; Dimka, N. Design, manufacture and construct procurement model for volumetric offsite manufacturing in the UK
housing sector. Constr. Innov. 2021, 21, 800–817. [CrossRef]

34. Adekunle, S.; Aigbavboa, C.; Ejohwomu, O. BIM implementation: Articulating the hurdles in developing countries. In Proceedings
of the 8th International Conference on Innovative Production and Construction (IPC 2020), Hong Kong, China, 7–8 December
2020; pp. 47–54.

35. Pham, T.; Skelton, L.; Samarasinghe, D.A.S. A study of the implementation of BIM in the AEC industry in New Zealand2021. In
Proceedings of the 54th International Conference of the Architectural Science Association, 2020. Available online: https://anzasca.
net/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/21-A-study-of-the-implementation-of-BIM-in-the-AEC-industry-in-New-Zealand.pdf (ac-
cessed on 21 June 2022).
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