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A Study on the State of Art and International
Cooperation in the Field of Mechanical Engineering
by Delphi Method

Youngjoo Kwon,” Sangho Joo™

ABSTRACT

We provide a fudamental set of information on technologies in the area of mechanical
engineering to draw action plans for internationalizatoin of the National R&ID) activites, First,
we design and use a modified Delphi method to evaluate levels of our technological
capabilities and developed countries” as well. We investigate technology acquistion
methodologies, technology characterisitcs and various aspects of international cooperation in
terms of technology. Secondly, we analvze final responses of participants (i.e., the third round
results of Delphi method) to see the correlation between various factors in developing
mechanical  engineering  technologies through international cooperation.  The technology
classification used in this research is developed by STEPI (Science and Technology Policy
Institute).

Key Words : Delphi Method, Internationalization(=+#8}), Technology Push(44HE4)). Demand
Pullis= 2% 4D, Correlation Analvsis(A 3 41), Analysis of Variance(ANOVA:#
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Table 22 Mean values of diffculites in international
technological cooperation by countries
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