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Abstract — World have been encouraged to develop technologies that contribute to CO, emission reduction
for many years. Those technologies can be categorized into capture, storage or sequestration, utilization, etc.
There have been lots of efforts, in Korea, to develop the technology as well. In this paper, the impact factors
of the technologies, especially in CDRS (Carbon Dioxide Reduction & Sequestration Center), were selected
and were weighed by SMM (Scoring Models Method) and AHP (Analytic Hierarchy Process) in order to
evaluate the four representative areas of the technologies.
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Table 5. Result of evaluation.
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Fig. 6. Ranking of importance weight.
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Table 6. Result of evaluation after scaling.
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