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The military vehicles are an inevitable resource that is indispensible to successfully perform modern wars.
Military vehicles used in the Korean Army are the copycats of American out-dated military vehicles, but limited
to fulfill the specific requirements by the operators. Korean army are nowadays trying to launch a new
developmental plan for military vehicles of new concepts by the Korean Army. This article, hence, extracts the
necessary factors upon the advancement of military vehicles by the expertises with the operation of military
vehicles as well as sufficient experiences about maintenance. Suggesting and setting up the priority, the result
makes practical application for the decision of the development of military vehicles.
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AolA &4 8 Al fAFH Q= & -8 - T A
BIIERRE T8AF AL 2ok T 284 8T
= ZFGIL, AHP 71 S o &3t &5 28T LA
GAAA e Egol D AEF 1849 $AEHE 2H
sHsich.

AR & ‘éé‘M 9J3te] B
4ol ﬂ 04131 7HX i, 1 FolA ERES
o 7k A 3gk shho 5 etS Aeletes deld FA ol
T < ATH(Min, 2000).

GAAA 7= Bt AT} sk 7é-°r &3}
84 JAEA 7N B 4T e &3k ol
= JAEA 7 o] A=, ol F %‘Q%*Fﬁ«l AAGA I
= F2 1F JAEA7|IH(MCDM : Multi-Criteria Decision
Making) AH&-3}aL, TL 7Bl A = Tha 4 SJAFA A 7] (MADM
. Multi-Attribute Decision Making) & AH-&-3tt}, 1 o] = A &
T HAA A7 He YAAA TAE B2 AT et
A BN o] EAlete B EA7F o F- 2ol o] & &l 2
at7] A3 T8 B AE 7HEd 3 ol wYste] HA
o thek AAT 4 7] W o] Th(Kang, 2004).

, tas A Xé‘ﬂ‘ﬂ(MADM)% ojm] ZARH F3H9
ksl tiste $AEHE AR ste BHOEA FHEY
(Scoring Method), & %24 %71 (GAM : Goa Achievement
Mothod), A% 8H24 M (AHP : Analytical Hierarchy Process) &
o] 91 th(Shin, 2003).
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Table 1. Themeasure of importance degree at pair-wise comparison
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Table 2. RI price by matrix size
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020149 75 ABA0] o, 1 Ao %Y 4
243 4 = o] oh(Saty, 2001).
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Table 4. The valuation result about importance of development factors for military vehicles
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Table 5. The result of questions and Priority Comparison
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