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ABSTRACT

Insensitive Munition(IM) reduces the explosive weakness of munitions, at the same time, maintains its

performances in the moment of discharge, which improves safety of soldiers and minimizes unexpected accidents

and casualties from being shot in case of transportation, storage and military operation. Development of IM has
been focused as the global trend, which was required to satisfy the demand of army that is to minimize the loss
of non-battle forces and to retain the competitiveness in export abroad. In this study, we categorize all the
munitions used by ROK Army, then determine the priority of IM by deploying AHP(Analytic Hierarchy Process)
method. In conclusion, we suggest the priority of IM which is suitable to the affairs of ROK Army.
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Fig. 1. Technique of development for IM
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Fig. 4. Determinants decision procedure
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Fig. 5. Contents of hierarchy structure
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Fig. 6. Hierarchy structure tree
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Fig. 7. Example of calculation for weight value
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Table 4. Relative weight value between determinants
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Table 5. Relative weight value based on explosion
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Table 6. Global priority of army munitions
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