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ABSTRACT

In the Core Technology R&D of the defence area, the development of the related core element technology could
be the foundation to develop advanced weapon system in the future. But it might make various problems if you
can not accurately define the TRL of the element technology. In other words, if the technology is not sufficiently
mature and then the project starts, it might require an increase in the development period and additional cost.
Finally the system will be in an incomplete state and result in user dissatisfaction and the project failure.
Therefore it is a very important task to properly assess the TRL for a successful project. In this study, We
propose the method for risk management of core technology R&D project of the defence area using the QFD
process with degree of difficulty and technology readiness level. It is also presented the process to determine the
risk level using TRL and Degree of difficulty. Finally We apply this method to UGV system for verifying the
result of this study.
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