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Abstract Since the weapon system project has a large ripple effect on the country by investing a huge budget,
analysis of acquisition methods that secured economic feasibility is required in the planning stage to promote
the weapon acquisition project. In response to this demand, economic analysis for acquisition method is
preformed in the research stage of previous studies, but the analysis on economic analysis for acquisition
alternative is imperfect at the present. In this research, we identify the limitations of the effect analysis and
propose an additional cost-benefit analysis method to analyze the economic feasibility of the acquisition
alternative. It is possible to present the universal results of economic feasibility analysis for not only multiple
alternatives but also single alternatives by presenting benefit/cost ratio. It is applied to research on acquisition
project of OO guided rocket, and the result of economic analysis for each alternative is presented.
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Fig. 1. Procedure of Acquisition of Weapon System
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