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Abstract

This study is aimed to design a priority
setting algorithm necessary for evaluating and
selecting interdependent R&D planning system
alternatives.

In case that the relationship of technology
alternatives is  interdependent, a relative
importance as occurrence or nonoccurrence of the
technology alternatives viewed from the future
time varies. So, we are subject to design the
evaluation process considering a cross- impact of
future technology alternatives.

Thus, we apply the cross impact analysis
(CIA) model to consider the cross-impact among
interdependent system alternatives. Also, the
analytic hierarchy process(AHP) model is applied
to determine the priority of alternatives by
taking the pair-wise comparison among factors.
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