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A Study on the R&D Evaluation system of New & Renewable Energy
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Abstract

. his paper develops the systematic and quantitative priority-determining method for

national investment using the framework of evaluating R&D. This study proposes multi criteria for
evaluating the R& of New & Renewable Energy through analysing the attribute of 11 types of
energy. The framework is constituted by 4 criteria, the political urgency, economic impact,
regional constraint, and technological attribute and the each criteria has 3 or 4 sub-criteria.

These sub—criteria are weighted using AHP.

subscript
AHP : Analytic Hierarchy Process
CBA: Cost benefit Analysis

1.ME

B4 sMuix)e] 517 2 #743F EA= As)
AA =& AR AL A8 g 22
2 Q88 Tt ok AT iR ¢dn
g8 o] FH A uehE o, Ao x) <} 3h ol
29 of g 719 Bz Us] AAA o= G
Byl gasith AR Yol HE ouxAd
9] g ¢ o] v & = Yl FAolt)

713 HE o9 wrE ) Al Aol A o]k}
gaulEA 714 9] 16.46F2/1C02(2005.4 927
o HA F7leta Qe FAE Roln Y F
5 o] 4 oA 2 Qg GAEA = ulAZA} ofd
A0 vk AABANARYEL o) 7[R A4
2 zeke 7FA 21 glo] FARERe EEA4S A
337 YME F71 Aol 2 AA AR R]
22 94 908 AAse= AL Fasit A
£ AP e A8 2E P R&DHE 75
€ Z3) AAAH 3 FAFHYA FAFEA A
ARYE Adsaz gl B dFdAE dA
SueolA A Fo = A=Y
ERE A7 gdoz A wEbA |
Hog AR 9 = 1149 A=A 9
@A) Y Foll Y= 7} slol=go) E-E A1 A Ao
VR g9 Yo £l olE9 EHYEAE F3
AAPAAA R&D /Mg AT FE-& A5
o} AH AFA, A &3, 7)1E4, AHEA R
%7154 54 47) diEFe Az diEFol 2-3

NAE FEF B7IFEC e TAHHNAE 287
TZE PN EG FEF F71EE gisiA
£ AHPEA E& 0|83 Ztz}e] 715X & A5t
o, AAgeA] AE = Zhzte] 5o YA 10
7&1};;—32.1 g virlE o) g FHAAETH
it

2. 28

2.1 $EvEte] AR FAEZ

S$elvels uido A" diAMoluRZ A,
Mg, A48, Adrt2r) ohd Az A
A 8 HE S, HlFFEA, vfolenl 2, T,
259, AY, sG], #r]Eeix]) & A4
Yz 370 HoKAd8 A, Aaas-rt2as, Fiao
YANE 1170 Eokg AARNHAZ AR

FU AR o] §FL 20039 VIE
3,258 ATOEZA] § oluvx]9) 1.51% F&oid A
AR A F AFE(92~2003)-L 17.6%TF
Foz & dyx] F71&9 o 3ullol &3 At
A AT vjmsE o '03dT 14o]1A]
2] 2.1%24 AQF vl e FFolrt. 2R
ANEeNE 1 G4 v, A& 5 4359 274%
2 ¢ e sFoly, J|esae AW vl 5

FSAAALATY, TR

Email: kyj@kigam.re.kr
Tel:. 042-868-3025 ,Fax: 042-868-3062

- 656 -



07 70% F&Eolth.

FIG1. Renewable Energy Supply
in Advanced Countries (2001,%)
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Tablel. New & Renewable Energy Supply Goal

in Korea
20033 2006 2011
68.5 71.3 57.3
27.6 17.1 12.3
0.1 2.2 9.7
3.0 7.1 7.8

0.1 0.6 2.5
24

2.2 Mol x| EH 4

11709} AABAARAE AR, dUALDE, A}
£, A2A 2, AGFA0NA v = 9¢ 5 &
7l g o7 7HA] § A& A2 9ot

AAA: AR A 2 A L BFe FHF
Z FAE Ak golt)h. @A HYY, FHe wA
H|g-0] 3xo} 'AAA oA WA Mg xpelz) P’
AEE o] &3 LxIF& X F3tx Urh.

oyl 2x: ei%F, T8 2L ulo] e ofix]
Yxr} Golr g3 RAHE 7 F a3}, ue)
A AR ol g A48 Heldle FAlA
o2 VsdAE vetsof ol YA 171(15%%)
tiHol] dag BXE AW BE F¢ 2804, B
%4 80vl 2 7)& WA vls] g 2L dag
£ ¢ 4 U

FRAAHEEE): ¥4, Ad 5L 2 43y
Widiol] 2oy &4 A dAA2ZH Y Y
D o 1= A8k AP AR s1s A FAUE
2 Algo] BV seit) §9 71X Slo|=olEE
AA AHEEE 7hxe] dAAR et ARIEE
Bt opgt AFAYE R A7 O ARH
7} ggsiet.

A% 9 iR 24 % e ) $Ye 5
AAZ A £ WA D BB EAE Do
2 % glon vlole ouAE oA E BN F
slol FAAGo] YT 5 Ac.

2-3 HIoMAH TIEE

AA SRl
g, 34 2 A8

B8 W EA 3} AA oEE
A SHEAA E A

AR S8 metoA A, o 7 3
T ol 715 e S AFENARE AN 5 3l

At 28R ol JE FAGE Aoz giilstA
2. FAANHE P87 $5td economic
CBAdIA 372 vepd 4 gl 95as 7
2| 23 &= & v g-H 4 (extended CBA)
o} Felz FAIFENE IS e 4 @
7, AH8), AA 9§33 712 2E o daso] §F v
L-AQ N3 r|E EAH(MCA: Multi-Criteria
Analysis)#4olX 283 7l AEZ 20|A |
o}, e84 Y FHe ARYE 7128 £ ¥
gl oA AR o 24 AFTAHA AA A2 ®/ICE
A)e] §elA, o]gH, 483 é%ﬂ% 3 5}7] s
MdHez Y 7|EYPET} 431t) s £
A E r|SEAAUHE 71238t BIA|
288 &S

FIG2. New & Renewable Energy Evaluation

System
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FIG.3 Decision Making Stratum
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Fig.4 AHP Apply steps
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