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Design of Structural Models for Constructing a Goal Alternatives
Disposition System in Large-Scale R&D Projectsr
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The objective of this paper is to design a Goal Alternatives Disposition System having three main
subsystems for setting, evaluating and selecting goal alternatives. For setting of goal alternatives, System
Alternatives Tree(SAT) structure will be developed, which has a computation algorithm for setting
decision alternatives by the concept of System Priority Number(SPN). For evaluating and selecting of goal
alternatives; First, Normative and Exploratory Priority Indices which consider technical performance to the
goal, cost and feasibility are developed respectively. Second, Integrated Priority Index is built up to
determine the total priority of the Goal Alternatives Disposition(GAD) system. For the design and
verification of the GAD system, technological forecasting structure theory, systems engineering

methodology will be used.

Keywords: R&D project management system, goal alternatives disposition system, system priority number

1. A&

2EE 7143 A4, dobrt 5719 BAEE ST
71€%A0l 7HE8ET A7 8RE A4 ATALES
= tEEL B3e, A FAZ W ek A&
T B AR R 2R o B Fo el AT
A 53], AA SloX 71939 EFY FHL Ve
Foll FA Ak &}v], stolel A 7199 B el Halol
ofZE A7 gl g #elvt drke wlo) BEF 4ol
HolAdAM 4% dYIdE FAHLE 7R 9 AAFHol
=gl FFH 3ok

3, 2 B VleA g e e g

A& "z v old "FEE L Y B oM 78 )
o}, F3H<1 A7) A2 A AR&D Management System : RDMS)
§ RO 7o  aRAR /g ARy o s F¥ s
FHIAY d¥sed A 0|22 £3 A, olAiAx
HEHol1 FEAQ o|g e MFEE1 oty = FA
o] oht}. :
2t 2529 RaD &5 0] e B4 128 wotato
ol ZAZ AFNEZRAEY AP 3 BIEF
€ AN AARET G Bl REe s gBela, o
ZAzZbo| M U F 2 R agla 1 D23 AR 5 o §
B HUH HREES FAY 5 Sl A7 ee] g0
Al&¥5 0 REFAILFIEY F2EAE o o4 AA 2

tAgAA: 22E B, 40746 B7IE FYA AR AHF 300 ATAREGR A AR A ZEE Fax: 031-290-7610,

e-mail : kecho@pyurim.skku.ac kr
2002 49 AH<r 28] 4 F 2002d 74 AA &3



YT ERDERAES o) ZRYHML N ALY T3 A8 F2RY] 4 461

T e AEE 7973 AsdeR WRElT glon, oy
&M AHHQ RaD B A 2R 9] ks B 8
7h 838k d Ao & 2.3 A7} obd 4 Qlrk

ol M FART BA, RaD TF-& AHFHQ s}r)e]
ZEAE Aol Bol, A)ZHE A4 wle} fr)1Heg 4
gslol ke RaD Z2AH e Aty e B BF S
Azdgste 2¥Q A7y ZEAERY AAYRD
Project Management System: RDPMS)S 742 0 & 3§}t 7)
& AR v g8t ok

°o]Z§ RaD ZEZAE $e|BF THHAE ¥ DA
© EAE A4S B2 S IS Y2 RE Azl 74E
9 S|RBAE NN 52E FHEE BRE A E5 )
7he 71%& 2 TERAG DAL EA, ol HeAQ 7)&7
8 293 &4 Mdde 399 FHNM BF HeF
9L oA Hrl RaD 239 F AL A F2
A2 Bl EF o2 FH T AThA A, 2000).

AE7tA] $-2]7199] RaD BE|EFL FFAo| 7197
FA GHo2 AR YFLE AA SANAE A9
715 T4 2" AAd 58 st oA ZAE Al
ol 7leB o] AFe HeE 2YFIIYeE BESE]
AaXe A7 Exu BEEgY 7150 S FAH
EARRYY 338 7heA e BE A AY0)S F
Ao Al2¥ dA 2 2802 AFE WekAgaA) gou
A7E FE53}7) o Aoz B,

%, olgld 8 7199 7ledgd B3] faME
vlef o} ALS @A R A& Al ALSH 878 EEEhe ALY
A PE 9} 8] VB AR S Foo Ay 878 &
e 7IEHSHRE B2 3o, v A3 e) 22 E Y
Aoz AT T Fefo e EAAE A A
oA gHHoZ AN A 28 F, 7158 4 ERE F
A 7H A AF ERE ARse ERA 2RIt
A, Gt 447158 #e AREAA"0 YAd o2
HF TEF O A Qb X 2] Al 2 ¥(Goal Alternative Disposition System:
GADS), o] WH-T-ZE g Tk A7} A|F38] o] Fof#{of gt

ol R&D FHFA2H FolAM 714 B ¥ 837 off
g g REA 2 Ak e o283 2 o
R&D ZEAHE 9| A g/@e]gFol BFHe A1X} = Winitial
phasdol 213 SHE B3 BHAAE 5 329 A Aol
obd % 9tk

wehr] £ At M RaD ZEHE E XA P ARR&D
Project Goal Setting System : RDPGS)-& 741 8+ 713 84l A ¢)
FEALHOE AT = Sle BEXRAG A a8 »
& AAstnA ot ol FHE ANded et =23
SRA A g7 A delo] bt ©EE E R Ao 7+
of OerALE AsE B3R BYX 9 gty 1 ERE T
AL Qe AVle 2t 25 #EHQ N1E 248y

M- e 235 4YUAE Bo H2e BxA

SRk AAske o 2 FFAA BFo| Aok gojg
T Y2 =29 FRUAL 3] Holg 2] $j8A,
AA EALH AN 9712 2R dF FHAEE 7|3
L2 &Y fAcHE 2R 99 &984 ¢a
wE NG, FHAEH N ME B97|1$EH ) B3t vl
G AWML 7122 T YA SHeAE A 9
FoHEA duEE pEEta g

2. AYd+e HE

i EH2AE B3 AR detga Qe B AT
523 B 7|89 A7 EHEL YASI 1 AL g
ofstd ohS-3} 2ok

HA, Schoman(1969) 5L ER7|EAAE =28 v, 743
A AMLBE o] &3t GEARLE A= o} 2483 1
=W =2 g =YekA] B4

Malchow and Croopnick(1985)E U1t RA| A dAT 8 A
AR W, FEA AAded A Age Beal] 918t
o Feedback loop& A5t YA 2 A HQ) M
A A &4 E3ta Qe

North and Pyke(1969)x= ‘Probe II' o] A 3] % %(Desirability)2}
= NgE 2Y8to o] F Hele) 49E A wdem YA,
TAHQ FHGANAE o)2x) Eaja gon, FIHoz
© A9 71edHE SAR g g devg o]g3dln
Atke SAIE 2t Qi)

Roberts(1969)= 2714] 71g < & Q2o ot Aol e4e
AZsta F delo] Fe A= glou, v At
AT Aoe F 43 288 r2E R gle Aoz %
TG Uk, A ERYARIE] 47 o) ZedES
WESLTL U W), o]F ZEAE A5 7ho] Jee uhg 4 9]
e AL Z2AHE 9ol YEe Ao)A RS ¥3
e ERAA AN M H49 4 7] W Fo)th

White, Scott and Schulz(1963)= ZE2A E 9| k3 & L)
© "FOM(Figure of Merit), 5-& ©]§-3}a] A)2qle] £4 @
Al e BrhE st oY Z2HE HAFAHL BH )
2} RARL Al2" a7t B4 7158 JHAH, 97
olfo] £E & ¢ Ao Aol Brlssln, Ao
E A 0E ZEA2H S vwsnat & o dolHe 9
Aol §43) F7H A £orhs HE AFE 4 Qloh

FEAZE AR HAE Hrishe WS AA s 9
© Goodwin EH(19729)% 7|EHGA 9 753 ot
B =40 77 HI UL B, HA B AL P
AA AL & 13o] P A Fthe e AHT 5
At

POED ¥ Decision TreeH 9] 723 A3He B 93)7) 93}
& A EE ¥ Performance Curved] 7| E S £33} FTI} &



462

& A2 gt A1 Al 2= ¢l PDT(Preferencé Decision Tree)2]
EHLHAE NET AH4Y AdT(198)E SH A A3
R ARE A B SR AEAE ARHT A
gt

PATTERN(1965)2 TR R E G % glojq 2 &
RE SA7] AT REANLHEC] oJ9A FAH oo} 3=
A, 2F 3 1 RRALDE FEAAFT] JME ojH &
AEo] 8T A gEtA AR ol 3llad
2 o AFE gAY Pejoly] &l 7)%59] Fato] B}
sota, E§ s dE AE3}E4E TDR(Total Direct
Relevance)®] 422]7} HojAn g %7} BojAvhe EAHE

3 -

3. BRoA ¢ M) A28 (RDPGs/GAD)9] 71 4]

3.1 B3 o) Aok 2] Al 2| (GADs) 9] 9] )

APNLEFY) EXLUYSAE R&D EF 9] £ B
gleaL o} & THHOE ERHBEA shte] A2 oz AA
B3k @A ol

AA, 259 o R8-S nsEA FH A B S 7H

Hard Soft
information Information
!
a8 oz ‘ amo) o
bl oL ABIREA
Top Mgt. Pl o] Agisy Top Mgt.
' ]. re jf—— bR XK (S.6) .
. e gy .
2
I8 e . Asiiat
Scientific Seeds 2N "N Soclal Needs
a4 -1 U AN 3w L
axr 3w
MECRHO MM AE
L pES ]
ﬂ _ HE! ’ ''''''' MEMO QWA AW
H
diwy Taw [ N
ARy LHREH WOIAI A
l * 3
A WeST
HBAA
RENNE MFAAH HolE
AUKE BMRE I
AAS MNAR
B8

A KEAAHOHL

MEDIGS BALYWE A

g

Y, RN Npwwe Y

g

¥ 1. R&D T2 A E o} B 5 47 A 25)(RDPGS).



R RDEEA B gloj A FRUM A HAYAN2Y T2& 48 F22Y) 4A

A ERE AESE Uta E3) dEsE vjd o AL EA
BHOZRE A8 A 8 7EAE Psla o2 AL §A
HEE o} 79 A EFA| 2ol A)eHe A3k ohd 8
Ao 71e@H o2 HE oA A.ZRA L 5T o] ZRE
71EHSAEE Wol FAA ERAAHYATE A A3
o FAE 5, ZATOZN HH B2 AL A
g3t

o] RDPGS= RDPMSY] 57} 819|121 28 5 714 $-410] =],
B Ao 2o Ao 2 e BE A H Al AH o)
g FEAZHES X o E3 AlAade] " o]s
<TY 1> N} 22 E7je] F8 BEA AR O AT o
Atk & AT E o] XA HPAAEE Fo o)
Ao &, e AU BAFHE Fdslo o
Al2"E HA 3] AR AEE P4 "ot

3.2 AA 9 99

3.2.1 /84 A7 Q2 (N/E Principle)

Zled &) BA vy, A, 84 Tl g e B
ol fFe & 7 A& Bt Ve Z2AET) he
AEE AHd el AES T W3S Folrtaal dhs Ao 2 A,
o] £3& ke dlolle F 7HA) 9] whako) gl

shuhe AHE A 8T 9 Aok 2A3A o] A Hojolut
FTHOught to be)' B} 1 h ) 71 ERE FHOE AA|
33 o] T WE V&0l P L e YFOEAM, MY
B ool o83t UAY BERE A A, 1 4E
£ A% HA3Y iRl B UL AT V)& 4
£ TASA ke ALY EHWEO R ‘Know How'e] el E
A7t He BRAFE &40] 245 198 H 714 S(Normative
Technological Forecasting: NTF)o| §1th.

E e @AY 71ed 7wk g2atd olgA & Ao
Chwill bey' 2kl =& e 9] 7]¢0]3E B3l Yo
EM, @A 489 HET st B 7ledA S o
Z31 H7iske Ao E34EEo 2 ‘Know-Whar’9] F4|7}
He 713 &40 23 @A 7)1& o SExploratory
Technological Forecasting: ETF)¢] 91t}

EFAGHA NN E o] F dE Y E FHT B3 7e
| Z(Feedback TF: FTF)9] 2|7} B8 &} dupapy gutzgo
B2 ERE AN, A A oA 2HE AR F 0
AE B vFo] B g4 HAAN2HE A8l o
FAZEE 2T BN HH ERAILY glALE A
3 o] uhgA3}7) v Folt}.

mebA, el o] Aol ti-&3he 53, g8, 949, A1Y 5ol
H& & ARSI dAl7lE B AAvIge] ARskd U
4 7leolq AR E st Y rled S dAY re
TEE 7|12Es A 71gold g dF3e gHF Ve

463

A&e} A=Y S FHE Hs 7lgd 2o ded] o
& Aol FEAILR AL Ao FAY Aol &
T A

netA & AelAe o9 2 7Iged S AAYUE v
HOE 1 dHLEH Y G EAHE =%y 7y,
B9 F SXALYRAGE HASY o] EE B, v,
2R3 HHY FEALE Heshe EFALAWAL
A2 A =dE AAsHA e Aolch

3.2.2 A ZRThA) 4B Z A (SAT Strucrure)

¥ =EAE NTFY] Al deld oe} #dF2Y e o)
gt} FATFHA 2 A S E(Revised Normative  System
Alternatives Tree : Rn-SAT)E A A3} 2, ETF2] A7) ol u}e}
g BAUE olgste FARANAHYAL S
(Revised Exploratory System Alternatives Tree : Re-SATE ¢F3)&
A7t

A vlgl e 7SR BEE N §olo] ZEQE o7
o YT BUFEYE o] 43t 1 BFH] G e d
7153 2 715 E S e REA LY S AYsle A E
HHEale] ERA2UAGE FEFOR AMfsle Wit
Aol Fate @AY 71EB AR L Folo] EV)E A
£ o] Bl T FEEy A4 o] &3l HAtahe o
2 AN st rte Aol

o] F FZA A 7153 248 YN e BAE 754
T(Function Level), F-EA 2R IA¢HE YFA7 & BAE ¥
B A 2R 43 (Subsystem Level)o) 2} A o) 3t} 18] BEFA|A
Ao AtE el Wie 238 AA S 238l RaSAT,
ReSAT 2} @4 ZHe] A BAE <1¥ 2> 9} Zo| AL
F, SRA2HAAG e FRA 2R 71571 2
§H& A FHconjuncrion) BAE WA 2 3 ‘AND 3 2'2 AE
I 7153 FEA 2T AL o] Hdisjunction) BAE A
AZ ¢ ORYZ'E AFHEEF Fic}

A 2H
AND
| 1
&1 &2 &3
| 1
FEA2N REA2Y
e N2

A2 7)1ed REAILY 7L a4 7] =,



464 ¥

ol e AAE ZE 715H FEAIZHE TA o
23] 9J3he] RaSATAIA 75 ] hehel= NI (Normina
Interaction)?} AHPE, H-EA)A" o] t#Av NI} Decision
Matrix Worksheer-& 0]-&-&t}.

718) 31 Re-SATE Rn-SATO. 2 HE] A E whol 4457 o
Eo Ro-SATS 22 Heje] FZ2AE 74 "ok wely
Re-SATA A= FA| Q] 7%, BEAI2H ] AL A% 3
o] oA drh

3.2.3 A)7HAFEN(Time Status)

UukA 0 2 AIZHVE & RaD B5TA o whe} Aol g g
& Zeth &, A371eAt B39 A71A A& ¢ 97}
AFE A Z2AE 9] Ao wh z A A A7
74 i o]27)74X] R&D ¥ A 7|3t A 12 H o
o & Ro| A7t EAolt}.

U Ra-SAT7} THEE Time Statust #8}7)€(Science and
Technology: S&T) Specrrum®] HH 0 ZHE A He AL EA
|2 9] s&Tol| ¥ AHAI 7|2 I, Re-SAT A= ZZAHE
2] PeasibilicyE v 7] 2 3} Time Starus S ZHe=t},

T Ro-SATA XM & | ZA]719] A @A o] BA)7} S of
& FH37] 31y saT HAE FH3hs o] Hasid

- 232

AsiaaRs JimedEs

Y ¥
R

2, S&T Spectrum®] T o} A B Time Starusol] A B} o 24
719 AP BRE 98le] E =FoA e Delphiy & AHS-&
o ole F2 A#HA] 5 ATFH 8l thE AL+
o2 ERAYN LR oA Go] AHR-E 31 91 7] W F-ol .

3.2.4 H]-B-AE](Cost Status)

Cost StatusX=. R&D F-FTHA o) w2t 2 7o) &} 7| BA Y
gA A o] vl & FHH AF9 NS Zhed, U =
BAHES A, 7)1eH FHd g8ty o] AFAA BA
i o] & H3tAME Al2dl e U F 22lo] A 5lo]of Fit}.
mEbA, Alztelu A, &3 539 FABAE A 2F o)
AR 7] ool FH=wsidoe] mejH.

olst 2] SR AFAA N Y vl EAFL FAH cost
E 9|3t Zlo] olH 1 oAk Eolds g AdezA &
didolete BEAN D& Hog Aade 93 o
el A3t 87 = nBFHg o v|gel welA 7)EdSA)
SRR HEH HIE JRE 7|2 235q H1 A9A9 ot
off w2t oAbl o] Hd o2 FAEA He Ful8 Aol
#oh

T, ERAGA 280 A v G tig FrlriEe A3
H Z83 A2 AFFATS, VAES E AAFS FY B

AL &

e

WIPIE WY N_GSAT

L__._{_J

N_GSATS| 2} s Al 80|
Oiet B8 O

‘ X

E_GSAT

HIB &3 ! sei=y

(—T_____l

v

Feasibllity® 218 Cost-
Effactiveness Mt

v

A MEAMAE CME &

RN

v

| xsnswmomae |

| amuaweansn |

393 FROAG M A Lo AdEA BEE.



Yt 2 RADERA B gloj A FROAAH G M2 FHE NE F2RY 4A

A8 WP e A= E Ae) T, i AR
Bl A Brtete] Ak dEgich 18U, RDPGSIA
Cost Sratus & F F3he W2 ob2 AFA o] }7] o
7o £ d7dMe A28 2 (Systems Approach)d]] 2]
3 HE-FEE 248 ddked, 97)M FEEE BRAA
Ho i3t FHEZ B}

Y ZZAE AT 0]# ) Total Costd] 30| a8
EA7} §o] F2 (1) Feasibility$}e] B4, (2) v] 4 o) &3},
3 A Bgad BeAos (1) riatde] e
(5) ATF4A L 2Ae) 58 EE B8 59 BN 23
Al &) RDPGSAI A (3), (4)¢] B o] BT

.y
i,

3.25 7]&4el(Technical Staus)

R&D 859 Z AF wet e E gt aAE
71€3 75 Aol e &5 A5 R tig FYolghe
F 7] ERoA OFA e, £ 977) 43k RDPGSE
Az FA7} 5 ol A7 4R A Y] Feasibility S 53
o wp2hr £ Ao A Feasibiliys 7142 437549l 9
0|2 ARRE I AIARITE A QY] EAlolu} 2 A B i§ A
7 E &3t AR A AMEED

o] Hel 9} 71 NE & T HZ Ra-SATS} Re-SATS] F 7
ZAE F A SZAAL A 2HY] F2E T
AHo g dAs U Bk <29 3> o8 gt Al2" A

465

A AdH £EE AT 3lct

4. B3 A # | A| 2BURDPGs/GADs)S] T2 A

41 FATEAA

4.1.1 Ro-SAT] /@A A

B gl FTste 2L E FA) Helde B
A FH A o] A AH L AA & ok BT} General Electric Co.
oAl EHO] G Nadler7} WAAIZ] Work Design T
IDEALS(Ideal Design of Effective And Logical Systems) 73 0] v}
olgeldt el e Al2RAANH o RN, 1 EHL
Hard System E-& 73 B A28 3 2 Soft System7}A| & o4
2.2 3tof oA Ko 2HAE FHAFY FANE
FH o THrP i fE 5k, 1987).

ol 1A o N2 E F537] M e WA vl
8 71 A3 @ g $H 0 2R BERE £F¥3, 1
RS 48] st Ao WA E gk 75 1 7)
TE HEAI e FEA LS NTFY o) ue} ¢=apFe
2 AZEYES HFAUA 2" M 8 ool & 7|&
AA & ER71EAAE AN o] F2A7} Ra-SATEA
<a¥ 4> 1 Y E Ve 2 }UTh

—

e

2l =

Re-SAT

Subsystem

B M
e e

1% 4 Rn-SATE] AHA o,



466

4.1.2 Rn-SATS) HA ¥

BEA 2RO A S T H o8 ZHAZ BN BERA|X
oA te T&3 Al 7| Bol B Re-SATY =27
Z§ A9 A8t <29 s> Jebd v} & vy
W& Ro-SATE A A 3he)

RKE(Gs)

:

Jl=(F)

21(F,)

T.8. T.8. T.8. T.8.
(s) (s,) (8 (s)

1% 5. Rn-SATS] 7H4 9.

& 7]A Ro-SATS] 7} - BA| 29 8 AB7ME NBR(S)), NBR
(S2), ***, ISDR(Gs), ISDR(S)), ISDR(S)), & RAI3LT &
3 e BAE FAE

Max{NBR(Sl),NBR(Sz)) =1
MM{NBR( Sg),.NBR( 54)} =1

ISDR(Gs)=1.0

ISDR(S)) =ISDR(G 5> NVR(S))

ISDR(S,) =ISDR(G 5 NVR(S;) @
ISDR(S3) =ISDR(G % NVR(Sy)

ISDR(S,) = ISDR(Gs % NVR(S,)

Z AR7Ie) BB o Yo FEALY S, S, Ss,
5,9 @ated a2 7) &) 4 (ol 23] NBR (Normalized
Balloted Relevance}& 238t 20 M Ra-SATA 4] =9
YA & HFIEE F)

7)1M sl U BrHE B ¥ ok AR
R&D Z2 A EQ] ERLAUAY 2te 4 W o). & 7%
F7H Woistn 1 43zt 98 9§ vty 98 AY
ol 71%5HE £FHO 2 Pvke AL Ade] Hgnt
2 B AL e AL A8 FFHo2ME AT
Ul 714 4 {ith ol ¥ Re-SATAN 7] _AE HF8}
e Yvje HFRQE 53 3l ouiithe 8 4ESE A
AH o2 37 A% 7159 ARl 97t sle el

oAl <2 5>of ZASY £ wf, <1 6>3 2L Ul 7}
A 9] Al A 2" o)A gto] FAFTE 7] shte] )5l o

VYA - 2749

gt 1 9l AH FEEHA dv FEA S B e
FERol g BHNNFERE, 275 M F HES e
A9 NBRE 10| HE& 31, Yv]z] FEALH YA LS
J;/}%}Rf 3R A% HHT Huo R &R Y

o] H ¥ Rn-SATAHI A &4 849 NBRS TAAE HF3E
AL Rn-SATO A FAAE e ERAIAHYA G $4FAE
RoslE 7]F 0 24, Ra-SATA S NBREREH FA] AE
4 84+ ISDR(Integrated Subsystem Directed Relevance) -8
F e A7 ok

ol %4 & Gddty] Aty <1¥ 6> ] 7k FEA
2RI AL Gsy, Gs,, Gsg, Gs, ol B $A¢H Y FoAA L
HES BEE g}

7)1 <1% 6> Ra-SATANA 7+ 849 NBRY) U4
£ 4 37 o] 7pA gt

NBR(S,)=1>NBR(S;)

3

8 ARE DE W, S5, 8., S;, S0 ISDRY HABA =
A @t 2t
ISDR(S,)> ISDR(S,)

@)
ISDR(S3)> ISDR(S,)

A714 <a2® 6>9 5, S, Sy, ST BEUFEA LA G
(Terminal Subsystem Alternatives)o] 2=t EF A28 th Aot
A= olgY 2Y¥oE YEhA He Aoltt o] EFA LY
A oke] S-M4=AE AA S TPN (Technology Priority Number)
& ERAZRAR ) Slojr e GTREA LY A T
g IsDRE| o2 FA T

Gs1 Gs2
| Ft ] | F2 | [ Ft ] [ F2 |
| st | | s3 | | st | | s3 |
Gs3
i F1 ] | F2 | tre ] | F2 |
| s2 | | s3 | { s2 | | s4 |

a9 6. SRR ALS] 23EH.



Wt E RDEZA B oA BRAA G M A LW FHE AV TF2RYY 4A 467

WA °o] TPMGs,), TPM Gs,), TPN(Gs;), TPN Gs,), &
2 (5)9}F Zo| A4ttt

TPM(Gs,) = ISDR(S,) + ISDR(S;)

TPM Gsy) = ISDR(S)) + ISDR(S,)
(5)
TPM Gs;) = ISDR(S,) + ISDR(S;)

TPM Gs,) = ISDR(S,) + ISDR(S,)

ol9} Zo] TPNS A3Id 4 (2), 3)°l ¢J3te] HEFA|AH
thAete] M4 TPNE Gs 0 78 23 Gs, 7} 718 AA
D Gsy, Gs;© 2 GYF-EAILH ) AEE] ISDRY )3t
A} o]9} 2 TPNY H Y& Ra-SATZ} AAE 2L 3§
B2 Aogt) o] XY EF AL AL 11 39 FEA S
o 7 e AFA FAT A7t whE} o] & NBRO] ISDR
9 & T8l feedback AT}, o] FA| 3l <1¢ 6>¢] sy
o R E REA 2 A L] &7 o= A "k

o|gA HAE Rn-SATS| AP el oJ3te] ZRHA LR
AE HAT 4 93, 2 FAALHY] FEALHOZA
Ra-SATS] o= B-EAIZF oA 28t e7tel ot 1
£ 9] NBRO| A ISDRE 313 HF2 02 TPNo| ZA3t 7F
WA A2 A g M 5 UA He Aotk

413 7)5-FEA 28 e 2 AEA 45
A Ra-SAToN| A 7]%5-& AR st W
o] & §} Asle 1Y 0. 2 A A A NI(Nominal Interaction)$} 4

EA 1 2RAUE AT 7Y AR A FEG R R R
A2Flo 489 715-& UEIEE gt EE 9
AL FEA LR S B3 FA o o] FojAo} STt

el 2. 7% Al dE 2E ARE s 71s
& AR YE¥T 283 o) " 715l theko
L1E tielspaA grjulagao 2 AAshe FDM
£ 0| &3to 7)o ¥ 7 Fogte T
7Ve& AR YT 2 WA & v 2

WA, <E 153 28 EY2E Fulahn, A9 2Ho)
B 2o5d get 4o 22 WAHE PP 74, of
w529 7)50] A, B, C D2} ] 7HA7} YATkA <X 1>9) o)
EQj2es 33 ol A4S Brlsn $4 e RS 9
@k

RSN 2EE HEA7)EE) ASHB Fo) o= 7150l T &
g Ak

5, BEo] SN FTHA fEU 2 2 BY QX DO
o] 718} Theol, AhCE ¥l ke vl A7 e Ech,
A Co) Q&% 19 02 7193k7, A Co) of) Tl 18
7%} olsh 2o] shof AulmE Pahod sfEY2el H
22 o193, $-2k) §AF AR o] Wb iz 2l
o g 7HEA7} 51, ol oh) B2 E T4 AR &
1.

3 1. Forced Decision Matrix

%3} FDM(Forced Decision Matrix)& A ¢Fsl=t), 7)15 & 7154 715 A B C D &
g Fo] dAsle g "y, REALHEY gtdA e A 0 1 0 1
NI9} DMW(Decision Matrix Worksheet)& ©]-8-3}} 44 8}12} B ) 1 ] 3
fidgd ) C 0 0 0 0

H A, NIg} 233 FDMY thdte] A ol v 2 5 | 5 X ;
2 WA Z FAAED

3 2. Decision Matrix Worksheet

Bt Weight ARt 4, chAlQt A,
A a7

B71E V| W | AW aandan) B | axw| 82

B0 W Aun Am

HIL71R42) W, A A

%7}7]'€—(K) W./k Iq-lk Auk

B77184P) W, A Anp

Eaiv:pi!




468 kR

oLy 2L g o83t BTAL AR 7)o g
B 5 E Pk
B 3 ZtAbe] Aol hate] delo] BE 2o Asol of
& EEL B3t OA FAST, ALl P8
AL W7 24 1, DA 28 wHES
7¥EA o g Fojvt ol FAW AAR 712 L 2
1 A7MRAE2AR 715 445 gk

B. FEA LR tjgte] 1 849 Y5 $HLHE B
&= by
o]& NI %} DMWol whel A7AE 8 2 Aake thea 2o
TFA €

EA 1 A2 E B 7)5E BEATE JFsE RE O
AGE BF gt ol A 94 715443 54

o o] Fofzof e}
EAl 2. Ao i3 298 AHsl 7P oiAgke
Ugsta, +AY A9 ERL B8 FAAAL A
&3 X BFF] P B 4L 7R v gt
B 3 A" At tidld <E 2>9 2 3R
(workshee)E k31 7} 3] 7} o € H717)%d) u}

gt A A & H71EHEE g

old, B7171E-& 49715 el 714, B4 ¢ A
Ao FHAM AR 3l ) o & B0, A5
248} A, AtnAdE, d7]|2 g AldE, AAE o)ge
2 ol REA2H YA 0] FRE AP 57 e H

_____ . -
! olgA W H -
}

- 239

WE& AR S At

0|9} Zo] HAE Rn-SATS] B-EAIAH o] the T3 A#A)
7)E DelphiY & ©]-831] Z7|ZE A S MEE HEULR
T ="l o]27)74A] ¢ H 0 2 A oluf, 1 2 A=
AL 28 71239 7FeAY Zwo) ol o) 87
F-&8tdolwt ke FH A AL v ghe Ao|t)

42 gAFZ4A

WA, FHTEAA L YT ZEAE Yeke ARFAI)
TYZRHONAY B2 olRts FHY HFuo] 7hssint
T ZAE o, o] Re-SATE Ro-SATS BUH 72 E 2 A
L= 9t 5 NTFUE 2 239 793 2 7|¢AA ) o
E3te BE7IeAAE $¢H o2 3o BTFY e et
EEHE EE 3, o9 Ro-SATZRE] PR E ulo} B3}
A ek webd, 8 F2A S s E ety B4
HE 0|88t "EVIed 202 7158 752 AAsT,
715 E BFATE FEA2EWALE 31507 4y
ko] HF71A] o] Fo] Witk

|21 & Re-SATS] T4 & <19 7>3 21} ol HEJ}
ol 9] % Delphi] & 0] 88t EH o] AHA 78 £2T).

HEA71E F4F 9 Delphid & o] §3he 2L v o
& We FAZ 7hgtdo} 311 wle) 7] &l thgk 4ot
R Al2Rl o) 3713% SolA Delphiy & AH&-3HE o]
YA ol & Delphigo] Z 4tz ge) 3A2 7

2 r“‘J—“‘I

Re-SAT

|
A e ol =&

19 7. Re-SATY 74 o).



YR RGDEIZA B g M ERGA A A2 FHE AT F2EY HA 469

BT A E 1A o7 Wil
o9} Z& Delphitf o] @ o} & ZAE 23 21 A7 E
FHH o 2

2 1. AR PAEAAE B BEANE Bl
F 2Eo] o] Fojd ABAYIE 2437 Heh
291 1 F4A71E djece Jaaa A
A5E BRI 3, ANFO2 ULE FYAE
279 £ ARYIHE T ., M,0.8 FH

2 2. A28AY PACIENNE Q. M.QBE 74 A
717 R o] 2 Fashe] 18] FHAE Ax
2519 T 2SS B,

T 23R 9] FAANME 1359 A 429 ¥
(@ — Q) W9 FAANE Pl H$= 2 o] FE 73] A
it vl A28 A9 AaE Feka A2 AHEYS
o FHTE AEIHNA Ajt ojwf A 28 A W F E Ee
U5 22 3R]0 tisiM T 1 o]F-& A7 o] feedback
T qEog gt 183 U o] R EF FE3] HES
B8 g 7ol A3 FHXE FAdA Wt

CHA 3 ABIAAAE 1 2AR 7} 23] A Q] 4894 Alo)
o] E0171A] ghe Aol & olol e ol FE 2
23] Agd) et

N 79 B9 EE 9 FEAE B WA A
& wealel 2Eoke] AR 7S YU

o)A $4T 2EIIO| HBA)Y Rol7h BAY B
o1 ol 2ol & A7l e WHEH BAE A
AB S g

4.3 Z# Mechanism

43.1 TEAERSAe ] 2R

$A <¥ 2>9 Y1EL ¥ YA o] o] HE
gte] FEA 2R e wel A 7T dEeteE 2T
o 283 4 Yrhr|Ed) did F 8% g et 7k
AW (i=1,2,3,, pE FE8)

W Bl ataiop & thAL 1,2,3,...2 ol TS Zhzhe]
71718 SAMAM ZAA 2" 15 H TAEE 7t
Yzt

ojlm} H7h= 1004 o7 st g7+ PPt o)
Hrb71Eol Bobd Aol diErte] Zert ojA 7] i
o]c}. Eﬂxﬂ?} 1°ﬂ tH“:’l’ ﬁéﬂ@"?‘% All,Alzy"'sAlk-"':Alp:
AR 20l T BIMHTE Aoy, Ap, o Agp o Apy & AH
A AR # 74A] B7hE Pt 23, 2 RAPEE
A& NFEAE F3 I FHHFE Feted, oA
BR(Balloted Relevance)©] 2+ A &} &1 o]+ 2} (6)3} Zol Lehd

1=
’ p
BR(k) = gl(W,Ak,»), k=12, n (6)

A7)X, BR(R) = HA FEAe] ERHHo) o5t A4t
H AL £ of T80Tk

H7h7E NE Y Af-olle NS BR(A7F GRAEE o
£ 973 ABR(Average Balloted Relevance) S 4} (7)3} Zro) A4k
it}

ABR() =+ f; BR(B), %

a: 37t 4

vpA| e o 2, Ro-SAT] 2] 9] A& FA817] 3o 2
thA|gte] ABRE BTN T &, ABRYO) 71 & R4S
10] 5} 2 8kE Aolch

ABR(k)

NBR = 4 TABRB k=1.2, . 7]

@
n: 2 7150l 248 FEA LG A T4

4 @3 o] A E Ro-SATY SHEHE AA317) A
=27t Y4 Hed ole e 22 g et

AA, 4719 datel whet 78 NBRE AR FHHTE
TEHA Hed, ol B Tedhe A2 e FREAA
Jl) Al qto] ZHE NBRS) F0.2 Al AtH T

0] A& ISDR(Integrated Subsystem Directed Relevance)©) 2}3 &
Jati A 9k 2o et

1SDR() =| TI NBROm=D|NBRGw O

m(m=1,2,,7) : FEN LG 9 25
NBR(m) : m@d REA2% #de oiFete] 2he
NBR
vpAleto 2 B R A AR A|QE 22| HFUTREA| |
9] 847} 2he ISDRE JH3HA Hed of 8 e V1e A
2=} X(Technology Priority Number: TPMEF & 2] 3}a1 4] (10)7}
2o et

TPM(Gs)= 3, MaxlISDRG), j=1.2,-.n)  (10)

W(i=1,2,, ) : EXAIAH WAL 9] terminal leveld 715 &

2] o] TPNS) Bk BEAZUU AL FHE9NE 4
AHrt.

o|gA dof, FHHLE 4H RRALHRA L] $4
£HE 2R Hed oA A+ Hge R o] 8E ¢



A

470 k|

At

opRlgte 2 714 & TPNS 12 319 7} A| 2 o) F <o) o
g ANAE Bt & rrnve] FEE e FESAE
2 R 4(Normative Priority Index: NPDE}F A8t 1 & (1)FH 2

o] ettt

TPN(Gs;)
Max[ TPN(Gs) : i=1,2,..., n]

i=1,2,,n(n: ERALHRH LS £

NPI( GS,‘) =

(1D

ol ETFYZ] 2 A9 A&t Alte] 499 438
F BLEol A 2317 gttt

432 BHA LN e9 o] A4

HA, FHH0E 28 ERALHOAGY $Ae90
e} Al AR AR R EA AR Q20 o]d thgdhe
S A A2 " A e} 1AREA| 2R 4 7k 7)eER}
(Technology Gap)& ¥l gtrt. o|of, AE 719 HrHE w7] 35
o <¥ 3> T2 HEFAHRE FHlF

o] 714 @A} F(Perfomance Level: PL}E THH 3] 23 A| A€
AR TR Al 2’ A<t} o]o) i &Ehe HAlY B
FA 2R A Q] 1A EA A8 A g 7he] VeFFEAE
oju|EtH o] g 10HAE o]3HRE] 9IHAE o] d7}A] 10t
A2 rating3t 1L.0FE 0.170A] A A48 FA %ot &, 109
HE o8t 8.4 719 7|eFE37 AY gl A &,
AlZRIThAIQEY] I REA AR 8 A9 AY 2L JesE
o] FH A Q= A E 9Juizic)

o] E(Difficuley: D 7o) 8033 F7u) o] A9 &
R3] GF oF AE A QRRE sEo] ojP 1 FrH|E
o] o] £8HE ‘o}F AA#E F'7HA] 109 rating3te] 0.1

33 FEA LR Y VgFEA R ST ER

- 229

FH L7 A48 R g

EH 7]7HObjective Term: OT-S T8 A EFore] W g Al7|9}
B4 A ZHke HHA 7|7k Zfo| B 43X 2 slo] g FTh

3 0%, AEVIERE 3 aite) BAFES do| =8
ESHA §F, o|& SAR 3 HR 7| B &S 243
ok AAA A st SYFET Yol FYFE H3t
i FAHEE R EH7} FH5) dgehe HE7HY 335
E YT GO E gt o v8-2 EAF FA7HH 2 Ft.

o9} Fe W o g HEIERE AL g4 U3 EF I
T B EE Al LD A 2 Zh2) 293 &,

TIC(Gs) = :;l IC, (12)

TIC(Gs)) : HRA YA 9] FFu] &
IC; : SRALRIRAE 9] jAR terminal A 2R th A Qbe) £z}
&

A (12)9) &3t 7} A|2FhAlte] FEAE ] TIC(Gs) E
At 183 9A 25N EE A A 583 v &)
(Cost Index: CNHE &80}
ol& 2 (13)7 2ol Ao}
TIC(Gs;)
Max[ TIC(Gs) = i=1,2,..., n]

n: ERALE Aok 4

o] Hl-&] EHelA o] CIF Fdte] A 2EThAIgte)
Mg 243e Ao

ols} Al UM FHI GAFEY PR E F3l 7 =
EA 2R A b g 7]& 3 A ¥ 7Fe A (Feasibility) S A4
gk

CI( GS,') =

(13)

A< NO. NPIL:
e = A 4=2 (Performance Level : PL) o] EDifficulty Index : DI
Ex | B2 49
10| 11|21 131(41]51]61]71]81]9t 717t | ¥l & | 7
_ ol - |-l -|-]-]-1e « og¥ DI g - 8
e & |20 (30| 40|50|60]| 70|80 90 | A
inal Sys- or | IC F
temAIN | 1.0]0.9]08[0.7[06]0.5{04/03|0201]0.1|02]03]04]0.5 06]0.7]08]09]1.0
1
2
3
4
n
A TIC | TF




W R RGDIZAE] oA ERchM M A2 T3 AT F2RY A 471

ol ztzte] dA|A”lY] £ 4+ gl Q1Y duE
onjEe AUEREE A sk Ax Agso B &
AR Y, 2 A" oA Qo] YA RA-E AAE 37 o
ol o1& TEsA geth FEAIZHUALY Peasibility
Fy& 2(14)9} o] g}

Fy=-Py)D; (14)
Py BRA YA o) AR 240 GASE
Dy : EXALH A o] A 840 dolx
Fy: RN ZFOARE 9] AR 840 8754

2 A2GAREE A8 EE FYHY 2 4129 4
A ¢ Fs4e SRl ek F AzduiAge)
Feasibliy, TF(Gs) & B 1518 4 (15)5} o] vhebd & ek

TF(Gs)= 2 F;
=1 (15)

It

]:Z](I-P’Y)Dij

n: ERAZE AR 9] terminal Al AR U A QLe] 4=

aga olg AAssistd A @7be A A4 (Feasibility
Index: FE &3} o)+ 4 (16)3} 2o} Aol Flic)

TF( GS,‘)
Ml TGy« i=1.0....a] 10

FI(GS,) =
ns BEA LG AL 4

ol& 71&3 7Fs4 8 FHA ©] FI & T3l A2t
Q] $AHEHE A Aolvt 281 ol RS TR
Aol A o] T A} 25]-%-M & 4(Normative Priotity Index: NPIE
ok)o} AEEl7] 98he Cost9} FeasibiliyE A0 2 117
3 A A 2 8l 9- A R] (Exploratory Priority Index: EPIE 2FH)
& =&, ole thgd 2ol gt

F](GS,')

EPKGs;) = CHGs) (17)

A7\ EP[7} 74 A2 oMU 2 $AeHE A8 o
AL @A AP go| s Aol

433 AAANZRLAE e 28
X E7HA] Ro-SATO N &3 NPIS} Re-SATON A 353 EPI

TR T
|
Y
[ mawiom ) | wepiza |
i |
@
v
| wopam |
; -
BR B — BN |
mxxlg v
oh A [ wws=a |
TN Jit v
1 A e [ a=a |
| TENOH D e 0] |
!
v
[ awza | BCEL
[ |
v
TIE
TS =(A) (8
v
TSRO} & O R %0l
MAX(TSR) = SRCHRIRH
¢
| = |

ag s 2P IS YA =



472 kK

€ %3 SRANEFUALE] 4AeHE AFF oz B3
T FHAEEAY AMALY $HEX(Total System
Priority Index: TSPDE E&3h &, EXA|28) i 38
T4 o] & GA S Eojrle vl g B 71ed AdsA S
FTHHE AR HAH EXALHOALE A3l
AT DA 2E SHEAAFE A (ndl 93t A Fot

TSPK Gs)) = NPK Gs;) X EPI(Gs;) (18)
2 (189 93} &8 TSPl whel EF A 28 Ao
FACHE FAstA Eot. webA 713 2 TSPIE 2 Ao
FHAEFA 2 thFgto] 5 Aotk
<I¥ 8> o)} e ZAMFAUSE AY(A L2 7he
33k Aojtt.

5. A&

AR, EXWAT M A 250 #g A7r) vlHId FUle)
AN, 2] g0 HA FH/BNER 7 =
AAUE] WAE EXHHA2HRDPGS)S] FEAAH
GADS)e] He ZXWAN XA 2HE AT 2N 7
N EFARFES BAjge 8] SAlo |3 A 4
& ulishe Hx9 A7 Hobe HolA 249 oulE
Zhet)

53], F3ol F8E 7lsAo] e Vg, dA7A s
o] A& 7I&, 22 o} v A 7leH A 58 BA9
ZEAIZE Yol vi2 A $2)A]7) 11, o] ZFA| 28-S oju gl
BEALHEY 202 AEAY AWNE 4H3 e &5
FAZH WA I E T2 AGSADE MEA stk vo}
7} 71gd 2o W EA dElo & FARIY A
TEA G FATZA e T EXYA NS FHele 24
AUEE WIste EZ0 A ¢ $H9E A e g
Aol FRA LACH ARTAE NEFgo 2N 44 H
87] FENY o] Fofe] dF ol dhte] YR E M4
Ak

3223, SATY 7)15-F-EA| 2] Afed F2E 2o &
At SATAN FEE BE 7153 EFA 2 oiAtE
FeIx sl JUYAA, Z2HE S LA s B4
Aol 3t EAH] HE & ERYA % £ R WAL &
A 75t dFe FEEY SATS |, B 7N &
3 ERUAL A Al aE e o] B E UiFE By 28
AEol7|& 3 F - A% @] ZRAHAEY Aok 7R F
22 o] FA4E FAFEA #elY 84E FAAII AU,
el o] IRNEE R wgeto g x §-8o] 7M5silal v,
TEkM 1 @A AL WS- ok STk

AFAA Feyete] RzHEof, FFEOE BRI o]

- 224

B A20E A 220 RaD BES 3 & o] oL
e A2, oF Y|gulge] BHAM RAbE 7| duer
ohgh 2714 AN E 438 &4 2AAS Ao &
e

web, A2d FaE B Ed Y2 el Hol, =
91 BEY LS 2B AUZ ] 3 TBERAH A
A2d,0] A2 FEHH Selitele] Agiol B3
Z1 BN ST Qi 71471 Qe Roke] S e 27 &
A9 % 918 Aolw, E3) 0¥ RaD Z2HES HTEL T
N8 ALz gEn

B AP0 0807 B8 e 1 347 Nl A dolE
FZHRALIE w3, 1 Aol AAE, A7lgolE, A7
AIOIE, TR ATALRES 9 718 B Teliobol A

oz sygolol & WAARFALAD BEAYA 2
9 223 7| EA G2 F2AY o 2717ka] B
) 948 % eelekhe BolH At 0E 44 e
g R

Boz wA 243 =ozAue] oh)L, $2uety o
TFE RaD 220] WEH o2 A8rV5e AW N REYS
AN Z % Y AEFAH A0) Helekn s Yol
8 2 on|g 2A5 o8 HEAY 4 e A ITE B
SEEPEREEE LI NEY ER R RS 25E T
234 gt

F1EY

Goodwin, P. G.(1972), A Method for Evaluation of System alternate
Designs, IEEE Transactions on Engineering Management, 19(1), Feb.

Janesch, E. (1968), Technological Forecasting in Perspective, OECD.

Kwon, CS.(1982), Construction of RDPPL/SAFE based on the
Quantification of Feasibility Function, Jowrnal of the Korean Institute of
Indusirial Engineers, 8[2}.

Kwon, CS.(1982), Optimal Strategic Solution for Evaluation and
Selection of R&D System Alternatives, SKKU.

Kwon, CS.(2000), R&D Management Theory, Development
Engineering Sociery.
Kwon, CS., Hong, S.W.(1990), Construction of an Estimates

Aggregation Model for Designing Feasibility Estimate System of R&D
Project, The Korean Operations Research and Management Society,
15(1).

Maichow, H. L. and Croopnick, S. R. (1985), A Methodology for Organizing
Performance Requirements for Complex Dynamic Systems, IFEE
Transactions on Engineering Management, EM-32(1), Feb,

Nakamura, S.(1987),
Company.

North, Q. H. and Pyke, L. D. (1969), 'Probes’ of The Technological
Future, Havard Business Review, May-June.

Roberts, E. B. (1969), Explolatory and Normative Technological Forecasting:
A Critical Appraisal, Appendix B in technological forecasting(By
Cetron, M. J., Gordon and Breach, Science Publishers).

Schoman, C. H,, e a/. (1969), Relating Organization Goals and Techno-

Problem Solving, Development Publication



W E RADEZA Eof JojA BRI M A2 FHE NF FREY S HA

logical Forecasting For Research and Development Resource Alloca-
tion, IEEE Tranactions on Engineering Management, EM-16(4), Nov.

Sigford, J. V. and Parvin, R. H. (1965), Project PATTERN ~ A Methodology
for Determining Relevance in Complex Decision-Making, IEEE
Tranactions on Engincering Management, EM-12(1), Mar.

A3

groky 8t ¥ 7] 7 2 3-8t} A}
Slop e 2913513 4141
QA st AR gt 44}

Qe 5 AT AL E} AL
R P e
1)< MIT PostDoc. 24 A17-¢]
gl et e ot 2

v GWU 7925t 2 4

Q) AL A 2D H G FEE 25
2430k RaD A|2:8, R&D %9, NED, 742

F3, AANLE, 3279

3 B [¢}

473

White, D.R. J. & 4/.(1963), POED-A Method of Evaluating System

Performance, IEEE Tranacttons on Engineering Management, EM-10(4),

Dec.

Institute of Technology.

h

£
A A TS o
/3 A 8hal RADA| ~F A A4
AR st B E
. University of Pittsburgh Post-Doc $1-7-¢1
B AVYVE AYQT
AA): A et A| 2 F G E
BAEok R&D AH ) E, 71 EASFE,
AHP/ANP, 7§28, 7]& 73 3

Yamada, K.(1972), Systems Analysis on R&D Goal Setting, Tokyo

2



	fa: 


