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Abstract

The existing evaluation systems based on financial performance summarize the information about past results
and focus on short-term performance, and so they have the limits to explain the future value of firms and to
make a long—term strategic performance. By this reason, as a way to increase the future value, the
development of the integrated performance evaluation system with which we may manages financial
performance and knowledge assets together has been required recently. This study puts together various
researches for the evaluation of knowledge assets, and analyzes the existing studies for the domestic medical
devices industry and the tendency of introduction for business practice. Under this analysis, this study develops
the knowledge asset evaluation indexes for medical devices industry by using the Balanced Score Card (BSC)
of Kaplan & Norton(1992), and then presents the evaluation model by applying the Analytic Hierarchy Process
(AHP) of Saaty(1930) to get the weight for each index. With the final evaluation model, we can calculate the
evaluation score combined with both the quantitative indexes and the qualitative indexes at once.
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