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ROK Navy is securing a Korean-type aircraft carrier,

and quantitative analysis using scientific-systematic
methods is required to form a consensus based on

clear recognition. In this study, the mission performance
(diversity) of Korean-type aircraft carrier considering
jointness was quantitatively analyzed using Forced
Decision Matrix Method. The Korean-type aircraft
carrier(CVX) equipped with stealth fighters(F-35B) had
the best mission performance at 0.250. It was 1.05 - 2.50
times better than other assets such as aegis destroyer
(DDG), 3,000-ton class submarine(KSS-111), stealth
fighter(F-35A), ballistic missile(Hyeonmu-4). In addition,
the mission performance of CVX and DDG was highly
calculated, It was confirmed that the characteristics of
naval power were sufficiently expressed.
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0.248 0.276 0.211 0.220 0.044
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(F-35B) DDG KSS-III F-35A AZ-4
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CVX =N
(F-35B) DDG KSS-III F-35A AZ-4
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KSS-lII F-35A
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(F-35B) DDG KSS-ll F-35A S04

0.250 0.239 0.190 0.221 0.100
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