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Abstract In this paper, we present a process and case of RAM analysis using Field-Data of the ground
weapon system in operation in the army. In order to perform RAM analysis in filed-Data, we propose
data collection, data refining and calibration, and RAM analysis process. RAM analysis was performed
with the RAM verification and evaluation system developed by Defense Agency for Technology and
Quality. We enhance the objectivity and reliability in result of data, which contains a variety of
conditions: operation and maintenance concept of domestic ground weapon system, relevant regulation
and after-sales service data of developer. Results are compared 2015, 2018 and development RAM value.
We prove results of RAM analysis through discussion experts. Studies show that proposed method can

effectively apply database from setting to evaluation RAM value in various ground weapon system.
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Table 1. Result of RAM analysis in Ground System

Spec. 2015 2018 Development value
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