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Abstract The process of an analysis of alternatives(AoA) attempts to select the best and balanced solution
among a set of multiple candidate solutions under the constraints of cost, schedule, performance and risk(CSPR).
The traditional AoA for the acquisition of a new weapon system has usually centered on the sequence of the
requirement analysis, design synthesis, and cost estimation. An improved process for AoA is developed in this
paper based on a multi-objective decision-making method, which is intended to be applied in the design concept
refinement and material solution analysis stage for the acquisition of naval surface ships. The presentation of the
proposed AoA approach is then followed by a case study for the next generation multi-purpose training ship
based on the principles of systems engineering and also using the models of the effectiveness measure, cost
estimation, and risk assessments.
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