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Abstract

Recently, many universities in Korea have been faced with critical crisis such as the decrease in
the number of freshmen, the pressure for tuition cuts, M&A between universities and so on.
Nobody has expected that universities will have this kind of difficulties.

The universities are making attempts to innovate the quality of education to secure high level

of education and to meet social needs to overcome these internal and external environment of

A 1AAL ¢ AT cwAAAL - At

1Y 2013, 3. 20, AAY : 2013. 4. 22, AAEFL  2013. 5. 26.

ATy WAREUEd HR7GE A 2G (Dept. of Information management , Graduate School of
Venture of Hoseo University)

* oAy W ARENEY HEAGegn w4 (Dept. of Information management , Graduate School of Venture of

Hoseo University)



166 Journal of The Korea Society of Computer and Information July 2013

crisis.

the self-evaluation to figure out their relative positions annually.

the limitation without education funds.

indirectly on the structural

For this innovation, the universities have sought to reduce the budget as well as conducted

Innovations cannot have having

Budget spent in universities have influences directly or
improvement of the finance and on the growth of universities.

The purpose of this study is to explore the decision-making method to find the optimal budget

allocation so as to minimize the execution budget and to maximize the management evaluation by

taking the advantage to analyse the relationship between the evaluation and the budget.

Therefore, in this paper,

we implement the development of the mathematical model for the

University Evaluation and Budget Allocation Optimization in the form of the linear programming..
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