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Abstract
To examine if military force build-up concept is carried out, it is necessary by the 

way of Planning-Programming-Budgeting System (PPBS) for overseeing and defining the 
organization's mission, setting up long term objective, analyzing and developing the strategy; in 
a way of project management process in order to execute strategy and achieve the purpose. This 
research provides the model of military investment combination which has six steps including 
the establishment of evaluation team (board), tabling all military proposed programs, linking 
the relevant and summarized analysis of the proposed programs, the induction of strategic 
requirement and the standard weighting of proposed programs, prioritization of the proposed 
programs, and budget/resource allocation as well as performance management. With this 
methodology for the evaluation of military investment combination and decision/management, 
the hard resolved problem in terms of programs prioritization, resource allocation, re-adjustment 
of the plan under limited budget restriction situation, etc. could have a process with science 
and impartiality attribute for getting the right answer. It can also benefit the MND in its budget 
defense, acquiring at congress and the execution of defense strategic planning. 
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Military strategy
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