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For the past 70 years, an intense rivalry has persisted on the Korean Peninsula, and North Korea's nuclear and missile threats
are becoming increasingly imminent. Facing a shortage of military resources, South Korea has pursued a national defense reform,
significantly reducing the number of units and troops while focusing on ground forces. However, North Korea's strategic objective
of unifying South Korea through surprise attacks, prompt responses, and combined nuclear and missile assaults remains unchanged.
The central issue in this context revolves around determining the appropriate size of the Korean military's standing forces. This
study employs the concept of net assessment as a novel method to ascertain the optimal size of the Korean military. Threats,
strategic objectives, doctrine, and unit rotations are simultaneously considered from the enemy's perspective. In anticipation of
security risks on the Korean Peninsula, an acceptable troop size will be proposed using the net assessment approach to calculate
the appropriate standing force size.

Keywords : Net Assessment, Defense Reform, The Appropriate Standing Force Size
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{Table 2> Prior Research on Determinants of Troop Size[6]

Classifi ~Re- | Pop- |Terri-|Defense cpp| Wea- | con-
cation| searcher |ulation| tory [spending pon | flict

1988 | Park, J.H O O O O

1990 | Kim, C.Y O O O O

1993 | Kim, J.T (@) @) O @) @)

1997 An, J.1 O O O O

1998 | Lee, YK O O O

1999 | Cho, H.Y O O O

2009 | Jeong, J.S @) (@) @)

2010 {Moon, TH| O @] (@) @]

2015 | M2 4% | © o)

2019 | Baek, Y.J O O O O O

TFE

<Table 3> Summary of Empirical Analysis Results

) . . Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
<Table 1> Research on Troop Size Based on Decision Logic | cjassification (Whole © ode ) (Recruiting
o~ p— Country) ons. country country)
assi- - umber 0
fication Researcher Ratio(%) troops sample country 50 23 27
population
o JCS(1998) 07 550,000 significant | defense spending population population
Son.K.U, Jang.M.S, variable mil.service system conflict defense spending
@ Lee.C.K(1997) ! 700,000 conflict
. 400,000 ~
Kim.C.Y(1992) 0.6~0.7 number of 394,000 376,000 164,000
@ 460,000 troops
500,000 ~
Jae.J.G(2003) 0.7~0.85 600,000
@ Moon.TH(2010) | ln'd 1~2 220,000 ~ <Table 3>¥} +o] Ha'Lee[6]9] 254 Azl 507 &
- : 450,000 w3 AAE EAYS W 3949, A =7F 23705
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<Table 5> Results of Analysis on the Size of the Standing
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dhdo] A SEAEA S 73 EA 6 WA
S8 9 MFFEF = <Table 9>9F ZUi{16]

<Table 9> Strategic Goals of the ROK Military[14, 16]

1. Establishment of a national defense posture capable of

National | integrated & active defense against complex security
Defense | threats.

Strategy | 2. Developing an elite military based on cutting-edge science
Goals and technology that can secure an asymmetrical advantage

through selection and concentration. (omitted below)

—_

. Creating a strategic environment favorable to peace and
regional stability on the Korean Peninsula

Joint | 2. Suppress nK’s military provocations, repel provocations
Military | early, and achieve victory
Strategy | 3. Conflict suppression by neighboring countries,
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<Table 10> Current Troops Status

Classification South Korea North Korea

Army(1:3) about 365,000 about 1,100,000

Navy(1:0.9) about 70,000 about 60,000

Air Force(1:1.6) about 65,000 about 110,000

"Source : 2022 Defense White paper / *19~'33 Army Strategy(2021).
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Goals | early restoration in case of conflict Strategic Force } about 10,000
4. Guaranteeing the lives and safety of citizens from
transnational and non-military threats Totall(1:2.5) about 500,000 about 1,280,000
Army | 1. Contributes to war deterrence * Source: 2022 Defense White Paper.
Goals |2. Win the ground battle. (omitted below)
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