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A Decision Model of Target§s Optimization Apportion Based
on Dynamic Programming

LIU Ming', GAO Shang’, NIE Cheng'
(1. The Missile Institute, Air Force Engineering University, Sanyuan, Shaanxi, 713800, China; 2. East China
Ship — building Institute, Zhenjiang, Jiangsu 212003, China)

Abstract ; The basic model of target’s optimization apportion is improved in allusion to the characteristics of modem
antiaircraft combat in this paper, and a decision model of target’s optimization apportion is established by making
use of dynamic programming. Finally, the method and approach are proposed to solve the optimal model. An ideal
result can be acquired by using such a model.
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Tactical Fusion System Structure and its Effectiveness Analysis
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Abstract ; This article presents the definition of main objects that make up the tactical fusion system , the systemic
block diagrams in the tactical fusion system, and the process of operation. It also analyzes the influence from weath-
er and terrain on tactical fusion systems$ effectiveness. And on the basis of this, the paper expatiates on the method
and the process of the tactical fusion system effectiveness analysis.
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