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Fig.3  The SD model of deployment decision parameters calculation
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Research on Deployment Decision Model of the Terminal Low Altitude TBMD Systems

SHANG Chang — an, GUO Peng —song, LIU Jian
( Missile Institute, Air Force Engineering University, Sanyuan 713800, Shaanxi, China)

Abstract ; This paper researches the deployment decision problem on terminal low altitude TBMD systems. Firstly,
in view of the characters of terminal low altitude TBMD systems, the decision rules are discussed. Secondly, multi—
ple attribute decision model of the weapon systems deployment is built, the basic deployment conditions and deci—
sion process are proposed, which include two important factors; decision parameter calculation and multiple attrib—
ute decision. Thirdly, according to the characters of the parameters and the deployment decision model, the System
Dynamics (SD) calculating simulations model on decision parameters is built, which is useful for the calculation of
two important decision parameters. Finally, the calculations of alternative deployment positions”decision parameters
are performed by the SD model, and the deployment schemes order is acquired by the decision model. The case ap—
plication shows that the decision model is effective.
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