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Optimum decision making model for radar countermeasures
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Abstract: The simulation platform of active radar confrontation is established. A statistic function of
average successful probability in chaff defense is proposed, and a computing model is established to solve
the optimum laying space according to the confrontation factors for tactics of chaff bomb effectively. Then
the validity of simulation model and optimum method has been proved by lots of testing on the simulation
platform.
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Fig.1 Radar simulation system framework
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