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Tab.2 Points of inflection for different number of TBM & best points for a graphs in cases of two and four segments

" . - : 2 Bt 4 B

TBM £t b BIEEZKSILE S BIEHLRE i > 3

N, Ny N N
1 0.000 0 (0.0,0.000 0) 0.000 0 27726 1.0843 2.7726 5.3549
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Research on Solution to the Model of Firepower Allocation
of Multi — layered BMD System

TIAN Ye', ZHOU Xiao — guang' , LI Wei — min' ,ZHANG Bei - bei’
(1. Missile Institute, Air Force Engineering University , Sanyuan 713800 ,Shaanxi, China; 2. Department of Mili—
tary Affairs, Air Force Headquarters,Beijing 100843 | Chinese )

Abstract : The paper studies the firepower allocation of multi — layered BMD system. Firstly, the firepower alloca—
tion of multi —layered BMD system is described. Then the total expected value of surviving assets of each stage is
taken as the objective of firepower allocation model of multi — layered BMD system. Because of the difficulty in sol—
ving firepower allocation model of multi — layered BMD system, a linear approximation to the objective in firepower
allocation of multi —layered BMD system is proposed. The results of simulation and of application of the method to
a problem show that the linear programming model is of validity and real — time.

Key words : multi — layered BMD system; firepower allocation; linear programming



