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The performance analysis and design verification about the fire
control system using Modeling and Simulation
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Abstract : Gun fire solution computed in ballistic computing unit (BCU) needs to evaluated before
applying in real fire. In this paper, ballistic performance analysis method is studied for reasonable
prediction of hit probability with ballistics error presentation on hitting plane. Also Gun fire solution
using interacting multiple model (IMM) algorithm is analyzed through proposed method.
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B. IMM Filter

A Single Filter

Fig. 7 BullsEye of Simulation Trajectory
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