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ANP-based Decision Support System Design
for Selecting Function of Weapon Systems

Seongryeong Oh * Yoonho Seo'

In National Defense field, the importance of M&S and T&E has been increased due to complexity of modern
Weapon System. And research reducing time and cost is being conducted continually on using limited resources
efficiently. In the existing research, Weapon System’s Performance Evaluation System using the Process-based
method has been in progress. But, Objective basis or scientific method is insufficient in selecting appropriate
function of a target to performance evaluation. Due to this, it’s difficult to select functions suitable to the
situation in same type. Also, Requirements of user and interrelation of evaluation factors can’t be reflected
systematically. In this research, it proposes the method to reflecting requirements of user, interrelation of elements
in realistic situation for selecting evaluation object in Performance Evaluation Simulation. First, Evaluation
Objects is selected using ANP which is multi-criterion decision making method. Second, decision support system
is constructed using Programming Language(C#) based on the research result.
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Fig. 1. Network structure of ANP
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Step 1: Analysing the problem, the goal determination
and model development
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Fig. 2 ANP process in research
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Fig. 3. Example of evaluation objects(Alternatives)
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Table 1. Evaluation objects before matching function

9I3t ANP 7[8t0] SN RIZINAE 47|

Resource Performance Module: Attack
Factor: Move Attack Detect Stay
Aircraft . * Evasion * Air to Air Missile(AAM) . .
()] Fun(.:tlon * Tactical * Air to Surface Missile(ASM) . Rader guldgnce * Stay
* Low level * Air to Ship Missile(AS’M) Infrared guidance(IR)
Factor: Move Detect Attack Stay
Aircraft . * Evasion . . * Air to Air Missile(AAM)
2 Fun?tlon * Tactical . Rader gulde}nce * Air to Surface Missile(ASM) * Stay
- Low level Infrared guidance(IR) * Air to Ship Missile(AS"M)
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1(1) Evasion AAM IR Stay 0.1502 A ola}ed a1, 10] 147} 5 7 w
152)| Low level | ASM | IR | Stay | 0.1411 BATIRL, Lol upet 147111 5] Z1ES HERH.
173) | Low level AS’M | Rader Stay 0.1634 _
22(4)| Evasion | Rader | AAM | Stay | 0.1386 3.3 ANP & 1=
335)| Lowlevel | IR | ASM | Stay | 01320 A ol5} H717]|Z(Table 3)S B2 w2 7] 9
Table 3. Evaluation standard
Criteria Sub-Criteria Contents
Effective range(Cl) FAS 9 5 A 9T s 4 4 d= A
Combat Accuracy rate(C2) x5 dalA FeskA wE = 9= vE
capability(C) Arming influence(C3) EE T2 Hof|A dFgS & & = AT
Detectable range(C4) ERES T=3 4 = A
Velocity(M1) FREY FRES B3 ¥F 5 e &=
Mobility(M) Maneuverability(M2) As Ag7|A] 2 Wk WRler o5 & e 7% 5Y
g Radio of action(M3) EA% 2dolu 350 A HHE 99s wHEeRE dF
Parcel level(M4) & Ao 1% Ak =8
R Visual field(S1) AAE 93t Aof g #Y
Survivability(S) Detection & Evasion(S2) oA A 5= AL 39sl= 7S
. Ao| AR, Eujd g OoRNE oltg Hustal, Ao FHpA 9
Command(D) Electronic Warfare(D1) =4 - A7 o= _%31_ %}\]ﬂg Lo &
Reliability & Safety grade(R1) 29 oju3t FeorRE S5
Availability Usability(R2) AR89 _—]EFHE 2L 5 e 2E5Y
(R&A) Expectation(R3) 2ojd YRE g4t 5 gl Y
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Table 4. The influence between elements

, C M s D R&A A
Relation between elements
Cl C2 | C3 | C4 | Ml | M2 | M3 | M4 S1 S2 D1 R1 R2 R2 A
Cl| X (0] X X X X (0] X (0] X X X X (0] (0]
. c2| O X X X X X X X X X X (0] X (0] (0]
Combat capability
Cc3| O (0] X X (0] (0] (0] X X X X (0] X (0] (0]
4| X (0] X X X X X (0] X o (0} o X (¢} (0]
Mi| O X X X X X X (0] (0] (0] X (0] (0] (0] (0]
. M| X (0] X X X X X X X (0] X X (0] (0] (0]
Mobility
M3| O X X X X X X (0] X (0] (0] (0] X (0] (0]
M4| O (0] X (6] (6] (6] O X o (0} (0} X (0} O (0]
L S1| X (0] X (0] X X X X X X X (0] (0] (0] (0]
Survivability
21 X X X X X (0] X (0] X X (0] (0] X (0] (6]
Command D1| X X X X X X X X X (0] X (0] X (0] (0]
- Ri| X [ x| x[x[x|[x[x][x|x]ol x| x[x]o]o
Rebiiy & - "Ro X o [ X [ X [ X [0 [ x| x| X |Oo|X | X |x|o]o
vailability
R3| X X X X X X X X X X X X (0] X (6]
Alternatives (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] (0] X
A= ANPIES HA S oF ghet. WA, BE Q4719 51971 W-&F FaFEs 7l 2E skl o
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Table 5. Relative priority weight between clusters

CR
—0.013 C M S D R&A A
C 0.0730 | 0.0218 | 0.1488 | 0.0169 | 0.1067 | 0.2778
M 0.5109 | 0.1525 | 0.1488 | 0.3539 | 0.3200 | 0.2222
S 0.3650 | 0.7623 | 0.0000 | 0.3539 | 0.4800 | 0.1111
D 0.0000 | 0.0000 | 0.2479 | 0.0000 | 0.0267 | 0.1667
R&A | 0.0365 | 0.0254 | 0.0826 | 0.2360 | 0.0533 | 0.2222
A 0.0146 | 0.0381 | 0.3719 | 0.0393 | 0.0133 | 0.0000




Table 6. Unweighted supermatrix
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SIet ANP 7|51 QAFZTY RIHAIAH M7

C

M

R&A

A

Cl

C2

C3

C4

Ml

M2

M3

M4

S1

S2

D1

R1

3

4

5

C1 |0.0000

0.7231

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.8333

0.0000

1.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.2105

0.3979

0.1033

0.0587

0.2102

0.0836

C2 |0.9000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.2605

0.0000

0.5300

0.2843

0.4401

0.5311

0.5264

0.6150

C3 |0.1000

0.0612

0.0000

0.0000

1.0000

1.0000

0.1667

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.1062

0.0000

0.1081

0.1064

0.3331

0.3202

0.1028

0.2027

C4 |0.0000

0.2157

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

1.0000

0.0000

1.0000

1.0000

0.6333

0.0000

0.1513

0.2114

0.1235

0.0899

0.1606

0.0987

M1 |0.2000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.8750

0.3333

0.1827

0.0000

0.6667

0.2059

0.1625

0.5099

0.3382

0.3242

0.3409

0.5237

M2 |0.0000

0.7500

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.6012

0.0000

0.0000

0.6405

0.5069

0.2589

0.4906

0.5045

0.4085

0.2629

M3 [0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.1250

0.0000

0.0642

0.7500

0.3333

0.0000

0.2260

0.1794

0.1322

0.1326

0.1763

0.1525

M4 {0.8000

0.2500

0.0000

1.0000

1.0000

1.0000

1.0000

0.0000

0.6667

0.1519

0.2500

0.0000

0.1537

0.1046

0.0517

0.0389

0.0386

0.0743

0.0609

S1 |0.0000

1.0000

0.0000

1.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.2500

1.0000

0.7500

0.1667

0.8333

0.6667

0.1429

0.2500

S2 10.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

1.0000

0.0000

1.0000

0.0000

0.0000

1.0000

0.7500

0.0000

0.2500

0.8333

0.1667

0.3333

0.8571

0.7500

D1 |0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

1.0000

0.0000

1.0000

0.0000

1.0000

1.0000

1.0000

1.0000

1.0000

1.0000

R1 |0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.1667

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.2500

0.1721

0.0694

0.0755

0.3015

0.1722

0.0000

1.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

1.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.8333

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.7500

0.3042

0.2981

0.3338

0.3657

0.4778

>x T

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

1.0000

0.0000

0.5237

0.6325

0.5907

0.3328

0.3500

0.1274

0.0469

0.0733

0.4757

0.4118

0.3333

0.3062

0.0909

0.0509

0.0474

0.0474

0.0290

0.0497

0.0437

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.1573

0.2089

0.1986

0.0880

0.0588

0.1111

0.0514

0.2727

0.2805

0.1335

0.1335

0.0936

0.1809

0.0828

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

>

0.2664

0.1538

0.2554

0.1485

0.0588

0.1111

0.0514

0.2727

0.2805

0.1028

0.1028

0.1321

0.3086

0.1299

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.3078

0.1926

0.0992

0.1712

0.4118

0.3333

0.5397

0.0909

0.1075

0.2106

0.2106

0.3466

0.1225

0.1677

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

R2
R3 |0.0000
1

2

3

4

5

0.1410

0.3978

0.3736

0.1167

0.0588

0.1111

0.0514

0.2727

0.2805

0.5056

0.5056

0.3987

0.3383

0.5759

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

Table 7. Weighted supermatrix

C

M

D

R&A

A

Cl

C2

C3

C4

M1

M2

M3

M4

S1

S2

D1

R1

R2

R3

2

3

4

C1 |[0.0000

0.0528

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0855

0.0000

0.2222

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0225

0.1105

0.0287

0.0163

0.0584

0.0232

C2 |0.1098

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0293

0.0000

0.0566

0.0790

0.1223

0.1475

0.1462

0.1709

C3 |0.0122

0.0045

0.0000

0.0000

0.1026

0.0218

0.0171

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0120

0.0000

0.0115

0.0296

0.0926

0.0890

0.0286

0.0563

C4 |0.0000

0.0157

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0223

0.0000

0.1488

0.0221

0.0714

0.0000

0.0161

0.0587

0.0343

0.0250

0.0446

0.0274

M1 [0.1707

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.1369

0.0741

0.0272

0.0000

0.2253

0.0760

0.0520

0.1133

0.0752

0.0720

0.0757

0.1163

M2 [0.0000

0.3832

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0895

0.0000

0.0000

0.2365

0.1622

0.0575

0.1090

0.1121

0.0908

0.0584

M3 | 0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0196

0.0000

0.0096

0.3474

0.1127

0.0000

0.0723

0.0399

0.0294

0.0295

0.0392

0.0339

M4 | 0.6830

0.1277

0.0000

0.5738

0.7179

0.1525

0.7179

0.0000

0.1481

0.0226

0.1158

0.0000

0.0567

0.0335

0.0115

0.0086

0.0086

0.0165

0.0135

S1 {0.0000

0.3650

0.0000

0.4098

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.1268

0.5538

0.3600

0.0185

0.0926

0.0741

0.0159

0.0278

S2 10.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.7623

0.0000

0.7821

0.0000

0.0000

0.4632

0.3802

0.0000

0.1200

0.0926

0.0185

0.0370

0.0952

0.0833

D1 [0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.2479

0.0000

0.0282

0.0000

0.0267

0.1667

0.1667

0.1667

0.1667

0.1667

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0138

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0133

0.0382

0.0154

0.0168

0.0670

0.0383

0.0000

0.0365

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0254

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0689

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0400

0.0676

0.0662

0.0742

0.0813

0.1062

>X |T| »n
o

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0615

0.0000

0.1164

0.1405

0.1312

0.0739

0.0778

0.0031

0.0007

0.0732

0.0078

0.0739

0.0127

0.0550

0.0036

0.0283

0.0176

0.0024

0.0004

0.0008

0.0006

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0038

0.0031

0.1986

0.0015

0.0106

0.0042

0.0092

0.0107

0.1558

0.0496

0.0069

0.0013

0.0028

0.0011

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

>

0.0065

0.0022

0.2554

0.0024

0.0106

0.0042

0.0092

0.0107

0.1558

0.0382

0.0053

0.0019

0.0048

0.0017

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0075

0.0028

0.0992

0.0028

0.0739

0.0127

0.0969

0.0036

0.0598

0.0783

0.0108

0.0049

0.0019

0.0022

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

R2
R3 |0.0000
1

2

3

4

5

0.0034

0.0058

0.3736

0.0019

0.0105

0.0042

0.0092

0.0107

0.1559

0.1880

0.0260

0.0056

0.0052

0.0077

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000

0.0000
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Table 8. Limited supermatrix

C M

D R&A A

Cl | C2|C3|C4 | MI|M2|M3|M4| SI

S2 | DI | Rl R3 1 2 3 4 5

0.025210.0252 | 0.0252 | 0.0252 | 0.0252 | 0.0252 | 0.0252 | 0.0252 | 0.0252

0.0252 | 0.0252 | 0.0252 | 0.0252 | 0.0252 | 0.0252 | 0.0252 | 0.0252 | 0.0252 | 0.0252

0.0280 1 0.0280 | 0.0280 | 0.0280 | 0.0280 | 0.0280 | 0.0280 | 0.0280 | 0.0280

0.0280 | 0.0280 | 0.0280 | 0.0280 | 0.0280 | 0.0280 | 0.0280 | 0.0280 | 0.0280 | 0.0280

0.018210.0182|0.0182 | 0.0182{0.0182]0.0182 0.0182 [ 0.0182 | 0.0182

0.0182 [ 0.0182 | 0.0182 | 0.0182 | 0.0182 | 0.0182 | 0.0182 | 0.0182 | 0.0182 | 0.0182

0.0442 1 0.0442 | 0.0442 | 0.0442 | 0.0442 ] 0.0442 | 0.0442 | 0.0442 | 0.0442

0.0442 | 0.0442 | 0.0442 | 0.0442 | 0.0442 | 0.0442 | 0.0442 | 0.0442 | 0.0442 | 0.0442

0.0564 | 0.0564 | 0.0564 | 0.0564 | 0.0564 | 0.0564 | 0.0564 | 0.0564 | 0.0564

0.0564 | 0.0564 | 0.0564 | 0.0564 | 0.0564 | 0.0564 | 0.0564 | 0.0564 | 0.0564 | 0.0564

0.053910.0539 | 0.0539 | 0.0539 | 0.0539 | 0.0539 | 0.0539 | 0.0539 | 0.0539

0.0539 | 0.0539 | 0.0539 | 0.0539 | 0.0539 | 0.0539 | 0.0539 | 0.0539 | 0.0539 | 0.0539

0.04130.0413 | 0.0413 | 0.0413 | 0.0413 ] 0.0413 | 0.0413 [ 0.0413 | 0.0413

0.0413 | 0.0413 | 0.0413 | 0.0413 | 0.0413 | 0.0413 | 0.0413 | 0.0413 | 0.0413 | 0.0413

0.152210.1522 | 0.1522 | 0.1522 0.1522 | 0.1522 | 0.1522 | 0.1522 | 0.1522

0.1522 | 0.1522 | 0.1522 | 0.1522 | 0.1522 | 0.1522 | 0.1522 | 0.1522 | 0.1522 | 0.1522

S1 |0.0608 | 0.0608 | 0.0608 | 0.0608 | 0.0608 | 0.0608 | 0.0608 | 0.0608 | 0.0608

0.0608 | 0.0608 | 0.0608 | 0.0608 | 0.0608 | 0.0608 | 0.0608 | 0.0608 | 0.0608 | 0.0608

S2 10.2148 (0.2148 [ 0.2148 | 0.2148 [ 0.2148 | 0.2148 | 0.2148 [ 0.2148 | 0.2148

0.2148 | 0.2148 | 0.2148 | 0.2148 | 0.2148 | 0.2148 | 0.2148 | 0.2148 | 0.2148 | 0.2148

0.081410.0814 | 0.0814 | 0.0814 | 0.0814 | 0.0814 | 0.0814 | 0.0814 | 0.0814

0.0814 | 0.0814 | 0.0814 | 0.0814 | 0.0814 | 0.0814 | 0.0814 | 0.0814 | 0.0814 | 0.0814

0.0092 | 0.0092 | 0.0092 | 0.0092 | 0.0092 | 0.0092 | 0.0092 | 0.0092 | 0.0092

0.0092 | 0.0092 | 0.0092 | 0.0092 | 0.0092 | 0.0092 | 0.0092 | 0.0092 | 0.0092 | 0.0092

0.0320 | 0.0320 | 0.0320 | 0.0320 | 0.0320 | 0.0320 | 0.0320 | 0.0320 | 0.0320

0.0320 | 0.0320 | 0.0320 | 0.0320 | 0.0320 | 0.0320 | 0.0320 | 0.0320 | 0.0320 | 0.0320

>x T

0.01830.0183 | 0.0183 | 0.0183 | 0.0183 | 0.0183 | 0.0183 | 0.0183 | 0.0183

0.0183 | 0.0183 | 0.0183 | 0.0183 | 0.0183 | 0.0183 | 0.0183 | 0.0183 | 0.0183 | 0.0183

0.015210.0152|0.0152 | 0.0152 | 0.0152 | 0.0152 0.0152 | 0.0152 | 0.0152

0.0152 | 0.0152 | 0.0152 | 0.0152 | 0.0152 | 0.0152 | 0.0152 | 0.0152 | 0.0152 | 0.0152

0.027510.0275 | 0.0275 | 0.0275 | 0.0275 | 0.0275 | 0.0275 | 0.0275 | 0.0275

0.0275 | 0.0275 | 0.0275 | 0.0275 | 0.0275 | 0.0275 | 0.0275 | 0.0275 | 0.0275 | 0.0275

>

0.02610.0261 | 0.0261 | 0.0261 | 0.0261 | 0.0261 | 0.0261 | 0.0261 | 0.0261

0.0261 | 0.0261 | 0.0261 | 0.0261 | 0.0261 | 0.0261 | 0.0261 | 0.0261 | 0.0261 | 0.0261

0.03310.0331|0.0331 | 0.0331{0.0331]0.0331 | 0.0331 | 0.0331| 0.0331

0.0331 | 0.0331 | 0.0331 | 0.0331 | 0.0331 | 0.0331 | 0.0331 | 0.0331 | 0.0331 | 0.0331

R2
R3
1
2
3
4
5

0.0623 1 0.0623 | 0.0623 | 0.0623 | 0.0623 | 0.0623 | 0.0623 | 0.0623 | 0.0623

0.0623 | 0.0623 | 0.0623 | 0.0623 | 0.0623 | 0.0623 | 0.0623 | 0.0623 | 0.0623 | 0.0623
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