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Quantification modeling for environmental complexity under point

source infrared decoy interference

Niu Deqing, Wu Youli, Xu Yang, Xu Rui
(School of Aeronautics Engineering College, Air Force Engineering University, Xi’an 710038, China)

Abstract: In order to identify anti-jamming performance of the infrared missile, the infrared
countermeasure environment need to be quantitatively evaluated. However, most of the current models
analyzed the missile’ s anti-jamming performance from the terminal miss distance, couldn’t reflect the
response of each module of the missile in the process of being interfered. Therefore, based on the missile
seeker system and the guidance control system in the process of jamming, a quantitative modeling method
of infrared countermeasure environment was proposed. Firstly, the infrared countermeasure elements model
was constructed from the scene composition and physical characteristics. Secondly, based on the influence
of the countermeasure elements on the image recognition and the guidance control system, the indicators
of similarity, masking degree, jamming time, target maneuver and entry angle were proposed. Finally, by
using parallel relation model, geometric mean synthesis model and weighted sum model, the total
environmental complexity quantification model was established based on the above indicators. Simulation
experiments show that the probability of the missile hit ratio error within +6% predicted by this model is
95% in typical countermeasure scenarios.
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Fig.1 Infrared countermeasure components
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Tab.1 Definition of the image feature

Feature Meaning Definition
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Fig.2 Schematic of simulation system
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Tab.2 Countermeasure scenario setting

Scene a b c d e f g
Maneuvering style 0 0 0 0 I II I
Time/s 05 15 05 0.5 0.5 05 0.5
Total amount 24 24 12 24 24 24 24
Group amount 6 6 6 6 6 6 6
Group interval/s 05 05 05 05 05 05 0.5
In group interval/s 0.2 02 02 02 02 02 0.2
Once amount 2 2 1 2 2 2 2

Horizontal approach
angle/(°)
Vertical approach
angle/(°)

Off-axis angle/(°) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Fig.3 Scenario 1 countermeasure process image

0204003-5



bk T2

%24

www.irla.cn

549 %

HI B 3 R, 5% a W 000 95 50 5 907 O o (2L
PR3 B R, S R A M L AR AT AE L 3 3 T
P 2 B SR PR U O o T A X AR, 5 0355 D
AR 5 R A, Ho— , BARAR % 5 ik h & 51 3k 1
Gy, Je =, S s i i A PR UOE O BB AR, X
S A 4 o BE EORAR @ o ME DN XL, s a B K
THCR— . S5 b M TR a, HIHAE STk
ML 15 B I ) 2 4, R A R A S T, S SR H AR
MERE IR . Myt AN, mTHABEEC kW
T H R R EAE R, I i T S 5 i AE
ok, FIA S ZR AR B TIBCR B, 5
e W U B P R D D o R v X 9 A i 2R
Wl A i A, H AR AR B A R R L IR &AL T
FHEkMG L, TISCRE . YR d T, il sk
Ty B bR, RAEBOHL B 5 B2l #4550 ™ 1, eI H A5
P, FHUCE Ay BRI 6], H AR 2 2 i 3 5 51
G, AT IR

b X A T A A A R T A AL BEE 3
J3E DU RE 8% B\ 55 — T5 T B R X BT A AR R 5 AR TR L 5
FLE W5 B, DR, SCOMA X R A B 58 JHE e B A2
Pl 2 o0 My ok 3 SLAR L e 4 S Bros (L
f14 1 2% 57 5 23 01 X IO AR L B 3 5 )

B A AL EE 2R a DU RO R, X 1 H AR %
SRR P IH L7 5 T s A K IO S /0N W E D B, B ke
ZH HP R OB T I AL BE A8 B B 5 B B R A
Wl /1N o s 194 R I R T S, O L5 DU R A Wi
JEAZ /N o ARV 2k b 5 2K a S AR EL, HURAE
B EAEIR T 1s Ze Ay o AL # 26 ¢ il 5 1 A 35 98
Bk b AU o W s/ o MLBE £k d il T
I bs B de WML B 5¢ B e £ 6 13 3 51 Sk 320 B 19 H AR
R 55 5 AT R DX oA LA L 5

4 —— Curve a
0.6 i Curve b
i Curve ¢
. 0.5¢ | Curve d
‘g 0.4} {
g o3} i
]
0.2f i
0.1} i
0 1
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

Time/s

P4 REE 1 A A L
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Fig.6 Scenario 2 countermeasure process image
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