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Evaluation of optical camouflage effect

of air defense missile equipment
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Abstract : Aiming at the limitations of traditional optical camouflage effect evaluation factors, an index system and

model for synthetically evaluating the optical camouflage effect of air defense missile equipment are proposed. The sys-

tem is based on optical satellite reconnaissance capabilities , target camouflage capabilities, and environmental impact

factors. The comprehensive evaluation of the optical camouflage effect of air defense missile equipment is carried out

through a grey relational analysis model based on combined weighting. Finally,an example was used to verify the va-

lidity of the assessment model. It has a certain reference value for the inspection of camouflage effect and the adoption

of camouflage measure.
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Fig. 1 Evaluation index system
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Fig. 2 Evaluation flow chart
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Tab. 1 Quantitative data of camouflage

effect evaluation indicators

A C c, Cy C, Cs Ce c, Cy
1 0.1 ]1000.91| 0.2 0.8 0.2 0.3 |0.938|0.95
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Tab. 2 Indicator weight table

it ,Bj Q; w;
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Tab. 3 Sample evaluation value

FEA G 1 2 3 4 5
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