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Fig. 1 The internal relationship of system capability

demand analysis
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Fig. 2 System operational capability requirements

decomposition hierarchy diagram
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Fig. 3 The mapping relation between system combat

capability requirement and equipment capability
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Table 3 Importance of equipment system
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Fig. 4 Schematic diagram of equipment

capability score function
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Fig. 5 General form od equipment capability score function
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Table 4 Mission comparison results
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Table 7 Mission 3 Results of comparison of equipment system

HEE S, S, Ss S,

S, 1 FIEEZE()RISEZEN)  EEZE3)
S, [FSFEZ(1) 1 FSFEE (1) HAEEE(3)
Sy [EAEEE(D) FISFHEE() 1 LR H ()
WAL WA TEE WA EE

S (13) (1/3) (1/3)

AR SS 3, T R 1 B AR R RGN E N
Y,(1,2)=0.3, ¥,(2,2)=0.3, ¥,(3.2) = 0.3,
Y,(4,2)=0.1

[ AT A5 X AT 55 3, T 58 2 45 A R GE I T 2L

JEN
¥,(1,2)=0.3, ¥,(2,.2)=0.3, ¥,(3,2) = 0.3,
Y,(5.2)=0.1
3) RAARESI B BT ST
KNAT e BET) T 255 R AR RE ) S B RE 1 A%
PihEd) o Mt &R As R RITERE , HAT /- WA 8.

K8 R RGESHHEITIY
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Table 9  Number of equipment system
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Abstract In order to make the capability of weapons and equipment to meet the system operational capability requirements, propose an
analysis method of system operational capability requirements based on strategic environment. The requirements of combat capability are
acquired according to the way of top—down decomposition. And the overall demand is derived from the strategic goal. The value—centered
approach is introduced to construct the basic framework of value model. The value model conclude four levels of strategic objectives,
operational mission, hierarchy capability and system capability, based on which, the equipment capability mapping method for the system
operational capability requirements is given.
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