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Dynamic Air Defense Resource Allocation Optimization Based on Improved
Differential Evolution Algorithm

Abstract

Abstract: Based on the integrated performance of weapon equipments such as radars, launchers and
missiles, a mixed-integer decision model that minimizes the total target intercept value and the probability
of survival based on Target-Set, Resource-Set is developed. A new improved differential evolutionary
algorithm has been introduced to solve the problem, and the initial solutions is generated by using the
reverse learning strategies to ensure the quality of the initial populations. An inspiration rule for the fast
repair and reconstruction is designed to work at multi-stage to improve the search capability of the
algorithm. The simulation experiment results show the algorithm's superiority in search time and search
accuracy, which can maintain the efficient combat capabilities and decision-making under the random
influence of dynamic events.
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/1 4TI 2 I T T R H AR

/1 ARYEFEERAME = K47 R 7, JF A\ RestTarget
i H 2 AN (BAR T NewTarget 9 55 =1 0 18 1 BT 6
A

[TmpTarget,RestTarget]=Sort();

/] B TmpTarget 5 F IR IA . K04 5,
BB R IR S

RestRescource=RelsRescource();

end if

/PRI Z DL 7RIk R b

if ~isempty(EmergSit.Rescource)

I BEREIR . RS R AR IRE R

RestRescource=UpdateRescource();

/] $& Hi RestTarget 1152 B 52 K1 AT A B br, K
FIRE I T E R IR A 7 ST IE 2 5 HAhA

NedTarget=SelectTarget();

for i=1:numel(NedTarget)

curTarget=NedTarget(i);
/] N 1067 ZE 4R i AR AR ST HAE AR
MR ZATBE SEMA
BestSol=RepairSol();
end for

end if

return BestSol NedTarget

WSR3 TR, 5 R R AT e R A R IR L
(FT EFRRT L, TR0 S A b A )k AR T
R, AAEAFRP Bz it 7
A R A B T BT RE B E S E . H
B BE 5HEMPRINT .

(1) B A B R ACIR B0 I & 75 B 1 B /9
KFBHIR. WRAAEFHIRZEHIR, NFHEZERKC
oy BCEE R =80 H br 5ok 28 A bR AT 25 &
Wr, Ak H SR A EAR TR k2R H b b 42 Ak
MERE R ITE ME, JFER i ARSI &

o
H T o

(2) FUWTBEZ R S BRI RO 2R R ) 2R
FARDL o WIERAFAE, W7 2% X DBy R 4H
RN H R BEAT IR, M rPiE G Bt AT
5 EMIAER.

(3) X f EB R, PUseikdg L HikiE
BLRS K FR R ELRNRRHEITERS
.
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3 SR BRI 32 LRARESHUE

3.1 {ﬂlﬂﬁﬁ)ﬂ%%ﬁﬁ VAL ek 2= Ay BBV RE . T K

VL B ik DE. SA. GA g ik it 1% 5 9%
A TS IDE SHRA SN G RRATEIIE G o) 15 1B 3447 0 B4 A 2B 9 05 25

REAREE AR BRSO TR s 50 o\ Ryzen 3700k 42GHA16 GB RAMD,
SR . S BRMERGOS Wint0 IR P, LTSk
WSS RO AL ISR R RS IE yy \ATLAB202ID |92 B0 ME4h, DE. SA.

IR AR R AR LIRS SAPERESE G0 16 A gk Rstths S04 3 0HIE, LAY
%’E“‘gﬁﬁg)jﬂ% jKI*EﬁZ:@%A*%ﬁﬁ”*@J\ET Zﬂﬂiﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁo

PR JERIGEIRAS 2 2 55 BERAN 2T &ELEISHAE : DE AIIDE h 046 T
ARREEEAERN, JOTERE OSSR o052 WP 08 HREANN30: HAC
AT HG RS SR RN BISEIEECL 100, SA BT SAAE ORI R RS J 805
AT SRR S MR SHEERNT RIS 09 90,999 5. #1149 10. GA. IGA il
. MHRXREHMERWRLFIR. HESSERRHE GA/wr IR EEA /N 30: EATREN 100: 52 X
0. 10. 20 sHAHMIS. 5. 4THER: URR g0, R0, desh, U
SFZEAE 10 s RAEBE; 1 EIATE 15 s RAE M B B A 5.

K1 HHER

Table 1 Example information

i RS RSP ik
Ko HIEAls  $E SR BeEEGE/R R Gs) R JEE LR MsEuE/a i (s)
SO 24 0 6 24 / 6 1 /
S1 15/5/4 0/10/20 4 20 / 4 1 /
S2 15/5/4 0/10/20 4 40 / 4 2 /
ANERARE S3 24 0 6 24 1/10 5 2 1/15
S4 24 0 6 48 1/10 5 2 1/15
S5 15/5/4 0/10/20 8 32 1/10 5 3 1/15
S6 15/5/4 0/10/20 8 64 1/5 5 3 1/15
M1 40/5/15 0/10/20 8 56 / 7 1 /
M2 40/5/15 0/10/20 8 112 / 7 1 /
- M3 60 0 10 60 1/10 8 2 1/15
M4 60 0 10 120 1/10 8 2 1/15
M5 40/5/15 0/10/20 12 72 1/10 8 3 1/15
M6 40/5/15 0/10/20 12 132 1/5 8 3 1/15
LI 60/20/20 0/10/20 14 98 / 14 1 /
L2 60/20/20 0/10/20 14 168 / 14 1 /
S L3 100 0 16 112 1/10 16 2 1/15
L4 100 0 16 208 1/10 16 2 1/15
L5  60/20/20 0/10/20 18 144 1/10 18 3 1/15
L6  60/20/20 0/10/20 18 198 1/5 18 3 1/15
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BRP), A FeT k2 oy (SR A A A B B AL

3.3 LREREHT

3.3.1 BEREMMES

N T U5 AIF IDE SR A 2125 B 25 50 5 10 R A 2K
PE, EETR1PMES], 4 IDE5HALGE T A
Wt T BR0E I R ER, A
W T A 8 R SASA/wn) 53 JH K
AHK GA(GA/wr)HHAT 1 XL . e, BUHT
AEIVEESIZT 10 P HARME C,,, Bt AR
1B Coo IR AR 8] THEAT X LA AT o SR AR 45 R
MR 2~4ffios. Mo, ARIGEFIN T GAPER
AEEFRRG R M2, HiE A

e CNIDE Rt HARE: C o un LEESIE I
A HArE .
M2 2~4 A A1, IDEAHBL T HA ke &

GAP=

BRI «

(1) TESRMR IR 710, AR SCH I AN [F RS T
() 5490 SR FHAS 6] SRV 04T SR R, 45 3R B, IDE
TE A PRSI S b 2 R B B AR . Hodr,
3 MR S, IDE AT DE, HoTFHHR
TRy L F T 9.68%. 5.82% 1 11.3%. L4,
TN A B G B SA/wr it GA/wr % EE SA Al
GA BERReH SO0, (HAHELIDE IR AFAE— € 2
PE. BT A, @ EAR R B AR EEE S
F B ) JE R R, e % A b o AN [ B B
HILR) & RN FEME R B bR AT & B, I Ae
1 304 b 2 SRS B B AR S BUR HE Y T,
/MUK ZE HAR TSR . M IDE 72 R R & L i)
PEFFEEH H, A ORI 2% ST Al %
W, RIS Ak S EE I RN R A, $E T
AP NP A EINE - EYAR

#2 IDE 5 DE I SA IfsRfif 45 Fxf bh
Table 2 Solution results of IDE compared with DE and SA

DE SA IDE
i Cy.. Co T's  GAP/%  C,. Cp, Tls  GAP/%  C,, Cpe T/s
SO 23.186  23.540 1.999 8530  29.448  31.878  3.147 27.980  21.208  22.179 1.939
SI 30594 31233 1422 2920 32192 33285 2253  7.740 29700 30312 0.782
S2 19572 20511 1.896  12.090  27.512 28934 2328 37460 17206  17.577 0.780
S3 24436 24818 1754 11240  28.124 29560  2.081 22880  21.690  22.787 1.089
S4 18750  19.851 1.938 10.500  26.016 27218 2269 35490 16782  16.966 1.239
85 19.596  20.622 1.867 11.930  24.198 24981 2237 28.680  17.258 17401 1.323
S6 19440  20.548 1.847 10.580  25.128  26.882  2.104 30.820  17.384  17.482 1.177
MI 130732 135295 3.180  8.810 140204 147.610 4719 14980  119.208 126.814 3.210
M2 104.040 109.532 3243 10530  120.638 128.076  4.793  22.840  93.088  99.257 3.131
M3 120594  126.194 3.802  6.090 138.024 140968 5922 17.950  113.248 120483 4253
M4 94402  99.800 4270 5360 134086 139.738  6.118  33.370  89.338 94270 4.268
M5 105384 111063 3391  1.110  133.684 138927 4264 22.050 104212 107.245 3.289
M6 100322 106566 3.422 2990  137.224  143.133  4.033  29.080  97.318 103.013 3.419
LI 278544 281.555 5.662  7.620 279.014 290.922 10.012  7.770  257.332  263.581  5.941
L2 250356 253.103 5.810 15490 268276 275675 10.144  21.140 211572 230211 6.230
L3 248100 250223 7.716  7.140  259.234  269.988 12.895  11.130  230.394  236.956 7.899
L4 225410 227.661 8439  9.860 258346  264.050 13482 21.360  203.174 211.253  8.146
L5 223.144 224941 7208 13.060 257.184 264182 8974 24560 194010 206494  6.619
L6 223878 228582 7261  14.630 252328  262.629  8.869 24250 191130  196.640  6.630
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Table 3  Solution results of IDE compared with GA and IGA

4 GA IGA IDE
Chos C,. T/s GAP/% Cooat Ciye T/s GAP/% Coot Cye T/s
SO 23.634 24351 2.005 10.450 22.486 23.475 2.663 5.680 21.208 22.179  1.939
S1 33.678 33.873 0.823  11.810 30.782 31.045 1.025 3.520 29.700 30312 0.782
S2 22.688 23.650 1.890  24.160 18.798 19.427 1.065 8.470 17.206 17.577  0.780
S3 27.416 27.801  2.020  20.890 24.712 25.114 1.562  12.230 21.690 22.787  1.089
S4 22.058 23.746  1.821  23.920 19.214 19.806 1.771 12.660 16.782 16.966  1.239
S5 23.138 24300 1.817 25.410 20.278 20.841 1.758  14.890 17.258 17.401  1.323
S6 23.282 24.116  1.829  25.330 19.792 20.551 1.532  12.170 17.384 17.482 1.177
Ml 146.094  149.081 3.587  18.400  129.400  133.362 4.265 7.880  119.208 126.814 3.210
M2 122730 129.209 3.511  24.150 106.064  110.423 4226  12.230 93.088 99.257  3.131
M3 133.604 135.879 4.168  15.240 129.538  131.975 4952  12.580  113.248  120.483 4.253
M4 124300 126.213 4.584  28.130 113.840  117.509 5.449  21.520 89.338 94270  4.268
M5 120.808 127.354  3.537 13.740 118.502 123.771 3.946 12.060 104.212 107.245  3.289
M6  124.156  128.557 3.393  21.620 120.212  125.497 3.997  19.040 97.318 103.013 3419
L1 295.112  300.402 6.292  12.800 262988  273.304 7.573 2.150 257332 263.581 5.941
L2 275.074  283.269  7.203  23.090  240.190 244.523 7.573 11.910  211.572 230211  6.230
L3 264.708  273.724  9.271 12.960 240.290  252.052  10.153 4.120 230.394  236.956  7.899
L4 234522 245.642 9.925 13370  226.090 233.112 11.196  10.140  203.174 211.253 8.146
L5 226.352  238.521 7.666 14290 228340 236.458 8.446  15.030 194.010 206.494 6.619
L6 229.078  232.032 7.623  16.570  220.300  231.101 8.124 13240  191.130  196.640  6.630
F#4 IDE 5 SA/wr Fl GA/wr FISRRSE FE 5t
Table 4 Solution results of IDE compared with SA/wr and GA/wr
g SA/wr GA/wr IDE
Ciost Coe T/s GAP/% Cies Cop T/s GAP/% Cios Coe T/s
SO 22.744 24.267 3.597 6.750 22.100 22.509 2.530 4.040 21.208 22.179  1.939
S1 30.594 31.276 3.649 2.8300 30.262 30.835 1.900 1.730 29.700 30312 0.782
S2 19.624 20415 3.601  12.320 17.920 18.530 3.804 3.980 17.206 17.577  0.780
S3 22.242 24.128 3.118 0.450 23.580 24.607 3.726 6.100 21.690 22.787  1.089
S4 18.750 19.836 3.942  10.500 18.286 19.327 3.379 8.220 16.782 16.966  1.239
S5 19.690 20.499 3.666  12.350 18.942 20.013 3.131 8.890 17.258 17.401 1.323
S6 19.440 20.405 3.555  10.580 18.850 19.694 2.995 7.780 17.384 17.482 1.177
Ml 132.124  135.744 6.329 9.780  133.334  136.122 5210 10.590  119.208 126.814 3.210
M2 107.552  110.099 5852  13.260  107.680  110.728 5498  13.370 93.088 99.257  3.131
M3 127.606  131.423 7.238  11.250 125230  127.266 5.338 9.570  113.248  120.483 4.253
M4 98.314  100.516 7.891 9.130 98.314  100.516 5.842 9.130 89.338 94270  4.268
M5 120.734  124.774 5960 13.680  108.574  112.425 4.933 4.020 104.212 107.245 3.289
M6  119.654  125.907 5.159  17.730  102.052 108.754 4.467 3.540 97.318 103.013 3.419
L1 269.386  277.018  11.143 4470  271.560  277.173 7.976 5240  257.332  263.581 5.941
L2 243.190 250.130  11.237  13.000 242.016  246.666 8.605 12.580  211.572 230.211  6.230
L3 252.132  256.430 13.903 8.620  242.080 250.143 11.254 4.830  230.394 236.956 7.899
L4 243410 245558  14.905 15.790 233.554 236306  11.328 12.230 203.174 211.253  8.146
L5 219.578 232414 10.630 11.640  230.346  235.586 9.287 157770  194.010 206.494 6.619
L6  217.082 225.181 10.592  11.950  218.050  222.727 8778  12.350  191.130  196.640  6.630
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Fig. 4 Algorithm iteration diagram
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RETE 52 A% (1 fife 2 1] DA B w5 R0 44 2% e 70 5 B
fift. H B FAE T IDE K B &k N 5k
ARG G, ST AR RIS TAh . TERE
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R . RIRWK A, IDERHPIEBHE
L E MRS, B I MA T E R R,
PRk TR R A
3.3.2 HERESES T

T — DR IDE PR E M, AR SCHERTH
B 5 K IDE AR 10 K, It 5 & 5S4
NHCF EbRE . brdEZE RSP B AE S i B
BB 2 R AN 22, G5B S Fis.

RS RIS
Table 5 Experimental results of stability

S A AL X ZE bR
SO 22.179 21.208 0.971 0.534
S1 30.312 29.700 0.612 0.462
S2 17.577 17.206 0.371 0.476
S3 22.787 21.690 1.097 0.567
S4 16.966 16.782 0.184 0.137
S5 17.401 17.258 0.143 0.143
S6 17.482 17.384 0.098 0.119
M1 126.814 119.208 7.606 4.590
M2 99.257 93.088 6.169 4.168
M3 120.483 113.248 7.235 2.830
M4 94.270 89.338 4.932 2.645
M5 107.245 104.212 3.033 1.760
Mo 103.013 97.318 5.695 2.965
L1 263.581 257.332 6.249 5.675
L2 230.211 211.572 18.639 11.240
L3 236.956 230.394 6.562 4.736
L4 211.253 203.174 8.079 3.885
L5 206.494 194.010 12.484 6.201
L6 196.640 191.130 5.510 2.649

HH# 50 %1, IDE{E#E4T 10 R E K ERS,
FoP 45 R 5 AU 1R 22 BE 5/ . IDEAE 3 F
R ELAG) R 187 A 0T 22 43 51l 08 0497 5.778 Al
9.587, f¢ NAHXS Z AN L2 545 K 17 18.639. I
Gb, MhRiEZE— R r A, MR T FEME, &M E
B R bR e Z DN, XIS T E 2 k8
S, IDE BT 45 3 1) dac Mo A 00 B AR 5 A R LA
DRI, 5% T v o FBE () B a8 77 2 B8 U 4 T, ) AT 5
IDE JE 3 tH 458 o AR A E 12
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