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Developments of weapon target assignment: models,
algorithms, and applications
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(College of System Engineering , National University of Defense Technology, Changsha 410073 , China)

Abstract: Weapon target assignment (WTA) is a significant and challenging research topic in the field of
command and control and mission planning, and it is also one of the basic research topics in the field of military
operations. In recent decades, the weapon target assignment problem has been widely studied in different
military operational fields including land, sea, air, space, and electromagnetic, and a large number of models
and algorithms have been developed. The typical combat styles, modeling methods, solving algorithms and
experiments for WTA are systematically investigated, and a comprehensive review is presented. The new
challenges on WTA is analyzed, which are brought by the emerging technologies and operations on intelligent
and unmanned systems, and the discussion on future research directions can provide a helpful reference for
researchers in this field.
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Fig. 1 Typical combat patterns applied to the WTA problem
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Table 1 Problem characteristics of typical combat patterns
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Table 2 Characteristics of modeling methods and their key application areas
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s TR T AL WA [ LT 5 e s 2 7 A B BLRI B 228 A b R KT 67 56 A 6 9y i WTA i 4 )
¢ LT | 7R3 A o A BB A 1 T 5
v By B B o 2 A B 22 B A L e
g BRI R RN TR o o7 0 24 W B 0 0 .
SR A o/ A i
SRR IR RN I B R LBR A SRR M T 8 B R 5 8 B30T 4 A1 54 I 5
. T BXT WA W17 56 13 1 1 2 7 7 550 B BRI IE R 2 88 A FL B AT T A 7 e 22 % 1% B ] 52 9 20 R 0
i P G PN T 5.
2.1 #HEMR A BRI RIS A E WTA S0k & 5 Z | EA/ER .

B A WA [ B30 At g A5 5125 o o 2 17 )™
TR . 78 WTA ] B fi 17 i 1 0 02 Ao 2 ol 2
JEL MR BN R BERY . Manne (1958)"" f5 il <7 i1 45 Y
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Fig. 2 Representative algorithms and classification for WTA problem
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Table 3 Features of the algorithms and their application
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R 28 2UAE A 3 N B B A R IR 3T T T 0 AR S
N2 AR TR A2

Wu %5 (200805 g1 %} sz it R 24 5 i) DWTA 42 7 H
i G T B ) S RO M S oK LR A B 58 GA IR AR B AT
AP R Z R WRIAT R A3 & . Song %
(20097 £ 5K R e Bk ik WTA BRI 32 1 T — Fh) 1
T RE Bt 7 2%, B AR Ml 3k — AN B A 0 0 A B R A S AL B
L DUGE TE . 1 5 88 JF 4 X A A 1 2 o ek st e

Li 2£(2009) 97 2 o 3 i 48 40 A5 (9 2 (7] 7 &, B 4% H AR
AN RE B VL K A RE T 1 2% B AR TR B k17
GA iy Z k] g IR 48 BRI T T — BT 1 28 1k s L B
T BN RSB T A RIS SR A T LR T g e
BT RIAT 48 R G 0 A AR A I b 2 AR v e A W AT AR Y
A, Chen % (2009) 48 T 3Rk fif DWTA [i] 51 fr) 5
HEE ZEEA T i — e 8 GA, & Oy i 1% =
R X LR R A XA 52 5 AR 2 R R
R BT T BT A R I 2R R R R P A R
Deng % (2013) ™" 1%t 2 53 4 Jo A HL By 81 3T o 19 22 25 1 )
AT 4540 i o) A0, 4 08 T — Rl ke afb 1 2 R SE I GAL 6 AR I
HURTEAE 55 IS T LAty [k e 8 (R SR AT 2 1, Oy 1 b 28 Y
1B R A B IR AR I S T R T

Li ZE 201D thy 1T — Bl M 15 B g - R - H AR 4
TAC 160 850 (1 g 3 A% 00 SR R T Rl 1 7 =X S K B
AR 5 AL RS BOR Z A FE TR AT R R ) 46 Ak L 9T
W T st BRI 2 5 8 st % o R R AR AR T AT A
RIS R ATATHR . Wang % (20195 Rt £ 50 15k %31 17—
o 725 42 1l Jy 3, 0 o %o 2 e AL Y TR AT 4 R B2 v
R AL AL S 4R A5 R b 4 /0 72 e BC(E Y L DA 4
S VT ) AR AR S R PO R 7 R B Y DA IE 2 6
M. Fu %8 (20195 7 5 AR 7% 530 16 0 4 A6 ) R 3 32 1
T —Fn] AR MR AT B R L S A AT AT i R e Y R
B TRY SRRk R U S W AvE = o ke S LT SR vl
AR 5 7 A 4 B R A TR 9 ) BR R A

2) KftZ BHix WTA 1) GA
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S By GA RIS F TR ik 2 B br WTA [R] 8,
A AE 52 A HE a5 14 8 1k (nondominated sorting genetic algo-
rithm, NSGA) | 7§ K 3¢ 5 W 1) P 33 NSGA (NSGA-11)
NSGA-I % . NSGA-II #H Lt T NSGA it 7 3 A~ J7 i
BCHE TSGR TP A S s B AR T S A R
HWRBIAT GA KESEHms 425 T /9 BTRE s S 5 32 8 T 40
PP LKA T, AR T NSCGA R ZE4g w2
PSR N AL SR M S T AR R 2 K. NSGA-IAH B
B ONSGA- 1, J5 3 MR 1 5% B ok 3 B4 14, 1 & R4 2 %
FREFENE, SH G RTES R ) S Mk m B 32
T NSGA- Il 4 Z FE P Al Sk

Chen % (2012)"1 5] A NSGA- I1 3R % T ¥ 4 JIl it 2% A
Z B WTA A8, Li%E 2015 7 NSGA- I dr#Hn 7
AN SR W BT — R B 3 U | 3 AL R L R R AC
SUMER ML R R . Li 25 (20187 A1 3 NSGA-TI % T
P57 T A e R S R A R W R T 2 I B 4 AL Y
QT AR SOR A A Ty T R RIFPERE S %
Fo B TR % GO, 5 i 11 55 52 J% B A AR L 1
XA T 2% G HBRALH R R T LS 7k &
MU B 3 R 15 A 35 1 5 W ol 35 0 4 3% BR 45 O 7 AR T AT
a5 H . Gao % (2019 [ £ XF NSGA-TN #EAT 1 el itk , If
MAFRE=Br WTA [0]/8, 75682 d 7 5 T 00 & B 15
AR STECHE RS » LA HE 7 J7 52 v AN 0 ml T T 0 P
UCTE B B8 (B ) A 25 067 {5 80 A 00 4 Lo ok - 15 2 B 4
Fs Stk

% H #» 1 1k 2 3 (multi-objective evolutionary algo-
rithm, MOEA) th J& 5 F 18t 1% 8 A/ 50K i JLAF . i 4
55 AT 38 1 MOEA (multi-objective evolutionary
algorithm based on decomposition, MOEA/D) ., ] T 3K f# £
HAri WTA [a 5. MOEA/D ki F T 4 ff S8 A R A ih
BIMHAXR H—A 2 B 004k 0] 853 i i 2 A Fr k1R
AT 8L, 3 6 i) 25030 5ol ol ) 0 S P A o) i R AT 2R L OF
[ i X AT A . WM R G TR AR 3 f L AER
B VIS Ry B B TR n i A Xk

Li % (2015) " #e 3Rk fif 22 H b5 i) DWTA [i] S5 1, 42
T FE B AL 9 MOEA/D, 58 #f &7 % i1 MOEA/D
HE 28 v - [0 50 A 4% 1) 38 SRS S A8 2 0 3052 B B O R AL
il LiZE(2018)M g itk T MOEA/D M HESS , 1 56 i1 T
—FPH B A3 AR AL R RN A R S 2 A TR EE L JE XSS 4
WHLH AN B A AT T Bl s OB 8 T — Fh B T e e
FUR I R 36 46 O L 4R R0 R AR Y BT A B T T
— o B 1 Sl SCE AR SR 4 R SR b B BB FG T I £ B 1)
fl, Zhang % (2019748 T —Fh kit ) MOEA, 1 56 2h
T RAeEm R T & M T — A A 2 R AR ER
T FATAT S008I L HE e B R AR R AR Y 2 R
AR T —Fh A 1 3 Ak SR g, R T A 4 A S AR 1 A A8
PEAR i SR RE 5 B AP BB T RS BT AT A DE Al R W RS
Bl Xu % (20200 78R fift A 52 S 1 WTA £ B 0 AL A5

RIS 4R T — R g R i Bk MOEA/D, i1 T
—FpEETF RN Z B AR S & RGOk X —
MOEA/D HEZR BT T WA 2ok, B3 F iR S 0 U 1e
B I 5 vk TN AR S UG B 3R, A3 i S5 AR A R BE RO R
Li 25 (202D 43 03 7 36 T [ 3 10 AR T [ 8 I 1 5 s
K MOEA/D R « 293 MOEA/D, | F 3K fift £ b Bt
WTA [5]3R5 6 2 S0 400 2 b 37 2 - )
R () A 1) ik 30 0 DA X 3ok H RS Bk I, S 7E W i X
3ol HR R IR 0 1] A, DT 3K A5 5 38 AT i il RAGRTT s e
AR LB — A B ARfE oy 22 H br o HoAb Al 3=
BHRE A AR I AR EE B bR B — A BB

(2) PSO &3k

PSO 8 U5 X5 5 B4 & 47 0 1 BF 9, L 3 o 4 —
RXKEHRACKHEESMNE, e RRUFEE. EEWE
BRZ LS. PSO BBEAMUE R Hir WTA [n) 8 1)
WAL Z— F ek 7 £ B br WTA 8] 80 32 25
HEZ—.

1 ¥ HFE PSO #3:

Zeng % (20061 1 W ¥ B # PSO (discrete PSO,
DPSO) $53 B F 3R A WTA [A] 80, 8 97 2% 30 R s 51 A
3| DPSO $ 3 Hp  id 4 5 — A8 e 4 ok T il )Rk 48
B A RSB 4 SR de . o TR S B A R e A,
TR B B AW . Thangaraj 45 (2009) 1§ R
B ¥ PSO(quantum PSO, QPSO) & 3 3K fe WTA [n] B, 4%
IR BIAF PSO Fok o 5 2 o] b ik B I
TR AR BT B SN T A R ST AR T 0
WS B aS R T T MR M PEfE . Chen %5 (2012) 4
THEHTFBAEE T8 PSO B3k 8 —Fosr i = 2 B 5Um
J7 AR I B4 42 2 13 52 B ) A ) 240 o s Ak, 3 0 8 XL
75 S e B Tl B R T . Zhou 48 (2016) R T —
Fift DPSO & 3k o fif vk 52 58 72 29 92 L i 4% B A U i 249 0 45 B
il WTA G 8, B 48 T — R i g 1 07 oK i 75 — b
KRBT Z A B, — A B st vl 2Lz 8] 24 R 88 %
s UK GA Hrig 3 5148 5 38 SUHE & 51 A B FR iE PSO
Sk AR A DPSO JL3k B 7 fE . Li 45 (2016007 g ik
T PSOHwk AT L 28 S WP WTA ]85, 58 i 7 2
AR B HR AR T T 85 R b e R gl S, I A HE R
KARFEZFEVE . Wang %5 (20171 42 1 85 1 PSO 1) B %
BORRIAE &, 3K H 8 T DWTA SRR . a2 X T 3 8k
TE LS AS RN 2 55000 SR W K T AR R A Dy B R O R
SHEARSH,

2) Z H#r PSO ik

Z H k5 PSO 5786 i BRACHT VW @l A B PSO Hk .
Zhou % (2016)™ &3t T — A Wi it 4k £ H AR PSO 5 3%
2 Hbr WTA [R,R T 3 B BB aff 16 5w, 7 30 1k
FOES 1B B RO 5 PSO Bk P s SRR DR 245 T B B
W AT AL FE AR5 2 B B T T — R AR S ok
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AR LS HETHA

%545 &

B 1 B BOAR A R0 BACAR S . Peng 55 (2017 R F IR
&% Bhr DPSO ¥kt DWTA a8, 5. ik
ISR IAE R B A, 42 = 48 22 68 0 Al SO B s Hok, 51 A
T B G S A L AN AT LIME AN AT AT A, 30 8 5 1 W AT i
FO BT S 5 G A0 SR AT T AR S 3 R R E R £

Xu % (201D 2 a5 3/ 31 £ H R QPSO 53
s TSR AB A 22 A4 T B 25 RO 0Bl A ) WTA Ja] 8,
ZEBALE AT QPSO Bk i s B SL  H R T T
XU/ B 1 g, 5 5T 7 Ok T A5 i 1) 22 A 1 MO BSOS JEE
WA SR B 5 Ho O T A Sk, Bt TR A BEPLAE S 5
5 O B0 R B T W B B i 5| kL T 0k 4 5 vk L 4R R AR
BI040 A B ST PERICSGE BE . Fu S8 (2019 $2 i 17— Fif
ETZMB R L2 B AR PSO SR AT 7R
Dy [E) 3R AL A Y, A A AT B — A B bR R T R AR
P ERVEEN TR WO A AR B OIS AR R 2 )
P TE) B A RAH T B O Y A 2R AT B I R . Wel 4
(2019 R FH £ H A5 DPSO 55 3% 3R ff 2 5 5 15 48 38 AR
AR THFENY K R X BT WTA 8] 8, 58T % 0 T 45 & 1% 0] 8 5
(/S C R RN OR AR VA 0 L BT 5 M (/A= W

(3) ACO &

ACO BRI BT B 2R SR T4 Wy 72 P B A2 3
PR AT ok WTA B % B2 —. Wang %
(2008)10 e 2% 24l R F 1 AR B A ACO Sk, # ST
T ACO B30 v (48 3 38 1 AS I T 3 3 o % 6 AR e M
BERTHAMERRI A M, LI T K WTA 5
ROV WURE 5 1 . Shang 25 (2008) 0 32 TR g T OMCRE S
FIIEAT LS T oK i WTA 7] &0, B 7R 8] i e & X
W S A A Ok TR A

Cao %5 (2018)"° Sy T fife e 2 22 B 1 37 5t B K MLAE 24
W WTA [ 8, BT Spark HEZRTF & T — 443 4 e K-
/NG Y 2R 48 (max-min ant system, MMAS) 83, 75 #n i 15
WRGHEA FRE THREAERN LT REFNEEERM
TG SR A S BN E BRI TR R 2 AR
A REME . Rezende % (2018)"7% ¥ 2 o 1y 1 72 £ I & UK
# MMR 5 8 # & 4t (ant colony system, ACS) #1454, 1%
T — AN W B R 4L (greedy ant colony system,
GACS) YL TR i WTA [n] 8, R J (0] LR 8 19 15 8 R
06 AR & 305 B B R R E Y e B R g . TR B R T
ZBARIEAT R MR AR = Sk b RE . Hu %5 (201817 76K i
WTA ]I, DA R A2 06 B 5 5 R T RS S R e X[
S5 5 TN X AZ GEWURE O AL Sk BEAT T B0 R BRI T AR T
FEDR AL oK D SR, 5 I8 38 T B R 9 10 I A ) 22 il dr
I 45 A2 B AR

Li £ (2017) 7 % i Btk 19 22 B A ACO ik i s H
Fr WTA [, %1 T TFH&ITEFHEZ Hir ACOH
B ARSI L B E G R S BRI
A ZE R R AT B R 2R TR R 3 X B AR R

P

(4) ABC &%

ABC 575 2B 0% e 43 T A A 8 20 - 4R & i 32 4
TR BB 1, ABC B0k A A% O 2 i 1) 06 Ll Je A 3 (i
A RN B IR . Horh R e 4 5] i, R R
AP e i AT e e B B R I RO LS RN A R S R
YR LA K AR AT 51 W A% 38 1 B W R A S T ARG B A
PR RIS FEE S S RE K S IRE S L ®S
B e, 8 B R v A e 5l e A e 2 I R A £
FEARRT ) 23 R A B

Chang 45 (2018) "% &1 % % 55 ABC 55 35 i 403 Ji 1%
5 BN JR) PR B 55 5 5 DAHE e 08 5 SR g B T B 5]
FAA8 2R J AR T A J TN B R AT T Bk, O R A T
DWTA [RJ#UR A . 5] 50 Y 2 ML 3 5 i 5] AT
HE P A7 A 8 45 78R B IS A B 3 B A A e E A AR
B 5 o {5045 1A% 119 308 43 AL 38 A 52 3 7 2 {728 b 1) 2 i, -4
22 78 Ry A v R S A A K ) Il 4 AR Y I R A
—E M REE B 2k, 42 = T ABC 55k Bk R A% 18 1) #E
1o PEAETE A v 3 IO R B =5 11 > A 2L JB0RE S B4, SR A
Yeg| G0 AR R S, B T R . Guo
201D Z X 2 B o £ 1M WTA a8, %3+ 7 [ &
43 2H R W R R T A BRI B8 B S5 W R T ABC B
BRI T A A A WTA a5,

(5) GWO &=

AT HE A IR S FB 43 o AR AR B R A R >
T GWO Bk, Pu 20187 B T 5 F 4 i U4
ML (distributed auction mechanism, DAM) f) GWO %
TSR AR TE K T U R il g WTA R 7 GWO Bk
HOINAT DAM AT DL AE BUAT A S BR 29 504 90 4R A AR IE T
BARNY ZAEPE T ELkE S T 55 R AR AR S it . Iesh . ik
$2 1 TORH R I 3 I BE R BOR FEAN IR S R Y B . Wang 4§
(201807 58 gk — b+ 38F T 4 1 D7 05 AR — ol A9 097 5 O B
J5 1 RIS He A A7 T8 BT O vk B JRUIR 1 GWO B 4k 8 2 1L
) GWO, 3 R T 38 % 30 vh o R AC RS S O B AL L A K%
— 3k B SR B e G 1 R IR Rk R T — IR G B
WKARAEAL Chybrid discrete grey wolf optimizer, HDGWO) %
R AR e PE A B ) WTA [i) f8, 38 7E 4 15 07 125 iRy 8
R E P 5K E B AR K 45 R AT R s 1]
3.2.2.3 mAFRM KK

RA AL KRB W PR P AP DL BT s R A
MG AR B A LR R )R SR AR AR L SRR
fit WTA )BT E 1. Khosla 25 (2001)™° 1 Bisht 4
(2000 TR G GA R SA BRI ZE A AR I T — RO
TRA GARRAE WTA A8, SCHRC156 1R A SA T8 & =
SR GA Mo B i B BE RO & N B TR K fif DWTA,
SCHRLLIS7TIAR BT GA 14 Ry 38 B FF1 SA S 1) Jm) 35 Bt
HUIC LR L 32 i 0k 148 R AR . Lee 55 (2002)0°
254 T ACO BEEEAE %S 8] Y 1Y U9 1R] 48 2R DA 2 3k fe 2o 3 i 8
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A 5 R 9% 2R 58 (immune system, IS) 78 /)N X 38 Py P 33 %
FNBAT 00 A R T T R i ACO Bk T oK R
WTA ], Zhang %5 (2012)™°% GA Fl ACO 23 4 45
G B H BEALEORNE 528 T8ROk 1 i i Z RE L I A
38 BT R S FRY RIE R A ), Wang 45 (201D
454G ACO SR AR Y = 203 R SA B30k 5K i s ot ik ) 0
SOTRI TR WTA R WHE -8 10058 KOIR & 016 5%
. Yang % (2016)"° K Gl R G 5E B] FE Y GA HE 48
o R T — B N B 5 1% 5 1k (adaptive immune ge-
netic algorithm, AIGA) , BT T % & 5 Fl B 1 4 938 1k 4%
BT A 2 AS FR G0 T AR E X ) S £ A % e 1Y
H¥r. 5 Z M THEHAMAE., Wang (20171 £ 3k [160]
H ATGA BIL Al b, X6 3¢ U+ fAE 5 45 i B 3
FY B SR A AT T B .

N LAWAT R EEA BT R GBB AT BERAT S A
HRITH X H S AFSA fE 2 R R T RIUKLF BLER
EI R R . HS FE R BT & R 2 35 19 B %
AR b AR H AR R 0 0 & b A AR AT 0 SR E R R A
18, %1 40 U i 09 MK P AR 3 . Chang 4§ (2017)5% 1 1i 4%
(2018 T 9B T etk 19 AFSA Fgieat i) HS 41 AR &
PR WTA )8, AFSA 1y el 1k 32 2 1A 378 9 16 16 90 46
HIZ Z) R ms L R B BRAT . e R T — MR G i 1k
J5 AL FE IR VE A5 B I T S A ) O HOR LR
T — Pt AT HE SR WS s N TR 5 o 2 AT BEE B
A FRMAL PAT R A R IR R E A 5 HAL 712
e LR LORFFE RS ) F By 1k R 8G HE =R T —F
PRAE B B O OB At OE 3 AR 25 6 14 7 20 5 W 5 Ik Ak H 58
TE T AFSA BEEE Y W SICEE B RURS BE L 3R 8 T B AL A
e Z ML B 3 N5 W 5 B 5 BGHE T A BB R AT R
2R B BRAT S S m , BRBRAT A2 T kS B AR B A AR
PRIFAR I Z R . HS FBALHE 5 A~ F B AR &, BVRI 7 PR 1Y
23 [A) /0N RS R §1 T AE 6 | 1 R0 E 25 | ) R i R R 9
Y. HS (1 ik 35 B2 A A T 00 I R 1 TR AR 5 AR A
25 2RI I R A SR e TR o TR Ak 1 D) e A Ao 7
A5 THE S B BN T A U0 4 26 AR R0 A bR o 18 22 L 2 0 2
BB I DI 5% 1 B e HE 1) AFSA B8k U145 itk iy HS
"k,
3.2.2.4 HAMABAXEE

2RI S GA R S5 H 3R H A AL # 4& 1) ih
b 3E AR S A B AR T Y B8 SUAN TR Xue 4§
201" AE AL e 1) 8 22 4 AR Sk P g L G T 2 )
B 52 T — B T B & 2 X R 2y AR SR R, S
BT R BOR BB WTA [, Liang 4 (2016)0%
ST B N TR T AT B R 5 Ak SR A R i BA B S
WTA [A] 8, 2% 55 1 25 6 TR 1l B0 A0 JE A7 FRE 43 25 00 P A
DA S BRI B 06 AL R R BB . Pan 45 (2019) ) A4 Xt 4T
TR WTA BT 45 0o 38 T — b 43 B 5] 328 A 55 3 o
FARABEN AT AN . Silav 2 (201D 41 H T Hr iy

AR N UL MU A e s R U S BLT
X A e 550 JE I AT Y SR AR

Li 55 (2017) % 4@ 1 — i i i 1 22 43 0 16 3 oK e
AR AR WTA [ B, SE 0T i ROR A Hh 55 AR Y
Uit WTA [, Zhang % (2020) % 4 7 —Fh g 5 %
AR/ S WTA B BT T 3 il g B 5 0 0 )
fi AL SEE R TSR B R A WSO N S

Zhang 55 (2015) " 42 7 — BB 1 5K fi#g DWTA [a] i1
PRS2 I A IR TR AR AE JE 2R 8L GA, BB 8 X AN i A 3 35
TS A AE 5 AT T2 T SR R AR AR R 20 B0 S
Wang % (2016) " 52 B 1 — i 3k F 52 e 3 % 19 O AL B0k
KAl DWTA [n] i, v B 0 £ 50 3% & T — Bl 05 B3k (im-
mune algorithm, TA) , ZELRIEFEE ZFEME R FTIRE T . RA R
SRIG 2 2] ACAL A SRR E . Lai 45 (2019 92T —Fh
ok A fRT AL BE DR AL SR SR i DWTA [, i Sk R T H
TRPRE 0 A0 0 8 PERDAA Ak DT BRI TR R 1 B bR
BT S WIN B JT % . AP DWTA [ W 58— 1] - 3 —
T8 3E M , Zhang 25 (2020) "9 7 3L F % 77 1) DWTA (as-
set-based DWTA, A-DWTA) ¥ () FLfill B a7 7 — Mg
PR T VR Bl I S 00 SR 1) A-DWTA BEEL, i 17— F A
TG T PRl s i 08 2 U L S TR B 1 SR A
3.2.3 MBFIH*k

FLAE 2000 SEIF L FFGE A B2 BB FBLES % 2 % 8ok
fite WTA 5] 8, (B AR — BB ] 30 3 A 51 )7z 19 R
VLR A N LB REROR IR S Hlde 2 S KL &
B2 E| WTA B4 10 . Bertsekas 25 (2000) 57 42 11
SR A 5 LB AR R) R A B 28 B0 25 BRI (neural dynamic pro-
gramming. NDP) J5 . NDP J& — 88 6 % > J5 i . 5 1f
6 P 2 T 8 0 4% Y e AR — A 2 R BT S LR A B 4
BOIHE YO 5 B — A~ BT 1 2R e A5 2 s e T A 0L 6
A S A TR AR i DB )11 5 2 I 0% 45 g - AR A5 UK D0 SR i
Azak 55 (2008)" " VEF X BB LA R A MR R G LRI T £
B R ERIR G % ST O s R N LA 2 R 45 11 I 1) 4% 1
S EAT B EAL BT T — A BGH Y Q-Learning 3
FIER ML . Mouton 45 (20115 £ i T 58 4k 27 > 458 114
SR RDEH A E MR 2SR —
Q- Learning®# 2 $i vk, I B 1 TR i B 25 WTA [a]i8, Wang
25 (2015) B M T — OB (1 4 28 U5 A 48 I 4% (recurrent
neural network, RNN) 45 il #% () & B H 20 24 me 5 50 6k,
AL BB AR B 84 I 45 0k 28 H AR OF R E AR U
W SEAEICRC A R 2 . F B A (2016 R T HL A
> G AL TR 2 KRB k 4R 4 248 1) DWTA Jr ik,
SR 03 S8 SR 7 A R 1 O Ak S R ek DI 2 4 L O
fife 25 6] 5N GRS LAk, AT HE B WTA 77 %8 . Gibbons
S QOIDVTR I T R IR 2 Oy ik BBl Ja R
DUJ A figt o 21 A 4 T 1) R0, 9 DL WTA [a] Ui ik b A5 T
I5IE . Shojaeifard 25 (201907 $2 1 4% 5% RNN 46 7 5K fi#
DWTA [a] () 7% . Jang 5 (2019)"* &1 3 B R 5 1) ok
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RGP, B AL T RBRL R W ) S AT RS S A
AR 2 B] 19 06 2R L A5 5 IS T i) P R R DAL SRR
i 14 43 TC SR W
3.2.4 KM ARG E

TS B3 H R 5l 7 v S — b A B0 SR A S A B AL )
U T EEAPIRE A0 — B A A2 B b
BR300 SRR S AR T Y 2 AR I A L R R AR s s
LYK AT 43 19 52 % 1) 802 A S AT 4% 43 1Y 22 A 1) 2R 1 1)
B, NiZEQOIDY™HEW T F WTA R B3 B A i 5
o ZITIETE JETI A B RS iR AR 21 R B R )
A AL LA TR, B b o6 B AR A B R 2R PE Y LAY
AR AR LR RS G T — A% B H RS Bl R L O 4y
S RS FIR)E — > 5 51 AR 2 1B R A G AR PRI
FRIR R, o — A 5 I bR A8 B G Ry R RS, A7 — A [A) B
AT LAY i R — 4 B B AL 1508 0 5 TR AT Ab 3, 5 — A 1)
o T B AE K AT W ARG % B R 8 5 T
SRAF BV B AR SR 5 ) P 3 G A1 10 LY e O ik B L A
B H T+ AR RIS B B RA A R, %07 R R 4
BN RIF (V)06 AT A, R AT B .
3.2.5 Ak mitik

BRT RS G R L B R R T TE
WTA 438 W . Chang 28 (1987)M 142 1 TR fif SWTA
[F) 50 P 32 A M 0 2 BRI B 0k, IR 45 6 T MMIR B ik
A 2 P 5 26 3 50 1% 1) AR Ao X D I R IR R AT e O
1oL 3 3ok 20 A 2 P 00 0% Y B 1 1 R AR L RS O iR AR Y
. BLAL R FF R T — Bl BR R B K g Pt DWTA [A]
R Y S B R R G SR/ 30 B g g R 2k AR T
SWTA S5 K4y B4 8 2% . Kolitz (1988)57 B3 A ] 58
i 0] [ — B b7 5% 45 HE 3 1 A B S M ST — IR RS A
i MMR 8 55k i WTA [i] 5. Wacholder (1989)5 1
Gelenbe % (2010) 07 P 1 1 — il 5 4 22 0 4% 1) 5 0% 3R A
WTA [a] 8, FiF 5 B K — A o Jr PR . % o 1R
AL R T AT AR 78 A, B 0 1) 3 A R T DA AE PR R
RN A, 6 o S 35 )5 B TR LA 4 R 45 1) S B0 L 0 I
26 HEAT S A7 R A L AR )5 3 A 308 9 0 R ABE 38 0 i Y T & DTk
P I3

Bogdanowicz 25 (2013)™7% 482 1 7 — Fl 3 T #2851 4
R R A o WO R AL S T AR D A D0 A B 1 7T LK SR AR 43 I
S SRR I A 5 R R /M e BE R 5 Y EL AR . Severson
52015 S T — Ry A 2 B T AR O 2ok A
WTA 45 () 55 3k W45 P . Bogdanowicz 25 (20151 %
T —AHET IR AR a AR B A A R BT S L
PR DAL T SE 5 RE 1 WTA 1] Gg Xt 37/ & - 9% 7= 19 B 5 45
F . Naseem Z£ (2017 42 11 T —Fh 3L T = 4 fa @ U5 WA 54
T 1 B VAL R A o TR R R O R AR =W
B UMD SR A R T 43 BT L = 4k 2 % 2 R IS AR AR
A TG WA B B & A5 B W B W R A . Davis 28 (20171 1
Summers 2§ (2020) ™" Fi| 3 81 8 45 MK 5 95 3R A WTA i)

RO, 22 M S AS R B L AR AR DLUR 8 07 AR Y SR g a2k AR AN
EIEAR 58 MO TR A 25 ) Ay HC 26, TC 15 A 39 24 50 M )
AU AN Bl 25 W ) B3 vk BRI T — 2H W Ik B 1Y A e Dy 520K
W SR PR AR R A (0 D7 15 22— Zhao 55 (2019)17 T 8L
TE T — ol 47 2 10 B30k 0 — A O AT 55 S I B LA R
P RIR A3 W T I TR B WTA SR . 78 B e
W Z BRI BT - Gao 55 (20200 48ty T — B 1) K&
T =1 PSR H AR UM A 5 iR OO B4 2 R
TOPSIS(technique for order preference by similarity to an ideal
solution) B fili i+ H A 19 25 1 48 IF 1 56 B 1T A0 (B 1
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