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Maximum Risk Evaluation on Truncated SPOT Metho din
Weapon Accuracy Assessment

Zhang Xuebin Wang Weiping Zhu Yifan
( Department of Systems Engineering and Mat hem atics, NUDT , Changsha, 410073)

This paper discusses the calculation of the upper limit of two kind errors

of the truncated sequential posterior odd test method in assessment of weapon accuracy

which follows the normal circle distribution. The authors point out some errors in for—

mer formula, then provide new formula and samples. T he authors also analyze the prob-

lem to select the truncating point.
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0.2 o | 35.28 31.35 29.30 27.82 26.64 25.66 24.82 24.09 23.44 22.86
’ B | 15.82 12.67 10.59 9.53 8. 88 8.42 8.07 7.81 7.59 7.41
0.3 o | 20.41 21.17 20.97 20.57 20.12 19. 68 19.26 18.86 18.50 18. 16
’ B | 23.14 17.48 14.37 12.72 11. 66 10. 90 10. 34 9.90 9.53 9.23
0.6 e 9.34 10.88 11.55 11. 86 11.99 12.02 12. 00 11.99 11.89 11. 81
’ B 31.96  25.42 21.41 10. 05 17.42 16.22 15.27 14.51 13.88 13.35
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' B | 3595 30.14 26.19 23.69 21.88 20.47 19. 35 18.41 17.63 16. 95
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3.5 o 5.08 5.17 5.23 5.29 5.33 5.36 5.39 5.41 5.42 5.43
' B | 40.33 36.82 34.03 32.12  30.58 29.27 28.14 27.14 26.26 25.46
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