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Military antagonism decision approach based high-level

hypergame under the uncertainty of strategy
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Abstract: The main problem of military antagonism decision is its difficulty to confirm the strategy set of adversary. This research analyzes the

military decision under the uncertainty of strategy set based on hypergame. The decision approach of high-level hypergame was proposed after

analysis the belief relationship of each level. The result of high-level was put back to low-level to refine the decision based on the analysis of the

possible decision of adversary. Consequently, this makes decision of friendly forces more pertinent and reasonable against to adversary. Finally an

example is used to illustrate the approach.
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Fig. 1 Belief iterative in high-level hypergame
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Fig. 2 One-level hypergame analysis of German
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