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Application of MESA on Validating Missile Simulation Model

Li Pengbo  Gao Xia
(Department of Automatic Control, NUDT, Changsha, 410073)

Abstract The quantitative method of missile simulation model validation is discussed. According to the characteristic of
high accuracy of MESA, the approximate statistical property is analyzed, the consistence tests of two samples and of two normal
ensembles are given respectively- It’s proved by simulation that validation by MESA is feasible. An applicable example is given,
to validate simulation model of homing guidance missile by MESA.
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Fig.3 Comparison of attitude angle

Fig.4 Comparison of spectra of attitude angle
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