










 

platforms. The links are the relationships between them. All the nodes and relationship compose to a 
proper OFM. Based on this set, we can later do some detailed work to measure the efficiency of the 
force organizations. Then, we can find a most satisfied OFM with less calculation time too. 

 Conclusions 

Case above is a simple case with small size of data set. In a real combat problem bigger 
organization and more complex missions will be involved.  

The mission space and force organization space are the most important part in the model. The sizes 
of the spaces determine the agility of the organizations. The bigger the sizes are the faster the 
organization will deal with the coming missions as large numbers of  matches of the mission and the 
force organization will have been recorded, which means less calculate time will be needed 

Based on this model, later in the future we will build a select method to find the best force 
organization for a coming mission.  
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