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Research on Hierarchical Structure of Injury Power Influence
Factors of Antiriot Kinetic Energy Ammunitions

JIANG Xing' > WANG Song'
(1 Equipment Management and Support College Engineering University of CAPF Xi’ an 710086 China ;
2 Hotan Datachment Xinjiang Headquarters of Armed Police Force Xinjiang Hotam 848000 China)

Abstract: In order to reveal the injury mechanism of anti—riot kinetic energy ammunitions the relationship and hierarchy of the influence
factors of its injury power on the basis of widely extracted the influence factors of injury power the influence relations among the factors
were quantitatively evaluated by experts’ experience. According to the influence degree and the influenced degree of factors an improved
DEMATELASM method based on three-digit of factors’ node degree to reduce non-eritical factors has been proposed to determine the im—
portance attribute and hierarchy of each factor. The case study showed that the improved DEMATEL-ASM method could effectively divide
the influential factors of injury power of anti-iot kinetic energy ammunitions into different levels the conclusion had laid a theoretical foun—
dation for the research on the injury mechanism of anti-riot kinetic energy ammunitions.
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