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Abstract: The recent developing tendency and the complex electromagnetic environment of fuze countermeasure
are analysed. The essentiality of the airborne self — protection electronic warfare(EW) to scout the attacking
missile’s fuze signal is demonstrated when the aircrafts are in special tactical environment. According to the as-
sessment criteria of efficiency and power, an assessment model is established to compare deception jammer to
noise jammer. Simulation indicates that deception jammer for electronic countermeasures (ECM) can decrease
the effectiveness of the fuze warhead coordination, increase the probability of the aircraft’s survival and reduce
the power requirement of jammer more than the noise jammer.
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Fig. 1 Tlustration of wireless jamming effects
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Fig.2 Geometric map of missile-target encountering
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Fig.3 Illustraion of idea fuze warhead coordination effectiveness
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