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Closed-in weapon system (CIWS) is the final defense
system that defends against enemy attacks. In this study,
we verify the RAM target value of CIWS set based on the
operation mode summary/mission profile for CIWS. To
this end, the operation scenario of CIWS is modeled
through simulation and the possibility of achieving the
RAM target value is reviewed through CIWS RAM analysis
based on the failure rate of important components of
similar weapon systems.

A 2|Z (Reliability), 7F& &= (Availability),
8| £ (Maintainability),
LR HA (CIws),
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