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This paper proposes the necessity and methodology of
pre-analyzing flight test paths using a Modeling and
Simulation (M&S) model and analysis tools. By
evaluating paths where the maximum detection range
and radar performance cannot be ensured due to
terrain effects, appropriate test paths were selected to
meet the target performance of the radar system. The
proposed approach enables proactive prediction of
potential test failures and provides a practical means to
enhance both the efficiency and reliability of flight
testing.

DE>) 3 A|Z3|0](Modeling and Simulation),
|O|Ct H|3Y A& (Radar Flight Test),

ANEAZ EX(Analysis Test Paths),

#|0|Ct A& A& (Radar Performance Test),
H|0|Ct M&S(Radar M&S)
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