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Methods on the Modeling of Land Tactical Commander Agent
Based on the Recognitionprimed Decision Model
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Abstract: The decision function of current land tactical commander model in the joint operation
simulation system is still very poor now. This has seriously affected the usefulness of the system. In an
effort to develop a better Land Tactical Commander Agent ( LTC-Agent) model We suggest a way of
recognition-primed decision ( RPD) model. We will face some problems when modeling the LTC-Agent
on computer by this way. Thus are the main problems: to describe the commander’ s experience on
situation in a constructive way to match commander’ s experience situation with current situation to
model the human behavior in decision making etc. . Some methods have been provided in this article.
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Fig.1 Recognition-primed decision model
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Fig.2 Uncertainty evaluation function
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