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ABSTRACT

CAS(Close Air Support) is aircraft attack against hostile targets that are in close proximity to friendly forces.
Immediate CAS is the mission that attack unplanned targets, and especially the distribution of suitable aircraft
assets makes huge effect on the result of immediate CAS mission. But It is hard to find a previous studies on
immediate CAS sortie distribution with aircraft suitability. This study suggests a methodology with aircraft
suitability for immediate CAS sortie distribution. The methodology consists of 3 steps. Firstly, we analyze target
information for situational awareness. Secondly, we calculate each aircraft’s suitability value per each target based
on the result of previous analysis. Lastly, we suggest immediate CAS sortie distribution based on the aircraft
adoptability value to a decision maker. This methodology will provide not only quantitative analysis, but also

decision making of immediate CAS sortie distribution more timely and effectively.
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CAS Operation procedure, Enemy Tactics, Battiefield Information
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