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Abstract

AHP (Analytic Hierarchy Process), which is the mathematical model of quantitative research, aims
to analyze the effectiveness of “Deterrence War” tactics. It realizes the quantitative research of
qualitative problem. It takes the method of hierarchical approach. From the view of political dip-
lomacy, use of tactics, in-depth study, the impact factors are divided into core logic of “Deterrence
War” tactics, urgency, combat means and the time to play a role. By constructing a comparison
matrix, analyzing the weight of impact factors quantitatively, the numerical value offers objective
and effective data support for optimizing the effectiveness of the defense.
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Table 1. Defined Sign of comparison matrix
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Table 2. Random Index of AHP
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Table 3. Matrix of hierarchy of “deterrence war” tactics based on AHP
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Table 4. Political diplomacy level of comparison matrix
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Table 5. Use of tactics level of comparison matrix
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Table 6. In-depth study level of comparison matrix
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Table 7. Factors of comparison matrix
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Table 8. The weight of impact factors based on AHP
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E 1R U12 0.1724 17.24%
BOamEE U21 0.0388 3.88%
JRREFBL U22 0.4265 42.65%
JECAE N ] U23 0.1827 18.27%
AR U31 0.0236 2.36%
ARG U32 0.0102 1.02%
Al U33 0.0884 8.84%
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