F136 5 1M IR AR (P ) Vol. 13No. 1
20244F2H Journal of Radars Feb. 2024

E TR ZABFRERFZAX FRE ST 77

Y aee®  EsEY s 1Ex®
Db o FHAMLH ARHF 610036)
QERRFHETHBELAEZER TE  400044)

FEEE: (EWE 2 A SR R SUSHEAAAE N T B s & BRI BRI G EE 0 F WM 5 X T IRl
FFE TP AR PRI T, AR VPG AT FAT B 5 9873 R AE 13 5 I 2k . O T VARG BE AL
HAAARF R, ZOCHR H— PR TR 20 53R (LMB) BRER 23 I Ge T 5 F R B & WG 7776 B %, 18
LMBIREZZHESE T, B TR R AN AL, 3 S T Goit g T R NS T R ZE A TH I Ris . Hk,
BEXT TS R AR R B o W R, 45 B TR A R T AR RE T AL 5, 4 HH e X T XU BN B 7 i A 11
BUEW SR &G, BTG5 S LMBER B 8 IR B HLEE &, ATSEBNR 02 HARx 37
B BUR MBS ALV . B2 A BA R R B R Bk 307 SR K 5, R R AR s
I U B R, BOIE TR R A R A RE AR

KRR T HRPEAG: 2 HARIRER: SR OBHMNERS: BRI, B Z0r e, SHHEE
HFESES: TNI53 XEKARIRAS: A XEBRS: 2095-283X(2024)01-0270-13
DOTI: 10.12000/JR23207

SIRME: EWIR, XEME, 23R, 55, FThR%E 2 05 ERER SR 030 F XU A VR 594 [T]. TR (R 930,
2024, 13(1): 270-282. doi: 10.12000/JR23207

Reference format: WANG Mingyang, LIU Xuxu, LI Yulin, et al. Dynamic adversarial risk estimation based on
labeled multi-Bernoulli tracker[J]. Journal of Radars, 2024, 13(1): 270-282. doi: 10.12000/JR23207.

Dynamic Adversarial Risk Estimation Based on Labeled
Multi-Bernoulli Tracker

WANG Mingyang®  LIU Xuxu® LI Yulin® LI Suqi*®  WANG Bailu®

®(Southwest Institute of Electronic Technology, Chengdu 610036, China)
®(School of Micro-electronics and Communication Engineering, Chongging University,

Chongging 400044, China)

Abstract: In many military and civilian areas, there exists a scenario in which multiple intruders from an
adversary attempt to enter important region of our own to carry out intentional malign activity. Adversarial
Risk (AR) estimation is used to assess and predict the expected damage to our valuable assets from the actions
of online adversaries based on measurements performed by sensors. To evaluate random and time-varying AR,
this study proposes a stochastic AR estimation approach based on a Labeled Multi-Bernoulli (LMB) tracker.
First, in the formulation of LMB filtering, expressions of the minimum mean squared error estimation of the
stochastic AR are derived for the additive and multiplying model. Second, by combining the Gaussian mixture

and sampling approximations, we devise a numerical calculation approach for the proposed AR estimations.

WehsE: 2023-10-25; Bl EH: 2023-12-25; PIZEHIAR: 2024-01-09

MEEEE: W lisuqi@equ.edu.cn *Corresponding Author: LI Suqi, lisugi@cqu.edu.cn

HETH: ERARBIEEIE4S(62301091, 62371078), 1 EH /5 H -5 4:(2022M 710533, 2022M710535)

Foundation Items: The National Natural Science Foundation of China (62301091, 62371078), China Postdoctoral Science Foundation
Funded Project (2022M710533, 2022M710535)

THEES: 2R Corresponding Editor: LI Tiancheng

©The Author(s) 2024. This is an open access article under the CC-BY 4.0 License
(https://creativecommons.org/licenses /by /4.0/)


http://radars.ie.ac.cn/CN/10.12000/JR23207
http://radars.ie.ac.cn/CN/10.12000/JR23207
http://radars.ie.ac.cn/CN/10.12000/JR23207
mailto:lisuqi@cqu.edu.cn
mailto:lisuqi@cqu.edu.cn

14

FEHIBAAE: T HRE 2 A0 53R BRI A AN T XU Bl A 1EAl 77 7% 271

Third, we achieve an online evaluation of the expected damage to our valuable assets from the adversary by

embedding the proposed AR estimation and LMB filtering. The effectiveness and performance advantage of the

proposed estimation algorithms are verified using measurements from radars, considering a simulated scenario

wherein multiple lethal targets hit the radar positions.

Key words: Adversarial risk estimation; Multiple-target tracking; Labeled multi-Bernoulli filter; Random finite

set statistics; Threat level assessment; Posture reconstruction

1 3|5

TE 2 (1) 5 A R USSR AE N T Hir & &
NIRRT BB XM S %S E W 5. iy
Bl FAFE T E LN BENRY, RAIT R0 2%
BT DL R I SR PP . BT 2R
5, MR S AR A R A, VEAS
AT T B AR — RFAT S0 3 T7 55 771 B 7
FEA T AR B SR S, PPN B (1 TR
i, AIE BB DT T — AT SR, ST
PE P B AL A AE 2R P, 05 35 B e DA
i, E NS TR AL, AR
T 2 MNMHEGFREA, AP B Tuzlukov
H T KSR, Hi7E 2 Bolderheij% AP H iz
E XA, DA 3 i Johansson ™ U 4 H A= A7 B
BEAY, SRTHG, — 5 TH, XA T R B LR VT AN 1)
Jridk, MECLSEHUN T H AR s &AL A A
M BhAS TP AT, DRSS T B S T AR 1 g
MR, A, EH R, EERRAT R
T, BRI T FURRCE N, BT T AR ES
Bidi B AR 1) B R IL A 57

AR, 5 [E R K F NarykovaE NP
T X F R (Adversarial Risk, AR) RIS, HiE
X AN BRSO T H Ao 377 B
PO I BT AR TR LR A S AR A B2
Narykov#E H 0 F RSB A I 5 £, FEEE
TR IR IR MG . SLhrd, A
I T B AR A& B 3 A A E . X FhAS
Bf R R ) — D7 TR VR T RO AT i 5 S A BE AL, AH
LT 2 B H AR S 0= AL E R R, B
b H S HRGTE L R 1R R . 55— 71,
NAZ BT B A 7 R B SR, BArEE .
BHPIRA (M B B I ) AR R A0,
R FEUBEGH B AN e R E TR . SR,
X T B AR AR T 45 7€ 18 BIPIRA 1 2 H ARt T
FEm M E TG B R . R, EESEILH bR
A RE I T LA, — Bl A7)
Tk RAE I Z BARIREESS, e 2 BARIRES G5
A AT SR A T o

BENLEESTHHE 12 (Finite Set Statistics, FISST)M

IBFFELE 719944 . Sk gmEsit AR, b
HILER B VLR B 0 R AN o 1 1 A 4 AR SR ) AR
PEAERAE SO RN AEZE T, A2 HARER S ) R
7 G — B AL DU ig i e SE . AL TE N 2 H
B J 9 o3 A i) [ IR H AR . & H ARSI BE
BUEBL A B ARTEI I Ge AR, Rl & T 1A 4t
TR BB 2 HARERER 2S5 AHbTTH
HEANNZINZ BbrER A, B850 TR
R, RIRDOGivt s 3 RS AT FE L VTl o BT
EREBENLEE AT, SCHR[10]HE S T 5t T KUK ) B
Bor At (LI 07 2) R, HEW AR T
AR R BR B B SRR AR O3, TG B S
WM. ik, Z5APoissonmiidfE, SCHR[10]3E—%,
TR U ) B AR T iR ZE A (S T )
FHAR, FHETHRREE (Probability Hypo-
theses Density, PHD) FRIEEZSSZIL T X F XU (I
Pl .

WA FET RN 2 B bR IR EE 20
NP, —RRIARPRERHLERERER RS, BRI
(Bernoulli) BREF#R 17, PHDUO /L4034 i 40 W 2R
1% % (Cardinality Balanced Probability Hypo-
theses Density, CPHD)MREI#17. AL F
(Multi-Bernoulli, MB) #RER#151146 ;5 — bR
RBENUARIRERSS, ) AR 20 S5 (Generalized
Labeled Multi-Bernoulli, GLMB) R #2202, ¥x
2% R (LMB) FRERZES 505 SPHDIE B %
FEE, LMBEREES L HAIAER DT : (1)LMB
PRI A LA DO B bR S NS B FRITERE 775 (2)LMB
PR B A R B 1 e T e UG DL ST R R S 1) P
GLMBUEREE &, JUHAEARAS A R0 i A% i % 37 5t
T, PEREZ LT PHDIER A -

BRIk, AR SCHEREALAR BB HESL T 5 T LMBR
EE R HIE TR T UKL AE L Pl 1) 8, 2 vk T

(1) F=T X F XS PR R A e AR R, -l
T 7 LMBA A B GeTE R T KU B /N3 77 1R 22 Al
tREA. 4ELMBEERSS, ##H T —METLMB
PRIER R G0 T T RS AR 2R PPl 77 7%

(2) XFF MR e N TR ZE AL T S AR 2 R
BRIy, BIRA HE . B iZm i, A4S



272 Tk

(gL

#13%

B G R BT A, SR
X RS i N T R ZE A T BUE T T %

e *%?l*fﬂﬂiﬁﬁig)\@é%lziﬁ%
W, BT Rrp AR AR, Rk 1R A
TR PG T ‘f%ﬁ%ﬁti%‘ .

2 MFXERE

Hof T JRUSEE (1012132 48 — 21 M 0 A T sl A X
F HARA IR EE B =G s I . T A
K/NET UL B FRFT d5 8260 H bR 4 45 ) 2 [R5
PAE RIS PTG, BARAR 1 — BRI N2
XTFH AR THR AR & 6. HEEB O
SRR AR . H AR R — R ds
X H bR I AT TR 7 BB MR

21 5 2.2 R XS F H bR A &= R, #R
T Z BbrxtF RS A . SR 2.3k
TXFEARTEHR AT SRR, WHRAGEEE R4
ST H ARFT i AR

BB FT AR € NN F Bir, Hahliz
REHFH 21, € XVRIR KX T HARK T %=
AL 21955, P % HbRFT o 55 19 5 20K 49 ik
W ()fESME; (2)—KiEiFEM., fHRH,
AR T AR 2 H bR R
2.1 fntERE

R — X F Hbwag, A H = AHATH
ﬁ, Hrdr, B ARMESEIL A VA, Bbre, X3

TR ANFEE AN (2),i=1,2,no F52X]

FHbr21. nX]L{RFAJ\_ﬁZE’WJ%ZK n da(x;) < Va
B E AR 0485, AR LB KT 5=,
AR HAR B s 3 T 2 N,
BBt 7= 52 2R B F 8 2 B bR B 2 .

RAZ $1n = Z dA fz TA xz (1)

1<i<n

3 (1) BRI e T R A
REERFT, TR

2.2 FeHiRa

521952840, B —HXF H bR, W5 %
FERHTIT R, Hob, BRSO IR T R AR EE
da(zi),i=1,2,-n. % Hbpa X587 Ak i %
NVd A (x5) > Va, Vi = 1,2, n B A FrFT 05 3 g
oo, TR T HbRRe e — Kl e 07 H AR,
W2 B br AT = H br s b 887 S AT 9 T 4T
FARIHE, 2 H BRI 557 IRE SR a) R 4B

J[31-33] )EHZ—RISK

l
it

1— H [1—7a ()] (2)

1<i<n

RIS, 732 B0 05 T e o (3) 15

1- ] [1—7,4(%)]] 3)

1<i<n

7?/A,l_[ (xlzn) - VA .

R (3) BTt et TR, A g ek
Fort, TR e #0726

2.3 $THHIRREY

M (1) M(3), TEIRR NIRRT L 2 ek
BB, T A o () B X T RS I 00 2
o ASCEEEEX T H bR A S AR 45T i g
Jy AT o w0, R T d e I O T H
PR ETT G AOBE B R T AT e B ST H
PREGIT A B B B AR G . BRI S, @aLdTd
R AR IR

Ta (2) £ ca () ia () (4)
HAr, cq(z): X —[0,1]RAEX F HART 5 58
FEHNRHINF H IR SR LA B R R E,
LA 2 S AR R 87890,

<m<x>—exp<—7ﬁ2;f)> )

Hrb, b, BRXNFHIRBAEFTHUE, r(z,24):
X x X = RVERNFHRMNE ST AN Bra
B ia: X — [0, RIEERRMITHER, F
BLEH H AR 7 R, R g 0 S AR A O

ia(x) =exp (—9(2%’4) ) (6)

Hrr, 6:XxX = [0, F&m BRI T M, Al
HARE LT FAN AR S 3P L R A, iR,
by NFAE RBUZSH. Ak, B HART AT
IS FAARIEE . A 2 YRR B

3  ETLMBIRER=SBIXT F XS L 757

% TFLMB (Labeled Multi-Bernoulli) R i & i)
Xof - RS B 25 At R AR 37 557 op 2 A0 - H AR S
B , (5 BhLMBERERSS, 7 51t 37 5t
FERALE (JUH R B AL E ) R T XS 3E 4772
g

3R T REALAIERE R RGeS T XA,
I T e/ NE TR ZE SR AR LR PP A0 T XU s 3.27%5
BT 2 QAT B AL, R4 FEHLA PR 4 (Ran-
dom Finite Set, RFS) £ B3/ ik, %




1 TURHES: T2 2 A% R ERELSS 105 F XS h & A5 771k 273
A2 i1 A, ] B (R (3) AR (S)H, T

B 10T BT SR B RoR &
Fig. 1 A schematic diagram of the scenario where the

opponent’s targets attack own assets

Xt PR 70 A e N T IR Z AT RIE S, R R
B AR BB 55

3.1 ETRFSHSGIHXFXERE

fEsbrp s, XFHRREEEZN, HH
PRANEUN AR, PR A AR H BRI XU A AE
A ENE, MEUESEIE. T AHRES
W, AHEEEAMNE) ) IRES R EIN AR 1 2 H AR AR
NRFS(SFENL A 12 B0, IR 92 H bR R B
] B i 1 48— L DU R AR SR . A
RESEME L X T HIRRAE, MEETRESHSE T
TR, SR A e/ N T R ZHE R TS T
PRRS: (1 B DAt T

B, MG AU RO G T XU R

Re =2 Ra0P 2 Re(X) (7)

H, ofRmBRBEHIEHE T, X = {21, 20,20}
K2 HRRESES, nEBrR BN BRI E).
MEE EdE, Gt F IR R (X) € RAZFEHL
M FEO M BEALAR B R L. 37 MR 0 A1 2L A,
MIATFI MR R TR, T Re (X) MGt
HARTE, Re(X)—M Gt RRN

pre =E[Re] = /RQ(X)w(X)aX (8)
oo, / SXFTHELRUY, w(X)ForbNL U
OIS R B R AR RS TR, re
BN T2 1 T F B % T R R BB A
T, BRI AN IR A

D B (R (1)) FHE ERFSJ5 3 4 A A
ASR(8), HISCHR[IO]AT S0, IR R % - R 5
AN R I T T 38 (9) H

IDDR ¢ :/dA () 7a () vo (x) dz (9)
Horlt, ve (2) ForR BENLL AL D 138 R 50

TR Xt T2 XU 0 e NI T IR ZE A T
prie =V (1-Ge [l —7a]) (10)
Hrb, Go [|RIRBENLIERE S AOMER A2 B B

[14]

(Prob-
ability-Generating Functionals, p.g.fl.s)

3.2 ETLMBO BN FRER/NIFHIREMIT
FELMBEREZSHEL T, SN ZI2 H s /555
A ELMBAM i 45 A IR R e ALY,
AA7ER (9) FI2 (10) F LR L 3 — 5 4 S LMB4y
A R0 WK B NS TT IR ZEAG T R IE
3.2.1 JNMEAEE
EIEL: AELZLMBER 5 fin(|2)=
{09, p®) (-|2)):0ely }, HrprOFIp® () ﬁ(An)
2 (A-12) % H (L) - %%xﬁmﬁZ,m
B (E(1)), K ZRE TS B N T R ZE A

R Z Z w IO FO) [d,74]
(I+,9)€]:(]L+)><@1+ Lely
(11)
/\I:F'
FO[f /f )p'@ (z,0)d (12)

EIBLERR: MR SR [10], mwﬁzm
BT, TR RED, o R % T XU 552 /)N
B R AT (9) s o R4 LMBER BR 4% 58T
T2, LMBJE 50 A (55 B R AT Ros N

v () = > w0 (2) 3" p@ (2,0)

(I+,0)€]-'(]L)><®1+ ZEI+
(13)

X (13) A (9)75
> Y [a@mne

(I4,0)EF(Ly)xOr, Lt

O (2,0)dz (14)
FIAF(12), LMB4: i B X T KU 5 /N8 7 iR 224
VATEE— B R (1L), e BARHIE
3.2.2 EMAER

EI2: A ELFZLMBE R fin(|Z)=
{(rOpO (12)) 0Ly}, Hor® Fip® (|Z) i
R (A1) R (A-12) % 1. BT FERBL] 0
R (A(3)), RIS ZI0 T R e N B T iR ZE Al TE N

Uy o =



274 Tk

(gL

#13%

HTT,@

:VA

1- I <1— 3 wT+:0)
(

tely I1,0)eF(Ly)xOr,

% {1_1:(9) [1_“]})] (15)

EFBIERR : Ak [10), TR L] e
AR, X FRENLEAED, L XF LR XU F5¢ /)N
YR ZERRIRNA

prp,e =Va(l—Ge [l —74]) (16)

B SCRR[14) TN, K ZILMBJG 5070 A [fp.g.fl.s.
A[RINN
g¢u—nﬂ:11(1—

el

#R A7) (16), 15
1— H (1_r<e> 1 p®

Lely

< [ 1= 7a@)p @l2z)as )

BE—0 M, LMBERERS} S 5S40 O Fpl) (2) 1
Fika (A (A-11). K(A-12)FAK(18), K (15)HE-

3.2.3 WMFREMHHBIEITERE

TR i BT A B U7 92 2 LMIBUE ¢ A% A o DL ) 5
fﬁd?iiﬁ?‘o A TIRAE I, H—PH T
Xt KA T A TS5 . BRLMBJE %5y
b 28 () ZRE "SR, 2

J
(‘9) (z,0) Z

(1) AR
M%ﬁul,QHE:mwﬁﬂTﬁiﬂﬁﬁ
1‘7 OREETHEZEFO [dara]. KHR(19)AN

ZRFO [dr] 15

F© [daTa] = Zw(e)/ T4 (x)
x N (Jc; m (¢), P® (6)) dz (20)

[ 2. 375 Fh AT AR AR A 7y () (0K (4) FTR)
B ca(x) Flia (o) BRI L LR B, R BE3Z &
FO [dara] TRENTRE. ik, AR —FET =
VR BUE T E . BARTT R IE T

M EEmYT R =1,2,-, 7, AT Np fdh
£, Bp

PO 4 rOpO 1 ]} (17)

prr.e =Va

(18)

(x; m® (¢), p© (z)) (19)

jjgte)NN (‘Tam(e) (g)vp(e) (6)) ) W= 1723 "',Np
(21)

FIFHFTRAS Np M FEARIEALTHH FO) [daTa], TI13
) [daTa] = Z Zw( VdaTa ( 6)) (22)

jlnl

B, A5 (22) RN (1) 7178
J Np

SR MR 9 9 S
P (14 0)eFLy)x0;, tely j=1n=1
ar(#)es (0)r () o9
(2) TR
FRE, MR (15), WA L] B F Rt
UK B 0 S B TE T4 B2 B FO) [ — 7a], 4438
(19 RNZ B F®) [1 — 7] 15

177A Zw(e)/ (1 =74 (x))
xN(x'm(e) (), P® (z)) do (24)

‘—ﬁbn‘fﬁﬁﬂﬁéw, FIREA S BAOREA LY, n =
~ Np, A[{FF® [1 - TA] E’Jiﬁlﬁﬁrﬁi

O -+ (0 e (6)
PO =5 330 (1 (o )
) @
RIEHF A (25) AN (15), A5

brr.e =Va

1- 1 (1_ 3 wd+0)
(

Lely I+,9)€]‘-(]L+)><@1+

(1—6,4( (e>)

o

3.3 X FXEITEE XD MARIZ

K225 T FE T LM BER B 2% A T2 XU DA% 5
ERVREARRAE . E2FT R, REMEEEEAS
LM BRI 28 B0 F ) PG A e, H A LMB
SR B AR = LA A T AR ZE B s TR R
G PP A A ke 32 A, 5 4T T MR 23 T BRU RN 37 IS 1Y) B
N TR AN

5 R T PHDER B85 106 T XU A% SR b
JCIHAE SR A P R ST MRASIMER EH 5T,
BT LM B R 7 25 10 505 = AR PP A 25 2R 5 m i ff HL
B,



F1 THIPHEE: B THR%E 2 U SR R 28 0 T RS S A VA 77 7% 275
T3
m(X)| i 2
e LMBHl El T,
73 Sk <
P I k1 Z) £
ki 27— LMBF 2
TrkH(X) § 0 \QQ\
£ 1 N Qé“
HrEL ) BWrEN R S 22
xf . o R “Corgy,, 20 R
= I ! ! Hate (g, ) ° «z,eo"‘
@ It 5| | SR TR 5 s« Gl
W LN (= WL 8 2% 10
2P 1 { 1 . i RTIN 4 4
o |[rBiRE| [RIBTRE|  [RABFRE BRI % Bt H 1
it it it 3 kML 3D UL S H AR S E L
Foa Ha, Hay Fig. 3 Radar surveillance scene-3D view multi-target real

P 2 X T RS PP A S A TR I

Fig. 2 Overall flow chart of adversarial risk assessment algorithm

4  BIEMEETE

AR TT B b5 R By Bk 677 5 18 ML
50, WA E SRR, X5 T LMBERER 88 B0 F X
B (AR)VPAS 53k (RIARLMB- AR 5035 ) it 47 PR fE P
fil o SVEMEREVP Al LLE T PHD PR R 88 (105 5 XK
RS HE (R PHD-AR SR ) VE NP RERRFT

F BT I B L AR, DIILER T 360 s.
FIBHABER (D2 Pyos P2o) = (0,0 ,0) km, MR X IkE
[—35,35] x [0,100] x [0,7] km, ##EEMT =15,
WEAESN B HR, BT ESFR, & H
WS HERILGH.

LB RBW N BESAE (2,01, 21) =
(—28050,0,0) m, HE2SE (22,92, 22) = (9500, 5500,
45) m, WEPESIIE (23,3, 23) = (23900, 3000, 35) m.
HArE ARG E, Blda =100, R HEH
b, = 15000m, RS E by = 50°,

AR FHFRAE B bR 25 7 8 455 34 A 505 & )
A H R Z H AR BIREN 2k = Dok Dok
Dyt Dy Dok Dokl s (Dusks Dy k) 75 H AR A7
By (PukrDyky, Dok) o BAREEE, “T” R

KRR
L H AR A AR R RSO M T,
flei|e,0) = N(zy; Fr, Q) (27)

Horfr, BCRRFEIE PRV RE MR P 0m P T ZHERE QO
N

A 0, 0,
F=|10 A 0, (28)
0, 0, A

movement trajectory

* 1 T EIEFRA L & R ZIFNZE TR %)
Tab. 1 The birth and death moments of different targets

B maws geewe P UREE
(km, km, km)
T 1 360 (34,99,6.5) S
T, 50 360 (98,80,6) S
T3 50 360 (-30,90,6.5) Sy
T 100 360 (-10,80,6) S,
Ts 100 360 (32,60,6.5) Ja
Q=02BB" (29)
H,
1 T
A= { 0 1 } (30)
By 0251 0241 1
B=|0:1 By 01|, Bo=| 2 (31)
0251 0241 Bp T

0, A0, 5 77 AR 7R X n4E FEFlIm x n 4EFE R HE
FE: o, =5 m/s? KR I FEmE A bRifE 22 o

EERFZEM 2z, =[r ¢ ¢]T, Hr o, ¢57 5
KN EAE A REER . A I, s
HARALIR B BN AR B e 3T«

9(z|lz) = N(2; H(z), R) (32)

Hrr, ENeRECH () FENINE: = 57 ZH R 1N
H (z) =

2
\/(px - pxo)Z + (py - pyo) + (pz _p20)2
arctan 7(% _ pyo)
(Py — Pao) (33)
arctan (p; — P=o) :
2
L (px_pﬂfo) + (py_pyo) J

R= diag([af, Uia U;]T) (34)



276 Tk

(gL

#13%

EHo,=30m, 0,=05°, 0y =0.5° 5 R RR
PR 7 AL A R A AR AE 225 arctan () FRo8 R IE
DIkt HARKSAAFMEPs = 0.98, R HIRK
RRE Ry Py, 2RI AT RS HO A AR S R .
PHDFLMBJE i #5251 5% IR & 5 i (GM) SR
Titke BEIEGMSEM S HUEFEW T AA55H 5>
BT TIRY 4 =107% GMSEILH)m i &
BB TTIRS & IR TR 20 90 Ay = 1075 My, = 45
T 30 23 R P B R AN R 1) 9 N = 100 %08 35 XU
PR B I RT VA, R HUNp BX10.
KHRMSE#EAT X T MK Al tH iR ZE V-G, Il
Geit e 4 R A2 1004k 5 R R % (Monte Carlo,
MO)SEE I 85 5. B S0 T KR v+ 5 78 -
B E L H FRIRE 7 AR (1) M2 (3) 15 2 H SE 1)
XFF RIS R, FH PPAl SR U 55 nd SR I R X T
RESAL AR, » XS T RS FIRMSE TR i T

> (%)

RMSEg, = EiL‘?V“‘* (35)

Hor, NIRRT E.
4.1 BRSLIGLER

(), B RV 17E D L] e
BN, AR EN =25, KIKEEP, =080,
PHD-ARSVZEALMB- ARGV H 1% T XU Ak
ShERBERT AR A 2k . eAh, LMB-ARSVEIL AT
DA B A3 50 F ) A, El5(a), BE5(b)A
#5355t Y o AT BB T #4075
([—40,40] x [—40,40] km ) #HH 1k (500x500) f5, i
Hiz s g — S F R, K, Aaf

“O” RAEBIRFTEALE
ERLE

Kld(a), KE4(b)FRW, MEBET BT F R
M2, FerAA T B AR F XSS E 5 %
FERNMEAR Y, B0E T SEVERIARE. H5PHD-AR
PG EEMEL, ASCHTIR LM B-ARVE Al 5%,
B 0T B S A T XSS 45 . PHD-ARIFAY
HLGE B FS s A ZE B I (R HERS T3 K. TF
GIYEL, BARFEE VRO, SRR, ZRA
B HAREEERS, KPR, xRS,
2SR . T SCAR TR H LM B- AR VAL 592
FAR I RS, 7E0F R ECKH B, LMB-
ARVPE AN RE 1S BV AT I VPAS &5 SR . bah, M
Kld(a), E4(b)HhmTLlEH, fERLRZ], PHD-
ARFLIRS H A% F RS EAG 45 R SR TR, PR
SR HPLEE A, %4 R PHD R BE 28 U PR i R
Mo H—7J71, LMB-ARVESE 4 g5 A
P ] B PN 3 R R e HLS IR S it T U YA 45

K5(a), E5(b)#BILMB-ARS ELE S At
A SO RS ARG 2, AT DASER & k3%
A%, BAAEHEEE .
4.2 TEEETEMH

A1 FHFE AR, ANFEAT ISR T Bk
AEELXT o

6 (a), E6(b)DMAET D g BRI
1 o BT, %517 R R R I PHD-AR
FEFILMB- ARSL 46 H 3T T XU PPk 5% 22 B
A2 . E6R AT LA Y, [F] — R A R
T, METPHD-ARSE, R FLMB-ARF L
IRMSE KRR, %45 /R T LMB-ARF LM

N7 FoRITT BT

250 100
200 | 80 #f
e E !
= =
é 150 i‘—E 60 r
& &
= 100 | X 4 | w
#h 100 % 40 l
4 4
50 20 +
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350
] (s) W (s)
=
(a) TR AR (b) Feth
(a) Additive model —+LMB-AR (b) Multiplicative model

4 FPFEN =25, MMBFE Py = 0.8 F, %r=1{PHD- ARSI AILMB- ARSI )% 35 A A 12 e 17 25 14 1 it 2%
Fig. 4 Curves of the counterparty risk estimates of asset 1’s PHD-AR algorithm and LMB-AR algorithm changing over time under the
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