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Technical Performance Measurement;
Overview and Its Application in Complex System Development
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Measure of Effectiveness

The vehicle must be able to drive fully
loaded from Washington, DC, fo Tampa on one
tank of fuel.

Measure of Performance

U—l} Vehicle range must be equal to or greater
than 1,000 mifes.

I TPM Parameter

o

! / s Fuel consumption, vehicle weight, tank size,
{ drag, power train friction, efc.

Fig. 2 Example of MOE, MOP and TPM
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Fig. 3 TPM Parameter for Fire Control System
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