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Network Centric is an Umbrella Term

• Network Centric includes
– US: Network Centric Warfare (NCW)
– UK: Network Enabled Capability (NEC)
– Sweden: Network-Based Defense
– Australia: Network Enabled Capability/ Network Centric 

Warfare
– Australia: Knowledge Analysis Framework
– NATO: NATO Network Enabled Capability (NNEC)
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US: NCO Conceptual Framework
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UK: Network Enabled Capability
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* From “UK Conceptual Framework” By Anthony Alston and Lt Col MerfynLloyd
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Sweden: Network-Based Defense
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The interplay between Doctrine, organization, personnel and 
Technology is fundamental when developing Network-Based

Defense capabilities

Examples of System Contents on the Three Arenas

* From “Network-Based Defense for Sweden- Latest Fashion or a Strategic Step Into the Future?” by Manuel W. Wik
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Australia: Network Enabled Capability/ 
Network Centric Warfare
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* From “Factors for Networked Warfare: An Australian Perspective” By Ed Kruzins
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Australia: Knowledge Analysis Framework
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* From “The Knowledge Analysis Framework- Metric for the Information Age” by Dr. Anne-Marie Grisogono
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NATO: NATO Network Enabled Capability

• (1) Resilient Information 
Infrastructure

• NCW1
• (2)Full Availability of Information

• NCW 2
• (3)Shared Values and Awareness

• NCW 2
• (4)Synchronizaed Effects

• NCW 3, Nature of Response
• (5)‘Effects Based’ Planning
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* From “The NATO Vision of Network Enabled Capability (NNEC)” By Dr. Tom Buckman
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NATO: NATO Network Enabled Capability
Initial Thoughts on Transition Thinking

• Identify Missions
• Mission Capability Scenarios
• Experimentation, Exercises
• National, Multi-National roles, 

role specialization
• Agile Groups, Flexible Working

• Deploying Network Enabled 
Units

• Advanced Training
• Evolving Doctrine, TTPs…

Building on the infrastructure
Delivery of Net-Ready Platforms
Dynamic Interoperability
Semantic Web
Agent Based Technology

Paying the Entry Fee
Robust Info-structure
Full Info availability
Fully Networked Support
Dynamic Discovery and use of 
Info services
Platform-Language neutral info 
sharing
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* From “The NATO Vision of Network Enabled Capability (NNEC)” By Dr. Tom Buckman
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Questions, Thoughts, Puzzles?

??


