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How did we get here?

Growing Demand For
LVC Interoperability
Technical & Joint Operations 3 ',2

Broad Proliferation of
Tools, Standards, Gateways
Repositories, etc

Numerous, Parallel
Architectures
(HLA, DIS, CTIA, TENA)
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How did we get here?

* Live, Virtual, Constructive Architecture Roadmap (LVCAR) Study

« Purpose: “Develop a future vision and supporting strategy for
achieving significant mteroperablllty Improvements in LVC
simulation environments.”

* Focus: Three dimensions of simulation interoperability
— Technical Architecture
— Business Models
— Standards Evolution and Management Proce
* Precepts That Guide Implementation
— Do no harm
— Interoperability is not free
— Start with small steps
— Provide central management
* Result: A set of recommendations that guide HLT S-C-2
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Where are we going?

Focus: Pursue recommendations identified in the Live, Virtual, Constructive
Architecture Roadmap (LVCAR) report sponsored by the OSD Modeling &
Simulation Steering Committee (M&SSC)
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— Reduce LVC architecture divergence and tool proliferation

— Identify organizational and structural (e.g. use of standards)
options to better manage LVC architecture interoperability

— Create reference models to focus data and service reuse efforts

— Explore emerging technology issues related to future LVC
architecture performance and requirements




Where are we going?

e Desired Results

— Standardized bridges and gateways to link architectures

— Convergence of LVC architecture activities and reuse
libraries

— Commonality in federation templates, object models,
engineering processes

— Initiatives to pursue translational architectures
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Identifies
Areas
of
Investment

(FY09 Phase 1)
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Virtual
Interoperability
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Summary

 JTIEC and M&S CO have established a productive and
collaborative working relationship

o Currently S-C-2 HLT has no major performance,
schedule or cost issues

 S-C-2 Project Manager focus is to carry forward the
recommendations from the defining LVC Architecture

Roadmap study to the ultimate benefit of the readiness
of our warfighters.
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Discussion

HOWJ DID THE

LVC | STANDARDS

MEETING GO7

Dilbert.com  DilbertCartoonistiigmail .com

DID YOU CONVINCE
83 COMPANIES TO
ADOPT STANDARDS
THAT BENEFIT ONLY US
WHILE DOOMING THE
ENTIRE INDUSTRY IN
THE LONG RUN?

Gary w Allen, PhD
S-C-2 HLT Project Manager

2309 o2007Scot Adams, Inc./Dist. by UFS, Inc,

OR ARE YOU CANI

A COMPLETE HEAR
FAILURE?  THOSE
CHOICES
AGATIN?

/

Joint Training Integration and Evaluation Center (JTIEC)

gary.allen@us.army.mil
(O) 407-208-5607
(C) 407-601-9838
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