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The Research and Technology
Organisation (RTO) of NATO

RTO is the single focus in NATO for Defence Research and Technology activities. Its mission is to conduct and promote
co-operative research and information exchange. The objective is to support the development and effective use of
national defence research and technology and to meet the military needs of the Alliance, to maintain a technological
lead, and to provide advice to NATO and national decision makers. The RTO performs its mission with the support of an
extensive network of national experts. It also ensures effective co-ordination with other NATO bodies involved in R&T
activities.

RTO reports both to the Military Committee of NATO and to the Conference of National Armament Directors.
It comprises a Research and Technology Board (RTB) as the highest level of national representation and the Research
and Technology Agency (RTA), a dedicated staff with its headquarters in Neuilly, near Paris, France. In order to
facilitate contacts with the military users and other NATO activities, a small part of the RTA staff is located in NATO
Headquarters in Brussels. The Brussels staff also co-ordinates RTO’s co-operation with nations in Middle and Eastern
Europe, to which RTO attaches particular importance especially as working together in the field of research is one of the
more promising areas of co-operation.

The total spectrum of R&T activities is covered by the following 7 bodies:

o AVT Applied Vehicle Technology Panel

¢ HFM  Human Factors and Medicine Panel

e IST Information Systems Technology Panel

¢ NMSG NATO Modelling and Simulation Group

e SAS System Analysis and Studies Panel

e SCI Systems Concepts and Integration Panel

o SET Sensors and Electronics Technology Panel
These bodies are made up of national representatives as well as generally recognised ‘world class’ scientists. They also
provide a communication link to military users and other NATO bodies. RTO’s scientific and technological work is
carried out by Technical Teams, created for specific activities and with a specific duration. Such Technical Teams can

organise workshops, symposia, field trials, lecture series and training courses. An important function of these Technical
Teams is to ensure the continuity of the expert networks.

RTO builds upon earlier co-operation in defence research and technology as set-up under the Advisory Group for
Aerospace Research and Development (AGARD) and the Defence Research Group (DRG). AGARD and the DRG share
common roots in that they were both established at the initiative of Dr Theodore von Kéarman, a leading aerospace
scientist, who early on recognised the importance of scientific support for the Allied Armed Forces. RTO is capitalising
on these common roots in order to provide the Alliance and the NATO nations with a strong scientific and technological
basis that will guarantee a solid base for the future.

The content of this publication has been reproduced
directly from material supplied by RTO or the authors.

Published July 2012

Copyright © RTO/NATO 2012
All Rights Reserved
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Single copies of this publication or of a part of it may be made for individual use only. The approval of the RTA
Information Management Systems Branch is required for more than one copy to be made or an extract included in
another publication. Requests to do so should be sent to the address on the back cover.
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a Master’s degree in Electrical Engineering from the same university for her research on virtual reality
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Vahid Mojtahed is a senior scientist and deputy research director at the Swedish Defence Research Agency
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issues. He has participated also in the NATO Modeling and Simulation Group Technical Activity Program
MSG-042 “Framework for Simulation Resources Reusability (FSRR)” and in the Information System Technologies
IST-075 “*Semantic Interoperability”’. He received his Bachelor’s degree in Computer Science from the Polytechnic
University in Madrid, Spain.

Oscar Jimenez Pascual is Major of the Spanish Army, specialized in telecommunications, computer science
and operational research. He has been working in these fields and, nowadays, he works in the Operational
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Research Department of the Spanish Army, which participates in M&S projects. He also has a degree in Computer
Science from the University of Valladolid, a Master of Operational Research from Complutense University
(Madrid), and an Executive MBA from Financial Studies Centre (Madrid).

Gregory Tackett is a member of the US Army Senior Executive Service (SES) and is the Director of the System
Simulation and Development Directorate (SSDD) in the Research, Development, and Engineering Command
(RDECOM) Aviation and Missile Research, Development, and Engineering Center (AMRDEC). Mr. Tackett
has worked for the Department of Defense since 1982 in the field of Modeling and Simulation (M&S) and is a
leader in academic and professional initiatives to establish M&S as a recognized profession with a defined
body of knowledge and standardized curricula. He has most recently been appointed as the RDECOM M&S
Executive Agent. He has a B.S. degree in Physics from Mississippi College, and an Executive MBA from the
University of Tennessee.

Jeroen Voogd is a member of the scientific staff at the Modeling & Simulation and Gaming Department of
TNO Defence, Security and Safety Division. He holds a Ph.D. in Computational Physics from the University of
Amsterdam in the field of modeling and simulating (M&S) of biophysical systems on parallel and distributed
computing platforms. A recurring theme in his work of the last years is the quality of simulations. This includes
verification and validation of M&S assets, as well as quality assurance within TNO.

William F. Waite is co-founder and Chairman of The AEgis Technologies Group, Inc., where he directs a staff
involved in a wide variety of modeling and simulation (M&S) activities including simulation technologies
evolution; simulation systems development; simulation verification, validation, and accreditation; simulation-
based studies and analyses; and the development of hardware and software products supporting modern M&S
practice. He has more than 30 years of professional involvement in all phases of the M&S life cycle and its
application to systems engineering lifecycle. Mr. Waite is currently active in the evolution of the M&S
profession, industry, and market. He is also engaged in the further discovery and invention of M&S business
practice, emphasizing M&S employment in business enterprise operations.
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