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Abstract

This research describes the ConOps(Concept of Operations) of sea-based guided weapon systems. The
ConOps describes how the proposed system is to be used and is more descriptive than technical in terms of
various stakeholders. It should be prepared to support the concept of the life cycle stage of the system.
Developing ConOps plays an important role in ensuring that operational/maintenance, maintenance, and
acquisition and development areas are better understood by users' needs and expectations. In this point of
view, this work presents the process of deriving ConOps and aims to derive operational concept of maritime
guided weapon system by using tools.
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Fig. 1 Definition of ConOps process
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Fig. 4 Priority of derived function
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