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THE OPENING EDITORIAL

INTEGRATING DEFENCE IN AN ERA
OF PERSISTENT PRESSURE
Integration, resilience and sustainment across a changing security environment.

Military capability depends on more than the
platforms in service. Sensors, command
links, firing units, trained personnel and
sustainment must work together under
operational pressure. Ukraine’s Integrated
Air Defence System, the cover story of this
issue, examines how a layered network
combines legacy and Western systems, and
what shapes its resilience over time. The
accompanying analysis of Patriot interceptor
supply focuses on the gap between urgent
demand and the pace at which usable
missiles can be delivered. These subjects
point to a wider planning problem: air
defence must protect forces and
infrastructure while managing finite
interceptor stocks, maintenance demands
and competing priorities. Performance
therefore rests on integration and endurance
as well as equipment. The issue considers
how those factors affect the ability to
preserve coverage, adapt to changing
threats and keep a defence network
functioning through sustained pressure. It
also asks how repair capacity, replacement
stocks and trained crews influence the time
a system can remain effective.

Other contributions examine how military
systems adapt and operate beyond their
immediate theatres. Russia’s drone-strike
industry and the development of the Geran-5
raise questions about production, battlefield
feedback and the limits of reported
performance. The distinction between a
design’s stated characteristics and its
observed use remains essential: output,
reliability, launch arrangements and
operational effect require separate
assessment. China’s carrier operations and
the Shenlong spaceplane extend the
discussion to reach, persistence and activity
in orbit. In each case, visible platforms or
test activity provide only part of the picture.
Training, maintenance, command
arrangements, infrastructure and the ability
to sustain repeated operations shape what a
force can achieve. The articles examine
these programmes as indicators of evolving
capability, while keeping claims, confirmed
activity and analytical judgement distinct.
This places technical developments in the
context of force employment without
treating potential as established
performance.

Maritime security features across the Black
Sea and the approaches to the Gulf,
alongside the exposure of digital
infrastructure to disruption. These cases
show how commercial routes, military
activity and critical services can be affected
by pressure below the threshold of open
conflict as well as by direct military action.
NATO and European coverage considers
readiness, simultaneous crises, Belarusian
force structure and planning for a possible
multinational mission in Ukraine. Announced
plans and stated capabilities provide
indicators; they do not by themselves
demonstrate operational effectiveness. The
practical test lies in coordination, available
forces, command relationships, logistics and
political commitment. Across the issue, we
distinguish observed activity from claims and
assess the constraints that shape
implementation. The aim is to connect
developments across domains while
preserving uncertainty where evidence
remains incomplete. This is a review of
questions that matter for defence planning,
not a forecast of outcomes. It also considers
where national readiness depends on allied
support and whether commitments can be
sustained when several demands coincide.SENIOR CHIEF ANALYST  |  EDITOR-IN-CHIEF
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Headlines Russia–Ukraine War

Russian Strikes Halt Three Ukrainian Power Plants
as Ukraine Targets Russia’s Yaroslavl Refinery
DTEK GENERATION STOPPED
Russian missile and drone
attacks on 3 November forced
three of DTEK’s five thermal
power plants to stop generating
electricity. The company did not
identify the facilities, disclose
how much capacity was offline
or provide a repair timetable.
Ukrainian officials reported
emergency power outages in
Kyiv and at least six other
regions. President Volodymyr
Zelensky reported 289 drones,
17 ballistic missiles and 59
cruise missiles in the nationwide
barrage; those figures describe
the overall attack, not the
weapons used against any
individual plant. The confirmed
consequence at the three DTEK
sites is a suspension of
generation. Its duration and
wider effect on electricity supply
remain undetermined.

YAROSLAVL: REPORTED
DAMAGE
During the night of 2–3
November, Ukrainian UAVs
struck the Slavneft-YANOS
refinery in Yaroslavl. The
regional governor reported
damage to refinery
infrastructure, a fire and injuries
to two employees. He also said
Russian defences had repelled
an attack involving 124 drones;
that claim does not establish
how many UAVs reached or hit
the refinery. Available imagery
appears to show a substantial
fire, but affected processing
units have not been identified.
No halt to crude processing or
reduction in refinery output has
been confirmed. The visible fire
is evidence of an incident, not a
measure of production lost. The
scale and duration of any
disruption remain unknown.

EFFECTS NOT YET
COMPARABLE
The events place energy
infrastructure under pressure,
but their operational effects
cannot yet be compared on
equal terms. DTEK reported that
three plants had stopped
generation; at Yaroslavl, damage
and fire were reported while the
impact on output remains
unclear. Nationwide attack totals
do not establish the effect at an
individual installation, and
visible fire does not quantify
production loss. Assessment
should separate strike reach,
physical damage and
operational consequence. The
evidence supports continued
pressure on energy systems,
while the cumulative cost and
duration of disruption remain
open questions. Restoration
depends on damage and parts
availability, neither disclosed in
sufficient detail.

INDICATORS TO FOLLOW
Key indicators are the return of
DTEK generation, any confirmed
restoration timeline,
identification of damaged
refinery units and verified
changes in processing or output.
Grid conditions and emergency
power measures will help
establish whether the plant
stoppages have wider supply
effects. Further evidence on
refinery damage, repairs and
restart conditions is needed
before estimating economic or
military consequences.
Repeated attacks could increase
demands for infrastructure
protection, reserve generation
and grid management, but
cumulative effects require
evidence over time. No disclosed
restoration or throughput data
currently support a quantitative
estimate.
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Headlines Middle East

Reported Qeshm Strikes and Oman Vessel
Attack Heighten Uncertainty Around Hormuz
QESHM: REPORTED STRIKES
U.S. officials said U.S. forces
carried out limited strikes on
Qeshm Island on 2 November.
One described the action as
defensive, aimed at Iranian
forces using surface-to-air
missiles against U.S. assets in
the Strait of Hormuz. Iranian
state media reported explosions.
The Pentagon referred questions
to U.S. Central Command, which
did not respond to Reuters’
request for comment. Officials
said the strikes did not mark a
return to major combat
operations. Public reporting has
not established the exact sites,
weapons used or extent of
damage. ‘Limited’ remains the
U.S. description; no independent
effects assessment has been
released.

ATTACK OFF OMAN
On the evening of 2 November,
the Indian-flagged commercial
dhow MSV AL JUSUFI was
attacked near Limah on Oman’s
Musandam coast while sailing
outbound through the Strait of
Hormuz. Indian authorities said
14 Indian nationals were aboard:
one seafarer died of injuries
sustained in the attack and 13
were rescued by Omani
authorities. UKMTO recorded the
Indian Government’s report and
said the vessel’s status was
unknown. India’s shipping
minister described the striking
object as unidentified. Neither
the public Indian statements nor
UKMTO identified the attacker,
launch point or precise weapon.
The casualties and rescue are
confirmed; the vessel’s condition
and the method of attack remain
unresolved.

NO VERIFIED OPERATIONAL
LINK
The events occurred in the same
strategic maritime setting, but
timing and proximity do not
establish a connection. The
reported action on Qeshm is
attributed to the United States
by officials; the attack on the
commercial vessel remains
unattributed. There is no verified
evidence that the Qeshm strike
prompted the vessel attack or
that both formed part of a
coordinated operation. Qeshm’s
position beside the Strait gives
the reported strikes regional
significance, but available
evidence does not show a
change in Iranian maritime
activity or a direct effect on
shipping. The two incidents
should therefore be assessed
separately until further evidence
emerges.

INDICATORS TO FOLLOW
For shipping operators,
uncertainty centres on the
dhow’s status, the
circumstances of the attack and
any implications for passage
through the area. Follow UKMTO
and national maritime
advisories, official investigation
findings, confirmed vessel
damage, further details on the
striking object, and any verified
changes in route patterns or
navigational guidance. A single
attack does not establish a
general closure of the Strait, a
persistent interdiction capability
or a change in the overall threat
level. New information could
help distinguish an isolated
incident from a sustained shift in
maritime risk. Conclusions
should remain limited to what
authorities and operators
confirm.
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Headlines China & Indo-Pacific

Beijing Talks Reaffirm China–Russia Defence
Ties without New Operational Commitments
THE BEIJING MEETING
On 3 November, Russian
Defence Minister Andrei
Belousov met Zhang Shengmin,
vice chairman of China’s Central
Military Commission, in Beijing.
The Chinese Defence Ministry
said Zhang called for stronger
strategic communication,
military mutual trust and
exploration of additional areas of
cooperation. He linked the
relationship to both countries’
sovereignty and security
interests and regional stability.
The Russian account stressed
continued coordination, strategic
consultations and practical
cooperation. Both readouts
presented the relationship as
continuous and politically
significant. Neither publicly
described a specific new
operational arrangement,
exercise or implementation
timetable. No public statement
tied the meeting to a specific
operational plan or theatre.

INTENT AND
IMPLEMENTATION
Statements about mutual trust,
coordination and cooperation
can preserve political alignment
and institutional contact. They
do not, by themselves, establish
common planning,
interoperability, shared
command arrangements or
operational readiness. The
published accounts identify no
new exercise, deployment,
transfer, procurement plan or
schedule. That absence does not
prove such matters were
excluded from private
discussions; it means no
verifiable new commitment
appeared in the public readouts.
The distinction matters when
assessing defence ties: broad
declarations indicate intent,
while exercises, procedures,
technical exchanges and
sustained combined activity
provide stronger evidence of
implementation.

WHAT THE READOUTS SHOW
The meeting is a visible act of
military diplomacy, but the
public accounts provide only a
partial view of the discussions.
The language supports an
assessment of continuity in the
senior military channel and an
intention to maintain strategic
coordination. It does not
establish a change in either
country’s force posture or
demonstrate a deeper level of
operational integration. Public
statements may omit sensitive
details, so the absence of a
disclosed commitment should
not be treated as proof that no
private understanding exists.
Assessment should remain tied
to evidence that can be
corroborated over time. No
change in posture can be
inferred from the meeting alone.

INDICATORS TO FOLLOW
Follow-up should focus on
named practical measures:
future bilateral or multilateral
exercises, recurring senior
consultations, new coordination
mechanisms, technical
exchanges or agreed
programmes. Their scale,
complexity and frequency would
help determine whether public
intent is translated into
force-level cooperation. A single
meeting does not establish
imminent joint activity or a
change in either force’s
deployment. The public accounts
identify no cooperation linked to
a specific theatre. For now, the
significance lies in continuity of a
high-level military channel and a
public signal of strategic
alignment; its operational effect
remains uncertain. Any further
activity should be compared with
prior engagement over time.
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Headlines NATO & European Security

Multinational Force Ukraine to Test Post-War
Deployment Plans in November Exercise
EXERCISE FRAMEWORK
Exercise KOALICJA 26.2 is
scheduled in Poland from 9 to
22 November. The UK and
France will jointly lead the first
exercise of the Multinational
Force Ukraine (MNF-U), with
about 2,800 personnel from 11
countries. The stated aim is to
rehearse arrangements for a
possible future mission and
improve readiness across
participating forces. The
exercise is not a deployment
into Ukraine. The published
figure describes exercise
participation; it does not
establish the size or
composition of any future force.
Its value will be to expose
planning gaps before
governments decide whether
and under what conditions a
mission could proceed. The
exercise tests planning, not
political consent.

COMMAND & MOVEMENT
The exercise is planned to test
command and control, force
protection, and the movement
of personnel, equipment and
supplies. Units are expected to
arrive by air, sea and land
before onward movement by
road and rail towards Nowa
Dęba. The UK contribution is
expected to include 300
personnel, RAF Typhoons and a
Voyager refuelling aircraft.
Turkey is to establish a
maritime element in Istanbul
and test mine-clearance
arrangements. These activities
will test coordination across
national contingents and
domains. Public plans, however,
do not yet show how quickly
forces can be assembled or
sustained. Arrival and onward
movement must be sequenced.

POLAND'S HOST-NATION
ROLE
Poland is providing host-nation
support, including reception,
staging and onward movement.
The force flow will depend on
reception capacity, transport
coordination, movement
permissions and the sequencing
of arrivals. Fuel, medical
support and equipment
maintenance are also identified
as enabling requirements.
These are practical interfaces in
a multinational deployment:
delays at a reception point or a
break in onward transport can
affect the movement of the
wider force. The exercise can
test procedures and expose
friction, but its announced
design does not by itself
demonstrate sustained
operational capacity.
Sustainment after reception
remains a key test.

MISSION BOUNDARIES
MNF-U is the military
component of the Coalition of
the Willing and is not connected
to NATO. It is not planned as a
peacekeeping or
ceasefire-monitoring force. UK
guidance describes a potential
post-hostilities role to help
regenerate Ukraine’s armed
forces, reassure the air and
maritime domains and support
mine clearance. Any
deployment would require the
end of hostilities, a Ukrainian
request and further conditions.
Exercise performance may
inform readiness; it cannot
authorise a mission or settle its
force size, rules or timing. A
successful movement rehearsal
would not demonstrate
performance in a contested
environment. Readiness is not
authorisation for deployment.
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