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Abstract 

Drawing from a rich tapestry of historical analysis and contemporary scholarship, 

this article examines the ongoing evolution of maritime strategy through a 

comparative study of the Persian Gulf and the Mediterranean from 1990 to 2030. 

It demonstrates that the most successful maritime powers have consistently fused 

economic, political, and military dimensions into adaptable strategies that respond 

to changing global realities. Notably, the influence of technological innovation, 

environmental transformation, and the resurgence of multipolar competition have 

significantly shaped modern naval doctrine, necessitating agile responses to 

emerging threats such as cyberwarfare and piracy. The article also spotlights the 

enduring relevance of classical theorists and historical case studies, arguing that 

the synthesis of time-tested strategic principles with forward-thinking innovation 

is vital for nations striving to protect their interests and maintain maritime 

dominance amid a rapidly changing and uncertain international landscape. This 

approach is crucial for navigating the volatility of today’s maritime security 

environment. 

Keywords: Maritime Strategy, Evolution, Multipolar Competition, Adaptability, 
Technological Evolution. 
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Belirsizlik Çağında Stratejik Düşünme ve Denizcilik Stratejisi 
Özet 

Zengin bir tarihsel analiz ve çağdaş bilim dalından yararlanan bu makale, 1990'dan 

2030'a kadar Basra Körfezi ve Akdeniz'in karşılaştırmalı bir analizi yoluyla 

denizcilik stratejisinin devam eden evrimini incelemektedir. En başarılı deniz 

güçlerinin ekonomik, politik ve askeri boyutları sürekli olarak değişen küresel 

gerçeklere yanıt veren uyarlanabilir stratejilere dönüştürdüğünü göstermektedir. 

Özellikle, teknolojik yeniliğin, çevresel dönüşümün ve çok kutuplu rekabetin 

yeniden canlanmasının etkisi, modern denizcilik doktrinini önemli ölçüde 

şekillendirdi ve siber savaş ve korsanlık gibi ortaya çıkan tehditlere çevik yanıtlar 

verilmesini gerektirdi. Makale aynı zamanda, klasik teorisyenlerin ve tarihsel vaka 

çalışmalarının kalıcı önemine dikkat çekerek, zaman içinde test edilmiş stratejik 

ilkelerin ileri görüşlü inovasyonla sentezinin, hızla değişen ve belirsiz bir 

uluslararası manzarada çıkarlarını korumaya ve deniz hakimiyetini sürdürmeye 

çalışan uluslar için hayati önem taşıdığını savunuyor. Bu yaklaşım, günümüzün 

deniz güvenliği ortamının oynaklığında gezinmek için çok önemlidir. 

Anahtar kelimeler Denizcilik Stratejisi, Evrim, Çok Kutuplu Rekabet, 
Uyarlanabilirlik, Teknolojik Evrim. 
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1. Introduction 

Strategic thinking1 has long underpinned the dominance of maritime 

powers, serving as the backbone for civilizations intent on 

establishing maritime dominance. Across the centuries—from the 

ancient world to the innovations of contemporary navies, the art of 

integrating economic, political, and military dimensions into a 

unified maritime strategy has remained essential (Corbett, 1911, p. 

21; Hattendorf, 1989, p. 10; Wirtz et al., 2021, p. 6). This paper 

draws on the thesis, “Strategic thinking and the Maritime strategy of 

the Arab World 1990–2030: a comparative study of the Persian Gulf 
and the Mediterranean,” and seeks to illuminate the enduring 

significance and continual evolution of maritime strategic thought. 

In an age marked by rapid technological advancement and 

geopolitical flux, the need for disciplined yet adaptable maritime 

strategies is more pressing than ever. Today’s international maritime 

environment is characterized by volatility, driven by technological 

breakthroughs, environmental upheavals, and the re-emergence of 

multipolar competition among states. The fusion of conventional 

security concerns emerging challenges such as cyberwarfare, piracy, 

and climate-induced threats necessitates a holistic approach to 

strategy (Corbett, 1911, p. 22). 

Globalization has further intensified the interdependence of 

maritime trade routes, raising the strategic stakes for nations 

dependent on the free and secure movement of goods. Modern naval 

 
1 StrategWc thWnkWng Ws a forward-lookWng, WntegratWve process that enables 

WndWvWduals and organWzatWons to navWgate complexWty, WdentWfy opportunWtWes, and 

make Wnformed decWsWons alWgned wWth long-term objectWves. DWstWnguWshed from 

strategWc plannWng, Wt centers on synthesWzWng dWverse WnformatWon, challengWng 

assumptWons, and fosterWng adaptabWlWty and competWtWve advantage (Goldman, 

2007; Heracleous, 1998; LWedtka, 1998; MWntzberg, 1994). Research hWghlWghts 

that key traWts of strategWc thWnkWng Wnclude systems thWnkWng, openness to new 

possWbWlWtWes, and the abWlWty to connect patterns, makWng Wt essentWal for sustaWned 

organWzatWonal success. 
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forces now confront a spectrum of threats,2 ranging from state 

adversaries to non-traditional actors, while simultaneously adapting 

to innovations like unmanned systems and sophisticated surveillance 

technologies (Wirtz et al., 2021, p. 9). These developments have 

transformed the operational landscape. As a result, strategists must 

revisit and adapt traditional doctrines to integrate innovation. 

Historically, successful maritime states have thrived by embracing 

adaptability and drawing lessons from both triumphs and setbacks. 

The chronicles of ancient and early modern maritime empires reveal 

the timeless value of strategic foresight, logistical mastery, and 

coalition-building. Notable examples, such as the Venetian 

Republic’s deft3 blend of diplomacy and naval strength or the British 

Royal Navy’s supremacy in blockade tactics and sea control, 

underscore the multifaceted nature of maritime strategy and its 

decisive influence on national destinies (Hattendorf, 1989, p. 13). 

 
2 Threats, whWch can Wmpact WndWvWduals, organWzatWons, and systems, are 

categorWzed Wnto physWcal, cyber, envWronmental, economWc, polWtWcal, and marWtWme 

types. PhysWcal threats Wnclude theft, vandalWsm, and natural dWsasters; cyber threats 

target dWgWtal Wnfrastructure wWth malware and socWal engWneerWng; envWronmental 

threats stem from resource degradatWon and clWmate change; economWc threats 

Wnvolve fWnancWal WnstabWlWty and trade dWsruptWons; polWtWcal threats Wnvolve actWons 

by natWon-states or terrorWsm; and marWtWme threats encompass pWracy, Wllegal 

fWshWng, and terrWtorWal dWsputes at sea. ComprehensWve and adaptWve securWty 

strategWes are essentWal to address these dWverse threats (SmWth, 2019, pp. 45-47). 
3 From Wts orWgWns Wn the late 7th century untWl Wts fall to Napoleon Wn 1797, the 

VenetWan RepublWc maWntaWned Wts Wndependence and Wnfluence for over a thousand 

years through a dWstWnctWve balance of olWgarchWc governance, WnnovatWve economWc 

strategWes, and pragmatWc dWplomacy. WWth a complex system of overlappWng 

councWls and a ceremonWal Doge, VenWce ensured Wnternal stabWlWty and curbed 

corruptWon (Lane, 1973, pp. 85-92; NorwWch, 1982, pp. 147-150). The cWty’s 

marWtWme locatWon fostered economWc growth, enablWng domWnance Wn 

MedWterranean trade and the creatWon of a powerful navy and merchant fleet (Lane, 

1973, pp. 120-134). DWplomatWcally, VenWce excelled through careful allWances, an 

effectWve WntellWgence network, and polWcy decWsWons that prWorWtWzed both 

commercWal Wnterests and regWonal stabWlWty, allowWng the republWc to evade foreWgn 

conquest for centurWes (Chambers, 2006, pp. 201-205; NorwWch, 1982, pp. 215-

218). 
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Contemporary maritime strategy equally depends on integrating 

economic power, technological expertise, and environmental 

awareness. The recognition that access to resources, resilient trade 

networks, and industrial capacity are critical instruments of statecraft 

remains a central pillar of effective planning. Today’s maritime 

strategy involves a broad coalition - not just admirals and military 

planners, but economists, technologists, and environmental 

scientists - who collectively foster a comprehensive understanding 

of the maritime domain (Wirtz et al., 2021, p. 7). 

In the pages that follow, this exploration will examine the classical 

foundations of maritime strategy, trace its evolution through the Age 

of Empires, and analyze the enduring impact of historical theorists 

on contemporary strategic practice. The aim is to highlight the 

continuous relevance of strategic thinking for building and 

sustaining maritime power in an era defined by uncertainty. By 

delving into enduring principles and emerging challenges alike, this 

work aims to equip readers with a nuanced perspective on 

safeguarding national interests and manage the volatility of the 

modern maritime security environment. 
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Source: https://ras-nsa.ca/great-power-competition-in-the-arctic/  

Methodological Approach 

This study employs a robust methodological framework that 

integrates conceptual analysis, historical-comparative methods, and 

a spectrum of analytical perspectives to systematically examine the 

development and persistence of maritime strategy from antiquity 

through the contemporary era (Lieberman, 2005, p. 112; Shaw, 1999, 

p. 57; Grøn & Boldreel, 2014, p. 203; Tang, 2016, p. 98; Almeida & 

Cabral, 2018, p. 221). By leveraging this mixed-methods approach, 

the research delivers a nuanced and comprehensive understanding of 

strategic thought, bridging foundational maritime principles with the 

evolving realities of modern geopolitics, rapid technological change, 

and shifting environmental contexts that shape maritime domains 

(Lieberman, 2005, p. 115; Grøn & Boldreel, 2014, p. 207; Becker, 

1999, p. 61; Tang, 2016, p. 105). This integrative methodology not 

only reinforces the historical underpinnings of maritime strategy but 

also facilitates critical insights into how contemporary challenges are 

reframing established doctrines. 

Literature review 

a) The article "At the Sea's Edge: Revisiting the Origins of Native 
Seamanship in Southern Arabia" by Christopher John Stachura 

provides a nuanced examination of the historical foundations of 

Arab maritime capabilities, which are pertinent to understanding the 

strategic thinking within the Arab world's maritime strategy from 

1990 to 2030. The author emphasises that Arab maritime strategy 

historically relied on diverse techniques, including the development 

of early naval forces, exemplified by the first Muslim navy and its 

victories against Byzantine powers (John Stachura, 2015). This 

historical perspective underscores a tradition of seafaring resilience 

and adaptability, which can inform contemporary strategic planning. 

https://ras-nsa.ca/great-power-competition-in-the-arctic/
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Stachura critically notes that much of the existing scholarship tends 

to fragment Arab maritime history, often focusing narrowly on 

Ottoman naval policies rather than the broader Arab seafaring 

tradition. This fragmentation may obscure the continuity and 

distinctiveness of Arab maritime capabilities, which are rooted in 

pre-Islamic times on the Arabian Peninsula, as highlighted by Fahmy 

and Hourani. Recognising these deep historical roots is vital for 

understanding the strategic mindset that informs Arab maritime 

policy today, especially in the context of the Indian Ocean and 

Mediterranean regions. 

The article's emphasis on the differentiation between Arab seafarers 

and the wider Muslim identity offers a critical insight into the 

strategic thinking that shapes the Arab world's approach to maritime 

power. It suggests that Arab maritime strategy is not solely a 

function of broader Islamic identity but also a product of specific 

regional and historical experiences. This distinction is essential for 

analysing the development of maritime strategies from 1990 to 2030, 

as it highlights the importance of indigenous seafaring traditions in 

shaping modern naval ambitions and policies. 

However, while the article provides a compelling historical 

backdrop, it does not directly address contemporary strategic 

considerations or the specific geopolitical challenges faced by the 

Arab states in the modern era. Nonetheless, the historical resilience 

and ingenuity documented by Stachura serve as a foundation upon 

which current and future maritime strategies can be built. 

Policymakers and strategists must recognise these historical 

capabilities and traditions to craft effective maritime policies aligned 

with regional security and economic interests. 

In summary, Stachura's work offers a valuable historical lens that 

illuminates the deep-rooted maritime traditions of the Arab world, 

emphasising their significance in shaping strategic thinking. This 

perspective encourages a broader appreciation of Arab maritime 
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capabilities beyond the Ottoman narrative, highlighting the 

importance of indigenous seafaring history in informing the strategic 

trajectory from 1990 to 2030. 

b) The article "Security dimension of the maritime energy 
management: A naval perspective" by Seker, Dimitrios, and Prof. 
Dalaklis (Seker & Prof. Dalaklis, 2017) provides a comprehensive 

analysis of the maritime strategy of the Arab World within the 

context of energy security and regional stability. The authors 

emphasise that from 1990 to 2030, the Arab region's maritime 

strategy is predominantly centred on securing vital energy resources 

and maintaining control over strategic maritime passages, which are 

critical for economic prosperity and regional influence. 

A key insight from the article is the recognition of maritime energy 

management as a security imperative, necessitating robust naval 

capabilities and regional cooperation. The authors argue that 

controlling strategic passages, such as the Strait of Hormuz, is 

essential for safeguarding energy supplies and preventing 

disruptions that could have global repercussions. The focus on naval 

power underscores the importance of military readiness and 

technological advancement in ensuring maritime security. 

Moreover, the article highlights that regional cooperation among 

Arab states and with external powers is vital to counter threats and 

maintain stability in these critical waterways. 

The article also briefly touches upon the broader geopolitical 

implications, such as the influence of Arctic passages on global 

maritime routes and energy security. While outside the immediate 

geographic scope, these passages exemplify the interconnectedness 

of maritime routes and the importance of a strategic maritime posture 

that considers both regional and global dimensions. 

Critically, the article effectively underscores the significance of 

maritime security in the Arab World's strategic planning, aligning 
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with the broader objectives of regional stability and economic 

growth. However, it could benefit from a more detailed exploration 

of specific naval capabilities, regional cooperation frameworks, and 

the challenges posed by non-state actors or emerging technological 

threats. Nonetheless, the emphasis on maritime energy security as a 

core component of regional strategy provides valuable insights into 

how Arab states might navigate the evolving maritime landscape up 

to 2030. 

c) The article titled "Arctic shipping: a systematic literature 
review of comparative studies" by Theocharis et al. (Theocharis 
et al., 2018) provides a comprehensive overview of scholarly 

research related to Arctic maritime routes, with an emphasis on the 

evolving patterns of shipping activity and the methodological 

approaches employed in this field. While the primary focus of the 

article is on Arctic shipping, its insights are relevant to 

understanding broader strategic considerations in maritime 

navigation, which can be extrapolated to inform the maritime 

strategy of the Arab World from 1990 to 2030. 

The review meticulously catalogues keywords associated with 

Arctic routes, including passages such as the Northeast Passage, 

Northwest Passage, Northern Sea Route, and transpolar routes, 

alongside significant canal systems like the Panama and Suez 

Canals. This extensive keyword analysis underscores the diversity 

and complexity of Arctic maritime corridors, which are increasingly 

significant due to climate change and melting ice caps, facilitating 

longer and potentially more strategic shipping routes. The authors 

analyse 33 papers, highlighting a notable increase in publications 

post-2011, correlating with a rise in non-Russian vessel activity 

through the Northern Sea Route, indicating a shift towards more 

accessible Arctic navigation. 

Critically, the article emphasises the importance of methodological 

diversity in Arctic shipping research, including various research 
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methods and data analysis techniques, which enrich understanding 

of shipping patterns and policy implications. This methodological 

rigour is essential for developing strategic insights, especially in a 

context where geopolitical and environmental factors heavily 

influence maritime routes. 

Although the focus is on Arctic routes, the article’s findings about 

the increasing strategic importance of maritime corridors, the role of 

international cooperation, and the influence of technological and 

environmental changes are highly relevant to the Arab World’s 

maritime strategy. The Arab region, with its significant maritime 

choke points such as the Suez Canal, can draw parallels in terms of 

strategic planning, route optimisation, and the management of 

transregional maritime corridors. The increasing utilisation of Arctic 

routes exemplifies how emerging environmental and geopolitical 

trends can reshape global maritime strategies, a lesson applicable to 

the Arab maritime strategy’s future orientation. 

d) The article "A bibliometric analysis of maritime security policy: 
Research trends and future agenda" by Kismartini et al. 
(Kismartini et al., 2024) provides a comprehensive overview of the 

evolution and current state of maritime security research, which is 

particularly relevant when examining the strategic thinking and 

maritime strategy development in the Arab World from 1990 to 

2030. The authors highlight that the concept of maritime security 

only gained prominence post-1990, driven by a surge in issues such 

as piracy, maritime terrorism, and resource depletion, which are 

highly pertinent to the geopolitical and strategic considerations of 

Arab states in the region. 

The article emphasizes that maritime security encompasses a broad 

spectrum of threats, both traditional—such as territorial disputes and 

piracy—and non-traditional—like smuggling and environmental 

degradation. This broad scope underscores the complexity of 

maritime strategy formulation in the Arab context, where 
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overlapping security concerns necessitate a nuanced understanding 

of maritime threats. The lack of a singular definition of maritime 

security, as noted by Kismartini et al., reflects the diverse 

perspectives among regional actors, including Arab nations, which 

complicates the development of cohesive maritime strategies aligned 

with national and regional interests. 

Furthermore, the bibliometric analysis reveals that research on 

maritime security has been relatively understudied and fragmented, 

with limited documentation of research trends, key contributors, and 

publication patterns. This gap indicates a need for more targeted 

research efforts to inform policy and strategic planning. For the Arab 

World, this suggests that a strategic approach to maritime security 

should incorporate multidisciplinary insights and foster regional 

cooperation, given the shared threats and interests across the Arab 

maritime domain. 

Critically, the article's focus on research trends and future agendas 

can inform the development of a comprehensive maritime strategy 

for the Arab region. By understanding the evolving threats and the 

scholarly discourse surrounding maritime security, policymakers 

can better align their strategic thinking with emerging challenges. 

The emphasis on future research directions also underscores the 

importance of continuous intelligence gathering and strategic 

foresight, which are essential for the Arab states to navigate the 

dynamic maritime security landscape from 1990 through 2030. 

e) The article "Great Powers, the Persian Gulf, and Global Oil: A 
Comparative Analysis" by Katerina Oskarsson (2014) offers a 

comprehensive examination of the geopolitical dynamics involving 

major powers in the Persian Gulf region, emphasizing the strategic 

importance of oil security. The author underscores that despite the 

rise of China and Russia, their influence in the Gulf has primarily 

manifested through economic and political avenues rather than 

military dominance, which has mitigated direct security conflicts 
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(Oskarsson, 2014). This distinction is critical in understanding the 

regional strategic landscape, as it suggests that great power rivalry 

has not escalated into overt security confrontations, thus shaping the 

maritime security environment in the context of the Arab world's 

strategic planning. 

The article highlights the centrality of oil security, noting that threats 

such as intra-state and inter-state conflicts, terrorism, WMD use, and 

potential blockades via the Strait of Hormuz remain persistent 

concerns. The United States' longstanding commitment to 

safeguarding this vital maritime chokepoint and ensuring regional 

oil stability is emphasized, with the U.S. developing capabilities 

aimed at deterrence. This strategic focus aligns with broader 

maritime considerations, as control over the Strait of Hormuz 

remains a cornerstone of U.S. maritime strategy in the Gulf, 

influencing regional security architectures. 

Furthermore, the article contextualizes the historical engagement of 

great powers since 1991, illustrating that their involvement has been 

characterized more by diplomatic and economic influence rather 

than direct military confrontation. This nuanced understanding is 

essential when analyzing the maritime strategy of the Arab world 

from 1990 to 2030, as it suggests a trend toward balancing economic 

diplomacy with military preparedness. The Gulf's strategic 

importance to the global economy, particularly in terms of energy 

security, underscores the necessity for regional states to develop 

maritime strategies that can adapt to evolving threats while 

maintaining open navigation routes. 

Critically, while the article provides a solid foundation on the 

influence of global powers and the importance of oil security, it 

could further explore how regional maritime strategies are evolving 

in response to these external influences. For example, the Arab 

world's strategic thinking must consider the implications of limited 

military presence by China and Russia, alongside the U.S. 
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commitment, to shape a resilient maritime security architecture. 

Overall, Oskarsson's analysis underscores that the strategic thinking 

of the Arab states should integrate diplomatic, economic, and 

military elements to navigate the complex interplay of regional and 

great power interests effectively. 

g) The article by Henk F. Moed (F. Moed, 2016) provides a 

comprehensive analysis of how international scientific collaboration 

patterns serve as indicators and catalysts of broader geopolitical 

shifts, particularly within the Persian Gulf region. The core argument 

emphasizes that scientific partnerships are not merely academic 

endeavors but are deeply intertwined with the political, social, and 

historical fabric of the region, thereby actively shaping regional 

power dynamics. 

Moed highlights the increasing scientific collaboration between 

South-East Asian countries—such as China, Malaysia, Pakistan, and 

South Korea—and Gulf nations, illustrating a shift in regional 

influence away from traditional Western powers, notably the United 

States. The article underscores China's strategic engagement with 

Iran, exemplified by a $600 billion trade agreement, which 

exemplifies how scientific cooperation and economic diplomacy are 

mutually reinforcing tools in expanding influence. This aligns with 

the broader trend of emerging powers establishing footholds in the 

Gulf, challenging existing hegemony and fostering a multipolar 

regional order. 

Critical to understanding the implications of these patterns is Moed's 

assertion that scientific collaboration acts as both a reflection and an 

instrument of geopolitical strategy. The increasing presence of 

South-East Asian countries in scientific research and development 

signifies their pursuit of influence, economic interests, and political 

alliances within the Gulf region. This phenomenon is indicative of a 

strategic shift in the maritime domain, where scientific and 
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technological cooperation can facilitate access to resources, enhance 

regional stability, and promote diplomatic ties. 

However, while Moed effectively demonstrates the correlation 

between scientific collaboration and geopolitical influence, the 

analysis could benefit from a more explicit connection to the specific 

maritime strategies of Arab states. For instance, the article does not 

directly address how these scientific partnerships impact maritime 

security or strategic planning within the Persian Gulf and 

Mediterranean contexts. Nonetheless, the evidence presented 

underscores the importance of understanding scientific diplomacy as 

an integral component of regional strategy formulation. 

h) The article "Security dimension of the maritime energy 
management: A naval perspective" by Seker, Dimitrios, and Prof. 
Dalaklis (Seker & Prof. Dalaklis, 2017) provides a comprehensive 

analysis of the strategic considerations underpinning maritime 

security and energy management in the Arab World, particularly 

within the Persian Gulf and Mediterranean regions from 1990 to 

2030. The authors emphasize the critical role of naval capabilities in 

safeguarding vital maritime routes and energy supplies, which are 

central to regional stability and national security objectives. 

A key contribution of the article is its focus on the strategic thinking 

that drives maritime policy in the Arab World, highlighting the 

importance of controlling key chokepoints such as the Strait of 

Hormuz and the Suez Canal. The authors argue that regional actors 

prioritize securing access to energy resources and maintaining 

influence over vital maritime corridors, which is consistent with the 

broader objectives of ensuring energy security and regional 

dominance. This strategic orientation aligns with the evidence 

presented, such as the significant crude oil exports from the Persian 

Gulf and the increasing importance of Arctic passages, which are 

poised to alter traditional shipping routes and energy flows. 
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Critically, the article underscores that maritime security strategies 

are not solely military but encompass a multidimensional approach 

involving naval modernization, surveillance, and diplomatic 

engagement. The emphasis on naval perspectives reveals an 

understanding that control over maritime routes is essential for 

safeguarding energy transit and deterring potential threats, including 

piracy, regional conflicts, and external interference. However, while 

the article effectively highlights the strategic importance of naval 

power, it could benefit from a deeper exploration of the specific 

policies and cooperation mechanisms among Arab states, as well as 

the influence of external powers such as the United States and China. 

i) The article "A bibliometric analysis of maritime security policy: 
Research trends and future agenda" by Kismartini et al. 
(Kismartini et al., 2024) provides a comprehensive overview of 

current research themes and emerging priorities within maritime 

security studies, which are highly relevant when analyzing strategic 

thinking and maritime strategy in the Arab World from 1990 to 2030. 

The authors emphasize that maritime security encompasses a broad 

spectrum of issues beyond traditional naval power, including non-

traditional threats such as piracy, terrorism, illegal fishing, and 

transnational organized crime, which are critical considerations in 

regional maritime strategies. 

The article highlights the prominence of piracy, particularly by 

Somali pirates, which has historically prompted U.S. and 

international military interventions and shaped regional security 

policies in the Indian Ocean. This underscores the importance of 

adaptive strategic thinking that incorporates both military and non-

military dimensions of maritime security. The focus on piracy and 

regulation by UK-based research illustrates a shift from conventional 

naval dominance towards integrated approaches that include legal 

frameworks, technological advancements, and regional cooperation. 



Istanbul Kent University Journal of Political, Social and Strategic Research 

İstanbul Kent Üniversitesi Siyasal, Sosyal ve Stratejik Araştırmalar Dergisi 

37 

Furthermore, the article discusses China's maritime activities, 

including South China Sea disputes and regional rivalry with the 

U.S., which reflect broader geopolitical strategies that influence 

maritime security dynamics in the Persian Gulf and Mediterranean 

regions. China's collaboration with Pakistan and Russia in the Indian 

Ocean exemplifies strategic alliances aimed at countering Western 

influence, a theme that resonates with the Arab World's efforts to 

develop autonomous maritime policies aligned with regional 

interests. 

Italian research on Mediterranean migration, maritime safety, and 

illicit activities further broadens the scope of maritime security 

considerations, emphasizing technological innovations such as radar 

systems for threat detection. These insights suggest that regional 

maritime strategies, especially in the Arab World, must integrate 

technological, legal, and cooperative elements to effectively address 

both traditional and non-traditional threats. 

Critically, the article underscores the importance of a holistic and 

forward-looking approach to maritime security, which aligns with 

the strategic thinking necessary for the Arab World’s maritime 

strategy from 1990 to 2030. It advocates for continuous research and 

adaptation to emerging threats, technological advancements, and 

geopolitical shifts. This aligns with the need for the Arab states to 

formulate comprehensive maritime strategies that balance military 

capabilities with diplomatic and economic initiatives, ensuring 

regional stability and security in the Persian Gulf and Mediterranean. 

Kismartini et al. provide valuable insights into evolving maritime 

security research trends, emphasizing the importance of integrating 

traditional naval power with non-traditional threats and 

technological innovation. These findings are instrumental in 

understanding the strategic planning required for the Arab World’s 

maritime policies over the next decades, highlighting the necessity 
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for adaptive, multi-dimensional strategies that respond to complex 

regional and global challenges. 

Classical Foundations: Rome, Persia, and the Arab & Islamic 
Golden Age 

The roots of strategic thinking in maritime contexts stretch back to 

the classical ages, where empires such as Rome and Persia 

recognized the value of naval power for projecting strength, securing 

commerce, and maintaining strategic depth. Roman coastal defense, 

logistics, and river networks demonstrated sophisticated  

systems analysis, enabling flexible response to threats spanning their 

vast Mediterranean interests (Southern, 2001, p. 45). For instance, 

the Roman navy's ability to secure supply lines and deploy troops 

rapidly was crucial during the Punic Wars4, reflecting their advanced 

understanding of logistical support (Southern, 2001, p. 67). 

Persian strategists, confronting both land and maritime adversaries, 

relied upon adaptability and intelligence collection early forerunners 

of pattern recognition and feedback awareness that are staples of 

contemporary strategic thinking (Southern, 2001, p. 89). The 

Persians use of intelligence networks to monitor and counter Greek 

naval movements during the Greco-Persian Wars5 exemplifies this 

adaptive strategy (Briant, 2002, p. 102). 

 
4 The PunWc Wars, spannWng from 264 BC to 146 BC, were three major conflWcts 

between the Roman RepublWc and the CarthagWnWan EmpWre, marked by forty-three 

years of fWerce fWghtWng across the western MedWterranean. DrWven by Rome's 

expansWon and Carthage's marWtWme domWnance, the wars began wWth a struggle 

over SWcWly, leadWng to sWgnWfWcant CarthagWnWan losses (Goldsworthy, 2000; 

Lazenby, 1996; Hoyos, 2015; Scullard, 1989). HannWbal’s dramatWc campaWgn Wn 

the Second PunWc War ended Wn defeat for Carthage and the loss of overseas 

terrWtorWes, whWle the ThWrd PunWc War culmWnated Wn the complete destructWon of 

Carthage and Rome’s emergence as the domWnant MedWterranean power (Hoyos, 

2015; Scullard, 1989; PolybWus, trans. 1979). 
5  The Greco-PersWan Wars (499–449 BCE) were a defWnWng perWod Wn whWch the 

Greek cWty-states confronted the AchaemenWd EmpWre of PersWa, begWnnWng wWth the 

IonWan Revolt and culmWnatWng Wn decWsWve battles such as Marathon, Thermopylae, 



Istanbul Kent University Journal of Political, Social and Strategic Research 

İstanbul Kent Üniversitesi Siyasal, Sosyal ve Stratejik Araştırmalar Dergisi 

39 

During the Arabic & Islamic Golden Age, polymaths including Al-

Bīrūnī and Ibn Khaldun intertwined together knowledge from 

military sciences, economics, and diplomacy, thereby pioneering 

multidisciplinary visions for securing sea lanes and building robust 

maritime trade networks (Rahman & Sudirman, 2024, p. 45). Ibn 

Khaldun’s cyclical theory6 of dynastic rise and fall highlighted the 

role of maritime trade in shaping state fortunes, reflecting an early 

understanding of strategic feedback loops and scenario planning 

(Samsó, 2018, p. 125). This theory is evident in his analysis of the 

decline of the Abbasid Caliphate, where he noted the loss of control 

over key maritime routes as a critical factor in their weakening 

(Samsó, 2018, p. 130). 

These scholars advanced theoretical frameworks and provided 

practical maritime strategies adopted by rulers. For instance, during 

the Abbasid and Fatimid periods, state-supported fleets patrolled 

vital waterways such as the Red Sea and the Persian Gulf to protect 

merchant convoys and ensure the steady flow of commerce between 

East and West. Advances in shipbuilding and navigational science, 

like the development of the lateen sail and innovations in star-based 

 
SalamWs, and Plataea. Greek vWctorWes safeguarded theWr Wndependence and led to 

the formatWon of the DelWan League under Athens, ensurWng freedom for the IonWan 

cWtWes and a contWnued resWstance to PersWan domWnance. The wars lWkely concluded 

wWth the Peace of CallWas, and theWr outcome profoundly Wnfluenced the trajectory 

of Western cWvWlWzatWon, fosterWng the flourWshWng of ClassWcal Greece (Cartledge, 

2006; Holland, 2005). 
6  Ibn Khaldun’s cyclWcal theory asserts that cWvWlWzatWons experWence a natural 

progressWon through stages of emergence, growth, maturWty, and eventual declWne, 

a process fundamentally drWven by ‘asabWyya’ (socWal cohesWon) and ‘umran’ 

(cWvWlWzatWonal development) (Ibn Khaldun, 1377/1967, pp. 45–47, 51–52). Strong 

group solWdarWty empowers trWbal groups to rWse and domWnate, but as they adopt 

urban comforts and luxury, thWs cohesWon erodes, leadWng to Wnternal fragmentatWon 

and collapse (pp. 56, 61–63). Khaldun estWmated the average lWfespan of a dynasty 

at about 120 years—or three to four generatWons—durWng whWch the foundWng 

values WnevWtably fade (pp. 70–71). HWs Wntegrated theory, formulated Wn the 14th 

century, connects socWologWcal, economWc, polWtWcal, and psychologWcal elements to 

explaWn the dynamWc evolutWon and declWne of socWetWes (pp. 80–81). 
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navigation, enabled greater reach and resilience in maritime 

activities. 

Islamic maritime law developed during the Arabic and Islamic 

Golden Age, offering guidelines for safe passage, salvage rights, and 

wartime blockades that supported both commercial and strategic 

operations. Innovations in navigation, such as the astrolabe and 

detailed sea charts, allowed sailors to travel further with greater 

precision, expanding trade routes and facilitating cultural exchanges. 

Scholars made significant progress in understanding ocean currents 

and wind patterns, which were crucial for long voyages (Goitein, 

1967). 

The legal and ethical frameworks from this period influenced 

contemporary maritime law, including concepts like freedom of the 

seas and the protection of neutral parties during conflicts. As 

European powers rose during the Age of Exploration, they 

incorporated these practices into their naval doctrines. Islamic 

contributions played an important role in shaping modern 

international maritime law and commerce, benefiting navies of 

Portugal, Spain, the Netherlands, and Britain (Abu-Lughod, 1991). 

Building upon these early developments, the maritime strategies of 

European empires further institutionalized strategic thinking through 

technological and cartographic advances. 
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Source: https://pressbooks.oer.hawaii.edu/honcchist151/chapter/9-

islam-and-islamic-empires/  

Strategic Thinking in the Age of Empires: 16th–19th Centuries 

With the dawn of the Age of Exploration, European powers 

institutionalized strategic thinking for maritime expansion. They 

integrated technological innovations such as the compass and sextant 

with the systematic establishment of fortresses and naval bases, 

allowing for unprecedented navigation accuracy and extended 

operational reach (Frei, 2020, p. 272). The emergence of Portugal, 

Spain, Britain, and France as maritime hegemons was grounded in 

their mastery of pattern recognition—reading shifting geopolitical 

realities and adjusting fleet deployments accordingly—as well as 

developing models for long-range, sustainable force projection 

(Halewood, 2021, p. 554). The ability to “see ahead,” predict 

adversarial development, and anticipate choke-point vulnerabilities 

represented early practices of cloud-to-ground thinking and mental 

agility—key modern strategic disciplines (Fuentes-Penna & 

Espinoza Saucedo, 2025, p. 16). 

https://pressbooks.oer.hawaii.edu/honcchist151/chapter/9-islam-and-islamic-empires/
https://pressbooks.oer.hawaii.edu/honcchist151/chapter/9-islam-and-islamic-empires/
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Power Key Strategic 
Focus 

Technological 
Adoptions 

Economic 
Integration 

Noted Fleet 
Strengths/Composition 

Portugal 

Early global 

exploration & 

control of trade 

routes 

Advanced caravels, 

early navigational 

instruments 

Spice trade, early 

colonial networks 

in Asia and Brazil 

Strong early galleon fleets, 

specialized for long-distance 

trade 

Callow, 2000 

Spain 

Colonial 

expansion, 

treasure fleet 

protection 

Galleon design, 

extensive logistics 

for trans-Atlantic 

routes 

Silver and gold 

from the Americas, 

key to national 

treasury 

Callow, 2000 

Large armada formations, though 

often vulnerable to weather 

Callow, 2000 

Britain 

Sea control, trade 

protection, 

imperial 

expansion 

Ship-of-the-line 

tactics, ironclad 

ships, advanced 

artillery 

Industrial 

Revolution, global 

trade dominance, 

financial power 

Rodger, 2004 

Callow, 2000 

Unchallenged naval supremacy 

by late 18th century, disciplined 

Royal Navy 

Rodger, 2004 

Watts, 1994 

France 

Continental 

dominance, 

colonial ventures, 

naval rivalry 

Fleet modernization, 

often mirroring 

British innovations 

Colonial 

enterprises in 

North America, 

Caribbean, Africa 

Callow, 2000 

Large, competitive fleets, but 

often outmaneuvered by Britain 

Callow, 2000 

Table 1: Evolution of Naval Power in European Empires (16th-19th 
Centuries) 

Moreover, these nations pioneered the use of maritime cartography 

and hydrographic surveys, which facilitated not only safer 

navigation but also the assertion of territorial claims across distant 

oceans (Smith & Johnson, 2018, pp. 45–46). Naval academies and 

institutionalized officer training emerged, embedding structured 

problem-solving and scenario planning into the very fabric of 

maritime governance (Corbett, 2008, p. 32). The codification of 
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maritime law, such as the principle of mare liberum (freedom of the 

seas), provided legal frameworks that underpinned both commercial 

expansion and military engagement, influencing subsequent 

international law developments (Abu-Lughod, 1991, p. 214). 

Furthermore, economic considerations became inseparably linked to 

naval strategy: the protection of merchant fleets and colonial 

outposts fueled the growth of state-sponsored joint-stock companies 

and public-private naval partnerships (Haynes, 2013, p. 71). These 

collaborations ensured a steady flow of resources and revenues, 

financing the construction of ever-larger fleets and supporting long-

term imperial ambitions. As a result, the interplay between 

technological innovation, legal structures, economic imperatives, 

and strategic foresight defined the era's transformation of maritime 

power, laying the groundwork for the complex, multi-domain 

strategies that continue to shape naval thought today (Mahan, 2020, 

p. 45). 

Portugal’s control of strategic maritime chokepoints, such as the 

Strait of Malacca, exemplified visioning the articulation of a desired 

geopolitical end-state. Spain’s armada system demonstrated 

structured problem-solving in fleet logistics and alliance formation 

(Frei, 2020, p. 298). Britain’s policy of sea control, as seen during 

the Napoleonic Wars7, showcased its ability to integrate economic 

considerations into naval expansion through a holistic approach to 

 
7 The NapoleonWc Wars (1803-1815) dramatWcally transformed Europe, as France, 

under Napoleon Bonaparte, sought domWnance agaWnst coalWtWons WncludWng BrWtaWn, 

AustrWa, RussWa, and PrussWa. Major events such as the Battle of AusterlWtz, 

Napoleon’s dWsastrous RussWan campaWgn, and partWcularly the 1805 BrWtWsh naval 

vWctory at Trafalgar shaped the conflWct’s outcome. At Trafalgar, AdmWral Nelson’s 

outnumbered fleet destroyed or captured 22 Franco-SpanWsh shWps usWng 

WnnovatWve tactWcs, a trWumph that ensured BrWtWsh naval supremacy for decades and 

thwarted Napoleon’s WnvasWon plans (AdkWns & AdkWns, 2005, p. 217; Lambert, 

2004, pp. 184–185). The wars concluded wWth Napoleon’s defeat at Waterloo and 

exWle, dWssolvWng the Holy Roman EmpWre, redrawWng borders, fuelWng natWonalWsm, 

and securWng BrWtaWn’s economWc and marWtWme domWnance. 
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strategic planning (Fuentes-Penna & Espinoza Saucedo, 2025, p. 

15). 

 

Source: https://louis.pressbooks.pub/worldciv2/chapter/chapter-6-

imperialism/  

These historical examples underscore the crucial role of strategic 

thinking in maritime contexts, from the Age of Exploration to 

contemporary times, highlighting the enduring relevance of 

integrating technological, economic, and political considerations 

into coherent maritime strategies. This strategic synthesis was not 

merely reactive but also proactive, as naval leaders increasingly 

relied on predictive analysis and scenario planning to anticipate 

emerging threats and opportunities (Fuentes-Penna & Espinoza 

Saucedo, 2025, p. 16; Corbett, 2008, p. 32). Notably, the 

https://louis.pressbooks.pub/worldciv2/chapter/chapter-6-imperialism/
https://louis.pressbooks.pub/worldciv2/chapter/chapter-6-imperialism/
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institutionalization of naval academies and officer training programs 

formalized these skills, embedding structured problem-solving and 

mental agility within the command ethos (Halewood, 2021, p. 554). 

Moreover, advancements in maritime cartography and the 

development of international maritime law, such as the doctrine of 

mare liberum, further demonstrate how legal and navigational 

innovations bolstered strategic decision-making (Abu-Lughod, 

1991, p. 214; Smith & Johnson, 2018, pp. 45–46). These frameworks 

enabled expanding empires to assert territorial claims and project 

influence far beyond their home waters, fundamentally altering the 

balance of global power (Mahan, 2020, p. 45). The interplay between 

economic imperatives—such as safeguarding merchant fleets—and 

political objectives—like forging strategic alliances—continued to 

shape the evolution of naval doctrines (Haynes, 2013, p. 71). 

The persistent integration of advanced cognition, technological 

innovation, and adaptive legal systems has formed the backbone of 

effective maritime strategy. These principles remain vital for 

contemporary naval powers as they navigate increasingly complex 

geopolitical and technological environments, reaffirming the 

enduring significance of strategic foresight in securing maritime 

interests (Watkins, 2021, p. 15; Hattendorf, 1989, p. 23). 

The Classical Theorists of Modern Maritime Strategy 

Across centuries and civilizations, the evolution of maritime strategy 

has been profoundly shaped by influential thinkers from both 

Western and Eastern traditions, as well as from the great Islamic 

empires. Western theorists such as Alfred Thayer Mahan, Sir Julian 

Corbett, Nicholas Spykman, and Saul Cohen developed foundational 

frameworks for understanding sea power and its geopolitical 

implications, while Chinese, Arab, and Ottoman traditions 

contributed nuanced perspectives that broadened the intellectual 

landscape of maritime strategy. 
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Western Pillars of Maritime Strategy 

Alfred Thayer Mahan’s thesis on “command of the sea” asserted that 

national prosperity and influence were directly tied to naval 

supremacy and control over maritime trade routes (Mahan, 2020, pp. 

15, 45). Mahan’s historical analysis of British sea power provided 

robust evidence for the strategic value of fleet concentration and 

control of maritime chokepoints, a viewpoint later corroborated by 

empirical studies of global naval conflict patterns (Gray, 1992, p. 

84). 

Sir Julian Corbett emphasized the necessity of integrating maritime 

and land operations, highlighting the strategic importance of 

alliances, codified law, and logistics in naval warfare (Corbett, 2008, 

pp. 32, 48). His assertion that “the object of naval warfare is the 

control of communications” is widely cited as a touchstone for 

understanding the purpose and scope of maritime power (Corbett, 

2008, p. 32). Furthermore, contemporary naval doctrines continue to 

draw on Corbett’s systems-based approach to balance between 

offensive and defensive postures (Hattendorf, 1989, p. 23). 

Nicholas Spykman’s Rimland theory underscored the enduring 

geopolitical importance of coastal peripheries, arguing that control 

over these regions was vital to global dominance (Spykman, 1944, 

p. 34). Saul Cohen’s Shatterbelt concept further illuminated the 

vulnerability and strategic value of regions where great-power 

interests intersect, providing a theoretical foundation for 

contemporary analyses of maritime disputes (Cohen, 2003, p. 104). 

Chinese Maritime Thought and Strategic Vision 

China’s maritime tradition, exemplified by the Ming dynasty admiral 

Zheng He, demonstrated the practical application of visioning and 

technological innovation in fleet organization and navigation 

(Levathes, 1994, pp. 34–38). Zheng He’s voyages, supported by an 

integrated logistics system, advanced shipbuilding techniques, and 
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navigation using stellar observation, established a framework that 

modern Chinese strategists have adapted to justify “Blue-Water 

Navy” ambitions (Holmes & Yoshihara, 2007, p. 31). Contemporary 

Chinese scholars advocate for holistic maritime security policies, 

emphasizing the defense of maritime chokepoints and the South 

China Sea as critical to national interests (Hu & Liu, 2016, p. 215). 

Arab Maritime Strategy and Navigational Prowess 

The medieval Arab world produced navigational treatises, such as 

those by Ahmad ibn Mājid, which meticulously documented Indian 

Ocean winds, currents, and stars—evidence of advanced mental 

agility and structured problem-solving (Tibbetts, 1971, pp. 246–

247). Arab seafarers established reliable trade networks, developed 

the art of dhows and lateen sails, and created sophisticated port 

infrastructures that supported economic expansion and political 

stability (Hourani, 1995, pp. 58–60). These innovations not only 

facilitated extensive commercial exchange but also acted as a 

bulwark against piracy and imperial encroachment. 

Ottoman Maritime Strategy and Imperial Projection 

The Ottoman Empire’s strategic ascendancy in the Mediterranean 

and beyond was anchored by figures like Hayreddin Barbarossa and 

cartographer Piri Reis, whose naval campaigns and detailed maps 

offered empirical evidence of the empire’s commitment to maritime 

dominance (Soucek, 1996, p. 47). The Ottomans institutionalized 

training and codified naval law, establishing naval academies that 

embodied structured problem-solving and the cultivation of 

visioning (Hess, 1970, p. 189). Diplomatic records and archival 

documents reveal a sophisticated balancing of alliances and rivalries, 

showcasing the empire’s enduring political savvy (Finkel, 2007, p. 

231). 

 

 



Istanbul Kent University Journal of Political, Social and Strategic Research 

İstanbul Kent Üniversitesi Siyasal, Sosyal ve Stratejik Araştırmalar Dergisi 

48 

Intercontinental Synthesis and Contemporary Relevance 

The cumulative strategic disciplines—visioning, systems analysis, 

pattern recognition, structured problem-solving, mental agility, and 

political savvy—are evident across these diverse traditions (Watkins, 

2021, p. 15). Modern scholarship and recent maritime disputes, such 

as those concerning the South China Sea and the eastern 

Mediterranean, underscore the ongoing relevance of these classical 

frameworks (Ford & Rosenberg, 2005, p. 160; Dombrowski & 

Reich, 2024, p. 1). By integrating insights from both Eastern and 

Western sources, as well as from Islamic and Christian traditions, 

contemporary maritime leaders are equipped with analytical tools for 

navigating today’s complex, multi-domain competition (Fuentes-

Penna & Espinoza Saucedo, 2025, p. 15). 

The Six Disciplines of Strategic Thinking: Integration into 
Maritime Doctrine 

Modern leadership theory, as articulated by Watkins, condenses the 

broad array of cognitive and organizational skills into six essential 

disciplines: pattern recognition, systems analysis, mental agility, 

structured problem-solving, visioning, and political savvy (Watkins, 

2021, p. 15). These disciplines are evident across epochs and 

explicitly cultivated in defense institutions, particularly in the 

context of maritime strategy (Hattendorf, 1989, p. 23). 

Pattern recognition allows strategists to foresee the emergence of 

new competitors or disruptive maritime technologies, illustrated by 

historical shifts like the adoption of the steam engine. In the 21st 

century, unmanned vessels and artificial intelligence exemplify this 

concept (Ford & Rosenberg, 2005, p. 160). Recognizing patterns 

aids in anticipating technological advancements, understanding 

market dynamics, and consumer behavior. Data analytics and 

machine learning help identify trends indicating shifts in demand or 

potential disruptions, such as the rise of green shipping technologies 

aimed at reducing the carbon footprint of maritime operations. This 
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foresight enables companies to innovate and maintain 

competitiveness by adapting strategies accordingly. The importance 

of cybersecurity in maritime operations has grown with 

digitalization, and recognizing cyber threat patterns helps develop 

robust defense mechanisms to protect critical infrastructure (Smith 

& Johnson, 2018, pp. 45-47). These examples highlight how pattern 

recognition is crucial in strategic planning and technological 

adaptation in the maritime industry, ensuring resilience against 

unforeseen changes and maintaining a competitive edge. 

Systems Analysis is visible in the planning of multi-theater 

operations and the assessment of supply chain resilience. This 

discipline integrates economic considerations into naval expansion, 

ensuring a holistic approach to strategic planning (Fuentes-Penna & 

Espinoza Saucedo, 2025, p. 15). By evaluating the 

interconnectedness of military, industrial, and logistical networks, 

systems analysis enables maritime strategists to anticipate 

vulnerabilities, allocate resources efficiently, and adapt to evolving 

threats. For instance, the comprehensive mapping of maritime 

chokepoints and critical infrastructure—such as ports, canals, and 

digital information nodes—has become integral to preventing 

disruption and securing global trade routes. Moreover, this discipline 

promotes interagency coordination and multinational collaboration, 

as the complexity of contemporary maritime operations increasingly 

demands unified responses to piracy, resource competition, and 

environmental risks. Through sustained systems analysis, decision-

makers are better equipped to forecast cascading effects of policy 

shifts, technological innovations, and emerging adversarial 

strategies, thereby strengthening the resilience and adaptability of 

naval forces in a rapidly changing global environment. 

Mental Agility is crucial as strategists navigate complex multipolar 

environments, requiring rapid contextual shifts between strategic 

“cloud” (grand policy vision) and operational “ground” (immediate 

tactical details) (Wirtz et al., 2021, p. 6). This discipline empowers 
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maritime leaders to pivot quickly in response to sudden geopolitical 

events, such as shifts in alliances, emerging threats from non-

traditional actors, or the introduction of disruptive technologies. For 

instance, mental agility enables naval commanders to adapt their 

operational plans on-the-fly during multinational exercises, integrate 

new forms of intelligence rapidly into mission briefs, and respond 

creatively to evolving challenges like cyber intrusions or hybrid 

warfare tactics. In practice, fostering mental agility is achieved 

through scenario-based training, wargaming, and cross-domain 

education, allowing strategists to hone their ability to assimilate 

information rapidly and reframe problems as the strategic 

environment changes. This adaptability ensures maritime forces 

remain effective and resilient in the face of uncertainty and volatility, 

sustaining operational advantage across the full spectrum of conflict. 

Structured Problem-Solving has always been essential for resolving 

complex operational challenges. Examples include coordination in 

coalition warfare and the development of interoperable doctrines, 

which are critical for effective naval operations (Halewood, 2021, p. 

568). This discipline involves systematically diagnosing issues, 

generating and evaluating solutions, and implementing decisions 

that align with both immediate tactical needs and long-term strategic 

goals. In maritime contexts, structured problem-solving is evident in 

the meticulous planning required for amphibious assaults, the 

orchestration of humanitarian relief missions, and the integration of 

new technologies into existing fleet structures. 

Moreover, the approach is indispensable during multinational 

exercises, where diverse naval forces must synchronize their 

communications, logistics, and command protocols to achieve 

shared objectives. Structured problem-solving enables leaders to 

anticipate obstacles, adapt rapidly to dynamic scenarios, and ensure 

mission success despite uncertainty. The evolution of joint task force 

frameworks and the codification of best practices through after-

action reviews further exemplify how this discipline underpins 
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continual learning and operational improvement within modern 

navies. Ultimately, structured problem-solving empowers maritime 

strategists to manage complexity, foster innovation, and maintain 

operational coherence across a spectrum of security challenges. 

Visioning allows maritime leaders to promote long-term stability by 

envisioning a balanced fleet and preparing for emergent threats. This 

includes non-state actors and environmental changes that may 

impact maritime strategy (Dombrowski & Reich, 2024, p. 1). By 

cultivating a clear sense of strategic direction, visioning supports the 

anticipation of geopolitical shifts, technological revolutions, and 

evolving patterns of conflict at sea. Leaders who effectively employ 

this discipline are able to identify future opportunities for 

cooperation, such as joint initiatives in maritime security, 

environmental stewardship, and technological innovation, while also 

recognizing looming challenges. 

Furthermore, visioning extends to shaping institutional culture and 

doctrine, encouraging adaptability and continuous improvement 

within naval organizations. It empowers commanders to foster a 

mindset of proactive adaptation rather than reactive adjustment—

ensuring that their forces are not merely responding to changes, but 

helping to shape the maritime environment itself. In a rapidly 

evolving era marked by competition for resources, climate-driven 

operational demands, and the proliferation of both conventional and 

unconventional threats, the ability to envision and articulate a 

coherent long-term strategy is indispensable for sustaining maritime 

advantage and navigating uncertainty on the global stage. 

Political Savvy is indispensable for forming alliances, managing 

rivalries, and building consensus within multilateral coalitions and 

international law frameworks. Effective political maneuvering has 

been a cornerstone of successful maritime strategy (Frei, 2020, p. 

288). This discipline enables leaders to interpret the intentions and 
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interests of both allies and adversaries, navigate complex 

negotiations, and respond adeptly to shifting political landscapes. 

For example, in international maritime operations such as joint anti-

piracy patrols or freedom of navigation exercises, political savvy 

allows naval commanders and policymakers to build trust among 

partners with diverse priorities, while also deterring potential 

aggressors without escalating conflicts. Additionally, the ability to 

work with intergovernmental organizations—including the United 

Nations, International Maritime Organization, and regional security 

forums—further illustrates the importance of nuanced political 

engagement. 

In contemporary settings, political savvy also extends to public 

diplomacy and strategic communications, where shaping narratives 

and perceptions can be just as vital as traditional military operations. 

By aligning national interests with global norms and leveraging 

diplomatic channels, maritime leaders can secure access to strategic 

ports, influence regulatory frameworks, and reinforce their nation's 

standing in an increasingly interconnected maritime domain. As 

geopolitical competition intensifies in regions like the South China 

Sea and the Arctic, the ability to balance assertiveness with 

collaboration, and competition with cooperation, remains central to 

the success of maritime strategy worldwide. 

Together, these disciplines provide a comprehensive framework for 

understanding and applying maritime strategy in contemporary 

geopolitical contexts. They emphasize the integration of naval power 

with broader geopolitical considerations and remain pertinent as 

states navigate the complexities of modern maritime security. 
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Twentieth-Century Transformations: From Global War to the 
Nuclear Age 

The 20th century brought dramatic challenges and opportunities to 

maritime strategy, with the two world wars demonstrating the 

catastrophic costs and decisive impact of naval power (Hattendorf, 

1989, p. 33). The U.S. and British navies integrated strategic 

thinking more fully into officer training and war college curricula, 

pushing for a deliberate development of broad, anticipatory 

perspectives (Southern, 2001, p. 45). During the Cold War, the 

contest between U.S. and Soviet fleets underscored the importance 

of structured problem-solving, mental agility, and political savvy as 

the superpowers sought to deter one another, coordinate within 

alliances (such as NATO), and respond flexibly to crises (Ford & 

Rosenberg, 2005, p. 168). 

Intelligence - another aspect of recognizing patterns and anticipating 

adversaries - became central, especially as technologies such as 

radar, sonar, and satellite surveillance transformed the scope of 

maritime operations (Hattendorf, 1989, p. 45). For instance, the 

deployment of sonar allowed for enhanced detection of enemy 

submarines, significantly altering naval engagements (Hattendorf, 

1989, p. 45). Great thinkers of the period, including Lawrence 

Freedman and John B. Hattendorf, traced the evolution and 

operationalization of these disciplines for modern navies 

(Hattendorf, 1989, p. 10). Moreover, radar technology was pivotal 

during the Battle of the Atlantic, aiding the Allies in countering the 

German U-boat threat, which resulted in significant strategic 

victories (Ford & Rosenberg, 2005, p. 172). Satellite surveillance 

further expanded strategic capabilities, providing real-time data and 

global situational awareness, which were crucial during the Cuban 

Missile Crisis (Southern, 2001, p. 50). 
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Period Technological 
Advancement 

Significant Naval 
Engagements/Impact References 

Early 
1900s 

Dreadnought 
Battleships 

Redefined naval 
architecture and 
strategic power 

projection 

Todd, 2012; 
Rubel, 2009 

World 
War I 

(1914–
1918) 

Submarines, 
Torpedoes, 

Convoy 
Systems 

Protection of merchant 
shipping; counter-

German U-boat threats; 
shift from decisive 

battles to commerce 
protection 

Todd, 2012; 
Callow, 2000 

World 
War II 
(1939–
1945) 

Radar, Sonar, 
Aircraft 
Carriers 

Revolutionised anti-
submarine/air warfare; 

carriers overtook 
battleships as capital 

ships 

Vatet, 2000; 
Todd, 2012; 
Rubel, 2009 

Cold War 
(1947–
1991) 

Nuclear-
powered 

Submarines, 
Satellite 

Surveillance 

Extended submerged 
ops; improved global 

awareness; aided 
nuclear standoff 

management 

Vatet, 2000; 
Todd, 2012 

Post-
Cold War 

(1990s 
onward) 

Unmanned 
Systems, 
Littoral 

Operations 

Focus on non-
traditional threats; use 

of unmanned 
reconnaissance and 
specialised missions 

Waidelich, 
2009; 

Thornell, 
1991; 

Lundesgaard, 
2011 

Table 2: Timeline Graph Table: Major 20th-Century Naval 

Advancements and Engagements 



Istanbul Kent University Journal of Political, Social and Strategic Research 

İstanbul Kent Üniversitesi Siyasal, Sosyal ve Stratejik Araştırmalar Dergisi 

55 

The integration of intelligence and advanced surveillance 

technologies has continued into the contemporary era, exemplified 

by the use of maritime drones and sophisticated AI systems that 

provide unprecedented levels of data analysis and situational 

awareness (Fuentes-Penna & Espinoza Saucedo, 2025, p. 23). These 

advancements have revolutionized naval warfare and strategic 

planning, highlighting the enduring relevance of the six disciplines8 

in maintaining maritime security (Wirtz et al., 2021, p. 21). 

Contemporary Strategic Thinking: Maritime Power in the 21st 
Century 

In today’s maritime landscape, competition and collaboration among 

recognized and emerging powers have become defining features, 

with significant implications for global security and strategy. 

Notably, the rapid rise of China’s navy, now considered the world’s 

largest in terms of ship numbers, has prompted extensive analysis 

through classical maritime theory, particularly the works of Mahan 

and Corbett. However, experts emphasize that China’s approach 

frequently diverges from these traditional models, adapting strategic 

concepts to its unique geopolitical context—particularly the 

imperative to balance assertive sea power with the management of 

regional alliances and the addressing of non-traditional security 

challenges (Zhao, 2023, pp. 150–160). 

Empirical studies have shown that Chinese maritime doctrine 

incorporates advanced technologies such as artificial intelligence, 

unmanned systems, and network-centric warfare capabilities, 

integrating them into flexible and adaptive strategic frameworks 

(Fuentes-Penna & Espinoza Saucedo, 2025, p. 23). This approach 

demonstrates the practical application of multi-domain agility, 

systems thinking, and strategic visioning, which are increasingly 

 
8 As explaWned above. 
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essential for achieving operational effectiveness and maintaining 

maritime security in the 21st century (Wirtz et al., 2021, p. 21). 

Furthermore, recent analyses of Chinese naval exercises and 

doctrinal publications reveal a strong emphasis on coalition-building 

and non-traditional security operations, such as anti-piracy missions 

in the Gulf of Aden and humanitarian disaster relief within the Indo-

Pacific region. These activities underscore China’s commitment to 

integrating new technologies and coalition dynamics into its broader 

strategic calculus (Zhao, 2023, pp. 155–157). Collectively, these 

developments provide robust evidence that the evolution of Chinese 

maritime strategy is not only shaped by classical theory, but also by 

the pragmatic requirements of technological innovation and 

multinational cooperation in an increasingly complex maritime 

environment. 

 
Source: 

https://www.usni.org/magazines/proceedings/2024/december/china

s-global-maritime-ambitions-10000-miles-beyond-taiwan  

Geopolitical Volatility in the Arab World and the Middle East 

In recent years, the Arab World—including the Mediterranean and 

Persian Gulf regions—has become an epicenter of renewed 

geopolitical turbulence, especially following the escalation of 

uncertainties after February 2022 (Shaw, 1999; Lobree, 2004; Black 

et al., 2017; Hénocque & Lafon, 2011; Norouzi, 2021). This 

https://www.usni.org/magazines/proceedings/2024/december/chinas-global-maritime-ambitions-10000-miles-beyond-taiwan
https://www.usni.org/magazines/proceedings/2024/december/chinas-global-maritime-ambitions-10000-miles-beyond-taiwan
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volatility is shaped by longstanding economic interests, shifting 

strategic alliances, and deeply rooted historical disputes (Shaw, 

1999; Cheema, 2016; Sayın & Kılıç, 2020). For instance, the 

Mediterranean’s maritime domain has seen intensified military 

interventions and unprecedented surges in refugee flows due to 

armed conflict and political instability—evidence supported by 

Southern (2001, p. 53). In the Persian Gulf, tensions over vital 

energy resources and external interventions have heightened 

regional insecurity, further necessitating adaptive naval strategies 

(Freedman & Hattendorf, 1989, p. 29). 

The imperative to secure critical sea lanes—essential for global 

energy exports—remains at the core of strategic policies (Freedman 

& Hattendorf, 1989, p. 18; Kraska & Wilson, 2008, p. 121). 

Empirical research documents an increase in multinational naval 

patrols, reinforced intelligence-sharing, and investments in cutting-

edge surveillance systems as key responses to evolving maritime 

threats (Gillette, 1993, p. 233; DiRenzo & Doane, 2006, p. 67; 

Fuentes-Penna & Espinoza Saucedo, 2025, p. 23). For example, the 

deployment of advanced radar systems by Russia has measurably 

improved its capacity to monitor territorial waters and detect 

incursions (Smith, 2015, p. 102), while India’s advancements in 

sonar technology have strengthened its underwater defense 

capabilities and threat response mechanisms (Raj, 2017, p. 89). 

The emergence of hybrid threats—including cyberattacks targeting 

maritime infrastructure, unmanned reconnaissance vessels, and 

irregular naval confrontations—has driven states to adopt a blend of 

traditional and modern defense measures (Bachmann & 

Gunneriusson, 2013, p. 251; Avanesova et al., 2021, p. 411; Wirtz et 

al., 2021, p. 22). Notably, Russia’s use of sophisticated radar and 

India’s implementation of sonar networks have enhanced their 

ability to respond to such multifaceted challenges (Smith, 2015, p. 

102; Raj, 2017, p. 89). 
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At the same time, the integration of artificial intelligence, satellite 

communications, and network-centric warfare systems into naval 

operations reflects a broader trend toward interdisciplinary strategic 

innovation (Clark, 2019, p. 76; Freedman, 2008, p. 59). These 

technological enhancements have enabled states to develop agile, 

real-time responses to dynamic maritime threats, as demonstrated in 

multinational naval drills and joint crisis simulations (Dombrowski 

& Reich, 2024, p. 1). 

Multilateral collaboration has become central to addressing complex 

maritime security challenges. The United States and allied powers 

regularly conduct large-scale maritime exercises to refine pattern 

recognition, scenario planning, and interoperability, reinforcing 

coalition resilience amidst strategic competition (Dombrowski & 

Reich, 2024, p. 1). Humanitarian operations, such as coordinated 

responses to migration crises in the Mediterranean, further illustrate 

the operational benefits of shared intelligence and resources 

(Dombrowski & Reich, 2024, p. 14). 

Collectively, these developments highlight the need for adaptive 

maritime policies that balance national interests with regional and 

global cooperation. The convergence of historical lessons and 

technological progress is vital for sustaining maritime order and 

navigating the mounting unpredictability of the contemporary 

geopolitical landscape (Freedman & Hattendorf, 1989, p. 38; Wirtz 

et al., 2021, p. 22). 

Case Studies and Strategic Implications in the 21st Century 

In the past decade, maritime domains have come under intense 

focus—the balance of land and sea power is again in contention, 

grappling alongside emerging disruptive technologies and 

environmental threats to traditional understandings of naval and 

maritime strategy. The present analysis offers insights into 

contemporary developments by surveying the concepts and contours 

of state-level maritime strategy among selected actors. China’s 
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pursuit of a maritime Silk Road under the Belt and Road Initiative 

(BRI) is considered first. The U.S. Navy’s adaptation from the anti-

submarine and amphibious operations of the Cold War to the present-

day strategic competition scenario comes next. The 2022 Russia-

Ukraine naval war, with its innovatory asymmetric tactics and 

weapons, is analysed third. Finally, a comparative evaluation 

considers the various responses of state actors in an overarching 

assessment (N. Murphy & Bruns, 2018, p. 29). 

A) China’s Maritime Silk Road 

China launched the Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) in 2013, although 

its core elements had been established by 2010 (Mao & McAleer, 

2017, p. 14). As a global development strategy, the BRI involves 

infrastructure development and investments in nearly eighty 

countries and international organizations in Asia, Europe, the Middle 

East, Africa, and Latin America. Given its economic underpinning, 

the BRI’s strategic aspect merits closer attention. 

BRI comprises two main components. The land-based Silk Road 

Economic Belt links China by rail to Central Asia, Russia, and 

Europe, while the Maritime Silk Road connects China’s coast 

through Southeast and South Asia to Africa, the Middle East, and 

Europe. Collectively, the BRI’s ambitions extend beyond the Belt 

and Road themselves (Styan, 2020, p. 56). 

The economic rationale underlying both components centers on 

China’s need to sustain its growth. By the early 2010s, China had 

amassed the financial wherewithal to undertake such a program. The 

manner of its execution appears deliberately calibrated to bolster 

other grand strategic goals. 

China’s strategy, therefore, encompasses economic, maritime, and 

diplomatic objectives. With the Maritime Silk Road as a delivery 

mechanism, the emphasis can vary among the three elements. This 

mosaic best encapsulates the initiative’s scope. 



Istanbul Kent University Journal of Political, Social and Strategic Research 

İstanbul Kent Üniversitesi Siyasal, Sosyal ve Stratejik Araştırmalar Dergisi 

60 

Through the BRI, China seeks to destabilize the existing U.S.-

dominated maritime order. Initiated before the launch of the Third 

Plenum reforms, the maritime component offers insights into the 

BRI’s trajectory. It also highlights Beijing’s approach to the sea and 

its strategic priorities (Colin, 2016, p. 112). 

B) U.S. Navy’s Strategic Shifts 

While the U.S. Navy’s pre-1990 posture prioritized the Soviet 

Union’s maritime threat and on-the-ground allied assistance, the 

emerging People’s Liberation Army Navy (PLAN) presents a less 

tangible ambiguity in both character and scale. 

Competition with China requires nuanced policy optics with Asia-

Pacific partners. To illustrate, renewed emphasis on sea control 

stimulates Sino–U.S. rivalry and regional apprehension. The PLAN 

fundamentally represents a continental power projecting seaborne 

influence economically, politically, and militarily, whereas the U.S. 

approach highlights expeditionary power projection ashore, 

employed coercively or in support of unilaterally established 

outcomes (Till, 2018, p. 74; C. Rubel, 2018, p. 101). 

Assisting military and national leaders to confront this phenomenon 

is the principal task of strategic guidance. Strategic theory enables 

companies to test current strategies or pursue strategic novelty 

through enhanced situational understanding and competitive 

evaluation of alternative maritime futures. The U.S. naval 

community has struggled to implement maritime strategy coherently, 

conformably, and at scale. All three hallmarks inadvertently 

deteriorated and remain partial despite abundant external assistance. 

Following the Obama administration’s “Pivot to Asia,” the United 

States appears to have altered its maritime strategy, yet the major 

elements persist—a wide-ranging global presence; sea control; 

power projection; alliance interoperability; regional access; and a 

collective defence framework (Holmes & Yoshihara, 2018, p. 88). 
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C) Russia-Ukraine War and Maritime Strategy 

The Russo-Ukrainian War and the ensuing blockade of Ukrainian 

ports by Russia has had consequences for maritime strategy that 

offer insight into future naval conflicts. Russia’s attempts to 

blockade Ukrainian grain shipments necessitated the deployment of 

unconventional naval assets to support land-based forces. This 

required a departure from the massive conventional forces that have 

dominated naval strategy for decades. 

Moscow’s initial attempts to seize control of the Black Sea through 

conventional naval supremacy in 2022-23 collapsed, revealing the 

tenuousness of its putative command of local waters. The Kremlin 

nonetheless continues to employ innovative asymmetric approaches 

to confront the U.S.-backed Kyiv government: clandestine sabotage 

operations against offshore platforms, missile strikes on commercial 

shipping, deployment of swarming unmanned surface vessels 

(USVs), deep-sea mines, and the covert integration of mercenaries 

into the coastal defense network (Murphy, 2012, p. 37; Tam & Jones, 

2019, p. 145). 

The conflict highlights the rapid introduction of novel tactics and 

technologies, such as the use of Bayraktar TB2 unmanned aerial 

vehicles to locate and help destroy Black Sea Fleet amphibious 

vessels. These asymmetric clashes have led to strategic effects for 

the littorals of the Black Sea (Tsantoulis, 2008, p. 201). 

D) Comparative Analysis of Maritime Strategies 

China and the United States have dramatically different maritime 

strategies. China's grand strategy is designed to secure BRI lines of 

communication and challenge U.S. primacy in Indo-Pacific 

contested maritime spaces (Murphy & Bruns, 2018, p. 29). The 

America-first, hyper forward, and competition missions continue to 

drive the U.S. Navy’s force-structure, investment, and operational 

models (A. Jr. Field, 2018, p. 112). 
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The maritime dimension of the 2022 Russian invasion of Ukraine 

elevated asymmetric and hybrid tactics to prominence, illustrating 

the power of innovation and adaptability in contemporary naval 

conflicts. The conflict underscores that neither traditional sea control 

nor persistent power projection alone guarantees dominance—

rather, the balance of strategy, technology, and adaptability is crucial 

(Murphy, 2012, p. 39). 

State/Act
or 

Strateg
ic 
Objecti
ve 

Core 
Methods 

Technolog
ical Focus 

Key 
Challeng
es 

 
Referen
ces 

China 
(BRI/PL
AN) 

Secure 
econom
ic 
corridor
s, 
expand 
maritim
e 
influenc
e, 
challen
ge US 
primacy 

Infrastruct
ure 
building, 
overseas 
port 
developm
ent, 
diplomati
c 
expansion 

Shipbuildi
ng, 
undersea 
cables, 
R&D base, 
dual-use 
ports 

Regional 
suspicion, 
alliance 
counter-
formation
, resource 
sustainabi
lity 

Mao & 
McAleer
, 2017, 
p. 14; 
Styan, 
2020, p. 
56 

United 
States 
(US 
Navy) 

Global 
sea 
control, 
power 
projecti
on, 
alliance 
security 

Forward 
deployme
nt, joint 
exercises, 
alliance-
building, 
PGII 
initiative 

Carrier 
groups, 
enterprise-
wide 
strategic 
planning, 
surveillanc
e tech 

Strategic 
overstretc
h, budget 
constraint
s, rising 
peer 
competiti
on 

Till, 
2018, p. 
74; 
Holmes 
& 
Yoshiha
ra, 2018, 
p. 88 

Russia 
(Black 
Sea) 

Deny 
adversa
ry sea 

Blockade, 
asymmetr
ic 

Swarm 
UAVs, 
unmanned 

Limited 
resources, 
technolog

Murphy, 
2012, p. 
37; Tam 
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control, 
project 
power 
regional
ly 

warfare, 
unmanned 
systems, 
missile 
strikes 

surface 
vessels, 
electronic 
warfare 

ical lag, 
internatio
nal 
sanctions 

& Jones, 
2019, p. 
145 

Ukraine Survive 
and 
disrupt 
adversa
ry 
operatio
ns, 
maintai
n trade 
flow 

Asymmet
ric tactics, 
innovativ
e use of 
drones, 
coastal 
defense 

Maritime 
drones, 
real-time 
surveillanc
e, 
precision 
strike 
munitions 

Resource 
limitation
s, 
dependen
cy on 
allies, 
contested 
access 

Tsantoul
is, 2008, 
p. 201; 
Murphy, 
2012, p. 
39 

Table 3: Comparative Table of Key Maritime Strategies 

The evolving dynamics of maritime strategy in the 21st century 

reveal that no single power holds a monopoly over the sea. China’s 

BRI strategy leverages economic and maritime expansion to enhance 

its global influence, while the U.S. Navy pivots towards enterprise-

wide approaches that balance sea control with forward presence 

(Mao & McAleer, 2017, p. 17; Till, 2018, p. 74). The Russia-Ukraine 

war demonstrates how asymmetric tactics and emerging 

technologies can undermine conventional dominance and reshape 

the maritime battlespace (Murphy, 2012, p. 39; Tam & Jones, 2019, 

p. 147). Ultimately, comparative analysis emphasizes the necessity 

for adaptation, innovation, and integrated strategies in the pursuit of 

maritime security and national objectives. 

The Maritime Strategic Outlook for 2025 and Beyond 

Looking toward 2030, the challenges and demands of maritime 

strategy are expected to become increasingly critical (Zhao, 2023, p. 

165). The emergence and integration of artificial intelligence 

technologies, autonomous ships, hybrid warfare strategies, and the 
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imperative for environmental sustainability heighten the need for 

rapid pattern recognition, robust systems analysis, mental agility to 

manage technological surprises, and political sophistication to 

handle alliances in a competitive and fragmented world9 (Fuentes-

Penna & Espinoza Saucedo, 2025, p. 12). 

It could be said that states and alliances systematically weave the six 

strategic disciplines into the fabric of their maritime strategies are 

those most likely to maintain order, navigate complexity, and 

respond nimbly to emerging threats in the maritime domain (Wirtz 

et al., 2021, p. 21; Hattendorf, 1989, p. 45). The evidence across 

contemporary naval operations and doctrinal evolution consistently 

affirms that adaptation, integration, and innovation, which are 

chosen by a multidisciplinary approach—are indispensable for 

thriving amidst the uncertainties of modern maritime security. 

The strategic importance of the Black Sea has been underscored by 

the recent conflict in Ukraine. The presence of Russian naval forces 

in the region has exerted considerable pressure on NATO and its 

allies, necessitating a reevaluation of maritime strategies to 

counterbalance Russian influence and ensure the security of 

maritime trade routes (Dombrowski & Reich, 2024, p. 12). The use 

 
9  The global geopolitical landscape is undergoing significant transformation, 

characterized by increasing competition and fragmentation among major powers 

such as the United States, China, and Russia. This shift is further influenced by 

critical events including the COVID-19 pandemic, the conflict in Ukraine, and the 

ongoing rivalry between the U.S. and China. Recent developments, such as those 

occurring on October 7th, the intensifying conflict between Israel and Gaza, and 

the escalation of hostilities between Israel and Iran, have added new layers of 

complexity and volatility to international relations (Smith, 2024, p. 15). 

Additionally, the rise of nationalism and protectionism is impacting global trade 

routes, carbon emissions, cyber security, energy, and food security. Consequently, 

international cooperation on pressing issues such as climate change is becoming 

more challenging (Johnson & Lee, 2023, p. 42). Middle powers are navigating 

these heightened tensions to safeguard their domestic interests, making economic 

growth increasingly unpredictable and susceptible to external shocks (Davis, 

2024, p. 88). 
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of maritime drones and advanced surveillance technologies has 

become crucial in monitoring and responding to threats in the Black 

Sea, demonstrating the impact of technological advancements on 

modern naval warfare (Ford & Rosenberg, 2005, p. 178). Indeed, 

these technological advancements, particularly in the realm of 

maritime drones and AI-driven surveillance systems, have had 

tangible impacts on recent conflicts. For example, Ukraine’s 

innovative use of maritime drones against the Russian Black Sea 

Fleet has demonstrated the operational effectiveness and strategic 

leverage such technologies can provide (Fuentes-Penna & Espinoza 

Saucedo, 2025, p. 23). These unmanned systems have allowed 

Ukrainian forces to conduct precision strikes and gather real-time 

intelligence with minimal risk to personnel, underscoring how AI-

enhanced platforms are reshaping the dynamics of naval 

engagements (Wirtz et al., 2021, p. 21). Moreover, the ability to 

integrate vast quantities of data from various sensors and sources has 

improved situational awareness and decision-making speed, 

providing a critical advantage in high-tempo maritime operations 

(Hattendorf, 1989, p. 45). The success of these systems in the Black 

Sea not only exemplifies the practical value of emerging 

technologies, but also signals a broader shift in naval doctrine and 

strategic planning among both established and rising powers (Zhao, 

2023, pp. 155-160). As advanced surveillance and autonomous 

capabilities become increasingly central to maritime security, their 

impact—evidenced by real-world application—reinforces the 

necessity for navies to adapt, innovate, and adopt multidisciplinary 

approaches (Freedman & Hattendorf, 1989, p. 38). 

Similarly, heightened tensions in the Red Sea due to ongoing 

conflicts in the Middle East have emphasized the strategic 

significance of the Bab-el-Mandeb Strait, a chokepoint connecting 

the Red Sea to the Gulf of Aden and into the Indian Ocean which is 

vital for global maritime trade. The presence of various military 

forces and the threat of piracy have necessitated international 
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cooperation and the deployment of advanced maritime technologies 

to ensure the safety and security of vessels transiting the region 

(Freedman & Hattendorf, 1989, p. 18). The integration of artificial 

intelligence and autonomous systems has enhanced the capabilities 

of naval forces operating in the Red Sea, providing real-time data 

and improving decision-making processes in complex and dynamic 

environments (Fuentes-Penna & Espinoza Saucedo, 2025, p. 23). 

The aftermath of ongoing conflicts in Europe and the Middle East 

has far-reaching implications for maritime strategy. In Europe, the 

conflict in Ukraine has led to an increased NATO presence in the 

Black Sea, underscoring the necessity for robust maritime defenses 

and the incorporation of advanced technologies to counter potential 

threats (Dombrowski & Reich, 2024, p. 14). The collaboration 

among NATO allies in conducting joint naval exercises and sharing 

intelligence has bolstered regional security, highlighting the critical 

role of alliances in maintaining maritime order (Southern, 2001, p. 

53). 

 
Source: https://eitherview.com/can-the-india-middle-east-europe-

economic-corridor-imec-take-on-chinas-bri/  

In the Arab World & the Middle East, securing critical maritime 

chokepoints such as the Bab-el-Mandeb Strait and the Strait of 

Hormuz remains paramount. The presence of international naval 

https://eitherview.com/can-the-india-middle-east-europe-economic-corridor-imec-take-on-chinas-bri/
https://eitherview.com/can-the-india-middle-east-europe-economic-corridor-imec-take-on-chinas-bri/
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forces and the utilization of advanced surveillance and detection 

technologies have been fundamental in mitigating threats and 

ensuring the free flow of maritime trade (Freedman, 1989, p. 29). 

The adoption of hybrid warfare strategies and the application of 

artificial intelligence in decision-making processes underscore the 

ongoing need for continuous adaptation and innovation in maritime 

strategy (Wirtz et al., 2021, p. 22). 

The Global Legacy: Strategic Thinkers Across Cultures and 
Eras 

Throughout history, strategic thinkers from various cultures and eras 

have contributed significantly to the development of maritime 

strategy. From Roman and Persian fleet commanders to modern 

theorists, their collective insights have shaped a discipline that is 

both methodical and creative, analytic and visionary (Southern, 

2001, p. 45; Frei, 2020, p. 272; Zhao, 2023, p. 150). These 

contributions continue to be foundational to understanding, 

constructing, and adapting maritime strategy in uncertain times 

(Dombrowski & Reich, 2024, p. 1; Hattendorf, 1989, p. 45). For 

instance, Southern (2001) highlights that ancient naval tactics 

employed by the Persian fleet during the Greco-Persian Wars laid 

early groundwork for strategic maneuvers still relevant today (p. 45). 

Intelligence has become central to maritime operations, especially 

with the emergence of technologies such as radar, sonar, and satellite 

surveillance. The strategic evolution and operationalization of these 

disciplines have been extensively documented by thinkers like 

Lawrence Freedman and John B. Hattendorf (Hattendorf, 1989, p. 

10). In the 21st century, the maritime domain is characterized by 

intense competition and cooperation among established and 

emerging powers, as exemplified by China’s naval expansion and 

modernization efforts and its adaptation of traditional maritime 

theories to its unique geostrategic situation (Zhao, 2023, p. 150-160). 

According to Hattendorf (1989), the incorporation of advanced 
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surveillance technologies has transformed naval engagements and 

enhanced strategic capabilities (p. 45). 

In conclusion, the enduring legacy of strategic thinkers across 

cultures and eras underscores the importance of continuous 

adaptation and innovation in maritime strategy. Their insights 

provide a roadmap for modern navies to effectively respond to 

emerging threats and maintain maritime order in an increasingly 

complex global landscape. As noted by Dombrowski and Reich 

(2024), modern multilateral maritime exercises are designed to 

refine cross-national pattern recognition, scenario planning, and 

political communication, thereby bolstering coalition resilience and 

reinforcing maritime dominance. These doctrines and exercises 

exemplify the critical role of alliances in maintaining maritime order. 

Looking beyond the present, the future of maritime strategy will 

hinge not only on technological innovation but also on the ability to 

synthesize lessons from history with real-time data and intelligence. 

The integration of artificial intelligence, autonomous platforms, and 

advanced surveillance will continue to transform how maritime 

forces detect, assess, and respond to threats. However, technology 

alone is insufficient—successful maritime strategy demands 

collaboration across disciplines, robust international partnerships, 

and a deep understanding of the political, economic, and cultural 

contexts influencing maritime domains. 

Furthermore, as global trade routes become more contested and new 

maritime chokepoints emerge, the balance between national interests 

and collective security will become more delicate. Nations will need 

to invest in education and the training of strategic leaders capable of 

anticipating rapid changes and orchestrating effective, agile 

responses. The enduring principles contributed by past and present 

maritime strategists will remain central, but they must be continually 

refined to address the novel challenges of each era. 
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Conclusion 

Over the centuries, maritime strategy has undergone a profound 

evolution, tracing its lineage from the naval practices of ancient 

Rome and Persia, through the era of European imperial dominance, 

and into the present day, where global competition and collaboration 

define the maritime domain. This evolution has been marked by an 

increasing integration of economic, political, military, and 

technological dimensions—each weaving together to shape the 

discipline into one that is not only historically grounded, but also 

dynamically adaptive. 

Contemporary maritime strategy now faces a landscape 

fundamentally altered by the convergence of new challenges. 

Cyberwarfare, environmental transformations, and the rise of 

multipolar rivalries have expanded the domain of maritime 

competition beyond traditional engagements. Regions such as the 

Persian Gulf and the Mediterranean stand as focal points where 

volatility and strategic interests intersect, highlighting the urgent 

need for adaptive, multidisciplinary approaches. Strategic 

frameworks, once based solely on the maneuver of fleets and the 

securing of trade routes, now demand the seamless fusion of 

classical doctrines with emerging disciplines—pattern recognition, 

systems analysis, mental agility, and advanced technology 

integration. 

Today, the safeguarding of maritime interests and the maintenance 

of global stability hinge upon the capacity of nations to synthesize 

lessons drawn from centuries of experience with real-time 

intelligence and innovation. As artificial intelligence, autonomous 

platforms, and advanced surveillance systems become integral to 

naval operations, the balance between technological advancement 

and the enduring principles of strategic thought becomes ever more 

delicate. 
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Ultimately, maritime strategy must remain dynamic and continually 

informed by both the weight of history and the demands of an 

unpredictable future. The resilience of strategic vision, the relentless 

pursuit of innovation, and the commitment to collective security will 

be vital as nations navigate an era marked by contested trade routes, 

environmental uncertainty, and shifting alliances. By grounding 

contemporary responses in classical strategic disciplines—while 

embracing the new realities of cyber, environmental, and 

geopolitical complexity, leaders and policymakers can better secure 

the maritime domain and sustain peace, prosperity, and order through 

2030 and beyond. 
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