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This study examines the structural differences between
land strategy and maritime strategy through a
comparative analysis of the strategic thoughts of
Antoine~Henri Jomini and Alfred Thayer Mahan. By
focusing on Jomini’s concepts of the decisive point and
concentration of force and Mahan’s theory of sea
control and maritime power, this study identifies a
shared strategic logic underlying both domains.
Furthermore, by linking these classical principles to
contemporary concepts such as anti-access/area
denial, network-centric warfare, and the maritime
competition between China and United States, this
paper argues that classical strategic theory continues
to offer analytical relevance in the modern
multidomain operational environment.
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Table 1. Major cases and characteristics of land strategy and maritime strategy

Era Land Strategy

Expansion of the Roman Empire, The Mongol
Cavalry Invasions of Europe (Heavy Infantry /
Cavalry, Territorial Conquest-Centered

Ancient and Medieval Period

Strategy)

Maritime Strategy

The Punic Wars between Rome and Carthage, The Battle of
Sluys (1340), The Battle of Chioggia (1379-1380) and The
Battle of Lepanto (1571)) (Oared galleys and archery,
Limited maritime control over specific sea areas)

Early Modern Period (Massed infantry and artillery )

The Napoleonic Wars and Total War

The Era of Maritime Supremacy of Spain, the Dutch
Republic, and Great Britain (Sailing ships / Steamships, The
battleship—centered big—gun doctrine, Command of the sea
and naval blockade)

WWI: Trench warfare,

WWI: The Battle of Jutland (Battleships/Submarines,
Torpedoes/Aircraft, Sea control/denial, Convoy),

World War Era WWII: Tank warfare/Airborne WWII: Unrestricted submarine warfare, (Aircraft carrier
Modern operations (Attrition and maneuver warfare) warfare, Sea control/Convoy)
Era Cold War Era NATO vs The Warsaw Pact (Integrated with USA: ‘Maritime Strategy

nuclear deterrence strategy)

USSR: ‘Balanced Fleet’

Post-Cold War Era 1 ec/al)

Network-centric warfare and hybrid warfare

A2/AD, DMO, Ghost fleet
(Aircraft carrier warfare-Missile/Al)
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Table 2. Comparative analysis of the major characteristics of land strategy and maritime strategy

Distinction Land Strategy

Occupation of territory,

Goal Defeat of enemy ground forces

Maritime Strategy

Assured access to the maritime domain(Sea Control) and
Enemy use denial, Protection of sea lines of
communication.

Operational space  Emphasis on fixed geographic features

Centered on the open sea
(Dynamic maritime environment)

Ground forces(Infantry, Armor, Artillery... etc.)

Primary means s
ry + Mobilized reserves

Naval and maritime security capabilities + Mobilized
reserves

Relatively defined battlefront,
Severely limited by geographical features,
Sustained and attrition-focused engagements.

Spatiotemporal
characteristics

Fluid nature of the battlefront,
Characterized by a wide operational maneuver space,
Operations characterized by control, denial, and maneuver.

Linkage with

national power  military, population, and industry.

Primarily aligned with national power components such as

Integrated with maritime capabilities beyond the navy
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Table 3. Comparing the principal strategic doctrines of Jomini and Mahan

Distinction Jomini

Level of war Operational Art/Tactics

National Strategy/Maritime Strategy

Land Forces Theater and Battlefield

Focus of effort (Main forces on the interior lines)

Main (Decisive Battle) Fleet

Theater-level decisive point targeting the enemy’s

Decisive Point system (Adversary’s Main Forces, Lines of

Communication, Capital), Spatial and maneuver
conditions are critical to operational success.

Naval battles and maritime areas linked to sea control,
Destruction of adversary naval forces with subsequent
economic and political effects.

Methodology

Consider interior and operational lines, maneuver forces, Avoid dispersing the fleet and concentrate forces to
identify decisive points, and concentrate combat power.  achieve victory in the decisive naval battle.

Destruction of the adversary’s main army — Control of
the Theater — Determine the military outcome of the

Combat Effects
war.

Secure control of the sea — Disruption of maritime
traffic and commerce — This has a direct impact on the
country’s economy and its war-sustaining capability
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