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This study presents the principles for reconfiguring the
roles, missions, and capabilities of the Republic of
Korea (ROK) Navy to support national Arctic policy
amid the realignment of Arctic geopolitics and
governance following the Ukraine War. The analysis
identifies that Arctic threats manifest as gray-zone
maritime security issues where military, governance,
environmental, and social risks overlap. Concurrently,
it confirms a strategic gap between policy objectives
and on-site execution capabilities in South Korea's
Arctic policy. To address this, the study proposes a
non-provocative cooperative package as the Navy's
priority missions, focusing on search and rescue (SAR),
maritime domain awareness (MDA), disaster response,
and rules-based military diplomacy.
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Table 1. Types of threats in the Arctic security environment and implications for Korea

Threat Category (CEES Direct Implications for Korea Policy & Navy Response

ncreased visibility of strategic assets, Increased possibility of Prioritize cooperative missions and

. . enhanced symbolism of military misinterpreting Arctic activities as . ; .
Military Tension . . I o ... low-stimulus tasks over direct military
infrastructure, and ongoing military; expanded political sensitivity -
. - L i, ’ power projection.
low-intensity military competition of the Navy's role.

Instability in multilateral cooperation,

. Need to secure institutional suitability Compliance with international norms;
fragmentation between formal and

Governance . A as a non-Arctic state; increased strengthen linkage between
. informal networks/institutions, and : . . . - -
Constraints o oy . diplomatic costs for policy multilateral cooperation and military
competition for legitimacy in . : .
implementation. diplomacy.

participation.

Accumulate capabilities centered on
SAR (Search and Rescue), disaster
response, and MDA (Maritime Domain
Awareness).

Sea ice reduction, increased
Environmental &  navigation, and expanded demand for
Social Risks search, rescue, and pollution
management.

Expanded demand for safety support;
increased need for joint civil-military
responses.

% This table was created by the researcher based on previous studies.

Table 2. ROK Navy role packages and step—by-step capability roadmap

Category Priority Mission Core Functions Implementation Timeline

Linking navigation safety info; Cooperation on

Maritime Domain Awareness Short-term

Phase 1 (MDA) & Info Sharing meteo_rologlcal/oceamc risk info; Data connection between relevant (1-3 years)
agencies.
Search and Rescue (SAR) &  Participation in rescue exercises; Emergency response cooperation; Short-to-Mid-term
Phase 2 : )
Disaster Response Support  Refinement of remote support systems. (5 years)
Norm-based Military Cooperation on maritime safety agendas; Compliance with .
. - . . . ST Mid-term
Phase 3 Diplomacy & Multilateral international norms; Participation in non—combat sectors of
) ; ) (37 years)
Cooperation combined exercises.
Phase 4 Limited Protection & Polar adaptation training; Remote operation support; Mid-to-Long-term
Response Capabilities Transparency-based protection and support capabilities. (10 years)
Sustainable Arctic Support  Establishing a legal-diplomatic-security linkage platform; Securing Long—term
Phase 5 . . .
System an integrated multi-agency operational system. (7-15 years)

% Table 2 was created by the researcher based on previous studies.
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