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This study aimed to derive implications for applying
naval deterrence strategy on the Korean Peninsula by
analyzing historical cases of deterrence failure. Using
the 3C model of deterrence—capability, credibility, and
communication—this study examined the Pacific and
Falklands Wars. The analysis showed that deterrence
failed because of not only insufficient military power,
but also perceived capability gaps, doubts about
political and military resolve, and the ambiguous
communication of red lines and consequences. These
findings suggest that the Republic of Korea Navy
should strengthen maritime-based punishment and
denial capabilities, enhance credibility through
repeated exercises and readiness, and communicate
clear deterrent signals to prevent North Korean
miscalculation.

A M2f(Deterrence Strategy),

Sl (Naval Power), 3C 22(3C Model),
EH T QFX 2 (Pacific War),

Z =X M(Falklands War),

SHtE (Korean Peninsula)
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Application of Naval Deterrence Strategy Through War
History Analysis: Focus on Deterrence Theory and
the Role of the Navy
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2.2 AFA A (Deterrence by Denial)
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