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This study analyzes the effects and lessons of maritime
blockades conducted by the United States (US) in past
wars and proposes combined Republic of Korea
(ROK)~US maritime blockade strategies against China
for future warfare. To this end, the study examines the
cases of the Korean War and Gulf War through the
three operational elements time, space, and force. The
analysis shows that successful maritime blockade
requires rapid initiation, sustained execution,
appropriate blockade lines based on the theater
situation, and mission allocation according to the
capabilities of participating forces. Based on these
findings, the study argues that a combined
multi-domain blockade should be implemented
against China, considering China’s naval power and
anti-access/area-denial capabilities. In this framework,
the US would lead operations across the inner and
outer blockade lines and broader domains, whereas
the ROK Navy would secure maritime control in its
assigned waters, deter North Korean intervention, and
support blockade operations against Chinese naval
movements. The study concludes that a combined
multi-domain blockade is essential for achieving
effective maritime coercion in future war.

SfiAt= 4 (Maritime Blockade),

24 39 A (Three Elements of Operations),
2|45 (War-Sustaining Capability),

B2 /X7 2 (Anti-Access/Area Denial, A2/AD),
A& CHF =4 (Combined Multi-Domain
Blockade)
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Table 1. Perspectives on maritime blockade

Mantnpe Perspectives on Maritime Blockade
Strategists
A state with superior naval power can use
maritime blockade to inflict severe economic
Alfred Thayer damage or hardship on an adversary. Conversely,
Mahan only a state that possesses comparable naval
strength can resist and ultimately break such a
blockade.

Depending on its purpose, blockade may be
categorized as either military blockade or
commercial blockade, and military blockade may
in turn be divided into close blockade and open

Julian Corbett blockade. In this regard, it is necessary to
capitalize on the strategic advantages of open
blockade, which induces the enemy navy to act
while requiring only a minimal expenditure of
effort.

In spatial terms, blockade may be divided into
Bernard close blockade and distant blockade. Maritime
Brodie blockade can serve as an effective means of
establishing command of the sea.

Maritime blockade is a form of naval action
undertaken by a state with superior naval power
to prevent an adversary’s fleet from using the sea
as it intends or maneuvering to areas of its
choosing; it may be categorized into close
blockade and open blockade.
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Table 2. Analytical framework

The Three Elements of Operations

Time Space Force

Major Cases

the Korean War the Gulf War

The Effects and Lessons of Maritime Blockade

Time Space Force
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Formulating Maritime Blockade Strategies Against China
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Table 3. Lessons of maritime blockade from the Korean
War

- The Necessity of Rapid Maritime Blockade for
Securing the Initiative in the Initial Phase of War
- The Need for Sustained Maritime Blockade

- The Need to Establish an Appropriate Initial
Blockade Line Based on the Operational Situation in
the Theater

- The Need for Maritime Blockade to Enable
Subsequent Operations, such as Naval Gunfire
Support and the Disruption of Enemy Sea Lines of
Transport

- The Need to Shape Favorable Conditions for Major
Operations, including the Incheon Landing Operation

- The Need to Assign Missions in Accordance with Unit
Capabilities and to Maintain Overwhelming Naval
Superiority
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Table 4. Lessons of maritime blockade from the Gulf War

- The Decision and Implementation of a Preemptive
Maritime Blockade

- The Need for Sustained Maritime Blockade to

Undermine the Adversary’s Capacity to Wage War

- The Need for an All-Encompassing Maritime
Blockade to Impose Economic Costs on the Blockaded
State

-The Need for Maritime Blockade to Facilitate the
Projection of Military Power onto Land

-The Need to Assign Missions in Accordance with Unit
Capabilities and to Maintain Overwhelming Naval
Superiority
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