
GENERAL

assessing maritime power in the asia pacific the impact of 
american strategic re balance corbett centre for maritime 
policy studies
Published: September 19, 2026  |  Index ID: #-

Introduction

Assessing maritime power in the Asia Pacific is a complex endeavor that requires a nuanced understanding of

historical trajectories, evolving strategic doctrines, and the interplay of regional and great �power interests. In recent

years, the United States has embarked on a strategic rebalancing effort aimed at strengthening its presence in the

Indo �Pacific region, a move that has reshaped the naval calculus for both traditional and emerging maritime actors.

Scholars and policymakers now turn to institutions such as the Corbett Centre for Maritime Policy Studies to

dissect these shifts, offering evidence �based insights into how maritime power is distributed, contested, and

projected across the vast expanse of the Asia Pacific.

Against this backdrop, this article explores the multifaceted dimensions of maritime power assessment, examines

the impact of American strategic rebalancing, and highlights the pivotal role played by the Corbett Centre in

advancing scholarly discourse and policy formulation. By weaving together historical context, analytical

frameworks, and contemporary case studies, we aim to provide a comprehensive, engaging, and SEO �friendly

exploration that resonates with academics, defense analysts, and regional stakeholders alike.

Historical Context of Maritime Power in the Asia Pacific

From Imperial Navies to Post �War Realignments

The Asia Pacific’s maritime landscape has been shaped by a succession of imperial ambitions, colonial

enterprises, and post �World War II realignments. In the 19th and early 20th centuries, European powers such as

Britain and France established naval dominance through expansive merchant fleets and coastal fortifications, laying

the groundwork for the concept of maritime hegemony. The aftermath of World War II saw the emergence of the

United States and the Soviet Union as the primary maritime competitors, with the U.S. Navy’s post �war expansion

and the Soviet Union’s submarine and surface fleet development redefining the strategic calculus of the region.

Emergence of Regional Powers

With the decline of colonial rule, newly independent states like Japan, South Korea, and India began to cultivate

indigenous naval capabilities. Japan’s Self �Defence Forces, constrained by constitutional limits yet technologically

sophisticated, became a cornerstone of maritime security in the western Pacific. Meanwhile, India’s focus on

blue �water expansion, exemplified by the acquisition of the INS Vikrant aircraft carrier, signaled its intent to project

power across the Indian Ocean. These developments underscore the importance of assessing maritime power

through a lens that accounts for both legacy influences and contemporary aspirations.

Shifting Alliances and Security Frameworks

The Cold War era introduced formal alliances such as SEATO and later, the U.S.–Japan Security Treaty,

embedding maritime cooperation within a broader geopolitical framework. The dissolution of the Soviet Union

removed a key counterbalance, prompting the United States to pivot toward a “Pivot to Asia” strategy. This shift



reoriented U.S. naval deployments, fostering joint exercises with regional partners and reinforcing the importance of

freedom of navigation in contested waters such as the South China Sea.

The Rise of American Strategic Rebalancing

Defining Strategic Rebalancing

Strategic rebalancing refers to the systematic realignment of military resources, diplomatic engagement, and

economic incentives to enhance a power’s influence in a particular region. For the United States, this entails a

deliberate shift of naval assets, intelligence capabilities, and logistical support toward the Indo �Pacific, while

maintaining a global reach. The underlying objective is to counterbalance the rising influence of China and to

safeguard critical sea lines of communication (SLOCs) that underpin global trade.

Key Components of U.S. Rebalancing Efforts

•  Naval Presence: Deployment of carrier strike groups, amphibious ready groups, and advanced destroyers to 

key strategic locations.

•  Allied Integration: Strengthening joint exercises such as RIMPAC, Malabar, and Exercise Pacific Warrior.

•  Technological Edge: Investment in cyber warfare, unmanned systems, and next �generation radar and missile 

defense.

•  Logistics and Sustainment: Expansion of forward �deployed logistics hubs, such as the U.S. Naval Support 

Facility in Subic Bay.

Implications for Regional Maritime Dynamics

American strategic rebalancing has prompted a recalibration of maritime doctrines among regional actors. Nations

like Australia and New Zealand have increased their naval interoperability with the U.S., while China’s navy has

accelerated its modernization program, emphasizing anti �access/area denial (A2/AD) capabilities. The resulting

strategic environment is characterized by a heightened emphasis on maritime domain awareness, rapid response

capabilities, and a more complex network of alliances and rivalries.

Assessing Maritime Power: Methodologies and Metrics

Quantitative Measures of Naval Strength

Assessing maritime power often begins with quantifiable metrics such as:

•  Number of active warships, submarines, and aircraft carriers.

•  Fleet composition by class (e.g., destroyers, frigates, littoral combat ships).

•  Personnel strength and training cycles.

•  Logistical capacity, including port facilities and supply chain resilience.

While these figures provide a baseline, they do not capture the full spectrum of operational readiness or strategic

intent.

Qualitative Assessments and Strategic Context

Beyond raw numbers, analysts evaluate:

1.  Operational Doctrine – How a navy interprets its mission, from deterrence to power projection.

2.  Force Posture – Geographic distribution of assets and the flexibility to respond to crises.

3.  Technological Sophistication – Integration of advanced sensors, weapons systems, and information networks.

4.  Industrial Base – Domestic shipbuilding capacity, research & development pipelines, and maintenance 

ecosystems.



Combining these dimensions yields a holistic assessment of maritime power, enabling policymakers to anticipate

shifts and adapt strategies accordingly.

Case Study: The Corbett Centre’s Analytical Framework

Institutions like the Corbett Centre for Maritime Policy Studies employ a multi �layered framework that merges

quantitative data with qualitative insights. Their research often includes:

•  Scenario modeling to predict future conflict dynamics.

•  Policy briefs that translate complex analyses into actionable recommendations.

•  Workshops that bring together scholars, military officers, and civilian experts to refine assessment tools.

This integrative approach enhances the precision of maritime power evaluations, ensuring that assessments

remain relevant amid rapid technological and geopolitical changes.

Case Studies: Key Actors and Their Naval Capabilities

United States Navy

The U.S. Navy remains the most formidable maritime force globally, boasting 11 aircraft carriers, a robust

submarine fleet, and a diverse array of surface combatants. Its strategic rebalancing has led to increased

deployments to the Indo �Pacific, with a focus on maintaining freedom of navigation and supporting allies in

contested zones.

People’s Liberation Army Navy (PLAN)

China’s naval expansion is one of the most significant transformations in maritime power dynamics. With over 350

active warships, including a growing fleet of aircraft carriers and advanced destroyers, the PLAN has shifted from a

primarily defensive posture to a more assertive, power �projection stance. Its A2/AD strategy, centered around

anti �ship ballistic missiles and advanced electronic warfare capabilities, poses a direct challenge to U.S. naval

dominance.

Japan Maritime Self �Defense Force (JMSDF)

Japan’s JMSDF, while constrained by constitutional pacifism, has invested heavily in anti �submarine warfare (ASW)

platforms, missile defense systems, and advanced radar networks. Its strategic focus remains on safeguarding the

East China Sea and maintaining regional stability through deterrence.

Indian Navy

India’s naval modernization program includes the acquisition of aircraft carriers, guided missile destroyers, and a

growing submarine fleet. The country’s emphasis on “blue �water” capabilities reflects its ambition to protect maritime

trade routes and assert influence in the Indian Ocean.

Australia’s Royal Australian Navy (RAN)

Australia’s RAN has bolstered its fleet with advanced frigates, amphibious transport dock ships, and a new class of

submarines. Its strategic priorities align closely with U.S. rebalancing efforts, focusing on maritime security,

humanitarian assistance, and regional stability.

The Role of the Corbett Centre for Maritime Policy Studies

Historical Foundations and Mission

Named after Admiral Sir Julian Corbett, the Corbett Centre was established to advance rigorous scholarship on



maritime strategy and policy. Its mission centers on providing evidence �based analysis, fostering interdisciplinary

collaboration, and influencing policy decisions through comprehensive research.

Research Contributions to Maritime Power Assessment

The Centre’s work spans a broad spectrum of topics, including:

•  Strategic forecasting models that project the evolution of naval capabilities.

•  Policy analyses on maritime security, trade protection, and naval diplomacy.

•  Educational initiatives that train the next generation of maritime strategists.

By integrating theoretical frameworks with empirical data, the Corbett Centre offers nuanced perspectives on how

maritime power is exercised and contested.

Engagement with Policymakers and Military Officials

Through workshops, briefings, and advisory roles, the Corbett Centre bridges the gap between academia and

practice. Its experts collaborate with defense ministries, think tanks, and international organizations to shape

policies that address emerging maritime challenges, such as cyber threats, maritime terrorism, and climate �induced

disruptions.

Implications for Regional Security Dynamics

Strategic Stability and Deterrence

American strategic rebalancing enhances deterrence by reinforcing alliance commitments and showcasing a

credible military presence. However, it also risks intensifying great �power rivalry, potentially leading to an arms race

in naval capabilities and a heightened risk of miscalculation.

Maritime Trade and Economic Security

The Asia Pacific’s shipping lanes are vital to global commerce. Ensuring the safety of these routes requires robust

maritime domain awareness, coordinated patrols, and rapid response mechanisms. The U.S. Navy’s focus on

freedom of navigation operations (FONOPs) and joint exercises with regional partners directly supports economic

security by deterring unilateral actions that could threaten maritime trade.

Environmental and Humanitarian Considerations

Climate change and natural disasters increasingly impact maritime operations. Rising sea levels, extreme weather

events, and resource scarcity necessitate a maritime strategy that incorporates environmental resilience, disaster

response, and humanitarian assistance. The Corbett Centre’s research on climate �related maritime security

highlights the need for adaptive strategies that address these emerging threats.

Future Outlook and Strategic Recommendations

Enhancing Multilateral Cooperation

Strengthening existing alliances—such as the Quad (United States, India, Japan, Australia)—and fostering new

partnerships can create a cohesive maritime security architecture. Joint training, intelligence sharing, and

coordinated patrols are essential to counterbalance A2/AD capabilities and ensure collective deterrence.

Investing in Technological Innovation

Future naval superiority hinges on advancements in cyber �electronic warfare, unmanned systems, and hypersonic

weaponry. Policymakers should prioritize research and development, ensuring that maritime forces maintain a



technological edge over potential adversaries.

Building Resilient Infrastructure

Port facilities, logistics hubs, and maintenance infrastructure must be designed to withstand both conventional and

unconventional threats
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