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Abstract 

This research provides a comprehensive geopolitical and strategic evaluation of the Taiwan crisis, 
examining its evolution from the 1949 Chinese Civil War to the contemporary era. By analyzing the 
divergent interests of the People’s Republic of China (PRC) and the United States, the study assesses how 
territorial integrity, maritime dominance in the Indo-Pacific, and global technological leadership act as 
primary catalysts for escalation. Special attention is given to recent military-technological advancements, 
including the PRC’s hypersonic missile programs and Taiwan’s asymmetric “Porcupine Strategy,” alongside 
the intensification of U.S.-led regional alliances. Furthermore, the paper investigates critical variables such 
as executive leadership shifts in Washington and their implications for foreign policy continuity. By 
evaluating potential conflict scenarios and tactical objectives, the study suggests that the 2027–2028 
period could represents an elevated risk window for potential regional instability. The research emphasizes 
the imperative for diplomatic de-escalation to prevent the Taiwan Strait from escalating into a broader 
conflict. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Taiwan crisis remains one of the most enduring geopolitical challenges of the contemporary era, with 
historical roots tracing back to the mid-20th century. Although the cross-strait situation has historically 
fluctuated through cycles of intense friction, it has thus far avoided escalating into open kinetic warfare. 
However, in recent years, the strategic significance of this dispute has intensified, converging across 
political, economic, security, and ethno-cultural dimensions - all of which fundamentally heighten the 
systemic risk of potential conflict.  (Yılmaz, 2024; MN.ru, 2025) 

Given that the People’s Republic of China (PRC) and the United States are the primary strategic 
protagonists in this theater, any prospective military scenario could potentially involve significant tactical 
escalation. While direct military conflict has been averted to date, contemporary policy shifts and evolving 
escalatory behaviors suggest an increasing probability of strategic friction in the near future. To analyze 
the multifaceted intricacies of this crisis, a systematic and multi-phased analytical approach is required. 

METHODOLOGICAL FRAMEWORK 
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This study utilizes structured strategic scenario analysis to assess the evolving security dynamics in the 
Taiwan Strait. The analytical framework is built upon observable military developments, official state 
policies, and recent escalatory behaviors in the Indo-Pacific region. By examining the military-technological 
advancements of the People’s Liberation Army (PLA) alongside Taiwan’s asymmetric defensive doctrines, 
the research maps out potential geopolitical paths and operational timelines for the 2027–2028 window. 
To ensure a robust evaluation, the study employs a multifaceted methodology: 

1.  Historical Method: Applied to trace the evolution of the cross-strait dispute and understand the 
foundational patterns of regional deterrence. 

2.  Comparative Analysis: Used to evaluate the military-technological asymmetry between the PLA and 
Taiwan's defense forces, alongside the divergent strategic interests of the PRC and the United States. 

3.  Content Analysis: Involved a systematic review of official defense white papers, legislative acts, and 
high-level diplomatic rhetoric to detect shifts in political and military intent. 

4.  Strategic Forecasting: Used to synthesize these inputs and identify the 2027–2028 strategic window 
as a period of significantly elevated risk. 

Limitations and Uncertainties: It must be noted that strategic forecasting in high-stakes geopolitical 
environments carries inherent limitations. This analysis is bound by the availability of open-source 
intelligence and public military reporting. Furthermore, unexpected domestic political shifts, economic 
crises, or sudden breakthroughs in diplomatic backchannels remain critical variables that could 
significantly alter the projected timelines and scenarios outlined in this study. 

1.  THE TAIWAN PROBLEM IN HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE 

The origins of the Taiwan crisis are rooted in the immediate aftermath of the Chinese Civil War (1946–
1949). Following the victory of the Communist Party led by Mao Zedong, the People’s Republic of China 
(PRC) was officially established on the mainland on October 1, 1949. Consequently, the leadership of the 
nationalist Republic of China (ROC), under Chiang Kai-shek, retreated to Taiwan along with approximately 
1.5 million supporters. A government-in-exile was maintained under the banner of the ROC, with the 
Kuomintang  (KMT) party retaining power until the democratic transitions of the 1980s (Ahmadov, 2024).  

This communist victory resulted in a persistent state of dual sovereignty over Chinese territory, creating 
a fundamental source of cross-strait conflict that has endured since 1949. Throughout the post-World War 
II period, the United States maintained a robust strategic partnership with the ROC. Washington’s 
sustained military assistance and its long-standing recognition of the Taipei-based regime as the sole 
legitimate government of China played a pivotal role in the perpetuation of this territorial impasse  
(Ahmadov, 2024; Report.az, 2025). 

Several geopolitical factors prevented a swift resolution of the conflict, allowing it to persist for 
decades. Chief among these was the outbreak of the Korean War in June 1950, which necessitated the 
PRC’s intervention on the North Korean front. This three-year conflict, concluding in 1953 with an armistice 
influenced by domestic political shifts within both the USSR and the United States, resulted in the rigid 
division of the Korean peninsula along the 38th parallel  (BBC News, 2024). 

By 1954, the United States began implementing preemptive measures to deter PRC pressure on Taiwan 
and prevent the emergence of a secondary major flashpoint in East Asia. In response to escalating regional 
tensions, Washington and Taipei signed a Mutual Defense Treaty in 1954. This security pact, which entered 
into force in March 1955, effectively curtailed the PRC’s immediate military options regarding the island. 
Similar bilateral agreements had been previously brokered between the U.S. and other Asian nations; the 
primary strategic objective was the “containment” of the Soviet Union, the PRC, and North Korea, thereby 
preventing the expansion of communist influence in the Far East through a strategic blockade  (American 
Institute in Taiwan, 1979). 
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The bilateral treaties signed with Japan and the Philippines  (1951), South Korea  (1953), and Taiwan  
(1954) collectively formed the San Francisco System. This network of alliances became the cornerstone of 
U.S. strategic projection in the Far East  (American Institute in Taiwan, 1979). 

Although another cross-strait crisis emerged in August 1958, it was rapidly de-escalated. Taiwan’s 
security during this period was further maintained by internal instability within the PRC; notably, the 
“Cultural Revolution” initiated by Mao Zedong in the 1960s - which resulted in profound socio-political 
fracturing - severely hindered China’s internal cohesion. Under such chaotic domestic conditions, initiating 
a new large-scale military campaign was strategically unfeasible. Subsequently, the rise of Deng Xiaoping, 
whose administration focused on mitigating the socio-economic damage of the Mao era, provided Taiwan 
with a temporary reprieve from Beijing’s aggressive posture  (Mete, 2024). 

However, during the Deng Xiaoping era, escalating border disputes and ideological rifts between the 
PRC and the USSR prompted the United States to adopt a new strategic trajectory. This geopolitical 
alignment culminated in October 1971, when the United Nations switched formal diplomatic recognition 
to Beijing. Following this systemic shift, as the PRC began opening up its economy in 1978, Washington 
recognized the burgeoning opportunities for bilateral trade and the strategic necessity to develop closer 
relations, leading to the formal establishment of diplomatic ties between the United States and Beijing in 
1979  (BBC News, 2024). To bolster mutual trust with Beijing, the U.S. rescinded its 1954 Mutual Defense 
Treaty with Taiwan and formally withdrew sovereign recognition of the Taipei regime. Nevertheless, the 
subsequent enactment of the Taiwan Relations Act  (TRA) provided a critical legal framework for continued 
security cooperation and reaffirmed Washington’s commitment to Taiwan’s defense  (BBC News, 2024). 

Concurrently, Taiwan began adopting a more conciliatory posture toward the mainland. The 1980s 
witnessed a relaxation of travel restrictions, and as the PRC prioritized economic modernization, Taiwan 
emerged as a key partner in bilateral trade and investment. This period of detente culminated in 1991, 
when Taipei officially declared an end to the state of war with the PRC  (BBC News, 2024). 

This period of relative stability endured until the Third Taiwan Strait Crisis of 1995–1996. Accusing the 
Taiwanese government of deviating from the “One China” principle, Beijing conducted a series of 
provocative missile tests in the Taiwan Strait to intimidate the electorate ahead of the 1996 elections. 
These maneuvers sparked significant regional and global security concerns  (Report.az, 2025). 

In the 21st century, the political framework for reunification became increasingly contentious. Although 
the "One Country, Two Systems" formula was initially conceptualized by Deng Xiaoping to address cross-
strait relations, it was formally codified and applied to the Hong Kong transition in 1984. President Xi 
Jinping explicitly reiterated and reframed this proposal for Taiwan in 2019, asserting it as the primary path 
for national integration. Taipei’s firm rejection of this framework led to a renewed suspension of high-level 
cross-strait dialogue  (Theory China, 2021; YRIS, 2021). 

Tensions escalated further on August 2, 2022, following U.S. House Speaker Nancy Pelosi’s visit to 
Taiwan. Beijing responded with unprecedented aggression, initiating large-scale military exercises in the 
waters surrounding the island. Since 2022, the frequency and scale of these drills have intensified, signaling 
a shift in China’s military posture toward active war preparations. The historical trajectory of the Taiwan 
crisis underscores the enduring strategic significance of the island  (Report.az, 2025; Institute for the Study 
of War, 2025). 

2. THE STRATEGIC SIGNIFICANCE OF TAIWAN FOR CHINA AND THE UNITED STATES: 
POLITICAL STRATEGIC, AND ECONOMIC INTERESTS 

2.1. China’s Strategic Imperatives 

Taiwan holds paramount socio-political and strategic importance for the People’s Republic of 
China  (PRC) in its pursuit of national unification, territorial integrity, and regional hegemony. 
Officially regarding Taiwan as an inseparable province, Beijing has prioritized the “resolution” 
of the Taiwan issue as a core national objective. This resolve is consistently articulated in the 
official rhetoric of the Chinese leadership. In recent years, PRC Foreign Ministry spokesperson 
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Mao Ning reaffirmed that “Taiwan is an inseparable part of China,” while Foreign Minister Wang 
Yi emphasized that “China’s development follows an inevitable historical logic,” signaling 
Beijing’s unwavering determination to pursue reunification  (Reuters, 2025b; Dotson J and 
Harman J, 2025). 

The dissolution of the current Taipei administration, full reintegration with the mainland, and the 
expulsion of U.S. influence from the island constitute China’s primary political objectives. Beyond these 
political goals, Taiwan’s strategic geography carries critical weight. For Beijing, the annexation of Taiwan 
would provide direct, unhindered access to the Pacific Ocean. This would facilitate freedom of maneuver 
in the South and East China Seas, effectively transforming these maritime zones into China’s “internal 
lakes” and decisively undermining the strategic positioning of the United States and its regional allies.  

Integrating Taiwan would breach the U.S.-led “containment blockade,” significantly expanding China’s 
operational naval capabilities. Consequently, such a move would bolster China’s international prestige and 
political leverage, enhancing its capacity to engage in peer-to-peer competition with the United States. 

Moreover, Taiwan’s status as a major economic powerhouse places the interests of all global parties in 
direct competition. Boasting the world’s 22nd largest economy, Taiwan holds a unique and irreplaceable 
bottleneck in the global technology supply chain as the world’s top manufacturer of semiconductor chips. 
Its largest contract chipmaker, Taiwan Semiconductor Manufacturing Company  (TSMC), is one of only two 
companies globally capable of producing the smallest, most advanced microchips, manufacturing over 90 
percent of them. These advanced semiconductors are vital to global consumer electronics, cutting-edge 
military hardware, and the development of Artificial Intelligence  (AI). While Washington has systematically 
sought to mitigate this overreliance through domestic manufacturing initiatives, the island remains a 
critical technological engine. By incorporating Taiwan, China could directly capture this critical node, 
potentially accelerating its own technological self-sufficiency and military modernization  (Council on 
Foreign Relations, 2025). 

2.2. The United States’ Strategic and Ideological Interests 

Just as Taiwan is vital to the PRC, it holds equivalent strategic weight for the United States. Since the 
conclusion of World War II, the island has served as a foundational element of the U.S.-led “containment 
blockade” in the Far East, specifically designed to constrain Chinese maritime expansionism. The network 
of military installations across the Philippines, Taiwan, South Korea, and Japan effectively obstructs China’s 
unrestricted access to the Pacific Ocean and curbs its regional hegemonic ambitions. Through this security 
architecture, Washington seeks to prevent Beijing from achieving the political, strategic, and economic 
dominance that would pose a direct threat to U.S. national interests. Consequently, the loss of Taiwan 
would deal a devastating blow to U.S. strategic primacy in the Indo-Pacific  (American Institute in Taiwan, 
1979). 

The transition of Taiwan to Chinese control would similarly lead to a significant erosion of U.S. economic 
influence. Unfettered Chinese trade expansion and economic consolidation could catalyze a relative 
decline in the U.S. domestic economy. Furthermore, the seizure of Taiwan’s technological hubs by Beijing 
would jeopardize the integrity of the global technology supply chain. As the primary consumer and 
integrator of these high-end technologies, the United States would face heightened national security risks 
and a precarious economic dependency on its primary geopolitical rival  (Council on Foreign Relations, 
2025). 

Beyond material interests, the subjugation of democratic Taiwan by the PRC would inflict substantial 
ideological damage on the United States. Given that the PRC’s governance model stands in direct structural 
opposition to American political values, the fall of Taiwan could be perceived as a triumph of 
authoritarianism over liberal democracy. Such a shift would signal a resurgence of communist influence in 
the region, posing a renewed threat to the U.S. and its democratic allies. Therefore, Washington’s support 
for Taiwan transcends mere geopolitical and economic calculus; it represents a fundamental ideological 
and normative imperative. 
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3. MILITARY PREPARATIONS OF THE COMPETING PARTIES 

Current geopolitical trajectories, intensive rearmament programs, and large-scale military exercises 
indicate that the PRC, Taiwan, and their respective allies are increasingly focusing on contingency planning 
for potential escalatory scenarios. Alongside these primary actors, other regional partners, such as the 
Philippines and Australia, have also adjusted their strategic postures, reflecting an enhanced emphasis on 
regional deterrence and security preparedness. 

3.1. The People’s Republic of China: Accelerated Mobilization and Technological Leap 

The 2022 visit of U.S. House Speaker Nancy Pelosi served as a critical catalyst for China’s accelerated 
military mobilization. Since this inflection point, Beijing has conducted a series of strategic maneuvers 
targeting Taiwan, significantly expanding its regional arsenal, increasing troop concentrations, and 
transitioning toward next-generation technological warfare systems  (Report.az, 2025). 

Following the Pelosi visit, the People’s Liberation Army  (PLA) initiated massive drills encompassing live-
fire exercises, aerial sorties, naval blockades, and simulated ballistic missile strikes targeting the waters 
surrounding Taiwan  (Report.az, 2025). In April 2023, following the transit of Taiwan's President Tsai Ing-
wen through the United States, Beijing retaliated by launching the large-scale "Joint Sword" military 
exercises around the island  (Lin B, Hart B, Lu S, Price H and Slade M, 2023). According to reports from 
Taiwan’s Ministry of National Defense  (MND), the People's Liberation Army  (PLA) deployed a peak total 
of 71 military aircraft and 9 naval vessels within a single day  (on April 8) during the maneuvers. Up to this 
point, this operation represented one of the highest single-day operational figures recorded in 2023. 
Notably, 45 of the detected PLA aircraft breached the median line of the Taiwan Strait across its northern, 
central, and southern sectors, subsequently entering Taiwan's southwestern Air Defense Identification 
Zone  (ADIZ). Over the following days of the exercise, the PLA further escalated the maneuvers by practicing 
simulated joint precision strikes and encirclement tactics  (Lin B, Hart B, Lu S, Price H and Slade M, 2023).  

The scale of these operations reached a new peak in 2024. In May, the “Joint Sword-2024A” exercises 
were conducted, featuring J-20 stealth fighters, J-16 multirole fighters, Type-071 amphibious transport 
docks, and “Dongfeng”  (DF) ballistic missiles. This was followed in October by “Joint Sword-2024B,” 
focusing on joint sea-air combat readiness, port blockades, and precision strikes on maritime and land-
based targets. Reports indicate that this exercise involved an unprecedented 153 aircraft and 36 naval and 
coast guard vessels, underscoring its immense operational scope  (Reuters, 2025a; Dotson J and Harman 
J, 2025; China Power CSIS, 2024). 

On February 26, 2025, the PLA conducted an unannounced snap exercise, followed by the “Strait 
Thunder-2025A” drills on April 1-2, 2025. These maneuvers, coordinated by the PLA’s Eastern Theater 
Command, integrated air, naval, ground, and rocket forces to simulate comprehensive blockades and air-
superiority operations over the Taiwan Strait. This iteration involved 76 military aircraft, 13 warships, and 
4 coast guard vessels  (Gan and Cheung, 2025; Dotson and Harman, 2025). 

Beyond frequent exercises, China’s rapidly advancing military-technological infrastructure was 
prominently showcased during the military parade on September 3, 2025. This event served as a critical 
platform for Beijing to unveil its next-generation arsenal, specifically engineered to penetrate U.S. naval 
defenses and neutralize carrier strike groups. Among the most significant systems presented were four 
new anti-ship missiles: the YJ-15  (supersonic), the YJ-17 and YJ-19  (maneuverable hypersonic missiles 
designed to bypass modern interceptors), and the YJ-20  (an aero-ballistic hypersonic missile)  (R. Pandey, 
2025). 

Additionally, the PLA officially demonstrated its Extra Large Unmanned Underwater Vehicles  (XLUUV) 
during the 2025 parade. The unveiling of the AJX002 model - measuring approximately 18–20 meters and 
equipped with a pump-jet propulsion system - alongside a wider variant featuring X-form rudders, 
underscored China’s operational commitment to sub-surface autonomous warfare  (R. Pandey, 2025). 

Supporting these technological advancements is China’s immense manpower and financial capacity. 
With over 2 million active personnel and a defense budget officially confirmed at 1.94 trillion yuan  
(approximately $268-272 billion) for the 2026 fiscal year — representing a 6.9% increase over the previous 
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year — Beijing possesses substantial structural advantages in any protracted high-intensity conflict 
scenario  (China Military Online, 2026; Warpower China, 2026). 

3.2. Taiwan: Defensive Resilience and the “Porcupine Strategy” 

For its part, Taiwan is proactively enhancing its defensive capabilities and civil preparedness to counter 
escalating cross-strait pressures. In recent years, the administration has institutionalized two primary civil 
defense drills - “Wan An” and “Min An” - under a strategic framework aimed at achieving comprehensive 
readiness for defensive warfare  (CNN, 2025). 

Throughout 2024 and 2025, Taipei conducted a series of sophisticated maneuvers as a direct strategic 
counter-response to the PLA’s “Strait Thunder-2025A” exercises. Central to this effort were the “Han 
Kuang 41” drills, which spanned ten days and nine nights. This large-scale exercise involved the 
mobilization of over 22,000 reservists and featured live-fire operations utilizing newly acquired U.S. 
Abrams M1A2T main battle tanks. The maneuvers also integrated HIMARS  (High Mobility Artillery Rocket 
Systems) alongside advanced autonomous underwater and land-based drones. Executed in tandem with 
civil defense protocols, these exercises served the dual purpose of refining asymmetric military doctrine 
and signaling Taiwan’s defensive resilience to the international community  (Defense News, 2025; Politico, 
2025; Global Taiwan Institute, 2024; Dotson J and Harman J, 2025). 

Taiwanese intelligence assessments suggest that the PRC may initiate a full-scale invasion as early as 
2027, necessitating total operational readiness by this strategic milestone. With a population of 
approximately 23 million and a standing army of around 170,000 active-duty personnel, Taiwan faces a 
significant numerical disadvantage against the PLA’s conventional manpower. Furthermore, its defense 
budget, which stood at approximately $18 billion, remains substantially lower than Beijing’s massive 
expenditures. Consequently, Taipei’s operational doctrine prioritizes a defensive posture centered on 
guerrilla tactics and the “Porcupine Strategy”—a concept designed to make the island prohibitively costly 
to invade by leveraging its rugged geographical terrain to sustain a protracted defense  (Culver, 2025; 
Military Power Rankings, 2026; Global Military, 2026; Wolski, 2026; Remžová and Urhová, 2024; Epicenter, 
2023). 

In response to sustained Chinese military pressure and diplomatic calls for increased burden-sharing 
from the United States, Taiwan has moved to elevate its defense spending to $31.3 billion for the 2026 
fiscal year. This represents a 23% increase, aligning Taipei’s defense-to-GDP ratio more closely with the 
“NATO model.” These allocated funds are specifically earmarked for enhancing coastal defense systems 
and modernizing the island's asymmetric warfare capabilities  (Gökce, 2025; Lee et al., 2025; Dotson, 2026; 
Thompson, 2026). 

3.3. The Readiness of U.S. Alliances and Regional Partners 

As Taiwan’s primary security guarantor, the United States maintains a robust, combat-ready military 
posture characterized by the consistent allocation of massive defense budgets and the accelerated 
development of cutting-edge military technologies. Leveraging tactical lessons from the conflict in Ukraine, 
the Pentagon has established a formidable fleet of unmanned maritime surface vessels  (USVs) specifically 
designed for a potential conflict with the PRC  (Panella and Mears, 2025; Reichardt, 2026; SOFX, 2026). 

In tandem with its own modernization, Washington is systematically preparing its regional allies for 
maritime contingencies. A critical milestone in this regional mobilization was the joint military exercises 
conducted by the Philippines and Australia from August 15–29, 2025, amid escalating tensions in the South 
China Sea. This multi-national force was further bolstered by the participation of the Royal Canadian Navy 
and the U.S. Marine Corps. To enhance regional deterrence, the U.S. has finalized a $97 million sale of 
Javelin missile systems to Australia, including advanced launchers and comprehensive technical support  
(Gatchalian, 2025; DSCA, 2025). 

Concurrently, the United Kingdom has secured its long-term strategic positioning in the Indian Ocean 
by finalizing an agreement on the political status of the Chagos Archipelago with Mauritius. Under this 
historic treaty, London cedes sovereignty over the archipelago to Mauritius while successfully retaining 
administrative and operational control over the strategically vital Diego Garcia island for an initial period 
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of 99 years. Backed by a comprehensive financial support package provided by the UK to Mauritius, this 
arrangement ensures the uninterrupted presence of the joint UK-U.S. military facility. The base remains a 
cornerstone for U.S. force projection in the Indo-Pacific and a vital element of the broader Western 
strategy to counter Chinese maritime expansionism  (Pandey P, 2026). 

In a potential conflict scenario, regional partners—such as Japan—could play a role in supporting U.S. 
strategic operations and logistical security. Beyond these core partners, other regional actors might adopt 
supportive or non-aligned positions based on their specific national interests as the crisis unfolds. This 
evolving framework of strategic cooperation suggests a potential shift toward collective deterrence, aimed 
at maintaining stability within the Indo-Pacific. 

4. POTENTIAL CONFLICT SCENARIOS 

4.1. The United States: Strategic Commitments and Leadership Dynamics 

The United States remains a global power with critical strategic commitments to safeguarding stability and 
its vital interests in the Taiwan Strait. This stance has been consistently reaffirmed by high-ranking officials; 
for instance, Raymond Greene, the de facto U.S. ambassador to Taiwan, has stated that Washington 
remains committed to its pledges to protect the island, upholding its statutory obligations under the 1979 
Taiwan Relations Act. Beyond the strategic and economic interests previously analyzed, the presence of 
approximately 80,000 American citizens in Taiwan serves as a significant humanitarian and political factor 
for potential U.S. involvement. In the event of a cross-strait crisis, the principles of protecting and 
evacuating its nationals could serve as a primary catalyst for U.S. kinetic intervention  (Cemeri.org, 2025; 
Nezavisimaya Gazeta, 2024). 

However, within strategic forecasting, the potential realignment of U.S. foreign policy under a second 
Donald Trump administration might introduce a highly volatile variable that could significantly alter this 
geopolitical equation. 

Historically, Trump’s first administration has played a distinctive role in strengthening institutional and 
military support for Taipei. Between 2017 and 2021, the administration enacted the Taiwan Travel Act  
(2018), authorized over $18 billion in arms sales, and inaugurated a $250 million complex for the de facto 
embassy in Taipei. These actions, alongside aggressive policies against Chinese technological entities such 
as Huawei, underscored a confrontational posture toward Beijing’s regional ambitions  (Babushok, 2024; 
Cemeri.org, 2025; Council on Foreign Relations, 2025). 

In his second presidency, the escalation of an overt economic competition and the persistent use of 
hawkish rhetoric against the PRC may further complicate bilateral relations. Recognizing China’s 
burgeoning power as a peer competitor in the Indo-Pacific, the current administration might adopt an 
increasingly assertive posture. While official policy remains bounded by strategic ambiguity, these 
dynamics suggest that Washington could actively contemplate military participation in a cross-strait 
conflict to prevent a forceful shift in the regional status quo. 

A content analysis of current U.S. political debates suggests that domestic political dynamics may 
occasionally correlate with strategic assertiveness abroad. Within the framework of the Diversionary 
Theory of War, it can be tentatively argued that an administration confronting severe internal polarization 
might utilize a firm foreign policy posture to foster domestic cohesion and national mobilization  (Levy, 
1989). In this context, maintaining a robust stance in the Taiwan Strait could theoretically serve as a 
mechanism for reinforcing political unity against an external systemic rival. However, this domestic 
imperative does not operate in isolation; rather, it appears to interlock with deep-seated institutional 
commitments to maintaining regional stability and safeguarding the rules-based international order. 
Therefore, any potential escalation would likely be driven by a complex interplay of internal consensus-
building and documented, long-term strategic defense doctrines in the Indo-Pacific, rather than domestic 
political motivations alone. 

Furthermore, the administration’s efforts to de-escalate existing secondary flashpoints - most notably 
the Russia-Ukraine conflict - can be interpreted as a strategic effort to consolidate American power. By 
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demanding increased burden-sharing from NATO allies and seeking to reduce resource expenditure in 
Eastern Europe, Washington may aim to conserve its defense industrial base for a high-stakes 
confrontation with China. This resource optimization is frequently cited by strategic analysts as a necessary 
prerequisite for maintaining long-term deterrence in the Pacific theater  (Aldisert, 2025). 

Another pivotal, albeit highly speculative, strategic maneuver involves potential attempts to weaken 
the Sino-Russian axis. Analysts suggest that high-level diplomatic engagements, such as the Alaska Summit, 
might be utilized to probe potential fissures between Moscow and Beijing  (BBC News, 2025). Under this 
framework, Washington could leverage specific regional concessions to incentivize Russia to distance itself 
from China's strategic orbit. This proposition might find fertile ground over the long term; despite their 
current shared ideological opposition to the West, Russia remains historically wary of a dominant power 
on its borders. The long-term rise of the PRC could pose structural challenges to Russian interests in Central 
Asia and the Far East, potentially compelling Moscow to recalibrate its ties with China to ensure its own 
regional influence is not entirely eclipsed  (Liang, 2025). 

Trump’s broader geopolitical strategy appears to encompass a campaign designed to restrict the PRC’s 
global leverage by targeting its key energy and logistical partnerships. This posture manifests through three 
primary analytical vectors: 

1.  The Middle East Vector and Energy Security: Geopolitical dynamics in the Middle East, including joint 
U.S.-Israeli kinetic operations against regional infrastructure, could significantly disrupt China’s external 
energy dependencies and trans-continental logistical networks, rendering traditional transit corridors 
increasingly unstable  (Downs, 2026; Sun, 2026). 

2.  The Connectivity Vector: Through the advancement of alternative trade infrastructure, such as the 
proposed 'Trump Route,' Washington aims to provide counterweights to China's influence in trans-
continental projects like the Middle Corridor, potentially increasing Beijing’s economic and geographic 
isolation  (U.S. Department of State, 2026). 

3.  Strategic Denial in Latin America: Political shifts and realignments in Latin America, such as the 
changing political landscape in Venezuela, suggest a systematic reduction of Beijing’s extra-regional 
leverage. Within the framework of Strategic Denial, these shifts highlight a broader U.S. effort to counter 
China’s economic anchor points in the Western Hemisphere, potentially forcing a reconfiguration of 
Chinese resources prior to any major escalation in the Indo-Pacific  (Congressional Research Service, 2025). 

While these geopolitical pressures introduce significant friction, they do not render a direct military 
confrontation inevitable; instead, they suggest a heightened risk environment where strategic 
miscalculations could occur. In a potential conflict scenario, the United States might pursue a strategy 
aimed at the long-term attrition of Chinese capabilities rather than a swift, decisive engagement. 
Operationally, the U.S. military is projected to center its weight on aerospace and naval assets, adopting a 
technology-driven standoff strategy  (Army.mil, 2021). 

While specialized units could theoretically be utilized for targeted surgical strikes, Washington would 
likely remain reluctant to deploy large-scale ground forces against the PRC’s numerical superiority. Instead, 
the U.S. would probably provide maritime and aerial support while relying on a regional coalition—
including Taiwan, the Philippines, and Australia—to sustain the operational theater. Under this framework, 
the overarching strategic objective might center on the systematic attrition of China’s capabilities, aiming 
to encourage a cessation of hostilities through a comprehensive logistical and economic blockade  
(Army.mil , 2021). 

Figure 1. US blockade of China 
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Figure 1. The U.S.-led Strategic Blockade and "First Island Chain" Containment of the PRC. Source: Adapted from Army 

Recognition Group  (2024). US Air Force Faces Challenges in Defending Its Pacific Bases Against Potential Chinese 
Missile Attacks. Armyrecognition.com. 

4.2. The People’s Republic of China: Strategic Constraints and the “Blitzkrieg” Objective 

While China’s intensive military development, enhanced combat readiness, and vast manpower offer 
significant structural advantages, several critical constraints remain at the forefront of Beijing’s strategic 
calculus. 

Chief among these is the People’s Liberation Army’s  (PLA) lack of recent combat experience. The 
Chinese military has not engaged in large-scale kinetic warfare since the Sino-Vietnamese conflict of 1979  
(Hoover Institution, 2022). This nearly 45-year hiatus from active operations raises fundamental questions 
regarding the PLA’s practical operational proficiency - a factor viewed with caution by contemporary 
Chinese strategists  (Heath, 2018; Seitz, 2026). 

Furthermore, the formidable presence of U.S. air and naval assets in the Indo-Pacific poses a severe 
threat to any trans-strait operation. An attempted amphibious invasion would likely incur catastrophic 
casualties, particularly during the precarious crossing of the Taiwan Strait. Such an assault would require 
a logistical undertaking comparable in scale to the Normandy Landings  (D-Day) of World War II, yet 
conducted within the lethal environment of modern precision-guided munitions and advanced coastal 
defense systems. Establishing and sustaining a logistical bridgehead to resupply a massive invasion force 
remains a monumental challenge for the PLA  (BBC Türkçe, 2024). 

In recognition of these obstacles, China is developing specialized missile systems and amphibious 
transport capabilities to bridge this logistical gap. However, Taiwan’s rugged, mountainous topography 
presents another barrier, as it is ill-suited for rapid mechanized advancement and provides an ideal 
sanctuary for asymmetric “Porcupine Strategy” tactics. A Chinese inland advance could mirror the grueling 
island-hopping campaigns of the Pacific theater - prolonged, high-casualty operations with diminishing 
strategic returns  (Remžová and Urhová, 2024; Epicenter, 2023). 

 

 

Figure 2. China's blockade of Taiwan 
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Figure 2. The PLA’s Strategic Blockade Model of Taiwan: Designated Combat and Exclusion Zones. Source: Adapted 

from CSIS China Power Project.  (2024). China’s blockade options against Taiwan. 
https://features.csis.org/chinapower/china-blockade-taiwan/ 

Ultimately, China’s overarching operational objective is a “Blitzkrieg” - a rapid, decisive victory achieved 
within a 2-to-4-week window  (USHMM, n.d.). The strategic goal involves seizing all critical nodes, 
capturing Taipei, decapitating the incumbent government, and paralyzing energy and communication 
networks. Beijing aims to reintegrate an economically potent Taiwan, necessitating a strategy that 
minimizes collateral damage to urban and industrial infrastructure. Consequently, the projected timeline 
for total administrative control is estimated at a maximum of 6 to 8 weeks. 

In contrast, the United States is projected to pursue a strategy focused on long-term strategic denial 
and structural attrition. Rather than aiming for a swift military resolution, Washington’s broader 
operational framework might center on preventing the PRC from utilizing key strategic infrastructure, 
while simultaneously seeking to transform the conflict into a protracted war of attrition that could 
systematically deplete Beijing’s military and economic resources  (Culver, 2025; Reichardt, 2026). 

4.3. Taiwan: Asymmetric Resistance and Existential Vulnerabilities 

For Taipei, any conflict scenario could potentially involve severe and far-reaching structural challenges. 
Under the most favorable circumstances, the island would coordinate with the United States and its 
regional allies to mount a formidable defense centered on its sovereignty. By employing the “Porcupine 
Strategy” and engaging in asymmetric guerrilla warfare, Taiwanese forces might seek to inflict maximum 
casualties through rapid, unconventional strikes launched from the island’s dense forests, rugged 
mountain ranges, and extensive subterranean tunnel networks  (Epicenter, 2023; Remžová and Urhová, 
2024). 

Furthermore, the Taiwanese leadership may opt to establish a government-in-exile, either prior to or 
immediately following the onset of a full-scale invasion. Such a strategic move would aim to preserve 
political legitimacy and provide a framework for continued resistance against PRC occupation from abroad. 
Although Taiwan currently lacks universal recognition under international law, a government-in-exile could 
leverage potential shifts in the global legal order to garner international support and safeguard the 
administrative continuity of the Republic of China  (ROC), thereby averting total political annihilation. 

However, a critical vulnerability for Taiwan remains its high degree of energy dependency. In any 
opening phase of hostilities, Beijing is projected to prioritize the disruption of the island’s energy 
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infrastructure to paralyze defensive operations and internal logistics. The systematic failure of the national 
energy grid would significantly undermine Taipei’s strategic cohesion and jeopardize its ability to sustain a 
prolonged defense. 

In the event of a direct, unaided confrontation with the PRC, Taiwan’s prospects for survival could 
potentially face unprecedented structural challenges. Faced with such an existential threat, Taipei might 
ultimately be compelled to consider a negotiated reunification under a framework of special autonomy to 
avoid total military destruction. While this scenario represents the least kinetic path, it would 
fundamentally and irreversibly alter the regional status quo and the global balance of power  (Culver, 
2025). 

4.3.1. Deterrence Dynamics and Non-Escalation Factors 

While the potential for kinetic escalation in the Taiwan Strait remains a critical focus of strategic 
forecasting, a balanced scenario analysis requires a comprehensive evaluation of deterrence dynamics and 
non-escalation pathways that mitigate the probability of an outright conflict. The preservation of the cross-
strait status quo is heavily contingent upon the concept of integrated deterrence, which underscores that 
the military, economic, and political costs of an invasion would significantly outweigh any perceived 
strategic benefits for Beijing. 

Within this context, the framework of gray-zone strategy encompasses synchronized military exercises, 
maritime patrols, airspace incursions, disinformation campaigns, and sustained political pressures. 
Strategic analysts suggest that these measures are utilized by Beijing to apply political-military pressure on 
the Taiwanese government to join unification frameworks. Furthermore, certain perspectives indicate that 
the PRC resorts to these sub-conflict maneuvers primarily to induce strategic doubt and institutional 
skepticism within Taiwan  (Campbell, 2026). 

Nevertheless, official Beijing is observed to increasingly prioritize gray-zone operations, a methodology 
widely considered highly cost-effective under current geopolitical circumstances. This approach enables 
the PRC to maintain continuous leverage and pressure over Taiwan without incurring prohibitive material 
or political expenses. As this gray-zone campaign persists, it creates a complex strategic environment; the 
United States frequently seeks to manage risks by avoiding direct kinetic intervention options, while 
Taiwan remains deeply reluctant to initiate any actions that could be construed as the first strike. 
Consequently, the counter-exercises and defensive adjustments executed by Taipei in response to Beijing’s 
regular maneuvers continuously drain Taiwan's operational readiness and place a significant structural 
strain on its military-economic budget  (Lawrence, 2026). 

Concurrently, Washington’s regional allies exhibit a strong inclination to avoid triggering a major 
escalation with Beijing. As a structural consequence, these allied nations frequently advocate for a more 
cautious, risk-averse approach from the United States, which effectively functions as an additional 
systemic buffer, dampening immediate pressures toward an outright military conflict  (Lawrence, 2026). 

To counter these gray-zone maneuvers, Taipei, in close coordination with Washington, utilizes an 
asymmetric defense framework, commonly operationalized as the "porcupine strategy." The primary 
objective of this asymmetric approach is to resist and deter a rapid amphibious invasion by the PRC. This 
architecture primarily includes the deployment of anti-ship missile systems, sea mines, and various 
localized coastal defense systems. Furthermore, Taiwan’s specific geographic location and rugged 
topography significantly reinforce this asymmetric posture, serving to limit the PLA's direct invasion 
capabilities. Concurrently, to mitigate the operational strains of gray-zone pressure, some Taiwanese 
officials recommend sustained investments in traditional aerospace and air defense capabilities, including 
fighter aircraft and helicopters  (Campbell, 2026). 

4.3.2. Allied Support and Military Investments 

The United States serves as the primary external guarantor of Taiwan’s defense capabilities against 
potential PRC aggression. According to official data provided by the Department of State to the U.S. 
Congress, Washington has authorized more than $39 billion in foreign military sales  (FMS) to Taipei since 
2015  (Campbell, 2026). 
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Concurrently, in May 2026, Taiwan’s legislature approved a comprehensive $24.8 billion, eight-year 
special defense budget specifically designated for arms procurement from the United States. This 
institutional step underscores Taipei's intention to systematically expand its defense spending, with overall 
military expenditures projected to reach approximately 3.3% of the country's Gross Domestic Product  
(GDP) in 2026  (Campbell, 2026). 

During its second term, the Trump Administration has reaffirmed its commitment to supporting Taiwan 
and preserving regional stability. The 2025 U.S. National Security Strategy explicitly notes that “preventing 
a conflict over Taiwan, ideally by maintaining a military advantage, is a priority.” The strategy further 
elaborates: “We will also maintain our long-standing declaratory policy toward Taiwan, meaning the 
United States does not support unilateral changes to the status quo in the Taiwan Strait”  (Lawrence, 2026). 

While Washington’s primary interest remains the preservation of the regional status quo against PRC 
revisionism, the United States is also observed to approach the Taiwan issue with heightened caution to 
safeguard its strategic credibility and sustain the trust of its key regional allies, including South Korea, 
Japan, the Philippines, and Australia. Consequently, even if the risk of a kinetic conflict persists, 
Washington is projected to prioritize diversified non-escalatory alternatives and robust integrated 
deterrence mechanisms over direct military options  (Sacks, 2026). 

5.  ECONOMIC RISKS AND REGIONAL IMPLICATIONS 

The expansion of Beijing's gray-zone operations and coercive activities within and around the Taiwan Strait 
remains a profound source of concern for both regional and global actors. In recent years, intensifying 
military drills and escalating pressure from the PRC have conversely generated adverse economic 
implications for Japan. Due to unresolved historical grievances and contemporary economic competition, 
Tokyo is structurally incentivized to support Taiwan against regional instability, while simultaneously 
striving to avoid any direct kinetic escalation scenarios  (Manning, 2026). 

Consequently, as a calculated deterrence measure, Japan established its new Joint Operations 
Command in March 2025. However, strategic projections indicate that a transitional period of 
approximately 5 to 10 years may be required to address operational gaps before this institution can 
function with optimal effectiveness. As a structural result, Japan is expected to lean toward non-military 
alternative mechanisms designed to actively de-escalate potential crises in the Strait  (Manning, 2026). 

As another pivotal regional actor, Malaysia represents a prime example of a state grappling with 
profound economic risks and systemic vulnerabilities. Kuala Lumpur’s dual dependency—maintaining 
robust economic linkages and cordial ties with Beijing while simultaneously preserving close political and 
trade relations with Washington—creates significant structural pressures. Any potential crisis or kinetic 
conflict in the Taiwan Strait is projected to trigger severe domestic economic and social disruptions within 
the country. This reality underscores how cross-strait instability directly threatens the national interests of 
regional states, thereby incentivizing these actors to proactively contribute to diplomatic and non-military 
mechanisms designed to prevent escalation  (Nouwens et al., 2026). 

Furthermore, the systemic implications of any escalation scenario in the Taiwan Strait extend far 
beyond regional boundaries, posing severe threats to global macroeconomic and social stability. According 
to projections by Bloomberg Economics analysts, an outright conflict in the Strait would deplete 
approximately $10.6 trillion from the global economic output within the first year alone. Consequently, 
while sovereign states and international markets are increasingly implementing contingency measures to 
absorb potential war shocks, they are concurrently observed to intensify strategic postures aimed at 
neutralizing escalation triggers. The overarching consensus remains that any kinetic confrontation would 
catalyze an unprecedented global economic crisis, the ultimate severity of which would scale exponentially 
depending on the duration and trajectory of the conflict  (Bostl, 2026). 

In summary, the aforementioned dynamics collective function as critical mechanisms that help mitigate 
the probability of a real kinetic escalation under current circumstances. On one hand, the United States 
remains a primary stakeholder in maintaining the cross-strait status quo, primarily driven by its continuous 
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military-strategic signaling toward Taiwan and the systematic formulation of alternative deterrence 
strategies. 

On the other hand, the PRC is expected to continuously utilize gray-zone tactics and targeted pressures 
to incrementally alter the regional status quo in its favor. This approach potentially enables Beijing to 
achieve specific strategic objectives or compel the opposing side toward negotiated frameworks without 
reverting to direct military conflict. 

Concurrently, third-party regional and global actors, structurally driven by the necessity to avoid 
catastrophic economic shocks and global recessions, are increasingly incentivized to align with integrated 
deterrence frameworks and promote diplomatic alternatives. Consequently, through this multi-layered 
web of non-escalation pathways, the relevant stakeholders may successfully bypass catastrophic conflict 
and war scenarios in the Taiwan Strait. 

CONCLUSION 

Current research and analysis underscore that the People’s Republic of China has entered a phase of 
intensive and sophisticated military mobilization. The modernization of its strategic arsenal, the 
development of next-generation defensive and offensive weaponry, and the increasing frequency of large-
scale, multi-domain exercises in the Taiwan Strait - coupled with the hardening of diplomatic rhetoric - 
collectively signal a significant transition in the regional security architecture. It remains a distinct 
possibility that Beijing may seek to restore its territorial integrity through kinetic means in the near future. 
However, the Chinese leadership must weigh these sovereign ambitions against the substantial risks of 
catastrophic military attrition and potential strategic failure. Consequently, pursuing reunification through 
non-kinetic, diplomatic avenues remains the most prudent and strategically sound course of action for 
Beijing to preserve its domestic socioeconomic stability and international standing. 

Simultaneously, Taiwanese officials must navigate these volatile dynamics with a commitment to 
strategic realism. Given the stark military asymmetry, Taipei lacks the independent capacity to engage in 
prolonged, peer-to-peer conventional combat with the PLA. Despite recent investments in defense 
modernization and asymmetric capabilities, relying solely on external security guarantees to maintain an 
escalatory posture remains a high-risk geopolitical approach. Taipei’s strategic interests are best served by 
de-escalating tensions and seeking a sustainable equilibrium in cross-strait relations. Failure to achieve 
diplomatic equilibrium risks a conflict in which Taiwan would inevitably bear the most devastating socio-
economic and structural consequences. 

While the United States pursues extensive strategic interests against its regional rivals, a direct kinetic 
conflict would lead to severe material and structural losses for Washington as well. The historical memory 
of protracted high-intensity conflicts in East-Asia serves as a somber lesson for contemporary 
policymakers. Strategic caution dictates that avoiding a direct military confrontation with China is far more 
advantageous for the preservation of long-term American regional presence and global economic stability. 
Consequently, a risk-averse diplomatic framework remains essential to secure core national interests 
without jeopardizing the fragile stability of the Indo-Pacific. 

Given Taiwan’s internal assessments that Beijing may attempt military reunification by the 2027 
milestone - and considering that the next U.S. presidential election cycle culminates in 2028 - this 
transitional period emerges as a critical strategic window for potential regional instability. The timing and 
nature of such a crisis will be dictated by a convergence of operational factors, including seasonal maritime 
weather conditions in the Taiwan Strait, as well as the rapidly evolving political, economic, and military 
landscape between the two global superpowers. 

However, the elevated risks associated with the 2027–2028 strategic window do not imply that a kinetic 
conflict is inevitable. The trajectory of cross-strait relations remains heavily contingent upon dynamic 
strategic variables, including institutional military readiness, calculated political decisions, and the 
credibility of regional alliance frameworks. Rather than a predetermined path toward war, this transitional 
phase underscores the efficacy of integrated deterrence and robust crisis-management mechanisms. By 
strengthening asymmetric defensive postures and reinforcing diplomatic communication channels, the 
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involved stakeholders retain the capacity to actively neutralize escalation triggers and maintain regional 
stability. 

Ultimately, the findings of this research indicate that while the probability of tactical miscalculations 
remains elevated, a cross-strait war is not an unavoidable outcome. The systemic implications of an 
outright conflict would deplete trillions of dollars from the global economic output and catalyze 
unprecedented macroeconomic disruptions. Consequently, the prioritization of multilateral diplomatic 
instruments, risk-reduction strategies, and structured conflict-resolution mechanisms remains a strategic 
imperative for all regional and global actors seeking to navigate this complex geopolitical landscape. 
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