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Abstract
After Soviet Union collapsed, the Net Assessment Office of US DoD analyzed the potential 

challenges and threats that US could face and consulted the terms and meanings of geography 
and strategy of sea power. Then the A2 and AD published by the Net Assessment Office became 
a widespread military acronym. The theory of AirSea Battle is a new military concept following 
the ideas of Air Land Battle, Air Space Combat and Network Centric Warfare. 

AirSea Battle is developed to deter or defeat the threats of A2/AD capabilities when US 
DoD overviewed the future global security environment. Like the U.S., Taiwan(R.O.C.) has 
actual faced PLA's constant threats over six decades. By facing PLA's continuing threats of A2/
AD capabilities, hence, ROC has to concern the situation we meet today. ROC can be inspired 
by US developing concept of AirSea Battle to develop our own operational concept to deter 
PLA's aggression.
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