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Abstract

Naval diplomacy refers to the use of warship in support of foreign policy. Because it adopts
the approach of “conveying messages” rather than use of force, naval diplomacy becomes an
excellent military instrument for persuasion. For a long period of time, maritime powers have
been using naval diplomacy to acquire national prestige, bargaining advantages, and political
objectives during crises and conflicts. Naval diplomacy has a variety of strategies, including
continuous demonstration of force, specific operational deployments, naval aid, operational
calls, and specific goodwill visits. Maritime countries could adopt appropriate approaches in
terms of using naval diplomacy based on different circumstances. Due to the focus on maritime
engagement and interest, the scope of naval diplomacy will further expand to maritime ballistic
missile defense, maritime security cooperation, and humanitarian assistance/disaster relief in
the foreseeable future. Under these circumstances, naval diplomacy is still the most valuable
and effective diplomatic instrument for maritime countries.
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