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In Part I of this series, we explored how the Arctic has re-emerged 

as a key missile-warning and defense corridor, defined by its 

geostrategic characteristics and the changing military postures of the 

United States and Russia. We further observed mounting strategic 

pressures, including Russian modernization and the growing Sino-

Russian partnership, that challenge existing early warning and 

response architectures. 

 

This second installment builds on that foundation by exploring the 

growing interconnection between developments in the Arctic and 

the security environment of Indo-Pacific. It assesses these linkages 

and their implications for deterrence while considering policy 

options for the United States and its allies to strengthen coordination 

across theaters. 

 

Russia’s increasingly frequent missile activities in the Arctic erode 

US national security—not only in terms of expanding capabilities, 

but also in terms of the performance of existing early warning and 

response architectures. New systems, such as hypersonic delivery 

platforms, reduce detection time and make incoming threats harder 

to predict, challenging legacy radar and interception systems. 

Concurrently, Russia’s broader modernization efforts, ranging from 

undersea delivery systems to counterspace capabilities to dual use 

platforms, increase the range and ambiguity of potential avenues of 

attack. 

 

These developments threaten the reliability of present missile 

detection and interception systems, especially in the Arctic, where 

geographic and climatic conditions already degrade monitoring and 

response. This creates a more constrained and uncertain decision 

space with implications for US homeland defense and extended 

deterrence in the Indo-Pacific. 

 

Commercial jets flying over the Arctic on polar routes can cross over 

missile launches, hampering Alaska’s ability to conduct missile 

warning and interception operations. Alaska is a vital node in the 

United States’ homeland missile warning architecture and allows for 

reinforcement of Indo-Pacific operations. Degraded Arctic detection 

and interception capacity may slow and diminish confidence in 

strategic warning across both theaters.  

 

In a major contingency, an adversary could launch coordinated 

saturation attacks to deplete homeland- and regional-level missile-

defense resources simultaneously, compelling the United States to 

deploy limited interception assets across multiple theaters of 

operations. 

 

Meanwhile, the accelerating Sino-Russian partnership is 

increasingly tying the Arctic to Indo-Pacific security and deepening 

Russia’s military footprint. International sanctions on Russia and 

China’s growing economic investment and dual-use logistical 

activities in the High North have moved bilateral cooperation from 

episodic coordination to a more sustained strategic partnership. 

With Chinese capital and infrastructure and Russia’s advantages in 

Arctic access and sea control, especially along the Northern Sea 

Route, a more sustained pattern of joint activity has emerged. 

 

The increased Sino-Russian coordination enhances ISR, regional 

access, and operational flexibility in the Arctic. Combined, these 

developments improve Russia’s ability to apply military pressure on 

North America from polar directions and enable China to conduct 

operations in the High North. The resulting improved cross-theater 

coordination complicates U.S. defense planning and improves 

bilateral deterrence. 

 

This cooperation is modifying the Arctic security structure in three 

ways. First, it expands the operational footprint of a non-Arctic 

state—China—into the Arctic theater, adding opportunities for 

geopolitical influence beyond China’s immediate focus on the 
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Pacific theater. Second, the joint air and naval patrols, ISR 

cooperation, and dual-use scientific activities are augmenting the 

two countries’ interoperability and domain awareness, serving as 

force multipliers of their joint capacity to monitor and contest cross-

domain adversarial activities. Third, these developments are 

strongly correlated to deterrence enhancement as a result. The Sino-

Russo coordination improves the sensing, regional access capacity 

in the Arctic theater, which further strengthens their capacity in 

homeland-directed operations across polar routes and 

complementary pressures on US and allied forces in the Indo-

Pacific. 

 

As a result, Arctic security has become increasingly connected to 

Indo-Pacific competition, requiring U.S. planners to consider both 

theaters as strategically interconnected rather than separate 

operational environments. 

 

Indo-Pacific linkage and interconnected risks 

 

Though geographically distant from the Arctic, China, a self-

proclaimed “near-Arctic state” (近北极国家), has increasingly 

linked the region to broader strategic dynamics in the Indo-Pacific. 

China’s investments in dual-use scientific research, infrastructure, 

Arctic scientific expeditions, icebreaker deployments, and dual-use 

logistical activities have expanded its footprint in the High North, in 

line with broader geoeconomic and strategic goals. The growing 

engagement of non-Arctic actors suggests that the Arctic is moving 

from a perception as a region primarily associated with North 

Atlantic security to one increasingly associated with global strategic 

competition. 

 

China’s growing Arctic footprint is a concern not only for the High 

North but also because the United States’ missile warning 

architecture, strategic force posture, and allied defense planning 

increasingly converge across the Arctic and the Indo-Pacific. 

Developments in one theater are increasingly affecting deterrence 

calculations in the other. 

 

Thus, the Arctic’s security and Indo-Pacific deterrence should no 

longer be viewed as separate strategic theaters. 

 

Additionally, the expiration of the New START Treaty and China’s 

rapid nuclear buildup are increasing strategic uncertainty in the 

Arctic. With fewer restrictions on the size and makeup of the nuclear 

arsenals of the United States and Russia and with China’s nuclear 

forces continuing to grow, the importance of the region for missile 

defense, strategic warning, and electronic warfare is likely to 

increase. These developments could lead to further militarization of 

the Arctic and increase the need for confidence-building measures 

and devoted crisis management frameworks. 

 

Recommendations: A multilateral Arctic governance 

framework 

 

The spread of multinational military infrastructure, dual-use 

technologies, and missile-related activities in the Arctic makes a 

multilateral governance framework designed to promote 

communication, transparency and crisis management ever more 

important. 

 

The U.S. and allies should seek to expand coordinated EW 

interoperability based on intelligence sharing and rapid crisis 

response. These capabilities are all aimed at improving Arctic 

domain awareness and the effectiveness of crisis communication. In 

particular, mechanisms of crisis communication at the leadership 

level (for example, from military to military) are critical to avoid 

uncontrolled escalation from militarization. Additionally, 

stakeholders should continue efforts to improve detection capacity 

for target identification, prioritize categories, and ensure accurate 

interception of incoming threats. 

 

As missile warning timelines compress and Arctic military activity 

intensifies, the region is becoming increasingly relevant to crisis 

stability and nuclear deterrence management in the Indo-Pacific. 

The United States and its allies should therefore treat Arctic missile-

warning infrastructure and Indo-Pacific deterrence planning as 

linked rather than geographically isolated theaters. 

 

First, the United States and Canada should continue to modernize 

the North American Aerospace Defense Command (NORAD)’s 

early warning architecture and expand opportunities for trusted 

partners to contribute to Arctic domain awareness through 

intelligence sharing, data integration, and technical cooperation. 

 

Second, Indo-Pacific allies, including Japan and South Korea, can 

improve early warning resilience without permanent forward 

deployment in the Arctic. Both are well-positioned to contribute 

advanced ISR capabilities, sensor integration, and data-processing 

technologies, particularly in space-based monitoring and missile 

tracking. 

 

Third, a multilateral framework, which centers real-time 

intelligence sharing and coordination, is critical for de-escalation 

and collective security during a crisis. Such an initiative remains 

politically feasible and executable, given the existing partnership 

structure among the United States, Canada, and allies in the Indo-

Pacific.  

 

Fourth, stakeholders should develop direct and secure crisis 

communication channels to reduce the risks associated with dual-

capable systems and compressed decision timelines. Together, these 

measures would strengthen Arctic domain awareness and reinforce 

deterrence stability in both the Arctic and Indo-Pacific theaters. 
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