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Abstract

The international system entered the Cold War immediately after the end
of the Second World War, which led to the rapid growth of the concept of
national security, however, there are different discourses on national security
affairs, including grand strategy and national strategy, which are quite
complicated. It can be divided into two major areas: military-oriented theory
and overall security theory.

In fact, the security strategies of individual countries have their own
characteristics and concerns and vary with geopolitical conditions, external
environment, domestic conditions, and even strategic culture, and focus on
different issues. As for national defense strategy, it is a part of national
security that needs to match national security objectives on the one hand and
guide armed forces build-up planning on the other.

It is worth noting that the formation of defense strategy is influenced by
multiple conditions such as geo-environment, threat sources, defense
resources, technological development, and interservice competition. The
decision of national defense strategy requires more cross-disciplinary overall
understanding and thinking about asymmetric competition and overall defense
cost-up effectiveness in order to grasp the competitive niche of the future
battlefield as much as possible in advance, just as the spirit of "be sure of
winning" should be the most important goal of national defense strategy.
Keywords: National security strategy, National defense strategy, Strategic

culture
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