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first the dispersion of strategic resources has made it difficult to provide sufficient mo—
bilization resources; second the U.S.’ allies and partners in Indo-Pacific have diver—
gent interests and threat perceptions of China which cannot provide collective identity
support for mobilization; and third China’ s strategic management of relations with
neighboring countries constrains Washington’ s political opportunities to mobilize alli-
ances. The expansion of the Indo—Pacific minilaterals seems to provide a way out for
the U. S. to alleviate the mobilization dilemma and repair the deficiencies of the tradi—
tional Hub-and-Spokes alliance system but it also shapes the fragmentation of the sys—
tem ( complexity of issues overlapping networks and competing mechanisms)  which
directly threatens the Asia-Pacific region’ s security. The U.S. zero-sum strategic co—
ordination is nominally committed to the “rules-based international order ” but in real-
ity it is blocking the regional multilateralism constructed and practiced by the Asia—
Pacific countries for the last decades which furthur leads to the disorder in the region.
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Abstract: As the linchpin of the current maritime security agenda maritime situation—
al awareness is an important element of coordination and cooperation between maritime
security agencies of different countries. The United States Japan India and Australia
launched the Indo—Pacific Maritime Situational Awareness Partnership under the frame—
work of the “Quadrilateral Security Dialogue” to strengthen intelligence sharing with
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