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Abstract

Since the 1950s, China has pursued economic and military dominance, leveraging alliances, intellectual
property theft, and rapid technological advancements to strengthen its defense capabilities. Meanwhile,
the United States has faced defense industrial base consolidation, bureaucratic stagnation, and prolonged
conflicts in the Middle East, challenging its ability to maintain a technological edge. If current trends
persist, China could surpass the United States in defense acquisitions. This thesis evaluates the extent to
which China is more efficient than the United States in defense acquisition and identifies areas where U.S.
acquisition efficiency can improve. Using a framework developed in a Naval Postgraduate School thesis,
this thesis assigns efficiency scores to both countries across ten acquisition categories. A hypothetical
weighting scenario examines how acquisition efficiency might shift in the event of an imminent U.S.-
China conflict.
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Future Research

* Within scope: Quantify all efficiency factors; apply classified data; apply framework to countries at war

* Qutside of scope: Can China at once be innovative and authoritative?; How does China’s force development
and acquisition strategy differ from the U.S.?; Case study of missile capability gaps in the United States;
Does China possess systemic capacity to fulfill Xi's rejuvenation by 2049¢
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