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1. First Indo-Pak War (1947-1948): Also known as the First Kashmir War, it 
took place immediately after the partition of British India in 1947. The 
conflict was over the princely state of Jammu and Kashmir.

2. Second Indo-Pak War (1965): This war was primarily fought over Kashmir. 
The conflict began in April 1965 and escalated to a full-scale war in 
September 1965. The war ended with a United Nations-mandated ceasefire 
and the signing of the Tashkent Agreement in 1966.

3. Bangladesh Liberation War (1971): The conflict started as the Bangladesh 
Liberation War, leading to the creation of Bangladesh. India intervened in 
support of the Bangladeshi independence movement, resulting in a full-scale 
war between India and Pakistan. The war ended with the creation of 
Bangladesh and the signing of the Instrument of Surrender on December 16, 
1971. Followed by the Shimla Agreement in 1972 and creation of the LOC
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Pakistan’s Nuclear Weapons Program

1965 and 1971: The War and the Dismemberment of Pakistan 

1972: Pakistan begins its nuclear weapons program. Intelligence about India’s forthcoming 
PNE

1974: India conducts a nuclear test (Smiling Buddha), leading to increased urgency in 
Pakistan's nuclear program. AQ Khan comes back to Pakistan to give Pakistan a uranium 
bomb

1983 & 1987: Pakistan conducts cold tests indicating advancements in nuclear capabilities. 
Pakistan Atomic Energy Commission (PAEC) works on the plutonium route to the bomb

1998: In response to India's nuclear tests (Operation Shakti), Pakistan conducts a series of 
nuclear tests (Chagai-I and Chagai-II).



Indian Nuclear Tests in 1998

1. May 11, 1998:
○ Shakti I: A fission bomb with a reported yield of 45 kilotons.

2. May 13, 1998:
○ Shakti II: A fusion (thermonuclear) bomb.
○ Shakti III: A fission bomb with a reported yield of 200 kilotons.
○ Shakti IV: A fission bomb with a reported yield of 0.2 kilotons.
○ Shakti V: A fission bomb with a reported yield of 12 kilotons.



Pakistan’s Nuclear Tests in 1998

1. May 28, 1998
○ Chagai I: 5 tests, boosted fission 

devices, 32kt and 1kt (4)
2. May 30, 1998

○ Chagai II: 1 test, 15 kt, 
miniaturized boosted fission 
device











Pakistan’s Nuclear Thresholds: Go Figure!
Pakistan’s nuclear weapons are a double edged sword: deter a conventional war with 
India and a nuclear war

2002 Interview, Gen. Kidwai stated 4 nuclear thresholds for Pakistan:

1. Space Threshold: loss of large parts of territory
2. Military Threshold: destruction of large parts of land or air forces
3. Economic Threshold: economic strangulation

a. ‘Indian naval blockade or possibly also the placement of Indian dams on 
rivers flowing from Kashmir that could be used either to dry up or flood 
Pakistan’s Punjab plains, depending on how India’s military operations 
were to unfold.’

4. Political Threshold: political destabilization or large scale internal subversion



Pakistan’s Nuclear Policy 

● Pakistan’s policy will continue to be based on a minimum credible 
deterrence (full spectrum deterrence which still remains CMD)

● It will avoid getting embroiled in a strategic arms race with India.
● It will continue to support international arms control regimes, which are 

non-discriminatory in nature.
● Pakistan’s nuclear policy will be conducted with ‘restraint’ and 

‘responsibility’.
● It will participate in the FMCT negotiations.
● It will refrain from further nuclear testing. However, this commitment is 

subject to change in case India decides to resume testing.
● Pakistan will strengthen existing controls on the export of nuclear 

technology through administrative and legal mechanisms.







Babur-III is a 
submarine-launched 

cruise missile (SLCM) 
having a range of 450 
kms and the ability to 
deliver various types of 

payloads including 
nuclear warheads. On 

March 29, 2018, 
Babur-III was tested 
from a submerged 

platform off Pakistan’s 
coast in the Arabian Sea. 

It uses “underwater 
controlled propulsion.” It 

struck undisclosed 
location on the land. 

Babur-III was first tested 
in January 2017







Full Spectrum Deterrence
According to Gen. Kidwai (2023), “full spectrum deterrence” implies the following:

● “That Pakistan possesses the full spectrum of nuclear weapons in three categories: 
strategic, operational and tactical, with full range coverage of the large 
Indian land mass and its outlying territories; there is no place for India’s 
strategic weapons to hide.

● That Pakistan possesses an entire range of weapons yield coverage in terms of 
kilotons (KT), and the numbers strongly secured, to deter the adversary’s 
declared policy of massive retaliation; Pakistan’s “counter-massive retaliation” 
can therefore be as severe if not more.

● That Pakistan retains the liberty of choosing from a full spectrum of targets in a 
“target-rich India,” notwithstanding the indigenous Indian BMD or the 
Russian S-400, to include counter value, counter force and battlefield 
targets.”



Kidwai: “full spectrum” aspect of Pakistan’s deterrence posture 
encompasses both “horizontal” and “vertical” elements. 

The horizontal aspect refers to Pakistan’s nuclear “triad” encompassing 
the Army Strategic Force Command (ASFC), the Naval Strategic Force 
Command (NSFC), and the Air Force Strategic Command (AFSC). 

The vertical aspect refers to three tiers of destructive yield—“strategic, 
operational, and tactical”—as well as a range coverage “from zero meters 
to 2750 kilometers,” allowing Pakistan to target the entirety of 
India”



Survivable Strategic Force

Because of operational security concerns, no details have been 
revealed about the measures taken to ensure survivability, but 
presumably they involve an emphasis on mobile systems, 
camouflage, hardened and deeply buried facilities, and strict 
compartmentalization of information about the plans, 
locations, and standard operating procedures governing the 
movement, deployment, and possible employment of strategic 
forces.





India-Pakistan Nuclear Crises 

● Stability-Instability Paradox 
○ Stability at the Nuclear Level:

■ At the strategic or nuclear level, a stable deterrent relationship 
exists when both adversaries possess a second-strike capability. 

○ Instability at the Conventional Level:
■ The paradox arises when the stability at the nuclear level 

leads to a perception of reduced risk of an all-out nuclear 
war. As a result, the adversaries may feel more inclined to engage 
in conventional conflicts or provocations, believing that the 
nuclear deterrence will prevent the situation from escalating to a 
full-scale nuclear war.

○



1. Kargil Crisis (1999):
○ While not a direct nuclear crisis, the Kargil conflict raised concerns due to the possibility of 

the conflict expanding and escalating into a larger war, possibly involving nuclear weapons.
2. Parliament Attack (2001):

○ After the attack on the Indian Parliament in December 2001, both countries deployed 
large military forces along their border, escalating tensions and raising fears of a potential 
nuclear conflict.

3. Mumbai Attacks (2008):
○ The terrorist attacks in Mumbai in November 2008 strained relations between India and 

Pakistan. Though not a direct military confrontation, there were concerns about the 
potential for a military response and escalation.

4. Surgical Strikes (2016):
○ January 2016 Pathankot attack and Sep 2016 Uri attack

i. In September 2016, India conducted "surgical strikes" across the Line of Control 
(LoC) in response to a militant attack on an Indian army base in Uri. While this did 
not lead to a full-scale war, it increased tensions and raised the risk of escalation.

5. Pulwama Attack (2019):
○ In February 2019, a suicide bombing in Pulwama, Kashmir, targeted Indian paramilitary 

personnel. India blamed Pakistan for supporting the militants responsible. Tensions 
escalated, leading to aerial engagements and fears of a larger conflict.



Noises about India ditching No First Use? 

● Indian ideological temptations are real, irrationality is a possibility leading to 
miscalculation of reality, militarized Hindutva nationalism being the main driver

● Quite likely that in its strategic arrogance and superiority complex, India will 
misread Pakistan’s capability, resolve, and thresholds again to provoke retaliation 
in Balakot 2.0

● Pakistan’s Quid Pro Quo Plus (QPQP): The 2002 red-lines (spatial, military, 
economic and political thresholds) are no longer the benchmark of predictability 
associated with Pakistan’s nuclear behavior. 
○ Evolution in Pakistan’s doctrinal thinking where the ‘P’ in QPQP is ‘the 

threat that leaves something to chance’. 





Indo-Pak Nuclear CBMs

1. Non-Attack on Nuclear Facilities Agreement (1988): Both countries 
committed not to attack each other's nuclear facilities.

2. Agreement on Pre-Notification of Flight Testing of Ballistic Missiles 
(2005): Aimed at reducing the risk of misinterpretation of missile tests.

3. Reducing the Risk from Accidents Relating to Nuclear Weapons (2007): 
Agreement to reduce the risk of accidental use of nuclear weapons.

4. Agreement on Reducing the Risk of Accidents Relating to Nuclear 
Weapons (2007): Another agreement aimed at preventing accidents related to 
nuclear weapons.



1998-2023: What’s the Trend

1. South Asian Strategic Stability: Deterrence Stability+Crisis Stability sans 
Arms Control Stability

2. Outsourced Escalation Control - Too much Uncle Sam
3. No Bilateral Crisis Management Mechanisms 

a. On March 9, 2022, India accidentally launched a BrahMos cruise 
missile, which crossed the border into Pakistan and traveled 
approximately 124 kilometers before crashing near the town of Mian 
Channu - No joint investigations

4. Regulated Ceasefire on the LoC
5. Bipolar nature of communications :) 
6. CBMs, YES! Fragile trust but no incentives for arms control 
7. Disinformation Campaigns and Fake News - Spy Games
8. Militarized Hindutva Nationalism - No playbook
9. Elections 2024 in Pakistan and India





The Nuclear Tetraplex: New Influences on the Indo-Pak Dyad

The second order effects of the 
Strategic Chain

India’s efforts to modernize its military are 
driven, in large part, by its concerns about 

China’s growing influence in the region. With 
China’s military buildup being seen as a 

response to the United States’ presence in the 
same area, a delicate balance emerges. In this 
multi-dimensional dynamic, Pakistan finds 

itself delicately maneuvering through the ebb 
and flow of power dynamics and strategic 

landscapes. Consequently, it is compelled to 
dedicate substantial resources to match the 
prowess of its more formidable neighbors.




