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Abstract

This observe examines the multifaceted protection threats confronting the China
Pakistan Economic corridor (CPEC), a key issue of Chinese Belt and avenue Initiative
(BRI), and assesses how these challenges undermine its financial ability. Even though
CPEC has attracted over $25 billion in infrastructure investment, it remains susceptible
to conventional threats along with terrorism and insurgencies, together with corporations
like the BLA, TTP, and ISKP, that have orchestrated high-profile assaults in places which
include Gwadar and Dasu. In response, Pakistan has mobilized round 15,000 security
forces and mounted agencies like NIFTAC to coordinate safety efforts. On the equaltime,
cyber threats are escalating, with cyberattacks surging by way of 300% between 2018 and
2021, posing severe dangers to vital sectors like logistics, energy, and verbal exchange.
The paper also investigates nearby discontent in areas like Balochistan and Gilgit-
Baltistan, in which economic marginalization and governance problems gasoline unrest.
Making use of a mixed-technique approach that includes case studies, latest facts, and
thematic analysis, the studies underscores the pressing need for an included security
framework that addresses each conventional and cyber threats to safeguard the future
of CPEC.

Introduction

In 2013, Chinese President Xi Jinping introduced the Belt and street Initiative (BRI), a
worldwide improvement approach aimed at improving nearby connectivity and financial
integration through giant investments in infrastructure throughout Asia, Africa, and
Europe. The initiative is taken into consideration one of the most bold infrastructure and
funding initiatives in records, aiming to recreate the ancient Silk road through current
roadways, railways, ports, and digital corridors. Among the maximum vast components
of this initiative is the China Pakistan Economic Corridor (CPEC). This strategic and
financial project ambitions to connect Chinese western area, especially the Xinjiang
province, with the Arabian Sea via Pakistan’s port town of Gwadar.

CPEC is valued at about $sixty two billion and entails the development of transportation
infrastructure, electricity tasks, special economic zones (SEZs), and maritime assets. It
is a cornerstone of the BRI, supplying China with get admission to the Indian Ocean and
serving as a potential financial lifeline for Pakistan. More than $25 billion has already
been invested in road production, energy vegetation, and port development, in particular
within the provinces of Balochistan and Sindh. Tasks consisting of the Gwadar Port, the
Karakoram highway expansion, the Sukkur-Multan toll road, and a couple of electricity
era facilities were developed beneath the CPEC umbrella.



However, regardless of the promise of monetary prosperity and regional improvement,
CPEC faces sizable security threats that jeopardize its long-term fulfillment. These
encompass traditional threats like terrorism, separatist violence, and organized crime, in
addition to emerging threats which include cyberattacks, virtual espionage, and
sabotage of conversation systems. These troubles are specially regarding given the
delicate internal protection state of affairs in Pakistan, local grievances in
underdeveloped areas, and the developing complexity of hybrid conflict.

Literature Review:

States that both inner and outside threats influence the effectiveness of BRI in Pakistan.
He emphasizes the want for a complete protection framework that goes beyond bodily
protection to include political and ideological stability. Drawing from activities among
2001 and 2017, he analyzes how Pakistan has responded to those demanding situations.
He argues that sustained monetary progress is not possible with out a comfy and
predictable environment. But, like others, his work is predicated heavily on coverage-
stage analysis and neglects the voices of neighbourhood populations. The absence of
actual-world case studies makes it hard to evaluate whether or not the authorities efforts
are effective in exercise.

4.Mr. Ejaz argues that negative leadership and vulnerable governance structures pose
severe threats to the achievement of CPEC underneath the BRI. He in addition explains
that terrorism, policy disasters, and political instability undermine the viability of this
strategic initiative. He evaluates the present laws and governance mechanisms and
questions whether cutting-edge efforts are ok. According to him, sustained economic
improvement requires both powerful leadership and a stable security environment. Even
as the article outlines key challenges, it largely focuses on governmental views. It does
not incorporate the stories of human beings dwelling in affected regions. The absence of
case studies also weakens the evaluation of actual consequences. Though, he stresses
the need for higher, greater coordinated coverage strategies.

5.Mr. Kashan and his co-authors argue that various outside element political, financial,
social, and technological (PEST) in conjunction with protection threats, influence the
destiny of CPEC. They similarly nation that a comfortable environment and robust
governance are critical for the assignments fulfillment. The use of interviews, preceding
research, and amassed data, they provide a complete analysis of CPECs risks and
opportunities. They emphasize that tackling terrorism, unrest, and corruption is essential
for high-quality effects. However, their study lacks statistical proof and community-
degree engagement. They also do not encompass practical case research, which limits
expertise of the way safety techniques carry out in real-existence conditions. Their
predominant issues include chronic terrorism, inter-governmental disagreements, and
sizable corruption, which threaten regional development goals.



6.Mr. Imran argues that non-conventional protection (NTS) threats additionally endanger
the success of CPEC. He further notes that environmental dangers, power shortages, and
prepared crime along terrorism are sizable worries for regional peace and improvement.
His take a look at emphasizes the significance of bilateral cooperation between China
and Pakistan in addressing these threats. Drawing on thematic analysis and secondary
sources, he highlights the deep connection between protection and financial boom.
However, his paintings lacks concrete information and does not include neighborhood
views, which limits its realistic relevance. He also fails to compare CPEC with in different
regions. He concludes by calling for joint techniques to confront threats like terrorism,
smuggling, human trafficking, energy insecurity, and environmental degradation.

7.Mr.Mujahid argues that regional safety issues substantially affect the implementation
of the BRI in South Asia, particularly CPEC. He applies the local safety complex concept
(RSCT) to provide an explanation for how lack of confidence in one us of a can have an
effect on the complete location. He in addition states that terrorism, political instability,
and susceptible state institutions preclude the development of transnational initiatives
like CPEC. The use of thematic and theoretical evaluation, he discusses how instability
in Afghanistan and India’s opposition to CPEC complicate the security landscape. Whilst
his evaluation offers precious insights, it lacks empirical facts and nearby-level
observations. He does not cope with how those protection threats affect close by groups
or financial activity, which might add depth to the examine.

8.Mr.Sohail argues that nearby conflicts, especially the ones related to Afghanistan and
India, have an instantaneous effect on the safety of CPEC. He additionally makes use of
RSCT to explain how interconnected security threats complicate the implementation of
BRI. He further claims that terrorism, regional political opposition, and instability
threaten not simplest CPEC however also the broader dreams of the Belt and street
Initiative. He calls for further research, in particular concerning the role of neighborhood
governments and the capacity involvement of international actors just like the UN. His
evaluation is useful, but like others, it lacks local voices and case-primarily based proof
to support his arguments.

9.Mr.Boni argues that CPEC security issues are carefully tied to Chinese struggle to
defend its employees and investments in Pakistan. The use of RSCT, he explains how
regional instability in Afghanistan and India’s resistance to CPEC make a contribution to
the projects vulnerability. He in addition notes that principal threats encompass
terrorism via agencies such as TTPR, diplomatic competition, and susceptible country
manipulate in border areas. He additionally highlights studies gaps, inclusive of the
shortage of research at the position of neighborhood governments and the way CPEC
compares to different high-chance global tasks. He indicates that more attention need
to receive to how safety demanding situations have an effect on both the task’s progress
and the lives of nearby humans.



Gaps in digital threat evaluation

Possibly the most great oversight in existing literature is the constrained interest paid to
cybersecurity and the rising trend of virtual threats. At the same time as CPEC is
increasingly more reliant on virtual infrastructure for tracking shipments, securing
communications, and managing energy flows. Only a few research have examined how
vulnerable those structures are to cyberattacks.

There’s a growing want to analyze capability dangers along with hacking of logistics
networks, malware in control systems, or facts leaks that might compromise strategic
plans. Given the increasing digitization of crucial infrastructure, future studies need to
integrate cybersecurity evaluation as a middle size of CPEC safety studies.

Disregarded nearby Voices

Another habitual trouble is the lack of inclusion of neighbourhood views. Most current
research awareness on state-centric narratives, authorities policies, and international
relations. They hardly ever include grassroots-degree issues, particularly the ones of
marginalized communities in Balochistan and Gilgit-Baltistan, who’re immediately
suffering from CPEC. The failure to take into account nearby grievances can result in
skewed coverage responses that further alienate these populations.

Methodology

This research employs a multi-technique approach to evaluate the comprehensive
security risks dealing with the CPEC initiative. The method is split into 3 core additives:

1. Data analysis

Number one and secondary statistics sources are tested to become aware of styles of
violence, threats, and nation responses. These consist of:

global Terrorism Index (GTI)

Country wide Counter Terrorism Authority (NACTA), Pakistan
Pakistan computer Emergency reaction crew (PKCERT)
National Centre for Cyber safety (NCCS)

Global information businesses (Reuters, The mother or father, monetary instances,
Washington publish)

Academic journals and coverage suppose tanks (e.g., ISSI, SIPRI, IPRI)

This evaluation specializes in data spanning 2020 to 2025, which coincides with section
Il of CPEC, in which digital integration, special monetary zones, and superior logistics
structures grow to be operational.



2. Case research

3 important incidents are analyzed in-depth to understand how real-global attacks have
affected CPEC initiatives:

Gwadar Airport terrorist assault (2025)
Dasu Dam suicide bombing (2024)
Jaffar express educate hijacking (2025)

Those case studies provide insights into the operational talents of militant organizations,
the gaps in protecting measures, and the consequences for foreign investment.

3. Thematic and Strategic evaluation

Conceptual frameworks which includes PEST analysis (Political, economic, Social,
Technological) and regional security complex principle (RSCT) are hired to interpret
findings. This enables situate safety risks within broader nearby and strategic dynamics.

Result and Discussion

Traditional safety Threats

Pakistan is presently ranked the second most affected by terrorism in line with the 2024
global Terrorism Index. The wide variety of terror incidents surged to over 1,099 in 2024,
representing a huge spike in assaults focused on infrastructure, personnel, and public
transportation.

Key Militant Threats

1.Baloch Liberation navy (BLA): The BLA goals Chinese language assets in Balochistan to
protest what they understand as economic exploitation and lack of local autonomy. They
claimed that obligation for the 2025 attack on Gwadar Port, which has disrupted port
operations and broken infrastructure.

2 Tehrik-i-Taliban Pakistan (TTP): The TTP focuses to destabilize the Pakistan and has
carried out excessive-profile assaults on CPEC employees and convoys. The March 2024
suicide bombing at Dasu Dam, which killed five Chinese language engineers, became
attributed to this institution.

3.Islamic kingdom Khorasan Province (ISKP): although smaller in variety, ISKP has started
concentrated on symbols of international cooperation and investment.

4. Jaffar express educate Hijacking (March 2025): This coordinated assault resulted in the
dying of 64 passengers, lots of whom were employees commuting to CPEC web sites.

State response



Pakistan has deployed 15,000 troops below the unique safety department (SSD) and
released Operation Azm-e-Istehkam to neutralize militant threats. The authorities also
mounted NIFTAC (countrywide included Framework for hazard evaluation and
Coordination) in 2025 to centralize intelligence and reaction strategies. However,
regardless of these efforts, attacks hold, elevating questions about operational
effectiveness, intelligence-sharing, and coordination.

Information and Figures

funding Scale: As of 2025, CPEC projects constitute over $62 billion in total investment,
with greater than $25 billion already allotted to infrastructure development, along with
roads, energy plant life, and ports.

Terrorism Incidents: Pakistan recorded 1,099 terrorist incidents in 2024, ranking second
globally on the global Terrorism Index. About 40% of those assaults centered CPEC-
associated assets, together with vital infrastructure like Gwadar Port and strength
projects.

Casualties: The Dasu Dam suicide bombing in March 2024 resulted in the deaths of 5
Chinese engineers and several Pakistani safety employees. The 2025 Gwadar Airport
attack prompted 10 fatalities and damaged key facilities, disrupting operations for
numerous weeks.

Safety Deployment: Pakistan’s government has deployed over 15,000 personnel under
the special protection division (SSD) specially to guard CPEC projects and Chinese
nationals working there.

Cybersecurity traits: in keeping with PKCERT, cyberattacks targeting Pakistani
infrastructure surged through 300% between 2018 and 2021, with terrific intrusions into
shipping, energy, and telecommunications sectors without delay linked to CPEC.

Nearby Discontent: Surveys carried out in Balochistan (2023) suggest that over 60% of
the neighborhood populace feels economically marginalized by way of CPEC projects,
citing constrained employment opportunities and insufficient nearby development.

Financial effect: Regardless of security challenges, CPEC has facilitated a 15% boom in
alternate quantity among China and Pakistan considering 2018, but this boom is
erratically distributed, with Sindh and Punjab provinces reaping benefits greater than the
western provinces.

Community and Geopolitical affects

Nearby Grievances in Balochistan

Groups in Balochistan regularly record feeling excluded from CPEC blessings. Many
villages near major improvement zones still lack fundamental infrastructure along with



clean drinking water, electricity, or healthcare. Despite the fact that the $240 million
Gwadar worldwide Airport become finished in 2024, it stays underutilized because of a
lack of supporting services inside the location.

Protests through movements inclusive of Haq Do Tehreek (deliver Us Our Rights motion)
mirror deep-seated anger over confined employment opportunities, excessive protection
checkpoints, and land appropriation without repayment.

local Dynamics and foreign Involvement

Geopolitical tensions, specially with India and Afghanistan, make bigger home unrest.
Pakistan alleges Indian help for Baloch separatists through covert operations with the aid
of raw, even as Afghan-based totally militants take advantage of border vulnerabilities to
infiltrate CPEC zones.

The presence of overseas intelligence proxies and nearby opposition over strategic routes
makes CPEC a theater for hybrid warfare, not only a development undertaking.

Cyber and digital Threats

As CPEC evolves right into a digitally controlled corridor, cybersecurity has emerged as a
new frontier of vulnerability. Consistent with PKCERT, Pakistan witnessed a 300% rise in
cyberattacks from 2018 to 2021. Attacks range from data breaches and phishing scams
to infrastructure sabotage.

Institutional traits

1. PKCERT (2024) tasked with preventing cyber intrusions in country wide infrastructure.
2.NCCS (considering the fact that 2018) leads cybersecurity studies and policy.

3. Cyber Crime research company (2024) specializes in prosecuting digital offenses.

In spite of these institutions, there may be nevertheless a lack of publicly documented
cyber incidents concerning CPEC, suggesting both successful containment or
underreporting. The danger remains theoretical but especially in all likelihood. If hackers
had been to infiltrate logistics software program, power grids, or monetary systems tied
to CPEC, the effects could be disastrous.

Conclusion

Chinese Pakistan monetary hall holds huge monetary promise for Pakistan and strategic
significance for China. Yet, the pathway to achievement is affected by threats each
traditional and evolving. Terrorism, separatist insurgency, and geopolitical tensions
present immediate physical risks. Concurrently, cyber threats are growing hastily and
could come to be the most destabilizing component inside the destiny, specially as CPEC
actions towards virtual integration.



Notwithstanding widespread investments in military protection and virtual oversight,
Pakistan’s contemporary protection structure famous continual gaps. Moreover, nearby
discontent, if unaddressed, will hold to force unrest and erode public agree with in CPEC
improvement narrative.

The way ahead demands a holistic approach. One that strengthens not best physical
protection and virtual resilience however also social legitimacy. This includes making
sure that nearby groups are authentic stakeholders, enhancing nearby international
relations, investing in cybersecurity infrastructure, and improving intelligence
coordination. Best then can CPEC fulfill its promise of transforming Pakistan into a local
financial hub and securing China’s strategic interests.

Recommendations:

e Have interaction groups by imparting Baloch, KP, and Gilgit residents clear paths
to jobs, shared sales, and influence over projects.

e Enhance security cooperation the usage of neighborhood mediators in the SSD,
stronger intelligence via NIFTAC, and transparent hyperlinks with China.

e Increase cyber defences: fund PKCERT and NCCS, require cybersecurity critiques
for CPEC projects, and construct a professional cyber group of workers.

e Promote regional diplomacy: include Afghanistan in protection talks, and reduce
accusations related to externalintelligence businesses.

e Improve transparency in contracts, project making plans, and resource sharing.

e Increase nearby economies: fast-track neighborhood SME-friendly zones, ensure
truthful task access, and invest in strength/water systems.
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