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Current Trends in the Nuclear Posture of South Asia, by Rong Ying, Deputy Director, China Institute

of International Studies and Guest Researcher of CPDS. Nuclear tests by India and Pakistan respectively in 1998
altered the security setup of South Asia, ushering in a new change in the nuclear posture of the region. The main
cause of development and change of the nuclear posture in South Asia not only lies in the geopolitical elements
in the region, but is closely related to the U.S. policy to South Asia. As consensus reached by various sides on
such important issues as nuclear disarmament, nuclear non—proliferation, peaceful use of nuclear energy is
gaining ground due to the proposal of nuclear—free world” by President Obama, and in particular, to the 2010
UN NPT Review Conference, India and Pakistan, the two nuclear countries that are out of bounds of any treaty,
have felt the pressure. Under the backdrop of a complicated and confused security environment in South Asia,
how to uphold the validity of nuclear non—proliferation mechanism and at the same time encourage India and
Pakistan to improve their bilateral ties so as to get out of the security dilemma, will be a demanding test of
wisdom on the international community and on India and Pakistan in particular.

Sino-Indian Relations in Retrospect and in Prospect, by Ma Jiali, Senior Researcher at China Institutes

of Contemporary International Studies, Guest Researcher of CPDS and a member of the editorial board of Peace
of Development. In the past 60 years, Sino-Indian relations have gone through an uneven process, which can
roughly be broken down into six stages: the honeymoon” stage, confrontation stage, Cold War stage, thawing
stage, warming stage and heat—up stage. Past experience and lessons show that to China and India, peace and
harmony are beneficial to both sides while tussles and squabbles do harm to either of them. That has already
become the general consensus by the two sides. People have every reason to believe that, as the two countries
gain mutual political trust, enjoy their mutual economic benefits and deepen their mutual cultural exchanges, a
scene of common prosperity for the two countries will come into view and they will make great contributions to
peace in Asia and in the world.

A Comment on the Overseas Deployment of Troops by Japan after the End of the Cold War, by Dr.

Xu Wansheng, Professor at the PLA University of Foreign Languages. After the end of the Cold War, overseas
deployments of troops by Japan are carried out within three frameworks of the United Nations, the Japan-U.S.
alliance system and fulfillment of diversified missions. Among them, overseas troop deployments under the U.N
framework are tasked with U.N peace —keeping operations, mainly in the form of logistics support and
maintenance and those operations are decreasing now due to policy constraints. Japan—U.S. alliance system and
troop deployments overseas are mutually complementary and interact with each other. The alliance strategy not
only shows off overseas military presence of Japan Self-Defense Forces, but also helps improve their combat
abilities overseas. Meanwhile, implementation of diversified tasks has given them more ways and means for
overseas deployments. In addition, overseas troop deployments by Japan are providing favorable conditions in
strengthening its defense buildup and accelerating the process of making Japan a big military power. In the
future, Japan’s overseas troop deployments will further display a tendency towards wide diversity in forms and

styles.



