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E. U. will in turn result in a European policy of isolation from China, while
U. S signals to India that intends to enhance ties may cause the later to adopt
a more adversarial policy towards China. Meanwhile, Russian policy to China
is not impacted by the U. S policy towards Russia. Based on the above,
should China-U. S strategic competition continue to intensify, China-Russia
relations may become less stable, and a passive situation where both India
and Russia even represent a challenge to China may emerge. For its part, the
European Union may come to offer China an important outlet for reducing its
external strategic pressure.

Key Words: Sino-U, S -Russia Strategic Triangle ; Sino-U. S -India Strategic
Triangle ; Sino-U S -Europe Strategic Triangle ; Sino-U S, Strategic Competition;
Large-N Data
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Politics Department, University of International Relations

On “Taking Sides” in International Contests
Zhang Li and Hu Dayi

Abstract: As the international political and economic contest between
China and the United States becomes increasingly evident, complex and
intense, third-party states are finding it more and more difficult to manage
the practical problem of avoiding “taking sides”. This article considers the
internal logic followed by third party states in taking sides from a rationalist
perspective It identifies that the phenomenon of taking sides represents a
rational foreign policy choice of states that is primarily related to four
factors: international systems level factors, inter-state level factors,
domestic structural factors; and issue-based factors. Variables relevant to
each of these factors interact with one another, and their combined effect on
a specific issue will ultimately influence a state’s decision when it comes to
taking sides. On the basis of the above theoretical framework, the article
considers the how the UK took sides vis-d-vis and contest between the
U. S and China over Huawei’s 5G network and the factors which influenced
this choice. Using this case, the article explains the role of systems level and
inter-state level factors (external factors), as well as domestic and issue-
based factors on decisions with respect to side-taking.

Key Words: International Contest; Taking Sides; Third-party State;
Huawei 5G
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Global Climate Good Governance and the Green Silk Road: An Experimental

Governance Perspective
Zhou Yamin
Abstract: The paper discusses the core elements and theoretical
architecture of realizing global climate good governance, summarizes the
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climate governance experiments conducted by multiple actors based on
different cognition in the post-Paris era, and sorts out the philosophy
transformation on global climate governance as well as the significance of the
concept of a community of shared future for mankind to global climate
governance. By demonstrating the conditions and direction of climate
governance experiment under “Belt and Road” Initiative, the paper also
discusses the mechanism and the pathway of the “green silk road”. The
article argues that, the “green silk road” construction needs to adhere to the
principle of common but differentiated responsibility, explores the realistic
pathway considering both growth and emission reduction, achieves peak-
cutting development, reaches emission peak as early as possible, and finally
lays a good {foundation for the global carbon neutral process. The
international community should uphold the concept of a community of shared
future for mankind as a means of overcoming constraints stemming from
international power politics on climate issues.

Key Words: Global Climate Good Governance; Green Silk Road;
Experimental Governance; A Community of Shared Future for Mankind

About the Author: Zhou Yamin is an Associate Researcher in the National
Institute of International Strategy of the Chinese Academy of Social Sciences

Understanding the Conclusion of Border Claims: A State’s Extradyadic Trade

Concentration and the Issue of Credible Commitment
Yao Jiong

Abstract: In this article, the author argues if a state concedes to its
neighbor over their border dispute due to the state’s high extradyadic trade
concentration, both the state’s neighbor and its extradyadic trade partners
may ask the state to concede more over border or other issues in the
future. Therefore, the credible commitment concern about its neighbor and
other extradyadic trade partners makes the state reluctant to concede over
that border dispute, which in turn impedes the conclusion of related border
claim. With the help of Cox and competing risk models, the empirical
analysis based on the relevant data from 1948 to 2001 supports this
argument. This study follows the latest development of the “trade-conflict”
research, connects the idea of a state’s extradyadic trade concentration with
the credible commitment issue, and explores the former’s influence on the
conclusion of border claims.
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