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Abstract: The launch of special military operations and a new round of Russia-Ukraine con-
flict are essentially the outbreak of decades of grievances between Russia and the United States
over the issue of NATO's eastward expansion. After the end of the Cold War in the 1990s, the
United States entered the "unilateral era" and continued to promote NATO's eastward expansion
and strategically squeezed Russia, causing Russia's insecurity to continue to rise. At the same
time, this Russia-Ukraine conflict also occurred against the backdrop of the United States’ com-
prehensive advancement of strategic competition with China. By hyping up the joint statement
issued by China and Russia in February 2022 and spreading rumors about China's advance
knowledge of its actions against Russia, the United States is trying to direct international pressure
on China.

Although China is not a party to the Russia-Ukraine conflict, the deep-seated impact of
the conflict on the global political, economic, and security landscape has gradually spread to
China-US relations, and several sets of "big triangle" relationships involving China, such as
China-US-Russia, China-US-Europe, and other groups of China-US-EU, are also facing pro-
found adjustments. Globalization and regional security have been further frustrated by geopo-
litical conflicts, the "economic war" and "political war" between major powers have been
deepened, the status of the United Nations has been declining day by day, and the global arms
race has suddenly intensified. Based on the Regional Security Complex Theory (RSCT), this
paper comprehensively analyzes the regional and global impacts of special military operations,
geo-security contradictions, and the conflict of interests between the two most important world
powers, China and the United States. The Russia-Ukraine conflict will continue to affect the
adjustment of strategic interests among major powers, and the prospects of China-Russia

* JlaHHas1 cTaTh4 SIBISIETCA MEPBOM YacThIO HCCIIEI0BaHUS aBTopa. Bropas yacTh crarbu OyzneT omyOnuKo-
BaHA B OJIHOM U3 NOCJIEAYIOMINX BBITYCKOB JKypHaa.
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cooperation and the Asia-Pacific region will determine the direction of the evolution of the
future world pattern.
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Peztome: Hauano crnennanbHOW BOCHHOH OIEpaluy U HOBBI BUTOK POCCUMCKO-yKpauH-
CKOTO KOH(IMKTa — 3TO, IO CYTH, BCIBIIIKA JACCATUIETHI HEIOBONbCTBA Mexay Poccueit u
CIIA no Bompocy pacunpenuss HATO na Boctok. [lociie okoHUaHUsI XOJOJHOW BOWHBEI B
1990-x rogax, Coenunénnble 11ITaThl BCTYNMIIN B «30XY OJJHOCTOPOHHHUX JICHCTBUI», TIPOI0JI-
Kast cCoIeCTBOBATh pacmupeHnio CeBepoaTIaHTHIECKOTO aNbSHCA ¥ OKa3bIBas CTPATETHUECKOe
napieHre Ha Poccuro, 9To MpUBENO K NajbHEHImeMy pocTy €€ OurymeHUs] HeOe30MacHOCTH.
B T0 xe BpeMs1 pocCHICKO-yKPaHCKUH KOH(IIMKT MPOM30MIEN Ha (POHE BCECTOPOHHETO Pa3BH-
Tus crparernyeckoro conepuudectna CIIIA ¢ Kutaem. PaznyBas coBMecTHOe 3asBiieHue Kuras
u Poccun, omy6nmkoBanHOE B peBpane 2022 roma, v pacpoCcTpaHsst CIyXu o ToM, yTo Kurait
3apaHee 3HaeT o neicTBusx Poccuu, Coenmnaénnbie LI TaThl MBITAIOTCS OKa3bIBATH MEXTYHAPO/I-
Hoe naBieHue Ha Kurail.

Xots KuTaii He BISIETCSI CTOPOHOM POCCHHCKO-YKPAaHHCKOTO KOH(IINKTA, TITyOOKO€E BIIH-
SHNE KOH(IMKTAa HA TIO0ATBHYI0 MOJIUTHKY, YKOHOMHUKY M 0€3011acHOCTh MOCTENEHHO pac-
npocTpanmiochk Ha otHomeHust Kutas u CIIIA, a HeCKOIbKO KOMIIJIEKCOB OTHOIIEHUN «00ITh-
oIoro TpeyronbHUKa» ¢ ydactueMm Kuras, Taxux kak Kurait — CHIA — Poccus, Kurait —
CHIA — EBpomna, Taxxe nojaseprarorcs cepbE3noil Tpancdopmarmu. I'nodanuszanns u peruo-
HaJbHast 0€30MacHOCTD eIlé OOJIbINe YCYTyOISIOTCS TEOMOTUTHISCKUMU KOHPIIMKTAMH, YCH-
JUBAETCS «IKOHOMHYECKasl M MOJIUTHYECKAs BOWHA» MEXIY KPYIHBIMH Jep>KaBaMH, CTaTyC
Oprannzanmuu OObenuuéHHpIx Hanuil magaer ¢ kaxapiM AHEM, a rioOanbHas TOHKa
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BOOPYKEHUi pe3ko obocTpsieTcs. Ha ocHOBe Teopuu KoMILIeKca perHoHalbHOM Oe30macHo-
ctu (KPB) B nanHOi cTaThe BCECTOPOHHE aHAIN3UPYIOTCS PETrHOHAIbBHBIC U INI00AIbHBIE 10-
CIIEJICTBHS CTICIIMAIbHON BOCHHOM Onepanuy, NpoTHBOpedrs B chepe riaodanbHOi Ge3omac-
HOCTH U KOH(IMKT HHTEPECOB MEXy ABYMS BaKHEHIIMMU MUPOBBIMH Jiep>kaBaMH — Kuraem
n CHIA. Poccuiicko-yKpauHCKUI KOHGIUKT OyAeT Mpoa0JDKaTh BIMATh HA M3MEHEHHE CTpa-
TETHYECKUX MHTEPECOB MEX]y BeAyIIHMHU JepKaBaMH, a epCIeKTUBEI cOTpyaHH4YecTBa Ku-
Tas 1 Poccun u cTpaH A3naTcko-THXO0KEaHCKOTO PErHoHa OYIyT ONpeNeNaTh HalpaBlieHUEe
9BOJIIONMH OyayIeil Moienu Mupa.

Kniouesvle crosa: cnienpanbHas BOSHHAs ONepanusi, pOCCUHCKO-YKPaUHCKUN KOH(JIMKT,
pervoHaibHas 6e3onacHocTh, Kurait u CILA, cTparerniyeckue HHTEpECH!

Ana yumupoeanun: Cynp HcsH. TpaHcpernoHanbHbIe NOCIENCTBHS CIENHUANBHON BOECH-
HOW orrepanuu i Oe3omacHoCTH U crparerndeckue mHTepeckl CLIA u Kuras. CIIHA & Ka-
Haja: 9KOHOMHUKA, MOJINTHKA, KyJIbTypa. 2024; 54(7): 23-39.
DOI: 10.31857/S2686673024070035 EDN: YCWWUY

SECURITY COMPLEX AND REGIONAL SECURITY STUDIES

As a representative of the British School and the Copenhagen School, RSCT is
the core theoretical achievement of Barry Buzan's security research. Unlike the sec-
toral approach in "New Security Theory" which focuses on expanding the security
agenda and seeks to build a new comprehensive research framework, the RCST at-
tempts to develop a workable general regional theory of international security by
focusing on the regional level. If the opponents of Buzan et al.'s New Security are
traditional strategic analysts who insist on military and state centricity [Buzan et al.
1998:25], then the first thing they need to break in this book is the neorealists' and
globalists' attachment to the global level. Therefore, the distinction between the
global level and the regional level from an analytical point of view is the basis of
the author's argument.

According to Barry Buzan, since decolonization, regional security has be-
come more independent and more conspicuous in international politics. The end
of the Cold War has greatly accelerated this process. Relative autonomy consti-
tutes a model of international security relations that is fundamentally different
from the rigid bipolar superpower structure that had a decisive impact on the
Cold War.

One initial assumption is that the regional level is becoming increasingly im-
portant in the international security architecture, and that it is important, if not dom-
inant, "except when global powers are extremely dominant, such as those of the im-
perial era, regional security dynamics are generally an important component of the
overall security constellation in the international system." From the perspective of re-
gionalism, the neo-realist idea of "polarity" and the globalist theory of "core-
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periphery" all fail to grasp this model. The crux of this model is that "they exaggerate
the role of the global level and underestimate the importance of the regional level". In
order to distinguish between the global and regional levels after the Cold War, Barry
Buzan proposed a "three-tier ladder of defining criteria": superpowers (the United
States), systemic (global) powers (the European Union, Japan, China, and Russia), and
regional powers. Among them, superpowers and great powers determine the polarity
of the global level, and the boundaries between them and regional powers determine
the difference between the global security situation and the regional security situation.
In regional security complex theory, the regional level is where the two extremes of
national security and global security meet each other, and where most actions take
place. Russia and Ukraine, as direct belligerents in this special military operation,
fully reflect this feature. A battle in eastern Ukraine constituted a global security inci-
dent and had a systemic impact. Accordingly, the distinction and linkage between the
global level and the regional level pave the way for the development of regional se-
curity complex theory.

In fact, "region" is the proper meaning in the title of the security complex theory,
except that "security complex is a region seen through a security lens." The definition of
a “security complex” can be summarized as follows: a group of units whose main pro-
cesses of securitization, de-securitization, or both are so closely linked that their security
problems cannot be rationally analyzed or solved in isolation from each other. The core
idea of RSCT is that since most threats spread more easily in close quarters than over
long distances, security interdependencies are often combined into region-based
groups, that is, security complexes.

The key analytical concepts of the regional security complex used in this article
are mainly “structure, typology and change”. First, four variables define the core
structure of the regional security complex: 1) boundaries, which distinguish the re-
gional security complex from its immediate neighbors; 2) anarchic structure, mean-
ing the regional security complex must include more than two autonomous units;
3) polarity, which involves the distribution of power between units; 4) social con-
struction, which involves patterns of friendship and hostility between units, mean-
ing "security is created by actors." More precisely, within the anarchic structure, the
core structure and characteristics of the regional security complex are defined by
two relations, namely "power relations, friendly and hostile modes". Among these,
power relations range from unipolar to multipolar, while the spectrum of friendly
and hostile modes is divided into three forms of "sub-global, geographically closely
related" security interdependence: conflict, security mechanism and security com-
munity".

Second, distinguish four basic types of regional security complexes: 1) standard
regional security complexes, which do not include global-level powers and whose
local polarity is entirely defined by internal regional powers (such as the Middle
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East); 2) centralized security complex, a security complex dominated by a single
global level power (such as North America), or a security complex that has the iden-
tity attributes of a global actor through full integration of collective systems (such
as the European Union); 3) great power security complex, a security complex whose
polarity is defined by more than one global-level power (such as East Asia); 4) super
complex, a group of regional security complexes that have a relatively high level
and a coherent inter-regional security posture due to the existence of one or more
major powers (for example, East Asia and South Asia are connected to form the
Asian super complex).

Third, explore the development and reform prospects of the regional security com-
plex. According to the components of the core structure of the regional security complex,
there are three possible evolutions of any regional security complex: 1) maintaining the
status quo, that is, no major changes have occurred in the core structure; 2) internal
change, that is, changes in the core structure occur within the existing external bound-
aries; 3) external changes, that is, the expansion or contraction of the existing external
boundaries, leading to changes in its core structure. Specifically, the potential for im-
manent change can be monitored by examining the material conditions of possible po-
larity changes (or lack thereof), and the discursive conditions of possible changes (or
lack thereof) of friendly / hostile relations. The potential for external change can be
monitored by examining the strength of interregional security postures that can serve
as precursors to change. In addition, prospects for change need to consider additional
variables such as interaction capabilities, power differences, and system polarity. The
results of development can have three possibilities: "conflict, security mechanism and
security community".

The advantage of borrowing this analytical framework is that RSCT provides a plat-
form for the integration and application of geopolitical analysis, classical realism anal-
ysis and structural constructivism analysis. This approach not only ensures the explan-
atory power of regional-level case analysis but also comprehensively reflects structural
changes and the interaction between unit behaviors, looks at changes in the security
environment from a dynamic perspective.

STRUCTURAL CHANGES IN MAJOR SECURITY COMPLEXES
AND WORLD ORDER

Regional Security Posture

In the entire geo-environment in which special military operations take place, in
general there is a standard regional security complex, two centralized complexes,
three great power security complexes and three possible super complexes, as shown
in Table 1.
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Table 1: The geopolitical environment in which the SMO operates

Num-
ber of
Basic T N P
asic Type ame Bound atterns
aries
Standard regional it
ANAATe Tegionar security Russia-Ukraine 4 Conflict
complexes
Securi
European Union / ecu1.‘1ty
Mechanisms /
European part of Securi
Centralized Security NATO ty
2 Communities
Complex
Post-Soviet space / Security
CIS countries Mechanisms
Russia-Europe 4 Conflict
Security
Great power security USA-Europe 3 Mechani.sms /
complex Security
Communities
Security
Russia-Chi 1
tssiaina Mechanisms
Europe-Russia-
China
Asian super-
Super Complex complex / /
Russian-Asian
super complex

It can be seen that the security dynamics in the region are very complicated. The
boundaries of the various security complexes overlap with each other, covering super-
powers, systemic (global) powers and regional powers. Actors who are units in one
security complex may become great power actors in another; the diversity of borders
and the superposition of unit attributes make conflicts difficult to resolve, and the pro-
cess of securitization is irreversible. With the failure of the second Minsk Agreement,
the only remaining albeit unstable security mechanism at the regional level, de-securit-
ization is no longer possible. In particular, although the United States and China are far
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away from the conflict zone, the United States, as the only superpower, has been deeply
involved in the current round of conflict economically, politically, and militarily, and
China, as a close partner of Russia, is inevitably involved in the power game and inter-
est game of the Russia-Ukraine conflict. The polarity of great powers and the overlap
of borders determine that special military operations must be defined in terms of
global security postures, rather than regional security postures.

Due to the actual state of war between the conflicting parties and the persistence of
this state, the changes in interstate boundaries and the tendencies of control zones and
population movements have become increasingly unshakable in concept. That is, the
decision-makers of both sides believe that the current situation can only proceed ac-
cording to their own plans and actual conditions. The flow of materials and population
also shows stability, whether it is aid entering Ukraine from the West and the Ukrainian
population fleeing to the West, or the regions and people integrating into the Russian
Federation territory to the East. Therefore, internal change will become the key variable
in determining whether a new security mechanism can emerge in this region, which
depends on the internal transformation of the Russia-Ukraine standard regional secu-
rity complex (primarily Ukraine) and some external transformation (i.e., the European
regional security complex, which is an internal transformation in its own right). This
means that mediation or an overwhelming victory by one side appears to be difficult in
the short term because an element within the complex is so significant that all stake-
holders will try every means to exert influence and control over it. The following text
will discuss in detail how the Russia-Ukraine conflict has become an important part of
the United States' strategy to contain China.

Special Military Operation in a Global Landscape

The launch of the special military operation marks the beginning of a new round of
adjustments to the global order after the end of the Cold War, and also marks the end
of the "post-Cold War" era. The revolutionary impact and iconic nature of the Russia-
Ukraine conflict lie in its status as a milestone event in the changes to the world's power
structure caused by regional security crises. It also marks that in today's world of rapid
technological advancement, highly interconnected information, and highly intercon-
nected capital markets, the regional level has become a leading actor in changing the
international security structure.

From a system/structural level, Russia in this conflict is also the first country since
the end of the Cold War to initiate violent and material destruction of the power order
established by the superpowers. According to American scholar John Mearsheimer,
during the period of American unipolar hegemony at the beginning of the Cold War,
the internal transformation of the country under the guidance of liberal principles could
still be promoted, and the multipolar development trend could also be tolerated. How-
ever, once the multipolar trend of emerging forces rises strongly, the tension between
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local autonomy and the "universality" of liberalism will emerge, and liberal principles
will inevitably give in to the national and geopolitical interests of Europe and the United
States. To a certain extent, his sharp remarks that liberalism will fail if it encounters
nationalism and geopolitics reveal the crux of the problem from one aspect
[Mearsheimer, 2018].

On the one hand, there have been many changes and even blanks and gray areas
in the original international institutions and mechanisms. For example, the most critical
mechanism of the United Nations Security Council is still functioning, but due to the
different parties involved in the Russia-Ukraine conflict, the functions of the Security
Council have been greatly weakened. The two Minsk Agreements were revealed by
former German Chancellor Merkel to have been intended to delay Russia and give
Ukraine sufficient time to prepare for a larger-scale conflict. Including regional interna-
tional mechanisms that once played a coordination and management role, such as the
functions of the CSCE, have been marginalized one by one.

On the other hand, since the turn of the century, almost every new administration
in the United States has taken office and has been obsessed with restraining China by
uniting with Russia and gaining an advantage in the framework of the triangular rela-
tionship between the United States, Russia, and China. But the situation suddenly
changed after 2016. In 2017, the United States publicly regarded China and Russia as
competitors simultaneously, indicating that the triangular interaction among the
United States, China, and Russia could not be achieved as originally expected. At the
same time, the escalation of special military operations shows that Europe's efforts to
seek balance through trilateral interaction among Europe, the United States, and Russia
have also failed. Against this background, the trilateral relations between Russia, the
United States, and Europe, which were once active after the Cold War, and the triangu-
lar relations between the United States, China, and Russia have become relatively stag-
nant.

From a global perspective, Russia wants to end the unipolar world, China wants to
pursue independent peaceful diplomacy and ensure the security of its surrounding en-
vironment and territorial integrity, but the United States and Europe strive to maintain
Western dominance, which inevitably creates a huge range of structural contradictions.
As President Putin said at the Valdai Forum on October 5, 2023, “Special military oper-
ations have nothing to do with territorial occupation, or even geopolitics.”[1]. However,
for the Western world, the issue of changing the international order is not only a matter
of interests, but also a matter of glory. Former U.S. President Obama stated clearly at
the graduation ceremony of the West Point Military Academy in May 2014: " Our mili-
tary has no peer, [...] our economy remains the most dynamic on Earth, [...] From Eu-
rope to Asia, we are the hub of alliances unrivaled in the history of nations, [...] the
United States is and remains the one indispensable nation. That has been true for the
century past, and it will be true for the century to come.”[2]. From this standpoint, it is
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inevitable for the United States and Europe to restart their alliance and vigorously coun-
ter Russia, and China's firm stand on the side of peaceful conflict resolution, opposition
to hegemonism and power politics, and maintain a high-level, bottom-line, and un-
capped comprehensive strategic cooperative relationship with Russia is also an inevi-
table choice under this security structure.

However, it is particularly worth mentioning that Europe will not give up its pur-
suit of defense autonomy because of this. When the partisan struggles in the United
States forced the suspension of aid to Ukraine in early 2024, the EU stepped forward
and passed a 54-billion-euro aid plan to Ukraine in one fell swoop. The EU's move is
not only seeking strategic autonomy but also, to a large extent, citing the so-called
"changing times" as a reason. It aims to highlight its political ambition of supporting
Ukraine, which has long been prepared to assume regional and even global leadership
but has so far failed to achieve its ambition. For this reason, they completely ignored
the deterioration of the economy and the people's struggles, contrary to the usual calm-
ness and rationality of the European decision-making elites, and took desperate risks.
A 2023 "Economist" commentary article has already foreseen this trend, pointing out
that "Europe is now Ukraine's biggest supporter, not the United States."[3]. This is also
a potential variable that can be exploited in the adjustment of U.S. strategy.

Under the confrontation between the two sides, which was related to the overall
situation of the international order, a military conflict eventually broke out in the most
fragile security field of the international structure - the relationship between Russia and
NATO, focusing on Ukraine. Judging from the consequences, this conflict revealed the
structural shortcomings of the existing international system —the functions of various
global and regional organizations are still unable to prevent large-scale crises similar to
the Russia-Ukraine conflict. Therefore, it is imperative to reform, upgrade, and
strengthen related fields, and the security mechanisms of major security complexes
must be established, otherwise the world will not be peaceful. In short, Asia remains
relatively stable, while Eurasia and the Middle East continue to be turbulent. This indi-
cates a shift in the focus of conflict in terms of regional patterns. In terms of the balance
of power on a deeper level, this is a sign of the shift in power in the world.

GLOBAL SECURITY IMPACT OF THE SPECIAL MILITARY OPERATION

Russian Foreign Minister Lavrov made it clear that Russia’s special military opera-
" “complete
dominance” and “reckless expansion” on the world stage [4]. The all-out confrontation
between the Western world and Russia triggered by the Russia-Ukraine conflict, as well
as the escalation of the United States' strategic doubts about China and the acceleration
of its Indo-Pacific strategy, have had a major negative impact on the international order
in at least three aspects.

tions in Ukraine are, to a certain extent, aimed at ending the United States
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The Differentiation and Factionalization
of the International Political Order

Centering on the Russia-Ukraine conflict and the U.S. strategic competition against
China, the current international political order has seen obvious differentiation and a
certain trend of camp formation. First, on the issue of the Russia-Ukraine conflict and
sanctions against Russia, the international community has become significantly divided.
The West, led by the United States, advocates imposing more severe all-round economic
sanctions on Russia, providing Ukraine with the large-scale military assistance it needs,
and even directly sending mercenaries and instructors in order to curb Russia's succes-
sive victories on the battlefield, even tried to promote political changes within Russia
by inciting color revolutions and supporting planned attacks in Russia. President
Putin's re-election has further strengthened the West's determination to contain Russia.
However, China, India, Brazil, South Africa, Indonesia and other "Global South" coun-
tries refuse to participate in the U.S.-led all-round economic sanctions against Russia.
They insist that their countries have the right to maintain normal economic and trade
relations with Russia, refuse to provide weapons and equipment to any party, and op-
pose intensification situation, and advocates seeking a political solution to the Russian-
Ukrainian conflict and a ceasefire and restoration of peace through diplomacy, dialogue,
and consultation.

Second, in the process of the United States exaggerating the "China threat" and the
so-called opposition between "democracy and authoritarianism", and accelerating the
advancement of the "Indo-Pacific Strategy", the trend of campization in international
politics has significantly intensified. On the one hand, under the pressure and encour-
agement of the United States, many countries - those American "like-minded people"
have formed a closer political and security partnership with the United States, empha-
sizing the competition and opposition between the so-called "democracy and authori-
tarianism." For example, the EU and NATO both exaggerate that China is a "systemic
challenge" they face and is "antagonistic" to it in terms of democracy, values, and even
way of life. Australia and South Korea emphasized that they are "like-minded" with the
United States in terms of Western-style democracy and values, and they should stand
more closely with the United States. On the other hand, most ASEAN, African Union,
Gulf, and Latin American countries reject the so-called "Democracy versus Authoritar-
ian" narrative, refuse to choose sides between China and the United States and become
"chess pieces" in the game of great powers, and reject the new Cold War. They advocate
reducing strategic suspicion and misjudgment, reducing opposition and confrontation,
easing international tensions through dialogue and contact, and promoting the peaceful
coexistence of major powers and the harmony and stability of the international order.

Third, the “Global South” has gradually become an important international politi-
cal force. Especially with the intensification of the strategic competition between the
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United States and China, the conflict between Russia and Ukraine, and international
economic inequality, the "Global South" has increasingly become an important interna-
tional political force outside the West, and has also increasingly become a term on the
lips of international organizations and leaders of some countries. Some countries in the
"Global South" are unwilling to choose sides but want to bet on multiple sides, promot-
ing the multipolarization of the international system [5].

And it is worth noting that on the one hand, the U.S. is trying its best to win over
the "Global South" and hope that they will favor its side in terms of positions and poli-
cies, and on the other hand, it is driving a wedge between China and other countries in
the "Global South" and denying China's identity as a "Global South" country. In Febru-
ary 2023, the Munich Security Conference set up a special agenda for "North-South Co-
operation" and emphasized the need to win over the countries of the "Global South". In
the security report released after the meeting, the term "global South" appeared 56 times,
making it a high-frequency vocabulary [6]. At the G7 Summit held in May 2023,
strengthening relations with "Global South" countries was also an important topic. The
summit launched a number of measures to win over the "Global South" [7]. Suzanne
Nossel, former deputy assistant secretary of state for international organization affairs
at the U.S. State Department, called on the United States to go beyond its traditional
staunch allies and seek broader support around the world, including India, Brazil, and
other "Global South" countries, to initiate a reform agenda to expand the Security Coun-
cil [Nossel, 2023]. The US Senate and House of Representatives have even sponsored a
bill on China's not being a developing country and a bill to end China's status as a de-
veloping country, refusing to recognize China's status as a "Global South" country and
driving a wedge between China and the countries of the "Global South." In this regard,
Wang Yi, director of the Foreign Affairs Office of the Central Committee of the Com-
munist Party of China, refuted this during his attendance at the BRICS High Represent-
atives’ Meeting on Security Affairs in Johannesburg in July 2023 [8].

The Fragmentation and Securitization
of the International Economic Order

After the conflict between Russia and Ukraine broke out, the US and its western
allies imposed comprehensive economic sanctions on Russia and committed to cutting
off energy and trade ties between Russia and Europe. The economic losses were ulti-
mately borne by European allies. There are currently more and more voices of opposi-
tion within EU countries to the rising energy and electricity prices. Public dissatisfaction
will inevitably lead to the government being forced to make concessions, which is not
conducive to the national interests of the United States in the long run. On the other
hand, the Biden administration is accelerating the "Indo-Pacific Strategy", increasing its
technological blockade and "decoupling" from China, and promoting the localization of
manufacturing and "outsourcing to friendly countries." Politicizing and securitizing
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economic and trade relations, and weaponizing scientific and technological exchanges
and supply chain dependencies have seriously interfered with normal international
economic and trade exchanges and the division of labor in global industrial and value
chains.

In addition, the rise of Western economic nationalism and trade protectionism in
recent years has posed at least three challenges to the international economic order. One
is the challenge to the free trade system. After the end of the Cold War, the United States
relied on its unipolar status to vigorously advocate neoliberal economic concepts, vig-
orously promote globalization and trade liberalism, and pave the way for the global
expansion of American companies. However, with the intensification of the polariza-
tion between the rich and poor in the United States, especially the outbreak of the fi-
nancial crisis in 2008-2009, anti-globalization and economic nationalism forces in the
United States have gradually grown. After four years of Trump’s administration, the
US. attitude towards free trade has undergone tremendous changes. It has trans-
formed from the standard-bearer of free trade to the birthplace of disguised trade pro-
tectionism such as “fair trade” and “reciprocal trade”, and has introduced a series of
“America First” trade protectionist policies and launched a trade war and tariff war
against China.

After Biden came to power, with the outbreak of the conflict and the accelerated
advancement of the U.S. Indo-Pacific strategy, the free trade system was further se-
verely impacted. On the one hand, the principles of free trade, which focus on reducing
tariffs, opening markets, and promoting the free flow of capital, goods, technology, and
people, have been discarded and replaced by various protectionist policy measures,
greatly hindering the development of global trade in goods and services. On the other
hand, the Biden administration has established a series of "sanctions alliances" against
Russia, the Science and Technology Export Control Alliance to China, the Supply Chain
Alliance, the Critical Minerals Partnership, the Indo-Pacific Economic Framework, and
other technology, supply chain, and economic and trade circles, weakening and hol-
lowing out the multilateral free trade system with the WTO as the core.

Second, challenges to global supply chain security will inevitably interfere with
China's economic recovery. The Biden administration's high-tech export controls and
two-way investment restrictions on China, as well as the formation of various technol-
ogy alliances and supply chain alliances, are politicizing and securitizing economic is-
sues and weaponizing the interdependence of scientific and technological exchanges
and supply chains. This not only undermines the basic principles of free trade but also
impacts the normal international division of production and trade based on compara-
tive advantage and utility maximization, leading to chaos and even fragmentation of
global production and supply chains, undermining the international economic order.
What is even more noteworthy is that the economic damage and development drag
caused by trade protectionist measures and small economic, trade, and supply chain
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circles to countries in the "Global South" obviously far exceeds their impact on devel-
oped countries. On the one hand, the United States attempts to weaken China's political
influence by exerting pressure on small countries and wooing interests. On the other
hand, it uses economic and industrial policies to undermine the industrial system that
China has built, especially in Southeast Asia. In particular, the revival of local manufac-
turing, "America First" policies and "outsourcing to friendly countries" encouraged by
the United States have trapped investment, production and manufacturing that origi-
nally went to developing countries in their own countries or "friendly countries", which
will inevitably further exacerbate the development gap and international economic in-
equality.

One study by the WTO shows that great power competition, decoupling, and de-
globalization not only increase global trade costs and reduce global welfare but also
cause asymmetric damage to developing countries. The report points out that decou-
pling, link breaking, and trade grouping will increase trade costs; once the global econ-
omy is decoupled, welfare in some regions will drop by up to 12%, especially in low-
and middle-income regions [9].

Militarization and Rearmament of the International Security Order

The conflict between Russia and Ukraine and the advancement of the US Indo-Pa-
cific strategy have set off a new round of arms expansion in Europe and the Asia-Pacific
region, exacerbating regional and international tensions and promoting the militariza-
tion and rearmament of the international security order. According to statistics from
Sweden's Stockholm International Peace Research Institute, world military spending in
2022 will reach a record high of 2.24 trillion U.S. dollars, with European military spend-
ing soaring by 13% and Asian military spending also rising [10]. Take Germany as an
example: on February 27, 2022, the third day after the launch of the special military
operation, German Chancellor Scholz announced at an emergency meeting of parlia-
ment that Germany would set up a special fund and allocate 100 billion euros at one
time for national defense modernization. Not only that, but Germany will also increase
its defense spending to more than 2% of its GDP in the future [11]. In July 2023, the
German cabinet approved the draft budget for fiscal year 2024. Although the overall
budget dropped by nearly 7% from the previous year, the defense budget increased by
1.7 billion euros to 51.8 billion euros. The German government stated that it plans to
increase defense spending next year to the level of 2% of gross domestic product stipu-
lated by NATO. Another important member of NATO, the United Kingdom announced
in March 2023 that it would increase military spending by 6 billion U.S. dollars in the
next two years to deal with the Russia-Ukraine conflict and the so-called "epoch-making
challenge" from China [12].

In the Asia-Pacific region, staunch U.S. allies Japan, Australia, and South Korea, as
well as security partner India, have also significantly increased defense spending.
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In May 2022, Japanese Prime Minister Fumio Kishida stated during his meeting with
US President Biden that Japan is determined to significantly increase defense spending
and fundamentally strengthen its defense capabilities [13]. In December 2022, Kishida
requested a substantial increase in defense spending, increasing the defense budget for
the fiscal years 2023 to 2027 to 318 billion U.S. dollars. In March 2023, the Japanese Min-
istry of Defense released a new version of the "Defense White Paper," declaring China
as Japan's "biggest strategic challenge of all time" and proposing to nearly double the
defense budget in the next five years to 43.5 trillion yen (approximately 3 22.2 billion
U.S. dollars), and emphasized the need to acquire long-range strike capabilities and
strengthen standoff defense capabilities [14]. In the direction of the South China Sea and
the Western Pacific, Australia's national defense strategic review report released in
April 2023 proposed an additional 42 billion U.S. dollars in defense spending over the
next ten years to comprehensively enhance Australia's defense capabilities, promote the
Australian version of the "denial strategy," and accelerate the procurement and deploy-
ment of long-range strike capabilities to "defend enemies outside the country's bor-
ders."[15]. South Korea has also significantly increased its defense budget. In August
2022, the South Korean Ministry of National Defense announced that the defense
budget for the fiscal year 2023 will be 42.1 billion U.S. dollars, an increase of 4.6% over
the previous year [16]. In December 2022, it announced its new national defense plan
for the fiscal years 2023 to 2027, that it would invest 331 trillion won (approximately
268.8 billion U.S. dollars) in national defense construction in the next five years, with
annual defense expenditures increasing by as much as 6.8% [17].

India, the security partner that the U.S. strives to win over, is also actively expand-
ing defense spending and improving its military strength. India's defense spending in
2022 increased by 6% over the previous year, reaching 81.4 billion U.S. dollars, making
it the world's fourth-largest military spender after the United States, China, and Russia
[18].

Europe as a whole is also accelerating the pace of "strategic autonomy." On March
21, all EU members adopted a "Strategic Compass" action plan. In the action plan, the
EU stated that it will establish a European military with sea, land, and air capabilities
by 2025. This means that the EU has officially taken the first step towards militarization.
What the U.S. did in the Russia-Ukraine conflict has made many allies and partners
more suspicious of it, believing that the U.S. is not willing to collide head-on with Russia
militarily.

The sharp increase in military expenditures of major European and Asian countries,
together with the shock of the Russia-Ukraine conflict and the Biden administration's
establishment of a small multilateral security network against China in the Indo-Pacific
region, has greatly promoted the militarization and groupization of the international
security order, casting a shadow over world peace.
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CONCLUSION

The initial part delves into the RSCT as a framework to understand the dynamics of
international security, particularly in the context of the Russia-Ukraine conflict and its
ripple effects on global security architecture. There is no doubt that SPO have begun to
reshape the current global order in theory and practice. We emphasized the growing
significance of regional security in a post-Cold War world and highlighted the com-
plexity and overlapping interests that challenge resolution efforts. The emergence of a
more multipolar world, the differentiation and alignment of political blocs, and the in-
creasing militarization and securitization of the international system are continuously
impacting relations between major powers.

So, under the complex dynamics of a shifting international order, what new changes
and challenges will emerge in the Sino-U.S.-Russia strategic triangle? In the next part,
we will look more specifically at the adjustment of interests among major powers, with
the efforts of China, Russia and other countries, it's possible to transform the Asia-Pa-
cific region from a focus on geosecurity to joint development.
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