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the institutional complex. Different institutional solutions have different interests and
preferences so it is necessary to analyze the internal structure of the institutional com—
plex seek the ideal structural characteristics and reform the existing institutional com-
plex. The structure of the institutional complex consists of three aspects namely the
level the functional difference and the degree of policy communication among the in-
stitutions  which constitute the three-dimensional space of the structural analysis of the
international institutional complex and determine the strategic environment for countries
to negotiate with other actors and abide by the institutional rules. The effective re—
sponse to the institutional complex needs to start from its own structure properly deal
with the different interests and preferences faced by the institutional operation so as to
avoid the imbalance of the internal structure of the institutional complex. The institu—
tional complex of division of labor can carry out functional differentiation the institu—
tional complex of hierarchy is only unilateral control and the institutional complex of
communication can carry out policy consultation. Based on the social network analysis
and international institutional practice of the economic institutional complex in the In—
do-Pacific region the author discusses the structure and evolution of the hierarchy di-
vision of labor and communication institutional complex in the region and analyzes
how these institutional complexes affect the economic development of the Indo-Pacific
region. This paper argues that various institutions in the Indo-Pacific region need to
strengthen policy communication to promote the construction of communication-oriented
institutional complex and avoid parallel institutional systems that lead to functional dif—
ferentiation. Based on its own policy choices China can reasonably define the bounda—
ries and scope of the institutional complex and implement the institutionalized cooper—
ation goal of mutual benefit and win-win results within the institutional complex.

[Key Words Jinstitutional complex global governance structure of complex response
strategies  social network analysis

[Authors ] Wang Mingguo Professor at the School of Government Management East
China University of Political Science and Law; Zhu Xingyu Master’ s Student at the

School of Government Management FEast China University of Political Science and Law.

After Competition: The Evolutionary Logic of Competition Among International
Institutions
Song Yiming Li Bing (129)

[Abstract JInter-institutional competition is not a stable normal structure but probably
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only a temporary phenomenon. So this paper tries to explore the evolutionary logic of
inter-institutional competition. It can be found that both international bureaucracy and
sovereign governments have no intention to continuously promote inter-institutional com—
petition because inter-nstitutional competition does not help to improve the effective—
ness of international institutions. By establishing a typological framework for the evolu—
tion of inter-institutional competition and examining the inter-institutional competition in
the areas of climate change energy governance and development financing this pa—
per finds that the characteristics of a given issue area and the institutional strategy
preferences of great powers determine the type of international institutional competition.
Besides the prior type of main international institutional competition in a given issue
area may shape the subsequent evolution direction of inter-institutional competition.
Specifically the inter-institutional relations will evolve towards hierarchization when the
former international institutional competition in a given issue area is mainly manifested
as the intra-institutional competition among specific international institutions. The inter—
institutional relations will evolve towards functional differentiation when the former in—
ternational institutional competition in a given issue area is mainly manifested as inter—
institutional competition. The inter-institutional relations will evolve towards both hierar—
chization and functional differentiation when the former international institutional compe—
tition in a given issue is manifested as both intra-institutional competition and inter-in—
stitutional competition. In conclusion by reviewing the competition among international
institutions from a dynamic perspective illustrating its temporary nature and explai—
ning its evolution logic this paper expands the research agenda in this field to a new
category of “after competition”.

[Key Words Jinternational institution competition evolutionary logic  hierarchization
functional differentiation institution complexity

[AuthorsJSong Yiming Lecturer at the School of International Relations and Diploma—
cy Beijing Foreign Studies University; Li Bing Assistant Research Fellow at the Na-—
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Abstracts

State Capacity in the Internal-External Conflict Nexus and Conflict Target
Selection
Su Ruolin (2)

[Abstract JHow the relative power among states influences the outbreak of war has be-
come one of the core issues in the field. When it comes to diversionary warfare there
is disagreement on how states choose adversaries based on their power levels. If a state
goes to war with a weak country it may not generate the “rally-around-theflag”
effect whereas challenging a strong country entails the risk of conflict failure and es—
calation. This dilemma has led to theoretical fragmentation and conflicting empirical re—
sults in the field. In light of this the article attempts to contextualize target selection
within different levels of domestic unrest intensity and proposes a theory of target se—
lection based on domestic unrest intensity. The intensity of domestic unrest not only re—
shapes decision-makers’ s preferences for adversaries at differing power levels but also
limits their ability to choose strategies. Specifically the higher the intensity of domes—
tic unrest the more likely decision-makers tend to prefer engaging in wars with oppo-
nents stronger than themselves. Statistical analyses of the international militarized dis—
pute initiations under domestic strife from 1920 to 2000 show strong support for these
arguments.

[Key Words Jinternal-external conflict nexus diversionary war state capacity unrest
severity target selection

[AuthorJSu Ruolin Associate Professor at the School of International and Public Af-

fairs Shanghai Jiao Tong University.

Mechanism Selection for Weaponized International Institution
Tian Ye An Yining (24)

[Abstract ]Weaponized international institution refers to the phenomenon in which an
initiating country utilizes the international institutions it dominates as tools to harm its
adversaries. In this context harming the specific object is the primary goal of the ini-

tiator’ s actions rather than the externality of the actions. The characteristics of the re-
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lationship between the initiator and the target determine the former’s available leverage
and relative advantages thus shaping initiator’ s choice of three mechanisms for weap—
onized international institution: deprivation decoupling and countering. In the area
where the initiator intends to inflict harm and where there exists an international insti—
tution jointly participated in by both parties and led by the initiator the initiator can
directly harm the target by “depriving” its access to public goods within the institu—
tion. In the absence of such an institution if the initiator holds a superior non-sym-
metric interdependence over the target it can utilize the dominated international insti—
tution to ascertain the cooperative intentions of the parties establish a focal point for
joint actions and implement monitoring which allows the initiator to aggregate parties
with preference disparities organize multilateral “decoupling” and thereby harm the
target. When the initiator neither dominates an international institution jointly participa—
ted in by both parties nor possesses a superior non-asymmetric interdependence it can
still employ the “countering” mechanism by consolidating resources through other inter—
national institution it dominates and amplifying the utility of resources to squeeze the
adversary’ s resources or operational space. Cases ranging from the CoCom and the
NATO during the Cold War to the technological alliances and infrastructure alliances
formed by the United States currently as well as the utilization of the SWIFT reflect
different mechanisms of weaponized international institution.

[Key Words ] international institution — weaponization asymmetric interdependence
membership great power competition

[AuthorsJTian Ye Professor at the School of International Studies Renmin University
of China; An Yining Ph.D. Candidate at the School of International Studies Renmin
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The Autonomy of Regional Integration Organizations in an Era of Major Coun-
tries” Competition

He Zhigao Gong Xiaoxuan (61)

[Abstract JAs regional integration organizations have become an important force in the
international arena the discussion on their autonomy has received increasing attention.
The autonomy of regional integration organizations involves not only internal and exter—
nal levels but also material and conceptual dimensions. From the internal level the
indicators of autonomy include the material dimension of resource absorption ability and

the internal consensus of the conceptual dimension. From the external level the indi-
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cators of autonomy include collective action capacity in the material dimension and ex—
ternal recognition in the conceptual dimension. The autonomy of regional integration or—
ganizations can be regarded as a function of the relationship between the internal struc—
ture of the organization and the incentives of the international system. It is not only
constrained internally by the unique organizational structure and decision-making
process authorized by the member states of the regional integration organization but al-
so shaped externally by the incentives of the international system especially the degree
of major countries’ competition. Under the circumstances of major countries’ competi—
tion easing the level of institutionalization of regional integration organizations is posi—
tively correlated with their autonomy. Under the circumstances of the intensification of
major countries’ competition the intensity of the major countries’ competition will be
transmitted to the internal bargaining through the institutionalization level of regional in—
tegration organizations thereby affecting the autonomy of regional integration organiza—
tions. As representatives of regional integration organizations the EU and ASEAN have
also exerted different degrees of influence on their autonomy due to the intensified ex—
ternal incentives of major countries’ competition. This is not only due to the difference
in the degree of institutionalization between the two but also because of the difference
in the shaping degree by major countries’ competition. The external incentives of the
intensification of major countries’ competition makes the autonomy of the EU with a
higher degree of institutionalization more constrained the consensus on the autonomy of
the EU is weakened and the external recognition of the autonomy of the EU is also
reduced. The effective internal coordination of ASEAN which is relatively less institu—
tionalized and the “ASEAN Way” have jointly shaped the international community’ s
general recognition of ASEAN centrality.

[Key Words Jautonomy regional integration organizations major countries’ competi—
tion EU’s strategic autonomy ASEAN centrality

[AuthorsJHe Zhigao Associate Research Fellow at the Institute of European Studies

Chinese Academy of Social Sciences; Gong Xiaoxuan Lecturer at the School of Inter—
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The Structure and Response Strategies of the International Institutional Complex

Wang Mingguo Zhu Xingyu (89)

[Abstract JInstitutional complex has become an important content in the field of inter—

national institutional research. The internal structure is the organizational attribute of
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the institutional complex. Different institutional solutions have different interests and
preferences so it is necessary to analyze the internal structure of the institutional com—
plex seek the ideal structural characteristics and reform the existing institutional com-
plex. The structure of the institutional complex consists of three aspects namely the
level the functional difference and the degree of policy communication among the in-
stitutions  which constitute the three-dimensional space of the structural analysis of the
international institutional complex and determine the strategic environment for countries
to negotiate with other actors and abide by the institutional rules. The effective re—
sponse to the institutional complex needs to start from its own structure properly deal
with the different interests and preferences faced by the institutional operation so as to
avoid the imbalance of the internal structure of the institutional complex. The institu—
tional complex of division of labor can carry out functional differentiation the institu—
tional complex of hierarchy is only unilateral control and the institutional complex of
communication can carry out policy consultation. Based on the social network analysis
and international institutional practice of the economic institutional complex in the In—
do-Pacific region the author discusses the structure and evolution of the hierarchy di-
vision of labor and communication institutional complex in the region and analyzes
how these institutional complexes affect the economic development of the Indo-Pacific
region. This paper argues that various institutions in the Indo-Pacific region need to
strengthen policy communication to promote the construction of communication-oriented
institutional complex and avoid parallel institutional systems that lead to functional dif—
ferentiation. Based on its own policy choices China can reasonably define the bounda—
ries and scope of the institutional complex and implement the institutionalized cooper—
ation goal of mutual benefit and win-win results within the institutional complex.

[Key Words Jinstitutional complex global governance structure of complex response
strategies  social network analysis

[Authors ] Wang Mingguo Professor at the School of Government Management East
China University of Political Science and Law; Zhu Xingyu Master’ s Student at the
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After Competition: The Evolutionary Logic of Competition Among International
Institutions
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[Abstract JInter-institutional competition is not a stable normal structure but probably
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only a temporary phenomenon. So this paper tries to explore the evolutionary logic of
inter-institutional competition. It can be found that both international bureaucracy and
sovereign governments have no intention to continuously promote inter-institutional com—
petition because inter-nstitutional competition does not help to improve the effective—
ness of international institutions. By establishing a typological framework for the evolu—
tion of inter-institutional competition and examining the inter-institutional competition in
the areas of climate change energy governance and development financing this pa—
per finds that the characteristics of a given issue area and the institutional strategy
preferences of great powers determine the type of international institutional competition.
Besides the prior type of main international institutional competition in a given issue
area may shape the subsequent evolution direction of inter-institutional competition.
Specifically the inter-institutional relations will evolve towards hierarchization when the
former international institutional competition in a given issue area is mainly manifested
as the intra-institutional competition among specific international institutions. The inter—
institutional relations will evolve towards functional differentiation when the former in—
ternational institutional competition in a given issue area is mainly manifested as inter—
institutional competition. The inter-institutional relations will evolve towards both hierar—
chization and functional differentiation when the former international institutional compe—
tition in a given issue is manifested as both intra-institutional competition and inter-in—
stitutional competition. In conclusion by reviewing the competition among international
institutions from a dynamic perspective illustrating its temporary nature and explai—
ning its evolution logic this paper expands the research agenda in this field to a new
category of “after competition”.

[Key Words Jinternational institution competition evolutionary logic  hierarchization
functional differentiation institution complexity

[AuthorsJSong Yiming Lecturer at the School of International Relations and Diploma—
cy Beijing Foreign Studies University; Li Bing Assistant Research Fellow at the Na-—
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