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ability of the state to rise. This article also considers this in terms of China’s
own process of self-identity re-formation within the context of its rapid rise.
Key Words: Rapidly Rising Power; Ideal Strategy; Identity Re-
Construction; Identity Pressure
About the Author: Zhang Yifei is a PhD Student in the Department of

International Relations at China Foreign Affairs University

The Taxonomy of “Two-sided Alliance” and the Logic of “Co-ruling”
by Great Powers: A Response to Zhou Fangyin and Wang Xutong’s
Critique of “Is the Enemy of My Ally also an Ally ”
Cao Wei and Yang Yuan
Abstract: The “two-sided alliance” is a theoretical issue of alliance
politics that has yet to be sufficiently explored Inspired by a critique
authored by Zhou Fangyin and Wang Xutong, this article provides an
explication of several easily confused understandings of the definition of
alliance. We define the standard for alliance determination strictly as “The
party who is required by another party to provide military assistance for the
latter recognizes the legitimacy of the request,” and on the basis of this
definition, we revisit the existence of three cases of “two-sided alliances” on
the Korean Peninsula in ancient times In order to deepen the discussion
around “two-sided alliances,” the article further -classifies “ two-sided
alliances” generally into three distinct sub-categories by using the standard
that whether the two alliances a state simultaneously forges with two
mutually hostile states are against the latter two states respectively, and
points out that the three “two-sided alliances” that occurred in ancient Korea
belong to the third type called “internally incompatible two-sided alliance”,
which is the least common one and also most difficult to explain It argues
that what the previous article the authors wrote uncovers is one of the
possible mechanisms that causes this specific type, which is essentially a
form of “coruling” by great powers. The three “two-sided alliances”
occurring in ancient Korea reflect this mode of “co-ruling. ” This mode of co-
ruling, based on differential competition, has strong positive externalities
and relatively weak effect of zero-sum game, and thus is a more moderate
mode of great power competition than the mode of divided-ruling.

Key Words: Two-sided Alliance; Co-ruling by Great Powers; Alliance
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Theory; Tributary System; Alliance

About the Authors: Cao Wei is an Associate Professor in the Department
of International Politics of the University of International Relations; Yang
Yuan is an Associate Researcher in the Institute of World Economics and

Politics of the China Academy of Social Science

Rights Competition: An Explanation of Competitive Regional Trade
Agreements
Wang Junyi

Abstract: Why it is that despite the existent of the World Trade
Organization that mutually competitive multilateral trade agreements still
emerge at the regional level In responding to this question, this article
proposes a rights competition theory. Current explanations of overlapping
multilateral trade treaties rely on three variables: agenda change, change in
the balance of power, and the extent to which interests conflict. The latter
two variables are not able to concurrently explain why there is no overlap
across trade agreements, while the former lacks explication of an internal
explanatory mechanism. Rights competition theory argues that actions to
create regional and bilateral trade agreements at the regional level represents
the re-creation of the logic of state formation within the context of
international organizations. The political market of international organizations
is the new frontier for the articulation of the rights. This theory not only
offers a strong explanation of structural change in global economic
governance, it also explicates a mechanism of rights competition and state
formation If this theory holds, then domestically states should see a trend
towards increasing divisions over the localization of trade policies. This
extension of the theory is supported by the way in which the Trans-Pacific
Partnership Agreement caused political fissures within U. S. domestic
politics,

Key Words: Rights Competition; Regional Trade Agreement; State
Re-Building; Structure of Global Economic Governance

About the Author: Wang Junyi is a Post-Doctoral Fellow at the Tsinghua

University Department of International Relations
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