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The strategy of South Asia constitutes the basis of India’s “eastward”. “Look East” to “East
Act” reflects the change of India’s mentality and behavior in “eastward”, while the “Indo—
Pacific Strategy” further defines the strategic form and content of Indias “eastward”. The
strategic logic of Indias “eastward” consists of general strategic logic and special strategic
logic, the fundamental purpose of which is to serve India’s goal of becoming a world power.
Under the joint promotion of them, the strategic logic of India’s “eastward” has undergone
remarkable changes, especially from universal exclusivity to specific exclusivity, from eco—
nomic dominance to security construction, from non-alliance to alliance actors, and from re—
gional power to global power. The impact of India’s “eastward” on China is obvious, and its
logic determines that the level of mutual trust in Sino-Indian relations will remain very low
for a long time, even at a deficit level, and that it will put pressure on China in terms of ge —
opolitical security.

[Keywords] Indias “Eastward”; Strategic Logic; South Asian Regional Strategy; Indo-Pa-—
cific Strategy; Sino-Indian Relations

[Author] YANG Silin, Research Fellow, Yunnan Academy of Sodal Sdences, Kunming, Chi—
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Engagement or Sanction: The Dilemmas of US Policy toward Myanmar

LIU Aming

[Abstract] At the beginning of the 21st century, it has a series of ups and downs in U. S.

policy toward Myanmar. Recognizing the failure of sanctions, the U. S. could fully warm up
its relationship to Myanmar with pragmatic engagement, but then the U. S. adopted targe—
ted sanctions against specific groups and targets in Myanmar until the current return to the
“baton” of comprehensive sanctions. Now, the US Myanmar policy in the Biden adminis—
tration is seemingly “back the history ” as retuming to the overwhelming sanctions. The
U. S. policy on Myanmar has wavered between “sanctions” and “engagement”, and a mix
of “incomplete sanctions +incomplete engagement” has been part of its policy adjustments.
There are some factors which are existing in US policy decision-making considerations in a
long—run, and will bring increasingly serious policy dilemmas to the Biden administration.
They are hard to be addressed and so that constraining the future US Myanmar policy adjust—
ment and altemnatives. Faced with the turbulent changes in China’s periphery, China should
actively seek to expand its neighboring diplomacy to ensure a stable development of China—
Myanmar relations.

[Keywords] U. S. -Myanmar Relations; Pragmatic Engagement; Sanction; The Biden Ad-

ministration; China-Myanmar Relations
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The Internal Contradictions in Asymmetric Alliance and the Transformation of
the U. S. Philippines Relations—Focusing on the Changes of the Philippines” Poli—
cy towards the U. S.

ZHONG Zhenming & GUAN Mengrui

[Abstract] Asymmetric alliance is the normal state of many bilateral or multilateral alliances,
and the weaker party in an asymmetric alliance usually relies on the protection of the larger
alliance power due to its limited strength and security needs. Therefore, the smaller state
normally chooses to follow the international behavior of the larger state. However, the histo—
ry and reality of international politics has repeatedly shown that a smaller state in asymmetric
alliance may also take diplomatic alienation against its more powerful allies, which is totally
contrary to conventional cognition, that is, there may be deeper problems within asymmetric
alliances than conventional conflicts. This paper analyzes the phenomenon of “diplomatic al—
ienation” of small states from large states within asymmetric alliances at three levels: strategic
disagreements, differences in benefits and needs among allies, intemal changes in the allies
themselves, and the weakening of external threats to the alliance. At the same time, it fur—
ther analyzes the explanatory power of the above three influences in the context of the ad-—
justment of the U. S. Philippine alliance and the interaction between the U. S. and the
Philippines in the South China Sea issue, and points out the challenges faced by the U. S. -
Philippine relationship in overcoming these contradictions, as well as the conditions under
which such internal alliance contradictions can be mitigated and resolved.

[Keywords 1 Asymmetric Alliance; Small State in Alliance; Diplomatic Alienation;

U. S. Philippines Relations; The South China Sea Issue

[Authors] ZHONG Zhenming, Professor, School of Political Science & International Re—
lations, Tongji University, Shanghai, China; GUAN Mengrui, Master Degree Candidate,
School of Political Science & Intermnational Relations, Tongji University, Shanghai, China

From Bilateral to Multilateral: The COVID-9 Vaccine Cooperation Between
China and Southeast Asian Countries

PAN Yue

[Abstract] China attaches great importance to developing relations with Southeast Asian
countries, and has always regarded Southeast Asia as the priority direction of neighboring di—
plomacy. Southeast Asia has become a key area for Chinas vaccine overseas promotion.

China’s COVIDA9 vaccine is the vaccine that most Southeast Asian countries can obtain in
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