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The “Resilience Game”: Relational Resilience and Autonomous Competition
in U.S.-EU-Russia Trilateral Relations

GU Wei

ABSTRACT: Since the start of his new term, Donald Trump has upheld
transactional principles in handling relations with allies, reducing security
commitments to the FEuropean Union while attempting to promote a
rapprochement in U.S.-Russia relations. This shift has propelled U.S.-EU-Russia
relations into a phase of trilateral gaming characterized by autonomous
competition. This article proposes an analytical framework of the “resilience
game” composed of two dimensions: actor resilience and relational resilience. It
argues that divergent assessments of actor resilience by the three parties have
prompted each to recalibrate relational resilience. The original adversarial
relational resilience has caused fluctuations in the new efforts toward U.S.-Russia
rapprochement. Meanwhile, the resilience of the U.S.-EU alliance is being tested
by the EU’s pursuit of strategic autonomy and the deepening contradictions
between the two sides, thereby shaping the pace of the trilateral game. Following
the outbreak of the Russia-Ukraine conflict, the adversarial relationship formed
between the EU and Russia has acquired a degree of resilience, inhibiting the
EU’s willingness to follow the United States in easing tensions with Russia. As
the three parties engage in a game centered on breaking the old and establishing
the new regarding relational resilience, they are driving the formation of an
autonomous trilateral competition model, which, to a certain extent, is conducive
to the multipolarization of the international landscape.
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