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JEHR I M7 A A7 3 FUAR Y JSL R RIRLAR o b, [ PR OC Z 2 B0 T 45 ( balan-
cing) i S JE il ( bandwagoning ) &1k B2 i AY 2 RN AFAE R B 418, OF H 24 1
TCREW . 5 IEWFFER B I0R B A P 8/ 3L, RIVIER B o fef 4k % LA K% B A 22 18] 14 56 2= 4

@ Kenneth N. Waltz, Theory of International Politics, Reading: Addison-Wesley, 1979, p.118.

@ Brett Ashley Leeds, Andrew G. Long and Sara McLaughlin Mitchell, “Reevaluating Alliance Reliability:
Specific Threats, Specific Promises,” Journal of Conflict Resolution, Vol.44, No.5, 2000, pp.686-699; Brett
Ashley Leeds, “Alliance Reliability in Times of War: Explaining State Decisions to Violate Treaties,” International
Organization, Vol.57, No.4, 2003, pp.801-827.
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FHRBA PN EZ RN G528 WEBE, A, Hrs Bl X rEm s i RZ Uk
W52, © SIFEEL ( Yasuhiro Tzumikawa ) 75 H: 2001 47 58 B0 118 SCHAFSE T —
AN 532 FH TV 04 T R 1 67 S % ( alliance balancing strategy ) ™ 20 Ab % T-156 9 4]
Z5C TR AT o BNy, < Bk R o A K 2 X 22 il (reward ) FTSR ] ( coer-
cive) PP F-Beiia F , i — ] 0 RSS2 e 1 (i FH 22 il e 2 foff FH 5 ] 32 2 B T L il
) (reward power ) KA A 1Y) 22 A (O RE B2 @ FEWF 9% B BKOK 1R P I 28 Rl 4 — h
B (4 L R A, 7 FH 3B ( Victoria Tin-bor Hui) VE B H] T 2% [ i F « 43 WiiH 2 S FL ff
S ZE IR R S A 2R A T A R SR R 0 s %) T A A i
B EA B DABH ISR i A9 B FR IR LR B S A A e O i
PG - RIKTE(Stacie E. Goddard ) 5% 49U 22 I 30 32565 - B0 3k o] 4 1K SR O W 1) T

O A KBEHEGATITE KRR BB PR SCFE R 2 0 Patricia A. Weitsman, “ Alliances and War,” in Robert
A. Denemark, ed., The International Studies Encyclopedia, Oxford; Blackwell Publishing, 2010,

Q@ ARBAEMIEFR IS U Stephen M. Walt, “Why Alliances Endure or Collapse,” Survival, Vol.
39, No.1, 1997, pp. 156-179; Brett Ashley Leeds and Burcu Savun, *“Terminating Alliances: Why Do States
Abrogate Agreements?” The Journal of Politics, Vol.69, No.4, 2007, pp.1118-1132,

® Glenn H. Snyder, Alliance Politics, Ithaca; Cornell University Press, 1997, pp.337-338.

@ Yasuhiro Izumikawa, “United We Stand, Divided They Fall: Use of Coercion and Rewards as Alliance
Balancing Strategy,” Ph. D. Dissertation, Georgetown University, 2001, pp.2-25; Yasuhiro Izumikawa, “To Coerce
or Reward? Theorizing Wedge Strategies in Alliance Politics,” Security Studies, Vol.22, No.3, 2013, pp. 498 -
531.

® Victoria Tin-bor Hui, War and State Formation in Ancient China and Early Modern Europe, New York:
Cambridge University Press, 2005, pp.67-68. thA] 2 Wi %  1RiE e . (45 B T . KR E S5 i LR
RN 2 LUAE) , 1t . [ A R ik 2009 4R, 5 63 1T,
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1 223 (appeasement)  £Mz: ( compensation ) FIFH L (endorsement ) 55 = Fl 720, 244Kk
WA — L3 (BRI ) I EU TR 20 A T HR B A BEIE , i 3 HA
— L BT R TR . LA v S R KA - XI5 - I T (John Lewis
Gaddis ) %9 %] 25 [ 70 At 173 25 52 B R B 19 434k, v 200 [) 59 f < B R A 2o % 1)
I3, ©
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ITES R F 2T BERY , T H A SRR BRI 3 3, BT ATE— e FE B2 I Y ik
HOAFTE U 2R 1 B 156 B T RE A 6 T AL FOA R B . 28K LA ERERFRATT
LR, R CAT AR AT BRAGBIEE rh BIFE 8 R 3K — [R) i YDA R BE BIFE O |
RO ML MBI IARAF AR R 2557 . S, FaRBF S Ae /e LAR =), 2
AL A RE e E 73 LI B IR) R A T

S BEA ORI HE I T 2 A0S THHK B A — 28 | fH R 3 S S e = 06 S 2R
AL, N BE AN e AR, LN, S A AT B AY o3 iR 22 7 R xR
Bz — il ELA R B RO [ 52 1R R LAY D sl 22 6, LA azE Lo 3 23 T Y
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O Stacie E. Goddard, “When Right Makes Might: How Prussia Overturned the European Balance of Power,”
International Security, Vol.33, No.3, 2008/2009, pp.110-142.

@ & Timothy W. Crawford, “Preventing Enemy Coalitions; How Wedge Strategies Shape Power Politics,”
International Security, Vol.35, No.4, 2011, pp.155-189; 720l Timothy W. Crawford, “Wedge Strategy, Bal-
ancing, and the Deviant Case of Spain, 1940-41,” Security Studies, Vol.17, No.l, 2008, pp.1-38,

@ John Lewis Gaddis, The Long Peace: Inquiries into the History of the Cold War, New York; Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 1989, pp.147-194; John Lewis Gaddis, “The American ‘Wedge’ Strategy, 1949-1955,” in Harry
Harding and Yuan Ming, eds., Sino-American Relations, 1945-1955. A Joint Reassessment of a Critical Decade,
Wilmington: SR Books, 1989, pp.157-183. tual S Ul b 43 i SCh . 208 - XU G 30 - hnadi i35 3% W ¥ 3. (KA
WA R ) | B IR ARRAL 2011 AERR, R RTE,
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BRIV S U

=, LiReEH BB FER ARG AL LUK AP J7 o i Y RIEE R IR R 25
SR, P T3k — AR R AR I (] 045 0] L ) Jey B, AR B RE 08l T AT T e /s 1 K B B 22 5
IHAFE . Ak, FPR OGRS SR B TRV Iy vhot R by s LR B OfH 2
TERR S ORI T S TP 85 b B (e AR GEE RIS th B, SEBn b FE D s EAY AR
W FESEAHEMAF AR Z b, BB T R A [ 58 (e [ 50 TR B, B AT o AT
PPt TV AT THRBR RS, DU, BT e B 5 O ) F g S S TR B 56
P PR IR, 4 5 B BRSO

MESR T EAIEAE T A 3T ] TR X — BRI, 75 2 0] 2%
JUASTT TR )R 1 5, — 4 T R T 2 e WA s ofe A o IR 7 R 3k 4
Nt AS BT PR IR S TR JERE Y 251 N e AT BRI 7 R, X 4 Sl s

@  FEIF AR A R M T B BOR B A A, B TG 0 B — A 1 5 X T 106 B rh Akt ok,
S 28 K T X 5% . 20 Timothy W. Crawford, “Preventing Enemy Coalitions;: How Wedge Strate-
gies Shape Power Politics,” pp. 161-162. A< SCIA A il 1 T BLHEBR AE B 00 2 4F  FE B B AN 22 506 1 R A2
AT

@ RIATESS T A SO A I A S R FRAR S S B0 [ KA F R E (rhe-
torically traps) P FHRCH B 9 4% 0 JE M FRLTE S A CBEd. 2 W Stacie E. Goddard, “ When Right Makes
Might: How Prussia Overturned the European Balance of Power,” pp.123-126,

@ —LeEEAR T AR P DI s R AN B IE A E R E BROCR BIS RIS T, e, R
(David C. Kang) A R RAR WAL R MAFST, 720 David C. Kang, “Getting Asia Wrong: The Need for New Ana-
lytic Frameworks,” [International Security, Vol.27, No.4, 2003, pp.57-85; David C. Kang, *Hierarchy, Balan-
cing, and Empirical Puzzles in Asian International Relations,” International Security, Vol.28, No.3, 2003,/2004,
pp. 165-180, AR - IKIKARE (William C. Wohlforth ) 25 1 T vty £Q 5 50 22 56 %7 1 35 BR 8 HEA7 48 960 ) T 52 7T 5 DL
William C. Wohlforth, et al. , “Testing Balance-of-Power Theory in World History,” European Journal of Interna-
tional Relations, Vol.13, No.2, 2007, pp.155-185; Stuart Kaufman, Richard Little and William C. Wohlforth,
eds. , The Balance of Power in World History, New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2007 ,
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O KT R ERAEERRF TR S I Colin Elman, “Explanatory Typologies in Qualitative Studies
of International Politics,” International Organization, Vol.59, No.2, 2005, pp.293-326,
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wedging ) FI1 5 55 1 T8 T U 1R 0FHTAR S 415 o T ol 415 e i T BEtE A7 04k

ORI — X T 1 E N BGA K5 (domestic coalitions ) , 3245 5 [ B A UFHY
JrE b A NIAEHAESE b fife B & —3, 2248/K - Jitih # (Randall Schweller) 5¢

O SEIFRMESE TSR P T #ME ( compensation)
@ Avi Kober, Coalition Defection: The Dissolution of Arab Anti-Israeli Coalitions in War and Peace, Westport
CT: Praeger Publishers, 2002.
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(D Randall Schweller, Unanswered Threats: Political Constraints on the Balance of Power, Princeton: Prince-

ton University Press, 2006.
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