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BBKELENERE AT THARIES - 2R EHEAHA RH RIRLE A S
RAR B R AME ) o E AR RL  RH E  ER TARRE ) AT S B
RBMBEEEA > B EARB BT RE T A SR -
FARRE AR RS B R RE A AR — B SR A 09 B AR ) o Bk AR 0 HLABRAE A 8Y
BHERBA RN EEN T > R RBE R FEFEANEE G5
HONES - EERBAZT  BHEEAGEELEIRLELRZRF R T
RO RERBEOFLERT AR ARG AR LB AL ) R £ R0 K
EAH BIBABHERGEFFRGHES  ARERERRGERLT
MR RAA R o KA RGE ReIT LM ER TIF— - Bl 4
ML ZAE TR 2N AR TEBENE BN AR, CABHN S —18
BEA  UREGEACH LA ANEREER nid s 51688 4 -
BRI ERNEE S c ASNEERNAR ~BALEBFVERELZ > 2HEE
FE g HEAHARBHAEFAS AR A EIZRRE IV E
WAL RAA EH LB RA R b A A £ BB AR T
AR PR 0 R A — AR Y o R AR TRAR A B Ak 2 M o

BASERR  BARME A ~ ARAE o AR AT B e

el

o

B 26 % R 19 [ PR AR B G - RS LR I P S AR B > S 17 26 i B o ik B PR S TN
(IHE 1153 BE ( distribution of power ) AR » DIREZEBIEHEANNERITE - 984
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—RANH ER AN B h - B AR R R - ZIRIEAEE 2R EENEE - OF
0 S VS PR e T P (R AR SR e R AR T LA R R 1 [ R ) 0 BOARRE - R AR
BRIBOA TP R o R EESCHA B ERF(C ( B.C.403-B.C.221 ) - #IHAAEL LM KE - 2
B 2 iR RE - JERR 200 BRAFAIFEE - B BRER— KT » oG E - 5B
AR B R ATARNEE o RGNS SFAEBE BRI » £S5 EEFEE
YR EREBM - T HRRE ST R/IRE T EIMTRE » INEAZEE I
HEAERE - HARSEKEERRBENRIL - 3550850 5605 B BRRH (R  5m A S 7 i B Yy
BB MR o ArME TR AT B R B AR - LUK E S BERR BB
AR~ R B T R AR AR - R R A R PR R SR A S A A 2 o R T R B o

ARSCR S R R AR INE S - STaRBIRRS R TR ) (polarity ) WA ER
B DI BIBEEE AN (hierarchy ) FAR - O R EMRIE R ER T % - &
TR BT B AT AN PR - SRR SR N R TR BT R A T REE Al o DU At R AR R
% ( secondary states ) RYTT 5218 5 Pk B AR 5 () A0 B B A0 1 ] REAEB HEE 1T S
o R BRI E 28 0 WBRE S B BREE RS RS o MR AN [E) S s A e
7

A~ B RRE A A AR 0 R R LA

B R 1R E Bl 28 - R DU S B RE B PRI Se % Co TR - 365 BB 0 0 BB
SEBREER T T IR BRI R R TR i TR SR BRI
SECHIR PR - HERTBRI SRS R IR B - G ELR I BR R R R B B B R AT S I AR AR
fbo® ThaRE | ghdt— B EERREHED - AR E g WEEES T -
EHAHE 1757 B 75 AR E] - e il E s R RAT B 2= 5 o

FHRETERABERONER  RERFREEERLANEIT (unit) » M
JiREE (anarchy ) 5 FHEY B FEEE R A2 5 L E BIRTT B IVEE - BRARSR
PEE 11 BE I iE ( distribution of capabilities ) @ HEBRKRMNITE UK EITER

i3

@ # 2% John J. Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics (London: W. W. Norton &
Company Inc., 2001); and Kenneth Waltz, “ Structural Realism after the Cold War,” International
Security, Vol. 25, No.1 (Summer 2000), pp. 5~ 41.

hierarchy FIFERESERK ~ FRESH > AXKEETR - FEBRK -

5 B RR R (R B E R NS - R A B R R T ) S BB R R SR SRR GR 0 B
i ¥ AT 2 # Karl W. Deutsch and David Singer, “ Multipolar Power System and International
Stability,” World Politics, Vol. 16, No. 3 (1964), pp. 390~ 406; Morton A. Kaplan, “Balance of
Power, Bipolarity and Other Models of International Systems,” The American Political Science
Review, Vol. 51, No. 3( 1957), pp. 684~ 695; R. N. Rosecrance, “ Bipolarity, Multipolarity , and the
Future,” The Journal of Conflict Resolution, Vol. 10, No.3 (1966), pp. 314~ 327. i F B IZHE 215
WX » SRR TR ERBRERANNERITS » HILIZEL (Kenneth Waltz) B1A% » 2%
Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics (Reading, Mass.: Addison-Wesley, 1979).

& ©

i



B ES R - MER SR 113

o @ B RN B R 11T 5 BB R R o MZHEL P R R IR R AR 5
SR E R RS RIS FRAEH B BRBIRTIMES) (power) » DUKGTE B BREE R
Thx, (pole) °®

B RRA R T A= G MgERRE ) o )R IR B E IR S - BT B
DB T8 1 e des SR 3] > SR P E B R ATl WHE ) - @B & IR HIRE S » 56
HEHECE - HEREE  MNEEERHE - A0 ALESEYEEE 2REH
KA RBFKME A o FEEAYEERGTEBREDN A B3R EE - o
Fre B NREHEETT BB pe s S & I - M R B IRERE )y I RS
LBERNNED » HE > Eal BB RN IR - MIEE IR DB A G B B A
[6) 28 H 2 43 BoHEER ANl » JRREERESE 5 55 = » SO R WS HEm S - plln
BIREHE ROFMERARS B0 - SHAERRE IR R - BT
FBRITE BB BRIEE P EH o Ok BRREHI B IRN 2 5 > A5 R0 & IR
B ERE ) 2 IR 2R R R o LI DS Ak 4 0 B A D B ME S P R R Y TR
B o T H B /v—— RS - FEBIRAT R BB SR [l 19 A8 B —E g Rk - LAGT
BHAEN 2 EREERE) > EEEHPRREMTES B IAREEIBERTE
FAT BRI R T ER RATE ©

B R PR R S 2 ER AL RR A AR B AT B 1T B W IR B B BB
A R ARG RE IR EAME S - PP Rk - B TR BRI E B REE 1
SR JE AR B BTN - R R B SR A 0 R 2R Ak BB SR I I S ©
AL ERETFENE DT B RE A LB A BT B HAth AT 5 55 40 fof g g 2
SO H A HAE - DURETAS R SR a B RF BRI R RE o a0 RS 5T
AEHBRE) > BLOEGT R RME Dt & hEH - TORE ) ERB I gmT -
1TBH AR )yl Bk e H a8 YY) » © A 0] BE o 1 2 5 5 B 3R B I SR ] 19
g bfFH » URBE e R ERITB MR - RHEETAHFER - FHERE
HE SR ) SRR ERE ) o BOAR R > K 1HI R = L R B o A0SR IR TR 1 B SR TR A
TR E B R AL R I HE LR o BEE T USSR R E B AN o SRR SR R
7 v I AR SR 1 S o G LR BSR HARERE - BIANSEBIAE 2003 47 g b R s
BT RIS - B — MR R o AN AR RAs SRR = )y - AVERE
MRS R AR E BN S8 > NMEL T BEHEE 1 S o kgH %
Ji& S0 B R P S PR 7 e BB AR 5 W B SRR B X P G R )y » HLSE M

@ Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics, chapter 7.

#F® Ibid., p. 129.

#® Jeffrey Hart, “ Three Approaches to the Measurement of Power in International Relations,”
International Organization, Vol. 30, No. 2 (Spring 1976), pp. 289 ~ 305.

@ Ibid., p. 290.

#® Michael Barnett and Raymond Duvall, “ Power in International Politics,” International Organization,
Vol. 59, No. 1 (Winter 2005), p. 45.
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B SESE > BEG IR B S R IT R I RIRB IR IER » IR R EREG

At o B R 0K - S HEVE R ) Y B SR ARI (scope and domain) - HRIE &
ez AHE 13 JRE FH B B2 HE ) 8 SR T e 5 RPN TR 855 il T A 58 P 1 M8 R i R
PREECRAY T RBRE ) IR o FETER LU Bl Fl Y REIR - TR BRI L B A A AR
Fe A o B 2 AE BB R PORURE D 0 O (i > MBI R AR FHE TR - Rl
PR ) AT TR A R TN B SR AT RN B 52 R > — {1 35 1k A B e
BERERIG T > TR AR MR B R A B AR R S ) ARG
W T IR RHERE I ICAIE C BIRNTTE o A8 A UIERRE IR e
A ) 72 B RO R 1Y i A EE AR #E (ultima ratio ) ©

e ARG ) IR o S R BB PR Ay 55— e PRI > hahe BIRREE R Th R OR R - ©
LT o 2R o B PR AR T A EORIRRE VR » AN EE A B PR R o AV R R R R - @
{EAE B RE B R MEBURGIRRE T > HE B DA AT RE# EREHOR R - O T 8 LR
FRREDEPE—B - WS BN TT - (R B R R A R A TEAT - B RS IR
o B BRBE R AT B8 i IR AERE D WY R AR TAD 3 > DXL (R S - e I o Y B3 e
FTERAYE IR - S R B — /B © B30 (David A. Lake ) SAFEIH - FE#R—
T2 B R B R v B — i B A0 8 B A BT U AC I IS A AR A - B BRRE R
R R ER R 10 BB o ORI SR B R 2 R o ] S AR R 00 s (S T B 5
o AR T RRE R O S BB R BB A RE D (R 5 i ELICRERE SRR - &

#©@ David A. Baldwin, “ Power Analysis and World Politics: New Trends versus Old Tendencies,”
World Politics, Vol. 31, No.2 (January 1979), p. 173.

@ John J. Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics, p. 56. B IERERERHR Tk
AP B A R R (EHE I > 5525 John J. Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power
Politics, chapter 3.

HO HFHBEBRERPERERE > 582% Takashi Ingduchi and Paul Bacon, “ Empire, Hierarchy,

and Hegemony: American Grand Strategy and the Construction of Order in the Asia-Pacific,” In-

ternational Relations of the Asia-Pacific, Vol. 5, No. 2 (2005), pp. 117~132; John M. Hobson and

J. C. Sharman, “ The Enduring Place of Hierarchy in World Politics: Tracing the Social Logic of

Hierarchy and Political Change,” European Journal of International Relations, Vol. 11, No.1 (2005),

pp. 63~98; Tim Dunne, “ Society and Hierarchy in International Relations,” International Relations,

Vol. 17 No. 3(2003), pp. 303~320; David A. Lake, “ Anarchy, Hierarchy, and the Variety of

International Relations,” International Organization, Vol. 50, No. 1(1996), pp.1~ 33; David A. Lake,

“The New Sovereignty in International Relations,” International Studies Review, Vol. 5, No. 3

(2003), pp. 303~ 323; Alexander Wendt and Daniel Friedheim, “ Hierarchy under Anarchy: Informal

Empire and the East German State,” International Organization, Vol. 49, No. 4 (1995), pp. 689~ 721;

William C. Wohlforth, “ Hierarchy, Status and War,” paper presented in the Annual Meeting of

the American Political Science Association, Boston Ma., 2002.

P 38 SRR HE 22 B BRI B8 R B R R AF— 53R - AR AN DR B AR B 40 FT DAY i B

RGN EERE > 352 Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politicss, pp. 114~ 116.

David A. Lake, “ Anarchy, Hierarchy, and the Variety of International Relations,” p. 6, footnote 19.
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David A. Lake, “The New Sovereignty in International Relations,” p. 304.
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s HHER

AR« #3 H Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1981); A. F. K. Organski and Jacek Kugler, The War Ledger (Chicago: The University of Chicago
Press, 1980); Ronald L. Tammen, Power Transitions: Strategies for the 21st Century (New York:
Chatham House, 2000); Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics; Barry Buzan and Richard
Little, International Systems in World History: Remaking the Study of International Relations
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000).

German State,” p. 690.

International Relations, p. 384.

Alexander Wendt and Daniel Friedheim, “ Hierarchy under Anarchy: Informal Empire and the East

Barry Buzan and Richard Little, International Systems in World History: Remaking the Study of
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HE J)#t%5m ( Power Transition Theory ) & ¥ BIFE#E % 8280 ) &I SR T
B BERBR R AW F AT o HE DU - BIEEER R S iR NN - T
HARENEPRA BB RN T o BT B SR BIRE D Bl 2200 - 35 BB R A R I B AR
BR o Off —{E FE A BB EE R b ALEHE ) S Bl T T 2 295 B ( dominant
nation )  E¥EH BIFEE R ARG ER - HEREEREBAA SR TR IES > U
T AT SRR ot e L A SR B R ) - A R B R R AR o DURIR R B
i sr - AN SE B e B e R ) L A R B AT S o ® BRI SR ( Hegemonic
Transition Theory ) FI{EG#E7F ( Robert Gilpin ) ®7R G LIFE#E#E % (hegemonic
system ) ¥ B RS2 PO RE - RS FHER 2P - (B R E R B R
12 6 S PO A LA R AR BRI 2R » ANt o 7 7PN 1 S E T R A SR AT L TS e
Fedtaah o

I A PR AR SRR 3 R R [ A AE 18 T8 B S B MR MR B 1 © M BRI SR Rl 2 2= T )
HEAERE IR BRI » TS — T B RBEA TS R DS TR E GRS
FIHHER BB (subordinate ) - W RBE~EZAZET HE (autonomy ) » FE
KT HIHHER (right to autonomy ) © @FT LA SR ] i FERREE #7306 — & & H IR K
B ST BB R - B - A8 325 B S S B o R ol e Bk - il 3=
SRS R o EE R - B R SRR R AT R R E M B R
f# (intersubjective understandings ) - HEE T HNITH IR ; @B BB R L 2H
#43 1. (division of labor ) MHIE L » EA T LEWNIIEEM b (functional differ-
entiation ) » iEFEZ &5 T ANME QP EEZ EMWAREE (provision ) 47T
FR B B E T R R BB E R FETRIBERNL 2RA - FERER
IS 52 B - T HLA2 B 32 s B A R 2 o @ P DL o B S0 g B o ] R B B R -

s

@ Ronald L. Tammen, Power Transitions: Strategies for the 21st Century, p. 6; and Jacek Kugler and
A.TF. K. Organski, “The Power Transition: A Retrospective and Prospective Evaluation,” in Manus
1. Midlarsky ed., Handbook of War Studies (Boston: Unwin Hyman, 1989), p. 172.

Ronald L. Tammen, Power Transitions: Strategies for the 21st Century, p. 6.

EHH TR UOBEEESR > TEEHRBENR RN R R BERERE S > 552 % Robert Gilpin, War
and Change in World Politics; THETR % 5m 1 BRI £ 5L 78 5> B8 #1022 B IS B B < B 45 T B R 1)
BRI MR EAEEIER - DREENP RS E R B RS o T AT B A 5
2% Charles P. Kindleberger, The World in Depression, 1929-1939 (Berkeley: University of California
Press, 1973); Robert O. Keohane, “The Theory of Hegemonic Stability and Changes in International

& &

i

Economic Regimes, 1967-1977,” in Ole Holsti, Randolph Siverson, and Alexander George, eds.,
Change in the International System (Boulder : Westview Press, 1980), pp. 131~ 162; Robert Gilpin,
The Political Economy of International Relations (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1987).
Robert Gilpin, War and Change in World Politics, p. 29.

Alexander Wendt and Daniel Friedheim, “ Hierarchy under Anarchy: Informal Empire and the East
German State,” p. 697.

Ibid.

Ipbid., p. 698.
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AT BT 3 SE B SORO I S R A T E R - @

1A 1B PR ) (R S R 0 T 50 38 o 5 B 5 PR T BB B R H 3% P B R SR R R )
SBECARRE - BRI E B BRAE AT TR o BERR ARIILE - (AR R EPE
B — N Tk o FELRBAEE R 3, (common sense ) FATT LIAE » S{EH {52
FANENGE AL - BiEAH=MABEPIERERL T T, o B—mAE
Tk TR RNEERRNEE SR REERNE N BRSSO B
s R - DIPI B B R R 2 2 i~ W EE B R - O%8 — il 7 ¥ DU BEH]
Bt B T L 2R R B R R v i TR o SRR W A B B - ) O R R AR S T
B% > O EEME E TG | BN FENEE - fINELARER - RS R E R
R = DL ERYSERE - SR SR N R BB - AR L R - SR
o T RS R 0 2 B R P i L B SR GRS DR B R R Y i E o BRI R R
WE 757 B DU R ORI« @fIa0-RE B ( Morton A. Kaplan ) % BIFE8E % 53 S HE
SIS % ( balance of power system ) ~ $AE(WiiR#E % ( loose bipolar system ) *
RS % (tight bipolar system ) ~ ZEk#E% (universal system ) ~ BERREE %
( hierarchial system ) SHEE {75 REE% (unit veto system ) 5§ o @A LIGHH EME
KIEH » REBEER TR TR,

S Wb B 26 b T B R SR 0 BIRBOR 2 E CAH B IR - BB B R
WEZ » MAREHEER - W58 (Charles A. Kupchan ) #255 » BIEEAPE B
H MRS BEBRL MY E (wealth) BELEER & - SEIREE RS HRER o
@HJE ( Christophe Layne ) & 25 B35 5% 2 B BR A % Hp (9 B — s i B A R A8 M g 3
KR BOR S - HEE 7 B e R E) R DUBE B fth B A B A frf R 1 A r o1 1 Bt B o ATl
( William C. Wohlforth ) 5838 Bt — 0 B RS AS - BbSeis 2 B G B PR % TP B — 5

@ Ibid., p. 690, 700.
@ Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics, p. 131.
@ FE2%# Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics; and Robert Gilpin, War and Change in

World Politics.

@ Robert M. Haas, “International Subsystems: Stability and Polarity,” American Political Science

Review, Vol. 64, No. 1 (1970), pp. 98~123.

Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics, p. 98.

Frank W. Wayman, “ Bipolarity and War: The Role of Capability Concentration and Alliance

Patterns among Major Powers, 1816-1965,” Journal of Peace Research, Vol. 21, No. 1 (1984),

pp. 61~78.

@ Morton A. Kaplan, System and Process in Internatioan! Politics(New York: John Wiley & Sons
Inc., 1957), pp. 21~53.

FEGD Charles A. Kupchan, The End of American Era: U. S. Foreign Policy and the Geopolitics of the
Twenty-First Century (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 2002).

#@® Christophe Layne, “ The Unipolar Illusion: Why New Great Power Will Rise,” International Security,

Vol. 17, No. 4 (1993), pp. 5~51.
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KRIEE N ERBIELTIE RS - @ B8 G F At B R A 5 1 Pk It — % &
B R B SAL o HL=1H ( Samuel P. Huntington ) RBEEBEE T - HHEEHERE
Sy B T .7 20 A ok B K T B PR T R+ i B R AT 5 ST A~ B S B 1 S A s M Y 15
Pk 5 EisiR e G —(E@EBmiE (superpower ) * B ABEEMNTZEEHE ( ma-
jor powers ) ° @t AR I RE AR EME B B s RE R = RS IR AN FERHE S
3 BC A HLBI SR PR R E B SR+ N A e ER B B R AN T Bk - TR B FE R
(R E B ©

FEXGT 5 » B AR i o R R A S P — {1 o M T B B 7 0 O AR R B A
R R 7R BB R B P S D 8 Hfth KRB 5k ) &l AN JE DAPK B 7 B P
FRTRE D 8 AT B R S S — Ry NS P B PR AE ) < S P RS G © I 8
RS A TR HE 0 BRI R R R - RO TR B A
KIHHEHE D& - ERERN T EREEEE D& o K25 KB4 & e
FiTE SR IHE ST - ZREF 1% B PR EE % IHE 11 4 BoAR 8 o 28888k (John Mearsheimer )
o R 1k R R AR N BRI R 1 W ME— RIS R 2 R ) & il HRR S 1 SR B
W EES > RNEBBRRATREENES > 2B TRESD - 2 EB0s
i/ o @ftifg L - ARIEE A EE E R N s E AR o AR R R
PR 55 2 S5 T S L fth 53 o @Ol 28 M0 v R AT S 5 65 g 8 (B 1 B RS %R P R L b Py
BB - B R oA BRE R - &8 & T E S Rl B) i SRl 8GR » B
WA ESME N EFEREEHBAE - AR REHE R R GRS A
ZMEFI IR E G TR " U o SERI Rk 5 MR > M 7 B R R S T
( strategic restraint ) R&/& - WIHEE B R AN H A B 28K - @FI4055 B & w5
1 %38 77 ¥ P e B A A T RE 58 AL A 77 = SRR SR SE BT AR FE A 2 BRAR R
1 HIFHSEHE I &R -

HR - BRI RAR BRI R TR & 0 I PR 7 B A R M B R
& BWHBECERFBAE T TPERM: o i THREE ) ER T RS R R
EEFFHNTE  BIULESREZBEFRAETRE A FERE B 5T &
BT o FERRIHR H v B S SO0 i i 7 A SR A SR vl DABE B, - P AR s 1 0
SR ER BN EREUUBAE > #0R N RAEEFENE > 2 MEEiER
RAFHGEOE T WEERE - CEMENNESRSNE - BAREEEERES T

6 William C. Wohlforth, “ The Stability of a Unipolar World,” International Security, Vol. 24, No. 1
(1999), p. 9.

6D Samuel P. Huntington, “ The Lonely Superpower,” Foreign Affairs, Vol. 78, No. 2 (1999), p. 35.

@ John J. Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics, chapter 3.

#@® Ibid., p. 60.

6 Ibid., p. 40.

#@® John G. Ikenberry, “Institutions, Strategic Restraint, and the Persistence of American Postwar
Order,” International Security, Vol. 23, No. 3 (1999), pp. 56~ 58.
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RS AT RE o JREGHAE A SR RRE B A M R I - L A LA B R P I R
B MHEEEARE T i, AYSRRERISK - #RE N AE SRR AT A nT PR

B— ERERNENSEERTEE

etk b

— {5 2 R R AR R X

KL — MK

ER AR ¢ (PEEE

Itk o BAREE R S IR EERRE D D BoAs R - RO 0 Bk S R A
FRRL o BN R PR R Jh R I B e > B AR 0 o W P A Ty > 92 L Al T RE B 7 RE
SRFCUUG - ol H RSN RE T B U5 o R 7 5t 2 g 0 B A R R LB ER — e
MBHRZ B DA NRENE I - NBHREDALRE SRR - FJE )bk
3 7 B O IR S B AL o AR B R B e — iR R eI RS A~
WATBEERE DA T AR o (A0E—FTR )

A~ B ANBERNITS

B hix R B ARSI ANy ARAAE > BIAN T EERF B ~ R RS B  R AR S o S H
W B GE SRR R S A TR U P B - I kB I Y IRp 2 R 5 B R
AN GEHERR BRI TR 5 AR EAREE R MR B > BT A I T
SFHUARBE R T E B WBISRAT R - R LIRS R S H BRI B R I E A o B
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FRfe R T %5 B St KR B R AT R - R A ISR H BRI 22 o R FE B AE A
A 57 L1 A P S 57 SR SR PIRE 0 43 BE A BRIR (B L th SR Bk B0 e 5 B 2 P R A
B > WA TER ) (bandwagon ) BUR o B RBBEKRRIT T HiM

( balance ) Y 7 B SRIE » RILUNETF T B Mt S PRUORE SR 7 S8 TR 0 5 B A AG S »
AR S > AR GHER TR EFRE - EEA SRR g o e

AR R N - HAHE D B o WO A RE ) o0 B T e TR s Y B 7S
CFEE SRR AR A S - K E R & KR E AT S 2 o ®FF AR B R
SRS A2 % - TR B B AR R A AR A S AR S AT - @il B
5 1k B B b S ER AR A S BRAR B SR. ( revisionist state ) > B0E Fa 55 B 1 B 5 ot o7 B
1153 WO AT st = AL B o

Ty 3 BRUORH 3 4th B PO R 1 N IR AR SR > DUROE B AL TBAE SO SR PRE -
HR s B KRS R T TR B AT RS o W TR B B KRB R AT = A IR SR - R
P T8 BT RS 28— R o WA R BOR SR T B R G 2 F AT
PZEFI PR - BUE Z ARB N AR « LML o TR r EBEER N - BHEEEE
KEBDHIHE S » A HWAEES > KB RANNT BB T EERAeE - 42
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3 Kenneth Waltz, “ Structural Realism after the Cold War,” p. 29.
@ Michale Mastanduno, “ Preserving the Unipolar Moment: Realist Theories and U.S. Grand Strategy
After the Cold War,” International Security, Vol. 21, No. 4 (1997), pp. 51 ~52.
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@ Jack S. Levy, “Declining Power and the Preventive Motivation for War,” World Politics, Vol. 40,
No. 1 (1987), p. 87; Steve Chan, “ Exploring Puzzles in Power-Transition Theory: Implication for
Sino-American Relations,” Security Studies, Vol. 13, No.3 (Spring 2004), p.14.
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@ Helega Haftendorn, et al. ed., Imperfect Unions: Security Institutions over Time and Space (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 1999 ), pp. 3~ 4.

H@® Ibid., p. 4.

@ John G. Ikenberry, “ Institutions, Strategic Restraint, and the Persistence of American Postwar
Order,” International Security, pp. 73. BRI 2 — BB EBHIHEE: - 7 B — 12 78 BUA 220938 F
K¥RE » 552% Paul Pierson, “ Increasing Returns, Path Dependence, and the Study of Politics,”
The American Political Science Review, Vol. 94, No. 2 (2000), pp. 251~ 267.

#® John G. Ikenberry, “ Institutions, Strategic Restraint, and the Persistence of American Postwar
Order,” pp. 71~76.

#@® Christophe Layne, “ The Unipolar Illusion: Why New Great Power Will Rise,” and Kenneth Waltz,

“Structural Realism after the Cold War.”
@ Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics, p. 127.
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#F® Kenneth Waltz, “ Structural Realism after the Cold War,” p. 28.

& Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics, p. 127.

F@ Stephen M. Walt, The Origins of Alliance (Ithaca, New York: Cornell University Press, 1987), p. 25.

@ Ibid., p. 5.

% John J. Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics, p. 236; David C. Kang, “ Hierarchy,
Balancing, and Empirical Puzzles in Asian International Relations,” International Security, Vol. 28,
No. 3 (Winter 2003/04), pp. 165~ 180.

6 Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politicss, p. 126.

6 Stephen M. Walt, The Origins of Alliance, p. 17.

6D Stephen M. Walt, “ Alliance Formation in Southwest Asia: Balancing and Bandwagoning in Cold

War Competition,” in Robert Jervis and Jack Snyder, eds., Dominoes and Bandwagons: Strategic
Beliefs and Great Power Competition in The Eurasian Rimland (New York: Oxford University Press,
1991), p. 55.

6 Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politicss, p. 126.
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6D Ibid.
69 William C. Wohlforth, “ The Stability of a Unipolar World,” pp. 24~ 25.
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6 David Wilkinson, “ Unipolarity Without Hegemony,” The International Studies Review, Vol. 1, No.
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126  FEHETE 458 H2H REISHE3I4H

FE N ERE -

Bl 5 A B — FRAEHA T RE - 2 1A P B R 1 B SR A 2 B R R 1 S — 1
RS o ANERE S S B AR E SR B N TR = AR
VEBR 1% - BB RERTI 5 Mo ELE RIS AR 0 BRI - TEERIS R HIPBR 1Y
PSRRI » I B M 8 B R 5 P TR 5 T 3 B 53R -+ DA B s B (X 0 R B T v
FE AR B R S 2R M T8 - ®

RSO FTRE I amE - IS BB R AL > Ry e ET
OB BRI R AR R HE 1 AR - e BRI 2 R B R R N AR K - 75 e B R I A K
T BEERAE R AT o Bl E T RARR MO E RN % - SRR MIBUN KRB B RS 1S
GEHPTEIEM (balancing ) MFHUE ( sameness ) © sE RS TEMIER - &F5FH
B A R B AR AR AR - B RG R Ms AEME ) r B R SR P A — B R A » B
WS 2 iaie % - oW EMREE R EHE MRS - T 20 BEiEgE R - g
P L% o

P E TR ST R R BUG IR B R R UUS  EE RS E
ERETFHEREI - RS BEAR SR N AR 7 0 BT U0 o H DA B 5% e > I IR R R B
¥ A (self-help) B » ‘e kAEFHBEREEENEZRRNE - FrGBERE
e U B S PR S IR BE 1 8 AR > BARAVE A B A B PR R R KR Sy BbAss
RIS FH A HE ) O M RE B B R EE I B R o © HH I B R SR I ) o3 B R T 2
iy > T 5 B R S R BA M 7 40 BO ST > AT R PR S o 3 0 30 IR 5% 8 LA
WED » BT LAY s > DB R B B A OF - T T R B A o 20 {600 B e R e
BA e % o OFELGRE » MBS - BRIBRER S EARER » SREBRERE
B PR R T R M S R YA S - IR W 7 B YE S8 2% e AL 8855 - A & 1 9% M W5 B
rge 7 5 T BRI R 8 B R B BRI BSOS IR T & 57 B & 48 Lo R 35 B Y SR 2R 17
5o LHEERER P REFEB AT NN > He/ NEERKBENITE N
Bt g m AR > SR RS EN TR UHERRNE N L RHERE - ®FELy
FEREEET £ (hapsburg ) ~ BB S U B & - DU PE BT BORR — it
(Wilhelm I1) SRR RS TGRS ARE - 830 SRR 0 58 & (R 5 B BRI IBUR
HREEZE AL IR VR R IR A S S R R o
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“The Unipolar Illusion: Why New Great Power Will Rise” ; Kenneth Waltz, “ Structural Realism
after the Cold War,” and John J. Mearsheimer, The Tragedy of Great Power Politics.

6 Kenneth Waltz, Theory of International Politics, p. 126.

#® Christophe Layne, “ The Unipolar Illusion: Why New Great Power Will Rise,” p. 12.

6 Kenneth Waltz, “ Structural Realism after the Cold War,” p. 28.

6 Ibid.
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#® Christophe Layne, “ The Unipolar Illusion: Why New Great Power Will Rise,” pp. 15~ 16.
#©® Alexander Wendt, Social Theory of International Politics (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
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5 16 FR 96.0 471 135
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13 SR 25 319 1.56 1.85
14 ZH 314 1.54 0.58
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16 =0 295 1.44 0.40
17 H 29.0 142 2.50
18 7 284 1.39 9.57
19 B 259 127 1351
20 EEN 23.9 1.17 19.62
BN 20358 100.0 431

T

SF ¢ FE ST BRI 2008 B A TEE R 500 - HEEE AR International Institute for Strategic Studies,
The Military Balance 2004-2005 (London: Oxford University Press, October 2004) -
BRI IR ¢ EE R A\ B kI8t International Institute for Strategic Studies, The Military Balance 2004-2005 (London:

Oxford University Press, October 2004) » B2 57 H#AE DL 2000 4235 7005 S 2 5 L v S fT i s
fit B {8 Stockholm International Peace Research Institute, SIPRI Yearbook 2004, Appendix 10A
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&R « World Bank, World Development Indicator Database, July 2005, http://siteresources.worldbank.
org/DATASTATISTICS/Resources/GDP.pdf(viewed2005/11/02)
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Abstract

The end of the Cold War has terminated the bipolarity in the international
system. However, International Relations Studies still pays less attention to
the international power distribution after the bipolar system. Neorealists
thought that the structural constraints of the international system would bring
the world into a multipolar system. They insist that nowadays, the unipolar
moment is just a transitional period toward a multipolar system. Some scholars
believe that we are in a typical unipolar system in which the United States is
the only hegemony.

In an unipolar system, the hegemony will strive to maintain power
supremacy relative to other actors, limiting policy choices to balancing and
bandwagoning. The termination of the unipolarity could be either the rise of
revisionist states or the decay of the hegemony. International Relations theories
must to meet the challenges posed by the unipolarity system in order to

improve their theoretic interpretations, explanations, and predictions.

Keywords: unipolar system; polarity; hegemony; balance of power;

bandwagon; hicrarchy



B ES R DK - MERR SRR 137

2 £ X @Bt

wTo (&ET)  BEERE-
REEZRE (2005) - 2005 FREHEMEHE) - Wl BFEEFRSE -

Baldwin, David A. (1979), “ Power Analysis and World Politics: New Trends versus Old
Tendencies,” World Politics, 31: 2, 161-194.

Barnett, Michael and Raymond Duvall (2005), “ Power in International Politics,” Inter-
national Organization, 59: 1, 39-75.

Batty, Michael (2003), “ Commentaries: The Geography of Scientific Citation,” Environ-
ment and Planning A, 35: 5, 761-770.

Brooks, Stephen G. and William C. Wohlforth (2005), “ Hard Times for Soft Balancing,”
International Security, 30: 1, 72-108.

Buzan, Barry and Richard Little (2000), International Systems in World History: Re-
making the Study of International Relations, Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Buzan, Barry (2003), “Security Architecture in Asia” The Interplay of Regional and
Global Levels,” The Pacific Review, 16: 2, 143-173.

Chan, Steve (2004), “ Exploring Puzzles in Power-Transition Theory: Implication for
Sino-American Relations,” Security Studies, 13:3, 103-141.

Christensen, Thomas J. (2001), “ Posing Problems without Catching Up: China’s Rise
and Challenges for U. S. Security Policy,” International Security, 25: 4, 5-40.

Deutsch, Karl W. J. and David Singer (1964), “ Multipolar Power Systems and Interna-
tional Stability,” World Politics, 16: 3, 390-406.

Drezner, Daniel (2001), “ State Structure, Technological Leadership and the
Maintenance of Hegemony,” Review of International Studies, 27: 1, 3-25.

Dunne, Tim (2003), “ Society and Hierarchy in International Relations,” International
Relations, 17: 3, 303-320.

Fairbank, John K. (1968), The Chinese World Order: Traditional China’s Foreign Rela-
tions, Cambridge: Harvard University Press.

Gilpin, Robert (1981), War and Change in World Politics, Cambridge: Cambridge Univer-
sity Press.

Gilpin, Robert (1987), The Political Economy of International Relations, Princeton:
Princeton University Press.

Goh, Evelyn (2003), “ Hegemonic Constraints: the Implications of 11 September for
American Power,” Australian Journal of International Affairs, 57: 1, 77-97.

Haas, Robert M. (1970), “ International Subsystems: Stability and Polarity,” American
Political Science Review, 64: 1, 98-123.



138 [HEEHSE F£458 H2H REISH3-4A

Hart, Jeffrey (1976), “ Three Approaches to the Measurement of Power in International
Relations,” International Organization, 30: 2, 289-305.

Hobson, John M. and J. C. Sharman (2005), “ The Enduring Place of Hierarchy in World
Politics: Tracing the Social Logic of Hierarchy and Political Change,” European
Journal of International Relations, 11: 1, 63-98.

Huntington, Samuel P. (1999), “ The Lonely Superpower,” Foreign Affairs, 78: 2, 35-49.

[ain Johnston, Alastair and Robert S. Ross, eds. (1999), Engaging China: The Manage-
ment of An Emerging Power, London: Routledge.

lain Johnston, Alastair (2003), “Is China a Status Quo Power?” International Security
27: 4, 5-56.

Ikenberry, G. John (1999), “ Institutions, Strategic Restraint, and the Persistence of
American Postwar Order,” International Security, 23: 3, 43-78.

Ikenberry, G. John (2001, “ American Power and the Empire of Capitalist Democ-
racy,” Review of International Studies, 27: 5, 191-212.

In-cites (2004), “The Year 2004: Top 20 Country Rankings in All Fields,” http: //www.
in-cites.com/countries/2004allfields.htm] (2005/11/02)

Ingduchi, Takashi and Paul Bacon (2005), “ Empire, Hierarchy, and Hegemony: Ameri-
can Grand Strategy and the Construction of Order in the Asia-Pacific,” Interna-
tional Relations of the Asia-Pacific, 5: 2, 117-132.

International Institute for Strategic Studies (2004), The Military Balance 2004-2005, Lon-
don: Oxford University Press.

Kang, David C. (2003), “ Hierarchy, Balancing, and Empirical Puzzles in Asian Interna-
tional Relations,” International Security, 28: 3, 165-180.

Kaplan, Morton A. (1957), “ Balance of Power, Bipolarity and Other Models of Interna-
tional Systems,” The American Political Science Review, 51: 3, 684-695.

Kaplan, Morton A. (1957), System and Process in Internatioan! Politics, New York: John
Wiley & Sons Inc.

Keohane, Robert O. (1980), “The Theory of Hegemonic Stability and Changes in Inter-
national Economic Regimes, 1967-1977,” in Ole Holsti, Randolph Siverson, and
Alexander George, eds., Change in the International System, Boulder: Westview
Press, 131-162.

Keohane, Robert O. (1984), After Hegemony: Cooperation and Discord in the World
Political Economy, Princeton: Princeton University Press.

Kindleberger, Charles (1973), The World in Depression, 1929-39, Berkeley, CA: Univer-
sity of California Press.

Kugler, Jacek and A. F. K. Organski (1989), “ The Power Transition: A Retrospective and
Prospective Evaluation,” in Manus 1. Midlarsky, ed., Handbook of War Studies,



B R K - eSS 139

Boston: Unwin Hyman, 171-194.
Kupchan, Charles A. (1998), “ After Pax Americana: Benign Power, Regional Integration,
and the Sources of A Stable Multipolarity,” Infernational Security, 23: 2, 40-79.
Kupchan, Charles A. (2002), The End of American Era: U. S. Foreign Policy and the Ge-
opolitics of the Twenty-First Century, New York: Alfred A. Knopf.

Lake, David A. (1996), “ Anarchy, Hierarchy, and the Variety of International Relations,”
International Organization, 50: 1, 1-33.

Lake, David A. (2003), “ The New Sovereignty in International Relations,” International
Studies Review, 5: 3, 303-323.

Layne, C. (1993), “ The Unipolar Illusion: Why New Great Power Will Rise,” Interna-
tional Security, 17: 4, 5-51.

Lieber, Keir A. and Daryl G. Press (2006), “The Rise of U. S. Nuclear Primacy,” Foreign
Affairs, 85: 2, 42-54.

Lieber, Keir A. and Gerard Alexander (2005), “ Waiting for Balancing: Why the World Is
Not Pushing Back,” International Security, 30: 1, 109-139.

Levy, Jack S. (1987), “ Declining Power and the Preventive Motivation for War,” World
Politics, 40: 1, 82-107.

Mastanduno, M. (1997), “ Preserving the Unipolar Moment: Realist Theories and U.S.
Grand Strategy After the Cold War,” Infernational Security, 21: 4, 49-88.

Mearsheimer, John J. (2001), The Tragedy of Great Power Power Politics, London: W. W.
Norton & Company Inc.

Nye, Joseph S. (2002), The Paradox of American Power: Why the World’s Only Super-
power Can’t Go It Alone, New York: Oxford University Press.

Office of the Secretary of Defense (2005), Annual Report to Congress: The Military
Power of the People’s Republic of China, Washington D.C.: Department of Defense.

Organski, A. F. K. and Jacek Kugler (1980), The War Ledger, Chicago: The University of
Chicago Press.

Paarlberg, Robert L. (2004), “ Knowledge as Power: Science, Military Dominance, and
U. S. Security,” International Security, 29: 1, 122-151.

Pierson, Paul (2000), “ Increasing Returns, Path Dependence, and the Study of
Politics,” The American Political Science Review, 94: 2, 251-267.

Rosecrance, R. N. (1966), “ Bipolarity, Multipolarity, and the Future,” The Journal of
Contlict Resolution, 10: 3, 314-327.

Ross, Robert (1999), “The Geography of the Peace: East Asia in the Twenty-first Cen-
tury,” International Security, 23: 4, 81-118.

Segal, Adam (2004), “Is America Loosing its Edge?” Foreign Affairs, 83: 6, 2-8.

Snyder, Jack (1991), Myth of Empire: Domestic Politics and International Ambition,



140 PEHEGTE 458 H2H REISHE3I4AH

Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell University Press.

Stockholm International Peace Research Institute (2004), SIPRI Yearbook 2004, Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Tammen, Ronald L. (2000), Power Transitions: Strategies for the 21st Century, New
York: Chatham House.

Walt, Stephen M. (1987), The Origins of Alliance, Ithaca, New York: Cornell University
Press.

Walt, Stephen M. (1991), “ Alliance Formation in Southwest Asia: Balancing and
Bandwagoning in Cold War Competition,” in Robert Jervis and Jack Snyder, eds.,
Dominoes and Bandwagons: Strategic Beliefs and Great Power Competition in The
FEurasian Rimland, New York: Oxford University Press, 51-84.

Waltz, Kenneth (1979), Theory of International Politics, Reading, Mass.: Addison-Wesley.

Waltz, Kenneth (2000), “ Structural Realism after the Cold War,” International Security,
25:1, 5-41.

Wayman, Frank W. (1984), “ Bipolarity and War: The Role of Capability Concentration
and Alliance Patterns among Major Powers, 1816-1965,” Journal of Peace Research,
21: 1, 61-78.

Wendt, Alexander and Daniel Friedheim (1995), “ Hierarchy under Anarchy: Informal
Empire and the East German State,” Infernational Organization, 49: 4, 689-721.

Wendt, Alexander (1999), Social Theory of International Politics, Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Wilkinson, David (1999), “ Unipolarity Without Hegemony,” The Infernational Studies
Review, 1: 2, 141-172.

Wohlforth, William C. (1999), “The Stability of a Unipolar World,” International
Security, 24: 1, 5-41.

Wohlforth, William C. (2002), “ Hierarchy, Status and War,” paper presented in the An-
nual Meeting of the American Political Science Association, Boston Ma., August 29-
September 1, 2002.

World Bank (2005), World Development Indicator Database, World Bank, http://devda-
ta.worldbank.org/data-query/(2005/11/02).

World Trade Organization (2004), International Trade Statistics 2004, WTO, http://
www.wto.org/english/res_e/statis_e/its2004_e/its2004_e.pdf.



