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This article takes the development of the U.S.-Japan alliance since the 
1990s as an example to explain the application and operation of alliance 
dilemma in the studies of international relations. There are two types of 
dilemma in an alliance: entrapment and abandonment. When one party in 
the alliance chooses a burden-sharing policy to maintain the alliance, it risks 
the danger of entrapment. On the other hand, when it chooses a free-rider 
policy to avoid entrapment, it risks the danger of being abandoned by its 
ally. Such a situation is the so-called alliance dilemma, and it has a 
correlation with the adversary to the alliance. When the party risks 
entrapment because of sharing burdens, it will result in the consolidation of 
an adversary power against the alliance. On the other hand, when the party 
risks abandonment because of free riding, it may instead dispel the concerns 
of the adversary power and gain the chance to cooperate with the adversary. 

This article argues that since the end of Cold War, Japan has been 
moving toward burden sharing for its part in the U.S.-Japan alliance. As a 
result, the risk for it to be entrapped has been increased. The development of 
the U.S.-Japan alliance will also have an effect on the interaction among the 
U.S., Taiwan, Mainland China, and Japan. The 1996 Taiwan Strait missile 
crisis is an excellent example in explaining the possibility of Japan being 
entrapped in a cross-Strait conflict if the U.S. chooses to intervene. The 
enhancement of the U.S.-Japan alliance will in the meantime incur the 
response of the rising Mainland China, which in turn may worsen the 
relations between Japan and Mainland China. 
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Abstract 

This paper aims to construct a political and economic strategic 
framework of Japan’s Shinzo Abe Administration towards Asia-Pacific 
regional development. Through the interactive, strategic application and 
approach of politics/economy versus security/development, it will be helpful 
to clarify Japan’s new Asia-Pacific regional development strategy. Abe 
proposed the so-called “new strategic diplomacy” strategy in order to 
enhance the diplomatic relations with other East Asian neighboring 
countries. Basically, the main purpose of Abe Administration is not only to 
counterbalance Mainland China, but also to ensure a stable energy supply. 
This is largely conducive to Japan’s economic autonomy and development. 
This paper will be divided into three major parts to analyze Japan's 
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diplomatic strategy in the Asia-Pacific region: (1) Japan’s strategies and 
attempts in the Southeast Asian region; (2) Japan’s strategies and attempts in 
the Northeast Asian region; (3) Japan’s application and adjustment of the 
U.S. regional strategies. By analyzing Japan’s diplomatic strategies through 
these three aspects, this paper intends to construct an overall framework of 
Abe Administration’s current strategy in the Asia-Pacific region, so as to 
gain an insight into the advantageous role of diplomatic strategy in the 
Asia-Pacific region that Japan tries to establish. 

Keywords: Shinzo Abe, New Strategic Diplomacy, Containment, 
Asia-Pacific Regional Strategy, Energy 
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Abstract 

From the 1970s, the rapid development of information and 
communication technologies has created many advantages for human 
beings. The influence of computer and Internet popularization on 
individuals and communities is even greater. In the meantime, the virtual 
cyberspace also becomes a new sphere of power struggles and poses 
potential threats. This article tries to analyze the PRC cyber force’s context 
and development, raise the issues of participator’s structure, and information 
power asymmetry and cyber war characteristics. Moreover, based on cyber 
force’s capabilities in information and communication technologies, this 
article tries to predict possible offensive/defensive scenarios, point out 
anarchy in cyberspace, and analyze logical paradox of state actors in cyber 
O/D action. In the end, this article comments on ROC’s policy formulation 
to information/communication security by surveying the government public 
records. 

Keywords: cyber space; cyber security; information and 
communication technologies; anarchy; information power asymmetry 
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