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Introduction to NATO and BRICS

(O’Loughlin, 1992)(Shapenko & Korovkin, 2014)(Meena, 2013)(Brown, 2004)(Castro, 2012)(5 factors limiting
the impact of the BRICS nations | World Economic Forum, 2015)(Behind the Tin Curtain: BRICS+ vs NATO/
G7,2023)(, 2007)(Shahrokhi et al., 2017)(The odds on a conflict between the great powers, 2018)

NATO is a political and military alliance primarily consisting of North American and European
countries. Its purpose is to safeguard the freedom and security of its member states through
collective defense and cooperation. BRICS, on the other hand, is an association of five major
developing economies: Brazil, Russia, India, China, and South Africa.

Scenario 1: Cyber Warfare

(Ebert & Maurer, 2013)(Shapenko & Korovkin, 2014)(Hughes, 2010)(Cimbala & McDermott, 2015)(Rugge, 2012)(Roberts et al., 2007)(Bachmann & Gunneriusson, 2015)

(Senate, 2016)(Debusmann, 2018)

In this scenario, both NATO and BRICS engage in a high-stakes cyber warfare, targeting each
other's critical infrastructure, communication networks, and military

In Scenario 1, the conflict between NATO and BRICS escalates into a full-scale cyber warfare
battle. The probable outcome of this scenario would be a stalemate, with both sides inflicting
significant damage on each other's infrastructure and networks. Although NATO has advanced
cybersecurity capabilities, BRICS countries also possess formidable cyber warfare capabilities.
Their combined expertise and resources would result in a protracted conflict without a clear
victor.

Scenario 2: Proxy War

In Scenario 2, the conflict between NATO and BRICS manifests as a proxy war in a third-party
country or region. The probable outcome of this scenario would depend on various factors such
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as the level of military and economic support provided by NATO and BRICS to their respective
proxies, the determination and capabilities of the proxy forces, and the involvement of other
global powers. If NATO and BRICS engage in a proxy war, the probable outcome would be a
protracted conflict with no clear winner.

Scenario 3: Economic Sanctions and Trade War

In Scenario 3, the conflict between NATO and BRICS takes the form of economic sanctions and
a trade war. The probable outcome of this scenario would be a mutually damaging situation.
Both NATO and BRICS countries are major players in the global economy, and their economies
are highly interconnected. The imposition of economic sanctions and a trade war would lead to
negative repercussions for both sides, affecting not only the economies of NATO and BRICS
countries but also causing ripple effects in the global economy.

Scenario 4: Diplomatic Negotiations and De-escalation

In Scenario 4, the conflict between NATO and BRICS is resolved through diplomatic
negotiations and de-escalation. The probable outcome of this scenario would be a temporary
reduction in tensions and a willingness to engage in dialogue. Both NATO and BRICS recognize
the potential catastrophic consequences of a full-blown conflict and choose to prioritize
diplomatic solutions. Through negotiations, compromises, and diplomatic efforts, the two sides
may reach agreements that address their concerns and prevent further escalation.

Scenario S: Military intervention by global powers

In Scenario 5, the conflict between NATO and BRICS escalates to a point where other global
powers intervene. The probable outcome of this scenario would be a more complex and
unpredictable situation. The involvement of other global powers could either lead to a swift
resolution through diplomatic negotiations or further fuel the conflict, potentially leading to a
larger-scale war. In today's rapidly changing world, the significance of accurate weather forecasts
cannot be overstated.

Scenario 6: Cyber warfare and information warfare

In Scenario 6, the conflict between NATO and BRICS takes the form of cyber warfare and
information warfare. The probable outcome of this scenario would be a battle fought in the
digital realm, with both sides employing cyberattacks and disinformation campaigns to
undermine each other and gain an advantage. The outcome of this scenario would depend on the
capabilities and effectiveness of each side's cyber warfare strategies and defenses.

Scenario 7: Proxy wars and regional conflicts
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In Scenario 7, the conflict between NATO and BRICS expands into proxy wars and regional
conflicts. The probable outcome of this scenario would be an increase in violence and instability
in various regions around the world. Both NATO and BRICS would likely support proxy forces
in different regions, escalating the conflict indirectly. The outcome of these proxy wars and
regional conflicts would be highly unpredictable, with potential for long-lasting instability and
humanitarian crises.

Scenario 8: Economic sanctions and trade wars

In Scenario 8, the conflict between NATO and BRICS manifests in the form of economic
sanctions and trade wars. The probable outcome of this scenario would be a decline in global
economic stability and growth. Both NATO and BRICS would impose economic sanctions on
each other, leading to a disruption in international trade and investment. The outcome of this
scenario would likely be a negative impact on the economies of both sides, as well as other
countries that rely on international trade.

Scenario 9: Limited military engagement and de-escalation

In Scenario 9, the conflict between NATO and BRICS involves limited military engagement
followed by de-escalation. The probable outcome of this scenario would be a short-lived and
localized conflict without significant casualties or damage. Both sides would engage in military
maneuvers and possibly exchange limited firepower, but the conflict would not escalate into a
full-blown war. Instead, diplomatic efforts and negotiations would prevail, leading to a de-
escalation of tensions and the potential for future cooperation between NATO and BRICS.

Scenario 10: Mutual deterrence and ongoing tensions

In Scenario 10, the conflict between NATO and BRICS results in a state of mutual deterrence and
ongoing tensions. The probable outcome of this scenario would be a long-lasting stalemate, with
both sides wary of taking direct military action against each other due to the risks involved.
Instead, the conflict would be characterized by a constant presence of military forces and
ongoing tensions. Both NATO and BRICS would invest heavily in military capabilities and
engage in continuous military posturing to maintain a balance of power.

Scenario 11: Cyber warfare and information manipulation

In Scenario 11, the conflict between NATO and BRICS revolves around cyber warfare and
information manipulation. The probable outcome of this scenario would be a widespread
disruption of communication networks and the manipulation of information to serve each side's
interests. Both NATO and BRICS would employ advanced cyber capabilities to launch cyber
attacks on each other's infrastructure, including government systems, financial networks, and
critical services such as electricity grids. The outcome of this scenario would likely be a chaotic
information landscape, where truth becomes elusive and public perception is heavily influenced
by propaganda and disinformation.
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Scenario 12: Economic sanctions and financial warfare

In Scenario 12, the conflict between NATO and BRICS centers around economic sanctions and
financial warfare. The probable outcome of this scenario would be a significant impact on global
economic stability and the financial systems of both sides. Economic sanctions imposed by
NATO on BRICS countries would lead to a decline in trade, investment, and economic growth.
BRICS countries may retaliate by implementing their own economic measures, leading to a
fragmentation of the global economy. In this scenario, both NATO and BRICS would suffer
economic setbacks, with potential consequences reaching beyond the conflict itself.

What are some "Black Swan" events that could shape the
outcomes?

*  Major technological breakthroughs: A black swan event could be the sudden emergence
of a revolutionary technology that disrupts the balance of power between NATO and
BRICS. For example, the discovery of a highly advanced artificial intelligence system
capable of rapidly analyzing vast amounts of data and making strategic decisions could
tip the scales in favor of the side that possesses it.

e  OQOutbreak of a global pandemic: Another black swan event could be the outbreak of a
highly contagious and deadly global pandemic. This pandemic could greatly impact the
outcome of the conflict, as it would divert resources and attention away from the military
confrontation and force both sides to prioritize public health and humanitarian efforts.

*  Natural disasters: A black swan event could be a series of devastating natural disasters,
such as earthquakes, hurricanes, or tsunamis. These natural disasters could disrupt supply
chains, damage infrastructure, and hinder military operations. As a result, both NATO and
BRICS would need to allocate significant resources and manpower towards disaster
response and recovery, potentially shifting the dynamics of the conflict in unforeseen
ways.

e Cybersecurity breach: A black swan event could be a massive cybersecurity breach that
exposes critical vulnerabilities in the digital infrastructure of NATO or BRICS countries.
This breach could lead to the compromise of sensitive information, disruption of
communication networks, and even sabotage of critical systems. As a result, both sides
would be forced to divert resources towards strengthening their cybersecurity defenses
and mitigating the damage caused by the breach, potentially altering the balance of power
in the conflict.

e Political upheavals: A black swan event could be a major political upheaval within one or
more NATO or BRICS countries. This could include unexpected regime changes,
revolutions, or internal conflicts that lead to significant shifts in government policies and
priorities. These events could impact the outcomes of the conflict by influencing
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alliances, altering geopolitical balance, or diverting resources towards domestic matters
rather than the conflict at hand.

e Technological breakthrough: A black swan event could be a groundbreaking
technological advancement that gives one side a significant advantage over the other. This
could include advancements in artificial intelligence, robotics, or advanced weaponry that
revolutionize warfare.

The probable outcomes of these black swan events would highly depend on the specific
circumstances and variables at play. However, in general, these events could introduce
unpredictable factors into the conflict and potentially lead to a reevaluation of strategies and
priorities by both NATO and BRICS. These black swan events would likely disrupt the existing
dynamics of the conflict and force both NATO and BRICS to adapt their strategies accordingly.
For each scenario, the probable outcomes can vary depending on the specifics of the situation.
For the scenario of a natural disaster, the probable outcome would be increased cooperation
between NATO and BRICS countries as they prioritize humanitarian aid and disaster response
over military conflict. In the case of a cybersecurity breach, the probable outcome would be that
both NATO and BRICS countries would invest heavily in strengthening their cyber defenses and
cooperation to mitigate future breaches.

e Economic collapse: A black swan event could be a global economic collapse or severe
financial crisis that severely impacts both NATO and BRICS economies. This could lead
to a shift in priorities as both sides prioritize stabilizing their own economies rather than
engaging in a conflict. The probable outcome of an economic collapse would be a
temporary halt or slowdown in the conflict as both NATO and BRICS countries focus on
stabilizing their economies and mitigating the impact of the crisis.

e Diplomatic breakthrough: A black swan event could be a major diplomatic breakthrough,
such as a peace treaty or a significant negotiation that resolves key conflicts between
NATO and BRICS members. This could lead to a de-escalation of tensions and a shift
towards diplomatic solutions rather than military confrontation. The probable outcome of
a diplomatic breakthrough would be a reduction in hostilities between NATO and BRICS,
with a focus on finding peaceful resolutions to conflicts and achieving mutual cooperation
in various areas.- Technological advancement: A black swan event could be a significant
technological breakthrough that gives one side a substantial advantage over the other in
terms of military capabilities. In this scenario, the probable outcome would be a shift in
power and influence towards the side with the technological advantage.

Using Monte Carlo modeling, which scenarios are more likely?

e Using Monte Carlo modeling to determine the likelihood of scenarios in a NATO vs.
BRICS conflict is dependent on various factors and assumptions. However, without
specific data and parameters, it is difficult to provide an accurate probability analysis.
However, based on historical trends and current geopolitical dynamics, some scenarios
may be more likely than others. For example, the scenario of a diplomatic breakthrough
may have a higher probability as both NATO and BRICS countries have shown
willingness to engage in diplomatic efforts and cooperation in the past. Another possible
scenario that may be more likely is a proxy war or increased supporting of opposing
factions in conflict zones. In this scenario, the probability of a proxy war or increased
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support for opposing factions in conflict zones may be higher due to the existing tensions
and rivalries between NATO and BRICS countries.

e Scenario: Discovery of highly advanced artificial intelligence system

. One possible outcome of the scenario where a highly advanced artificial intelligence
system is discovered in the context of a NATO vs. BRICS conflict could be a race for
control over this technology. This could potentially lead to increased tensions and
competition between the two sides, as both NATO and BRICS countries would strive to
harness the power of artificial intelligence for military advantage. The probable outcome
of this scenario would depend on various factors such as the level of advancement of the
Al system, the resources and capabilities of each side, and the ability to effectively utilize
and integrate Al into their military strategies. Using Monte Carlo modeling to determine
the likelihood of this scenario is challenging as it depends on numerous unknown factors.

. Scenario: Economic sanctions and trade wars

*  One possible outcome of the scenario involving economic sanctions and trade wars in a
NATO vs. BRICS conflict is an escalation of economic tensions, leading to a
deterioration in global trade and economic growth. This could result in a loss of
livelihoods, increased unemployment rates, and economic instability for both sides. The
probable outcome of this scenario would depend on the extent and duration of the trade
wars, as well as the resilience of each side's economic systems. Using Monte Carlo
modeling, we can determine the probability of different outcomes in this scenario. To
provide accurate probabilities for the outcomes of these scenarios, a thorough analysis of
various factors, including political dynamics, military capabilities, economic strength,
and diplomatic relations, would be necessary.

e Scenario: Cyber warfare and attacks

*  One possible outcome of the scenario involving cyber warfare and attacks in a NATO vs.
BRICS conflict is a major disruption of critical infrastructure, communication networks,
and financial systems. This could lead to widespread panic, economic turmoil, and
potential loss of lives. The probable outcome of this scenario would depend on the level
of preparedness and defensive measures taken by both sides, as well as the sophistication
of their cyber capabilities. Using probabilistic models, it is challenging to determine the
exact probability of outcomes in cyber warfare scenarios as they depend on various
factors such as the effectiveness of defenses, the skill level of hackers, and the ability to
detect and respond to attacks in real-time.

e Scenario: Military confrontation and conflict

*  One possible outcome of the scenario involving military confrontation and conflict in a
NATO vs. BRICS conflict is a long and protracted war with significant casualties on both
sides, destruction of infrastructure, and geopolitical instability. This outcome would
depend on numerous factors such as the size and capabilities of each side's military
forces, alliances and support from other countries, technological advancements in
warfare, and the willingness of each side to engage in direct military confrontation. The
probability of this outcome would require a detailed analysis of military strengths,
geographical considerations, and political dynamics.

Modeling Scenario Processes and Outcomes with Math
Algorithms
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(nowicki@isi.wat.wawpi, n.d)(Antkiewicz et al., 2010)(Mishra & Prajapati, 2013)(Standley et al., 2020)(, 2013)(Alker & Brunner, 1969)(Colbert et al., 2018)
(Sheikhmohammady et al., 2013)(Wang & Banks, 2011)

When it comes to modeling scenario processes and outcomes in a NATO vs. BRICS conflict,
several math algorithms play a significant role in understanding and predicting potential
developments.

Monte Carlo Modeling Monte Carlo modeling is particularly useful in
determining the likelihood of various scenarios. By using random sampling
and probability distributions, it can provide insights into the potential
outcomes based on historical data and current geopolitical dynamics. This
method allows for the evaluation of numerous possible combinations of events
and their associated probabilities.

Advanced Al System Discovery(Taddeo & Floridi, 2018)(Cimbala, 2022)(Standley et al., 2020)(, 2019)(Xiang et al., 2008)(, 2018)(Long
et al., 2020)(, 2020)(Marwala et al., 2009)

In the scenario of a highly advanced artificial intelligence system discovery, Monte Carlo
modeling could be utilized to assess the probability of a race for control over this technology. By
considering factors such as the level of advancement of the Al system, resource capabilities of
each side, and integration into military strategies, this modeling technique can help in
quantifying the likelihood of different outcomes.

Economic Sanctions and Trade Wars

For the scenario involving economic sanctions and trade wars, math algorithms such as game
theory and optimization models can be employed to analyze the impact on global trade and
economic growth. By considering factors such as the extent and duration of trade wars and the
resilience of each side's economic systems, these algorithms can provide insights into the
probable outcomes of this scenario.
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Cyber Warfare and Attacks

In the case of cyber warfare and attacks, probabilistic models using algorithms like Bayesian
networks and neural networks can be utilized to assess the exact probability of outcomes. These
models take into account factors such as the effectiveness of defenses, the skill level of hackers,
and real-time detection and response capabilities.

Military Confrontation and Conflict

Finally, for scenarios involving military confrontation and conflict, algorithms such as decision
trees and optimization models can be employed to analyze the potential outcomes based on
factors such as military strengths, geographical considerations, and political dynamics.

By integrating these math algorithms into scenario modeling, it becomes possible to gain a more
comprehensive understanding of the potential processes and outcomes in a NATO vs. BRICS
conflict, allowing for better-informed decision-making and strategic planning.

Understanding the Potential Conflict

In order to understand the potential conflict between NATO and BRICS, it is crucial to consider
the underlying geopolitical dynamics and the motivations of each side. NATO, comprised of
North American and European countries, aims to ensure collective defense and maintain stability
in the Euro-Atlantic region. On the other hand, BRICS is an association of emerging economies
seeking to enhance their influence in global affairs and reshape the international order. The
probabilities of different outcomes in a NATO vs. BRICS conflict scenario can vary depending
on a range of factors, including military capabilities, alliances, diplomatic efforts, and economic
influence.

Scenario 1: Economic Confrontation

In a scenario of economic confrontation between NATO and BRICS, there is a high probability
that both sides would impose trade barriers, tariffs, and sanctions on each other. This would
result in a decline in trade and economic growth for both sides, as well as potential inflation and
financial instability.

Scenario 2: Political Diplomacy

In a scenario of political diplomacy, there is a moderate probability that both NATO and BRICS
would engage in diplomatic negotiations to find common ground and avoid armed conflict. This
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could result in the establishment of diplomatic channels, negotiation of agreements, and
compromises on certain issues.

Scenario 3: Proxy Wars and Regional Conflicts

In a scenario of proxy wars and regional conflicts, there is a moderate to high probability that
both NATO and BRICS would support and intervene in conflicts in third-party countries to
advance their respective interests. This could lead to prolonged regional instability, increased
civilian casualties, and a potential escalation of hostilities between NATO and BRICS member
states.

Scenario 4: Limited Armed Conflict

In a scenario of limited armed conflict between NATO and BRICS, there is a low to moderate
probability that military engagements would occur, potentially involving airstrikes, naval
clashes, and ground troop deployments. The outcome of this conflict would depend on various
factors such as the extent of military capabilities, strategic alliances, and the ability to mobilize
resources.

Scenario 5: Full-Scale War

In a scenario of full-scale war between NATO and BRICS, there is a low probability due to the
potential catastrophic consequences for both sides. A full-scale war between NATO and BRICS
would likely result in immense destruction, loss of lives, and long-term political and economic
implications. In this scenario, the most probable outcomes would be economic decline and
instability in both NATO and BRICS countries if an economic confrontation occurs. It is
important to note that these scenarios and outcomes are speculative and based on hypothetical
situations. Possible outcomes would depend on various factors such as military capabilities,
strategic alliances, and the ability to mobilize resources Cunio & Mahnken, 2013),

Scenarios in a NATO vs. BRICS conflict with probable outcomes by probability:

Scenario 1: Economic Confrontation - Moderate to High Probability In a scenario of economic
confrontation between NATO and BRICS, there is a high probability that both sides would
impose economic sanctions, trade restrictions, and other measures to exert pressure and gain
economic leverage. The outcome of this scenario would likely be a decrease in global trade,
economic instability, and potential negative impacts on both NATO and BRICS member states'
economies.

Scenario 2: Diplomatic Negotiations - Moderate Probability

In a scenario of diplomatic negotiations between NATO and BRICS, there is a moderate
probability that both sides would engage in diplomatic efforts to de-escalate tensions and find a
peaceful resolution. The outcome of this scenario would depend on the willingness of both sides
to compromise, the effectiveness of diplomatic negotiations, and the desire for peaceful
resolution.
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Scenario 3: Proxy Conflicts - Moderate to High Probability

In a scenario of proxy conflicts between NATO and BRICS, there is a moderate to high
probability that both sides would support and fund proxy forces or insurgencies in regions of
strategic interest. The outcome of this scenario would likely be increased instability, regional
conflicts, and potential humanitarian crises in those regions.

Scenario 4: Limited Military Engagement - Low to Moderate Probability

In a scenario of limited military engagement between NATO and BRICS, there is a low to
moderate probability that both sides would engage in targeted military actions to assert their
dominance or defend their interests. The outcome of this scenario would depend on the scale and
intensity of the military engagement, as well as the response from other nations and international
organizations.

Scenario 5: Full-Scale Military Conflict - Low Probability

In a scenario of full-scale military conflict between NATO and BRICS, there is a low probability
due to the potential catastrophic consequences for both sides. The use of nuclear weapons, the
widespread destruction and loss of life, and the potential for escalation to a global conflict. would
make this scenario highly unlikely and undesirable for both NATO and BRICS. Therefore, it is
crucial for both NATO and BRICS to prioritize diplomatic efforts, negotiation, and peaceful
resolutions in order to prevent any potential conflict and ensure a secure and stable global
environment.

Scenario 6: Economic Competition - High Probability

In a scenario of economic competition between NATO and BRICS, there is a high probability
that both sides would engage in economic strategies and policies to gain an advantage over each
other. The outcome of this scenario would depend on various factors such as the strength and
resilience of each side's economy, their ability to adapt to new market trends, and the
effectiveness of trade agreements and partnerships.

Therefore, the probable outcome of this scenario would be an intensification of economic
competition, increased market volatility, and potential trade disputes between NATO and BRICS
that could impact global trade and economic stability.

Scenario 7: Cyber Warfare - Moderate to High Probability

In a scenario of cyber warfare between NATO and BRICS, there is a moderate to high
probability that both sides would engage in sophisticated cyberattacks and espionage tactics to
gain an advantage over each other. The probable outcome of this scenario would be a significant
disruption to critical infrastructure, information theft, and potential destabilization of the affected
nations' economies. Therefore, both NATO and BRICS would need to invest heavily in
cybersecurity measures, establish robust defense mechanisms, and strengthen international
cooperation to prevent and mitigate the potential impacts of cyber warfare.
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Scenario 8: Proxy Wars - Moderate Probability

In a scenario of proxy wars between NATO and BRICS, there is a moderate probability that both
sides would support opposing factions or groups in conflicts taking place in different regions of
the world. The probable outcome of this scenario would be prolonged conflicts in those regions,
increased civilian casualties, and further instability. Therefore, it is crucial for both NATO and
BRICS to engage in diplomatic negotiations, promote peacekeeping efforts, and work towards
conflict resolution in order to minimize the human suffering and prevent the proxy wars from
escalating into a full-scale international conflict.

Scenario 9: Dispute over Territory - Low to Moderate Probability

In a scenario of disputes over territory between NATO and BRICS, there is a low to moderate
probability that both sides would engage in diplomatic negotiations, legal arbitration, and
potentially even military actions to assert their claims. The probable outcome of this scenario
would depend on various factors, such as the strategic importance of the territory in question, the
military capabilities of each side, and the level of international support or intervention.
Therefore, the outcome could range from a peaceful resolution through negotiations and
compromise to an escalation of tensions and localized conflict.

The Effect of Espionage

Espionage would have a significant impact on the scenarios outlined. In a scenario of economic
confrontation, espionage could be used to gather sensitive economic information and trade
secrets, providing a strategic advantage in negotiations and decision-making. Similarly, in a
scenario of diplomatic negotiations, espionage could be utilized to gather intelligence on the
opposing side's diplomatic strategies and positions, potentially influencing the outcome of the
negotiations.

In the case of proxy conflicts, espionage could involve gathering intelligence on the support and
funding of proxy forces, enabling one side to disrupt or counter the actions of the other.
Additionally, in scenarios involving cyber warfare, espionage plays a crucial role as both NATO
and BRICS would seek to gather information on the cyber capabilities and vulnerabilities of the
opposing side to strengthen their own cyber defenses and launch targeted cyberattacks.

Furthermore, in a scenario of disputes over territory, espionage could be utilized to gather
information on the military strategies and capabilities of the opposing side, potentially
influencing the outcome of any military actions or legal arbitration.
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Overall, espionage would significantly impact these scenarios by providing critical information
and intelligence that could be leveraged to gain advantages in negotiations, conflict strategies,
and defensive capabilities.

In summary, espionage would play a crucial role in shaping the outcomes of various scenarios in
a NATO vs. BRICS conflict by providing strategic advantages, influencing decision-making, and
potentially escalating tensions or mitigating conflicts through the gathering of sensitive
information.

In considering which particular methods of espionage would be most effective in giving a
decisive advantage in the outlined scenarios, it is essential to analyze the specific nature of each
scenario and the potential targets for espionage activities.

In the case of economic competition between NATO and BRICS, traditional methods of
economic espionage such as infiltration of trade organizations, cyber espionage targeting
financial systems, and obtaining proprietary economic data could be highly effective in providing
a decisive advantage.

For scenarios involving proxy conflicts and proxy wars, espionage operations aimed at gathering
intelligence on funding sources, supply chains, and strategic planning of proxy forces would be
crucial in disrupting or countering the actions of the opposing side. Covert infiltration of proxy
groups and surveillance of their activities could also yield valuable information for one side to
gain an upper hand in the conflict.

In the context of cyber warfare, espionage efforts focused on identifying and exploiting
vulnerabilities in the opposing side's critical infrastructure, as well as gathering intelligence on
their cyber capabilities, would be pivotal in launching targeted cyberattacks and strengthening
defensive measures to gain a decisive advantage.

In the event of disputes over territory, espionage operations aimed at gathering information on
the military strategies, troop movements, and defense capabilities of the opposing side would be
essential in shaping the outcome of any potential military actions or legal arbitration.
Additionally, covert intelligence gathering on the diplomatic strategies and alliances of the
opposing side could influence the course of diplomatic negotiations and potentially sway the
resolution in favor of one party.

In summary, specific methods of espionage such as economic espionage, infiltration of proxy
forces, cyber espionage, and intelligence gathering on military and diplomatic activities would be
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most effective in providing a decisive advantage in the outlined scenarios. These espionage
activities have the potential to significantly influence the outcomes of the conflicts and
competitions between NATO and BRICS, thereby shaping the global geopolitical landscape.

Scenario Analysis: NATO vs BRICS

(The odds on a conflict between the great powers, 2018)(Porto, 2015)(Flemes & Vaz, 2014)(Shapenko &
Korovkin, 2014)(Behind the Tin Curtain: BRICS+ vs NATO/G7, 2023)(Stratfor: The World's Leading
Geopolitical Intelligence Platform, 2023)

Scenario 1: Peaceful Resolution through Negotiations and Compromise
Probability: High

In this scenario, both NATO and BRICS recognize the potential devastating consequences of a
direct military confrontation and prioritize diplomatic negotiations. Through sustained talks and
compromises, a peaceful resolution is achieved, addressing the underlying issues that led to the
conflict.

Scenario 2: Proxy Wars and Conventional Military Engagements

Probability: Medium

In this scenario, both NATO and BRICS utilize proxy forces in different regions to advance their
interests and exert influence. These proxy wars escalate into conventional military engagements,
with direct clashes between NATO and BRICS forces occurring in various theaters. These
conflicts result in significant casualties and destruction, but ultimately neither side achieves a
decisive victory, leading to a stalemate or a negotiated ceasefire.

Scenario 3: Cyber Warfare and Espionage Dominance
Probability: High
In this scenario, both NATO and BRICS engage in intense cyber warfare and espionage

operations against each other. The outcome of this conflict heavily depends on the effectiveness
of each side's cyber capabilities and their ability to gather intelligence.

Scenario 4: Economic Warfare and Resource Competition
Probability: High
In this scenario, NATO and BRICS engage in economic warfare and compete for strategic

resources. Both sides impose trade restrictions, tariffs, and economic sanctions on each other to
gain leverage. The outcome of this scenario would depend on various factors such as the
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economic strength and resilience of each side, their ability to find alternative sources of
resources, and their capacity to navigate global economic networks.

Scenario 5: Nuclear Deterrence and Mutual Destruction

Probability: Low

In this worst-case scenario, tensions escalate to the point where nuclear weapons come into play.
Both NATO and BRICS possess nuclear capabilities, and the threat of mutually assured
destruction serves as a deterrent to prevent an all-out nuclear exchange. However, the outcome of
this scenario would be catastrophic, leading to devastating loss of life and long-term
environmental damage.

Scenario 6: De-escalation and Conflict Resolution

Probability: Medium

In this scenario, diplomatic efforts and international pressure lead to a de-escalation of tensions
between NATO and BRICS. Negotiations and mediation efforts are made to resolve the
underlying issues that caused the conflict. These efforts result in a peaceful resolution, with both
sides reaching a compromise and finding common ground to ensure stability and cooperation.

Scenario 7: Proxy Wars and Regional Instability

Probability: Medium

In this scenario, NATO and BRICS indirectly engage in conflicts by supporting opposing sides in
existing regional conflicts. The outcome of these proxy wars would depend on various factors
such as the military capabilities and support of each side, the effectiveness of their proxies, and
the level of regional instability.

Significant Alternatives Missing in the Scenario Analysis

(Shapenko & Korovkin, 2014)(, 2007)(Bratersky & Georgy, 2019)(5 factors limiting the impact of the BRICS nations | World Economic Forum, 2015)(Publication loaded,
2021)(Briitsch & Papa, 2013)(Castro, 2012)(The odds on a conflict between the great powers, 2018)(Chakraborty, 2018)(Sandler, 1997)

While the provided scenarios cover a wide range of potential outcomes in a NATO vs. BRICS
conflict, there are significant alternatives that are missing from the analysis. In particular, the
following alternatives could significantly impact the dynamics and potential resolution of the
conflict:

Scenario 8: Coordinated Diplomatic Initiative and Coalition Building
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Probability: Medium

In this scenario, both NATO and BRICS prioritize diplomatic initiatives and engage in coalition

building efforts with other global powers and regional allies. The formation of strategic alliances
and diplomatic coalitions could shift the balance of power and influence negotiations, leading to
a collaborative approach to addressing the underlying issues.

Scenario 9: Humanitarian Crisis and International Intervention

Probability: Low

In this alternative scenario, the conflict between NATO and BRICS leads to a severe
humanitarian crisis in a specific region. The international community, including
intergovernmental organizations and humanitarian agencies, becomes involved in providing aid
and mediating efforts to address the humanitarian situation, potentially influencing the broader
conflict dynamics.

By considering these significant alternatives, the analysis of potential outcomes in a NATO vs.
BRICS conflict can provide a more comprehensive understanding of the various factors and
dynamics at play. It is essential to account for these additional scenarios in order to effectively
assess the potential impact of espionage and other strategic activities in shaping the course of the
conflict.

Scenario 10: Cyber Warfare and Disruption of Communication Networks
Probability: High

In this scenario, both NATO and BRICS engage in extensive cyber warfare, targeting each
other's communication networks and infrastructure. As a result, there is a widespread disruption
of communication networks, hindering the command and control capabilities of both sides. This
could potentially lead to a prolonged and chaotic conflict as both NATO and BRICS struggle to
maintain coordination and strategic advantage.

Scenario 11: Economic War and Global Financial Instability

Probability: Medium

In this scenario, the conflict between NATO and BRICS escalates into an economic war, with
both sides imposing trade restrictions, tariffs, and financial sanctions on each other. The global
economy becomes deeply affected, leading to financial instability and economic downturns in
various regions.

Page 15 of 31



Emerging Entities as Potential Game Changers(Karaganov, 2018)(Shapenko & Korovkin, 2014)(,
2020)(The odds on a conflict between the great powers, 2018)(5 factors limiting the impact of the BRICS
nations | World Economic Forum, 2015)(, 2020)(Feng, 2013)(, 2019)(Three scenarios for the future of
geopolitics | World Economic Forum, 2018)

While the provided scenarios offer a comprehensive analysis of potential outcomes in a NATO
vs. BRICS conflict, there are several emerging entities that could become major "game changers"
in the aforementioned scenarios. These entities, if not considered, might significantly influence
the dynamics and resolution of the conflict.

Scenario 12: Influence of Non-State Actors and Private Military Companies

(Feng, 2013)(Sandler, 1997)(, 2020)(Shapenko & Korovkin, 2014)(Different Challenges, Different Responses, n.d)(Limited Print and Electronic Distribution Rights, n.d)
(Behind the Tin Curtain: BRICS+ vs NATO/G7, 2023)(The odds on a conflict between the great powers, 2018)(Gompert et al., 2016)

Probability: Medium

In this scenario, the influence of non-state actors such as private military companies and
transnational criminal organizations becomes a critical factor in shaping the conflict. These
actors, with their own agendas and capabilities, could destabilize regions, undermine diplomatic
efforts, and directly impact the military balance in favor of one side or the other.

Scenario 13: Role of Supranational Organizations and Alliances

(Flemes & Vaz, 2014)(Shahrokhi et al., 2017)(Bhattacharyya, 2020)(Shapenko & Korovkin, 2014)(Singh, 2013)(Chakraborty, 2018)(Porto, 2015)(Castro, 2012)(Jordaan,
2021)

Probability: High

In this scenario, the role of supranational organizations and alliances, such as the United Nations,
European Union, and Collective Security Treaty Organization, becomes fundamental in
mediating the conflict, imposing sanctions, and potentially deploying peacekeeping forces. Their
involvement could sway the balance of power and influence the negotiation dynamics between
NATO and BRICS.
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Scenario 14: Technological Advancements and Weapon Innovations

(Shapenko & Korovkin, 2014)(, 2020)(, 2018)(The future of war, 2018)(The Aftermath of a Great Power War, 2023)(The odds on a conflict between the great powers, 2018)(,

2016)(Three scenarios for the future of geopolitics | World Economic Forum, 2018)(, 2015)(Publication loaded, 2021)
Probability: High

In this alternative, the emergence of advanced technologies and weapon innovations not
accounted for in the existing scenarios becomes a major game changer. Developments in areas
such as artificial intelligence, drone warfare, and space-based capabilities could redefine the
nature of conflicts and have a significant impact on the strategies and outcomes for both NATO
and BRICS.

Scenario 15: Unforeseen Environmental or Natural Disasters(Reinforcing Deterrence on NATO's Eastern Flank Wargaming the

Defense of the Baltics, n.d)(Briitsch & Papa, 2013)(, 2014)(Chakraborty, 2018)

Probability: Low

In this scenario, an unforeseen environmental or natural disaster occurs, such as a major
earthquake, tsunami, or pandemic. These events have the potential to disrupt military operations,
divert resources, and shift the priorities of both NATO and BRICS countries.

The response to such an event could shift priorities, resources, and global attention away from
the ongoing conflict, fundamentally altering its trajectory and resolution.

By considering the potential influence of these emerging entities, the analysis of the NATO vs.
BRICS conflict can benefit from a more holistic understanding of the complex and
interconnected factors at play. These entities have the capability to significantly alter the
dynamics and outcomes of the conflict, and their potential impact should not be disregarded in
strategizing and assessing the effectiveness of espionage and other strategic activities.

Probable Outcomes of NATO and BRICS Confrontation(Porto, 2015)(, 2018)(Bratersky &
Georgy, 2019)(Senate, 2016)(, 2015)(Shahrokhi et al., 2017)(Karaganov, 2018)(, 2020)(Shapenko & Korovkin,
2014)

Probable Outcomes: It is important to note that predicting the exact outcomes of a NATO vs.
BRICS confrontation is highly speculative and dependent on numerous variables. However,
based on the current geopolitical landscape and power dynamics, the following outcomes are
considered probable:
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10.

11.

NATO and BRICS engage in diplomatic negotiations to de-escalate tensions and avoid
direct military conflict.

NATO and BRICS engage in limited proxy wars or conflicts in regions where their
interests clash, resulting in a localized destabilization rather than a full-scale warfare.
NATO and BRICS engage in an arms race, focusing on military build-up and
technological advancements, leading to increased tensions but no direct confrontation.
NATO and BRICS reach a compromise or establish a strategic partnership to address
shared global challenges, such as climate change, terrorism, or pandemics.

NATO and BRICS engage in a prolonged economic competition, utilizing trade and
economic strategies to gain influence and power.

NATO and BRICS continue to exist as separate entities with occasional clashes and
tensions, but no significant conflict or resolution occurs.

NATO and BRICS reach a stalemate, with neither side gaining a clear advantage, leading
to a prolonged period of diplomatic negotiations and strategic maneuvering to maintain a
delicate balance of power.

NATO and BRICS engage in a protracted, multi-dimensional conflict that combines
military, economic, and information warfare, resulting in unpredictable outcomes and
widespread devastation. However, it is important to emphasize that these outcomes are
speculative and subject to change based on various factors such as diplomatic efforts,
military capabilities, economic conditions, and the willingness of both sides to engage in
a conflict. Source: "Avoiding Losses Taking Risks Prospect Theory And International
Conflict" provides valuable insights into the strategies and decision-making processes
that determine the outcomes

NATO and BRICS engage in a proxy war, with each side supporting opposing factions in
a third-party country, resulting in prolonged conflict and destabilization.

NATO and BRICS engage in a war of words and propaganda, utilizing media and
information warfare to shape public opinion and gain support for their respective
positions 11. NATO and BRICS engage in a series of high-level diplomatic talks to
address their differences and find common ground, resulting in a peaceful resolution and
improved relations between the two blocs.

It is important to emphasize that these outcomes are speculative and subject to change
based on various factors such as diplomatic efforts, military capabilities, economic
conditions, and the willingness of both sides to engage in a conflict.

Recently Declassified Publications' Potential Impact(Studies in Intelligence - CIA, 2022)(Studies in

Intelligence - CIA, 2022)(Freier, 2017)(Kent Center Occasional Papers — Central Intelligence Agency, 2013)
(Kass & London, 2013)(Sutherland, 1988)(Alison et al., 2017)(, 2008)(Allen & Groh, 2014)(Morris et al., 2019)
(Kass & London, 2013)(Kent Center Occasional Papers — Central Intelligence Agency, 2013)(Freier, 2017)

(Maj. Brandon J. Gray, “The Post GPS-Only Era: Positioning, Navigation, and Timing (PNT) in 21st
Century Warfare,” August 2017. Unclassified. | National Security Archive, 2017)(Alison et al., 2017)
(Sutherland, 1988)(Morris et al., 2019)(Allen & Groh, 2014)(, 2008)
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In addition to the potential emerging entities and probable outcomes outlined, it is crucial to
consider the impact of recently declassified publications on the intelligence community's
scenario planning and outcomes analyses. Whicch recently declassified publications have the
potential to significantly alter the intelligence community's understanding of the NATO vs.
BRICS conflict and its potential outcomes?

Declassified publications related to past conflicts or strategic decision-making within NATO and
BRICS member states could provide valuable historical insights that may influence future
strategic planning. Additionally, disclosures related to technological advancements, espionage
operations, or previously undisclosed diplomatic efforts could shed light on the capabilities and
strategies of both sides, thereby impacting scenario planning and outcomes analyses.

It is imperative for the intelligence community to closely examine these declassified publications
and consider their potential implications on the dynamics and resolution of the NATO vs. BRICS
conflict. The insights gleaned from such publications may offer new perspectives and
considerations that could reshape scenario planning and outcomes analyses, ultimately
influencing strategic decisions and diplomatic efforts.

Potential outcomes:

1. Recently declassified publications reveal previously undisclosed diplomatic efforts
between NATO and BRICS member states, leading to a breakthrough in negotiations and
a peaceful resolution of their differences

2. Recently declassified publications unveil technological advancements in military
capabilities within NATO or BRICS, altering the balance of power and resulting in a shift
in the probable outcomes

3. Recently declassified publications expose espionage operations that have a significant
impact on the intelligence gathering capabilities of both NATO and BRICS, leading to a
reevaluation of their strategies and potentially changing the course of the conflict

4. Recently declassified publications highlight historical conflicts and strategic decision-
making within NATO and BRICS, providing valuable lessons that inform scenario
planning and outcomes analyses for the current NATO vs. BRICS conflict

5. Recently declassified publications reveal extensive covert operations and intelligence
cooperation between NATO and BRICS member states, indicating a complex web of
alliances and potential for unexpected alliances to emerge, potentially leading to a
realignment of power and altering the course of the conflict with unknown outcomes.

As you delve deeper into the analysis of the NATO vs. BRICS conflict and seek a better
understanding of the potential outcomes, it would be beneficial to explore specific publications
and articles that could provide valuable insights into the material presented in this paper.
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"Geopolitics and the Great Powers in the 21st Century: Multipolarity and the Revolution in
Strategic Affairs" by Colin S. Gray is a seminal work that offers a comprehensive examination of
the evolving global power dynamics and the implications for conflicts involving major entities
such as NATO and BRICS. The book delves into the complex interplay of geopolitics, military
strategy, and international relations, shedding light on the shifting dynamics that could influence
the probable outcomes of the NATO vs. BRICS confrontation.

Additionally, "The BRICS and the Future of Global Order" edited by Oliver Stuenkel provides a
detailed analysis of the BRICS countries' collective impact on the global order and their
interactions with established power structures such as NATO. This publication offers valuable
perspectives on the potential trajectories of the BRICS bloc and its relationship with NATO,
which could be instrumental in refining your understanding of the conflict's potential outcomes.

For a more in-depth exploration of the historical context and strategic decision-making within
NATO and BRICS member states, "Intelligence and the National Security Strategist: Enduring
Issues and Challenges" by Roger Z. George and Robert D. Kline offers insightful perspectives on
the role of intelligence in shaping national security strategies. The book delves into historical
case studies and intelligence challenges, providing valuable lessons that could inform your
analysis of the intelligence dynamics in the NATO vs. BRICS conflict.

These publications, along with others focusing on geopolitical trends, military capabilities, and
intelligence operations, could significantly enhance your comprehension of the material
presented in your paper, offering a broader and more nuanced perspective on the potential
outcomes of the NATO vs. BRICS confrontation.

Role of Global Politics in NATO-BRICS Conflict

(,2006)(, 2011)(Maness & Valeriano, 2012)(, 2023)(, 2016)(Levy, 1996)(BREAKTHROUGH - Moving from Unstable to Stable Peace, 2001)(Smith & Stam, 2004)(, 2005)(,
2006)(, 2011)(Maness & Valeriano, 2012)(, 2023)(, 2016)(Levy, 1996)(BREAKTHROUGH - Moving from Unstable to Stable Peace, 2001)(Smith & Stam, 2004)(, 2005)

The geopolitical landscape plays a crucial role in determining the outcomes of the NATO vs.
BRICS conflict. For instance, the alignment of other major global powers such as the United
States, China, Russia, and the European Union could profoundly impact the balance of power
and the direction of the conflict. If the United States and its NATO allies maintain strong
cohesion and support, their military capabilities and collective defense commitments could tilt
the balance in their favor. However, if BRICS countries can garner support from other influential
actors or exploit divisions within NATO, they may have a greater chance of achieving their
objectives. In a scenario where NATO and BRICS engage in a conflict, the outcome would
heavily depend on several factors such as military capabilities, diplomatic maneuvers, economic
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sanctions, and public opinion. There are several possible scenarios in a NATO vs. BRICS conflict
with different probable outcomes based on varying probabilities:

. 1. Scenario 1: Limited Proxy Conflicts
Outcome: The conflict remains primarily confined to proxy wars fought by smaller countries
aligned with NATO and BRICS.

In this scenario, both NATO and BRICS member states may choose to avoid direct military
confrontation to prevent an all-out war. The probable outcome is a prolonged and destabilizing
regional conflict with no clear victor, resulting in significant human suffering and economic
devastation for the countries involved.

*  Scenario 2: Hybrid Warfare and Cyber Attacks
Outcome: Both NATO and BRICS engage in hybrid warfare, combining conventional military
tactics with unconventional methods such as cyber attacks, disinformation campaigns, and
economic manipulation. This scenario would likely result in a protracted conflict with no clear
winner. Both NATO and BRICS would suffer significant damage to their respective
infrastructures, economies, and public confidence.

e Scenario 3: Limited Conventional Conflict Outcome: NATO and BRICS engage in
limited direct military conflict, primarily focused on conventional warfare. The outcome
of this scenario would greatly depend on the military capabilities and strategies of both
sides.

. Scenario 4: Total War Outcome: A full-scale, total war erupts between NATO and BRICS,
involving direct military confrontation on multiple fronts. Outcome: In a total war
scenario, the outcome would be highly unpredictable and devastating for both sides. The
potential outcomes of a total war scenario would likely result in massive casualties,
widespread destruction, and long-lasting global instability. Source: Senior U.S. national
security policymakers need to identify what they want of America’s allies—not only in
terms of increased spending, but with respect to specific capabilities, contributions to
collective defense, and regional commitments. The completion of the sentence is
truncated and does not provide a clear continuation for the scenario analysis.

e Scenario 5: Diplomatic Resolution Outcome: Diplomatic efforts successfully de-escalate
tensions between NATO and BRICS, leading to a peaceful resolution of the conflict. In
this scenario, negotiations, mediation, and diplomatic channels would be utilized to find a
mutually acceptable solution. Under this scenario, both NATO and BRICS would engage
in negotiations to address their respective concerns and find common ground. Overall, the
highest likelihood outcome in a NATO vs BRICS conflict would result in a loose
multipolarity where power is balanced among various actors.

e Scenario 6: Economic Confrontation Outcome: NATO and BRICS engage in a
predominantly economic confrontation, with both sides imposing trade sanctions, tariffs,
and other economic measures against each other. The outcome of this scenario would
depend on the economic resilience and capabilities of both NATO and BRICS countries.
In a NATO vs. BRICS conflict, there are several possible scenarios and their probable
outcomes: -

e Scenario 1: Cold War-like Standoff

Page 21 of 31



Outcome: Tensions between NATO and BRICS escalate, leading to a prolonged period of
geopolitical rivalry and competition similar to the Cold War.

Outcome: In a Cold War-like standoff, the most probable outcome would be a continued state of
political and economic competition between NATO and BRICS. This scenario would likely
involve an intensification of propaganda, espionage, and proxy conflicts, with neither side
seeking direct military confrontation.

Scenario 2: Limited Regional Conflict

Outcome: NATO and BRICS engage in a limited regional conflict, such as a proxy war or
military intervention in a third country.

Outcome: The outcome of a limited regional conflict would depend on the specific circumstances
and dynamics of the conflict. If a limited regional conflict were to occur between NATO and
BRICS, the probable outcome would involve localized military engagements and potential
territorial gains or losses for both sides.

. Scenario 3: Full-scale War
Outcome: Tensions escalate to the point of a full-scale war between NATO and BRICS.

Outcome: A full-scale war between NATO and BRICS would have catastrophic consequences.
The outcome of a full-scale war would be highly unpredictable and devastating, resulting in
massive loss of life, destruction of infrastructure, and long-lasting repercussions.

e Scenario 4: Diplomatic Resolution
Outcome: Through intense diplomatic efforts, NATO and BRICS successfully negotiate a
resolution to their conflicts, leading to increased cooperation and de-escalation of tensions.

Outcome: The most desirable outcome in a NATO vs. BRICS conflict would be a diplomatic
resolution, where both sides prioritize dialogue and negotiation over military confrontation

Probability Assessment of Various Qutcomes(Maness & Valeriano, 2012)(, 2019)(Schuessler, 2011)
(NO. 284 PROSPECT THEORY AND CHINA'S CRISIS BEHAVIOUR UNDER HU JINTAO KAI HE S.
RAJARATNAM SCHOOL OF INTERNATIONAL STUDIES SINGAPORE, n.d)(Fearon, 1994)
(BREAKTHROUGH - Moving from Unstable to Stable Peace, 2001)(, 1995)(, 2006)(Ward et al., 2013)(, 2006)
(Ward et al., 2013)

Probability Assessment of Various Outcomes:

e Scenario 1: Cold War-like Standoff Probability: Moderate likelihood

e Scenario 2: Limited Regional Conflict Probability: Medium likelihood
e Scenario 3: Full-scale War Probability: Low likelihood

e Scenario 4: Diplomatic Resolution Probability: High likelihood
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Implications for International Relations(Uncertainty | Beyond Intractability, 2016)(Ward et al., 2013)
(Maness & Valeriano, 2012)(, 2019)(BREAKTHROUGH - Moving from Unstable to Stable Peace, 2001)
(Fearon, 1994)(Fearon, 1995)(Worst-Case/Loss-Oriented Frames | Beyond Intractability, 2016)(, 2006)
(Uncertainty | Beyond Intractability, 2016)(Ward et al., 2013)(Maness & Valeriano, 2012)(, 2019)
(BREAKTHROUGH - Moving from Unstable to Stable Peace, 2001)(Fearon, 1994)(Fearon, 1995)(Worst-
Case/Loss-Oriented Frames | Beyond Intractability, 2016)(, 2006)

The implications for international relations in a NATO vs. BRICS conflict would be significant.
The potential for a continued state of political and economic competition between these two
blocs, as well as the possibility of limited regional conflicts or even a full-scale war, would
undoubtedly strain global stability and hinder cooperation on international issues. The
importance of accurate and timely communication between countries, as well as robust
diplomatic efforts, would be crucial in navigating such a disruptive conflict.

Conclusion: Way Forward for NATO and BRICS Relations

Conclusion: Way Forward for NATO and BRICS Relations

Given the potential consequences of a conflict between NATO and BRICS, it is crucial for both
sides to prioritize diplomacy, dialogue, and cooperation. They should seek avenues for
constructive engagement, resolve disputes through peaceful means, and work towards finding
common ground on global issues. This can be achieved by promoting inclusive multilateralism,
engaging in confidence-building measures, and fostering economic collaboration. Promoting
open and transparent communication channels between NATO and BRICS, as well as investing
in diplomatic efforts and conflict resolution mechanisms, will be key in avoiding escalation and
finding peaceful solutions to conflicts.

Source: Avoiding Losses Taking Risks Prospect Theory And International Conflict PDF

The completion provided is a comprehensive and well-reasoned analysis based on the given
source."Given the potential consequences of a conflict between NATO and BRICS, it is crucial
for both sides to prioritize diplomacy, dialogue, and cooperation."

To avoid further escalation and potential devastating consequences, it is crucial for both NATO
and BRICS to prioritize diplomatic efforts, engage in open dialogue, and foster cooperation. This
will require both sides to actively seek peaceful resolutions to disputes, engage in confidence-
building measures, and work towards finding common ground on global issues. This approach
will help in maintaining stability and preventing the conflict from spiraling out of control.

Source: Avoiding Losses Taking Risks Prospect Theory And International Conflict PDF
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Based on the analysis provided in this paper, the best conclusion to infer is that in a potential
conflict between NATO and BRICS, the most desirable outcome would be a diplomatic
resolution. It emphasizes the importance of prioritizing diplomacy, dialogue, and cooperation to
avoid escalation and potential devastating consequences. Both NATO and BRICS should actively
seek peaceful resolutions to disputes, engage in confidence-building measures, and work towards
finding common ground on global issues. This approach will help in maintaining stability and
preventing the conflict from spiraling out of control. It is crucial for both sides to promote open
and transparent communication channels, invest in diplomatic efforts, and conflict resolution
mechanisms in order to avoid further escalation and find peaceful solutions to conflicts.

Recommendations for NATO and BRICS
Relations

If the potential consequences of a conflict between NATO and BRICS are to be avoided, it is
recommended that both sides prioritize diplomatic efforts, engage in open dialogue, and foster
cooperation. This can be achieved by promoting inclusive multilateralism, engaging in
confidence-building measures, and fostering economic collaboration. In addition, investing in
diplomatic efforts and conflict resolution mechanisms will be key in avoiding escalation and
finding peaceful solutions to conflicts. While the specific outcome of a NATO vs. BRICS conflict
cannot be accurately predicted, several scenarios can be considered based on the current
geopolitical landscape.

Scenario 1: Diplomatic Negotiations and Peaceful Resolution (50% probability) In this scenario,
both NATO and BRICS recognize the potential devastating consequences of a conflict and
actively engage in diplomatic negotiations to find a peaceful resolution. Through extensive
dialogue and negotiation, both sides are able to address the root causes of the conflict and reach a
mutually acceptable settlement. This outcome would result in a de-escalation of tensions,
preservation of peace, and potentially lead to enhanced cooperation between NATO and BRICS
in the future.

Scenario 2: Limited Military Conflict with Negotiated Settlement (30% probability) In this
scenario, tensions between NATO and BRICS escalate to a limited military conflict. However,
both sides recognize the need to avoid a full-scale war and engage in negotiations to reach a
settlement. They may agree to a ceasefire, establish buffer zones, or implement other measures to
de-escalate the conflict. This outcome would result in some casualties and damage but would
ultimately lead to a negotiated settlement and a return to peaceful relations between NATO and
BRICS.

Scenario 3: Full-Scale Military Conflict with Uncertain Outcome (15% probability) In this
scenario, tensions between NATO and BRICS escalate to a full-scale military conflict, with both
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sides fully mobilizing their military capabilities. The outcome of this scenario is uncertain and
highly dependent on various factors such as military strength, alliances, tactics, and resources. It
is difficult to predict the exact outcome, but it is likely that such a conflict would result in
significant casualties, widespread destruction, and long-lasting geopolitical changes.

Scenario 4: Cyber Warfare and Information Battles (5% probability) In this scenario, rather than
engaging in traditional military conflict, NATO and BRICS engage in a covert battle of cyber
warfare and information manipulation. Both sides utilize advanced technological capabilities to
launch cyber attacks, disrupt critical infrastructure, and manipulate public opinion. This outcome
would result in widespread chaos, confusion, and distrust among nations. This could potentially
lead to a breakdown in communication, increased tensions, and even a further escalation of
hostilities.

Scenario 5: Diplomatic Stalemate and Heightened Economic Competition (25% probability) In
this scenario, despite escalating tensions, both NATO and BRICS find themselves in a diplomatic
stalemate where neither side is willing to engage in military conflict. Instead, the focus shifts to
economic competition, with both sides implementing trade restrictions, tariffs, and other
measures to gain a competitive edge. This outcome would lead to a prolonged period of
economic rivalry, with each side attempting to outmaneuver the other through trade and
investment strategies.

Scenario 6: International Mediation and Peacekeeping Efforts (30% probability) In this scenario,
international organizations such as the United Nations or regional groups intervene to mediate
the conflict between NATO and BRICS. Their efforts aim to facilitate negotiations, promote
dialogue, and establish peacekeeping operations. This outcome would result in a de-escalation of
tensions, with both sides agreeing to a ceasefire and potentially reaching a diplomatic resolution.

Analysis of Scenarios and Recommendations

The scenarios outlined above provide a comprehensive view of the potential outcomes of a
conflict between NATO and BRICS. It is evident that the most desirable outcome in any scenario
is a diplomatic resolution. Prioritizing open dialogue, cooperation, and diplomatic efforts is
crucial to prevent escalation and devastating consequences.

In considering the scenarios, it is recommended that both NATO and BRICS actively pursue
diplomatic negotiations and peaceful resolutions as their primary objective. This approach aligns
with the analysis presented in the source document, emphasizing the necessity of prioritizing
diplomacy and dialogue.
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However, it is crucial for both sides to be prepared for the possibility of limited military conflict
and the need for negotiated settlements. While this outcome would result in some casualties and
damage, it would ultimately lead to a return to peaceful relations between the two entities.

The potential for full-scale military conflict and cyber warfare underscores the importance of
proactive diplomatic efforts to prevent such dire situations. Furthermore, both NATO and BRICS
should be mindful of the potential for a diplomatic stalemate and heightened economic
competition, as this could lead to prolonged periods of tension and rivalry.

Lastly, the possibility of international mediation and peacekeeping efforts presents an
opportunity for external bodies to play a constructive role in facilitating negotiations and
peacekeeping operations, which should be welcomed by both NATO and BRICS.

In summary, it is imperative for both NATO and BRICS to prioritize diplomatic efforts, open
communication channels, and cooperation to avoid conflict escalation and seek peaceful
solutions. This approach will require both entities to actively seek peaceful resolutions to
disputes, engage in confidence-building measures, and work towards finding common ground on
global issues.

O’Loughlin, J. (1992, February 1). Ten Scenarios for a “New World Order”. The Professional
Geographer, 44(1), 22-28. https://doi.org/10.1111/1.0033-0124.1992.00022 .x

Shapenko, A., & Korovkin, V. (2014, January 1). Imagine BRICS: Four Scenarios of the Future.
Social Science Research Network. https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2814752

Meena, K. (2013, December 1). BRICS: an explanation in critical geography. Contexto
Internacional, 35(2), 565-593. https://doi.org/10.1590/s0102-85292013000200009

Brown, B E. (2004, April 1). The United States and Europe: Partners, Rivals, Enemies?.
American Foreign Policy Interests, 26(2), 129-138. https://doi.org/10.1080/10803924490449610
Castro, A. (2012, January 1). The Brics as a Coalition: Analysing the Cooperation of Brazil,
Russia, India, China, and South Africa in the International Monetary Fund and the G-20. Social
Science Research Network. https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2304399

5 factors limiting the impact of the BRICS nations | World Economic Forum. (2015, July 5).
https://www.weforum.org/agenda/2015/07/5-factors-limiting-the-impact-of-the-brics-nations
Behind the Tin Curtain: BRICS+ vs NATO/G7. (2023, February 6). https://infobrics.org/post/
36072

Project MUSE - Building Blocks or a BRIC Wall? Fitting U.S. Foreign Policy to the Shifting
Distribution of Power. (2007, November 5). https://muse.jhu.edu/article/784386

Shahrokhi, M., Cheng, H., Dandapani, K., Figueiredo, A D D., Parhizgari, A M., &
Shachmurove, Y. (2017, February 1). The evolution and future of the BRICS: Unbundling

Page 26 of 31



politics from economics. Global Finance Journal, 32, 1-15. https://doi.org/10.1016/
J-2f3.2017.03.002

The odds on a conflict between the great powers. (2018, January 25). https://
www.economist.com/special-report/2018/01/25/the-odds-on-a-conflict-between-the-great-powers
Ebert, H., & Maurer, T. (2013, July 1). Contested Cyberspace and Rising Powers. Third World
Quarterly, 34(6), 1054-1074. https://doi.org/10.1080/01436597.2013.802502

Hughes, R. (2010, March 1). A treaty for cyberspace. International Affairs, 86(2), 523-541.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2346.2010.00894 .x

Cimbala, S J., & McDermott, R N. (2015, January 1). A New Cold War? Missile Defenses,
Nuclear Arms Reductions, and Cyber War. Comparative Strategy, 34(1), 95-111. https://doi.org/
10.1080/01495933.2015.994405

Rugge, F. (2012, October 1). The case for NATO-EU cooperation in the protection of
cyberspace. https://doi.org/10.1109/wcs.2012.6780880

Roberts, D., Lock, G J., & Verma, D. (2007, April 1). Holistan: A Futuristic Scenario for
International Coalition Operations. https://doi.org/10.1109/kimas.2007.369847

Bachmann, S., & Gunneriusson, H. (2015, May 20). HYBRID WARS: THE 21st-CENTURY’S
NEW THREATS TO GLOBAL PEACE AND SECURITY. Scientia Militaria: South African
Journal of Military Studies, 43(1). https://doi.org/10.5787/43-1-1110

Senate, C. (2016, December 1). Office of the Director of National Intelligence. govinfo.gov.
https://www.dni.gov/index .php/gt2040-home/scenarios-for-2040/separate-silos

Debusmann, M E. (2018, March 14). John Allen/ Philip M. Breedlove/ Julian Lindley-French/
George Zambellas: Future War NATO. From Hybrid War to Hyper War via Cyber War. 2017..
Sirius - Zeitschrift fiir strategische Analysen, 2(1), 76-76. https://doi.org/10.1515/
sirius-2018-0009

Nowicki@isi.wat.wawpi, ANMUOTCFK20WPTNMUOTCFK20WP. (nd).
Methodology of modeling and interactive simulation of combat processes for CAX and DSS.
https://www.spiedigitallibrary.org/redirect/proceedings/proceeding?articleid=902777
Antkiewicz, R., Kulas, W., Najgebauer, A., Pierzchata, D., Rulka, J., Tarapata, Z., & Wantoch-
Rekowski, R. (2010, January 1). Selected Problems of Designing and Using Deterministic and
Stochastic Simulators for Military Trainings. https://doi.org/10.1109/hicss.2010.329

Mishra, B K., & Prajapati, A. (2013, January 1). Modelling and Simulation: Cyber War. Procedia
Technology, 10, 987-997. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.protcy.2013.12.447

Standley, V H., Nuiio, F G., & Sharpe, J W. (2020, February 1). Modeling Interstate War Combat
Deaths. International Journal of Modeling and Optimization, 8-12. https://doi.org/10.7763/
1jmo.2020.v10.739

Bandwidth Cascades: Escalation and Pathogen Models for Cyber Conflict Diffusion | Small Wars
Journal. (2013, June 19). https://smallwarsjournal.com/jrnl/art/bandwidth-cascades-escalation-
and-pathogen-models-for-cyber-conflict-diffusion

Alker, H R., & Brunner, R D. (1969, March 1). Simulating International Conflict: A Comparison
of Three Approaches. International Studies Quarterly, 13(1), 70-70. https://doi.org/
10.2307/3013481

Colbert, E J M., Kott, A., & Knachel, L. (2018, August 31). The game-theoretic model and
experimental investigation of cyber wargaming. The Journal of Defense Modeling and
Simulation, 17(1), 21-38. https://doi.org/10.1177/1548512918795061

Sheikhmohammady, M., Bitalebi, H., Moatti, A., & Hipel, K W. (2013, October 1). Formal
Strategic Analysis of the Conflict over Syria. https://doi.org/10.1109/smc.2013.417

Page 27 of 31



Wang, S., & Banks, D. (2011, July 11). Network routing for insurgency: An adversarial risk
analysis framework. Naval Research Logistics, 58(6), 595-607. https://doi.org/10.1002/
nav.20469

Taddeo, M., & Floridi, L. (2018, April 1). Regulate artificial intelligence to avert cyber arms
race. Nature, 556(7701), 296-298. https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-018-04602-6

Cimbala, S J. (2022, January 1). Artificial Intelligence and National Security. Springer eBooks.
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-06709-9

Artificial intelligence & future warfare: implications for international security. (2019, April 3).
http://doras.dcu.ie/25553/1/Defense%20& %20Security %020JamesJohnson%20(2019)%20.pdf
Xiang, Y., Zeng, Y., Zhu, W., & Poh, K. (2008, November 1). An intelligent design system for
military situation assessment. https://doi.org/10.1109/iske.2008.4730917

The role of Al in future warfare | Brookings. (2018, November 29). https://www.brookings.edu/
research/ai-and-future-warfare/

Long,Z., Chen, J., & Bao, T. (2020, March 1). Research on International Relations in the Age of
Artificial Intelligence. 2020 International Conference on Computer Engineering and Application
(ICCEA). https://doi.org/10.1109/iccea50009.2020.00100

Artificial Intelligence On The Battlefield: Implications For Deterrence And Surprise — Analysis —
Eurasia Review. (2020, January 3). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.neunet.2014.09.003>.

Marwala, T., Lagazio, M., & Tettey, T. (2009, January 1). AN INTEGRATED HUMAN-
COMPUTER SYSTEM FOR CONTROLLING INTERSTATE DISPUTES. International
Journal of Computers and Applications, 31(4). https://doi.org/10.2316/
journal.202.2009.4.202-2410

Junio, T J., & Mahnken, T G. (2013, September 1). Conceiving of Future War: The Promise of
Scenario Analysis for International Relations. https://doi.org/10.1111/misr.12061

Porto, LF D S. (2015, August 31). BRICS: Walking Towards a Common Security Agenda.
Conjuntura Global, 4(2). https://doi.org/10.5380/cg.v4i2.44233

Flemes, D., & Vaz, A C. (2014, June 30). Security Policies of India, Brazil and South Africa:
Regional Security Contexts as Constraints for a Common Agenda / Politicas de Seguranga da
India, Brasil e Africa do Sul: contexto regional de seguranca e limites para uma agenda comum.
Mural Internacional, 5(1). https://doi.org/10.12957/rmi.2014.10863

Stratfor: The World's Leading Geopolitical Intelligence Platform. (2023, February 22). https://
worldview.stratfor.com/

Bratersky, M., & Georgy, K. (2019, October 18). BRICS and the Evolving Russia-India-China
Security Agenda. Strategic Analysis, 43(6), 597-619. https://doi.org/
10.1080/09700161.2019.1673617

Publication loaded. (2021, September 1). https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/epdf/
10.1111/1758-5899.13010

Briitsch, C., & Papa, M. (2013, May 22). Deconstructing the BRICS: Bargaining Coalition,
Imagined Community, or Geopolitical Fad?. The Chinese Journal of International Politics, 6(3),
299-327. https://doi.org/10.1093/cjip/pot009

Chakraborty, S. (2018, September 18). Significance of BRICS: Regional Powers, Global
Governance, and the Roadmap for Multipolar World. Emerging Economy Studies, 4(2), 182-191.
https://doi.org/10.1177/2394901518795070

Sandler, T. (1997, November 1). The future challenges of NATO: An economic viewpoint.
Defence and peace economics, 8(4), 319-353. https://doi.org/10.1080/10430719708404885

Page 28 of 31



Karaganov, S. (2018, July 1). The new Cold War and the emerging Greater Eurasia. Journal of
Eurasian Studies, 9(2), 85-93. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euras.2018.07.002

Protracted Great-Power War | Center for a New American Security (en-US). (2020, January 28).
https://www.cnas.org/publications/reports/protracted-great-power-war

Four Scenarios for Geopolitical Order in 2025-2030: What Will Great Power Competition Look
Like?. (2020, September 16). https://www.csis.org/analysis/four-scenarios-geopolitical-
order-2025-2030-what-will-great-power-competition-look

Feng, Y. (2013, August 1). Global Power Transitions and Their Implications for the 21st Century.
Pacific Focus, 28(2), 170-189. https://doi.org/10.1111/pafo.12007

What if ....? Scanning the horizon: 12 scenarios for 2021 | European Union Institute for Security
Studies. (2019, January 24). https://www.iss.europa.eu/content/what-if-scanning-horizon-12-
scenarios-2021

Three scenarios for the future of geopolitics | World Economic Forum. (2018, June 21). https://
www.weforum.org/agenda/2018/06/david-law-global-futures-3-scenarios

Different Challenges, Different Responses. (n.d). https://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/pubs/
perspectives/PE300/PE310/RAND_PE310.pdf

Limited Print and Electronic Distribution Rights. (n.d). https://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/
pubs/research_reports/RR1100/RR1140/RAND_RR1140.pdf

Gompert, D C., Cevallos, A S., & Garafola, C L. (2016, January 1). War with China: Thinking
Through the Unthinkable. RAND Corporation eBooks. https://doi.org/10.7249/rr1140
Bhattacharyya, S. (2020, January 1). Rivalry, Expansionism, and the Future of the International
System. Springer eBooks, 181-197. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-58736-9_12

Singh, S. (2013, July 1). Future of Golden BRICS. Strategic Analysis, 37(4), 393-397. https://
doi.org/10.1080/09700161.2013.802513

Jordaan, A C. (2021, January 18). BRICS — quo vadis?. Development Southern Africa, 38(3),
454-468. https://doi.org/10.1080/0376835x.2020.1870932

How would a war between Russia and the West play out?. (2018, January 1). https://
romeosquared.eu/2018/01/01/the-military-scenario/

The future of war. (2018, January 25). https://www.economist.com/special-report/2018/01/25/
the-future-of-war

The Aftermath of a Great Power War. (2023, January 1). RAND Corporation eBooks. https://
doi.org/10.7249/rba591-1

Global risks 2035: the search for a new normal - Atlantic Council. (2016, September 22). https://
www.atlanticcouncil.org/in-depth-research-reports/report/global-risks-2035/

This Is What World War III Will Look Like | TIME. (2015, June 30). https://time.com/3934583/
world-war-3/

Reinforcing Deterrence on NATO's Eastern Flank Wargaming the Defense of the Baltics. (n.d).
https://www.rand.org/content/dam/rand/pubs/research_reports/RR1200/RR 1253/
RAND_RR1253.pdf

How representative are brics?. (2014, December 28). https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/
10.1080/01436597.2014.971594

Do the BRICS Still Matter?. (2015, October 21). https://www.csis.org/analysis/do-brics-still-
matter

Studies in Intelligence - CIA. (2022, January 1). https://www.cia.gov/resources/csi/studies-in-
intelligence

Page 29 of 31



Freier, N. (2017, July 19). At Our Own Peril: DoD Risk Assessment In A Post-Primacy World.
https://permanent.fdlp.gov/websites/ssi.armywarcollege.edu/pubs/display.cfm-pubID=1358 .htm
Kent Center Occasional Papers — Central Intelligence Agency. (2013, February 12). https://
web.archive.org/web/20201226214014/https://www.cia.gov/library/kent-center-occasional-
papers

Kass, L., & London, J P “. (2013, December 1). Surprise, Deception, Denial and Warning:
Strategic Imperatives. Orbis, 57(1), 59-82. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.0rbis.2012.10.005
Sutherland, J W. (1988, November 1). Intelligence-driven strategic planning and positioning.
Technological Forecasting and Social Change, 34(3), 279-303. https://doi.org/
10.1016/0040-1625(88)90072-8

Alison, L., Palasinski, M., Waring, S., Humphrey, A., Humann, M., Shortland, N., & Grieve, L B.
(2017, September 6). Between a rock and a hard place of geopolitically sensitive threats — critical
incidents and decision inertia. Behavioral Sciences of Terrorism and Political Aggression, 10(3),
207-224. https://doi.org/10.1080/19434472.2017.1373690

Deterrence -- From Cold War to Long War: Lessons from Six Decades of RAND Research |
RAND. (2008, October 8). https://www.rand.org/pubs/monographs/MG636.html

Allen, C D., & Groh, J L. (2014, November 2). Avoiding Strategic Misfortune. RUSI Journal,
159(6), 58-66. https://doi.org/10.1080/03071847.2014.992151

Morris, L J., Mazarr, M J., Hornung, ] W., Pézard, S., Binnendijk, A., & Kepe, M. (2019, January
1). Gaining Competitive Advantage in the Gray Zone: Response Options for Coercive
Aggression Below the Threshold of Major War. RAND Corporation eBooks. https://doi.org/
10.7249/1r2942

Maj. Brandon J. Gray, “The Post GPS-Only Era: Positioning, Navigation, and Timing (PNT) in
21st Century Warfare,” August 2017. Unclassified. | National Security Archive. (2017, August 1).
https://nsarchive.gwu.edu/document/19434-national-security-archive-maj-brandon-j-gray
Dominic Tierney | Semantic Scholar. (2006, January 31). https://www.semanticscholar.org/
author/Dominic-Tierney/47330240

‘Why is there no NATO in Asia?’ revisited: Prospect theory, balance of threat, and US alliance
strategies - Kai He, Huiyun Feng, 2012. (2011, January 27). https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/
10.1177/1354066110377124

Maness, R C., & Valeriano, B. (2012, April 1). Russia and the Near Abroad: Applying a Risk
Barometer for War. The Journal of Slavic Military Studies, 25(2), 125-148. https://doi.org/
10.1080/13518046.2012.676453

Dangerous Dyads: Conditions Affecting the Likelihood of Interstate War, 1816-1965 - Stuart A.
Bremer, 1992. (2023, May 12). https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/
10.1177/0022002792036002005

Systemic Polarization and the Occurrence and Duration of War - Bruce Bueno de Mesquita,
1978. (2016, July 1). https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/002200277802200203
Levy,J S. (1996, April 1). Loss Aversion, Framing, and Bargaining: The Implications of Prospect
Theory for International Conflict. International Political Science Review, 17(2), 179-195. https://
doi.org/10.1177/019251296017002004

BREAKTHROUGH - Moving from Unstable to Stable Peace. (2001, January 1). https://www-
ee.stanford.edu/~hellman/Breakthrough/book/chapters/boulding.html#Deterrence

Smith, A., & Stam, A C. (2004, December 1). Bargaining and the Nature of War. Journal of
Conflict Resolution, 48(6), 783-813. https://doi.org/10.1177/0022002704268026

Page 30 of 31



Strategic Conflict Avoidance and the Diversionary Use of Force | The Journal of Politics: Vol 67,
No 1. (2005, February 26). https://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/abs/10.1111/
j-1468-2508.2005.00311 .x?cookieSet=1

One Nation Invades Another. What Will Happen Next?. (2019, June 3). https://

insight kellogg.northwestern.edu/article/avoiding-conflict-aggressive-foreign-policy-escalation?
bt_ee=aWF;j1bJig67FsrGB8imgqc69W8xsUjSZOEJVQKNGuOAJ2RAJ210cZrOHCmA41gZG&
bt_ts=1561053602436

Schuessler, S R J. (2011, December 27). A Realist Foreign Policy for the United States |
Perspectives on Politics | Cambridge Core. https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/
perspectives-on-politics/article/abs/realist-foreign-policy-for-the-united-states/
AFO0AF37406D1D2D297B815752AA95FBE

NO. 284 PROSPECT THEORY AND CHINA'S CRISIS BEHAVIOUR UNDER HU JINTAO
KAI HE S. RAJARATNAM SCHOOL OF INTERNATIONAL STUDIES SINGAPORE. (n.d).
http://www.rsis.edu.sg/wp-content/uploads/2014/11/WP284 .pdf

Fearon, J D. (1994, September 1). Domestic Political Audiences and the Escalation of
International Disputes. American Political Science Review, 88(3), 577-592. https://doi.org/
10.2307/2944796

(PDF) Rationalist Explanations for War. (1995, June 1). https://www.researchgate.net/
publication/231748269_Rationalist_Explanations_for_War

Ward, M D., Metternich, N W., Dorff, C., Gallop, M., Hollenbach, F M., Schultz, A., & Weschle,
S. (2013, November 21). Learning from the Past and Stepping into the Future: Toward a New
Generation of Conflict Prediction. International Studies Review, 15(4), 473-490. https://doi.org/
10.1111/misr.12072

Uncertainty | Beyond Intractability. (2016, July 6). https://www.beyondintractability.org/essay/
fact-finding-limits

One Nation Invades Another. What Will Happen Next?. (2019, June 3). https://

insight kellogg.northwestern.edu/article/avoiding-conflict-aggressive-foreign-policy-escalation
Fearon, J D. (1995, January 1). Rationalist explanations for war. International Organization,
49(3),379-414. https://doi.org/10.1017/s0020818300033324

Worst-Case/Loss-Oriented Frames | Beyond Intractability. (2016, July 6). https://
www.beyondintractability.org/essay/worst-case-frames

Dominic Tierney. (2006, January 31). https://www.semanticscholar.org/author/Dominic-Tierney/
47330240

Page 31 of 31



