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Introduction

Geopolitics is to analyze and predict the strategic situation of 
the world or region and the political behavior of relevant 
countries according to various geographical factors and the 
regional form of the political pattern, and then formulate a 
national strategic layout (Aras, 2001). Therefore, geographi-
cal factors have become a basic element influencing the 
political behavior of the country. Eurasia is the most densely 
populated area in the world. Due to its large population, com-
plex races, diverse religious beliefs, cultural differences and 
other factors, it has become the core area of the strategic 
game between major powers in Eurasia, attracting the atten-
tion of many scholars (Kobenko, 2016). In the “Heart 
Theory” of the continent, the British scholar Mackinder 
(1943) stated that whoever rules Eastern Europe can domi-
nate the heartland, whoever rules the world-island can com-
mand the world. Eurasia is located to the west of China, 
while Central Asia, the Middle East, and Eastern Europe are 
the heart of Eurasia. After the cold war, the importance of 
Eurasia’s status has become increasingly more prominent. 
Many scholars commonly identify states such as Russia, 
Turkey, Brazil, China, India, and South Africa as “regional 
powers” (Köstem, 2018) which have greater political and 

economic impact in the region. The domination of the 
Eurasian continent, particularly its “heart” and “weakness” 
zone will definitely have a huge impact on the international 
political landscape of Eurasia and, by implication, the rest of 
the world (Clark, 2011).

Some scholars believe that the geopolitical center of the 
world has shifted from west to east (Yan, 2012). The geopo-
litical center of international politics is not determined by its 
natural geographic location. A region must have two condi-
tions to become a world center. First, the region must include 
the most influential countries in the world. That is, one or 
several countries should have world-class military and cul-
tural power and become a model for other countries in the 
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world to imitate. Secondly, the world center should also be 
the region with the most concentrated international conflicts 
(Yan, 2016). As the owner of the “central zone,” Eurasia’s 
natural oil energy advantage has been a prone zone of inter-
national disputes since ancient times.

Competition for Political Influence

The power and political games of the United States (USA), 
the European Union (EU), Russia, and China as regional 
powers in Eurasia are driving the evolution of the region’s 
geopolitical landscape (Han et al., 2019). Some scholars 
point out that the USA, Europe, and Russia, and the USA, 
Russia, and China already have a classic triangular relation-
ship, and that the relationship between Europe, Russia, and 
China is accumulating (Mastanduno, 2019). Russia’s Greater 
Eurasian Partnership gradually shifted Russia’s diplomacy to 
Eastern Eurasia, shrinking its power in Eurasia, withdrawing 
from the Caribbean, Cuba, and Africa, and focusing on its 
surroundings—that is, the “heartland” and “weakness” zone 
(Sengupta, 2009). In order for the USA to establish a new 
world order and to maintain its status, it must take the lead in 
fighting for “dominance” in Eurasia and lead in the drive to 
contain other countries. Therefore, the USA and Russia as 
the opponents in the game, the game between the USA and 
Russia in the Eurasian region is constantly changing, leading 
to frequent conflicts and local wars, and a highly unstable 
political environment.

As the geopolitical relationship between Europe and Asia 
shifts, economic and cultural integration gradually increases 
the ties between the two sides. European countries also rec-
ognize that China’s opportunities and challenges are gradu-
ally changing (Buszynski, 2019). In 2013, China implemented 
“The Belt and Road” initiative, which covers and runs 
through central Eurasia. The continuous construction of 
“The Belt and Road” for the past several years has not only 
promoted the connection and interconnection of the coun-
tries along the route, but also improved the economic and 
trade environment of the region, and increased China’s polit-
ical influence in the region (Tracy et al., 2017). This increas-
ing investment in political resources for global governance 
will, to a certain extent, affect the geopolitical pattern of the 
central region of Eurasia. Political stability in Eurasia directly 
affects the connectivity and cultural exchanges of “The Belt 
and Road” as well as the business environment it serves. The 
study of the topic will help to identify the evolutionary trend 
of the region’s political influence, respond scientifically to 
China’s political events in the region, and reduce “The Belt 
and Road” risk. Therefore, Eurasia is also a key area for 
China’s competitiveness.

In addition, the political influence of international organi-
zations on Eurasia has also gradually increased. With the 
establishment of the G20 and BRICS organizations, many 
international organizations have participated in international 
political competitions. International organizations such as 

The Shanghai Cooperation Organization (SCO) and the EU 
also agree that Eurasia has incomparable political, economic, 
and geographical advantages and has great development 
potential and prospects (Dutkiewicz et al., 2018). Therefore, 
international organizations also frequently participate in the 
political game of Eurasia.

In 2011, the geopolitical game of Eurasia led to the Syrian 
issue (Hinnebusch, 2012) and the Ukrainian issue in 2013. 
Syria’s geographical location is an important basis for 
Russia’s international competition (Zhao, 2019). The evolu-
tion of these two events reflects the changes in the geopoliti-
cal pattern and influence in the region. The most important 
political event in the Eurasia region is the Syria issue. The 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) countries repre-
sented by the USA and the EU have expanded their political 
influence, compressed Russia’s influence, and increased their 
penetration and influence within Ukraine, which compounded 
the Ukrainian crisis. The crisis in Ukraine reflects the pro-
found contradictions in the development of the situation in 
Europe (Y. Shuai et al., 2019). The major global powers and 
influential international organizations in the region have both 
invested in and gamed political assets around these two major 
events, affecting the associated negotiation processes and 
promoting the evolution of these two issues. Therefore, this 
research uses Ukraine and Syria as the unit of analysis.

Overall, the intense political game in the region can lead 
to major political events. Geopolitical forces within and 
outside the region will participate in the events, driving the 
evolution of the events and thus influencing the political 
landscape of the entire region. As far as Eurasia is concerned, 
after the events in Ukraine and Syria, political forces such as 
countries and international organizations were involved in 
the resolution of the events. How these political forces will 
use these two events to drive the political landscape of the 
entire region and where the political landscape of Eurasia 
will go in the future are issues of our concern. The analysis 
of these issues will provide us with an explanation of the 
main causes and future trends of conflict in the Eurasian con-
tinent, which is of great significance for understanding the 
future development of the region and related countries.

Eurasia is the core region where the great powers play 
their games. Countries within and outside the region have 
important political and economic interests in the region, and 
these countries form complex networks based on political 
and economic relationships. Nodes (countries) in the net-
work interact with each other and economic benefits are 
transferred or exchanged along the links between countries. 
The structure of the relationship network will change as a 
result of important events (e.g., the adjustment of important 
national strategies in the network), which in turn affects the 
entire regional political landscape. The social network 
method has unique advantages in the study of relationships. 
First, the social network has many nodes with flexible 
connections, which can represent the heterogeneous charac-
teristics of real networks and are more in line with many real 
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networks in reality. Second, the connections in a network can 
change over time, which can reflect the evolution of node 
connections in social networks (Xu et al., 2021). These two 
features are consistent with the study of political relations in 
Eurasia. In addition, the method has been applied in the field 
of politics (Zech & Gabbay, 2016). Therefore, this paper uses 
the approach of social network analysis (SNA) to study the 
evolutionary trends in Eurasia.

This research first introduces the importance of Eurasia’s 
geographic location. The background of countries and inter-
national organizations competing for Eurasia is organized in 
Section 2. The Section 3 introduces the research method of 
complex networks to study the influence of countries and 
international organizations on Eurasia based on relevant 
international events. The Section 4 presents the data analysis 
through the calculation of network centrality and load value, 
followed by the discussion and conclusion.

Methodology

In recent years, the Network has received great attention 
from international relations studies (Gökçe et al., 2014). 
Network approaches are widespread in political science 
(Zech & Gabbay, 2016), and scholars have sought to under-
stand how networks of inter-governmental organizations 
affect cooperation and conflict between nations (Michael, 
2012). Social network is a method used to analyze social 
relations, which well describes various connections between 
nodes in the relational network and reflects the changes in 
relations. This paper uses the social network analysis method 
to analyze the political influence of regional powers in 
Eurasia. SNA analyzes and processes relational data, and the 
unit of analysis is relational. The core of social network anal-
ysis is to study the social-economic structure from the per-
spective of “relationships” (J. Liu, 2009). Social network 
methods are generally applied in the fields of professional 
mobility, the impact of urbanization on individual happiness, 
the world’s political and economic systems, and international 
trade (Vidmer et al., 2015). Since the “911” incident, the 
descriptive and explanatory potential of SNA in political 
group research has attracted many scholars (Perliger & 
Pedahzur, 2011). With the increasing recognition in aca-
demic circles of the important links between group dynamics 
and social structures and the motivations and behaviors of 
their members, SNA has continued to develop in researching 
political issues (Perliger & Pedahzur 2011). SNA can better 
capture the theoretical patterns we would expect to observe 
(Gade et al., 2019). Most literature applies qualitative meth-
ods to discuss the policies and influence of related countries 
in the research on Eurasia. Russia and China have been pur-
suing the “Eurasian Economic Union” and “The Belt and 
Road” initiative since the early 2010s, employing two dis-
tinct sets of practices in their respective influence-building 
endeavors (Kaczmarski, 2017). Uzbekistan is the only cen-
tral Asian country to pursue an active and independent 

foreign policy, and its strategic values and its role as a 
regional player are crucial to the security of the Eurasian 
continent (Cornell, 2000). Only limited literature describes 
the development of political games between important coun-
tries in Eurasia from a quantitative perspective.

The topological characteristics of network analysis meth-
ods are important because their interactions directly affect 
the function of a particular network. These characteristics 
make SNA extremely valuable in the political context 
(Hämmerli et al., 2006). There are many nodes in the net-
work, each country is a small node, and the connections 
between nodes are not random (Kenney et al., 2017). When 
there is an influence between two countries, a line is formed 
between the nodes. The more connections there are, the 
greater the impact of that node on the other nodes. The SNA 
method used in this paper effectively analyzes the coopera-
tive game between important node countries and the Eurasian 
continent, as well as the future development trends. The evo-
lution of political events in a certain region is often the result 
of a game between political groups and forces, and also a 
comprehensive reflection of the role of international organi-
zations and national political influence. Major global powers 
and influential international organizations have participated 
in the resolution of these two events. The process of gaming 
and negotiation of various political forces directly affects 
and promotes the evolution of these two issues. International 
organizations often adopt negotiations and meetings to coor-
dinate political issues. Therefore, the participation issues and 
results of relevant international organizations can be used to 
judge their degree of participation and attitude.

Most research into political networks has relied on either 
specialized survey data or data collected by government 
agencies. Data collected through local networks is an alter-
native to ensuring a continuous flow of information, with 
less reliance on global news sources and less control of men-
tal institutions (Schrodt et al., 2005). Gibson (2001) used 
data from nationwide interviews to study the spread of dem-
ocratic ideas in Russia through social networks. The purpose 
of this article is to collect and analyze Internet data on the 
conflict in Ukraine and the events in Syria. Therefore, news 
reports represent the original data source. Thus, this article 
summarizes the news from the political conferences and 
events to resolve the Syrian and Ukrainian issues that have 
been reported since 2011, and conducts research through 
complex networks.

The analysis process of this article is divided into three 
steps: First, international news reports the facts of what has 
been happened. News as first-hand information is authentic 
and logical. Therefore, this research uses news reports as the 
source of information. We searched the Syrian crisis and the 
Ukrainian crisis through reliable websites (Xinhua News 
Agency, Tencent News, Sina International, Russian Satellite 
News Agency, etc.), sorted by year (Tables 1 and 2) to record 
the events from the Syrian crisis and the Ukrainian crisis. 
Second, we used the information collected above to draw a 
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Table 1. International Organizations’ Participation in Syria Events.

Year Syria events

2011 1. United Nations Security Council (UNSC) votes on Syria draft resolution1

2. Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE) discusses Syria issue
3. BRICS countries oppose Libyan settlement of Syria2

4. An advance delegation of the League of Arab States arrives in Syria3

5. Islamic Cooperation calls for peaceful settlement of Syria4

2012 1. The EU resolves to extend sanctions on Syria again5

2. Islamic cooperation organization suspends Syria membership6

3. UN Security Council vote on draft resolution on Syria
4. G8 leaders call on Syrian government to allow humanitarian organization representatives to enter
5. Shanghai Cooperation seeks a peaceful solution to the Syrian issue7

6.  The Commonwealth of Independent States (CIS) member states expressed a common position on the situation in Syria in 
the declaration.8

7. G20 opposes military intervention in Syria by the international community9

8. Arab League’s efforts to reach political settlement of Syria crisis are priority10

9. BRICS dialogue is the only solution to Syria and Iran11

2013 1. EU lifts arms embargo on Syria12

2. UN Security Council authorizes UN to dispatch advance team13

3. BRICS meeting believes military strikes will hurt world economy14

4. Syria reach consensus at G8 summit15

5. G20 is deeply divided over whether to crack down on Syria16

6. Islamic cooperation group calls for resolution of humanitarian crisis in Syria17

7. Arab League highlights political settlement as priority for Syria18

2014 1. EU opposes Syrian presidential election
2. UN Security Council draft resolution submitted to the International Criminal Court on Syria19

3. G8 reaches consensus on Syria incident20

4. G20 Putin and Obama discuss Syrian chemical weapons21

5. Islamic Cooperation calls for dialogue to resolve Syria22

6. The Arab League immediately stops violent conflict and opposes all external interference
7. SCO member states support Syria’s sovereignty integrity

2015 1. EU holds Foreign Ministers’ meeting in response to Russia’s entry into Syria
2. UN Security Council agrees on political settlement of Syria23

3. Syrian civil war becomes one of the topics involved in the G7
4. G20 summit focuses on security issues in Syria and Europe
5. Syria applies to join SCO24

6. BRICS convenes Foreign Ministers’ meeting on Syria25

7. Arab League “Syrian International Support Group” reaches consensus26

8. OSCE believes international alliance should be established on Syria27

9. Islamic Cooperation Organization meeting includes discussions on Syria and other issues28

10. NATO to start consultations on Russian air strikes29

2016 1. EU foreign ministers’ meeting focuses on the situation in Syria30

2. UN Security Council votes on draft resolution on situation in Aleppo, Syria31

3. Syria and Ukraine issues among the topics of the G8 meeting
4. G20 USA and Russia fail to reach consensus32

5. Turkey, Russia, Iran issue joint statement saying political solution to Syria issue is the only effective way
6. Syria International Support Group holds Fourth Foreign Ministers’ Meeting
7. BRICS seeks peaceful solution to Syria
8. OSCE Foreign Ministers’ Meeting expected to focus on Syria and Ukraine33

9. Islamic cooperative secretary-general calls for ceasefire in Syrian Ramadan34

2017 1. EU adopts strategy on Syria35

2. UN Security Council votes on Syria draft resolution36

3. G7 Group Foreign Ministers’ Meeting Gathers Syria37

4. Trump and Putin discuss Syria on G20 summit38

5. Syria files application to join SCO39

6. BRICS leaders approve of Syria’s Syrian conflict degraded zone40

7. Arab League will cooperate closely in joint fight against terrorism in Syria41

8. Russia-Turkey summit expected to promote closer cooperation among the three countries42,43

(continued)
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Table 2. International Organizations’ Participation in Ukraine Events.

Year Ukraine events

2013 EU suspends signing of agreement with Ukraine53

2014 1. OSCE launches fierce confrontation over Ukraine crisis54

2. OECD strengthens cooperation with Ukraine55

3. EU member states’ study response to Ukraine crisis56

4. The UN Security Council holds an emergency meeting on the situation in Ukraine57

5. G7 issues statement ready to tighten sanctions on Russia58

6. Shanghai Cooperation Organization calls for peace to be restored in Ukraine as soon as possible59

7. NATO accelerates military expansion with Ukraine crisis60

8. Ukraine crisis becomes hot topic at the G2061

9. BRICS calls for full dialogue in Ukraine62

2015 1.  North Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO) does not plan to send troops to the conflict areas in Eastern Ukraine to assist 
the Ukrainian army63

2. OSCE calls for closure of Russia-Ukraine border to ease conflict64

3. G7 to discuss Russia-Ukraine conflict65

4. BRICS inclusive political dialogue is the only way to resolve Ukraine’s crisis66

5. UN Security Council holds public meeting and has been unifying Ukraine’s critical resolution 67

6. EU extends sanctions on Ukraine twice in a row68

7. G20 discusses bailout in Ukraine69

8. Normandy Four Nations Summit holds talks on Ukraine70

2016 1. OSCE Foreign Ministers’ Meeting reaches consensus on refugee issues and crisis in Ukraine71

2. EU will further extend sanctions against Russia in response to Ukraine crisis72

3. UN Security Council to discuss conflict between Ukraine and Russia on Thursday73

4. NATO reaches comprehensive aid program for Ukraine74

5. G7 leaders propose lifting sanctions on Russia75

6. Crimea is Uzbek territory in the Normandy four-party talks76

7. Russian, German, and French leaders will discuss Ukraine during G20 summit77

8. SCO supports peace restoration in Ukraine as soon as possible78

2017 1. EU extends deadline for crisis sanctions blacklist in Ukraine79

2. The UN Security Council expresses its deep concern over the deterioration of the situation in eastern Ukraine80

3. The BRICS countries are very neutral on Ukraine
4. OSCE finds Ukraine violates agreement to withdraw heavy weapons81

5. Normandy model leaders discuss the situation in Ukraine82

6. G7 Group expresses readiness to strengthen sanctions against Russia83

7. Ukraine seeks assistance from NATO84

2018 1. UN Security Council adopts Ukraine resolution on militarization of the Black Sea85

2. OSCE deployment of UN peacekeeping force may help resolve Ukraine conflict86

3. Ukrainian President asks for help from EU, NATO, and the United States87

4. NATO will provide military assistance to Ukraine for the first time88

5. G7 supports Ukraine’s sovereignty and territorial integrity89

6. Germany proposes to hold Normandy negotiations to discuss the situation in Ukraine90

7. German, Russian, and French leaders to discuss Ukraine during G20 summit91

Year Syria events

2018 1. EU Foreign Ministers’ Meeting: Watching the situation in Syria44

2. UN Security Council holds emergency meeting on Syria45

3.S CO Foreign Ministers’ Meeting Supports Syria’s Sovereignty and Independence46

4. G7 countries fully support USA action against Syria47

5. Arab calls for independent investigation into Syrian chemical weapons attack48

6. NATO strikes Syria again49

7. Dozens of CIS members killed in Syria conflict
8. Turkey, Russia, France, and Germany focus on solving Syria issue50

9. The situation in Syria will be the focus of the summit of Russia, Turkey, and Iran51

10. BRICS nations discuss issues such as Syrian crisis mediation52

11. Russia, Turkey, and Iraq summit discuss latest progress on Syria and regional situation

Table 1. (continued)
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social network map using UCINET software. The degree of 
closeness between nodes reflects the level of influence of the 
country’s participation. Third, we analyzed the influence of 
geopolitical forces in the central region of Eurasia based on 
the social network map, and judged the evolutionary trend of 
the political pattern in the region using quantitative methods 
for comparison and verification.

The Political Events in the “Central Eurasian 
Region”

Tables 1 and 2 summarize our search results of the major 
events in the two issues—Syria and Ukraine.

Data Analysis

The Evolution of Political Patterns in the Central 
Eurasian Region

An analysis of the conference topics in Tables 1 and 2 reveals 
that: First, the SCO and BRICS countries have been actively 
involved in the discussion of these two issues since 2013. 
Second, G7 and G20 international organizations composed of 
big countries have a greater degree of participation in the 
mediation and settlement of the two issues. The big countries 
have a greater influence on the evolution of the situations in 
Syria and Ukraine. Third, regional international organizations 
in Eurasia have greater political interests in the region and 

have all participated in the discussion of these two issues to a 
certain extent.

The “Eurasian region” is an arena for the game of great 
powers. These countries have important political and eco-
nomic interests in the region. The interest game between 
them directly affects the stability and development of the 
region and directly affects the political and economic evolu-
tion of the countries in the region. The exchange of political 
and economic interests has formed a complex network 
between the great powers outside the country and the coun-
tries within the region. The structure of the network restricts 
the exertion of the influence of relevant countries and orga-
nizations. According to the geographic region where the 
country is located and whether the country has important 
strategic interests and influence in the westward strategic 
region, the main political participating countries in the region 
are sorted as shown in Table 3.

Employing social network law and UCINET software, 
and using the relationship structure in Tables 1 to 3, we draw 
a complex network of the Syrian problem and the Ukrainian 
crisis since 2011 (Figures 1a–7b).

Some scholars try to explain the political influence in 
international relations by the closeness of nodes in the net-
work (Murdie, 2014). The number of isolated nodes in the 
Syria event network is increasing, and the density of the net-
work is decreasing. With the evolution of the Syrian incident, 
some countries are no longer involved due to the constraints 
of their strength and political resources, and their political 

Figure 1. A network of major countries participating in the Syria event in 2011(a) to 2012 (b).

Table 3. Countries With Significant Interests and Influence in the Eurasia Region.

Type of participation Participating countries

In regional countries Ukraine, Turkey, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Tajikistan, Uzbekistan, Pakistan, Syria, Iran, and Saudi Arabia
Extra-regional countries USA, Australia, Japan, China, United Kingdom, Germany, Sweden, France, Italy, Canada, and Russia
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Figure 2. A network of major countries participating in the Syria event in 2013 (a) to 2014 (b).

Figure 3. A network of major countries participating in the Syria event in 2015 (a) to 2016 (b).

Figure 4. A network of major countries participating in the Syria event in 2017 (a) to 2018 (b).
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Figure 5. A network of major countries participating in the Ukraine event in 2013 (a) to 2014 (b).

Figure 6. A network of major countries participating in the Ukraine event in 2015 (a) to 2016 (b).

Figure 7. A network of major countries participating in the Ukraine event in 2017 (a) to 2018 (b).
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exchanges with other countries on this issue have been 
reduced. They have been isolated by political relations net-
works as isolated nodes. The political network of Ukraine 
began in 2013. The density of the network has been increas-
ing, the number of isolated nodes has gradually decreased, 
and the network structure has stabilized since 2013.

Analysis of National Political Influence in the 
Eurasian Central Region

According to the 1-mode network diagram constructed in 
Figures 1 to 7, the singular value decomposition (SVD) 
method is used to calculate the singular values and load val-
ues of major countries and international organizations in 
Tables 1 to 3. The singular values (Table 4) in the network of 
the events of Syria and Ukraine are shown to indicate the 
magnitude and importance of the events’ influence in the net-
work. The larger the singular value, the greater the influence 
of the event.

Since 2011, the Syria event has received attention from 
relevant international organizations and major global pow-
ers, and such attention has continued to rise until 2014. This 
shows that the event has had a significant impact on global 

politics and the economy (Torosyan & Vardanyan, 2015). 
The game and struggle over the Syrian issue have become 
more intense. Regarding the second reported event, since the 
outbreak of the Ukrainian crisis in 2013, its singular value 
has continued to rise, and actually surpassed the Syria event 
in 2014. This shows that the Ukrainian crisis has a greater 
impact on international organizations and major powers 
around the world. Its importance and strategic conflict sur-
pass those of Syria event. Ukraine is closer to Russia, which 
was part of the former Soviet Union, and, since indepen-
dence, has been regarded as a backyard by Russia. 
Furthermore, the Westernization of Ukraine poses a direct 
threat to the national security of Russia (W. Shuai, 2020). In 
addition, Ukraine is located in Eastern Europe and is one of 
the largest countries in Europe. It is close to major European 
powers such as Germany, Italy, and France, and is affected 
by the economic and political influence of the EU. The large 
European continent is regarded as an important area for 
influence expansion. From the perspective of geographical 
proximity, Ukraine is more important to Russia and EU 
countries than Syria. The load value illustrates the problem-
solving ability and political influence of relevant interna-
tional organizations and countries in the events in Syria and 

Table 4. Singular Values of Events in Syria and Ukraine in 2011 to 2018.

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Syria event 4.298 4.951 4.891 6.123 5.541 5.135 4.734 4.37
Ukraine event — — 4.741 6.137 6.085 5.298 5.581 5.985

Table 5. Load Values of Countries in the Syria Event in 2011 to 2018.

Year 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Ukraine 0.179 0.034 0 0.102 0.088 0.098 0 0
Turkey 0.249 0.158 0.163 0.231 0.26 0.22 0.171 0.218
Kazakhstan 0.249 0.113 0.067 0.166 0.135 0.16 0.034 0.06
Kyrgyzstan 0.249 0.113 0.067 0.166 0.135 0.16 0.034 0.06
Tajikistan 0.07 0.113 0.067 0.064 0.047 0.062 0.034 0.06
Uzbekistan 0.249 0.113 0.067 0.166 0.135 0.16 0.034 0.06
Pakistan 0.07 0.118 0.112 0.031 0.024 0.029 0.034 0.034
Syrian 0.078 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Iran 0.07 0.036 0.03 0.031 0.024 0.029 0.023 0.026
Saudi Arabia 0.078 0.164 0.169 0.134 0.111 0.126 0.155 0
USA 0.267 0.299 0.314 0.32 0.338 0.314 0.326 0.324
Australia 0 0.122 0.215 0.151 0.084 0.093 0.149 0
Japan 0 0.216 0.232 0.165 0.145 0.168 0.249 0.118
China 0.108 0.274 0.278 0.184 0.16 0.192 0.286 0.137
UK 0.347 0.352 0.369 0.368 0.381 0.358 0.392 0.411
Germany 0.347 0.352 0.287 0.315 0.339 0.31 0.316 0.398
Sweden 0.259 0.053 0.055 0.15 0.131 0.143 0.067 0.087
France 0.347 0.352 0.369 0.368 0.381 0.358 0.392 0.481
Italy 0.259 0.269 0.287 0.315 0.339 0.31 0.316 0.329
Canada 0.179 0.216 0.232 0.267 0.296 0.265 0.249 0.241
Russia 0.287 0.402 0.378 0.285 0.248 0.364 0.309 0.258
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Ukraine. Tables 5 and 6 show the relevant country’s load on 
the events in Syria and Ukraine: The larger the value, the 
higher the country’s participation.

From Tables 5 and 6, we can conclude that, first, China’s 
load on the Syria event was significantly larger than on the 
Ukraine event, with the exception of “2018,” where Ukraine’s 
load was higher than Syria’s. China’s load on the Syrian 
event continued to increase to its highest value in 2013, and 
then rose slowly after falling. In the Ukraine event, it gradu-
ally increased, and declined in 2018. By judging from the 
ranking of the load value, the rise of China’s ranking indi-
cates that China’s strategic interests and political influence in 

the region are rising. Second, Turkey’s load value and its 
rankings are significantly higher than those in Central Asia 
and the Middle East, reflecting Turkey’s significant geostra-
tegic interests in both Syria and Ukraine. Turkey has actively 
participated in the handling of political events in these two 
central regions of Eurasia. Third, Russia ranked first in the 
value on the issue of Syria in 2013 and 2014, and declined in 
subsequent years, but its load has always been higher than 
those of China and countries in Central Asia and the Middle 
East. Russia has significant geopolitical and economic inter-
ests in this region, and is a major player in geopolitical games 
in the region. Fourth, the major powers of the USA and the 

Table 6. Load Values of Countries in the Ukraine Event in 2013 to 2018.

Year 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

Ukraine 0.23 0.092 0.117 0.117 0.117 0.117
Turkey 0.23 0.251 0.232 0.232 0.231 0.232
Kazakhstan 0.23 0.095 0.102 0.106 0.107 0.106
Kyrgyzstan 0.23 0.095 0.102 0.106 0.107 0.106
Tajikistan 0 0.026 0.016 0.02 0.021 0.021
Uzbekistan 0.23 0.095 0.102 0.106 0.107 0.106
Pakistan 0 0 0 0 0.021 0.021
Syrian 0 0 0 0 0 0
Iran 0 0 0 0 0 0
Saudi Arabia 0 0.068 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.083
USA 0.23 0.336 0.335 0.335 0.333 0.334
Australia 0 0.166 0.083 0.083 0.083 0.083
Japan 0 0.181 0.144 0.144 0.143 0.144
China 0 0.126 0.135 0.144 0.157 0.145
UK 0.34 0.372 0.379 0.378 0.376 0.378
Germany 0.34 0.36 0.369 0.368 0.366 0.368
Sweden 0.34 0.167 0.13 0.13 0.129 0.13
France 0.34 0.395 0.41 0.41 0.407 0.409
Italy 0.34 0.336 0.337 0.337 0.334 0.337
Canada 0.23 0.3 0.294 0.293 0.291 0.293
Russia 0.23 0.23 0.268 0.261 0.274 0.262

Table 7. Loads of International Organizations on Events in Syria in 2011 to 2018.

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

EU 0.0354 0.27 0.275 0.269 0.26 0.258 0.314 0.386
UNSC 0.387 0.421 0.408 0.298 0.249 0.276 0.361 0.365
G7 0 0.482 0.496 0.377 0.367 0.426 0.474 0.521
G20 0 0.622 0.661 0.552 0.51 0.536 0.701 0
BRICS 0.09 0.132 0.132 0 0.067 0.097 0.126 0.089
SCO 0 0.221 0.186 0.183 0.142 0.191 0.163 0.151
NATO 0 0 0 0 0.386 0 0 0.544
OECD 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
League of Arab States 0.036 0.032 0.034 0.024 0 0.022 0.033 0
Organization of Islamic Cooperation 0.31 0.182 0.149 0.176 0.144 0.164 0 0
Normandy Four Nations Summit 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
CIS 0 0.174 0 0 0 0 0 0.112
OSCE 0.787 0 0 0.572 0.53 0.561 0 0
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EU, primarily Britain, France, and Germany, have always 
been at high levels. On the whole, the geopolitical game in 
the center of Europe and Asia is a triangle game between the 
USA, the EU, and Russia. The EU has significant geopoliti-
cal interests in the region and has invested the most political 
capital in the region.

What is more, in recent years, the Central Asian countries’ 
load on the Ukrainian issue is significantly higher than that on 
Syria, indicating that the Central Asian countries have higher 
geopolitical interests in the Ukrainian issue and have invested 
more political resources in the Ukrainian issue. The two 
major powers in the Middle East are Saudi Arabia and Iran. 
Iran has a load value of zero on the Ukrainian issue and a 
smaller load value on the Syrian issue, and Saudi Arabia has 
a load value on both issues. Saudi Arabia is a USA ally and a 
member of more international organizations, which makes it 
more politically influential than Iran on the two issues.

In general, the geopolitical structure of the Eurasian 
Center has begun to form a quad-lateral relationship between 
the USA and its Asia-Pacific allies (Japan and Australia), the 
EU, Russia, and China. At the same time, Turkey has gradu-
ally become an independent geopolitical body in this region. 
The influence continues to increase. The multi-polar trend of 
geopolitical structure in the central region of Eurasia has 
gradually formed, and the triangle structure relationship 
between stability and balance has been broken. Therefore, 
the formation of a new stable structure is urgently needed.

Analysis of the Political Influence of International 
Organizations

Tables 7 and 8 show the load of international organizations 
on the events in Syria and Ukraine: The larger the value, the 
higher the participation of the organization and the more 
obvious the effect.

From Tables 7 and 8 we can conclude that, first, on the 
Syrian issue, except in 2011, the OSCE had the highest load 

value, and in 2012 to 2015, the G20 had the highest load 
value, followed by G7, the United Nations, and then the EU 
and Shanghai Cooperation, while Arab League, Islamic 
Cooperation Organizations, the most regional organizations 
in the Middle East, have relatively small load values. Second, 
in the event of Ukraine, the OSCE and OECD were the larg-
est players in 2013, followed by the EU. The largest load 
values in 2014 were G20, OSCE, followed by OECD, NATO, 
and G7, followed by the UN Security Council, the EU, 
Normandy Four Nations Summit, CIS, Shanghai Cooperation 
Organization and other organizations. Since 2015, the G20 
and the OECD have been major players in Ukraine. Third, 
the highly professional organizations such as the NATO, 
OECD, and the Normandy Four-Nations Summit only have 
a load value in the Ukrainian incident, not in the Syria issue. 
This reflects that professional organizations have a relatively 
limited influence and ability to solve problems in global 
political events. Relevant major countries use this platform 
to discuss and solve problems only on events of great global 
significance. Fourth, the load of the United Nations on the 
events in Syria and Ukraine is decreasing year by year, which 
reflects the gradual decline in the international influence and 
problem solving capacity of the UN Security Council. In 
addition to the five permanent members of the UN Security 
Council, non-permanent members are elected and often 
change. Sometimes some major powers and powers such as 
Germany and Italy are not in the Security Council, which 
reduces its influence to a certain extent.

Finally, the more members of an international organiza-
tion there are, the more powerful the country is, the wider the 
political power it exerts, and the stronger its ability and influ-
ence to solve international political issues, such as the G20. 
Conversely, the fewer members of an international organiza-
tion there are, the fewer large and powerful countries, the 
smaller its international political influence, such as the CIS, 
the Arab League, and so on. This shows that global politics is 
still essentially the politics of the game of big powers, and 

Table 8. Loads of International Organizations on Events in Ukraine in 2013 to 2018.

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

EU 0.43 0.241 0.267 0.267 0.264 0.266
UNSC 0 0.24 0.251 0.251 0.253 0.251
G7 0 0.337 0.373 0.372 0.369 0.372
G20 0 0.462 0.504 0.504 0.504 0.504
BRICS 0 0.053 0.066 0 0.071 0
SCO 0 0.099 0.122 0.13 0.126
NATO 0 0.347 0.387 0.387 0.383 0.386
OECD 0 0.423 0 0 0 0
League of Arab States 0 0 0 0 0 0
Organization of Islamic Cooperation 0 0 0 0 0 0
Normandy Four Nations Summit 0 0.159 0.191 0.19 0.191 0.19
CIS 0 0.08 0.097 0 0 0
OSCE 0.9 0.462 0 0.522 0.52 0.522
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they need to take responsibility for major global political and 
economic problems and conflict resolution.

China takes part in various international organizations 
including the UN Security Council, G20, SCO, and BRICS. 
China’s influence in the G20 and UN Security Council does 
not have the ability to dominate and control. China has the 
right to collaborate with other entities to solve many global 
issues and problems but it is not strong. Therefore, although 
the two organizations have strong ability and influence in 
solving global political problems, China’s political influence 
in the central region of Eurasia is not great. China has a 
relatively large political and economic influence in the SCO 
and BRICS organizations. China’s leading SCO has limited 
ability and influence to resolve political conflicts in the 
central region of Eurasia. Since China proposed “The Belt 
and Road” initiative, the SCO and BRICS countries have 
increased their political resources on Syria and Ukraine, and 
have actively participated in the discussion of these two 
issues. The construction of “The Belt and Road” has, to a 
certain extent, influenced and promoted the changes in the 
geopolitical pattern of the central region of Eurasia.

Discussion

On the basis of the above analysis, the article further dis-
cusses the evolution of the geopolitical structure and the 
changes in the structure of relations between countries inside 
and outside the region, and provides suggestions for China’s 
future development in Eurasia. In addition, it provides sug-
gestions for China’s future development in Eurasia.

A New Geopolitical Structure Is Being Formed

From the perspective of data analysis, a new geopolitical 
structure is being formed, and the responses of major powers 
to the evolution of the new structure are different. The geo-
political structure of the Eurasian Center has begun to form a 
quad-lateral relationship between the USA and its Asia-
Pacific allies (Japan and Australia), the EU, Russia, and 
China. At the same time, Turkey has gradually become an 
independent geopolitical body in this region.

Evolution of the relationship structure among major extra-
regional countries. Under the influence of the “sea power” 
strategic thinking (Buszynski, 2019), the USA shifted its 
strategic focus to the “Indo-Pacific” region, adjusted its 
strategic opponent from Russia to China and Russia, and 
focused on curbing China’s rise (Yan, 2016). The response 
of China and Russia to the new structure is to strengthen 
strategic cooperation and maintain global peace and stability. 
The economic, political, and military cooperation between 
the two countries is more stable, and the triangular balance 
between the USA, China, and Russia has stabilized. The EU 
is affected by Brexit, and strategic differences have emerged 
with its long-time major ally, the USA. The EU’s pursuit of 

strategic independence and a reduction in its dependence on 
the USA has become increasingly apparent. The strategic 
actions of the EU and the USA have diverged on Iran. Since 
the “Ukraine” incident, the triangular relationship between 
the EU, the USA, and Russia has changed, and Russia’s 
geopolitical influence has begun to decline significantly. 
The triangular relationship between the EU, Russia, and 
the USA has changed from balanced to unbalanced, and a 
new balanced relationship has yet to be formed. Promoted 
by the initiative of “The Belt and Road,” China’s economic 
ties with Europe have strengthened (H. Liu, 2017), Russia-
Europe relations have also eased due to economic develop-
ment needs, China-Russia relations are sound and stable, 
and political and economic ties are constantly strengthened, 
which is a strategic response of Russia to the adjustment of 
the geopolitical structure of Eurasia. The positive balance of 
the new China-Russia-Europe relationship has begun to take 
shape. The new geopolitical pattern of Eurasia will be peace-
ful and stable with the gradual withdrawal of the USA.

Evolution of the relationship structure among major countries 
in the Eurasian central zone. The structure of political rela-
tions among the countries in the Eurasian central zone has 
changed and the geopolitical landscape has also been con-
tinuously adjusted. Turkey is actively involved in the han-
dling of the two political events in Syria and Ukraine and 
has gradually become an independent geopolitical institution 
in the region. Turkey has used its central position among the 
great powers and geopolitics to carry out balanced diplo-
macy, and has steadily improved its political influence and 
status. Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Uzbekistan, and Tajikistan 
have actively participated in the construction of “The Belt 
and Road” (Howard & Howard, 2016), and their economic 
ties with Russia have also been significantly strengthened, 
maintaining geopolitical stability in Central Asia. Iran and 
Saudi Arabia are competing for geopolitical influence in the 
Middle East, but they are both constrained and affected by 
powers outside the region.

The political influence of international organizations 
participating in the development of large powers in this 
region has continued to increase. The active participation of 
these powers (international organizations and big coun-
tries) has promoted the formation of a multi-polar trend of 
geopolitics in the center of Eurasia. The formation of a new 
stable structure in the central region of Eurasia is a long-
term process. Stakeholders of the previous stable structure 
played a game with the participants of the new structure for 
political interests, and the game will achieve equilibrium 
over a relatively long time in order to ensure the formation 
of a stable structure.

China’s Response Strategies

From the perspective of geopolitical events, the “Eurasia 
Central Zone” has always been regarded as one of the most 
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important regions, and it is also the focus of competition and 
control by major global powers. This geographical advan-
tage has not brought peace, stability, and economic develop-
ment to the region, but rather the hardest hit area of war, 
conflict, chaos, and poverty. However, this region is the core 
area of “The Belt and Road” and directly affects the initia-
tive. The construction of the five links (Five Connections in 
“The Belt and Road” initiative) has increased the risks of the 
construction of “The Belt and Road.”

Based on the above outcomes, China can take the follow-
ing response measures: It can make reasonable use of inter-
national political rules to improve its status and influence in 
the G20, the UN Security Council and other international 
organizations. China should strengthen economic coopera-
tion with Russia, Germany, and Kazakhstan, promote eco-
nomic development in the “central region of Eurasia,” and 
lay the foundations for the construction of the Silk Road 
Economic Belt. Guided by the principle of “make a differ-
ence” at the 18th National Congress of the CPC, China will 
adjust its foreign policy, actively participate in the mediation 
of international disputes and conflicts, and expand her influ-
ence on the international political stage. With regard to the 
Syrian incident and the Ukrainian crisis, China can use its 
economic influence and economic demands to initiate and 
arrange multi-party coordination meetings to try to resolve 
the two major disputes through negotiations and maintain 
political and economic stability in the region.

Conclusion and Prediction

This paper adopts the research method of social network 
analysis, with the Syria and Ukraine issues as the center. It 
organizes and analyzes the theme of the meetings of interna-
tional organizations to solve these two problems by referring 
to relevant literature and news materials, and using the 
method of event research. Through the establishment of a 
dynamic complex network, the geopolitical power in central 
Eurasia is analyzed with quantitative data to reflect the evo-
lution of regional political patterns. On the one hand, the 
paper gives the reader a clear idea of the evolution of the 
Eurasian landscape and. On the other hand, it provides some 
guidance on the evolution of political relations between 
countries. Based on the load and singular values of relevant 
interested countries and international organizations, the fol-
lowing conclusions are drawn.

A New Geopolitical Structure Is Being Formed

The geopolitical structure of the Eurasian center has begun to 
take shape as a quadrilateral relationship between the United 
States and its Asia-Pacific allies (Japan, Australia), the 
European Union, Russia, and China. However, countries 
inside and outside the region are reacting to it differently. 
First, for extraterritorial States, the political influence of the 
United States in Eurasia is declining and its hegemonic status 

is weakening. China’s political influence has gradually 
increased, and Russia’s geopolitical influence has declined 
significantly. However, we need to be clear that the position 
of the United States is a relative decline. That is, the absolute 
strength of the United States is rising, but because China’s 
strength is rising faster than the United States, its gap with 
China is narrowing. The decline of the United States will not 
change its superpower status for at least the next 20 years 
(Yan, 2016). In addition, China and Russia have strength-
ened political cooperation. The European Union has signifi-
cantly reduced its dependence on the USA. Second, as for 
countries within the domain, Turkey uses the central position 
of big powers and geopolitics for balanced diplomacy, and 
continuously improves its political influence and status. The 
four Central Asian countries have also joined the ranks of 
those maintaining stability in Central Asia. The political 
influence of international organizations participating in the 
development of regional powers has been continuously 
enhanced, and the active participation of major powers has 
promoted the formation of the multi-polar trend of geopoli-
tics in the center of Eurasia.

Eurasia Is Still the Center of Geopolitics in the 
World, and the Status of Land-Powered  
Countries Will Rise

Eurasia is the world’s center of geopolitics, both in the past 
and (it is predicted) in the future. Traditional geopolitics is 
based on the mutual balance between the powers of sea 
power and land power states. In the future, we can predict 
that land rights in Eurasia will rise. Jeffrey D. Sachs wrote in 
the Boston Globe that China’s important “The Belt and 
Road” initiative can strengthen trust and economic and trade 
relations between Eurasian and African countries.

Eurasia is a huge geographical space for China to imple-
ment “The Belt and Road” initiative, and China will invest 
more political forces in it in the future. For East Asia to become 
the center of the world, it needs to surpass Europe’s strength 
and influence in general, and East Asia’s future overtaking of 
Europe mainly depends on the rise of China (Yan, 2016). 
Russia and China are current stabilizers for world develop-
ment. China and Russia will strengthen military cooperation in 
Eurasia in the future, which will definitely increase the politi-
cal influence of the entire Eurasia region. Due to the rising 
status of Eurasia, the world attaches great importance to the 
region. With the introduction of “The Belt and Road” initia-
tive, the importance of geopolitical status in Eurasia has 
become more prominent. There is no doubt that China’s rise 
will threaten the USA’s hegemonic position in Eurasia and the 
conflict between the USA and China will continue (Chen, 
2019). However, with the occurrence of new events, the trend 
of relations between China and Central and Eastern European 
countries on the Eurasian continent is still uncertain, and the 
future status of China and the USA is still unknown.
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This study uses the events that international organizations 
have participated in and payed attention to the events of 
international political conflicts. Due to the limitation of 
information sources, the network relationship was deter-
mined without evaluating the effectiveness of the implemen-
tation of the program after the international organization’s 
meeting. Although the establishment of complex networks 
can basically reflect the degree of attention and influence of 
international organizations and countries on related political 
conflicts, some deep-level political issues may not be fully 
reflected.
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