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245, 2 Frank Sauer, Atomic Anxiety Deterrence, Taboo and the Non-Use of U.S. Nuclear Weapons,
New York: Palgrave Macmillan, 2015; Nina Tannenwald, The Nuclear Taboo: The United States and
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11 -



BH CARER: HABKE ASTEALHRBLE

(D) WRERSSHBEIERERTIE

AR, CRAORHESE” fR UL 2 B RE I RIS FE R R, RS RN T i R
BRI AE BE TR . A AN, B “HIORAESR” BE I AT SIS A T DR AR A
2= W55 B B2 B TS FE o IXAE R, XA 77 EAT A% 3 & [RIRE A AT e 0 77 1
RIS, fE “HEMRES” SH T, XRIRER “HiR” SO,

JBH R 77 T AE P B i P AT R TR PRI Ak g FL S L — S AR IR R .
FHER « /R Wi{AM% (Daniel Ellsberg) F7£ 1959 Fgife th 1 2B — MR A HE
e RS B ) A N BT AE AIE DL, iz i sl ok BH L Pk ik 2 ©
EE - NEIE R (Barry Nalebuff) EZ K BIAN, BN FEA R LR RN
THRMEERL B, BRUNAZR G 2 3 S R IR RO AR T, DR ke AAZ 8 4 AH B o
AN, MR BER . © MR « BEAR (Patrick M. Morgan) JIKf1X
ek 710 A B ER e 1 — AN EE P & 2 AL (inconsistency): 7EAH B AR R H,
BT (RIRE R TT ) [RIRE RE 8 T B T 16 AN T R SZ IO %, DRI, Bis 7 it ik
Y05 Wit BOMAT A PTG 1) B S8 2D AT IR E Pl 2 4 & 2>, 18
EAIFOLT, TR MRS BT 2 St Ak &2 . © FE4E « 2508 /K (Todd S.
Sechser) F1E & « ‘& /K2 (Matthew Fuhrmann) [RIFEFEH, SEHEAZ$T o 2 8 S 7
H ARG AT, P Bl 77 3 A — & S E XL B 2= 5 sk, @

PR (0T SRR 73 A1 SCRF 228 AT D0 A% AR T SE M i X AR . A R EE 2 A
N, P B A E M O ME— SC B AR B B T L R B ORI AR P S B CRIBER 7
SE it 2 JBM R B RO R T DA S 22 KRR AT A S5t 12 g B 1 W A48 B B T
STt H B O T AR D o PR AR TR 2 1 FEAS 0 SR IG N A R AR e 1, A
ISl A RS, R A I T EUR AR I & AR DR, E &
13 o S0 T ARG P o AN R R AR SR, PR R A R, A P eI R 1E

@ Daniel Ellsberg, “The Theory and Practice of Blackmail,” Lecture at the Lowell Institute,
Boston, MA, March 10, 1959, reprinted in Oran R. Young, ed., Bargaining: Formal Theories of
Negotiation, Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1975, pp. 358-359, quoted from Frank C. Zagare and
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Abstract

3 Beyond Assured Destruction: Quantity of Nuclear Weapons,
Commitment Credibility and Rationale of Nuclear Deterrence

YANG Yuan

[Abstract] Almost all the existing studies on theories and policies concerning nuclear
deterrence tend to believe that whether the number of nuclear weapons reaches the
threshold of assured destruction has a decisive impact on the effectiveness of nuclear
deterrence. The impact of this “assured destruction” principle in the academic circle
has reached a paradigm level so that scholars incline to expound their claims based
on this principle when debating the policy issue of whether China’s nuclear weapons
are sufficient or not. This paper argues that the “assured destruction” paradigm
neglects the crucial role of commitment credibility in the nuclear deterrence
effectiveness and fails to realize the reverse impact of changes in the number of
nuclear weapons on commitment credibility as well as on the mechanism
effectiveness of nuclear deterrence, which leads to a misconception that the capacity
for “assured destruction” should be regarded as the sole criterion for judging
whether nuclear deterrence is effective or not. By analyzing the interactive relations
between the number of nuclear weapons, commitment credibility and the
effectiveness of nuclear deterrence, this paper points out that “assured destruction”
is neither a sufficient nor a necessary condition for nuclear deterrence to be effective.
It is totally possible to achieve effective nuclear deterrence without increasing the
number of nuclear weapons when the threshold of “assured destruction” hasn’t been
reached. Instead, the number of nuclear weapons should (continue to) be increased
after the threshold has been reached in order to further ensure effective deterrence.
Going beyond the “assured destruction” paradigm is conducive to a more accurate
and comprehensive understanding of the entire mechanism for the effectiveness of
nuclear deterrence.
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