Appendix
Table A1 reports descriptive statistics for the variables used in the empirical analysis.
Table A1
	Variable
	Mean
	S.D.
	Min.
	Max.
	N

	UNGA (log)
	0.9717
	0.2661
	0.0022
	1.7471
	981

	Prob. of SP
	0.0233
	0.0182
	0.0000
	0.0973
	981

	VS out
	0.9674
	0.1777
	0
	1
	981

	Num. of CHN out-degree (log)
	4.2063
	0.0482
	4.0943
	4.2485
	981

	One-China policy
	0.0234
	0.1514
	0
	1
	981

	Xinjiang
	0.0183
	0.1343
	0
	1
	981

	South China Sea
	0.0163
	0.1267
	0
	1
	981

	Hong Kong
	0.0153
	0.1228
	0
	1
	981

	SP’s Democracy Level
	0.7662
	0.1233
	0.1050
	0.8970
	981

	GDPpc Ratio
	76.3545
	9.7517
	41.8103
	91.9657
	981

	PopAi (log)
	9.4285
	1.5172
	5.5922
	12.7114
	981

	PopBCHN (log)
	14.0877
	0.0451
	14.0000
	14.1535
	981

	Dist. (log)
	8.9453
	0.4769
	6.8634
	9.8564
	981











Table A2: Sample Distribution of and Strategic Partnerships
	VS out
	Strategic Partnership
	Number of Cases

	0
	0
	32

	1
	0
	933

	1
	1
	23


We note that is highly concentrated in this sample: 956 of 988 dyad-years (96.8%) exhibit , reflecting the broad reach of China’s intermediate-goods exports across OECD economies in the C20–C26 supply chain. More importantly, all observed cases of Chinese-style strategic partnerships () occur only among dyads with a positive China-to-partner C20→C26 supply-chain linkage. This pattern suggests a strong empirical scope condition: Chinese-style strategic partnerships emerge within dyadic relationships already embedded in concrete intermediate-goods supply-chain ties.
Accordingly, H1 should be interpreted as receiving partial support. The results indicate that concrete supply-chain ties are strongly associated with partnership formation, rather than that the coefficient provides a precise estimate of how much such ties increase the likelihood of partnership formation. Given this distribution, the TERGM coefficient on is identified primarily from the small subset of dyad-years without a substantive supply-chain link and should therefore be interpreted cautiously. The robustness of this directional finding is supported by the OLS results (Tables 2–4), the placebo tests (Tables 4 and A7), and the substantively meaningful Prob. of SP coefficient derived from the TERGM simulation.




Table A3-1: fixest package results
	
	Dependent variable: UNGA

	
	OLS
	HC1 (cluster by country)

	Prob. of SP
	-1.0254***(0.3047)
	-1.0254*(0.5443)

	VS out
	0.0209(0.0153)
	0.0209(0.0474)

	One-China Policy
	-0.1618***(0.0354)
	-0.1618**(0.0718)

	Xinjiang
	0.1433***(0.0476)
	0.1433*(0.0727)

	South China Sea
	0.1230***(0.0424)
	0.1230**(0.0500)

	Hong Kong
	-0.1483***(0.0554)
	-0.1483**(0.0644)

	SP’s Democracy Level
	-0.0711(0.0443)
	-0.0711(0.0507)

	GDPpc Ratio
	-0.0005(0.0013)
	-0.0005(0.0031)

	PopAi (log)
	0.0705*(0.0380)
	0.0705(0.0887)

	Country FE
	Yes
	Yes

	Year FE
	Yes
	Yes

	Observations
	981
	981

	R2
	0.9554
	0.9554

	Adjusted R2
	0.9520
	0.9520


Note: Standard errors are in parentheses.           * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; *** p<0.01


Table A3-2: fixest package results with ∆UNGA 
	
	Dependent variable: ∆UNGA

	
	OLS
	HC1(cluster by country)

	Prob. of SP
	-2.4506***(0.6416)
	-2.4506**(1.0401)

	VS out
	-0.0011(0.0302)
	-0.0011(0.0235)

	One-China Policy
	-0.1456**(0.0708)
	-0.1456**(0.0622)

	Xinjiang
	0.1247(0.0937)
	0.1247**(0.0501)

	South China Sea
	0.0888(0.0837)
	0.0888(0.0570)

	Hong Kong
	-0.1344(0.1093)
	-0.1344**(0.0628)

	SP’s Democracy Level
	-0.0167(0.0939)
	-0.0167(0.0564)

	GDPpc Ratio
	0.0003(0.0026)
	0.0003(0.0016)

	PopAi(log)
	0.0359(0.0809)
	0.0359(0.0586)

	Country FE
	Yes
	Yes

	Year FE
	Yes
	Yes

	Observations
	943
	943

	R2
	0.8669
	0.8669

	Adjusted R2
	0.8562
	0.8562


Note: Standard errors are in parentheses.        * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; *** p<0.01


Table A4-1: fixest package Results include USA
	
	Dependent variable: UNGA

	
	OLS
	HC1 (cluster by country)

	Prob. of SP
	-0.8749***(0.3279)
	-0.8749(0.5656)

	VS out
	0.0227(0.0155)
	0.0227(0.0473)

	Econ. Treaty with USA
	0.0226(0.0173)
	0.0226(0.0173)

	One-China Policy
	-0.1542***(0.0367)
	-0.1542*(0.0759)

	Xinjiang
	0.1070*(0.0547)
	0.1070(0.0672)

	South China Sea
	0.1194***(0.0433)
	0.1194**(0.0526)

	Hong Kong
	-0.1094*(0.0618)
	-0.1094*(0.0579)

	SP’s Democracy Level
	-0.0609(0.0455)
	-0.0609(0.0502)

	GDPpc Ratio
	-0.0006(0.0013)
	-0.0006(0.0031)

	PopAi (log)
	0.0278(0.0418)
	0.0278(0.0989)

	Country FE
	Yes
	Yes

	Year FE
	Yes
	Yes

	Observations
	929
	929

	R2
	0.9466
	0.9466

	Adjusted R2
	0.9422
	0.9422


Note: Standard errors are in parentheses.           * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; *** p<0.01

Table A4-2: fixest package Results include USA with ∆UNGA
	
	Dependent variable: ∆UNGA

	
	OLS
	HC1(cluster by country)

	Prob. of SP
	-2.4157***(0.6961)
	-2.4157*(1.2059)

	VS out
	0.0029(0.0304)
	0.0029(0.0224)

	Econ. Treaty with USA
	0.0081(0.0336)
	0.0081(0.0217)

	One-China Policy
	-0.1432*(0.0733)
	-0.1432*(0.0718)

	Xinjiang
	0.1439(0.1068)
	0.1439**(0.0571)

	South China Sea
	0.0808(0.0848)
	0.0808(0.0622)

	Hong Kong
	-0.1477(0.1210)
	-0.1477**(0.0687)

	SP’s Democracy Level
	-0.0030(0.0955)
	-0.0030(0.0577)

	GDPpc Ratio
	0.0004(0.0027)
	0.0004(0.0017)

	PopAi (log)
	0.0150(0.0897)
	0.0150(0.0777)

	Country FE
	Yes
	Yes

	Year FE
	Yes
	Yes

	Observations
	943
	943

	R2
	0.8669
	0.8669

	Adjusted R2
	0.8562
	0.8562


Note: Standard errors are in parentheses.        * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; *** p<0.01


   As noted above, in the fixed-effects estimations reported in the main text, R automatically handled collinear variables during model fitting, which resulted in some variables that should theoretically have been absorbed by the fixed effects still appearing in the output. After re-estimating the models in Tables A4-1 and A4-2 using the fixest package, USA Defense Ally is fully absorbed by the fixed effects. Importantly, however, the statistical results for Prob. of SP remain unchanged and continue to be consistent with the findings reported in the main text.
After including U.S.-centered institutional ties, the coefficient on Prob. of SP remains negative and comparable in magnitude. Although it remains statistically significant in the estimation, its significance weakens under country-clustered standard errors. This suggests that the direction and substantive pattern of the relationship remain stable after accounting for U.S.-centered institutional ties, while the robustness of its statistical significance should be interpreted with greater caution.














Table A5-1: fixest package Lead Quasi-Placebo Test
	
	Dependent variable: UNGA

	
	OLS
	HC1(cluster by country)

	Prob. of SP
	-1.5089*** (0.3594)
	-1.5089** (0.6990)

	VS out
	0.0186 (0.0154)
	0.0186 (0.0470)

	Lead of Interactive Term
	0.0665 (0.0586)
	0.0665 (0.0403)

	One-China Policy
	-0.1945*** (0.0382)
	-0.1945** (0.0826)

	Xinjiang
	0.1620*** (0.0487)
	0.1620** (0.0788)

	South China Sea
	0.1442*** (0.0435)
	0.1442** (0.0568)

	Hong Kong
	-0.1750*** (0.0569)
	-0.1750** (0.0725)

	SP’s Democracy Level
	-0.0686 (0.0480)
	-0.0686 (0.0478)

	GDPpc Ratio
	-0.0007 (0.0013)
	-0.0007 (0.0032)

	PopAi (log)
	0.0995** (0.0413)
	0.0995 (0.0974)

	Country FE
	Yes
	Yes

	Year FE
	Yes
	Yes

	Observations
	943
	943

	R2
	0.9558
	0.9558

	Adjusted R2
	0.9522
	0.9522


Note: Standard errors are in parentheses.           * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; *** p<0.01


Table A5-2: fixest package Lead Quasi-Placebo Test with ∆UNGA
	
	Dependent variable: ∆UNGA

	
	OLS
	HC1(cluster by country)

	Prob. of SP
	-2.7338*** (0.7037)
	-2.7338** (1.1325)

	VS out
	-0.0027 (0.0302)
	-0.0027 (0.0245)

	Lead of Interactive Term
	0.1125 (0.1148)
	0.1125 (0.0888)

	One-China Policy
	-0.1690** (0.0747)
	-0.1690** (0.0762)

	Xinjiang
	0.1421 (0.0954)
	0.1421** (0.0598)

	South China Sea
	0.1042 (0.0852)
	0.1042 (0.0663)

	Hong Kong
	-0.1560 (0.1115)
	-0.1560** (0.0722)

	SP’s Democracy Level
	-0.0150 (0.0939)
	-0.0150 (0.0563)

	GDPpc Ratio
	0.0003 (0.0026)
	0.0003 (0.0016)

	PopAi (log)
	0.0346 (0.0809)
	0.0346 (0.0582)

	Country FE
	Yes
	Yes

	Year FE
	Yes
	Yes

	Observations
	943
	943

	R2
	0.8670
	0.8670

	Adjusted R2
	0.8562
	0.8562


Note: Standard errors are in parentheses.           * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; *** p<0.01

Table A6: Lead Quasi-Placebo Test — Strategic Partnership on VS out lead1
	
	Dependent variable: VS out lead1

	
	OLS
	HC1(cluster by country)

	Strategic Partnership
	-0.0034(0.0674)
	-0.0034(0.0283)

	Econ. Treaty with USA
	-0.0023(0.0359)
	-0.0023(0.0164)

	One-China Policy
	-
	-

	Xinjiang
	-0.0157(0.1126)
	-0.0157(0.0243)

	South China Sea
	0.0100(0.0879)
	0.0100(0.0296)

	Hong Kong
	-0.0057(0.1262)
	-0.0057(0.0280)

	SP’s Democracy Level
	0.1490(0.1015)
	0.1490(0.1216)

	GDPpc Ratio
	-0.0048*(0.0028)
	-0.0048(0.0101)

	PopAi (log)
	-0.0220(0.0854)
	-0.0220(0.3075)

	Country FE
	Yes
	Yes

	Year FE
	Yes
	Yes

	Observations
	900
	900

	R2
	0.5360
	0.5360

	Adjusted R2
	0.4986
	0.4986


Note: Standard errors are in parentheses.           * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; *** p<0.01

Table A6 presents a lead quasi-placebo test designed to probe potential reverse causality between strategic partnerships and supply-chain linkages. Specifically, the model examines whether the existence of a Chinese-style strategic partnership at time t predicts future supply-chain linkage, measured by . If the formation of strategic partnerships systematically deepened trade integration or supply-chain connections, we would expect the coefficient on Strategic Partnership to be positive and statistically significant. The control variable One-China Policy is not reported because it is dropped during estimation due to extremely limited variation and its near-perfect association with the presence of Chinese-style strategic partnerships.
The results, however, show no statistically significant relationship between current strategic partnership status and future values of . This finding suggests that the establishment of a strategic partnership does not systematically lead to subsequent increases in supply-chain linkage. In other words, the data provide little evidence that strategic partnerships drive the expansion of supply-chain connections.
Taken together, these results reduce concerns that the main findings are driven by reverse causality. Instead, they support the empirical strategy employed in Table 1, where supply-chain linkages and network centrality are modeled as predictors of the formation of Chinese-style strategic partnerships within the TERGM framework.

















  The estimates reported in Table A7 serve as the empirical basis for the plot presented in Figure 2.
Table A7
	
	OLS
	OLS

	Prob. of SP
	-16.6235*** (4.8628)
	-4.5053*** (1.6246)

	VS out
	0.0266 (0.0383)
	0.0095 (0.0161)

	Num. of CHN out-degree
	-0.7824*** (0.2958)
	- 

	Prob. of SP×VS out×Num. of CHN out-degree
	2.4192** (1.1434)
	0.8135** (0.3731)

	One-China Policy
	-0.6182*** (0.0986)
	-0.1637*** (0.0353)

	Xinjiang
	0.6282*** (0.1434)
	0.1440*** (0.0475)

	South China Sea
	0.3331*** (0.1262)
	0.1237*** (0.0423)

	Hong Kong
	-0.5258*** (0.1658)
	-0.1498*** (0.0553)

	SP’s Democracy Level
	0.2257*** (0.0614)
	-0.0714 (0.0442)

	GDPpc Ratio
	0.0135*** (0.0010)
	-0.0005 (0.0013)

	PopAi (log)
	0.0333*** (0.0047)
	0.0697* (0.0379)

	PopBCHN (log)
	1.8007*** (0.3540)
	- 

	Dist.
	-0.00002*** (0.000002)
	- 

	Constant
	-22.3480*** (4.1294)
	- 

	Country FE
	No
	Yes

	Year FE
	No
	Yes

	Observations
	981
	981

	R2
	0.5335
	0.9557

	Adjusted R2
	0.5272
	0.9521


Note: Standard errors are in parentheses.           * p<0.1; ** p<0.05; *** p<0.01
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To provide an additional assessment of the interaction pattern, we also estimate the model with country and year fixed effects. In this specification, the standalone effect of China’s out-degree is absorbed by the year fixed effects, as this variable varies over time but not across dyads within the same year. Accordingly, we do not report a separate fixed-effects visualization for the interaction pattern shown in the left panel of Fig. 2. Instead, the right panel of Fig. 2 presents the fixed-effects estimates for the conditional relationship between the predicted probability of Chinese-style strategic partnership formation and UNGA alignment, distinguishing dyads with and without positive linkages while holding China’s out-degree at a representative level. The visual pattern is broadly consistent with the baseline results: a higher predicted probability of strategic partnership formation remains associated with lower UNGA values, and this negative relationship is retained in the fixed-effects specification. While this supplementary analysis is not intended to replace the main presentation, it suggests that the substantive pattern discussed in the text remains broadly similar after accounting for country-specific heterogeneity and common year shocks.


Table A8: TERGM Coefficients (95% CI) with VS share
	Term
	Estimate
	2.5%
	97.5%

	Edges (baseline tie)
	-130.9854*
	-685.0420
	-49.9637

	Temporal Memory (stability)
	-8.7309*
	-9.4255
	-7.4901

	gwesp fixed 0.5
	24.7507
	-1.5467
	222.1482

	VS share
	1.7770*
	0.7045
	34.1213

	GDPpc Ratio
	0.7177
	-0.5007
	1.6004

	UNGA (log)
	-0.2548
	-0.6394
	0.1737

	Num. of CHN Out-Degree (log)
	0.1846
	-0.3356
	1.0735

	SP’s Democracy Level
	-0.3060
	-3.7830
	4.1545

	PopAi (log)
	0.1814
	-0.1472
	0.4507

	PopBCHN (log)
	6.6528
	-4.5752
	45.3026

	Dist. (log)
	0.2309
	-0.1910
	0.5964


Note: Temporal exponential random graph models (TERGM) are estimated using the btergm package in R. Coefficient estimates are based on 1,000 bootstrap resamples, and confidence intervals are computed from the valid bootstrap replications. * 95% confidence interval does not include zero.

To address the highly concentrated distribution of VS out, we construct an alternative continuous measure, VS share. Specifically, VS out is first recoded as a binary indicator equal to 1 when a positive supply-chain linkage is observed and 0 otherwise. Because the dependent network is undirected, observations are consolidated at the undirected dyad-year level. For each dyad, VS share is then calculated as the share of previously observed years in which a positive VS out linkage exists. This measure ranges from 0 to 1, with higher values indicating a more persistent historical supply-chain connection. Re-estimating the model with VS share in place of VS out yields substantively similar results in Table A8, suggesting that the main findings are not materially affected by this alternative operationalization.
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