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Abstract

Are China’s bilateral swap agreements an effective tool to pursue financial state-
craft? We evaluate how China’s swap program operates within the broader global
financial safety net, comprised also of additional bilateral liquidity arrangements, as
well as unilateral, multilateral and regional financing options. We find that states that
have IMF loan agreements in place, or are in negotiations with the IMF are more likely
than other countries to sign BSAs with China. Third Party BSAs and membership
in Regional Financing Arrangements are also associated with a higher likelihood of
signing China’s BSAs. Our findings suggest that China cannot unilaterally play the
role of international lender of last resort to enhance its structural power in the global
currency and financial governance system. China’s pursuit of financial statecraft to al-
ter the US-led international monetary order is limited by its reliance on the combined
efforts of US-led institutions. China’s monetary initiatives primarily operate along-
side and not against US-led institutions such as the IMF, or regional and Third-Party
alternatives similarly geared to revise the status quo. Our study adds to expanding
knowledge about the fragmentation of the Global Financial Safety Net and the limits
of financial statecraft of rising powers.
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1 Introduction

The Global Financial Crisis presented a new problem for sovereign crisis management, which
triggered a renewed global enthusiasm for bilateral swap agreements (BSAs or swaps) for lig-
uidity provision. These arrangements emerge, in part, to bypass costly multilateral financing
options and make up of the inadequacies of the existing global financial safety net (GFSN)
(Helleiner 2014; Medhora 2017). While the initial swap network provided by the United
States Federal Reserve (the Fed) was selective, today, 91 economies, including around the
world can access liquidity through this global BSA network now provided by a number of

central banks in advanced and emerging markets (Perks et al. 2021).

The unplanned expansion of the GFSN looks impressive. Since the crisis, the GFSN has
proliferated in its size, capacity, and diversity of participants. It has become increasingly
fragmented, transforming this system into a system of complex governance (Henning and
Pratt 2023; Henning 2023). Through this complex governance system, the critical functions
of the international lender of last resort (ILLR) have become increasingly decentralized,
comprised of traditional unilateral and multilateral financing options, as well as bilateral,

and regional alternatives (Moessner and Allen 2010; Henning 2015; Perks et al. 2021).

This proliferation of swap lines signals the shifting balance of power in international fi-
nance towards emerging markets (Horn et al. 2023). Until fairly recently, China and India
were predominantly borrowers in the global financial system. Today, they are taking on cru-
cial creditor roles as liquidity providers, via BSAs, to their neighbors and economic partners.
The People’s Bank of China (PBoC) provides the largest number of swaps to both advanced
economies and other EMDEs. India provides bilateral assistance to fellow members of the
South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation (SAARC). In 2015, the BRICS coun-
tries (Brazil, Russia, India, China, and South Africa) a established the Contingent Reserve

Arrangement (CRA), to provide liquidity and precautionary support to one another.

These arrangements are often painted as tools of financial statecraft pursued by emerg-



ing markets through both defensive and offensive means (Armijo and Katada 2015; Li, Sa-
hasrabuddhe, and Wingo 2024). For China, BSAs are a tool for the defensive financial state-
craft, aimed at reducing US structural power in international finance, enhancing RMB-base
settlements, and protecting China’s policy autonomy within the status quo. China’s BSAs
also have offensive potential to alter the status quo by enhancing China’s structural power
in the global currency and monetary system. While China’s defensive financial statecraft—
“swaps as shield”—has been largely ineffective, McDowell (2019b) suggests that China’s
offensive statecraft—“swaps as sword”—has more potential. This prospects for China’s

offensive statecraft is contingent on China’s willingness to act unilaterally as an ILLR.

Several studies have sought to explain the emergence, proliferation, of China’s swap
lines as associated with China’s trade relations with its partners, or broader geopolitical
constraints as limiting the promise of lines (Liao and McDowell 2015; Broz, Wang, and Zhang
2020; Li, Sahasrabuddhe, and Wingo 2024). None, however, evaluate the offensive statecraft
potential of China’s swap lines, as a unilateral ILLR. Indeed, many EMDEs are not well
positioned to manage the risks associated with China’s BSAs, nor do they enable countries to
“borrow credibility” or provide a credible signal to financial markets. Moreover, our present

understanding of China’s BSA network within the broader GFSN remains limited.

Our paper evaluates the degree to which China’s BSAs are an effective tool for offensive
financial statecraft. in other words, to what extent does China act unilaterally as an ILLR?
To answer this question, we contend that we need to understand the proliferation of China’s
BSAs within the broader context of the fragmented GFSN, including bilateral, regional and

multilateral options to meet liquidity and crisis financing needs.

We argue that, to do, China’s BSAs remain limited as tools of offensive financial state-
craft; China’s BSAs so far do not, and cannot unilateral play an ILLR function for its
partners. As our qualitative discussion highlights, China relies on its counterparties, espe-

cially smaller and more vulnerable economies, to secure additional financing in order to sign



or renew BSAs. Moreover, many countries have also signed BSAs with China to meet the
collateral demands of regional, multilateral or other bilateral providers. Our quantitative
analysis supports these claims that China does not and cannot act alone. We find that
countries that already have an IMF loan agreement, or are in negotiations towards securing
one, are more likely than others to sign BSAs with China. Moreover, BSAs from China
are also positively linked to participation in what we call “Third-Party” BSA—swaps pro-
vided by central banks other than the PBoC or the Fed. Finally, membership in regional

arrangements also increases the likelihood of signed BSAs with China.

We test our argument using a cross-national panel of all BSAs signed between January
2007 and December 2020, focusing on China’s swap lines as the outcome of interest. Em-
ploying a penalized negative binomial regression, we find that participation in IMF loans,
access to Third-Party BSAs, and RFA membership in the prior month increases the odds of
countries acquiring China BSAs in the subsequent month by approximately 3.5 times, 7.3
times, and 1.95 times, respectively. In other words, China’s monetary initiatives primar-
ily operate alongside and not against US-led institutions such as the IMF, or regional and

Third-Party alternatives similarly geared to revise the status quo.

Our paper makes three main contributions: First, to our knowledge, this is the first sys-
tematic study that evaluates how various parts of the GFSN interact and operate together.
Rather than focusing on China’s BSA network alone, we evaluate the proliferation of RMB
swaps alongside unilateral, multilateral, and regional alternatives for sovereign crisis financ-
ing. Second, ours is the first study to include Third-Party BSAs and their role in the GFSN
alongside China’s BSA network. We incorporate this dynamic in our analyses both qual-
itatively and quantitatively. Third, our study of China’s swap lines in the broader GFSN
allows us to study the offensive potential of China’s financial statecraft. We highlight the
limits of of China’s efforts to unilaterally provide an alternative to the US-led international

monetary governance system. We add new insights to discourse on complex governance and



financial fragmentation by incorporating the variable of rising powers’ financial statecraft

and its limits in the US-led monetary order.

2 Proliferation of the Global Swap Network

Crises trigger institutional contestation and competitive regime creation (Morse and Keohane
2014). Before the GFC, the GFSN comprised a combination of the Bretton Woods twins
and regional financing arrangements (Vreeland 2003; Desai and Vreeland 2011; Clark 2022),
and the mid-century Fed swap network that lapsed in the late 1990s (Bordo, Humpage, and
Schwartz 2015). Some states created regional arrangements in the mid-century era, such as
the Arab Monetary Fund (AMF), or the Latin American Reserve Fund (or FLAR) after the
1980s debt crises, and the Chiang Mai Initiative [Multilateralisation] CMIM in response to
the 1990s Asian financial crisis. These various regional arrangements provide a diverse set

of policy instruments to free states from IMF-dependence.

The emergence and ad hoc expansion of the bilateral swap network is a similar contem-
porary response by central banks during the GFC, some seeking to gain or maintain their
independence from the IMF. As the only entity capable of providing unlimited dollars, Fed
swap lines are the most coveted and most exclusive arrangements (Prasad 2014). Largely,

Fed swap recipients are unlikely to turn to the IMF for assistance at any stage.

The global swap network has since steadily expanded and diversified, both in terms for
who provides these lines, as well as who can access them (see Figures 1 and 2). As of 2022,
the proliferation of competing BSAs has yielded a global swap network that now comprises
91 countries across the globe. It includes providers from both advanced and emerging mar-
kets (Perks et al. 2021). Borrowers also include advanced economies and many small and

lower income countries. BSAs play an important crisis financing and liquidity provision role

'Some EMEs that received Fed swaps have turned to the IMF at other times. And despite the ECB’s
standing Fed swap, Greece went through IMF structural adjustment in 2012.



alongside multilateral and regional options (Moessner and Allen 2010; Broz 2015; McDowell
2017; Horn et al. 2023; Mauro and Zettelmeyer 2017).

Figure 1. Evolution of the Global Financial Safety Net, 1995—2020 (billions of U.S. dollars)
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Source: Perks et al. (2021).

Figure 2. Evolution of BSA Network, 2008 and 2020
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How states choose between these options is less clear. Since 2008, while some states
have sought multilateral loans, others turned to alternative monetary partners, many sought
multiple options at the same time. India (in 2008) and Indonesia (in 2013), whose swap
requests were rejected by the Fed secured BSAs from the Bank of Japan. India received
a dollar swap; the Reserve Bank of India (RBI) can swap local currency for both the US
Dollar or the Japanese Yen (Sahasrabuddhe 2024). This line can be activated ‘when an
IMF-support program already exists or is expected to be established in the near future. Nev-
ertheless, up to 20 percent of the maximum amount of drawing could be disbursed without
an IMF-support program.’? Indonesia’s BSA with Japan did not include an IMF stipula-
tion, but was designed to ‘align with the recent amendments to the Chiang Mai Initiative

[Multilateralisation] (CMIM) Agreement.’

The PBoC is less discriminate than other central banks in who it extends BSAs to.
Since 2009, the PBoC has signed 41 swap lines with partner banks between 2009-2023,
including nearly all that received swaps BSAs from the Fed. Several studies have shown
that that China’s motivation to extend swap lines lie primarily on trade facilitation and
increasing international use of its currency, the renminbi (RMB) (Prasad 2017; Liao and
McDowell 2015; Chin 2014). China’s swap partners are differently motivated to enter into
these arrangements with the PBoC. For some countries, these lines are essential for meeting
debt obligations to China, or creditors such as the IMF (Horn et al. 2023). Geopolitical
considerations such as alliances, security cooperation, and disputes also shape who signs

China’s BSAs (Li, Sahasrabuddhe, and Wingo 2024).

Other countries have also extended currency swap lines with economic partners and
neighbouring states, although these lines are smaller both in their size and their expanse.
The RBI has made up to $4 billion dollars of its reserves available as standing swap lines with

its partners in the South Asian Association for Regional Cooperation (SAARC). The RBI

2Bank of Japan. “Signing of the Bilateral Swap Arrangement between Japan and India.” June 30, 2008.
Emphasis added.



has also entered into a BSA with Sri Lanka (outside SAARC), during Sri Lanka’s crisis in
2022. Pakistan, Turkey, and Iran have signed BSAs to facilitate trade.® India and the United
Arab Emirates have entered into a local currency swap, as have the UAE and Qatar. Trade
and oil payments are key to these arrangements, aimed to be settled in local currency rather
than in US dollars. In 2023, China and the UAE used their swap line to settle oil payments
in yuan. BSAs provided by central banks other than the Fed or the PBOC, these other BSA
partnerships pushed by India, Japan, Korea, or UAE, have received almost no scholarly
attention, despite their slow, but steady proliferation. These networks are, of course, much

smaller, and tend to be geographically concentrated.

3 Financial Fragmentation and Statecraft

The fragmentation of the GFSN is not without its complications, and the post-crisis period
has seen an increase in institutional contestation and competition. To start, many smaller
economies do not have the privilege of altogether avoiding the conditionality attached IMF
loans to mitigate risk. Both Fund and regional options automatically include multiple credi-
tors, and stringent conditions that can serve. Multilateral lenders also often requires debtors

to secure bilateral backstops to secure IMF assistance.

We study the influence of this regime complexity on China’s BSAs as a tool for offensive
financial statecraft—the extent to which it currently plays its ILLR role unilaterally. We
therefore evaluate the determinants of states’ decisions to enter China’s BSAs alongside
other options. Most studies on swap lines have also focused predominantly on the Fed and
PBoC’s BSA networks, and overlook other available BSAs. Others have tended to look
primarily at the IMF or RFAs, but do not include the bilateral options that BSAs present
states. Studying these arrangements alone cannot explain the offensive potential of China’s

monetary initiatives to provide an alternative to the US-led monetary order. We build on

3Swaps with Iran were briefly disrupted by the lack of banking channels until 2016 due to US sanctions.



the existing literature to evaluate how China’s BSAs operate within the fragmented GFSN

by looking at multiple channels of liquidity assurance together.

Our argument complements the research on complex governance (Aggarwal 1998; Raus-
tiala and Victor 2004; Alter and Meunier 2009; Keohane and Victor 2011; Henning and
Pratt 2023), and regime complexity and fragmentation in financial governance (Kahler 2013;
Henning 2017; Henning 2019; Henning 2023), as well as debates on financial statecraft and
the pursuits of rising powers (Armijo and Katada 2015; Katada, Roberts, and Armijo 2017;
McDowell 2019a). The proliferation of the global swap network is a direct result of the
GFC, generating increased contestation within the financial governance system (Morse and
Keohane 2014), driven by states seeking to increase their economic power using tools of

geo-economic statecraft (Blackwill and Harris 2016).

We add to this literature by evaluating China’s financial statecraft and the implications of
financial fragmentation for China’s goals of providing an alternative to the US-led governance
order. The emerging swap networks provided by larger EMEs, primarily constituted of
China’s BSAs, are a manifestation of states’ dissatisfaction with the status quo, and their
efforts to revise it. BSAs also diverge from traditional multilateral loans, in terms of the types

of credit lines available, and the absence of policy conditionality tied to these lines.

In 2022-2023, Pakistan and Ghana faced such dire circumstances that IFI assistance was
hard to come by. They thus sought bilateral backstops to meet the IMF’s collateral require-
ments and to help them through strenuous negotiations with the IMF. Regional Financing
Arrangements are just that—regional. These pools of money are much smaller than any mul-
tilateral or ad hoc bilateral option; on their own, RFAs cannot always meet states’ financing

needs. Some, such as the CMIM, have not even been used by its members.

Adding to the complexity of this fragmentation, bilateral liquidity providers add similar
stipulations to liquidity lines as multilateral lenders. The ECB swap line to Lithuania was

used to tie countries over as they seek IMF loans. BSAs provided by China or India have



similar strings attached that swaps with some partners, usually lower income and volatile
economies, will be renewed on the condition that the borrower makes progress towards an
IMF loan. For example, during Sri Lanka’s crisis in 2022, India’s swap line to Sri Lanka was
also conditioned upon progress towards an expanded IMF arrangement. At the same time,
the IMF required Sri Lanka to secure a bilateral backstop from a partner central bank before

it could access any IMF credit.

While EME arrangements are depicted as an instrument of defensive statecraft (Armijo
and Katada 2015; Mauro and Zettelmeyer 2017; McDowell 2019b), for states to gain en-
hanced autonomy in the US-led order, paradoxically, the BRICS Contingent Reserve Ar-
rangements, manifestation of this goal, requires additional backstops in order to draw on
these bilateral arrangements—funds are contingent on the borrower securing IMF assistance
as collateral (Henning 2015). Even though most liquidity assurance options rely on alter-
native arrangements as collateral, non-Fed BSAs have been largely studied in isolation of
alternative options. Existing scholarship has largely overlooked the point that states often

seek liquidity from multiple providers.

Keohane and Victor (2011) suggest fragmentation could be advantageous to states. In
many ways, the crisis heightened the financial and monetary power of states—the US—and
international organizations—the IMF—that already enjoyed outside economic leverage over
the global economy through bilateral relations as well as international organizations. It also
heightened China’s influence in the international monetary system and spurred China’s eco-
nomic statecraft to expand its sphere of influence, internationalize its currency, and provide
alternatives to the US-led governance system. Larger EMEs such as the BRICS countries
hang together by their common aversion to US and dollar dominance, and shared goals of
gaining a louder voice in multilateral organizations such as the IMF (Roberts, Armijo, and
Katada 2017). Together, they exercise collective financial statecraft to pursue these goals,

such as through the creation of the CRA, that contributes to regime complexity.



The fragmented GFSN has also proved valuable to states that did not have access to
Fed swap, such as Indonesia. In turn, other key economic partners such as China, Japan,
and Korea have stepped in to assist, as Indonesia also seeks to avoid returning to the Fund.
Fragmentation may help manage hierarchy and power discrepancies in 10s (Pratt 2018).
When seeking emergency lending from 1Os, states that have exit options can negotiate better
terms on multilateral assistance. RFAs can also afford states with a credible exit option to

the Fund, allowing them to negotiate better terms (Clark 2022).

At the same time, they also face significant hurdles through their diverging and even
competitive interests. Indeed China and India engage in financial statecraft through the
creation of of their own regional financial arrangements or development banks, and by ex-
tending bilateral liquidity neighbors and economic partners in their spheres of influence.
Some suggest that smaller economies such as Sri Lanka or the Maldives are the site of eco-
nomic contest between the two large regional powers. Competing dynamics of interstate
rivalry and collective statecraft, combined, are key drivers of financial fragmentation pushed

by large emerging economies.

For other large emerging markets and advanced economies, such as Singapore and South
Korea, the decentralization of the GFSN may not have enhanced states’ capacities to engage
in economic statecraft, but it has opened up a larger set of options for liquidity assurance
for states seeking to avoid costly IO conditionality. Indeed, their goal of seeking to avoid
the stigma and IMF conditionality after their experience with the Fund in the late 1990s
is known to policymakers in institutions such as the Fed (FOMC 2008). Both states have
previously received Fed swaps alongside other emerging markets, Brazil and Mexico. They
are also party to the PBoC’s expanding monetary initiatives, as long as they maintain stable

relations with China (Li, Sahasrabuddhe, and Wingo 2024).

Smaller and lower income states cannot navigate this fragmentation as easily and instead

may be increasingly vulnerable to the contestation and geoeconomic pursuits of their larger
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partners such as the BRICS now playing creditor roles as they seek alternatives to the
status quo (Kahler 2013; Narlikar 2013). Power asymmetries, and exercising leverage over
partner countries also play out in bilateral arrangements. The Fed has used its swap lines to
meet its geopolitical goals with economic partners (Sahasrabuddhe 2019). China also uses
BSAs as leverage over its swap signatories to manage political and territorial disputes (Li,
Sahasrabuddhe, and Wingo 2023; Liu, Pang, and Vreeland 2023). Vulnerable borrowers have
become the site of competition among emerging powers, as has been the plight of Sri Lanka
in its interactions with India and China. The fragmentation of the GFSN that has emerged
as a result of EME creditors seeking to create alternatives and pursue their economic goals
may not serve debtors seeking more attractive and less costly financing options. In other

words, the benefits of fragmentation ought not to be overstated.

Figure 3. Active loans from the IMF, RFA and China BSA, 2005-2020
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As Figure 3 shows, China provides the largest BSA program, with the exception of

Fed swaps, by number of counterparts and now outnumber multilateral and regional ar-
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rangements. Understanding how China BSAs operate in relation to alternative liquidity
assurance options can shed greater light on the possibility of China’s financial statecraft.
Unlike Fed swaps, the RMB swap network includes borrowers that are more likely to have
to turn to IMF assistance. We argue that the interdependence of various liquidity assurance
options points to the limits of China’s ability to provide an alternative to the US-led GFSN.
If China’s BSAs are an effective instrument of offensive financial statecraft—to unilaterally
act as an ILLR—we should see them present states an exit option to costly IMF loans, or

as an alternative to regional arrangements.

3.1 Hypotheses

To evaluate the potential of China’s offesnive financial statecraft, we evaluate how bilat-
eral (broken down by China and Third-Party BSAs), multilateral and regional financing
arrangements operate alongside one another within the complex structure of the GFSN. Our
outcome of interest is the likelihood of entering into BSAs with China, given alternative
policy instruments, to identify the extent to which China’s BSAs can unilaterally act as an
ILLR. Previous studies show that more conventional economic and political factors influence
states’ decisions to enter into these arrangements separately. However, as our discussion
above shows, states’ decisions to enter swap lines with emerging market providers such as
China are made within a broader set of available alternatives, or even requirements to secure
backstops as collateral for multilateral loans. Their considerations in signing BSAs with

China would operate differently in the context of the broader GFSN.

We first consider how IMF programs influence states decisions to sign swaps with China.
BSAs from various providers, with the exception of the Fed, may carry varying limits
and terms. They are also similar to one another in how they are distinct to multilateral
and regional arrangements. IMF loans thus tend to carry greater economic, political and
sovereignty costs to borrowers, while swaps present countries with a relatively low cost al-

ternative (Moessner and Allen 2010). For many countries that suffered crises and tough
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structural reforms imposed via IMF packages, turning to the Fund also carries with it a

stigma that many states try to avoid (Ito 2012).

While BSAs carry stipulations and limits on usage, they vary from multilateral alterna-
tives in that BSAs carry no policy conditionality in contrast to IMF loans (Dreher, Sturm,
and Vreeland 2015). Swaps from China serve purposes for its partners in addition to liquidity
provision. States that have an active IMF loan in place are typically subject to conditionality
of varying degree of stringency, depending on the type on program in place. As a result,
many states seek alternative, low cost options to supplement these programs or strengthen
their financial positions in order to avoid returning to extend these lines altogether, or to
meet the Fund’s collateral requirements. We contend that ultimately, states are not looking
to China’s BSAs as a unilateral ILLR, but seek them to meet the demands of long-standing

US-led international financial institutions.

Hypothesis 1: Countries that have an active loan with the IMF are more likely to

acquire BSAs from China than other countries.

BSAs can also be arranged rapidly, with relatively short negotiations, whereas negoti-
ations with the Fund can vary and tend to be longer. Recent crises such as the Covid-19
pandemic, or the economic and financial crises in Sri Lanka and Argentina in 2023 indicate
the benefit of ad hoc arrangements such as BSAs to expand liquidity provision in an ad hoc
manner, in times of stress. Unlike swap lines, IMF loans tend to take longer to negotiate
in varying circumstances (Bearce, Eldredge, and Jolliff 2015). Borrowers that have greater
influence in international organizations or are more connected to the financial sectors of ma-
jor IMF shareholders can secure quicker negotiations (Ferry and Zeitz 2024b). At the same
time, countries that have borrowed more from China will experience longer negotiations with

the IMF when facing a debt crisis (Ferry and Zeitz 2024a).

Clark (2022) finds that RFAs that compete with the IMF can become credible exit options

for IMF member states. These options that allow states to use this external option as leverage
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in negotiating the conditions of Fund lending. BSAs may similarly present EMDE borrowers
with a credible exit option, or at least an alternative when seeking multilateral assistance
as leverage to negotiate better loan terms. In addition to the conditionality associated with
IMF loans, as we discuss in Part 3, IMF programs also require borrowers to secure a bilateral
backstop as collateral for the loans they seek. To meet the collateral requirement stipulated
by the IMF, in addition to securing financing to tied states over while states negotiate

programs with the IMF, RMB swaps can help states meet their financing needs.

Hypothesis 1a: Countries in negotiations for an IMF loan are more likely to acquire

BSAs from China than other countries.

We also consider how China’s BSAs operate alongside Third-Party BSAs. Given that
larger economies tend to be more embedded in international financial activities, these states
will seek similar sources of financing to diversify their reserve portfolios, or accrue various
benefits of bilateral arrangements with financial partners (Liao and McDowell 2015; Li,
Sahasrabuddhe, and Wingo 2024). South Korea, the United Kingdom, and the European
Central Bank (ECB) have the largest swap lines with China. Signing BSAs with China,
even though these states have swap lines with the Fed,* BSAs with China will bring financial
benefits as China’s currency, the renminbi (RMB), internationalizes (Li, Sahasrabuddhe, and
Wingo 2024). For these states, a key purpose of these lines is to support China’s goal of

RMB internationalization.

BSAs also have primarily proliferated among EMDEs. Most of these are swaps that
have been extended by China. Other EMDEs such as India through SAARC, Turkey, the
BRICS countries, Indonesia, Pakistan, and even Iran, have entered into bilateral monetary
initiatives with their economic partners and neighbors. India, Indonesia, and Turkey, had
previously requested and been denied BSAs from the Fed during the GFC and the mid-

2010s following the taper tantrums. Most BSAs, from China and Third-Parties, are limited

4South Korea’s swap with the Fed is not permanent, but it received a swap in 2008, and again when the
Fed swap network was enhanced in 2020.
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in their amounts relative to Fed swaps, and drawing capacity. The United Arab Emirates,
a high income developing market economy has signed swaps with Korea, India, and China,
to increase local currency settlements for oil payments. Essentially, these states seek to
augment available financing options by seeking multiple BSAs, from China, and Third-Party
providers, rather than China playing this role unilaterally. We therefore expect that states

will seek BSAs from China and other providers to meet their policy goals:

Hypothesis 2: Countries that participate in Third-Party BSAs, are more likely to

acquire BSAs from China than other countries.

We also expect that regional arrangements operate similarly to Third-Party BSAs. Like
Third-Party BSAs, regional arrangements are more limited in their capacity and their reach
than multilateral or bilateral options. They also possess more flexibility relative to IMF
loans, in that they can be comprised of various types of instruments such as swaps and
loans, have multiple sources of funding, and may provide financing in either domestic or
foreign currency (Cheng and Lennkh 2020). RFAs may thus be well equipped to facilitate
cooperation within a fragmented governance system (Desai and Vreeland 2011), and can
serve as meaningful alternatives or afford states leverage in IMF negotiations (Clark 2022).
RFA drawing rights may allow states to similarly use regional backstops to negotiate BSAs
or provide collateral that BSA providers require. They also offer EMDEs substantial benefits
through instrumental collaboration and address their lack of representation in the IMF. In

other words, they play a similar role to Third-Party BSAs.

RFAs also play a slightly different role to BSAs in the GFSN. Medium- and longer-term
financing requires risk-bearing commitments that call for fiscal backing and policy adjust-
ments, that swaps—that tend to avoid risk—do not (Henning 2023). They play a different
crisis financing role in comparison to BSAs which are less frequently and not always auto-
matically, activated. BSAs are limited in their activation and usage, and also by underlying

economic and political considerations tied to China’s economic and political system. To-
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gether with the consideration that RFAs are better equipped to address a broader set of
issues compared to BSAs, we expect that countries seeking China’s BSAs for liquidity and
trade purposes will remain reliant on regional alternatives for sovereign crisis financing. In
other words, China’s BSAs are also limited in their potential for offensive financial statecraft;

they cannot fulfill the function of an ILLR without the support of accompanying RFAs.

Hypothesis 3: Countries that are members of RFAs are more likely to acquire BSAs

from China than other countries.

4 Research Design and Data

We conduct a correlational analysis using a novel monthly dataset on the global financial
safety net, which provides a comprehensive catalog of IMF lending facilities, bilateral swap
agreements including Third-Party BSAs, and access to RFAs. Focusing on a cross-national
panel of all BSAs signed between January 2007 and December 2020, we employ a penalized
negative binomial regression to estimate three key effects: (1) how a country’s participation
in IMF loans, (2) Third-Party BSAs, and (3) RFA membership influence the odds of receiving
swaps from China. Our dataset, encompassing 190 countries at a year-month level consistent

with the IMF membership, allows us to robustly analyze the dynamics between IMF loans

and China’s BSAs.

4.1 Dependent Variable: China BSAs

Our dataset on China’s bilateral swap agreements (China BSA) builds on the comprehensive
datasets compiled by McDowell et al. (2023), which covers the period from 2005 to 2020.
We enhance this dataset by updating it with BSAs that were either missing or no longer
active, drawing on information from additional sources (Perks et al. 2021; Horn et al. 2023;
Li, Sahasrabuddhe, and Wingo 2023). Furthermore, we refine the data by reconstructing it

at the monthly level, pinpointing the exact month and year in which each China BSA took
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effect. This enables us to define our dependent variable as a binary indicator representing

whether a country established a BSA with China in a specific month-year.?

Figure 4. China BSA partners’ distribution, 2005-2020
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Figure 4 illustrates the distribution of China’s BSAs over time, along with the composi-
tion of its partner countries.® Two observations are noteworthy. First, China’s BSAs have
experienced exponential growth over the past two decades, resulting in a total of 281 BSAs
between 2005 and 2020. The number of BSA agreements increased by approximately 114.6%
during the second decade compared to the first.” This growth becomes particularly signif-
icant when contrasted with a total of only 94 BSAs established by the United States from
2005 to 2020 (see Figure 6). The United States has shown limited expansion in its BSA

partnerships since 2010, while China has emerged as a viable alternative provider.

Second, China’s BSAs display less discrimination in favor of Global South partnerships
compared to IMF loan recipients or Fed BSA partners, which primarily concentrate on
Europe and North America and consist of only four emerging economies (Brazil, Mexico,

Singapore, and South Korea). In contrast, China’s BSA partners exhibit greater diversity

°In subsequent analyses, we also examine the financial magnitude of these China BSAs.
SFor clarity, the figure presents the annual composition of China’s BSAs.
"There were 89 China BSAs from 2005 to 2014 and 191 China BSAs from 2015-2020
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in terms of development status and geographical regions. Figure 4 shows that China’s
BSA initiative began as a regional financing mechanism, commencing with arrangements
in East Asia and the Pacific in 2005, before gradually expanding to encompass partners
in Europe, Central Asia, and Latin America, and later extending to the Middle East and
Africa. Although the majority of its partners remain concentrated in East and Central Asia,

China’s outreach has become increasingly global in scope.

4.2 Independent Variables

Given the considerable expansion and importance of China’s BSAs over time and across re-
gions, our research aims to investigate their relationships with major competing multilateral

loans, RFA membership, and Third-Party BSAs.

4.2.1 IMF Lending and Negotiations

Our first set of explanatory variables examines actual IMF lending and IMF negotiations
to explore the stage at which IMF loans influence countries’ considerations of acquiring a
China BSA. For IMF lending data, we rely on Perks et al. (2021), coding IMF lending as a
binary variable that indicates whether a country received an IMF loan in a given month-year.
Between January 2007 and December 2020, there were 1,067 instances of IMF lending, with
a stable annual average of 73 loans since the 2010s. IMF loans exhibit limited geographic

diversity, primarily targeting countries in the Sub-Saharan region (see Figure 5).

For negotiations data, we draw on information about IMF missions collected by Ferry
and Zeitz (2024b), which captures the initiation of discussions or negotiations for an IMF
loan. Using this dataset, we identify the timing of IMF loan negotiations, enabling us to

assess whether these negotiations provide any leverage in securing China BSAs.

18



Figure 5. IMF loans distribution, 2005-2020
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4.2.2 Third-Party BSAs

Our second explanatory variable Third-Party BSAs (those not provided by the PBoC or
the Fed) is derived from our refined BSA dataset, building on the comprehensive work by
McDowell et al. (2023). Figure 6 illustrates the emergence and activation of Third-Party
BSAs over the past 15 years. While Fed BSAs dominated the non-China BSA landscape
before 2010, a significant shift occurred starting in 2012, as Third-Party BSAs emerged as
the prevailing form of Third-Party BSAs. Examples of Third-Party BSAs include agreements
such as Pakistan and Turkey (2011), Indonesia and Malaysia (2019), and the UAE and Korea
(2014). This evolving composition of Third-Party BSAs informs our Hypothesis 2, which

examines the complementary nature of Third-Party BSAs in relation to China BSAs.
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Figure 6. Third-Party BSA composition, 2005-2020
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4.2.3 Regional Financing Arrangements

We include a dummy variable to indicate whether a country has access to any RFAa, using
RFA membership data from Clark (2022). This membership may confound the relationship
of interest by simultaneously influencing a country’s likelihood of receiving both IMF loans
and BSAs with China. These RFAs include the Arab Monetary Fund (AMF) created in 1989,
the Latin American Reserve Fund (FLAR), the Chiang Mai Initiative [Multilateralization]
created in 2000 after the East Asian Financial Crisis, European Union and central European
programs created to boost financial stability and liquidity after the euro crisis began in 2010,

and the CRA created in 2014 by the BRICS.®

8Following Clark (Clark 2022), for consistency in coding, we group CRA swaps under RFAs rather than
Third Party BSAs, although these arrangements are ultimately a selection of BSAs among CRA members.
The CMIM functions similarly as a swap pooling arrangement.
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4.2.4 Confounders

In testing the effects of IMF loans, Third-Party BSAs and RFA membership on China BSAs,
we test our argument against alternative economic and political explanations for the emer-
gence and expansion of China’s swap program. We control for key macroeconomic determi-
nants that increase the likelihood of receiving China BSAs, including exports and imports
with China, economic size (measured by GDP) (Liao and McDowell 2015; Prasad 2017), and
the occurrence of an economic or financial crisis (Broz, Wang, and Zhang 2020; Horn et al.
2023). Additionally, we account for the influence of security and political factors in shap-
ing monetary affairs and economic cooperation (Kirshner 1995; Norrlof 2020). Specifically,
we include political determinants that enhance a country’s likelihood of receiving a China
BSA, such as affinity with China (measured through joint military exercises with China),
territorial disputes, and regime type (Li, Sahasrabuddhe, and Wingo 2024; Liu, Pang, and
Vreeland 2023).°

Importantly, when states face crisis, in addition to seeking liquidity assurance from their
various multilateral, bilateral, and regional options, they also have unilateral options as a
first port of call: foreign exchange reserves. Given that states also consider their own self-
insurance capacity when seeking sovereign crisis financing, we control for alternative sources
of domestic finance, such as currency reserve holdings, which are expected to influence a
country’s likelihood of acquiring both alternative non-China financing and China BSAs. We
use IMF' International Reserves and Foreign Currency data for this measure. We also control
for access to US dollar liquidity through Fed swaps, as a central source of liquidity in the

GFSN, especially to advanced economies.

All right-hand-side variables are lagged by one month, as we find that extending the lag

9We use joint military exercises as an alternative measure for alliances and political relationships, as
China has only one formal treaty ally, North Korea. We do not directly control for a country’s recognition
of Taiwan due to a perfect separation problem: China does not provide BSAs to countries that recognize
Taiwan. Instead, we use the territorial dispute variable, which, although noisier, enables us to circumvent
this issue while also capturing broader political conflicts related to Taiwan.
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to multiple months does not yield significant results.’® This approach is consistent with our
theoretical perspective that assessing the the potential of China’s offensive financial statecraft
through its BSA program in a given year includes the range of financing options to which
states already have access. This allows us to evaluate the interaction between pre-existing
financing options available to states and their likelihood of subsequently signing BSAs with

China, to evaluate whether China can and does play an ILLR unilaterally.

5 Results and Discussion

Our findings reveal a consistent and robust pattern where IMF lending, Third-Party BSAs
and RFA membership complement China BSAs. In Models 1 and 2, we analyze data on IMF
lending, while in Models 3 and 4, we conduct parallel analyses using IMF negotiation data.
Within each set of models, the first model (Models 1 and 3) examines the general relationship
between the explanatory and dependent variables, while the second model (Models 2 and
4) incorporates multiple confounders, including Fed BSAs, as well as political and economic

control variables.

Across both sets of models, we find strong evidence supporting Hypothesis 1 and Hypoth-
esis la, demonstrating that IMF loans and negotiations significantly enhance the odds of a
country acquiring a China BSA. Notably, the effect is more pronounced during the negotia-
tion phase of IMF loans. For instance, in Model 2 of Table 1, exponentiating the coefficient
for IMF loans (1.256) shows that receiving an IMF loan in the previous month increases the
odds of acquiring a China BSA in the following month by approximately 3.51 times (or a
251% increase) when holding other factors constant. Similarly, in Model 4 of Table 1, expo-
nentiating the coefficient for IMF negotiations (1.941) indicates that being in IMF negotia-
tions increases the odds of acquiring a China BSA by approximately 6.96 times (or a 596%

increase). These findings underscore the critical role of IMF engagement—both through

0Detailed results from models with alternative lag structures are provided in the appendix.
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lending and negotiations—in facilitating bilateral swap agreements with China.

This finding carries significant implications, both for its statistical robustness and its
substantial effect size, particularly in relation to the key political and economic factors as-
sociated with China BSAs. For example, engaging in joint-military exercises with China
increases the odds of receiving a China BSA by 273% in the context of IMF loans (Model
2) and by a striking 270% during IMF negotiations (Model 4). While these effects are sta-
tistically significant, the coefficients (1.329 and 1.306, respectively) indicate a comparatively
lower impact than IMF loans or negotiations, suggesting that IMF-related activities in the
prior month exert a stronger influence on the likelihood of signing China BSAs than other
political indicators. In the case of exports to China, the statistical significance is compara-
ble to that of IMF loans, though the effect size is more modest. A one-log-unit increase in
exports to China raises the odds of acquiring a China BSA by 227% in the IMF loan context
(Model 2) and 224% during IMF negotiations (Model 4).!!

Regarding the effect of Third-Party BSAs on the odds of acquiring China BSAs, we find
strong support for Hypothesis 2: countries participating in Third-Party BSAs are signifi-
cantly more likely to acquire a China BSA. For example, having a BSA from alternative
providers in the prior month increases the odds of acquiring a China BSA by approximately
7.31 times (a 631% increase, based on a coefficient of 1.989) in Model 2 and by 7.42 times
(a 642% increase, based on a coefficient of 2.004) in Model 4. In stark contrast, Fed BSAs
exhibit a significant substitutive rather than complementary effect. Acquiring a Fed BSA
in the previous month reduces the odds of securing a China BSA by approximately 89.7%
(-2.277) in Model 2 and by 90.4% (-2.346) in Model 4. These results underscore the divergent
roles of Third-Party BSAs and Fed BSAs in shaping the likelihood of China BSA agreements,
highlighting the complementary effect of Third-Party BSAs and the substitutive impact of
Fed BSAs.

' The respective coefficients for exports to China are 1.191 and 1.175.
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Table 1. IMF loans and Third-Party BSAs on acquiring China BSAs, 2007-2020

Dependent variable: China BSA

(1) (2) 3) (4)
IMF Loan ;_ 0.127 1.256***
(0.107) (0.323)
IMF Negotiation ;1 0.158 1.941%
(0.153) (0.505)
Third-Party BSA ;4 1.376™** 1.989*** 1.375%* 2.004***
(0.045) (0.210) (0.045) (0.210)
RFA ;_; 0.206*** 0.669*** 0.205*** 0.733***
(0.043) (0.184) (0.043) (0.184)
Fed BSA ;_; —2.277** —2.346***
(0.287) (0.287)
Polity4 ; 4 —0.066*** —0.068***
(0.014) (0.014)
Joint-military ;,_ 1.329*** 1.306™**
(0.234) (0.234)
Territorial Dispute ;1 —1.376*** —1.399**
(0.277) (0.278)
Crisis ;1 —16.979 —17.049
(498.250) (495.690)
Currency Reserve(USD), log ;—; —0.443"* —0.457*
(0.102) (0.102)
GDP, log ;1 0.118 0.194
(0.150) (0.150)
Exports to China, log ;1 1.191* 1.175"
(0.103) (0.103)
Exports to US, log ;1 —0.480*** —0.497*
(0.079) (0.080)
Imports from China, log ;_; —0.206 —0.227
(0.173) (0.174)
Constant —2.832*** —1.395 —2.830"** —2.135
(0.029) (2.294) (0.029) (2.278)
Observations 33,096 3,138 33,096 3,138
Log Likelihood —8,805.566  —628.368  —8,805.733  —629.477
Akaike Inf. Crit. 17,619.130  1,284.736  17,619.470  1,286.954
Note: *p<0.1; *p<0.05; **p<0.01
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We also find intriguing results regarding the roles of RFAs in relation to China BSAs.
Consistent with Hypothesis 3, our findings suggest that members of RFAs are more likley to
acqurie BSAs from China. In models 2 and 4, we find that when a country has an ongoing
loan with an RFA| the odds of acquiring a China BSA increase by 95% and 108% in Models

2 and 4, respectively.!?

Figure 7. Coefficient plot by variable type (IMF Loans)
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12Coefficients of 0.669 and 0.733.
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Figure 8. Coefficient plot by variable type (IMF Negotiations)
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Furthermore, our analysis reveals that the remaining control variables exhibit the antic-
ipated coefficient directions. While our focus is on how states navigate financing options
from alternative sources, our findings also highlight the underlying political and economic

factors that shape these dynamics.

First, we observe that countries with alternative domestic sources of finance, such as
currency reserves, are less likely to acquire China BSAs. Specifically, for every one-unit
increase in the log of currency reserves, the odds of acquiring a China BSA decrease by 36%

(-0.443) in Model 2 and by 37% (-0.457) in Model 4.

Second, consistent with prior studies, when controlling for various dyadic confounders, we
find that China’s security partners—its allies—experience an enhanced likelihood of acquir-
ing China BSAs. However, geopolitical instability, such as territorial disputes with China,
undermines the scope of such cooperation. States engaged in territorial disputes with China

face a significantly reduced chance of securing China BSAs.

Third, macroeconomic determinants, particularly dyadic economic relations with China,
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also influence the likelihood of acquiring China BSAs. Higher levels of exports to China are
associated with increased odds of obtaining China BSAs, while higher levels of exports to the
US decrease these odds. Importantly, the negative effect of exports to the US underscores
how smaller states’ economic engagement with powerful states can shape their ability to

cooperate with rival powers like China.

Overall, these findings underscore the multifaceted nature of state behavior in pursuing
bilateral swap agreements with China, shaped by domestic financial capacity, geopolitical sta-
bility, and economic ties. While various competing factors significantly influence a country’s
likelihood of acquiring China BSA, as illustrated in Figure 7 and Figure 8, our theoretical
variables of interest — IMF loans, Third-Party BSAs and RFA membership — stand out with
some of the most substantial effects compared to other competing explanations. We posit
that the noteworthy findings concerning how China’s BSA operate alongside the existing
US-led system, and new alternatives to the current order in the GFSN are consistent with
out theoretical expectations that China, for now, cannot unilaterally act as an ILLR. In other
words, in addition to the limits of China’s defensive statecraft, it is also constrained in its
offensive capacity to provide an alternative system to the US-led monetary and governance

system, but rather, relies on its resources to play a complementary role.

6 Conclusion

Recent crises have highlighted the need for a robust and reliable global financial safety net.
The swap programs emerged as a vital instrument to fill this gap in the financial governance
system. In particular, BSAs provided by central banks in the Global South, such as China
and India, as well as bilateral partnerships among several smaller economies emerged to
expand access to rapid and flexible liquidity arrangements to countries largely excluded
from the Fed swap network. For many EMDEs, these arrangements indicated promising

prospects for states seeking to avoid stringent conditions imposed through IMF loans, and
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larger and more diverse options to augment resources available through regional financial

arrangements with their economic partners and neighbors.

Although the number of China and Third-Party BSAs has grown rapidly since 2009, our
findings and their implications suggest that perhaps the overall utility and attractiveness of
these options are over-estimated. Briefly, we find that while BSAs are slowly increasing to
make up a larger part of the GFSN, they are yet to make significant progress to in their use to
dislodge traditional institutional instruments that are long-standing elements of the financial
governance system. For now, their significance in the GFSN remained conditional upon
the availability of resources in formal institutional apparatuses, and secondary to regional

arrangements supported by long-standing economic and political partnerships.

Our results suggest then that China’s BSAs tend to be arranged in tandem with swaps
from Third Party provides. Most EMDEs that have entered swap arrangements with other
Global South partners are also signatories of China’s BSAs. Our descriptive qualitative
overview of the contemporary GFSN, together with our quantitative study further indicate
the limits to China’s offensive financial statecraft. First, Many states cannot view China’s
BSAs alone as entirely reliable or even useful. Rather, they tend to seek them out when
pursuing IMF loans, or when they already have an IMF loan in place, perhaps to enhance
their financial health, or gain greater leverage for multilateral negotiations. These limits
to China’s unilateral capacity are similarly manifest which evaluating China’s swap lines
with Third-Party BSAs and membership in RFAs. In short, China’s potential to pursue
offensive statecraft remains impeded by by the pre-existing GFSN, and cannot credibly offer

a unilateral way out of the US-led order.

While China’s swaps have largely been presented as attractive alternatives to costly
multi- and mini-lateral options from the Fund and RFAs, we find that in fact, China’s BSA
partners tend to continually rely on the US-led monetary system through the IMF. Borrowers

remain more heavily reliant on these formalized programs over these new, seemingly flexible
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arrangements. As such, despite the massive proliferation of China’s monetary programs,
most of the world remains beholden to the conditionality and the US-centric monetary order
that many are seeking to avoid. The financial safety net then, while expanding, remains rife

with gaping holes that remain to be closed.

An important implication of our study then is that despite the expansive proliferation of
bilateral, conditionality-free alternatives such as China and Third-Party swaps, emerging and
developing economies remain in a bind regardless of these developments aiming to redress
the shortcomings of the global financial safety net. Not only is China’s offensive statecraft
constrained by the status quo order, but these limits similarly apply to more vulnerable states
looking to escape the great power grip. Even more, by transferring more power in bilateral
economic relationship to powerful rising powers that provide BSAs. Such arrangements
may ultimately only serve to expand and decentralize the sources of power imbalances and
vulnerability to include not only large international organizations, but also large creditors
providing BSAs to the Global South, such as China. They do not provide a way out of these
inequities and power imbalances. As BSAs continue to proliferate, we should then observe

these developments cautiously, before singing their praises.

Our study raises questions for further research on the implications of the complex gover-
nance system of sovereign crisis financing, and adds new insights on rising powers’ pursuit of
financial statecraft in an increasingly fragmented system. Our study takes us a step closer to
understanding better how various financing arrangements interact and operate alongside one
another to provide an ILLR mechanism. As states weigh their options and decide to enter
into BSAs with China, it is important to how they do so within the evolving GFSN. Given
that states are assessing multiple options as they seek financing, evaluating the financial
statecraft of rising economies as key players in the system thus cannot overlook the broader

landscape of the global financial governance system.

29



References

Aggarwal, Vinod K. (1998). Institutional designs for a complex world : bargaining, linkages,
and nesting. Ithaca: Cornell University Press. 1SBN: 0-8014-3460-2.

Alter, Karen J. and Sophie Meunier (2009). “The Politics of International Regime Complex-
ity”. In: Perspectives on Politics 7.1. Edition: 2009/02/12 Publisher: Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, pp. 13-24. 1SSN: 1537-5927. DOI: 10.1017/51537592709090033. URL: https:
//www.cambridge.org/core/product/37B14B427A95988E48D9F5D3CDB13403.

Armijo, Leslie Elliott and Saori N. Katada (Feb. 2015). “Theorizing the Financial Statecraft
of Emerging Powers”. In: New Political Economy 20.1, pp. 42-62. 1SSN: 13563467. URL:
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip, sso&db=
eoh&AN=1498411&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&
custid=s8895369.

Bearce, David H., Cody D. Eldredge, and Brandy J. Jolliff (2015). “Do Finite Duration
Provisions Reduce International Bargaining Delay?” In: International Organization 69.1.
Edition: 2014/10/15 Publisher: Cambridge University Press, pp. 219-239. 1sSN: 0020-
8183. porL: 10.1017/50020818314000162. URL: https://www.cambridge . org/core/
product/42235086987802B1AECDFC6DASCECT07.

Blackwill, Robert D. and Jennifer M. Harris (2016). War by other means : geoeconomics and
statecraft. Cambridge, Massachusetts: The Belknap Press of Harvard University Press.
ISBN: 978-0-674-54596-0. DOT: 10.4159/9780674545960.

Bordo, Michael D, Owen F Humpage, and Anna J Schwartz (Sept. 2015). “The Evolution
of the Federal Reserve Swap Lines since 1962”. In: IMF Economic Review 63.2, pp. 353~
372. 18SN: 2041-417X. DOI: 10.1057/imfer.2015.11.

Broz, J. Lawrence (2015). “The Politics of Rescuing the World’s Financial System: The Fed-
eral Reserve as a Global Lender of Last Resort”. In: The Korean Journal of International

Studies 13.2, pp. 323-351. ISSN: 2012-2234.

30


https://doi.org/10.1017/S1537592709090033
https://www.cambridge.org/core/product/37B14B427A95988E48D9F5D3CDB13403
https://www.cambridge.org/core/product/37B14B427A95988E48D9F5D3CDB13403
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=eoh&AN=1498411&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=eoh&AN=1498411&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=eoh&AN=1498411&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0020818314000162
https://www.cambridge.org/core/product/42235086987802B1AECDFC6DA5CEC707
https://www.cambridge.org/core/product/42235086987802B1AECDFC6DA5CEC707
https://doi.org/10.4159/9780674545960
https://doi.org/10.1057/imfer.2015.11

Broz, J. Lawrence, Gaoyang Wang, and Zhiwen Zhang (2020). “Explaining Foreign Support
for China’s Global Economic Leadership”. In: International Organization 74.3. Edition:
2020/06/10 Publisher: Cambridge University Press, pp. 417-452. 1SSN: 0020-8183. DOI:
10.1017/50020818320000120. URL: https://www . cambridge . org/core/product/
C1157FD7E2C952D8FI9E0342F5FC352E5.

Cheng, Gong and Rudolph A. Lennkh (2020). “RFAs’ financial structures and lending ca-
pacities: A statutory, accounting and credit rating perspective”. ESM Working Paper No.
44. European Stability Mechanism. URL: https://www.esm.europa.eu/system/files/
document/wp44.pdf.

Chin, Gregory (2014). “The Great Wall of Money”. In: Power and Politics in China’s In-
ternational Monetary Relations. Ed. by Eric Helleiner and Jonathan Kirshner. Cornell
University Press, pp. 184-212. 1SBN: 978-0-8014-5467-7.

Clark, Richard (July 2022). “Bargain Down or Shop Around? Outside Options and IMF
Conditionality”. In: The Journal of Politics 84.3. Publisher: The University of Chicago
Press, pp. 1791-1805. 1ssN: 0022-3816. DOI: 10.1086/719269. URL: https://doi.org/
10.1086/719269 (visited on 12/29/2023).

Desai, Raj M. and James Raymond Vreeland (2011). “Global Governance in a Multipolar
World: The Case for Regional Monetary Funds”. In: International Studies Review 13.1.
Publisher: Wiley, pp. 109-121. 1SSN: 15219488, 14682486. URL: http://www. jstor.org/
stable/23016145 (visited on 01/21/2024).

Dreher, Axel, Jan-Egbert Sturm, and James Raymond Vreeland (2015). “Politics and IMF
Conditionality”. In: The Journal of Conflict Resolution 59.1. Publisher: Sage Publica-
tions, Inc., pp. 120-148. 1SSN: 00220027, 15528766. URL: http://www . jstor . org/
stable/24546221 (visited on 01/20/2024).

Ferry, Lauren L and Alexandra O Zeitz (Sept. 2024a). “China, the IMF, and Sovereign

Debt Crises”. In: International Studies Quarterly 68.3, sqaell9. 1SsN: 0020-8833. DOI:

31


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0020818320000120
https://www.cambridge.org/core/product/C1157FD7E2C952D8F9E0342F5FC352E5
https://www.cambridge.org/core/product/C1157FD7E2C952D8F9E0342F5FC352E5
https://www.esm.europa.eu/system/files/document/wp44.pdf
https://www.esm.europa.eu/system/files/document/wp44.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1086/719269
https://doi.org/10.1086/719269
https://doi.org/10.1086/719269
http://www.jstor.org/stable/23016145
http://www.jstor.org/stable/23016145
http://www.jstor.org/stable/24546221
http://www.jstor.org/stable/24546221

10.1093/1isq/sqael19. URL: https://doi.org/10.1093/1isq/sqaell9 (visited on
12/01/2024).

Ferry, Lauren L. and Alexandra O. Zeitz (2024b). “The power of having powerful friends:
Evidence from a new dataset of IMF negotiating missions, 1985-2020”. In: Review of
International Organizations 19.3. Place: New York Publisher: Springer US, pp. 411-442.
ISSN: 1559-7431. DOI: 10.1007/s11558-024-09537-4.

FOMC (2008). Meeting of the Federal Open Market Committee on October 28-29, 2008. Fed-
eral Reserve Bank, FOMC: Transcripts and Other Historical Materials, 2008, Washing-
ton, DC. Tech. rep. Washington, DC.: Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve System.
URL: https://www.federalreserve.gov/monetarypolicy/files/FOMC20081029meeting.
pdf (visited on 03/03/2016).

Helleiner, Eric (2014). The status quo crisis: global financial governance after the 2008 finan-
cial meltdown. English. http://newcatalog.library.cornell.edu/catalog/8638993. Oxford:
Oxford University Press. 1SBN: 9780199973637 (alk. paper) 0199973636 (alk. paper).

Henning, C. Randall (2015). “The Global Liquidity Safety Net: Institutional Cooperation
on Precautionary Facilities and Central Bank Swaps”. In: New Thinking and the New
G20 Series. The Centre for International Governance Innovation PAPER NO. 5. URL:
https://www.cigionline.org/static/documents/new_thinking_ g20_no5_web.pdf.

— (2017). “Avoiding Fragmentation of Global Financial Governance”. In: Global policy 8.1.
Place: London Publisher: Wiley Subscription Services, Inc, pp. 101-106. 1SSN: 1758-5880.
DOI: 10.1111/1758-5899.12394.

— (2019). “Regime Complexity and the Institutions of Crisis and Development Finance”.
In: Development and change 50.1. Place: Oxford Publisher: Blackwell Publishing Ltd,
pp. 24-45. 18sN: 0012-155X. DOI: 10.1111/dech.12472.

— (2023). “International regime complexity in sovereign crisis finance: a comparison of re-

gional architectures”. In: Review of International Political Economy. Publisher: Rout-

32


https://doi.org/10.1093/isq/sqae119
https://doi.org/10.1093/isq/sqae119
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11558-024-09537-4
https://www.federalreserve.gov/monetarypolicy/files/FOMC20081029meeting.pdf
https://www.federalreserve.gov/monetarypolicy/files/FOMC20081029meeting.pdf
https://www.cigionline.org/static/documents/new_thinking_g20_no5_web.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1111/1758-5899.12394
https://doi.org/10.1111/dech.12472

ledge, pp. 1-25. DOI: 10.1080/09692290.2023.2243957. URL: https://doi.org/10.
1080/09692290.2023.2243957.

Henning, C. Randall and Tyler Pratt (2023). “Hierarchy and differentiation in international
regime complexes: a theoretical framework for comparative research”. In: Review of In-
ternational Political Economy. Publisher: Routledge, pp. 1-28. DOI: 10.1080/09692290.
2023.2259424. URL: https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2023.2259424.

Horn, Sebastian et al. (2023). “China as an International Lender of Last Resort”. en. In:
AidData Working Paper 124. URL: https://docs.aiddata.org/ad4/pdfs/WPS124 _
China_as_an_International_Lender_of_Last_Resort.pdf.

Ito, Takatoshi (2012). “Can Asia Overcome the IMF Stigma?” In: The American Economic
Review 102.3. Publisher: American Economic Association, pp. 198-202. 1sSSN: 00028282.
URL: http://www.jstor.org/stable/23245528 (visited on 01/20/2024).

Kahler, Miles (2013). “Rising powers and global governance: negotiating change in a resilient
status quo”. In: International Affairs (Royal Institute of International Affairs 1944-)
89.3. Publisher: Wiley, pp. 711-729. 1SSN: 00205850, 14682346. URL: http://www. jstor.
org/stable/23473851 (visited on 01/18/2024).

Katada, Saori N., Cynthia Roberts, and Leslie Elliott Armijo (Sept. 2017). “The Varieties of
Collective Financial Statecraft: The BRICS and China”. In: Political Science Quarterly
132.3. Publisher: John Wiley & Sons, Ltd, pp. 403—433. 18SN: 0032-3195. DOTI: 10.1002/
polq.12656. URL: https://doi.org/10.1002/polq. 12656 (visited on 08/28/2024).

Keohane, Robert O. and David G. Victor (2011). “The Regime Complex for Climate Change”.
In: Perspectives on politics 9.1. Place: New York, USA Publisher: Cambridge University
Press, pp. 7-23. 18SN: 1537-5927. DOI: 10.1017/S1537592710004068.

Kirshner, Jonathan (1995). Currency and coercion : the political economy of international
monetary power. Princeton University Press. ISBN: 0-691-03768-X. URL: https://search.

ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip, sso&db=cat08983a&AN=wlc.

33


https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2023.2243957
https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2023.2243957
https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2023.2243957
https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2023.2259424
https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2023.2259424
https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2023.2259424
https://docs.aiddata.org/ad4/pdfs/WPS124_China_as_an_International_Lender_of_Last_Resort.pdf
https://docs.aiddata.org/ad4/pdfs/WPS124_China_as_an_International_Lender_of_Last_Resort.pdf
http://www.jstor.org/stable/23245528
http://www.jstor.org/stable/23473851
http://www.jstor.org/stable/23473851
https://doi.org/10.1002/polq.12656
https://doi.org/10.1002/polq.12656
https://doi.org/10.1002/polq.12656
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1537592710004068
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=cat08983a&AN=wlc.oai.folio.org.fs00001080.a09ee917.6582.5608.bbb2.6cf2bb74eaa3&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=cat08983a&AN=wlc.oai.folio.org.fs00001080.a09ee917.6582.5608.bbb2.6cf2bb74eaa3&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=cat08983a&AN=wlc.oai.folio.org.fs00001080.a09ee917.6582.5608.bbb2.6cf2bb74eaa3&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369

oai.folio.org.£s00001080.a09ee917.6582.5608.bbb2.6cf2bb74eaal3&authtype=
sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-1ive&scope=site&custid=s8895369.

Li, Siyao, Aditi Sahasrabuddhe, and Scott Wingo (2023). “The Limits of Economic State-
craft: China’s Bilateral Swap Agreements and the External Security Environment”. en. In:
International Political Economy Society Annual Meeting. Washington DC. URL: https:
//www.internationalpoliticaleconomysociety.org/sites/default/files/paper-
uploads/2023-10-21-02_42_06-siyao.li@pitt.edu.pdf.

— (2024). “The Limits of Economic Statecraft: China’s Bilateral Swap Agreements and the
External Security Environment”. SSRN Working Paper. URL: https://papers.ssrn.
com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=4916211.

Liao, Steven and Daniel McDowell (2015). “Redback Rising: China’s Bilateral Swap Agree-
ments and Renminbi Internationalization”. In: International Studies Quarterly 59.3,
pp. 401-422. 1SSN: 00208833, 14682478.

Liu, Qi, Xun Pang, and James Raymond Vreeland (2023). “The Foreign Policy Implications
of China’s Bilateral Swap Agreements”.

Mauro, Beatrice Weder di and Jeromin Zettelmeyer (Jan. 2017). “The New Global Finan-
cial Safety Net: Struggling for Coherent Governance in a Multipolar System”. Essays in
International Finance, Volume 4. CIGI. URL: :https://ssrn.com/abstract=2946452.

McDowell, Daniel (2017). Brother, can you spare a billion?: the United States, the IMF, and
the international lender of last resort. English. http://newcatalog.library.cornell.edu/catalog/9757833.
New York: Oxford University Press. 1SBN: 978-0-19-060576-6 0-19-060576-6.

— (June 2019a). “Emergent international liquidity agreements: central bank cooperation
after the global financial crisis”. In: Journal of International Relations and Development
22.2, pp. 441-467. 18SN: 1581-1980. DOI: 10.1057/s41268-017-0106-0. URL: https:
//doi.org/10.1057/s41268-017-0106-0.

— (Jan. 2019b). “The (Ineffective) Financial Statecraft of China’s Bilateral Swap Agree-

ments”. In: Development and Change 50.1, pp. 122-143. 1ssN: 0012155X. URL: https:

34


https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=cat08983a&AN=wlc.oai.folio.org.fs00001080.a09ee917.6582.5608.bbb2.6cf2bb74eaa3&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=cat08983a&AN=wlc.oai.folio.org.fs00001080.a09ee917.6582.5608.bbb2.6cf2bb74eaa3&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=cat08983a&AN=wlc.oai.folio.org.fs00001080.a09ee917.6582.5608.bbb2.6cf2bb74eaa3&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=cat08983a&AN=wlc.oai.folio.org.fs00001080.a09ee917.6582.5608.bbb2.6cf2bb74eaa3&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369
https://www.internationalpoliticaleconomysociety.org/sites/default/files/paper-uploads/2023-10-21-02_42_06-siyao.li@pitt.edu.pdf
https://www.internationalpoliticaleconomysociety.org/sites/default/files/paper-uploads/2023-10-21-02_42_06-siyao.li@pitt.edu.pdf
https://www.internationalpoliticaleconomysociety.org/sites/default/files/paper-uploads/2023-10-21-02_42_06-siyao.li@pitt.edu.pdf
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=4916211
https://papers.ssrn.com/sol3/papers.cfm?abstract_id=4916211
: https://ssrn.com/abstract=2946452
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41268-017-0106-0
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41268-017-0106-0
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41268-017-0106-0
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=eoh&AN=1764954&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=eoh&AN=1764954&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369

//search . ebscohost.com/login. aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip, sso&db=eoh&
AN=1764954&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-1ive&scope=site&custid=
58895369.

McDowell, Daniel (2023). Bucking the Buck: US Financial Sanctions and the International
Backlash Against the Dollar. Oxford: Oxford University Press. URL: 9780197679883.
Medhora, Rohinton P. (2017). “Monetary Unions, Regional Financial Arrangements, and
Central Bank Swap Lines: Bypasses to the International Monetary Fund?” In: AJIL
unbound 111. Place: Washington Publisher: Cambridge University Press, pp. 241-313.

ISSN: 2398-7723. DOI: 10.1017/aju.2017.63.

Moessner, Richhild and William A. Allen (2010). “Options for meeting the demand for
international liquidity during financial crises.” In: BIS Quarterly Review September 2010.
URL: https://www.bis.org/publ/qtrpdf/r_qt1009g.pdf.

Morse, Julia C. and Robert O. Keohane (Dec. 2014). “Contested multilateralism”. In: The
Review of International Organizations 9.4, pp. 385-412. por: 10.1007/s11558-014-
9188-2. URL: https://doi.org/10.1007/s11558-014-9188-2.

Narlikar, Amrita (2013). “Introduction: Negotiating the rise of new powers”. In: International
Affairs (Royal Institute of International Affairs 1944-) 89.3. Publisher: Wiley, pp. 561
576. 1sSN: 00205850, 14682346. URL: http://www. jstor.org/stable/23473843 (visited
on 01/24/2024).

Norrlof, Carla (2020). “The Security Foundations of Dollar Primacy”. In: International Stud-
1es Perspectives. Ed. by Carla Norrlof et al., pp. 126-132.

Perks, Michael et al. (2021). “Evolution of Bilateral Swap Lines”. ENG. Working Paper
21/210. International Monetary Fund. URL: https://www.imf.org/en/Publications/
WP/Issues/2021/08/06/Evolution-of-Bilateral-Swap-Lines-463358 (visited on
11/07/2023).

Prasad, Eswar (2014). The dollar trap: how the U.S. dollar tightened its grip on global finance.

English. Princeton: Princeton University Press. ISBN: 978-0-691-16112-9 0-691-16112-7.

35


https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=eoh&AN=1764954&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=eoh&AN=1764954&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=eoh&AN=1764954&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=eoh&AN=1764954&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369
https://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&AuthType=ip,sso&db=eoh&AN=1764954&authtype=sso&custid=s8895369&site=eds-live&scope=site&custid=s8895369
9780197679883
https://doi.org/10.1017/aju.2017.63
https://www.bis.org/publ/qtrpdf/r_qt1009g.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11558-014-9188-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11558-014-9188-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11558-014-9188-2
http://www.jstor.org/stable/23473843
https://www.imf.org/en/Publications/WP/Issues/2021/08/06/Evolution-of-Bilateral-Swap-Lines-463358
https://www.imf.org/en/Publications/WP/Issues/2021/08/06/Evolution-of-Bilateral-Swap-Lines-463358

Prasad, Eswar (2017). Gaining currency: the rise of the renminbi. English. New York, NY:
Oxford University Press.

Pratt, Tyler (2018). “Deference and Hierarchy in International Regime Complexes”. In:
International organization 72.3. Place: New York, USA Publisher: Cambridge University
Press, pp. 561-590. 18SN: 0020-8183. DOI: 10.1017/50020818318000164.

Raustiala, Kal and David G. Victor (2004). “The Regime Complex for Plant Genetic Re-
sources”. In: International organization 58.2. Place: New York, USA Publisher: Cam-
bridge University Press, pp. 277-309. 1sSN: 0020-8183. boI: 10.1017/S0020818304582036.

Roberts, Cynthia A., Leslie Elliott Armijo, and Saori N. Katada (2017). The BRICS and
collective financial statecraft. New York, NY: Oxford University Press. ISBN: 0-19-069755-
5.

Sahasrabuddhe, Aditi (2019). “Drawing the line: the politics of federal currency swaps in the
global financial crisis”. In: Review of International Political Economy 26.3, pp. 461-489.
DOI: 10.1080/09692290.2019.1572639.

— (2024). “Central Bankers in Crisis: Interpersonal Trust, Cooperation, and the Creation
of the Fed Swap Network During the 2008 Global Financial Crisis”. In: International
Studies Quarterly 68.2. DOI: https://doi.org/10.1093/isq/sqae030.

Vreeland, James Raymond (July 2003). “Why Do Governments and the IMF Enter into
Agreements? Statistically Selected Cases”. In: International Political Science Review
24.3. Publisher: SAGE Publications Ltd, pp. 321-343. 1ssN: 0192-5121. por: 10.1177/

0192512103024003003. (Visited on 01/15/2022).

36


https://doi.org/10.1017/S0020818318000164
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0020818304582036
https://doi.org/10.1080/09692290.2019.1572639
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1093/isq/sqae030
https://doi.org/10.1177/0192512103024003003
https://doi.org/10.1177/0192512103024003003

	Introduction
	Proliferation of the Global Swap Network
	Financial Fragmentation and Statecraft
	Hypotheses

	Research Design and Data
	Dependent Variable: China BSAs
	Independent Variables
	IMF Lending and Negotiations
	Third-Party BSAs
	Regional Financing Arrangements
	Confounders


	Results and Discussion
	Conclusion
	Robustness checks
	IMF X IMF capacity interaction
	RFA X RFA capacity interaction
	Alternative alliance measure: ATOP
	Alternative alliance measure: UN distance




