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CHINA’S RESPONSE TO OPERATION MIDNIGHT HAMMER:

CAUTION OR PARALYSIS?

John S. Van Oudenaren, BluePath Labs

On 22 June 2025, the U.S. military carried out Operation Midnight Hammer, conducting
night strikes on Iran’s three main nuclear facilities with submarine-launched Tomahawk cruise
missiles and B-2 bombers carrying GBU-57 Massive Ordnance Penetrators (MOP), or “bunker-
buster,” bombs.' The operation, which occurred nine days into the Iran-Israel war, inflicted
significant damage on the Fordo, Natanz, and Isfahan nuclear sites.” Following intensive U.S.
diplomacy, Iran and Israel agreed to a ceasefire on June 24.% Although the People’s Republic of
China (PRC) is Iran’s most consequential economic partner and the two countries have a
comprehensive strategic partnership, Beijing’s response to the attacks was relatively muted.

The Strategic Context

China is by far the largest purchaser of Iranian oil, providing Iran with a vital economic
lifeline amidst international sanctions.* Nevertheless, the PRC was a tertiary actor in the broader
June 2025 Israel-Iran conflict in which Midnight Hammer occurred, limiting its response to
providing diplomatic backing to Tehran and criticizing the U.S. and Israel for breaching
international laws and norms. Some observers have posited that this relative passivity may have
been due to Beijing being caught flat-footed by the U.S. strikes.> However, the PRC’s approach
was likely heavily influenced by its desire to prevent escalation that would negatively impact its
broader interests.

Heavily dependent on oil and gas imports, China has a strong interest in ensuring the Strait
of Hormuz remains open as a major international energy supply route.® This concern aligns closely
with Saudi Arabia, also a comprehensive strategic partner of the PRC, and the five other Gulf
Cooperation Council states.’” Following the Midnight Hammer strikes, the Iranian parliament
endorsed a measure to close the Strait of Hormuz, a retaliatory step that Chinese experts noted
would inflict serious economic harm by constraining global oil supplies.®
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In addition to undermining China’s interest in averting an oil shock, more actively
supporting Iran during the conflict would likely have negatively impacted relations with the United
States, incurring significant costs on a relationship that, despite its myriad difficulties, bears
heavily on the PRC’s core interests. In June 2025, the PRC may have been particularly inclined to
take a more cautious approach with the new U.S. administration.’

PRC state media coverage, including commentary by security experts, also revealed unease
about the U.S. demonstration of its ability to mount undetected, long-range precision strikes
against hardened targets in the heart of an adversary state. Several such sources sought to
emphasize the People’s Liberation Army’s (PLA) improving offensive and defensive air strike
capabilities. '° This underscores that the operational success of the Midnight Hammer strikes may
have stirred up broader concerns in PRC defense circles over the security of China’s own nuclear
deterrent capabilities. PRC strategists have long been concerned about the U.S.’s advanced
conventional precision strike capabilities, particularly the threat they could pose to China’s nuclear
deterrent.!!

Official Responses

Authoritative PRC statements regarding Operation Midnight Hammer were strongly
critical of the U.S. and generally sympathetic to Iran. Beijing objected to the U.S. action as a
unilateral use of military force that it deemed a serious violation of international law, maintaining
that dialogue is the only solution to the Middle East conflict.!> At the U.N. Security Council, the
PRC, along with Russia and Pakistan, introduced a draft resolution condemning the U.S. strikes
on Iran and proposing an immediate ceasefire. '

In addition to denouncing the U.S. for violating international law, Beijing also accused
Washington of inflaming an already volatile regional conflict in the Middle East. On June 24,
shortly after Iran and Israel reached a tentative ceasefire, Foreign Minister Wang Y1 had a call with
his Iranian counterpart, Abbas Araghchi.'* According to the PRC foreign ministry readout,
Araghchi briefed Wang on the recent Israeli and U.S. attacks on Iran’s nuclear facilities, which he
characterized as “serious violations of international law, leaving Iran no choice but to retaliate.”!>
Wang noted that China “immediately condemned” the Israeli and U.S. attacks on Iran.'® He
stressed that China is a “builder of peace” in the Middle East and emphasized that Xi had advanced
multiple ceasefire proposals.!” Wang also expressed concern that attacks on nuclear facilities
subject to International Atomic Energy Agency safeguards not only contravene international law
but “could potentially also trigger nuclear leaks or even a nuclear disaster.”'® The PRC readout of
the call between Wang and Araghchi did not mention Iranian missile or drone attacks on Israel or
U.S. bases in the Middle East, nor did it indicate that the Chinese side had asked Iran to exercise
restraint. It is possible that Beijing privately urged Tehran to avert further escalation, but the
readout stresses China’s interest in supporting “Iran's commitment to safeguarding its sovereignty
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and security, and on this basis, achieving a genuine ceasefire, allowing people to resume normal
life, and promoting a rapid de-escalation of the conflict in the Middle East.”"

At an emergency U.N. Security Council meeting on June 22, Fu Cong, Permanent
Representative of China to the U.N., said that the U.S. strikes violated the “U.N. Charter and
international law, infringe upon Iran's sovereignty, security, and territorial integrity, escalate
tensions in the Middle East, and are severely detrimental to the international nuclear non-
proliferation regime.”?® Fu also noted that China was deeply concerned that the situation could
further escalate and that it considered diplomacy the only way to address the conflict.

The next day, on June 23, PRC Ministry of Foreign Affairs spokesperson Guo Jiakun stated
that the U.S. attack on Iran’s nuclear facilities was a grave violation of the purposes and principles
of the U.N. Charter and exacerbated tensions in the Middle East.?! Guo stressed that China urged
all parties to take measures to prevent further escalation in the conflict and return to the track of
seeking a political settlement.??

In addition to offering rhetorical support to Iran, PRC officials and state media responded
to Operation Midnight Hammer by portraying the strikes as evidence of the U.S.’s purportedly
hegemonic nature and propensity to use disinformation and military blackmail to subdue countries
that reject American dominance, such as Iraq in 2003.%

State Media and Think Tank Responses
Charges of U.S. Stoking Middle East Chaos

Coverage of Operation Midnight Hammer in PRC state media and think tanks echoed
official sources in portraying the U.S. attacks as a reckless bid to retain hegemony in the Middle
East. For example, on June 25, Xinhua published a column by its Baghdad Bureau titled “Midnight
Hammer: A Dangerous Display of Hegemony.”?* It argued that the U.S.’s “ferocious operation”
occurred amidst “high-intensity” conflict between Iran and Israel, when both sides had expressed
willingness to negotiate a ceasefire, but that the attacks threatened to drive the Middle East further
into a “dangerous abyss.”?> According to the Xinhua column, the U.S. determination to join Israel
to attack Iran fits with a long pattern of Washington using “disinformation” as a pretext for military
interventions in the Middle East. The operation, notes the column, provided a reminder that the
“painful lessons” of the 2003 U.S. invasion of Iraq predicated on contested claims of Saddam
Hussein building a weapon of mass destruction arsenal are “still fresh.” More broadly, the piece
claims that the U.S. has “made it evident to the international community that “when dealing with
a country that practices ‘gunboat diplomacy,” one must constantly guard against military blackmail”
that erodes international trust and cooperation.

The Long Shadow of U.S. Airpower
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PRC observers generally portrayed Operation Midnight Hammer as strategic overreach and
a reckless misuse of U.S. military power. Beneath these observations, however, the U.S.’s
continued ability to mount precision deep strikes into the territory of China’s strategic partners has
also stirred unease about Beijing’s capacity to influence the contemporary international security
environment. According to the Jamestown Foundation’s Shijie Wang, state television coverage of
Midnight Hammer underscored that the PRC likely also viewed the operation as a demonstration
of U.S. capabilities intended to deter potential rivals.

Immediately following the attacks, CCTV interviewed a PLA Army Engineering
University professor who discussed China’s development of an advanced defensive system to
protect its underground infrastructure against potential adversary strikes.?” Some PRC experts and
media sources also sought to play up China’s own air attack weapons, such as bunker buster bombs,
alluding to the PLA possessing similar capabilities to those of the U.S. military. For example,
CCTV ran a segment showing fighter-bombers launching the Yunjian-1000 [ z i -1000]
precision-guided munition using air-to-ground missiles, showcasing its own “bunker buster” to
underscore that the PLA is also not lacking in MOP capabilities.?®

PRC concerns over its deterrence capabilities could also intensify as a result of the U.S.
decision to pursue advanced strategic missile defense through the “Golden Dome” system and
nuclear modernization.?’ For example, the PLA displayed an array of new long-range nuclear and
conventional strategic strike capabilities, as well as missile and air defense systems, in China’s
September 3 military parade to commemorate the 80™ anniversary of victory in World War 11.3°
This is notable because PLA texts on strategic deterrence identify military parades as opportunities
to demonstrate the credibility of China’s nuclear deterrent.!

Quagmire or Quick Fix?

While media and experts at state-linked think tanks in the PRC acknowledged that the
inability of Iran to detect or intercept the Midnight Hammer strikes made for a significant
operational success for the U.S. military, they also echoed broader international debates about the
extent of the damage the U.S. attacks inflicted on Iran’s nuclear infrastructure.*? For example, an
article in the Global Times Chinese edition immediately following the strikes was headlined “How
badly were Iran's nuclear facilities damaged after the U.S. airstrike?”’3* The article noted that the
Natanz nuclear facility may have suffered the most damage; that it was too early to determine the
extent of damage at Fordow, which was struck by MOPs; and that the extent of damage to the
underground facilities at Isfahan was not fully known.

Other sources assessed that while the U.S. air and missile strikes were tactically effective,
they may ultimately prove strategically counterproductive. For example, a post immediately after
Operation Midnight Hammer by Xu Bingjun, a senior researcher at the Huayu Think Tank [#iE
#[£] and a special military observer at Xinhua News Agency’s Outlook Think Tank [ 2% ],
framed the strikes as a moment “when deterrence failed.” ** While Xu noted the attacks
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demonstrated an ability to undertake complex multidomain operations, “showcasing the apex of
the U.S.’s stealth strategic strike capabilities,” the end result was more of a "tactical success" than
a "strategic victory.”* According to Xu, the attacks could not “address the root cause of the
differences between Iran and the U.S.; while Iran views its nuclear capabilities as ensuring regime
survival, the U.S. sees the Iranian nuclear program as a threat to its regional hegemony."3°

While state media commentary tended to cast Operation Midnight Hammer as the first step
in another full-scale U.S. military intervention, akin to Iraq in 2003, China’s Middle East experts
largely assessed the strikes as pursuing the more limited objective of degrading Iran’s nuclear
program. However, PRC experts differed as to whether the U.S. strikes could achieve this aim
while averting escalation in the ongoing regional conflict. Zou Zhiqiang, a researcher at the Fudan
University Center for Middle East Studies, stated that the U.S. wanted a quick strike and
withdrawal, but that Washington had crossed Tehran’s "red line," which could lead to undesirable
outcomes, including continued confrontation between the two sides and attacks on U.S. military
bases.?’” According to an article in China Youth Daily, the strike against Iran had “gradually pushed
‘Uncle Sam’ into another strategic quagmire with high costs, low returns, and enormous risks.”*

Other PRC experts argued that the U.S. would be able to control the situation and prevent
further escalation by applying force to achieve its objectives while limiting the scope of retaliation
by Iran. For example, Wang Jin, associate professor at the Institute of Middle East Studies at
Northwest University in Xi’an, told Beijing News that the operation had limited objectives, with
Washington seeking to compel Iran to make concessions on its nuclear program.>’

Conclusion

The PRC’s generally passive response to the Iran-Israel conflict and Operation Midnight
Hammer put Beijing in a difficult position in terms of its international and domestic messaging.
China backed Iran diplomatically and deployed naval assets to the region but was not otherwise a
major actor in the twelve-day Iran-Israel War.*? Beijing did not serve as a mediator, despite
recently becoming more active in regional diplomacy, including brokering the restoration of Saudi-
Iran relations in early 2023.*! Nor did China lend substantial assistance to its strategic partner at
its moment of immense need, largely focusing on securing its own nationals and interests in Iran.

The PRC’s passivity calls into question the effectiveness of its overall diplomatic efforts.
Under Xi Jinping, China has launched numerous multilateral initiatives, including the Global
Security Initiative (GSI), seeking to project an image as a new kind of great power and partner,
particularly for states in the Global South.*? Beijing played a key role in brokering the
normalization of relations between Saudi Arabia and Iran in early 2023, which the PRC Foreign
Ministry often cites as a major early success for GSI that validates China’s self-prescribed role
under the initiative as a “promoter of political solutions to regional and international hotspots.”*
However, the quick procession from B-2 and Tomahawk strikes on Iran to an Israel-Iran ceasefire
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underscored that the U.S.’s ability to influence Middle Eastern security dynamics still exceeds that
of China. Given these developments, PRC state messaging fell back on familiar themes of stressing
the centrality of dialogue to resolve conflicts and emphasizing the principle of state sovereignty,
while also airing a stream of “commentaries” castigating the U.S. for its purportedly hegemonic
and interventionist proclivities.

While the PRC is increasingly seen as a superpower, China’s military limitations, including
the PLA’s limited force projection capabilities, hamper its capacity to influence the outcomes of
crises beyond its periphery. Outside East Asia, the U.S., Russia, and regional powers are still the
primary military actors. This puts PRC officials in an uncomfortable position. They must continue
to portray China as a global security leader through the Global Security Initiative and other
international security cooperation platforms put forward in the Xi era, but they must also find ways
to operate in an international security environment in which China remains in many ways a second-
tier power.

Opinions, conclusions, and recommendations expressed or implied within are solely those
of the author(s) and do not necessarily represent the views of the Air University, the Department
of the Air Force, the Department of Defense, or any other U.S. government agency. Cleared for
public release: distribution unlimited.

China Aerospace Studies Institute February 2026



ENDNOTES

! “Secretary of Defense Pete Hegseth and Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff General Dan Caine Hold a Press
Conference,” U.S. Department of War, June 22, 2025,
https://www.war.gov/News/Transcripts/Transcript/Article/4222543/secretary-of-defense-pete-hegseth-and-chairman-
of-the-joint-chiefs-of-staff-gen/; David Rising, “What to know about bunker-buster bombs unleashed on Iran’s
Fordo nuclear facility,” AP, June 22, 2025, https://apnews.com/article/bunker-buster-bomb-israel-iran-fordo-fordow-
b2-nuclear-8a612cbf16aa0f99bd9992334£tc93d7.

2 Joseph Rodgers, Heather Williams, and Joseph S. Bermudez Jr. “Damage to Iran’s Nuclear Program—Can It
Rebuild?” Center for Strategic and International Studies (CSIS), August 6, 2025,
https://www.csis.org/analysis/damage-irans-nuclear-program-can-it-rebuild.

3 Barak Ravid and Zachary Basu, “Trump declares victory as Iran, Israel acknowledge shaky ceasefire,” Axios, June
24,2025, https://www.axios.com/2025/06/24/trump-iran-israel-ceasefire-victory.

4 “Foreign Ministry Spokesperson Replies to Press Questions on US Attack on Iranian Nuclear Facilities” [#M32 %

K E N SE E T S B A% % it % i # 17], PRC Ministry of Foreign Affairs [FF 48 A [ ILFIE 4P A 5], June 22,
2025, https://www.mfa.gov.cn/fyrbt 673021/202506/t20250622 11654692 .shtml; “Wang Yi Holds Talks with
Iranian Foreign Minister Seyed Abbas Araghchi,” PRC Ministry of Foreign Affairs, April 23, 2025,
https://www.mfa.gov.cn/eng/wjbzhd/202504/t20250424 11603294 .html; Kimberly Donovan and Maia Nikoladze,
“The axis of evasion: Behind China’s oil trade with Iran and Russia,” Atlantic Council, March 28, 2024,
https://www.atlanticcouncil.org/blogs/new-atlanticist/the-axis-of-evasion-behind-chinas-oil-trade-with-iran-and-
russia/.

5 See for example, Zineb Riboua, “How the US Attack on Iran Hurts Russia and China,” Hudson Institute, June 23,
2025, https://www.hudson.org/security-alliances/how-us-attack-iran-hurts-russia-china-zineb-riboua.

¢ Abdullah Baabood, “Why China Is Emerging as a Main Promoter of Stability in the Strait of Hormuz,” Carnegie
Endowment for International Peace, May 24, 2023, https://carnegieendowment.org/research/2023/05/why-china-is-
emerging-as-a-main-promoter-of-stability-in-the-strait-of-hormuz?lang=en.

7 Burcu Ozcelik, “Israel-Iran War: Regional Reactions,” RUSI, June 23, 2025, https://www.rusi.org/explore-our-
research/publications/commentary/israel-iran-war-regional-reactions; Miguel Hadchity, “Why the world can’t afford
a blockade in the Strait of Hormuz,” Arab News, June 21, 2025, https://www.arabnews.com/node/2605319/business-
economy; “Breaking News: The heads of state of China and Saudi Arabia personally signed the "Agreement on
Comprehensive Strategic Partnership between the People's Republic of China and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia,"
agreeing to hold a summit meeting every two years, alternating between the two countries” [fRill: H b ECE

SREREE (P N BRI Ay D4R B S A T B 4 Ag kPR SC R M0 TR AR PR AE W [ R 28 4T —IkIT
B £ HE], Xinhua [Hi#4L], December 8, 2022, https://www.gov.cn/xinwen/2022-12/08/content 5730842 .htm.

8 «After the US's "end," three questions about the direction of the Middle East situation” [3¢[E“ N7 )5, =[AH 7R
JR ¥ 7E A, Xinhuanet [Hi4 M ], June 24, 2025, http://www.china.com.cn/opinion2020/2025-
06/24/content_117944335.shtml.

? See for example, Wu Xinbo [%%:0»{A], “Changes and Trends in Trump 2.0’s China Policy” [4F 8 2.0 X} HEBUIR

A8 4¢ 57 )], China US Focus [F3€ £ ], October 1, 2025, https:/cn.chinausfocus.com/foreign-
policy/20251001/43982.html; “China’s Power Up for Debate 2025 Debate I,” CSIS, February 11, 2025, https://csis-
website-prod.s3.amazonaws.com/s3fs-public/2025-

02/250211 China Power Debatel.pdf?Versionld=Y BkR9jl6k8g25sNa418Afl1gZaWgSIAf.

“Xia Liping: Five Keys to Understanding Trump 2.0 Foreign Policy” [ 37 F: HE4FEI 2.0 SPZBUR K HIE
£ L], Institute for Global Cooperation and Understanding Peking University [t 51 K% Fp 48 A\ SCAZ U 78 3610 ],
April 9, 2025, https://www.igcu.pku.edu.cn/info/1026/7200.htm.

10 Du Wenlong [#132 /%], “How powerful is China's bunker-buster missile? CCTV reports on the Yunjian-1000, a
small but powerful weapon” [ H [E & #3722 51 2 JANHRTE = Fi-1000, NMAFIRER K@ T 1, Bilbili [B %],
June 26, 2025, https://www.bilibili.com/video/BV INDKozTE;j1/.

! Henrik Stalhane Hiim, M. Taylor Fravel, and Magnus Langset Troan, “The Dynamics of an Entangled Security
Dilemma: China's Changing Nuclear Posture,” International Security (2023) 47 (4): 147-187,
https://direct.mit.edu/isec/article/47/4/147/115920/The-Dynamics-of-an-Entangled-Security-Dilemma; Gerald C.

China Aerospace Studies Institute February 2026



Brown, “Understanding the Risks and Realities of China’s Nuclear Forces,” Arms Control Association, June 2021,
https://www.armscontrol.org/act/202 1-06/features/understanding-risks-and-realities-chinas-nuclear-forces.

12 “Foreign Ministry Spokesperson Guo Jiakun's Regular Press Conference on June 23, 2025 [2025 4F 6 H 23 H4h
TR H NFR 5 B EFH4T71E# 4], PRC Foreign Ministry [H 4 A [ ALATE 4842 5], June 23, 2025,
https://www.fmprc.gov.cn/fyrbt 673021/jzhsl 673025/202506/t20250623 11655121.shtml; “Foreign Ministry
Spokesperson Replies to Press Questions on US Attack on Iranian Nuclear Facilities” [#M2# & 5 Nl 3¢ E 1
BA% W 25903 1], PRC Ministry of Foreign Affairs [F1H# A RS F1E 4842 451, June 22, 2025,
https://www.mfa.gov.cn/fyrbt 673021/202506/t20250622 11654692.shtml.

13 Michelle Nichols, “UN Security Council meets on Iran as Russia, China push for a ceasefire,” Reuters, June 22,
2025, https://www.reuters.com/world/middle-east/un-security-council-meet-sunday-over-us-strikes-iran-2025-06-
22/.

14 “Wang Yi Speaks with Iranian Foreign Minister Araghchi on the Phone” [ 3% [R] £ B &< i 37 4% 55 38 HEL 15 ],
Xinhua [ H4E4t] through Gov.cn, June 24, 2025,

https://www.gov.cn/yaowen/liebiao/202506/content 7029308.htm.

15 “Wang Yi Speaks with Iranian Foreign Minister Araghchi on the Phone.”

16 “Wang Yi Speaks with Iranian Foreign Minister Araghchi on the Phone.”

17 “Wang Yi Speaks with Iranian Foreign Minister Araghchi on the Phone.”

18 “Wang Yi Speaks with Iranian Foreign Minister Araghchi on the Phone.”

19 “Wang Yi Speaks with Iranian Foreign Minister Araghchi on the Phone.”

20 “Statement by Ambassador Fu Cong, Permanent Representative of China to the United Nations, at the Security
Council's emergency public meeting on the situation in the Middle East” [ 4t A EAR R I R(EE oS R
JHHE 2 ATF4 EIIR 5], China Permanent Mission to the U.N. [# 35k & [E 0 4], June 22, 2025,
https://www.fmprc.gov.cn/zwbd _673032/wjzs/202506/t20250623 11655064.shtml.

21 “Foreign Ministry Spokesperson Guo Jiakun's Regular Press Conference on June 23, 2025” [2025 4 6 H 23 H#b
TR E N B R H471C % 4], PRC Ministry of Foreign Affairs [ A E LA E 4h 42 ], June 23, 2025,
https://www.fmprec.gov.cn/fyrbt_673021/jzhsl_673025/202506/t20250623 11655121.shtml.

22 “Foreign Ministry Spokesperson Guo Jiakun's Regular Press Conference on June 23, 2025.”

2 “Column | "Midnight Hammer": A Dangerous Display of Hegemony” [£ 4% | “ 2 8”: — IR fGR: I F5 BUR
7], Xinhuanet [# /], June 25, 2025,
http://www.news.cn/world/20250625/093323¢cb89004ea88f06e9ee9f710141/c.html.

24 «“Column | "Midnight Hammer": A Dangerous Display of Hegemony.”

25 “Column | "Midnight Hammer": A Dangerous Display of Hegemony.”

26 Shijie Wang, “PRC Promotes Iranian Coverage and Showcases Advanced Weapon Systems,” China Brief Notes
(Jamestown Foundation), June 27, 2025, https://jamestown.org/program/prc-promotes-iranian-coverage-and-
showcases-advanced-weapon-systems/.

%7 Shijie Wang, “PRC Promotes Iranian Coverage and Showcases Advanced Weapon Systems.”

28 Shijie Wang, “PRC Promotes Iranian Coverage and Showcases Advanced Weapon Systems;” Du Wenlong [ 3¢
JE], “How powerful is China's bunker-buster missile? CCTV reports on the Yunjian-1000, a small but powerful
weapon”[ H EEEHI A Z 58 ? RANHRIE = §7-1000, /MEFBE K KJE 7T 1, Bilbili [B %], June 26, 2025,
https://www.bilibili.com/video/BVINDKozTEj1/; “Rare scene! my country's Yunjian-1000 bunker-buster bomb
performs a precise strike” [ L7 ! FIE = Fi-1000 Fhith 30k #EF 7], Douyin [£}3%], June 23, 2025,
https://www.douyin.com/video/7519039344682732835.

2 Xiaodan Liang, “Trump Administration Increases Nuclear Weapons Budget,” Arms Control Today, July/August
2025, https://www.armscontrol.org/act/2025-07/news/trump-administration-increases-nuclear-weapons-budget; John
S. Van Oudenaren, “China’s Responses to the U.S. “Golden Dome” Missile Defense Initiative,” CASI, August 11,
2025, https://www.airuniversity.af.edu/CASI/Display/Article/4255353/chinas-responses-to-the-us-golden-dome-
missile-defense-initiative/.

30 “The aerial flag-bearing echelon: escorting the Party flag, national flag, and military flag to open the parade” [
FRPERABA . P A B, ZERE RO Se g 51 SUMERE], Xinhua [#4E41], September 3, 2025,
https://web.archive.org/web/20250903131457/http://www.mod.gov.cn/gfow/qwtb/16407156.html/.

31 Zhang Yan [7K %], Strategic Deterrence Theory [ {fi\H&B4%i8) ] Social Sciences Academic Press [ £
SCHR H R A ], March 2018, https://book.douban.com/subject/30261653/.

China Aerospace Studies Institute February 2026



32 “Was the US strike on Iran's nuclear facilities a "success"? Experts: Further observation is needed” [5& X147 BI#%
WEFTdrpi b ? 5. A FiE— 5 M%), Global Times [FAERI ] via Xinhuanet, June 22, 2025,
http://www.xinhuanet.com/milpro/20250622/b48c29a50d4d4306aa45f605e7a8a0bb/c.html.

33 “How badly were Iran's nuclear facilities damaged after the US airstrike?” [3[H 2528 5, 7B it 52 42 1) i<
%2 ? ], Global Times [P EKIN 4] via Xinhuanet, June 24, 2025,
http://www.news.cn/milpro/20250624/f4d708fe3adc464b9b8658ea23740921/c.html.

3% Xu Bingjun [#: 3 # ], “Huayu Think Tank: think tank: "Midnight Hammer."

35 Xu Bingjun [#:3F# ], “Huayu Think Tank: think tank: "Midnight Hammer."

3 Xu Bingjun [#:3F# ], “Huayu Think Tank: think tank: "Midnight Hammer."

37 “The US attack on Iran's nuclear facilities escalated the conflict! The international community condemned it, and
Iran vowed to "severely punish" [ 28t/ BIRZ o I oo | W PRt &2y 4ig 07, B 5 <M 8],
Global Times [PAERAT#i2], June 22, 2025, https://world.huanqiu.com/article/4NCaFqanHiY.

3% Yuan Ye [ ¥f], “Trump's "Victorious Failure": The Airstrike on Iran Reflects America's Strategic Loss and
Factional Divide™ [§ BHE bR 1) SR W0 D72 22 67 B 5 [ RS 2K 2k 5 K678 73 &2, China Youth Daily [
FHHEAR], June 25, 2025, https://m.cyol.com/gb/articles/2025-06/25/content_Lgxqg41G7V.html.

39 “The United States strikes Iran's nuclear facilities, and the situation in the Middle East escalates” [ 3 [E 47 o7 fF B
Wikiite, AR 3R g T, Beijing News [#7 50 4R], June 23, 2025,
https://m.bjnews.com.cn/detail/1750632154168403.html.

40 Leonardo Jacopo Maria Mazzucco, “China’s Red Sea Play: From Security Free-Rider to Disruption Enabler,”
Stimson Center, September 18, 2025, https://www.stimson.org/2025/chinas-red-sea-play-from-security-free-rider-to-
disruption-enabler/.

41 “Wang Yi: The Facilitation of the Reconciliation Between Saudi Arabia and Iran Sets a New Example of Political
Settlement of Hotspot Issues,” Embassy of the People's Republic of China in the United States of America, January
9, 2024, https://us.china-embassy.gov.cn/eng/zgyw/202403/t20240319 1126233 1.htm.

42 John S. Van Oudenaren, “The Global Security Initiative: China Outlines a New Security Architecture,” China
Brief (Jamestown Foundation), March 3, 2023, https://jamestown.org/program/the-global-security-initiative-china-
outlines-a-new-security-architecture/; “Qin Gang delivered a keynote speech at the opening ceremony of the Blue
Hall Forum on "Global Security Initiative: China's Solution to the Security Dilemma" [ Z2NI{E“2BRZ 2B B
fif 22 4 RSG50 T e 35 R % X B R R B I8 1), PRC Ministry of Foreign Affairs [H4 A\ R
AN2Z#E], February 21, 2023, https://www.fmprc.gov.cn/wjbzhd/202302/t20230221 11028467 .shtml.

4Chen Xiaodong, “Implementing the Global Security Initiative to Build a World of Lasting Peace and Universal
Security, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, March 28, 2024,
https://www.mfa.gov.cn/mfa_eng/xw/wibxw/202405/t20240530 11343977.html; “Wang Yi: The Facilitation of the
Reconciliation Between Saudi Arabia and Iran Sets a New Example of Political Settlement of Hotspot Issues,”
Embassy of the PRC in the U.S., January 9, 2024, https://us.china-

embassy.gov.cn/eng/zgyw/202403/t20240319 1126233 1.htm;” Global Security Initiative Concept Paper (Full Text)”
[4ER 2 B W& S0 (4230 1, PRC Ministry of Foreign Affairs [FF 46 A BEIEFNE 4852 6], February 21,
2023, https://www.mfa.gov.cn/web/ziliao 674904/1179_674909/202302/t20230221 11028322.shtml.

China Aerospace Studies Institute February 2026


https://www.mfa.gov.cn/mfa_eng/xw/wjbxw/202405/t20240530_11343977.html

	Endnotes

