Appendix


A. Calibration of Outcome and Conditions
[bookmark: _26q94bfa2sxw]
[bookmark: _8q5q983jq16]TABLE A1. Calibration of Military Support
	Thresholds
	% GDP

	Exclusion 
	0.000 

	Cross-over 
	0.125

	Inclusion 
	0.250


[bookmark: _2ggxa3ougmdu]Note. Thresholds are based on trends in military support as reported by the KIEL institute, Ukraine Support Tracker, v15. We set the negative pole of the concept to 0% of GDP and the positive pole to 0.25% of GDP. The latter marks the threshold of inclusion into the set of military support, 0.125% marking a natural cross-over. Thresholds were set based on our knowledge of the universe of cases and the categories used by the KIEL institute.
[bookmark: _6nk4jagqu6d0]
[bookmark: _foxm52l0dzx0]TABLE A2. Calibration of Defense Spending
	Thresholds
	% GDP

	Exclusion 
	0.59

	Cross-over 
	0.76

	Inclusion 
	1.11


[bookmark: _q9bo4nv0x9gz]Note. Thresholds are based on the first and third quartiles, with the median marking the cross-over. Calibration is direct, following Ragin 2008.

[bookmark: _1cbd5r9dm1eb]TABLE A3. Calibration of Economic Incentives
	Thresholds
	% GDP

	Exclusion 
	0.000 

	Cross-over 
	0.006

	Inclusion 
	0.026


Note. Thresholds are based on the first and third quartiles, with the median marking the cross-over. Calibration is direct, following Ragin 2008.



TABLE A4. Calibration of Geographic Proximity
	Coding Rule
	

	4 borders from Russia 
	0.00 

	3 borders from Russia
	0.20

	2 borders from Russia
	0.40

	Maritime border or EEZ with Russia
	0.60

	Land border with Ukraine
	0.80

	Land border with Russia
	1.00


Note. Calibration follows qualitative anchors tracking the geographic distance of our cases from Russia, with distance to Ukraine being considered in the relevant cases.

TABLE A5. Calibration of Threat Perceptions
	Coding Rule
	Cases
	Level of Threat
	Score

	Partnership or Indifference
	Croatia, Greece, Hungary, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Slovenia, Turkiye
	None
	0.00

	Strategic Cooperation
	Australia, Bulgaria, New Zealand, Portugal, South Korea, Sweden
	Low
	0.20

	Dialogue
	Canada, Estonia, France, Germany, Lithuania, Spain, United Kingdom, United States
	Medium
	0.40

	Destabilizing Actor
	Australia, Belgium, Czechia, Italy, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Slovakia, South Korea, Spain, Sweden
	Medium
	0.60

	Potential Threat / Competition
	Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, United Kingdom, United States
	High
	0.80

	Explicit Threat
	Estonia, Finland, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Romania
	Existential
	1.00


Note. Calibration follows qualitative anchors based on our coding of national security strategies. They pertain to our cases and we might expand the scale in the future, based on empirical additions.
[bookmark: _bj94nhkxgrxa][bookmark: _4rijsope1htu]
TABLE A6. Calibration of Government Ideology
	Coding Rules
	PARLGOV Range
	Minimum
	Maximum

	Far-left
	0.00–0.99
	0.11
	0.20

	Left
	1.00–4.99
	0.21
	0.79

	Center-left
	5.00–5.99
	0.80
	1.00

	Center-right
	6.00–6.99
	1.00
	0.81

	Right
	7.00–8.99
	0.80
	0.61

	Far-right
	9.00–10.00
	0.60
	0.00


Note. Raw data belongs to an interval of 0 to 10. Because the relationship between government ideology and proclivity to provide military support is curvilinear, we need to parse the original interval into segments following a piecewise logic and shuffle the fuzzy-set thresholds around to calibrate. Each of such segments is then calibrated directly.

[bookmark: _8u5buafxrbxp]TABLE A7. Calibration of Public Opinion
	Thresholds
	% Support

	Exclusion 
	17

	Cross-over 
	47

	Inclusion 
	77


Note. Calibration is direct. The average share of respondents who gave no or indecisive answer was 6% across our considered polls, setting the point of maximum ambiguity at 47%. Accordingly, we consider 77% to mark full inclusion in the set of public support and 17% fully outside of it. Logic and advice derived from Mello 2014.

[bookmark: _xy48j0aek7i8]TABLE A8. Calibration of Executive Autonomy
	Coding Rules
	

	Complete
	0.00 

	Parliament must be informed
	0.33

	Parliaments grants ex post approval
	0.66

	Parliaments grants ex ante approval
	1.00


Note. Coding rules are based on our analysis of parliamentary war powers and executive autonomy over arms transfers and military donations. Full list of sources is available in our supplementary data file. Typology follows Mello 2014.




B. Raw and Calibrated Data

	Code
	Military support
as % GDP
	MA
	Defense spending
as % GDP
	D
	Economic Incentives
as % GDP
	E
	Geographic Proximity
to Russia
	G
	Threat Perceptions
	T
	Government Ideology
PARLGOV
	I
	Public Support
avg %
	P
	Executive Autonomy
	A

	AU
	0.02832
	0.09
	1.22345
	0.98
	0.01206
	0.72
	4 borders
	0.00
	Strategic Cooperation Destabilizing actor
	0.30
	7.39
	0.76
	54.00
	0.67
	complete
	1.00

	BE
	0.05068
	0.15
	0.44034
	0.00
	0.01531
	0.81
	3 borders
	0.20
	Destabilizing actor
	0.70
	7.01
	0.80
	70.50
	0.91
	complete
	1.00

	BG
	0.37730
	1.00
	0.44725
	0.00
	0.00833
	0.60
	Maritime border or EEZ
	0.60
	Strategic cooperation
	0.20
	4.50
	0.70
	34.00
	0.22
	ex ante
	0.00

	CA
	0.08228
	0.27
	0.59532
	0.05
	0.00590
	0.51
	Maritime border or EEZ
	0.60
	Dialogue
 Potential threat
Competition
	0.60
	5.06
	0.81
	59.00
	0.76
	complete
	1.00

	HR
	0.05803
	0.17
	0.83540
	0.65
	0.00000
	0.05
	3 borders
	0.20
	Indifference
	0.10
	7.11
	0.79
	73.50
	0.93
	complete
	1.00

	CZ
	0.21877
	0.90
	0.68166
	0.20
	0.00177
	0.12
	2 borders
	0.40
	Destabilizing actor
	0.70
	7.36
	0.77
	53.00
	0.64
	complete
	1.00

	DK
	0.18799
	0.82
	0.61899
	0.08
	0.00592
	0.51
	Maritime border or EEZ
	0.60
	Potential threat
	0.80
	3.80
	0.56
	90.00
	0.99
	ex ante
	0.00

	EE
	1.08291
	1.00
	1.23749
	0.98
	0.00000
	0.05
	Land border with Russia
	1.00
	Dialogue
Explicit threat
	0.90
	7.90
	0.71
	73.50
	0.93
	ex ante
	0.00

	FI
	0.10209
	0.37
	0.89821
	0.76
	0.00505
	0.45
	Land border with Russia
	1.00
	Explicit threat
	1.00
	3.56
	0.52
	88.50
	0.98
	complete
	1.00

	FR
	0.04781
	0.14
	1.02996
	0.90
	0.12999
	1.00
	3 borders
	0.20
	Dialogue
Potential threat
Competition
	0.60
	6.00
	1.00
	61.00
	0.8
	complete
	1.00

	DE
	0.08611
	0.29
	0.78443
	0.54
	0.02192
	0.92
	2 borders
	0.40
	Dialogue
Potential threat
Competition
	0.60
	3.65
	0.53
	66.50
	0.87
	ex ante
	0.00

	GR
	0.12308
	0.49
	1.70031
	1.00
	0.00000
	0.05
	3 borders
	0.20
	Indifference
	0.10
	6.74
	0.86
	38.50
	0.30
	ex ante
	0.00

	HU
	0.02116
	0.08
	0.68962
	0.22
	0.00000
	0.05
	Land border with Ukraine
	0.80
	Partnership
	0.00
	6.54
	0.90
	53.50
	0.65
	ex ante
	0.00

	IT
	0.05836
	0.17
	0.53529
	0.02
	0.07762
	1.00
	4 borders
	0.00
	Russia as a destabilizing actor
	0.70
	4.63
	0.72
	56.50
	0.72
	ex post
	0.33

	JP
	0.00005
	0.05
	0.58770
	0.05
	0.00000
	0.05
	Maritime border or EEZ
	0.60
	Partnership
	0.00
	8.03
	0.70
	27.00
	0.12
	complete
	1.00

	LV
	0.94336
	1.00
	1.19993
	0.98
	0.00000
	0.05
	Land border with Russia
	1.00
	Explicit threat
	1.00
	7.40
	0.76
	74.50
	0.94
	ex ante
	0.00

	LT
	0.53905
	1.00
	1.07504
	0.93
	0.00000
	0.05
	Land border with Russia
	1.00
	Dialogue
Explicit threat
	0.90
	7.40
	0.76
	85.50
	0.98
	ex ante
	0.00

	LU
	0.12191
	0.48
	0.27421
	0.00
	0.00000
	0.05
	3 borders
	0.20
	Indifference
	0.10
	6.58
	0.89
	63.00
	0.83
	complete
	1.00

	NL
	0.11938
	0.47
	0.66413
	0.15
	0.03370
	0.98
	3 borders from Russia
	0.20
	Indifference
	0.10
	7.35
	0.77
	82.00
	0.97
	ex ante
	0.00

	NZ
	0.00912
	0.06
	0.74159
	0.41
	0.00000
	0.05
	4 borders
	0.00
	Strategic Cooperation
Destabilizing actor
	0.30
	4.48
	0.69
	57.50
	0.74
	complete
	1.00

	NO
	0.17164
	0.75
	0.99569
	0.88
	0.02427
	0.94
	Maritime border or EEZ
	0.60
	Destabilizing actor
	0.70
	3.37
	0.48
	74.50
	0.94
	complete
	1.00

	PL
	0.44803
	1.00
	1.16857
	0.97
	0.00000
	0.05
	Land border with Russia
	1.00
	Explicit threat
	1.00
	7.70
	0.73
	90.00
	0.99
	complete
	1.00

	PT
	0.04108
	0.12
	0.49466
	0.01
	0.00430
	0.34
	4 borders
	0.00
	Strategic Cooperation
Destabilizing actor
	0.30
	4.05
	0.61
	84.00
	0.97
	ex ante
	0.00

	RO
	0.02197
	0.08
	0.65110
	0.13
	0.00000
	0.05
	Land border with Ukraine
	0.80
	Explicit threat
	1.00
	6.05
	0.99
	58.00
	0.75
	complete
	1.00

	SK
	0.23595
	0.93
	0.90448
	0.77
	0.00000
	0.05
	Land border with Ukraine
	0.80
	Destabilizing actor
	0.70
	7.40
	0.76
	44.00
	0.43
	complete
	1.00

	SI
	0.13370
	0.55
	0.45262
	0.00
	0.00000
	0.05
	3 borders
	0.20
	Indifference
	0.10
	7.00
	0.81
	53.00
	0.64
	complete
	1.00

	KR
	0.00022
	0.05
	2.28570
	1.00
	0.02992
	0.97
	2 borders
	0.40
	Strategic Cooperation
Destabilizing actor
	0.30
	3.51
	0.51
	38.50
	0.30
	ex post
	0.33

	ES
	0.02829
	0.09
	0.41293
	0.00
	0.04109
	0.99
	4 borders
	0.00
	Dialogue
Destabilizing actor
	0.40
	3.74
	0.55
	66.00
	0.87
	inform
	0.66

	SE
	0.12807
	0.52
	1.09511
	0.94
	0.05190
	1.00
	Maritime border or EEZ
	0.60
	Strategic Cooperation
Destabilizing actor
	0.30
	3.44
	0.49
	92.00
	0.99
	ex ante
	0.00

	TR
	0.00894
	0.06
	0.71636
	0.31
	0.05245
	1.00
	Maritime border or EEZ
	0.60
	Indifference
	0.10
	6.99
	0.81
	41.00
	0.36
	complete
	1.00

	GB
	0.18594
	0.81
	1.52871
	1.00
	0.02088
	0.90
	3 borders
	0.20
	Dialogue
Potential threat
Competition
	0.60
	7.43
	0.76
	68.50
	0.89
	inform
	0.66

	US
	0.22219
	0.91
	2.45877
	1.00
	0.04707
	1.00
	Maritime border or EEZ
	0.60
	Dialogue
Potential threat
Competition
	0.60
	3.77
	0.56
	60.50
	0.79
	ex post
	0.33



C. Test of Necessary Conditions

TABLE C1. Test of Necessary Conditions for Military Aid
	
	Presence
	
	Absence

	
	Consistency
	Coverage
	
	Consistency
	Coverage

	Defense spending [D]
	0.68
	0.63
	[~D]
	0.45
	0.41

	Economic incentives [E]
	0.48
	0.46
	[~E]
	0.66
	0.59

	Geographic proximity [G]
	0.73
	0.72
	[~G]
	0.50
	0.44

	Threat Perceptions [T]
	0.73
	0.69
	[~T]
	0.48
	0.44

	Government ideology [I]
	0.83
	0.53
	[~I]
	0.44
	0.74

	Public support [P]
	0.87
	0.54
	[~P]
	0.32
	0.59

	Executive autonomy [A]
	0.50
	0.40
	[~A]
	0.55
	0.59



[bookmark: _b7gbr0viavjm]


[bookmark: _ylqvu7j7r966]TABLE C2. Test of Necessary Conditions for the Absence of Military Aid
	
	Presence
	
	Absence

	
	Consistency
	Coverage
	
	Consistency
	Coverage

	Defense spending [D]
	0.45
	0.48
	[~D]
	0.66
	0.70

	Economic incentives [E]
	0.60
	0.67
	[~E]
	0.52
	0.53

	Geographic proximity [G]
	0.44
	0.51
	[~G]
	0.76
	0.76

	Threat Perceptions [T]
	0.48
	0.52
	[~T]
	0.71
	0.75

	Government ideology [I]
	0.86
	0.64
	[~I]
	0.37
	0.71

	Public support [P]
	0.80
	0.58
	[~P]
	0.36
	0.75

	Executive autonomy [A]
	0.67
	0.63
	[~A]
	0.36
	0.45



D. Solution Terms

[bookmark: _62vyc1b7l653]TABLE D1. Solution Terms for the Outcome
	Path
	Conjunction
	Relation
	Cons.
	Raw
	Unique
	Covered Cases

	Parsimonious solution
	
	0.868
	0.646
	
	

	1
	D * G
	+
	0.854
	0.573
	0.429
	Estonia (0.98)
Latvia (0.98)
Poland (0.97)
Lithuania (0.93)
Slovakia (0.77)
Finland (0.76)
Norway (0.60),
Sweden (0.60)
United States (0.60)


	2
	E * G * ~A
	→
	0.856
	0.217
	0.073
	Bulgaria (0.60)
Sweden (0.60)
United States (0.60)
Denmark (0.51)


	Intermediate solution
	
	0.889
	0.567
	
	

	1
	D * G * T * I * P
	+
	0.908
	0.440
	0.143
	Latvia (0.76)
Lithuania (0.76)
Poland (0.73)
Estonia (0.71)
United States (0.56)
Finland (0.52)


	2
	D * G * T * I * A
	+
	0.864
	0.235
	0.018
	Poland (0.73)
Slovakia (0.70)
Finland (0.52)


	3
	D * E * G * P
	+
	0.818
	0.251
	0.016
	Sweden (0.60)
Norway (0.60)
United States (0.60)


	4
	E * G * I * ~A
	→
	0.873
	0.212
	0.073
	Bulgaria (0.60)
United States (0.56)
Denmark (0.51)


[bookmark: _xr60y0qv37u8]Note: Defense spending [D], Economic incentives [E], Geographic proximity [G], Threat Perceptions [T], Government ideology [I], Public support [P], Executive autonomy [A] 

[bookmark: _4n2i1hwkiodo]





[bookmark: _13pl0p6xloyt]TABLE D2. Solution Terms for the Non-Outcome
	Path
	Conjunction
	Relation
	Cons.
	Raw
	Unique
	Covered Cases

	Parsimonious solution
	
	0.832
	0.713
	
	

	1
	~D * G * A
	+
	0.892
	0.235
	0.131
	Romania (0.80)
Japan (0.60)
Türkiye (0.60)
Canada (0.60)


	2
	D * ~G * ~T
	+
	0.838
	0.329
	0.112
	Greece (0.80)
Australia (0.70)
Croatia (0.65)
South Korea (0.60)


	3
	~D * E * ~G
	+
	0.832
	0.330
	0.103
	Spain (0.99)
Italy (0.98)
Belgium (0.80)
Netherlands (0.80)


	4
	~G * ~T * ~A
 
	+
	0.755
	0.259
	0.021
	Greece (0.80)
Netherlands (0.80)
Portugal (0.70)
South Korea (0.60)

	Intermediate solution
	
	0.832
	0.713
	
	

	1
	~D * G * A
	+
	0.892
	0.235
	0.131
	Romania (0.80)
Japan (0.60)
Türkiye (0.60)
Canada (0.60)


	2
	D * ~G * ~T
	+
	0.838
	0.329
	0.112
	Greece (0.80)
Australia (0.70)
Croatia (0.65)
South Korea (0.60)


	3
	~D * E * ~G
	+
	0.832
	0.330
	0.103
	Spain (0.99)
Italy (0.98)
Belgium (0.80)
Netherlands (0.80)


	4
	~G * ~T * ~A
 
	+
	0.755
	0.259
	0.021
	Greece (0.80)
Netherlands (0.80)
Portugal (0.70)
South Korea (0.60)


[bookmark: _k9umvzaxiju4]Note: Defense spending [D], Economic incentives [E], Geographic proximity [G], Threat Perceptions [T], Government ideology [I], Public support [P], Executive autonomy [A] 
[bookmark: _yz8iijaz12re]



E. Threat Perceptions Database

[bookmark: _3yxwqe2ciedt]TABLE E1. Values and Sources for Threat Perceptions
	Country
	Code
	Value
	Sources

	Australia
	Strategic Cooperation ∧ Destabilizing actor
	0.40
	https://www.csis.org/events/case-australian-national-security-strategy; https://www.defence.gov.au/sites/default/files/2021-08/2016-Defence-White-Paper.pdf; https://www.files.ethz.ch/isn/167267/Australia%20A%20Strategy%20for%20National%20Securit.pdf

	Belgium
	Destabilizing actor
	0.60
	http://aei.pitt.edu/103640/1/SPB143.pdf; https://www.premier.be/sites/default/files/articles/NVS_Online_NL.pdf

	Bulgaria
	Strategic cooperation
	0.20
	https://www.mod.bg/bg/doc/strategicheski/20180330_Aktualizirana_SNSRB_2018.pdf; https://www.marshallcenter.org/sites/default/files/files/2020-09/pC_V10N1_en_Naydenov.pdf

	Canada
	Dialogue ∧ Potential threat + Competition
	0.60
	https://www.canada.ca/content/dam/dnd-mdn/documents/reports/2018/strong-secure-engaged/canada-defence-policy-report.pdf

	Croatia
	Indifference
	0.00
	https://www.morh.hr/wp-content/uploads/2018/04/strategy_18012018.pdf; https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/epdf/10.1080/14751798.2020.1831241?needAccess=true&role=button

	Czechia
	Destabilizing actor
	0.60
	https://www.army.cz/assets/en/ministry-of-defence/strategy-and-doctrine/defencestrategy2017.pdf

	Denmark
	Potential threat
	0.80
	https://www.fmn.dk/en/topics/agreements-and-economi/agreement-for-danish-defence-2018---2023/

	Estonia
	Dialogue ∧ Explicit threat
	1.00
	https://www.kaitseministeerium.ee/sites/default/files/elfinder/article_files/national_security_concept_2017.pdf

	Finland
	Explicit threat
	1.00
	https://julkaisut.valtioneuvosto.fi/bitstream/handle/10024/163407/VN_2021_80.pdf?sequence=4&isAllowed=y

	France
	Dialogue ∧ Potential threat + Competition
	0.60
	https://otan.delegfrance.org/IMG/pdf/strategic_review_2021_-_10_key_points.pdf?1325/8ac53b138a69538cf1f3f3e5b9c2be05b301fad8

	Germany
	Dialogue ∧ Potential threat + Competition
	0.60
	https://www.auswaertiges-amt.de/blob/1214246/057f794cd3593763ea556897972574fd/preventing-crises-data.pdf; https://www.bmi.bund.de/SharedDocs/downloads/EN/themen/it-digital-policy/cyber-security-strategy-for-germany2021.pdf;jsessionid=28355E240F3CF4E59A9B21E099B978C2.1_cid287?__blob=publicationFile&v=4; https://issat.dcaf.ch/download/111704/2027268/2016%20White%20Paper.pdf

	Greece
	Indifference
	0.00
	https://ccdcoe.org/uploads/2018/10/Greece_National-Cyber-Security-Strategy-ver.3.0_EN.pdf

	Hungary
	Partnership
	0.00
	https://defence.hu/news/national-military-strategy-of-hungary.html; https://honvedelem.hu/hirek/government-resolution-1163-2020-21st-april.html

	Italy
	Destabilizing actor
	0.60
	https://www.realinstitutoelcano.org/en/work-document/national-security-strategies-the-italian-case-wp/

	Japan
	Partnership
	0.00
	https://www.cas.go.jp/jp/siryou/131217anzenhoshou/nss-e.pdf

	Latvia
	Explicit threat
	1.00
	https://likumi.lv/ta/en/en/id/309647-on-approval-of-the-national-security-concept

	Lithuania
	Dialogue ∧ Explicit threat
	1.00
	https://www.newstrategycenter.ro/wp-content/uploads/2019/07/2017-nacsaugstrategijaen.pdf; https://kam.lt/en/the-seimas-approved-the-reviewed-national-security-strategy/

	Luxembourg
	Indifference
	0.00
	https://hcpn.gouvernement.lu/dam-assets/fr/publications/brochure-livre/national-cybersecurity-strategy-3/national-cybersecurity-strategy-iii-en-.pdf; https://defense.gouvernement.lu/dam-assets/la-defense/luxembourg-defence-guidelines-for-2025-and-beyond.pdf

	Netherlands
	Indifference
	0.00
	https://www.defensie.nl/downloads/publicaties/2019/06/19/herziene-nederlandse-defensie-doctrine-ndd-2019

	New Zealand
	Strategic Cooperation ∧ Destabilizing actor
	0.40
	https://www.defence.govt.nz/assets/Uploads/daac08133a/defence-white-paper-2016-2.pdf; https://www.dpmc.govt.nz/sites/default/files/2023-08/New%20Zealand%27s%20National%20Security%20Strategy_Secure%20Together_FINAL_0.pdf

	Norway
	Destabilizing actor
	0.60
	https://www.regjeringen.no/en/topics/foreign-affairs/security-policy/counter_terrorism/id2890145/; https://lovdata.no/dokument/NLE/lov/2018-06-01-24

	Poland
	Explicit threat
	1.00
	https://en.bbn.gov.pl/en/about-bbn/publications/publications/769,National-Security-Strategy-of-the-Republic-of-Poland.html

	Portugal
	Strategic Cooperation ∧ Destabilizing actor
	0.40
	https://www.defesa.gov.pt/pt/pdefesa/estrategia

	Romania
	Explicit threat
	1.00
	https://www.presidency.ro/files/userfiles/National_Defence_Strategy_2020_2024.pdf

	Slovakia
	Destabilizing actor
	0.60
	https://www.mod.gov.sk/data/WPDSR2016_LQ.pdf; https://www.mosr.sk/data/files/4286_obranna-strategia-sr-2021.pdf

	Slovenia
	Indifference
	0.00
	https://ccdcoe.org/uploads/2018/10/Slovenia_White-paper-on-Slovenian-Defence-Policy-2020_original.pdf

	South Korea
	Strategic Cooperation ∧ Destabilizing actor
	0.40
	https://www.mnd.go.kr/cop/pblictn/selectPublicationsUser.do?siteId=mndEN&componentId=51&id=mndEN_031300000000; https://www.mnd.go.kr/cop/pblictn/selectPublicationUser.do?siteId=mndEN&componentId=51&categoryId=0&publicationSeq=1036&pageIndex=1&id=mndEN_031300000000

	Spain
	Dialogue ∧ Destabilizing actor
	0.40
	https://www.dsn.gob.es/es/file/7272/download?token=miLM79u6

	Sweden
	Strategic Cooperation ∧ Destabilizing actor
	0.40
	https://www.almendron.com/tribuna/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/national-security-strategy.pdf

	Türkiye
	Indifference
	0.00
	https://www.insightturkey.com/articles/deciphering-turkeys-assertive-military-and-defense-strategy-objectives-pillars-and-implications; https://cbddo.gov.tr/en/national-cybersecurity-strategy/

	United Kingdom
	Dialogue ∧ Potential threat + Competition
	0.60
	https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/555607/2015_Strategic_Defence_and_Security_Review.pdf

	United States
	Dialogue ∧ Potential threat + Competition
	0.60
	https://www.whitehouse.gov/wp-content/uploads/2021/03/NSC-1v2.pdf



