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Abstract

This paper is part of a series of papers using generative Al to simulate issues of current importance in the world of nations and their interactions.

Through Al and the Mind Genomics platform, BimiLeap.com, one can explore different facets of a situation. The study here on the potential move of

China on Taiwan explores the topic from five viewpoints, each simulated by Al and the entire processing taking less than 24 hours, and at low cost.

Phase 1 deals with reconstructing the recent past through simulated interviews with government officials. Phase 2 deals with the mind-sets of the

Chinese people regarding Taiwan. Phase 3 projects the future history of the conflict by positioning the simulation in 2030 and simulating one’s recall of

events six years before when the conflict between China and Taiwan took place. Phase 4 simulates a congressional hearing to explore the conflict. Phase

5 presents five simulations of what one must do to avoid the problem. The five phases provide an easy-to-understand briefing document, designed to

capture the “human face” of the conflict, and involve the reader in critical thinking about issues and solutions.
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Introduction

The relationship between China and Taiwan has been a contentious
issue for decades, with China viewing Taiwan as a rogue province and
Taiwan viewing itself as a sovereign state. The conflict has roots in
the Chinese Civil War, where the defeated Nationalist Party retreated
to Taiwan, establishing a separate government. Despite growing trade
and cultural exchanges, political tensions have not fully dissolved.
In 2024, tensions are at extreme levels, with Chinas President Xi
Jinping making increasingly threatening statements about Taiwans
autonomy. The Chinese people view this as a rightful step to ensure
China’s global standing. On the other hand, Taiwan’s President Tsai
Ing-wen faces immense pressure from both citizens and international
allies. The U.S. and other international allies have played a central role
in maintaining peace in the region, but the stakes have never been
higher. Intensifying espionage and propaganda efforts have driven
public sentiment further to extremes, with Chinese media portraying
Taiwan as dangerously rebellious and Taiwanese media portraying
China as an oppressive neighbor. The future hinges on how long
Taiwan can hold out and what the international community is willing
to do in its defense [1-3].

Phase 1 — Reconstructing the Past Through Simulated
Interviews

Simulating history through imaginary interviews offers profound
insights beyond mere facts, allowing for a deeper understanding

Arch Law Econ, Volume 1(2): 1-6, 2024

of the intentions, motivations, tensions, and decisions that might
have been obscured in official records or documents. This mode of
exploration fosters empathy, deeper understanding of complexities,
and a recognition that history is more than a collection of dates and
events; it is a narrative shaped by the thoughts, emotions, and actions
of individuals and institutions. By placing oneself in the shoes of both
the interviewer and the interviewee, one can ask pointed questions that
reflect contemporary concerns and imagine the answers through the
lens of the individuals involved, reconstructing not just their public-
facing personas but their personal doubts, ambitions, and limitations.
This exercise in empathy allows for a deeper understanding of the
uncertainty and messiness of decisions that might seem inevitable or
preventable with the benefit of hindsight [4-6].

Simulated interviews also help to test assumptions, uncovering
underlying ideologies, competing narratives, and significant
ideological blind spots that governed behavior and choices. They also
model a different type of dialogue, allowing for a better understanding
of the role of personality and individual agency in history. This
approach instills analytical rigor and creative empathy, skills crucial
for any student of history. Table 1 shows the instructions to the Al to
synthesize the interviews with ten government officials.

Phase 2 — Mind-Sets of China Regarding Taiwan

Mind Genomics is an emerging science which identifies different
“mind-sets” based on cognitive patterns, preferences, and biases.
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Table 1: Simulated interviews about the China-Taiwan situation with 10 government officials.

Instructions to the AI to Simulate Interviews with Government Officials

United Nations? Make each interview about nine sentences long.

Simulated Interviews

United Nations, we worked to garner international support for Taiwan’s sovereignty.”

Nations, we worked to rally support for Taiwans independence and sovereignty””

United Nations to prevent further escalation”

phasized China’s commitment to peacefully resolving the Taiwan issue.”

nition and support for Taiwan’s sovereignty.”

worked to build a coalition of support for Taiwan’s sovereignty.”

United Nations, we emphasized the importance of respecting China’ territorial integrity.”

Write me the interview with people who are important in the history of China and its relation with Taiwan. Tell me who they are. Tell me what they recall about the exact nature of the
Chinese move on Taiwan. Tell me what they reported. Tell me what they recommended in the weeks and days as China was making its move on Taiwan. Tell me in quotes, so I have
their own words. How did they feel when the actions were starting? What did they tell each other? What did they tell the US Government? How did they deal with the Chinese at the

Al simulated interview with Secretary of State — John Kerry. “I remember feeling a sense of urgency as China started making its move on Taiwan. We reported to the US government that
we needed to take swift action to avoid a potential conflict. In the weeks leading up to the event, we recommended strategic diplomacy and dialogue with China to prevent escalation. At the

Al simulated interview with National Security Advisor — Susan Rice. “The Chinese move on Taiwan caught us off guard. We immediately recommended heightened surveillance and
military preparedness in the region. We emphasized the importance of maintaining a strong stance against Chinese aggression during our meetings with the US government. At the United

Al simulated interview with Former US Ambassador to China — Gary Locke. “As a former ambassador to China, I understood the complex dynamics at play during the Chinese move on
Taiwan. I urged the US government to prioritize diplomatic negotiations and peaceful resolutions to avoid a potential conflict. We engaged in tense discussions with Chinese officials at the

Al simulated interview with Retired General — David Petraeus. “The Chinese move on Taiwan raised serious concerns about regional stability. We recommended increasing military
presence in the area and strengthening alliances with neighboring countries. We urged the US government to take a firm stance against Chinese aggression and uphold Taiwan’s sovereignty.
At the United Nations, we worked to garner international support for Taiwan’s independence.”

Al simulated interview with Chinese Diplomat — Wang Yi. “The move on Taiwan was a necessary step to safeguard China’s territorial integrity. We recommended peaceful reunification
and dialogue with Taiwan to avoid conflict. We reassured the US government that China’s intentions were not aggressive but focused on peaceful resolution. At the United Nations, we em-

Al simulated interview with Taiwanese President — Tsai Ing-wen. “The Chinese move on Taiwan was a blatant violation of our sovereignty. We urged the US government to stand with
Taiwan and support our independence. We called for increased military presence in the region to deter further Chinese aggression. At the United Nations, we demanded international recog-

Al simulated interview with Defense Secretary — Lloyd Austin. “The Chinese move on Taiwan posed a significant threat to regional security. We recommended increasing military read-
iness and conducting joint exercises with allies in the region. We emphasized the importance of deterring Chinese aggression through a strong military presence. At the United Nations, we

Al simulated interview with Intelligence Chief — Avril Haines. “The Chinese move on Taiwan was a concerning escalation of tensions in the region. We recommended heightened intel-
ligence surveillance and monitoring of Chinese military movements. We advised the US government to prepare for various scenarios and potential responses to Chinese aggression. At the
United Nations, we shared intelligence reports to inform international discussions on the Taiwan issue”

Al simulated interview with US Ambassador to the United Nations — Linda Thomas-Greenfield. “The Chinese move on Taiwan presented a serious challenge to international peace and
security. We recommended diplomatic engagement and dialogue to de-escalate tensions and prevent conflict. We urged the US government to lead efforts to defend Taiwan’s sovereignty and
uphold international norms. At the United Nations, we worked to build consensus and rally support for Taiwan’s independence.

Al simulated interview with Chinese Foreign Minister — Zhao Lijian. “The move on Taiwan was a legitimate response to safeguard China’s national interests. We recommended peaceful
reunification and dialogue with Taiwan to resolve the issue. We reassured the US government that China’s actions were not aggressive but aimed at maintaining regional stability. At the

It suggests that people respond to the same issue in different but
predictable ways, not because they are irrational or misinformed. This
concept can be applied to geopolitical issues like the China-Taiwan
conflict, helping to deconstruct varying viewpoints in China regarding
Taiwan’s status and potential actions. Within China, multiple mind-
sets exist regarding Taiwan, including nationalistic, historical,
economic, and strategic perspectives. Understanding these different
mind-sets can help decision-makers craft targeted policies to appeal
to specific segments of the population, preventing oversimplification
of the complex issue of the China-Taiwan conflict.

Table 2 shows the three mind-sets synthesized by AIL. China’s mind-
sets regarding Taiwan are influenced by its historical conception of
sovereignty and territorial integrity, as well as its long-standing belief
in a unified China dating back to imperial dynasties. The Chinese
government views Taiwan as an integral yet temporarily estranged
part of the modern Chinese nation-state, with the Taiwan question
seen as a symptom of a larger historical trajectory. The Chinese
leadership is aware of the political repercussions of losing Taiwan, and
any deviation could weaken the Chinese Communist Party’s (CCP)
grip on the narrative. Taiwan’s strategic role in global geopolitical
dynamics, particularly its dominance in advanced semiconductor
production, further influences Beijing’s approach. China’s approach
to Taiwan is long-term, with strategic patience informed by the
Confucian principle that “time will solve all problems” However, the
international context is not overlooked, with Taiwan’s close ties to the
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United States, alliances with Japan, and its pivotal role in the Indo-
Pacific strategy. The prevailing mind-set of the Taiwanese people, who
overwhelmingly prefer maintaining the current status quo, conflicts
with Beijings strategy of eventual reunification. Understanding
China’s mind-set can help navigate its decision-making processes and
understand its complex emotions and motivations [7-9].

Phase 3 — Looking Forward by Looking Backwards: The
Experts Recall What Happened Six Years Ago

Edward Bellamy’s novel “Looking Backward” offers a unique
approach to understanding the future by imagining it as if it has
already occurred. By placing the reader in the year 2000, looking back
at the societal transformations that fixed the problems of 1887, Bellamy
provides a structured way of imagining possible trajectories and
assessing the decisions that lead to certain outcomes. This technique
can be applied to the fraught situation between China and Taiwan, as
it allows for better analysis and prevention of repeating mistakes.

Bellamy’s method enhances our ability to learn by structuring our
critical analysis, allowing us to mentally walk backward and identify
key events or errors that determined the future. The immediacy of
the China-Taiwan conflict is complicated by militaristic, economic,
and geopolitical uncertainties, but by mentally projecting Taiwan as
having already been annexed or successfully defended its sovereignty,

the outcome can only be understood and studied.
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Table 2: Mind-sets of China Regarding Taiwan.

Instructions Given to Al to Synthesize Mind-Sets

What is the name of the mind-set? Preface by NAME:

Three Mind-Sets of the Chinese People Regarding Taiwan

NAME: One China Policy Believers

NAME: Taiwan Independence Detractors

NAME: Taiwan Autonomy Advocates

‘We know that in China there are mind-sets with regard to Taiwan. For each mind-set tell us the following:

‘What does the mind-set believe about the future with Taiwan, if any? Preface by FUTURE WITH TAIWAN:

What is this mind-set most interested in talking about with the United States? Preface by TALK WITH US:

‘What is this mind-set secretly thinking about the future of the world and China’s role? Preface by FUTURE OF WORLD:
‘What would make this mind-set comfortable dealing with the United States? Preface by COMFORTABLE WITH USA:

FUTURE WITH TAIWAN: Believes in eventual reunification with Taiwan under the One China Policy.

TALK WITH US: Interested in discussing ways to promote unity and cooperation between China and Taiwan.

FUTURE OF WORLD: Secretly thinks that China will play a leading role in shaping the future of the world.

COMFORTABLE WITH USA: Would be comfortable with the US supporting the One China Policy and respecting China’s stance on Taiwan.
UNCOMFORTABLE WITH USA: Would be uncomfortable with the US strengthening ties with Taiwan or showing support for Taiwanese independence.

FUTURE WITH TAIWAN: Believes Taiwan should always remain a part of China and opposes any moves towards independence.

TALK WITH US: Most interested in discussing ways to prevent Taiwan from seeking independence and maintaining close ties with the US to support this stance.
FUTURE OF WORLD: Secretly believes that Taiwan independence could lead to instability in the region and impact China’s global influence.

COMFORTABLE WITH USA: Would be comfortable with the US denouncing Taiwanese independence movements and strengthening ties with China.
UNCOMFORTABLE WITH USA: Would be uncomfortable with the US supporting Taiwan’s independence or openly criticizing China’s stance on the issue.

FUTURE WITH TAIWAN: Believes Taiwan should have autonomy and the right to self-governance separate from China.

TALK WITH US: Most interested in discussing ways to protect Taiwan’s autonomy and strengthen ties with the US for support.

FUTURE OF WORLD: Secretly believes that Taiwan’s autonomy could serve as a model for other regions seeking independence around the world.
COMFORTABLE WITH USA: Would be comfortable with the US recognizing Taiwan’s autonomy and supporting its self-governance.
UNCOMFORTABLE WITH USA: Would be uncomfortable with the US siding with China and ignoring Taiwan’s calls for autonomy.

Storytelling is another aspect of “looking backward,” making
complex international relations more graspable for everyone involved
in the process. By offering a blueprint in the form of an already-
imagined outcome, Bellamy effectively shifts the reader toward
structured speculation.

Looking backward frames today’s decisions with the weight of
historical responsibility while maintaining the speculative flexibility
the future demands. By using Bellamy’s method creatively, we may
better navigate the tense and dangerous waters of contemporary
geopolitics [10-13].

Table 3 presents us the results of ten interviews with individuals
who were simulated to be conversant with the issues, and who had
opinions about what could have been done better. The approach
follows Edward Bellamy’s approach of telling the story of a moderately
recent past to foretell the future in a way which is palatable and
interesting.

Phase 4 — Questions and Answers at the Congressional

Hearing

Simulating a congressional hearing with unnamed professionals
recounting their memories of an event like a Chinese move on Taiwan
can be an educational and thought-provoking exercise. It allows
readers to explore complex foreign-policy issues within a structured
context, encouraging critical thinking, engagement with hypothetical
expertise, and scenario analysis. This method focuses on roles and
expertise rather than individuals, allowing readers to consider the
processes and systems that underpin decisions. Table 4 presents the
simulated congressional hearing.

Arch Law Econ, Volume 1(2): 3-6, 2024

Simulating a congressional hearing can also deepen understanding
of contemporary geopolitics and history by placing students in
hypothetical situations where they need to apply historical knowledge,
critical analysis, and strategic thinking. It also trains students and
participants to ask better questions, identifying gaps in knowledge and
anticipating the need for further information.

The interdisciplinary nature of the simulation allows readers to
understand how disciplines interact in policy decisions, highlighting
the union of various domains of expertise in resolving international
conflicts. While some may enjoy the freedom of working within fictive
or simulated environments, others may find the exercise challenging
due to the added responsibility of dealing with a complex situation
that has not “actually” happened but could happen in the future.

Ultimately, employing simulations in history and policy classes can
nurture analytical skills, leadership potential, and decision-making
acumen. A hearing simulation on an event like a Chinese move on
Taiwan helps attendees and readers practice working with complex,
nuanced issues, serving as an effective preparatory exercise for those
who may enter fields in government, law, international relations, or
academia where nuanced and critical decisions will be valued [14-16].

Phase 5 — Five “Faces of Prevention”

In times of uncertainty, questions play a crucial role in national
security, foreign policy, and crisis management. The unpredictability
of information and insights can create tension when different
answers create more ambiguity. Consultations from experts from

the cabinet and Pentagon bring varied experiences, fields of study,
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Table 3: Ten interviews about the Chinese move on Taiwan which occurred five years before.

It is five years in the future, 2030. The memory of the Chinese move on Taiwan is still clear. I am a reporter and have been asked to interview government officials, military officials,
students of war, and senior level students studying political science. I have been asked to have each of the interviewees tell me who the person is, what was most unusual or interesting
about the Chinese move on Taiwan, what exactly happened to the best of the person’s knowledge, and if the person were going to give advice both to the United States and to Taiwan
about what could have been done better, what would the advice be.

In this story I want to interview as many people as I can, including a number of mainland Chinese who have become integrated into the west. I want to write about what happened,
what people feel could have been done better, and what went wrong.

For my story I need to go into the mind of the people who are telling me the story of what happened. There are plenty of strong memories to make a really good story. I know that a
number of military people are going to be reading my story, so any advice about what signals we may have missed, what strong actions we failed to do. These are all welcome.

Finally, my editor wants me to write a story in depth, a story about looking back at this unusual time. The editor wants this to be a monograph for generations to come.

Write me the interview with people who are important. Tell me who they are. Tell me what they recall about the Chinese move on Taiwan. Tell me what they recommended. Tell me in
quotes, so I have their own words. Tell me how they feel today. Make each interview about six sentences long.

Al returned with the following interviews:

Al Simulated “Retrospective & Opinion Gathering” Interview with Secretary of Defense John Smith: “Secretary of Defense John Smith was appalled by the suddenness of the Chinese
move on Taiwan. He recalls, ‘It was a well-coordinated and strategic move by the Chinese, catching everyone off guard’ Smith recommends, “The United States should have been more proac-
tive in strengthening alliances in the region prior to the attack’ Today, he feels a sense of regret and wishes more could have been done to prevent the escalation of tensions.”

AI Simulated “Retrospective & Opinion Gathering” Interview with General Sarah Johnson, Chief of Staff of the Army: “General Sarah Johnson was struck by the speed and precision
of the Chinese military’s advance on Taiwan. She remembers, “The Chinese forces moved swiftly and efficiently, overwhelming the Taiwanese defenses. Johnson advises, “The United States
should have conducted more joint military exercises with Taiwan to enhance their defense capabilities’ Today, she reflects on the lessons learned and the importance of being prepared for
unexpected threats.”

Al Simulated “Retrospective & Opinion Gathering” Interview with Professor Michael Lee, Expert on Chinese Foreign Policy: “Professor Michael Lee found the Chinese move on
Taiwan to be a bold and strategic power play by the Chinese government. He explains, “The Chinese utilized their economic and military resources to achieve their long-term goal of reunifi-
cation with Taiwan. Lee suggests, “The United States should have implemented stronger diplomatic measures to deter Chinese aggression. Today, he remains vigilant about China’s territorial
ambitions and advocates for a comprehensive regional security strategy.”

Al Simulated “Retrospective & Opinion Gathering” Interview with Lieutenant Emily Chen, Taiwanese Military Officer: “Lieutenant Emily Chen witnessed the devastation and chaos
that ensued in Taiwan following the Chinese invasion. She recalls, ‘The Taiwanese military fought bravely, but we were overwhelmed by the sheer force of the Chinese military. Chen advises,
“Taiwan should have invested more in anti-access and area denial capabilities to deter Chinese aggression. Today, she remains determined to defend Taiwan’s sovereignty and independence.”

Al Simulated “Retrospective & Opinion Gathering” Interview with Professor David Wang, Political Science Expert: “Professor David Wang was intrigued by the political ramifications
of the Chinese move on Taiwan. He notes, “The international community was divided in its response to the conflict, leading to a lack of unified action against Chinese aggression. Wang sug-
gests, “The United States should have taken a stronger stance in support of Taiwan’s sovereignty. Today, he emphasizes the importance of maintaining a strong deterrence against aggressive
powers in the region.”

AI Simulated “Retrospective & Opinion Gathering” Interview Ambassador with Lucy Zhang, Former U.S. Ambassador to China: “Ambassador Lucy Zhang was shocked by the audacity
of the Chinese government in launching a military attack on Taiwan. She recalls, “The Chinese move on Taiwan was a blatant violation of international norms and agreements. Zhang
advises, “The United States should have engaged in more direct dialogue with China to de-escalate tensions and clarify red lines. Today, she remains vigilant about Chinese expansionism and
advocates for a united front against Chinese aggression.”

Al Simulated “Retrospective & Opinion Gathering” Interview with Admiral Patrick O’Brien, Commander of U.S. Pacific Fleet: “Admiral Patrick O’Brien was struck by the speed and
decisiveness of the Chinese military’s actions in Taiwan. He remembers, “The Chinese navy demonstrated impressive capabilities in conducting amphibious and air operations. O’Brien
advises, “The United States should have deployed more naval assets to deter Chinese aggression in the region’ Today, he remains committed to maintaining a strong naval presence in the
Indo-Pacific to uphold stability and security”

Al Simulated “Retrospective & Opinion Gathering” Interview with Captain Mia Ramirez, U.S. Navy Intelligence Officer: “Captain Mia Ramirez closely monitored the Chinese military’s
movements leading up to the invasion of Taiwan. She recalls, “There were several indicators of Chinese military buildup and preparations for a large-scale operation. Ramirez advises, ‘The
United States should have conducted more intelligence gathering and analysis to anticipate Chinese intentions. Today, she emphasizes the importance of strategic intelligence-sharing and
collaboration to prevent future conflicts.”

Al Simulated “Retrospective & Opinion Gathering” Interview with Professor Julia Chang, Historian and Author: “Professor Julia Chang analyzed the historical context and implications
of the Chinese move on Taiwan. She notes, ‘The history of Chinese-Taiwanese relations and unresolved territorial disputes played a significant role in the conflict’ Chang advises, “The United
States should have recognized the symbolic and strategic importance of Taiwan in the context of regional geopolitics. Today, she continues to research and educate others on the complex
dynamics of East Asian politics and security.”

Al Simulated “Retrospective & Opinion Gathering” Interview with Dr. Henry Wu, Chinese-American Business Executive: “Dr. Henry Wu was dismayed by the escalation of tensions
between the United States and China following the Chinese move on Taiwan. He reflects, “The economic fallout and disruption of global supply chains were significant consequences of the
conflict’ Wu advises, “The United States should have pursued diplomatic channels to de-escalate the situation and prevent further economic repercussions. Today, he advocates for peaceful
resolutions to international disputes and greater cooperation between nations for mutual prosperity.”

Table 4: Simulated questions and answers at a congressional hearing about the Chinese move on Taiwan.

Questions Asked and Answers Provided at the Congression Hearing

Question 1: Can you recall the exact nature of the Chinese move on Taiwan?

During the weeks leading up to the event, I reported to the US government that China was increasing military presence near Taiwans borders. My recommendations for responding to Chi-
na’s actions in the region included diplomatic negotiations and bolstering our own military presence in the area. When the Chinese move on Taiwan was starting, I felt a sense of urgency and
concern for the potential implications. Discussions with other important figures focused on strategic planning and coordinating a unified response to China’s actions. Dealing with Chinese
representatives at the United Nations involved navigating diplomatic channels and advocating for peaceful resolutions. I communicated with the US government about the situation through
regular updates and briefings. Recommendations made during China’s move on Taiwan included reinforcing alliances with neighboring countries and strengthening international sanctions.

Question 2: What were your reactions when you realized what China was doing?

Our response to the Chinese move on Taiwan was one of urgency and concern, as it posed a significant threat to stability in the region. In the weeks leading up to the event, we reported to
the US government on the escalating tensions and the potential implications for global security. To address China’s actions, we recommended a strong and unified international response

to deter further aggression. Personally, I felt a mix of worry and determination as the situation unfolded, knowing the potential consequences of inaction. I had extensive discussions with
key figures in government and international diplomacy to strategize the best approach to deal with the crisis. When engaging with Chinese representatives at the UN, we maintained a firm
stance while keeping channels of communication open. Our communication with the US government was constant and transparent, ensuring they were kept informed of developments and
our recommendations. As the situation evolved, we made recommendations to strengthen diplomatic efforts and prevent the situation from escalating further.

Question 3: Can you recall the exact nature of the Chinese move on Taiwan?

The Chinese move on Taiwan involved increased military presence and threats towards the island, sparking tensions in the region. In the weeks leading up to the event, we reported to the
US government about China’s escalating actions and their potential impact on regional stability. We recommended responding to China’s actions in the region by engaging in diplomatic
efforts to de-escalate tensions and promoting dialogue between all parties involved. When the Chinese move on Taiwan was starting, I felt a sense of urgency and concern for the potential
consequences of the situation. Discussions with other important figures during this time focused on finding ways to address the situation peacefully and prevent further escalation. Dealing
with Chinese representatives at the United Nations required careful diplomacy and strategic communication to convey our concerns and seek solutions to the escalating tensions.
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Question 4: How did you communicate with the US government about the situation?

We communicated with the US government through diplomatic channels, providing regular updates on the evolving situation and sharing our analysis of the potential implications. Rec-
ommendations made in the days and weeks as China was making its move on Taiwan included advocating for a coordinated response with international partners and exploring avenues for
peaceful resolution. Coordinating efforts with other countries to prevent further escalation involved diplomatic initiatives, intelligence sharing, and joint statements to demonstrate solidarity
in upholding regional stability. Updates on the current situation regarding Taiwan’s sovereignty indicate ongoing tensions and the need for continued diplomatic engagement to ensure a
peaceful resolution.

Question 5: What do you believe was the most unusual or interesting aspect of the conflict?

The most unusual aspect of the conflict was the speed and coordination of China’s invasion plans. It was a well-executed military operation that caught many by surprise. The strategic
maneuvers and tactics utilized by China were impressive and demonstrated a level of planning that had not been anticipated. Additionally, the international response to the conflict was
unique, with various countries taking different positions based on their own interests and alliances. The complexity of the conflict and the shifting dynamics added an interesting layer to the
situation that was not seen in previous conflicts.

Question 6: Can you describe what exactly happened during the Chinese invasion of Taiwan?

The Chinese invasion of Taiwan was a swift and coordinated military operation that took the world by surprise. Chinese forces launched a series of air and naval attacks on key strategic loca-
tions across the island. The initial assault was followed by a ground invasion that focused on securing major cities and infrastructure. Taiwan’s defenses were overwhelmed by the sheer force
of the Chinese military, leading to a rapid takeover of key territories. The invasion marked a significant escalation in tensions between China and Taiwan, sparking international condemna-
tion and calls for diplomatic intervention.

Question 7: What signals do you think were missed leading up to the conflict?

In hindsight, there were clear warning signs that tensions were escalating, such as increased military presence and provocative rhetoric from both sides. Additionally, diplomatic efforts were
not given enough attention, and opportunities for de-escalation were overlooked. The media also played a role in sensationalizing the situation rather than promoting peaceful dialogue. Lack
of communication and misinterpretation of intentions further fueled the conflict, as important signals were either ignored or misinterpreted. Ultimately, a breakdown in trust and coopera-
tion between the parties involved led to a full-blown conflict.

Question 8: In hindsight, what actions do you believe could have been taken to prevent the escalation of tensions?

More robust diplomatic efforts, early intervention from neutral third parties, and improved communication channels could have played a crucial role in preventing the escalation of tensions.
Building trust and fostering dialogue between the parties involved, as well as addressing underlying issues through peaceful means, could have prevented the conflict from reaching a boiling
point. Implementing confidence-building measures and de-escalation strategies early on would have helped in diffusing the situation before it spiraled out of control. Involving international
mediators and promoting conflict resolution mechanisms could also have been effective in preventing further escalation. Ultimately, proactive measures and a commitment to peaceful
resolution could have averted the conflict altogether.

Question 9: How do you view the role of the international community in responding to the Chinese move on Taiwan?

The international community plays a crucial role in responding to the Chinese move on Taiwan by upholding principles of international law, promoting peaceful resolution of disputes,

and supporting the self-determination of all peoples. Solidarity among like-minded nations in condemning aggression and supporting Taiwan’s sovereignty is essential in deterring further
escalations and maintaining stability in the region. Through diplomatic efforts, economic sanctions, and collective security measures, the international community can send a strong message
to China that unilateral actions will not be tolerated. By fostering multilateral cooperation and upholding international norms, the international community can effectively respond to threats
to regional security and uphold the rule of law.

Question 10: What lessons do you think should be learned from this event?

The importance of early intervention, effective communication, and conflict prevention strategies cannot be overstated in preventing future conflicts. Building trust, promoting dialogue, and
engaging in diplomacy are critical components of conflict resolution and should be prioritized in dealing with disputes. Learning to recognize warning signs and address underlying issues
before they escalate is key to avoiding conflicts and maintaining peace. Utilizing multilateral mechanisms, international cooperation, and mediation efforts can help in de-escalating tensions
and resolving disputes peacefully. Strengthening institutions, fostering cooperation among nations, and upholding international norms are essential in preventing similar conflicts in the
future. Ultimately, the lessons learned from this event should guide future actions towards promoting peace, stability, and respect for the rule of law.

Question 11: How can the United States strengthen its alliances in the Indo-Pacific region?

Strengthening alliances in the Indo-Pacific region requires the United States to deepen its engagement with regional partners, enhance military cooperation, and promote economic integra-
tion. By reaffirming its commitment to security partnerships, the United States can build trust, deter aggression, and maintain a stable and peaceful environment in the region. Investing in
diplomatic initiatives, supporting capacity-building programs, and conducting joint military exercises with allies can further solidify alliances and enhance collective security. By prioritizing
the strategic importance of the Indo-Pacific region and aligning its interests with those of partner nations, the United States can foster closer ties and mutual cooperation. Promoting a rules-
based order, upholding international norms, and addressing common challenges together can strengthen alliances and promote regional stability.

Question 12: What steps should be taken to prevent similar acts of aggression in the future?

Preventing similar acts of aggression in the future requires proactive measures such as early warning systems, transparent communication channels, and conflict prevention strategies. Investing
in diplomacy, mediation, and dialogue can help in resolving disputes peacefully and preventing escalations before they occur. Strengthening international norms, upholding the rule of law, and
promoting respect for sovereignty are essential in deterring aggression and maintaining stability. Building trust, fostering cooperation, and engaging in multilateral efforts can also contribute
to preventing conflicts and promoting peace. By addressing root causes, addressing grievances, and promoting inclusive dialogue, steps can be taken to prevent similar acts of aggression in the
future. Ultimately, a commitment to peaceful resolution, conflict prevention mechanisms, and cooperative strategies are key in averting conflicts and maintaining regional security.

and specializations to the table. Receiving different answers does not
necessarily signify the system is failing or confused, but it highlights
the reality of complexity and the necessity of pulling from diverse
perspectives [17-19].

Repetition of questions can signal attention to the critical nature of
the issue, revealing nuances in arguments, gaps in logic, or overlooked
information. Inconsistency in responses may give a broader, more
comprehensive understanding of the nuances faced, prompting deeper
thinking. Table 5 shows four different answers to the same question:
What steps should be taken to prevent similar acts of aggression in
the future?

Discussion and Conclusion

China’s intentions and potential military actions towards Taiwan
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are a major concern for national security and policymakers worldwide.
Al-enabled simulations have been used to study and predict China’s
strategies, including triggers, diplomatic channels, military postures,
and deterrence scenarios. These simulations provide quicker, more
adaptable analyses of complex geopolitical scenarios, allowing
policymakers to run multiple “what-if” scenarios that take into
account economic pressures, diplomatic relationships, and military
movements. However, concerns about overemphasis on Al-based
simulations exist, as they may not fully grasp cultural, historical, and
deeply embedded political factors. To ensure AI does not dominate
the decision-making process, traditional simulation techniques, field
experience, and diplomatic insight should be used alongside AI-
based simulations. Simulation exercises can help decision-makers
better prepare for potential real-world conflicts without endangering
national security or international stability.



Howard Moskowitz (2024) China Moves against Taiwan: Using AI Simulation and Mind Genomics Thinking to Explore an International Conflict

Table 5: Five answers to the same question: What steps should be taken to prevent similar acts of aggression in the future?.

Answer 1: To prevent aggression, countries should prioritize open communication, increase diplomatic efforts, strengthen international alliances, invest in conflict prevention and resolution
programs, implement sanctions, create early warning mechanisms, train military and security forces, promote human rights, democracy, and good governance, strengthen international or-
ganizations, engage civil society, invest in education, encourage youth participation, and provide support to affected countries. A comprehensive approach that combines diplomacy, conflict
prevention, human rights promotion, and international cooperation is essential to prevent future aggression. This includes strengthening international organizations, promoting human
rights, empowering communities, investing in education, and supporting countries affected by aggression.

Answer 2: To prevent future aggression, thorough monitoring and intelligence gathering on potential threats, using advanced technology and surveillance techniques, and implementing
strict security measures are crucial. Collaboration between law enforcement agencies, community outreach programs, emergency response training, border security, immigration policies,
and strict penalties are essential. A comprehensive national security strategy, diplomatic efforts, gun control laws, mental health support services, background checks, cybersecurity mea-
sures, and investment in innovative technologies can help prevent future acts of aggression. Developing a comprehensive strategy, focusing on diplomatic efforts, implementing stricter gun
control laws, and promoting mental health support can also help prevent future incidents.

Answer 3: Addressing the root causes of aggression, such as poverty, inequality, and lack of education, is crucial. This can be achieved through social welfare programs, economic devel-
opment, and investment in education and mental health services. Promoting cultural diversity, tolerance, and understanding can prevent discrimination. Enforcing laws and regulations,
strengthening security measures, and collaborating with communities can prevent future aggression. Supporting victims, educating individuals about the impact of aggression, and promot-
ing non-violent conflict resolution strategies can also help. Emphasizing respect, empathy, and compassion can prevent future aggression.

Answer 4: To prevent future aggression, it is essential to address root causes like socio-economic disparities, political instability, and ideological extremism. Implementing conflict resolution
programs, strengthening diplomatic relations, investing in education, combating weapons proliferation, improving mental health, promoting open dialogue, supporting grassroots initiatives,
and strengthening institutions can help. Collaborating with international organizations, investing in early warning systems, combating misinformation, and empowering civil society can
also help. Strengthening international norms and agreements can create a more peaceful and secure global environment, preventing future acts of aggression. Ultimately, a more peaceful and
secure global environment is possible.

Answer 5: To prevent future aggression, it is essential to identify the root causes through thorough research and analysis. Address these through targeted interventions, such as conflict
resolution programs, promoting empathy, and education on peaceful dispute resolution. Fostering open communication, positive role models, and supportive environments can reduce ag-
gression. Implementing strict consequences, collaborating with law enforcement, and providing mental health support can also help. Bystander intervention training and building resilience
can create a culture of accountability. Promoting social justice and equality can address underlying injustices and inequalities contributing to aggression.

Acknowledgments of Committees: Utilizing a Student-Led Congressional Hearing Simulation. Journal
of Political Science Education 11: 442-454.

The authors dehghtedly aCkHOW1edge the ongoing help of Vanessa 17. Hart P (2002) Preparing Policy Makers for Crisis Management: The Role of
Marie B. Arcenas and Isabelle Porat in the preparation of this Simulations. Journal of Contingencies and Crisis Management 5: 207-215.
manuscript and its companions‘ 18. Hetu SN, Gupta S, Vu VA, Tan G (2018) A simulation framework for crisis

management: Design and use. Simulation Modelling Practice and Theory 85: 15-32.
References

19. Rosenthal U, Pijnenburg B (eds) (1991) Crisis Management and Decision Making:
1. Amonson K, Egli D (2023) The Ambitious Dragon: Beijing’s Calculus for Invading Simulation Oriented Scenarios. Springer Science & Business Media.
Taiwan by 2030. Journal of Indo-Pacific Affairs 6: 37-53.

2. Roy D (2000) Tensions in the Taiwan Strait. Survival 42: 76-96.
3. Wang TY (2023) Taiwan in 2022: An Eventful Year. Asian Survey 63: 247-257.

4. Albores P, Shaw D (2008) Government preparedness: Using simulation to prepare for
a terrorist attack. Computers & Operations Research 35: 1924-1943.

5. Borning A, Friedman B, Davis ], Lin P (2005) Informing Public Deliberation: Value
Sensitive Design of Indicators for a Large-Scale Urban Simulation. In: Proceedings of
the Ninth European Conference on Computer-Supported Cooperative Work 449-468.

6. DiCicco JM (2014) National Security Council: Simulating Decision-making
Dilemmas in Real Time. International Studies Perspectives 15: 438-458.

7. Dweck CS, Yeager DS (2019) Mindsets: A View From Two Eras. Perspectives on
Psychological Science 14: 481-496.

8. Moskowitz H, Kover A, Papajorgji P (2022) Applying Mind Genomics to Social
Sciences. IGI Global.

9.  Wu AX (2014) Ideological polarization over a China-as-superpower mind-set: An
exploratory charting of belief systems among Chinese internet users, 2008-2011.
International Journal of Communication 8: 2650-2679.

10. Berridge V (2016) History and the future: Looking back to look forward? International
Journal of Drug Policy 37: 117-121.

11. Franklin JH (1938) Edward Bellamy and the Nationalist Movement. The New England
Quarterly 11: 739-772.

12. Levi AW (1945) Edward Bellamy: Utopian. Ethics 55: 131-144.

13. Zhang P (2015) The IS History Initiative: Looking Forward by Looking Back.
Communications of the Association for Information Systems 36: 477-514.

14. Kahn MA, Perez KM (2009) The Game of Politics Simulation: An Exploratory Study.
Journal of Political Science Education 5: 332-349.

15. Mariani M, Glenn BJ (2014). Simulations Build Efficacy: Empirical Results from a Citation:
Four-Week Congressional Simulation. Journal of Political Science Education 10: 284-
301 & J f Moskowitz H, Wingert S, Anderson T (2024) China Moves against Taiwan:
Using AI Simulation and Mind Genomics Thinking to Explore an International
16. Rinfret SR, Pautz MC (2015) Understanding Public Policy Making through the Work Conflict. Arch Law Econ Volume 1(2): 1-6.

Arch Law Econ, Volume 1(2): 6-6, 2024



