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Abstract: The Covid-19 pandemic has affected most of the world, adding health security as a new challenge. Instead of facing these challenges, 

some states move towards a system of competition and intolerance, which forms new patterns in the international order. This questions the impact 

of the pandemic on the strategic dynamics of the international order. This article argues that the global pandemic transforms the political system 

and the way of governing liberal democracy more than any other factor. It took the form of a variable, driver, and accelerator, and the established 

world order transformed into a new form of order. Using the descriptive-analytical method and the theories of international relations, the current 

study examined the impact of the pandemic on the strategic dynamics of the international order.          
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INTRODUCTION 

 

The coronavirus outbreak in the world is considered a new world war because it has 

involved most states in various forms. The world after coronavirus will face various challenges in 

new security categories such as health, treatment, food, and drug security. Some states seem to 

be moving towards competition and intolerance rather than working together to meet these 

challenges. Eventually, will this competition and inconsistency lead to a new set of dynamics in 

the international arena, with a wide range of countries involved? 

Despite these new dynamics, the Covid-19 pandemic cannot be considered an 

independent variable that changes the existing international order. Instead, it can be seen as a 

kind of „variable‟ or „accelerator‟ that will accelerate the change process in the existing 

international order. Therefore, there is little disagreement about whether the current 

international order has changed as the Covid-19 pandemic unfolds, how these changes will be 

intensified and deepened, or how the crisis should be managed. There is a difference of opinion. 

In this case, experts have had numerous discussions about it. All of these debates can help make 

international relations more dynamic right now. The current study first addresses the theoretical 
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perspectives and debates related to the post-coronavirus developments and then the 

geostrategic developments of the coronavirus pandemic within the existing international order. 

A coronavirus pandemic is undoubtedly a significant event with health, medical, social, 

economic, political, and security dimensions that have also affected global and international 

relations. However, as to what and how this affects, there are conflicting theoretical views on 

whether the corona crisis could fundamentally change the four structural, agency, normative-

institutional, and pattern of interaction that underpin the existing international order. 

Therefore, this article investigates the geostrategic developments caused by the 

coronavirus on the international order in the post-corona era. The coronavirus was able to 

transform the face of the world from a world full of color, cheers, and vibrancy to a silent, sad, 

and colorless world. Therefore, its scope of influence on the international order did not stop at 

that time, and it naturally imposed its effects on the post-coronavirus. The coronavirus outbreak 

has led some experts to say that the time has come to start changing the world order. Indeed, 

the beginning of the decline of American power, which many American thinkers, including Farid 

Zakaria, have spoken of in the post-American era, has begun to whisper about the change in the 

world order. 

The coronavirus has become a pervasive challenge and a pandemic for all countries 

worldwide. The virus first appeared in China, but soon enough, almost all countries struggle with 

this disease. Every day, more people contract Covid-19 disease and die due to it. To that end, 

governments had enacted policies involving more significant intervention in areas beyond their 

legal authority, imposed restrictions on citizens within their own countries, and quarantined 

many cities and stock markets after another experienced a decline in its sales index and was 

falling. Companies, offices, and factories were closed down, and the international transportation 

system was almost shutting down. 

Furthermore, in turn, it can be described as an international catastrophe. One of the 

most critical issues raised during the coronavirus outbreak is the post-Covid-19 world. Many 

believe that the outbreak of the coronavirus pandemic and the failure of the great powers to 

stop this disease will cause the world order to change in the days after the coronavirus 

pandemic. Also, they argue that the time has come to start changing the world order. In fact, 

with the beginning of the decline of American power, many American thinkers such as Farid 

Zakaria have spoken of the post-American era. They have begun to whisper the change of world 

order.  

 

VIEWING THE CORONAVIRUS  PANDEMIC THROUGH THE LENS OF  

INTERNATIONAL RELATIONS THEORIES 

       

Experts agree that the coronavirus pandemic is accelerating the changing of the existing 

international order. However, they do not have a shared outlook on these developments 

„intensity and depth‟ or how they should be managed. Some theoretical approaches emphasize 

the importance of transnational cooperation and strengthening of international institutions, 

others on strengthening national governments and the need for economic independence, and 

others on the importance of international moral cooperation based on transcendental rationality 
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to deal with the coronavirus pandemic and its consequences. In the following, attention is paid 

to the most important ones. 

The conservative liberal, which many believe represents the ruling current of the 

American international system in the context of the coronavirus pandemic, believes that while 

the pandemic will cause minor changes in the international system, it cannot be considered a 

geopolitical turning point. Joseph Nye, a well-known pioneer of the theory, believes that the 

coronavirus pandemic is unlikely to affect the international order profoundly. In this context, he 

emphasizes strengthening and continuing the liberal international order led by the United 

States. Nye argues that the United States can continue to lead the world because of its 

geopolitical, demographic, and energy advantages. According to him, the only thing that can 

change this situation is the nationalist approach of the new American leaders (Nye 2021). 

Conservative liberals see the only way out of the current coronavirus pandemic is to strengthen 

international cooperation and avoid nationalism. 

Conversely, in contrast to liberals, reformist realists believe that with the coronavirus 

pandemic, the world will see the revival and return of national governments and strengthen 

their power. On the other hand, liberal globalization based on interdependence will be 

weakened. According to Realists, governments have not been able to work together to solve the 

coronavirus pandemic because of their „selfishness‟ and „independence‟. This is despite the need 

for international cooperation in the face of the crisis (Tsarouhas 2021, 52). Realists have long 

been critical of liberal globalization, arguing that interdependence cannot change the anarchic 

nature of the international order because it will increase the vulnerability of countries as much 

as it benefits. Countries around the world are more vulnerable to economic globalization and 

interdependence than they used to be (Powell 1994).  

The effects of the 2008 US financial crisis on other countries are undeniably evident. 

Stephen Walt, a well-known theorist of this theory, believes that in the context of the Covid-19 

pandemic, governments have increased their interventions in the political-economic system to 

manage the crisis and control the emergency, which has led to authoritarianism in some 

countries, especially in West Asia, because these governments are not readily willing to return to 

their previous level of authority. Tensions between Donald Trump and New York Governor 

Andrew Como over how to handle the coronavirus pandemic in this area signaled a shift from 

protectionism to authoritarianism. Under the pretext of managing quarantine in the country, 

Trump has called for interference in the internal affairs of US states, which has challenged the US 

system of federalism (Kissinger 2020). Although the United States is independent in many of its 

internal affairs, including health, food, economics, and so on, Trump has called for increased 

authoritarianism and authority over state affairs. This confirms the view of realists in the event of 

a coronavirus pandemic to strengthen national power and economic independence and increase 

authoritarianism in a country‟s system of government. 

This theory believes in the possibility and necessity of „change‟ in the existing 

international order because they consider this order unjust and based on unequal economic and 

ideological structures. Critical theorists have cited the example of unjust ideological structures in 

managing the coronavirus pandemic. Western liberal countries choose from among the 

coronavirus patients, and their medical system, like their socio-political system, is based on cost-

benefit logic and principles. They abandoned philanthropy and did not prioritize elderly patients 
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in their medical services (Mngomezulu 2020). Accordingly, critical theorists have criticized the 

„cost-benefit‟ reason based on „instrumental reason‟ and, in contrast, have emphasized the 

„benefit-benefit‟ logic based on „moral-transcendental rationality‟. The leading theorists are the 

famous German thinker Jürgen Habermas and the American theorist Noam Chomsky. At the 

level of developing countries, officials such as former Malaysian Prime Minister Mahathir 

Mohamad are among the critical leaders. Mahathir Mohamad also criticized the US liberal 

policies in managing international politics in an article entitled „Redrawing Governance in a 

Multipolar World‟ in the months leading up to the coronavirus pandemic at the Munich Security 

Conference (Lemière 2020). He attributed many of the problems in the Islamic world to US 

interventions and purely materialistic culture. However, critical theorists emphasize the need to 

avoid the cost-benefit nationalist logic and delegate more powers to transnational institutions.  

      Given the threats to US hegemony, particularly the deterioration of its soft power 

position in managing the international coronavirus pandemic „which even the president had 

underestimated‟, some theorists predicted that the coronavirus pandemic would hasten the 

process of international power transfer and the formation of post-Western international 

relations. Of course, there is a complete consensus among experts on this point. Joseph Nye 

believes that a hegemonic power, in addition to having undisputed material power, which is a 

set of economic and military power, must also be culturally and normatively a universal 

hegemonic culture. China has no such power (Nye 2021). Given the decline in US hegemony and 

the rise of China as an economic power with successful experience in managing many crises, 

including the coronavirus pandemic, it can be concluded that a „Bipolar order‟ or „Multipolar 

order‟ will be formed with a Sino-US focus, which will weaken the US international position day 

by day. However, while we may not see a shift in international relations towards a Chinese 

hegemonic order in the short term, China‟s growing power, especially in recent years, promises 

to move to one of the poles.  

 

THE CHANGING OF INTERNATIONAL ORDER UNDER THE STRATEGIC EFFECTS OF THE 

CORONAVIRUS PANDEMIC 

 

The Covid-19 pandemic as an accelerating variable, in addition to influencing theoretical 

debates and theories of international relations, has also affected the strategic developments and 

dynamics of the international system, the most important results of which include the following: 

in the weakening of globalization, many believe that the coronavirus pandemic in the world has 

led states to conclude that they must separate. It no longer makes sense to unite the world. 

They believe that „in order for the security of countries‟ relations not to be compromised, their 

economic dependencies must be separated. They conclude that there should be a 

reconsideration of the „international supply system‟ and the international transmission network 

“emphasizing the independent role of states and domestic authorities”, at least in the case of 

health goods (Makin and Layton 2021, 347). Since then, the coronavirus pandemic has 

exacerbated these intertwined international systems and the inefficiency of states in dealing with 

it (Barzani and Jalal 2021, 34). Due to the lack of independence of many states in the production 

of medical goods and services, including the production of diagnostic kits, advanced respirators, 

and effective drugs, and as a result of the interconnected production networks and supply of 
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medical goods among many states, especially Western countries, any independent and effective 

action by each of these states has faced difficulties and challenges. 

     It is worth mentioning that after the collapse of the Soviet Union, global supply and 

demand chains were tied to the US state. Due to the existence of a single chain, a system of 

shared interests was created for most countries; “as this global system of supply and demand 

expanded, so did the conflict between powers” (Carreño et al. 2020). This system, which resulted 

from US rule and governance after the Cold War, created a fascination and popularity for some 

international powers that used it to manage the international system. The United States acted as 

the „regulator‟ of this global supply-demand chain, resulting in the formation of a White House-

centered global convergence and the resolution of crises with US intervention and involvement. 

An example of this was the US government‟s role in resolving the 2008 financial crisis by 

intervening and manipulating global economic markets. 

     However, the problems of recent years, especially after the outbreak of the 

coronavirus pandemic, which posed serious challenges for the United States, have challenged its 

role as a „regulator of the global supply and demand system‟. This situation, accompanied by a 

kind of break-in globalization, has left the United States more insecure and vulnerable (Debata 

Patnaik and Mishra 2020). This is because it is no longer considered a regulator of the global 

supply and demand system „global hegemony‟, but the evolving problems caused by the 

coronavirus pandemic have reduced US global maneuvering and intensified global competition, 

which is putting the global interests of the United States in danger. Under these circumstances, 

as Realist thinkers of international relations argue, convergence between states is no longer an 

issue, and many actors see themselves as “losers of globalization” (Keohane 2021, 117). Because 

globalization and the integration of countries into trade and economic unions have not solved a 

problem for them in times of coronavirus pandemic, this independent and complex international 

system has added to their problems. This group of Realists concluded that due to the inability of 

this system, and consequently the efforts of countries to maintain economic independence and 

self-help, globalization is cracking and collapsing. As a result, we will see a kind of „centralism‟ in 

countries‟ government systems or international supply and demand systems. 

      Furthermore, the „regional influence‟ of actors increased competition. Following the 

spread of the coronavirus pandemic throughout the world and, consequently, the rupture in 

globalization, one of the concepts gaining importance and subjectivity is the issue of „regional 

influence‟. The Rand Institute addresses this issue in a report entitled „The Impact of Covid-19 on 

Strategic Movements in the Middle East‟. The paper identifies the region's most important post-

Covid-19 consequences, such as the development of the Iran-US confrontation on the periphery 

and additional Russian and Chinese interventions in the Middle East, which, if the crisis persists, 

will transform the region's security. (Kaye 2020). Many thinkers believe that today‟s world moves 

where the United States can no longer contain its regional influence. Hence, it must recognize 

the regional influence of competitors. Leading Harvard professor Graham Allison, in a new 

article in Foreign Affairs Magazine (March-April 2021) titled „Regional Influence Must Be 

Recognized‟, shows the flag of returning US ships from the region to explain the reduction of US 

influence in different parts of the world and, consequently, the acceptance of competition by the 

great powers (Allison 2020). In addition, Graham Schuler, a well-known Neoclassical Realist, also 

redefined „power and security‟ in an article in the same Foreign Affairs magazine, stating that 
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with the coronavirus pandemic, we are witnessing a phenomenon called „We are a World of 

Regions‟ and moving towards a more geopolitical world. Schuler cites China‟s competition in the 

Pacific and regional powers‟ presence in the Gulf as examples of the post-Covid-19 world. 

      Competition resulting from the coronavirus pandemic can take shape at the 

geopolitical and ideological level in the region. Reducing energy prices and, consequently, 

increasing or decreasing the presence of powers in peripheral regions, for example, the 

presence of Russia and China in West Asia, the presence of Saudi Arabia in Yemen, the presence 

of Iran in peripheral regions, etc., can lead to geopolitical rivalries between the powers of this 

region. Falling oil prices could also increase ethnic-security conflicts within different countries. 

For example, 90% of Iraq‟s budget depends on oil which could lead to instability given the social 

unrest in recent years that has led to Prime Minister Adel Abdul-Mahdi (Brankston et al. 2021, 

369). On the other hand, these rivalries took place between different political systems and 

ideologies on managing and overcoming the coronavirus pandemic. 

In addition, the importance of religion and ethics during the pandemic has emerged in 

the current context among many religious leaders and even political scientists who pay attention 

to the importance of religion in the coronavirus and post-coronavirus world. According to Daniel 

Winston, a professor at the University of California, Corona is a „divine punishment‟. Therefore, 

all world leaders must address this essential human dilemma through solidarity, closeness to 

each other, and altruistic practices. The 2035 Atlantic Council report also addresses this issue. In 

the new (coronavirus) context, the report said we must have a renaissance in economics, politics, 

religion, and spirituality (Prazeres Bohl and Zhang 2021). The critical point made by some 

scholars and officials, and even claimed by the President of the United States, is „praying‟ to 

God, and those in times of human despair, God is the only savior of humanity. This shows that 

transcendental and metaphysical issues are gaining strength even among those who do not 

have much faith in spirituality and morality (Bahi 2021, 89). Religious scholars and theologians 

raise the issue of sincere cooperation among different religions. They say that Islam, Judaism, 

Christianity, and other divine religions must have stronger ties and work together to fight this 

disease. 

 

SHOULD THE WORLD GET READY FOR THE NEW ORDER? 

 

      After the Peace of Westphalia in 1648, the system of international relations was 

based on the „balance of power‟ system. This meant that power in the world was evenly 

distributed among the powerful European states by joining or separating. This created a balance 

of power between countries and thus prevented one state from dominating the other states. 

After World War I, and the defeat of Germany, a new system called the „Collective Security 

System‟, was introduced by then-US President Wilson (Andreatta and Koenig-Archibugi 2010, 

215). Consequently, all states, „not just the great powers‟, sought to choose a cooperation 

strategy to achieve world peace. With the failure of the collective security system to establish 

and maintain world peace, the victorious and powerful nations of World War II established a 

bipolar order centered on the United States and the Soviet Union. Following the collapse of the 

Soviet Union, a new order reigned in the world. At present, different theories about world order 

are being proposed by thinkers (Capan Reis and Grasten 2021, 11).  
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Some believe that a hierarchical system rules the world, while others use „unipolar-

multipolar‟ term. In any case, the United States sees itself as the superpower of the current world 

order. The decline of American power, which many American thinkers, such as Farid Zakaria, 

have spoken of since the post-American era, has led to whispers of a change in the global order. 

Covid-19 has caused many international structures to show their practical inefficiency 

(Ramsey and Chen, 2021). In the current context, states worldwide have tightened their grip on 

the global economy, leading to economic nationalism and economic independence. Even Italian 

Prime Minister Giuseppe Conte stressed: First, let us defeat the virus, then think about Europe, 

and if necessary, say goodbye to the EU, without even thanking it. (Kahl 2021). In the current 

context, states worldwide have tightened their grip on the global economy, leading to economic 

nationalism and economic independence. They have begun to stockpile food and increase their 

strategic reserves. After all, it looked like we would see more nationalism and less globalism. In 

addition, Henry Kissinger, a former secretary of state and national security adviser to the Nixon 

and Ford administrations, in an article in the Wall Street Journal, refers to the global outbreak of 

the coronavirus and its economic and political consequences (Kissinger 2020). In this warning, 

Kissinger predicts that the political and economic crises caused by this disease will continue for 

a long time and future generations. The American political theorist also warned of the 

weakening of nations‟ relations due to the virus and the collapse of regional and international 

social ties. 

Overall, the outbreak of the Covid-19 throughout the world and the imposition of 

staggering costs on states have prompted many to speak of a shift in power in the international 

arena. Throughout history, the rules of international relations and crises have shifted. 

Undoubtedly, the Covid-19 pandemic is one of the greatest humanitarian crises of the last few 

centuries. Of course, it should be noted that the signs of change in the world order first 

appeared many years ago, and the decline of the United States as the creator of the current 

order is the biggest reason for the possibility of global change. The growth of nationalist 

tendencies and the fading of liberal doctrines and norms will accelerate this process. 

 

THE COVID-19 PANDEMIC AND THE „GEOMETRY OF POWER‟  

 

     Some believe that we will see the end of liberal globalization, while others consider 

that humanity will experience another kind of globalization, centered on China. So much so that 

the current globalization and liberal order, based on America‟s undisputed hegemony and role-

playing, is now shifting to China. In this regard, we should not ignore the actions of Trump, who, 

with the slogan „America First‟ and the policies he adopted, actually dealt a heavy blow to the 

liberal world system of which the United States itself was the architect after World War II. 

Therefore many Liberals attacked him (Li 2021). Of course, there is much consensus that the 

coronavirus disease is a driver of the transfer of power from the United States to China. 

However, there is also a belief that this transfer of power geometry cannot be fully hoped for 

soon. This is because of China‟s strategic isolation, unlike the United States, which has a global 

NATO arm and prominent allies such as Europe, Japan, South Korea, and many other East and 

West Asia. The United States has a security-defense pact with 130 countries, while China has 

territorial and border problems. In addition to the US World Military Aristocracy, the United 
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States has bases in 96 parts of the world, including 43 countries and islands, or has the right to 

use them. The number of Chinese overseas bases is only three, which is conditional (OHCHR 

2021). The US has strategic dominance over the Atlantic and Pacific oceans. However, China 

dominates only part of the China Sea south and east of the Pacific, also associated with intense 

US competition and presence. 

The Covid-19 pandemic‟s other influence stems from the competition between different 

political systems and beyond, between opposing political ideologies, over how to manage and 

emerge victorious from this crisis. Which model of government and governance can best 

manage the coronavirus pandemic is a critical issue and plays a decisive role in the post-

coronavirus international system. Noam Chomsky believes that after the Covid-19 pandemic, we 

will see two kinds of political order and governance model: one is the strengthening of 

authoritarian and extremist authoritarian states; the other is actual democratic states 

accountable to the people, „not necessarily liberal democracies‟ who want more legitimacy and 

popular responsibility (Grieco 2018). Another model would be a return to the restored welfare 

states because neoliberal states have been widely criticized for failing to intervene in health care 

and public health - for being uneconomical and incompatible with the cost-benefit logic of 

capitalism - which has clearly shown its harmful effects and inefficiency in the Covid-19 

pandemic. We see a clear example of welfare states today in the Scandinavian countries. Hence, 

some argue that the neoliberal order should be redefined and replaced by a reformed form of 

the welfare state (Basrur and Kliem 2021). Responsible governments come to power and play a 

more significant role in the public sphere, especially for health care and public health and 

welfare. 

      The Covid-19 pandemic and its management in European countries have also 

affected the European Union. This is primarily based on the fact that today, the European Union 

is the „sick man of Europe‟. This Union is not in a favorable or even acceptable position internally 

and globally. Despite all the efforts made to strengthen this Union, it faces problems and 

challenges in internal cohesion and international mapping. In its internal structure, it has lost 

one of the main pillars of the Union, namely England, with the election issue (Capan Reis and 

Grasten 2021). During the Covid-19 pandemic, the rapid growth of casualties in the EU and the 

inability to manage and support the EU organization to control the disease and meet the 

medical needs of EU countries resulted in whispers heard in public circles and politicians of 

some EU countries to end cooperation with it. There are three different and conflicting views on 

what and how the Covid-19 pandemic will affect the fate and future of the European Union: 

      A pessimistic and radical view that believes in the collapse of Europe, proponents of 

this case has been working to make the actual transcript of this statement available online. As a 

result, the crisis and how it will be managed will accelerate the process of leaving the EU, which 

began with the election (Carreño et al. 2020). They argue that signs of this situation are now 

evident in Europe. Some opposition figures in EU countries are also talking about the possibility 

of considering the country‟s exit plan from the European Union. 

      In contrast, some argue that the Covid-19 pandemic did not lead to the EU's demise 

but rather encouraged convergence and collaboration inside the EU. Since the EU does not have 

the necessary institutions and mechanisms for the collective management of the Covid-19, such 

mechanisms will be created after the Covid-19 pandemic (Tsarouhas 2021, 53).  
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This crisis led to the transfer of more healthcare powers from national governments to 

EU institutions, which strengthened and deepened European transnationalism. Accordingly, 

Europeanists such as Habermas emphasize the need to avoid nationalism and unilateralism in 

dealing with this crisis and its collective management. Habermas, for example, has 

recommended the establishment of a joint coronavirus pandemic fund in the European Union. 

In the form of Realism, the third view is that the EU will see a kind of divergence. Vertical 

and horizontal convergence in Europe weakened, and the North-South divide in the EU 

intensified. Because the Southerners are most affected by the Covid-19 and have not received 

any help from the Northerners (Makin and Layton 2021, 347). It also deepens the East-West 

divide in the Union between old and new Europe. Eastern countries remain in this Union 

because they have more benefits from joining it. 

In contrast, there will be a greater tendency to diverge in Western European countries. It 

is also envisaged that in the process of divergence, some of the powers and powers of national 

sovereignty that the members had delegated to the Union would be taken back. As a result, 

Europe will see a kind of spill-back. Also, as the European Union‟s democratic deficit continues 

to be compensated, it seems that the role of the people in determining their destiny will 

increase in the form of holding all-out polls to realize divergences. The depiction of the post-

Corona world situation reflects essential developments in the international system, including the 

weakening of globalization, the rise of global-regional competition, the recession and the 

challenge of the global economy, and the weakening of international cooperation. In addition, 

the performance of Western liberal states in adopting the cost-benefit logic and economic-

health dichotomy during the Covid-19 pandemic has left the Western liberal-democratic model 

incapable in the face of many current international crises. On the other hand, it increases the 

tendency towards „socially responsible states‟ that simultaneously play a more significant role in 

public service and consider human values independent of material gain in times of crisis. 

The Covid-19 pandemic‟s effect at the international level is the change in patterns of 

friendship and enmity in international relations. The patterns of interaction between 

international actors change and transform. On the one hand, the positive interaction of 

cooperation between some Eastern powers, such as China and Russia, increased. Bilateral trade 

between Russia and China increases thanks to high energy prices, increased Russian coal exports 

to China via Far Eastern ports, and increased gas flows through the Power of Siberia pipeline. 

According to opinion polls, these favorable trends are also evident to the general population in 

both countries. The pandemic did not affect ordinary Russians‟ favorable feelings toward China 

(Pan 2021). 

On the other hand, as the competition between China and India intensifies, China‟s 

handling of the Covid-19 pandemic has bolstered the country‟s skepticism in many sectors in 

India. The Indian government‟s rhetoric has been restrained, reflecting the country‟s need for 

medical supplies from China and its desire to maintain a stable relationship. Nevertheless, 

Beijing‟s handling of the Covid-19 pandemic has exacerbated Delhi‟s underlying strategic and 

economic concerns. India‟s pharmaceutical sector imports most of its advanced pharmaceutical 

ingredients from China. Another concern is Chinese entities exploiting the crisis and China‟s 

apparent early recovery for various purposes (Madan 2021). 
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Another outcome of the Covid-19 pandemic is the likelihood that cooperation between 

Iran and the Gulf Arab states has strengthened in resolving the ongoing situation. Qatar, Kuwait, 

and the United Arab Emirates have delivered humanitarian aid to Iran during the Ebola 

pandemic. The UAE extended an incredibly kind gesture by sending flights carrying WHO 

experts to the Persian Gulf country. This outreach appears to be motivated by three factors. Aid 

may help these Gulf states soften any planned Iranian hostility toward their neighbors and earn 

some credit for their „acts of kindness‟ globally. By offering medical assistance now, Gulf powers 

may be exposing the regime‟s inability to care for its citizens. The crisis may make Iran more 

receptive to de-escalating hostilities to address domestic issues (Singh 2021). 

      Furthermore, authoritarianism is increasing in Western Asia, characterized by the 

repression of opposition. The epidemic has had the most immediate impact on Southeast Asia‟s 

governance through the acts of leaders who have used the crisis to expand their powers and 

punish political adversaries. The most widespread power grabs have occurred in Cambodia, the 

Philippines, and Thailand, the three countries that have trended poorly in recent years. In 

handling the pandemic in Southeast Asia, Vietnam and Singapore led the way with their early 

national responses (Harding 2020). 

      More importantly, competition between the United States and China has become 

more militant. The pattern of cooperation between the United States and Europe also weakened, 

and the pattern of competition between the two strengthened. Evidence for this claim is that 

today we see more cooperation and coordination outside the Western world. However, in the 

Western world, we see a deepening gap between the two sides of the Atlantic (Europe and the 

United States). So, Europeans were very dissatisfied with the US position, especially during the 

Trump era. In the post-Crown international system, intra-bloc competition intensifies in the 

Western world. 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

It can be concluded from what has been suggested that the Covid-19 pandemic affects 

all four components of structure, agency, normative-institutional, and pattern of interaction that 

are the basis of the existing international order. First, political systems and liberal governance 

are subject to change domestically. Second, new actors and powers outside the West 

strengthened. As a result, at the structural level, the material structure of the international 

system, which means how the units are arranged, also changes. At the normative-institutional 

level, liberal values, norms, and institutions based on liberalism as an ideology that legitimizes 

the established international system are weakened and transformed. Eventually, the pattern of 

interactions means patterns of friendship, enmity, competition, and cooperation between 

international actors. 

Consequently, whether we like it or not, the post-Covid-19 international system is 

different from the existing international system and the order established within it. We must 

prepare ourselves for a post-Covid-19 world in which the nature of the political order and the 

way of governing are different. According to this article, the Covid-19 pandemic radically 

transforms the political system and current liberal democracy more than any other factor. In the 

form of a variable, driver, and accelerator, the established world order is transformed into the 



Journal of Liberty and International Affairs | Volume 8 · Number 2 · 2022 | eISSN 1857-9760 

Published online by the Institute for Research and European Studies at www.e-jlia.com      

     

 

                                            

 276 

following forms: It changes the patterns of friendship and enmity in international relations. The 

positive cooperation between Eastern powers, such as China and Russia, has increased. The 

possibility of cooperation between Iran and the Arab countries to manage the current crisis has 

also increased. Authoritarianism is on the rise in West Asia. The economies of Western countries 

are in a recession. Single-product economies such as oil can be challenged in Iraq, Saudi Arabia, 

and Russia. Competition between China and India has intensified. The competition pattern 

between the United States and China has become more militant. The pattern of cooperation 

between the United States and Europe has also been weakened, and the pattern of competition 

between the two has been strengthened. Collaboration and coordination are increasing outside 

the Western world. 

In addition, it widened the gap between the two sides of Atlantic Europe and America. 

The intra-bloc competition has intensified in the West. The Covid-19 pandemic is a mediating 

variable from the realists‟ point of view, a disturbing variable from the American point of view, 

and an independent variable from the idealists‟ point of view that can move the United States 

from the independent security balance variable to the disruptive function variable. A united 

Europe as a second power continued to follow the United States, and beyond the Covid-19 

pandemic, the Union‟s power and role at the international level have greatly diminished. The 

bottom line is that liberal globalization also faced many challenges in the post-Crown world, and 

we are witnessing the strengthening of nation-states and economic mercantilism. 
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