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An alliance is a formal agreement among independent states to cooperate militarily in the

face of potential or realized military conflict.
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TABLE 2 Probit Estimates of Militarized Dispute Initiation

Model 1: Model 2:
Baseline ATOP
Defense pact with nuclear power —0.388"" —0.219*
(0.0938) (0.0959)
Nuclear deployment 0.0969 0.0161
(0.153) (0.152)

X28: Fuhrmann and Sechser (2014)
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(Berkemeier and Fuhrmann, 2018)
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Figure 2. Comparing alliance treaty fulfillment in two eras.

X29: Berkemeier and Fuhrmann (2018)
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