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Abstract 

This study examines the AUKUS security partnership, established in September 2021, with a focus 

on public opinion and its relation to national policy in Australia, the United Kingdom, and the United 

States. Using weekly Google Trends data from September 2021 to July 2025, the research identifies 

differences in public attention and the key drivers shaping perceptions of AUKUS. Australians 

emphasise costs and uncertainties; the British prioritise economic opportunities and diplomatic 

influence; and Americans focus on strategic considerations. China-related factors—particularly the 

perceived China Threat—play a central role in shaping public sentiment in Australia and the United 

States, whereas in the United Kingdom, a combination of China influence, employment concerns, 

and the Global Britain agenda drives attention. The study also considers policy implications, finding 

a strong alignment between public opinion and government policy across the three countries. While 

the core AUKUS narrative centres on the UK, the United Kingdom may also play a leading role in 

setting the policy agenda. These findings demonstrate the utility of time-series digital data for 

assessing public perceptions and offer a novel approach for understanding the interaction between 

public sentiment and foreign policy. 

Keywords: AUKUS; public opinion; foreign policy; China rise; China influence; China threat; global 

Britain; Google trends 

 

1. Introduction  

The establishment of the Australia–United Kingdom–United States (AUKUS) security 

partnership in September 2021 represents one of the most significant developments in contemporary 

Indo-Pacific geopolitics. Centreing on the transfer of nuclear-powered submarine technology, the 

initiative embodies a new form of strategic alignment among the three partners. Since its 

announcement, AUKUS has attracted widespread international attention, sparking debates on 

security, sovereignty, and the potential reshaping of regional and global order. 

Existing scholarship has devoted considerable attention to AUKUS from multiple perspectives. 

The literature has broadly explored definitional debates regarding what AUKUS represents within 

international relations theory. Researchers have also examined its driving factors in each of the three 

countries. Policy-oriented studies have concentrated on its global implications, particularly for the 

Indo-Pacific and the European Union. Some research has addressed public opinion, but primarily 

through conventional surveys focusing on narrow issues, such as support for nuclear submarines, 

regional impacts, costs, or the alliance’s prospective trajectory. These studies, however, remain 

geographically limited—predominantly to Australia—and methodologically constrained. 

Against this backdrop, this paper advances a new line of inquiry by systematically analysing 

public opinion on AUKUS across Australia, the UK, and the US using Google Trends data. Unlike 

traditional surveys, this approach enables real-time, large-scale, and comparative assessment of 

public discourse, capturing patterns that would otherwise remain inaccessible. The paper contributes 

to the literature in three ways. First, it introduces a novel methodological perspective on studying 

public opinion in international relations through digital trace data. Second, it extends the scope of 
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AUKUS scholarship beyond elite and policy-level analyses to examine mass-level perceptions and 

their interrelations. Third, it provides new empirical evidence on the dynamics linking public opinion 

and foreign policy. 

The structure of this paper is as follows. Section 1 reviews relevant literature on a range of issues, 

including definitions, theoretical and practical origins, implementation, global implications, and 

public opinion. Section 2 introduces the study’s data source, Google Trends, addressing its practical 

considerations and interpretations. Section 3 analyses public opinion in Australia, the UK, and the 

US using Google Trends data, focusing on salient issues, driving factors, and interrelations. Section 4 

draws policy implications from the findings on public opinion, and Section 5 concludes the paper.  

2. Literature Review 

Existing literature on AUKUS has primarily focused on conceptual analysis, the origins of the 

partnership in theory and practice, its implementation, its global implications, and public opinion, 

with a particular emphasis on Australia.  

First, regarding the definition or concept of AUKUS, Shoebridge (2021) describes it as an 

essentially trilateral technology accelerator aimed at enhancing the military capabilities of Australia, 

the UK, and the US. It is not merely a pact for sharing nuclear submarine technology with Australia, 

nor is it a new military alliance or an effort to sideline other multilateral mechanisms, such as the 

Quadrilateral Security Dialogue involving India, the US, Japan, and Australia, the ASEAN or East 

Asia Summit, and the Five Eyes intelligence partnership. Markowski, Wylie, and Chand (2024) 

further argue that AUKUS shifts the focus from deterrence to strengthening partner military 

capabilities, rather than simply responding to attacks. The partnership follows a two-pronged 

strategy: Pillar 1 aims to enhance Australia’s military through US/UK nuclear submarines, while 

Pillar 2 seeks to advance defence cooperation in cyber, AI, quantum technologies, and undersea 

capabilities (Koga, 2025). 

Second, various studies have examined the sources or motivations behind AUKUS. 

Theoretically, it can be interpreted through frameworks such as balancing (Türkcan, 2022), tactical 

hedging (Koga, 2025), minilateral grouping (Chan and Rublee, 2024), world-systems theory (Kurt, 

Tüysüzoğlu, and Özgen, 2022), and mutant neoliberalism (2025). In practice, China has often been 

cited as a major factor (Shoebridge, 2021), though the significance varies. In Australia, it is widely 

believed that a deteriorating strategic environment vis-à-vis China was a key driver of the decision 

to join AUKUS (McDougall, 2023; Kumar, 2024; Markowski, Wylie, and Chand, 2024). Bisley (2024) 

notes that between 2016 and 2020, China was perceived as a hostile actor interfering in Australian 

politics and disrupting the regional strategic balance. By mid-2020, Australia assessed that the 

‘strategic warning time’ for major conflict had drastically shortened, positioning China as the 

principal source of risk. From mid-2022, the centre-left Labor Party signalled little substantive change 

in the direction of its international policy. Beyond the China factor, Rees (2025) argues that Australia’s 

decision to join AUKUS reflects an effort to preserve its ‘Self’ identity by stabilising ties with ‘great 

and powerful friends’, while Clayton and Newman (2023) highlight the influence of Australia’s 

settler-colonial positionality.  

In the UK, the drivers of AUKUS are diverse. Shoebridge (2021) argues that AUKUS forms part 

of the UK’s post-Brexit “Global Britain” ambition, a view echoed by Cornish (2021), who suggests 

that the partnership validates this stance. According to Liz Truss, then Foreign Secretary and later 

Prime Minister, AUKUS represents a clear example of “Global Britain in action” (Truss, 2021). 

McDougall (2023) identifies the rise of a more assertive China as a factor influencing the UK’s 

decision, although, given the UK’s geographic distance from the Indo-Pacific, this concern is 

primarily mediated through its special relations with the US. Markowski, Wylie, and Chand (2024) 

note that AUKUS provides the UK with an opportunity to deepen its strategic ties with the US. 

Haugevik (2023) concludes that the Anglosphere and the Euro-Atlantic form the foundations of the 

“Global Britain” narrative. Puri (2024) emphasises the commercial motivations underpinning the 

UK’s engagement in the Indo-Pacific, alongside regional security considerations focused on deterring 
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China. Furthermore, Markowski, Wylie, and Chand (2024) argue that AUKUS supports the UK in 

achieving economies of scale and broadening its export base, while McDougall (2023) highlights the 

integration of the China factor into Global Britain’s security framework. In summary, several factors 

potentially drive the UK’s participation in AUKUS, including cultural ties via the Anglosphere, 

strategic deterrence of China, diplomatic alignment with Global Britain policy, and commercial trade 

expansion. These factors are not mutually exclusive and will be empirically examined in a later 

section.  

In the US, the primary driver of AUKUS is straightforward: China. As noted by Türkcan (2022), 

AUKUS is widely regarded as part of the US effort to counter Chinese influence in the Indo-Pacific. 

China was characterised as a strategic rival during the Trump–Pence administration and as the sole 

competitor capable of challenging the US-led international system—through its diplomatic, 

economic, and military power—during the Biden–Harris administration. Within the Indo-Pacific, US 

concerns centre on China’s assertiveness, which is perceived as a major threat to regional stability. 

Third, several studies have explored practical implementation issues, including the US export 

control system (Greenwalt and Corben, 2023), production, costs, and personnel challenges (Childs, 

2023), the integration of data analytics and AI into joint exercises (Wyatt et al., 2024), and the legal 

risks associated with sharing military technology for use on and under the ocean (McKenzie and 

Massingham, 2023).  

Fourth, a substantial body of research has examined the regional and global implications of 

AUKUS. As this paper does not focus on these issues, the review is brief. For Australia, AUKUS may 

further align its defence policy with the US (O’Connor, Cox, and Cooper, 2023; Cox, Cooper, and 

O’Connor, 2023; Caverley, 2023) and influence aspects of Australians’ daily lives (Rainnie, 2023). For 

China, implications include increased nuclear risks, containment strategies, geopolitical bloc 

formation, alienation, a potential new Cold War, and regional arms racing (Tzinieris, Leoni, and 

Blachford, 2024). Other studies have considered impacts on Japan (George Mulgan, 2024), India 

(Tzinieris, Chauhan, and Athanasiadou, 2023), ASEAN (Umar and Santoso, 2023), New Zealand and 

Pacific Islands (Smith and Bland, 2024; McDougall), France (Holland and Staunton, 2024) and the EU 

(Perot, 2021), Canada (Carvin and Juneau, 2023), and the wider international community (Barnes and 

Makinda, 2022).  

Fifth, as AUKUS is an Australian initiative, studies on related public opinion have primarily 

focused on Australia. Survey questions can be categorised into four types: those concerning the 

acquisition of nuclear-powered submarines, its impacts on security and the economy, its costs, and 

its future delivery. Regarding support for acquiring nuclear-powered submarines, various surveys 

indicate that a majority of Australians are in favour 1 . Concerning its impact, fewer than half of 

respondents believe that AUKUS will make Australia safer2; while more people are supportive than 

 
1 For example, between 65 and 70 per cent of Australians supported this decision during 2022–2025, according to polls 

conducted by the Lowy Institute, a Sydney-based think tank (see https://poll.lowyinstitute.org/charts/acquiring-nuclear-

powered-submarines/). In 2024, 51 per cent of Australians expressed support for the same measure, according to a poll 

conducted by the United States Studies Centre (USSC) at the University of Sydney (see https://www.ussc.edu.au/allies-and-

partners-poll-2024-australia-the-united-states-and-japan-converge-on-alliances-and-china-despite-us-election-uncertainties).      

2 For example, according to polls conducted by the Australia–China Relations Institute at the University of Technology 

Sydney, 48 per cent of Australians agreed with this position in 2024, compared with 44 per cent in 2023 (see 

https://www.uts.edu.au/news/2024/06/utsacribida-poll-2024). A July 2025 poll by the Australia Institute found that 49 per 

cent of respondents held the same view (see https://australiainstitute.org.au/wp-content/uploads/2025/07/Polling-2025-July-

AUKUS-Web.pdf). Various polls conducted by The Guardian/Essential between 2021 and 2025 report similar findings (see 

https://essentialreport.com.au/questions/national-security-and-aukus-partnership-5). It should be noted that Essential polls 

were conducted in different months, and 2024 data are missing from the official report (see 
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opposed, a large proportion remain uncertain. Similarly, in terms of economic impact, Australians 

are more likely to perceive AUKUS as beneficial for job creation than not, although substantial 

uncertainty persists3. Regarding costs, more Australians express concern about the high expenditure 

than believe it is justified4, and for delivery, more are worried about delays than confident in timely 

implementation5. Given the technical nature of the latter three issues, it is reasonable to assume that 

many Australians may lack the expertise to make fully informed judgements, which likely explains 

the high proportion of uncertain responses. A survey on British public opinion, conducted in January 

2025, found that more respondents agreed that AUKUS could enhance the UK’s security, 

competitiveness, and deter China’s aggression than disagreed, although around 30 per cent remained 

unsure (Gaston, 2025). 

This study employs Google Trends data to measure public opinion, with a focus on its relation 

to foreign policy and the interconnections among Australia, the UK, and the US. A comparison 

between Google Trends-based public opinion and traditional survey results is presented in the 

following section.  

3. Data Source 

This study uses Google Trends as its data source. Google Trends 

(https://trends.google.com/trends/) is a tool developed by Google to track the popularity of search 

queries across different regions and languages. The platform provides anonymized, categorized, and 

aggregated data, ensuring privacy while organizing search queries into meaningful topics for 

analysis. Trends can be examined on a daily, weekly, or monthly basis. A notable feature of Google 

Trends is the normalization of search data by time and location, allowing meaningful comparisons 

across dates, countries, or cities. Search interest is expressed numerically, with the peak popularity 

in a specific region and time period set at 100. A value of 50 indicates that the term’s popularity was 

half that of its peak, while a score of 0 indicates insufficient data to measure interest. Google Trends 

offers two types of searches: term searches and topic searches. Term searches retrieve results that 

exactly match the words entered in a specific language. In contrast, topic searches aggregate different 

terms that convey the same concept across multiple languages, allowing for a broader and more 

conceptually unified analysis. 

Several practical issues arise. First, it could be argued that internet users are not demographically 

representative of the general population, which may result in the underrepresentation of certain 

groups. In the US, this is unlikely to pose a major issue6. Moreover, internet penetration rates have 

 

https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/article/2024/jul/30/guardian-essential-poll-australians-more-favourable-to-

trump-and-less-sure-about-aukus for 2024 data).  

3 See poll conducted by the USSC in 2024 (see https://www.ussc.edu.au/allies-and-partners-poll-2024-australia-the-united-

states-and-japan-converge-on-alliances-and-china-despite-us-election-uncertainties).    

4 For instance, a Guardian/Essential poll in 2023 found that 27 per cent of Australians considered AUKUS not worthwhile, 

while 26 per cent believed it was worthwhile (see https://www.theguardian.com/australia-news/2023/mar/21/guardian-

essential-poll-support-for-aukus-and-indigenous-voice-declines). Similarly, a 2024 poll conducted by the USSC reported that 

39 per cent regarded it as not worthwhile, compared with 25 per cent who considered it worthwhile (see 

https://www.ussc.edu.au/allies-and-partners-poll-2024-australia-the-united-states-and-japan-converge-on-alliances-and-

china-despite-us-election-uncertainties).  

5 For example, according to a USSC poll in 2024, 18 per cent of Australians were confident in AUKUS’s delivery, while 36 per 

cent were not. A Guardian/Essential poll in July 2025 found that 40 per cent were confident, compared with 60 per cent who 

were not (see https://essentialreport.com.au/questions/likelihood-that-aukus-will-deliver).  

6 See “Internet Search Data and Issue Salience: The Properties of Google Trends as a Measure of Issue Salience” 

(https://doi.org/10.1080/17457289.2013.846346).  
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risen since 2021 to 91% in the US7 , 97% in Australia8 , and 96% in the UK9 . This indicates that 

demographic differences between internet users and the general populations in these three countries 

are diminishing. Salganik (2019) highlights non-representativeness as a typical characteristic of big 

data, emphasizing that this limitation does not reduce its scientific utility. He offers multiple 

examples demonstrating that valid inferences and predictions can still be drawn, challenging the 

common assumption that representativeness is a prerequisite for reliable analysis. Second, Google 

Trends data can be unstable due to random sampling and occasional algorithm updates. Using 

multiple draws improves stability. In this study, all datasets were collected over 12 samples on 

generally 12 different days10 for low-variation data, and 20 samples on 20 different days11 for high-

variation data, with the arithmetic average then calculated. Any algorithmic changes are assumed to 

primarily affect forecasting but have minimal impact on causal inference. 

Google Trends has been utilized in hundreds of studies across disciplines including information 

systems and computer science, healthcare, economics and finance, and political science12 . From a 

communications perspective, Google Trends is often viewed as a measure of the public agenda, 

reflecting the issues that the public perceives as important. In this study, as in several of the author’s 

other works (available upon request), Google Trends results are conceptualized as reflecting the 

agenda-setting effect 13 , defined as “not the result of receiving one or a few messages but... the 

aggregated impact of a very large number of messages, each of which has a different content but all 

of which deal with the same issue” (Dearing & Rogers, 1996). Accordingly, Google Trends can be 

interpreted as a measure of public priorities shaped by policy developments, media coverage, and 

individuals’ attention to specific issues. Google Trends can also be used to track narratives, defined 

as discourses with a clear sequence that link events meaningfully and offer insights into the world or 

individual experiences. The relations among these narratives, as shown in the regression results in 

Section 4, reflect public opinion, whereas the “public agenda” refers to the issues or topics considered 

important by the public at a given time. 

Compared with traditional polls, Google Trends offers several advantages. First, regarding 

timeframe and granularity, Google Trends provides real-time or near-real-time data, capturing 

trends over hours, days, or years. This allows researchers to track shifts in interest quickly, including 

responses to events. In contrast, polls are typically conducted at specific points in time, providing 

only a snapshot of opinion. Longitudinal polls can reveal trends but are less frequent and slower to 

produce, and they cannot capture historical opinions beyond the survey period. Second, in terms of 

question scope, Google Trends allows exploration of a wide range of topics, whereas polls are limited 

to pre-defined questions, which can be influenced by wording or framing. Third, regarding accuracy 

and bias, both methods have potential limitations. However, Google Trends reflects actual search 

behavior, which may better capture genuine interest than polls, which rely on respondents’ 

willingness to provide honest answers. Fourth, Google Trends data are free and publicly accessible, 

while conducting polls can be costly and time-consuming.  

4. Public Opinions 

 
7 See data from the World Bank (https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/IT.NET.USER.ZS?locations=US)  

8 See data from the World Bank (https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/IT.NET.USER.ZS?locations=AU).  

9 See data from The World Bank (https://data.worldbank.org/indicator/IT.NET.USER.ZS?locations=GB).  

10 See a study titled “The measurement errors of google trends data” published by Discover Data 

(https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s44248-024-00013-3).  

11 Occasionally, two different samples are collected on the same day, ensuring that the samples are distinct from each other.  

12 See a review article titled “Ten years of research change using Google Trends: From the perspective of big data utilizations 

and applications” published in 2018 (https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0040162517315536).  

13 The author thanks an anonymous referee for highlighting this point.  
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This section examines three aspects of public opinion in Australia, the UK, and the US: issue 

salience, driving factors, and interconnections. The policy implications of these findings are analysed 

in the subsequent section.  

4.1. Salient Issues 

Figure 1 illustrates the AUKUS narratives in Australia, the UK, and the US, based on the 

arithmetic average of 12 different samples retrieved from Google Trends. The analysis focuses on the 

AUKUS topic rather than a specific search term. Observations prior to the week of 12 September 2021 

yield zero values, consistent with the timeline of AUKUS’s development.  

Weekly Google Trends datasets from 12 September 2021 to 20 July 2025 

 

Figure 1. AUKUS in Australia, the UK, and the US. 

In Australia, the largest peak in public attention occurred in the week of 12 March 2023, 

following the announcement of AUKUS details in San Diego on 14 March 2023. Various official 

statements were issued, including from the Prime Minister14 and the defence minister15. While the 

government emphasised job creation (Greene, 2023) and industrial transformation16, analysts focused 

on broader implications, such as geopolitical consequences (Rachman, 2023), risks (Meadows, 2023), 

and, notably, costs. Estimated between A$268 billion (US$200 billion) and A$368 billion (US$273 

billion) over the next three decades—Australia’s largest-ever defence expenditure (Groch, 2023)—the 

topic attracted extensive public discussion (Varghese, 2023; Quiggin, 2023). The second-largest peak 

occurred in the week of 8 June 2025, driven by US President Trump’s decision to review the AUKUS 

deal, widely covered in sources such as Tillett (2025) and 7news.com.au (2025). While Australian 

officials and some analysts expressed confidence that the partnership would continue smoothly 

(Ryan and Gramenz, 2025), others advocated abandoning the initiative (Shortis, 2025; Australian 

Institute, 2025). The third-largest peak occurred in the week of 23 February 2025, prompted by reports 

that, when asked about AUKUS, Trump replied, “What does that mean?” This story received 

extensive coverage in Australia, including by 9news.com.au (2025), Harris (2025), Vyas (2025), and 

McIlroy and Harris (2025). 

 
14 See https://www.pm.gov.au/media/aukus-remarks  

15 See https://www.minister.defence.gov.au/media-releases/2023-03-14/aukus-nuclear-powered-submarine-pathway  

16 See https://www.pm.gov.au/media/aukus-submarine-workforce-and-industry-strategy  
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In the UK, the largest peak in public attention occurred in the week of 12 March 2023, following 

the finalisation of the AUKUS deal on 13 March 202317. The UK government released several policy 

papers on AUKUS18 , emphasising job creation and the country’s contribution to global security 

(Hughes, 2023). Analysts assessed its broader implications for the UK: O’Grady (2023) argued that 

AUKUS could strengthen close relations between China and Russia while creating business 

opportunities, whereas Howe (2023) highlighted the substantial R&D opportunities under Pillar 2 

and noted that the initiative demonstrates the credibility of British military involvement in the Indo-

Pacific, alongside the Anglosphere, forming two of the three post-Brexit pillars of British foreign 

policy (the third being Europe). The second-largest peak occurred in the week of 19 September 2021, 

followed by the third-largest in the week of 12 September 2021, both driven by the initial 

announcement of AUKUS on 15 September 2021. Coverage focused on its background 19  and 

reactions from various parties20, with the UK government releasing multiple documents21. Several 

reports emphasised the China factor, including those by The Sun 22 , BBC23 , and The Express 24 . 

 
17 See reports from BBC (see https://www.bbc.com/news/world-australia-64945819 and https://www.bbc.com/news/live/uk-

politics-64945036), Daily Mail (see https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-11855435/AUKUS-plan-unveiled-Australia-

spend-368billion-nuclear-submarine-program.html), and The Telegraph 

(https://www.telegraph.co.uk/business/2023/03/13/rolls-royce-make-nuclear-reactors-aukus-attack-submarines/).  

18 Including a joint leader’s statement (see https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/joint-leaders-statement-on-aukus-

13-march-2023/joint-leaders-statement-on-aukus-13-march-2023) and a fact sheet 

(https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/joint-leaders-statement-on-aukus-13-march-2023/fact-sheet-trilateral-

australia-uk-us-partnership-on-nuclear-powered-submarines) from the Prime Minister’s office, as well as from the Joint 

Forces (see https://www.joint-forces.com/defence-equipment-news/62632-british-led-design-chosen-for-aukus-submarine). 

The UK parliament also released a report titled “The AUKUS 

Nuclearpowered Submarine Pathway: A Partnership for The Future“ (see 

https://data.parliament.uk/DepositedPapers/Files/DEP2023-0234/AUKUS_nuclear-

powered_submarine_pathway_A_partnership_for_the_future.pdf).  

19 Such as from LBC (see https://www.lbc.co.uk/article/aukus-what-why-france-angry-usa-britain-australia-china-nuclear-

power-submarines-DWz4bL_2/) and The Independent (see https://www.independent.co.uk/news/uk/home-news/aukus-

pact-australia-britain-us-b1921897.html).   

20 Such as from Australia (see https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-10001375/Australia-admits-war-China-possible-

signing-pact-UK-US.html) and others (see https://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-9996453/Britain-build-Australias-fleet-

NUCLEAR-submarines-new-security-pact.html).  

21 Including statement from then-Prime Minister Boris Johnson (see https://www.gov.uk/government/speeches/pm-

statement-on-aukus-partnership-15-september-2021) and news release (see https://www.gov.uk/government/news/uk-us-

and-australia-launch-new-security-partnership).  

22 See “US FORCES US submarine launches Trident II nuclear missiles in stunning show of strength after China’s latest 

threats” (https://www.thesun.co.uk/news/16185047/us-submarine-trident-ii-nuclear-missiles-chinas-threats/) and “LINE OF 

FIRE Furious China could NUKE Australia as sub pact with UK fuels chilling new arms race, claims state media” 

(https://www.thesun.co.uk/news/16165811/china-warns-nuke-australia-submarine-arms-race/).  

23 See articles titled “Aukus: UK, US and Australia launch pact to counter China” (https://www.bbc.com/news/world-

58564837).   

24 See “UK vs US vs Australia military might compared as AUKUS formed to fight China” 

(https://www.express.co.uk/news/world/1492064/uk-vs-us-vs-australia-military-compared-aukus-china-evg).    
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Analyses 25  also discussed France’s role in AUKUS (Keiger, 2021), its implications for the EU 

(Whitman, 2021; Münchau, 2021), and potential business opportunities for the UK (Tovey, 2021). The 

fourth-largest peak occurred in the week of 1 October 2023, driven primarily by news that British 

defence giant BAE Systems had secured an AUKUS-related contract worth £3.95 billion (US$4.84 

billion) 26. 

In the US, the largest peak in public attention occurred in the week of 19 September 2021, 

followed by the third-largest peak in the week of 12 September 2021 and the fifth-largest in the week 

of 26 September 2021. These surges were primarily driven by the announcement of the AUKUS deal 

on 15 September 2021, accompanied by official press releases from the White House27 and extensive 

media coverage28. Discussions centred on three main themes: great-power competition between the 

US and China (Mount and Jackson, 2021; Pager and Gearan, 2021; Briançon, 2021), transatlantic 

relations and coordination (Kupchan, 2021; Scheffer and Quencez, 2021; Hemphill, 2021), and 

potential nuclear proliferation issues (Acton, 2021; Roblin, 2021; Das, 2021). The second-largest peak 

occurred in the week of 12 March 2023, following the release of detailed AUKUS plans on 13 March 

2023. US officials, including the White House29, the Department of Defence30, and the Department of 

 
25 See “Boris Johnson offers France olive branch after furious backlash to submarine deal” 

(https://www.mirror.co.uk/news/politics/boris-johnson-offers-france-olive-25023503) and “France slammed as 'incredibly 

childish' after meeting with UK Defence Secretary called off “ (https://www.express.co.uk/news/politics/1493862/France-

latest-Emmanuel-Macron-Aukus-reaction-Australian-submarine-deal-UK-defence-VN).   

26 See press release from the UK government (https://www.gov.uk/government/news/4-billion-uk-contracts-progresses-

aukus-submarine-design), reports from BBC (https://www.bbc.co.uk/news/business-66979798) and The Telegraph 

(https://www.telegraph.co.uk/business/2023/10/01/bae-lands-4bn-contract-aukus-submarines/).  

27  See Joint Leaders Statement on AUKUS (https://bidenwhitehouse.archives.gov/briefing-room/statements-

releases/2021/09/15/joint-leaders-statement-on-aukus/).  

28 Such as reports from Business Insider (https://www.businessinsider.com/biden-new-security-partnership-auukus-uk-

australia-counter-china-technology-2021-9), The Washington Post (https://www.washingtonpost.com/politics/2021/09/15/us-

will-share-nuclear-submarine-technology-with-australia-part-new-alliance-direct-challenge-china/), Politico 

( https://www.politico.com/news/2021/09/16/china-howls-at-perceived-threat-of-new-aukus-agreement-512376), Foreign 

Policy (https://foreignpolicy.com/2021/09/20/australia-aukus-nuclear-submarines-china/), Al Jazeera 

(https://www.aljazeera.com/news/2021/10/1/russia-says-aukus-pact-threatens-nuclear-non-proliferation-regime), and NPR 

(https://www.npr.org/2021/09/15/1037338887/why-biden-is-taking-the-rare-step-of-sharing-nuclear-submarine-tech-with-

austral) among others.  

29 See “FACT SHEET:  Trilateral Australia-UK-US Partnership on Nuclear-Powered Submarines” 

(https://bidenwhitehouse.archives.gov/briefing-room/statements-releases/2023/03/13/fact-sheet-trilateral-australia-uk-us-

partnership-on-nuclear-powered-submarines/) and “Joint Leaders Statement on AUKUS” 

(https://bidenwhitehouse.archives.gov/briefing-room/statements-releases/2023/03/13/joint-leaders-statement-on-aukus-2/).  

30 See “AUKUS Plan Looks to Shore up Deterrence, Promote Stability” (https://www.defense.gov/News/News-

Stories/Article/Article/3328430/aukus-plan-looks-to-shore-up-deterrence-promote-stability/).  
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State31, issued statements, and media outlets such as The Guardian US32, Reuters33, NPR34, and NBC 

News35 reported on the deal, highlighting it as “the biggest single investment in Australia's defence 

capability in history.” Analysts focused on great-power competition, with commentary framing 

AUKUS as “an emerging alliance at sea,” 36 “an Indo-Pacific NATO,” 37 and a potential shift in the 

global balance of power38 , alongside discussions of its broader significance and challenges39 . The 

fourth-largest peak occurred in the week of 27 February 2022, driven mainly by speeches delivered 

on 4 March 2022 by Australia’s incumbent Prime Minister40  and opposition leader41  prior to the 

election, both expressing support for the AUKUS programme, as well as accompanying news reports 

and analyses42. 

In summary, public concerns regarding AUKUS differ across Australia, the UK, and the US. The 

Australian public focused primarily on the costs and uncertain future of the initiative. The British 

public was chiefly concerned with the UK’s foreign policy stance and potential business opportunities 

arising from AUKUS. In contrast, the US public concentrated on geopolitical and strategic 

considerations. 

4.2. Driving Factors 

As discussed in the literature review, multiple factors drive AUKUS at the policy level. This 

section examines the significance of these factors at the public level in Australia, the UK, and the US. 

Before proceeding, several issues concerning variables and data must be addressed.  

 
31 See “AUKUS Leaders’ Announcement” (https://2021-2025.state.gov/aukus-leaders-announcement/).  

32 See report from the Guardian US (https://www.theguardian.com/world/video/2023/mar/14/aukus-deal-the-biggest-single-

investment-in-australias-defence-capability-in-history-video).  

33 See “Eyeing China, Biden and allies unveil nuclear-powered submarine plan for Australia” 

(https://www.reuters.com/world/eyeing-china-biden-allies-unveil-nuclear-powered-submarine-plan-australia-2023-03-13/).  

34 See “Biden makes an AUKUS submarine deal in the effort to counter China 

“ (https://www.npr.org/2023/03/13/1163164086/biden-makes-an-aukus-submarine-deal-in-the-effort-to-counter-china).   

35 See “China accuses U.S. and its allies of taking a 'dangerous road' as submarine pact fuels nuclear proliferation fears” 

(https://www.nbcnews.com/news/world/aukus-submarine-deal-nuclear-proliferation-risks-china-rcna74805).  

36 See “Around the halls: AUKUS defines an emerging alliance at sea” from Brookings 

(https://www.brookings.edu/articles/around-the-halls-aukus-defines-an-emerging-alliance-at-sea/).  

37 See “Aukus: does pact herald an Indo-Pacific Nato?” from The Week (https://theweek.com/news/defence/960005/aukus-

does-pact-herald-an-indo-pacific-nato).  

38 See “The Submarine That Could Change the World's Balance of Power” from Bloomberg 

(https://www.bloomberg.com/opinion/articles/2023-03-14/nuclear-submarine-aukus-deal-us-uk-and-australia-make-historic-

pact-lf8rlawe?embedded-checkout=true).  

39 See “The United States, Britain, and Australia Announce the Path Forward for AUKUS” from CSIS 

(https://www.csis.org/analysis/united-states-britain-and-australia-announce-path-forward-aukus) and “AUKUS Submarine 

Agreement: Historic but Not Yet Smooth Sailing” from CSIS (https://www.csis.org/analysis/aukus-submarine-agreement-

historic-not-yet-smooth-sailing).  

40 See “An address by Prime Minister Scott Morrison” (https://www.lowyinstitute.org/publications/address-prime-minister-

scott-morrison).  

41 See “An address by Opposition Leader Anthony Albanese” (https://www.lowyinstitute.org/publications/address-

opposition-leader-anthony-albanese).  

42 For example, “Why Australia’s Leader Is Hoping for Second ‘Miracle’ “ from Bloomberg 

(https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2022-02-20/why-australia-s-leader-is-hoping-for-second-miracle-

quicktake?embedded-checkout=true).  
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First, it is widely acknowledged that China constitutes a major driving factor for all three 

countries. Three variables are used to capture distinct dimensions. China’s rise refers to the structural 

or systemic increase in China’s capabilities—economic, military, technological, and diplomatic—

relative to other states in the international system, focusing on objective indicators such as GDP 

growth, military modernisation, and participation in international institutions. China’s influence 

captures China’s capacity to shape the preferences, decisions, or behaviour of other states, 

institutions, or non-state actors through political, economic, cultural, or diplomatic means, 

emphasising the effects of China’s actions on others rather than its internal capabilities; these effects 

may be benign or coercive. China as a threat denotes the perception or reality that China’s military, 

economic, or political actions pose risks to the security, sovereignty, or interests of other states. This 

threat framing is normative and risk-based, highlighting potential harm and often motivating 

defensive or counterbalancing policies. Other variables are discussed in subsequent sections.  

Second, the choice of search terms or topics in Google Trends is critical. For China’s rise, the 

term “China rise” was selected, as alternatives such as “China’s rise,” “rising China,” or “rise of 

China” yielded fewer results across all three countries. For China’s influence, the term “China 

influence” was used, which proved more popular than alternatives like “Chinese influence.” For 

China as a threat, the term “China threat” was chosen. 

Third, although Google Trends also provides monthly datasets, this study utilises weekly data. 

The variables under investigation are inherently high-frequency and likely to fluctuate on a weekly 

basis. Aggregating these into monthly observations risks discarding meaningful variation and 

attenuating genuine relations. Moreover, the statistical model specification (see Section 4.2.1 for 

details) includes twelve weekly lags, effectively capturing dynamics over a three-month horizon, 

rendering additional temporal aggregation unnecessary. 

Fourth, in most cases, the mean of 12 or 20 samples is preferable, as it incorporates all data points 

and provides a better representation of overall search interest trends. The only exception is “China 

rise” in Australia, which is skewed and contains outliers. Using the mean as an independent variable 

in this case violates the linearity assumption, as indicated by the Ramsey RESET test (see Appendix 

2). The median, being robust to extreme values, preserves the model’s linearity and passes the RESET 

test, making it a more reliable measure of central tendencies in public attention. 

4.2.1. Australia 

As discussed in the literature review, China may be the principal factor shaping Australia’s 

AUKUS policy. It has also been suggested that the policy may be influenced by Australia’s desire to 

preserve its “self” identity. However, the variable “Anglosphere” yields almost zero results in 

Australia. This does not necessarily imply that it is unimportant; rather, it may reflect an inverse 

relation with China threat. 

The datasets used are presented in Appendix 1. The statistical method employed is the 

Autoregressive Distributed Lag (ARDL) model, a regression technique used to analyse the relations 

between a dependent variable and one or more independent variables over time. ARDL incorporates 

lagged values of the dependent variable to capture past effects, and current and lagged values of the 

independent variables to model delayed impacts. It is particularly suitable for datasets containing a 

mix of stationary and non-stationary series, allowing the separation of short-run dynamics (with lags) 

from long-run equilibrium effects (without lags). In this study, only long-run relations are reported. 

Table 1 presents the results. AUKUS_AU and China_Threat_AU are transformed using natural 

logarithms to mitigate issues with residual normality.  

Table 1. Driving Factors of AUKUS Narrative in Australia - Long-run Coefficients. Dependent Variable: 

AUKUS_AU (the natural log form of AUKUS in Australia). Method: ARDL. Maximum dependent lags: 12 

(Automatic selection); Model selection method: Akaike info criterion; HAC standard errors & covariance. For 

Model A: Included observations: 198 after adjustments; Dynamic regressors (12 lags, automatic): 

China_Rise_AU; Fixed regressors: C @TREND; Selected Model: ARDL(3, 4). For Model B: Included 
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observations: 199 after adjustments; Dynamic regressors (12 lags, automatic): China_Influence_AU; Fixed 

regressors: C @TREND; Selected Model: ARDL(3, 0). For Model C: Included observations: 199 after 

adjustments; Dynamic regressors (12 lags, automatic): China_Threat_AU (the natural log form of China Threat 

in Australia); Fixed regressors: C @TREND; Selected Model: ARDL(3, 0). 

Variable Model A Model B Model C 

 Coefficient Prob.    Coefficient Prob.    Coefficient Prob.    

China_Rise_AU 0.002 88.5%     

China_Influence_AU   0.009 38.2%   

China_Threat_AU     0.506 6.3% 

C 0.911 0.0% 0.939 0.0% 0.149 70.6% 

@trend 0.007 0.0% 0.006 0.0% 0.008 0.0% 

Adjusted R-squared  56.8% 53.9% 56.5% 

Various model fit tests (see Appendix 2) indicate that Model C performs well43. Models A and B 

also demonstrate satisfactory performance, with detailed model fit test results available upon request.  

In the ARDL long-run estimates for Australia, the coefficient on China_Threat_AU is significant, 

while its constant term is not, indicating that AUKUS dynamics are almost entirely driven by 

perceptions of China as a threat. By contrast, for China Rise and China Influence, the coefficients are 

not significant, whereas the constant terms are, suggesting that support for AUKUS in Australia 

persists even in the absence of these factors, reflecting a historically embedded baseline concern. 

Notably, the prominence of China Threat aligns with Australia’s longstanding historical anxieties 

towards China, dating back to the “Yellow Peril” discourse, anti-Chinese movements, and the White 

Australia policy. These legacies have entrenched a persistent perception of China as a security threat 

in the public imagination, providing fertile ground for contemporary AUKUS narratives. 

Since the Albanese government in May 2022 maintained broad support for AUKUS, there is no 

sharp policy shift that requires controlling. However, rhetorical tone or domestic framing may still 

be relevant. A dummy variable (post-May 2022 = 1, otherwise 0) was created. The results (available 

upon request) indicate that the coefficients are consistently insignificant, and the inclusion of this 

variable does not materially affect the performance of other variables. 

 
43 The relatively lower significance of China Threat in Australia may be attributed to the use of 20-sample averages, which 

could insufficiently mitigate sampling variability, unlike in the US where 12-sample averages already capture the variation 

more reliably.  
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4.2.2. UK 

As discussed in the literature review, multiple factors may have driven the AUKUS policy in the 

UK. Politically, it serves as a tool to counter China, captured by three variables: China Rise, China 

Influence, and China Threat. Diplomatically, AUKUS forms part of the UK’s Global Britain agenda, 

the post-Brexit foreign policy vision aimed at projecting the UK as an active global power. Culturally, 

it is intended to strengthen connections among Anglosphere countries. Economically, it is expected 

to generate commercial opportunities for the UK, captured by the variables trade and jobs. The 

datasets are presented in Appendix 3. To account for the potential effects of the government change 

from the Conservative Party to the Labour Party in July 2024, a dummy variable, D_GovChg_UK, was 

created, equal to 1 after 5 July 2024 and 0 otherwise. The regression results are shown in Table 2.  

Table 2. Driving Factors of AUKUS Narrative in the UK - Long-run Coefficients. Dependent Variable: 

AUKUS_UK (natural log form of AUKUS in the UK); Method: ARDL; Maximum dependent lags: 12 

(Automatic selection); Model selection method: Akaike info criterion (AIC); Fixed regressors: D_GovChg_UK 

(equals 1 after 5 July 2024 and 0 elsewhere) C @TREND; HAC standard errors & covariance Model A: Included 

observations: 198 after adjustments; Dynamic regressors (12 lags, automatic): China_Rise_UK Global_Britain 

Anglosphere Trade; Selected Model: ARDL(2, 0, 0, 4, 1). Model B: Included observations: 198 after adjustments; 

Dynamic regressors (12 lags, automatic): China_Rise_UK Global_Britain Anglosphere Jobs; Selected Model: 

ARDL(2, 0, 0, 4, 4). Model C: Included observations: 198 after adjustments; Dynamic regressors (12 lags, 

automatic): China_Influence_UK Global_Britain Anglosphere Trade; Selected Model: ARDL(2, 0, 0, 4, 1). 

Model D: Included observations: 198 after adjustments; Dynamic regressors (12 lags, automatic): 

China_Influence_UK Global_Britain Anglosphere Jobs; Selected Model: ARDL(2, 0, 0, 4, 4). Model E: Included 

observations: 198 after adjustments; Dynamic regressors (12 lags, automatic): China_Threat_UK Global_Britain 

Anglosphere Trade; Selected Model: ARDL(2, 0, 0, 4, 1). Model F: Included observations: 195 after adjustments; 

Dynamic regressors (12 lags, automatic): China_Threat_UK Global_Britain Anglosphere Jobs; Selected Model: 

ARDL(2, 7, 0, 4, 4). 

Variables 

Model A Model B Model C Model D Model E Model F 

Coefficie

nt 
Prob.    

Coefficie

nt 
Prob.    

Coefficie

nt 
Prob.    

Coeffici

ent 
Prob.    

Coeffici

ent 
Prob.    

Coeffici

ent 
Prob.    

China-

related 

variabl

es 

China_Rise_

UK 
0.00002 99.8% -0.002 67.2%         

China_Influ

ence_UK 
    0.011 2.8% 0.008 7.7%     

China_Thre

at_UK 
        0.004 79.3% -0.065 0.0% 

Econo

mic 

variabl

es 

Trade -0.004 71.7%   -0.005 58.6%   -0.004 69.1%   

Jobs   0.048 0.1%   0.044 0.2%   0.043 0.2% 

Global_Britain 0.013 2.8% 0.008 9.7% 0.011 3.4% 0.007 12.1% 0.013 2.8% 0.007 12.9% 

Anglosphere -0.004 52.0% -0.006 34.9% -0.005 40.5% -0.007 22.8% -0.004 50.4% -0.005 31.5% 

D_GovChg_UK -0.434 8.8% -0.261 15.1% -0.417 8.2% -0.274 12.7% -0.433 9.0% -0.246 14.8% 

C 1.006 14.0% -2.638 2.1% 1.128 6.7% -2.429 3.6% 1.013 12.0% -2.070 5.2% 

@trend 0.008 0.0% 0.005 1.8% 0.008 0.0% 0.005 2.0% 0.009 0.0% 0.003 8.1% 

Adjusted R-squared  47.0% 49.0% 48.1% 49.7% 47.1% 51.1% 

Various model fit tests (available upon request) indicate satisfactory performance. The 

regression results for the UK reveal a nuanced pattern in the factors driving public attention to 

AUKUS.  

First, the framing of China produces divergent effects depending on the dimension emphasised. 

China_Rise_UK appears largely insignificant, indicating that perceptions of China’s growing 
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economic and technological capabilities do not strongly influence public attention to AUKUS. By 

contrast, China_Influence_UK exhibits a positive and statistically significant effect, suggesting that the 

UK public responds to narratives emphasising China’s global sway. Interestingly, China_Threat_UK 

demonstrates a highly context-dependent impact: it is insignificant in models focusing on Trade but 

becomes strongly negative when paired with the Jobs variable. This suggests that portraying China 

explicitly as a threat can provoke a backlash among the UK public when domestic economic 

considerations are salient. 

In the British context, where official discourse frames China as a “systemic competitor” while 

simultaneously emphasising trade, investment, and cooperation opportunities, the threat narrative 

lacks salience among the wider population. Ordinary citizens, geographically distant from China and 

with limited direct exposure to security risks, respond more to narratives of influence and 

interdependence—through everyday interactions with China, such as students, restaurants, 

consumer goods, or technology—than to securitised framings. As shown in the data (see Appendix 

3), China_Threat_UK contains many zero values. Surges in interest regarding “China threat” were 

largely driven by two extreme events and lacked substantive connection to AUKUS. While surveys 

indicate high levels of distrust towards China (BFPG, 2025), this sentiment does not automatically 

translate into perceptions of imminent danger. Rather, it generates a tension: strong awareness of 

Chinese influence combined with limited personal experience of security risk. In this context, 

initiatives such as AUKUS function less as responses to public demand for protection against an 

immediate threat. 

The Australian and UK cases demonstrate how identical events can generate divergent public 

perceptions and narrative dynamics. For instance, during the week of 23 February 2025, China 

conducted military exercises near Australia and New Zealand. Australian media framed these actions 

simultaneously as a threat and as exerting influence (AFR, 2025), resulting in elevated Google Trends 

scores for both China Threat and China Influence. By contrast, UK media predominantly portrayed 

the event as an example of Chinese influence (Graham-McLay, 2025; Newey, 2025), with public 

concern regarding China Threat remaining negligible.  

Economic framing also exerts a decisive influence. The Jobs variable is consistently positive and 

highly significant, suggesting that the UK public associates AUKUS with potential domestic 

economic benefits. By contrast, Trade appears statistically insignificant, indicating that trade-related 

narratives resonate less strongly in the UK context. The significance of the Jobs variable, compared 

with the insignificance of Trade, can be explained at three levels. First, official government documents 

consistently emphasise job creation over abstract trade metrics. Second, media narratives reinforce 

this focus, frequently highlighting employment benefits and research or collaboration opportunities 

under frameworks such as Pillar II. Third, at the societal level, citizens respond more strongly to 

immediate, tangible outcomes—such as employment—than to distant, macro-level indicators like 

trade volumes.  

The variable Global_Britain_UK captures a broader national identity narrative. Its significance in 

four of the six models highlights the salience of post-Brexit identity politics, though its inconsistency 

suggests that this narrative resonates only under specific conditions. Notably, its influence 

diminishes when job-related factors dominate public attention. This statistical interaction—where the 

significance of Global Britain declines when modelled alongside Jobs—is consistent with the 

substitutability of these two narratives, with economic priorities prevailing in the public mindset.  

Another key finding emerges from examining the interaction between the government-change 

dummy variable (D_GovChg_UK) and economic indicators. When the dummy variable representing 

the transition to the Starmer government is included alongside Jobs, its significance disappears, 

suggesting that public concern over employment and its relation to AUKUS remained stable across 

administrations. In contrast, when Trade serves as the economic indicator, the dummy variable 

assumes a negative coefficient with marginal significance, implying that under the Starmer 

government, public attention to AUKUS may have slightly declined in relation to trade 

considerations. This contrast highlights that economic dimensions are not uniform, and different 
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indicators (Jobs versus Trade) interact differently with political transitions, producing subtle shifts in 

public opinion towards AUKUS. 

4.2.3. US 

As discussed in the literature review, China appears to be the primary driver of AUKUS in the 

US. The datasets used are provided in Appendix 4. The regression results are presented in Table 3. 

Table 3. Driving Factors of AUKUS Narrative in the US - Long-run Coefficients. Dependent Variable: 

AUKUS_US (the natural log form of AUKUS in the US). Method: ARDL. Maximum dependent lags: 12 

(Automatic selection). Model selection method: Akaike info criterion (AIC). HAC standard errors & 

covariance. For Model A: Included observations: 199 after adjustments; Dynamic regressors (12 lags, 

automatic): the natural log form of China Rise; Fixed regressors: C @TREND; Selected Model: ARDL(1, 3). For 

Model B: Included observations: 201 after adjustments; Dynamic regressors (12 lags, automatic): the natural log 

form of China Influence; Fixed regressors: C @TREND; Selected Model: ARDL(1, 1). For Model C: Included 

observations: 201 after adjustments; Dynamic regressors (12 lags, automatic): the natural log form of China 

Threat; Fixed regressors: C @TREND; Selected Model: ARDL(1, 0). 

Variable Model A Model B Model C 

 Coefficient Prob.    Coefficient Prob.    Coefficient Prob.    

China_Rise_US 0.329 8.8%     

China_Influence_US   0.212 9.9%   

China_Threat_US     0.497 0.9% 

C 0.431 51.4% 0.927 2.5% 0.269 62.0% 

@trend 0.003 1.0% 0.003 3.5% 0.003 3.7% 

Adjusted R-squared  51.6% 54.0% 53.0% 

The analysis indicates that US public attention to AUKUS is most strongly influenced by 

perceptions of China as a security threat, with the coefficient significant at the 0.9% level. In contrast, 

variables representing China’s rise and China’s influence are only marginally significant, at 8.8% and 

9.9% respectively. These results suggest that US public interest in AUKUS is primarily driven by 

threat perceptions rather than by awareness of China’s growing capabilities or broader influence. In 

other words, abstract concerns about China’s power or global sway are less salient to the public than 

the perception of direct security risks. This finding underscores the centrality of threat framing in 
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shaping public attention and indicates that US domestic engagement with AUKUS is more reactive 

to perceived dangers than to China’s rise per se.  

When a dummy variable D_GovChng_US, equalling 1 after the week of 19 January 2025 and 0 

elsewhere, is added to the models, its coefficients are consistently insignificant. Changes to other 

variables are minimal, except for China Influence, whose significance level rises slightly above 10 per 

cent. Given that it is only marginally significant in Model B, further analysis of this minor difference 

is likely unnecessary.   

Taken together, the positive and highly significant trend coefficients across all models in all three 

countries indicate that public attention to AUKUS is increasing over time, irrespective of region, 

government changes, or narrative framing. Comparative analysis across Australia, the US, and the 

UK reveals distinct public drivers behind the AUKUS narrative. In Australia, China Threat emerges 

as the dominant and historically embedded factor, rooted in a century-long apprehension towards 

China, making it the key explanatory variable. In the US, China Threat and, to a lesser extent, China 

Rise and China Influence are relevant, reflecting a security-focused yet multifaceted perception of 

China’s role in shaping AUKUS. The UK diverges sharply: threat-based narratives are weak, while 

China Influence, Global Britain, and Jobs consistently emerge as significant, indicating that British 

framing of AUKUS is less about existential security threats and more about influence-balancing, 

national identity projection, and economic opportunity. 

In sum, these findings demonstrate that AUKUS is not perceived as a monolithic security 

alliance by the public, but rather as a narrative shaped by distinct historical legacies, geopolitical 

roles, and domestic concerns across the three countries. 

4.3. Interconnections 

This section analyses the interconnections of AUKUS narratives across the three countries. Data 

samples are divided into sub-samples according to government change dates. In Australia, two sub-

samples are created around 23 May 2022 to control for the transition from a Coalition government to 

a Labor government. In the UK, two sub-samples are created around 5 July 2024 to account for the 

shift from Conservative to Labor government. In the US, two dates are considered: 12 March 2024, 

when Donald Trump became the Republican presumptive presidential nominee, and 20 January 

2025, marking the start of the Trump-Vance administration. For the US government change break, 

three data items from December are removed to mitigate uncertainties during the transition period..   

Granger causality tests are employed to assess whether past values of one variable help predict 

the current value of another. If the inclusion of lagged values of variable X improves forecasts of 

variable Y, then X is said to ‘Granger-cause’ Y. Importantly, this indicates predictive power rather 

than true causal relations. All sub-samples are stationary (test results available upon request). Table 

4 presents the results, with up to five lags included.  

Table 4. Granger Causality Tests of AUKUS Narratives across Australia, the UK, and the US. Datasets: Weekly 

data from 12 September 2021 to 20 July 2025. Null Hypothesis: X does not Granger Cause Y. 

Political Events 
Sub-

samples 

Australia vs UK Australia vs US UK vs US 

AU → UK UK → AU AU → US US → AU UK → US US → UK 

Australian 

Government Change 

Sep 21- 

May 22 
Insignificant Insignificant Significant Significant 

NA NA 

May 22 - 

Jul 25 
Insignificant Insignificant Significant Insignificant 
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UK Government 

Change 

Sep 21- 

Jul 24 
Significant Insignificant 

NA NA 

Significant Insignificant 

Jul 24 - 

Jul 25 
Insignificant Significant Significant Insignificant 

US 

Politics 

A: 

Presidential 

Election 

Sep 21 - 

Mar 24 

NA NA 

Insignificant Insignificant Significant Insignificant 

Mar 24 - 

Jul 25 
Insignificant Insignificant Significant Insignificant 

B: 

Government 

Change 

Sep 21 - 

Dec 24 
Insignificant Insignificant Significant Insignificant 

Jan 25 - 

Jul 25 
Insignificant Insignificant Significant Insignificant 

Regarding the relations between AUKUS search trends in Australia and the UK, Table 4 

indicates that both the direction and significance of predictive influence are contingent on political 

events. Around the Australian government change on 23 May 2022, all tests are insignificant, 

suggesting that the transition did not materially affect attention to AUKUS in either country. By 

contrast, around the UK government change on 5 July 2024, the dynamics shift: prior to the change, 

AUKUS_AU predicts AUKUS_UK, whereas following the change, AUKUS_UK robustly Granger-

causes AUKUS_AU, with no reverse effect. This pattern implies that, after the UK government 

transition, the UK emerged as a more salient reference point for AUKUS discourse in Australia.  

Regarding the relations between AUKUS search trends in Australia and the US, prior to 23 May 

2022, the bidirectional causality between AUKUS_AU and AUKUS_US indicates a strong interplay, 

likely driven by the Coalition’s assertive rhetoric on China and the US’ initial leadership in AUKUS. 

Public interest in Australia was closely aligned with US policy and media narratives. After 23 May 

2022, the pattern shifts to one-way causality (AUKUS_AU → AUKUS_US), suggesting that the 

Australian public began to shape the AUKUS narrative, with the US responding rather than leading. 

The reduction in China-focused rhetoric may have partially redirected public attention away from 

the US’ geopolitical stance, weakening its predictive influence. The lack of significance during major 

US political milestones further suggests that US domestic politics exert minimal immediate effect on 

the interrelation of AUKUS_AU and AUKUS_US as reflected in public interest. 

Regarding the relations between AUKUS_UK and AUKUS_US, the results consistently indicate 

that AUKUS_UK significantly Granger-causes AUKUS_US, with no reciprocal effect, irrespective of 

data splits. It should be noted that Granger causality reflects whose public or political discourse shifts 

first, not substantive leadership. This pattern suggests that UK governments (both Conservative and 

Labour) discuss AUKUS more frequently and frame the narrative in ways subsequently adopted by 

US media and policymakers. Given the special relationship between the UK and the US, the UK’s 

domestic politics require a continual demonstration of the alliance’s value, prompting more active 

communication of AUKUS. By contrast, the US, for whom AUKUS constitutes one element of a 

broader global security posture, communicates more intermittently. The statistical results thus 

position the UK as a leading indicator of US public and political discourse on AUKUS. 

In short, while AUKUS is formally structured as “Australia provides funding, the US supplies 

technology, with the UK appearing a minor supporting actor,” the narrative centre in fact rests with 

the UK. Through its influence over domestic media, the British government has shaped public 
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discourse, linking China-related concerns with the Global Britain agenda and domestic job creation. 

This narrative not only frames AUKUS domestically but also projects influence onto Australia and 

the US. Thus, AUKUS functions as much as a military-industrial arrangement as it does a narrative 

project centred on the UK, reinforcing Britain’s diplomatic visibility and strategic legitimacy under 

the Global Britain framework. 

5. Policy Implications 

In democracies, elected officials often consider public opinion when shaping policies. Prominent 

or contested issues can drive initiatives, as leaders seek popularity and re-election. Politicians may 

adjust positions or actions to align with voters’ preferences, making public sentiment a key influence 

on government priorities and decision-making. 

Regarding foreign policy specifically, in Australia, while elite consensus dominates, a surge in 

public awareness and concern has emerged recently, particularly on issues like war and security 

threats (Chubb and McAllister, 2020). In the UK, public opinion has had a limited role in shaping 

foreign and defence policy. The elite consensus, particularly within the government and political 

establishment, has dominated foreign policy-making (Clements, 2018; Gaston, 2025). In the US 

context, Page and Shapiro (1983) showed that public opinion frequently drives foreign policy 

decisions rather than simply reacting to them. Eichenberg (2016) calls this a “landmark study,” 

emphasizing that shifts in public sentiment often precede and shape policy, making opinion a 

powerful determinant.  

The implications of public opinion for AUKUS vary significantly across these three countries. In 

Australia, while foreign policy remains primarily the prerogative of the executive, public opinion—

particularly on issues of war and military involvement, such as AUKUS—carries weight insofar. In 

the UK, foreign policy remains more insulated from public pressures, with decision-making largely 

elite-driven and less exposed to shifts in opinion. In the US, by contrast, public attitudes can exert a 

direct influence on foreign policy through presidential and congressional accountability, meaning 

that widespread opposition or support may shape the sustainability of AUKUS commitments. 

Consequently, the durability of AUKUS across these states is conditioned by the varying degrees to 

which public opinion interacts with institutional structures and elite decision-making. 

5.1. On Salient Issues 

As discussed in part 3.1, the publics in Australia, the UK, and the US exhibit distinct concerns 

regarding AUKUS, which translate into different policy implications. In Australia, attention centers 

on the costs and uncertainties of the partnership, suggesting that policymakers should emphasize 

economic benefits, risk management, and the long-term strategic rationale. In the UK, concern is 

directed toward foreign policy and business opportunities, indicating that communication should 

highlight trade, investment, and international influence - or may already have done so. In the US, 

attention is primarily directed toward geopolitical and strategic issues, reinforcing the need to frame 

AUKUS in terms of regional security, alliance cohesion, and deterrence. 

5.2. On Driving Factors 

5.2.1. Australia 

In Australia, the AUKUS deal was supported by both the Coalition and Labor governments 

(McDougall, 2023). As Chubb and McAllister (2020) note, Australia’s foreign policy is largely 

bipartisan, though rhetorical emphases differ. Regarding China, former Prime Minister Tony Abbott 

famously described policy as driven by “fear and greed” (Garnaut, 2015): greed reflecting economic 

opportunities through trade and investment, and fear reflecting deep-rooted anxieties about China’s 

threat. Alan Renouf’s The Frightened Country (1979) argued that such anxieties have shaped Australian 

policy since federation.  

Preprints.org (www.preprints.org)  |  NOT PEER-REVIEWED  |  Posted: 13 November 2025 doi:10.20944/preprints202511.0807.v1

© 2025 by the author(s). Distributed under a Creative Commons CC BY license.

https://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202511.0807.v1
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 18 of 31 

 

Regarding public opinion, survey evidence44 shows a marked shift in Australians’ perception of 

China as a security threat in recent years. Prior to 2020, this perception remained relatively moderate; 

however, it has risen substantially since then. Complementing these findings, Google Trends data45 

reveal that from 2017 onward, the Australian public increasingly associated China with war-related 

activities and conflict risks. From early 2020 to 2023, in particular, concerns about the prospect of a 

potential war with China intensified sharply.  

The findings of this study suggest that the perceived “China threat” is the primary factor shaping 

the AUKUS narrative in Australia. This conclusion aligns with both public perceptions and policy 

discourse, highlighting a clear consistency between public opinion and foreign policy. 

5.2.2. UK 

In its 2021 Integrated Review of foreign policy, the UK defined China as a “systemic competitor,” 

stating it would “continue to pursue a positive trade and investment relationship with China, while 

ensuring our national security and values are protected” (HM Government, 2021). Cornish (2021) 

characterized this as a mature and balanced approach to relations with China. The 2023 update (HM 

Government, 2023) emphasized strengthening national security protections against Chinese threats, 

deepening cooperation with core allies and partners, maintaining direct engagement with China, and 

enhancing China-related capabilities. Following the government change in July 2024, Prime Minister 

Starmer became the first British leader in six years to meet Xi Jinping46, declaring a desire for “a 

serious and pragmatic relationship with China. 47 ” The UK’s National Security Strategy 2025 48 

reflects this stance, acknowledging China’s global influence, pursuing economic engagement, and 

reinforcing national security capacities to address related challenges. 

As shown in part 3.2.2, UK public opinion on AUKUS is shaped primarily by concerns over jobs, 

Britain’s global role, and perceptions of China’s influence, rather than by perceptions of China as a 

direct threat. This aligns closely with the UK government’s official policy framing, which portrays 

China as a “systemic competitor” rather than an existential adversary, while emphasizing economic 

benefits, job creation, and Britain’s global presence. The broader implication is that UK public opinion 

largely mirrors existing policy orientations rather than driving new ones, in contrast to the US, where 

public attitudes more directly influence policy trajectories. Consequently, British public opinion 

tends to fluctuate within the boundaries set by elite consensus and government narratives. At the 

same time, episodic events can produce short-term shifts in salience, suggesting that the relationship 

is one of policy-led framing with limited public responsiveness, rather than a complete absence of 

reciprocal influence. 

5.2.2. US 

 
44 See Lowy Institute polls https://poll.lowyinstitute.org/charts/china-as-a-military-threat/ and 

https://poll.lowyinstitute.org/charts/china-economic-partner-or-security-threat/.  

45 See https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12140-023-09420-w  

46 See “Starmer will be first British PM to meet Xi Jinping in six years” from The i Paper 

(https://inews.co.uk/news/politics/starmer-first-british-pm-meet-xi-jinping-six-years-

3385276?srsltid=AfmBOoqO4auozhkVPve0jLF1zKPiV6rNVl6iSoAsQ_6SXLMs_hF3mFiI).  

47 See reports from The Guadian (https://www.theguardian.com/politics/live/2024/nov/18/keir-starmer-china-xi-jinping-g20-

ukraine-latest-live-news.  

48 See “National Security Strategy 2025: Security for the British People in a Dangerous World” released on 29 August 2025 

(https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/national-security-strategy-2025-security-for-the-british-people-in-a-

dangerous-world/national-security-strategy-2025-security-for-the-british-people-in-a-dangerous-world-html).   
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During the initial period of the Trump administration (January 2017 to January 2021), China was 

defined as a competitor and a key player in great power competition49 . For decades, U.S. policy 

assumed that fostering China’s rise and integrating it into the post-war international order would 

encourage liberalization. In practice, however, China followed a markedly different path. In 

response, the US began implementing a decoupling strategy in 2018, targeting trade, investment, 

finance, people, and technology50. A trade agreement was reached in January 2020, but the targets 

were not fully met. By mid-2020, senior Trump administration officials delivered a series of speeches 

outlining a more confrontational U.S. policy toward China, signaling a significant shift toward an 

adversarial approach. Specifically: Secretary of State Mike Pompeo advocated for a more assertive 

stance toward “Frankenstein” China and urged Chinese citizens to help “change the behaviour” of 

their government51; FBI Director Christopher Wray labeled China as the greatest long-term threat to 

U.S. economic and national security52; National Security Advisor Robert C. O’Brien announced new 

measures to counter China’s growing threat53; and Attorney General William P. Barr stated that the 

CCP threatened the U.S. way of life, including its very lives and livelihoods54. 

During the Biden administration (January 2021 – January 2025), China was defined as “the only 

competitor with both the intent to reshape the international order and, increasingly, the economic, 

diplomatic, military, and technological power to advance that objective. 55 ” Supporting allies’ 

capabilities, especially in the Indo-Pacific, against China’s pressure was a key strategic goal. From 

this perspective, AUKUS aligns with the administration’s stated strategy. Other policies toward 

China, such as trade, remained largely unchanged, while technology export controls were 

strengthened (Borg, 2024). The perception of China as a threat, or its “rise,” enjoyed bipartisan 

consensus. During the Trump administration’s second term (as of August 2025), in addition to 

labeling China as the origin of COVID-19, trade decoupling efforts were further intensified. 

Public opinion reflects strong concern over China. For example, Gallup polls conducted from 

2013 to 202456 show that consistently around 90 percent (or higher) of the U.S. public viewed China’s 

economic and/or military power as a threat to the U.S. The share of Americans who considered China 

the U.S.’s greatest enemy rose sharply from 22 percent in 2020 to 45 percent in 2021, 49 percent in 

2022, 50 percent in 2023, before declining to 41 percent in 2024. 

U.S. foreign policy toward China closely aligns with public opinion, as both survey and Google 

Trends data show sustained concern over the China threat. Public attention to AUKUS, for instance, 

is strongly driven by perceived security risks, indicating that threat framing outweighs abstract 

awareness of China’s rise or influence. Both the Trump and Biden administrations adopted assertive 

 
49 See Trump administration’s National Security Strategy released in December 2017 

(https://trumpwhitehouse.archives.gov/wp-content/uploads/2017/12/NSS-Final-12-18-2017-0905.pdf).  

50 See https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/19331681.2023.2208105  

51 See “Communist China and the Free World's Future: Secretary Pompeo at the Nixon Presidential Library” July 23, 2020 

(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=7azj-t0gtPM).  

52 See “The Threat Posed by the Chinese Government and the Chinese Communist Party to the Economic and National 

Security of the United States” July 7, 2020 (https://www.fbi.gov/news/speeches-and-testimony/the-threat-posed-by-the-

chinese-government-and-the-chinese-communist-party-to-the-economic-and-national-security-of-the-united-states).  

53  See “The Chinese Communist Party’s Ideology and Global Ambitions  Foreign Policy” June 26, 2020 

(https://trumpwhitehouse.archives.gov/briefings-statements/chinese-communist-partys-ideology-global-ambitions/).  

54 See “Attorney General William P. Barr Delivers Remarks on China Policy at the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Museum” July 

26, 2020 (https://www.justice.gov/archives/opa/speech/attorney-general-william-p-barr-delivers-remarks-china-policy-

gerald-r-ford-presidential).  

55 See “National Security Strategy” released in December 2022 (https://bidenwhitehouse.archives.gov/wp-

content/uploads/2022/10/Biden-Harris-Administrations-National-Security-Strategy-10.2022.pdf).  

56 See https://news.gallup.com/poll/1627/china.aspx  
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strategies—including trade decoupling, technology controls, and, in Biden’s case, alliance-building 

initiatives like AUKUS—that reflect these public concerns. 

5.3. On Interconnections 

In both Australia and the UK, foreign policy is primarily determined by political elites, implying 

that policy decisions influence public opinion more than the reverse. In the US, public opinion has a 

relatively greater capacity to shape policy. This suggests that the Australian government may have 

deliberately adjusted its rhetoric toward China, producing a policy orientation less responsive to U.S. 

domestic politics and more attentive to the UK. At the policy level, Australia may have actively 

sought to minimize the impact of U.S. domestic developments, a pattern reflected in public opinion. 

In the UK, by contrast, the longstanding “special relations” with the US is evident at both policy and 

public levels, with UK policy consistently shaping U.S. public attention and discourse. 

6. Concluding Remarks 

AUKUS, established in September 2021, has drawn significant attention from scholars and 

policymakers. Using weekly Google Trends data from 12 September 2021 to 20 July 2025, this study 

examines public opinion and its relation to national policies in Australia, the UK, and the US. 

Through a novel methodology and comprehensive analysis, it provides a rigorous assessment of 

public sentiment and policy interactions, offering insights that go beyond previous research.  

The findings reveal three main aspects of public opinion. First, the focus of attention varies across 

the three countries: Australians are primarily concerned with costs and uncertainties, the British with 

diplomatic strategy and economic opportunities, and Americans with broader strategic 

considerations. Second, the driving factors behind AUKUS perceptions differ: in Australia, the China 

Threat is the sole significant determinant; in the UK, China Influence, employment concerns, and 

post-Brexit identity politics collectively drive public attention; in the US, China Threat dominates, 

while China Rise and China Influence are only marginally significant. Third, interconnections 

indicate that, since the UK government change in July 2024, Australian public responsiveness to UK 

AUKUS actions has increased, whereas responsiveness to the US has decreased. Meanwhile, the UK 

consistently shapes U.S. public perception regardless of American domestic politics. Overall, the 

narrative core of AUKUS rests in the UK. 

Building on these public opinion findings, this study further examines policy implications. 

Across Australia, the UK, and the US, public sentiment and government policy are largely aligned, 

reflecting the accountability mechanisms inherent in democratic systems. Following the Australian 

Labor government’s update in May 2022, Australia appears more responsive to UK perspectives than 

to U.S. developments, potentially reducing the impact of domestic political shifts in the US—an 

important consideration for policymakers. While consistently shaping U.S. public discourse, the UK 

may play a leading role in the AUKUS policy agenda. 

Finally, the use of high-frequency time-series data and time-series modeling offers a novel 

perspective that complements traditional survey-based studies. While cautious in its claims, this 

methodology opens promising avenues for future research, enabling a more nuanced understanding 

of the interplay between public sentiment and government policy across a wide range of issues. 
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Appendix 1: Datasets: Australia 
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Median value of “China Rise” and mean values for “China Influence” and “China Threat;” 

Number of samples: 20; weekly data spanning 12 September 2021 – 20 July 2025 

 

For China_Rise_AU, the largest peak occurred in the week of 5 March 2023. The surge in search 

interest was primarily driven by a “red alert” series published on 7 March 2023 by Australia’s two 

major newspapers, The Sydney Morning Herald57 and The Age58, warning that Australia could face the 

threat of war with China within three years and that Australians are unprepared. This series sparked 

contentious discussions about a potential military conflict with China. The second-largest peak 

occurred in the week of 14 November 2021, mainly driven by former Prime Minister Paul Keating’s 

speech at the National Press Club on China’s rise and subsequent responses from various parties. 

For China_Influence_AU, the largest peak of search interest occurred in the week of 19 May 2024. 

This surge was primarily driven by reports from Australia’s flagship investigative program Four 

Corners59, which revealed China’s overseas operations and influencing activities through the account 

of a former spy from China’s secret police. The second-largest peak occurred in the week of 8 June 

2025, when U.S. President Trump was compelled to make a deal with China to lift rare earth export 

controls60, highlighting China’s influence. 

For China_Threat_AU, the largest peak occurred in the week of 5 March 2023. Similar to 

China_Rise_AU, this surge was driven by the “Red Alert” series, which argued that Australia faces 

the threat of war with China within three years. 

Appendix 2: Model Fit Tests 

A. Variance Inflation Factors (VIFs) 

Variable Centered VIF 

 
57 See https://www.smh.com.au/politics/federal/red-alert-20230306-p5cpt8.html  

58 See https://www.theage.com.au/politics/federal/australia-faces-the-threat-of-war-with-china-within-three-years-and-we-

re-not-ready-20230221-p5cmag.html  

59 See “Former spy for China's secret police reveals operations targeting dissidents in Australia and overseas” from ABC 

(https://www.abc.net.au/news/2024-05-13/china-secret-police-operations-revealed-by-spy-four-corners/103826622).  

60 See https://www.afr.com/world/north-america/trump-says-us-china-deal-is-done-as-officials-agree-truce-20250612-

p5m6rk  
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AUKUS_AU(-1) 3.043 

AUKUS_AU(-2) 3.225 

AUKUS_AU(-3) 2.331 

China_Threat_AU 1.353 

China_Threat_AU(-1) 1.815 

C NA 

@TREND 2.380 

B. ARDL Bounds Test 

 

C. Correlogram – Q-Statistics 
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D. Histogram – Normality Test 
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Maximum  1.794938
Minimum -1.965142
Std. Dev.   0.433864
Skewness   0.356511
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Probability  0.000000

 

D. Ramset RESET Test 

 

The ARDL bounds test confirms the existence of long-run relations. Coefficient diagnostics show 

that variance inflation factors for key variables are below 5, indicating negligible multicollinearity. 

Residual tests, including correlograms of standardized and squared residuals (available on request), 

reveal no serial correlation. A Kurtosis value over 3 indicates leptokurtic residuals with heavier tails 

than a normal distribution, prompting the use of robust standard errors. The Breusch–Pagan–

Godfrey test (available on request) detects heteroskedasticity, suggesting non-constant error variance 

and justifying robust estimators for reliable inference. The Ramsey RESET test shows no evidence of 

non-linear functional forms.  
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Appendix 3: Datasets: UK 

A. China-related Variables 

Mean values of 20 samples: weekly data spanning 12 September 2021 – 20 July 2025 

 

The largest peak in China_Rise_UK searches occurred in the week of 13 March 2022. This surge 

was driven by reports that Russia sought military and economic support from China for its war in 

Ukraine 61 . Historically the dominant partner, Russia’s apparent reliance on China may have 

prompted the UK public to perceive China’s rising power. 

The largest peak in China_Influence_UK searches occurred in the week of 23 February 2025. The 

surge was primarily driven by two events: discussions of Chinese influence amid foreign aid cuts in 

the US and UK62, and China’s military demonstration near Australia and New Zealand63. 

Compared with China_Rise_UK and China_Influence_UK, China_Threat_UK contains more zero 

data points. Search interest was primarily driven by two extreme events: the week of 3 July 2022 (the 

largest peak) and the week of 9 October 2022 (the second-largest peak). The largest peak was 

prompted by a joint MI5–FBI statement warning that China would pose the greatest security threat 

 
61 See Sevastopulo, Demetri. 2022. Russia has asked China for military help in Ukraine, US officials say. Financial Times. 14 

March. https://www.ft.com/content/30850470-8c8c-4b53-aa39-01497064a7b7 

62 See “With USAID out of action, Washington reviews its strategy for countering foreign influence” from Intelligence 

Online (https://www.intelligenceonline.com/government-intelligence/2025/02/27/with-usaid-out-of-action-washington-

reviews-its-strategy-for-countering-foreign-influence,110380536-eve) and “Foreign aid cut sparks fears over threat to UK's 

soft power from China” from Inews (https://inews.co.uk/news/politics/foreign-aid-cuts-uk-soft-power-threat-china-

3555846?srsltid=AfmBOoqSLPonboYpw5wyP972XkYcCHBsJsmQqWBbe1N0Gs-LpuDrHn3K).  

63 See “Why Chinese warships have got these Western countries so rattled” from The Independent  

(https://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/australasia/chinese-warships-australia-new-zealand-b2703462.html) and 

“Chinese warships with ‘extremely capable’ missiles alarm New Zealand and Australia” from The Telegraph 

(https://www.telegraph.co.uk/world-news/2025/02/24/chinese-warships-missiles-new-zealand-australia/).  
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to the West over the next decade64 . The second peak was driven by a rare protest calling for the 

overthrow of CCP rule65. 

B. Other Variables 

For Global_Britain and Anglosphere, the mean values of 20 weekly samples are used. For Trade 

and Jobs, the mean values of 12 weekly samples are used. Data cover the period from 12 September 

2021 to 20 July 2025. 

 

For Global_Britain, the largest peak in search interest occurred during the week of 24 October 

2021. This surge was driven by the Johnson Conservative government’s Autumn Budget and 

Spending Review 2021, which emphasized the government’s vision of Global Britain66. 

For Anglosphere, the largest peak in search interest occurred during the week of 27 February 2022. 

This surge was driven by Russia’s aggression in Ukraine and the coordinated responses from 

Anglosphere countries.   

For Jobs, peaks in search interest typically occurred in early January of 2022, 2023, 2024, and 2025, 

while troughs appeared in late December each year. January historically sees heightened job-seeking 

activity in the UK, as individuals reassess career paths following the festive season.  

For Trade, the largest peaks in search interest occurred during the weeks of 2 February 2025 and 

6 April 2025, primarily driven by U.S. President Trump’s announcements of massive tariffs on 

multiple countries67.  

Appendix 4: Datasets: US 

Mean values of 12 samples; weekly data covering 12 September 2021 – 20 July 2025 

 
64 See “China: Security challenges to the UK” (https://lordslibrary.parliament.uk/china-security-challenges-to-the-uk/).  

65 See “China bans word 'Beijing' on social media after rare anti-Xi Jinping protest rattles CCP” from The Express 

(https://www.express.co.uk/news/world/1683277/China-Beijing-Xi-Jinping-protest-bridge-banner-Chinese-Communist-

Party-latest-news-vn).  

66 See “Autumn Budget and Spending Review 2021” (https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/autumn-budget-and-

spending-review-2021-documents/autumn-budget-and-spending-review-2021-html).   

67 See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Tariffs_in_the_second_Trump_administration for details.  
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For China_Rise_US, the largest peak occurred in the week of 6 April 2025. This surge followed 

the U.S. announcement on 2 April 2025 of broad import tariffs targeting nearly all countries. China’s 

unique resistance68, employing a tit-for-tat strategy, led observers—including Ray Dalio, founder of 

Bridgewater Associates—to interpret it as evidence of U.S. decline and China’s rise, signaling a rare 

breakdown in the global economic and political order69. 

For China_Influence_US, the largest peak occurred between 2 February and 23 February 2025. 

During this period, the U.S. abruptly shut down the United States Agency for International 

Development and blocked Treasury disbursements from the National Endowment for Democracy. 

Analysts suggested these moves could expand China’s influence 70 . Additional commentary 

highlighted China’s role in the Panama Canal71. 

 
68 See comments like “China unlikely to blink first as Trump’s trade war enters uncharted new territory” from The Guardian 

(https://www.theguardian.com/world/2025/apr/09/china-unlikely-to-blink-first-as-trumps-trade-war-enters-uncharted-new-

territory).  

69 See “Ray Dalio says tariffs mask deeper U.S. decline, China rise in once-in-a-lifetime global shift” from MSN 

(https://www.msn.com/en-in/money/markets/ray-dalio-says-tariffs-mask-deeper-u-s-decline-china-rise-in-once-in-a-lifetime-

global-shift/ar-AA1Cvm8y).  

70 See “China sees an opportunity as the U.S. cuts aid to groups around the world” from NPR 

(https://www.npr.org/2025/02/18/nx-s1-5300108/aid-cuts-and-china-muscles-in), “US cedes ground to China with ‘self-

inflicted wound’ of USAid shutdown, analysts say” from The Guardian 

(https://www.theguardian.com/world/2025/feb/07/donald-trump-usaid-shutdown-impact-china-relationship-funding), and 

“The USAID shutdown could make China more powerful. Beijing is already pouring billions into countries around the 

world” from Business Insider (https://www.businessinsider.com/usaid-shutdown-china-trump-musk-investment-belt-and-

road-initiative-2025-2).  

71 See “Rubio tells Panama to end China’s influence of canal or face U.S. action” from CNBC 

(https://www.cnbc.com/2025/02/03/rubio-tells-panama-to-end-chinas-influence-of-canal-or-face-us-action.html) and 

“Panama Canal and Trump: How much influence does China really have?” from The Christian Science Monitor 

(https://www.csmonitor.com/USA/Foreign-Policy/2025/0205/panama-canal-trump-china).  
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For China_Threat_US, the largest peak occurred in the week of 3 July 2022. The surge was mainly 

driven by news coverage of joint statements from the FBI and MI5 declaring China as the “biggest 

long-term threat” to the US72.  
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