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Introduction

The practical relevance of the study is due to its importance for the development of international relations at the present stage. Currently, the world is undergoing a process of transformation of the system of international politics from unipolar to multipolar. In the new political realities, America's role is declining and its hegemon status is being revised. This process is accompanied by the strengthening of China, India, and other countries of the global South, Russia's return to the political arena, and the trend towards greater independence among the countries of the European Union. It is obvious that in such circumstances, it is the US foreign policy that acquires a key role in the world’s stability. The methods of its implementation, US strategic goals and objectives – those become the crucial point of current international configuration.
In this regard, the 2020 US presidential campaign has become one of the most significant events for the global system of international relations. The attention of all world actors turned out to be focused on the United States, since the configuration of world politics depended on the winner of the election race. 
The presidential campaign was marked by the extremely harsh and often polar rhetoric of Candidate Trump and candidate Biden regarding various domestic and international issues. It is noteworthy that the intensity and direction of the rhetoric did not always correspond to the policy in the end. In this regard, it is extremely important to understand the correlation between the statements of the candidates and the practical actions of the presidents. 
The foreign policy views of Democrats and Republicans in the United States have traditionally differed in the era of relative stability. Now, when the world is entering a state of political turbulence, this split in the political elites of the United States has become more noticeable than ever before.
Considering the above, understanding the agenda of the main forces of America becomes a necessary factor in building its own strategy for each state in the world. Abrupt changes in US foreign policy guidelines in recent years show that something more than a simple discrepancy in business methods has matured in the American elites. The very position of the United States in the system of international relations is perceived by the parties in completely different ways, and the entire vector of US foreign relations differs accordingly.
This phenomenon requires serious comprehensive analysis, since the solution of urgent problems of international politics requires actors to have at least minimal stability and predictability in conducting their own policies.
The practical novelty of the study lies in the fact that a comprehensive study was conducted explaining the specific positions of the two US presidents on international policy issues. The study covers the dominant narratives in US foreign policy, the partisan perception of US political strategy, the system of global alliances, the perception of threats and rivals, and preferred methods of response.
The purpose of this study is to outline the strategic framework of the policy pursued by American presidents, to clearly distinguish the foreign policy strategies of Republicans and Democrats, to analyze the rhetoric of candidates Trump and candidate Biden in the 2020 presidential campaign, and also to identify how the decisions made by President Trump influenced the political reality of President Biden in 2021.
The objectives of this study are as follows: 
1) to analyze the rhetoric expressed by the candidates in the 2020 presidential campaign, to identify both common positions and criticism of the candidates to each other regarding the foreign policy vector;
2) to analyze the foreign policy pursued by President Trump, based primarily on the analysis of the US Security Strategy of 2017, and also to identify the compliance of the policy of the president with the rhetoric of the candidate; 
3) to analyze the foreign policy vector of President Biden, based on both his election promises and the policy pursued during the first year of the presidency; 
4) to demonstrate the impact of the decisions already taken by the previous president on the strategic framework of the actions of the current US president, to understand whether this is banal political inertia or the emergence of a bipartisan consensus.
The object of this study is the current state of US foreign policy on the example of 2020 election candidates’ rhetoric, and subsequently - President Trump’s and President Biden’s political actions. 
The subject of this study is the manifestation of the candidates' foreign policy views in the form of both their political rhetoric and their policy towards international actors.
The period studied in this study is the last decade of the 2010s, in particular years 2019-2020, when the presidential campaign unfolded, then 2016-2020, when Donald Trump was in power, and we witnessed a sharp shift in US foreign relations in all major areas, as well as 2021, as the first year of President Biden's reign, marked by an attempt to return the US to its former role as a world leader.
This study is empirical in nature and has the form of comparative analysis. I chose the comparative method as the main research method, but also used a number of auxiliary methods. From qualitative methods, I will use the historical method, which allows us to study events in dynamics and identify connections between different stages of relations between states. In addition, I will use such qualitative methods as the method of document research, media research, Internet research.
As for qualitative data analysis, I will use discourse analysis, since my goal is to understand why actors resort to a certain discourse and how this discourse reflects the policy pursued by actors.
I will also use the analysis and synthesis method. This method involves the study of international relations both in its constituent elements (analysis) and in general (synthesis). The combination of analysis and synthesis provides a systematic approach to a complex object of research. Studying the components of the foreign policy strategy of US presidents helps to reveal their nature, distinguish essential aspects from secondary ones and give a simple explanation of complex things. By analyzing the difference in foreign policy approaches, various stages and trends of development can be identified.
The scientific novelty of this study is determined by a relatively small number of studies that comprehensively analyze the nature and essence of the differences in foreign policy approaches of divided American elites. The vision of the United States' place in the world, the strategy of building relations with China and Russia, the implementation of energy policy and relations with allies are all factors that radically change the configuration of the global system of international relations. An attempt has also been made to assess the compliance of the policies pursued by President Trump and President Biden with the traditional theories of neorealism and neoliberalism. In this study, the concept of political inertia was applied for the first time to the analysis of international relations.
This work consists of an introduction, four chapters, conclusions and a bibliography. Such a number of chapters is determined by the tasks set in the study, since each of them gives an answer to a specific purpose of the study.
The first chapter outlines the theoretical foundations of the study.
The second chapter highlights the rhetoric and events of the 2020 presidential campaign. It examines US foreign policy in terms of the promises and statements of presidential candidates Trump and Biden. A comparison of positions on key issues of foreign policy is carried out, attention is paid to mutual criticism of the opposing sides.
The third chapter is devoted to the analysis of the foreign policy pursued by the administration of President Donald Trump. The analysis of the US national security strategy for 2017, actions and rhetoric in relations with the countries of the European Union, China, Russia; Also reveals President Trump's approach to solving the problems of the Middle East region, the policy pursued in the energy sector, policy towards Ukraine.
The fourth chapter contains a detailed analysis of the foreign policy vector of President Joseph Biden. The analysis of the Interim Security Guidance of the United States, actions and rhetoric in relations with the countries of the European Union, China, Russia is carried out; The efforts of the United States to regain the role of the leader of the democratic world, changes in energy security policy, attitude to interventionism on the example of Afghanistan, the resumption of active policy in the Ukrainian direction are considered. It is also devoted to a comparative analysis of the policies of President Trump and President Biden. Two approaches are reviewed from the standpoint of classical theories of international relations - neoliberalism and neorealism.



























CONCLUSIONS

Summing up all of the above, it can be stated that during the 2020 elections in the United States, the difference in the perception of the foreign policy vector by the two candidates was clearly manifested. At the same time, the most significant elements of foreign policy were such issues as: Russian-American relations and the issue of election interference, Sino-American relations and the trade war factor in deterring China, European-American relations in the context of the position of the United States as the first among equal democratic allies or a sovereign influential state, US policy in the Middle East in relation to Iran and Israel, as well as the general formulation of the question of the mechanism of US influence and the strategic configuration of the region.
The rhetoric of Candidate Trump and candidate Biden in the 2020 elections was generally consistent with the policies of President Trump and President Biden. It is worth noting some convergence of Biden's final policy towards China to Trump's similar policy.
The differences in approaches and perceptions of the role of the United States in the world turned out to be extremely significant, which manifested itself in various national defense strategies. If President Trump's strategy can be characterized by such terms as: "sovereignty", "hard power", "isolationism", "protectionism", and also to see a clear priority of American national interests, then President Biden's strategy, on the contrary, is characterized by the terms "soft power", "restoration of allied relations", "globalism", "global political alliances", "diplomacy". President Biden's strategy clearly shows his direction towards creating a unified democratic alliance of countries to support and promote liberal democratic values around the world.
During his presidency, Donald Trump has managed to prove his ability to cope with external threats of various nature and scale, as well as his ability to articulate them clearly, regardless of the neoliberal position of his predecessors on relevant issues. Despite the fact that in 2018 he was called an alarmist when he began to pursue an anti-Chinese trade policy, it is now recognized that the threat of China is constant, increasing and much greater than previously thought.
At the same time, it should be noted the difference in approaches in containing China. If Trump's emphasis on countering the influence of the PRC focused on the confrontation between the United States and China as states, with the use of appropriate economic and political mechanisms, such as sanctions and tariffs, then Biden's policy is primarily aimed at forming a strategic global alliance and increased diplomatic pressure on China. At the same time, President Biden made it clear that on the issue of the Trade War, his administration is ready to make some concessions regarding Trump's policy.
With regard to Russia, it is worth noting the trend of deterioration of relations in all spheres during the presidency of both candidates. Thus, President Trump has not implemented a "reset" or "easing" of relations between the United States and Russia. Even if Trump's initial approach, reflected in his national security strategy, gave reasons for some kind of cooperation with Russia as a sovereign state, internal pressure led to a tightening of Trump's rhetoric against the Russian Federation. During his reign, many sanctions were imposed, even if the president did not always support them. 
Joe Biden, in turn, was more consistent in criticizing Russia throughout the election campaign, and continued the anti-Russian line during his presidency. At the same time, it is worth noting that the points of conflict between Russia and the United States under Trump and Biden differed somewhat. In the confrontation with Russia, Trump focused on energy policy, as well as individual sanctions for election interference. President Biden has imposed sanctions for cyber attacks, and also emphasizes the undemocratic nature of the Russian regime. Nevertheless, in the issue of energy and projects such as Nord Stream-2, there is a prospect of restoring relations.
The difference in the political vector of the two presidents in the issue of building relations with the European Union as a bloc and with its members as individual states is clearly noticeable. President Trump has significantly worsened the mutual relations between the US and the EU, and also triggered a crisis of trust between the traditional allies. Trump's focus on building relations with individual states has led to a crisis in the perception of such traditional blocs-conductors of liberal values as NATO and the EU. Trump's policy towards some projects of European countries, in particular Nord Stream 2, has led to a deterioration in bilateral relations with the countries of the transatlantic bloc.
At the same time, let Joe Biden declare the "return of America" and the restoration of relations with allies – it is impossible not to note the obstacle in the form of Trump's previous policy on this track. Ultimately, under President Biden, the role of traditional global security blocs such as NATO has grown again, and some concessions have been made to individual EU states, for example, an agreement with Germany on the Nord Stream-2 issue.
When assessing US policy in the Middle East during the two presidents, it is extremely important to monitor the discourse and evolution of party policy in these two directions. And the determining factor in the changes in US policy was the ability of both US presidents to change the traditional approach of relations with the countries of the region. Let the candidates have opposite views on private issues, such as support for Israel and the fight against Iran, the common place of the new US policy in the region is the weakening of the US role as a stabilizer, and the reduction of the American military contingent deployed in the region.
On the issue of energy policy and the climate change agenda, the candidates' policies are extremely different. Let the roots of this come from domestic American politics, the economic vector of the United States largely determines the configuration of the global energy market. Trump's policy of expanding the hydrocarbon industry has brought the United States to the first place in hydrocarbon production, and has reduced the influence of traditional players such as the Russian Federation and Saudi Arabia. Biden's policy of reducing carbon dioxide emissions into the atmosphere is associated with a reduction in his own oil production, which led to certain energy crises and an increase in hydrocarbon prices.
Despite the unprecedented division of the American nation, we see growing bipartisan consolidation against China and Russia. However, there is a significant difference in the strategy of this confrontation.
The choice in the presidential election was between further isolationism and the revival of American globalism. If Donald Trump's policy can be described as following the traditional neorealist attitudes about the role of sovereign states and state power, then Joe Biden's more moderate views are based on preserving the traditional liberal order and global alliances of the United States. 
Nevertheless, with the general difference in approaches, it is impossible not to deny how the foreign policy vector set by President Trump influenced President Biden's strategic limitations. The damage to US relations with the countries of the European Union made it impossible to return sharply to the previous configuration of US leadership. Trump's sharp anti-Chinese vector actually forced the Biden administration to continue, or even strengthen, the policy of containing China. Another common point was the departure of the United States from the role of the main stabilizer of relations in the Middle East region. Thus, Joseph Biden's policy has become not the antithesis of Trump, but a kind of synthesis of the Republicans' political inertia and the Democrats' global ambitions.
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