(
[
[
) 2018

4

[43

1~20

1

”

(

)«



2018 4

( institution)

“« ” (D

o 2012

o Zhao Suisheng “A New
Model of Big Power Relations? China-US Strategic Rivalry and Balance of Power in the Asia—
Pacific " Journal of Contemporary China Vol.24 No.93 2015 pp.381-382,

e D e



13 ”»

2017 (

(43 »

13 ”

14

@ The White House National Security Strategy of the United States of America December 2017
pp-2 45 -46.

® David C. Gompert et al. War with China: Thinking through the Unthinkable ( Santa Monica:
Rand Corporation 2016) .

e 3 e



2018 4

”»

[43 ”»
(13 ”»
( Hans J. Morgenthau)
@

©) K : y «

) 2017 11
® . . 4

) 1990 221



2010 5 25

® . K ) 2000
384 ~387
® Reuters “Two Universities Cut Ties with Confucius Institutes ” University World News October

3 2014 https: //www. universityworldnews. com/post. php? story =20141002215020246.
. 5 .



2018 4

Al o ®
@
“«
”
o . ( John Ikenberry)
o 1815 1919 .1945
NE)
RO
20 o
20
® 4 . . : p) 2005
101 ~102
o) . A« : »
2001 130
® . L s )
2008 15.37 &
@ Barbara Koremenos et al. ~ “The Rational Design of International Institutions ” International

Organization Vol.55 No.4 Autumn 2001 p. 761.
. 6 .



)

(13 ”»
(13
”@
@ : : h) 2017
105 .
0) 4 : Yy 13 .

® Barbara Koremenos et al.  “The Rational Design of International Institutions ” p. 768.

o7 e



2018 4

)

(issue or area properties)

( payoff structure)

©)
o
0
o
N o
Y
o
o
o
o
“
o
@ Barbara Koremenos et al.  “The Rational Design of International Institutions”; K
Do
® Manfred Efinger et al. “Integrating and Contextualizing Hypotheses: Alternative Paths to Better

Explanations of Regime Formation

Relations ( Oxford: Clarendon Press

e 8 o

" in Volker Rittherger ed. Regime Theory and International

1993)  pp. 264-265.



U ) ( Comprehensive Progressive

Trans—Pacific Partnership CPTTP) o
( Vi
( policy space) o
( Robert O. Keohane) “
O”@

®  ( : y o9 .
0) Y : ) 96 ~97



2018 4

1997 ( Do
RO
13
~N o@
@® . \R. . . -/ :
N >> << >>2017 2 14~15 &

® Christer Jonsson “Cognitive Factors in Explaining Regime Dynamics ” in Volker Rittberger

ed.  Regime Theory and International Relations ( Oxford: Clarendon Press 1993) p. 204.
. 10 .



)

@
o
0
o
o o
o
[13
o
(13 2”
o
[13 2”
o
o
(13 2”
(13 ”»
[13 ” (c
.©
S ) 9%
. ( Danny Russel)
“ ” [43 ”

° Jeffrey A. Bader
U.S. and Chinas Nine-Dash Line: Ending the Ambiguity ” Brookings

“The
February 6 2014

https: //www. brookings. edu/opinions/the — u — s — and — chinas — nine — dash — line — ending —

the — ambiguity/ .

o J] o



2018 4

@
o (3) o
- (4) o
( /
)@ ( « ")
143 ”» 113 ” @
. (5) .
)
(1) o
13 » R (2) o
@® 2014 11 12
( ) (
) . 2015 9 24

« ”

® Mark J. Valencia “The US-China MOU on Air and Maritime Encounters ~ The Diplomat
November 17 2014 http: //thediplomat. com/2014 /11 /the — us — china — mou — on — air — and —
maritime — encounters/.
® oK “ 7o«
) 2016 4 23

o ]2 o



“«

. o (4) o
. (5) .
QD)
(1) o
- (2) o
(
» @
- (3) o
o (4) o
o - ( y 2014 4 24

http: //world. huanqiu. com/exclusive/2014 —04/4979274. html.
. ]3 .



2018

4

o J4 o

€

20

»

90



1
( ) )
-@ 2005 ©-19
p) “
® S )« ) 2005 11
4 ; > « (
) ) 2006 1 : ( Yy <
» 2007 3, K« ) « ) 2008

e ]5 o



2018

4

@

S
0160

‘“ ”

@®

2018

113 ”

“ ” » « ) 2013

«



® S
@ 2007 10

. 2018

13

180

”» [13 »

> « ) 2008 0 .
( p)

7. 2018 4 27
( N

o J7 o



2018 4

o

@ David S. Cloud “Trump’s Eagerness for a Deal with North Korea Leaves Future of U. S. Troops
in South Korea Uncertain ” Los Angeles Time May 4 2018 http: //www. latimes. com/nation/
la — na — pol — trump — korea —20180504 — story. html#.

e |8 o



e ]O o



2018 4

@ S p) 2018 60 ~75
. 20 .



Contemporary American Review

Contemporary American Review
Vol.2 No.4 2018

Abstracts

Managing the Strategic Competition between China and the United
States: An Institutional Approach
LI Kaisheng

Abstract Institutionalism could serve as a rational approach for China
and the United States to escape Thucydidess Trap by creating a set of
inclusive regional political and security arrangement to accommodate
difference and disputes. In international politics institutions are usually
constructed to address specific problems issues. Whether or not the
institutions could be constructed is determined by five key factors namely
relevance of the issue to be dealt with compatibility of the interests
involved interdependency of the issues concerned the key developments
and consensus on possible institutions. In East Asia North Korea nuclear
issue is the right case to test this approach. Almost all countries
concerned especially China and the United States are very much
frustrated by the development in the Korean Peninsula in the past two
decades even though many believe stability denuclearization and
diplomatic solution are the shared interests. Now there exists a rare
historical opportunity in the Korean Peninsula to construct the institution to
address this challenge and accommodate conflicting interests. Both China
and the United States should try to manage their differences and disputes
considering the other side as partner for the shared goal of denuclearization
taking the other side’s legitimate concerns into consideration and managing
to make concessions for a long lasting regional security arrangement. If a
new security institution could be put into place successfully in the Korean
Peninsula then it will be possible for China and the United States to
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manage their competition in other region and areas as well.

Keywords Sino-U. S. Relationship; Strategic Competition; North Korea
Nuclear Issue; Institutionalism
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The Japan Factor in Sino-U. S. Relationship: A Preliminary Analysis
DUAN Tingzhi

Abstract  Taiwan issue the territory disputes of Diaoyu Island the
possibility of Japan going nuclear are the three major political and security
issues involving Japan and affecting Sino-U. S. relations. American policy
toward Japan and the evolution of Sino-U. S. relationship in the Cold War
era directly and indirectly shaped the development of the three issues.
China and the United States once tried to reach some consensus on how to
manage the three issues and laid down a conciliative basis in the past.
However with the end of Cold War the rising of China the normalization
of Japan and the rising strategic competition between China and the United
States the basis afore mentioned is weakened and fading away. Japan is
expanding its footprint and role in West Asia Pacific security issues and
occasionally gets involved in the sensitive Taiwan issue. The United States
may get involved in the dispute over Diaoyu Island between China and
Japan. Some Japanese politicians are more inclined to discuss the
possibility of Japan going nuclear in recent years. Under this context how
to manage the three major political and security issues involving Japan will
be very challenging for this region in general for China and the United
States in particular. If these challenges are not well managed consequently
it will pose direct threat to the general state of Sino-U. S. relations. China
and the United States should learn from the past remain vigilant and
creative so that the new consensus could be developed new framework
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