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The Polar Silk Road and New Exploration of Sino— Russia Cooperation in
the Global Governance

GUAN Xueling YANG Bo LIU Manyu

Abstract: In November 2017, China and Russia officially announced the
concept of joint cooperation in building the “Polar Silk Road”. In Janu-
ary 2018, Chinese government released the white paper of China’s Arctic
Policy, and the concept of Polar Silk Road has become widely focused by
all countries in the world. The building of the Polar Silk Road is based
on the current changes of natural environment in the Arctic and provides
new perspectives of its development. The article, analyzing the histori-
cal background and current situation relating to the building of the Polar
Silk Road, attempts to explore the key points for China and Russia of
participating in the global economic governance in jointly building the
Polar Silk Road. It also provides some policy recommendations of build-
ing the Polar Silk Road and promoting its role in the global economic
governance.

Keywords: Polar Silk Road; Global Economic Governance; Arctic Ship-

ping Routes

China—U. S. Economic Ties: Cooperation, Frictions and Issues

XU Mei

Abstract: the economic and trade ties between China and the United
States have been getting closer since China joined the WTO, meanwhile,
bilateral economic and trade frictions have also increased gradually. In
2018, trade frictions between China and U. S. has escalated, which has
not only imposed pressure on the economic development of both China

and U. S., but also brought new uncertainty to the growth of global e-
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conomy. According to some media reports,the current trade negotiation
between China and U. S. is getting closer to reach an agreement. How-
ever, containing China’s rise has become a major strategic focus of U. S,
even if the China— U. S. trade dispute is calmed down this time. With
the growth of China’s national strength, issues of China—U. S. economr
ic ties will continue to emerge in the future such as trade balance, RMB
exchange rate, the " market economy status", high technologies and
structural reforms.

Keywords: Economic Ties; China—U. S. Trade; Trade Friction; Trade

Imbalance; Structural Reforms

The Strategic Motivation, Influence and Prospect of Japan in leading
the CPTPP
CHANG Sichun

Abstract: In 2018, Japan’s regional economic cooperation strategy has
made major breakthroughs in such three directions as the Asia— pacific,
the European Union and East Asia at the same time. In particular, with-
out the participation of the United States, Japan has played a leading
role in promoting the successful signing of the CPTPP agreement, which
is characterized with comprehensiveness, wide coverage and high stand-
ard in its content and can immediately take into effect and accelerate the
reduction of tariff among its member states. The main strategic motiva-
tion for Japan to lead the CPTPP is to seize the strategic opportunity of
regional cooperation and dominate the formulation of global economic
and trade rules in the new century. To deal with the" Trump Shock"
and take a favorable position in the U. S. —Japan trade negotiation; Ja-
pan actively promote the “Abenomics” and expand its market in Asia—
pacific region. As a high—quality and high— standard regional economic
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