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Core issues, Strategic Choice and Risk Analysis of U. S.-DPRK Game of
Nuclear Power Abandonment after the Hanoi Summit

LIANG Lichang

Abstract: After the breakdown of the Hanoi summit, the game between
the United States and the DPRK over the North Korean nuclear issue
continues. In response to the demand for a complete denuclearization
from U. S., the DPRK insists on a phase-based approach and demands
that the U. S. lift some of the sanctions. In the strategy of nuclear pow-
er abandonment, both sides attempt to maximize their relative gains, re-
sulting in the impasse in the negotiations. The key to making progress in
the negotiation is that both sides should give up the confrontational
stance and attempt to seek the relative balance of interests. In the
process of game, with the changes of the international situation and poli-
cies of the U. S. and the DPRK, there are differences in the objectives
and expectations of the interests of both sides and the negotiation will be
accompanied by risks relating to geopolitical situation, policy change and
game outcome. Therefore, in the process of denuclearization of the Ko-
rean Peninsula, the involvement and supervision of the international
community is important to prevent the military conflict between the U.
S. and the DPRK and to maintain the stability of the Korean Peninsula.
Keywords: North Korean nuclear issue; U. S. -DPRK relations; the Ha-

noi Summit; game strategy; risk analysis

An Analysis of Japan-India Relations under Abe’s Second Administration

PANG Zhongpeng

Abstract; Under Abe’s second administration since the end of 2012, Ja-
pan has actively carried out diplomacy towards India and Japan-India re-

146
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lations have been rapidly improved. The major aspects of Japan’s diplo-
macy with India include the summit diplomacy, security and maritime
cooperation, economic and energy cooperation, coordination on regional
and international issues as well as the reform of the UN Security Coun-
cil. The improvement of Japan-India relations is mainly linked with Indi-
a’s economic growth in recent years, India’s own geographical advanta-
ges and the insistent pursuit of become a great power of both Japan and
India. In spite of the strengthening ties between Japan and India, there
are also some hidden controversies and problem in Japan-India relations.
The development of Japan-India relations in the recent years can provide
some reference and policy implication for the development of China India
relations.

Keywords: Japan-India relations; summit diplomacy; security; nuclear

energy cooperation; reform of UN Security Council

Japan’s Policy Adjustment and Trend towards the South China Sea Policy
after” the South China Sea Arbitration”
BAI Ruchun

Abstract: " The South China Sea arbitration’ instigated by the Aquino
regime of the Philippines with the support from U. S. ended in failure.
With the change of the Philippine regime, the tension between China and
the Philippines tends to relax. However, some countries led by U. S. in-
side and outside the region continue to provoke some tension in the
South China Sea. Japan’s adjustment of policy towards the South China
Sea is linked with changes of China-Philippine relations and China-U. S.
relations, which has the inherent pursuit of its national interests and are
also bent to temptation from some western countries, Philippines and

other countries involving in the South China Sea dispute. The growing
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