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Abstracts

The Trade Dispute as an Emerging Peril in Japan—-ROK Relations
Li Tingting

Abstract: The Japan—ROK trade dispute began as Japan unilaterally enhanced its export control against South Ko—
rea. The proximate cause for Japan’ s move is triggered off by the South Korea Supreme Court’ s decision on colonial
—era forced labor claims whereas the fundamental cause has to do with the two sides’ conflicting pursuits to re—
shape mutual relations and their respective regional strategies amid the ongoing reconfiguration of regional order in
Northeast Asia. Meanwhile Japan’s choice to put pressure on South Korea via export control as opposed to other
policy options reflects a comprehensive consideration of policy effectiveness risk and strategic implications. The
two sides took opposite positions regarding the fundamental principle of whether to connect or separate trade dispute
and historical issues and their policy debates did not help ease the situation except for stirring up more contradic—
tions. Nonetheless the South Korean government made vigorous efforts to appeal for international support and devel—
op domestic solutions which could to some extent help relieve the negative effects. It will be hard for the two gov—
ernments to achieve a quick resolution to the trade dispute but greater United States involvement might become a
key accelerator to facilitate reconciliation.

Keywords: Japan—ROK relations trade dispute export control forced labor

The Deteriorating Japan—Korea Relations
Liu Rongrong and Wang Shan

Abstract: Japan—ROK relations are deteriorating in recent years because of the escalating trade war. The disputes
between Japan and South Korea are long lasting and extensive. The frictions are the result of various factors inclu—
ding new and historical issues such as Japan—ROK diplomatic layout adjustment nationalist sentiment emergence
US adjustment of Asia—Pacific alliance policy regional structural competition. As the structural contradictions be—
tween Japan and South Korea are difficult to eliminate the possibility of a long—term tension between Japan and
South Korea increases and it will have a new impact on the regional order that is being adjusted.

Keywords: Japan—ROK relations trade frictions Comfort women forced labor historical issues

WTO Reform and Sino-US Co-opetition From the Prospective of Game Theory

Yang Hao

Abstract: WTO reform is a significant topic in the global governance mechanism reform. The WTO reform proposals
by the relevant countries involve dispute settlement mechanism trade policy supervision and the identity of develo—
ping country. It reflects the contradiction between the developed countries and the emerging countries. Using game
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