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Analysis on the New Features of Asia-Pacific Regional Economic

integration and the Strategic Choices for China

Yang Yong

Abstract: The diversity on interest orientation and multilateralising on mechanism are the latest features for

the current Asia-Pacific regional economic integration, which are adjustment and development of the new region-

alism. Based on the analysis of status and new features of the Asia-Pacific regional economic integration, the pa-

per studies the FTA Strategy of China, concludes that the multilateral regionalism is the need of the Asia-Pacific

economic integration, and China should reflect on the past policies and measures to participate in regional eco-

nomic integration, choosing reasonably regional economic integration partners to expand the interest of space as

well as arranging the multilateral pacific regional economic integration system conforming to China’s interests in

the long term.
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