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Bilateralism and Multilateralism: the evolvement of ASEAN: EU Interregional Reationship

XIAO Bin
( Center for Southeast Asian Studies, Xiamen Universiy, Xiamen 361005, Fujian)

Abstract: As the perhaps most advanced interregional relationship, over thirty yeas of ASEAN EU cooperation provide a rich
empirical base for evaluating the achievements of these ties. For this purpose an analytical ASEAN KU Interreg bnal relation will be
developed in the next section. Viewed from different theoretical angles and the evolvement of ASEAN-EU relation, we can draw a
conclusion that the coexistence of bilateralism and multilateralism will be the potential cooperation model in the future.
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Strategic Relations among China, Japan and ASEAN

YU Chang sen
(School of Asia Pacific Studies, Sun Yatsen University, Guangzhou 510275, Guangdong)

Abstract: In the cumrent sructure of East Asian international relations, China, Japan and ASEAN (the Association of
Southeast Asian Nations) constitute the three pillars of power. Interactions among these powers have not only underlain the basic
patterns of the East Asian intemational structure, but also to a certain extent determined the regional future. This article will uilize
the analysis method of the “ strategic triangle” of international politics to discuss the interrelations among China, Japan and
ASEAN, and on this basis it will explore the current characteristics of the three pillars. And then, it will explain the factors which
affect the policy choices of indwidual actors.

Key words: China, Japan, ASEAN, strategic triangle



