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GDP | |« U ; ‘ (
GDP | (¢ 9 ;

gy | OO NESORRD (%) NESORRES

APEC 0.10 | 0.16 | 57713 | 2.16 | 2.20 | 0.40 | 0.38 |130001| 2.45 | 2.49

0.07 | 0.15 | 1820 | 1.60 | 1.76 | 0.42 | 0.43 | 5094 | 0.91 | 2.06

0.04 | 0.00 31 0.13 | 0.14 | 0.11 | 0.06 952 0.19 | 0.20

—0.00|—0.14| —314 | —0.53|—0.52|—0.01|—0.11| —248 | —0.45|—0.43
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0.03 |—0.22| —653 | 0.34 | 0.37 | 0.36 | 0.02 62 0.64 | 0.67

0.09 | 0.21 878 1.64 | 1.97 | 0.74 | 0.68 | 2850 | 2.11 | 2.46

0.03 | 0.03 | 4642 | 2.49 | 1.70 | 0.11 | 0.09 | 12002 | 2.61 1. 80

0.46 | 0.74 999 3.36 | 2.94 | 1.62 | 1.45 1970 | 4.14 | 3.68

EU27 |—0.01|—0.06{—8609|—0.53|—0.53|—0.01|—0.06|—8780|—0.51|—0.49

—0.02| —0.10|—12108 —0.69| —0.70| —0.03| —0.09|—10896] —0. 63| —0.61

: L J Park, Innwon and Soonchan Park. 2016. *“Economic Effects of an
FTAAP. CGE Model Analysis.” Unpublished paper present to APEC CTI for 2016 APEC

Ministerial Meeting.
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ROK'’s Strategy of Promoting FTAs in Asia — Pacific in the Context of De—
Globalization;: Based on the Comparison between Rules of RCEP and CPTPP

LI Tianguo

Abstract; FTAAP is an important initiative put forward by APEC in or-
der to economic integration in the Asia— Pacific region. The liberaliza-
tion of trade and investment in the region has important significance par-
ticularly in the context of the rise of de—globalization and trade protec-
tionism. As a beneficiary of economic globalization and regional economr
ic integration, ROK attempts to coordinate different positions among de-
veloped and developing countries in the Asia Pacific region and put for-
ward proposals to promote the realization of the Bogor Goals and the
process of the FTAAP negotiation. ROK also explores new ways of pro-
moting the integration of trade and investment in the Asia Pacific region
as well as reforming the multilateral mechanism, in order to paving the
foundation for economic integration in the Asia— Pacific region.
Keywords: ROK; FTAs in the Asia — Pacific; FTAAP; RCEP;
CPTPP; APEC

Japan’s Perception and Response to the Unprecedented Changes in the Re-
cent Century

CAI Liang

Abstract; The concept of “unprecedented changes in the recent century”
suggests that for the first time in modern times the world power has be-
gun to transfer to the non—western countries. For Japan, which claims
to be one of Western countries, it implies that the existing international
order is faced with emerging challenges. Japan’s focus of national inter-

ests drive it to stabilize the existing international order and play a leading
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