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explored is the path for advancing regional energy security through energy
cooperation in the absence of political trust. In this paper, we develop a
theoretical framework for regional energy cooperation, which we use to
consider the process that Europe and North America went through in terms
of establishing mechanisms for such cooperation. The framework identifies
three foundational conditions for cooperation: availability of energy
resources, supply and demand, and political trust, and applies these to
analyze the characteristics of energy cooperation in each case. Based on this
analysis, this paper turns next to exploring why progress on energy
cooperation has been so slow in Northeast Asia. It is argued that the energy
channels and infrastructure proposed by the Belt and Road Initiative can
alleviate or even resolve the problem of regional energy supply shortage. In
reality, it is relatively small-scale modes of bilateral cooperation which build
space and time for regional energy cooperation and mutual trust to take root.
Progress incooperation is gradually accumulated, and region-wide
cooperation can become possible. In this way, Northeast Asia can gradually
establish a platform for regional energy cooperation, even in the face of a
lack of political trust.

Key Words: Northeast Asia; Energy Cooperation; Political Mistrust;
Belt and Road Initiative
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An Analysis of the Dynamic Evolution of Post-War Japan’s Foreign

Aid and International Strategy: A Comparison with Euro-
American Perspectives

Zhao Jianzhi and Ouyang Zhe

Abstract: The comparison and evolution of the approach of international

aid have long been critical topics of research in the field of international

political economy. An equally important question is the state strategy

underlying the selection of different policy paths. With the rapid increase in

China’s foreign aid, the question of how to borrow from the lessons and
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experiences of other countries to enhance Chinese aid has become more and
more important. Japan is in particular a very valuable case to study. Japan’s
foreign aid has long attracted the focus of international academic and policy
research circles, not only because of the massive size of the foreign assistance
that Japan has provided over the long term, but also because it aligns closely
with Western states in terms of its ideology and geo-political perspective. At
the same time though, it also has a foreign aid policy that is relatively
independent of and distinct from those of Europe and America Based on a
dataset relevant to international development aid over the past 60 years, and
applying a comparative framework for analysis, we attempt a detailed
statistical study of the dynamic evolution of Japan’s foreign aid since the end
of World War II by considering the logical relationship between it and
Japan’s constantly evolving national interests and national strategy. We find
that there are three distinct phases in the history of Japan’ s foreign
assistance, these being a period of exploratory development from its entry
into the “Colombo Plan” in 1954; a period during which it sought major state
status; and a period during which it shaped its own independent style. The
findings of this study are not only helpful for understanding through
statistical analysis the internal logic behind the dynamic evolutional path
Japan’s post-war development aid has taken and the underlying international
context and domestic developments and national strategy behind it, but also
provides an important foundation for optimizing China’s own foreign aid.

Key Words: Japan’ s Foreign Assistance; Dynamic Evolution; Aid
Strategy; Euro-American Comparative Perspective
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Media Bias in Japan and Its Impact on China-Japan Relations
Wang Jingbin
Abstract: In recent years, several opinion polls show that the
proportion of the population with unfavorable views towards the other is high
in China and Japan, suggesting the continued tensions in the bilateral

relationship. This study focus on the major causes of unfavorable views
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