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An Analysis of China’ s Economic Benefits in Different
Economic Cooperation Mode with East Asia

HU Zaiyong'
(1. China Foreign Affairs University ~Beijing 100037 China)

Abstract: This paper is making analyzes of China’ s economic benefits in different economic cooperation mode
with East Asia such as ASEAN plus one ASEAN plus three and ASEAN plus six. The results show that as
far as direct trade and investment benefits indirect macro — economic benefits and other benefits are concerned
China’ s economic benefits derived from Japan and Korea is the biggest the second is from ASEAN and both
the benefits from Japan Korea and ASEAN are far bigger than the benefits from India Australia and New Zeal-
and. Furthermore as far as national economic security is concerned India Australia and New Zealand are cru—
cial to china’ s importing of iron ore and Japan Korea and ASEAN are crucial to china’ s importing of finished
oil products. By a comparative study of the economic benefits increase and the costs increase from ASEAN plus
one to ASEAN plus three and further to ASEAN plus six this paper concludes that ASEAN plus three is the
best economic cooperation mode for china.

Key words: China; East Asia; economic cooperation mode; economic benefits



