. 2014

v RJAME KaR
[ 1 PEAETHR AT ZAA P kB, KA SRR AL

Fropdpat ST RS, BRI HEME BT RRREG LR T
B LE MR PAR K AR LB, BN IR T L TR B2 & A &
MR R B PARIT SN A RT3 K A2 R K G 3 mibes A ER, R 5
sE M) AL AL AL, LA Bk R B AR T Lo AR PR L R S AR AT AL
B ABARAK-F AR, E I tbécﬂ;t%“é’az‘#ﬂ‘%%iﬂ’%%lm’%lFfﬁ%é’w‘é%o

( 1 PHEITINR SN RHmE THEH 250K

[ ] ,~i/5:»"é‘,1966#i,é;%%—“fﬁfd:,%i&,’rﬁ}&:i%ﬁ,:VTk%%%iﬂ
l G HER TS B AL, T AM, 1984 £ A I TRFEARX LA FEMENRT

AR L1990 A T T RFEARARFEMEMAAL A (Ffa 110031)

o 21
2008 N

TPP.TTIP N
20



2014 5 . .

o 2000
OECD - WTO 2013 o
0 - 1995
1995 ~2012
9.7%  9.02% 2.53% -
1.83% OECD 2.08%
( OECD) ( WTO) ( IMD)
2010 18 2014 23
1995 25.7 44 2009 49 41
46. 1 51. 8, o,
2009 19.3 o
1.4,
2000
1978 ° OECD -
N 2013 WTO
N ( 1) 5
1
N 2000 o
20
o 2000 o 2005 7.17%
6.10% 2008 8.95% 8.05% »
©) 4 2014 ).



. . 2014 5
1
(%) (%)
1995 2000 2005 2008 2009 1995 2000 2005 2008 2009
2.47 3.82 7.17 8.95 9.36 2.72 4.02 6.10 8.05 8.31
1.98 1.59 2.34 2.96 2.42 2.21 1.81 2.87 3.70 2.97
13.51 14.64 10.72 10.04 10. 63 15.45 17.29 12.75 11.57 12.43
27 16.77 15.15 15.70 15.67 16.24 18.95 17.16 18.18 17.96 18.49
8.20 7.11 5.65 4.86 4.51 9.53 8.30 6.52 5.29 5.06
5.48 5.45 4.84 4.12 4.08 5.42 5.76 5.16 4.51 4.45
9.46 7.76 8.67 8.54 8.45 9.60 7.60 8.63 8.32 8.17
2000 o
2001 FDI 2.5% 12%
N N 27 . 2 7
9 N
70% 20% -
° 1991
o 1995 530
20% ~ 1.8% . 14% 1.39 .
2012 45% 10.9% 3. 69% 2000
49% 53.8% 2012 71.4%
20



2014

5

[3

100

“

90%

67

o

o 1

1995 88.13%

.37% o

OECD—WTO 56

54 2009
2008 .

o

1 PEMETHEAEMEEHOSSFHEE(%)

+

2008

)

1995
8.31%

B+ E
ORZ
A
WEYE

s

2.72% 2.21%
2.97%©

> http: //www. wto. org/

1995

2009

”

2009



2014

5

50% .
70% . .
20% 10% . ()
1995 15.3%
2009 28. 6% . ( RER)
N N N 2
2000
o . RER  37.44%
80.57% .
40% o ~
1995
20.6% 2009 12. 7% . RER
1995 6.5% 2009
4.2% o FDI  FDI
2000 56.06% 2005 70.37%
2012 43.7% ,
2 (%)
1995 2000 2005 2008 2009 1995 2000 2005 2008 2009
15.54 25.35 45.38 47.1 44.11 13.06 21.65 13.95 11.97 11.14
19.87 20.99 37.48 39.36 | 31.91 55.87 72.19 63.46 61.2 56.06
N 12.57 16.63 34.69 35.66 | 32.1 8.83 15.52 9.45 9.09 8.71
N 37.44 48.31 79.29 81.89 | 80.57 25.27 35.78 23.43 22.57 18.85
N N 18.04 19.92 49,89 52.6 49.21 26.26 42.03 31 25.56 22.02
20.94 26.8 52.3 54.28 | 49.07 31.81 49.57 36. 84 31.99 31.4
19.73 24.14 55.5 59.13 | 52.29 50.05 68.5 48. 83 40.72 37.47
16. 86 18.51 50.27 52.29 | 48.77 35.22 57.03 40.74 33.99 32.06
20. 83 32.78 73.5 77.42 | 72.73 29.78 48.5 29.55 25.43 25.58
15.57 14. 88 39.23 41.59 | 37.9 29.45 43.36 29.19 24.98 24.04
19.55 37.19 50.3 53.96 | 49.12 26.73 46.38 32.22 27.09 24.22




2014 5

RER

RER

RER
1995
1995 2000
2000
2009 1995
. 2008

42

()
2 2003
25%
. 2012
20% 33%
13%

6%

9%



. . 2014 5

20 €020 »
o “ 7, 2002
0 24. 8% 2008 54% o
: ()
2
(%)
35.00,
30.00
25.00} ’
20.00} // .
15.00 .
10.00
500} .

o g
2012 2011 2010 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005 2004 2003

== [E A Tl AR 57 H i e A Tl Al A

——FNE TAL A B 77 LU —e— RO Tl Al A e

( ) N N
()
1/10.
. ( RCA)
1990 1998 8 E./y,
o RCA = 4
100 . 21 E,/Y, E;, E



2014 5 .
j Y YW i
@, RCA >1 RCA o
3 (RCA)

0.8 353 4.0 951 0.1793 0.6 731 0.9182 | 0.5863 0.9328 0.2 173 | 3.4977

1995
0.4 254 0.279 1.3 162 1.4 445 3.6 683 1.0 127 0.1682 |0.436 0.1202
2000 0.772 3.689 0.432 0.8 355 0.9737 | 0.3127 1.1644 | 0.189 1.7 508
0.5 255 0.2 221 1.4754 | 1.584 4.0795 1.1 343 0.1772 | 0.3788 0.1975
2005 0.4 103 2.9223 0.4298 | 0.5745 0.9 503 0.939 1.5052 | 0.316 | 2.2577
0.257 0.0 904 1.2 616 1.8 748 3.4 709 0.8528 | 0.1372 | 0.2431 0.1038
2008 0.3 986 2.9 876 0.4 756 0.5 329 0.8 317 0.8 398 1.6 787 |0.3434| 2.0 096
0.2567 | 0.0572 1.2 134 | 2.0733 2.8696 | 0.7619 | 0.1453 ]0.2239| 0.0915
2000 0.3 445 2.9 657 0.4 726 0.4 874 0.8 386 0.7 762 1.7693 [0.3392| 1.7 631
0.4 009 0.05 1.3 776 1.9 944 2.9 029 0.9 057 0.1821 |0.2091| 0.0 803

RCA o
3 ~ (
1
1995 o
RCA 1
10
2008
2010

)



2014 5

- 2009
12%
16%

20%

B3 2009 £EFRxTREHO~MEN
P, 8%

R
K, 20%

HAlb, 38%

e IE ]

*%ﬁ%’iﬁ?ﬁl?ﬁ WL?:L%. 14%

k%, 4% .
HALE BRSNS, 16%

B4 2009 F£HEMNEFHHO~REN
WEEAEE BT =5, 10% S o A

i, 12%

Hfte, 51% RAFEBIPLE

&%, 6%

ARG
e, 15

BHIRE, 6%

. 2011 6
( ( )

) ¢ 2015
1 000 2020 2 000
7. 2013 892
2015
22014 5 20 )

(AXZATERATARER BT HE
IR0 25K R BT K E 22 BB Bk
Heast R (2J2014010) F= 2014 5 & 3% F 3R A X
HAMFEEMETARETRAAD “BAARE £
Bk A 5 AT A7 (141ID810021) ) Btk
AR )

(AR TR4tk)



2014 5 . .

SUMMARY

Liu Congying Russia’s national consciousness is a Russian national values based on orthodox spirit it
is also social ideal that Russia wants to achieve. The early Russian national consciousness was the ideal of the
Third Rome. Russia national consciousness in the 19th century was Slavic national thought based on the offi—
cial national development policy. Contemporary Russian national consciousness is adhering to the revival of
the road with national characteristics. There are flaws such as self — against abstraction idealization and so
on. Nowadays Russian national consciousness development is faced with a certain difficulty but it has pro-

found implications for the future development of the Russian Federation.

Yang Jie and Li Chuanxun Russia’ s national character has always been controversial. Russia has
been invaded many times and suffered a lot. Meanwhile Russia has waged war frequently and encroached on
neighboring countries’ territories. Russia’s expansion tradition built up Russia’ s nationalism; ancient villages
and “mir” culture are the cradle of Russian national collectivism and egalitarian thinking; believe in Orthodox
despises creature comfort and pursues spiritual value. Russia also contributed to the world the immortal literary
and artistic treasures. Understanding extremism of the Russian national character just like cracks the Riddle of

the Sphinx. Russian history is a key to understand the Russian national character.

Qiang Xiaoyun Building a Silk Road Economic Belt is not only impetus to continue development nee—
ded for China but also a concept to promote the economic integration of Eurasia. As countries along a Silk
Road Economic Belt responses from Russia and countries of Central Asia have the characteristics of coexist of
understanding support with doubt concerns. They are sure of the positive significance of the Silk Road Eco-
nomic Belt while they are also suspicious of the construction goal implementation mode and its conse—
quences. Those concerns are the results of lacking comprehensive and objective understanding of China and its
policies. Even if there is interest drive or institution facility there is no guarantee of effectiveness and sustain—
ability of cooperation between Russia and Central Asia if there is lack of understanding and trust. Therefore
promoting the understanding of Russia and Central Asian countries of China through cultural cooperation is the

important path of building Silk Road Economic Belt.

Xu Poling Jia chunmei and Xu Jiyuan China and Russia are powers in economic transition. As the
continuous economic development and high degree of opening door to the outside world the change of struc—
ture of foreign trade of the two countries has appeared. For China and Russia the change of structure of for—
eign trade is the result of three dimensions: the comparative advantage actively joining the global industrial

chain division of labor and industrial structure condition. Despite the growing foreign trade volume of China
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and Russia but from the perspective of the added value of trade the trade structure in curing characteristics
comparative advantages be bound at a low level. Strengthening bilateral trade cooperation is a key both for
China and Russia to break the comparative advantage of low level circulation achieve dynamic update of the

comparative advantages and win the international competition.

Guo Li The Russian government officially puts forward the Eastern region development strategy in 2007
and has shown great concern to the region” s economic development. This paper based on a lot of data using
the method of econometrics putting the factors of natural resources to the Cobb — Douglas production function
through the regression analysis calculates the different contribution rate of the four factors of production in
Russia’ s Eastern Region’ s economic growth and determines the different function and rational allocation of the

factors of production in the large — scale development in Russia’ s Eastern Region.

Guo Liancheng During the Soviet era Eastern Region of state has gradually developed into region with
distinct characteristics of the resources dependence. After the collapse of the Soviet Union Russia still atta—
ches great importance to the development the Eastern Region. Issue and implementation of three important
strategic planning such as “Special Federal program of social economy development strategy for the Far East
and Transbaikal before 2013”  “Development Strategy of the Far East and Baikal area before 2025” and
“Cooperation between the northeast region of the People’ s Republic of China and the Far East and Siberian
area of the Russian federation (2009 —2018) ” made the main frame and main objectives of the new develop—
ment strategy for Eastern Russia more clear. Revitalization of Northeast China old industrial base and Russia’

s Eastern Region development should be connected with and interacted.

Zhao Wei and Song Xiaoguang Science and technology cooperation between China and Russia is a
big complex. It can be divided into four dimensions: political economic security and science and technolo—
gy. Each dimension has different influence factors. Based on the causal chain of system dynamics this paper
depicts the causal relationship between each influence factor revealing the mechanism of interaction between
the various elements so as to understand theoretically the impact of various changing elements on the system.
This research is theoretical exploration that is helpful to promote healthy and sustainable development of sci-—

ence and technology cooperation between China and Russia after the post — Ukrainian crisis.

Zheng Yu This paper analyzes and summarizes the causes and results of the U. S — Russian relations
since “reset” that was initiated by the American administration in 2009. Causes of events of the U. S — Rus—
sian deteriorated relations after Putin returning to power in 2012 were given. Author analyzes strategic back—
ground of competition between the U. S. and Russia in commonwealth of independent states ( CIS) . Finally

the impacts of Ukrainian crisis on the China — Russia — U. S. Triangle Relationship were analyzed.



