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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.



