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World Economics and Politics No.7 2020

conflicts? Relatively few studies have explored the issue from the psychological per—
spective  especially threat perception. This study explores the causal mechanism by
using the current Sino-US relations as a case and examining the large—scaled survey
data for American public perception of “China threat”. Tt comes to the following find—
ings. First China’s economic and military power growth strengthens the American
publics “China threat” perception through two intermediary variables: confidence in
American economic future and judgment of Sino-U.S. conflict possibility among which
judgment of conflict possibility has a more obvious intermediary effect. Second China’s
economic and military power growth has led to rapid growth of “China threat” percep—
tion from the “softdiners” on China issues mainly the industrial capital class and the
dovish military fraction. Their threat perception grows in a higher elasticity than that of
the “hardliners” on China issues that is the industrial labor class and the hawkish
military group. This could result in a narrowed gap between the “softdiners” and
“hardliners” and even their consensus upon “China threat” which serves as the so-
cial psychological basis for supporting the U.S. governments hard policy towards China.
The findings contribute to theories concerning inter-group threat perception and expand
our understanding of the causal mechanism between power shift and international con—
flict. They are also helpful in explaining the current changes of Sino-US relations and
predicting its future development.

[Key WordsJthreat perception growth elasticity inter-group homogeneity of threat per—
ception power transition Sino-US relations

[Author JPang Qin Associate Professor School of International Relations Sun Yat-

sen University.

Beyond the Congestion of Institutions: An Analysis of the Development Path of
the LMC Mechanism
Lu Guangsheng Jin Zhen (97)

[Abstract IThe plight of “institutional congestion” in the Mekong Region has a long
history especially the Lancang-Mekong Cooperation ( LMC) advocated and led by Chi-
na which as the “newly comer” to the regional cooperation institution is widely re—
garded as a new “competitor”. People at home and abroad have paid more attention to
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the competitiveness of the LMC mechanism and existing institutions than to their com-
plementarity. In fact LMC is a “complement” to many other institutions. For this rea—
son if the LMC is to break through institutional congestion it is not only necessary
to overcome the negative impact of institutional competition on institutions and regional
governance but also to avoid the inefficiency caused by mere institutional cooperation

and to choose the development path of “institutional co-opetition”.

“Institutional co—
opetition” is the integration of institutional competition and institutional cooperation

which combine the advantages of institutions and transcend their shortcomings in order
to reduce the waste of resources and avoid losses and then achieves a win-win or
even multi-win situation for all parties in the co-opetition. The institutional co-opetition
in the Mekong region will provide theoretical references and practical lessons for
China’s regional institutional creation and rule innovation and it will also vigorously
promote the construction of a community of shared future at the practical level and
further provide important exploration for building a community of shared future for
mankind.

[Key Words ] Lancang-Mekong cooperation mechanism institutional co-opetition The
Lancang-Mekong Community of Shared Future regional governance

[Authors]Lu Guangsheng Professor of the Institute of International Relations Center
for China’s Neighbor Diplomacy Studies Yunnan University; Jin Zhen Associate Pro-

fessor at the School of Marxism Yunnan Normal University.

Decision-Making Illustrated by the Example of EU Member Composition Evolu—
tion and Decision-Making System Reform

Luo Hang ( 120)

[Abstract IThe member composition and decision-making system are both important top—
ics in international organization study. For the example of the European Union ( EU)

the expansion and shrink of member scale ( the exit of UK and admission of new
members) and the reform of decision-making system ( such as simple majority popu—
lation majority or double majority etc.) are both critical issues affecting the devel—
opment of the EU and the integration of Europe. For a same policy proposition ( espe—
cially an important treaty draft) but under different composition of member states or
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