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which national security interests are safeguarded. A regional security system is comprised of both the principles of the local o=
der and the distribution of the power and capabilities of the different countries. These can be divided into three types: the re-
gional security complex, the regional security institutions, and the regional security community. At present, a single world se-
curity order has become more and more subtle and complex. However, the new diversified regional orders have become popular

and explicit. In general, the regionalization of security is the basis for international security rather than an obstacle to it.

A Constructivist Analysis of China and the World Nuclear Nos-Proliferation Regime
By Zhou Baogen( 23)

Since 1964 China’ s attitude toward the international nuclear non- proliferation regime experienced a comparatively obvious
evolution from basic resistance to partial participation, and ultimately to complete participation. There are existing flaws in the
traditional analysis of the reasons for such an evolution. Using a constructivist perspective, we find that the evolution proceed-
ed from changes in China’ s identity from a special nuclearweapon state to a normal nuclear- weapon state. This change in +
dentity was the reason for the policy adjustment. The change in identity can only be relatively defined, since both the identity

and the change are complicated.

Competition in Central Asia between Russia and the United States since September 11
By Niu Jusheng and Lu Pizhao( 28)

The geographical area of Central Asia has long been the locus of contention among various powers due to its rich re-
sources. Since the end of the Cold War, different forces have attempted to enter the region. After September 11, U.S. troops
entered the region during their sirike in Afghanistan, and since then the U. S. has sought an increasing role in the area. The
traditional geopolitical position of Russia was severely weak ened. However, while making concessions, Russia has taken many
measures to strengthen its influence in the development of Ceniral Asia. The Central Asian countries have been searching for
the best way to protect their national interests. These countries have carried out foreign policies under a“ balance- of- power”
principle. Some other neighboring powers have also become involved in the area. A new round of complicated contention &
mong the powers for Central Asia has begun. Russia and the United States are competing fiercely, but given their strategic in

terests, they are likely to exercise constraint and to seek cooperation as their prime strategy.

Multilateralism and Asian-Pacific Security Co-operation
By Chen Hanxi(33)
Multilateral security regimes at the regional level can be classified into four categories according to their nature and fune-

tions: multilateral alliances, coordination of big powers, cooperative security, and colledive security. Since the end of the



