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Conclusion – China’s Behavior in International
Adjudication

Imperatives of Greatness – of What ‘Has to Be Done’

This study has demonstrated that extensive debates among Chinese inter-
national law scholars preceded and informed a series of steps towards grad-
ual PRC engagement with international adjudication.2580 Modes of en-
gagement have been continually refined and adjusted, with academic de-
bates addressing both very technical micro-level issues and broad questions
of overall guidance and ‘mission.’

Indeed, before President Xi Jinping arrived at his 2017 call for China to
‘guide’ global governance that was noted at the beginning of this book,2581

influential Chinese international law scholars had tightly connected the
country’s re-emergence as a great power with influence on the internation-
al legal order.

Drawing historical comparisons, He Zhipeng argued that influence on
and high-level performance within international law was a clear mark of
every modern great power and the most important aspect of what he de-
fines as ‘soft power.’ Citing – inter alia – the Netherlands, Grotius and free-
dom of the seas, the British Imperial system and colonialism, as well as the
post-WWII system of international rules and organizations established un-
der US-leadership, he considered the latter the most effective and also
cheapest system of leadership and one for China to learn from. Only the
reduction in threat perceptions and long-term influence achieved by ‘inter-
national law powers’ would make China a ‘genuine’ power.2582 This
chimes with Yi Xianhe’s notion that China will not be able to consolidate
its successes in the economic and political realm, if it does not also think
and act as a ‘leader country’ in international law.2583

VI.

VI.1.

2580 See Chapters IV and V.
2581 See Chapter I.1.
2582 Zhipeng He, ‘Becoming a Great Power in International Law’ (n 2) 148–150,

151, 153, 154. On the importance of both skillful use of and compliance with
international law for crucial soft power gains see also Han Yichou, ‘Study on
China’s Strategy’ (n 2007) 123–136.

2583 Yuefeng Qi (n 2).
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Among supposed preconditions for becoming an ‘international law
power,’ one can find improving international law education, building a
strong talent pool of theorists and practitioners, and developing one’s own
international law theories. Practical abilities would have to be sufficiently
strong for active engagement in every field of international law – includ-
ing maritime and territorial delimitation – and not only in law making,
but also in adjudication. Such engagement in international adjudication,
in turn, would be necessary to maintain the image of a ‘responsible,’ ‘rule
of law power’; and image something crucial in times of global public opin-
ion pressures.2584

China’s approach could be cautious but it had to be active, it could in-
clude refusals to take part in individual cases at certain points in time (ie
the South China Sea arbitration) but needed to include a steady move to-
wards more participation – considered clearly preferable to ‘out-of-court,’
‘indirect,’ ‘lagging’ responses.2585 This was to say that a nation’s life was
long; international law behavior creating a good image and keeping coop-
eration and development opportunities open was key, while the impor-
tance of individual cases should not be overestimated.2586 Yi maintained
that China should adopt a dialectical view on international adjudication.
Indeed, several WTO cases were lost, but the Chinese economy soared.
Even with disputes on territorial or maritime delimitation at the ICJ – eg
Cameroon v Nigeria – a country may lose on one issue and win on another,
while a ‘fair’ outcome would still be relatively likely. Expectations would
have to be realistic, the outlook mature.2587

Exclusive reliance on political negotiations and language alone has been
deemed problematic – from trade to territorial disputes – in times of an in-
creasingly legalized and judicialized international society. All other means,
from political to economic to military, have been classified as mere tempo-

2584 See Zhipeng He, ‘Becoming a Great Power in International Law’ (n 2) 151;
Zhipeng 志鹏 He 何, ‘国际司法的中国立场’ (China’s position in international
justice) [2016] (2) Fashang Yanjiu 45, 52–53.

2585 Zhipeng He, ‘China’s position in international justice’ (n 2584) 53.
2586 Zhipeng 志鹏 He 何, ‘开放发展与国际法: 风险及应对’ (Open Development

and International Law: Risks and Countermeasures) (2017) 35 (3) Zhengfa Lun-
tan 18–19: ‘countries can win battle after battle and still lose wars’. A positive
example was seen in how the US and the British Empire handled disputes in
the late 19th century Alabama Claims Arbitration.

2587 Land and Maritime Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria (Cameroon v Nige-
ria: Equatorial Guinea intervening) (Judgment) [2002] ICJ Rep 303; Yuefeng Qi
(n 2).

VI. Conclusion – China’s Behavior in International Adjudication
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rary tools. Meanwhile, making ‘full use’ of international law, working to-
wards reform from within through norm creation and interpretation, and
attaining powers of persuasion, have been judged best suited to protect
China’s interests in the long term.2588 While openness and engagement
would expose it to risks, such could be reduced through preparation and
experience, while risks attached to rejecting engagement were systemic and
much harder to overcome.2589

China and International Adjudication – Different Speeds, Same Direction

This study claims that the PRC as an actor in international adjudication is
best understood as a skeptical pragmatist on a historical mission. China
has to become a great power again. For that to be realized and consolidat-
ed, China has to become a ‘leader country’ in international law. Progres-
sively engaging more with international adjudication is part and parcel of
that. The system has to be engaged as it is and shaped from within. All
tools are to be used. At the same time, the Chinese scholarly community
and political leadership take pitfalls, commensurate preparation and paral-
lel legislative negotiations to prepare the ground extremely seriously. En-
gagement will not be rushed. This is a gradual process. Proper time is tak-
en, and Beijing will only take the next step when it feels ready or that it has
no choice.

Round One – Trade Law

This century’s first decade saw the PRC submit to international adjudica-
tion for the first time. Trade law was first. China joined the WTO, thus rec-
ognized the jurisdiction of the WTO DSM, and started to participate in an
inflationary number of proceedings.

This was something qualitatively new for the PRC. It showed commit-
ment to and faith in international law to a degree that let it compromise
on the ‘absoluteness’ of sovereignty.2590 It is a sea change that references to

VI.2.

VI.2.1.

2588 See Chapter V. See also Zhipeng He, ‘Open Development and International
Law’ (n 2586) 18–19, 24.

2589 Zhipeng He, ‘Open Development and International Law’ (n 2586) 21–24.
2590 See also eg MD Harpaz, ‘Sense and Sensibilities of China and WTO Dispute

Settlement’ (2010) 44 Journal of World Trade 1155, 1156.

VI.2. China and International Adjudication – Different Speeds, Same Direction
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supporting norms of international law are now considered legitimate argu-
ments in policy debates.2591 Some have even diagnosed a new ‘aggressive
legalism’ in East Asia overall (PRC, Japan and Republic of Korea).2592

However, for the first five years in the WTO, China remained a rather
passive litigant, aimed at finding mutually-agreed solutions where possible
(‘rule-taker’ phase 2001–2006).2593 Meanwhile, Beijing heeded the two
main recommendations by its scholarly community: build litigation capac-
ity and gain influence on legal development.2594 Capacity building en-
tailed domestic legislative and institutional reforms, incentivizing research,
training and coordination between all relevant domestic actors, and gar-
nering experience through frequent third-party participation. Patiently
building influence meant taking a more prominent role in the Doha
Round (and when it later de facto ended, joining or (co-)initiating new
multi- and plurilateral negotiations), keeping reform negotiations perpetu-
ally ongoing, securing prominent positions for Chinese citizens (eg as AB
members and deputies to the WTO director-general), and trusting in the
fact and consequences of China’s rise in relative power.2595

Scholars then considered China ready for, and an expansion of experi-
ence gathering to require, ending the focus on settlements.2596 The PRC
indeed began to fight complaints all of the way to the AB and for the first
time accepted defeat in international adjudication (‘rule-shaker’ phase
2006–2008).2597 Soon enough, the next step was taken, and the govern-
ment was encouraged to file more complaints itself, and to use the DSM to
shape interpretations (especially of China’s Accession Protocol) and legal
development in the absence of progress in the Doha Round (‘rule-maker’
phase since 2008).2598 Views of the mechanism became more whole-heart-
edly positive, no longer describing membership as something forced upon
China, while concerns about enforcement betrayed greater confidence.2599

2591 See also Clarke (n 1432) 564.
2592 See eg Saadia Pekkanen, ‘The Socialization of China, Japan and Korea (CJK) in

International Economic Law: Assessment and Implications’ (2010) 104 Proceed-
ings of the ASIL Annual Meeting 529.

2593 See Chapter IV.2.2.2.1.
2594 See Chapter V.2.1.3.1.
2595 See also Chapters IV.2.2.1 and IV.2.2.2.4.6.
2596 See Chapter V.2.1.3.2.
2597 See Chapter IV.2.2.2.2.
2598 See Chapters IV.2.2.2.3 and V.2.1.3.2.
2599 See Chapter V.2.1.1.
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Cases duly proliferated, China was ever faster to levy complaints when
supposed grounds arose, and it stayed the course even when basic assump-
tions about the trade law system were challenged in the late 2010s. The
PRC government and Chinese international lawyers had qualified most
complaints about the WTO system with a hopeful view to the year 2016,
when a fifteen-year deadline in paragraph 15 (d) of China’s Accession Pro-
tocol would kick in, and alternative anti-dumping price calculation
methodologies would have to be dropped (ie so-called ‘non-market econo-
my’-treatment would end). This was seen as a grand caesura, whereafter,
Chinese trust in the system would grow further, and case statistics would
become more balanced. When the US and EU viewed the supposed dead-
line differently – also when the US took protectionist steps under the
Trump administration from 2017 – China reacted within the system and
filed further complaints.2600 What is more, Chinese scholars interviewed
for this study unequivocally stated that China should remain patient and
stay the course even if these cases should be lost. Much of the status quo
was to now be protected in line with Chinese interests, the AB defended
against US attacks, and limited and gradual reforms to be pursued without
excessive haste.2601

Round Two – Investment Law

In a second step, the PRC and its companies started to engage in invest-
ment arbitration in the 2010s, whereas the number of relevant disputes on-
ly rose gradually.

This had been preceded by China agreeing to sign BITs since 1982 (‘first
generation’ BITs), to include the option of arbitration at ICSID from 1990
(‘second generation’), and to allow for investment arbitration for all invest-
ment disputes instead of just such about the amount of compensation for
expropriation from 1998 (‘third generation’). From 2008, PRC treaty prac-
tice changed further, with ‘Americanization’ in the sense of – inter alia –
including much more detailed provisions or even separate sections on dis-
pute settlement, and further addressing market access (‘fourth genera-
tion’).2602

VI.2.2.

2600 Para 15 (d) Accession Protocol; See Chapter IV.2.2.2.3.8.
2601 See also Chapters V.2.1.3.1.2 and V.2.1.3.2.2.
2602 See Chapter IV.2.1.2.
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China’s very active conclusion of BITs contrasts strongly with its scarce
and only recent engagement in investment arbitration. In the first years of
this book’s research period, China still refrained from actual engagement.
This was in line with a Chinese scholarly discourse less unequivocally posi-
tive on judicial mechanisms in this field of law. Central recommendations,
meanwhile, to focus on capacity building and gaining influence on legal
development, were the same as and deemed just as important as in trade
law. Despite an early consensus for liberal BITs, caution was urged on actu-
al participation in arbitration, and attempts to convince foreign investors
to refrain from that option.2603

From 2007 to 2018, Chinese investors initiated five arbitrations – the
first Mainland investor in 2010 – and foreign investors filed three cases
against China since 2011. Only five awards have been rendered, with the
respective three ‘firsts’ in 2011, 2015 and 2017.2604 The caseload has been
growing very slowly, while Chinese international lawyers called upon Bei-
jing to assiduously learn the lessons from every case and adapt the coun-
try’s BITs to avoid supposed surprises and optimize outcomes. At the same
time, although Beijing criticized the first awards, discourse turned strongly
in favor of participation.2605

Over the research period, the PRC underwent a change in identity from
‘host state’ to ‘home state’ that was visible in scholarly discourse. Debates
shifted from generalized notions of excessive investor rights and a sup-
posed ‘legitimacy crisis’ in investment law to sober and concrete BIT re-
form proposals, mostly in line with an ‘American’ model deemed more
amenable to balancing investor rights with space for public interest mea-
sures: ‘textual precision,’ more extensive and narrowed-down ISDS provi-
sions, clearer transition, joint interpretation, and general exception clauses.
Some authors even recommended lobbying developing nations to join the
ICSID Convention, and mainly using BITs to secure better market access
and protection for Chinese investors.2606

With the goal of gaining a stronger voice on ‘balanced’ legal develop-
ment, Chinese scholars recommended 1) active participation in arbitra-
tion, 2) retracting China’s Article 25 (4) ICSID Convention notification, as
well as 3) making proactive use of high-profile bilateral negotiations (eg on
the CAI with the EU) and multilateral processes (eg G20 working groups

2603 See Chapter V.2.2.3.1.
2604 See Chapter IV.2.1.3.
2605 See Chapter V.2.2.3.2.
2606 See Chapters V.2.2.2 and V.2.2.3.2.
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and ‘Guiding Principles’).2607 Influence should be gained on the future of
ISDS, but also substantive clauses, whereas Beijing is urged to go with, and
influence from within, trends – inter alia – regarding labor and environ-
mental provisions, the role of NGOs and amicus curiae briefs. Change is
considered more likely, both because developed states adjusted positions
after experiencing the respondent state role,2608 and because developing
states are more frequently in the capital-exporting role.2609

Round Three – Law of the Sea and Territorial Disputes

The 2020s might very well see China submitting to international adjudica-
tion in more politically sensitive matters: law of the sea disputes, including
on maritime delimitation, and maybe even territorial disputes. Scholarly
discourse shows parallel patterns with such on trade and investment law,
and crucial steps in de facto participation have been taken since 2008: advi-
sory proceedings at the ICJ and ITLOS, as well as CLCS proceedings on
continental shelf delimitation.

Through its ratification of UNCLOS, and despite its later Article 298
declaration, the PRC accepted a certain scope of compulsory dispute settle-
ment for law of the sea matters in 1996. China also for the first time sub-
mitted comments in advisory proceedings starting in 2009, both at the ICJ
(Kosovo, 2009; Chagos, 2018) and ITLOS (Activities in the Area, 2010; Sub-
Regional Fisheries Commission, 2013). Moreover, it commented on submis-
sions to the CLCS (Japan, 2008; Vietnam, 2009; Vietnam and Malaysia,
2009), and itself made a partial submission (2012).2610 While China was
not yet ready to participate in contentious proceedings initiated by the
Philippines – ie the Annex VII UNCLOS South China Sea Arbitration,
2013–2016 – participation in the Chagos advisory proceedings demonstrat-
ed that the PRC intends to continue on its path of gradual engagement.2611

VI.2.3.

2607 Art 25 (4) ICSID Convention; OECD, ‘G20 Guiding Principles’ (n 2248).
2608 On changes to international investment treaty practices being likely as ‘world

economic power relationships’ change, as well as ‘Western capital exporters’
perhaps becoming more defensive in interpretation methodology when faced
with ‘new economic powers,’ see also Wälde, ‘Interpreting Investment
Treaties’ (n 844) 780.

2609 See Chapter V.2.2.3.2.
2610 See Chapter IV.3.3.
2611 See Chapters IV.3.3. and IV.3.4.
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Chinese scholars have, within the research period of this study, lauded
the ICJ for having changed for the better, and painted a largely positive
picture of the work, decisions rendered, and principles developed both by
the Court and ITLOS. Representation of developing states, and particu-
larly China, through their citizens has been important.2612 Harsh criticism
of Philippines v China has generally been restricted to the tribunal in
question.2613

Policy recommendations in many ways mirror patterns in trade and in-
vestment law in early phases of or before actual participation: increase law
of the sea litigation capacity for potential future cases (and collect evi-
dence), improve research, teaching and training, and build cooperation be-
tween academia and officials. Authors also adapted arguments after Philip-
pines v China in recognition of what had failed to convince (ie de-empha-
sizing the ‘nine-dash line’ and historic rights). In a second key overlap,
Chinese international lawyers counsel a perpetual reform push supported
by efforts to increase China’s ‘discursive power.’ This should entail influ-
ence and emphasis on certain state practice – particularly such contraven-
ing decisions in Philippines v China – and potentially also two-thirds major-
ity UNGA resolutions on ‘important questions’. New challenges should be
underlined (eg through climate change), and UNCLOS review commit-
tees, further implementation, supplementary or regional agreements lob-
bied for (eg on the definition of ‘islands’ and ‘archipelagos’, historic rights,
or military activities in the EEZ).2614

On actual participation in contentious proceedings caution mostly pre-
vailed in Chinese academic debates, as was the case for a good while on in-
vestment law. Nonetheless, a very broad spectrum of opinions unfolded on
law of the sea and even territorial issues. Some went as far as recommend-
ing immediate full engagement with ITLOS and ICJ. Several (mostly polit-
ical) developments led to (self-)enforced homogeneous support for the
government line of categorical rejection after 2013.2615 However, it is un-
likely that this would suddenly represent the cognitive beliefs of all Main-
land Chinese international lawyers. During interviews conducted for this
study, the clearly predominant position was that the PRC should be open
to submitting law of the sea and territorial disputes to international adjudi-
cation at some point in the future. This was again linked both to levels of

2612 See Chapter V.3.1.
2613 See Chapter V.3.2.2.
2614 See Chapter V.3.3.1.
2615 See Chapter II.3.1.4.3.
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China’s preparedness and of systemic influence and power. Several inter-
viewed professors were willing to approximate a date, namely during the
2020s.2616

Comparison and Outlook

A Chinese Path – Not Your Ordinary BRIC

On its way towards becoming a ‘leader country’ in international law and
great power overall, China will closely monitor – inter alia – other large
powers’ practice in international adjudication. However, importantly,
BRICS partners and other large emerging economies are not necessarily in-
dicative of the steps that the Chinese government will take.

Most similarities can be found in trade law, where China has learned
and taken heart from Brazil and India’s experience and successes. It has
sought to emulate aspects of their previous strategies to improve litigation
capacity and tactics, as well as joining them in core influence groups in
WTO reform negotiations. Only the recently-acceded Russia and disen-
gaged South Africa are less relevant. What sets the PRC most clearly apart
– next to its forced focus on its Accession Protocol and lop-sided DSM
statistics as a frequent respondent – is its enormous size as a trade power
and grand overall ambitions. China has escalated DSM participation in a
more linear way than others, filing complaints much more frequently in
its most recent phase of engagement, and strategically refraining from fil-
ing complaints against anyone other than the US or EU.2617

In investment law, China has acted quite differently compared with the
other BRICS. It developed the first and largest treaty network, and took
the longest time to then actually participate in investment arbitration,
demonstrating its dedication to caution and preparedness. Most impor-
tantly, China’s ambition and convictions regarding the importance of in-
ternational law engagement have not allow it to join the other BRICS
states’ restrictive turn over the last decade. This is despite what Chinese
scholars and the government in Beijing perceived as several unfortunate
case law developments (see eg the debates about Tza Yap Shum and Ping
An). South Africa started to unilaterally terminate its BITs in 2012, India’s
new Model BIT 2015 severely restricts access to investment arbitration,

VI.3.
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2616 See Chapter V.3.3.2.
2617 See Chapter IV.2.2.2.4.
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Russia’s 2016 guidelines on investment treaties – inter alia – allow for state
party consultations that can suspend an ongoing arbitration, and Brazil
took investment arbitration out of its treaty drafts to get a first one ratified
in 2017. Meanwhile, China has merely recalibrated to gradually shift its
BIT practice from the European to the American model.2618

On law of the sea and territorial disputes, all BRICS states were reticent
to engage, most chose to refuse any participation in at least one con-
tentious case (India: Pakistani Prisoners of War; Brazil: Certain Questions con-
cerning Diplomatic Relations; Russia: Arctic Sunrise), and some also issued
diplomatic position papers while proceedings were ongoing in what could
be considered indirect participation (India: Right of Passage; Russia: Arctic
Sunrise). China was the last BRICS state to be confronted with contentious
proceedings, whereas India and Russia eventually even launched cases
themselves (ICAO Council and “Volga”). Moreover, India has become will-
ing to even settle maritime boundary delimitation through international
adjudication (Bay of Bengal). Discourse patterns among the influential elite
of China’s international law scholars indicate that the PRC is likely to
gradually move from Brazil and South Africa (ie categorical rejection) to
Russia (ie cautious and ambivalent testing of the waters) to India (ie more
substantial engagement).2619

The Way Forward – Engaging to Rise

This book submits that a common mindset and common concern underlie
China’s academic discourse and government approach to international ad-
judication. A ‘skeptical pragmatism’ with roots in late Imperial times
springs from an image of international law dominated by two elements:
‘something to be wary of’ and ‘something that needs to be studied and
used in China’s favor.’ This was partly pushed aside in the Republican peri-
od in favor of fuller engagement, and in the PRC’s first 30 years in favor of
outright rejection. Thereafter, the country reverted to a deliberate, cautious
engagement with different elements of the international legal system.
Scholars recommend comprehensive preparation, pressing for reforms and
building influence, and when the time is deemed right, the utilization of
all legal tools at the country’s disposal.

VI.3.2.

2618 See Chapter IV.2.1.2.6.
2619 See Chapter IV.3.5.
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The dominant concern is to act in line with the ‘national interest,’
whereas several (often explicit) axioms underlying Chinese authors’ work
need to be noted. First, Chinese state behavior (and that of other states) in
matters of international law should be in line with and is indeed guided by
national interests. Second, China’s overarching national interest is increas-
ing its relative power within the international system, ie regaining the sta-
tus of a world power. Third, both economic growth and the ‘soft power’
that comes from being perceived as ‘responsible’ contribute to greater rela-
tive power. Fourth, maximum flexibility regarding available tools pos-
itions a state to best protect its national interests. Fifth, only after prepar-
ing oneself, and to a degree the respective tools, can they be sensibly used.
Sixth, when the state changes (and its position in the international system
does), the tools it should use also change. Accordingly, the prism through
which Chinese international lawyers view the subject of this book is how
their country should engage with international adjudication to best in-
crease its relative power.

Several strong indications point to the arc on participation bending fur-
ther towards a fuller usage of international adjudication ‘tools.’ China is
likely to undergo a further economic and technological rise, and concomi-
tant identity shifts as an actor in international relations and international
law. Participation in international adjudication is viewed as a key element
in becoming an ‘international law power,’ which in turn is considered cen-
tral to ‘soft power’ increases without which the PRC will not be able to at-
tain (much less consolidate) great power status.

Chinese scholars are largely optimistic on the PRC’s efforts regarding
preparedness and institutional influence; they remain so even after contin-
uing NME treatment in trade law post-2016, and the South China Sea Arbi-
tration. Many have maintained that China, also concretely, has more to
gain from participation in international adjudication, including protecting
newly-ballooning outward investment flows and Chinese IP interests, as
well as territorial and maritime border interests vis-à-vis India and
Japan.2620 Authors decidedly do not approach law of the sea and territorial
disputes with a fundamentally different mindset – some likely temporary
(self-)censorship post-2013 notwithstanding – and discursive patterns are
instead in many ways similar to such on trade and investment law.

Some scholars have cautioned against ‘worshipping sovereignty’ and ar-
gued that China has profited more from globalization than anyone

2620 See eg Zhipeng He, ‘Open Development and International Law’ (n 2586) 16,
28.
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else,2621 while noting that a stable international economic law system had
also long been a critical interest of the US.2622 More ‘effective participa-
tion’ also beyond economic matters is called for, as a sine qua non for gain-
ing influence on normative developments – this includes being less con-
stricted at the ICJ (eg submitting more extensive and less theoretical writ-
ten comments in advisory proceedings as well as comments on other
states’ statements).2623 Next to a proliferation of cases in trade and invest-
ment law, a broader spectrum of engagement is to be expected.

In terms of what European and like-minded governments could and
should do in response to the described phenomena, the first answer is
probably: wait. They should be patient and trust that engagement will im-
prove wherever the stakes in the system rise. Second, they should be open
to and even enable a stronger Chinese physical representation at judicial
mechanisms, as well as to certain concrete compromises with China in
norm interpretation and future legal development, in order to increase
trust and a feeling of ‘ownership.’ Finally, they should refrain from under-
mining the international legal order themselves, and strengthen coalition
building and cohesion around positions they want to defend or newly pur-
sue. Changes driven by the PRC should then remain incremental and such
driven by the West should remain possible. If such seemingly simple ad-
vice is heeded, the PRC should continue to follow its long-standing self-
defined national interest and approach to optimally pursue it, by gradually
broadening engagement with international adjudication. This would mean
further integration with an international legal order that Beijing would
find it increasingly difficult to describe as anything other than China’s as
well.

2621 Rudan 儒丹 Chen 陈, ‘解开“囚徒困境”的国际经济法律制度——博弈论方法
和中国问题视角’ (Resolving “Prisoner’s Dilemma” in International Economic
Legal System: A Game Theory Analysis from China’s Perspective) (2014) 34 (1)
Faxue Yanjiu 120, 125.

2622 Zhiyun 志云 Liu 刘, ‘国家利益的层次分析与国家在 国际法上的行动选择’
(Analytic Hierarchy of National Interest and Nation’s Action Selection on In-
ternational Law) (2015) 37 (1) Xiandai Faxue 139, 143.

2623 Jie Song, ‘Evaluating the Effectiveness of China’s Participation in International
Legal Matters: Lessons from China’s Practice in the International Law Com-
mission and the International Court of Justice’ (2017) 15 (2) China: An Interna-
tional Journal 144, 161, 163.
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