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cant improvement of regional value chain capability of East Asia in the global value
chain in future.
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91 Capability Constraints for the Development of Artificial Intelligence
in Russia and Evaluation for Russia’s Dilemma of Participation in Global

Value Chain

Abstract: In order to address the challenges brought about by a new round of scientific
and technological revolution Russia has developed a grand artificial intelligence de—
velopment planning and has formulated a “two-wheel drive” strategy for both policy
promotion and priority in the military sphere. According to the analysis of Russian arti—
ficial intelligence value chain through basic elements of artificial intelligence develop—
ment Russia enjoys some basic advantages in the development of artificial intelli-
gence. Due to long-standing separation of Russian industries from the global value
chain and weaknesses in electronics industry and semiconductor industry independent
construction of Russian artificial intelligence value chain is extremely handicapped.
Russia may continue to be marginalized in the future global artificial intelligence value
chain.
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110  Top-down Adjustment of Global Climate Governance Model: Driv—
ing Forces Characteristics and Trends
Abstract: Global climate governance has an important impact on international rela—

tions. Beyond the scope of traditional geopolitics global climate governance has grad—
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ually become a key realm of global governance. The United Nations Framework Con—
vention on Climate Change and The Kyoto Protocol kick off a top-down normative sys—
tem for global climate governance so that global climate governance starts to be coordi—
nated and balanced. However national interests and systems are in discord while se—
vere confrontations exist between normative perceptions of countries in the Southern
and Northern Hemispheres which leads to the adjustment of the traditional normative
governance model. The Paris Climate Accord gives a new definition for “the principle
of common but differentiated responsibilities and respective capabilities” and sets
up an emission reduction obligation assignment system characterized by topdevel con—
trol freedom and flexibility. In this way down-op global climate governance model is
demonstrated. The shift from top-down system to down-top system unfolds a new pat—
tern of global climate governance structure: Firstly major multilateral model minor
multilateral leadership model and NGO leadership model make clear the different pow—
er structure orientations for the climate governance structure. The multidevel govern—
ance at the supra-national level national level and sub-national level makes climate
governance implementation system constantly balanced. Secondly countries also un—
dergo drastic changes in the global climate governance pattern. The United States an—
nounces its withdrawal from The Paris Climate Accord which further reverses the tra—
ditional climate governance pattern segmented by the EU Umbrella Group and develo—
ping countries to some extent. The EU always plays the role of active participant and
proactive leader. Represented by China developing countries have emerged as an im—
portant force in climate governance with more remarkable international status and role.

Keywords: climate change governance model down-top approach
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125 Ocean Plastic Waste Treatment in Southeast Asia and China’s Par—
ticipation

Abstract: Marine plastic waste not only causes serious hazards to the marine ecosys—
tem the blue economy development and the human health but also has become a

thorny problem in the global marine environment governance. Southeast Asia is home
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