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Abstract

From the 21% century, the world economic globalization and regiondization have
become the epoch trend. Each country practices free trade around the WTO system and
develops the Regiona Cooperation System for regional economic cooperation.

Many scholars are focus on the approach of sub-regional cooperation because that
many countries are seeking to build a geographic relation system for the need of economic
cooperation. Northeast Asia Regiona Economic Development and Cooperation is one kind of
the systems. This research adopts the Heckscher-Ohlin theorem to analyse the Northeast Asia
Regional Economic Development and Cooperation.

The research will discouse about the following items:

a. The history of Northeast Asia Regional Economic Development and Cooperation

b. Norhteast Asia Regional Economic Development and Cooperation

c. The economic development of Hei Lung-Kiang in China

d. The cooperation between Hei Lung-Kiang and Northeast Asiaregion

e. The problems and resolutions for Northeast Asia Regionad Economic Development and
Cooperation

f.  The expectation on Northeast Asia Regional Economic Development and Cooperation

To expect the completion of the thesis will have acquaintance with Hei Lung-Kiang and
Northeast Asia Regional Economic Development and Cooperation, and offer a view of Northeast
AsaRegiona Economic Development and Cooperation.

Key words. Northeast Asia, factor endowment, Regiona Economic Development ,

Hei Lung-Kiang
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