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Abstract

There is ample research on the Korea-China-Japan trilateral relationship in various directions that includes
geopolitical aspects. There still exist escalated tensions in politics and diplomacy despite the remarkable
growth in the economic and cultural exchanges between these countries. This study presents a way of
representing national identity based on survey results via principal component analysis, and investigates if
these national identities can be related to conflict and cooperation among the three countries. The results
show that the attachment to the nation does not affect the conflicts between the countries and that a more

friendly awareness of other countries tends to give a positive effect to cooperation between countries.
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1. IPHjAD =X

Aoz AW B, 32, YR, 33 ST A FAE FINUAE 257 FYIAS
A& gt Aol SolAE S HAFL, FH3 AR FERA, o) HAA Fof 3
A3 SR ASA AT 87 5, 379 25 L BoIE /NS HolA g ek WA 339 BA
4 Yoo Zese FA0lth 330l AAZANA AASE WFL A% FART A1, 35 7+ F,
4, QARFE A Fn ATk 53], RAREAL 1Ee) umSsle] /28 FEYRTHE
3% 7k 228 240 FuE WA 5 9 339 AR LYAAE AT Ak o9 2L B35
339 25T Yo FEAHS obAlo} TS (Asia paradox) 2 AW 7)E A, 2EA 2.9
© BA, AA, A, 8, B3 5 The adlo] o5 AFArh %59 339 25 ¥ yge
[e]

Aol A= vt “I‘—E'_O o] 53 &R A (offset) = 7] = SHA R, 3
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SEA AggolA ARREE A AFAN (identity)” 7HdS Z&5to] A2 HE F7ke] AAAA7t
A #4e] 22 43 AnA) B,

NN AP EutAd oz FlQlo] ABZbsh= AH4le] o] v R (self-image) & S V| SHA|RE, 7Rl E8] A,
A8 oA A S ARSHAN AokE AT B Uk Beld Fol A ARl
A 28-S B3 A4S AlAC] tHEF BN A Aol ecological self) & 5L, AS A J oA+ B
AET] A28 ol AZdE = A A g3} A3 AA A Aol(interpersonal self)’E THEo]
7t} (Meltzoff2F Moore, 1985). 53] ARE A g]ghol A& o] BEE TYst ApotE 7Hx]+= 0] o
Ve, chpa Ajole] ZUES ek A5 $e ] (Rosenberg, 1997), 4okE 4214 Aok, B
Aok, R Aotz FEAT AQSIA ol AF} EAo] L7E el wek OHE A0 Aol 7
Asta ARt B Rt} (Sedikides$} Brewer, 2001). Z2]3 7Q1E0] #p7]e] Mo S4E
o) 4708 B8l 2E Alcholelo] Z7h5A B3 (Akerlof} Kranton, 2008), ERelo] Ql43Re 7}
A8 olul Aol WS WS BTk B Yk ol WA, Ae] LA L BAH AT AN
9] o]m|R] A3’ Afolof| A AEs|of = AAFHAE AT 5 YT} (Bénaboust Tirole, 2006).

ol# gt 7HQle AAEL F7tEE e, A7 AL It Addfoll i v (Ee A74)
ol AR ® HA &AEH, AFFAA FE7} 22 YA pE 43 o] 74l mE AAEF ] E&F
© 2 Yephdt} (Dufwenberg®}t Giith, 2007). ©]2} o], =7l Akgle] HAHL AL E] 1
Aol agEo] vk A 743 1 ko] AU e 7hx] 2 Fodol gk YA A ofzte] AjE o] A
A= 3 ot (Tajfel, 1978). st =71 AT Fdd 7109 P52 WEHoR AAEHY, BiA
SHTh= W2ASe] AR F7F Al jiztsta, fEF A o] 2275 ABAS 1 A5l
won, 7t AT} Feo Al 5o AHHAE 7HA L vkl gl AT (Shayo, 2009).

=718} BAG ol 4 Aol dF=E & - w2l (Bowles, 1998), W 3h-3- < =71 A7)
N Az BAT 4 AR, A St BUE B 29 25S HLHAY HAL 57

AN, 77 g =7t BAEE A=AV gdouR AR 2IE A T A

t} (Hermann 5, 2009).

B ATE MNAY JAFEEA F7Po] thst o] 5L 35 BAl ofl TS 7| X =7l o
o ARolA 2welT 9t Hermann S (2000)L ojeje)s) uj%o) ARZAE Fa) Aole] 27} 4
Aol o|gel Aol utel el 97)o] g el AAT} ol YHBAZ YA A7
Sk AN ZEL vF3} o|eheloIA] Fobe] B of o] FBAE FAH AW HTIE ‘FAA
Feg MBS 4TS VARG, 150 ST Tt BANS HEE FHS 7ol ) of
Z}(attachment to the nation)’, ‘=7}e] &3}of tdt 2141 (cultural conception of the nation)’, ‘<:H]
UZ(national chauvinism)’ o2z Al 74A] &&olgict. o] 32 ojn| thE AxAE A= =
7} AR LR AFRE o (Sniderman 5, 2004; Huddy 2} Khatib, 2007), ZAF AR = “uf$ 1
A AP oA “ullg 22 A Al Aty 71A] 43 9] A= A% (Likert scale)E ARSI T
o] Al 7K &5S A3 v} Table 1.13} 2t} Hermann 5 (2009)2 =7} AR Ad-E Table 1.19]
39l BE(FS AN AL, 7 FAAGIE FAN S 25T Reol A/ 2 9P
£ 7 A=AE F2UA A (structural equation modeling; SEM) & 53l 2AFSFATH

H =R A= Hermann 5 (2009)2] ‘Attachment to the Nation’S o Al &3l ‘ot 2573 ‘Hh
T ERE F N FEoR AlEsdet, 2 ol AT SFH(EFE A Aot £F57, collective
self-esteem)-& 3} 7HQ10] ARE U Anke] AP O Z A Guh) vhEEta ARAL 7k glesbo) tfst
Mdog I A ZAA A7l Bol &85 §17] wjFo|t} (Crocker?} Luhtanen, 1990; Kim¥}
Omizo, 2005; BFR0], 2017). E3F Hermann 5 (2009)9] ‘Cultural Conception of the Nation’o]z}
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Table 1.1. The national identity categories in Hermann et al. (2009) used in this article

Hermann 5 (2009)¢] 3= [V1] 2 A7 AR FE A7 (o)
HE =37 71317} ol Wrt (k=) 92 EHU7?
Attachment to the Nation F7b Al 27t sl A 2,

(R FdA) FA AL A A @l Aol =747l

F7F (BEQl)o] HEH, (3=o])E w4

Cultural C ti f the Nati E2AH AAA _
ultural Conception of the Nation ( A AAA) Slofok Tk A2 717
Al Sl TR St u)s
National Chauvinism (2 E) dA F7ke T 575l e

Sshtha AU

£ gEe FABATNA AT BAH ZA o)k o502 BASIYT (FEH, 2018), Table
L1 8 471 55 sloll the BREE F7pstel F7b Aol el 6 gtk

o (HetHF3 AAAY) (V2] et HEs= 7o) 2717F 43 WA TH(ingroup) 2] A 528
2991 (Tumars O, 1068, % BASNE F ASLE AN Yoot A1 Aol &
&3 P5< 3t} (Macraes} Bodenhausen 2001).

o (A AAA) [V3]: oW =71 A AR (constructivism)-2 o2 UetEd ZA|F A5 )
Lol HAA BAANA A=) JE-E B3] AT (Wendt, 1999).

o (ERxICIAS] AAAD) [V4]: 7Rt ARslel AAA o] Elxlol ot v]#4 T2 (critical discourse)oll
Al Bd ke vAR AT Mo RA F7HF A A o] oA vieth s ol o8 AT =
BAAS A A3} (Chi, 2016).

gehd, £ A7E 339 ARZAE Bol &5 339 %71 AA4e tha 4719] A& BB} 370e]
F7} $52 FYse] WIS (Table 2.1), o2 7M.z F7h AAHL e SHASE AN
T, F7h AAA SRS 33 Weloluh 25 Aokl o | JFL AN EAS 2AFAT

%9 3% 2 YA 25 ohFF FNEL 4 A4S 2ASHE M A AT LA e
AEZAY Aolth ¥ ATE A Selt 20189 59 2395 89 319714 852 37 1,115%0]
el £ebol/emellon AREAE AASAL, Letel 2AME (F)ARANL B F7PE 3003
Mol Sae PE-vpold w2 wg ANstgon YuAL 7 el exetl 4EAE ol
sgleh. AEzAC] AGE ABEAL 22 §Fo), FFol, YRR FUAS MY, T2 YR

30709 BFom TAHNL (Table 2.1) SHE A3 194 4P, <184 9k Helth, “1el
Holtp, “ul-¢ 2P’ & 43 HAE HEE ARSIt SEAS A 2+ Pl 48.3% 44
o] 51.7%% 3L, AA| vto] E2+= Table 2.29} Z-2d|, sjd A 7H20] 60tf o]4do] Ajxez &
2 olft AREAL A% 60th ol4o] T Aol Wa) SEHEUY FeelA AF vHE w7
$+4d 8] & (completion rate)o] T2 AFTHET Yoz 2 A w9l Aoz FZFHr} (Federal
Reserve Board, 2013).

—

2.2. ENIY

Figure 2.12 7} A £8A5E F317] 918t F4EE 2 (principal component analysis; PCA)
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Table 2.1. The suggested national identity categories

27 AAA Bt g5 g5 AE ()
EEE) 5 7137} gow it ()9 gack
o e T (@) e,
(A 5AA) 3 Lol thet Aol el ZaxE LA,
V1] o a AT (F=)o] Ao, (TS T 2
(294 A1) " e
= eI e S O e AR
(&HlH=) ° Hojupe.
(V2] (R WF3 AA4) 4 e (392 o= AZac 474 wec}.
V3 EZEELL) 7 (@ Boolsl o e ek
[V4] (EFAR1A1 9] AAIA) 9 (82/5=)e 0E & A& Aok

Table 2.2. the age distribution of the survey respondents
Lol 20t 30t 40ty 50t] 60 ¢
3 1957 (19.27%) 1717 (16.90%) 1787 (17.59%) 1727 (17.00%) 296 (29.25%)

A

2H15 ——pp| WEHESUWS
2868 P T SUA B
PCA }|[V1]: siete] Ay w4
2012 b 2e WY B
281317 p|  AHLZS ML
271 WY
o PCA _ ————— el
Ees2 P (V2] : e s wAY Ee i e
PCA
2a22-28 P ([V3]: 74 BHY us
PCA
i > ([V4] : Efxtelyel iy w4

Figure 2.1. The flowchart of national identity composite index via principal component analysis (PCA).

AN )
AP, avldEe] F2ET ATH ARy, Sk o] 17 £ A1FARE 73 3
o) F7F AAAY WP (VIS AANAT 2213, o] =RAN FAHeE g A WRst 3
A FEAAR ARNA, ERRIAlY] AR L 7 -sl-Eoﬂ 3t 4-97] 23] A1FAES
7t AR WS V2], [V3], VAR AT, o3 A48 AR WS VIVl thslA A%
Moz tha FHRENL B3 7} ﬂxﬂg FPAE AESAck O BehE, B AP AE
Hermann 5 (2009)0l ]38 A4 W4 slo] Lol Jok @Fs} Fa4, 242 A4, e
AR e WSE R RA 2BHQ I A FRASE ANRT, ols} 2L F7} HA

4 FYAS7Y 52U 339 G} 25 VA oW WAL YEAE FRAEM(ANCOVA)} 2
A2 317 52 ol galA A,

HgE =AIE Aoty F31-172 Hermann 5 (2009)0A4 AHEH ‘JAot 2570, ‘Jd LA
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Figure 3.1. Comparison of the national identities used in Hermann et al. (2009).

Table 3.1. Multiple comparison test using Tukey statistic for 4 subcategories

[V1] Hermann 5 (2009)2] A&F3H5 Tukey tHHla A3} (245 0.05)
Ad 252 Z3(3.50) > 3=(3.11) > YE(2.98)

A FLDAl (3.29) > 3(2.94) > LE(2.51)

294 ZA4 %3(3.38) > =(3.08) > L (2.84)

LHyE (3.05) > 3=(2.52) > YE(2.20)

3.1. 71 EAY &S dlw

Hermann 5 (2009)°l4] &743 Aot £57 AN, BAA AAA, avlUSo|gl= 71 AA
A Feof e 33 Y 372 AESHS Aoz THFA Figure 3.13 2t}

Table 3.12 o]o]] tf3t & 7] A 3 (Tukey statistic)2] TFEH|w Aoy, AAHog = > 3= >
Y& 9] I AL A Aol E RAZTHF4E 0.05). u|UBoA &2 229 BAF 7|
2} t2A 35 5 7P anlUF JA57t R2), ol& otutk: F uEhrt XA o] oS Hd A=2elA &
B I3 HAAE TF ALWS 7FeAel d& Aer 59 J81, 42 AT £
I At FLA FEA Sh=olut TR thokst SHMES HojFa Qlth

AF7HAe F 377 £%& 7HA L Figure 2.19] < 101] w}ﬂ} A1FARES 731 Table 3.28} Zo]
V1], [V2], [V3], [V4]7} A= =T, ol 358 %

sttt Figure 3.2+ 4719 53 =71 AAA B ] EHT’P shF-d X}O] 0% tﬁ], ‘_zﬂagi =
= > g > 4B AolE B § oy Jok M) g l 4 WS [V2]9F A AAd WS [V3]el
A S Q9 Aol7t f-o3HA] skt (FelgE 27 0.806, 0.074).

= and
i)
ot 8
offt
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Table 3.2. National identity variables [V1]-[V4] and national identity composite indeces

=7+ AAd A FAE AE = 4t
kel A W [V1] = 0.197A; + 0.254A5 4+ 0.247A3 + 0.260A4 + 0.282A5 44.0%

+ 0.203A4¢ + 0.276A7 + 0.260As + 0.218 Ag + 0.192A1¢
+ 0.228A11 + 0.255A12 + 0.268A13 + 0.268 A14
+ 0.259A15 + 0.245A16 + 0.164A17

Ak W23} AAA He V2] = 0.473B1 + 0.517B3 + 0.487B3 + 0.519B4 66.5%
AR AAA WS [V3] = 0.430C1 + 0.376C2 — 0.016C’3 + 0.436C4 + 0.422C5 46.2%
+ 0.370C6 + 0.407C7
EpApolAle] AAA M4 [V4] = 0.345D1 + 0.298D2 — 0.259D3 + 0.324Dy4 + 0.362D5 52.3%
+ 0.352Dg + 0.347D7 + 0.366 Dg + 0.327Dg
27 AAA FEAS-1 [Nid-1] = 0.584[V1] + 0.557[V2] + 0.564[V3] + 0.170[V4] 57.8%
=7} AAY FFAS-2 [Nid-2] = —0.137[V1] — 0.279[V2] + 0.134[V3] + 0.940[V4] 25.4%
oJ714 A1, Ao, ..., Ds, Dot AEAS] £FHZTE 993
X
X
s 8 T T _

po

Hl
or - x
i % o % 1
o ® + 1 1l %
K 5 ¥ o+ o ¥ kS
1 o} + ® -] + x $
F ox
v
o+
o
o
—104
o+
T T T T
W Ve V3 W4

X 3= + 8= 0 8=

Figure 3.2. Comparison of the national identity variables [V1], [V2], [V3], [V4].

FA AR kel F7 ARG AS(VI-VA)ES ABAF FHedl Fbg BaL wol 4@
AL (57.8%)2 FHA, St S ARG FFAS-Uolet L, F AR B2 vl 4185

3
T A2FAR(25.4%) 2 ‘=7t AAE FEA-2 L 1, o] F HY F7F A FEATE DA
Harel 83.2%5 AWt itk (Table 3.2).
3.2. 37} Gl SEXIs Hlw
Table 3.29) %7} A4 FHASE] AAZES A,

[Nid_1] = 0.584 [V1] + 0.557 [V2] + 0.564 [V3] 4 0.170 [V4],

[Nid_2] = —0.137 [V1] — 0.279 [V2] + 0.134 [V3] + 0.940 [V4] (3.1)
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Figure 3.3. Comparison of national identity composite indeces.

7b Hedl =71 BAE SRAT-1S S0 FAE W (VL), A 13 AL b (V2), +A44
A WA (V3)ell B2 7FAE T e W, =7 BAE A2 AL R Bt
o] BA W (VA)oll B2 7HAE FaL itk webA, =7 AALS A8

of(self) A, EFAF(others) AAIE 2T, =7k A SEAF-12 B2 oJujof ‘ApopglA el 57}
A FFA AL AL, ST ZAY FEAF-25 BARIAY F7F AN AR 14
Hot. Figure 3.3(a)€ 7 7Hel 57k A SFAFl the 35 AESHAe] 225 YehlaL Fig-
ure 3.3(b)E 3= b ApopdA e 7F AAY FHAF BobdA e w7F A FHAF Aol
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Table 4.1. the frequency table for Korea-Japan conflict over past history

W As AL Bk b4 AsZt 85 dE Asl} 54 oe REREE !

E_04
1) (2) (3) (4)

Sh=t 3897 (80.37%) 759 (15.50%) 16 (6.01%) 473 (2.22%)

SR 1767 (55.70%) 1147 (36.08%) 199 (17.59%) 79 (17.00%)

HoZrh TFAEL F FAE TFAF7E BF 24 Yehds] 53] zpopelale] 271 FAAY S8
SOl Al F3(1.309)2 3H=(—0.309)7} LE(—0.658)00 v]al =L (AHEEL AHL QBZ 99x]), 3=
I JEET}E §o)8 2po]E HARTHFOEE < 0.001). EARIAL] 27} AR E2FASNAE F
=(0.353) > a=(—0.061) > YE(—0.243) 9] 593 2Jo]2 Holw YrHHJ3E < 0.001). wa}
A, B2 27 gl tid 25742 BEE ol 4] 27 Aol 7Y B9, o)X UEE $
THOo =2 o7& EopelAe 27 AAAE 33 5 AL EUTh

4. 7L WA BeKISet 6h 2AS
359 32 oRFA AYHoR IPH kA Be FafilE B3, Jdos Yk
25, ol ALHE o] vy a3 thd 3 2F 25 Akl s =7t AAY SHATIL ofE dF
S FEA Lot} v T 259 tE A ‘TAAP HSE EF el

DA AR/ AAAE)7 D FF Qo Asi7E Beka gaAsuzy

sk #AY FAA thgt Q1A Afol S =l Rl sl Blw i, “3hd HAAT) s FE
o ml-¢ As7F Aoy 1 3 v)-&o] =2 80.37% = A AL 55.70% St} (Table 4.1} Figure
4.1(a)). o] A& ¥4 (E04)0] et =7} AAA A4 (Nid 1, Nid_2)°] EFE 4, o],
=7t A-E a8 oA 3RS AAISE A, FooHA] 32 HE AlQEta 4 (4.1)S A
HAth o714 FE ojdold 1 Ao 02 AXNHSE, [j+ 8| 1 =] 0 AAHS
£ 7z} oJulsly, % k2 RFQAE UERATH

E_04 = 1.315(0.035) — 0.126(0.042) F + 0.330(0.043)1; + 0.137(0.021)Nid 2. (4.1)

Figure 4.1(b)ol A 0] 39 e A F7k ZAY S FABRE(F, o 2iet
of ek A2 Aol £, Y FAN FF G Asi7t HA vk 45T 9o
W, dROIHTh: @Fe], FHRT o] HATY & FF FPl Aol Frku S
CHHI2HE < 0.001). Whdol, Aotelale] 7k ARG FFA R Aok fo13H4) Sksie.

olrlole] FFZo 7 A 20153 AA| MA GDPY 22%E xHA|5k= Atisr AAAES
o]Fa1 al, AMAJTFL] 1/4& AL & As FEAlolth. o|gA 3-F- %l 30| g =4
A, AAAF o] £ OMB}¥§W FTEAS 21 YL = BT, 32 P Ao W )
St itk B A AEZRANA 5L 3739 FHEE JPIE 840 Uist L 7, %

e
ol
ne
w
H
rlo
ot

L
- fal
2 g

“FPLE A7 FobAlot BBE WS Blolekn e



Figure 4.1.

A study of the Korea-China-Japan trilateral relationship and national identities via PCA

WA (H R EZ) I 2 EHH Hal ot H=017

MNATION

Japan
Korea

[H D= M0 §IC O Cr: Moot 80 O 22 Hojot e S0 O ®@a Moot & 80 O JIEH

(a) Pie chart

Fit for E_04
With 895% Confidence and Prediction Limits

NATION=Japan NATION=Korea

E_04

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 -1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
Mid_score_2

Fit computed at SQ1=Female

(b) The effect of the national identity composite index-2

The Korea-Japan conflict and national identity composite indeces.
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Zhe Al (/o1 2)E Wb shgliul, Table 515} Zo] B(54.97%)°] L(UT.8%)I
SHAT3T%) B BT AAZE BobAlol Bel APLA0R AZsT ATk o £ 7t AA
4 FGASAS] BAS Y, o], AL Teiste] 2A2E AR 2 Ak Nid 1, B, vholt
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Table 5.1. Is Korean peninsula affairs threatening the peace of East Asia?

&= % qB
o] 271 (54.97%) 144 (47.37%) 152 (47.80%)
ol e 222 (45.03%) 160 (52.63%) 166 (52.20%)
A 493 (100%) 304 (100%) 318 (100%)

Predicted Probabilities for E10_4 =1
‘With 95% Confidence Limita

NATION=China NATION=Japan

N e "}

0.8

0.6

0.4 //

0.2
z
g 0.0-Hoo o y oo [[oo o y " i o
2 NATION=Korea -2 0 2
T O O ——————————

0.8

0.6

0.4

0.2

0.0-1ee > " : ]

-2 0 2
Nid_score_2

Figure 5.1. Koran peninsula affairs as East Asia conflict and national identity composite indeces.

o5 gl $217h AL 2AAL A (5.1)0] HUT. 7)) ri W AT} FolAol B
A I QEA0E 1, ol o,

of f1ge] Aty SHE FES Yueth(ZE & FFLAH. 917]
IcE F32o)d 1, ofyd 02 Vel A A S0t}

In ( T ) = 0.227(0.092) — 0.387(0.155) I — 0.395(0.149) I, + 0.265(0.108) Nid_2

1—7
—0.096(0.168) Ic x Nid_2 — 0.582(0.145) I; x Nid-2. (5.1)
o] #4253}, ke AA7E Sopalol Bate] AR lolty ST FEol FFAF YrAuTR @
Folo] =T (FE)BE 0.012), £ FFAT ST, Bl Ae) T AN FAAFT 2855

e JAE SokAlo Bakel dBR AR ARSI AAA T, QRAo| A= 282 2 FEo| 7
ST} (Figure 5.1 B2). ol A2} F2eo] B8 ALAS JRART} Ws7] vlens] of
o] 0|2 B3 FAH 17E A Qrhe o2 WolEeA 4 goi}, YL Huwe] 17 T
3 Aidos @ nze) wolsol7 mEos AuH).

5.2. 5hZ0| B2ADt 37t AN eI
==
ha
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FRe 529 4T) £EFOE AP ol d-F DA nlehe] AYL The A¥S
3 opr gieh.

o] Al ‘% 2 A0l E $HE AEL %7 AAA FYAL thstel 4
9, v, AL nsIA 2A2E IR 2, AES A ot A (5.2)% 22 374 3
A& gtk o714 ri of A WAAY PO 1 Aolthn $HY HBo|HBE e

EZ9).

o
fru
i)
)
2
o
i
)
otk
o
fru
v
N
N

In (1 T ) = —0.903(0.255) + 0.242(0.220)Ic — 1.458(0.219)1; + 0.012(0.005)Age

+0.430(0.099)Nid_1 — 0.317(0.143) I x Nid_1 — 0.232(0.160)I; x Nid_1
+0.687(0.089)Nid_2. (5.2)

°j=H& 0.01), 1 Zporel o] =7h A A

2 A%, -3 A veel thal tel7h 845 (5
1% o 3AH0R wsm glovt, viebd 7]

FYAR AN 7 BAY FFART SR

€71+ AE tz2A gt} (Figure 5.2).
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Figure 5.2. The future of Korea-China relationship and national identity composite indeces.
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Table A.1. National identity variable [V1] and questionnaire
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Table A.2. National identity variable [V2] and questionnaire
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Table A.3. National identity variable [V3] and questionnaire
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Table A.4. National identity variable [V4] and questionnaire
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