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Analysis of the “Tripod”Structure in
the Global Value Chain Network

Jiandong Ju' Xinding Yu® Bing Lu' Xin Li’
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Abstract  Based on global trade production and consumption data this paper
analyzes the structural evolution of the Global Value Chain from 2000 to 2017 This paper
finds that global trade production and consumption all showed a “Asia PacificEurope”
bipod structure with United States and Germany as the cores of the Asia Pacific block and
European block respectively in 2000. By 2017 the Asia-Pacific block was split into the
North American block with the United States as the core and the Asian block with China as
the core. The current Global Value Chain network has shown the so-called “North American—
Europe-Asia” tripod structure with United States Germany and China as the core nodes. In
such context how to achieve win-win cooperation within and between blocks and how China

can play a supporting role in the Asian economy are important issues worth considering.
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