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Research on the Risks and Countermeasures of

Chinese Enterprises’ Investment in ASEAN
Zhao Wei

(School of Management Engincering. Anhui Institute of Information Technology. Wuhu 241000, China)

Abstract: China and ASEAN have a lot of cooperation in economic and trade relations. ASEAN is
an important node of the “Maritime Silk Road”. It plays an important role in connecting the North and
the South, and running through the East and the West in the “Belt and Road” strategy. The analysis
of the status quo of Chinese enterprises investment development in ASEAN is helpful to analyze the
types and causes of China’s investment risks in the ASEAN region. On this basis, this study explores
the establishment of a three-in-one risk response mechanism based on the premise of government guar-
antee, industry participation, and corporate response. The prevention, control, and response of risks
are carried out throughout China’s OFDI in ASEAN. The investment and development of enterprises
in the ASEAN region create a good investment environment.
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