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B EEE E PR G A Bt 5 A I KA SRR AR, BEAE A
HEHIRFFR R, DAL S BOE AR E B % b . RAE . R
WM GO, FEIF ST, HEAHUKBOARMIRE AR, IR = (critical
water geography) SEMFSEIRIR . [ BRI T2 A A R . As) . Gkk, SR L LK H 4%
BCA I BREGA H 37 1) SN 2

H E A R/NEBRAR GBA) 40 341, B m it Aais]; CPHKIE” G
JRZEE TR I E BRI, #E— IR T PR i A e Y, ARk, thE
" 5 CWETL-EATAAE” S EPR G ARV OSSN W EGA O R . BRalR
fiti . AKESEL. BRAT, SN0, sk R XCE S, R, EN
BT Ml B 2725 X [ B 7K B T F ) SEUE AT BRS AR FEAAR XA R o 76 B PR /K LR AR AR
FRRGE b, AR AR, TR AR 53 0t v 5 2K 5 ) LRI LA K 4 [ [ B
T Y A SR MR E B A T T 2ad, (RS Rl N ] s /K B SCHR A9 22 e [l st 75 4
XA, FET i, A SCERASE G R GMELRA  (Qualitative Systematic Review) 5
SCERTT R 2F i, W Bk By Sk i v S SCSCRR A 7 T8, 5 7 2 B R B /K BOG A A
FEEIS . ARG EI & LU LRGSR . 25—, FEBRKBOA A8 2 IR R S A
P T, EFRKEGAM A WL E AR 5 =, BOR M e A AT
Bl PRk BORBTSE?

2

2.1

ARAFELE G Pk RGENELER S SCER T2 i, [ 53 47 [ PRk B sl i vh e
SCCHk, RGMELEIAR (Systematic Review) J&—Fpid i IR . BAKFIT HE LT, &
F.OHEIF RS RE — FE A RS R IEN . — AT PR R AR R,
ERRITGE, DIRTREME R kA T i Ik 5, DEETIRkr
5% Btk RGEVELERNE N RENELER I —A 003, BETER GBI as R, JFT4
X LR 5 L [R] ) SR AR SCIEH Web of Science 1% /0y A4E 5 CNKI UG 22, 1% & K210
A “HPFr (international) ” “B53% (*boundary, territor*) ” “7K (water, hydro*) ” “Ju[Ji
(river) ” “BiA (politic*) ” “HAE (cooperat*) ” “WzE (conflict*) 7 “Hu¥f (geogra-
phy) " “JUEE” (scale) 45, Hif ]l R 1990—20204F k[ 32 RUKG: 27 S (AN A
PR, WFFEH AR 200 Ay i B 2 AR OG22 Rt ol D YA R 2 R AR A AR
B, TEHRS EBICOCH SCkE , A5 51 235 5 9 SCCE N 158 i th SCSCEE . 7R LAl
b, ARSCRE B SCER T CiteSpace 6.1 X A SCFE A FRBURI#A S04 T 40 B
2.2

=R, AR B E BROK EBOR OB R O S b e, I H IS5 £k
WA 2T (WK D, SRS, EPKBaR s e St R PR Y
SR 753 e, He BT CHIRIE . fECEMITI 0 b, RSO R 2 ET
AScR e CRIERE) (126D, (REFSEER) R, (ARFEEYR)
(55), GbseiFe@hsesepess)) (55D, ChEAD - WERS5MEE) /). H3CHY
I 4351 & Political Geography (25 %% ), Geoforum (25%% ), Geography and Natural Re-
sources (11%%), Annals of the American Association of Geographers (10%%), Geographi-
cal Journal (10%%).
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E1 EFRKBEARIEXERER

Fig. I Chronological trends of literature on transboundary hydropolitics

2.3

EPR T B R 22 B0G . 5. thay . HIBURA AR oy — A5 RS,
ProK BOUAWEIE I 3 222 R ARURERL, W RIS | BURA A% . EPR RS,
[ PR 2 FNBOR 205 520 Bk . 2 JRoR T v e SO0 DGR IR 43 A I RFAIE , b & it
FAAMBGE , FEMFR A L, Ok F2E T T EFRE R ERR OGRS )
B2~ (geography) . HBZKIEIR (geopolitics) . BUARAEA: (political ecology) 5T .
BT AL AT, 58 SR M SUEIH AT B DXl o A SCSCERFZELL “EIBRIR” S,
KOAKFBEEPREES M a2 S0, i EKINE, JTHE
E 5B E RIS . ST BGEARXT 20k, DAEGA (polities) “Arhty, B
SCAIF T M [R]  eF  w 5E (conflict) 5 & 4E (cooperation) #b, [E K (state) . 115

2 RENXEXHER
Fig. 2 Keywords of Chinese and English journal articles
TE: TR, ARSI, 3 UL L 1S ]
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(border) . #%[H] (space). FAfifk (privatization) SFUWUHIFG LIFRIT .
24

ARSCGHE R 2SI (Burst) 23 E PRK BOA AR S TEAS . 3R 1R 13S0
HSOCHER T AR B By B L. “SREE” (strength) RS, FRIIIZOCHEFZER I B
N ISENR R . o, eSO R B & =AM AR Be . M 1990 4EAA F] 2000 45
K1, FIAWFSE T BT K IR A ST 5 | & 0 E P JE F b oE , SRAE T oK 4 i T
Mgl , R H WM 5w (Peter Gleick) . K/KK (Aaron Wolf) 5. M 2001 4F- 5|
20104FAR1, FEERILSH B bl 3 SR T, KAVER AL £ AT ok 5%
Ry A AR R i B, RS i 9 /K (Shlomi Dinar) . &% i (Erik Swynge-
douw) . DI %@ (Karen Bakker) 5%, 20114EDASE, 40l . EZK . 25014500815 3 704048
v, RTHEBRMAAELR . W5E . REAES LR, 2Rz, RFREHE
W55 (Philip Hirsch) . #K# (Jamie Linton) %%, b SCHFFEIN 325245 0 P K & B BX -
2010 AFLART, WM Fm s lim b, SCHKEIEA L. FFRFIH . AR S
B, ARFEFE AR SESE, 20104 LU, AKEENBOREMEMZ B, e E
C—al B BT KR (O TFRR B K AR 22 R 25 Hei)  (Council Conclusions on
EU Water Diplomacy) AL 5T, B0 E A & O Bl BRinl i 76 i i1 5 2 F 4 ki
g, RFREEINAERAE | RAELEAE

1
Tab. 1 Keyword burst of literature on transboundary hydropolitics
YeIOCHERA G AR SERAR rh SO ] S R4 SERAE
Middle East 1.84 1997 2002 Tk 1.19 2003 2008
Ecosystem 1.62 2001 2006 T 1.13 2008 2009
Policy 3.30 2009 2013 Lo 1.11 2009 2010
Territorial 1.84 2011 2012 P 1.58 2012 2013
Geography 2.11 2013 2017 G VENL 1.28 2012 2014
Resource 2.96 2014 2016 TR 1.94 2014 2016
Politics 1.88 2014 2017 S S CIN 1.42 2016 2018
State 2.97 2016 2020 Y 2.55 2017 2018
Impact 2.06 2018 2020 KA 1.98 2017 2020
Space 2.44 2018 2020 LERIGI 1.09 2018 2020

TE: Bl T E

i LAl AR I DUT =S5, B, ERKEGABTI I E PR EGA e 5k
JEH S FE sy, T N ORI > . R, ERKBOR U5 R B R
AR P SCHFFEM R T E PRI MERR G R, SO N ABOa My . A A2
SFHBOAZ T EEAMA . e, EPRKG VRS S A BUR T e SCHFE 3R] ¢
R, SSCHFE BRI 200, G, ER ., SESEMESPIRARN, Mg R
CibsE S-SR e e 1D R ST 0P O Sra e i £ 3 L I B ST E5 79 N e )
TIPSR AR

3

M T E PRI KRR ER . AR HIE, SR WSS PRk ELR
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AR I ) o B MU E 2 s N HISC R P OACS)  RUEE . U, A5 PR R R
N PR B SRR X 5 R AR T AN S8 O AR MY RE IR, BT A 25 28 DA W ] 3 P 7R 2
FAR SHSARESC R, AR T, PR BUAEETIE R Tk bR S5 54E . 1615
A ALK A2 R R RO, 5 P L AR K i S SRR SR R B Y
HEHIEERD I, o WA “SURBEBE" FUKBOA S A D TSR PoKBRaIsE (LA 3).

3 ERRKEAARER
Fig. 3 Research topics of transboundary hydropolitics

3.1
PSR S SR E R REAN 4, HiL, B RSAEERR T 3
SCHRIE R DG B 05, 72 E BRKBOAIESE G 4l 2, K5 A VERFST th 4
HZBOE . B XEPRER . BUARGTHFINEIT 5, G0 T -6/ —Jtig b
5EEIAR R RN EL, FEAREKME . KEME. KESHRFNFIS K HriESE
3.1 KR KEBGEVFIE DGR EL, KRS EEIoie il T, KEMTR N M
SLBA MBS 3 X PRIC R A B AT S B K b = 0 R BEA T, TR Rt DL R
YR . 25 AR RO B TR R A AEXTFRTE (power asymmetry) #{IA A
KR A BRI EY, 6 E il 27 (Nils Gleditsch) 2548 H, ZEHl HABAS B 1)
AT, LR — 2RI Y [ R e A S g I IXURS ARG B 7 G A /K S R S i
X, AKGEVRABELE D R R 3 S 2R PR RN, EEAR M E R A, HE AT RE
IR ARG, IR MBS B SR IR ST R E R O R . 18 4E (Miriam Lowi) ¥
Bl PR o R W FiAUR E BEIS 2 H TS Bk, 45 i LI B E A 38 R i 46 5 fn 4R
B, G A M ERA E, RS e L= A SRR, 2, WA SR T T
HAMRGIAKGRT R, Wl Rk ARG HE i T HALS R E R, SEBORFEEKEY
BB R 2Z AR DT s, W S EBRAL R A L S HIEBLE A BR, #TT REY
DJIROE7ME I i 43 E IR 78 5 A 1 R o e S <A /S B R 7 D 1 S w3 I
XU B ANMEAE A S R R R 25 5%, 75 DI 22 [R] K SR — B 220 i
Hh, SR R ANE B AR T REME— R P G o IR TR I D R R [ T A B 4
T, AR AL S M E A S ] BEHFR RS b 2™, 2, KEIRT
K. ASRMIEE R | WA RR L U7 SO S R RE AL R K E) B 7 IS 95 |
KIK M,
3.1.2 K& TEPRSEEICIR ARG, e S A mEEm, FREE
H 2578 2K G VERIEAHL, 2R ®I R £ U0 7% [ PRk BRI, BR 265
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FEUH, NATRF 2 BB TR S BCE AR T e 5, AU KR BRI A% L 2
PSSR AL AL L, B A EAEXS B RO AN & e B2, eIk IE i A 7= A, Iy
FEZER R 118, A5 BAIIFRELANG BRA A LS, K rhaE G
PR FE L RO 4% [ T oK SR i L[] R) 45 e 0 A L Ak BT L sk & e
LB A S5 Iy T ) A VER

iR 3 S FISE K SRR SRS A, DFIZ5 505 (benefit-sharing) . £ 7K 5%
i H (Integrated Water Resources Management) DA M FEHI/K (virtual water) 55 ff i 2
AR R T2, B —, “FlERorss” SN I S MK B4 B B 2T A A 25 43
T, EIRTEFIZE AR T Z Ao E PR R T R AR . B . ATals, P
F A RIS 5, DARIRE R “IEAEER” Bt “FAEgR”, D/ boK g8 J5 R H 77 i
03 o T 7 (1 D= 2 R U iy = N 5 S/ £ o N R S B S e S O R i Y N ]SS D
BAEHES K I, FHARME AR FE R B IREE s 538b, Fls 022 B Sk 6 KA
KB PRRFRMG . RFE R, B A) (side-payment) KR (issue-link-
age) RIGREFE—E R FIRSA FIRBEI T RIEFTHUERIRE ST, HESRAFELR R B,
HIA SRR AMEAT, R AMERAS AL s 5B AR R AN RS A TR S, 1A
SRR SR, s S HAL BAR LA, AT R 2 R I A5 R . RREZAA A,
fi 4352 SR T GBS B PAT L A BEAS A ELART H rh aZ 20K SR 25 TR, FRBE IR fL A 5 44
FEAAE T AERZ IS 5 =, AR /KRR B B el K . R, JukE %L
FERS 5 UE, MoK ERE P B2 BT X, fEEK . i
REVR AR IR MR A, DIHAEABE A S RE TRt SoRERE iR
AT AR SRR X — RS LE R O 5% KNS . eSS
it @ FEFRARFRI BRI KR EL; Q) ARS 5 MEIR, 10 T i
FESCRIARUE . SAEEPAT . F0T IR 28 JCI AN S IR Y, BF9R 38 o X — 7 S 7R SISt B
HR R AT ERVE R N RS M, IR RS [ Ak 2 RN BT 17 B b ] R AT R B BT B =
“REAK” BEE N E R S A FE RN T KGR VR — itk K S s 7=, kg4
TR Ty SR LA SR DX i KR Ry (ol anmmml . AAE . AKRESE), Mt R
B ] P 7K 9 R A B 381 B T BRI B T, DA B KSR Y 2K R A
MOKBEIR A 25 B R . 2B FIBUA ook, B ERRR S, DOBK
A XS0 K TR ) PR BC B AL AE R, DT Sk whae o (HMEAS IR BRI, BHUKE
S 7y SR 2 2 B HE T E R O E GG . SFFEOR L A S IR EE I R e A 29
UHAET WAL . 2R . W Ra . T tbnsr A 3 SClbfed, BHKR
BT AT BEAS T R AR A I R R, IR ik [ N 2 i v ] G K B IRt 2 1) T H,
MRS, EMRSAEEITTISAENEN, PR ek, BEKETAIFIE
A e () 7K IR BAR OC B BE R0, FEIGEAR . A Fnili 5 1 A th— R AIHES K &
YERIBF SR LR
313 KEF XK ESE5VE G, KNG /M (London Water Research
Group) W NHZM T EIA R KRR LN, GVES g sihbr IR AAmAExS 37
B, TSI A /KE ) (transboundary water interaction) HE2x L5 B/KBUA ) sh A5
BN, FERT =T, FHER (Mark Zeitoun) FI4E45 (Jeroen Warner) 454
55K B s AR Be, $2 K AL (Hydro-hegemony) ZrHTHEZE® . HAKINF, /K
BURFE Ik S 1 /K BE IR IR | 2 5 38 ] 5 SR S K SR JR i A WA, 0 TR
P H S e 5 S P At [ 5 A S R S AR B SR N ST OK B R I O
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£, MBEZKRIE R T NEEERI I SR LEE &, S E 50 Bl BER] A7
TE, BT LIRS EX L TES . KBRS 5, FEC R AT E BRI BT 5T
SSCI ] 1] International Environmental Agreements: Politics, Law and Economics (INEA)
RRTEESUKED) =M, AW FE 8 G 5K B RUK GRS THESE ,  [1])5 Fh 5
[ BE LAHES R A& e, PSR E T R S AR ROUL, $R IR ROK B B
ST TAU) SCBE R W B E. 3™, BF] (Saleh Saleh) iz HIZHEZLIT-H J& 27 ] Jii dak
IS &R, a3 S— Ty AR 595 P 81T P L SR AR R ), SRR A T 4
FSL T DS % S T B O R E . D — AR I SRR, SO R
BRI XS Je B K B4, PR Z ) 5 0E 6 5 SR E o R/ Y, g
IK BARESE BRE A M F R IR, (HR A 2 E R ), BRI A [ R 2 [ 1Y 5 R IF A & —
ISR, B R S AR P AT 2352 345 o S iR 4R , - 200 908 ) 3R ZE 4 L AT %o
BFOK A BT FER Y], 553 E ST R PR K BOA A R, i
SE—ANENAY- L ATRFEE K BT £ T il

PEN IR, AR TE 2012 4F INEA 7K B AL T i B 1 30 G AR B E 5 04 1 % 3
W AR A AL LS, (H AR A AT LGE i ST A R S P EHESE
) LHEBK S, (hydro-solidarity) BYSEHR, TEANPUHEA 58575 2 P = [a] A (= PR A 2978
—ERRE R TR TED LU A B A K AL, HESEE ST S R R B
IKBRWFFERRA, =0l 288 3k ga i, IR SR K B8l b i 4 b
W, AE R T R AR R 2R, ARSI E A SRR B G IR 5) 5 5 T
REJIATRR, A 00 m] A5 B RS i bR s i B AEIE R, i WA i 17 X
B KGRI, 5 SRR T T B R BRI, Qe B RS . R
RV 58 BARR e (0 G i, AR, /K5 T2 ILIE [ B 7 ] RE VB 22 bl it 2 [A) /Y
BRTRE, XEHFH DB EOI R R B, SRS, KIS RIS TS
VE=th XS Sr A, R0 T SRS AR BAUE 2 R S UMESAE R C R, 173l R L
KA A, etk 7 E 2R S & R
3.2

TR NS . KSR BB B, B S 3 B 32 SRR C R B e B A
TEMCARA T, EAE ORI SRR Y A — K, IF0 2 R AR WAk E AU
THESER GRS, A 20 4 00 MGR, BUAHI A WA BOA M, XiHE
e E PRI R BT RS o BIAR 4L (John Agnew) AR 3 EPRERBISTEA TEHZE
Uiy “GUkBEBE” (territorial trap) ®Y, #hFE (Kathryn Furlong) WIH5 i, FHH Y 25
B /KW FEHE i 2 S5 [R] TR It N WA A E K Z (R IT (I FIAR, ST, K
BRI B NTETE . AR . SRR M, BB E T E 200 Is RS AL
38T,
3.2.0 #APKBUE  MHMZBEA - T IR 2 70/KA B 3R S I AT SRR AR
A2 52 m e, Bl 21 FI R A6 BL 27 (Stuart Corbridge) %% >~ 4 (Antonio Grams-
ci) BACGHEAFIEIRIK (Henri Lefebvre) Z5[H1AE AL, $5 1 b2k EUA B GRS LU
PIESIE AR I W 2947 30 & i 15 8. W8 (Chris Sneddon) HIfE sE i (Coleen
Fox) TEAtHIMBZEA LA [, FEHHEADKEGE  (critical hydropolitics) FUBFFRIUE, 3
KOG IS BRI B ZHEr b IR TE AR T, PRI AT sl i R, DL RO B
HZRAE (representation) 5SZEE™, LAYAZATAI ], AR A) 25 AH I X2 X 38 14 40 5 FTAH
GRKHLIT R SRR FNSCEA R, R HA 2, nTLUM I BOG . R
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WIRE A Y Y B EE 4 2 A TE d A 7 K LAHE S B B BGR HARS . RS 2Bk 2 0GR
MIRB AT, WG EIRIES . S | X8 AR A X — R (b it e, e F
VAT TR A2 thARSS , DT . il 5 E 80 X e f B R i sl 8, ARl il
GUHUARIZ TR RS BB RGNS | BOABURE L AR C AR EE ) & BAR, 18
X B EE TR . A . AE AT, HERDUKEGE A B TR E KBRS B
1, 2N TE 2 4873 18] LY 52 2 e SR

bR T ZEEZMNOIER, HEEDKBGRE R Z o0 T8 IR A amER . 12Uk
/INEHTE 2012 4F INEA ZK A& I sl 1 [ N B0A PR 200 [ PRk B3l i B2, RSO
A AT AR S BE AN A I @, A T M4k oK T EIBROC R Ty PR
(two-level game) M, 21K12) 1 FE N M EPRBOG EIZLAG RS, 250, ERFRITH
AT bR /K ByG 0 A A VE A AZ 2006 . BITANFE VR AT itk , DR 28 i As + Al i
JEBURF UGBTI, Wi . B E S S RIS Y RA . XS MIEPR &, [
FBOMEH, Bk T SEBiE K f s 100 H e e 5 2 md HO SRR AL SURIBOR 4l K3
WEAE . B WA, EShMCE K AR A Y 2R R Rk, Ml T
PRt By PT RS K BRI AR H ERSR Ut HEFKBRE R KAEM T EPRKEBUA
R, MR REE. BUTHLEI G 858 1223 D B 5K G BB R FE A TA
3.2.2 4t [RIREESL RN B A IR ROC R MO A B, AEAIR AR =R T 20 T4 90
AR TR SIS, B UM T, KR BRI AR 1A IRE0R 7 s>, i
BIAIG AR 2EIR K B, AL G AR (R BA] B 5 ) 5 56 TR BOR ” [R BRI R AR 42
SALPIE K4 0 I HANTE e —Fh & AT AE B 3 58, 12 A5 BOR il 2 # f&
KEFBEEN ATl A AT 8 A ) R e iEiE B AR N — R ) i2
YEML , BEASHE Bl [ P yn] 37 () L A ) 5 2 2 TSORRE , AR I 2 i, b T S i B B /KR 1L
P nAEfE T gae Ik, B R UM A H AR L4815 i & AR TE TR I T A 18 R [ 40
t e A U, I SRR BUR T 1 IR I E PR 229", Rl , 2 b B N PR
FRTF- 3t 3 R 0 T O DR R 252 ) A i, T i DN B sh A RIS 1) #f B B AR O AR 11T
Mo BN I h a2 k" (desecuritization ) F Mg , 5 708 ] 80 28 iU R4 5
BT SCACAE F ARSI, 3B 0 G i 3k A 2 [ W T R A . ol an v E R TR ] RS
AT VT AR S el 5 O AL =N rh e B TS R AR S R R A VR R
Ty AL TR, LIIK B SEA K IR T SR LA S 43 R A AR e i B '™, 38 ad 8@ sr
NGRS BEGA 7 [RELZ [B) IE R | 2 L IS RENS M /K B SR R 2
B (R B 48, AN e R 40 ML M 5% IV RTAAIE I s 2% B0 (8] B AR 92 1 Lt — 250 e 17 2 %
B2 a8 L B EEAR , N B S SEER AR FE RS 1K SIRCENE FR S EAUM T 2
3.3 -

i FEZ PO SEEENNA, KpREEER RS SR BRI A5
X% ol E R A R S5 A ER PR 5t MiEIEH A S R W T XA AT sh
IRIATN, ABFAR BT AT A ZK RS TEGA I SR BAR R I A AR EE 2R . XS fRip i
A2 T K G Z A B IRE R sh A8 FE, B T AR S S HIRER i,
RSN, BGRAESHEER TSR, Bid/KR (waterscape) FIZK -t 283k
(hydrosocial territories) “FMER, MAFUEFIER R WM L F 5 T EFRKEBOA R Y
AR
3.3.1 KF /K5 (waterscape) J& “water” F1 “landscape” FUZEE, Wi iETEH 1999
R T EFE P~ ZK U2 2T) (Annals of the Association of American Geographers) 9
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WICHHHEE, KFEXPR E AT RHE 2R G 2, BRI AR SRR LE,
PAKOKEGG . KA . KA SKA TR . s 2 (6] R A B YE ™ LA BOIA b 2
SEH T BRSNS A AR fFSE . 528 (Francois Molle) 28 Hg O AN 57K
BRZMAMEAEANERR, REIH0E AR . 20 Fkt SR A8 K i,
(%% (Jessica Budds) M2 5% (Leonith Hinojosa) A A/KIIRR K . AT AT
AT ZS RV ] _LC SR I A B a2, DL RGP e HE S &R
FEHAR AP I T S A IR S dn K -4 S PEF (hydro-social cycle) #EH, KA
“H,O”, T ey s s AL RS =™, M52, KEESRAT AR 54—
JCRAL, BRI ACERT AN AT 3 EI— 55, IS R 5K Z AIFTE R 2% . 48
AR AR LA RIS e 7

KA, FBIZoKP Bt . 80, W ST SRR AL T A ] 4338 0 4 G 43
B A AT I e W, BT B T, kA TR i A R K R At A X R AT ) T
H, BES AR JF A BT O R IF = A SE R i s BRIE S A8 AL . il aniEFE R A DA 2y B |-
WK s h ], FAR T Uas) anfal 78 20 40 60 40l it 4 [E K izt adtig, R 4Ert
HALBRA AR R RE T, DA B e % sk = . B NBORIMEATRE . Sb
[ 42 AR PR 0 15 5 I 2R oK A, AR B K S A el A5 DL B RE S I A 11 A
B0, IFE SR O rhgR s LA FEA SR R B S, BB v B AN
AR TR AR IRy BH R A PR S 01 25 0 T S5 SR e PR 1 kb Ty RN [ PR 2 2L A 1
FRAL ST, i EL R 0 LT B B A% 3R AT LK DRSO 38 A R 7K S 2L, 520 7K R
g R @ I W O e N T T SN O T By S O S e 1 N TR e S A
1 ORI AR, KRR AR S S oo MEI R A S R AEE
R FTEERIM L, BOR LR A SRR GBI G — ¥R TR E 2
B, FRSL T RIKEUR FIK A2 0 R B EEf
3.3.2 KA K-SR K -t & R T EIE T E TR R A
HEZE, Y [ 2016 4F Water International ] T /K 42 G2 1], BEEROK—FE2 6 R
THIRER S AR T, DERT -2 [ R KBTI, #5722 R /2% A2
SCEE . KPS . ARRS . KA. SR T E . fTBOREEEZHE . SOOI RS
FEZMEE L. BES5IRAEFET, K-t ST SER S U 4E R . £t
REE ., Z24asla] . R PSS, 43S0 R T 40U 1) DU RS AS Ja 407

B—, K-SR AT . ER . KR ERRERSS 30K, EHHGRR
KIUEET R, R 4k X0 R 25 9+ BB P R A Z280R B K 8 AU i il %
b, ELRNRRINERAT A /1R, 5 A SR R 4 i K LA 58 5% e DA RS 22 BT 14
FEAEE T Wi C“SCHRY CEOET T BK—FE S, MUz XA YT <9
W” “V&Ia7 B9sEmT, 55, ZMELRRLG TR, WA A ] filhn, ThEEBUSS
AR B A 25 ERE B T R AAERE A, MIKTEUR | Fah 15 it Rl 2 e HE A5 fR B
XTGBT -TEANIREZ £ & EE. #HSE K455, XEK-
PSR G A VR VT YR 2] it A FE U A A Y At  DAIR 2GR IR YR & VR IR BREY
Hm™, 5=, SOCR MW MAEEZI T MRFEZ 0 3K, BRIV T /K sk 5
o gEfIBEON, REEBURN, M. EZMESE KRS AL A X R TR
ARV RIAT B4 WL o FHerp 28 [ & F A Ml o KR 3 A A B 4 b A e A iAie A
SRAL (naturalize), [RIFPEREABARISIZA, DIIGSHEK IR SEMED, 50U, ZHE
BREINT 7oK -t SOk e friE ity . ERREEUKR 2, B EVW K E DA -GS S
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AUl 5 B3 TRk -4t 28U, 2 TS i M EXARIR . eAs S EUK SR
T BETFRANTG Y IF 5 A HAL AP, H5 A S IERF [RK P i, H 8l i
RARZESN, WHEHF . FRSA% . Sl SPrade TR — b, K-+ 2t
Ry A e R ] I A 3 S Bk A R . KA SUHESR MR | 25 1a] . EARFIHL
WSR2 2 T RO ez ) PR s A, h— 2 NS B - SRR R 5E 3% T 2
TR K -FE2 R R HIIRER

4

BT Xp i & = AR EPROKEGA T AMITTE I R GEPE RS AT, ARSI, 93T
WFFEE A R HP TS SO A ootk [, S, RO se A R . i SO e
AL, E A ] P 5 28 B AR T sl o K A S ) S R RIS T AR
SRS, KRG EAE . IREHCAFK A2 C R T PRk BOE =R R,
—, KRS EEMFENRHT RS . fP 4 P B A R R R i 5
M, SR AI AR 5 KBRS A B UK S A R I ST 5, MRS AOKE.
HRARMBCEI, S TR -G Zonie B R S SR Ae pi A . L, BHXS
KPR AR FE 2 b 22 SCRIS AU IR . “GEsbE B, SIS EiG
AR 32 SCREBRIE R MAEFDR BOE M2 e th A, IR5E I PRI A R T 3 340
WZBOATE . R B, WU SRR AR Z oo 4E 0 g 1 [ PRk BUA BT
AV . =, FHXPRKIL 4% [ P25 X R e E PRoh R 0 A R -fh —onig, BUh
P EMOKBIAIE I K, MOR—AT 2 R 1 BEAT 1 Br K B W5 vh-E ik A7 1
AR St RIRELE, IFXK A RIS AT SR R . FEBORES AT, ARAMY
A RARR L, WRSTHa T TR, BAIA AL EI N H G . K-S 16
BEEPERER R PERI AT, 0 1% [ ProK BOR Rl 1 B R

i b, EPKBOAITRETERE &S 227 BHSCR RO LI T BORIENE, dLfEE 2Bk
TP IRBUA” e m) mifT A 3 220 0BG A SE BT I AL, v [ B B 2y 3 7 ]
ProK BOiG SUSATI AT B O BT 3 A s [ O S 2 B Tk, SR T, 255 BOR B YA
WS, ASCAASK E B KBOR OTFE n] AASTE] | U R EERL A T, LA BRI i b 2
T, TP EAERAE ] K-SR S R EAGSERTSE, S [ PRl iin B 5 ) sk
K R DTRRELIA L 7 Y PR MR S

(1) EPR 24z Wt 5E . WS TR L, Bl b Pl i 3 55 12 e A
WX EOAZ TR RIRRIE , PR LT i [ 2000 AR T 2 IR A MR ST Il s ] vh B £33 2%
BIDTsRSCE B ER R . W2 R TRIUR A SR 6] | ) s ] R AE s TE) A L R 5 O
WUAER, FERUKBIR S . KA BEECR MG BOATH S LT s BR T HAT 92430 7
WS ], ppRsC. RN BORTRAE AR S A LU i . IR AR PR B 3R
MEZS IR AL BT BB, P75 BT SR B M, K BOR I E S A .
A [RL b S Y 32 PR B A PR, RS [ S K D SRR 2 0 B A
RS2 G AURZ 2 . FEm IS NRs T 5, EZA0 BT BN B2 A A
Ferz, 3cfe. OrEWL. PRSI @ A8 R RE S W% L AL G oy . FHRLH,
PR (governmentality) MEGAEFIWIZS 45 M, JRBIEOR S Gk A = C R AL L,
VR EARAGE BORIRET , BRI AR LS BUA B H bRt TR, 7Etid e,
S (8] AU SEASIR S B B8 i BT AL e 2s DB S, G R IR BE DLl FE A [y
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BRI KRR, Bk, JFRZ4 S RINES . K E55ER05, A BT EPr kg
PR [A)FE BLAIAY 1 B35 A A

(2) AR A AL A K BE T iR IR A 2 . BUA M PR~ PSR R L R X
T 1 BRAE AR AL, ML G R Broe R LA & 2K BRI I R R . /i
B FREDHAKBUA TR, DL “GUSBERE A A s B S0 32 SORERS FAU A
PEATHERN R B, HAERLR B, 7K MERBEA R 45 7 G 2r B AP R A 5, AT
KK BARRMEN IR KA AL, MEERE K7 AMERERAST, BUREEESIA
BUARAERZAA, LA ARSI B —otie, K-t SO p e i bk 5 | A PRk
BOAIETR Y, BERE, K7 ACEAUI R BRI, THER AT & A o, &
HAMRFZUBGATER T A, EEEREBUKEEIES T, KEOBO) TR B DURBLAE
AU Fe A 1 AR it e 1 S R DX 3k o 2R B FEEAS , A ST IR KL B BRI S R 1T
PR, DGl A K AR e R IR A PR B . A dRst | SE PRSIl (territori-
alization) FIFAIH AL (re-territorialization) I FEHES) | A B S5t S xR L, it
2, KA G E XS K BEIEAREL (access to water) FYFZM, 12X A
PNl A TR A B T3 IR B A5 A AR, SR — PR K —fE o REEAR N IE . [
I, AR EFRKBUABFE AT LI B BRI N A B . Al . JEBURFAZ. #HIX . A4S
N Z It F AR R 2 By [ il i BE AT 3 3 4%, SRSk et . FU) . Stk .
2205 1 Bl S FLA BB K 4 ST B AR S o MK -4 S UL A H & 43 B [ B 7K B
1, BRSO AR SERUT A BT B4R RS, A R T AR AT /K 3 L A XA [R] =5 AR 1 I 40
& ERASHGAERS, ITEIRZ B AFA ) —728 [8] ¢ R N BRRON,, I A1A 24
A PR EPRIRT) AR S SR RS

(3) FEPFRFRIAE A RERIG %58 EEKIGEAMS L ER . XIERE, [T
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Sy i R, kb S0 A B X AR, A TR BRI R, 1
B XK B IR B s G5 , SEM s E RS R D REGRAE SRR, /A, T
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Abstract: Transboundary water governance is an important geopolitical issue because it is
associated with states’ natural resources ownership and sovereignty. Although the spatial
politics of the transboundary watersheds have attracted considerable attention in Western
academia, the research from domestic political geographers remains scant. To better capture the
research trends and themes of transboundary hydropolitics, this study conducts qualitative
systematic and bibliometrics-based literature reviews on 235 English articles from the Web of
Science Core Collection and 158 Chinese articles from the CNKI database between 1990 and
2020. It shows that transboundary hydropolitics research is highly interdisciplinary. The
English literature mainly covers geography, critical geopolitics and political ecology, while
Chinese studies primarily draw on international relations and international law. Both English
and Chinese researchers have paid the most attention to water cooperation and conflicts.
Whereas such topics as "space", "territory", and "state" have gained popularity in English
studies, Chinese articles are more concerned about water diplomacy and other issues of reality.
Water cooperation and conflicts, critical and discursive analysis, and hydro- social relations
jointly constitute three pillars of transboundary hydropolitics research. The research on the first
topic evolved from a conflict- cooperation dualism to the transboundary water interaction,
highlighting the power asymmetries, actions and strategies among the countries. However, this
line of inquiry is subject to the "territorial trap" due to its state- centricity and statist
understanding of sovereignty. Against this backdrop, critical hydropolitics and securitization
theory have examined multiscalar actors’ representative, discursive, and imaginative practices,
which provides a more subtle and dynamic analysis of power relations. Moreover, the realist
thinking of water conflict and cooperation research has given rise to the dichotomy of nature
and society, which treats water as the object of interstate competition. Drawing on a dialectical
and relational ontology of water, some political ecologists and political geographers
investigated the hydro- social relations via the frameworks of the waterscape, hydro- social
cycle, hydro-social territories, etc. This research assists in analyzing the spatial deployment of
power and the mutual construction process of power and nature. We argue that political
geographers may contribute to the geopolitical analysis of the international river by engaging in
the discussion of space, territory, and scale.

Keywords: international river; hydropolitics; political geography; political ecology; critical
geopolitics; research progress



