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Abstract

Due to the different interests of countries in international investment activities and dispute set-
tlement, as well as some institutional limitations gradually revealed by the current “investor-state”
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dispute resolution mechanism, obvious differences have arisen between different countries in the
reform of this dispute resolution mechanism. At present, the reform trend of the “investor-state”
dispute resolution mechanism mainly includes two types of reforms: the gradual reform model of
investment arbitration and the model of EU judicialized investment court. Analyzing the current
trend of dispute mechanism reform will help China build a diversified investment dispute resolu-
tion mechanism, enhance its ability and awareness of active participation, and better safeguard
China’s economic interests in the field of international investment. By discussing the main reasons
for the reform of the “investor-state” dispute resolution mechanism, this paper makes an in-depth
analysis of the current mainstream reform trend in the world, and makes suggestions and coun-
termeasures for China under this trend.
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