“Integracion dirigida” y “diferenciacion incremental”: mecanismos y
respuestas de gobernanza ante la distancia institucional en la integracion
regional
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Resumen: El articulo introduce la distancia institucional en el estudio de la integracién regional. Una distancia
excesiva eleva costos de transaccidn, gestién y adaptacion, mientras que una distancia adecuada favorece
complementariedad, intercambio de conocimiento y resiliencia. Las respuestas consisten en reducir distancias
clave, integrar instituciones regionales, ajustar selectivamente la distancia y mantener una configuracion
dindmica pero estable.
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1 Distancia institucional e integracién regional

Desde la posguerra, la integracion regional pasé de cooperacién por proyectos a construccién institucional
multiescalar. La distancia institucional alude a diferencias en reglas formales, aplicacién, normas y convenciones

entre territorios.
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Fig. 1 Changes in regional integration agreements worldwide, 1900-2014
1.3 Mecanismo dual

La distancia tiene doble efecto. Genera costos cuando es excesiva, pero también ofrece complementariedades y
recursos cuando se mantiene en un rango adecuado. Su relacidn con los beneficios potenciales adopta una

forma de U invertida.
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Tabla 1 Overall development stages of global regional integration
2 Lecciones internacionales

Las experiencias indican cuatro tareas: reducir distancias criticas, integrar organizaciones regionales, ajustar
selectivamente la distancia y mantener una configuracién institucional estable pero adaptable.
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Fig. 2 Formation and dimensions of institutional distance in regional integration
3 Respuestas para China

La integracion debe eliminar barreras clave, construir gradualmente un patrén diferenciado y eficiente,
fortalecer la coordinacion de politicas y mejorar la transmision entre niveles gubernamentales.
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Fig. 3 Regional institutional configurations under the dual regulatory mechanism

4 Conclusiones



La gobernanza de la integraciéon no busca homogeneidad absoluta, sino una distancia institucional apropiada

que reduzca costos y conserve diversidad, complementariedad y resiliencia.
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Fig. 4 Evolving relationship between institutional distance and potential benefits of regional integration
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Fig. 5 Priorities for adjusting institutional distance in regional integration
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Tabla 2 Reduction of key institutional distances in representative regional-integration practices
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Fig. 6 Integrated adjustment of regional institutions through supra-regional organizations
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Tab.d Insututional adjustment mechanisms in regional integration of typical countries
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Tabla 3 Institutional adjustment mechanisms in representative countries

1. The Theil index measures income inequality between individuals or regions and is derived from the entropy concept in information
theory. 2. New institutional economics, represented by Douglass C. North and Oliver E. Williamson, emphasizes institutions and economic
performance; organizational sociology, represented by W. Richard Scott, emphasizes relations between organizations and their
institutional environments. 3. North's binary classification distinguishes formal and informal institutions, while Scott's tripartite
classification distinguishes regulatory, cognitive, and normative dimensions. 4. Greater institutional distance generally implies stronger
barriers and higher cooperation costs; smaller distance implies fewer barriers and lower costs. 5. Formal distance concerns economic,
political, and legal rules; informal distance concerns cognition, culture, and morality. 6. Institutional matrices exhibit inertia because of
social recognition, fixed investment, sunk costs, and mutual dependence. 7. Institutional collective-action problems include free riding
among compound actors such as local governments. 8. Differentiated institutional demand arises from differences in development
foundations, resource endowments, strategic directions, and stages of integration.
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