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From Workshop to Proceedings 
A central pillar of the TAP project was the annual workshop series, designed to 
strengthen networks within the field and to support early-career scholars in a 
targeted way. At the International Workshop in Trier, 21 researchers from different 
disciplines contributed their findings across a range of panel themes in politics, 
literature, sociology, and history. Nearly a dozen further participants presented 
research projects or institutes in Taiwan Studies, or honoured us with a greeting. 
A particular highlight was the roundtable discussion, “Beyond Pure Geopolitics: 
Mapping European–Taiwanese Synergies”. Alongside Prof Huang Kwei-Bo 黃奎博 
and Assistant Professor Roger Chifeng Liu 劉奇峯, the panel included Caroline 
Zillessen (German-Taiwanese Association e.V.), Jesse Tai (Taipei Representative 
Office in Berlin), and Dr Perkuhn. The guests were welcomed by the President of 
the University, Prof Dr Martha Eckkrammer, who noted the positive developments 
in Taiwan-related research at the University of Trier. The wide-ranging discussion—
featuring four members of the German–Taiwanese Dialogue Platform (GTDP)—was 
moderated by our project assistant Dr Brender, who skilfully brought together 
perspectives from research, politics, and civil society.  

Fig. 4: Roundtable participants (chair: Felix Brender): Huang Kwei-Bo, Roger Liu, Jesse Tai 戴溥

序, Caroline Zilessen, and Josie-Marie Perkuhn. 
 
In the spirit of TAP’s research endeavour, the following section presents an 
interdisciplinary selection of TAP’s research and network. The first contribution 
presents one of our joint synergy projects, which examines Taiwan’s responses to 
innovation under the umbrella of Anthropocene thinking. Working 
interdisciplinarily challenged each of us to step beyond our academic echo 
chambers and to engage with research methods, designs, and narratives across the 
major disciplines. Bound by our shared interest in Taiwan, we explored the 
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intersection of innovation and ecological consciousness through the concept of the 
Anthropocene—not merely to identify commonalities and differences, but to 
develop genuinely cross-perspective angles. 
This paper demonstrates how varied responses can be across the communities 
studied within 21st century Taiwan. The literary/poetry perspective suggests that 
ecological themes are often framed in negative terms; in discussions of fertility, 
ecological consciousness appears to be neglected or overshadowed by 
predominantly economic and geopolitical threat perceptions. By contrast, among 
scientists and technicians the intersection of innovation and ecological 
consciousness tends to be framed more positively, with an emphasis on the use of 
innovative technologies to counter, or even to solve, the downsides associated with 
Anthropocene conditions. 
Interdisciplinary collaboration and cross-perspective research deepen our insights. 
Equally important, however, is international engagement and the opportunity to 
debate findings through a variety of lenses—across academic fields, research 
cultures, and experienced scholarly perspectives. A vibrant academic community 
depends on such exchange and therefore requires meeting grounds and networks 
across the globe. This diversity challenges researchers to leave their comfort zones 
and to engage in innovative thinking. Against this background, the following 
Proceedings continue with a selection of TAP’s academic network as represented 
at the International Workshop on Taiwan’s Responses to Global Megatrends, 
hosted by Trier University in September 2025.  
The five texts reflect the diversity of fields in which the TAP postdoctoral researchers 
worked and offer a small selection of the communities and networks built through 
TAP. In the selection of the texts, we prioritised diversity of topics over uniformity 
of format and presentation. 
 
Keynote and roundtable perspectives  
Prof Huang Kwei-Bo contributed a shortened outline of his keynote speech on the 
G.E.R.M.A.N. approach to relations between Taipei and Beijing, which traces a 
sequence from Goodwill through to Negotiations and proposes a practical pathway 
towards peace. The “M” at the centre, Military, refers to a pledge of mutual restraint, 
including abstaining from first use of force. A key question remains: if most of these 
elements have already been attempted and put into practice, why do cross–Taiwan 
Strait negotiations still appear so distant? The issues raised in the keynote steered 
a fruitful discussion throughout the workshop and captured the increasingly tense 
atmosphere shaped by the deteriorating threat perception in the Taiwan Strait. 
Centrally, the keynote address captured the overarching sense of a growing and 
looming threat in the Taiwan Strait.  
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From geopolitics to tech diplomacy  
Any discussion of Taiwan in the 21st century inevitably touches on the pivotal role 
of TSMC’s semiconductor production and its significance for the so-called “silicon 
shield”. We were therefore fortunate to welcome Assistant Professor Roger Chifeng 
Liu (National Sun Yat-sen University) and a member of the GTDP, who contributed 
research insights on emerging tech diplomacy, also coined “TechPlomacy”. In a 
concise contribution, he unpacks the complexity of Taiwan’s interrelated external 
relations, ranging from geopolitics and great-power rivalry to digital economies, 
framed in the context of macrosecuritisation, while emphasising Taiwan’s pivotal 
position within the Global Value Chain (GVC). 
In light of this complexity, he prompts us to reconsider the “silicon shield” and calls 
for the further development of cross-domain Taiwan Studies that link security 
studies and international politics with science and technology studies, insights from 
tech governance, and the practice of diplomacy. His presentation, “Cross-Domain 
Linkages: Emerging Trends in Taiwan Studies from Geopolitics to Tech Diplomacy”, 
was delivered on 2 September 2025 in the political science session “Trends in 
Security and Energy Transition; Cross-Perspectives & Interdisciplinary Approaches”, 
alongside four other speakers—rendering this the largest panel of this workshop.  
 
Sociology, emotions, and political participation  
On the third day of the workshop, we enjoyed a wide-ranging sociology panel on 
“Modernisation, Emotions, Gender and the Youth”, from which we selected two 
different contributions engaging with Taiwan Studies and Cross-Strait affairs. Dr 
Kristina Kironska presented findings from her recent fieldwork on the “Role of 
Quotas in Transforming Women’s Political Participation in 21st century Taiwan”. She 
framed her work through the lens of comparative Asian studies and addressed the 
question of how Taiwan has been able to reach such a high level of women’s 
political inclusion. 
Also engaging with political questions, Assistant Professor Chunhui You 
(Department of Advertising, Chinese Culture University, Taipei) drew on a mixed-
method research design combining content analysis with survey data to explore 
the role of emotions in political communication. Her presentation, “After the Ballots, 
Before the Storm: Emotional Framing of Cross-Strait Issues in Post-Election Short 
Videos from Taiwan”, showed—grounded in short-form media analysis and survey 
results—that agenda-setting cannot be separated from emotional design. 
 



 

20 

Memory, identity, and transitional justice  
We are exceptionally proud to include the contribution of our former travel grant 
recipient Dr Felix Brender who presents findings from his fieldwork in Taiwan in 
“Narrating the Past to Create the Today: Institutionalised Memory-Making and 
National Identity in Taiwan”. His work examines transitional justice processes in 
Taiwan and Germany, focusing on their role in reconstructing and reifying national 
identity. In doing so, he demonstrates how the construction of Taiwanese identity 
moves beyond a China-centred lens and instead privileges a distinct reasoning 
grounded in Taiwan’s own plural history. The subsequent contribution spotlights 
transitional justice and its impact on identity-building under the Tsai Ing-wen 
administration, under the title “Justice, at last?” 
 
Sustaining Taiwan Studies: programmes, networks, and institutionalisation 
Research quality is built through collaboration and exchange—hence the central 
importance of networks and workshops. Equally important, however, are 
sustainability and forms of institutionalisation. This year, TAP also invited key 
figures from across Europe to map Taiwan Studies programmes and research 
initiatives and to showcase best practices. Alongside an outline/introduction of the 
Central Europe Institute of Asian Studies, we highlight four Taiwan-related 
academic hotspots: the Taiwan Research Hub (TRH) at the University of Nottingham, 
Taiwan Studies at SOAS, the ERCCT at the University of Tübingen, and the Taiwan 
Research Unit (TRU) at Ruhr University Bochum. 
 
 
 

 
Fig. 5: Poster created by TAP team. Image of Taipei used in this poster is ‘Taipei Taiwan 

Skyline’ © Heeheemalu, CC BY-SA 4.0, via Wikimedia Commons. 
  




