SR A ErRLER LT
B EBE S (100/9), pp. 341-370
O©rhgeitgebe A SCit erRtEmse L

2258 N it as > SOR Je HAHRE: -
LRI IE B S5 T 2 B T M o B

-E” \\Xt

: bbLb

BRI

B 5 RERBOR R RIEUR

28 N BHER SR T B H CHEEES - R E AT A SRR
R SEEHE KRR C R TERR o ASCHRTeEE S ) TR R 21 5
BRI 2E ] (SNTV) AYER & et » hi 220 | SNTV (EE ST B[R]
BAHFRIRE T E%Eﬂﬁﬁiiﬁﬁﬁiﬂjﬁﬁﬁﬁx&% Tl E L B
FHILBAATK - 2004 11 EFT BEE ?@"&**‘k‘ MBURE SR M
i T o R SNTV 33511 [ e 42 » Kﬁ(*'ﬁﬁ{“ﬁ*%—‘ﬁn&tﬁ o R HERE
KL DIRRE B i/ NF 7718 (2SLS) 7322 s s S AR R 2 - £
Ttz I BRAN LA T 88, © — ~ JRBUEAVPRERE B S S AR T R AR R
R MR TE SR T BB R ME R REE - A 5 3
Tﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ W IL— W) & Jacobson (1978) ﬁﬁﬁi‘%ﬂ’]@%ﬁ%ﬁi‘fimfﬂ

~ R E BOME T TSR S O AR @iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ’] ERE

*%f’?%’iﬂﬁ?‘?ﬂ&JﬁTﬁT?ﬁEE’ﬂ%@i%ﬁﬁ SHZHEAER] o H%“ﬂiﬁi
WS¢ B R] 8 [R) G R e A R BT R ﬁﬁHLEEWEF‘JE’JZK =Fa)
SN ﬂ?@%ﬁ&%ﬂ’]ﬁ?ﬁ Z - UNL Eéﬁi%%ffiiﬁﬂwﬁﬁﬁffﬁh EDIE:
RS B 2 TR1E SR P e B A P 3t I ARAS K o DY~ o [ 22 28 A S
% » [ %ﬁ':iuﬂﬁf’éﬁyk%%%lﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁél@tﬁ ST (38 TR boh el e i s
HERTEDC T - Rl SRR AR B

ks S 63]5;1%/}?‘%5’6%”1%1 AT~ B SR Al

S %u
& ©
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il

HE 25 e B A SR B R AR A Y B B0 JEE IS % 241 (single non-
transferable vote, SNTV ) » ¥ i B2 FER RE ¥ 5 18 3t /7 YR A AL ~ B A R 1
PR - BEHERBIRIITER (357 > 2008: 102) o fRIFLEEHE (2002) [y
Al > SNTV {E S i1 T2 Frufehs - £/05] 58 S B HEET - BREHI
fid = AR A B E E ~ HRIRRBOEIGEE ~ 92 LB TER ~ 2R
{5328 N\ F H ) e B R RR R B R B LS B BB B BUR SR < B 1B B2 F 3L
TR REAZ EEEA: - BISRET 26 SORRAREER H A U A LR A€
B - Bide SNTV EHIHY K » S BOIRR AR ~ 38 5 E BH AN 11 ~ SRR AN
fiE ~ BOREAN S lm 5 R - 028 HARBCE - B Sl REPR SR S A0 B H S
FEUFHRH (Cox and Rosenbluth, 1993; 1994; 1996; Cox and Thies, 1998; Sakamoto,
1999) o

SNTV 5| #EHIAHRR M RERGI R I 2 26 » (BASCEE R T am i i 7 R g
A L E R e ARy — 3R > AIHAEHGEE (multimember district) F0% T
HAREHOERH 5T ~ 1Z2A R ESRAED o BIAIMEFREE A R
REAH 2 4B > DL 5 57 22055 B 2008 AF 25 L F ih th BERR %
I > AR SCARE SNTV 1Y [ RE /5 22 A B ik — R A A8 > @ DL E TR e
FTH LR YA R AR RZ L - BREEE 551 am SNTV T4 Ry B ST 2 5
FRE R fE R > DRI RORIG 1 AT B A B R EIER (17750 > 2001
FWHEG - 2003a 5 ZTEERE ~ BIEE » 2008) > HYHESE I E RAE SNTV | 21
[ B fi 28 N [EMER LR » 1T AMRAE B —2E[& (single member district, SMD )
FRSEE B RIE 15E 5 o AN T2 AN 8 S AR G 18 (1Al R B v Ja o e e e
[F SRR O TE DO 5 22 AR L) > Pt LIA SO 258 5 A g1y
AR - BIZE2E ANEE R & ENE S 2 [ R S F S 8 - B—
{lE B ELAth SCRRAS IR F TR » RAS SCLAZREE A\ 155528 S H AR & i R
i A H RS - AR HH F 3% (negative campaigning ) Y[R3 {5 1538588 3 HH
BAFEERIMEYE (externality) SR o MRIGIE FRHY 2R EET » A% A Dits



28 N\ BHESH R SR « BRCIRBIESLH T Z s R 343

Re (B 038 S H I B A B A (] IR 5% 1 () Rt B 22588 ) SR
A DARI—F 52 Ll ok B B P RS o e PR s e
FRAE R ET IR > ASCERA 2004 4726 75 i T 72 228

SZJEN A EENE - AR 2005 FEER RO LT 7;?%55%% SNTV%E
%IJ  RACEIRGI R RS O - 35NN, 2@ R RS R sk B —
RATHEZR A SR o SHE B E » 2004 4 4 A IESEITHY TEGRREEED -
(1338 e, 22 AR G AR S OB SR > SBLBHEN AR
XHIAE - TS ATl R m B g2 el - thA FIIASSORT DUARIRE L&
FREITIRMERMETER « fil S 2% » S0EH1 S AR FUET SNTV 13T 3R »
e H5n | 5 AR E S R S (LA AT+ SR 2R EERE
2238 N\ % S B Em A SRR [RT g > ASEER AL Jacobson (1978) fEE%HHIES |
NIRRT > BRI FTEER SN ER IR & 2 ER A S e F B 2Eh
PRAGEG AR ZENE R > SHABOE S I —2E 0t > S EHE iR
i B AR A A4 (endogeneity ) [HRE » ZEHATIS M HIA SR
IR RS R 71 BV FE ER B/ NFE 77 157 (two-stage least squares, 2SLS BY
TSLS) 2K EZ IR i (simultaneity biased ) FYRIRE » LG BE PR i 75 1Y
T H#8 (instrumental variables) » DL AR$E I 3 E’ﬁiﬁé% TR ICGER 5
[V BT R PRI 7 I B AT B IR B A 22 3 8 WS SE AR A T G B Jﬂ‘ﬁ
s SR B P I B @ (E LA AR B 5 ik i A TRA El’h’*n

Al > BT B E B FLR E

FAECIRBIE I =M (SNTV) EEBuE AT — 3 » S5 b E E R T

i — i o PR E I R A B A 4 DL B R R K OE R (large-size
districts) » EELEE 2 1 ARHITRESH#E (medium-size districts) » LA
I — R 2/ NEN o A kEmE K NRAEEZ 5 0 SNTV MR A
REf— 5 EEET R LU ST 2 B B I - & B 2B SRR R E
o By TR ) fER  EitimeE 15312 V&S » 9 ARERTE &R
i /D SR B LG Bt 7 2R SRS RS b i N > BN RS R AR gk A\ than
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It o A S M IRRRIE R I - A LB L BRI IR TIEE T (limited
vote ) 1—3Z (317 » 2008) S5 4ME Lijphart (1984: 154 ) HIFRIEE R A ] ~
B MERE Z% (supplementary seats ) ~ & 3E[ I (electoral thresholds) ZE{ELF:
£ SNTV Egl@ it —faA LuF{ZEd] (semi-proportional formula) ©

FERTETRTT SNTV B R » HABR A i P HAU#EEs - i° 1900 4
B REER UK 26 B AT AR T B2 I A E R B 5 — B 1994 4 11 AT
RUCRIESE ) EER I > AR 1996 55 B #E R 1 E SRR & =Ny B — 8
[/ 2230637 ] (mixed-member majoritarian system, MMM ) o S E{T SNTV
AEIET IR JERRbREEGER » S RER MK T EE -
B 1991 k77 e IR AR AU HE - (KB 2 Bl ANy s B (g (R
HAE o AN [ 38T 22 38 SR 1| A B 38 SNTV » HIIRZ F 2005 FE 7 @@ A
J@g 1k o MR EE YT ZE SO R R R RE B H AR e S 5L o FHRMEE
FAERYER = > 2004 FERY B NIEZ 88 - BB g & BB & kit — RIR(T
SNTV o

BANS SNTV ¥ B S SR 2R > BR T ] DUE 28 R SR 13 S Y 2 B AR i
£24% > Farrell (2001: 169) 73 HraZigil MHUBHEEE) ~ BOEAHBE R ~ JhE
PR SRS M > ELECAEURT ELRSPREE © Katz (1980) HOBFJENEES -
A i VT ) B ER I R S R AR o i SNTV e KA 2 TR G AE MU
PEIE (intraparty choice ) » (BN 17U BCERHL > 102 A
e OB X o B E AR SNTV B E N iR » HE e
{3 B P AR M o 5 > 1 FCHUS R R T i i (R B 22 2= M (the
threshold of exclusion) R7E » HRIEHE G ILEL (Droop quota) FYETHE » & [
FEEIE RS 1 IR » 28 \EHREESAENEN a2z — 1 5 QRS+
38 NS 7E 538 5 fEEEOEIA 2 (AR X > 2EEWIREE SRR =
g3 Z—TN 1 ZRHIES - RIEAN T RE R & A 59+ ({528 1552 s Sk
fis » FrLAZED AT LIRS —MELL (Mackie and Rose, 1991: 504) i 8 J B
FIAE SNTV IFal b (V/(N+1))+ 194 FHLREIR2E EA L 2
PR AR AR SRS » Horp v 8 A SR R - B A I DA N 201 (£
AT 2 2008: 97) o Sh—/A N EHR EE W EE LK N BRI - 2E NS
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REJFIME B 5 (BeaiZodtlan SOl Bl A R Rry2E KRS - QlE
BT T RE S B o iE Al SR BT 2 2238 AR » EIRZEAE SNTV 1 ;&5
AN B — Rl S HEEIRER) LI SR B AT g - 2 DAbh e HiAth
SR IEZEE » LHA R CH SRR RN K 28 BT o SRR
G o IL— G40 5 (R (56 A\ DUR S B E T Rt - 23R
DIWEAMR: RE IR SCHT 5 Heot » FRIEG (2003b) thi@ERBFETRIIEE
BE B 22 0% A AE SNTV @i N EPRIGECER BORATY » T & HUAE B — 2
THEASRGERE -

& TRZ =PI RS - B SR S — (S R K 3% - 12
o afRaE FRIRIRE o BUEAE SNTV | ZHER B iR (£ (optimal ) HYJHE XL
A& N EHEMRE Cox (1997: 240-241) FraBii AR (problems
of coordination )  HH1.Z — & B {1 757 {8 38 it 2] € BEHE 1 25 /D e i3R \ Hfe 22k
HOSEERE - thit @ BT e B nT eI S - TR E BIES iR 2 BN KAl
FEFRARI NS f 5 2 - St bt - 2R i DI ROl E 20 A 8
SET & 75 /E Cox and Rosenbluth (1994) J Cox and Niou (1994) ¢ H A&
Es 2 I HE 4 & (under nomination ) B8 E £ 44 (over nomination ) FIHRDT ©
o BB HLE SR 22 N BGRIGH0E > BUEEE I ER CRE T
STUGEERGIR A 2B - (15 E B FE G IR AL ERIKE SNTV
8 (nontransferable) HYRHE - [FlH22E \ % & A AR R
Pt AR S5 e B SRR E B i - SR HRCE AR RE » T
SNTV 138 WA tAaRI KI5 » S AT A I AU v £ F 528 [ P 2 4 R R EL Bl 2
22585 » S A5 I ERS R IR (seat bonus » BFHEEL LR K)
& . (Cox and Niou, 1994 )

FRIEF K (2008) 734 1992 F LISKHYSLZ 25 » SNTV @ fdiJe kK By
TohaRIRRLRRE » it B G oV AR T S A AR A AN R~ B ~ B AN
HITEDL « R B 1% SNTV MR ERTEIE » 2 1 45 Cox and Niou (1994)
820 s DL 2004 - B3 SR A g i el BC B i 26 o6 R - G R0 H 32 2
HEPRE A BCEEED o HME R BRI ERTE AL A SCEE R, - R %
B B BRI NS A B AE & Al 2R H IR —R S - K17

-
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A R EIN R R ARG - BULRR 4 N\ B AR R 2 v S K —
B NEaE AR i A e 1 HA SR B SRR A\ B
o B EMEE RS X WAEMER 52 o] TECEIRRIURE » BURE —
RERUTT AR S AG R M 20 AR RIREIRI SR 1 HLSR 2 e R St 22 th
K

&1+ NI 2 R BRI S N ST K

LAl R IR 2 R
3 4 5 6 7 9

1 2

@)

EXREYEE] 091 | 1.73 | 23 | 256 | 3.33 | 4.5 4.5

ANEPEEE 4| 124 | 220 | 29 | 3.67 | 433 | 488 | 6.5 7

BRI « R R R E (2004) - (F& BHITREH -
A 1 RIS R U G Y SR [ 2 B B R 2 B (DL R R MR SR X B
B (EREER M IR RRR

BGE M7 22 i A\ GEIRAINSR - HE (i LRI A T s 28
VRRIEEIA - hn LRl SNTV ARZE 2= FIME S B RF I » 6T B S SR SRk
% FERZH Zh S R SR S A SRR > SRR E R DL -
DI 588 BRIy B P b 2 D - SSRER R RS LS8 Rl ey 5 22 > (o 15 ) B )
HIZHEEAS » PO MBOR FRRe th &=\ - Rk & BB s
s ERyAEELREEE (Richardson, 1988; Nathan, 1993; Cox and Thies, 1998 ) ©

SNTV 5| #58 Ms BT AR » BEIRGEEE T 2R M AR % T3k
TTAHBRRHFTTD IR I RAE B 38 £ 2 [ — LA ZRAE 51D » SNTV 3@@
fEHA (intraparty ) i FHURHEEER EICTA 250 2 B B 8 ) SR
(interparty) BEFHEAE SNTV T & RIRIAK ? WIRIRZA - M HEABFE
BEH LK EEI G T - IR WIERE SNTV RUF R 4 S8 HE ? It

Ob » BB R G AS G — RN - B B2 RS R S22 B 5
BN TR ZIRR B E & E R E - SR A R A IR - i
1% » _Lultbeh ARIPRIE P R B A S5 TR - S SR 20 SR AN R BT & B Bk
BAG - BT IIEZAFTANE] > A i s B Ak - (S B AHBR 5T
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i D — DR o IRl S L MR A IR - A AR LIZE A
FEHTEIER > BRATIBTE S R HOMAR A R B SR A AL RO PE ] > TR A
it SNTV BB R E IR -

2~ RS ALARTE

HI R AR FUEEE R EERER £ E SR IE R
H C BB R B 5@ (HAHEIEER - Rt 2 25 52 N\ A T a
o RIDUKERM TR - &R & X SRt M A 2 SRR s 2
N o Bt DU BT 35 IRLE b S (B A B B K &4 B O S au B R &
RERBUR » a0 5 L 2 R TR B 3L 22 PR AT TR Al o s
TER > BITESR {2233 A W] DURE A T 15 S35 ) - 33 thih /& Howell (1982:
410) FreBm)—H A AEAFIE R (interdependent resource) © [1] 38 /8 5 5211
] BB RN B R R R Pk D E S MR @R & SUE K
TR EH CHYHIA I » Faiiitdse K252 (Ansolabehere and Gerber, 1994 ) o
Green and Krasno (1988 ) HURFSE AT » & HRERE YRS TLE KD IR -
FHR A R SRR E B A SRR E SRR, - SO SRy rTReMEh
SRR o FHUCE . - ANEE i 2208 A Al 2ot (o A SRS - mlER2
PRRE R P R BRBREER 32

AN R e B R B AR RS SR o (28 A 0OE N R
MRS E » B G AH AR B EAR 2 b BRI AR -
GEELIFIAL » A ST =187 [r) ARG B+ Ho— » Sl I SCRA A £
A SRR (diminishing marginal return) Y fERE » 5552 ST
9% o Welch (1976) ~ Calderira and Patterson (1982) ~ Trucker and Weber
(1987) % ANHIRFFEEREE B » BHE S ERLE R — T2 AT (threshold ) 1% -
2258 N\ MEAEYE DGESE R hE (e & B as T RE o Beat o Gierzynski and Breaux
(1991) thid #2858 A SR & AR BRI IR At ry & KSR - DIEK
M B SCHBCRANNTEI 5 fth 45 PR IFGORAS S2— MRS B IRa st )5 g 2]
R - 5 N\ E AV E BT TG - SCHAVE EECRA EK - ANEGAE
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EEER TR R 288 » P EZ S FIBE » 2EE HHE SRS A
TR BB RS HoAth (K 2 148 -

OSBRI A —HE HE R - A BOE S H A ERIR T - R
5 Mueller and Stratmann (1994) WJ57%H » 228 \(L1FEER TREH R &
VG EE IR A A e U E S (informative campaign expenditure ) » % —fif
B Y AERAA RIS B A =NA S Y (persuasive campaign expenditure ) » gt 2 H
A A EE BGERIRI H CBlET R THISCH © iMlaR 8 K — HIR i 28 1
BRI, » 2058 NAUIEATE S RSB R g a2 - (HEEER
iy sz HoAth 2258 N RRUISCHI 28 » A IAMERRTE B » R ERRE
EOTFEARBEEE SR K (Mueller and Stratmann, 1994: 65) o 28l
FIARENS 2 R SCH » SE B GBI E S (ISR 2EE BHEL
By e A N MO R A B LR RS ER T (externality ) FHER o AR EERYIHER
P FERCE I G U2 i AR 7 ROAS SO AR e - R (B IS B AR i85
(BRI - thy A & PEFHIER 25 Bk Bl e - Al ey B RE g Bt A4 F1oK
He > SEM RSB RIT IR I E (spillover effect) © 15 .2 » & —fi[22
EERHOE S AME G BRI G RN EE S HA 2 EERE
IR » BIVEE A2 55038 S g IR ERE -

FE—0 T IRBHE SRS ERTE > AIfE22E N EHIHE (negative cam-
paigning) FURCRACHILIZREH o | ARHE B R B SO ET 3 » DO TR B
EapE: E*ﬁm/\ﬁnﬁﬁﬁﬁ ERE TR ER AT o R IR BRSO
2 BRI - S U R DLE B BRI AT (Lau, 1982; 1985) < &
Tﬂﬁ’]ff%ﬂﬁb s B TEABEZE A SR B A TR T - RIRRth 1S5
NHEE 552 HoAth 2288 SRS E - IRIBS@E AT SNTV iy#EERZKE » B
IAETR D BOE R AT 2 - 2058 A G AT £ e DU/ 58 7e & SRk
Ul HERE R AME o BLUMZE AR SRS » Rl EhA X rySCH - &

1 FrEB B s - HOE SR I BOER R E N ER T 8 L PRI ARIER S BEST
RSB ML PIF EHAS (Lau and Pomper, 2002: 48) « fRERTERER (2005) ¥ ARIRFSE -
38 M £ I () SRS TE B B (O B T AME R RS H PR R RN g - thi REUEH
ERHES) — TR -
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T —KER 7> 2 AR TR » J2 thatTo pk 22 2 (28 S iy 0 FLAth fie 38
AR E FUE R S IR (negative externality ) o 35838 5 HI B SHR 1
R RAE AR R M i R B B BT > (A 0 S W B R A AR 80 T S A
A A BN AT 5 EIFEE « Thomas (1989) TEICEERE [ AT EREAY 22 5 5 3 HiRE
B> e — DR 7S HRCR A BB - e e IRIBATE 2EE S
LEBT E

B 1 BB AR TSRS - FHERRTCRE R 26 = (R 222
ENSHEERRIREA > B2 EE ARG S ) » S B PkEE Y S
R ATREANZEAHIR] o LA Jacobson (1978) 5 B HUEMIBHE S H P EmEEE
ZEL A OARIR » HSCHAVBCORM A - T H R S HAS 5
AR E N » Sm EEIRTE RIS A o Jacobson F2 AT & 11 e B AR & S A 1k
BRI - IR B A S RPN E - A DI SRR B S H
T S BRSSO 2 SRR PRECE B R AL AR
FHEEIREE oot - HPRBUEE 2 CR B A &R - I EAEGRA
1T BE BB A S E AT K o B E RS B & s i { L B ] &
SRR A T RKAIVER (Jacobson, 2000: 44-45) o

Jacobson ¥t (% 3 HI{E A E BERERE - 5L 22 S EHkE fth (" 5538 1 £ 2y Bl
195 AR AR L [ BRGEL o fth 3R R AN S kB BT S &R T - B (R HT
e A HREE B - MRS BUROE SCHHBGR » RIRHERRS R &
FIHAK] (Jacobson, 1978: 489 ) o ANifh Jacobson 5l ia Fl i (e i w44 138
R EEEEROE - 1 E BUEE S L LR8I » 2P RURthrgER
1252 » SIS HREE St 2 At - 4R = S BT R T - (153
EEBTEDUREE AT » 2 DI & AL B I A SRR B E S H A 2K
A {ErE2 B {22 (Jacobson, 1990: 357) °

Jacobson FT 77 BE 753 7€ BT & S (AR A B » BR Abramowitz (1988;
1991) ~ Breaux and Gierzynski (1991) ~ Gierzynski and Breaux (1991) -~
Ansolabehere and Gerber (1994 ) ZE{% A FEIE A RIRF RV ERZET ¥ LS
4t > Coates (1998) BEAEHEIETAIHEE ) Jacobson & © Coates (%22 %
N RACH RS > bR T 155R2 2 O1 I B AN A B 2K P AT H g Al a5 B 2
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RIANEE - FHRS S Z R AER 2R B G - I E5E2RAU AN E (uncertainty )
(KI5 » b HERAT % 1 BE5 S HE TR B 2 BT R B AR B ()15 5 0 -

e B = {87 M2KRE » 28 NS H a3 A — 3 AN EE R Z
b (HIE RS RS T SRR REE — DRy i ) ) - TR A
PREMER (2007) Erif2eigE GERFFGRDUHCHEERR » 18R ORISR
SRS SERE AT > S AR R ZE SCHB B ~ MR ~ R BT 22 < A
B AEGERERESI ERGEMINE o ASCEE P AGREE 5 #2258 B g S
BB » 32—t S B SO SOR I IRFR - B SNTV ETI T 258 A

K~ 557 LR BE N BOE SN PR

H 2004 - 3 H TEGAEREE D RIRTLIAK - GEATRA BERGHEEE
RIESERIZE AR = E AW - ERIEEEHHE n BB AR o BHAS HI
FHINE - BRRES 18 fRME 2208 N B EH A BUARA S SRR ~ ¥R K
Hlihk ~ s ~ SRR AR LM Rl AR AR - 2 HR A -
1 5% BB RAER e it  © RIS BB BRI S @ R E - 2B

2 BRT Jacobson (1978) f% 1 A% 3 HiH AR » tha HAWEEZ I A [EFE % » 40 Green and
Krasno (1988;1990) #5% Jacobson HYE K} » FEHIIUTE S PR AE A #iE HREE K UE
h B PRI E SRR B A B 7 o Gerber(1998) 12 A thit 4] Jacobson HY B i £ Hi PUALE
Bt B HIBEBUES CARE R AR > A Bt 5 L 58 E G i) SRR R s 56— »
FOEMTEER T 1R AR OB AR G IEEL - BE K R EREH T - ik 2ies
AR & G0 » R 2 B % RS R B PR EE RGE IR » SEEENUERIE O & AR+
eI ZEME s B8 = » BT @ BA RBCE T ke BRI PR 0 A s P G
B > P LA S RSB SOR e % BT F R 5 A A Mt SE IR A R B R R A K =Y
LGB BLEIR I AR S 38 > st/ BT (S M TE & v UG BNE T [H# - FrLAA &
BB E L BHRENBHEE S (Gerber, 1998: 402) ©

3 FRBIRHIRE BORKA L Z AT > AW BB GHESE RN E - FERIRIBEAMABE
BRILES 45 G2 » ARIME RS L L IEBHES BT » WA BRREENEESER - £
TR > TR IR IGERRERBUE » 558 N Z BRSO I SR e 7F 5 1% T A (R 2SS A
B - (] FPOE e OB RS B RE RL  (HRBUEBCOREE M A S e - m Bk
BHPRAENED  BEE G E R E TH Bk E X B EGEE A > DIgE
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s AT ) R B s ~ A e s ~ R BOER A= S ~ Bl
S~ AGEMGEST Y ~ RS ~ R S CIE o RS IR SR
FGERI23EHKE - iHH 43 A R EREHRHRRAKA (missing
data) » 1 343 {4 ZER AT - A 13 (122088 Ay G (T H T 5%
T8 o A2 E N FIHHE S H R G 7,304,999 » HEHEER 5,248,711 »
BIEFEPERR 18 AR (E R R 2EFH G R - RIS E 258 NS
UL AR K » RIS 2 7,555,226 T o BEHEFEE 5,254,557  HHAIR
{7 R [ A [ 1 A B T BRI & > AR A A A IR TR 0 -
B RLE G R RBCUE - R LA LL— il 22208 A& RHE
PRI -

%% 2 ¢ FNEEIR RS E A H A SR e #)

| BURE | A | SE |, ,

B g | g | <9 | g | MEX | W

ﬁ‘:f%’,ﬁ 3,815,809 | 388,375 | 349,367 | 439,104 | 179,476 | 2,373,605 | 9,518
% 50.6 5.1 4.6 5.8 2.4 31.7 0.1

BRI - BB (2004) - {E& HITEHA > DUNIBS RIS A AGTH -

R 2 f MRl H o B8 > 51 i e 1 22588 A TE-CEIE H P S &
B o K2 AU Ed EEMRREAS  FHBAL HE=E/\+E
JUIEMCE S - F5 I _E R S A S B SO E HBRRY S A R B L
B3 55.7% o H—M L ERfe B H R HES - (SR8EuE =Rk - HSBURRE
FTEAE 2009 AT IE R EE 416 - A ST AR B IS ~ SRR R S
BRAFEBRIRE SO = 0H - 35 NN ZE BRI i A &) AR A SRR GR

1 WHRRAENEA - B2 T - BGAREEBISESRE S A REAS R E - 5
22 5 27 IRWAR T 15 SR EE E R » BN RN BT Rl » 58 27 GRS B RS A
BHEHF ~ BOSHEAE ~ SO SR & FIE 00 - B#r G 20 ELLE 100 ELUT 2 2
% » WS JCEAERE E 5 ANSRE E AR F AT i SISO B Rk - ARIRES 23 fRAIBUE -
BRET B IME TR = DL NG o 2 DIEEFHRIEAE - AR EOA R Gk nl 7E )
RGBS B ER 5 (1 (0 AR DU SEA TS
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Wi B EIE o ARPREE S EERAIG R > 228 A SO JE T BRI B B
H R R B BRI MG S » BOEE IR 2 4% DA S AR e » K
(B B2 Bl I BEE AR AR B B AU SCH - nT DURBESCRN EAHAI A= ~ £
PRACERE FRAEEMREGHE » ST P BERR R = H & T - (G
1 44.5% o
FP2E AT 571 > Bardwell (2002) #5838 BN R 5 HR A 3

SEEE > BTN R V)RR R TUE RS (R BA T Tl > ORI AL
FIPCE TR SR A o FlE R L S R BBk E 1 S - 2% 3 1
HHEMifE 2 EE A > B RHEEEREE S > P tEEa—T
H T HECHRERE 1Y S B EAE AN S SERI WIfF  (HAAEZE T 1.81 f5.25% o
EEAYRE » 2 3 W H 77 Lo MR BT B TUAE H AR ED B Y EL A = 2 Pk
H o RZPRE R BB LRSI EE L o SRV G2 =R
Ze 122 > I Green and Krasno (1988) ~ Ansolabehere and Gerber (1994 )
FNIFEH - PREE BOEN E B ESSRIR T IAE » At DIEE S B
TP R A R A AR BT S [RBEPREE 1 RS £
EFE AL - SEA S BA RS E SR, - EER BR AR R
A

B T {58 A AIIEM-9+ » Gierzynski and Breaux (1991) ~ Beyle (1996) ~

Bardwell (2005) 5 A B FE 7T 6775 328 [ 1Y 0 (B B\ 11 70 A 7T o i B 22
S HHIRTE o T 208 FR28 I AR AR e/ NY - {338 A LLBEZS 5 S 4 B Mt Ry L
BELTOK *Effﬂﬁﬁﬁfﬁ%%?fﬁ’)‘%% TR pe kel ) N b FAT =
338 NACAEACE ~ ANZH ~ FEARAHAR ~ [ SR EF A AR GBS - &
JH: 2R 3 1% SNTV E [ K/ » 1’52238 Ny STHE RN RIOR ~ s /)

BN ACGT EFIIME o tHE BRI S 2 K 2258 A\ P S Bk
% o &/ VERBHERPBET - TR0 20E NG HIURL ARy - /e

A I RS [t P S NI — Rl o LR > gL R OK 8 [ 2858 ) S
RIAMG M B |V 228 A ARSI - B R A 73 2208 A\ A1 & (A AR E)
BRI » AR R - BURBOEAEER S (marginal expenditure)
I S8 o 4 R T PR (K o R th R A B RSB » B — i 0 Ry S
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REBMERGE R TN — 2 5 K~ TSI 28 G IE N TR B
{8 /]NENR 22055 1Y B H S H HIAS B AEERATPU AR - @ |hise i 2288 A
AEGEEEE - MR 2 B EHEE SALEEAEME 8 L o J—IRDUR
TE— R EUR R SNTV 1 » HS 22 ABURS - SIIGEGERAIR - %
oA _ERMANM S A I E E S -

lm& Hi

FF

&3 (ROIRBENFHER RS G ®)

8 H B H AH AN B 3 H
HEITZE | 10,172,410 | 5,347,825 | 52.4% | 4,806,678 | 47.1%
PR 5,628,644 | 3,350,004 | 59.5% | 2,276,271 | 40.4%
K[ 7,855,732 | 4,379,838 | 55.8% | 3,470,376 | 44.2%
r 5 6,837,897 | 3,889,344 | 56.9% | 2,932,910 | 42.9%
/N 4,718,175 | 1,768,974 | 37.5% | 2,908,201 | 61.6%

BRI © BBt (2004) - {FE& BATREHE o
b KB R EELFE IS LLLE » AuEER TR - /ER R R

t_ttﬂ

MBOGRREE ) HIET 2R B A8 AT B GsER E (R AR 1k
5 A5 IR - By A RN B ST TR SRR EE I RE R -
SRR B DRAT R BRIERUE et %Eﬁﬂﬁ?ﬂjkt@ EHERFEEZ
MEEAR R > LB EEBOEE SI R ELEAE - EA IR E o (HalK
BIEARE - i EdEEBRs EARBEREIIIATE - 372 A7EHE L JT IR
A Rk <2 Bt e S B A5 o RS SR AR AR AT RE » 7 JERE I RE bR
7% (random error) A4 » AIREE so 2 FRAURCHATET(H - T B3 G g
HH BB E SR 7 IR BRI > 5 — 2058 P nHEamaia s > DUTHE

BRI (5529 A 70 4 RO -
{h ~ BRI B S el

BRI S P SURR AN EE R I > AHBHNTZE 2 B30 5 e IR SR U T 2 A
LK SEHR (reciprocal causality ) » il /e 22 AW HHE L A S e /o h#E

S
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SREGIR > 228 A\ ST RSBV FRIT Al RE 2B AN [RLEZR G AW o & - IR
Gerber (1998: 402) HIFEEL » R E W EENR (R E D A] DIE St 77 A @iss
o EE BRI A ERE E Y o gt v AR S
I B ACH] S 5 HOR > B 22058 A 2 MR35 AL B SRS » ki s m
O D EE R S B AR BN SR B BT 228 ik o BPUTEE I
FERE B B S BT S S B BLE K o BEAt > Green and Krasno
(1990: 364) thFFHIMRIETTRS (strategic behavior) L4225 A\ ¥ti5%E
HHRVRERE - (MR8 5 2208 )Gl A E S BT » A & B E B RS IL
WiEEE) o B R AMESESEAIRDT - RO A —E G R E LA S

FH 7S 3 HH B SR AH FEE) - 05802 S H BN A 1 (endogeneity )
HIFRFE > (F 5 SE A o i SE AN B A BEAIURE Z (L 94 £ (exogenous )
E8E o & LISy I FERBAN SRR - 2 PERIR MRS B i/ N )71 (two-
stage least squares » 2SLS B TSLS) » LUFFR 3 HPEELSE 72T 2 [ T gk B B
(covariance) » LLGRE A& fif 588 B 5 SR IR 58 A B s 0 75 IF R A% (simultaneity
bias) o * 2SLS [ T ol LU 2238 A 2 B PRI RE O - 8 — A Rl
< R AN BRI R ER A R Wl ] DU e b — R RS A7 % - AR Fomby,
Hill, and Johnson (1984) ~ Kennedy (1985) ~ Gujarati (2003) Z¢ AHVEE »
T S5 A2 IO R A A2 1 PR - ] DA =5 B i 8 B v S AH BRI Y T B A8 B
(instrumental variable) » {15/ HRBULETHIRS —E% (consistency) © fth—

form ) s FfJ T 5L SB35t 328 S H AL 5 — (825 (X8 8 (proxy variable) » i
s s I FAG BRI rTRE B I BRR 22 - %t 22 o — R Bl 2CRY Y
BT LIRS -

4 fRY% Greene (2003) HJ71#3 » 2SLS & [AFHii N7 /7 F23X (simultaneous equation models) 1
) —FEZREFEHE 0 (limited-information estimates ) » BRI Z A » 852 [FIRFIG 37 SZFRE A
i B K 1Y% G GMM (generalizing the method of moments) I} LIML (limited information
maximum likelihood) WIfE{HE 774 o (H GMM R LIML § B HERE 3 - AR A vt {d A
MIRCE M ERRE > B3 A SR E D R I b 2SS W] DL R AR Y 38 B HE I (over-
identification) [HIRE » —MHFSE{ERERIAA R AL PERTREIRE » 248 2SLS 73#fr 2 o
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ANBEB—HRAYE > 15 2SLS By 73 bR A T B A 3R B B 2R -
WELRRR TR BN AE BT Bl T B A IR Bl i X0 22 iy e ok S
5% > JREIASHMKSEEE A EH  B—HAm TESEAS hBERANE -
Bartels (1991) ZFE2E M o5 T8 T HBE) (quasi-instrumental variable ) »
A BB 2SS MG U RO o 3 G A S AR RIARI - A SR I
EAHBARFERRE Bl 22 ) S EE IR A E RGN - (20 K B R E U 55
PERAE T 1) R i 258 PEE A i T 28

etz E AR GRS > H Jacobson (1978) $ i H 37 Fil G LA
2K HEBRARFFTE R R B OSSR T HSE(E R EiR BB R « —
FLE NN ERBEERNZ2EERRBGGERUEE  EZaEHE L0
EBUTECER AT HEEH o & DIA ORI B % 2 E R R YE I RIR
o PSR AR E S S BB AR o bR T8 HIEBU At » BN
eEREHIE » RE BB I8 NBE BT LIS RS FHERE  Gerber
(1998) {1 LI SEBI A SRR A BE 2 EZ HUHUELE - B > A5WH
RN THBOESHE LN LS o NEEEE Gerber {£NET 2% B i
3¢ » BONBEREE IS 2 E NEIRM EE R - NIRRT K w7y (40
Gerber, 1998) » 5t /& LA ZBE B E L BB (411 Bardwell, 2005) 2K 5344
B E LR 2E N AR o BT BE A B B E R R E - ER
REEEAAPEEE - S RISRIRE ISt M e B I - (RS 2emaE X
SCRAERTEEEHE(G O 3RS - A S LA gt el 2208 A SR SRRV BGRRE
ZHEZ o RIBEE TBUEREED 56 23 BRIVEIE » 238 A2 ZBUERK
BANE MR R PR HIE ST EE R A B BRI A @ - BRI TR

i

5 EE LREHHES M SUBR A R B o T RS I th R I — RIS B v B R R 1
B2 — © {& Green and Krasno (1988) FHiGHKER Jacobson HYFHEREE » AN[F] B R 748 B 2
e T EBEAYsEkE (misspecification) A AH M ET o 5411 Green and Krasno (1988) ki
Jacobson [WHIEmIRF » (LA {SE A T B AR ET AN > A Gt o6 T U kB BOR #5858
—IE Y Z) ST kB 15 AR AR I R 5 BB Green and Krasno 238 % 3 H A 4 1
FIFHBRARTRE » (MR 2252 A B Y S E B AR A S iy T H 88 - Rk tha @
£l Jacobson (1990) ~ Gerber (1998) ZEELZ LT o
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M s RLIEIZEANIN S » BB AN THEERE M - /R KRB R0E
SRAFVEFEIE BN ST > Fr IAS SURER A B2 BUBRR 1) 20E BE A
B ISR H - ©

B 11338 NRUIRIESE - AR A IR E n]REth & s Bs0sE SRRl -
FR #8 Gierzynski and Breaux (1991) ~ Beyle (1996) ~ Bardwell (2005) ZEHff
GUAE SRR FEI » PG A MR 2258 A LUECA 5 S48 % IR O B R
Ko FLME 2SR T AR s )T - A ORI LB D 5 ATt PR G E
BORIHEIN S > Z5E AUECHE ~ A~ IR - BEEEEFAAN
GHE L o Kl e SNTV ERIRRHEKE » SRR A 2 HAGE%
7E [ [ e AN ISR TR BSOS IR 1T E AN FAHIE o Fr AN [EE R
S IR T 03 S IR » A ORISR 228 A\ B nsde i » R p T
[t Kz JiAS N AN S ) DR o 4 A [t 9 [ BB - (R AN R B e 2 T2
AR

I DY IE T BB R 5 — FE BRI AL R o B SR - S B f — 3R
1 s PG E R R AR » 28T EIEBCE R HOER SERANK - g
b HIR R PR A EE R PRI EE 5 o SR EEHUE SRR
s A NSt » EEURRAEZHER S ERIBUERIEIA L - BR 17385
L uRG RA: - 2SLS $2 N AR B AU A R ER 1S AR =0 > Al LU A
KRR

Vote Share= [+ f:ln (Spend.)+ p.ln (Spend,,) + fsln (Spend,,)
+ fSn (Spend,,) X (Nominees)+ s (District)+ fs (£)+e

6 PRAIBOARA & M0 T B B —E Pk - DR nTRE & N R Rk S R A 208 N1 8
BOFRER - AN — AR 58 i 2208 A BORRR G 2 TR BUS SR AR R A PR o PRkt —
R PERIERG > ASCA BB SR BaR e —IHREE - 1RI% 2004 SFdEr N Bra kL
5518 16 » 22 MWL AER 3 aTl o3 £ 8 A TRHG ~ 2 R S5 28180 ~ BORIRig - A REIHHE
My ~ [ A 1R R LA SRS ke 5 22 A BRI E: BB RO SRR IL » AT
B RR BRI BR E A 85 S B AR IR 5 oL - F BRI A B B 155
PERDIRES - 5 DAPERRIBR G A m] REP 2R R4 SRR Rl o
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A F R o7 A FHAE B 7 Bl PR k2 E 5 | > Horh Vote Share 5
H2EF A LER PR EIRIEEE s SCHIEREEESIRBTIRGR - —
AT Fe &R 4R H AR ¥ 8 (natural log transformation) 5.2 » A SCIRAHIGE »
W Spend, ~ Spend,, ~ Spend,, 73 B FRZ2EE A NS ~ [7]3% Eﬂﬂ%ﬁ?$
Y30~ B[R] I [F] B TR I S 5 Nominees RIS 3% 5% [ [F) B 225809 A
B 5 District 2 #EE Frliz SNTV E 5 A/ > e mEE R : Z
e HAh s BB RS R & (vector) » it/ FultBlEmaAsE & SHi) HiAth
PERIE 5 1% e RIEATH -
I —IEA AR E EERACS SNTV WUiHE M » MARISE /1 H BN & ZE

FERIR A A Y — SEFA%E o Jef S HIAKTE » 2E ARG H Spend. 1+
Jacobson (1978) [ EHIERIRE KA BT BLPkEE <l » WA EE S
HBPER SR AERA PR E > Jacobson (1990: 357 ) sRR T E (L E#Z
B PREE thit AT » SRR HSHE S » RIRny S ERAs R
BT AN o it LIRS Jacobson HYHEE > Spend. TRESUIEARA — IR »
BB BRI E A B 1 S RSOR TR T — (2 B R — (B2 ERY B 7 A AR5

Y R E T e S B COEE E A BV BISMHRE SRR iR 2 70
AT BB B 0 S 7 S R A PR IR 5 A S B 2 i R 7
Bl > AT S o B Rk R B BRIE R Wi 2E > EH AR I LERE SNTV A48
AR B2 T > FERA Spend.,, Bl Spend,, W& BIRERIA] 2 EUHE AN
R4 SNTV B NEFHRERTE » MBS TR Spend,, TN e B EHFR
R AIRDERL NS [FIECE T3 Spend,, PTG R ELTHIVHERTE

It4t > M4 Lijphart, Pointor, and Stone (1986) ¢ A ¥} H A&k ILHY

Bi% - SNTV Je Kl & R 4 2 2 &EF W R EAIZ A » JRENBC
FPHAR A A T BOE SRR i IR B2 R B B AN B g - IR
thbaEde st » W — B3 % AL 5] Taagepera and Shugart (1989) <3| £
GAEEEPE ERYSCRr o HIR I aRs— Hadigg - EA RIS IR REZe il
JE LRI » Bt DA SCRR R 51328 1 [R] B 2203 B9 » Al g o1 [m] A 22 038
N R [F] B4 T 3 Y 22 )83 (interaction variable ) » Q&P it i 22328 [] &
2 ~ B b AR BRI » B A [RESE 82 S HH BGETRITE T 2 Ao ey Bl
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AN TG A2 SRR FRE L o

£ District JII72 55— {F = Z88IH » [N 575 8 B0 I R M 2 o O
MR > 208 ST RNt - R DURIBIR I BB SNTV
EZE FRIHER > District (REUREHERY PR TV B 8 - Bt Z A4S HiAth
ROBNER SR > A SCRIL V(A £ B et o DU 2 AR~
fin ~ BE R ~ AFEF 2 PRI o 5 T AR SER R 45 HE AT 2SLS 15
L SRR 2 AR T 205 R EERYEBRE A

B ~ 58 N5 LB St

AN BT 35038 S H B L A TR B SR B TR 2 R BRI (R B I A FRIY B SR
T AT BT W AR A\ S B AR A L - DUBER W & Tl 22 52 © i
1F—4EH2 » MZEIILEHBRER 2SLS 4% » B LI/ NFE 7 (OLS) fl B /i kd
258 NS ZEEAR - (RO SR SURKRE - 8ESR 2SLS 2% Bt JRE I e ik
IR EGRIS » AEIAT Gerber (1998) ~ Bardwell (2005) HffR » —4&
B 22 NS A A TEFRE > RIBLYE D BOCCE LR OLS 277 M i
SCH o PEAMERET TTIERY A EZKER - Bartels (1985) ~ Kennedy (1985) Z5h
TRHNE— TESEANE T2 EE » I OLS thi2 s —fEn]{THYE
% o RLASOR R B IEHE LG/ EL (standardized coefficient, beta) EBilfg &
it e AR S+ FH DAL W A Rl (i 2l SR 22 (]

WIS BB & B ARE > AN imEBUT# sk 15 2250 70 i
Fo AIEMRE R #HE B & - REURISSR 25058 5L A M E &y EL B AT LLgk
PRAIfAERE » Dl — it i ai & B BHUEE N 5 - B2 & R TR
i o ANt — 20 EL R A S SR CR B B AN R M A R BT Bk
BCE BTSSR AT WA TR B R A E AR 22 52 o R7 I Bt e S HH B 7
SCHREE A R ANE] » RstlaiR THE T 2SLS {hEHER S OLS K%
B » A XCHR Hausman’s specification test £, » LU e p 10 {5 B0l o e A8
$4ER#H (asymptotic covariance matrix ) A9 72 ARk € ( Greene 2003: 80) ©
#3# Hausman 8 7€ » 3% 4 BUEZ FIRAIR) R /7i8E HRS 4.14 > P {HF 0.042 »
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K5 PREE RS R AR E E £ 6.10 » P {5 0.047 » Al FIEAE T W7
haHE B — 2R g ek -

FH 2 FHIBR ST 2 RS 7 50598 5 T B SR R el SR PRI AH FL e BB 1 - Rl o
P A 35 022 S H P e A PR IR AR > 2SS R 8 FH £ sy AR 5 i b i
R EIHBHEE S M ER R E I » 2SLS 1F Al HEe 3 g L Rl — {1
RE B FE UL IR R BB ] RER AR R BT LUIPERR - HI> 2SLS By Hrs =X
B ffiiis MAG S - ASCHE T AR(E ST ELAE RA AR -

4 NN TR BT A 1 AR L MR A

2SLS OLS

beta (tvale) beta (tvale)
In(Spend.) —0.144 (1.70)* —0.019 (0.34)
In(Spend,) —0.160 (2.57)* —0.159 (2.61)**
In(Spend.,) —0.202 (2.06)* —0.214 (2.24)*
In(Spend,y,) X (Nominees) 0.170 (1.15) 0.192 (1.33)
District —0.713 (6.82)** —0.731 (7.15)**
KMT 0.145 (1.10) 0.114 (0.88)
DPP 0.006 (0.04) —0.067 (0.43)
PFP 0.052 (0.49) 0.020 (0.19)
sU 0.021 (0.29) —0.014 (0.20)
Female —0.062 (1.12) —0.048 (0.89)
Age —0.018 (0.32) —0.013 (0.23)
Education 0.036 (0.65) 0.025 (0.47)
Mainlander 0.069 (1.22) 0.070 (1.25)
N 137 137
F 19.61 20.20
Prob.>F 0.00 0.00
R? 0.67 0.68

F 0 % P<0.1 > ** P<0.01 ; $590A ¢« (HIRAEEHME (absolute value) ©




360 AR AL G R T
R 5 ¢ NN 2R BRI 1 SR AR L MR T
2SLS OLS
beta (tvale) beta (tvale)
In(Spend.) 0.211 (2.79)** 0.138 (2.31)*
In(Spend,,) —0.087 (1.63) —0.099 (1.85)*
In(Spend,y) =0.117 (0.87) —0.108 (0.80)

In(Spend,,) X (Nominees)
District

~0.271 (1.90)*
—0.245 (3.88)**

~0.271 (1.91)*
~0.251 (3.99)**

KMT 0.565 (5.93)%* 0.578 (6.13)**
DPP 0.591 (5.82)** 0.604 (6.02)**
PEP 0.217 (4.08)** 0.227 (4.35)%*
TSU 0.167 (2.94)** 0.179 (3.23)**
Female ~0.054 (1.09) ~0.034 (0.71)
Age 0.078 (1.47) ~0.044 (0.85)
Education 0.081 (1.88)* 0.094 (1.82)*
Mainlander 0.077 (1.49) 0.070 (1.36)
N 227 228

F 17.97 17.66
Prob.>F 0.00 0.00

R? 0.52 0.52

o *P<0.1 ** P<0.01; $EINA ¢ [HERAEEME (absolute value) °

Tl 2N AR G150 HAE » 2 4 B3R 5 ) R I 2 BRYR B
IS e H 8 S A AR AN TE IR Y SR B IR SO » te—f SR AMHEEE
Jacobson [YERGR —— B A& B S H BHE R B R BPR R E (R PE A 1 5
i SEENZE A0 FT PE B 5 H BLSEER S R AAIR B M BRI - T ERZICER » A SN
JfE T Abramowitz (1988; 1991 ) ~ Gierzynski and Breaux (1991 ) ~ Ansolabehere
and Gerber (1994) ~ Coates (1998) =& #F Jacobson HHHHIAHREITSE °» B E
TS R E R B A B L o AR > S A SRR RS - TE
LTS PR E B — BB AR AR » 55 T RES 1S S8 5 B3 7e 77 MR fidk B
FOIA] o ME—HRIEHURA R FERYHHER S > A SR E L5 E B - 7
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A EIBEA R (Abramowitz, 1991: 37) » fH¥MHY » L E (£
I B £ A A > AEHAEI KRB B APt E AL > HB R B E S
HBECOR EAEAIEE » L2 /D Mueller and Stratmann (1994) FraE#Y) A& =(
(informative ) &I H » BHUEE S EABKG| ) » REHEHYLEIRESE -

bR 7 2EABUESH - B— BRI R B M R s A B S AT 3
MV EIERTT > DL SNTV N B A ke B 2 Mgt R 5855 - 1555 a] LU
FOHIE » [R]EE AT T S H T [R]  ELAth [R] S R S A A BRI Rl SR
7 SNTV EWNEF R EFAER o A iGN A2 AR » 28
WAV RE S HA e n LA B - TR BT 7 38 S 1 B s B AR i PR 21
Ko HPBBAEE F MG A SRR RS - & [R5 22E N\ BN ) A 5
I - EEI T HEEHE R EETFRRY ~ A D EAETBRPIBTSE
Il SNTV N HkEkE A2 7 2 A R EA FRHZEA » (€52 AR ER E K
& R RAE R B\ B L I 2 BIIC o B - #UR)EgaER - [RIEE 288 Bk
2 WITE LA HRECE HAR o E K B B IV F 3R S ER ) H &I AEE
o MESEE S AT AT HAM B2 E \ RS BMEREE
15y S Bl — LLffiie » (B B[R] BOAT T SCH AR L AR B LG - wT DASER
X 2 ISR R R R B AR E 2 ] S thEER SNTV &I T E5 R
W FVENE B A AT AR & o

TG » BRFLETET SNTV $2H DI IS B AT ~ ASFIER 4 B 2 BB
BT RO SR 1 AR T R B EBHE S MRS A Rl R S —E Y
VEds o ANt bkl FRLE DU RS B B e H & BT 5 R R B — 1 -
{H Howell (1982:410) ¢ wER —fEIF A& (interdependent
resource ) > 22338 A\ WA BRI A E A0 o HLA A EVR BL E PR AE ) - BB
(172 > Howell FRFZE 5 B2 A A K R B BIRVES - 12 AREERE SEBHE
(R EE 5 R 4 BER S RS R E WG ThrviEtEE % o 152 (AP Ey
P B ELES © — ~ District (REUh E REUR B 28 [EEORIRE - K ERM
M1 220E A\ P& IR L IR - R 1 1S ER G A/ SNTV &5
A s = FEBGERIR S HkE & S o] DREAHE IR » BURBCERY

== =

B EeiE M2 ARG & RIVBHSEIN R < — - (HE R EBIRBEE T -

AL
(\)
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B 2 B AN BEE R8T - S < - A ERE NRHHEE A
TR BUERIIE 5 =~ 2E A ANFTEMEZ N BRESUR - (HEHREE
IS A= S 20E KUERT SR8 A FI IR AR

45 Coleman and Manna (2000) Hy73#7 » (£ R T BIRAYHHEELF -
B pR2E \RILERR T EHERA REA B - Fith BAZEER ~ 2
LB B2 B E ~ MIEOR(E BN RUE (efficacy ) SHE 2 - AT UG
X HE hHIEAEECA R AR RESEIERTER - $EA5E X ME
HLLEREIRAY R 22 - IR SE L HIBOEEISR R EE - 20 1 E G N g i 50 5
HE AR EBOGH) B REE T o {5 Ferguson (1995) (SIS E 52 B W B EY
TGRS0 E B I DRAE - AMEREREE 18 A s & 2 B EOG Y EE
s B & VE B EOG BRI RIRI B R Y] o S ERERE B2 Bm
S W {ETE Mueller and Stratmann (1994) FEAYENEE (persuasive) EEE
B b > B8~ Al - BB AR BOE SCE AN IR KRR R
RCRFT T - BHE S EAREEIERECR - W EEEE e 28R S
WIE AR BN S 3 » (EERE A B 80 £ 1 5 8 ) AR B S iR » HE
AT SNTV BAREEFIE K RIEAHFERI T o alTERRE > 5 i
SNTV EEHIRMFFEEIR > BRI AR » I itk B PR EREE B IR IR

ARSCAEBLIERE > B EREE SNTV & Hl Ty 28 % - 3B 2[R & &
HYOLETE AR BRIETE A 2K  IRIEHE—— X% TBaGEGEE ) B
HIAY SNTV T 25558 » ASLLL 2004 07 22205 \HYBHE S IR T e B
SRS R o 1 2SLS M AHAEIRTE > BRHS 55t 3E SCH BT BRI R 8 » A
Al LABR AR DU B SGm © 26— ~ JEIUERYZE A H SO & IR R E TN K -
ML R S HATA B L BB SCR MR R A PR - ¥ E &
EEEA BRI E - 55> SNTV [ [REGFEFA S - a8 RS RS
ESEEARER EURITER - 1 BUERE A A MR A E S & E SR
HEEEEK o = Bk A2 N BT - [F#EE TSR &

-
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TERIBsE » BRI A RSO T R ST B SR &g - a
EIPREE TS R E o DY~ BE TS R ER A > R B SN EES
FIF SR 8 A GRS  BURAE SNTV T PR 2 [ S 5 5 1k ffe
HAE e

(EBHEm D ITHIIG KK » ASCRIRS RAEREE 7 VYA RS B Gy o
— » SNTV NEN[EEHEHEE BA@ZUESTE - i B SR E R B
% 0 A [RIECE 228 N 2 R 3EF 1R SO B F S o H2R » A SCHA il SR AT i
Lijphart et al. (1986) #HZ2HARYL MAUASER > i SNTV ME#i#is A2
28 B G IZRS AR B o 25— > BHIY Jacobson (1978) RHUBHEZ
PR AR AT S BB S PREE BB - Al LAY £
SNTV EERAEIER » frth > HFSE BN Z2E N\ P T n g SR » 18 B
FEFIAE SNTV Frat B R i (R E P A A SO A Fp S IR -

AR T F SR RE > A SO MR (g 2SLS H & Tk T % 5058
i ZEAHIEI RS - thate T EBEOR 5 @ G SISl E e » A
Bartels (1991) 5 AFra ENAMER) T T B0 - Rt E A EMat b
Slf7 4 — e AR X » ASSCRNE DIHERR 1 ARG R BOGE R & & (F 5 —RE By
T HEA% > 18 L) Hausman f € 5838 2SLS B OLS R B SRRy 7 » (H
AR SRRk LR HE 2 N EWNAENE o HEMITHHE S IR
Wk o ANHERE IR R AR STE] Jacobson (1978 ) F HAHBRGm AR HEEL » 17EHkH
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The Effect of Campaign Spending and
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An Analysis of Intraparty Competition in SNTV
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ABSTRACT

Previous studies have shown that campaign spending not only plays an
important role of attracting votes for the candidates, but also imposes a nega-
tive externality to their competitors. This paper expands the traditional cam-
paign spending theory to Taiwan Legislative elections where the Single Non-
transferable Vote (SNTV) is employed. Since SNTV endorses the characteris-
tics of low electoral threshold and intraparty competition, we distinguish two
kinds of opponents’ spending, spending of the same party and other parties, to
capture their different influences. The data was collected from the Control
Yuan for the 2004 Taiwan Legislative election, which is the only case with
SNTV where the political contribution and campaign expenditures data are
available. A two-stage least squares (2SLS) model is used to analyze the rela-
tionship between candidates’s spending and vote ratio. The findings can be
summarized as follows. First, challenger’s spending has a positive effect on
their electoral outcome, while the incumbents doesn’t. Second, the interparty
competition is not severe, due to the insignificant influence of opponent’s
spending from other parties. Third, the spending of same-party competitors has
a significant negative externality on the electoral result, especially for the
incumbent’s votes. Forth, the negative externality becomes more severe in the
large districts. It indicates that the intraparty competition is more brutal when
the coordination mechanism fails to function corresponding to larger district
magnitude.

Key Words: single nontransferable vote (SNTV), intraparty competition,
campaign spending, externality, negative campaigning



