NSRS R
5 UYL (101/12), pp. 469-496
O gt A SCHEERER RS L

»
L

ELB I RIS RBOR L ERE T

MK

A7 S RSO SR EIER 5 R BB

H B 2 T 7 2 1 R B (G P2 A R ST » B e (o Y BT 2
i 0 LL1991~2008 5 17 (&8 EAER R PIRITEA R - iFFehiReEH >
B RS PITRAS FANAT » ZBI5T0 S > S B M e SR S P45 m] (o
FEREHIM S A 4.7%~6.1% o e — DR BHR PR A = (A IRSR - bR 1 X
SRR R R LIS - EEDRE SRR - G140 > SRS T BN S L AR
WIS - S n] SRS R rP S RIS WA B © 38 SERFSERS A n] (s S8 i e
feth AR ) 2255

WAET « RAASH ~ BEAIE - FHH AL

P —=
—=
—

=~ Hil

il

JAESAECR (antidumping policy ) 7£#5 B H ifi 24 Editt — F RIS -
AT = AR H 2 25 [ B AN et - o PR B RO PR B A s B 2 A
PRSI o ARPE WTORET » 1995 -2 2011 7 6 H 2 BR R ESHZE 1 513 3,922
- HA LIEIE AR i % (647 1) » ELRESEE] (452 1) KB (428

* {EE I IR 2 BURAE SR +— i 2= B E A I AR 2 R e R R DU AR 44
wha N2 B - W H - BUREREER ~ SURMEEL - MEBIBUFTR It 223K - TREEA
SCHEANSER » FrObBGH o R - (F & IR T B be R o SEEat 2 A EwhED (i
5% : NSC 97-2410-H-343-002) » LUKt BHBARHES  MER AR - HE S G TR -
MBI L5 -

Wk HIYT = 101 £ 2 A 13 H s 2 FIEHM - 10156 H 15 H
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f) o AEERE ST o ARBROE S S AR BT - TR ~ ]
TGSV B Bl HARaT 2 0 - 1984-2010 4F B g 4% & RAEM E 14 H
36 1 o % FHER IS e 7 S HI LB L 3 R e R o

ST > IESENIA WTO ZHij > FoBd 3 Hh e A b PR A e 1 o P
H Ay 4,456 35 (LLHS HAIEETE) - SR&EESEIT 43% < JIA WTO 2
% o BRZE 2005 7 F sk > BRI CE P8 H 2D £ 2,320 38 » HA8E
SO 21% o 3 FH1AE BB HE R SRR A - FENIA WTO Z 1% » SEiSIRg g ok A
T 25 2K B R (B (B 2 A SR B o IR - SR S g PR v
FH a6 R CE AN AR A 3 o 40 > 2006 - 2218 s 1 Fh B R P F HH L
B~ B R B AR S SOESAARA FRER > Hod o FEIRRER)E T S (R
rRIE 204.1% B SCESATTR AR » SRR TR R 43.46% B S ESATIAR -
FH S SER AR5 ] T H LR B0 i AR 2 DR 38 5 A S ) S KA i 5
o

W EHADSEAER 5T SR AESHECRASUR » 9141 » Krupp and Skeath (2002)
faHIE AL kg aR S AT - A kg e A IRy - (HEEIA
ek e E L AR 5 Durling and Prusa (2006) HIFFE i SESARATRR
e e L SRS S (trade destruction) 2’8 55748 (trade diversion) o 4
SRIM > BRKSHFFE B ESAHE i 2 F R SR AT A R > BB R i
YESF > (W40 » Anderson, Schmitt and Thisse (1995) ~ Webb (1992) ~ Reitzes
(1993) ~ Haaland and Wooton (1998 ) z Belderbos, Vandenbussche and Veugel-
ers (2004) SFE3CEE o E[AMFFEIESHHE i 2 FCR B 3 SR IR -
H LR R ° Frafi @ eR (a2 — ok = « i
FINE ~ YR8 &R ke BRFE (SCESAME) WA o HIFX R B S - K
H R R N 2 I FE BB FR e e SR g s R B L » S HL > 26 DI%IgRSG 2

2% i World Trade Organization (2011) °

i AT S A ZE B d (2011) -

A AP HERGE I SEBE (2005: 74-75) o

Blonigen and Prusa (2003) Eil Nelson (2006 ) #fHBHSCRATE TR ITFAEEHH o
Konings and Vandenbussche (2005: 151) FAlls@aRILEs -

L N S
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e (BRI 7V s EL R i s A A Bl

Hughes, Lenway and Rayburn (1997) Ed Mahdavi and Bhagwati (1994) fiff
5T 1985-1986 - 35 B 848 7 453 H A < ISR A - i 9ehs Raafa i
PR E B P SRR A LA > Hughes 55 A\ FE R s #E#I (abnor-
mal return) $EE#Y 0.2% ° Hartigan, Kamma and Perry (1989) #f5% 1975-1980
TRBIEMEEE 2 47 MR ESR TR ZE M » L SThE SR8 AR 2 n] {1 S5
FHRH G s R R T 4R =Y 5% » FEZPERZE AL (affirmative ) » HIjiEE
AE R 5T AT $2 /5 7% © Blonigen, Tomlin and Wilson (2004 ) fiff5% 355 1985-
1995 4 63 F SAESATERRA L 2 208 - i 9Eds AR RE G e e 1 5 g 12
15 3% o (B I {UR 6 2 14 (5 42 i v EE A 7 R BR AR B2 & (antidumping-
jumping FDI) » HII% 8 #H AR ik & 58 Nl 83 15 RN BEE © 53 9% » Konings and
Vandenbussche (2005) RIRFFSE SRS 237 AR RE Mg EAE K (markup ) #Y
B B SEE ERIEE T R (import diversion) HURCRIEH A » A HIN
LB P73 mT BE I A R s RO EAS DR (markup) 215 © 1% » Gallaway, Bloni-
gen and Flynn (1999) ff523E[E] 306 {lA f {EH B2 M = 04 - (ER AR+ & —
ot fE Al (computable general equilibrium model, CGE) {52t Hii8 SLZ 114
[ 1993 [+ & FI| MRk 40 ST ©

A — > 502218 S B 45 T AR R SR SR T AN o o B
(2008a) HF5E 2001 22 18K e 56 £ TR 2 SR B 1 N7 B 7K U B 2okt
ZVERZEAE > 52 ] COMPAS (commercial policy analysis system) f&
RUVERREEE ST AT - RBERS FFa HHBZ 5 R S (o B P i e A 7 8 TR B R R T 15
25-27 (5T o #2 N2 » wEE (2008b) 5% 1998 -%f H A B E] JE Sl bRAR
PRI - BGRERS RAE B A e A 2 FRBR T2 AT G 6 T8t » Edk
EEBHTUREE (2009) P LASEEAT B 45 2 B 2GR T4 - +5 Hi B I
WL AEE TR SR G 1.2-2.8 TEIC - O Bt — 0 Z B R E R
J& < BN A FEfE - I s £ e B A 7 7 R B e A EL AR E (Y 10.4% ~

6 IELLRFEIE HE M BRSO IR L » (H TSR HE G IR B & RIBRE LAV ER () > S LTS
FIRE AR -
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0.9% Eil 9.5% 534t » BRIHES ~ 5 CHEEBRIAGK (2000) e B3t Bl i A o
(2002) EAFEFETTEE (event study) » 73 RIFSE 4 (S HSEZEBIEL 4 (84
LB - HTeta 2 B PR £ R F 2 TR R -

b3 B SRR 2 BT 5% > IOEET B e S BITE 4T - HH
DECERMGGHHEEE S K o DR —RYICE A - HEF
BRAE B ZBIEVE M E KR A S » MR H AT RS SRR E R A S
PEFCRANRIRI IR A A © [KIBE » ARHFELL 1991-2008 4 17 {1 S8 S 650
PER B FSITe S R > HrpiadE 1 42 R o AR BT TeEs - it
e e & 18 P TSR T2E A A P Pt e o e (B A2 R LT s 8 - TR
TEMERIREERIINR » Bk 1 ISR AR LU » RILIAS ARG < R R £

ARRFETRLHEN - HEERATS 5 55 AU B e S S (A ] A
FFEE R 2 Z1 5 55 220 73T 2 18 P QTR P B R e e AR 5 2R ERATEEA
I PR R P e P2 BRI < TRE IR R 5 It — B RS A o

B ~ SR8 TSR AR e B A 5
— S AR AR

BRI SOESHHIEFR I TR B S AR B htagpie) 7 IRA TR
FaHERUE » e IF S BERERR S I BORBHEC ] - bR R B BRI AR 22
BY (LIMEREZES) - BFEH AR 2 37 a7 B & M BERBHECA] -
SRR GG HEIRE P 36 2 3 A B0 PR S A L B i A
B (LUTMWMEEY) -

FEAAERR R T - W ECRIE IR HER 2 22 HE 40 HNIRZ B E
ik MEBFFRGOETHE LRI - VBERER R H Z gl HEHE
FHRBESEITIA o BEGER R BOEA.Z 3 HEE 40 HIN - 15 4)
ARG FB A B o S DA e HRE R E - WG
REIER T EmALZ 2 H L 70 H R QR B 3 A% - (FAE B 2

bbb

7 FEREBNERERE (2011) - (EIEHMIE 2005 2 23 H -
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w

o WP RIS E - HIRFRBIER ZZEM - MBER TR
TR R U AT - MBGERR WP 38 E L 2 H AL 60 HNfE R E R
% > SERIRIREE » MR RRE A ZZ M > MBERIEREAIE %
(R EREE S HAE 40 HA > (ERGGXIEENE 4 18 H B S

BRI ERRE - MR RN ERER AEAMBER - RN EREHE
%ﬁl?%%’Hﬁ%ﬁ#&ﬁ%*@ﬁﬂzﬁﬂtmEW?“%E@%
TR SR - (G RE 1)

Y
e
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wHh  RMEE HEGhH A A0 31 CECT T EX T3
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0 40 80 150 210 250
RERK

fEl 1+ S A ARy

~ AR B

AWFFER R Z BB 8% 1 o R EACHK 1984-2010 SF 2Bt 1e
P22 SR ZATIE 36 1F - FHES A ST O FH B FAEmi s 2 U B 2% - #0le
BPF 5 i ] PR . & B L T sl MR e 2 S 1) > AR SR LR A 17 {8 S At
SAPERR D » (GFER OB 47% o Horb - #RZEA 3 (ARG ~ d5ESE 7 (M%) ~
PRALZE 4 (B o (EEERB. 2 » YIPRRENGT S SRR = B1E 4 (4 -
A PR SESA T = BIAAE 9 (1 = S35t » AWFFEIRe G 1 7 (E15 54 5 Bl
5 (il H etz 6 -

FERRG 25 M E - ARFERITRBRS 2 3 - HER G WM BRI S
SEIRE SR < AR - & B A HBRR R SR ~ B A A R R
&+ 5 LA AR RO RS S R A PIEA A S (LU iR ) 2
AR5 U 46 SR E R 2 9 55 P 2 B o ATIBRAERR ARSI A A b i 0 2 36

8 LIREIELAE R  LERER 52— o HHUE » LA RMINEE A S 77
2 9 A F I EREESE » TR - 7R 12 (] -

O (R SRR 17 SRR Lok AR - AR SO AT A ) » ST -
ST AR T - AT 2 ROESE 184 - MUV S PIRGE R E R AT -
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Ty > AR TERE R Bt 42 (6 ARG RRS A E A R R - O
27 FANFZfirs o Hor - HRSEA 4 58 - SESE 4 )~ L TR BTG
% o B RAIFI RE T E T s BV BERBAE R E T Mgk 2 AE Bk
BLERAT RS o B A AR DR A (2011) -

25 ~ B8 I IS L i e
W

TEWH 928 5 BUR Z RFIERR JTEH » B 7 CGE A2 4} » i e ft
R IE B S 1F5E1E (event study approach) © f54]] » Blonigen et al. (2004 ) ~
Hughes et al. (1997) ~ Mahdavi and Bhagwati (1994 ) ~ Hartigan et al. (1989) ~
PRIRERSE (2000) FORFMPEREARRIIR (2002) 53CFE » DLIEEAFIRIEM IR
EEB PRI 5 Lenway, Rebbein and Starks (1990) Ed Ries (1993) 5% H @)
HICE%BR (VER) BURZCA 5 Hartigan, Perry and Kamma (1986) HF5%32 5%
EEEER (escape clause) ZBUERBUR ©

AT LA T CE AR PR 28 S I AR AT B N g s 1] 2 s 8
IA RS PR G R B ER U A R (B2 F ks AR 2R SR RE ) (BT
FRIRZE » 1 B SR AR AT 2 B B g A AR BRI o IRIE » FRAME b
S R N A A R R P o 10— > HIRIESCIL R
PR3 i 7 S 3 2 i1 P S e 2 M R s b > A LR A SRS
PRI 7% o BRI TRE IR B @ & ARG dm PESA B R SR -

B AWFIERE O SRR - S M S e 2 i SIS ~
WIPIBLREA] o AKIE] 1 fir - BB B HEEHEH ~ EiEEH ~ E
ZEVIAIH ~ MBERVIAIH ~ BFBEREA H B ZaS A H - RAESH
an N HIZ6 £33 1 S SR < B A E R IR P B S A 8 o TS B 2 h 2 il
H f1H 555 5 FRaE H ek & H ELFSVB BEPITR H - FHER A2 RS E a2
B 944 s s AR T RS o Y& st 2 S H S Bt eRas H a@i & o

\

10 <BRkbE (1999) f5HEEE Erii/N R & ek ke (E SR AR -
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Bilyg Higa T PITR H - FEE A% BRI R 2 HGE A -

B IRIE R E ZERY SR H RS T 5 52 & SR I B 11 38 A B B
MG B BESARE RS i ) (PR e I AR B B 2o | i &% A A SR
&L [AlRE - FETEBR A R T & S ARG o 281 > o H o mREEAm H
BEAEEGSRMBE AR B g 2R HRECK » Tl AiEEEE
Pe Rl o (AL - ARFELAA S H ~ FrfEhe s An H sloih S i B s H i s
H=#85R 2 HIRREBEEH o U - SR REE » RMiGH
PRI E R = HE T H - S50 H B H AT | ReErh H B 2 K - 12

HE—E o I TR X — A T 0 75 - P BERESE (mean-adjusted
returns models) ~ i3G5 %4 1% (market-adjusted returns model ) Eil Jai| e 3 %%
i (risk-adjusted returns model) > FFAUIRHE /5 25 o I i 4 06— 5y - 13X
PR L o S BRAPR EAA THE3 1) (market model ) « ' FFSe S22 1T
Bl SR R ) SRR H RGNS - JHE R BLESTT (1997) fRHiAE
B H it BT - i S T H i R A R RS S T S A o (R > A
PFFETRER FH LAY

FETI BRSO ERIRER 2 T > A LUSE— M ¢F H AT 300 {[d22 7 H 2 i
100 {52 5 F #: 200 ZEZ M 7 2% 5 e SEaRIpAS A S5 i A il -

Rit:ai+ﬁiRmt+€it <1

~

Hrr s RACERHEIMA o TR m (ARAGHEE - BN EEEG O A#TE
IIMERR (A EE (TAIEX) X3R5 TR ¢ (RERAGFHTIELZIRGE 5 & Raiitz2IE
2 N > AR A3l SRR S AT & SR o R e A 3% R

11 25 EEGRRIEE (2011) ~ EE BIERE G (2011) BB SHERE (2011) -

12 AHFFETREABE IR /UK » KBS LSRR Sl Ao -

13 S HRHFSE TR, AP RART 2 B PR A48 (2000) 55 = 78 Campbell, Lo and MacKin-
lay (1997:154-155) »

14 32 H Armitage (1995) » 3% SCEEE OB &2 WBATE T RS20 17 -

15 BUHBESMHET o ) kB it B RHRI A » S MM LT H % 200 (8% 3% H &
W AELEEATI » 12 H RS 1 (IR E 281 o 530 » AR S 2 S R 73
B (AT B S R -
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2 FEHHERI AT 22 8 HE S KE 2R (abnormal returns » ff{f AR ) :
ARit:RiT_&i_ﬁile’ <2>

Hrs THE ¢ (RFRBEHHARL 2R o E— > AR B AR n B
e j B (ANl eas Al ) 1 A FEEEEHRIZE (cumulative abnormal
return * f&fH CAR) :

CARij = Z rel ARijz <3>

Hre LB palE=HELH &% HAMAIFHE)XE H &5
HI7RES CAR » MR FHE ERIRET R E » DlBese s — B ¥R < ke
SRS R R o P E Sl SR AT LA S A B e 22 i i 2
LS RGCBIREE L K o /AR R B8 T 2R B B
LR 2 H IR (EERE » FELLH B (OB 0 B ias - 1O okl
B R & BHE  ( Taiwan Economic Journal Database » fififi TEJ & R
[ » 2011) o

53— 420 » R —{E S EsAPEaR = B T BB FE (B
an > BZREYIAIH - MBEVIAIH ~ MBEEAIHEIE ZE@EPIH ) > iA
s R —BHE T ESEEH L 29T o SR EH EHTeE 206 -
IEHEZ BRI —SB A EHZ B H 25T o BE T a it R b ik
BRI 2R 2 522 > (4l » Leftwich (1981) ~ Lo (2003) ~ Weber (2004 ) ~ Lys
(1984) Jz Schipper and Thompson (1983) 5 o {EH 5 BUR < EFEMST T 1H
J& > 2% (EEE 4 H 2 W52 R Hughes et al. (1997) ~ Blonigen et al. (2004 ) ~
Hartigan et al. (1986) ~ Lenway et al. (1990) ~ Mahdavi and Bhagwati (1994 )
J¢ Hartigan et al. (1989) 5§ o

A% BRI EELHZ CAR » SERE L S s A (Rl 2= Fr
TR BER R P SCRTE AR o AR E AR SRR H 2

16 5 — e SRl sy 2R e A A R R AR » (HSCRRE S 15 HH R A 3Rk B B G SR
B -
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tHE BT - U AR T BB A SRS ~ BT ERERAn H s S
B H e 5 H LAAE o Al EHR TET & RHE (2011) thz TERKFEHER
[ 1> AR AEAN R 2 S H b > e EC{th 8K R Rk -

% Bk EEHA iR € AR B CAR JMIFAEME 2 W Fin - KB &
et B ZE ] > ATREEIKEE R TSR EAFM SR o K > AHFEE LIS
fEEIH T (ordinary cross-sectional method) ZR{E CAR Z A% » ik LI Ah /5
VRS IERGE (robustness test) o '® EIAEFESTIMAE 1 Bl 2 » % 1 B{fA
e WA S A A e - 2% 2 o Bl AR HE (L AR 220 (standardized-residual
method ) ~ #EFH A (portfolio approach) BARFHEfRE (sign test) » #5 M 7E
et L A EH BT 2 - A% > BB YIPIBLRE P S 3T 2 rE » AR
Borenstein and Zimmerman (1988: 917) Eil Blonigen et al. (2004: 665) Z &
% JiiE

T HEER

R VRN T B = HE SR A R E R - iR aE
th - BERVIM S - S SEIAETE R AR r R AaE R (DL~ e
HEAEH) A IR - fEFERRSE - SRt FREH SN BRI < SRzl R
MIE SR (HARERE o S (SR rTRE R A e th I (R FHaR th (2R
RZANFIE S LRI F L T 0 3% AT LU 2R 7 SRk R
7% o WA H R R EIAA  AHICY - EBHER A S e et i < s BT
g -

FEWPIRE B » B 22 by e SRR A A5 SR 5 v S0 B P9 i 5 = LB T 72
> PRI YRR 1.3%~2.1% o IR ESE 37 55 5 & 1 B A

17 R FEARITIGEME (market value) Z55%8E > A I Leftwich (1981) ZH#Ef ©

18 TEARHBIIRE Tk 2 - 0] 73 B 5 FE A A 1 8 SR BT 8 7k B 5 [ A A A8 S
Aot o (B E TSRS s 2 A i fgrrse 7 I B R — B © GER
14, Campbell et al. (1997: 158-168) ~ VL HEELZREIR (2000) 25 LB/ N5 ~ JHE 58
S5 (1997: 14-17) o Prrh#E B2 3 IR AR A SR HRH I SE AR Bl 22 2 1ff - I SE T[]
IRFHR A BORE 7 iV EME » LU ARG SR AT (S o
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F 1 SRR B AR AR ¢ rd R A
B - =H B - A H

"
AR BI{E t-statistic BI{E t-statistic
— MR
AH 39 -0.0061 -1.36 -0.0037 -0.42
JEE G A 35 -0.0041 -0.87 0.0122 1.52
BRI (A) 41 0.0213%%* 3.35 0.0127 1.56
BRI (P) 37 0.0212% % 3.11 0.0143 1.63
B HIA (A) 35 0.0001 0.02 0.0076 1.05
WA ECER )2 (P) 32 0.0016 0.19 0.0096 1.23
A BSR4 (PA) 33 0.0234% % 4.02 0.0394 % 4.02
BZREEH (A) 36 0.0094 0.95 0.0124 0.95
BREEH (P) 19 0.0175 1.27 0.0265 1.42
BREA (N) 17 0.0003 0.02 -0.0035 -0.20
WP B A 53T (A) 42 0.0474%%x 4.17 0.0610%%* 3.79
WA B A3 (P) 21 0.0369%* 2.17 0.0577%%x* 2.78
WIPIBLFE P (N) 21 0.0580%* 3.73 0.0643%%** 2.65
FHER B A 24 —-0.0139* -1.95 —0.0090 -1.26
P (A) 24 0.0166%* 2.37 0.0292%%x 422
% BigaT
FHES B & 22 —0.0192%* -2.59 —0.0161%* -2.22
KA (A) 17 0.0032 0.35 0.0001 0.01

FE oL e e S RIRRTE KYE 1% 5% BL10% < 2. A (REFTE R P REAIRA
TR (Positive) 3 N (REHIRABIL R (Negative) » 3. BABRFE LR » B T &
A2 0 > BIERRA R A UL - D B 2 RPIEFOR ORI - I - S
BUR Z A R G Z A B SR R BB AR ~ PR RO | SRR R
AMAERES o MPEECE 2 @A A BT A B -

R Pe et AR RN T A LR R - (HRSEIRT B2 B - (EREPIREER - K

Hlo A P EL 5 (U1 P il e £ 42 R R R £ R 2.3%~3.9% » & i it

e v L I A A P R R A 5 R A S L (RN o BRFTILIR

A > HEGYIAEEIR L BB NERZ T ARE AR EEAT ZE - &

M55 ST e 7 R A AR PP G R T 25 o 17 Wi T P i

19 TR R K I AESA AR BUET Bt ) MUE ANE W BGER )P (BB T SO AT » GRS
FESE RS 2 IRAS IR
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A —RERIPRERAR > S (R ME SR AT 1 RPITRAG R AR o 55— 51 - i
IR BRI e SR A WP R SRR - HR RS2 - (HARE
EIRE SRR AR 4 1F > (BASHEER T 24% o [ > di5 R TEIHV
BRSNS A ARG A > o REN IS S0 BUT V)P 2 e BA

5 PAR - W BCERAS P RS E SR B L EE 100% » HAA 9 (A2 BIER U< 6
AT » ARSI 53% » dS RS B PIDRAS SREREIR ARG T 5 5 KIS L — B A
ISR 15 2] S RO REEE BR o S UbRy ST I A i e P2 P A i o 8 > AN
(ERCET LR - HRPBRELITA N » P2 - #E R B IF il FRGE H a2
B A R DG 1 R > SRR = (ERE AR L 1 - R ZE
SHEREZ SGE R RERS T RIBA MR PIRAE R - 28 E B HEH - Hod
BHEZGEARR BN EE

SO o LR PR B L T PR B 5 i PR SR s e Pk R
MR8 - IR LS B ARG SR A - TP RS SRl A i i Fde
LA - (E TSR AR 2 B K o 20 I > R TR = H
BERGYIF AR R SR B 8 = R EK 0.01% LISt
BT H Z T ARG 0.16% o (R B S FIRE B 2 1E T AR Fl s H
1] 0.15%~0.20% ° (£ Z G S PIREEL » 1T PITRAF 2o fgzeiia AE e s & i
IS R HIKT 1.72%~2.30% » B /K BEHZEER] 13% ©

tE— o HATRE R H R G )P~ EGE)P] ~ I BERE P B 2
AP TR R IHE I AR S © G SRR PIRIHE P &3+ ET B A R 12
PERAEHIN B 2R IR > £ 4.7%~6.1% 218 » HAE 1% KR KHEIE T BA
HIRE o (HEMIATE » RS PUDRS F 8 70 5 1 A PR B 8 T PR
il > TP o680 P9 g e e P2 b B AR B 52 1 3.7%~5.8% > BT PITR (]
P 42 PR AR BB 2 ) 5.8%~6.4% » JESA BT PR A IR g O A7 B e
AETIPITR K o 5 s SRR L 32 b B a1 s SR S R s I s (L1
RFHE - (EoE R AR LB AR -

20 IEMEAIRTEHTE SRR AT B SR E BT » B PIRAEARAL -
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FEFAZER) 17 EZ B2 b > {8 3 (ERPIRE A RS aE AREEL > LA
LB HAIRIEH AL R B & — RITAIRAG R » AR 14 {EE A Fefs a2
PEERIIZE B » IR PITRE BHHY - (Hig L= OIS E FE E R 3 X
IEHEAR CEZG YA~ BRI B B © MiE 3 KAk PR Al he
EACER R R T AR LEFFI AT B © 38 SEAT B A ACTRAR nT HE /2 B M2 i e 1
TG GRS - I E A B — R AR B 1 R - 2 &
5 R BE Sl B A RN - ABSE T — BN R R AT -

KL > FRAMHE TR AP RO (RS G © (VRIS S SRS P R
AR AR EIAFIER 5 (2) IR PIDRAS RATHA RS LU A

bR 7 — MR 2Ot ARRSEN IG5 5 Bilvg H Amad 2 01 - AE
THEAE B V510 » FHAR S R AR 2t B R (BT A AR S T - (ELREE TR
1K - i8R N R I S48 B Bl R (AR i e th FRGR » WG T35 7 2 A B P it v
WAFIRTHIL © 2810 - 7£ 7 EE S A S B - (% 2 (AR BILUE L RR 0
& HEEE |G s S EsA M A (BLR | RS ) - S
SEAE PSSR ST B A i i A e S R L B T DUERRY - RS BRI LA
1.7%~2.9% -

TR EARES 7T » FRGH AGE R P I 2EmEns - FHaR S G AR 2t B A R
FREEHIN G B B 1 —1.6% T —1.9% » {(HPIZR H B HIREEE - (£4
B9 S fiElve Higat e 2B - (EHRRHE < & HRRat RIS PR - farhe
e TG FEEATE HRRa AHE o B e B2k 5 I SRR PR Ar » i)t Hot
REHIAA AR R - S (RS ERS A BRI R /2 5 Bt Hbwat alfE R —
{E22%

SO RieEm AR Z ANEE - AR EA =R e ik - Hok
{15 FH 5 e A3 308 SR B 2 ATHEA LR 3 B G RIS 3R 2 B b5 - HIE%
KATEH - RS R A AR - B Z G YA ~ PTBERFE P R A)
ABFE PSR 1L » HER O KHEZ BUEE] 1% - B )A B = @id
FIRERSIE - (HOREEMET L2 BEETE -

21 SaEflEEd T i 2 B GRS BRI - WA TG 2S P RRIEISRIGEI SR -
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HR o AR EEGIT 605 T 2.5 [k > erseg e S
35 (event clustering) FIIHIL > FAMERE(EMRE » SURK E— MR mafd 75
W o 22 B — TR R AT A AR BRI (seeming unrelated regression) (i
it LURBEEEEOE A E ] » 2B S hrar) /720 (system of equations )
e hiET o SR > HHIR A ST G B 2 » BN & DAGE LR © 25 —fF
TEBIG SN ZRG » A — W& EM S (portfolio) » FFLUE M &

2 ¢ ISR SR R - H ke ik

PR t-statistic : BHFHA=H t-statistic : HHHIAH
FEUE L €7 (standardized-residual method )

HZE YA 41 4.60%** 2.09%*

B BECER )2 35 1.20 1.64

Pl 33 4.1 %5 4.88%*%*

Bt 36 0.97 1.12

PP GRS 42 5.16%*x* 4.09%%*
L& #H A1 (portfolio approach )

B )F 17 2.13%* 1.61

B ECER )] 14 0.48 1.11

Pl 12 2.59%% 2.12%

BZaicH 13 0.80 0.85

PIRIEE P GEE 17 2.55%% 2.04*
ot e (sign test)

Bz 41 1.72% 0.78

B RCER )] 35 0.17 0.51

P el 33 2.61%% 2.96% %

==l 36 —0.67 -0.33

PPN GEE 42 2.16%* 3.09%%*

E 1 Lowwr s i I CRBARE KR 1% ~ 5% B 10% o 2. $&HH Sk Bl AR E /T BB A
BRI » TER SRR A AT B RS A R BT - HLAth )T EE R AR At LB -

22 522 Campbell etal. (1997: 166-167) EilykrhiEBLIZ=z4oR (2000: 113-114) °
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L ERHHIW AR AGES TR PFRIESE © AHTFERAISE 51k » 3 LU s AH )
EBCEME S - HAERRIRIIR R 2 - HEERS SRR RS s
R Z i AR

FHER > Eulihe i TR R A B e s - (ERGEH RO RS EETERA
STECE —EHIMERGER o e (ERRS - AR Fe Al DUE R e i o HAMf
P SCREE CAR B8 I Z B E (sign test) » BUERE RIS 2 T
FHBLEY » 25 R0 1 RGRIELLES - (Tya] & TSk e fRSE RALZ RTA RS i e —
B o DL AR FRRRE 71k - /A HAERLE, » nf 2 [ Armitage (1995:
41) £ 3 Z2HH -

K~ S oeh ve e o i AR 5 X1 6
— ~ BRI B R
FEIRI T I S8 P PR R B N B BRI 1 T AR
M3 LRI R 1258 » SRAMHT 4 MR O A BRBATHAN (CAR) 1S

PSES 73

CAR;=060+ 01 R&D;+ 0, FMS;+ 63 FDI;+ 64 DSR;+ 65 MKP;~+ 06 IMR;
+ 07 TARIFF;+ 03 PREL;+ 09 (FIN;— PREL;)+ 610 JUDGE;+ u; (5)

Hors M USRS 5 R&D RERgmaif 285 8IS 5 FMS g e BN 5.2

MG EZ  FDI 5% EH%E (foreign direct investment, FDI) 5 DSR £

P NS ELARS 5 MKP AR P8 78 5 Z A IS (markup ) 5 IMR {U5R

WERHE L ZETTBEZS (DL MM 2IEZR )  TARIFF Fi S .Z

HECTRARIRAS 5 PREL SR ZE 1t (e R IR S I BATER 2R 5 FIN (U

W ] i AR B B AR S SRR 2R 5 JUDGE B PRSI 5 u FEaR2E0H o
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B 5 B SCRR AT ERE TN A AT ST T RE R2 B R g e et e
P R SR A S — K8 - S RIS PR IRI 32 ~ et R o+ ER IR 32 B e
TESAPEAR A RS TR o B o TS A VU s Ok B R o7 Bl Rt
PR (R&D) ~ Wira S EZ (FMS) ~ $OVEREE (FDI) Bk
MEALLAS (DSR) - JEPYHE RHIHE AR EFT S Hal—F& k- KK
A& SESAFEER v RE & (50 Mg s R B > B PR R AT B & RHE B Ersc B
HE 5 24 RIS S TET R (2011) REAEHRS  RED BN R
b AEZ s 2 A i > 32 BRI RS 2 Bl K ME B 57 ) - BCrE IR
PEHREHIT 2 2R 0E

FMS Blra M 2Rk IR A HAE & - BRI S = BB R
SHRENN FHEHET & o Ghemawat and Nalebuff (1985) ¥5H » fEE(5HGZ T »
BTSRRI o BURORIIRERE (G EZR) FINEHBAR RO » A AR
il (capital constraint) i KZHEAHTRE 158455 o AT LL > FHECHS NRkRS » KR
P e REBGR H i85 o FHIAOE S E e I SRk < R8-SR
PRI ESATT RS » B (AR P T SR » 1T (s KRl 52 B LB KR -
DRI » i A 2R R m RS - B S ESRTEaR 2R R M > H e
PRSI i o 2

FDI B8 5 SRR ARG 8 (R I ak i » Rl a7
1> FHHEAIERES 0 o (G THE RIS & R 2 Al E AR LG50 S e E KGR 52
HAE TRV E BB NI EL - Sl H - FEFT TET ERHE (2011) FrEsf e oAk
AW B AERHE BHEE— D E T - LIRS BRI IERENE - —i%ImS - @H
BA R S (firm specific advantage) #Y4 FIAHRE I {E IR E %
& (Dunning, 1977) » #a M FEIVIEE (@5 BRI 3RS IE  DSR FRIRG &F
B N 57 65 < AER R DAGX A AR BA B A - DRI S SAORGE R e R A T35 - #
A TR TEHA A E A 3 R B AT iR 55 1

24 AFEIME TSR E RS R TRUREE 737 (sensitivity test) » fliF 5 SR AU

25 Feinberg and Hartigan (2007) LL3E[E 2002~2005 4 91 FRrE 2 R ESR R BB H R -
B 3855 B 3 Ghemawat and Nalebuff (1985) Wfkam o 1F# e 43P A ILIEE & 1Y
B
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HR - SMEBRRZ DA IIEZS (MKP) ~ #1255 28 (IMR) B
BAMIIZS (TARIFF) U3 > MKPRRBIMNES RS - IMR IR
It » TARIFF QI8 Gy Rt CReEAZ R o RCA B ZR B E bR DI ER A 8 A AT
BUERLA - BRHE TEI ERVE (2011) o FHAASHFZE DU S8 8 B A
B BRI » # MKP Fi%0i 36 2 b ARG pl— S B R A I fE 28 2
Y o RRIEE SERSI R 2 BHER A I AR AR USRI G 5 RE 7] (market
power) FIA » BT8R » BCAIETHIA MKP #1 CAR B 1E BT

IMR £33 S TSR SOESAERR B = SR 56 480 LIBI A = 81
VAT BRE » REVEE S S B A G 2S - BRI R A o —
ME » RESPETRREA IR 58 O i Z k2 - 2 IMR 53 R LR e
FHEHS B L5 2 BOIF RS o (B3 — 5T » IMR &7 Z5 3 S O L R g s
B35 0 38 T RE R BN EEREA R BRBI A N i e A RIS UE 2 Rl
WAE BB Y » B IMR 2 FESE > IMR TR T RESR (0 & ik H At
G TP » S TEIATT SR AHE € © TARIFF 55 S AESH IR AT — 3%
ZHEEORBIZ » AL 2 S PR R EZE - SRR ESH I ] E
AR IR RCR » BOEIARFIRE & o AR AR 2 3 A e o B R PR
Sls (2011) o

% RIESAPEEREIAS R 28 0E = » 2B VIARES (PREL) ~
FEPIFRAR (FIN) BEIPIRAER (JUDGE) » FAESHT £ 85145 B % 2 e 2 i
PAPER L A IR » P LA 2 0 5 (OE & HEBSGET BR800 2 » Hhf
e IR 2 S T EORHIEE IS - Pt DAR]— 3 1 B 2 MR 2R DA% SR 2 M 2R
TER LT o SRIFEIARIBR R 25 1% - F DU SRR %R = F & B 2
PR B R RE R > B IIRE I SRR ZR « A PR RS R B
Bl HIMKE B RS 2 (E A& BT — 55 I ERR R R RN & & o SR
TS USRI A 7 SE DR AR I 2 KV )N > B PREL FEIATTHRES1E » FIN Bil PREL
ZAERTEIART RIS I - JUDGE BSIEHEEH > PR IR 1 RZE0
TEHIIRFIRIT A IE o MZARE RIELPIIAS A B i e - BRI B
A T EEPRE 5 /) (2011) »

R EBEL S AR EYINRE S - AR MREEETYR
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* 3 BB = BTt %

% W Fogd B meME BEEE
i % (R&D) 3.22 60.00 0.00 9.11
HifG2s (FMS) 23.70 92.27 4.44 24.65
WEIM%E (FDI) © RS 0.70 1.00 0.00 0.46
A8 LELES (DSR) 80.12 100.00 0.13 23.94
Rl A INEZES (MKP) 15.47 35.46 0.72 6.79
WAL 112E5 (IMR) 10.37 56.34 0.00 10.84
SEEIRAFIZR (TARIFF) 4.05 12.50 0.00 3.81
WIPIFIZR (PREL) 11.34 40.74 0.00 17.31
FEPIRZER (FIN) 21.92 95.73 0.00 30.14

3.2% o iFE i G A AR ER 23.7% » HHIL AT RER R SR AR T R
FEHS R 17 2 G T TURE o PERLLAR P ME 80.1% » W RAS LA SA R £ Rk
o B R R TR I EERTER - 2B 10.4% » £ K 56.3% o HAibs#
ST > AERRPEEER Z AT - K05 LR A (€5 FDI s IBHMBIZ P15
4.1% 5 IR 11.3% 5 BRPIFZR L 21.9%

o BB AT HANR S DI HE S B ARG R - SRR 4
FIHPESR=H » IR EREERR - silUBSE LR &P~ MEEEY)
A~ MBERFE A SR T G R PI BT » i MR s R R 2 (3T
FERR RV E RO T - BB S TSR EZ (FMS) B HpefE 2 i
AIEH R E - (HAREMET B ZBAEKEE o (HIF R (R&D) BASRLLAR
(DSR) SR < M B R 1L 8 o SRR SCR—IN S » s &
FEARL TR 1% n] (e ota AR =i 2.2% » MERLLASR IR 1% alf#
PeEHEEHHI e MY 0.4% » b WSV ERSRE (FDI) FHMS - AiEHE
FDI it () SR 2e e AR 2 (€ 55 FDI Wi iR 6.4% o

A st e T R ) S AEBR T IR S 75 T » R e e PSR BORH G » (3 Tt SR
M E RS — 2 - EBEAR (IMR) SLELIRIfREZS (TARIFF) 1£
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& 4 ¢ AEERTER < AR OUE K - HE R H

woow BEg WP EER I BER HEG PR Beta
e IE e el FEAR Coefficient
A (intercept) | O1085F —0.1281%% 01487+ 01064 ~0.5698++*
¥ P (-1.74) (-2.05) (-2.55) (-1.03) (-3.98)
s 0.1287  —0.0920 1.1934%%%  12007**  2.1999%**  (.8386%**
(R&D) (0.38) (-0.34) (4.88) (2.71) (4.04) (4.11)
0.0165 -0.0228 0.0159 0.0623 0.0987 0.1819
T EZR
{2 (FMS) (0.43) (-0.55) (0.47) 0.91) (1.22) (1.24)
. 0.0188 0.0284* 0.0304*  -0.0083 0.0639* 0.2524*
WO (FDI
I (FDL) (0.84) (1.78) (1.70) (-0.38) (1.77) (1.80)
0.0966**  0.0873**  0.0996***  0.0781 0.3879%*%  ().8352%%x
441175 (DSR
PSALLZ (DSR) (2.45) (2.53) (3.06) (0.99) (4.46) (4.54)
DENIIIZES 0.2158 0.3942%* 0.3731 -0.1843 0.9873**  0.5012%*
(MKP) (1.14) (1.90) (1.66) (-0.72) (2.13) (2.17)
NiAmpe 3z 0.0469 0.0134  —0.1027 0.2336 0.2368 0.2372
(IMR) (0.73) (0.11) (-1.36) (1.20) (1.56) (1.58)
SECIRAR AR -0.1903 0.0840 0.0827 -0.0613 0.1953 0.0655
(TARIFF) (-0.97) (0.39) (0.41) (-0.21) (0.43) (0.44)
-0.0308
#IF% (PREL
HIPIR AR ( ) (0.83)
FEPIFAS (FIN) — 0.0671%*
YI#IFER (PREL ) (2.11)
0.1458%*  0.3506**
WRPIFAZS (FIN
HEPIBR (FIN) (2.09) (2.12)
Pt ~0.0037 0.0391*
(JUDGE) (-0.19) (1.70)
R-squared 0.15 0.508 0.74 0.39 0.55 0.55
F-test 0.66 2.97%% 7.81%%% 2.13% 4,59
FRAE 39 33 31 36 39 39

FF o 1L e sk B xS IR FREEE KHE 1% ~ 5% B 10% » FEIIAE t-statistic © 2. F-test [ i
A B R ELZ AEHREUS B 0 o 3. BEABRZE 1 D 2~3 (ARR K5 » LA A S
NN EER s b v =y S

- PERR I B SZEARE SUR M Al A H PR B R RS JR 3 » RUAINMEZS (MKP)
FEMA AR )P B R A (8 TR B o 1 ELRRE » @ di - BRIy
PR TR S 2 I - PR H SRR - JE RSB TG - 55 S
Z o HHRRATIIMEES ~ A 120 E A Bt [ BART A5 1S SR T B H - SR R
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F AT AERHIMEEIE N R (RIS T AT ~ BIYF ST A T 815 B i
CRAERENT ) > (BB AE AL B R B A A B R - ORI R s 14 A
5 > SMEERIE K R HE I 52 B S SR PR FS A Dy S BRI 3R -

Hartigan et al. (1989) LL 1975-1980 TF-3E [ 47 {FFESH 8 ZE < RAESR R
FobFEEIR » W IERE SR ITER B IME R IR N 3R AN S 70 B S SRR A 5K My
FH[K % o ZR1f > Blonigen et al. (2004) L1 1985-1995 F-3E[5 63 {4 S {HSH 2
R R R TR R B SERE RANE P 12 A AR th R B EEHY  {K# Blo-
nigen et al. (2004) FrfREAYER} » WA FITHE1BEER] 0.6% » FIA
522 10.4% FHZEFLE » RILL > RV S el > S8BT HE 1 A (KRS T RE
AR » W 7 A R CHE ] S RE T e o P28 - S 1 O KRR i )
fidrm 0 DKL - B A SR G L - BCEECE T2 E 28 8 I FR 23R
1SR BT - 2

A > TE ISR PSR 2 BT - V)P SRR 2R R
PRI o (B PRI ARHIE R E2 2 - f8nIN S RS
MR TR S 1% > PP RS < PR P2eta SHH AT 2 =14 0.15% © Blonigen et al.
(2004) {hEHIESAFMIH S IR E 1% » PEPEing < S PogH == 1 =4
0.10% > FIAKFFE (T HUBHE 2T -

A= o B T R S AR R R s R S 2 4 IR — L
3 -coefficient Hf&EH /720 » IFS B EATHEAL » B ILEH RSB < A
F o a2 b3t AT B o RO BB 45 8 A e e K1) 55 o v T 8 72 B T
(R&D) » R&D i | EFEHE » AT {2 PEtE AR = 0.84 {HARHE -
HREBRMEANLEZ (DSR) » DSR 5 1 (I %E A » Al S f2 B 5E A
fer 0.84 {FEHEF: - HHEHRDHIESEANEE (MKP) ~ #£PIHZ (FIN) ~
IR E (FDI) » 2B e M | FEAEMERE » 7 B2 ol da ek 12 =
0.50 ~ 0.35 B 0.25 {2 2= o

FHIL AT 5 75 A] RE R BRI e £ e a SE el — SRR 38 8 — s e 1k ~ 9%

26 Hartigan et al. (1989) REEHEIBERHEIERL o b - BN MBI - #EEm
[ P BA S E A -
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TEIRIR B TS S - MELIRE R R e IR R AR EE O o SSRGS SRR ] iR - (e
P 5 I T PR S 2 AR P AR R BEE = 2 B AR = ] 2 A e et
REERIN - BRI A HA PR Z A o R R M R Z 0 (R R 2 15 Rl AR 72
S oo a0 > TR BT AIRIEETE > DTS SRR A 1% (E et AR et
PEE 1.1934% » P BER R PIRS R B E AR o HETEEZER AR R
B IE PR RGO 3 R SEEE B 1.1% » B IR R e 5 L i 1)k o B o
BRI A 3.3% > 15 4.4% o WL > TEEEKZFENTE.2T > fEmme
IR EA 2 RS e KRN (TR AIR ZE B H 4% (3.3%%1.1934) o & H{thag
BSCRELARAI S SRS - WO B BT 15 B T PR PR A7 A R i L i £ v
tH 0.7% ffsam (FERFE 1) o

{f ~

H il 18 R SCRRRH S S R I SR BOR 2 38R » M HL - IR SCRkEE
BRI > Rt PEEAN[R] e SE B[R BURE 2 e - B H S SR e 15 Y
PRI FEIER o KIE - AHFFEE SR TEL - BL 1991-2008 - &2 5 {H
ST ER G > 17 (8F L EAERR S K 5B - BTSSR B e PR
r TR 28 o AHFZERs IR G » RIS Z i8R L A e fe
PRI A 4.7%~6.1% o @ ast - H pi(E 8 e i S R R A
AR - ANE S PIOREG SRANA - eV IT R IR © SEA A PITR S
LG 2 S e B AR e & PR B i > (A 70 R PITRRE AR
B o A B PR s e e Pk REC AR 7 2 e 15 21 B P TR R 255 Fl
Benr G o SRR TR SRR - JECE S R EIBECR -

E— - PRE R 1 B TR S AR A IR R - bR T I EEREIR AR 2
A RLUY > R R R AT R o BN - BRI (K e
e BB e T E SR FDI) B Y SE LUARIR = AR » A S 1S B L HAT IR -
RIBE > FATR SR Z W Feha R AT R B B PR S5 1 g 1 s A8 1
e S EEA R IE 2 — ] 1T 2 B BB e E - JCH R BBt ) ira sk LA A
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Z259R
A. A&7
RS el
2005 (WA E HIR S e < BALFFE) © 5L - SRR 2 -

GEFOE T HE B (TET BB )
2011 (HEERE) - 2011 4 12 H 23 H » H{H http://www.tej.com.tw
EEGERE R E
2011 (ZPfffse B S SATE R B St dhkids ) - 2011 4 12 F 23 H » HUH http:/law.moj.gov.tw/
VLHEE ~ RHER
2000 (EHEFITEE @ RSB EEHEREMTRLED o AL ERULEER D ARAA
JERIEJE ~ Z2HT5
1997 (G HERIRHIEE SR 705 ) - GEZR i3 RS 92): 1-27 -
SRR
1999 (G EiiAmEIResTRERBHE 2T - CRILEBEER) 7(1): 81-100 -
A B AR BRI =]
2011 (EHATHBEUREEER 2= 4F) 2 2011 4 12 A 23 H » HUH http://doca.mof.gov.tw/ct.
asp?xltem=647&CtNode=55
BIERE 5
2011 <(FHBEEH 1 55T - 2011 42 12 H 23 H » B{H http://cus93.trade.gov.tw/FSCI/
BeRiEE ~ B 5%
2002 (H SR ~ RS B EEABORCR + DI A BN S S 1P o5 5 1 H RS 2
ZEH) - BRI GEEERGEG - BIb BGOSR LB - 2002 5 12
H22H-
BRHE ~ e ~ B
2000 e fE B E Bl e 5 R UR — EREHE ZIZE) - B - FOUEEE S ERA g -
2009  (EEEENEREISEAT ZAQELER D) - CEEIRITZ ) 60(1): 224-260 -
R
2008a (TR YEFRE S E SR BORBUEREL5E T ) 0 i — B E G 4 ) - (SIS e B
BUR) 38(2): 1-30 ©
2008b < Hel AR AR TS U 50 AT A A8 R B [ R B R ) G 0 A )+ 1 S O T B R
39(1): 69-96
TOE A DR EREE
2011 (B ESHR R IR BB — T 5%) < 2011 4 12 F 23 H » HUH http:/www.moeaitc.
gov.tw/itcweb/ic/wirmiccase.aspx?programid=20
L pSIE S
2011 (HFAHIGREE) © 2011 4 12 A 23 H » EUH http://udndata.com
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WEEM B E-HAM LA R 5 RAEEHT
3 —f% 1998.10.31~ K%~ FfE ~ FI A 8.21%~44.58% ;
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The Effect of Antidumping Filings:
Evidence from Taiwan

Chia-ching Lin
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to investigate the impact of antidumping (AD)
filings on profits of the firms in the subject industries with 17 Taiwanese AD
cases over the period 1991-2008. Using an event study approach, we find that
the Taiwan AD investigations yield an average abnormal gain of about 4.7%-
6.1% to domestic firms producing the investigated products. In addition, the
magnitude of the abnormal gains is determined by AD duties as well as the inter-
nal characteristics of the firms.
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