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(Welfare) (Static)
Jacob Viner (1950) “The Customs Union Issuge”
3 A, B
C A B
A B
C  ROW( the Rest of the World)
(Free Trade Area)
(Customs  Unions)
A A
(Trade Creation) (Trade
Diversion) Viner (1950) James Meade (1955) ’
The Theory of Customs Unions
(Infinite)
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symmetric  transitive symmetric
A Natural Trading Partners B
, , transitive A
Natural Trading Partners B B Natural Trading Partners
C A Natural Trading Partners C
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Price Price Price

MC, MC,

Qe Q B
Quanty Quantty Quantty
23

2.13  Gravity Model of Trade
Gravy
(&P )
Jan Tnbergen 1962

Bilateral Trade Flow = j3in(GDP Countryl}+(3In(GDP Country2)+j3Distance
(GDP per capa)

gravity
NAFTAWTO
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Paul Krugman
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214 Heckscher-Ohlin Model

Heckscher-Ohiin

Linearly Homogeneous Procliction Function

(DA< @WHB  (KIx<(KL)Y

1

-
11 1
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(Ka < (KL (KILx<(KIL)y

R
(Px/Py)s
Px/Py)a
PPCp PPCx
O X
25 Heckscher-Ohlin Model
25 A B X Y
(PXPYA < (PXPYB A
X B
A
X Y
B |
Y X
Heckscher-Ohlin
A X Y

demandbias 26
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CICg

(Px/Py)a

CICa

0] X

2.6 Heckscher-Ohlin Model

X
X
(PXPY/A> (PYPYB A
X X Y
A
demand bias Heckscher-Ohlin

2.15  Linder Hypothesis

“Factor Proportions” Heckscher-Ohlin

demand bias

Y A
Y B

(Factor Endowment)



Proportions”

Linder (1961)
Heckscher-Ohiin
(supply-side)  Linder
(demand side) Linder

"4

Linder

2

“Factor Proportions’

Leoniief 1953
“Factor

Heckscher-Ohlin

“overlapping demand”

Linder
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22.1
Hypothesis
Michael Michaely(1977)
Michaely
Michaely(1996)
Michaely

Hypothesis

23

Natural Trading Partners

ROW
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f Natural Trading Partners
Hypothesis  Panagariya(1997) Natural Trading Partners Hypothesis
Bhagwati  Panagariya(1996a) 2

Natural Trading Partners Hypothesis

Krishna(2003) Magee(2004) Panagariya(1997)  Natural
Trading Partners Hypothesis Krishna(2003)
1964-1995 24
Magee(2004)
1985-1994
2 Natural Trading Partners
Hypothesis

Natural Trading Partners Hypothesis
Krishna(2003)
Spilimbergo
Stem(199)
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, Natural Trading Partners Hypothesis

2
Spilimbergo ~ Stein (1996)
Panagariya
(1999)
2 Michaely
(1977) Panagariya (1999)
Panagariya (1997)
2.2.2 Heckscher-Ohlin Model ~ Linder Hypothesis
Heckscher-Ohlin
I
Heckscher-Ohlin Heckscher-

Ohlin Leonlief ' 1953 Leontief
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Linder (1961)

Heckscher-Ohlin Linder

Linder Hypothesis
Linder Hypothesis

Linder Hypothesis

EU 15 time-series

Linder effect

Thursby Thursby(1987),Chow(1994),Francois
2000), Choi(2002) Thurshy
2 Linde hypothesis
gravity derived

McPherson(1998

1974-1982
Linde hypothesis

26

1 I-Tdﬁfher-.?hlin

Khosrow(1990)

1970-1985

Linde-

Linder effect

Linder Hypothesis
Kaplan! 1996),
Thurshy(1987)
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Chow(19%4)
(Linder Hypothesis)
the Four Tigers' East Asian New Industrial Countries (NICs) :
OECD 1965-1990
East AsianNICs OECD
Linder Model
Francois
Kaplan(1996)
McPherson (1998 2000) Linder Hypothesis
1998
Random-effects Tobit
Linder effect OECD
19 panel data
161 1990-1995
95% OECD 18
19 Linder Hypothesis
2
McPherson Linder Hypothesis
6
Linder Hypothesis 5

Ethiopia , Kenya 5Rwanda , Sudan ~ Uganda

Tanzania
Tanzania



Linder Hypothesis
1980 1990 1992

Linder Hypothesis

Hallak (2004)
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Linder Hypothesis Choi (2002)
63 1970

Linder Hypothesis
1990 1992 1970 1980

Linder Hypoihesis

Ramczzana(2000)
GDP
GDP
Jdnder
Linder Hypothesis
2
Cross-section 60

Linder Hypothesis
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22.3
]
Baier
Bergstrand(2004) Probit
ROW
]
]
ROW
Michaely 2
Michaely 2
I
GDP per capita GDP

GDP  GDP per capita
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