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THA - Japan
THA- China
THA - India
THA - South Korea

Probability

0.66745
0.77063
0.53080
0.65258

O© OO —~J O o

Linder Hypothesis

(Intra-Industry trade)

THA - Australia
THA - Bahrain
THA - New Zealand
THA-US

THA - Peru

(Inter-incustry trade)
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Probahility

033123
037725
0.31203
0.13919
0.07208
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L THA-Japan
2. THA-China
3. THA-India
4. THA - South Korea

Japan , China

Michaely

South Korea

Michaely
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(%)
1219

4471

(%) (%)
4.40 5.99
112 2.10

Trade Effect (+)

GDP (%)
0.32

0.36

()
422.33

1,787.05

Cost Effect (+)

55.01

Substitution Effect (-)

External Extra Competition
Effect (-)
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0.23 42233
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0.74
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(%)
13.90

5.82

(%) (%)
15.29 22.36
2.94 297

Trade Effect (+)

GDP (%)
6.37

0.06

()
6,848.54

6,422.41

Cost Effect (+)

1971

33.25

Internal Activity Effect (+)

Substitution Effect (-)
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(External Effect)
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(%)
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() (%
043 074 108
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Effect (-)
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1) Trade Effect
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1) Trade Effect
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0.55 1.20

6.05 4.60
6,661.89 5,382.21

0.02 1,14950
(External Effect)
(Internal Effect)

4219 61.15

1) Trade Effect
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1) Substitution Effect D ,

2
Trade Effect

. 199 8.8

3.22

. 2000
! 0.28
0.34
126
19



59

(% (%

028 034
1% 159
Trade Effect (+)

GDP (%)

007

()
178

60.50

Cost Effect (+)

External Activity Effect (+)

Substitution Effect (-)



104
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1) Trade Effect
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External Activity Effect , ,
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{ Uniy ()
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