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Anti-Dumping are by nature discriminatory. Import from targeted countries are
discriminate against relative to domestic producers. This thesis test whether Anti-Dumping
(AD) protection effect the welfare and determines the social welfare effect under Thailand
anti-dumping act. This thesis finds that anti-dumping duty policy always surplus earning for
producer unit. A welfare effect loss from reduce consumer surplus and contrasting gain
achieved by producing the level more inefficiently and the result suggest that anti-dumping

policies cause trade diversion is primarily to non-Thailand supplier.





