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IR o ASCRIHIBUG R S Wi - BRBIR RIS LIRS
BN BEES Y 43T Jacobson (1978 ) £ 5 (M (A2 2 H PR
TEREERERREE o AL A B S H BLE B E 8 2 R A A
BB B R > DRI — e e i XA ] 3 8 oy 7 A R I (AR A T R
S B9 FE B BTE 92 AT R ) WA S B e/ N AR 75 s (Two-stage least
squares > 2SLS 8¢ TSLS) 2R/ M tHEAEE o 45 R8T - FRECE R %
K BUEE BSERNFR G B2 RE GRS BUECERI%
GRS T E PR R R A B A SR H LT
=EEE B MG HUEE SO PRI E - 2E ARG
% HIGEAS GG - FIERETASHES - S HAm2EE
AR « 55 = » BUEE SO GEREA SR RSCR - E bk
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HEMZE MALARLHEMBAE L8848 EF4E
# ¢ *dmwang@ntu.edu.tw; **r96341018@ntu.edu.tw °

OKEBHEZT) FTwEHEF =M > B3-35°20105F12 A HEMR °



A(EBHEET)Y - HTwEE I 201012 - (FFRHI)

B RIS o 38 A TEAE R - B BT E L HE B > vl
SCEIEE T Jacobson A7 HIPHER ©

WAER : SR B RS s NARER - F LR AL HER
= HiE

E B SR BBLAT# R Thomas O'Neill, Jr. &S : [T 85
B HEA AT > AR RS - 528 A1
RE -~ O - MR E (B EBHERE - R0] LT
—IEBEFFE ST 1 (Jacobson 1980, 3) o [t RMF—FEERIERCE
FEF P RBREEUEG S H#ma  Nancs B aiiaE s
AR HESARE A > BE B R — DI R 2 A
SEGRE) > NI RENFELE - KIS PUERE
(campaign expenditure ) 12 Fi5 BE B M2 128 A 5% i 15 96 2 111 S Y
ZEA e HAUEBLER 5N EZ RN o B AR
BRI A O PR LR R R E > (ESERA G B G —
MEFRAIAOMGE A > it DAZEE A MER 2 1 3 A (R PR A R
A E O LR g o IR > TR SR EER R E T
JEARSEGIRAISHE A A E R LUEFREE > 1 HBLERE S
WE > 28 B T EEETIE N SR E o LU E S
RENES N EEREGIRE R - (B E S R
BRI LB 2 — » MITEREN EFEEBRRIRIE 2
T BRI A ARG N ERRS R (FEIFE 1993,
384) o AL » BARSSE ANEEERISE > B 7B ek
RIS S g GBI > S EEIIE S N E R 2GR -

ZRFBAGFELHOERER 5

BRASHEE S IR ERTE T3 > H Jacobson (1978) f@HHIE
X RS IR AR (marginal utility) EEHREE KRG

S8 N HAF AR AR A ERZ NG E - AR SRR
TEURBER A BRBR RIS - a2 EE R E K
FAH e (WERHEEE 2000; Fi7kOt 2004) ~ BUREE (W12 4
2007) ~ BTSN (A1ERVE12 2008) ~ THZEME NES (12K
i~ BEOARE 2008) EHLEF R o n[ERUE B BLE
AR ERET AT Z BRA - 38 82004 5 HBOG B 8 12850
AT E A BRI TEGER S BRI ERGR o R LIASCH
ABBE A EAMIAE » BEESREGI A G22I E NG TS - I
HERLEETTE 2008 T LB BRE A > iTHLEEE
A AHRAR R B S A R H PR o o

2008 HF-5% L 2SR E B - £ TR TR AT
ZEBEXETH ER MR L Bk E A SIS AL
—EGIER T - B EE S IR 2 EIIERBIE -
HR > HRARKSE B ftiaZ dil A BRI R A 2R3 B A L IFE S
5 N EAEER F IR 0 BT 2 & WA WAL e
BOE R AR B EE 2 H0R @2 8D 0UB I SE XY
SRR DME ARSI BOE A2 E NER W E e
B o REEEEEAE  IEHRHF L ERGH S —(HEE
S UGS > R e T R BT B S R SN - E
Jacobson [ 3¢ HIBHGR & 2 B Se R PR GIBLHkEL - 75 A
HERIMGAE T » A SCHGHE B BT 1 3 R SR
PR - S 2 BB B IR PR R I IR I
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T MG SR A Jacobson & 15 » HIIRT B — 5k
BTSSR BB I am e, -

KEIRTE 2 BEHEIRAEAIT « 55 ZHigt ¥ X i
FE R SRR i — BT > FAMF% A4 Jacobson (1978) 51 #% /& K
BB G B o AT i R AR A ST Bt P A R R G - SR =
Rt 2008 - 55 -C N Z2 88 BRI B LM - L2 IS KRk AP B
A A A SR E HAE R AR M g —OF R T
g R VUETE M H G EBOa eI B R MR E > M2
&N BOE S RO R 5 28 1B iR & S BB B
G EEE) M (reciprocal relationship) » {5 15552 X H BN
"EPE (endogencity) FEHRE » F LG @At 8 P10 A ) T EL8
8 DI S8 /N 2B S B i/ NFE J71 (Two-stage least
squares * 2SLS BX TSLS ) » {5335t 128 <7 1 Bl L {th Ak T ] S8 PR A5
S RIS ¢ R CETR A SRR

B\ ~ Jacobson Y37 H P E S AH BRI SCRR [l e

FRAVE BN BIBIT ~ TREH SR 7 i -
R NHUBHETE BRGNS » & MBS 1 B0
ERHERFGRICE)) - RS HBRRE £ B R 2 E iR iR
PR EME (LEG 2007) » BIZELEBIIBENMN S » B
2R S E EAeE - BORRITE A (S 1 (12 RaEEH
H OB RREZRE - [GERARAKE - RS A
& LSRR AIRURE A - (NIESE A E BB E
MEERE ~ B ECERS 0 R H SRR ARG KR
ARG - MHEFC RN RO BERIPEE TS - XOEE

TR SBAGREXHGERER 7

9% ( Ansolabehere and Gerber 1994 ) ° Green F[I Krasno (1988)
(IR FEEREE > & PR E I R RSB DI - BRERE AR B ELAH
(P B B AR R R AR B0 g KiEga (b fthMERHAS 8y EE R
RA RS E L EEAR DR E SRR, - NPk (FE
R ASEIPRIT » BSOS E R S0 rTRE M th A
%4 (Green and Krasno 1988, 894) « ' [i# #% Gierzynski FI Breaux
(1991) HIRFFE BT > PRERE A S e i [ F B BT
REE - HptE L ES LB HPUEE SR - itk
EUEERIPRESE - HIEUTE R B R

AT A S I B SE > BR T B B Bk
S 2 T BRE A o BRI N & B SR TR
TG ARTES o B RAIMETER W Jacobson H 1978 £ FfLE »
—H RS R OB /N OFE A B e @R LIRSS -
Jacobson AT R EME A - B ERIRBIE 2 E A
IPER A2 FeRl @ PkEE S IS A B 15 E SR
SR S U H OB AR B S K o ##E Jacobson
B » BREETEBLE S T BRI 2 AT LIS » TERABRTE
EREREIR R R BN A > HOERE R R EA
fi s BLJGREBUEE TS - ERCE LR FRlEnE > 31
7 B S T 20 B & A2 BIPRE (S AR - SR ke

" Green #= Krasno (1988) % ShALiZ 3|k #6976 R LR ERA F RS
AEPE FHEHREL B ok RBE 0L EFEFEREAA
bo o R RE A TIEEAL PO 0 RAE - X LRMESR - £
AR ERREE S AL EREE » A EREN R EREEGHA
e LA AN B AR R AR S BRI L AR R A T RETEAK
AR RAE PR A AR R E HA > BB EHELRB IR
RGBS AT o
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HICBMIRE S » BUEE A TS CHE 82 1R B 2R et
(Jacobson 1978, 469-91) o H.ZX » Jacobson FHE & B T-E FHE AL
L ERREDL - EE S YECE 'R B E R
I > TS IR AR R = S B R P A B SR
Fit Lhgr S B EME B 1R = f BB th ik A Rk (ECHR B & =t iy
A B B2 (Jacobson 1990, 357) 58 = J5 1] » i 4
FHUEEFLECERER R - IRMMEREAREAER
HEFALR - 0_E A AT HA M E 8 T B L B R A TR
Ko ETEBUEE MBS MR I R > S
HERIAEAEAR T ARAKVER (Jacobson 2000, 44-45) °

LL Jacobson £ & HJ {5 7 & L » 1 F5 Abramowitz (1988;
1991) ~ Gierzynski [l Breaux (1991 ) * Ansolabehere F[1 Gerber
(1994 ) FE&AE TR TCERHE 7 LIS » {EfhiE MR E X
IR By TR, - BE LT[R — g BER
B o B CHIER I FERT - EHE Green F1 Krasno (1988) ¥
FBERGABOEER TR o %L Jacobson 1F 1980 4F-#%
RHSCENMAR HATH I ERTR - RSB MRRE R BUEE
X HRERME B AHEHEE KYE - HE FREPEE
BB TS i o A4S Green F Krasno FE I » BULE & FHE
SHEEBRCE S H HIVE R - 78RS Jacobson HUfEHEER
IRAMEARAL T B & B SCA S B RE IRA R B ST - B8N 13k
B SE (challenger quality ) Sz fkEE BT 2 EIRUAC AL
> THEEE LRGN - e e
HIRAEN R - 1 EL Pk B C B AR B R - R
Al & HEA RS VRV E B E JHIPkEE  (Green and Krasno 1988,

ZRSBAGREXHGERER 9

892-94) ° * [It4} » Green 1 Krasno @ HER &I il 1%
EERGIR B ER B - [ E (0 R BHE S I
BUEE th e g hnGaAsA KK IE » DORIFEBkELE & AT RE - &
Dier i oy 2 BN BRI S - BVE I sl EAN G -
AR 2 S e fHE A P Il (Green and Krasno 1990,
364)

F% 1 Green Hll Krasno % A\ fEHREE it E K A1 B B 3 A1 ]
158 B 52 B AR HEE AT » Gerber th{& ¥ Jacobson B & /Y IH
HEE : H— > QIS CRER A A g a B st
BT ERGREEORNS - K BUEERRR 1R AR
ENAR GRS  BE—KE 2 BB T - it E
FraR S E - Rl B S R PR E 2GS » 3
BRI B FEFERIZEM = BEEEFE
B HABGEE S B RN, > PR R B & SE RE A R i A
Pt DA 32 PR R R R ST L s 5 AR A 1 2
NEER T BUTE @ B SEREEES IR G - 4
18 EEHU T (S MM &R R B R [ Rl - (b S r]E Tk
BB R EFRENFHEER S (Gerber 1998,402) ©

E1 ¥t Jacobson fEHAf E2YR B AR FEAG RAUZF > FRr T1E
P G SRR R B S WA 7T M) 2R M EL Y > Gerber (1998)
Bardwell (2005) 55 A A1 /73 5m 10 A B Ak Bt R R 2 T ) 2

* Green #= Krasno (1988, 888) 7/ k78 B A MEWRE L 9B T : —2 43
RAGR5 T s ZRRFOEIT : iA QB8R - 2 ¥H5 %~ 249
ABRE N ARDBET > BEROD IR R AR R ERS) - TBIE L4
HABRAEZ LA BT » AT AR E T 48 X N6 2R R
R WM E 9 B A R An M USRS 5 R A RO o
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B o fliFACGHR - M BB &/ NE T (OLS) AL E S
SR RIRE » S8R o ET R AR S M A KO R A - {H
M AIER F RS B Bt/ NP 777 (Two-stage least squares * 2SLS
B TSLS) HUSCHE > 37 % B BLBUEE 12 T s Pk & 1%
R BT RS K M - e i & SR R T B A R AR
o HAERA OLS BU@ 2SLS FaA b /2 8 A i HiiE
ERE A AN FRRES - LR CE S e BRI ATk
(exogenous) HEFIE » ARG 50 1L AT FIPRE %ARE - Il
SN AR MBI E IR DU A REE T AT o
2~ 2008 07 Z A H BT

BT A BB 77 (62005 FHEE BB 7&K

Fr 888 > L vl T A T R ) R B 1 R PR B — SR (Singlle-

Member-District, SMD ) FH %} 25 Byl » R 2w G —1{F
HEPIER > TR EANBESE > HEHF -4 EENS

® 3 2 Gerber (1998) ~ Bardwell (2005) % A 3% % OLS #2SLS 8 247 &

REHH TR » 12454 — &4 b o ]4= Jacobson (1978; 1980; 1985) A A
BP 5 4% F 2SLS AF B AL & & ik &3k 69 B3k - A #6940 A 1% Patterson (1982)
& OLS #4947 £ Bl M &iE#R (gubernatorial election) #7 F 4} » 47 4L 452,
RAEE L BRPBEH LR GER —4 K o ATl R B3 #0538 T ATAE St
FEAEAAM I RRAARE AW 0 B THE RS BRI Jacobson #9 M
o0 RVAKRE B0 G W5 B AR 3R AR g 69 4 M R BARET -

Y 2005%6 A7 BEFEARKEIA249 ZH K 48 SREGZH > Hk
W T ZRIRA2004 F8 A23 BT RBHEXHFERE - BB ERE
B (1) BARBEAZFRITBREZISEERALELEE:(2) Ak
FRAGERZNABIIBEAERAFRALR & (3) T FRV/EIE
ABGEBHE WEFEREE:(4) AFLER 2EXZARRARYA
13 /F » EwE s RBHFLLBEERFREES—F» BRIZTB A &
BTEY—A > 2ATTERGERSBERRAEL ERLEER

SRS EARELROZRER 11

SRR R I A AR A EVESOE R K o 5ok
[ 7 T 37 ZR G R e P B 4 B L AT RER T (Proportional
Representation, PR) 4 » NP 2 B 1 507 Z A8 1S 5 L
BlEEE - WEER T TR R E P REERE - GRS
— Rl RS L (9 S W A P M S i R i B — 3
It i S B R Al o ST - ARIBE RSB AR N
FRIE H 3B -CIEANLEZR B R 113 J » o [ a2 e 37 22
oy AR 73 i BB 5 34 i 0 HFRWE 5% IBUES 2R
FIREA T BCRE X - ZERNF(ERALRAR R 6 I - (R E
FCFERETE A Z2H] ( Single Non-Transferable Vote, SNTV ) ©

TERTERIE T - BH— @K EE 65% > MELHI R
KRS 30% » JR £ RGRIT SR 5% > PR IEIE ST 2 1 Kt
B0 BEIREUENT R TR o (RBTPIGERZ R G
T 0 2008 FEB-LIE ZEREA R - BIREILER i (E
JRER 61 15 » o320 ) - BOEEE 27 5 (IS RER
13 J& » A1 14 155 ) - SEELEIREIREE 3 55 > IR 1 % >
FER D R HERESIERNFER A B A5
FSF I o R RERE - BIRE GBI 71.68% 0 B
AEE S 23.89% » HS W GEFE 108 i - G 2 a0 KE
F79557% o H—HiHRbx 7 ERE—EE P N O A+
FAEfEE > FR IR R ETIR ELIM R G D B M St = R
il » (152008 T8 5 R - W B 2B T — B S T
IR T BB BRA RS -

4y

SRIMETASCHIRFZEINT S > 2008 IR E LA E L2
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SRR FE A e - e R AT RS A BRI S SRR L
WE o FUB I A1 TBOR B EIA S 2004 4 - H EEERTIH N
JENL 2 E R HUE R BURRERERIBGE AP » HE
SE )\ BHEHIRIZ HIBGA RS KBS Y - MRS R
=8 H ARFERBERHR o A E R E R R A R B Al
TERCR » FAS AR I A A AR R AR - BUEERL A
AR TS R B B BRSO L © SR 2008 SRR THYZE LI AL
TR » MBI AT 55— AT (o B o 1 B 58
SRR Py R BRI ) VL R 2 A SR I B

FRELEJGE R ZEIRDL » 226 73 (H B — & TEtE 71
(A A A B A 28 RDL > R AR R 2 H AR
2R TR (LT~ =R BRI R (R
BT~ BRI AD ~ BPHE) o ARET 283 ({5 A 2 B [ AT 2R 0
o BUEH A 13 4 BEBEFER G 61 UBEEEE K

BUFREEE G 12 67 > BIRBE G KA 5 > 2 LR
AT R EEE A o BUEL R3S 7 84% (=61/73) °
CEHREE > R \gEEHRESHEES (incumbent
advantage )’ £ £ 183 SR s SR IR S 85 (HIL B ULk T &5 3%

BT RALAR S RS ILAE H B iR A5 69 3% R 453 > Howell (1982) 42 5
125 R S EBPIENGF REEL (network of elites) » B3| &3 ~HF B BH
BRAR~FERE ~ REMARM BB EA LA AEL > BRI IEF R
PR TR AT R REAA DB S RFEGT > HATEAGTRE
RERSLERRRE > TAREGELTAERA L SRR FEEAGELHILE

ZRSBEAGRELHHERER 13

B BUEE ZFLGHEES (U 2EREE » BENPAELER
SRR BRLRIIRE RAR - WAL (IR AHY) 225 i RIER (KRS 113
i o HURJEEET B NERVBEL A R ESEEE > e —
PEEEIEK - IR S ZE RN E SR ET L
{1 » (GRS T e RS DU S A A5 E I

EERIITEIAERE - BUEE 2E s LTS &
TEDCH B E AR > B RG22 5l DI BR R - 73 g
W eh 39 (8B G IR 2 B - R
[ A 1.55 (L HTE 208 » 8 AN — i B — g8 [ i 2R DL R [
SHFERBASCRR AT DATR L2 B » HE— RT3 FE
BUTATHIR R » 37 2% @K 1A @ T RE—BHIR oS 1%
b > IR E S A ROEASZ IR > thER ] Jacobson 3¢ Hi
HERELLZIRERIRIE - ANEEGEKE - HEhE M I EE L
A RIF etk e iF T - A A BRI BE & S
B FRATE R PREE 93 i@ SE#E—cE8 Jacobson
PRI B, o

(BRI » ¥ — S 2 BukaEw - R
BB ERERA] (Duverger’s Law ) M EUSERE SRR - 5@ S
oy Al BB RIR S A DAHBR EAE S A EE
HATERS SR AR RO BN - BB ey i Rl s e B A
f* (mutually exclusive ) * 3@ R HH—{7 & B A
af o B CENL R E RGP B H R AL DL RHE
H2E - MR EIMERI e EG TR - AR Rt T

BREHEREARNERETERLE -
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SCMHTHIRRRE o ASE WAL » BRI DA
HRfat 2 - TR ZEE B R IR BRI F— L
FHBRHRE R I S5/ S EHYE R TR e InER B o

Bt BB E R R

TRIBIBIBOGRA L T —MRAALE » I R RALA
ZBRESENE AR A TR 8 - B
EHAT—HIE - FiEE ez Bea Rk IR - ASCE5RT 2008
FERTEIZZEABUAREER - AIER{112007 £4 H1 H
2008 1 H 11 HE P HEIEGER S - fEEBRIERN - K
BOARREAEER — T IRAUAUE » 208 ARIICORE T4 H 2 3EE
HBORI G WS IRFTR] ~ BIR B HCHE ~ P& ~ SRR EEEE L
ISR 2 (AR F A > SIS ISRt & - 5
=8 H N 2Be R - B2 & A NIBHES L - Blaik
Rz BOaRERI A > 77 USSR MR R 5 s L Bo
RSB RAER » DMSREFERITE - MRS/ \RAE - 5t
S ] o) Ry EREIAE - BVE S ~ TS S
FHFIBOE S S 1~ =i ~ ACEIGES H ~ MESCSH
BRAAEE S HE - F] T 2009 FEETEIERE T RAE - HlETE
TERER  RERE - IRABRE S =S -

BIPER S b B BRI E RSO A2 - D8N
EREE (2007) HISCERREAESEARIALL » 732 A
FJNIR] S R o DR SRR A 5 B ek AR 2 5 - ASCHIE
IRIBEE R A SR CELER BB & ABUAR L
JF o $ 283 (722 H HB0E S HERT - BUEAE S I AR

ZRLSBEAGRELHHERER 15

& o BE A 70 (%A A B ZEhE Rt M rBaa kS G 1E
2 ZPBREILSE > (A EEFEEEHNISEA > FTll
HEE TR A 213 (17 o TEEENE T > FIIEIZEN
(P 2 1 10,639,263 T » FEHEFERE 8,374,111 o K& A
HoME > JIHE 2 E AT LEE BN e - Hb 2
ENCEEE FNERRERT  FORBAET A/ TES
TUEMUE (3 > PN _C R A & i 0 12 & - BLE (EAER
(P H AR LA 58.4% ©

K— FEETRBRABE NN : REGHRE (e ®s)

_ TEEmW WA %8  EmE W
MR OEERE b mEm omm omwm oo o
B 5,819,227 401,361 424,843 803,404 228,988 2,946,732 34,610

Hol  (54.6%) (3.8%) (4.0%) (7.5%) (21%) (27.6%) (0.3%)
LRIZIR - BiZ=BE (2009) » VEE EI TR -

HEMANEEEMH (promotional expenditure) {F#F %
134 9 55 338 S HE A o A o BB L RR R TE © Heerde ~ Johmson #ll
Bowler (2006) P[1F8 5% 38 @& — iy 5l FH > Bil 18 | Vil Y 5
o Bt S R S B E BB R A - LRBE E
e 2% AR AL AT 5 QB > SRR PkE
1838 J7 T RO F B B B AR B P[5 o RS PR 2 A0
G REE —BR K o TEERE ~ S SCE IR SR R

® Heerde ¥ AMI 9 %> s A SR L h 5 €2 A LIEABHS
TN ERTRAS M EREBRH L EREE B ZE (broadcast
advertising) % B 4#21%4% (targeting media) WA T FEH XNBFEH 9 E1% %
d WA AEAATRAKRFT R ZR > KA D RARK S A~ &7
BB BT/ TE (Heerde, Johmson, and Bowler 2006, 752) °
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EHEEEFL  HE AR BUEE M F A& SCE AT
H144 B ( Ansolabehere and Gerber 1994, 1110) o L4} » Howell
(1982) Pl Bl &R EeE ~ EREM - RRFE - F&
BB K ESCESELRSE A NBESHREN > BTEHE K
BB EREREM (voter contact) HIFEEHIE /] (elite
mobilization ) » {HIC {25 » i RlGE & SCE IS PR
A BB P PR Bl i

5 B A/ » Ansolabehere K1 Gerber % f% H Jacobson LL
AR ERS BB - 2 B ERS IR S R T
I SR AT REEEE LR - R RENEIELE
TEFLEEBI » @ S hr—E e » KR
28 N B AR 0 S S B A B 2 [ A R = i B
P (Ansolabehere and Gerber 1994, 1107) o 7E EFFHI & 1990 4
B SRFEGERE R © Ansolabehere 1 Gerber (1994) #5317
(B S HH PR AR S H B R B A S S R - i
L PR RS S H e (A A B B RS R o - $RIE -
BT B BRI 3 BT S I ERRUR AR SO A M
FC 0 BT ARBRIFHIE F — A i B AR R 22 5% - S B S
R A B (e R S RS S RE R E S > DA
R EMEHEEE RS ENRTIEES) -

R RGBSR AR H R 2R A BOES MM - Sef
H B IRE AT - — A RIABIRAEE R £ E B 258 A H
SHEE R MR ZE N - B R R ARt
B ES I ERE S B AR Y HE B R E RN LR -

ZRLSBAIRELHGERER 17

(AR EOE AEA 2 Dal G A BB L) - B
BEBCTR IR B ] B & v T 50— I 1 5 S P B e TR A —
BB EP T ES T T = H 8T/ HETNBE R
W L H S EE AL FIR AT IBUERE - WA A
bt

REFISENNSNNE - K- BIBEEZEER L
FUBEES - IR RARE SRR E B B A E = bk
B AEMEEEESOH ERHEE AN B - BRI
RRET PR E R 5 FE e TIRE L (R GEE
RSB o AR BT - BT B A LR
R o I R AR B BT 2 S A A — (BT 2
% WE TR SRRANMB AR BIST SCRRES A 215 A > pifE2
ENHSHROE GHEAZR - DU R RIRER S HEH
FeTE e S HIE - AR 5 /S HE — D HRTET o AR AR AR

K HEEVERBEAGES NN : RBEATR (FraH)

sz H BEESTH BAL
B R E R 16,559,081 10,136,448 61.2
R4 13,193,097 7,415,990 56.2
HAoth22 A 2,658,159 1,401,766 527
BT 15,265,851 8,855,867 58.0
FEBUT 5,411,219 3,242,723 59.9

BRI - Big2he (2009) @ {EE HITHRE -
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i~ BEEZHIIAIZEE (endogeneity) FHE

B BHE S VAN RS > RN s & A
KEFI{CEEFEAMAIIME (exogenous) BE » 1 2 HITHE
s BE GBI R iR AT E o {HH Jacobson (1978)
FRHI R TR R S R EE > FERH SRR A TE A% 2 H
PREEER 7 P ZEME (endogeneity ) fEIRE o bR E AR A 115
RUBRAGE o 2 LA Jacobson ¥ FHBRIT7RHTERR » (LR —LE A
ST SRR A E S > 812 B3R e Hife 2
NBUECEFEENAEMERE R o MHE S HE AR FRE
BRI A2 EL RO > Gerber (1998, 402) fiHi i #8 2E m] (LB 4%
(T : B EiE AN ERAMERE W gRiithd s
LR LR - R EEERSHE AP0 s -
YFPE A TTREIRRG 208 N BGaRE &k BEHUE
H RS RE BT AR S B SR B LR e

it 28 S B G2 PR Y 08 TE AH B B B 4R (reciprocal
relationship ) > & & i — % 0 B =X ] R R 0 7 I R AR
(simultaneity bias) ; IEKAIM » #F2 WFecRmPS B/ VR 7
£ (Two-stage least squares * 2SLS 3¢ TSLS ) AR {LEEERAE R »
DIHERR B A8 2 B i 2 I o FET ) L 8B SR B (covariance ) © 2SLS
A B fe UL T B8 (instrumental variables ) ZC¥T A A2 8848
HEITHIEIE L (reduced form) HURREAIMFT » FFE% A9 42 B8
(FITHEAE S A EE — FE B iR = o o BRI i —Eh
7T AN T ESEER 7 ep BN NEE T R
NAFRHEIEEAS N - #1582 0 TESE{EHFHES

ZHBAGELHGERAR 19

ke

FEA R » IS E R BHEEEAS RGBSR - & & DU B o
> BE LA R MHBRA FE S8 FEEE 2 — o B4 Green F11
Krasno (1988) HkEk Jacobson [YJHEAmISF » (HHALFRMEE —FEEY
{ECER T BB HOAE - FiiliE Jacobson {5 I HUHkELE B
TaHSER— TR EA o) Bk (A R E R ¢ H Green A1
Krasno (1988) B EASE] S HI A TERUMHBARTRE » fFTHEC
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The Effect of Campaign Spending on Electoral Results:
An Assessment of Jacobson’s Theory on the 2008
Legislative Election in Taiwan

Ding-ming Wang En-peng Fan
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National Taiwan University National Taiwan University
Abstract

Campaign expenditure has been the most direct and efficient resource
for candidates, since it provides the medium for the voters to know the
candidates and their policy platforms. The previous literature also shows
that the election result is profoundly influenced by the campaign spending.
Unfortunately, there have been few related empirical studies in Taiwan
prior to the passage of the Political Contribution Act. In this paper, we
collect and analyze the campaign spending for the 2008 legislative election
from the Control Yuan. Because of reciprocal causality between spending
and the election outcome, two-stage least squares (2SLS) is adopted to
capture the unbiased relationship between them. The results show that,
in addition to the party nomination and the incumbency advantage, the
campaign spending influences the election result in three different ways.
First, regardless of whether he/she is an incumbent or a challenger, as
long as the candidate spends more money, he/she may receive more votes.
Second, the spending by the opponents in the same district has a negative
impact on others’ votes. Third, the marginal return on the incumbent’s
spending is less than that on the challenger’s. In general, the results confirm
the traditional campaign expenditure theory based on Jacobson (1978)’s

seminal work.

Keywords: campaign spending, incumbent advantage, endogeneity,

legislative election



