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A Cluster Analysis of the Research of
International Antidumping Based on CiteSpace

LIU Aidong*, LUO Wenbing™?

(1. Business School of Central South University, Changsha 410083, China;
2. Business School of Hunan University of Science and Technology, Xiangtan 411201, China)

Abstract: The authors retrieved the whole documents data of antidumping articles from 1990 to 2012 (July 31), which
is retrieved by topic term “antidumping” from the database of SCI-EXPANDED, SSCI, A & HCISSCI. The documents
are visualized through a Mapping Knowledge Domains by information visualization tool, CiteSpace . By analyzing
the main total cited literature clustering, we revealed the evolution research in the field of international antidumping,
and found the international antidumping research focusing on the following four aspects: the trade effect of
antidumping measures, the influence of antidumping measures on the industry and the industrial chain and the impact of
antidumping measures on manufacturers and consumer welfare. Research methods showed a trend of diversification.
Because of antidumping final endogenous into the nature of the enterprise strategy, based on the research fronts of
international antidumping, we proposed further antidumping research idea in response to antidumping from the
enterprise technology innovation and upgrade of industrial structure to build the “three body” linkage strategy, and
researched the mechanism to guarantee the evidence validity of accounting information and its operation efficiency
evaluation model.

Key Words: international antidumping; information visualization; CiteSpace
strategy of response to anti-dumping

; Mapping Knowledge Domains;



