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A Literature Review on Bank M ergers Antitrust E conam ics

W ang Guohong
(The Centre ofHubeiF nance Development and Finance Security)

Abstract Since 1960s the bank mergers antitrust ssues have amused m ounting concem by national antitust anthorities At he same
tme a laige number of antitust econan ics literatures are springing up continuously whihmamly beus on five aspects the relevant
market defnitbn canpetitive effect the efficiency defense mitigating factors and bank dwvesture effect M odem econan ic analytical
approaches have been applied to the antimst analyss about bank mergers which make the evaluaton of com petitive effect more
“ scientifi®. Litl research m China s econanics feld has been conducted on bank mergers antitusi with scarce research on
unilateral efct coordnate effect efficiency defense and mergers rescue The sudy of westem research findings on bank m egers
antitrust econom ics can provile beneficial en ligh term ents for China’ s an titust econom ics research and bank m ergers antitrust regu hton
systam.
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