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Abstract :Natural relationship exists between anti-dumping law and competition law. However, experience in many countries
have told us that the enforcement of foreign trade policy may much likely to be a conflict with competition law of the
nation. With the liberty of trade and market globalization and integration, more and more limitations have been put on
the domestic industry development backed up by using industry and trade policies, with the typical reflection of anti-
dumping law. This paper makes analysis on the potential controversy between anti-dumping law and competition law

from the perspective of their economic theories and tries to points out the possible approaches to solve the problem.
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