[ B B3 % i3 BE 0 - PRI SR 201
SkeTY e LI

e
(HHT TR R, Wi Bl 310018 )

i B AT A BRI TEARRTFTANLEAARTFAGANZENTSE, XEXAZEZAR
FTHRFFAMGNHE R, ZFTF R EIE 09X BOEL. EABKRNEAT R 2
— 5y KN EREZGERER BEFHREEAT R THEEZBRALZHZN,
FPHERFT LA ZRIRETHELRRN. &P, FHECZEH AT IH ZF
%%ﬁk%iﬁﬁyﬁﬁiﬁﬁ,WﬂﬁﬁKMﬁF%M% — RN R Pk

FHAE RGBT T LT RN Mk ty FE 09 B EER, 1 REFE
ki’%, =2 E}’y:/A 5] o 4R W A4 2 ﬁ‘/ TEUFJ‘TL,)?] M, {2k L iE A ARE R
Wi, =& R AR AR RH, A2 3 3E R AT AR A A AR
w%éﬁ%%ﬂﬂﬁ & &,m&ﬁ%m%ﬁiﬁmm%&%ﬂﬂommﬁﬁ
BRAARSR M 6 E AR A RAEABE TSN BRSELREFR S
WA TA R A RFFIAZTH S B R S mMmRis, AT AT E Ly

L& kv SES
K kY, BAFEE; EFRN; BB ALSRN
hESES . D9% MEtFRIRAS: A MEHS. 1006-1894 (2025) 05-0072-13

TF [ PR 9% 40tk ,, PEik 52 (treaty shopping ) XFRMEFEZE L (nationality
planning ) . ZFAES R BHL (OECD) M E &, |EH N T FKIKEE:
E A% 0E S5 240 W ORI 3l i 8 ST 2 W) Bl AR R A R DI TR B R AL R Y, DL AR R AR
AFFTEM SRR L R4S T F50 0 5 29 10 SE R PR O 4P LL BT 78 4 i il D 25 3k 1) B2 )57
PEJT T . VT B SR S O U 2 B [ P i R R R, SR 2 A R
ERRRMMELLRE S, Wik FAM L EELEETEANERES L. EW R
ﬁ%‘ﬁlﬁiﬁ%?’ﬂﬂ’\]%ﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁ%ﬁﬁ*, HREMHEN R Tokios Y724 | Saluka Jf
PR . Phoenix JFHE S5 Philip YRS . LL Philip VIR R R Z 61, #
32 1 BE B Sk SE ) 51 B0 [ B £ A 2 W SRy 1 et R R RIS ) 7 R AR A 2 T

EEE A SR, WL LR RS B Sz, Whos o . PR ik S E bR

EeWB: HEHFHEGHETE “EPREE M b R R 45 (R ARV (BIHS%S: 24SGC110) .

(D Gaukrodger,D.,Gordon,K.Investor-State Dispute Settlement: A Scoping Paper for the Investment Policy Community, OECD
Working Paper on International Investment, No.2012/03, p. 55.

@) Philip Morris Asia Limited v. The Commonwealth of Australia, PCA Case No. 2012-12,Award on Jurisdiction and
Admissibility, 17 December 2015.
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SRR

TR0 H R S 2 A0 T, AR R AR R ] A T B S 2 ORI R R I AT B B DL s BT
AR R R 5 A DOl B9 20 29, 2E 042 5% 3 ¥ 2% 249 00 I K I BUT % e [
bR AP BIF R EE B E S

SR, B9 H PR SR LM Sk 2 BAR 2 sE . — i, EA SR KL L
ROPE IS0 o L R R TR 5 2 ) 4 45 45 Y AR 0 B MRS T AR, R0 SR A0 A 2 IR AU
BPRHEA O — 4R 20 R B 0T H LAV R SRR o SR B = Y O AR
Bl % e a7 4 e 2 R R AT AR BT LR 48 T A IR 95 2R 2, 08 AR 9 00 RS A
SAFAE . [N, 2R — [ 3 5% 8 e 5 AR [ A AR B0 40 29 5% AR 00 o — 4 249 ] e SE 7 B
2w IR I % A N AR E BT, BEWRE R N A TR bR BT LR
P R AR BOMRY, XMR R TWAE TR KON EEME. B—Jm, #
VB P Sk A ] R SRR R N BT H PR AR D7 . BRI AR T BT B AR AR
VA B IE S S5, BORE GEIF AR BLARH B ol Ak 2 ST AT, S5orh BE A% [ PR AR 9 1 T e 48
& Jre H AR SEBL

—. EfRERMHEPRAEREZFANGE

LR N E, R BEPIE F LI G E R W B A . 45 0% 4 v i e
BLEIE RBCARE . R ANE RN E RN B — b 58 KA R Z R85 &N =Y .

(— ) MELKAMENBERL

E R T ER2SAGHERE MR ESRD . 8E 202548 6 HIE, AITHERNE
2,222 AN WAL 4240 5 406 D OLEHE 08 221 0 [ BR 45 2. R Rh e F Ak B4 ST vk B
FHEAE FAPN BB K ZES, JUH LR L RPERR S 5 S g g Wb o7 . X
SR P R B AR R A% 20 kR T LA IR A H R A, S S RS A, 3%
ARk E RS B SR R0 —Fp . R, HEP T 429 00 SE R B 5 R
BRI 4k, AR A AT HEIEZLHNL .

RS2 K B P S 2045 A B E LI ALE A FI s, BNEGRL. JEIRZ K
FE ARSI SR 2 0k 7R 2 IT W BRI Y S 2 SR, IR SRR Z A H ISR,
BUYE 4% 0% 5 24 2 1k 2 w4 HE B 4% 9% 78 25 29 22 1 T 5 8 30T BR PN 473 8% ml L3R 15 IR 4 24
BSEAE P R . SUbEIRY, BERIZETD . JE)R L /K. RN EGdL . BEERR W4k iR i (A
P 1] 5 A0t ] ] B 2 el o 2 2 ) ( (CARIBR ANy ) ), (HARYE (AR 2 )
872 4%, BRHEAGAS AR B 52 fi e 018 R B & 2 0 i 8 8m r= A 00 2
0T AR S X 5. R, RIE E 5507 T 2 B R T R 2 sUR Y (AR AN 2 )
TG 1k AR A I filg e 452 % 5 Pk 308 2% 2 I R

(D International Investment Agreements Navigator[EB/OL].https://investmentpolicy.unctad.org/international—investment—
agreements. (2025-06-26).
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] B 43 7 oo v 45 0% 5 B A 240 B GRS T 5 S L s A2

(=) |FFIRBERIG P EBOE

B FHEHRERRESm )G, W E @I AE R LR, {HAh 52 LR
B J2 B AL ZERF 5 S S BT R, Ik SR B [ R BT Dk [ % ) 4 i
fp e REFy, T HLB Y E B R 2 2 e B EAUE R Z M HY A AT Rl 45 R R AE N RS
F g, SERETRBIINERIPRFFERRATEE. HEF 2, SRR ELUAL
I3 20 53 1) B BOIE A S i A DAL, 2 BIBERE H B E A A ( EERE, 2011)
P, 7e@ EER LB A S (R4 R R 2T, B0 8 A H A PRk 2 29 80 ) BEVE 23 18]

20 el vt DUG , B9 4 sii b DLAE B9 BTG 1k S i % 30 6 78 0 A BRI e, )5
H T 2R T 7E SR B 5 Ak 2 BRSO A v 7 AR A A A AR Y S Py
B, RRFEAR T 85 rom i BOAME (fR&F], 2010) , BB SRS R 47 T8 15 # 0E  1t
Kt . 1965 4F MR EAT E S 4R (HRREEIA L) FFEIBE 1 BRI U S i fig D v 0
(ICSID) , B J5$% & A 5 3 9% 45 20 TF 4 R - 5098 3 B8 4708 [ Jf 2 1CSID %5
il B R PR PR ASUR, ph SR BL 1 HEE Se f p HL R B0 R BOR M . (HAERERPME R
ek 5 E AR VAL BC b BAT 4500 B9 AR X FRik, $00 & B 05 A S 3 [ PR
il A R P VERCRI , A< T8 ] L RE B 8l B LT 28 5 ) 0038 P T ok S OR IN R ( SRR
2023 ) o HJLABE, X U 4 i g D pIL ) T SR AR AR B AR Ol B BT b A 0 B 1 T
nJREYE

(=) FANEENE—LLET XKL

| 6 A S TR N R T TR R BV AR A RS B O BT B A . (AR R
NYY) A 25.2.0 FBCHMLUE BN EFE I I EbRIE, 0 45 5T A% 20 4 2 1 B IR E
— 7T, KR AR 2 H SRR S R B m AR i i STt ik R ST A R A L [ R
(Lee, 2016) , XPPRTTAL A e 3r bR D B9 F Phk S 20 de it 15 m), BEA LBk
Hop I LB AR 200 AT R Z IR T — i B bR, DR R 4w RO A E
RV o wlE AT LU AR Z E W RS . 55— U7, R 2 B0 A A0 TR B bR i 2 Ab
WR M TR bR E, 2R TR ERTE R R, B A2 HOE T4
B 5 98 3 0 AY AR $58 %, B (WA L)) 55 25.2.b 551N 1 hlbrifk, Bl
gy ] L2y BT AME R b T B ARE B [ RS E 2 3 A ) A A e ik
Ny AHR 75 0 A b v 20 Hh 4 2 [ B B2 RE o AERX DT T, KR R 4 w4
g 22 AE Pk 2 29 H AL, AR ISP AE T 22 45 25 10 1 Ry XA B8 SR 4R T
FEIbRE . SR, (ARREWIA YY) 5 2BV KA TR RWIBEALE “EmT BT,
FEOR A A ERE B TN, MCREAEZBRAUCHIE T, “fEl” SR
EXFF A BRACRE T, Pl WHEA SR (Baumgartner, 2016) o Kb, 242
R FAAEAR 2 P ) B 0T B, AT i% 28 W B 2% v O JBEZR R i) RE R A 0 A% B B8
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(M) #AEBENEZH

(AW 2) 55 25.1 FRoRME T gy AR E S, R Hde AU 7 17 $e98 5¢
NaE LI o R 2 BB YT SR 2 A T — A BTz B H LU 7 Ok B 64 B2 5 7
A, RBUA LIRS R 7 KPR R R B W 2 T 25 . @ AHIE T, #0490 {4
T A QLIS BT, S MR U R By . ety B R s, 4058
TR 5B FL TR A B 2 W) i oy 3 o B 78 3 HC A T K B R A S ik . TR BR AR B i B —
F R N o B L Ay 9 7 N AR B RS, SRR A AT R SR A R, R B
FE UL OF B 0 ) R M R e I SR R R A A T ) e B B R (D
B, 2020) o Aid, K EETE AL HE DA 18 WP AT R0 B4 Xk T 32 kS 1 B 45 9 i
F LR, T BN ARG ] SR IR R 2 w6 R A R I, Teie R R S R
PERCIR AR . 2805 B AR I L 5 ) 2 S A T A A e [ B 5 % 3

(F) BT KA K E %

E48 352 45 45O FE B AR L0 — A G 29 [ R R AE A 25 7 03 — A A 2 [ 0 B A
P AL WT BT 43 B4 TR AR AR, A 2R 55— 4 24 1R A4 4 9 A R oh A [ s A
277 B P YA B P ) ) LI B 8 A ) — AN A9 IR R N B SE R B (3
H, 2012) . HEZ, WRHBEE SR THAFELTEFKER, HIWE & X h Ik
&t 24 ] m AR ] ) ] R BT 4 R B AT, 4 2 A AR 510 28 A B 1k 5 Y ke [
bR B AD L

HSCE W], THA P4 KA R KA A W IEE . —J7 T, o8 R ME M
TH26 12 4 25K B0 0 0 ROF A — B, AR R IR GEIRA 2 T IR &, W
A 5T 2% 29 WL E 7] I O T ARG R AR 4R 29 5 MR B . S — 5, R AR A
AR B 4 1 4 2% KR AE ] B K DL b 07 ol S BB B BLE R r . — R
FE 26 2 4 55 3K 300 38 2 700 b AR GE T BRAR AT A, R ARG [ FE 8 51 HE 48 4% 4 5
AR BT 008 AT B 30 R B R R A o o A ) R R R s SRR IR A ALK AT
i 0 B UK A 2 Wi IR S AR AR e 2 v 5 DU R 4 52 4 A% K B0 TR TR AR R i
FH T 455 243 ) W 1 412t 4R 40 2 IS ) 450 5% R A ads i mT ) B i R T R A 2 iR 45 5T R 4
T A 240 52 35 15 T B0 JIE BH AT by B 002 ol ARG IR R AE VX I 2 I B S 3L
e 28 f65 1 T R ) i P A2 2 4 ARk, )R S T Pk AR A 2 KL

(7%) EHIFENRZ

J6 450 i B ) il = R TR E PRI SR A4 89— KiER (Skinner et al., 2010) .
EE PR T RIE R T, BAE BRI R0 M E & 4 NG s €, XFh&

@ Mistelis,L.,Baltag,C.Denial of Benefits Clause in Investment Treaty Arbitration[EB/OL].https://www.semanticscholar.org/
paper/%E2%80%98Denial-of-Benefits E2%80%99—-Clause—in—Investment—Treaty—Mistelis—Baltag/cc0698cd033cfff1a42bdd
6e81cbefdedf39e898.[2018-12-13](2025-06-26).
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] B 43 7 oo v 45 0% 5 B A 240 B GRS T 5 S L s A2

HO AR S S J5 PR EE A SZ AR SRR A e E W SRS R, REENREZSTUH
JEIF 5 E R A e E SRR A B A . fE AES IRBTHRAEZE R, 3R Nk ICSID
P E 1 th B e SR DA A R AR e g M SN, — MR PR O AN A LRSS R
ICSID & & FORAE UM, 45 A 3% 28 A RO ] — ) BBV B A ) e s o ok TF 45 8 5 9k
WAL NS, SRR ERE T T ZRAINE . Bla, Saluka YRR SRS Tokios
Ve o 2R, P REE B T SO SRR 7 1R N 8 Bk S 4 3 0 R TR 9 S
52 MK, Philip JFil K F T2 5 Phoenix YR HE va 22 (0 fh 3 72 00 % T H 00 fit e 7
W, I 5INE YT 45 2 DL A 8 T T DN A DD R A R 4 R B Pk SR AT o ARk
Bl UL, SR Y R = R 4 T Pk A AR T B s )

Z. ERERMRPETEREZANEAREER

] B 5 0% ik SE e b, Ap R EE At oA B A5 9 Bk O A% 2 Kk R Hh 2 Bl R R %
7, B¥EEY . B A5 ENEFEAPURE, HE N TERAEAEAS [ F2 1 )

(— ) EMEBENZEERRE

#F#FEJEN (Bona Fide Principle ) MYGFET A E XK EFRIERZN, Eis
B EWECAEZ, EBERIEEANIETE., FRALHO SRS A Y E, F0
NI R A 15 T B 4% 240 B R 37 B BRI [ s 72 B 4 DR E M R G ik A
X5 5B AT R AR RN 2 — . CTEE BRI MRS, #E RN A IEE H i
HEMIEN (Brabandere, 2012) , JuHRILTERT 1k bR ) 2 LA LR Hb i H 4% 5%
G2V S AR WA ) e DI 5 #HTIETE .

SR, BRIEIWBAA WA EOBIYE S T AR, B IR — AR Y [ bR
5, TeikAE Rl BHEE 510 7R A U T b UK B T AR E VR R . SR 2
AT A 38 N W R ALY A BRI PRI SR A G, N ER AR TR AR B AT B
BHEZR, BV REH AN E WA Z R IR TE . 7E Phoenix IFRE W ZEH, ICSID fif
FBE N0 R A & % 2R N 0 568 RE AR 1% ICSID AL A R4, BETT BT 1k 1ICSID Al
B o R, AR IR E BT 1A E F AR SRR F, Ak vt ay et . LR
RGP . SRR RGBT . R SR, 8NN B LR, XK E
SR HE BRI R I R — B 0N C & AR G B DY e B A R [ R e, Rl
AR BN 420 F 1CSID ML B s, 8 T 38 % 2 00 4% 95 i Jo ik 3k 4% 1CSID
BLE B R4, @

MARA EF, M — DR EFLER S TIESBEREAZ R X —REARFEN,
P9 5 M B 4 O AR pp R EE T LUTE R R B TE T A E Pk Ik A% 2 1 45 0 B AR T Ak

(D AES Corporation v. The Argentine Republic, ICSID Case No.ARB/02/17,Decision on Jurisdiction, paras. 23,30.
(2 Nuclear Tests (New Zealand v. France), Judgment, I.C.J. Reports 1974, p. 473.
(3 Phoenix Action Ltd. v. The Czech Republic, ICSID Case No.ARB/06/5,Award, 15 April 2009, paras. 106~113,135~142.
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SRR

AN B TR OR AP I GE B JE I, W ) S5 A R E 0 Jm A REAL . AR, R & PR g
FERWG /BN E N (RN L)) 55251 530 F 8080 %k 2 % (Kriebaum
et al., 2022) . i H, #5008 Z 050 4V B H80% 2 5 5085 1 #2290 Fi
KA, WOERAE B 2 A HAT 1, g ] LLBH 204 22 (9 45 FE AL ( Stern,
2010 ) o HH X DL TR E 2 P 0 SRR, 5 B0 2 28 10w T A S A SR 0 o B
% k) 8 ( Brabandere, 2012) . K, S8R @Y B FEALIY fi B2 HE B Ah & 22 Xt
P AR i 3008 1) B AR AU L Pk Ik S L BL R ) IR TE A2, (HIE R iZ 4652 .

( =) %A% 5w 2b 7w

25 w) B A M 0 AR LT B A T % o R O BE AR TR, R R 2 ) T 25 T
N ( Doctrine of Piercing Corporate Veil ) &5 & HiEE A B IMEE, Z1ER
1A RIERISEBURIE Y H B o 7€ Phoenix YR 728 | Saluka IR e REZE,
o AR E A B I R m e ROR A 4 E RS LR 4 T A R SR Y), RIE
V] SR ORI At 2 ) G 20 DL W s ) B S Bn A R, PR S R E PR R AT o
EPE . H T E B v B ISR 6 0k 2 W) T 2B RN Se ), 2 B hER EE R 5
] B 12: e 78 B4 28 %0 | 4 S vh i v R 0 P b o, BIVTEARG SE TR B0A 17 S8 BURE 5 1Y 1E 24
B~ H B T FH R 28 W T 2D RN, U AR R VE B AT A, a2 F
T 2545 BT 7 1 P v AR AR . (R = AR 25 5 7 Ik M Y s

14 Rk, bR EE A SR R i R A 2 ) T 20 D ) 5 E A R A Bk R AT oA G
B, Ll Saluka Y HE W A6, Saluka 5841 Nomura Europe #1], Saluka {X4X
/& Nomura o 7 SC B A & H W1l & 57 105820 1), Nomura & FOE ) ) 45 R8T, #
o BRF 3 5k O A 20 B T 2D SR N R 5 Saluka MW By . SR, PR EINH
Nomura fl Saluka & Ll —Fp it 5 b 55 k3 b i il JE XN R4 uEiis 3, REFE Lt
186 TE T BT LLE AR S 485~ R 6 R 20 ) TG 20 s 00, R 2 4% ) T Ak P A Rk
VR B AN VR AT g, B A 2 W A Z AN AR P, (H X R R A
BOEE, RRAGEIEE LB, ©

PN Ny Tl o SR LB 7 SR BT 1 A TR AW P S B Wy 7 e (G R
AL R bR, SRR R AR 1% R W R A AR B TET, A RS
i A % 2 A O AP IR A AT B B R AR B0 AR Y, A I S O 2 |
HEAF T, SCBE Y 3R 75 T JBCAR N 20 ) 45 % 28 1 4 1) 75 58 4 ¥ SR 0% 2 1 A A
XL HE SR 53 B B 2R 0k 0% 3 B R A B Oy 4 . AR5 R BE R 1 R A TR
WHREWNEFE SRR ERZRRARN R FEHF, HEEARE, KA LSBT
o r) NG SR B By, 7 B BR 0 v b D0 S 00 5T ) T Bk 0 4 2 1 T IR AR AR

(D Barcelona Traction,Light and Power Company,Limited, Judgment, 1.C.J. Reports 1970, p. 39.
(2 Saluka Investments BV (the Netherlands) v. The Czech Republic,Permanent Court of Arbitration,Partial Award,17 March 2006,
paras. 226~230.
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BRI Aih 3 v B9 & PRI A 20 B Gk 57 S ML B A2

LR A H bR, A TR X B A 3 W) I R A5 0 R WS TE T, R 2w 2D R N o B
IRt K P VRN 1 1 2/ N TR0 WL B €28 1717 8 i N = O S R BT 5 R A U A X 1
ARG PR T i 2L TR, BRI G 7 R A B0 ) 45 7% 2 Pk 3 4% 24 0 A Rk A

(=) ZEEAEFEN

AR AR RN ( Doctrine of Prohibition of Abuse Process ) & E R 13
PR Z B AR R, A [ B b AR 0k T FH R I A SR U T A SO, R R R
Wy Bkl . Z2HW A0 ERIEWE T CEBREBELY ) DT 0 — ka5,
WA 20 H M 2 E BRI ( Brabandere, 2012) . [ bx ) ik ml il 7 0004
TEDNE M AR P I AR, it oK W S R i HF2 )P PiAf ( Fukunaga, 2018) .

SEERFEBH, AEE K 2R 528 kM R 0 A E Y P SR A0 AR,
RIVARE ) 45 0% 25 7E 3 6 1] B 45 W5 I 3R R e 2 Wi 2 R 45 I 002 7 PR AU AR B i 4% 9%
SRETT FE ke ] PR 4% UF A AR 0 — M PEAUR . — Ik, BE kI R R D ) ) gk 87 T
PR R MAFAE, O PRk 5 12 J5E D0 L, fige e 5 9% 5% 24 4 20 ) ] 38 7 T A7 AE 1Y ik
P, @RISR FEZE R Y BRI G R E RN ER FZHHNZIAS (Janig,
2021 ) o iy H, AR TT 5% 2 [ R L0 Y ST S AR S A TR AE A ph ), 3
FHZE 1L R T J5 0 AT B T 6 O O 0T B R AR AR BT AR 9P ( Zhang, 2013 ) .

1€ Philip F I K R ZE . Gremcitel IFMAE RZE R, MR IEEZS] 72 LK
T I 0 A5 2 Pk SR 9 M B i ik, e DU AR S 2 15 B S By w] iDL A Sy
O SR H W A5 A I AR Y, U H R R E S A A HR R W . B,
— o VY AR 20 58 ORI T T B AE B R E bR PR E . P
B ) B 2, AR R AR PR B . 7E Gremcitel RFME- S, 5% G 1)
JE R RS ST B AR 2007 4E 10 H 10 HAEH HAE 10 H 18 HXHAMA, BEfy
EEIEREAE 2007 4510 H o B, Al EE A A WA 3508 00 K A2 I 1) S e #2200 R AR .
ZREEERNN A EHE RS A EEEM . 7E Philip R KR,
il Nk R3S N8 HE I T A PR R ) 6 O T BT A 2R L R B X 55 S Ak
BERABAREN, @

SRAMT, PPk E K %2 R F PR A1 7 12 Dl o P &8 ok il R e B O], B B e A ey —
TR 2 T ik R U HA I AR e i EME I, I E A B R . B, &%
T E AR 2 )5 A T Ak A AR [E N R B B8 4% 9% . WAE Conocophillips
RN EGDLZE T, 3R E D\ A AL R R 5 B 32 25 PR W N7 E A S AR T
434423850, TN, BEVEF AR S 5B A0 AR BR B TR R T B A ) o ) A

(D Renée Rose Levy and Gremcitel S.A. v. Republic of Peru, ICSID Case No.ARB/11/17,Award,9 January 2015,paras. 187~189.

2 Philip Morris Asia Limited v. The Commonwealth of Australia, PCA Case No.2012—12,Award on Jurisdiction and Admissibility,
17 December 2015,paras. 570~584.

(3 Conocophillips Petrozuata B.V. v. Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela,ICSID Case No.ARB/07/30,Decision on Jurisdiction and
the Merits, 3 September 2013,paras. 265~281.
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SRR

K, BOEINE SRR EHW LI AEF . 1€ Pac Rim IFFE/RELEZ R, fhEEREH £
B S R AR S NG A S A M 8 AERTC & %ar, WA A, v

2, IR EEAE AR MR 51 2% kK R R ) RO SR A e AR B S AT o A
Btk I, AR R A R K ) F R U E AR AR T SR T MR R AR, FET
WR LA RER RSO R mH, A B ) S A - R R ) R 4
5 B0 R JEE T I B o 04 [ PR AR Y AP R R A, AH XS T AR A S A 0F 3 DL AR G I A
F) Sk TR A #R EE TR B E I EE (Feldman, 2012) o B, 2% -3 B R2 5 5 )
AR VAR R R (1L 1L B (= B S T 7y S LE RT3

(M) ENEENZEEREFEENRE SR

[l bR 0% 3 sE e b, ZROE B BURF 48 Bk FimE R K A Z it & &4F
TE, DL B SR A 3k 72 ) g o 45 9% A ity e 2 Jm B A FEAL . X WPUAR IR AR T 2 B R E
B X HF, Hl, 7€ Phoenix YRIETZEH, M EIN A LAY 53 AR % K4 H
G F 39 2 )5 4708 B BOF X Phoenix F H A 35, AH 06 8 9% 2 A 72 A B AT AT oK
FHA B EER ., CEOBRE D, %S0 E 2R TR R EE R, Lk
X% HA 2 S5 P A ) g $R S A FR R R . 7E Pac Rim YRBE/RELZ EH, HIE A{Y
Xt 2008 4F 3 AW Frii kA 2 G B0 R AR FoRIg S, ©

RN, EERFAGRAARTE KT, A ERZ EEENTT el FEEA k%
LR 1 .2001 AR A [ [E Fr ik Z2 51200 B¢ R AT BR AL AT M I 30 A4E SR )
8513 4. (WA RAENZ)) 5 28 e E bR S 29 0 A T3 S s, %
T B SR AA IBE bR LA, Soord H T E bR ik Ak . XF TR kit &
TR T, RN A E T SR 0 AR ), i R R A BB R, R
2H H AT ) R SR PR RO, A SRR T RE & AR B 4 0 G B A TR R . 2Rk
A ME, X FEHZ IS5 A N8 Grim A rm A AU .

WA E&, JREHE FEA N E 8 T L @, A5 5389 FAH 0 F W E &
B, X JE B FEALX N T AR R R R R A AZ L 2 A T 2, AR TER
WEHZ B E S AREEC KA TR0, ok E T DUk = )8 S B B 3K
] sk )RR s ISR FH AT IR EAHZ 0 5] & G 0 AR GE E AT oA i i E 2k
H 9% v 0 AR SE Ak, DA R EE A BN B 4R B AT R S A R R . I,
oy v T A R 45 U G i 1) A A B ) — R GBI BT, OGP P Rk EE A S S e AR E [ Y
JE B EEA DR, Bk, WERAREENIT R T KT A (one-time act) ,

(D Pac Rim Cayman LLC v. The Republic of El Salvador,ICSID Case No.ARB/09/12,Decision on the Respondent’s Jurisdictional
Objections, 1 June 2012, paras. 2.48.

@ Phoenix Action Ltd. v. The Czech Republic, ICSID Case No.ARB/06/5,Award, 15 April 2009,paras. 67~71.

(3 Pac Rim Cayman LLC v. The Republic of El Salvador,ICSID Case No.ARB/09/12,Decision on the Respondent’s Jurisdictional
Objections,1 June 2012,paras. 2.101~2.109,3.31~3.44.
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] B 43 7 oo v 45 0% 5 B A 240 B GRS T 5 S L s A2

MARGE ELE S T — R4, AR TE E AR AT A 58 R ) B ) 58 2 45 9% 4 i 7 AR )
M), Je B A A DA WA A i B (H SR ARGE E AT M 8 T REZEPETT 4 (continuing
act) B AT (composite act) , WIAHE FE 5 A % BCH W HE S R, e 8
BETHEMNZ G XA R EH Y 50— B i), £ 9% 4 i & A B ) ) xE DL 2
{H Pk g RO HE AL 2 5 & A 0 45 203 R4 T b B AT T B REA o 1 B v e RS A < G g
%E?’Jé’l%)\XT/iﬁu'ﬁjZ%;‘kﬁ’]ﬁlﬁf IH R, RO B E TG BT o AR R E 4
v i & AR TR) ORI Prum AR S — B e B, BT IA R
Ui ) % AR I TE) IR AE 5 e, DR G i B B B AT RE O ] i M A AR AR KA E 1

=. EfRRBMMRPRIEREFHRAT HREZHE

(— ) BHZIEERAERFIENAIERRE

TESEBRJZTH , &8 0k A RR 500 0 w] ol AR AR T 2 iR E B AT . FER R
FRYZME, 2016 4ERKH 5 BR B R R RASIN T 2RI RRF 5K, 56 3.27.2
SR N SR R IRVEE R R L BRG . Wl LU AR O B, WiE AT
R VRR . 55 3.43 45 R 2% G O 20 & A Y76 ] 791 UL 7 1 A7 7 &5 B 35 AR PR )
P EE AR AT EEAL, R, EARWISR %)umE'J G KA TR R I AL,
“ v (1) W] TR AT R EE AR R R R AR (ki AR R TR Pk SR 4,
R % S8 %) 2R i I e 1] ] o 4 S R B A ?ﬂ‘l#ﬂ'ﬁ/ MRFPUAE, ERKEE L,
TEA% W% %JﬂﬁViEZFTJEﬁi%’ YRR H AR —FIER, BRSO R I FEAL
SWAIE RS R AR T R N T AT . BRI, BEIA R B Pkt Ak 2 ad i 2k
mﬁ*ff?)ﬁﬂﬂ%\éﬁ%)ﬁﬂilﬂ%o

— M A B — T2 ) 5 U e i R AR A 2 R AR s B AT A R AT
ST N 5 AT T R = Y N L BT (07 S L 8 7 28 e 29 M 5 T =
%o B AR AR EE I\ A A5 R A v B4 S A I TR) B DL BE 9 e 0 A GE TR R i 5l AT o 00 & AR
IF ) A v, T AN e LA % 3 8 kS fp 8 1) B ) B R Ziilﬁl’]lﬁl'ﬂﬁ(ﬁ PR Ay 2 T SR
B RS B AT O S o K 2 HG BRI, Hk, RS g A oHM
B R E L . AR ECEA R, AR IR E N R R %‘T]ﬁ'ﬂ*lﬁﬁ%%iﬁﬁﬂfﬂvjﬁﬁﬁm
Sk YE (very high probability ) FEEE, {H 28000 fh B2 I\ A 45 9% 4 i HL 20
AHAEHM ] 0LPE (reasonably foreseeable ) o IS ZEoR 4% % & FE ¢ %% %iﬂﬁH’JTTJ
DL 7 TH R B E AR, WA T AGE . AH R, BRI G A7 AR A B W]
UL AS 2 0l A5 2 DA 8 0T 10001 B o8 A B T4 R 2, R B T A b B A 4%

AT RENS T W R Sk i) 4+ 3 ( Baumgartner, 2017 ) , MAPFRUESE HEY ., &5,
'Jﬁéﬁifﬁ(f%iﬁﬁﬂﬁ_f]’ﬁjn P A 0% 20 R B 2 I . IR A R S B A S K 2

(D East Timor (Portugal v. Australia),Judgment, I.C.J. Reports 1995,pp. 99~100.
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i & — B ), A o b AR R T A 58 Rl 2 I 0 BT R W 4 e ) 0T L
Hu RSB E E RGN TR FL L, WEEBERIFREHAZMNMCE
RE 1% 791 UL A T ) 5 B A A ok HC 0% R 4 B T AE A, ON LB 2 )5 B 2 I R i

TREMES, W EAN EEH 8RS E bR a2 S R R IR
A FEME F RN ERE H LM HEFOAZOEM. EXEERZ2m, 28k EIA
Sy HEEA Y A A 3 A O B B e 1 R AR 9 PR BOR AR R AR AR A R
EDTNE R R . FESLI)2 T, 2015 4 BN BE XUl % SR 000 AR 56 35 5%
2019 4FEAaf 22 BUAFL T SR LA 16.3 5K E , U H AR A v 280 FEHH 2
RARARFL RPN TR . WA EFE, R “EZEHWN WRiEA D
T 2 A ] bR A5 9 R L ) 52 R S R A 0 R R )T 0 4R R 45 8] 3k B
Wb -4 ( Watson and Brebner, 2018 ) .

R BR R AR )T RN Y bR A 3B TE A Bh AR A i — 35 H
BP0 Frum L & AR B A AR T L, B9 & 00 3 2 H &3R4 E bR w7 R
FFEEAREERANART . AMREEFZWNEN TS HENREFE, UFREEHE
JE TS AR S HE N VE | 40T T AN 8] 55 $ 9 i R ) SRR IS ) | 9 A BT AR R 5
BRI, RORE BRI RN 5N Ladbrif, B8R EPRIE LM EE KR,

(Z) ML EAEENEXEK

O HTE R 2 AR SR A BN T S BB T S bR ST (seat ) BRiEVE R iR
N EEE A E R, RIH L PhE U

— BT MR i + SETCENL TR S bR . AN, 2023 4E ) IF R 5 4 F S 0 A
WHEFAE 120 FHE, BTAEM DL HFmME ., “HEN EHEEERE -
4 24 J5 0 2 8 A L A3k P U ST B 4 A L 32 A Ml b B Hb 0 A B AR IR Y A A A
BN, 2016 4ERRE 5N R 2H AT 5T E S 8.1 KA KM E .

TR AT P bR BB S AR+ R AR M . B, 2003 A b S 4 E SR R
PEARLYEE 1.2 M, TETERE 5 B A AL AR I R E S A ik N AR E
TR 0% 5 A FE AR A0 v 0 2 A v B D S s A i LA o A b R N B & 5 S5 k. 2019 4F
B FC 5 4 A AH BT 252058 3.i1.b SR FH B bR HE + 13 BT bR o

=L bR + AT AR HE + SERE TR S AR . AN, 2006 4EEHE LA
it B AOGAFL T SRS 1.2.0 SF7E , BN SRR R 5 — A4 2 B i R i T HAE %
A B L R A% B A SR I s i 56 o 2023 4F 5 H 5 2 N BB % E 5%
2955 2.4.b SR H A E SRR .

DY B MR HE + HERRARE . 2002 AEHT I 5 H AW 25 R b E 5 72
O hFHOME, 5482 J7 Al 8 AR AR U 55— 4 £ T i R ik 1 ST B AR i)
Mk, ASELEE h AESE 2 7 [ R B A B8 0 HORAE 55— 46 20 7 55 N VR SE A
WA A AR5 A XE BT — A E ARG T ER AT RdEE 50%
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B AR 45 B AR 4G 29 7 B R AR, T R a1 R AR SR 29 U7 i N AR 4 R 2L
WRES N A N BB RS HAR SR & K S E 45 45 00 Bl #% 9%
2R H M FP bR i

NS = VA R (087 ARV LY 1 |\ VNG o= | ) B o S LU s A
SRYE NS H B 2 B A e B IR o0 4R 9 A GHE i a7 5E 28 m) i AR Pk ik
%4y (HWA NN, SRR AN T bR i, B 55 43 By il = 45— 10 bR ifie
WATRES K F T HRIEZLANR (JEFEE, 2018) o HEHIEE T, =g X
A ) B AL 7 B S HbR v AR T M bR o 5 SE R E L E S bR i, T 9 Bk
AR R AN

(=) AR AEMNELERHEEN

S T PRUEFE 48 95 4 4% AR T8 ] B 35 0% A 382 56 e v B 4 A IR AR RICR , AL 6
AT SO X R AR B, TEAE T AR SN TR R A 2 R e S S v U
B, 4tz as Skl H B A R e A R AR R, OV R 44" (shall
be denied ) A/ “H L4547 25 F ( may deny the benefits ) 7 B ER; FH=,
044617 15 5% 3K AE 6 F B 18] | BT W Iy, BIARGE A AL AT AT Bsf ) 4 7o 4 46 9% 45 4
S, i EHIN7 (controlled) .« “PHEM” (owned) . “SLHE
W27 WERRTE, W 2014 4F H R 5K R E AR R h @ 55 14.17 500 T
RN 5 WA BN, 2019 FE 20N FATEARSE 1.c KANH T 5k
g g 0% PR #E s AL, N S R AH IR WA AN A AR B 48 1 45 AH SR B TR 1Y
TR N, THA A% Ak R E H T ARG 20 07 R AR GE 1 0 R . AR R B BF,
SR A 28 4% 4 % K BT 1R 0E A PR AR U SR A M B AL, U H R U R AR
SR HI 58 7. M b 1 A A v N L R ) i — A ARt I, A B T IR AR I e B — b o o A AR
Sl LRI KA MG .

(M) EmEFEEZANAR RE

P9 & i Pk e A% 24 B B8 1 [ B AR S A 3R SR AT I T AR U H R A K IR
R 5B A AE, Toie AR E B a2k IR IR & W0 o Bt ICSID M3 &, R4 (4
BRURA L)) 56 61.2 55, MIREABOEAE 4 NS 57 e A 0 9% H I U@ 9% H 4
B, BRIEMFEANDALE. 2022 FFEITH) ICSID M3 B0 55 52.1 45t B e 3% iz
FAHEE YT NWIT HFER E R E R ERH . X TR 3 F ., 2010 4E 1
UNCITRAL PN 55 42 S50 T 1 b 3 i 48 B AR 2215 40 B Pk gt A )y . fH
LR, K 2 B PR E 1) T A E AR S 2 g NP REAR IR A S5 R R, K
THREEIE R 2N A, A B R E I 4G BRI R T B 3 B s £ AR A [
Z: GER A IR R E T 28 . A Phoenix JRHE SRR, b #EE ) Wk 5 AR H A
B FR P RS S AR B R, J R S R B O N PR R R R 0 AT oM # T R

E bR 55T 2025 4E55 5 30 - 82 -



SRR

JF o CNEEBRBOR R, AELRTE 7 NN R A BT Rk i 4
PG, A5 9% 2% 24 ] LW 3 A 0 2 S A ASL R, B0 24 450 % 8 AT A i Pk i S 2
A DL SR H A ] o 45 9 A 3 1 e 42 2 Y LA R ARG I ) 2 3 AR o

() BFSIANREZESERFHBERIH

AR, DB R4 A BT AR A0 AN SN il e 50T B I R T 5 R S g Y
Bl B 5 F A B AIL R, AT SR 2 1 A 5 0 R A R i I B e 2 B RO
@l 78 Philip YRR R I 52 J5, WK FEE A 4 )5 45 25 80 85 98 R 29 A 1 5N 1E
PR BT AP, S B ] R R ORI 6 | EhOR PR AR A A b 5 5 b (UL E
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JRUE XA B 4 i gt D AL OS2 BOIR A SR B T BRI E PRI R B R, (Hitt
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On the Occurrence Background and Regulatory Route of Investor Treaty
Shopping in International Investment Arbitration

SANG Yuanke

Abstract: Investor seeking to get a more favorable investment treaty protection through restructuring their
investment is not an uncommon phenomenon. The occurrence of such should be jointly attributed to the
fragmentation of investment treaty network, the depoliticization of investment dispute settlement mechanism, the
singularity and expansion of the nationality criterion of legal person etc. Investor treaty shopping has not only
promoted the treaty abuse of investors, but also violated of the reciprocity of investment treaty and the sustainable
development policy. Several adjudicatory routes for regulating investor treaty shopping have been developed in
the international investment arbitration practices, each indicating some problems to varying degree: the first route
is to preclude the ratione materiae jurisdiction of arbitral tribunal by asserting the investment made by the investor
amounting to the violation of bona fide principle, which however has not received universal support; the second
route is that the doctrine of piercing the corporate veil has applicability in exceptional case, while its application
standard has not formed general consensus; the third route is that the doctrine of prohibition of abuse process has
general applicability, but its application standard awaits for concretization; the fourth route is that ratione temporis
jurisdiction has general applicability, albeit the time of the investment dispute is not easy to identify precisely.
In such context, introducing a more concrete application standard of the prohibition of abuse process doctrine,
or refining the definition standard of the nationality of legal person, or improving the denial of benefit clause, or
imposing adverse burden of procedural cost, or abandoning the investor—state dispute settlement mechanism, are
conducive to inhibiting the investor treaty shopping phenomenon.

Keywords: treaty shopping; investor’s nationality; Bona Fide Principle; Doctrine of Prohibition of Abuse Process
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