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E 0|4 1991 ol A] 2004»39] SAZHAI AL} 7 ZAA RS ALES] I EFEA
E(taxableincome) 2] A5AEHEAS F 8, A8 FYX S ENE 2549 AF
%<2 (deadweight loss) = xg@}c} E717HE0k ) A W] A&717(1993, 1996, 2002
)& Z83te] ZH2te] Aleg o & Qg A5 A A& (relative eadicity) &
FHBIATE TS flstoAr s Ale WH o3} A&7 o] 2] AlAIEH F(variation) 2}
AEHWE Algo) gk gehH A 2 (cross-sectiona) & 7 125l AR (differencein
difference) S &-838l9th A59] A TAES&(net of tax rate) BF2AJo] 79 kol 3t} &

o] gtol EAElo] Lhebgeh Ju) ASwriA o] 18Tk A 10} ke O%E glor o
o] 7 °°ﬂTL: Aozt njRke 2 3453 glof, WA o2 Hake v Alee=de] =27
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= EU2 349 A5A19] Aleid et i o s B 37 B o ® #AEHI

A4+ 10043 i%*ﬂ«l AR STl 97 452 Aelehd, thi-ge] Al
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LAE

2EAY] BAA Qs ST oA A5AES] WEt wEEEe] MSHE ofyet
2N 39 5 AAFA Y P9 s behaviora response) S =5k 7
Feldstein(1995)9] A5 AlZto® ml=o] A RFAFY] o5AE T i B2
ASH A7t o] FolA skt A1 Harberger trianglecl A 2549 A4 o=
(distortion)®] S%4-2 5w/ Wste}t wsAite 2 S4sta 3l o, Feldstein(1999)
o] oalH 32l Harberger triangle 373 -& thekal 73 o] =A)3] 3 (tax avoidance) ¥H&-
< aelskr] @7 wiigel] A5AR Q1 AAA 33} Abesd (deadweight) S #4457
st drh. 25 Wske e Ea e W) olflde M]3 ‘ﬁﬁ}a vJ_OP]J_
stal, REPEE At o] He ﬂ‘ o] opd Tt P& A EsHAY, 245 Alaa A
= SUUEA, AMIEGAHE v A, 52 5] RIARES 2d6ke T 0431 7HA]
Fejo] 24 3] 3 (tax avoidance)WH-g-2 a7 wiitolth A& Fol| o] gk ol2|gh thekek
AR Pgle] WstEe At o] He 25S WsA 7]/ Erh

A 2T Fa E ASATFE JoAe A E(margina tax rate)<]

7Pt sl A s Gl vinld Ao r EAHE A5rt Bk s I EEL
S(taxableincome) ] W&ol gt ASATEL M S0 S7lshe AF N EFES
(taxable income)o] o)== 393K (behavior response) 32 9)=sla th Al&o] =
ORA|Al HH, WIS EA & IAEFLSS S8 AL of= Rl EolA| AL o] we} ot
& 2ASRES0] Yehd ¢ 37] Wit ol AlFSHellA B 2 AlEo] Al

£ 32A12 & oItk A 24 (ldfer curve)el td ol 24 2AE Al geke FA, &5
A AAR 2 2ol YR wEATHHS 112] g AFEd=2 (desdweight loss) 37 ]

257 9 5 8L HolFE Aolth , Haberger 4219 02 393 254 ALF

¢

F

2] 24| 9lojA], HA=EFFEH A (compensated labor supply elasticity) th4l 244 E
%i—‘%(taxable income) B84 & ALgstE Ao] Al&HstE Q18 Bt ZHge veow
At QI =E W 4 ke Aotk

FA EFEAS(taxable income) 2] Al &gl Ado] T3k A5A AR E, 2 E(2006),
Auten and Caroll(1999), Gruber and Saez(2000), Sillamaa and Veall(2001), Blow and
Peton002/5 317k ol 45 ATEE F2 01T 5 AT A72, 47N
249 A FEFAE(taxable income)e] o] W AER T FEAY 7|E =

(instrumental variable)e] AHE- Tl whe} ©@EAJo] £A71 47e] v & e EO%%Z




TMEZASO| MBERIYR ASMC| SSHI20| 25t A7

AT} AEA 2] Al U3k 254 A= Hausman(1985), Feldstein(1999), Browning
(1987), Ballardetal(1985) o] 9ith o= A=A APSe AN RE S B85l T
TEH S FHAY TS E8351e] Haberger 4H7H o) oA Alea &
Fs8kaL gict
Euo e felvete] 199104 2004 Ate]e] 2hA| F FAStaxable income) 2] 4

A& SEEE BATHAIZARE THA ZAA R S ARSSte] AFA o' A8, o & 71&_%
T A5AE ©E S 289 Harberger 41718 0 2 2549 Al S
ato], A FA O] thdet A Eo R QI HFFAE vhdstaal gtk o2 gk HIHS
ANt ol oA A EEH]8-0] T4 ol vl ThE A Fe] fRENE neld

%
e

Arte BHe ok MAARE BEs] AFHAOR FYF FAEFLES 25AE
VNS Beste] 249 AFELS FHRTRE A9 et Uk BnolA e
871902 A8AE AT 19l ANVHIE TPk, o] F1Zdle] 25 A
Ede g

II. 7|1&53d

Feldstein(1999)2] 1 ol m|=re] ZhAl|EFA5(taxable income)e] ASA]E gh Aol
el wo A=A A7} o] Fol A Y} New Tax Responsiveness (NTR) literature=. 2-7-5)
71% et o] & ASHTES B2 AlEo] E8F oA FaAFE S = B3E At

718 BA| EF: A E(taxable income)e] ASERIAS Bl BAsla gtk o5 AT
gRE-e njae] 19861 ZA7NE(TRA 86) 0.2 Q13 U ZA Q] Al &HslE &8sl 3
Algo] Z7tske A 3| EFAS(taxable income)o] Zol == A 99 ¥ 3K (behavior
response) &3+ A5ataL Sitk o2 Al st E ke 53] 7-fol o £EsH
Uebd kAol BoBR, CEOY SAMEGAE HZeE 14550 A58 FHoR A5
A& S-S FYste d7Eol FmEa ik I BFAS(taxableincome) o] A& g
37} Alg=4(deadweight loss)ll et A=, A5A&9] HAa7t Aol S7Hs 7 & &
ATh= 2l X (laffer curve)el] tiek A5 SIS Al gshe 2102 =7 gtk &
Sere ol gk Sdet AEA ?i:rL—r‘ﬂ@r A ASAEREAAS D8t HAAE
(optimal tax rate) S =&3h= ATER Hul= 1 9 riSaez, 2000, 2002).

9, A9 AbeEdey jr"ﬁ‘ﬂ] &l gk A= Harberger(1964)¢] 42 &
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.
Ale] ZAu]go et duttd 2 o= Ballard et al(1985)5°] Slth Ballard et

al(1985)9] A E&H] & FHX| = AN 33%, ol #ek 2A|e] 7§ 23%=
w4590k
=EEETEAS 289 Haberger(1964) 4H2@lel o7 gk 452 dAFellA Hausman

(1985)2 o] B¢ a5A9] AleEA S Al 22.1%, 9149 A= Al 184%=
F7g 3tk Browning(1987) Harbergere] A 2lo] A&, R adwa384, 55T &
o] shinefel] whet Wgdeb 4o AlgEde] AE 9.9%ClA AAlE 300%7H4] F%
2 g 3lee B3ivh e, FddStein(1999)% g ad gl oA AbgEde] AAlF
& 9lE& Holal o]l g victe = I E
=

B¢ Aekatgrt. wﬂﬁz-i%(taxable

Lindsey(1987)= ml=<] SAIZIRE &-8ale] L5A1&<] Wkt gl A5%E 7150

=Ry v ko 24, 198204 19844 Ato] mlZe] AlYuiste] 5% ot E
713F B3be] Al&7kae] <& AU S =3tar gick. Lindsey 7} AHE- ‘& TAAEE YR
TAE HEAEE oo, B EFAS(taxable income) o] &8 1.05904] 2.75%

S
B
B

F[

Feldstein(1995b)-& 19861 1=e] 247 8](Tax Reform Act of 1986, TRA 86)<] JaFS-
BA517] 9sle], 1985104 198810 o]2%& 7|7t Hoke] = AR ZA|HIAE
(Treasury Department Tax Panel) & A}-&-31e] Al EA5E(net of tax rate, 1-t)ol] ot Z}A| %

FaS(axebleincome)s] B4 S 5t ol F ErE 2549 AEELE TG

T 25 FoE Ageta, AANET 250w i }-&% Bl Ay
(difference in difference) 28 & o] g-alc] A3 A3}, AE0] A SEEAL V&) *

A HTR= =2 1104 3052 F3 = Ut
Auten and Carroll(1999) 2 n|==A| A (IRS) 2] AEE7|(Statistics of Income, SOI)*32] 7Y
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QAT AL AHgSte] 198504 19897 9] A5 AT S Tk of
£ oA T 99 25418 Bedle] BEYS FHekn b, AeRe e 3

FFAES AFE 4% 097914 1192, FAES AFsl= 49 09604 11002 37

2 xS -%—Xg—a 3 9t o] =L AE %G@Tﬁ(bracket creep) Heg 283}
04, i%%%%a—i*éiﬂ% FAT 716 T Ate] HlsldA e e ] AleHEAd S
Fs5ta Stk AlgetEAde BRE A5t distedr= 0.282, 9 ASFA =
0.395, AL 577l 02772 4 = Atk

Goolsbeg(1999)+= 1| == A A (IRS) 2] AEE7|(Statistics of Income, SOI) A}& 5 A4
£ $30,0000]/91 7-¢-5HS B4tk 1920t HE] 1980 d o o] 2+ 713t Bt 6
o] A7 el B35 EASIET], &5 SRS AN wabA -1.304 27t
2] theFet M2 FH A

Goolshee(2000)= 1991 ol 4 19954 7

7]
Zo| gL UG Ak H3LE 4R )
A

Gruber and Saez(2002)= AEA€9] €S 43l 3101
effect) ¥ o g} A5 g7 income effect)7hA] 118 3le] £4 AEA &) M3k}
e vAE A55HE I EF L5(teaxableincome)el] 1] l FE s 9
slo] Al FAa5e] AlgeEAE F48ka gt} 1979-1990W 2] NBER2| Al 3854184}
9] #o]= ukd (continuous work history file)S AF&-ale] AleEEAlS 33 A R
AEAZC] @A L 047, A7HAE $100,000 o] 3Q] AEAZ0] eFEA] S 0577 HAE
At

Sillamaa and Veal|(2001)- 1986134 19894 Alo]<] 7uit} A A B E AL&3le] 7l
QlaSA e TS eatsln HEskeld 1988 R =M a3tE Y
ST A EE A (taxable |ncome) 02 233 A SEEAL 0.149 01, 654 oA =
e AlegH gL olHt £ 0272 FHHJT AGHALF AleTHAS
13302 #=A| F4 =L 9l o, 654 o) A PAaFe Al ST S o] K} vhe- 0.87
2 2459 89 ASo0] $100,0007} i A5 20 AL 1672 714 &
Al = Ak
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H 1. BMEZEALS(taxable income)2] MIEE=IY0 Chst 7[Z| 5%
3

Xz Izt AERYE ASMSE=Y
Lindsey(1987)| USTax ReformData | 1982~1984 Taxable Income 105-275(HAH EFAS)
Feldstein | Treasury Department Tax Taxable Income, Adjusted _
1985~1988 110-3.05(AH EFELE)
(1995b) Panel Gross Income(AGl)
Auten & Statigtics of Income(SOI ~ A EFAE
400 | 1051080 | copar e pg | 0T HACHIEEES)
Carroll(1999) by IRS 0.96~110(FAE)
Brocket G 0.282(2E 2577
Seez(1999) Tax Returnsby IRS | 1979~1981 ' o ;ﬁ 0395(%9] 2= 77H
s 0277(TLAET7H
Goolshee | Statigtics of Income Table 1920519605 Six Tax Reform 130-200(F A ERAE
(1999) by IRS ) (FHARESS)
A group of corporate
Goolshee grodp et corpo _ L1317 EEAE)
(2000) executivesusing the 1990s | 1991~1995 Taxableincome 22183 T2
tax code variations 218 125)
0.40(ZHH| FF45)
Gruber & | NBER Tax Returns, Work 57(A7FAE 109+ o] A=
u g Reums WO 1979-1090 Taxable Income 057( 19 <21 <1 3AS)
Saez(2002) History File 0.65(itemized their returns)
-0.18(non-itemizers)
014(HAEFELE)
Longitudinal O TAE
Sllamaas, _ _ongl_u in: 0.27(654] o]’ =91 THAE)
Vedll(2001) Administrative Database | 1986~1989 Taxable Income 1332194 X}d:%)
of Canada 0.87(654] ]’ A AAAE)
1.67(10%F 31 oV AEAT)
Repeated Cross-sectiona
Choi(2005) |Data(U.K), from Survey of | 1985~1995 Taxable Income -9.6~21.6(A 4 A A
Persona Incomesfile

I11. A EF4AE(taxable income)2] Al &A1}
A2EA9 X544 (deadweight loss)

AEAC] AFELT BEFYSUN FHSE BAe wETFUILT 28D
Harberger 41224, Browning(1987)°] BAhe 535842 283 544, Feldstein(1999)g
PAEELEEY AL S B8 Haberger 3718 F5400] ek o714 I E

aSe] A& S 8300 Habeger 21718400 A5442 F45H Fedstein(1999)

o BgE %@. o7 AvRr|e 3t 25A1ES B 2§ I EEL5(taxable income)
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o] Wis}e] wleke U] A & l(substitution effect) 9} 2= & 2Kincome effect) 2 |57 2] 3
91 si(behaviora response)el] whel Gkl 4= Sl WFAR] wE5FH R = A5
&o] Wy} wFFFAIRte| g o7} Anlo] Wishke o o7 =t oA tiA Evtel A5 E
g Bo] AEW% arte] Weks dEatt A& uAlgarhs, AlE At duliE o R A
9 7HAE S57] Wil o7Klesure)e] dul7tA & Skl o, o7te] Al Zols
I EFFES /M BAE vt olH e tA &= HHEFAS(taxable
income) = Z7HAZITh o] T Yoz}t AleE Z71A70t) o9} Wi 2 o] 249l AEF T}
o Wiake Bt dutd o8 A5 FM= A& AR TR A50] F7H Ho
of7ke] WAoot wEaae] AaE onlgtt kANt Gruber and Seez(2002)<] oJahd A%
T a5l ddste B A5 o) wsgad) 2 EFi5(taxable income)
o] AaEE o FIE Y 7 A3, ARLE sk TS A5EI o) A%
o] 7k =9 i%%%ﬂr A EFLS] F7lRe 29 E9E BY & Atk o]g%
AP wE2F B3 9loA =, thA ZzHsubstitution effect) ¢} A5 & 7Hincome effect)
Z ol"d E3pt o A 2Hgste] wEsaE B Anle] WMshiae AR A=Al tigh g
e e giok gk Alge] ¥ishs weaEareldd® A4 89 sibehaviora
response) b= BAE 7HA & 4 Atk A EEW, o] TR BAETLASS o =
o

A2 3)1stelE felo] b 4 sleh 2415)3] - (tax avoidance) & o1 71 .05
UEhd 4 9iek %, B4REE Sau el Bt 9ol o the el Bk, 7
F AFFAYEE S, ARG IS WA, S ol o] WA S 2ashs

5 TR AR A1) Wabt ek & Qo oleldt 2AM S-S 254 80] Sk
B AR LT ZolEE 29 KIE o] gk
S EELE SR e 2549 7

=
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oAl a5AlE ol FakEE anAle g e A 5 U dok F, 254 o7t
ok &) 9] A7 & WA =M, SBlo] GEE mIAA e 25A9] AEdE &
Hle] Wstz FASHA ¥, Harberger 4248 & AHESlo] Alsd e 48 5 3tk = 9
2ot 7)) AleEd 44 053 2Sdpdp S AHEE = Itk ol S A 9k 7o B
& tiAlEeIH, dps 735 19] ZHARste|ty a5l e] WshrE anle] izt S HtA]T]

A gowm o] 22 o] 05Su(dp)yzE A E = vk &HAIZE LejA 1+t 2 Woke 4
AEAS] A E Harberger 47499 A 02 F44 4 9L, o) thest o]

2 ok

DWL=-0.5zdC

=-0.5[dC/d(1+7)]dr

=-0.5(7/(1+7))[(1+7)/C][dC/d(1+7)] =C
-0.5(z/(1+17)) exC )
= -0.5t2 exC/(1-1)

oA 25AM 9] Wgle LBAIRIY b AE 9 A oleld® I EFAS(taxable

income)ell JaFS nelshs A= Azl Bak B} 3 9e Ax|s el Wl nx]e
ol O o

Max U(C, L)
st. C = (1-O)[w(1-L)-E-D] ®)

ZH|E CE, of7Hlesiure) = L&, d 7o X357 &= B-de= ER, 43 Z2A4=

it epddel e Al Fase|H, ojnf A5 hi| EiiS(taxable income) o[t
dlakA e e ThA] 9l9] 929 (1+7)C=w-wL-E-D & & & = 9t} o)A 2548 &
HJAlle] ZpdellA] sEF 0] B]Q1aL, Al&e] Wshe Au]e] A7 Tk WstAl 7)o, o7 B B
53, Z12gA 2] Aul7ido s kS n|x| R Geth P EFLES TIg) e o), 254
o] A}Z441S Harberger 21218 o 2 #4814 =A thSa) 2ok

DWL =0.5t(1-t) % Tl o)
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olu &= A TAEL(1-t)ol] U3 TpA| EFAE(taxable income) 2] EFZl Aot}

IV. FE|u2te] £5AA] % 9 HEsol

SeluEte] A5AAE 2 1T A S Slod gt A5A &2 1772] 2573t &
& a7fe] A5TFro R vl {3, HaAS-S 70t ] 70%e] 4] #d) 35% 2|44 o
2 7tasolgit). Halgo] AgEE A5TRS '90d ] Zulel = 6,0009H ol A 5,000%¢
o 7T o] F A& T7Fsle] 1996 o] Folli= 8,000k o & ek vk
A& 1960l 7]1E2] 5%0lA] 10%= F7}1E] Tk} 2002 o] % ThA] 714sle] 20054
o= 8%= FE 1 itk <3 2> 197504 2005 d71A] -Eluete] A5A &0 WslE
ol& HofFal It Al&o] W3} ool 2 1A FA| o FRAEFA Y 5o 7jF o] v
31517 wiol] et Al&e] Wsh= A Alge] Wslroh viie] vehd 4 Slok <3t 3>7)
<FE 4= 77} QA A A =0 WMol ZRAEFTAA L] Wl S HoFm gl

1996 d A3 E FEASTHHAARE o] & &3 fejvtete] AS5AAE B ASS oA}
A5, MUAS, REUUNLE, ARISS, BRAS, YAINLS, AT45, 7S, 9
AA%, FEAS U APE5Y WK E TR FHESFAS AEea Ik B4
So JEAS Y AUASS ERASE TYEA FET INEELSE 2TL5
7 AAFAE A F 2T ES A4tk AaaS FAAAE 20000 717 =
o] 20021d0l ¥} 7E7 v EA = T, A= AT
E 2.1975~2005 ASMIE tHst (St} BHY)

e | 75 | 76 | 7 |'79vst| '82 |'83v'e8|'89~'90|'91~'92|'93~ 95|96~ 01 02~ 04| 05
A | 2 | o0 | | | ® | 2 | 40 | a0 | 100 | 100 | 100

Aew | 8 | 8 | 8 | 6 6 | 6 5 5 5 | 0| 9 8
F 1 2pA|

e 4800 | 5760 | 8400 | 6000 | 6000 | 6000 5000 5000 | 6400 | 8000 | 8000 | 8000
A|E(%) 70 70 70 62 60 % 50 50 45 40 36 35

] Q.

74?1‘; 1650 | 16517 | 17517 | 17570 | 17570 | 169 | 89 | 5el | 69 | 4vA) | 4% | 4w

=he

Az 2ANR, 7 A,
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# 3. 2IXZH| H2H1982~2005) (Etol: at)

=

il '82~'88 '89~'90 '91~'92 '93 '94~'95
HES 30 48 48 60 72
uj$2} 42 54 54 54 54
Bokyl= 24 48 48 48 48
591 71& 7| % 144 246 - - -
Aol 2} - - 48 48 54
Ao - - 36 48 48
AT - - 5 5 >
il '96~'01 '02~'03 '04 '05
712 A 100(191) 100(191%) 100(1219) 100(191%)
2127 FUARA ) - ell - AR | ARfoiAk100
Flol, AP QESH): 50 - 64] o]3}: 100 (704 ©]4 150)
73 25T, 50 ofel - FUAAA 5 50 el <1: 200
FUzA Ol Ame KEZ 100 704 o] 64 o]ak 100
2R F5H)) Azt 2k 150 FU AR T 50
A AR 27 100(1%1) 100(1<1) 100(1%)) 100(1<1)
50(221) 50(221) 50(221) 50(221)
B 4, 22253 H3150((1975~2005) (Er9): T1e))
1975 | 189+
1976 | 30%d
1977 307kl
1978 407+
1979 487kl
1980~1981 | 541l
1982 | 8814l o]3}: 7191/88~3007H¢): 20063007+ 2 2} 10%/2A] B iz: 1709+
1983~1988 | 947H9: 7 9ll/94~3007H9): 209%/3007H] 27} 109624 8- 1707H)
1989 | 140%19) o] 3} #ol/140~40051S]: 2596/4005H) % 7): 159%/FA] ghie: 23079
1990 | 1407+ o]3}: 2 H/140~4007H9): 25%/400H] 37} 30965 g 2305+
1991~1992 | 2307+ o] 3} ] 9)/2307H) 23} 300/ A i 4907+
1993 | 25079l o]k 7 l/2507ke 2 7): 30%/ A 8 e: 600THS
1994 | 2709+ o3k A 2707H) .7} 30%/2A| FHz: 6209+
1995 | 3109+ o)} A ol/310uHe) 2.7} 3002 A 3HE: 6907+
1996~1997 | 4007+ o]} 7 2l/400%H9 27} 30%/FA| g+ 8007
1998~1999 | 5007H¢] o5} 7 H/5007H 2.7} 309%/3A] gHie: 9007+
2000 | 5009+ o]3}: 719l/500~1,5009+9): 40%6/1,5009+) 23} 10968 4] G 1,2008H)
2001 | 5009k o]3}: % el/500~1,500%H): 40%/1,500~4,500%H): 10%/4,500%H9) .7} 5%
2002~2003 | 5002+ ©]3}: 191/500~1,500%H] : 45%/1,500~3,000%+): 15%/3,000~4,5005+): 10% /4,5009+9) %2} 5%
2004~2005 | 5003+ ©]3}: 719/500~1,500%+¢1: 50%/1,500~3,0003H]: 15%/3,000~4,50051]: 10% /4,5009H1 %3} 5%
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V. A EF A E(taxable income) 2] Al &EH—IA 34

e EAZPAIEARS} ZAIEANE] £5ARE 7I2R o1, 19911304 2004137H4]
o] AEA AAEIE AEc) EAA M 2AE 1942328 AZEAY A ZAES
SAZ ] 1963 78 HEtA Ho] AASL AE L o, Akg ] AlF-S 1982 FE] 7}
otk 2003 o] He] Apge AR ] TS A OR B3l e B EAIZAZAL

LRIt 20037 = EAIE ohde} vl 2 S SdishiaA Al AR
Ee)7 =}k 7P 2ARE 20061 o] WA 17b e E3kekA] g gl g sl %
ARe 99 Atk AP ofgl g o R Qldle] 127019 Bt AlGH 08 2ALEA] ok 7}
T Aol Eaele €l WS At wigr Sdehs IgelA 12709 B 24
# 7FPEE dPdo R S AlEe] Edo] U 274 Hol= 444 o) 4 2AM 7

& Ty

(<]

fu

Loto] 7 Ao A5AYS 243

H =
BEAE, AAEE, AEE € FH0|HAS 2 Ao dAS
S

A2
M FAE, BEARIUASA BoAHE Qg AS, AlY LA FaAuE A9
g A5, AFAEM AFAEFTALL AT 45 2 7|Ea5S §3 Adeltt o] F

SHAE €A 9, FEIA AT AT T4 Sl 28k olof drshE A5AES] AP = Al

14
o A5 tigh Al&S Ao ggsiit, 7HQ1e] A5 tigh A&l Aol QlolAl= 71et AataEolut 34 9 AFA o
Kl 3}

ot

52 U oS gt ARE E8 5 Qlrks S| BAo] Qlrk EalolA AT ASAEL 7S o
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ol

Aol B2 45 At o] B4 & & lde d 5& 283t

o A=
S A 913k AxpAE(primary income) S 7]FEAE o R
AT thee] <3 5> Akl A= Hiaks Al

Y

L h RS
o A EFAEC] Gl I
Al8kaL giek
AETZ Z)EAEHS =0 B, 1991 o] Sl A A Mo AEA &0 W

Fol ATt 19934, 19961, 20021 9] 7]EA| &R Fo] 13lo|th A= o] Al W]
AledlEsEe &8st Ao Aefgoz Qg &5 A Aleweed(relative
dadticity) S F33I5AtE 34 & Astdr = A& 71 oldat A&7 o] AAIGH
E(time-series variation) ¥}, A5 A& thegh gHA ¥ 5 (cross-sectional
variation) 7 me sl 2 (difference in difference)S &-&-35k¢ith 18, a0
A g AT AleeEde AT oule] AR oA AL ofyth AlEHEL

Qlsle] ggks W 159 Wl W IE(treatment group)d} 18R] &2 7]FE1E(control
group)te] T1E3E, 2O Al AI3E Aol & He AREHE 48l] g5t 7]
T (control)o] EAfsteiof sh=tl] Al Mo A& 713F Bt 7IE1Ee] e Ave
1993 Al&7h% o] 75 olt}. mgh Al (differencein difference)©] 34 X|7F 1 B
Y (validity) & G537 Astel s AT dAvlofA vlah el F 2 F vlnag
o A7H9Iek gk Z, of
T gt AleEer A I EFLFY HEs A d 5 7] HeiMe F 1
Fol 2dA o ® A FEFLS W 3lo] SRS FES 7K AHEE 7 H A
© Zesith o2 gk SH e A5l HlwA 7i7ke T HeRte] vlwrt BlwA B
Fettar & 5 gl 19921 A&7 €] 75 7115 (control group)& FhA EE A4Sl

4005+l ofsel g, 7P AR HluaE-S I EELST LT 400-8007H, S
A

>

-

(treatment group)®} 7] 1&(control group)©

4
Y
o
£
rO
4o
oy

(]
g
.!A
o
]
=
=
o,
e
o,
il
N,
o
T
=
b ¥
k!
=
>
Bl
o
QL
rr
oz
=
a0
1
o,
rlo
a2
)
ol
10
=
1o

Aol o] YA\ Reke FALEPI Pee] AUk AE7 v g B )
949] Fpdolth eishd, Joieay
S

A F 2 AETIRS H] 112 (treatment group) 0.2 dto] X

A=
& 53 I EFAETZHS 7]FE 28 (control



AMEZEASO| MSERIYD ASAC| SSH|S0 st AT
5, TAIZIAIZA " 7HAIZAL Rl2 712 (EH9}: 95, D)
al 91 92 ‘93 94 ‘95 96 97 '98
AzA (M%) | 3054 | 3020 | 2249 | 2010 | 2007 | 2071 | 2251 | 17.38
SeAslT | 6490 | 6461 | 648 | 6425 | 6352 62.7 6204 | 5575
Tz 3.97 3.93 384 377 3.73 3.67 364 3.45
Hejoll4 142 1.40 1.40 143 145 145 147 141
JE(da) | 8689 | 8756 | 8696 | 8522 | 8453 | 8395 | 8390 | 8045
Az 3033 | 3981 | 3999 | 4062 | 4136 | 4205 | 4266 | 4513
Zaas 749 877 978 1090 | 1210 | 1350 | 1410 | 1,840
A2 27 2 35 37 48 53 58 85
A2 20 24 23 27 28 33 37 43
oA AL
S 29 30 29 37 39 44 51 58
(348 A1)
Bp = 800 933 1040 | 1150 | 1280 | 1440 | 1510 | 1970
NALE 821 958 1060 | 1190 | 1320 | 1470 | 155 | 2020
HHEELE | 4T3 582 647 742 846 804 869 1,210
2EA 66 89 80 101 125 132 145 173
AArEAS | 113 127 116 114 123 108 111 228
WAAEAS | 67 76 6.3 6.9 75 8.1 83 111
o1 '99 00 01 02 03 04 05
AzA(Ae) | 1907 17.46 17.70 17.38 12556 1248 1101
AT 56.28 56.86 55.88 55.75 5835 57.83 4211
TP 350 355 3.50 345 3.46 340 3.24
EEBEES 136 138 1.40 141 158 159 1.60
A3 () 8257 8165 8134 80.45 83.95 8237 78.81
12 43.00 4376 4453 4513 4479 45.60 5051
azis 1,910 2,080 2,310 2,550 2,010 2,140 2,210
A AE 93 103 13 126 757 786 800
LS 2 38 43 444 68 68 74
oraRS 72 70 80 86 198 250 201
(FA&AE)
AT 2,050 2,230 2,470 2,720 2,840 2,990 3,080
NALE 2,110 2,280 2,520 2,780 2,970 3,160 3,270
SAEELE | 1300 1,770 1,300 1,390 1,900 2,000 2,250
2EA] 188 283 203 197 282 321 354
AArEAS | 238 250 238 21 157 164 16.7
HRLEA S 114 128 110 103 119 123 127
* A LEAEL B FEAS A= 7} 1ol] tigh ASAE.
* HFAEAEL S5 A5AY] HIES.
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1.19934 ASMIE 7HH

1993 9] A5A& Wsh= STA|9] 2573 thA] 69 AR SR AL, 2 1AE-2 5% 7HaA]
ﬂﬂdﬂ HIA & A g AST7HS 5000704 640071 0 2 S3th ThSe] <H 652 AS

ZhE Alge] WskE Hol=a girk 1998 d9] A5AE WskR Q1) o] ol 22 A5t
011 A Fehol| Az A5HR A& Wigo] 3| F[Qlth ¢l & E9, 1,0007H <A 2,500+
T2hel] A e 19931 o] 2] 7|7 B9k 28 27%¢2] 7] A &S A-guigk o, 1993
o] %= 1,6007H] o]ate] Fehe: 18%9] 212 Al&-S -84k, 1,6009H] Z3} 25007+ 1)
ghe] Fetoll A= Alge] Wigo] glith B 4009k oA 1,0009H] o] &} Feke 1993 o] o
= 16%2] Al&-S A-g1er o), 1993 o] Fof| = 400~800%H <] st %%% W= o] KTt A

S Al&S gk, 8007HY o] Fehe 2%0p Q1 18%9] H& A& #-gub| w3
H 6.19934 ASME JHHoR Qlst ASTZHE J|=EMEHSt (49 %)
MEEAS HE
1991~1992 1993~1995
40019 o] 3} (1) 5 5
400~800+41 (2) 16 9
800~1000%+9] (3) 16 18
1,000~1,600+4] (4) 27 18
1,600~2,5002}] (5) 27 27
2,500~3,2007}+4] (6) 38 27
3,200~5,0002+] (7) 38 36
5,000~6,400%+9] (8) 50 36
64007+ 23} (9) 50 45

To
N,
L

&2 4 2 LEslo] xR (difference in difference)ol] <3k 4
A AlEgEde FHE F ok <& 7> BAVMAIRAARS] d8de &5 ?{ﬂ *
XS HoFa 9t 50007 o]/ 6,400%t ofat 571t (8)3 64007k 23} A5
ZE(9)2 0%ell A 0.3% o] 22 Aol A Al<fslgint. 1993 717 2] 5= 2hAll s
= 4005+ o)k Jek (1)} 1,6007H) 23} 2500719 o]a ek (5)9] 735 Al &HEC]
Qoma o] kS 4] rk(control group) o2 7Hek S k. thetk 4009HY o] 3 3
(D)2 71e e 40 tE 2A17F v28] 7] wiEell dAgE efnlol F2 A



TMEZASO| MBERIYR ASMC| SSHI20| 25t A7

F2 oht) webA 1,6009H] 3} 25008+ o|&t A5 (5)S 7IEo® A Alest
2d& Fgska, 371 o= 4009k ofat etk ()=o) Wl 9| Al ey & gict. 1993
d A oA AEAET FAEFASS 199290 S AHE1 1, 25A4E 1A o]
To] 717ko 24 1994 7} 19951 ¢] HF-S zHzt Abe-slgiTh

7. A571208 22(19934 ME7HEo @E AS5717H (B4 %)
ASTZH B
TMEEAS 1992 1994 1995
(A) (B) (A) (B) (A) (B)

4007+ ©]3} (1) 400(13.2) 480(15.9) 335(10.4) 403(12.5) 304(9.0) 367(10.8)

400~8009+) (2) | 1,109(36.7) | 1,117(36.9) | 773(23.9) | 793(245) | 572(16.9) 626(18.5)

800~10007+¢1 (3) 494(16.3) 469(15.5) 492(15.2) 499(15.4) 461(13.6) 436(12.9)

1,000~1,6009H91 (4) | 679(225) | 651(215) | 988(30.6) | 949(203) | 1,118(33.0) | 1,095(32.3)

1,600~2,500%7+¢] (5) 265(8.8) 240(7.9) 449(13.9) 423(13.1) 603(17.8) 564(16.7)

(
2,500~3,2004+<] (6) 49(1.6) 46(1.5) 121(3.7) 99(3.1) 201(5.9) 180(5.3)
3,200~5,0009+ (7) 27(0.9) 21(0.7) 72(2.2) 65(2.0) 116(3.4) 108(3.2)
5,000~6,4007+] (8) 1(0.0) - (0.0) 30.1) 2(0.1) 10(0.3) 9(0.3)
6,400719] %3} (9) - (0.0) - (0.0) 1(0.0) 1(0.0) 1(0.0) 1(0.0)

Theol < 8>2 1993 &5A1E o] a5AE g axE 7 A5 R vl
F 2R AA S UTh ASFPE R vwe) BoES u) ZhA| EEAE(taxable income)
o] 25AE v o] TRielA el @ HolFm itk F, A5A &) S1H
HH I FFEAE S Zo]ETh= Aot 199493} 1995 9] Aiete g e ARAS

HN
b
o
k)
[
MN
b
I
o,
o,
o
=
o
&5
b
3
P
e
o
e,
E
4|
o
N,
HN
(o
fu
<t
fg
=51
MN
i e
Tolo N

_,d
o3
Hir
=

7% -0096-0668% 7 H| 9k Jrhere e 2577 (5)9 (7)) vlamel A 7
), 25774 (5)% 19924d9] A= 449] 10%3 =
2503 =l Stk & 4 QIck 25T () 49 1% vl

=
of
<
kY
fd
m?l_:
-
o
K

IFOE ST Ao ge] A vehte 212 & Atk

S, HAAEAZS B4 1E(control group) 0.2 MG A= HuihEZo] Arek
A8 75 71 4.885-6.072, UAAE 7] 2197~2.787= w9~ AA| T4 1 it o)
ARk oA 7]k uie} o], A AEATH HLAEATHEE A& thek vhgole] [t
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549 Afo|7h 2 e FL Hlm1goe] HA| Hslr] wlite] 3% A H(difference
in difference)l 2|7 ‘& e ol tigh ofito] #7148 = Stk A= HAaSASH F]
o 54o] 7P frAkslthaL AZtEE A5F (9] Hlwdl e e o] A4S 7]
= 1.989~2.288, YA}457]5F 0.718~1.007= H|wA G5 7hsdh x| 2 Vet gt 12
W 1S5S e A B AA557 dieEgde] X7 A 2A] vepar §lof, Al
E37PF ALES MEZLES TS 2ole 2 o® Yehdth ol Aolw L:_Amﬁlfs
AP AFEAgel Rt Sevel AR A SR Q1eE 2AS| g iR TR =
TF] A5FIWE S A 4T S Avhe 7S BoEria

¢

= Eaaiiiag
# 8,1993d ASMIE 1ol ASMiE EEEsT
1992 1994 1995 AlIAE &t
HMEEAS log | log | log | log | log | log |loga4AS" | logZHASY | log
TMIASY | (1-t) | ZIMIAS" | (1-1) | ZMAS" | (1-) | (1994EH|m) | (1995EH|m) | (1-t)
400%1+¢10]5H1) 147 -0.051| 1456 |-0051| 1453 |[-0.051 -0.134 -0.166 0
400~800%HI(2) 15613 |-0174| 15638 |-0.094| 15630 |-0.094 0.025 0.017 0.08
800~10007+¢1(3) 16.006 |-0.174| 16,007 |-0.198| 16.011 |-0.198 0.001 0.006 -0.024
1,000~1,600%F1(4) | 16318 |-0315| 1634 |-0198| 16351 |-0.198 0.022 0.033 0.116
1,600~2,5005+1(5) | 16772 |-0315| 16781 |-0315| 16775 |-0.315 0.008 0.002 0
2,500~32007H(6) | 17.146 |-0478| 17.144 |-0315| 17.149 |-0.315 -0.002 0.003 0.163
3,200~5,0007+1(7) | 1742 |-0478| 17449 |-0446| 17446 |-0.446 0.021 0.027 0.032

Difference in Difference AH Et2i&(relative elasticity)

NEEAS 1992 vs 1994 1992 vs 1995
(A) (B) (A) (B)
) vs(5) 0212 0.042 0.187 0.112
(3)vs(5) 0.293 0.344 -0.148 -0.191
(@) vs (5) 0.116 0.174 0.267 0.341
(6) vs (5) -0.065 -0.096 0.004 0.021
(7)vs(5) 0.407 0.356 0.773 0.668
@) vs(1) 1.989 1.007 2.288 0.718
() vs(1) -5.607 -2.858 -7.13 -2.204
(@) vs(1) 1.339 0.838 1.714 0.759
(6) vs(1) 0.805 0.376 1.034 0318
(@) vs(1) 4.885 2787 6.072 2197




2.19963 ASAMIE 71

19931 9] A5AME Wshs 69HA 9] 4
HAAEL 5% A 10%= hE F7HA7
Heow tF ARk HuAee
A5F7HE 6,4007H1 01 A] 8,0005+) 0.2 4
° 2 Qg AETIHE Al&e] Hisls Hol

Lm

DMEZEASO| MSEEYn ASHo| SEH[S0| 2t A7

ET7HE O] 494 2 diedlsle] An|slar gl
3 HAAE A4 257F7H 4007Hd 0l 4] 1,000
/oow A% FAAZIAA H Mg A8
Aslsith the<] <3 9> 199611 9] 7)A

1\;}_

I 9.19964 ASME JHHOR Qlst AST7HE 7|2 MSHSt (491 %)
s Mg
1993~1995 1996~2001
4007+ ©]3] 5 10
400~8007HS) 9 10
800~10007+1 18 10
1,000~1,600%+ 18 20
1,600~3,2007+ 27 20
3,200~4,0007+] 36 20
4,000~6,40071+¢1 36 30
6,400~8,0007+] 45 30
8,0007H¢] =7} 45 40
19961 9] A5AE WIS A3l glofA] 19931 9] 9} Aol et 12, 19961 717
2 TN ol e Aol Al&s A8 FeEo] siF o]l T g AlES A8 =
+ Aotk 25 IERE Al&o] 2358 Adste A% AUtk 2571 4009 2
800wk ofske] HHE Aol 1%p stelon, 1,0007He] 27} 1,600%H oske] e
M= A& 2%p A5t < 10> AT ZAI7HAIRIES] 19961 Al&717 ol
e 2EFPEEE HolFa 9tk 1993d9] -5 Al&2] WEo] gle Fw-S control
oz Agkot, 19961 /el 7%= mE Ve the T4 & Hlﬂokﬁ Bl A&
B S 2319t FAETAEC] 6,4007H] o]Fel Atk (8), (9)= tlFE-e] A9 AL
HEA7L glom =z FA A Al 9]alsith 19961 A& 7i7d o] ] 7]17he 1995 A 7HA|

,AlE TN ol Fe] 32 ffstola = 199733} 19981 2] AtRE 7
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2 (dlfferenceln dlfference)°ﬂ /]61 JUASEEA X = <F 11> AAIFE A )
3 A B2 Aol 7k HS)
A= o 3= WL 3= 3%%9] 735 Y] A7 ul- WA yehdaL 9lem,
%91 o FYuE -5 A= g2 A7 = vehdar 9ok o] = 19939 717 9]
Foh= WHEE Ao, Algo] SV M EFLSC] F7kE 797 Ba AlARH

10, AST7HH 2219961 ME7H-0 2 AST7h (E19k 2, %)
N
25 1995 1997 1998

(A) (B) (A) (B) (A) (B)
4007+¢] ©]3H(1) 304(9.0) 367(10.8) | 304(9.8) | 357(115) | 560(17.8) | 612(19.5)
400~800%+91(2) 572(16.9) | 626(18.5) | 442(142) | 500(16.1) | 522(16.6) | 558(17.8)
800~10007+)(3) 461(13.6) | 436(12.9) 295(9.5) 290(9.3) 336(10.7) | 326(10.4)
1,000~1,6009+1(4) | 1,118(33.0) | 1,095(32.3) | 957(30.7) | 932(29.9) | 813(25.9) | 801(25.5)
1,600~3,2007+1(5) 804(23.7) | 744(22.0) | 904(29.0) | 845(27.1) | 806(25.6) | 750(23.9)
3,200~4,0007+21(6) 81(2.4) 75(2.2) 124(4.0) 111(3.6) 72(2.3) 65(2.1)
4,000~6,400%+€1(7) 45(1.3) 42(1.2) 83(2.7) 75(2.4) 33(1.1) 31(1)
6,400~8,0007+1(8) 45(1.3) 1(0.0) 4(0.2) 3(0.1) 1(0.03) 1(0.03)
8,000+ Z7H9) 1(0.0) -(0.0) 1(0.0) 1(0.0) 1(0.03)

H(A) ARSI Z0lm, (B 457129

BAALES 71Fo R 3 A AAEEEA L -10.767-0.269 & FHE Y1, Lxtrs
~0.334 & AU} tiREe] 7ol glo]
doerE Ay FY2 = -1 rvke g FgE 3 vk ok A5 ()3 (5)9] e -
21 4] -10.183~-.4.9770] d|e]A o2 A e}
Uiz Stk o]5 ek JA] AlEe tigh ihgo] o= et o]d o] & 7FsAdol E7] W
t FEEAE 7Fsdel vk HlwA S2A ALS5AF (D) (29 T7§ A= 7
AT F -3.756~-3.867, YA AEY|F -2.748 ~ 0.079 o|t}. & v]w# EA# <)

Y 7 al
zu% 67 (o] Argey 24R e AL 715 007401492 AL5Z Ty

At

S
I

I



DMEZELSO| MEE= YD ASMQ SSH|S0 25t A7
# 11,1996\ ASME 71| ASMiE EHEdsT
1995 1997 1998 AAIZE Xt
HMEELS log | log | log | log |logZl | log |log TtHAS" |log ZHIAE"| log
TMASY | (1-t) | ZMASY | (1-t) | AS" | (1-t) | (1997 Hlmw) | (19984 H|w) | (1-1)
4007+4] ©|3H1) 1453 |-0.051| 1469 |-0.105| 1469 |[-0.105 0.159 0.162 -0.054
400~8007HA(2) 1563 |-0094| 1563 |-0105| 1563 |-0.105 -0.003 -0.004 -0.011
800~1000%+¢1(3) 1601 |-0198| 1602 |-0.105| 1601 |[-0.105 0.004 -0.002 0.093
1,000~1,600%F4(4)| 1635 |-0198| 1636 |-0223| 1636 |-0.223 0.006 0.008 -0.025
1,600~32005+¢)(5) | 1687 |-0315| 1687 |-0223| 1687 |-0223 0.003 0.001 0.092
3,200~4,000v+1(6) | 1738 |-0446| 1739 |-0223| 1740 |-0.223 0.004 0.012 0.223
4,000~6,4005+91(7)| 1764 |-0446| 1766 |-0357| 1766 |-0.357 0.024 0.022 0.09
Difference in Difference At Et2i4(relative elasticity)
NEEAS 1995 vs 1997 1995 vs 1998
(A) (B) (A) (B)
(1) vs (4) 521 0.164 -5.24 -3.641
(2) vs (4) -0.632 -0.103 -0.909 -0.828
(3)vs (@) -0.019 0.03 -0.082 -0.111
(5) vs (4) -0.02 0.024 -0.319 -0.284
(6) vs (4) -0.006 0.018 0.018 0.01
(7) vs (4) 0.161 0.183 0.126 0.195
(1) vs(5) -1.067 0.052 -1.103 -0.759
(2) vs (5) 0.061 0.041 0.056 0.074
(3)vs(5) 0.125 0.46 -1.989 -6.191
(6) vs (5) 0.007 0.012 0.085 0.046
(7)vs (5) -10.639 -9.248 -10.767 -13.293
(1) vs(3) -1.054 0.057 1112 -0.816
) vs(3) 0.062 0.047 0.026 -0.017
(6) vs (3) 0.005 0.006 0.109 0.119
(M vs(3) -5.925 -4.997 -6.923 -10.183
(1) vs(2) -3.756 0.079 -3.867 2748
6)vs(2) 0.030 0.025 0.072 0.058
(M vs(2) 0.269 0.221 0.267 0.334
(1) vs (6) -0.557 0.033 -0.539 -0.377
(7) vs (6) -0.149 -0.124 -0.074 -0.149
1) vs(7) -0.936 0.179 0971 -0.589
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3.20023 ASMIE 71

20029 Z2EAA] AL o] o] 25T} FAG Aee] 2577l sl g
9 RO E AT AAMLE 10%)A] 9% 1%p FAHAL, A AL
40%¢ )| A 36% = 4%p AAE T <EF 12>+ 200213 A5AE oz Q3 HFEAE
708 A o] MakE AN Sa YTk 20024 A5AE Aol Fe] A7) 20034 2} 2004
Qe 727 gealgd <E 13>% AR HRAE BAERLE T BES

AAskaL glet.

1 12,20024 ASMIE JHCE QIst ASHZHE J7|2MSHs} (49 %)
A= ME
1996~2001 2002~2004
1,0007+¢] o]} 10 9
1,000~4,000%+¢) 20 18
4,000~8,000%+¢1 30 27
8,0007k¢) %3} 40 36
B 13. 2577 2220024 ME7HE| W2 A5 (49 %)
N
AS 2001 2003 2004
(A) (B) (A) (B) (A) (B)
1,000 Fhglo]aK(1) 1438(49.7) | 1545(534) | 2.223(32.6) | 2,623(38.5) | 2,088(304) | 2,613(38.0)
1,000~4,000%+¢1(2) 1,300(44.9) | 1,245(43.0) | 3,888(57.1) | 3545(52.1) | 3974(57.9) | 3531(51.4)
4,000~8,0002+41(3) 105(3.6) 98(3.4) 571(8.4) 518(7.6) | 749(10.9) 672(9.9)
8,0005+5] Z3}(4) 7(02) 7(0.2) 37(05) 33(05) 58(0.8) 53(0.8)

¥ (A BREE 70, By AAS 71E 4.

7 257 R A (difference in difference) F841 5 ZlMtele] ATl Al&dH S
T A <E 14>} 2} duieEge] Wk ot ol ST FH L )tk 1,000
7l ola} 55T (1) 10007k %3} 4,0000H o]at A5 (2L Huwd A= ©
2] 27} -5.51400|1 4 -6.367= A Uehtar )itk o5 e 79| 10%E Al 9] 3t 5]
Tog, 1a5SS AT A5 Aed STk IHRETLSS STPIITE S Ak
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t}. 1,0007+9] 23} 4,000+ 0|5} AEH ¢ (2)2h 4,0009H] %3} 8,0009H] o] 3} (3)
Ak Bl A AleerE A 9JA] 1.893~2.389% AHds| 2 XS Kol gtk A5
@ (29 35 HlwEt A5 AAEREALS AAAS 7Fo 2 0.848~1.893, AAIAE
71F0 2= 0579 ~0.848% 24|t} I F2AS 80007+ 23} Hekel 72 (4)9} H]
W FriereE g tiite] 739 vigk ARl A2 3 glon, ol g = A
7 Bk 1% (1)5494 HlwE Je@EA0] Aodt 7hsAdo] w5tz A H(difference

in difference) 787191 Alz)4e] Wold 7ksgol Aek 7V FARE THOE A2 5 9

RS
)

>

= AE5A @] vimel gl AtEEA 293 E AL 7% 0141-0.416, A}
25 7] 0.272~0.6452 F7 5] 11 Q)th. ol nASASAA Y 2453 WS- 7Fsd S Al
AT & 4 ek
H 14,2002 ASMIE 7HEe| ASME EMED
2001 2003 2004 AAERt
PNEEAS log log log log log log |log ZtHIAE" | log ZMAE" | log
TMASY | (1-1) | ZMASY | (1-t) | ZAMAS” | (1-t) [(20034 Hlw) | (2004 H|w) | (1-1)
10007+ ©]3K1) 1510 |-0.105| 15.187 |-0.094| 1520 |-0.094 0.085 0.101 0.011
1000~400071+<1(2) 16.77 |-0.223| 16.78 |-0.198| 16.81 |-0.198 0.009 0.035 0.025
4000~80007H(3) 1770 |-0.357| 17.74 |-0.315| 17.75 |-0.315 0.042 0.050 0.042
800011+ o] /(4) 18.34 |-0.511| 1838 |-0.446| 1839 |-0.446 0.045 0.059 0.065
Difference in Difference &l El2{&(relative elasticity)
UNEELS 2001 vs 2003 2001 vs 2004
(A) (B) (A) (B)
() vs(3) -1.376 -1.475 -1.659 -0.202
@vs(3) 1.893 2.389 0.848 0579
@) vs(3) 0.141 0272 0416 0.645
D) vs(2) -5.514 -6.367 -4.833 -1.192
@vs(?) 0.900 1.189 0.603 0616
(1) vs(4) -0.735 -0.738 -0.784 0.155
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A2EA|9] A& (deadweight loss) 323}

oA 7k 25AHIE Nt
=42 (deadweight loss) & A 2ket 4= 9l AZ o] A&y} Fit
S(taxable income) S AR&-ato] 43 254 9] AbeEd S theo <& 15>
7

z:yl_
Aol AR e A 254 el wek Aolt 2 ehitm ik '93de] A5 A&

£ Bo)2 4 (49 213 2549 A}

:I
B
Jnt
-
L
12 —
2
m\l :—’
ﬁ
FX

E 15. ASMI9| AS24(deadweight loss) (19934 ASA| 71Ee| &) (EE)
ASHol AEEY | IMBZAS 10028 MBS | M4 1002 AEAY
! (Deadweight loss)* (AIBE&A/TMEZAE)*100 (AIB&4/MI)*100
(A) (B) (A) (B) (A) (B)
(2 vs(5) | 36199 6,810 0.37 0.07 2.17 0.43
@)vs(5) | 111,783 | 129,014 0.83 0.97 3.94 46
(@) vs(5) | 59,661 88,509 0.4 0.61 1.76 2.63
6)vs(5) | 72,238 106,438 0.34 0.51 1.24 1.84
1092 | (Mvs(5) | 487,852 | 421,763 2.25 1.95 7.98 6.95
vs | (@vs(1)| 59897 27,306 1.23 0.58 11.66 5.7
1994 ' (3)vs(1) | 236,037 | 100584 4.07 1.85 35.86 17.2
(4)vs(1) | 191,376 99,947 2.09 1.16 12.93 7.59
(6)vs(1) | 21,844 6,197 0.33 0.12 3.84 1.54
(M)vs(1) | 90,095 32,259 1.54 0.67 20.19 10.03
B 136,698 | 101,883 1.35 0.85 10.16 5.85
(@) vs(5) | 40,394 22,039 0.38 0.21 2.08 1.21
@B)vs(5) | 62,650 79,662 0.45 0.57 2.06 2.64
@vs(5) | 138979 | 174,640 0.94 1.19 4.04 5.14
®)vs(5) | 4,004 23,109 0.02 0.11 0.07 0.39
199p | (Mvs(5) | 952231 | 820,495 4.33 3.73 15.28 13.18
vs | (@vs) | 70499 19,673 1.47 0.42 13.71 412
1995 | (3)vs(1) | 301,916 74,025 5.18 1.38 45.64 13.02
(4)vs(1) | 262,949 98,116 2.77 11 16.86 7.02
(6)vs(1) | 53,037 10,304 6.22 0.14 5.99 1.59
Mvs() | 218971 48,558 2.85 0.77 30.88 9.57
PE 210572 | 137,062 2.46 0.96 13.66 5.79
* 2 EA) A deadveight o) & £57710] 412 HRA 2 V10w 24,
* (A= BRAE 7], (B)= AEAS 71 4.
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3+ 7%= 0070004 4567907 FA 7]
¢ 0439004 13.02¢ 0.7 FH T} GAoA 7]&3 vk} o)
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FoR INEFLEE AHY

AE
71FEo g A FEFALAES A
H| w4

a7 At 5
ol fAlelt AL FAEE 1AS 8 (6)T (5)9 Hlwel odF AlEEALe 0,074
184907 e o7 1 gik $HA vlwA gk EAo] fAK 7he/del & A

OE ()T (2)9] BlaoldE Al 10097 Aleaae 41290004 1371902 3%

T 16. ASMI9| AS24(deadweight loss) (19965 ASA| 71| Sa1)
ASML AEEA THHEZEAS 1008E MS24 M= 1008 AMEad
S (Deadweight loss)* (ABS&4/2MEZAE)"100 (AB24/M12100
(A) (B) (A) (B) (A) (B)
(Qvs@) | 753342 21,157 7.53 0.22 482 146
@vs@ | 99400 15357 094 0.15 593 0.95
() vs(4) 4231 6,787 0.04 0.06 02 0.32
) vs(d) 9,453 10,961 006 0.07 027 032
(6) vs (4) 2,123 6,075 001 0.04 0.07 0.21
(Mvs@ | 57201 64,021 039 044 198 223
(Dvs(5) | 353399 14,516 22 01 11.97 0.55
@vs() | 19445 11,634 0.12 0.08 067 044
@vsG) | 60066 216,609 034 1.23 163 597
(6)vs(5) 5,642 9,822 002 0.04 01 0.18
1995 [ (7)vs(5) | 9,351,785 | 8075873 30.97 34.66 167.15 145.11
1;; @Ovs@) | 31853 1,402 06 0.03 597 03
@vs@) 3,599 2,502 0.05 0.04 041 031
©)vs(3) 1,415 1,657 0.00 001 0.06 0.07
(7)) vs(3) 1,569,209 1,269,530 10.82 8.94 62.29 51.94
Ovs@ | 46953 961 115 0.02 15.24 0.32
©)vs(2) 2,929 2,016 003 0.02 021 017
(M vs(2) 23,649 16,700 022 017 182 145
Wvs6) | 28332 1,131 03 001 305 0.16
(Mvs6) | 339416 282,227 0.85 713 2.98 249
@vs(?) | 37141 4,690 471 0.07 471 081
b 609,552 477,891 3.35 255 15.95 10.27

mat o

=i
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 16. A&

AENMQ AIEEA IMEEAS 1008 ASEH M= 1008E ASad

=) (Deadweight loss)* (ABL&A/IMEZAS)*100 (AEEL4/MI5*100

(A) (B) (A) (B) (A) (B)
(1)vs(4) | 542,328 1,231,495 6.14 8.62 4331 44.13

(Qvs(4) | 133533 115,675 128 113 8.3 7.44

(3)vs(4) | 180793 24,488 0.15 0.29 0.87 118

(5)vs(4) | 148963 129,984 0.88 0.78 421 3.74

(6) vs (4) 6,239 2,126 0.04 0.01 0.22 0.1

(7) vs(4) 41,547 63,783 0.29 0.45 151 235

(Lvs(5) | 257,390 146,325 1.82 111 10.98 7.09

(2) vs (5) 16,709 19,912 0.11 0.13 0.61 0.77

(3)vs(5) | 920,707 2,283 5.29 16.32 25.73 797

1905 | ©)vs(5) 72,618 39,190 031 0.17 133 0.72
vs | (Hvs(5) | 9222515 | 11,380,313 40.63 50.14 169.59 209.32

1998 | (1)vs(3) 21,075 12,819 0.49 0.32 5.47 381

(2 vs@) 1,489 929 0.02 0.01 0.17 0.11

(6)vs (3) 24,745 26,256 0.18 0.2 11 119
(Mvs(3) | 1,352601 | 1,952,556 1 16 67.44 98.63
D) vs() 34,597 23,944 1 0.7 14.41 10.22

(6)vs(2) | 5614.696 4,041 0.05 0.04 0.48 0.37

(M) vs(2) 16,364 18,773 0.18 0.22 1.65 2.03

(1)vs(6) | 863,127 4,345 16.14 0.09 21.86 14

(yvs(6) | 190,066 383,008 0.48 0.98 16 323
3t 694,515 779,112 432 489 19.04 23.88

* 25M9) Abg<4(desdweight loss) 2 457710] AlE BwhS 7|02 44,

19961 A5A1E A<l A

oz S

= 0.190l|A] 209.32¢1714]

= (N7 % (N7 ()] ¥lwE A
Q1 255 509 mjeko 2 g% 5 gict.
WA FHE A5 1009 A e 1
2 (D)7 (22 Hlael A eRd Al de 10099 0.15900014 152491 0 2 S = Qck.

20021 25A1E N0 Eake B, oo Alevi Hike AlAoR S50 23

[e]

T

Sl LS A
A=, AEEalo] 14 o] 3]
|4 HEA 0] FARE LAETE (6)7 (7)2

690l|4] 3.239 0 7 mj&- wro =z

Q]

R

5 B, Al 10099 25419 ARsEES 734

= 0190004 FAIE 16969 07, AAAES 7]
s

O~

==
To

~ge9 e
24 Fgolq A lsh o] 1

357

O =Zo

= O
=57

=
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ol 3 :
AeEd L 29290004 44637 = FH AT LALS 7Eo 2 74 A5 A
TEA AL A4 10099 0749004 46,379 0. 2 YePTh AAETE ()3 (22 ¥l
of FPA = Al 1009 8.63-46.37]iek d nAa5TF (3)F

(@)2] BlaelAl= Al 10098 Alg<a 9L 3.11~12559 0 & 4= it
a5A0 Al TR 1 Beke o feuete] a5 vEsd e A 2
A B2 Aoz HolAwh o] 7HA] F44¢] e/7E GFel FoloF & dae S A Ak
=] A5AA|E 7l9le] FEgA|(standard deduction) <} 7l ¥4l (itemized deduction) %
oju S A E 5 Sl 5, AlERstel i P94 W sKbehaviora response) 7t ¢-2ut
gte] A-¢-Hvhe A vehd 2471 Brke Aol & o7t 2 ik U Aot gk #aL
oM F 3 Al L I FEFLS S 9 AlES Foto] FHEHERE Al =
Ao iRl daks vA = vk felvete] A Al R AR 2 o=
o] BFHthe 22 5 vk Aol AREAFE A7 2 b oA = Qe g Ea
oM ARg8laL e ASAtRE A IAIA L] 28T} obd ZARFR/ASS] &5 Hudelns

-
il

=
[}

H 17, AEMI9| AE24(deadweight loss) (20023 A5 7HHe| &1}

ASHO ASEA | TMEEAS 10028 ABAY | M 1002 AELA
= (Deadweight loss)* (AE&A/IMEZAS)*100 (AEBS24/MI)*100
(A) (B) (A) (B) (A) (B)
Mvs(2) | 852,231 719,509 6.22 5.89 44,63 46.37
(@vs(2) | 478463 632,283 227 3.01 11.33 14.97
2001 | Dvs@ 7,159 4971 021 0.18 2.92 2.67
vs | Mvs@ | 96270 55,067 0.86 0.62 8.17 7.12
2003 | (2)vs(3) | 1,00572 | 1,377,407 448 5.66 22.97 29.00
(4)vs(3) | 498618 959,505 0.95 1.84 311 6.00
PE 503,886 624,790 250 2.87 15,52 17.69
Mvs@3) | 157,534 960,090 1.21 961 10.65 10.36
@Qvs(3) | 524,00 357,463 205 14 10.41 7.12
o001 | (vs(3) | 1248881 | 1936399 226 352 8.09 1255
vs | Mvs@ | 791,315 135,647 557 1.09 39.59 8.63
2004 | (4)vs(2) | 288319 295,705 1.29 1.33 6.94 71
(1)vs(4) | 54848 5,768 049 0.06 465 0.74
3 510,832 615,179 215 2.84 13.39 7.75
* 25419 A4 deathveight o9 & 4-57709] AHE B %0 2 F4
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Ao Tl ST AR Alel7t Se Aol B, A de] o7t e g Aotk

VIL 28

E o4 1991d0l A 200413 2] EAZHAI ALY T ZARI RS AMSSl] A EEA
S(taxableincome) 2] A5A SRS F4 51, ASEEA FHAE BEUZ A5A9] A
<=2 (deadweight loss) & g 3131th B713F Bt Al o] Ale/g S 71502 A543t
W AU AEREAAE FH5t, AleiEoR Qe wEEgFe] AEY 3 A58
(income effect)o] 2] ol| &= )9 sH(behavioral response) & 7+5 3% 3kx th

250 M Fa5E(net of tax rate) T2/ 0] -t Fo] @3 &2 gkl EAjE o] vhEuk
o} spA|RE Al SR o) A717F ZF AA] AN B SR A, AA I F AR e A
o wheh theksAl v 9la, 459] F oo Mt ® ] ghak 39 gro] thEA vE
i o7] wiel], s A de] FolE aF Favt vk e A5AE] FH o] AAl A5
77} old 7HAIZRAN] AlEe HEE EUR sta 7] gl A5de] dle EATL
WA o Hol H AR AleeEAde] 2= vwe 255 A7e 7189 3
Hsle] 4] b O R A Stk AA AlEeE e BEURE 3P 54 A
TEH B A B TR EAETE AT 10097 2549 AbeEd A B 7]
735 A5k, thEe] 75509 m|wke 2 | Qick 1993 A&7 e B3E ot
o] B Al A4 10099 HiE 5.79~13.669 0.7 vrElyton], 199613 ¢] 4S84 &
P2 B AFEEAd e i 10.27~23.88¢ 0 2 UEITE 200232] A5 o B AL
S e Al 1009 Hit 7.75~17.69¢ .2 UElyith A5 a5 R H9kS v A9
T P HaedM e AiasEE o] HlwA e 29 4] s 7RE AEel A
1 Al S vl A AA vehdar I ¢ sl g 3 HlwellM = A

o

1)
dasg=gdo] vlad =7 Yehual, £9 & 7He 497 B3ken AleEddy
s

22 EU, Alekramhigol A BAE A HAketE steH, A d= AR AT
Aol FATAAd ez 7] Foltt FoBiEoke AP 3te] Mok} AR Ag F-Eolr,
AA AL, AT 7 AL A, ARSI BRI A 5 ATetaL itk

(E-mail: sec0150@kihasarekr).
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Elasticity of Taxable Income and
Deadweight Loss

Seng-Eun Choi

(Korea Institute for Health and Social Affairs)

The paper estimates elasticities of taxable income using Household Income and Expenditure
Survey from 1991 to 2004, and analyzes deadweight loss of income tax. To estimate elasticities
of taxable income, the paper utilizes both time-series variations in tax code changes of 1993,
1996, 2002 and cross-sectional variation. Using repeated panel data, the paper estimates
differences in the estimates of various taxable income brackets. The elasticities of taxable
income includes behaviora response of income tax changes as well as substitution and income
effect on labor supply. The paper finds that the elagticities of taxable income on net of tax rate
have both positive and negative values, and that their sizes are various. The estimates depend on
tax code changes and income brackets, and the choice of after-treatment time period. On
average, the estimates lay below 1, and the size of them are not too higher compared to the
literatures analyzing the US income tax effects. The deadweight loss of income tax are various
as elasticities of taxable income, generally showing less than 1 won and less than 10 won per tax
revenue 100 won. Except some outlier, they are less than 50 won per tax revenue 100won. On
average, the deadweight loss per tax revenue 100 won show 5.79~13.66 won for 1993 reform,
10.27~23.88 won for 1996 reform, and 7.75~17.69 won for 2002 reform. Comparing the
eladticities and deadweight loss between income brackets, the relative elasticities of taxable
income of higher income bracket tend to be smaller and positive, leading small deadweight loss
calculation. On contrast, the comparison of lower income brackets tends to show higher

elagticities with negative signs, leading higher deadweight |oss calculation.

Keywords : Elasticity of Taxable Income, Income Tax, Efficiency Cost, Deadweight Loss
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