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Bl 27 1) W0 Bt A4 i B 0% U8 B U R A AR AL I B AR HE A 2 A o AN 2013 4E 5+ B S rh e s
YK I A A 1 ke o 58 T Ay [ R R, 3] 2024 4F CHBURT AR i 45 ) 590 1 R0 3 — 4 U A i ke o TR AR i
N3 T S AR R S A A B R R e B AR o o A ) e R R B ] in R B i
PE 1T IS A3 BC I T B O B ORGSR T A R G 0 BG4 A HE RO 25 A b [ B S 28 U A ok B
8o SR, G BT IR I 5, 1 JC R 45 1 XY A B ) B G ) A A A R T 58 n, OG T
HAT 38 43 2 A N BT AT B % 3k w8 WA B 98T T R 5 I S F 22 KRR T T B R B L 5 = A R AIE
i 7= Bl T 7 B A B AR AR 2 e M T e R A b I [ R AT R T A S AT AR A e . LY
S B AR T e R B TR A R A B 2 RE T 20 T PR G A A N T B R A AR AN RE T

ST AR AE 2R 1 S5 A0 ol UGB Sy i D 3 S S PR TR o ST M IS R AE R R Y S I B U
FEE B 0T LAGE 31 2 Mirrlees(1971) B FF QI W 5%, % BIF 53 38 35 5 1 AR BE 7 09 5 o /3 17
AT DA B 25 B0 23 7 SR 5 5 18 AR 0 S A B A A AE 2R L 3 ARk R IX —HE B 1 IF 5
PRSI, CHAY IR 89— AN 8 B E K JE 2000 4E R 5 , Diamond (1998) F Saez( 2001 ) 25 #f 5% JF £
P 2 T T AT Y T8 43 G T A e U B e R A R AR TR B A ACHE 2R R S AR B K
PRI A AT BRVE TR . FE 40 G0 T i Ty I AR EL U AT A B AON S = S SR A S g, AR N A HE
LAY () R 2 500, T 2 38 2 — /N 43 B S AT A T Y e OHE | RIAT 3 5 AR O BE R UK OF- (Chetty

* I AEAE P B M 2 BUE K MRS F IR, BB A . 430073, & F HRAE : wangxiaoxiao9981@163.com; £ H E
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OMRHEAE Dimensions & L K&, 2000— 2022 4F (8] 2 /04 2221 [ © & R W 3CHKk 51 H T Mirrlees(1971) 5T,
L 1977 — 1999 4F 8] B 51 FH & A9 6 £% . &5 Mk~ - https: //www.dimensions.ai/
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2009) o Kleven(2021) %% J5 2 647 1 Bttt , {22 B8 4% 13 T S0 — fBE % 3L o] o5 465 1 490 BE N 1 5 A
Bio B, 7RO B b B 3 AR A D s B e A 5 4 A B T I R O RS A 5 R = A AT
fiff DR N B AT O 52 P A [R) L, A By T A v D O S AR ) g A i S ) S A AR B R L

BRI A R AR A, [RIAE A A 22 0T f DU B WS B8 HT T SCBR AT 88 3 . [ PR b 2¢ T e LB I
B BT H AT AW A, B 298 104 2 B A S 03 A8 52 i ) ORI 9T 0, . I 4E Sk
Fil 28 B A B WS 11 OIS T FE 4k 82, 3 B T 2 Fh 22 0 IR 2 0 e A B A8 T O B, © 59 — B SR 4k
SifE ik bR R AR B . OB T A AT BTSN, — B SOkt R B HE B R e T oA
Bt Al T 28 56 B AT IR . @3 S i 5 5 T Xk B S 28 U A O BE , R BT E A3 BT D ok AN B R L %
TS ARAE SRR B S AR BCGEE , HE Bh T BAR A R B T 5 ) 2 B AR R 4 v B S A
AR ZE A B 07 e . 6 TR A BB AT 5T, R (2010) A4 e (2013) H G AL B T 3h A 23 3L
W BB S ; Boadway (2012) Fil Jacobs (2013) SEAF 8 #3105 B8 AF 92 15 B 52 A g ik 56 =2 ) 1) L5y
B IT S 45 T Ae] 4 S5 DU WSO o B S b 17 T 380 0 ) oS S b o B A [T A 22 SR A T A e A
ol AT 3L 38 1) B — A S RN 4 5 - ) a0 2 AR R e B U A i 1 (Golosov & Tsyvinski, 2015;
Bastani & Waldenstrém , 2020 ; Stantcheva, 2020) DL K X 55 A BEAAR B B U 3% 31 (Scheuer & Slemrod,
2020)% . Kaplow (2024 ) AR 5 5 O0 BT 22 e i) BLAR IR R A A ), 40 B 3 T 2 A BB B 5 I 45
W, IR AR A 2 — D 50 5 1) BB SRR S Ay 7 B e o 75 8 B 3 AR R SR AR B ISORE O
SCHRATS A T T8 0, 3 28 SOk A BIF 5 05 4 F0NE T 3 S WA R A OR M 32w 1 BB e B Y
Bl 2 0 T3 R 43 R R 0 S A R . DRI, R e R M A B b R SR A BIF S kA, B AR R AL
ol 050 B 4 B 5 IR % T 4 T v U A R S R B — o IR RBUR 2 5 N A

T DA b RS S RS T R, AR SOR R SR B T T A AAHE 42 0% A A R B A 3L e
5%, WA ST HEZR 40 A 5 v B I FH 45 J T B8 3L — 1 A R 1 U SCHR A A 98 N 45 2 4518, IR ie B
Xof Y BR A 7S

—RRBKEIE R AR

XK F I B FE I8 59338 1T LGB 31 2] Ramsey (1927) I A e e e bE vy s BE BE3E . i TiE T
R SR LG 7 W B H bR 2 48 M AR BLACE B2 T AF . Mirrlees(1971) N A #E 254 F
JEA AR, BUM AT DL of 3 B E R A B LR I L . S I, Mirrlees(1971) 8 T 5 it
PEASRHEZL R () Fe B e, DA 2 A8 A B DL B IS 338 1 40 A, A% O B S T 2 3 4R B 57
WA B S BT BE 00 R AR AR S, B o 3 R 2k 0 97 S I A BB T 2 A 55 8, SR R A
(second-best) By 4 F| 45 5 o M 7E X Lo %O R T, Mirrlees(1971) 45 3 T 40 1 57 3l i A B %) 386 o HE
a7 WA BULE AT 5 AR 2 R A i S e 0 3 BRI A BB 3 A7 B BE T 4 A B S
Mirrlees(1976) 7E e Hfili it — 2058 3% T 5 TE B A5 = M R LA BL 7 BT AE 22 , 1 1 il A 25
HM A5 LI LB L BE SR o AR A A 8 BE MR Y Y 15 5 RRAE SRR O vk SRR SE IR

OMRPELE Dimensions F & _LIKEER , 20004F LR & FRAE American Economic Review Econometrica Journal of Political
Economy.Quarterly Journal of Economics Ml Review of Economic Studies X AL Fr 225 3C TR A HSCh A0 &« e LBt
" (optimal taxation) [ SCHRE L 2 LT #1980 — 1999 4E 19 & 8k AR 1,455 ,2000— 20224 4R 11.55

QBN AL A AR B T3 (Chang & Park, 2021) . T.4:(Hummel & Jacobs, 2023) .4 A4 (Loebbing, 2019) £ &
W A SRR (Ferey et al., 2021; Spiritus et al., 2022) FiH 2% # 17 A% (Lockwood, 2020)%

O U — #5357 5 T A 26 M e A B A9 A 43 15 SK A (Sachs et al., 2020) F1 22 5 5 T Fe A B AY BIL T 5 T3 5k
it (Golosov &. Krasikov, 2023),

@l B AR = T B EEHLEE ABL(Guerreiro et al., 2022; Costinot & Werning, 2023; Thuemmel, 2023) .
Gt o S M A B B A Al i 45 B ( Akcigit et al., 2022; Davila &. Hebert, 2023) LA K £ 2 H B T 0S5 4+
B3 (Gaubert et al., 2021)%%
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TEBL B AT 3R O B BE ) L AEAE 5 B, HLAS AT 9 B0 B 0000 o 366 o A5 AU 3 {150 AN () 9 9%
HA AR 57 WA RE T, NI 8 T WK 3 B 45 SR AT 55 o ARXE TACR PR AR B AY 78 S o v 4>
AT o i e O BRI LA [ s i 3781 6 5 2 3 2 77 R 4R i ORI K H bR . WCACRE 7 B A AT
D VE 7R 25 BOUM O B RE AR . FRARIE OL T, BOUR R 2% 3 Z M AR AEAR BN X FR . H
R TSR AR B AT B B AN [R] BB ) 3 BTN R AR O 52 L SRR S WA e A A ]
PLSE o UM RIS R RIAETE T 2 A5 B R FR o 52 e A K- B i 22 B3R 6 an A R g K F- 8
XoF 95 By 4 i - 19 AR X Bl BORE ELHEWLI o At BIVASE BORT RE 8 2K 451 2 & B9 WS L o T0 A T
TH 9% A RE ) SR BT B REAEBE o DR i 0 0 ek 80K 58 CAE MR A K P b o i 2R3 2% 3 3R A5 19 55 sl A
A5 A BE ) A S5 Bl ik 25 i g e AR, T AT LUKE e ACRE ) B O TR R . H T I ALY B EUE
R Z BRI o A BE R ECD A W] R LMk Y, AT g e R el AR Y o BN B AR LR 2 o
T B R A M B bR BOE X DU R AL 25 BAR A o 3X S BOEUR B9 P8 A 0] B e SCHE pR BT AR A
B A5 B 1, 3 BE WK 25 7 R M B G0k T e X A B B Bl SRR — B A ©

R T A i B A Y YRR, R SO 2 0 A T R AE TR 2 R SR R AR R A, A
LT 2 R A TR WSO T 25 28O oR R B A2 038 2 04 1 1) 5 e R 55 Bl 4k 45 1 £ 1 52
Wi o BOR 4 H AR bR B B KA A 23 1 ) bR 8K, 12 oR B HR TTH 2 R R R BOR 553 B D 4 L 5152 3
A PR BRI B AF T S AR A S S o 7R B UERR Y | EURT 2 SE ah SCH SR
B I A= 25 5 1Y

SEVERIAL A BE AT AT A FEARAE  H—, 55 8 IS RE R 20 A 2 A A 45 R 1Y 3X IR A [ 9
B LR B A BOE o A2 A A 1Y o 33X — (BB AT LA AR R il a7 AR A 1% oK A 2o 2 R 3L 43 A L (B 22
W 1 — s X 48 A4 X S DB BT AU e o AR BN ) SRR R HOR B A e g5 B 57 B )
W3 BEAE, T 0 R K- Ao A B S N A 1Y o 9140, Sachs et al. (2020) 76 — M 2 87 1Y 3 T ifie 1
2 M e ARG I BE WA 1 AR DL B IS B, N CRE RN A M e T AR B s . H
T AR TS AT B BRI A S B R R o AR T R R R e R AR AR
R N S 2 [R)ASUAE B R 0 T SR F , Mirrlees (1971) 6 Hifh 42 — 4 MR BE T R e . 72 4k
SR B BE T, SR D0 WS SR ik AR s BN A % R AT LA IR e K E 2H G A 2 W AR IR B R
Y B FE B U 7] A8 (Ferey et al., 2021; Golosov &. Krasikov, 2023) . H = ,55 30 J1fit 44 2 & A h Br
(intensive margin) [ YL o 5 2, 1 204 1055 sh AL 45 i < JR 74 22 A0 1, aX Z0 s T Rl 1k 8 T2k
b B Tl o 2% e 380 B S PR AR X S B 5 0 Il AR B R Mk BT B A R BT SR BRI
18595 ) Sy 45 1Y T HE 1 PR (extensive margin) o B8R S 00 W 2R 18 [ 8 ke AR Y (1) = > 32 SRR
gy AN A, £ 5 T Mirrlees(1971) f PR B U i BB ALEI AN 5%, BRTE &2 T K1
WFFE AL o A AN, 35k BRI 5 A 9 A T 15 S5 0 ol WS B0 1) R ME 23 BT HE S, Mlirrlees(1971) S AL B UKL
FE AT AR 2 A B AR B 1 1y FE e

(Z)KREH=E

MR Tk b, AR KR Z R T Mirrlees(1971) B “ HL 3% 1115 75 IR T Saez(2001) (1 “Bi
WO Bk 7 R e T I AR MR MR A 2 S ZE X U7 5 (Ferey et al.(2021) B 5 58 3R T ik
PR 5 v i AL

1. Bk sh &

ol WA B 3 B U 35 A T AT DASR R TE 2 () 2 0 2% HE . T WL R BBE W R A AR AL S B A s AR R

O R S 0 T B0 B A S5 I G A B B AE R R 8 8 AR E — S MY 22 5 (LR B A 4 M AE 2R ST PR B Rl LA 4
X A LR Ml A B 893518 , B WL Dixit & Sandmo(1977) F1 Scheuer & Werning(2016) f 5% .
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FVBURN B B A5 4K . Saez(2001) i FAf X — 75 7k , 38 1 510 28 e A B i Br B 23 28 6 1 45 1> 5%
N HES T BRI A R Rk o R BB A0 B2 S BT TE R — WA KCE B3 BR A R B 3G Ain (3
] Ak B B0 7 ) 38 2k A [ AL i 0T 98 9% 35 AR R0 BRSO B S R 7R R AU B g B — i A K
9 Ak ) 39 R o B 7 A LR RO R AT R AN T A S AL RN A 1R R TS 9 A AT
S T A B R BN WA KE T 9 T 2 T A R AR A BN BN T 3k — T T2 B m
UM BB, 53— 5 T AL 35 BT 2% 25 O 2 o A7 SR R0 W) 2% i 2% 35 57 s ik 245 7E B 3
J5 B AR, I3 BT R Rk 2 v R B B2 G0 R Y R A WA B R B U0 D) A A AT W A K P BEAT B
W e Bl % 4t 2 v i R 0 300 B R R 343 0A R O, R i 254 AT LA 380 e £ WAC A B3 320 s o o3 3 2 ) A

B B 09 22 0% & SCIE M , AN GE T3 B oK i e A AR 7 2, e 8 ] Tt BB ok 5
FEFIZLNL . Golosov et al.(2014) i B iz ofi 3 B4 1 3R R 43 i 58— B — 78 43 15 [R5 Gerritsen
(2024) 15 % 30 sh v 1 S, IF & 17 oK Mirrlees (197 1) 45 7 () %F 8 77 ¥ (dual approach) « 18 i3 2k $i7 52
oR B8 220 T B S H B 08 =X A 00y T A B R L B i 3R GR 2. Y B A A A D A S o vk AR A 2
FiRT S B, Ferey et al.(2021) X 43 1 45 5 B8 71 7K1 B WO ARt 78 (ERCHEAB T 2% ) 09 422 52 i) B B 48
T A (B 9% 5 ) S WA Z ] AR DG JF T 3k 15 3 1 S LB iy 72 o % 45 R AL 15
THEAT B S5 R

2. FLH & &

BLHI T T 8 s T 15 B4 05 2+ ) 8 7R JRL B (revelation principle ) F1 3 AH 258 B38 , HA i & oK
fiff 400 2 ] A [ BE 07T 2 B A B T 2 — MR E 2 AR i 2 PR 5 NI B A DR X R O R
15805 2 e iy S B . BRI O AT S5 D0 238 09 3 1 AT L A Ak 0] 3 04 1) & A F gk
T B E PR A AR UL AT B — AT R R, R AR, BUN JCHE BB A 1 L
AEZKF o PR, ZE BT 9% — WA 7 2B B R T B B L AR SR RN N U — 2 A B SR VAR H O
S G BT R L RE KT AT 2 NI BOZ AL & o X RS — A TH o A A R A e K
A5 B Y 43 B 25 SR I RO K IR 2O Sl B A CRE D KRS AU o O T s I
)5 AR Ak TR) AL, R 43 SCHR 38 B {8 T 2% 25 RO oA B0 JE 558 SR A, I8 FE X6 0L A — B TRl AH A
FRAFAE R F AL LR 2 — o B A R Ak R) 802 78 — BA 380l A 25 249 TR RD B8 IR 29 B B KAk B
A FE SRR A o 38 ak SR i BOURE A Ak ) 0, I 45 45 T 2% 35 D0 Ak T 80 r 300 B B 24 9 9% 5 D 3R 22 Tl 1 %
F 0 LA R e e AR R R e ©

S A B USRS [R] (AR 25 5 ik Y, 35 of A5 A8 v e ok B A8 B0 i R AL 1 T R 15 B A S AR Bk
FREREM Y (Saez,2001) . Jacquet & Lehmann(2021) %5 H T P4 Fh 7 322 85 40 12 A9 P2 4% SE B, ¥ H 1L
3 T AR T b 2 A SO A 2 A% R S 20 A R C B AT Bl 5 i BRI B ik AR T b s X SR A I B
MRS .

(Z)EMBRHUNE

FEFEMER R S R BOB AR 568 010 A SR FIAE 57 i A i SF N R DI G . Y
55 3 T A5 B WA BN S 0, Diamond (1998) 4 HY i A0 30 B BE R B T = K & : (1) 97 8h 1 fit
25 %8 300 B R A M L BB T 55 Sl Ak 45 5 B I A BEORR M 5 (2) BRORE XS TR WG A K ST 2 A A s AR
FIRCHE , S B 5 B Y B 43 TC A 47 5 (3) WA 43 A (9 XU B (hazard rate) , BP @ T 58— W5 A KSF- 19 A
THEAH R T2 A K P B T B R B B, B i T O A g A B9 R AIE . Mirrlees (1971) 3 3o 152 28 X %K
EA I BE 1 o0 A0 6B — 26 09 A N R oR B0 Ty A 32 SCAE 2 4 R ok I, A0 H 0 B B SR i £k Bl
WA R AR A IS R 2% o S 2 SCHR A3 0 N G TR = A D TH SR A T 52 ) 4 BR B R il AR IR RN AR O B I
KB E

OB AR R g i 72 S W Mirrlees (1971) 5T . BLAh , BB A2 26 (2017) 45 18 T FH A W1 H 32 BROG F0 25 DL R sh &5
Mirrlees (1971) 45 5 (3R il 77 1 o
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T TH 2 Y B 0 S AT ORI R A3 T 5 23 MR E RE ) 3 A 9 B eR B BRJE 0. Diamond
(1998) A K Mirrlees (197 1) K48 H T {2 1 19 fe L B MC 32 22 /2 s BB ) A3 A TRV E I o R T XF AN
[RlBE 14340 T e U A BL B AR, Mankiw et al.(2009) F1 FH 3€ BN I8 2 55080, 43 3 22 1 7 an s Wi
T T S AW ABE L B 25 . (1) B T % 8 WO BB 1 23 A Ry X B3E 28 0 A 5 (2) e TH 28 45 W A g
TITEMS Fr 43 L TC VLT X BOER 30, Z 5 B RIG0 M o 1E58 —FIEIE T, St BBl S8 T %
KB BT R REE AT REGR . RS AR T S BRB A 5 U AL, G HE 78 m it A K-
RS IR Lietal.(2013) W45 1 7 #8343 U U BR8] U™ AU 3 PU B 341 BB 2 ih 2 I8 AR %t
N RE 143 A eREOE 2, JF BLAR Y WSR2 B8 1 /K7 T B R 5 B R BB PRI, e 3 BB R AT A
BEBE 1 K3 48 5 G SR MR R 8 AR P22, B BT B PR B AR B AR T K- . Li et al.(2015)
o L 9 2 AR ) R BN R AT A B A U PR B R B A 2 T BAE E IR A K
S L A A IS E G O O AR I — B SRR 2 G O S AT B ORI SRR T 4
4 Lockwood (2020) Z i 5% . XBE J7 43 A5 1Y % 5 16 75 BERE 0 S G LS W A o A o 7E WA 43 A1 D 35
I, Piketty et al.(2018) 45 & 36 [E 7 WL 28 3% B4 B Ge 1T 85t N 1 3 e LA K238 9% 3 46 ol ) 2 A
TALE 1913 4F LUK 56 1] = RO A U 45 742 o 9 IOUE 25008 128, LARE A T B8 0 43

2. AR E

RT3 TG A e () A5 2 52 i) e A0 BT A 7K S RO AR o ZE B BB LB i, R 2 F 58 1 2
) 32 S 2 A )RR A, 38 5 R B AN [R) M A KT T 2 A B A 2 A R AR 6 R BT AN [R] F 3 TR O
4. PHeathcote &. Tsujiyama (2021)8F 5% % B, 405 4 BOURF A5 5 i 19 7520 B0 O 48, B 0 100 B Bt o
H U R . Boadway & Jacquet(2008) ¥ 5 fe IS A I T 9% 35 Ak Sx R R ALE S 1, oAt IH 2% # 4k 2%
i A AL Sy ORI 2 /R 3 3= SO At 2 4 R ek B0 AEADL D 1 A% M1 HL 3 s A5 46 Bl S0 A iy 1Y)
A ABL . R T 45 BT AT G 8052 BUM I & 19 41 23 48 AL, AT LUAS %8 Hendren(2020) #9395 i) 35 f
43 H (inverse optimum analyze ) , 3 13 5 2 4 Hij B B R J& Se A0 14, 5 HE S BUR A9 BE93 B0 4 -

3. B

Diamond (1998 )i if a7 £t 71 2 5 24 H oA BOR 2K, HERR 1 55 30 1 At 245 9 W A 38002 % e A B WSO AR
(520 . Dahan &. Strawczynski(2000) 7 Diamond %155 80 Aol $UL 26 14 %00 oR B0 30 0 OC 18 2 2 %)
BRSO bR K, BTN O KO B AR B 0 BR B R AT B B AN N B o E M B9 I B35 1T, Kleven
(2016) R Ge A48 1 W47 A i % 28 J5 1% (bunching method ) i 1157 21 {1 45 1 4% #14% . Chetty (2012)
S5 T YA A R R AR B R AN A B it T 2 A O R I X o Bl b 4 vk Y 25 R Ak Ok
Z B PR N 2 ), FEAE 29 PR b Hicks 3595 B A1 45 514 4 0.33, 78 ) ZE 3 Br b 89 34
0.25, Jacquet & Lehmann(2016) ARy, 760 5 97 2l {1k 245 5 PR IF | 3052 b U AT A B AE AL BT
RN, a2 57 S A 25 S AN IR R, R AT Oy o R BO A 0 B DL B WO E AR 5% T EL AT
FH 55 BB % 33X — i T3k 104> E 45 Ao

S XEERBOMERNYT R

o 0 o A0 o A TR AR LA S B ) B TR - (DR BB J1 A= 28 5, 55 ) T Tl S 45 4 RN R
A N5 e B 0 55 Sl RE 0 BT AR5 (2) A0 75 T 9 A O RE ) R — 4R Y 22 S 5 (3) BRIATH
BTN i B R ko5 sh b gy M 20 7 B R AT s i
G AE 24 WOl #EAT R 0 T ZE S BRAT 5 (4) A28 18T 28 F4f & FIOX AR S AERL . 3 — AR IE SR

O R4y SCHRIA S A 2 A8 FIAL L B 2% 5 I A Z AN 6 B MARHRAE . Bl Saez &. Stantcheva(2016) @ Ul 1
JE SCAETH B8 A NFRAE AN 28 50 R oS AR Bt 1A ) SOk 2 A R ASCEE A 5 e L e A BE B S L e Ay o 21 i B 1)
PO BL A 4F . Simula & Trannoy (2022) 7 T 3X — @EWUTF 18 Y, 05k 2 48 A1) 08 8032 WA HE R 52 00, 0T LUKE e A Bt
Wi A0k e 2R B Rk R
— 132 —



IRFESE - ARRARBBERARTER

T AR B A3 AT 7 i MO S8, BORS Heh — AN B2 AN R, DL Mirrlees(1971) £ H (9 i R Bk
SITHESE 2 T LA A BITE 02 03 5 o AT 43 % BE VAT 3 A HE AR A B R R AT A P

(—)REIEXR

B AR AR A T 2 5 s A AN A g JF HtkeE LTRSS  BR T S5 s A 1 RE
ZAHN A ZER R SUE TR, B0, 75— W MHELL T, BlR 0 2816 w] LR 57 sl 4 | ki
SR T 98 58 TR I A6 Sl R 55 Zh BE AR IR . T B R Bl i 75 E % B IX P R R M L 2 8
5 SE B . Scheuer & Werning (2016, 2017)WF 58 & B, 51 A — B ¥4 i A ol AR e AR Bl o B e =0 . SR
1, A AT A X — 8598 HE S 7F 97 sh & R o8 BRI R Z o MO TRBE 1 19 97 3h & 7E A 7= o B Ho AR
KRN F— AT 2% 5 10 55 S AL 48 AN S 52 ) 1 B 19 T8 58 b 2 0 LA 28 70 55 2 #1993
A5 . Sachs et al.(2020) % I8 T AN [A A8 J) 55 8 3 22 (0] (4 F g AN | i FLAE B 58 07 2 b X Bl
IR HEAT T YR, S T BB AR A X T 08 S8 3 B AR R DL S BOR BSOSO B S e . Al R R
TE55 8 4 HEREAFAE BLAN IGO0 R B IS B 5k RN 55 2l L5 3 M 38 2ok A0 A SN IR SR R e g T 57 i TR
AR AL, T B A% AN R AE F T BLCEOR 1l E o Rothschild & Scheuer(2013) 78 B ] & Y
Z T AEAS R EA AN [F 57 2h B8 1 10T 2 E O #E . A R B0h Ok A PRI T R
A B AMERE X T B80T A A TG T8, % 155 3 3 78 8 1] 1) i B % 8 25 B AR SR AR U A B 3R
R HESEAE T, AR S A A BRBE R, S Sl 0 G N 57 Zh Ak 45, O 5 P B 1T AR 7 2 T Y
KM (RDEEHR TEWE A TRER A TEEL. BR 2 A, A ST A Sy T 3 A5 Al mT RE A Ok T
BEA A A A2 4, W Eeckhout et al. (2021) B wp ] & Az 7= T 3 Z MU AE o i o 4, X R Ak 2L
A ZEWE M RE T o AT R B ARR A Ml T 45 BB 238 23 0N s Mk ZR AL 45 55 20 O 14 7 A DT A S A
XFF 7= S AR A T RS G

FARA WA TR A —FHERNE, B Krusell et al.(2000)35 H £ 6 f 17 5 57 AR 9 4 (skill-
biased technological change ) % Yt AN 5544 8 252 0, K f BF 908 A T 4 G 3 98 A — B2 e B Ab an o 5%
M) T 9% 5, F 1 P g fe LU A B o Slavik & Yazici(2014)7E Mirrlees(197 1) S BB AT HEZR T 5] A
AR — B RE HOAN AR, 5 5 A0 4] X A A% T AR R A AR A 1 AL 25 A B W 9T ke B AR 1 S AR A
Bl N % TS AR WAL . Ales et al.(2015) 7 VG Fie B8 A HE 22 T 538 T et 57 shll A B, & 3
i 1) 1 4 R 525 25 () B 52 W) T 9% 40 A AN R B2 BE 95 80 1 2R AR o T SR 2 i 1) R B R E A5 A
FE AT S5 0 Bl W52 T 7 24 o I v AR AT A TR AR ) 30 o B 3 T 3 24 4 v v R A TR AR 1 i B B
Cui et al.(2021)7E Sachs et al.(2020) By R gt — 2B 5] AW A SS B A R AR (RS AR FNE £ A )
Vo3 T AR Gt — % A B R4 35 T AF AT 9% A B Xk 5 11 28 % 1) 52 i), R TR T T W AS B I Y An ] 5 55 sl
ABUBCL A o AN RIS T ) A T %% 22 S n] g g | S 57 2l 7 72 3B 1) ) A i 3l , A BR300 17 22 ) A A 7 O 2 58 4
R AV 5 S A R S W ) i 3 o

Tk — 2, BT I 5T % pe e 9 AR AL B R AR ¥ BVAE 3 18 B D M A B I 25 3 e 1) R R ks, @
Loebbing(2019) ¥ Acemoglu(2007) Y F: ] L 47 AR F 25 51 A S R BLUHE 42, 48 H 95 Zh L2815 5 1 4
AR 25 i 5 0 57 S U A BETE in 230, L35 5 A9 98 2 B 0 SR 0 1) 57 2l MR A B £ B 4 g 55 B 1 1Y
AEXTHE 25 15 38 2o ) B R A0 s TN AR . AR H S A B AR BT LR R 2 5 ) B
AR FE 1 —Fp £ IIE X (Loebbing, 2022) . — 2 3CHHK A h b H AR 51 A Mirrlees(1971) $5 £ B 4 43
BT AHE 22, 5 5 1P I8 2 75 I Y X F Bl Ak B R 2R A7 8 ) 53 % L2 AR (Costinot & Werning, 2023;
Thuemmel, 2023) . W55 & B, RV AT DLk £ 95 sh A BL , %96 AR W0 A 38035 HIL 3 A AE Bt 2 45 0 22
(9, PR Ry B A B AL % AR AN [R] 26 580 55 3 1 i RAE I AF e 2 5 L &3 9" R LW 2200 . AU ARL
FBLEE ANBLE B2 R T T TR 45 S0 br bR T P20 BL D) g, % JLAE B — 8 B B b nT Dk

@ —Fp BRI, 23375 508 B9 B 12 i 6] T35 512 E K A 7 SR Oy ) kR BRI R 55 B g ik s &
+ 6 T A R s 3 o mT g 1) B 4% R (E 2 (directed technical change ) i i B ( Acemoglu, 2007),
— 133 —



CHTHE 20052

FAL @A (Cui et al., 2022; Guerreiro et al., 2022),

TE IR T AR THORT b, L AT 2 & Yo 55 3h i g B ks 35274 . Hummel(2023)
A, ZE WA lb AT DA TN B 55 2l B8 030 X I Y T 3R Ik B X AR BB T B A A 30 B A 5 B A
NS, LA 55 57 80 7 AR 25 i sk DT SRl 28 T A ol B e T SR

(D)HBEERMAGENSERRKY

FEMERE A 2 RO % 5 55 B e ) By — 4k S Bk O BB BOM FE 9% 32 Z MU AE G T 55 3l e
JIBIAE BN R FR o B o, 9 35 X RS AN 55 30 1 O G Ok R 35 5 04 i 4 DA ST A B I 2T R
FEAE 25 5, 3 SE R IR N 4 B LI 1 FA AR S, o DLt , BRIV 2 A [ 68 0 KT 14 9 2% 3 1 mT B LA A
[F] 9 55 2 A 45 v, i DU 0 20 T 28 AR B 2 3 5 MR A 3 BT RE SR o X8 T A T 45 0L
I i) 5 BT P , Boadway et al.(2002) S 108 1 I8 2% & H A IR S8 55 3 g ) F0 P R 28 8 57 3 e 47 1Y)
158, 0 1 O P53 B0 e 4 X S O Bl e R b PR (W B2 . Lockwood & Weinzierl(2015) 78 5 i — %
P I 2 8 R S0 AT T A T % TE 55 Sl e ) A 4 b A AR XU = PR, R AR TR — 4R
TH 2% 2 5 Bk A BE 09 143 IE 2 RE AT e 23 055 o

I A 4 BE 0 5 Bt AT AR LU P I T o — T AT A 278 6 i A A8 v G T SR L 300 B B 32
KNS, BN 51 A 57 s AL 2 BAS 119 53 53 M AT LUAS: 2106 R A B4R 19 S5 A8 30 B Bl R /N F 0 1 25 18
(Choné &. Laroque, 2010) . 5 —J5 1t 7] DA B8 90 52 R EE ELAAR (4% 5% T 508 5 DL B e i 15 11 ) A8
U, Rz 28 552 RS FBEE R FENUTT 155 Bl fE 71 5 BiPE (Cremer et al., 2012; Lobel et al., 2022);
BRI 398 # (8] B30 AR HE A R BRI R 25 3h g 77 1 5 B (Scheuer, 2013, 2014; Gomes et al., 2018) ;8 &
20 2F N A B 4 19 5 M (Brett & Weymark, 2003) 5 38 1 48 3% 24 v 55 3h 11 12 88 A 1Y
S JiiPE (Blumkin et al., 2015) 506k 374 [6] Hly X 04 fi 4 19 57 B M (Huggett & Luo, 2023) %, A 3CE Y
P W AR A A 5 A A AN (], DA SO 1 P ) 40 A LG v = S SR ) 5 18 R R TR

RS AE AL L R BT () AR BT R R AR TR Sy — A — 4k e TP R R S AT OR
fift (Sachs et al., 2020) , H R 7EFA AR B 1 0 R4t (9 22 F 57 ot P 23 1 ok 2 3 309 (multi-dimensional
screening) [0] R, 14 007 44 A D AR AR AR A KE BE o X T JC Bk R AE Y 22 S PR R) L, Jacquet &
Lehmann(2021) $& 5 7 — Rl AL BT 5 05 KSR it < A 135 5 55 s B RE 5 — 1 S B Pk, OB 9 3
FESE T R M (55 B b 4h v ) b AT 40 21 38 b A 2 PN BR RS SR 1 R 22k 1 ) SRl A % 1)
i, Golosov & Krasikov(2023) W45 1 T 2 4k 5 Btk T iz FIAIL BT 5 6 SR Al 5 D0 < B I A B 1Y) —
MEVERESE . FEMLATT Y B L SBE L 51 0 A 77 A AE S B vk L OF HLUAT DUIRMAT B ER G 40 A o e
By 2 fe 2] DL A RACAEE (55 S AL 45 Btk DL R A 77 SRS o A L S SRy i i R OR o
TR AR FE G ST T SR e o D0 R 2 WA BE A 1 7 1%

N T HEORS B M BB 2 SR B A A B Lockwood & Weinzierl (2015) 7¢ P A~ 4 B 5 i o v
I S — B A 07 S B vE M 38 T, 45 7 — > AT A T 9 58 T 2 R 20 1 i 4 S B X A A B AL 7Y
W o AE TN — B B9 5 B PRI E H L, Jacquet & Lehmann(2021) 38 H , i F 18 28 35 17 0 0 : 9 4E T8
WL SR, B AR FOL I 5 22 0 2 SR A B AR SR RR AR 0 A7 A sk R AT AR, B B 45 A g T R T
(1) G S Jo P A 0% S Jo P O 45 ) T B MO G A W 5 9% B pRARRE o Spiritus et al. (2022) M 45 T
B A Z AWK IR BB 2442 S5 PR S T8 T 09 B WS A BB KR i 7 i .

(Z)F AR EiakR

FMERABE IR H 2 5558 i A SR B T Re R A SUR 195 3
JITT S, X A PSR R O AE TR PR A PSR TR R LR AL 25 22 /0 57 Bl Y D SR GE H R FR
TE“HEL PR R . Saez(2002) f 78 Mirrlees (197 1) 45 Y v 3 1 K T 9% 5 A1A [a] Bl (40 45
Jl ) AR, AR B T AETETT I bR 55 B R BRI Y B AL PRBE . Christiansen(2015) #F — 2 5] AN
/] 57 3y 3 28 A0 2 8] 09 AR B AR OC 28, 78 N AR T35 B8 5 b sh e 1 (RS A 35 0 2Rl 3 B 00 A i 2
(KN o WFFE B, > o S5 WA T A X B 232 48 B0y 43 SRR R, B0 A 58 3 1) 2l ML A B XTI A 1Y
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A0 R B 1k AR IS BRI GR H 55 30 i g, DR XA A R I 2 R R R ARk S fF
FEMEE T A RABY/BE 1288 . Choné & Laroque(2011) W 2% & 7 8 — i 09 1% 5, Hop R 2 0 2%
HINRE S RIS AT R A E 2 8 5 M, 51 A TAEMAL S BUARTE NI S & 57 oh S 5ok e
KR, & B TR BE 01 & 10 7 25 B 2R3 PR AN /N T 0. fHAE Choné &. Laroque(2011) 4 45 A
W TH BB A TR PR R e R T BCA R PR Y #E . Jacquet et al.(2013) [R] I 25 J& 1 55 3
e I FE 225 55 3 2 5 R I 09 5 B M, 48 1 0 25 X0 el N B3 AR AR i A BRE AR iR 47 — IR B AR Xy
AP

TE A 7 i b T 9% S B MR R AR 2 I 2L O A BB B | Jacquet et al.(2013) 46 4 AT L 43
AR SR MBI < e I8 O AT LA 2 5 55 2 (911 2% 5 1 RE T B A B, B AR T AE s B E R B
e, P33 R AR BT 08I 25 30 8 7 B A 45 3R . Kroft et al.(2020) 45 T [R] 77 78 22 Ml A1 PN 2 T 9% i) 0
A 75 31 e PE OB 09 43 07 5 0 L 3K A B T 18 36 1 S it A1 Wi A R 22 i 45 B IR S BU3R (Earned Income
Tax Credit, fij FK EITC) B 44« Gomes et al.(2018) W F & T [F i B A £ 8 5 Pk R AE AT 4E 31 bR
FEAE B %) S5 D WS A B SR A 5 5 -

N RS AT HEZE , Hummel & Jacobs(2023)#R9¢ T A 7E T s Bl S AR UL ABL By B2 1. AHXS Tk
A LM TEE, BT URABUR IO AN 36 T+ T T8 ACE I 77 A2 T HE B P20l , T3 K T s
WA G A R A, B 0 B WO A BE R Mk AU 25 TEAR . 57 3l 1 BE 25 FA 75 T ZE 30 bR (14 43 B HE B2 AN
AT SRl (] 8, 0 AT AT T 5802 A6 77 19 49 B 5l i f 92 2B (couple tax) 118 .

(M) B EERTHRABNE

Mirrlees 5 OB W53 B AE BE AN 3E H T 16 T8 L o mT UFE 20 A8 BR 58 b BHe A i M B3 L Ath Fifi
ik 1) 1717 A2 Ak 1) PR 2 X6 57 sl A B 508 AR U A BRI T2 . ¢ T 328 Mirrlees(197 1) BRI B8 AU A
PR FE T, Golosov et al.(2003) & B 5 A 55 AR WSt Aol 15 12 28 L% “ 3 WP 27 o IS 2 92 DT 9%
A U 5CRE ) R AE BE B[]S Ak AR R T 55 B I A B RN BE AR B (B R B PE A e . BN
Kocherlakota(2005) 48 i , 75 AT £F 22 (9 18 2% 3 w4 b o T, e DL BSOS A 32 30T 2% 3 2 Ul A 52
AR T e WA D S8 AR ST (6] 43 A T 9% 3 D 4F vl R, Albanesi & Sleet(2006) 7 3l 285 #5
R T B I 7 A N 57 SIS B 551 98 38 e A 2 1RD A OG 3R, R IR e DR B A T T 0 1 A
Mo . TEA BR IR | Farhi & Werning (2013) ¥4 #2459 Mirrlees HE 22 4 & 21 3 2 |, & 2 1K
A RE T BE T RIS Ak, # i T Ee WA B S A3 I3 5 B BB B L 57 S WA B Y 5 3 AH DG M | X e e
W ABLIEAT THES BB, Golosov et al.(2016) gk — 45 H 1 3 [A] i % 1& 14 9% & (301
55 2y b 25 35 R R 0T A 5 R B 1) AL, IR 4 A U 55 B SO B ER RS A A B < — S 0 R R A R AR R
F LB R B, B N 437 5 5 — 3B 43 Sl 1 XTI BB 0 3l A AR AR 7 BEAN A% R g BRI
B> o AETCGT WA AL rh (9 43 A1 J7 1 W AT DL 2 2% Kapicka(2013) B AH W5 -

BE AR BE B9 B AE 2 Mirrlees (1971) 2l S HE Z20F 58 (9 T 2 G HE M Z — , /2 A Chamley (1986) I
Judd (1985) $& H e M B8 A B Sk O LA K 3t SCHR T i 168 19 25 22 0] 8, 7€ Mirrlees BEURCHE B2 v I 2% 34
TEAN S8 42T 5 Th B AT LASE o 190 07 P it 28 06k RURS: , i AT DL el 22 55 g ik 45 o I SR I AR I B A AN
B 5 1 LS T e SBORE UL N B, B0 280 1T ek ARG T T 2 R PR 55 RT3, AUA ] 97 Sl W AR I vk S BRI
PRl B, BT BEX AW AMERL (Golosov et al., 2003), I HEA Y AR 0T LA & 384T SR B 1 Th BE o
X T BE A A B RE 19 8 5 DU 58, 7 28 M1 Bl 2 i D0 0 AT ABE AR v ) S A TR AR BB R AR AT AR /)
(Farhi & Werning,2013) o X J2& [ b % AR B 5 37 10055 T 9% (Y 8 3l 2%, 110 55 Br 85080 v I 2% U 3 72
JETRAK . Farhi & Werning(2012) W58 8 , 76 — M X85 T, AF W0 5% A< 050 A B 09 4 1) 30k 2 B AR IR . D
5] AN BEAR G X BE A B 19 48 T A8 B AR A7 BR (Stantcheva, 2017) o {HANSRE A Ty A S BT 2 A
AL 7Y, Jacobs & Bovenberg(2010) A, X 4 @il 9% 77 I8 3 i Aifh 25 AR B A F T sk 52 25 2 e A B X
N3 ARBGE (O F M, 38 ok BOE AL K B, RO 55 S WA B 2 BRBE 338 21 60 %6 , % i e A K P 1 3¢
ABHBRBLEATIIRA 2000 o 1R IR BESR BB e I 2 3 I 4 W) BT L OGO 2% RN 55 30 55 AT 4y o RS
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X — IR I DL A 0 BB M A BR A B B B | T (Ferey et al., 2021) . Saez & Stantcheva(2018) 1R % %4 F
BRI KSR T B B0 2 R KR, DA HEBR 35 S IR B T B B X RS A R VA T LR T R KR
A AWABL I o BB A WAL 2 PRB 2 AE 5 AU A GAET 106 B9 BEAA b 2 80, HOR /32 5%
AT BEABL G [ 2% 04 3L 9 97 1] 52 0

TE Mirrlees(1971) 3 A HE 42T AT DAAR I 0 A B 40 fa] b X 04 & A1 S [l @, 5| A 3 AN 45—
A R R R R B S Bt o 97 S RE ) TR AT 2 AT A T e 0y SRl R SR AT AT DR
P 0 e B BT A I A8 X R S BT v BOTE T 43D A T, BIVEE AT DAAE WA 2k 57 Sl A B, B p B A
BiAER A R 0(Gahvari &. Micheletto,2016) . HUfS 5 &5 18 0 & [R1 4 BE A v REJ& K A W8 BE ) s s
Al fE 2 KO A B 2 09 W5 AT ™ AR B RL N o Gerritsen et al.(2020) 78—/~ P 1 %) Mirrlees HE 42
r (] ) 25 T A R R U T S TP A R U, R 3 R R AR S AT B AR R AR B PR B R KT 0, 9F
BN 36 [ B ) 9 AR WO B 30 o B0 S Bt ST A (%) 38 0 g 385 0, 76 [ A K AU 4 °F- 34 9 AR
Bl BRBiR R 19% . Schulz(2021) #E— 25 F5 1, a0 5 5 5 M 9 ok U5 Hp 2% 1 B8 77 22 5% 10 38 20 6, 1
PEBEABE RN F, S T B

m Bt H

BT BREMERIR 5 s R A BFSE AN R AR T BB i N g 5. AR
UL PO A J5 T AT S 45, LU A v [ O Al D B34S a0 2 1k — o i R s o

(=) SWNEESR

X WA G AR B 4k 2 3 S T I B, T = AR SR U A A A A A S L [ BB
b E 8% B (Piketty et al., 2011) o FFXF X — BEG , BUSCEL S W >4 050 B AR 0 IR 3% 2 78 JEifEAR
b BB A AEAE B BR RE D RO PR A 003X PR Y W A BE 0 B9 o3 A BAT B S X
F5¢ te WO 35 i 100 T 8 20 B 8 38 AN R E — A5 1 BRSSO L 2 1 555 e e B ) 3 AL 40 55 B0 i R
P (Sadka, 1976) . X EEBRE , A0SR BLBON T AT 228 2219, I8 2 % 5 OB A — 2 43t BRI i
AT BERLBRBIA . SR, F R 45 1 AR ME A B L5 < 26 K 2 % OECD [ 5 (1 g A B0 #R 52 9 3R 2 1
Saez(2001)INH , M BE 1 73 A A b FH X fe s WA 1Y 0 3 BRBE A4 R 58 L HL 3 A 43 A
T00 )22 4 301 B B 22 ] AR 5

e SO I T B G o 55 3 S IR SRR o SR ERE SRR T 2 m A E SF A
Bl PRBLAR A I SE 3R o (1) WALV o (i 8 ) 3 AR A 40T 00 35 a8 6 05 U R T s IR, X 3 3K
W 22 PR 7 78 K T RE ) Y 22 B, BVAE A B BE AL 7 (superstar effect) o Scheuer & Werning (2017) %
Tervio(2008) 1Y BE J1 it & B8 5] A Mirrlees(1971) Bi o ss B v, 58355 1 B AL 000 0T e A0 A8 s %) 5 i
BB IO 25 386 0K 57 3 i 45 B B0 W s v 1 T i W A 8 B 3 PR B 38 e AR R i R . L B BRI
WO F 01 bR B4 TT LAY ORN = 8 0 3 -4 B0 s A B AR F i — 20 sl 55 s Ak 45 . (2) B
AIAMERE . Tones(2022) 46 Y, WIR & BE 1 & B9 BURT B HMESh & Te i K 0 3h 07, HLBUR JC Bk M IR 51
SEUAE B B8 LR AT AP U, IR 2 %68 v e A B 8 WA AL 23 0 2 v WO A B WSO, U 2 0 €258 - 1]
F 00 A e RSO (3) A . AN ART DI o A 7 VRS S 3R AR WO, 1) a0 e 4 il T 3 R AT HRAIL
Aoy o A PR B AR B 2% 18 S AT O AR 9 Sh A o Rothschild &. Scheuer(2016) 8 &
AR AT DUAE S RH AV 2 AT o Z AR E B o AT Y R AR R i 2 5 580, BA 40 A 4F
1) TR RF A 2 R AT e WAL A B S B B 3 . HE SR B H A= Rl A Y v A S B o O SRR B 8%
FRRE e R T AHAR T TR S m BE AT, B IR 2 M MA S 5 TG ) . Piketty et al.(2014) ) G 3 4
A CEO B F-F1AT R o A b A7 A6 88 & A B, CEO AT RAAR 35 FLAS A AL 53 153 — 35 40 8 45 R, A

O T 58 R Ee OB AR AL O PR S U BN 18 28 2 B0 200 R BUR: TH 9% A0 22 1 B 80, e I 30 9% 97 gl ik
P SZ WAL, [ bk ) 2 AT (B T30 9% 2 A F [ i e 3, DA T P 0 A7 5 7
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M 3RS = T PR B 4R . Piketty et al.(2014) 48 H , 24 CEO 38 1 1304 45 21 1% 18 45 Y5 A G B 1)
SRPER A CEO By BRBE A0 Y b (4) REBE . RERE S AL T R e I A B I A AE 3 B &
B L, Piketty et al.(2014) T\, 0 > 38 35 I s B SCAE 5 AT RE 9ad 2 w8 W A 35 3k B 1 25 ]

AR S DL B WA 7E WA BEAR AR B 37 55 0 0 FH Oy 1 — 20 58 3 A N T A3 B B J2 41t T R R .
WA B R 1 WA o3 B ) B BT B 2 — A B HE X v A R AR 1 B A A B RS s A Bl
FIAR HEAL 25 20 o 78 2019 4R AT A5 B B /5, JR 3024 .35%6 4506 31X = R4 45 e 455 I A9 BE 3 1 2
FE VAT AR Ak, 5 B0 H S AR 0 21 PR B 2 I T AT SR A AE S . R R AT LAAE B BRAC B L B i
PR 0T = WS AR A N BT A5 BB 00 & BLPE E AT 1008, 0 I 5 43 75 SR i IO B AR WA 1 M o
I an 2 5 T & B B s 3 2 A DL B AN AR 9 47 Ry B o2 (49 dn ke Bt ) o

(Z) f il SRAE

Al R A UF A 2 A Al G0 Bl T 3 R B e XURS: = s AR L H AR R A S
A7 R PN S E AR — B W 22 5 . — 2RS40 0 25 0 T Ak AT D SR A AR A TR AR AE
PAFRS R Al ZEAE B A 0] R o (1) 4 lb 2 0 BINME AT Ry A7 A8 XURS: , T %5 g A% BRI B g 728 LR /) 3 i
BN E WS RCAE B FAAAG B . Albanesi( 2006 )38 i 5 5 4> b 58 4% 77 F2 52 1 4l 9% 7 (9] i)
YSI3RS T Ak T RLAE 5 i 25 A olb T DA H B JRERC L B Al %% 77 i S T 8 BT T
TR BsF A M 9 AS B A 1 1 o (2) il ZEAE B WA AR 7 AR D2 T A 5K, i 115 DR HLAG AR XE WL
DU 1) i M 58 B B2 AN 8 7, DR I 2 77 R 335 [ 396 456 [ A0 < o2 B AT i 0 38 A i A i v T IR A% A5 BB 0 # 15%
FAMG ST AT L1724 o Scheuer(2013) &3 T3k — MG B & AR T DLk £ R i b K sk & T
N, HAEW R EROY, b3 FATERE 0 S Bk o A58 R B, XY Ais b Bir A5 B 1Y) 38 34 % B LU 57 sl e A B SE AR
AL DL A AE SR R B e B A9 Ll . Davila & Hébert(2023) W) & R0 2], A Al A i S5 49 7R
SEFANAT B B T AT 40 2000 4l 52 A5 B8 29 SR W] BE PR S /DN DR AT DL BEOGT A Ml 43 £10 1 AN 2 %
A R AEBE . FHBUE AL LS B R 7E R UE B WA AR B, DK 3 [ Al B ) E B A A Oy
XF 53 LU AE B8 T 3 vh B A A b AN (B 4 T 7 90 o (3) FE — e 35 A A5 A0 vy | 9 /D £l i A5 B0 AT A3 R A
W TR R 4R T T T 8K, B A2 38 7 %207 (trickle down effects) . Scheuer(2014) 3£ F Scheuer
(2013) 5 F B 2 £ 09 B8 |, [a] BB 2 A A7 76 55 30 BE 07 RN Ml i A 75 8 S Jo Pk, 7 — i 249 A 55 70
H e T I AR Ltk 57 ST A AR L BT S BE A BT : An SR Al i A5 A 55 S A BER FH [R) A 1 B
W R 5O =, DR VR 2500 2 5K s i T Al B A Mk T A5 B il BRBE S B, EL AN SO AT DSR4l
%N 38 TR WO [R] A AR DU IB0RE AN 24 38 38 7 10 28007 7 A ol 58 38 TN Z (8] 3647 F 430 e -

XA Mk ZEAE B B 1 R e 3R S N AR B B 228 T AR A Ak S B BE AR TR OR . —
J7 L, B S 28 B K SRR ol ) OGS . R LA Bl SR A QAR D0 B W B8 R ) G FE B 42 HE
JSATRETH B Ak KI5 B2 A8 W S 2 NS 50 E S . O3 — 5T, A LB 4k 502 4L T4
[) 2 i ) A Aol , G 2R 7 28 GO 4 2 RO RT REAEAE 25 5, e B e ] o i — 20 R Ak v 52
S A6 PR VB R O BOR B LR B . I, 5 R A S AT AR B S Al BT AR BB R A 25 S B A iR
T 75 275 R BN BN B 03 5 4 0 Bl WSOlse A AL 25 0 SF- By 52

(=) REMER

FEMERL AR I8 09 X5 A N B AE B 0] BT DLE — 2047 i 3 6060 3 24> 508 1R 1) R E AR BL I AE I o
4 Mirrlees (1971) & i WS A B HE 42 13 H 31 5 fL R ZEBE (couple tax) B9 118, [A] I 2 A L A1 850 &
Mo — 7T, B R A3 ik T G DA SR EE R B B R AN NPT AR . B, 21 70 % A N T 1S B
e AR R B A9 K 22 (Golosov &. Krasikov, 2023) o 55— 7 Tl , A~ A F0 15 08 356 15 0 5% e T 3 25 3
M) SRR DG T 285023 5 20 S AU BBy, DA T 1 e DR M A B i i 152 1 ( Gayle & Shephard, 2019).

BT R BT, — A>T B H AR Y [R) 2 P A 4 WA 7K P G e 52 e B A~ G 02 B B 1) e P MR A
B, BIBL U A4 56 B PE (tax jointness) o Kleven et al. (2009 R &K E H — 4~ FZ A F F— 1K
WA E M, o A FE AR AR E R 57 st 45 1 & iR B B A )T RE D PR e
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B2 5558, MR, RRZEWAZ S 5558 R NS5 35 5 AT AR, B 2 W 24 X%k 2
WA E MW ABE B B 322U IO K4, RS 9 320 BB 38 0 i 82 0, B A7
FE— A F ] A B OGP . 7F Kleven et al.(2009) A B8R 1, 5 B2 B 41 # J2 B AL HLAM: (Y, 3X 2006 T
WS 4 VT K (assortative mating) , B =5 B8 77 18 4~ K 55 ] BE A1 AH R 68 1 28 B0 1 SR 41 i K BE . Frankel
(2014 )% 5 2 B B3 O BE 1 1 4k 4 P R 2670, £F Kleven et al.(2009) A B 7 o 51 A SR VC fid & B, K 2%
o 05 1%y 70 ) O E0k e 2 A A S A0 DG 9% R R T U589 , 224 A A0R D 5 8 Aok — Y TR, RS SREE AR 1Y
A AT 52 FE A U A KA 520 . Gayle &. Shephard (2019) A A X 43 52 BE 1Y £ Bl A %
FNR B T 24 0 W0 7 37 389 5 5 ) A e e B s B8 1 /0 ITRE 2R o 7E A ATT A 20 T E 22 o Bl 25
S WA AS A 9 55 Sl AL 25 8] 3 T5C 0 A 000 8 5, G228 PN R 5 g [] 1) WG A S 85 2 ) I 5 e A 2% 4
LB Wi . AT B9 BTF 98 BB IE T Kleven et al. (2009) 48 HY #4981 Wi 7 1 56 1€ 19 & B L (H 1
B S5 R R e B B T A 5 LS FhoBE AL T 1) S I B 9 Ak 23 AR 0 O AN ]t o

Lobel et al.(2022) % 2% T 5 K& P 30U A S S 25 5t 5 16 58 JRE WAL A 6 180 5% 1)+ % J4E PN 38 e A AS - 452
(R A7 7E T8 R 25 WA TE S N B T AN J2 2 20 T A9, BID % 8 7 0 A7 e P e 6 ot 2 TR % R o 3 S [ A
FUH o H T R 2 DA SR BE R HE AR BT 25 S A P43 B 1) R, P b 2 TR 37 ) — R B S ) i 5 A [) 1
SRR . XA R IE B bR 5 BUF B bR R — 30 Mirrlees f JL B ISR 38 200 ok T ey "B IR 3,
IVE ZENTRIWAANFE, 22, Immervoll et al. (201 1) FE— P InfE ki @ Titie T 4K
Ji& H bR 5 BUR B b5 A — B R U0 E A B S T it Horb, SR8 i B PRI A
HYHMAITH S 5%, X & — AW ) 4 1 bR B (double-extensive model) o 4N B H
b5 FBEE HARA — 20,8 24K 1 97 30 2 5 23 % HBC AR 77 28 Ah Pk, R e R R B2 I A BT 2251 A
— R B A TR DL GE 3K — SRR o AT B X —BERL R S T 3E E ETTC i B (94 BEE A5 1 BN 7R
20 DL T % 3 S AT R0 I T B R AR B R A B

rh [ B R R S8 B LA SR BE S B AT AR, TR AE A AT B SR L ECE BT A AR
ZAETUH T LA LI . LA SR F |, AT DA BEBE i 5< 3200 b — 5 7 94 B R R B AT L T
B, 34 i — 25 52 ) L I I 10 B BOR 19 AR R RON o AN DS RN AR R S TN R, a0
o 3 3k DAk A N A5 BB 8 S BN BR O 2 R I AR SR BE AR T i T B R E A B R A )
0] DUFE B B A BB IO HE SR T 3k o PR, R o AT L 222 3530 SR 2 P9 3 8 WO A 25 B RN A7 pe 3R
PyATGRACA NS BESCE BTt b, 300 FRRATIAL I A 23 BeAs R A S 250 A B2

(M) BFFiE X &R RN FBFEER AT

FEMERE AL T8 T B — U, B A e ) A S U B W B T R) A, 22 W T BT ) T BB R X A
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Summary: To increase the intensity and efficiency of using taxation to improve income distribution needs to build a
systematic theoretical analysis framework, which helps to provide guidance based on China’s real economy and tax data.
The diversity of the characteristics of Chinese taxpayers, the complexity of the economic environment, and the economic
uncertainty in the market make it difficult to construct a proper model for quantitative analysis. In the past two decades,
the rapid development of optimal taxation theory in the {ramework of heterogeneous individuals has provided a way to
solve these difficulties. It is of practical significance to sort out the new progress of research on modern optimal taxa-
tion theory: applying advanced theoretical research methods to quantitatively analyze and solve problems such as the com-
plexity of taxpayers’ behavior is helpful to provide practical and effective policy suggestions for the reform of China’s fis-
cal and tax system. From the perspective of theoretical development and innovation, modern tax theory has been greatly
enriched from the perspectives of research methods and application scenarios, but there are few summaries of the new de-
velopment of research on modern optimal tax theory in China.

Given the above practical and theoretical background, this paper systematically reviews research on the modern opti-
mal tax theory based on the heterogeneous individual framework, sorts out the research content and conclusions of cutting-
edge research in the past two decades from the aspects of the research framework, analysis methods, and theoretical ap-
plication, and discusses the policy implications for China. In terms of the research framework, the benchmark model of
optimal tax theory in the framework of heterogeneous individuals has three core characteristics. Firstly, the distribution of
labor abilities is exogenous. Secondly, the unobservable heterogeneity at the individual level is one-dimensional. Thirdly,
labor supply is a decision under intensive margin. For solving the optimal tax problem, the advantage of the tax perturba-
tion method is that it can provide more economic intuition. The mechanism design method relies on the revelation prin-
ciple of information economics and the incentive compatibility theory, the solution process of which is more rigorous.
Both methods can generate optimal tax expressions based on measurable sufficient statistics. When simulating optimal
taxation, the distribution of consumer abilities, the social welfare weight, and the elasticity of labor supply affect the level
and shape of optimal taxation. In terms of analysis methods, the theoretical analysis methods have been extended to differ-
ent research problems by relaxing the assumptions of the benchmark model: (1) Endogenous wage rates. The general
equilibrium effect and incomplete substitution between different labor skills and between labor and capital will change the
structure of the optimal marginal tax rate formulas. (2) Multi—dimensional heterogeneity of consumers’ private informa-
tion. Most studies transform the multi—dimensional heterogeneity into a one-dimensional heterogeneity problem to avoid
multi-dimensional screening. (3) Extensive margin of labor supply. Existing literature has discussed the optimal design of
unemployment subsidy and income tax by combining consumers’ employment choices with endogenous wage and hetero-
geneous occupational preferences. (4) Consumers’ decision-making in a dynamic environment. Existing literature mainly
discusses the design of capital income tax or wealth tax in this framework.

For the application of the theory, this paper summarizes the characteristics of the optimal income tax in four sce-
narios according to the research theme: (1) The optimal income tax on high-income earners. The super-star effect, inno-
vative behavior, and rent-seeking behavior of high-income earners reduce the optimal marginal tax rate of high-income
earners. (2) The optimal income tax for entrepreneurs. Existing studies have considered the entrepreneurial risk, credit
constraints, the career choice between entrepreneurs and workers, and the trickle-down effect that reducing corporate in-
come tax increases workers’ wages. (3) The optimal income tax for households. Existing literature mainly focuses on
how the income level of spouses affects the optimal income tax for the primary earners and how to regulate income in-
equality within families. (4) The optimal income tax and transfer payments when there are different levels of government.
Existing literature mainly focuses on how factor flows and inter-regional competition affect the design of income tax or
transfer payments.

At present, the research paradigm of optimal tax theory has been relatively mature, and it still has broad prospects
for theoretical developments and applications in the future. Finally, this paper points out that there is still a gap between
existing theoretical research results and the policy implementation: there is insufficient discussion on the practice of policy
reform; there is still a large gap between the theoretical model setting and the real economy; the research perspective is
still relatively limited; and there are few studies on China. Based on absorbing the core ideas of modern optimal taxation theory,
future research needs to expand and apply the theory to the economic background of China.
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