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A Simulation on the Redistribution Effect of Flat Tax:
Based on the Distribution Density Function of Salaries Income
Shi Ziyin' *

(1: Department of Electronic Commerce Liaocheng University; 2: Research Institute of Fiscal Science)
Abstract: Based on the distribution density function of salaries income we studied the redistribution effect of the flat tax by a
simulation model. We found that the redistribution effect of the flat tax is modestly lower than the graduated rate tax in most conditions
but it also can yield more redistribution effect than graduated rate tax in some certain scenario. When the limit of tax revenue neutral is
given up we found that the flat tax always can achieve the redistribution effect of graduated rate tax. According to the result the
implementation of flat tax in China cannot only simplify the tax system but also relieve the income inequality which may setile the
dilemma of fairness and efficiency of tax.
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Measurement of Housing Affordability: A New Theoretical Framework

Wang Xuefeng

( School of Tourism and Urban Management Jiangxi University of Finance and Economics)

Abstract: Following the ideas of Lorenz curve and Gini coefficient and taking account of the overall distribution of household income
and house prices rather than just the mean or the median this paper built a new theoretical measurement system for housing
affordability. It was deduced through a path from households to society by using individual indicators such as housing affordable
multiplier housing affordable percentage and housing affordable degree and aggregate analyzing instruments such as housing Lorenz
curve and housing Gini coefficient. The empirical analysis for the second — hand housing market in four cities in China showed that the
housing affordability of households with disposable income below medium — level was low in all sample cities; except Suzhou the
housing affordability of households with medium and medium higher income is not satisfactory; and the social housing affordability in
those cities wasn’ t good enough especially in Shanghai and Wuhan. No evidence showed that the situation of housing affordability in a
big city is certain to be worse than that in a smaller city.

Key Words: Housing Affordability; Housing Affordable Multiplier; Housing Affordable Degree; Housing Lorenz Curve; Housing Gini
Coefficient
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