
32 

Volume 23, Number 3 – September 2021 
C h i n a  A c c o u n t i n g  a n d  F i n a n c e  R e v i e w 

中 国 会 计 与 财 务 研 究 

2021 年 9 月 第 23 卷 第 3 期 

 
A Review of China Tax Research* 
 
Xiaoli Feng,1 Bin Ke,2 and Kai Zhu3 
 
 
Received 8th of February 2020  Accepted 8th of April 2021 
© The Author(s) 2021. This article is published with open access by The Hong Kong Polytechnic University. 
 
 

Abstract 
We conduct a comprehensive review of China tax research published in both English and 

Chinese journals since 1990. To provide an appropriate context for our review, we summarise 

the key institutional features of China’s tax system. We find that China offers many interesting 

institutional features that have not been fully exploited in past tax research. Our review 

suggests that China tax research is still a relatively neglected field, although the field has been 

growing in the past few years. We identify several promising new directions for future China 

tax research. 
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I. Introduction 

The objective of this study is to conduct a comprehensive review of tax research on 

Chinese firms. We cover all reputable Chinese and English journals in the fields of accounting, 

finance, economics, and management. Our review covers the time period 1990 to 2019. We 

start from 1990 because this was the inaugural year of China’s modern capital markets. 

Taking stock of existing China tax research is important because China is already the 

world’s number two economy and its many economic decisions have direct and indirect 

effects on other countries and territories. Taxation has always been an important policy tool 

used by the central government and local governments in China to stimulate the economy and 

encourage desired firm behaviour (Musgrave and Peacock, 1958). Taxation is also an 

important factor that corporate management considers in their strategic decisions. Hence, 

assessing the impact of taxation on Chinese firm behaviour is an important question not only 

to China but also to the entire world.  

As we show below, China tax research is still at an early stage. While there is a large 

literature on US firms’ tax reporting behaviour, the lessons and knowledge obtained from the 

US tax research may not apply to China due to the significant differences in China’s national 

tax system noted below.4 In addition, tax planning and enforcement are likely to depend on 

the conditions of a country’s social, economic, legal, and political environments. Considering 

the fundamental differences and diversity of China’s institutional environments across 

different regions, the same tax rules do not necessarily work in the same way in China as they 

do in other countries with different institutional environments. 

We start with an overview of China’s tax system. We highlight a few key institutional 

facts that could have a significant impact on firm behaviour. First, value-added tax (VAT) has 

always been the largest contributor to China’s annual tax revenue, representing 36% of total 

tax revenue in 2018. In contrast, corporate income tax, ranked second, represented only 21% 

of total annual tax revenue in 2018. The third largest contributor to China’s annual tax revenue 

is corporate business tax, which represented approximately 8% of annual tax revenue before 

the conversion of corporate business tax into VAT in 2016. Individual income tax constituted 

only 8% of China’s annual tax revenue in 2018.  

Second, Chinese firms are generally not allowed to file consolidated tax returns, which 

is different from in the United States. As a result, one naturally expects Chinese firms to 

behave differently in tax planning and compliance than firms from the United States, where 

consolidated federal income tax filing is permitted.  

Third, in China, both the central government and local governments are involved in 

collecting various taxes from business entities. There are significant cross-sectional and time-

series variations in the division of responsibilities for tax collection between the central 

                                                        
4 We acknowledge that there is also tax research in other countries (e.g. OECD countries), but we focus on 

the US tax research as a benchmark in this review. 
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government and local governments. In addition, there have been significant changes over time 

with regard to the sharing of the collected tax revenue between the central government and 

local governments. As the central government and local governments face different policy 

priorities and incentives (see Chow et al., 2020), the aforementioned differences in tax 

collection and sharing are expected to profoundly impact Chinese firms’ tax planning 

behaviour. 

Fourth, due to the confidentiality of firms’ tax returns, the existing English tax literature 

primarily relies on publicly listed firms’ tax footnote disclosures to gain a limited 

understanding of individual firms’ tax planning strategies. Unfortunately, due to the 

differences in China’s financial reporting and disclosure rules relative to say US GAAP, the 

available disclosure of corporate income taxes for most Chinese firms listed on the domestic 

stock exchanges is quite limited. For example, the effective tax rate reconciliation table 

commonly used in the US tax literature was not mandated for publicly listed Chinese firms 

on the two domestic stock exchanges prior to 2014. The Shanghai and Shenzhen stock 

exchanges only started to require publicly listed Chinese firms to use a common reporting 

format to report such information in their annual report in 2014. In addition, a firm’s VAT is 

not required to be separately disclosed in the income statement, even though business tax and 

add-on are required to be separately disclosed in the income statement. The limited disclosure 

of a firm’s various tax payments could be one impediment to China tax research. 

Consistent with Hanlon and Heitzman’s (2010) review of US tax research, we take a 

firm-centric approach to organise our review. Following this approach, we divide our review 

into three categories: (i) tax research that examines the determinants of Chinese firms’ tax 

burden; (ii) tax research that examines the consequences of various tax policies for Chinese 

firms’ behaviour; and (iii) a miscellaneous category for papers that cannot easily be fitted into 

the previous two categories.  

We draw the following major conclusions from our comprehensive review. First, most 

China tax research is published in Chinese language journals. We identify a total of 370 China 

tax papers published by both Chinese and English journals over the period 1990 to 2019, but 

only 9.4% of those papers are published in English language journals.  

Second, the majority of the English tax papers are published in second-tier journals. 

Interestingly, 74.29% of the English papers are published in accounting journals. This finding 

is surprising given the interdisciplinary nature of tax research. This finding also suggests that 

tax researchers in the accounting field have made the most significant contribution to the 

English language journals. In contrast, the majority (53.43%) of the tax papers in the Chinese 

language journals are published in journals in the economics field.  

Third, 91.43% of the tax research published in the English language journals uses the 

archival research method. On the other hand, only 42.46% of the tax research published in the 

Chinese language journals uses the archival research method; 53.71% of the tax research in 
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the Chinese language journals uses the analytical method, including both modelling (31.2%) 

and normative methods (22.51%). 

Fourth, there is an uneven distribution of the published papers across the major tax types. 

Among the English papers, 66.67% examine issues related to corporate income tax, whereas 

only 4 (11.11%) cover VAT and none cover business tax, even though these two taxes are 

ranked first and third, respectively, in terms of contribution to annual tax revenue. The Chinese 

papers are more evenly distributed, with 24.51% covering corporate income tax and 10.14% 

covering VAT, but only 2.54% of the Chinese papers are on business tax. 

The published tax papers cover a healthy mix of different research topics. With regard to 

the English papers, we focus on research topics on corporate income tax because close to 70% 

of these papers are about that tax. Most of the English papers examine the determinants and 

consequences of corporate income tax. Regarding determinants, the existing studies have 

examined various internal factors (e.g. political connections, internal control, internal 

organisational structure, and the characteristics of a firm’s business model) as well as external 

factors (e.g. ownership structure, auditors, tax reforms, and tax enforcement). With regard to 

the consequences of corporate income tax on corporate behaviour, the existing English papers 

have covered the following topics: financing, investment location choice, operating decisions 

(e.g. transfer pricing), and earnings management.  

There is more diversity in the research topics covered by the Chinese language papers. 

With regard to corporate income tax, the Chinese papers have examined various internal 

factors (e.g. political connections, internal control quality, employee size, and growth) and 

external factors (e.g. peer firms’ effective tax rates, ownership structure, tax enforcement 

intensity, degree of local government official corruption, local government’s fiscal condition, 

among others). In terms of the consequences of corporate income tax, the Chinese papers have 

considered the following aspects: financing, investment, operations, accounting performance, 

financial reporting, and asset pricing. However, no studies have examined the effect of 

corporate income tax on distribution policy. A sizeable percentage (30.77%) of the Chinese 

papers fall into the “other” category. These papers cover two major types of issues: accounting 

for corporate income tax and tax administration and tax system. 

Many of the Chinese tax papers also examine issues related to VAT. Among these studies, 

51.22% examine the consequences of VAT on corporate decisions, including investment, 

operating performance, financing, and asset pricing. Among the Chinese papers on VAT, 36.59% 

are classified as “other”, suggesting that many VAT-related studies are more related to tax 

policy design and administration rather than corporate tax planning.  

Our review identifies several potential avenues for future research. We discuss these 

possible future research directions in the conclusion section. 

The rest of the paper is organised as follows: Section II provides the relevant institutional 

background of China’s tax system; section III provides a broad statistical analysis of China 
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tax research across various dimensions; section IV summarises the key findings from the 

extant China tax research; and section V concludes the paper and presents our suggestions for 

future research. 

II. Institutional Background

This section provides an overview of China’s tax system. Such an overview is necessary 

in order to better interpret and extend the existing Chinese tax literature. Compared with the 

US federal tax system, China’s tax system has several important distinctions that are important 

for tax researchers. Most published China tax papers focus on one or two specific aspects of 

China’s tax system. As a result, many readers may not have a full picture of the complexities 

of the system.5 

2.1 Major Tax Types 

Figure 1 shows the contributions of China’s major types of taxes to China’s overall 

annual tax revenue. Due to data limitations, Figure 1 covers the period 1996 to 2018. The 

major tax types in 1996 included VAT (42%), business tax (17%), corporate income tax (13%), 

individual income tax (3%), and a miscellaneous category covering a variety of taxes, 

including consumption tax levied on luxury goods, duties, and so on.6 Due to a tax reform, 

China completed the conversion of business tax into VAT in 2016, and as a result, the share 

of VAT increased from 29% in 2016 to 36% in 2017. 

Compared with the United States, the distribution of tax revenue across the different tax 

types is different in China. For example, for a randomly picked year, namely 2015, VAT and 

business tax contributed 32% and 14%, respectively, to China’s total tax revenue, while 

corporate income tax represented 20% of total tax revenue. In contrast, for the same year, 

corporate income tax constituted only 11% of total US federal tax revenue, whereas individual 

income tax and payroll tax, which is shared equally between employees and employers, 

respectively made up 47% and 33% of total federal tax revenue (https://www.cbo.gov/about/

products/budget-economic-data#2).7 Hence, income taxes play a prominent role in the US 

federal tax system, whereas VAT plays a dominant role in China’s tax system. 

In the following sections, we will provide an overview of China’s top three types of taxes: 

VAT, business tax, and corporate income tax. We organise the discussion of each tax type 

according to the following broad questions: (i) which companies are subject to the tax? (ii) 

5 The following discussions are partially based on the China Taxation Yearbook and a Chinese book on 
China’s fiscal system reform by Yang (2018). We refer interested readers to this book for more detailed 
discussions of China’s fiscal system and related reforms. 

6 The definitions of corporate and individual income taxes are self-explanatory. VAT is a consumption tax 
placed on a product whenever value is added at each stage of the supply chain, from production to the point 
of sale. Business tax is levied on entities or individuals that provide labour services or sell intangible assets 
or real estate assets. 

7 We have ignored sales tax, a state tax in the United States, in this comparison. 
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what are the statutory tax rates? (iii) how is the tax collected and shared between local and 

central governments? and (iv) what information is required to be disclosed in the annual 

reports of publicly listed firms? 
 

Figure 1  Distribution of China’s Major Taxes 1996–2018 

 
Source: China Taxation Yearbook 

 

2.2 VAT 

VAT has a long history in China’s tax system (see Yang, 2018). Before the formal 

introduction of VAT in China around 1984, China imposed a turnover tax called the industrial 

and commercial tax (工商税) on sales of products. China gradually transited from product tax 

to VAT over the period 1984 to 1993. The passing of the Provisional Regulation on VAT (增

值税暂行条例) in December 1993 officially completed the transition from product tax to 

VAT and VAT became China’s main tax. However, during this period, VAT focused on 

manufacturing companies (生产型增值税). Starting from 2004, China expanded the scope of 

VAT by moving from manufacturing-oriented VAT to consumption-oriented VAT. This 

transition ended in 2008 with the revision of the Provisional Regulation on VAT.  

Table 1 shows the VAT tax rates for different types of products and services. The VAT 

tax rates are different for different categories of products and services. The highest VAT rate 

is 17% and the lowest is 6%. In addition, there has been a downward trend in the VAT tax 

rates over time due to the Chinese government deepening the reform of VAT to lower the tax 
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revenue of market participants (http://www.gov.cn/xinwen/2018-03/28/content_

5278110.htm). 

 

Table 1  VAT Tax Rates for Different Types of Products and Services 

Tax Item Prior to May 

2016 

May 2016–

April 2018

May 2018–

March 2019 

After April 

2019 

Selling goods or providing 

processing, repairing services, and 

importing goods 

17% 17% 16% 13% 

Agricultural products and books 13% 13% 10% 9% 

Sales of transportation services, etc.1

Land use rights, real estate 

 11% 10% 9% 

Sales of general service,2 transfer of

intangible assets 

 6% 6% 6% 

1. Selling transportation, postal, basic telecommunication, construction, or immovable leasing services; 
selling real estate; transferring land use rights 

2. Selling value-added telecommunication services, financial services, modern services (excluding tangible 
movable property and immovable leasing service), and life services; transferring intangible assets 
(excluding land use rights) 

Sources: This table was compiled by the authors from various public sources. 

 

China has two different types of taxes: national taxes (国税) and local taxes (地税). 

Hence, there are two different types of tax collectors: the State Taxation Administration (国

家税务局) for the collection of national taxes and local taxation administrations (地方税务

局) for the collection of local taxes. The State Taxation Administration is directly under the 

supervision of the central government, while local taxation administrations are under local 

government supervision. As the central government and local governments usually have 

different priorities and incentives, the incentives of the two types of tax collectors are also 

expected to be different from each other (see Chow et al. (2020) for a detailed discussion).  

VAT is a national tax, and therefore the collection of VAT has been the responsibility of 

the State Taxation Administration since 1993. However, except for the VAT collected by the 

Customs, the tax revenue collected from VAT was shared between the central government and 

the local government on the basis of a 75:25 ratio prior to 2016. The sharing ratio was changed 

to 50:50 in 2016 due to the reform of business tax. 

While VAT represents the largest component of China’s tax system, there is limited 

information on VAT from publicly listed Chinese firms. As VAT is a tax excluded in the price 

of goods/services (价外税), it is not recognised as a part of a firm’s expenditure and hence is 

not reflected in the income statement. However, VAT is reflected in the balance sheet as part 

of the overall taxes payable and also in the cash flow statement as part of the “various taxes 

paid by the firm” in the cash flows from operations. However, VAT-related cash flow is 

typically not separately disclosed in firms’ annual reports, which creates a significant 
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challenge for VAT-related tax research.8 

2.3 Business Tax 

Like VAT, business tax also resulted from China’s 1984 reform of industrial and 

commercial tax. As noted above, business tax focuses on labour services and sales of 

intangible assets or real estate assets by entities or individuals. It is computed on the basis of 

sales revenue. Table 2 shows China’s business tax rates for different types of transactions, 

which range from 3% to 20%.  

 

Table 2  Business Tax Rates for Different Types of Transactions 

Tax Item Contents Tax Rate 
Transportation Land, water, air, and pipeline transportation; loading and

unloading services 
3% 

Construction Construction, installation, repair, decoration, and other 
engineering operations 

3% 

Post and 
telecommunications 

3% 

Culture and sports 3% 
Entertainment The business of operating song-performance venues, dance 

halls, karaoke song and dance halls, music cafés, billiard halls, 
golf courses, bowling alleys, and amusement parks 

5%–20% 

Finance and insurance 
business 

5% 

Services Agency, hotel, catering, tourism, warehousing, leasing,
advertising, and other services 

5% 

Transfer of intangible 
assets 

Transfer of land use rights, patent rights, non-patent technology, 
trademark rights, copyrights, and goodwill 

5% 

Sales of real estate Sale of buildings and other land attachments 5% 

Sources: This table was compiled by the authors from various public sources. 

 

Starting from 2012, China launched the experiment of converting business tax into VAT. 

By May 2016, all industries in all provinces were required to implement this conversion.  

China’s 1994 tax reform had designated business tax as a local tax, and hence the 

collection of business tax had been the responsibility of local taxation administrations. After 

business tax, a local tax, was merged into VAT, a national tax, in 2016, the VAT sharing 

formula between the central government and a local government changed from 75:25 to 50:50 

to reflect the conversion of business tax. In addition, to win the support of local governments 

for the conversion of business tax into VAT, the central government guaranteed that a local 

government’s total tax revenue from the combined business tax and VAT after the tax reform 

would not fall below the tax revenue received from the two types of taxes in the base year 

                                                        
8 Economists usually estimate VAT for individual companies using indirect methods (e.g. Guan and Pan, 

2011; Fan and Peng, 2017). 
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2014.9 

According to the Chinese accounting standards, prior to the conversion of business tax 

into VAT, the amount of business tax was included in a firm’s expense account and had to be 

disclosed separately in the income statement as part of the category “business tax and add-

on”. 

2.4 Corporate Income Tax 

As an independent tax type, China’s corporate income tax started in 1950 when the 

Provisional Regulation on Industrial and Commercial Sector Taxation (工商业税暂行条例) 

was enacted. Compared with the US federal income tax system, a fundamental difference of 

China’s corporate income tax system is that consolidated corporate income tax returns are not 

allowed for holding companies with subsidiaries, except for a few special cases permitted by 

the tax authority.10 Instead, each individual legal entity is required to file its own tax return 

in the firm’s domicile province. In addition, prior to 2008, the inter-corporate dividend 

payments from a wholly or partially owned domestic subsidiary (investee) to the domestic 

parent holding company (investor) were subject to additional corporate income tax if the 

investor’s corporate tax rate was greater than the investee’s corporate tax rate 

(https://www.shui5.cn/article/98/22124.html). Since the 2008 tax reform, such inter-corporate 

dividend payments have been tax free if the holding period of such investment is at least one 

year.11  On the other hand, capital gains realised by one firm (investor) from selling its 

ownership in another firm (investee) are taxable at the investor’s regular corporate tax rate. 

Table 3 shows the evolution of China’s statutory corporate income tax rates for different 

types of businesses since 1980. Reflecting China’s communist history and the evolution of 

China’s economic reforms, the statutory corporate income tax rates have varied significantly 

across different types of businesses and over time. Prior to China’s 1994 tax reform that 

unified the tax rates for domestic businesses, domestic businesses faced higher statutory 

corporate tax rates than wholly owned foreign enterprises. For example, the maximum tax 

rate for large state-owned enterprises (SOEs) was 55%, while the maximum tax rate for 

privately owned domestic enterprises was 60%. In contrast, eligible foreign enterprises 

enjoyed a lower tax rate of 33% prior to 1994. The 2008 tax reform further unified the tax 

rates to a common rate of 25% for domestic enterprises and foreign enterprises.12 To spur the 

development of China’s economy and high-tech industry, however, firms domiciled in special 

                                                        
9 See Circular of the State Council on Printing and Issuing the Transition Program for Adjusting the Division 

of Central and Local Value-Added Tax Income After Comprehensively Promoting the Pilot Program for 
Replacing Business Tax with Value-Added Tax issued on 30 April 2016. According to one anonymous 
government official, the tax revenue sharing could be also affected by other discretionary factors, and hence 
the exact sharing ratio is unknown to the public. 

10 The list of such special cases is not publicly disclosed. 
11 US corporate entities are allowed a dividend received deduction for such inter-corporate dividends ranging 

from 50% (if ownership is less than 20%) to 100% (if ownership is over 80%). 
12 The companies that previously enjoyed lower tax rates were allowed a phase-in period of five years. 
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economic zones and high-tech firms can continue to enjoy the preferential tax rate of 15%.  
 
Table 3  Evolution of China’s Statutory Corporate Income Tax Rates for Different 
Types of Businesses 

Type of Enterprise 1980–1983 1983–1994 1994–2008 2008–2012 After 2012 

Wholly foreign-owned 
enterprises 

33% 33% 33% 25% 25% 
(2-year 

exemptions 
and 3-year 
halves） 

(2-year 
exemptions 
and 3-year 
halves） 

(2-year 
exemptions 
and 3-year 
halves） 

(2-year 
exemptions 
and 3-year 
halves） 

(2-year 
exemptions 
and 3-year 
halves） 

Enterprises in special 
economic zones 

15% 15% 15% 15% 15% 

Designated economic 
zones 

24% 24% 24% 25% 25% 

Large state-owned 
enterprises 

 

55% plus 

33% 25% 25% profit 
adjustment 

tax 

State-owned enterprises 
that are small or in 
specific industries 

 

Excess 
progressive 
tax of 7% to 

44% plus 
profit 

adjustment 
tax  

33% 25% 25% 

Collective enterprises  10–55% 33% 25% 25% 
Non-state-owned 
enterprises 

 7–60% 33% 25% 25% 

Small and micro 
enterprises 

  27%, 18% 20% 20% 

High-tech enterprises  15% 15% 15% 
Enterprises enjoying the 
preferential tax rate of 
15% prior to 2008 
(including foreign-
funded enterprises, 
domestic-funded, but 
not high-tech or special 
economic zone, 
enterprises) 

   

2008: 18% 
2009: 20% 
2010: 22% 
2011: 24% 
2012: 25% 

25% 

Sources: This table was compiled by the authors from various public sources. 

 

The collection of China’s corporate income tax is quite complex and varies over time. 

Table 4 provides a summary of the tax collection authority for different types of businesses 

over time. Prior to the merger of the State Taxation Administration and local taxation 

administration in 2018, corporate income tax was collected by either the State Taxation 

Administration or the local taxation administration, depending on the firm type and year of 

incorporation. 
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Table 4  Corporate Income Tax Collection Authority for Different Types of Businesses 

Company Type Tax Attribution Tax Collection Agency 
Prior to 2002 

Central government-owned enterprises Central finance 
State Taxation 
Administration 

Local government-owned enterprises, collective 
enterprises, and private enterprises 

Local finance 
Local Taxation 
Administration 

Foreign companies 
Shared between central 
finance (30%) and local 

finance (3%) 

State Taxation 
Administration 

2002–2009 
Railway transport, state postal service, four 
major state-owned banks, three policy banks, 
offshore oil and gas companies, China National 
Petroleum Corporation, China Petrochemical 
Corporation 

Central finance 
State Taxation 
Administration 

Most central government-owned enterprises 
Shared between central 

finance and local finance
State Taxation 
Administration 

Existing local government-owned enterprises 
and private enterprises 

Shared between central 
finance and local finance

Local Taxation 
Administration 

Foreign companies 
Shared between central 

finance and local finance
State Taxation 
Administration 

Newly established enterprises 
Shared between central 

finance and local finance
State Taxation 
Administration 

2009–2018 
Railway transport, state postal service, four 
major state-owned banks, three policy banks, 
offshore oil and gas companies, China National 
Petroleum Corporation, China Petrochemical 
Corporation 

Central finance 
State Taxation 
Administration 

Most central state-owned enterprises 
established prior to 2002 

Shared between central 
finance and local finance

State Taxation 
Administration 

Local state-owned enterprises and private 
enterprises established prior to 2002 

Shared between central 
finance and local finance

Local Taxation 
Administration 

Foreign companies 
Shared between central 

finance and local finance
State Taxation 
Administration 

Enterprises established during the period 2002 
to 2009 

Shared between central 
finance and local finance

State Taxation 
Administration 

Enterprises established after 2009 (pay VAT) 
Shared between central 

finance and local finance
State Taxation 
Administration 

Enterprises established after 2009 (pay business 
tax) 

Shared between central 
finance and local finance

Local Taxation 
Administration 

2018–now: Combination of State Taxation Administration and Local Taxation Administration 
Railway transport, state postal service, four 
major state-owned banks, three policy banks, 
offshore oil and gas companies, China National 
Petroleum Corporation, China Petrochemical 
Corporation 

Central finance 
State Taxation 
Administration 

Other companies 
Shared between central 

finance and local finance
State Taxation 
Administration 

Sources: This table was compiled by the authors from various public sources. 



A Review of China Tax Research 43 

Table 5  Chinese Accounting Regulations on Accounting for Corporate Income Tax 

Year Accounting Accounting 
method of 
corporate 
income tax 

Tax law Nature of 
corporate 
income tax 

Differences 
between financial 
accounting and 
tax accounting 

Prior to 
1992 

Industry 
Accounting 

system 

 No separate tax 
accounting 

Profit 
distribution 

None 

Year 1992 Corporate 
Accounting 
Standards, 
Corporate 

Finance General 
Rules 

Tax payable 
method 

No separate tax 
accounting 

Profit 
distribution 

None 

Year 1994  Corporate 
Accounting 
Standards, 
Corporate 

Finance General 
Rules 

Tax payable 
method 

Corporate 
Income Tax Law

Expense None 

1998–2001 Corporate 
Accounting 

System, 
Corporate 

Accounting 
Standards, 
Corporate 

Finance General 
Rules 

Tax payable 
method 

Corporate 
Income Tax Law

Expense Increase due to 
accounting 
standards that allow 
provision and 
reversal for 
impairment, but 
corporate income 
tax expense in 
Income Sheet 
equals tax payable 

2006 Corporate 
Accounting 
Standards, 
Corporate 

Finance General 
Rules 

Balance sheet 
liability method 

Corporate 
Income Tax Law

Expense Income tax expense 
in Income 
Statement does not 
equal tax payable; 
deferred tax 
appears; income tax 
expense equals the 
sum of tax payable 
and deferred tax 

2007 Corporate 
Accounting 
Standards, 
Corporate 

Finance General 
Rules 

Balance sheet 
liability method 

Corporate 
Income Tax Law

Expense Companies can 
voluntarily disclose 
the effective tax 
rate reconciliation 
from accounting 
profits to taxable 
income 

2014 Corporate 
Accounting 
Standards, 
Corporate 

Finance General 
Rules 

Balance sheet 
liability method 

Corporate 
Income Tax Law

Expense Shanghai and 
Shenzhen securities 
exchanges provide 
a disclosure format 
for the effective tax 
rate reconciliation 

Sources: This table was compiled by the authors from various public sources. 
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Table 4 shows the evolution of corporate income tax revenue sharing between the central 

government and the local governments. Prior to 2002, the corporate income tax revenue 

collected from central government controlled firms (central SOEs) belonged to the central 

government, while the corporate income tax revenue collected from local government 

controlled firms and privately owned firms belonged to local government. The corporate 

income tax revenue collected from foreign controlled enterprises (33%) was shared between 

the central government and local governments in the proportion of 30%:3%. The 2002 tax 

reform significantly changed the balance of power between the central government and local 

governments by forcing most of the corporate income tax revenue to be shared between the 

two levels of government. The only exceptions are the following sectors and companies whose 

corporate income taxes still belong to the central government only: railway transport, state 

postal service, four major state-owned banks, three policy banks, the China National 

Petroleum Corporation, and the China Petrochemical Corporation. The sharing formula 

between the central government and a local government was 50:50 in 2002 and 60:40 after 

2002, based on the increment of corporate income tax revenue in a year relative to the local 

government’s tax revenue in 2001, the base year. For example, assume that a local 

government’s corporate income tax revenue was $100 in 2001 and $120 in 2002: The 

corporate income tax revenue belonging to the local government would be $110 ($100 in base 

year+(120-100)*50%).13 To win the support of local governments for the 2002 tax reform, 

the sharing formula was designed in such a way that a local government’s tax revenue after 

the 2002 reform would not be less than the tax revenue it collected in the base year of 2001.  

Publicly listed Chinese firms listed on the two domestic stock exchanges are required to 

disclose relevant information on their corporate income tax payment. Table 5 summarises the 

relevant disclosure requirements over time. Prior to 2006, publicly listed Chinese firms were 

only required to use the tax payable method (i.e. the current tax only) to report their corporate 

income tax expense in the income statement. From 2006 onwards, publicly listed Chinese 

firms have been required to use the balance sheet liability method (i.e. both the current tax 

and deferred tax) to report their corporate income tax expense in the income statement. 

Starting from 2007, publicly listed Chinese firms have been required to provide a 

reconciliation of the book income and taxable income in their annual report, but due to lack 

of enforcement and explicit regulatory requirements, the quality of compliance with the rule 

varies significantly across firms. It was not until 2014 that the Shanghai Stock Exchange and 

the Shenzhen Stock Exchange started to require listed firms to use a common reporting format 

to disclose their book-tax reconciliation. 

2.5 Information Technologies in Tax Enforcement 

The Chinese tax authority has made significant investment in adopting information 

                                                        
13 See http://www.gov.cn/gongbao/content/2002/content_61880.htm. 
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technologies in tax law enforcement. More specifically, the State Taxation Administration 

implemented three phases of an ambitious Golden Tax Project (GTP) to modernise the tax 

enforcement systems. GTP-Phase One was launched in 1994 and targeted VAT evasion by 

using computers to automatically identify potential tax evasion problems from the VAT 

invoices that were manually entered into the computer system. Phase One contained two 

systems: VAT cross-checking and VAT anti-counterfeiting tax control. The first phase covered 

50 institutions as an internal trial experiment. Due to significant errors in manual data entry, 

GTP-Phase One was eventually discontinued.  

Launched in August 2000, GTP-Phase Two continued to target VAT tax evasion. An 

important feature of the second phase was the integration of four previously stand-alone 

information systems—invoicing, authentication, cross-checking, and investigation support—

across the entire country and making the entire system online. Phase Two also integrated 

China Custom’s VAT payment data into the national system. By integrating the data across 

different systems and across the whole country via an online platform, GTP-Phase Two should 

have significantly reduced the information asymmetry among the tax enforcement 

departments across the country. 

The State Taxation Administration launched GTP-Phase Three in 2012 as a trial and then 

expanded the programme to the entire country in 2016. GTP-Phase Three has been the tax 

collection and supervision system in China since 2016. It merged the databases of the central 

and local tax administrations in 2019 following the combination of the two administrations in 

2018. One key difference of GTP-Phase Three is the expansion of the national information 

system to all taxes and all tax administration offices across China. Similar to GTP-Phase Two, 

the third phase covered all aspects of the tax enforcement, including collection operations, 

administration, external information, and decision support. 

 

III. A Statistical Analysis of the Chinese Tax Literature 

Our review covers all published papers on China tax research in both English and 

Chinese language journals since 1990, the year which marked the beginning of China’s 

modern financial markets. Our cut-off date is 31 December 2019. Table 6 presents the list of 

the journals included in this review covering the following fields: accounting, finance, 

economics, and management. This list is based on the A/B journal lists of a few representative 

Chinese universities, including Beijing University, Hong Kong Polytechnic University, 

Shanghai University of Finance and Economics, and Wuhan University. As tax research is not 

a major focus of English language journals in management, we include only Management 

Science for the field of management.  

For the English papers, we first used the keywords “China” or “Chinese” to identify all 

the papers about China and then used the keyword “tax” to narrow down the China tax papers. 

For the Chinese papers, we used the keyword “税” (tax) to identify the initial list of Chinese 
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tax papers. We read each paper to identify the final list of relevant tax papers. Our screening 

procedures resulted in a total of 34 China tax papers published in the English journals and 335 

China tax papers in the Chinese journals over the 30-year period from 1990 to 2019. As a 

comparison, we identified close to 500 China non-tax papers in the same time period 

published by the same English journals listed in Table 6, excluding China Accounting and 

Finance Review, which is almost exclusively dedicated to China research. These numbers 

suggest that China tax research is still at an early stage, especially for the English journals.  

 

Table 6  List of English and Chinese Journals Included in this Review 

Panel A: A/B Level English Language Journal List 

Accounting 

A level B level 

Journal of Accounting Research Accounting Horizons 

Contemporary Accounting Research Accounting, Organizations and Society 

Journal of Accounting and Economics Auditing: A Journal of Practice and Theory 

Review of Accounting Studies Journal of Accounting and Public Policy 

The Accounting Review Journal of Accounting, Auditing and Finance 

  Journal of Business Finance and Accounting 

  Journal of International Accounting Research 

  Journal of Management Accounting Research 

  Journal of the American Taxation Association 

  Management Accounting Research 

  China Accounting and Finance Review 

Finance 

A level B level 

Journal of Finance Financial Management 

Journal of Financial Economics Journal of Banking and Finance 

Journal of Financial and Quantitative Analysis Journal of Corporate Finance 

Review of Financial Studies Journal of Empirical Finance 

Journal of Business Journal of Financial Intermediation 

Management 

A level B level 

Management Science 

Economics 

A level B level 

American Economic Review Journal of Public Economics 

Econometrica Journal of Public Economic Theory 

Journal of Economic Theory 

Journal of Law & Economics 

Journal of Political Economy 

Quarterly Journal of Economics 

RAND Journal of Economics 



A Review of China Tax Research 47 

Panel B: A/B level Chinese Language Journal List 

Accounting 

A level B level 
 会计研究 (Accounting Research) 
 审计研究 (Auditing Research) 

 

中国会计与财务研究 (China Accounting and 

Finance Review) 
 中国会计评论 (China Accounting Review) 

Finance 

A level B level 
 金融研究(Journal of Financial Research) 

Management 

A level B level 

管理世界 (Management World) 南开管理评论 (Nankai Business Review) 

 

管理科学学报 (Journal of Management 

Sciences in China) 

Economics 

A level B level 

经济研究 (Economic Research Journal) 经济学（季刊）(China Economic Quarterly) 
 中国工业经济 (China Industrial Economics) 
 世界经济 (World Economy) 

Sources: The A/B journal list is based on the A/B level journal lists of Wuhan University, Shanghai University 
of Finance and Economics, Beijing University, and The Hong Kong Polytechnic University with two 
modifications. First, we drop the Journal of Finance and Economics (Chinese language) because this B-level 
journal appears only on the list of Shanghai University of Finance and Economics and is published by that 
institution. Second, we add China Accounting Review because this journal and its annual conference are 
influential among Chinese accounting researchers. As regards English language journals in the area of 
management, we only keep Management Science because tax is not a main topic in management journals. 

 

It is clear that most Chinese tax papers are published in the Chinese journals. Figure 2 

also shows the time series distribution of the English journal papers and Chinese journal 

papers, respectively. It is encouraging to note that both the number of English journal papers 

and the number of Chinese journal papers have increased significantly in the last few years.  

Table 7 shows the distribution of the published papers by research field. With regard to 

the English papers, 73.53% are published in the accounting journals, suggesting that 

accounting researchers have made a substantial contribution to the tax literature in the English 

journals. In contrast, 53.43% of the Chinese journal tax papers are published in the economics 

journals. Only 11.04% of the Chinese journal tax papers are published in the Chinese 

accounting journals, the same proportion as in the Chinese finance journals. Interestingly, 

24.48% of the tax papers are published in the Chinese management journals. Since Economic 

Research Journal (经济研究) in the economics field and Management World (管理世界) in 

the management field are regarded as A-level journals in the accounting field, we suspect that 

the proportion of Chinese language tax papers published in (a) economics journals and (b) 
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management journals is partially due to the contribution of accounting scholars. 

 
Figure 2  Yearly Distribution of English Journal Papers and Chinese Journal Papers 

Panel A: English Journals 

 
Panel B: Chinese Journals

 
 
Table 7  Distribution of the Published Papers by Research Field 

Panel A: English Journals 

Area Frequency Percentage 

Accounting 25 73.53% 

Economics 5 14.71% 

Finance 4 11.76% 

Management 0 0.00% 

Total 34 100% 
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Panel B: Chinese Journals 

Area Frequency Percentage  

Accounting 37 11.04% 

Economics 179 53.43% 

Finance 37 11.04% 

Management 82 24.48% 

Total 335 100% 
 

Table 8 shows the distribution of the published papers by research method. Regarding 

the English journals, 91.18% of the published English papers used the archival research 

method. This finding is not too surprising given the dominance of the archival research 

method in global business research. As regards the Chinese journals, only 42.46% of the 

papers used the archival research method; 53.71% of the Chinese journal papers used the 

analytical method, including modelling (31.20%) and normative (22.51%) methods. 
 
Table 8  Distribution of the Published Papers by Research Method 

Panel A: English Journals 
Methodology Frequency Percentage Sub-methodology Frequency Percentage 

Analytical 3 8.82% 
Model 2 5.88% 

Normative 1 2.94% 
Archival 31 91.18%  
Other 0 0.00%  
Questionnaire 0 0.00%  
Case study 0 0.00%  
Other 0 0.00%  
Total 34 100.00%  
Panel B: Chinese Journals 
Methodology Frequency Percentage Sub-methodology Frequency Percentage 

Analytical 210 53.71% 
Model 122 31.20% 

Normative 88 22.51% 
Archival 166 42.46%  
Other 2 0.51%  
Questionnaire 3 0.77%  
Case study 1 0.26%  
Other 9 2.30%  
Total 391 100.00%  
Note: There are 55 papers using both analytical and archival methods and one paper using both questionnaire 
and analytical methods, so the total frequency is 391 instead of 335. 

 

Table 9 shows the distribution of the types of taxes examined in the published papers. 

Regarding the English journal papers, 68.57% of the papers examine corporate income tax, 

but only 11.43% examine VAT, the largest component of China’s tax system. While corporate 

income tax is also the most popular tax topic (24.51%) in the Chinese journal publications, 

there are also many studies that examine other types of tax, including VAT (10.14%), 

comprehensive tax (14.93%), and other (17.75%). There are small percentages of papers on 
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individual income taxes in both the English language (5.71%) and Chinese language (5.35%) 

journals. 

 
Table 9  Distribution of the Types of Taxes Examined in the Published Papers 

 Panel A: English Journals   Panel B: Chinese Journals 
Tax Frequency Percentage  Frequency Percentage 
Agricultural tax 0 0.00% 7 1.97% 
Business tax 0 0.00% 9 2.54% 
Carbon tax 0 0.00% 10 2.82% 
Commodity tax 1 2.86% 0 0.00% 
Comprehensive 1 2.86% 53 14.93% 
Consumption tax 0 0.00% 7 1.97% 
Corporate income tax 24 68.57% 87 24.51% 
Customs tax 1 2.86% 11 3.10% 
Environmental tax 0 0.00% 11 3.10% 
Export tax rebate 0 0.00% 7 1.97% 
Fuel tax 0 0.00% 2 0.56% 
Insurance commodity tax 0 0.00% 1 0.28% 
Mint tax 0 0.00% 11 3.10% 
Individual income tax 2 5.71% 19 5.35% 
Property tax 0 0.00% 13 3.66% 
Social insurance tax 0 0.00% 2 0.56% 
Stamp duty 0 0.00% 1 0.28% 
Sulphur tax 0 0.00% 1 0.28% 
Tobacco tax 0 0.00% 1 0.28% 
Tobin tax 1 2.86% 2 0.56% 
Value-added tax 4 11.43% 36 10.14% 
Vehicle acquisition tax 0 0.00% 1 0.28% 
Other 1 2.86% 63 17.75% 
Total 35 100.00%   355 100.00% 

Note: There is one English journal paper that discusses both custom tax and value-added tax. The total 
frequency for English journals is 35 instead of 34. As regards the Chinese language journals, one paper 
discusses consumption tax and fuel tax; two papers discuss corporate income tax and individual income tax; 
one paper discusses environmental tax and individual income tax; two papers discuss value-added tax and 
business tax; one paper discusses value-added tax and comprehensive tax issues; three papers discuss value-
added tax, consumption tax, and business tax; and three papers discuss value-added tax and corporate income 
tax. Therefore, the total frequency for Chinese language journals is 355 instead of 335. 

 

IV. Key Findings from the Chinese Tax Literature 

This section provides a more detailed discussion of the findings from the Chinese tax 

literature since 1990. At the outset we wish to note that we take each paper’s findings as given. 

In other words, we do not provide a detailed critique of each paper’s hypothesis development, 

research design, and interpretation of empirical results. Such an in-depth review is beyond the 

scope of this study. In addition, we do not provide a summary of each paper in this review. 

Instead, we synthesise each stream of literature by identifying the conceptual constructs 

behind each paper’s key explanatory variables and dependent variables. We classify all the 
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China tax papers into a theoretical framework in tables 10 and 11. The online appendix 

provides detailed information on the classification of each paper covered in this review. In 

addition, we summarise each paper’s research question, key independent variables and 

dependent variables, sample, and key findings. In the following review discussions, we will 

focus on the conceptual constructs rather than specific empirical proxies for each category of 

the conceptual framework. We refer interested readers to the online appendix for a detailed 

description of the specific proxies used by the covered papers. 

 
Table 10  Distribution of the Published English Papers Per Our Conceptual 
Framework 

Panel A: Corporate Income Tax 
Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 

Item Freq. Percent. Item Freq. Percent. Item Freq. Percent. Item Freq. Percent. 

Determinants 15 60.00%

I 5 20.00% 

Strategy/Business 
Model 

1 4.00%    

Organisation 
Structure 

1 4.00%    

Learning & 
Growth 

3 12.00%

Employee 
competence 

2 8.00% 

Internal 
governance 

1 4.00% 

Information 
system/ 
Technology 

0 0.00% 

E 10 40.00% 

Peers/ 
Competitors 

0 0.00%
  

Supply Chain 0 0.00%   
Capital Providers 5 20.00%   
Auditor 1 4.00%   
Government 4 16.00%   
Community 0 0.00%   
Macro 
Environment 

0 0.00%    

Consequences 8 32.00%

   
Financing 
Activities 

3 12.00%    

   Investment 1 4.00%   

   
Operating 
Decisions 

1 4.00%
  

   
Accounting 
Performance 

0 0.00%
  

   
Financial 
Reporting 

3 12.00%
  

   Distribution Policy 0 0.00%   
   Asset Pricing 0 0.00%   

Other 2 8.00%

   
Accounting 
Treatment 

0 0.00%    

   
Macro 
Consequences 

0 0.00%
   

   
Tax Administration
and Tax system 

2 8.00%    

Total 25 1    Total 25 1    

Note: There is one paper which investigates both determinants and consequences, so the total number is 25 instead of 24. 
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Panel B: Value-Added Tax 
Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 

Item Freq. Percent. Item Freq. Percent. Item Freq. Percent. Item Freq. Percent. 

Determinants 1 25.00%

I 0 0.00% 

Strategy/Business 
Model 

0 0.00%    

Organisation 
Structure 

0 0.00%    

Learning & 
Growth 

0 0.00%

Employee 
Competence 

0 0.00% 

Internal 
Governance 

0 0.00% 

Information 
system/ 
Technology 

0 0.00% 

E 1 25.00% 

Peers/Competitors 0 0.00%   
Supply Chain 0 0.00%   
Capital Providers 0 0.00%   
Auditor 0 0.00%   
Government 1 25.00%   
Community 0 0.00%   
Macro 
Environment 

0 0.00%    

Consequences 2 50.00%

   Financing 
Activities 

0 0.00%    

Investment 0 0.00%   
Operating 
Decisions 

1 25.00%
  

Accounting 
Performance 

0 0.00%
  

Financial 
Reporting 

0 0.00%
  

Distribution Policy 0 0.00%   
Asset Pricing 1 25.00%   

Other 1 25.00%

   
Accounting 
Treatment 

0 0.00%    

   
Macro 
Consequences 

0 0.00%
   

   
Tax Administration
and Tax system 

1 25.00%    

Total 4      Total 4 1    

 

As the China tax literature primarily focuses on corporate income tax and VAT (see Table 

9), we limit our discussion in this section to these two types of taxes. We adopt the perspective 

of a corporate tax planner in the organisation of our discussion by focusing on the 

determinants and consequences of corporate taxation. We put papers that cannot fit into these 

two categories (e.g. papers that focus on the tax administration) into a third miscellaneous 

category labelled “other”. Tables 10 and 11 provide a summary of the English and Chinese 

language China tax papers, respectively, using the above classification framework.  

We divide the determinants into two types: internal vs. external determinants. The 

internal determinants are divided into two types on the basis of the framework of the balanced 
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score card: (i) internal perspective, which covers factors related to characteristics associated 

with a firm’s business model and organisational structure; (ii) learning and growth, which 

covers employee competence, internal governance, and technologies. The external 

determinants are divided into the following types on the basis of the identities of a firm’s 

external stakeholders: (i) peers/competitors, (ii) supply chain partners, (iii) capital providers 

(e.g. ownership structure), (iv) auditors, (v) government agencies (e.g. tax law change, tax 

enforcement, book-tax conformity), (vi) local community (e.g. consumers and civic groups), 

and (vii) macro environment factors. With regard to the consequences of corporate taxation, 

we classify the papers on the basis of the following crucial components of a firm’s value chain: 

(i) financing, (ii) investment, (iii) operations, (iv) financial reporting, (v) distribution policy, 

(vi) asset pricing, and (vii) overall firm performance. Finally, we divide all papers in the “other” 

category into three types: (i) accounting for corporate income tax, (ii) tax administration and 

tax system, and (iii) macro effects of corporate taxation. 

 
Table 11  Distribution of the Published Chinese Papers Per Our Conceptual 
Framework 

Panel A: Corporate Income Tax 
Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 

Item Freq. Percent. Item Freq. Percent. Item Freq. Percent. Item Freq. Percent. 

Determinants 33 36.26%

I 5 5.49% 

Strategy/Business 
Model 

3 3.30%    

Organisation 
Structure 

0 0.00%    

Learning & 
Growth 

2 2.20%

Employee 
Competence 

1 1.10% 

Internal 
Governance 

1 1.10% 

Information 
system/ 
Technology 

0 0.00% 

E 28 30.77% 

Peers/Competitors 3 3.30%    
Supply Chain 0 0.00%    
Capital Providers 6 6.59%    
Auditor 0 0.00%    
Government 15 16.48%    
Community 0 0.00%    
Macro 
Environment 

4 4.40%    

Consequences 30 32.97%

   
Financing 
Activities 

7 7.69%    

   Investment 3 3.30%    

   
Operating 
Decisions 

5 5.49%
   

   
Accounting 
Performance 

5 5.49%
   

   
Financial 
Reporting 

5 5.49%
   

   Distribution Policy 0 0.00%    
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   Asset Pricing 5 5.49%    

Other 28 30.77%

   
Accounting 
Treatment 

10 10.99%    

   
Macro 
Consequences 

4 4.40%
   

   
Tax 
Administration 
and Tax system 

14 15.38%    

Total 91 100%    Total 91 100%    

Note: There are three papers which investigate both determinants and consequences and one paper that discusses two 
consequences of corporate income tax, FR & AP. So the total number is 91 instead of 87. 

 
Panel B: Value-Added Tax 

Level 1 Level 2 Level 3 Level 4 
Item Freq. Percent. Item Freq. Percent. Item Freq. Percent. Item Freq. Percent. 

Determinants 5 12.20%

I 0 0.00% 

Strategy/Business 
Model 

0 0.00%    

Organisation 
Structure 

0 0.00%    

Learning & 
Growth 

0 0.00%

Employee 
Competence 

0 0.00% 

Internal 
Governance 

0 0.00% 

Information 
system/ 
Technology 

0 0.00% 

E 5 12.20% 

Peers/Competitors 0 0.00%    
Supply Chain 0 0.00%    
Capital Providers 2 4.88%    
Auditor 0 0.00%    
Government 3 7.32%    
Community 0 0.00%    
Macro 
Environment 

0 0.00%    

Consequences 21 51.22%

   
Financing 
Activities 

3 7.32%    

   Investment 8 19.51%    

   
Operating 
Decisions 

3 7.32%
   

   
Accounting 
Performance 

5 12.20%
   

   
Financial 
Reporting 

0 0.00%
   

   Distribution Policy 0 0.00%    
   Asset Pricing 2 4.88%    

Other 15 36.59%

   
Accounting 
Treatment 

2 4.88%    

   
Macro 
Consequences 

9 21.95%
   

   
Tax 
Administration 
and Tax System 

4 9.76%    

Total 41 100%    Total 41 100%    

Note: There are two papers that discuss the consequences of VAT on investment and operating performance; one paper that 
discusses the consequences of VAT on investment, operating decisions, and the determinants of VAT; and one paper that 
discusses both the determinants and consequences of VAT, so the total number is 41 instead of 36. 
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4.1 Corporate Income Tax 

4.1.1 English papers 

We first discuss the English papers on corporate income tax. As shown in Panel A of 

Table 10, 25 English papers examine issues related to corporate income tax; 60% (15) of these 

papers examine determinants of corporate income taxation and 32% (8) examine the 

consequences of corporate income taxation. Two papers belong to the “other” category.  

We discuss the determinants first. The existing literature has examined four of the five 

categories of internal determinants. What is missing is the role of a firm’s information 

technologies in affecting corporate income tax revenue. This result is surprising given the 

widespread adoption of information technologies by corporations and the importance of 

information technologies to corporate planning. One potential reason for this lack of research 

is that data on individual firms’ information technologies are proprietary and hence may not 

be readily accessible by academic researchers.  

With regard to the external determinants of corporate income tax burden, most papers in 

the existing literature focus on two categories: capital providers and government agencies. 

There is one paper on the role of external auditors on corporate income tax reporting. There 

are no papers on the other four external determinants (i.e. peers/competitors, supply chain, 

community, and macro environment). 

With regard to the consequences of corporate income tax policies, there is at least one 

paper covering each of the following categories of consequences: financing, investment, 

operations, and financial reporting. There are no papers that examine the other three categories 

of consequences: distribution policy, asset pricing, and firm performance. Given China’s 

distinctive institutional and regulatory environments and corporate ownership structure (i.e. 

SOEs vs. non-SOEs), one would naturally expect the impact of corporate income tax on those 

latter consequence variables to be different in China as compared to other countries, and 

therefore the English literature could consider exploring these important issues in future 

research. 

There are only two papers in the “others” category. These papers examine the Chinese 

tax authority’s tax enforcement behaviour. There are no papers on the accounting for corporate 

income tax or macro consequences. As noted in section II, China’s accounting regulation on 

corporate income tax went through several different regimes. Hence, it is surprising that no 

study has exploited such exogenous variations in the accounting regulation to address 

interesting research questions. 

4.1.2 Chinese papers 

Panel A of Table 11 shows the distribution of the 91 Chinese language papers on 

corporate income tax. There is significant overlap in the research topics between the Chinese 

papers and the English papers. In terms of determinants, a significant percentage of papers in 



56 Feng, Ke, and Zhu 

both the English and Chinese literatures examine “capital provider” and “government”. In 

terms of consequences, a significant percentage of papers in both the English and Chinese 

literatures examine “financing activities” and “financial reporting”. Similar to the English 

literature, the following research areas are under-researched in the Chinese literature: (i) 

determinants: the effects of information system/technology, supply chain, and auditors; (ii) 

consequences: the impact of corporate taxation on corporate distribution policy.  

However, there are also several important differences between the English and Chinese 

literatures. First, as expected, there are more Chinese papers than English papers (91 vs. 25). 

Second, the Chinese papers fill some of the missing holes in the conceptual framework. 

Specifically, there is at least one Chinese paper that examines peers/competitors and macro 

environment as determinants and distribution policy, asset pricing, and firm performance as 

consequences. In addition, there are multiple papers in the “other category” that examine 

issues related to accounting for income tax and the macro consequences of corporate income 

tax. 

4.2 VAT 

There are only four published VAT papers in the English literature (see Panel B of Table 

10), while there are 41 such papers in the Chinese literature (see Panel B of Table 11). Hence, 

we combine our review for the English and Chinese literatures as a whole. Compared with 

the English and Chinese literatures on corporate income tax, the combined English and 

Chinese literatures on VAT have fewer papers on the determinants of VAT. Instead, there is a 

significant percentage of VAT papers in both the “consequences” and “other” categories. 

Among the very few papers on the determinants of VAT, no study examines the effects 

of internal determinants on VAT. Six papers examine the external determinants of VAT, but 

the majority (4/6) examine the role of the government (including VAT tax rates and VAT tax 

reforms) on firms’ tax burden.  

With regard to the consequences of VAT, we find that almost all papers examine the 

effects of China’s VAT reforms in different time periods (see section 2 for the institutional 

details) on various corporate outcomes, including financing, investment, operations, overall 

accounting performance, and stock prices. There are no papers on the consequences of VAT 

on financial reporting and dividend policy. This omission seems surprising considering the 

fact that VAT also affects a firm’s cash flows.  

There are also a significant number of papers (15) in the “other” category. About half of 

these papers are not empirical but instead discuss various conceptual issues about VAT. The 

remaining papers deal with the macro consequences of VAT. The papers in this category are 

typically the focus of public finance researchers. 

 

V. Conclusion and Suggestions for Future Research 
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We perform a comprehensive review of China tax research since 1990, covering the 

major English and Chinese journals recognised by mainland Chinese universities. To provide 

the appropriate context for our review, we also discuss the institutional background of China’s 

tax system. There are a few concluding remarks we can draw from our review. First, China 

offers a rich setting to examine many potentially interesting questions related to tax. In 

particular, we wish to highlight the following key features:14 (i) there are several different 

types of major corporate taxes; (ii) consolidated tax filing is not allowed for most firms; (iii) 

there are two major types of ownership structure in China: state controlled firms vs. privately 

controlled firms; (iv) both the central government and local governments, who often have 

different incentives, are involved in collecting the various taxes from business entities. Some 

published papers have already exploited some of these institutional features (e.g. ownership 

structure). Second, our review suggests that many specific areas of China tax research are still 

under-explored. Hence, there appears to be promising low-hanging fruits available for future 

researchers to pick up. 

It is always difficult to predict the future. Nevertheless, our comprehensive review 

suggests several promising directions for future research. First, there is an underinvestment 

in research on non-corporate income taxes such as VAT. This deficiency is especially severe 

in the English literature. Considering the fact that VAT constitutes the largest share of China’s 

tax revenue, it is important to examine how VAT affects corporate tax planning and other 

corporate decisions.  

Second, most existing Chinese tax research has ignored the fact that China does not allow 

consolidated corporate tax returns (a noticeable exception is Shevlin et al. (2012)). 

Considering the large disparity of corporate income tax rates across provinces and firms, we 

expect the firms belonging to the same parent group should have a strong incentive to shift 

income among the members of the group in order to minimise the group’s total tax liabilities. 

We still do not have sufficient understanding of the magnitude of such income shifting and its 

impact on other aspects of the group’s decisions.  

Third, many tax studies still treat the Chinese government as a homogeneous entity. 

However, as noted above, both the tax collection and tax revenue sharing between the central 

government and local governments exhibit significant cross-sectional and time-series 

variations. As a result, the determinants and consequences of corporate taxes could also 

exhibit significant cross-sectional and time-series variations for an individual firm domiciled 

in a specific location. This issue will become more complicated when the firm itself is an SOE 

and therefore the controlling owner of the firm, a government entity, is both a shareholder and 

a tax collector.  

Fourth, a glaring omission of the existing tax literature is the effect of information and 

                                                        
14 We do not claim that these institutional features are unique to China. Hence, the findings from China tax 

research are also potentially informative to other countries. 
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communication technologies (ICTs) on corporate income tax planning and tax enforcement. 

Over the past decade, China has been a leader in adopting advanced ICTs in corporate 

management. The Chinese tax authority has also invested significantly in the use of 

technologies in tax enforcement. Hence, it is interesting to examine how the adoption of such 

technologies by both firms and tax regulators is shaping Chinese firms’ corporate tax planning 

and compliance. 

Fifth, the impact of supply chains and peers on corporate tax planning is absent in the 

English literature on China tax research. While the Chinese tax literature has a few studies on 

peer effects, the economic challenge of identifying peer effects remains unresolved (Manski, 

1993). In the past decade, the literature in economics, accounting, and finance has started to 

recognise the importance of peer effects in many corporate decisions (e.g. Serpa and Krishnan, 

2018). In this sense, it seems a fruitful avenue for future research to examine peer effects in 

Chinese firms’ corporate tax planning and compliance. 

Finally, most existing tax studies in the China tax research use commonly available tax 

burden measures such as the effective tax rate (ETR) or book-tax difference. Unfortunately, 

these standard corporate tax burden measures are inadequate for two reasons. First, corporate 

income tax is only one part of the corporate tax burden. Second, due to weak institutional 

environments, there is alleged rampant evasion of taxes by many Chinese firms. Existing 

research in both China and the United States suggests that the common tax burden measures, 

such as ETR, may not capture tax evasion (e.g. Schwab et al., 2018; Chow et al., 2020). As a 

result, there is an urgent need for future Chinese tax researchers to develop better and more 

comprehensive corporate tax burden and tax evasion measures. 

 

 
“Open Access. This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons 
Attribution License which permits any use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, 

provided the original author(s) and the source are credited.” 

 

 

References  

An, Z. (2012), ‘Taxation and capital structure: Empirical evidence from a quasi-experiment 

in China’, Journal of Corporate Finance 18 (4): 683–689.  

Bauer, A. M., Fang, J., Pittman, J., Zhang, Y., and Zhao, Y. (2020), ‘How Aggressive Tax 

Planning Facilitates the Diversion of Corporate Resources: Evidence from Path 

Analysis’, Contemporary Accounting Research 37 (3): 1882–1913.  

Berkowitz, D. and Li, W. (2000), ‘Tax rights in transition economies: A tragedy of the 

commons?’, Journal of Public Economics 76 (3): 369–397.  

Bradshaw, M., Liao, G., and Ma, M. S. (2019), ‘Agency costs and tax planning when the 



A Review of China Tax Research 59 

government is a major shareholder’, Journal of Accounting and Economics 67 (2-3): 

255–277.  

Chan, K. H. and Chow, L. (1997), ‘An empirical study of tax audits in China on international 

transfer pricing’, Journal of Accounting and Economics 23 (1): 83–112.  

Chan, K. H. and Mo, P. L. L. (2000), ‘Tax holidays and tax noncompliance: An empirical 

study of corporate tax audits in China’s developing economy’, The Accounting Review 

75 (4): 469–484.  

Chan, K. H., Lin, K. Z., and Mo, P. L. L. (2010), ‘Will a departure from tax-based accounting 

encourage tax noncompliance? Archival evidence from a transition economy’, Journal 

of Accounting and Economics 50 (1): 58–73.  

Chan, K. H., Lin, K. Z., and Tang, F. (2013), ‘Tax effects of book-tax conformity, financial 

reporting incentives, and firm size’, Journal of International Accounting Research 12 

(2): 1–25.  

Chan, K. H., Lo, A. W. Y., and Mo, P. L. L. (2006), ‘Managerial autonomy and tax 

compliance: An empirical study on international transfer pricing’, Journal of the 

American Taxation Association 28 (2): 1–22.  

Chan, K. H., Luo, R., and Mo, P. L. L. (2016), ‘Auditors’ Constraining Effect on Tax 

Noncompliance at Different Book-Tax Conformity Levels in a Transition Economy’, 

Journal of International Accounting Research 15 (3): 1–30.  

Chan, K. H. and Mo, P. L. L. (2002), ‘The impact of firm characteristics on book-tax-

conforming and book-tax-difference audit adjustments’, Journal of the American 

Taxation Association 24 (2): 18–34.  

Chan, K. H., Mo, P. L. L., and Tang, T. (2016), ‘Tax avoidance and tunneling: Empirical 

analysis from an agency perspective’, Journal of International Accounting Research 15 

(3): 49–66.  

Chandra, P. and Long, C. (2013), ‘VAT rebates and export performance in China: Firm-level 

evidence’, Journal of Public Economics 102: 13–22.  

Chen, H., Yang, D., Zhang, X., and Zhou, N. (2020), ‘The Moderating Role of Internal 

Control in Tax Avoidance: Evidence from a COSO-Based Internal Control Index in 

China’, Journal of the American Taxation Association 42 (1): 23–55.  

Chen, S. X. (2017), ‘The effect of a fiscal squeeze on tax enforcement: Evidence from a 

natural experiment in China’, Journal of Public Economics 147: 62–76.  

Chow, T., Ke, B., Yuan, H., and Zhang, Y. (2020), ‘Government Ownership and Tax Evasion: 

Evidence from China’, Working Paper, available at https://ssrn.com/abstract=3160421. 

Dai, Z., Shackelford, D. A., and Zhang, H. H. (2013), ‘Capital gains taxes and stock return 

volatility’, Journal of the American Taxation Association 35 (2): 1–31.  

Deng, Y., Liu, X., and Wei, S.-J. (2018), ‘One fundamental and two taxes: When does a Tobin 

tax reduce financial price volatility?’, Journal of Financial Economics 130 (3): 663–



60 Feng, Ke, and Zhu 

692. 

Fisman, R. and Wei, S. (2004), ‘Tax Rates and Tax Evasion: Evidence from Missing Imports 

in China’, Journal of Political Economy 112 (2): 471–496. 

Hanlon, M. and Heitzman, S. (2010), ‘A review of tax research’, Journal of Accounting and 

Economics 50 (2-3): 127–178.  

Heady, C. J. and Mitra, P. K. (1992), ‘Commodity taxation with administered and free market 

prices: Theory and an application to China’, Journal of Public Economics 47 (2): 207–

225.  

Li, O. Z., Liu, H., and Ni, C. (2017), ‘Controlling shareholders’ incentive and corporate tax 

avoidance: A natural experiment in China’, Journal of Business Finance & Accounting 

44 (5-6): 697–727.  

Li, O. Z., Liu, H., Ni, C., and Ye, K. (2017), ‘Individual Investors’ Dividend Taxes and 

Corporate Payout Policies’, Journal of Financial and Quantitative Analysis 52 (3): 963–

990.  

Li, W., Pittman, J. A., and Wang, Z.-T. (2019), ‘The determinants and consequences of tax 

audits: Some evidence from China’, Journal of the American Taxation Association 41 

(1): 91–122.  

Lin, B., Lu, R., and Zhang, T. (2012), ‘Tax-induced earnings management in emerging 

markets: Evidence from China’, Journal of the American Taxation Association 34 (2): 

19–44.  

Lin, K. Z., Mills, L. F., and Zhang, F. (2013), ‘Public versus private firm responses to the tax 

rate reduction in China’, Journal of the American Taxation Association 36 (1): 137–163.  

Lin, K. Z., Mills, L. F., Zhang, F., and Li, Y. (2018), ‘Do political connections weaken tax 

enforcement effectiveness?’, Contemporary Accounting Research 35 (4): 1941–1972.  

Lo, A. W. Y., Wong, R. M. K., and Firth, M. (2010), ‘Tax, financial reporting, and tunneling 

incentives for income shifting: An empirical analysis of the transfer pricing behavior of 

Chinese-listed companies’, Journal of the American Taxation Association 32 (2): 1–26.  

Manski, C. F. (1993), ‘Identification of endogenous social effects: The reflection problem’, 

The Review of Economic Studies 60 (3): 531–542.  

Musgrave, R. A. and Peacock, A. T. (eds) (1958), Classics in the Theory of Public Finance, 

Palgrave Macmillan UK. 

Serpa, J. C. and Krishnan, H. (2018), ‘The impact of supply chains on firm-level productivity’, 

Management Science 64 (2): 511–532.  

Schwab, C. M., Stomberg, B., and Xia, J. (2018), ‘When do GAAP effective tax rates capture 

something other than tax avoidance’, Working Paper, Indiana University.  

Shevlin, T., Tang, T. Y. H., and Wilson, R. J. (2012), ‘Domestic income shifting by Chinese 

listed firms’, Journal of the American Taxation Association 34 (1): 1–29.  

Tang, T., Mo, P. L. L., and Chan, K. H. (2017), ‘Tax collector or tax avoider? An investigation 



A Review of China Tax Research 61 

of intergovernmental agency conflicts’, The Accounting Review 92 (2): 247–270.  

Wang, L. and Wang, Y. (2015), ‘Does Control Privatisation Affect Corporate Tax 

Aggressiveness?’, China Accounting and Finance Review 17 (2): 47–74.  

Wu, L., Wang, Y., Lin, B.-X., Li, C., and Chen, S. (2007), ‘Local tax rebates, corporate tax 

burdens, and firm migration: Evidence from China’, Journal of Accounting and Public 

Policy 26 (5): 555–583.  

Wu, W., Wu, C., Zhou, C., and Wu, J. (2012), ‘Political connections, tax benefits and firm 

performance: Evidence from China’, Journal of Accounting and Public Policy 31 (3): 

277–300.  

Xie, H. and Hui, L. (2016), ‘Regional Industry Structure, Industrial Tax Burden, and the 

Effectiveness of the Replacing Business Tax with Value Added Tax Policy: Evidence 

from Listed Companies in China’, China Accounting and Finance Review 18 (2): 1–30.  

Xu, Y. and Xu, X. (2016), ‘Taxation and state-building: The tax reform under the Nationalist 

Government in China, 1928–1949’, Accounting, Organizations and Society 48: 17–30.  

Zhang, M., Ma, L., Zhang, B., and Yi, Z. (2016), ‘Pyramidal structure, political intervention 

and firms’ tax burden: Evidence from China’s local SOEs’, Journal of Corporate 

Finance 36: 15–25.  

Zhu, K., Sun, G., and Jia, Q. (2011), ‘Cash Dividends, Taxation Costs, and the Regulation 

Paradox’, China Accounting and Finance Review 13 (4): 81–101.  

安体富，2002，“当前世界减税趋势与中国税收政策取向”，《经济研究》第 2 期，

17–22。 

安体富、岳树民，1999，“我国宏观税负水平的分析判断及其调整”，《经济研究》第

3 期，41–47。 

白明本、杨继良，1995，“国有企业税负分析”，《中国工业经济》第 3 期，67–71。 

白思达，2019，“中国跨国公司税基侵蚀和利润转移问题新研究”，《世界经济》第 4

期，174–192。 

白云霞、唐伟正、刘刚，2019，“税收计划与企业税负”，《经济研究》第 5 期，98–

112。 

白重恩、王鑫、钟笑寒，2011，“出口退税政策调整对中国出口影响的实证分析”，

《经济学（季刊）》第 10 卷第 3 期，799–820。 

曹静，2009，“走低碳发展之路：中国碳税政策的设计及 CGE 模型分析”，《金融研

究》第 12 期，19–29。 

曹书军、刘星、傅蕴英，2009，“劳动雇佣与公司税负：就业鼓励抑或预算软约束”，

《中国工业经济》第 5 期，139–149。 

曹书军、刘星、张婉君，2009，“财政分权、地方政府竞争与上市公司实际税负”，

《世界经济》第 4 期，69–83。  

曹欲晓，1997，“关于增值税的费用化及其在财务报表中的揭示”，《会计研究》第 8

期，29，11。 



62 Feng, Ke, and Zhu 

曾康霖，2002，“央行铸币税与财政赤字弥补”，《金融研究》第 9 期，1–6。 

陈昌盛、李承健、江宇，2019，“面向国家治理体系和治理能力现代化的财税改革框

架研究”，《管理世界》第 7 期，8–14。 

陈春华、蒋德权、曹伟，2019，“高管晋升与企业税负—来自中国地方国有上市公司

的经验证据”，《会计研究》第 04 期，81–88。 

陈冬、孔墨奇、王红建，2016，“投我以桃，报之以李：经济周期与国企避税”，《管

理世界》第 5 期，46–63。 

陈菲，2006，“我国国有银行税收负担非税制因素成因分析及对策建议”，《审计研

究》第 5 期，92–96。 

陈国武、曲浩，1996，“浅谈我国进口税收政策的调整与改革”，《南开管理评论》第

3 期，11–13。 

陈立中、李郁芳，2011，“汽油价格、税收政策与乘用车市场的微观选择行为—基于

需求侧、供给侧和节能减排效应估计”，《中国工业经济》第 8 期，15–24。 

陈林、朱卫平，2008，“出口退税和创新补贴政策效应研究”，《经济研究》第 11 期，

74–87。 

陈硕，2010，“分税制改革、地方财政自主权与公共品供给”，《经济学（季刊）》第

9 卷第 4 期，1427–1446。 

陈素梅、何凌云，2017，“环境、健康与经济增长：最优能源税收入分配研究”，《经

济研究》 第 4 期，120–134。 

陈烨、张欣、寇恩惠、刘明，2010，“增值税转型对就业负面影响的 CGE 模拟分析”，

《经济研究》第 9 期，29–42。 

陈运森、孟庆玉、袁淳，2018，“关系型税收优惠与税收政策的有效性：隐性税收视

角”，《会计研究》第 2 期，41–47。 

陈钊、王旸，2016，“‘营改增’ 是否促进了分工：来自中国上市公司的证据”，《管

理世界》第 3 期，36–45。 

程凌、张金水、潘慧峰，2008，“内外资企业所得税改革效果分析：动态递推可计算

一般均衡分析”，《世界经济》第 10 期，56–70。 

程永昌，1993，“论我国税收杠杆的逆向调节问题”，《管理世界》第 6 期，53–57。 

程宇丹、龚六堂，2016，“财政分权框架下的最优税收结构”，《金融研究》第 5 期，

1–18。 

戴德明、周华，2002，“会计制度与税收法规的协作”，《经济研究》，第 3 期，44–

52。 

邓国华，2006，“我国个人逃税现象的调查：一种新的方法”，《经济研究》第 2 期，

80–91。 

邓小敏，1996，“递延税款会计工作底表”，《会计研究》第 8 期，46–48。 

邓小洋，1999，“荷兰的税务审计”，《审计研究》第 1 期，41–45。 

邓子基，1997，“应该修改和完善中国的消费税制”，《经济研究》第 2 期，52–55。 

邓子基、邓力平，1994，“北美自由贸易区与税收一体化”，《世界经济》第 6 期，



A Review of China Tax Research 63 

41–47。 

丁淼，1990，“欧洲共同体税收协调的方案、难点和前景”，《世界经济》第 5 期，

40–44。 

杜厚文、邢广玉，1990，“欧共体 1992 年统一税制计划”，《世界经济》第 4 期，74。 

杜莉，2000，“论税收的金融效应与我国金融资产税收政策”，《金融研究》第 6 期，

88–96。 

段玉婉、刘丹阳、倪红福，2018，“全球价值链视角下的关税有效保护率—兼评美国

加征关税的影响”，《中国工业经济》第 7 期，62–79。 

樊纲、魏强、刘鹏，2009，“中国经济的内外均衡与财税改革”，《经济研究》第 8 期，

18–26。 

范建军，2002，“关于政府铸币税收入的理论探讨”，《金融研究》第 12 期，1–20。 

范庆泉、周县华、张同斌，2016，“动态环境税外部性、污染累积路径与长期经济增

长—兼论环境税的开征时点选择问题”，《经济研究》第 8 期，116–128。 

范子英、刘甲炎，2015，“为买房而储蓄—兼论房产税改革的收入分配效应”，《管

理世界》第 5 期，18–27。 

范子英、彭飞，2017，“‘营改增’的减税效应和分工效应：基于产业互联的视角”，

《经济研究》第 2 期，82–95。 

范子英、田彬彬，2013，“税收竞争、税收执法与企业避税”，《经济研究》第 9 期，

99–111。 

范子英、田彬彬，2016，“政企合谋与企业逃税：来自国税局长异地交流的证据”，

《经济学（季刊）》第 4 期，1303–1328。 

方红生、张军，2013，“攫取之手、援助之手与中国税收超 GDP 增长”，《经济研究》

第 3 期，108–121。 

冯海波、刘胜，2017，“所得课税、风险分担异质性与创新”，《中国工业经济》第 8

期，138–155。 

冯菊平，2002，“改进的两级托宾税设计模型与我国的外资管理”，《金融研究》第 6

期，41–48。 

冯淑萍、应唯，1993，“谈谈所得税会计”，《会计研究》第 5 期，41–45。 

付敏杰、张平、袁富华，2017，“工业化和城市化过程中的财税体制演进：事实、逻

辑和政策选择”，《经济研究》第 12 期，29–45。 

盖地，1992，“研究企业税务会计势在必行”，《会计研究》第 1 期，48–49。 

盖地，2008，“增值税会计：税法导向还是财税分离”，《会计研究》第 6 期，46–53。 

盖地、胡国强，2012，“税收规避与财务报告成本的权衡研究—来自中国 2008 年所得

税改革的证据”，《会计研究》第 3 期，20–25。 

高培勇，1993，“九十年代西方发达国家的税制改革与税收政策”，《世界经济》第 1

期，13–19。 

高培勇，2006，“中国税收持续高速增长之谜”，《经济研究》第 12 期，13–23。 

高培勇、毛捷，2013，“间接税税收优惠的规模、结构和效益：来自全国税收调查的



64 Feng, Ke, and Zhu 

经验证据”，《中国工业经济》第 12 期，143–155。 

高松、刘宏、孟祥轶，2010，“烟草需求、烟草税及其在中国的影响：基于烟草成瘾

模型的经验研究”，《世界经济》第 10 期，98–119。 

龚锋、余锦亮，2015，“人口老龄化、税收负担与财政可持续性”，《经济研究》第 8

期，16–30。 

关华、潘明星，2011，“我国股息重复征税及其减除”，《管理世界》第 5 期，174–

175。 

郭杰、李涛，2009，“中国地方政府间税收竞争研究—基于中国省级面板数据的经验

证据”，《管理世界》第 11 期，54–64。 

郭杰、王宇澄、曾博涵，2019，“国家产业政策、地方政府行为与实际税率—理论分

析和经验证据”，《金融研究》第 4 期，56–74。 

郭连成，2001，“俄罗斯税制改革评析”，《世界经济》第 9 期，58–63。 

郭连成，2008，“俄罗斯新一轮税制改革进展与效应”，《世界经济》第 6 期，69–78。 

郭庆旺，2019，“减税降费的潜在财政影响与风险防范”，《管理世界》第 6 期，1–

10。 

郭庆旺、吕冰洋，2011，“论税收对要素收入分配的影响”，《经济研究》第 6 期，

16–30.  

郭喜荣，1995，“所得税会计计算原理初探”，《会计研究》第 11 期，11–13。 

韩晓梅、龚启辉、吴联生，2016，“薪酬抵税与企业薪酬安排”，《经济研究》第 10

期，140–154。 

何其春，2012，“税收、收入不平等和内生经济增长”，《经济研究》第 2 期，4–14。 

何茵、沈明高，2009，“政府收入、税收结构与中国经济增长”，《金融研究》第 9 期，

14–25。 

洪凯、温思美、孙良媛，2004，“农业税收比较研究”，《管理世界》第 1 期，107–

117。 

胡洪曙、杨君茹，2008，“财产税差别化政策研究—一个基于财产分类的考察”，《管

理世界》第 11 期，166–167。 

胡阳、赵贺新，1999，“我国三资企业税务管理的问题与对策”，《南开管理评论》第

3 期，65–69。 

胡奕明，2013，“关于税、资本收益与劳动所得的收入分配实证研究”，《经济研究》

第 8 期，29–41。 

胡祖铨、黄夏岚、刘怡，2013，“中央对地方转移支付与地方征税努力”，《经济学

（季刊）》第 3 期，799–822。 

黄菊波、杨小舟，1996，“评财务会计与税务会计的分离问题”，《会计研究》第 4 期，

1–5。 

黄启华、张攀峰，1991，“谈如何协调财、税、库、行之间的关系”，《金融研究》第

6 期，52–54。 

黄少安、陈斌开、刘姿彤，2012，“‘租税替代’、财政收入与政府的房地产政策”，



A Review of China Tax Research 65 

《经济研究》第 8 期，93–106，160。 

黄苏、肖琛，1990，“发达资本主义国家八十年代的税制改革”，《世界经济》第 9 期，

17–23。 

贾凡胜、吴昱、廉柯赟，2016，“股利税差别化、现金分红与代理问题—基于财税[2012] 

85 号文件的研究”，《南开管理评论》第 1 期，142–154。 

贾俊雪，2012，“中国税收收入规模变化的规则性、政策态势及其稳定效应”，《经

济研究》第 11 期，103–117。 

贾俊雪、秦聪、孙传辉、张珂玮，2019，“中央地方利益协调下减税政策的增收效应”，

《中国工业经济》第 6 期，79–97。 

贾俊雪、应世为，2016，“财政分权与企业税收激励—基于地方政府竞争视角的分析”，

《中国工业经济》第 10 期，23–39。 

贾康、刘尚希，2002，“怎样看待税收的增长和减税的主张—从另一个角度的理论分

析与思考”，《管理世界》第 7 期，24–30。 

江轩宇、朱琳、伊志宏、于上尧，2019，“工薪所得税筹划与企业创新”，《金融研

究》第 7 期，135–154。 

蒋丽丽、周丹，2015，“完善我国产业结构升级的税收政策”，《管理世界》第 9 期，

176–177。 

蒋为，2016，“增值税扭曲、生产率分布与资源误置”，《世界经济》第 5 期，54–77。 

金戈，2010，“经济增长中的最优税收与公共支出结构”，《经济研究》第 11 期，35–

47。 

金戈，2013，“最优税收与经济增长：一个文献综述”，《经济研究》第 7 期，143–

155。 

金鑫，1994，“关于我国的工商税制改革”，《管理世界》第 3 期，6–11。 

金裕灿，2005，“中、韩企业投资税收扶持制度的比较”，《南开管理评论》第 4 期，

109–112。 

况伟大，2009，“住房特性、物业税与房价”，《经济研究》第 4 期，151–160。 

况伟大，2013，“开征房产税对预期房价的影响：来自北京市调查问卷的证据”，《世

界经济》第 6 期，145–160。 

赖明勇、肖皓、陈雯、祝树金，2008，“不同环节燃油税征收的动态一般均衡分析与

政策选择”，《世界经济》第 11 期，65–76。 

李斌，2006，“存差、金融控制与铸币税—兼对我国‘M2/GDP 过高之谜’的再解释”，

《管理世界》第 3 期，29–39。 

李虹、熊振兴，2017，“生态占用、绿色发展与环境税改革”，《经济研究》第 7 期，

124–138。 

李霁友，2017，“环保费改税对我国生态环境及经济发展的影响”，《管理世界》第 3

期，170–171。 

李敬、雷俐、林黎、邓靖，2018，“特朗普税改的世界影响及我国对策”，《管理世

界》第 2 期，59–67。 



66 Feng, Ke, and Zhu 

李林木、汪冲，2017，“税费负担、创新能力与企业升级—来自‘新三板’挂牌公司

的经验证据”，《经济研究》第 11 期，119–134。 

李明、李德刚、冯强，2018，“中国减税的经济效应评估—基于所得税分享改革‘准

自然试验’”，《经济研究》第 7 期，121–135。 

李明、毛捷、杨志勇，2014，“纵向竞争、税权配置与中国财政收入占比变化”，《管

理世界》第 5 期，52–66。 

李明、赵旭杰、冯强，2016，“经济波动中的中国地方政府与企业税负：以企业所得

税为例”，《世界经济》第 11 期，104–125。 

李青原、刘叶畅，2019，“同行业间避税与企业的战略反应—来自我国 A 股上市公司

的经验证据”，《金融研究》第 10 期，152–169。 

李绍光，2004，“社会保障税与社会保障制度优化”，《经济研究》第 8 期，48–56。 

李绍荣、耿莹，2005，“中国的税收结构、经济增长与收入分配”，《经济研究》第 5

期，118–126。 

李涛、黄纯纯、周业安，2011，“税收、税收竞争与中国经济增长”，《世界经济》第

4 期，22–41。 

李特生，1991，“对《推行无税成本核算制的初步探讨》的商榷”，《会计研究》第 4

期，42–44。 

李万福、陈晖丽，2012，“内部控制与公司实际税负”，《金融研究》第 9 期，195–

206。 

李维安、徐业坤，2013，“政治身份的避税效应”，《金融研究》第 3 期，114–129。 

李旭超、鲁建坤、金祥荣，2018，“僵尸企业与税负扭曲”，《管理世界》第 4 期，

127–139。 

李永友，2007，“所得课税对 FDI 影响的时间动态效应与弹性估计—基于跨省经验数

据的实证分析”，《管理世界》第 2 期，17–26。 

李永友、严岑，2018，“服务业‘营改增’能带动制造业升级吗？”，《经济研究》第

4 期，18–31。 

李增福、顾研、连玉君，2012，“税率变动、破产成本与资本结构非对称调整”，《金

融研究》第 5 期，136–150。 

林宝清，1993，“关于保险商品税的若干理论问题”，《金融研究》第 4 期，29–35。 

林伯强、李爱军，2010，“碳关税对发展中国家的影响”，《金融研究》第 12 期，1–

15。 

林伯强、李爱军，2012，“碳关税的合理性何在？”，《经济研究》第 9 期，1–18。 

林智平、徐迪，2018，“税制营改增下资金约束供应链的融资均衡”，《管理科学学

报》第 10 期，14–31。 

林洲钰、林汉川、邓兴华，2013，“所得税改革与中国企业技术创新”，《中国工业经

济》第 3 期，111–123。 

凌岚，1998，“全球电子商务：指导原则与税收政策”，《世界经济》第 11 期，40–

43。 



A Review of China Tax Research 67 

刘凤良、吕志华，2009，“经济增长框架下的最优环境税及其配套政策研究—基于中

国数据的模拟运算”，《管理世界》第 6 期，40–51。 

刘行、李小荣，2012，“金字塔结构、税收负担与企业价值：基于地方国有企业的证

据”，《管理世界》第 8 期，91–105。 

刘行、叶康涛，2014，“金融发展、产权与企业税负”，《管理世界》第 3 期，41–52。 

刘行、叶康涛，2018，“增值税税率对企业价值的影响：来自股票市场反应的证据”，

《管理世界》第 11 期，12–24。 

刘行、张艺馨、高升好，2015，“股利税与资本结构：中国的经验证据”，《会计研

究》第 10 期，66–73。 

刘行、赵健宇，2019，“税收激励与企业创新—基于增值税转型改革的‘准自然实验’”，

《会计研究》第 9 期，43–49。 

刘行、赵健宇、叶康涛，2017，“企业避税、债务融资与债务融资来源—基于所得税

征管体制改革的断点回归分析”，《管理世界》第 10 期，113–129。 

刘浩淼、张林秀、罗斯高、白罗文，2007，“税费改革对乡镇财政状况的影响分析—

全国 5 省 50 个乡镇的实证研究报告”，《管理世界》第 5 期，49–55。 

刘甲炎、范子英，2013，“中国房产税试点的效果评估：基于合成控制法的研究”，

《世界经济》第 11 期，117–135。 

刘骏、刘峰，2014，“财政集权、政府控制与企业税负—来自中国的证据”，《会计研

究》第 1 期，21–27。 

刘克崮，2007，“企业所得税‘两法’合并：中国税制改革新的里程碑”，《管理世

界》第 3 期，1–3。 

刘明兴、徐志刚、刘永东、陶然，2008，“农村税费改革、农民负担与基层干群关系

改善之道”，《管理世界》第 9 期，82–89。 

刘啟仁、黄建忠，2018，“企业税负如何影响资源配置效率”，《世界经济》第 1 期，

78–100。 

刘啟仁、赵灿、黄建忠，2019，“税收优惠、供给侧改革与企业投资”，《管理世界》

第 1 期，78–96，114。 

刘穷志，2007，“税收竞争、资本外流与投资环境改善—经济增长与收入公平分配并

行路径研究”，《经济研究》第 3 期，63–77。 

刘溶沧、夏杰长，2002，“税制改革的国际经验及对中国的启示”，《管理世界》第 9

期，18–27。 

刘尚希、孙复兴，1998，“中国增值税征收范围的中长期选择”，《管理世界》第 2 期，

74–84。 

刘胜、冯海波，2016，“税制结构与消费外溢：跨国证据”，《中国工业经济》第 6 期，

22–38。 

刘书明，2001，“统一城乡税制与调整分配政策：减轻农民负担新论”，《经济研究》

第 2 期，43–49。 

刘晔、周志波，2011，“完全信息条件下寡占产品市场中的环境税效应研究”，《中



68 Feng, Ke, and Zhu 

国工业经济》第 8 期，5–14。 

刘怡、李智慧、耿志祥，2017，“婚姻匹配、代际流动与家庭模式的个税改革”，《管

理世界》第 9 期，60–72。 

刘怡、聂海峰，2004，“间接税负担对收入分配的影响分析”，《经济研究》第 5 期，

22–30。 

刘友金、曾小明，2018，“房产税对产业转移的影响：来自重庆和上海的经验证据”，

《中国工业经济》第 11 期，98–116。 

刘云龙、姚枝仲，2002，“中国企业年金发展与税惠政策支持”，《管理世界》第 4 期，

45–54。 

刘志阔、陈钊、吴辉航、张瑶，2019，“中国企业的税基侵蚀和利润转移—国际税收

治理体系重构下的中国经验”，《经济研究》第 2 期，21–35。 

刘佐，1994，“中国工商税制改革问题研究”，《管理世界》第 2 期，87–90。 

娄贺统、徐浩萍，2009，“政府推动下的企业技术创新税收激励效应的实证研究”，

《中国会计评论》第 2 期，191–206。 

陆阿生，1993，“中国证券税制建设思考”，《管理世界》第 1 期，122–124。 

陆前进，2015，“政府税收税率和通货膨胀率关系的理论和实证研究—对 Mankiw 

Principle 的理论修正及在中国的实证检验”，《金融研究》第 8 期，64–78。 

罗宏、陈丽霖，2013，“增值税转型对企业融资约束的影响研究”，《会计研究》第

12 期，43–49。 

罗来军、刘凯、傅帅雄，2018，“低碳总需求曲线利率效应、财富效应、汇率效应与

税收效应的比较研究”，《经济学（季刊）》第 1 期，1–26。 

罗鸣令、范子英、陈晨，2019，“区域性税收优惠政策的再分配效应—来自西部大开

发的证据”，《中国工业经济》第 2 期，61–79。 

骆永民、伍文中，2012，“房产税改革与房价变动的宏观经济效应—基于 DSGE 模型

的数值模拟分析”，《金融研究》第 5 期，1–14。 

吕冰洋，2009，“政府间税收分权的配置选择和财政影响”，《经济研究》第 6 期，

16–27。 

吕冰洋、樊勇，2006，“分税制改革以来税收征管效率的进步和省际差别”，《世界

经济》第 10 期，69–77。 

吕冰洋、马光荣、毛捷，2016，“分税与税率：从政府到企业”，《经济研究》第 7 期，

13–28。 

吕冰洋、毛捷、马光荣，2018，“分税与转移支付结构：专项转移支付为什么越来越

多？”，《管理世界》第 4 期，25–39。 

吕炜，2004，“市场化进程与税制结构变动”，《世界经济》第 11 期，72–79。 

吕炜、陈海宇，2017，“腐败对企业逃避税行为的影响—来自中国工业企业数据的证

据”，《审计研究》第 1 期，105–112。 

马恩涛、吕函枰、陈媛媛，2018，“横向和纵向税收外部性研究：一个综述”，《经济

学（季刊）》第 1 期，129–154。 



A Review of China Tax Research 69 

马光荣、李力行，2012，“政府规模、地方治理与企业逃税”，《世界经济》第 6 期，

93–114。 

马光荣、张凯强、吕冰洋，2019，“分税与地方财政支出结构”，《金融研究》第 8 期，

20–37。 

马捷，2002，“差别产品双头竞争与最优进口税的决定”，《世界经济》第 6 期，13–

19。 

马捷、李飞，2008，“出口退税是一项稳健的贸易政策吗？”，《经济研究》第 4 期，

78–87。 

马骏，2003，“包税制的兴起与衰落：交易费用与征税合同的选择”，《经济研究》第

6 期，72–80，89–95。 

马士国，2008，“征收硫税对中国二氧化硫排放和能源消费的影响”，《中国工业经

济》第 2 期，20–30。 

马拴友，2001，“宏观税负、投资与经济的增长：中国最优税率的估计”，《世界经

济》第 9 期，41–46。 

马双、吴夕、卢斌，2019，“政府减税、企业税负与企业活力研究—来自增值税转型

改革的证据”，《经济学（季刊）》第 2 期，483–504。 

毛程连、吉黎，2014，“税率对外资企业逃避税行为影响的研究”，《世界经济》第 6

期，73–89。 

毛捷、吕冰洋、陈佩霞，2018，“分税的事实：度量中国县级财政分权的数据基础”，

《经济学（季刊）》第 2 期，499–526。 

倪婷婷、王跃堂，2016，“增值税转型、集团控制与企业投资”，《金融研究》第 1 期，

160–175。 

聂海峰、刘怡，2010a，“城镇居民的间接税负担：基于投入产出表的估算”，《经济

研究》第 7 期，31–42。 

聂海峰、刘怡，2010b，“城镇居民间接税负担的演变”，《经济学（季刊）》第 4 期，

1385–1402。 

聂辉华，2006，“取消农业税对乡镇政府不同行为的影响：一个多任务委托代理分析

框架”，《世界经济》第 8 期，71–78。 

聂辉华、方明月、李涛，2009，“增值税转型对企业行为和绩效的影响—以东北地区

为例”，《管理世界》第 5 期，17–24，35。 

牛晓健、郑祖玄，2005，“资本管制、外商投资与最优税差—对中国转型时期过渡性

资本外逃的研究”，《经济研究》第 4 期，108–115。 

潘士远、朱丹丹、何怡瑶，2019，“美国减税之中国应对研究：基于人才流失的视角”，

《经济研究》第 10 期，183–198。 

潘贤掌、黄耀军，1998，“我国各地区税负差异及其影响因素的实证分析”，《经济

研究》第 11 期，69–73。 

潘小军、陈宏民、廖刚，2005，“基于网络外部性的商品税与产品差异化分析”，《管

理科学学报》第 4 期，43–49。 



70 Feng, Ke, and Zhu 

庞凤喜，2002，“我国社会保险税开征相关问题研究”，《管理世界》第 11 期，138–

139。 

裴桂芬，1993，“跨国公司的国际避税与反避税措施”，《世界经济》第 6 期，59–63。 

彭飞、范子英，2016，“税收优惠、捐赠成本与企业捐赠”，《世界经济》第 7 期，

144–167。 

平新乔，1993，“对中国企业所得税改革与企业承包制的若干思考”，《经济研究》

第 3 期，41–47。 

平新乔、梁爽、郝朝艳、张海洋、毛亮，2009，“增值税与营业税的福利效应研究”，

《经济研究》第 9 期，66–80。  

钱学锋、黄玖立、黄云湖，2012，“地方政府对集聚租征税了吗？—基于中国地级市

企业微观数据的经验研究”，《管理世界》第 2 期，19–29。 

乔睿蕾、陈良华，2017，“税负转嫁能力对‘营改增’政策效应的影响—基于现金-现

金流敏感性视角的检验”，《中国工业经济》第 6 期，117–135。 

曲晓辉，1996，“论所得税跨期摊配方法的选择与应用限制—兼评《企业会计准则第

×号—所得税会计（征求意见稿）》”，《会计研究》第 5 期，22–24。 

任寿根，2001a，“国际洗税行为分析”，《经济研究》第 3 期，61–68，94。 

任寿根，2001b，“论财政创新—兼论重新认识中国农村税费问题”，《管理世界》第

6 期，96–105。 

任寿根，2003，“征税成本领先性假设与中国税务组织结构优化”，《经济研究》第 2

期，3l–33。 

邵华璐、刘丽，2018，“‘营改增’对金融业税收产出效率的动态影响分析”，《管理

世界》第 4 期，176–177。 

申广军、陈斌开、杨汝岱，2016，“减税能否提振中国经济？—基于中国增值税改革

的实证研究”，《经济研究》第 11 期，70–82。 

申广军、张延、王荣，2018，“结构性减税与企业去杠杆”，《金融研究》第 12 期，

105–122。 

申广军、邹静娴，2017，“企业规模、政企关系与实际税率—来自世界银行‘投资环

境调查’的证据”，《管理世界》第 6 期，23–36。 

沈坤荣、付文林，2006，“税收竞争、地区博弈及其增长绩效”，《经济研究》第 6 期，

16–26。 

石敏俊、袁永娜、周晟吕、李娜，2013，“碳减排政策：碳税、碳交易还是两者兼之？”，

《管理科学学报》第 9 期，9–19。 

石绍宾、尹振东、汤玉刚，2019，“财政分权, 融资约束与税收政策周期性”，《经济

研究》第 9 期，90–105。 

史永东、蒋贤锋，2003，“中国证券市场印花税调整的效应分析”，《世界经济》第

12 期，63–71。 

司马军，1993，“增值税的国际比较”，《世界经济》第 9 期，14–18。 

苏东海，2009，“出口退税政策调整对我国经济影响的实证研究”，《金融研究》第 6



A Review of China Tax Research 71 

期，186–196。 

孙琳琳、任若恩，2007，“资本边际有效税率的测算：理论基础与中国经验”，《世界

经济》第 10 期，3–14。 

孙泽生、宋玉华、林治乾，2008，“国际石油价格与最优国内税率：基于‘寡头’市场

结构的分析”，《世界经济》第 1 期，36–46。 

汤玉刚、关凤利，2010，“税权的跨区跨期交易与税收制度规范化”，《经济研究》第

9 期，43–54。 

汤玉刚、苑程浩，2010，“不完全税权、政府竞争与税收增长”，《经济学（季刊）》

第 1 期，33–50。 

唐飞鹏，2017，“地方税收竞争、企业利润与门槛效应”，《中国工业经济》第 7 期，

99–117。 

唐向，1996，“香港税制主要特征”，《世界经济》第 10 期，59。 

唐旭，2005，“不良资产、税收与银行准入的开放”，《经济研究》第 7 期，28–34。 

田彬彬、范子英，2016，“税收分成、税收努力与企业逃税—来自所得税分享改革的

证据”，《管理世界》第 12 期，36–46。 

童锦治、赵川、孙健，2012，“出口退税、贸易盈余和外汇储备的一般均衡分析与中

国的实证”，《经济研究》第 4 期，124–136。 

涂素杏、张治平，1994，“财税体制改革后税款入库的现状、问题、建议”，《金融研

究》第 7 期，60–62。 

万华林、朱凯、陈信元，2012，“税制改革与公司投资价值相关性”，《经济研究》第

3 期，65–75。 

汪昊、娄峰，2017，“中国间接税归宿：作用机制与税负测算”，《世界经济》第 9 期，

123–146。 

汪伟、艾春荣、曹晖，2013，“税费改革对农村居民消费的影响研究”，《管理世界》

第 1 期，89–100。 

王百强、孙昌玲、伍利娜、姜国华，2018，“企业纳税支出粘性研究：基于政府税收

征管的视角”，《会计研究》第 5 期，28–35。 

王宾、赵阳，2006，“农村税费改革对中西部乡镇财力影响的实证研究”，《管理世

界》第 11 期，82–89。 

王聪，2000，“中国银行业税负分析”，《金融研究》第 7 期，62–70。 

王丹、刘洪生、徐静，2005，“加入招商引资行为的税收竞争模型”，《世界经济》第

1 期，35–46。 

王道树，1998，“关于进一步深化税制改革的几点思考”，《管理世界》第 1 期，7。 

王方武、周放生，1991，“汽车工业税制结构及税制改革研究”，《管理世界》第 2 期，

14。 

王剑锋，2008，“中央集权型税收高增长路径：理论与实证分析”，《管理世界》第 7

期，45–52。 

王进杰、贾英姿，2004，“最优税收和最优铸币税”，《管理世界》第 12 期，23–30。 



72 Feng, Ke, and Zhu 

王俊、龚强、刘冲，2011，“基于参数模拟的中国物业税调控能力研究”，《管理科学

学报》第 12 期，87–96。 

王利民、左大培，1999，“关于预算赤字、铸币税和货币扩张通货膨胀税的关系”，

《经济研究》第 8 期，32–34。 

王亮亮，2018，“控股股东‘掏空’与‘支持’：企业所得税的影响”，《金融研究》

第 2 期，172–189。 

王亮亮、王娜，2015，“税制改革、工资跨期转移与公司价值”，《管理世界》第 11

期，145–160。 

王亮亮、王跃堂，2015，“企业研发投入与资本结构选择—基于非债务税盾视角的分

析”，《中国工业经济》第 11 期，125–140。 

王亮亮、王跃堂，2016，“工资税盾、替代效应与资本结构”，《金融研究》第 7 期，

113–133。 

王陆进，1996，“国有银行商业化改革中的流转税政策研究”，《金融研究》第 9 期，

10–16。  

王敏、黄滢，2013，“限购和房产税对房价的影响：基于长期动态均衡的分析”，《世

界经济》第 1 期，141–159。 

王娜、王跃堂、王亮亮，2013，“企业所得税影响公司薪酬政策吗？—基于企业所得

税改革的经验研究”，《会计研究》第 5 期，35–42。 

王胜、邹恒甫，2004，“关税、汇率与福利”，《世界经济》第 8 期，3–12，80。 

王素荣、蒋高乐，2009，“新会计准则对上市公司所得税税负影响研究”，《中国工

业经济》第 12 期，117–127。 

王素荣、蒋高乐，2010，“增值税转型对上市公司财务影响程度研究”，《会计研究》

第 2 期，40–46。 

王小龙、余龙，2018，“财政转移支付的不确定性与企业实际税负”，《中国工业经

济》第 9 期， 155–173。 

王鑫、吴斌珍，2011，“个人所得税起征点变化对居民消费的影响”，《世界经济》第

8 期，66–86。 

王延明，2002，“上市公司所得税率变化的敏感性分析”，《经济研究》第 9 期，74–

80，95。 

王燚、周芬，2002，“海关内部控制制度测试在关税审计中的应用”，《审计研究》第

S1 期，27–29。 

王永培、晏维龙，2014，“产业集聚的避税效应—来自中国制造业企业的经验证据”，

《中国工业经济》第 12 期，57–69。 

王永钦、杜巨澜、王凯，2014，“中国对外直接投资（ODI）区位选择的决定因素：制

度、税负和资源禀赋”，《经济研究》第 12 期，126–142。 

王跃堂、倪婷婷，2015，“增值税转型、产权特征与企业劳动力需求”，《管理科学学

报》第 4 期，18–37。 

王跃堂、王国俊、彭洋，2012，“控制权性质影响税收敏感性吗？—基于企业劳动力



A Review of China Tax Research 73 

需求的检验”，《经济研究》第 4 期，52–63。 

王跃堂、王亮亮、贡彩萍，2009，“所得税改革、盈余管理及其经济后果”，《经济研

究》第 3 期，86–98。 

王跃堂、王亮亮、彭洋，2010，“产权性质、债务税盾与资本结构”，《经济研究》第

9 期，122–136。 

魏福成、邹薇、马文涛、刘勇，2013，“税收、价格操控与产业升级的障碍—兼论中

国式财政分权的代价”，《经济学（季刊）》第 3 期，1491–1512。 

魏志华、曾爱民、吴育辉、李常青，2018，“IPO 补税影响 IPO 抑价吗？—基于信息

不对称理论视角”，《金融研究》第 1 期，191–206。 

魏志华、易杰、李常青、吴育辉，2018，“IPO 补税：特征、动因与经济后果”，《世

界经济》第 2 期，169–192。 

巫克飞，1992，“二十世纪的税制改革”，《世界经济》第 5 期，33–39。 

吴翠兰，1991，“税利分流、税后还贷、税后承包—国家与企业分配关系改革的深化”，

《会计研究》第 1 期，12–17。 

吴汉洪、崔永，2006，“中国的铸币税与通货膨胀：1952–2004”，《经济研究》第 9

期，27–38。 

吴健、毛钰娇、王晓霞，2013，“中国环境税收的规模与结构及其国际比较”，《管理

世界》第 4 期，168–169。 

吴力波、钱浩祺、汤维祺，2014，“基于动态边际减排成本模拟的碳排放权交易与碳

税选择机制”，《经济研究》第 9 期，48–61，148。 

吴联生，2009，“国有股权、税收优惠与公司税负”，《经济研究》第 10 期，109–120。 

吴文锋、吴冲锋、芮萌，2009，“中国上市公司高管的政府背景与税收优惠”，《管理

世界》第 3 期，134–142。 

吴茵茵、徐冲、陈建东，2019，“不完全竞争市场中差异化环保税影响效应研究”，

《中国工业经济》第 5 期，43–60。 

伍利娜、李蕙伶，2007，“投资者理解公司会计利润和应税利润的差异信息吗？”，

《管理世界》第 10 期，114–121。 

伍山林，2014，“收入分配格局演变的微观基础—兼论中国税收持续超速增长”，《经

济研究》第 4 期，143–156。 

席鹏辉，2017，“财政激励、环境偏好与垂直式环境管理—纳税大户议价能力的视角”，

《中国工业经济》第 11 期，100–117。 

席鹏辉、梁若冰、谢贞发，2017，“税收分成调整、财政压力与工业污染”，《世界经

济》第 10 期，170–192。 

夏冬林，1991，“关于国有企业财务会计与税务会计分离的若干问题”，《会计研究》

第 4 期，32–34。 

夏杰长，2000，“21 世纪世界税制改革的背景、困境与对策”，《世界经济》第 5 期，

54–57。 

肖俊极、孙洁，2012，“消费税和燃油税的有效性比较分析”，《经济学（季刊）》第



74 Feng, Ke, and Zhu 

3 期，1345–1364。 

谢建国、陈莉莉，2008，“出口退税与中国的工业制成品出口：一个基于长期均衡的

经验分析”，《世界经济》第 5 期，3–12。 

谢群松，2001，“财政分权：中国财产税改革的前景”，《管理世界》第 4 期，96–105。 

谢贞发，2016，“中国式分税制的税收增长之谜”，《中国工业经济》第 5 期，92–108。 

谢贞发、范子英，2015，“中国式分税制、中央税收征管权集中与税收竞争”，《经济

研究》第 4 期，92–106。 

谢贞发、朱恺容、李培，2019，“税收分成、财政激励与城市土地配置”，《经济研

究》第 10 期，57–73。 

邢斐、何欢浪，2011，“贸易自由化、纵向关联市场与战略性环境政策—环境税对发

展绿色贸易的意义”，《经济研究》第 5 期，112–126。 

徐润、陈斌开，2015，“个人所得税改革可以刺激居民消费吗？—来自 2011 年所得税

改革的证据”，《金融研究》第 11 期，80–97。 

许和连、王海成，2018，“简政放权改革会改善企业出口绩效吗？—基于出口退（免）

税审批权下放的准自然试验”，《经济研究》第 3 期，157–170。 

许伟、陈斌开，2016，“税收激励和企业投资—基于 2004~2009 年增值税转型的自然

实验”，《管理世界》第 5 期，9–17。 

许志伟、吴化斌、周晶，2013，“个人所得税改革的宏观福利分析”，《管理世界》第

12 期，32–42。 

严成樑，2017，“结构转型中税收政策的社会福利成本：基于比较静态的分析”，《世

界经济》第 9 期，99–122。 

严成樑、龚六堂，2009，“财政支出、税收与长期经济增长”，《经济研究》第 6 期，

4–15，51。 

严成樑、龚六堂，2012，“税收政策对经济增长影响的定量评价”，《世界经济》第 4

期，41–61。 

阎坤、陈昌盛，2001，“电子商务税收理论探析”，《世界经济》第 1 期，57–64。 

阎坤、王进杰，2000，“公共品偏好表露与税制设计研究”，《经济研究》第 10 期，

61–66。 

杨斌，1998，“宏观税收负担总水平的现状分析及策略选择”，《经济研究》第 8 期，

47–54。 

杨斌，2001，“西方模式增值税的不可行性和中国式增值税的制度设计”，《管理世

界》第 3 期，110–120。 

杨斌，2002，“西方模式个人所得税的不可行性和中国式个人所得税的制度设计”，

《管理世界》第 7 期，11–23。 

杨斌，2005，“对西方最优税收理论之实践价值的质疑”，《管理世界》第 8 期，23–

32。 

杨得前，2013，“营业税征收力度评估：一个分析框架及其应用”，《管理世界》第 5

期，173–175。 



A Review of China Tax Research 75 

杨国超、刘静、廉鹏、芮萌，2017，“减税激励、研发操纵与研发绩效”，《经济研

究》第 8 期，110–124。 

杨继生、黎娇龙，2018，“制约民营制造企业的关键因素：用工成本还是宏观税负？”，

《经济研究》第 5 期，103–117。 

杨仕辉，2002，“国际反倾销税趋势、特点、成因与我国对策研究”，《管理世界》第

3 期，19–32。 

杨英杰、郭瑞，2018，“非居民企业反避税政策存在问题及政府审计发挥作用的路径

研究—以‘儿童投资主基金税案’为例”，《审计研究》第 4 期，35–43。 

杨玉香、周根贵，2011，“EPR 下供应链网络报废产品排放内生污染税模型”，《管

理科学学报》第 10 期，67–76。 

杨之刚、丁琳、吴斌珍，2000，“企业增值税和所得税负担的实证研究”，《经济研

究》第 12 期，26–35，77。 

杨志勇，2018，《中国财政体制改革与变迁：1978–2018》，社会科学文献出版社。 

姚昕、刘希颖，2010，“基于增长视角的中国最优碳税研究”，《经济研究》第 11 期，

48–58。 

叶金珍、安虎森，2017，“开征环保税能有效治理空气污染吗”，《中国工业经济》第

5 期，54–74。 

叶菁菁、吴燕、陈方豪、王宇晴，2017，“个人所得税减免会增加劳动供给吗？—来

自准自然实验的证据”，《管理世界》第 12 期，20–32。 

叶康涛，2006，“盈余管理与所得税支付：基于会计利润与应税所得之间差异的研究”，

《中国会计评论》第 2 期，205–224。 

易纲、韦志超，2006，“物业税改革与地方公共财政”，《经济研究》第 3 期，15–24。 

殷孟波、邱宇，2010，“基于最大化铸币税原则的宏观金融风险分析”，《金融研究》

第 1 期，95–105。 

余淼杰，2011，“加工贸易、企业生产率和关税减免—来自中国产品面的证据”，《经

济学（季刊）》第 4 期，1251–1280。 

余显财，2012，“税收递延型养老储蓄将如何影响常规储蓄、消费和投资—来自问卷

调查的证据”，《金融研究》第 11 期，74–88。 

余永定，1999，“中国不能走财政赤字货币化的道路：关于铸币税的几点看法”，《金

融研究》第 7 期，1–5。 

袁蓉丽、李瑞敬、夏圣洁，2019，“战略差异度与企业避税”，《会计研究》第 4 期，

74–80。 

岳方，1996，“现代企业制度与企业税务会计筹划”，《会计研究》第 9 期，38–39。 

岳希明、徐静、刘谦、丁胜、董莉娟，2012，“2011 年个人所得税改革的收入再分配

效应”，《经济研究》第 9 期，113–124。 

翟凡、李善同，1996，“关税减让、国内税替代及其人收入分配效应”，《经济研究》

第 12 期，41–50。 

张健华、张怀清，2009，“人民银行铸币税的测算和运用：1986–2008”，《经济研究》



76 Feng, Ke, and Zhu 

第 7 期，79–90。 

张军森，1993，“国营金融企业应实行利改税”，《金融研究》第 5 期，41–42。 

张敏、刘耀淞、王欣、何萱，2018，“企业与税务局为邻：便利避税还是便利征税？”，

《管理世界》第 5 期，150–164。 

张楠、刘蓉、卢盛峰，2019，“间接税亲贫性与代内归宿—穷人从减税中获益了吗？”，

《金融研究》第 6 期，76–93。 

张平、侯一麟，2016，“房地产税的纳税能力、税负分布及再分配效应”，《经济研

究》第 12 期，118–132。 

张胜、魏汉泽、李常安，2016，“实际控制人居留权特征与企业税收规避—基于我国

民营上市公司的经验证据”，《会计研究》第 4 期，77–84。 

张世伟、周闯，2010，“工薪所得税减除费用标准提升的作用效果：基于劳动供给行

为微观模拟的研究途径”，《世界经济》第 2 期，67–82。 

张世兴、张维、王维虎，1996，“浅议税务代理与记帐代理的结合问题”，《会计研

究》第 1 期，22–24。 

张顺明、王彦一、王晖，2018，“房产税政策模拟分析—基于 CGE 视角”，《管理科

学学报》第 8 期，1–20。 

张卫华，1996，“新税制对企业税负及物价的影响”，《管理世界》第 1 期，157–159。 

张晓娣、刘学悦，2015，“征收碳税和发展可再生能源研究—基于 OLG-CGE 模型的

增长及福利效应分析”，《中国工业经济》第 3 期，18–30。 

张晓慧、纪志宏、崔永，2008，“中国的准备金、准备金税与货币控制：1984–2007”，

《经济研究》第 7 期，65–77。 

张岩贵，1997，“我国进出口环节税收改革对外商直接投资的影响—问题与对策”，

《南开管理评论》第 2 期，45–48。 

张瑶，2018，“情报交换协定是否能遏制企业的税基侵蚀和利润转移行为”，《世界

经济》第 3 期，127–146。 

张一，2009，“分税制下经济主体和地方政府的行为分析”，《世界经济》第 6 期，

54–63。 

张友国、郑世林、周黎安、石光，2015，“征税标准与碳关税对中国经济和碳排放的

潜在影响”，《世界经济》第 2 期，167–192。 

张兆国、郑宝红、李明，2015，“公司治理、税收规避和现金持有价值—来自我国上

市公司的经验证据”，《南开管理评论》第 1 期，15–24。 

张志强、肖淑芳，2009，“节税收益、破产成本与最优资本结构”，《会计研究》第 4

期，47–54。 

张中秀，1991，“完善我国税收体系的建议”，《管理世界》第 6 期，33。 

赵静敏、赵爱文，2016，“碳减排约束下国外碳税实施的经验与启示”，《管理世界》

第 12 期，174–175。 

赵书博、胡江云，2016，“‘一带一路’战略构想下完善我国企业境外投资所得税制

的思考”，《管理世界》第 11 期，11–19。 



A Review of China Tax Research 77 

赵书博、张书慧、张雪，2019，“‘一带一路’沿线国家增值税比较研究”，《管理世

界》第 7 期，104–115。 

郑宝红、张兆国，2018，“企业所得税率降低会影响全要素生产率吗？—来自我国上

市公司的经验证据”，《会计研究》第 5 期，13–20。 

郑辉，2000，“托宾税与信息不对称型投机攻击：由 Obstfeld 模型引申的讨论”，《世

界经济》第 11 期，34–40。 

郑苏晋，2010，“中国保险税制变迁与保险公司税负实证研究”，《管理世界》第 10

期，169–170。 

郑新举，2002，“适应税收征管改革 深化中央税收审计”，《审计研究》第 S1 期，

39–41。 

郑震龙，1999，“国有商业银行改革需要税收政策的支持：当前国有商业银行的税负

状况分析”，《金融研究》第 10 期，39–44。 

周黎安、陈烨，2005，“中国农村税费改革的政策效果：基于双重差分模型的估计”，

《经济研究》第 8 期，44–53。 

周黎安、陈祎，2015，“县级财政负担与地方公共服务：农村税费改革的影响”，《经

济学（季刊）》第 1 期，417–434。 

周黎安、刘冲、厉行，2012，“税收努力、征税机构与税收增长之谜”，《经济学（季

刊）》第 1 期，1–18。 

周黎安、吴敏，2015，“省以下多级政府间的税收分成：特征事实与解释”，《金融研

究》第 10 期，64–80。 

周业安，2001，“税费改革与乡镇财政民主建设”，《管理世界》第 5 期，122–132。 

周泽将、杜兴强，2012，“税收负担、会计稳健性与薪酬业绩敏感度”，《金融研究》

第 10 期，167–179。 

朱广俊、刘佐，1998，“优化税制结构的理论思考”，《经济研究》第 4 期，30–37。 

朱海林，1997，“国际会计准则 12 所得税（续一）”，《会计研究》第 7 期，45–49。 

朱海林、沈小南，1997，“国际会计准则 12 所得税（续二）（1996 年修订）”，《会

计研究》第 8 期，43–46。 

朱钟棣、鲍晓华，2004，“反倾销措施对产业的关联影响—反倾销税价格效应的投人

产出分析”，《经济研究》第 1 期，83–92。 

邹薇、刘勇，2008，“习惯形成与最优税收结构”，《世界经济》第 2 期，55–64。 

左大培，2000，“外资企业税收优惠的非效率性”，《经济研究》第 5 期，21–30。 

 


	A Review of China Tax Research
	Abstract
	I. Introduction
	II. Institutional Background
	2.1 Major Tax Types
	2.2 VAT
	2.3 Business Tax
	2.4 Corporate Income Tax
	2.5 Information Technologies in Tax Enforcement

	III. A Statistical Analysis of the Chinese Tax Literature
	IV. Key Findings from the Chinese Tax Literature
	4.1 Corporate Income Tax
	4.1.1 English papers
	4.1.2 Chinese papers

	4.2 VAT

	V. Conclusion and Suggestions for Future Research
	References



