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Abstract

Recent empirical literature on taxation, focusing mainly on countries in European
Union or OECD countries, shows that the most important factor affecting a country’s
income tax rate policy, besides domestic economic factors, is international tax competition.
Studies on political economics, though emphasizing the importance of politics in
determining taxation, provide little empirical cross country evidence on this issue. This
paper investigates the impact of tax competition and economic factors on domestic
corporate tax rates. We also examine the link between corporate tax rates and political
factors, such as the level of corruption and the role of parliamentary system. Using
annual data of 50 countries, covering developed and developing countries, from 1985 to
2007, we show that domestic corporate tax level is affected significantly by tax rates in
neighboring countries, the degree of political corruption, and the proper functioning of
parliamentary system. The results also suggest that pressure from tax competition is more
intense for developed countries.
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35 [T S e R e L ) 5 """"

I o T R Y

1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 Year
EI5B ¥ &
B 5 #FHEBRFZTMFaT $

B AR F AL R P - R B BA DM FHTT R
K’fmz TME b 1986 £ 2 wAn £ HiE o W E B AT 60% 0 @ gL B
R A 40% ; e 1986 EPF > NRFRAL A IHE B F A ko B ATE
FILF B PR 50% 2 % o 3 1990 £ R4 o d A TR RS T e L R
FTHEZ s BT & Fl w7 2 & 408 fd] (dual income tax, DIT), S
LR R o T AW RIS E - RS R o IR R (7
R R FehiE T B d 50%%% $] 30%_F T ;2000 # sk ok h TR AL D
20% 12 F ek B ARt g RoriE o P RS Y 2605 28%2 B -

Bl 6B RIS R FW Ry vt JIpFd g & 7 g RGeS R PR
BERENBFEST - Ko B IF RS R I R EE N p HFFE o A
#3002 B M A 3 0 82 A 4p R 1980 & %> 2000 # 15 ik RART B E T 522
TEHp B P T Az ki k > T F 2 IR IMERRF FH TR .

B 6C P B ® o H L R AL AR 7Y 1990 £ R A H S g
HA0% > 2 t54 BT b A o 1 2000 £ RS k3] 30% 5 * e A 2003
E 2 (8 f 2007 EEFHGLMRF A 24% 0 Rk ZAN A AL MR I 0 19% o

B RN FLT 202 T ARE R ) (1984 2006 & ) ¥ A 35% - 2007 & *% %
32. %,;:g{ ’?;fm:«étéévmr A5 Pl EMEEREREA T S FITE T AP

PP gk -

2 & Mgt 1980 # 5 50%0 2007 # 5 33.3%; 1 B chf 3 3+ 1985 # 5 62.6%:> 2007 # 5 38.4% o
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Tax rate(%)
60

35 ==t S o b,

10 b
1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 Year
H6A sbak

Tax rate(%o)

1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005
¥ 6B @mak
Tax rate(%)

1989 1993 1997 2001 2005  Year
H6C +vak

W6 % MR % e ih 6

B 7A cha T RGBS R f 1985 & pFj2 720 7 i BB (63%) 0 27 B i

? Bt A L FEB i 13% 0 2R o 30 1992 E #72 fyF & L - K 50%

3] 35% > 2t & T AT BE R o WETF 5 FRES 1996 & PR L -

Lo IRET AR L AT o BEAR DI FRET AAH 3 R A

w| j5_55% 14 + chE fn i vs 7] 350 0 218 R cnfnck o B4R o B2 AR A 2000

ER O B2 BPRFFDBBMIF DT, LhKivw D] 5% L gk B3
2007 & ¥ » ip = B B R S e LEEEF) 1% 2o

Bl 7B i &y B 0 2007 & %5 4 B 22 5540 A ] B 17.5%2 20% %
B B Rehi2 RS AL F B X) & 35%3] 25%R - P ga,gfa e TR R (e g
AEMRFDOES o SHFANL 1984 EEf o 2 B F R~ ¢ R /‘%ﬁ—-étiil;:i:lg %
B A M2 AL RS RS S8 R 1990 & Y RS SRS B
K& e RThes EARERAER o P W 2008 E 10 1pHELE D
W Rezb R O o P BRPATRAG 2 7 R KT 25%; A ) #ﬁ,ﬁfﬁg" i
* RS 20% o (KPMG 2009) i gt 4p #8enS k& I &2 374e 3 > fo 4 %
E X 5 B R TR ST AR 2 (5 0 B B Ik B

e o
= 5 -
¥ &l

,
1l
o~
[}

2 e B3t 2009 £ A2 ¢ 'F 3 33.99% 0 © MTETR B 2 T A #ta o 350%4 5 (KPMG 2009) o
%R AR A 2007 BT FAERE > f BT 17.5%% 1 16.5% 0 ATics d 20%3 5 2 18% 0 @
B FT R B A HE E (2008) 1 5505 7 o
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B st T IER L T2 BoF 0 /41985 # F| 2008 & o 2w
d 40% *5 3 18% > "5 5 % 55% 1 A2 iF @’xw-r R 70§ AT ¥abg B (47.23%) > A
FRF T F R BHEIT L T AR B e B> 1985 £ & F4p £ 21.5%:; F| 2008
EPE o ATSo B TS N B 4B 1.5% o

Feb o B TC s LIfche @ RN 5B i 2 B 45%% 46% >

4 1987 #2 1988 & & A W 7 fufs o e d fenfRd - B OKAYRM B DS F

ERNL I A RARF MM e d FmF 3% ke d At 2008 £ £ S
T D 30% 0 BRI EE T PRI ARR o

‘»

1985 1990 1995 2000

HTA &3

L 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 Year
BB ¥%

| ———— Taxrme(%)
jg&ﬁ 55 f---
A 40
. e
R A A PRI
1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 Year

BTC AHH
B 7 THBREFE RS

AL kA%

- S REEURT

AT g A FH AR RIAR LU RH N EFE o 5B
Mintz and Weichenrieder (2010)#1# & 1985-2007 + ;= = = & #71¥ 70
BRI Ak AT S G RETHLA T sk T RRE 50
B oAy HAargd 1985 1 2007 # » 3 % &K %o 2 B A 7| o
(panel data) ; @ Tk ¥ A28 4 4% & B (missing value) » = 2 F HE AL &
989 & o A7 5 4+ % 50 BRI FIEFE 2TRT <A B 4 23 L BERR

i

%
o
;\\i
(\n

% & %@ I 2008 & & 2009 # 2 @0 iF Ak A u] L 26%8r 25% o
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N

R R Rk i b IR L AL AT
‘Eﬂ‘%ﬂ EEW -~EZST-FWH - ~FF7 ~057 gL
B LM RRG P A R AT S R R S e
27 A B BT Bt E R e rafﬂzﬁw@wﬁ B AT
FAFLNBEAS AR ER ETE T3 R #i~im < PLN

/4

aw_

~

Boagkg
s

EE/HIE&‘]’K:‘ E"f’]‘il E;Q"]\ E)"}i ~ Ef’f'u ~ '% j\{jng: ~ wét"*riﬂ ~ :i:E%?:‘_/Ff ~ /1% 'FE’;}V»
(RIS T: T SN ?[gqbtaqtﬂﬁ;gg#ﬁ,;]ﬂﬁmga\ T ~BAR N2 Z
ﬂ_;& @ 2h o

A TEHBBEAER T B AR OPEFEZ LT AR DR
Srh G 2 ¢ R 24p 50 BEITL LSS *Jw- Al 2
TRy ZMARE T ML R PR )RR iﬁi&\p
ALend B > AP B N - B B rj »% % (fixed effect)vk’ "m‘,ﬁﬁ
(random effect) 3| = #& (Judge, Grlfflths, Hill, Lutkepohl and Lee 1985) o # < 4~
ul 2 F # %~ LM #& = (Breusch-Pagan Lagrange multiplier test)22 Hausman # <_
FEHEEFZ H3PN EY DR R T AR ARPIF IR S - Ak T3 )
(HA£OLS) 232> @ LM f P it RISEH % i3l & OLS 2 i
e A2 ke R S B I E Tk BRSO 8 x&’s“ OLS » g - ¥ 12
Hausman # = % # B8 2 % WA 2 5 3 27 B0 ¥ 22 % #-4) - Hausman 1
TLRERT 2 AP EEY L R IR o e d > BRI 2 - &
e
Yie = Bi + BrXiga + o+ BrXier + Mits
i=12,.,nt=12,..,T.
Bi = Bo +a;, Cov(a;,a;)=0, Vi#]j,
ie ~ 11d(0,02), a;~iid(0,02), Cov(x;.; a;) =0
j=12,..,k.

P i RARRS] o A EAl- B on 230505 A FFoon 23

A ZEF o onEN 27TtV 4 & JIA‘T\ﬁ*%$ RHco ;N E A R RIS (7
& %Jl. FPEREDEWIFEL o B R F IR RS UE DR L f#iﬁ
iB % #c(omitted variables)srrc % ; H ¢ 5 B HJ@?]?’\%#«* AL LR
(e )FEF 307 AR BEE o

B TRGRE TH L BR e P RS DR AR RS &
BIp ST Z > ¥ » BIpFrp Bl o B9 o RPEARfRECE 1B ILEEAR 4o R 1S
eis I?Z];fm'_,* (TD) k288 5 Wp SARFEZP ¢ 2 ]_&]ﬁ%:, i ] (GW) 22 B ’331%5_5‘.
(OPEN) d3tE g e PO ERMSF T e F BT A3 Mo A JIE

BMZWEN L BAIRBERTE T A um;f'm@ » 7k € Ez(SYS)
ffw)"z\ » T~ Fefen § R AR (COR) I 5 A 2 dapcin F1 & o Ft > A2 ad

AP RS AeT
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In(T;.) = Bo + By In(TDye_1) + Br GW; . + B3 In(OPEN;,) + B, COR;;
+ BsSYS; + a; + e

i=1, 2,..., n; t=1985,1986,...,2007.

‘%&iiﬁﬁﬂ%%

R R - U Sl (R U Szl b S LR S £ & 3 =N &
2 "’#m—f (B~$tic) > In(T) > % € fi @< F# P~ p Source OECD *F » 4% 49
% & ﬁm,z T @ fLF TRk g Mintz and Weichenrieder (2010) £ World Tax
Database®

PP LR NP R R R R R E S TR

1. # R (TD)Y

g3 v[f%}* MRFPEORALIL R A ENE RS F TR R R
AT * iE s R RS - T EEE - Redoano (2007) Devereux et al. (2008)
&0 AT Eﬁ?]?fm—r' AT REE R ER DRI R R o A
r1ig r GDP ' 5 g ende 450 b 2 3t ER GDP k& B RS H#5 Overesch
and Rincke (2008)4 Bl A v #ic s Sv i > 7 R B R RR BT Vb &
TP SN AT R ?\F"* e f 3§ 3% & > Ruiz and Gerard (2008)4% = GDP
iip £ B2 iF|#c i L » m Redoano (2007) % 2 GDP per capita % §E 5|8 &
L o ¥y L0 %A Y ApROR RE 2T # i3 > Redoano (2007) -
Overesch and Rincke (2008)¥2 Ruiz and Gerard (2008)+4x * B I cb 312 jEa %k
Sofg s WS 0 @ Altshuler and Goodspeed (2002) R 1238 Z_ehs8iT B R fi
L3Rk & & MR LT o

d - BRF(A S F) 25 TR - LAY - A& ¢ 2T
AT L F )RS AR R B (Ladd 1992; Case et al. 1993; Besley and Case
1995; Rork 2000; Bordignon et al. 2003; Redoano 2007; Kammas 2011) » ]t # =
FEWHFFNE EZEE HEPTORFERI AR ARRFF) NPT o5
Redoano (2007)#74% 1 chie ILEEAE e fi2 - 175 B3t i BT 1 hdgik >

DAl R A S B kG L E RN T 'B&p World Tax Database » B~* # B @ 4] 4
1985-1995 & ; = A % 5 1985-1997 & ; § k& I 5 1985-1993 & ; @ % R 5 1985 ¢2 1986 & o
Fohed g R A R AL P RF LR Vo T R S Bt 5 A 47 R e
FAF 3 ARG IF o T- Wiz Lo P F A § LI R RS DR Aok B % L F PR
BT RS RS G A FREHE RS A5 0 SRREEE Ko 57y e ﬁ-’#/‘%i\m
#E g4 (a race to the bottom) » § X Wk 7 J!;;f AR < R EE R (F R
FEL CREFEE %i) & OF ‘jz"ﬁ';' Hh)o k= %’fmm#ﬁfsé“n‘ %7 rﬂiﬂi’
BEP AT A o R - B IR L PR :&;E&]wwﬁ TR TR SN
¥ %50 BRRY o
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IR GRS A B ARSI IR T 0 AR Al B2
ﬂ;fn, b’?}&ﬂ T ] R "J;]EJL";\ PSRN ph s R fﬂ?fﬂafiﬁ\fﬁfgfé'ﬁ_’ S
- Hp E””éﬁﬂ?]’%;}‘ K EiE o2t 3 4T

ll?ﬂﬁ?ﬁ@]??bfhj; — TDi,t—l = Zwi,j T—i,t—li

Yay;
Zl/d”

dij = i Fg | R BEE4E,

Wi,j

AR e & el 1/%:“? € [ W ehF A kR 5 OECD Tax Database *+ -
H 42 WBp Mintz and Weichenrieder (2010)c @ 3 IZFEHE AT A % p 2 MRS
% A &% ¥ < (Centre d’etudes prospectives et d’informations internationales -
”f?’u CEPIl) &= GeoDist ‘;:*?;Jp'ii » BB E ;Kb’%&i:sg‘_:s:é‘);ﬁ kB EERE
P ;‘_ ¥R e ;miﬁ]’:'

2. B R H(GW)

Bucovetsky (1991)¥z Wilson (1991)% 4 JF & 3234 s B R fic(size effect)
H fud|iE #9255 Bretschger and Hettich (2002) 7= 41 #* 14 i OECD B fix
1967 3] 1996 # chgidf 4L » H R #o| hF Rl i i A »e 2 A s Hines
(2005)FF 4 IR P P ERF T MR A ST ApM 0 Fla S BRG wt 2 BRIE
HHo B g v g o Winner (2005)2 Ruiz and Gerard (2008)~ F % 4
PR H- 227 5;{, < %14 5775 8L f£. Robinson (2005) 2 SADC *%j&_1980
3] 2000 & g Fsip Rl @]%‘Lﬁdﬁ—*’ﬁmﬂxfﬁﬁi&?*ﬁx@ T o

TR RGNS N S B F RS )J?H P ERA v Bk GDP fai
e B FRAR R A PR EE R R 2 IR e s ) o 1R B
#GDP ¢ 27k GDP 2 #* F 4 R [ it & o 328 2 58 4eT

\k-

N 1) QTSRS o ) GDPl,t
i B 7= ) = GW,p = ——.
GDPyorid
RS d”%ww¢4%%&ﬁ$:iﬁ¥f' TRAF T 5 LT N E A Ak
- FE O INERARS P RES SR EXE R LS Imm’MUttl(ZOO?))ll;}“”_%ﬂl}ii;‘;\,u’“
bldp &t = e m@?l?\l_w vt L% 2 ¥ & (closely integrated)srBf i 5 AL 4 B 4RI FF Pk

Bkg o Eiw- Mﬂ%’\fsﬁaf— BB R R R

2 GeoDlst TR A TR - w’ri’r meﬂ S35 ehpEdE 7 (country-specific) ; —
R R g (dyadic) e F AL o % TR RS ETE 2 SN r oA 48 5 g (dist
3 distcap) fr+e fEEEHE (disw % distwces) -l GeoDist F L3P ¥ 4+ Mayer and Zignago
(2011) o A= 7 AL T8 AP AR I 2 7fii,‘_, FoR Nk 3 &R R ik%\;fm'_,’,}’za‘;ﬁgé i;&:f‘j—ﬁvﬁ‘%
o oA g s pedp(disteap) © R BE PR AL SRR E BE GRS RLFERE LS
B engEdE o

% SADC (The Southern African Development Community) & 7 SR 3G ¥ B H ik B 70 K% 8 2 42
B RS B e B R IR a2t AT R RAL s LR
=4 ’é‘ °
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% B GDP 3 % p World Bank 3 World Development Indicators ( #§ -
WDI) FHE o

3. 42 (OPEN)

%ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁi B RIEA s BEd BiEE - ROR Fo F BRI RARF
oA m AV RSB RERRR A4 FHY - R R 3RF 4
FRpFAEH I A REE ° Flet © B2 3 v B 22RO
T PR T REALFCR o B o A FRA R fﬁvﬁ;k kA F DS R TR
FrEefe g o @ fFF LR f 4p B (Gordon 1992; Rodrik 1997; Bretschger and
Hettich 2002; Slemrod 2004; Robinson 2005; Winner 2005; Ghinamo, Panteghini
and Revelli 2007) ; & iv 35 > #ic> P‘Je«&r Quinn (1997)# Swank (1998)#r# 1 B *x
AARESPTERE T APM AR EREE > @ Garrett (1998) B33 5 B 3c Az & &2 o

7! 7fJL:1‘ -;Hi Fﬁg °

Bt B AR R chdp iR 0 T AT B 6 Quinn (1997)hE 4 0 S B E
L4 ks el o B A AREAERTNTR - e iudphenE R S E
1974 = 1989 # ; Sachs and Warner (1995)R|4 4+ % % B 412 B % T 5 &
¥5 Ez‘ﬁ&— ERABERRGEBEEE A 4Rt BRI 1950 3 1992 £ o
F o R PR E ’S?/f?v/w\ BT R R RRETARERR RN - KTV ED &
)ig‘w;{ RBRGTE M - B Y S A E R Y - R e g
b GDP st 5 5 % 4 5 F A s BRI E R b GDP st F R HF
ﬁxéﬂ;guﬁg T2 o AT HRY - Fid T RIS GDP et F kv & 1 H
2 BARARRE T MEEALEER > P ORNIFEHE RS ARRS D
SH4 o
Xit+Miz

OPEN;; = ~-!

)

Xp=% iR A% tE D)o,

Mi,tzkklmt_:fvt-&m %'i\"%;’g—o ’LL—%XE Penn —}E_
4. § 42k (COR)

FOM OO AR fRAR B gk o S FRR P ON AL R ARRAL o & F] 2R
oS INE RE p EBERREE R U F ALK 7 5 - Chand and
Moene (1999)Fris B I g RIFFHF A AFINPAARLIFFT S ¢ IR~
4] # - Neeman et al. (2008) & ;w@ FRAFRGRD * kil 2L ik
m;fm»](? :fgﬁ’\ vl TR F R g R EFF N FE 0 Fla g MR REF KT
J&s @ ® ;’rf"ﬁf}: AR FR Ffﬁv;fsv;r:‘pw ifuﬁ:g > Ip 4% ¢1> Ivanyna et al. (2010)
WEFTRATERP LB A G BRALREF T OELTRY 2. FCRT

R [ f ¢ 1 Annual Report on Exchange Arrangements and Exchange Restrictions » 4+ 4p 1
B E T A SRR A 38 ol g A By o
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FIMAREF AT EFBBRTDMEe oA T 5§ - eI FokE
@%%’@ﬁaﬁAmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁpi‘%,ﬁ T eh e ek S F
BAREDN G R R AERLIROEAN G F R R AR RS k2
ol R 7fﬂ,7fn,;., g€ %8 1 50% -

?ﬁi«ﬁfi(corruption){;’u ERPRIFR > Lo et fHB e
AN SRS S T E T A PR Rl S T

TR RTINS St RN N PV RN S
2 F 254 FEgeo s #t ¢k > Gurgur and Shah (2002) % #% FZ 7 & 1 (R Lo
Lo vk - BRRED FDOFFIpHET > T IR - RN & TR S ®ALT
B AL o B i Kt BIFEFSFELadgih e Flpt A~ g KT ﬁx
BiZar RiFg ? ;‘% frim ek ¢ g Ap ik > T REE P e 5 (Transparency
International) 2 § & zu4v4n #% (Corruption Perceptions Index - Fﬁ,‘i‘ CPl) - CPI
- Bixekp 7 Hﬁ‘-ﬁ;m WBEAABLSETE N2 g ONPELTE 5 Er o
%7‘ PR e el m#ﬂ’]‘w‘ px#ﬁf%mlﬁ_ HRE0I 102 F 23| ﬁ AN zxj}ft}ﬂ-
FTRAARG® F 20 BRRATIROF FERAES -
BRI R R BT A § AR 2 e P T E S e e Y
¥ Neeman et al. (2008)5! Ivanyna et al. (2010) e % » Z@;@ fofig * 2t o @9
ﬁ$ﬁ%%oﬁ%1,ggﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁ$%’ﬁ&ﬁiﬁ§WW§“%:ﬁ
#—*ra\*'#;’lp‘”“% FAOFLFECORFAAFRR SO TERFIRFRE K
g R T A 2B om ¥ o d ﬁ?é’f}%’? L 3 & m"§ [EURIRESE SIS g s o

5‘}'« g K§ ,\3 °
5. % € #] & (SYS)

— 3 E ﬁ,_; =) thﬂﬁmﬁq#ngm s ‘fl = 'Eﬁmﬂ:(/pép’bf'f :’*;IP” /:ﬁ’_ﬁ#gg
& EPES g d (Dreyfuss 2001) ; ,ﬁ\yfm‘i e Al F B REIE B 5 AME > A7
FIE @M g A Loy 22 EOR ¢k [ & wﬂpm%vmemwﬁa
%oﬂﬁ’%iﬁ—wﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁ%@;wq WA cdiE 7 54 F M o 2
Mmoo - RGO E B2 3 F & &g i Iﬁiﬁ‘: %2 & - Bennedsen and

Feldmann (2002)z% = & 7 M s freis B ;i; EMRHIRE AL S BrTE B
AE A hk R AlE o EARRUK R RALOT] E BRI A TR 3 B E S
7% o Persson et al. (2000)~ 3% % 4p ﬁw?ﬁ,&:fu# | ™ SR € AR R 4R
s m?f’h BRER S DR o

N RLT- 7}52,.}2_'7_ ;:f_lﬂgé‘rﬁ 5] S SR ]
e M s R TP~ p World Bank

P13 BEFALARLE kA 10 BATF H = > 4 Asian Development Bank - African Development Bank
Bertelsmann Foundation ~ Economist Intelligence Unit ~ Freedom House ~ Global Insight ~ IMD World
Competitiveness Yearbook ~ Political & Economic Risk Consultancy ~ World Bank (IDA and IBRD)#?
World Economic Forum -
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¢ Database of Political Institutions ( & # DPl) FA 2 > 2 m# ¥ 8> X TF W
FICH LR EFIFLL AR BB “/;\mﬁﬂﬁ'aoo
“FARM RO EE TR KRR e Lo
i1 REOTRETHER
5 j#18 FH &R Y
A 2 2 5% #c(dependent variable)
E SR € f WE AP~ p Source OECD -
In(T) H 435 % p Mintz and Weichenrieder (2010) 22 World Tax Database-
% ¢ % #ix(independent variables)
[ j;fm M IR EEAr B2 H B R ROE T 7fJL ;\‘f'j\//ﬁl}’? Foo I
In(TD) SF TR FE4EF A k p CEPII -
B R e ) o a World Bank : World
7 GDP | >k GDP st & o .
(GW) " 7% S Development Indicators. *
# 23 G ey o B . "
m(gféﬁ) v EEdciEl GDP agnt F Penn World Table 3 #L & - —
7R ARR FEApto A2 01110 2 & - @48 Transparency  International _
(COR) AT R FARBE - s 4 #%(CPI) -
EX AT BERE FMEREAIF L 14 World Bank : Database of N
(SYS) 7o HARL Qe Political Institutions.

BE-FRERSEAH

- ~ &t %fu“‘l' A ’H‘

72 %I “Lr)a BHRENEA A E o 'FT Ao 2K AR NI IEZE T T
FL5 41985 & 53 44.82%"% 1 2007 & fF 229.08% > T FAEF P A o P ¥ > 7
w1985 £ & H 2007 £ > 2 PR ROTIEZTOPRIEBFREY R
e 2 A FEiE_1985 & 17.90% ol A 2007 & 0.50% -

ELT EE 0 P g iR £k § 0 j€_1985 3] 2007 # 0 = Bk A Hh
B LT RT E % o B O T I b P BERE R A fcacaddd
e F“;*@?l'a"\%h@zl_ R E Y Mo o BEARR B DR RIS F] wAt
£ o 1985 & FF > fd b i N RAR A 4 (20%) 0 BB P E_ER R (63%)
# F“a?“ Fpo T i RBRLB O A e BERRT > A
% 784 (31.9%) 0 BB 1 E 4E K (62.6%) - 2007 & F 0 B ¢ B RALE B K b
B 7" 14 (10%)» 58 508 % 2(36.9%)™ 5 © % B B Fdi S (R 7
W (125%)% > @ B % 2P +(40.7%)% -

=b

ETTRS

Wi

B e g g R A 1985 # et 5 300% 0 2004 & T gn 4 Fors 0 RS R ARAIR G o KE O - 5T
BRI 0 HEF S AP TERE AR E S b 2 D7 S MRRE A BP
SR g 1 10% e

%1085 & 4% kB e B 0 T 2007 4 PEOE A 33.99%: ' 1g 5 46%- @ & 2% 1085 & B A 5 50%
BEIERT 26% 5 gttt o G 2L h 2008 & % H-fak E 5 34.55% -

® € LS 1985 & 5 50% 0 ' bgH E 67% ; @ 2007 & 5L s 5 21.3% 0 g 5 33%
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2 RBBPEINFE
B B Tiofe L Bl it Bt i

FHHE A 50 4482 9219 20.0 63.0

i+ 1985 & © B R F 23 4800 7.721 31.9 (55 1) 62.6 (1. ®)

f\: EIN RS 27 4210  9.647 20.0 (% 4 %) 63.0 (¢ )

L

M PR A 50 2008  6.881 10.0 40.7

(%) 2007 & = moa R 23 2935  6.739 125 (% : i) 40.7 (p *)
B B 27 2885  7.119 10.0 (% 42.4) 36.9 (4 2
FAEE A 1150 1830  4.409 0.015 33.755

CE T L

(GW) (%) BEmMi. 529 3359  6.106 0.123 (374c3)  33.755 (% B)
Y ME. 621 0526 0765 0015 (= #4) 5840 (¢ &)
FAEE A 1173 6959  60.39 10.34 456.56

B e i o )

(OPEN) (%) ° P#MF. 552 8165 7839 13.23 (% F) 456.56 (374 1)
¢ ®ME. 621 5886  34.46 10.34 (= &) 215.68 (5 % ¢ i)
FAEE A 1039 5523  2.667 0.2 10

PR ) ) . e

(COR) cBEME. 529 7.637 1609 3.42 (% + 1) 10 (5= %)
e M. 510 3330 1536 0.2 (5 1) 7.5 (441)
FAEE A 1,100 0508 0500 0 1

éyi) cBEMP. 506 0909  0.288 0 1
Y M. 594 0167 0373 0 1

BRIREAHL  EFIRFIREERARIRD AR FALE D bl ¢ B

5 B RehT B4 H0(3.359%) < St B 5 ¢ B 7(0.526%)F ~ B2 5 o @ B FRLE

B iR Ak 23k GDP shz A2 - (33.76%) 0 = L Lenp o g4 L

A2- G R BRo Rk i P W w GDP W 23y L a2 -

(5.84%) - @ Bl 72 tih ] chE o # 3 > # GDP ¢ 23p+ A2 15; %Ka o ¢

g B RS SRR ) R E ATl friv b 27k GDP e A2 123

BRRARR o BER RN Y B GDP gt T35 (81.65%) % ¢
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