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Government Expenditure on Education and Health as % of GDP

25000
GDP per capita (US $)




Private Consumption vs. Government Expenditure on Education and
Health
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Government Expenditure on Education and Health as % of GDP
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Total Social Spending Health Education Social Security
Columns (1)-(2) and (4) Columns (3), (A) Column (B) Columns (3), (C)
Marginal reduction
in household saving 0.14 ~0.24 0.70~0.78 0.79 0.22 ~0.29

in OECD

Measured at OECD

at 28.1 percent of GDP

at 6.3 percent of

at 5.8 percent of

at 16.1 percent of

average for total social spending GDP for health GDP for education GDP for social
spending spending protection

Marginal reduction

in household saving 0.56 ~1.03 2.09 ~2.12 1.26 0.68 ~0.72

in China

Measured at current
levels in China

at 6 percent of GDP for
total social spending

at 0.9 percent of
GDP for health
spending

at 2.9 percent of
GDP for education
spending

at 2.2 percent of
GDP for social
security spending
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Expenditure Reform Pension Health Education
Simulation
Total 1.42 0.77 0.51
Urban 0.92 0.46 0.24
Rural 0.50 0.32 0.27
Budget Shares
Urban 0.75 0.69 0.58
Rural 0.25 0.31 0.42




Expenditure Reform | Pension Health Education
Total .6 1.3 0.8
Income Effect 14 0.8 0.5
Insurance Effect | 0.2 0.5 0.3

10



DL ERFE S B 5, 22 T o~ 3 & 1

(5857

= 0.8%%1.6%H)E N A= BB S T K Efit s 2 M L HTH)
25% N4 1.6 23.2 1 H 4

0. 6A§/\5

ERLLOANGTRIITT

KA 7380 1T 59 2

= VH AR T S R R4 E10.2-1.0, MU THEBRESERT

(50.4-2.0E 77 1

11



1] A S 5

 FEFRIE, BUR SRS 2 A IR

= AL SCH R E 58 BT P A K S R i A IR KA H]

= AR I IX ) RE S S HS RS B R AR I 5% 52

12



	中国公共社会支出和家庭消费
	概览 
	背景
	社会支出在地区作为一个整体较低，尤其是中国（2008年数据）
	.....并且似乎是造成低消费的部分原因
	跨国分析：经合组织国家的例证
	中国的代际核算方法
	以使用一生所有资源配置消费倾向为例
	评估三种支出的消费影响
	社会支出的收入效应（占国内生产总值的比例）
	对中国的合计效应 （收入效应及保险效应）（占国内生产总值的百分比）
	税收财力的影响
	结果的政策影响

