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How do Tax Burden Affect the Adjustment of Industrial Structure?
—Based on the Level and Scale of Tax Burden

LUO Fuzheng LUO Nengsheng
( School of Economy and Trade Hunan University Changsha 410006 China)

Abstract: How do tax burden affect the adjustment of industrial structure? This article first constructed the model of in—
dustrial structure adjustment based on the level and scale of tax burden made theoretical and empirical analysis of the influ—
ence path of macro tax burden industrial tax burden and factor tax burden on fundamentals and rationalization of industrial
structure and its regional differences and discussed the optimum range of macro tax burden. The study found that: under the
action of the tax revenue expenditure effect and tax adjusting effect rational scale of macro tax burden is beneficial to the fun—
damentals and rationalization of industrial structure and its optimal range is from 8.74% to 11.44%  In terms of the funda—
mentals of industrial structure the second industry tax burden and regulating effect of government spending have a positive
impact on it and the third industry tax burden and Labor tax burden have a negative impact on it; In terms of rationalization
of industrial structure industry tax burden have a negative impact on it and capital tax burden and population urbanization
have a positive impact on it; In different economic regions the influence path make certain differences.

Key words: tax burden level; reasonable scale of tax burden; industrial structure adjustment; the income effect; spend—

ing adjusting effect



