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Abstract

Tax is the main form of revenue in our country, affecting the economic development of China. We
build multivariate linear regression equation and carry on stepwise regression by analyzing the
main factor affecting the tax revenue growth. At last, we obtain the main factor affecting the tax
revenue of Hunan province, and explore the effects of tax on the financial income and economic
development.
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1. 3]

1978 AT LICKR, REZGF CEER, EWNESAMEEERA, Kol AR =X
GUFR; BIEE A S, 1978 FEHE A BUR NN 27.98 /27T, 2014 F34INE] T 2262.79 1276, T iL
81 s 117 WA OISO 32 BERURE T B, 1 7 8 BN A 1978 4 (1) 17174278, H§K 21 T 2014 411 1438.52
{27617 Bl EE H 12 L E K AL EERRE, 2T EUA BT ANE M E, HIEBUT L TP & R
JEJE R H I = SRR AT A St s ] AR 5 A BRI SR EUEWIRAE, 2 B S W BUSON ( — B
FEREA. FE, B 1994 FL0k, FREAT T HSCH BRI SOE, PURJERIE BSOS ER, iR
W B SCE AR SE 3, A E KB RESE N B S MRS R R sgeR . LA E R TR 2
F AR AT R R, i T TR 2] [3] (4]

BSCRMBURAAM EER R —, M2 TR, HZ TR, HrhEgr v, 7 v iR s s s, 5
g — A ERE, FRE T ERMEL, a4 5 O AR B T RS SR FEA S 3 S
WM B, A= REGERIES LI, NBUGEAT T “ AR, ERIAE" BEN, T EA L5
MR & MAETE RGP, PRoA—Ley i, BUSCORIERER, 237 —E MRS, (H7E 1978
12 A+ —m=haabls, RRERITRISHESTSr i G mble, S maREERE L, B
WAER B2 K MEAETNSHAEF T, BIGESR 7HSMERN . FERIE. FHHRERE. FWLEHF
iR RN R E R G DRI B A THESIAE R . HofT, BUos T B KBS RAEVE
IRz E BRI, R, ARSCRAETMIREA, DB FER G, 2 5 it DR SISO B 38 K R
K, BRI BN DL R 48 55 R I AE AR AR

2. AR EHBUBARIELAR
2.1. BUS MBI XFR

M7 WA BN T ZEEAE T BN AR , e BN EEAEE: SR BB, ik
FASB . MV FTEBURRL. DAFTEEL BHERL S LE el BBl EIAERL . SR 8 L
EHOUEE R IR B AL BB RS T AR B B R E AR
& EA LRI T BN ATEE RO TR B RIRCR A BN Mtk
A BRI PR BN RIEEBRTH 2B BRI RPTERL. AN . AMBUAASE. % 1
FE TR A B IT ORI BUR N TS SR, ASCiidmie B T MR & Seit4E% 2015) .

M 1 ATRL, EER, W R T R REUR, BN Nty 5t M 4E R Rr G, BN
VRSB B B ZL A R 73, BRI SRR P o LU T B, (HZ RIS RO A B YS, DL 2014
SRR, BB &S BT EE B 2109 64% (FEILIE 1),

][l
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Table 1. Financial Revenue of Hunan Province from 1978 to 2014 (unit: 100 million yuan)

%< 1. 1978~2014 SR A MBI IE R (BAL: Z27T)
e | #I AL o5 WA Bl

i AR B T i o I B

B ma Bk AmESE TP A A Bk AREHE
1978 27.98 9.68 17.17 61.37% 1997 137.16 2.72 105.75 77.10%
1979 28.63 - - - 1998 156.77 3.63 102.95 65.67%
1980 29.86 9.58 19.53 65.41% 1999 166.50 6.04 105.50 63.36%
1981 31.40 - - - 2000 177.04 8.60 111.57 63.02%
1982 30.33 5.11 24.48 80.71% 2001 205.41 19.35 124.45 60.59%
1983 29.27 2.25 26.16 89.37% 2002 231.15 14.16 148.61 64.29%
1984 32.85 2.74 29.12 88.65% 2003 268.65 14.69 173.15 64.45%
1985 39.19 1.61 36.83 93.98% 2004 320.63 21.99 218.70 68.21%
1986 47.65 4.08 42.26 88.69% 2005 395.27 32.67 267.87 67.77%
1987 54.38 4.37 48.36 88.93% 2006 477.93 155.19 322.74 67.53%
1988 56.54 -0.47 54.25 95.95% 2007 606.55 195.89 410.66 67.70%
1989 68.86 —1.48 64.88 94.22% 2008 722.71 236.40 486.31 67.29%
1990 70.07 =3.70 67.33 96.09% 2009 847.62 279.34 568.27 67.04%
1991 80.52 -0.91 74.14 92.08% 2010 1081.69 350.85 730.84 67.56%
1992 92.78 -0.78 84.90 91.51% 2011 1517.07 601.67 915.40 60.34%
1993 127.56 —0.66 116.31 91.18% 2012 1782.16 671.42 1110.74 62.33%
1994 85.89 2.70 65.04 75.72% 2013 2030.88 731.73 1299.15 63.97%
1995 108.16 2.74 78.05 72.16% 2014 2262.79 824.27 1438.52 63.57%
1996 130.36 2.30 88.00 67.51%
20144 ST BRA LY
JERRUIA
36%

HUsTsEN
64%

Figure 1. Proportion of Hunan Provincial Fiscal Rev-
enue in 2014

1. 2014 S41REE BN EE 51

2.2. MEZWHRBUCANEZR

HRAE ISR B BRE, BT 32 BN DR 31 0 ] SR R 2o BSOS B A7 20 A, 388 3o 5o 000 11
Porimis, BZEELINAR: A GDP, &, AR, 4 dolsiinfd, TukighndE, dslksgingg, it
RAMBENGINE, WSk, SeEMmBorgnE, SaolsgnE, B kigneE, donknz
B, EARTERIA LA Hrpix B2l i B HE 08, FERBHIAMBE. Fmamolbl
Fe HAAT I EL e 4530 2 T8 RFIAE 2 B B 103 o i R 40, I L RAE IR T R B E A 25 I
BAEMAT . HAMA T RBIERTERIR L. R T IX 10 MR, AT 0 AR RS2 3,
2 P
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Table 2. Symbolic description
= 2. FFSULEA

v BB %, SBEHL. O RERIIEEOL
X A% GDP X, Sl

X, o MR A % b U g

, TV %, o SRR

X, SR %, HEATE B T4

X, R AT B A R A R (1 = 0,--,10)

3. Mg BB RImE R 5
3.1. HRBUER
I gE TR L, BATZ AT DLk T AR AR, WS 2 u A ml A
V= Lo+ Bx, + Boxy + Bixy + Bixy + PoXs + PeXg + x5 + ByXg + SoXg + PBroXior

He (i =0,1,---,10) /& 11 AMRFSEL B B ARIHEEL B (i =12, 10) AN EIAREL By A
AR R(RAR), x (i=1,2,+-,10) /& 10 AT LURE RIS el i — AR B, Ao R (B AR i)

R Btk N SPSS Jim, AW RAEREAT 00T, 1B RIHR A B ARG . R HEZ
KRR —NIIN, BIA-NAZEE, NEEANZRREHTEMIR, HESIANERERTE
AR I ARG A B E I, ZOR AR . SIA—NRREEIETTRE PSR — AR, NiEE
FR—25, W PHEIAT F ik, SRR R Z AT A E BE R E. X4
MR ERAT, FIERCEE N ERREEAN TR, WA REN BRIk, ff
RS Ja A AR el )37 SR A A AR 1ml A 74

3.2. KWIRRE

FER M ANERAT )G, BT BT REEAT B R A, 2 JuZe M7 L 0 B 25 A I E A
PR G I7iE, — Mo R R F AL, F RIS 2R R AR Xy xpn 4 X8 Xv Xo Xpn X
Xon Xo WER EXTFENLAR & y R EABRAIFEN, BIFE SPSS #AFbras BT = adrkrd, Pifgi P
AT g E R E AR o ERIR], A3, FATHE a =0.05; ARIMAEZ Jude B R - [3])4
TR EIFABREGD AR FRRMEZ, Fit, RINNHSI Mgt RKT7%, WEH R
BEVER RS, FIRER, ATZMRYE SPSS BAT T 4RI REER T, 3 P DT REFMKT o E
SN 6 R AL

R, AL TR R RIS IO o A D0 RE ] A4S 6 [l V1 05 R XA A LB A 8k 45 0 RE
TATRE SCREAS R E R HON «

R? :SS_R:1 SS_E

SST SST
XHM SSR RN Z AR Rl AF 05 f,  SSE J& 7 Za iR sk =¥ 7 M, SST &7 Z iR i
B, I H SST =SSR + SSE.
FEAR U5 R R FIBUEAE[0 X P, R %L 1, RWEARA BORL; R M 0, KM
[l R 2 . R® BB T T A b Sk [ VT 300 O RCR (BB SLE T AN REAE R A 1) 5 3 M AR 6
Rl AR =MIE NS, A1 sefs B T B E 7772
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3.3. HERIRA 2R

X GBI A TR 4 2015) HdEifiic, JATPrERS R EdE w04k 3 fon:

Table 3. Development of various industries in Hunan Province from 1978 to 2014

5% 3. 19782014 FHFE R ITI A RIEBER

Bl ABIGDP . Bk, M WHOAE  TOEINGE RSOLENGE SRR
-y 5% (t) (1.7 (12.7%) (1275 (1275
y x, X, X, X, X,
1978 17.17 286 59.83 51.94 7.88 9.71
1979 - 343 79.40 59.23 9.19 10.85
1980 19.53 365 81.14 65.31 11.68 11.73
1981 - 394 93.29 67.19 10.59 13.42
1982 24.48 430 107.99 71.31 11.20 12.81
1983 26.16 470 117.79 78.84 14.53 12.56
1984 29.12 519 128.28 90.79 13.55 15.40
1985 36.83 626 147.72 110.05 17.03 22.94
1986 42.26 703 165.28 124.30 19.01 27.60
1987 48.36 818 187.09 149.67 22.78 34.56
1988 54.25 999 217.03 190.40 30.88 46.61
1989 64.88 1074 234.31 212.21 25.94 45.48
1990 67.33 1228 279.09 220.69 29.29 62.94
1991 74.14 1357 301.02 242.96 38.99 73.91
1992 84.90 1595 32391 284.66 52.51 104.96
1993 116.31 1997 383.68 399.58 70.47 123.52
1994 65.04 2630 532.89 499.97 89.75 167.24
1995 78.05 3359 685.30 658.67 112.00 210.40
1996 88.00 3963 793.98 790.19 129.87 244 .45
1997 105.75 4420 855.75 903.90 137.89 268.06
1998 102.95 4667 828.31 960.70 162.38 289.06
1999 105.50 4933 778.25 1010.53 182.46 311.68
2000 111.57 5425 784.92 1094.76 198.42 342.30
2001 124.45 6120 825.73 1180.43 232.39 377.18
2002 148.61 6734 847.25 1265.72 257.78 416.15
2003 173.15 7589 886.47 1484.98 292.76 458.07
2004 218.70 9165 1022.45 1824.11 366.43 590.22
2005 267.87 10562 1100.65 2195.33 417.24 587.21
2006 322.74 12139 1272.2 2707.61 479.44 634.69
2007 410.66 14869 1626.48 3397.69 580.03 771.73
2008 486.31 18147 1892.40 4310.12 718.81 975.46
2009 568.27 20428 1969.69 4819.4 867.79 1221.2
2010 730.84 24719 2325.50 6305.11 1038.08 1434.68
2011 915.40 29880 2768.03 8122.75 1239.24 1662.34
2012 1110.74 33480 3004.21 9138.5 1367.92 1849.04
2013 1299.15 36943 3099.23 10001.00 1564.93 2031.81
2014 1438.52 40271 3266.89 10749.88 1744.86 2211.82
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B 2%
SmEHL B o pbIE RAMRSEEME AR T
= # ”mﬂﬁgkfﬁ i 27%) (i25%) (i25%) TiN)
7o)
x() x7 )Cg xg xm
1978 591 2.55 2.03 54.84 363.78
1979 6.47 2.50 2.10 65.20 388.16
1980 6.77 2.70 2.32 76.77 409.16
1981 6.93 3.60 3.56 87.24 426.88
1982 7.61 5.02 3.96 95.39 441.48
1983 8.16 5.66 5.18 107.36 447.81
1984 9.30 6.53 5.76 124.36 460.71
1985 13.23 8.85 7.84 157.47 475.15
1986 15.00 12.55 7.93 180.61 492.79
1987 20.13 15.94 8.53 213.81 515.22
1988 24.12 20.91 9.96 277.71 530.20
1989 26.81 26.94 11.00 299.74 536.64
1990 32.27 31.01 16.25 300.95 551.03
1991 41.68 38.26 17.73 341.80 567.07
1992 51.29 49.01 20.57 401.17 579.74
1993 72.71 47.53 26.45 496.55 588.87
1994 100.30 54.07 34.13 673.14 589.48
1995 133.71 64.96 44.43 854.48 597.50
1996 171.14 74.32 64.06 966.74 596.84
1997 198.66 82.66 75.47 1062.93 597.48
1998 220.86 85.44 89.28 1148.36 594.16
1999 246.08 86.57 105.50 1254.31 590.75
2000 288.16 88.88 131.58 1392.26 580.82
2001 303.88 91.71 138.41 1541.27 534.22
2002 333.51 92.43 165.29 1712.33 525.28
2003 373.27 99.35 186.49 1897.26 500.27
2004 415.00 118.64 191.50 2162.90 471.07
2005 386.96 162.37 215.63 247433 451.80
2006 440.96 204.72 25481 2869.40 450.89
2007 517.67 260.14 301.80 3419.17 460.03
2008 624.68 33432 340.07 4222.17 460.31
2009 704.83 402.57 400.11 4943 .86 474 .43
2010 832.28 463.16 464.21 5952.56 531.00
2011 948.82 501.09 518.04 7208.99 514.73
2012 1077.65 579.76 568.52 8318.66 523.27
2013 1172.31 758.90 642.19 9509.52 554.44
2014 1257.64 950.04 673.38 10723.45 552.81
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34. SLERARSSHELE

Kt N SPSS Biff, Ifig B BlHR AL B, B T4 R0 T

Table 4. Input/remove variables

T4 MNBENTE®

FAy MNAE BEMAE
1 Tl e A HEGEN -
2 ViR N O &) n A BE IR -
3 SRl e SR (HEN :
4 FEARAE I UR T4 Ak (HEN

Jivk
F-to-enter ffIfi# <= 0.050,
F-to-enter fIf# <= 0.050,
F-to-enter [ <=0.050,

F-to-enter % <= 0.050,

F-to-remove fIfE% >=0.100).

F-to-remove fIfE% >=0.100).

F-to-remove FIHE2 >=0.100).

F-to-remove % >=0.100).

a. BAER: Bk,

Table 5. Summary of models

=5 EEGCR -

FiA R R 77 W Ry FRdE AT R 22
1 0.995° 0.991 0.990
2 0.997° 0.995 0.994
3 0.999° 0.998 0.997 19.426
4 0.999¢ 0.998 0.998

a. TRINASH:: (W), TARE. b FONAE: (FiE), TOWSmE, & bk B 3. o SAEE.: (Fa), ThHmnE, K.
MRy B I, ERLIEINE. d BONARE. GRE), TWHInE, R bk . kI, R, SEoRTE IR T

e. RIARHE: Bl

Table 6. Variance analysis table

Fo. FENHRS

LAY SR df By F Sig.

15 4,824,643.920 1 4,824,643.920 3443433 0.000°
1 W 46,236.774 33 1401.114

st 4,870,880.694 34

15 4,844,120.519 2 2,422,060.259 2896.316 0.000°
2 7= 26,760.175 32 836.255

it 4,870,880.694 34

EVE] 4,859,182.300 3 1,619,727.433 4292.175 0.000°
3 B 72 11,698.394 31 377.368

it 4,870,880.694 34

EVE] 4,861,544.841 4 1,215,386.210 3905.544 0.000¢
4 W 9335.853 30 311.195

st 4,870,880.694 34

a. TRUAZE: (FW&), TEinfE. b HUUALE. (&), TN, K. # 4 mlsgn. o . (FE), ki, K.
MRy B WIEINE, SRV, d BUNAR R, GEE), TIE, R bk P VI, Srhbsg i, ERTE R IR T

e. BIAZR: Blik.

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2019.81022

199

Giit 5 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2019.81022

DIRE %

Table 7. Coefficient table

#£7. BEER®
IR ING Y bk R
it t Sig.
B bR 2= R
(%) 8.381 7.776 1.078 0.289
: Tl hnE 0.123 0.002 0.995 58.681 0.000
(%) 48.721 10.294 4733 0.000
2 Tl hnE 0.161 0.008 1.308 19.797 0.000
Ao MRy B, sl g -0.128 0.026 -0.319 -4.826 0.000
() 41.979 6.997 6.000 0.000
Tk e 0.116 0.009 0.945 13.032 0.000
A By B vl e -0.117 0.018 -0.293 —6.576 0.000
SRl nE 0.561 0.089 0.342 6.318 0.000
(H &) —28.964 26.520 -1.092 0.283
Tl n{E 0.125 0.009 1.017 14.358 0.000
4 e MR B kB -0.133 0.017 -0.333 —7.747 0.000
LRI nE 0.505 0.083 0.308 6.075 0.000
AERTE KR T4 0.148 0.054 0.024 2.755 0.010

a. [RIASHE: Bl

IR 4, E 5. K6y KT RIS, BATKIEATE LR, Frik B AN S 55 58
Tl e, A& ARy i DI INE, Saol g imE, FRER L. nETRAL R =0.998,
U] L, O (R DAY AR T BSOSO N i (R R 1K) 99.8%,  ARifEAG THIIR ZE SE = 17.641, RZER /N T
ZEHTRI) P AEDY 0.00, ZEIATTREGA R, Wit RECR TR, &R EREW P EEA 0.00,
PR G B S 7 R 1 6 A R R

P BRATT AT 2% [ A 75 FE I 5 2000 B, = —28.964 , Tl INE B, =0.125, A& Ak 4. k3 s
B, =-0.133, &RIEIE B, =0.505, FRIEXKINTE B, =0.148, FbAbTHENE 7 FR AR

y =-28.964—0.133x, +0.125x, +0.505x, +0.148x,,.

4. 1EBIGr 4T
4.1. R, . ¥, @ElIENES T

i3 SPSS 7t B[Rl 07 AR AL, BRATTAT LAAS HE SN e 8 BUSOIRN IR R B2 LR Y e AR
PR M VA INAE, TV, eRVIEIE, FRMEMITE. RTRXJLAEER, B350 5
EEAE LBL KR FE AR AT

WA MR s WIS IE R AT, R R R MR M AR IR 55k AR B
et B 53 ST AN OB, DA R M B 1 R AR ARG L BRLAR rh T BN AR

AR [y R R R, A AR i b IS T R BN A B s, 3 BRI
N, FEFRE, RO FRIE M 2006 £ 1 H 1 HAEE L 7 CRUEFE]) » KERE X T AR RR,
AT AN ARG N = ARBER” AR AN A L KB, BARBUR AT IR A AR
B WL IR, TRIHAZ R 3O 180 g 8 BSOSO 52 it BN 5 B
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4.2. TIEm{E 5+

Tl E R B Tl A AE 1 75 39T P9 LB TR SR B Tl B iE s B e 28 R, AL R G
R AEEAL

—HEUCK, TbRE il A f AT SR, R R T RRE S TR TR, T
WAL, K2 GE, JoMrhadriel, KMvnaestie. @i mRy s, BAT I T
HEHE AP 2IEACII KRR, RECH 0.125; TlbhshZsrigk, smsil. (2tiBuioN,
ZHR AR

4.3. &phIEINE ST

o RV 38 I 4 < Rl ) 43 35 2 BT — i I T P B3 SR R B R T Rl 2 i 46 4
@ﬁ&%%%ﬁk,ﬁaﬁﬁﬁﬁ R AN = = N AT s N IR
T[] T RS, &MkM$ﬂﬁﬁ$ﬁﬁémWWAm@m%ﬁﬁOﬂmAﬁﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%
B R RIRE . MR AR AT A, SRR AR TR T R, vTRASE, xRk
WREE RIBH “HRMR” Z—, DRI, FRATIHE L6 BN e I il AR5 R 8 Gl i 2 Rt — AN Ak 43 AT
Kl 2 42 1978~2014 4FiH1 G 44 S Rl 38 I e 1% I -

MmEERAIRME (Z25T)
1000

800
600
400

200

0 O N ¥ O 0 O N ¥ VW 0 ©O N & VW 0 © N <
N 00 00 00 0 0 O OO O O O © © O © O « = o
A OO OO0 OO OO0 OO0 OO O OO O OO0 ©O O O O O O O o
- = 4 A A A A A = =< 4 N N N N N N N N

Figure 2. Value-added situation of Hunan financial industry from 1978 to 2014
& 2. 1978~2014 Sl s ERIEMERDR

FIZHT LR I 2 v %N, R 8 SRl R B KRB N =AM BL: — 42 1978~2000 4, 4@l Rk B2z,
B TR A A5 S MU, 2 2001~2010 4E, XHAEN], WIRE Sl GERE, B
Ji%2 7 2008 Rl fE Lz, (HAAIE R R EE A Bk =2 2011~2014 4F, 154 2015 23R4
EEME “+ =7 RRIRRE—9, WIrEA SRV IA I ST S B R @i mMECE, AW xs
Frt e RBIISCFE, SR ERET K, SRR,

MR &R RIS, HIHEA SRS R RIS K, JEH, Ak M A S S
HARW, B S BCR A AT I BRI, ol 3B X T8 R 2 BN IR 5 I A AR
1, HEONEHE.

44. FRERRIRSOH
ASCHIERSE IR TR R EHRE A AT BRI G . i R R KT . AP AL
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il RAEZ A EZ 8 B B Dok, BEE AN DR RN, gl S iz g ok, A,
M NHI G N2 RS 5 I A, TR E R I, (e k08 w28 T SO R 38 - T D BN “ B2 T IR
MZTR” . RIEASHaabr, fedtul.

ARSI AT REREY SRR AE i B T 00 T R 48 BN S ) R B2 0148, SERAE B IR T A
BN 1%, BESCBONEEIE N 0.148%, 1ZFE R M2 S BT,

5. G5RIB

SNBSS K R FGR 2 7 T, ASCHE e IR T RSB (A et DL B SRk, 2E T 7
Br ¥ BUCS W BURN Z (B 56 &, LR T2 ER, A G E giH %) %, k3 205y
MRS N AL &, G2 SPSS BRAFHEATIZL A, 15 T REMBUI A 12 4 ANEE, JEXTHE
AR TR A, DA, S R A BN B B B R FON LR LR AR AR M, g N
TAvsE e, SRV IREINE, FARLE RN TE . KIUAFEERIFS, MBI E 25 A R(S] [6].

BT A B R TR e, DR AR LR

HERX T AR SRR, YRR TR v A BN R R0 73, AR AR DA S —
B JEGE R A BN R R R 20 0 BB — ks Sy B, BRI AR ST 9 A B
T MASCWAFAEE 2Lk al, X T RAR LRGBS T, LUK 1994 5 (Bl A oK 15 24
FEBA RN T 8, X BB E RN,

Xof T R A RIS S 285 SR M AE T, 3& 2016~2020 SR EEEE “+=AHEHR” , “H
RN T E RN K E BT 27 oA A ] R B B B L OC R SE AR R, O RS R
JEm S E HARAS 1. M “+ =57 MEEARE “Sm@EshE” e, X ELs R
B B B AT A -

] AR g, B = B e B iR, TR - BBORIE k22, I A
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