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Feiu wiE S WIRIEETR REER
HREHE AT 'BEER

-SSR A B A

=2 xR | 2 ovs MHXE (experimental data) B AFBSI0] f2ILIEH SMIRIES| HME
SYE BMBINCE HTSYHE ofg] 71x] 200 ofs) o|R0IX|H, 2
2|H2tollME ojol ChEt AEA #410] 33| S50 et 2 FollMe olet
HHE ARATONM BlDH SR8 RQ1ER HHTl MFxA MR B, 7}
Mg, M8, 3ol Tt QlARE, HMANIE /8l 188 FaeR o
EEME st
MEge gMx8ol 82 F8E F0oM HE0| EBTE 8TV} HolXle
YAIE LoIFC) vhel MPZAL LR} MAHIET} 7IHMER HME8EekE
Yof ZAIE 7iX|o, O HaE ol AoiME THEMG0] WM EAH HERY, A
BT E =07| Hall JRtMEe et 28 FUYEAs ZoiZEch MR
Aglo] HMXLEH SSAHE B3 HBECH: AR HMEBTE S0iE A
ojgke Yuidel A D= B FFX HEY £E52%4s 29 HAE 2oiFR
c}. ol HMXHES F3Foll gt RASX MEo| EChe g Qoldict MS
of chst IR HMTBTE #0l& oo RES HMpcioR LERRD], 1
£ 9 BEY| E28 FUUHAG HoFcl.

Hy FHO: BA=S, dEXE
ANHEHER FHER: H2

* R ATE FYRYAN B BB 282 Usith A¥E $9 ARSYY B =2 F
Al Gk B4d g5d AgENH =88 F g7 e I3, AR #
% Fl A NP EA Fe g =/ ok ¥ RS AAM e
AT m=YdE ZA=T.

* gy, 479, e-mail: cpl9@kdi. re, kr
I zAGTY, A7HY, e-mail: khyun@kipf. re. kr
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[. A&

gAAES g9l g A Allingham and Sandmo(1972) &] o] &
A AT BFH oz AASAY. F2 7] E 80| & (expected utility theory) <
HHEr o 2 whalate} M R3] AlYFReA GARIEY G e M
I = Y

WA SR e AFENL uFE F4ez $isA AYEAd, F=2
FAAFES] 4l3At8, TCMP (Taxpayer Compliance Measurement Program) A&
£ AHESt] didtn gtk dARES e SHE FAFske o8] 7R 89
o g £42 3lole olelt AREC] FAE /AR, HEE 58 4¥Y
BAES TSRS 543 HYAE (experimental data) 7} F-831A Al4H
3 lch

FAZES GAEEA] TS viAe 8AES i Bon, o] s A
B8] §13 A7rt @3] oo U2 HHASSANE fEdhe MY ol
AR Ao g NFZAL FEI EAYrE 2AEHAE H 5o EHEE 7]
A&€ € 4 Atk Dubin and Wilde(1988), Alm, Bahl, and Murray (1993)
T AFEAPE GAESSHE FRshe AT Wicleke A& 45HoR
Hol33, Boyd(1986) & AEHAFY FAo] YAEEE A=she dl AHHUE
olgFo 2 At Utk 1y ol AAEL HAAER st F FHTLY
AE I=E R3] 3 Fo] &R A-ET o|FojH7] wfjEe, oL oA
&tAl AmekA] et ole AlFRAF AR Eo] vl Ba, HHEAS BF
TPIEE BA @2 AE, dAAEY A E&E JH8] ol wrhe
AME B8l & 7 ok EARRE Y HAle S H e ARSI A ol gl
o2 7kx] & 208 o8 B oz g8y wEe|o).

Ay ololel] FAEERNE Ak 2UE i B A7t AAHA
AA FAAE] AlEE ALACE e olffe YAV 98 e FFAE

1) gAeggsd g 94 BEduFd dsiMeE Alm(1999), Andreoni, Erard, and
Feinstein (1998), Fischer, Wartick, and Mark (1992) 5& #2387 ajgich

2) 17 FAHAMNE G S-S Y AU v e 9424 609 AE HAHS BAF v 9l
o, olyd MG ulgtez FAgS AAlstn Qich
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BR7F Ao g AFda Avhe FAAESY Lol F8% 82loln, o1& 4
FEMT A7E Alm, Jackson, and McKee(1993), Alm, McClelland, and
Schulze (1992) & € & Utk EZF ZAo it A4 712 & (social norm) ©] A
A2 FACEANE 2 dl F8F Q9o €& HAFMU (e B9,
Alm, Sanchez, and Juan, 1995; Alm, McClelland, and Schulze, 1999). Alm, Bahl,
and Murray(1990) & &% ¥ge 2727} GAegH Yl 838 20d&
A3t 2131, Alm, Jackson, and McKee(1992) ¥ ZA|A A B8A40) FA)
o) FAlESANE 2B AE T 8UY S BAFUTE dutH o g G 3Y
od Wg s £4& T8 AL AEFe FALTRY} JAGHE
S5k A A4we wol Aoketa gith Y dAlAte] AL s A sk 89
of thgt A& ZATE ohiet A 3E AitoA] thRojale A7 HAZA ofF
T Az den, FF ASHoR THE Aoy APk
Lelvete] BATFRE ¢ B2 Ao dEix gtk gAle EAle A5ER
b AR B3, AFTxe 59 A9 AFHER ABA Bilo] uje &
o} =& FEuEr 2A AN J Az Ao B =t Hu sle 4
olth.5 ola g #ildx BFetn, FAYY EL TSI HA dE d7e
m$ H2g dAolck tiF-ie] B AFEL SATRE AFste ALR, o
g ATEL BARHE A3 VI ZAREN 88E F & $olth 6 1=
2 gAze] gAlde] Z& FAsSAH i AR dFE felvet 2A3
Ao WA A8l Algd] YRR e Aot
2 d7e FEvel AR AR E s 8UES AFHeE

ke o vk AN E 2% A7 71 80E FollA AEsiFe
BATHER FFY FFA FFH AT AT 2] STl PlAe &
mand Walther (1991), Nagin (1990), Smith and Stalans(1991) $-& 44 =el

U FUE Y FYE] Ao FAFIEd vE S Frshe U 8 Ay

dg HAFch ol FAAHo B HAETA g M4y, Fidez e A

EzAE AR g A8, R ARAHE AF §8 E 5 Ut
4) SACERAN iR Al AdgelA Y A A7EE FeP BEYSR Slemrod

(1992) 7} $& #Faxast 8 Holth
5) felviel 2A% 0] Adel i AT WL HAU(2000), BAA - &Y (1999) FF

Fadtr) uighl
6) HEHQ AF2 FYE(1998), ©1H1(1998) F& € + Uk
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HE HoFrh .

€ @7odlA ARR Ate e AEE B3 7 AIEEA o8 X dEeEL B
3 g AR AE SHE + UNUTh o7 HPARE BF AFEY
FeugM e AR e ZAoR, FF FATSYH dg 4FdA70 g
8] o]Fold & Qe AEH LR o9& ixith BAWPEE Alm, Jackson, and
McKee (1992) & AN T2E 31 gloH, o8& 53] $elvetl GAREY g4l
&R vFe] GAAE g F e o)FE 7k

2 47y ML v 2ok ADAdM e GHAESHYE ol8Fog Ad
317] Y8l g 23-g njgto g 7t g A% FHE AWED AMHdME B
Aol ALEE AEARE 78 I AP TFRE AHITE A VA E dF
NS 93 28y AFANE HodFn, AVAdME B d7E goksln 28

At

fle

I. o]2H4 =¥

AR 9] gido] & 0|84 B2 Allingham and Sandmo (1972) o] j&) H %
2 AR A ZHAE S 2¥ojth HeE Al By T2 dH
(2001) o] =2ol| niRrE Fx 7PdE A2 gl

HAZA 48 &5 I dAF g Fojdvka sPsAL dAlAke HA A
5 79 dHFE DE MFTT Andch AniSe e Alg o A&
go] D Y AFE dieta, rlilndSd e AFE gEsiA] gelx
Hoh AR gAlle] WAE il po HER AFERARE XSl dd AR
ZAF] dige] E gAIAY dAAEL AFFT A3 dejxivin sg i,
g, 2gAVE AdE Ay @R A 44 v b dAFges Rd. #
Agogre AT Y&l = T4 120 Avkn RS 232 gARe
AFEEL AFZALY tidde] Hof A7 2 39 &5 1.9 AIFZAL
o] g2 g B+ &5 o2 vbdoh 898, Io=1-D-a(I- D)%
Iy=I-tD7} |t}
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BAZRE o] delX FoiZl Z4F AL BFES aBdt Ml Z|HES

£ IFoish7le A1ase £Ee X T

M B Ul= (1= U (I~ D)+ pU(I~ D= a1~ D))
s.t0sD=<1]

W58l (inner solution) &7 7F¥3ta A& Ulsle] 1419} 24120 S Tt v
3} 2o}

QELUl _

LEE _ (1 pPU” 0+ 0=V (1) <0 )

F 85| 7F QB4 (strict concavity) & 7HEEPH 241212 &4 UEET HF
3 249 3l 4 (unique) 3tth. 84 A& (implicit function theorem) & ©]&
gl AnASS 23 Yo #HgEe] 42 FHE UgF 22 HAE 42
T AUTh

D=A1 ¢t p, n 3

7) 2uist BA7} LS RS ) 9% 220 ALY FEEES B =2 4
slch 2A1Z7io) 93P VU SA LSS Y Fhslng, Auasc] 0d o 7|HBAEE
o] ¢(+jolm AmAFol 1Y m |WFAEBl L(-)olFH, HELYFY A4
(continuity) ¥ 27¥%t A2 (intermediate value theorem) & ©]&3l FU3t UF-8e] &)
& 338 £ gt adEg,

U = (- U+ = DU = 70D >0
QELUL| = —(1-ptU (1= DD+ px= DU (1= DD>0
D=

sl e oga e FERUE 7E £ o

U
{pﬁ-(l—p)—l—fr'(—l—(__gm"] <pr<l
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4 @) ol Yehd ZH W4t AnaEe X 98-S dolir] ) 142
3t Bl el -4 (comparative statistic analysis) & 38hd o231} 2 AxE ©
£% 7 Utk

24D D

&2 >0 @ <2 >0 ©)
D = oD =

220 ®) <220 @

T, 4 (99 4% W5E0] WAEEE (ax compliance), & AALE F Al
259} ¥3ol ojuid JE FIXeA 4] 9 dAeeE o8 c=L=
Bojeln 24 WY ohgel FHE Ag 4 Yoo

aC ac

5 >0 ® %€ 59 )
ac = 9D =
S0 (10) =20 (1)

ojdellA fElv AFEAMY o] E ¥ T2 1B2RE EEFHe FF
7Fe 3t A|2FE (testable restrictions) 10 & AW EgITE thAdME BHo 44
g€ AFAHo R HFFPA 3l FAHelE A ET (pseudo data generating
process) 241 A ¥ (experiment) & 7194 {845 wofsta o] 29 E4of
ol 8¢ HdY tARIF FHHA | e nAH BrZ gk

8) WML =% Tr|Y (F-B)ol ApAE dHso Ut
9 4 & ~01D9 =2 g AN R (FEE ¥=
100 4 @) ~(1) & 2¥ 2R =2FHe AT /e Mol
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0. A%AtEe) P

Aol 24A tdo] =& A (3)e FHLAE F AALT 19 A5 FEY
H]th A A (informational asymmetry) ©] £A3he AE A WE2A FAlR} £2l o]
flole A& g & U g ¥ ol 1 gro] FF, 53] AATTAA &
A2 YEE & AAH f2lo] EAE] Wi 4FENE FYde ATAL
0] e HEE grE|e Erlssith £3, FAlek AlF2AL] S¥EE oAy
ABES] INE AR TR R HER dFsA A HAle A8t
pi=g

nj2e] A$, AX GAANEY dFHEE FHYFEINA GAAEY JHEE
B3 TCMP (Tax Compliance Measurement Program) At&7} %031, 1€ o] &%
e A7) wl$ sttt 22y TCMP ARE 39 zlsolB2 JAASE
o B7E theFstAl BAsRe de @A) Ak ol #AE ] H A
Hg B8 FojA ARE o] &% AF7E ATl e BEsHA o TR U
glugel A TCMPSE frAKE AH87) 24181 968 ¥ opel, & A7 53]
o3 71 FAFTEo] FAESE PlXE FEE nHde Aol HEE F
3 Am §4o] E7tHslit. ‘

AR RE ARG Ao AF AFEA el FH7] AT Ut
2 AAE ez AY (experiment) & F3H AHHLZ vlo[H|E LA FA
2 BAel giaez Ay Aotk o3 a7zl o8 AR e dAMHAE
2peim, 1) dPHbiEc e Ay AHE B A7 HedA =8 2ok
AR, gGARIAT deiAe FRE dP B BRG] & F Jo=E fd
A =98 upg 2L olfE Fodle E7FEUY SAEANC] JhestA €4 &
A, Ay vHE-g B4 vlmA AL v|4o2 B oo BES HEY F3len
2 AR g 239 A A4S GRE & Ut AN, FARFE
Agaar) do2 EAE & doeng, 449 HolgdMe #ad 5 gle &
Z AYR$E] AR thE 7o) gAlale] YAEF ] vXe 98-S dFHE
BN ¢ glE 7|3E AT

11) A#AA N FF¢ YEMZ Davis and Holt (1993) 7k et
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AEL AE (), AFZARE (p), 7RIS (1), FFAY 24 §5, Aol

that ARS)A el 2] ool wel M2 O E 84S 7]';‘1 97h9] sessiono.Z T+
AERL, 2 sessiond folA] GAE B4 B 1A E oW o
2 Forle dALE (DY #E0E gEske 15719 roundE FA4E a8n
2 7} A9 3A7hAe F1353] (15%9=135) & A gl Fdsle] 258 A3 (D)3
"ok A& 10%, 25%, 40%2) Al @AE Folx| 1, JRIIEE T3 T8A o
2] 100%, 300%, 500%<} Al SAIZ Foizch. MPRAL HIRL 6%, 10%, 15%
7b A=, 2 roundoll M Al F2ANAAALS] MeL 8T sessionol] Fojzl
B0l e} 03} 1 Ato]) It A UHREE 2 E G F L] o) o) o2
ozt A% HA7EAlNA v gl FolRe AALEL HHE 15 0009 X329
25,0009 & 2= @‘ﬁ"ﬁii‘rﬂ EHA FEE FF3h 970 sessiondl] 3]
£9 Mg g3 2 23 FE Dol Aol gl

& &0}, session 14 round 1914 round 1572 2% 15709 round & T4
€], session 10} A& FU LE AF RlA A& 25%, MFEZAMS
10%, @A LA 7HAE 300% 71 A58 33 ALEPE e EA)81A]
2Tt Session 19] round 10] AlREHE zF Ay #A7iRjel|A vl2] Bajzl o
sl o} FEE AALEe] gzt 72t AY Wlake FolA AALET A
g, AFEANE, 27HE T viE] Az Ay #4E aeisle Al 5E
& SUsshe £E9 V1AE FEE 250 GRAAE AMeld o8 Ay
FHYAAA Bagch BE ARAEN GREAYS Ha e A4y 8z v
el E12 o whet Al F2ALe] dAREE AR ARRAR] AR E g
AAHAE 27k & A AALE5E AT (AY $32D o] Basla zple]
A A3} 28-S ol AAFE R AFERAL giae s MR o
< dAzke A AALET gAY alo|E Al HFELSo® It
HbE A F-Z2A] tide] 8 dAlzRe AR e] A AN FZo Al 31y
w9 & ApEe] AFALEE AL} o) roundolA ZF AE ARl sk
A FEET A5 B & ANl ol & 48 A71Ate) A3R]4 (performance

12) Session 19] 2E roundoliM+e 03} 1 Alole] F7hollA] UYETE Zh= BEHSE 2+ 48
A H2 EYH R WYAA, i HFr) 03 0,15 Alolo|H A EZA}e] thAkAlA} ¥
0,158 238 NRETALY didabr) €3] g5& netsie] gl
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index) 2 A3ttt A¥o] AY=le o 7 AF Aite AFAF (performance
index) & EANAIT FiZch ol4te] RE M7t B session 12] round 27}
AlZE 3L 2 A AR Al 2R AAASe] FolAn FUE dFHExp)
EHT}h 13)
o|8H wmolot uusl ZF 7)olA AW E ule} o] FAle] HH3 EA7}
WHEE 712171 AelA] A F-2AL 8123 7HEHI &9 Fol 10]3t7} Hojo} sk,
dodM e B DA B vl o] 1 Z7o] REFHTE ¥4ygo] 2450
ATk
Session 89X & BH7F FFAE FF3he -l A9 ddaEy dHEsS
T2 Bt WA, RE AE WAEY At AT 24 gAY B e
< ot FEFAE FITh g oR, FEFAY 2vtEE FEVIELE Y
& 5, A9 A7ACA 53 rolEoh 10 ol2dt AP 4L A
b FARERE AFR AW A olxo] ohet FFA el Huhw
g FANINE ABE T W ol TRA FR AP NN U5 (free
riding) o] g F20-& AT = ot
Aol gt ARSA T (social norm) & FA)71 FAlEEol vl d¥E £
8t7] A8t session 97F A@ol F7IHIUTE Sessiond Al&E] A AH =t
7t A8 7R UL E of 15830 ZA, A4 @AY Fe43 AXEE
Az AshaA e #Hal Foll tigt FelE ity S RHE ATl U Al
3 e F944L ©]v] Alm, Sanchez, and Juan(1995) ¢ Alm, McClelland,
and Sanchez(1999) 5l <& Z=¥ u} irh
2 AFE 98l Mol HA3 i m AA T thegdA 1590 APdA
Aol wpet A¥el] 78T 19 AP AdEY FE AZAAE 24
13) & Eol, LD.7F 18] 48 bAoAl session 19 round 1914 7, 1809 2] AAjAhEo| -
AHATh I 180¥9 £5F lDsle] 459 (=180%0. 20) o] AFE& dFIHo HNREE
Ate] tiidel HA| %o 22, of round® A TAE 0.9936 (=(7180 - 45) / 7180) o] |t
u BUE AvtaolA session 18] round 9olM & 18, 680909 HALEo] RoAH R,
680918 A5E 4lndted 1704 (=680%0.25) 8] AFE FF3UCt 22 ool AF
)] ool Slo 18,0008 (= (1+3) 0. 25 x (18, 680-680)) ¢ HHFE eI on2 o
round®} A3AlE 0. 0273 (=(18, 680-170-18, 000) / 18,680) ©] Tl

14) &35l 2uiE AHH % 7l FFA ) g 28]l o (consumer surplus) & 31818}7]
HalMelw, o1 ARE e} 262 7Pk
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E D A4HEH
A& T M F-ZEAM] & T3 AHg T
Sessionl 25% 300% 10% X X
Session2 10% 300% 10% X X
Session3 40% 300% 10% X X
Sessiond 25% 100% 10% X X
Session5 25% 500% 10% X X
Session6 25% 300% 6% X X
Session7 25% 300% 15% X X
Session8 25% 300% 10% 0 X
Session9 25% 300% 10% X 0

oA EHIF=E F2ap7] Aal 342 B4 slgich o2 343 B A
a7t A€ 7HA shed iM% F83 flAlelct. Z roundwith A
AEEAM A 7RAEE ZAT AFLSHR AFLE veE Al H &2
€ roundeliA AAYE v]&o] el w2t Ay AriAte] 4AE wfzich FH w
gt 49 RE O 2§22 W, 4 g 47 95E 2% f71%) 50009
#H A5E Fol @5€ AFsATh 10

(kA
olN
o
4%
5!
ofk
rlo
u
b
b
'
3
fu
>
ket
B
o
o
el
fuf
P
o
>
&
rg_n‘
??.
O
Yo
g
2
),
i

1. 43 28 | S5t U445 FUol HR

2 7N 7P $Ae] He dFE4 dide A 3)olth 4, A& 9

15 YiHoR Al BY 58 v g HEo S4B ez sl 2ol wuHe,
AT HY GTEE UEE GUET AYNYOR BT, £ Plon (1987) & S
£3 viehy T80l 4YATS Aol B BHY AT AL Ao)7} YEE 43HoR ua
F9c,

16) & A7l A4 A9ANE o2 she B WaAolA deE 2 & Ak
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€ MY 3} (linearize) 3t T FAHANA 7l 238 2@ (error term) 22 A €
1 g2 2L F34& deth

ol

D; = B+ Bulit+ Boti+ Bapi+ Bumit g
EB‘X,"{' &

AN B =18 B B B3 Bl xi=[1 L t; p; =]" °Ith

4l (1208 o|&sle] m o] i mHA 7HH (classical assumptions) & #H gt
%, HAA5Y (method of least squares) & ©] 88 3 438 5= girh. 18
U 255 AnAEL =gdog &9 #E 7 o glon, AR BE F
oF 13%9] BEA| A 09] @& 7t o] EAEE n2sld, 4 (129 D,
2 o549 (desired) ATAECZ FHM3tT AAR BEHE ADLE 5= DY

o e #AE JHRIta 7R

fr

yvi =D; if D;>0

=( otherwise

oo Clatd, mdo] W 0, B4 0’ FFEEE wan z #EA7} Y
Mol FUY ¥X(.i.d.)E =EGT 7FPePE, Tobit HAYT ZFE 453
H (maximum likelihood estimation) o 28] F3& 4 o, £+ &3
o] Foizirt.

e fi-of ) r e @

g

AN ure w;=I(p>0 -2 FYH = AFE T (indicator function) 0T}, EF

d>(z)=f;712;exp(—§2i)d8. ¢(z)=vé;exp(—3;')i Aodot. 4 (13)&
Fosisld A& F e HEEFFXe HES A7 S/HEC @t A4
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(consistency) I E&4] (efficiency) & 7Fl& ¢ 432k AL & g2id A}
doldt.,

FR e dite B¥9] APl BT F 7Y A SAFT o] &
Hago] ot 7P} FEE Wt dile BE FHPXEC] o8l o2 A
22 F3E /A, BAA Fod B 433 Frhe Rolth o 89| o3 7
o] 7MHAlE, AFEAMIESY Frhe AnAS Aude F7HE st X,
o] 84 o7t 1 WEkE d sk R AAAEY Rie AR fou|e
GO Yehdtt. & 7HX] 7Hed M BRI A50] Sl whet Ao
@719 =0t 523] stesthe FHE st T35 AAIE (\4) Y HEgr} gol
"Hohe Zojth whd, A& Frike AndEe HAAE JR e, o o8
2 2yo] Wigle] WERE AAeHA] & A9k A& Tvhe AFAE o
AA A5EHE T GARAE FUAAHT FAl AF2AL A7} HAS 7
% gFeler He HHEE F
Ald] ZEA &t AFEAME At £A4E dEst HAAFH 2 A& Ft
gAlde) F7HE JHAE ALeE JERdTh

(F 29 sidiole 433 =&Y AP & 7 719 HAFEAF] ¥n
o} gtk A WA FATE A5¥dE AYE BE AFEY A% A9HE (oint
explanatory power) & Z %3k $%58] A7 (likelihood ratio test: LR) EH o]tk
g A 4719 MyEe] FHEr] FAYE AHIA Rave AROM
lollA LREAFL M 42 FEEE ©waEn, 2nd §A% gad A7)
AL B4R feEolM 717k =) Nelson(1981) & AE 23 9] AnkA HEA
o] th¥ Hausman(1978) &) 737 (Hausman specification test) & Tobit 28l 54
AA A2E AEHE ARlelI. Held 2 HAME NHAA ol F-2r|a
gtk 23o] Hlolg & HdHarld A et Holehs AF7HselA NHHEA B4
Fe AT 4% FLEXEE g2, Ead AT ga2d AREE 5939
oM Z1ddn. &, NHAEF ] 7l=l7le vlol o3t ofujdt o] foflA]
1,18 (R 2)9] AFEYo] tolHE Al &S &7o] St 488
17) AR EAZL FT5HUPe B Fo thg 71oiXe] F49 (method of moments) 4

29}t & $-FA Y (maximum likelihood) o] &3 322 Apolol] ZAEle] Pt 2MF
Aol isiAE Nelson (1981) & =& 7,
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HE <+ o
E 29 vix=t el 2ad BEAY ' oaT 2ol Fojdnh

_O0E(W) X _ p sl Bx\_%
7= ox; E(y) —B,(D( o )E(y (4

B4Ee] 9329} ArEe B HEAE 4 (14) o st &34 4
A2 AN 4 gk ola Hold d@HAgS duRert g o HT An
o] ojg A wrgdherlo] i x| Folt}. oF o, AAAaE0] 1% 2L2W
5L 9 (0.9% soldthe #iME & + itk

E 28 293l 25010 JAEE F3A7]7] H3iM Alee ¥, 7t
H& AEZALY HEL Foof 38, o]F F 7MMEe] 7P AFA B
Holehs 48¢ =% 4 Ut

2

& Exzn: 2y | Y

s 213 P-3k @A )

RS -0. 6292 (0. 1074) 0. 0000
AR LS 0. 3892 (0. 0303) 0. 0000 0.9215
A& -0.8539(0. 1844) 0. 0000 -0, 3393
7 0. 1476 (0. 0139) 0. 0000 0.9383
A B-ZAH] & 2. 2476 (0. 6194) 0. 0001 0.3622
g5 1,575
S35 Holg -1411. 764
LR §A 281, 305
NH EA% 20, 744

D F% A% Ands (e 94,

2) ®29 3} (standard error) & 23 olg #Z ¢ke] BRuH U

3) 23E EARE ARE 4 FEEE w2, Baxd #Fshe p-gkd 0.0000.

4) 231" EAFE ARE 59 AEEE wEn, Huxd HIse p-ghe 0.0020.

18) HausmanZFIXE BAHY A7/ & A4 &3 AF & W87 gl AF7Hel
71ZHE S FRo| ofH ol fE AFTMITHE Y & firhe AME AAEA ¥ ©]
2% ¥€ HausmanZA9 @Y 5 o, 238 2y A& BYdAsh 258
& dthe Zd0dA Aoz 488 £= St
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YubA ol M 3] 2 (linear regression model) A& @& A& A4lshe o ¥
2% AT Aol did BEgre T 5 AT Foi2 A7t HA]
gh Tobit 2¥olME o&l 7IXY MZ OE 4 7B dxfsE 78 ¢ 3z
a0 whet ohgE 2ol thE ¢fnlE IR g¥AdE 78 4 Ut

2 OE(D) _%; =B, X
7 ox; E(D) ME(D)

= OE(y | D>0) x; =B~[l*z*¢£§l‘~( #(2) )2 x;
ox; E(yID>0) — " ®(z) \ ®(2) /) E(y| D>0)

Aol z=(8'2/0) 2 HABth P& Aguige] Hsle tigdtd ord Ax
AE9] Hio] Hake Ao g MR 72 FYTTFE] AL X e
Aee golE 4 e 8 £t 2y 9xH AuAE DE BEAYE F
gleng 1 Hid Agdhe e TS AMESI AME £ gla, meEx] 84
Aoz Aol Brbsdith e Auwise Wl tidty AnsSe] ot &
GRS HE AnsEo] ARA WEErEE RAFE ARt e ¥
FAA 9 L o3l HA ANE F UL ¥ o, AF HAETe| W5
7b Aol nlAE 93 BAFthe EHA pde 9 B4E /A1 ik
AF TR v AL RAnas) 3 Age F TR = yx< 2 ZFHBR Pld 238
sl v oy e BAE 22T F Utk

Agee] Wl = Alaise] W3l + A& Hals (15)
79 4 (15) & o] &3 z1F AL AlegEAde (F D EnHd Stk

(B 3) RUSL | B2Y( )2 Mieriy

n’ A ey
AR L5 0. 7850 0. 7850
A& -0.2890 0.7210
TR & 0.7994 0. 7994
A F-ZA] & 0. 3086 0. 3086
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T3 EAG BAl it AR A T FA)7) GAlEgol G vAte
FEE o8 % 4FH dFlM 2 F840] Bol A=A}, # AFAME o]
2 FHo] AFHRA FAd o3 FEst 4 A U] Ha) AEHQ 7
7Re] sessionol| t18t] FF A (session 8) 9} A1) A T (session 9) & F7HE Ao
HTE she 488743 A%stn YolMe 2 oz A49e dAEt =
F1-1% 2Y [-28 LR 3 X & O Base] ok

A, F ¥ BT HdALS, Mg, 7RIE, ARZA 69 ASE
(coefficients) o] §37F AFEH 19 799} o] 0|83 R¥o| o &3h= uigt o
x| 8tey A2l gkl Oolghe AF7HEA td P-gro] AMIS 0% 3 BAH F94
ol JFE EA, T Y EFolAM LR BAES AR A M9 71
713 ey, NH BAZFHE JH3] ARd 43528 43¢ drstn ot Al
A, GEAZ 7IE0E R AYede REAS AN ER, JH3] Mg <
ol &9 At AMEFEZAN|EY] F7HET FAEEe] FXo BFA o
vehdtl dd, <(E 40 EnE BE FHA9 7] (magnitude) 7} (E 2> Y
bt A3 of-¢ AR g E9, <F Dol e AALE g AlF 23K
9} 95% A1ZF7HE (0.3589, 0.4195) AH| (F 4>9] F By 2FoA 2 A5
A7 4o A= Pl &3t

2ol F7HAQl W4E It x oln 2H o EAhs W Ui
gepnlele] 27 2A %S WA gethe AL AgE HER A He
(omitted variable bias) 7} &3] ¥AY T3] Arhe AL on|jith 19 wpx]gte

19) 4% dPoME olg B AMEE AYUAA S sME] 23 U9 WMol ME AR
(orthogonal) 3t2.2 A|2g ¥4 A3 HAE F3E €a glo] E ¥ ag gojy
o] BAE & 4 Johm 34 Alm, Jackson, and Mckee, 1992). A8olM e @53t
7t 2 RFES Y2 2AE  JonR, AYe] Al A UFEDe 43S SAE
A E1A] gk WEo] A pdithe 2UE UEAAM Aejd W42 QT HelE AAs
717} ol §- golditt. AR E A7oMT HE, 7RIAE, ARZANE B9 WEEe]l ME
ZHol LA BAE 2] ¥ 2 sessionrict G2 2 HAG. 2V AP o R R E AJAE
FEo| ojlz} AA AARRRE 35 FET & A 4BV 14 (orthogonality)
< A FA Bobe R delth M AR dE, AEe ASSEE) uet ARHDE F
WHezhe] A wAde A dlolHE ol 843 FMelMe AEHA %' He] Wit} T,
Tobit B¥-& o]/d9] w=oj7} 4= 48 2y o] ol vjHY YU g mejshy, 27 4y
Wl GAegte] JBBAE B o] Add HeZ Qg He (omitted variable
bias) & ZAEA Gole "l FRAL AURA A9 RHolgkn & £ it
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2 (& 5l BEY o] AL Utk 59 B9 vz 2RAY 3
Sl 213 FAASES) KA 7T ABA ol 2714 ¥4 H 9ol
& #EAe] ZaUT,

(B 4 =¥z 28 |- 28 -2V 2

2Y -] By -2
Egus 334 g4 @) 333 “F4 )
CEs -0. 58700, 1053) -0.6027 (0. 1071)
AA A5 0. 3622 (0. 0283) 0.8923 0. 3705 (0. 0285) 0.8537
g -0. 8502 (0. 1828) -0, 3522 -0, 8511 (0, 1862) -0. 3289
7hkl g 0. 1476 (0. 0138) 0.9781 0. 1479{0. 0141) 0.9147
A FZAN] & 2.2243(0. 6139) 0.3729 2.2376(0. 6254) 0. 3501
T3 -0. 2410(0. 0421) N.A
A3 N.A 0.1627(0. 0423)
B 1, 800 1, 800
=g Yo -1668. 654 ~1630. 577
LR BA 316. 224 297,576
NH A% 44,881 17.155

A Anas (e “}’i‘l).

—

) &%

2) E&Q2}(standard error) & FA3] ol BF ¢l Buso] 98,

3) B3nE A% ARE 69 x3~‘%’—¥§- oz, B #igshs p-ghe 0.00002 0. 0000,
4) B1E BAZRE ARE 79 FEEE n2n, Ruxd $i9she p-3& 0.00002 0.0164.

(B 5 B2 F3HY @)

A Y11 2¥0-2
AAzE 0.7499 0.7309
A& -0. 2959 -0, 2816
TR & 0.8221 0.7831
AFZAM & 0.3134 0.2997
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2. AZE 2 EF8p7L A8l AR

F AT Ec] S =d nAe S goliy] A8 F5
HEE AALS F 1459 HFer e Ande dAstn o 9 &
A DR 25 23 19 Z59 2ol wEE T §e 03 1 Aol
of B¥stng UrkAQ Tobit 2¥-& FHHUTE AH0 WA nAof vk AA
FE2oA 03 10] 2R3 HIFL °F 13% 9 2.3% FZR o|E& FAIS 4L
A (bias) E 7H2 ol Sk
Aot 2L TS5 B 12T A2E YL v 22 F2E VKL
ATk

Ci=Bx;+ &

Aeg Ang R AFLE, Ag, /Mg, ARZANEe] M idolt),
v A2 B A nE ye ol 2ol 03 19M A (censored) ¥ Ut}

yi =0 if C:<0
=C, 1f0< C,<1
=1 if Ci>1

Ao Hi 0, BAF #Q AFEXE ke 7S & daEtd Alng oy,
= 9% m)7t Agd AFEE (doubly truncated normal distribution) & 7}2it},
olo} W& $EFFE THEA 2 Pt

(1=~ v;)

L M P | R R

(%)

AZNM wi=TIgeccn, vi=1ic=-n% AFFFIT,
(B 6L 4] (16) 2 HAE Aot 7P FEE 913 A AL So]
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AHRT2A FAAN f4S ke etk &, Ange HALEY 5
o BARe] ke AAH, ol AUA AHZIAE Re] &5FF0 BAglo]
YEEE ondich 20 B4, 23 [9] 7 g 455y APYL Hrlep
A8 AAE LREAA T NHAR S 25 Sogch. dxe A 43S Ade =
T AuHTEe] 2% 9] glvke AF7Me] 7143, Fa1e] A4S 2o
HolE1E A str]o Afsivhe AF Mol 71252 gErt. AR, 7KHAE, Al
F2AL v go] FAEEE vAle 98 o8] AAEhe nie 23, ©¥gL
ol &3 Bt B 4 e F FAe] AHA A (effectiveness) & 2¥ 19] A
o 2o} vAHe R, HnE Y dlA FE & shte] vy S At
He, -0.0332(HAAT), -0.2480 (M), 0.6548 (7HHAIE), 0. 2630 (M F2AH)
%) ojth

(B 6) -z =28 1" ?

Sy F33) P-& @34 @)
35 -0. 0114 (0. 0685) 0. 4341
AALE -0, 0137 (0. 0195) 0. 2421 -0. 0340
A& -0.6102(0. 1193) 0. 0000 -0, 2544
7 & 0. 1007 (0. 0090) 0. 0000 0.6717
R F-ZAM) & 1. 5953 (0. 3985) 0. 0000 0. 2697
B 1,575
=] HAg -845, 393
LR EA Y 159. 820
NH A% 5. 859

F&As: Ang = AnaE/AHLE,
F#9 2} (standard error) £ FHA] ol BE ol Hugo g,

Hng SAFE ARE 49 AEEE wEn, 2Eaxd ke p-gh 0.0000.
HnE SARE ARE 5 AEEE uan, Baxd #dshe p-ake 0.3202.

L N -
= = =

=y

20) ol H& B A7e) 38 BRI Rolvke Rolrle ST AN RHoIN A5
ol &= &Y viAAH 4FA 2AR AAE ¢ Uchs BolA o) Fu|2¢ Fajoln
u(c) =% >0, #1,
=In¢ r=1

q& €4,
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E D 3@ 28 I1-1, 28 -2 ?

2H[-] 2H[-2
=S F34] @24 (n') 343 24 (')
e -0. 0014 (0. 0663) 0. 0619 (0. 0687)
AHAE -0. 0203 (0. 0183) -0, 0784 -0, 0332 (0. 0184) -0, 1184
A& -0. 6093 (0. 1187) -0. 3954 -0. 6079 (0. 1205) -0. 3637
7R & 0. 1008 (0. 0089) 1. 0467 0. 1010(0. 0091) 0. 9667
HEZAME | 1.5905(0. 3943) 0.4212 1, 5847 (0. 4032) 0.3838
23 -0. 1561 0. 0274) N.A.
ArE) N A, 0. 1358(0. 0274)
i 1,800 1,800
e Ay -969. 993 -982. 593
LREA 91. 006 9. 113
NHEAZ' 14. 361 3. 280
1) E5 Aag = AncE/ dxs

)
2)
3)
4)

Q_ZP(Smndard error) & FA 3} 0}3}1 T3 <o) HpEle] 9le.
d BASL LT 69 FEEE gao, Bnxd siwshe p-a 0.00002 0. 0000,
] %ﬂla—"— AT 790 AEEE mau), Buxd sl9shE p-gke 0.04513 0. 8579.

Z3319, G T £5FEd BAgle] A3 o)F Eolv die 7MA
&9 AT AFzA SO Qo] BFE FHF Aoy At & o Ayt 2
thn & 4 Sl '

AYAFEo] FHEEE W ng) ol PlAE S dotir] fg 2¥ 9 72
$-9} o] FHAUSLE ANEE Fa FFA Ex ARTEE dU¥sR 19
¥, %% melrl ddE AFEEE /HEn BEE A%

E Dol Rnd 275 s 29, AN, FHE ZE A F3U 2¥E 10
o] A9} Ux|dta 7] EF MR 95% AT Hell £ AT v) ¢ A
sty B4, 4FE¥o] FEE AR AWIAE YeldE LR %741% NH
A% 59 SAA ANEEo| BF AAHY ZFHA S dAIER ek AlA,

) GAES ST A9 st vhgdhe Fxe] tE Hxl @34 7714 3
Ax|ol &3P, 20 F71HQl duisel £9lo] @A £ 8 nlA gkoy ¢
21) F&W47LAAE Fodo] ohyn ANEQ ¢ A Aol oh$- Felslaiof Bk (E Do

o1 A&l th Alage] B e 0.39%5401tk ol M&ol 1% F68 o, A&l 0.3954%
¥E A2 oviaiA] ged A& BE HFAE B%OIER, #d Eud ¥4
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AlogEe WS UdsHA ttee 98-S Ak UA, L55F BAgle] 44

o A, FFAY Edle FHCEEE RF3, AEH 7Y FAE gA
g she o vepdr. 23AY EA471 dAlesEo
A s B G Bl dAlFdel Hesld ARl FA A SUlshK] gn
MNE BE4-E 7 F de FYSA(free riding) & #9108 HUig o] &3 ek
A 9o A HQlt,

o], 23 O-2v A4 A1 A184 843 2A¥XE 12 A% #5174
Aol o] gt FEF m&o] ARl FATEE ojFA e wi¢ /88
Foolgte F S FAE AFI rALLR, ©¥A o FPE TR
W, 2Y [-19 3% -0.0754(AALE), -0.3805(A8), 1.00720HHE),
0.4053 (A F-2AM &) o]3, B¥ [1-29 7% 0. 1155(AALE), -0,3548(A8),
0.9432(7FEA18), 0. 3744 (M 24 &) o]t}

Ay
&
K
p M
olN
2
2
)
rr

V. 2

2 d7e AEAEE AMEdl fEjvE dAAES] EAESE B
ot SACSH e A2l kA 8RB ) o] Foiz|w, old tiF AFH BA
o] f2lyetells F3] T 3Urt. B AFME ol2{F 825 Fox #Y
AFATAAM vBlmH Fo% 89102 ¥HA HERAL MPAL vlg, 7MHAE, A
&, FA g QH5E, FHdYA ol e &L FHoe NEEAE 3
At

Tobit E8-E F4Ho2 M3 2o, Anir5e] A E FHHFE AT 2
HEth AnsEe] AALSd g v &S AMES AWy} FAHocE S Ay
g EoFd. £ A7 4F3FAne o o] 898 4 9ok

(D) MEE G EA 59 & FolM Al 8ol &% 8t R &

283 A5t ABo] 25%M 27.5% 2 2.5% FAE A4EtH BF A7EL 38 52%0
A 0,00234% ¥RE 7kAisle] 38.51766% 7} Hth
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AE BAFt o83 FHeMe A& #3Etde 8 BAE RdFx
BA, B AFATNME &9 BAE HAF, ol ulZe dpAnel Alm,
Jackson, and McKee(1992) &} #& ZHE HAF,

2) AFZAL g2 A& 7RIS dAeS sk do BAE 7R
B, I YA lAM e 7R &) M wA Jeldt dutgez kg
< AF2A A3 Jise Agde| 2R, MY FALA ARzAL o 59
A Aeg o 4 don, Alm, Jackson, and McKee(1992) AX & o) 23t
A3E HoFErh aed fejuete] A R g did Ay a3t o =27
e AR FEH, FHSEEE Eol7] A8l Mg B3t 3% F
Yol g Hofch

3) 52| M) GAAEANA FFAE Bol AT AMe GRS
EAE Jlolzhe 4vHEQ HaTe dE] FFA AT o3Eeke &9 S
RHoAFRth ole HAHAES FFA ddt FAsa Fiko] rhe AL on)s)
B, 958 2L 248 BoFc

@ Ao dig 2L GHSEEE wole vd AT FAsToz Vel
o AlFEAL R 7R g0l A FA Y] Faladlld vE, m&e vmE gdAA
Al A H2E F e FASFDo|BR niRtz g Faoz E4 ol Qi

2 A7e d9AEE AR eyt FAZIEY AN E 4FH e
2 ZHAhe e 9rlE 7k APAEE AMgSl] AN E AFEY
s bl slolA 4389 FuA FEo] it FR34EE, B AT ¥F Fd Ha
g AYTEE ANET Yot Uk =F & A7A oA 499 o8 A o
€ 895 dM= 24T art o, ole ¥F ATIAR dAES
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(75

4 39 7 SYAFIE AnhSe vA e T Goluy] 98 14234 ol
g H] 2R EA (comparative statistic analysis) & #3}% thed} e JuA Az
& AAZ 8% £ ok

—aa_:i =-—}§[tu'u,v)+t(n—l)U'(lc)]>o (A1)
2L _ L[ pP(1- DXx— VU1 - pt (10]> 0 (42)

fe] HolX Ex 4 (oA FoIz 2A2A0 2 B4} Lolr}. 4] (AL AR
ZAL ¥l &-E ol AnATe] 0] goldE 7tk B 4] (A2 AMe
W QEH dHAE] gAY FEE Z29YL onjaich

Al &2l M7t A a5 Wl vlale 98 dolrr] a Ha] Ao9dy)
I % (measure of absolute risk aversion) & THe-2} o] A o]t}

U@
A(X)" U’(J’Cx)

IAZAE A el Bolgatn 4 ()3 99 38 olgeldl oo e
27 4g 4 U

2L = ZH1- U UIILAUY - AU +L L1 - DU T+ 507 (10]

¢ (A3)

~ 5 Kr= DU T+ AU

A3 9] F5E 49 FEd 2 HHE F glok osh, dAzte] Hoi9igr)
27t 2¥7F F7He] wet Zasha (AU > A(L), Al WA ge 3571 2
23] Zod AAY B37} ¥ ghg e,
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siRlEte 2, AEFE] Ana5d vAe d%E ANES] A () E =%
&+ gtk

9D — Li1-pU -1 - a1 = mpt U U]
(a9

=~ LK1= U VLAY — (1 = TAUO]

9 Aol X3 dEHoR B & glov gl HY] A% & 7R FEX
AL FHPED m>1olth F, Foil A& HUA APrIYE olfelN AAHF
9 fE7t 88 W 255F] F7RE wRt Ansse (@) AF7h S
gt

Sloja] AHE ZtE WFEo] FAEEE (fax compliance), F AALE F A1
A9 H|Zo] oM YL XX MR AA, FHESE O A
719 % (measure of relative risk aversion) R-& Th&¥ #o] Be|siAL

=D = Ux)

<)

=3, Cg R BAE 13, thee 4E deth

(A1) ~ (A5) & o] 83t Fejshd thge 4& deth

48— LU () + K= DU UD1>0 (46)
aC

9E _ L [pP(I- D= DU (1) = pU (I0)>0 A7)
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9C D

+ LU= DU 1) + U (1)~ kg U U1+ tIAULO)]
L === 1- DU UV R~ RUO) (A9

%l A5t SRR (A9 9] $EE AFE 4 9ok 9ol e, A5
Z7M) weh AALS 3 AnaSe) vFe] IR st Ae A5

thell B-&st] AN F719 st FastAY F71stertel wet 23 €.

LY
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The Determinants of Tax Compliance in Korea
by Experimental Data

Chang-Gyun Park* - Jin Kwon Hyun**

Abstract

This paper is to analyze the tax compliance behavior in Korea by experimental
data. There are so many factors to induce taxpayers to comply, however, there is
few empirical evidence for tax compliance. This study illustrates the impacts of
determinants on tax compliance, which are tax rate, penalty rates, detection
probability of tax audit, provision of public goods, and tax education. Tax rate has
negative relation with tax compliance. Penalty rates and detection probability of tax
audit has positive impact on it. Moreover, it is evident that penalty rate is more
effective policy tool for tax compliance. Provision of public goods leads to negative
impact on compliance, as taxpayers have strong tendency of free riding. Tax
education is effective and positive policy tool to induce taxpayer to comply.

Key Words: tax compliance, experimental data

* Research Fellow, Korea Development Institute
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