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38.91% .
. 2010 33.84% 2019 38.91%
1.41% OECD 0.63% ( 6) -
GDP OECD
6 OECD
GDP (%) cbp (%)
2005 2010 2015 2020 (%) 2010 2015 2019
(%)
28.83 31 31.78 34. 88 1. 20 54. 47 55.95 55.53 0.19
20.74 22.1 24. 68 28. 16 1.93 48.73 50. 08 49.03 0. 06
26. 38 26. 1 25.07 27.94 0. 36 54. 15 56.8 56. 88 0.49
27.10 25.8 26. 11 25. 86 -0.29 51.26 52.92 51.04 -0.04
16. 89 21 21.91 24.94 2.47 53.03 56. 46 56.2 0.58
15. 49 19. 03 18.54 23.94 2.76 44. 21 48.73 47.88 0. 80
OECD 18. 11 20. 41 20. 07 22.96 1.49 44. 84 46. 58 47.73 0. 63
19. 14 23.07 21.28 22.49 1.01 49. 41 51.02 45. 45 -0.83
16. 66 16.6 18.21 18.2 0.55 44. 84 48.53 49. 04 0.90
8.92 10.6 10. 96 15. 06 3.33 45.05 42.48 42.39 -0.61
5.88 7.9 9. 64 14. 39 5.75 26. 56 31.7 36. 19 3.14
9.92 12.21 11.49 11.5 0.93 34. 58 36.2 35.06 0.14
7.63 10. 32 14. 12 15.76 5.73 33.84 36. 54 38.91 1.41
6. 15 7.3 7.66 7.4 1.17 28. 86 27.15 27.18 -0.60
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@ SYSPOSIUM: Social Expenditure Research
Reassessing Fiscal Social Security Expenditures in China
................................................................................. Huping Zhang & Kinglun Ngok
Abstract With the Common Prosperity proposal the scale of China’ s social security expenditures
remains of great scholarly concern but it is the scope of the proposed expenditure that is controversial.
This paper discusses the boundaries of China’ s social security expenditures. As we explain the
subjects of social security and employment expenditure are based on the reform classifications of
government revenue and expenditure. The boundaries of China’ s current public social expenditure can
be delineated by comparing it with similar expenditures from other countries. We use data from 2007 to
2021 to re-evaluate China’ s public social expenditure. We found the current scope of public social
expenditure in China is dominated by the specific functional activities of government departments. One
characteristic of these expenditures is frequent change. Compared with other countries China’ s public
social expenditures is generally low but the growth rate is relatively fast. China’ s public social
expenditure presents typical. people-centered development characteristics.
Key Words Social Security and Employment; Fiscal Social Security Expenditure; Public Social

Expenditure

How Social Investment State Is Appropriately Developed ? A Comparative Analysis Based on Social
Expenditure in Japan South Korea and China
.................................................................................... Xiaofang Wu & Mingang Lin
Abstract From a global perspective development of a social investment states tends to be dominated by
one of two approaches: social democratic or liberal. In the former approach social policy investment is
high; the public sector acts as the main service provider; and expenditures for social compensation
and social investment policy grow simultaneously. The liberal approach is characterized by a low level of
social policy investment; the private sector is the main service provider: the state requires workfare;
and social compensation and social investment policy expenditures grow at the expense of each other.
Analysis of social expenditures in Japan and South Korea shows that the East Asian productivist path is
similar to the liberal approach but South Korea is trending towards the social democratic approach.
From a comparative perspective as a populous country with a rapidly aging population China must
transcend competitive relations in the construction of its social investments. Its resources are far better
spent on establishing developmental social policies attaching more importance to social services and

taking a development path that leads to a social investment country with Chinese characteristics.
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