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Empirical Study of Land Finance and the Corruption effect in China’s Urbanization
QI Honggian' > XI Xuwen® CAI Zhigang’
(1. Center for Quantitative Economics Jilin University Changchun 130012  China;
2. School of Business Jilin University Changchun 130012 China)

Abstract In the process of China’s urbanization both the scale of land finance and the phenomenon of corruption are
expanding rapidly in recent years. On the base of China’s Provincial DPD and GMM method this paper makes an em—
pirical analysis of corruption effect of land finance. The result shows that land finance is the main economic way to in—
duce corruption in the process of pursuing " performance" and winning " championship competition" for local govern—
ments. Aiming at pursuing the rapid development of urbanization the corruption effect of land financial is accelerating
locally. Meanwhile the corruption has shown a remarkable " contagion effect". Therefore Corruption from land finance
can be regarded as a " byproduct" caused by the Tax — sharing system reformation. To avoid the occurrence of corruption
from the source people should improve the existing central — local classification financial system as well as strengthen
political supervision and local fiscal transparency.

Key words Land Finance; Corruption; Tax — sharing System; Urbanization
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Research on the Effect of XBRL Financial Report from the Audit Perspective
TIAN Gaoliang' > FENG Hua'® SI Yi'’
(1. School of Management Xi’an Jiaotong University Xi“an 710049 China;

2. Experiment Center for Management Teaching & Learning Xi“an Jiaotong University Xi’an 710049 China)
Abstract Based on the data provided by listed companies from the audit perspective applying fixed effect model this
paper makes an empirical test on the effect of XBRL in Chinese capital market. The result shows that the implementation
of XBRL financial report can effectively improve the audit quality and audit fees reduce the abnormal audit fees simul-
taneously corporate governance as a mediator makes some positive impact on the effect of XBRL financial report.

Key words XBRL; audit quality; audit fees; corporate governance
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