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Abstract

This paper uses data from Thailand’s cigarette smoking and alcoholic
drinking behavior survey in 2007 to analyze the impact of the changing
cigarefte taxation on smoker incidence distribution. The analysis is carried
out in the context of “rational addiction” and “time inconsistency” model.
Given the hypothesis that the smoker is rational addicted, the cigarette
tax is regressive. However, the contrary result occurs when we consider the
problem from a time inconsistent model. The result reveals that cigarette
taxes are much less regressive than previously estimated. Moreover, for some
parameter values, the cigarette taxes are progressive, since lower income
smokers are much more price elastic and therefore benefit more from the

commitment device provided by higher taxes.

Keywords : Time inconsistent, Cigarette tax regressive, Thailand
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1. unid’
ym?;Lﬂu?ﬁuﬁﬁLawﬁmﬁmezaméﬁm
Usz@nannlungiuni® (Ramsey effi-
ciency) Lummﬂmmamwﬂummaﬂmmma
SNANTIANGN UABNENUWTL migmmmmm
naliiiAnanss mummmammmimmmau
izmwgquwswmwimmmu Hdafaly
vgiinruauleua mﬁw?‘lm@ﬁﬁﬂum:
DANRE (Regressive taxation) ﬁﬁ?’l@‘auiﬁﬂ
ladeslAfunansznuaInn1#uINnIAI
Bousaldunn Teiliiesnasideusels
ﬂﬂﬂﬁé’mdaumﬂf«iwﬂwﬁiﬂmqm?'mﬂﬂ’iw
AF3aUINElALNN (Fullerfon and Metcalf,
2002: pp. 1795-1799)
unAnLi AN et ed Ll
tszang TneldnnsadinewgAnssufiGeandy
AU U AUAUAIINIUBINITINUHLENULIEN
(Time inconsistency) (Gruber and Koszegi,
2004a; 2004b; 2008) Lﬁaﬁﬂmms:mﬁqﬁ'
ﬁzmdﬁqmjuéquqﬁ‘l’tuﬂimﬂimﬁlﬁ?miﬁ
Anariy
HANNTANEINLAN
n. mauumiunammimﬁmmm
auimmamﬂﬂaﬂuuﬂmmmummﬂﬂ’n
uumﬂqmmimgq NAUTZUNUNNTAINY
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uqmmmmimmnuaaiﬂmmﬂ 5 NQu
- 0.57

©5Ce [RLeSe D
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WAL -1.45, -1.15, - 0.98, -1.18 LAY
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9. AnunnaninandAe nnsLFuLiy
mﬁv‘iﬂﬁmmw@jsﬁmLﬁluiumﬂﬁ’u 5. 10

AT 15 UM LilaRANsNAnsUANgY AT
mmmu‘%qammimwﬁm'ﬁ'ﬁmmma (Ratio-
nal addiction) mm‘umuaﬂwm NANBE
SARLA 5 11 mﬂwmmﬂmmumm'i
LﬂaﬂuLLﬂaqmﬂlmmmmamm QU afadusne
”meam 29gegn Wiy -4.50, -1.73, -1.55,
-1.37 Uaz - 0.67

A. 2e9lsRANL NWANTUNENH
NM92AENLLLA1a89AL lUALELAIIN
G]Jmmmw,t,wu%mm (Time inconsis’rency)
ﬂmumuaﬂwmmﬂfmm PIMIVT ALY
5 mwm‘mmmﬂmwﬁummat,ﬂaﬂuuﬂaﬂu
mm“l,mm%uqm U mwumﬂim‘h@m 04
auan Wil 3.20, 0.62, 0.24, 0.53 Ua - 0.22
Tmﬂé’ﬂMm:ﬁ'mwﬂwmmﬁqwémmlm
i anpAaasiULANIgANE luanigaLsng
(Gruber and Koszegi, 2004b; 2008)

2. LLUA1899

ﬁ@ﬂimﬁﬁﬁymﬁqﬁ (Gruber and
Koszegi, 2008: pp. 10-16)

Auslaainnisiaanansue Binary
choices AR aumaluaunm Tusranani
uanalpey  te {12,..,T} n9a1aansenad
ﬁL‘ﬂmmaLﬁav‘iﬂﬁu“amﬁﬂﬁummmm
walamaan119din (Life-time discounted
utiity) 1ANA9ARA

max V:ul+ﬁ2<3/u

t+j

1 unanuiiagflapnudrdganmuadengilisuaus guiidtuazinnisanufitenisaunuengy Tngazdiulassunssy
1Al uazseaziBenFasinsInBnInzad (Optimal tax HaulaseazBandiudnans ldsag euimd salnea 2554)
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lunuusdnans 0 Aa ulsAnan
TeZENT (Long-term discount factor) LLamny
ﬁqﬁmﬁfﬂ'ﬁ'EJJU?T,Qﬂ‘lﬁudﬂi:‘lmjﬁﬁl,ﬁm%uiu
AUAR %qﬂmﬂgiuﬁmmmiﬁm%u%%JJ
nanily ansd B A futlsPnamszezdu
(Short-term discount factor) ﬂﬂﬂgmww:
Lmuﬁﬁamﬁéuﬁﬂmﬁmminimuﬁumamq
N13INLAUANULIAN (Gruber and Koszegi,
2004a; 2004b; 2008)

a9y fniAsegAIansiTanuLL
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Rabin, 2001; 2006)
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price) WL p + T muumm‘lﬁﬂmaaﬂ au
mavl,muwﬂmmﬂm Wmmmwa% )
uay mumummmﬂuﬂ%uu (p,+ T uaz
AUNAR (ﬁéh)
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a3 (B, 0, b, pt;t’h) =
(0.5,0.952,1,02) Wisrlimefynil Mlg
m‘lﬁmmanﬁunm Lummﬂmmwa%wimu
@ mmmmumummmu"luﬁ%uu (M 971
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{1,0.8,0.6} (Gruber and Koszegi. 2004a;
2004b; 2008) LLazﬁunuﬁmqmmwﬁmmLﬁ
QQUHM?IH@UWM (0h=170.22) Geaziann
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A2E18 Least Square (LS) WAy Quantile
Regression (QR)
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mada‘ﬂaQﬁﬁi@ﬁﬂﬂﬂuw?:MQULﬂd (Cross-price
elasticity) A1 NNsUszunslidayan
qm?‘lsﬁm LLa:qw?flmuLmﬁmmmmm"l.u
NINALNUTL (Substitution goods) %38 bl
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NANT9U9TUNUNITAUNITRTLNE
anﬂﬁmmaqyyﬁ:ﬁaﬁﬁ Least Square

= = UARNANUEIAYIEL  LAAIAIAITINN 1 (WANITUTZuIUNITARE
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18 Quantile Regression WAASLIUNIAKLIN)
AN9197 1
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i?ﬂiﬂ’s"]ll logarithm ‘].Iﬂ\?‘i’]ﬂ’]'i_m%‘ﬂ%‘ NI Wae logarithm “].Iﬂ\ﬁ’]ﬂ’?‘l_lﬁill’lum\i

o ﬂ’JﬂEI’N
Aauls 1¢1) 12) 13) 14) 1(5)
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42 -0.01* -0.04* -0.02* -0.03* -0.00 -0.02
ANENLTUAL
T (0.20) (0.01) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
o 4 4.« 0.00 -0.01 0.00 -0.00 0.00 0.00
FeALUNITANINATLTR
(0.00) (0.04) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
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el e
(3.03) 8.77) 6.88) 6.22) (3.06) (1.08)
o -1.15% -1.45* -1.15% -0.98* -1.18 -0.57*
FTAANLUNTTIRN
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TIATLUNTUIULAN
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nsUszunUNITAINEANE UL
qﬂmﬁm'ﬂmmqw?f'mmj'wimvlﬁwm'ﬁ
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TdanAdasiL Gruber and Koszegi (2004b;
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UoNAING Wan9LlaTINNIT A9
ﬁqu'umaqmaqqﬂaqﬁm'mqmﬁﬁgﬂLLUU
&AL Isara et. al. (2003: 17) 71 ldfuLIL
18095 UuA MR8 TEY (Linear expendi-
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\segiavasndaFeulnet] 2543
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. N13U92U10UNN938 Quantile Regression
fvum 0 € {0.15,0.3,0.45,0.6,0.75} wansgzAuANuLduduUnInig
Quqvﬁ' U UAAZTNUBNNTNTZANEUBILFUIUN TG Fatfu lutlszanmnns
log(q,,) =X'B + f3.log(p,) + B,log(p)+¢e
n y=log(q.,) LAz B'Z=X'B +f,log(p,) + B,log(p,)+€
wsliwed B, Mlszuiun1sAiels Quantie Regression ABANMALIBNNNTUALTM
(Koenker, 2005)

1
min-—- ( E Oly.-p Z,/ + § (1-0)/y,- B’ Zi/)
iyzp Z, iy <pZ,
4. Nan1glsTaunIg

Quantile | Quantile | Quantile | Quantile | Quantile

fus 2 ; ; ; p
7 0.15 703 1 0.45 7106 | 9075
] - o4 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
mu’mamﬂmslumm,iau
(0.01) (0.01) (0.00) .00 (0.00)
0.47 0.39 0.28 0.02 0.15
LA
(0.35) (0.25) (0.18) (0.28) (0.20)
0.00* 0.00* 0.00° 0.00* 0.00*

@'WF;Iq
(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)

' -0.01 -0.02* -0.02* -0.02* -0.02*

a

ANENEUAL
9 9

(0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)
1.12 0.00 0.00 0.00* 0.00*

i:ﬁumaﬁﬂmqqqmﬁﬁﬁ@
(0.00) (0.08) (0.00) (0.00) (0.00)

o 2.32 7.43* 7.80** 1.72* 1.15*
PRI T

(3.84) (4.59) 4.31) (6.73) (5.42)

o -1.12* -1.16* -1.14* -1.17* -1.20*

71 mqmﬂnm

(0.08) (0.07) (0.05) (0.05) (0.07)

2 0.61* 0.68* 0.79* 0.82* 0.86*

mmqmmmm
(0.08) (0.07) (0.05) (0.04) (0.05)
adjusted R square 0.18 0.20 0.23 0.24 0.17

= a

71+ Uszununstaedide ferueniaduds wisilwesidszunmunis fMiarluiadude Standard

a

error, ANl ** () WARY TRIEAYNNATAT 90 (95) LaTlTuARINEAL
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A. AeznERUANLdLtuTemMITgL

p si() sI(2) SI(3) SI4) SI(5)
p=1 -0.28 -0.57 -0.85 114 -1.42
B =09 -0.19 -0.37 -0.56 -0.74 092
p =08 -0.09 -0.17 -0.27 -0.35 -0.41
p =07 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.04 0.08
p =06 0.09 0.21 0.29 0.43 0.59

un: Auanilaeidy

NUNELARY:

'
v a

1. M99UUNNAUEFLLVITAIANUdLTUIeINIEgL Smoking Intensity) SI(T) uaawnguidiudula

'
=<
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