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WFZERC RO (330) : Following the research plan, we analyze the relationship between
the provision of an imperfectly substitutable public good and the group size. We also
consider the effect of taxation methods on social welfare by applying the point of focus
in this research to the tax competition theory. Furthermore, we discuss the object
function of the governments in the tax competition framework. These findings were
published in academic journals or presented at academic conferences.
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