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The Impact of the Change of Unemployment Insurance Payment
Sequence on Employment Promotion
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Abstract: The unemployment insurance has great influence on promoting employment. Based on the improved
version of the Shavell and Weiss Theoretical Model and Qingdao City s unemployment registration data, the
paper simulates three unemployment insurance payment sequences, through analyzing of which , it came to the
conclusion that the current fixed payment sequence of China is far from being optimal, there is still much room
for improvement. For the purpose of promoting employment and the welfare of the unemployed, it is better to

implement the increasing- and-thern- decreasing payment sequence of re-employment bonus than the fixed or

decreasing sequence.
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1. Mathb : function F= myfn (x), c= 6 195; a= 321615; b=0.75; F= x— 1+ a* exp (c* log (b) /x); x=
fsolve (@ myfun, 1, optimset (/ Display/ | iter )), : x= 0. 1389
2. Mathb : function F= myfun (x), %b= x (1); p=x (2); ¢=6.195 a= 321615; n= 7,
F= [267-x () * (1= (I=x () W) /x (D3 x (2 - I+ a* exp (c* log (x (D) /x (2)];
fsolve (@myfm, [1; 1], optimset ( Display , iter )), : b= 0.6668, p= 0.1946
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