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An Analysis on Optimal Social Security Level in Northr east China

WANG Yuarryue, MA Chrt cheng, YOU Gur yun
(Economic Department, Ocean University of China, Qingdao City, Shandong Province, 266071)

Abstract: Based on the theories of social security level and optimal level model, the paper analyzes the
expenditure level of social security benefits in Northr east China, and basically concludes that the whole social
security level is low and out of place in its structure. Moreover, from the perspective of the drawbacks in
social security system, the paper analyzes the causes that lead to current situation of social security. Using the
theory of social security supply demand balance and social security efficiency criterion theory, the paper
proposes some suggestions and measurements to improve social security level.
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