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B W N e

Abstract: The long-term development of the manufacturing industry relies on sustainable
tax management, which plays a key role in optimizing production costs. While artificial
intelligence models have been applied to tax-related predictions, research on their applica-
tion for predicting tax management levels is quite limited, with no studies focused on the
manufacturing industry in China. To enhance digital innovation in corporate management,
this study applies interpretable artificial intelligence models to predict the tax management
level, which helps decision-makers maintain it within a sustainable range. The ratio of
total tax expense to total profits (ETR) is used to represent the tax management level,
which is predicted using decision trees, random forests, linear regression, support vector
regression, and artificial neural networks with eight input features. Comparisons among
the developed models indicate that the random forest model exhibits the best performance
in terms of prediction accuracy and generalization capability. Additionally, the Shapley
additive explanations (SHAP) technique is integrated with the developed model to enhance
the interpretability of its predictions. The SHAP results reveal the importance of the input
features and also highlight the dominance of certain features. The results show that the ETR
from the previous year holds the greatest importance, being more than twice as significant
as the second most important factor, whereas the effect of board size is negligible. Moreover,
benefiting from the local interpretations using SHAP values, this approach aids managers
in making rational tax management decisions.

Keywords: digital innovation; sustainable tax management; artificial intelligence; Shapley
additive explanation; strategic management

1. Introduction

The implementation of legitimate and sustainable tax management effectively reduces
costs, providing additional funds that can be allocated to operational activities, and thereby
improving resource management [1,2]. The application of artificial intelligence in tax
management enhances digital innovation in corporate management, contributing to the
sustainable development of corporations. However, due to the significant variability in tax
management strategies and the highly diverse behaviors of corporations, this real-world
prediction problem is challenging [3].

For the prediction of complex real-world problems, artificial intelligence has been
proven to be a powerful tool [4-11]. However, the application of artificial intelligence
models for tax-related prediction is still in its early stages, with limited research conducted
in this area. Xing et al. [12] developed a Levenberg-Marquardt neural network to detect
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tax evasion behavior in the automobile sales industry in China, for which the license
income, maintenance margin, agent insurance, as well as value-added tax burden are
taken as indicators. Savi¢ et al. [13] investigated the application of a hybrid unsupervised
model, combining representational learning and clustering, to help tax authorities prevent
and detect tax evasion cases, thereby improving their tax risk management. In the work
of Rahimikia et al. [14], three artificial intelligence models, including logistic regression
(LR), support vector machine (SVM), and multilayer perceptron (MLP) neural networks
have been proposed for detecting corporate tax evasion in food and textile industries.
The harmony search (HS) optimization approach was employed for determining the pa-
rameters of the artificial intelligence models, and the comparisons among the developed
models demonstrate that the MLP neural network model achieves the best performance.
In order to enhance the detection of transaction-based tax evasion in social e-commerce,
Zhang et al. [15] developed a multimodal deep neural network based on 2041 labeled posts
from Instagram. The input features of the developed model are the image attributes,
comments, and tags.

Different from tax fraud detection, the prediction of the tax management level is more
difficult. In the work of Lismont et al. [16], three prediction models, including LR, decision
tree (DT), and random forest (RF), have been employed to predict the tax management
level, considering a wider range of network features. Based on the results of a set of
companies connected by shared board memberships, the RF model was proved to have
the best prediction performance. Liu et al. [17] investigated the performance of the SVM
model for predicting the tax gross, and comparisons were made between the SVM model
and an artificial neural network (ANN). It was concluded that the SVM model exhibited
superior prediction performance over the ANN model. Wahab and Bakar [18] evaluated
the performance of K-nearest neighbor (KNN), classification and regression tree (CART),
naive Bayes (NB), LR, SVM, ANN, and RF for predicting tax compliance of digital economic
retailers. The comparisons indicated that the ensemble methods exhibited better classifica-
tion performance than the single classifiers. Zheng and Li [19] developed a light gradient
boosting machine (LightGBM) model to predict the potential tax arrears of corporations.
The prediction performance of the developed model was enhanced by incorporating a
knowledge graph, from which important features related to the relationships between the
trust-breaking events, tax arrears events, and corporations were extracted and utilized.
In the work of Guenther et al. [3], an extreme gradient boosting (XGBoost) model was
developed to predict the effective tax rate (ETR), defined as the ratio of total tax expenses
to total profits, for U.S. companies. Unlike classification predictions, regression predictions
for social science problems are significantly more challenging. Despite the difficulties in
regression predictions in the tax problem, the model developed in this study was able to
achieve a coefficient of determination (R?) greater than 0.5. The obtained results indicate
that the artificial intelligence model outperforms humans in this prediction task.

Although the application of artificial intelligence provides a strong tool for the complex
prediction problem, the black-box prediction process makes it unattractive for decision-
makers who require transparency and interpretability in the prediction results to facilitate
digital management. To overcome this drawback, interpretable techniques have been
developed for artificial intelligence models, such as interpretable mimic learning (IML) [20]
and Shapley additive explanations (SHAP) [21]. The SHAP technique serves as a useful
tool to assist humans in understanding and evaluating the outcomes generated by artificial
intelligence models [22-24]. The effectiveness of the SHAP technique has been demon-
strated in various fields, including civil engineering [25-27], wastewater treatment [28],
medicine [29], commerce [30], and cybersecurity [31].
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Although several studies have been conducted to predict tax-related issues using
artificial intelligence models, research on the prediction of tax management levels is still
limited, with no research focused on the manufacturing industry in China, which has
experienced remarkable developments in recent decades. In the present study, five artificial
intelligence models are applied to predict the tax management levels of manufacturing
corporations in China, aiming to guide them in maintaining their tax management level
within a sustainable range for the following year. To enable relevant parties to better
understand the underlying factors influencing the prediction results and also make the
decision-making process more accountable, the SHAP technique is incorporated into the
prediction process. In the next section, the database used for developing the models is
introduced. Section 3 provides a detailed description of the development of the models.
The results and discussions are provided in Section 4, followed by a brief conclusion
in Section 5.

2. Data Description

The database contains 1436 data samples, which are collected from the Wind database.
These samples are specifically from manufacturing corporations. Figure 1 shows the distri-
bution of data samples. According to tax law, the fundamental corporate characteristics that
are commonly recognized as most directly related to tax management behavior are selected
as inputs for the models. These include the ratio of foreign turnover to sales (FT_Int), the
ratio of fixed assets to total assets (PPE), the ratio of research and development expenditure
to sales (R&D_Int), the logarithm of total assets (TA), the ratio of pre-tax profits to total
assets (ROA), the ratio of intangible assets to total assets (IA_Int), and ETR. Other factors
would need to influence tax management behavior through these key features. In addition,
Minnick and Noga [2] pointed out that the board of directors also influences corporate tax
management decisions. Given that board size (BSIZE) is a fundamental feature of the board
of directors and data on this factor is available in the Wind database, it is also taken as an
input for the models.

Based on these parameters of the corporations, this study aims to predict the ratio of
total tax expense to total profits in the following year (ETR_f), which is used to represent
the tax management level of the corporations in this study. The correlations between the
outputs and inputs have been demonstrated in several studies. The costs associated with
foreign tax management may discourage companies from actively managing taxes, resulting
in a correlation between FT_Int and ETR_f [32]. Companies can depreciate eligible fixed
assets over a specific period, which reduces taxable income and enhances tax management,
indicating that PPE is also related to ETR_f [33]. According to tax law and related policies,
eligible companies can claim additional tax deductions for their research and development
expenditures, leading to a correlation between R&D_Int and ETR_f [34]. In addition, large
companies attract more attention and are subject to stricter regulatory scrutiny, making
TA, which represents firm size, correlated with ETR_f [35]. Corporate profitability also
influences tax management decisions, as companies with higher profitability have greater
incentives and the ability to manage taxes, revealing a strong correlation between ROA
and ETR_f [36]. In addition, Markle and Shackelford [37] pointed out that intangible assets,
represented by IA_Int, provide companies with tax management opportunities and are
therefore associated with ETR_f. Since tax policies are generally long-term, current tax
policies can influence those in subsequent periods, making the current ETR correlated with
ETR_f [38]. Furthermore, Minnick and Noga [2] suggested that smaller boards are more
likely to influence managers to engage in tax management, implying that BSIZE is also
expected to be correlated with ETR_f.
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It should be noted that the statutory corporate tax rate in China is 25% [39,40]. If the
value of ETR_f exceeds 0.25, it implies that the corporation does not effectively manage
its taxes. However, if the value of ETR_f is below 0.1, the corporation is likely to be ac-
cused of engaging in excessive tax management practices, which could be detrimental
to its sustainable development. Therefore, the range of tax management levels between
0.1 and 0.25 is considered to represent sustainable tax management in this study. Before
the training of the models, all the parameters were normalized between 0 and 1 to en-
hance the accuracy of the predictions. The entire database used in this study is included
in the Supplementary Materials.
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Figure 1. Distribution of data samples. (a) Input feature FT_Int, (b) Input feature PPE, (c) Input
feature RD_Int, (d) Input feature TA, (e) Input feature ROA, (f) Input feature IA_Int, (g) Input feature
ETR, (h) Input feature BSIZE, (i) Output feature ETR_f.

3. Model Development

Five artificial intelligence models are developed in this section for this prediction
problem, including artificial neural networks, decision trees, random forests, support
vector regression, and linear regression. This is the first study to investigate the application
of these commonly used models to predict ETR values.

3.1. Artificial Neural Network Model

The ANN is recognized as one of the most powerful methods for the prediction of
complex relationships [41,42]. As the name implies, the ANN is derived from the structure
of the biological neuron system. Typically, an ANN model is composed of one input layer,
one output layer, and several intermediate layers in between. The layers consist of neurons,
and the neural network is constructed by connecting the neurons in the adjacent layers.
The structure of an ANN model is shown in Figure 2.

During the training process, the inputs are fed forward from the input layers to the
output layer. For the neurons in the intermediate layers, the received inputs from the
preceding layer are weighted and summed, and then activated by an activation function,
as shown below:

Zf(i‘, w;p; + b;) €))

i=1
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where p; is the input provided by the ith neuron in the preceding layer, w; and b; are the
corresponding weight and bias, 7 is the number of neurons in the preceding layer, and
f represents a activation function. In the present study, the Python-based open-source
package, Keras [43], is applied to establishing the ANN model. Several activation functions
are provided by this package, such as the sigmoid function (Equation (2)), tanh function
(Equation (3)), and ReLU function (Equation (4)), as shown below:

sigmoid = = )
Z _ ,—Z

tanh = == 3)
eZ+e %

ReLU = max(0, z) 4)

Once the first prediction result is obtained, the error between the obtained result and
the target result is calculated using a loss function. To minimize the loss function, a back
propagation strategy is then conducted to optimize the weights and biases. The training of
an ANN model requires undergoing this iterative optimization process. In addition, in this
study, the mean squared error (MSE) is used as the loss function, as shown below:

1& 2
L= EZ(fi—Pi) 5)

i=1

where m is the number of data samples, p; is the prediction result, and ¢; is the target value
from the dataset. Apart from the MSE, R? is also used to measure the performance of the
developed model; the expression of R? is shown as follows:

(6)

Input layers Intermediate layers Output layers

Feed forward——m -4—Back propagation

Figure 2. The structure of the artificial neural network.
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3.2. Decision Tree Model

As shown in Figure 3, the DT model is derived from a tree structure [44]. The prediction
process starts from the root node where an initial condition is applied to split the data. The
split data are assigned to the lower nodes along the branches, where subsequent conditions
are applied to further split the data. This process repeats until the data reaches the leaf
nodes, which represent the final predicted results.

Root node:

Splitting Branch

Intermediate nodes:

Leaf nodes:

Figure 3. The tree structure of a decision tree model.

To ensure accurate predictions in regression problems, the feature and split point at
each node must be carefully decided. For a DT regression model, each node typically splits
the data into two subsets, with the aim of decreasing prediction errors at each step. The
mean squared error criterion is commonly used to evaluate and select the suitable features
and division points, as follows:

MSE= L3 (-7 + LY (- )’ )
ny = Yi— YL ng = Yi—VYr

where ¥; and ¥ represent the average targets of the left split data and right split data,
respectively, and n, and nr denote the number of data samples in the left split data and
right split data, respectively. The process of generating new nodes continues until the
maximum tree depth is reached.

3.3. Random Forest Model

The RF model is constructed by integrating several DT models, as shown in Figure 4,
each of which is developed based on a randomly selected subset of the training dataset and
a random subset of features [25]. These decision trees operate independently, producing
individual predictions, and the mean of the predictions of all constituent tree models
is taken as the final result of the RF model. The output of the RF model is obtained as
shown below:

t
Output = %Zﬁ(x) (8)
i=1

where f; represents the prediction result of the tth tree, and ¢ denotes the number of decision
trees in the RF model.
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Root node:

Branch

Intermediate nodes:

Leaf nodes: ?

Figure 4. Illustration of the random forest model.

Averaging

|

Final result

3.4. Support Vector Regression Model

As for the SVR model, the inputs are mapped into a higher dimensional space to
predict highly non-linear relationships [45]. During the training process, the distance
between the hyperplane and data points is gradually minimized by optimizing the risk
function, which is expressed as follows:

. 1 .
min : R = §||w|\2+CZLe(yi/h(xi)) ©)
i

where h(x) represents the hyperplane, w denotes a weight parameter, C represents the
regularization parameter, and L. is an insensitive loss function.

As shown in Figure 5, by introducing two slack variables, ¢; and ¢, to denote the
spacing from the outlying points to margin boundaries of the hyperplane, the function R
can be converted into the following:

min: R = %||w||2+CiLa(§i+§j) (10)

Hyperplane
Support Vectors

Figure 5. Illustration of the support vector regression model.

The minimization optimization problem can be easily solved using the Lagrange
method [46].
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3.5. Linear Regression Model

Although several advanced artificial intelligence models are proposed to solve this
prediction problem, the linear regression (LR) model, which is simpler and more inter-
pretable, is also employed in this study to assess whether the relationship between the
input features and the output can be adequately captured by a linear model. Additionally,
the results provided by the LR model are set as a baseline for comparison with the other
models. The LR model can be expressed as follows:

y = Bo+Prx1+ Poxa+ -+ Puxn + € (11)
where f; is the regression coefficient, and ¢ is a residual error term.

3.6. Interpretation for Black-Box Prediction

In this paper, the SHAP method developed by Lundberg and Lee [21] is employed
to interpret the black-box prediction of the artificial intelligence model. As an additive
feature attribution method, SHAP is proposed based on game theory. The predictions can
be explained for the overall dataset at a global level and also for every sample at a local
level. The contribution of each feature to the prediction can be obtained and assigned with
a SHAP value, based on which the decision-making process behind the prediction can
be shown. The explanation model is defined as a linear summation of a based value and
SHAP values as shown below:

N
E(x') =so+ Y six] (12)
i=1

where s; represents the attribution of the ith feature (i.e., SHAP value), s is a constant value
when all input features are null, N represents the number of features, and x’ represents a
vector of simplified inputs.

The SHAP value of the ith feature ¢; is defined as follows:

wif = ¥ EEN D g iy pa) (13

7/ Cx/

where f(z' U {i}) and f(z') represent predictions with and without adding the ith feature,
respectively, z' represents a portion of x, and |z’| denotes the nonzero elements in z'.

4. Results and Discussion
4.1. Predictions of the Developed Models

The prediction results of the developed models are shown in Figure 6. As expected,
the LR model exhibits the poorest prediction performance with the lowest value of R? and
the highest value of MSE, implying high non-linear relationships between the inputs and
outputs. Compared to the SVR model, the DT model obtains better prediction results, as
the values of R? and MSE of the SVR model are 0.39 and 0.035, respectively, while those for
the DT model are 0.477 and 0.03, respectively. To make a reasonable comparison between
the models, the grid search process is conducted to determine the hyperparameters of the
models. The regularization parameter and the kernel coefficient of the SVR model are
selected as 1 and 10, respectively. For the DT model, a maximum tree depth of 10 is selected,
with the minimum number of samples needed at a leaf node set to 15. In addition, the
minimum sample size needed to divide an internal node is assigned to three.
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Figure 6. Predictions of the developed artificial intelligence models. (a) LR model, (b) SVR model,
(c) DT model, (d) RF model, and (e) ANN model.

As can be seen from Figure 6, the RF model has the best prediction capability with
the highest R? of 0.562 and the lowest MSE of 0.025. The prediction performance of the RF
model is similar to that of the model developed in [3]. Compared to the DT model, the
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prediction performance of the RF model is significantly improved due to the ensemble
nature of multiple trees. According to the grid search results, the RF model consisting of
50 decision trees with a maximum depth of 20 is selected. The RF model is configured
with a minimum of eight samples per leaf and ten samples needed to split an internal
node. The ANN model shows only a slightly lower performance than the RF model,
with the values of R? and MSE equal to 0.515 and 0.028, respectively. The ANN model
has three intermediate layers; the number of neurons in each layer is 30, 50, and 70,
respectively. The tanh function is used as the activation function, and the limited-memory
Broyden-Fletcher—Goldfarb—Shanno algorithm is selected as the optimization approach.
In this study, a 5-fold cross-validation test is performed to assess the generalization
capability of the developed models in predicting tax management levels. Figure 7 shows
the standard deviation of R? for the developed models across five trainings. As can be
seen, the RF model achieves the lowest variability in R? with a standard deviation of 0.02,
demonstrating that the RF model has the best generalization capability in this prediction
task compared to the other models. The SVR and ANN models exhibit the same variability
in R2, with a standard deviation of 0.05. The DT model has relatively poor generalization
capability compared to the other models, and the comparisons between the RF and DT
models indicate that the ensemble nature of the FR model contributes to more consistent
prediction performance across various databases for predicting tax management levels.

— — Pt 2
LR Standard deviation of R

SVR

Figure 7. Standard deviation of R? for the 5-fold tests.

4.2. Interpretations for the Predictions
4.2.1. Interpretations at the Global Level

The SHAP values for the entire dataset are shown in Figure 8a, based on which the
global interpretations of the predictions can be determined. Each data point is denoted
by a dot, illustrating the relationship between the feature values and their corresponding
SHAP values. Lower feature values are depicted in blue, whereas higher feature values are
in red. As can be seen from Figure 8a, the SHAP value is plotted along the x-axis, where
a positive SHAP value indicates a positive contribution to the ETR_f, whereas a negative
SHAP value reflects a detrimental effect on the ETR_f. It can be observed that a higher ETR
in the previous year generally leads to a higher ETR in the following year, with greater
positive contributions from higher ETR values in the previous year and relatively smaller
negative contributions from lower ETR values. The obtained results indicate a stronger
positive effect of higher input ETR and a weaker negative effect of lower input ETR.

Although higher values of TA, FI_int, and IA_int generally lead to higher ETR values
in the following year, these effects are less pronounced than those of the ETR value in the
previous year. In contrast, higher values of R&D_int and ROA basically have negative
SHAP values, resulting in lower ETR values in the following year. For both these input
features, the positive effects from the lower feature values are more pronounced than
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the negative effects from the higher feature values. In addition, the effect of PPE on the
ETR values in the following year remains uncertain, and the effect is relatively small.
Furthermore, the BSIZE has a negligible effect on the ETR values in the following year.

High

ETR  n{iRiRe.

R&D_|nt oo o adtelnd o o o

eood oo 0l Ve ® oo ®we ®eo o0 ] .

ROA
TA

FT Int

Feature value

IA_Int
PPE

BSIZE

T T T T T Low
-0.1 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3
SHAP value (impact on model output)

(a)

ETR
R&D_Int
ROA

TA

FT Int

IA_Int

PPE

BSIZE

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
mean(|SHAP value|) (average impact on model output magnitude)

(b)

Figure 8. Global interpretation for the entire database. (a) A summary plot of SHAP values. (b) Average
absolute SHAP values.

Figure 8b shows the mean absolute SHAP values that reflect the importance of the
input features. It can be seen that the ETR in the previous year has the greatest importance
for this prediction problem, which is even more than two times greater than the following
R&D_int. The high importance of ETR is consistent with the results obtained in [3], despite
the use of different databases, input features, and models in this study, further demon-
strating its importance. For the following input features, the differences in importance are
relatively small. As can be seen, the importance of BSIZE is the smallest, and the PPE is the
second least important, which aligns with the results illustrated in Figure 8a.
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ETR

ROA

4.2.2. Interpretations at the Local Level

To further illustrate the details of the black-box predictions in artificial intelligence
models, specific interpretations for individual cases are presented in this section. Figure 9
shows the local interpretations of six randomly selected cases, where E[f(x)] on the x-axis
represents the baseline value for the local interpretation, and even contributions very close
to zero are depicted with slight variations in arrow lengths to reflect their magnitude and
direction. For the case shown in Figure 9a, the higher value of ETR in the previous year
leads to an increase of 0.1 in ETR in the following year, from the base value of 0.298. The
lower value of R&D_int leads to a slight increase in ETR in the following year, with a value
of 0.01. The lower values of PPE, ROA, and IA_Int reduce the ETR in the following year. In
addition, in this example, the contributions of the TA, FT_int, and BSIZE on the prediction
are negligible. For the case presented in Figure 9D, the relatively higher R&D_int leads to a
decrease of 0.03 in ETR in the following year.

Different from the two examples discussed above, the input features R&D_int and TA
in the example shown in Figure 9c have relatively larger contributions to the prediction,
as the R&D_int and TA lead to increases of 0.08 and 0.03 in ETR in the following year, re-
spectively. As for the example shown in Figure 9d, the R&D_int has a positive contribution
to the prediction with a value of 0.06, while the contributions of ROA, FT_int, PPE, and
IA_Int are the same with a value of 0.01. As shown in Figure 9e, the contributions of PPE
and FT_int are 0.03 and 0.02, respectively. The R&D_int and ROA have slight negative
contributions with values of —0.01 in this case. As for the case presented in Figure 91, the
R&D_int, PPE, and ROA have positive contributions to the ETR in the following year, with
the values of —0.03, —0.02, and —0.02, respectively. The FT_int has a positive contribution
of 0.01, whereas the IA_int has a negative contribution of —0.01. Based on the local inter-
pretations, the prediction process for each individual case is transformed into an open-box
process, enabling the understanding and adjustment of the tax management level.
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Figure 9. Local interpretation for individual examples. (a) SHAP interpretation for example 1,
(b) SHAP interpretation for example 2, (c) SHAP interpretation for example 3, (d) SHAP interpretation
for example 4, (e) SHAP interpretation for example 5, and (f) SHAP interpretation for example 6.

5. Conclusions

In this study, interpretable artificial intelligence models are developed to predict tax
management levels, which provides an effective approach for corporations to dynamically
adjust their tax management decisions to maintain the tax management levels within a
sustainable range. In order to predict the ETR in the following year, eight input features
are utilized in this study, and all the data samples are collected from the Wind database.
A total of 1436 data samples are used for the training and testing of the models. The
results show that the RF model attains the lowest value of MSE and the highest value
of R2. The generalization capability of the developed models is assessed using a 5-fold
cross-validation test, and the RF model exhibits more consistent prediction performance
compared to the other models. Despite the stronger capability of artificial intelligence
models for solving highly non-linear prediction problems compared to traditional models,
their prediction process can be interpreted using interpretation approaches, assisting
humans in understanding the prediction process. In this study, the SHAP approach is
incorporated with the artificial intelligence model to make the prediction process more
transparent and interpretable. The global SHAP results indicate that the input feature
ETR in the previous year has the greatest effect on prediction, with a higher ETR in the
previous year generally leading to a higher ETR in the following year. This effect is more
than twice as significant as that of the input feature R&D int. On the other hand, the
effect of the input feature BSIZE on the prediction is negligible. In this study, the practical
value and advantage of the RF model are demonstrated through comparisons among
the five models, as it exhibits better prediction accuracy and generalization capability.
The obtained values of R? are not as high as those typically observed in engineering and
natural science problems, where objective laws govern the underlying process, indicating
the inherent difficulty in predicting tax management levels. However, benefiting from
the local interpretations, the practical value of the predictions is enhanced, as decision-
makers can still be supported in making informed decisions based on their judgment of
the local interpretation. Nevertheless, the present work employs SHAP to achieve model
interpretability, but it does not address other dimensions of interpretability, such as model
fairness, rationality, and sensitivity to noise. Additionally, the consistency of SHAP values
across different algorithms and datasets could be affected by variations in training data
distributions or feature sets. Hence, future research is recommended to explore these
aspects to enhance prediction interpretability. This study primarily uses fundamental
corporate characteristics that are most directly related to tax management levels as inputs.
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It is recommended to consider other input features, such as macroeconomic factors and
industry-specific tax regulations, in future studies. Moreover, the use of more advanced
optimization techniques for artificial intelligence models is also suggested for future work.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
//zenodo.org/records /14554569 (accessed on 25 December 2024), Table S1: Database for training
and testing the developed models.
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