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Introduction

Based on data gained from behavioural economics experiments carried out by the authors in order to measure willingness to pay taxes, we examined
participants’ decisions regarding paying taxes. With the extension of the examined sample, we performed an econometrical modelling of tax evasion.
Based on the measured data, the typical distribution function types were identified, and estimations of the parameters of the distribution functions
were made with mathematical-statistical tools to describe the typical patterns of tax evasion. Based on the measured data, the typical distribution
function the gauss distribution characterizes players’ behaviour independing on whether wanted/unwanted events took place independently or under
certain circumstances. What we should do If well-known mathematics models from game theory don’'t working. By publishing our results, we can
provide explain How do taxpayers think about paying taxes and what is the difference between thinking and decision making? So should we have

described participants’ choices with a type of the overweight distribution function. Table 2
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Conclusion

The research question was how rational or irrational the players decided. It is a matter of attitude to avoid or like risk, to treat public goods and to pay taxes. According to Kahneman and Tversky’s Prospect
Theory, a person’s attitude towards risk Is determined by perceiving the usefulness of outcomes through heuristics. Different perceptions of usefulness led to different risk-taking attitudes during the experiments.

Several studies suggest that individuals in different areas of life do not have a consistent attitude toward risk (Weber, 2002).

My main question is during my work, mostly my research work is ..... “Why do we pay taxes and why nor?” ...... In other words Is “Do we really want to pay taxes?.....

Cognitive dissonance can be seen in action in the seemingly rational decisions of decision makers. Most subjects modify their rational decisions on an emotional basis. In Tax Environments, decision-makers are
not characterized by completely self-interested, rational tax avoidance. Tax Fraud will always be present in the tax environment, although we are all equipped with a moral compass, we cannot expect that
conscience alone will protect us from free riders, that Is, taxpayers who commit tax fraud and/or tax evasion. Can you get rid of wrongdoing once and for all? To quote Dan Ariely, "Probably not, but | think we're

capable of better performance than we are now."
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