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The Post-Keynesianism Income Distribution Theories and The
Neo-Classicalism Income Distribution Theories——Key Differences and
Intrinsic Relationship

LIU Xiao-feng, LIU Xiao-guang

(Post-Doctorial School of Guangfa Security, Guangzhou 510075, China)

Abstract This paper discusses the relationship between the Post-Keynesianism income distribution
theories and the Neo-Classicalism income distribution theories by constructing an intertemporal choice
model under the different assumptions. It is shown that the key of the problem is whether the capitalist’'s

marginal propensity to save is exogenous or not.

Key words Income distribution; Post-Keynesianism; Neo-Classicalism; intertemporal choice model
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