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Abstract

This paper based on the environmental Kuznets theory, taking Fujian Province as an example,
uses Python to estimate the EKC curve of the data, and analyzes the function curve between the
degree of environmental pollution and economic development. Based on the environmental and
economic statistics of Fujian Province from 2003 to 2017, this paper selects the representative
environmental pollution index and economic development index, through the trend analysis of
economic development and environmental pollution situation in the next few years, constructs
the measurement model of “three wastes” emissions and per capita GDP in Fujian Province, and
thus makes an empirical analysis of the Kuznets curve characteristics of environmental pollutant
emissions in Fujian Province.
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1. SIS RCERERE

B 8 4 22 T IR SR DU A JRE , AR L7 BN VR PR, (R PRI G [ A0 A8 4 A ™ O
LPFHK ST R A R RIZP BONE I TG IO . AR AL IR AR vy, T e Tk
AW EE, Wk T R BB 70 R, (EAR 2R B R SR RN 5k T
WG, KRGS KIS R RIS I, 5 S M JE IR 15 B g k. R,
i SR U %2 5 PR A6 K2 D O AR e 4 e B S A B 8] i P R

JE 25 1R 9% il £k (Kuznets Curve) B 5G2 2 3 2 5K R 2GR KR Y, MU W NI & 2 2 5 N s 1
KZEAFEE “U” Rih . ZERR RMA T P RA T AR R MR AT R MGz
[ AR R R FR o, BB o BRI 2 B 22 5 (0 R JR 3B T B4 170 i B8 — 93 /e BT DA o PRI
VR RI A I BT T ARG I ROR A RER ) BE . JEEER, W WSEF LT EKC N KZ LT
M5 9 “ =R 7 IR E TG JeAa bR, IR (2017) R K 31 BB B iR B, B FC R B BRIK
JRAMZGHH K 2 B R R R “f U B, 550700 HIUAE NS E RNy 2.7 e 4 fl 8.8 75
JEEA[]s AR5 N (2018) LA 1997~2015 4 f&#R T H TV ERAK IR U B 44 B4 7= A LA S N84 GDP
EEG, BRI TR KHESE T5 N3 GDP IRl MK R IF DUBORE R T e, Tl R HEK
EMAY) GDP Z[a] 2 “ M8 N 27 56 &, Tk AR 4™ A=A GDP Z [8] 248 “U” BK R [2].
FT LA HH PR T I 251 0 2 10 B AR 2 52 3 AS R DR AR RRAE B RE M AT e B AN FRAR, (HiZE
WX TSGR T 1) i€ 22 5 S5 A R AR BOR R A BOR R S AR SOl i 20 iih 26 0 M e A s
N AT AT TS G e AT 70 H
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RIE. Lo fER e BRI R . T EREA S4B 35,804.04 {470, $&ATELMASIT5, Lt B4E
HK 8.3%, MMRLL EFEIRE 02 NED R3], /W E, B IginfE 2379.82 127, 3G 3.5%:
5 rIEINME 17,232.36 147G, 6K 8.5%; =\ N{E 16,191.86 1470, HEK 8.8%. 1#E GDP
SR BN, (A2 N3 GDP MK, FFR ELE 1T A6, IR AR E 4 N3 GDP9.12 Jiot, HE4 & =,
SORTLLIAWIL, ST 4R, Bn Ao st Bilg RE=A BT, R0 TaEE A, Sk
KARHEIIANY) GDP SRR LN 11.85%, AT UUAREETE N7 TH S oI B 50— (L
1),

Table 1. Actual GDP and Per capita GDP of environment pollution in Fujian Province, 2003~2017
% 1.2003~2017 S48 & SEFR GDP & A5 GDP

F0y GDP/1Z7t LI 2/% ISYNEVYPN A GDP/7E/ A
2003 3764.54 2.0615 3410.00 13,869.56
2004 4072.85 2.0431 3445.00 15,269.51
2005 4467.55 0.6049 3476.00 17,735.43
2006 4983.67 2.6054 3502.00 20,354.87
2007 5763.35 6.9543 3529.00 23,763.53
2008 6554.69 3.9026 3557.00 27,591.82
2009 7583.85 3.9279 3585.00 33,448.84
2010 9248.53 7.7492 3612.00 37,336.38
2011 10,823.01 7.7918 3639.00 43,677.56
2012 12,236.53 -0.2105 3666.00 51,366.64
2013 14,737.12 6.8811 3693.00 56,719.41
2014 17,560.18 8.0756 3720.00 62,708.69
2015 19,701.78 2.3351 3748.00 67,631.00
2016 21,868.49 2.1610 3774.00 72,835.46
2017 24,055.76 0.7912 3806.00 79,209.46

22. BEAWRSEINK

FEEAR IEFEINR S BBy a IR B Il i, B AR A48 68 NI T A 28 <k AR . AR TR
K4 (PMo) R4 BRI Y)(PM2s), — A AR A% GRS Sl EArAE) (GB3095-2012)KpE, 2K
JREIAFROE B E K —GhntfE) [4], (HRANIRAAAE R ARG JE R GG, 7k 22T e BT K E X 2 1992
ELR NRBUNFRHEROL B BIF R X, FHFRXA A RE . [T E 2%, 2015 4 5GE S AR, EX
JE R P2 A A JE B8 T LR /N XS A /N DX, el DX 3 R e DX e R U P s Tl [l X
o T e X Rk g i B R, BRI R IXSREE T — R A it 3 [l DX A b SRR B, ERE AR AT Hh Rk
EHRX “HO A VET 7« e R o e L E R S .

FE A A A LA U T A U I SV S, AR T S KSR A P B AN SR, R I X AR T T K A B 2R AN
N 66%, TR 22.7 JiMiA TS K ELHE T T, JOA7TETE 2 K IR R, A8 N 7 [ g K A 3R 3R
S 8, BT R R ) AT ARV B o FA T AR K AL B 1), e I B P S L A R 2 7]
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B b SRS IERE TR R, 2 A A B IER S MK — R R et e B U, SRk H
154,

WA ERIEY) . BRI IRVIBAEEA B E, ERIE 100%, TERE OB EY S EA BT,
8 fE I R YRR UE S E AL A BT K o (BT SR AE AT IR DA PR 28 B AR SRR VR v MR ik i, ™ B Y5 eI B
3. BiEkRiFERMARSE
3.1. BUHEKIR

H A 3R R D S 385G 5 YRR B T8 A 32 AR s KA 75 e E . 15K HEARHE . 15 B HEaR
PRAE DL S PRI e P HE R o FH Q2% 38 TR B SR it b e FH =i 2R 3 0 ) HE T SR A B A B VS YRR R[5, [
b b3l N Y GDP 1R N fiT s 4850 R ARGk . B UL, AR SCHE T2 SRk 2 F2 5 DA S 5
fEFEFE L, 4 A3 GDP H W E NE T KRG TaAR, [RIB 38 = Fp Tk R 704 IR 5815 Y FE B 1
e AR . SCHR TR A A 2004~2018 5 (FEEEA G HEL) EiHA . BdE7ERENE R, H 2003 4F
ARG AN GDP B Sk R EHL TS, TR KHERS Bk 2 R, Hor g s b e
2011 4, TAVR/KHEE S 177,185 Jildi, M5 20 T T RS HBUS &AL 2003~2014 6] 2
EFEERA, W IR TR R FYHERCS & B A RV, (HERTE 2003~2013 [0 2T e,
ZJa NRELAE 2).

Table 2. Economic and Environmental Indicators of Fujian Province, 2003~2017
2 2.2003~2017 BB H EFIMERR

Fh GDP/AZIE  BAB/AN  TobBOKHBcEAM TAWESHBUS EACkIR T FERE T 8/ T

2003 3764.54 3410.00 57,614.22 2828.07 2190.46
2004 4072.85 3445.00 111,974.27 3305.24 5133.09
2005 4467.55 3476.00 78,510.79 3564.60 4130.96
2006 4983.67 3502.00 98,388.20 4188.61 2980.78
2007 5763.35 3529.00 115,227.50 5020.23 3361.22
2008 6554.69 3557.00 130,939.50 6264.91 3772.50
2009 7583.85 3585.00 127,583.41 6883.77 4237.54
2010 9248.53 3612.00 136,407.77 9747.38 4814.86
2011 10,823.01 3639.00 139,996.92 9149.97 5370.86
2012 12,236.53 3666.00 142,746.99 10,497.10 6348.91
2013 14,737.12 3693.00 124,168.21 13,507.13 7486.58
2014 17,560.18 3720.00 177,185.62 14,972.89 4414.89
2015 19,701.78 3748.00 106,319.29 14,739.28 7719.54
2016 21,868.49 3774.00 104,657.99 16,183.33 8536.88
2017 24,055.76 3806.00 102,051.74 18,383.25 4843.90

3.2. ARFA*E
LEHFFENIS GDP 5 AN B TV R /K HEBCRE - A3 T AR R A 7= B 2 IR )R 2R, IR RE 8 et i) il
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MR RE, W AREEE A3 GDP VIS R FIIAAY, Hih iy .
X =al, +bT, +cT, (1)

XREEANY GDP, T,. T T, R N2 0 =N EHABEEN . FEALARS [R] 2003 45, T4,
WAFIE] 2020 45, av by ¢ D HINEZEK RE.

KTAFRBESHEGRERKR, RE WL 2LE R Z(EKC) MR, IR IFfiRe |
W EEXRLAENSI6]. HAT EEALM. R, =& MG R, A SCHRE AT 3R 75 A e
RGRR B SIREETS IR IR A, 1B A3 GDP 5 A Tl /K HESCR: . 34 b 4 o 4 2 e
IR RS — o =R & TR, Hk BRI

Y =B+ Bx+ fox’ + Bix° ()
EFEX N34 GDP 5 A TV RS HESC R 2 [ O¢ R AL — o ik i 47 i, Hoat B A0s.
Y =B, + Bx+ Box’ 3)

Y REREA G RHE, x £AY) GDP, 23 B8,« B~ B~ B BUEAF, REIST KE
SR RAR, BT

DB =p=p =0, XREFKBEGHETGHARIEERA LR,

2) B>0, HB =p=0, REFKREEREGIUIRGLELMEEAHK KR, BEFFHEKa5ER
B FetR L AL

3) <0, HB=p=0, RREFKEEGHEGHRNZLEFAKR, PEFHEKASTE
IR ()AL

4) B >0, HpB <0, B,=0, BREFKEEAEDRIN K RINE SRR R MZAMHEY &,
SEIHE U7 BMHiZ R, B EKC, W WG GRS B HUERA, EA I AT S 2 A
5, BT

5) B<0, HB >0, B,=0, BREFKEEAREDRIM K RINE GG EZRERMAMKR, 2
BHIE “U” BMME R, WM Ui 5TG JotR v 22 A8 1 1 J5 B 8B4 .

6) B>0, HpB <0, >0, RFRAEFKESHERUK K RMEALIH “N” BEHZK R,
WHL R WA GG GUIRIL 2 AT R RS0 B A s, AT RREE I KPR 5 B 22 P N AL B

7 B<0, HB >0, f,<0, XrREFREEAEARGAI R F Mg S HF N7 BT H 0 R,
WA ULIREE TS GUIR Tt 22 B 28 51 K R e 808 B, U B RF I KR 85 o & 2 S [ VA 4%

FIH Python {4 H1 ¥ Numpy JEFil Matplotlib FEXT A 44 2003~2017 4F Tk “ =2 ” Hemua & AN
GDP #47 Tl /b T2 0¢ R4k, 7 DLE B b o AT PR 58 25 25 Hh 28

4. BREEFEZRIERSIFEISREL B RS 7

wE 1, FEEE A GDP Y] T R 2 A AR AL -
X =46269.0202T, +46008.68797; +11806.52717, 4)

HrT ik 2505 0.9958, AL T 1, W HIHLLE BORBT -

MR BB EAR 5 A\ GDP AL —JC X 2R 25 AN 3 Pl 2 ml AR a5 R BoR, AR
HA BN AV R HEBCE - AX TV AR R A 8 5 N1 GDP i) 5% 5 S IUH N7 Ry i 255 &%
AR A N2 AR HEBCR 5 AN Yy GDP 2 [8] 50 8 B AT & A5 P 26 R th 26 (3] U ).

R RRER T “ =K #HS A GDP B & 45 R
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Figure 1. Actual and projected per capita GDP in Fujian province, 2003~2020
[ 1. 2003~2020 FF1EE & KFF TN AI GDP
Table 3. Fitting results of Industrial “Three waste” emission and per capita GDP model in Fujian province
3. BEATI “=1&” HM5 ALY GDP REHIEER
i Tl K HES = Tk SR T [ A e A A 7
B, 5146 —5876 —567.4
B, 2.478 1.484 0.1259
B, —5.326¢"° -1.071¢° —2.056¢°
B, 3.016¢" - 9.441¢"
R? 0.8006 0.9751 0.5649
R 0.8948 0.9875 0.7516
PRAE A5 1 31917.6732 69288.8949 43914.1013
WReAf AR B 1 39789.7342 45547.0399 1797.7623
WAE S 2 85813.5393 - 101246.7976
AR R R B 2 16183.1898 - 908.1923

4.1. TIFEEKHEERN IR LR R thek
K 2 7, A¥J GDP 5 ATV KRS K — Ik B 2R A T o .
Y =5146+2.478x—5.326e x> +3.016¢ %X

(6))

MR REOT LR, BLAROREGF, M RIE N7 B IZEE, 5 AP A GDP
N 31,917.6732 Ju(HP 2009 F 75 47), 885 AN s & N5 GDP i 85,813.5393 Ju(RP fiilit v 2018 4F 75 44).
DU Bedh T30 58 NPT SO B, IS LB K, T oK H R E B4 40T e B i s 1)

BB, HBEE TR PG, 3R R MV PRKHRSCE T RER AL S I a3

MRIEILA S5 RA R AT LUE H, 484 A3 GDP 5 TR /KHUa EZ MR “1E N 8”7 SRR,
BRE Y GDP FRERIE N, R TR K HEBUS B2 4 P 20/ B it fe . e B mT AR
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Figure 2. Fitting figure of triple curve model between industrial wastewater discharge and per capita GDP in Fujian
province

B 2. BEE Tl E/KHNES AL GDP = )RR AU S B

. 2003~2011 4E0H], 24 \¥ GDP £REatinit, Tk /KH s B R RS 2 N, 78 2011 £
PR K A, 24 N GDP Hiit 40,000 Jitt, TR K HER 8 BBk 2, I BARBEE LA i
LR35 GDP)EN, Tl B /KHEBOZE g A E 5 W2 B a T R DUE ), AR A fEL ST il R
JETHTEAFI S BT B, TV PRK 75 s B AN A, R TR R IMWTIARY B, Tl K HEBOE
BN, WEABUFEINEE T REBAG, WS> ESREAEONER; MESFRENE, Hi
BAETACHRSE, BUFE R IR EDK R R Z P ST RE ek e E B R, REa AN REBUFHA
JTF 2008 AEFE ARG /K . bR AC BRI SR BOR 76 58, &M X B (RE i N RBUC T 2008 4215
F BT YW A B TAEREIL) (7108658 . A KHESAR R 2 IS Kt ds, BUR 2 nait iz,
TSR BUR
4.2. T ESHIMEMNFREZER L%

e 3 1, N3 GDP 5 A8 Tk R S HECE i — IR il 2R S5 A R«

Y =-5876+0.07369x —1.071ex* (6)

AR RBOT LR H, ERORENF, MM G 2ZRR “F U B RRE, #4502 A\ GDP
N 69,288.8949 Ju(HI 2016 -4 47). BABN B CARTEDS s A, BEBAREAE VR IIG K, TR SHE A
TR AL B B U6 ) U R

R TR AR AT LA 1, FEEE AY) GDP 5 TR /K HEBUS S 4 2 18 LR “U” 22k 4
fiE, JEA 5 PRS2 VR 7% i R MWD A o R BEE A2 GDP FIBEK:, 4R 24 Tl /K HEBUE B2 S 3
D . [FES, BEATCUE . 2003~2015 FAREE TR SIS Yk T8 “U” B2k 288, BE ALY
GDP MK, RAHUS AR N, BE)5>. 78 A% GDP i 60,000 Joi, A HEBUR 2
. 2015 FEHT CRORIED S, XFHEER ML 4§ 77 FEE— 20 oK, AH AR b A 9L P 7 2 e ieh B R 15
o MRHLRIEN
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Figure 3. Fitting figure of quadratic curve model between industrial gas emission and per capita GDP in Fujian
province

3. BEEA T ESHRES A GDP 2R iEZ&ERIN A ER

4.3. TIEHAEYE -SRI EZ R R ZE

TEE 4 v, AN35 GDP 5 A5 Tl AR ) A = 2 ) IR i 2o S 28R

Y =—-567.4+0.1259x —2.056¢ x> +9.441e "*x’ (7)

MFT R AEOT LS, ERCR B, IR RBUH N7 R ZSAE, 5T RUZ A GDP
N 43,914.1013 JG(EP 2011 76 47), 58 AN i 2 N 35 GDP 24 101,246.7976 Ju(RP TR 2020 F 75 44).
UMY B A T4 58 AN AU B, EHBEE 2SR, T EA R A - B DA S B
BB, HBEESTT R — DI, Rk JUFE TV AR P A 7= 5 0T g F s ) A0S n ka3

—+= Sample Curve

2200 A ‘
—— Fitted Curve

2000 A
1800 A
1600 A
1400 A
1200 A
1000 A

800 A

Industrial Solid Wastes Produced per capita

600

20000 40000 60000 80000 100000
FUJIAN PROVINCE

Figure 4. Fitting figure of triple curve model between industrial solid waste production and per capita GDP in
Fujian province
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MoK, ToEAREFYERED] T IRE FIF, BEE NS,

Horr, TR SHIE A GDP i 40,000 JGE 50,000 s 8], AR EWELE 2013 fFLLE, B
# N5 GDP [{38n, AReA Tk E S L s fERsim b . XK, H 2013 FLURAE A Tk RE &
JRFEVIHEBOAFAI W, I HA R s . N T A RTIIEEE & bKr, M@ EEETTL
R IREE AU R S AR AT MO R, 2012 4 TALAIE BALES . I BGHHE 7 (M4 “+ R
RIBIRDY A ORI, BB SRR R S A TE R VSR B AU, IR e g
BREAR %, E&ETETIEBEEEARRS, BESHESREELENOIEE R, KB EEN
P B RE RS, EIEBIR IR AR SRR e %, I AR IR I &, = AR REFE TS Ve Wk 4 it
KA, SRHTKAEER) V5 TE . RICKERRE RS, RGOSR E &, AR
B W KRR e AL 4, BRI TN B R, BORMALIRIS AR, FELFM. TR
REW R, LAAYUR AV E B, IR0 2R B AL P ke B 55 1) S ) [8].

5. S5 RN

FEEEA 2003~2018 4F =P A (175 J W HEE 5 N5 GDP Z [A1F A5G 08 2 HI R G 85 B 240 2 it
2. N¥J GDP 5 TR /KH U & T ESHE . Tl B s HESCE = Fiabr 20 E “u” H
Bk R, RUIEEE BTG Y S IEESRINGE . X SREEBUFIHRITREMR . AR IR N 6®
PAB B2 R B HEE R AR T 40, R AT DLE BRI = 05 IE R A B A S m R R AT IR R . EFxt
HE S H AT IR I A DL L

T, WEA T EHESINREARAH, AR, BRI TR AR T AR S A R
B i HA IS Qe AR BRI REUR, R AR 21 E AR KOG AN A SRR 68 R e ik liell, {2k GDP 34K (1
BT L S =k

Hk, #—Pmiei SR EEiR. BRERGEAER. BUFEINKAESCHBRNERL, #—Pm
I RN, R BUR BRI R, DB AT DT BT BO™ 5 Y47, DARR T8 KAl
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