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Abstract

This paper uses panel data from 30 provinces in China from 2010 to 2020, on the basis of using
SBM-DEA model to measure the efficiency value of inclusive green growth, it empirically investi-
gates the action mechanism of environmental regulation on inclusive green growth in the eastern,
central and western regions by using random effect model, and further discusses the threshold cha-
racteristics of environmental regulation on inclusive green growth with the help of threshold re-
gression model. The results show that: (1) Environmental regulation has a greater inhibitory effect
than a promoting effect on inclusive green growth. (2) Environmental regulation in the eastern re-
gion promotes inclusive green development by promoting poverty reduction, reducing income gap
and protecting the environment, but its adverse impact on economic growth hinders the overall
inclusive green growth; Environmental regulation in the central and western regions promotes in-
clusive green development by increasing economic growth, but it also inhibits inclusive green growth
by increasing the income distribution gap. (3) The impact of environmental regulation on inclusive
green growth shows an inverted U-shaped change trend. Under the relatively reasonable level
of environmental regulation, environmental regulation is conducive to promoting inclusive green
growth. When environmental regulation is too strict and reaches a certain threshold, environmental
regulation will hinder inclusive green growth. Based on this, it is proposed to set up a reasonable
environmental regulation policy system, taking into account the coordinated development of eco-
nomic growth, social equity and environmental protection.
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1. 515 SXEERE

2V SRR IR, (B AR R T TR AR A R PR o T R 22 B R AR R I CIE 30 SR A,
TER—MREFERE,  DURAEPR AN B IR R B 5 A JRe RO 3 o sl ™ S PR A 5 1 Ao LR F— 4
JEE FR 22 5 4G R A LABE R AR R RN RIS I 22, “ HLZG+207 I h AR PR aR g AR Y, il
IR G R R TT A MR E AU B AR SR I KL, SEBLAERS . 0. MR RREEA R,
OO S IR K R AR O KAOE SO —FHESRAFFE K. A2 REARIEE, B
TSI RUFRI W PSR RT3, RSRBLATE . A MM = K AR GO AR B B 2R A2 (1] A
SIS AEFE AT RE AR . PTG, HESNAVTE R CRIRIEIA K FEATE RS, 4R Mt 7 — APk R
HAz

WU B BOR BES R b BRI B AN VE AT 2 3C ) ah JE PE PTG s iz R R, 5t T SE Bl s 1k
SEOIEKER) T EEWBOR T REM . BEE BRI CRRBAT ISR, PRETRLHIBCRA T R A
FIPRAT AR . BURARIE T M F R DLAF R 2R, 158 A5 RV HETRO) 3R b DL B Al & RS
fabs, A AL RS AT AT U], DLRGE BT REDRHE . AE RS H 0. SRR, FAEEH I E
Ao v BEAEAT NP AL CHETS A A5 R T B Rl S BT AN AT ML) AN KT IR AR TN T SN Z2 B S i
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—BR[2] [3] [4]e IBALRERE, MBS0 A MRS g K AR ma R (bl R 4 2 Hon Rk o
IR MM B AR U ? 23 v PO S X TR R TR A AR 22 5 7 IR NI LI 8 ) A M Dy i [ s B2 a3 o
MURTFF SRR FEIE R L PT IE S 1040 . vt A SCE I SRR 2% SR B R B2 i W A PR SR (B K 1Y
BRG], JFE— 2D B GO A X 3 A) 0 2 PR At g K R R BR AR R PT RE 22 5%

HETR TR MR O KT L B . 35— SRR AR O KA . DA HETTR
Z i M T AR R R AR ek U K BEAT IR, LRI T AARAT N TR A& 2 IEAI3A S
FIRREE = ANYERE R T AR AR IV R T DA B R 2 ) A R 2 s KK [B] 2RO T
TR R PR 28 BT PR 22 0 R B SR I 2 = A iy LA AR Bk 2R [6] o A8 R EE 20 WE 7E M 455 A SIEBR th
REFEATPHERER AR, EXERFAEAL . B SRR AT RS B AR FE IS BUEIREE T3
Mo IR IEFE ERNE, AXSHZR/NGRIIE[7], I SBM-DEA RN IS 405 31 5277 H A3 22
ARSI KGRI, 58 R R TH B S AR I KRR DIEM TR Z RETH
SRS BN ST KRR IR, A “RUTAMEU” MR B AR R R, TR
PRGOS I FOIEAFAE — 8 IR B bl AT FUAIE B RS R A7 B T 3R T 0] 4 s 0 1 G
RE[8]: AR Z [V A I IE I B 5 AR O R R L IMAFAE “U BL” K&, MARIEAIA S M 5
BAEMERE AR B “F U R KA.

LA R T B AR OGN UL A SR X S A ek OB K AP AE U RER: 56—, B
PEaR ORI Z I 55—, BASCIRE RETHMATHHKE, PRSI a5 o g K
Moty K. BTk, ASCRH] SBM-DEA BEANH f B MESR B IR AT, SR WE:
A, AT S PR SR A 2 R S G A R R LA LA AR i TG e X T RE A 22 5, LASUIX A
T A 24 TE o

2. BRI EMRB/SR

A OB AEEFIEK. TR ARSI R U RZE R[], A7 MR RS HL
XFHA BRI, DU B — A PR s G A M S K A ZE (18] 1)

G IR R SRR E AR, A/ A BN 5 2 UK S R IR T REM L. (HAF5R
SERARME . KRB AL IMIR:  “HEIERAU” 5 “OFME” o CEIERAR T BIAYH T
IS T PR IR B EBUR BT J1 P, KA IE A7 B R Ab A AL, S B s AT ARG
B Qs A, A 7RG S CREETAMEL” BINE A RS 2 Al gk
ATHEARBH LOE A SRS TR E, RN IR R s m AL A P2 2R, RN R BE R BTt R (6 A bas 47 &
AP N[10]. FET bk, FEHE AU

Hla: “BAERAN” SES, IBARBIHEDT 5K EA G s e Hib “OFazii” &
F 5, IAAETHINTEHF K B R ER.

B HIE 25 kT TAEF= A, —J51H, FRBTMHE S o e AR ST, R R
SIS, AT IX 53 R IX A mER A R, B ARSI AT DU A 144
— AN AW, PCETT R RS . BRI IR EE[11]. I H, SRR S SR K R, 1
Il AL, KRN N TR N B A2 TREEE B TAE[12]. BT ik, $RHE8 =AM FufR it

H2: FRSERLH 3 E 3T S B A R e R

O A2 BRI >R 390 b 1) T TR 2K A A7 TR, #B4 Pk B A 55 30 70 T 35 1) 1R R T 5 e 34155 )
HHWN L. TEJCRT IR AR, P2 F AL R, BRE MRS RS AW g, 5 kR,
T AR FERRBCERE S INRI[2] [13], — 7 A SE L ST s i i KB ae T AR R4 68
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TARTLB 2. 55— J7 0, RGO FAT R N Z2 R, I s e mBeRe T L5730
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H3: PREER D 3 FE SN 7 B LA B 4 4

PRI N BUR iz AT BT BEAR AL A P47 0 . I8 R HETRU — R 2507 3, TEsens 5
AEBM o B L PR SR 2 fe A b AL R IRRC R, B 2R e R, 3 5 il % 0
e, BB RIAEE IR “ QIR AhES ” RO, AV AR S RTHIES) AT R AR, T4k
PP ERIRIRAC IR D> T RERE S HERG BOE 1RSI, S TR O R, BORIR IR TR AR
EOSZ A0l 27 NE o i P R U R I A A
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Figure 1. Theoretical analysis framework
1. BRI ATHESR

3. \RBE ., TEEWMSHEERIR

3.1 REME
MR BRI HTHESE, My i B SR Hraf S S B A M kI K PR A . 2T,
FEERAS AR T AR Y

growth; = oy + 4 ER; + BX + ¢, @)

Horp, RO, ORI, growth ORGAMESG I RISH, ER R, N LR R,
oty NHEIN, oy RG0SR H R e FRORBENLICBN I, ikt o Hoth PR 300 i pe AR B 52
Wi, X Fom—RANEHER, GFER SRR Baiid s, B SN MEUN THEE, g NEr
FHL.

3.2. TEIEW

1) PR ARG (inclusive green growth) DL A B AL A PEER (OB DY AN 5K 805
L B WA USRS OR Y. Hrh 251 1K (pGDP)R I A ¥ GDP {E 8 HACEEfE 4R, 74 I (poor)
T FEACAT I XA BT IR A 2 SR i, WSO 73 i (gap) PR B 5 AR N BT AT SCRE N 2 BT, 3RS AR e
(SO2)MIIEHL T %44 1) — S bl . MEAMEEEIE K2 Tone [14]. JA/NEAI R ECAR[1] [15] /1
1%, KH] SBM-DEA A G4 5 IR (R DR RO MR & th (N ZERE . PREIR B, ST IR
[ERSERE S VE S E

2) BT E: MBTIHI(ER). AR CUER WEER GG YN SRR B3R S, BREs— M
R AR L S BUR TAEAR S Hh 55 PS5 ORI BRSO B A Dy e 200 i BURT A5 3 PR A A PR AR
E[16]. HHEIIEZH TR, HRZM 7. A XEEE, T, MBI AR ST e f) 1
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bR, SEAINRAWRE . S RHERBUT TARR S PRI 7 HAE B E I TAR Bt DL T — 4R 10 T
TEEbR, BULEBCRFEBUF TARRE B “IROAEIRYY)” “AE" “REBMNAR(RERE)” “Ioie” ST
FEAR) T 5 2SR B AR MRS R AOACER SR bR, REBSAR A (O B BUR =4 SR A S G 1) 5% R

3) FMALE: £S5 O SRS b, MU AP R SRR B e RHE QIR LU BUR
TR A . O 55 WAF E(FDIGDP). 1 FI4h i B4 5t 5 GDP HILLE kA& . —J5 1,
AR ELR BRI R BRI, AT RESOBRCIH LR 5K R H—J7m, £ “Toyesf
P WHRBET, SRR SR IME A s SRS S AY™ AT IR R, e Bt B
A AV AR A A 8] o H 5 5 AT R M SR (g KA BRI . @ A Wi ¥ (proad): A
N AR AT . SERN I I RE N B A TSR B IR B EZN ), Wl TRA. R, AF L BFREK
SRR AR SN EAE A TR RO IRIE A3 R AR RAERE A 2 . @ BHLETHRN: H R&D #
AR . BT TS e A SCOURH BT 2B, R HEsh R BB N B2 s . AR T30k 4
b B 77, FEANR AR BT 20 3 e bl R S5 05 TS A 2 B - @ BURF T A% (QovGDP):
BRI BCC Y GDP (Y HLEORETE . BUGTH0EF AR 71X —Hr BUBUF I BOR 217, @& = 1E R
AN L ) FUT BOKFZW 17375 174, TR % o oR QIR R G0 A, IRt — DR At K.

3.3. BIBEKIR

5 AT, SRR KB 30 MBI R, B 2010-2020 4RI T, 3
A AR RN S . EHARRIDTE, ASCHRSIR IR T CRESHES) o CREKH S
PRSI ) B 40 B4 IO TR . B I 1 T

Table 1. Variable descriptive statistics
=1 BEEAMSEIT

A B b A X LA BIH b2 e/ ME RKME
AEVESEE K / 0.251 0.242 0.0131 1
LK 5.515 6.383 1.288 110.5
B R T % 5.039 6.511 1.00e—05 43.72
PN / 2.647 0.431 1.845 4,073
AR PALY 45.59 39.52 0.176 182.7
BOMBER I % 6.422 2.137 1.218 13.29
R G KAEE % 0.0230 0.0211 0.000114 0.136
g ARMAGA 37.93 23.48 3.808 143.7
Pl AR
BHEAHHRA / 1.660 1.128 0.340 6.440
BUN T TR / 0.271 0.228 0.115 3.837

4, SRS
41 BEMFEMKNERLERIHR
F£F SBM-DEA #:74, @it #44 MaxDEA ultra8 Il & f) 2010~2020 4F AL 25 M S (o B KRR A8 an 2
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2 o Horp, JbsO BB ARG OO Ry 1, HAE IR, Wil | ARSI AR A T
MR AR I K AR L, DT IR AR T AR R R B I RIS, SR 1 A8 R A 2
AEE, BERPEW RSO R UG G B BEAh, TOVE. HOR . SR i X A
KRR B WA, BT IX AT IR AR P AN REARGF RO, A7 7E T 248
2, KB B AR O KA BT . AT S, R A DA A A VR % (i K5 T R BLEE ] B A T o
PEARHLIX, Jyit, BUMNRFFTAF “ Al —fp” , (el KR A R, T oaErih X 8 B RN s A 4
B, BUReE IRAARAL.

Table 2. Inclusive green growth index by province

F2 BREBAMREEKER

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

Je3t 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
R 0.647 0.258 0.245 0.308 0.507 0.327 0.265 0.235 0.171 0.401 0.507
b 0.146 0.110 0.173 0.149 0.126 0.112 0.076 0.088 0.031 0.155 0.133
vy 0.076 0.119 0.162 0.109 0.144 0.072 0.092 0.125 0.044 0.209 0.183
W& 0.138 0.161 0.174 0.094 0.306 0.245 0.202 0.241 0.046 0.251 0.171
U 0.128 0.228 0.168 0.099 0.230 0.331 0.154 0.228 0.032 0.309 0.221
FHR 0.120 0.149 0.158 0.174 0.332 0.323 0.220 0.215 0.023 0.304 0.220
HOEyT 0.079 0.177 0.188 0.148 0.295 0.289 0.231 0.149 0.031 0.182 0.184
i 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
L5 0.188 0.306 0.349 0.341 0.365 0.214 0.220 0.373 1.000 0.395 0.407
WL 0.196 0.215 0.270 0.286 0.227 0.190 0.177 0.256 0.062 0.473 0.355
T 0.137 0.165 0.135 0.128 0.185 0.146 0.111 0.214 0.032 0.231 0.243
Lizye 0.196 0.149 0.310 0.355 0.253 0.184 0.128 0.178 0.043 0.285 0.346
AN 0.083 0.111 0.088 0.105 0.193 0.183 0.181 0.138 0.029 0.195 0.021
R 0.386 0.190 0.252 0.146 0.356 0.329 0.268 0.346 0.072 0.288 0.252
] 0.228 0.137 1.000 0.235 0.296 0.122 0.105 0.157 0.028 0.270 0.157
ik 0.111 0.163 0.186 0.279 0.378 0.362 0.188 0.238 0.051 0.418 0.388
ik 0.115 0.180 0.238 0.173 0.258 0.107 0.088 0.136 0.025 0.181 0.213
IR 0.192 0.280 0.194 0.246 0.414 0.349 0.205 0.341 0.062 0.525 0.446
i 0.124 0.098 0.101 0.131 0.175 0.153 0.132 0.088 0.036 0.177 0.249
biiiges) 1.000 1.000 0.203 0.252 0.508 0.322 0.161 0.111 0.111 0.265 0.158

HIK 0.164 0.120 0.381 0.230 0.456 0.280 0.226 0.172 0.050 0.403 0.317
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Continued

pujii 0090 0126 0208 0156 0193 0147 0.099 0150 0040 0281  0.194
#JM 0039 0069 0104 0060 0149 0074 0.061 0151 0036 0221 0.126
Z® 0068 0083 0.09 0110 0158 0140 0095 0120 0.029 0148  0.173
Bep§ 0077 0116 0130 0126 0207 0192 0119 0173  0.029  0.190  0.202
7% 0101 0090 0116 0122 0136 0.082 0.060 0078 0013 0139  0.158
## 0081 0112 0152 008 0165 0141 0079 0.105 0.027 0.143  0.105
TH 0221 0108 0235 0216 0286 0247 0148 0115 0029 0147 0.145

e 0.229 0.125 0.175 0.208 0.387 0.288 0.148 0.134 0.029 0.190 0.233

4.2. FRREEMREVAER T

421 ERERE

— R, BRI EIR A OLS. [ BN R (FE) RIBEN LN A AL(RE), A T 881 )91 45 5 o n v
i, I8 LM R Hausman f 3o et A k471 4%, BHF& 3 FIAN, LM &3e 1 P {579 0.0000, [Hith4A
Zaffi FHVR & OLS [H1VH . #R¥% Hausman #3536 (1) 45 A 03, U0 W22 SR B s, B FH BB AL AN AR Y . 25 1,
PRI RS AR (RE)BEAT A1 H 738, SRABAA AR AN R X AR 2R A ey b HE

Table 3. Model selection tests
%< 3. AR EFRIG

B MG aIEK

LR ER I
HiH P{H
LM-lag 14.838™" 0.000
LM-lag Robust 0.04 0.953
LM-error 5.34"" 0.000
LM-error Robust 10.421 0.001
Hausman 7.04 0.2178

4.2.2. BALRS

BT 3R L, PSR A M R G K R s FE R P AFEIR K R, DR R [ R e it
JRKI G BAR AR PE R IX B 3 BT 3 DXCIER BRI ) s ) 0, A MR SR G K 1 AR . P AR M X B 4 b
A R b, LT B TIOR. WL R, IR TR R 1L AE ) P Esh X s T
WS FAK. SBRVD. 2. VLU, R, Wb, WL 708 10 ME. BRI PEEHIX A EER ).
BN =FE. UL BRPG. HON. TE. Hi. o NME. HIRKX.

FRAE 2 4 ZR 0 X 0 AR AR B A 25 R SR, IR L A P s I K i) RER 2 9 B, BIFRES
FRHI AR M X A B A MR SR R R B T BRASAE X S5 BUR SEAT IR R I H AR, PR
WONZERR . ZEIN . PAEETS G [l R At W25 o 0, i W AR 30 X ) P B R ) AP U N 22 R BTN DA
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LRSS A AR, e U, AR AR DX AR SR A M T NN 228, (EHERR 32 LA IR
DR ZR b, BORARHEM X BURF A SR A Se it 7 B0, (HRIEARESEHLA T K. e T
AR GR AP P A R Ry o B 3 MBI 4 BROL, B 2 ARAL, X5 Z RTHIBT R4 1 ANTT[3] [18].
{ER BRI 8 45 H A S e m] RE I 40 AR NI I i BRI 2 — 2P 9 KN 2280, DRI 3R S5 Rl g ok
(1 P55 57 2 ) 5 AT RO T A AR SN T4 (0 4 REIN < BURF (R 36 % S A 25 BUR R 45/ T W\ 22 80
[19]. BEAh, SHGARAFIE . LAt A Bt A h Sk L g A RE i 22 D 0, RTRE AR L DR L e SR (3 8
T5 G S N T AR A 0 BE, GBI AR T T A IR RN s BURT T TR L DL R BB BN AR
REMS A R R b X B AV G 4G

Table 4. Regression results in the eastern region
= 4. FREHXEYFILER

1) ) 3) 4) 1)

VARIABLES Growth pGDP gap poor S02
ER -0.0419™" 0.501 -0.0489™" -0.256"" -2.826"
(0.00740) (0.385) (0.00858) (0.0785) (1.472)
FDIGDP -2.907"" —46.42 -0.635 7.025 569.3™"
(0.739) (38.39) (0.857) (7.837) (147.0)

proad -0.0206™" -0.150 0.0129™" -0.0602 0.995
(0.00376) (0.196) (0.00437) (0.0399) (0.749)
RD 0.0676™" 1.368 0.00533 -1.321" -10.32"
(0.0200) (1.039) (0.0232) (0.212) (3.976)
govGDP 1.274™ -7.804 -0.663" 3.819 4245
(0.298) (15.47) (0.345) (3.158) (59.22)
Constant 0.787" 7.481 2,604 6.746™" 131.0™
(0.130) (6.747) (0.151) (1.377) (25.83)

Observations 121 121 121 121 121
R-squared 0.690 0.102 0.324 0.423 0.401

LRl R B R D I T T EIVE E P Sz ey S vl bo s e as s Sk RN EVEES 6 S Kl
LB A A DX A AR AV xR R AR 2 T SR I L, SABTRLHI R L5t A SR AN 2=
A R B IE, AE0 TR ORI BOME I A0 O AN 25, ROFRBE R B (2 1t vh b X 2 ¢
G, HEIINRBA B ZE . BB 2 B, TR AT RE A AR s X AR BUD T e 45 R [R] i e LSt
WA B EAERY,  BIRMBTG K B AL BN 1, (AR BORSKBRAAT 7 TR A7 AE — 28 ]
AFIT i X R A OO e . BeAh, b B X R B B RE S A U R A AR SR g K, X
THLBN VG A X 25 A e s 7 st X i 5% 45 5 T AT A AR AR AR
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Table 5. The regression results of the central region

5. hEMX[EIFIEER

VARIABLES

ER

FDIGDP

proad

RD

govGDP

Constant

Observations

R-squared

1)
Growth
-0.0338™"
(0.00479)
-0.534
(0.886)
0.00207""
(0.000773)
0.0376
(0.0264)
-0.333
(0.209)
0.345™
(0.0738)
110

0.345

)
gap
0.0238"
(0.0140)
—4.201
(2.590)
0.00241
(0.00226)
-0.440""
(0.0772)
-3.437""
(0.611)
3.8117
(0.216)
110

0.344

©))
pGDP
0.108™"
(0.0388)
—25.24""
(7.185)
0.0534™"
(0.00627)
1.819™
(0.214)
-0.346
(1.695)
-0.187
(0.598)
110

0.643

4)
poor
-0.120
(0.174)
-3.976
(32.22)
-0.0719™
(0.0281)
-7.280""
(0.960)
-50.67""
(7.602)
30.34™
(2.682)
110

0.501

1)
S02
-1.118
(1.463)
892.4™"
(270.7)
0.935™
(0.236)
-66.96""
(8.063)
-430.77"
(63.87)
189.6™
(22.54)
110

0.449

MRELE 6 1 7H b X AR K (VA S5 SR A, 5 Pt DXL, PRBE R AT PG s [X 0 B 7 PR 2
FERI R R ECR 2 O b, HAWONZZ BRI 2 25 D915, Ui 9 78 3 b DX H A B R AT AR TR
Mgk e, Ha MR MBS, iR 2 L. FTRER R B — 2 PR B (45 b oR T K
FORAS R, SR ERE TN W REI G T i, HORUSONZZRE; ot i e, B REA L A A A5 flk
G BIAFIF T, ATIRINZIEIN R BhAh, SRS B, BHY BB RRE A Rttt 7 1k
O, ZPIEN T IR X e R T, BOE A SN RS s IR DR ISR ORI S T T e A

BRI AR -

Table 6. Regression results in the western region

2 6. FRBMXEILER

1 1 1 1 1
VARIABLES Growth pGDP gap poor S0O2
ER -0.0274™" -0.0125 0.0442" -0.116 -0.612
(0.00418) (0.0623) (0.0216) (0.471) (1.461)
FDIGDP 0.152 -30.60" ~4.468 93.88 1,321
(1.065) (15.89) (5.517) (120.2) (372.6)
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Continued

proad 0.000932™" 0.0206™" -0.00523"" -0.0999" -0.532""
(0.000350) (0.00523) (0.00182) (0.0395) (0.123)
RD 0.0571"" 2.000™" -0.377"" -8.633"" -30.33"
(0.0179) (0.267) (0.0927) (2.021) (6.264)
govGDP 0.00426 -0.0438 —0.0456 -0.534 ~5.765
(0.0201) (0.300) (0.104) (2.270) (7.036)
Constant 0.204™ 0.791 3.564" 24.95™ 103.17
(0.0337) (0.503) (0.174) (3.801) (11.78)
Observations 99 99 99 99 99
R-squared 0.344 0.423 0.217 0.214 0.389

4.3. NEEEIVALS RS

AR TRTRR 5] A 45 AT 200, 2 rp VG S DX (R BRS04 b ) B R PR 3 K38 R B BEHASAE ), X

5 E KA TR R R HARARTE, 25 R BRI A M Ar (g K i RE i 2 4, LRSI v e 2Bl
5 AR5 J0 o) 5 R Ak T A R DX ) iy 20 OR RV A, BPAEZRME G R . Hansen [20]4 H (¥ 1T A1 V3 45 7Y
(threshold regression) i} AR I AT IR IX PR L6 1 0C 2R, HAS U 2 AR AR AT A B A 4% B T TR A A B0 AR 4 1)
U E X 20 FOREASE 1F) (0 S RO AR B 22 7 [21] o MRS bSO A AL i 5 1 1 TR (BT A 7R [22] 40 s
growth = 4, + BER*dER < y + B,ER*dER > y +a X + 1, @)

H dOERIE IR, B35 N v Ea R, BUE N 1, #55 W oyBar s, BYEN 0; ER R 1ER
RO E ST IR R, R ER BB AT ITMAE y, FEARX BRI APA X, HIxX w4~ X 1R
RMEB, B, AR, X RREBHIER.
ALK, FE B — T TR R i Rl b, 25 R8BI R rp A7 AR 22 T IR O T [22], DXL TR T AR 151,
ARG
growth = g, + 9, ER*dER < 5, + ,ER #d5, < ER < 5, + 9,ER*dER > 5, + pX + 11, ©)

Hr, 6,<6,, RN LIRS 34T SHIE T

B IREE R R VR VA O MR AR B 5 T TR &, AR [ 30 /N4 T IS I A7 6 B T TR . X TR AN
=TS RIAE DL AEE T A TR, i2 A Statal6.0 Goit i, L “Bootstrap” e & HhiAE 500 k1HH P E, H
W H e R AFAEE T RSN, AR a6 45 T DA KT TR A ik e 7.

Table 7. Threshold effect test and threshold estimation
7. RS TS KT E AT

I T2 Fi P 1A I IREAE 95% 1] B {5 [X [A]
AT 29.29 0.0100 2.5084 [2.2297, 2.6085]
TR 15.84 0.0580 8.5696 [8.4058, 8.5895]
= THE 23.77 0.0960 8.6196 [2.5084, 8.7772]
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EREREIR, FGIMEAERTIE XU =T TSR 0L P BN T 0.LEEf1ZTE 10%
1R ZE AP TR A R, BRI B AR = AN T T . ARE TR AR B, TR A T E R AR E
it & LR BT T 0 B XS MKy [ (ZUL, 2018), R4 FEFAESMGIN 3 AN IR THE A 2.5084, 8.5696
PAK 8.6196. [ 2 N7E 95% 15 X 1A F ISR L ek £, Futb ] DL B3R T IHEME & 92 201 .
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Figure 2. Three threshold estimation results
2. I KRR

TEAFH T THEE R FI, AR T TIMEEDAZE K. HEE 8 ArAl: MUSABHIE AN TR R, ANH
IR ES R ACE S AL VSR IS K AR R R, BARRE RO E U BB ss . MR
FUH TR 5 FAIRHER < 2.5084), L2 S (i K (520 ZB0H 0.0554; 4 ERIE R 5 A ™A% 5 (2.5084
<ER<85696), [alJ4 5% H—0.0375; i M4 M| 5N/ #% (8.5696 < ER < 8.6196), R AZZE: it
J it 2 R B R o) 7 7 R O — 2D INSR(ER > 8.6196), X (4[|l 9 2 %038 9—0.0304 . rytb ] . FR[EH
PASE 1) 06, 25 € 184 K P 5 T 2 i A P SR ) 52 10 S BT 3 S22 300 e i J 4] 9 43 U AL AR AL
H, MG M 2.5084 B, &S RE RS OAMEGERKM TR . JRFETETAERR TR A
BN TR A BRI OLN, HEEIEA — DA SN BCR T B, B Ao gt T 20K F, #TiE
FRGrHE m A I A 7= R, (R BE & PR 0 B AS BTN o, BUREXET-15 GeAilb i) B 9a 40 1 ) BE N
Ky BN IR EG 5 Yy B ANFT 5 HARA =R R, SR AL AR B3,  AF] T4k S
SRS, RIS ™ 73 BB 55 A0 fh1) I AT i S 3ot 17 ¥ e T A it T A5 Aok B A 4%, S EUION ZE B 1 3
2N
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Table 8. Parameter estimation results of panel threshold model
7 8. ERIRERE S K ITER

VARIABLES Growth t18
FDIGDP -0.0783 (0.422)
proad 0.000439™" (0.00135)
RD 0.0951™ (0.0241)
govGDP 0.00596"™" (0.0289)
ER*d (ER < 2.8054) 0.0551" (0.0216)
ER*d (2.8054 < ER < 8.5696) -0.0375™" (0.00456)
ER*d (8.5696 < ER < 8.6196) 0.00923 (0.00887)
ER*d (ER > 8.6196) -0.0304™" (0.00333)
Constant 0.301™ (0.0567)
Observations 330
Number of code 30
R-squared 0.363

5. fiREiL

ASCA A [ 2010~2020 44 2% 1A KIE 77 2 002 T SRR R D B A Pk 2 BB IR B2 i 7 1) 5
PEFIBUSI S AN DXCIRIE) A 57 B e BT FT R

IS G AR 2 S R o me I (R U YA s, HES AT A SEA  60  h  C Hg
HAE PR T IEE AR o (R FREE RS A b 78 it X B A PR 2 S B/ T BR AR AN ) o AR X A 20855
P e TT i/ NN I ZE R . B R ORAE R R AR g, (HHEX SR A TS g K
FR AR DR TOREAE T o i X PR S R o G et 2 2 5 A R (e L MR G i I, (EL I I 25 S 30
WNZEER R HE— B3GR, S BOMEALH H B AR BV A R TR XA T AR T AR U
flith, RYIENEFHER, AT BRI AR AR O R AR . T, &
a0 BOR RN

R BCE A IE H AR B . A% DRI RIS, TR %S A B A R KT S A
MRV ] SRR BIABIGKT . — T, RN, “RRIKIE” “RboA” R, N
A EE A RSB S AATYE,  JCH NS EBUM XS G 8RR AL S W BOR BT R EUR
R S T, AL B R, (RS Sy T, G [ YR
PHAS LA TELR g KOG, BEEEMRAS EACAIA B, Letn “ =Rk H18E . Ph858 H AR ST 5,
DAHESH A B R 513 S & BT AT 5 R R s BRI B AT BCR B, PRI HRspse s . &
SAMEETTI A LA, SRR RIA G ta . RN A ARG,

TR XS S 2 A A R BCR AR R . — T, X TR B R RIKE RIEOR ETRE B
AR 2R BT L X, S BRI T BUREE AR AR X VSV R A T, S RBR SRS 5 T (T B
BRSBTS 5 Gy 53— J7 1, a3 X A J9ds e s B Tk A 7 R R A% 0 X
FORZ A 7= B Aotk PR s G b PR BB IX Y “IBARTE S, RO v A IS S A T B

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2022.123050 382 SR AT T


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2022.123050

#®E

W, WA AR, Rk P X A ME GDP [ 4% GDP AR, BB 55 Hi X AT RE AT
CONBEKT IS ISR .
E&ImHE
[ R R AR RN IH « PRI 55 5 5 28 538K A B B0 R8O 43— DA = Ay 3 X A 451 (35 H
5+ 2020102990082).
STk
[11 SRR, BN S EAFEEGEIEKNE I S R[], aSRAF 5, 2018(1): 27-37.
[21 kK, BERg, SR, TRIE. ARG 5 A =BR[], S35, 2011, 42(2): 113-124.
[B81 &AL, #hhs. HEMG. Baem Sl E RS 0] o E 25, 2017(5): 35-53

(6]
(7]
(8]
(0]
[10]

[11]
[12]

[13]
[14]
[15]
[16]
[17]
(18]
[19]
[20]
[21]

[22]

R B, RSB AT ML LA TR R 22 SR FE (0], i Bie 5 Sk, 2019(2): 129-132

Egelyng, H., Bosselmann, A.S., Maina, F., Mburu, J. and Gyau, A. (2017) Origin Products from African Forests: A
Kenyan Pathway to Prosperity and Green Inclusive Growth? Forest Policy and Economics, 84, 38-46.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2016.09.001

A, FEE. RESENGOEF RIBRENE S SEFEoHT: 2 TORESEMENAL]. E585F
2020, 36(9): 44-53

Fohill, R, G, RA A E T A A S K R R R 2 0] KRGS E R,
2021, 20(6): 721-729.

FEAE, ARYSEE. SR IRIRIA S A A A P L S R SR B R KRR IS [T]. K BIEARYT, 2020, 36(6): 24-30
B, B EREMH SRR S ARG EREN]. P REERAEE SR EERR), 2021, 27(2): 109-125.

Porter, M.E. (1991) America’s Green Strategy. Scientific American, 31, 168-189.
https://doi.org/10.1038/scientificamerican0491-168

RUIASH. SRt WAL T A S AMENLE B e ——2E TR N MK 23 #7[3]. P8 R <, 2020(7): 47-55

Morgenstern, R.D., Pizer, W.A. and Shih, J.S. (2002) Jobs versus the Environment: An Industry-Level Perspective.
Journal of Environmental Economics and Management, 43, 412-436. https://doi.org/10.1006/jeem.2001.1191

Bodie £, ok, HR I TSR0 TSR L R R R A —— S T IR EE R AL A [I]. A, 2015, 41(9):
133-144.

Tone, K.A. (2001) Slacks-Based Measure of Efficiency in Data Envelopment Analysis. European Journal of Opera-
tional Research, 130,498-509. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-2217(99)00407-5

FEER, NG T EEA G OISR SO R RN R R R[], R, 2019, 27(9): 183-194.
VRie—, BREEL FHI55. BUMGE S S5 iR K R[] 55T, 2018, 53(2): 20-34

Chen, Z., Kahn, M.E., Liu, Y. and Wang, Z. (2018) The Consequences of Spatially Differentiated Water Pollution Regu-
lation in China. Journal of Environmental Economics and Management, 88, 468-485.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeem.2018.01.010

EINCIE, SRR, PSR SIEOR Aol K T8 RN ——— T T ARSI A B it Fi[J]. R, 2018, 32(3):
84-88.

REMG K. MBS RS S WA ZEE: (EAMGISE TR ESFERIRE0. FEAQ-BFEEHE, 2017,
27(10): 56-63.

Hansen, B.E. (1999) Threshold Effect in Non-Dynamic Panels: Estimation, Testing and Inference. Journal of Econo-
metrics, 93, 345-368. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-4076(99)00025-1

Che, C.M. (2013) Panel Threshold Analysis of Taiwan’s Outbound Visitors. Economic Modelling, 33, 787-793.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econmod.2013.06.006

ZE0L, ARER. B . IR SR ST e ML B TR [I]. L5FF AT, 2018, 53(11): 182-198

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2022.123050 383 SR AT T


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2022.123050
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2016.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1038/scientificamerican0491-168
https://doi.org/10.1006/jeem.2001.1191
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-2217(99)00407-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeem.2018.01.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-4076(99)00025-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econmod.2013.06.006

	环境规制是否促进了包容性绿色增长？
	——基于中国省际面板数据分析
	摘  要
	关键词
	Does Environmental Regulation Promote Inclusive Green Growth?
	—Based on China’s Inter Provincial Panel Data
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言与文献综述
	2. 理论分析与研究假说
	3. 模型构建、变量选取与数据来源
	3.1. 模型构建
	3.2. 变量选取
	3.3. 数据来源

	4. 实证分析
	4.1. 包容性绿色增长测度及结果分析
	4.2. 分区域面板回归结果分析
	4.2.1. 模型选择
	4.2.2. 回归结果分析

	4.3. 门槛回归结果分析

	5. 研究结论
	基金项目
	参考文献

