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Abstract

This paper takes the annual average PMzs air pollutant concentration of each prefecture-level city
as the research object, and uses the double difference method to deeply analyze the improvement
effect of the Blue Sky Defense on local air quality. Through the empirical analysis of the policy effect,
the actual effect of the Blue Sky Defense in reducing PM:zs content and improving air quality is ver-
ified, and scientific and reasonable policy recommendations are provided for further promoting air
pollution control, helping my country win the Blue Sky Defense War and achieve coordinated devel-
opment of the economy, society and environment.
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Figure 1. Dynamic effect
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