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Abstract

With the acceleration of industrialization and urbanization, air quality issues have become critical
to sustainable economic and social development. Simultaneously, new quality productivity is a key
driver of economic growth and competitiveness. Previous studies have typically focused on iso-
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lated areas. Thus, this study systematically analyzes the impact of air quality on productivity and
product quality, as well as the feedback mechanism of new quality productivity on air quality, us-
ing big data and secondary modeling methods. We empirically examine the relationship between
new quality productivity and air quality from 2012 to 2022 using a fixed-effects model and a mul-
tilevel indicator system. The results indicate that new quality productivity significantly mitigates
urban air pollution, with government budgetary expenditures playing a positive moderating role,
and significant regional differences are observed. This paper proposes policy recommendations
from the perspectives of government management and industrial development to provide theo-
retical support and a policy foundation for both industrial progress and environmental protection.
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1. HEkEFIR

11. B5RE

PHIT 2555 T 5% 5 (Sentinel-5P) T2 3B BEHE . M K75 e F Bs . R R8s . TR
R RS2 IR, FIH XGBoost ALk S 1 84w & il HF AL IX R SUBRIAIR B, 45 A RS Y 2
BRI 2 SRR 5T X 4 U R BU(AQI) [1]. 4RI, 7K 70 FL(2023)38 I K HE M 2 F G 6 7 I 23X,
JREEHEAT 0 A AN TN [2] o GRS HE AN BE 5 (2023) B FH R B s i S 4 b D S AR B EIE 5%
BRSNS, MY T — Pl T I Ao 20 I 2883 R A8 I 1) 44 55 R 255 ) 248 35 R i 45 1) 22 /05 TR A R 3] o
TR 98 55 (2022) B F34% IR # B DI R 2 4058 B R 43 B I FH T A 280k JE A T e s A X ) AR, A
AT YIRS AL . B REA[4]. TR BT 7T 45 SRR I B/ AR R AR AR AR R L T B A
(AN R B UF [5] . BHIE S5 (2022) N A8 N G BAT I A KA, FEERIUE 1 IX HUBE B o 855 e
s R AT T RG], FRWI R, T, ki (2022)5Bh 283 AN THIAR 252 F DID 1 PSM-DID J7
VS B 25 N B R OB TR XTI S AR B SCEER,  F R SR R A T SR g -
T — 2% DAL A3 T 2 S5 2 B TSR AR M RN (7] BRA(2021) 1) B BT IR K AR IR R, R R
RN FH R 0 KA RS 0 00 0 A B AR R A SR R B3 1 77725 [8]

1.2. MIRESN

WA IR R B BRMLT R, DUEEBOROVIEA, @ 52 m SRR AR ™
AR Ss R B AP G N B QAR T By, SR P BRI B A BRI Oy s AR 4, T4
AT KR BIRE. M5 2, BE D RAEM G B BR MG BT %, SR tegi 75
RN TEaiH,  SEILZUF R 2 A4 22 R SR T A7

551 (2024) W A3 5T A7 A2 T B b HE Bl 3 T 22 B S L ) LG SN B A AR TH 9] 7B T
(2024) 1k FT 45 H AR QB A% O 5 3T A 7 A& MR R A 7 00 R, B KRR AR KB R R A,
HESI R A A TR FEBH[10] . KOIN T 55 (2024) 32t 1 HERE [ 506 BELAR R A6 BE AE D BUACIL I SE LR A2 . WF 7T
WA, BRI SO IR BN AR S AR S s i, LA T SO T At 2 [ B R A At 2
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AR, REBEARN RSN R PE VR R . S5 HE . SRR S, IEAEEAERCTE. B Rk,
AR B A [11] . BRI RS (2024) 5 T W ML QU AE S KRG, WK 1. KR
BETT RIS ITRR JE 2N 1S5 DU/ YE R, g 0 o2 A7 0 (KB A IRt — 2D AT O SR G PR S R 7 1) AR
REEFARRTHAR B kTt RS2, PR - 80K - Pl P i[12]

WA= IR N E KA MR, SR RS Tz IX A R AA R, BB EME S A
FERS PRI R T o (EZ AR R 22 3 40 USRI R WE 7E R B8 S B 530 o A 7 I B R R AR T
A RHR A I (T 2 e e e PR R AN BT R BRI IR LA U R N AR R AL, K
5B R AR 71 2 8] B R 3 BAT B SE

2. MXIEFRLIESME
2.1. BIRRIRSTALE

2.1.1. BHEKiR

A M N A S BB S SR [ B B L 3l 1) 2 A R R A 5 12 M DU /N e SR T R [ 373
AT DL 20 i 2014 4 5 H~2022 4F 2 AR 5dE, Kb S E A PMas, PMo, SO,
NO2, Os, CO. %53k 1,714,084 Zic sk LM B/ T &R 2 SR 2% 7 o

WRA P THARFR S L. BT B (18], AR AL ST RPN E L e R A . G
AR I RNEC A PR ) = A — G bR b W TR AR, BB AR RS IR A S AN T ZE s 6
Tt =y, WBRIRAT L B P ) ROREE U B A 772 Sy WA A BEREAT IS s o T4 A7 71, WAL
TR A PR RN PR R A P AN R AT B, AR 0 B AT B AR B S R R, AR SO T
WEERATHN S . S — g R A T CPESHES) (PEBBERSIES)  ChERSES4E
%Yy (CRERHRSHESY  CPETESHEE) 2,

2.1.2. BIRTAALIE

BN 2 S B M M 1) DR A B R REAF AR IS DL, A SCRIHT Stata BRAFRS IR R R SR AT D A
MR BAAAEEARHRAE O FINAEB) R 1 5 AT B AT R, 2l 2 < A A i A 7
B R R A . BT SR ERE, A ESE A AR A A RO, DI EAT Hdis 2 B
AR SR B 2 Pl e e 2 e o L 2000

2.1.3. REBIELE

BRI AR B Ky 56 A BEATLER R (OO ATL A% 5, 45 A%, (H2 B S BN Il B SR = R LA
AR, BT DATRATIZE S SR AT T AN R A . KNIN Sl ilfnid: WRRE 29 SOk 5 o0 A SRemff s B 19
HABRBIEFEAR T kK ADMFEAR, X k AMEIIBCE S8 SR Al THZ A 1 s R B -

G WiErp r:c(xi,yi):\/Zn:[cr(xi)_cr(xjﬂ2 1)
i=1
72 b, JRATEA IRAT B AR s 2 S R AR B B o (E T DASRAS L L T IR ¢p.c, o G
XAEE AT LA A Hi 0 HARME C it AT flivt

B 2 WiE;
¢, = @

HrpBE w 54855 B bR s A BE B AR, e
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W=t )

SR e IXPERREE, SESRRIREE TAGE R R R, (AR RIS, WA SebRtE AL,
ANEE TR S DU BN, ASCRA B BR AL, 515 21 987,199 2647 R4 -

2.14. BIEBFLERK

2SR R AR AR AT AL P SRR AR AN R R AR A R, LSS S R T g S SR R (A
B 7 RO, MR IR R 5 SRR . AN AL B AT LV PR IX R, A5 AR [ AR 2 T Ll
P, PRI SR, SRR A2 AR . SR R A B FE R

Xstan dardized — X%;Y(*’]?Yﬁ,f’t) (4)
Xij —min x;
X; =Wm(j=1,2,m,n)(93~%) (5)
1<i<n 1<i<n
X = X; (max X; —min x; j+ minx; (j=1,2,---,n)(RIH—1k) (6)
1<i<n 1<i<n 1<i<n

2.2. $g¥riiAH

MRAE (AT EARAE) , F F A & AU i RO S B3 /N Fd, 23l 9 — UL i (SO2)
THEAE(NO) . RN T 10 ROKMIFRIY)(PMo). FifR/NT 2.5 CK BRI Y (PMas)s R (Os). —%
1% (CO).

TIRLPIV FE (PM2.s Al PMao): PMas 1 PMio 73 Al 0 B4R/ 55 T 2.5 TCK AN 10 FOK IR T I A\t
FEVIRARE , 38 H LA 58 5 3775 K (ng/md) Ay H A

SR (03): REAEGE—FAEEY), 85 UM PR E SR &, SRALRR R 7K (ug/m®)
H HEEEIAA NOX JEHAH B G AR, 8 NO AWty NO2, NO KIS O3 B R, FHUTS
M= AE e SR, LA G e R 52 B 2 Fh— U005 Ge IR 3R RO IR i FE 2 S R IR B I G [14]

SR B AR SCR IR 8 /NN PI935, 48R FUATE — DN EIRE N 8 I 2 24 I T 8 /i
TR EE P O, ot 8 NN TEEN P I ETRIELE 8 /NN FRIREE M AT IME . HatFE AR T

1 t
Co = 1P, {5 3,0 0
Horp CONRETERH t— 102 t AP435 ik %
3. REUIBRI TESRERER
3.1. BRRE—EE AQI
R4 RS R BAQNBAM e (R1T)) » 2R R (AQI) v FH T 53 2= <R R 254 .
TR B & U5 R SRR TR EIAQI, HATH AR R
IAQI,, — IAQI (
BPHi - BPLO
AP &S E LU IAQI, 15 FMI) 2 AT & 7 485, 45 R A U H: CL V5 i i &Rk FE{E: BR,,
BR,, S5 AHIT (175 Gk FE IRAE I LA SARAIAE s 1AQL,, > TAQI o %L 5T & 73 4R 4

IAQI, = Cp - BPLO)+ BP_, (8)
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AR IEE(AQN A e AP I i KA, B
AQI = max {1AQI,, IAQI,, IAQI,,--, 1AQI, }
IAQI, IAQL,, 1AQly, -+, IAQI, AEIS R H W fa 8. A, X1 AQI KITHEAG K&y 13
TR AT R, B A R
AQ! = max{1AQly, , IAQl o, , IAQly, , 1AQI,, , IAQl, , IAQI, } (10)
AR RS AR YE AQI BB S, 2 AQI /N TEEE T 50 (RIS N A “ML7 )i, FREKR
TEES Y 2 AQI KT 50 I, IAQI SRS BN E B 5 e 47 |AQI B KIS Yy P a4

LA BB, FHEFREES R, 1AQI KT 100 V5 Y bR TS5 4 -

©)

RAEARHELL AQI THEEA S, THE S T B ) 1AQI (78U & 43 15 0 S5 R FE R AR L, B I3
R KB A R R IR AQI.

3.2. B5REIREIR SAQI
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Figure 1. Numerical weather forecasting system, WRF architecture
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Figure 2. Structure of the air quality prediction and assessment system CMAQ
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A 3 ZAHE WRF I CMAQ Pl 4r: WRF & —Fih RUEEME R ARk 245, H T CMAQ #2475 1
[EHE: CMAQ & —Fh =4ERh KA SRR RS, HARME R H WRF 815 B 78N
(095 GO B, i TP B A 2 i B SR BRASLALL Y5 e S5 AR Ak I AR 4817745 21 B AR [ AR (8] B
Tk 45 B [15]. WRF Al CMAQ FIZs i< 1 18 2 fraw.

S TR R 3 A HETBOE SN 1, AR 045 SLAEAE 9IRS e 2 LR PR AN 5 4 B
W, WRF-CMAQ Toifi 52 8 1) 25 SR A BRAE o PR b, AR SCH2 OR300 B AQI I A%, B4R £ WRF-CMAQ
BRI L5 B L b, B ST I VPO A Z AN B 22 1 B YR 2R AT — IR G AR DA 5 2 =i 2 T %) A
RT3 03 A6 7= 1 1A s e B 9 R 3 P 12

Fordr, BT SEBRAR G SRR S R AR K (1] A FE R R T SR A ), LTS Gk 2 S
AR RGN R ETIREE — €2 ME, FESHETTRE RN SRS R 515 R~ EdE
BEAT ZUCERE, DALY . — A 5 WRF-CMAQ HE Ak R 4n %] 3 Bk
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Figure 3. Secondary air quality modelling WRF-CMAQ model
3. ZRESREEE WRF-CMAQ 1R3!

3.3. BSRENEETN
AR IBAL TR + P20 X 258 B0 X 50 0 W 0 s (A SCARE ) = W0 ) ) — R T 0 AR S 4
PRAT U, BRI AN RN 1R

Table 1. Input variables for secondary modelling of air quality
=1L ERREIREERANTE

LAY g R NG R
(1) SO SE A< B T RGIH T SOz THMIET pi AT 24 /NG SR E SO2 T B x5 — IR Tl 5 ¥R 5
(2) NOz SEMIR T SRET Os TS 2587 24 /AN SR NO2 T 5 — R WS iR B
(3) Co SR & T KGR T CO TS f— IR ISR E
(4) Os S 94 B TR0 KERHT, CO. NO2 TRINAT S AT 24 /AN ST O3 TR S — VR TR A K
_— , SERF. SO2. NO2. CO FUMIES & HT 24 /N SZHR E PMa2.s TN I A — K
5 PMas SR BT
(5) 2.5 SIZI A< P T R
. , ARG F. SO2 « NO2. CO TS ST 24 /NG SR B PMuo T s i — K
6 PM1o Sl Wl -

3.3.1. BA LM-HH£& R4 TSR R Az

LM (Levenberg-Marquardt) i £ % £ B3k 2 SRR BE R FE SRR — ANk, (2 BP M4 28 B Wk
HEE . RGN R R AR AL BE S . T, v b () R A AT R A
W, BATRA “BEEE + taEML” g6 mil - IR R RRE SR BP M N4 BT FE T
PR T AL BVE(GAYRT LM #4455 70

TRATE S 8 2 W28 B FE AT FNGE R, I e 22 9 28 BUAEL AN BREL R AT SR ) 2545 BIRTR R B, EL
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BRI IR ZE o AR A R AR 22 K/ TR B I8 R0 BB AT 58 XA S P AR A e S 25 IR SR P xF LG, 3
AN A IR [T AR REAT RIS, DALAS BIRh 28 28 e EEBLE AR, T OO A

3.3.2. MENAERET ~H
A EERUE LM RIS M40 — MaNZ RSO 2, AT 2SS mmasdad: wF
~¢%ﬁE,%ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁm;%ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁ3,ﬁmﬁiiﬁﬂamzﬁﬁﬁﬁo

3.33. MIAERKRBEBREHRESHEIE
x10° ygﬁﬁ%%’f&ﬁﬂéﬁ
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Figure 4. Mean square error variation curve
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Figure 5. Change in fitness function
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I MATLAB # P4 A CISEIL, 7T DU H A8 A FREAR AR 38 R0, 38 B2 o A
BB AL, SO IE N R A3 TR ZE O 1.16E-6. TEAIILK 4 AT1A 5.

Table 2. Table of some parameters of “Genetic algorithm + LM feed-forward neural network”
F 2. “IBEREE + LM ANRMENLE” BoSHek

ZH S
2000 Maximum number of epochs to train
0 Performance goal
6 Maximum validation failures
1.00E-07 Minimum performance gradient
0.001 Initial u
0.1 1 decrease factor
10 1 increase factor
1.00E+10 Maximum x
25 Epochs between displays (NaN for no displays)
FALSE Generate command-line output
TRUE Show training GUI

e %2 WS HUE L 5 A P45 162 ) 2214 TRE 1 = 0.001, ZEEN 0.1, K Z 10,

3.3.4. ZRERINEGITLE

I LT AR B W 28 PR R 14 6 ML SR (GAYB IESHUR B MEREIS 7. RAS KL, BAR
Pk EIERLE 20 YR 25 2 I B T SR IS5 A 1L 7 X S AR, (B 40 i8R SR R AL IS IR P4 45
254 0.038 S JRAA BRI A PR 2 5.034 19 100 2. Ui W38 AL SRR LA (0 HE RS R IR $E T

B AR IR MRS 2 2 1258 15,0342
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Figure 6. Initial parametric model performance effects

Bl 6. MinSHRBERER

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2024.144434 677 3

>

L

B
2


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2024.144434

HRIR, X kR

Best Validation Performance is 0.038251 at epoch 6
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Figure 7. Effect of model performance after correction of parameters

B 7. EESHEREITRENR

3.35. TOREBETMNER
i Matlab %A BAE 1T, B8] T IANESFILA R, 4 Rr=0.82, Rva = 0.82, Rrest = 0.80,
Ran = 0.82. KA KRG IE S5 FI R R Ry — R,

4. BERESMRE = HEUES
4.1. SEIEREG E

ST AR R R B A AR A B, 1A TS TR AR [ AR AR
SAQI,, = B, + BINQF, + B,Contr, + i, + 1, + &, (11)

ERF A, FhRI AR A SAQI, AZER | AR DX A FH AR t AR R AR AL
AR RO RREAS . NQR, BT B ), A OB & Contr AARIEHIZE, Bl
FIAE (Size). JEECAEVR REFR EL(Energy). ok &5#(Stru). REALIHER(NO) . 3T A 118 K % (Rate) Fl
FUBLLL b Tk 3 (Company): B AR EO: g AATTINEIAMAR R AR R, &, N
RE.

UBAh, ARSI BUR — MR P S R0 AR ™ ) S RS e TR AR, e R TR AR R]E
U EitE

SAQI,, = S, + /NQF, + S,Exp, + f,Medor, + B,Contr, + 1, +7, + &, (12)

Forb, BURF— PSS Expy IR T35, Medor, AT 547 70 5 BURF— B SCHE 52 3, Contr,
R O ) O B R A
4.2. BEIER, HAIXEF

4.2.1. TERIXE
AL R A RS TT R B 0 R AR R T 2 5 . MAh, BT R TS,
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WIEEL T 523 S35 Yo s kAR &, dndl iy A (Size) . & ARSI FEFE B (Energy) 7= k45 #(Stru)-
FEAIHETI(NO) 3T N 3K 2 (Rate) FIRLAEL LL_I Tk % (Company). AR &I 417 3 fis:

Table 3. Summary of variables for empirical analysis
=3 LESHEELE

A B R A i 44 R iR i #A
WA & ARG YRR SAQI A S R AR
fil g BT NQF I EALE TOSIS i L F B fabrik /i HE
WA E BUR TR S Medor UM — AP S
I T R Size M T AR N AT
JE R BR IR T #EFE L Energy Ln (1 + ANLECRAAERFEEH &)
o Feb g Stru S DX AR P A LG
BENDHEK NO EImRE =R e YR D)y
Wi AR R Rate S NRIEF/S: 5SS
AR DL B Tk % Company AT DA B Tl Al %
4.2.2. HEAXREE

AR SCI 2S5 G B SRR TR S A RN E (B R B A2 8 5 e BRI %
T 7E A [ 2 R % e I, A 2014 SETFARRFSEIEAT LN, A SR T 2014 %2 2022 4 385 Mgk
W2 ST PR . TR AR P2 D0 R R AR EAE . FH A8 A SR R I T i (R E T St
RSN R G SR AR R T U AR, R A Stata #EAT A IF, 19 BB LTS
(P T AR AR o R B SRR R A AT T 3 AN I G PR A3, A FE B AT IR AR F S, AT
FI| 385 MHLZL T M 2014 #2022 43k 2357 ANFEA,  FEAH LB ST -

4.3. WIS

4.3.1. #RtEgeit

MRZOZRBME. e, B/ME. RRERSGTHERINE 4 . e U 4 Tl
AR« 3T N R DAE T A b B ) e KA 5 B MELZE R BOR, AT RE T T df KR 3
.

Table 4. Descriptive statistics for variables
=4 TEEARMST

) @ @) (4) ()

VARIABLES N mean sd min max
NQF 2357 0.0216 0.0415 0.00106 0.443
SAQI 2357 68.84 21.50 24.60 159.9
Size 2357 464.1 329.1 20 3416
Energy 2357 8.055 1.621 0.693 12.39
Stru 2357 4418 10.28 10.68 79.36

NO 2357 26,322 31,681 2 474,805
Rate 2357 5.845 5.634 -16.64 38.80
Company 2357 776.2 440.8 1 1538
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4.32. XM
LA RN ST, WP IR B AR R ARG, ASE A AR 6 R B0 5 s

Table 5. Table of correlation coefficients

5. BEXFRHFE

SAQI NQF Size Energy Stru NO Rate Company
SAQI 1
NQF 0.015 1
Size 0.212™* 0.475™" 1
Energy 0.309™" 0.440™" 0.394™" 1
Stru 0.287" -0.120™" -0.124™" 0.052"™ 1
NO 0.258™" 0.190™" 0.259™" 0.163™" 0.221™ 1
Rate 0.008 -0.003 0.112" -0.106™"  0.115™"  0.077"" 1
Company  -0.078™" 0.095"" -0.040" 0.034" 0.064™"  0.068""  -0.0340 1

e VTN TR RIERIRAE 1%, 5%, 10% K R,

433 ZEHLZMRE

HERR 2 B IR X B A SE R, K 52 RIE GAH HAR E NN B AR HE AT VIF AR, &5
BINFRR, HE6 /A, SN EN VIFEE/DNT 10, T2 iial, Sl A TEL mg
] @

Table 6. Results of multicollinearity tests

6. ZEHEMRNLE

Variable VIF 1/VIF
Size 1.500 0.665
NQF 1.480 0.674

Energy 1.380 0.725
NO 1.170 0.856
Stru 1.150 0.872
Rate 1.070 0.937

Company 1.030 0.973
Mean VIF 1.250

434 BHSKE

ONf R A P BE AL RR N 3 A2 ] 7 RONEAR Y, i 22 Hausman A4 . IR 5 & BB 70 9 -

Ho = M i AN [FAMA RO BB TS T A AR A B ANAH O

Hy = R A RS A R BB 05 P A AR A A O

fir Bl Statal7 X0 S Bt AT AR I S 2, RIREE RN 7 Fon, B A iR AR R R U7
{674 876.53, P {H#R/E 0.000, 7E 1%/KF T BB ARG, ik B [ 5 RO AS Y BE AR -

>
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Table 7. Results of the Hausman test
5% 7. Hausman 103645 R

Hausman Test

Chi-sq & H A P14
NQF 876.53 5 0.000

4.4, BEAERILER

HREP I ALE R0 E 8 B, SRk, 7GR DORIE () I S RO RVl
BRI, R, R RN B, I E RO CARR B
R HON-1.214, 2 19K P03, SR ILHR A B3 AR 2 S Y R, T 8 IRk
WORER 1 ST S R LA R, LA IR O, UREST SR 7 2 90 e 2
St

Table 8. Results of capital mismatch regressions

F* 8. EARMEEFLER

1 (2 3 4 ®) (6) (N
SAQI SAQI SAQI SAQI SAQI SAQI SAQI
-1.270™" —1.040™" -1.022™" -1.037" —1.204™ -1.216™" -1.214™
NQF
(-3.70) (—3.00) (—2.95) (-2.97) (—3.43) (-3.47) (-3.46)
—0.000™" —0.000™" —0.000™" —0.000™" —0.000™" —0.000™"
Size
(-3.85) (-3.83) (—3.85) (-3.58) (-3.72) (-3.72)
—0.005™ —0.005™ —0.005™ —0.005™ —0.005™
Energy
(—2.05) (-2.05) (-2.12) (—2.08) (—2.08)
0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Stru
(0.41) (0.55) (0.42) (0.41)
0.000™" 0.000™" 0.000™"
NO
(3.55) (3.57) (3.56)
0.002"" 0.001™"
Rate
(2.77) (2.77)
0.000
Company
(0.33)
0.830™" 0.981™" 1.016™ 1.008™ 0.996™" 0.994™" 0.993™"
_cons
(88.27) (24.34) (23.19) (20.86) (20.62) (20.62) (20.51)
i.FE Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
i.YEAR Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 2357 2357 2357 2357 2357 2357 2357
2w 0.534 0.537 0.538 0.538 0.541 0.542 0.542
LT O BIERIRTE 1% 5%, 10% K REE; S O8N tE, LTINS ERR.
DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2024.144434 681 BE 51


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2024.144434

HRIR, X kR

+ SAQI
— — — Fitted values

150

100 - &

50

NQF

Figure 8. Fitted curves of new quality productivity and urban air pollution
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0.056, HTE 1%/K V3. REQ@)VI B ETIADE, 14850 MBS &8 128 316 10 [F] i gy N\ L HE ]
VAR A5 I, FHER AT A, BT 7 ) 5 BUR U S A2 e Tl (Medor) [B1 V9 2 4008-0.138,  HAE 1%7K
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Table 9. Results of the moderating effect of government budget expenditures

9. BAMEXZHAETHMER

(1) (2 3)
SAQI SAQI SAQI
-0.121™" -0.073" -0.110™"
NQF
(—3.46) (-2.01) (-2.76)
0.056™" 0.096™"
Exp
(4.61) (4.46)
—0.138™
Moder
(—2.26)
—0.335™" —0.169" —-0.104
Size
(-3.72) (-1.75) (-1.03)
—0.484™ —0.498™ —0.468™
Energy
(—2.08) (-2.16) (-2.02)
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0.192 0.272 0.357
Stru
(0.41) (0.58) (0.76)
0.032"* 0.025™* 0.024™*
NO
(3.56) (2.72) (2.63)
0.150™" 0.156™" 0.155™"
Rate
(2.77) (2.90) (2.88)
0.020 0.021 0.023
Company
(0.33) (0.34) (0.38)
0.099™" 0.045™" 0.064™"
_cons
(20.51) (3.51) (4.18)
i.FE Yes Yes Yes
i.YEAR Yes Yes Yes
N 2357 2357 2357
r2_w 0.542 0.547 0.548
0.1 \\\\ —L(?w Exp
BN ——- High Exp
0.08-
< 0.061
75
0.04+
0.02

Low_‘Exp NQF Hi ghI_Exp

Figure 9. Diagram of the moderating effect of government budget expenditures
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46. REMRIES

R PEAR IR A R N 10 R, HARATAL, AEHRER 3 (B A g R A T e e, B
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Table 10. Robustness test results
< 10. FREHRIRER

(1) 2 3 4
SO2 PMa2.s NO2 SAQI
—-1.602" -0.927" —0.258" —1.003™
NQF
(-1.66) (-3.00) (-1.67) (-2.20)
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—-0.000 —0.000™" —0.000™" —0.000™"
Size
(—0.26) (—4.24) (-8.73) (-3.66)
0.015™ —0.004™ —-0.000 —0.005"
Energy
(2.33) (=2.01) (-0.04) (-1.95)
0.002" 0.000 0.000 0.000
Stru
1.72) (0.52) (0.99) (0.62)
—0.000™" 0.000™" 0.000™" 0.000™"
NO
(-5.21) (3.44) (3.27) (3.58)
—-0.000 0.001™" 0.000 0.001™
Rate
(-0.33) (3.11) (1.46) (2.04)
0.000" 0.000 0.000 0.000
Company
(1.85) (0.01) (0.10) (0.40)
—2.474™ 0.715™ 0.476™" 0.975™"
_cons
(—18.53) (16.72) (22.43) (20.37)
i.FE Yes Yes Yes Yes
i.YEAR Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 2357 2357 2357 2357
2w 0.773 0.565 0.461 0.554
47. REMS R

N T IR IR A= F 3R 22 RS G i

FIAL AHEEFARERIDC, A 7 e ki RS e

IR T 2R G SRR AT DX

Table 11. Results of the regional heterogeneity test

=11 WXERRMERIEER

SOMAAEAN X R AP 22 07, A SCIE IR B X G it = (&l 7
PRAE, HEWEFREARI ) R AL L s DORITG FE IX,  #EAT AR, S5 RN 11 foR. i 11
SOMRCE TP P B R0 2, KA T i A ok

NQF

Size

Energy

Stru

(1)

R HLIX
-0.044
(-1.24)

~0.000"*
(-3.42)
~0.000
(-0.11)
0.000"

(5.42)

(2
b X
~0.508™"

(-7.11)
0.000
(1.78)

-0.001™

(-2.32)
~0.000
(-1.33)

3
P X
-0.233"
(-1.81)
~0.000
(-1.15)
~0.000
(~0.94)
0.000
(0.16)
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0.000™" 0.000™" 0.000
NO
(4.80) (2.79) (0.59)
0.000™" —-0.000 0.000
Rate
(3.39) (-1.12) (0.29)
c —0.000" —-0.000 —-0.000
ompany
(-1.71) (—0.06) (-0.11)
0.083™" 0.092™" 0.080™"
cons
- (11.50) (10.13) (20.37)
i.FE Yes Yes Yes
i.YEAR Yes Yes Yes
N 971 850 536
2w 0.689 0.681 0.481
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