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ATFP, —25.9951 —19. 4037 370. 976 454,518
Aln( TL,) —16. 447 —12.2593 ™ 248. 754 282. 696 ™
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Dual Environmental R egulation Industrial Structure
and the Total Factor Productivity:
Based on System GMM and Threshold Model
XU Mo TAO Changqi

( School of Statistics Jiangxi University of Finance and Economics Nanchang 330013  China)

Abstract: By using provincial panel data from 1998 to 2013 of our country and the method of dynamic panel model and
threshold regression this paper verified the heterogeneous effect of industrial structure to the total factor productivity and thresh—
old characteristic and regional difference from the of view of the dual environmental regulation. It turned out that Industrial
structure can promote the total factor productivity. Formal environmental regulation makes industrial structure has a negative
effect on total factor productivity while informal environmental regulation structure has a positive effect on total factor productiv—
ity. Furthermore on the basis of dual environmental regulation threshold range and the regional dual environmental regulation for
each resource allocation situation it finds out that there are regional differences: The eastern region is generally superior to the
center and west regions.

Key words: dual environmental regulation; industrial structure; total factor productivity; system GMM; threshold model



