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Empirical Study of Environmental Regulation and Industrial Economic
Growth Pattern: An Economic Growth Decomposition Perspective
Zha Jianping
(School of Management Southwest University of Political Science and Law Chongqing 401120 China)

Abstract: The paper constructs a decomposition model of economic growth and an index of the economic growth pattern
and analyzes the impact of environmental regulations on industrial growth pattern with the panel data of 30 provincial indus—
tries. The results show that the dependence of China’s industrial growth on the resources input had not weakened but presen—
ted a trend of consolidation. In parallel the economic growth tended to pollution and extension. From the numerical compari—
son the eastern regions” environmental regulation intensity kept first and stable but the central regions and western regions
were relatively low and the overall trend kept downward. There is a inverted “U” — type relationship between environmental
regulation and China’s industrial economic-growth pattern and China’s current environmental regulation intensity still located
in the left side of the curve which means to enhance the strength of environmental regulation is conducive to eco-industrial e—
conomy and intensive development.

Key words: environmental regulation; economic growth pattern; environmental total factor productivity; decomposition;

influence
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