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Does national eco-industrial park boost urban economic growth?

Empirical evidence based on DID

PU Long' DING Jianfu' LIU Chong’
(1. School of Public Finance and Taxation Zhejiang University of Finance & Economics Hangzhou 310018 China;
2. School of Economics Peking University Beijing 100871 China)

Abstract: As a concrete practice form of the green development concept in the industrial field the national eco-industrial
parks are one of the important ways to cure the deterioration of the ecological environment and promote the sustainable
development of the regional economy. EIP encourages a green low-carbon and circular development model. It gives
consideration to economic growth; more importantly it places more emphasis on protecting the ecological environment which is
in line with China’ s development goal of building a resource-saving and environment-riendly society. Adopting a quasi-natural
experiment of approved national eco-industrial parks across the country and then using economic and social statistics from 283
cities nationwide this paper empirically examines the impact of national eco-industrial parks on urban economic growth. The
empirical study finds that the national eco-industrial parks significantly play a significant role in urban economic growth. The
conclusion remains robust under robustness tests such as using night-time lighting brightness and changing the empirical
strategy. Further research shows that the national eco-industrial parks have affected urban economic development by promoting
the upgrading of regional industrial structures increasing inter-governmental competition and raising the level of regional
economic agglomeration. The conclusions of this paper indicate that the national eco-industrial parks make a great contribution
to urban economic growth and lucid water and lush mountains indeed bring invaluable assets.

Key words: green development; national eco-industrial parks; economic growth; high-quality development; difference—

in-differences



