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FDI Inflows, Goods Trade Export, GDP and CO, Emission
Yang Liguo', Liu Yuna?
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Abstract: Based on the study on relationship among CO, emissions of unit GDP, FDI inflows, goods trade export, and the

economy increase, the results showed: there exists the relevance relationship between goods trade export and the CO, emissions

of unit GDP. In addition, there exists a contradiction between short term direct effect and long term overall effect. Some exists

a contradiction between long term direct effect and long term overall effect. Some variables have no effect in the short term

but long—term effect is significant.
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