148 ( )2014 1 | 241 )

1 1 2
’ ’

(1. kFmHREXF ZFLHFREEFRK, T 100875;2. FKRF LFFr.x® 10087D

L 1 FEHZH 30 25538 KeF 52 EBRFEGTERN . M AE A 6 ZRBLHH K H)
RMPALFERBETBEO TR, ECAHAOLHK T, S HFH AR RFRIL A B R L5
FREAR S L LFE KT ZE G L RAIFTTHR, M ALEER TIRFENR F oh & kIR 6 Lak
£V ARALERFEIH %Fﬂk%ﬁzmﬁ&;%umvﬂﬂ I RE e B AR Rl
IREE PR S IRFAR T F L HA B H R E I (DS F R R — &, EE IR
B AT kI ﬁﬁk‘i’léﬁfxiﬂ%ﬁ%la 23t = SR ACE] T B R AG IS AE A A2 2RI
B BEE TR ARKELEREIRAZAHMAER D, AR FENRNRE F LA BOAREAFRS;
(DFRBERF M Z AR EIREAHA T = ARG REFERAAT R TP ERE, XA A
HHR KRG TP EHIRE L IRIFIHR IR R AL B o 45 (3) R B 69 3R AL 4] K A x>
LABAERKRGELERKET. THHIH T EA AT B T L4e 4 & XA2F i3 &
VAR, THUEER GG LEL D Z MG TR THRERES T L;4) = LA REHFL
Z B I E F A Hon AN AR FA ARk P R kAR 3 S LA R B R e R A
WS BT FAEG TR T U AR R R R AT S . P B e, LR EEAT R 4 R 09

AN EZERZ 55— AR IR A 3 F IR G RFEAH a&;z,frww&[:wﬂkﬂr
B EFEARENRAFE; S L2 ERARENF AT TR Z AT THHNH T

G BASEBANTRK ABAAFLAED S LA R PHERMEA,
L 1 FERR ;A FHARART; FLHARKE LB S LAR
[ 1 Fo62 9 [ 1 A [ 1 1002-0209(2014)01-0148-13
, 9 8% 30 ,
20 , . .
[ 1 2013—09—25

L ] “ ”(12CJY037) ,
' ”(NCET—13—0052),



149

(Gray, 1987), s
Jaffe  Palmer(1997) ,
(2010) i ,
“ ” . Poter et al. (1995)
’79 s ( )
° Lanjouw Mody(1996) S “ )

b b

. Brunnermeier Cohen(2003)
1983—1992 146

b

« '
. Hausmann Rodrik (2003)
. Boyd et al. (1999) 1988—1992
. Lanoie et al. (2008) 17
» Costinot(2009) s
. (2012) ’ °
(2011) s ,
, : Pe AKayf(Kp)y »
o ] P * K/\ N KP
’ A<KA) . f(Kp)



150 (

)2014 1 241 )

F=AKf(Kry=A- JACH

) (ER)o

o U ,
, (A,
(E),
] IU — IUA _'_ IUE D)
IU’Z(A,')>O,IU/=(°,E)>OO ,
W = (F’E) ’
(F) (E)
Forster(1980) .Selden  Song(1995)
aW/: (Fa')>oa
W/ :( o 9E)<O ’
p (0<
pn=<1) s

MAXr :ﬁ[A(KA)f(Kp)*FA(KA )f(KP>]
@)
s.t. ER :W[A(KA )f‘(Kp),/wA(K/\ )f(Kp)]
2)

L = PLAKL) S (Kry=pA (Ka)f (Kry]+
K WIAKD f(Kp) o pA KD f(K)]—ER} - (3)

’

PA—A f(Kp)4#A f(K)[We+,We]=0

4
PO — WAMKDf(Kp) + AWK (Kp)
— PA(K,) f(Kp) + kWA (KL f(Kp) =0
(6)
] H P - K,‘WE ’ (4)
Wy =—W; (dW/IE =— IW /IF) (D
D
)

@ 1—2u>0,Wp>0,0W/IE < 0,dIU > JIE >0,

’

» (67

IW/IK, >0, Pl—uA'« f>0,

k<0, (6) IW /2 <0 ,
IU(A, . )> 0,
JIU
oA >0,
AIU _ 9IU , aW | 2IU , oW , JE
IA aW* 9A+9W aE* 9A>O
(8

QW/HA - WFf + WE#f ’ WE - WF ’
IE/IA = uf .

AU _ JdIU
Tn = G * [ Wef Wepf) =W f 12 0
D)
IIU _ 3IU. | 21U, -
A = O o) K WS =20 7>0
(10
IU ’
(10 . 0<<p<05 L aIU: /91U <0,
aIUA/aW>O® ’ ’
5 op>0Q 5 1 ,[Wpf(l*Z/x)]

AU /oW < 0,dIU,/dW >0,



151

. ; BH= . FRILKFA 2T P LA BT
L 7 BHEE SRR 2FATZ AR,
®’ Y Y
0 s )
: “ ” (difference-in-difference)
P — : % 7 A AR 5] — R B B A RS e ;
AFZERIUHLR AR FH AL LBEI SN , y ¢ s
AR RS AR B B SRS 3 , ,
ATt 25 (1), .D, D,
? D.\’Dl
° s Xiw o
’ ym:)’D.ﬂL/\D/Jra(D.\D/)JFSDX;.\»IJF&:\»/ (11)
’ . Rajan  Zingales(1998)
®’
L=« R L8 SRS AL T R 3 % ok A 28 ’ ’
A RE WK, ’
, . Rajan  Zingales(1998) Stru; =a;+¢; TBER; SPE;+&Control; +e;
, (12)
s Qi N Pj ( )
’ , Stru; l J
, . , Control;
) ., Poter(1995) . Lanoie et al. (2008)
héU’? R N
A&U’?

@ Tietenberg(2001) ,

s



( )2014 1| 241 )

152
N . ER, (HHD, ,
SPE,.  ER, i . SPE,
J o s HHI
19952007 . ( ) HHIszVl(Xj/X)Zzsf 13
’ ER, SPE, HHI '
(X;/X J
, , N
, s o
, (1—HHD / )
) . SPE . ,
¢
@b (ER), . SPE o
) 3 . 3~
) ” (Costinot,
0 2009; . ,2010),
) (ERp) : ( Control,;
/ ) % 1000, D
(HR, IE,)).
. ) ) : (
. * 6+ * 9+
. * 12+ *16)/
@ (ERm) . o ; ,
(2009) ) - @
o ) (ZR; NI,),
GDP ;
(Hockenstein et al. ,1997) . . ©
. (JR, FN)),
(2) (SPE), GDP ; Rajan
Berkowitz et al. (2006) ) Zingales(1998) ,
. @
) (MAR,
) , FOR;), (2008) ,
, ; (
)
, ¢
’ , (§ y 2007 ,
(2012) , 1995—2007 ,

1995—2007 ,

b



153

bR . ;
~ b b
Google , 1,
. b
b b
b b
b
23 ,
o 1,
' . 1
(G
1
b .
1 (. , 1,
(D (2) (3 4 (5 (6)
0. 0004*** 0. 0005*** 0. 0009***
SEP ERp
(9. 4462) (9. 4860) (12. 4642)
0. 0004 *** 0. 0003*** 0. 0005***
SEP ERm
(20. 3100) (12. 6141) (10. 8733)
0. 0701*** 0. 0683*** 0. 0540*** 0. 0562***
HR IE
(18. 3520) (18 2301) (15. 1443) (15. 1007)
1 78627 0. 9078* 0. 2481 0. 2322
ZR NI
(2. 6985) (1. 8402) (0. 5384) (0. 4962)
0. 0020*** 0. 0002**
JR FN
(4. 9733) (2. 1462)
—0. 0165 —0. 0264
MAR FOR
(—0. 8350) (—1 4657)
0. 0792 0. 0163*** 0. 0047 0. 0371*** 0. 0262** 0. 0301*
(3.3977) (3. 2735) (3. 0542) (2. 9761) (2. 6272) (1. 9762)
0. 0068** 0. 0030** 0. 0095** 0. 0044** 0. 0038** 0. 0025**
(2. 3973) (2. 0909) (2. 0383) (2. 7333) (2. 4125) (2. 6360)
R? 0. 4613 0. 4682 0. 4880 0. 4527 0. 4670 0. 4693
667 667 667 667 667 667
:D STATAI12 0 o 10%.5% 1% , T . ®

(SPE ERp.SPE ERm)



154 ( )2014 1 | 241 )

0 s 0
, 2,
0 , s
@ ’
, 1, , . o .
; @, 2,
T o ’ ’
s
s s

s 0 0
1,
1.200
1.000
0.800
0.600
0.400
0.200
0.000 *

EH#H IEHAOLPLPEHDERLDSBFHEXESIERXREE=ZEZEEREFES KRB

ﬁf'-‘(E—:fg d43§¥n%{¥EdE?EELL€§EK'Kﬁﬁt{l-'di

o

.08 4
.06 4
.04 4 04 4

08 4 N\

02 4
00
.00
-.02 T T . -04 T T
1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 8
(a) (b)
2 S

2 ()b N

@ Yrin = Visvor = Voowin ) Frvomax = Yewin) » Yooton i A

@ VAR ’ ’ 3




37 b
b
, 1 (2)( ) 3
b o
, )
b o b
b ’ b
1 ,
o b b 1 b
(3)(6) ,
b T b 1%
Rajan  Zingales(1998)
b o
o , SPE
b b
’ Y ’
NN s (TEC)
, 3 . , 2,
2
(@] (2) (3 (€Y) (5) (6)
0. 0016 0. 0014 0. 0012
TEC ERp
(10. 8100) (2. 8762) (3. 8990)
0. 0015*** 0. 0036*** 0. 0018***
TEC Erm
(24. 9611D) (11 1212) (10. 8480)
0. 0803 0. 07817 0. 0240*** 0. 02117
HR IE
(16. 6401) (16. 5771) (4. 4855) (3. 8991D)
0. 0455 0. 6767* 1. 0673 1. 0790**
ZR NI
(0. 4612) (L 9712) (2. 1600) (2. 6623)
0. 0028*** 0. 0019***
JR FN
(5. 2857) (4. 0501)
0. 0194 0. 0233
MAR FOR
(0. 9890) (1. 2800)
1. 0213** 0. 5440™* 0. 4536™* 0. 0373*** 0. 0260™** 0. 0306*
(2. 7793) (2. 6796) (2. 7880) (2. 9763) (2. 6278) (1 9760)
0. 0722** 0. 0038** 0. 0154** 0. 0578** 0. 0113** 0. 0052**
(2. 4315) (2. 0413) (2. 3555) (2. 7641) (2. 3825) (2. 1700)
R? 0. 4490 0. 4538 0. 4863 0. 4317 0. 4500 0. 4641
667 667 667 667 667 667




156 ( )2014 1 | 241 )

) 1 o
R?
) o ERp.
R y ERm ,Hausman 16. 29 9. 39,
2 , P 0. 009 0. 09,
, TEC @, OLS
,TEC s
, (Charles et al. ,1998),
(2010) s
. (@)
) s
s (TSLS)
N (GMM) 1 2
, (3)(6) , 3. 4
. , (L—W,
3
[@D) (2) (3 4 (5) (6)
0. 0038*** 0. 4223**
SEP ERp
(6. 4523) (3. 4920)
0. 00317*** 0. 6384***
SEP ERm
(3. 9215) (3. 5112)
0. 0029***
TEC ERp
(5. 7710)
0. 0020
TEC ERm
(3. 700D)
@ Hausman 1%.10% , ERp.ERm y
:Cole et al. (2005) s Ederington et al. (2005)

.Hettige et al. (1992)



157

(@) (2) (3 4) (5) (6)
0. 055277 0. 0423 0. 1117** 0. 4392* 0. 5180** 0. 9003**
HR IE
(13.192D) (5. 1322) (11. 3872) (1 9822) (2. 5115) (2. 7291)
0. 9030* 0. 9582* 0. 2073 0. 5501 2. 0673 2. 5942
ZR NI
(1. 8322) (L 9191) (0. 3511) (0. 9827) (0. 1313) (0. 4556)
0. 0078** 0. 0023** 0. 0054 0. 0096*** 0. 0233*** 0. 1156™*
JR FN
(2. 2220) (2. 3220) (2. 8660) (3. 8630) (4. 9155) (6. 1911)
—0. 0587 —0. 0936™* 0. 0180 0. 0213 —1. 1979 —0. 0096
MAR FOR
(—1L 571D (—2 4918) (0. 7813) (0. 2918) (—0. 9122 (—0. 420D
0. 1877** 0. 0613** 0. 5477** 0. 3400** 0. 4805*** 0. 2974**
(2. 5835) (2. 2700) (2. 1561) (2. 4830) (3. 1650) (3. 7455)
0. 0256 0. 0278** 0. 0162** 0. 0203** 0. 0121** 0. 0199*
(2. 8923) (2. 8491) (2. 1780) (2. 1776) (2. 0310) (1. 9128)
0. 4864 0. 4231 0. 3877 0. 4340 0. 4554 0. 3111
Sargan
F 38 3123 35. 4833 48, 3276 45. 1232 33. 7410 31. 6430
R? 0. 2022 0. 1983 0. 2531 0. 2323 0. 1888 0. 1806
R? 0. 5522 0. 5855 0. 5024 0. 5111 0. 5900 0. 5935
667 667 667 667 667 667
s F R? ; Sargan y
4 GMM
(@] (2) 3 4 (5) (6)
0. 0008™** 0. 4764
SEP ERp
(7. 7007) (3. 8318)
0. 0018™** 0. 6733™**
SEP ERm
(3. 2200) (3. 5608)
0. 0116™**
TEC ERp
(5. 1412)
0. 0294
TEC ERm
(2. 6800)
0. 0555*** 0. 0423*** 0. 1117** 0. 4392* 0. 8550** 0. 9451**
HR IE
(5. 9612) (4. 4577) (7. 5633) (2. 0110) (2. 3230) (2. 6355)
0. 9022** 0. 9584** 0. 2077 0. 5501 2. 0670 2. 6282
ZR NI
(2. 4732) (2. 5503) (0. 5118) (0. 4513) (0. 8163) (L 2332)
0. 0007** 0. 0033 0. 0006 0. 0009*** 0. 0221 0. 1526
JR FN
(2. 5115) (3. 0118) (3. 2377) (3. 9018) (5. 9590) (3.9322)
—0. 0585 —0. 0934** 0. 1762 0. 0210 —1. 2975 —0. 0456
MAR FOR
(—0. 5100 (—2. 5466) (1 6610) (0. 6300) (—0. 8615) (—0. 1756)
0. 2733** 0. 0781** 0. 4776 0. 3390** 0. 6646** 0. 3072**
(2. 6022) (2. 5021) (2. 2590) (2. 6492) (2. 2890) (2. 3019




158 ( )2014 1 | 241 )
[@D) (2) (3 4) (5) (6)
0. 0250™* 0. 0353™* 0. 0177** 0. 0156** 0. 0204** 0. 0679
(2. 8373) (2. 8176) (2. 4413) (2. 1770) (2. 4611) (3. 1876)
0. 4763 0. 5345 0. 3989 0. 4830 0. 3206 0. 4111
Sargan
R? 0. 5882 0. 6010 0. 5667 0. 5873 0. 6090 0. 6283
667 667 667 667 667 667
:GMM
3 . F ’ ’
Staiger et al. (1997) , ) .
F 10, R? 0. , (G
. 3. 4  Sargan s
0. 30 s s ,
Stru (qu‘),‘]‘ - (yij/
, ¥/ (/3@ .
o , ’ (SPE)
GMM . TSLS.GMM @, 3. 4
’ ’ (5) \(6) o ’
: GMM
,(HR IE).(JR FN)
OLS , 1
3 , s
o “ 7, 1995—2007
(ZR NI o
. (MAR ;
FOR) s s
GMM >
O v i "y g » Vi J .y

) TEC



159

N .2012:(

— ). ( »
9
N ,2010:( N
— XS
y 10
N ,2008 :¢
) M ) 4
,2009:( s
( y 2
N N ,2011:(
VA Y o2
,2012:(
— “ 7 A »
4
N ,2011:( N
»s( >y o6

Brunnermeier, S. B. and M. A. Cohen, 2003, “Determi-
nants of Environmental Innovation in US Manufacturing In-
dustries”, Journal of Environmental Economics and Man~-
agement ,45:278—293.

Boyd,G. A. and J. D. Mc Cell, 1999, “The Impact of
Environmental Constraints on Productivity Improvement in

Integrated Paper Plants”. Journal of Environmental Eco-

o b
’
’
’
’ o
s A s
A Y b
’
o ’
b
’
, QDN ,
o b
’
A ’

]
nomics and Management ,38:121—142.

Costinot. A. , 2009, “On the Origins of Comparative
Advantage”, Journal of International Economics, 7: 255
— 264,

Cole, M. A., R. J. R. Elliott, Kenichi, Shimamoto. ,
2005,“Why the Grass is not always Greener:;the Competing
Effects of Environmental Regulations and Factor Intensities
on US Specialization” , Ecological Economics ,54:95—109.

Berkowitz, D., J. Moenius and K. Pisstor, 2006,
“Trade,Law and Product Complexity”, Review of Econom-
ics and Statistics,88:363—373.

Ederington,]. , A. Levinson and J. Minter, 2005, “Foot-
loose and Pollution Free”,Review o f Economics and Statis—
tics ,87:92—99.

Forster,B. A. ,1980, “Optimal Energy Use in a Pollu-
ted Environment”. Jowrnal of Environmental Economics
and Management ,7:..321—333.

Gray,W. B. , 1987, “The Cost of Regulation: OSHA,
EPA and the Productivity Slowdown”, American Economic
Review ,77:998—1006.

Hausmann,R. and D. Rodrik. ,2003,“Economic Devel-
opment as Self-discovery”, Journal of Development Eco-
nomics ,72:603—633.

Hettige, H. , R. Lucas, and D. Wheeler, 1992, “ The



160 (

)2014 1 241 )

Toxic Intensity of Industrial Production”, American Eco-
nomic Review ,82:478—48]1.

Hockenstein, J. B. , et al. , 1997, “Crafting the Next
Generation of Market-based Environmental Tools,” Envi-
ronment : Science and Policy for Sustainable Development .
39.12—33.

Jaffe, A. and K. Palmer, 1997, “Environmental Regula-
tion and Innovation: A Panel Data Study”, Review of Eco—
nomics and Statistics »79:610—619.

Kolstad,C. D. and Y. Xing,1998,“Do Lax Environmen-
tal Regulations Attract Foreign Investment”, Working Pa-
per 28—98,Department of Economics, UCSB.

Lanjouw,]J. O. and A. Mody, 1996, “Innovation and the
International Diffusion of Environmentally Responsive
Technology”,Research Policy,25:549—571.

Lanoie, P. , M. Patry, and R. Lajeunesse, 2008, “Environ-

mental Regulation and Productivity: Testing the Porter Hypoth-

esis”, Journal of Productivity Analysis,30:121—128.

Porter,M. E. and C. Van Der Linde, 1995, “Toward a
New Conception of the Environment-Competitiveness Rela-
tionship”, Jowrnal of Economic Perspectives, 9 (4);
97—118.

Rajan,R. and L. Zingales, 1998, “Financial Dependence
and Growth”, American Economic Review ,88:387 —432.

Selden, T. and D. Song,1995,“Neoclassical Growth, the
J Curve for Abatement,and the Inverted-U Curve for Pollu-
tion”, Journal of Environmental Economics and Manage—
ment ,29:162—168.

Staiger,D. ,]J. H. Stock and M. W. Watson, 1997, “The
NAIRU, Unemployment and Monetary Policy”, The Jour-
nal of Economic Perspectives,11:33—49.

Tietenberg, T. , 2001, Environmental Economics Poli-
cy»New York, MA: Addison-Wesley.

Environmental Regulation Promotes Industrial Upgrading

Perspective on complexity of industrial technology
HAN Jing' ,CHEN Chao-fan',FENG Ke’

(1. School of Economics and Resource Management, BNU, Beijing 1008753

2. School of Economics, Beijing University, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: From the perspective of industrial technology complexity, this paper constructs a “D-D model” to make an
empirical analysis of environmental regulations on industrial upgrading. It suggests a number of points. First, when industry
develops into a certain stage, moderately high level of environmental regulation will stimulate the industrial upgrading. Cur-
rently, the environmental regulation in China has a positive effect on industrial upgrading, but the interaction coefficient of
environmental regulation intensity and industrial technical complexity is relatively small, which suggests that to use environ-
mental regulation to promote industrial upgrading effect is still to be improved. Second, to the regional differences, industri-
al upgrading effect of environmental regulation in the east is stronger than the mid-west. Third, different types of environ-
mental regulation have a great difference in the effect of industrial upgrading, and the market-oriented regulatory tools have
a great extent to promote industrial upgrading. Fourth, industrial upgrading is also influenced by external factors; abundant
human capital and developed financial markets areas will play a positive role in promoting industrial upgrading, the depend-
ence of industrial upgrading to traditional resources, market proximity is gradually weakened. Finally, some policy sugges—
tion is provided.

Key words: environmental regulation; technological progress; complexity of industrial technology; industrial upgrading



