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Dynamics in the effect of China’s urbanization on air quality
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Abstract; This study aims to investigate the relationship between urbanization and air pollution at the city level by analyzing annual panel data of 237
cities and total amount of 2353 samples during the period 2001—2010. Firstly, we took the unit stationary test of panel data, and then used fixed effect
model and random effect model to investigate the relationship. The dependent variables included annual average concentrations of SO, , NO, , PM,; and
comprehensive index, and the explanatory variables included per capita GDP, population density, proportion of secondary industry and urban area. The
analysis results showed that the characteristics of relationship were dependent on types of pollutants. We found the existence of an invert U — shaped curve
for SO, , which demonstrated that SO, pollution of cities had reached the turning point, with the concentration of SO, decreased along with the economic
development. In comparison, U — shaped curves existed for NO, , PM,, and comprehensive index, which showed that the concentrations of NO, and PM
were still in the upward trend at current stage. Moreover, the growth of secondary industries and the expansion of urban area had strong positive
relationship with the concentrations of main pollutants.

Keywords: urbanization; air quality; econometric analysis
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2010) , Wi AE A IR E 28 T pk 2 R SR i vt X 7
RATE KSR s R T A v A T, 4 ok
WSR2 b2 & S B TR Bl J1. (B2 55 Fsk i 1k
PR A AL R — R YA R, K22 /) Tk 5
Yo IR BT 3 B0 IR BT TS Y AR AR (E
FHESE 2010 ; XM 45 2008) . & EM A2 S &
FLG Yk BEATY AL T 55 K, 2010 4R, e EALA
17.5% WML DL 13 PR 25 S BT i b, HK S |
LR 5558 (0 R85 [ SN T e (P e A R G A
PR EE 2011 ).« L B o O 4R
FRSERA B BURE S BEAE & R PR, R AR e
K" IEXME =T, W5 b ELprg & ik
PERE S IREE TG Y i B R T AL 2 T & R
W B PRI 15 YRR AE AL AL R, AU R BRBE
TS YR B HE i BRI A O T, O HLX 4 B EUR
BRI A2, 3ok T Ak & e R K] 1 St HL A T B %
HrH.

ME SNBSS F O F 40 & ki ik
PERE AR 5 i 56 2R A 98 I8 A7 7 — S8 SR B, 1%
AT G TR R AR, BT, T
T S S R BE T A G R A 9T AR IE < R B A
LRI (EKC) B ( Diao et al. ,2009 ; 2= itk
45 2008 ;2535452007 ). FREE EKC #1991 4E
Grossman F Krueger 2} ( Grossman et al. ,1991) ,
T B T Y S 5 2 T KO DRAR, R R B —
FREE S B4 A, &0 B R & 0 1l R 5 05 4 1)
2 ENAMFZ IR ENT EKC AT T B E 8404,
{EWFFE 25 I A —, A 244 X EKC B RS2
HEWF 5E 46 Hh T BT BE (2% 1E Jt, 20105 BhO% ) 4,
2010).

XFIA EKC AT EZA LR LS 2 5
— W B JR FR M AT e 3 B R A — B,
— K EKC WF 55 1Y B 0 25 A0 4y Sk A AR B
( Cross-Section Data ) . B JF# 0% ( Time-Series Data)
FNTE ARSI ( Panel Data)3 26, Forfr | % 1m0 548 A st
J7 B 1T g 23 1 ORI 5 285 SR 1 D 2. 48K T 500 2 i
TR TR X 32k g Bl , 1 AS ) IX 3 20 5 % Je /K P A 7
AR B, IS B E) U R LR P A a5 R, W
AT T A W57 X I3 7 7 EKC i1 % ( Unruh
et al. ,1998) ; B} I BHE TS 19— W58 L X 22> B 1]
BB, R T AR fR s 3 (R AR RE A AT R 45
B st 25 04 5 SR Y o B 5 T AR BN LA R
T RS 408 R0 s A0 1) R s, g FH TR AR A #4641 EKC

) SEUE BF 58 B A A B ( Coondoo et al. , 2002
Narayan et al. ,2010; Song et al. ,2008). 55 —., K%
B I Sl = P 1 A SO A 56 RV B S 143 B
o35 B AR fofT P v A SR , (5t = %o T Al 55 A 7
SRR A I ISP I B TE) A A AT R R 2 [ A
AL B T X B ) AR B OR — i A B R
I, LB 75 380 %) [l 9 285 S A S B i S, Bk ol B [l
I ( Choi, 2001 ; Zilio et al. ,2011; F 7RI ,2008 ). [F]
BF, W 5 A % 1 A AR 4 2E A7 LU oy A ) ke =
XF [EH R A T e 1) i R, & B R AN ] 5
P = TRAR R BUR S 3. R 28 EKC BF5E (G2 H
T A¥J GDP 554 bn AT LA, I 1A % R Al
Xof PR R AR S A A AL S A B R bR, X AT fE S
SEF LS T . (R R, 7 o R 8 R A
BRI, KZHHFFE I A 2 15 Y ) HE e 1A 1) 422 )
WA o B P b ( 25 45,2008 5 BTN I4, 2010 ; Lee
et al. ,2010) , Miiz FH 1452 P BRI T i 1) 2 TS
Yk FE AT EKC BIFSR B SCRRER D, 5 Je 275 PR IR 38
B8 AR A A ATE 5 ) B /L

FEF I, A0S FH 2001—2010 4F 237 g LA
T A T AR B, i 2353 ANREAS R4
D43 BT 5 168 AR B R A7 A 36, 5 %o 8] I 43 By
) AR AR A R AT O B T S R FE S
SO, \NO, \PM, A BE 2R B 15 Jedq i 4 a8
SBEARR S ALY GDP N 5 45
AR X R 4 A S 2 2 5 Kk RN FR R EAT [R1
PUA 15 20T E kT 2% & B 5 IR BT I i AR R 1
R,

2 BRI E ST INEIESE T ( Model establishment and

data statistics)

2.1 #EAWEL

IFRBE IR 25 0 % 28 ) BES R SCIEE R B, £
BTNy, PRBE i N 28 5 K e 2 (Rl A7 A {38 U Al
F & (Franklin et al. ,2012; Grossman et al. , 1995 ;
Lindmark ,2002 ; F 743545 2013 ) . {H B & B 55 1A
WIR A VFZ o8 R W, (8] U A1 56 R IF A J2: 5l 5
1), B A PR 2 N B R, HIFE & fi &
GrHRR I 4 =, W J5OR) FH S 1 R 3, 3R 5 BT
HMAFEWMK BRSNS KRS T 2, 8%k
R —E K e SEHAS, MR ENESRET
[ a3 ( Copeland et al. ,2004 ; 25 T 3% 2005 ; Park
et al. ,2011; Torras et al. ,1998). A 1 W 5% ( Kim,
1999 ; Roca et al. ,2001 ;X 40 HESE | 2005 ; AR R 45
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2012) WA R LR U ML R B N BIE R4
PRI, FEAR TR g vy B, 8 2 R il 2R = ik
&2 PR,

FEFRER LG bRy I, IO 3 A RO
B R E MR AR SO, \NO, \PM,,, X 3 Tij5 4e 4 2 3k
T 2 R RS Yo, FLAE st [E) P 9 g A T
P FIRE, hEEG R 2 S & PR S RG A
SYAREOF AT LA fET & B R A L, BRIEHRL
LS A GDP $8FRIE N RS AN, 85 AR
J W T AL 2 2 e R, X IR o e A VR AR
FHIFEbR 45 N 5B 28 b 45 4 i) |
DR N Y 3R A 2 S R 38 T A 7K T 1 EE 2 A
A N TV BE T LS e — A 3 [X 28 5% 1% Bl 118 451
JEE RN S AR 9 /N, 2 52 Wi 22 % e ) T 2L A
2T b 25 R b A 2 4R KR KO- 1) v R R
KRB BL 5 b TS e W HE R B R,
FRFET GV BT P85 o o 35t OB 1) R . K
DX R AR ek T A AR A AR A, R X i R
T Sk T HE R FH M Eb ) A T R R e T 3 T A
Pk, LA RO P 3Tty ok AN 5 .

AR RIE R b, [ AR R AR SO B AR
e n] DAREAIE 5 7 22 Pk (5 i [R) s X SO s , A
A i () R BRT DA VR X R A e 0 S A R 1Y
N SC. FF HAFFE 3R, PR35 i i 5 A3 GDP 119
MO BT 2 2 8] 47 76 83 19 A 2C X R (Bimonte,
2002 ;Kheder et al. ,2012) . Ak, A E] A8 5 FH &
FORH A R RIER 1 A & AR L. a8 F IR
DL BRI AR 1 R IR A PR 2 (=
WA ), HIEATE =X (1) f1(2) fis.

InP/Inl =B, InGDP + B, (InGDP)?* + 8, InD + 8, InR
+Bs InU + B, T+ (1)

InP/Inl =B, InGDP + 3, (InGDP)* + B, (InGDP)* +
B.InD +B; InR +BInU +B,T+u (2)

X, P FR S0, NO, .PM, FOAEHRE (pg-m ),
I AZESREGEA TR R (TEEH) ,GDP i A B Hb X
AFEREOE N D I AHEE (ANkm™?) RN
5SS L, U SR X TR (km® ), TR B
() Az . AR EESh P OFL I, i BE A2 54 GDP D R\ U.
Hrb 1 iR AR .

n Cl
P, €0 S0, PM,, \NO, FIAE K HJE (pg-m ™),
C.H R T5 5 Y W % T 1 28 S B B R O

(GB3095—1996) .
2.2 HEEREE LRI

AWFFE GRS o 2001—2010 % UL I
TR,k 237 AT, B 2353 4518824 A
B, PR 5T 5 0 B S g DL IR SO, NO, |
PM,, FAFE AR B | B T3k X PM, 5 2 M 2005
SRR A THTF R B, Z 10 S o W IR Rk,
FUNE 10 4R L2 T S P, W B4 3 T 2R AT 0 5T,
Lt 237 AN, EE R IR T D AR (o B 3R IR
AR . S WA T A A 2 U R SR AR A B R
A GDP AR 55 =l e ) e i X i AR
G RPET AR b B IR T B AR ) B T A X
eI , 2001 1 2002 4= 6 3k i 8 15 FH 3t e 9] 8
Pl WA SRR A TS AR B 1 A 1.

F1 BIEfHRR
Table 1  Data description
el S0, PM,, NO, / 4GDP D R U
/(pgrm™?)  /(pgmT?) /(pgemT?) /(AT /(Akm™?) /km?
M 47 92 31 2.1 32066 899.92 51.78% 99
R L 41 89 29 2.0 26555 680.04 52.20% 62
RAE 284 256 73 7.7 199657 14052. 41 90.97% 886
F/ME 2 19 3 0.5 2544 31.15 13.61% 9

1 AT L 3. 1 b g DL B 3k g A3
GDP £ 10 4F [ 2 3% ETHAka #5405
KRGS —B 5 —Jrm, Wk 2 K E 85
PR EART , SRR N L EE S+ —

T 1], EEE R R AR BT R 0 NO, B
PRARAEAN K, 15 2010 AFI0 A THim r 3. A D 3
SEAARAR I, B8 Ml 25 0 S PR s A T, A
PRTpASE e NI R ES R N TR S D) 2E2
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Fig. 1 Change trend of variables in 2001—2010

3 BESWFHERLE RS (Modeling method and

result analysis)

KA 447 O %
I I 28 5% 2% 1 43 ATt J7 12 o8 R A R A R
AR HEAT G B S I B ARG 3 1) X T Al
R A7V R A 58, 43 %) ff I ADF-Fisher Chi-
square , PP-Fisher Chi-square I Levin, Lin & Chu t
GEit AT A ARG 5, 25 SRR WY XX 3 Ahge it
ARG, i A7 D] 742 1 R il R 7 1 Y Y 91 1 P AR
F, A] RAgEAT [l H oA

TERNETT B I 98 b, NI (] &, #8132 o
VIR G AEAEA PRS2 e, DRIt 3 P 72 4 B A 7Y
HEAT A1) 5 A8 AR PR 2R 3 Sy [ 2040 17 A 8 1 i B K
NEBEHL (PNARK , 2008 ) . 5% 1T A 56 2 4] DBy A ]
95 175 7 2050y A5 1R R i ML S80I 5 AR 1 o P O 3, 4
Ik T A e, D) e 5 [T RN A A | I 2 Sk B
BUASOWASERY. St XA ] 1) 540 3 HT AR AL A i AN
], ZEAHOCAHFE T, Brajer 45 (2011 ) TA A BEHL AN 5
RIYERAU PR i i 5 2 % R SR i A b BN
1M Shen(2006) 7 EKC (19 SEUEWF5E H A B, K6 0 25
SR (76 A58y A5 AR T A . AR SR TR R AN
LbAsE Bz F W Fh 7 s kA7 L BLA O o 52 1
BRI EE R AT HIE.
3.2 EBERSN

iz PR | AR 2 EAT LG, o A
1 R BLE AR 2 1) =R BLE Y, 2 5lis
I, B K N34 GDP A b fif B A8 i (7Y 1-A
FIASEAY 2-A) , LA KIMAN VB BE 55 =Ml o fo | 2
B X TR 3 AR AS S AT A (B 1-B RIS Y
2-B) , DME TXF LA 45
3.2.1 SO, XFSO,MlAEasHR g2, NSk
AT LA, i 2 fn = ik th £k i 306 3

3.1

BEHLSON AT B 438 . M SO, FI ALY GDP 14L& 4%
RF RGBT 1-A FIRERL 1-B R
ML AR TR [ [m] ) 25 SR 5 25, A 45 GDP ¥ ad T
1% 9 5 FPER 36 s R BCE , 3T 25 RS0, 15 YL 75
10 4[R2 48] U RIS, B3 T 28 S 19 SO, ¥R
T JekE AN GDP [ F i i 5 Y in 5, £ 3K 55 05
Joi , TS YRS, WG B 55 55 40 1) N3 GDP 43 51l oy
28180 JLAI 12129 J6. XA R EIE T 3 [H 10 453k
Wi AR SO, 15 YA e I R AR fh a3, —
PR FIGIE T IR SO, i I HE A V5 YL ih PR i A7
Hmy s, R A GDP 5 S0, Ml & 45 R E ,
52006 4 E IR A GDP - EAHIE. 7R
=R ILA v, SO, AT A GDP 48L& 1% 4 18
I RS R T T A RO S0, 15 P H 4Tk
K JARBUAE HAERIASIELE N R £k (928 1k. (B A5 7
RS, BEAIL A5 A5 A O G 3 3 B 7E 3R [ AS [R] R
7 SO, 78 Ak BLA AR BUARAE , 83 R A —2
A g R AR T S5 R, N 9 B e
PRI, T A b 25 E ] e X T AR S
M2 SO, ¥k B B AE B 3 A G SC R 7 Ik
MRG58 M S50 e i 5 22 3 S0, Wk
FIPLA R IEAH R IRl T 1% 19 8 & R 5
PR EL R 0. 22, FRIIBEE 55 7=\ 4548 L il 1)
o, 253 SO, V5 Y b2 N 55 e 454 L
FERHIN 1% , 253 rh SO, M EERIN 0. 22% . AKX
TS 28 S0 SO, M Bt IEAH G E R it T 1%
1) 5 T A G, (EL % ) R B RN B R A R
0. 16. AT UL, Tolk ¥ Ll HERON 25 Kb SO, s YL B
A 5 I 1 7] 5 W] 5 [ B S Bl DX T AR B, 3T
Pk R MR R 25 200, 2 B T 4 2 R A B
AE A 5 Y 5.
3.2.2 NO, ITias < NO, W Ry & 45 1 0l 3%
3, WS I, vkt 2 A = wth £k ry 41
A VIR s B A58 . NS A GDP A
Z5RE TG rp R 1-A FIREAY 1-B
o, N34 GDP 43 5d T 1% A9 B MR R IABE S
WAV KR, 25 S NO, IR EE T4 & U &Y
B BIFRE 25 S NO, 15 YA e AR TN e, 8 3%
A BN IR TG YR bl 28 5 S J U A B B L, 2R R R A
NO, F15 Y & A 43 B, NFAE EKC k. 58 1-A
F1-B U B Z A AR 5 AR5 4301 R 18400 JTAN
20468 I, Ab 76T FE I T 2003 4F-Fil 2004 4F (8] -1
AN YJGDP 7K FEAR S 280 i fE U R & A
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Table 2 Simulation result of SO, average concentration and explanatory variables by fixed effects model and random effects model

Jiei C InGDP (InGDP)? (InGDP)? InD InR InU Time Trend R? F-test/\ ST 2K
BE . -0.359 0.7941 ***  -0.03990 *** 0.0054 e
N 7 1-A 0.7143 )
BN L ( -0.2436) (2.6693) (-2.6159) (0.7316) 22.1105
B ~1.2996 0.7483 ** -0.0382%" -0.0003 0.1860 ** 0.1302*** -0.0013
A 1-B 0.7164 21.9975***
B ( -0.86110) (2.4755) ( =2.4780) (-0.0122) (2.4546) (2.8169) (-0.1719)
7.4748 -1.6512 0.2125 -0.0086 0.0045
W 2-A 0.7144 .
B (0.7333)  (-0.5222)  (0.6532)  (-0.7767) (0.6045) 22.0167
" 3.8989 ~0.8711 0.1291 -0.0057 ~0.0002 0.1819 ** 0.1300 *** -0.0019 s
%] 2-B 0.7165 }
BRE (0.3810) ( -0.2750) (0.3959) (-0.5136)  ( -0.0077) (2.3865) (2.8129) ( -0.2450) 219004
REDL . -0.6972 0. 8409 *** -0.0410 *** 0.0020 y
i i) 1-A 0.0053 ) 1.9177
BN & (-0.4817) (2.8792) ( -2.7566) (0.3254) 4.1697
XN -1.7019 0.7942 *** ~0.0422 "+ 0.0129 0.2199 *** 0.1556*** 0.0017 N
%1 1-B 0.0182 7.2424 *** 9.4240
B ( -1.1680) (2.6846) ( -2.8074) (0.6599) (3.1378) (4.4876) (0.2780)
) 9.8923 ~2.4594 0.2994 -0.0116 0.0011
LI DA 0.0058 ) 3.1118
L (0.9820) ( -0.7882) (0.9333) (-1.0623) (0.1824) 3.4100
" 4.24598 ~1.0553 0.1487 -0.0065 0.0128 0.2159 *** 0.1547 *** 0.0012
B 2-B 0.0184 : 10.2549
B (0.4201) ( -0.3378) (0.4627) ( -0.5947) (0.6528) (3.0662) (4.4560) (0.1943) 6.2558
AR5 NI EER R ¢ KRR, ™ SRR TE 1% K B3, ™ RIRTE 5% /K B3, * RIRTE 10% KF- 2, R 1A
#3 NO,EHMRESHXBETENEENMEB MBS MERINEGER
Table 3 Simulation result of NO, average concentration and explanatory variables by fixed effects model and random effects model
e} C InGDP (1nGDP)2 (lnGDP)3 InD InR InU Time Trend R? F-test/\ SEH A I
BE . 6.7891 *** ~0.6900***  0.0351 *** ~0.0115 ***
N AR 1-A 0. 6677 17.7499 ***
BN (7.6606) (-3.8637) (3.8371) (-2.6135)
& 71 " . ok —0. ok . ok ok —~0.000 ) ok ) Ho ok _0. ok ok )
A gom g O 1504 0.7111 0.0358 9 0.1129 0.0891 0.0162 0.6701 17, 6671 **
(6.7888) (-3.9192) (3.8678) (-0.0723) (2.4809) (3.2121) ( =3.4492)
e ~7.3930 3.7364 ** ~0.4218*" 0.0156 ** -0.0099 ** e
DA 0. 6685 17.7365 ***
B ( —1.2095) (1.9707) (-2.1623) (2.3450) ( =2.2279)
" -9.9271 4.2972 % —0.4817*"  0.01768 *** -0.0012 0.1257 *** 0.0896 *** ~0.0144 ***
% 2-B 0.6712 17.6737
B (-1.6187) (2.2638) ( -2.4643) (2.6505) (-0.0951) (2.7506) (3.2350) ( =3.0301)
BEML . 6.2641 *** —0.6474%"*  0.0367 *** ~0.021695 ***
- I 1-A 0.0252 20.2212 %" 18.7888 ***
BN B (7.2631) (-3.7185) (4.1379) ( -6.12251)
A 5.152095***  —0.589843 *** 0.030367 *** 0.014053 0.096138 **  0.168614 """ —0.022196 ***
T 1B 0.0628 26.1330“**  21.4456 ***
~ (5.987998)  ( -3.365953)  (3.413592) (1.251130)  (2.389711)  (9.056534)  ( —6.448220)
" ~2.453086 2. 066408 -0.243049 0.009545 -0.021164 ***
B 2-A 0.0262 } }
B (-0.40799)  (1.10989)  ( —1.27028)  (1.46347) ( -5.951423) 157630 28.9078
" -6.851004  3.140106"° —0.354409°  0.013132" 0.014550 0.103346 **  0.170699 ***  —0.021265 *** v
7 2B 0.0644 23.0294 ***  26.6313***
LS (-1.139848)  (1.691041) ( —1.856377) (2.017571)  (1.297173)  (2.562902)  (9.172705) ( —6.133515) o
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M. N =KL UG F AL 2-A 1 2-B A3
GDP it 1 5% iy VA, 5 N AVRRE A
¥4 EKC M2k, MTO i AL bR, N 2 2855 — AT
JEARFRZM B B9 A2 GDP Ay 2510 JEHI 2624 €,
55 AN AR BR A R 26909 TG AT 29525 JT. A N

2544 70, H L, 55— TS B S PR i S, X T RE
53X 10 AEB0E TC B HERR LA 45— TV 9 A
PR 25 58 AN TS AR bR S R NP E 19 U iR
TRASAHZEA T, L, FRATTT LAk 10 4R ()39 25
SHNO, T Y U BRI RRAE , IR B ATh B %5 31
4T & R E YN, RIF7E EKC K&,

HAbfp s i | 5 So, MM, A% 5 No,
WA W E ARG R, 55 7 b 45 1 i il IX. T AR
Y15 NO,fE7E R E M IEA COC R, itk RECE |4
T ZE R NO, 5 G B R TR SRR R Ak
0. 11 ~0. 13, FE R IX AR By 3PE R A2 0 0. 09.

UL 25 853 7 vl LB, #F 2004 4% Z 01,
NO, 75 YL 4 IR B fa 2004 4E 2 )5, NO, 75 YLt %5
BT TE & RN, A DFSEUE I, A L & Gk
KOG T XFhA e, RIIAEE T & bl 28 5 & R 7
W I S T Ak ) BT R B3 R 2 Y i A
A B 28 U 1 K 30 1 2 v 000 4 I T RE 1Y) 34 o 4%
(ZECE,2005) . HARFIAHESE o, v LS T
NO, 1475 YA I3 RN [ 1475 Y 3 B it R o B 25
S NO, HER [ EI VI R KRR
PIBRRBHE = i A5 T BB e, 1T 38 T 25 <0 NO, 1 32
TERUF R IR R ARHE R (1F 0 45,2012 ) . Bl T
B BE = 3k 7 i 7 5k, ML 8 42 250 T
i, A ol s (BRI, 2008 ) , 3% FEAA IR A
B RARE Y KR AE 2004 4F 5 8 1, 2004 4F 3
2003 4E KRN 11.9% | i 2005 45 T 14 i1 5
39.2% , WG — EHAERFE R K. AT LLE 2, 4Rk
T NO, 5 YLk Y5 2RI B, AR 3R E X IR T NO, 15
YL 3R B R il O A B X AR AR FE IR AR
B A B 5 G U4 7 07 BE 1 NO, 15 G () 95
FIHAME R E S XERFET NO, T3 YR I b 25 9%
AR T %2 8 1 Ak, BB B ATy A 7 i EIR A4S
AT ) NO, - BIER T, T4 E] NO, kB If:
B 2 MR, 2010 4R A BT BT, X 5 MEA
GEARST. TEE TR R T, AR R TR
ALY TS G HE R B b ORI T 25 S NO,
15 Y P A5 RS B O A .

3.2.3 PM,, Bmias < PM, W LA 45 0 L R
4, YRS AN = U 2 B ARLA 1 I R AR AR B
il N5 A GDP A 4R E AR 1-A
FEAY 1-B v, A3 GDP #4938 53 T 1% M 5 1R 56
55 NO, (A, 250 PM WREEAE 10 4F R 2 U
R RS WA TR g T A5 Ak A X 1 9 A3 GDP
I3k 49122 JCHN 49288 JT, KB4 FEA A T 8¢
AN, N =R TR EE R F B 2-B i A
GDP it T 10% 19 2 3 ek, 52 N Rl 2. A TH
SUBPRE BB TS A AR X 1 9 A 34 GDP 2y 307
IG, A SRR B S 5 A T A A A X R N 3
GDP 2} 47995 JT, 5 IR M & 40 & 45 RAH AT
I3 10 AR ] IR 2SS PM 15 54 2 U AU
AL REH RTFAE EKC i<k, HAbf R b, A0
WA S5 5 PM,, e B A 3 A ¢
KA. HRUIX RS PM, ¢ 7778 k35 A9 1EAH 6 56
F T WL, WA R AL 0. 08, X B
ST A X T AR I 1% , 2351 PM, 1975 YLk
FEFHE 0. 08% .

IR T B B 2 A &, KFR o R 38 53 A
16 U REh R i 22000, o SRR A0 86. 40% , [ I, 10
R[] R TR E ST B PM, V5 G Rl 22 0 R
JRE T S PO AR a3 X 5 PM R B R TR R
B —E WA A I BRE A 320 4, b AR
[ 13. 60% , X BERE 55 A, KB 70 # J2& 2005
AP 22 I W3R B 5 T IR T B A A R, RS
FEAR T T 1) R R I Tl 0 A R 0, i e K =
1 BR =R Ol R AR BB A KB, DN PM,, 5 G4 1)
FAS - Sl S A G AV R CEAY) | I S S 07
M, 3% 5 PM,, B975 el IR A 06, F o R B (R TR 4%,
2003 ; 438 WI 55, 2010 ), B Vb 2 KA 5 0 A1, 3k Tl
PM , R ZOR IR TE B4 A% LAk, K
TRUSRE T A DR gk AS ATk e b s f it T A 5, BL
B AT S B L E A 2R X SRR A R T PM T G
() LR A A 2005 4722 J5 8 1 AR S v v 3ok i 7
B 5 /K558 v B 3k Tl S B P V5 G il T B 4 1)
TR A R B R ) 2s A P U 4 7 Y IR B
WECAEES BR3P g R AR Rk, B
By BT E T 25 A P, TS e, UL R AR T Ak &
JE K-35 v 1) b X AT 2 N EE ) S 8, AN AE EKC
2. 10 4E ], FE Ik 25 S iy PM,,— EL LR
EEEIG YY), 2010 FA5A 10% BT PM,, 43
W RE B AR, ORI 75 e AT DI AR R .
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Table 4 Simulation result of PM,, average concentration and explanatory variables by fixed effects model and random effects model

R [ InGDP (InGDP)? (InGDP)? InD InR InU Time Trend R? F-test/\ S R
BE . 1416114  —1.770589 *** 0.081956 *** -0.030928 *** v
- H1-A .8001 29.0426 ***
B L (17.54993)  ( —11.04265)  (10.14677) ( -8.941969) ?
LY pom g 13-44341 % _1.691871 % 0.078288 *** 0.001142 -0.005926  0.080883 ***  —0.036117 *** 8009 08,7148 ***
- (16.12450)  ( -10.29437)  (9.500153 (0.122384)  ( -0.162626)  (3.396514)  ( —9.55995) ’ :
" -0.703868 2.798433 -0.382962**  0.015659 *** -0.029679 ***
I 2-A . 8009 . ok
B (-0.125486)  (1.63298)  ( -2.20346)  (2.67789) ( -8.518749) 29.0544
Wi 2.8 -1.672117 2.948663*  -0.394276 " 0.015926 *** 0. 000520 0.002991 0.081277 ***  —0.034842 *** %017 28,7326 ***
- (-0.297183)  (1.718098) ( -2.263804)  (2.716338)  (0.055827)  (0.081898)  (3.419279) ( -9.168530) ’ ’
7] R 13.59205 ***  —1.697395***  0.080566 *** -0.037228 *** . es
o A 1-A .3501 L7454 %%% 21,0228 ***
RN L (17.18010)  ( —10.78440)  (10.20335) ( -12.72713) 353.745 0228
AR 12.64963 ***  —1.626982"** 0.075434 *** 0.009084 0.062920**  0.109840 ***  —0.039117 *** . es
N 1-B 0.3593 183.5981 *** 41,1504 ***
L (15.87479)  ( —10.18681)  (9.430934) (1.05071) (1.893441)  (6.655814)  ( —13.58006) 83.598 50
” 2.503897 1.706054 -0.265480  0.011654**  —0.036611 "** R
‘ﬂ 2‘A . 1 . ok ) EEES
B (0.45202) (1.00945)  ( —1.55008)  (2.02268)  ( -12.46855) 315 266.8404 25.3337
) -0.715118 2.467635 -0.341048*  0.014029 ** 0. 009009 0.069369**  0.111906***  —0.038414 *** .
% 2-B 0.3613 158.6648 *** 43,4947 ***
L (-0.128894)  (1.460532) ( —1.991343)  (2.434526)  (1.043688)  (2.083327)  (6.776420) ( —13.28416)
£S5 FAETREHSHAMBETENEESMERMBEIYMERBEER
Table 5 Simulation result of comprehensive index and explanatory variables by fixed effects model and random effects model
T c InGDP (InGDP)? (InGDP)? InD InR InU Time Trend R? F-test/\ SR
BE . 5.250070 ***  —0.825424*** (.038047 *** -0.023852***
N A 1-A 0.7911 33.4792 "
BN s (7.49169) ( -5.84535)  (5.255706) ( -6.83926)
=3 |J * koK _ * 5k % ® %k x _ * sk ok * sk ok _ * %k x
A pom g 4544186 0.845368 0.038661 0.003067  0.122232 0. 099695 0.029150 0.7941 33, 5855 ***
(6.370655)  ( -5.917450)  (5.302546) ( -0.308100)  (3.412839)  (4.564367) ( —7.876529)
Wi o —8-0120297  3.313882° -0.389255 0.014587 *** -0.022361 *** 7919 33,4775+
(-1.658583)  (2.21151)  ( -2.52483)  (2.774667) ( -6.34676)
) -10.73868 **  3.915555"**  —0.453264 """ 0.016804 *** -0.003343  0.134338***  0.100167 ***  —0.027405 ***
iR 2-B 0.7951 33.6365
(-2.225783)  (2.621978) ( -2.947679)  (3.202687) ( -0.336532)  (3.738243)  (4.595939) ( —7.341730)
BERL . 4.920028 ***  —0.783300 "** 0.037345 *** -0.027769 *** .
" i 1-A .2022 198.5038 ***  11.0025 **
BN t (7.11922)  ( =5.62050)  (5.250986) ( =9.06313)
LY ; 4.110900 -0.797914 0.035998 0.003707 0.147419 0. 120005 -0.029670 _
A 1-B 2221 ) )
L (5.928008) ( -5.677687) (5.033981)  (0.394652)  (4.371876)  (6.952467)  ( —9.703002) 111.4920 17.7033
. -6.001684 2.621612*  -0.313914""  0.011990**  —0.026807 *** . es
T 2-A .2040 150.4401 ***  15.6978 ***
B (-1.253228)  (1.76659)  ( -2.05729)  (2.30452)  ( -8.68319)
" _9. S - o _— 0. 003895 _ _ e _ N
pom g 9952225 3.576555 0.415625 0.015422 0.157193 0.121935 0.028411 0.2250 97 1542 20,6201+
(-2.082375)  (2.420546) ( -2.733947)  (2.97406) (0.415481)  ()4.648870  (7.071440)  ( —9.219856)
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3.2.4 BAZAFTEEHR TREGETERBHLG
B R HTI 3 TG G s G R B FE AR A L.
S SN U 2 A = W th £k g LA 2 T
[P S SR R AR IR B 3 (e 4 ) . AERAY 1-A FIfRAEY 1-B
A3 GDP S5 5t T 1% i 8 5K 258 15 Y
BACTE 10 4R 2 U AL 3 PSR RY 1Y TO A Ak bk
NI A4 GDP 4351 A 51402 JCAI 55999 JT. M=
MR BRI 2-A 1 2-B 1, A4 GDP #5@at T
5% B E ARG, B N R £ (BN T S AR AR
B — TS A BR AT A GDP 1200 st A4, /T
FEACHR A3 GDP [R5/ IME, ToSE bR X 55 AT
STARARXT N A N34 GDP 4351 R 46049 JT I 47656
IG, 5 R AR RS SR AT MR 2 SRR, kT
SRLERTT YRS PM, (075 Yl & 25 R e 30T
BRBA BT Y st I A KR g, 3k B2t A 10
AE[R) BB bR N T BTG A PV,
SN LR T Y Hhn JH: A B AR 1 S 5 —
b 45 R R T A A X TR, B AL T 1% 1Y
K. 55 S50 5 256 15 Y AR A R 2 I IE A
KHZR HER BN 0. 12 ~0. 13, F2 0 7=l &5 44 %ot
W A S YR A L 5 ki Tolk Ry
2R A HECAE B D W A R s e E Ok
A R DX T AR 5 25 575 Y A8 B I A O,
RIS 0,10, RIS 5K X 2 A5 Y N E A
BERVER.
3.3 HEMERT®
RIS AT A A AT R, A T E N O T IR

W25 Pk B 5 2 08 kR AH S HEF 92 I 2538
o FE PR ES 4> EKC WF5T (81 B 75 5, 2005 5 %2 41
45,2009 ; H [ ~£45,2010; #8155 ,2003 ) BEHR 5 bR

G R R, B AT R B SCER IR £, B
e oe B ] B R 58 5 IR BT 25 5 IRk, RO
SREEIE HEAT X L. X &5 R B, SO, . NO,/NO,
(TR SCHRNE T NO, MR ) (£ G T5 e da B 2 e
PR GARSCAART K PM,, (BT 4518 — & 22
Sl N SO, M EETR  BRANSCHRAN (B P8 4 ,2011)
THEBAF SCHR (AL 25 2008 5 47 1 A= 25 2008 5 5K &
45,2007 ) 192|225 S5 A SCH ], B Br 2 &
IRENB A, SO, e B Bt 2 22 3% & S A I b g [ A
NO,/NO WREF A 2 > CHkAS 2 B0 25 4L 2 5]
U A (i 45 2008 ; 224147 ,2008 ) , Horpr, il 25
B ISR 58 (224047, 2008 ) , HA 48 R
IRB TP A, HA S o 3 T A A T Y B,
XA 5 A A HAT ; PM,, HoA SCilk B 2518 5 A
SCHTE], B NO,/NO, 199k B AR TR R A3 GDP /34
T B N PM MR EE, A 1 AN SCHk (24
F7,2008 ) SARSCEE AT, PM,, e BEAT5 A0 7E T = By
B S (2011) XFILAR A PM,, 5T v,
FHEONE N B AR E BB T 8, HAh kT
PM, A 7E EFHB B, 5 A SCES IR ARAT ; X F HAth 2
A PM &b 7E T [ b B4 1 SOk & B0, WF 5 Asf B i 7
1990—2003 4F (7K &k 55,2007 ) , BUE A B T 255
J R AT (AL I545 2008 , T A SCH AR 7E U B
fil A I R R A0 2 2005 4E 2 I (AT R SR AR
P TT, L, 53X 2 ASSCHk- S5 AR SCI S5 I A 7 5.
IEAh X2 RERGT5 P8 BT S i 4518 5 A S
FHAF. 3L 43 B 1T LAAS A G 3R I I i 25 A< i
B3 KRR EKC SEUERFST R Sk o, HS AR 251
SR SCHEAMSRT , ENIE T ASCHFFT 45 R 0 n] Sk,

F6 TMistR. BT KM EMEIL 5EXCERE AT RR

Table 6 Comparison of evaluation item, range, time and results between this paper and other relevant literatures

"
st SRR T il o NOZ/NZ'TM H:PM,O e L

S0, .NO ¥k ANIIGDP 4x[H 46 MR 1994—2005 4F 5l U U / / i 45,2008
80,.NO, .PM & A¥JGDP IR 17 MK 1995—2008 4 N A N {8 N 5 / WS 2011
S0,.NO, .PM ¥ A¥JGDP IR 17 AT 1995—2005 4F TGk R UM N A / ZE4T 41,2008
S0,.NO, .PM ¥k AIGDP A 46 T 1990—2003 4F TFREE%E TS FREE / 55,2007
S0, NO, \PM it & A¥IGDP N 1995—2007 4 FEEEH LTHERN  FrREH / F 2008
FREGAE TR A¥jGDP FHEH 1996—2008 4 / / / N A 2R AR 2011

HAEEATAE U B, AR5 Ry KA
AT AL L. 2001—2010 4F, 3% 11125 < SO, #k
FEMBLT Piad, W U B, 47 5 8K GDP

4 £5i8(Conclusions)

1) F [ k7 25 B 5 22 P A i 22 ) YOG AR
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X ER B8 o () R ) {8 U ARl 2R 00 3 a5 R 28180
TG, A TRV 25 B8N %8 B 58 7l 35 4 R i IX.
AR S2 I, 453054 12129 T6. M A GDP 5 S0, 1)
WAL RE P55 2006 44 F T A GDP #y
SEETA,, R T — 7 AR FRE T SO,
HYE LA RMA LB T 85 A T HEE 40 &k
JRE TG Yk 32 1 B BE. X 5 3R [ S Y SO, 15 YU
HeR AT 5C ,2006 AT 42 3% [ X SO, HE R St 1 s it
P, 32 F s Tl A 13 it 55 — 2R 81 $ it ik
TTHEH],2010 4742 SO, HERCELHE 2005 4F TR T 2y
14.3% A7 3 gl 75 Ye ik R RE T IR A R
SO, V5 B R , 245 D B Y LA i A

2)XFF NO, \PM & FE FNZEG 15 Y38 50, AT
TEME] U B 2R, IF 5T 22 91 ,2001—2010 4F | 3X BT i5
P 5L R R U RSER, BB AT
Yk SN S, X 575 Y9 B R IR A BT R
BURA HAE R AR, 21 v, i T IR B AR Pl R ik
Z BN, KR T 25 A5 Y 7R BEALR BT AN [R] F2
JE 36 B it 45 NO,  PM,, ¥5 YL 3f K . {5
2004 4EZ )5, NO, 75 Y4 A I BE A ki i 2 0 R R
TN ;2005 45 LAJG , 2 0 W T B4 K 7R 3 Tl i 2 J)
LT PM V5 N s R 3. X 2 i T X I
TSP FZERVE IR E RSN B S,
AR TR EII T A 5k LB 4R i R
Hehn, B By BeIi i NO,  PM,, 75 Gt 2 BN i
PP ORI A B it IF B A B X R AR .
U, ZEMARAS b o038 T 2 S s, A 5 S ANk
ST NO, FI PM, 75 YL (36 B T )%

3) WA L S5 A e S Rk s R RS
YLy P 5 0 2 0 IE AR DG OG5 Tl 254 L )
ARG, 2B IR 2 S SO, (NO YR FEE FIZE 515
Y B TR, H S S0, NO, LR 5 YL R B sk
B2 0.22.0.12 F10. 13, 5 T2 X 1 R
Xof 5 YLy B RS A R EE . Tk 35 Y HE R 23 <
Y5 e 32 B IR, 2010 4F 4 [ Tl 5 HE i
43505 SO, Al NO, HERE = /Y 85. 3% F179. 1%.
W BEARR Tl ¥ e 2 ol 38 25 AR JTT i e o A ALY B
it , B 2544 | 8 5 % RARBEAE | BE IR A /)N
(A EF =ll R 28 S5 G ) s B AT e 2 AR (Bl
2 BB A R Y 3k R T e i B R AR 1
P AN R X Y SR s R ARk T s AT YRR B
(A5 Yty B 20 /N IR, I AN SRR A - k3
FRIE 2. UL, A 2 7 285 46 Y R 3 g T

FRUHE , 42 5 Tl V5 YL R 3R B0 B, Tk Tl 3R
PRI RGBSl ol FH 375 335 A T8 55 A 2 D I Tl
205 Y AR AT it

4) I i e B X AR Sk s R RIS )
W B S AEAH DG OC ZR . 3T A A X T AR S T s Ak
SO, NO, .PM,, \Zi5 15 Yedia B4 st R 800 3 20
0.16.0.09.0.08 F10. 10. A SR 2 1l IX 1 LA 1k 2
o/ N b g5 B H S R B 200
DX TET AR P B IR 2 3 T 4k i =2 i ke 1 Bk T
U I I 2y LA R4 R RUR 2R A HE T )
B R 0 U5 A8 USRI R A R A 3 TS Y HE i 4
i R R T 2 AT R T R AN RS L R ST
Pk L YR R ) P RS M A 1 s, B R F
IR AR AR AE 1215 RE S 2K A2 X Fh ik, 75 I3k 7l Ak
AR B AINTPE 23 ok BE IR 1Y) B 5Kk A BE AL R
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