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Study of Environmental Kuznets Curve Based on Pollutants from Daily Living

YUAN Jia— jun, ZENG Wu- yi
(Dept. of Planning Statistics, Xiamen Univesity, Xianmen 361005, China)

Abstract: The Envionmental Kuznets Curve is a classic hypothesis in environmental economics, which investigates the relationship be-
tween economic growth and industrial pollution mainly. This paper tests the Envionmental Kuznets Cutve models based on pollutaris from daily
living by use of Chinese panel data set of yealy observations covering 30 provinces and the time period 1998— 2007. The resulis show that there
is no long tetm balanced relation between sulfur dioxid¢ dust emissions from daily living and per capita GDP; an inverted— U- shaped relatiorr
ship between waste water emissions from daily living and per capita GDP which is the upload sage of the EKC. At the same time, it has been
found that both an mverted— U- shaped relationship and a N—- shaped relatbnship exist between COD emissions of waster water form daily liv-
ing and per capita GDP.
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