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The Influence of Economic Growth to Environmental
Pollution and Regional Heterogeneity
———— Evidence from Provincial Dynamic Panel Data Model

WANG Fei—cheng, GUO Qi-you
School of Economics, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005, China
Abstract: This paper empirically investigates the influence of economic growth to environmental pollution and regional hetero—
geneity. We also discuss the influence of other factors to environmental pollution, including abatement investment, technology, popula—
tion, saving rate, industrial structure and trade openness. Empirical results suggest that the effect of economic growth to environmental
pollution copes with the Environmental Kuznets Curve from the perspective of the whole nation, laying on the right downward part of
the inverted—U curve. From regional perspective, there also exists inverted—U shaped curve in the eastern and middle regions while in

the western region the relationship appears to be N shaped. Meanwhile, the influence of other factors displays distinct characteristics.
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