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Abstract

Green development has become an important path to promote high-quality development. The pa-
per constructs an indicator system of green development level in the Bohai Rim region from three
dimensions of green economy, green environment and policy, and analyzes the spatiotemporal
evolution characteristics of green development level and the influence mechanism of technologi-
cal innovation on green development in the Bohai Rim region from 2010 to 2018. The results show
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that: 1) The level of green development in the Bohai Rim Region is low but shows an upward trend.
The level of green economy quality is the highest, followed by the green environment bearing, and
the green policy support score is the lowest. 2) The spatial difference in green development levels
in the Bohai Rim Region is significant, and the cities with low green development levels are dis-
tributed in contiguous areas. 3) Technological innovation, the level of opening and industrial
structure have all significantly improved the level of regional green development.
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Table 1. Evaluation index system of green development level
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Figure 1. Green development level in Bohai Rim region
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Figure 2. Green development level of each region
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Table 2. Spatial distribution of urban green development level
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Table 4. Regression results
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Table 5. Robustness test results
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