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Abstract

The contradiction between global eco-environmental problems and human economic and social
development has become increasingly prominent. Mankind has not restrained the development of
consumptive resources, and he has not hesitated to develop the economy at the cost of environ-
mental pollution. This has seriously threatened the sustainable development of human economy
and society. In recent years, with the appearance of various environmental problems, people’s en-
vironmental protection awareness has been gradually strengthened. During the transition of Chi-
na’s trade pattern, environmental regulation not only brought new opportunities to China’s export
trade, but also brought huge challenges. This article mainly studies the impact of regulation on
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China’s export trade, and puts forward targeted policy recommendations for the development of
China’s export trade.
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1. By

B 20 #A LR, ARAE @R LA IS RO RN R AT, AL T & IR 7,
WXL A ety R ™ HL U, BRSBTS N RATrAL 2 R 2 [ i H . FE A S,
XHANA 5 G, AEGZR RN AR AT Y AR R I3A T BEIRARY, (B Tr A LA T, R EFA ST
AR 2™ H, MBS LR DB AR SR B . BT AN A R e B R R T A, R AR B
FERE [H PR ¥ 2 ke . AT “ AU R AR R R AR e (o SR A R R et X, IR HL, 3%
SRR (2 2 [ B 52 Sy 17 il R i FE RE i B HEIBOZ e AR N RAE REARHEC s A B LR, v B 5 %
IR 1) Tk HETBCHRs Fi e [ A e 2R A, BRATTASRENS LUHE IR 9 A R SR

2. BRSIMARSEE
2.1. EIMARIIK S

[l 40 S ORI 5 ] T RS ) 5 804 72 ) R B . Barbera et al. (1990) W\ A s s B, —
T, AT TS G E S BRI, S — 5, AMRTUE, A=K SR T 3& BB R ]
2SRRI A, X R N 45 N 2R 5 = B L2+ 23 [1]. Chen et al. (2013) ) S &5
RIS ML B 2 (R IEASE R &R, X6 H D5 S 18 R+ 0B FI[2]. LiB etal. (2016)
FIRIF 7T 25 B B, BN TR IR K 25 i Al X B AR A BIF N, AT B S T A 7= 2R A
FE i E bR sE S 77, Rk O 8 5 B3E i [3]

2.2. EIN#RIR S 4R

JEii B5e 7€ (2009) [l 6 3 [ 24 55 ML % HH 11 57 5 &5 04 R s i 14T T B8 (00037 48 F e 5 SEUE 4 i, (6
1997 4:~2013 4E IS (8] F7 51 4l Al 2004 5~2011 S HARCEE , THE 45 R WIE BT 5 AR AT 1Y
HFEERT, HHBERPH 220, sets T E 1R 5 g 2 E 4], X1 (2009) 4
HH T it B R S R0 BT X P S50 BRI 2R, G SR b s i I 1 BT SR A, AR X A
TR KIS REII[5] . AR (2013)7E SIZHIE R I3 [ SR S5 ) 5 HE 152 5 ) () [m A RO TR /Y, 3K
st Ut B R SER)  0T 18R B P AR SR TR, TR AR AE IR MRS, O IR P RS 55, T ELAE 4
REEF IS AR P2l = AN AR B S0 5 15 HE PR BRI ] AR B i 1 e AR AL L AN AR, (R I
U T VR G A, BT AR I 4K 42 57 3 5 D0 s TR PR BSR4 R [6]. T ER(2017)7EHR IR 5 THI A
IRERRAS . BARGNHT 5 72 b G5 A6 SRR PR B R A2 an e 52 0t 11 52 ML Rk AT o0 A, HL ST 7 e
AR, R —MUAER BRI R B AR AR R AR &, A — MR GIN T AR A=, R

Tk
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RELE

{5 G TUAT M R AR ) 0 2 B 2 7 A Y R AR T H V5 5 AR TR A RE M [ 7] . AL, 5278 (2014)3E 34
BB E R AR R, JETS Qe AR AT Lt DS B AU R A &, IR BN 1L/ 18R 5 30
FAAERZUAI R E, BTSSR YIRS A ST 2 N3RS T BEAC L3R IR0 3 DL S BRI S  189 Jon Hh
HE 580, JF HREW R — SRRk B  HEe s, XMWk H 518 K[8].

3. XS FESEREM
3.1 HXBESFE

1) FREEHLH

TR ALY, IS5 Y BT SN RE, FRBERE af DR A BUR N R IR 5T . Ses RS
PS585BS B DR B (A B, 2B 7T e AR A P i AR P AT R, AU AR I B
HBEAT AT, LSRR PRAE A P AR v 7 A B BRS5E5 Je (1 00 v 1o i, (IR B AR 4 15 22 5 R TR D R e

E A28 XTI 10 7 BAAFE RV 2 57, BRI V2o B IR B oy i, TR AR
855955 PO (Y5 V6 2= 1 1 DY S s el ek s S 27 7 4 | B a1 1 o S = D e =ikt P
A (2 TE T AN LAl P IR S 4 =, A - 8BRS . 5P B A S JE
ERXHH] s AN, AEIE R 32 B8 I AT T IR 1 R IR T IR SR B S5 X iR 5 e
WBERAT R HAT LR, S T BAE G EAZTERCR I RHE,  F HASCIIBIE 78 26 B BURE R IR 5%
ISR, R4 — ) ZR AR 5 00 1) R0 20 5 SRl B A B Rt o e I SR B ) AN T N ARSI R 2 v

2) IR

15 5 RN BR 5, AR PR TR AR B A 7= (0 i i B R AR D 7 A A [ AT b, AT R
7 SCHIR AR Gy AR Ay AN TR A 1, ARSC AR T I H 1 BR 5 A R R T R A HE 1 BR S

Table 1. Classification of foreign trade structure

1 IR BLE DK

PN
H15R 5y e i £ B 57 Ty X Ik
XIAN 5 T7 G5 —EH . LSS, Ftb
XHAN S TR S FEALE SR 5y PR ER 5
SN2 5 XIS 1 HREBIX I K PN DX IS A

3.2. Bt EM

1) ¥5 YLkt Xk il

T GLBEAE P U A B AR FEAEE T H-O FR(RDFF e 8fUR - HARER), R EANSRZ: 25
B 52 55 11 B S AE [ P SEAT IS S B AN [R], SRSSARUER AR e 22 5, 0 - A0 e S AT SR A B L 1 o i
SRR SR E ZOR U, B RAIRMC, BIFEA S B B, 1% T AL 7E [ 4 S AT B A Be b
AERE ZR UL, BRI e i o BT AR IR B3R SR I [ SO HE 52 5 R B IR e s, Xz
T BT A H A A o R A S AR, LR MR AL P, K DL ) 2 AR IR B AR vt
[ TS G R AL TR AR Hh

2) BRI

COHRRBUL” i AT M ISR e a5 R A AT B R AN ET, AT ALY S, S 54
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Hmsh, BN, A B A N AR A 7y, G NA SRR T, 7 A
Hpse g LB, TR PRSI R A, SCBUE A “BRpE” AR st 7 —4
EOBTE AL CIABTIA 7 A, MAEIRATREOINE AL AT XA R I IE AR, AR EIT
BUHTFI BT .

4. BEFEMFSLORSHIK

4.1, BEFHEAFDR
AR PIRIRAP WU LB P 505 ST R S Ay T AT AR $34 -
1) RS LI

— [E AL IR RH LA S NI R A G2 OB H o] DAYE — e RE S b S 7 12 [ PRI R 55
% 2 3FRIHE 2001 4E~2015 FEIAEH A FE .

Table 2. Total number of environmental protection institutions in China from 2001 to 2015

5% 2.2001~2015 EHEIMRIEEE

Fr RGHUEL o 4 TSN KL FHIT T4
2001 11090 2229 2567 246
2002 11798 2356 2693 269
2003 11654 2305 2795 263
2004 11555 2289 2800 266
2005 11528 2289 2854 273
2006 11321 2322 2803 260
2007 11932 2399 2954 243
2008 12215 2492 3037 244
2009 12700 2535 3068 241
2010 12849 2587 3068 237
2011 13482 2703 3121 244
2012 13225 2742 2898 326
2013 14257 2754 2923 324
2014 14694 2775 2943 323
2015 14812 2810 3039 297

i BRI LAE B, S EER R R GEHLAETA 2001 (1) 11090 AN 0% 2015 4E 1) 14812 4>, IR
W5 KM 2001 £E [ 2229 AN HNF] 2015 £E M) 2810 4, FRAE LN A 2001 4E 1 2567 10 F) 2015 4
1) 3039 >, BHIFEE T A 2001 41K 246 AN ANF 2015 4E (1) 297 A>. SAKIRIE, FRAR IR SN A 3
o

2) EEORA R B

MFE 3 HET LA H, A 2000 - F 2016 4, RS JA B SR ALGAR B R ETHESA R . M 2000 A
[ 1010.3 12763 2016 1) 9219.8 1470, ¥4 1 8 i, i B EI7ETS Juin BE 7 TH % BT K FE R R K.
EZ, FHEE TP G K 0 [ P9 A2 = Sl FRIEIFE TS Jedh B 7 T I B & B e — Ak, s 4k e o .
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Table 3. China’s investment in environmental pollution control and the proportion of GDP in that year from 2001 to 2016
% 3.2001~2016 FHEIFEISRIATRIZ ST 2 GDP L)

FEhr MBS GeiR FR BTR (1) i 244 GDP E 451 (%)
2000 1010.3 1.01
2001 1166.7 1.05
2002 1456.5 1.20
2003 1750.1 1.27
2004 2057.5 1.27
2005 2565.2 1.37
2006 2779.5 1.27
2007 3668.8 1.36
2008 4938.0 1.55
2009 5258.4 151
2010 7612.2 1.84
2011 7114.0 1.45
2012 8253.5 1.53
2013 9037.2 1.52
2014 9575.5 1.49
2015 8806.4 1.28
2016 9219.8 1.24

42. REHORSIRK

AR EFMNH TR Gyt 1057 5 4546 B A0SR 5 77 SR AN 7 T 52 5 DR AT 1 I

1) 5 5 R

SCEFFI AR, A E XA R G RN I, YEEZE SR, RS BHIEE K. AR
L5, BIE DIE IR A OAS AN Z B AR IR b o I B 50 3 E 10 41571 5 BB O Ah i B0 &
HERE 2T R R AR RAT e wEARENSE, 2016 4 rh EgkH 15 51k 3] 243386.5 14\
R, HoHOwg 5 0% 5 851 56.8%, & E A S E(GDP)Y 32.7%. ki 1 52 %] 2008 1)
LU EHLREM, S5 ERIEE, AR EBUFE L — RPBOREHET R E, M H DR IR R
BOPUEE, ORGP REEE K . BARBIE A1 T 3R 4 FR:

Table 4. China’s import and export trade volume from 2000 to 2016
Fz 4.2000~2016 FFHEFHL OEZE

A 2t FUR AR 7T) i FUEAR(1270) SEARPSEI((n) ZH(1TT)
2000 39273.2 20634.4 18638.8 1995.6
2001 42183.6 22024.4 20159.2 1865.2
2002 51378.2 26947.9 24430.3 2517.6
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Continued

2003 70483.5 36287.9 34195.6 2092.3

2004 95539.1 49103.3 46435.8 2667.5

2005 116921.8 62648.1 54273.7 8374.4

2006 140974.0 77597.2 63376.9 14220.3
2007 166863.7 93563.6 73300.1 20263.5
2008 179921.5 100394.9 79526.5 20868.4
2009 150648.1 82029.7 68618.4 13411.3
2010 201722.1 107022.8 94699.3 12323.5
2011 236402.0 123240.6 113161.4 10079.2
2012 244160.2 129359.3 114801.0 14558.3
2013 258168.9 137131.4 121037.5 16094.0
2014 264241.8 143883.8 120358.0 23525.7
2015 245502.9 141166.8 104336.1 36830.7
2016 243386.5 138419.3 104967.2 33452.1

B ERATLAE Y, O S i AR R, (ERIX IR RIS RIE 7 5 77 s se A @ o s e
R SR R RS A S BRI I B, W AT K MR mE— 2 B X LT LLLR A E R, ST RE
K IR 26 e R, TR AR 28 57 R R AR U 5 I B RIS A 47 F ] e 2 1 U o A2 1) A1
(UG

2) H R A

Xof AN SR SRR AW sk i[RI, R E X AR 5 At kA T R AR . PR A AR Y R A
B I A= S AN O o W7 SRR AR R s PR S A= o T R — R R
T e L= DR S A P R e HE TR 5 G SRR LK/, BT e Bt Y 1) A i — [
FIVGHRAA A P2 b E b A 15 A BRRLEAT 28 =7\ i R K m k. FE 2000~2016 4F i dh i 1
SERER IR 2 5 FR:

Table 5. Data of China’s commodity export structure from 2000 to 2016
= 5. 2000~2016 FF K [E /& fa th O EH9 %R

TR RIS RIS EVAL oMbty VA ol st VAR

Fhr

(fe%75) (fe%75) i 5 il EE L (%) (fe%75) HEY R P E
2000 2492.0 254.6 10.2 2237.4 89.8
2001 2661.0 263.4 9.9 2397.6 90.1
2002 3256.0 285.4 8.8 2970.6 91.2
2003 4382.3 348.1 7.9 4034.2 93.2
2004 5933.2 405.5 6.8 5527.7 93.6
2005 7619.5 490.4 6.4 7129.2 94.5
2006 9689.4 529.2 55 9160.2 94.9
2007 12177.8 615.1 51 11562.7 94.6
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Continued
2008 14306.9 779.6 54 13527.4 94.7
2009 12016.1 631.1 5.3 11384.8 94.8
2010 15777.5 816.9 5.2 14960.7 94.7
2011 18983.8 1005.5 53 17978.4 95.1
2012 20487.1 1005.6 4.9 19481.6 95.1
2013 22090.0 1072.7 4.9 21017.4 95.2
2014 23422.9 1126.9 4.8 22296.0 95.4
2015 22734.7 1039.3 4.6 21695.6 95.0
2016 20976.3 1051.9 5.0 19924.4 95.5

A OB BE, FRERIZS P H O R E R RRER, H A 2000 4EfY 10.2%#k % 2016 41
5%. g Tl e 1 HE 1 L 248 4 32 Sy, 7R AT P9 L O Bt — ELAR LR 90% L L.

3) XAHMH 5

MBI T 5 5 () CRUER G, Ak I 2 AWK 2835, JUHGE 2001 3R E A WTO 2 )5,
HIATE R RE, NAE 2009 FHZ& 5 eyl dmm b Bbdm e . 5— &% oM, 1993 42 i
FotH DR T — M 5 5 B, 1993 41 7 ViR HE — M B2 5 It AR . 1995 4R Ji BLIE AR T —fi
S5 DHUBE, B 5 R A BRI, ELE 2009 SRR A TR /N, HE 2011 £
MR Gy BN T IRE R DR 507, B GRE), N5 5 iR Eh g ARk E2 R TR
0. ARk, BRI N5 5y 1 H OB T e

BTN T8 5 i COR IR E AR A P2 AR B b= W B e T, J80d K &R E A e # 1 A 7=
ARSI T, 4k O 5 G s . i EBRAE P IR R AR S AP AR SRV, DRI R PR
(2% 2 — LU AEFE | Y5 Y ELAR PR NE B (26 P2 R o 551 B Ar 3 B0 252 5 A9t CORRASE R L 28475 4 153 »
T HIN T2 57 5 3 D RUSEATS AE A, ORI L ] B A L B 58 B s Sk PV AR s A AT AN 25 /N B o

5. FMEAHIXSH O 8RS R MR SSIEST
51 TEMIEERKIR

ARSCEHL T 2000~2016 “EAAHKEAEAREA, B HARR AT DR S AI(EX), EEMFRAE
NI SR E (ER), IR —Fa b IR B A SO R B0 R IR R BB BT A eh T S i 52 3|
FARPIZR AR, A SCRR, ASCERE T AR ISR D5 5 B R AR, ol E N A
{E(GDP). BHE/KF(RD). PAKA i BB (FDI). Horp, XRHE KFIX — 4R b ) i 2 BT R A f) 080 2
R&D £ %5, ORI AT DAt — AN K TG, SR E R A br A4, W47 il 1) 58
S, WM O 5. XA EBOX — fabn A R i e A SEBR A AN B, A R B
WADGEIR &, WAR TR, @FEHARSER, HEIRRBRAE, 150 E w45
KRR, BTSRRI 5 5

5.2. HBHFREMRIE

N T ORISR 2k, e G L O (B 3, o S X Bl BEAT P AR AR
FEIL, FA 1% F Fisher-ADF Ao 32 (g 45 W4 6) 3 6 H T LAFE B, 78 5% 23 /K K, InEX|
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INER. InGDP. InRD. InFDI ¥R 810 30— 200 HeHbAT — By 2220 B B 2250 PP A HEAT PR ARG
B, KBUE BRI EE KT, FARRAE M ES I RP R TP, BT IR,

Table 6. Unit root test results
6. BAIRBIGLER

A ADF P R E-FiE
INEX —2.546005 0.1239 &
AINEX —2.457097 0.1443 %
AAINEX —4,146212 0.0087*** =
INER —2.087866 0.2512 o
AINER 0.192149 0.9602 4
AAINER -5.617611 0.0008*** 2
INGDP —3.538304 0.3331 %
AInGDP -1.876421 0.0845 %
AAINGDP —4,774008 0.0030%** iz
InRD ~1.465 0.7762 &
AINRD —0.833986 0.7796 &
AAINRD —5.339431 0.0010%** 2
InFDI —0.378103 0.8913 &
AlnFDI ~5.826152 0.0003*** 2
AAINFDI —4.354805 0.0060*** 2

H: RPAME—MZ5, AR ZES . **, 5 5RIHERE 1%. 5% IKTFTEE.

5.3. thEEHIE

BT AR IO IR, ORI R RN EB AR, AT P R 1 2

NI A AT AR, AR A KM OC R . A E Johansen K5 Tk AR B
INEX. INER. INGDP. InRD. INFDI 2 [a] & {5 A7 1E KR e Mt 56 & (& 7-10).

Table 7. Johansen test results of variables INEX and InER
5= 7. T2 InEX #0 InER £ Johansen #1445 R

R FFEAE LA 5[ I {8 Prob
Nonex** 0.776718 22.50965 12.32090 0.0007%**
At most 1 0.001324 0.019869 4.129906 0.9083

Table 8. Johansen test results of variables INEX and InFDI
52 8. IE InEX F0 InFDI B9 Johansen #1445 R

R4 EREORI LA 5[ I {8 Prob
Nonex** 0.447358 12.37082 12.32090 0.0490%**
At most 1 0.206797 3.475146 4.129906 0.0739%**
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Table 9. Johansen test results of variable INEX and variable INnGDP
52 9. IrE InEX FAZE 2 InGDP #Y Johansen &G 455

BT R FFAEAE BEHE 5% I {8 Prob
None*** 0.549853 14.84250 12.32090 0.0185***
At most 1 0.174131 2.869788 4.129906 0.1067

Table 10. Johansen test results of INEX variables and InRD variables
52 10. TE INEX ZEEF1 InRD BY Johansen #1545 R

BT A FFAEAE BETHE 5% I (KL Prob
None*** 0.533446 12.91371 12.32090 0.0397***
At most 1 0.093833 1.477982 4.129906 0.2626

E: R AR ED. ***, 2 RIRLE 1%, 5%HKT N EE.

T NN R” BT R P E/ANT 0.05, 1T “E2AFE—MMERR” RBBHT N
1 P AR T 0.05, WHELEAEENERRNIERE, WHEEZ MAEDELR. MURERE, L&
INEX 5 InER. InFDI. InGDP. InRD Z [AI¥J4F7EKIATR @ P0G 2R o DRG] DAZE LIty b 5%of Sy 7 ik
ATIENE, T ] JE 2 SR A R

5.4. EFLER

nEE 11, BAGERIUEEL R 98%, I Hilid F kv . MEIHEIRATLAE H, PREEHSI R K R
HOYIE, B HIPAEEREx Be [ R BB et B, RERMERAR KR, XRHT, BRI
SERUEIE I 1T R R B RS AN P A, (HAR R 1) AT BRI Pl T EOR BT &
HERA R AP, A HE A 17 i (0 52 2 e 4R DR BIRR T FRBERU i R 27 R B 5 38
G FIRRENN, KT PR BT R (B A A A P A I [BR S5 R 3R], FDI 5 RD )R Hh
NIE, UEH] FDI RGN SR AP B 2t 1 H 7 i S I

Table 11. Regression results

F 11, [EF%ER
EVEES 3 R t-statistic Prob
C —11.46594 3.184265 —3.600811 0.0070
InER 0.258503 0.111053 2.327741 0.0483
InFDI 0.256735 0.102143 —2.513493 0.0331
InNRD 1.421528 0.397582 —3.575434 0.0072
InGDP 1.293295 0.584052 3.926528 0.0044
6. BUEREEI

1) TRAPAEH

JSEZ BT ST R S R ML, PR AT AGEIL I “ein e, JRIREY MR REIERS, TEEAV. Aam
BT . BUREELF B ST, VB SRR A I SRS, IR BB B
Vi SEFAR SRR ANE I, S AR IA S BRI B A AN NEAT O, i B A (e KA
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PRZEATE R, DRELINSRIA U BE, PR R S0 T, A SA M PRI A 5 AR

2) il P BEACIE B Jee

SEERIE R BRI . BT AC T A 2 R SR R M BB U AV B O] 1) e U 5 e A i [
AR TAER R, At T REREAE. BRI SEREBORII RIS, AT M br i HEBEAT W B AR P
MEERAE . MAh, ATLARAER 58 3 AR IRVE S5 P RERV LA, A7 BT 45T REA BRI BE A AL
K, REARAEREIRN S M IR AT 5 R, AT LA AECE ST RERUIERDR EIN SR o FRATTL A0 vy J5E EE AL
KIAE, HRERT PRSI SR &, RGP T 0E, e m ] RE & RE KT

3) bRk S5 A T+

MARIIR JERT, Fg S ARRHERE REIRIE 2 07 U A2, mT DU RO 3 [ A b & o v [ K
JI3CFs el #ORTE . EE YOS =ik e, sdildliE B B, TR R&D )
B BOR, DL SR B AT ML A B PR sa 4 7 o SO SRR SR 5 A b 2 R AN AT DAATS AR HE 1R il R 2504
AT BB S A H BRG] BEEAMIAOR RS, KRR R, IR RS BRI T+
MIRHEEST, SRR ANTBAMRER, B a)iE BURFERE . TR R b

SE K
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