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Abstract: A research of 37 industries panel data of 2003—
2010 shows that environmental regulations have a significant
positive effect on research & deelopment(R&D) expenditure.
Besides, by categorizing 37 industries according to carbon
emission and the R&D intensity, we find environmental
regulations have a significant positive effect on R&D
expenditure for both high and low carbon industry, middle
R&D and low R&D industry, “Porter Hypothesis” works here
on the whole, which suggest that a “win-win” situation will
present upon more stringent environmental regulations and
the industrial technical innovation in China.
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Bk 1996—2004 4R , SLUE4r BT T B 5 L]
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A3l AR B3 AT S S A, B SRR, BEE SR 5
5 B R 55 AR 5, G139 5 SO ER “HR T RN A
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5 BEA SCERAE EL , B 58, A SOR 3 358 B 1 % 3% B
3T MR TAMLAT L AR QBT R M #E4T T S5k 4y
Br RSB BRI A AT 0 b 3 — 25 Bk HE
TR BE AN B & 5 B AN LA 3 B EAT T SEE ST
55—, Rl GDP/Energy >k & & ¥ 358 # i i ™ 45 12
BE. H R K 22 BOSCHR 30 55 80 1 7™ A% 72 BE AR 2 M
RE R A E TR, B AL HISCR W& A
REEE. MR GDP/Energy 7J LLBE & BUMN £ %t 36
B — ZR BV H I AN 4k 3K B B IE 32 A8 » BRI T SR 47
Hh 2B B S H X T AT Mk B AR B B .
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TAbAF L 7E ¢ FWF R RE, hRBEER;
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W& BT P ERHE G THE L) fi H E 36
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YIHERCE B VRS YR a7 S R SR A B 35 8
B R, (B e bR 2 B VA BRI A B 31 5%
MBI AT ER, A NI BR NS ERARER.
Kheder*) ] GDP/Energy J & ¥ 55 # il i) ™ #5 2
BE IR XA 8 AR AL 7E T B 7T LUE B BUNF
XA B — RPN SRR B IR g R, %
FixFEhR M LM, A 0% GDP/Energy SR &
3T AT AT L 9 355 H il ™ 45 72 BE, B F GDP/
Energy F3%8 70, 355500l B 2 45 .

1.2.3 HAtEHAE

(DANES E5RE (For). AT K P RISNE
BRESRE B Tk ik B =8 5 2B Tk &
AR LB RS,

(2) NP YRR (Sz). FAM AT KB Tl
Ak 2 EB LA B ABOE R R, — RS »
FUB R A T At ) T FF R BE £ 11 R&D 130

OBAFEE (Coep). AT KPR T LA
b [ 58 B P AT R T8k BT
NBH BRI, SRR = —TREKR
BHEARR SRR S, Bl #9742 25 5 B o] RE R
M AR BN BT T 3.

OTGHURRE (Pro). #E LR TILEER
SRR T ABC S BT B0 LA,

(5 OREERE (Exr). AT AHR T
i AESHE-ENLERLMESR. BRFRTE
AEKE AT RS MEEL, A BRT R4
AriE A R&D M AR E &A%, XEAH O
B B 1R R 7l A 3 O A B i e .

(6) BN 5K (Growrn). FIAMTAL KBS
Ak BN S WA S S E I EE L FBRAR L
BRI RS, EEL SR AMLIRET S
FULGAERNTGHENE ), AT TEL
E(J R&D ?ﬁ‘ijfj[l“].

FETR MRS LE L

®1 FETEBHRRES

Tab.1 Summary statistics of variables

TR RN HE PrifEE &/ME BARE
In Loy 296 5.188 581 0.781 298 2.993 877 6. 836 486
In Exy 296 0.269 074 0.476 197 —0. 750 940 1. 396 639

For 296 0.278 882 0.180 332 0.000 697 0.841 371
In Size 296 1.871321 0.418 434 1.004 321  2.793 700
InCapr 296 5.162 980 0.368 880 4.383 645 6.208 039

Pr 296 0.695159 0,284 533 0.009 218 0.998 456

Expr 296 0.199 870 0.206 324 0.000029 0.746 489
Growra 296  0.224 137 0.154 374 —0.297 120 1. 067 238

ASCR AT T AR B RS B, (] e 30 B BB A3

R BYEE B 2T @ 50 H B, R A STATAI2. 0 #
17 1|3 4347

2 KREGRESH

2.1 BRFERaHR

ASCH A E 2003—2010 4E Tk 37 A3
AL XA (2) AT IR 4B, B R WK 2. B 2 7]
- ABERE N R&D XA B E R HEEH, R&D
MR 0. 396. BRIEHIAS R 5 , MEX R&D XA
B RHPEIE T, R&D 3k 0. 396. 4k HiAE %%
AL AT LR X R&D X A B E R
FAVER , R&D M43 518 0. 789.0. 766 F11 0. 897. 4T
Ml H 38 BEXT R&D 32 H B M 7E A, R&D 34
—0. 026 ,HHRA B E. FE N FHKEX R&D
A BEAEM,R&D ##:H—0. 083, YL TkAT
Ar BN 5 A I R BRI 3 R&D 372 H3 A3 .
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Tab.2 Baseline regression results
TR R&D 7 Hi 3 t{H
R —0. 555 (—0.80)
In Egg 0. 396 ** 3.92
For —0.713* —2.43
In Sze 0. 789 *** 6. 63
In Capi 0. 766 ** 5.61
Prr 0. 897 2.73
Exer —0. 026 —0.11
GrowtH —0. 083" —1.72
MR T O
EHNens 27. 33(P=0.001 2)
VAR R 0.847 3

T s, wx, % SPRIFORE 1%6,5%,10%KF LB E.

2.2 WmHBRBNSH

T ARSI BER % 7 Mk B AR B
S, ARG A 5 M R 4 , S5 R
ETHRHEAR AT 43 M7 AL EIRI] 5345 o, EFTRT T
A 37 AN AL EAT WL AT T R R AT ML A ARARAT ML A
R4y, BRRAT L 2 HE T FF R AN el A T A K AR
RFERM 78 45 e 4 ol i T s KR
BHIN T Ak JERE R A2 ] il 15 Ah 22 2 2 i
1l e BB S AR &R A i ol
RS R REE T . &8 6 Fol o8 g
sl | PR A R S AE E AEE RA 3E 14
FATE, FHoA 23 MTAL RARBRAT L. B4R 2 A8 3
ZERIE 3.

B8 B %o TR B RN AR AR AT L. R&D ¥ HA
BEMRIEER, B EREEHERTEH,
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R&D 340510 K 0. 475 F1 0. 455, P BH B T B BRAT
M T B R B RRISHE FE 77 » 30 580 i % EL B 3T 3
i35 R B o 2

REHRTEM S, IR BTV ER BEN
HIVE R, R&D 3¢ — 1. 176 ; (HXHERRAT L 20 E
AR BE NI HIVEM, R&D 3 H: R —0. 375, %
B AR FARBRAT L » 41 38 BE A A F = ATk B9 R&D
3L Ak BB AN AT Ml BF A% 4R B R R AR AR AT
Ak R&D 37 334 B &M FEVE A , R&D #4510
1. 507,0. 568 F1 0. 731,0. 682, 3F B % 5 BRAT AV B {2
HEAE AR B R FRAAT L » Vi BA AR X FRARAT L, 4>
AP HAE AT M B A5 42 BE X R kAT R&D X H R
A ERM B . 50 X R AT
¥ EA BN RHEE R, R&D 343128 0. 834 Al
1. 254, BXHEBRAT Mk B9 02 #E7E R F = AT lk , Ui
T 37 A 7 B R v R A P AR AT Lk A B R B 3T
Rk O 8 B X AT B B R R,
R&D MK 1. 099, HXHRBRAT L B A S 9 1E A,
R&D M —0. 323, FURA B3, VT H A 3%
RS AE R TR EELFHEK
2N R AT R&D 32 H A B E M HI7EA , R&D 3t
PR —0. 162, (B XHEERAT L3 %I 7E A A .3, R&D
MR —0. 076, KA FE W S KRNI HIEARE
HOR R AR T R&D 3% H i3 .

#3 BHHEARBOESHER
Tab.3 Regression results from the perspective of carbon

emission

ATk RERIT AL
ThE R&g]; ékﬂ . R%‘s‘ﬁz.ﬂ o
B —1.737* —19 —0.212 —0.25
In Exr 0. 475 % 4,22 0. 455 3.38
For —1.176~  —1.99 —0. 375 —1.17
In Stz 1. 507 = 8.78 0. 568 4,42
In Caps 0., 731 % 5. 24 0. 682 ** 3. 64
Pri 0. 834* 2.11 1. 254 2.65
Exer 1. 099 2. 32 —0. 323 —1.36
GrowTH —0.161*  —2.26 —0.076 —1.23
R AL B S RURE
EHIBE  10. 59(P=0. 304 6) 24, 06(P=0. 004 2)
VAR R 0.667 1 0.858 4

Heowen, wx, % PRIRRTE 1%,5%, 104K F L B&.

2.3 R&DEEMMHISH

T, A m A, NEES
i 15 Ml F0 SR Y 85 B ATBAE— R A AT BB L
AR ATRER. BT BT AL B E AR RHE 2
5, SR ER ML BT A R R&D 7k H

% R&D Tl A R&D 17k, 5 R&D 7ML 2 HE EZ
3 A & T R &R L 28 B
A | FR#S HLAR B A8 b1 il ll GE AR IR A&
RN H A FiE & HE W% 6 MTk; 4%
R&D A7k SR 3 M AR I T R A7 e A B ol o
AV L KA ] Sl Ak TR B Ak 24 i ol
A2 A AR ol 3B £ B Aol
B 4 B R RRIE I Tl A B4 8185 KR IE
P £ i ol AR B STk Tp 2 PP I
L EE 11 M7k HAR KRR R&D 47k fliiH45 5
W3 4.

I XS o4 R&D FIk R&D 47k 9 R&D
XA B E MRS, R&D 344350k 0. 419
1 0. 289, %} H R&D 7T LR #/E FHE K T R&D 17
b BT X R R&D A7k B 3R A 2 i e 3
YEFS, R&D 3 0. 23, BLBI H 5% R&D FI1k R&D
7l e F AR Y5 JIa LR D), SR AL Re 8
REFEEBENOFHEEA.

BRI BT 5 , S E R&D 470k i R&D
X HEA BERIPHIVEA, R&D N —1. 41152
HRFERT R R&D FiH4F R&D 17k R&D X H 4351 A
BN B R AAE A IESON , R&D 34518
—0. 648 F1 0. 172. W] 88 iy JR B 2 4H B¢ XK R&D 17
A R&D #BE =4 T 58 3 Bt H 308, 1T 5 R&D
AL A B R 7K G » B HAON AN BA B Al BAR
Xf & R&D. H14¢ R&D Fifik R&D 17k R&D 32 Hi 3
HBERILEER, R&D #4518 0. 799, 1. 254
F10. 891, BEHAAHXT F & R&D FE R&D 17k, 15§
R&D A7k Ak BN B K, #1545 R&D A7k KAl
AR ) AT B AR BB, WA E BN H R&D. H4%%
R&D Fifik R&D 17k 34 B 3 B9 IE 3%, R&D 34k
43k 0. 555, 0. 961 F1 0. 807, ¥F A< %5 £ FE X} &5
R&D 17k R R F 35 /DN, W] 8B 19 I B AR X T o
% R&D Fik R&D 17k, 155 R&D 47k 5% A< 25 48 BE [k
1% Ak B AR BIFT B T HARFE HER. Wk
FEEX 5 R&D A R&D 171 A B 3 i IE 80,
R&D Fd:435 R 2. 388 1 0. 984, L BATT 4L R
X} 55 R&D A1k i 4 4 7E F B K 1% R&D 17k, E
Bk 5K R R&D 17k B35 IR , R&D 3
P4 0. 232; (HXHE R&D 7L A 83 1 5780 , R&D
PSR —0. 157, $EHIR R&D FT AL FES L AAT L TE
G F, A EE S WA KK S E 2 E A
TR R&D T3, LIER AT 3ES 77,
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Tabh.4 Regression results from the perspective of R&D intensity

— % R&D 11k % R&D 1k ik R&D 17k
R&D 37 Hy bk {8 R&D = H} # tfl R&D 3 H 3k tfl
R —0. 256 —0.23 —1. 972 —2.66 —1. 059 —0.97
In Ert 0. 230 1.19 0. 419* 3.92 0.289* 1.93
For —0. 648 —1.39 0.172 0. 46 —1. 411 % —3.07
In Sgz 0. 799 6.23 1. 254 % 8. 87 0. 891 ** 4,94
In Capi 0. 555* 2.74 0.961* 6. 31 0. 807 *** 3.88
Pri 2. 388 » 6.67 0.166 0.38 0. 984+ 1. 84
Exer —0. 798 —2.75 —0.075 —0. 22 0. 294 0.81
GrowrH 0. 232 3.17 0.072 1.14 —0,157* —2.22
RIS B AR FEHL N B S 35
EHEAE 27. 14(P=0. 000 1) 10. 67(P=0. 298 9) 15. 49(P=0. 078 3)
VAR R 0.985 4 0.746 7 0.798 4

B, wx, % SPRIFORAE 1%6,5%,10%KF LB E.

3 HFEHRET

ASCH A 2003—2010 48 Tl 7347 Ml T R 5035 »
I3 NEEAS Tl A7l A R B ik 3 BE A R&D 55 B
PIASERA, B9 T 3RS0 3 Tk 7l B A A
. BT R R .

(DI BB XTI R&D 32 A B E/
SR BENE R e OO A BT 5 S B, B35 ML X g B
ATk R&D 3239 B3 R #EAE AT R&D TR
MATIE R, TR X o 45 R&D, K R&D 171
R&D 37 39 B3E MBI, I8 R&D 17l
FORA B E WL . “ BRI UL BT, R TR
HSEALHIEOR S T BoARGIRTSCB T “XUR”. B,
BUN B3 — 4R R PR 50 MU 8 B, Bl AT
BHARIFAN A= BB, LA PR IR ETI5 e R,
7] e i SO AR ATl B LA R AR ) 22 SR ALY
B S AL 6l o S BR S ML A R — [ S
PR s 55— 7 T, B EE B AU BR SR MR A9 2, IR
B, R {12 RSB HERU S 5 F B erh Ut AL
SFL IR FBL 51 Al LUE R R FF 7 ik
SC BRI IFE AL ZER AR BE T TRt

(DHNFEXT AT R&D 32 H A 182 1 il
YER X 5 RZ A E B R BN R BRAEE R 1
BB, SMBEX B BRAT AL R&D 32 A B35 i £
F XHMEBRAT ML 2 B RRA B2 A AE AT R&D 58
FERRA AT R B, SR BEXHE R&D 47k R&D ST A
BERIDHILER B xR R&D 17k 4 R&D 47
Ak R&D 37 H3 735 BA SORAS B3 5 S0/ F ALIE 3%
B AR — MR BAR R R R T E R, RETES]
BEAP BTN BEE R T RO B AL IR B R A
BRNSNBE AR B 52 rp L e R I R B AN A AR B

Al B 7 Ml I B, 5 255 IR0 ) A Se kR R A
HIONE. 5380, B AR I &S Tk A7 Mk B AR TRl A A
il B A X AT BEBOR , fE S AN R AT LY
HFAR%EH.

(3) A 4L B TR 3 AT ol 3R R Bk IR
LK R R&D . 4 R&D F{& R&D 17k 4 R&D
B EA BERSEER. H G, BB R E T
M ATl i 57 30 25 48 1 B AR S R A BV (i
TV IR RE S R .

(OTGHTRBEXT 2T, B8k ARBRAT L L
K R&D Fifik R&D 47k R&D X ¥ BA B E R
HEEF. BARS T . — O, IR E A
AV B, He ik E A L =R, SEE E A
EHEEM , B — T, ERAEEA 2% 5 T &5 K
He s, AR Tl R&D $#4.

GV HAS TS Xt 3BTl , 38 B X B A
EBRATL LA B 55 R&D ik R&D 47k R&D 3% Hi 3
BEABERHAEM B, RE TR R&D
T AR 5 &35 Tkt B A R R, WA T
RS2 Y R&D B8 7. B, BBk Tolk iy
A RS, J 3k Tk A AR BB B3

(6) H 158 FE X B A Al R R&D 17k 9 R&D 32
HEA B E IR IE . UL E RR 5 A R TRk
T EEBAE RD T R&D X H , FH I, W)
5| FRBRAME R&D Tk —S4 K 0, I FIM
EErTT S AER B AR R&D Tk ik R&D #
ASEBE B ARBIFRE S R RS .
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