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Abstract: In the post-epidemic era, is Shaanxi’s persistence in environmental regulations of sig-
nificance? Based on the dynamic panel data from 10 cities in Shaanxi Province from 2006 to 2017,
this paper constructed an intensity index for environmental regulations and an index for industry
optimization, and used a panel model to conduct an empirical analysis of the impact of environ-
mental regulations on the optimization of 10 cities in Shaanxi Province. The result of analysis
shows that the impact of environmental regulations on the optimization of Shaanxi’s industrial
structure is significantly positive, that the level of urbanization also plays an important role in
promoting the optimization of Shaanxi’s industrial structure, and that the scale of the industry
hinders the optimization of Shaanxi’s industrial structure. Therefore, during the period of eco-
nomic recovery in the post-epidemic era, Shaanxi Province still needs to persist in environmental
regulations and promote better optimization of the industrial structure.

Key words: post-epidemic era; environmental regulations; industrial structure optimization; panel

data model

W 2 0 e i 98 A A5 B A ARl L A TAE 7S K A AR SR I A R MO R R O B A
S ATE SPGB P2 W O A58 RO TAR RN BRBEA IR 0 R B A E VA TR, S
JETEPE 8 A AL BT 34 AL E RGBRPEEBUN T 2020 4F 6 H B TRV A3
SN GIREHL R T 2 0 b R B By X PREER T IR R A Ik GRUAT) ) ICBR PG 4 AR A PR B
Je— A FFR TR TR, TG XS AR, PRV A B U EE AR ML GRAT) )L IR T 9 A AEBR VY PR EEAY
ARy m HERC B BT ik i, RIE PN It b S5 B 28 T BRVE & B RS AL gl 3 (R Al 1]

KRB 2020-10-03; M4 HM B : 2020-11-18

P 4& H kRt 3E : https://kns. enki. net/kems/detail/61. 1294. N. 20201118. 1003. 004. html
ESTE: Brgg Rl f a4 % U H (2018D31) ; B 1§ 45 B 4T % A 5 H (2019KRZ011)
F—1EE: BAR. L WL 3R IR NETEY . Email: 1635146986(@qq. com



WA B, 45 o PR IR AR B I5E U 1) X I 74 4 7 e 45 48 1 A 9 52 i B 5 457

A5 o T4 B VG B0 458 2 i B P S8 1A S UM L
AP R BV A4 S B2 B HG K, A 2 7 Ml 45 A R R [ B
IR FREE L] - 2017 4EPEVE 4 Tl JE K Tl — 4
A A T 48 B 4 HE kB 43 ) 30 632, 79 Tt
21. 66t F1 9. 93¢, ML T 2006 4EFF bb B4k ; B2 v 45 31
RS R R, 2017 AR VY4 GDP Sl 21 898. 81
{CTT, 2006 45 (4 TA3 {0 K T 462% ., &4 A
) GDP 57 266 JC, b 2006 4EHERK T 487% ., X
FEWT, IV A4 B S I St B (], 28 T e R 32 B A
S TRTSE W IR, B VG 48 ST it B 45 0 T B3R X
v S5 PLA TP 25 77 A B R RE I 7 3K S5 e 2 E
[i] 38 2 171 1] 2 A SO I AT 3R A SEIE 43 AT

1 XEZEiR

] A7 2 28 0 B85 00 o) [ BB o e L LR
B LA AT AN R BB R T2 58 m . 225 1%
B R B WA oy 28 — R AT T B ERAE L
ST T SORIE . P2 TR R
il 588 B B AN 5] ¥ G R K HERGR bR 3 I A 2
BR R 2B R (SO, 2 B R DL K B AR E 5T Y 25 5
FI 2R 55 48 A, 48 2 25 A VT O B0 55 R0 1 5 B 48 A
AR,

H HI - 38 2 2% 0\ g T 53 L DX Ml 2485 4
TE 7= A B RN 3 AT DA I ol R A BE 22
el B 57 oy B 4 L 38 AR 7 Sxd 7 Ml () (p [) & e ] 422
AEBRERAE . AN, fE E R AR R B R TR
Y 25 3 7 45 A8 RE T i L & A I B R A 6T
7l 25 K B A T T R0 AZ i BB AT K 5 TR A
IR B LA B A A5 it A PR R R 5 ] R X
BEUR L 55 DK AR R RE T Al 25 4 O
FEUT L TE AT A Al 1 FH 2 A 5 R X ol 25 4
JHRCH IE R SRR . AN, SEAT IR BT R G4
I Ml DX M 25 K AT — s AR R G R AT
AT T 114 1 R B S it o 2 b DX ) ol b ) KR
55 4k 5T B ] 23 [ RN . A S IR
X 7 ol 235 0 B A6 T+ 9 5L A R0 (B s AR . i
BeaE G RRE A 1999—2011 4F 48 9% i AR B0 st
T8 LT X6 77 . 25 ) 37 2 A {5 38 AL o) A0 DR AR A
FTTR . 2550 E PR EE B & ol ™
b 2548 3 8, H 2 e 2 Se A s B Eame

H Al B A B A SOk 32 2N B KR IX )2 T
Ji& I 3R 55 0 1 5 7 ol 45 A8 VR A A L B = R B VS
AH G (8] B 5 . 7 SCHPLE B B VG 48 PG %8 L XS Lk
BH I B R L JE 8RR DR 2 R R R AR 10
AT 38 FH 2006-—2017 47 FREERL A ML 948

B o 300 VG B 5 AL A o 7 b 45 A8 AE A T R i ik AT
JAE AT

2 HBBRERETEIRNA

2.1 HWERE

AR ST TR VG 4 PR EE R X8 7 M 4548
A5, SR FH T Al ERCHRE [ 05 Oy ik R AT SRR B, L
Hh B A R A L S AR DAL AR A i R R IR
SR G bR R BR TG A 10 177l 2 A 8 A i Ho Al
R AR A il AR 5] ADFE Al b, g B AR Al
LU

R, = a¢ +ajeriy tayurb, +a;gov, +a,dev; +

asscal, + e, [@D)

P Fe A3 R T ARGy s R, 3R @ IR TE ¢«
AR S5 K A 8 B, R W R AL i erdy ROR
IREE L] S R 5 urby | gov, vdev, \scal, AR
WEFE 42 A8 5w, IRBELAL KO L gov, o W0
I devy NATE R BV scaly, R AL o0 i
=0, 5 AN REG e HBEPLIRZE .
2.2 TEHRMA
2.2.1 PR E— LS5O FE R

7 25 KA AR Ak B bl DXl 5 4 R AT K TR
B mE ARSI S SR, KIS Clark &
I AR A b B v A A 25 R A AR B
P 25 48 J2 U F 8L Moore 45 14 28 2 48 B 5 B B
AP A7 L SR FE ROk A . A SO AR o A 3 1Y
7l 25 K 2 R R B A 5 Ml 5 AL O A R R X
P S5 AR A H 2R — 7l o S ) 5
=l 3 T A B B EORRAE A3 0 R = Pl AR
WY 1,2,3 BE, XFITFR T ESERMETS.
BARAA

3
R, = Eyz.,,,.z X m 2
m=1

Ky, AR m PEALTE ¢ MK ¢ B X A
FEE s R, N L S5 4 1 A AR B L EBUE AR 1
~3 ZIW R, 76 1 MR BUE S T 1, Ul & 0 4544
PAARME S5 46 R s R, 7E 2 BT BUE B T 2, Ui W
RaphE =G 5. TWESFHLETH
BAEI R, 78 3 BRI BB 3055 T 3, Bl WA =7l
Ho R MR 55l AE 2o % v o LA
2.2.2 f@RBEALE A5 A0

PRI B0 T 5 R 1 e — N B 2 LR 1Y
) R, A4S S 8 B8 72 (2014 JIF A6 8 (1% B 0 1 58k
JELEA M AR RS . IR T bR 5 ik R B SE R R
(9 3 A~ BAITURE bR 1 AT 42 M A o Ak Ak 3L DA B o 2K




458 VU220 TR 2322 4R (20200 45 36 55 4 1

FIEC 20 22 S o RIVE S 2 78 4 0 4% 48 A Y JBCfE 45

B0 TR BUEIE RN . R A

PR; = [PR; frrl/jn(PRif)]/[mfix(PRif) *miin(PR,,-)]
(3)

A AT T .0 =1.2,3,-+,1055 ARG

W5 .j=1.2.3; PR, h 4% IR bR IR B ; PR},

N5 BT AR B bR E AR

FU AR T 3 A B IR AR AL REL W,
XF T AN RIS T 5 = RO A AR ROR 22 55 (W)
R % 7 — 3T AN [ 75 G 00 1) s P B A A
BR 2 o PRI 0 2% T B K ORI 5 )
SR BRI T A (R AEE Y DA B e 25 T 32 S Qe Y
R AL, BE REGTR AT .

E, Y,
W, = (ZZE,, )/ ( ZEY,)
Kb W, 3ol iRy BB REGE, v A
i TGy j WHER R 2. E, e KIE HE
ORI A s 22 Y, 44 Tl
IE . TS A AR B K IR IR B 5 18] e 2
J& S BT 20062017 4 [H] 8 R B E W,

B o B 25 BRI AR A4 AR 1 A (R RSP 3 A
FEVE5E A5 A& BT i) PR R 98 B ER, L W (5)
Horb ER, BC(E B R, 36 BT 3% 30T 36 B8 0L ) e
R

4

1 3 .
ER, = IE,—J W, +PR; (5

2.2.3 A&

F 52 M) — A 1l DX 7 M 235 4 £ A 2 R ) PR 3R A
2 R T4 fire TR A e R fie R A i T AR L A T A
— Sl i AF i, AR B OT B BT LA A AR R
il A5

BRAEAL K S b, FH H XOIRBE N T 8 R 5 b IX
SN HGIE R o Ak o] AR 1 b DX AR 55l D T
b AE 77 R 25 F TP A L EE 5 (R ek B Ak T S R
4 A= ™ B 25 8 SR R il 158 it o 2 412 ol il i) 35 4+ 1)
BT o T AE 1l DX AR D 3 — e R M 5 A R AL T
Gt A S — R R b R AR K N
5 ) 4, DX Ml 285 4 I Ak T A — S 4 o AR A
FEAL

WS gov, BUR 4R B2 1 5 GDP I
B . UM TE = B b X Pk % e B — 2 5
T W] AH G Al & BT 5 Hh DXl 25 4
B, TR OREE L W B S X b DXl 2 R S ) 2
IE RS SO LG AR,

205 K EIKF dew, FAHLIX 244E GDP #41{H 5 4

fE GDP WHERR . LT kR, X 558 ) 5 %
AR T 8l 2B 7 F RIS A 1 Al 328 7 5 4% 3 15
55 B A 7 R R N U I 3l AR R PR RS &
R AR 3% AR R IR 550

PR scal, FHFELALL B Tl Ak B = 5
WX GDP AR, Toll A 7K - $2 02 i X 28 357
Voo T B A D B ) Rl A VA W Y e o7
Me o DAL S AS B 50 7 Al RS R — A4 il A8 6L
AREAL
2.3 HREDH

AR LSRR FH A B50H A R T AR RN B R
VR TP E GETEAE S ) b T B A ) RN A%
WG AR . TR R e G e HE U B A
W A 58 1, 2018 4F J LA S BUOHE 8 R A AL AR SEUE SR
FH B[] B S 2006—2017 4F, 1 & B PG 4 10 3k
. ARG % 1,

221 5 T TR B 0 3 S

Tab.1 Descriptive statistics of variable panel data

AR hE W bfER RME O RRE AN
r 2.21 0.11  2.05  2.58 120
eri 0.83 0.90  0.04  7.60 120
urb 42,97 12.49 15.20 67.12 120
gov 19.83  6.91  7.53  33.71 120
dev 12.46  3.60  1.30  25.30 120

scal 1 212.00 1331.79 43.73 7 556.47 120

R 4 25 At K5 T (UL 1) LBV 10 T AR,
POt @ 2006 4R, H S 70 R =7 7
2010 4 S LAH S 55 =7l 58 7 T i AR S 22 i =
W20 kL b b 4 3 S0 HAE 2011 4F K DU
JR GV &R A ol S8 A 2006 4R
2017 47, HoAth 6 ASIRTH 2 & RS DL =l
KV RIREDN T,

w PG W AT ST e B T T e

PO = RARTT e BT Rl
Bl 1 BEPEE 10 T =Kk h ER 0k
AS LA B (2006 —2017)
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structure in 10 cities in Shaanxi(2006—2017)
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regulations in 10 cities in Shaanxi(2006—2017)
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