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Abstract: This study centers on environmental regulatory policies, employing a two-way fixed effect model to scrutinize their impact,
underlying mechanisms, and theoretical implications on new quality productivity enhancement. A U-shaped correlation exists
between environmental regulations and the enhancement of new quality productivity. Beyond a critical turning point, a 1% escalation
in vertical environmental regulation intensity correlates with a 124.42% augmentation in high-quality economic development.
Environmental regulations significantly bolster the advancement of new quality productivity levels in both eastern and western
provinces of China. Environmental regulations serve as a catalyst in amplifying the mechanisms fostering new quality productivity,
particularly by influencing the "new labor tools" and "new infrastructure" subsystems.
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Fig.1 Effect of environmental regulation on new quality

productivity
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Table 1 New quality productivity evaluation index system
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Table 2 Measurement of new quality productivity level in provinces

Hi X Hhr 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 ¥IE
dba 0.327 0.334 0.350 0.345 0.359 0.383 0.383 0.401 0.426 0.442 0.450 0.382
Kt 0.316 0.321 0.324 0.340 0.342 0.340 0318 0.334 0.334 0.331 0.345 0.331
b 0.233 0.241 0.268 0.277 0.293 0.298 0.322 0.354 0.386 0.398 0.408 0.316
L 0.263 0.280 0.284 0.287 0.288 0.313 0318 0.336 0.338 0.349 0.360 0.311
bt 0.280 0.307 0.335 0.346 0.363 0.358 0.376 0.389 0.384 0.415 0.436 0.363

N L5 0.396 0.425 0.430 0.445 0.469 0.498 0.509 0.535 0.561 0.610 0.616 0.499

Al WL 0.319 0.355 0.374 0.385 0.419 0.430 0.449 0.472 0.495 0.528 0.549 0.434
Eiryz: 0.269 0.272 0.300 0.308 0.328 0.334 0.374 0.389 0.377 0.423 0.427 0.346
IIES 0.345 0.370 0.378 0.398 0.438 0.465 0.483 0.470 0.482 0.517 0.543 0.444
IR 0.425 0.433 0.439 0.475 0.510 0.548 0.594 0.640 0.668 0.714 0.728 0.561
s3] 0.214 0.214 0.215 0.213 0.234 0.229 0.239 0.251 0.263 0.259 0.251 0.235
Bl 0.308 0.323 0.336 0.347 0.368 0.381 0.397 0.416 0.429 0.453 0.465 0.384
g 0.201 0.205 0.223 0.219 0.224 0.246 0.275 0.292 0.293 0.313 0.327 0.256
S 0.207 0.217 0.237 0.253 0.267 0.268 0.274 0.268 0.282 0.294 0.294 0.260
MR 0.238 0.261 0.260 0.251 0.278 0.286 0.305 0.308 0.321 0.327 0.307 0.286
G 0.240 0.264 0.273 0.286 0.320 0.327 0.354 0.394 0.420 0.445 0.441 0.342

Wi 0.235 0.251 0.263 0.269 0.276 0.293 0.354 0.395 0.413 0.439 0.436 0.329
ba] 0.284 0.297 0.312 0.345 0.356 0.371 0.397 0.409 0.424 0.448 0.451 0.372
1k 0.253 0.265 0.288 0.306 0.348 0.359 0.382 0.393 0.402 0.430 0.432 0.351
I 0.263 0.281 0.313 0.332 0.345 0.365 0.389 0.407 0.424 0.452 0.465 0.367
BIME 0.240 0.255 0.271 0.283 0.302 0314 0.341 0.358 0.372 0.394 0.394 0.320
MNEEE 0232 0.231 0.228 0.235 0.276 0.284 0273 0.291 0.311 0.306 0.323 0.272
JUP 0.204 0.220 0.225 0.245 0.248 0.259 0.275 0278 0.304 0.336 0.362 0.269
GIN 0.233 0.240 0.250 0.275 0.298 0.307 0.323 0.340 0.360 0.390 0.392 0.310
Y| 0.275 0.289 0.301 0.324 0.327 0.352 0.392 0.432 0.458 0.484 0.486 0.375
M 0.148 0.189 0.210 0.210 0.230 0.260 0.268 0272 0.298 0.322 0.316 0.248

- PN 0.216 0.229 0.225 0.229 0.255 0.278 0.311 0.335 0.380 0.398 0.396 0.296

i i} 0.286 0.284 0.308 0.320 0.344 0.354 0.359 0.380 0.402 0.438 0.437 0.356
HR 0.208 0.221 0.245 0.243 0.241 0.272 0.292 0.288 0.303 0.318 0.320 0.268
g 0.159 0.173 0.181 0.198 0.175 0.203 0.210 0.225 0.241 0.246 0.258 0.206
TH 0.116 0.134 0.132 0.133 0.149 0.165 0.189 0.195 0.203 0.212 0.234 0.169
Wi 0.227 0.223 0.239 0.250 0.234 0.241 0.258 0.278 0.286 0.309 0.322 0.261
BIME 0.209 0.221 0.231 0.242 0.252 0.270 0.286 0.301 0.322 0.342 0.350 0.275

4x[H YIE 0.254 0.268 0.280 0.291 0.308

0.323 0.342 0.358 0.375 0.396 0.404 0.327
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Table 3 Description of variables and descriptive statistics
BN RS FEA & THIME PrifEZE T/ME 25%AMEA S0%AM T5% i ReKAE
B AR ) NQP 330 0.3330 0.1020 0.1150 0.2620 0.3170 0.3950 0.7290
B HE T RG NQP _Is 330 0.0580 0.0200 0.0190 0.0440 0.0540 0.0670 0.1230
WRGHNGET RS NQP_los 330 0.0220 0.0190 0.0000 0.0080 0.0180 0.0300 0.0990
RS THT RS NQP_Its 330 0.1760 0.0570 0.0570 0.1350 0.1650 0.2170 0.3780
BRI T R S NQP_is 330 0.0770 0.0390 0.0070 0.0500 0.0760 0.1040 0.1810
RS o ERI 330 0.0030 0.0030 0.0000 0.0010 0.0020 0.0040 0.0280
AT IBOK Open 330 1.3580 0.6860 0.1040 0.8630 1.1510 1.7630 3.2180
2B R PGDP 330 10.8750 0.4440 9.7060 10.5600 10.8360 11.1380 12.1230
BIHTKF TEC 330 4.2300 1.3310 1.0520 3.2190 4.2350 5.2590 7.4680
Pk £y IS 330 47.6590 9.7290 29.7000 41.4000 46.9950 51.7100 83.9000
2 SUESH GRS, BRI — B 5 A2 45 5L O AL B A 56 R i 4
AT, R AR B 2 TA) S A A7 AR S R DI OC R AT
21 PR BT ARSI 3 5 3R I B AR A i S AR A () AT

TEVER B S5 TS i, A N el )= 25 5 nT
15 BE, -7 1D [0 U1 1R 2R A o L EAT P RS MR A 3R
(A 7794 Levin-Lin-Chu J7i%(LLC H246).
Im—Pesaran—Shin J57£(IPS ¥ 46)F1 Fisher-ADF £ %.
AR AR BN R PR T — B 200y

FERS R 138 DG 2R DR bk, SIEUF S R AT TR DR T 41
HEAT 3 W e A0 38 s v A5 AT 0, A5 A R AR o 1) 22
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Table 4 Stationarity test of variables
A5 gl —rES

LLC £ % IPS Ki 46 ADF 4 LLC £ % IPS A5 ADF %

NQP —13.8759*** —3.5170%** -2.2449 —-18.2356%** —5.8314%** 18.4273***
(0.0000) (0.0002) (0.9876) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)

NQP_Is —-10.0309*** —4.8579%** 1.8028** —12.0282%** —6.7891%** 15.8475%**
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0357) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)

NQP_los —6.6677*** -0.7225 2.8458%** —4.3143%** —2.6454%** 15.2115%**
(0.0000) (0.2350) (0.0022) (0.0000) (0.0041) (0.0000)

NQP_lts —4.5478%** —-2.0077** 3.4634%** —7.77823%** —4.0315%** 13.0346%**
(0.0000) (0.0223) (0.0003) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)

NQP_is —4.5342%** -1.1878 16.6102%** —8.4456%** —5.6835%** 22.1784***
(0.0000) (0.1175) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)

ERI —10.7995%** —-5.5301*** 7.6215%%* —9.1409%** —8.3718%** 38.5010%**
(0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)

Open —-5.0586*** —2.6309%** 10.5913%** -10.2603*** —5.8219%** 7.2126%**
(0.0000) (0.0043) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)

PGDP —7.3275%** —-2.1950%** 6.7767*** —-6.0519%** —6.2127%** 9.5547***
(0.0000) (0.0141) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)

TEC —9.8469%** —2.9657*** -0.0836 —7.8960%** —5.1939%** 23.0941%**
(0.0000) (0.0015) (0.5333) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)

IS —8.0914%** -0.1494 13.9777%** —11.6407*** —4.7590%** 17.5970%**
(0.0000) (0.4406) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000) (0.0000)

TRk Rk R IRIRIEIE 1% 5%, 10%H0 53 PP 35S 9 R R P
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Table 5 Panel data co—integration test

(LRI ik it il P
SO e - A ¢ AR -16.2977  0.0000
- A -12.6209  0.0000
Kao 156 T ) R -8.6046  0.0000
KRR E -5 8 (k% -11.7541  0.0000
AR B W ) R -12.3295  0.0000
MP-t Ky 10.1289  0.0000
Pedroni 5% PP-t £ -8.2160  0.0000

T - ) R -11.9837  0.0000
Ji ZE & 3.8436 0.0001

Westerlund 5
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Table 6 Baseline regression results of the impact of

environmental regulations on quality productivity

S 1) 2) 3) 4) (5)
AR i
NQP NQP NQP NQP NQP
ERD 426.5724*%*% 422 6434%** 179.6048*** 131.9935** 124.4236*
(3.7853)  (3.9088)  (2.6309) (2.0436) (1.9513)
ERI —14.6559***—13.0345%** —55278*** -3 4448** -3,5]123%*
(-5.9328) (-5.4518) (-3.6159) (-2.3375) (-2.4158)
o —0.0928*** —(0.0403*** —(.0464***-(.0335%**
en
P (-5.1687)  (-3.5203) (-4.2997) (-2.9201)
0.1684*** (.1367*** (.1059***
PGDP
(21.6738) (15.4292) (7.9117)
0.0195%** (.0163%%**
TEC
(6.3396)  (5.0839)
0.0019%%**
IS
(3.0257)
0.3693***  (0.4906*** —1.4304*** —1.1645%**—-().9230%**
cons
- (57.4618)  (20.2199) (~15.9086) (~12.3453) (~7.5295)
N 330 330 330 330 330
” 0.1202 0.1928 0.6880 0.7254 0.7337
rz_a 0.0287 0.1058 0.6532 0.6937 0.7020
Uk U JE U JE U ¥ U JE
Utest 1656 ” ” o ~ -
P=0.0185 P=0.0063 P=0.0445 P=0.0576 P=0.0814

VR wer ek R RIRORIEIT 1% 5% 10%H9 BETEAKCE S A A
oF L.

AR AR 8 — 4 AR I N R HE R
B R 6 ()AL HIA RS R, 2)~
(5) 03— g il AR e A el ) 5 R R (D)~
(5) P A58 A 1) — 2 20 1] ) 5 508 ok A, — R I [m] A
AN IE. LL(S) R, 7% 18 T 45 AR it PR B R o
558 50 T AR 7 ) K 1 5% i — IR IR AN
~3.5123, “IRINABCN 124.4236,93 HI7E 1%7K T L
0k T A, UE B T A B R o o v A

T2 A I U B 25 21,5 300 P IR B0 5
JEEAFIE N 1%, 387 A 72 )1 7K T BRAR 3.5123%, 510 45
P55 A R R B 1%, 8 5 7 K E R
124.4236%. {5 15 1 15 56 0E. A SCIA A 4 EVE H 4 2R
SRR B AR 7 ) 2 RAEAE U RO &R 1 R AE
T IR R IR0, A Ml 3 S R bR i
P 1 0 FL A ity 5 G ¥ B AR, G I 52 A I A 5
Tt HH PN A R A e s R B R L k. U
T S it X — L R AT BEXT M R TR AH SGRER
AR K A R P AR AR L (R R A B
PRI OB M A8 55 5% HE O 98 S8 IR S T e
LTI Ml A T AR 2L 2R i s AR A e
A BB A AR T
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Table 7 Baseline regression results of the impact of

environmental regulations on new quality productivity

- 1) (2) (3)
Ap ik N ’ g
IR g [iigEs
ERP 1501.1713%** 12.4679 141.3501%*
(3.1900) (0.0196) (2.2956)
-9.3127** -0.4114 ~4.8118%**
ERI
(-2.1198) (-0.0759) (-2.8259)
-0.1360%** 0.0224 0.0052
Open
(-6.9543) (0.8704) (0.3619)
0.0334 0.1835%%*x 0.1184%**
PGDP
(1.2482) (6.9778) (8.0240)
0.0570%* -0.0039 0.0121%**
TEC
(7.6915) (-0.5758) (3.6282)
s -0.0024 0.0007 0.0026%***
(-1.5209) (0.6068) (4.3190)
0.1808 ~1.7415%%%* ~1.1406***
cons
- (0.7692) (-7.1782) (-8.1976)
N 121 88 121
P 0.7532 0.8444 0.8395
”a 0.7152 0.8171 0.8148
Utest F 56 U % P=0.0193 U JE P=0.0679

P ek ok R TIRIRIE I 1% 5% 10%01) 8 F MK 355 oA
KR .

I3 7 W LA A PR 94 S e DX 3R B A0 o) 5 0
JRA s K B U B 00 AR R R T AE A
JRAS PRSI, 245 S DX 7 A% FX) A B 0 o 850468 0
e BERE T b 7 P Bl e A%, DT R A S i 28 DR I I
KSR PSR R 5t 2 B 25 S DI TBOK,
AR X G G BETR IR, JeUAT AR D B T
BT 2R S R BE N A T e E B 0™
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Fig.2 Relationship between environmental regulation and new quality productivity
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HREB A 7= 1) U BURFAIETE 5% 12 2 7K1 1
S, I HLERSE R i B AR AE £h 0.0031018, 4 58 K1
Sl i 5 1) HU {35 Bl 4 [0.0000888,0.0108865], HT 411
ALyt 5 B0 Y5 TR B4 ¢ HE 5% Se i KK 2
= [ I AR 9 45 B rb 1) slope [X 18] 7] BLIA 4 J2 U
KA.

%8 ZHZER. MWERHEX Utest IS ZER

Table 8 Utest test results in eastern and western region

b X Utest £ 5 TR R
FRSZEA i 2 X ) 0.0000888 0.0108865
R X [ -9.046228 23.3722
t -2.095363 3.597008
IR P>t 0.0192835 0.0002472
SRR t-value P>t
2.10 0.0193
WRAE s Al v 0.0031018
TR i 2 X ) 0.0002619 0.0280423
X [ -4.737768 3.115762
t -2.830346 1.503245
iR P>t 0.002791 0.0679033
VAR t-value P>t
1.50 0.0679
WRAE Ak Vi 0.0170208

VE Utestfs 5 )AL 9 H1: U shape Vs. HO:Monotonror Inverse U
shape.

7] 3L, ARG 6 485 SR Yl 7 5 s XA S5 AR i h
BOTUEF DI U BURFIELE 10%00) 2 35 7K1 A7, I
PRI RIS 5 P AR AR 05k 0.0170208, A5 1 dhll 5 F&E
) E A Y >4 [0.0002619,0.0280423], 1 %1 A% A s £
BRI N IR ¢ E 10% 0880 KT 535 A I R
P 25 Wi slope X [HJ ] PLIAK A2 U JER AR,

2.4 {EHILHE 52

FETIEERLHI =R 4,38 8 1 G)FI4)
FEW ISR 5 5 48 57 5) TR 1 RGN BLRE PO 1
AU B M2 0C 5. BRI Py BRI AN A
T A 57 5 1L R SN SR it L (H KR,
P53 BREL 5 IR B LRPRE PAS R e AR B 2 A
HEAEFHL IR T BT A M2 N 55 D3 30 ) 2808 [ A
1,2 9 P ()HMIQR) RG] 58 55 5h# 1
RGFH RGN G T RGWARAE U 26 R H
EX (& SUBURTEL ot Sl re  E = EY g E
PEACE PR 3= Ll AR 9y 8 TR &
G B 1 RGALREFT LA IR T AP AR K
3 132G IE.
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Table 9 Regression results of influence mechanism of

environmental regulation on new quality productivity

subsystem
1) ()] (3) ()]
it NQP_Is NQP_los NQP_lts NQP is
RS EE T ST AR WO TR R Bt
RY TRY TRY% TAY
ERP -3.9565 -0.5868 57.2497* T1.7172%%*
(-0.2182) (-0.0541) (1.7486) (2.9157)
ERI 0.1842 -0.2043 -1.3048* —2.1874%**
(0.4457) (-0.8257) (—1.7479) (=3.9003)
-0.0032 0.0052%** -0.0309%** -0.0045
Open (-0.9799) (2.6429) (-5.2492) (-1.0261)
0.0167%** 0.0015 0.0458*** 0.0419%**
PGDP
(4.3941) (0.6419) (6.6646) (8.1167)
TEC 0.0022%* -0.0004 0.0104*** 0.0042%**
(2.3623) (-0.7131) (6.3023) (3.3636)
s 0.0001 0.0002* 0.0001 0.0014%**
(0.7352) (1.9674) (0.2638) (6.0828)
—0.1353%%* -0.0080 —0.3258%%*  —(0.4540%**
~cons (-3.8817)  (-0.3817) (-5.1757) (-9.6003)
N 330 330 330 330
s 0.3469 0.0782 0.6385 0.7896
rzia 0.2692 -0.0316 0.5954 0.7646
Utest 74 up up
P=0.0675 P=0.0279
T e ok RS RIRORTTIT 1% 5%, 10%(1 535 T AKCE 365 1 ok
X I8 .

2.5 Fod AR

B AR S v I ] S PR I — R YRR R A I
JIEIATRAIE.

e MR AR AT FEUE (] ). 5 x| e A5 1)
FH b5 G v BRE B 56 BAI v 55 = 7= Ml bl T AR
PREE L9 FE (ERT),IC A ERL FE 0 EA TR e PEAS 6
210 TR Q)FI2)F3 3l Ay s e A i S Ak T4
FLERT (W — IR BOR B, IR R EOh I, K W5
)5 (PR B HR 58 BAE = D17k 230 U Rl 2k
KA, HH AR BB IE A NES B M e 2 =,
7 B L [ AE7R A fee.

B R AT R AT B UE 1] ) 2 K 2]
FIWEST, IR AR 7= . Gt s e A=
A6 3 ANYEJE H R A B A S ) Fe bRk R IR
SO ARV AT DU AR, DA PG AR o R A s T A 7 )
(NQP), 1 K 387 i A2 7=y Fabs 1 2 AR AR & 1E AT A
PERIEG, R 10 H (B)FH(4) AR Ay A2 ) DL R 42 il AH
SRR B (R 6 8 R A58 TR 5 R i R A
JIRIL U TR OC R U 45 AT SO — 2L
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Table 10 Robustness test results

o 1) @) (3) ) (%) (6)
Bpr s B R A R R AR BiRA R 1% 45 2 2SLS
ERI? 526.2443% %% 170.8884** 590.1620%*
(3.8869) (2.1422) (2.4486)
ERI ~17.8162%%* -4.2073** -8.0075%**
(-6.0030) (-2.3131) (-3.1646)
ERI * 694.8430%** 281.3100%**
(5.0678) (3.2625)
ERI_ ~15.9845%+* -3.6261%*
(-5.9011) (-2.0754)
L.ERI? 589.7910%*
(2.1480)
L.ERI ~7.5914%*
(-2.5850)
Control No Yes No Yes Yes Yes
_cons 0.3663%** ~1.5543%*+ 0.3745%** ~1.0508*** ~0.9418*** -0.9745%%%
(58.4451) (-16.2452) (48.4990) (-6.8519) (-7.8977) (-7.0908)
N 330 330 330 330 330 330
? 0.1061 0.6961 0.1214 0.7116 0.7495 0.7222
”a 0.0131 0.6623 0.0300 0.6773 0.7196 0.6854
Utest U JE U JE U JE Uk Uk U J&
oLk P=0.0000 P=0.0197 P=0.0143 P=0.0419 P=0.0572 P=0.0624
VR ek RO I 1%, 5% 10%1 3 PR 3 S A A X I .
2.6 g 2.7 &l

AW FEAFAE S8Ry R A - — R AEWT T P AR £
T B REE, R BER T 5 RO 90 Je 2 iy R B B
e, 2 O T 2Ry BEAT 1IN BT i — R
2 R A 77 T 7K 22 57 R B A =2 DO A 8
R DA — A A8 AR AR B, AT FLAR T 18 T 37 Pl Y
RETRLB] S A7 B & R IABERI B SE PR AR T34
S TR X 3T 5 A 7 7 [ R W 8O, e 2 56k A A R
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TR Joe A7 07 X 22 5 S KBl I 38 IO 5L s —
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PR D 105 M AL DU i 42 52 U 5 A 7 D 1R AR
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Jith 75 7 A R R gt e A 7 MU AT e S B 80 0,
TR A IR,
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R B ST B S IR 2 A4 3 BB R Ik
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