IMES  IMEZFHE R RER

INEZFHMBEFMRER

I X

WE MEL2F RN TSR T ik, 2R B FLRELTE KRR RYS 4
BIREBIRF KRR RANZF RS ITIERTHARREFREFEEMA ¥ AL B A
HRABANARZAZEFRETRHREHAREINAA ., AIREFREFHEAE 2004 F72 B A5
FAITHARZFREFLN LR AT RRE GXARARLHEINZEZEHZR—2FEX B
T AERAZTRELSNTZ T GESG I ARREEALREYER, LIRFRBEL 2F 6 f i
FRT RGBT ALRIRTEF AL RSB RT ARG Z AN EF1F TR A
Th, AL AANBTAREFREZARGTZT I HELEZREMERR —2FEXNEF
AR REEEGAEATREZFRAFARGH KBS M RE P AN ZF(ZR)EHGF
MARLZF (A EHGARFERA L, RE AN AR ZF L FHRLENLEEARERZREY
B R HEATRE

EEE R EF T RHEF BT HEFREF ASARL HRK-2FEX

—.3l5

BEAE 22 5% A BRAC S Tl Ak p PR HE JE 42 BRAS S BRI FE LA &, A 22 Ak L B U5 RE RS 0 15 A 25
RS 00 IR S5 [n) 8 25 AR 5% 1 1) 4 050, 8 T AT $5 45 7% 78U (sustainability transitions) A 4 [ 38 5K 1)
HAr . G3% al 5 S 5% BUARHS T BUN LR (T3 SOk 5 3058 R 48 1Y By 6] 4 . 5 7E a2 9 2E R 8]
BT PR R A B3 15 ety DR 119 AN AT R 5 () L, S PR B 4 % b 3 A Ok R 1 3K By H AR (Smiith et al, 20105 Co-
enen & Truffer,2012;Strambach,2017) . PRI [a] 855 245 B 23 18] 4 J5) (0 5. 85 56 28 02 PR 5% 40 3 s Bl 2%
A2 E R TR R . — D7 1D PRI [R) 006 42 3RO (6 4 BR A= 77 IO 2% 11 5 T A% Jm) = 92 3] 1 O S
Al 5 U Bl 20k BRSE S5 e O 4 A 4 00N HL S I A BR L B DX A T A R S A BR A e S G
VA AR N RIARE S - Sr: N 2 0 ) < RSB 3T QAN NI VI o P W 258 e
1, Nordhaus (1991, 1994) 44 S5 A2 AL 8 AN A 28 T 1 KA A L DA 22 DX JOHE ZRN 3K T 2 [) A7 32 ) Y sk
I TR A A 2 A % 2% TB) A A= 28 T 14 52 ) A A T 9 B B R ) 2 O A TR A R B AR T AR 9 R R R .
T3 —J7 ] » 8 5% H B AR 0 R 7 AR VR ZU 52 A, (2009 AR B R SR 4 . SRR HHE A 2 BR M B4R
R R T A R () N R A 28 5 5 L 1G5 7 Ml ) A 3L 8 5 o R L R AR A 5 ol R AR LT
R TT 5 03 IR — 2P A BRI AL 2 BRI 4R R K e n UK T B 30 A B T 2 5 L IX &l A K
V- RA B A 7RO IR D 4 Rk HE RN AR 25 BRI A EE B4R AT (World Bank, 2009 # i SC 75
B, 2018), I H., i 5 2B W7 5 4 Bty T B 40 5 Mo B 2% 10 %0 B B 5% [ R 51 A B 46 % b BB A, 58
W4 E RS 36 &M M H (Krugman, 1991; Lange & Quaas, 2007; Rauscher,

* L, PEACHFERAEEFERREFHRA,. TEAALSHFRAESZLREFARL P O, K %A,
100732, & F ¥f 44 : lansebowen@pku. edu.cn, A2 B . B RXAAHF AL FF R B “ZRILAH 12 P & LB R
AL 5 S REAT R (19CIY028) s PR L EHF AL B LA SR EARLTTH A Y G EE kAN S
AR (2018M630004) , BAGME L FRAAMEREEL, L TAA.
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2009),

1F 30 A 31 5% 28 55 #h 38 % (Environmental Economic Geography) H & B9 32 H B [8] 3 A K, 7E 2004
AETEE R AT IR B 2 T I s B R . BEJS L AE 2007 4R 3% [ 28 I i BT KA KA
[H 48 L g ) 3t B2 G B 2 25 380 s AR 22 0 5% il L2 2 0 B 5 28 5 b B2 1) 2 B AL L IR R e LN
BRI AT TIRAGHE » FF S — 2 1y i (Affolderbach et al, 2007), fEFRIE b, B L FFHh P4
T 28 U M7 5 N BRI () R A 2 T L B AT HE 2R 1 221K BTE B AL 5 A SCH I S B AR 3t 2
1% 24 (Bridge, 2008; Gibbs, 2006; Soyez & Schultz, 2008) ., 1£55 12T HFLAFIF 4K 2 A% 0 &
N SCH gt HE R PR 58 T DAAE Sy 2s (R0 Ak 1) 3 il 177 B 25 3 £k 48 UF i B 2% (Evolutionary Economic Ge-
ography) iy & Ji& 5 18 AL 28 5% 7 B9 0 78 [A) — > 3 A HE 2R R PR BR 55 15 28 5% 3t 3R A B Sl L ok w]
AE (Bridge. 1998), Tiij H.. Essletzbichler(2012) 1A 2y ¥ 58 28 3% by 3 2% 7 >4 5 i sie o ) 32 5 B R Q18
AIVE T e 22 IXURUE T SR R B8 5 22 0% 22 [ 1) 45 4 748 3 [ et

TE BT B WFFE STk Braun et al(2018) DKy PR 45 28 T 1 3 2% 19 N 546 o DL LA 7 i : — 2
WF 5 i B 15 B A 37 0 BRI A 25 1) 282 B¢ 22 [1) 13 ] 386 46 (co-evolution) B M 3 — J& W 5% 25 DX I R
TRl AR R AR (S | AR A 7 9 26 18 PR A5 5 e LA B P A5 Vi BB ORE A RO s = R IO A BR AR
AR B Al DX e RS IR LA R HG AL 17 P SR G 5 D R S B 05 22 Tt B BE R O — A A B 4
BROTRRSE R BRI AT 2% . 456 Angel(2006) \Braun et al(2018) (ISR L B 2R R R H 5
TR G A SCE Sk B 8 28 T M B 2 A | B R Al A B R — 28 9% 1 5 (techno-economic para-
digm, TEP) 47 B R . #E— 20 R AZ 0 8 BEAT 250 - — I PRI (0] X 28 55 (5 6] 1% 3 1Y 52 )
X 2 SR T N 22 T b A 2R A T IR G G G M AR R L Al T g sl XE TN PR B 07
Bl XA EFRI) . R BT (A RD WG Bl 1Y FRBE 500 . 33X 2 SR 35 B M PR B 28 0% A 1 A 25 KA
BE PR 25 TR o il 2k L7l B R 00 R B8 R0 L 30T 2 () 45 4 5 RE AR TS Y IR BE A G ) A . B JE L AR 3
Xof BRI 228 5 b B A BB T S ROk T T R R AT R

CMRERFMEFNEREMEERXEE

(—)BESHRE

PR A5 22 T b 327 R IR 58— AL B L L B RS ) S e g P 5 ) A il B 28 T P
S ATHEZR , LB S B SR B 5 N SC b 3 1) % 24 [A] B (Gibbs, 2006) . 2 36 I LU AN [ 24 35 1 5
BRI 22 U i B 2 b B Y 23 SO B WE IR R S 2 B A AR S Y B ML 5 R A R R
WA LA S HARBIHT 00 75 2K R R BRI B G HL T I8 55 28 U5 & Ji 22 [ 9 25 P ) L, ) R S IR 4
fa 1] 32 42 7 (Bridge, 2008 ; Hayter, 2008 ;Patchell & Hayter, 2013;Braun et al, 2018),

B7E B 5% 22 9% b 327 R W i i ok A v, ORI 9 32 A0 O il | 2 R =X A A S [ 1 B B 5 A
# ., Bridge(2008) 1Ay 5L 11 Y PR 45 28 5% b B~ 0F 5% 32 U A 0 13, AR 0 5 0 B2 SR A B0 5 G IR B R
By ar Rz S “PREE T T BUOER B 248 U P A R — S IR A 9 25 (broad and welcoming church) ,
S SHEEE LTk E AHE., Aoyama et al(2011) .Braun et al(2018) &5 2%3F % 0F 9% 3 B pt
AT TGS I BRI 28 % M 2 32 O T B B8 A8 b 5 28 0% 5 11 2l 19 5 3l 52 Wil L B 5506 3 5 B 45 4
B A 0 B AR & 3% 2 (alternative economics) 3% 3 DA M 30 85 AN S 46 o] F 4%, 7E PR 2w |F
Gibbs(2006) 3 i A= 25 BUAC AL BLiE 15 L 1] BE 36 (% B2 - Lange & Quaas(2007) MU 28 3 b BHL 2% 1) 4
Fi1 40 JE HLBF 55 25 1] Soyez & Schulz(2008) H M1 22 76 ¥ 85 B il 1B 5K X 35 855 6 BLRCR (1948 T . Patchell
&. Hayter(2013) W 35y £k ] B 3 SO S HLIE . O PR 8% 46 T b B~ 5 | AT W ) 3 Ak L 22 RUBE D &%
Z ROEPpRIE AL = KAZ O . 53 0h # R R AL 5 HOR — 2 5% =X B9 A 722 9K 3 7 » Hayter
(2008) AN FREE 28 5 B2 AR L TR — @ Pe iUy i i, S8l 7 ANE Bl fF HOR — &3 i
(1970—2020) Bl &x (At AR — L Prin s (2020 —) I FEAE . 72 [ P 23 b, BO&C R T (2017) 73 531
TIREE AT 22 5 20 0% M 22 R R0 A 8 PR B 28 U 1tb B 2 O F 55 5 1) ) 43 Ry 25 B PR B 28 55 2 S0 LY
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MBS B R FMIBFHARHERE

R85 22 U 32 O R e [ B A O IR EHEAT 1 SR L O 2R B e S e S A T B R DR

(Z) it Ew

IRBE 28 U M B2 WE 98 0 5 “E R R SR AR B T A 2R M B DL R IR R A i s A R A L
A S BUARAL BRIE A B T2 SO0 2 0% b B A 1 22 T B 2 DL R A B A T B 8 5 b B
B8 2L (Angel, 2000; Spaargaren et al, 2006; Bridge,2008),

1. AR B, EXI AL Cecological modernization) [ #E & 5 5 iy 8 [E %% % Martin
Janicke 7E 1982 4 1 [ 26 H M AR I S BFig h #2 10, — H 3 1985 4 [F br 3 58 5 4L 2 BF 58 or
(IMUG) A Wy He e SOR T (Janicke, 1985) o A= 25 B A F T 4 2h Tl 28 U 1) 39 Ak 19 AE 25 4 7
iR (ecological switchover) , SEIL 2 U & Jié 5 A5 A5 OR3P 22 (8] () 1A, HC 398 A% 0 2 il BE N A A8 5, AT
DA 3o AR 28 0 L 2 1 o) e A S50 A AR A fE Bl (Mol , 1995) . 7E 25 WLZE T AR 28 AR 2R A
IF) 28 T 358 10 92 B0 A4 25 b A R Aok 08 U2 T 354 Jh i ol R PRI 1) 3 3 2B 7 R 8 47 4 7= (Gouldson &
Murphy, 1997),

A= S B A PR BT 28 5% b 3 2 1) S P A i B A T A S R SR EE S A B
BEEA I AT HEZE O TEBOR BRI BE A AR I S EOR — 3R X g b2 555 5 IR & T
P2 B A AN A (Gibbs, 20000 . MAb AR BARAL & 7652 L2 T & J& AL 2 4 A 5 30 55 1
PG — JBSR T R 5 AR e 25 Pk 5 PR BT 28 3% b 3 2 SRR S 8 O Ml B )
M B ARG . ARBUMN 25 38 10 A S B BE v o 4 3 20 7, G BE IR 5 5 R BUR 5 T
KRR EEAZ T H C RS T IR B Y iy 445 ] SR s 7 fifp TR PR 058 A ) 38U b AR R L AL 2 A AR
Wi NGOs S5 BUN 2 5 3 45 78 4 3R 30 55 BOR b (9 45 F Ok B 8 %2 (Spaargaren & Mol, 1992;
Mol 1995) . —/NA & SCHY [ PR 52 B2 Ok T 4 BREF 58 742 46 19 [ br A ST R 3187 (International
Human Dimensions Programme on Global Environmental Change, IHDP) i 52t » H 38 /0 W U 7 &
S EIE AT AR SR R 5 S R G R R G HESh IR A A S M A
(Gibbs, 2006) . 1 oh, #E20 E 5K A4 25 A s | ok B0 85 v BSR4 i ol [l B 5w 4 L e
AN BTy H N A S AR B BB SE T ] (B 145, 201D,

2. AR E LA, A SIS A L A ] 32 S0 i BT 2 U I s AR (time-
space evolution) 5 £ 5 — AL L BT il BE 1Y H. 80 5C & L 4 “ BR8P &% il A 48 U st B 20 T RE 2R K T
A S BAAL R 2] B FRIE Y (Martin, 20000, XN ZEME T AR 28 BUAC AL 3 18 0 B AR A8 557 52 i
R JEMBT TR IS B0 T LUB T M PR 58 28 5% 2 Oy S8 LAl i ol A= A 2 R 1 SR BR L BRI T ER
i 5 2 % M B S AL AL (Hayter, 2008) . AL B 3 G By M2 3 58 2 BV V58 2 5e
DA R 285 Y A %) A A I8 25 LS DR O IO 1 B AR BT AR =2 D R S B i R & i AL
S AT ol A =i s DA T ] B V0% 2 B HEOR B E T 4R 1 E 20 k1 2
A3 i 4E B (Hodgson & Knudsen, 2010),

AL B SCAY B LI 25 A RIE R Ak 80 L5 PR 50 22 T M B 2 B 5 O DG B . 9 AR B R k)
AN P2 B Z 0 B S A AR AT R G AR R T BRSBTS R s AR AT i Bl PR BT 4 T M
PSP AR — 2 5575 3 (techno-economic paradigm, TEP) [ 4¢ 4,728 % (Hayter, 2008) . Ak il &
F SCTEMR 1AL GE 28 U MU B A3 Bir b B 22 T 5 PR A A T M R 5 g LA R A S BRI 52
W7 AVERESHE R RTINS S AT RGN ARE RS T BRI
ASCHL B EI R, AR R T Al 2 18 A RED AR H AR 1L A i B SCIE 53Rk K b B R Y
B2 T5 55 4 T UR AT Al BT 4 3Rl A R S (AR B T 2 5% 28 5 b 3 2 22 KU b, 381 23 (i) 1) O 5 31
(Hayter, 2008),

3. ARG T HIRMZ T T IFEL T B AR T 25 B B g HeE R A
SRR 2 T s P2 IR A8 . — 7 T 7E R & T b B2 o b & T R AN ok 1 B8 75
G AR 1T LN PR IE T G A X B 14 B 55 R 1) IR U X 8 5 T 2l Y S ) A Ry 7 AR R L PR 4
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VG sh s a4 JJy =& —Fh B sh AR 19 96 & (Mulatu et al,2010; Marconi,2012) . 5 2ZAHF 2, ¥ 5
25 % Hb B2 RO T X Bl B Bl AR G &R T B AR K b AR B T WY 0 A (R RUBE L iR R 4 0 kb T R
THESEEAE . SERMESE (GVCO) . £ BR A= WM 2% (GPND %) 5. 3 ¥l | (Strambach & Surmeier,
2018), 5 —J7ifi » Patchell & Hayter(2013) 48 H , f SR P1 355 28 5 Hb B 2% 76 18 10 20 5 b H 2 % 9 % i
R 343k v BE AR Ok 0 o (FL D T SR P ) 8 T A 5 A 40 A E 24 0F R U AL 28 U B A A0 . BRILZ AR
I IR 22 A A A B B 0 AT O R R G P R AR R S AR RO LB R B L 2 R
JE R 43 BT (Martin, 20100, B 75— 48 9 J2 , 18T 0 B b 2~ 5 300 R0 3T 190 17F 95 I AR /0 56 T R 85 1L
5l (Boschma & Martin, 2010) , b ¥R 355 28 5 i F 27 038 Ak 20 5% b B2 R 58 il A B35 7 7 el g 23 1)
1 1 J SR AR #R A2 EEG, [ b # Patchell & Hayter (2013) 8 %2 #b FR Z S M BR 55 25 3 b 3l 2%
(EEGD) | AL 2 3 i FE 22 (EEG2) 9 “ e 307 Fil 4 B Bt L i Fk 2 8 EEG? (EEG1 X EEG2), T H . %
LR T g L — Rl R TG 20T A 4 A 9 2K DL S B O M B BT 0 O — R e
(Grabher,2009),

4. IHE R AL M 255, Boyer & Saillard(2002) %8 H , #1H] BHif (regulation theory) 245 #1
T FR TR R AT M ™ Ak A SR R R AL S IR 5 AT AT R
B BT BUR 6 BRE5 A8 BOR AT 5 A S ) 55 0 A= - i 5 0 S R s, FR — &5l
HL T BEIE 5 2 558 28 5 Hb B~ 0 T B G 9 05 AT 20 T M B AR DA Ry B R P AR T R AL B B0 R TR
KB G BRI AICHES , BE A B — 25530 A A 28 557 & e .

AN L BEACHE 1 B IE B 48 5% 2 (economics of regulation) tA 28 3 dh (AN ME L 28 M AL {8 AN
X R A5 R 1) T 3 2k SR T 0 8 A BOR R T 0 AR o T B 0 A0 A O SR R B — o I IR B
BRI B (Stigler, 1971), FRBE 2 U b 3 2 [ B 0 B2 A8 R85 BOK /9 B2 QB 58 5 A 55 B IR B3R
Py Y S DS B ER B R AP IR (9 R A (Bloch &. Keil, 1991;Soyez &. Schulz,2008), HAS
b 7E SO R T 3 2% R PRS2 A v PR T 28 U b3S ) TR O Ak R S SR SR AE T AR B L
Ko AR ZAAETF  FACH] B 3 SO F T 5 4588 Ak 28 B L S BUR RLH] T 1 4l 5 g B ) 5
TR E . MG & ] 28 U 2 B8 5 22 07 F B 7 b 4 B0 1 40 A HE B2 4 A g8
A Ml 3RS % 0 58 B 52 £l 288 SRR TR AT L AR T PR B 48 U M P A ) B O R, L
K BUR BT BT S5 iR BEECR ” M3l 47 o8 7 AR 8 A e A R 1Ak SR B S BN — Al —
b2y AL 2R AR Al 28 8 SR 5 ) A A AT 9T 3R HR (Boyer & Saillard, 2002; Hay-
ter, 2008), fH Angel(2000) ,Gibbs(2006) 4 H , B il 318 T 2 b 3¢ 13 BN AL X A 7= B 5 7 9% R
TRV ] 19 52 ) Z20 B8 1 B 07 73X — PR 8 28 % b 38 2 v ) O SR L R L R OR A b BE X AR G A AT IR R R AT
2 U #h R

(Z)EXEE

IRBE 28 U i B2 0 % O T BE AL 5 RORBURT R R &2 v 5B R R A R S — R A
M F AR — 2B a U B AE I . IRBE 45 M H 2% T 25 5 T ORI 2R T R R R AR i 2 BB R i) A
Pt (Kondratieff cycle) . tA R RANFHE A 7™ 01 & R IARA S T HOR Kk R R Atk e 1 A 77 0 8
W, R R K 50 AR RIS & T HEA — 23— KK $ . T It Hayter & Le
Heron(2002) % HX] 43 4 Tk # 4 TEP(1760—1920) 45 4% 3 X TEP(1920—1970) {5 & Fl3d (5 4
AR TEP(1970—2020) = KB Bt » Hayter (2008) 1A 0 £ R Hs 5 [a) 2% (4. TEP BB (2020 —) {48 , S s 48
U s P22 POt 5 468 TEP AHVCHE .

SR — 23 (green TEP) Y3085 5 2 U U [R) A0 0k Kk e 32 38 L J& X A = B Be 4 R —
EZE0) e W1 B O S | A O B B0 1 B e e B /N o RO I SR N G SR T R 5 S DR
Tl 2 7 R 1 PR U Y ) R R B PR () LT 5 bR A Sk Ak . B Tk S i S & T e
BRACHE I 76 A8 5 2 SO L 85 [ 28 B (MINCs) Bk 7=l 41 40K e i) 245 00 o, BRI 1 A SR W U6 ol &2
BROCHRAE Ar b LA SRR AR 1 28 77 S At S5 ot S o E s ) 2 o B AR B R AL A AN M A BT
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IMES  IMEZFHE R RER

Gy ER REMRBL . 25 R BT R A G BE TR AE 51 e 1 W URURY 98 5 3R BB K )@ (Carson, 1962) . X — 1 L
TEAR BAE 5 BRI AT 2 7 B A (H LA BBt A SR U B ) i 2R g R T R SR R T
TR 51k T BRI NGOs 1y S X R .

SRR — 2T A 20 @ TEP s g AR IR BTOR 90 5 Al 55 28 i L 5t i m] 5 2
JEBURI I 6 - A lh 5 T R AR 85 TR ) R S gk (AL B A RO i % 2k RS el 48Uk R
SRR RMERE AR A HOR — 2 AR R IR DL R S AR S R Y AR B E R A B
UL SCBL T NI W 7 FA A 4K L BUR R 36 A0 7= B gk 0 TEP T 28 BL ™ KU A7 /9 By B 28
(Hayter, 2008) . fxBRIEMIFR NGOs ¥ il 17 OCHE M (0, LB 1 M BA X507 1“2 7= B 7 1 A
OFAL . PREE IR S Ju B B T 7 — R ER— AN B 7 e L S T A T A ERA T BT 7
PS5 1) L ) ] e P 7 A« AN AR A 3t 55 A o] 2 77 A 2 ) 3l i [ s 57 5 5 e A A e e 4x Bk T
Lt TEP W B G 5 /) iy 3RS 1 7 3t 36 858 75 B[R]  (Schulz, 2002) o 55 Z A X9 2 - 25558 6L 1
MM —[E Z N B T 2 BRVEH 2% @ TEP Gk 58 i 4L 2 1 3 R A SRR B, R ORIKFES%
EHR — T 3l R A AU R B CRIG BEZE A L ] DASE B B 5 AT R L AR A
i R PR 22 3 3 B I A R SR

= MR R EFF (2 E) &R

A5 (] U 28 5% (25 (8] 6 3l i 5% ) 2 PR B 2 D s 22 p A% 0 FRZ — . RIS T i B 2E
LB SR GEUR 1Y) 25 1] 23 A BRI AR D PR PR BE 15 e X 4k 28 M e B R 2 e . B oy B BE 5 B S R
20 B2 O T IR BE TS Y i 7l B 5 L 55 Bl DL A LT e X BT RN WY 8 Ok BR R 4
T B 22 AE Y Y A

(—)REFEEFLER

25 % M L A T ) T 0 B S ) 2 WL 3R L DA R T U Bl I A TR0 A SR R BT o 2R A I A A BRI
FEWRTRAE o BEA VU 5 & 57 7 2B Wi s w1 %8 L BT 2 TP LB A LT 2B T T g RS 1 L 22
S UL B iz i A S5 R 2R S Aol 0 7l i A ) AT R 9 AR AR A T IS il (Krugman , 19915 Fu-
jita et al,1999;Combes et al,2008) ., XFEMR KFEE Ll W R BE LT Bl 2= 5| A7 R, DL K
“PN AR A TS Bl S (A A JR 1 R A

LR F AR S FHEANFEF R FRAZ P AR T =L ERG Y0, KI5
AR AR SR IE B 52 ) PR 2R 2 i R 22 80 3 DG T A B 2R AR R R AL i s >R 1) Tl < R A 207
ERIME . Junius(1996) W3 5C 1 7 BE 2 A 1 vp 7l £ SR IF 4B A 32 BR A1 1 1] 82, 45 Hh 47 26 22 1
KR HLH AT e 2 w4 s FHL 4 L 0 ) B 3 B (negative self-fulfilling expectation) DX M 31 5 54 v BT 4%
S BEAR P L A s8R AR . T B A8 B2 WF ST 45 IR A 5 0 48 U b B A R A AL AR i SR
%, 40, Brakman et al(2001) ,Quaas & Lange(2000) ¥ 3E K £ 2| A F| T £ 1 Krugman .00 4k
FEI A (CP) , & SRS 1 AMERPE 2 IE T CP BRI vh iy = G A2 S0V AR R4 AT & BB 404 ol 4 R A
— A BT A Al B TR AE S — A XA B S 4 ROIRAS . I AE LR M BF 8, Lange & Quaas
(2007) ik — 2B RS T 4l XA T BEAS 0 30 3l P B & IR B2 75 e 4 i 1 AR RS I AT e 1 I
LI R T ol — S F o3 B 3R LA B R BR 4 4 4 = b s R S B RR AR 25 0 . i — 2 TE S A B AT IE
i i (forward-looking expections) Z Ji7 » Rauscher(2009) 1A 77 75 31 85 1 4b 51 5| & 18 2 — Db B
B (chase-and-flee pattern) . 4R /N i) 35 58 43 35 Fifi 5 IF [A] 1) 22 fb o T BB 51 & 7 b 2 [ A A A2
HARE R 500 s iR BT & 28 1A 2 1 742 46 I A BOEk 21 3 B 55 75 G 1) 268 X8 7K - T 2 5 A [F]
by DXAE X TG e R A OG

2. FRBEAH) A FIT b F A KA By 6h b T TR, TEMEE NIRRT EME ST,
77 ME LA 52 30 f A0 23 1) A7 R . Wu & Reimer(2016) %& 3875 Y4 4 b A AR AR AR 17 H. FE 3R 55 171 48358
P2 B0l A3 18] 43 A i 5 4L 23 S KT o DR e A a0 B0 V5 e Al il A7 SR BE ML . Elbers & With-
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agen(2004) ¥4 #E T — A4 3 A4 7™ it FH 36 b 1) PR 1] [ B B2 ) B R b T 3SR 3l ) A R B Y
M5 » & BB S5 LA 40 ) 39S e AR IR AR R T i — D . N Ok F  Rauscher
OODFEIT T PR EEBEIAE T o e B G/NAE B 25 25 77 M 23 [ A3 Jmy il o B R B A2 4k e AT i T 528
AR A ST R 3B 58 A 43 B LA b H A 22 B I S TR A Ry o PR B RO T R G 2o AR i 7l
A BTN 95 G o 25 38 10 PR3 15 R i 80U  Calmette & Péchoux (2007) ¥4 31 55 5 Yy 55 B 55 U3 40
A GG i PRS2 v, T IR S R 38 0 T Al B A B B AS S B ik ok Wl A ol ot F — 2P s ) 4R
5 ML 28 U B AR A i AR 5 SRR b i — 2P s T AR RO IR T R EE S

(Z) il ™5 S 168 3k BT SORE”

7 73 (R A Jey 7E SOW R B e AR P R XA B S X g B L T R
MRS T PR BE G Gy BR 5T R BT 7 5 B8 5 Al DXL T B Y 5 ) 2 B Al Y e kT
L LT

Lo BRITHLH) B A rh e e K A5 309 05 Je 38 A BT 2007, 7 5 SR — HOMR 8 o B [ B 5
Ty BRAS TR R BT TG YL g — e ik 1 B U L B T M O B . An R b D S it B A5 A A 1B
MR 25 G A Ml 5 2 S — 2B 5 G BEA X FEAR T i s Ak 52 5 01 . ek R R R AL
B R R KT Y A R Al A 2 ) BRI AR o TE A 9 & R E K B, Walter & Uge-
low (1979) ¥4 HFR 22 R “ V5 YL 38 M FF {4 (pollution haven hypothesis, PHH) ., i HAE A H % 5 &
PR 95 B % 1T NS 57 2l 285 A2 TR T IR A A L7 I AR 7 1 T B R T e i e bl
FE] 7B 10 DA N T A R A 5 A R 7 ) A 7 T SR T e i 1 4 i 11 [ (Cole, 2004) o ™
1) B 555 BT w5 1 Al B FBUAS e T3 s % A oMl PR A A s R PR A T Y sk X I S50 A TR Y
J5 A (Lofgren et al, 2013), SZHEMF ST b . 76 [ Br 98 A 7 35 55 85 1 Al X032 26 % )5 1 » Levinson &
Taylor(2008) ,Shofwan & Fong(2012) & Bl /b i B 42 4% 9% HL A 5 Y b X JIr 008, 17 EL 40536 1) 8 3%
557l R BB ) B 3R B S R S IR 3R 4% D) AR 56 (Bagayev & Lochard, 2017), 4%
TR — E A [ b X0 58 A o 22 St 23 5% 0 £ Ml 2 ik 2R 5% L Greenstone (2002) , Fullerton & Kim
(2008) J& LI B8 B 1 XoF Tl 356 Hb 1) 356 9% 47 A6 97 18 52 M), ™ A 100 B8 R T B 8 T Aol AT A A L
IR TG g b i ARBESE

2. Yoy RBLHUH) B JREF T J AT A H) S B, Tiebout(1956) (1 i 77 56 4 B 48 4
M7 BUR A T W1 97 80 ) B AS S5 I Sl M IR R TR 1) B o 8 1) T e OB L R B T A BOR
T-BLUB SR B 5 A 45 5 KA, BB R A S 3 75 BOR AT DL 458 1 T B, S ] gkt o b il ol 36 4 3 3 1
PEUR A T2 (Banzhaf & Walsh, 2008) ., BRUL=Z 4h, #b 05 BRI A TR T BREE ML B9 A i 4 AL
TS| Sl P O U R LA R ARG A 5 R s v E At X AT 408 T M X A IR B UK L S5 R T IR IR
47 (race to bottom) [EPEAEER (Otates & Schwab,1988), S5F F E K “H T Wi L7 0% 2 HL il
AT Qian & Roland(1993) A [ i R 5a 4ok A B L R 70255 5 B0A % Ll . i Bk
TX o [ AR 1 OB S S SCSR AR T b Ty BUR SE AT R BLGE A L BOR T RL R TR B
M U 5 A A A . BR T PR AR PR SR AR ME L 1 1T S 4 3 FTRE ) Hb RS L, Stigler (1971) \ Tre-
isman(2000) A R 7EAF B AR FR A1 00T+ rp S BOR ME LA B b 5 208558 80 i A7 AR 25 5 T e Al

3. ERBEHLA) AL VT A B AT R A F 69k AF AR, 4T Hh B2 X R A BT R) A A A
77 T4 5 9 355 ISR F 2 A B R0 0 AR B 1 PR B 28 U b B 2 A N E B . 9 45 %% (Porter & Linde,
1995) $ H P0 855 A0 1l 412 15 B2 A BB 10 R s D IR B ] R AR R 8 T Al A5 R BLAS L BEAIR T 4
Ml 1 Az 7 3R I 2K B T BE A BT v A BT RE T s 33X — BT A SO AT DLER A A A
FRHCIH AR FRAS . 55 PR 5T 28 U b, 3L 2 o W0 R AR A 1) ) B2 B 3 AN ) o 76 AN 58 4 38 4 1 3108 40 A
HEZRLR o BRBE I 14 B 000, 3 2o Al 22 18] 1) 1% S8 AR X B (Ambec & Barla, 2002) B0 il €15 41
45 (Mohr,2002) fll 3% 4 % 3 W& 5 3l (Simpson & Bradford, 1996) 285 H (. FR45 510l (14 % 5 4k 1 ]

— 136 —




IMES  IMEZFHE R RER

REAE — 5 P2 BE F 4R ML) A 19 1 5 5 A b e =2 30 3% 19 800N o F T 056 745 75 % sl X JIr 2880 00 AN 8 %5
Bt 2 A1 3 DX 7= b 52 R (Feddersen, 2010) | 53 M L Atk 3 i i 8 19 7% )5 (Cole et al, 2005) 12 91 il
Al A S o B2 R X A b PR B T G T 52 0 e R G R T R S S

(Z)HRESFHHRAMAEE

1% G2 1) 2255 b B 2 35 AR /D 5638 57 Bl 1) DX e 49 ) A0 Bt L i 1) S IR AL S HOR — & 7%
T AR, SR AR — S 0 Tk A 7 X B 2 AR A IR R R AP SR A R AR ] R Kk
JE HAREE I TR AR . I AEIX 2 PR EE 48 T bl P A I A DG T 57 Bl sl 9 DX AN 3 45 ] A

—J7 T PRI B AR ) R R T BE 2 W 5| — ALl A R Tk X R B T Y AR
RUFT Ml A9 A0 Ml 335 0 T 7 2R 3 DX U] S5 3 ¢ € A %8 8 B A oMl 0 3ol 2 v S B PR 5 ) ) o BR B
A7 M43 A7 17 52 P08 X 37 3l (Bezelek et al,2008) , Marx(2000) % B, ¥ 55 B 38 00 7 4k 19 £ 40, B
Z P EOLH ™ LA K51 e gl B FR 555 AR ] 48] 2 20 OR B AR B K DL B A ik B DR ATl PR e i L 3 A £
A Ml A+ S5 28 S B0 A T o BRI R AR A Ml A 3 ) 5 o AL 7R L R 2% - Morgensstern (2002) # H:
SIS R AN i SR RONE LA B S 3R A U, TEF AR K AR S5 A 20 358 B 4 42 v Aol 1 2E
P2 UAS ARV A T 3K SRR [R) ) 7 K ST SR AE 2 A P R R 1 95 8 @ R IR R Tk
b XS BTV 0 BUARIONL” Ceost effect) o fHIE 45 PR 5L BUAS 32 i 17 Hh A A% U] < 00 ) 3 2%
X8 A G it o S Al R Bl 2D RH AT M B 97 Bl T3 RS SRR il SR ALY (demand effect) .
BEAh 36 15 B BT R LU A% B8 1 A 7 P 15 A 5 i 1) 55 2y 5 46 B BT AR B AR 55 3 s il i 52 v 2
PR e A B R B AN 7 (factor shift effect),

T3 —J7 T B AT 2 %08 fide o T 780 i) o 00 » g JoiT 1) B 05 2% 3 7 o it 2 18R W 51 55 3l O IXAE
PEPRE SR R . PR 0T fdt B 9 52 i 7EAR R AR S8 b Ok T 2% 58 T 75 e XU v i) ME 23 7 At 2% 1 Bk
SERITE BT L PRBE TS Y 11 5 558 7K 18 15 £t BE XU i fet B £ 3 8 K (Coneus & Spieb,2012) , 78 — &
FRBE b 25 W AT RO Bl S LA B BRI 57 3l 2 7 2% . Zivin & Neidell (2012) % T 5 [ ) S0 BF 55 % 1L
SRR 10ppb BEAR T 36 H 5. 50 MRl A= 7= %, 2007 4R, [ bR iE £8 41 2! (International Or-
ganization for Migration, IOM) %} “¥ 3% T #2” (environmental migration) #47 T & X, A N ¥ 85 75 Y
B PR S5 AR A I 5 e S EBR S5 AT B e R ) T SR AR AR A AR 52 B 45 R 5% K i 0 B B R 4K R e
T S RORE R I B K RS TR L A N S e A i B B RIE SR . Gawande et al (20000 £
T 1985—1990 £ [H] 36 [ A M il 7% 5 fE B 8 5 ) S8 7 22 18] 1 5C & W98 R B S 24 NS U A 2ot
16460 FITHF, Ky 1t & fa B IR S W R 37 A AT 50T i st IX . 7637 28 U #th B B v, Rauscher
(2009 W5 K B0 NAT 2 10 4538 Ja A0 A B 8 T 265 g it X o 430 1) i 12 7 9 65 S fim PG 26 i b IXC, A 7 55
TH P T TE L 52 0 1 28 () 73 5 . BREE HE 0 AN W] 45 BB 57 3l ) 52 A 7E 22 5 AR RE 9T 9 ) R B AL %
PRI R) AU e B 0ol v B RE 55 Bl RE ) W)X R 20 L7 i BOR BE R, Liu et al(2017) % LR85 36 P 51
RFETE T A b 5T ) B A SR B TR R R B S5 8 g

U | 2235 (== 18] ) 7 Bh B 30 45 380 e

22 (A3 1D % 3l B BRSOV R BR 2 TF M B S TE I ) — 0 R, DI AE R AN 5 5
RAER BT A AR Y 2 0 B 3 UK e o 8 % 5 1) 46 3l R Y v AR AN — iR ML (World Bank,
2009) , 49 5 BRI ROV M L WF 52 AR SF B H IS KA B AT Grossman & Krueger(1991) 42
H R 28 B BR B 2 2% VR il 28 7 (environmental Kuznets curve, EKC) 1 F B4 8. AN TEFT &5
Mo BEAE SR AT RE SR AR, 7l AR B R sl o SN R R R S I RE VR ER B SRR HE . BT R TR L R
FR T 45 K0 08 BE WL T A6 L 75 % HE R B0 532 W 0T 5 J8h A o BRI A S A5 TR R0 2 R R T O T Y
J5 1]

(—)REZER L

AT B i B A R 2 SCR AR 7 B 3 B 2 38 15 H AR I AR 28 5% 1% 2l I i ok 19 21 58 75 ¢ [ 7
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H 25 15 3 A0, 768 PREE ORI 28 P00 T A 2ok 2 vl o 28 0% b 382 38 S AN OG 3 Aol ¥ s HE ke A 7
AR5 A 7 i AR A DA R R o L DX 7 M 45 v B AR R 1 B A T G 0] R I B SR O AN S 3 42 T
Bl 1) 25 (6] A7 JRy B R A5 ) T O PR B R I . A M BRI 2 U 4 5 T R 48 U A i S v, 1)
WhT PRI | 3t 5 96 5 4 L R HC A A W 7 1) i A ASUR P T T 5 s R S92 BB B AR AR TR 9 AR
BT %8 o ML Z T BRI 22 0% by 3 2 UL 4 ] 428 5% 006 2 o 5 ik i B8 38 A L B R BT DA B AR 3R
BAE AR T HOR — &P g E i m .

B SE AT & B SR BET5 Y 6 R MU BF 520k [ [ Br 82 5 88, Grossman & Krueger(1991) il
AL E R 5 B B e iR BE 52 0 & B, — B KOY 5 3085 15 YL A 78— T Se A2 L 0] iy = 31
U” K F A TF IR NSO BAR A B B 2 iR PR 58 35 4, > A 41 A3k 3] 4000 ~5000 3 J0 1 5% 4
JUI S PRI o K BN S O R G T 0 BEPR Z N IR R 2Z IR R M R . LS L 58 PR B 2R
KM B AATERAL SR JZ A S5 . B 20 tHE4D 90 4R A LAK AR 22 SCRRAER IT 46 %) PR 58 2 2% 15 o ith 2k i
& ot A2 b R . Horb s — SCOCHR A [ BR 23 T G 1 2 3R 3 K VAR VB 5 B e AT E
FE AT S B R ARG 0 P 05 2% 1 R M R RO AR AR L PR AR DRI BURE ) A R A —
AR Z5 TS e W4 i 3] — Ak HE i (Selden &. Song, 1994 ; Bhattarai & Hammig, 2001), % —3
SCHR I X — [ 2Z A [ i XA TR A7l 8 PR3 2% TR ok T R AT R 3 . IR B R SE A5 iR s R — 2
KA BF TS T BRI 7 2% 1 9% it R B FEAE - Galeotti & Lanza(2005)38 I 42 Bk 100 AN [E 5 25 4F () T
BB IE SE T A58 B 2% 1R R B 2 777 . Destek & Sarkodie (2019 3 F 11 A~ H7 2% Tk E K 1977
—2013 4E A KA . R T AP K SRS R R A UPBISC R, B r &R TIESMI S
fhiTH L e SUR BRSSO GG 07 3% - 50 % BRER 8 12 2% 15 2% i 26 7] AN A7 75 (Azomahou et al. 2006
He &. Richard, 2009; Wagner et al, 2020) . 54 2575 2% i 42 2 A7 AE MK T — R A4 4
SN AR LT A IRAR FE PR B AL | AR YR SR L R SRR R DL R H At ) BE IR R 4F (Luzzati et al,
2018; Chen et al, 2019).,

IABEPE 280 I i 2 AS Tt — b 8 0% b B B G L BR800 it O B 5 g TR 3R i L PR B P 2% U K
LRART T A [ b B R R 22 5% 5 2R B 9 2 1] G BE AR AE (Anselin & Getis, 1992), [ Grossman &
Krueger(1995) K BR 5% 22 24 1 2% il 26 149 52 Wi BIL 1 23 i Sl RS0 (scale effect) (HAR BN (technolo-
gy effect) M5 HHON (composition effect) LA AR 25 2 5 12 1 X A [\] 2% 7 47 43 ik F 5 O 4 L &85
WL B AR R . Levinson(2007) Xf 3& [ 1970 —2002 4& [6] Tl 75 Qe Wy HE i st 47 1 o3 i WF 58 R B
TSN 45 K4 8800 5 B AR RN 5 35075 e HE i B0t T B 60 Do o L v RUASE A0 5 B0 Y W HE O
T 87 0 s BN 5 B AR O W 43 31 5 BT Y W HE TR RRAR 90 20 1 57 %0 o H AR BB AN 2 15 Y v HE
AR SR L I 5 T BRBE 28 U 1 B 25 5k N 2R R A i TR PR B () Y BE A B B L AN 2T B 5 3
B 5 YL 4 23 (8] R BEAFAE AN 7] Z 401 . Poon et al(2006) 1A & BFURA L 4 2 [8] 47 J&y F5 YL VG B AL %D
HA 58 10 25 [A)AH SC R AE o A 75 S8 X — 25 (8] QIR ALE PR BE P 22 1 R i R i 35 Wl RE s 2R 2 52
BLAth o T LA 3 (] 3 2455 R [ 05 B Ay BIF 9 B0 05 P 2 U K T R AFFE R T2 5 ) . Maddison(2006) & %8
[i] ¥ J B AR (SLIVD A6 50 1 885 [ A 855 P 2 1 Ol 4 ) A7 A & 435 0 e BN 1 — A A R R0 Ak 0 1 HE
T 0 5 R 408 I G A 8 ) SR IR AR ALE o o 2 40 s [ 3 5 7 i, U2 1 Of B 58 I 24 10 oty A 3 1 R Al
% . Rupasingha et al(2004) {ifi Fj 1 5% 5] % 22 46 B (SEMD FI| FH 56 [ 4 EL 9 i 250 483+ T &5 i K
SRR Y O R VUESE T A )RR R B BR R A 22 0 Ok il 2 U045 5 R B INAS (. R BE AL L B
S5 2 1 R M ) A 6 B 8 B R I 5 s [ G HRARAE

(D)= ERA IR R

LR R W e [ NP B A 28 0 4 T 1 N5 7 ol % ) A 3R, AN TR] 77 oMl 4R R K P 0 0 A AN [ N
TIGEA IR K % Bl R Al R L 26 D R AN KT 5 2 T & R B B [ 45 AH 56 (Ingstrup &
Damgaard, 2013), £ 3% M3 2% 2 B 8 PR 0T &8 U5 15 Sl 40 400 25 [a) A1 Jmy 5 R85 75 4 19 25 [) 43 A O &R (i)
FBE L LA S A AR . o, Virkanen (1998) 5625 22 34l % 5 25 ¢ R #E4T T 481, R B
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b B 3R X K ASRIK TS YK B i . A L AR 38T 43 8] P93 L Verhoel & Nijkamp(2002) 4 # T %3
(i) — e S4) A A5 AR, I 1) RO 308 T 25040 o DA AR 1) £ BE 1S 1T IR T AT R K S Y [ AL R B 7l
RESSGYRIEMHE., ARFE L E LI T W& 2 8 5 A A B EE 556 &R, Calmette &
Péchoux(2007) & By i 4 5 55 15 G HAHAR HE . 75 G AR 53 BUOR 4 T8 1k BHLIE 7l 46 58 PR BT BUR 2 5
T AL TG YA BB W A ol o AR SR AR A L — 2P AR R T A BRI

1 TR =2 TS AL 5 LA S 2R R B A S AR 3 1 1 O A T B L 2R 3 b B e AR D S R BT AR
R E 7 ER SR Z M NTEDLE] . 77l 5 58 B MY i RS 28 5% RRAE i ol 1) 1 24 v 55 8K
TGN ER T A M BT A T AR DA S A R R B A (Ren et al, 2003) , 5 e [] B 3 25 38 528 R0 4 07
REEATR ARl 1) 320 B 2 7 JUAS 5 PR 3 B RCAS | 1 T o038 3 58 DT EL A MR 22 5 AR iR v . 0 g A0 5
T O VE AR R IE SRR PE R L OHRAE 5 BROR Tty 328 BEAE Z2 R 00 7 M B 2R i i > 14 55 31 ) 5 1t 3%
JE H TR il I S AR A v A AR ER M L Xl B SR B R AR ER M AR A0 SeE . — B F 20 4l 90
AEAR S BB BT 2 T MBI 2 0 2GR L 1 BY T UL R 3 | 28 T 38 4 55 0 B L RS & TR
Bl B N A A Ry B R 28 U b 3 2 B I 5 T T (Krugman, 19915 Fujita et al, 1999) , fF 5 PN 25 5 im0 4L ™
Ml B SR I SR (R IR B TS Y S AN B A B T A AR R A DR AN A AR R ] A 3 1R AR L
LRI IESMIR S AN ER AU b R Fe I 28 5 FLR 0] R

TE BT 22 % b 3L 3 1 JEL B v ol A SR B Ml B B ARl SR Y e HE R R RS L H S —
FGNE SR AL 1 & #4255 B B0 4% ) ¥5 G M08 HF . Andreoni & Levinson(2001) B 5% & 8, Tl
15 G ) HE T A Ml ARG i 3 va , MRS 22 A ) T AR AT e T R A [ T e A R g HE
K 33X — BN KT — 5 B ANER 4 o 45 F . Wang & Wheeler(2005) & T v [ 45 9% 3 55 5 4 0F
FER I 7l 1 25 (8] 4 3R 2 AT HI 080G Gy i AR 28 0% BORT JBJl P B R0 T 1B SR 7 G0 3 A DA R L
A T 2 X0 B R VG QL SRR SSOR 7 A s e . X R 7l B SR E SRR & 4 % D) A G . Duranton
& Puga(2004) 45 HARHE N “ o0 527 CPUEL " 5“2 2] PR N . 7RO BTN R 4 B 4 BOK P B Y
DX At 18 it A 152 S0 554 A B T S R Al 8 vt e R o [ 80 A R DT TS 24 AR 7 A R g T
FIHIRAS AR A 7 B R HREIR R . WAL AR DL EC " RO o o 7l B8 SR AT Bl 02 i A 7= B R it
T VCTC s PG Aol 48 T AR 48 F 28 P2 25 R 4R T D K 3 55 2k 3% (Brialhart & Mathys, 2008). )5 »
2 3] 70N R T AT B R TR AR IR R R R S B R BRSBTS YL HE . Ehrenfeld et al(2003) , Otsu-
ka et al(2014) 735l & 8L 1 7 Ml B S A i B2 5006 20 01 L BE R RCR R THI IR . AEH R8T I T, A
I AL KR A AL 2 T 5 2R & U b RIS (Glaeser, 19925 Jacobs, 2016) , 7 Ml 4k 28 3 A
DS Al 1] A7 oMb 18] B A A R R RS 47 2 o DT 4 1 A ol A= 7 238 T 48 T A 28 5 0 AT LA 3 A4S [
17 18] 22 RE AR B AR FATR G 1 AT 2 i 42 77 3%, Tveteras & Battese(2006) , Yamamura & Shin
(2007) & BRI — 47 Ml SO [R) A7l 19 Al 34 7] D3 gk e =247 Ml 3 54T ol ) 2303 i 1 2 a3 A ol i PR 3
IR EORBIHT L HE B I BOR Y B S AR X TS Gk

TE BT 22 % i 352 1 A B RE R o S iR Hh 5 2 2T WL R A ol R BB 1 I R VR JF RE A 4R
REUE A AR DL R T 2 R DR AR e o BRI 28 T b 3 2% (W] R O T B AR B 1 P9 A ] J8E, 15087 28 % b
g B B R V) AR . (BEDFSE 248 b SR 2 U i 32 U] 5 7= L AR B AR S R g i AL
SN e IR AR A S RGTE M. 77 B T 1 Je A WF 9 AT LA GE W 30 15 BROR L U UL ot 4
HE S E B Bl B L BRI T — g . Mytelka & Farinelli(2000) 3\ 2
SERHT AR RS BB R 2R BEAE AE 4R 4% G0 7 b i 5 3, T A L AR AR 23 O B SURE A A 2URE DL S
HIRESE . Malerba(2002) A 2 77l A 87 28 25 & 98 0 T8 AR ISE T G108 32 44 % 25 ) B2 R sl 3 7= ol B2 7
A IR IR SCA Py ke BCE AL A T e T R B S R R R H A B EOR (R R
Ji& AN AR S BT BUR &5 2 AR A R A O FR S B R B R S AT . XA AR R ROk
I8 28 5% My 3 27 A b S 7l B T N PR () 25 5 A O i — DR BB A A R G B L B

— 139 —



%Tié‘”.g 2020 FE 55 3

(Z)WT=EEMEERETE

TE IR BE 28 U b ¥R 2 1) 22 RUJE 28 [a) R 5 35 by R0 38 T A0 0 255 [0 2485 40 ) 38 58 280 0 S o 4 728 400 o
YT 2 () 5 40 32 02 5 T R T A 25 48, RIS TR OB A VR VDI RE AN e L R R S A
L H R . Ik B I AR AR 2 AR 24T i R A A B Al R SR b A R
UNIRE: B IS A TE S VR N7 = W= 10 1 3 [ i o D E S = SRR S L A1 D)= 8 S D) |
75 e HE ik (Glaeser et al, 2001; Hamidi et al, 2015),

20 {4 70 AEAR AR, Bl 25 3k T b M R PR BE = N 4 b B B Ak AR Dantzing & Satty
(1973) d5c L& M 1 B T 7 A AR i L TA Dy 8 128 Tl ek 8 vy B % B L /b 1 i R 8 B DA
X DG A B AR » A7 1] T 8 2 Al HE TR L e AT G LA R el Bk T 25 AU i (Borrego et al, 2006), 1 H
S — 20 W I 5 A TR S B8 B8 AR R T 11 R AR A 1K 55 T % DR HIE R R S R o R e S o L B L B
R T % 523 T H MR A5 R 15 29 RE TR 5 BB HE I (Rodriguez et al,2016) , 4 Erling & Ing-
rid (2005) F 400 J 1 B4 A 9 2 B, 02 Il vl it R M 1) B 4% KL AT 5 Glaser & Kahn(2010) % 3
B G BE AT W BIFE5E J BL o B K1) J8 A 85 FE B AIR T FA K 22 147 5 Zheng et al(2010) DA [ 23 2L 58 3
TR X GG R I N %5 B R R Atk I i DA R 2 R e I i i B TG, Bl IR 4
A R 8 55 B B AR B ARFE T8 B AR T & B9 BT I T R O L AR SRR I i
FRE iR N o ) E DS tab N R = B e o ) W s O A R L e e RS B A R
PR, T BB A 5 R T A S B b A R T R AR S SR AR IR T R R B B R TR e L
M (Hayter,2008) AR B T FF I8 28 57 iy B 27 4 Ji AR 47 2 (AR — 235 i X (Fordism TEP) [ 4% (8
AR — 23 (green TEP) A ) — 2,

()R (=E) AT 2@ H

B (23 () AN 55 T G A A b AL 2 BEAR I 52 TR P I B 75 e i % . Braun et al(2018)
i J 1 A5 22 U b 3 W TS A A DT EE AR A AR BE DD AR B T B B R B IX e R A R Y
WA SRR, PREE 25 (B A58 — e R BN KGR B K 5 RO GKE SRR X 5 R k38 #LIX 2 [8]
(RS Ye g 75 25 5% . Walter & Ugelow (1979) I # H A 15 Y bk X AT A8 156 2 il & 3% [0 58 fn R &
INE R Z B E 2RI, 95 B O T SCEL R T & R AN 15 O M 35 57 2l 9% 4 U R E U 4% 4R
TP b (R A 7 A T G it 0 e L I gk [ R B R s G A 7 I . BR T A A
IR KR B GEATAE A BN A3k B 5 Tl 2 s DA b oAt 357 5 A 5 B b X BROAR B 1 1 R R 3k b IX 22 U5 I
fi o fHAL 45 R IR B G0 R T AN W] Al i 1 PR B4 2k (Adeola, 2000)

BEAb AE— [ 2Z N G 57 K R AR B A [ ) b XA 38 32 25 AN [) A0 34 B 75 e 2% 2% KUK » Schoolman &
Ma(2012) A Ry A B EG 3 T Js IR G8 A2 1 88 22 1) R 58 28 B8 A 155 . IRBE AN S5 AT RE IR e AN
V-4 FEA AR A . Hamilton et al(2005) 1A R BREEAS - 45 A B 200 B2 WK 3 PR B8 0T 5 10 25 5L I 2 B
TR R N T BEAS B FRER I 1 AN - 45 DA B A MR AN - 2 1 XUS:

A EESRE

BEE PR — 2P U A W8 A, BR 88 28 5% M B~ 09 R R T I E B 38 o BE 2 3t 25 I A K
PRIE [ A 1) 7 1) 2 (B0 R — 2 P aCHE B . AR ST e R PR T 2 5 Ml B 2 i B L B R R BR
— AR RIREH A THE T T IE T 18 50 S 2 R 85 D 22 B (5 6D 3 Bl i S DL & 22
D (2 1)) 155 S 04 21 35 85007 » P 5 20 ) B Bl L Rl U (2016) Bk 22 O e SC 0 28 T 3t B = 5 4 (] 3 358
S0 eE . M RLE A TR AT BF 5T O IF BP0 22 BT M B A 09 J AN G SCHR BV A 48 O B A L 3E
BE e U ) T AL 2 T L B SE A BHAR R 2 b T PR BT 48 U M B S ) 00 A TR PR B A
RWA LTI 7> HrAE S ARFE S G AR S U 0 i oL R & 0 A & V3R 8 5 R 22 1) . 3)
AL DA B 22 F2 PR 2 1) S5 B A0 2% AT RE R L B £ LU R 5 BOR BB I BR B 2R M B 5 NS
H
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BRI 22 0% M 3 22oR il 2 T M B A ESE T IT OT In) . R3S B PR 2 U M 3 A E AR B W 5
LB AR E G, 51 T W ] 3 4k (co-evolution) . £ R (multi-scalar) #l 2 R B P [\] 6 1k
(multi-scalar co-evolution) = K #E 2 81 %7 (Patchell & Hayter, 2013), FEWr[E AL 7 . SR E 4%
by 327 500G 3 7 ol B R A B A OB AR AIE 5 R AT DX RN 7 e e Y B A RO Bl e (lock-in))
SCERZE AR BB . AE 22 RO 7 T » HoAS A 56 7 85 DX 3 B RUJEE 3 K R A X B85 2 7 L I M (L B 7
DL AT 37 0 IR EE O IR 36E B 58 5 B AT e MR ) B A TG B S A TR BUR . fE 2 RED
() Y Ak H PR 20 0 M B 2 o 6 K B [ N R L BRI BE (GVO) R4 BRAE 7™ M 25 (GPND S5 4 & 44
A DX B0 5 3 B BOR HE SR vpr, S [ 20 W) L AR TR o0 A R o A A R R R A R e R
IR 2R AR DA Tl 2B 7= SR A4 R R 56 A Ry A BR A 8 5% ) (Seuring &
Mller, 2008),

A BRIABE 0] 8 L 28 R i 3 28 T AT 2 R R R AR o AN AT [ ) B SIS ) R B X R ok N 2R A
Bl AR ZN 5 IR, R0 28 0% B A R e T I AL . R IR IR A T A Y IR L ROk
B LV 24 EHIRAMA

B AT SRR -2 A F I TR, SR ESERth L TH R
NN IR R AR = RN € T RS X VAN SEZY  Wa § 3 = S 2ob e 5 M R 5T = W 7 < S AT S | AN
b2 G 2E B T H T E AL BE A 5 BOR QR e SE B R S & v R B i 3l ) B il (Hay-
ter,2008; Braun et al, 2018) ; 5l AL A AR — L5 u 8 0 MV & b 5 E A\ AR (B 5 DA b4
R A 7 9 2% S 4 R0 U 1 S PRI B B 06 R AT (Patchell & Hayter,2013),

MR Z RIEA TR R EE RO . 7 Mk 4 58 5 Bl T A 9 2 55 58007 & LATE O W £8 0, oR
SR I 224 T o A AR T s T 5 )Xo PR T G g e R A B2 e B R 3T VA B BE ) (Zheng et al, 2010),

5 = 22 RUBE SRR 30 V5 Gl SR XE I R0 B T ORI A 3K )2 T 1 V5 G 77l 1] R KGR T R F 2
Hb AT B — 2P T — B 22 PN B B A A 22 T OR B Y Y gk I RN 5 7 Ml 6 R B B T 2
RN o

5500 BT PR B P 25 R R M AR R R 2R S . R T A bR L B B 5 HE R OC T I bR R o —
P AR 1 20 B3 P 2200 o il 4 1) R Ab 3 17 > B A AN (] (6] ¢ L |l DX 22 ) B B A 24 1 O it 44 1 1 32 22 %
WA, 075 22 N FH 28 () T e A 1 L 25 SR 28 U5 3% 20 55 PR B0 G 1) 25 [R) G R AR AIE 3 J2 A 06 PR B8 A 24 T %
fh 28 47 76 4 1) B 2 7 In] (Poon et al, 2006),

S L R AU A A TR B S PR BUSR  BUR 3 PR R XU I DL R A oMl ) TR 5 4E R R A
B F 52 80 3 b XL (resistance) B “F P (resilience) f5E W M2 . Hu & Hassink(2017)
SRR T3 N R A 5 U OC T A AR A X A BR AN (A BE L A BRAE 7 I 45 1 EE 98 DL S A Bk AR R
Y T 3 R R A

FOS R IABEA T EXTAAT-SE 0 52, BT B BR T2 0, 55 B A B 385 ) F
TR RE S A AR R E PR or TSR — b7 Z R AE 22 26 B 1Y “ R B AN 457 (H 2 OC T3 — [ 1)
Rk T AR, AR S A L RBUW A A D20 5 i o [ 5 E Z 0] b X 5 H
X 22 (] 1) B 455 175 G % o 22 S AT AAS P25 1Y 52 i) (Braun et al, 2018)

5 BT E R AR L T I b E . B T E O 2 R G K B B R O R R R
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Research Progress on Environmental Economic Geography

SUN Bowen
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Abstract: With the rapid advancement of economic globalization, industrialization and urbanization, the world is
facing crises such as global warming, depletion of resources and energy, and destruction of the ecological environ-
ment, Environmental economic geography, which introduces environment to economic geography analysis, has
emerged at the right moment. It will provide a new perspective for alleviating the global environmental crisis and
achieving a green and sustainable transformation of the economy. The concept of Environmental Economic Geography
(EEG) was first proposed at the Conference on Environmental Economic Geography held in Cologne, Germany in
2004. Tt tried to use the theory of evolutionary institutionalism and the green technology-economic paradigm to in-
tegrate environmental factors into economic geography analysis. The purpose is to repair the separation of physical and
human geography, and overcome the zero-sum game problem of “you cannot have both the fish and bear’s paw” be-
tween the environment and the economy, so as to make it possible to explore the interaction mechanism and positive-
sum game of the economic, social, environmental and technical subsystems. This article introduces the background of
the rise of Environmental Economic Geography, summarizes its theoretical basis and changes in Technological-
Economic Paradigm, and focuses on the two core themes of Environmental Economic Geography research, namely the
impact of environmental issues on economy (space) , and the effect of the economic (spatial) activities on environment.,
Finally, this article looks forward to the theoretical frontiers of Environmental Economic Geography and issues that
deserve more attention in the future.

Keywords: Environmental Economic Geography; Evolutionary Economic Geography; New Economic Geography;

Ecological Modernization; Technology-Economic Paradigm
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