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The Impact Effect Analysis of Industrial Structure Upgrade

on Carbon Emissions
—FEmpirical Analysis Based on Panel Threshold Model

GONG Hailin ZHOU Zilong
( College of Mathematics and Informatics Jiangxi Normal University Nanchang Jiangxi 330022 China)

Abstract: The optimization of industrial structure is an important factor of affecting carbon emissions. The status of
industrial structure upgrade impaction on carbon emissions in different economic is mainly analyzed. The results of
the study show that the appropriate level of industrial structure upgrade can effectively curb carbon emissions. With
the economic development now the curb effect of the industrial structure upgrade impaction on carbon emissions
shows decreasing trend. The higher level of technology the curb effect of the industrial structure upgrade impaction
on carbon emissions presents increasing trend. When sue consumption structure and foreign direct investment as
threshold variables the marginal effect of the industrial structure upgrade impaction on carbon emissions has positive
“U’type.
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