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Chinese investment in environment protection
from the perspective of public finance

CHEN Huai-ping LI Tian=i HU Zhao-ong
( School of Politics and Administration Changan University Xian 710064 Shaanxi China)

Abstract: To break through the bottleneck of the investment in environment protection when the
market does not work to decrease the environment pollution and to promote the sustainable development
from the perspective of public finance with the combination of qualitative and quantitative analysis and
based on the clearly defined public finance diachronic and synchronic studied were perfomed on the the
investment in environment protection. Through the analysis we find that in China the total investment in
environment protection is deficient the investment structure is not reasonable and the funds operation is
inefficient. Proposals for the increase of the total investment the optimization of the investment structure
and the promotion of the efficiency of funds operation are put forward.
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