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Abstract: On the basis of structural characteristics and general tendency analysis on energy consumption and car-
bon emission about Chinese service industry during 1991—2011 , the methods of OECD and Tapio decoupling indi-
cator were applied, the interactive relations and associated effects were described among GDP | energy consumption

and carbon emission in service industry. Results indicates as follows:as a whole, GDP, energy consumption and
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carbon emission were yearly growth of potential; The change of energy intensity and carbon intensity about service

industry had strong consistency and synchronization,and they were declined of potential ; The consumption propor-

tion of coal was roughly decreasing of potential ,but the consumption proportion and total amount of natural gas,

thermal and power were yearly growth trend ; traditional high carbon energy proportions, such as coal and oil were

accounted for 80% above ; OECD decoupling factor were rendering out absolute decoupling state , and performed for

fluctuations type rose of potential every year; Tapio decoupling elasticity indicators showed volatility on the overall

rising trend. Based on the above conclusions,some policy recommendations of energy saving and carbon reduction

about service industry were put forward.

Key words ; service industry; energy consumption; carbon emission; relational analysis; decoupling indicator method

YT S R 55 Ml 4R 2R K S AS L AR .
DraL o MR Sx UL, 25300 23 ks R IR 55l
VR VR RE b 25K HESh T REIHERY T 2T (H
— 75 TR AR 55 M AR T 2857 ) L i i
FH I SR 1 B DR E 9 R Bt 2 o™ S 5 55— T T 3
(] A AT BE VAR T3 A2 DR R 1 [] i, H
BRI HE S BB VA H 2 TR
Y BB IR 0 5 T FR Al ] Z SRR T, 3228
eSS ATl T3 P ATl S T2 2 A i
G P A H B PRI, A7 MR 55 Mk REAE S B HE
BT [ A SR 2 S I AT PR

(e JB5E ] A &1 i 55 oMb B 0531 % 5 T T ) BF 52
BR, E M IS E B R AELLT 4 AN Jr i — 2t H
PATE] 53R L DX IR 55 Ml BE A6 5 Btk A 0 2 R BF
8,07 TR MRS R A A ATl RERE SRR HE R Y
RS, 7 R SR 45l BEAE 5 BRI 1 B
G, DU R RS Ml AEAE S BRHE U 5 i M 2%
Gy T AR I P K T B 5 D A X
WE IR BCR AL, 2 5 I B4R A
Divisia 45 %0070t 5 A A4 v [ 56 =7 Ml BE IR Ak R ik
AR R o A Y, 5 2820 A T 2000—2009 4 1] fiE
VS5 IR AR 7 A5 1 B 4 TR 2 o
B =7l R R BR HE R e B T
1995—2010 4F- 3k [# i 55 Ml GE PR IH 2 5 CO, HETK
i, IR E AR A 3, i i F G Ber 24 R
f5 %k (LMDL) FER 550 BF TR A DX 8] P9 B2 0 3
[E iz 55 k. CO, HE T A2 2l 1y 56 H PR K O ot ik
51 BRIV 4 258 1 1 9 SN IR 55 L RE TR AE
B B HE R MBS . LR
A SCHORE , H AT T 571 0 [ AR 55 0 REAE 5 i HE
TR BRAR , B i 55 b 3 -5 L BEFE Bt HET Z
[ PRy 389 < DRAR | I 49 S 28 S5 77 T R T 7 1 R L
AU T I, ASCAE 73 B il 20 47k A [ iz 55 M g

2

PR AR S B HE A 25 R AR A S A B m) i
iz i1 OECD Ji i br ik 1 Tapio M $445 45 1% , Bk
Hiz 55 b3 e BEFE-S e HE TR Z 1] ) 1. 30 56 F A 5
WRGONE , A S A 10 i 95 4 82 2 Je v TR g, R A
BT SEAR ARROR B RE IR 2 2 PRI BE 47 = A
HEIB RS

— WRAESHERRRLE

(—) W55k

1. OECD Jii #4455z

OECD JR SR bRk R 2 5 5 AF 15 R L4 (Or-
ganization for Economic Co — operation and Develop-
ment , fiiF% OECD ) Sy ] 5t JIi 54 45 B 14 28 1 155 T 2
SIS B S A T B R A R

(),
DCI = (@) (1)
DF/,
(),
DCF =1 - (@) (2)
DF

E3 . DCT B #4650, DCF A 3 1H 55 EP
WL IR B, DF S 2855 YR SN T $R bR 50 Bk
JAEGY ,0 S ZIYARAy o 16 72 B ARy B4R, 4 L
FIHERCN 100, FEAF G AR, BRI AU AR A X
TR 0B A2 AR, ROV AT AT 5 DA 44 %f
5%t (DCF > 0, HIAEIEIT 1), sl A X i 54
(DCF < 0, HHEAHHGE 0) , X2 ML (DCF =
0 N HE) o

2. Tapio Jiifhatrik

Tapio K i #4 3E RBOE SONFR T 122 3l %
(%) BRAG IR IR S A 8% (%), H AR
LIRS



5K I TR - vl [ e 5ol RIS A1 B SRR AR B S IR o

[(EP, - EPH)]
EP,_
[(ED, - EDH)]

ED,
LA DE Sy A 4R £ EP S IAEE R T ED
RATFIREN 7,0 50 = 1 4350 4 I 5 0 DE
(BRI A 3550 7 22 5 486 RN 3R B 7 A i IR
A, HE RIS R RIEASEAL TR 5 38 H
f T H

Lh DE {E AR R e ARDBLH e
LA A o OB | TAUBA EE 3 MRS JOF
WKIEAEY DE {HF3E— 2405 R 55108849 (AEP >
0,AED > 0,0 < DE < 0.8) .38 /li#J (AEP < 0,
AED > 0,DE < 0) 555 i#) (AEP < 0,AED <0,
0 <DE <0.8) BB (AEP > 0,AED < 0,DE
<0). ¥ WM (AEP > 0,AED > 0,DE >
1.2) ¥ sk#ER:(AEP > 0,AED > 0,0.8 < DE <
1.2) BB (AEP < 0,AED <0,DE >1.2) 5
#E % 8 (AEP < 0,AED < 0,0 < DE < 0.8)
8 KK,

(=) Bk Ui 5 b By vk

B TERE AR R o, HA 5 = ik
& TS E PR B, 8 TR A A B, AR
WFFORE B g5l SR 55 =k o WSS i 2
PRI 55 b 154 TR IR 55 Ml 2% i BE VR 2 S5 S Al A
S35k B PAECH E SR %) (b EREIR T4
BN o TR R IS, 2547 AR 55 b 348 T )
Fie 55 =7l GDP $85GHA 74— T3 4k

B RBRIIT A PR ER Y R BCK B T (P E fE
IRGIHRSE) T AR IR & . REIR
BRERIY CO, FLEEHE R A o =
SRR A R > WS TE R HE i R > BR e
AL x 44712, B A A RETR T AR A7 & 74

DE =

(3)

B 55 .GDP (fZ7C ) I fIR 55l REFE S (T )

60000

50000

40000

30000

20000

K 5\l DG PAE/ )T 7t
B 55 RERE/ Tt

10000

0

RN 1 SRR B i R i R A AR
FHE R O RE DRI 5 i = ]l e 52 e i T E
BRHE TS FeA3H ™ v i e , 2 v F138 53 A R HE
DR 7SR FH v X3 e, o e R R IR

= RSBAREIRE B SRAEME KIS

(—) g5 b e X REFETS DL ABRHE L 1L
%5 S oA

ARG AR A R AL BT R BB
FHEN v [ R 55 ML 3 i REFE SR R i L RE DA
SE5HL) REFESE L ST HE R E i AR, A 1 ~
4 MK 1R,

Lo IR 55 Mg IE A REAE B AL iy 5 56
I3

K1 R 1 1991—2011 4[] fle 55 M. GDP 5fig
FE RS RITE O, th Al Rl S5k GDP A | 5
B R 2 3 21 AR AZ AR R RIS (S 10.
66% ; H:Ah 2007 A4 R 558 15.98% |, %55 N
FOREL, 3X EZUE 1T 2007 43 H 19 H [ 55 B & A
TR A 55 Ml L) , 52 BRSO
(R, AR 55 M B T R IT R AT B0 A 25 e ThiAE
WFTEREAS DX T] A, R 55 M BEARE AN AE 1995 4 H 31 3.
51% B R RESL , HAAFE 0y SR A S I AR 35 21 47 1]
BAFHEARI - HIME D 8. 61% AR T AR5 ll. GDP
A Forh , 2004 AEHTR R E3K17. 45% , Je 75 5400
PERCRAE, IX AT RES 2002 AFRISR WL B id #4580
R R RERE RHRIC AOHLEGRIE KA . R
g5l GDP 55 i 55l REFEZE AR AR A (A Bl
HRF , W2k M 2 A0 R 2 BAF 1y 1 12 B B AR
AR AL E B, B 2SR 550k GDP B fin bt , R 55l e
FERYIEIE SN s 55l GDP 34 A I, it 55
A REABHT AT BT

M55 WGDPHE K # —— BEFE B IE KR

20
H 15

4 10

IR T %

1 1991—2011 £ & GDP 5 2ENTHEE



1S Tl K24 (RS REA D)

2014 4E405 4 (55 99 #)

2. g5 M3 e AR HE R AR ) 5 5%
B34

K2 7R 1 1991—2011 4F [} fij 55k GDP 5k
HERCEEAE AL A1 00, FE b i 55k GDP ) i e 3
KA ESCEA IR, IAEA TR NE LI
BiRAHF R AL BT DU, 5 IR 55 i REFE B A 22
AL ALAE 1995 4FHIBE 3. 60% HREHSh, HAAF
0 A I AR 35 21 45 )2 AR 3 R - 2
1698.93% , M i T BEFEZ 4F 0 KR 1 F ¥ (E

i 55 DG PIE/ 7 ot
B AR HE i/ Tt

B J 55V GDP (25T ) B ik (imE) - IRSLGDPHE KA —— BRI KA
140 000 ;

8.61% ; H:i 2004 AEHE K K ik 25.90% |, &% 5%
W fe R E, 0 T AE FE 12 AF 3 R R K E
17.45% . FEMIR 55 GDP 55 g HE i i B 4R 1 K
RSB KE, 5 EICP RSl GDP A
Hie 55 Ml BEAE T AF- 3 (AR (1 B (A Sl A DL, P 2%
iR TE R 2 B 3 15 12 B0 AR AR S ) A8 P 3,
RV i 5 M. GDIP 39 3k A 18 i IR 55 b ik HE I 1 38
ESCITANR s 25l 55 k. GDP 3 s AR, e HE
HAITE R R

R | %

2 1991—2011 R E A GDP S5fEHIMER T B

3. BBV 95k B AN HE WO BE AR AL a5
KGRI AT

K3 2R 1 1991—2011 4[] ik 55 Ml BEAE 54 )3
S5t HE RO BE A AR AT OO, H e m] R, BERESR S S
RRHE N5 L 1 728 1k 7 A 5 A AR 5 1) — Bt A ] 2
Pho M EORFE , fE R M BEIR AR P i Al
REVRZE MY ot S N R AL [ R T, AR 55 Ml REFE 55
JRE IR 5 BE AT S B[R] 28 R a3 (B Ay
AIAE A L B AR BN S THIBEGE, Ui 1993
2003 2004 4R35, BORMIR N R AR . H,
1991—1995 45, REFE 5 B FIBRHE AR )RR 45 hy

3.50
—o— REFEIR

2.00

1.50 |

0.50

REFE 58 B AN HE R B2 /v / 1ot

E, BEFESR L Eh 1. 35 i/ J7 e AR R FEF] 1. 08
Wi/ U NIRRT, B IR A 20.27% 4R34 R RS 51% 5
Bk 5 B2 e 3. 20 i/ 5 e AR R REF 2. 58
W/ JI U NIRRT BRI A 19.51% A2 R F#S. 28%
DR T e HIE T 2 £ 78 PRI A 147 36 i 240 i 1K T REFE
SR P BE AR AR R o T 1995—2011 4, B
iR E VBB HIE T B2 ) A U Ay 1%, REARE 5 B2 o
1.08 mii/J7 o0 N R M FEARE] 1 0. 91 i/ 5 o AR
M, B 15. 97 % 5 e HE R BE 2. 58 W/ J7 o0 A
R N RER] 2.26 mli/ e AR, [ IR 12.25%
WA T REFER B AR

- et

3.00
2.50

Lmf\*4k\*\v—+~+—+—+~+~+_+~*/+-+~+\*_4_+_+_4

OV(I) 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 L
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Ay

B3 19912011 RS REFEIRIE RHFHCR B AL RS2



5K I TR - vl [ e 5ol RIS A1 B SRR AR B S IR o

4. KRBV AL FR I T B i ATE T A M S L&
Kb

WL 1 PR, 19912011 45 55 45 2K BE TR i
FH B B AR X 21 AR [IBRAER S50, B 3 FifE
PR B TR/ I I o AR B i 4F
PIRGRAIREN T 26.62% KT RIE J) AR 2%

&1 1912011 ERFUERRRTPHEENTUES

ARSI B R B T 12, 82% F19.93% 5 #
TR R AR E 1991—2007 4F [A] H M 3592. 39 T
Wi R R 1784, 13 J7 0, AR FRARR N - 4. 28% ;
H 2007—2011 4[] XM\ 1784. 13 JFmi e fip 5| 7
3547.30 Jyili, 4 4F X HEK T 98. 83% , AR Hy B K %
ik 18.75% .

HAE T WERR AR

0y BB PERlIIES RIRA AT gy REFE B AL
1991 3592.39 4 254.35 1.87 606.21 8 454.81
1992 3431.04 4927.55 1.62 696.793 9 057.00
1993 3 589.49 6 046.46 12.59 842.103 10 490. 63
1994 3629.92 5752.35 3.31 1 008.53 10 394.12
1995 3 065.34 6 528.72 3.00 860. 59 10 457. 64
1996 2921.23 7 230.83 4.29 1 063.91 11 220.25
1997 2212.33 8 517.95 2.23 1231.52 11 964.02
1998 2271.21 9 203.38 4.25 1.431.52 12 910.37
1999 2 132.08 10 649.25 5.42 1 615.07 14 401. 81
2000 1977.75 11 505.56 6.32 1769.22 15 258.85
2001 1.925.39 11 915.77 8.58 1.924.52 15 774.26
2002 1.924.28 12 648.40 9.53 2 133.85 16 716.06
2003 1 996.03 14 095.52 10.73 2 558.37 18 660. 64
2004 1 827.80 16 993.74 35.26 3 598.08 22 454.87
2005 1847.14 18 518.51 31.94 3364.23 23 761.82
2006 1 807.07 20 439.71 42.23 3 853.65 26 142.65
2007 1784.13 22 281.50 54.26 4 271.61 28 391.49
2008 3034.03 23 190.95 126. 64 4709.22 31 060. 84
2009 3 281.34 23 629.19 160. 54 5255.13 32 326.19
2010 3255.51 26 007.51 165.34 5949.47 35 377.83
2011 3 547.30 28 235.56 209. 44 6 765.36 38 757.66

MBEIRIH SR 25 H ok, A&l 4 fr R, 1991—
2011 AR AR 55 I REAEEI LAAT IS TH 2 08 32, HAAF
Jie ok REAE A i B FU B R ik 50.32% ~78.48% i —
FEA 32 3 4 [ REAE G A 26 20% 9 LU 5 L
U IR S AR R J1 2, 2% AR BE BT o 1) EE A1) o
M 6.28% ~42.49% 7.17% ~17.46% , Hij & 1t
IRT A= EREFE B RS 60% LA ERYHLEE, M5
I — e T4 E BEAG G R R A A ) 10% 1Y
U5 R AR TH 2 O EE AR IR, D 4 ok ARl i
0.55% , RRART 2 [E AEFE B RIR T 10% [ 1L
B MR A2 AR AR R T 2 B 4%
RS 14 L T A ) S 17. 64% .69. 89% (0. 15%
12.33% o J3 NBETRES K 1R AL A Hok T, IR 2K
(4 FLELAE 1991—2007 4 [A] 12 BRZAE T 19 3,
11731 2008—2011 4= 3 A B i B Th; Al 2R L

WUHEBE SR i, A 1991 4R 50. 32% A4 1 Tt 2]
T 2007 4 78. 48% [¥) fie e a5, ML OB AT R ]
2011 419 72.85% 5 RIRA MY ELE M 0. 02% Z4F |
FHEI T 0.54% ; /S FIHE L EWM 7. 17% %
AEIBIEE| T 17.46% o K2, MR LT BB I 2
PPL T RIRT I FIEE T T8 9% 1) L E B A G K
PR T MRS RERELS Y R IRfL & R H (1
DU R A1 AL S m ik B IR L FE 5 31 80% L) 1 i)
T IE I BB BIARATL AR

(=) MRS RE W 2% ™ 38 5 i HE )
iRz i e iy

SRAEA IR B, # B A=(1) L(2) . (3) 4
S AR 45 M B R RE R BR HE L 5 GDP
(1) CECD Jiit £ X 5~ F1 Tapio JIi 4 5 1 2255, 45 R 4
5.E6 K2 Fim,



1S Tl K24 (RS REA D)

2014 4E405 4 (55 99 #)

O JyFe Jy b O KRR B A2 b i) B A2 Ll

lllllllllllllllllllll

0
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

B4 19912011 FR S BETRH BREMETL

1. OECD Bisat&4RsHr

a) REIIH SR St SRSl GDP 1 OECD i

KSR 1 M55l REFE B | B R R S
GDP ) OECD [l £ Rl A8 fh#a 3, & B 1991—2011
AR S5l REFE SR 5 GDP 1y DCF {HIRTF 0,
HAESIE [ 2 0. 01 ~ 0. 34, 52 B 46 X6 it 4 1y 4R
A, X FRWIAE REWIH 2% 07 1 B A BT I 2 5 304

LR AR N T IS S s LR, R BN B8l
BT W W55 BE U 9% 5 L GDP 2 (Al f
JE AR 785 IE 1) BT 1) A R, FL AP L 1992—1994
AR DCF B fie /N, B A 5 (H L 2007—2011
AR DCF BN FoK, FRBUBCAT, ol I mT L 47 R
PR AT B WAL A B S, T2 2R N AE T iR 55 ol fiE
FEAXT T A3 I {EL/ N T3 GDP R R AEL

040 —o— OECD REREBIIAT —=— OECD BRHERBEA T

DCF{H
=
8

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

A

B S 1991—2011 F kS BERE BRHES GDP i OECD RS EFEH

b) AR5 55k GDP ) OECD Jii44
ki

F R 5 v il 55 ol Bk HE ik R 5 L GDP [y
OECD i 44 [Fl 75 Ak a4, & B 1991—2011 4E 1y
DCF {H¥ K F 0, HAF Zh B & 0.01 ~0.31, 2
IR 24 0 I A AR, X R WAL e HE i T A 3K
UG R AR o 255 25 AR AR PR 7 1 72 B 15 0 R
E, 55 REFEF L GDP iy OECD Jlii 44 P 5742
iR R, BRI R P =X BT 2 e, B
R 55 i e HE T 5 3 GDP 22 (1] (4 A R A8 1E ) B4
J5 ) A& S, Hid D 1992—1994 4[] i DCF {4 &%

6

JN, PR AE B L 2007—2011 4E 14 DCF {5y 5%
R BRI B mT D, 04 R B 48 R A 3%
AEF I, 32 A T AR 55 M A HE R X T
FEI I IR/ T3 GDP B AR

2. Tapio BisF8HR7 4T

a) BEVEIH 2% S5 5 k55l GDP ) Tapio it #)
iRl

K16 7R 1 1992—2011 4E[A] Ik 55 b REFE B 6
BRI R 5 GDP i Tapio JIi £ 5 11 4 B2 Ak i
P, RIS REFE B 5 H GDP 1y DE f % {4 |
P BT R T 1995 4E PR N BEAE L



5K I TR - vl [ e 5ol RIS A1 B SRR AR B S IR o

SR LG 1994 AR5/ 1 580 DE B8 5800k, gy 19
AF1 DE {HX R B4 JEEAF 0. 15 ~ 1,74 Z JA]; 7
& ,1993 1996 1998 2003 i 2008 4E+Z2 3 Al -
T, I 1996 4EL) 420. 74% [¥iE i . R
Fi% 5 MEG RSl GDP (s /N T HeRE s i
ik, 225K, T3 DE {4 b =B 4743 i
522 511 1994 1995 2005 A1 DU ZRI H KM T B, 4l
J& 1995 4L 337. 39% F [ e R e K, S PR AE ok 2
AR IR S5l GDP (141 1078 K F REFE S et Y 3 K
1 DE fH L BN TR Z

2 WoR T 1992—2011 4[] g 55 Ml g AE &2
T BRHERL 5 L GDP Y Tapio i 48 #f IR 25 A8
b, RS A3 A Ab 1 55 iAE (95K 4 9k f
AR P A 1995 R4 F o LA RS T % 4R
JE IR 1 S, RISk GDP YERE K 1T A TR
THAE ST RRAE AL , 2 AR SR AR 45 Ml S B4
R Y B AR B AR . b 6 AR K IE RS 3 4R

9™ 5Kk U BAIR S, SR BERE VIR HERL 5 22 B
PIAEY 5k, AR HE AL -5 HEFE Y 3 B R, i e L 7Y
AR e B O 3, T B LAAGE o (AT E Y 20
AR 10 ARAE T S AR, ISR AR 1) 1 s T
BN PRI IE , RIAMRSS . GDP fEIZ4F3E K fiE
SO P4, REVRH #E5 BR HE R B e, {H
8T GDP {3 th FREAS DX 8] A R 55k GDP ok
MBI, DB H B T 5 5 DA i 5 | 5
AR5 5 IR IR A

5B PAR B TR S B ARt e, e i
SR FREMEZE, EE RIS B 1 K 4
S B R AR TS BB, AR h
2005—2007 4 11 55 B 44 5% 7% S 2008 ,2009—2011
AR KB ROIRAS R IR 2 I 1 AN o
S GDP b TSR 1 AN 0 i O REAFE FIAR R
A RESE B, DR et B BERCEAL s e HE R R H
it 2R A R i T LA GBE

F2 19922011 F RS BEFE BHEALS GDP By Tapio M $A38 MR EE

Ay AG/G AE/E AC/C DEe DEc

1992 12.44 8.37 7.58 0.67 (59Mi44) 0.61 (F5Mi44)
1993 12.19 15.43 16.26 1.27 (P 3t fhid) 1.33 (¥ 3k tiis)
1994 11.09 1.66 2.76 0.15 (39M44) 0.25 (T
1995 9.84 -3.51 -3.60 -0.36 (R4 —0.37 (SRMiE)
1996 9.43 10.77 9.57 1.14 (Pakssss) 1.02 (P3Ki%EdE)
1997 10.72 6.47 6.44 0.60 (55M44) 0.60 (8M44)
1998 8.37 9.30 9.98 111 (P ki) 1.19 (¥ afsss)
1999 9.33 9.63 11.21 1.03 (¥ ki) 1.20 (¥ i)
2000 9.75 5.56 6.76 0.57 (39Mi44) 0.69 (FiH)
2001 10.26 5.14 4.73 0.50 (¥9M44) 0.46 (T
2002 10.44 7.42 7.21 0.71 (33M544) 0.69 (Tl
2003 9.50 13.72 13.91 1.44 (P35t hid) 1.46 (-3 tiisn)
2004 10.06 17.45 25.90 1.74 (¥affabiss) 2.58 (P mie)
2005 12.23 9.33 1.73 0.76 (FIME4) 0.14 (59Mi44)
2006 14.14 10. 66 11.12 0.75 (39Mi44) 0.79 (T
2007 15.98 8.29 9.22 0.52 (¥9M44) 0.58 (§9Mi44)
2008 10.40 11.23 10. 66 1.08 (P akssfs) 1.02 (P3Ki%EdE)
2009 9.56 5.83 6.54 0.61 (33M544) 0.68 (Tl
2010 9.75 8.98 10.41 0.92 (P akssfs) 1.07 (P-3Ki%dE)
2011 9.40 10. 84 11.10 1.15 (¥ afiss) 1.18 (¥ afkis)

TE: AC/G FIR M5 2 BF IR B I I BAR AR, AE/E SR M d5 ML REFE B INIB AL LR, A C/C R MRS5 b CO, HETK B4R
A3, DEe FR 55 IV REFE S GDP A B A4 3 R EL, DEe 3R IS5k CO, HEL S GDP MK bt s s R 4L

b) A AR 5 R 55 . GDP # Tapio i 4
VAxiiy
HEKIE 6 IR S5 ML B HE R 5 H: GDP ) Tapio

JiE S s PR RO e R A, e AR 55 Ml e HE i 5 H

GDP ) DE {e#& {4 bt 52 i ghsX B oh =2 %, Horp B

11995 AE P RAR T AR L 1994 4E 580/ 1 F: 2L DE
7



1S Tl K24 (RS REA D)

2014 4E55 4 Wi (255 99 1)

{9 85, ok 19 4R DE {539 IR, VSR
T0.25 ~2.58 Z[i]; FE#, 19931996 1998 ,2003
12006 4F ¥ 2 BL H K _E T, JEH 2006 4 LA
456. 47% [0 W 0 de g, S LR A T 5 AN 4E
355 k. GDP Fiy 38 /N T HE T i vy 38k, HL 22
BB, 9 B DE (A HE B4R Oy H B 25 1M
1994 1995, 2005 4F JUJ 5 BH R T R, 45 1

1995 4E1A247. 13 % ()RR Bk, B RILE T3k 241
Gy W2 55 Ml GDP (18 38 39 378 K T Hll st 2t 179 14 3K, 38
i DE B L HEAEMIR TIRZ .

2T S5 Ml Bk HE i 5 K GDP i Tapio i 44
SMER A AL, 5 55 AL GREAE R GDP (1% 1A%
o584 —FE, IEE B0t — I e iR i, A AN T

Bk

300r ~+—Tapia REFEIBLEAEHT = Tapia BHERUBE #3167
2501
2.00
1.50
=
=
/2 1.00f
0.50
0.00
00 1992 |1993 |1994 |1995 11996 |1997 |1998 |1999 |2000 |2001 '2002 |2003 |2004 |2005 |2006 |2007 |2008 I2009 |2010 |2011
iy
6 1992—2011 £ 7R %5 Ll BE#E FHEALSS GDP B9 Tapio B SR IEFE AL
e o 5) M 55 i BE FE & Bt B HE L 5 T GDP Ry
= #nSEiy y

ABEFEE S T 1991—2011 4 [ IR 55 M 4
IS BEAE B e HE i = 8] A SR, 4z ]
OECD F1 Tapio Wil #46 brik, RV T B =
Z AN B S 2R SR BRSOV, , A3 2 A S5 18 R

1) 55k GDP | REAE 5 B AR HE R B4R 1 1
AR Z H (B S5 . GDP 5 RERE B HEIC i)
B R RALEHRE I 5 5 WE TER 2 BAE 0
P S BUEEAA S A H

2) REAE SR 15 e HE T 2 119 72 1 B oA R 5 Y
— PRI 2D, #R S BT FE 2 4, 1991—1995 4
Fip R bR, 2005 —201 1 4 [ 8 A2 188 5 sk HIE T 58 S5 119
REARFNAE L AR R AR T REFESR L

3) IS5 ML BERBSSH KT, IR S TH 2 9 A
TE 1991—2007 4B Ry hak, 1 2005—2011 4F
R4 HH L RBOR b I 2 e RAR A A
T3 R 39 Bl A R R LT A B AR I A e A
B AT AL G R BRI LL AL 15 80% LA L

4) Mz 55 i REAE B L B HE R 15 GDP 1Y
OECD Ji #4 [N 524 52 B H 4 of Jid $49 O AR 2, IR )
s BT Z #552007—2011 45 10 A &
Wt

8

Tapio it §4 FfL P 15 BB A& B3y R gl BT 2
s KA -0y Ak T 55 L 68 (10 4F) (97 5K 3% 3% (6
AR) IR TUB R (3 4R ) IRZS R AR 1995 4RAE T
SEMEFIRZT o

BT LARWFFEEE AR LS BOR I .

1) BT MR 55 Mk REAE 5 e HE Al % IR 55 k. GDP
SETITTZE AR b T AR 2R 552, RS A 55 U Fr) 1 BE D i A
AR FE ZE eI 5 2 R AL, R LR |
S ST AH L PR 25 WL s gt RVROUL B S AL

2) g 25 AT AR 55 Ml RE FE 5 B Mk HE 5
JEE i 5 | AN BIE 6 AR B S | IR A SR L RE A A 55
REVR A SRR HOR , K I7 R RS R IR R 55
b, B EREA 255 058 55 4 e, Akt 0 Bl
e AR AR B S5l, RBR 25 3 4 B 55, fER sk
8595 MR 55l A SRR A AR S5

3) B0 e 55 L REFEAS AN 5 B BUIR , 78 A%
AR g T I B B REARAL A BEVR LU B, R
I FH T RE DR AN n] FELE BRI ; 53 A, 78 i 55 b 4
SeiR S TR T R AR IR RE IR Y L, R
TIUE IS AR R W RE TR Y FLEE

4) FEY RIS b B [T, 2 I 5 A i
FoFR ] fesi AL FLRERE BRI S 4 (R Y A



5K I TR - vl [ e 5ol RIS A1 B SRR AR B S IR o

FAPPRZS , IO 81 B MR 55 b R0 7= M 2544, i F RE AR 58
JEE BRI 56k JEE TR | BB B 44 A 2 7 AR 3 o 22
AR 55 AT bR SR

IR T B4 RS R S Wt , AS A 58— 2 R Xl
G5l B ICAR 73 A7 MU ) BE RE B HE O 1 A 52 )
RIEAT o0 M 5 — R BA RN A AR AR
B8 T7 3, R AT R AR 55 Ml 19 REFE | i HE T
TR BT RED BRI 17 , 1X Se o 2 Ja Se it 5 ik —
AR T 0]

S50k

(1] £ %, 2Wé. 0 M FPELFRAEFHEREK
R oh B & AT L) ] £ 581 %,2010(2) 1123 - 136.

[2] Butnar I, Llop M. Structural Decomposition Analysis and

Input — Output Subsystems: Changes in CO, Emissions of

Spanish Service Sectors:2000 —2005[ J]. Ecological Eco-

nomics,2011(11) ;2012 -2019.

Schleich J, Gruber E. Beyond Case Studies ; Barriers to En-

—
w
(-

ergy Efficiency in Commerce and Public — service Sectors
[J]. Energy Economics,2008(2) :449 —464. .

[4] Lam T N T,Kevin K. W. Wong W S L, et al. Impact of
Climate Change on Commercial Sector Air Conditioning
Energy Consumption in Subtropical Hong Kong[ J]. Ap-
plied Energy,2010(7) :2321 -2327.

[5] Farreny R, Gabarrell X, Rieradevall J. Energy intensity and
greenhouse gas emission of a purchase in the retail park
service sector; An integrative approach[ J]. Energy Policy,
2008(36) ;1957 - 1968.

[6] Lei K,ZHOU S, Hu D. Ecological Energy Accounting for
the Gambling Sector: A Case Study of Macao[ J]. Ecologi-
cal Complexity,2010(2) ;149 - 156.

[7] Yuen A C L,ZHANG A. Unilateral Regulation and Green-
house Gas Emissions: The Case of the Airline Industry
[ J]. Transportation Research Part D, 2011 (7): 540
-546.

[8] Alcantara V, Padilla E. Input — Output Subsystems and
Pollution: An Application to the Service Sector and Emis-
sions in Spain[ J]. Ecological Economics, 2009 (3) ;905
-914.

[9] Becken S, Patterson M. Measuring National Carbon Dioxide

Emissions From Tourism as a Key Step Towards Achieving

Sustainable Tourism [ J ]. Journal of Sustainable tourism,
2006(4) ;323 —338.

[10] Kuo N W, Chen P H. Quantifying Energy Use, Carbon
Dioxide Emission, and Other Environmental Loads From
Island Tourism Based on a Life Cycle Assessment Ap-
proach[ J ]. Journal of Cleaner Production, 2009 (15):
1324 - 1330.

[11] Mairet N, Decellas F. Determinants of Energy Demand in
the French Services Sector:; A Decomposition Analysis
[J]. Energy Policy,2009(7) ;2734 —2744.

[12] Chan W W, Lam J C. Prediction of Pollutant Emission
Through Electricity Consumption by the Hotel Industry in
Hong Kong[ J ]. Hospitality Management, 2002 (4 ) ;381

-391.

(3] FR%, ¥ ZE $PEE=ZFLEERERZHWESR
e 8o R SRR AT L)) B A, 2012,33(7)
2528 —2532.

(4] £ 9,%F B, EFFR, % FEBRS L IFHEK
HHERERYHERAAN ] FEAR - KRG
35,2013 (5) ;21 - 28.

[1S] JEAM , #h AR £, TR B A SR 45k A6 TR U 4R 5 3%
HHA R RC)// 32012 B T4 4 K &b
3% :2012 £ % F| . —,2012:390 - 396.

[16] AN, s Ak £, & AR iR sk s R R[]
3 R 9 & ,2012(4) 1451 - 460.

[17] OECD. Inidicators to Measure Decoupling of Environmen-
tal Pressure From Economic Growth. 2002 [ R/OL ].
[2008 - 09 — 26 ]. http://www. olis. oeed. org/olis/
2002doc. nsf/LinkTo/sg — sd (2002 )1 - final.

[18] Tapio P. Towards A Theory of Decoupling; Degrees of
Decoupling in the EU and the Case of Road Traffic in
Finland Between 1970 and 2001[ J]. Journal of Transport
Policy,2005(12) :137 - 151.

[19] IPCC. Working Group III Report “ Mitigation of Climate
Change” [ R ]. Cambridge, United Kingdom and New
York : Cambridge University Press,2007.

[20] E KA RZG@IFH R A B LR R R R
BERIMNMGEREIRL.BEXAAEZREANR
Fir,2003.

[21] A, AR, 7 L EWEBSLBS 2ERAER
AF R R )] LiEZFHR,2011(8) :3 - 10.

RIERE:H B



