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Abstract: Byusing 1999 — 2008 economy and energy data of Hunan, makes an analysis on its total economic output,
total energy consumption, energy consumption composition and per unit GDP of energy consumption. Based on it, applies
the ADF testing method and Granger causality test method to research the relationship between its energy consumption
and economic growth. The result shows that: there is a long-term equilibrium relationship between energy consumption and
economic growth in Hunan, and exists one-way Granger causal relationship from economic growth to energy consumption.

Keywords: energy consumption; economic growth; cointegration; causality

dE

1 HEF

REVR & N A 7 55 A 18 b AN a7 (1 B L) Jofi
i, R ERATRE R B EMBI) . HEA 21
Mg DIk, AERkim milfs e 5 5 s e Bk, R9E05
Yuhi S5 — R AR m A, JEINE, 2005 T E AR
AR ST S ARIERE 20.6 1 ¢, REIRIN e it T
PR 20 242 ¢, BRGNPk B[R] L3 9,59, i
BT Y AEAER 0 79, MBE KA, JRHES 1 RRURY SR

KA EZ D, Sk, 58075 P e aEiskin
WARBIEAE WA R, HET T —H" KEp
£ GDP RERTH PR 22tk “ 1" KBEIK 20% 19 HA5.

T, AEREZPE KR SREMSH 508
LT, R TR B AR IR 2 15 26 D K 1 35
KA, FEMIERE 3 A2 0F B R &0 SRR IR 28
A & R 1) ISR it e B — T R, R B AR
EX BT T B A RIS, B SE E 2 h E

gl

&

¥KimBE : 2011-05-10

EL£TH : WA SRS EE WA (11YBB133), MMA N SHRMIREE TN A (201011B2250 ), BRI
HATIMETH FAE TS TIIE (10A02), BIEAHAETTRHIEEREINE (10A025)

EEEN - AR (1961-), B, WIREZEBH, W8 Tk K2e 882, WA SR, FEOF5 1 KRG, W Mkl &

BT, E-mail: zyenn@sina.com



76 (]S N B AN S S 14

20114

KIZM . QiR 5 55 APPER 1978 — 2000 4F RS
Xof e E BB RS 28 5 4 UK A DR I TR DG Rk
I TSR, IFA5 W AR XU AR E R, HA
HA YN SIS, DS AR T E
1954 — 2003 VAR GDP FIRETEELTH 2% L2 BRI 9%
BAIRR S (R Al RERSRUKE %) 2
AR, 130 GDP 45 S REIR B 2% .
HH TR Z AAFTEYME S R, WS Al . RERSRIK
HLZ AR MR R, M@y T GDP ShE
TR TH 2 BT 9% 22 [ IR 254G IR B, et
FBRILRZ 051, T3 X IR IR T 2% 5 4 U
KRBT A BT Ko Wnhibe s 5 ASA TN
7 1980 —2003 FEG A, iz A% =R RAG 30
R PRI R L TN G SREIRTH 2% | Ak
IRE5H Z (M A AE R IR M O 2R, B TR 45 ) % fE 50
QI A TN 2 O -4 2 NS D2 B e ]
1985 — 2006 F G HHEHRIITEG 1 . Rt REIEIH
WHAFRWMKAERMNIE R, BAAELTH
FXF AR IR 2 B ) R G R

SR, B I S8 NIFSE T VLA REVR TN 2 5
ST R Z B A X RN, ENHEERIX X
— KRR AW S, HES o8 i i 5+
SRR . ASCRPLA VI L, B DL b X
RS T e BT 22 P R R SR I R B, i R
RN P SRR Ry ¥ e R RS TS E X s s
X RE A RE IR 2 5 A U K D AR SE R
PEATIRAMEIE, B 7E R 151 R 44 R Ak s 5 BB 1) o)
E PRl 2 TSR AR

2 HMIRFABBEFZE

2.1 XEB#ERSHIERIE

WA E THhHAEZ—, TP EbEE, K
LRI . MR ARIGTIPE, PREEERE . S,
WS Ak TP, JbEBIAL. BER 2008, 2
13T A AR, G 136 MR (B9,
MiFEIX), HEEETmA 21,182 97 km?, BT 16 846
TN, SRR 42.15%

AR SCHIE G BE AL G 2 0% & R EE . REVRTH RE S
WL b ZE e EEESE . K, &8k REUE (GDP,
B 4200 )R TF MR8 Gei 44 X 2000—2009 ),
REVRISFERE (JH E R, B2 J7¢) RIET (b
FEREIRGE 445 ) (2000—2009 ), 7ML S5 H4 £ A U5
T (MR AT ) (2000—2009 ). HEAF, BA D
Wk AR A g TS B

22 FWARFEEN

ARSCR AT il AL — 88 (augmented Dickey-
Fuller. ADF ) K365 i (] Fp 41 i~ F-Aadd s SR
Engle-GrangerW}/Fﬁgﬁsz&Johansen and Juseliust K
ALLR 1 6 36 ) 1) e 91 4% i 2 A A A I B I 1 O %
K Granger PR IC R AL A H I 7] 3 41) A% ik 2 1]
ERAAERR KR RIVE/N I (ordinary least
square. OLS ) F4tp#& [l A AR g £ 5577 51 2
ARSI SRR o ASOIT A Bt b P £ B 3 22
G Bviews6.0 56, WO L EAR IR | 12
B BRSFEA TR BT, AR S 4

1) PRI . PR R —
FPANRYIME . Jr 22 F0 H P37 22 RASER . ADF Kl
BT

Ax, =(p-Tx_, + il/.Axi_j ‘e, (1)

Jj=l

ADF BTS¢ SR ARG I i 62 IR
Wp=1, RIFSIA 1 AHAR, WA ALEAEFR
(5 XL BERp <1, WRXATPIRFRACL,

2) PPEREYERR I ik 2 AASE P A A AR Y
FARIEL, RS Z [0 B A PR e A AT
AR Engle-Granger A5G 56 12500 F7 41 Y b #& 44:
HEATRR . JIEL LI 2 9 Ny RARTRA,
HHER S g Brep By 51, af FAG 36 =X

X, =ot+py,+e, (2)
BB e TR 2 VB REITA B, B
Yo BMUNSRIRZE e B PAah, WIRTRIA RBP4
1y, 2 FIAF LD 6 300

3) PUERKREKR T k. XL 2 ARy 4145y
e B RN

yi=ao+zaiyt7i+zﬁix’*f+gf’ (3)
i= i=l

Y =&, +Zajyt—j +zﬁfx’—f tes. (4)
j=1 J=1

Xt (3) BB gi=1, 2, -+, m)=0 ATHEE , %
B SEbr AT “x ARG R y AR RET . a0
R T g i=1,2, -, m)=0 FISRMEE, widEgs “x A
SRR y AR IR iR, AR R EE s x X
T Y #1E Granger PR KR o RIS 75—l

3 ZFFEKSREEEFIK
31 BFHERKEF LA S

UK S E T . 2009 4, WIEgE LA
FEAME 12 930.7120C0, H EAEREK 13.6%, #1999 4



5 6 101 JAR =z , 55

RS 2 RE TR 2% 5 2o PR B K 105 56 R SRS i 77

13 214.54 1T T 9 715.46 127G, W 1.

GDP/10¥Z,5¢

b2 L2 B ON 1 00 D

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
¥ GDP B¥ J SN ,izlﬁﬁ T4 W A S
1 1999—2008 Fi#E 4 GDP g K#EaH
Fig. 1 The GDP growth trend of Hunan from 1999-2008
ZUFRE R ETT T : 1999—2008 4F, HIF & GDP
RN 10.82% ., HIEKAZGEH 5 7 E D)
K- (WE 2 ).

1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

—— GDPHEH; S PR R
- RIS, RSP,
o BRI T G ST E% ) (2009 )
2 1999—2008 F i & GDP & & 7=\l g%
Fig. 2 Growth rate of Hunan GDP and
various industries from 1999-2008

PEALZER TR 1999 — 2008 4F, Wi 377k 4k
ey He il DL 3

LBl %

0
1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
A
W Es BT OF=M.

3 1999—2008 FHIF &A= L E T BT
Fig. 3 The changing trend of Hunan industrial structure from
1999-2008

M 3 EEH, 1999 4 3 77 4544 F 5K 24.2:
37.1:38.% 20084F-37 )\ 454 HL 5] 2 22 %L M 18.0:44.2:
37.8, XFHCAIAL, AHXT T 1999 4F, 2008 HIR 4 46—
P N IE T 6.2 E A, Bk i BT
T 7.1 83
32 AFEESEERRESW

RN AT R B AU e, LA 1978 4F
NI E) GDP H6 8RN 1978 4F GDP A L 315 1Y 5K
brGDP, Hfi: ACT0. WIFERENN 2R AT E R

N, HEE AR ERT ST AR 4R . 1999 —
2008 5, WIFGE L B SREIE Y T MR R AR g
%W_A@ 4~50

2.4

g
=]

GDP / 102 7T
=

08 —_—
1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Ay

4 1999—2008 EHEE LR GDP 5T EH

Fig. 4 The real GDP and its changing trend of
Hunan form 1999-2008

E. / 10°7t

1%)99 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Sl
El5 1999—2008 FMEHREIRERSTHER
Fig. 5 The energy consumption and its changing trend of
Hunan from 1999-2008

MIET 4 R 5 R, GDP FIRETRIH 2% B
ARARECAARRL, A AR E Yk SR, R AR
PR RIARFAE o AT AR IR 11 47 530 i A 8
D s B 8 1) 5 2 L AR SO AR B O 450
(4352 H x=In (GDP/4ZIC), y=In (E/Tit), F
6] ) JE PR TS ST, S5 6. MEIHHTE
1999 —2008 4%, WIRI# GDP Fl . FIXHBAL fka At
[, Bl y 5y RGBS, AoFERR
R VAR AEAT T 2 — A 0

10.0

95 r b
9.0
8.5 T )
8.0 r
75 X

MRy, ¥

70

6.5 s s s s s . s s
1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008

AEfy
6 1999—2008 FHAEAF SHALENHTNES
Fig. 6 The logarithm changing trend of Hunan GDP and

total energy consumption from 1999-2008



78 ;= N B |

20114

3.3 BERHBRHMR O
HFEERITRR, 10T T 2005 — 2007 FHRG A
REVRTH PR s oL, WL 7.

20 ke A R
u KIRA
w FiTH

7183 i

73.60

AEVEH FRLLBI/%
E7 2005—2007 FiHrEEaIREBEERTHEE

Fig. 7 The changing trend of energy consumption

composition of Hunan form 2005-2007

M 7 HRl R, R A RIS DAl R e P o
FEH SR TR, (HRUE R (5 3 S0 i RE
VRN DM B S AR AN 2ol o R i o L R
NEEARE, WA RE DR 2R P A e E AR AR A
K, RRAERFE: BT, LUK B S5 RKE
R BHTREI T & e ETHE S, Uil JLAR
W 4 KT R TR RE RIS T — & Gt , (H LBl

A J AR 11K
3.4 B GDPREFREDHT

AL 2005— 2009 41 F 2 HAL GDP AEFE
L. 2005 1544 BN GDP REFEN 1.472 t/ ST G,
T EPFAIKE 1,22 ¢ J10G6 5 2009 4RI 4 FLAOL
GDP REFEN 1.202 t/ 706, HARES 2005 44 T FE,
BT T2 EBK- 1,077 v 700, W TILI
G 2 BIIREFEAKF, HIdb . IR 2 4 REFEKF
AR, 2 % T (] Ak v 38 s DX L PG 45 B RE K
F, WEgHE 9

B
=
=
iy
<
=9
o
S
‘*3
i 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
SEfy

= BIEARAGDPREME; W 2 BAGDPRERE.
B8 2005—2009 F#ES £ EFHRALGDPREFELLE
Fig. 8 The comparison between Hunan per unit GDP of energy
consumption and that of national average from 2005-2009

4.0
35
3.0}
2.5
2.0
15
1.0+
0.5

0 -

- L

GDPHEFE/(t

el

3
X &
#

Ak
(i

i

LT_.‘
P Ak

B
i

NEE

|
iT
#oL

i

P
o
=]

I

ba N 4

EEEOIERWEE
T R KK - B

&
=
=]
I
Uy
E2)
;S

-
[

i
E

[E S

T
7

=

.
i)

{

B9 2009 FHEABRMGDPRERSHECETREEFHKELLE

Fig. 9 Comparison of per unit GDP of energy consumption among Hunan, other provinces and the national average in 2009
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