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Index System and Calculation Mode on Engineering Cost

Shen Weichun' ,Dong Shibo®
(1. Technica & Economic Consulting Centre of China Electricity Coundil ,Beijing 100761 ,China;
2. China Engineering Cost Association ,Beijing 100835 ,China)

Abstract : This paper gives an objective analyss on the status quo on drawing up and releas ng engineering cost in China,and then summarizes
success ul experiences of developed countriesin thisaspect ,and discusses the exi sting defects and the gaps between developed countries and Chi-
na Finaly it putsforward some suggestions on solving these problems and narrowing these gaps
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Sudy on Energy Demand Modd Considering Structural Break in China

Tan Zhongfu ,Xie Pinjie,Hou Jianchao
(Institute of Electricity Economics,North China Electric Power Universty ,Beijing 102206 ,China)

Abstract : Consdering the influence of external impacts on the relation between economic growth and energy demand ,and based on the data
during 1953-2000 ,thi s paper analyzes the occason in which the structural break of the relation between economic growth and energy demand in
China will belead to. Andit studiesthe relation of long-term equilibrium and short-term dynamic between energy demand and GDP in China
with the co-integration theory and the error correction mode on this bas s,and establishes the energy demand model. Compared with the model
with not consdering structural break ,the proposed model can reflect more accurately the relation between energy demand and GDPin the model-
ing sample period ,and has the greater ability in prediction

Key wor ds: energy demand; structural break ; co-integration test ; error correction model
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