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Key Factors Affecting Energy Consumption in China:
Based on Structure Decomposition Analysis

Zhao Xiaoli, Hong Dongyue
(School of Economics and Managem ent, North China Electric Power University, Beijing 102206, C hina)

Abstract: Based on the input output structure decomposition analy sis(SDA), this paper studies the key factors affecting energy consumption in
China at sector level,and decomposes impact factors of energy consumption into the following six indicators: energy intensity change, technologr
cal coefficient change, proportion change of domestic final consum ption, proportion change of gross capital formation, share change of ex port and
import and ultimate demand. Results show that technological coefficient change is the most significant factor affecting Chinas energy consumyr
tion, and the energy intensity change and the change of international trade structure also contribute much to the change of Chinas energy comr
sumption, and the six sectors that have im portant im pacts on Chinas energy consum ption are as follows: electric power, gas, hot water and metal
products, etec.
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Institutional Arrangement for Indigenous Technological Innovation in Era of Globalization

Wei Jie', Gao Xudong], T ian Yezhuangz, Zhou Zuow ei’

(L Research Center for Technological Innovation, Tsinghua U niversity, Beijing 100084, China;
2 Management of School, Harbin Institute of Technology, Harbin 150090, China)

Abstract: Indigenous technological innovation in the eraof globalization is a new topic This paper first discusses the conditions to apply the tra
ditional catclrup theory, followed by examining the impacts of globalization on indigenous technological innovation, and explores institutional ar
rangements to support indigenous technological innovation in the era of globalization
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