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Abstract: This paper introduces the energy consum ption as a factor influencing economic growth into the Cobb- Douglas production model. U-
sing the time series dataabout Anhui province, and establishing VAR model and E CM, it testifies the long term equilibrium relationship and unt
directional Granger causality between energy consumption and economic growth in Anhui through Johanserr Juselius cointegration test and
Granger causality test, and estimates the contribution rate of energy consumption, employment and social fixed capital stock to the ecomonic
growth in Anhui. The result shows that the impact of energy consumption on Anhuis economy is obvious. And the result based on the impulse
response function and the variance decomposition indicates that it is keeping the growth rates of energy consumption, social fixed capital stock

and em ployee have positive significance for Anhuis economic growth.
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