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Abstract

Energy consumption issue is getting more and more attention. This article, under the background
of “the 11th Five-Year” and “the 12th Five-Year” development in Hebei Province, analyzes the
changes of terminal energy consumption for each industrial sector and energy structure by using
the logarithmic mean Divisia index method in Hebei province from 2005 to 2015, finds the in-
fluencing factors and gives explanations. We can conclude that the expansion of economic produc-
tion scale is the decisive factor to promote the growth of energy consumption in Hebei Province,
and energy technology factor is the effective measure to reduce energy consumption. The influ-
ence of energy structure effect is very small and the influence of industrial structure needs to be
studied deeply. On the basis of this analysis, according to the “Hebei Province national economic
and social development of the thirteenth five-year plan” guidance, feasibility recommendations
are given.
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FALE Z TR RFF LRI . SREFE I bR AR S HE B 2 U o, AKFE U S A Il (s ]
Py EANER . B S5 Re T A R AAT A BR DR, (R EETJb4 GDP Bt B KW [E R, S8 T
HGR mIRBEAT WA W 1 o, WAEEE “+—R7 5 TR REME, 25
KR, 2010 494644 GDP 1A% T 20,394.26 1470, #2005 KT 103.7%, FHHK 15.29%;
MR T “+ = F 7KW, Wb 2015 EREFAM BEIES] T 29,806.11 127G, tL 2010 SEBEK T 46.15%,
MK 7.88%, XZHTAE “T A7 Wi, WAbE G SR A . AR A RETR S AL A DR K
LN LR . BEESTTRANINK, RN E MRS, JHE 2013 A3 7T, B 2005 FH
19,835.99 JiMiAR#ERIE K F] T 2013 41 29,664.38 JiMibrdEE, K T 49.55%, FEHHEEN 5.16%,
2013 F LA REVRIE 2 B I T /MR NI, & 2015 FEREIRIE 9 A BN 29,395.36 JiMIARAERE . Tl ARIR
TH B AR P AT REIE I B S B IR 80%: TTZERERAS M, JERTH P E —HOMOK,  H RRIRTH 7R
M 90% A A7 . TERFFLIN 2005~2015 (- RAEE, JTI048 ReRIE 2% ik RILREIR S M AN BT i fk . BRIR
BHEOKF B S RSO I B RA&H, RAIE R EH 2005 F1) 9.14 AL )7 K3 T
2015 4F (1) 72.97 ALK, /& 2005 4R 7.98 5 FrAEWEREIRA R CRE— PR R, K. BEE. A&
VIR e S RE RN A4 D)) T RBVR B BB B S 78 “+— R 5“0 WARERRIEN, 2%
THAEREUE TR AL N P 20% LA F o A6 48 £ BRVR & R BUAS st () [F) B, SR G P22 1T 2, et A2
REVR S JE ORI . TR E D E K. BHEE F00ERE 1 %2, 5% . BRI a8, #ie
DIt BT BRIFYH 2 1] A IR A 7
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MR E A IR 1] Ang (2005)i8 X b6 KSR B B A i, A3 1 R ECAS i 003 A o i 7
(LMDI), 2 f5ilt 2 Wt FCREIRTH 9 288 v g 52 Wty — R, JR45 T LMDI J5 ik S fafeds: i)
TERGE AR, a7 M BRI T 2 1738 A sz el (R 2% DA R = b S A Pl s 1A 20 5 il R 2% 1 A 4 A0
Y5 T VLR N S FE[2]. Hammond 5 Norman (2012)78 % 2% [H #i3E MV AIF RIS, 3l 4 i Hrak 3 7 5%
M RRHERC IR . FEE b PEMb S REURGREE . RRERR AR H R, IR I i e ) b AR A T
HARR ARG T AT T, R I Re IR FE T B2 A B> 1) 32 Z2 SR [3] . Freitas 5 Kaneko
(2011)%F 1970~2009 43 8] 4 78 B v 2% () — AR CE A A (e 7 VP Ay, K — S M HES 7
fife 9 R B TE A b AT R SR e RV 2, A tH R BEEEh 5N H R a2 HEBCR G i SR Eh R &K
B 5 FBE 1) e 45 e U 5 A R PR A HR s sk D 1 £ R R 4]

ITHEAESR, B LMDI AR N, RE WA A FH AT T A R IE T . Z051%6(2010)
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e YER R, TR VR AL ERAS 2 800 F D 0 B BOG K i B o B, Pl gEte . REIR S5 F I
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1T T RN, NERNL G5 R P b 25 A6 R0RE DA K = b REJ 58 P 2850 7 A XA Rt v 27 HH LG K 1)
VUSRI ZR, 5T 0N RE VRV PR K 1 i 2 R 3, S5 bIRIINE, 7 Ml R 5 B2 20582 ) 0 ol Rt v 2
Ky BN 3R, N 1 ARORERT = Ml 25 A6 RIS % BV o s mal A PR, VR R J0A 35 H K (6] Ma AT Stern
(2008) A LA [E N SC =PI R 21t O WIRR IR SR B R %, H T BB ETEE, T 2003 FFHILE K.
2000 FLART, A WHICHR H AR B T AN e R BE AR A, SCEE @ LMDI £ 70 1980~2003 4 1)
REVRBR ARk, 13 R RS R A IRGEE TR = SRR, S50 a ik AR REIRsR & T, BRI
BARVERIEAE WG, ok g0 K738 1 145/ AR SR T T AR [ 7]

AR SCAEIRANIR T2 B A A SCHR SRR, 7820 25 Y LMIDI J5 vk AE REVRTH 9 i) g RiF, JRSEF ik
JREXHAARE A —h7 5 TR IR RRIRTE AR T, RS R IREN R R . AR
CHETNRIRE SRR LG, B LR BRI SR B R E T, BB E S, PARTRAD A SRR T RE
REERIRENVE R, IXAEAS SCHIURE o, 1 DR 2 it J2 O AIGTT 2 B30 52 i R 3R D ik B AN 2 35 1 e s S 4, A
SCRAR G = RPN EERTEAT T 405y, R RS FIER T, AN AT BASE Iy 45 AN [8] 7= 3B T T EEA
A B OKBIPE . DA BRI A SC B AIHT A, TR A BB BOa V) 75 ZEAR YL il R, v SCE I iR
CNE VA EER
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W FCREVR T 2 1) 8 E B W AR R T — AR AR BT 5 5(SDA), o —Fh LR FE B o i A i
i%£(IDA), i LMDI 43 fif /73772 IDA [—F Y, J&H Ang (2001)5E ANFEHHI. AHELT SDA &5 fE i
Jii%, LMDIL FE B RS2 I 8] 541 1) 8, % R AR B (AR 3 43 fif A DRAbar B AR s B S R, AT I
B AR AR A0 AR B AR B TTER A KD, R SR AR B AN E I 22 (8], LMDI R 1 43 fif o 1 36 4% ) REUR
AR A S FE R, I AR EAE BN M BR R A A EARKIE, UEVF 2 U8 A 21
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2.3. HiERIE R A

EMPABHIRIET GbEaFEE) « (hESGHES) D& CRERESIHESE) , EidR
ﬁ¢%¢%$%“%ﬁmﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁ%%%ﬁ”S%ﬁ%ﬁ%%iWEﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ
THBARMER, JFREAT MRS 248 45 20 01T 0 2800 REVSH Db . 285 AR R 25 B0 1T 0 7 M n
DL F R VHEL, IR DL 2005 4E9FEHE, A% E SEARHOHAT Y, IHBRIE AR 0 fom . AETHSOd R
. BOR N BTSN S R RAR S, DL B IR s IR, BRI €07 S BT E
RO FEVH SO AR — A TR/ EBCE AR . T, AR SO FE IR AL 48 R b B VR 1 240 2
PRI R B St A rp A2 18 far RO 9 00 et DA X B8 f) b B LR MRS T S R LMIDI 73
B AHER 1 o
3. AREREEXRTIL

AR 75 (1) 5 75 #2(8)iz HI LMDI J7 7% 1648 2005~2015 4F 1) REVRTH B AR HEAT 43 A, 45 1 )
BUUAIRENA 2R %5 A KRG 2R, i 1 57 2.

Table 1. Decomposition of terminal energy consumption in Hebei Province based on LMDI method (10,000 tons of standard
coal)

= 1. £F LMDI At &L inRERIE 2R 2 RREE R (7 MEFRER)

e éi%;ifcﬁ F%k?é 1 ﬁéﬁ?&?k ﬁé/i?éfé 1 AR 5l
BN R RO R A
2005~2006 1752.11 305.03 —730.65 —2.52 1323.97
2006~2007 1700.57 192.11 —824.58 1.84 1069.94
2007~2008 1714.55 338.87 —1223.71 3.02 832.72
2008~2009 1149.96 —748.51 207.77 0.12 609.34
2009~2010 2409.75 152.01 —547.32 522 2019.67
2010~2011 2630.36 377.57 —550.95 1.63 2458.61
2011~2012 1181.73 —339.37 —369.14 0.99 474.21
2012~2013 831.75 —170.66 623.21 1.46 1285.76
2013~2014 434.45 —591.35 —146.47 1.47 -301.90
2014~2015 —20.53 —1249.46 831.24 —12.78 —451.53
2005~2015 13784.70 —1733.76 —2730.60 0.44 9320.79
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Table 2. The relative decomposition results of terminal energy consumption changes in Hebei Province (%)

% 2. LB LIRREIRIH R AR S MREE R (%)

G N3 BeTE A GETRZE T

2005~2006 132.34 23.04 -55.19 -0.19 100.00
2006~2007 158.94 17.96 =77.07 0.17 100.00
2007~2008 205.90 40.69 —146.95 0.36 100.00
2008~2009 188.72 —122.84 34.10 0.02 100.00
2009~2010 119.31 7.53 —27.10 0.26 100.00
2010~2011 106.99 15.36 —22.41 0.07 100.00
2011~2012 249.20 =71.57 —77.84 0.21 100.00
2012~2013 64.69 -13.27 48.47 0.11 100.00
2013~2014 —143.90 195.87 48.51 —0.49 100.00
2014~2015 4.55 276.72 —184.10 2.83 100.00
2005~2015 147.892 —18.601 —29.2958 0.0048 100.00

153 2 G T S R BREAN FE MR R 2R 1 AR A S AHXE, FREIER 2 gl A R 2R 1 DT
BRI, M 2. B R RARAER 1, 2005~2015 £E1A], JAldb4E A& umAEIRTE PR BN T 9320.79
JIMEARHEIRE, 850 A P AR RN (R 24 v e U P G K T 13,784.70 JIMARHEIE, L85 A FE RSN bf
AEVRTH P B AR TTHR N 147.89%, [RZFE 2014~2015 4F, — ELRARHEREVETY 2e 8K vk e PE R 2%
7V S RE ROSLE AR TE (R BEAN B Bk 38 T REVRYE 9%, SRR IRIE SRR RS T 1733.76 FIMARAERE, EEfATT
BREEN 18.6%; REIREL AR B FEARAEIRTH 2 10 = SRR, TERF M T RN, REIRBA RN AL 15 285
REVRH 9% T RE T 2730.60 JIMEFRIESE, X REVRTH 9% AR B TTRR N 29.30%, R ZANAIFEMRSE, Bk
FEAR A BFRAR T REVRTH s RRIRSE MO I sg i R AR U, FARMERRIRTE 2384 T 0.44 JmdidR
AR, DTBRZE I 2 0.0048%, ZCRARE, (HXTEREAWMF ARG T HENE L. FTHHaHA
IR b7

3.1. SRR RaER

G5 T USRS A T T RRVRTH 2 7] U AN v D B — AN ERAY, BRI BRIR B, G5 A R
K BERS LBk R TR 21 BT LA, 2010) [9]. HIFE 1 GUFAE PSRN (R BN VE B AT LLE H
2005~2015 4F[a], Z85FA P2 BB Ay BT Jb 48 26 m BeVRTH P o 4, U TE “+—h7 R “+ =
.7 I, ZUFA R I LA BRI O A, R R TR, AR K 2R
HERRVRFCPUE 9%, B 2005~2006 (1) 1752.11 JIMiARERERE K 2] 2009~2010 4E11 2409.75 J3 bR AESE,
X B A2 B AR P A S IR Ak, SR K 8.29%, b 2008~2000 fE[RAN, BEHAIN LA &k
feZ At Bz < A “SRE iz, BHERIE . ASCRIE” R B ESR DK A BREREHLI 0, fEX—
BB, A WE TR 2RI, 25 A= USRI ReRH 2 38 K IR A A Pz . %2R
PR (I HE S VR ZE 2010~2011 ARk 3 1 e i, (R HEREVRTH 28 B384 1 2630.36 JTMEFRAELE, <
JEEPUE TR, & 2014~2015 SFE L T VR, 1S REIEIE 2% T B 1 20.53 JimiARdERE, ‘R
WAL, G U AR P SRS IR BB A F R 55 ) T4 i, B TR T 200.78%.

W E 3 AHrEdeE 2005~2015 FEARBM AT A BEAR WIS, TTLUE H: WdbE &5
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Figure 1. Changes in gross domestic product and total energy consumption
of Hebei province from 2005 to 2015
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Figure 2. The relative decomposition results of terminal energy consump-
tion changes in Hebei Province
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Figure 3. Constant price economic production trend in Hebei Province

3L E RN EMEFE S~ EED
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8.35%, 1M 2015 FFAEF= B AHHE 2014 FEHBL T Fig. KRR T2 — M IbE KR Bk, MRS E
Tolk, nz b, KESHE, KRUMAKIEAN, SEGTI0E 8 S8 N, mE g 2dey,
T E U A X e . BRI, TR LAERE A B R B BUR ST N, IR T %5 Je b )
il 77, MR &1 T T4 TS SRR R R, T I RS B AN SR e B T TR UR Y SR T
[ 5K ST AL BUR S a6 T R 5 ] B A 22 B, O T ik K5 G2 B VR BRI L)
(“T =017 BhRESAEHRTETEY &, R, “G@FFEES” itl, WRIESF KRN
B, B 25 B SCE TR B SR R o T SRR R, A, X SSEMRA LB 2T AL T

AR R R R B o
2013 SFZ R, At IR 104 AamBE IR IR s PR R, R =7 Pk

RIS, RN ek WA AR AL SRR B R X T Y, MHETEE . SR, IR
WA B = PNV B TR ORI P, b R A T M “H s AR fIA, ToRigm 7 adf
KIEAZ T, BB REIL R AT o5 T 57 B0 0D, 22 57 A MRS SONE A BB s, B Aty 1 REd
TR LR -

3.2. PSRRI

M 1 PR g R RN BRI TR RS S SRR, 2005~2015 4E[E], AL PSR RS R T —
FE MR KRR, FERRARREYRTY 2% 1733.76 JIMEIFRAEIE, SEMAZ0N 18.6%. AN [EIBY B b 45 K 250wt BE ST
WA, A6 PGSR BNAE “+—F7 B IR AR TE (R BRI TR K, B 2005~2006 4
305.03 JIMEARAERIE K 3 2010~2011 ALk RE IR 2804 377.57 JIMbRAERE, b2 7 2008~2009 1
SRR RS, AR BRARREIR T P 748.51 JMEARAESE . HENB] 7 AL, Pl g R RN 0T BV T
WML E R BP0 TS, IR IREEIRTN 2%, & “+ =7 KI(2014~2015 4F) PR RER T P ik 2] T
1249.46 JIWEbRAELE, BT WAEXA FUAF B AL P SR 3] T — e iR .

IR B gy e Tl @D, S = A =R RN E 4 SSASET TR P S AR A
FERERE, £ Rt L KRNI E B TR, HRBEIBEARKR, EARYERE 2%k 4, 1§
Aol AL L i 2% 5 = i L G B R BT, BEARYERRLE 30%~40%75 4, FEAE
BRI 1 Tolk— B 3 & ok R R dE s AL, B2 2015 4 5Lk 42.29%, HABSERIITE 45%0L
b HE S B ERT SR RN AT BRIEIE TR R A T LU, TR R A T REVRTE o B
TRy, 16 2005~2015 4[], b= b &5 F v B S0 B VRN 2k T 1942.74 ks, 5 =ik
PSSR BN 112.05%, AR ARy B0 s KR 45 R4 1 18 8 A0 (6 15 REVR T 2o /b 1 73.56 T3 ibRE
FhE, TR S5k B AR S 0L BE VS 27 (OB BN . ISR, RS R AL T LA M R SR £ 4
RIEEBATS, B “+ 07 WIS P aBa 2 T — e it e, | “RBSIEE N L
vig, RIEREI CRMAVE , SRIAEUE. SZ0HEAR” & RALE RN ™R, Fik, 7F “+=
7 PRI SRR AR T, PR AT I AR 8 T R R T A

3.3. BEIRREARMIAL

MBEIRBEAR S KA, W FT IR B IR AR SR RAE Re U5 S &b 2730.6 JTMERRAERE, TTERE A
29.30%, REVFHA BN AL REIRTY 8 N IREIABORSNE R . T — A7 WE, B2 2008~2009 4, H
R X BEVRTH P AR IS RO T R, (RAERRIEE AT TR, MEN AR B BTk
B OEAIIRE], AL A SEM KNS, BT 2014~2015 &, AENEFAFSEEEREL 7Y
B, RIS RRIURIE SR R PR, Rth, TR BRURE AR N B 2010~2011 49k REVRTH 2% 550.95 J5ids
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Figure 4. Industrial sector structure in Hebei Province
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Figure 5. The driving effect of industrial structure effect of each department
(10,000 tons of standard coal)
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D BETRIE T 2272.50 JIMERRUERE, ARSI 83.22%, HEERITEAREWMEVN, HHKE T EE
ER, Horb, 2@z, O KRB, g5l DU HAd AR 55k 73 7l k2> 1 404.80 159.39 1 65.55 J5
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PRAERRE o

REVREE AR (2D (e BRI S0 A B R %, X 531 TREVACR MR m A B R . AR AR,
FOARBED GBS 1R = BRI ZR[10], AT AE RRIR SR EE T B o MR IF AL, Ahn T M iRt
Tl SRR AR IEI Tk, (b2 J50RE Ktk 2 S, e Pl iolk, . #ohm
AR REE AL S KR FEREAT ML DA ARk Tk . AL TSR T dbRE TR A6 R =, i) 26 e Y s
(RIBEAR Ko AERFTER B, 1AL BRIR SR FEHAR T B, ASCW N — &t T BEE RSB B L X Re IR
THFER PG N, A1 E PRAEEM A ik, BUERRIEE A ARAF & FFB, i E R A Red
Ry EFTRER A, DURFERERIEWE %, M4 m T ReUERI A2, BRIC T RRURSRE; —RME BRI

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2018.83019 178 BIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2018.83019

ot &%

1500 A
1000 1

500 1

-500 q ]
-1000 -~
-1500 4
-2000 4

-2500 4

-3000 -

R AR ARG KR —& =Tk
feckiinlg —O— XmiEk . G A BEL,
k. BEMEE . ROk FoAt A 55

Figure 6. The driving effect of energy technology effect of each department
(10,000 tons of standard coal)

B 6. & ABIIRERBIAR R VIR ENE R (7 FEARAE LK)

I PR EFRAN T REBOR 2 AR, BRI A P SE Al . RAR ORI EE 0 A REVR K 7 2 L E B KR
FESE R, R S L AR Rk, REVRGRZREZ T RE[11]. 2R EPTIR, JFREXTREMREAR I 7L, X Bk RE
PRGRSEE L /D BEPRIR B IR B SR 7 Ml R A F A B A R

3.4. BEIRGEHIIRL

REVE 28 1 (738 A o) BRI TH 2 s 20 kD, AEBEAN W T8 ) R RRIEVE 2R 38 0 T 0.44 J3 AR AERRE,
2005~2006 F[H], BEIRZE AL B0 AS B IRIE 9F kD 1 2.52 JTMARERE, ELF] 2013~2014 FEREVRTHE 2
SERIFR S TEPEHE REVR IS TR I3 K, 75 2009~2010 FEiR 3 1 KA, e HEREIR T SR IGK T 5.22 JmibRaESE,
2014~2015 AFREVR S AL BN 2 T KR FE DRSS T REVRTH 2%, I 7 12,78 JiMERRAESE, 1% 5900 R 5 A
AR BRI SR, I RIS TRRIR, FF AR T AR BRI K

4. BERMEER
4.1. WEFES: EHREFLBER, M- IEwBE, R#AIHFEL

S ZEMLE T, WALB AT KRG T RENBRAG Rl Rk, “+HET” T
R BB HNE . RO BRI RIS 7 EOREER, S i KTtk R T a2 Bt R
“HEITORREESET, RUEMEWMERRE. BT S, (Rt X SRR R E) S E RS
BHEUSR, i AL ok 1 AEEHLIE . ARSI, B kA il, s Ak sk, ks
AN FL BRI R, MOCHOR R B R AR ™, SoRE “arkr. iR, s, PR, 3t
FREEZT , BOERTHMES Tl 5y A RIS A X A i M REAL R S5 4k 1 R SRR ST
Ak R IACR S, FTiE 4 E BRSO e, HEsh R B ERSS L. BHIRSS ., iR
Wl BT MRS SO b A5 R U P R g . IR BORBANERRESIA, B, 55730
TN, RSl “BUREIHN. SEast” AR[12].

4.2. REREREFAZE, MBRaEIFEERE
b4 2015 FFRRURRE A 0.986 MIbRAESE/ 7770, KKm T4 [ 0.627 Mibr#ERL 370, U FRAE

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2018.83019 179 BIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2018.83019

RIEZ NEMAE. RN T, RRIRAH R AR WAL EREIR SR 2™, HIL 2 M RE. AR
(¥ JIARK . BURF AT CLIE R ST A AR B2, SIabRTREIR A L. RIR BB REIR B B e %, Bk
BEVRI R EIR PR, Jehh, MRIEES CHREEEARGNR “+ =107 M) BESR, BIHh 7 4£ 2016~2020 4F[H],
R ARG Wraed e RSt Laseibizat. S EREIREOR DL REIR AL Al A4 R 1A
WEFAESS(13], XA REIRHEOR I BHTHR Bt 171 .

4.3. WEREFHRGH, MATHMLREERNFIA

FEUL LR b, AT 7 g B AL A R 2™ AR T R, RO T e P KCr, T HAE
ARRAR A — BN 8] Y IE A DR I A SR SR T o AE 2 H AR A bR BT AR AS W] FE A RER A R
SURIIRA BB T T, ™ B R e R B R R R X, PRI, Fer) “ DLRBONE, B by ONGH, B
A BIRBIHT AR BRI PR AR, RN S A R T - AL W Y 6 AR SRRV 2 S AE A B
il A A REVEIE B AN RS KT IR P IC B RE R R (A 25 48, AT 2 0 B 2 S5 AN T 1322 E DR Y
IR%, A Ay R B, 3OO R A BT R TR BRI R I, B IR B
RERHERT H (1

EL£mAB
K H AR AR I B AR IRTH 9% 52 m (R 3R S ARBR A 2 5| SHLHIRF 727 (71503026).
SE 3K

[1] Jena, P. (2011) A Study of Changing Patterns of Energy Consumption and Energy Efficiency in the Indian Manufac-
turing Sector. Institute for Environmental Economics and World Trade, University of Hannover, Hannover.

[2] Ang, B.W. (2005) The LMDI Approach to Decomposition Analysis: A Practical Guide. Energy Policy, 33, 867-871.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpo0l.2003.10.010

[3] Hammond, G.P. and Norman, J.B. (2012) Decomposition Analysis of Energy-Related Carbon Emissions from UK
Manufacturing. Energy, 41, 220 -227. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2011.06.035

[4] Freitas, L.C. and Kaneko, S. (2011) Decomposition of CO, Emissions Change from Energy Consumption in Brazil:
Challenges and Policy Implications. Energy Policy, 39, 1495-1504. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2010.12.023

[5] EBEAse. P EBRHEBR E 5 T LMDI 4R, R EA ORISR, 2010, 20(12): 4-9.
(6] MH/NE, FRARR. FREGRIRTHE 3% & K 3R 0 i S A AT [J]. FRdE S, 2012, 40(260): 68-75.

[71 Ma, C.B. and Stern, D.I. (2008) China’s Changing Energy Intensity Trend: A Decomposition Analysis. Energy Eco-
nomics, 30, 1037-1053. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enec0.2007.05.005

(8]  SHE. v FE REYSH MBI LR K 3 0 70 A [D]: [l 260830 VEFH: ZRIEK=E, 2009.

[91 Ma, C.B. (2010) Account for Sector Heterogeneity in China’s Energy Consumption: Sector Price Indices vs. GDP
Deflator. Energy Economics, 32, 24-29. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2009.03.007

[10] Z=RRK, JA 5. HARD RESE AR IR AR A 90— F v [ ToMb0 T SEIEAE 3G ()], B HEH 5, 2006(10): 82-89.

[11] AR, FRBRT. F A8 R B AN T B 1 DR 3l (Rl 3R —— 28 T X i3 (B e [G 43 VA (LMDD A 55 (0], &5 2,
2012, 34(2): 11-21.

[12] 7dbE KRR AEZR R4, mdbE B REFAS R ES =T RINE[Z), 2016.
[13] EFRGEFRF. feESARGHE = "ME[Z]. b3 EXREEF, 2015.

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2018.83019 180 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2018.83019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2003.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2011.06.035
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2010.12.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2007.05.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2009.03.007

Hans )Y
KRR R KBRS

1. FTHF%0M T http:/kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
THARMELSE: [ISSN], HAMATI ISSN: 2160-7540, RIw] i)
2. FTFFFAME 5T http://cnki.net/
Ao« EBRSCERAE” HEN, A SCERRRE, BIRE

AmiE S http:/www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx

HATFIMEFE: sd@hanspub.org



http://kns.cnki.net/kns/brief/result.aspx?dbPrefix=WWJD
http://cnki.net/
http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
mailto:sd@hanspub.org

	Factor Decomposition Analysis of Terminal Energy Consumption in Hebei Province Based on LMDI
	Abstract
	Keywords
	基于LMDI方法对河北省终端能源消费影响因素分解分析
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 模型建立及数据说明
	2.1. 河北省终端能源消费LMDI模型建立
	2.2. 模型的分解
	2.3. 数据来源及说明

	3. 分解结果及相关讨论
	3.1. 经济生产规模的驱动作用
	3.2. 产业结构效应 
	3.3. 能源技术效应
	3.4. 能源结构效应

	4. 政策性意见
	4.1. 把握新常态：转换经济发展模式，优化产业结构调整，促进动力转化
	4.2. 提高能源利用率，降低能源消耗
	4.3. 调整能源消费结构，加大对优质能源的利用

	基金项目
	参考文献

