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1 (1990—2008 )
( ) ( =100) ( ) ( ) ( =100) ( )
1990 904. 69 103. 9 2732. 86 2000 6141. 03 111 0 6560, 37
1991 1089. 33 117. 8 312317 2001 6898 34 110. 6 7253. 11
1992 1375. 7 119. 0 3484, 22 2002 8003, 67 112. 6 8279. 64
1993 1925, 91 122. 0 4044, 22 2003 9705. 02 114. 7 9522. 56
1994 2689, 28 120. 0 4496. 67 2004 11648 7 114. 5 10824. 69
1995 3557, 55 116. 8 4851. 26 2005 13437 85 112. 8 12031 67
1996 4188 53 112. 7 5165. 43 2006 15742. 51 113. 9 13222. 53
1997 4686, 11 11L 1 5446, 74 2007 18780. 44 114. 7 14532, 91
1998 5052, 62 110. 2 5656. 96 2008 21486, 92 110. 1 15116. 59
1999 5443, 92 110. 0 5960. 14
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2 (1990—2008 )
GDP GDP
D (AG) (aD (A (ToAG) (G,AT)

1991 2931 161. 03 390. 31 —0. 090 186. 45 —96. 14
1992 2. 747 202, 49 361, 05 —0. 183 593, 40 —232. 35
1993 2 614 279. 01 560 —0. 133 766. 53 —206. 53
1994 2422 300, 44 452. 45 —0. 192 808. 84 —356. 39
1995 2,237 311 92 354, 59 —0. 185 755. 44 —400. 85
1996 2 114 275. 41 314, 17 —0. 124 616 11 —301 94
1997 2. 006 271, 28 281 31 —0. 108 573, 36 —292. 05
1998 1. 891 276. 96 210, 22 —0. 115 555, 57 —345, 35
1999 1. 811 299, 22 303 18 —0. 080 565. 70 —262. 52
2000 1. 796 362. 06 600, 23 —0. 015 655. 62 —55. 39
2001 1 795 387, 27 692 74 —0. 001 695. 40 —2. 66
2002 1. 820 509, 14 1026. 53 0. 025 913, 89 112. 64

2003 1. 825 668 84 1242. 92 0. 005 1217. 11 25. 81
2004 1. 812 756, 72 1302. 13 —0. 013 1380, 77 —78 64
2005 1. 785 764. 86 1206. 98 —0. 026 1385. 56 —178. 58
2006 1 722 936. 91 1190. 86 —0. 063 1672. 40 —481. 54
2007 1. 650 1128 56 1310, 38 —0. 072 1943, 71 —633. 33
2008 1. 559 889. 39 583, 68 —0. 091 1467. 82 —884, 14
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( ) ) ( ) ) ( =100)
(1985  =100)

1990 102. 76 123. 8 3538, 13 1099 102, 7

1991 115, 98 132 4 3555, 37 1211 108, 9

1992 138 04 144, 2 3560, 13 1359 108, 8

1993 192. 98 166. 1 3563, 24 1746 110, 2

1994 274, 27 189. 3 3565, 19 2225 104, 1

1995 324, 25 191 4 3567, 14 2966 105. 3

1996 361. 84 194. 3 3570, 17 3463 106, 1

1997 402 01 207. 4 3557. 19 3684 103, 8

1998 422 51 217 3539, 78 3815 104. 7
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( ) B ( ) ) ( =100)
(1985 =100)
1999 456. 04 235, 4 3519. 79 3948 105. 6
2000 501 07 256, 3 3506, 2 4254 107. 8
2001 589. 48 302. 7 3473. 63 4582 106. 9
2002 664. 01 345. 1 3438 76 4940 108 4
2003 797. 54 412. 5 3394. 08 5431 107, 8
2004 1016. 42 511 4 3353. 16 6096 107. 4
2005 1311 93 650. 3 3335, 3 6660 106. 4
2006 1591 84 780. 6 3317. 26 7335 109. 3
2007 1937, 41 914, 4 3308, 21 8265 108 2
2008 2359. 05 1158 9 3292. 37 9258 106. 2
:( 2009); ( =100) . X
100,
322 ,
321 (OLS S,
s 4, 0. 999,
InG = InA + alnL + BInK + yInl + 4 (6) 0. 95.DW >1, VIF
. u o >10,
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4 N N (1990—2008
G K 1
( ) ( ) ( ) ( )
1990 904. 69 491. 60 186. 96 2732. 86
1991 1065, 72 540. 45 239. 75 3123, 17
1992 1268 21 603. 51 361 18 3484, 22
1993 1547, 22 760. 01 683. 83 4044, 22
1994 1856. 66 950. 38 1006. 39 4496. 67
1995 2168 58 1216. 89 1357. 90 4851, 26
1996 2443, 99 1397. 63 1617, 53 5165, 43
1997 2715, 28 1482. 62 1694, 57 5446. 74
1998 2992 23 1530, 55 1847. 93 5656. 96
1999 3291 46 1585, 01 1886. 04 5960. 14
2000 3653. 52 1704, 28 2267. 22 6560. 37
2001 4040, 79 1842. 87 2776. 69 7253 11
2002 4549, 93 1985, 20 3596, 31 8279. 64
2003 5218 77 2185 72 4993, 57 9522. 56
2004 5975. 49 2468 57 6059. 78 10824. 69
2005 6740. 35 2761 09 6696. 25 12031 67
2006 7677 26 3081 15 7593. 66 13222. 53
2007 8805. 82 3493, 23 8420. 43 14532, 91
2008 9695, 21 4010. 02 9323. 00 15116. 59
5
InG InL InK InI t
VIF
InG 1 0. 999 0. 989 0. 999 R? 0. 999 0. 102 1. 48
InL 0. 999 1 0. 987 0. 998 DW 1. 992 InL 0. 32 2. 046 361 52
InK 0. 989 0. 987 1 0. 985 F 5713 6 InK 0. 124 2. 719 38 124
InI 0. 999 0. 998 0. 985 1 InI 0. 723 4. 257 314. 311
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Research on Rebound Effect of Energy Consumption Based on

Technological Progress in Zhejiang Province

Yang Pandeng'. Qu Yaping', Li min®

(1. Transfar Group Ca , Ltd , Hangzhou 311215,China;2 Environmental Science Research &. Design Institute of Zhejiang Province, Hangzhou 310009 ,China)

Abstract: Based on the contribution of economic growth due to technological progress and environmental loading model, this article makes an

empirical analysis about the technological progress, GDP growth and the rebound effect of energy consumption of Zhejiang Province since 1990.

Among them, it is reasonable that we measure the contribution of technological progress using the total wages of the on-the-job workers and the

net income of rural residents as labor factor. In order to get the empirical data more accurately, we make delay difference transformation about

the multicollinearity of multiple regression model
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