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1 1978 —2006 GDP
Co, 1978 GDP co, 1978 GDP
(10 ) () (10 ) ()
1978 14805 6 3645 20 1993 27867, 65 14596 58
1979 15126 46 3922 24 1994 29585 33 16505 92
1980 14770 54 4228 73 1995 31980 93 18309 18
1981 14629 4450 44 1996 33401 02 20141 66
1982 15667 96 4853 52 1997 32888 61 22014 24
1983 16527 06 5380 27 1998 31074 05 23738 69
1984 17962 06 6196 78 1999 32555 23 25547 54
1985 19481 49 7031 25 2000 33377 21 27701 53
1986 20489 09 7653 26 2001 34199 12 30000 84
1987 21871 44 8539 75 2002 36262 75 32725 54
1988 23454 33 9503 09 2003 42685 49 36006 40
1989 23855 75 9889 22 2004 50373 04 39637 66
1990 23992 46 10268 87 2005 55477 58 43772 96
1991 25195 53 11211 44 2006 60000 48871 20
1992 26433 38 12808 03
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Domestic Research Review on (PR Governance in Urban Community

Lei Suijiang"?, Sun Rong’
(1. School of Business, Huaihai Institute of T echnology, Lianyungang Jiangsu 222000, China;
2. School of Economics and M anagem ent, T ongji U niversity, Shanghai 200092, China)

Abstract: T his paper reviews domestic research progress on CPR governance theory as well as it in the field of urban com munity. Carding are
made from the following four aspects: what is CPR of urban community; research development on CPR theory; research development on CPR of
urban community; research methods on governance of CPR in urban com munity. Study points out that, in the following aspects, namely different
governance models on CPR in urban community, how to capitalize CPR resources, the third party in property dispute, and whether exists the op
timum governance model at different stages, there is research space.
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[1] S : : [J].
Empirical Study on Reationship Between Carbon Emission and Economy Growth in China

Li Mingxian, Liu Juan
(College of Economics, Hunan Agricultural University, Changsha 410128, China)

Abstract: T his paper uses the time series data about the total quantity of Chinas carbon emission and GDP from 1978 to 2006, and studies the
relationship between the growth in carbon emission and the GDP growth in China. T hrough correlation analysis, regression analysis as well as
test, and causality research, it establishes the econometric model about carbon emission and economy growth. T he result shows that the growth
of economy causes the growth of carbon emission. With the economic growth of China, the carbon emission also increases gradually, but the car
bon emission of unit GDP reduces gradually, namely the growth rate of carbon emission is much lower than that of GDP.

Key words: carbon emission; growth of economy; regression diagnosis; Granger causality test
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