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Energy Consumption, Economic Growth, and Carbon Emissions:
Challenges Faced by China

ZHANG Fang', DONG Yuan®’, WANG Zhi-wen'

(1. College of International Business,Shenyang Normal University, Shenyang 110034, China;

2. Changge Local Taxation Bureau,Changge Henan 461500, China)

Abstract: The result of investigating the long run Granger causality relationship between economic growth, carbon dioxide emissions and energy

consumption in China shows that carbon emissions seem to Granger cause energy consumption, but the reverse is not true. The lack of a long run

causal link between income and emissions may be implying that to reduce carbon emissions, China does not have to sacrifice economic growth.

Key words: carbon emissions;economic growth;energy consumption;granger causality
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Study on the Technical Task Force System in New Countryside

Construction at Western Taiwan Strait

WU Hua-gang
(Fujian Provincial Research Center For Sci. & Tech. For Development.Fuzhou 350003, China)

Abstract: Technical task force system, which sourced from grassroots exploration, practical innovation and the general public’s needs, is the new

thread for the development of rural scientific and technologic work., the new breakthrough of reform, and new measures of innovation. Implemen-

tation of technical task force system is of important significance for promoting the advancement of agriculture, acceleration of traditional agricul-

ture’s shifting to modern agriculture, enhancement of the technologic level at the grassroots level in rural area, and boosting the countryside devel-

opment at western strait. Proceeding from the foothold of the achieved effectiveness by the implemented technical task force system, this paper

performs further studies and analysis in order to offer some theoretical reference for the construction of countryside at eastern strait.

Key words: new countryside;technical task force system;research
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