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Table 1  Evaluation indexes for low carbon development
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FWAE , T & B FEAE PR AR o), R DA as HWREERRA (23 .3 4),
R R A 2 ARk, 5 S A S 245 A 25 AL
F2  EERAE RIS bR E AR
Table 2 Subjective weights of low carbon development indexes
HirZ — R AGhR T TR A X EARZAGE
WA = 0.230907225 0.054900483
. [z s A 0.264842472 0.062968925
Z PR E bR 0.237759919 N
S &3] 0.236844839 0.056312210
e 0.267405464 0.063578301
HEFEDR 0.325066430 0.075333864
REVRFS bR 0.231749134 RETRZE 1 0.337466785 0.078207635
AR 0.337466785 0.078207635
. R R 0.160214980 0.037445233
i s
ZIVEFRIAFR R 0.166185725 0.038840707
—IERIA 0.172063677 0.040214494
782 % (<7 7N 0.233718674 IR 5% 0.170419756 0.039830279
il IEHE 0.160696106 0.037557681
I 0.170419756 0.039830279
. - A3 GDP 0.306605019 0.090991868
AR 7N 0.296772273 o
= kR 0.329089387 0.097664605
WHER 0.364305594 0.108115799
3 IRk L RS PR ALE
Table 3 Objective weights of low carbon development indexes
o B A
fEbR
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
1 R 0.0615 0.0642 0.0618 0.0693 0.0755 0.0726 0.0664 0.0638 0.0662 0.0691  0.0755
2yt 0.0716 0.0513 0.0310 0.0485 0.0276 0.0355 0.0230 0.0347 0.0536 0.0290  0.0231
&2 0.0498 0.0531 0.0548 0.0541 0.0536 0.0609 0.0786 0.0982 0.0813 0.0996  0.1212
Gi& i) 0.0609 0.0554  0.0535 0.0634 0.0785 0.0705 0.0783 0.0925 0.0998 0.0639  0.0639
HEFETR 0.0198 0.0195 0.0187 0.0207 0.0199 0.0190 0.0250 0.0252 0.0187 0.0236  0.0243
RETER L 0.0154 0.0204  0.0155 0.0206 0.0214 0.0260 0.0319 0.0268 0.0228 0.0293  0.0313
IR 0.1404 0.1442  0.1374 0.1340 0.1306 0.1308 0.1185 0.1128 0.1099 0.1024  0.1056
—IRHEGRE 0.0175 0.0153  0.0130 0.0126 0.0157 0.0137 0.0424 0.0270 0.0248 0.0488  0.0498
=RIGHLARR R 0.0441 0.0548  0.0404 0.0345 0.0383 0.0319 0.0308 0.0420 0.0309 0.0234  0.0157
=i 0.1081 0.1285 0.1345 0.1454 0.1364 0.1368 0.1328 0.1334  0.1433  0.1335  0.1377
EINPS e 0.1084 0.0965 0.0824 0.0904 0.0712 0.0829 0.0846 0.0533 0.0378 0.1053  0.0801
RIS HE 0.0256 0.0252  0.0219 0.0221 0.0236 0.0216 0.0248 0.0297 0.0315 0.0185  0.0173
RIS 0.0782 0.0768 0.0733  0.0793 0.0631 0.0615 0.0591 0.0580 0.0606 0.0565  0.0582
A GDP 0.1008 0.0952  0.0893 0.0922 0.0951 0.0833 0.0755 0.0737 0.0747 0.0918  0.0848
% 0.0224 0.0305 0.1109 0.0505 0.0879 0.0767 0.0596 0.0643 0.0795 0.0379  0.0396
WAL R 0.0754 0.0690 0.0616 0.0625 0.0615 0.0764 0.0689 0.0647 0.0644 0.0674  0.0717
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Table 4 Hybrid weights of low carbon development indexes
toki WAL
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
fiE =48 0.0582 0.0595 0.0584 0.0621 0.0652 0.0638 0.0606 0.0594 0.0606 0.0620  0.0652
4T 0.0673 0.0571  0.0470 0.0558 0.0453 0.0492 0.0430 0.0488 0.0583 0.0460  0.0430
Pl S 0.0531 0.0547  0.0556 0.0552 0.0550 0.0586 0.0675 0.0772 0.0688 0.0779  0.0887
52 5 4 0.0622 0.0595 0.0585 0.0635 0.0711 0.0670 0.0709 0.0780 0.0817 0.0637  0.0637
REFETR 0.0476 0.0474  0.0470 0.0480  0.0476 0.0472 0.0502 0.0503 0.0470 0.0495  0.0498
fETRZE 0.0468 0.0493  0.0469 0.0494 0.0498 0.0521 0.0551 0.0525 0.0505 0.0537  0.0548
IR 0.1093 0.1112  0.1078 0.1061 0.1044 0.1045 0.0984 0.0955 0.0941 0.0903  0.0919
— R B 0.0275 0.0264 0.0252 0.0250 0.0266 0.0256 0.0399 0.0322 0.0311 0.0431  0.0436
“IRIRBIARRR 0.0414 0.0468 0.0396 0.0367 0.0386 0.0354 0.0348 0.0404 0.0349 0.0311  0.0273
=RAN 0.0741 0.0843  0.0874 0.0928 0.0883 0.0885 0.0865 0.0868 0.0918 0.0869  0.0890
AR 0.0741 0.0682 0.0611 0.0651 0.0555 0.0613 0.0622 0.0465 0.0388 0.0726  0.0600
T hkHE 0.0316 0.0314 0.0297 0.0298 0.0306 0.0296 0.0312 0.0336 0.0345 0.0281  0.0275
R 0.0590 0.0583  0.0565 0.0596 0.0514 0.0507 0.0495 0.0489 0.0502 0.0481  0.0490
A¥IGDP 0.0959 0.0931  0.0901 0.0916 0.0931 0.0871 0.0832 0.0823 0.0829 0.0914  0.0879
Wl % 0.0600 0.0641  0.1043 0.0741 0.0928 0.0872 0.0786 0.0810 0.0886 0.0678  0.0687
WAk 0.0918 0.0886  0.0849 0.0853 0.0848 0.0922 0.0885 0.0864 0.0863 0.0878  0.0899
1.4 TOPSISiF# HEF 54 #R T ARHE , HP EES AT X 2005—2015 4RIk A&

I FH TOPSIS i 1Y | MR 4 255 A AL EE 114548 DI A1)
W3 B, W G 30T BEAE Ry 4548 D0 A AT 2 JEE 48 B0t

JEARECNHE P S5 R 350 WL 5 .3 6 (i T ARARHUR G KL
P ARG AP RAAE U B R TRIPERL AR X)) o

RS P XA K R # (2005—2015)
Table 5 Low carbon development indicators of some of China’s partial provincial regions (2005-2015)
T b
IR T2 IR A S KL
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
Jeae 0.4371 0.4200 0.4034 0.3839 0.4018 0.3882 0.3838 0.3828 0.3808 0.3806  0.3926
K 0.5108 0.4872  0.4384 0.4240 0.4531 04731 04474 04147 03926 03772  0.3917
tEIE]4 0.3102 0.2887  0.2889 0.3310 0.2905 0.2926 0.2929 0.2922 0.3034 03179  0.2923
vy 0.3181 0.3350 03315 0.3296 0.2956 0.2965 0.2740 0.2454 0.2468 0.2382  0.2453
e 0.2202 0.2183  0.2230 0.2372 02504 0.2359 0.2610 0.2573 0.2634 0.2551  0.2160
ST 0.4319 0.4388 03601 0.3348 0.3496 0.3265 03096 03036 0.3123 0.2883  0.2757
LS 0.2745 0.2757 02650 0.2556 02701 0.2553 0.2460 0.2511 0.2740 0.2561  0.2664
BT 0.4309 0.4074 03726 0.3655 0.3555 0.3457 0.3358 0.3268 0.3265 0.2948  0.3085
ki 0.4382 0.4100 03988 0.3666 0.3810 0.3659 0.3444 03340 0.3331 03282  0.3495
FAIiN 0.4645 0.4664  0.4922 04744 0.4842 04770 05029 05115 05180 05170  0.5476
WL 0.4321 0.5092 05267 0.4919 05255 0.5313 0.4945 04707 0.4499 04784  0.4914
ZB 0.2439 0.2434 02551 0.2609 0.2862 0.2787 0.2969 0.3253 0.3514 0.2563  0.2655
fiche 0.3978 0.3450 03262 0.3248 03597 0.3499 03323 03198 03152 03212  0.3272
PN 0.3196 0.3268 0.3189 0.3230 03676 0.3438 03182 0.3256 0.3353 0.3078  0.3182
N7 0.5266 0.4932  0.4865 0.5189 05092 0.5071 05102 0.4635 04357 04702 0.4361
] 0.3650 0.3295 0.2930 0.2858 0.2952 0.2886 0.3061 0.3202 0.3366 03128  0.3082
] 0.3270 0.3054 0.2908 0.2807 0.3457 0.3547 03034 0.2912 0.2983 0.3068  0.3132
iiIEa} 0.2969 0.2987 02870 0.2943 03177 0.3306 03375 0.3635 0.3914 0.3300 0.3506
IR 0.4640 0.4256  0.4133 0.4064 03947 0.4151 03662 0.3397 0.3345 03406 0.3526

Jr
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Table 5 Low carbon development indicators of some of China’s partial provincial regions (2005—2015) (Continued)

N Ry AL
HuIX /772
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
| 0.2808 02765 02788 0.2728 0.2764 02807 0.2874 0.3126 03539 0.2883  0.3068
A 0.2959 03240 04117 0.3862 04111 03797 03656 0.3557 0.3498 0.2825  0.2868
N 0.2562 02508 0.2450 0.2344 02615 02513 0.2484 02653 0.2935 0.2998  0.3107
Pl 0.3358 03156  0.2826 0.2646 02772 02593 0.2867 0.3149 0.3440 0.3035  0.3036
S 0.1928 0.1944  0.1754 0.1772  0.1965 0.1845 0.1837 0.2028 0.2332 0.2119  0.2286
Py ) 0.2748 02477 02512 0.2480 0.2493 0.2461 02425 0.2552  0.2801 0.2692  0.2903
[Siii) 0.4208 04226 04220 03971 04515 04789 04711 0.4532 04486 0.4345  0.4451
Hl 0.2358 0.2441 02248 02096 02289 0.2213 02165 0.2327 02627 02272  0.2297
il 0.2731 02681 02435 0.2444 02396 02507 0.2553 0.2726 02922 0.2757  0.2860
TE 0.1738 0.1758  0.1613 0.1761  0.1878 0.1794 0.1678 0.1766 0.2192 0.1433  0.1546
BT 0.4225 0.4303  0.4195 04158 0.4137 0.4098 03753 0.3351 0.3049 0.2607  0.2575
Wk 0.0090 0.0085 0.0087 0.0078 0.0080 0.0087 0.0078 0.0061 0.0045 0.0063  0.0067
#6  PEFETE XK & B HES (2005—2015)
Table 6 Low development rank of some of China’s provincial regions (2005—2015)
Hi X H
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015

et 6 9 9 9 8 8 6 6 7 5 5
PNEA 2 3 4 4 4 5 5 5 5 6 6
pis] 18 20 18 13 19 18 19 20 20 11 18
s 17 13 13 14 17 17 22 27 28 27 26

ey 28 28 28 26 25 27 23 24 26 26 29
i 8 5 12 12 14 16 15 19 18 19 22
Tk 23 22 22 23 23 23 26 26 25 25 23

IR 9 11 11 11 13 13 12 12 16 17 14
ity 5 10 10 10 10 10 10 11 15 9 9
HIBN 3 4 2 3 3 4 2 1 1 1 1
W 7 1 1 2 1 1 3 2 2 2 2
LR 26 27 23 22 20 21 18 14 9 24 24
i 12 12 14 15 12 12 13 16 17 10 10
baNi) 16 15 15 16 11 14 14 13 13 13 11
iiER 1 2 3 1 2 2 1 3 4 3 4
N} 13 14 16 18 18 19 16 15 12 12 15
im]d 15 18 17 19 15 11 17 21 21 14 12
IR 19 19 19 17 16 15 11 7 6 8 8
R 4 7 7 6 9 6 8 9 14 7
] 21 21 21 20 22 20 20 18 8 18 16
fiaaea) 20 16 8 8 7 9 9 8 10 20 20
R 25 24 25 27 24 24 25 23 22 16 13
Pl 14 17 20 21 21 22 21 17 11 15 17
HEM 29 29 29 29 29 29 29 29 29 29 28
=i 22 25 24 24 26 26 27 25 24 22 19
1] 11 8 5 7 5 3 4 4 3 4 3
Hl 27 26 27 28 28 28 28 28 27 28 27
THilg 24 23 26 25 27 25 24 22 23 21 21
TH 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30 30
e 10 6 6 5 6 7 7 10 19 23 25
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T &8 AU b2 IR PR S5y T SE PR
AN]SR B DX A I 2 e d e B e B e R 22 5, 3%
BRI IT 1428 AR & R R BURB AL 0.5, T R B 25 10
OMERR 2 JEAE B S 0.2 [A]As A ARAEAIRR 2 S50
Jr 2Rl UE H DIAE I 7 2506080, BB v A 1y
Ak & SR IK -1 25 S5 R BEFE B AR /N, AN [R) b X 2 (1]
AR & KA St 3, AR E LA TOPSIS THAZ
SR A8 0 T AR B9 TOPSIS #8818 (8 1) o 1
L AT UL, o A48 0y A & SRR Eh 0.1~0.6, K&

0.80

—o— Jb e R Wk hp ——P5ed—— iy
—o— bk BRI B —— L3 —— WL —— L
—o— fRE —— LA ITE:3 TR —— Wb —— Wi
—— R —— JTH —— i —— BEX —— W) —— 5
0.60 | =H B HA HE —~— TE i

0.70 r

TOPSISHi %

020 -

0.10 . . . . . . . . . . .
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Sy

1 ARG 1 DI 4E TOPSIS 4684 (2005—2015)
Fig. 1 Provincial TOPSIS indicators in years 2005—2015

A O AR IR & R A BEAR B RO, — e iy BB
N B (T3 AR B8 , AR ARG
L ETE R TRIVE R E IR .

141 BEAARESAE

T RAEE IR E 30 N8 Gy AR KR GRAK,
MR A48 1 D A7 I e e 8 88, R I R Br i e it
ITENGS B LA HEBN o 32 FH SPSS 20 4, X 4%
A DI FARERFE BT Z 13 bt Al R R 0 SRk
PLIFJ Euclidean P B HEA T2 R RIS . AR RIS 4H %5
KZ, W AR 248 0 Bl sl 2 i A 00, SXRE SR 243t
R B o T ] UL, A oK 3018 10 43R 3~5
KA, VI BERNER T PR,

R 7T, 8 30 Ao R 3~S A LA 3.
THGE b S R S AR IR A R IR B &
SRR (E2)

F 2 AT DL EDULHB A Y DAL ) 1 8 oy 5 A B4 4
E B30 4R 4 RIS R A 24 R R B
Mo IR P IR R IR S, ST
A8 1 AN 8 i o

IRk & J e B 1 A8 A A T LU AR VL5 LR
HE BV, X 5 AN TR AL T AT it b X (BRBE 7Y
G Rt R KR kik . XS E TR
TR bR AL T4 E TS, U HIE GDP KR Ikifb %
VAL V15 L AFTHT VL) GDP s 4 o 45 4

KT PEERE G RR K RERIEAE R (3~5 4R

Table 7 Clustering of China’s provincial low carbon development (3~5 clusters)

X 5 R 4 TR 3 BEE HiL X 5 B4R 4 TH4E 3 BEE
bt 1 1 1 M| 3 3 1
Kt 2 2 2 fiBle 3 3 1
bR 3 3 1 i) 3 3 1
Iy 3 3 1 IR 1 1 1
S 4 3 1 i 3 3 1
i 1 1 1 A 1 1 1
Hibk 4 3 1 R 4 3 1
IR 1 1 1 g 3 3 1
i 1 1 1 S 5 4 3
MBI 2 2 2 i 4 3 1
WL 2 2 2 S} 2 2 2
G 3 3 1 Hw 4 3 1
g 3 3 1 Fifg 4 3 1
baii) 3 3 1 THE 5 4 3
2 2 2 2 B 1 1 1
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Fig. 2 Clustering dendrogram of China’s provincial low carbon development

8 HE I R IRk A RS BA 21
Table 8 Grouping of China’s partial provincial low

carbon development

NGl Ay
RIS WL, LR V95, K, Bt

S ASVTIE 5 AN SR OIS VA R /AW i1 e | S 53]
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WAL, 28, )V R, i e, R L
T SN, TR

25 2~4 0, 2T LA TS . KRN LS, A
V2 IsN & NI (EP Y NS R S e 1
20154F A GDP A3 10.796 J1 7T, 5 e HEE—, X 4
AN M X A BB AR FE R AR 25 57 & S B P AR AN A 2
WA B A, UL BB RS S = PN FE £ BT
YERVEIE N B A8 1, 5 2R B8 T T 48 1 i 1 LA AN
[F]o BRVEZ BT LARESE 50 B TRA A& 26 1 BRBA , 215

i TRETR AL AR L B I, A G bs L B
JL-P AR HEA 2 2 — T RE TR R AR AR B AN
FEVR I foc e AR o BRAL ML X I AR AT AR IR
T FEL Sty P RS v L 14 5 ) it A ™ R 7
b, ISR BRVE BEAS PR 5 1 BE PR IR LAY IL 3, %t
Hh L AR R e JR ™ A L RHEREA T

R A A8 Ak T b L As 1A SR e T it
LT AR s U AT R S LA ) A B R
£ N A e RV W VA 1< 1T R S = E R e K R A 1B
bR (1) JERFEmRA ™ 2R L 45H  REAESR E FIRE
IREE R X LR s AU AR W I, B L U o B
ARAE 7l 45 K A RE R AN A DL AL T i E A 2 [ T
EJEAESUH) GDP I K AT A, v i Tz R 2
iy, M HL S5 2540 . =R £ A R AT dh =8 Tk 5 4%
I BEE R AL AT 9 SR b , AN REAE X 48T 1 LB
#E, AR BB 2 5 A A REAR A T 1030 (2) b
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TEEAE R TP LB — IR T, ZE SRR b S5 4 R TR
SERA) A T A DA, (R = IR BLA B R R AR, [R] At
Rt = A E RS . PR TR IR S B R R
SOtAESE, R TaE T B E . (3) AR K
FUAAT IO T, 2 A 2R 05 52 ) SRk A4 1y, GDP L
RN JE 2 E S IR T T PRI A R
W AR TERR A PR R R G S5 R RIS B I AR
GRbR LU T AN Oy (AR R IR R0 | =K
IHHIAARRE T H R IH 22 N E . X T AR
20 o R Ya SR € S 280 2 N = ol W s Y )
[ B, o T ZEAE e RE VR A = FUR T8 B s — R
PHIRFRR 7 TN LA AR o (4) SHrsmAE A oAb va b oy fili
R KRB 1y, RE e 4 BRI & 05 3 rh Ak T |
i, AR T m T HALA O R IR % .
3R TOPSIS $8 8 ) 2 G A il LU Y, BE TR A%
e IR B = AR AR TEPEIM R R h e o
TEZIHR bR b B 4F s 2 E R 4 1AL E JF B
PEssA 43R S o HTHRR BEVR ™ KA, A7 3 B
S AR e Y A5 RS A 2 T
B — UK RE IR N 56 ML, BT ) R IR S OR AR S AT
Bl v [ O A b S R g R A 2940 R A g E A T
B DU = b o R S 058 1y, FARIM AR 36 7
Rt & e 7 T AT e KA (5) MR FEmRAE 7 % fig
TR 25 BRI B0 B0 GDP K HECRE I %
FE SR bR b Y R I AT, PR AR A5 5 i B AR Al P A
o FRMERS PR R, i 2 4 E R HE R AR
By, BRI H 2 E R 0.2% 44, RS T
bt /6, LU 111 St AR 19 1/50 2247, A 44 Rl
SERARIRA By o 1L T AR IR VLR A AR HL X (44 1y
7 K ZH AR bR AL T4 B 57K (H AT — 2622
5o (6) I T IEFEbRGAL LA ¥, A B W i P 34
T H A5 HI0H T S VT AE BE VR A kR FLAA B
WARH AHTE = PRIA AR F LA U, T4
RS — |, X R VTR Ay e 1 1) i

il & JRIE B T P A A EHIK . o8 T
EMRC ST CHOR AR TP B R BTV
I L DL IR e A = AN i I o s e i B | ey
O3 (BRAREERA PN o (1) WAL EVE R S5 e AR Ar &
0y KEE Tk ALt iy 8% K DOk DUlAE A C
AR 43T R L 5T T R IECHE AR B G i T
PR T A 2 AR i JE R AN BRARL . Tk 9 =l

SERATILAERE b o 3 5 = e B R T A R
PR o T BERAT AL A5 15 4t R HE R E Tl
SCHEPEP T A6 BB GDP BEFE SR BEAR & , B HETI
A T ATS , R AL A AR A i A R SR
A PTHGEE , 55 Z SR PR A5 R R A T
P (2) PEEAEA IR, LA GDP YK HE
B, (E REAE R JEE i Fr 2= [ RTS , e Ay 3 REIRZE M . =
PRI BLIAAR R | IR EEA R do™ (E S TR hR L 1 i
Ve T AP OKF o i P AR LY B 28 5F
B I LATH B BT IR AT PR S AU B, SRR Y & e
e i B T I B, de AN AT RpEeny o R,
P98 BRI PPN 15 BOR 8 BRAE B A AR KT ) .
(3) WS AR XA GDP R 3 B R 45 7 4 [ i
B A8 ZURAE FA KBTI Z A0 i R
B BRI R LS 22 B R G, R — R R ]
Frek i 4 875 3, Rl ™ B A AR AR . N SE T,
FHA XA 1 iy AR )t H 25" 5, ELPh 5 AR vb e |
FHRIDT> b 83518 s Vb b A T K W 2 A v A i A
AR K, BT i X B E A AR SR . IR
NS AR DO 24 HAH B8 PR PR T B0 f 4, e A 2
T T S R B K SR TE B o (4) 35 MR B & TR bR
YRb T A Sk B T R LRI L B
PR BIAAR AR LRI, J LA AR 4 [ 304>
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EARULIA b T [ S5 KF B0 BB e s, (8
Je L RUE N3 GDP HUEAIG, 2 A GDP JR JL A4 e —
ARPE L XA 13 o (5) TR A AL R AN ER
(I R R e A LT ON A UNIEE = | G
A AT 22 Rl S5 A A B AL 1 e B A
BRI pig 2 R B A JRE R B B e o Il DX (I
FII T ) 17 B0 LU AL , 25 30048 b LB, 1 42 )
A PP AL R, 2 H AT A B TR RE TR AR 4 AR
K, EHE A OERZ 2 "R , AR R AR i i e
Fo BT BEIR IR AR RBP4
3K A P T 1 X AR SR AR T BRI PR R (6) 78
FA DS BT iR 0y, o TR R , ) P e
KSRV rp BAT Se R E (EE th T RE TR L AR A1
B GDP = R A e v ik SRR A AT, ) 7 BB
AR HAABBA o (7) HEDRAE i KA B T, 2 P
b DXL Ay, {ELR DR B RE TR A 5 R e v [



—t

30 www .Kjdb.org

NS4 2018,36(2)

AR, 3o T PR A FEE i I 14 B K Tm) i (8) =7
BTN ARG IR B, AR 25K B 50% , TERRIL
JE b BA I EJE = B HY A GDP AL F L
HORAR, X 2 B AR AR PR TARBRIT B 48 4. (9) 7
A8 15 52 5 2546 (AL GDP BBAE . =R EZR BRI T Bl
R LR AR _EAFEAR B R B9 25 3 (EXERE AT Bt Y
J& PR FLIAAR AR, D AR B2 A =
TR (10) HIRA B =36 BLA AR R B4R TR 15 Y
HEA B, T ELARMRRE 2 R U AN B 109% , 721X 2 il 45
b B IS T AL X, PRI A A IR HE 44 AN 8 2R
(1) ARV 24w 05 4 1y B — L8 Bl 2
Qb TEBR A 75 AR Gy H R R P X S b - HAT
PUH, RN HE R A TR oK - (E I BE TR el i

AR — R .

Rt A R IR 22 W0 A8 10 T AN 5N, 1K 2 M
Ty ¥ VU R R AR IX o 3 248y B ] ) 2
12 GDP REFESR BE K oy , TEIZIIR AR L Im ik Jn T H A
Byo BRULZAL, 7 B A BAL GDP = J HE T = T HoAt
B, ZIRERG R b = (E M B T B G fIG T oA
Blyo SR GDP FIRELA F L H 40 42 [ i
%, 73k 2 kLA br B3 i

THE R AR A B B K JEE 15 K~ I (EL A D 5
TR IR 9. a9 Al UL, 25 A I B A K P (R B A
PEHCECHA . , SR B i P AR BIAR R T 0.5, i R B
ZE W AARBRAT LT 0.2 247, XU [F A [R] s X 2
MR 2855 K K- 22 53R

K9 A MBIMEER K TR B IE TS T (2005—2015)

Table 9  Descriptive statistics of grouping low carbon development indicators (2005—2015)

A5y THELE FEA YA brifE2z YIERY 95% FFR BRI R e/ IME W RAE
1 7 041721310 0.055058062 0.36629289 0.46813331 0.295854  0.464039
2 5 047096582  0.046763123 0.41290174 0.52902991 0420826  0.526596
2005 3 16 0.29560933  0.047784538 0.27014674 0.32107191 0.220167 0.397819
4 2 0.18331933  0.013451109 0.06246591 0.30417275 0.173808 0.192831
BB 30 0.34572362  0.096222356 0.30979361 0.38165364 0.173808 0.526596
1 0.40799933  0.038639214 0.37226402 0.44373464 0.323995 0.438766
2 047570242 0.033426673 0.43419772 0.51720712 0.422563 0.509159
2006 3 16 0.28557828  0.038501852 0.26506209 0.30609447 0218282  0.344951
4 2 0.18512532  0.013117836 0.06726623 0.30298440 0.175850  0.194401
BB 30 0.33913369  0.093884698 0.30407656 0.37419081 0.175850  0.509159
1 0.39705441  0.022337304 0.37639585 0.41771297 0.360086  0.419530
2 5 047314309  0.042524741 0.42034165 0.52594453 0.422008 0.526715
2007 3 16 0.27532676  0.033568756 0.25743923 0.29321428 0223002 0331545
4 2 0.16832870  0.009980167 0.07866045 0.25799694 0.161272  0.175386
Pt 30 0.32956606  0.094913690 0.29412471 0.36500742 0.161272  0.526715
1 0.37989657  0.027249716 0.35469479 0.40509835 0.334841 0.415753
2 5 046125755  0.049851468 0.39935878 0.52315632 0397126  0.518914
2008 3 16 0.27479220  0.037526902 0.25479553 0.29478888 0209622  0.330956
4 2 0.17666151  0.000804298 0.16943518 0.18388784 0.176093 0.177230
B 30 0.32385207  0.089779214 0.29032796 0.35737618 0.176093 0.518914
1 0.38677169  0.025798125 0.36291240 0.41063097 0.349630  0.413657
2 5 0.48469395  0.033036790 0.44367336 0.52571455 0451479  0.525520
2009 3 16 0.28822026  0.041493037 0.26611018 0.31033034 0.228893 0.367563
4 2 0.19215924  0.006176777 0.13666310 0.24765538 0.187792  0.196527
Pt 30 0.33755714  0.091094885 0.30354175 0.37157253 0.187792  0.525520
1 7 0.37585721  0.032416754 0.34587671 0.40583771 0.326483 0.415085
2 5 049348091  0.025088443 0.46232949 0.52463233 0473112 0.531312
2010 3 16 0.28351083  0.042160287 0.26104519 0.30597646 0221342 0.354687
4 2 0.18194433  0.003668425 0.14898485 0.21490382 0.179350  0.184538
b 30 0.33328223  0.095040189 0.29779364 0.36877082 0.179350  0.531312
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9 KFRMKIR Z AR B A ES T (2005—2015) (£8)

Table 9  Descriptive statistics of grouping low carbon development indicators (2005—2015) (Continued)

Aoy HE HEARR ¥ brifE2z AR 95% T IR B XA RR W/ IMEL WA
1 7 0.35441120  0.025872710 0.33048294 0.37833947 0.309647 0.383814
2 5 0.48522476  0.025777415 0.45321788 0.51723165 0.447365 0.510240
2011 3 16 0.28156781  0.034481527 0.26319390 0.29994172 0216529  0.337508
4 2 0.17578856  0.011253807 0.07467712 0.27690001 0.167831 0.183746
B 30 0.32545548  0.089780218 0.29193099 0.35897996 0.167831 0.510240
1 0.33969724  0.024606095 0.31694040 0.36245408 0.303638 0.382793
2 5 0.46272075  0.034786267 0.41952790 0.50591361 0414652  0.511459
2012 3 16 0.29030314  0.037261771 0.27044775 0.31015854 0.232728 0.363467
4 2 0.18967144  0.018511148 0.02335537 0.35598751 0.176582  0.202761
BB 30 0.32385592  0.079185457 0.29428759 0.35342426 0.176582  0.511459
1 0.33456415  0.025215016 0.31124415 0.35788415 0304882  0.380826
2 0.44897527  0.045043314 0.39304661 0.50490393 0392644  0.518001
2013 3 16 0.30888219  0.040128823 0.28749905 0.33026533 0.246776  0.391372
4 2 0.22618580  0.009882690 0.13739335 0.31497824 0.219198 0.233174
BB 30 0.33271040  0.068373734 0.30717923 0.35824157 0.219198 0.518001
1 0.31080981  0.041088189 0.27280958 0.34881005 0260720  0.380585
2 5 045547378 0.052671789 0.39007312 0.52087445 0.377228 0.517044
2014 3 16 0.28537719  0.031801666 0.26843128 0.30232310 0227242 0.329978
4 2 0.17757099  0.048495620 -0.25814487 0.61328685 0.143279  0.211863
b 30 031247382 0.080763221 0.28231634 0.34263130 0.143279  0.517044
1 0.31760748  0.048761469 0.27251064 0.36270432 0.257535 0.392637
2 5 0.46236926  0.059346050 0.38868141 0.53605712 0.391725 0.547595
2015 3 16 0.28937748  0.036423699 0.26996866 0.30878630 0216036 0.350639
4 2 0.19159937  0.052371890 -0.27894339 0.66214213 0.154567 0.228632
b 30 031827790  0.083101599 0.28724726 0.34930855 0.154567 0.547595

EAE1.2.3 45 A RE T L RILRIFA  F TR RILR 4,

Y SN MR B 4 S BRI AR Bk T B (2
2 ARG b R 220, b — D R R Ty
2243 M7 (analysis of variance, ANOVA) , 25 5 4158 10 fir
No A LUE M RAE IR 0 45 R AR 2 5 1, U] B Ak 4
A b A 22 ) S A AR e R 7K - 1) 835 22 001) L 3 A
—J7 T A b [ 2 T E A AR A R FLAT L DX 22
S, WIRINUER] T RSO A SRR A R LG 2
142 FRELSH

HRAJE 248 1y Py A AR & S 36 Bk, ml DLt —
PPl A Oy IR K SR G 0e R PR AP, RS
PHAEARIRE BRI 5 30 1 1 o0 R AR E e Ay
T A B PR PR S H (R 11) . RI
FaSE A AT TLTR (AR BN CHOR R & e b A T
A AT I TG FT PG A A B A AT LT
R AR CBRIRIT | i AR R YL ERR Y

= H R, DB A S
VL VEZB RS i R oY iR B 4 A L
U 1) I/

FEARRRHE 2 R BURSE (48 3 b, LI R LL AR AT
KRGS W St HR T R AR R AL 2, T
SRR ZR PRSP 48 BB AR AUE T S 44, SO CH
AT EWHE G 5 44, Fod S JL-F- A HE B R 2
HL Q2015 4EBRAM) , T E M BFAE Y HE SRS 1407,

FEARBRHEZ B A TH Ay i, 2548 B HE 20 19
Ay A A A IR AR [R) o 7 Jb 7E 2008 4 BUR: K e 2
A, 12007 AR5 18 A BRTH 256 13 44, X i A0 2
T A 77 B4 i BRI AR ORISR A A
FEE AR B GDP BEFEREAIS B GDP = R Rk
SRR A R R AL R 80 . o, 2008 4RI =K
ZEA R i P E 2007 -3 K T 68.13% , iX &b
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210 HREEI 20 Hras R
Table 10  Analysis of variance results
Rl df ¥7 F sig

28] 0.207 3 0.069 29.253 0.000
2005 N 0.061 26 0.002

BB 0.269 29

28] 0.220 3 0.073 53.153 0.000
2006 N 0.036 26 0.001

Eb i 0.256 29

ZH ] 0.234 3 0.078 74.484 0.000
2007 HN 0.027 26 0.001

JEb i 0.261 29

2] 0.198 3 0.066 48.366 0.000
2008 N 0.036 26 0.001

PRy 0.234 29

2] 0.206 3 0.069 52.277 0.000
2009 AN 0.034 26 0.001

BB 0.241 29

28] 0.226 3 0.075 55.285 0.000
2010 N 0.035 26 0.001

B 0.262 29

28] 0.209 3 0.070 73.567 0.000
2011 0N 0.025 26 0.001

B 0.234 29

28] 0.152 3 0.051 44.499 0.000
2012 HN 0.030 26 0.001

T 0.182 29

2] 0.099 3 0.033 23.807 0.000
2013 N 0.036 26 0.001

BB 0.136 29

28] 0.150 3 0.050 33.641 0.000
2014 HN 0.039 26 0.001

BB 0.189 29

ZH ] 0.149 3 0.050 25.368 0.000
2015 N 0.051 26 0.002

JEb i 0.200 29

Edf A B MR, FAFRITE sigh RFMH,

K11 R B B 22 7041 (2005—2015)
Table 11 Groups of provincial low carbon indicator rank changes

(2005—2015)

BRBA Y4 A

FHEE T R R T R
T W

JE0, U, AR BRIT i A T
R e e, i, s, 7, B
VBB NS T 2R BT BT
I e

4 2008 AE AR HE 44 220 B EBR N . VTVE A HES TE
2009 4FHAS8 K R AL, 1 2008 455 16 4R THZE 45 11
&, AR 25 04 I DR A i Al AR e SR AR R ) A5 R
b LA GDP REFEFR AL . — IR IR BIIAAR R 2 ] — IR &5
AR e, Hoh =R SR A R S
2008 FFEHG MM T 20.3% , $2& i (AR BE AR XS K. PR AE
2013 4F H Z AR 18 44 TGl T+ 22 8 44 , X Je i 5
KL AL GDP BEFERR AT | REIRFL AR & LA
¥ GDP 3804 2 5 1 i P e [R] S350 .
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FEARARHE & B A B A A 3 v, K250 0y i HE
AAEF RS b B NE TR, R BE B HEA T
WA e B B, i 2012 4F 155 10 & 5 & 2013 4
(5519 44, F BT GDP I AL  BEREL IR T
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P SR HENGR T M = BIA PR b R M =R
ZRA A S AR R AR R I v R R Tk
LERIEAE R S S5 AL | RE TR B OoR 1t i B = R HE
A B R AT S S AL e P 2 R e R A R i
AN GDP REFERRARAE A

FEARARHE £ 1R 2 A B i 8 0y b, Ll PR 2B A E Y
F2 B R R 5 25 AN AR AL | BE IR G 40 R A K
T HE RO 30 5 3 T HE 48 T PR ) 32 2 i R e R
PR RIS IR PR B BRAIS B BRI 5 | AR ARk
HEA T B2 T B IR S0 OR R A il s

2 KR RIEHA = AKHMEHRE
21 FTEKRBIEEERE

VP2 2 TR — 2 B 25 A & B XA SO
FEXRIM T, &AM ZRA) 2R, BRI IE
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T2 T840 75 e A T B 2 ) 9 23 [R]85, A 36 25 1)
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8] 3 71 A R Ay 7 I )l b0 A i BEAIL A R , T 2 [
JF 5NN 7E2S 6] 23 A R REALE FR . B[R] 51 Y — >
SRR AT BBAAAE H ARG, JU R — B B ARG, XS
TS, 3 AR W TR 52 4 5 PR A st ] 7471
HUAT e B [a] AF DG (k25 7T BB 52 ) BRAE , {H BRAE TC 1252 M)
1k 2% ), s [a) P 40 AT BETE 224 T 1] B ARDG i 5L AT
LA HAHFE

z3 6] *ﬁﬂ‘é(spatial autocorrelation ) J& 48 , v B AH T
9 DI R AR S s U AR (B S R B R AR TE
—if ARE SRR A&, W IE =S (8] H ARG s )2
2 AR R S A AR AR, DA 67 B) 5 ARG ; W 2R
(E S IRAESE A RER L A1, WA FEAEZS (8] A ARG

BT () T2 E RGOS A
SCHER R T — R B A 18] H AR T, i R
FHR RSS2 5480 1 (Morans 1)
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B FRB IR AR E IE S 53

F:I—EU)

[Var(1)

Kb, FATREI B 22 4850, —— R IRk 531 o

PRI, W A FH R R L 2 0 A B A TR 56
22 ZTEMRHIERIGER

Shy s g v R4 )2 T IR 28 B R SR SR R AETE S
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WATGETT RS . Ho T 2 2 1 4 () 3 8 24 4R 4548 1y
[ TOPSIS $8 %5, 23 [AI A A [ 2 e e [ b Jl 3 3 ol 1 o

XL ARE T R A R IR 12 R . FR 127]
DL HY , BE4E 30 148 1) TOPSIS PPN B 52 22 $8 50 45 1
HRZIE S%HIKF R AT (D BIAEGBRAN) , 33X 1560
30 E I TEARBR A BEIE I AR R T (1 R SRAAELE W3 1)
HFEAH S

12 T 3014 4 TOPSIS WA E Y S 2 485 Se i 40 (2005—2015)
Table 12 Moran’s I of TOPSIS indicators of China’s 30 provincial regions (2005—2015)

AFAry 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
Morans I 0.112  0.099 0.172 0.213" 0.437
Z1H 1.277 1.167 1.809 2.176 1.934

0.446 0.465 0.153 0.137

2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015
0.221" 0.259"

1.505 1.529 1.661 1.528 2.148 2.474

7 HAEA) A Matlab 2013b 3 SL/7 3], %% 2 R/ 5% K F TR E(RAAA 1.96), ARGt P ROE TR EGE S5 RNMAERALK,

3 ZigE5EIN
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FREY AR o MRl 48 5 B 0 D5 A G T B | i
T A T bR ) B WAL R o %o 32 A =R A5 0L
FUCE AT AT, A5t e it = SO0 2 R 1Y) 25
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A BERE TR 458 0 7 2005—2015 4F A AR T
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AR RS CH O R YT b R
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{2 57 K R AR LA T
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Regional low carbon development and spatial interdependence: Analysis
based on China's provincial data based analysis (2005—2015)

LEI Ming, MA Haichao, LI Haomin, SUN Shuxiao

Guanghua School of Management, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China

Abstract The low carbon development is an important way of sustainable development. It is China’s established strategic goal to develop a
low=carbon economy. In this background, based on the empirical data on China’s provincial level from 2005 to 2015, this paper evaluates,
ranks and analyzes the low carbon development performance for China’s 30 provincial regions using the TOPSIS (technique for order
preference similarity to ideal solution) model. It is indicated that low carbon development indicators of China’s provincial regions are stable
in general while some provinces show a downward trend. By clustering analysis, the 30 provincial regions can be divided into 4 groups,
which are the best performed group, the upper—middle performed group, the middle—lower performed group and the worst performed group.
The Analysis of Variance shows that there exist significant differences between the better performed groups and the worse performed groups.
In order to examine whether there exists a spatial interdependence in terms of the provincial low carbon development, the statistical variable
Moran’s [ is calculated to test the spatial reliance and it is found that the spatial interdependence is not significant among the provincial
low carbon development indicators.

Keywords low carbon development; TOPSIS; clustering analysis; analysis of variance; spatial interdependence test
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