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Relation between infomationization and energy efficiency
LI Lei-ming, JIA Jiang-tao

(School of Economy & Management in China University of Petroleum, Qingdao 266555, China)

Abstract: By using the data on information technology and energy efficiency in China for the year of 1961-2008, cointegra-
tion analysis, Granger causality test and impulse response function analysis were carried out, and the generalized differential
model was developed. The results confirm that the two-term stable has a long equilibrium relationship, and has a continued
effect in the role of promoting energy efficiency. Therefore, vigorously promoting the information construction has a very im-
potent role in improving energy efficiency in China.
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Table 2 Granger causality test results
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Fig.1 Impulse response analysis results
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