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Abstract: The fluctuation periods of annual energy ecological footprint (EEF) growth rate in China are analyzed based on
empirical mode decomposition (EMD) method. The main factors which influence the per capita EEF fluctuation in China
are discussed with factor analysis method, too. The results show that; (1) China per capita EEF kept increasing with
fluctuation in the past 53 years. The obvious undulation cycles of per capita EEF growth rate in China are 4a, 13a, 17a and
27a over last 53 years. (2) The common influenced factors which correlative coefficients of EEF are prominent are founded
at their different timescales. The first common influenced factors are growth rate of per capita GDP, growth rate of light
industry production value, growth rate of secondary industry production value, growth rate of industry product value, growth
rate of gross industrial output value, growth rate of total retail sales of consumer goods, growth rate of gross capital
formation, growth rate of heavy industry production value, growth rate of tertiary industry production value, growth rate of
construction production value, growth rate of transport, storage, post and telecommunication services. The analysis findings
from the common synthesized factors of 4a, 13a and 17a timescales of the thirty-seven factors suggest that China’s energy
policy-makers should attach more importance to stabilizing of economic growth, optimizing industrial structure, regulating

domestic petroleum exploitation, and improving transportation efficiency, etc.
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footprint, EF ) $54R1E N — & B AR A AT FR 2 A I AR B B VR TR M A8 B AR S IR AR
TR HITE 2 BT RN 6 AW A= (F8 A S AR 1A £ b sk &) < fb A BB VR H (fossil energy
land) ] #f b (arable land) FkHb ( forest) . 235 ( pasture)  E5% FH (built-up areas) FIVGVE (sea) ', BFFXFE
B, BEJE 238 ( Energy ecological footprint, EEF) 76 A% il (HAR K HLE 'O R R 25 R 7 R/ B 32
BRE, MEEHSEEAGELZBEEK, 1999 FXEAES BT (9.7 £2FRAW, ghm®) ZfEE (4. 7ghm®) )
2.06 1%, X FE 2 O AT 07 A BE TR I 2 R R 45 R . WWF S5 58 & A 9 (2006 3R A A 1 37
I NS B VR R T K R PR, 2003 AR ST 1961 4EFG 10 £, JLF 5 E 6 28 AR A R I i —
(48% ), HTHS AT BHL A B EAEEERZ BRI E AT REIRIE 2% € & fBIR 2l
HIR/IN, 67 RE R 2 700 (9 A28 AL AL R e B, 4% S e BB VR R v K i 2, Sy N EREARRB IR 2 8 sk
DRGSR (SR ) AR T MR R M R RA LB, ASCIETHE J E 1953 ~ 2006 45 A\ B ERIE 2 7 1)
Feak b, F £ 502553 (empirical mode decomposition, EMD) J5 4R+ 53a e Hp [ A X BBV 2 75 A4 K 5
S, R EF A A i B BRI R R K EE H -, DU SR eI R I A BGER,
D E RS AT RS R RIRIRBLE X, F B BB A B EMIE MRS R BERER,
1 1953 ~2006 £ E AHRERETIEKHELRSE
R A E R EE A A RIC Y - s E 1953
~2006 4E B A IIREVE 28 (18 1) 0% Bp4g 3 2 s fir
A R IR BT B ) — Ak P 75 22 B AR I TR AR, 7K
AR E Ak , A7 R R AR K FL i 5
BT B BT . ANEeA REYR ™ B IR, 1953 1959 1965 1971 1977 1983 1989 1995 2001
REEENE R, S A HES e E N, & R 5T fEf Year
gu, B, A RRYE R LI E B BT, WS T
s LTS S
S = 0.7143¢ BRAESE, 1t JETh = 1. 4286t FRUELE, 1m® i
FIRS, = 1.33kg bRUEME, 1kWh 2 /7 =0. 1229kg FRUELE, 1kg FRUESEHEE = 7000kcal , 1kcal =4. 1868 kJ,1MJ =
1x10°],1G) =1 x 10° J, 2R 2 3 h B % 55G)/ghm®@ | A 7l 93G)/ghm®, KR K, 93G)/ghm’, /K By
1000G)/ghm’ , HE AR N

ANHIREVE il
Per capita EEF (ghm?)
S o o =
2 o ®» o
1

o
()

(=)

¢ e, x 7000 x 4. 1868
EEF = 2 m, x 10° x N ()

EEF Jg N\XJREVR 238 (ghm®) ,i =1,2,3 4 43 BIFR/RAEVR TN 25500 H JFHE R KRS AIK ¢, T 44558
i TREVR I B (kg ARUENE) ,m, NS | TREVRIN 2% 0 23R P2 8 (ghm® ) , N A A DR

RIEE 1 Al E 1954 ~2006 4F 1) A RER 2B AR 02R, B/ 2 Fin,

HE 1. &2 AT RVE W, I 53a Sk E A B GBI R 7E B3 SR T, Horr, 1958 R RETR Bl K %
B K, N 82.1665% ;1961 HJREVE bW/ 35 K, 20 33. 1489% ; HoB 4Ry BB ShAHXT LL3OF 8% 5 iF AAS 28
¥, BEVE Y 3E KA P& #, 4n 2003 4R34 3l 16. 4217% , B 3K JLAE 3 < 3 G iy Ik 2% , 2006 4
% 8.9951% .
2 FEAYgREFEKESNNS RESH

%F EMD RN HS RS AIRILY RN AT S S0k . B3 B 2 HhE 1954 ~
2006 4 A4 REVE 2 75 4F 22 b ZR J0HE #5417 EMD 43 fiff 38 BUERAE A [R] AR 41 B 1] RBE /) AR AiE B 2 bR 3K (itrinsic
mode function, IMF) Jta#ia, HE 3 FJLIEH, IMF, 0 &3RRHE 4a B RIAVERR Y , IMF, 2R 13a 19 8 45

© ghm’® FHRIRAG
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29 &

Ve, IMF, %R ¥ 17a 8 314 3 3 , IMF, 3677 0 -

27a HRPEREH (£ 1) . NEREFETBERE, =
[ RE YRR TR K B T DA 4a 130,170 3 ; Mt ﬁ“
%L, P E AR K B sh 1954 ~ 1985 AL TR 2 2
Wi FREIT 81, 1986 4E DUJG AL TR K a4 1k LB, o
1954 ~ 1975 4F 0 K B SN BB K, 2

1976 £ELUG , Begh LB & R BN, X E B 59 E A

1954 1959 1964 1969 1974 1979 1974 1989 1994 1999 2004

Mtk e &5 B VE B SRR A R, 1953 SEIF IR iy Year

HEREE 1 TR, EARE T RN E L

Ak, 1958 ~ 1960 £E22 5 BRI K 8 B 6 BE R K 2

El2 1954 ~2006 47 H [ A\ REIE R b 4F AR AL RATER ]

AR, 1961 ~ 1962 AP HATFIHIUIUNK 1978 oo
ST RO TFHCBE 1978 ~ 2000 45 a1 g ARV 75

AAEREZS PR B Intrinsic mode function (hm?/cap)
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&3 1954 ~2006 4+ [ A REYR L G KB 3 K IMF 435 K% s it
Fig.3 IMF and residual trend R of change of per capita EEF

Fig.2 Calculation of change ratio of EEF footprint in China from 1954

1997 ~ 1999 4FH EAFFEI K 8. 11% KRR, BEVR R B A FRET 10.75% , ER R AW ST
SRIZEK , REVRT™ i BTG R IR, — TS R R R BERE A U ARARBC AT , P \L S5 B AL , TR P S 2R R
LRIV FRISE R . 2000 4F, [5 E BE 7B 0E s 3 i, 28 Tl FUEE Y BRI R e, ek EERE | FRL R 40 S5 R B
Pl Y 5K, FECREIRTE 2 SR, B B T AT K EEE . 2003 ~ 2004 AR H [ AE YR AL Y K H BE
B4 18.5% \15. 0% , [ A 2 55 3 K B BE 7353 0 8.3% \9. 5% , LRI R EFE L EREF L RHAR

3 P E ARUR R I KB I EERE R T 207
H T B RE VR R K 3 E B LA IMF, (IMF, \IMF, 3 A~ ROBEDy 3, R i R Z XX 3 AR AR

R R BAT T80T, AR A R RO R @2 o [ AR TR R i3 KBS R R
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3.1 Fom e EE AR a2 K B 3 R R B R AR B

B TS BRI A R AT R JE RIA S kA A AR = Tk R Tlb ™ i S 18 i
IR FELIE {5 X6 1 52 5 S0 B INEAR , R SPSS S8R 4 23 S i RE TR 2 185 B — R W Rl 7 A AR LR B A 5K 2
BT, GBS T 37 AMRBEMRE T, R 2 B,

®1 IMF SENEH. FETRERAF
Table 1 Variance contribution by IMF, _, and its order

TMF, MF, MF, MF, IMF, RES
JE 3 Periods (Ti, a) 4 13 17 27 ©
75 2% 5Tk % Variance contribution (% ) 31.86 46.01 16.26 2.84 3.03

*2 PEAMRRRTEKESEARERKENEXRE—KE
Table 2 Correlative coefficients of change rates between per capita EEF and each of selected indices

b HRER g HR A
Factors orTe! ?tlve Factors Correlétlve
coefficients coefficients
Z YK Economy growth 7K 87 & Cement output 0.644 **
A3 GDP Per capita GDP 0.385** AR/ #k Timber output 0.495**
WAL 5 Gross capital formation 0.582**  {LAEf=%& Chemical fertilizer output 0.382**
HAIE P EE S Total retail sales of consumer goods — 0.326 * 42577 & Chemical pesticide output 0.379**
7E L4544 Industry structure AL iz #i Traffic and transport
25— 7=\l *{H Primary industry output value -0.294* RV ES4 & Number of civil vehicles owned 0.561 **
25 7=\l 7*{H Secondary industry output value 0.705** 1%z Freight traffic; Railways freight traffic 0.494 **
Tk Industry output value 0.709**  #k%1RiaE Railways freight traffic 0.859**
#4472 {& Construction output value 0.478**  JKizfRizfk Waterways freight traffic 0.734**
% =77\l 7*{H Tertiary industry output value 0.300* fiizstRiz & Civil aviation freight traffic 0.685**
A1 MR H 58 {5 k. Transport, Storage, et al. 0.533** iz Passenger traffic 0.347*
Tk & Tk 7= Industry and its production A% iz Highways passenger traffic 0.404 **
Tl & {H Industry gross output value 0.675**  fiias%&iafk Civil aviation passenger traffic 0.502 **
H Tlj”{8 Heavy industry gross output value 0.819**  18¥))JE%% & Freight ton-kilometers 0.781**
2 Tl77{4 Light industry gross output value 0.382** kI Y JE 5% & Railways freight ton-kilometers 0.817**
JE =& Coal output 0.932** Ay R % Highways freight ton-kilometers 0.436 **
JE =& Crude oil output 0.672**  JKiate¥)JR %4 B Waterways freight ton-kilometers 0.538**
RIRS =& Natural gas output 0.416**  fiizs ¥ E% & Civil aviation freight ton-kilometers 0.525**
KB Electricity 0.843**  AMife % JR %% B Highways passenger-kilometers 0.520**
A&k 7= & Pig iron output 0.933** st % SR %% & Civil aviation passenger-kilometers 0.346*
=& Steel output 0.771**

* x 5 Pearson o =0.01 SR, * M Pearson o =0.05 B LK

3.2 EAEIE L KSR IMF, REERE 554
B B3R5 b B REYR B0 KBS SR 37 AR T 24T EMD 205 g & 4845 IMF, SR IR 5204
Jrik, 3712 F Varimax Je% , CEBURREERT 1 BT, W4 TR AEAR K& 7 Z2 TR R AR 3

®3 IMF,SAETFRMATME

Table 3 Cumulative variances of IMF, common factors

SaETF FRAEAR T E TR YAl &S
Synthesized factors Eigenvalues Variance contribution( % ) Cumulative variances( % )
1 9.608 25.967 25.967
2 8.633 23.333 49.300
3 3.709 10.023 59.324
4 2.944 7.956 67.279
5 2.469 6.672 73.951
6 1.909 5.159 79.110
7 1.659 4.485 83.595
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MR 3 W LUFE A 7T AMGEE R TREERT 1, BTy 83.595% . Hik, AT LA X 7 1456
7 e IMF, REZRE SIS .
M 4 WA 78 IMF, REEH T 20 E AR IR I8 KB sh i 7 DR & R 7T IR S FTm o

*4 REREKEIMFI RERFEESHTER
Table 4 Rotated component matrix of IMF, scale of all factors growth

X # Factors 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

A3 GDP 0.939 -0.071 0.074 0.117 0.101 -0.020 0.154
BT E 0. 891 -0.011 0.065 0.130 0.100 -0.020 0.021
F: Syl 0.867 0.353 0.153 0.228 0.123 -0.038 0.023
Tk 0.861 0.395 0.111 0. 149 0.142 -0.030 0.050
Tk 7=l 0.824 0.324 0.129 0.048 0.118 0.031 0.041
L= fE 0.762 0.530 0.166 0.035 0.125 0.076 0.026
T R 0.758 -0.151 0.205 0. 160 0.144 0.298 0.040
WEATE JR A 0.750 0.374 0.199 0.086 0.142 -0.269 -0.031
HE=r 0.747 -0.104 0.128 -0.017 -0.054 0.173 0.370
50l 0. 651 0.100 0.229 0. 550 -0.019 -0.058 -0.209
A3 M L A 0.645 0.254 0.169 -0.023 0.091 0.061 0.069
JEH 7 -0.064 0. 881 0.123 0. 061 0.087 0.031 -0.015
AR B R 0.385 0.822 0.180 0.154 0.179 0.074 0.176
RHE 0.324 0.820 0.187 0.195 0.170 0.233 0.053
=k 0.382 0.744 0.122 0.302 0. 160 0.068 0.258
k10 W JE e 0.468 0.735 0.135 0.205 0.225 -0.014 0.215
Ak 0. 447 0.729 0.242 0. 060 0.154 0.076 0.216
FIRE = -0.169 0.678 -0.040 -0.093 0.033 0.534 -0.041
H—rlk 0.366 -0.673 -0.024 -0.044 0.205 -0.029 0.123
JEUE 7 0.423 0.648 0.271 -0.040 0.136 0.096 0.138
itk 0.458 0.637 0.207 0. 168 0.298 0.006 0.421
A P 0.053 0.617 -0.208 0.501 0.244 -0.182 -0.023
KV i 0.509 0.589 0.107 0.407 0.208 -0.244 -0.011
KiBHRIB & 0.445 0.573 0.306 0.133 0.075 0.083 0.365
AR 0.311 0.572 0.058 0.283 0.251 -0.350 -0.102
Mz Rz 0.131 0.108 0.875 0.228 0.099 0.056 0.195
W28 e %% JE s i 0.105 0.021 0.845 0.303 0. 061 -0.125 0.264
Wi zs 24 R e 0.319 0.266 0.742 -0.021 0.203 0.185 -0.209
Wizsth B it 0.408 0.365 0. 661 -0.007 0.211 0.249 -0.207
R AR A & 0.363 0.207 0. 446 -0.106 0.050 0.237 0.271
YN - Sani 0.186 0.154 0.250 0.826 0.168 0.260 0.006
I\ it 2% JE e ke 0.334 0.199 0.308 0. 694 0. 150 0.377 0.107
Rk -0.023 0.462 0.041 0.526 0.016 -0.066 0.279
I\ BB JE e 0.188 0.179 0.152 0.120 0.924 0.081 0.052
1Rid i 0.199 0.262 0.200 0. 149 0.882 0.058 0.114
iz 0.113 0.125 0.208 0.316 0.127 0.846 -0.000
IK B8R JE e i 0.229 0.436 0.253 0.096 0.200 -0.030 0.720

3.3 EAEIE L KPS IMF, REE R 55
eI _E iR 5 REYR R I KBS KA 37 AN T 4T EMD S5 Brig 4648 IMF, R A A 1204
Jrik, 3Fi2 F Varimax JEF% , SEHGRI 6 NAE T, £ B FHHEAR B 75 22 R 41K 6 Frm o
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x5 BYMEREKEIMF,RESSSETHEE
Table 5 Explained of common factors of IMF, scale

SZERT R FHERER Tr ZE TR

Synthesized factors Explanation of synthesized factors ~ Annual change rates of main factors Variance contribution( % )
A GDP B2 Tl ™= fE . 48 — /™ M= . Tolk ™= fH. T.

H1RGEHET SHHIC SRR T ME L EEE D ME A ST R E AR 25.967

B = RS S8 B R

JEC 7 BRI BRI L R R R BR B A
Tolb = =i Bk R AR KRR R SRR R R

BIRGRWTE gy WP G 7 B K i K 2 B8 Bt A A .33
i
BIKGANT  AEMRRICEAR e o LR A R Al 10.023
F4RGEHETF A PRIBRAR S i ABFIBE ARSI R R 7.956
BSREAHETF eWiskn AR e SR iE R 6.672
6 RLANT Higkk Fiahk 5.159
BT REAEHET KB W) JE e i KB 1 W) JH] e 4.485
®6 BEFREKE IMF,EZRRTFRMTME
Table 6 Cumulative variances of IMF,common factors
LA AT Synthesized factors HFIEAR Figenvalues Vmianc?frf‘iﬁin( % ) Cumulafvtﬂiiffnis( % )

1 9. 606 25.961 25.961

2 7. 806 21.097 47.059

3 3.646 9.853 56.912

4 3.467 9.370 66.281

5 2.828 7.643 73.924

6 2.452 6.627 80.551

MK 6 ATLAEH, 6 M HE T RIRTTRER N 80.551% o L, 7T LUEE X 6 Mra H 7B IMF, R
BERIBE BB DL o
MR 7 WA H 78 IMF, ROEER #2ma v [ BV i3 K B 3h i 6 xR 7 AT AR 3R 8 BT

xR7 BRREKEIMF,RERFRESHTER
Table 7 Rotated component matrix of IMF,scale of all factors growth

K # Factors 1 2 3 4 5 6

A3 GDP 0.944 -0.059 0.067 0.111 0.071 0.106
BT E 0.890 -0.024 0.010 0.053 0.103 0.102
F: Syl 0. 865 0.302 0.283 0.125 0.113 0.123
4 0.858 0.360 0.241 0.083 0.062 0.144
Tk 7=l 0.819 0.332 0.110 0.068 0.073 0.129
BEATE B 0.755 0.303 0.263 0.196 -0.139 0.143
&=L E 0.753 0.535 0.147 0.063 0.108 0.137
HE=r 0.750 0.010 -0.138 0.213 0.133 -0.044
AWM EE 0.744 -0.085 -0.073 0.149 0.408 0.148
50l 0.651 -0.036 0.435 0.181 0.329 -0.036
BB 0.640 0.291 0.014 0.121 0.067 0.097
J = -0.080 0.813 0.333 0.046 0.033 0.083
RHE 0.300 0.789 0.320 0.100 0.277 0.166
AR B R 0.371 0.785 0.348 0.175 0.103 0.175
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SR
K # Factors 1 2 3 4 5 6
RRE = -0.210 0.752 -0.043 -0.189 0.303 0.035
He ke B 0. 446 0.746 0.210 0.183 0.083 0.170
JEE = 0.424 0.701 0.076 0. 161 0.063 0.160
E Vi 0.372 0.678 0.453 0.174 0.163 0.150
R R SR e 0. 460 0.674 0. 405 0.173 0. 060 0.217
itk 0.458 0.627 0.321 0.310 0.041 0.298
KB trid & 0. 444 0.599 0.210 0.352 0.127 0.082
H—rlk 0.386 -0.598 -0.250 0.026 -0.027 0.220
IK B8R JE e i 0.245 0. 486 0.196 0.485 -0.068 0.206
Wiz RiE R 0.397 0. 461 -0.130 0.397 0.344 0.239
R & 0.371 0.371 -0.228 0.356 0.194 0.091
AL = R 0. 040 0.367 0.769 -0.106 0.033 0.200
KV i 0.503 0.403 0.627 0.175 0.004 0.182
R -0.016 0.316 0. 609 0.158 0.197 -0.005
AR 0.311 0.382 0.567 0.097 -0.144 0.228
W28 it 2% JE e ke 0.133 0.045 0.121 0.936 0.139 0.071
RSy & 0.133 40.05 0.121 0.936 0.139 0.071
Wiz e S i 0.310 0.357 -0.148 0.520 0.312 0.226
Kis 0.075 0.260 -0.125 0.061 0. 860 0.125
N Bt R s i 0.322 0.154 0.388 0.301 0.734 0.128
N Sa3 0.322 0.154 0.388 0.301 0.734 0.128
I\ BB JE e 0.177 0.162 0. 149 0.110 0.168 0.922
Rz 0.190 0.243 0.194 0.184 0. 146 0.882
*8 BXMEREKE IMF,REZSSETFHE
Table 8 Explained of common factors of IMF,scale

SEHET R FERER 7 ZETUHRER
Synthesized factors Explanation of synthesized factors ~ Annual change rates of main factors Variance contribution( % )

A GDP B TV 48 — 7= Mk 7= e Tk 7= fE. T
B1IRGEERET G D PR M S R WA TR B T R B = 25.961

=R RS T o e s A (R Bt g 3

- & N iz KRS B

woxgamy 0 BOLRERGESE ?g’:‘ffé%f%%ﬁé’i‘fw%igigﬁ 21.097

B E— L EE KB R R R A R s R
WIRGARTF  RURASHH I ST IR AT A 9.853
F4RGEHETF Wiz iz Wiz e 7 JR i ik 2 B B A R R e 9.370
5 RGEEHTF 2] boy NN E ALk SN TSy 7.643
%6 REGAHTF TeWisk N )L 6.627

3.4 EEI LT KBS IMF, REER 72 #r

B B3R5 b B REYR B0 K BB SR I 37 AR 7 #E4T EMD 205 P8 &5 4845 IMF, SR AR 5204
J5ik:, 398 il Varimax JEfe , SEBURREER T 1 B9 T, 4% BT ARAEAR B 75 22 TIRR AR AR 9 Fim o

MR 9 AR A 7 MR ETHEERT 1, RRTIRE N 82.338% . Hit, TLLEE X 7 MMERE
7 R IMF; ROZE BB B s 20
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®Y ZRAREKEIMF,EE5RTRATHRE

Table 9 Cumulative variances of IMF;common factors

ZaNT FHIEAR J5 25 TR RPTTR R
Synthesized factors Eigenvalues Variance contribution( % ) Cumulative variances( % )
1 9.738 26.318 26.318
2 8.598 23.238 49.555
3 3.329 8.996 58.552
4 2.706 7.314 65.866
5 2.436 6.583 72.449
6 2.265 6.122 78.570
7 1.39%4 3.767 82.338

®10 FEREKE IMF, RERFRIEEHTER
Table 10 Rotated component matrix of IMF;scale of all factors

K # Factors 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

A GD 0.941 -0.047 0.103 -0.008 0.102 0.075 0.167
BT E 0.903 -0.009 0.044 -0.006 0.096 0.090 0.016
F Sy} 0.872 0.371 0.153 -0.008 0.132 0.182 -0.013
Tk 0. 868 0.403 0.094 0.027 0.148 0.109 0.008
Tolk a8 0.827 0.330 0.116 0.044 0.117 0.014 -0.015
AT R RE A 0.772 -0.175 0.233 0.308 0.120 0.117 0.065
AT B 0.764 0.386 0.072 -0.128 0.165 0.073 -0.010
| E 0.763 0.539 0.156 0.090 0.129 -0.013 -0.060
=l E 0.730 -0.080 0.185 0.106 -0.078 -0.032 0.490
bE i3 R A 0.661 0.139 0.290 -0.106 -0.001 0.498 -0.214
KB OHS 0.631 0.263 0.128 0.030 0.071 -0.030 0.208
SR P -0.056 0.878 0.073 0.106 0.087 0.057 -0.054
ey 0.396 0.824 0.164 0.106 0.168 0.139 0.163
R 0.328 0.804 0.189 0.264 0.144 0.200 0.062
X i 0.464 0.756 0.266 0.065 0.172 -0.037 0.027
=i 0.387 0.753 0.149 0.087 0.148 0.289 0.255
kB R i R 0.484 0.745 0.116 0.019 0.221 0.174 0.197
JEHE T 0.428 0.685 0.310 0.047 0.169 -0.153 -0.123
YR 0.473 0.660 0.217 0.036 0.301 0.114 0.386
&= PeE 0.362 -0.657 0.042 -0.117 0.202 -0.053 0.089
KU = 0.520 0.599 0.059 -0.170 0.207 0.420 0.084
AR HE = 0.068 0.597 -0.205 -0.117 0.221 0.570 0.063
Kizthiz & 0.528 0.571 0.273 0.238 0.078 0.039 0.268
ARIr=ik 0.373 0.554 -0.085 -0.149 0.280 0.300 -0.138
Nizs&iz® 0.165 0.137 0.904 0.001 0.119 0.136 0.110
Wiz E ik & 0.148 0.050 0.850 -0.139 0.086 0.225 0.232
RARENA & 0.366 0.267 0.550 0.148 0.100 -0.292 -0.082
Nizsthiz i 0.425 0.351 0.533 0.255 0.199 -0.021 -0.166
N M % R i 0.065 0.087 -0.007 0.776 0.116 0.090 -0.086
izs ey iR 0.030 0.037 -0.180 0.773 0.021 -0.267 0.212
Kioi 0.104 0.089 0.388 0.722 0.083 0.274 -0.034
RIRE e -0.181 0.601 -0.034 0.641 -0.025 0.004 0.029
VN ke 0.199 0.177 0.137 0.131 0.923 0.091 0.034
Rz 0.212 0.263 0.190 0.112 0.883 0.123 0.089
NREE 0.219 0.153 0.385 0.212 0.173 0.744 -0.079
K2k 0.046 0.459 0.058 0.054 0.018 0.491 0.145
FKIB B R e it 0.251 0.468 0.296 0.043 0.216 0.015 0.652
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Table 11 Explained of common factors of IMF;scale

ZEET P i FHEHER J7 2 TR

Synthesized factors Explanation of synthesized factors ~ Annual change rates of main factors Variance contribution( % )
A GDP B2 Tl ™= fE . 48 — /™ M= . Tolk ™= fH. T.

H1RGAHET UK AR R T E A EE ARSI R R AR S Tl 26.318

BB = RSO SGE B B S

JEGh ™ B BRBR B R AR R AR
BB SR e R | SR R e A — 23.238
B KV B AL & KB 1 IE B AR R

iz g i S s P i RIS R R

Tolb 7= i = B — 7l

H2RGAWNT Py

HIRGAETF Wiz s R R peyniel 8.996
s

54 e A T o ﬁgﬁﬁglﬁ%iﬂiﬁﬁ‘%ﬁ%igﬁii%% 7.314

85 BEAETF /bt NG LS T 6.583

%6 RLAHET iz N FRBRE KA R 6.122

£7REAETF IKIB R R e KB IR R e e 3.767

4 #Hit

AIGETTHE 1953 ~2006 4 E AT REVE L2, FI I EMD J7 vk 32 BUHE R AR (L B B 3h A, FF 83
TR SR BE T R b B AR IR R K A SRS A 1, 2R R B -

(1)53a 3%, o E A REVR R LE R 3 AWHE K, USSR . o B A BB R i AR K A7
FEUE 4a Y 13a 1 17a FIME 27a 1) 4 DEZFSIEH.

(2) X5 v [ R YRR i 3 3l v BEAH SR B 37 RN R F-7E IMF, (IMF, Fl IMF, 3 4~ 2B REET B9 770
KB, N¥ GDP 3K AR R T PRI AR B8 T R TR R T S El KR M SHRRT
B R R AT AU KR TV EH R R = R R GRS KR SO i i KR4
& 3 MRET IR —E T

(3) BUREY - b E REIRBUOR il & 5N SRR PP K ALk 2549 A B B A A il TR R R A8

WIBR o HeAh, BRI BUR AT B ARG R SE T Tolk (R 02 2 B 55, I B AR B R AR =
P R R R KRR R B, K BARREEA S S T 6 BRI 0E R B A EE AR,
iz tis A B A
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