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2003—2019 4F 3R [E -8 B HE iR 1) 2 RN, R\ EGHBER R BE BN mfetE, Fh iRt
TRAESE R o, RN TR, BEURTRRE, A GDP. 3L B AP S5 M Xt B A —E RIS, 2R
J&, UL GDP. REVHZEM . REURSRAE. A CORMUBCRURAE L RV NIRHEBGE M R 2R, R R T A B0 g S0
5 BP #HEMZE M TR, IR S5 R W2 B Y T 4512 2200 0.16%. f)m, WAL mid. .
IR BIE I 3 Al S TG o0, R8T RIE ABCBHEBCETNE, FFARRAESEMNPEERT, &
B EE7E 2028—2029 LI IE B AR, ST RERHEBUSESLE 120 14~122 {2, t Z (7], AHFFRT 3 E T fed6 58
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Analysis of Key Influencing Factors and Scenario Prediction of China’s Carbon
Emission Under Carbon Neutrality

SUN Meng, LI Changyun, XING Zhenfang, YU Yongjin
(College of Electrical Engineering and Automation, Shandong University of Science and Technology, Qingdao 266590, China)

Abstract: It is critical to investigate the key influencing factors of China’s carbon emissions in order to achieve the goal of
carbon peaking and carbon neutrality. Firstly, a spatial cluster effect analysis of China’s provincial carbon emissions in
2003—2019 shows that the spatial distribution characteristics of carbon emissions significantly affect the energy structure
of carbon emissions, followed by population size, energy intensity, per capita GDP, urbanization rate andindustrial
structure of carbon emissions. Then, as influencing factors of carbon emissions, per capita GDP, energy structure, energy
intensity, population size, and urbanization rate were chosen, and a carbon emissions prediction model was developed
using an improved bat algorithm and BP neural network. According to the results of the test, the model’s average error is
0.16%. Finally, three scenarios of high-, medium-, and low-speed carbon peaking were created for scenario analysis, and
the predicted values of carbon emissions after taking into account the carbon sinks were obtained. According to the
research, China is expected to reach the carbon peaking target in 2028—2029 under the high- and medium-speed
scenarios, corresponding to a carbon emission peak of 12 billion to 12.2 billion tons. This study can provide a reference
for the adjustment scheme of energy intensity and energy structure.

Key words: carbon emissions; carbon peaking; spatial model; scenario analysis; MBA; influencing factors
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REVRSRIE . N SBRHEBCE f L oA 1 R B IR
REAiEER e e AL PN EI R AW = R T
7 BRI 1 B HEBOE #59 SCHR[S]iE S SDA Xt
AR ROE K AT 133 2 i A, AR 1 2010—
2015 4 [E B HF BT 32 BB R4 . 0 E 3 i
I 48 % 4> #% 7= (logarithmic mean Divisia index,
LMDI1)isE K B A58 & 17 4 7 i 4 T3R8 R 3=
G, P RCE AR Z TN T . SCERI6]K
F LMD VEX 51 RSB HE SR A 1) R 3 AT o0 i 43
AT 25 5 M R 30 B FIE TR R AR B AR TR . A
LMD R AL b, SCHR[7TIERH 7 Gl IR £
fitvk, ZTEEE AR T Kaya fESE SRR 200 ik
B ZEUME A BRIP R Fe, HoReh 1 LMDIE R 3R
S ffAE L7 S R, HL A A ST LI B A
RIRBANE T LAX 7, A=A Em G TR .
FEBRTFRCIIN PR A7 77 TRl SCRR[8]AE T ek (R 5E 471
faj (impact, population, affluence, technology, IPAT)#&
TN, 1 2015—2060 4R = H X BRHE O, JF 32
HURR R RS . 76 IPAT Jefi b, A74EH TRl
& 1) BE B YE B B 52 i F {7 (stochastic  impacts
byregression population affluence and technology,
STIRPAT)#MY, ZAR T IPAT fRIRMEMER T/
N SCRR[9)%E T STIRPAT HEM AL &40 0% Kk
JEBHEA G T BRI R, IR A i A
WAL T X SCER[101KH Kaya 1545 =X
AHC A REVE B ACHU R R G, 00 1 e st i STl
FE XA R A HE O 3 SOk e mT H] . ITaER, K3k
PR K s, AR I, IR TSR T
IR IREE ST, JFHEUS T
B a5 U], )2 IR 2 ) BN TR HE IR
TR . SCER[14]5E T Lasso-BP $f1 28 ) £ 45 72 5 i
R4 2021—2035 4 Ky fe e kAT B, IRt T
T B R I PR AT I . STHR[15]R FH eladh br 1
Ak %35 (improved  particle swarm optimization,
IPSO) LAY, BP #1252 [0 2 of L1 2R 44 B Hl s A B I T
o AT 0 TN, 2R B 1PSO 4k BP #4825 Ll
BE FH T B B S AR R TR0 o
RN TR RO E SR AL T IR 2,
{H, A EHIET A H S Hh 2 5k R AT, Rk
FEAE 7 1) it A5RE18Y, At — 5 S B HE T8 7 )
MRS A5k . AR, BUE AT AR5 RE AR HE
1072 (B3 HH AN, A &h SR Elc R ma i b A E B ) 40
WS T, ARSI T I ] [ 5 A 2 [

FFERE R 2003—2019 4 A [ A4 BRHEIIGE
AT AT, BEMIBR L 1 e Al AL S i e T
WEERAAL BP ML, FEE5E 1 5o it
HE AR A MBSO REAT T, R4t T
e ST Bk Ve R A S AR G

1 BREEE I E =S

11 HAHESHNEEZIER
SO, ASCERPUH E B P 5
Z AN 30 AT BRI R oM o IR, AR YR
(2006 4 IPCC [ Zim = AR Aiar) M (hE
REVRGETHEAE) TR AL 8 BRI CO2 HF
TR BN 548 BEIRAC AT RRHE S 0 T S
AR CO2 SR, Wik 2003—2019 4 %4 #ids,
B8 (T DO R BRI 5 AN -

8
C=k> E,b, 1)
m=1

K C R COHE; k N CO 5k T H=
bt (k=44/12); EmFl om 737005 m RA0H BRI
PR ARHIGREL SIRRAHN SHULM R A & AL

ARSCBE R BN SR

1) A¥) GDP

BA O B S5 N1 GDP skt RE %,
H4E GDP BfKHEBCR R HIG K g, 782
LMK R. X 2003—2019 %A AN GDP
A, N IRGE T ISR Z 2w, B 2003 4 44k
WIS SEBRI AN GDP, id A G.

2) RRIRSSH

WHREN], RRIRSE AL, CO. HFBU 5 45t
WEKEE U BXR, HtURGHEMTE AT
CO2 fFI )47 mt» B 24 A\ 35 GDP it — & Ju il o g
TR 25 K0 2 A 2> SN CO AN F R Ji XU E 41 |11,
ALk 9 6N S VN Ny TR =55 P & N
JRR BEVRTH 2 S AN AT AR IRV 2 s 22 HRERAE
REdRZEH, FHid e M.

3) ReURIRAE

Redsiom FEHI )3 i, GDP PN AERIAE . At
V5 FE 5 R0 BRI B HE TS KSR AE i
25 2 RV HH AR o ERTGRE D A2 2 &% P e ik
TR EE TR, MR SR AT A& T 5 GDP
(1) Lt SRR SR () REVR GRS, 1Ko Q.

4) N IR

N RSO e il A A 2 2 0 IR e, A
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ALK ISR TR L S5 R T2, HomeHE s iR
WK . ARSCHAFE IR IR N DT80S AR R
BN HE TSN O HE RSB RR R, 12 J.

6) ;g

72 b 235 g R B o T S BT AR HE B 1R KB
77, ME S EBOR, T2 s Ak i 1) 1
%, XTRHEBULA B MIE RS . ASCH S
b 5 AR 7= B IR B B SRR IR P 2 ), i B
1.2 =[EERMEIEFIREIREE

b E 2GR DR T, & A IRk R Dk
R, SRR EAR B B DN EER, B
BHGT A I HOR R E D), Rk, ARSOH B
T S FLAH DGR 2R 1 2 [0t ASONE HEA T 2
1.2.1 7[R EHRE

DR IX s () BE B R AT B R, ASCRAA(2)
B2 (B AU E R R W 3R~ 548 0 22 ] (1) 25 [R] B

Wll K Wln
W= M M )
Wnl L Wnn

A n AREEXEIEE: we AXIE p 51X q
Z WS, pE[l, n]l, g€, n].

AT W B8 SR T AR AR R A i “ e 7 4
2, B 2 ANAEARIX S 84 SR i s s e o 1,
AR 0,

1.2.2 7[R IS
XA HEAT S AT T 2 1T, R (B) TR B2
B DAEAT 25 [ AH DG PR 56
ZZqu (Cp _6)(Cq _6)
== ®3)
b STAREAT 2 Co5Cy il hEE p M g
MRRHER R C NFTE B H R 4 ME . )
— RN TF-1~1 Z08], AIENEERIE A5, Nl
TR AR,

% 1 MF[E 2003—2019 44 M iRHECR
BL IR HR IR 45 5, 2003 4EAE 5%% FHEKF
TEZE, HAEME 1%0 5 F KP4 R

s, 2 BH v ] B HE s B TB) A 3 2 [A) EL B A,
it AR 2 [ T A AT JE S Bt e
1.2.3 BRIk

Xf 2003—2019 E 1 [H {1 #%-45 A\ Y4 GDP. fEi
SEF. REURERIE . N ERUBL. L AR AL S5 R
BT X B AL B, DN 0T 22 .
AT Z EILEMER S, T E KR TN T 10, &
A 2 ) ANAEAE 2 B 3L )

Fi k& B H ek (Lagrange multiplier, LM)A&56 B[l
TR/ BRI ZE P2
BAEAEFF ARG,  DLAA & 2 {5 A 2 1) | [ ) A Y
(spatial autoregression model, SAR). %¥[f]i% % i 7Y
(spatial error model, SEM)it & 7 [ k1 545 7 (spatial
Dubinmodel, SDM), AHICAAIRGIG IR 2 fTs .

# 1 2003—2019 4 [H & B iR = = fa 4
Table 1 Moran index of carbon emissions of China’s

provinces from 2003 to 2019

IR ] DO Ed ZMH PEREBER
2003 0.250 2.446 0.014
2004 0.302 2.890 0.004
2005 0.341 3.263 0.001
2006 0.372 3.534 0.000
2007 0.347 3.337 0.001
2008 0.368 3.544 0.000
2009 0.357 3.454 0.001
2010 0.353 3.433 0.001
2011 0.379 3.636 0.000
2012 0.356 3.463 0.001
2013 0.352 3.419 0.001
2014 0.334 3.310 0.001
2015 0.328 3.317 0.001
2016 0.304 3.177 0.001
2017 0.288 3.020 0.003
2018 0.308 3.143 0.002
2019 0.297 3.020 0.003

e Z R ST R T 22 B LU AR T S

F2 BAKIGL R
Table 2 Model test results

6 Yiit PR

LM )% 20.719 0
Fafg iy LM =5 i) 2 26.262 0

LM =25 a3 5 8.593 0.003
Fafi ity LM 23 (a3 5 14.135 0

B2 ULl oL 18.790 0.0431

LR 23 A3 40.780 0

LR #3152 43.780 0
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HE 2 T4, L LM It 2fafdr) LM
R, BIFE 1% S FE A N4 R R, ]
4% HE SDM, R B RN

H = pWH +UB +WU0 + (4)
A H 2 nxl MR R E; U2 nxdd A
AR BB MR R g1 0 v d 424
I, o RN ER d AR R AR BT AR Hh X (1) R 2R
BN A S TR E: p W AR B A5 1AL 5
TR & NLBHTIL.

A B, A GDP BE 544k
A, WA N DEAE OC. [FFeH, IRdEtl
BAMUNL G M & 5 & B 0%, 5 N M R34 .
P g GDP HEEAT A MELR. Hk,
IX 3 MR AR B ) A5 () H ROV R 2, AT AR AT
(R 75 TR JE 0, SR 5 BB AT SE 204

fEIE 5 SDM BLAY (Rl 45 5 3% 2, AR 52
BRI R, BN TR B e N Ak,
SRELAS 56 (likelihood ratio, LR)Z5 SRI7E 1%f) i 2
PRSP R4 SRR is, R A TR Y SAR B
& SEM, [, AR ERIEIA B, AT
P HAfE— 2 .

1.3 EEEEY A= EH AR

A H Statale #AFxt SDM R[] [ 52 %%
72 ][] 5 2850 AT R[] 5 2850 6o A5 2R ) s e 3R A T
i, SRR IR 3 A 4.

HHF 3 RIA, RIS A][E & 2N ) SDM 4L,
BT, FRHBR p 75 5% R E WA R R,
HRZHIGE 1% BE MK T EE. Btk
B IS 1) [7] 52 25087 f) SDM 34T 38 H S80S 234 o

24 55 4 7 8] R AN AN DG ) SRS R 2R
AT, 2017 8] R A AR B e A g, RN
& 45 [ AR A () B RRR o LR RRS R AIE 2 [B]
X B R 2R (AR AR AN B B R RN, [
I, X A b X PR 520 S 2% RO R g i X . 7E
X B 500 R [R50 52 ) HG At 2 [) o 7 i A4
PRI B2 2808, BY 2 1) i 250 (spatial - spillover
effects), HWH TEESZAA “MHE” FLEAET
FRRRAR T B PR ROIR o A ARS  L 20K N A ) 4
RS AREN,  HABE R/ NEAROUE T &N brx fig
BARE ISR, o i E R

K 4 715, A IR 2 45 R ) A 1 i) 52
SRR RN, SR, 1% A2 R YRR
BB TR I A A A R IR TR SR = s N, A
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#3 SDM fliit4#
Table 3  SDM estimation results
i P 1] o] 5 502 2% 18] ] 7 248 LI 5 258
G 0.758%** 0.951%** 0.997%**
(42.44) (35.59) (29.43)
M —1.412%** —1.250%** —1.259%**
(—54.89) (-66.51) (—64.18)
nQ 0.933%** 0.933%** 0.939%**
(95.44) (90.36) (88.22)
3 0.402%** 0.0691* 0.0480
(10.01) (1.86) @.27)
np 1.008%** —0.0749* —0.0942*
(144.21) (-1.53) (-1.93)
B 0.0864*** 0.0887*** 0.0624%**
(3.47) (4.26) (2.59)
0.357%** -0.0509 0.133**
Win M
(6.56) (-1.07) (2.30)
—0.0838*** -0.0264 —0.0931**
Win Q
(—4.30) (-0.82) (-2.25)
—0.104%** 0.425%** 0.422%%*
Win P
(—4.73) (5.94) (5.87)
0.0399** —0.00809 0.0421
’ (2.20) (-032) (1.20)
2 0.006 18*** 0.001 04*** 0.001 01***
(16.03) (15.97) (15.96
4Py R2 0.9706 0.9895 0.9838
4 1) R? 0.9938 0.0766 0.0671
ik R? 0.9902 0.1747 0.1702

T PR MR R R RS RRIORYUE RBG r . YIS
RFRTE 1%, 5% 10%H)K-F ER 3, #65HER Z Gt .

# 4 SDM HNisrfiF
Table 4 SDM effect decomposition

A SRR L EEs
InG 0.789979 1 0.765 699 7 0.031205 2
InM —1.099 159 0 -1.4101170 0.310957 3
InQ 0.884 797 5 0.934 068 1 —0.049 270 6
InJ 0.402 100 3 0.402 100 3 0.016 224 8
InP 09428951 1.008 032 0 —0.065 136 7
InB 0.089 387 0 0.085 836 3 0.003 550 8

oo IO o T 2 MR R A8 o 3 kb 2%
15 LARER 09 BRI A Al [a) B4 124, HE T3
BUREURTH PR A [ FE NN IE

BEAh, N OB iR HE R R R, Hoxt B
SYRRHEIAT 3 30 2 A IR [ O, 3RS PR D N A
AHREWHRI 2, 5, NDRZHE M
BE IR G120 N IR BIACE I P 2R H B
RIS, [RII, SX B UEHT T 2030 £F A i i8]
RIBCHOR - 2030 4EARIA A H bR sk DL B 22 0Tk .

FHECTIT S REUR SR FEXT A X th S 3 I 25 F) I
) RO, 2R B AR A FE o T ik H T i P R 1
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G 0 B A ATREDR, BB RIBRHEICR B
ZR LTI, B AT PR SRR S O R AR R
HEF 9 BEPRAS > N DRI > BEd 98 5> A\ 35 GDP>
IREAAL FRSL S5

2 MBA-BP #HZMEERIRYEL

2.1 ETFREABEZANSUHIRIEEE

Wi i 535 (bat algorithm, BA) 2 JE Tl g (1) [=1] 75
SERLERRTE I B R R R A B AR v i
W EEAE T S AT R PN i e, T A
IRAEAE 2 A7 B s A A S, S bl A
P2 RIAR RIRAEA A ) — A XN« g RIS
PR, $emdL R A s SARRE 11, ASCKE
&L T I A8 AR S AL 5 N A 1 -0
R, A5 3 ok b i 5 7% (modifiedbat  algorithm,
MBA), MBA [{j5EA AR E W& 1 s,

AR SR FH 8 A BRE025 11 28 SCRIL ) O B i i A4
LA, BsR R FILEE ST R AR AL
BRI SR A, DR T i A A
B4R TR . BAkRh, TEdmiEEE TR+,
BEOCEAR T Walg MRS B HORT S, XHAEAR 2 A4
PREAT AE SUE S AR UEBEAN MR R 2 72 A B i )
R, BT SAREITE R ZREE, B 1k R EE LM T
TR 2 XM R E T RK T FARZ
P, HEITEN:

X =% +1L-1)X,, ®)
X =@=17)% +17%, (6)
A X X NS i i+ AN AR TS
AR n AL EIBENLEG xR X, o)
AIAES I i+ RIS t JOEN A B t T
R E. X R
X =X 4V @)
A v oA | RIIEAESE t JORARRT R, H
TR AN:
Vi =V (6 =X, 8)
K X RRYETE SRR fi2s i Rk
WE K R KPR, i€ [fmin, frad,  HIZ0(9) KA
fra A foin 8RR ) B IR
fi=foin +E(Frm = fin) )
b &RMMBENL A0 FIRENLEL, £€[0,1].
RS AEF R, Rl

BI1 sk i Sk R AR
Fig.1 Flow chart of MBA

AR 33 1 A S AR A E O AMAEAT AR R R AT
W AP I BIT 32 B AR S DR TR B, AR
RIGH, AR LA BTG N, A TE R 5 R
UL EE S = S WAE

{xi”: X +o(X,, —X) 05<r<l

X'=X — (X —Xy,)»  0<z<05

a o

b XX R R MA: o AR
BUEE 5 Xmax A1 Xmin 73 73] 9 i AR HUAEL AR Ly 7R

(10)
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tmax 9B RKIEARIEL
A SR S A P AR R AR S T T 3
FEAE, Wi B 5 ARG B FE AR AT X B, R
EERCINAE- -1 =11 R N S B i DG S N 7 - A
PR B T 3 R AR v 1 s 7 B S o i H A X
(L2)AT = al, SR )G LU AN T o Wi 1) AL
Fff 5 e IS B R I B 6 I P B AICAE
X =x"+au (12)
s xR X 3l At CRT L SRR PR
FhE: u RMRMNE I AABENE: o NEiia)
A FRIATT RS RGO, 125 R R .
TEHAT R R, AR s 7 — M,
DUV Ry 42 A (13) B g X i 1) o 2
Xogw = Xoig + AA (13)
s Xotd M1 Xnew 73 AN SEHTET . JEMwiE KIS B A
e NN, A€[-1,1]; AR GEAGS R
B~ S5
WRIE, S SRR A RIS RIS A
T AT R, SURMEERFAEAE B0 Rl A A
VIet, WRE A IED K, SR B T, AR
A EAR SR N
AT =N (14)
rt=r’d-e”) (15)
As A AT RIFIRE ORI t+1 YOS |
Rl igE e B s @ ORIkt IR R A, 7 RN
SREESR R, 7> 05 7R 0 HRIEAESE t+l
VRIEARI IR 5 0 RoReR | RS Uh K S0
22 1RBILGHE
REIE MBA SR AR, 53 R A B ik
1k %% (beluga whale optimization, BWO). BR&ELAL
%41 (sparrow search algorithm, SSA). RS fb, 0y5:
(seagull optimization algorithm, SOA)R i Ak 5
AL BP #4225 (BA-BP), 543 MBA-BP &
EHITRIN S5 R BEAT X EE e B R T AARHRE 1)
WHEN 60, EACRKELE N 100 ¥k, BP FiLp L%
04 AN EHR 25 9 &N BB e R 3R I Al 7%
MRS S IRF 7 BRI AE X, B R4 20,
N IRHRCGE « A305) A (16)—(18) s T35 4
Xt 4 B iR 22 (mean absolute percentage error,
MAPE). )77 Z (mean square error, MSE)F1t &
FER23 MNMER TR . BB IS 45 RNk
5 7.

2023, 49(9)
N *_
Cuare = %Z % x100% (16)
1=1 |
1y . 2
Cuse = NZ(M - y|) 7)
I=1
N ,
Z(yl - y|)
R =1-f— (18)
Z(y| - )7|)2
I=1

s eyape e 73 RN TF-3 40) B 4 LU i 22 A1
BTRZE Y Ay, 2 BIONES | ANREAS ) B SRR T
WME; Y, NESE R TIIME; N AR AL .

13 5 A%, 5 FhEEAR AL BP #4825 #mT DA
BONKE b TN BcHE R, b e REFRR AR
B R R B R AR AR, T RO
RO EH ARSI SRR SRR, B
wA R LT, Hd, MBA-BP>BWO-BP>BA-BP>
SSA-BP>SOA-BP. i MAPE il MSE. 454K 2 it
JNERZETT AT, MBA-BP AR 5% 22 (E S LA AR A /N
HEFFa, H MAPE fit MSE 540 T HiAt 4 Fifs
R, ZERLREE, MBA-BP 1145 W 48 4 7R 1F RiHE T
T _E AL RORAR T HAR AR AL

%5 BALTRIIRE BT .

Table 5 Comparison of model prediction accuracy

i) R? MAPE/% MSE
BWO-BP 0.9988 0.7380 0.7599
BA-BP 0.9984 0.9218 0.9903
SSA-BP 0.9982 1.0432 1.1309
SOA-BP 0.9980 1.1278 1.2748
MBA-BP 0.9995 0.4976 0.3150

K2 g Rz

Fig.2 Comparison of the residuals of the prediction results
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3y MBA-BP &3 5 H AR S AR AL 72
Hh 4 J g P 3 I P AR AR A 1 VO, NP A AT DA
BA-BP i1 MBA-BP ByELIRAEWSIGEE - if
e TS FE A WA T o Bk, (A2 BA-BP
FEAEIEARPIIBN T R, £ 2 s
kA TR, XEKN BA HiEA SR EER
MU, — 52 3] Ja AR AR L AR AR R, FL b
o v P 7 B 2 R 15| A A A P e e ) LR
e, AFFIEEZAEPE RIS, UHERAERYE. £
WEREHL T, BA BIERA G 1EF ISR F BN R
Ao T MBA-BP Sy T 28 AR S5l A i 1
Pesh, BEORATE T BA BRSRIIE A, SRERIE
B FLBk R s P I SR 4 R s AR R e
2.3 MBA-BP & MR iR B 12

B NEHE 9 2 5y ()& M BRARBGE I R R
MILETEAE; () “WCIE RN, BIER T 55 1 #8401
6 NMEBMEIME I, T LSRR RN
JIMIAE XI5, ¥ 2003—2016 4F (KR VE J I
SERARREA, % 8 3] 2007—2009 4F [ 4 il fE WL T
TR BHE R N5 R A AT ZBg s, i
—3 KB 2007—2009 4F 5 B R AT AL
Y5, DL 2017—2019 FEAE MRS E i A 0] 1 7R
HEAT IR DR IR (R . IR AR S L
REFLE 7:3 1 8:2 Z[8], RIIE 7RI ARG i)
ATEEME . SR E AR 6, RS RIER T,

2 7 WA, R IR AR S N P 22 I 4%
H MSE 5 MAPE #18 T2k 4 N, H MBA-BP #
AIf¥) MSE #1 MAPE {EAH% T- BA-BP BB # 2 /MR
% . W—PXGIIZREE R MAPE, &I BA-BP f5i%!
BIRTEMNALE ERRERVN, (HRIENZE L
GREERZE, WL T EMEIS, 1 MBA-BP 7Y
A OB X LR . B 4% B AE 2R
MBA-BP #i#rf, H MSE XS T HAl2H B /MR
%, MAPE %% 0.16%, FH] ARt AR
TR F£ 58 w5, MBA-BP 510 ELAG 5 vy P FIOIARS i

i HL MBA-BP #2548 1518, i NS 8K —
RARZR MR N, $% 2003—2019 4% Tl i s 1) ~F- 53
BOREH E AR, FridmHaE LE 4
HE 4 AL, #FRAAE KRR, HorHiE—
BLAN TS v, ) r L LE 2030 AR T T6 15 S P B ik 4 1)
Hbr. B, Fid—DwE P EREFERRER
50 HAFRIES FoRHR FE W kAR EEAE R
BN, X RIERHEBUS RN E, THHE &SR

K3 kAR A
Fig.3 Comparative diagram of the iterative process
*®6 HUSHIRE
Table 6 Model parameter setting
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Table 7 Comparison of experimental training network errors

among groups

o %3 M4
SEIG A R? M4 MSE MAPE/% MAPE/%
#i BA-BP 09866  1.927 120 10.58 414
k£t BA-BP 09852  1.617976 9.21 3.59
#i¥: MBA-BP  0.9996  0.282 174 1.23 1.50
4P MBA-BP 0.9998  0.004 339 1.12 0.16

Bl 4 PR (1 o [ B e o
Fig.4 Projections of China’s carbon emissions at average

growth rates
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Table 8 Scenario setting

li 33 oy G4 %)% M T )% P(H#5)/% J(HEINE)/%
_— 2020—2025 49 0.740~0.690 -1 0.2 0.69
s 2026—2030 47 0.670~0.590 -4 0.10 0.49
s 2020—2025 55 0.740~0.690 -2 0.22 0.71

= 2026—2030 45 0.673~0.605 -3 0.22 0.43
o 2020—2025 6.89 0.745~0.720 1 0.4 1.32

" 2026—2030 6.31 0.701~0.625 05 0.2 0.88
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Fig.5  Comparison of projected carbon emission trends under

the three scenarios
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Fig.6 Forecasted carbon emission under the three scenarios
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Table A1 Carbon emission coefficient of various fossil fuels

PRRL T HAE Bl (kgC GI™Y) A BREANR SRR R/ (k] kgt R R 2/ (kgC kg )

P 25.8 1 20908 0.539 43

FER 29.2 1 28 435 0.830 30

JE i 20.0 1 41816 0.836 32

VR 18.9 1 43070 0.814 02

I 19.6 1 43 070 0.844 17

ZEi 20.2 1 42 652 0.861 57
kL 212 1 41816 0.882 32
RS, 15.3 1 38 931 ki/m® 0.595 64 kgC/m?

i Rk E (2006 4F IPCC EZR =G Hfm) A (P ERESTHFED).



