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Current Progresses and Trend of Research on Energy Efficiency
Under Carbon Emission Constraint

LIU Wen-jun,ZOU Shu-liang, CHEN Yuan-wen
( University of South China ,Hengyang 421001, China)

Abstract: Under the background of energy conservation and emission reduction, the current study is focused on energy efficien-
cy under carbon emission constraint. This article begins with the definition and classification of energy efficiency, mainly reviews the
field of energy efficiency under carbon emission constraint, and proposes the outlook of some new trend of this field. We propose that
the theoretical research on the energy efficiency model with consideration to uncertainty measures will be a new trend. In addition, the
empirical study on energy efficiency under carbon emission constraint and its determinants based on micro data will be another trend.

Key words: carbon emission constraint; energy efficiency; current progresses; outlook
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