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Abstract
To coordinate economic development and carbon emission reduction targets, China needs to improve carbon emission efficiency
and upgrade the industrial structure. Therefore, it is important to study the coupling degree and coupling path between these two
factors in various provinces in China, and thereby promote the development of China’s low-carbon economy. We first calculate
carbon emission efficiency using the Super-SBM model, then analyze an extended coupling model between carbon emission
efficiency and industrial structure upgrading, and finally design the coupling paths using the framework of distribution dynamics.
There are three main findings. First, the coupling degree of nearly half the provinces is at the level of mild-to-moderate imbalance
recession. And in terms of specific coupling characteristics, nearly half the provinces belong to the type “low-level coordination,”
with a low development degree and high coordination degree. Second, there is an obvious dynamic imbalance between China’s
carbon emission efficiency and industrial structure upgrading, and the “low-level trap” of regional carbon emission efficiency is
more serious than that of regional industrial structure upgrading. Finally, if the government prioritizes provinces with low carbon
emission efficiency, carbon emission efficiency and the coupling efficiency with industrial structure can be improved, which
would not only improve the coupling degree within each region but also alleviate the disharmony between regions.
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Abbreviations
EKC Environmental Kuznets curve
SDA Structural decomposition analysis method
LMDI Logarithmic mean Divisia index

PSM–
DID

Propensity score matching–difference in difference

SBM Slacks-based measure model
DEA Data envelopment analysis model

Introduction

The issue of global warming urgently needs to be ad-
dressed and solved by all countries in the world, and the
massive emissions of greenhouse gases including CO2

caused by human economic behavior are a key cause of
climate warming. As the world’s largest CO2 emitter,
China has pledged to peak its carbon emissions by 2030
and reduce its carbon intensity by 60–65% compared with
2005 (Liu et al. 2019; Shao et al. 2016). However, unlike
the developed countries that have entered the post-
industrial era, China is in the stage of rapid industrializa-
tion, and the increasing demand for resources leads directly
to rising emissions. In this context, upgrading the industrial
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structure, improving carbon productivity, and developing a
low-carbon economy is an effective way to coordinate
China’s economic development and carbon emission re-
duction goals (Yang et al. 2015; Zhang et al. 2018a).

In general, industrial structure upgrading is not only impor-
tant for improving carbon emission performance and promot-
ing China’s green development but also vital to economic
growth and quality, as well as a means of improving carbon
emission performance (Zhang et al. 2018b). Carbon emissions
have a restricting effect on the industrial structure, while the
latter has a coercive effect on the former. Within this
contradictive relationship, they form a dual coupling by
interacting with and influencing each other. Therefore, two
questions arise: What is the coupling relationship between
carbon emission performance and industrial structure
upgrading in China? How can their coupling level be im-
proved? To answer these questions, this study explores the
coupling relationship between carbon emission performance
and industrial structure upgrading in various provinces of
China. First, it reveals the coupling degree, type, and charac-
teristics for each province in an extended coupling model.
Second, it designs a coupling path for the first time under
the framework of distribution dynamics Finally, it proposes
a path to improve the coupling degree from the perspective of
dynamic coordination between regional carbon emission effi-
ciency and industrial structure upgrading.

The paper’s main contributions to the literature are as fol-
lows. First, existing research primarily focuses on the impact
of industrial structure on carbon emissions (Wang et al. 2016;
Shi et al. 2019; Li et al. 2019; Benjamin and Lin 2020), but
rarely considers the latter’s impact on the former nor the co-
ordination or coupling of the two. To address this gap, this
paper takes China as an example and studies the coupling
relationship between carbon emission performance and indus-
trial structure upgrading using an extended coupling model to
classify each province according to specific coupling charac-
teristics. Second, although the coupling model is mature, re-
search on the coupling path is lagging behind. It is urgent to
design an effective coupling approach to improve the coupling
level and coupling efficiency. For this reason, this study
adopts a unique method to design the coupling path under
the framework of distribution dynamics. This method would
enable the Chinese government to take more effective mea-
sures to improve the coupling level of carbon emission effi-
ciency and industrial structure upgrading, thereby promoting
the development of China’s low-carbon economy.

The rest of this study is organized as follows. The
“Literature review” section reviews the existing literature.
The “Methods and materials” section details the model and
data. The “Results and discussion” section presents the empir-
ical results and discussion. Finally, the “Main conclusions and
policy suggestions” section presents the conclusions and pol-
icy implications.

Literature review

The influencing factors of carbon emissions have been exten-
sively researched. Since the environmental Kuznets curve
(EKC) hypothesis was proposed by Grossman and Krueger
(1991), the relationship between economic growth and carbon
emissions has attracted the attention of many scholars (Atasoy
2017; Wen and Shao 2019). The impact of clean energy and
non-clean energy consumption on carbon emissions has also
been extensively investigated (Dogan and Seker 2016; Dong
et al. 2017; Dong et al. 2019). Some scholars have analyzed
and compared the impact factors of carbon emissions from
multiple perspectives. For example, Dong et al. (2019) used
the Stochastic Impacts by Regression on Population,
Affluence, and Technology model to explore the key factors
affecting carbon dioxide emissions in 128 countries from
1990 to 2014; they found that, in order of impact on CO2

emissions, the key impact factors are economic growth, pop-
ulation size, nonrenewable energy, and energy intensity.

So how can carbon emission reduction be achieved? There
is a general consensus that adjusting the industrial structure,
improving energy efficiency and structure, and technological
progress are the three major approaches to improve energy
conservation and reduce emissions in China (Foxon 2011;
Wang and Feng 2019; Akram et al. 2020). Of the three, the
adjustment of industrial structure is considered especially im-
portant (Chebbi 2010; Zheng et al. 2019a). From 2010 to
2013, the impact of industrial restructuring on carbon emis-
sions exceeded that of improving energy efficiency. Driven by
a series of government-issued policies, China’s industrial
structure has gradually improved (Li et al. 2017). According
to the optimistic estimation of scholars, the contribution of
China’s industrial restructuring to the carbon intensity target
is over 70% (Wang et al. 2014).

Therefore, the impact of industrial restructuring and
upgrading on carbon emissions reduction has become the
focus of scholars in China and abroad. According to their
different research methods, the relevant studies can be
divided into three categories. First, using regression models,
He and Wang (2012) and Liu (2012) studied the impact on
carbon emissions, with industrial structure as the control var-
iable under the EKC framework. Zhang et al. (2014) analyzed
the impact of changes in China’s industrial structure on carbon
emission intensity with the autoregressive distributed lag
method and found that the increased share of the tertiary in-
dustry plays an important role in suppressing carbon intensity.
Others have used the traditional panel regressionmodel (Wang
et al. 2016), spatial econometric model (Shi et al. 2019), panel
threshold model (Li et al. 2019), and quantile regression model
(Benjamin and Lin 2020) to study the influence of industrial
structure on carbon emissions; they have consistently found
that the proportion of added value from secondary industry is
the main factor affecting China’s CO2 emissions. Li et al.
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(2019) also found that this degree of influence was constrained
by a region’s dependence on natural resources.

The second category of studies examines the drivers of
carbon emissions using decomposition methods, mainly based
on the input–output model framework (Su and Ang 2015;
Zhao et al. 2017; Mi et al. 2015) and the logarithmic mean
Divisia index (LMDI) (Ang 2005; Lin and Lei 2015; Ang and
Su 2016; Liao et al. 2019). When studying the driving factors
of carbon dioxide emissions, a large number of scholars adopt
structural decomposition analysis (SDA) under the input–
output model framework. For example, Chen et al. (2019)
adopted SDA to study the impact of changes in various as-
pects of industrial structure (such as production structure, ag-
gregate demand structure, trade structure, and investment
structure) on CO2 emissions in the Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei re-
gion of China. They found that these changes in industry
effectively reduced the growth rate of carbon dioxide emis-
sions during the investigation period, but because of different
resource endowment, development stage, and industrial de-
velopment strategy, each province pursued different
decarbonization approaches. Other scholars have used this
method to study the impact of industrial structure changes
on carbon emissions in China’s Yangtze River Delta region
(Zhang et al. 2019a), Southwest Economic Zone (Tian et al.
2019), Southern Coastal Economic Zone (Wu et al. 2018), and
northeast provinces (Zhang et al. 2018c). In addition, some
scholars have used the LMDI method to decompose CO2

emissions changes and analyze the influence of industrial
structure changes and other relevant factors (Zheng et al.
2019b; Huang et al. 2019; Zhang et al. 2019b).

The third category of studies uses methods based on simu-
lation. For example, Song et al. (2018) established a dynamic
input–output simulation model to comprehensively explore
the potential impact of industrial restructuring on China
reaching peak greenhouse gas emissions by 2030. To find a
moderate range of economic growth that is conducive to
industrial and energy restructuring while also contributing to
carbon intensity reduction, Li and Lin (2016) adopted Monte
Carlo simulation and found that when GDP growth is between
7 and 8.4%, it can promote the “structural dividend” of indus-
trial structure and energy consumption structure on carbon
intensity, predicting that the carbon intensity in 2020 will de-
crease by nearly 40.60% compared with that in 2005.

In addition, carbon emission reduction targets and policies
can impact on the industrial structure (Shao et al. 2019; Yao
et al. 2019; Zhang et al. 2019e). The emission reduction tar-
gets set by the Chinese government have a reversal force on
China’s industrial structure (Wang et al. 2019a; Lin et al.
2019). Apart from technological means, it is also important
to control carbon emissions through economic means, the
most efficient of which include a carbon tax and carbon trad-
ing (Zhang et al. 2019c; Zhang et al. 2019d). Hu et al. (2020)

used the DID method to detect the effect of policies on energy
conservation efficiency and emission reduction; they found
that policies could promote carbon emission reduction by
improving the technological level and adjusting the
industrial structure, with stronger effects in regions with
strong law enforcement ability and a high marketization
level. Similarly, Zhou et al. (2019) found that emission trading
pilots in China reduced carbon intensity by adjusting the in-
dustrial structure. These studies show that the establishment of
the carbon market will impact on the production of some
industries and enterprises in China. Besides helping to achieve
the goal of carbon emission control, the carbon market could
be beneficial to the elimination of backward production ca-
pacity, achieve industrial upgrading, promote low-carbon
transformation and sustainable development of enterprises,
and also increase the economic dividend generated by the total
industrial output value (Zhang et al. 2020), which is of great
significance for the early realization of peak carbon emissions
in China. In fact, in developed countries, the peak of industrial
carbon emissions has been reached through the adjustment of
industrial structure and technological progress in energy con-
servation and emission reduction (Feng et al. 2015). Thus,
industrial structure upgrading can reduce carbon emissions
and improve industry performance, while environmental pol-
icies, like carbon emission policies, can promote industrial
structure upgrading.

Overall, the above literature review suggests that carbon
emissions and industrial structure constitute a coupled inter-
action system, affecting and interacting with each other.
However, there is a literature gap that numerous studies focus
on the impact of industrial structure on carbon emissions, only
a few relevant studies focus on the impact of carbon emissions
on industrial structure, rarely on the impact of the latter on the
former nor the coordination and coupling of the two.
Although the coupling model is mature, related research on
the coupling path lags considerably. Although Chen and Zhao
(2019) examined the coupling degree of industrial structure
and ecological environment in Beijing, they did not consider
how to achieve better coupling nor study the coupling path.
The coupling coordination model is already widely used in
various fields, as illustrated by the coupling of socio-
economic and resource environments (Cui et al. 2019), the
coupling of tourism and low-carbon cities (Wang et al.
2019b) and the coupling of urbanization and the resource en-
vironment (Wu et al. 2019). However, these studies mainly
focus on measuring coupling degree and do not consider the
coupling path.

Therefore, we study the coupling relationship between car-
bon emission performance and industrial structure upgrading
in China and design a coupling path under the framework of
distribution dynamics, promoting improvements in the low-
carbon economic development of each province.
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Methods and materials

Coupling research, in contrast to traditional causality research
that does not distinguish coupling from coordination clearly,
uses systemic thinking to analyze the interaction and
synergistic relationship between two systems. Lu and Zhou
(2013) expanded the concept of coupling research for the first
time, clearly distinguishing the two aspects of system devel-
opment and coordination. It postulates that the former reflects
the evolution of the system from low to high, while the latter
emphasizes the interaction and development of various ele-
ments within the system, both of which constitute the coupling
relationship between the systems. Therefore, this study ex-
plores the coupling relationship and coupling of the two sys-
tems of carbon emission efficiency and industrial structure
upgrading in China, using the extended coupling model, and
then, it introduces the distribution dynamics analysis and de-
sign of the coupling path from the perspective of slowing
down the “low-level trap,” which means those regions cannot
change the situation for a long time and realizing the dynamic
coordination between regions.

Coupling coordination model

(1) System development model

Coupling is the unification of coordination and development.
Although the linear function is usually used to set up the system
development model, it is considered that this setting lacks
reasonable economic assumptions. Therefore, this study draws
on the setting method of Lu and Zhou (2013) and the assumption
of the development function including the strict pseudo-concavity
and constant returns to scale. Under this assumption, the develop-
ment function uses the Cobb-Douglas form, as follows:

T ¼ λf xð Þαg yð Þ1−α ð1Þ
where f(x) is the normalized carbon emission efficiency; g(y) is the
normalized level of the upgrading of the industrial structure; λ is
the exogenous variable; andα and 1−α reflect the importance of
carbon emission efficiency and the industrial structure upgrading
in the overall system.

(2) System coordination model

This study draws on the research results of Li et al. (2014) who
use the deviation coefficient to describe the coordination between
the systems and obtains themodel of the degree of coordination of
themeasurement system.Referring to the practice of Lu andZhou
(2013), the coefficient of variation can be converted to the formu-
la:

Cv ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2 1−Cð Þ

p
ð2Þ

where

C ¼ 4 f xð Þg yð Þ
f xð Þ þ g yð Þð Þ2

" #2

ð3Þ

where (3) is the system coordination degree. According to Fig. 1,
when the deviation coefficient of the two systems of an areaCv=
0, the system coordination degree C= 1, f(x) = g(y)at this time,
and the coordinate point of the area is located on the 45-degree
line C0 from the origin. Correspondingly, areas where f(x) > g(y)-
andf(x) < g(y) are located beyond or beneath C0. For those areas
with the same non-zero coordination degree, the coordinate points
are approximately on a straight line starting from the coordinate
origin and having a slope of less than 45 degrees, such as line C1

and line C2 in Fig. 1. Moreover, the area where the coordinate
point falls on the C0 symmetric line has the same degree of
coordination.

(3) Coupling model

Coordination degree C measures the deviation of carbon
emission efficiency and the level of industrial structure
upgrading, but it cannot reflect the development level of the
two. The development function Tmeasures the level of devel-
opment, but it cannot reflect the coordination of the two. For
example, a region may have a “low-level coordination” situa-
tion with a high degree of coordination but a low level of
development (point A in Fig. 2). Because of C1 =C2, the co-
ordination degree of point E is the same as that of point D.
However, the former is higher than the latter. Although the
three points (A, B, C) have the same degree of development,
there still is a difference in coordination among them (B > D >
C). It can be seen that there are various situations in the coor-
dination and development level of the comprehensive system
of “carbon emission efficiency–industrial structure
upgrading” in various regions. It is not enough to examine

f(x)

g(y)

C0=1

0<C<1

0<C<1
C1

C2

Fig. 1 Graphic analysis of coordination degree
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the degree of development or of coordination but rather, it is
necessary to examine the coupling relationship between the
two at the same time. For that, the coupling degree formula of
this study is shown in Eq. (4) (Li et al. 2014).

D ¼
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
C � T

p
ð4Þ

Different coupling degrees correspond to different cou-
pling types (Chen and Zhao 2019; Cui et al. 2019), as shown
in Table 1.

Coupled path approach

To improve the coupling degree of those areas with a low
coupling degree, this study first classifies the regions based
on the connotation characteristics of coupling. Second, the
coupling relations of all regions are divided into four types
according to the average degree of coordination and develop-
ment: higher coordination and higher development (type A),
lower coordination and higher development (type B), lower
coordination and lower development (type C), and higher co-
ordination and lower development (type D).

Based on the classification of Fig. 3, this study determines
the coupling improvement path of China’s “carbon emission
efficiency–industrial structure upgrading” under the frame-
work of distributed dynamics. Distributed dynamics shows

the dynamic evolution of regional distribution from a long-
term perspective, including the overall dynamic change of
distribution (nuclear density curve characterization) and the
internal dynamic change of distribution (the transfer probabil-
ity matrixes). Therefore, from the prospective of internal dy-
namics, this study compares the regional carbon emission ef-
ficiency with the dynamic changes in the industrial structure
among regions to compare the degree of “catch up” and “cure”
among the regions. If the former curing degree is high, it
indicates that the “long-term low efficiency” of China’s re-
gional carbon emission efficiency is more serious than the
“long-term low level” of the regional industrial structure,
and the carbon emission efficiency is inconsistent with the
industrial structure upgrading dynamics among regions.
Thus, when improving the coupling level of carbon emission
efficiency and industrial structure upgrading in each region,
the government should balance the dynamic coordination,
such as starting with a more solidified party, supporting low-
level regions, and giving priority to solving the “low-level
trap” problem. The concrete ways are as follows:

Path 1: If the curing degree of regional carbon emission
efficiency is more serious than the upgrading of the in-
dustrial structure, the central government should focus on
supporting those regions with low carbon emission effi-
ciency long term. For example, in B, C, and D regions,

f(x)

g(y)

C0=1

T3

0<C2<1

C1

C2

T1

T2

T2

A

B

C

D

E

0<C1<1

Fig. 2 Graphic analysis of coupling degree

Table 1 Coupling types
corresponding to coupling values Negative coupling (offset decay) Positive coupling (coordinated development)

D value Coupling type D value Coupling type

0.00~0.09 Extreme disordered recession 0.50~0.59 Barely coordinated development

0.10~0.19 Severe disordered recession 0.60~0.69 Junior coordinated development

0.20~0.29 Moderate disordered recession 0.70~0.79 Intermediate coordinated development

0.30~0.39 Mild disordered recession 0.80~0.89 Well-coordinated development

0.40~0.49 On the verge of disordered recession 0.90~1.00 Highly coordinated development

carbon emission efficiency f(x)

Industrial 

structure 

upgrading

g(y)

Type 

D

Type

B1 Type 

A

Type 

B2

Type C2

Type 

C1

Fig. 3 Coupling types of carbon emission efficiency and industrial
structure upgrade
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supporting priority refers to B1 and C1 regions and espe-
cially those provinces with low carbon emission efficien-
cy. By doing this, the coupling paths from B1 to A and
from C1 to A can be realized. Its significance is reflected
in two aspects: First, it can solve the serious solidification
problems of carbon emission efficiency in China,
avoiding the low-level carbon emission efficiency “trap”
and achieving dynamic coordination between carbon
emission efficiency and industrial structure upgrading.
Second, it can generate incentive effects for type D re-
gions, which are currently at low levels of development
by improving their industrial structure, so they can be-
come type B1 or C1 regions, thereby receiving govern-
ment support and ultimately joining the regions with a
high degree of development and coordination, by achiev-
ing a coupling path of D→B1→A or D→C1→A.
Path 2: When the degree of solidification of the regional
industrial structure is more serious, the central govern-
ment should focus on supporting areas where the indus-
trial structure has been at a low level for a long time.
Specifically, it should focus on supporting B2 and C2

areas and take the coupling path of B2→A or C2→A.
Its significance is similar to that of path 1.

The measurement of carbon emission efficiency,
industrial structure upgrading, and curing degree

Carbon emission efficiency measurement: super-efficiency
SBM model with undesired output

Tone (2001) proposed a DEA model (a non-radial and non-
angular efficiency measurement model) based on the SBM
model. Compared with that of the traditional data envelop-
ment analysis model (CCR–DEA model and BBC–DEA
model), a variable of relaxation is added into the objective
function in the SBM model, and the efficiency is a
maximization of the actual benefit rather than the benefit
ratio. However, since the efficiency value of the effective
decision unit cannot be determined, Tone (2002, 2003) further
proposes the super-efficiency SBM model and incorporates
the unexpected output into the SBM model to fit the actual
production process and effectively measure the environmental
efficiency in production. Referring to the ideas of existing
scholars (Yan et al. 2017), this study incorporates carbon di-
oxide emission as an unexpected output into the super-
efficient SBMmodel to measure the carbon emission efficien-
cy. Considering the super-efficient SBM model with unde-
sired output is relatively mature, this study does not make a
specific introduction to it; for its mathematical formula, please
refer to the relevant literature (Yan et al. 2017; Zhou et al.
2018).

Industrial structure upgrade level measurement

The literature mainly measures the upgrading of the industrial
structure from the perspective of advancement and rationali-
zation (Li et al. 2019). Industrial upgrading refers to a change
in the overall industry with the improvement of efficiency. In
order to reflect the research purpose of this study and fit the
coupling connotation of carbon emission performance and
industrial structure upgrading properly, this study draws on
the practice of Xu and Jiang (2015) by using the industrial
structure level index to represent the level of industrial struc-
ture upgrading.

The calculation formula is as follows:

upgrade ¼ ∑3
i¼1I i � i ¼ I1 � 1þ I2 � 2þ I3 � 3 ð5Þ

where Ii is the proportion of the output value of the Iith indus-
try to the GDP. The larger index reflects a higher level of
industrial structure upgrading in the region.

Regional cure degree measure: club convergence index

Based on the club convergence index proposed by Zhou and
Zhou et al. (2018) and the detection of the solidification and
comparative analysis of solidification degree of China’s re-
gional carbon emission efficiency and regional industrial
structure upgrading, the structure of the club convergence in-
dex is as follows:

First, calculate the Markov transition probability matrix.
The probability value of the Markov transition probability

matrix for d-year is Pt;tþd
ij ¼ X tþd ¼ jjX t ¼ if g, which indi-

cates the probability of the j-type province of the i-type in the
d-year. Secondly, construct a club convergence index with
variable duration, which combines the scale of different types
of regions (clubs) and their degree of convergence. The d-year
club convergence index is Formula (6):

CCLd ¼ pd11 � rat1 þ pd22 � rat2 þ⋯þ pdkk � ratk ð6Þ

where pdkk is the degree of convergence of the k club in d-years
and ratk is the proportion of such clubs.

Data description and source

Based on the availability of data and the need for empirical
analysis, this study selects 29 provinces (cities, districts) as
research objects, studied from 1997 to 2016, excluding the
provinces of Hainan (for lack of 1952 GDP data) and Tibet
(for lack of energy data). This study calculates carbon emis-
sion efficiency based on input, expected output, and undesired
output data and then calculates the level of industrial structure
upgrading based on the output value data of tertiary industries.
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The explanation of data processing and data sources are as
follows.

In the input data, capital stock measures capital input.
According to the research of Wang et al. (2013), we calculate
the capital stock of each province in 1952 and use the
perpetual inventory method to estimate the missing data. In
the perpetual inventory process, the fixed asset investment
price index represents the total fixed capital formation of
each province to the comparable prices of 1952. The total
number of employees in the three industries measures the
labor input at the end of the year. The total energy
consumption and the carbon emissions of each province
measure the energy input and the unexpected output. Since
there are no official or authoritative carbon emission data in
various provinces in China, we use the method of Yao et al.
(2015) to calculate the total carbon emissions, according to the
burning of fossil fuels, the consumption of cement, and the
corresponding carbon emission factor in various provinces.
The calculation formula is C = ∑Ci = ∑ ei ⋅ εi, where ei rep-
resents the consumption of resources and εi is the correspond-
ing CO2 emission factors. The CO2 emission coefficients of
coal, coke, gasoline, kerosene, diesel, fuel oil, natural gas, and
cement are 1.647, 2.848, 3.045, 3.174, 3.15, 3.064, 21.670,
and 0.527, respectively (tons of CO2/ton or tons of CO2/100
million cubic meters). In terms of data sources, annual energy
data come from the “China Energy Statistics Yearbook.” The
labor data come from the statistical yearbooks of the prov-
inces. All other data are from the Guotai’an Database.

Results and discussion

Coupling analysis of regional carbon emission
efficiency and industrial structure upgrading in China

Measurement of carbon emission efficiency and industrial
upgrading level

This study measures the carbon emission efficiency of 29
provinces in China from 1997 to 2016 by using the super-
efficiency DEA model with undesired output and calculates
the level of industrial structure upgrading in each province.
With the help of ArcGIS software, this study visualizes the
average level of each province during the inspection period
and classifies them into four categories using natural breaks.
The results are shown in Figs. 4 and 5.

In Fig. 4, we can see that China’s regions having low car-
bon emission efficiency are mainly in the central and western
regions, especially in the northwest. It should be noted that
Yunnan is at the first level with the highest carbon emission
efficiency, which may be related to the province’s restrictions
on high-energy-consuming industries and the emphasis on the
ecological environment. The carbon emissions efficiency of

the eastern provinces is relatively high, and all provinces are at
least the second level, with Shanghai at the first level and
Beijing, Tianjin, Fujian, and other provinces at the second.
The northwest side of the Heihe-Tengchong Line is at a third
level, while the southeast side is relatively high. In Fig. 5,
there is a certain difference between the spatial distribution
of industrial structure upgrading and the efficiency of carbon
emissions. Under the classification method of natural breaks,
there are only two regions at the first level, namely Beijing and
Shanghai, and three religions at the second level, namely
Tianjin, Guangdong, and Zhejiang, which means that the
provinces in China’s coastal religions generally have a high
level of industrial structure. However, the spatial distribution
gradient characteristics of the provinces with lower levels of
industrial structure upgrading are not obvious, since those
provinces are located not only in the central and southwestern
regions but also on the northern border. In summary, the above
analysis shows that the chronology of China’s carbon emis-
sion efficiency and level of industrial structure upgrading is
not consistent with its spatial distribution pattern. Therefore, it
is necessary to delve into the coordination and coupling rela-
tionship between the provinces’ carbon emission efficiency
levels and industrial structure upgrading to improve carbon
emission efficiency and industrial structure more effectively
in various regions.

The coupling degree measurement of carbon emission
efficiency and industrial structure upgrading

We use Formula (4) to calculate the coupling degree of each
province year by year. It should be noted that in this study,
industrial structure upgrading and carbon emission efficiency
are equally important to local areas. Therefore, in Formula (1),
α = 0.5 and λ = 1.

According to the coupling type corresponding to the cou-
pling degree in Table 1, the coupling degree of carbon emis-
sion efficiency and industrial structure upgrading is relatively
low in China’s provinces, and there are only eight regions in
the forward coupling, where Shanghai has the highest cou-
pling degree with good quality coordination. Followed by
Tianjin (intermediate coordinated development) and Beijing
(primary coordinated development), the other five provinces,
namely Zhejiang, Fujian, Jiangsu, Liaoning, and Chongqing,
are in a reluctantly coordinated development level.

Furthermore, in those regions with the disordered reces-
sion, there are eight provinces with moderately disordered
recession (0.1~0.2) which are mainly in the west of China
and a few in the central region. The second type includes the
mildly dysfunctional recession (0.3~0.4) areas, including
Heilongjiang and Jilin in the northeast; Gansu, Ningxia, and
Shaanxi in the northwest; and Shandong, Guangdong, Hubei,
and Hunan provinces (0.4~0.5). Guizhou and Henan (the type
of extreme imbalance) and Guangxi (the type of severely
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degraded recession) are the three provinces with the lowest
degree of coupling, which shows that the degree of coupling
of carbon emission efficiency and industrial structure
upgrading of all provinces in China is low on the whole, and
the spatial differentiation is clear. In addition, from the per-
spective of the four major regions, the coupling degree in the
eastern region is much higher than that in other regions, and
the positive coupling is more than 0.5 during the inspection
period. The northeast region, the central region, and the west-
ern region follow behind. In particular, the mean value of the

coupling degree in the central and western regions is only
0.282 and 0.226, respectively, which is less than half of that
in the eastern region and has great room for improvement.

In terms of time, except for the coupling degree of Beijing,
Chongqing, Sichuan, and Anhui provinces, the other regions
have shown a downward trend. The Xinjiang Uygur
Autonomous Region suffered the biggest declines, which fell
11.409% between 1997 and 2016, from the verge of disordered
recession (0.405) to the level of extreme disordered recession
(0.041). The provinces with larger annual declines include

Fig. 5 Spatial pattern of
upgrading industrial structure
level in China. Notes: Figs. 4 and
5 are based on the standard map
of GS (2016) No. 2921
downloaded from the Standard
Map Service website of the
National Surveying and Mapping
Geographic Information Bureau.
The basemap has nomodification
(Fig. 6 is the same)

Fig. 4 The spatial pattern of
carbon emission efficiency in
China
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Henan (− 5.837%), Ningxia (− 5.072%), and Qinghai
(− 4.791%). The rate of decline in the four regions is inversely
proportional to the efficiency level, with the western region de-
clining the fastest and the central, the northeast, and the eastern
regions falling behind. The northeast region began to decline
from positive coupling to negative coupling after 2000.

In short, the degree of coupling of the “carbon emission
efficiency–industrial structure upgrading” system in various
provinces in China has not yet reached the ideal level, but
generally shows a downward trend, which should be carefully
considered by the government.

Coupling path of regional carbon emission efficiency
and industrial structure upgrading in China

Analysis of dynamic coordination of regional carbon emission
efficiency and industrial structure in China

This study examines the coordination between regional car-
bon emission efficiency and industrial structure upgrading
from the perspective of the internal dynamics of distribution.
By referring to the club convergence index constructed by
zhou and zhou (2018) under the framework of distribution
dynamics, this paper estimates and compares the differences
in the degree of horizontal curing between the two over the
long term. As the implementation of coordinated regional de-
velopment policy takes time, this study determines the club
convergence indices of different periods. Considering the var-
ious ways that discretizing dynamic results can get different
distributions, the club convergence indices are calculated
based on the mean and the median discretization.

With reference to the discretization method of Du et al.
(2018), this study divides districts into four types (clubs) by
taking as the dividing points 50%, 100%, and 150% of the
mean or median of each year. The higher the value indicates
the higher the degree of solidification and the deficiency of the

government’s adjustment. Therefore, it is necessary to
strengthen the adjustment to achieve regional coordination.
Table 2 shows the calculation results of the club convergence
index of carbon emission efficiency and industrial structure
upgrading for different durations in China.

In Table 2, it shows that nomatter what the discretization is,
the club convergence index of China’s regional carbon emis-
sion efficiency is larger than the club convergence index of
industrial structure upgrading, and this difference has been
increasing with time. It also indicates that from a dynamic
point of view, there is a clear disharmony between the inter-
regional carbon emission efficiency and industrial structure
upgrading. The former shows different solidification charac-
teristics, while the latter holds high fluidity, which indicates
some “weak regions” may perform better in industrial struc-
ture upgrading as the time goes by, showing a certain catch-up
behavior, but may face the “inefficiency trap” of carbon emis-
sions. Thus, although the country has attached importance to
energy, to the environment, and to carbon emission reduction
problems, the effect of coordinating regional industrial
upgrading is significantly better than that of regional carbon
emission efficiency measures, which may be related to the
government’s “feasible measures” for the former and the con-
cept that “development is an absolute principle” for the latter.
Therefore, the government should work harder to strengthen
the coordination of energy efficiency and carbon emission
efficiency among regions, not only valuing energy and envi-
ronmental issues from a conceptual perspective but also pro-
posing some practical measures, such as support for areas that
have been at a low level for a long time. The further revelation
is that when improving China’s coupling of carbon emission
efficiency and industrial structure upgrading, the government
should focus on regions with low coupling efficiency and start
by improving their carbon emission efficiency. It cannot only
improve the coupling degree of the region but also alleviate
the curing problem of carbon emission efficiency among
regions.

Table 2 Club convergence index
of carbon efficiency and
upgrading industrial structure for
different durations

Duration Divided by the mean Divided by the median

Carbon
emission
efficiency

Industrial
structural
upgrading

Difference Carbon
emission
efficiency

Industrial
structural
upgrading

Difference

k = 1 0.947 0.866 0.082 0.920 0.819 0.102

k = 2 0.927 0.784 0.144 0.889 0.716 0.172

k = 3 0.899 0.734 0.164 0.846 0.655 0.191

k = 4 0.869 0.705 0.164 0.800 0.627 0.172

k = 5 0.841 0.655 0.186 0.756 0.584 0.172

Mean
value

0.897 0.749 0.148 0.842 0.680 0.162
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Coupling path between China’s carbon emission efficiency
and industrial structure upgrading

Classification of specific coupling types of carbon emission
efficiency and industrial structure upgrading in various re-
gions of China This paper classifies the following provinces
according to the specific coupling characteristics of China’s
carbon emission efficiency and industrial structure upgrading.
In addition, it presents an averaged scatter plot of the normal-
ized carbon emission efficiency and industrial structure up-
grade level of each province and classifies the provinces ac-
cording to the coordination level and the mean value of the
development level of all regions. The result is shown in Figs. 6
and 7.

The curve in Fig. 7 is the average development level of
each province during the inspection period. The two straight
lines with 45-degree line symmetry are the average coordina-
tion level of each province during the inspection period, and
thus, the coupling characteristics of the system of the “carbon
emission efficiency–industrial structure upgrading” in various
regions of China can be divided into the following four types:

Type A: coupling type with a high degree of development
and coordination. Such regions include Shanghai,
Tianjin, Zhejiang, Jiangsu, Fujian, and Chongqing, which
are mainly located in the coastal areas of China. With a
high degree of development and coordination of the car-
bon emission efficiency and industrial structure
upgrading, they are the benchmark areas for the develop-
ment of a low-carbon economy in China. Although the
coupling degree of Shanghai is higher than that of
Tianjin, its development degree is higher, while its

coordination degree is lower than that of Tianjin, as
depicted in Fig. 7.
Type B: coupling type with a high degree of development
and low degree of coordination. This coupling type can
be further divided into B1 and B2 subclasses. The former,
such as Yunnan province and Liaoning province, are low
in coordination due to the lag of carbon emission efficien-
cy, while the latter subclass, such as Beijing and
Guangdong province, are mainly caused by the lag of
industrial structure upgrading. These regions should take
more targeted measures to make up for their shortcom-
ings in low-carbon economic development.
Type C: coupling type with a low degree of development
and coordination. It can also be further divided into C1

and C2 subclasses. The former is caused mainly by lag-
ging carbon emission efficiency, while the latter is caused
mainly by lagging industrial structure upgrading. The re-
gions belonging to C1 include Guizhou, Qinghai, and
Shanxi, and the provinces belonging to C2 include
Henan and Guangxi, among others. These regions are
the “vulnerable areas” in the development of China’s
low-carbon economy, which also have great potential
and room for improvement in coupling degree.
Type D: coupling type with a low degree of development
and a high degree of coordination. This type includes 14
of China’s provinces, which represent the overall state of
the coupling relationship between China’s carbon emis-
sions and the efficiency of the industrial structure
upgrading. Typically, type D includes Sichuan, Anhui,
Jiangxi, the Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region,
Xinjiang, and other provinces. It shows that regional car-
bon efficiency measures and industrial structure

Fig. 6 Spatial pattern of coupling
degree between carbon efficiency
and upgrading industrial structure
in China
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upgrading systems are not well coordinated. The possible
causes of the above situation may be primarily due to the
interaction between regional carbon efficiency and the
upgrading of the industrial structure, which is likely to
happen in the type D situation, namely low-carbon effi-
ciency and low level of industrial structure upgrading,
therefore contribute to a higher level of coordination de-
gree and a low level of coordination. It also indicates that
the carbon emission efficiency and industrial structure
upgrading levels are low in many regions of China, so
measures are necessary to break such low-quality coordi-
nation. Second, these low-level coordination regions lack
the motivation to escape the “trap.” Perhaps, it is because
when these regions periodically break out of the low co-
ordination level, it may result in an inaccessible degree of
development and worsen the degree of coordination.

The coupling path between carbon emission efficiency and
industrial structure upgrading in various regions of China
Based on the analysis of the first and second part of the paper,
the government should adopt the strategy of path 1, as the degree
of solidification of China’s carbon emission efficiency is signif-
icantly greater than the upgrading of the industrial structure.

Specifically, the central government should focus on
supporting areas with long-term low carbon emission efficien-
cy in the type B1 and C1 regions, especially Guizhou,
Qinghai, and Shanxi provinces. The government should take

measures to improve the emission efficiency to further im-
prove the coordination level of the “carbon emission
efficiency–industrial structure upgrading” system in these re-
gions. In addition, since the improvement of carbon emission
efficiency can promote the improvement of the system devel-
opment level, the coupling promotion path of C1→A or
B1→A can be realized in these areas. This strategy has two
aspects: first, it can alleviate the solidification problem of car-
bon emission efficiency among regions help regions with a
low level of carbon emission efficiency avoid falling into
“low-level traps,” and realize a dynamic coordination devel-
opment of the carbon emission efficiency and industrial struc-
ture. Second, it can stimulate the provinces in the D type
regions, especially in Ningxia, Shaanxi, the Inner Mongolia
Autonomous Region, Jiangxi, Sichuan, and other provinces,
by urging them to change the state of coordination and im-
prove the coupling degree in steps and stages under the current
coordination situation. Specifically, they can take a D→
B1→A or D→C1→A path to boost their coupling by im-
proving the level of industrial structure, entering the type B1 or
type C1 classification, and then by obtaining government sup-
port and ultimately, becoming a type A region with higher
degrees of development and coordination.

In addition, provinces in other regions can also take
targeted measures to improve their coupling levels of carbon
emission efficiency and industrial structure upgrading accord-
ing to their own conditions. For example, the type B2 prov-
inces with high carbon emission efficiency and poor

carbon emission efficiency
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Fig. 7 The classification of
coupling types of carbon
efficiency and industrial structure
upgrading in different regions.
Abbreviation of the provinces:
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coordination should start by improving their industrial struc-
ture, so that they can become type A regions by improving the
quality of economic development and the degree of coordina-
tion between carbon emission efficiency and their industrial
structures.

Main conclusions and policy suggestions

This paper explores the coupling degree and coupling path of
carbon emission efficiency and industrial structure upgrading
in China. The super-efficiency SBM model was used to cal-
culate the carbon emission efficiency of 29 provinces in China
from 1997 to 2016, and the industrial structure level of each
province was calculated by the industrial structure layer index.
On this basis, we use the coupling degree model to analyze the
coupling degree of carbon emission efficiency and industrial
structure in each province, especially on the analysis of the
coupling type and specific coupling characteristics, and pro-
pose the coupling degree improvement path in the dynamic
coordination of industry. Through the research and analysis,
the following conclusions are drawn:

(1) China’s regional carbon emission efficiency is not high
in general and shows a downward trend. In the spatial
pattern, it is higher in the southwest and lower in the
northwest by Heihe-Tengchong Line. The spatial differ-
entiation of the level of industrial structure upgrading is
clear, and there is no gradient characteristic of carbon
emission efficiency. In terms of time, it is also different
from carbon emission efficiency with a rising trend.
Therefore, there is quite a difference between China’s
carbon emission efficiency and its industrial structure
upgrading over a period of time and in its spatial distri-
bution pattern.

(2) China’s carbon emission efficiency has a low degree of
coupling with industrial structure upgrading. Except for
Shanghai, Tianjin, Beijing, and those provinces with
high qualities and intermediate and primary coordinated
development, most of the provinces are in a state of dys-
regulation with light or mildly dysfunctional decline. In
addition, in terms of specific coupling characteristics,
nearly half of the provinces belong to the coupling type
D with lower development but higher coordination, ex-
cept for Shanghai, Tianjin, Zhejiang, Jiangsu, Fujian,
and Chongqing, which have high development and de-
gree of coordination. These regions should take mea-
sures to change the current situation of “low-level coor-
dination” and achieve an increased level in coupling.

(3) Nomatter what kind of discretization method is adopted,
the degree of carbon emission efficiency solidification
between regions in China is far greater than the
upgrading of industrial structure, and this difference

tends to increase with the accumulation of time. This
shows that, from a dynamic perspective, there is an ob-
vious disharmony between the carbon emission efficien-
cy and the upgrading of industrial structure between re-
gions. The former shows the characteristics of high- and
low-level solidification, while the latter has relatively
high mobility. In other words, with the change of time,
some “vulnerable regions” may perform better in indus-
trial structure upgrading and show a certain catch-up
trend, but these regions may face the problem of “low
efficiency trap” of carbon emissions. It can be seen that
the effect of national coordination on inter-regional in-
dustrial upgrading is obviously better than that of region-
al carbon emission efficiency.

Based on the research conclusions, the policy recommen-
dations are as follows:

(1) When improving the coupling degree of each prov-
ince, the central government should support the effi-
ciency of regions with long-term low carbon emission
efficiency, especially those regions (B1, C1) with low
coordination degree due to low carbon emission effi-
ciency. This cannot only improve the coupling degree
of the region but also have two aspects of benefits.
First, it can alleviate the problem of the solidification
of China’s regional carbon emission efficiency, espe-
cially the problem of “low efficiency trap”, and realize
the dynamic coordination between the carbon emis-
sion efficiency and industrial structure upgrading in
the region. Second, it can stimulate the regions with
the same low carbon emission efficiency but the low
industrial structure (D type regions) to take a step-by-
step and phased path to improve the coupling degree.

(2) According to the specific types of coupling characteris-
tics of the carbon emission efficiency and industrial
structure upgrading, specific improvement strategies
should be taken in different regions. For example, re-
gions with high carbon emission efficiency but low in-
dustrial structure level (C2) should attach importance to
the coordination degree of the two, and take unilateral
measures to improve the coupling degree.

Funding information The authors gratefully acknowledge the financial
supports by the project “Study on the Potential and Path of Industrial
Carbon Emission Reduction in Guangdong Province from the
Perspective of Equity and Efficiency Coordination” of The PhD Start-
up Fund of Natural Science Foundation of Guangdong Province, China,
under Grant numbers 2018A030310044.

Compliance with ethical standards

Conflict of interest The authors declare that they have no conflict of
interest.

Environ Sci Pollut Res (2020) 27:25149–2516225160



References

Akram R, Chen F, Khalid F, Ye Z, Majeed MT (2020) Heterogeneous
effects of energy efficiency and renewable energy on carbon emis-
sions: evidence from developing countries. J Clean Prod 247:
119122. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.119122

Ang BW (2005) The LMDI approach to decomposition analysis: a prac-
tical guide. Energy Policy 33(7):867–871. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
enpol.2003.10.010

Ang BW, Su B (2016) Carbon emission intensity in electricity produc-
tion: a global analysis. Energy Policy 94:56–63. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.enpol.2016.03.038

Atasoy BS (2017) Testing the environmental Kuznets curve hypothesis
across the US: Evidence from panel mean group estimators. Renew
Sust Energ Rev 77:731–747

Benjamin NI, Lin B (2020) Quantile analysis of carbon emissions in
China metallurgy industry. J Clean Prod 243:118534. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.118534

Chebbi HE (2010) Long and short–run linkages between economic
growth, energy consumption and CO2 emissions in Tunisia.
Middle East Dev J 2(1):139–158. https://doi.org/10.1142/
S1793812010000186

Chen J, Yuan H, Tian X, Zhang Y, Shi F (2019) What determines the
diversity of CO2 emission patterns in the Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei re-
gion of China?An analysis focusing on industrial structure change. J
Clean Prod 228:1088–1098

Chen Y, Zhao L (2019) Exploring the relation between the industrial
structure and the eco-environment based on an integrated approach:
A case study of Beijing, China. Ecological Indicators 103:83–93.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.04.001

Cui D, Chen X, Xue Y, Li R, Zeng W (2019) An integrated approach to
investigate the relationship of coupling coordination between social
economy and water environment on urban scale-a case study of
Kunming. J Environ Manag 234:189–199. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.jenvman.2018.12.091

Dogan E, Seker F (2016) Determinants of CO2 emissions in the European
Union: the role of renewable and non-renewable energy. Renew
Energ 94:429–439. https://doi.org/10.1080/00036846.2019.
1606410

DongK, Sun R, HochmanG (2017) Do natural gas and renewable energy
consumption lead to less CO2 emission? Empirical evidence from a
panel of BRICS countries. Energy 141:1466–1478. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.energy.2017.11.092

Dong K, Dong X, Jiang Q (2019) How renewable energy consumption
lower global CO2 emissions? Evidence from countries with differ-
ent income levels. World Econ. https://doi.org/10.1111/twec.12898

Du Q, Wu M, Xu Y, Lu X, Bai L, Yu M (2018) Club convergence and
spatial distribution dynamics of carbon intensity in China’s con-
struction industry. Nat Hazards 94(2):519–536. https://doi.org/10.
1007/s11069-018-3400-2

Feng K, Davis SJ, Sun L, Hubacek K (2015) Drivers of the US CO 2
emissions 1997–2013. Nat Commun 6:7714. https://doi.org/10.
1038/ncomms8714

Foxon TJ (2011) A coevolutionary framework for analysing a transition
to a sustainable low carbon economy. Ecol Econ 70(12). https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2011.07.014

Grossman, G. M., Krueger, A. B. (1991). Environmental impacts of a
North American free trade agreement (No. w3914). NBER

He J, Wang H (2012) Economic structure, development policy and envi-
ronmental quality: an empirical analysis of environmental Kuznets
curves with Chinese municipal data. Ecol Econ 76:49–59. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2012.01.014

Hu Y, Ren S, Wang Y, Chen X (2020) Can carbon emission trading
scheme achieve energy conservation and emission reduction?

Evidence from the industrial sector in China. Energ Econ 85:
104590. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2019.104590

Huang JB, Luo YM, Feng C (2019) An overview of carbon dioxide
emissions from China’s ferrous metal industry: 1991-2030. Resour
Policy 62:541–549. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2018.10.010

Li K, Lin B (2016) China's strategy for carbon intensity mitigation pledge
for 2020: evidence from a threshold cointegration model combined
with Monte-Carlo simulation methods. J Clean Prod 118:37–47.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.12.093

Li Y, Wang J, Liu Y, Long H (2014) Problem regions and regional prob-
lems of socioeconomic development in China: a perspective from
the coordinated development of industrialization, informatization,
urbanization and agricultural modernization. J Geogr Sci 24(6):
1115–1130. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11442-014-1142-y

Li Z, Sun L, Geng Y, Dong H, Ren J, Liu Z et al (2017) Examining
industrial structure changes and corresponding carbon emission re-
duction effect by combining input-output analysis and social net-
work analysis: a comparison study of China and Japan. J Clean Prod
162:61–70. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.05.200

Li Z, Shao S, Shi X, Sun Y, Zhang X (2019) Structural transformation of
manufacturing, natural resource dependence, and carbon emissions
reduction: evidence of a threshold effect from China. J Clean Prod
206:920–927. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.09.241

Liao X, Yang W, Wang Y, Song J (2019) Uncovering variations, deter-
minants, and disparities of multisector-level final energy use of in-
dustries across cities. Sustainability 11(6):1806. https://doi.org/10.
3390/su11061806

Lin B, Lei X (2015) Carbon emissions reduction in China’s food industry.
Energy Policy 86:483–492. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2015.07.
030

Lin PP, Li DF, Jiang BQ, Wei AP, Yu GF (2019) Regional input–output
multiple choice goal programming model and method for industry
structure optimization on energy conservation and GHG emission
reduction in China. Int J Comput Int Sys 12(2):1311–1322. https://
doi.org/10.2991/ijcis.d.191104.002

Liu L (2012) Environmental poverty, a decomposed environmental
Kuznets curve, and alternatives: sustainability lessons from China.
Ecol Econ 73:86–92. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2011.10.
025

Liu YD, Tang ZP, Xia Y, Han MY, Jiang SB (2019) Machine learning
identification and evolution of key impact factors of China's carbon
intensity. J Geogr 74(12):2592–2603

Lu J, Zhou HM (2013) Empirical analysis of coupling relationship be-
tween human capital and economic growth in Chinese provinces.
The Journal of Quantitative & Technical Economics 30(9):3–19

Mi ZF, Pan SY, Yu H, Wei YM (2015) Potential impacts of industrial
structure on energy consumption and CO2 emission: a case study of
Beijing. J Clean Prod 103:455–462. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jclepro.2014.06.011

Shao S, Liu J, Geng Y, Miao Z, Yang Y (2016) Uncovering driving
factors of carbon emissions from China’s mining sector. Appl
Energy 166:220–238. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2016.01.
047

Shao S, Yang Z, Yang L, Ma S (2019) Can China’s energy intensity
constraint policy promote Total factor energy efficiency? Evidence
from the industrial sector. Energy J 40(4):101–127. https://doi.org/
10.5547/01956574.40.4.ssha

Shi K, Yu B, Zhou Y, Chen Y, Yang C, Chen Z, Wu J (2019)
Spatiotemporal variations of CO2 emissions and their impact factors
in China: a comparative analysis between the provincial and prefec-
tural levels. Appl Energy 233:170–181. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
apenergy.2018.10.050

Song J, Yang W, Wang S, Wang X', Higano Y, Fang K (2018) Exploring
potential pathways towards fossil energy-related GHG emission
peak prior to 2030 for China: an integrated input-output simulation

Environ Sci Pollut Res (2020) 27:25149–25162 25161

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.119122
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2003.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2003.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2016.03.038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2016.03.038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.118534
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.118534
https://doi.org/10.1142/S1793812010000186
https://doi.org/10.1142/S1793812010000186
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2018.12.091
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2018.12.091
https://doi.org/10.1080/00036846.2019.1606410
https://doi.org/10.1080/00036846.2019.1606410
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2017.11.092
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2017.11.092
https://doi.org/10.1111/twec.12898
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-018-3400-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-018-3400-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms8714
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms8714
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2011.07.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2011.07.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2012.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2012.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2019.104590
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2018.10.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2015.12.093
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11442-014-1142-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.05.200
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.09.241
https://doi.org/10.3390/su11061806
https://doi.org/10.3390/su11061806
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2015.07.030
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2015.07.030
https://doi.org/10.2991/ijcis.�d.191104.002
https://doi.org/10.2991/ijcis.�d.191104.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2011.10.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2011.10.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2014.06.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2014.06.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2016.01.047
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2016.01.047
https://doi.org/10.5547/01956574.40.4.ssha
https://doi.org/10.5547/01956574.40.4.ssha
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2018.10.050
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2018.10.050


model. J Clean Prod 178:688–702. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.
2018.01.062

Su B, Ang BW (2015) Multiplicative decomposition of aggregate carbon
intensity change using input–output analysis. Appl Energy 154:13–
20. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2015.04.101

Tian X, Bai F, Jia J, Liu Y, Shi F (2019) Realizing low-carbon develop-
ment in a developing and industrializing region: Impacts of indus-
trial structure change on CO2 emissions in Southwest China. J
Environ Manage 233:728–738

Tone K (2001) A slacks-based measure of efficiency in data envelopment
analysis. Eur J Oper Res 130(3):498–509. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0377-2217(99)00407-5

Tone K (2002) A slacks-based measure of super-efficiency in data envel-
opment analysis. Eur J Oper Res 143(1):32–41. https://doi.org/10.
1016/S0377-2217(01)00324-1

Tone K (2003) Dealing with undesirable outputs in DEA:a slacks based
measure (SBM) approach. GRIPS Research Report Seires, 2003-
0005

Wang M, Feng C (2019) Impacts of oriented technologies and economic
factors on China’s industrial climate mitigation. J Clean Prod 233:
1016–1028. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.06.134

Wang Q, Zhao Z, Zhou P, Zhou D (2013) Energy efficiency and produc-
tion technology heterogeneity in China: a meta-frontier DEA ap-
proach. Econ Model 35:283–289. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
econmod.2013.07.017

Wang WJ, Xiang QF (2014) Adjustment of industrial structure and the
potential assessment of energy saving and carbon reduction. China
Idustrial Economics 1:44–56

Wang Z, Zhang B, Liu T (2016) Empirical analysis on the factors
influencing national and regional carbon intensity in China.
Renew Sust Energ Rev 55:34–42. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.
2015.10.077

Wang D, HeW, Shi R (2019a) How to achieve the dual-control targets of
China’s CO2 emission reduction in 2030? Future trends and pro-
spective decomposition. J Clean Prod 213:1251–1263. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.12.178

Wang Q, Mao Z, Xian L, Liang Z (2019b) A study on the coupling
coordination between tourism and the low-carbon city. Asi Pac J
Tour Res 24(6):550–562. https://doi.org/10.1080/10941665.2019.
1610002

Wen L, Shao H (2019) Influencing factors of the carbon dioxide emis-
sions in China's commercial department: A non-parametric additive
regression model. Sci Total Environ 668:1–12. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.scitotenv.2019.02.412

Wu Y, Xiong Y, Tian X, Liu Y, Shi F (2018) Decoding the carbonization
mode of the south coastal economic zone in China from the perspec-
tive of a dynamic industrial structure. J Clean Prod 199:518–528.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.07.139

Wu J, Luo J, Tang L (2019) Coupling relationship between urban expan-
sion and lake change—a case study of Wuhan. Water Water 11(6):
1215. https://doi.org/10.3390/w11061215

Xu M, Jiang Y (2015) Can the China’s industrial structure upgrading
narrow the gap between urban and rural consumption? The
Journal of Quantitative & Technical Economics 32(3):3–21

Yan D, Lei Y, Li L, Song W (2017) Carbon emission efficiency and
spatial clustering analyses in China’s thermal power industry: evi-
dence from the provincial level. J Clean Prod 156:518–527. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.04.063

Yang X, Li XP, Zhou DC (2015) Research on the difference and conver-
gence of carbon productivity in Chinese manufacturing. The Journal
of Quantitative & Technical Economics 32(12):3–20

YaoX, ZhouH, ZhangA, Li A (2015) Regional energy efficiency, carbon
emission performance and technology gaps in China: a meta-frontier
non-radial directional distance function analysis. Energy Policy 84:
142–154. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2015.05.001

Yao Y, Jiao J, Han X, Wang C (2019) Can constraint targets facilitate
industrial green production performance in China? Energy-saving
target vs emission-reduction target. J Clean Prod 209:862–875.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.10.274

Zhang YJ, Liu Z, Zhang H, Tan TD (2014) The impact of economic
growth, industrial structure and urbanization on carbon emission
intensity in China. Nat Hazards 73(2):579–595. https://doi.org/10.
1007/s11069-014-1091-x

Zhang L, Xiong L, Cheng B, Yu C (2018a) How does foreign trade
influence China’s carbon productivity? Based on panel spatial lag
model analysis. Struct Change Econ D 47:171–179. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.strueco.2018.08.008

Zhang J, Jiang H, Liu G, Zeng W (2018b) A study on the contribution of
industrial restructuring to reduction of carbon emissions in China
during the five five-year plan periods. J Clean Prod 176:629–635.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.12.133

Zhang P, Yuan H, Bai F, Tian X, Shi F (2018c) How do carbon dioxide
emissions respond to industrial structural transitions? Empirical re-
sults from the northeastern provinces of China. Struct Change Econ
D 47:145–154. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.strueco.2018.08.005

Zhang S, Li H, Zhang Q, Tian X, Shi F (2019a) Uncovering the impacts
of industrial transformation on low-carbon development in the
Yangtze River Delta. Resour Conserv Recy 150:104442. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2019.104442

Zhang C, Su B, Zhou K, Yang S (2019c) Decomposition analysis of
China’s CO2 emissions (2000–2016) and scenario analysis of its
carbon intensity targets in 2020 and 2030. Sci Total Environ 668:
432–442. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.02.406

Zhang H, Duan M, Deng Z (2019d) Have China’s pilot emissions trading
schemes promoted carbon emission reductions?–The evidence from
industrial sub-sectors at the provincial level. J Clean Prod 234:912–
924. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.06.247

Zhang K, Xue MM, Feng K, Liang QM (2019e) The economic effects of
carbon tax on China’s provinces. J Policy Model 41(4):784–802.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpolmod.2018.06.005

Zhang W, Li J, Li G, Guo S (2020) Emission reduction effect and carbon
market efficiency of carbon emissions trading policy in China.
Energy 196:117117. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2020.117117

Zhao R, Min N, Geng Y, He Y (2017) Allocation of carbon emissions
among industries/sectors: an emissions intensity reduction
constrained approach. J Clean Prod 142:3083–3094. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.10.159

Zheng J, Mi Z, Coffman DM, Milcheva S, Shan Y, Guan D, Wang S
(2019a) Regional development and carbon emissions in China.
Energ Econ 81:25–36. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2019.03.003

Zheng X, Wang R, He Q (2019b) A city-scale decomposition and
decoupling analysis of carbon dioxide emissions: a case study of
China. J Clean Prod 238:117824. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.
2019.117824

Zhou D, Zhou FN (2018) Inspection, measurement and interpretation of
Club convergence of water resources utilization efficiency in China:
2003-2015. J Nat Resour 33(7):1103–1115

Zhou C, Shi C,Wang S, Zhang G (2018) Estimation of eco-efficiency and
its influencing factors in Guangdong province based on super-SBM
and panel regression models. Ecol Indic 86:67–80. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.ecolind.2017.12.011

Zhou B, Zhang C, Song H et al (2019) How does emission trading reduce
China’s carbon intensity? An exploration using a decomposition and
difference-in-differences approach. Sci Total Environ 676:514–523.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.04.303

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdic-
tional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Environ Sci Pollut Res (2020) 27:25149–2516225162

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.01.062
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.01.062
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2015.04.101
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-2217(99)00407-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-2217(99)00407-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-2217(01)00324-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-2217(01)00324-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.06.134
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econmod.2013.07.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.econmod.2013.07.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.10.077
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.10.077
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.12.178
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.12.178
https://doi.org/10.1080/10941665.2019.1610002
https://doi.org/10.1080/10941665.2019.1610002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.02.412
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.02.412
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.07.139
https://doi.org/10.3390/w11061215
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.04.063
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.04.063
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2015.05.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.10.274
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-014-1091-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-014-1091-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.strueco.2018.08.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.strueco.2018.08.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.12.133
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.strueco.2018.08.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2019.104442
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resconrec.2019.104442
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.02.406
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.06.247
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jpolmod.2018.06.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2020.117117
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.10.159
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2016.10.159
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eneco.2019.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.117824
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.117824
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2017.12.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2017.12.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.04.303

	Research on coupling degree and coupling path between China’s carbon emission efficiency and industrial structure upgrading
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Literature review
	Methods and materials
	Coupling coordination model
	Coupled path approach
	The measurement of carbon emission efficiency, industrial structure upgrading, and curing degree
	Carbon emission efficiency measurement: super-efficiency SBM model with undesired output
	Industrial structure upgrade level measurement
	Regional cure degree measure: club convergence index

	Data description and source

	Results and discussion
	Coupling analysis of regional carbon emission efficiency and industrial structure upgrading in China
	Measurement of carbon emission efficiency and industrial upgrading level
	The coupling degree measurement of carbon emission efficiency and industrial structure upgrading

	Coupling path of regional carbon emission efficiency and industrial structure upgrading in China
	Analysis of dynamic coordination of regional carbon emission efficiency and industrial structure in China
	Coupling path between China’s carbon emission efficiency and industrial structure upgrading


	Main conclusions and policy suggestions
	References


