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Table 1  Tapio decoupling carbon emissions indicator
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Table 2 Various transportation of tourists turnover in Guilin

AN + km
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N
A4

K

i

Kiz HoAth
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2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012

1. 008 7
0.976 3
0.997 1
0.927 8
1.1329
1.274 1
1.388 0
1.583 6
2.742 17
2.958 9
3.2809
3.628 9
4.0332

0.926 6
0.896 8
0.9159
0.8522
1.040 6
1.170 3
1.274 9
1.454 6
2.5193
2.7179
3.0136
3.3333
3.704 6

0.708 4
0.685 6
0.700 2
0.651 5
0.795 6
0.894 8
0.974 7
1.112 1
1.926 1
2.077 9
2.3040
2.548 4
2.8323

0.1530 0.03638
0.1481 0.0357
0.1512 0.036 4
0.1407 0.0339
0.1718 0.041 4
0.1933 0.046 5
0.2105 0.0507
0.2402 0.057 8
0.416 0 0.1002
0.4488 0.108 1
0.4977 0.1198
0.5505 0.1325
0.6118 0.1473

2.8335
2.742 4
2.800 8
2.606 1
3.1823
3.579 1
3.898 8
4.448 2
7.704 3
8.3116
9.2159
10.193 6
11.329 2

Table 3

®3 EMIKEIEBRIERE

Tourism Transport carbon emissions

Mt

G

N

BRi%

Kig Al
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2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
2012

0.0133
0.012 9
0.013 2
0.012 2
0.0150
0.016 8
0.018 3
0.020 9
0.036 2
0.039 1
0.043 3
0.047 9
0.053 2

0.006 0
0.005 8
0.006 0
0.005 5
0.006 8
0.007 6
0.008 3
0.009 5
0.016 4
0.017 7
0.019 6
0.021 7
0.024 1

0.028 1
0.027 1
0.027 7
0.025 8
0.031 5
0.035 4
0.038 6
0.044 0
0.076 3
0.082 3
0.091 2
0.100 9
0.1122

0.001 6 0.000 2
0.001 6 0.0002
0.001 6 0.000 2
0.001 5 0.0002
0.001 8 0.000 3
0.0020 0.000 3
0.0022 0.000 3
0.0025 0.000 4
0.004 4 0.0007
0.004 8 0.0007
0.0053 0.00038
0.0058 0.0009
0.006 5 0.0010

0.049 3
0.047 7
0.048 7
0.0453
0.0553
0.062 2
0.067 8
0.077 3
0.133 9
0.144 5
0.160 2
0.177 2
0.196 9
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PRAE AW AR HE R 43. 2 ¢ CO,/M, S5 HEM
SEPR, AR SCHE TSR B R I iR 0 A A i HE
IR AT AE R

) 7 IR0 A 7 MUASE P iR U A A MRS A
ARy ER G BE I RAE K, % b AR A K
B (365 KX) BT, M 2000—2012 4R ik fif £
TR 4.

(Sl 5 ik 90 1 e e I X o &4 iR U £ 7
PreHER R 3 4 ks, RIEC (1) HHRAH
BRI e B HE T

M S F i, bR fi B OB AR 5 BT
#2000 AEH 0.070 4 Mt BE 3] 2012 4F 1
0.139 6 Mt, 7T 0.069 2 Mt, 4F#H8 K KH
5.87% . 7£ 2001—2003 4 i 1 1 Ak HE O K<
HATEE , 2004—2009 4F R BH, TRiFHE
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Table 4  Size of tourist accommodation

R RRRUK  EBHRELE%  RMURR T

M3 &, 2000—2012 443 AR i 22 38 i
Hefc i e AR 52 BT %, (h 2000 4F ¥ 0.049 3 Mt
FHE] 2012 4E (% 0.196 9 Mt, i HE ik & 3 i 1
0.147 6 Mt, AWK K 12.23% . K Fhaci@jy
KR HE B N AR E B/ WA F T,
2000—2003 AF- A e 7 52 38 itk HE A 38 4 ol 3 A
1, R 7 SRR SR R TE 2003 AR
P, XAFA I AR SR M H B0
DISEER . 2004—2006 4, BRI it Ak HE AL 3
KEBE TR, 7E 2007 4F-% Fh 3858 Jr s HE il i K
St B BT, 2008—2012 AR iR Ui 58
A3 Ak DR K B Bt o
2.1.2 HmakstEmaasar QO WiEiREE
FEfE AT RCHE R X, o 78 CREARG SR & G4
Se) AR R A 1 ol Y GE T A AR R B R

2000 13 612 59.09 28.634 6
2001 12 263 57.55 25.124 2
2002 14 247 60. 15 31.278 9
2003 15173 56. 14 31.091 1
2004 17 680 60. 62 39.1193
2005 20 109 60. 96 44.743 3
2006 21 044 61.03 46.877 5
2007 22 108 60. 96 49.191 2
2008 23 641 58.3 50.306 9
2009 22 152 60. 65 49.038 4
2010 23 105 62.12 52.387 8
2011 23 958 62.95 55.047 7
2012 24 668 63.05 56.769 1

®5 HEMKEFEERIRE

Table 5 Tourist accommodation carbon emissions

A0y ARHE R/ M A0y RRHE R/ M
2000 0.070 4 2007 0.1210
2001 0.061 8 2008 0.1237
2002 0.076 9 2009 0.120 6
2003 0.076 5 2010 0.128 8
2004 0. 096 2 2011 0.135 4
2005 0.1100 2012 0.139 6
2006 0.115 3
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TEr R HE 3G S 2 7 018, 2009 AF AT BT T B 7E
2010—2012 4Fjife it A 1 e HEBCG  Fpsmple, 2%
F34 R, 2012 A E MR I 52 T Ak HE L 2 Tk
U A A HE R

2.1.3 BEMokmEsaResE O WEKIK
VTG Bl B B HE IR X o R i e i A 1 A R
B w2, RChERIEG T AE %) R i B Y
MG, FFE AR BRIEL, # 2 H AR 3 iR

Qe A5 T 7 1% SRR P AR A (b IR U
GEITAFSE) B R IO AF 03 P25 i T 35 30 Fg A
(£7).

O & R G Shi e . 255k 6 K&k
s, ARIE (1) TS MR i Ak A
(%38),

R6 HEMBRFENRLKHNE

WeiE A /\j\j WU R ’ﬁ( . E‘T AN Table 6  Tourism activities per unit of carbon emissions
e BT SOEIU ., Becken % 1) i
IR R 280 16 sh R FE A e . R R R
KAt RSB T B, Heg g MR S e TR
S5 R IR 4 RO B (R (6). Lzowm o ® = 7 7
RT7T EMFIRIEE AR
Table 7 Size of tourism activities DN
ARGy WG ER YNGR Ri55 22 TRV R 757 oA
2000 376.677 7 146.432 2 145. 468 9 209.051 3 62.619 1 23.1209
2001 358.273 1 258.360 3 90. 829 8 260. 378 8 11.101 4 30.276 6
2002 276.141 6 300. 249 2 21.916 0 324.356 8 59.173 2 113.963 2
2003 367.344 7 252.015 6 27.3373 181.963 8 10.2515 15.377 2
2004 348.989 0 301.197 5 31.120 0 316.757 6 34.454 3 78.911 5
2005 336.217 3 267.527 8 34.947 3 518.184 4 19.281 3 28.9219
2006 389.343 5 151. 188 4 88.304 7 575.318 5 84.290 9 49.504 2
2007 532.662 7 341.332 7 119.389 9 471.437 1 35.204 7 30.612 8
2008 453.905 1 300.976 5 274. 946 1 431.128 5 71.583 6 42.299 4
2009 537.563 1 435.258 7 65.102 8 667.768 7 20.460 9 135.785 8
2010 739.339 9 559.056 0 223.205 7 639.419 2 17.822 0 46.510 3
2011 848. 100 1 640.794 7 437. 174 7 758.938 8 34.109 1 69. 056 1
2012 1 053.287 7 382.623 4 458.874 3 1 226.496 1 94.584 4 76.798 1
®8 HEMBIRIEENHRHANE
Table 8 Tourism activity carbon emissions Mt
DY WO 5 PR PR BE AR Rig5ih2 PRAEVIK TR IR HAb i H Bt
2000 0.001 57 0.002 45 0.001 14 0.001 24 0.001 05 0. 000 04 0.007 48
2001 0.001 49 0.004 31 0.000 71 0.001 54 0.000 19 0. 000 05 0. 008 30
2002 0.001 15 0. 005 01 0.000 17 0.001 92 0. 000 99 0. 000 20 0.009 44
2003 0.001 53 0.004 21 0. 000 21 0.001 08 0.000 17 0. 000 03 0.007 23
2004 0.001 46 0.005 03 0. 000 24 0.001 87 0. 000 58 0.000 14 0.009 31
2005 0.001 40 0.004 47 0. 000 27 0. 003 06 0. 000 32 0. 000 05 0. 009 58
2006 0.001 62 0.002 52 0. 000 69 0.003 40 0.001 41 0. 000 09 0. 009 74
2007 0.002 22 0. 005 70 0. 000 94 0.002 79 0. 000 59 0. 000 05 0.012 29
2008 0.001 89 0. 005 03 0.002 16 0.002 55 0.001 20 0. 000 07 0.012 90
2009 0.002 24 0.007 27 0.000 51 0.003 95 0. 000 34 0. 000 23 0.014 54
2010 0.003 08 0.009 34 0.001 75 0.003 78 0. 000 30 0. 000 08 0.018 33
2011 0.003 54 0.010 70 0.003 44 0.004 49 0. 000 57 0.000 12 0.022 85
2012 0.004 39 0. 006 39 0.003 61 0.007 25 0.001 58 0.000 13 0.023 35
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FEMOIRF 16 Sk HE O /& B2 b s (%
8), i 2000 4F (¥ 0.007 48 Mt I J} F| 2012 4F
0.023 35 Mt, H&17T 0.015 87 Mt, 4EMHKE R
9.95% , 2000—2002 4F:FE Rl ¥ife 1 2l Ak HF 5 % AF
W% A 2003 4E A BT R R, S 0.007 23 M,
2004—2006 44 Bk 17 1 20 itk HE S 2 G,
(G ZENE , 2007 AEFF 4G, AEARIR I 15 2 fHE ik
T B, FE 2008 AERS A IR . REARAY SRR
IRWEE S, WOGHRHE . 55 th 22 MRV K1
feHERCE AR L 5 BT, RN R . (@RI 5%

AN AT F R W R HE R AP AN 5, H R HE ik
#2000 4,
2.1.4 HukHLIEBIEXSHEL WIEHE3.

5 [k 8 RO TiE b 4% 35 BT SR Y
HECE R, AT DA SR AR AR T ol ro) Bl HE L
(£9).

RO EEMHRE AL BRHE L B 2R N BIRIERRHE L E
Table 9 Tourism carbon emissions and per capita

carbon emissions

T ik
wy S wEnd || e SO s
- A (- A7)

2000 0.127 1 0.013 2 2007  0.2106 0.013 8
2001 0.117 8 0.011 7 2008  0.270 5 0.016 6
2002 0.1350 0.0123 2009  0.279 6 0.0150
2003 0.1290 0.015 1 2010  0.307 3 0.013 7
2004 0.160 8 0.014 5 2011 0.335 4 0.012 0
2005 0.1818 0.015 1 2012 0.3599 0.010 9
2006 0.192 8 0.014 4

E U ST R S I ORI W <K NS

9), 12000 4£0. 127 1 Mt | F+%12012 4E[5 0. 359 9
Mt, B T 0.232 8 M, 4F ¥ K &% 9.06% .
2000—2003 4F 4F 14 K 2y 0. 5% , 2004—2007
FEAE I K 2 9. 4% , 2008—2012 4F 4F M4 14 K-
$EM%,TEE%MEMFFMW%ﬂ%HM
SR R o {EURR RO B4 T T e o e A 4k
FRRE&HA, h 2000 4749 0.013 2 v/ N R 2|
2012 4Ef50.010 9 /A, FH&T 0.002 3 /A, H
MO B il U7 B HE B0 AE 2001 4E 4 BF R M S, AE
2002, 2004 12007 4E H B |- FHEE47, 2008—2012
AEREMON SR i HE O BRI
M1 F e 2008 4FLAFT, FEMOIR UE 4 1 ik
HE % (A 5 T i Ui 22 38 e HE il 2008 4E DL,

AR 0 5 A B HIF S 88 AR T i Ui 5 e ok
i . 2012 4, REARIR IF S AR HERR . R i 1 fig
ROV 98 1% 0 1 A oy MR e ol Al A
) ELB 43 )k 54.72% | 38.79% F1°6.49% |

0.4000F —¢ MR BRADK

L= GRS SRR
03000k —o HEMERSEBHE
|~ JRWETE S BRHE

0.2000f

Wtk / Mt

0.1000

01“““ 2O A% A0 g g 0 AT g 0 ARNY ARV
Fy
2000—2012 FE iR RHEM A BEa T

Tourism carbon emissions trend in 2000 —2012

1
Fig. 1

2.2 REMRIRIE AL RRHER S RN ST G K R B AR
RIS HT

R (3), AT AR AR el A HE ik 5
TRIFL TR R, FR 10 AT LIE t, FEMKR
eV B HIE -5 R Ui 28 5 7F 2000 — 2001 4F-4b F 558 5
BRRAS, R AR HE B R -7.43% , I T
AbF 3G IR A, TR I A A U] 3 K
1.68% , MIEM K, J& F 5 oA R E; 2001
-2002 AEAL T4 sk M B R A, i i e HE Tk
KR K 14.79% , 8 T hi I A 1 1S KR
7.54% ; 2002 - 2003 4F 2 55 7 LA R A, iR i I
T B R R 0 A HE T B B, IX A
T 2003 4“8 e 58 kT BR iR Ui 0 2l 0

F10  FEMIRIFALRRHEE S MR L5 R ATE IR 7
Table 10 Tourism carbon emissions and tourism

economic decoupling index analysis

RNy ALgy /Ly, AL/L, (Lo L) B
2000 -2001 -0.0743  0.016 8 -4.422 6 SHR 8 )
2001 -2002  0.147 9 0.075 4 1.9615 47k miey
2002 -2003 -0.0448 -0.3039  0.147 4 CERIR)
2003 -2004  0.248 4 0. 460 2 0.539 8 BE) i)
2004 2005  0.131 4 0.155 8 0.8434  HWR#EE
2005 —2006  0.061 1 0.186 3 0.328 0 3 L4
2006 —2007  0.093 1 0.243 9 0.3817 i
2007 —2008  0.286 8 0.172 5 1.662 6 4okl
2008 —2009  0.034 0 0.2659 0.1279 i
2009 —2010  0.100 2 0.326 0 0.307 4 i
2010 -2011  0.092 5 0.297 3 0.311 1 CR) k)
2011 -2012  0.073 7 0.268 1 0.274 9 CE) k)
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75 2004—2007 A=A T b B3¢ HE B -5 R 90 228
B HEAS T 55 L RARAS | RSO A T g AR D Bk
HEBCHE 5 2007 - 2008 4F40 T4 5Kk VEBLAAARZS, Bl
Jie e b A HE 0 3 28. 68 % 1y T R W ol LA K
17.25% , iXJEH T 2008 4R % S ahfabl, s T
BTl BT, 45 & T bR 2009—2012 4F
AT T s e HIF I R 17 0 ST A AR T 355 T A IR
RIEE MR T Ml 28357 A RN, 11y LR T AT A K T
R fe TR R HR RIS 1<, (HEMAR A Al B HE
TEAS AW, R ek SR 7 Al B HERR 5 i i 22 D
Ab A 58 B A4 IR S A9 BAECIR Do E B 20 A Y 12 45
], S9EIRAS oA 58.33% , ik ML AIRAS
i H 16.67% , 55 G EAARZS A K 42 05 Lo by
4 8.33% .
3 e

(1) FEBR IR b By HE A W38, i 5 22 i
BRHFRL A b de Ko 78 2000—2012 4F, FEARR 7L
BRHETBCS B Y A 2 38 R 9. 06% o AR U7 58
A R AR Bl 13 AR Y BRI AR Y
WA R 12.23% | 5.87% F19.95% , Hr, Jikiif
SCEBRHRTA o i T Ml BB B Y FUEE [ 2008 4
VIAFFEEEZ o ik liF 1 2008 4F LI 1 B 5k
%, (B3R BTt RIS ShRRHEL 13 45 4R
PR EARE R, B ETHE S BRI
b I I 3 T AV i i Sl Y i HE TR, TR B
AN 228 AR T A A FIUBR T 1 Sl B BRI o

(2) HEEARN SR 0 g HIF TR 355 T g b Bk
T H Z (A A7 15 25 5% . 2000—2007 4 A $jik
WERRHECAE (LR AN RRE , BRI b BB A 0 o8 {4
ETHn; 2008—2012 45 AR RS b 5 %
AERRAE S, AR A7 b 5k HF AL e 3 2 T A 4
JinaH,  BIVEE AR 7 Ml Bk HE S N SRR A 5
AP R RS U WA MG T b BB A A 4
S TR REPA R LR Rl B, 3 B AR
IV A1 B MR AR R A e T

(3) AR e BB HF I 5 M i 5 28 B 1] )
i 5 28 LA 55 Bt #4 06 22 O o 7E 2000—2012 4
Hh, R LD A HIE T R 9 2 14 5 M G AR o
T 58.33% , HH L) 2003 - 2004 4755 1 44 5% R B
5, B RECH 0.539 8, FEHMRIA L Z B IA
PREFRFEF RS AT D0, R0 o Ak HE Tk 12 o

AREEIE 2, REAOR U Ml e HE L e AR e 2 T )
Ji sk 5 2R TS AR LA S e R AR 25 O 32, B ad il o
Bhr A BRAR 1Y BE D HEFE 1 A BE 52 B M 2 2 18] 9 53
IR o

4 XFREEIN

(1) $EERe l me A A%, A HE AR
TFRE IR AT P45 1 o Ak R A e Vi 2 38 R 30 1 i i
HERATER 2 i e b itk HE I A S Bk, U Bk
HEBC AN L A HE O 93. 51% o Tkl fie
TS FE 25460 R T 2% 85 440 1) ] 5 BB 6% [ A0 e i ol e
HEf s B o N A BURF . AF SR I Ak aE o G
VB, MRS IAE N AN B ae i 0y 1 B2, 3 i an
KFHAE. /KAE. A= ¥ AE 555 0 A R i £ A bb 41
PRI 1l ) 1) o R AR A R UR AN, 5] AR HE
T A T, AR DA e il HE I 1) A A
RGN € I R ] o (A = N = R 7
HEAC A R, DL S BRI i ol Bl HE TS i i 42
Gr AR R .

(2) Gl e % iR i =X, iR L ik
HOcE 2, ik SRR iEG s 2 548, Wiem
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Preliminary estimation of carbon emission and analysis of
decoupling relationship in Guilin tourism

YANG Sha-sha'*, QIU Xue-chen’, ZHANG Xiao-jun®
(1. Law School, Zhongnan University of Economics and Law, Wuhan 430074 , China; 2. Research Center of Tourism Ur-
banization and Regional Sustainable Development, Guilin Institute of Tourism, Guilin 541006, China; 3. School of Eco-
nomics and Management, Guangxi Normal University, Guilin, 541004, China; 4. College of Humanities and Social Sci-
ences, Guilin University of Technology, Guilin 541004, China)

Abstract; The study of tourism carbon emissions is important in healthy and sustainable development of
tourism. By building tourism carbon emission estimation model, Guilin tourism carbon emission is evalualed,
and the decoupling relationship between tourism carbon emission and tourism economy analyzed. It is found that
from 2000 to 2012, Guilin tourism carbon emissions is on the rise, the tourism per capita carbon emission trend
is different from the tourism carbon emissions trend. The decoupling relationship between carbon emissions in
tourism sector and tourism economy is mainly a weak decoupling. Accordingly, some effective policies are put
forward for a strong decoupling relationshi pbetween carbon emissions in tourism sector and tourism economy,
by changing the energy consumption structure, strengthening the tourism carbon emission management, and en-
forcing low-carbon technologies.

Key words: tourism; carbon emissions; tourism economy; decoupling relationship; Guilin



