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The Induced¥ffect of the Urbanization

on Oil Terminal Consumption Intensity

Based on An Empirical Analysis of the Kuznets Curve

Sun Wei liu Yang

( Center for Quantitative Economics Jilin University Changchun 130022 China)

Abstract: Oil Terminal Consumption Kuznets Curve is often employed to depict the common relationship between
oil terminal consumption efficiency and regional economic development level while the change of industrial
structure and urban-rural population structure will cause a regulating effect on the relation mentioned above. So
discussing these two important influencing factors has an important policy implication. The empirical results prove
the existence of the Kuznets Curve of the intensity of terminal oil consumption in different regions as well as the
regional difference because of various stages of economic growth. It also shows that the change of the economic
structure and the urban—rural population structure has significant impact on the oil consumption intensity and
that this change has a different influence on the Kuznets Curve of the intensity of terminal oil consumption in dif-
ferent regions.
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