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Abstract

Based on the existing research of scholars at home and abroad, it has inseparable relationship
between carbon market and petroleum market. This article is explored the interaction mechanism
of carbon trading market and crude oil market in China. According to the market transaction price
of crude market in China and transaction value of carbon trading pilots in Beijing to set up VAR
model, impulse response function and variance decomposition, and use quantitative analysis me-
thods to explain the interaction mechanism. Here is the conclusion from VAR that there’s a time
lag of carbon trading price and oil trading price index, which influences each other, but just a little.
The carbon trading market is in the early stage in China, it needs more positive policy to stimulate
the market to be active.
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1. 5|15
1.1. AREE

D R BRREVR KR, 2035t A fe LA B O R 25 R o, T TR 5 IE DUIRBR 28 5% & R IR 58 (R 971
PG R S, T EAER R ARG P A T AR, TEiR 2 I BrIL A B PR E, A FRAR
BRZDF DA ORI T . AL GEHCEE T BUSAT 9 BEIRHEIN ¥ ) 0B R, T I LR s R R S
TR B AR AR, BRI B E AL, 1992 4 5 HBG E AR 7 (5%
B EARARHEZE A L)) BUE A | BIE S 20K 2000 4R % UAHE T 2] 1990 42/K-F. 1997
F 12 A HARGCEE R CREBCGES) » R UAHE AT E R . CGUEBCGER) 28 17 &€ T
BRAETAE 5, BVBRAE 1 5K 2 T8 A SRS R B A LA o R HEIROSE 5 4k R A2 LA B BT, I
RSB R 2 iR B AR S [1]. 2010 Erp b rb e de (H REFFAHE & R R 2R + A I Y
W) 16 B AR Sy i . BESOR SR M IA L R,  WIRDR IR D T R
G, SUMNSCRAA FAFRIHIX . AT WARRBRHBE 5. 2010 4 9 H 30 H, LAARIIESONE X
AR RT3, 2RI N RBUGALHE, IR B iar. 2011 4 FR4E, EZR &
SEEIERT. Big. REL HEIR. TR WL BRHEBCE %, B e R 1 .

12. ARBHUEFE

HAr, RIS, Al e m s KA R 2R . S8 T RRAN A% RO A S AN b (1 A L5
MoER, HAICARZS. HENAMTTI LR Sem &A= 20 BN G5 % . b6
TR R JEFERBALE 1 e, ARG A MR R 2. Fik, ASURIERGL, X E RT3
A G I A& AT T 358 5 ks 1028 AR AT TFE 04T, RO A 5 T 04 i T 3 (1 7 SR AR Bl 6 40 ke
Y S0 F B . AR SCWAC#E 2016 4E 5 H 6 H & 2017 4F 4 H 28 H 3t 256 MNH EREA, EUIL TR S
BRI AN AR T AL, M VAR BERY, A 78 B N B T35 28 2y A FA i T 358 Gy IS B A R &R o
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2. FRSHLIA
2.1 BREZGHAEN

BRARTBAAE 5y AR 25 E B SL B CoUafiuGE 1) AR RO RIS T, A [ b s q7 — 4k
BRHEBCREZ A M RN, SRVFEEEAT A 5o BREC 5 AE 5 3 A8 5y EAR AN SE OB HE TR 2R —
A HER T T U A, AT DU TR BB B, R A ol
H 7 TR A5 B R BUR 13K, PRIEAT BLSE NS A B HETBOF T BRI, SEEL T I S (2]

22. MG HIHSAMTT

ARSI R RS, e B SRR LK A A REIRE 2 LRI LIOR (v RETBUR A AR 3
2014 EIR[E — UCREPRTH 9 L B 42.6 ACMEFRAERE, RO FEER — REVRIH ORI [3]. AR TR
REVRIH P B REIEN 2R 45 Loy AL S BTG E RIS 77, MR g™ IR [ A A BT i, B[ ZESLAT I
R FEIBREIR A A B, HEShREIREL R . DAL, BRAC 5 LAIEHIBRHEEON H K, A8 5 i 20 BEYR
TR B 53— 7T, RN, R AR ETT, W REIRTTIA A 5, SR RETR
A5 0 0t i R — AR HE IR (34 o T A S BRI R 58 5 % R 17 373 58 By I st o
A T A o

3. XHERERiR

B G416 TR AR T 3% 5 REDRAN % (1 6 R AT ST 70 . IR EUER I SA%AE 2 BT B T 3558 55 s
N WM REVR AE 55 BT SR AL 004 T A 5 HE AT D B R R AT, S5 SRRI,  RRVRANAR 5 58 — B Be it 2
W 2 RO RELES, 111558 B BOBRIA TR b 2 MAZAE KO0 R, BRIRN AR AR A0 2 HE B 28 — B Bk
WA E LR R . BREG AR [5]5R F P B A 50 28 58 1 AT A A X B HE SO B, DA AR R BRI
SO, RIAEAS AT FEAERRIR T S, A A R B HE R s e Sy £, B T 3 76 S o] B AR BRI T 3 DR HE R
BABWAIEH. FHEB6]HA 1 1980 % 2010 FFrhELF K. eyl 2 Sk KIS . )
B EARR R LR HERGE REHATK. REIRH R S MAE K< R . BRI
()45 9% B 2 e 2] GDP At HE i e B Bh A S o At AN (7107 7 1R Bbe R S A M I P A vl
s 5 BB ISR R A BRI G R, A3 T Bt =2 B S i A A BB R SR TR, i A Ay
BRI, AE CRESUUE ) 55— AR A BIAN 13 o0t 3 Re YR A A% 5 3 B e e 1 2510

AR O B SCR SRR v LUK I, 4G 06 T B WA A 5 T A ks B s oo o B BB A2 5 T 3 A4 Wl
B, ZBORREBR,  Ho E R RRIEAS B ks 52 [ PR e U5 A2 2 i i i i s, DR B Vsl
S Xt E W ARAS 5 T TR b B R . DRI AR S DLE B AE 5 T A it S0t G, S aons [ 9 R ik Tl
WAk AT 8 = HT

4. VAR 1REIp0IE 038 5 50iE 4T
4.1. EBPHER

) & H [H A8 (VAR) 2 I 8] 7 40 o 5 AR (AR) A, fE R bl — WA BIEA R G T
JIT A P9 AE AR B R B R BOR M ISR, SR IR AE [ — MREAHIE A n (KA A2 AR BT DA el T
FEMLNERE . ASCTFEVA) VAR BRI RS A WAEARR, 73RS 13558 5 i (carbon)
AT G i (crude), MY RIEEE VAR BTN TUHTR o
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carbon, _(“ . a,,a,, | carbon,_, N b,b, \( carbon,_, [ 1)
crude, c, 8,8, )\ crude,, b,.b,, J\ crude,_, Ex
4.2. BIMEWS BIURELE

A SCUHE 2016 45 H 6 H % 2017 4 4 A 28 H 4t 256 A H FEREAS, A8 & AL 5T 38 5 i AE 1 i (carbon)
A RS (crude) . Frp, BRAZ 55 BAE A B SRR T8 k ZeIssli, i A Fia R IR T 5L 61 BE IR,
RIS STATA fl EVIEWS.

Xof JER G 5 A OS5 A B AN B B L 5 T ZE R A, KR BT PR AR IR

R4E DF KSRl A1, BRAE 5 A PR 51, A il A& R B fesd i S AR AR B, D T o
VAR B8, TBEXNAPRIFIHATZS . ZE, —WESRERFINER T FRRES. mER RN
AR IS 45 SR Ak 1.

4.3. VAR =8 EM

AR A S AE B VAR BB S 8. STATA SR T VAR SEB K FIE B eI, Jdh s Ry
LR LMREL LS AIC, SIC A5 EHEN. kT VAR BALER 45 R an#k 2.

MR EAEN, LR Rl AIC SCRFG 3 Moy i mBr 8, 1 SIC Sonifi e 1 B s i 5 B4
DRIt T PR I 17 00 20 S0 EAT VAR BT VAR BOFAatt, ilid VAR P PER I AT VAR 15
RIMG T2 R PR R0 AR A e A AU AR T

4.4, VAR #ER G5 FRMHR0E

44.1. HE—ME VAR #ERET 5RE

XT3 JE — B VAR R R 2 e dn 2 3,

Hr, VAR AR AE SN AIC = —11.19995, Jifi FL7KAEN SC = —11.11639. VAR A f)-FFatk
e as i 1 pTR.

4.42. WEZHME VAR BRI 5H1

X T JE =B VAR R R E R 4.

Hb, VAR SR RIE SN AIC = —11.28419, i FLZHEN] SC = —11.08812. VAR HiR! -V fats
IS 2 frs .

P UG AT UL 5 =B VAR RS R B AR AR AE BT B P, RSP Re, HIAN R B 1, RIA
SRR G =M VAR BB SO % PRI n] DU VAR RS0 3% 5,

4.5. Bkhnm R oR ¥ 434

S STk 5 bR B ) 4 R AN B 3 TR

AR Rk o e 2 ) B 1 P AT B S 15, BREC S A (KRR xS I iR K, 2 SR IE T
GOV EH 11 R R S Ao /a7 00 sl 1] S A VAS T SO PR /a7 )5l g s r e o
B £IUNMEIE RS, )R BT, ZB#iEa T RRE . 2B 5 A g g il A i R B e R
—ANRALIE A, AR IR B R A/ NIE BT, FEEE IR ILRCOK, iR BT TR

AR K e N 25 R R ABRAIE,  BRSE Sy A A il 0 RS AR B AR EL RS R A AE 1K) LR RS X 5
FAAEIE A, AESZN B R I TR AN BREE 5 O RO A A A PR RO AL R B R R 2 kA, T
AR R B F OSBRSS Ak IR E R AE P A A B R



REYE, B

Table 1. Result of unit root test of series
%= 1. AR BRGNS R

TR DF 56 t Giit & P{E RETPRR
Incarbon -8.773 0.0000 TR
Incrude —0.509 0.8903 NFfa
dincrude —-14.801 0.0000 Fra
Table 2. Information criterion of VAR model
%2 2. VAR EMBIE2HEN
Lag LR AlIC SC
0 -10.8878 —-10.8597
1 89.149 -11.2111 -11.1268
2 14.95 —11.2388 —11.0983
3 17.349 -11.276 —-11.0794
4 6.7448 -11.271 —-11.0182
Table 3. Significance level of VAR model lag (1)
5% 3. WE—MH VAR ERIp B4
FfE F4iit&E P18
Incarbon, 54.18783 0.0000
dincrude; 1.485383 0.2284
Table 4. Significance level of VAR model lag (3)
4. HE=MH VAR BRI B4
FfE F4iitiE P18
Incarbon, 18.32337 0.0000
dincrude, 4.991235 0.0001
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Figure 1. Result of unit root test of VAR lag (1)
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Figure 2. Result of unit root test of VAR lag (3)
E 2. FFRE=M VAR MR ARG IEEER
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Figure 3. Impulse response of VAR
[& 3. VAR Bk Bz 4%
Table 5. Estimated result of VAR model
2 5. VAR fRBIE 4R
Wi el Incarbon;; Incarbony-, Incarbony_3 dincrude4 dincrude,» dincrude;s
Incarbon, 1.894054 0.5499424 —0.0476658 0.0174684 0.7581465 1.539368 —0.6601306
dincrude, —0.0805471 -0.0011377 0.0021024 0.0195127 0.0004146 0.1160247 0.1518769




REYE, B

46. HED#

T ZE R, AT DA AR R A R I H AR AR SR AN (R iR AR, AT S RS AR A B
HLh T 7E VAR F 45 Hh HOAH X B8 24

4.6.1. BEEBIERIZ S RIZN I E ST

AT 5 RS A% (K17 Z2 Dk N 22 6 P

WRE 7 Z2 TR G R AT LA, BRAC 5y RS AS AE 28— IR 52 B B sh g, 55 —WTan S L Ak
IR R R W T 22 vk AESRDUIY], TR 5y SO 52 F B MR ) 7 22 TR IR FF(E 97% /247, i
IR B AR IR R KR 3% /2 4

4.6.2. ELEXNAHNBEBTULRNSETTE

AN AR ECE AR (077 22 DTk as a0 E 7 Fios

AN AR R BRI — I B & 99.9% 52 . MEE HAFFR, B35 S A& IS I 4h
B, RERFFE T% A

T T RIS R T LR, WS 5 AS A B AR I AN A% i EO A A0 2 52 B R AR S L
K A E MR BARAAAE, AR 10%. et BERE, nl UG 99 & 3 5 B 2 1
W 2 = A R A e, H DG T AR R LR AN KSR R, mf LARSE NP s 36—, A T #57 VAR BifY,
S FACF R P 50 75 AT 20, I T4 T35 5 i A8 N A T I B PR3 AR AL . T AR b
Xof B T 37 A A FR R M e 58 AN B A AR B e B & . 25—, T EIEA TR B RS B, 1R R
GURIBCHEBOR E b A 2 B IR S A& S e U EAT AR P AR TR TR Bl . BRI AC 5 T 4 B A AR KB 43 (1)
SIS T BOR, i SRR — N RGN AL 5T, IR BN A& A8 40 A B (1) B
PEAS KB 5 o

Table 6. The variance decomposition of carbon trading transaction price
6. MR B MIBNHETRRER

Step impulse = Incarbon impulse = dIncrude

0 0 0

1 1 0

2 0.996183 0.003817
3 0.972741 0.027259
4 0.971761 0.028239
5 0.97061 0.02939
6 0.969563 0.030437
7 0.969292 0.030708
8 0.96899 0.03101
9 0.968872 0.031128
10 0.968814 0.031186
11 0.968774 0.031226
12 0.968756 0.031244
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Table 7. The variance decomposition of change rate of gasoline price index

= 7ORMNMBIEREURNFEDRER

Step impulse = Incarbon impulse = dIncrude

0 0 0

1 0.000926 0.999074
2 0.001076 0.998924
3 0.001212 0.998788
4 0.042998 0.957002
5 0.055203 0.944797
6 0.060456 0.939544
7 0.065001 0.934999
8 0.066789 0.933211
9 0.068029 0.931971
10 0.06869 0.93131
11 0.069004 0.930996
12 0.069196 0.930804

5. GRS

AN BT R, WA SN I LR R . A S 2= R T B Ttk
GV REIE T 370 0 2 X AL 5 7 s o A SRR IR 173758 5 ks IR AL S TS 5 s i« AR g
T2 G ks B I R SR B AR &, LR E BRI . MRS VAR B SL A6 0F, b
WAREUE—Br 20y, BT S 0% A R R LRI VAR B, RIS B AENIAT VAR &
BEASR CL P RAER SR, € VAR B LU G — I T SO iR tE o 2 b AT kv 32 o £ 3 # LA 5
ZOpfE. AR UL o, BRI AT RS S RER o F SR, TR I () RS, A A% R
B XITRAZ 5y AN RS ISR H G N . 56 =, i RR B LR 2 B BB, TS 51 A
SR IR AEAE, YERF(E T% /A

I 3 SR 3T ) 45 SR AT LS S5 R IS B0 SE 5 T 3 5 A0 A 5 T R L T o 5, ESON TR
e, HE T — RIMRRHEATE BN H5R ] {4 BEUEIT R M BB, RIS Rl i, 4ol
AR BRI B G REIRE AR N, BRI B BERHE I A TR B, DAUXEE. K
FH BEAN A B BE 5508 3 2 B AT FEAE BEIR T 7 90 A B R R R AR, IR SE I REIR T 32 0508 4k T 32
SHAL, BRI R A RAAR T E S i SR T R i 2 —, TR RN
Mgk TR Jbat. S il P4, HAL IR X i H BAAARIR S,
KA [ [ A 2 58 5 VR A A E I S 13, % B AR T3 00 5E ML R e e e A
A1, AR BR T3 52 BRSO . RLAS S e 2 2 T B4k, SR Hr i 45 RO — T T 2
%

I (38 2 TS A WIRIGES S0, RS 5 T 37 ) S 5 3 2452 DL REMR M. — SR AL R BE 77 1) B AR B,
ARk FESE A E AT . T S0T, R BB A S, i HEBOE I R
WU AL IFBA AR G i bk, BT 858 5 3 s HF A RESE 2 IRk 32 (ks Rl
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