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Abgract : In recent years, China s energy demand and Greenhouse gases (GHG emisdons have grown very fag , in which qite
an anount of was exported as energy embodied in goods of internationd trade rather than consumed domedticaly. In this pgoer ,
garting from the concept of emhodied energy , energy embodied in goods o internationa trade in China during 2001 —2006 is
caculated quartitatively based on Input-Output energy andyss gpproach. The reslts sow that China is a net eqorter of
embodied energy through internationa goods trade dthough China has become a net importer of oil dnce 1993. In 2002, the totd
amount of energy embodied in export was about 410 million tce (tons of coa equivaent) . Reducing that in import about 170
million tce, net export of embodied energy was about 240 million tce , which occupied about 16 % of primary energy consunption
in same year increasng about 150 million tce in China. With rapid grosth of internationd trade , the net export of emhodied energy
went up to albout 630 million tce, 162 % higher than that of 2002, assuming o congructive changes of Input-Output relations
anong sectors. In addtion, posible ources o errorsin cacuaion and the policy inplicaions of embodied energy are d scussed
based on the reauits.
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