ot Ml Al &5 212](2002)
s H olBUEY =Y 231241

Complete Decomposition Model2 %% F U] Energy Flow ¥4

SR #e132

1 479 53

duxle 9@, FHITF T& AT AFuRAZ, E AY 2 54 oM E A%82
8 R ZFAGZF A FLE G¥E dE F A A WA FLE 49 E Ad
o AT @70 dE #4ol TAFoE URHEA U g4 4F FAFZES
Fojst Aot ¥zt e IAGRTA HEE F¢ S4tEF 249
Fol 47 FEL AAFE QURE EFFE JYE FAE AT Ao wAA go
BAFA 2A8E 4+ 2 FAE A5 98 A% WA A & e gl A
AHE Zol: AY Ao|t},

FHARE o2 olf T2 JUAALE Eol7] A5 19833 FH oA FAI ]
e AFREITE BT Ron, 1923RHE UM E A9 A o
150998 FA8tz Y. £ 4F 1EEAF € AA/TFEN 2AHT e, £

NI M % AngaatFEe] 24HT A

a3d g $Auale] ouxAnst oG 2qle] o WsHERA, £ A2 Y
Aoz FAolu PEA UoliE RE Foze JUAA R PP AN =
+ AL Aol

wEa B dFqAE 19753 % 200139 44, MR, 4, F3VE § 41 ¥ E
¥ #HES 24 (Complete decomposition model)& ©l838td ZFARH, AYAEE, 72
A AgE A% duizdgFe Golr gl ol#ul ojid} ouix|zte] WAEANE UolB
71 98 uAdEzE A4S Rk a2 $2UFe] energy savingo] 4FHL
2 9oz QeXNE AHESEZH uA X4£4(sustainability) S ¥ H gkt

2. ol&3 1%

£ dFdA F2 Algd PEHEL EdEM(decomposition analysis)2 24 7|FUE
(based year)E& FALE 3 EEXdX(target year)dl ¥AIAESFSE 2QW2 F3
£ Aol

B EA LS oA Lu]9 o]isigire 89S YolnE WHELE 1980d XuEE o
FH7] AFRHL. 3 olFd ouixanwste 4o dF ¥ 3 ¥4 (decomposition
analysis)ol ti§ of2] 7tA] WP E] £/HUA. o|& Eol Hankinson(1983)9] 848
H(factor isolation method), Reitler(1987)2} combination method, Howarth(1991)8] A=
¥ (simple index method), Doblin(1988)2] z}Aw}o]d 242 ¥ (Laspeyres index method),

1 A& a ATFEAAAHFEE VAR yikim3@snu.ac.kr

2 AEd%ta AFHANAHFEE 274 exheo@plaza.snu.ac.kr
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Liu(1991)9] ]} z|o} x| 5= 5 ¥ (Divisia index Method)5°l lt}.

EHEHE T8 duixNg oliistgrujE e Mo BAY dFHY AFE AWRY,
FAu002)= SeEuveE, vF, WA=, B, AE, 3 AZAAY o)usigsulE: u
Folg EFAA A (Physical Production index)& ol&3d iz IAZFZ(energy
intensity)& WE SA¥E AU 223 HrEL tulXopxf EHEYE olf
3t 1995300 ¥R AZY energy intensity® 4 F glow 2002dd s I 4A
(Power Generation)o] 21X E&4 ¥4 I=E BrHssg.

Sun(1996)2 <A AdF¢ e =Y d AxNYE AAT AL HEY(complete
decomposition analysis)}& 2703 4lch ¥ AFA4NE § o 23" 2YQd SAEHEAR
g o] &3] FY ofAAu 29g BAHRS

Sun(1998)2 M EHARYE ©)83 OECDI7He oMy 4nFE AAYZER, AYA
AZ=aY, TERHUAEAF § 3713 LUez Edfsigden, 199dds Ad=9 As0d
o tNAFAIE o2 A% oAt LmE g ojidseAMEAS, FAYE, AUAIFE
9 8022 #HEAY.

JLuukkanen(2002)€ v}&7tA 2 SALHEYE o4 299 ouiAg ojiides
IF=E Y= i

3. 47 wHe

B A7 e AL #ge 2dE dolyr] 9 ‘Sun(199%6)H 3 LAY
complete Decomposition Model& A}-8-35t}.

SAEHEY L O B2 €7 residual¥Zo] YelyA o} ¢ BHE Yo
g @ ¢ gled ‘qagd o Ay Y=L vF F5HA 24§ vAFE AL 7]
Eo2 3 2Yo|r}

2 AFdAE FEYRYANE 7)1& A8 FA4ZLE 9% 2, AFERH, T
23 87 F 3714 2902 BAHGY £ AUAYH 02 wRedx ARy 9
#q A Q71 A 8. AN YA v Fo o 29 Y o HAAA AHAY
B2 4714 8oz RHEo 4 AAE Aningid.

2 2d oz 22y

AR 2 FL E=Z%%Q-‘-’-i BH8 4 9ol uAinagge FAAAH
o & A (Activity effect)9} NYAAF%(energy intensity)ol <& &3 F+zx3 A
(structural effect)2 Y EMY 4 Ut

AE=E'-E°

Si=—g i HES F2A B (shar) L=l 8D AUAATE
Qupea=5QT! S? +12QT(1;°45; +50a1) ++ 20S1; 28,

L= Q"2S: *61; +4 30,5t 0Q+Q°08) ++ 2Q3al; a8,
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Seter=Q B} 85, +5 TASLL;°4Q +Q° A1) +5 QT A,

AE= Q oppoct T optoert S epfes

W AU ged 22

A

2 2ed R AIAYRY A2 FE Eu=2F 5 o & 2ol ¥
ek WA 2 2ed - AUAGHE auFe GEEN, YFELH, F2IEF 2Yn
WAL Soz ®EY £ dvh

E &
E;

DRRAA kWA FHA G, A4, £A72, 2, 71D wF

SHEHARY L GJUiR 2u(E) B8PS FEY, IFTE £, 7Y AH%E 49
g = .
= activity effect - Z Ao dig o9 2us g2 AALZA dE &3
* intensity effect- 7]& R AT ¥zl 3 HAstes &3
« structure effect - sector(4t4d, 713, 4%, T371eh)9 v F(share)ate] W32 AT o
WA Auje] A3t gt
* substitute effect - o]x| 7t dlH=2 U &%

B Sustainability evaluation

7 %8 F(environmental stress)g HAGE A4 duALuFrE Hox A&KH
(sustainability)& $1& axzoz E £ Qo oA 8§34 443 4L 94
3l7] 918 Malaska(1999)o] 9ls] #j¢td, A4tol] flojA DEenergization® 28] ZHo|A
¢} IMenergizations] /g€ T8 AFAHL UolREE Fr)

Spe= ~ 1 efpeet
Se= —(Ieffect + seffect)

= DE-energization: 7] €oly} 49 wzl= A 4449 AR LF

* IM-energization({energy saving): R4tz ZFARFo] WA g 2A §dA iz
ALge] LA AEZY] Z+R A BAF shared] Fd)

4 A5 ¢ ¥4 A3

4-1. A5

19909 & 712 WER o] 197598 20014749 X 2ule] A 2 ¥ 2AL
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243

£ A7d Age AsE 93 389 AUALNFE)F FPEAQ)IRAH, AR L6 F
& AUAFADR(AAAZAAT L) AEE AR LH, F77HAE SAYAN 28
o ArE AEIAS

E d7odAe A3, A 994, Az, 34D, MR- BAE Y, =244,
HlG 7)), FEE$ A L), FF-7eH AT RS, FAY, FIA, FFAu L,
71eh) § 4%Eo2 &4 28 AduA vz 88 2ARYY £ dUAE 4, 4
f, BEAZE2, A9, Jlet 59 5702 wrel 2 ¥ed2 dAAM AR 47 EY YA
Hol W E 2UYE FAHIAR.

< a1 >3 < 3Y 2> 44 238 F7HA S dyA 2413 debd Ao,
Ao FAE FelE Ha e AL ¢+ Ao

1975 1980 1985 1990 1935 2000 1976 1980 1985 1930 1985 2000

< a9l > #EE FAN <292 > $ER QA2 Z
4-2. $EQY AqUAERLA BN AHY

1975-2001G 742 9] A 2u|Fe] AdE < 2@ 2 >4 8 F ARl IMFY 9%
AR AL FAFAE BolR vt AYA &uFL A, 4, M, 38718 €
oz B8 Aoz Yyl

AA 28 3 >AA AAARD B AuYX2uF ARE Jede 85 E M activity
effect)e] AE AHBY, ZE REAN ZEF F/IEHE Holk: A& € F UG Ay
A v WA A FAE HAFE vehila ol feivete BERH 2001d 7R o
AR £ F7te] 2UAL iR Ro] AAGZ o el B + U4

<Y 4>F 71¢ 3 FFE & qUALHEREAE Yehle JFEEHE Y

o IR 86 olFel AN Aoz A AR2 ¥ 4 A% £4& B5d

F&3] AAAIFTET FobA AYAALgo) v EHolg & 4 k. ¥ /A - 3
BolMe A= Ayez Fgae Ae € F ed oA dqyAHLe] F
€ dndct. AL R EAN AUAJNFE Fa7F AUA T AR Lu|Fo] 73
B AARED FEAN AUAPFES wobd FFEAAV Fo2 dehg ARG
o] WA Akt

3 EMZdde} i@ 2#HTE Appendixl., F=
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AR F2H RAB(structural shift)e] & A LvjsE detils FEHEH
off Bigh st < 29 5 > dehd itk ARAURE F&2H 8FY FEE 5
Az A& fuALuE Friele 248 Boln Jon FIVERES G2 vF F
2% quRon7h AT QU $E S99 FERES vy dAE uFEE vAED
Ak 2E 3 <ag 6> B &£ UFe] 72A EdE 98 A ¥# a2 3vst Fe
AE B £ Qo] Fue AAFze ¥ a8 =24 gn 22 A8 g4se quAd
e HEE ¢ F Aok
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<% 6 >ERE AANNE Fo

43 YUY aa ARy A3

g, A, A2, A9, 71g § 5749 duAYgegdz 4389 A ruvizie]
£ B A7t ol el g FA4ZEe, AF=aY, F2Y 59 & 1 A
HFE GEASE ARFo7t 4 Y42 YelUA S22 JUggds 9 548
Vet oy A of M & 2H(substitute effect)
€ FHo2 ZAF4E B4¥ Rz @

2t i g FoAGAAE G v Fe] sy wE vl AJE YE
Wi oy i A Ao (substitute effect)s &3 2t

Ao gAAFdGN 7F FEAE AL MR AREANA 198649 ol FAE 3
AF HolE Aotk oA AR EAM Aeo] (X s v]Fo| ME £x2 F23
t A2E Y AYAZ g7t dojvix Utk A& ¢ UG APE 90dd ol ¥
Avix] A2 A HEiurt F4dn de ReE vedrh decdde H33Ye &
2 Q3 AMFo2 & JUAR dAHL I RS ¢ F U4

A&o dAEAE AHEE UYL 864 oJANAE e qUAZ diges A &
y|Fo] A2FTIL 86 olFE FHE AE ¢ 4 o AL 862 olFRH 4HHHF
A&32 QY 7t sReg A duiArb|nFe] Fojd HoZ NARAG. AL B
die 2E3 Frisdst 958 ojfd e RE ¢ £ YEHA o)RL H{9 oy
E8o] 4+ 90Uy 9357 e £At2e wFoz Gt FARI Y
A EAZLEE dAR A Aoz ¥ ¢ Jdoh. FHEEL A9 dAEHSL 0 Aoz
EhtEd olRE Af 9o U duAz dAazt dojur] o §4L I RoaFED

A7 2E F2 M 34, TIVEREAM AEH e Ao JEen 1990d
gl ol¥e] EFA oz AL AlFEY AP YAFEE fA Ao oA BvlFo 53
3 3783 e AL &+ A

Ao gARINE VRN WAREANE BA7Y $U¢ EUE ¥} A ez
vehdd, @8 7HAZAREANE £471% §¢ #E3 /s gloh

o]dez Ui ged WMAAE FHH £ A NFYAEEAA EFo] F=EAA

CYUEhR gl MGG R R E Add v Fo] 333 sgdn A4, AL, AY
9 HFo] Eold RE & F AUEH o)A Yo AEHE AqUAIL HGAFAA 4
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&, EAVFE, Aekdr] $o2 qYsHI AR A& B ¢ Ut
4-4 oA vl 244

AixAF=e A2 A8 LA uiN4nle F4E JERd Ho] DEenergization
olth. & 7oy FRY Wg § ouAEge 4o AR ouAiaFe] F2F A
€ 4uj¥nt. maN {FxEF 25E AR FRF FUSh < IP 7> 2
FE 2R 7H34de &3 DEenergizationo] dojutn A&E ¢ 4 AR, IAH £4%
& DEenergization®] ¥oiux 1 @58 ¢ + A IHAAE 8I¥H qiAges
AAAtFolete FHE AUARGIIee dad FFREFAYED o R YR
X ELIIEREAG S AAsn AT YA E FRE AT vz YR ¥
ATk 2313 B duiAiuie AuxF dshe] HF BE 4FE ¥v o2 ¥
gt
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~20000

28000

< Y7 > DEenergization

e Auixldet iRt ojud @xE el s IMenergization(energy saving)& B A4
e &3E wAsn AR TH €32 A oy vl g4 AL U
e Aotk WA AUXIYFEEASY F2F EAHY ¥ wdge ¥4 8k 1 3
#7t < 29 8 > el 9t DEenergizationdd §AHe $e2 Yehuid olRe Fu
9 iR ahnle AolM FFERA wlas} T2 2745t A7) Rl 8HIYE 9037
Ak IMenergization(energy saving)o] $4ste] fjvets AN 0w of x| %energy
saving)& dolvx A FE AL ¢ F AUk Sun(1998)9) OECDZ7H7h Aujste ol
Aol AF &4 Grrole ofixjdeo] o}Fojm I A 27 ofy e o

HALHe Yold ALHEHE BAF4EA o2 Fon AL WA £ AUk
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< 1¥8 > IMenergization (energy saving)

5 28 % &9

2 AFE M, MR, 4, TF71E T 44 REFE AU e FAA
F, AR EE, 723 A A 2802 Yo AFEdg EF 71F9 3714 89
AT g BndAe oyt giEdT dotir] fH, A, HF, AN, 1Y,
71t & 5709 AUAYEE AAYER, AdUAEE, FZH W3 AdYAdARHA Fo 471
A goz Uro] EAFGHAY. 23 AYAANEYE Lotr7] 943 DEenergization R
IMenergization{energy saving)® #43 129t}

duxigd 2AZAFAE AR ARHoF QAL F W oM A YF
E(energy intensity) ¥ 733 Wsl(structure shift)l & AFwc} iz v|Fo ¥
32 A% 27 o A JEdE AL € 5 A ol2H AU Lu]¥d] glojA
E dA#Ad dE & duAze A7} A2y Wde] of & Qo2 L3
ATHeE A& ¢ F AT AR AR BANE A vFo] FH3 FERD A F, TA
7k, A¥e] wjFo] FilEE Hog YEyed ofRAE st dAxAI w4
Aoz B

FEd BAZAE FYRud Fue AU iulg WAsiofM AL A AT 4]
AEE HEdz Se ¢ + AR, dYAIFE} F7HEE RS JeEdz Q. o2
A oA E IW AAY AYA xgo] PAHUGD ¥ 5 . WY € YA
HEAA fix JFEe dgtd g quxiuFast dojua U HHFAGREEL
F2 MU 2AAZAN RIS FHEe] & Aol F 2ol & # 1.

SEUete] QU AnRiE 371 8¢ BAY 2 A ARz Q¢ ¥F5E
Hactivity effect)?t 71 & g¢02 YREL AAstz Yt 282 F2F 517
(structural effect)7t T2 Z ] uld] HL Hoz Svele FAF FxWsie] & o
YA 2d¥gE a8 32 g AS ¢ F Ui Ve € T wHE B xR
& 59 3§ Jehl= FZFEEintensity effect) 2 A3 5ILEH 90d7AE YA
Efo] A5AAT 2 dolE 238 U Ao F2Y Aew et 803 2wy
FE3 Y2 YA HYFER % Z4F AUANEAE FA 9o AAaEE ¥
°]7] A8 = AW HZ 2549 XL fuAAgol FAHUGT 1) FEAUT
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< 299 > AAUR 28 FH A G e o LnFe WBpFo]

< %99 > AANEY FAel & duix|au|F wgiel A JuAAvFE YEE
RAo2 3 Xol: IMenergization(energy saving)g WVErdTh 2P A AANT A4 ut
€ duAaniFEg 44 oy iujFe] o 2A vdeht LUt IMergization(energy
saving)ol ¥oivti YA @SS FAY £ AU wHA $UEe A s A4S
JHe F o HIHyoE Agsol & Roz Azd.
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