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- INTRODUCTION -

intensity (AE/GDP) over the study period (T,=1995 and T,=2010):
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Household Per Capita Energy Intensity - changes in E/GDP due to

changes in per capita residential and personal transportation energy use:
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These equations were applied to annual data for the study period, using
annual chained analysis. A similar approach was used for subsequent
decomposition analyses within the various sectors.
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Fig. 6. Changes in AE/GDP of the oil & gas sector between 1995 & 2010
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Fig. 7. Changes in AE/GDP of the energy intensive sectors between 1995 & 2010

Fig. 9. Changes in AE/GDP of the Freight Transport sector between 1995 & 2010

3F. Residence sector had lower energy intensities due to lower
energy use/m?, despite larger dwelling sizes:
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Fig. 10. Changes in AE/GDP of Residential buildings between 1995 & 2010
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Fig. 11. Changes in AE/GDP of Personal transport between 1995 & 2010
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produce the following four factors that sum to the total change in energy 0.5 0 ! . This work shows that the observed decoupllng of E and GDP

between 1995 & 2010 was an emergent property of a large number
of changes in the Canadian economy and energy use.

The study also identifies key trends in Canada’s energy systems that
contribute to increases or decreases in AE/GDP. Some of these
could provide policy levers to take action on climate change.
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