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[Abstract] This essay adopts the methods of question—
naire and interview with a sample of 705 urban residents in She—
nyang and Dalian and based on such two dimensions as energy
consumption behavior and psychology divides the urban resi—
dents into three categories: low — carbon intermediate and high
— carbon. Empirical results show that: three categories have
significantly differences on the seven variables including gender
age number of the household members household type house—
hold income having children or not and having elderly or not.
Then it summarizes the energy consumption behavioral and psy—
chological characteristics and household characteristics of each
category; The urban residents are more likely to be low — carbon
who are female young or have larger households; The urban
residents of low household income are more likely to be low —
carbon while those of high household income be high — carbon;
The elderly and the children are critical characters in Chinese
household energy consumption. In the end it provides policy
implications and suggestions for guiding urban residents to con—
sume energy reasonably.
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