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Abstract

In Yun County, Lincang City, Yunnan Province, due to historical and natural objective reasons, the
overall level of economic development is backward. In order to understand the overall changes in
the economic development of Yun County, 10 major indicators of the national economy were se-
lected as the data basis of the index system by taking 2005, 2010 and 2015 as the research sec-
tions. Entropy value method was used to conduct standardized data processing and analyze the
changes in the economic development level of Yun County in the past decade. The research results
show that from 2005 to 2015, the economic aggregate of Yun County was growing rapidly, and the
comprehensive level of economic development was constantly improved. Yun County was re-
moved from the ranks of poor counties on September 29, 2018. According to the problems re-
vealed by the economic development of Yun County, it puts forward some countermeasures and
suggestions that are conducive to its sustainable economic development.
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Figure 1. Yun County geographical location
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Table 1. Comprehensive evaluation index system of Yun County’s economic development level
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Table 2. Values of each indicator in three sections

F 2. RIERE I NE@EIE

IR 2005 4F 2010 4¢ 2015 E
GDP K E (X)) 15.23% 12.1% 10.1%
A¥J GDP(X,) 0.601 378 1.004 Ji G 2.070 Ji 7t
N BUBN (X3 0.081 /7t 0.147 /i7t 0.159 /57T
Tl 5 TRl e = fE L B (X) 0.609 0.537 0.670
ANITABET H (X) 0.072 JiJt 0.291 /it 0.554 Ji
AN E B =R S B(X) 0.201 /375 0.863 Ji 7t 2.512 it
NI LT3R B E BH(X) 0.105 JiJG 0.266 J3 7T 0.622 Ji 7T
ek A DL E (Xs) 0.074 0.075 0213
SRR O HE X)) 0.497 0.504 0.516
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Table 3. Weights of indicators
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Figure 2. Time change of economic development level in Yun County
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