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Abstract

To effectively assess the development levels of New Quality Productive Forces (NQPF) across China’s
regions, this study constructs a comprehensive evaluation index system along six dimensions: labor
force foundation, labor instrument inputs, production efficiency, technological achievements, eco-
nomic benefits, and eco-friendly development. Utilizing panel data from 30 provinces (2012~2022),
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we employ the entropy weight method and Dagum Gini coefficient decomposition to analyze re-
gional disparities. Key findings reveal: 1) Both national and provincial NQPF levels demonstrate
significant upward trajectories. 2) Overall disparities, as well as inter- and intra-regional differ-
ences, exhibit widening trends, with inter-regional gaps constituting the primary source of total in-
equality. Therefore, in the process of promoting the development of new quality productive forces,
itis recommended to adopt a region-specific policy approach to precisely coordinate inter-regional
development.
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Figure 1. Total volume and proportion of digital economy
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Table 1. Comprehensive evaluation index system of new quality productivity
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Table 2. China’s new quality productivity level (2012~2022)
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Figure 2. Trend of China’s new quality productivity level
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Figure 3. Trend of new-quality productivity level in regions
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Table 4. Gini coefficient of new quality productivity level
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2013 0.191 0.201 0.049 0.080 0.237 0.282 0.086
2014 0.194 0.199 0.053 0.083 0.241 0.287 0.087
2015 0.208 0.217 0.069 0.086 0.248 0.305 0.105
2016 0.228 0.239 0.091 0.085 0.269 0.327 0.119
2017 0.242 0.244 0.094 0.111 0.272 0.348 0.145
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Figure 4. Evolution of Gini coefficients: national total and intra-regional comparisons
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Table 5. Contribution of factors to disparities in new quality productivity
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2016 65.826 25.480 8.694
2017 65.844 25.584 8.573
2018 65.104 26.193 8.703
2019 64.933 26.205 8.862
2020 63.425 26.589 9.986
2021 63.026 26.607 10.367
2022 63.731 26.026 10.243
BI1E 65.630 25.670 8.700
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