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Abstract

To find the entry point of common prosperity construction, we must make a scientific and objec-
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tive evaluation of the level of common prosperity construction based on data thinking and statis-
tical research. Starting from the basic connotation of common prosperity, combined with domestic
and foreign policies and academic achievements, the index system is constructed and the panel
data set is selected. The entropy weight method is used to comprehensively measure the level of
common prosperity of 13 cities in Jiangsu Province from 2009 to 2019, the Moran’s I and spatial
Durbin model are used to analyze the spatial and temporal evolution characteristics and influen-
cing factors of common prosperity in Jiangsu Province. The results show that the level of common
prosperity in Jiangsu Province presents a longitudinal distribution pattern of “strong in the south
and weak in the north”. The level of common prosperity has a positive spatial correlation, which is
mainly manifested in high-high agglomeration and low-low agglomeration types. The social secu-
rity elements have significant direct and indirect spillover effects on the level of common prosper-
ity in Jiangsu Province. In order to realize the common prosperity of the whole province, the gov-
ernment of Jiangsu province should make the regions with high common prosperity level play
positive spillover roles while ensuring their self-development, and build an economic integration
city circle to drive the development of low-level regions from the south to the north.
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Figure 1. Common prosperity level evaluation index system
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Table 1. System resulting data of standard experiment
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Table 2. Common prosperity index of 13 cities in Jiangsu Province
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Figure 2. Classification map of common prosperity index of 13 cities in Jiangsu Province
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Table 3. Moran’s | of Jiangsu Province from 2009 to 2019
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Figure 3. Moran scatter plot and LISA cluster diagram in 2009, 2014 and 2019
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Table 4. Lagrange multiplier test results
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(L TIRES Gt 8l PH
LM-lag 0.0027 0.959
Robust LM-lag 0.0198 0.888
LM-error 4.7853 0.029
Robust LM-error 4.8024 0.028
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Table 5. Spatial Durbin model results and spillover effect decomposition
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