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Abstract

On the basis of elaborating on the connotation characteristics of new quality productivity, this ar-
ticle constructs an indicator system for the development level of new quality productivity from the
perspective of the three elements of productivity, and uses the entropy method to measure the
level of new quality productivity in 30 provinces of China from 2011 to 2020. Research has found
that: 1) The overall development level of new quality productivity in China is showing an upward
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trend year by year, with significant differences in the level of new quality productivity among dif-
ferent provinces; 2) There are significant differences in the level of new quality productivity
among the four major regions, with the highest level in the eastern region; 3) The level of new
quality productivity in the south is significantly higher than that in the north. Based on this, this
article believes that we should vigorously promote the spirit of scientists, continuously optimize
the environment for industrial innovation and development, and develop new quality productivity
according to local conditions.
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Table 1. Indicator system for the development level of new quality productivity
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Table 2. Calculation results of the development level of new quality productivity in China from 2011 to 2020
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Figure 1. Development level of new quality productivity in various provinces of China in 2020
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Figure 2. Differences in the level of new quality productivity across the country and four
major regions from 2011 to 2020
2.2011~2020 2 E RMUAMXIMRES~ IKFESR

Fa AL H A7 S KT B OR A IZ ARG KA 3, R b XN o A 7 K — Em A X, B2z
AR, RBH “RRAER” R RES  TIL, BRIE DA AN T I 1A AN AR BT 28 A X (1
Wk G, e R LT A R A = R
035
03
0.25 |

0.2

0.15 |

0.1

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020

—a—2FH —a—Jth —e—Fh

Figure 3. Differences in new quality productivity levels between north and south China from
2011 to 2020
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