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Abstract

This study focuses on the 30 provinces in China from 2013 to 2022, constructing a provincial-level
index system of new quality productivity and calculating it based on the entropy method. Adopting
the perspective of dividing the country into eastern, central, and western regions, this study utilizes
kernel density estimation method and Dagum Gini coefficient decomposition method to analyze the
regional differences and spatial-temporal evolution of new quality productivity in Chinese provincial
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areas. The results indicate that the new quality productivity level in the eastern region is signifi-
cantly higher than that in other regions; the overall difference in new quality productivity level in
the country is expanding, mainly caused by inter-regional differences. The northeastern region
shows significant polarization in new quality productivity level, highlighting spatial polarization
phenomena. These findings provide a scientific basis for policy-making.
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1. 5|8

FEREAE B BRI ROHESD, KBGO LR e L2 A A4 AR IIRT e R . R B
R R R R AR A, . AR BRSSO (B S FEAR MRS 1L, N BAT S 7RI R A
FINLIE AN Bk . T T8 RE N BRI BEAT 9, SEELMLER I B 3 ISR, N IR Tt
AL BN THIIEN /1. 15 B4 BUTAIREIHESN T, KRB AN TR e C 2 o 2 A AR P
REERH @Y . KB DL B R PROd (B e 2 R I e S R A B 3 AR AR A
NFATISR B T TP ARA LB A T8 GE NS ISR R REAT Dy, SEBLNLAS I B 3% ST AN
R, AP SIRRTT AL RPN T30 .

2023 47 9 H 2EF B CAEX B TLEAT B SRR, E R T CRBE T B, IR
B A SRR e b [ 2 B R R R E IS 2 —. 2024 1 A, AR IR REBURRE A+ —
REMZ W L, S a e J R, ZINPRARFFE 1, DSl A it E. B
R SRR, AT REZRBAES2GEKTTA, HES AP R R RTIS,  IT SEELA 5 m
BRRE[1]o XRW T i 3hrh g B LS QU ARSI D 0 22 50 & R AOHESIE Lo W26 1 IR s
FESLSRALBIETRE T SEBUACTAL . B RS AL R A |, AT RBE AN D e SR S HoR
SCHEEMEIHEN . B, RS A TR e AR i B 2R 7 J1 KT IR AR 2+ 7 A 2L

WA R e I B A5 R R R 0B )1, C OSSR TR R G . SRT, SR
FXS AL AR T A TR AR R B, R BESEE EVERT U S E B T[2]. KT E S RS T
TCs JA TRV 2 58 SO AR P D152 B 5 B 3 SCAE P BB R e AN BT, ARG — R A7 I HBRIE
R QB AR H A A B AR A (3]0 KRV OFR A 172 — DR EE S, AR EAR E
W, REGTE R SL b BRNAEL R 8 AT LA RE SO (4]0 AR A ™ T4 I R ST 5 T, 2k
WAE NN FFBE . AR FF IR R A AP BORE = AN R b [ AR S A AT TN S]. 2
PR NIE T WA A ) R R I  Pi, WE TR 1R R JIvr I SRR R, IR R (E
FRATRE D SRERBUEIEE 7 RIE B0 A7 R I 1R & 16 3i6]. K& B NMFTR T
B WS AN B B SR =AM TR SRR R R, I RLIN R R (7). NI SR
NGB T3 AR A LR, WRHELAIET . oMb T, R S A = AT T A 18 o A 7= J1 vr v dis
PRfRFR, FFXF 2007~2021 SF T FEBB A AR AT HEAT TIUEE S HT(8]. ST N AR ) 2 b
P A SRRy = AN R SRR BUERT 2012~2021 454 BB 5 AR R KT #EAT
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TIEE9]e AL L T3k T B 25 AL FE 5 T, 2 A AR TS 2 4R 50 1 DR 23 (AL SR AR ot 3 [
WA 0 R SR KT I A SRR AEREAT 0 AT (101 B23E Y58 NI T HP SR W B8 FEAS F S B AR
FEIR IS UEOHT 1 AE 7 J7 B AR T O[] o 1R <5385 ESDA VA #s EAGTHIE. a5
[A] Markov SRR PR T2 [ ARV 5 A7 70 % R K T B 2 T AL 35 12]

ASCHET A I SR P, BT ENE . FEh TR 55 B RIX = AN R e 4 0K
A7 IR ARR R, IRV E R 2013~2022 AR E 30 ANE R HET UL P i KCSEREAT NG, R, i
Dagum % J& 50 i3 RAR TE BB B2 7 0 DX 7 S HoRIR: s, R FEAS THEW T
BIH R B A NBUGAE/NE IR 225, TS E ARG, DRSS A 08 i A ST 3
17 5% P SRR AR

2. MERFEARBERIE
2.1. MRA*

2.1.1. §EE

T WA 52 2N T T o] BE e iy, A SR BUR A SR IS AS [B) 48 0 IR i 2B 72 J1K 7, 1
AT S R TR
2.1.2. ZEEMT

A% FE A TR A I R A T B AL AR & R 2 1 bR BRI A A8 B R R A S AES EUh v vk, ASCH
HR AT [ 25 2855 X 33 R8T 53 A2 7= I BE I TR HERS AT & AL FI AR AL . % BE Al O BB BR IA

=23 K, (x—x,-)=ii1<(x;x"] M

nh '3

Horbr K () WAL E, h s, n REARE  x—x, JAlTE s x BIREAS A x AR RS .
2.1.3. Dagum EE R ¥ KR H 5 g

81T Dagum $2 H UM OGRS HARYE A SCHF A N2, wloKg o3 B m 16 38 o A 72 7 X 3k 22 7 (1) Dagum %2
Je 2E0E LN :

G= i=l I=] j=1r= - y (2)

o, n NEEARB G BAE, AT 30 & J9X) o0 KA EG M0 20l 5 0 A XKBURIER AN X
BN IIREARBR DALy, My, DRI § DA j BRI A XIRA S - DA IR )
KFs Y AFTEREARB G IR 1K PME: G Nk REL, BUE BRI A= 11K X
B R EK
Dagum #£J& 2 AT LUK SR JE R4 G A XN 2R Gy XA ZE R G BAREE GIX=
iy, EAIR AR
G=G,+G, +G, 3)

2.2. BUERIE

He T AR I TR B AL D4R BR A AT SRAG I 5 HETE . A BR R BRI A8 13, BB 2013~2022
R 30 ME MRS RIS W B URDEHTHI. BELRIET CPESHEE)  CREE

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2025.141014 136 G2 55 F


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2025.141014

PEH

HA WG L) (PEGFETTESE) « ERLHIEES . A Gl 28 E G E RN S R s, R4
R 2013~2022 SR E 30 N0 i 146 T AR

2.3. FRE=higts R

FERYRB RZE T S Fa s R R I, AR SCE SE MR 1B A T i, B R AN T e A
ST, W EARCH AR Y, SEEA T B B R SR LR, TR THAE 7 1K
BB, ASCN=AEERE TR AR S50 BB RIRIS B R .

FEFFANE UL, T SHEOREUH MBS SO RHR bR, Wt RN B B, e
Pef s, U ST 8 D)2 B ELETRE J1. 55 2l Bk RE I 0 2 TR B AP A AR BEAL A4 b5, 2
5 EAR . TEENURS AL A 5 GDP LLE, DAR DMV HLES N3 BESE o 55 30 G4 B ) D% TE:
GRURA P RCR M AR, I T A7 GDP REAE. MV KHEBUR B4R Fr -

I X EEAER I ZR G VR, AT S AE A S e o [ 5548 40 T 5T A7 70 (R A R KT AR i i n e
FRIIZR G PR AR

Table 1. New quality productivity index system
1. FREF DR R

W Rl gdEh B it
WA SHERE  THERE AR REERG) .
BHEHE  AHGH BB SRR A S S SR ¥
BRI B 5 (%)
FEETF AT Ml A SORECE Al A B B +
AL BB L Tl ol R&D A B4 24 e A4 -
BRI B T4 () .
BHELHE  ADWA 1179 N R 2 2 R TS R A B () .
HHANE FIRE EA AR A AL (A) -
R PR 8 F 2 T3 26 305 (T3 70) -
AL 5 H T 5532 S S Al S 8 4V e (%) +
AR T AR R +
A A A +
AL S5 N /GDP (%) +
SRBS A R R b BT % (%) .
REWH X AL T 3 (%) +
Pt s PRI 0 55 R 5 T e 5% A 6 L o (%) v
I 5 AR o T S B 5 A 0L T (%) +
TR i ASE T (%) +
A g B TG F A AL R 2(%) +
WAV WA (RGOERN SRR EL R LR (A BT TR "
A LR L ETCA BT TR '
AEAT R TIA T K) +
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HopRaldt B E R AIHE M) +

AT +

1Pv4 HbaEE(Ti) +

IR IR A R A3 1 (F5 ) +

REE T FE A 394 2 5 2/GDP(J5 T BLI /2. 0) +

TRITANBR MFARTR  BEFETOHC M S ] i8] 558 +
BT A F B R +

FHE A H LR B A +

3. FEEEMRE~HNESR T

BT RSO e bR A R, R 2013~2022 FEHE 30 AN 0 T AR 0K, DS R
2 R

2013~2022 4z PSSR O WA 77 17K R R R BLEE KBRS, HSAE 0 Z 18 1) HT 5
AP DIKAR TRAFTEAS /NI 22 0, P50 30 P9 37 I3 A= 72 0 /KPS B HE 4 BT 3 A48 0 20 3R ) 2R B
LR, BN, HEA)E 3 AL RA M il RisE. WNEE . HilE, BRI . WEASKE, &
F DX BT 5 AR 7 7K e T A DX R AR R K, TR E ) E X SRR BUR R, 7 H AOGTEa
0] SHE LAt b X 19 5 75 R L UL AR S0 b Xy 20y Aty b DX R R A7 7, DA DX 3] P R

Table 2. Estimation of new qualitative productivity levels in 30 provinces of China from 2013 to 2022

5% 2.2013~2022 FHE 30 NEBBIFTRES K EUNEER

X &y 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 HMEH  HH
JEE 02156 0.2903 0.2493 0.3191 0.4258 0.4419 04739 04941 0.5332 0.5888 0.4032 2
R 01031 0.1105 0.1197 0.1159 0.1293 0.1282 0.1569 0.1587 0.1696 0.1807 0.1373 13
AL 0.0966 0.1012 0.1051 0.1172 0.1267 0.1325 0.1483 0.1457 0.1466 0.1524 0.1272 16

i 0.1523  0.1731 0.1755 0.1960 0.2204 0.2270 0.2449 0.2717 0.2837 0.3094 0.2254 5
R L5 02245 02383 0.2570 0.2729 0.2833 0.3055 0.3235 0.3504 0.3838 0.4132 03052 3
X Wi 0.1707 0.1850 0.2093 0.2377 0.2560 0.2708 0.3064 0.3247 0.3437 0.3702 02675 4

M 0.1252 0.1249 0.1446 0.1752 0.2039 0.2093 0.2156 0.2061 0.2268 0.2404 0.1872 7

& 0.1655 0.1726 0.1671 0.1747 0.1851 0.2049 0.2082 0.2398 0.2686 0.2822 0.2069 6

I 0.3150 0.3216 03568 0.3932 0.4499 0.5038 0.5466 0.5803 0.6242 0.6852 0.4776 1
W 0.0689 0.0764 0.0853 0.0954 0.0940 0.0956 0.1024 0.0986 0.1015 0.1006 0.0919 22
ti7E 0.0729  0.0781 0.0769 0.0801 0.0875 0.0963 0.1014 0.1045 0.1025 0.1064 0.0907 23
ZH 0.0905 0.1079 0.1239 0.1358 0.1425 0.1545 0.1700 0.1812 0.1956 0.1989 0.1501 10
s TP 0.0902 0.0924 0.1060 0.1086 0.1159 0.1213 0.1396 0.1492 0.1513 0.1497 0.1224 18
X VEE 0.0980 0.1125 0.1185 0.1280 0.1273 0.1406 0.1600 0.1630 0.1705 0.1721 0.1391 11
WAL 0.1042  0.1119 0.1300 0.1330 0.1433 0.1533 0.1726 0.1775 0.1885 0.1929 0.1507 9
WAES  0.1031 0.1044 0.1160 0.1306 0.1298 0.1424 0.1559 0.1611 0.1722 0.1699 0.1385 12
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W 0.0665 0.0663 0.0710 0.0766 0.0817 0.0831 0.0863 0.0834 0.0874 0.0921 0.0794 29
J7PE 0.0794 0.0801 0.0798 0.0874 0.0902 0.0971 0.1161 0.1203 0.1155 0.1187 0.0985 20
K 0.0901 0.0962 0.1103 0.1186 0.1188 0.1328 0.1421 0.1548 0.1588 0.1626 0.1285 15
V)il 0.1013  0.1157 0.1370 0.1413 0.1545 0.1637 0.1806 0.1889 0.2052 0.2045 0.1593 8
sl 0.0718 0.0750 0.0820 0.1031 0.1056 0.1081 0.1097 0.1091 0.1284 0.1268 0.1020 19

E%'LZB =F 0.0735 0.0753 0.0803 0.0920 0.0862 0.0930 0.1126 0.1154 0.1140 0.1141 0.0956 21
Beph  0.0989 0.1070 0.1139 0.1220 0.1263 0.1266 0.1371 0.1382 0.1387 0.1485 0.1257 17
HifF 0.0609 0.0642 0.0691 0.0760 0.0730 0.0804 0.0935 0.0995 0.1042 0.0980 0.0819 27
i 0.0699 0.0797 0.0840 0.0753 0.0806 0.0824 0.0724 0.0931 0.0828 0.0964 0.0816 28
THE 00771 0.0819 0.0879 0.0836 0.0886 0.0906 0.0923 0.0947 0.0983 0.0954 0.0890 25
HEE  0.0640 0.0678 0.0706 0.0687 0.0683 0.0733 0.0743 0.0771 0.0802 0.0871 0.0731 30
9 01104 0.1179 0.1223 0.1224 0.1339 0.1342 0.1400 0.1390 0.1473 0.1544 0.1322 14

f{zg FH O 0.0754 0.0798 0.0821 0.0814 0.0858 0.0895 0.0981 0.1028 0.1055 0.1047 0.0905 24

BT 0.0768 0.0774 0.0796 0.0825 0.0906 0.0896 0.0947 0.0928 0.0811 0.0900 0.0855 26
L EBME  0.1104 0.1195 0.1270 0.1381 0.1502 0.1591 0.1725 0.1805 0.1903 0.2002

4. DEAEFREENKTHREER

AR SCARE o [ DU R 28 5% X K1) 73 %46 07, 383 Dagum JE 8 8055 275 42 v IR 48 10 o A 7 J K 1X
s S BRI, BARE RN 3 o

4.1. MXHRER

it LS XA 22 5 R AR RT R BIL 2013~2022 4R R B XGRS AR 7 1K1 1R P9 22 5 i 2 KT HLAh
WIXHINIES; SiaBASS @S MMM, SHDCH A 7K e REHE 2L ETHES,
R T [ 1 DR B AR KT I BB ZE S AR STOR, Hrh AR B IX A B R S R, PH BB IX KL .

4.2. WXEER

3 3o 0 B8 R AR 7 KT X R 2 S R A, R IR AR X 2 R R AR K E R SR - 7
b DX 2 T PR 3T 0 AR P ) 22 S S R T A R DX R] R A P 1K E R, U AR L X 5 AR R X
VG 0 b XA 22 5 S B OB AR P KPR E R EER R . i R B ES A,
2013~2022 FF & IX [ 5 Jé REGH B EFES, 38 2013~2022 4 & Hi [X 2 [8] I8 5T A 7= J3 K1 2
SBET K.

43. BFER

2013~2022 SR RE Jg RECRAR R IAE EFHEAES, M 2013 4E11 0.2403 ETFE 03335, KW 1
BT A 77 ) B AR 2 AR R K. MWTTRkRR A, HIX N 2Z R Motk 29006 FTHE N, Hh
X a2 R STk — B R S AT, AT 70%, S8 T Hb BRI AR 7 DX ek 22 S 3 T 1l X ) 22 S 32
(7, TR B AR e v T I A 7 g 00 DX 3k 22 S v Al T L DR ] AR ke % 40 5 DX 3BT ok A 7 g R
NN LR
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Table 3. Gagum Gini coefficient decomposition of digital economy resilience by region

F+ 3. BUWXHRES~DNERREE S #

stk HAIX Py 22 57 HyIX [ 2 5 TUHRAE(%)

K- K- K- - - - HIKA MIXE O EAR
H o ARde e Kdb RKIE ER ER WK

2013 0.2403 0.2334 0.0604 0.0887 0.0931 0.2958 0.3236 0.3659 0.0986 0.1136 0.1090 20.8098 73.1221 6.0681

Fy He N - B
Zg A hER O PEED AR

2014 0.2512 0.2425 0.0643 0.0982 0.1049 0.3005 0.3408 0.3781 0.1080 0.1277 0.1138 21.1464 72.7515 6.1021
2015 0.2465 0.2331 0.0799 0.1002 0.1200 0.2793 0.3411 0.3631 0.1262 0.1499 0.1180 21.5208 70.6879 7.7913
2016 0.2649 0.2427 0.0825 0.0955 0.1286 0.3032 0.3830 0.3867 0.1422 0.1535 0.1195 21.2686 71.4712 7.2602
2017 0.2906 0.2651 0.0807 0.1034 0.1373 0.3357 0.4033 0.4273 0.1301 0.1597 0.1293 21.3269 72.6496 6.0235
2018 0.2963 0.2759 0.0801 0.0950 0.1368 0.3354 0.4226 0.4317 0.1503 0.1688 0.1246 21.5221 72.0552 6.4227
2019 0.2984 0.2726 0.0836 0.0908 0.1541 0.3207 0.4281 0.4341 0.1661 0.1853 0.1333 21.6613 71.9534 6.3853
2020 0.3051 0.2829 0.0836 0.1494 0.0920 0.3328 0.4392 0.4477 0.1834 0.1807 0.1287 21.7403 71.7104 6.5493
2021 0.3216 0.2871 0.0984 0.1598 0.1321 0.3468 0.4568 0.4774 0.1988 0.2092 0.1538 21.5408 71.6442 6.8149
2022 0.3335 0.2978 0.1000 0.1501 0.1231 0.3727 0.4766 0.4901 0.1900 0.1936 0.1439 21.3620 72.4124 6.2256
¥J{E 0.2848 0.2633 0.0813 0.1131 0.1222 0.3223 0.4015 0.4202 0.1494 0.1642 0.1274 21.3899 72.0458 6.5643

5. HPEE TR 2 SRR ENR L HHIE

ARSOR IR FEAG T B IR FUE AR A R o [ AN TR 28 5 DI R I A2 7 F3 7K B 20 A BB ARFAE -

ML T AT, W T P A R i e 1 0 U I RIS 1 e, R A AR A KT
FREEY KEY, EESEMIERE IREAAER W7 B BN AR, BHEN
ARSI I RCEE AT “ 20 ” Sptb oy “HIg” , YR T A2 J0 KT £E 2016 SRJE AN R 2 40
PR . ML A O SE FEASAE ML 58, ANHE A B4 DR o A 7 0 R  FE IR B AR 2 B “ A 67 R AL,
T ] PRI R 7 0 7KT 8 i R A DR S DR R A RS, 48 i 2 18] B3 o A 7 F 1A 22 BB AT K

14

12

2014 o1 0.2 0.3 0.4

-\ 0 )
i A EE R AR A

Figure 1. Three-dimensional kernel density map of new mass productivity in China

B 1. EHRES N =g EEE
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M 2(a) AT, DS T AR 5 P R R A TS, T A LA E 2 1 T e v FE A AE B B U R
BEELER, UdH 2R B DORT AR ™ TR 2 R R B K%, RS EEBRA " I ER &S —
Bl MBEEEMAERE, DRI MAORAFAE 2 NI, 5 “ 87 R, BIACHHL X R i
PE P B 2 P AR

M 2(b) TR, U ST P A 2 T o 2 P 8 e v J5E EH L S B 3, U e oS DX o A 7 0 ) 22
FAFE R EY K@ NPIEsce B, BT FU AR & S e S e B W] S A < g ey “ FLIE”
AT b B DR B 0 K 2 B R AE SZ AT D58 BT A X AT REAEAE T IS A 7 0 K A P
IR L o

M 2(c)mr . AP TEAS Fi BE R, T S 0T P9 A 2 fH 2 ) 2 0 g B2 S B ap sl o B PR3 s
B PG Bt DX 5 A T 2 AT AE BB Y R AR AL . LA I SE FRARFAE R %, ANl A L PG
M DR BT A KT R R P AR B L R RHE, U X RTS8 4 R
FEE BRI R L, A8 0y Z (B 8T s A2 7 1 K-F Z BB B K.

M 2(d) A5, WM AGTEAS L3, 78 2014 45 J5 125 T A 2 1A I e v B2 S LMD 8 2 1 o S BTG
o VEMIARALH DR B A T R R AR T e KR4 /NN LSl . IR A EEL S, FEAII Y
2 LB B AEAE O, H A e 2 T A B BRI AR R X AR 7 KPR 3 A
PR T ARFAIE , A7 5 B 52 1R 23 TR AR AL IR 5 EL AT T R DA AR A ¥ 20 3t DX Tl g B — P AR T 1 8 Tl
WL AR, XA b S R AN IR 1 AR B R

W% A THA

(a) ZREBHLDCHT B AP~ Ty (o) Hhfith DK B A=

& 200
150
g
ﬁmo
K \
X 50 /N \
s e )
- -— A
006 0.08 01 0.12 0.14 016 018 02 0.2 20162014 — 008 . ™
Bt oy : :
(c) PHHsH X ¥ B A7 77 (d) FRAGH X H R 7= 7

Figure 2. Three-dimensional kernel density maps of new mass productivity levels by region

2. BUXHEBRE = KPR Z R EE
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6. &t

RIS, ASCIE 7 E 30 MEONE BT W, &k TH#) 2013~2022 FFHIH A 17K
s FFFIH Dagum 28 REM T 1 A B T I XOE 5, 8 R A T HE 2 i B R
AT RIS TSRS B A AL AR AL, $RTT T AP B IO 2R 7 F 1T IR S AR, 49 H LU R 58

TG, WU E AR TR K R A R BT, (BRI XA 2 R . R
b DX BT A 7 KT BBl e TR P A DX, (R BB X N B (R ZE SR AOR, R AR B X A
WA 1R e AR BRI AP -

Hk, AR 1 B A0 R A DK 2R ORI, SRR, XA 2 5 ek B AR 22 57 (1 TR
K UL 8] B AN I A o o ae s i A 22 57 1 T iR DR o L X PAY 22 S R A S0 e A 22 57 1
BRAHXT B N, (EANE B

e, TN O B A KT A T AS B I TR RO HERS A A 1 384, 2016 4R 5 b [E B A48T 5T
AP FIKTP 2 IR B O K, B0 18 B8 B A Z BB ETY K. seAh, ZRAb XA
WU 1K IR S ARE B B, AR SRR, IXATRE S IX Pk 254 — . BRIl agE
A Ko PRI et AR A DT B AR 7 S KPS A R, 7R BN M 25 R R AT BB K, BASEELX
SRZE T A AT R AR T

ERERIR,  H A ST AR KT ISR T T N R DX AR, R NG G S
DXIISCRE I, e/t DX T A R 228 RIS 2RI B 2R 7 T KPR I G, SR 2 it e 3 %
R B LR DX TR PR 0 [
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