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Abstract

New Quality Productive Forces constitute the core driver of high-quality economic development,
rendering their statistical measurement both theoretically and practically significant. Utilizing panel
data from 30 Chinese provincial-level regions (2014~2023), this study establishes a comprehensive
evaluation system of 21 indicators structured around three dimensions—high technology, high ef-
ficiency, and high quality, NQPF development levels were quantified using entropy-weighted TOPSIS.
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The entropy-weighted TOPSIS method quantifies NQPF development levels, while spatial disparities
are analyzed through Dagum Gini coefficient decomposition. Key findings indicate that develop-
ment levels exhibit an overall upward trajectory, with sub-dimensions revealing a hierarchical pat-
tern: high efficiency leads, followed by high quality, while high technology lags relatively. Regionally,
development displays a distinct gradient of Eastern > Central > Northeastern > Western. Regarding
spatial disparities, aggregate differences demonstrate a steadily widening trend primarily driven
by inter-regional gaps. These inter-regional differentials form an asymmetric spatial configuration:
Eastern-Western > Eastern-Northeastern > Eastern-Central > Central-Western > Central-Northeast-
ern > Western-Northeastern.
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1. 518

2023 4F 9 H, )R -PICAE BIRTL B SR T B OB R AR ). 2024 4F 3 H, “HIRAE D17 HEE
REHEOF TAEMRS . 2024 £ 7 H, it =+HfE = rh Aot B4 ) B OR R A = J1 Ak
file FEME T, MEUHTUA ™ I fa btk RIFR R RACEF AT SN E, XHEsh &bt m iR K R AA
HS A E R SE 8 S

UG HOCHIT 7T LB S8 LR = ANERE R T - — 2 B G PR o 9KV A3 335.(2024) A 938 o2 2 7= 1 i g 7
F BRI R AR BRI E R G20, 7 RIS S 17 AR R B RE[1]. FREEfT,
A 3L(025) WNRIR 57 A TR, BRSO 5 MU SO RIEIE, &%
BRSNS PR A [2] . R SR IR AR IR RE RN o AL A B (2023) BF 78 1 3T R AL 7= St
JRE R R EENLH], M “AF=EEER - HAUEE - PR R - BREGIE” 4 AN R8T R AL 7= S it &
G I R LI [3] . 0/ INEAE (2024) A S B i B K R TR B SR AL R I D R IR L i Rk
Bfe B BB VERT S AR L 4 ANYERE IR & RO BT AR J1[4] . PRI G55 (2024) 18 HiHT
AR B SR L R R AR . /IR S IR 2 B R DA 4 € B KPR A L R B AR I SR B [5]. =
ARSI o B S0 I % (2024) 3B T AR 7= 1 BRI Ui, A8 T R SE AR R R R R T sl BT Bh
Bl st R, MBEEE R PR EOR . B 4 SUREOE B R AE A VR FE bn A 2R [6]. Z5FH%%5(2024)
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bR R, FEHT TR A P2 1K I X822 57 e B A AR R AE[ 7]

B T30 5 A 7= 4 B T e R, R AP D FE AT A TR R B B o AN SC R R BB 588 T 26 7 1 RRFALE,
MR mARRE . R AR IEI R R, d8 FH AL TOPSIS 2% 2014~2023 4+ [F 30 4
AU R AL = R SR TINE,  JF5 Bh Dagum %58 2 5000 i AT 25 (8] 22 5
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2.2. WHEHKIR

BTl R SEBEEANUERPE, AR VAT TR H SR VU A IR B X AN 30 N4 () 1 9
FEXTR, WA Y 2014~2023 4. & BHEAR SR BRIE T 04 (hE g %) ChERERS %)
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2.3. MBEFDistkRiaE
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FVFRIME R, RE&ER 21 TUZ O R . ERBERTERE 1R,

Table 1. Evaluation index system for the development level of new quality productive forces
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3. FEEEHMRE~NMELSERIH

FET RSO R PR R R, (TSR TOPSIS Y200 FZ H R 30 >4 2014~2023 4 (387 5 A7 /)
RIEAR, MEELE RN 2 Fis.

Table 2. Development level of new quality productive forces by province (2014~2023)
2. 2014~2023 BEFRE = H & RKF

X35 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 4EHHKE
Jext 0261 0.283 0306 0329 0347 0.382 0406 0442 0488 0531 8.24%
K# 0437 0142 0143 0130 0134 0141 0148 0.166 0.186 0.199 4.22%
it 0.089 0094 0102 0.108 0.111 0121 0129 0.144 0.159 0.190 8.76%
k¥ 0161 0167 0481 0191 0201 0.213 0.228 0.277 0.332 0.374 9.83%
A {F% 0254 0277 0299 0309 0315 0.339 0402 0476 0552 0.599 10.00%
Wi 0213 0235 0.248 0257 0283 0.310 0.353 0411 0.467 0551 11.16%
X  EHE 0144 0145 0148 0155 0.164 0.170 0.182 0.210 0.232 0.250 6.33%
%4 0173 0184 0196 0208 0.205 0.203 0.254 0.350 0.447 0.536 13.41%
J"%< 0259 0.278 0312 0.349 0409 0452 0510 0.619 0.674 0.719 12.04%
¥R 0118 0120 023 0126 0.129 0.136 0.144 0.157 0.177 0.192 5.58%
HME 0181 0193 0206 0216 0230 0.247 0276 0.325 0.371 0414 9.65%

it 0.072 0.074 0.077 0.081 0.086 0.087 0.095 0.110 0.122 0.130 6.85%

2R 0.109 0.116 0.126 0.132 0.143 0.151 0171 0.220 0.273 0.315 12.50%

il VWil 0.123 0.124 0.127 0.131 0.137 0.145 0.152 0.167 0.183 0.209 6.13%
b)) 0.103 0.107 0.114 0120 0.127 0.130 0.140 0.162 0.189 0.209 8.20%
X k] 0.119 0.127 0135 0.144 0.155 0.168 0.178 0.219 0.267 0.335 12.19%
i 0.121 0.128 0.132 0.138 0.140 0.149 0.160 0.191 0.243 0.305 10.76%

BI1E 0.108 0.113 0.119 0.124 0.131 0.138 0.150 0.178 0.213 0.251 9.83%

W&d  0.062 0068 0.074 0078 0.082 008 0.08 0100 0.107 0.111 6.78%
i 0.110 0.111 0.113 0.115 0.117 0122 0.127 0.144 0.143 0.147 3.30%

HER 0.108 0.112 0.117 0.122 0.126 0.130 0.139 0.155 0.169 0.179 5.75%

7)1 0.103 0.110 0.114 0.127 0.145 0.156 0.165 0.187 0.212 0.241 9.89%

Gl 0.092 0.095 0.095 0.098 0.102 0.103 0.107 0.113 0.118 0.122 3.19%

= 0.101 0.103 0.105 0.107 0.109 0.112 0.115 0.118 0.123 0.133 3.05%

(S 0.108 0.114 0.115 0122 0.131 0.142 0.160 0.194 0.237 0.283 11.26%

M= E

HH 0.062 0.066 0.067 0.072 0.073 0.077 0.083 0.088 0.091 0.098 5.13%
Hilg 0.041 0.040 0.041 0.047 0.055 0.057 0.062 0.065 0.072 0.073 6.60%
TH 0.047 0.052 0.056 0.063 0.068 0.069 0.077 0.082 0.086 0.090 7.48%
e 0.060 0.059 0.057 0.064 0.070 0.072 0.077 0.085 0.088 0.092 4.87%
O] 0.081 0.084 0.087 0.092 0.098 0.102 0.109 0.121 0.131 0.143 6.44%
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Uy 0.107 0.104 0.110 0.114 0.118 0.121 0.128 0.140 0.151 0.165 4.91%

R
b #Hk 0084 008 0090 0093 0092 0099 0104 0109 0108 0.115 3.63%

i’%‘ ®ogyL  0.092 0094 0.099 0104 0.106 0.102 0.106 0.111 0.113 0.116 2.63%
X
BN 0.094 0.095 0.100 0.104 0.105 0.107 0113 0.120 0.124 0.132 3.83%

2 HEE 0.121 0.127 0.134 0.141 0.149 0.158 0.173 0.200 0.227 0.254 8.57%

Wz 2 fis, R 2014~2023 4F3[E 30 N 0 8T B AR D0 R FRAKPIE DL . BRI &, FREDHT
AP R AT BRI 5 A N 2014 4F 1) 0.121 K JRE| T 2023 4[] 0.254, F-T-HHK 2N 8.57%,
B8 T R BR A 77 0 0 KT At B KA B (A IR B (2 %48 T 22 1) f 37 R A 77 0 % ek
IR AR RN 2R . AR S, 2014~2023 4E[R)TARA . LA dbRili. Wil WARE LKL Biff
TR R AE = R BRI TR, Bl THE . HiE. Bl L NS ST R G . 2014 4
TR B A= 1R KT BE 25 3R 0.259, 1 T 1348 HOWIFE 45 AN AT 0.041; R JEH 2023 4ERF, |74
BHREF= SR BRI S5 R 0.719, 154 B EE 45 AN 0.073. HHULAT L, ¥4 7= e
B LR R IR RSk, (HRTER T Z AAFAE A o] AR R & 206 o

04r

2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
4
I safEE o RREE = EXMEE A WEE

Figure 1. Trend changes in new quality productive forces development level and its sub-dimensions
1. FREFNRRK TR BYERE R RKTFENES

wmE 1R, WERAEF? 71 3 AN TR, 2014~2023 4ENA], mRHEIRE. makfeia . mmEIRE
BEP LTS, B REERAEMESEZER . BANS, mEHIEEE 2014~2023 4E/H H 0.08 42
THE 0.237, FIMGKFN 12.85%, @RHEIEEAE =AU P AR, (B HSG R &, X Ui W3R E ZE R K
WM E SO SR TN R E RS, BRI AP BRI 25 8] =R RE R HE
2014~2023 4[] {1 0.211 $2T+ % 2023 4E 1) 0.331, EHH KN 5.14%, HIE 2020 £ LG A 8K KIHETH
TR B BE 2014~2023 4 1A] 1 0.187 #2714 0.260, XK FE A 3.74%, X WREAESORE.
B 5 N G A A R AT T R A
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Figure 2. Trend changes in new quality productive forces development level: National and four
major regions
E 2. 2ERMAMXHFRE=HERKELILES

i 2 pros, BEAORE,  DUORHLIX IR BAE ™ R R K T 4R & FR 5E 2014~2023 4[R2 UAE P LT
. BARME, AKX KRR SGa R B R & T AR, O sh B4 A R K05 %,
XL PG DRI T X A AL AR I AE 4 [ K 22 R o v st DX SIS S G 2218, {5 2021 4F
Ja LB, 5 2023 AR ER G 1R E0 S R U] 4 KPR A1 G 8 e X 00 3o ek s 0 m aas
AL, T 2021 AFE IR BOEAALHIIX,  JFLEREE PTAERPEEYT RIS, B sm2h 105 KB 71

4. FiIREFNERKENZRER D
4.1. BEIERDE

RFITE R AR PR 1R K 2B 8RS R, AR 782 B Dagum 3 JE REUBAY, % 2014~2023 4F (8] PU K
DX BT A 77 1 R R AT Bk 22 e . XS P B X3 e) 22 S5 DUk FE b AT b, &5 SRk 3 R

Table 3. Overall Gini coefficient of new quality productive forces development level and its contribution rates

3. MBREFNERRKFHSHERRY R HTEE

Fr SR R K ; ﬁ@$@) -
(X35 Py 22 5 [X 3 ] 22 5 AL

2014 0.2500 20.9262 71.4936 8.4782
2015 0.2588 20.9632 72.5181 7.3787
2016 0.2674 21.0467 72.8074 6.9788
2017 0.2681 21.7367 72.3535 6.7365
2018 0.2753 22.2708 71.8694 6.6399
2019 0.2860 22.4605 72.0165 6.2777
2020 0.3006 22.0473 72.7421 5.9132
2021 0.3217 21.7249 72.8198 6.0803
2022 0.3397 21.0324 72.8218 6.7052
2023 0.3508 20.6200 72.1042 7.8193
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HR AR 1R IR ARk JB REAE 2014~2023 4E[R] B 0.2500 $27+%] 0.3508, EHLFFa b FHiass,
Tt B DX IR BT 0 A2 7 0 R B K 22 AR IR K. INZE S onmk R A FE R, X5k A) 22 57 o ik %6 2 X 43
ZESEDTHRAR M 3 5 A o XIRN 22 7 DUk R R BIHIE IR “f81 U B ik, 2019 4Rk B m; X
$ol ) 22 S DT MR BRI BN, 2022 FFINFH AN IR, 2014 NS IR/ IME s AR B DT
BRZ M 2014 FE[1) 8.4782% 54 T &2 2020 ) 5.9132%, 2023 4F R ZE 7.8193%. X —45 K, X
() ¥ % o 72 S 72 5| B80RT T AR 7= 0 R AR AN B0 1) o B2 TR 3%

42. RBAER

Table 4. Intra-regional Gini coefficient of new quality productive forces development level

T4 HREFNERKPHXEAERRY

A DX 45k Ay 22 5
ARER X rh g X P Ef i X KL X

2014 0.1896 0.1013 0.1777 0.1538
2015 0.2004 0.1010 0.1779 0.1439
2016 0.2127 0.0990 0.1775 0.1455
2017 0.2275 0.1011 0.1696 0.1450
2018 0.2431 0.1016 0.1713 0.1518
2019 0.2529 0.1120 0.1781 0.1477
2020 0.2614 0.1136 0.1786 0.1486
2021 0.2679 0.1333 0.1960 0.1577
2022 0.2628 0.1543 0.2174 0.1737
2023 0.2557 0.1741 0.2398 0.1803

2014~2023 B A 2 J R R XN ZE S e 4 B AREBHLIX R B AKF X 380N 22 57 R ILF B
AWK, FHFEEFET S il X B ACE X 72 7 UK, (ESEs R R VEiH X R R /K P X
BN ZERAE 2014~2020 ER LT AR, B =ESRI T, BB R R REKT 2R RSHX R E
AKX N 22 5 BB — € 3N, ARk REL B &S

4.3. XiBEER

Table 5. Inter-regional Gini coefficient of new quality productive forces development level

F 5. MREFNEZRKFHXEEEERY

DX Jk 7] 22 5
A
K- R R - Ak - H- Ak [l

2014 0.2691 0.3854 0.3196 0.1737 0.1066 0.1411
2015 0.2783 0.3959 0.3424 0.1765 0.1183 0.1379
2016 0.2844 0.4103 0.3482 0.1849 0.1208 0.1369
2017 0.2892 0.4049 0.3532 0.1775 0.1232 0.1311
2018 0.2953 0.4082 0.3732 0.1787 0.1372 0.1330
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2019 0.3035 0.4192 0.3932 0.1876 0.1528 0.1360
2020 0.3212 0.4409 0.4193 0.1940 0.1624 0.1378
2021 0.3295 0.4661 0.4609 0.2270 0.2071 0.1520
2022 0.3254 0.4886 0.4990 0.2741 0.2731 0.1708
2023 0.3176 0.5022 0.5163 0.3164 0.3196 0.1885

2014~2023 4 [EH AL TR R /KT XA 2 e 3 6 s AR S, S X 5 JE R4y
S ETHES, IS X 2 TR B A R K ZE R AR IR K. BAKTI S, ARER - TEER. AR
i - AAERZE AR A RFFAE R R KT, RSB ALK, HR AR T, AT P st IX AT 2Rk
M DX, 2R L X A A 5 2 B S At 5 G BRI SR TR S A 7 0, T P St DA 2R A DX e Lk A
R 2 5 NA TR IOUERNZ), FBORRESIRERE. PO - A5 e R EuR D HESREA K, By
ANHLIX R DX S5k 22 S AR A B

5 GRS EN

ABFFHE TR mREE . R = AR TR 21 TR ARAL dURT A I R IR R, R e
K5 A3 T 22 5 XU AL A T 2014~2023 46 R AE 7 TR REOIRBL, 15 HHBUR 4518 1) MR REIKT i
JERE, BhA T R SR ETHES: FE=AT4ET, KBRS R e &
JREEYESE IR 2« B 4R AR e B R AR AEXEERIL L, 23 “RE > il > Adb > 7EE”
IR RS R 2) WASIEIZE R DT TR B A 1R KT R R 2 B 2 B AR A THI Y o3, &
ZLRT IR R 225 XA B Z R, RESTUE. RESRILMEE REBUG & AT
Bmors AN, TS AR e R BN BRI, XIS 2 7 A AN 2

AR BTG 1) PSSR P AR L5 B VIA R, RS QI KBl K i kg
MRS, AW GRS 71, A REEsh 2 B R R R B Bolidt . 2) 7p X E 22 AL 5 R
P DX N AR L AT BT SR 5, SR am AL W R BN S OR AL, SR AR RIS A0 2% AR R 4
I A it DR AR A RO AR S AT S AR XS, BE B PR BB A T 51 A s AR AR X RT A 7
WAL, IR EGH B S T EE, FIR 3R T A+ MBS R RE 1, sl e m e 5
NIRRT FR S, IS/ 2R S DX Z2 805 0 A0S b X 7 T A N B AS 5 R B Bt A
YR SR R B DX E S S AN [ R sk s, R REIR S ARSI ek Uk e Sl BE Y
Fed, FFISHBUER R IR ARACHL X DAL Gt Tl g (e R AN B AL s R 1, UK
W51 3 NA BER,  EEE AR R A7, RIS AR DX A S R BRI, IRRIE & B SRR
AR, BLRE R ESRE. 3) MABRTI KA, SRIPRIRIE R FFEI KRR
BNGRIE, REREZOBARIOS, AR BCRFAL S P AU BT s A TT IR BN A T 3L
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