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Evaluation Index System of Regional Devel opment
Based on the Sientif ic Devel opment Concept

ZHAO Xiarrgui* , MA Cai-hong®
(1. College of Tourism and Environment Sciences, Shaanxi Normal University, Xi’ an, Shaanxi 710062, China;
2. Shaanxi University of Technology, Hanzhong, Shaanxi 723001, China)

Abgtract : Regional development eval uation is a complicated systematic project involving constructing eval ua
tion index system, assgning index weight , standardizing data, desgning evaluation index , grading standards
evaluation, etc. By taking Ningxia Hui Autonomous Region as a case study , firstly , aframework for region-
al development eval uation was designed in the three aspects of comprehensive, coordinated, and sustainable
developments. Secondly , basic indicators were selected by frequency- stati stics method and correlation-anal y-
ss method. Thirdly, weights of indicators were assgned by improved analytic hierarchy process (9/ 9 —9/
1) . Fourthly, thé standard figure” method was put forward in order to make the results comparable in the
country-wide range. Fifthly, a set of indexes were desgned to evaluate regional development from different
perspectives and levels. Finaly , the development of Ningxia Hui Autonomous Region since 1990 was eval ua-
ted using the evaluation system.
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3
s Wi —— ;
P — i ; Wi —B,; 1990 0.21 0.29 0.17 0.16
W, —C, ; U, 1991 0.21 0.29 0.18 0.16
G 1992 0.23 0.29 0.23 0.16
1993 0.24 0.30 0.26 0.16
2 1994 0.25 0.32 0.24 0.17
1995 0.26 0.33 0.26 0.17
! ' 1996 0.27 0.34 0.28 0.19
, 3514 —39°23 N ,104°17 —407°39 E 1997 0.27 0.34 0.27 0.20
456 km, 45 250 km, 6.64 1998 0.28 0.35 0.29 0.21
% 10° kP 1999 0.29 0.36 0.28 0.21
2004 5.88 x 10° 2000 0.30 0.37 0.31 0.21
4.60 x10° | 85.9 %, 2001 0.31 0.38 0.33 0.21
@P 7880 |, 2320 2002 0.33 0.39 0.36 0.20
1990 —2004 2003 0.33 0.40 0.36 0.23
( 3 _4) 2004 0.34 0.42 0.37 0.23
4
1990 0.32 0.34 0.17 0.17 0.11 0.26 0.03 0.08 0.62 0.51
1991 0.32 0.35 0.19 0.18 0.09 0.29 0.03 0.10 0.58 0.51
1992 0.32 0.35 0.18 0.28 0.10 0.32 0.05 0.11 0.51 0.48
1993 0.34 0.36 0.18 0.33 0.12 0.32 0.05 0.11 0.46 0.50
1994 0.37 0.37 0.19 0.30 0.09 0.33 0.04 0.15 0.51 0.51
1995 0.38 0.38 0.19 0.33 0.10 0.34 0.05 0.18 0.46 0.47
1996 0.40 0.38 0.20 0.38 0.11 0.32 0.07 0.13 0.59 0.51
1997 0.42 0.38 0.19 0.32 0.12 0. 36 0.07 0.16 0.60 0.51
1998 0.43 0.39 0.18 0.36 0.14 0.35 0.09 0.15 0.64 0.53
1999 0.44 0.39 0.21 0.36 0.13 0.34 0.10 0.15 0.60 0.54
2000 0.45 0.40 0.21 0.38 0.17 0.35 0.11 0.18 0.53 0.50
2001 0.47 0.41 0.23 0.41 0.20 0.36 0.11 0.20 0.49 0.50
2002 0.48 0.41 0.25 0.41 0.25 0.40 0.11 0.15 0.47 0.53
2003 0.49 0.43 0.24 0.44 0.21 0.40 0.14 0.19 0.47 0.53
2004 0.51 0.44 0.25 0.44 0.23 0.41 0.13 0.2 0.48 0.54
(1) 15a , 30%,
, 1990 0.21 2004 ,
0.34, 65 %, 1990 ,
(2) ,15a 164.45 %
1990 45 %,111 % ,42 %, 1990 0.11, 1999
) 0.09 0.14 ,2000 0.17,2001
) 0.20,
1990 0. 26,1992 0.32,
(3) 1990 2004 , , 2002 0. 40,
59 %, 43 %,
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