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Table 1 Evaluation index system of county inclusive growth level
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Table 2 Measurement results of county inclusive growth level
i PR IR e kR R w A A HREL SR A
20154F  20204F  20154F 20204F  20154F 20204F  20154F 2020 4F
ZREPHBIX W 20.09 2538 22.58  26.12 37.60 4851 8027 99.66 50
15 2174 2265 2089 2263 2898 37.85 7252 8273 41
INZR 1227 1495 1970 2030 2540 3386  60.05 6643 87
fizye 1042 1216 1808  20.04 2412 31.62 5262 6381 57
IR 8.11 8.80 1538 1720 25.00 32.17 4849 58.16 67
Tt 6.86 8.26 2155 19.26 2372 3213 5213 60.28 124
TR 6.06 8.88 1570 1895 19.17 2724 4028 52.68 15
AREBHIH 12.03 12.95 19.65  20.33 2621 3464 5789 67.92 441
X P 5.79 8.02 16.05  17.85 1833  23.55  40.17 49.61 91
WiEE 6.84 9.07 1610  19.49 2294 3075 4588 59.31 87
WL 8.50 9.01 17.66 2085 2555 3136 5170 6122 66
LR 9.94 10.72 18.83  21.05 2677 33.13 5554 64.58 61
G| 8.13 8.69 13.07 1823 2330 29.61 4451 5653 109
PAN) 7.20 9.43 1877 1977 2451 3154 5047 60.74 79
HERE(E 7.59 9.04 1640 1933 2324 2967 4723 58.04 493
PUEHBIX P95 10.05 10.74 18.70  19.48 2111 3079 5055  60.45 82
ey 5.81 7.43 1642 20.63 19.01 2458 4125 52.64 85
THfF 5.74 5.51 1525 1720 17.17 2517 3817 47.88 39
s 5.30 6.41 1273 1611 19.64 2584  37.67 4836 71
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= 475 6.20 13.12 16.82 19.16 25.19  37.02 4820 117
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Fig. 1 Kernel density of county inclusiveness index
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Fig. 2 Kernel density of county economic growth index
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Fig. 3 Kernel density of county social development index
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Fig. 4 Kernel density of county common prosperity index
FIRAERH 0.036 TRER 0.026, 7M4EERF, AFFTH KA BBEIRZERER, 12
R JEFNILIR] w # AE B A 22 S 0], U2 B R KT 1Y 22 S LI A Mg KOk P22
SR SR DI R 22 5ok, U R DX [R] 4 22 5 o) S AR 22 5 Y DUk R 1 24.81%
P22 19.30%, ULIPURIXIREARIM G A Prokas . IIXIENERZE 2ok E , HIX AR 2E
SN RV ZE BT 75.19% TR 80.70% M EEAE R, AR T PUK X 4k i) 22 5%
DI PR B S A PR KO 22 S S W o P T DL, /0N il DX PN S Lt T 1
Jre 22 B R AR /N U 2SR | Sl DA e 1) R ORI SCHES R

Xof ML DX PN 22 50— 2D A I, 2R BT M X R i X PN 2 S Y ORI . 2020 4R AR T HE
DX P 22 S0 AR 2 S Y BTRR A6 35.87%,  HE PG AR X () TTRR AT ZE R . AHXSRE, Pl
HB DX PG B X B B A KOKSF 28 S B0, RSB, SR, 22 R AR
DX 4 R 2208 O B B A 8 PR R R B (AR i TP AR X AR AL B IX, 2R DR AR
A B A AP KO8 o B, B AR R P A M X ) B el A PR T 2 S A 3
AN, BB AR KO TE R K

B BN ARV FR R DX N 22 5 1) E R, Dyt —2D W DX N 22 ok R, RS
FET 2020 47 B2 25 08 AR AN PG ) EL S0 A KOKF 22 S 0B AT 1 S D TR 0 00l
GPRMEAME S Prn . 4REW], RIS E R FEORA TARZESR (5237%), A
BB 22 S DTRR R AR BN (47.63%) o IEANR 2 iz, ZRERHLIX A bRzl e, JUHE
WL VLR Y S AR RS o I AU T HAAE 0 o AR TR ERHLIX, PYikH
X253 FERILTH NS (82.28%) PHARHIL DA PR 707U AR SA2E 5 A4 DTk
R 17.72%, BEIAPE A 1 Z 1) B S AR S (K 22 7 B0
2.3 EEERMHEKKENEREER
2.3.1 D B -

F VD) S22 B i PR - N SR AT T, 2015 45 v [ L Sl 25 P R R T o U 22 e i s
FERATHEK (37.35%) >IHFEEH (31.60%) >HEa K (31.05%); 2020 4N 2k
WHEEHET M TR (38.83%) >HE4 R (31.19%) >JLEH (29.97%). Hr, &%
IR IR 22 T [ B A A PR ROK - d R = RS, H R 2 E &S, L
N B A AR K OB ARV E IS, Bl TR T 1.63%. 42RKM], 205
KIACE XS T o [ S A0 AP (ORI B P S BLAT Briin e, v B B du 2
B ROKAPAT AR T A R B B 5
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MNTHEN R RGO R (R 6), HEART =R n Akt R BKF  RIE S DL ™
WA fE o 2020 4F BASAEAT S i RIS A JEE T T AR RS JEE 2391 e ik 19.43%
17.33%F114.97% b, o fRBKF o BRI 520 B A (K A BELAS 2 i B 2
HREAGRE R B TS, % T B A ROKF B B AR/ MBI . e AKX
B AR BV E QL LU AW, (EHCRELAS AR HTDssss , A8y 2015 4F 9 14.55%

#3 BEEEFMERKKERBEREFKIER

Table 3 Regional differences and sources of county inclusiveness index

o HuIX P2 5 o

By AR i o - p— - Hb DX ) 2 5

LSS K 2015 0.0364 0.0274 0.0111 0.0048 0.0101 0.0014 0.0090
(75.19) (30.49) (13.19) (27.75) (5.11) (24.81)

2020 0.0258 0.0208 0.0093 0.0037 0.0072 0.0007 0.0050

(80.70) (35.87) (14.31) (27.89) (2.63) (19.30)

GRHKIEL 2015 0.2250 0.1814 0.0818 0.0263 0.0643 0.0089 0.0436
(80.61) (36.36) (11.70) (28.57) (3.98) (19.39)

2020 0.1808 0.1479 0.0818 0.0263 0.0643 0.0089 0.0329

(81.81) (40.48) (12.63) (26.30) (2.40) (18.19)

FLo R AR 2015 0.0385 0.0330 0.0075 0.0057 0.0180 0.0018 0.0055
(85.76) (19.38) (14.85) (46.79) (4.74) (14.24)

2020 0.0209 0.0201 0.0046 0.0030 0.0112 0.0014 0.0008

(96.09) (21.75) (14.29) (53.49) (6.57) (3.91)

HFEEHIER 2015 0.0351 0.0299 0.0097 0.0071 0.0110 0.0020 0.0052
(85.10) (27.74) (20.35) (31.21) (5.81) (14.90)

2020 0.0262 0.0221 0.0068 0.0060 0.0081 0.0013 0.0041

(84.19) (25.78) (22.80) (30.71) (4.91) (15.81)

e S B TR, PR %, T
R4 2020 FREM X BAMHERKOKFEREE R EER

Table 4 Regional differences and sources of inclusive growth levels in eastern region in 2020

1 N2 S

k2R — - - HhrES
JEREN FiRAN b 17 By I &R bEB] fiaaea)
00336 0.0160 0.0046  0.0025  0.0023 0.0016 0.0019  0.0029 0.0001 0.0176
’ (47.63) (13.74)  (7.44)  (6.96) (4.70)  (5.71) (8.72) (0.35) (52.37)

RS 220 EAEF X BEMEERKEXIBERE KR

Table 5 Regional differences and sources of inclusive growth levels in the western region in 2020

I LR B
AR ‘ — — — — HEER
Bk sy Bk it Hl FH B

0.0028 0.0014 0.0005 0.0020 0.0003 0.0016

(15.06) (7.77) (2.81) (10.69) (1.60) (8.35)

0.0153 o : 0.0033
0.0186 ($298) EN;S pui| B =H I (17.72)

0.0001 0.0030 0.0007 0.0024 0.0006
(0.38) (15.97) (3.73) (12.66) (3.26)
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Fo6 BEGARMEBKKEFAENRERE

Table 6 Obstacle degree of sub-criteria for inclusive growth level at county level

Bzt h Bzt Al

2015 2020 2015 2020
Al ZH R 6.41 6.63 A7 FLE b 18.46 19.43
A2 HUKF 10.32 10.87 A8 Rl 5 AR5 4.04 3.26
A3 4Rk 6.45 6.36 A9 PATKF- 14.55 12.47
A4 PR 14.17 14.97 A10 k% 285 0.19 0.17
AS FH K 0.33 0.31 A1l BRI 16.86 17.33
A6 BT 8.22 8.19 — — —

R 20204F 12.47%, AHAS T HABMEN)Z , FERG 53085 | #H K. W2 £
Xof T E el e 1 KK ST Y LS /0N o

GEKE, BESCMEAMN KA | tha kR LSRR & H =48 7 1
AR BRI AN R . ELTEHRYEEE, 7ol & S B 25 3G K 1 e R BE A A
F AL SRR, AR T B A G K A B VE R e A 5 e[ & M
B, SRR R B A K W AR N R . L, ST RS A RS KO
FHE TR A BLAE P b & e | b SR LA SRR IE O R 20 2, HEsh Bkt
W ek RN IL ) E AR 2 R R PR R
2.3 24852 et R -1 )

MEATHFEFRIEIR R (F7), 2015 AFEHEA RS MBS R 40 51k R0 At S A Al
TR R B . FIBE DL b Tl A i . A A SRR A . ==k Molk A 5L 5
BN B B 07 N7 ALRS R B LA AT e RN o] SR o A AT 2015 4,
2020 AFEHEAA T S 19 AR %A & AEARE,  miAAT JE RS SR (5 N34 GDP
X —FE AR A B i B R i A R AT S, R AR N R AR R, KK
ERFE, BTN SHEAMSRE AR FUBLL Tl A e . A A SRR
A A MO A B RN T L 3 DY AR B ) B AR BB R, A il B T
5.24%. 6.36%. 5.36%. 4.50%, UiHHHXTF B A IS KA B AR E R g, %51
O o B R AT S C A R A J B AT S B 8 I B A 2 T 14.55% R RN
12.47%, Xt F El o 28 M K OF- I BRARVE F A ITosss , 3R LR £ J3 BRI A KPR
BARE] T —E ek .

J T A TR BB K K BT T I 1) R B R 2R, A S IR R R 155
R B A S M R ACE FRAR BN & X 700 GG, a3 AN R S5 A B i
SR ME S Fn . X FAREAMERW B, M7 At SmAME A R 5, #
LTl Ao . AIASEREIA . = MO A B G AT iR 4 8
PIRERF R R, X B A M K AT (2 i AT A R M o XSRS KK AR F T
Grim Bk, = O A B R T EAA A 2 B K s e B R B L, DI
R K P AR ) L T 0 25 H S T R T EL A s L W N fE T . B ARG K K 45
G Th, R AT RO AL GDP % 60 2t K A B T . 2
WATEFGERBIVRET, &R A ZHA 5 Y GDP F i) R R 5 vy 32 2
MEE, Hit, BRSP4 8 i M X B TG AR 8 RIS AR, kR
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R Z 05 54 S AP K AR
3 ELEGATER I BESE SRR £ R4 R

SIS SRR . LB R S S ZORR B E O PR BT, Bl Ak
KA B TR £ 2R ah i —oeah M ikl , sk 2 2R Z AR, s
KBS T e . LR & ERILE, SRR REAR LRSS 1. St
I, ELIAG G A A S B2 0 K A R o REAS B3 S 22 ik & S ML 2y, 1l
AP HIRRAR B2 5 R AR T K R I B R TAHRMCR, (e bk AR 3L
Rl Meoh, B AR B T s AR TR i B A 28 2L 55 At A b 45
AFITFERT R BEAKT L DX e R F A RAE ST, e AR AR IRAE & FHIRYS i) A4
Mo FETEAAMI KOS R v, fedt BB A rE I . w2 HR>%
Ay RO LR LA 5T

(1) KRBz, BBl W aRe ). FEfs IO SRR, R
AL R B TR BRI R AT . S SRR B B 2 5 I L A P K A
RFIRTSR . SR, KRR R AU S AR, S B d AR
Bito BLANEZRT R IR 25T 0 KN A Rk A& L2y, JUHRZO R AT 1A
BlEEZ AL, ik, B R R B R, JEHIE 0 i B b iy il i

®7 BEEFMHEIKKTIERERE

Table 7 Obstacle degree of county inclusive growth level index

s S 7 S —

2015 2020 2015 2020
X1 A¥JGDP 6.41 6.63 | XI11 E I K% 0.87 0.50
X2 NIAIEFEIA 1032 10.87 | X12 HIfilk &5 0.07 0.04
X3 el BE T E 0.15 016 | XI3 J5/KAb3%E 0.26 0.18
X4 8 =l A e BB 0.48 0.42 | X14 R LLE TR 2.80 2.54
X5 B LA Tl Al Ko 13.54 1540 | X15 A% Bifhb BER 0.04 0.04
X6 AEAR AR IR AR E/GDP 283 290 || X16 IRBUE R A EA 6.50 5.50
X7 NBIHE A 3.63 347 | X17 febfE R SR 8.05 6.97
X8 VI ZHF 0.33 0.31 | XI8 k% Ji R AT LR H 0.19 0.17
X9 7 NIRRT EL 8.22 8.19 | X19 ==l A B/ 9.57  10.00
X10 5 AA2BAM IR E AL RO L 18.46  19.43 | X20 REAXAI SZE L A/ A GDP  7.29 7.34

®8 TEEFMHEKKFEREEHNTERBERIRF

Table 8 Main obstacles in counties at different levels of inclusive growth

P R 2
A
1 2 3 4 5 6
1% X10 X5 X19 X2 X9 X17
112 X10 X5 X2 X19 X9 X17
IIES X10 X5 X2 X19 X9 X17
V4L X10 X5 X2 X19 X9 X20

V& X10 X5 X2 X19 X20 X9
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MRETT, ARRBLE E 2w A BN . —Jril, ZORE RGN, RN
YRS P RIR G AR . ZERR B TEXT T S ML E G SR, S zE S A 2
T, AJEBAAON ™ sE . BEREEFI R TR 55 . IRIRRE . (SR AR S8 il
A, fedErlEE . LV EE . MERER AR TUSN, MR P EEEZ el B0E bl
o Jy—Jrin, PR ERE LUV AR BE R A O AL, T | A S o7 s
M5ty sl A P S B il o

(2) HgsmA e A IS5 I Ry Al Ktk , 9 RAE AR DX e R A R L2 o £
BESERAI SRR, D) TR R n, 28BSy FEal vt dt i A LRk 55
KPR RIS 2 R A LG AT Fr G . SR, BRed A 73R
ZUR TR R B L BRSBTS W R BE IS . AR K B
SIR AT Ao S TR A 22 B K AR R 5 K L2, s iia i i SR L2
AFEERAE AT 22 2 F ARG IR T, R ERAEZZET . 8 . e irEdr
THT 55 30l T i R A A i 220, BRI TR e IR R LS A AR . NI,
o7 B AN b DX T AR SRR 2 SR 55 Ak b e A D7 iy Al Bk, Rl s Al 8 SE AR 55 1 £
PNE, FRAGE TS L DX R R SR AL 2x o Bt — 20 sl Xk AR 4 2> PR R i) 5L A
B2, i/ S JE RAEAL 2RI . Ak SR AL 2o A Dy R 2200, RIS Tk 2k i
KB AR R ORISR B AN 553 SR AR I s 114 1 37 A1 2% P 5 0 e e DR B
[ (P NOEE RS REN IR E VDAL S R DU E | 28 AT TR 77 W 7= 3 5B R NI PN
XHEEREST SRl I SEE ARG R BCEIRSS , RS SRR A Kk R AE

(3) s Bl R SRR AN, IR P2 2 U RBUR . B R RUAS
o, ORI RILE AR i R BT R o R S A O Ry T, &
PR BET L LA Ji Rk 4 T 2 O R R L A R T BN R (M, $R B o
BAVERROKY, SCBILRIE M, 2R 23, JCHR ST R R 22 5
Kehimlicaz be il LAOlpa g B, 2020 4 HESRZFFHE KIS RS O 16, AT rh 45
Ko SR, P BIIL R SRR B4 Dy 27, BB E TV, EEAE T
A B IRAKS i RO, AT s RONET AT SERCUCA o5 3% GDP e fil)y, B3t
KABCRIFR T2 KR e o X Al B4 1L P8 DL 2 2R I B N R e St i Tl A
&, Bk RARAQEN, SEulPEE BEIEEEHRKCERIE, 2 T
AR A . TEaiiifEdt £ MRS, B as & A" R R ELAE, It Ik s
WKL, IRt 2208 B SR RAFIRTIRE LN, oA 5 B FIRE S AR P WA E)
R R EARZ T RO A [ A s Z 57 i s R SR I, 1
FRAERITE S IR B B

(4) GEEtedt LI bh R A JE, Iy RMRHEDE £ MRS . MK ZEF 4 R R, X
SN B 2E S e B A A KO SR 22 S 0 ORI AT, LRI 2% X P PR B
SR 18] A T AN, BOEE AR . XR IGLEA SEHT, R SR A DX
PRI, DL RHIR R BALE S S BE DS P By b A Jg o AL AR PR oK 22 5 S B
ORI A2 L AP PERRHL X AR K P2 AIRAS . R, WARERHLIX M, 2
XPPEAN R ZERE s X R YR I 5, T R S T B KK o 5 S ARG A
RBAELFFC | A R UL IR & 5 7% 5 T a2 IR, W2 S5
AR o BT E SR EL A BT E R B, SRR H T AR A SR AR B, A
SR RN AN, PRI SE R A AR KOKF EL ) B AR N R AP e —E 22 5%, 1



8441 MOTHE 2 BLIA AR BE KX S AR 7R 2131

fedE B A ARG, HEDE SRR R T O A BT BT X3 X T A KoK i
RE9E, ZEFERTIAY R BN S R X TR A KoK PR e,
HE AN RIEETFHE R IR GEH 0L, R 25T A A I At

4 HhiEsiE

4.1 #ig

ASCHET AL KIS 0 N SHEE, NEBFK | bk Rt E % =14
JEE AR g B A R I K KPP R AR AR FR X B AR PR I K KT HE AT 2 A DR R
Mo MR EEL58 T

(1) 2015—2020 4% Hp [ B35 0 25 PG KT i 47.03 5% 57.99, #9011 23.30%
B ZEVER KK R BRI B R 400, AR AL R X vk 2, PR X T IS A%
Jaro WA E I ER & R4S SR B 0 AR KK G T2 EBEAT- . K
WE R, 2015—2020 4F 4 b His DX 17 30 4 XL B4, 25 M 184 K K SF B 384 8 40 91 6 5
33.20%M126.41%, B SANSC T ARTBHIX (17.33%) X (22.89%)

(2) 20152020 4F 1 [&] B3 40 25 P 386 4 7K S B9 R 22 208/, HH 0.0364 F =
0.0258, MK T 29.12%, BIA0 7 PEm K25 5 10 £ ZORITE KN 22 57, 2020 4F [X 35,
NFR2E S b7 B 2Z A B A 80.70%. MY HEE R, ATFKEEZERRA, 4
KRNI ) 5 A 2 P R 22 S 55N

(3) HIRE MK AKE S AT X S K25 . A iu b X K4 ok
Ao AREHL X B A PERT KK PR 22 Sk, (HART b DO (R Bl R R ) e 5 Pk o
L, BT EKFEZEMZES . ML, T X 2 S AN, Bk R iy
flir, (0BT KPR, BRI BPIRAS . X6 2% 30 A0 G 30 e X L del 2 1k
B R IKF 22 SRR R B, AR X 2253 EEOR [ TAPRES, TUilbIX 2253 K
FHDNHESRE,

(4) BN FIRANES B, UK R R R AREMENZ, SRR R
LA R S EE ) T B2 . AT ARG R, AT AL 4w A
TR PR R . B L L Tl B . A A SRR A . == ol A B
SN BT B HLAR R E A B A B NI4T AT S RSO (5 34 GDP He il 2 ip B
WALV ) F BRI E bR . AR AP R K5 B ) = B R R bR A e — 2 25
S, MO A B AR T A 2 K AR BB AR E R, AR A
JE R AT SZFRUSCA (5 N34 GDP H XA 258 36K 7K P58 e ) EL LAV FH B A B
4.2 i+ig

B K FRkfg =47 I, At £ FHRS R R BLE R
PSR o BUA SCH T B2 i A A A P K ORI A, AR SUZEA % 18 B L R RRAE
X HAL G KA T TR, S B A I K it R &R, A B F2EdE
I B & A A ) 8 S A, (kB M o BbAh, DX M % LA e
A3 DX LB AN ) B A T T R AR i 51 . SR AL, AR
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The measurement of inclusive growth at the county-level and
its implications for rural revitalization

LIN Wan-long, MI Jing
(College of Economics and Management, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: Inclusive growth in counties is an important realization path to reslove the rural
issues in the New Era and comprehensively promote rural revitalization. Based on the county
data in 2015 and 2020, this paper constructs a county inclusive growth evaluation index system
from the three dimensions of economic growth, social development, and common prosperity.
The study uses the entropy- weighted TOPSIS method, kernel density estimation, and Thiel
index to analyze the level of inclusive growth in counties. The research finds that: (1) From
2015 to 2020, the inclusive growth level of counties in China showed an upward trend,
presenting a pattern of eastern > central > northeastern > western region. In terms of growth
rate, the northeastern and western regions are ahead of the eastern and central regions. The
inclusive growth level of poverty alleviation counties and key counties assisted by the national
rural revitalization was below the national average. (2) The overall difference in the level of
inclusive growth in China's counties between 2015 and 2020 decreased from 0.0364 to 0.0258,
with intra-regional differences being the main source. In terms of dimensions, the economic
growth has the largest variation, while the social development and common prosperity variation
have the smaller variation. (3) The inclusive growth level of the county shows a pattern of
"high-level difference in the eastern region and low-level balance in the central and western
regions". The decomposition of the sources of differences between the east and the west shows
that the differences in the eastern region mainly come from inter-provincial differences, and the
differences in the western region mainly come from intra- provincial differences. (4) The
identification results of obstacle factors show that the number of beds of social welfare
adoption units per 10000 people, the number of industrial enterprises above designated size, the
per capita public budget revenue, the proportion of employees in the secondary and tertiary
industries in the total population, the number of beds in medical institutions per 10000 people,
and the per capita disposable income of rural residents as a proportion of per capita GDP are
the main obstacles to the inclusive growth of the county. On this basis, the study puts forward
enlightenment and relevant suggestions for comprehensively promoting rural revitalization
from the aspects of developing and expanding the county economy, enhancing the accessibility
of public services for rural households, promoting the wide sharing of economic results, and
enhancing the coordinated development of the county.
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