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Comprehensive Evaluation and Analysis of the Development Level of

Economic Welfare in Various Provinces and Regions of China
Han Yanbo

(School of Business, Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou 450000, China)

Abstract: On the basis of reviewing the research status of economic welfare connotation and eco-
nomic welfare measurement method, the article uses factor analysis method to select eighteen indica-
tors from three dimensions of income level, consumption level, and quality of life level to construct
compound economic welfare. According to the relevant data, the index calculates the economic welfare
level of 2017 in 31 provinces and autonomous regions in China, and further analyzes the regional
differences in economic welfare. Finally, based on the results of comprehensive evaluation and analy-
sis, it is proposed that the government should vigorously develop the economy, improve the income
level and consumption level of residents, pay attention to the quality of life of residents, improve the
education level and medical level of residents, and adopt the proposal of differentiated balanced devel-
opment strategy.
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