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Abstract

Chinese-style modernization is a new form of human civilization that China has contributed to the
world. It has modernization with a huge population, common prosperity for all people, coordinated
development of material civilization and spiritual civilization, modernization of harmonious coex-
istence between man and nature, and modernization of peaceful development. Combining these
five important features, this paper establishes a five-dimensional evaluation index system, adopts
the entropy weight method, and uses the Dagum Gini coefficient and Kernel density estimation to
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analyze the modernization level of various regions in China from 2012 to 2020. Among them, due
to the selection of too many variables, the random forest method is combined for feature selection
and then analyzed, and the results are found to be basically the same. The modernization level of
China’s provinces is constantly rising. The overall difference in China’s modernization level mainly
comes from regional differences. Among the three major zones, the eastern zone has the highest de-
gree of modernization, while the central and western zones have similar degrees of modernization.
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PR — RIS, EMUERATF AR MBOR D, EARFEENG . 0. Ha%E77m
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A Aty o ARG R BERE,  E RO A AR SR ER ) G 1) 3 1), PP BRARA BEFE 55 2255 1
ZATII, MATERE. Haitl . BURKHISE. AT, LLEE GDP. ABIWN S AR R VR A
LPF AR ERR[4]. EARTTH, FLLEEE . BT A OREE A SLIRSS A o SR B R A s
DR HERE . EBGR T, AT DO I B0E PR ] 1 SR A R B A RERE R PP A BUA B K ERE . 72301k
JiTT, AT DA SO R R AT SCAR B S AT (KR TR PP A SO BARAL IR 2 R2 (5] -

M2, I ERIACE R AR 27 E T E E RS B , e e i e AL i A
EENCORE, S NRIEFEEH . YFCCUAR SO NS BARREIA . BT A i i 4%
Jrm6]. VAl AR E AL R BERE R BB R 2 AT I TEAR AR R, 7 BT IR AN SS 14 e B

R EIRAI A EBRE, @ 7 ARV etk &R, SRE XTI 2012~2020 4E3K
[E 31 N AT BUX (AN HE R & 1 IX) () T AR St R IR B2 70 i 17 2 s X BRARAL & iK1, I F] Dagum
HJe R B Kernel B EEML T34 148 1 X TA] A1 DX Py 1045 6] 22 5%

ARSI TR SCAE T, 0 A [ B AT B0 B AT 25 R AR 7 B, AT RATRN T fige o [ 2
ALK LR a3y, Db B AR i B R SE R M SC B SRy, RNt AT DU A Ah 223 544
SHEFE Y.

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2023.126159 1557 gt 5N


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2023.126159
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

2. BIRNE

ASCHEE L A P E GRS, BT 2012 4F & 2020 EREEE, BE 3L AME T2 DB, A
SCRFLEATIAGN ISR, WA 1 PR, bRk — R ORE R FE AR M IR A

Table 1. Evaluation system of modernization level index
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Table 2. Regional division table of 31 provinces and cities
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Table 3. Result table of entropy weight method
3. WBCERERE
AL
bil =R e 5 BAHME d 1L (%)
UNEI=E/S AL 0.977 0.023 13.876
WAL KT 0.988 0.012 7.332
PR L, T E R&D A 514 if 24 0.878 0.122 74.973
NEEi 0.994 0.006 3.819
N FELE A F I I BUS S 0.901 0.099 16.735
AR ST X A = R E L E 0.891 0.109 18.408
EYIERNRIR &S 0.938 0.062 10.47
HAANNLIE AN G 0.981 0.019 3.253
IRBUIEAR BT RIS FER S IRER 0.961 0.039 6.641
W2 5 RAL 2 78 (R SE PR AN B A5 18 2 0.983 0.017 2.822
NSRBI A = R 3 T 0.991 0.009 1.601
IR R R R 0.997 0.003 0.458
TR 0.939 0.061 10.32
AHFEHEEBER 0.949 0.051 8.595
VO kit YN D 0.907 0.093 15.73
WA R R KB B R R 0.993 0.007 1.23
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0.937
0.934
0.972
0.942
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Table 4. Weight table of each dimension
4 BHEWNER

T (ERSYCTIENS ERAME KU (%)

N BB 0.94 0.06 20.041

W5 ST RRS 14 AR B AR AL 0.938 0.062 20.826
R NRILFE BRI 0.964 0.036 12.13
A IR 0.919 0.081 27.115

FEANT IR R AL T % 0.941 0.059 19.887

4 AT, A HRAR I BSIHZIE T IR, TR T A SO 3 R 4 2
EiE. BARNTEE S GHRIRIET G & @0, TR ATNGE @M, W% s Fis.

Table 5. Comprehensive score table of provinces and cities
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14 1% B4 N

IR 0.717 1 0.22 3 0.287 5 0.393 2 0.74 1 0.571 1

gﬁ{zﬁﬁg 0.174 23 0.79 1 0.122 21 0.361 4 0.096 23 0.4 2

LI 0.595 2 0.167 15 0.338 0.396 1 0.182 10 0.396

WL 0.517 3 0.227 2 0.313 0.319 5 0.205 7 0.372

0.295 6 0.269 4 0.346
0.198 19 0.344 2 0.285

Jbm 0.202 13 0173 10 0.448
g 0.211 12 0135 26  0.359
LR 0.402 4 0153 21  0.208 0373 3 0161 13  0.275
R 0.192 14 0124 29 0.284 0198 20 0293 3 0.229
vy ey 0.292 5 022 4 0156 12 0211 15 0231 5 0.22
TR 0.264 7 0149 22 0.165 11 0209 16 018 9 0.177 10
IpIES 0.189 15 0171 14  0.182 9 0.266 7 0113 22 0174 11
WAL 0.243 8 0165 17 0.169 10 0228 11 0131 17 0.172 12
S 0.178 20 0167 16  0.193 8 0186 25 0172 11  0.166 13
W4 0.239 9 0178 9  0.146 13 0223 12 0132 16  0.165 14
ENEES 0.269 6 0141 25 0.146 14 0248 9 0.096 24  0.157 15

© 00 N o o b~ W

LrE 0.15 28 0156 20 0.14 16 0.233 10 0.198 8 0.154 16

NS 0.213 11 0.2 6 0.142 15 0.188 22 0.122 20 0.152 17

ﬁgﬁ‘}f—gﬁ 0.185 17 0204 5 0.095 28 0.197 21 0.171 12 0.142 18
=}

HERTH 0.185 19 0172 12 0132 18 0216 14 0128 18 0.14 19
PR 0.165 25 0197 8  0.094 29 0.172 30 0.213 6 0.137 20
o) 0.223 10 0145 24 011 25 0.26 8 0.085 25 0.132 21
et Ky 0.177 21 0.2 7 0.083 31 0171 31 0151 14 0.12 22
=gy 0118 30 0158 18 0.124 19 0207 17 0115 21 0.109 23
A 0.109 31 0158 19 0.114 24 0203 18 0122 19 0.103 24
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> .
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HIRIX
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Table 6. Comprehensive score table of the three major zones
F#6. ZAMWHFLERETER
NEREE ATl MIRSCIIATREASC] e ARIEFEHBE BRI RERN

B Tmmr mite mpEsL B AL mifchngs oA
REB 0.333 0.175 0.248 0.277 0.259 0.281
R 0.203 0.16 0.139 0.212 0.121 0.14
iRl 0.174 0.214 0.125 0.21 0.102 0.141

7 6 A%, ZRESHVE B CILRE R A, P U AR R 4 A DAL FE E AR — 2, HLp P st B
T FI N
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Figure 1. Kernel density curve of population scale modernization in the three major zones
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Figure 2. Kernel density curve of the coordinated modernization of material civilization and spiritual ci-
vilization in the three major zones
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Figure 3. Kernel density curve of ecological civilization modernization in the three major zones
B 3. = KMHEESAAIAR BT B Lk
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Figure 4. Kernel density curve of the modernization path of the three major zones taking away peaceful development
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Figure 5. Kernel density curve of the common prosperity and modernization of all the people in the three major zones
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Figure 6. Kernel density curve of the comprehensive scores of the three major zones
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5L )8 43 fi#(Gini Decomposition) e — it S AAAN 45 B2 &4 i & I R DTRR I J7VA[10] . VA0 2% ith Bl
BTN B B ATESL, BIRERIR R N T ELE], RSN BB 11] . T8 2% R EO0 o 1%
2G4 5 e A AR AN 200, e Tl N S ML T R 2. & X— MRy #oR
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ZnZinzlyi
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Mo BEA k AMHERFEZmE TIERASE, WG . FRSESE. WA, AT ARSI 2% R
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FTN: G=Gy+ Y AG o Hif, G REATERAE FIBIERAL, GRS | MHE IR T
MOTTRR, A 25 i AR B B AT 45 [ b R %

18 I %2 )8 2 %(Gini Coefficient)sk & & % K 30 B ARSI DTk . 58 REE T80 22 RBUR L
FTAPERE TR ERE, A

9 =G -G, - 4G,

EAARFR T H I AR EN BAEACFER TR 0 9> 0, WEEIZER FE T AP R0
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Table 7. Decomposition and contribution rate of Dagum Gini coefficient in Chinese-style modernization level region
F 7. PERIMARMKFXIE Dagum e R D FEFIRAKE

kL HiIX Py AL Hi X ) B A 4L TTHRR (%)

JEREC gy o BES A-h K- h-7E HIXE XA A
2012 0.248 0.107 0.035 0.334 0.453 0.465 0.246 24.937 59.869 15.194
2013 0.240 0.099 0.048 0.321 0.421 0.448 0.236 25.095 59.232 15.673
2014 0.246 0.128 0.045 0.303 0.413 0.432 0.235 25.642 58.386 15.972
2015 0.256 0.135 0.065 0.275 0.402 0.416 0.221 26.156 57.298 16.546
2016 0.239 0.129 0.05 0.263 0.368 0.397 0.216 26.051 56.130 17.819

A

I3

2017 0.243 0.119 0.058 0.235 0.337 0.368 0.196 26.871 53.578 19.552
2018 0.265 0.126 0.055 0.235 0.321 0.359 0.201 28.415 52.146 19.439
2019 0.268 0.152 0.053 0.244 0.326 0.368 0.218 28.486 52.490 19.024

2020 0.267 0.154 0.052 0.241 0.319 0.378 0.226 28.942 55.107 15.951

WA 7 R LA, 2012~2020 AF M X () 22 B DRk 2z T M X N 2 BE A DTk R . AR
AR KE, HX A ZE R R DTk IR 1S G %, 2012 4F (1) 24.94% F T E] 2020
28.94%; 1y Hh [X [A] Z£ BE DTk K B 2012 41 59.87%:% T I F& 2 2018 1) 52.15%, RJ5TE 2019 42 5K
Mg - F+ 21 2020 41 55.11%, H0IX [A] 22 #F vTERZ BEAR LIS T FE ST ik G s . AR FE DUk FEAE 2012
FI| 2019 4 [A) A A4 LIS RS, HAE 2020 A OKIE T FEF) 15.95%. 1] LA 330 E IAR K P Sk 22 7
A BRI TR IX 8] 1) 2 5
4. BTFHFHEERIFERE 53 #r

(—) b

T BT KRUEEARE AT, AT RE TG K EAR AR FAIRHIE R R, X FEOTERA S &, B
G DA AR R VE R T PR A5 ) [12] . PRk, AT RAIE IR BN IR 1k 2 — A B A T B P B, AT DL R 46
B IR B A DG RRAE , 4 SR Y (R 1k BR AT AT BRI o T A A [ IR I AR, A SOR % DL
A BRAATRIE 7 1%«

1) BAEREMACE: e, FEXNEIRHATREMPLE, QImHRIEIA, B ELAR, B
FRAEAFNE — S, B D R AU RS S, RSB 1B A mT S

2) FRAEEZEMEDAL: )5, BN E AT RN bR E BN 2, DU e IR fa ot T
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gy b B B B2 I R K

3) FHLHAMAZE: XTSI B R ITEbR, T LB S BT RAE A A A, Flin it X ek
PR EE B BIME B M B AR A E R AE o

4) BERLVEATATIL: ERATRAEIRR )G, W BRI R BAT PR A0, AR R i R AR S Oy
AR Ao AT LA A2 SCIRAIE AN W R AR R S5 T VR R PR R OB 2, B i P Al S AR E 2 5 45
JrigoRit— iR m R e .

AR R I BE LR BEAT RF AR o AE AT 1T, RSE ST N DRHEH,  BEATL R H 2 AR I8 S PR
FEMTEE SRR MR, AR (Y H AR T 3R B A U PRI P IS AE[13], AR 45 A B SR R A
—BRB, DAREE S KA M 45 5, DI AR 2 0 SO T 8l dE P e 28 —Rai s, BAt
e, KT B IEIA R BUFTESE AT G0 RO B B AR B AT L

BEHLAR MRl 2 AE TR SR AR At b, AE VN ZRd R b i IR LR 1%, AR TR SR BBy s g e
BELE RS n NMEENTES, BNTESPIERIFIEIEL4]. X TUI5T [ EER, — SR
RANALFE IR G(x;, vig) KB«

G(Xi’vij):% (Xlen)"‘n’r\ilght H(Xright) (7

S S

Hor, x BRI BB R, v WYIME, M Nrigne PLI N 8RR I 43 s e 4 T RO RE AR
AL HTHT R AT NGRER N Xien A1 Xeigne TR WEFEARLES, HOOFRALZ R 78—

KFBEHLA A BT, BRI HO) MR 7 B, B H(X,)=— 3 (Y=7a) »

I

Nm ieNp
oy AR SRR B FR R B PIME, WA 7 FiR.
CXE | mmewas o WUEREBL - SBlE
] | 1 \ //,/ : j s : 1 R1 :
i : T : D[ | x|
WEREARIREX | N X2 N LN L) NG R2 :
i« N —> — > — ) ) m&ma‘
XY ) o s i ] W TV i / i %4
3 : L ~ Y T

Figure 7. Random forest regression algorithm model

& 7. FEHARMAE IS EER

(=) febrBlE

AL UL SR T T S HEACGE TR, BOR T SAR bR R Tk ) AR, HOnAE N 1,
W 8 fim.

Table 8. Weight table of each indicator after feature selection

8. FHERFERIERNER

izt IR
N H H R E (%) 4.10%
AR 75 25 (%) 3.95%
BT X AR P A HUFE 3.48%
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] e i SON o DX A 7 B R (T 2 e AR )
R&D 48 30 H (HHh X A = i L &
AL B GBS H

Ey 2 SR ONGESW|
NI A FE I A5 7
A B % (7 3 ANIR)

L0 BB (1L T FL/N)
N E (LT KIN)
WK
KA FERENH ()
UNBSE. )

AFERRSG ST o X A P AR L
EHKE(IAHR)
EIPRIAIR RS
W2 8 Rtk 22 IR E ARG S BRI A
UL Tk Ak R&D A 574 24 B (A 4E)
AR BRI EH(T)
AR R (T )
SRR RN 9
HE AT A S E
HAR TS R X AR = A L
] P 5I2 28 5 ) R T AL (U0
AT JE R BE RS IR R H(%)
TR B2 (%)
MK A R
PR A T RIS SRR S IR %
AR (5 L
TRIRTEHL
BRI SCRCHON
WEAE IR B AR K R E(%)
B3 NI AN D15
A NELL )
S INIR(TNIR)

R H 258 A\ 7 355 (%)
AR HE O (5 )
SRR ()

ZARZR I E A AR (T 351K)
Tt B R B X A P A L E (T Z)

3.17%
3.10%
2.97%
2.91%
2.84%
2.84%
2.82%
2.76%
2.72%
2.71%
2.71%
2.68%
2.67%
2.61%
2.57%
2.54%
2.51%
2.51%
2.39%
2.29%
2.15%
2.09%
2.08%
2.05%
2.00%
1.98%
1.93%
1.93%
1.80%
1.78%
1.64%
1.49%
1.46%
1.45%
1.43%
1.42%
1.09%
1.04%
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Continued
575 NI N ST FH B0 28 6 ) PR 45 B (1) 0.95%
A TE SR TG AL A B 0.89%
W FEEHNE 0.82%
NI X AR = S 0.67%

(Z) W BE oA 25
A SOK R B G AR bR 1 S B R BGER A T AUE, 455N 9 . AR, HR SRR
Ja BN YERE R R bR A, £5 a0 10 FR.

Table 9. Weight table of four indexes after feature selection
9. A THHERFRMINRIEFRNER

T 5B e ERAMMME KU (%)
AN BEAREKR 0.977 0.023 13.876
WA KT 0.988 0.012 7.332
R DL - Tk Ak R&D A B 4si 245 0.878 0.122 74.973
N 0.994 0.006 3.819
BT K A 0.997 0.003 0.538
K 0.939 0.061 12.133
AR BEIEEH 0.949 0.051 10.105
AT T AN 0.907 0.093 18.494
W2 8 Rtk 22 IR E ARG S bR U AR A 2 0.983 0.017 3.318
Z MRV ARR 2 0.938 0.062 12.31
AFEIRSS SO A IX A S E L 0.891 0.109 21.642
AFE AT H 5 B S H 0.901 0.099 19.676
TN JE R B A% IR R A 0.991 0.009 1.784
AR RN 2 S 0.971 0.029 6.048
R&D £ %37 H i h [X AF 7= B LU B 0.949 0.051 10.594
NI 2> L P e i 0.937 0.063 13.217
W SEHTET Y L B 4R AL 0.877 0.123 25.74
FART ) AR 5 1 X AR = i L 0.853 0.147 30.634
BET XA~ S E L E 0.934 0.066 13.767
AMEmR 0.961 0.039 8.872
HERX G % 0.997 0.003 0.698
CIWANEE 67 0.955 0.045 10.328
NHEK B & 0.667 0.333 76.002
AL X AR P S E F R 0.993 0.007 1.639
BANHE R 0.989 0.011 2.462
B i M YRN 0.883 0.117 37.999
I BRSO N o Hb X A= 77 A L 0.942 0.058 18.962
A E bR & 0.867 0.133 43.039
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M1 9 WL, MUBELL L Tk Aok R&D A B Aif 8, AdERSS SO A X A A T SR8
JRACH L X A R N BRI B [ Bl 2 A 8 N P PR B — 4R AR 5 R R
PR — B, WA SCERHEIE A ROt 5Bk 1 T RFE .

Table 10. Weight table of secondary indicators after feature selection

= 10. BETHIEEZFE R —RIEFNESR

T GEMH e B G R B (%)
N EFBEIA AL 0.94 0.06 17.846
AR N RIL R E 4 AL 0.94 0.06 17.91
W I3 S RORS # A R ERA AL 0.941 0.059 17.528
A IR 0.926 0.074 22.103
FEANT IR R I AR T8 1% 0.917 0.083 24613

H13E 10 AT, SAfEbrM e, B T RIEARIIBE & 2 R TN, U R AR S A ROk
BT BARRIERIRHIE . 458 80 QR &8 WRHMTIF RER S50, W 11 P,

Table 11. Comprehensive score table of provinces and cities after feature selection

=1L ETHIEERENSETERER/IE
AN kAR AW YIBCSCHIAE R AT AR

B g mmmEff BUUE  GEBUESIK midcioags o0
I 0.717 1 0.365 2 0.196 2 0.243 4 0.892 1 0.607 1

PR 0.174 23 0.364 3 0.777 1 0.171 7 0.104 16 0.428 2
T . | . | |
LA 0.595 2 0.375 1 0.131 11 0.216 6 0.155 10 0.364 3
VAR 0.517 3 0.271 5 0.184 3 0.221 5 0.193 6 0.326 4
JbxET 0.202 13 0.216 8 0.115 19 0.477 1 0.256 3 0.316 5
XA 0.402 4 0.341 4 0.123 14 0.124 14 0.13 13 0.267 6
T 0.211 12 0.128 28 0.077 28 0.345 2 0.334 2 0.241 7
maEs 0.292 5 0.168 15 0.176 4 0.097 20 0.246 5 0.199 8
K™ 0.192 14 0.129 27 0.064 30 0.263 3 0.185 7 0.166 9

WA 0264 7 0.175 14 0104 24 0.136 11 0.139 1 016 10
Wity 0243 8 0.183 11 0124 13 0.137 10 0.107 15 0158 11
Jujil%s 0189 15 0.229 6 0134 10 0.1 19 0.083 19 0152 12
I
HIRIX
=E4 0165 25 0135 26 0152 7 0.072 28 0.248 4 0141 14
s 015 28 0.185 10 0116 18 0.121 15 0.134 12 0.138 15

Bepi®y  0.178 20 0.141 21 0.118 17 0.141 9 0.158 9 0.137 16

0.185 17 0.157 16 0.161 5 0.078 24 0.178 8 0.143 13

W 0239 9 0.178 13 0.141 9 0.076 27 0.083 20 0.132 17
WA 0269 6 0.209 9 0.104 23 0.071 29 0.04 25 0.13 18
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Continued
Wik 0223 10 0.225 7 0.107 22 0.067 31 0.033 27 0125 19
a4y 0213 11 0.138 24 0.158 6 0.102 18 0.051 24 0113 20
Bramdt s
IREVRIX
HERTT 0.185 19 0.137 25 0.119 16 0.078 25 0.117 14 0.104 22
WG 0.177 21 0.125 30 0.143 8 0.086 23 0.098 17 0.102 23
HiFE 0.176 22 0.142 19 0.115 20 0.151 8 0.009 29 0.1 24
Mg 0162 26 0.141 22 0125 12 0.115 16 0.023 28 0.091 25
Mopir4 0118 30 0.155 17 0.12 15 0.095 21 0.052 23 0.088 26
HHE 0109 31 0.142 20 0.11 21 0.111 17 0.065 21 008 27
e
HiR X
HiliE 0146 29 0.152 18  0.066 29 0.129 12 0.003 31 0075 29
G 0.168 24 0.14 23 0.082 27 0.077 26 0.037 26 0.07 30
T H |nl ik
Hif X

0.185 18 0.183 12 0.084 26 0.095 22 0.053 22 0105 21

0.152 27 0.128 29 0.104 25 0.068 30 0.089 18 0.078 28

0.188 16 0.105 31 0.055 31 0.129 13 0.007 30 0.06 31

Table 12. Comprehensive score table of the three major zones after feature selection
12, HEREFERN =K MHEE B TR

PN EFoL ERANRILFEER  ESXY WO ERCERER

i B AL ifcl WUHDRBLACH Bifcfouss OO
R 0.333 0.229 0.13 0.205 0.241 0.258
5 0.203 0.165 0.118 0.1 0.072 0.117
PEER 0.174 0.168 0.168 0.11 0.088 0.134

M1 11 A% 12 "TGA, SRRl rdiig A —8, b RE NI ILIR R sy, ARSI
R R L 5 B Bt o

5. &

Gt b, AhARE IR e, UG B A X B LE AT, B EPEOI N BHREONEE
[ R BORHIRAER R, 10T R 10K 596 X B RE S BAR .  11038 E A AT i 22 7 1 ORI T X
B2 ST . FE =KAo, R B RE B By, 1T P A BLARAL AR BEE A . ASSTE 8 1 fabrid
ZRE LW, PSS SRR G TR AT RS R, 2 T B AL G T i, 45 RE
s ARG REEA B, —Tr U TR R RS P SC AR TR, T M UGRIE T
ARSI JEE 53 A 45 R R E 1

S E WK
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