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Table 1 “Resource Conservation Index” Indicator System
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Table 2 “Resource Conservation Index” Indicator Weights
1 GDP 1/8
2 1/8
3 GDP 1/8
4 1/8
5 GDP 1/12
6 1/12 “ 7 1/12
7 1/12 “ 7 1/12
8 1/8 “ 7 1/4
9 1/8
A l o 2021
5 o« . GDP 0.38 /
0.72 /
2.1 9 10 N
(1) ( 2.
2021 “ X
’ L. “ g 2021
93.28 GDP 22.6 N
(193.08) (88.67) 13.3 /
(1 88.54) 12 1 3
(85.07) ( Do ( GDP
10.1 /
5.2 / ) ( 2
o 2021
GDP  36.4 /
5 39.8 /
90. 03 /AN 72.17 /
1 2021 “ 7 o 2021
(2) 6968 / 5
. 10855 /
. ( 68162 / ) -
(24540 / ) . 2021
5% 53.3 /

(.61 /) (206.5  /



©78 . 2024 5
(138.8 /) ( 2. 2.2
o (1)
o 2021 “ 7
99. 4% 2 2022 “ ”
99. 7% 95% ( 3 11 2022
5 2o (198.48) .
(93.56) . (87.35)
(76.04) . (73.18) . (67.78) .
(a)
32022 “ ”
(2)
o 2022
0. 81 / 1;
GDP 0. 30 / 3
(b) 1o
GDP 4.28
1.71 /
( 4.
o 2022 GDP
8.9 /
7.4 / 1
(0 GDP 5.5 4.3
3.5
20 ( 4).
o 2022
57.7 / 1;
48.2 / o
2022 GDP
(d) 5.08 / 1; 4.17 /
2 2021 2( 4),



e 70 «

88.23

4 2022

o 2022

113

10

”»

€«

10



.80 2024 5

. “« ” ] 2024( 01) : 74-75.
5 )
I 2023 39( 06) : 10-12.
6 ) . 2023 39
(12):9-12.
7
o - 70 ()
(3 . . 2024( 03) : 50-53.
8 .
J. 2022 15( 10) : 25.
9 )
I 2024 1-6.
o “ »” 10 J
2020 (05) : 120-122.
> 11 . 2024
. 2024( 02) : 6-8.

12 EFROYMSON R A DALE V H LANGHOLTZ M H.Socioeco—
nomic indicators for sustainable design and commercial devel-
opment of algal biofuel systems J . Global Change Biology
Bioenergy 2017 9( 06) : 1005-1023.

° 13 DALE VH EFROYMSON R A KLINE K L et al.Indicators
for assessing socioeconomic sustainability of bioenergy systems:
A short list of practical measures J .Ecological Indicators
2013 26:87-102.

1 . 14 ”
I 2023( 10) : 83-87. —_— ” .
2 . . 2022 16( 03) : 723-731.
J. 2021 46(04) : 128-135. 15 . -
3 . ] ] 2012( 07) : 72-78.
.2018( 06) : 83-85. 16 .
4 ) J. 2024 40( 04) : 44-49.

Construction and evaluation of the “Resource Conservation Index” method
Taking Zhejiang province as an example

QIAN Liwei YU Dongfang GAO Yi ZHOU Xujian YA Haobo ZHOU Runyu
( Zhejiang Development Planning Research Institute Hangzhou 310030 China)

Abstract: Resource conservation as a fundamental national policy in China plays an important role in
maintaining national resource security promoting high—quality development and promoting ecological
civilization construction. At present there are significant differences in the progress of resource conservation
work among cities in different regions. Differences in population economic development social conditions and
other aspects have made it difficult to achieve horizontal comparison of resource conservation work progress
between cities and it is also difficult to find weak links in key areas of resource conservation. Therefore it is
necessary to establish a comprehensive index system that is scientific objective quantitative and systematic
namely the “Resource Conservation Index” to evaluate the effectiveness of resource conservation work in
various regions.This study constructed a set of “Resource Conservation Index” indicator system and used whole
country and Zhejiang Province as an research object to calculate the “Resource Conservation Index” of various
provinces and cities in China in 2021 and the “Resource Conservation Index” of cities in Zhejiang Province in
2022.The evaluation results achieved a scientific evaluation of the effectiveness of resource conservation work
in various regions while identifying key areas that affect the “Resource Conservation Index” which helps
relevant departments to optimize and adjust work priorities and management strategies in a timely manner.
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