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Fig.1 Interpretation of the concept of high-quality development
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Table 1 High-quality development evaluation index system
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Table 2 Characteristic value of evaluation index
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Table 3 Classification criteria of high-quality development level
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Fig.4 Criteria and high-quality development index in nine provinces of the Yellow River Basin
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Fig.5 Criteria and high-quality development index of the Yellow River Basin
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Table 4 Variation coefficient of high-quality development index of nine provinces in the Yellow River Basin
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Table 5 Variation coefficient of temporal high-quality development index in the Yellow River Basin
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