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Abstract: Ths paper used Theil index and H- index of per capita GDP to estimate the spatial difference and concentration of (:(llrty/ s economic

in Gannan prefecture. It selected 15 individual indexes to construct comprehensive evaluation index system of count}; s economic development level in

Gannan from the comprehensive economic development capacity, the elements of economic development and social development. Selected the year of

2001 and 2010 as the cross section, this paper analyzed changes of count); s economic development level in Gannan.
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