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Comparison Research on Circular Economy Level of Development
in Xinjiang with Other Provincial Regions in China

Xiao Chunmei, Gao Zhigang

(Institute of Economics, Xinjiang University of Finance and Economics, Urumgqi 830012, China)

Abstract: Based on the construction of evaluating indicator system of circular economy, this article applies the combinative
evaluation method composed of principal component analysis and analytic hierarchy process, analyzes comparatively the
circular economy level of development for 30 provincial regions in China, and mainly analyzes the gap between Xinjiang and
other provincial regions.
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