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ABOUT THE RANKING

BACKGROUND

When assessing any state, more often than not we end up looking at its relative economic performance. However, in the contemporary world,

other attributes such as social development, environmental conditions and governance related aspects also assume significant importance. All
these factors are crucial for holistic development of any state.

In this first edition of State Ranking 2023, we have attempted to come up with a comprehensive score covering seven pillars (Economic, Fiscal,
Social, Infrastructure, Financial Inclusion, Environment and Governance) and 46 indicators to rank the states. The ranking not only gives an
understanding of top performing states at the aggregate level but also delves further to give the top performers for each of the above listed

pillars. The ranking provides a comparative picture among the states to facilitate competitive spirit.

The selection of 46 indicators has been done ensuring that they are easy to understand and have applicability across the states. This ranking is

flexible for improvement and revisions depending on the availability of latest data and addition of new indicators to the existing set.
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@ AIM ) SCOPE Q_—§ OBJECTIVITY
To quantitatively assess the This study evaluates the states on Ensures that ranking decisions
comparative performance of parameters related to social, are free from bias or subjective
states on various parameters. economic, infrastructure, environment, judgments.

governance, government finances,
financial inclusion and covers 46
indicators.
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Top Three Rankers

1. Maharashtra

Punjab
45.0

Haryana
50.0

2. Gujarat
. Rajasthan
3. Tamil Nadu 37.6
Gujarat
518
1. Goa
. Madhya Pradesh
2. Sikkim 352

3. Himachal Pradesh
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Maharashtra
55.7
Goa _
62.8 -
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Kerala E?
49.0
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48.1
Uttarakhand
433
Sikkim Arunachal Pradesh
49.3 349
Uttar Pradesh
30.7 Meghalay Assam
34.8 303
b ﬂ Nagaland
219 299
Manipur
32.2
Mizoram

Tripura
33.0

West Bengal
35.2

Jharkhand

30.1
Odisha
36.7
Chhattisgarh
348
Telangana
50.9
Andhra Pradesh
46.0
mil Nadu
N

Note: The colour scale is Green to Yellow to Red with the highest score getting the green colour and the lowest score getting the red colour
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Large States (Group A)
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North-East, Hilly & Small States (Group B)

Rank Rank
1 Maharashtra (N @ 55,7 1 Goa GINe 62.8
2 Gujarat G e 518 L
2 Sikkim (N e 493
3 Tamil Nadu N e 511
E?Oﬂlomlc 4 Telangana  CEEEEEEN® 50.9 3 Himachal Pradesh (NN ® 481
isca
- - i Karnataka N 50.4
gg‘jgf'a' Inelusion 5 4 Uttarakhand  QEEEEEN® 433
' 6 Haryana N 50.0
Infrastructure )
Governance 7 Kerala NG 49.0 5 Mizoram N O 388
Environment
[ .
g AneihE P ® 46.0 6 Arunachal Pradesh @@ 349
9 Punjab (N 45.0
10 Rajasthan  CEEEEEN® 376 7 Meghalaya (NGO 34.8
The ovefall rank of states bas 1 Odisha N 36.7 3 Tripura  (GEEEE® 230
bheen arr?/ed at by evaluaUEg 1 West Bengal G 352
their performance across the 9 Mani
pur  GEENO 322
above listed seven pillars. A 13 Madhya Pradesh ' GEEEEN® $o.2
higher weight has been 14 Chhattisgarh N ® 348 10 Assam  @E® 203
assigned to the ‘Economic’ 15 Uttar Pradesh @I @ 30.7
category as a sound SCeerle 6 Jharkhand  (GEEEN® 201 1 Nagaland @@ e 298
performance has a trickle _
down effect on the rest of 17 Bihar @@ 219
these categories. O 20 40 60 80 100 O 20 40 60 80 100
Source: CareEdge Research Source: CareEdge Research
* Maharashtra tops the overall * The top five spots are occupied * |In Group B, Goa tops in overall

ranking of all states, with a
favourable score in social,
financial inclusion and fiscal
categories. Gujarat ranks second
and fares well in economic and
fiscal categories, while Tamil
Nadu ranks third with an edge in
social and governance categories.

by the Western and Southern
states. While higher fiscal and
economic scores were the strong
points for the western states, the
southern states outperformed in
the social and environment
categories.

ranking and was a front-runner in
social, infrastructure, financial
inclusion and fiscal categories.
Among the north-eastern states,
Sikkim leads due to better score
in economic, social, infrastructure
and environment categories.




CATEGORY-WISE RANKING




Top Three Rankers

1. Gujarat
2. Karnataka

jasth
3. Maharashtra RaJaStzfig

Gujarat
i 63.2
1. Sikkim
Madhya Pradesh
2. Goa 227

3. Arunachal Pradesh
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Uttarakhand
309

Arunachal Pradesh
42.7

Sikkim
629

Uttar Pradesh

Himachal Pradesh
l ‘ 36.1
!

204 Meghalay Assam
27.9 234
Bihar Nagaland
27.5 249
Manipur
28.0
Mizoram
24.7
Tripura
29.8
2 West Bengal
_ 273
Maharashtra Jharkhand
49.3 333
[ Odisha
41.6
Goa Chhattisgarh .
Soa Sy Economic
Telangana
Tela . 63.2
Karnataka
603 Andhra Pradesh
326
41.8
Tamil Nadu
Kerala 396
388 ' 20.4

Note: The colour scale is Green to Yellow to Red with the highest score getting the green colour and the lowest score getting the red colour
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Large States (Group A) North-East, Hilly & Small States (Group B)
Rank Rank
1 Gujarat N e 63.2 L
1 Sikkim (N e 62.9
2 Karnataka N 60.3
3 Maharashtra N 493 2 Goa N e 62.8
Per Capita GSDP _
GSDP Growth 4 ERYENE ® w9 z Arunachal Pradesh @ e 427
Industry & Services 5 Odisha N e 416
f:f%i?ﬁf in GSVA) : Tamil Nacu (G e 296 4  Himachal Pradesh  (EEEEENN® 361
=5 7 Telangana NG 392 5 Uttarakhand N ® 30.9
gng&'zi » 8 Kerala ~(EEEEEEEN® 388
Formation/Gross 9 Jharkhand GO 333 6 Tripura N O 298
Value Added 10 Andhra Pradesh N O 326 7 Manipur O 280
The indicators and the respective n Punjab G sli2 3 Meghalaya GEEEN® 27.9
weights have been selected to 12 Chhattisgarh N 311
capture the overall economic 13 Bihar GO 275 9 Nagaland GO 249
growth and also if the growth is
West Bengal @O 273
inclusive in nature. Investment 14 _ o 10 Mizoram (N ©® 24.7
has a major role to play in 15 Rajasthan @O 259
propelling the growth trajectory. 16 Madhya Pradesh (N O 227 11 Assam O 23.4
This is reflected in higher weight 17 Uttar Pradesh (K@ 20.4
for investment related indicators.
O 20 40 60 80 100 O 20 40 60 80 100
Source: CareEdge Research Source: CareEdge Research
Note:
GSDP: Gross State Domestic Product;
GSVA: G State Value Added; FDI: 2 . . . . . O
Foreign Direct Investment: IEM: Gujarat tops the ranking in from relatively high per capita «  Sikkim and Goa are the top two
Industrial Entrepreneur Memorandum Economic category with healthy GSDP, share of industry and performing states in Group B.
data on per capita GSDP, GSDP services in GSVA and strong Both these states have relatively
growth, FDI flows and high share FDI flows. high per capita GSDP and higher
of industry and services in GSVA. share of industry and services
in GSVA.
* Karnataka and Maharashtra * Southern and Western states -
follow Guijarat to occupy second have broadly outperformed the
and third place again benefitting remaining counterparts. -



Top Three Rankers

1. Odisha
2. Maharashtra

Rajasthan
3. Gujarat 27.1

Gujarat
1. G 65.3
-804 Madhya Pradesh
2. Uttarakhand 529

3. Manipur

Punjab
194

Haryana

.

Maharashtra
65.8
Goa _
614 -
Karnataka
54.7 2
Kerala ZZ
339

o

Himachal Pradesh
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338
Uttarakhand
56.5
Sikkim Arunachal Pradesh
48.9 50.7
Uttar Pradesh
40.7 Meghalaya Assam
428 : 523
Eifir Nagaland
2538 K =L 3 4%
. Manipur
y ” 553
S~ Mizoram

Tripura } I

38.2
West Bengal
429
Jharkhand
) 424
Odisha
66.6
Chhattisgarh
49.1
Telangana
52.2
Andhra Pradesh
415
mil Nadu
4

Note: The colour scale is Green to Yellow to Red with the highest score getting the green colour and the lowest score getting the red colour

454

Fiscal
B 66.6

43.0

I 19.4
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Large States (Group A) North-East, Hilly & Small States (Group B)
Rank Rank
1 Odisha N e 66.6
1 Goa GNe 61.4

2 Maharashtra N e 65.8

3 Gujarat NN 65.3 2 Uttarakhand (I © 56.5
Debt/GSDP
Fiscal Deficit /GSDP 4 AEMERELE ® 47 3 Manipur  CEEEN e 56,5
Revenge Deficit /QSDP 5 Haryana GEEN O 547
Education Expenditure / . A 5
Total Expenditure 6 Madhya Pradesh N © 52.9 4 ssam (NN 52.3
Health Expenditure / C
Total Expenditure / Telangana ® 522 5 Arunachal Pradesh N O 50.7
Capex / Total Expenditure 8 Chhattisgarh N O 491
Maintenance of GRF . 9 West Bengal (IS 429 6 Sikkim () 48.9
CSF (As % of outstanding .
liabilities) 10 Jharkhand N 42.4 7 Mizoram (N O 454

1 Tamil Nadu (N O 42.4

8 Meghalaya NG 428

The indicators are selected to 12 Andhra Pradesh GO 415
cover three aspects: Debt and 13 Uttar Pradesh N O 40.7 9 Tripura N O 382
deficit sustainability, quality of

14 Kerala GO 339
expenditure and debt Bt pr— - 10 Nagaland NGO 348
management 15 SlEEENE '

16 Bihar GO 258 11 Himachal Pradesh @GN ® 338

17 Punjab G ® 19.4

O 20 40 60 80 100 O 20 40 60 80 100

Source: CareEdge Research Source: CareEdge Research
Note:
GRF: Guarantee Redemption Fund;
CSF: Consolidated Sinking Fund . .

° » Better score on revenue and fiscal debt/GSDP and relatively lower * In Group B, Goa outperforms
deficit and healthy debt fiscal deficit. Maharashtra also other states due to relatively
management indicators (CSF & fares well in the debt management lower fiscal deficit and debt levels.
GRF) translated into Odisha indicators. The state also does well in terms
topping the ranking in the fiscal of expenditure on health and
category. * Punjab ranks the lowest in Group capital formation.

A as the state performs poorly in -
* Maharashtra and Gujarat, ranking debt sustainability as well as debt
second and third, enjoy lower management. -




Top Three Rankers

1. Maharashtra
2. Telangana

Punjab
359

Haryana
426

. Rajasthan
3. Tamil Nadu 396
Gujarat
1. G 394
. a
° Madhya Pradesh
2. Himachal Pradesh 223

3. Uttarakhand
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Himachal Pradesh
332

Uttarakhand
29.7
Sikkim Arunachal Pradesh
22.2 16.3
Uttar Pradesh
215 Meghalaya Assam
24.0 : 17.2
T g Nagaland
16.8 K g : O.?l
Manipur
y 8.1
Mizoram

23.1

Tripura
21.3
4 West Bengal
283
Maharashtra Jharkhand
723 235
Odisha
30.5
Goa Chhattisgarh . = =
61.9 e 273 Financial Inclusion
Telangana
493 B 723
Karnataka
46.3 N Andhra Pradesh
39.9
40.2
Tamil Nadu
Kerala 482
41.8 ) 8.1

Note: The colour scale is Green to Yellow to Red with the highest score getting the green colour and the lowest score getting the red colour
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Large States (Group A) North-East, Hilly & Small States (Group B)
Rank Rank
1 Maharashtra @ e 723
1 Goa N e 61.9
2 Telangana GEN O 493
3 Tamil Nadu GO 482 2 Himachal Pradesh N ©® 332
Credit/GSDP
; L ( .
Population/No. of 4 Aeinisitza ® eg 3 Uttarakhand N ® 29.7
Bank Branches 5 Haryana N e 426
NBFC Sanctions
4 Meghalaya @@ 24.0
(A % of GSDP) 6 Kerala NG 418
E/!]tthljal Fund Pgnetratiqn 7 Andhra Pradesh (N O 39.9 5 Mizoram (GEEN® 531
ife Insurance enetrahoni g Rajasthan (GO 396
Health Insurance Penetration Sikkim  (GEE® 292
Balance in PMJDY 9 Gujarat @ e 39.4 6 '
Account Per Beneficiary . )
Average Loans Disbursed : 10 Punjab  CEEEEEN® $59 7/ Tripura ~ GEEN® 213
by (SHGs) during the Year 1 Odisha N e 305 -
Assam @ 17.2
12 West Bengal (MO 283 2
Access to financial services, 13 Chhattisgarh (O 27.3 9 Arunachal Pradesh @@ 16.3
especially for low-income 14 Jnarkhand GEE@ 235
households is not only crucial Madhya Pradesh GEEEN® o 10 Nagaland @@ 10.4
for their economic wellbeing 15 adhya Fraces ‘ _
but also for their social 16 Uttar Pradesh (@ 21.5 I Manipur  @® 81
upliftment. We have 17 Bihar @N® 16.8
attempted to select indicators
which represent availability of o 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
funds as well as the extent of Source: CareEdge Research Source: CareEdge Research
participation by the
households to avail these o _ _ _
financial services. * Maharashtra topped in financial * Southern states also ranked * (Goa topped in Group B, with a
inclusion with best performance relatively well due to high credit huge gap in score compared with
Note: in credit/GSDP ratio, NBFC /GSDP ratio, accessibility to bank the other states. The state was
PMJDY: Pradhan Mantri Jan Dhan sanctions and health insurance branches and loans disbursed by highest scorer across indicators
Yoj : SHGs: Self-Hel . . . .
Olana; SHGs: Self-Help Groups penetration. It also fared relatively Self Help Groups. States in Central (except NBFC sanctions).
well in mutual fund penetration. and East India were the laggards. North-Eastern states were at the

bottom of the ladder.




Top Three Rankers

Punjab
750

Haryana
64.4

1. Kerala
2. Tamil Nadu
. Rajasthan
3. Punjab 50.2
Gujarat
1.G 455
-804 Madhya Pradesh
2. Himachal Pradesh 234

3. Sikkim

Maharashtra
63.9
Goa
88.7
Karnataka
49.0

Kerala
96.4
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Himachal Pradesh

80.5
Uttarakhand
58.7
Sikkim Arunachal Pradesh
743 40.6
Uttar Pradesh
20.1 Meghalaya Assam
42.2 ‘ 24.0
D Nagaland
158 K 2 48
Manipur
51.1
Mizoram
68.0
Tripura
452
West Bengal
46.3
Jharkhand
189
Odisha
28.2
Chhattisgarh )
244 Social
Telangana 96.4
508 B 96.
Andhra Pradesh
53.0
56.1
Tamil Nadu
78.6 =

Note: The colour scale is Green to Yellow to Red with the highest score getting the green colour and the lowest score getting the red colour
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Large States (Group A) North-East, Hilly & Small Sates (Group B)
Rank Rank
1 Kerala N e o964
1 Goa N 88.7
2 Tamil Nadu N e 78.6
3 Punjab N @ 75.0 2 Himachal Pradesh (I e 80.5
Gross Enrolment Ratio 0.17
4 Haryana NG 64.4 s
Percentage Literate 0.17 3 Sikkim G e /4.3
Poverty Rate 017 5 Maharashtra (N 63.9
Gini Coefficient 0.7 6 Telangana ~ (EEEEEEEEN © 59.8 4 Mizoram ~ CEENNNNe 68.0
E:ZEXMZQZ':E Rate 81; 7 Andhra Pradesh @mye 53.0 5 Uttarakhand IR @ 587
pecaney | 8 Rajasthan (I ® 50.2
i L .
9 Karnataka (GEEEEEEEN® 490 6 MERRUT ® =
10 West Bengal NG 46.3 v Tripura  CEEEEN 452
Investment in human capital 1 Gujarat N 455
| ifi Nagaland NG 44.9
has gained §|gn|f|cant _ o Odisha (GEEEN® 582 8 g
Importance in recent times to _
attain sustainable and inclusive 13 Chhattisgarh ~ GEEN® 244 9 Meghalaya ~ CEENINENN® 422
- Madhya Pradesh (N ® 234
growth. Indicators haye been 14 Y o AnmsahelBadksn 0 O 206
selected to represent income 15 Uttar Pradesh @@ 20,1
equality, education and health 1= Jharkhand @@ 18.9 - Assam (RO 240
related aspects.
17 Bihar @@ 15.8
O 20 40 60 80 100 O 20 40 60 80 100
Source: CareEdge Research Source: CareEdge Research
* Kerala emerged as the clear * Broadly, Southern states have * In Group B, Goa was the top
winner in this category with outperformed in this category performer primarily due to lowest
highest score in all the social occupying five spots among the poverty and infant mortality, and
indicators. top ten due to lower poverty and high income equality. Sikkim is
relatively better income highest ranker among the north
distribution. eastern states due to better
scores in health, poverty and -

equality related indicators.



Top Three Rankers

1. Punjab
2. Haryana

. Rajasthan
3. Gujarat 35.2

Gujarat

16 469
- 504 Madhya Pradesh
2. Sikkim 342

3. Himachal Pradesh

Maharashtra
375
Goa
68.4
Karnataka
374

Kerala
448
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Himachal Pradesh

448
Uttarakhand
39.1
Sikkim Arunachal Pradesh
46.8 284
Uttar Pradesh
358 Meghalaya Assam
374 39.6
Bihar g Nagaland
233 S 28.%
Manipur
Y 24.7
N Mizoram
30.1
Tripura
385
West Bengal
39.0
Jharkhand
19.9
Odisha
28.2
Chhatti h
31.5a s Infrastructure
Telangana - 68.4
41.0 -
Andhra Pradesh
40.9
44.1
Tamil Nadu
45.0 19 9

Note: The colour scale is Green to Yellow to Red with the highest score getting the green colour and the lowest score getting the red colour
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Large States (Group A) North-East, Hilly & Small Sates (Group B)

Rank Rank
1 Punjab N e 62.6
1 Goa N e 68.4
2 Haryana GO 481
3 Gujarat N ® 46.9 2 Sikkim  (EE o 468
Per Capita Power Availability ]
4 Tamil Nadu (N @ 45.0 :
Total Population / No. of Airports 3 Himachal Pradesh ~GEENNO® 44.8
: [ .
Road Density 5 Kerala () 448
Railway Density . 6 Telangana  (EEEEN O 410 4 Assam GRS 396
Irrigated A T ( SR
Egrelii iredeo(/eeamment Hospitals / 7 Andhrs Pradesh < 109 > Uttarakhand ® 591
Total Population ° 8 West Bengal (NS 590
6 Tripura NG 385
No. of Schools / Total Population 9 Maharashtra ~ CEEENO® 37.5
10 Karnataka NG 37.4 7 Meghalaya N 374
We have selected indicators to 1 Uttar Pradesh (N O 35.3
Mizoram O 30.1
measure the strength of both 1 Rajasthan  CEEEEN® 352 8
physical as well as social
infrastructure. Social 13 Madhya Pradesh (N O 342 9 Arunachal Pradesh (N ©® 284
inf Chhattisgarh (N ® 315
fn rastructur.e assumes greater 14 g 0 Nagaland (GEEEN® 530
importance in the 15 Odisha N e© 28.2
post-pandemic world . 16 Bihar GO 233 1 Manipur @O 247
17 Jharkhand @ 19.9
@) 20 40 o660 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
Source: CareEdge Research Source: CareEdge Research
Punjab and Haryana topped on * Most Southern states fared * Goa topped in Group B due to

Infrastructure ranking, mainly due
to high power availability, railway

density and greater irrigated area.

Both lagged in terms of social
infrastructure (Hospital Beds &
Schools).

relatively well in health infrastructure
captured by the number of beds
in government hospitals. States in
Eastern and Central India were
the lowest scorers.

better physical infrastructure
while Sikkim was at the second
spot primarily due to better score
for social infrastructure.
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Himachal Pradesh
45.0
Top Three Rankers Uttarakhand
Punjab 46.2
494 Sikkim Arunachal Pradesh
156 174
Haryana Uttar Pradesh
1. Andhra Pradesh 40.7 64.9 Meghalaya 2A;S§m
283 o
2. Telangana Bihar " Nagaland
Rajasthan 13.7 7 37.7
3. Uttar Pradesh 594 .
- >3 Manipur
25.2
A Mizoram
Gujarat 369
423
1. Uttarakhand
. Madhya Pradesh . Tripura
2. Himachal Pradesh 576 23.1
3. Nagaland West Bengal
38.6
Maharashtra Jharkhand
434 52.6
Odisha
11.5
Chhattisgarh
2660_3 0 = prie Governance
Telangana
Telang B 67.0
Karnataka ’
37.7 n Andhra Pradesh
67.0
39.2
Tamil Nadu
Kerala 56.8 I
31.0 : 1.5

Note: The colour scale is Green to Yellow to Red with the highest score getting the green colour and the lowest score getting the red colour
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Large States (Group A) North-East, Hilly & Small Sates (Group B)
Rank Rank
1 Andhra Pradesh ~ GEN 67.0
1 Uttarakhand N @ 46.2
2 Telangana N e 66.9
3 Uttar Pradesh (N © 64.9 2 Himachal Pradesh (IO 45.0
Ease of Doing Business :
4 Rajasthan N e 59.4
NeSDA Score- Service Portal k) Nagaland ~ GEEEEEENO 377
Court Conviction Rate 5 Meduya Sreczsh ® =78 .
Police Strength : 6 Tamil Nadu GO 56.8 4 Mizoram  CEENENEN® 36.9
7 Jharkhand G @ 526 5 Meghalaya GEEEEN® 283
The selected indicators can be 8 Punjab N e 49.4
broadly classified into two 9 Chhattisgarh  (EEEEEEEEN 45.7 6 Goa (MM 268
Cétegorles YlZ., business 10 Maharashtra _. 43.4 5 Manipur -. 25
friendly environment and ]
public service delivery (law, n Gujarat IO 42.3 g Tripura  (GEEK® 231
police, e-service). A better 12 Haryana @GN 40.7 '
governance leads to stability 13 West Bengal N O 386 9 Assam @GN O 225
and foster trust which are
_ ) Karnataka N O 37.7
crucial for unlocking new & 10 Arunachal Pradesh @@ 17.4
investment opportunities. 15 Kerala ~CHIENG® 31.0
16 Bihar @O 13.7 1 Sikkim GH® 15.6
17 Odisha @® 1.5
Note: O 20 40 60 80 100 O 20 40 60 80 100
(NeSDA) Score: National e-Governance
Service Delivery Assessment Score Source: CareFdge Research Source: CareFdge Research
(Service Portal)
* Andhra Pradesh and Telangana » Overall, Eastern states (except for « Uttarakhand topped in the Group
were at the top due to high Ease of Jharkhand) were the bottom rankers. B of states while Goa slipped to
Doing Business (EoDB) rank and Jharkhand has performed better the 6th rank due to low ease of
better scores in the court conviction due to its better ease of doing doing business rank.
rate. Despite the higher rank of business rank. Northern states of
Andhra Pradesh and Telangana in Punjab, Rajasthan, Haryana &
the Ease of Doing Business, both Uttar Pradesh have shown a superior -
states have shown a subdued score in the e-service delivery
performance in the IEMs filed and assessment score. Southern states -
FDI flows. have better court conviction rate.




Top Three Rankers

Haryana
1. Andhra Pradesh 51.0

Punjab

48.9

2. Karnataka
Rajasthan
3. Telangana 36.2
Gujarat
] 535
1. Himachal Pradesh
L. Madhya Pradesh
2. Sikkim 50.2

3. Goa

Maharashtra
55.5

Goa
54.6

Kerala
56.0

Karnataka
64.2 )

Himachal Pradesh
75.7

Uttarakhand
48.9

Sikkim
63.7
Uttar Pradesh / £ é_
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Arunachal Pradesh
42.0

Assam

247

Meghalaya
441

Bihar ‘

274

Tripura
325

West Bengal
243
Jharkhand
y 24.5
Odisha
41.7
Chhattisgarh
414
Telangana
60.1
Andhra Pradesh
64.6
Tamil Nadu
53.6

Note: The colour scale is Green to Yellow to Red with the highest score getting the green colour and the lowest score getting the red colour

346

Nagaland
34.2
Manipur
320

Mizoram
52.1

Environment
B 75.7

50.0

l 24.3
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Large States (Group A) North-East, Hilly & Small Sates (Group B)
Rank Rank
1 Andhra Pradesh G 64.6 _
1 Himachal Pradesh N e 75.7
2 Karnataka N e 64.2
3 Telangana N0 60.1 2 Sikkim G e 63.7
Air Quality
4 Kerala N 56.0
Solid Waste Management Score k) Goa GENe 54.6
: L .
Change in Forest Cover S Maharashtra ® 55.5
Renewable Installed Capacity : 6 Tamil Nadu ~GEEN @ 53.6 4 Mizoram C 521
SEEgs MEnsgemE: 7 Gujarat N ® 535 5 Utterakhand (EESEEEEN® 489
Access to Potable Water '
8 Haryana NG 51.0
[ .
9 Madhya Pradesh N © 50.2 6 Vieghelay ® il
10 Punjab NG 489 7 Arunachal Pradesh (N ® 42.0
We have looked at quality of 1 Odisha N 417
natural resources as well as 5 Chhattisgarh (GEEEEEEEN® 414 8 Assam (N O® 34.6
waste management efforts _
taken by each state. The 13 Rajasthan N O 36.2 9 Nagaland N O 342
i i Bihar CHEN® 27.4
qgahty of e.nvwonmer_wt has a 14 00 Trioura  (GEEEE® 275
direct bearing on social 15 Uttar Pradesh @GN @ 247
well-being and is c_ruaal for 1= Jharkhand | GEEN® 045 - Manipur IO 220
long-term economic
development, 17 West Bengal @@ 243
O 20 40 60 80 100 O 20 40 60 80 100
Source: CareEdge Research Source: CareEdge Research
» Southern and Western states have * Northern states have shown a * Himachal Pradesh tops in Group
outperformed in the environment POOr score in air quality whereas B due to the highest renewable
category. Most Southern states Eastern states have performed installed capacity, the largest
have shown relatively favourable poorly in solid waste management. increase in forest cover and best
performance in terms of air quality, sewage management capacity.
solid waste management, forest
cover and renewable installed -
capacity.




HEAT MAP

Note: The colour scheme for
these heat maps ranges from
green (for the highest score)
to yellow to Red (for the
lowest score) for each
category. For example, Kerala
has the highest score
(highlighted in green) in the
Social category whereas, Bihar
scores the lowest hence the
score is highlighted in red.
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Score (Group A) Social Infrastructure Flnan(-:lal Economic Fiscal Governance Environment GEESIE
Inclusion Score
Maharashtra 63.9 37.5 72.3 49.3 65.8 43.4 55.5 55.7
Gujarat 45.5 46.9 39.4 63.2 65.3 42.3 53.5 51.8
Tamil Nadu 78.6 45.0 48.2 39.6 42.4 56.8 53.6 51.1
Telangana 59.8 41.0 49.3 39.2 52.2 66.9 60.1 50.9
Karnataka 49.0 37.4 46.3 60.3 54.7 37.7 64.2 50.4
Haryana 64.4 48.1 42.6 46.8 54.7 40.7 51.0 50.0
Kerala 96.4 44.8 41.8 38.8 33.9 31.0 56.0 49.0
Andhra Pradesh 53.0 40.9 39.9 32.6 41.5 67.0 64.6 46.0
Punjab 75.0 62.6 35.9 31.2 19.4 49.4 48.9 45.0
Rajasthan 50.2 35.2 39.6 25.9 27.1 59.4 36.2 37.6
Odisha 28.2 28.2 30.5 41.6 66.6 11.5 41.7 36.7
West Bengal 46.3 39.0 28.3 27.3 42.9 38.6 24.3 35.2
Madhya Pradesh 23.4 34.2 22.3 22.7 52.9 57.6 50.2 35.2
Chhattisgarh 24.4 31.5 27.3 31.1 49.1 45.7 41.4 34.8
Uttar Pradesh 20.1 35.3 21.5 20.4 40.7 64.9 24.7 30.7
Jharkhand 18.9 19.9 23.5 33.3 42.4 52.6 24.5 30.1
Bihar 15.8 23.3 16.8 27.5 25.8 13.7 27.4 21.9

Score (Group B) Social Infrastructure Fmanflal Economic Fiscal Governance Environment Composite
Inclusion Score
Goa 88.7 68.4 61.9 62.8 61.4 26.8 54.6 62.8
Sikkim 74.3 46.8 22.2 62.9 48.9 15.6 63.7 49.3
Himachal Pradesh 80.5 44.8 33.2 36.1 33.8 45.0 75.7 48.1
Uttarakhand 58.7 39.1 29.7 30.9 56.5 46.2 48.9 43.3
Mizoram 68.0 30.1 23.1 24.7 45 .4 36.9 52.1 38.8
Arunachal Pradesh 40.6 28.4 16.3 42.7 50.7 17.4 42.0 34.9
Meghalaya 42.2 37.4 24.0 27.9 42.8 28.3 44.1 34.8
Tripura 45.2 38.5 21.3 29.8 38.2 23.1 32.5 33.0
Manipur 51.1 24.7 8.1 28.0 55.3 25.2 32.0 32.2
Assam 24.0 39.6 17.2 23.4 52.3 22.5 34.6 30.3
Nagaland 44.9 28.0 10.4 24.9 34.8 37.7 34.2 29.9
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Calculation of normalised scorefor each indicator is based on the min-max normalisation
method. The normalisation places all indicators within the range of O to 100 to make the data
comparable.

X—= Xminimum
Xnormalised= *100

X maximum -X minimum

The normalised scores for some indicators are reversed to ensure that all scores have a
consistent direction (higher scores represent better performance).

Each indicator is assigned a weight and the category score is calculated based on the
weighted average of these indicators.

The composite score is calculated as the weighted average of the broad categories’ scores.
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Weight Weight

Per Capita GSDP 0.30 FY21
GSDP Growth 0.10 FY18-FY20 (Average)
Industry & Services (% Share in GSVA) 0.10 FY2T
Economic 0.20 | Inflation 0.10 FY20-FY22 (Average)
FDI/GSDP 0.20 FY21-FY22 (Average)
IEMs Filed/GSDP 0.10 FY21-FY22 (Average)
Gross Capital Formation to Gross Value Added (GCF/GVA) 0.10 FY20
Debt/GSDP 0.30 FY21 (RE)
Fiscal Deficit /GSDP 0.20 FY22 (RE)
Revenue Deficit /GSDP 0.10 FY22 (RE)
Fiscal 0.15 Education Expenditure /Total Expenditure 0.05 FY22 (RE)
Health Expenditure / Total Expenditure 0.05 FY22 (RE)
Capex / Total Expenditure 0.20 FY22 (RE)
Maintenance of GRF 0.05 FY22
CSF (as % of outstanding liabilities) 0.05 FY21 (RE)
Credit/GSDP 0.20 FY2]
Population/No. of Bank Branches 0.10 FY22
NBFC Sanctions (As % of GSDP) 0.20 FY21
Mutual Fund Penetration - AAUM Per capita 0.10 As on September 2022
Financial 015 !_ife Insurance Penetration - Number of individual life 0.10 EVI7 - EY2]
Inclusion insurance policies in last 5 years as a % of total population
Health Insurance Penetration - Number of persons covered in 0.10
) FY17 - FY21
the last 5 years as a percentage of total population
Balance in Pradh_arj Mantri Jan Dhan Yojana (PMJDY) 0.10 N
Account Per Beneficiary
Average Loans Disbursed by Self Help Group (SHGS) during 0.10 v

the Year
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Gross Enrolment Ratio (Higher Secondary) 0.17 FY22
Percentage Literate 0.17 FY2T
] Poverty Rate 0.17 FY12
Sl 015 ™ Gini Coefficient 017 | FY2I
Infant Mortality Rate 0.17 FY21
Life Expectancy 0.17 2015-19
Per Capita Power Availability 0.30 FY22
Total Population/No. of Airports 0.15 2022
Road Density 0.15 FY19
Infrastructure | O.15 ™ R5jjways Density 015 | FY2I
Irrigated Area (Net Irrigated Area/Net Area Sown) 0.05 FY19
Beds in Government Hospitals / Total Population 0.10 FY20
No. of Schools / Total Population 0.10 FY22
Ease of Doing Business 0.40 2019
Governance | 0.10 NeSDA Score- Service Portal 0.20 2021
Court Conviction Rate 0.20 2021
Police Strength (Total Police Per Lakh of Population) 0.20 2021
Air Quality 0.20 2021
Solid Waste Management Score 0.20 FY21
Change in Forest Cover 0.20 FY15-FY 2T
Environment | O.10 Renewable Installed Capacity (% in Total) 0.20 As on December 2021
Sewage Management (Capacity/Generated) 0.10 2020
Access to Potable Water 0.10 As on November 2022

Note: The time period for each indicator is chosen as per the nature of the variable and data availability

Data Sources: RBI Handbook of Statistics on Indian States, RBI State Finances Report, State Budget Documents, RBI Database on Indian Economy, Department for Promotion -
of Industry and Internal Trade, Finance Industry Development Council, Association of Mutual Funds of India, Insurance Regulatory and Development Authority of India,

National Family Health Survey, Unified District Information System for Education Plus (UDISE+), Airports Authority of India, Department of Administrative Reforms and Public

Grievances, Bureau of Police Research & Development, Jal Jeevan Mission Dashboard, Central Pollution Control Board, Ministry of Power, Ministry of Statistics and -
Programme Implementation, States of India (CMIE), CEIC.
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