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Thinking on the optimization path of the profit
assessment index of district-level and county-level

state-owned enterprises
Chengqing Jiang
Nanjing Jiangbei New District Public Utilities Holding Group Co., Ltd, Nanjing, Jiangsu
Abstract: this paper mainly discusses the investors of county state-owned enterprise profit index assessment optimization
problem, at this stage most county state-owned enterprises in the transformation of the local government financing
platform company, this kind of state-owned enterprises has played an important role in the urbanization process, but the
early stage of the municipal infrastructure investment is larger, the debt balance is larger, large assets but not strong, pure
market income is small, the future development mainly focus on market-oriented management of government resources
assets, from “construction” to “operation” heavy transformation.
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