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Abstract

Rural and urban areas promote and coexist with each other, jointly forming the main space for
human activities. The implementation of the rural revitalization strategy is an inevitable choice to
achieve common prosperity for all people. To study the spatiotemporal evolution of rural revita-
lization and development in China, this article takes the requirements of rural revitalization
strategy as five dimensions and constructs a rural revitalization and development level indicator
system containing 30 indicators. The entropy method and Dagum are applied to analyze the spati-
otemporal evolution of rural revitalization and development level in China. The research results

XEFIH: #EHE 2 NIRMNR BRI Z=EA D). SiihE 5 R, 2023, 12(3): 678-689.
DOI: 10.12677/5a.2023.123072


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/sa
https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2023.123072
https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2023.123072
https://www.hanspub.org/

B

indicate that the level of rural revitalization and development in China is constantly improving,
and the internal driving forces in various regions are constantly strengthening. The effectiveness
of rural revitalization strategies is significant. Among them, the development in the eastern region
is relatively slow, while the development in the central and western regions is relatively fast. The
development in the northeastern region is slightly lower than the national level, and the gap with
the rapidly developing regions is increasing.
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Table 1. Rural revitalization indicators
%= 1. SHHRIETR
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RAETESIRAEIIE S, (VR RIR PR + R AR R E)/ AR+ 0.0461
At 7K & % i Y ES +  0.0136
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FLIR B AR ARFS TR N R A% +  0.0065
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Table 2. Comprehensive score of rural revitalization and development level

F 2. ZHIRAELARKTEES

HX 2017 4 2018 £ 2019 4 2020 4 S H4ME EYK R
Jbxt 0.2248 0.2279 0.2540 0.2311 0.2344 0.009
Rt 0.1922 0.1820 0.1987 0.2008 0.1934 0.015
b 0.3523 0.3644 0.3632 0.3931 0.3682 0.037
Ll 78 0.2430 0.2340 0.2479 0.2568 0.2454 0.019

S 0.2310 0.2350 0.2511 0.2762 0.2483 0.061
T 0.1995 0.2051 0.2048 0.2182 0.2069 0.030
Ak 0.1838 0.1843 0.1990 0.2260 0.1983 0.071

BT 0.2684 0.2701 0.2827 0.3188 0.2850 0.059
it 0.2481 0.2637 0.2581 0.2904 0.2651 0.054
L 0.4252 0.4465 0.4452 0.4789 0.4490 0.040
T 0.4207 0.4410 0.4538 0.4580 0.4434 0.029
2 0.3186 0.3533 0.3796 0.3847 0.3590 0.065
tioke 0.2708 0.2935 0.3313 0.3382 0.3085 0.077
AN 0.2646 0.2708 0.2920 0.3294 0.2892 0.076
AR 0.5290 0.5298 0.5021 0.5372 0.5245 0.005
i) 0.4144 0.4391 0.4702 0.4543 0.4445 0.031
Wk 0.2830 0.3391 0.3281 0.3351 0.3213 0.058
bk 0.3287 0.3206 0.3329 0.3709 0.3383 0.041
IR 0.2744 0.3113 0.3297 0.3590 0.3186 0.094
J 0.2016 0.2162 0.2238 0.2362 0.2195 0.054
biaae] 0.2212 0.2337 0.1843 0.2526 0.2229 0.045
HR 0.1667 0.1774 0.2538 0.2349 0.2082 0.121
va)i| 0.3401 0.3639 0.3731 0.3603 0.3593 0.019
oAl 0.2327 0.2460 0.2605 0.2691 0.2520 0.050
= 0.2785 0.3098 0.2903 0.3439 0.3056 0.073
[ 0.2346 0.2501 0.2354 0.2777 0.2495 0.058
(L] 0.2089 0.2136 0.2423 0.2332 0.2245 0.037
R 0.1826 0.1968 0.2042 0.2290 0.2031 0.078
Tl 0.1489 0.1724 0.1926 0.2079 0.1805 0.118
TH 0.1856 0.2006 0.1877 0.2362 0.2025 0.084
Wi 0.2390 0.2590 0.2959 0.2951 0.2722 0.073
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Figure 1. Temporal and spatial evolution of rural revitalization and development level

E 1 2R RRKTETRE

ALK IR 2 AR KR B AP L5513 53 WA 3, S X LR &1 b X A A (. BIRIX)ZRE 185
WEEA N . RPEEAT LA B, T AR TS TR, 2 AR R A, AR
2017~2018 £F ] ZR FiH X 2 AR K /KT 2 T HeAt i [X 5 2019~2020 4R (8], Hh s X 444 17 Jre ik

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2023.123072 684 Givth2 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2023.123072

B

TR A —2EERNEE — RN, HA s KBS, AR S DO RN G S, IR AEAS AL IX (Y 2 A R
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Table 3. Comprehensive scores of rural revitalization and development levels in different regions
= 3. TEXM 2 R4 L RKELEEETT

HIX 2017 4 2018 4 2019 4 2020 4 FHIME EE K%
FREBHIX 0.3159 0.3294 0.3321 0.3539 0.3328 0.039
Hh i X 0.3087 0.3262 0.3418 0.3552 0.3330 0.048
P A X 0.2208 0.2367 0.2509 0.2666 0.2438 0.065
RALEHLIX 0.2173 0.2199 0.2288 0.2543 0.2301 0.054

3.2. REZ FHHRMXROXBERSHT
AICAEH] Dagum K Je R iR, # 2017~2020 EIRE S AROR R AKCE R BB ZZER . XU A 25
AR Z AT 10, SRR 4 o3 5.

Table 4. Decomposition of the total Gini coefficient

F 4 SHIRAARKERERRBSHF

FEhy G Gw Gnb Gt SRR

Gw Gnb Gt
2017 0.1825 0.0479 0.0211 0.1135 0.2624 0.1156 0.6220
2018 0.1724 0.0427 0.0501 0.0797 0.2475 0.2904 0.4621
2019 0.1639 0.0401 0.0445 0.0793 0.2449 0.2714 0.4837
2020 0.1528 0.0369 0.0401 0.0758 0.2415 0.2626 0.4959

Table 5. Decomposition of Gini coefficient by region

5. X 2 RN EZRKFEERABSHE
Gii Gjh
RFHX X P RAEEHX R - R -7 K- Rdb -7 - RIBVE - ARk
2017 02502 00976 01215  0.0865 01938 0.2278 02234 01823 0.1800 0.1122
2018 01826 01100 01201  0.0867 01561 0.2082 02235 01821 0.2020 0.1131
2019 01783 01121 01057 00812 01535 0.1944 02170 01725 0.2047 0.1085
2020 01729 00930 00914 00879 01439 0.1865 02013 0.1585 0.1768 0.1005
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321 REZRENERKEEHER

2017~2020 “E3K[E 2 AR M KSR R EEAASL JE R4 G Wl 2 s G #E 2017~2020 “E[RI I {E
0.1679, KJEHHBLBEF TN, BFEIEN 16.26%, i FRE2N 5.75%. A LAULH, RIE 2 AHRMK
JEAE A 72 5 RO /INE S, I 2 KR ARSI DU A BT
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Figure 2. The overall Gini coefficient of China’s rural revitalization and development
level from 2017 to 2022
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Figure 3. Gini coefficient in different regions of China’s rural revitalization and de-
velopment level from2017 to 2022
[ 3. 2017~2022 FHE 2 #kA L RK LN T EIX NE R R
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2017~2020 FIRE £ R4 KT BFIA R HLIX (7] 52 Je 240 Gjh wnl%] 4 Bk . 2017~2020 4 /] & Hb X
(] ()25 Je REUF I S s AR . AR - ARdb, 25 - 06, - ZRdb, B -V, R -, 1 - ARdE
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HHL DX DX R 3 B R BB, FEHTARIGEHX . P 1) 2 MR R BT K. M XI5
ZE S AR AR, 2R Vb DRI A b X DX 4k (] (R JE R AR I T B %A, X i B LA X IEAE
At 55 2R P S X X3k B PR R R ZE B AR - P R Xk R R JE R ELPE 2017~2018 (AN T FRIEERCR,  FETR
N 19.44%; - ZRAGII XSk R Ak JE RECR I TS T AR LS, 8 2019 ARIA R K E 0.2047,
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RIRIKFZ T RIEGRYR/NE, Y02 KRB ARII M 1B UK A BT et .

0.2500
n—
0.2000
——ZR-H
s 0.1500 —8—= K-
e FRdL
B 0.1000 e
—¥—-Rk
0.0500 7E-Rdb
0.0000
2017 2018 2019 2020

4

Figure 4. Gini coefficient between different regions of China's rural revitalization and
development level from 2017 to 2022
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Figure 5. Contribution rates of different sources for the difference in the level of rural
revitalization and development in China from 2017 to 2022
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3.24. BRE S HIRMERKTEERKIR

2017~2020 R £ AR R R KT Z2 50 A [ R IR 1 DT R 2R 1] 5 B o 20 4 22 31 ST ik 2R B AR R
A1) 22 3 BTR 2 AE 2017 4F~2018 4EIA & EFF, 7E 2018~2020 4 [a] /Mg R, 1E 2018 “E153 B H K H
29.04%; BALHETTIRR EI “V” FRAHGES, 1£ 2018 152 /IME 46.21%. RTLLUEH, X[ %
SRR R IR E 2 MR RSB ZE R I ORI . AR R E 2 MR R R K 2 5 1 DTk
Hfr, X XA A X E S G, B N s DA BB BE BA R B L %

4. EREEIY
4.1, #Eip

XA 2 RIRM R EAKT . WRTEBLLT, B 2R KT AW 1, X P
NI FEARAE A 05, 2 AR RS B ORI 2 MR KT e A = 7 RN Ea S,
Yk 2 R JE ARSI B DURAT TG

MIKIRZEBR AT, FRIE 2 R4 A AT B A Rl B BAT W R DX 22 5 1, AS [ 3t IX ] i Jg /KT8
R AREH XA T35 — RN, (HR e ERNG s i i X A R R K PR BERTHR P PEAILIX 1 2
FHIR M A SR AT BB TH R B A X R, B AR M X OR e AR T2 FE ML XK1, 5 A PR AT BR Ay 3l [X
MIZEBRIEAERE R ZREFHBIX . Al RN PG A X 2 AR RO X 22 57 24 L R B, ik
2 RIEMARI BT DR A Fresas s AR AL IX AR AR A K e EAFAE — g MR, HLIX A Z A3 KiE%H
2R AL DR R A R KT Z2 5K, HLAx 8 DXSIR ) R KT 22 S R AE RIS 4 /NN, I 2 R R AR
TR DUKEAT TS0 o DX S5k ] 10 5 SCER B T B 205 o o 80 A AR 2t N i 7K AT A1 B R A AT B A8 1 B 2

4.2. i

1) EMXIEAMAZXESHR, MHE “AER” A0, F 2 ARG B4 TAE, 4
HRMBCE, &AE TR

2) EMRESE MR IAKE, D% (SHIRMEIEL(2018~2022 F)) , 758K
[E AN [ (] ) 25 ) 22 S, R R S IX 1) 22 A R SR FIRE Ak A SR T i, 3 4 1Y 1 P 1 22 A
] e«

3) MUK JEARIE=, it B L MRMN AT R R TAE, o8 R 3 2 kR AR i A i,
AN ZRAGIHL X 5 Rk X 2 [ R R 22 B . R AR AL =28 0 AR B IR, B HESh A R A 1
AR e TR, KSR RAE A, WORARM AP35 77, LB SRR A TR i 544 H A

4) PREELE IR PR R 7, (R A B A L Hr LG Al il By 1) R A 5 T S
DXIRATHR, o it A A M B B T R AR A T it s, ST A A AT A 513k, i — P R R
ANAWIRE ST, DMERERAM IR IE, HES) 2 MR AR IKF .
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