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Abstract

Hans Xl

This study will take 17 prefectural cities in Shandong province as the basic units, constructing the
evaluation system of rural indicators to evaluate the regional rural characteristics, and combine
with the questionnaire survey to discuss the differences between the public perception and im-
pression of rural areas and the actual measurement results of rural areas, as well as the reasons
for the formation. This paper explores the differences of regional rural evaluation and perception
from five aspects: rural index, rural intensity, rural development type, rural regional differentia-
tion and rural sexiness, which expects to provide a reference for understanding the rural charac-

teristics of Shandong.

Keywords

Rurality, Rural Perception, Perception Difference, Shandong

it

LFRE S NS BRANER

A, 2 EY, O/ #

U BTV K T S R R, AR HIR
R EWE RS IR, LR HY
Email: 15763375502@163.com, ‘wujun001@foxmail.com

Wk . 20204E3 4230 FHEM: 20200F4H 100 KA H: 20205F4H17H

DERER

MESIA: NEE, RE, At RS SRS G ZE R AT D). HERRL AR A, 2020, 9(2): 60-68.

DOI: 10.12677/gser.2020.92007


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/gser
https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2020.92007
https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2020.92007
http://www.hanspub.org

MBI 55

R

BRI IRE 173 A AR, WE 2 FHEERPE BRI X 2 RS, S HEEE, X
AREHEBABNR S LHNE SRS RNERSRRERBETRNY . N SHEREE. SHHERE.
SRRBRE. BN RUR SRR T ERE T HIX 2 IS BRMER. YA
RIIFHX S HERHMER S E

Xeia
2R, SHMERE, BAMER, LHRE

Copyright © 2020 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|8

SRR AR IR G, SRR DAMO — DRI . 2 MR 2R AR BURHE SRR R, N2 2
WM R RIS 11 ISP WAL S TR Inti, 30775 2 I8 J R s A5
PN HBIX SR BTG 2 A R R S5 R FLBAT K o A A U T 2 o S ) )

Cloke e 42 2 A MEFREL, BRI S0k 22 FBUR L3 X7 2 AP 2RARI 40 [1] [2]. E 22 TR/ MR
e, A0 RS T 2SS, BHEARAR m RS AR T S IR e (3], X T HLX 2 PR
o, FEFHIET AR, FIHEEAE S8R, W S NP Tabr i R, X 2 BT R E0T
HGIEN[4]-[9]. FEATHBIX 2 WHERT T 00 [F) I 45 & s 3 45 0] 07 10 £ AR 25 20 S BEAT 3R, B Tt
A RR[10] [11] [12] [13] [14]. BEBFFCREM &, E NN FEL D BB ARG, FEHRET
R, RS R 5T

AT 2 PR BOR A A SIS Iy R A TERE R, e NIRRT 2 hi. &
KHRLEEH, 512 AAEE, 152 BRI F LR 2 A B AL R o 1% 8 K28 )46 7 BUR 45F
HE S R RRE R 2 AR TS T DA AR TR RIS S T T . B 2 MR H f e,
A S AL AR bR AT HIIER £ MRS I IR T . S AR NI 2 KR EE SO a,  Haabrll s as Ry
BRI R AR E S . RO S M 5B ENSEA T B 2 3T A, CLEAR £ Wi i i i e X
1, VET 2 WS 2 R RIEA B [15] [16] [17]. XT3 IX 2 A0 0P 5 Bk 5t EL AT 78 ARG Bk =

DRI T A 9 DALl 2R I L X 3, I 8 2 MY VE DA S0 22 et 7, DABA RS BRI 2 A8 FR b X 1 2
MRS S U RUR R, HEMI A £ AT HL X 00 =R nl /@, (R RS %

2. MRXEHRAEMRTE
2.1. FAREEHER

IR T E R i X, JbAR RSV IE, M KILEirr, KRikEis. =i, HEREIE
s RS . IRV RRNRA, AT RENY . PR RO R IR, RSP 8 B iF. & 2018
RN IME 5272.50 1276, e IE 4950.50 147G, K 2.60%; A& FHLTEAY 1145.96
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JIA, dia THRAR T 66.08%, FLH#FHLIHIAN 757.25 Ji AW, HUX AR A3 10047.24 J5N,
HA R A 3900.34 T3 N, WEEA T 6146.90 1N, 405l N1 38.82%F1 61.18%, Al ik J& :hii
MR . RSB SE BB, RS EFRNBERTE, RAEF KR, 2
A RO X

22. ARFAZE

2.2.1. BFRGERBE

IRAEFE PRI B AR . FTIREUME . ATATMEIE I, £ S IAT B FT R [6] [11] [18] [19] [20], 44
AR AN R IR, B2 PRSP FE bR . WAL . e . A ERIE 3 AN J7 i e B A 1k 2
e R AR SRR WO R AR R A . A LR E . R AL B
v RRANOEE. NDERE. AR 10 MR BB RURME ARG R, 3t
A 4ANIERERR, 6 MR IESRFMEROK, HiX 2 W PERSE; WHRAR K, 2 RPERES . B AR
B AR SRR B QUARBGIFELSQOIS F)) o NHMBUEH T & £ M YERRARAE, 53R IEIS
TSR 1),

Table 1. Index selection and calculation

=1 ERERSHE

H 52 Eistay NN WARrS Febri A FRbrAE
2R F Hh TR R A F i A EFEFER 0.0897
L I TV 5 M TR T T AR SUE 17N 0.0915

WA
KAV 7 AR B 7 EFEFE 0.1045
AP ELE — e A A A IEFRFR 0.1265
S5 b I R A B S = T R A TR SUE Y7 0.1188
T i A A T i A A SUE P 0.0961

VST REE 8%
NEEE N % BLRE A X TR SUE 17N 0.0846
WL WA/ BN SULE =773 0.0971
RAT N OHE VT PNEE 5=y IEfE R 0.1194

JNEE -5 A A

Nk H XN 3/ Hb X AR SUE Y7 0.0718

2.2.2. [aEIAE

Bt M HERRE BT, RSP . DAFEARE BRHE, 85 WA, S5, Bk, BUEH.
FETL. BREHEMNEEAET. B a8, WREEKIEITA SRR, WA BRI A EXT LR
17 T 2 AR S5 HEF
3. BiEsbiE

BT it eSS X &gR, WiNEEENER, W IR 2R HEFERITE, 75 BT
RN, HisAERERITE, 88 EATBRER, MNE RIS AT AR,
3.1. ZFEIEBERDITE

RSN MBEEIM S LA 17 HuTl5 2 FPEFEE B Jeis IR EE X S HE bR B AT AR e AL B, BAR A 20N
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xi — xmin | S
Sl — max min
‘xmax _ xi 3 { = S
Xmax ~ Fmin (JE*E */_K)
A, S ONEIRbRARUEAAE, x, N5 @ NMEWE, x, TR TERRE,  x,, ATERRTERME,

i=12,---10 ,
T REE, LLURRIIR 17 7 2 M PR ReRE, P A A

10
RI=>"wS,

A w, IR ECE, S, R FRAR AR . RJa WA X 2 A PESR k] 7T7 2 MR SR (R 2).

Table 2. Rural classification

F 2. ZRMFRXIS

EZeEe 2] (Eh! 55 L3 G B3
RIMHX (8] 0<RI<0.20 0.20 <RI <0.40 0.40 <RI<0.50 0.50 <RI<0.7 0.70 <RI<1.00

3.2. SREREENIS

A 7 Ml 254 e AR ILAN £ T SR AR 2y 2 AR R . T =0l i P E R (R S
HEZE, W AR T P R R I FHE R 3) . #5Z%H X EAaAm Id I FHE, 0 B X 3 57l
EE AR R,

Table 3. Average and standard deviation of industrial structure

3. B ERNFESIREE

PR L GDP1% GDP2% GDP3%
SEHME 7.15% 48.22% 44.62%

brifE 22 2.40% 5.80% 6.10%
EHE ShrtEzE AN 9.55% 54.01% 50.73%

RAETH LR, KL EE SRR BERRR S A ESE. T FESA. BiRARSE. Wik e
POFPRTY (K 4).

Table 4. Indicator system of rural development type

4. ZREARIEBRISEIRMF R

Bt R4 847 K HUE
gl A GDP1% > 9.55%
TolkE R GDP2% > 54.01%
TR IR 55 2 GDP3% > 50.73%
Byt R RIETF LR =R R

4. ZHMUEBSSHEZREB S
Litr 17 U 2 MEESR B0 SEAE B 5), IR IR S RPEBGH, 11 BIX 2 RHERR AR T 050, J
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T 2 MRS, DR RIS, RIS o MRS EOHE A A0/ 17 shii o 2 WS . 59, B,
L BEDAY, 2ELE 1A SREEEX, 10 M2 RERIX, 3 A2 REEEmX 3 4~ 2
FHEsg X .

Table 5. Types of regional development and rural level

5. WXAREBUR 2 FHERH

HOIX & Ry Hh X K H[X RIfH 2R
b pE 0.70 wE
) T 0.65 i
el st St 4 }
Hr 0.64 i
k) 0.64 G
=il 0.46 L3
Tk 3 57 2 )
KIET 0.40 L3
. H &y 0.31 i
ri it A 25 7 2
GrE 0.30 5
I 9 T 0.65 G
YES T 0.62 o
& T 0.57 G
M T 0.57 i
YR R 9 BT 0.53 G
H &7 0.52 o
ES i 0.51 o
AT 0.44 B
A 0.32 59

MR 2 A R ARy bt s =P M AEHLIX GDP w5 LU A AR AR I P 3 S5 bk 22 2 i, &)
AN SR, T ESM. RS A A R 4 K2 R R R

SOREIR, TR ML BRSO ERR, ARSI T 0.50.0 42 2 APESE ),
W MR, HORMX o MR, EIRMDCOPIE R, T K ARBHE: SR ARG, MR R s
TSR, REBLKIRTE R o ARV A SR A IURE, B IR AN T T M X R . RE . K58
NI EFR, KRR EL WE RO S M IX . A XAE L 2R R 2 TV e, B BT
RGN AR AR08 2R FE A 5 SR i Ak, A A T ol xd 2 2 4 B B R
m TSEIENE N BN X, O 5AEMERE, i KRB A R IR B S . B TR R
MRS, SMTERRISE. 78, RS =R REONE®, a8 2 tERsEitX, £ENAAE
FAL. ZM DR il 5 BHEEER BRI, Tkl kA WA R A . A
IS o MHIDON IR R, BERE . SX 2 MIEERR, HPoE R 2 /X, il
NG 2 RPEHLIX, FeR Dy im 2 AR IX o P77 e R AR X X P B 3 7 B I B PR BN
ARG A iR & TAV R &M, =3 R RA T, — =R a .

5. ZHiEtbiE s R AR
WA FHIX 24 R RES £ MR SR T E(E 1, 142). NEHRBEXRY LR, RinEE
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Figure 1. Types of rural development in the region
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Figure 2. Regional rural level

2. WX ZFEFER

6. ZFMERMER T

ARG 1) 26 B2 R RN AR 17 HUTT R 2 A PEHEFP 45 28 o 6 BB 2 MR S IS 2 M PESES DL B
DREPRBER S MFELRER: . BAKRE, ADKTILIAR 17 {2 AESR 55 RS S bl 45 RAFAE O

DOI: 10.12677/gser.2020.92007 65 HOER AL 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2020.92007

MBI 55

ZE5 (3 6)o
YT HL XA 2 MR, RE RS oS5 RXWEHNT 4R —8; ERIXKIYAEER.
WY, HRREE 8 M AN S AT HETE IR, A SEMNEE 7 NHBIX SEERIEE 2 A 1 T 0

Table 6. Perceived rural survey results

6. BRAZ FMIFELSR

Hh X RIMH 2R I 2 RS M 2 M2 He 2
I ¥ 117 0.65 G 1 3 -2
AT 0.44 LIE 2 13 -11
TR T 0.70 2% 3 1 2
bl 0.64 5 4 4 0
DT 0.62 G 5 6 -1
FENI T 0.65 i 6 2 4
Eqli) 0.51 i 7 11 -4
H3 i 0.64 i 8 5 3
H e 0.52 G 9 10 -1
I 0.57 i 10 8 2
FeIE T 0.40 B 11 14 -3
AT 0.32 53 12 15 -3
& i 0.57 o 13 7 6
TrEd T 0.30 55 14 17 -3
JiE T 0.54 Ei 15 9 6
il 0.31 G55 16 16 0
RET 0.46 L3 17 12 5

R SRS SR ZE R BOR, HIERF 2 MR, AHZE 11 AR AR IR LA IR
JRAER, 47 “ERER" 28K NI i AR, DI ERDZEHTEIR ;2009 SR80 08 B AL 35
MG BIEFERE B, RS R AR, HRZANZIRET RN, SEEAE AR 2
FHPETE R M3ETE. WS R EMAU. EARM TR RE L, TR, RIVERMANIEL: F
AT A BN GIRG IR TR, BELETF SR AR, IR BUR BEEE s At BEICIR I A2 244 7oK
PRI 32 S ED S PR ), 00 A He 2 W PR RN 89 . RE A TPl sik, 25t kis, A% GDP &
ERERL, BUE AP AR S H AR AL SRR IR, BN 2 AR

TrEd FREMEAR, RO R SR AL, R NATT T AN IS, SR OO 2 R
AR I i T HUX AT, BRI 2E SR S R s s AR B B . RSP AR RS
AR AR R, BT R S RPETESS . A8 WX 2 A LT SR . A8 5 R 3
SR, SR TER. PHAEE, EEEILSRRPIRATE, RS NRREMAS. S0 BoRIER
T B AL DRI DAL 26, B AT H: 2 Ak 5 P8 PR B A i 22

MG BUREHL X A 2 AL T Sebril S S A PE. TG BUEPIHIARSE, 2 E 3 — Rt gT
JBORTT, RAMZRAER] o 2 R RS, ST, WG ERE . AT, EE
o By RFULRIE FEABRIX 55, iy ™ Lk (2 A e vl Bt AT 2 A4 55 TS (1 R
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BT R 2 M VPR FE RS, JEEL 10 MEFRX ILARE 17 #il 2 M YESRIGIEATINE, X 28 KRk
HE SRR H. 456 2 BRI G A 25 Rk AT LU, 331N S58:

W, WRE SRS P HRSR, SRR 5 Ry, 2R HESHIX 5 2 A R E XD,
T2 MMEMIGHIX . R, ILARE X R BRI LS R EEONE, B b ERKIE 52.94%, RlES
A, Tk ¥ SRR RS B X b, il 23.53% 11.76% K% 11.76%. 2 KERBARE, H2
FEZE SRR, MR BRI, H2EERNEDN; BRI E X 2 MR, Tk
SRHX IR Z, TS B R TS; MH R R 2 MR K. NS RERE LE, RhiiE
ENRES R, SR ERISEERE, X MR E PRI ELRNES. BE, MEHESR
B, AT AR & X 2 R 5 SEBR I S AR RUR 22 57 o Foh & 1) 2 R PR DITY 5 8 dn 22
SN 1L AMLR, kT 5E &ED, P LER.

DA AR b DX P S8 e ) S A e - G B X TR AN, R A L X AR AN B RS, Wb IX K&
45 B R RAF TR I “ARBA AN BAG T M B R v Ja o DR 3 B0 M X 2 P R e 5
X SEBR 2 N PEAFAEZRE . TS BSRIERI R R, AT 2 0 5 5 1 X 3 — Jy T sl e — 138 N 45 23k
W, BT X 2 AT ERRAE 77 AR R SE BRI A THT A TR o 2 A6 HL DX 2 AP PR 60 B 22 F) SRJET- b [X 1)
IR AL RIEH S ARSI AL . 8 R AR HOE R e+ B R, *t
ARSEFNFENA R o NATTEE 22 53 -5 A A tof b DX P 0 i s 7 0T B 0okt T b DXARRAIE 1) B 1A%, 3T
TERZIMREN S o FEORAEXS T KANAE A X R E ISR, i X ik, £#PE85; A GDP
w1, MR B2 0O T X 7 S BT R AR AR R R L IX TR R, B A 2 IR 1 X (1
ZINCEN % 208 T XX BUE TSI Si a2 . [FI L DM 3T T R 3T 3% 5 S e T A Ok [X
SRR E LR 2R . M DX G A L X R — R AR B LANRFAE 1 B SZ LA A s 7 2 A R0
Mk, A REE LA R N X () S R o T HL R FIUE 6 2 W e BOF 3 — Mz
B2 R AERARME, SRS P HIRARIE DA — B e A G HEN, £ ERE e FEURMER .
A RHIX 2 AT R 75 BN IR N BB SR

7.2. ¥#ig

ZRVER I 2 AR R, T 2 WS 2 MREREI T, TR IX 2 AR
FIHGESEEAEN, BT RSN EEREA IR, AR LR s & b i AT AN R R R &, Rt
FEATSCLA 17 HuTi A FEA BTt (L AR A S A ERAT IR I o EACRIIRE T S54RI b, T2 HEE TR
FERREERR, it — DRI I B, 35558 A O 2 MR R I SR F R R H A1
Wik, PR 2 M.

& H
AR+ 2R R 7 H (15CGLITT) .
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