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Abstract

Rural green development is the concrete practice of rural revitalization. The research on quantit-
ative evaluation methods for the level of rural green development is still in its infancy. This study
constructed a quantitative evaluation method for the level of rural green development in Chonggq-
ing Qigiang District around the dimensions of “ecological, living, and production”. The temporal
and spatial evolution characteristics and evolution trends of the level of rural green development
in the region from 2015 to 2021 were analyzed. The results showed that: 1) The indices of ecolog-
ical beauty, livability, and production efficiency increased from 0.624, 0.826, and 0.923 in 2015 to
0.831, 0.965, and 0.978 in 2020 (all 1 in 2021), indicating that the development level of the three
dimensions of Qiqiang District has been continuously improved. 2) The index of rural green de-
velopment level increased from 0.733 in 2015 to 0.895 in 2020 (1 in 2021), indicating that the
overall development level of the region has significantly improved. The research results have
strong guiding significance for the exploration of research methods for rural green development
and the pathways to improve the level of rural green development.
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Table 1. Meaning and weight of evaluation indicators for rural green development level
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Figure 1. Distribution map of the measurement results of ecological dimensions
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Figure 2. Distribution map of the measurement results of life dimensions
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Figure 3. Distribution chart of measurement results for production dimensions
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Figure 4. Distribution map of comprehensive evaluation results of rural green development level
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