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Abstract

Through questionnaire data, this paper explores the differences in the understanding, attention
and evaluation of rural revitalization policy among people of different gender, age groups, occu-
pations and education levels. It is found that there was no difference between men and women in
their understanding, attention and evaluation of the rural revitalization policy. People aged 40~50
pay less attention to the rural revitalization policy but have a higher evaluation of the implemen-
tation results of the rural revitalization policy. Individuals and freelancers’ understanding of the
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rural revitalization policy is significantly higher than that of other occupations; Students, individ-
uals and freelancers pay more attention to the rural revitalization policy than enterprise staff and
the personnel of party and government. There is no significant difference in the attention and
evaluation of the rural revitalization policy among the people with different education levels. The
people with a high school education or below have a higher understanding of the rural revitaliza-
tion policy.
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1. 5|8

SRR A S IR T R R R IR A, HEREAROY . AR R FR BT B Hh 0 T s, (458
SCHIRPS s PR IR AA RGN AT T o SEHE 2 AR A ) 2 5 AR ARk AR
ML, BT R AR AR AT IS AR S, BESRAEFIE . ESEE . 2 KO BEA. &
IEEM1] SRR, SR LA 1R e SR [ 540 A AN BUR 2 ORI [2], 24
PRMHE SEHIE R B M 2 [3]0 SRS SEBL 2 MR KB AR IR, BEERBUE AR K RIS
o KATELRBAG IS AT o PR ZHEREAO (s PR R R, B 3 [ e 3R 5 0,
FIMPSEE 2R 2, SRR . BORRMNET . AR IR EMIAN, Rk E
2B 7705 AP S5, BIRE 2R ) A% 7 AR JE 22 7). AA RN TG E N 2+ 51 ENA IR ENS
i B HAATERBAA . SR NA BARIRAE 2 FTHR Mt e 220 S04 o AHAURMGZ PRAE 2 AR %
FIECGHA, TERIUGAEAR, RIE 2 MR HER-4].

H M0 TT BURE NS =1 2 AR ) BT, (R4S 2 MRSV EURIUE . B S AT £,
ARSI BURWRY KT 3O B Pl g SR AAME. BRAZ. SFnHE, it
e ORBAE Ty T, U RAT RS LB a6 7 BrA BURALRERTT,  foma i S 3 2 AR A4
PEAVR SRS RIS ] XA AL IE ST, BREEAR PR KIRAR, (E R D6 6 T
RIVE FRIAT, WBLEHE AR 245 5 RTE 2 MHIRNBOR, WRLERE AR 2 S I 2 A IR L 2), WIRLEAE AR
X ERIRNBOKARZ I TR, 2 MIRXBORK SR 58 2 MR A A EE 5 L, 51T )
ZL, BB AMALA, TR S A IRONEOR TR R S IR R
2. % FHRSTRRERR
2.1. SFEAERTHXHER

SRR SRR WK, AR RHRARK SRAFAETR R ILSE 7R, BN SRR A
Z73[6]. " EHE R S AT SO B, e DA R AR IS H AT R AR RSO RTR, SRR MNBUR . B 55
T RSO BRI AA BB, SHCERTEEAL. BREAL. SR BIZIRA
B BBAABEZ HIERTTET]. 28 SO BAE 2 MHROXBORRI SR T s A R, (B AR R
RIS, V72 T ARTF L, BAS 2 A SR AN RS R T R R, 24 SO B N A sz
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QUFT, ST RS AA @™ AL, SUE B R SR XL BN 170 2 A SO i
HES B BRI R 2K o RO B S B, 207 LR AR RS R . BRSO B A B AR
X MU AA ML 5635 2 R BB RE R, @V ZRIETEFEEISE] K2 MR
BT BB AR AL 2 A SO BRI L8]

2.2. ZFHRMER TR~

FEZRIRMEFT, 7B, SRR X R RS, ATEAR IR AT RS mORATIE
HAR K 2 M. ESIUAZFET P IIEIFFEZ 0], FHx A B 5, 32 R B
TR SR B AR PR P, FRFR AR 0], TR ZBLEADY I i X ], SR 4
L XA IR 1 = P SE BRI SCAL R S R L R R R AT 2R A, SERRAR TS 2% SCAL A 3L
FE7K[10]0 RTAE2 ORE TBUR ARSI T 5 €, HESIORE 2 AR, THIR A REF B TAR(11].

23. ZFHRMERTHESER

HEAYRM S 2 MHRM MR, A AR 3O WA O R AR AN Sl > 2 B m] RR LR R T
1, RS A EEAEN, N7 EIFSEBAS BRKIAE R, FATIRZ FAMI S 2 A IR S h i 2
FAEZ SO B TAR(12]. HATRM LSS BT AR AL BRI . IR EIRAAN L 7k g
PR MR EE A i S e A R UM SR A A RS SO EAR R « IR A ST B4
BATIE . RIS PR R AR IEEERR R, RIRHERE AR A A2 35 ST [ 131

24. SHEAERTHATER

NAFE 2 MR PR OB I R, 2B 2 MRS S M B 28, 0 T A 2 R R g BAy EL
MRS P2 M M IR B 2 R SO K RE IRl o 5526 45 6 X 2 R 110 S 1 =% 52 AN STk
oRb, SRMAREE. QU A B A IR RE AR S HH R, ) O GRBEECH K RO 2 AR AN B
RIS JPOR[14]0 5K A NILT B 2 MR AR I s (DL 85, Bl A48
BEAR. AAGHAEGHE . AARFURKER . 9 7 IR 1 2 AR MR s N AR 1 s R B S I
5i, SR BIHTA L ANA BIRRAWLHI RSN RAA G AL 15582 & B A A 25 F SR R 2 [ 15]

25. ZFHRMEERTHIERER

FE S ARSI S, ARSI 2 58 A SUR AR B X BRI T, 7R AR e b I R e 8 A5 47 51
SUERT, KON 2 FHIRM SIS (BT G . R eI 2 5 HAUR B RE AR THEER 1. S H 1 k0,
ARSI 5WT T, NEMNIRMTENBIAI[16]. HATRNIEZ e A GUCR AR AL L W5 O il A& SCAL R
WA T3, HRT 2 IR SO BT BRI 55 A B BN 17]

3. ARFESHRI
3.1. EERIT

ASCIE L ()G WA 2 MRS BRI TRFERE . SRIEEMPEOY, SRTTHEANS £ MR BRI A
MR R B AR, MR, BRI R AP PSR 5 AN
IRXT SRR T IRRERE, AAER D RHRMSEEAR TG SN AR T 55 =R 2 X 2 IR 5%
FE, BN 2 MHIRMECE 7RI PR 2 AR ECERBTEIL. X 2 MIRX AR L EEZ S 5
TEOL; B DU 220 2 AR BOR St 1 DL PE A, B4 S B AR A A B AR ITEAY
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3.2. YEKFES A E

1726 Kt BSOS AARA AN W 2% [ 26 P RO sCREA T, JBRERAAG 5, Bt 212 AR, A R0F
ARHRYEG I 1o e BN BRI AR B A, JELRITRR . HEL AR
PCEE T 2 AR MBI T RRRESE . S MR SERE TG DL PP A 75 BT 22525 LRI 707 Z 0 L
PRy BORTH . BOL A E R 2 MR BRI TRRFERE . S BERUT SRt D (1 P4 A& 75 BAT
Z5; MULLSD Haklk, TR, WA

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of the questionnaire in this study

F 1. AR EER TR

i o3k N ELA51(%)
L] 130 61.32%
5
5°e 82 38.68%
20 % UL 37 17.45%
20~30 % 29 13.68%
30~40 % 62 29.25%
SR
40~50 % 61 28.77%
50~60 % 20 9.43%
60 % & UL I 3 1.42%
=0 45 21.23%
AV R 5 25 11.79%
Bk HER A T 18 8.49%
A S 5 R 50 23.58%
ENSGISE X YN 74 34.91%
mH R LT 24 11.32%
LR 55 25.94%
HEEE AF 122 57.55%
fifi -+ 8 3.77%
i+ 3 1.41%

4. THER
4.1. O EEESHEI

WEAR &N T RS REE 5V = AN BT, = AN TR R AA 1) 46 145 B 2 MR H
Cronbach’s o [ N8R, WK 2. FAFRERIRE 5T, RH KMO 5 Bartlett 55, W14 3.

Table 2. Reliability analysis of the questionnaire in this study

%= 2. KAREIENEES
Gy N TH 17 A Cronbach’s a &% W\ o REL

TRREE 2 0.909
KVEE 3 0.774 0.793
PPN 2 0.753
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Table 3. Validity analysis of the questionnaire in this study

= 3. AMREENRE ST

Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin

0.758

BartlettER FZ A6 06

AR T e E

H &
W

798.697
21
0.000"

H: ACHTRR p<0.05; TR p<0.0l.

H17%% 2 ) LUR BRI 9 1] 3 % A4 TH ) Cronbach’s o REUETE 0.7 LA L, BIHAHIT 504 R 3R 5 2 ) Bl
2. H7 3 W LUK IR KMO 4 0.758, Bartlett BRI HAT &M, AR EBARE.

4.2. ZERM9HT
4.2.1. FRIMHF 2 FHRMLBERM = HERH

PAPER MR AR B, SHANAR R AT HAEL, PR WNEE 4. iR 4 WTRURBUREA b 55 2 AR08 70 A1
WO AT AN B RE B 257 WS REA ¢ K, IRFEA ARSI 2 AR BOR I TR %
EEESVFIZESR, SRR 5. R 5 TRUKBIANE B2 ik, Xt 2 MR BEEK TR . K<
TERANEAN A B 20 . IR AT B 205 PRI S [z, Ao —FE 56 [ X

B, T RIBUR IR F AR (14 S e 45

Table 4. Cross contingency and chi-square test of gender and other variables

* 4. MASHEMEEHZ XTI

5] 5 & kR BN
20 & KUUR 19 18
20~30 % 17 12

o 3040 B 3.6177  0.606
40~50 % 36 25
50~60 % 13 7
60 % K LA E 2 1
Ee 22 23
AV ER A 19 7

Bl RS T 9 8 6547  0.162
AME K E L 35 29
BRI RN 45 8
&R 17 7
TR 38 18

HERE AFE 68 54 4267 0371
i+ 6 2
R 11
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Table 5. Differences in views of different genders on rural revitalization policies

5. MBI 2 RN BRI R E R

oK TH P53 %L T 14 WEM
5 2.32
TRREE -1.039 0.300
4 2.46
5 2.23
KVEE -1.732 0.085
4 2.44
33
PPN % > 1.367 0.173
~ 321

4.2.2. TEIFHM L FHRABRARHERY

PAERE e AL B, SRR BT AL, 49PRINEE 6. ik 6 ATRUREL& SR Z IR A A
ZE, RPN GMBEREDAHMEA R EER. NG EEE, B 20 % DUF SRR
WPy R MR B, I HBCE RO 1 T B AR A e B PR 05 Z2 70 A i e AN R £k
XS MRMBURI TFEE . SQEE SN INZES, Wk 7. |k 7 aTURBUA FRISERXT 2 MR BUOR
7 RS B 2 (HRAFFERX 2 FIRMBER K R A RA 225

Table 6. Cross contingency and chi-square test of age and other variables

6. FIRSHMTEEHRZXIIEHKIF 518K

g 20 LLF 20~30  30~40 40~50 50~60 60 ZLLE R SEM
5 19 17 43 36 13 2
5] 3.614 0.606
& 18 12 19 25 7 1
A 37 8 0 0 0 0
AV ER 5 2 10 12 2 0
iR 4 HER R T 3 4 5 3 2 199.820 0.000"
AR K H B ER M 0 7 19 20 3 1
TEBHL R B 0 9 29 24 12 0
P ELLTR 31 3 7 8 1 2
LR 3 4 16 24 10 1
fo FF} 3 21 36 25 7 0 48.107 0.000
/)X
it 0 1 3 0
i+ 0 0 0 1 1 0

Table 7. The differences in age groups’ views on rural revitalization policy

= 7. FRNZ HRABRA R NER M

53 FHMTH LR T F1H wEM
20 % KULR 2.43
20~30 & 2.71
30~40 % 2.26

TRERRE 1.798 0.115
40~50 % 2.30
50~60 % 2.20
60 % J VL b 3.33
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Continued
20 & RUAR 2.77
20~30 % 2.49
SevERE 30405 223 3.962 0.002""
40~50 % 2.08
50~60 2.02
60 % KLk 2.67
20 5 KR 3.24
20~30 % 3.09
e 0-40% 316 2290 0.047°
40~50 % 3.44
50~60 % 3.60
60 % KLk 3.50

LLLSD HJEfils, HEATAFFEENT 2 RIRMBOR OGEE SO Z 70T, Ik 8. % 9. W&
8 AT LU LA 20 %2 LAR L 20~30 % RIS T AR, X 2 MRS ORI RVE FL R 5 T 40~50 5 SIS TIHEAR

5 60 % VA_E SRR A O ELIW B B ZE 57

BEXT 30 % LUR SR ES RN 2 AR EUR (I ORTE LB s 40~50 2 SE 0 IIREARXT 2 MRS BUR K 5%
VEEEBUR A B R BEAT RV, ATRER IR A2 40~50 G EER IIREAR, —BOR FKIEATFUARI LT, 0 JI1EDk
PRI TAE L, X 2 RIRXBOR I RIEEBIR. B 2 MIRMNBERIIE S, Bi%E B 40~50 5 I

HEA, RSN ORUE

Table 8. The LSD multiple comparisons of age groups’ attention to rural revitalization policy

8. FRI 2 FHRAMBURXIEER LSD et

AR (D) G YA ZE A (1-T) PR iR % B
20~30% 0.28 0.21 0.187
30~40% 0.52 0.18 0.004™

205 LLF 40~50% 0.69 0.18 0.000"
50~60% 0.76 0.24 0.002"

60% L I 0.11 0.51 0.833

208 LAF -0.28 0.21 0.187

30~40% 0.24 0.19 0.210

RIESE 20~30% 40~50% 0.41 0.19 0.034"
50~60% 0.48 0.25 0.056

60% LA | -0.17 0.52 0.740

205 LLR -0.52 0.18 0.004™

20~30% —0.24 0.19 0.210

30~40% 40~50 % 0.17 0.15 0.269

50~60% 0.24 0.22 0.284

60% LA | —0.41 0.50 0.413
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205 LLR -0.69 0.18 0.000"

20~30% -0.41 0.19 0.034"

40~50% 30~40% -0.17 0.15 0.269

50~60% 0.07 0.22 0.767

605 L I -0.58 0.51 0.248
205 AR -0.76 0.24 0.002"

20~30% -0.48 0.25 0.056

KL 50~60% 30~40% ~0.24 0.22 0.284
40~50% -0.07 0.22 0.767

602 L I -0.65 0.53 0.220

205 LT -0.11 0.51 0.833

20~30% 0.17 0.52 0.740

60% Ll E 30~40% 0.41 0.50 0.413

40~50% 0.58 0.51 0.248

50~60% 0.65 0.53 0.220

H 72 9 nf LR B 40~50 %\ 50~60 % AERE IR AR, X 2 MRS BUR IV I & = T 20~30 %5 1 30~40
BRI, 5 60 5 UL FAEES PIREOHH LU A B 2 5 . WA EE, TR N 40~60 2 4
MREALEIRY TR 2 8UR TRGm AL, WARIE 2 8 28 I 1] 8 28 i B R 205 i R R AEAR, X 2
T4 XS BUR Bty SR (1 SR R BTk

Table 9. The LSD multiple comparisons of age groups on the evaluation of rural revitalization policy

9. FRI 2 FHRABERITNEY LSD FEHKLE

A (D) ) YA ZE A (1-T) eI BEME
20~30% 0.16 0.18 0.374

30~40% 0.08 0.15 0.579

204 AR 40~50% -0.20 0.15 0.180

50~60% -0.36 0.20 0.072

60% Ll | -0.26 0.43 0.548

205 LLR -0.16 0.18 0.374

30~40% -0.08 0.16 0.639

WA 20~30% 40~50% -0.36 0.16 0.027
50~60% -0.51 0.21 0.014"

604 Ll E -0.41 0.43 0.338

204 AR -0.08 0.15 0.579

20~30% 0.08 0.16 0.639

30~40% 40~50% -0.28 0.13 0.029

50~60% —0.44 0.18 0.017"

60% Ll L -0.34 0.42 0.421
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Continued

205 LT 0.20 0.15 0.180

20~30% 0.36 0.16 0.027

40~50% 30~40% 0.28 0.13 0.029"

50~60% -0.16 0.18 0.391

605 L I -0.06 0.42 0.892

205 LLF 0.36 0.20 0.072

20~30% 0.51 0.21 0.014"

iy 50~60% 30~40% 0.44 0.18 0.017"
40~50% 0.16 0.18 0.391

605 L I 0.10 0.44 0.820

204 LAF 0.26 0.43 0.548

20~30% 0.41 0.43 0.338

602 L I 30~40% 0.34 0.42 0.421

40~50% 0.06 0.42 0.892

50~60% -0.10 0.44 0.820

4.2.3. RIS 2 RN BERM R EH1E

Rl sy pees s IR B, ORI T, MA K E BERMEE . S FL AN A TSR, DL
BNV AR &, AR BT HR, 45 R 10 B3R 10 AT RLRIUREAS o 2 BV 28 R (114 53 43 Af
BHEZES, FRAIMMAERESMBARERER . ENGREIN, B2 20 5 LUF R IR IR
Wz R R, I HBE RN . p AT RETEARAR

Table 10. Cross contingency and chi-square test of occupational categories and other variables

= 10. R 5HEEMRZXFIEMRHERE

NI FEELK S

1y 2, 4ok B H 5 ol TR S
B A M RT #HEAT L W RIrKE BEM
5 22 19 9 35 45
531 6.547 0.162
4 23 8 15 29
20 LR 37 0 0 0 0
20~30 & 8 3 7 9
30~40 % 0 10 4 19 29 .
g 199.520 0.000
40~50 % 0 12 5 20 24
50~60 % 0 2 3 3 12
60 %L I 0 0 2 1 0
R R 3 1 1 19 0
LR} 1 7 2 18 28
HE A AF} 41 14 12 9 46 122.117  0.000™
i 0 4 0 4 0
- 0 0 2 0 0
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i R 5 22 AT SN RNL G 2 AR BRI 1 RRE L . R SVPI I ZER, WAER 1. i
11 A BUR AN AR 2 ARG BRI 1 AR BEE AN SGVE B AT W B 22 3 s (ELR AN [RIBRAL X 2 AR
SKEIVE A S 22 5 o L LSD FHJa e, AN FEIHRME S 2 AR MBS A 1 AR R AN SR BE 1 22 57 0 M
WA 120 4% 130t 12 ATRURIMA K B B HRME #0508 2 RHIRSBUR I 1R, B T AR L,
SEAEANHOR A T 2 RS BEGR Y T RRERE B & T e BLCl AL N Bt e 13 W RUR B A A
e B P X 2 MR BOR R, B & TV IR B SE Bl A N 7 BRI B R
FL AL N GO 2 RHRSEBUR I T R AR ERR R iR IR, X B os B FL A N G AR H B
FRLARLERER I AOAH S 55 T A AN SR, o HAt Al B Oy SRS T T 97 DT ARl 35 (B0 2 AR S BUR) B = T AN
Kk

Table 11. Differences in views of different occupations on rural revitalization policies

F 11 Bl 2 AR R R EF 1

G R Rl F% FAE BEM
24 2.50
AV R 53 223

TR ARG T 2.50 12346 0.000"

A H R 2.98
T BTN 1.91

=20 2.83
VR 5 2.21
KVEE HERAT 231 15517  0.000™

A H R 2.66
FEEHLRF I EALN R 1.80

=20 3.23
VR 5 3.19
PR HHRA R T 3.38 0.319 0.865

A H R 3.33
T AL G 3.32

Table 12. The LSD multiple comparisons of different occupations’ understanding of rural revitalization policy

= 12. B SS 2 AR BUER T MIZERY LSD FRKL

A FEW(T) FEWT) FHMEZEMA-))  ARdEiRE WEM
AV ER G 0.27 0.21 0.203
HHR 1 T 0.00 0.24 1.000
E 25 .
A S 5 IR -0.48 0.18 0.007
TR AL N 0.59 0.16 0.000"
TR
=0 —0.27 0.21 0.203
HOR 5 -0.27 0.27 0.314
AV ER 5 o
AR T E B -0.75 0.21 0.000
FEBHL I AL N B 0.33 0.20 0.097

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2022.114088 854 G2 55 F


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2022.114088

TRTE, SKATH

Continued
=2 0.00 0.24 1.000
AV ER 0.27 0.27 0.314
AR K E BB -0.48 0.24 0.047
TR AL N D 0.59 0.23 0.010"
=0 0.48 0.18 0.007"
AV R 5 0.75 0.21 0.000"
TR AME T E B g s
HER R T 0.48 0.24 0.047
TNl AL N G 1.07 0.16 0.000™
A -0.59 0.16 0.000"
) . o AV HR -0.33 0.20 0.097
FEBHL I AL N G . .
HER A T -0.59 0.23 0.010
A K 5 IR -1.07 0.16 0.000"

Table 13. The LSD multiple comparisons of different occupations’ attention to rural revitalization policy

7= 13, BRlst 2 AR BERCEE R LSD EERE

A W) FEWT) FHMEZEMA-))  ARdEiRE wEM
L HR 5 0.62 0.19 0.001"

N FOR G T 0.52 0.22 0.022°

A

A K 5 IR 0.17 0.16 0.293
TR FE M AN R 1.03 0.15 0.000"
=2 -0.62 0.19 0.001"

HOR 7 T -0.11 0.24 0.657

AV ER 5 .

AME e E B -0.45 0.19 0.017

TR AL N 0.41 0.18 0.023"

=0 -0.52 0.22 0.022"

STAT VIR 5 0.11 0.24 0.657

S R 2WAl

AN AN K B ~035 0.22 0.117
FEBHL I AL N G 0.52 0.21 0.015"

=2 —0.17 0.16 0.293

eV ER 5 0.45 0.19 0.017"

AME K E BB

HHR 1 T 0.35 0.22 0.117
FEBHL I AL N 0.86 0.14 0.000""
=0 -1.03 0.15 0.000"

i o AV ER A —0.41 0.18 0.023"

WL F A EAL A 5 .

HOR 5 -0.52 0.21 0.015
A S 3 IR -0.86 0.14 0.000"
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4.2.4. TEIBEREX 2 HHRMBERN AR ERE

DHERENEIA R, 5HAVRRIAT R, S8R mE 14. & 14 /LUK ILBAE RS
AL AR A B 225, ARV A WA 25 RRBRINHAERE L. 1,
FHAKFTREN 20 H U, BILHERENER M BA 2R I LHERENL . il LY
S NSRRI, I ERERP = B 25

Table 14. Cross contingency and chi-square test of educational levels and other variables

4. FERESHMTENRZ TR

HERE [ D . ) AF} fifi - -+ R L 2
| 17 38 68 6
5] 4267 0.371
& 7 18 54 2
20 LN 3 1 33 0 0
20~30 % 3 4 21 1 0
30~40 % 7 16 36 3 0 .
LS 48.107 0.000
40~50 % 8 24 25 3 1
50~60 % 1 10 7 1 1
60 %Ll L 2 1 0 0 0
EH 3 1 41 0 0
AV ER G 1 7 14 4 0
il 4 HER R T 1 2 12 0 2 122.117 0.000""
AME T E B EE 19 18 9 4 0
B S0 B 0 28 46 0 0

Table 15. Differences of views on rural revitalization policy with different levels of education

F 15 HEREEN ZHHRMNBRBENER M

Gy T HERE SFIE F {8 BEN
&R 3.00
L 2.53
TR ENE 2.20 4.809 0.001"
fiil+ 2.00
1 2.75
R BT 2.75
L 2.34
KFE ENE 223 1.939 0.105
fifi+ 2.13
R 2.00
R BT 3.29
L 3.30
iy AR} 3.30 0.531 0.713
fisi 1 3.00
LS 3.75
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TRTE, SKATH

it # PR 2E TR A R OR R B 2 RHIRX BRI T IRREE . RIEE SR ZESE, W
150 K 15 WLURBIA R AN 2 MIRNBORI TR RA R EER, HRAFEB R
ZFHRMBOR I OGE RN BT IR 22 57 o b S LA BOA FR L MR 2 FHIR BRI 1 i FE AN
RIESE, HoP B2 i .

it LSD H)E Kk, HIAAFRBEREN 2 NRMNBERI TR, STWMLLES, Wk 16. i
1216 AT LUK LR & BU T R R 2 RN BURK 7R, SR T LR AR BitHERE;
S AR B 2R WALPRER, R E e AT B AR A, R
2R BN SO ELB RS, R D) B R SR I 2 AR SR T R R o

Table 16. LSD multiple comparisons of understanding of rural revitalization policies with different educational levels

= 16. FRIBEREX 2 FHRBER T HIZEH LSD R

HERE®D) HEREQD) FHE ZEEJ-)) FRUEIRZE T
LF 0.47 0.22 0.034"
N AR 0.80 0.20 0.000™
& B .
i+ 1.00 0.37 0.008
[ 0.25 0.67 0.709
P R —-0.47 0.22 0.034"
AF} 0.33 0.15 0.026"

LR
i+ 0.53 0.34 0.127
it -0.22 0.66 0.734
LR -0.80 0.20 0.000"
TR R LF -0.33 0.15 0.026"
i 0.20 0.33 0.555
Ht —0.55 0.65 0.395
P R PLTR -1.00 0.37 0.008"
: -0.53 0.34 0.127

it LF

AF -0.20 0.33 0.555
it -0.75 0.72 0.299
AL -0.25 0.67 0.709
LF 0.22 0.66 0.734

T
AF 0.55 0.65 0.395
i+ 0.75 0.72 0.299

5. &ig

ASCIET SRS, WRAARFMERN . FEE Bl PR 2 MRS BUR TR . G7E
FEEWNZES . ARG RSB M, S IRMBRN TR RPN REZER. AFH
FERE X AT 2 ARG T AR FE I R 2 5 (HUR X 2 AR MR K G AP A I 2 R
S 20 2 LUT L 20~30 B R EEAR, X 2 AR MBI OCVE FE B i = T 40~50 5 AR RS I HE A 40~50 %5
50~60 % R IIHEA, X 2 IR BOR VPN B 5 T 20~30 21 30~40 & -0 (HE AR . R 0 H P 5 A
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SR KA

FIRER BN 40~50 B EERYHIREA, — BRFIELTTINRN TS, eSS TAE b, X 2 MR
SR ERAR, I XA B REAAE R 2 A 30N R F20 i [ K 285 ol R R AR, X
Z MRS BERPTH R R T, IS T 2 MR BRI St 45 SR = PP -

AL IR BOR AT, AMA KB RPN SEELSFL AL N B T IRME SRR, X 2 AR
MBI TR RE R RA W R X 2 AHRXBERIVE WA B& 25, BT RS,
AR B RPN E X 2 RIRMN R T AERERE, B T AR, SRR T 2 MR B
TR A S T RBWIREN AN G DOQERM S, 4 MR A BPLER 2 MR BEER
RIEFE, S T AR A A B FL AL N 5o SEELR SR AL SO0 2 RHR M BUH R T A
FERORTE FEAR R f AR A, R SE LR FL B AL N 53 RUx B S s [ TR S 55 EAT 1 AN S,
HR G Bt AR T 2 WHRSBUR HERE . DRI EEHERE 2 MRS EUGR, 000 98 56 BT Sl 347\ 51
Xt 2 RHIR BRI Tl AN TE

ANFEHEAERRER 2 MIRXBORN TR A BEZR; BN 2 MR BERK SE MV 8H
WIRZSR . mh LU T AN 2 MIRMNBORK T e, BEmTLR. AR, BiLHaiaE, &
FEH P B R AT RE A D A U BOARE R AR, R AEAE 2 A BON AL (1 BB, B e D7) 4 4
K 2 FHRMBUR T R FE R
E&mE

IR 52 PR e R A sl ZE e (U H 4 PR BHIUE 53, JG2018SRF10). J& [ TR F 5% BB KoF
R AN ZR RS AR
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