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Abstract

Villagers are not only the main body of rural construction, but also the beneficiaries of rural con-
SEWAEE

NESI M BYLE, BRI, B, MR, HEM, R SRR S RS A SR SR D] T RRsk
K&, 2022, 12(4): 1050-1066. DOI: 10.12677/5d.2022.124120


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/sd
https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2022.124120
https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2022.124120
http://www.hanspub.org

struction. Therefore, the analysis and study of villagers’ satisfaction with the implementation of
rural revitalization is the key to promote orderly rural revitalization. Starting from the five con-
notations of rural revitalization, this paper designs a scientific and reasonable evaluation index
system of villagers’ satisfaction with the implementation of Rural Revitalization in Guangdong
Province from the perspective of villagers in Guangdong Province, and analyzes the satisfaction of
villagers under the Rural Revitalization Strategy in combination with the data of the implementation
results of Rural Revitalization in Guangdong Province in recent years and the questionnaire data of
villagers in Guangdong Province on Rural Revitalization. The results show that the regional and
educational differences affect the implementation effect of rural revitalization. At the same time, the
villagers pay more attention to the promotion of the rural revitalization of talent, culture and ecolog-
ical construction measures. Finally, the paper puts forward some suggestions and strategies to fur-
ther promote the orderly implementation of the rural revitalization strategy in Guangdong Province.
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1. 5|8

TR LRI S E R S 2 AR DGEREE 7, T AR IR IE G R S 2 A PR F B
TECA =R R, JEE A LB S B RO 2 AR B B E T AR A, SRRIRTHN X 2 4
POV BE VR, NHEET AR 2 RTHR DS AR I SE PR 2

SRR A REF S 5 R A S H R m E EM . BAE 20 el AR, #E . LELE 2 MR R R atiE
IEREEH BRI BRI TS SRRV B I R e AR & BB AR R HS I, BUE T 2R RER
WIETG 7T, SEHL T IR S A RIBRI 2 MR . W1, HAM “—R—&" . SEFEMEs. EERNRE
AR [ 1155 H0 F AR 1 5K (515 i ol s o (2 A fe b R R IRTE B o [ KT 2 AT IR M IR st B T AN 2D
BCR, HEAnZE R A 20190 “— A% —a — X7 XU R i JRoxt 2 TR D g St ok F2 R TG AR AS 225 A
T2 Bk = A% O X AR JeHE S AE SR DS U IR DRI IR D% 5 WS HE £ 57 4 2R 1 1 AR S HEBh P b 4R 2%
ANAPRME IR E IR B IRIE[2]. AT408 . T 21EQ020)@ T REME 2 FREAR A W&, ¥l
il CRBEPO AN B N I ZEH, SR AR LA B bR FdifbigfE. “FEIRS . MRALRLRE. M4
WATEIE R TR EARAER) £ BV BRAAR R [3]o (H& AT BRI B R JZ T 43 BT £ AT 4R 1) S it Rk (1 858 42 L
BERZ o SFAFFRXT T 2 MRS B IR A R TR 50 2 @R R, AR TR AR R A A S0
FREE, ARITHE “ SRR @M TEERE, ARTEE 2 NRENNAS ), BRTRE
ZHR i 2 MR BOSAE . A SCHE TR R A FE FELE T [ SR SRS AH O SCHR R 132 (1) 2l |,
it B&USE, EEEA IS A LT =A ST . —, ik sSeiiE g R R
SRR IE B S 2 MR T MR RS . SR, B A T A IR A BN 2 AR M T I
FEEL. =, BHASLE T HRAE 2 PRGNS K S 2 WA FIRZFOZET B RE 2 MR
MRIGEE, MEIZEWSHMMMHLSE S mmga. SUERIET RS HNIRMN K EEIS IR ST R R 2
TR R B B I LA tH T AR — 2 St 2 TR M R A
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2. I"FRE SRRSO SCRER S

I ARA BRI A B K £ AR RIS G ROl HE T AHSRIIBUR . 2019 45, [ REZE. ABURED
R AT R SLH 2 MRS ERISRN R (2018~2022 4F)) , BHRfRH “EB SN AR, MR ERAIZH
SRS S, BRSO SULRIE, EREL. ZERER 2B GRERIDY PASTE P Hm AR b R
a3 NS, LR SMAM. k. ME. Q. 2BEFRE, BFREERMN. KRR EMK,
ZOTEN AL, PR AR EE 2K BEA R A E IR EDR, DR <
AR RARTHIR 2 e ml Bt — R AT -T2 A FLIR S KT ST i AR e T K T4
CEAPRTE” ONE T, KR ST 2 IR RIS AE H B B R

2018 AEZ 2020 L, JARE S LA TRA S 2 MR M TAE “ =R E R HARES,
AR ZILR G RESH . W, PR 5T, BURTE 2018 44 2020 420 3% 2 7 TH 1 9 4 4%
N G 25 ALTC SRR R IEHIX B ¥ 50 AN GORARERON M, GRS AR B BRE, %
HE 5 420AT3E 11 568 fiZki . #8030 1270, SCHRFERE 31 ME UMV AR BEATEAR RO Mk el HES)
4R 3 3000 AMEFEAE S EALAT AT 200 NEAVEE. BN 23 1270, BAGERIE R FIAHTIE 50 )1 F
FEFEAT S, REREr . WRIEATH, 2018 FEUF SIS, B R RSB E, RRKRE
R TEZ HEA 2019 4, DISRESHBEEESERINTF, HESHEIER S MR 6. #Ezh5
CTRONE. RERT TR, M BT R A B SERR CDULRR AR
WH TS5, SERL AR BT EM A HrB B . MRREI S8R . 2020 4F, R RESHRERE
OE, BNWREEIE 303 1470, NERRMSEI “ —FHGE KR HIRRAESR IS0 Fr . Sl
HWITIH, AMEE 2018 2 AR 230 {4t T4 8. Sl Ak, WITHLIE. Pl @5EdE. 2019
SEBURN L SE T2 R ) S SR AR T H o« ZEIARAO P OK R TR SS @ d r TH
B4z 65 100 F. 2020 4F, BN SCHREAN ST AR B K FIZERRBEEARIAR . N 7015 4270, HER)—Ht#E KKH]
TAEIE R, SERGEE 1000 A B AH/NIRIEEE . BN 80 1470, CRFmEMAER FHEE. KAFEA
AR HE AR S R ARHUE B AR A P 2 RS 5 . BB, | ARA M 2018 FiR B M =
SEGHE 22 270, INBEARAT A HUE FrE R B, SNy, FEARH R iz L X 2 AR R B <E )L
(7518 T oK 2018 BB HE 37.34 1270, HAhmSEHE “whif. MR, sEEE” , mEmEHRAE
FRHIE, RO THARRESMEHEEM. ME 2020 FHEEE BMERTR AR N 28,627 14T,
A SL & F AR, SRR E . A s R A E i br . BN 5831 1470, &4 E
FHE A R BBURAR R, B A 294 T3 NG HRON 1329 127G, 37K Bk 24w 48 8 22 it 45 S2 B 50807
EHAr 2o #2372 1270, SRR RIEIXR I ER R, (il 5 HE g SeE MEE T, BN
2505 1470, JABVBIREI I TR, BN SOV EE FAL 4 T30 BN 5016 147G, fREREAIF
B BOHE . @50 R ERT. B 344 {470, LRIREESHE BAER ERE
PGS L X m A . N 4198 1270, SCRFBUMBTE 3 THA0H T3t Rrid fRES, W5 fss =75 A
FEVRBIEHIX Y AR BRI R A £ RHRDSNE 3 B L0 TAER A — 2 TR H ke,
CERT RARBRRRSE N, SRR ESISER Ha R, HEZREEE AN, = RIMARI K E
R, B RS PR . DR AR RIS, SR SR A R . T Bl
TR RAN S, AFERS PR ST 4]0 7N R BURAT 55 B 56 i, AR PE B U OR FR 42 [ AT 47

VAT SR CARIR M EI S . B TR 5] H I 2020-12-28] .

2 “5080 BLHE” A& 2020 A FHETE A LLBIE R 2 it WL IL G AR E Y2\,

SBNER, B SEEERB TR MR SN B, SRS XA BT S, BRI E
FEbro

BRI T R A BT .
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LRRM A UCEILSL R, W2 AN R EE.

CHLRDY BB E 2020 SEAT 2022 SFEHI HARMES . 456 REPRXTA T A2, B 1 250
F & YO R AR i, BESRBRIKHERE 2 ARG, MR SR AP BUT 5%, RIFHRERE, AR R
Bt BRFSBlIRE 2 MRS . IR EE . A EE. 2RO, REA R AT E IR DR,
PSR T 2 MR S I T AR T, BURH M. HEEHLE], JELERIE, 8T —MERTHE. EX
R ERATE, HRIRA S £ MRS E A .. RS2, IR MENE, REERE LS
PR R S (B SR AR Rt — 20 58 4%

3. BUMEET K L FHfRE R STHEFFT

TESEHE 2 AR RIS AR, AR B VBRI A IR, WBOR. BEHEALS). AA 3R
ST 6 7 TN AT TR AR 1 2 AR AR SR O 0L, 0K 2 A 2 2 1
PRIHT 408 & ARG (1 SRR

Table 1. Basic situation of rural areas in main years

F 1 EEZFHREELRFER
Fr SEANY)  eNPHOTTY) eMANOIN) ZRMLARTTN) AN BT N)

2000 1708 1419.9 6046.6 2789.9 1572.1
2005 1311 1540.8 6451.5 3089.5 1533.5
2010 1297 1686.6 6805.4 34253 1468.3
2015 1139 1690.0 6863.2 3497.0 1351.8
2017 1135 1677.6 6830.6 3937.9 1342.8
2018 1134 1694.9 6869.6 3480.4 1297.1
2019 1125 1723.9 6873.5 3495.8 1304.1
2020 1127 1751.3 6858.0 3509.3 1282.7

FHE 1 ATAL, 2000 H~2020 4E] A 2 AR BA 2 T REES, 2000 ~2005 4 2 EEE T, 2005
2010 - FRETREENE, #1k 2020 )7 RE 2 8EEH 1127 4. 2000 4:~2020 FiH], 2P HERE
B, 1E 2020 ik F] 17513 TP 2R ML s, 2005 4:~2010 KR, 2017 4k 25
KA, 2018 FEAFTEIVE. 25— MM N R AR kD>, PR

A TN £ — AR, FRE 2001 FHMETELRIAT “ARIFE S, 2008 45, RS
MiAF I, COURA AN OB b = =k, B R A X AT R . EBCE
R, JURE ST 2015 A R, Al SR A R .

R2RR, THRBAATRBRENK, GELKER, @5, 2020 47, &8 BAMES
1% 110760.94 {470, XA GG K EENS, Pl MRrgife, 2=, tbEitaE, A
B ERE, P AP E K TTER R S LN, RN RS A T K R ER R . A AR
SMEFRRIK, WRKEERW NS . (A2, 2019 4 2 0+ BEA TR bR bR & .

BRI, IPRAER) 2 MRS, SGsRARA R EBh ). HEBF g AT (6], SEINEHT ST R
RIE, VLPARM S AR T R B EEL. [N, mEEN, |AREHFMK MRS, X
71, BAERAE KRR ML E . RIEE = sTikiE A, A= g5 T XIRE B 4544 o
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Table 2. Main indicators of national economic accounts

%2 EREFZETERIR’

izt EEXiv 2000 2015 2017 2018 2019 2020
X AR S f¢.7t 10810.21  74732.44  91648.73 9994522 107986.92 110760.94
el fe.7t 986.32 3189.76  3611.44 383640  4350.61  4769.99
B 127t 504275 3391376  38536.61  41398.45 4336821  43450.17
HE=r 2.7t 4781.15  37628.92  49500.68  54710.37  60268.10  62540.78
X AR 7 R A % 11.7 8.0 7.5 6.8 6.2 23
el % 23 3.4 3.6 4.4 3.8 3.8
HPE % 123 7.0 6.5 5.9 42 1.8
H=rl % 13.5 9.6 8.6 7.8 7.9 2.5

by DX AR P B A B % 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
F—rk % 9.1 43 3.9 3.8 4.0 43
FErk % 46.7 454 42.1 41.4 402 39.2
HE=b % 442 50.3 54.0 54.8 55.8 56.5

M X A 7= B STk % 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
|4 % 1.9 1.7 2.0 25 2.4 6.4

P a4 % 59.7 42.7 39.0 382 30.4 33.7
Bl % 38.4 55.6 59.0 59.2 672 59.9

b PRV SY (R Tk B % 11.7 8.0 7.5 6.8 6.2 23

il % 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1
HE % 7.0 3.4 2.9 2.6 1.9 0.8
H=rk % 45 45 4.4 4.0 4.1 1.3
NS X A = S E JG 44,669 64,516 76,218 81,625 86,956 88,210

N5 XA 7 S A % 9.5 6.1 5.4 4.9 4.7 1.1

4. WMBEET &R L RIS RETFN
4.1. THAIERRIE R S iatns RAE

“PEEEES AESEE. 2RO REARNL ETEERT R ARSI RO EOR . JEA
20 TR TBGA Adt. SO AERELSANTIIE; AR 20 DRk T ERE X 2 AR 0
(7] [8]o KUk, FEIEHZ MRS PO FEAR IR RIS REZ A 20 FI7 RS L Wk, 2. 3
o AN RTINS )R- RIEAT 2 RHR S SO S L 2R & 5 B IR M 2 FHIR S S A
W TURRE BT AR AT B 2 AR ST it e R0 i B PP PR R 2R (9] [10] [11] [1213885 5 MERZAN 16 >4
bR, BHZ S 3 PR,
4.2. BURRIRSHFARFHE

AR LR T WA BRI FTE, @A Bk DL ) S H ok B B T 2

1) BRI FEHIE LA B0 E MR, RKEE AN 5. 2) 2020 X AP B E R A VB % F AL 3) 2020 4F,
MRPE 4 M BRI BT LR, X 2010 4E)5 9 AIAE P2 BB G SSEuE AT 1188k,
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AR R ME (R FE S RN V. AR KRR 3L 508 47, B3A R4 481 6, HEERERN 94.68%.
FEHVRA KA R GBI N L AR AR Mo A spss17 WA SEIATZE A3 AT it 72

Table 3. Evaluation index system of villagers’ satisfaction with the implementation of rural revitalization in Guangdong

Province

3. T RENR 2 MR SIRRSUAE R E TN IEIRIE &

BirZ HE g2 Ei=R A=
A RN =
U FRET] SN S E
AL R M N
Pl T
LA b 5 A
SHNHEEHEE
NP NA BUR =
ANAIR & @R g
e s - A PR PR 00 v 2
/\/\ s \_\é"\—' 2 \//\lﬁ/\ ES N N N e
IR 2 BRSSP TR AR R R Y & RS AL 1 T P
ANILRE T
DR FE R =
HEEIR JEAF A OB S
AR =
PR BUR T =
AR PROEHHE i =
B AT
Table 4. Frequency analysis of demographic variables
F 4. AOFT2HESN
A fanti A HrE FH{E i
BR= X 155 32.20%
BRMX 121 25.20%
X 2.28 1.09
B I X 121 25.20%
Bk X 84 17.50%
5 201 41.80%
el 1.58 0.49
% 280 58.20%
18 ¥ ULTF 35 7.30%
19~30 & 258 53.60%
Ei 241 0.76
31~50 ¥ 144 29.90%
51 % KU I 44 9.10%
INEE 34 7.10%
Ik 101 21%
sl 98 20.40%
AL " 3.55 1.39
Kt 74 15.40%
AFl 162 33.70%
BFAAE UL 1 12 2.50%
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Continued

3L R 42 8.70%

HL T 3 A 80 16.60%
BUATHIS 2.98 0.92

EiDA 204 42.40%

FEAR 155 32.20%

%Ak 37 7.70%

27 87 18.10%

- A 45T 89 18.50%
A7k 3.63 1.39

ARHS T 82 17%
iR 174 36.20%
HAth 12 2.50%

MRAE LA B3R 4 Mg BT LUE BN D32 S EUERAE, [RBR T AR RS RO H
HIERR T B, bRt 2R T EEEN.

MR &AL B BB T 25 R T U, /A AR e R R A A R . G, R X 2 R,
BR=AHLIX LT R 32.2%, S 7R F S P X LA 25.2%, BEAGHLIX LN 17.5%. 150 2 45
RGBT 41.8%, ZotELLHIR 58.2%. fEFREEHI A TTHILL 19~30 B AEF, G 53.6%, HIKEZ
31~50 % LN 29.9%. RIMA K 45 R AUR T HAFEEE R EN, REHULREFE AN vE. SO
ETH, ZHERE T EE R E . KREMARX =20, WERECEN, FgdEsE s, T8
DL A BEA I BUATI S 9, 20005 b 42.4%F0 32.2%. B EEED TR AHSS T S5 T
B2 AR I AT

4.3. FIEYENRARE S

4.3.1. EERE

) 51T DL A AN NG B R 2 R IR R 19 0 FE AT 2 R R D R s g 150 T 4
BUH. WHRMFERAER, RN X ZEBAT . TR, BN SRR R St 25 A R
R B AR A 35 R BRI BT T 2 A R D% ok s %) 25 R 3 B8 X 7 DR 4 i 3R AT M3 FE AU S A B8 o AR
spss17 WA SLINAF B FI KRS A A i 72

Table 5. Reliability analysis of villagers’ satisfaction with changes brought by the implementation of rural revitalization
strategy

5. SRR SEEATN RERNENHEREEDN

T 1E Y 30 Z MM Cronbach’s

e I ] 7 2 o . .

55 MR e 95 Alphafi ©
SATIR D ARG S i, 85 1K) 5% B8 AT S R 1460 6718 0.424 0.204 0,699
Fe ) ) ) ) )
S50 7 T AR IR BRI ilh 1491  6.332 0.468 0.243 0.683
BRI ARIEEMAA BOOROUEREE 1475 6.056 0.501 0.264 0.67 0.725
TSR A 2 ST IR 5 1473 6.497 0.508 0.278 0.668
‘3XT?EE§*EI&§ RHRSHU B AN 1483  6.326 0.519 0.275 0.663
JB B =
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WRIE UL LSBT E R 5 WLIR Y, £ 2 FHIR D Mg S 20 AT B R (10 AR A o B3 b i AR i o
AL R HON 0.725, ARIEITUMI R 5 1045 B2 R B80T DA MR/ TR 0.725, BEIE, 2 AR s
St 25 A BRHY SR R AR A0 558 B A H A e B AT R

SARIRR LS RO 0.725, 5 R BN HBUEVERIE 0~1 Z 18], Makin, w{ERME. AR
IS5 Ry 0.725, IR RULE FEELELLT .

Table 6. Reliability analysis of villagers’ attitude satisfaction towards rural revitalization strategy

= 6. MRNT 2RSS EFEEEEDN

RIERIURTE AR Cronbach’s

A S 7 Hep iy Alpha i °
fg%ii;gzﬁiﬁ%igiﬂ? 14.6 6.341 0.501 0.26 0.695
%Qi};é;ﬁ@{i?%&*ji@%ﬁ 14.67 6.029 0.463 0.217 0.708
}f&giﬁiﬁgiggéﬁ;jﬁ&ﬁ 14.56 6.217 0.481 0.232 0.701 0.74
ﬁﬁgi%ﬂiﬂ%%ﬁﬁﬁ@%g 14.93 5.638 0.555 0.311 0.671
iﬁfﬁ%ﬁmﬁ%ﬁ@fﬁ{i?*iﬂl% 14.8 5.75 0.511 0.263 0.69

WAL EZE 6 BRI MTas BT UAE 1R 2 RIS S 25 4 R R AR A0 = _E B A AR
HEALAE FE R BON 0.740, ARAEIUIN R 5 8015 2 R BT AE HAZ /N T 24K/ 0.740, I, 2 RHRM %
S 2 A R R R AR A 55 ) AN 5 B AT R

SRR AEALAE R BOH 0.740, (FERBUNWBUETEELE 0~1 8], BB, wIfE M. AT
(45 A 0.740, FHXT RS FE LLELF .

Table 7. Reliability statistics
#=. TRMGITE
Cronbach’s Alpha BT HrEAL T Cronbach’s Alpha Ty
0.834 0.834 10

HRAE SRS R BCR 7 WA, AR e B EURE R AN 0.834 i & B AR B AT 5

4.3.2. WERE
AU G R o iR spss17 WA, R Z LD 70 B iR 525 S BUAG 26 72«

Table 8. KMO and Bartlett’s test
#z 8. KMO 70 Bartlett BY1636

HURE 28 11 Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin E &, 0.895
AR TS 1190.216
Bartlett [ ERTE 2 AL 36 df 45
Sig. 0.000

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2022.124120 1057 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2022.124120

M4 LA B2 8 RRVER F T 13145 e LUE H, KMO K56 1) 25045 BN 0.895, KMO R I &
BOE O EITE 0~1 2 07], EREEUT 1 U8 B W06 1) 250 R 4T

YRR L 1 B E M AT LUE Y, AR I6 1 5B E IR T 0. FRAAJRIRW, ALl Bg
RUFHIE .

433. ERERE

Z PRGSO R IE I MO AR ¢ R RS DL B IRI Ry 2 AT S A IR 5 V0 R T AR R A AN A 4
Ji b2 RS TEA UG HT AR A (R AR 3 S P MO AE A ¢ AR IR B IR B T M. SRR A
spss17 RRASEIL o #r D B

Table 9. Analysis of gender differences in each dimension

®9. BMERAEMR EHER SR

A 5 N YiE WEE t Sig. (KU)
‘ B 201 1826  3.174
Z IR LR ST 25 A BT SR I AR AL -1.349 0.178
s 280 18.64  2.962
B 201 18.62  3.343
AT BT T 2 A 4R D4 RS 0 245 P e -1.858 0.064
% 280 19.19 3.36

WG UL EBOIAEAR ¢ RIS R AT LR, S 2 MR S YE AR RO, 2 R
PSS SEE T 263 A ERHY AR B3 A o FE AT RO T 2 AR M S 14 785 PR ik i P AE 31 10 22 5 25 AR
7393179 0.178 A1 0.064 FHIE KT 0.05, BiHY, ASFTERIN T 2 AR s St 25 A Ry R A9 AR A i L
AT B T 2 RTIR D Al 10 25 BE i R A AE B3 M GE T 2 2 57 (R 9).

Table 10. Analysis of regional differences in each dimension

F10. ENEREMX ERNERDF

A IR N Y1 PRtk 2 F Sig. L E
TR = A HLX 155 18.79 3.57
SRR SARBX 121 804209 s 152, 1>4
*ﬁ%%%ﬂg/}g’fkfﬁi%ﬁ %Eﬂ{llz 121 18.88 2.69 ’ ’ 3>2, 3>4
b X 84 17.98 2.92
B =X 155 19.03 3.88
o M BRMX 121 18.85 2.70
ﬁ%ﬁiiﬁ{)&%ﬁﬁmﬁ 0.086 0.968 /
&S L 5 1 Pt X 121 19 3.49

Bk X 84 18.88 3.02
W HA 1 REBHR=EAMK, 2 ARERMX, REFEGEHX, 4 FEIEHX,

MRS A E R R IRI 3R 7 2 0 T R AT BUR 7R 2 RHIR M Al S 2 A B ok 10 38 A 38 B RS ROn
T 2R (A LW R EE AR b, A SRR R S 25 A By SR (1 2R AL 2 BEAE X A7
FEZS, BOYRZFMERI SR 508 0.038 2B & /N T 0.05 FI(E 10).
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MR 2 E AL A RATLLR Y, 2 AR BN St 25 A R SR IS i e FEAEHLIX |, BR =t X
R0 R BE R T AR X, Bk = Ay 1L IX PR B P A R T S b X, B Gt X i i EZ K T 8 AR L XA
ABHBIX o ARFX LR TS, HDGBORIE, AT HEX 2 RHIR % (K S 1AL RS0 SO s ez, R
FIEHLIX IS BT 2 FHR M H R AR AR 6 BAR B T A B L X A ] I o HL S S BT AT 2 32 B RO
JEo S —ALIRERR B8 = R A R T TR

Table 11. Analysis of age differences in each dimension

1. ENEREFR ENER SR

AR i N A Rt F Sig ZEILK
18 $LLF 35 18.54 3.48
W R T S 1 U s 19~30 % 258 18.57 2.94
%H}E"'ﬁ%?ﬁ%fﬁfﬁa 0254  0.859 /
7 R )AL A R 31~50 & 144 18.3 2.99
51 %0 F 44 18.48 3.60
18 £ LLF 35 19.14 4.10
FERL AR W i f 19~30 % 258 19.03 3.35
ﬁ%ﬁifﬁﬂjgﬁ%m 0.186  0.906 /
AL L 31~50 & 144 18.82 3.24
51 %Lk 44 18.8 3.25

R LU A BRI R T Z2 0 W G5 SR AT LATE AR 2 AR M s STt 25 A Rl SR 1028 A 3 2 B R BROx T
ZFHIR DS O ) 2 B R PN B R AR AR I EAFAE R I, BB /KPR T 0.05 /9. R
TRAER A IR A R AT LR ), S MR SER AR BN ZER (R 1),

Table 12. Analysis of the differences in educational level of each dimension

=12, ENMEREXKEE ENEROT

AR I N B WEE F Sig. EZ A
N 34 17.94 347
By 101 1879 257
SRR S il BT 236 L /
7 R PR AR A T K% 74 18.31 3.23 ' ’
AFF 162 18.17 3.51
Wy E B L 12 20.25 2.09
N 34 1732 2.9
Ik 101 1841 2.80
HER T 2 FHE X R 1 Feh 98 1933 311 bl = 1=,
ﬁﬁwi% 371 0003 1<6,2<5, 2<6,
RIS K% 74 1886  3.93 4<6
AFF 162 19.3 3.46

WA R UL L 12 21 3.84

e Ho L AR, 2 R, 3R, 4 RERRET, s REARL 6 REWHTAELU L.
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R DL BRI 3R 07 22 A T 25 SR T DU, TR 2 RHIR M RN ST 25 A DR SR 18 28 A9 2 FE AR RO
T 2 BRI A FE T R B N v, HUE A RO T 2 RS RIS R4S P 3 B SR E | B AF
R, FNEEMERIESE TN 0.003 ZHE/NT 0.05 f. 1 2 FHE DS G S25E 25 A R R AR L &
FELESCAFE R EAFAE R R (R 12).

RYE 2 RGBT ULE, ST NES . K&, ARV 74 K UL b A9 2 B /KT B dtts
KFNFIFE RPN o ARRIRIBE T B UL b 0 SO RE B (3 2 B B K TR I s s . WA e Bh B
WRERTREHRER . RIEXAERT R, ST R T R T 2 A 4R D% R0 17 B i
B . SEOHAERMEEEEAWA ST — = RX T 2 AR G0 A7 B B2 0 1) 45 8 H 5
HEFWEE, FUEAFERERAKTE, X2 PR RIS B EA R @& SCFR BB AR R i
X £ FHR RIS B — AN AT T AR, RITE A/ H S A 2 St i LB S

Table 13. Analysis of the differences in political status of each dimension

=13, EMEEEBRAR ENESR S

A 1T N WIE bR %= F Sig. Z H R
HLaE A 42 19.26 271
SRR TOIETER 80 sl 225 /
GBS ALF I 204 18.21 3.14 ' '
B 155 18.56 335
L3 A 42 20.1 3.49
HEMT 2 piRxmgry  THBEIER 801908 261
AR H 5t 204 867 sm o O /
B 155 18.9 3.56

AR LU B BRI R 7 Z2 0 W G5 SR AT LR AR 2 AR M s ST it 25 A Rl SR 1428 A 3 2 B R BROx
AR A 1 28 G PN P T AR BUIR T3 _E AR AE B35 2 R, BN R MK #RK T 0.05 /.
MR SARE L IR I 45 R AT LR Y, AN A R BRI LA AR ZENER . RYIAR KN
RS T 2 FHR IS AR (R 13).

Table 14. The difference analysis of each dimension in the industry

F 14 ENERAETI ENER SR

A HE TR N W PRI F Sig. L E L
554 37 17.65 3.2
25 87 19.17 321
SR B I S LA 89 18.35 2.52
z ﬁ%%;éﬂ%ﬁjjéggja ilﬁzi N i L 1624 0152 /
FERLAAE 174 18.4 3.33
Foht 12 17.83 3.01
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Continued
%A 37 18.65 3.15
27 87 18.41 3.42
HEXMT S ARS8 1837 P o067 /
BEEHERE Hhl % T 82 19.24 3.65
ERLAE 14 19.48 3.55
oAt 12 18.5 1.38

A AL PR B TR ZR T 22 70 W45 R T LA HHAE 2 AR s St 25 A EROHY SR (9242 A = FE AR R T 2
FHIR D M S P R B PN E L AT E AR R E N E SR, BFOVRZEMACFHRT 0.05 HI(E 14).

43.4. X

FASRIIHT AR SRPER T B B 3 7 ik, AR UCR A spss17 WA HEAT AR 0 AR B A it 7

Table 15. Correlation analysis between various dimensions

=15, BNYEREIRRX MO

e FH KA St e AR RS SHERES
Z FHIR DG A S B 2 A B SR A AL RS Pearson 1k 1 0.623"
T BT 2 RHIR % il 1 285 BE i 1 B Pearson 1k 0.623" 1

PHE 0.01 KGN B A .

MRS LA ERIAE R AT R T AR, BN ERAE 99% Sk 2 1K~ I AF AR B 3 I AH S, 1T AR
REBHARRT 0 1, MHEGRIEM KRR W, 2 RN A S 25 A B SR (22 3 i E A ROx
T2 FHIRM e PO 25 LI 550 P I JEE 2 18] A 2R R EON 0.623, 2 IEMIR KR (R 15),

4.3.5. ZENMIAED

25 T I 3 At SURR 2 B s 70 W B0 22 e RENL 2 3 A o LA P 2 B2 LWL S e it 2 348 L Y %
AT AHEFOR T R4 2 R 2 B N (0 M 53, AR UCR AT spss17 A #EAT

EXNLIVEIE g ipurEs

Table 16. Frequency table—What do you think rural revitalization strategy brings

= 16. BRS 2 MR RAE HITR

At buA] N [ER A4 MEASH
VeGP 215 13.70% 44.70%
st 294 18.80% 61.10%
. A R 247 15.80% 51.40%
115 2 KR MBS R AL a
JEAE A 288 18.40% 59.90%
EI7 K 279 17.80% 58.00%
SHHE 245 15.60% 50.90%
a. fHN 1 RFHIRE =404,
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AR LA (4 22 FE i RO R A 5 R AT AR Y, A RATIAE A 3L el A RO G . RAE SRR s AR
JEACE I3 X = AT IR R A 0 b AT = R, A RE B AR =ANT7 IR &2 ] 2
FHIR SIS R AL, TN 2 ROCHIEBEM 2 M40 A5 5 LEBUNGEE 16).

1) kAR

FEMVIR & A A TR DS (W BRI AI OG5 o SJ AP 8 Fid 2 kSR P ML R ) Sk, o B R
PP HE R A — DT R AR .« — DI R e ), ARERTHAROL, BHRN . EA
R, HLAUKEE 2 M, 8K 2 PR SEIL . A TR b IR % 7 TEAT 1 et 2 # kg
PORBEII A, HUREE TR

Table 17. Frequency table—What do you think is the key to promoting the revitalization of rural industries

=17, N AREE 2 #FE Al >E R EERER

A I N Hort MEHE S
AL =L 45 293 18.20% 60.90%
R 281 17.50% 58.40%
. N ) B B84 SCRF 299 18.60% 62.20%
TEINERE 2 M= AR M a o
PR b R 263 16.40% 54.70%
Al 286 17.80% 59.50%
w5 ¥ 184 11.50% 38.30%

a. {9 1 IR =0 4.

AR DA b (1) 22 E e LA R oy A 5 T AR, AE(RE 2 P MR I 7 T, Ak 2 A 7 Ml S5 1 RTEL
B B8 S R AN R B b, MR S AR E G R XRH, TS, ik
PRMAML T LA M ZE ), [R] I ZE 8 B BUR I T 52 i 08 6 SRl BUR ), R 4R LR /)
I SCHE(HR 17)s

2) ANAIRM

REZH, NANE. BFRREENS, RIGIRMXFEANA, ZRIRMXFEINBEENA . AATRMEZ
SRR, YoE T SRR, UL IEHE 2 BT SR 1) 8t 2 s . AR AU N A IR
MO THEAT TARRER AR 2 G A R, SR B R -

Table 18. Frequency table—What do you think is the way to promote college students to return home and start businesses

F 18, BWNRRHAKRFEIR Z BB 75 ES0 R

A buA] N Aokt MRA S
H A ER 309 23.80% 64.20%
Lo = FRULR RIS 354 27.30% 73.60%
BN R AR 2 0NER 7 a
Wz —Kkib 367 28.30% 76.30%
Wil 266 20.50% 55.30%

a. {8 1 IR =0 4.

R L 1) 22 E M SR o A 5 R T AR Y, AR EE R 2R IR 2 NL R TT i b, IR 2 A R R AN
B, NRZEASRME RAF AR RIS PRI 2 — AR, 38 M K A0 2 A A ) AN ) Jo JR e SR
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HAEANRE 0N 73.6%F1 76.3%. BRIy, KB ER 2 Nk 2 401, HE2RAE—
RLAF R FE R BE R HE 38, & — 1Ak [ HERE X R ik K2 AR IR £ Qi B S B0 o i LS i S (A 3 W 50
AR B AR, AR LRI PG e HAth i 5 B 8 . TRIE,  AAIR) 36 (N 12428 B AR 4y A 3
Ha] DLUAIE 7R S 252 N 36.2%, DR N 7 IR 0 11 8 B ISCAE Hh R BE S U S T R 2R AR AR
1E(EE 18),

3) AR

SRS SE S ARSI P R 2 3, b 2 MRS A SIS ER . S FaiddEH: R
RSP SO AR E L, PRS0 RS AR R IR IR IR A, S 2 R Ik e B 5 SO AR
FRSCH— 2N, R B E AR TR RS A . B Sk fn, GBI AR . B AN 2%, K
Jeidk EAE. A2 M SCAENE BUR AT o AT O SCAGHR X T AT T SO IR TR B A, B e
R

Table 19. Frequency table—Do you think cultural revitalization

F19. NANXUIRAMTEINR

Bl IR N Hart 0 JEP A
AL E 246 14.70% 51.10%
F BRI 287 17.20% 59.70%
SN 3 A A Lt 306 18.30% 63.60%
s vy 28 A 45 e B R 307 18.40% 63.80%
SCANFE R K 260 15.60% 54.10%
IR iR 265 15.90% 55.10%

a. {9 1 IR =0 4.

AR DA b (1) 22 E e AR oy pr 5 T A, AESCHIR M DT T, Ll T AN 58 B 70 L4 A1 4% L EL AR
. RUIT, X T SCHARM I TR E2 IR 2 W S EAL I ZBRER 70 2 M SCHORER . 39 2 4+
A SR g P s I S ARG B ORYT . SOOI B ARG A RSC B R (K 19).

4) FEEPRM

T NKBLK,  FRATT LA 5K R AR A SO v, IR AN 2 MRS I E 2 B, s )
FEHERE AR SO, W TSI MIRM AAERE L, MWIEMRRE B, SfANASERRS 2R
RAHFHAH RS FF IR . B 2 A AR AR B R SR I b [ AT . ASHIE F0 0 AR SR M T T AT
T RO AR SR R 1 B AR SR I A, BRI T

Table 20. Frequency table—Your specific expectations for the ecological revitalization strategy

20, BIESTRIAREEE BAHA RSN R

A IR N Epae MEHS
H & A SEUE 243 14.70% 50.50%
RS HME L] 281 17.00% 58.40%
ottt AR 1 B S ?a%%am&tﬁ@ 308 18.70% 64.00%
AL AR 279 16.90% 58.00%
SR AT S AL 289 17.50% 60.10%
R AEE 251 15.20% 52.20%

a. {8 1 IR =0 4.
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R L F) 22 E M SR o A 5 R T AR Y, A RO O 58 8 R A Ui B A (R B N R 26 AL o
It 2 TOAE S AMENLHI R 2 MRS IRMN T — DR B SR A SR AR HE o 383 0) JE Al it s e 1
REAPF 2 A 17 T ) e LA R S ST AR G (R AR A MR AL R R T P 0 o 8 AR A IR L 0 s 5 i A 5
T RN, Kl 2R T RX TR 2 A SIRN & — i 2SS IS, 2 NIBURF R 2 D)5k
NANERHEARTSH, N NRBEARGEARRFICE 20).

5) LR

LR BER SR “F a1, BRZHIRM IR, HAE 2 MR hinsait = 5451
B CRRWALMBEAMLS . ABILS . RIS 2 FIRXF A RIS, AR S 27
W51 SH. A8T0. WATT), AREEIEBOK 2 FIRX AL RE . ABEFRALIIRNTT T #EAT
TR R H LRI IE 5 SCE (b r A, BEBE T

Table 21. Frequency table—What you think needs to be improved in the current revitalization of rural organizations

=21 AR ERT 2 HBLRNFENEN MR

A buA] N B4yt MRE S

5% B 225 13.90% 46.80%

RERXRFAEASTER 302 18.70% 62.80%

. » X BB 297 18.40% 61.70%
NN AT S A H SR M TR B GE I a \

R =GIK V| 287 17.80% 59.70%

BT BAMA 269 16.70% 55.90%

SRR 234 14.50% 48.60%

a. N 1 IR M =4l

AR DA b (1) 22 E e SRR oy A 8 R AT DA, ARSI 2 AR 2R T, REFRFME NG LG
MNERETN 62.8%, ik i, ko nla g aldr, SR A 0 61.7%M @514 A%
A 59.7%. BIEERH, B ERXTT 2 A HRM 75 Z0GE 1 77 0 AR 52 = AT R R 3R NS
. EEEXGNE, HRTHEEHIU A RORYE 2 MR I 51971 (F 21).

6) Z AR ) S

N HEINEML TEWH 1A R T 2 MR IAT NS, ABFRAE T R RN 2 AR
ERIR A, BEIEIE N R 22,

Table 22. Frequency table—What do you think is the key to rural revitalization

F 22, BINAZHHRABI KRR

A byl N Hork ANEELL
RIEH= 230 13.90% 47.80%

SIIANAEAA 300 18.10% 62.40%

e IR KI5 34 282 17.00% 58.60%
BUZHIORIARE o R RE R 290 17.50% 60.30%
Rtk 2 3 5 299 18.00% 62.20%

R S 257 15.50% 53.40%

a. {8 1 IR =0 4.
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FIEHRGE TN Z L8, RPN A HIL ST B 2 R 5 KAt
TR E N WO A AT 2 SR U o i DA 1R 22 S i IR 2 A 45 SR AT DU HAS B T 2 AR % 1 S
KA N SINA EAAINAIRMTTIE S A 2 F RS EEA SN A SR SR RN
R JE 2 FARTS SCH I SRS T 3958 2 b 5% 82 SUR Ve i AL AUIR D T3 TR A e Bl i ik
2R BRI P AR T T o

5. &L 5X%
5.1. &g

RICEETTHRAE 2 RS SEHEBCR I 04T, 3R R ARSI 2 AR R b i oL, E2E
F 1) 102 8 A i —— 1A A ) BT T 17 AR B8 ) AR R, 20 R e B R 2 (R T A O A R A5 H AR I 1
2. R R AN RENE X 24 BT B B A IR AT — MR TR, RIS th g s g SCiR e
MFEERE TR, WIS BR /). 2) Gt nE—— /A SR gt e
(SPSSYM HRREAT IR YE M+ AT BEBUZ M K Z EWRLHT . 3) IR —— L R AUA
(1 2 RHIR M 0 B BB S, BB R A SRR R R I S8 AN S G T, LA SAE 73 A 5 X A7 AE Y 1 el gk
TG, R SRR . ATFUN SRR “ P MIE . AREE . 2 KO IGEA R BT ER”
S ATTMTAINT, ARYEZ AR R B 2R 2 RS SCROR . W LEE R AT R, B 2 R
PR SR, AR AR DI = KR R R AR T AR, Pk ES AR B AR R SRR
B ETE TRAE SRR SIS IS EOGEL . I REBERA R TR, 2 MR O Sl 25 A R R 032
A A A7 AR R 2257 o SO BEACT XA ROXT T 2 AR M Al 10 285 P06 1 38 AT A 3 2 5
RIS, R E AT 2 FHRM TR AESIRM . PR HIURM . SCHIR M AN R4
PHE, BETOHE— PR AR HE) 2R 2 RTIR DS NG St PR S ORI SRS o

5.2. WE

JRBE R E 2GR, WA G RE MARF N DR, L 2 MR TARRIT R &
Ko ATANFET G Aen R “PUASEEEERT]” RER, SEIUSE KUK S ST AP A
—HERFHAR, SmHERE) TR 2 MR A, A IRIE L AMER SRISIUIESR, N2 AR T
AT ABNT T A SIS Bt Bt 42, S AR 2 AR % s 1 BRBE S

1) AL 2 FHRMR . A3 BRI CRILT AR AR N RBURF R T HE2E 2 RN
WS SEREE L) EER, DI EHDE ARSI, A MNEGR, S 2 RS SR AR S .
IFEYISE N 2 MRS B TR I E S PIAN L, ARSI T S0, i 2 MEH . A A4 X
PR S5, R OUL A B A -

2) BHEERE, BORERE . sk o MaHE—E5E 8 2 FIGEK B PLRI[15], HomA )RE NS
B, MERE, REMNROGZEME, #RREANRME, ATFHEMRRAE. 25 2 Ma#K%E
#[16], MFEIRGEEATUE, W ZAREIRIRER, IREAHE, KIENIRAE 2 HGHE
fEM. =2tk 2 hia, BEEAHNE, DUEAH .. SMRAGURXMEHNA AN, @it R
AH RO 2 M H L5 51407 .

3) MsESCH 2 B, — R FTIAR B SO, KPR R 2 M cth, aRsib B 15 . — =2
5 2 M SCAC IR BAR IS A SRt e, AT RRER AL R I SCALIABE, AN 58 36 STALAR M T i A AR
METIRE. =N E M SCALH BN 5 ORI 4 2 A (v i A% SE SN DR AT A, ORBE 2 R IIL S et
Sk, d I A R K
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RYLE

4) VEEAEEBE, AN RBHERFINEFM. =GR F LS B A g ol
2 e AEBAMEN, DA IR SO S R B R . R e R A AR — 7 T T BAAE Bl 2
et A 51— J5 T AT LA AE TR Hh AT ATE 70 A AR A SR 5 (Rt BRI e . = R EARMNE
SRGEMRIPRBE, 5838 R BRI KN E KA

5) WRRHE, RIEANAMS . — RN RYIN E R BORE S W EARE S K. w20 A FZ%K
R EAL . 2 SR T BIE R AT ROXT 2 MR SIS 0 T RN 2 — L e, 4i/h S5
MZER, ARFAER SN EE RIFIIMEE . = RS AA BRI, e8I EE, B
ZRIAATRE

6) Mt bf— = A R . AN — =P A R R A AR DS SR LT ()
BgAt. QUK — =i & 75 30, EAN SRR LB 171 H R = R = R T, AETLE AN 523
RN EEARZE BRI B, U R BER, RASEFHAT), HREERET, SR L
PO B, A B AN K

E&WE

KA G AN ZRTERITIE “ T 2R £ TR gk S it P RS 20 7 B2 2 51 7300 H 4 5 S202111847073
2019 4 B 5 AF B 4 100 H (2019A1515110254).
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