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Abstract

As socialism with Chinese characteristics has entered a new era, the principal contradiction facing
Chinese society has evolved into one between unbalanced and inadequate development and the
people’s ever-growing needs for a better life. The problem of unbalanced and inadequate devel-
opment is most prominent in rural areas. As a large economic province, Guangdong has a large re-
gional socio-economic difference, so the effect of implementing rural revitalization strategy will be
different. As a developed region, the Pearl River Delta should give full play to its radiation-driven
role. In this paper, combined with planning, based on the developed areas (in the pearl river delta
of Guangdong province as an example) the country revitalization of the implementation of strate-
gy, through the questionnaire survey method, a method to determine the statistical yearbook and
other relevant documents, comparative analysis method, respectively, from the perspective of
macro and micro of the pearl river delta region in the five rural revitalization strategy in the con-
crete implementation method and effect for this paper. The results show that the villagers in the
Pearl River Delta region have a low understanding of the rural revitalization policy. Due to various
factors such as policy formulation and implementation and villagers’ awareness of participating in
infrastructure construction, the implementation of industrial, cultural, organizational, talent and
ecological revitalization has been lacking. Finally, according to the problems in the implementa-
tion process, the paper puts forward relevant construction policies such as accelerating the inte-
gration of modern industries and improving rural cultural public facilities, so as to enhance their
leading role and provide reference for the future development of rural revitalization in Guang-
dong Province.
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Table 1. GDP and growth rate of the Pearl River Delta region from 2017 to 2020
# 1.2017~2020 FTR=AMXE =S EREKRE

n Mo XA H X A
PPRMECTT) ol Bl =k SEKEEE(%) Bk ML =l
2017 4 75710.14 118153 3154282 42985.80 7.9 3.1 7.4 8.4
2018 4= 81048.50 125223 33395.65  46400.62 6.9 4.0 7.2 6.6
2019 4 86899.05 1427.68  35853.63  49617.74 6.4 3.6 5.1 7.6
2020 4 89523.93 1570.68 3577021  52183.04 2.4 5.2 1.7 2.9

BAERIE: RHE 2017~2020 ) RARM G UHE S EFREE,

HIZE 10 R 2 Wi, JRE S MM AT 2R BN, AR XI5 5% 2 i X 8 2 IR %
EIE SEHERIROR « 3R R YUE BRI, AFRIXIR. B3 A I 2 S BUL 2 FHR M g BUR
KR OLNZESE . | ARBIR = MHXAE 2 R SIS St R AR DL T LR E SR
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Table 2. Industrial composition of GDP of each city in 2020
3 2.2020 FETHIXE = BB~ AL

5 2018 B %
s WX WX 27 34
PR el sl el EAERHC gpope ol el
LG Xy

BR=f4 100 1.8 40 583 0.3 1.2 1
RE 100 8.4 42.6 49 1.1 —1.4 6.3
[tk 100 19.8 332 47 3 —2.8 0.4
X 100 16.6 32.7 50.7 2.2 —2.3 0.1
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Table 3. Main economic indicators of various economic regions in Guangdong Province in 2017~2020

5% 3.2017~2020 £ FEH B EFRIFFELFIER
AKX  EnERAY WHERAY KMERAY  WZER fHNERAY

fekx ; o o o o Z
b X5 A ST CE/N) AR GTE/N) TR CE/N)  ANEE JEFRSZHOE/N)
BR= A 43840.1 47926.9 20813.5 230 15836.1
R 20166.7 25029.1 13732.9 1.82 11758.9
2017 4 )
poE 20016.4 26542.6 15081.6 1.76 11726.9
X 19657.1 26084.4 13924.7 1.87 11866.5
BR=4 47911 52129.1 22805.6 2.29 16956.1
RE 21754.2 26694.2 15013.2 1.78 12655
2018 4F )
i 21691 28404.7 16434.7 1.73 12691.6
X 21288 27826.9 15111.5 1.84 12700.5
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=M 52213.7 56638.7 25025.8 2.26 18400.5
R 23483.6 28569.8 16386.8 1.74 13733
2019 [ 23550.9 30552.5 17932.4 1.7 13671.5
X 23120.3 29828 16490.8 1.81 13717.8
TR= 86209.365 59352.865 26856.5 221 18620.8
KHE 47037.741 29680.641 17357.1 1.71 14339.2

2020 4E
[T 51252.348 31984.548 19267.8 1.66 14104.8
IES 48846.48 31148.48 17698 1.76 14003.9

BRI HR4E 2017~2020 45 BRI Gt £ SR %,
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PRI AT DA RE i, BRI . RINEFRRETIRRE, KRR RS, WahiERnEG,
RERITAAS J BT S A, 4R AR & IR AV 2 AT

4. WMEERII FERZRH S FHR A SRR
BFFCEERA T RS R ARSI, W EIASERA % S08 4, MRS 481 6, WEH
BN 94.68%. FAFBIBR S AIBIXA R 155 4o AT UK TBE= A 1K 10 1S 2R AT 40T o

Table 4. Distribution of survey samples in Pearl River Delta region

=4 R=AMXEEEARSHIER

i e L B4k
5 60 38.71

5]
5’8 95 61.29
18 LR 13 8.39%
19~30 % 106 68.39%

LR
31~50 % 28 18.06%
51 £k 8 5.16%
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N 8 5.16%

IET 16 10.32%

o e 23 14.84%
AR Jots 17 10.97%
ENA 85 54.84%

BFICA L L 6 3.87%

P 39 25.16%

‘ B 5 86 55.48%
BOATH S T 16 10.32%
A B 14 9.03%

KT 17 10.97%
AT 27 17.42%

- Hph 4 2.58%
AT ST 13 8.39%
S 9 5.81%
A 85 54.84%

BRI AR IR 2 AR SO St 14 s S 7 S SR 7 10 4 1 7 s B

MNFE 4 TR, A UCER = A HB X R R B B AR AR 19~30 5 AR IS B o FoHh B3 1% (5 TE 38.71%,
TG 61.29%; MSCHFRRETTINE, #RTEEWIH 200 10.32%. S50 14.84%. KL%
10.97% KBTI 54.84%, AT RE)5 01 EEEPERRB T NBUGTSRE, DUBEARHE] 01N
F, Al 25.16%. 55.48%, TAREXT REEERLER G M AFAT A, DIAMS T, SR
IR 4TI AT, R EEE 10.97%. 17.42%H1 54.84%, RN % & BEAE G TEREA,

R 10 3 P 0T BR = A XA RO 5K 2 AR M RS (BB BOR  VEEERL. 2 MR N ASE) T iR
PEIE — ) AT R A AT, BB R R

Table 5. Comparison of understanding of rural revitalization policies in the Pearl River Delta region

5. KA 2 HRABUR T ARIZE XL

X3 izt LTI B4t
IRANT fit 7 4.52
AT R 37 23.87
BR= A X — R 64 41.29
g 39 25.16
1R T 8 5.16

BRI AR IR 2 AR O St 4 s A 2 B S SR 7 1) 4 T 2 e B L

15 SRR AR BR = A 3t XA X [ K 2 AT IR R AR R N R (BB BOCR VEERE L. 2 MR
PN S TARRERE o FRAREHE T DA T AR IR = Ay 2 DX AR A X 2 ARSI K T AR AR EEAR AN T
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Table 6. Comparison of key attitudes of rural talent revitalization in the Pearl River Delta region

6. R=AMKINA L F AT TRABI K BSE LR

X 42k et LI B4t
FIAA 26 16.77

Bk =X BAA 27 17.42
H 102 65.81

HAEARIE: AR R 2 A IR s STt 1 Js 8 2 S SR 7 i) o R A i

R RFER 2 AN TTESEIRE
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Figure 1. Attitudes of methods to promote college students returning home to start businesses
in the two regions
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Figure 2. Survey on key attitudes of promoting industrial revitalization in the two regions
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Figure 3. Survey on cultural revitalization measures in the two regions
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Figure 4. Survey on ecological revitalization construction in the two regions
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Figure 5. Survey on organizational revitalization construction in the two regions
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