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(1) o7 R R B A A2 AR IME LU E B R, 7R IR AR AR Bk T IR £ R R TR n 2 A K
T Ak B Be R B A MEE R ARAT RS R AT 2T BUG | ks RSOk R TR i i %Ak
UM, X — G AR A= AR 5 =X 4 R AR B 15 0T 2 58 HAE FH A [R] T
2SO RAT S T AR F A T G AALE . DAL SRR, iz R 9 & R R B
NG, EEZER . BRY B L REZ Iy m AN B Sk B AR R B 7E A b A
AWM EMAEY TR rm, Heh WA oo R FEEFE WS SRS T, K
WAt oMb RN G AR T XS, MUEREWAR, b 75 XA 3
25 BIEEAE 2 0% I8 I 2R U v b X P AR A AR K 25 57
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I A e AV T Ol Z M AFAE R B T 227 2R BR & | A5 B B B T R R — A XS
SRR BB,
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Tab. 1 Assessment indicators of rurality index (R])

fibs (BUE) VI Eisla ]

PrAE LR (0.262) CRIVIBEBII AL - WP A/ A0 B b AR IEARRR (AR, I 2 A i)
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bl e (0.154) =P 378 155 8 ) B IEFRPR (EOR, RIS 4 i)
R (0167) Ak BB H A AR WitEbR (), RBIDKIRI S A Vi)
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?}E ﬂ—a’;‘: %) 1:@ @ Z'J jﬁj é’v ;H E Tab. 2 The mean and standard deviation of indicators
XA FEFR . O GDP1%— _GDP1% GDP2% GDP3%
GDP V&5 — L JIF 5 43 L, Mean: 1919 Mean: 47.13 Mean: 33.66

@ GDP2%—GDP EF‘ % - f': Iy Standard Deviation: 12.76  Standard Deviation: 13.36  Standard Deviation: 8.13

P EOX s (© GDP3%—GDP &S =ML T H Y %3 g2 RERYS EHER
Hﬁo ﬁ%%ﬁ“%*ﬁ T/% El‘]ﬁj {E%ﬂ @%/ﬁzﬁ (43):2 2), 1:/% {ﬁ;% Tab. 3 The indicator system classifying
A e — A EHE A A B RO, B — SRR ) S0 (E rural development types
Qyi@ﬁ\{ﬁZI‘tﬂE’Jyfﬂﬁﬁo ﬁﬁ‘%%?, ﬁﬂ%%* K RIS 5T B EU
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A3 LU AR REAR B S PR ZE Z AL, MNZ= 0\ T8 %  GDP2% > 6049%
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Fig. 1 Rurality index of different development types in eastern coastal China
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PN AR K A R, Al BT Tl 3 R R IR S5 b T 0 & R b e 2 R A ) o R
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Rl EF 2 K AR x4 FHOABHUEINEREBEISRESHEFNER
|:':| % ;H— 1]~$ ?& o ( RI > 0. 5) E/‘J Tab. 4 Results of classification and assessment of rural development types

iﬁ{ jj’i 5 @J 59.1% _:ji g ﬁ%ﬁ E in eastern coastal China
WL iR s m g SHRREE R Ak RIE BWkh @B AA
T, i T o8 Uikm) (W) # Jikm) (%)
j; ;2 jg Iiﬂ?g gf}é é s [A ﬁ g ? Aol A5 1628 1864 035040 4 05073 367
YK X, 1K 2L X 0.40-0.50 2 60655  37.26
ZAb 1 B B X R T B 4 050-0.75 53 06174 5907
BT £ kst g TlESE 1048 1199 020040 20 34963 3337
, o e 0.40-0.50 37 44883 4284
AT iy Y A IR AR 5 050-0.65 19 24031 2379
MOTEH — i &2 wimsm 1026 1175  0200.40 3 43847 4273
S HPESS (RT < 0.4) 1 H X AR 040-0.50 16 30738 2996
A RA A MR 050-0.73 17 28005 2731
’ ’ By 5034 5763 0200.40 83 86783 1724
AE 2 Bk v BUA A A T 2K 0.40-0.50 164 230625 4581
LR AR 7 N s % 050-0.87 127 186032 3695

Mo HA KR IX N S R
PEJEH (0.4 < RI<0.5) sl o Z5 30 VR T ot X% 2R 100 5 ALY 37.3%, E B fE 4R
AR HE X (1 FER 4),

Tk £ S 2 b & EIER & RE 5505 b A #3853 901 5 2 33.4% 1 42.8% , FEE 404
TERURFI AL KIT =M, &g B mimE i (81 Mk4), XL
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Wk TAFM S A R IR Jat, ASCARE TR FES . T ES | R IR 5 F
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PN R, el =5 Tolk 3= 5 MR R AR 55 oMk 32 5 00 & R B 3R I R 43 1) R T R
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Abstract: Currently, both rural development and urban development in China are
experiencing a transition period. the transformation of a traditional agricultural society into a
modern industrial and urban society, and the economy is changing from a traditional planned
economy to a modern market system. As a result, regional development factors reintegration
and followed industrial restructuring have changed the rural areas in eastern coastal China
deeply. Different rural development types were shaped basing on a carrier, which is composed
of different industries. Accordingly, this paper defines four rural development types, i.e.
agriculture-dominated rural development type, industry-dominated rural development type,
balanced rural development type, and rural development type focusing on business, tourism
and providing services, and classifies the rural development types in eastern coastal China.
Then, an indicator system was established to assess the rurality index (RI) of different rural
development types in eastern coastal China. The results showed: (1) Relying on the
advantages of location and national lean policies, 57.6% of the total territory of eastern coastal
China belongs to balanced rural development type, and 18.64%, 11.99% and 11.75% of the
total area is shared by agriculture-dominated rural development type, industry-dominated rural
development type, and rural development type focusing on business, tourism and providing
services, respectively; (2) 59.1% of the agriculture-dominated rural development type shows a
strong rurality (RI > 0.5); (3) In the industry-dominated rural development type, the area with
a weak rurality (RI < 0.4) and a moderate rurality (0.4 < RI < 0.5) takes up 33.4% and
42.8%, respectively; (4) In the rural development type focusing on business, tourism and
providing services, the area with weak, strong and moderate rurality shares 42.7%, 27.3% and
30.0% of the total, respectively; (5) Almost half (45.8%) of the balanced rural development
type with a moderate rurality, 17.2% of this type with a weak rurality, and 37% with a strong
rurality. In some cases, the big difference of rurality index value among the same development
types is due to the development of multi-functionality of current countryside and place-based
rural development mode under globalization and socio-economic restructuring. Rural
development depends on the change of its influencing factors. So, the rural development types
classified in this paper can not always keep the same situation, at least the quantitative change
occurs momently.

Key words: rural restructuring; rural development type; rurality index; eastern coastal China



