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The Impact Effect and Empirical Evidence of Digital Infrastructure

Construction on Rural Revitalization
WANG Haixia

( Institute of Reform Opening-up and International Economics Henan Academy of

Social Sciences Zhengzhou Henan 451464 China)

Abstract: Based on the provincial panel data of 30 provinces ( municipalities and autonomous regions) in Chi—
na from 2011 to 2021 the impact of digital infrastructure on rural revitalization is empirically investigated using a
two-way fixed-effects model. The results of the empirical study show that as a whole digital infrastructure con—
struction in China effectively promotes the level of rural revitalization. In addition the impact of digital infrastruc—
ture construction on the level of rural revitalization is heterogeneous depending on the level of regional development
the degree of development of traditional infrastructure and the level of human capital and digital infrastructure has
a significant positive impact on the southern region the region with developed traditional infrastructure and the re—
gion with high level of human capital and vice versa is not significant. The results of the mediation effect model
test show that digital infrastructure not only directly affects the level of rural revitalization but also indirectly posi—
tively affects rural revitalization by promoting the level of regional scientific and technological innovation the level
of green development and the level of rural e-commerce development.

Key words: digital infrastructure; rural revitalization; green development; digital economy

( 22 )

Evaluation of Green Economic Development Efficiency Based

on the Super—efficiency DEA Model

LI Xuka ZHU Yueming MIAO Ling
( Department of Economics The Party School of Henan Provincial Committee of CPC
Zhengzhou Henan 450046 China)

Abstract: Promoting green economic transformation is an important part of China’ s socialist modernization.
Based on the provincial panel data of China from 2010 to 2020 the super efficiency SBM model and global GML
model are used to evaluate the development efficiency of China’ s green economy statically and dynamically. The
results show that: The efficiency level of green economy development in China is not high on the whole but the o-
verall trend of fluctuation is rising showing the distribution characteristics of eastern > western > northeast >
central. Compared with the period of 2011—2015 the growth of green economic efficiency in 2016—2020 is more
obvious. The technological progress is the main force to promote the growth of green total factor productivity.

Key words: green economy; efficiency evaluation; dynamic and static; high quality development
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