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Industrial development to increase rural income under the strategy of rural revitalization:
International experiences and China’s practices
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3. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China )
Abstract : Industrial development to increase rural income is the link between targeted poverty alleviation and rural
revitalization. And it is also a key to free flow of production factors between urban and rural areas. However, the current
path of industrial development to increase rural income is not clear and needs clarification. Based on the data from the
United Nations Food and Agriculture Organization (FAO), this study analyzed the paths and experiences of industrial
development to increase rural income of typical countries worldwide, explored the performing mechanisms of human
capital enhancement mode, ecological efficiency enhancement mode and organizational efficiency enhancement mode,
and discussed the paths of rural revitalization and industrial development to increase rural income in China. Results
show that the modes of industrial development to increase rural income mainly included human capital enhancement
mode represented by the United States, ecological efficiency enhancement mode represented by South Korea, and
organizational efficiency enhancement mode represented by Japan, which are of great reference significance for China’s
path of industrial development to increase rural income. The evolution path of China’s rural industrial development to
increase rural income from 1949 to 2019 can be divided into four stages, including slow change, gradual improvement,
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overall adjustment, and industrial integration. Due to the obvious differences in the modes and paths of industrial

enrichment in different regions, it is necessary to explore the modes of rural industrial development to increase rural

income in accordance to local conditions in different regions. On one hand, rural industrial development to increase

rural income needs to be achieved step by step; On the other hand, it needs to follow the steps from extraction of data,

knowledge base and node, to identify the key constraint factors, and then to evaluate the input-output performance, and

to diagnose the weak points (vulnerability, elasticity, threshold, and inflection points) in the development process, thus

to provide scientific criteria for the path identification and evaluation.

Key words : rural revitalization; rural industrial development to increase income; modes; international experiences;

China’s practices
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P S HIME S L R IME S L R E Aol 8 BOl B Ifinlh "
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1952 50.5 50.9 395.95 7.28 51.72 6.05
1957 40.1 40.5 443.93 17.51 65.41 10.15
1970 34.8 35.1 838.44 28.95 136.61 17.36
1978 27.7 27.4 1117.50 48.10 209.30 22.10
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WX (A A S E (2o0)

AT i RIS (J708)

AT (vhm®) AXHRETE (kg)

Jese 181 296.77
K 129 390.50
e 1946 5707.00
1iyiii) 1196 1 460.64
NS 778 2985.32
SR 841 4061.93
W 608 2184.34
IRV 888 5624.29
it 109 289.58
T 767 7192.46
WL 908 3157.25
L 1239 467271
binka:s 923 422952
PN 1405 3148.57
AR 1160 9397.39
e 1791 7757.94
isik]a 925 6207.83
fiiNEE] 1530 5361.62
R 1134 6318.12
JU 1118 4909.24
fisaea) 196 1535.73
GiN 804 2052.41
| 4259 7 195.65
M 1154 3619.52
Py ) 1225 4108.88
VU5 677 195.47
(5] 996 3239.99
Ho 1229 1659.36
Hi 366 405.93
TH 193 575.77

B 875 3637.79

2.65 6.14 15.79
231 5.98 134.55
1.40 5.66 490.96
1.18 4.40 372.07
1.38 5.23 1 403.63
1.47 6.29 502.39
1.37 6.49 1.340.25
1.38 5.28 1985.40
3.04 7.99 42.85
2.08 6.68 455.26
2.73 6.14 105.17
1.40 5.48 637.13
1.78 5.98 126.99
1.45 5.89 472.64
1.63 6.33 530.55
1.38 6.10 693.90
1.50 5.86 480.49
1.41 6.37 439.41
1.72 5.55 106.02
1.24 4.90 279.85
1.40 5.14 158.19
1.38 5.35 349.47
1.33 5.58 419.84
0.97 3.87 295.18
1.08 4.46 386.37
1.14 5.65 306.60
1.12 4.08 318.48
0.88 435 437.55
1.04 3.66 171.62
1.17 5.34 573.11
1.19 6.78 609.99
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