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Shandong Rural Digital Economy Enables Rural Revitalization:
Mechanism and Empirical Testing

WANG Shu-juan, DONG Hui

(School of Business, Liaocheng University, Liaocheng 252001, China)

Abstract: The digital economy is an important engine for rural revitalization. On the basis of analyzed
the function mechanism of rural digital economy enabling rural revitalization, In order to verified the
empowering effect of rural digital economy on rural revitalization, Established a county-level indicator
system for rural revitalization and indicator system for rural digital economy, According to the rural
economic development data of 16 cities in Shandong Province, calculated the rural revitalization index and
rural digital economy development index of 16 cities of Shandong Province, and used GMM dynamic model
to empirically test the impact of rural digital economy development on rural revitalization. The empirical re-
sults show that digital economy has a significant positive impact on rural revitalization, but due to the dif-
ferent development levels of digital economy in 16 cities in Shandong Province, there are certain regional
differences in enabling rural revitalization.It is suggested to vigorously develop the rural digital economy,
improved the construction of rural digital infrastructure, enhanced farmers’ digital literacy, developed
smart agriculture, extended the digital agricultural chain, strengthened rural digital governance, and
achieve rural revitalization.

Key words: digital economy;empower;rural revitalization
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