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ER 10 s e s N I K SN EL R PO |
B ZIUM ARG, SR, RS ST I, DA S
WAAE-5, LA S 7+ 23 0] g 28], L CSSCL N
SFVEIAT), R F 2018 4E 11 A 30 H , A6 5] 968 1
WFFEIE S, R IY EAR L R £ b H B2 R0 S AR
R4 PN 2 B8 LR R X & Ff 53 a) %
7 I w11 I 21 7 8 N T N |51 5 B U
WIS £ A AR TP e s () 7 T, o B 4327 K
PRI FA XF & FF 23 8] R G AT T 0 58 (R /N,
1999; ZRZ1 %45, 2018), {H EA b Xf 1k &30k s ]
(Lin et al, 2016) A 2 , & A28 [ LS I 57 Bk
LG T & s R EA R SE B 0 E SN £ R A
B8] “ SC Ak %% 0] 7 %) 5% 8 (Cloke, 1997). “ & AT 1”7
(Woods, 1998a) 1“5 £ #f”(Murdoch et al, 1993)5%
B 05 0 DL R AR RS A5 32 SOk
(Mitchell, 1998) (i H , Refs hy v 6 1) £ 4 2 [a] 2
WHFFE AL S G & o L, AR SGR I R G B
FE A1 & 2 [ 5T B S AR B G I fa i (it A &
W2 R AR S S E 2L 2Z R S
2SR A SE AR LSS &, P E & b 2SR A A S
PRI BERRIS 2 FF

1 A8 2 Fy2s[H)7

L1 gH=EM4EEER

ESP 5 8 N R g 1 <1 B I v 7 A P ¢
YEE, S b DX R TR Y MR DX A A P
LAY (Champion, 1998), 1M £E 32 FE A K FY , £ A
B A AR Ry A R T X B 2 U RS (Hugo et al,
1998), FE“ & Ras |, AEFE K 2 A
B, R B2 JECHAE SOl S 4 (Rl AL SE 5 T Y
4 (Halfacree, 2006)

Halfacree(2006) )\ 4 > 2 THIHIBT T £ A28 (A A9
Wik, H— ERY N 2 R, B £ ks ) iy
Sy S (b A s DR B ] TP SN L 22 TR
FRA PSR AR ALY o ZEUN & R HRIX, 2 /0 2
2GR — R Wt 1y s R RUBE R bR, — 2
XT % Ff 23 [ (8 Z im0 25 R0 2 A IR T o X530
Ko BZ, WAEA X iRk fE ¢ £ A (Hog-
gart, 1990), SR, 7EBUA LB A A2 L 177
22 TR A RIS E K S R L IO A I8 AT L
B 2R (Cloke, 1999), B84 A2 R 2S
[E SS9 7 RIS 2 E A W gk 2

P 4127 NN i NS B S NG e 2 QiR L S =
2 K E 2t i T (Mormont, 1990), £ A4 ] 1E 7£ {1
K (Copp, 1972). H = A NBR K & k=5[], B
“SREEEFE SRR . SRS R R A
PR X 7 SR AB FETF-BL” (Copp, 1972), 4216 T ¥ 5
TEVE, BCR H E BE AR 1Y 2[R A 52 (Mormont, 1990)
SR M gAY R IL (A IFAREZ, X S A
25 A BN R AR T AR AR A 2 F0 A R WP i &
IRV R . X5 SR HLIX B B KA
Jook. H= VENYIBRALER £ fasla), R
“Hbi 7P (locality) Fil “ 41 2 FfE 7 (social representa-
tion)2 7T . VRN “HIT T S A A RLRA DR
FRAE : b AHA R A 7706 30, AR 3 R 2838
AMELLSAE AT R o MR “HERAE 1Y 2 B 25 [H]
D 2 308 )5 Sl R RIS DX A5 A 2 ] ) P, AR A
1 2 A SO AL IX , HDY, VR SR £ R s ],
SR ] 25 (] A (RN W] 45000, O £ A b IX ) 4
J5 25 [ 2 A e 388 o) 25 A8 o FR Y SE BRAFAE Y, LA S
T At 2 FAE AR AR 253 ) G ] S o 37 35 28 L 1Y) S
BT, R, X6 S 223 [ (B B B A 9 7 2 —
s ZL AT
12 M= ER=FHEE

Halfacree(2006)TA & “ i J7 /4t 23 R AE” — 50
PEE SCT £ W2 [ LS AN SEBEm o H P
BB TH A RS ) 0 ST AR A 23
RAEF AT U G A A8 S 8], o 7 AR
(5 HZRELH5E, 2018), SR, Bl 175 2R B B AMY
& 2 PR RIAIETE , T HE A T A Fl AR Z ] Y
— R B (Jones, 1995), VLW T £ A %5 [A] (R 4%
PR, HZRTORYE, I, BAT R HER RO,
A BN £ WA RN AR o 23 AR —Ff ™
i, WIEAE 7= & A B IS (Gottdiener, 1985), whZiiiE:
2 N SCHERE . At , Halfacree(2003) 1A Ay i
> M IR R A AL A7 X6) 25 [B] A 25 A A Hh B A THT A4
NTTEE ST — AR R G54 (i & A 25 [] i R AR 7T LA
5 3] 5 4F Hb 5 P . Halfacree(2006) 7£ Lefebvre
(1991)“55 [A] A9 4= 7= (the production of space)FHif ik
fith Ly T & b 28 () = FAR RIS R P
(rural locality) . & K} f)) 2 1iF- (representations of the ru-
ral)fll £ A H % 4= 1% (everyday lives of the rural), %
o) bt 5 P i 3 Ao A B e A 2 ) S5 B ) Y £
FHBIX 5 2 B RAEFE B2 AR 2 R R 5
ZAFFMAS 0], LUK S MG (A = SO 4™
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AR SR B AR T X S A A TSR
VNG L NG IE 32 F AP [ = 1 Ao R
FESRAE" B oo RE X, & R Es Al i) = E AR AL
P NEZ S E S N Y N = AR S s
FIA TR A G 023 (8], k4N T otk SCF
S k2SR R se 8 bE . % Bie 2 Bt E AN 2
T as [ BFIE 8 R S8 FRISZEAE , X [ P 2 iR AL
22 [ YRR A N S s B
1.3 #tZ AR 3IFMAA

20 tit2d , [E b 2 R FT 40 % i 3 AT )
BB - — 2 1970 4EAR A T BE 32 UL A B B, 38
i BHE & AP AR I D BB RE R B £ AT A A, 1%
HIEIANN S A 3 AR L B2 0 - b
CREBIZAR MY AR ) S E 5 A5 /AR Y IRZ 0
JE 05 T BIR B A G A ) L ARG AR S O 5K
(Cloke et al, 1984), — & 1980 4ECAIBUA-Z T 1
BB, W 2 A5 1 O E PRIBOA 2 55 B sh S B &R
FE— L, SR IR 2 A 7 AU GRS 8 5 A
1 3 B S AR R T SR 2 O &R 0 % 7F (Sawer,
1990), — & 1990 F-AR Ay 4k 2 el 44 32 S A1 B B
SRR SCAGAE £ A ZS AR AR . 2 AR AE
SAREER S [ AR Z 0] A B R B £ RS
() H 1. . Halfacree(1993)IA K, T £ AT HLIX H 25
AL SRR, 2 B IFRER (S B ) Bk i
MR (2 R ). BAN, 755 RS GOk i
AT FE PR (2 A B ZS DB Y o PRk, ph s A
(1) 2 B 25 (] AR A5 B ke 6 M3 25 FL b I D) g , Murdoch
LEA9NFRN TG S A", FH2d 3 T e FECR
) o AE L DR WA Ry — ol SR A
(Cloke, 1997), 2 Bt M 4014 HH el KUY

2 [ESNZ RS [T by st

EE R R A1 S S e A e e O A T =)
Az 3 SO FS IS I AL . U ) 1970 4 P
I EZERE] A BT A B BRI
UEFE M AR AR 7, DT A 2852 5% P K40 AR i
AR A 3 SO B R BOR R, B A 4
B RT3 A RIS E R ER 452
SR, X SR A [ A oY AR TR Ak A
Fo B —Br B, AT R Rl BE A AT
1970—1990 414 20 a ], XAz 7™ 3= LAY 3L 433 4 5 |
KT —FZH I, A= 3 S R 28 (Rl 2R . Rl

IR R 138K, AT R SRS L £ MR Y
. 2022 90 44K, & s MBS SE 8 T 30k
S RN ARG ], NI RS R B S
FITRIRE, J5 A2 7= 35 U S R 28 [T 2%
2.1 £FEEXNHSFEE

TS R11970 4, 240k AR ™ 3 L (productiv-
ism)HLE 5 RO, X — B, O E AT
i AR, & EI TR B R 258 X S
A 77 B SRR ) FE IR (Holmes, 2006), 7EA4E
PEENEST S F DR AR T TR
IS, DTS E AR AT | R AL LA R ER 7 W I8 9
A 1R AR A 77 (Wilson, 2001), A 77 35 CEE ST
TERN SO Z b LLE A 7 e JE SRR A
7 i KA (Marsden et al, 1993), Jegtpy =, E57 &
SUAMEZ B AT X 520 1 H B3 2] £ R A
HIEEASFATE IR S AT T 850 — B 3t A . A=
7 A £ RS LA 3RS B A, S AT HBIX
SR 5 3T A B AR SRR ERIC Y AR
Ry H & FZE 1 g, 200t el b il 2 45 ik
55 LA JCH g Tolk AR AR - i, HOk FEAk Y
ZAN X RIS R T ARG . MR B A
T B At R AR 15 2h B BN IR 55 A £ B A S
Hh DX S AT BE AR I Se LV TR R, filin, 5
A A B AR ML HUAG T 1] T AN T4 52 ARl 7Y
ST (Newby, 1987). F-IR, A= SR 552
B & ML SAHERR , AT B 8 A TS B0 A 7
F= LA RSB
22 £ EXSHTEIME

1970—1990 4F-114 20 a i), X Rk Az 77 (1) 2k 5358
WG & T A= ) | 4 R A A ) B, AT RS Al
A RO & S ) F R, AR ™ 32 SR T I 4
FPESEAIL” , Tok i o 5 AR 52 R gtk (Drummond
etal, 2000), % B IX 372 2 2 e 45 H4 B figt 25 5
ZH A XU S0 (Cloke et al, 1992), 4%\l 52 B 4 30 7
PR IR RE  DAIEAE 20 A I A 7 ok e 2 A8 38 10 X 25 TA Y
BB A B9 5 SR (Harvey, 1997), AR R KL H %
o A R A7 B N8 G P RN S PR (A SR
KV 19 o 55 R AR 2 55 2R Bt 1Y 3% 35 (Simmons,
1997), ffif BAE N £ FF T4 5946 FH DA B I I 5 15
4 5 M) Ok i 32 21| [ % (Seymour et al, 1997), £k
By AL A N E e R, & R - 7R SRR
PRI T, 1985 AR 0 [ PR AC BUR A 3R T U “PUEK
PRRFNTAE R S, s T 4l Ak B Be iy



1994 oo R

$38%

Trih, o S PO SRR 10 1 s A E R
Wi T K o XA N 2 oAb R AL R IE AR
wheh & Al S0k (Veal, 1993), il SCAb AR 15 3 HL
o Sy 2R TS VR RN PR 71 5% (Department
for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs, 2003), 7£%E
i F, 2001 ARG [ B A FREE B R 2 R o 55 5T
AR el AR SR, BGH 1“0l FE £ R L
T AL, 1990 X, B [ £ AR TE A 2k
77 A SRR RN S L sk TR AR RN R S
Fr, UISAEE A 2Bk i h 2 & Talk
A EBRAL, I e BT 3 A PRAR 4 B A AR AL - DA
TEBY e, AE 2] 23 BOR £l AL 2 53k (Tbery
etal, 1998), XX ZAENE AR IEAAUIRE AT
WA TR HS & T E4m TS
FHYTHE(Ward, 1993). RN NFTET 2 =
[ AR L2 AR AR -
23 REFEXR S FZE(E

1990 44X, % ik B R IF IR U 2 I 2 5%
m. ZEATELS SN ZURerEEENED, £
s [) B — i Al A 77 B fig 1) ol A= 77 R 55
UiRedh e, 2 Ml 2 AHE 9% L 2 A SO SO R4
AT £ 24t (Holmes, 2006) , AT & it 2
FEALIY AEZ M B 7 o FIIR 95 (Marsden, 1999). [
B SRS (Rt = SO ) A s A 1), X £
T 2% 095G & 22 N o 23 1 4 Jrg 1) E ) ot 2l
FZEEAL Y BER(Phillips, 1998), I HH 3L T — 235
WEA I A , 40 Murdoch 45 (1993) LAJG BT Y
WA 2 4 (post-rural AME S, 3R A “ 2 LAY A=
77" ; Hopkins(1998) I\ & £ F IEAE M LA A 77
T2 ) SE AR S5 I e AR SR AR5 FIORS 13 A 32 ) A
PRI, SR TE S A b AL A% o i v R 21 D At
P JH (Rigg et al, 2002); Woods(2010)5 | At 23223
[ AR HIE , BT & A M (rurality)” (8 N IR AT IR E
NN 2 R £ MR R S BT AR & R
Ui s o VIR L AR RN 2 R 9 3 A AL R 3R
B, L, & B A FORBA 59 19 77 (Woods,
1998b), Mi & M2 5 FH R A C 1 BB ML Rt 2
AL ) S B 25 [A] . Marsden(1998a)45 57 i M 18
JaH 7 3 X S b 28 R RESE S 4 FhERAR AL B LR
AT E (preserved countryside) . 3@ 4+ A5 4 (contest-
ed countryside). % K il & & (paternalistic country-
side) FIfCH A K JE (clientalist countryside), J& 4z
F XS RS T A 32 S0 S R A

T 25 H B KOG S5 1 25 AR 42 8% 2 WAR S
— A NNHRAT DAl i Z R S R BB, DA
Ko PRAL 24 b A~ N SCHY H B 48 07 (Schwarz et al,
1998), fHJE, 547" & L S PRI IR A4k,
KRB R TR 27 5(2 A E
SCHA 7S (Rl 24

3 [E5 2 F AR LR G 2 4kt

1970 AR LAG , BiE A2 35 L S Fras (]l i fa
ML, & W2 GEIF G 14k S-S0k ik, s st 2
SCARTE & R s R BT AR ER . LS, A2
R AE N2 LSBT 24k, R R TE s 0] &
e RIWFIE Y R At a3 MR SCAb 2 [ RIS, T
TALERIEZS 0] 4T a5 ] 4k a2 R SC i as ]
B & R ARG R G0, S T MRS [ B h 4 22
[ | H LS s () B LA ) R R Ak . RV 28 [ AIF S
FEAE TR A RSSO ARSI RE
L 5 FNZE F 4 ) {5 80 2 el i o R B4 rp
TE S B AR =SB 28 55 25 (0] 0 SR 9T 5 #2325 [l A
FIEH T 4S8 dH 22253 & WAL 3 KiF5E
F, SCARZS [T 32 S T i IEOR | HH el 1)
FME LSS WU, T PR AR A E S E X 44>
S 2 (B 7 T EY
3.1 B&z(a

A1 S A B V5 23 R I IF S KB D T 4B Bt
(ZELLIN 5, 2012b), —2 19 TH 20 2= 1920 4R AU
BB, FEMR TREES RENNKS &
PR RIE R R RIEZS S AR R,
VIR T 2 FRIEMEISIER, SR ERFR A
U IR R DA AR O 3. TR 1920 R0 &
1960 - AW KB B, & R RIEM R B #i e
FH R W58 NS V0 I 2 AT SR 95 1 DX AR 1 T AR
IR R AR BB RN RLRI S5y T, WFSE O R AN
MU SE 2o 0 =02 1960 4E10 2 1980 4EAL
PR AR I B . AR — B, HEL T 3IRE
HGARHE e SR BT (1. Burton) F) “ 1= iy 7 1
SOWCRHAES T & M R IEITSE . HORE TR
M. Downs) ) “A7 R Fifp” 115, AL 25 M 1R
5 a2 [ RN, R I N PSR AT R X TRV 43 A
e FZERIVEFH (McGrath, 1998), - M #54E
RIRBEEE N fE0F TV & R b4 g < R
(rebirth), & R RIEFFR NS K E S, JLT-fil S 5]
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2 FHE S 2B A SR TR/ REE, 2002), X —
By BEWE 5% J7 v B T e MRS A A A R
DU 2 1980 4R LUK () U B A B B . X — B BE3Z
B AR T2 S S5 2R T S R AR T2
B AP I RS, £ B RIS I L At
SRS [ 6 7 W58 N 45 2200 I & b ih 58
(Woods, 1998b) . £ K A\ 11T # (Hall, 1996) . }b J7 B
i F 2 K5 15 AL (Woods, 1997) ., FRES n] 35 4L % @
(Whatmore, 1993) ., £ #f H #4(Kiss, 2000) . & ff 4t X
A5 B N JEAE XY ¢ 2 (Burholt et al, 2005)
Fo X B, O Z AR gt i 24 2
A ROAES A WS MR FTE R (RS
GIS.GPS. st MBI S5 2i G is T £ W R 5 0 5%
o FUARENE CRESHAL TR ORIERER S 5 H U
Z N SCHR 43 B S5 0 58 5 74 N W k55 0 (Pin,
2003). BLAh, Q ki Aed TH M Al F A5 IX 43
IR T W RS R AE RS, 2012),
3.2 &iF=E

i A SCNCH TR B A £ At 2 R
PR LA RO S A2 8], R TR 43 ) e e
BB AIE Rk . AW, Z PR IR B | i
UINIERURIE A S g} A 48 e |51 INEZ N R
B AT A M 58 R, B[R Z8 525 (0] 2 ]
WATEER G RN, e —E K T B
1o Marsden(2003)BAHHE H , BUK IR 75 2242 R 4%
PR E W S RS, BN E] £ b 45 A 7E
XS PR BE R ShS h i ak.

() WS ZMIMETEE RS 5 . S RE5a N
— B LA PRI o W ST R ST Bz AL
o L8 URPRST IR RAE—i . Wi &k 25 ([l LA
il AR S5l A 8 5 E Hles BRI FIER
IR . ARG £ AN T 1) 3T
Sy, [RI A, 0T A A e A5 B SO 1 3l A ik
FEPRET B os GETERE AL RIS Y BRI, X
HAAL S B IR I T IR 7E kT 24 . 1870 4F
A rP A, Rt A A R 1 A R L B A B A
55 5 S WA SR TF R BT 0 8h ) TR A4 A T R
PEFRF L T2 ARl R ot AL 25 ) 4 RGO AL 58
VF% & K HBIX 37 3 (Stockdale et al, 2000), sk 4
B HIE % , I HE 5 A AT TAH P EL I i+ 25 BT ¥ 1
(Giddens, 1990), ER{LT:E0 T Pr A 2 6] v] 58 [ ot
b, £ b XGE I #E R O iR A AR S A 5] 32
PR R, i (Marsden, 1999)Fk 2 MiH %% £ K.

AL WS XS £ A& 0 fist a5kl A= 1
TRZI B2, 7 28 0% S BAD 2R PE FITR Ak, SC
Al A 24 b 28 A 2 Y 32 2 e IR (Harrison et
al, 2000),

(2) & RNIMAE T 5. HTARTT AR
KV 25 57 B IR BN SCARN B AN R], & A
VA MIE R T OB 2 B 2 454, READY
U 25 3% (entrepreneurial economy) . 4 #i %Y 22 % (de-
pendent economy)Fl - 25 % (rent-seeking econo-
my). O Gk B2 Frl A F2 2k [ Y 1 5E R A
{8, 3 3 At 2 A B N ORI 2 kbR rh
AT e Joi e i ot 7 oK o T e A S vt (4
FE FKH 2 MR B G BBUE S AT,
HENTREA TR AR RHEBuller et al, 1994), iX
L8 G NRE (A, DL R AR Al 15 it 2 W 75 | 3206 5 3k T 7
Toll(Luloff et al, 1990). Btk A< bl 4Kk 5 S fk
[A 2 (Terluin, 2003) Fl 123 ¥ 4K (Zeckeri et al, 1994)
TE A A 245, S B0 RLASE 28 T (Piore et al, 1984).
(@) AR Y 28 T 48 A 3 K EE AR R 1) b X
B 55 30 77 LA B 6] 573 4o R Al 15 it 3 R IR 55
R A A FREE R R 1 Y I 5 | AR B IR Y g
J1o BRI, TR T AR GO T B AL £
G EA WeggvE B ME S5 v P LLE 57 36 727 2 4
W ZRAFE RE RSB, (5 24 M 28 55 1) “ L R 28 357
MR, B FHHZBF LA AR R 32, 4K
5 A SRGTIRAE SR FH A, b S TR R T LA
AR, SR, LRSS BN S M3 3 &
U 3 K 2Z B (Lindsay, 2000). LAk, 35 26 1 X i 2%
SERGWIR A, H Ty SCAR PR IRST, (B 3k) 28T i) e
A AL 23980 b FE X0 2 b 28 B 2 HEAL I 7
SR, T HLAS Gy R RIS, S B TR E L M
DI 5 AMRF e . 2% ) ft py At 2 540 A Jy
B R ARFIEAE SR TR TR A A FNid 2%
HuIX (Freudenburg, 1992), 7EIR 2 L 25 MM Rl
KABTT XA T+ 25 [ A% AT TR il
by DX - FH 28 B AR B EUSURT R FI RS i, IR 22 55
PR IR AR, DB M 285 v R B o ) 7
(Marini et al, 2006), ZERI AL FE T S K =50
H f5 22 AL RN X 384 . AN (R 2870 1 28 B A i L
SEBAREL AL, SCHEAE T At X R 75 I A B e
XA ERAE AR T A R B 2 L2 AR s [
33 HETE

2 Rt 22 [AF STl AL T AT ey 4 46 A
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A S WA ZBE W8 AR S 4 X A0 o] 224y
SCAGIA ] il AR Al B XA S8 A T B, A
ML 2 AR B R G E AL, M2 R A 2
6 LB i R A OC R AT . XF £ WA 2 it
5T 3 S HT R, BB 25 5 FIAU ) o

(1) #2728 R AR AT A S 5T e e A F2 0
20 tH2e £ HAER RS IE R TR 2B
Ak Tl A A3 T AL EF2 (Bergman, 1975), 5 G
N E SR AR FERS , 327 7 7 2 Sk 3 SCA
SETEHFSE . SR, R A R B — Y SRR 2
T B 2 256 A 2 1) Z24E M (Bolton et al,
1990), 18 ‘Fiz H R ik i B AR i rh i R A A 2
JEUAT S Z BEAL ) (Richling, 1985), o 8 3
FLe AL T2 SOV 38 3k 4 Ml A 77 Ko LG 2R A 9
PR AR E 23 A8 TT , SR AN AR 25 A8 ] e At
ITFHEFIZEF] . SRR UL, 2 B — B ARRY
FESANAR A 3T F A, Xt 2 i) R OC 2R 9 2 R
B S = o (e 28 2O L el o R R - &
SO BT R SCA AR STE R T AR . FERFSE T L
1970—1980 4F5E A 575 2, 1980—1990 4R W
IR Z . el , 2 is G g5 G AR A T
JEHWEFE (Mitchell, 1998).

(2) AL BT R AT R AT S22 R0
5% . REMRFFE e TR RSB ARTE 2T S
b BURTE Bl 20 RIS T 25 5 . R 22
S gtis W P 55 81 206 R 3 At AT TRt 2s b fr
RETE S v B CE W S R gE . Sk, 7E
LARGE BT MO R X AT 25
o) AR IR T R A 25 B 28 D) W 2 R4, S 3L
AR PENAT-SF MG ST O 2 . A
B R 5 2 B AR 4 2 AR A% O i R A i
A ZARN AL G 4t S 22 R 0FEE . A%E
BT AR AR 5C 2R (F8 PRRI SR HI) DL K e gk
P, PR L 2322 AT 1ok, R 1990 AR AR
SR SEIPAG B T 2

(3) 2 = AN Hr T KA % 18 1R
1) 2 RAU R4 TR e IE S EGRTE &L Z ootk
PO RBEREF 28 W& E o P, Xk BOE 1 25 Al
WA B AR 43 BT B b i (Bergman, 1975), X 5%
TRUA A s e B o B, G in 4R A B 9
oY 2 4 AT A An] AN 32 i bb 2 412 5 8 B3 AT, DA
g B &7 7 AT RE PR R SR i H 7 i R 25 FAR
(Saunders, 1978). ik $£3 /F 5C 1 1Y 2 0 7 1 5 A%

SETRR, L e B e R MR BRI ZR S AR R X s
FRAERF T (A BHAREDE 1) o 3= b i DB 1
A5 (Newby, 1977), 5 B 32 SCRI# M 3=
NI AT S BT AT HEAIPE 73 Hr L 221
W 7= N2 B B AN PE SRR o TRV, 4+ X9
T B A A 23 22 5 (AN S A 1) R ) 25 19
il B F1 ¢ 22 (Dempsey, 1992), 7] UL, £ 1 #1f#t &
WAk, 25 ) A X R LA SR <-4 v B AN T]
BBk 97 (Cloke et al, 1990), 3%, £ fHt2xh
K7 % 2 B B 9898 DA AR ST 55 5 52 355 A (Tonts,
2001) 4" & FI) 47 24 45 A 55 5 19 BUIR H 07 (Mertig et
al, 2001).
3.4 X{L=(E

SCAbZS AR S AR AR IEIR R R 9
BOF I Nl ) —Fp s B2, 2R
PR AR AL 2 as [E] (17, 2017) 0 X2 Y
HIEWNE ST IR Y AR U E T AN 0 & (]
B, BRAE £ MRS IR ES T X 2 At g AB 4
REMFEAN L o HMANIAS , £ WWFFE A
Z AR e i 58 Al 3 R . EIR A Xt
SCAR B FE BT E o RO £ M AR TR R A SRR R
SCL B FRBL 22 SR BH ) A R SCAR R L 7
AT SCARK 1) i Z2 A e BB 3K« DA AR SCAR 3 i
i RS & A A & RUR, 215 AR S5 HIAR
W, AR R AR B . AR, X SOk 18] BT
WA AN — BRI [R) SO AR E 8 A SCAR A i 1)
TEA AT U208 DU A5 5 — | SCARFE it S Bk i
Bt 2 TR IR SR g5 4 25 B AR 45 . Gregson
(2003)FRixX A& M At 27 S, okl ek
Yy A B | AR AL DA R R By BOIR , E Y R
feitt okl 5 =, Skt it SRR AR BRR
fbo JEE5H T UGS T 8T BUARTTER I AR -
1Y B fk (Mitchell, 1995), 25 P4, SCAHLFE ) A 6 fig
P o #EaBRE R SO s BE RS TSR LA
¥ Ok 5.

1E Journal of Rural Studies W) — & 4118
Cloke(1997)IA R & FH 5% C 48 i 1 A SCABH )
Pt A, BT £ R A SR -t X R EHAE S
WEFEITE 1 K S b 250 FIAR G2 35 1 1 v 0%
PE X & B SCIAFFS SCR RS RES 18, DL B 58 ik
PR S PEGITE 2 M) £ ARG S, & ks
(i) {4 SCARH 1) 32 B BRAE 2 A5 T . — 5 T, 3 A A 7
Bl 44 W 2% 312 (Actor-Network Theory, ANT)(Mur-
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doch, 1997) 1R 2% E A 5% (Whatmore, 2002)#4) 2 T
e NFEAT R B L 5N S b P58 C 2R 10 A I
i o ANT DG 0 28 Q] i i 2 ] FNESHE] , 2 AT
HAnar A BRI FN 2 R S h . S — T, Bl
M (dwelling)HE & (Wylie, 2003) /R T sS4
NI ooy e [ 4] BRSO3 1) T 1Y)
BB AE £ NAIFFE I A et A B, A S
B A BRI SRR A S R R, X 2 A
LM S R R TR TR PR AR H 25 BB EH R
T 5 & R EWEA T ot P SRR L
AR B B O3 A E AR, A & ) e i) 22 53 F g 2
LAY “ftb 7" A 5% (Cloke et al, 1997),

4 [E5 5 RS [T 4 RE S i

4.1 MNREEBH SR

SR SRR R AN £ B RN 5 &
5 45 3 W 2% 6] (Halfacree, 1993), LATE & 4t 23 6] #f
R EBEERERAN T A SoEsR A
IR A S R 02 8] (AR SCHP R SR V% 28 (R R4 U 25
[])o 4002 [R] 2 B S M A B B ST L 1
25 [, feijﬂéﬁ S (A EE A I INT- o 1980 4F LA
Fﬁﬁ%ﬂuﬁ TEF A B 240 DL 2 ] i A

W, J\1|]}Fizﬁaé@zﬂajx*ﬂﬁ*ﬂ;%{%@ﬂﬁﬁ
élzlﬁ‘]?i/\*llfﬂ Fzs B R B Y as ],
ﬁﬁ%k*%ﬁhﬁ 5 2 8] 1Y 25 Iﬂﬂé%({%F';
2017). 1990 4EATF i , Bl A+ 2 dEA i
DA S AN 5 28540 32 SCHEB ], éﬁjcﬂ: lEﬂ
W4 . SCARZS 3B 38 T o 25 [B) Fl At 25 25 1)
Z I R e 2 S B Y s ], AR
[ AF o2 (B RSO Zs (B 2 v 24 g i P o s
], 2 A SO 2 (B 2805 11 . WS (] 42
73] SCAbzs (B2 20, ST i BRI S ,
B [ F) FE A 1], P S 2s [A) 31 R 025 1) (0 %
e (ZRLLPE A, 2018) & b 28 [ BFSE f S BE T F
Wy )2 T B S R AR R AR
42 NEIRM4EZE |EJ§lJ£17l<|$ s |E]

178 W 4 SR X T 3R AT R A DA & AP 2
[ 3] FEAARPEZS ] B KA RS o AN T2
R F SOETE DAL SR L, ARFIEIE AR
e NSRS LU R )i e SN o) <l L 2 S R
RRE [ AR ARWE 2 AR A ISR Y
FA, SR IE R 23 B AR IR F R 22 S IO 2 A 1 Y

ZRIR AR, HAR S “HE N S ST sl i % A5
MiTehE M Eg, S5 AR AKEIEA
KZIE B KRG UF 2R . Latour(2005)17T3)
H NSRRI T A AL EE, DLAM |
F R ARG FE R &5 A0 2 RE % B
R  NE 5 AR ZE TR [R] 25 H 2
(AN WP OEN D R1R F I s g U S: K VAP
ho YIBTFIATEIAFZIAR £ R R ZAR, T2 AE R
— B BT EAR R E , K, X 2 R A AR IR
SEPL T ph B AR s ) ) RS AR TRAL
4.3 NSRBI HNTZUETE

FLB BRI £ A2 [ A VR w1 TR
FALHY R E B AL XS 1 . 1990 EARLLK, £ &
D1 17 A= 3 B R A = 3 Y (Halfacree, 2006) M
A 7 SR 0 T 25 0L (Smith et al, 20015675, &
T 23 [ AS P R Sy Bl ) 40 S 25 ), T2 ) B 2
15T a1 1 B A et [T 2 A e 1 =9 P o ey
R 32 SR SCARTE I, DA RS BRAR 32 SO0 22 5 )
2% KRR EY , & WA PO RS B
PAT A b B SRS TR B VR R R A R R A
SEAE T SE B B ) R3S 2L BT W g
G, MR TE SR, Féﬁ”fﬁ}iﬁﬂﬁ
“Y 2% 1 RN M 2% Ak %) 25 [B] 7 (hybridand networked
space)(Murdoch, 2003), BA7 Z 1 22 50 g
PR E PR B, S — AN BBl A 7 R
Mt . 2T R AN PR N B — R A T &
ROMEEWEZIT TR BB HRE 8k
R T IR A R 2 A | 25 1) ST R 9 2 5. 3y
i (Marsden, 1998b). K, % £ R AGRSEEL T
RS SRR B S 2 AR vE R AR

5 ARG

ASCHEE T EA S b 22 B AEAS AL A
[l ] ASTRI4ERE . Ak S A28 [ Rk 2
H R IE 25 0] 0% 45 8] 4k 2328 (AR S Ak 23 [A] 20 AR
PIBFEAR R o VAR UL, [E b 2 23 6] B S 1Y
] Ak G BB SE AR X A 2R 48, AR M sh SR

PR ANER A B JRA% Y LSRR RIS L 2Tt
R HHN HE, ES S b2 S DT T I
JETE AT RAE N ARNYEZS (8] 2] F 425 0] A
HRA PR S (R 2] B S 2 Y 2 M AR BT 22
SCI BT NN RS CA ORI TR U I | NN =S N Ry
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Progress and implications of international rural space research

WANG Dan, LIU Zuyun
(College of Public Administration, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract: Space is a product of society. Driven by industrialization, urbanization, informationization, and gov-
ernment policies, China's rural space is going through drastic reconstructions. As one of the core contents of in-
ternational rural geography research, rural space studies are multi-disciplinary, multi-perspective, multi-dimen-
sional, and multi-methods, forming a rich research field. In order to grasp the progress of rural space research
more comprehensively, this study reviewed international rural space research literature in recent 40 years. The
study found that international researchers described the connotation of rural space from the perspectives of mate-
rial, imagination, and practice. The three-fold architecture was established to emphasize the practice of everyday
life. It introduced living space to build the systematic research framework of rural space. With regard to the theo-
retical perspective, international research of rural space has gone through functionalism, political economy, and
social constructivism; it transformed from productivism to post productivism; the research included settlement
space, economic space, social space, and cultural space. As a whole, international research of rural space realized
the change from material level to social representation, from object space to subject space, and from static one-di-
mensional space to dynamic multi-dimensional space, which revealed the importance of interdisciplinary and so-
ciocultural approaches in rural space studies. The construction of rural space in China needs to pay attention to
the subject status of farmers and multifunction of rural space, respect the role of locality and difference of vari-
ous places, and recover the function of production of meaning of rural space.

Keywords: rural space; reconstruction of rural space; social constructivism; post-productivism



