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Abstract

The quality of rural human settlements is closely related to the living, production and ecological
environment of rural residents. Improving rural human settlements is an important part of the
strategy of China’s Rural Revitalization. From the perspective of rural residents, this study se-
lected 26 specific indicators from five aspects: natural ecological environment, residential envi-
ronment, infrastructure, public service facilities and social and human environment to construct
the evaluation index system of rural human settlements environmental satisfaction. On the basis
of interviews with villages and household surveys, the fuzzy comprehensive evaluation method
was used to evaluate the satisfaction of the rural human settlements of 23 villages in Jufeng Town,
Rizhao City. On this basis, the model is derived by factor importance, and the four-quadrant maps
are used to find out the key factors for improving the rural living environment. The research
shows that the overall level of rural human settlements satisfaction is high, there are internal dif-
ferences; and the villagers have inconsistent evaluation of the importance and satisfaction of rural
human settlements, drinking water quality, air quality, building density, heating facilities, educa-
tional facilities and medical facilities are characterized by high importance-low satisfaction, and
should be given full attention in the future rectification of rural human settlements.
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Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the location of the village in the study area
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Table 1. Basic information of the sample of Jufeng Town
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Table 2. Rural human settlements environmental satisfaction evaluation index system and weight
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Figure 2. Overall satisfaction map of the village human settlements
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Figure 3. Substitute satisfaction graph of the village human settlements
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Figure 4. Satisfaction evaluation value map of each factor indicator factor
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Figure 5. Classification of importance and satisfaction of each indicator
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