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Fig 2 The modern information service system in Wuji County
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Tah 4 The comparison of rural information infrastructure’s ownership between Wuji County and China
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Influence of rural informationalization
on rural residents” behavior space

DING Jiang-hui', LIU Wei-dong®
(1. Faculty of Resources and Environment Science, Hebei Normal University, Shijiazhuang
050024, China; 2. Key Laboratory of Regional Sustainable Development Modeling. Institute of
Geographic Sciences and Natural Resources Research, CAS, Beijing 100101, China)

Abstract; It is now widely recognized among geographers that the development of new in-
formation and communication technologies (ICTs) bears much on regional configuration.
However, existing researches have concentrated on urban rather than rural areas. Based
on the development of rural informationalization in Wuji County, this paper calls for more
attention from geographers to rural interpersonal spatial transformation under new ICTs
This research finds out that the evolution of information infrastructure is the fundamental
factor affecting the rural interpersonal spatial transformation; The interpersonal space of
rural residents is extended by the progress of cell phones and internet in rural areas, at the
same time, interpersonal frequency is increased. The interpersonal space patterns in rural

areas are diversified by instant messages on internet.

Key words: new information and communication technologies; rural informationalization;

Wuji County; interpersonal space



