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Conceptual Framework and Logic of Right and Obligation of
Informational Person from the Perspective of

Digital Government Credit

Zhang Beier / Zhang Ruixin

Abstract: Informational person credit of digital government is a positive judgment and rational conception about
the value and state of informational person’s survival and development in the ecological environment of digital gov-
ernment. This paper discusses the conceptual framework of informational person from the perspective of digital gov-
ernment credit, and analyzes the right and obligation’ s logic of informational person based on constructing the con-
ceptual framework of informational person. At the same time, it puts forward three requirements for the credit ap-
plication of informational person: the credit ecological environment based on the wide participation of the whole soci-
ety, the credit data of informational person supported by multi—agent construction, and the rich systematic credit
analysis technology tools.

Keywords: Digital Government; Informational Person; Credit; Ecological Environment; Right and Obliga-

tion
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