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Abstract

Outbreak of policy describes mass rapid diffusion process of public policy in the short term. This
paper focuses on the inter-provincial diffusion of special governance policies for off-campus
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training institutions, and uses regression analysis method to analyze the influencing factors and
logic of the explosive diffusion of the policy. Influencing factors: the significance of the policy
background dimension passed the significance test at 0.01 level; policy compatibility is positively
correlated with policy outbreak in policy attribute dimension. Central instructions, lateral learning
mechanism and central coercive pressure in media dimension all passed the significance test, and
central instructions had the greatest influence. Outbreak logic: Salience of issue and policy compa-
tibility make policies adopted “across time”; vertical and horizontal inter-governmental interac-
tion and central implementation make policies adoption “accelerated”.
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BRI B A L BRI RS I 7 A B UGB, BRI R A 2 2 LB A T Y KRR
BB .. SIEINBE RIS FA S XKW KA., 3 2016 4 EHAEH TR RS ARG,
AN VIAT ML B T S LA $1] 4900 1270, 2017 41 [E 20 E W B 5K BE T 2 (CIEFR-HS 2017) %2451 1)
BARGETHEARE R, SR AME IR A T3 8 N AR S 5616 Jo[1]. BAMEIINE B EE K, KK
J A S O — AN R AL R, O BB FOUE B AR AR AR R BRYFL BI[2] [3] [4]3X
HYIAGEH R PXA W N T IR AR R EZ G f4H, 2018 4E 1 H 1 H, LifgmiiEaUse
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TR e A I s e R 3R R A 8

2. XEREGRR R IRILHESS

% A Hr(Rogers) Xt GFT ™ B IR EHEAT | RGUERE:  “BUREUHY HUE 385 — U ERy € I 1a] A,
LA E HIRE, FERE 2 A R R A AR AR ([5], p. 98). Z£2). Ml Ahoxtb. Sa Ao
TR B L LA [6] 0 A7 PA R R R SRR L X3y O TR A ] o T sl A TR 5 S R R T B T
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Figure 1. Policy outbreak analysis framework

1. BURIBRR SHTHESS

21 BOREEHE

RIOVEVCRTECIHY BT 5O, FEMNEFERIR, B X E R R RMEREBEL . 25,
A A2 NN SRAE TS T IR R P T T A SCHIE TE 48 PR R 18] AR 51 09 H B 30E BURY B, ki
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23 BIYEE

AT (Rogers) U A HIUS FR A% O E045 N BRI 2% HZ) Bkt o7 i 8 (B SR B 280t Fofd A st - ([6],
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Ha4: rhRBUF (RO EL) BRI G 21 IZBERAE A BREUR AR AT REYE -
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H7: M5 A5 FlE,  (CRINARE) BURBA A REMERR.,

3. BEWERTENE
3.1 HAREIENRIE

ASCUE FBURFT (ETHAHE) BURBR NPT R &, EBURSIA TR, #RpR
BT E 31 MEBUFR S, . 6)E 7 Mk EEA TS BRUE, S8 AEAE ST AR R S
FEE WIS, @i b RE” T T BEEAN S, SRR (BUUNARE) BUR UM 33 (e
LR ). Horh, BT R AT SRR BT, HBORBE AU ECR QTR SR EAP R RN
PRIER S, wFdh R R SN E BT AL, WM 31 U R SC . ASHIT 7T P FH AR B (I8 07 v A s
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Table 1. Study variables and their measurement methods

#= 1 MRTERHNESRZE
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kR AR 2018 42 R LUEECL, IR0 T S TBUR 9
A 188 1) 2% ST L) O I R BUR 148 BREUR R AT FE A U
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321 WRBTE
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BRI PUETE S EEE N O R CEIEHE) 14 RBUF SR TE & BRBUF T & tesl,
KA 548 BRIBURT ] (A [ 252 ST B o 28 BRIBURT | 2 75 52 B 1] 2 ST LR sE e (I S 58 05 | HEAT BOR 1T 1)
R CHEAT B L.

H SR T TR S BURT & 7 R SCEE SR T BURHEAT IZBUR . R RBURT(E 2018 45 3 A 28 HiH &
SO EE SR A BRBURMHEAT IZ A SR . PR, ASSCLL 2018 4E 3 H 28 HoAHL, 2018 4E3 H 28 HXZ R~ 0, 3
H28 HEZJEH 1.

A3 GDP 1E Nl E & FORBL TR AR, A5 Q18 1R I IE A OC R ([25] [26]. BUR i 725
t—1 SEMEE AR X N4 77 Bl FETZ AR AT DL 10 AR B $As e

3.3. BRSFE
FE T logistic [l HHEATEBE, A HTBEREIHIR . BORY B  BORLARHE =AM EREN (L HHARE)
BURPER M FE . TEAMIR b, 4 AR AR B 98 BRIEURT | TERS 1) B R AT (B TUAEE) BURMIMER .
ARSI
Logith(t;)=a+BX +¢,

Logith (t, ) AR R, 4R B SRR RICR K, FonEbREUR | ER IR RS EPHEAT (%
AR BURIIMEER, FIR SR — I BUBCREE R AT RENE . XONMRREACE, o NIRET, B NRLER
o
4. (EBLAE) BURIRKZRISCIES AT

2017 4 12 A 29 H Eilg i NRBUFAA T IEAF R T W . T, Ath. REWYETTIERS]E
(B RAAFINIG B brdE) R iE AR E B Ir%) , SO 2018 4F 1 A 1 H
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4.1. BEWHERMST

AR EA 31 ANWINEEE, SEESAT RIS T 31 NWIE. R, NEREAR R R,
ARACES T HEZEKEF(VIF)SRAIW R BAELZ ELL., R ER, TR EMTERKEFRIE
N 0359, /NTFLZEILEMEMAE 10, PR E 0 AAALE T R P 24 ) @, BEARAR B A S
EER, Wk 2,

Table 2. Descriptive statistics of variables
2. TENEIRMS T

BSER S N Min Max BB it 22 VIF
BRI 31 0 1 0.741 0.445 0.198
WO 31 2.81 2.85 2.837 0.009 0
BURE At 31 0 1 0.871 0.341 0.116
B 31 1.65 453 3.716 0.60 0.359

RS ERN 31 0 1 0.967 0.180 0.032
1 170 2 ST AL 31 0 0.97 0.472 0.290 0.084
Hh e g ) 7 31 0 1 0.839 0.374 0.140

A1 GDP 31 4.45 5.11 4,749 0.172 0.030

4.2. 4 BRI IR S

F:T logistic [AIHKI &5 R 3 Pros. B8 1 RXTBORYE SAELZ 4R, B8 2 X EBURE
PEBEAT VA 3T IS5 R, B 3~6 S X B QBT 4 T IS SR, B 7 S X 5 A FE 3 #r )
i, ML 8 RAMAIN ST, W, %3 T N RO W EBSAREUE RIS R?, XA
(DA D BEREAT R0 o PRARORREAY 1~7 S5 8 R I, MR O RO G it v, 0 WRLEL (A 0 19 B4R v

Table 3. Analysis results of different dimension models based on logistic regression method
2 3. T logistic EVAF AN EIEERE SITER

A AR M1 M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8
e 204.774™" 970.11
o (74.56) (797.37)
BUR 0.11 3.31
=E s (1.45) (6.17)
Bk 2.14™ 7.41
FHEA (1.05) (6.70)
- 18.10™ 0.23™ -1.93™
R ) 0 0)
T ) 2 ) 3.29" -2.87 -25.17
I (-1.76) (2.82) (21.14)
rh gL o i) 215" 21.49 35.06
T (0) (3463.3) (4398.8)
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A GDP 0 @289
o 579.66 —6.85 -16.91 -0.29 -19.91 -17.91 472 -2990.35
BIHC Doiie0) (404 (-043)  (076)  (061)  (34633)  (1136)  (5067.56)
N 31 31 31 31 31 31 31 31
77 16.66 7.13 2.81 4.26 16.81 17.96 17.96 29.78
iz 35.40 28.28 3.54 31.15 2.88 17.44 17.44 35.40
HEE
h R? 0.611 0.30 0.13 0.19 0.62 0.65 0.005 0.91
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