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Abstract

Using prefecture-level PPP project data and a city-year panel dataset for China over 2015~2021, this
study constructs city-level measures of fiscal decentralization, including revenue decentralization
(FD1) and expenditure decentralization (FD2), and characterizes the scale of PPP investment from
three dimensions: total PPP investment, number of projects, and average investment per project. We
employ OLS and Poisson pseudo-maximum likelihood (PPML) models with year and operation-mode
fixed effects, and compute cluster-robust standard errors at the city level. The results show that
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both FD1 and FD2 significantly increase total PPP investment and average investment per project,
while significantly reducing the number of projects. This indicates that greater fiscal decentralization
is more closely associated with a structural expansion—larger project size coupled with fewer pro-
jects—rather than a simple expansion in project counts. Mechanism tests further suggest that fiscal
decentralization significantly improves cities’ fiscal autonomy, and overall competitiveness, provid-
ing empirical evidence that fiscal decentralization affects PPP investment scale through fiscal capacity,
and the development foundation.
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1. 51§

TE HH [T B R S 5 b 7 T B SO AL [ 52T, BUR AL 2 B8 AR5 1 (Public-Private
Partnership, PPP)iZ 4t iy th 5 EURT HE 1t At B il i v 5 A FE R 25 ik 4h ) BB B2 FE T B . [ 2014 4F8—%¢
PPP #E)" LISk, PPP 7EAZIE . BT AR AR B A FE RS S AR ik, FE7EHh 5 A L Bt e
PR R A B . AR, PPP JRAEMI IR SR, M E AT EUR S S AN K 3L
ST, R <L K IBHERE PPP” A B B JH I I B 7 S "B AU B T5T AL I ) sk 25 5
WHHEATATYE, IS T BURAE A LR . WHEURE S X2 3 2 IR AU 45 (1] [2].

HE—2GHh, PPP WA JEE “ICIRET” MIECR G HR AR . —J7TH, MU 5K v) e ks A JL R
SALLERE JIIRTT S A ILER IR, B —J7 0, PPP ARAEAERE KB SO ST 5 B0h il e, 45
BZ AR GH MG, B 5K B AT R B BURE . O BRES L5 B e 5145 XU [3] [4]. DAL,
MASARFE A, T H $CE S PR T E IR S o FE % i PPP B0 MU, AN B TR 51 PPP 373k [ 45 #4455
fiE, B BT MV IEUT A £ FE F A 5 BURFAE 2 SR8 20 HE i S ms e B 5] [6]-

EREESE T, R PPP BEBTMUASMHh X 22 5, 75 ] 28] g b WA IBS OG 2% I 9 3 F 1) B 8l - BOEA AT 90
B, BRI R R “ T TE U0 WA I BN AT R, T BURFAE AR FE B K A JE IR
% 58 5t ST I RIS, B SR SEAZ O AU 52 B 213, RELBUA SEBUHESE R 11 A5 BR 73 B RFAE[7]-[10] -
EMETE S, B BURE FE AN b 7 UG AT SR g2 () 5 P 20 s B, th S mi HAE AN R BUR
THEZAFREFDTR, FEATRELL “P RSBV ai. 10 H H ol A R s 7 &5 AT PPP 4%
PRI 5 AR [5] [6]. BRIk, AIABU AL A 552 PPP #0722 57, RENSNG PPP ok E T “
R - SRS - W7 BURAT 7 BIRESE T INCARRAR, FH AR PPP 4 ik 10 BUR RS SR U5 5 1R #E L R R 3%
PRPLAIOUEHR[11] [12].

DU T St “ 0 B-PPP JIEL” SCBCIVIDAEYE 54 TIERE R, HNGFEE=THAL: F—,
ARG 2 A= R 02 10, XE DA I 58 30T PPP SR BT T E 2 R S, PPP I MAEZ L
B—CARE R, MAECIFRINE S <SR T H R S IR R e S22 4RI =, MBI
VEFMLEI R SHEAS A AT 2, RHBZ W RZ AR . FET 0k, ASCLE 1T 50U2 A 8 BU AL
Fobw, M RFEBEA 0 H HE S P R T = AN % i PPP 5 W MIBRAE , R GE R0 I B 4 BUKE PPP
PR AR B L DS e S 15 3k — 20 VPR ) A5 3 S 4 S WA 5 TR I SLVE LA . AR ST
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W T BT A BRI R PPP LB IX 34k, #8715 PPP 473K 5 I B iR i) 248, 304 PPP #i
TOALHERE . 7 T B IG FEL [X S i A JR SR A R B I 5 RS % .

2. XHGHR SRR
2.1. XT PPP SRS MBS 4 R SRk

BUA B FUE R PPP BT AUBE (AT H A, & Al it & BEA BN &) B0 2 LR 1
PReg 5 R, MAE R — TR BN S R [13]-[15]. fETH JZ 1, R4S SonH 77 BUR RE 1 5 BUR 51 45
FXESBABNE PPP B E A H OB MRE /) [14]; IS8T R BEIE MORT Ot — 205, W55 T 55
PEFE “BURFELRIEATSENE” 55 “ SRV ESIR B ENE” ML sty b A St [15]. EHIEE 51
BRI, SR H R SRR DRSO E B S5 B AT B TR, XF PPP I H #iie 5
BB R R F B[] MR, ELEIGR ISR LA ANE B PR K T EFEAG PPP ] RR4:
HE7[2] BAN, AMRS ST R PPP KSR SGE I H Bk A DRIt i, (R IR0 H S AT B
PRALIRT IR KA VR AR XA BR[16]. BAKRE, BEABTTIER: PPP SBT IR X 22 R vl fig 5
BUN B SI6ERE DT AhBE 6 1F DL BEA LI A O, i ANk R 5 SR B H J 1k

PR LR 2 AR A FEARIE, AT 0k o [ 200 B AL ) 2 20 o R S 0 AR o [ 2 B0 T 9T K
WA R H—, B E 200 “ ST TUE T U0, WABCEWC” NI AT, 35 BR = BUE R A<

SERL, PRBLBUASEBELE R “A RO [7]-[10]. H =, X5k 5 math 5 BURS S5 2058, T
RERIARLME G 3 ARSI KAFTER] U BB AR B [10] [17], 5655 S TR T RER LA B Bk
LR MEARFAE[11] [18].

fE ERBIFET 5T, E4E LA PPP BB MU R A8 B G 06 I B 20 B AR AT AR A ke, AR
BEEERAEHRZM: MBI AL S PPP R B HU 5 2 25 IEAHOC[6], JRAEIXIR EAFERUR It 2 = it —
AR BUEWIE S PPP MBLE EANSC, HXH 0 B-PPP SCR BAT (Rt E AT 1EHI[5]. BREZRK
Bk, RS SCHRBE 22 M7 BRURF ST 540 55 2 3L b (48 10 iy RE SR (At BE T SARe . 0 B SR A T P 5
Ho 7 A BUE FAGEAEBE AL RSB [19]: 18 ORI TE S NS R, T B R AT B 80 H
i e FF5 T o K A SRS [8] [20]. SRR, 5155 5 B ME T 55 Wt St s n M B AL S 3t 07 B3 AT
IR RHE, WBGEWIE . BURIT R B AR 2 R vk 5559 5k 5 XU 203 [3] [4] [11] [12].

2.2. WBIS %t PPP T B #% & MR AU IR HL

fE IR “HRVEIESE” 2 £, KT “TABU BN sEng PPP vt A" IIHLEIRT T 98y =382
2, S ASCE SR P IR B B (W I 2 BT 453 S8 4 ) T O LG 2R

F— WEE L ENLU]: B BUE I 3 7 BUR AT SCRE BRSSPI ZI R, Emi HAHERE PPP (922
] 5 &kt . PPP RIS 7T 28 e S o R BUR e /1 5 W 55 P SV ph o AN S5 Al B mT A5 1Y) R B 2
W[14] [15]; WA BOBURIEETS 55 “ SRR T) - WML (ashatksk /s, =85 Buf i A 35S
Btas 53 2ZHR8] [19]. Bltt, WIBUE R E Sy : HI7 BURAE AL g 50t i B “ 5t
VERSCRCIE” 5 “TSARRE” , BEMISZNN PPP fE SR B4, 1 H R 5P E IS B [5] [6].

B ITERETES SN T SEA 0T AR AR D A B Y R B S S AR, U PPP k4
FSHaRARNER. BAVITUIRL, MO BUTAETE S5 2R 5 T KA Bt 5 5 5T e 2
BB A AR AT AR [7] [17]. SULRY, FeRZ Gk PPP R FEMERGR I T 7. il RRR . BUF 2
80 R Kk 5 BURRE 155 AN AT PPP A SR I B 24K [21], PPP A PG T R WAL 24 5ih
B MK R RIS AT 5 AT e [22] [23]. BT, R SR G SE 4 AL e, R ALK
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JEHDRT B T )y - BRI - IR ISR E %, AR B BURE R PPP RN Dy i 2
FEA IR T IR S 74k«

BT, AR LR AT T BB :

R 1. ST I A 4 B2 480 PPP 5T H £ 55 JIUAE

UL 22 SR B A 2 B A B A R SR 4R G SE S 0 B KN PPP I H BB AL

3. IRBIS EEHEIAA
3.1. BFiRAH

AL LA 2015~2021 G A FE ARl . B REAR BN PPP I H AR . PPP 101 B AW B ok H W BGH
BUR AL S BEARBE TR OATHE R, ASCES LRI E - 37 - S0 2 0o dr8ds, a5
H ID. AGEERFE. PreashlX . SIRAL 7 WSS R . R b, ASON “aE - g - PR
B ZANYEREZ) ) PPP #BEiAE: (1) PPP I H S B4 (2) PPP I H#(&: (3) PPP Il H P-4 #% B 4.
PPP 10 H M3 Aid4 108 BEAT A, 0 M TG, PPP T H BCE IR T — 4540 I Axt Il H 3E4TE B
PPP 1T H ~F- 4% B A€ O - F 40 2 1 PPP SR B4l 5 T H B 2 L.

WO AL B N T W B A R R 8 . BRI FE o, W B BRI FEAS B DL — L B FR AR B 4K,
RAEWN AR SCH A S WL B F2 PRS2 IR O D A2 — SO R R [9] [24]. IR, SRAI AL
AbFR DR AT RE SRR X S G R 5 N 22 5 i sg N, HAEBURN JZ 0 AT ILRCAE, A& “ AL
AT EE R [11] [25]. UbAh, WAL SCH BT RE P2 AR UG S, o Za i 5 0 D) 5 AU g,
BRL T A 06 BE AT X R 56 [26] [27]: THZ TG - 0 B0 BE TR LA T A 1 [28]

TE RSN, AR %ERE W (2009) 1) “ A3k - EHEE” M0, il @R BUE 5 3¢
WU o 38T JE TH W B AL HE b 8 X s

AFE, ,
== @
> AFE,,

Hr i RORBUNES, @GRS GO T, ACHi =2, BIfERE -4 - i =N2H2 mibiE
MBI, Hrbi=02RnaE, 1 A (B XEEET). 2 Zadgl: AFE, K58 | B
IS A BN B S (2 0 R n o= LN, n= 2 ), N | BURFIA OO (B S ) Bk AR 2
RN BB NIHENR, BN FDL AW B BUEFR 2, FD2 NS B B HRE,  [FIR, fEFafdd:
R DL Pl B 7 e <A E DR DRI EE S B0 EUE S D4R e R RUER M, B FD3 R FD4
53 N e JE BRSNS HE T A3 B 8

NPEACI RN AL B e, AR SCAEREMEAR Y P I T R AE . Pk 24 55 PPP I HARFE SR 3R . i T4
R — 5 = = R AR AR B DA R (T H 2 R G 7 AR, $hl AR E G FAH R %

A — P AF B 55 A (J5 ) (renkou)« 55— /45 — 135 =P\ 8 b 5 GDP B 2 (%) (49 %) A firgdp-
secgdp. thigdp). 5 BUM 171657 LA (zFfz) . [RHRMLEIEURF AT 97) (huibao) . & 1EHARR (4F) (hzgx)~ KI5 =X
(ATFHEHR) (caigou) L K BURF IR T K (zfgm)s  FEAERERL g N 3B A J7 2K 5 2508

B R = AR B RS NO(TA) BB 5 =8 vl 5 GDP L (%) Hh 5 EUR
fufsitbl. PPP 10 H HHBURAS Pedii . P A ERABR(4E). PPP Tl H 1 A JFHE bR SR LA BUR FUBL S 51
BT AEIRTT - E 00 2 AN RIS BB I 5 1 g i) A8 gk A AR

Hor, HOOTBU ST B “ IR S B 55 (14 70) N34 GDP (Ju)” BEE . [RIARALEIRI 7 ABUT
548 A A B AT AT R Bk AR . ASCRBUR AT 2L 9 1, HARid o 0. SkIE 77 b A JF ARl

FD

n
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A1, HARIGN 0o BUFHUEIR BT I BOON 5 GDP ELE i, Hor )7 I BON BL— A LTS
WN(LTO)RAL o b, ASCAEAR AL — BRI = 2 P ) 47 (8 52 AOE, - DA A o W ool 5 RS ) B2 3
[RIE I Z o . DL B b PPP I AR SRR R A W BGRBURF AL 2 BEA SR L, JEREHER A
W GEH A

HUBIAS 36 B0 0 PP SR A B WA T S T 45 5 (e S 4 4R B B 2 UL — e A ST
(e, Bk B3R SRS ITERE (L 5F) 56 F AR H0K A H Bl 2 R 27 e W 22 s it
BE S AT AR TR RUSCR -
32. HEGE

ASCHBRRUTE, $Lor N =AM
TR 1.

Investment,, = a, + oy FDKy + Xig, + 6, + 0, + & ke{l 2] #))

Hrp, WAEBAZE Investment,, 4 PPP T H i FE3TT ¢\ 4E0) t IR A(127T). O fEBAL S FDK, 437
XL FDL (TSN B AR H) A1 FD2 (17 S tH IO AU H) s X AEHI AR &, 6 FoRigf7 il FE
(BOO/BOT/ROT/TOT %5251, m(i)#FnwmiH i frEizfErR); o, RaREA4 FE.
B 2:
Avginvestment, = a, +a, FDk, + X, +6, +0, + &, ke{1,2} (3)
o, WA & Avginvestment, IR ¢ TESEAD t 1) PPP T H PIEER (L IT); X NI - 402
EHIE RN E;: o ZAFEM FE.
FEAY 3.
Count, = ay +ay FDky + X, + 6, +0, + ¢, ke{l,2} 4)
Horr, WAz & Count, AT ¢ FEE47 t 1 PPP 15 H # & .
ASCREARY 1 FAEAL 2 R F OLS [a11H, A 3 B TRl A S oy 8 8k, IR A PPMIL R 347 (]
H: B Rl A bR GRS AR 2 TSR R .

4. AFLER
4.1. #R4Gt

P 1 ARERI 1 REARIRR MG, TR RO R R B R S A R T
2. MUEE, PPP I AT S S R ELAEE NS, T RS bR T 1) B A5

Table 1. Descriptive statistics (N = 8331)
= 1. fdRtESEH(N = 8331)

N Mean/Prop. SD Min. Median Max.
Panel A: HifAREAR &
PPP Il H % 4 8331.00 1396.85 3024.18 4,68 588.68 59679.29
Panel B: %OV E
T B B P64 1 8289.00 0.21 0.13 0.04 0.17 0.80
T B BUE Fa 4 2 8289.00 0.27 0.09 0.13 0.25 0.82
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I B a4 3 8289.00 0.28 0.15 0.06 0.24 0.85
BB AR 4L 4 8289.00 0.41 0.09 0.22 0.39 0.89

Panel C: % Hi|45 &
UNE[GPN) 8314.00 6.18 0.66 2.72 6.20 8.07
® g;%g}ifgf) 3 8319.00 0.10 0.07 0.00 0.10 0.51
* é;%gfgf) i 8319.00 0.43 0.09 0.11 0.43 0.84
* i;%gfgf) & 8319.00 0.47 0.09 0.24 0.46 0.93
BURF A f5t EL A1 7867.00 0.02 0.03 0.00 0.01 0.20
BURAT 2k 8331.00 0.38 0.48 0.00 0.00 1.00
EAEHAR (4F) 8331.00 19.66 7.07 6.00 18.00 50.00
PRIAPIEM 8331.00 0.87 0.34 0.00 1.00 1.00
BURF R T 2 8331.00 0.08 0.03 0.03 0.08 0.25
4 8331.00 2017.25 1.64 2015 2017 2021

Panel D: #L#1
— AT S H (12 7T) 8331.00 636.62 832.34 17.58 425.30 8351.50

GH (R E I1iR 7594.00 0.13 0.12 0.00 0.08 1.00

2 AR 2 HRE 3 (T - SRR ) MR RS T, PPP I P BB I F R R T
[IZEF R, B BUER bR £ B AR B R B A T A 1

Table 2. Descriptive statistics (N = 1542)
Fz 2. #R MG (N = 1542)

N Mean/Prop. SD Min. Median Max.
Panel A: HifARAE
PPP T H ~F- 15 # % 45 1542.00 1384.02 2228.03 8.14 762.73 43289.93
PPP T H &4 1542.00 5.40 5.80 1.00 4.00 74.00
Panel B: LR E
T AR % 1 1533.00 0.20 0.12 0.04 0.16 0.80
B AR % 2 1533.00 0.27 0.08 0.13 0.25 0.82
TV B B4R % 3 1533.00 0.27 0.14 0.06 0.23 0.85
I B TR 4 1533.00 0.41 0.09 0.22 0.39 0.89
Panel C: il &

INEIGPN! 1532.00 5.95 0.70 2.72 5.96 8.07
F—roAk e 5 GDP Hef(%)  1537.00 0.12 0.08 0.00 0.11 0.51
N & GDP Lefl(%)  1537.00 0.42 0.10 0.11 0.42 0.84
F=rA g 5 GDP LfFl(%)  1537.00 0.47 0.09 0.24 0.46 0.93
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=] R

WURF £ EE A5 1450.00 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.20
PPP I B HFBUR A B A 1542.00 2.03 3.26 0.00 1.00 32.00
A VEHARR (4F) 1542.00 20.84 5.32 10.00 20.14 36.00
PPP I H th A JT R S 1542.00 4.68 5.40 0.00 3.00 74.00
WU R FE 2 1542.00 0.08 0.03 0.03 0.08 0.25
boo 1542.00 0.06 0.28 0.00 0.00 3.00
bot 1542.00 4.25 5.18 0.00 3.00 74.00
om 1542.00 0.01 0.13 0.00 0.00 3.00
rot 1542.00 0.14 0.45 0.00 0.00 5.00
tot 1542.00 0.17 0.63 0.00 0.00 9.00
Tot + bot 1542.00 0.21 0.57 0.00 0.00 8.00
other 1542.00 56 1.03 0.00 0.00 10.00

3 1542.00  2017.65 1.90 2015.00 2017.00 2021.00

Panel D: Ll

— A ILTRHE ST (127T) 1542.00 539.86 771.96 17.58 359.14 8351.50

LA (BTN g 1taE 1329.00 0.14 0.14 0.00 0.08 1.00

4.2, ML R

2 3R MY RUE 5 PPP B ML A JEHE R 45 5L . 51)(1)~(4) R OLS (il f/h —3fi%), 7%
DA PPP Il H ¥ ¥ 405 PPP Tl H 343 B AUA ML AR B & 41(5)~(6)R FH PPML (JAka Dy KAUSRAL 1),
LA PPP Il H & bl iR Ar & . (R 384 ih— 2H 30 T (B0 H ) IR TR AE AL &, FEIN AR [ 5 R b
HERIESR T JZ T 5SS, AR AR [R) — 311 PR S M e 58 35 P HE B P s i

FI()~Q)Eor, WBAUEREE 1 (B34, FD1) 5465 2 GZH 24, FD2)xf PPP Tl H $ 4y
BEFEIEMR, RS9y 3313.8 A1 2886.6, 1 1%F1 5% B EM/KF LEE. #(3)~@)idt—L L,
FD1 5 FD2 f PPP T H V-5 R A [FIFE N B IEAHSG, REr v 5645.3 5 6529.5, I7E 1%7K-1- 5
F o X — RGeS A — 3, D UESE T WU RO PPP 0 H # BE A I L 2 FH « %1 (5)~(6)
*W], FD1 5 FD2 X} PPP T H# & H B MM, HRE5rnA-1.171 F1-1.448, 7£ 1% E MK
R XK, AR SR TR B BRI (B A BE R T H E D S RMPEREE, TR

a7 BB 5K

Table 3. Baseline regression results
Fe 3. EEREIFER

ols ols ols ols ppml ppml
PPP 5 H PPP Il H PPP Jii H *F-13 PPP 3 H PPP Il H PPP Il H
B Baigl Eaigl BB e e
KD1 3313.8*** 5645.3*** -1.171%**
(1075.5) (1256.0) (0.181)
KD2 2886.6** 6529.5*** —1.448***
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R
(1324.4) (1567.8) (0.210)
renkou 114.0 208.2%* 301.2%* 461.9%%* 0.223%** 0.184%**
(86.13) (103.1) (152.9) (154.8) (0.0339) (0.0357)
firgdp 13317 ~619.0 2324.1%* 199.4 —1.387%x* ~0.932%*
(1119.8) (953.4) (1169.8) (929.0) (0.372) (0.363)
Secgdp ~299.7 ~201.4 -478.2 ~91.92 ~0.285 -0.313
(820.3) (801.4) (860.6) (806.5) (0.309) (0.321)
thigdp 316.1 293.6 -832.1 -930.8 ~0.524* -0.475
(628.3) (614.3) (838.7) (813.9) (0.286) (0.300)
zffz 12838.6%**  11586.3%** 7813.7 6223.8 -0.843 -0.382
(3138.2) (3184.7) (4754.4) (4707.2) (0.580) (0.577)
huibao —A78.1%F* 48] 3F* ~39.73* ~40.92* 0.0116 0.0116
(94.95) (94.73) (22.26) (22.34) (0.0121) (0.0123)
hzgx 84.77%x* 84.62%** 97.33%x 96.30%%*  —0.00943%**  —0,0093%**
(9.699) (9.650) (18.90) (18.62) (0.00312) (0.00315)
caigou 977.7%%x 978.6%x* 119.8 122.3 0.0133 0.0103
(190.0) (189.1) (74.98) (76.49) (0.0293) (0.0282)
zfgm ~2047.1 786.5 ~3290.9 -388.8 3.410%** 2.978%x*
(3130.1) (2861.5) (3351.7) (3381.0) (0.914) (0.821)
Boo —224.8* —249.2%* 0.149%** 0.153%**
(121.7) (125.5) (0.0401) (0.0397)
Bot ~102.2 ~104.7 0.0413 0.0449
(72.48) (73.51) (0.0301) (0.0292)
om ~226.3 ~290.3 -0.0613 ~0.0437
(254.4) (268.8) (0.0630) (0.0613)
Rot ~191.2 -217.1 0.0965%** 0.101%**
(123.2) (135.7) (0.0224) (0.0227)
Tot 148 8%+ ~138.6** 0.147%** 0.146%**
(61.07) (58.71) (0.0124) (0.0129)
Tot + bot ~1.839 18.07 0.152%%* 0.148%**
(62.71) (61.04) (0.0171) (0.0174)
other 15.38 15.46 0.119%** 0.120%**
(73.03) (72.20) (0.0251) (0.0247)
Bk FE = =
£ FE = = = = = =
N 7852 7852 1441 1441 1441 1441
R2 0.104 0.101 0.154 0.153
R2adj 0.101 0.099 0.141 0.139

Standard errors in parentheses, *p < 0.1, **p < 0.05, ***p < 0.01.
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4.3. REMRE

WA NFMEVERT IR VA S5 5. Panel A H, ST A VB0 AR R4 3 AN B 2 BUFE Fia K 4 B AR HE
[E] U5 P A% O RS B, UGBS 258 X 0 BURE I 1 AR AR AL i Bt . 45 R o, B BUE X PPP T
H B ARCT- 585 gy B 35 IR e, ioxt PPP I H 30 Ba B3 fua fem, P3R5 10 I EAS
PR 73 BLEE AR AR AL & 7 3

HE—BHh, EFxF PPP T H ik ARl SIEAE “Oy PPP” I H T LA IR A, Panel B 7EFEA JZ I AR BE 4b
FHATHYBL PPP 100 H EB AT (B0, [a] A 45 5 5 J otk (e U5 — 30, 3R WA SR v 45 1 B A B i A i v

Table 4. Robustness check regression results

4 REMREEAZER

ols ols ols ols ppmi ppml
WQEE Wﬁﬁﬁi WP@E“ WP@E’ PPP 171 H % it Wfﬁﬁ
Etargl P B Rk i I S OF g &
Panel A: %% Lo iR &
FD3 3147.8*%** 4771.0%** —0.825***
(855.4) (996.5) (0.171)
FD4 2959.8*** 5871.9*** —0.976***
(1132.0) (1452.7) (0.202)
N 7852 7852 1441 1441 1441 1441
R2 0.105 0.102 0.152 0.152
R2adj 0.102 0.100 0.138 0.138
Panel B: X {& B 44T F BeidE
FD1 3029.4*** 3972.1%** —1.126***
(1118.8) (1095.1) (0.201)
FD2 2339.2* 3891.9*** —1.445%**
(1340.9) (1407.2) (0.233)
N 6620 6620 1268 1268 1268 1268
R2 0.105 0.103 0.155 0.148
R2adj 0.102 0.100 0.139 0.133
PEfIAL R 1 2 &
A& 2 & & & &
HEFE & = & & & o
1afEJi =\ FE 7z &

Standard errors in parentheses, *p < 0.1, **p < 0.05, ***p < 0.01.

4.4. FERMETH
4.4.1. FHE

75 R, BB PPP B B/ B35 X I 2 57, T BRI A AE P4 ok 5 B 4 Rl 4
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oAk BERBUT T, WD BFEEL 1)TE AR5 F 65 N IE(AREF 2594.0. HEf 6235.4), /AL (T
£ 2)ANAE R R N 1E(6910.5) 0 “PIHLTE AT, PSS BURFRE AR5 i sh 2 2 IE M (1%7KF), 7
AR, VLB A BCHRET BE W] R I ORI H HEBD I 5K . B2 7T (PPML), PR AR FRTE
R 9 91(-0.878, -1.061), AR . LEEKE, RiBE “DUHBEMHEER “RIg5m iR, i
FERICHESH S AR FhmscEr e, PR RE, RS H M. RIS S E A KK
EEFAA LA K.

Table 5. Heterogeneity analysis: Eastern, central, and western regions

F#5 FRMEDH: FhAER

K i I ARHB i VG
Panel A: PPP i H % 4
B BUETR S L 2594.0%* 6235.4*** 1773.7
(1230.5) (1018.3) (2085.9)
AW AL RE T L 2 2315.1 6910.5*** 974.4
(1498.6) (1581.2) (2894.2)
AR R 1 & P & 2 & &
fEFE & P & & & &
EfE77 0 FE & P 2 & & I
N 3050 2758 1955 3050 2758 1955
R2 0.092 0.113 0.162 0.091 0.106 0.162
R2adj 0.086 0.105 0.152 0.084 0.099 0.152
Panel B: PPP Iji H “T¥34% B4
B BUSETR S L 8390.7*** 5701.2%** 793.2
(2101.1) (1394.5) (1935.2)
AW AL RE T L 2 9651.4%** 5710.0%** 917.4
(2355.5) (1946.0) (2445.6)
AR 2 & P & 2 & &
fEFE & P & & & &
N 507 486 405 507 486 405
R2 0.162 0.181 0.268 0.165 0.165 0.268
R2adj 0.122 0.140 0.224 0.126 0.123 0.224
Panel C: PPP T H #t &
B BUETR S L —0.878%** -0.396 0.0357
(0.308) (0.368) (0.448)
WAL AL B FE 4 2 —1.061*** —0.644 0.463
(0.301) (0.483) (0.544)
PE AR 2 P & P & P P
4 FE & P & P P &
N 507 486 405 507 486 405

Standard errors in parentheses, *p < 0.1, **p < 0.05, ***p < 0.01.
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4.42. EHAE, PIRAE

Z R AERE(2020) N AT FT, A SCHEET- 300 H #5410 b DY 20 2 (BR 75% 70 A7 350 A BIE, K REA KI5y
NS S PR AR AL, DRI A B A X6 PPP 58 AR ) i 2 75 B 50 H BT 57 . % 6 4 R
R, BB SS AN RIS H B4 7 101 5 B2 AR B R 1k

E U, B BUETEE 1 5185 2 3R HE 1w PPP Il H L7 40(5821.0%**, 5923.1***), &
FARTE 3 T A1(7333.2%%,9136.2**),, & B /3 BUIR T BE R REHEA h 0% 4 C B Ak 03 i 5 S Ay 5k,
T HE i KA $ 7t a i, (HI0 H B4R | PPML 45 5 8 35 9 971 (—0.453***, —0.777***), EIkE /)
BOEARHMEZ I H HCEI N, RIMEREACE s, S Sy 5Kk, B TR FIGEEIE, w75 BUF
SR T R R SR D BRI o IR, RO R B A P SR B AR AR N RE B L 4R
1 AR TR R A E AR, 180 2 WA 3 O 671(—390.3% %) HW P B AN B
PSR AR T H R TR AR o B BT AR TR o /N H i fe e (el ELZm RS R o i
TUH BB —ANENSE R MRS /BT S TR B 5 T H 570G B8 fm ) /i 5E 55 SR 5. YN,
S KRB E , i /NIUE 23 1], (R I A RS I0 H A 1 FE 5 R 55 P05 58 PR AR R PRl s 0
AT 7 A DAAA IR S Bl B 5K

Table 6. Heterogeneity analysis: High-scale vs. low- and medium-scale projects
F 6. RERMDH: SHR. PENE

FR RIS RIS e RIS AR RS
Panel A: PPP I H # & %
KD1 5821.0%** -180.9
(1499.4) (131.8)
KD2 5923.1%** —390.3%**
(1950.4) (117.8)
AR E 1 & 2 2 &
4 FE P 7 7 &
1BfEJi\ FE P s 7 &
N 1996 5856 1996 5856
R2 0.185 0.048 0.183 0.052
R2adj 0.176 0.044 0.175 0.048
Panel B: PPP Il H P #% %40
KD1 7333.2%* —-9.713
(3437.3) (195.2)
KD2 9136.2** —274.8
(4249.2) (230.5)
Pl A 2 P 2 2 2
4 FE 2 7 7 &
N 367 1074 367 1074
R2 0.283 0.119 0.288 0.121
R2adj 0.235 0.100 0.241 0.102
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Yk
Panel C: PPP Tji H % (PPML)
KD1 —0.453%** —0.0406
(0.134) (0.0708)
KD2 —0.777%%* —0.0149
(0.153) (0.0829)
Pl s & 2 R & 2 2
4 FE P 2 2 2
N 365 872 365 872

Standard errors in parentheses, *p < 0.1, **p < 0.05, ***p < 0.01.

4.4.3. PPP I H 2 AY

TR T 1% PPP I H (IR AL > S R EASEIR, 0 E W B BOMBUR AT 3 (A 3% 5
FIATPEGR KB =38 PPP T H S BUME AL . Z5 RN, B BN PPP $558 JIUARE (A I AEA 7] [ 4%
WL 1] S I 2 = b

H B B (Panel A), Toi KB B TR 1 LR AR5 2, WTBUMBUN BUR A 2 545 F 7 £ 2 0
H BB BB, (X ATAT PSR AN I H SRR AINR 200 1, B BGE 57 T [ PPP 47 ik S A
TS 3K [ 7 PH KU A0 SR, PR LA [ (Panel B),  TATPER K BI5TH 787 73 BLFE
THEE BT Ra@rEReE; BURT R ITE PR R L PR, 2 TR, RUUSBETT
JEBURAT 2T H BACR TR, (BRI H S e AR AP A 2 0 P IR U R B AR . TH
)z (Panel C), PSR B bR 2 FEARBURT AL B 55 mIAT Pk RN F B0, e FH 38 A 2 20 H 4
BARE. QMAMNE, MEGBOFERIHET BUEE PPP MU, 17 i i % A [ [ AL 15 H St 2 4k
VR, HHEzh PPP R “EEAR. BARMOR” MIZMTEREAR, FRAEANF RG] KRB AR A

Table 7. Heterogeneity analysis: PPP project types
F7. FRMEDH: PPPIRE AR

BUMS WREA U R R @i{;ﬁﬁ
Panel A: PPP Iii H #% % 4
mj—?éﬁgj/}fg 1245.6 4082.4 5139.9***
(1143.4) (3287.1) (1005.6)
mj—?égj/zg 508.5 626.9 5382.6***
(1262.1) (3102.6) (1312.9)
el R 1 B = i 2 2 2
4 FE B = i i 2 R
2 {E 77 FE B = i 1 2 R
N 2903 360 4589 2903 360 4589
R2 0.053 0.142 0.132 0.051 0.138 0.130
R2ad] 0.046 0.089 0.128 0.044 0.084 0.126
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B
Panel B: PPP 35 H ~F- 3% %%
It AN =3
*jiz??*llg 1516.7** 3127.2 8267.1%**
EEL
(761.4) (3459.9) (1540.7)
VA LA
’ 1596.4* -1009.5 9316.8%**
¥e% 2
(964.9) (3188.4) (1787.7)
AR 2 3 = 53 & 53 =
# FE = = = = = =
N 868 279 1255 868 279 1255
R2 0.073 0.162 0.177 0.071 0.160 0.173
R2adj 0.049 0.090 0.162 0.047 0.088 0.158
Panel C: PPP T H % &
It AN =3
METBUE g g 0000165  —1.768%*
BE1L
(0.187) (0.122) (0.310)
VA B AL
" —1.024%% -0.0986 —2.328%%*
832
(0.215) (0.150) (0.397)
g 2 J 5 = 5 = & &
F FE & = J 5 = & &
N 868 279 1255 868 279 1255

Standard errors in parentheses, *p < 0.1, **p < 0.05, ***p < 0.01.

4.5. HE3HT

Nt — RN B B PPP 45 AU (VB fE AL SR AE, ASCIE TP A7, MWL E 340
5 gr G a4 I K IRE T R R A NS, o BIAE PPP T H BT R, PR A S I E HoE =
AYEFEFAT AN T
451 WMBEEHRE

% 8 R, LKA KDL b2 KD2, MBI R m PPP % a5 i, JtiE% %
IR B, BER RIS ik BEEIRAE” S HRHE. [FIE, B BUR E I T F EBOKF,
F Wy AL IG5 T 75 BUR 0 TS S H 8 ) 5 IO 23 8] o i — 250 I 2RI PPP ASE [R] 1
Ja, HAERH 2 ANHIRE: AR SAEA R, WEE ERREEE N, BB RR BT RIRSS
oy T BT AEPIRR R W EAUNTE KD2 42 R R N 7RI H HeE A
W, WA FACRRE . BRI, WA F AR SOV B BHES) PPP 45K (1 1E [l A B 42,
TERTREARIL AR BRI — U7 THIE I 5 9 RS 7 B RS PPP RIS, 53— THI B B 1)
TS H R T e B AR 4 PPP il % 75 SR BRSC T H e £, ATkt PPP ST i I/, i R0 F 2
M FUASL 5 4] T SRR
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Table 8. Mediation analysis: Fiscal autonomy

8. PR MBBEEN

Panel A: PPP i H $ ¥ 4k 7Y

I e
KD1 3313.8%** 1510.5%** 4013.5%**
(1075.5) (449.1) (1215.4)
KD2 4392.9%*
(1813.7)
T B AL —0.463** —0.551**
(0.231) (0.254)
A& 1 & & & o & P
E FE P & 2 2 & &
&fE77 0 FE P & 2 2 & &
N 7852 7852 7852 7817 7131 7852
R2 0.104 0.807 0.107 0.263 0.814 0.105
R2adj 0.101 0.807 0.105 0.261 0.813 0.103
Pnael B: PPP Il H ~F- 34 4% A 1Y
KD1 5645.3*** 1706.4%** 6113.3%**
(1256.0) (586.1) (1259.4)
KD2 6529.5%** 3213.5%** 8145,8x**
(1567.8) (682.2) (1737.2)
A BLE FAL —0.274 —0.503*
(0.288) (0.262)
Pl AR & 2 & & 2 o & &
£ FE 2 = 7 b s 7
N 1441 1441 1441 1441 1441 1441
R2 0.154 0.734 0.157 0.153 0.770 0.160
R2adj 0.141 0.730 0.143 0.139 0.766 0.146
Pnael C: PPP 15 F $r S AH 7Y
PPP 17 H i e . e
ek WEEFEM  PPPIIH#E PPPIIHYE  MEBEFER  PPPIIHHE
KD1 —1.171%%* 1706.4%** —1.092%**
(0.181) (586.1) (0.205)
KD2 —1.448%** 3213.5%** —1.412%%*
(0.210) (682.2) (0.261)
P AL —0.0000483 —0.0000119
240 AR
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(0.0000545) (0.0000594)
P AR 2 & & 2 2 2 &
£ FE 2 7 = e e 7
N 1441 1441 1441 1441 1441 1441

Standard errors in parentheses, *p < 0.1, **p < 0.05, ***p < 0.01.

452 WHEATFHRE

BB R, RTER G TE 4 IAEMRE PPP SBTABAR L b I SE TS M. A2 € AU Th MR, & 9
Won, MEBUYBUR BRI ER G389 77, WM BUSCEAE AR AR RO T A R LAt . BRI R S BAh B
Btk . 76 PPP X MBI AL, LR A 564 JI1E KD2 48 X B R & N 1E, gy NIZA8 & 5 Iy
B AR Y Sk 95 FL AN R 25, R HORE T E AL AR, BT IR, SRa3ig
[FIFEAE KD2 R RFNIE, MMBUrRIRE, IS A, BIEEER Y, Sa5wd ol 8
REAG, BN BRSO E S, ST “Hoamb” B Esah g /. 4R s
FLAERIA “DTIR” RRAE—3: S84 SR THRAE b I BURT S A5 R vk A B TE K . TR SE v PPP 5T H T
ey KB . BT E, WO BOE AN R R A 22 AR WO ERCE AN B R, sa
64 70 ) SE RS A RE PPP AU AR 25 R T

Table 9. Mediation analysis: Urban comprehensive competitiveness index

F9. PNYR: FARFHEE

Panel A: PPP Il H % i Y

PPP Iii H T Y| PPP Jji H PPP Tl H NN L PPP It H
E5'a gl s B PG K E'a g
KD1 3313.8*** 0.499*** 2770.4%*
(1075.5) (0.0657) (1243.6)
KD2 0.585%** 1864.9
(0.102) (1450.6)
é?ﬁ;;s 7 1059.5 1849.1*
(1029.3) (1004.1)
P A 1 2 2 & P 2 2
# FE & 2 & & = =
BEJi\ FE 2 2 & & = =
N 7852 7131 7131 7817 7131 7131
R2 0.104 0.814 0.101 0.263 0.811 0.099
R2adj 0.101 0.813 0.099 0.261 0.811 0.097
Pnael B: PPP Il H ~F344% B At 4
PPP I H T 4/ %$ 1 PPPIIH Y PPPIIHTH  &&3%4%)  PPPIIH T
Es'a gl s B B Kl Es'a gl
KD1 5645,3%** 0.593*** 4222 5%**
DOI: 10.12677/mm.2026.162055 241 PR


https://doi.org/10.12677/mm.2026.162055

BES
(1256.0) (0.0978) (1044.9)
KD2 6529.5%** 0.699%** 5088.4%**
(1567.8) (0.130) (1222.0)
%ﬁﬁﬁgﬁ 2842.7 2836.4*
(1830.4) (1572.7)
A 2 = == = = 7z 7z
EFE = = & =& & &
N 1441 1235 1235 1441 1235 1235
R2 0.154 0.815 0.159 0.153 0.814 0.160
R2adj 0.141 0.812 0.143 0.139 0.810 0.144
Pnael C: PPP Tl H ¥ 5 )
PPP It H #i= %igfﬁ PPP i H % & PPP Il H#& %ngﬁ PPP i H &
KD1 —1.171%** 0.593*** —0.795***
(0.181) (0.0978) (0.265)
KD2 —1.448*** 0.699%** —1.065%**
(0.210) (0.130) (0.280)
%\;ﬁﬁ —0.772%%* —0.724%**
(0.280) (0.261)
FE AL & 2 & P 2 P & &
4 FE & & P P & e
N 1235 1235 1235 1235 1235 1235

Standard errors in parentheses, * p < 0.1, ** p < 0.05, *** p < 0.01.

5. &g

AT T JZ T PPP 35T H B4 5 i W B ALEE FE bR A8 I B BUK PPP SRR (15 B2 40
PEIBECTA T H B R . 5 SRR B AU S B e PPP T H 3B AL T S BB, (HG PPP
W H K B R AR, U] BT S R REHES PPP “ HURLAS K B (A KR I H S ), TR
HAcEY 5Kk RSO PERRE SR IR 20 RBTERGE. FRIED TR, SN RS
RS R, PURREBAAAN R, fE R I H S, AR TR H AR S R O . LR Rt
B R, WEBUE BRIV A E SR E T S, SR B - A EFESE4 J1-PPP AR
e FERAT . ASCRIBE T VBRI UM PPP T H R BTIRICE . et DXIRZE B i i A R $ 43 1 B2 4K

i o

ST UL BRI R, R BT @

1) M “FES g B0 “HEy ik i PPP ST )

K25 1% H S T H B e 1) 4 i I SO S WP BORT R 8eE,  SRAUI BURKZRE I IHAL . SO0 S
VY, BIEE B0 T BB “ EAURL. TR Rk R
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2) St X 385 I H A 22 540K PPP UK TR
X 78 A A 5 M DX AR SR AN ST I F . F b RE ) SRR AR, FERAE 5y B IR I i

FIcH s 3RBTH 53 S 710 . GBI S FRFIZIT, B iR R Tk A Bl va BE AT 5 T BUXU
G o

SE K
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