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Abstract: Green and high-quality development is the focus of China’s urban development strategy
in the new era. The city–county merger policy has been one of several powerful tools used by the
Chinese government to promote urbanization in recent decades, but whether and how it influences
the environment has been rarely discussed. Using the multi-period difference-in-differences method
and urban panel datasets, we investigated the environmental effects of the city–county merger
policy in China from 2000–2016 and obtained the following results. First, the city–county mergers
significantly reduce the environmental pollution of merged cities. The robustness tests support
this conclusion. Second, the effects of city–county mergers on environmental pollution control
decrease with the increase in geographical distance between the merged cities and counties; the
smaller the differences in economic strength of merged cities and counties, the better the coordinated
control of environmental pollution; the environmental governance effects of merged cities in the
eastern region are lower than those in the central and western regions. Third, by intensifying
the vertical management of urban environmental protection agencies, unified urban planning and
fiscal centralization, the city–county mergers can strengthen the overall environmental governance
capabilities of merged cities, reduce the negative effects of urbanization, and ultimately improve the
environmental quality.

Keywords: city–county merger; multi-period difference-in-differences method; environmental pollution

1. Introduction

Over the past 40 years of the opening up and reform of China, environmental pollution
has become increasingly serious with the rapid development of urbanization and indus-
trialization. The 2020 Global Environmental Performance Index evaluation results show
that China ranks 120th out of 180 cities and regions. Although many indicators have been
improved, there is still great pressure on environmental governance. Environmental pollu-
tion not only seriously endangers the health of residents, but it also affects the sustainable
development of cities. According to the estimates of the World Bank, the Chinese Academy
of Sciences, and the State Environmental Protection Administration, China’s annual losses
due to environmental pollution account for about 10% of GDP. How to achieve a win–win
solution for both economic development and ecological environment protection is the key
challenge in achieving green and high-quality development of Chinese cities. Therefore,
clarifying the relationship between urban development and environmental pollution and
exploring the effective treatment of urban environmental pollution are not only important
topics of environmental research, but they are also key to the government’s formulation of
environmental policies.

China’s environmental issues are inseparable from the development of urbaniza-
tion. According to the China Bureau of Statistics, China’s urbanization rate has increased
from 17.9% in 1978 to 60.6% in 2019. Rapid urbanization is accompanied by increasing
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environmental pollution; however, research conclusions on the relationship between ur-
banization and environmental pollution are inconsistent. There are three main viewpoints:
(1) Urbanization has exacerbated environmental pollution. Zhao and Xu [1] believe that
transportation, industry, and energy production may have negative effects on the envi-
ronment in the process of urbanization. Wang et al. [2] found that urbanization not only
increases haze concentrations in the region, but it also has a spillover effect on neighbouring
areas. (2) Urbanization helps to reduce environmental pollution. Satterthwaite’s research on
developing countries found that environmental pollution is alleviated as cities expand [3].
Shao et al. [4] argue that with the promotion of urbanization and the improvement of living
standards, people’s requirements for environmental quality increase and influence the
government’s environmental regulations and enterprises’ production and emission behav-
iors through consumption preferences and public opinion pressures, thereby mitigating
damage to the environment. (3) There is a non-linear relationship between urbanization
and environmental pollution. Martínez-Zarzoso and Maruotti [5] used dynamic panel data
to conduct research that found an inverted U-shaped relationship between urbanization
and carbon dioxide emissions. Jiao [6] studied emerging economies and found that the
urbanization rate of countries with low populations has a positive linear relationship with
environmental pollution, that medium-sized countries have a U-shaped relationship, and
that populous countries have an inverted U-shaped relationship. Although the existing
literature has analyzed the environmental effects of urbanization from different perspec-
tives, they have mostly been based on market-led urbanization research, with less attention
having been paid to the impact of government-led urbanization on the environment. In
fact, different urbanization development paths may have a great impact on the urban
environment and urban environmental governance.

Unlike many countries that mainly promote urbanization through industrialization
and marketization, China’s urbanization is dominated by the government, and the adjust-
ment of administrative divisions is the main way by which they promote urbanization.
Since the 1990s, city–county mergers have been the most representative way of adjust-
ing administrative divisions in China. The city–county merger policy transforms these
counties which give priority to agriculture development into municipal districts with a
focus on urban management through the administrative force of the government (more
details in Section 2).This adjustment has led to rapid expansion of the urban population
and land area, which is in line with the urbanization development strategy. At the same
time, after the county became a municipal district, administrative power was shifted to
the prefecture-level city government, which undoubtedly helped to enhance its admin-
istrative jurisdiction. As a result, the city–county mergers have become the main means
for the expansion of large cities in China [7]. A large number of cities have promoted
urbanization through the city–county merger policy, the impact of which has become the
focus of research, mainly concentrating on the economic growth effects of the policy [8–10],
the impact on urbanization [11,12], the adjustment of government functions [13], and the
reconstruction of urban space [14,15], etc. However, few studies have examined the impact
of the city–county merger policy on environment. Li et al. [16] found that the city–county
merger policy is conducive to reducing energy use intensity through regional integration
and agglomeration effects [16]. Chen and Jin [17] empirically analyzed the impact of the
city–county merger policy on the pollutant discharge behavior of enterprises and believed
that the stricter the urban environmental regulation, the better the effect of policy on the
emission reduction of enterprises. Cai [18] believed that the city–county merger promoted
market integration between districts and counties, and the agglomeration economy formed
after the merger was conducive to realizing the scale effect of emission reduction. In ad-
dition, from the perspective of administrative division adjustment, Zhang [19] analyzed
the environmental effects of Province-managing-county reform and concluded that the
reform reduced haze pollution by reducing the scale effect, optimizing the structure effect
and enhancing the technology effect. Xu et al. [20] explored the impact of government
resident relocation on enterprise pollution emissions and found that the relocation pro-
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cess has a pollution concomitant effect, but this effect decreases gradually with distance.
Compared with the indirect environmental effects of research policies, researchers have
paid more attention to the direct effects of various environmental governance measures.
For example, these include the governance effects of environmental regulatory tools, such
as energy trading policies [21], environmental protection legislation [22], and the central
environmental inspection system [23], as well as the environmental governance effects of
different urban development concepts, such as low-carbon city construction [24], smart
city construction [25], and collaborative regional development [26]. With the increased
emphasis on air quality in China, air pollution control has attracted attention. Gao et al. [27]
analyzed the effects of air pollution control policies in the Chengdu-Chongqing region in
China. Tan et al. [28] explored the effect of agglomeration externalities on air pollution,
arguing that promoting industrial agglomeration to a mature stage can reduce air pollution.
Wang and Lee [29] found that flexible and reginal-targeted strategies adapted to local
situations are more conducive to air pollution control compared with unified actions. These
studies have extended our research ideas from different perspectives. As an important
way for the Chinese government to lead urbanization, the city–county merger policy has
a significant impact on the green and high-quality development of cities. Whether the
policy has increased environmental pollution or improved environmental quality, what the
mechanisms of influence are, and whether there are differences between cities remain to
be tested empirically, which is the core motivation of this paper. The exploration of these
questions will provide empirical evidence for the Chinese government to optimize the
city–county policy and improve the efficiency of environmental governance.

Based on these factors, this study collected urban panel data from 263 Chinese cities
from 2000–2016 to empirically analyze the environmental effects of city–county mergers.
The marginal contribution of this study may be reflected in the following three ways. First,
although much of the recent research has explored the relationship between urbanization
and environment, few studies have focused on the environmental effects of government-led
urbanization. As a representative policy of Chinese government-led urbanization, city–
county mergers provide an ideal quasi-natural experiment for studying the environmental
effects of government-led urbanization. Therefore, this study is a useful supplement and
expansion of the literature in this field. Second, most studies focused on the impact of the
city–county merger policy on economic growth, with less attention paid to the impact on
the environment. We provide empirical evidence for evaluating the environmental effects
of city–county mergers, which is conducive to expand the existing research results. Third,
the evaluation of the policy effect often faces problems of endogeneity and non-random
sample allocation. This paper adopts the difference-in-differences (DID) method to evaluate
the environmental effects of the city–county merger policy, using a variety of methods
to conduct tests of robustness, effectively solving the endogenous problems of empirical
research and ensuring the reliability of the estimated results.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces the back-
ground and theoretical mechanisms of city–county mergers on the environment; Section 3
presents the econometric methods and a description of the relevant data; Section 4 gives
the main empirical results and robustness tests; Section 5 discusses the heterogeneity of the
data; Section 6 analyzes the mechanism of city–county mergers to strengthen environmental
governance; finally, Section 7 draws conclusions and policy implications.

2. Institutional Background and Theoretical Analysis
2.1. Institutional Background

After the reform and opening up, China has gradually promoted its urbanization
development strategy. Increasing the number of cities and expanding the scale of cities
through the adjustment of administrative divisions are the main ways for the government to
promote urbanization. In the 1980s, China’s urbanization development strategy focused on
increasing the number of cities. Under the guidance of the policy of “strictly controlling the
scale of large cities, reasonably developing medium-sized cities, and actively developing
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small cities”, county-to-city upgrading became the main way of adjusting administrative
divisions at that time, as this could increase the number of small cities. Although many
small cities were newly established, the policy did not bring about rapid urban develop-
ment [30], and furthermore, pseudo-urbanization and inefficient urban sprawl occurred,
which prompted the central government to urgently stop the county-to-city upgrading
policy in 1997. In the late 1990s, China’s urbanization development strategy shifted from
increasing the number of cities to expanding the scale of cities, giving full play to the
agglomeration and scale effects of large and medium cities. The city–county merger policy
has replaced the county-to-city upgrading policy as the main way of government-led ur-
banization. City–county mergers can expand the scale of the city, increase the influence
of central cities, and create the possibility of back-feeding the surrounding areas based on
the diffusion effect. Therefore, it quickly became the first choice for the urban expansion of
prefecture-level cities [31]. From 1978 to 2018, 271 counties and 162 prefecture-level cities
in China participated in city–county mergers, accounting for 55.29% of prefecture-level
cities, with many cities still awaiting approval. Figure 1 shows the changes in the number
of city–county mergers, counties, and municipal districts in China. From 1978 to 2018,
with the adjustment of county-to-city upgrading and city–county mergers, the number of
counties in China decreased by 698, while the number of districts increased by 565. There
were two peaks in the process of city–county merger adjustment. During the first peak of
2000–2004, many cities expanded their urban areas through city–county mergers. In 2002
alone, 22 prefecture-level cities and 27 counties participated in this adjustment. In order to
control the unchecked growth in the number of municipal districts and prevent the spread
of false urbanization, central government suspended approval of city–county mergers. In
the following years, the growth rate of city–county mergers slowed down. In order to
promote the development of urbanization, central government liberalized approval in 2011,
leading to the second peak period for mergers. Some cities even merged several times
during a single year. For example, in 2016, Zhangjiakou City in Hebei Province merged
Xuanhua County, Wanquan County, and Chongli County. Through city–county mergers,
prefecture-level cities have greatly improved in terms of urbanization, urban development
space, and administrative power.
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China’s urban governance has distinct administrative hierarchical characteristics. The
higher the administrative hierarchy, the more administrative power and resources it obtains.
China’s administrative regions are divided vertically into province, prefecture-level city,
county, and township. Municipal districts can be established in large prefecture-level
cities, according to the “Standards for the Establishment of Municipal Districts.” Although
both counties and municipal districts are subordinate to prefecture-level cities, they have
significant differences in functional authority and urban development functions. It can be
seen from Table 1 that the county has relatively independent socio-economic management
authority, financial power, institutions and can make independent arrangements for county
development planning. Since the county focuses on agricultural development and has a
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large proportion of the rural population, its level of urbanization is relatively low. With in-
dependent administrative and financial power, the county government can make decisions
on industrial structure, attracting investment and environmental management. In com-
parison, the financial and administrative powers of the municipal district government are
coordinated and managed by the prefecture-level city government. The municipal district
focuses on urban planning and construction, with a predominantly urban population and
a high level of urbanization. Therefore, with the transformation of counties into municipal
districts of prefecture-level cities after merger, the administrative powers of prefecture-level
cities have been expanded, which not only helps to reduce the administrative coordination
costs of the cities, but also facilitates the unified implementation of public policies.

Table 1. Comparison between the county and municipal district.

Major Differences County Municipal District

Function focus Agriculture development Urban planning and construction

Functional institutions Independence Independent Prefecture-level city government vertical management

Socio-economic management authority Independent Unified management of prefecture-level city government

Financial authority Independent Unified management of prefecture-level city government

Urbanization level low high

2.2. Theoretical Analysis

To date, although many cities have undergone city–county mergers, it is not yet clear
what impact this policy will have on the environment. The city–county merger policy has
two distinctive features: the promotion of urbanization and the concentration of power,
both of which have an impact on the urban environment. Urbanization is the only way for
China to move towards modernization. As an important means for China to promote the
development of urbanization, the city–county merger policy does play a significant role in
promoting urban economic development, upgrading urbanization, and improving people’s
livelihoods [32,33], Urbanization generates knowledge spillover through the agglomeration
of production factors [34], which is conducive to the improvement of both production
and emission reduction technologies, thereby reducing the generation and emission of
pollutants [35]. Through the city–county mergers, the prefecture-level cities have expanded
their urban scale, promoted market integration and economic agglomeration, and helped to
promote the agglomeration of the urban population [36], which has a scale effect on urban
pollution discharge, thus reducing per capita discharge [37]. However, at the same time, a
series of negative effects brought about by urbanization are also inevitable. Urbanization
threatens the urban ecological environment through population agglomeration, industrial
production, and transportation [38–40]. Through the analysis of 74 cities in China, Wang
et al. found that the rapid advancement of industrialization and urbanization led to the
continuous development of heavy industry and the increase of population density, resulting
in a significant decline in urban ambient air quality [41]. Chen et al. [42] found that the
urban sprawl has significantly increased urban industrial and domestic pollution. The
population, total industrial output value, and sulfur dioxide emissions brought about by
urban development will increase the concentration of PM2.5 [43].

Based on the above analysis, as an important means of promoting urbanization, the
city–county merger policy has both positive and negative impacts on the environment.
However, unlike market-led urbanization, the city–county merger is led by the govern-
ment, so its advantages and disadvantages to the urban environment depend more on
the government’s urban governance capabilities. A problem that cannot be ignored in
China’s environmental governance is the difficulty of coordinated regional environmental
governance. China’s urban management takes administrative divisions as the boundary,
which means different cities in different administrative regions focus on their own affairs,
and it is difficult to manage regional environmental problems together. As a public good,
the environment has externalities. When coordination is insufficient, decentralization will
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aggravate the problem of environmental pollution [44,45]. Only by increasing environ-
mental jurisdiction can the environmental regulatory measures of prefecture-level cities
be fully effective. The process of the city–county merger is also a process of power reor-
ganization. Under China’s administrative system, the county has a certain independent
right to independently develop the county economy and conduct urban planning and
environmental governance. However, under the GDP-oriented performance evaluation
system, the local government’s emphasis on the economy at the expense of environmental
protection has made the enforcement of environmental laws and regulations the weakest
link in environmental protection [46]. Through city–county mergers, county-level power is
shifted to prefecture-level city governments; the concentration of power is more conducive
to prefecture-level city governments’ vertical management of the environment and the
implementation of environmental protection policies. Through general urban planning,
urban and rural areas will be further integrated, and rural production, lifestyle changes,
and residents’ awareness of environmental protection all will increase. Fiscal centraliza-
tion is conducive to increasing investment in infrastructure construction and governance
expenditure for the environment, reducing pollution emissions, promoting coordinated
governance of environmental pollution, reducing the negative impact of urbanization, and
finally, improving the urban environment.

From the above analysis, it can be seen that the environmental effects of the city–
county mergers are due to two factors (Figure 2). On the one hand, the development of
urbanization will have an impact on the environment, and on the other hand, the increase
in power will produce an effect on environmental governance. The effect that city–county
mergers will have on the environment ultimately depends on the contest between these
two forces. If the governance capacity of the prefecture-level city is enhanced after the
merger, it will have a positive impact on the environment; if not, environmental pollution
will continue to increase. Based on the above analysis, the empirical part of this paper will
further study the environmental effects of the city–county merger policy, analyzing the
heterogeneity of different cities and how to strengthen urban environmental governance
through centralization.
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3. Measurement Model and Index Description
3.1. Measurement Model Setting

This paper examines the effects of the city–county merger policy on the environment.
A direct comparison of the differences between the merged cities and the unmerged cities
may lead to inaccurate conclusions. Other policies issued during the same period may
also have an impact on the environment, so we use the difference-in-differences (DID)
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model, which is commonly used in policy evaluation for estimation. The DID method is a
quasi-natural experimental method, the basic idea of which is that in order to assess the
net effect of a policy implementation, the entire sample is divided into a “treatment group”
(which is affected by the policy) and “control group” (which is not affected by the policy).
The first difference is performed according to the policy implementation time (before and
after) to eliminate the differences of individuals that do not change with time, and the
two groups of changes are obtained, and then, the second difference is performed on the
changes of the two groups to eliminate the increment of changes with time, and finally, the
net effect of the policy is obtained. Since policies are exogenous relative to micro-subjects,
there is no reverse causality, which can avoid endogeneity problems caused by omitted
variables and can effectively improve the accuracy of policy evaluation. The baseline DID
model setting is as follows:

Yit = α0 + α1D + α2T + α3D× T + εit (1)

In Equation (1), D is the policy grouping dummy variable. If individual i belongs
to the treatment group affected by the policy, then D = 1, and if individual i belongs to
the control group not affected by the policy, then D = 0. T is the policy implementation
time dummy variable. Before the policy implementation, T = 0, and after the policy
implementation, T = 1. D× T is the interaction term between the policy grouping dummy
variable and the policy implementation time dummy variable, and its estimated coefficient
α3 is the policy implementation net effect. Table 2 presents the basic idea of the DID method
more visually.

Table 2. Basic ideas for he DID method.

T = 0 T = 1 Difference

D = 1 α0 + α1 α0 + α1 + α2 + α3 α2 + α3

D = 0 α0 α0 + α2 α2

Difference α1 α1 + α3 α3

In order to examine the net effect of the city–county merger policy on the environment,
according to the basic principle of the DID method, we set the cities participating in city–
county mergers as the “treatment group”, while the other cities not participating in the
city–county mergers were the “control group”; other relevant factors were also controlled.
The standard DID model assumes that individuals are affected by the policy at the same
time but that the timing of the city–county merger adjustments is not consistent across
cities. Therefore, the standard DID model was no longer applicable, and we used a multi-
period DID model for empirical analysis. In the multi-period DID model, since the policy
occurrence time was inconsistent, a variable that changes with time and individuals was
used to replace the interaction term in the standard DID to estimate the net effect of the
policy. Referring to Beck et al. (2010) [47], the econometric model was set up as follows:

Yit = α + βMergerit + δXit + γi + σt + εit (2)

In Equation (1), Yit measures the environmental pollution in city i in year t (i = 1,
2, 3, . . . , 263; t = 2000, 2001, 2003, . . . , 2016). Mergerit is a dummy variable. When city
i participates in the city–county merger (treatment group) in year t, Mergerit is set to
1 from this year, set to 0 before year t, and other cities that have not participated in the
merger (control group) are set to 0. Xit represents the relevant control variables. γi and σt
represent the city fixed effects and year fixed effects, respectively, and εit is the error term.
The coefficient β, indicates the effects of the city–county merger policy on the environment.
A positive and significant β suggests that the city–county merger policy has aggravated
pollution, while a negative and significant β indicates that the policy has reduced pollution
and improved environmental quality.
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3.2. Variable Selection and Data Source
3.2.1. Explanatory Variable: PM2.5 (PM)

Air pollution is one of the key environmental problems in China. Haze pollution with
PM2.5 as the main pollutant occurs frequently, has a wide range of influence, and is difficult
to control, which has seriously affected China’s ecological civilization construction [48].
This study uses the grid data on the annual average global PM2.5 concentration, which
are jointly released by the Application Center and Social Economic Data of Columbia
University based on satellite monitoring [49] to characterize environmental pollution.
Satellite monitoring data are more objective and accurate and can avoid measurement
errors caused by human factors [50]. These grid data were further transformed into the
annual average concentration of PM2.5 data of 263 prefecture-level cities in China from
2000–2016 by ArcGIS software.

3.2.2. Core Explanatory Variable: City–County Merger Policy (Merger)

A dummy variable was constructed for the city–county merger policy and the effect
of the policy examined by comparing the merged prefecture-level cities (treatment group)
and non-merged prefecture-level cities (treatment group). To ensure the accuracy and
effectiveness of the study, this paper excluded the cities that have been merged multiple
times from 2000 to 2016. The final number of sample cities was 263, including 114 merged
and 149 non-merged cities, covering the eastern, central, and western regions. The list of
merged prefecture-level cities was derived from the administrative division website and
the official website of the Ministry of Civil Affairs of the People’s Republic of China.

3.2.3. Control Variables

Since PM2.5 is closely related to climate, urban economic development level, industrial
production, and residents’ lives, this study controlled a series of variables described below:
(1) Ventilation coefficient (VC)—in the case of a certain amount of air pollutant emissions,
the smaller the ventilation coefficient, the greater the concentration of air pollutants [51].
The ERA-Interim database of the European Center for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts
provides data on wind speed at a 10-m height and boundary layer height for a global grid
of 0.75◦ × 0.75◦ (about 83 km2). We first calculated the ventilation coefficient of each grid
corresponding to the year; each grid was then matched with the sample city according to
its latitude and longitude to obtain the ventilation coefficients of the 263 cities from 2000
to 2016; (2) Population agglomeration (Pop) measured by the number of people per unit
area; (3) Industrial structure (Ind) measured by the proportion of the added value of the
secondary industry to the regional GDP; (4) Economic development level (Pgdp) measured
by the per-capita GDP; (5) Financial dependence (Fis) expressed by the proportion of fiscal
revenue in GDP. The higher the degree of financial dependence, the more abundant the
city’s financial resources; (6) Urbanization level (Urb) measured by the ratio of the urban
non-agricultural population to the total population. To control the effect of nominal prices,
all currency variables were deflated with the GDP of each province based on the year 2000.
Table 3 shows the descriptions and data sources for each variable.

Table 3. Variable description and data sources.

Index Description Source

Merger Dummy variables of the city–county merger policy http://www.xzqh.org/html/ (accessed on 8 June 2021)
http://www.mca.gov.cn/ (accessed on 8 June 2021)

PM Annual average concentration of PM2.5 (µg/m3)
https://beta.sedac.ciesin.columbia.edu/ (accessed on 1

March 2021)

http://www.xzqh.org/html/
http://www.mca.gov.cn/
https://beta.sedac.ciesin.columbia.edu/
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Table 3. Cont.

Index Description Source

VC Ventilation coefficient https://www.ecmwf.int/en/forecasts/datasets/
reanalysis-datasets/era-interim (accessed on 8 March 2021)

Pop Population/regional
administrative area

China City
Statistical Yearbook

(2001–2017)

Ind Added value of the secondary industry/GDP

Pgdp GDP/population

Fis Fiscal revenue/GDP

Urb Non-agricultural population/total population

SO2
Industrial sulfur dioxide emissions per unit of

GDP (t /104 yuan)

Sci Amount of scientific research and number of
technical personnel (person)

Fauto Financial revenue/financial expenditure

Gas Natural gas penetration rate China Urban Construction Statistical Yearbook (2001–2017)

4. Empirical Results
4.1. Baseline Regression Results

We used a multi-period DID method to assess the effects of the city–county merger
policy on the environment. Table 4 shows the baseline regression results. Columns (1)–(3)
are all control city fixed effects and year fixed effects. Column (1) is the basic regression
result without adding other control variables. It can be seen that the regression coefficient
was −1.229 at 1% significance, which suggests that the air pollution level in the city will
be significantly reduced after the city–county merger adjustment. Column (2) added
city-level control variables, and the regression coefficient was −1.424, which was still
significant at the 1% level. Due to the impact of air circulation speed on the diffusion of
PM2.5, the ventilation coefficient was added in column (3). After controlling the ventilation
coefficient, the regression coefficient was −1.389, which was still significant at the 1% level.
The regression showed that the city–county merger adjustment can indeed significantly
reduce the air pollution of the merged cities and improve environmental quality. The
existing literature suggests that population agglomeration and urbanization may have
both positive and negative effects on environmental pollution. This paper concludes that
a higher degree of population agglomeration and urbanization both lead to a significant
increase in urban air pollution. In terms of industrial structure, China is still at the stage of
industrialization, and the associated coal-based energy consumption has a serious negative
impact on the environment. Empirical results show that air pollution in cities with a higher
proportion of secondary industry has increased significantly. Economic development and
fiscal dependence have a significant negative effect on air pollution, possibly because the
more developed the economy and the stronger the financial strength of the city, the more
it invests in environmental infrastructure construction and environmental governance
expenditure, which improve the environment.

Table 4. Baseline regressions.

Variables (1) (2) (3)

Merger −1.229 *** −1.424 *** −1.389 ***
(0.39) (0.397) (0.391)

lnPop 1.039 ** 2.294 **
(0.022) (1.036)

Ind 0.098 *** 0.098 ***

https://www.ecmwf.int/en/forecasts/datasets/reanalysis-datasets/era-interim
https://www.ecmwf.int/en/forecasts/datasets/reanalysis-datasets/era-interim
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Table 4. Cont.

Variables (1) (2) (3)

(0.023) (0.023)
lnPgdp −4.449 *** −4.791 ***

(0.792) (0.791)
Fis −23.476 *** −23.328 ***

(5.254) (5.254)
Urb 6.376 *** 6.463 ***

(2.170) (2.167)
lnVC −7.083 ***

(1.125)
City fixed effects YES YES YES
Year fixed effects YES YES YES

Observations 4436 4436 4436
R-squared 0.951 0.91 0.952

Note: The values in brackets are the robust standard errors, with *** and ** representing the significance level of
1% and 5%, respectively.

4.2. Parallel Trend Hypothesis Testing and Dynamic Analysis

An important requirement of the DID method is that the parallel trend assumption
must be met; that is, before the implementation of the city–county merger adjustment, there
should be no significant difference in air pollution trends of the merged and non-merged
cities. To test whether the empirical model in this paper meets the parallel trend hypothesis
and whether the city–county merger policy has long-term dynamic effects, we expanded
the model (2) as follows:

Yit = α +
k=6

∑
k=−3

β Mergerk
it + γi + σt + εit (3)

In Equation (2), Mergerk
it is a dummy variable representing the “k” year of the city–

county mergers (i = 1, 2, 3, . . . , 263; t = 2000, 2001, 2003, . . . , 2016). For example, k = 1
indicates the first year of the implementation of the city–county merger in city i, and k = −1
indicates the year before the implementation of the policy. The year of implementation
of the merger was used as the base year and excluded from the regression to avoid mul-
ticollinearity (k 6= 0). This paper examines the policy effects in the three years prior to
and six years after its implementation. The coefficient “β” indicates the differences in
air pollution between the merged and non-merged cities in the “k” year of the policy. If
“β” is not significant in the period k < 0, then the differences in air pollution between the
merged and non-merged cities are caused by the merger policy. On the contrary, if “β” is
significant in the period k < 0, then the differences in air pollution between the merged
and non-merged cities are not caused by the policy, which does not conform to the parallel
trend hypothesis. It can be seen from Figure 3 that before the implementation of the merger
policy, “β” was not significant, but it became significant after the merger, indicating that the
parallel trend test was passed. Through a dynamic analysis, it was found that in the first
year after the implementation of the merger policy, the regression coefficient was negative
but not significant, indicating that there was a lag in the policy effect. The reason may be
that it takes time to adjust government agencies and coordinate environmental policies
after the merger, which makes the environmental effects of the city–county merger policy
not appear immediately. From the second year after the implementation of the policy, the
air pollution of merged cities decreased significantly, particularly in the fourth to fifth years,
but it was followed by an increasing trend thereafter, indicating that the medium-term
effects of city–county mergers on improving air pollution were better, while the long-term
effects were weakened. The reason may be that in the first few years after the mergers, with
the deepening of urban–rural integration and county–city integration, the synergistic effect
of regional air pollution control increases, which reduces environmental pollution. At the
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same time, population density gradually increased, and the promotion of urbanization and
industrialization made governance more difficult, resulting in fluctuations in the effects of
the merger policy.
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city–county merger policy on the environment. We consider a nine-year window, spanning from
three years before until six years after mergers. The dashed lines represent 95% confidence intervals.

4.3. Robustness Checks
4.3.1. Excluding Other Policy Influences

To improve environmental quality, China has adopted a variety of policies, such as the
central environmental protection inspection and the Three-year Action Plan in defense of
blue sky. However, most of the policies were implemented after 2014, so this paper uses the
emission trading system implemented in the sample period as the interference factor of the
merger policy. China initiated the emission trading project in 2001, and in 2007, it approved
the pilot emission trading system in 11 provinces, including Tianjin, Hebei, Shanxi, Inner
Mongolia, Jiangsu, Zhejiang, Henan, Hubei, Hunan, Chongqing, and Shaanxi. Under
the condition that the total amount control index is determined, the market mechanism
is used to conduct market transactions on pollution emission rights to reduce pollutant
emissions and improve environmental quality. We deleted the samples of prefecture-level
cities under the authority of these 11 provinces to eliminate their impact on air pollution.
The estimated results are shown in column (1) of Table 4. The city–county mergers still
significantly reduced the annual average concentration of PM2.5 (−1.789), which means
that the conclusion that the merger policy has a significant negative effect on air pollution
is robust.

4.3.2. Excluding the Impact of Administration Hierarchy

China’s urban administrative hierarchy has a significant impact on urban development.
Provincial capital cities are the economic and political centers of the province, and compared
with other prefecture-level cities, they have greater advantages for resource allocation
and urban agglomeration. At the same time, their environmental governance standards
are higher than other prefecture-level cities. In addition, urban management of sub-
provincial cities and municipalities directly under the central government has certain
distinct features. Therefore, we deleted all the provincial capital cities, sub-provincial cities,
and municipalities, and re-regressed the model (1). Column (2) of Table 4 reports these
results. We found that after excluding the impact of administrative hierarchy, the merger
policy can significantly reduce the average annual PM2.5 concentration (−1.316), and the
research conclusions remain robust.
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4.3.3. PSM-DID Test

Since the city–county merger policy is a quasi-natural experiment, cities to be merged
are not selected randomly, but they are determined after evaluation based on a series of
indicators, such as population, economy, and urbanization. As the samples in this paper
include most of the prefecture-level cities in the country, there may be major differences in
the development of different cities, which may lead to a “selective bias”. To further control
for this systematic bias, this paper adopted the Propensity Score Matching Difference-in-
Differences (PSM–DID) model as a robustness test. First, we selected a series of city-level
variables, including population concentration, industry structure, urban economic level,
fiscal dependence, and urbanization as the matching criteria. We then used the nearest-
neighbor matching method and bootstrap technology to repeat the sampling calculations,
running the test 500 times to obtain the standard error. The scores were determined to
match the control groups of the treatment groups, and then, the matched results were
further used for regression of the DID method. The regression results of the PSM-DID
model in column (3) of Table 5 show that the merger policy significantly reduces PM2.5
(−1.276), indicating that the conclusions obtained in this paper are still robust.

Table 5. Robustness test.

Variables (1) (2) (3)

Merger −1.789 *** −1.316 *** −1.276 ***
(0.507) (0.406) (0.399)

Control variables YES YES YES
City fixed effects YES YES YES
Year fixed effects YES YES YES

Observations 2816 4079 4346
R-squared 0.945 0.942 0.951

Note: The values in brackets are the robust standard errors, with *** representing the significance level of 1%.

5. Heterogeneity Analysis
5.1. Differences in the Influence by Geographical Distance on the Environment

Geographical distance has been considered to play an important role in government
decision-making [52]. Campante and Do [53] found that the farther a city is from the state
center, the weaker the government’s ability to supervise and account for it. Cao et al. [54]
pointed out that the closer a city is to the environmental supervision center, the stricter
its environmental inspection and the stronger its deterrence ability for local governments.
Theoretically, prefecture-level cities should first consider cities at a close geographical
distance and with better integration when choosing merging counties. However, in practice,
some cities merge blindly for political purposes and competitive pressure. The geographical
distance between counties and cities not only determines the development of regional
integration and the integration of cities after the merger, but also, the further the distance,
the higher the travel costs and the greater the impact on environmental pollution. We
calculated the geographic distance between the merged cities and counties based on latitude
and longitude, dividing the merged cities into four groups to examine the environmental
impact of this. It can be seen from Table 6 that when the distance between the merged
counties and cities is less than 10 km, air pollution is significantly reduced. When the
distance is expanded to 10–30 km, the air pollution is still significantly reduced, but the
effect is weakened. When the distance between the counties and cities reaches 30–50 km,
the impact of the merger policy on air pollution is no longer significant, and when the
distance is more than 50 km, the impact of city–county mergers on air pollution becomes
significantly positive, which means that air pollution has increased. A possible explanation
for this is that the closer the geographical distance between the counties and cities, the
smoother the urban integration after the merger, the lower the supervision costs of the
prefecture-level cities on the newly established districts, and the better the coordinated
governance of environmental issues. With the expansion of distance between counties
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and cities, it is more difficult for prefecture-level cities to supervise new districts, and the
construction of infrastructure such as roads increases due to the long distances, and the
number and frequency of use of transportation vehicles increases, factors which are not
conducive to the improvement of environmental quality.

Table 6. Influence differences of geographical distance on PM2.5.

Variables 0–10 km 10–30 km 30–50 km Over 50 km

Merger −2.581 *** −1.300 ** −1.433 3.652 **
(0.654) (0.543) (0.888) (1.608)

Control
variables YES YES YES YES

Ctiy fixed effects YES YES YES YES
Year fixed effects YES YES YES YES

Observations 3450 3790 3297 3229
R-squared 0.950 0.951 0.949 0.948

Note: The values in brackets are the robust standard errors, with *** and ** representing the significance level of
1% and 5%, respectively.

5.2. Differences in the Influence of Economic Strength on the Environment

The economic development level of a city will have an impact on the urban envi-
ronment, and the differences in economic strength between merged cities and counties
is related to the coordinated governance of the environment. From the perspective of
merger motivation, in order to expand the scale of urban development, promote the de-
velopment of urbanization, and obtain more production factors, prefecture-level cities are
more motivated to merge than counties. In particular, after a merger, the power of the
county government is transferred to the prefecture-level city government, which carries
out overall planning. The advantage of this upward shift in power is that it is easier for
prefecture-level cities to implement unified public policies in the region. However, in reality,
it was found that cities and counties of different economic strengths play games when they
are merged, especially when the economic development gap between cities and counties is
large, making the obstacles to integration greater. To examine the differences in influence
of economic strength on urban environmental governance, we divided the merged cities
and counties into four combinations of strong and weak, based on their economic strength.
A calculation was made of the ratio of the city (county) per capita GDP to the national city
(county) per capita GDP in the year before the merger. If it was greater than 1, it was a
strong city (county), and if it was less than 1, it was a weak city (county). This resulted in
four groups of combined city and county combinations: strong cities and strong counties
(SS), strong cities and weak counties (SW), weak cities and strong counties (WS), and weak
cities and weak counties (WW).

Table 7 presents the regression results. The impact of the combination of cities and
counties with different economic strength on air pollution was clear. The combination of
strong cities and counties had the most significant effect (−1.590), followed by the combi-
nation of weak cities and counties (−1.523). However, the coefficient of the combination of
strong cities and weak counties (−1.311) and the combination of weak cities and strong
counties (−0.677) was negative but not significant. These results show that the combination
of cities and counties with equivalent economic strength is more conducive to coordinated
pollution control, while the combination of cities and counties with large differences in
economic strength does not significantly improve environmental quality. Prefecture-level
cities with strong economic power pay more attention to environmental protection, while
weak counties hope to increase local taxation and financial strength through economic
development. Although the combination of weak cities and strong counties broke the
urban administrative boundaries through administrative power, prefecture-level cities are
in a weak position in terms of city and county interests, and it is difficult to promote the
integration of environmental policies.
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Table 7. Influence differences of economic strength on PM2.5.

Variables SS SW WS WW

Merger −1.590 ** −1.311 −0.677 −1.523 **
(0.675) (1.073) (0.735) (0.724)

Control
variables YES YES YES YES

Ctiy fixed effects YES YES YES YES
Year fixed effects YES YES YES YES

Observations 2922 2477 3017 2686
R-squared 0.953 0.948 0.945 0.951

Note: The values in brackets are the robust standard errors, with ** representing the significance level of 5%.

5.3. Differences in Influence of Regional Heterogeneity on the Environment

There are significant regional differences in China’s urban development process and
mode. The economic development level and urbanization process in the eastern region
are significantly higher than those in the central and western regions. The question then is
whether there are regional differences in the environmental effects of city–county mergers.
Table 8 shows that the cities in the eastern, central, and western regions significantly
reduced the annual average PM2.5 concentration after the merger, but differences between
regions are clear. The regression coefficient of the eastern region was −0.807, which
is significantly smaller than that in the central region (−2.501) and the western region
(−2.862). The reason may be that the eastern region’s own economic development and
urbanization levels are higher than the other two regions, with large population density
and high levels of industrialization, which makes its air pollution situation more serious
than other regions. Despite the implementation of environmental regulation measures, the
optimization and upgrading of industrial structure, and the expansion of urban space scale
after the merger, environmental pressure on the city was alleviated. However, due to the
greater environmental pressure accumulated by its rapid urbanization, the improvement
of its environmental quality was slower than that of the central and western regions. The
central and western regions, especially the western, have relatively light air pollution due
to their advantages in terms of resources and climate, so the pressure on air pollution
control was relatively small.

Table 8. Influence differences of regional heterogeneity on PM2.5.

Variables Eastern Central Western

Merger −0.807 * −2.501 ** −2.862 ***
(0.472) (1.136) (0.657)

Control variables YES YES YES
Ctiy fixed effects YES YES YES
Year fixed effects YES YES YES

Observations 1496 1645 1295
R-squared 0.965 0.935 0.909

Note: The values in brackets are the robust standard errors, with ***, ** and * representing the significance level of
1%, 5%, and 10%, respectively.

6. Analysis of Impact Mechanisms

The basic regression results and robustness test of this paper confirm that the city–
county mergers can significantly reduce air pollution, which means that the policy has
greater environmental governance effects than emissions effects. How do the city–county
mergers strengthen environmental governance and reduce environment pollution? After
the merger, power was moved upward, which enhanced the ability of prefecture-level city
governments in terms of overall and coordinated environmental management. In addition,
the main obstacle in regional environmental governance is the coordinated governance
of cross-regional environmental pollution; however, the city–county mergers break the
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administrative boundaries of merged cities and counties, which is conducive to the cross-
regional implementation of the environmental governance policies of prefecture-level city
governments. Therefore, we believe that the city–county merger policy has strengthened
environmental pollution control in the following three ways:

First is the vertical management of environmental protection institutions. After the
merger, the county environmental protection department is transformed into a branch of
the prefecture-level city environmental protection department, which is vertically managed
by the prefecture-level city. On the one hand, it is conducive to breaking the administrative
boundary and promoting the coordinated governance of the regional environment. On the
other hand, the vertical management of environmental protection institutions is conducive
to strengthening environmental supervision and the implementation of environmental
regulation policies. Compared with counties, prefecture-level cities have higher envi-
ronmental protection standards and stronger driving forces for environmental pollution
control due to the pressures of environmental protection and performance evaluation. To
develop the economy and attract investment, the county government is more likely to
accept high-consumption and high-polluting industries and enterprises. The county’s
environmental protection department is weak in the local government’s development
model of emphasizing the economy and neglecting environmental protection, and it is
difficult for them to play a supervisory role. After the merger, the vertical management
of environmental protection agencies further enhanced the environmental supervision
power of prefecture-level cities, which urged enterprises to implement clean production
and technological innovation, thereby reducing pollutant emissions. Based on the analysis
above, we used industrial sulfur dioxide emissions per unit of GDP (SO2) and the amount
of urban scientific research and number technical personnel (Sci) as proxy variables of
cleaner production and technological innovation.

Second is the overall planning of the city. One important motivation for city–county
mergers is to promote the development of regional integration [55]. In contrast to market-
led urbanization, as government-led urbanization, the city–county mergers pay more
attention to the coordinated development of regions. The county governs a large number
of villages. After the county was transformed into a district, the prefecture-level city
implemented unified urban planning, and the integration of urban and rural areas was
advanced. Through the transformation of the public transport network and water and
electricity provision, the government rapidly promoted the integration of urban and rural
areas. With the promotion of urbanization, concepts of rural production, lifestyle, and
environmental protection gradually changed. For example, the practice of burning coal,
firewood, straw, and garbage in rural areas has changed to the use of clean energy, such as
electricity, natural gas, and the harmless treatment of garbage, which serve to reduce air
pollutant emissions [56]. We used natural gas penetration rate (Gas) as a proxy variable for
the upgrading of environmental protection standards under the unified urban planning.

Third is fiscal centralization. Environmental infrastructure construction and pollution
control are inseparable from financial capital guarantee. Counties have independent fiscal
power. After the merger, the fiscal power of the county government shifted upward, which
means that the proportion of county-level fiscal revenues turned over to prefecture-level
cities greatly increased, so that prefecture-level city governments had greater financial
autonomy. This means that local governments had stronger urban governance capability,
which was conducive to increasing investment in environmental protection and strength-
ening urban environmental governance [57]. Based on the research of Chen [58], we used
the ratio of fiscal revenue to expenditure in the local general budget as a proxy variable for
fiscal autonomy, measuring fiscal centralization.

Based on the above analysis, we conducted an empirical test on the environmental
governance mechanism of the city–county mergers. It can be seen from Table 9 that the
city–county mergers significantly reduced the industrial sulfur dioxide emissions per unit
of GDP (−0.015), and the number of technical personnel increased significantly (0.092),
indicating that after the mergers, through the vertical management of environmental
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protection departments, the environmental supervision capabilities of prefecture-level
cities were enhanced. In addition, the regression coefficient of the natural gas penetration
rate was significantly positive (2.419), indicating that the mergers were conducive to the
unified planning of the city and that they improved the environmental coordination ca-
pacity of prefecture-level cities. After the merger, as the county-level government’s fiscal
power shifted upward, the fiscal autonomy (0.017) of the prefecture-level city government
significantly increased, providing financial guarantees for the construction of urban en-
vironmental infrastructure, pollution control, and environmental quality improvement.
The regression results confirmed the analysis of the city–county mergers to strengthen the
environmental governance mechanism, indicating that through the mergers, along with
the concentration of power to prefecture-level cities and regional integration, the city’s
environmental coordination and governance capabilities have indeed improved, which is
conducive to reducing environmental pollution.

Table 9. Analysis of impact mechanisms.

Variables SO2 lnSci Gas Fauto

Merger −0.015 ** 0.092 *** 2.419 ** 0.017 ***
(0.007) (0.032) (0.945) (0.005)

Control
variables YES YES YES YES

Ctiy fixed effects YES YES YES YES
Year fixed effects YES YES YES YES

Observations 4436 4436 4436 4436
R-squared 0.592 0.928 0.807 0.933

Note: The values in brackets are the robust standard errors, with *** and ** representing the significance level of
1% and 5%, respectively.

7. Conclusions and Policy Implications

Most existing studies have focused on the economic growth and urbanization effects
of the city–county mergers; however, the environmental effects of the merger policy have
rarely been studied. Taking the panel data for 263 prefecture-level cities in China from
2000 to 2016 as samples, this study systematically investigated the relationship between the
city–county merger policy and environmental pollution, adopting the multi-period DID
model. Based on our analysis, we reached the following conclusions:

(1) China’s city–county merger policy can significantly reduce environmental pollution
while promoting the development of urbanization, indicating that the policy can
strengthen environmental governance and improve urban environmental quality. The
robustness test supports this conclusion, but there is a one-year lag in the policy effect.

(2) The heterogeneity analysis showed that the closer the geographical distance of the
merged cities and counties and the smaller the difference in economic strength be-
tween them, the better the coordinated governance of environmental pollution. The
eastern cities are under intense pressure for pollution control due to their faster eco-
nomic development and urbanization, and the environmental control effects after
mergers are not as good as those in the central and western regions.

(3) In addition, we further tested the environmental governance mechanism of city–
county mergers and found that the policy promotes regional integration by break-
ing the administrative boundaries between merged cities and counties and that it
strengthens the administrative power of prefecture-level cities, thereby enhancing the
environmental governance capacity of prefecture-level cities, specifically by intensi-
fying the vertical management of urban environmental protection agencies, unified
urban planning, and fiscal centralization, thereby reducing the negative effects of
urbanization and improving the environmental quality of the city.

On the basis of our findings, we propose the following policy recommendations for
environmental governance and city–county mergers reform:



Sustainability 2022, 14, 5522 17 of 20

(1) On the issue of environmental governance, centralization is more effective than
decentralization. It is conducive to improving the overall environmental governance
capacity of prefecture-level governments and avoiding the coordination difficulties
caused by differences in objectives and information asymmetry between different local
governments under decentralization. This provides an empirical basis for vertical
management reform of central environmental protection Institutions.

(2) The sustainable development of the ecological environment should become one of the
goals of urbanization development. Therefore, China should raise the threshold of
city–county mergers and add the preconditions of environmental protection to the
conditions of application. Most cities applied for merger adjustments in accordance
with the 2003 “Criteria for the Establishment of Municipal Districts”, which set condi-
tions for mergers in terms of economic development level, population size, population
density, urbanization level, and public services. Although more content was added in
2014, environmental protection has yet to be included. Therefore, in order to improve
the environmental quality of the merged cities, existing merger standards should be
adjusted with the addition of the environmental protection requirements.

(3) Promoting regional integration is the key to realizing coordinated environmental
governance, and the effective integration of merged cities and counties is the guarantee
to promoting regional integration. The city–county mergers involve the reorganization
of power and the reconstruction of interests. The complexity of mergers leads to a
certain degree of lag in the effect of the policy. Therefore, it is necessary to strictly
examine and approve the merger application and supervise the merger process to
reduce the integration costs and prevent the adverse impact of false urbanization on
the environment.

(4) Cities should choose the urbanization path to suit local conditions to prevent the
disorderly expansion. In the past two decades, many prefecture-level cities in China
hoped to rapidly advance urbanization through city–county mergers. However, the
results of this paper show that not all cities are suitable for the merger policy. For
example, when the geographical distance between merging cities and counties is great
or the difference in economic strength is large, the effect of environmental governance
is not ideal. Blind expansion does not necessarily bring about the green development
of the city but constrains sustainable urban development. Careful consideration
should be given as to which counties the prefecture-level city chooses to merge and to
whether those at a distance from the central city should choose a city–county mergers
adjustment, county to city upgrading, or expanding towns and villages through
industrial development.

In short, environmental issues are a reflection of urban development methods and
governance efficiency. At present, most developing countries are in the stage of accelerated
urbanization. The government should take the coordinated development of urbanization
and the environment as an important goal of sustainable urban development and explore
effective paths for urban governance. In promoting the development of urbanization, the
government should give full play to its macro-regulatory role, maximize the positive effects
of urbanization on the environment, reduce its adverse impacts, and achieve a mutually
beneficial win–win situation for urban development and environmental protection. Only
through the synergistic development of the population, economy, society, and environment
can sustainable urban development be truly achieved.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, formal analysis, and validation, Z.C. and L.W.; methodol-
ogy and software, Z.C. and Y.Z.; resources and data curation, Z.C.; writing—original draft preparation,
Z.C.; writing—review and editing, L.W. and Y.Z.; supervision, L.W.; project administration, L.W.;
funding acquisition, Y.Z. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This work was supported by the Hunan Provincial Natural Science Foundation of China
(No. 2021JJ40019).

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.



Sustainability 2022, 14, 5522 18 of 20

Informed Consent Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Publicly available datasets were analyzed in this study.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Zhao, S.; Xu, Y. Exploring the dynamic spatio-temporal correlations between PM2.5 Emissions from different sources and urban

expansion in Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei region. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2021, 18, 608. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
2. Wang, X.; Zhang, Q.X.; Xu, H. The impact of urban sprawl on haze pollution. Urban. Probl 2020, 8, 81–89. [CrossRef]
3. Satterthwaite, D. Environmental transformations in cities as they get larger, wealthier and better managed. Geogr. J. 1997, 163,

216–224. [CrossRef]
4. Shao, S.; Zhang, K.; Dou, J.M. Effects of economic agglomeration on energy saving and emission reduction: Theory and empirical

evidence from China. Manag. World 2019, 1, 36–60, 226. [CrossRef]
5. Martínez-Zarzoso, I.; Maruotti, A. The Impact of Urbanization on CO2 Emissions: Evidence from Developing Countries. Ecol.

Econ. 2011, 70, 1344–1353. [CrossRef]
6. Jiao, R.J. Relations among population size, urbanization and environment pollution: Evidence from the new emerging economies

with national panel data. Urban Probl. 2015, 5, 8–14. [CrossRef]
7. Chen, Y.F.; Wang, K.Y. Analysis on the change pattern and causes of “turning counties (cities) into district” in China since the

reform and opening up. Urban Dev. Stud. 2018, 25, 41–50. [CrossRef]
8. Shao, Z.D.; Su, D.N.; Bao, Q. Growth performance evaluation of city-county merger under the Chinese style decentralization.

J. World Econ. 2018, 10, 101–125.
9. Li, X.; Xu, X.X. Impact analysis of turning counties (cities) into districts to the urban economic growth in China. Acta Geogr. Sin.

2015, 70, 1202–1214. [CrossRef]
10. Zhuang, R.L.; Li, G.Q.; Liang, L.W.; Mi, K.N. Turning county into district and regional economic growth: Policy evaluation based

on difference-in-difference method. Geogr. Res. 2020, 39, 1386–1400.
11. Yang, T.B.; Zhu, Y.M.; Zhou, B. The influence of administrative division adjustment on the unbalance of urbanization development:

A quasi-natural experiment on “county to the urban area” reforms. Mod. Financ. Econ. J. Tianjin Univ. Financ. Econ. 2020, 40,
88–99. [CrossRef]

12. Lu, S.F.; Chen, S.X.; Zhang, D.J. Urbanization promoted by government: A helping hand for county economy. Stat. Res. 2017, 34,
59–68. [CrossRef]

13. Gao, X.R. Research on establishing district(s) by dismissing county from the perspective of the transformation of government
functions. J. Gansu Adm. Inst. 2015, 3, 29–40. [CrossRef]

14. Xiao, P.; Hou, A.M.; Meng, F.X.; Ma, B. The influence of different demarcation patterns of “turning county into district” on urban
spatial evolution. Planners 2017, 33, 92–97.

15. Sun, Z.X.; Yang, Q.J. The mechanism of land use influence under the background of turning county into district: A case study on
Ningbo Yinzhou. Urban Rural Plann. 2019, 5, 114–120. [CrossRef]

16. Li, Z.; Yan, R.; Zhang, Z.; Sun, Y.; Zhang, X. The Effects of City-County Mergers on Urban Energy Intensity: Empirical Evidence
from Chinese Cities. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2021, 18, 8839. [CrossRef]

17. Chen, S.Y.; Jin, H. Externality, administrative division reform and enterprise pollution emission—An empirical study based on
the policy of “city-county mergers”. Res. Collect. Soc. Econ. Theory 2019, 1, 408–440. [CrossRef]

18. Cai, J.Y. Chinese style decentralization and environmental governance—Evidence from administrative boundary adjustment in
China. Wuhan Huazhong Univ. Sci. Technol. 2018. [CrossRef]

19. Zhang, H. Province-managing-county reform and haze pollution: Evidence from Chinese counties. Nankai Econ. Stud. 2020, 5,
24–45. [CrossRef]

20. Xu, Z.W.; Liu, Z.J.; Zhang, S.K. Government resident relocation and pollution coupling effect. Ind. Econ. Res. 2020, 5, 86–99.
[CrossRef]

21. Zhang, N.; Zhang, W.J. Can energy quota trading achieve win-win development for economic growth and energy savings in
China? Econ. Res. J. 2019, 1, 165–181.

22. Bao, Q.; Shao, M.; Yang, D.L. Environmental regulation, provincial legislation and pollution emission in China. Econ. Res. J. 2013,
12, 42–54.

23. Chen, D.; Men, Q.Y.; Shi, L. The market reaction to the “Look-Back” inspection of ecological and environmental protection:
Impacts on listed companies in heavily polluting industries. China Environ. Sci. 2020, 7, 3239–3248. [CrossRef]

24. Song, H.; Sun, Y.J.; Chen, D.K. Assessment for the effect of Government air pollution control policy: Empirical evidence from
“Low-carbon City” construction in China. Manag. World 2019, 6, 95–108. [CrossRef]

25. Shi, D.Q.; Ding, H.; Wei, P.; Liu, J.J. Can smart city construction reduce environmental pullution. China Ind. Econ. 2018, 6, 117–138.
[CrossRef]

26. Sun, T.; Wen, X.M. Network analysis of regional environmental governance under inter-government cooperation: An example of
the regional air governance in Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei Area. China Public Adm. 2018, 5, 83–89. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18020608
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33445733
http://doi.org/10.13239/j.bjsshkxy.cswt.200809
http://doi.org/10.2307/3060185
http://doi.org/10.19744/j.cnki.11-1235/f.2019.0005
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2011.02.009
http://doi.org/10.13239/j.bjsshkxy.cswt.150502
http://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1006-3862.2018.10.006
http://doi.org/10.11821/dlxb201508002
http://doi.org/10.19559/j.cnki.12-1387.2020.08.007
http://doi.org/10.19343/j.cnki.11-1302/c.2017.05.006
http://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1009-4997.2015.03.003
http://doi.org/10.12049/j.urp.201905014
http://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18168839
http://doi.org/10.26914/c.cnkihy.2019.076527
http://doi.org/10.7666/d.D01545944
http://doi.org/10.14116/j.nkes.2020.05.002
http://doi.org/10.13269/j.cnki.ier.2020.05.007
http://doi.org/10.19674/j.cnki.issn1000-6923.2020.0362
http://doi.org/10.19744/j.cnki.11-1235/f.2019.0082
http://doi.org/10.19581/j.cnki.ciejournal.2018.06.008
http://doi.org/10.3782/j.issn.1006-0863.2018.05.13


Sustainability 2022, 14, 5522 19 of 20

27. Gao, H.; Yang, W.X.; Wang, J.W.; Zheng, X.Y. Analysis of the effectiveness of air pollution control policies based on historical
evaluation and deep learning forecast: A case study of Chengdu-Chongqing region in China. Sustainability 2021, 13, 206.
[CrossRef]

28. Tan, X.L.; Yu, W.T.; Wu, S.W. The impact of the dynamics of agglomeration externalities on air pollution: Evidence from urban
panel data in China. Sustainability 2022, 14, 580. [CrossRef]

29. Wang, J.N.; Lee, C.L. The value of air quality in housing markets: A comparative study of housing sale and rental markets in
China. Energy Policy 2022, 160, 112601. [CrossRef]

30. Fan, S.; Lixing, L.; Zhang, X. Challenges of Creating Cities in China: Lessons from a Short-Lived County-To City Upgrading
Policy. J. Comp. Econ. 2012, 40, 476–491. [CrossRef]

31. Chen, K.L. 40 years of China’s turning counties into suburban districts: Review and reflection. Local Gov. Res. 2019, 1, 2–19.
[CrossRef]

32. Nie, W.; Lu, J. County to district reform and economic growth of prefectural city—Comparative analysis on two reform approaches.
Inq. Econ. Issues 2019, 2, 95–101.

33. Liang, Z.Y.; Zhao, Y. Does the city-county merger improve urban public services? Evaluation based on the PSM-DID method.
Urban Environ. Stud. 2019, 1, 49–59.

34. Lu, M. Great State Needs Bigger City; Shanghai People’s Publishing House: Shanghai, China, 2016.
35. Andreoni, J.; Levinson, A. The simple Analytics of the Environmental Kuznets Curve. J. Public Econ. 2001, 80, 269–286. [CrossRef]
36. Tang, W.; Wang, Y. Administrative boundary adjustment and urbanization of population: Evidence from city-county merger in

China. Econ. Res. J. 2015, 9, 72–85.
37. Zhen, Y.L.; Lu, M. Are large cities less green? An analysis based on scale effect and peer effect. Fudan J. Soc. Sci. Ed. 2018, 1,

133–144. [CrossRef]
38. Huang, J.C.; Fang, C.L. Analysis of coupling mechanism and rules between urbanization and eco-environment. Geogr. Res. 2003,

22, 211–220. [CrossRef]
39. Wang, X.M.; Tian, G.H.; Yang, D.Y.; Zhang, W.X.; Lu, D.B.; Liu, Z.M. Responses of PM2.5 pollution to urbanization in China.

Energy Policy 2018, 123, 602–610. [CrossRef]
40. Zhao, C.M.; Pan, X.Y.; Li, H.B.; Liang, L.W. Urban private traffic, urban expansion and PM2.5 pollution: On panel data of 65 large

and medium-sized cities in China. Financ. Trade Res. 2020, 10, 20–29. [CrossRef]
41. Wang, X.J.; Xie, G.D.; Yue, S.P. Impact of economic growth and population aggregation on urban environmental quality and its

regional differentiation: A case study of 74 cities implemented the new standard for air quality during the first stage. Econ. Geogr.
2015, 35, 71–76, 91. [CrossRef]

42. Chen, K.M.; Qian, X.Q.; Li, S.E. Actual effect of urban sprawl on environmental pollution: Empirical analysis of panel data about
110 cities. World. Surv. Res. 2020, 5, 30–34. [CrossRef]

43. Yang, W.T.; He, Z.J.; Huang, H.K.; Huang, J.C. A Clustering Framework to Reveal the Structural Effect Mechanisms of Natural
and Social Factors on PM2.5 Concentrations in China. Sustainability 2021, 13, 1428. [CrossRef]

44. Sigman, H. Transboundary spillovers and decentralization of environmental policies. J. Environ. Econ. Manag. 2005, 50, 82–101.
[CrossRef]

45. Lipscomb, M.; Mobarak, A.M. Decentralization and pollution spillovers: Evidence from the re-drawing of county borders in
Brazil. Rev. Econ. Stud. 2016, 84, 464–502. [CrossRef]

46. Qi, Y.; Zhang, L. Local Environmental Enforcement Constrained by Central-Local Relations in China. Environ. Policy Gov. 2014,
24, 216–232. [CrossRef]

47. Beck, T.; Ross, L.; Levkov, A. Big bad banks? The winners and losers from bank deregulation in the United States. J. Financ. 2010,
65, 1637–1667. [CrossRef]

48. Shao, S.; Li, X.; Cao, J.H. Urbanization promotion and haze pollution governance in China. Econ. Res. J. 2019, 2, 148–165.
49. Donkelaar, A.V.; Martin, R.V.; Brauer, M.; Hsu, N.C.; Kahn, R.A.; Levy, R.C.; Lyapustin, A.; Sayer, A.M.; Winker, D.M. Global

estimates of fine particulate matter using a combined geophysical-statistical method with information from satellites, models,
and monitors. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2016, 50, 3762–3772. [CrossRef]

50. Ghanem, D.; Zhang, J.J. Effortless perfection: Do Chinese cities manipulate air pollution data? J. Environ. Econ. Manag. 2014, 68,
203–225. [CrossRef]

51. Hering, L.; Poncet, S. Environmental policy and exports: Evidence from China. J. Environ. Econ. Manag. 2014, 68, 296–318.
[CrossRef]

52. Huang, Z.K.; Li, L.X.; Ma, G.R.; Xu, L.C. Hayek, Local information, and commanding heights: Decentralizing state-owned
enterprises in China. Am. Econ. Rev. 2017, 207, 2455–2478. [CrossRef]

53. Campante, F.R.; Do, Q.A. Isolated capital cities, accountability and corruption: Evidence from US States. Am. Econ. Rev. 2014, 104,
2456–2481. [CrossRef]

54. Cao, Z.Y.; Wang, L.J.; Wu, J.H. Does the environmental supervision system improve air quality in China? An empirical study
using the difference-in-differences model. J. Res. Ecol. 2021, 12, 581–592. [CrossRef]

55. Duan, L.L.; Wang, L.M. Can the “County to the Urban Areas” Reforms Improve the Quality of the Supply of Local Public Services?
China Public Adm. Rev. 2019, 2, 44–64.

http://doi.org/10.3390/su13010206
http://doi.org/10.3390/su14010580
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2021.112601
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jce.2011.12.007
http://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.1008-6463.2019.01.001
http://doi.org/10.1016/S0047-2727(00)00110-9
http://doi.org/10.3969/j.issn.0257-0289.2018.01.015
http://doi.org/10.11821/yj2003020010
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2018.09.001
http://doi.org/10.19337/j.cnki.34-1093/f.2020.10.002
http://doi.org/10.15957/j.cnki.jjdl.2015.02.010
http://doi.org/10.13778/j.cnki.11-3705/c.2020.05.006
http://doi.org/10.3390/su13031428
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeem.2004.10.001
http://doi.org/10.1093/restud/rdw023
http://doi.org/10.1002/eet.1640
http://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-6261.2010.01589.x
http://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.5b05833
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeem.2014.05.003
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.jeem.2014.06.005
http://doi.org/10.1257/aer.20150592
http://doi.org/10.1257/aer.104.8.2456
http://doi.org/10.5814/j.issn.1674-764x.2021.05.001


Sustainability 2022, 14, 5522 20 of 20

56. Pang, J.; Wu, J.; Ma, Z.; Liang, L.N.; Zhang, T.T. Air pollution abatement effects of replacing coal with natural gas for central
heating in cities of China. China Environ. Sci. 2015, 35, 55–61.

57. Zhang, L.; Pi, J.Y.; Song, G.X. Government competition and preference for productive expenditure: The political economy in
county-to-district reforms in China. Financ. Trade Econ. 2018, 39, 65–78. [CrossRef]

58. Chen, S. Tax share reform, local fiscal autonomy, and public goods provision. China Econ. Q. 2010, 9, 1427–1446. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.19795/j.cnki.cn11-1166/f.2018.03.006
http://doi.org/10.13821/j.cnki.ceq.2010.04.017

	Introduction 
	Institutional Background and Theoretical Analysis 
	Institutional Background 
	Theoretical Analysis 

	Measurement Model and Index Description 
	Measurement Model Setting 
	Variable Selection and Data Source 
	Explanatory Variable: PM2.5 (PM) 
	Core Explanatory Variable: City–County Merger Policy (Merger) 
	Control Variables 


	Empirical Results 
	Baseline Regression Results 
	Parallel Trend Hypothesis Testing and Dynamic Analysis 
	Robustness Checks 
	Excluding Other Policy Influences 
	Excluding the Impact of Administration Hierarchy 
	PSM-DID Test 


	Heterogeneity Analysis 
	Differences in the Influence by Geographical Distance on the Environment 
	Differences in the Influence of Economic Strength on the Environment 
	Differences in Influence of Regional Heterogeneity on the Environment 

	Analysis of Impact Mechanisms 
	Conclusions and Policy Implications 
	References

