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Does Environmental Decentralization Affect Environmental
Management Performance
XU Ying-zhi, FAN Xiao-min, TONG Hao-yue

Abstract: At present, the grim situation of tighter resource constraints, severer environmental pollution
and ecosystem degradation has put forward higher requirements for China’ s environmental system, and
the rational allocation of environmental management power between the central and local governments is
the key direction of environmental system reform. Based on 2006—2015 provincial data in China, this pa-
per uses the method of GMM and mediation effect model to investigate the effect and mechanism of envi-
ronmental decentralization on regional environmental management performance, aiming to seek ways to
improve and enhance the environmental management performance from the perspective of environmental
decentralization. The study finds that environmental decentralization is an important factor affecting re-
gional environmental management performance, but different types of the decentralization have different
effects on regional environmental management performance. Various types of environmental decentraliza-
tion can indirectly affect regional performance through influencing industrial structure optimization, en-
terprise technology progress and environmental enforcement efforts, Furthermore, it is found that there
exists obvious regional heterogeneity in the mediation effect of environmental decentralization on regional
environmental management performance. Therefore, in order to improve the performance of regional en-
vironmental management, it is necessary to accelerate the reform of the environmental management sys-
tem, and divide the environmental authority by comprehensively considering the factors of industry,
technology and law enforcement based on the actual situation of the region.

Key words: environmental decentralization; environmental management performance; GMM; media-

tion effect model

— 124 —



