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How Urban Public Services Promote Population Inflow:

Based on the Perspective of Human Capital Accumulation

WANG Zhiyong
( Institute of Population and Labor Economics Chinese Academy of Social Sciences Beijing 100006 China)

Summary: The changes in urban population are closely related to population mobility. The growth of urban
population often accompanies the inflow of population and reversely the outflow of population usually leads to
negative population growth. With the increase of economic income and the acceleration of urban integration process
the floating population increasingly attach importance to the access to various urban public services such as
education medical care culture transportation and the Internet which have an important impact on human capital.
Constrained by such factors as financial resources there exist significant differences in public services between
cities which facilitates the flow of population among cities. Based on the panel data of prefecture—level cities and by
using the system GMM and quantile regression method this study quantitatively analyzes and confirms that urban
public services overall significantly promote the influx of urban population. From a sub—item perspective the sub—
item contents of urban public services such as education healthcare culture and the Internet all have a significant
impact on population inflow with the main mechanism of influence being the accumulation of human capital required
due to fierce competition and the mediation effect model further confirms the mechanism by which public services
promote the improvement of human capital. Different types of public services have different degrees of impact on
different urban population and the basic education resources have a much greater impact on urban population inflow
than the other urban public services. Every 1% increase in the density of primary schools will increase the density of
permanent resident and registered residence population density in the municipal districts by 0.167% and 0.192%
respectively while every 1% increase in hospital density in the municipal districts will increase the permanent
resident and registered residence population density in municipal districts by 0.092% and 0.089% respectively;
similarly such public services as public libraries and the Internet resources have promoted the increase of population
density and the impact of urban public services on population inflow varies significantly among different regions. The
promotion effect of urban public cultural resources and basic education resources represented by public libraries on
urban population density shows a decreasing trend with the increase of population density while the promotion effect
of medical resources on population density shows an increasing trend with the increase of population density. In order
to stabilize and promote the inflow of urban population efforts should be made to improve and enhance the quality of
public service provision and optimize the spatial allocation of public services and different regions and cities of
different sizes should adopt different strategies to give full play to the role of urban public services in promoting
population inflow.

Key words: urban public services; education; medical care; culture resources; population inflow
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