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TW_FE TW_FE  SDM SDM SDM SDM SDM
InCIP  WnCI0 WCO WCl0 WCO  WnclO  InClO
PP 0.131°  0.189™  0.003  0.219™ —-0.190"  0.209*"
(2.68)  (3.63) (0.03) (3.55 (-1.87) (3.36)
. ~0.085 0.024  0.080 -0.292 -0.235 0.077  -0.072
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(-1.23) (0.57) (1.95) (0.72) (1.79) (0.23)  (1.17)
g 0.034 0061 0029  0.115 0.115  0.05  —-0.086
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W In IPS ~0.363 -0.036 0.631  -0.244  0.117
W« In EGS 0.393  —-0.345 0.293  -0.371  1.317*
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Urban Heterogeneity Institution Supply and Innovation Quality

Jin Peizhen; Yin Desheng; Jin Zhuang

Abstract: Based on the perspective of urban heterogeneity this paper investigates the relationship be—
tween institutional supply and innovation quality through the use of institutional texts on intellectual property
rights and environmental protection collected from 283 Chinese cities between 2003 and 2016 as well as da—
ta on urban invention patents green technology patents and patents from collaborative relationships between
industry universities and research. Taking into account the spatial econometric model as a premise the pa—
per analyse show institutional supply affects the substantive sustainable and collaborative innovations of
Chinese cities considering their urban geographic location and economic development level. The results of
the research find that institutional supply leads to spatial differentiation of high—quality patents in different
cities in terms of quantity and structure and that the direction and distance of spatial spillover affecting in—
novation quality are influenced by urban heterogeneity. The cultivation and allocation of innovation factors
is an important mechanism by which institutional supply can influence the quality of urban innovation. The
key point for achieving high—quality innovation in the future is therefore building a highly efficient institu—
tional supply system based on a full understanding of China’ s urban heterogeneity.
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