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Abstract

This thesis examines Chengdu’s southward development and asks whether it is better
explained by state-led center-making, market-led decentralization, or a phased
interaction between the two. Since the 1990s, and more clearly from the 2000s
onward, Chengdu’s urban growth has shown a strong southward orientation,

especially around the High-Tech Zone and Tianfu New Area.

The study uses a qualitative case study design, combining process tracing, document
analysis, and six semi-structured interviews. It focuses on three questions: when
southward development became a clearer governmental project, what mechanism best

explains it, and how residents experience its everyday effects.

The findings suggest that Chengdu’s southward development is best understood as a
phased hybrid process. In the earlier stage, policy platforms, planning, and corridor
infrastructure played the main role in opening and structuring the southern direction.
In the later stage, land allocation, market activity, and implementation dynamics
helped reinforce and stabilize it. The study also finds that the effects of southward
development have been uneven in everyday life. Overall, the thesis argues that
Chengdu’s southward development is a staged and uneven process shaped first by
policy and platform governance and later reinforced by market and implementation

dynamics.
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Chapter 1. Introduction
This chapter introduces the thesis by explaining why Chengdu’s southward
development is an important case to study. It outlines the background of the problem,

presents the main argument and key concepts, defines the main spatial terms used in
the analysis, and sets out the research questions that guide the rest of the thesis.

1.1 Background
Chengdu, a city with a population of 21 million, is China’s fourth-most populous
city and one of the two most developed cities in western China. Chengdu’s
southward development represents a clear and consequential spatial shift in the
city’s recent urban transformation. Since the 1990s, and more clearly from the
2000s onward, Chengdu’s urban development has shown a strong southward
orientation, especially around the High-Tech Zone and later Tianfu New Area.
Rather than reflecting generalized outward expansion, this pattern suggests a
more directional and organized reconfiguration of urban space. Yet the
mechanism behind this shift remains contested. Was Chengdu’s southward
development primarily driven by state-led center-making, by market-led
decentralization, or by a phased interaction between the two?
This question matters for both urban theory and planning practice. For urban
theory, it helps explain how polycentric urban restructuring takes shape in a major

Chinese city, and whether polycentricity is better understood as a planning project
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or as an outcome later consolidated by policy. For planning practice, it matters
because southward development may have redistributed accessibility,
infrastructure, and development opportunities in uneven ways across the city,
creating different benefits and burdens between the old core and the southern
corridor. Examining this process therefore helps connect urban restructuring to

questions of governance, spatial inequality, and everyday urban experience.

Argument and Concepts

This thesis argues that Chengdu’s southward development is best understood as a
phased process rather than as a purely state-led or purely market-led shift. Early
policy and platform interventions helped open and organize the southern corridor,
while later market and implementation dynamics helped deepen and stabilize it.
Rather than treating Chengdu as simply a “state-led” or “market-led” case, the
thesis explains how these forces interacted over time in shaping a new urban
direction.

Conceptually, this thesis uses polycentricity in a practical rather than idealized
way. The aim is not to test whether Chengdu fully fits a textbook model of
polycentric urban form, but to examine whether growth and important urban
functions became increasingly concentrated beyond the traditional core. This
requires a distinction between polycentricity as a planning goal and polycentricity

as an observable outcome. Because official planning language and institutional
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sequencing matter directly in the Chengdu case, the thesis also pays attention to

how southward development was framed, justified, and stabilized over time.

Key Spatial Definitions and Study Boundaries

In this thesis, the “old core” refers to Chengdu’s five traditional central districts:
Jinjiang, Qingyang, Jinniu, Wuhou, and Chenghua. “Old core” is an operational
definition used throughout the thesis to provide a consistent baseline for
comparison. It does not suggest that these five districts fully encompass
Chengdu’s entire historical city. Rather, it establishes a clear reference point from
which later changes in growth, function, and investment can be observed.

The “south corridor” is used in a more functional sense. It does not refer to all
southern parts of Chengdu. Instead, it refers to the south-oriented development
axis centered on the Chengdu High-Tech Zone and the Sichuan Tianfu New Area,
where growth, infrastructure, and important strategic functions became
increasingly concentrated over time. In other words, the corridor is defined less
by a single fixed administrative boundary than by its role in Chengdu’s southward
development.

More specifically, the southern development spaces examined in this thesis are
the South Area of Chengdu High-Tech Zone and the Chengdu Direct-Managed
Area of Tianfu New Area, rather than the full administrative extent of Chengdu

High-Tech Zone or the full cross-jurisdictional Tianfu New Area. Unless



LI

otherwise noted, the thesis uses “High-Tech Zone” and “Tianfu New Area” as
simplified references to these southern development spaces for readability.

When administrative boundaries, development-zone boundaries, and planning
boundaries do not fully match, this thesis follows a functional and policy-defined
scope. This keeps the analysis focused on the actual geography of southward
development, rather than limiting it to one rigid territorial boundary. Figure 1
shows the old core, the south corridor, and the main areas referenced in the

analysis.

Jinniu
Chenghua

Qingyang
Wuhou

Jinjiang

High=Tech Zone SouthArea

Tianfu New Area
(Chengdu Direct-
Managed Area)

Tianfu Avenue
Old Core

South Corridor.

0 10 km
L 1

Figure 1. Spatial overview of Chengdu’s old core and the south corridor, including the High-Tech

Zone South Area and Tianfu New Area (Chengdu Direct-Managed Area).
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Research Questions

This thesis is organized around three related research questions. Together, they
move from the timing and institutionalization of Chengdu’s southward
development to the identification of its most plausible mechanism, and finally to
how this process is experienced and evaluated in everyday urban life.

RQ1: When did Chengdu’s southward development become a clearer and better-
resourced governmental project, and how was it institutionalized and reinforced
over time?

RQ2: What evidence distinguishes policy/platform-led center-making from
market-led decentralization in Chengdu’s southward development, and what does
the sequence of policy, infrastructure, and market response imply about the most
plausible mechanism?

RQ3: How do residents experience and evaluate Chengdu’s southward
development in everyday life, including commuting, public space, housing
decisions, and service convenience? What trade-offs do they report, and who do

they perceive as the main beneficiaries and cost-bearers?

Thesis Structure

The rest of the thesis is organized as follows. Chapter 2 provides the case context,
focusing on the old core, platform governance, and corridor-making in Chengdu’s
southward development. Chapter 3 reviews the relevant literature and develops

the analytical framework used in the thesis. Chapter 4 explains the research
10
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design, methods, and main sources of evidence. Chapters 5, 6, and 7 present the
main findings by addressing RQ1, RQ2, and RQ3 respectively. Chapter 8
concludes the thesis by summarizing the main findings, discussing their

implications, and reflecting on the limits of the study.

11
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Chapter 2. Case Context

This chapter provides the case context for the thesis. It introduces the old core of
Chengdu, the main institutional platforms behind southward development, and the
corridor infrastructure that gradually formed a southern axis. Together, these elements
provide the spatial and institutional background for the later analysis. Figure 2.1
provides a simplified spatial overview of Chengdu’s old core, ring-road structure, and
main southern development spaces.

Jinniu

High-Tech Zone¢ South Area

Tianfu New Area

— First Ring Road (Chengdu Direct-
: Managed Area)
Second Ring Road
—— Third Ring Road

—— Chengdu Ring Expressway
Old Core
South Corridor

Figure 2.1. Simplified spatial relationship between Chengdu’s old core, ring-road structure, the High-
Tech Zone South Area, and Tianfu New Area.

12
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2.1 Historical Urban Structure and Constraints of the Old Core

Chengdu’s old core should not be understood only as a historical city center in a
general sense. In official planning documents, it was defined as a distinct planning
space and remained the main focus of urban management for a long time. The
1995-2020 master plan identified the center city as the political, economic, and
cultural center of the whole city, but it also called for stricter control over its size
and proposed a wider urban structure composed of the center city and surrounding
satellite towns. These satellite towns were expected to take over part of the center
city’s functions, while the southern and eastern areas were identified as key
development directions. Together, these planning statements indicate that the
traditional core was increasingly treated as a space requiring control, while future
growth was expected to be distributed more broadly (Chengdu Municipal People’s

Government, 1999).

This restructuring logic became clearer in the 2003—2020 planning outline. The
document stated that the main urban area should change from the earlier “ring-
shaped plus radial” form into a more banded and group-based form with north-
south expansion. It proposed a multi-centered structure of “one main core, two
secondary centers, and multiple nodes”. It also described the spatial strategy as
“south-north expansion, eastward shift of gravity, and central dispersal”. These
ideas suggest that the issue of the old core was not only congestion or limited

land, but a broader restructuring of urban space in which new growth and
13
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functions were increasingly planned outside the traditional center (Chengdu

Planning and Design Research Institute, 2004).

The 2011-2020 master plan made these limits more direct. It called for strict
control over development intensity in the old city, stated that the residential
population within the First Ring Road should no longer increase, and shifted old-
city renewal away from large-scale demolition toward more organic improvement.
It also proposed relocating industrial land outward and directing more future
housing growth to new towns and edge areas. By this stage, the old core had
clearly become a highly regulated urban space (Chengdu Municipal People’s

Government, 2011).

The limits of the old core were not only physical. They were also institutional and
cultural. Both the 1995-2020 and 2011-2020 plans linked old-city renewal to the
protection of historical character, which meant that the old core was not treated as
a blank space for large-scale redevelopment. Instead, it became a historical urban
core under control, adjustment, and selective conservation (Chengdu Municipal

People’s Government, 1999; Chengdu Municipal People’s Government, 2011).

The most recent territorial spatial plan shows that this logic continues. It places
the old city center within a broader multi-centered structure and still emphasizes
spatial control, internal development, and historical-cultural protection. Overall,

Chengdu’s old core has increasingly become a managed historical core within a

14
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larger and more differentiated urban system (Chengdu Municipal People’s

Government, 2024).

2.2 Institutional Platforms and the Southward Development Strategy

The southward development of Chengdu did not emerge only as a general
direction of outward growth. It was gradually built through a series of institutional
platforms and later formalized as a citywide strategy. The earliest important
platform was the Chengdu High-Tech Industrial Development Zone. In 1991, the
State Council approved Chengdu High-Tech Industrial Development Zone as one
of the first national high-tech zones in China (State Council, 1991). This shows
that Chengdu’s new growth space was not driven only by local land development.
From an early stage, it was already linked to a national policy framework for

science, technology, industry, and reform.

The local development process of this platform was also clear. Gazette materials
show that Chengdu High-Tech Zone was prepared in 1988 and formally
established in 1990, before it received national approval in 1991. More
importantly, the same source records that, during the early planning process, the
zone was located in the Shenxianshu area in the southern suburbs of Chengdu,
with an initial start-up area of 2.5 square kilometers. This shows that Chengdu’s

early high-tech platform already had a clear southern territorial base (Local

15
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Gazette Compilation Committee of Chengdu High-Tech Industrial Development

Zone, 2016).

Later official and gazette materials show that Chengdu High-Tech Zone did not
remain static. Over time, it was upgraded through new functions such as export
processing, bonded-zone development, innovation demonstration, and new-
economy planning (Chengdu High-Tech Zone Management Committee, n.d.-a,
n.d.-c, n.d.-d). District adjustments in the late 1990s and early 2000s also reshaped
the zone into a broader pattern of “one zone, two parks.” This shows that the zone
was not a fixed territorial unit. Instead, it was repeatedly adjusted and expanded to
fit new development goals, while the southern part remained one of its most
important growth spaces (Local Gazette Compilation Committee of Chengdu

High-tech Industrial Development Zone, 2016).

A more important step came with the planning and establishment of Tianfu New
Area. The Overall Scheme of Sichuan Tianfu New Area made clear that the new
area was located to the south-southeast of Chengdu’s main urban area and was
developed under broader national and regional policy frameworks, including
western development and the Chengdu-Chongqing regional strategy. The scheme
also defined a large planning area across Chengdu, Meishan, and Ziyang and
directly included the South Zone of Chengdu High-Tech Zone within the planning

boundary. This indicates that Tianfu New Area was built upon an earlier southern

16
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institutional base rather than emerging as a fully separate territorial project, and
that it expanded this base into a larger strategic territory (Sichuan Provincial

People’s Government, 2011).

The 2010-2030 master plan of Tianfu New Area further clarified this change. It
described Tianfu New Area as a space for high-end manufacturing, modern
services, innovation, openness, and urban-rural integration, and it proposed a dual-
center structure of the old city center and the new center in Tianfu New Area
(Chengdu Planning Bureau, 2011). This means that southward development was
no longer only a matter of outward expansion from the old city. It was already
being institutionalized as a reorganization of Chengdu’s urban structure through a

new platform with its own scale and functions.

This process became even more formal in 2014, when the State Council officially
approved the establishment of Sichuan Tianfu New Area. The approval stated that
the new area was located in the south-southeast direction of Chengdu’s main
urban area, covered parts of Chengdu, Meishan, and Ziyang, and should serve
national goals such as western development, new-type urbanization, innovation-
driven growth, and inland opening-up. This approval shows that southward
development had moved beyond the level of local planning preference and

become a nationally approved new-area project (State Council, 2014).

17
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At the citywide level, this institutional process was later summarized in a clearer
strategic language. The 2016-2035 master plan proposed the policy framework of
“Eastward Advance, Southward Expansion, Westward Control, Northward
Reform, and Central Optimization” (Chengdu Municipal People’s Government,
2016). In this document, the southern area was defined as a key space for
innovation and future growth, and the plan stated that the southern region should
be developed at a high level as a new engine of regional innovation (Chengdu
Municipal People’s Government, 2016). By the mid-2010s, southward
development was no longer visible only through specific zones such as Chengdu
High-Tech Zone and Tianfu New Area. It had already become an explicit citywide

strategic direction.

Taken together, these developments provide the institutional background for
understanding how the southern direction later became more explicit. Chengdu
High-Tech Zone provided an early platform for southern growth, Tianfu New
Area expanded this platform into a broader strategic territory, and the city later
formalized this direction through the language of southward expansion. Together,
these developments gave the southern direction a clearer institutional and

territorial basis.

18
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2.3 Corridor Infrastructure and the Consolidation of a Southern Axis

The southward turn of Chengdu was not only expressed through policy language
or new development platforms. Over time, it was increasingly consolidated
through corridor infrastructure. Southward growth did not take the form of
scattered expansion in separate places. Instead, it was gradually linked through
major transport lines, functional nodes, and later gateway facilities. Rather than
simple outward expansion, the southward shift gradually took the form of a more

structured urban corridor.

0 3 km

E

N

Shuangliu
International
Airport

—— Subway

Tianfu New Area

(Chengdu Direct-Managed Area) NN

High-Tech Zone Tianfu

South Area International
Airport

Old Core

Figure 2.2. Simplified spatial relationship between Chengdu’s old core, the High-Tech Zone South

Area, Tianfu New Area, major metro lines, and the two-airport system.
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An early basis for this corridor can be seen in both the development of the
southern part of Chengdu High-Tech Zone and the early metro system. Gazette
materials show that the zone’s early site was selected in the Shenxianshu area in
the southern suburbs of Chengdu, which gave the early High-Tech platform a
clear southern territorial base (Local Gazette Compilation Committee of Chengdu
High-Tech Industrial Development Zone, 2016). In parallel, the first approved
metro framework also created an important north-south connection. In the 2005
approved rapid rail transit construction plan, Metro Line 1 was planned as a north-
south line from the Zoo area to Huayang Liangjiangsi, while Line 2 formed an
east-west line crossing it at Tianfu Square (Wuhou District People’s Government,
2005). This suggests that the connection between the traditional center and the
southern growth area was already being built into the city’s transport structure at

an early stage.

This corridor logic became clearer as later transport planning expanded the
network. In 2009, the adjustment plan for Chengdu’s 2005-2015 rapid rail transit
construction program added several new projects and stated that this adjustment
would help realize the goals of Chengdu’s new master plan (National
Development and Reform Commission, 2009). More importantly, the 2013-2020
urban rail transit construction plan stated that the new projects would help
increase rail network density in the central city, strengthen the links between the

central city and peripheral groups, and expand the service coverage of rail transit
20
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(National Development and Reform Commission, 2013). This shows that rail
infrastructure was increasingly used not only within the old core, but also to
connect the center with the outer growth areas that mattered more in Chengdu’s

changing spatial structure.

At the scale of strategic planning, Tianfu New Area gave this corridor a much
clearer spatial form. The Overall Scheme of Sichuan Tianfu New Area proposed a
framework of “one belt, two wings, one city, and six districts,” and the “belt” was
organized along a southward-extending central axis for high-end service functions
such as finance, technology, administration, and culture (Sichuan Provincial
People’s Government, 2011). The 2010-2030 master plan of Tianfu New Area
further proposed a dual-center structure between the old city center and the new
center in Tianfu New Area (Chengdu Planning Bureau, 2011). Together, these
documents show that southward development was increasingly organized not as
ordinary outward growth, but as a belt-like structure supported by major

functional zones and a new urban center.

This corridor was later broken down into more concrete nodes in the construction
planning of the Chengdu direct-administered area of Tianfu New Area. The plan
identified a structure of “one district, one city, one belt, and two towns,” including
the central business district, the innovation and technology city, the Jinjiang

ecological belt, and several key towns and development areas (Chengdu Tianfu
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New Area Administrative Committee, 2017). In other words, the southern axis
was not only a conceptual line on a planning map. It was translated into a set of
specific development nodes, each with different functions but connected within

one broader southern corridor.

Later rail and metropolitan planning documents further reinforced this
interpretation. The 2021 edition of Chengdu’s urban rail transit network plan
aimed to strengthen rail connections across the Chengdu-Deyang-Meishan-Ziyang
regional space and illustrated a multi-line network extending across the wider
metropolitan area (Chengdu Planning and Natural Resources Bureau, 2021). At
the broader city-region scale, the Chengdu Metropolitan Area Territorial Spatial
Plan proposed a “rail-based metropolitan area” and identified several major
development axes as part of its main spatial structure (Chengdu Municipal
People’s Government, Deyang Municipal People’s Government, Meishan
Municipal People’s Government, & Ziyang Municipal People’s Government,
2024). Within this framework, it linked the Chengdu-Deyang-Meishan axis to
Tianfu Avenue and proposed the Tianfu Avenue south extension innovation
corridor, supported by Tianfu Avenue South Extension and the S5 suburban rail
line (Chengdu Municipal People’s Government, Deyang Municipal People’s
Government, Meishan Municipal People’s Government, & Ziyang Municipal

People’s Government, 2024). Taken together, these planning statements suggest
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that the southern corridor was increasingly framed not only at the city scale, but

also as a metropolitan-scale development axis.

Major gateway infrastructure also strengthened this corridor in the later stage.
Official materials state that Tianfu International Airport and Shuangliu
International Airport would operate as an integrated two-airport system with
differentiated but complementary functions, and that Metro Line 19 would
provide rapid connection between the two airports (State-owned Assets
Supervision and Administration Commission of the State Council, 2021). This
shows that the southern and southeastern corridor was no longer only a space of
internal urban growth. It was also becoming part of Chengdu’s outward-facing

gateway structure.

Overall, the formation of Chengdu’s southern axis was a cumulative process.
Early high-tech development in the southern suburbs provided an initial territorial
base, rail transit planning linked the traditional center with southern growth areas,
and Tianfu New Area gave this direction a clearer belt-like structure. Later
metropolitan planning and the two-airport system further reinforced this spatial
logic. These developments provide the basic spatial context for understanding

why the south later became a more structured corridor of growth.
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Chapter 3. Literature Review & Framework

This chapter reviews the main literature related to the thesis and explains the
analytical framework used in the study. It first clarifies how polycentricity is
understood in this thesis, then discusses the main explanations of urban spatial
restructuring, including policy- and platform-led development and market-led
decentralization. It also introduces the corridor perspective used in the analysis and
explains why infrastructure, accessibility, and uneven spatial outcomes are important

to the Chengdu case. Finally, it brings these discussions together into a structure—
policy—discourse framework that guides the following chapters.

3.1 What Polycentricity Means in This Thesis

Polycentricity is a widely used concept in urban and regional studies, but it does
not have one single agreed meaning. In the literature, it is commonly used to
describe a spatial condition in which growth, activities, and urban functions are
distributed across more than one center, rather than being concentrated only in one
dominant core. At the same time, it is also often used as a normative planning idea
that supports more balanced and coordinated territorial development (Harrison et
al., 2023). Because of this double use, polycentricity is both an analytical concept

and a policy concept.

A basic distinction in the literature is between morphological polycentricity and
functional polycentricity. The first focuses on the number, size, and spatial
distribution of centers, while the second focuses more on the relationships,
interactions, and flows between them. This distinction is useful because it shows

that a region may appear polycentric in spatial form without being strongly
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polycentric in functional terms (Kloosterman & Musterd, 2001; Parr, 2004). At
the same time, centers do not need to perform identical roles, since they may also
be complementary within a wider urban system (Meijers, 2005). However, this
thesis does not use polycentricity as a strict measurement exercise. Instead, it uses
the concept in a more practical way to interpret Chengdu’s southward

development.

At the same time, the concept of polycentricity has become broader over time. It is
now used across different scales and research traditions, and it often appears in
both analytical debates and policy agendas. For this reason, some scholars argue
that the concept can easily become too loose or overstretched if it is not clearly
defined in a specific study (Derudder et al., 2022). This issue is important for this
thesis. The purpose here is not to test whether Chengdu fully fits an ideal model of
a polycentric urban region. Instead, the concept is used in a narrower way that is

more directly relevant to the Chengdu case.

In this thesis, polycentricity is mainly used to distinguish between two different
ways of understanding Chengdu’s southward development. The first is analytical
polycentricity, which refers to decentralization that emerges through changing
accessibility, land conditions, and the location choices of firms, households, and
developers. The second is normative polycentricity, which refers to a more

intentional process of state-led center-making through planning, development
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platforms, infrastructure investment, and official spatial strategy (Harrison et al.,
2023). This distinction is useful because the main question of this thesis is not

simply whether Chengdu is polycentric, but whether its southward turn is better
understood as an observed restructuring process, a deliberate policy project, or a

phased interaction between the two.

3.2 Competing Explanations: Policy- and Platform-led Restructuring versus

Market-led Decentralization

A central question in this thesis is how Chengdu’s southward development should
be explained. Existing literature suggests that urban spatial restructuring does not
follow only one path. In some cases, new centers are strongly shaped by planning,
administrative restructuring, development zones, and targeted state investment
(Shen, 2008; Wu & Zhang, 2022; Wang et al., 2024). In other cases,
decentralization may emerge more gradually through changing accessibility, land
values, agglomeration conditions, and the locational decisions of firms,
households, and developers (Anas et al., 1998; Atuesta et al., 2018; Yang et al.,
2019). For this reason, this thesis examines Chengdu’s southward turn through
competing explanations rather than assuming from the beginning that it was either

fully state-led or fully market-led.
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One important line of explanation emphasizes policy- and platform-led
restructuring. In the Chinese context, development zones, new areas, and
administrative restructuring are not simply passive containers of growth. They are
often active governance instruments through which states reorganize development
capacity, territorial authority, and spatial hierarchy. Research on rescaling and
territorialization shows that urban development in China is closely connected to
administrative adjustment, scalar politics, and the strategic use of development
platforms. In this sense, spatial restructuring can be actively produced through
planning, jurisdictional change, infrastructure commitments, and state
coordination rather than only through spontaneous market processes (Shen, 2008;

Wang et al., 2024; Wu & Zhang, 2022).

This perspective is particularly relevant to Chengdu, where southward
development has been closely associated with institutional platforms such as the
Chengdu High-Tech Zone and later Tianfu New Area. From this perspective, the
southward turn can be understood as a form of state-led center-making, in which
planning, platform governance, and territorial upgrading helped create a new
growth direction. In this reading, new centers were not simply the result of
decentralized market adjustment, but were more actively organized through state

spatial strategy.
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A second line of explanation emphasizes market-led decentralization. From this
perspective, new centers may emerge because firms, households, and developers
respond to congestion, land rents, commuting conditions, and changing
accessibility advantages. Earlier work on urban spatial structure suggests that
polycentric development can emerge through the interaction of agglomeration and
dispersion forces rather than through planning alone. As large metropolitan
regions expand, employment and commercial activity may gradually move away
from a single dominant core, especially when new locations offer lower costs or

different forms of agglomeration advantage (Anas et al., 1998).

More recent work on employment sub-centers also supports this line of argument.
It suggests that new centers can emerge when the traditional CBD is no longer the
main source of agglomeration benefits for new sectors, and when transportation
connectivity and sector-specific clustering become more important for new
commercial establishments (Yang et al., 2019). Related research also shows that
households value accessibility to employment sub-centers and transport systems,
and that these accessibility differences can shape residential location and urban
spatial structure more broadly (Atuesta et al., 2018). For the Chengdu case, these
arguments leave open the possibility that part of the southward shift may have
been reinforced through accessibility advantages, land conditions, and market

responses before being fully formalized in policy language.
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However, these two explanations should not be treated as mutually exclusive. In
many cases, state intervention and market response interact over time. Planning
and platform governance may open a corridor or development axis, while firms,
developers, and households later reinforce that shift through investment,
relocation, and residential choice. Conversely, market-led decentralization may
begin before official policy naming, but later become institutionalized through
zoning, infrastructure expansion, and development discourse. For this reason, this
thesis does not assume that Chengdu’s southward development fits a pure model.
Instead, the policy/platform-led and market-led explanations are used as
contrasting analytical poles, against which a phased or hybrid explanation can also
be assessed in the empirical chapters. These three explanations are used in this
thesis as rival but not fully exclusive interpretations, allowing the empirical
chapters to assess whether Chengdu’s southward development was primarily

state-structured, market-reinforced, or phased across time.

3.3 Corridor-making and Outcome Implications

A corridor perspective is useful for understanding Chengdu’s southward
development because it draws attention to the fact that urban growth is often
directional rather than evenly distributed. Development does not usually spread
across the whole metropolitan area in the same way. Instead, infrastructure,
investment, and planning attention are often concentrated along particular axes. In
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this sense, a corridor is not only a transport route. It is also a spatial pattern
through which accessibility, growth, and urban functions become more strongly

organized in one direction (Tassadiq et al., 2025).

This perspective is especially relevant when infrastructure plays an important role
in urban change. Large transport and connectivity projects do more than link
different places. They can also reshape accessibility, create stronger development
advantages in some areas, and produce new forms of spatial concentration and
uneven development (Kanai & Schindler, 2022). In Chengdu, this helps explain
why southward development should be understood not only as outward expansion,

but also as the gradual formation of a stronger southern axis.

A corridor perspective is also helpful because it connects large-scale spatial
change to everyday urban life. Recent studies suggest that corridors are not only
technical systems. They are also territorial and social processes that reshape how
people move, live, and experience urban space. As a result, corridor development
may affect places and groups differently depending on how accessibility,

amenities, and investment are distributed (Veglio et al., 2025).

This point is important for this thesis because Chengdu’s southward turn was not
only about growth moving south. It was also about the selective concentration of
accessibility and development opportunity. If transport infrastructure,

development platforms, and planning resources were increasingly directed to the
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south, some areas would become more attractive for jobs, housing, and
investment, while others would remain less connected to new opportunities.
Research on transportation accessibility also suggests that better-connected areas
usually have better overall access to services, while weaker-access areas face
greater burdens in reaching key facilities and public services (Lee et al., 2024). In
this sense, the corridor perspective helps explain why southward development

may also produce uneven spatial outcomes.

Taken together, this perspective provides a useful bridge between planning
strategy, infrastructure investment, and lived urban consequences. In the Chengdu
case, it helps explain how south-oriented infrastructure and platform development
may have strengthened the southern part of the city as an axis of growth, while
also creating unequal effects that later appear in commuting, service access,

housing, and everyday urban experience.

3.4 Synthesis: A Structure—Policy—Discourse Lens

The discussion above suggests that Chengdu’s southward development should not
be explained through a single cause. Neither a purely spatial reading nor a purely
policy-centered reading is enough on its own. For this reason, this thesis uses a
simplified structure—policy—discourse framework to interpret the case. The

purpose of this framework is not to claim that these three dimensions are fully
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separate. Rather, it is a practical way to organize the main forces that shaped the

southward turn and to guide the empirical analysis in the following chapters.

The first dimension is structure. This refers to the spatial and urban conditions
that shaped the direction and possibility of development. In the Chengdu case,
structure includes the historical concentration of functions in the old core,
redevelopment constraints within already built-up districts, and the broader spatial
conditions that made large-scale southward expansion more feasible than
intensive restructuring within the traditional core. In this sense, structure does not
determine development by itself, but it helps explain why some spatial strategies
become more likely than others. It provides the underlying conditions within
which planning choices, market responses, and infrastructure investment take

place.

The second dimension is policy. As discussed in the previous section, urban
development in China cannot be understood only as the outcome of decentralized
market adjustment. Research on China’s urban governance shows that the state
continues to play a strategic role across neighborhoods, cities, and city-regions,
even when market instruments are widely used (Wu & Zhang, 2022). Through
multi-scalar governance, administrative restructuring, development platforms, and
infrastructure commitments, the state does not simply respond to urban growth but

actively shapes it. In this thesis, policy therefore refers not only to formal planning
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documents, but also to the broader institutional and strategic actions that helped

produce the southward corridor as a development axis.

The third dimension is discourse. This refers to the narratives, storylines, and
framing practices through which urban development is described, justified, and
made meaningful. Work on narrative and planning shows that narratives are not
only descriptive. They are also closely tied to power, because they can legitimize
interventions in space, prioritize certain interests, and shape how urban futures are
imagined (Ameel, 2021). In this sense, discourse matters because official planning
language does more than explain change after it happens. It can also support and

stabilize a preferred development direction over time.

This point is important for the Chengdu case. The southward turn was supported
not only by platforms, infrastructure, and strategic planning, but also by changing
official narratives. Earlier development language often emphasized technology
growth, innovation, investment, and strategic expansion, while later language
increasingly highlighted quality of life, ecological improvement, and more
human-centered urban development. These shifts should not be treated as simple
decoration. Research on planning discourse suggests that sustained narratives can
help normalize a particular understanding of what is necessary, efficient, or
desirable in urban governance (Parker & Dobson, 2025). At the same time, policy

framing is not fixed. People-centered or socially attractive language may also be

33



LI

used to support broader strategic objectives rather than replace them (Harris &
Pinto, 2025). In this sense, discourse mattered not because it replaced material or
institutional explanations, but because it helped legitimize, reframe, and sustain an

ongoing spatial strategy.

Taken together, the structure—policy—discourse framework provides a workable
analytical lens for this thesis. Structure helps explain the spatial conditions that
made the southward turn possible. Policy helps explain how state actors, planning
institutions, and development platforms actively organized that turn. Discourse
helps explain how the process was framed and legitimized over time. Used
together, these three dimensions allow the thesis to move beyond a simple state-
versus-market debate and toward a more layered explanation of Chengdu’s
southward development. This framework also guides the empirical chapters:
structure and policy are examined mainly through process tracing and document
analysis, while discourse is examined through official language, planning
narratives, and their relationship to the lived outcomes discussed later in the

thesis.
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Chapter 4. Methods & Data

This chapter explains the overall research design and the main types of evidence used
in the thesis. The study combines document-based analysis with a limited number of
interviews and a small set of contextual checks. Different types of evidence are used

for different research questions, with a clear division of roles across RQ1, RQ2, and
RQ3.

4.1 Design overview

This thesis uses Chengdu as a single case study to examine how southward
development emerged, how it was strengthened through planning and policy, and
how it has been experienced in everyday life. The thesis relies mainly on official
materials, including planning documents, policy texts, yearbooks, official notices,
and government data. This source strategy is appropriate because the study is
concerned not only with spatial outcomes, but also with timing,
institutionalization, and official framing. Since the thesis asks when southward
development became a clearer governmental project and how it was justified and
reinforced over time, official materials provide especially important evidence. At
the same time, these materials are read critically rather than treated as neutral
descriptions, since they also reflect state priorities, planning narratives, and

institutional framing.

Different types of evidence are used for different analytical purposes. Process
tracing is used for Research Question 1(When did Chengdu's southward

development become a clearer and better-resourced governmental project, and
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how was it institutionalized and reinforced over time?) to reconstruct when
southward development became a clearer and better-resourced governmental project, and
how it was reinforced over time. Targeted document analysis and discourse reading are
used for Research Question 2 (What evidence distinguishes policy/platform-led
center-making from market-led decentralization in Chengdu's southward
development, and what does the sequence of policy, infrastructure, and market
response imply about the most plausible mechanism?) to compare competing
explanations of this process, especially whether the southward turn was primarily
policy/platform-led, market-led, or phased across time. For Research Question 3
(How do residents experience and evaluate Chengdu s southward development in
everyday life, including commuting, public space, housing decisions, and service
convenience? What trade-offs do they report, and who do they perceive as the
main beneficiaries and cost-bearers?), semi-structured interviews are used to
examine how residents describe the everyday effects of southward development
in terms of commuting, public space, housing, and service convenience. Light
contextual checks, such as housing price references or commute-related
comparisons, are used only to support interpretation rather than to serve as

primary causal evidence.

4.2 Process tracing (RQ1)

This thesis uses process tracing to examine when Chengdu’s southward
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development became a clearer and better-resourced governmental project, and
how it was institutionalized over time. The purpose is not only to identify
important events, but to reconstruct the sequence through which southward

development became more explicit, better supported, and more durable.

The analysis focuses on timing and sequence across three tracks: policy
instruments, platform governance, and corridor infrastructure. It asks when
southward development became more visible in formal planning and official
agendas, when relevant platforms and administrative arrangements were
established or strengthened, and when major infrastructure commitments helped
turn the south into a more stable development corridor. The purpose is therefore to
identify the most plausible sequence, rather than to claim definitive causal proof

from a single type of evidence.

This approach also helps clarify the limits of different kinds of evidence. Post-
2015 land supply divergence, for example, is used here as evidence of later
reinforcement between areas, rather than as proof of the original onset of
southward development. Later differences may show that the southward shift
became stronger over time, but they are not treated as evidence of where the

process first began.

4.3 Document Analysis and Discourse Reading (RQ2)

For RQ?2, this thesis uses targeted document analysis and discourse reading of key
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official planning documents, policy texts, and implementation-related materials to
examine how Chengdu’s southward development was framed and institutionalized
over time. The goal is not to review all available documents, but to analyze a
manageable set of materials that are most useful for understanding how southward
development became a clearer part of Chengdu’s planning agenda and governance
logic. These materials are read not only for factual content, but also for repeated
language, shifts in emphasis, and the relationship they construct between
governance intervention, infrastructure delivery, and market response. This
approach is especially appropriate because the thesis is concerned not only with
policy actions themselves, but also with the official narratives through which
southward development was made legible and legitimate. The main reviewed

documents are summarized in the appendices.

4.4 Interviews for lived trade-offs (RQ3)

Finally, this thesis uses a small set of semi-structured interviews to understand
how residents and workers in Chengdu describe the everyday effects of southward
development. The interview sample focuses on adults who have lived or worked
in Chengdu for more than one year, with attention to both the old core and the
southern growth areas, especially the High-Tech Zone South Area and Tianfu

New Area.
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Participants were recruited through alumni groups, personal contacts, and referrals
rather than through public recruitment. This strategy was used because the study
aims to gather informed reflections from adults with direct experience of living or
working in Chengdu, rather than to construct a statistically representative sample.
Interviews were conducted remotely, mainly through Zoom or Teams, and
followed a semi-structured format that combined fixed questions with follow-up
prompts. Depending on the interviewee’s preference, the interview was conducted
in Chinese or English, with note-taking in all cases and audio recording only when

consent was given. All interview materials were anonymized before analysis.

The interview guide was organized around four main dimensions: commuting and
accessibility, public space and environmental quality, housing and residential
choice, and everyday services and convenience. Across these themes, interviewees
were also asked to reflect on perceived beneficiaries and cost-bearers of
southward development, and to describe whether the overall effects felt positive,
negative, or mixed in their own lives. The interviews are used as interpretive
evidence of lived experience, not as representative evidence of all Chengdu
residents. Their role in the thesis is to illuminate how residents interpret and
evaluate the uneven everyday consequences of southward development, rather

than to measure those consequences at the population level.
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Chapter S. Findings I. RQ1

This chapter examines how Chengdu’s southward development unfolded over time. It
focuses on four linked dimensions: pressures in the old core, the formation of policy
platforms, the development of corridor infrastructure, and later land-supply
reinforcement. Appendix A organizes the main process-tracing evidence used in this

chapter, while Appendix B summarizes the main land supply plans used to identify
later-stage reinforcement.

5.1 Early Spatial Pressures in the Old Core

The old core did not by itself cause Chengdu’s southward turn, but it made
outward redirection more plausible. Before southward development became a
clearer policy project, the traditional center was already being treated as a

constrained urban space.

This shift can be seen in the Master Plan of Chengdu (1995-2020). While the
center city was still defined as the political, economic, and cultural center of the
whole city, the plan also called for stricter control over its size and identified the
southern and eastern areas as important development directions. For RQ1, this
matters because it suggests that spatial redirection had already entered official
planning before southward development became a fully articulated citywide

strategy.

The same logic became clearer in the Outline of Chengdu Urban Master Plan

2003-2020. The document proposed a more group-based urban structure and
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described the spatial strategy as “south-north expansion, eastward shift of gravity,
and central dispersal.” This suggests that the issue was no longer understood only
as congestion inside the historic center. It was increasingly framed as part of a

broader reorganization of urban space.

The Master Plan of Chengdu (2011-2020) made these limits more explicit. It
required strict control over construction intensity in the old city, stated that the
residential population within the First Ring Road should no longer increase, and
shifted renewal away from large-scale demolition toward more organic
improvement. Together, these measures indicate that the old core had become a

highly regulated urban space.

In short, the old core was increasingly governed as a space of control, adjustment,
and selective protection. These documents do not prove a southward turn by
themselves, but they help explain why outward redirection had become
increasingly plausible before the south was fully institutionalized as a strategic

development project.

5.2 Platform Formation and Territorial Restructuring
Old-core pressure helps explain why outward expansion became more plausible,
but it does not explain why Chengdu’s development turned so clearly toward the
south. The main finding of this section is that southward development became

more explicit through staged platform formation. In other words, the south was
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gradually turned into an institutional project.

The earliest key platform was the Chengdu High-Tech Industrial Development
Zone. It was prepared in 1988, formally established in 1990, and approved by the
State Council in 1991. This is important because it shows that a major southern
development platform was already linked to a national policy framework at an
early stage. Gazette materials also place the early zone in the southern suburbs,
suggesting that the territorial base of later southward growth was formed early.
The importance of this platform increased over time. Later official materials show
that Chengdu High-Tech Zone was continuously upgraded through new functions
such as export processing, bonded-zone development, innovation demonstration,
and new-economy planning. This indicates that southward development was
reinforced through repeated institutional layering rather than through a single
decision.

A more important shift came with Tianfu New Area. The Overall Scheme of
Sichuan Tianfu New Area shows that the new area was located to the south-
southeast of Chengdu’s main urban area and directly included the South Zone of
Chengdu High-Tech Zone within its planning boundary. This matters because
Tianfu New Area did not begin from nothing. It built on an earlier southern
institutional base and expanded it into a much larger strategic territory.

This process became even clearer in the Master Plan of Sichuan Chengdu Tianfu

New Area (2010-2030), which proposed a dual-center structure between the old
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city center and a new center in Tianfu New Area. By this stage, southward
development was no longer only outward expansion from the traditional city. It
was being organized as a broader restructuring of Chengdu’s urban hierarchy. The
2014 State Council approval made this institutionalization more explicit and gave
the southern direction stronger political status and territorial reach.

The citywide strategy later confirmed this direction. The Master Plan of Chengdu
(2016-2035) formally proposed “Southward Expansion” as part of the broader
framework of “Eastward Advance, Southward Expansion, Westward Control,
Northward Reform, and Central Optimization.” By the mid-2010s, southward
development had therefore moved beyond individual zones and projects. It had
become part of the city’s broader governing strategy.

On this basis, the evidence suggests that southward development was
institutionalized through staged platform formation. An early southern base
emerged through the High-Tech Zone, was scaled up through Tianfu New Area,

and was later formalized as part of the city’s broader strategic direction.

5.3 Corridor Infrastructure and Staged Southward Expansion
Platform formation alone could not make southward development durable. The
main finding of this section is that corridor infrastructure helped turn the south
from a possible development space into a more connected and more durable urban

axis. In Chengdu’s case, this happened through staged transport investment and
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corridor planning.

An early foundation of this corridor can be seen in metro planning. In the 2005
approved rail transit construction plan, Metro Line 1 was planned as a north-south
line linking the traditional city with Huayang in the south, while Line 2 formed an
east-west line crossing it at Tianfu Square. This is important because it shows that
the connection between the old core and the southern growth area had already
entered the formal transport structure at an early stage. The south was therefore
being tied more closely to the existing urban center.

This corridor logic became clearer in later rail expansion. The 2009 adjustment
plan and the 2013-2020 rail transit construction plan both emphasized stronger
links between the central city and peripheral groups. This suggests that
infrastructure planning was increasingly used not only to improve movement
within the old core, but also to connect the center with the growth areas that
mattered more in Chengdu’s changing spatial structure.

The spatial meaning of the corridor became more explicit with Tianfu New Area.
The Overall Scheme of Sichuan Tianfu New Area proposed a framework of “one
belt, two wings, one city, and six districts,” with the “belt” organized along a
southward-extending central axis. The Master Plan of Sichuan Chengdu Tianfu
New Area (2010-2030) also proposed a dual-center structure between the old city
center and the new center in Tianfu New Area. Together, these documents suggest

that southward development was no longer understood only as outward growth. It
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was being organized as a more clearly defined southern corridor with a stronger
functional axis.

Later planning translated this corridor into more concrete nodes. The construction
plan for the direct-administered area of Tianfu New Area identified a structure
including the central business district, the innovation and technology city, the
Jinjiang ecological belt, and other key development areas. In other words, the
southern axis was not only a line on a map. It was also being built as a group of
linked development nodes.

The corridor was reinforced again at the metropolitan scale. The 2021 urban rail
transit network plan and the Chengdu Metropolitan Area Territorial Spatial Plan
(2021-2035) both strengthened the role of Tianfu Avenue and the southward
extension corridor. Later, the two-airport system and the rapid connection between
Tianfu Airport and Shuangliu Airport further reinforced the southern and
southeastern direction. This means that the corridor was no longer only a city-
level growth axis, but part of a larger metropolitan and gateway structure.
Overall, corridor infrastructure did not simply follow southward growth. It helped
make the southern direction more durable by strengthening connectivity,
clarifying corridor logic, and linking the southern platforms to wider metropolitan

and gateway structures
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5.4 Timeline Synthesis and Rival Explanations

The evidence suggests that Chengdu’s southward development unfolded through a
staged process shaped by structural pressure, platform formation, corridor

infrastructure, and later land-supply reinforcement.

The first stage was structural. From the late 1990s, planning documents already
showed that the old core was no longer treated as the only space for future growth.
The traditional center remained important, but it was increasingly governed as a
constrained space, making outward redirection more plausible without by itself

determining a southward turn.

The second stage was platform formation. Chengdu High-Tech Zone provided an
early southern institutional base, and Tianfu New Area later expanded this base
into a much larger strategic territory. By the mid-2010s, southward development
had moved beyond a general spatial tendency and become a clearer policy project

with stronger territorial scope and political support.

The third stage was corridor-making. Rail transit planning, Tianfu Avenue,
metropolitan corridor planning, and later gateway infrastructure helped connect
the southern platforms to the old core and the wider region. This means that
southward development was not only designated institutionally. It was also made

materially workable through infrastructure and accessibility.
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The fourth stage was later reinforcement through land allocation. As shown in
Appendix B, the Medium-term Residential Land Supply Plan of Chengdu (2017—
2021) and later annual land supply plans show continued support for Tianfu New
Area and, in many years, Chengdu High-Tech Zone as well. This evidence is
important, but its role should remain limited. It shows later reinforcement rather

than the original onset of the southward turn.

On balance, the evidence for RQ1 suggests that Chengdu’s southward turn started
as a spatial and institutional reorientation and then became a clearer governmental
project through staged institutionalization, with platform formation and corridor
commitment preceding later land-based reinforcement. At this stage, the sequence
points more strongly to an early state-structured process than to a purely market-
led one, although the fuller mechanism question is examined more directly in

Chapter 6.
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Chapter 6. Findings I1. RQ2

This chapter builds on the findings of Chapter 5 and shifts from chronological
reconstruction to mechanism assessment. Rather than repeating the sequence of
events, it evaluates which explanation best accounts for Chengdu’s southward
development by comparing three competing interpretations: policy/platform-led
center-making, market-led decentralization, and a phased hybrid process. The analysis
draws primarily on the evidence already organized in Appendix A and Appendix B,
while also incorporating supporting housing-market data from China Real Estate
Information Corporation (CRIC), selected platform indicators from official statistical
yearbooks, and the comparative mechanism synthesis presented in Appendix C.
Appendix C is a new summary table prepared for this chapter, which reorganizes the
main evidence clusters in relation to H1, H2, and H3. On this basis, the chapter
examines how timing, institutionalization, infrastructure commitment, land allocation,
platform consolidation, and later market response support different interpretations of
the southward turn.

6.1 Evidence for Policy/Platform-Led Center-Making

To assess the policy- and platform-led explanation, this section draws on the main
documents and process-tracing evidence discussed in Chapter 5. Appendix A
organizes this material as an evidence table, while Appendix C compares it more
directly across H1, H2, and H3. On this basis, the evidence gives strong support to
a policy- and platform-led explanation, especially in the early and middle stages
of Chengdu’s southward development. The key point is not only that the city
expanded outward, but that the southern direction was gradually turned into an
institutional project through planning, platform formation, and infrastructure
commitment. This matters for mechanism assessment because these policy and

platform signals appeared earlier than the clearer evidence of later land-supply
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reinforcement and housing-market deepening. In this sense, the early structure of
the southward turn is more consistent with H1 than with a purely market-led

account.

The first reason is the early formation of development platforms. Chengdu High-
Tech Zone was prepared in 1988, formally established in 1990, and approved by
the State Council in 1991 (State Council, 1991). This is important because it
shows that a major southern development platform was already linked to a
national policy framework at an early stage. As Chapter 5 argues, the zone should
not be treated only as a later summary of growth. It functioned as an early
institutional base for southward development. This supports H1 (Policy/Platform-
Led Center-Making) more strongly than H2 (Market-Led Decentralization)
because platform formation preceded the clearer evidence of later market
reinforcement, suggesting that the southern direction was opened through state-
backed institutional organization rather than emerging first through decentralized

market relocation.

The second reason is that the southern direction appeared early in formal planning
language. The Master Plan of Chengdu (1995-2020) identified the southern and
eastern areas as important development directions, while also calling for stricter
control over the center city (Chengdu Municipal People’s Government, 1999).

Later planning documents made this orientation more explicit. This matters
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because it suggests that southward development was framed in advance through
official planning, rather than recognized only after growth had already shifted. For
this reason, the planning evidence fits H1 better than H2: it points to an early
policy orientation toward the south, rather than a retrospective policy response to

an already completed market shift.

The third reason is the role of infrastructure commitment. The approved rail
transit construction plan in 2005 already linked the traditional core with southern
growth areas through a north-south metro structure, and later plans further
strengthened this corridor logic (Wuhou District People’s Government, 2005;
National Development and Reform Commission, 2009, 2013). This point is
important because infrastructure did not simply follow growth. It helped make the
southern corridor more connected, more accessible, and more investable. In
mechanism terms, this evidence supports H1 because corridor investment actively
lowered barriers to future development and helped organize the southward turn,

rather than merely responding to a market shift that had already taken place.

The further reason is the scaling-up effect of Tianfu New Area. As shown in
Appendix A, Tianfu New Area did not begin as a separate project from scratch. It
built on the earlier southern base of Chengdu High-Tech Zone and expanded it
into a larger strategic territory. The 2014 State Council approval further raised its

political status and strengthened the institutional basis of southward development
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(State Council, 2014). By this stage, southward development was no longer only
outward expansion from the old core. It had become a clearer territorial strategy
supported by administrative upgrading and rescaling. This again fits HI more
closely than H2, because it points to active state-led territorial reorganization

rather than to spontaneous market decentralization alone.

This interpretation is also supported by long-term statistical evidence. The
Chengdu High-Tech Zone was already listed as a separate statistical unit in the
Chengdu Statistical Yearbook 2006, with dedicated indicators for GDP, industry,
fiscal revenue, fixed-asset investment, population, and employment (Chengdu
Statistical Yearbook, 2006). By 2015 and again by 2024, these indicators had
increased greatly, showing that the platform was not temporary or symbolic, but a
continuously measured and expanding development unit (Chengdu Statistical
Yearbook, 2016, 2025). For example, the High-Tech Zone recorded GDP of 14.1
billion yuan in 2005, 127.76 billion yuan in 2015, and 349.03 billion yuan in 2024
(Chengdu Statistical Yearbook, 2006, 2016, 2025). This strengthens H1 indirectly
by showing that the southern platform was durable, institutionalized, and
continuously consolidated over time, rather than existing only as a short-lived

planning label.

Taken together, these findings support H1 more strongly than the other

explanations at this stage of the analysis. The available evidence suggests that
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Chengdu’s southward turn was not simply the spontaneous relocation of market
activity. Instead, it was opened, organized, and strengthened through policy
platforms, formal planning, and infrastructure decisions. This does not mean that
market forces were absent, but it does suggest that the early structure of southward
development is better explained by policy/platform-led center-making than by

market-led decentralization alone.

6.2 Evidence for Market-Led Decentralization

The market-led explanation is partly plausible, but the available evidence does not
support it as a complete explanation of Chengdu’s southward development. As
summarized in Appendix C (Mechanism Synthesis Table), market forces clearly
mattered, especially in the later stage. However, the evidence is stronger for
market reinforcement than for market initiation. In other words, the market seems
to have deepened the southward turn after it had already been opened through
policy platforms and infrastructure, rather than fully causing that turn from the

beginning.

One reason why the market-led account remains plausible is the growing
constraint of the old core. As Chapter 5 showed, planning documents increasingly
treated the traditional center as a space of control, adjustment, and limited growth.
The old city was no longer expected to absorb unlimited new development. This

created a more favorable context for outward relocation and made southern
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expansion more attractive in practical terms. In this sense, market decentralization
did not emerge without structural background. It developed within a city where

continued concentration in the old core had become more difficult.

A second reason is that the southern area offered more room for later development
and investment. Although spatial availability alone did not determine the
southward turn, the broader pattern is clear: once stronger constraints were placed
on the old core, southern areas became more suitable for new housing,
infrastructure, and large-scale development projects. This gave market actors

practical reasons to relocate, invest, and build there.

The strongest support for the market-led account comes from later housing-market
evidence. The CRIC data show that southern platforms such as Tianfu New Area
and High-Tech South zone became important sites of housing transactions,
residential supply, and price formation in the later period. This matters because it
shows that southward development was not sustained only by planning language
or administrative designation. It also entered real market circuits. In the later
stage, the south became a major space of housing demand and market activity,

which supports the argument that market forces helped reinforce the new urban

geography.

A similar point can be made from broader economic change. By the 2000s,

Chengdu was already experiencing strong growth in investment, private-sector
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activity, and real estate development, as reflected in the statistical yearbooks
(Chengdu Statistical Yearbook, 2006). This broader market environment made
decentralization more likely once institutional platforms and infrastructure had
lowered the barriers to southern expansion. Market activity therefore should not
be treated as marginal. It was part of the process that turned the south from a

planned direction into a lived and invested urban space.

At the same time, the limits of the market-led explanation are also clear. The
available evidence does not show that market relocation clearly came before
platform formation, planning commitment, or corridor infrastructure. In fact, the
sequence presented in Appendix A suggests the opposite. Important policy
platforms, planning directions, and transport commitments were already in place
before later land-supply reinforcement and housing-market deepening became
more visible. For this reason, H2 is not well supported as a standalone origin
explanation. It is more convincing as a later-stage force that strengthened an

already structured direction of development.

Overall, the evidence suggests that market-led decentralization was real, but
partial. It helps explain why the southern corridor later gained stronger housing
demand, investment activity, and functional weight. However, it does not explain

well why Chengdu’s development turned so clearly to the south in the first place.
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For this reason, H2 is better understood as a later reinforcement mechanism than

as the primary origin of Chengdu’s southward turn.

6.3 Assessing the Phased Hybrid Account

Among the three explanations, H3(Phased Hybrid Process) provides the best fit
with the full sequence of evidence. As summarized in Appendix C (Mechanism
Synthesis Table), this interpretation fits the full sequence better than either a
purely policy-led or a purely market-led explanation. The reason is simple: the
evidence does not point to only one force operating across the whole process.
Instead, it suggests that different forces mattered at different stages. Policy
platforms, planning, and corridor infrastructure were more important in opening
and structuring the southward turn, while land allocation, housing-market activity,
and later platform consolidation became more important in deepening and

stabilizing it.

The first part of this hybrid sequence is strongly state-led. As Chapter 5 showed,
early policy platforms, planning commitments, and corridor infrastructure all
helped open and structure the southern direction before later market reinforcement
became more visible. In this sense, the southward turn was not simply the result of
decentralized market movement, but of staged institutionalization and territorial

organization.
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The second part of the sequence involves later reinforcement. Appendix B shows
that land-supply plans after 2017 continued to support Tianfu New Area and, in
many years, Chengdu High-Tech Zone as well. This evidence is important, but its
meaning should be kept clear. It does not identify the original starting point of the
southward turn. Instead, it shows that once the southern corridor had already been
opened institutionally, it continued to receive formal resource support through
land allocation. In this sense, land-supply planning worked less as an origin

mechanism and more as a consolidation mechanism.

The same logic appears in the housing market. The CRIC data indicate that
southern areas, especially Tianfu New Area and High-tech South zone, became
major sites of housing transactions and price formation in the later period. This
matters because it shows that the southern turn was not sustained only by
administrative designation. It also became embedded in real market demand.
However, this market deepening appeared later than the early policy and platform
evidence. For that reason, the market is better understood as reinforcing and

normalizing the southward shift than as fully initiating it.

Later statistical evidence also supports this hybrid reading. The High-Tech Zone
was not only created early; it also remained a measurable and expanding platform

across time. This links early institutional formation to later functional
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consolidation, which is exactly the kind of sequence a phased hybrid explanation

would predict.

The 2024 special-bond adjustment table adds one more layer to this interpretation.
It shows that many Chengdu projects were still being reshaped through fiscal
reprioritization at a late stage. In several cases, unused or delayed funds were
redirected toward projects in Science City, Tianfu headquarters areas, Tianfu
cultural and creative zones, Future Medical City, and related housing and
infrastructure projects (Sichuan Provincial Department of Finance, 2024). The
table therefore suggests that southern and related development platforms were still
being actively managed through project substitution and fiscal adjustment, rather

than being left entirely to market dynamics.

For these reasons, the phased hybrid account offers the strongest overall
explanation. It does not reduce Chengdu’s southward development to a single
cause. Instead, it explains why the process changed over time. In the early and
middle stages, the southward turn was more clearly opened and structured through
policy platforms, planning, and infrastructure. In the later stage, land allocation,
housing-market activity, platform growth, and fiscal reprioritization helped

reinforce that direction and turn it into a more stable urban geography.
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6.4 Interim Conclusion on the Most Plausible Mechanism

This chapter has compared three possible explanations for Chengdu’s southward
development. The evidence does not support a purely market-led account. It also
does not fully support a simple one-direction policy story across the whole period.
Instead, the strongest overall explanation is a phased hybrid process. As Appendix
C ((Mechanism Synthesis Table) shows, this interpretation fits the widest range of
evidence and also fits the sequencing of that evidence more closely than the other

two explanations.

The main reason is that different mechanisms seem to have mattered at different
stages. In the early and middle stages, the evidence points more strongly to
policy/platform-led center-making. Chengdu High-Tech Zone, later master plans,
corridor infrastructure, and the upgrading of Tianfu New Area all suggest that the
southern direction was opened and organized through institutional decisions rather
than through spontaneous market movement alone. In the later stage, however, the
process became more complex. Land-supply plans, housing-market activity, long-
term platform growth, and fiscal reprioritization all show that the southward turn
was reinforced and stabilized through additional mechanisms beyond initial policy

design.

For this reason, the most careful conclusion is not that H1 is wrong, but that it is

incomplete on its own. H1 explains the opening and early structuring of the
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southern corridor very well. H2 also captures part of the story, especially the later
strengthening of housing demand and investment in southern areas. But neither
explanation alone can explain the full sequence. H3 is stronger because it explains
both the early state-led structuring of the southward turn and the later deepening

of that turn through land, market, and implementation processes.

At the same time, this conclusion should remain careful. The argument here is
about the most plausible mechanism, not about absolute causal exclusivity. The
available evidence is stronger for early policy platforms and corridor-making than
for early market relocation. For this reason, the chapter does not claim that every
part of southward development was controlled in a top-down way, nor that market
forces were secondary in all periods. Instead, it argues that the clearest overall
reading of the evidence is a phased hybrid one, with a stronger policy/platform
role in the earlier stage and a stronger reinforcement role for market and resource

allocation in the later stage.

Overall, the evidence supports a phased hybrid interpretation: policy platforms
and corridor-making played the leading role in opening and structuring the
southward turn, while later land allocation, market activity, and implementation

processes helped consolidate and normalize it.
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Chapter 7. Findings II1. RQ3

Chapter 7 examines how residents experience Chengdu’s southward development in
everyday life. It draws on six anonymized interviews with long-term Chengdu
residents, including people based mainly in the old core, people based mainly in the
southern corridor, and people whose daily lives connected both areas. This chapter
focuses on four themes: commuting and daily mobility, public space and service
convenience, housing decisions and trade-offs, and perceived beneficiaries and cost-
bearers. While the previous chapters reconstructed the institutional and spatial logic of
southward development, this chapter shows how that process is experienced unevenly

in everyday urban life. Appendix D summarizes the interviewees and their analytical
relevance, and Appendix E presents the thematic coding used to organize the analysis.

7.1 Commuting and Daily Mobility

Residents did not experience Chengdu’s southward development in the same way.
Its effects depended on where they lived, where they worked, and how they
traveled. Some interviewees felt that mobility had improved over time, while
others pointed to new congestion and longer travel distances in the southward

corridor.

Several interviewees described clear improvements in everyday mobility,
especially in relation to public transport access and connection to southern
destinations. Interviewee A said that metro and bus services had become much
more developed, and that many trips no longer required driving. The same
respondent also noted that access to Tianfu Airport had become easier after

transport links improved. Interviewee D described a similar change, comparing
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the earlier period of bus-dependent travel with the present metro network and

shared-bike system.

Several respondents also felt that the south had become a stronger destination for
work, leisure, and consumption. Interviewee E said that restaurants, entertainment,
and youth-oriented activities had gradually shifted toward the southern area,
especially the High-Tech Zone and nearby districts. In her view, “the whole center
of gravity” had moved southward in everyday life. This reflected a shift in

everyday activity space, not only a change in planning or infrastructure.

At the same time, the interviews suggest that these mobility gains were uneven
and sometimes produced new burdens. Interviewee C, who lives and works
mainly in the southern area, said that newer roads in the south made driving
easier, but he also noted that more jobs and activities had concentrated there,
increasing commuting density. Interviewee E similarly felt that the more obvious
congestion now appeared on routes toward Tianfu New Area and other southern
destinations. Interviewee B added a family perspective. She preferred the old core
because daily life, schooling, and medical access were more stable there, and she

felt that moving south would create more pressure in family routines.

In this sense, southward development expanded mobility opportunities for some
residents, but it also redistributed congestion and travel burdens rather than

eliminating them.
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7.2 Public Space and Service Convenience

Interview responses show a mixed picture of public space and daily service
convenience. Many respondents linked the south with newer parks, wider open
space, and a more modern physical environment. At the same time, several
interviewees stressed that the old core still had stronger advantages in mature

daily services, especially in education, healthcare, and everyday convenience.

Several respondents viewed public space in the south more positively. Interviewee
E said that parks in Tianfu New Area were easier to reach by car and often had
parking spaces directly connected to the park entrance. In her view, these parks
were wider, newer, and visually cleaner than many parks in the old city.
Interviewee D expressed a similar idea. Although she did not use parks very
frequently, she felt that parks in the south were often larger, with better road
access and more complete surrounding facilities. These responses linked the south

to a newer and more planned form of public space.

However, better public space did not always mean better everyday convenience.
Interviewee C emphasized that the old core still had a clear advantage in major
healthcare and education resources. In his view, many of Chengdu’s best-known
hospitals, schools, and long-established urban facilities were still concentrated in

the old core, while the south was still catching up. Interviewee B made a similar
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point. She said that the old core remained more complete in terms of schools,
hospitals, markets, and ordinary daily services, which was especially important for

families.

Another important pattern is that the south was not experienced as one uniform
space. Interviewee F said that in some newer residential zones, public service
facilities were still incomplete, including supermarkets and nearby medical
services. Interviewee D also pointed out that some farther southern neighborhoods
had newer housing but weaker supporting services, including hospitals, schools,
and community shops. Interviewee C similarly mentioned that some newer
residential areas in the south still depended on future improvement. These

responses show clear unevenness within the south itself.

The interviews therefore suggest a clear contrast between environmental
upgrading in the south and service maturity in the old core, with additional

unevenness within the south itself.

7.3 Housing Decisions and Perceived Trade-offs

The interviews suggest that housing decisions were not shaped by price alone.
Respondents described residential choice as a balance between housing quality,
commuting time, family needs, and daily convenience. In this sense, southward

development created new housing options, but also new trade-offs.
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Several interviewees associated southern housing with newer and more attractive
living conditions. Interviewee E felt that housing in the south was not necessarily
cheaper, but offered better value for money because of its newer environment and
residential products. She also noted that people around her who moved south often
did so because the housing was newer, larger, and located in areas with a better
environment. Interviewee D gave a similar explanation, arguing that the south
attracted younger residents and migrants because it offered a more modern

lifestyle.

At the same time, better housing conditions in the south did not remove other
costs. Interviewee E pointed out that the advantage of southern housing could be
offset by longer commuting time and said she would only consider housing in the
south if it remained closer to the old core. Interviewee B added that, for families
with children, housing choice was closely tied to schooling, medical access, and
stable daily routines. She preferred the old core because it reduced uncertainty in

everyday family life.

Housing preferences also differed across life stage and social group. Interviewee E
felt that southern housing was more suitable for younger people, while older
residents might prefer more familiar and established areas. Interviewee D
similarly argued that the south was especially attractive to younger workers and

new residents who wanted to settle in Chengdu, while lower-income groups faced
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greater pressure if they also wanted to live there. These responses suggest that
southward development expanded housing options, but not in the same way for all
residents. Housing choice was therefore shaped less by price alone than by a
bundled trade-off among housing quality, commuting, family routine, and service

acCcCcss.

7.4 Perceived Beneficiaries and Cost-Bearers

The interviews suggest that Chengdu’s southward development did not benefit all
groups equally. Most respondents believed that some groups gained more clearly,
especially younger professionals, new industries, and households able to move
into newer southern districts. At the same time, several interviewees pointed to

higher living pressure, unequal access to education, and other uneven burdens.

Several respondents identified young professionals, new industries, and better-
positioned families as major beneficiaries of southward development. Interviewee
D argued that the south was especially favorable for young people working in
Chengdu, migrants hoping to settle in the city, and sectors such as finance,
internet-related business, and biomedical industries. Interviewee F added that
stronger families could also benefit more, especially in places where better

education resources were concentrated. In her view, this pattern encouraged more
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advantaged households to cluster in selected areas and reinforced local

differences.

Interviewee C offered a more spatial view of advantage. He argued that people
already living in southern areas, or those able to align their lives with the city’s
southward direction, were more likely to receive the gains created by planning and
investment. In this sense, advantage was not only social or economic, but also

spatial.

At the same time, the interviews also identified groups that were more likely to
bear costs. Interviewee D most clearly pointed to lower-income residents who
wanted to live in the south but could not easily match its rising cost of living.
Interviewee F similarly suggested that outsiders and households without access to
strong education resources could find the south harder to enter on favorable terms.
Interviewee E offered a softer view. She did not feel that old-core residents were
directly deprived by the rise of the south, but instead described it as a shift in
urban lifestyle and activity patterns. Even so, her account still implied that access

to these new advantages remained uneven.

These accounts point to selective rather than universal benefit, with gains
concentrated among younger professionals, better-positioned households, and

groups better aligned with the city’s southward development trajectory.
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Chapter 8. Discussion & Conclusion

Chapter 8 brings together the main findings of the thesis and presents the final
conclusion. It revisits the main argument by connecting the findings from RQ1, RQ?2,
and RQ3. It also discusses the broader implications of the Chengdu case, reflects on

planning implications, and outlines the main limitations of the study.

8.1 Revisiting the Argument: What Explains Chengdu’s Southward
Development?
This thesis asked whether Chengdu’s southward development is better explained
by state-led center-making, market-led decentralization, or a phased interaction
between the two. Based on the findings of the previous chapters, the strongest
explanation is the phased hybrid account.
The findings suggest a clear sequence. First, the old core was increasingly treated
as a constrained urban space, which made outward redirection more plausible, but
this alone does not explain why development turned so clearly toward the south.
More importantly, the southern direction was gradually structured through
platform formation and corridor infrastructure, especially through the Chengdu
High-Tech Zone, the expansion of Tianfu New Area, and the strengthening of
south-oriented transport and development links. In the later stage, market activity,
land allocation, and implementation dynamics became more important in
deepening and stabilizing this direction. For this reason, Chengdu’s southward

development is best understood not as a purely market-led shift or a fully self-
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contained top-down project, but as a phased process in which policy and platform
governance opened the southern turn first and later market and implementation
dynamics helped consolidate it.

Resident perspectives add an important everyday-life dimension to this
conclusion. Southward development was not experienced as an evenly shared
urban improvement. The south was often associated with newer public space,
newer housing, and new activity centers, while the old core still kept important
advantages in mature services such as schools, hospitals, and daily convenience.
Interview responses also suggest that the benefits of southward development were
selective, with stronger gains for younger professionals, emerging industries, and
households better positioned to move into the southern corridor. It was a staged
and uneven process, shaped first by policy and platform governance and later

reinforced by market and implementation dynamics.

8.2 Implications for Interpreting Polycentric Urban Restructuring

One broader implication of this thesis is that polycentric urban restructuring
should not always be understood through a simple opposition between planning
and market forces. In the Chengdu case, the findings suggest that these two
dimensions were linked over time. Southward development was not only an
observed spatial shift that later received policy recognition. It was also not only a
planning idea imposed on urban space from above. Instead, policy platforms,
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territorial upgrading, and corridor infrastructure helped open and organize the
southern direction first, while later market activity and platform growth helped

make that direction more stable and more real in practice.

This point is important for how polycentricity is interpreted in this thesis. Chapter
3 distinguished between normative polycentricity as a planning goal and analytical
polycentricity as an observed spatial outcome. The Chengdu case suggests that
these two meanings should not always be treated as fully separate, because state
action helped shape the direction of development while later market responses and

everyday urban use helped consolidate it.

The case also suggests that polycentric restructuring can be highly directional.
Chengdu’s growth did not spread evenly across all edges of the city. Instead, it
became increasingly concentrated along a recognizable southern corridor shaped
by development platforms, transport links, and later metropolitan integration. The
Chengdu case suggests that polycentric restructuring can be directional, corridor-
based, and sequenced, rather than simply understood as the emergence of multiple
centers in abstract spatial terms. This means that polycentric change should be
understood not only in terms of multiple centers, but also in terms of the specific
corridors, infrastructures, and governance strategies through which those centers

are produced and strengthened. In this sense, the Chengdu case shows that
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polycentric urban restructuring is not only about urban form. It is also about

sequence, direction, and uneven spatial change.

8.3 Planning Implications for Transport, Land, and Platform Governance

The findings of this thesis also have several implications for planning practice. A
first implication concerns transport and accessibility. Chengdu’s southward
development was closely connected to corridor infrastructure, especially the
strengthening of north-south transport links and later metropolitan integration.
However, the interview findings show that improved mobility did not mean equal
benefit for all residents. While some respondents felt that travel and access had
improved, others described new congestion, longer travel distances, and added
pressure in daily routines. This suggests that transport planning should not focus
only on supporting growth corridors, but also on how accessibility gains and

mobility burdens are distributed across different areas and groups.

A second implication concerns land development and platform governance. The
findings show that platforms such as Chengdu High-Tech Zone and Tianfu New
Area played a major role in concentrating investment, strategic functions, and
infrastructure in the south. In this sense, platform governance was effective in
shaping a new growth direction. However, the resident interviews also suggest

that the production of new urban space does not automatically create equally
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mature everyday services. Several respondents still viewed the old core as
stronger in schools, hospitals, and daily convenience, while some southern areas
were seen as newer but less complete. This suggests that platform-led
development should be coordinated more carefully with service provision, not
only with investment attraction and spatial expansion. It also suggests that
planning should pay more attention to the gap between spatial expansion and the

slower formation of everyday service capacity.

A third implication concerns uneven development. The findings suggest that the
benefits of southward development were selective rather than equally shared.
Some groups gained more clearly from newer housing, better public space, and
stronger access to new activity centers, while other groups continued to depend
more on the old core or faced greater difficulty entering the southern corridor on
favorable terms. For this reason, planning should not treat southward expansion as
a complete substitute for the old core. A more balanced approach would pay
attention both to continued investment in new southern areas and to reinvestment
in the old core, especially in relation to service access, affordability, and everyday
urban needs. In this way, the Chengdu case suggests that successful urban
restructuring should be judged not only by growth and expansion, but also by how

evenly its benefits are shared.
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8.4 Limitations and Future Research

This thesis has several limitations. First, the availability of official documents is
uneven across time, especially for earlier periods, so some stages of Chengdu’s
southward development can be reconstructed more clearly than others. Second,
the interview sample is small and interpretive rather than representative, which
means the findings on lived experience should not be treated as population-level
conclusions. Third, the housing and commuting comparisons used in this study are
light contextual checks rather than full quantitative measurement. For this reason,
the thesis advances an argument about the most plausible mechanism based on

triangulated evidence, rather than a claim of complete causal proof.

These limitations also point to future research. A larger set of official documents,
especially from earlier planning and implementation periods, would help clarify
the timing and process of institutionalization in greater detail. More interviews
across different ages, income, and occupational groups would also improve
understanding of who benefits most and who bears the greatest costs. In addition,
comparative research with other Chinese cities could help show whether
Chengdu’s southward development is a special case or part of a broader pattern of
corridor-based and platform-led urban restructuring. In this sense, the Chengdu
case should be understood not as a closed conclusion, but as a starting point for

further research.

72



LI

Even so, the thesis shows that Chengdu’s southward development is best
understood as a staged and uneven process in which policy and platform
governance first structured a southern urban direction, and later market and

implementation dynamics helped consolidate it into a more durable urban

geography.
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APPENDIX

The Southward Turn in Chengdu 1

Appendix A. Evidence Table for Chapter 5

Year / Period

Event / Document / Project Category Why it matters Section Implication

What happened

The plan called for strict control of center-city scale, limited

Master Plan of Chengdu (1995-2020): strict control This shows that the old core was already being treated

1995-2020 . ld { mtensity i 1on of 1 v . 5.1 H2H3
5 ofthe center iy old core pressure development intensity in the core, and gradual relocation of industry out 25 & constraned and reqlted space, 5
of the center.
3 Master Plan of Chengdu (1995-2020): early The plan amam.mn_ w._w southers m?ﬁﬁé%moﬁmﬁ.ﬁz areags m. key This shows that southward development appeared in 3
1995-2020 ) - platform governance development direction and proposed a southward high-tech cortidor . . ) 52 HIH3
southward development direction . official planning language at an early stage
toward Shiyang and Huayang.
< The plan organized development through axis-based spatial structure, . . .
Master Plan of Chengdu (1995-2020): southern L M N This shows an early corridor logic for southern
1995-2020 N ( ) corridor nfrastructre including the Shivang-Huayang axis and People’s South Road South T 53 HIH3
corridor structure . expansion.
Extension.
Master Plan o Chengata(2011-2020) sronger The plan BH.:& for ng.ﬁ.?m ﬁ.:m muoﬁamng scale of &.m nmmE_ urban E.m &w,.(.m that old-core pressure was no longer 87 .
2011-2020 contal of the old core old core pressure area, lowering population denstty in the center, and redirecting people  an implicit concern. It had become a more formalized 51 H2H3
toward edge areas, new towns, and key towns. planning objective
Master Pl of Chengdy (2011-2020 suthers . H..:m @_m.h proposed a ae.n...nmawﬁ group-based %mﬁ.E strucure, This shows that .S&.E.ﬁm development had Emz.mm
20112020 development conidor and Tiani New Area ltform governance identified six development corridors, noted that production factors were  beyond early drectional language and was being 52 o
S . . : N concentrating in the eastern and southern corridors, and called for articulated as a more institutionalized southern -
integration . . P
= mtegrating the southern wrban system into Tianfu New Area. platform.
. . . This provides strong evidence that an institutional
. The State Council officially approved Chengdu High-Tech Industrial | provdes stong evidence fal an a.m o
1991 State Couned approval of Chengdh Fihe Tech latform governance ~ Development Zone as one of the first national high-tech development platfom forsnsbemn growth was etabished erly 32 HIH3
Industrial Development Zone P ¢ o 2ones, N o through national palicy rather than emerging only later -
’ as a retrospective planning label.
. . Local records show that Chengdu High-Tech Zone was preparedin ~ This shows that the platform was not abstract. It
Preparatory formation of Chengdu High-Tech Z . s . s L
1988-1991 eparetory fomiaton ot et c . ehToch Zone platform governance 1988, established in 1990, and nationally approved in 1991, withiits early  already had a concrete southern territorial foothold 52 HIH3
and early southern siting . . . .
: N territorial base located in the southern Shensianshu area. before later large-scale southward expansion.
Tersitoriel restructurine and second.ghase espansion The zone underwent later territorial adjustment, “one zone, two parks™  This shows that the southern platform did not remain
1996-2003 . ? ¥ platform governance  development, and second-phase entrepreneurial expansion i the late  static. It was gradually enlarged and strengthened 52 HIH3

of Chengdu High-Tech Zone

1990s and early 2000s before Tianfu New Area scaled it up further.

Source

Master Plan of Chengdu (1995~
2020)

Master Plan of Chengdu (1995-
2000)

Master Plan of Chengdu (1995~
2020)

Master Plan of Chengdu (2011~
2020)

Master Plan of Chengdu (2011~
2000)

State Council Gazette, 1991

Chengdu High-Tech Zone Gazetteer
(1990-2005)

Chengdu High-Tech Zone Gazetteer
(1990-2005)
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2010-2011
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o 2010-2030
=
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= 2005
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=¥
<
=
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S
S 2013-2020
D
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=
=
5]
(5]
=
%]
= 2001
>
=
<
e
©
=
=
) 2014
=9
>y
<

Event / Document / Project

Launch of Tianfu New Area planning

Spatial structure of Tianfu New Area

Approval of Chengdu urban rapid rail transit
construction plan

Recent construction plan for Chengdu urban rail
transit

Chengdu Urban Rail Transit Network Plan (2021):
metropolitan scaling of the radl logic

State Council approval of Sichuan Tianfu New Area

Category

platform governance

cortidor infrastructure

corridor infrastructure

corridor infrastructure

later reinforcement

later reinforcement

What happened Why it matters

This shows that the scaling-up of the southern
platform was already underway before formal national
approval in 2014,

The document states that Tianfu New Area was proposed in 2010 and
that overall planning formally started in 2011

The plan defined Tianfu New Area through a structured layout of “one  This shows that southward development was not just
belt, two wings, one city, six zones,” with the Tianfu central axis ~ general outward growth. It had become 2 territorially
extending southward and major transport-led functional organization. organized and corridor-based spatial strategy.

This shows that the southward shift was being
The approved plan included Line 1 2s 2 north-south route from the wban  translated into concrete infrastructure, especially
core to Huayang, forming one arm of the early metro “cross™  through a north-south transit corridor linking the center
city to southern growth areas.

The approved plan expanded the rail network through multiple lines and  This shows that southern and outward expansion was

explicitly aimed to strengthen links between the central urban area and  no longer only 2 planning concept. It was being

peripheral groups, while also studying a rapid rail fne toward the new  reinforced by a denser transit network and stronger
airport. metropolitan connectivity.

The 2021 netwaork plan proposed a much larger system of metro, This shows that by the early 20205, southward and
express, and suburban rail lines, explicitly linking rail planning to outward development had been folded info a wider
metropolitan transformation and Chengdu-Deyang-Meishan-Zivang  metropolitan rail logic rather than remaining 2 city-only

integration. expansion strategy.

This shows that earfier southern development was
The State Council approved Sichuan Tianfu New Area as a national-  formally upgraded and nationally consolidated making
level new area to the south-southeast of Chengdu’s main wban area. the southward turn more explicit and institutionally
reinforced.

Section

n
[

53

o
ey

Implication

Source

Overall Plan of Sichuan Chengdu
Tianfu New Area (2010-2030)

Overall Plan of Sichuan Chengdu
Tianfu New Area (2010-2030)

Approval of Chengdu Urban Rapid
Rail Transit Construction Plan 2003

Chengdu Urban Rail Transit Plan
2013-2020

Chengdu Urban Rail Transit
Network Plan (2021)

State Council Reply on Sichuan
Tianfu New Area 2014
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Appendix B. Land Supply Plan Schedule

$1. Medium-term land supply planning
Year / Period Document

Medium-term Residential Land Supply Plan

017-2
N1=001 of Chengdu (2017-2021)

$2. Annual land supply plans

Year Document
2018 2018 Commercial Construction Land
Supply Plan of Chengdu
2019 2019 Commercial Construction Land
Supply Plan of Chengdu
2020 2020 Commercial Construction Land
Supply Plan of Chengdu
2021 2021 Commercial Construction Land
- Supply Plan of Chengdu
2023 2023 Commercial Construction Land
Supply Plan of Chengdu
2024 2024 Commercial Construction Land
Supply Plan of Chengdu
2025 2025 Commercial Construction Land
Supply Plan of Chengdu

)ptional note for Chapter 5

Appendix B. Land Supply Planning and Allocation Table

Spatial focus Key figures

Planned residential land supply:

4,583 mu (2017-2021); annual
average: 916.6 mu.
Urban residential land: 3,916
mu.
Citywide residential land = Central urban area: 22% (about

supply, with specific 858 mu).
allocation to the central Near-suburban
urban area near- districts/counties: 27% (about
suburban 1,076mu).

districts/counties, outer Outer suburban counties: 35%
suburban counties, and (about 1,368mu).

Tianfu New Area. Tianfu New Area: 16% (about
614mu).
Tianfu New Area annual
average: 123 mu, 23% higher
than the average of the
previous three years.
Tianfu New Area High-tech Zone
2400 mu 600 mu
2450 mu 700 mu
2450 mu 700 mu
2200 mu 1500 mu
1450 mu 1450 mu
1280 mu 1400 mu
950 mu 950 mu

Why it matters

Shows that thward devel

Source
Chengdu Bureau of Land and
R Notice on ing the

was later reinforced through formal
land supply allocation.

Old core / central area

Five central districts: 2580 mu

Central urban area subtotal: 9900
mu

Jiniang 590; Qingyang 600; Jinnfu
610; Wuhou 590; Chenghua 610
mu
Jinjiang 880; Qingyang 850; Jinniu
900; Wuhou 850; Chenghua 900
mu
Jinjiang 750; Qingyang 750; Jinnfu
700; Wuhou 800; Chenghua 850
mu
Jinjiang 650; Qingyang 680; Jinniu
750; Wuhou 680; Chenghua 800
mu
Jinfiang 500; Qingyang 450; Jinniu
450; Wuhou 500; Chenghua 500
mu

1 this thesis, land supply is measured in mu (&). 1 mu = 666.7 m* = about 0.165 acre. For reference, about 6 mu equal 1 acre.

Mediwm-term Residential Land
Supply Plan of Chengdu (2017~
2021). June 20,2017,

Other relevant area(s)

Citywide reserved quota: 3000
mu

Eastern new town / Jianyang
singled-out quota: 3400 mu;
TOD quota: 2000 mu
Eastern New Area singled-out
quota: 3000 mu; TOD quota:
2000 mu

Eastern New Area: 2800 mu

Eastern New Area: 1400 mu

Eastern New Area: 950 mu

Eastern New Area: 900 mu

Brief note
Shows strong land allocation to
Tianfu New Area in the later
reinforcement stage.

Shows continued high land
allocation to Tianfu New Area.

Shows continued land support
for Tianfu New Area in the
reinforcement stage.
Shows strong land allocation to
both Tianfu New Area and
High-tech Zone.

Shows continued support for
southern development
platforms.

Shows continued land allocation
to southern platforms, though at
a lower level than earlier vears.
Shows continued but reduced
land allocation to southern
platforms.

Source

Chengdu Bureau of Land and
Resources, 2018.

Chengdu Planning and Natural
Resources Bureau, 2019.

Chengdu Planning and Natural
Resources Bureau, 2020.

Chengdu Planning and Natural
Resources Bureau, 2021.

Chengdu Planning and Natural
Resources Bureau, 2023.

Chengdu Planning and Natural
Resources Bureau, 2024.

Chengdu Planning and Natural
Resources Bureau, 2025.
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Appendix C. Mechanism Synthesis Table

Derived mainly from
(A/B/CRIC/Yearbook)

A + High-Tech Zone indicator
tables (200612016/2025)

CRIC

High-Tech Zone indicator tables
(2016/2025)

2024 special-bond adjustment
table

Time-stage

Earlv-Mid

Mid

Mid

Late

Late

Late

Late

Supports H1 (Policy/platform-

led)

Strong

Strong

Strong

Strong

Medum

Weak-Medium

Medium

Medium-Strong

Supports H2

Weak

Weak

Medium

Weak-Medium

Medium

Medum-Strong

Medium

Weak

Supports H3 (Phased

hybrid)

Strong

Strong

Strong

Strong

Strong

Strong

Strong

Strong

Where to cite it in Ché

Brief interpretation .. .
(section/paragraph)

Suggests early state-backed platform formation preceding later
market deepening; the High-Tech Zone was already treated as a
separately measured development platform in official statistics by the
mid-2000s, providing an instiutional anchor for southern growth.

6.1 (platform evidence)

Shows southward development appeared in binding planning language

. 6.1 (planning 1
eatly, not merely as a refrospective label. (plaing langage)

Indicates corridor strategy moved from plans to material investment,

. . . 6.1-6.3 (infrastructur
helping structure accessibility and subsequent development locations. (imfrastructure)

Marks administrative rescaling and instirutional consolidation of the
southern platform, making the southward turn more explicit and 6.1 (instirtionalization)
governable.

Best read as later-stage reinforcement: resource allocation deepens
and stabilizes the earlier platform/corridor trajectory rather than dating 6.3 (later reinforcement)
the onset.

Shows real market demand and price formation in southern areas;
supports the claim that market forces amplified the earbier policy- 6.2-6.3 (market response)
platform trajectory.

Confirms that southern platforms became measurable, consolidated
growth units. Across the 20112015 and 20202024 ndicator tables,
the High-Tech Zone shows sustained growth in GDP, population, 6.3-6.4 (consolidation)
emplovment, and fiscal capacity, consistent with phased hybrid
stabilization and fimctional conceniration.

Shows that late-stage southern and related platform development
contimied to be shaped through state-led fiscal reprioritization and
project substitution, rather than being left solely to market dynamics.
Best treated as implementation reinforcement rather than evidence of
initial onset.

6.3-6.4 (implementation
reinforcement)
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Appendix D. Summary of Interviewees and Analytical Relevance

Appendix D. Summary of Interviewees and Analvtical Relevance

Broad work / daily activity Most useful Chapter 7
Code Broad residential area | A Broad status ~ Main travel mode Key themes (RQ3) ORI =. AP
area sections
A Old core (Jinjiang) ~ Mostly old core; occasional =~ Martied; with child; Metro + car Public transport improved; old-core public 71,71
trips south long-term Chengdu space improved; south = faster/modemn
resident leisure & jobs
B Old core (Jinjiang)  Old core residence; work trips Married; with child; Car for worlc; Old core convenience; education'medical 71,73,72
to Longquanyi long-term Chengdu ~ metro for leisure access; south housing attractive but
resident schooling/commute trade-offs
C South corridor (High- ~ Mainly south corridor; some ~ Married; no child, = Car + ride-hailing  South roads/commute benefits for drivers; but 71,7274
Tech Zone) old-core experience long-term Chengdu education/'medical ‘accumulation” still in old
resident core; service gaps in newer areas
D South corridor (High- ~ Mainly south corridor; work ~ Married; no child,  Metro + bike (last-  Transit network expansion; south modern 71,7274
Tech Zone) shift created cross-city long-term Chengdu mile) lifestyle; uneven convenience in farther south;
commute resident beneficiaries vs cost-bearers (income
pressure)
E Old core (Jinjiang) Works in city center; Single working adult Car Leisure gravity shifts south; south parks car- 71,7273
leisure/dining often in south accessible & ‘new style’; housing “value-for-

money” but implicit commute costs

F South corridor (High- ~ Mainly south corridor; long- ~ Working adult; with = Car + ride-haiing; ~ South not uniform: service gaps beyond 72,7471
Tech and Tianfu New term south resident child; long-term  rarely public transit mature zones; education concentration drives
area) Chengdu resident unevenness; mixed views on southward
development
Note: Locations and statuses are intentionally broad fo protect anonymity.
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Appendix E. Thematic Coding Table

A

7.1 Commuting & daily mobility

Perceives citywide mobility improvements; can often
rely on public transport; airport access improved. Sees
the south as faster/modern, but not necessarily
preferred for daily life.

Car commute manageable; would consider south-side
living onlv with caution due to school comnmite burden.
Prefers old core for everyday routine stability.

Describes commuting as increasingly congested
overall; south-side road network newer/wider and can
improve driving efficiency, but south-bound commuting
density is high. Public transit/last-mile connections can

be imperfect depending on residence.

Highlights major improvement in metro network and
last-mile options; commuting can still be long when job
relocates back to the core while living in the south.
Southward development seen as generally positive for
mobility and vounger lifestvles.

Old-core resident commuting mainly within the core;
believes congestion is heavier toward Tianfu/south
corridors. Sees city activity range expanding;
leisure/dining trips increasingly south-oriented.

Mostly car/ride-hailing: avoids public transit due to
crowding and uncertainty. Views southward
development as broadly positive for mobility options,
but experiences vary by where within the south one
lives.

Appendix E. Thematic Coding Summary (Interview Data for Chapter 7)

7.2 Public space & service convenience

Notes old-core public space has also improved.
Recognizes south-side facilities feel newer, but does not
frame this as a simple “better/worse™.

Old core described as “more complete’ in facilities, with

strong “evervday life” feel; highlights easy medical access

and dense culturalpublic resources; acknowledges south
has newer children-oriented facilities.

Strong contrast- medical and education resources stil
concentrated in old core; new districts rely on branch
campuses and gradual accumulation. Notes some newer
south areas lack ground-floor retail and feel less
convenient.

Sees south as more modern, with parks and community
environments affractive to younger people; but farther-
south areas may have housing built before
hospitals/schools/shops, reducing convenience.

Personally favors commercial districts over parks; still
views Tianfu/south parks as “better” for car access and
parking; interprets differences as lifestyle/age/vehicle-
ownership patterns (car-oriented vs walkable).

Emphasizes internal unevenness: service points exist but
south s vast; m newer residential areas, lacks mature
supermarkets/markets; hospitals can be 20+ minutes

away (or require traveling farther south).

> Code A—F consiste

7.3 Housing decisions & trade-offs 7.4 Beneficiaries & cost-bearers

No major housing adjustment cue to costs | Limited explicit discussion of beneficiaries/cost-bearers;

reported; general awareness that south-side  suggests benefits are uneven by household needs (e.g.,
housing can be pricier and tied to perceived schooling, routines).

qualitv/modernity.

Frames south-side housing as shaped by higher- Does not strongly emphasize inequality; implies

end resident profile, better design, planned households with flexible schooling/work patterns can
amenities, and future development expectations; benefit more from south-side options.

schooling location creates imyplicit costs.

Housing decision-making discussed via location Identifies beneficiaries as residents already in south areas
vs convenience logic; recognizes trade-offs  (incl some redevelopment gains) and those whose careers
between newer environments and mature service align with the south-oriented development path; sees costs
access. distributed unevenly across industries and displaced work

locations.

Notes affordability pressure is not only price bt Names beneficiaries: voung professionals, newcomers

overall cost of living; housing choices reflect seeking to settle, and new-economy sectors (finance,
proximity to work and evolving south-side internet, biotech'health). Names cost-bearers: lower-
amenities. income groups facing high consumption costs and intense

work pressures; suggests stronger labor protections.

Frames south housing as ‘better value-for-  Sees benefits differently by group: younger people may

money’ rather than strictly cheaper; implicit costs  find south options attractive; older residents prefer
are paid in commuting time. Would only established core. Does not perceive south growth as ©
consider south housing closer to the core; rejects

far-south locations due to long trips.

taking away” old-core resources.

Housing choices intertwined with family needs; Discusses unevenness drivers: education resource

notes ongoing southward relocation tendencies
within family networks.

concentration creates crowding and price pressures in
specific south sub-areas; suggests education equalization
and eldercare improvements as policy priorities; also notes
‘outsider” status can face added burdens.

Vv across (
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Appendix F. Interview Question in English
Interview Objectives

The purpose of this interview is to provide primary data for RQ3: Who benefits, and

who bears the costs?
Interviewees
Sample type: Adults (18 years old and above)

Locations: Chengdu’s “five central districts” (Jinjiang, Qingyang, Wuhou, Chenghua,

and Jinniu) and the southern growth areas (High-Tech Zone and Tianfu New Area)
Number of participants: 610

Background requirements: Participants should have lived or worked in Chengdu for
more than one year. The sample should, as much as possible, include people with

different occupations and commuting modes.

Suggested distribution: Ideally, 3—4 participants from the old core (the five central
districts), 3—4 from the southern new areas (High-Tech Zone / Tianfu New Area), and

the rest from transitional areas or people who commute between the two.
Recruitment Methods

Participants will be recruited through alumni groups, friend referrals, or personal
connections. There will be no survey distribution and no public recruitment.

Participants will only be invited through direct private contact.

No personally identifiable information will be collected, and all interview materials

will be anonymized before analysis.
Interview Method

Format: Remote interviews, mainly through Zoom or Teams (avoiding the use of

Chinese social media platforms)

Structure: Semi-structured interviews, including fixed questions while allowing

follow-up questions
Duration: Approximately 30-50 minutes
Language: Chinese or English

Recording method: Interview notes plus optional audio recording with prior verbal
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consent; only textual content will be retained, and names and contact information will

be removed
Interview Guide
Opening and Consent Statement

Thank you for agreeing to speak with me. Before we begin, I want to explain the

study and confirm your consent.

This study explores how people who live or work in Chengdu experience recent
changes in the city’s development. The interview will take about 20-30 minutes.
Participation is completely voluntary. You may skip any question or stop the interview

at any time.

I will not ask for your name or any identifying information. Your responses will be

kept confidential.

I would like to audio-record this interview so that I can accurately capture what you
say. The recording will be stored on a secure, password-protected Columbia
University system. Only the research team will have access to it. The audio file will
be deleted after it has been transcribed and checked. If you prefer not to be recorded, I

will take notes instead.

Do you agree to participate in this interview?

(Wait for response: Yes / No)

Do you agree to audio recording?

(Wait for response: Yes / No)

1. Stratification Variables (Identity / Migration / Spatial Position)
[Required | 2—3 minutes]

S1. Identity and migration trajectory

1. Did you grow up in Chengdu, or did you move here from another place?

Around what year did you come to Chengdu or begin living here long-term?

2. Do you currently have a Chengdu hukou, or how do you understand the
difference between being local and non-local? Do you think this difference
affects your access to resources such as education, healthcare, housing

purchase, household registration, or social insurance?
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S2. Spatial position: home—work—activity locations

3. Which district or area do you currently live in? Where do you work or study?

What are the two places you go to most often in daily life?

4. Have these three locations changed over the past 5—10 years? When did they
change, and why?

S3. Life stage and resources

5. What is your current life stage: student, single working adult, married, with

children, or living with parents?
6. Do you have a car? (Yes / No)
2. Dimension One: Commuting and Accessibility
[Required | 5—7 minutes]
Main question

1. What does your most typical daily commute look like? For example, what
time do you leave, what time do you arrive, what modes do you use, and how

many transfers do you make?
Follow-up questions

2. Compared with 2015, 2020, and now, have your commuting time, cost, or

comfort changed noticeably?

3. What do you think mainly caused these changes: metro or road improvements,
changes in where you live and work, housing price pressure, or shifts in job

opportunities?
Matrix closing question

4. If we only talk about commuting and accessibility, would you say southward

development has been overall positive (+), negative (—), or mixed for you?

5. Please give one very specific example, such as a metro line, a road segment, or

a move that changed your experience.
6. Did this example happen around 2015, 2020, or more recently?

Additional questions by group
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For migrants:
When you first came to Chengdu, where did you live? Were you ever forced to move

or adjust your daily activity radius because of commuting or living costs?

For local residents:
Did you or your family ever move from the old city toward the south? If so, why:

education, environment, housing, or work?

3. Dimension Two: Public Space and Environmental Quality
[Required | 5—7 minutes]

Main question

1. Do you use parks, greenways, or waterfront spaces? How often, and what do

you usually do there?
Follow-up questions

2. Comparing the old city and the southern areas, where do you think public
spaces are more accessible (easy to walk to or connect to by transport), and
where are they more usable (shade, seating, toilets, continuity, safety,

maintenance)?

3. Have you experienced any public spaces that look attractive but are not

actually practical? What exactly made them difficult to use?

4. Do you think these spaces mainly serve everyday life, or do they feel more

like image projects or showcases? Why?
Matrix closing question

5. If we only talk about public space and environmental quality, would you say
southward development has been overall positive (+), negative (—), or mixed

for you?

6. Please use one specific example to explain, including the location and your

experience.
Additional questions by group

For migrants:
Did public space or environmental quality affect your impression of Chengdu or your

decision to stay?
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For local residents:
Do you feel that public space in the old city has been improved, or that resources and

attention have been pulled toward the south? Why?

4. Dimension Three: Housing Affordability and Residential Choice
[Required | 5—7 minutes]

Main question

1. What is your current housing situation: renting, owning, or shared housing?

Since when?

2. Inrecent years, have you adjusted your housing choice because of rent or
housing price changes, such as moving to another district, moving to a smaller

place, sharing housing, or living farther from the metro?
Follow-up questions

3. Do you think housing in the south is “more expensive but more worth it,”
“expensive and homogeneous,” or “cheaper but with costs shifted to

commuting or service access”?

4. For you, what are the hidden costs of living in the south, such as commuting,

social disconnection, education barriers, or healthcare accessibility?
Matrix closing question

5. If housing is understood as price plus hidden costs, would you say southward
development has made it overall easier to settle down (+), harder to settle

down (-), or mixed for you or people around you?

6. Please give one specific example from your own experience or from someone

close to you, and indicate when it happened.
Additional questions by group

For migrants:
Do barriers such as hukou, home-purchase eligibility, or years of social insurance

affect whether you can buy or rent, where you can do so, and when?

For local residents:
Does your family already have housing resources, such as property in the old city,

relocation compensation, or exchanged housing? Do these starting-point differences
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affect how you feel about southward development?

5. Dimension Four: Everyday Services and Convenience
[Required | 5—7 minutes]

Main question

1. What are the three categories of everyday services you rely on most, such as
healthcare, education, grocery shopping, government services, cultural

facilities, childcare, or transport? Please rank them in order of importance.

2. Are these services close to where you live? What is your experience with them

in terms of waiting time, options, reliability, or efficiency?
Follow-up questions

3. Comparing the old city and the southern areas, where do services feel denser,

more reliable, and less troublesome? Why?

4. Have you ever lived in an area with clear service gaps, such as new housing
developments without nearby schools, hospitals, markets, or community

facilities?
5. 'Who do you think benefits most from the new services added in the south?
Matrix closing question

6. If we only talk about everyday services, would you say southward

development has been overall positive (+), negative (—), or mixed for you?

7. Please give one specific situation, such as going to the doctor, dealing with

administrative issues, school access, or grocery shopping.
Additional questions by group

For migrants:
What channels do you mainly rely on to get information about services? Have you

faced any institutional or information barriers?

For local residents:
Do you rely more on old-city networks or long-established resources, such as
hospitals, schools, or personal contacts for administrative matters? Does this affect

how you evaluate convenience in the south?
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6. Core Closing Questions for RQ3: Who Benefits and Who Bears the Costs?

[Required | 3—5 minutes]

1.

If you had to identify the biggest beneficiaries of southward development, who
would they be: which groups, industries, or areas? Why? In what ways have
they benefited?

Who do you think bears the greatest costs? What kinds of costs do they face?

Do they have much room to choose differently?

If you could give the government or planners only one priority
recommendation for improvement, what would it be? Why do you think it

would reduce inequality or reduce costs?

7. Counterfactual and Mechanism Questions

[Optional | 2—3 minutes]

1.

If there had been no southward development, or no metro expansion and
platform-based development, do you think your housing and job choices

would have been different? In what way?

Do you think the changes you described were driven more by market forces
(opportunities, housing prices, firm location choices) or by policy guidance

(new areas, development platforms, investment, planning)? Why?

8. Ending

[30 seconds]

Is there anything else you think is important that I did not ask about?

If necessary, I may contact you for a brief follow-up interview later. That would be

optional.
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Appendix G. Interview Question in Chinese
R B AR

ARIFKEEATRBB RQ3 ’ME—F (primary) #iE: HFKEBURES, BRIER
w?

Zi5E (Interviewees)

o BAKB: PMEA (18FKME)

o Mh: MECAHKX ($8I. FE. REFE. Rt £4) SEHRA (5FX.
RIFHX)

o A#: 6-10 A

o BEREXR: AYNMEERIERY 1 £ REEEAFFERIVSEH AR

o AWEI: EEBAT, ZH (AHKX) 34 A; EHHWM (BHX/ KFFX)
34 N, EfkEEXEHAERSE ZEEEHHARE

BEAX (Recruitment Methods)

SE5EBBEREAE. BAENBINAXRZBTEE. F2ExHiEE, BASHET
AFBE— GRS A EHTERRIE.

AREEATIRFINASRHELR, FFEHRMRIESTRIESHITE R LALIE,
WigA X (Interview Method)

o FEX: ZEEIHK FTE®IT Zoom =H Teams (WHREATEMTEAELS)
o HEM: FEMRIFIK (Semi-structured): BREEDE, FENAIEIER
o BHK: 29 30-50 4
e BE: HNEEX
o EERAN: HREIL + TREFEE (FELAOLER), MERBXFAZR, Bk
UEZEBRRAREFER
WRIRH (Interview Guide)

Fiz5EE#H A (Opening and Consent Statement)
RSB ERESIAKAR. EFIEZR, BRLERPMRERNE, HWIAGNEER.

RIARFEA AL AR TERAEF, AR X ERN T ERNZREN. IR
42 20-30 2. ZE5EEBR, BUMBRIEEEZA, SEEFN&EELER

Ko

BAR WA ENERREFTTIRASNNES . BRNEEBRIRRE.
ATEARBCRENRE, REBENHKETRE. REEEREIRLETIARERS

BREBRRIPNRESR, XPAREATTARE. SRS 20 5 U5 M
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Bro MREAFERE, BRHRANMELILE.

BREARSS5KRIHK?
(FEXTEE: 2/ &)
LBREARH#ITRE?

(FEXTEE: 2/ B&)

S1 B4 5Bk

1. REMEAMAICESR, BEIMNDKAE? KM —ER A E/ iR KEIEE?
2. MUERBEREAO (SRMEEBRAM/IMEEHER]) 7 XFhEFIFTIRIK
BABRESEEN (BB/Eff/LEEP/MRE) ?
S2 HE%ER: E-LT-JE3I==
3) MIEFEAEMNX/FX? THR/ZIEM? HEREEHNE N ZEWR?
4) FE 5-10 EX=AREBEERNL? SR AETH, AHHA7

S3 HIEMBRERIR
5) IREFIAETEM R FE/B5 PR/ B/ E/MXEEE?
6) REELE’ (B/E%E)
2. fE—: EEHS5TAY (Commuting / Accessibility) [24fa | 5-7 4341]
el
1 REARN—XBHRIERN? (LBN—/LRE) 771 #RRE)

2) XfEb 2015/2020/30 7 {REVEBERSE. A, FEEBXEHETL?

3) MEB/ELMETEXREMHA: HEk/EENE. RET(MK. BNFE. EETENESTE
%7

$EFER A (%ZmE)

4) RIRB@EHETAMN: BRARTRAGERE +/-/ mixed?

o B4 1 MRAGKHTF (REL/REEBBE/EAMRSBHXNE)
o XMEIFARMEA LT 2015/2020/FR 78 BRI ER ?
2B hn|g]

o SRBRE: RIREEBRHER? SERBE/ MATERRSFBLEEFZ?
o AHA H/RAZEHI MNEHEER BEE? REEHA (BE/HE/ET
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/THE) ?
3. @E—: AHZESIFERE (Public Space / Environmental Quality) [2[d] | 5-
7 5441

F a1

1 REERARE/SE FKSEL? MRNE? BEM AR
Eja (RE)
2) ZH vs BEd: MEETIX (ERI/EFSLRE), MEETH (ER. B,
RPr. EEM. T2 4EP) 7
3) MRERFBENL HEERNFH N AHEE? REMERTFH?
4) RREBGXESEERRFSBELERE EREHRERIE/RT? AHA7

sEREK O (50 )
5) RIRAHTEEMBERE: BOLXEMRAEE +/ -/ mixed?

o EA 1 MREHITFEE (bR ER)
2 Ehnie]

o INRFBR: AHTE/IMEEEE MR ENEIRIRERE T

o AN REGEEMAHZTEZWINT, B2 BB/ RFHEHWE" ALY
4. HE=: xETHIES5EEERFE (Housing Affordability) [24f8] | 5-7 4]
Fia A

1. REBRIBERS: HE/BF/EH? KM TAREFIE?

2. TENERECEER/ENTMTIAE BX. B/, 5. BHhE%ER) ?
Bim GRE)
3) MBI ERES EREER", T2 RMERKR, T2 EEEMAREZEBE/ R
&k
4) RFKE, “EEERABRM AT WY (BE. MW, HEIIM. EroiL

¥F)

Ny

RO (5ue)
5 BERFEM NMME+RMEAANNEE BERKRILI/MRGOASSE EEHREH)/
B RE(-) / mixed?

o BHR 1 MEPIRFBANREET (RENER)
2 EhniE]

o MRBR: AO/EBEFER/AREREFIHRESEMIR E/FH . MR ATRE"?
o AMA REEAEEREAEFRE (BHFE. Fil/EHRT) ? XMHESERE
BN ERERORZ?
5. EMN: AERSSEFM (Everyday Services / Convenience) [@4d] | 5-7 %
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)|
e}
1. MREFHN=ZRKBERSEHTA? (EB/HE/LFE/BE/ XA G/ATE /@
%) BEREEMHF.
2. XEECRRSBEIRIED? (KRS (HEBA. @, TTEM. HERK) 7
Bim (RE)
3) Y vs BEh: WHARSE'H. B g . BB AT
4) REGLDTFEERSHOE MNME? (FERBHFER/ER/3EH/ X EHE
%)
5) RS ERITIERS EIREWLEARE? EEXR

sERER A (5Zm[a)
6) RIKEERS: BMREZBNIRZMEE +/ -/ mixed?

o 8% 1 NRKBER (BR/NDE/ LF/IXKTF)
=]

o HRBR: REBBRSEEIEEMNARE AEXEHE/fERESR?
o AMA: REBEMBEHIAANE/ZHRE (E/FR/HERE) ?
SN R3S B FE R M BT
6. RQ3 &0 : #3228, &AM A (Beneficiaries / Cost Bearers) [@4fa] | 3-5

pig:)

1L MRILGAE BARRRANSAERE (B/OWEE) B Fi
L T
2 BAMBAKBERE? HARMTA? NEEHLRSE?
3 MRREABR/MYE—MEEBER, RRBHA? HHATHAD
FIRDHAT
7. RERSNH (ATRARENTREL) (T | 2-3 54

1. MREFEEAR/ ZAEXEMRKEFERER, REBRNEESILEEFESA
BiE? =& /AT Gk
2. RRBREINZAER THHES Ws/BEN/elhE) B2 BEKs S (#
X/EE /& RAAAKD) 7 AtA?
8. &R (30 %)

o BHEMHARKBER. EIREZIM?
o WEBBRUTRIM—REEHTIFR (k).

/

2
>
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