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Typologies

Implementation Context (I1C)

m Proxies & Indicators used Synthesis

Macro- Real GDP per capita % change is used for e
economic this dimension (RGDPC- EUROSTA N
RGDPC € [1, 1] Drcppe = O O [2*Dreppc +
RGDPC € (1, 2] Dpcppe = T e PPP-GSI]/3
RGDPC € (2, 3] De \
RGDPC > 3% Dg| >
Respedativesegdunt values are set for
negﬂe s of RGDPC
Supportin &G vernment Support Index (PPP-
Insti¥l§o GSI)
Policy S;p rt  Verhoest et al (2015)
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Typologies

Transport Mode Context (TMC)

M Proxies & Indicators used Synthesis

Level of Dey=1,20r3 .
Exclusivity Depending on Low, Medium or High\'

level of exclusivity [Dgy+Dg+
Comment: Exclusivity may also be.‘co@
imposed. o
2
Level of Do=1,20r3 \ DeJ/4

Operational Depending on Lo dium or High
Integration  level of o eﬁnal integration with a
iti eC?®0n the project.

integration creates greater

oS
éﬁo than Dy,=1.
Fun@ﬁ@ ansport infrastructure within the
network may function as a link (D=1) or
a node (Dg=2).
In some cases, the infrastructure may have a dual
/Q . functionality (D=1.5).



Typologies

Business Model (BM)

M Proxies & Indicators used Synthesis
Robustness  Dgc=1,20r3 -~ Q
of revenue Depending on Low, Medium or High\'\\iRs s<+Dgel/3

stream robustness of revenue stream.

Comment: This dimension also consid@red i non  comment:

transport related) revenues. In the present analysis
Stakeholder  Dg¢=1,20r3 Q information for Dy
stance Depending on Lo lum Or High was not available in all

stakeholder@upport. cases.

| of accuracy.

Commegt: ¥ negaiive D =1. Henlce3 in the present
Robustness RlE 3 analysis
. . . . BM=[2*Dgs+Dg]/3
of feasihilit ifg on Low, Medium or High s arealia.
( ) e
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Typologies
Funding Scheme (FuS)

m Proxies & Indicators used

Revenue Risk Dimension Dpgp = 1, 2, or 3 %
Allocation Depending on the risk allocat ate party,

shared or allocated to the ﬂ y.
The assessment is s@ e remuneration
model. 00

8

Dimensions Proxies & Indicators used
Rating ) /DimEnsion Dy = 1, 2, or 3
O The value D=3 is assigned when the financing
,‘ scheme has multiple guarantees and a small
number of funders are involved.
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. *Based on 2014 Eurostat values.
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Year of 2007 2005 2006 1996 2006 2013 2008 2002 2007 1994 1996 1992
Award
Dyaoec
(year of 21 24 18 16 52 21 14 0 57 33 32 1
AW e e e e e e — —— e ————_———— =
Dpgoec (2013) 03 ~ 58~ 03 ~ 3%~ "3 "IATTTI0 C05 T TIFT 708 T 11T I
Dy, 28 18 31 23 23 23 33 28 2 12 36 36
Dy 3 17 13 23 23 2 3.7 2 13 1 37 37
Dysc 28 23 28 28 28 23 18 28 25 18 18 18
PPP-GSI 29 19 24 25 25 22 29 25 19 13 3 3
IC
(year of 245 195 17 175 275 06 195 125 245 165 25 15
award)
IC (2013) 145 055 1.2 025 025 0.6 145 125 095 0.65 15 15
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Ds 1 2 15 15 1 1 1.5 1 1 1 1 1
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BM 1.3 27 23 23 13 17 23 2 1 23 2 1.7
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£N _FiS Dg) 3 T 25 2 2 2 3 P 15 3 3 3
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* Conceptual \

* Dimensions/ Indicators / Synthesis: Arbitrary
* No two cases alike
* Non — importance of an overall assessment

However:

* Importance of the business model

* Diversification through the funding scheme.

* Ability (and interest) of mapping cases over time.
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* Transferability

* Selecting or adjusting “indicators” to achieve
anticipated outcomes

* Assessment of innovative financing schemes
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Scope of Case Studies
"
* Exploration

* Theory building

* Theory Testing

* Theory Extension/ refinement
(Voss et al, 2002)

* Transferability
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Methodology
——

* Leans on Fuzzy Logic
* Proposes “Granules” and “Attributes”

* Stems from a Ws Framework proposed to
described the potential of knowledge transfer
from road to port PPPs (Roumboutsos, 2010)
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* Story Telling
* Story Testing
* Rationality of setting

*Time —
* Genera
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* Describe the granules in transport terms trying to
reflect the service and NOT the mode

* Introducing scales for comparisons

* Allowing to address the granules in a standard
approach

* BUT the granule narrative remains to tell the story
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Granule: What — The project

Node — e : e

_ Within a Like a : : : Within a
Link Node Pure Node Node Like a link  Pure Link Link
Level of Competitive Not Quite not Somewhat Rather Exclusive

exclusivity environment exclusive exclusive exclusive  Exclusive

Level of No Physical  Operation Information Authority/ Other
integration integration  Integration al Integration Regulatory
Integratio Integration
n
Level of bundling (horizontal) Description coded in the process
Level of bundling (vertical) Description coded in the process

“What” describes the transport project.
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