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Education, Tongji University, Shanghai 201804, China)

Abstract: The impacts of urban rail transit on residential
property values were classified into traffic effects and
agglomeration effects, both of which could be measured by the
accessibility improvement model. A case on 16 stations of
Shanghai Metro Line 11 was studied to verify the model by

analyzing the relationships between the accessibility
improvement values and the residential property
appreciations. The results indicate that the residential

property appreciation is about 5 times the accessibility
improvement value per year and this has occurred as soon as
the stations open due to the expectation effect. Furthermore,
because of the different locations of the stations, the impacts
are markedly different, ranging from about 2 percent in the
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city center to about 18 percent in suburban areas. This
method can provide suggestions for urban rail transit value
capture and land-use planning of areas surrounding the
stations.

Key words: urban rail transit; residential property value;
accessibility improvement; traffic effect; agglomeration effect

YT B BB FE R AR S P RV R
TP R R R B B8 BT 3R 45 50 LA 8 8 & me
AHEARHEERE. i TERER K BERE
5,20 42 90 FAUHHIE S Be AT 8 RAHEH
HESR T 3 T R EBAE ZE T H B8 A $F X R
EShEE N 20 A2 70 ST IR T T BB R E
5t B e BT BN R RS R
W, SCHRL3-6 156 /5 Xof b ¥ Jb =0 S S i BB 22 i 2t
FTSRIERT AT, 4R T LU i ) 48 58 ok SE B i
HELERBR R LS HEE. REZIEHRERR, BH
PUHASEX R R B B PR EHE
HRE AN R RANERTR TS B B, &
TEWIBTERESR, &AL YA TFER
M. B, BRI RAEAR  ERERE RSB 2
AR P R AT T, (BB B PR s
RS TFREER, ERL P RERDIR T HE
B8 ASP HA SR AR AR AR 69 2 A X 33l B A vk
BRI A B O R R L b5 4 B R 4 A
Y957, 7R B BERR AR B4 5 A0 AR AR 22 6] Y e 4K
XFRMERENRT BRI E T LRAARER
R TR R AT H AR W ER AT G0 B B
FROEH 48 1 B 55 At 2, X B2 i 5 4 9 R R AT
FEAAHTUS  EFR TN FEM B ERES,. 2
FEER SR ERRA SN, X i B
BI7E B NARMERR AL 2 )5 M S B ST 45 RE R

H—1eH . RIFMHA988—), I 844, FEHFR T 0 AR HE B MR 5 it. E-mail: giannan813@126. com
WIREE . HERA1961—), 5, 8047, WL A BT, T+, TR M S 3SE MR 5 & E-mail. yxf@tongji. edu. cn



900 o X %%|EREBR

Bus

.
FAEb, KRG 2 F LB 5T BB 388 X 55 4 5
B — M (S8 SR HUE 3TE 52 5 AT AT IR MR B 4 B
m, R4 FE AN FE AR A AT A E
Bt R H. WA DR SEERNR
(agglomeration effect) Xt B4 /=4 aC, h F4
Ry B L ERME, BB R{UEEHE R
BRTST ; AR5 BF 9% 7E 1R P B A X B 4 B i e 9 X
SREERSEMPEZE T ROERRLE, FH
BRI SRR 2w E MR E R,

XY R B AR, AT A MR B TH B A A T B
BEAGEM AT &, LA R 3CE R ) A R B
TR MERB X EEME WA, FRAE
WA LR R AR ZGEHTER EE/NKY
W BIE R K IR Z B R A A . A O e Tl
EHERRITEEBMGEM S EETE . K5
L EETEIEASHE 11 54K 16 NI A FIRT AT K
PSR R A B8 B R T B A E X B & 2 [
IR R BT/

1 AiARRERSITTERREAE

L1 BMEESH

SWITPIE AL E E B DAL R A R T R AT R AR
BB 3 ST PR 4 ) AT T S A 5 [RD e h TT LAAR s
KWK, EESKLE TREEMREAQ
BRI AL (49 38 o0 K T B2 BSCSE SRR 2% » 33 TT X 35400 7 A
my. BARERYER TR, BAK LR BN
T8 208 A 3K B M BT 5 | R Y, T SR B T
At 3 75 B K 12 b 69 T A DA TR B4R R 4% » T
FRZ AR T | ] k.

BRI, 39T B0 32 X 2 AR B BRAR R e T
524 2 W —RGEREE, R R AT A =
RERU A, R RS ATA K. X 2 8% m#Re]
A AR B R B S8 M 28 W LUE % B A 3R
T APt 07 B0 H 47 TR PSR R R AR B, R R 3%
A7 RUE 3R P AT B B R 5 FT A 4R
FSRIEEL. 54 R UE AT E X E AR A E—
SERFERIUS, i R 5§ E, BRI
TTE R A MRS i B E B BR, BT LAFE AR SO AY
WET LA GBEIR. T BAIR TP 388 M
EMHAE T EE AR T EER,

1.2 HENE

RBHTAG—BRAAREBERARLE, REX

B AT B A SRR B, RS E R 6
B R FR B30 AT R RS, R AR 22 0T 1
PRI A8 B e R AR SR, BT LASH T B8 2 8
& BRI E AT RLAR B A B 2 35 i B 33 3R B9
AR IR R, X B T BLE 3258 2 B R R X HE AR
T 2L R BR T 3T PR 308 2 A HoA 4 B T E 3
W& a B X AT RA B 3E TR B
Bl TEBARLILEE HITHERERRS AR L
MEREE ST HE AN REEE MRS
B BT LAIK B B 0 308 B O LR R0,

F— R TITEE 3 A v R B AL e A A OB
T B By A B4 19, T ELSR T BUE 238 Mot B
U R EEAEA BB EN AR RTH
Z5, U B RN A RSN R RS A
SRR AR AR MR B9, 39 i A X2 4R R SR i A T
IR MAR AR e33R 5 7 B 3ak T PAE 3058 W 4% &%
AT B T Sl H L A A T R, BT X B A
HAT B B IS SR ST B X R 4% o 4% A Tl B
FTERVEEN. X T X B —R BT RB, Al X
A AR T R A ) R A 5 5 A8 5 T 91 18 3038 A
B A AR B IR A A ST P 303 G 3 B A T
BV BT AT SR Z 22 ANALF- 39 4H. 2 R
BT A AT SO B E A 1 B,

— WIERE AT O WiHEATE A u

------ MBARHIT A MEATHA
BT A AT Yy A AT
| A R
\ i J ALk
e A
R & of, """""""""""""""" .
s s EHRUAT

B AT
1 BHHEEENERATHITRERE
Fig.1 Sketch map of travel paths by urban rail transit

and bus

B 1, T BE SR O R T, T
PUESE Y j NERHEYZ —, A RS FH
REG i FEER r. 1T H47 B RS O BuE
Z3E W 4% AT R BT R RIS E N BT LA
AR EETHE RS B R R R.

121 HATTABES

—REBHHIT—REFERBE T ALTMES
AT A 1 PR T E TR, B ERT AN
fTMmEF KBTI EERR TR,

(OEB T R HAT AR N HTEA Y



RAEM, & B HEE TR RS BN ER R 901

AC;(r) = Cy(r)—C.(r) (D
AH:ACEH MR RBIM R FEY  RETHEB
PR XERBAZE, T« ARG
ERARE) BB C.(n AR HHERE
SMERBRH. T NERRAOEARZTERN %
A ] ZEZE R E A E TEFEH R RITHRER
B IFE S A M ESE— R R LA T R s, A
HEITER S ICER[20].

HTEBARWABERERS, T ERA
R T RN BT TS E B ER R
—MAE AT BT E EBEAR HHEEMRBANMK
% B TR—MENAR ST ETERANER
REFTAFAG—, Frlix Bz BN EBRER
T A HERIENANE, WA PEE LR
Bt e A& M B BAE T R ACE- 418,

K
Co(r)= D7:(r)s Ca () (2)
k=1

A 7 () AR SAEHIEE b MR ICHE T K5
A K Ay 3k 7 Pl 38 4 B X 2 B
Ca (M) AR RALEIEE b FhEERACE T M
R

(2) EFAHATH T A ERBHIHTEAKX S

J
Zwij] d (qu _Cijr)

7 3

RF:AC R HIRA 2 #3808 7 XM BLE R
WY © BIAREALE TR0k K OB I B 30 R
B X RBAZEMRCESE REFEER,
TG« ARV HEE BT IE R EE WX
PR i X TP OB RE (B
HATEEFAE; Ciu A NP X R « RWaTEE
NFE—ERE AT SR TERE AL RS MR
TEASE % v B B 3 ST X AT 3 G
FMBFFEXS R E v, AT B BRI 7 IR
THEREFEW W BT R T BT ER
WRE R EE SN T X BT RAEEREN EE
B i) ZE R (8] | e S Bt ] R SR AE TS R &K, Il
ER N E G — B A LR T B, TR R
ERBEICER(20]. “AP 0BV 8 SR A
BT, o O ZE RS B T G ZE s R R
TR R, W ARG ZE B 7 B T G B G
YR TP BB FIBALSEN, B ARRXH
B— RS XA R, 4 T 20 R Ui AL iE A
B LFE G RO EIE RS R .

BT A Ak M NS 32 B A 2 1] BEL TR 14 £ o)
miy , 17 ELR 32 2 B A6 S /M IE A e,
SR LA“AR LT 3 O B HE LAl 38R T 9038 358 o A
TFPLEHRTHHTERENEITEAR Y

M
2 anEm
m=1

iamEoﬂ,
KA Ej A8 j AT HUE 3238 4 0 & v B B
Bom KRR s 5 m JER L BT K i 5K
H 5 AW (— BT B SERR R AR 2D s M ki
PUBRE v R B A b 2 B BB B, NP
DEIE IR A BIEE m KRR Co M
BroExt R %t « AT PREER O EW"H
I~ X AT 3 AL

WHPLEERE — K X LR AT AT AR
R E R T X AT AR A ET R 47T %
HRB M. RE vy FNFRENREY  RWREE
MBI 5 B ATREN n,  BATESE y FATER
PRV | MR WEE AN B ENREE R r ARE
AT AT AR

K
Ay () =(Coy( = D7 (M + Cay (D +
k=1

J iamyE}my
2.
2 D tmyEom
m=1 in ) .
niy * 365 (5)
KA, (D RE vy FRIRMNRED | XL E
HNEIEWREER » A REHAYHITARME T
Ry By SERARRAEPRE.
1.2.2 WSIMAHERE
SHTAHRBEL, &% vy FRNETAY
B HBTRE n, IBAES y FRPIRXRE
Xt R T Rl N 4R I AR 5 | T ikt

olp

4

Wil —

¢

c GO L (Cpoy — Gy
ity

Jy
D wiz * (Cigy — Ciry)
=0

B, =& 7, e n, » 365 =
J
* ¢ ¢ (Cygy — Cye
j=0 Eoy NOy ciiry ¢ e Y y)
s +n, » 365

s
(6)
R By, 5 y FNFFRXI R E W ¢ X mEE M



902 FAHEAXEEHRERMER

ERTE

B AR ST B wy ABTFIEXT R Y | 3R
J BRI AR B E AT TR ER S A
B ETEENNORIEEENE; ], hE y i
BIR T B E ML PRI BN EGn, BB y BN
EMA¥EEHTREGE AR REY W
T FE PN R R L (B R Tk F St B = fR
WA RN N; » No 2 BINEE j DMRTTHEE
AP OEREWEBRANREEAN DR
1.2.3 AAMREITBER

LR . MiT BT EEEMBRE R
B MERYEE, A 5ES K T A AR
s RS H TEA, BT EAEESITE
RS Ny

K
Dy (1) =(Cay () — D)7 () + Cay (1) +
k=1

M
]y 2 amijmy
Ci
L]

Cj:: d (Cudy _Cijr_y)

m=1
T, )
ny * 365+
J
L] L] . C‘ _Cll’
j=0 EOy Noy Cijry (}dy jy)
i
Jy
n, * 365 (7)

KH Dy (D AE y FNIARXT RS X R0
WEIZE LS BERR r AR E R A AR,

W y ENRMREN TR N HAY
EEHERRN s, - BB B T 38 3858 X 5 e 5 B g B
B R r b A B ARG E A AR R
HEBRLA

K
Dy (M =(Cay () — D7 () + Coy (1) +
k=1

3 n; f C
=1 i0
¥ o =2 o (Cyay — Cyry)
Cijry

e
e
D
[¢a]
+

(-

g
S
<
&
<
k9
<

_—

W L:

» 365 (®

KDy (DA v ERFIFRIREY | X wETEE
MBI RIEER A r SRR KA R EREER

2 HEEMREETE

HTERUF R REITEEMN AR, RE
Bl AR EITEENEE M EEZ R R
Tt AR BN EEMRIEEIEEENE
K] 358 T 0L 35 fY 3 E.

EAWRCEIRP — BB EEMEHERRE S
HEARE SEFRE . XEEED, iR E
XiF 554 B B Wi 915 BBl — AR #E 0. 5~2. 0 km, ZEIX — {8
BBl P 40 BL B R R X Ao R B A LA T, SR i 2
AEE, BAREME LR EEZ EREEZE
SRR T HEACEENSEMN. WHTHEE
EVREMNEEME— RS EEER % R i
KRR, BR8] — B AL, FM R FREE -
F+. ol 2 R, XRFERNE LK T E iR
AL, B EAZ M E R ES SN
e E RS, X —AE R EE NS EIR T E
3EE MG E AT B R T RS, BRI

30000
25 000F
20 000
15000

10 000

E/ N /(T - m?)

5000F

3000

2 000
AR /N HR B 23 ) e 0 B S/ m

2 BEHEETHLEZERE T ERE
Fig.2 Sketch map of residential property appreciation

0 1 000

for urban rail transit

HEFWRABEREEE/PX EHERE R B
Bt B /1N X 3 4 1% BB 5 2 0 B W T 2 o AR A
AL R R S AEATIE , b5 B8 R AL (R
B AR ) B S 388 i L1 32 3 X 2 M4 R W B S
Bl 5 FF I AR 9 B3 4 32 38 T 4 32 3 B R
NE. BWEEAR AR EERERTRER
B A3 (B B A AL B IS i A

AP; = Py — Py 9
KA AP A i MESERERNE [ MEEDIK
Pt R 38 T I 3208 B934 5 Pa» P 53 3 R5E © A



o

RAEH, & BT RECE A RENEENHREEXR 903

Ui RTEE WS | MEE/DX B AR
FAEENK I, 0 2 B,

B TR T L R 64 B A SBR[l — B U ]
7 B A ) B34 22 5 BT LA [R] 6 AT A9 Bk o TR 428 BF B B
FxtEM . THE EETHERE 11 4R
Bixt A AR R R TR E R E MR EZ A
B RAFTHH

3 WEHERSHEEMRIEEXRSN

3.1 REITH

BE 2014 £ 6 AR, L@ HUEREILITEE
B 14 LR EHRL), Fuht 284 (R
Hit 130, Ho 11 SEBEERX R K U REZ L
K. BoFUTBEECDA S £, RO EWNTEEE
NI 1 4, R 2R T BEEHZKIE 21 4,
BEBERE 11 5S4 REIHATHT 52 W LA i 25 5835
T UESE W B Ak B R i 7 X fr_E A ] _E A9
SRR R R, A RIEAPE N Z W XA
ERLUREHEWHEBEAGNREFEL oMY
5,388 11 S LK 16 NEWMERTIREN R, 0k
1 B,

HAHERAHBEAEE NI RN R E RS
T HLE ST P2 o HA 251 0 B BLIE KB AT 1S
BLEBAZHATFEREEANORMRE R, BITELP
NALFERYY R B 2R (] 7 ZE A ] L R TR

8] Fe IR K BEE. PUEAGE B ATE BB i Hek”
BEMKS, BEREAZEATESELMB LT HEEL
A M4 )t % GIS(geography information system)
WEHES, A O RAERES LRSI E S KT
BWERE, “POLEWHENSEBAARS G,
B RUZRBRVE R R T B R R Y, B
SREIIHHBERE N ERFAREE/PNNRAEE
HERE AR ELLFHE FOiiEEd
EEHR. LT ZRE. PR RE R
AR, ABBERIL 2 236 &KL AR OHEHENFE
SR TE B AR /D X A A AR B 1S (8 R P
¥, BT = m G A K stE, A iRE,
XEMENECY 3,6,9,12 AR HEHFIHE.

BESHRENT SR HEEFEENEBR A
R —F; BRI ESE LT AR AKE
B 2070 « h™ S ABEH HTREE 2; A
FRER 30 m® ; 3B BRIt [) L 4 ZE B[R] e Sfe B () AH L F7E
ZE ] B AETT R B8 1. 6.
3.2 HEERE5HW

BAFEIE ML BN 8 B E R AP, 7]
RS FERD, & F =26 =526 18
BN EWZHBEENNEN FEEESEMHEZ
e, RBRTEEEX B R E. HEER
mFE 1 iR,

®1 BEHFORERTAMREEHETRLERESH

Tab.1 Results and analysis of residential property average appreciations and accessibility improvement average
values
1 =1 65 5 2 417.90 510.0 4.7 0.175
2 BEEdL 60 5 2 395, 70 509. 1 4.7 0.166
3 EEFW 50 5 2 827.00 557. 8 5.1 0.154
4 :2F ) 41 5 2 087. 26 358.5 5.8 0. 104
5 BriEFA 37 5 1314. 20 284.0 4.6 0. 060
6 Z=FH 29 5 1928.00 325.4 5.9 0. 065
7 B 24 5 1 369. 60 261.1 5.2 0. 043
8 whik 19 14 1 820. 60 365.7 5.0 0. 050
9 LB 8 14 1102. 90 148.1 7.4 0. 025
10 #®RIC 12 21 1232.10 238.8 5.2 0. 024
11 y %= 24 1 1 555. 30 275. 9 5.6 0. 037
12 HE 26 1 2 063. 40 431.1 4.8 0. 065
13 =Hk 28 1 2 286. 30 412.2 5.5 0. 069
14 =HHF 30 1 2 092. 30 4200 5.0 0. 066
15 W= 32 1 2 188, 40 419.2 5.2 0. 065
16 =L 40 1 3773.00 690. 2 5.5 0.143




904 B &% K% 2BE R ERD

ERLE

B EEEE S AR R ER SR E
3 B,

40001 1800 _
&§3500f e RSP HIE 71700 ‘g
£ 3 000} —AEHEREFIE i Je00 15
B2 500F "\, J 1500
& 5 000t 7 ago B
e B
21500 1300 &
= oy
fi 1 000f 1200 I
= x
w500t 1100 K

B wEpL—ws |

= 2V XA 4 A
EH3 BEMENMESAHASREEHEER

Fig.3 Tendency of residential property

appreciations and accessibility improvement

average

average values

mE 3 AT LAEH, B P E S AR
FHEHE BB R O/ EH B TRBK IR
AEHART L, HRRKEBERHTRRKT
WAL BUESSGE R BGE B R, 38 X 4 3 ] B §9 T 3k
WRRIHEdE, KERHTRREBI—ERE
BT - R 55 R SR T B BB SR K T T
UL X,

B3R E S AR &P IERHE F
S XA ZRE X RINE 4 s,

R
7

6f . .

7

BN
&

WAn g b
LB
C

[
7~ N1

L5

sEdt

e S BT Ik

%I
=

y

JEE %

Bk HTA

ESEX AL AR
4 F, SEHRESHZEMELR
Fig.4 Relationship between F; and location distribution

of stations

HE 4R UEH,F, KEO7E 4.5~6.0 X [§
W PR T L2 R EE S 201348 A 31
HF@EEZEE, AW 1 ErfEma FiyER A3 5
BEEAMTAERT FIE, XEER N FH =T
FRTE AR 18 55 38 4 1 388 T 93 38 38 AR SR B4

P44 55 L P= A SR B B2 MR BN B B3 40 L Xt R T
B A S B RIS 0 B B B &8 ARk IE
AIEEA.

B IHBEEN F BEBTEMEANE.
LA B R FKILW A AL F B O X, B F
HREE A 2R K, (B VD I3 Bk B P kR SR B E 4D
AHXTEL N, 3R 1 FiR. X B FE BRI LB
ShER R BT , BRI T EEHERE 1 B4LF
T 1993 47, MILAH B FTEEMBERE 2 BT
T 2000 4,20 42 90 FERE LT EBE A ®R
HAE RS, B THERGE 2 BRI E8%K, £ @
ZRILA B R M E B A X B AR R, X B
BT 03 A% 38 Tl VL 95 B B S ATk 4R R AR X
/MBS,

BN EHESTAEREEYENLME F
H5ZEu5 I EntE X R nE 5a k.

B 5a ALAE W, F; ¥EFF @V 2 16 L3 4
W BEE JFE AT BRI K, BB 4 T R AR L &
HERBRASKRS TR -E GRS FH 5. X2
E A &R ER T B R E Bk 5 T2
WAL, AR B L BB (B 2 B T B ) AR
K, BT EREAS N EW AN RNERNS
B, Xt 0 R B FFRR 43 4k s 24 FF A B [A]
RBKE (KT 20 40), 3 EM B MERK BB TR
%, Pl RSE X B Rt T E.

BHFE S A REEYENLE F
M EH O AR5 IR B0E 328 B F7ad
Bl % R AN 5b FFAR.

B[ 5b B] WL, F; A REE Z 7 50 HATEHE 3/
/NS KBRS, R EE T PO H TR EAE K
s F . X 2 E O, ZEE T 4.0/ BE B A B
WATHE R B R P E RN AT G L ER
B A ZE vk R RS & A BE T L0 B BE

] .
&S (); s o m_'_‘

4 4

%t 5 15 20 35 0 20 40 60 80

ZERE TR A ZE 3k % 17 A0 AT I 1] /min
a 5SEWHIFEMBMNXER b SEWREHPLHBITFHEIKXR
@5 F, MEXRFERBURERZETHOHITRBHXTR
Fig. 5 Relationship between F; and opening time of
stations and relationship between F; and the

station-city center travel time



% 634

BiEH § T REE A RBMEENBMEXR 905

PR ARG T 3 TR I S T A R M o S B A
Tr o oy T AL » TR 20 0 O B 2 2 EL AR R
B FHIRES BN EKNIE G 5FEHBK
fr53 T Z AR RN 6 B, B 6 WTLIEH, &
ANEET A SR A TSR PUE 3 E M P R
AL BN R X FE S E P 55 1 R B AR, B
M B8 E S B ER B 20 ~1800, 3 HE

BRBX K T O/ #E .
0.1814
o.16f *,
0.14f »
0.12}
.. 0.10F *
=~ 0.08f
*
0.06} & * e
*
0.04 * .
o sde, v .. * -
0.02 AR <—— S —1 %8

I

§ Lo SN WA WM T N S N TR NS S . U TS S S
= T P
i 5 T N

TR RECEEEE S S EEKESE

W EREREN R RRREN €N
PR B EmHE R ER
S

vk X AL 53 AR
6 G EEURASHZENXR
Fig.6 Relationship between G; and location distribution
of stations

B g E R AR B T EZ A
REWME 7 iR 2B 7 A RBRECR 477
(B 5), SR EE R 0. 93. 3838 %2R 1 BREN i
RS, B TIRENEE, ZREI P EEER 176. 63,
{BAH L F B E S E A B, BB EIE T,

HE 4B 7T AR, B FEE S A
REPHEZAEE - MEEXRFERSHN 5. 2
HEHEMERNHE /DR B E M AR
REMBEE, TTUEREMIEE - RIMELSRE 5
RN IAHREE L TES, B 8 Fih T A,
R R E.

4 000r
3 500F y=4.773 2 x+176.63
R*=0.936 7

3000
2 500F
2 000
1 500F
1 000F

B/ (T - m™2)

300 L . " )
0 200 400 600 800

ALk MR P ME
BT EHESMESFAEERFEHEHIEGXR
Fig.7 Relationship between accessibility improvement
average values and residential property average
appreciations

1.5 10.30
L e Bt 4 {E &
G 12f — Atk E {024 E
- R
e 1N
0.9 10.18
™ .\
= =
& 0.6} 10.12 4E
& #H
e 0.3 10.06
0 = = = = = -0
2 = & F 3 2 S
< c~ (=) on O S
— — — o]
{52 /NX A B ZE 3, ) 2 P BE 25 /m
a stk
1.5 0.30
. == B i S a
S 12F —ARAHREE 024 E
- IR
IR 0.9} 018 R
R =
& 0.6 0.12
e 0.06 1
ot sy
= S a 3 3 Z =
< ~ S A O S
= k. = =
58 /0N X AR B4 3 ) 25 Y B/ m
b g FH
B8 EHiEESTAEREENEE
Fig.8 Tendency of residential property appreciations

and accessibility improvement values

%y P e E S R R R T AR
ML HIUE T B EIEL N 5 B BEER
ERSEIE, 7T LU AR B B A4 38 T a8 32 38 FF & F
13 0 SRR AL B J7 k.

4 g

FEHR ) AV SR R T AR RN A% SR (B T
FOTHERERMLE, U EETHERE 11 54K 16
AFE v R B, AR R &I R E MM IEE
Z B R RAFT RO, TBEGRAWT .

(L) 3T 9003 32 38 %o 2 40t 4% 4 3 {ELE P LA
WPLEAZ B R EFE AR R H T EEAK,
BHEAR T ZEIFELERR. FROPEENHE
WIEA A AW IR ER 5 15, 3F Bl T B
o T 800 » 3 o 52 0 7E 39 i 0138 32 3 T 38 R
ELRH.

(2B VR B 5 X A7 F17E 58 7 B <58 M
25 TR R B R R S LR i 3 L P A B S e R
AR ARG 55 418 o B S E B LBl 50 A 2



906 B XFEERERBEBR

Bug

2% ~18% 8], 3 E2HABX K 1 Lo/ a .

(3) AT 4R | S AR B ol i LB 3B X
A B R S0 D ST B 4 AR IR 2 A R XL A
e 7 388 B 4 2t B g 91 R P 0 S5 0 28 AR SR
#5575 LN, AT LASE S s A e A1 0 R i
Bl P9 5 s AR R A B

TRIT B AT LA A3 T B 33 X A 2 g R W Y
R RUH DR, AT RN B ERE R FEHA
BT REEEEMESE. 75, A PSR
HARIM%F & XIRE, B TEREK, BER
TAEAT DORRX S S G — B B R AR TR 4
LR OLBATER, S8 A R H K IT AR R 4
2, L hr b R B R A ST

8% 3CHk:

[ 1] Wheaton WC. Residential decentralization, land rents, and the
benefits of urban transportation investment[J]. The American
Economic Review, 1977,67(2).138.

Bajic V. The effects of a new subway line on housing prices in
metropolitan Toronto[J]. Urban Studies, 1983,20(2):147.
HER, FE. BTREEF XA ENTE ] B
KR BARBIZEAR, 2002, 30(4).431.

YE Xiafei, CAI Wei. Calculation method of urban rail transit
development benefits [ J]. Journal of Tongji University.
Natural Science, 2002, 30(4):431.

BEM, L4, B30Rk. RTHESENRREENEY
ERITEEFR]. LATRER, 2007, 40(4):98.
LIANG Qinghuai, KONG Lingyang, DENG Wenbing. Impact of
URT on real estate value: The case of Beijing Metro Line 13
[J]. China Civil Engineering Journal, 2007, 40(4):98.

K, DHE, RER. BHRHECENEREETME M
M) AL R3GE KM B KRB, 2007, 31(3),
10.

ZHANG Hong, MA Jinjun, ZHU Hongliang. Price influence of
urban mass transit on housing projects along the line[J].

Lz]

[3]

La]

[s]

Journal of Beijing Jiaotong University: Natural Science, 2007,
31(3):10.

GO, phEdl. PUEEREX BN REE—IL
bR RG] WA, 2008(2):62.

PAN Haixiao, ZHONG Baochua. The impact of metro on
property price: A case study of Shanghai[J]. Urban Planning
Forum, 2008(2):62.

Medda F. Land value capture finance for
accessibility: A review[J]. Journal of Transport Geography,
2012,25.:154.

Kay A I, Noland R B, DiPetrillo S. Residential property
valuations

L6]

A transport

£8]
stations with transit-oriented
development[J]. Journal of Transport Geography, 2014, 39;
131.

Grimes A, Young C. Spatial effects of urban rail upgrades[J].

near transit

[9]

[10]

1]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

(18]

(17]

(18]

[19]

(20]

[21]

Journal of Transport Geography, 2013,30:1.

B R, IL#, BEM, & WS ER IR EEH
EEmA]. EEREREER . SRREM, 2008, 32
(3):37.

YANG Guangwu, KONG Lingyang, LIANG Qinghuai, et al.
Analysis of real estate value increment due to Beijing Metro
Line Batong [J]. Journal of Beijing Jiaotong University:
Natural Science, 2008, 32(3):37.

AR, R, TEH, . JESENERETEEHEE
wEml]. 5EEH TEFER, 2010,10(4).91.

MA Chaoqun, YANG Fushe, WANG Yuping, et al. Impact of
rail transit on price increase of residential real estate[J].
Journal of Traffic and Transportation Engineering, 2010, 10
(4):91.

HER . BFF. Lk 8 SRR TTEE W48 B 55 BN
ERWR]. LEBAEER, 2010, 44(12):1704.

SU Hailong, XU Fang. Quantitative research on the spatial and
temporal effects of Shanghai Metro Line 8 on urban housing
price[J]. Journal of Shanghai Jiaotong University, 2010, 44
(12):1704.

Pagliara F, Papa E. Urban rail systems investments: an
analysis of the impacts on property values and residents’
location[J]. Journal of Transport Geography, 2011, 19(2):
200.

. BAHEXBESRALE = EXRHE(D]. db
FIFHERE, 2004

ZHENG Jiefen. The relationship between property value and
urban rapid rail transit: Based on improved hedonic price model
[D]. Beijing: Tsinghua University, 2004.

Hess D B, Almeida T M. Impact of proximity to light rail rapid
transit on station-area property values in Buffalo, New York
[J]. Urban Studies, 2007, 44(5/6):1041.

Dube J, Theriault M, Des
accessibility and house values: The case of the Montreal South
Shore, Canada, 1992—2009[J]. Transportation Research Part
A: Policy and Practice, 2013, 54:49.

Bowes D R, Ihlanfeldt K R. Identifying the impacts of rail
transit stations on residential property values[J]. Journal of
Urban Economics, 2001, 50(1):1.

Seo K, Golub A, Kuby M. Combined impacts of highways and
light rail transit on residential property values: A spatial

Rosiers F. Commuter rail

hedonic price model for Phoenix, Arizona [J]. Journal of
Transport Geography, 2014, 41.53.

Ibeas A, Cordera R, Dell’Olio L, et al. Modelling transport
and real-estate values interactions in urban systems []].
Journal of Transport Geography, 2012, 24.370.

RiEM, 0B, DR BMTRETEENEREENT
HERT]. MrkEER . BARER, 2014,42(7):1058.
WU Qiannan, YE Xiafei, LIN Xiaowen. Attraction area model
for urban rail transit stations[J]. Journal of Tongji University:
Natural Science, 2014, 42(7).1058.

BE2. Wi EENSHENE BRI 5 ERRID]. #
M LK%, 2004.

WEN Haizhen. The hedonic price of urban house: Normative
analyses and experiential analyses [D]. Hangzhou: Zhejiang
University, 2004.



