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o (7 - (12) .
2.
° [Abstract] With 269 cities of China as a sample this
26

essay empirically tests the influence of urban sprawl on the de-
velopment of private cars in the process of rapid urbanization.
7, The results show that the urban sprawl promotes the development
of private cars that the substitution role of China’ s public

transportation on private cars is not obvious and that especially
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compared with both the early stage and the development period

of urbanization it is in the mature stage of urbanization that the

urban sprawl has the strongest effect on the development of pri—

vate cars. Accordingly relative suggestions are proposed.
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