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Abstract; Carbon emissions from household consumption are an important component of China's total carbon emissions and
have become the main driving force for the growth of carbon emissions. Studying the characteristics and influencing factors of
household carbon emissions from the perspective of consumption is of great significance for household carbon emissions
reduction and low-carbon community construction. The carbon emissions coefficient method and consumer lifestyle analysis

were used in this paper to calculate the monthly average carbon emissions of five typical community households in Beijing.
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Through the optimal scale regression and multiple comparative analysis, we explored the influencing factors of carbon
emissions of households in different communities. The results showed that there were significant differences in the total
amount and composition of monthly carbon emissions among the five communities in Beijing, and the influencing factors of
monthly carbon emissions among the five communities are inconsistent. (1) The bungalow community has higher direct
carbon emissions than other communities, reaching 732.26 kg CO,/month and coal-fired heating being a main factor. The
direct carbon emission of unit community, policy housing community, and commercial housing community households is low
with about 50.00 kg CO,/month. The family type significantly affects the direct carbon emissions in each community
household, as well as the active participation of households in energy conservation and environmental protection activities is
conducive to reducing household direct carbon emissions; (2) the highest indirect carbon emission of households is
commercial housing community, which is 3879.06 kgCO,/month, and the lowest carbon dioxide emission of bungalow
community is 1076.66 kgCO,/month, indirect carbon emissions are the mainstay of carbon emissions from household
consumption. Food and residential indirect carbon emissions are the two highest proportions of total indirect carbon
emissions, and the elderly community households have higher carbon emissions from health care consumption; (3) Family
type and total monthly income have significant impact on indirect carbon emissions of all community households, while the
differences in the influence extent of such factors as the satisfaction of community environmental protection work, community
environmental satisfaction, family participation in energy conservation and environmental protection activities, and the
service life of durable goods were identified. In the Hutong community and the bungalow community, highly educated
families have higher indirect carbon emissions and need to be actively instilled in the concept of low-carbon environmental
protection. Our research further analyzed the extent and variation of the corresponding household carbon emissions at
different levels, so as to help community managers identify high-carbon households and provide new ideas for community low

—carbon management.

Key Words: urban community ; carbon emissions from household consumption; low carbon community management ; energy

saving and emission reduction; Beijing
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Fig.1 Community sample distribution
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Table 2 The table of carbon emission coefficient
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significant difference, LSD) /&34 22148 51| 25 55 I 2F ARG AU, 243425 =% SHUE R, 2553 835 243 2= <Iim Bt
R, 2R K 5 0 SRR 5 25 A KT 8] 5B A7 78 10 B/ 22 540 W) RE MG 36 1ROk )
2 RTS8 19 78 X 114 PR A o 14 2 S 00, b AR R [T DX R 2 0% T S i HE fl 3= 52
M) R 28 A P 22 5% RO e AR AR

2 HR55%H

2.1 U IXEHIE

XA FEA T e R I W) 50 M e A5 B A2 Uikt X FKBEREARRHE AN 3R 3 o, Pt IXSE R P R ey
I 4 2R, SBE AR B R SN FE LR 075, 8 T B DU X, SCAB AR BE L S WA S il 1K
THEMWEMX, Pt X E R RER 2 SRR AR AR AR AL SR X 2R B AE 5
Ptk IX s R B BRSF Y R SCAR AR BE AN | B R A DX ) = 0048 s 5 A B Ak AR, 3 AT RS2 PR R ) 4k X
R A3 e RORAILOC T B 3 T GRBE R AR AL, R M 1 R ol 5 Ak XA SRy o B ol A8 B A X
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Table 3 Survey basic information about community and family

e HERIRAR
7 7. AE 7. = :F‘ig%m - s e P |2 g e g
IR SFHAE IR E AT TAEWEE XA
FEIX 257 FEAs i A o) AR - Satisfaction Satisfaction
) i . R Average . . . K
Community type Sample size Average Average age Average level with community ~with community
o . household R .
family size structure of education . environmental environment
Income .
protection work
L ICERHPS
Al . 131 3.27 0.61 2.77 16152 2.75 2.79
Hutong community
ol
LS 121 3.18 0.67 3.14 17862 2.79 3.26
Unit community
Iﬂl% fﬁg{}_)}—% . 122 3.65 0.65 2.85 21635 2.66 3.17
Policy housing community
Tt DAL X
Commercial housing 132 3.58 0.69 3.11 41600 3.05 3.51
community
Pt X
FRHK 94 3.71 0.75 2.28 11177 2.01 2.26

Bungalow community
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FEIX, FEESE TG AR RS M B R [RS8, 5 2 IX 5% SR IR U R 1K 29.78% , SR 2 11 T 1 432 hk HE 1
732.26 kgCO,/ A , AR IX Y 7.3 4%, 2 HA =24 X IT 14 4% 3 58 [R1HE X 20 Mo BB 5, B HE i B
BEAIS AT 8K S5 25 1 Bk X BOR MR o 41 X R i s AR IX 3 222ty 0o i s RATY A AR 2
PG, AR T AL DO B R Y, Bk X R Bk DRI i Ak IX SR RE R R
SRS AR S(ETE 50.00 kgCO,/ H Zidy o PRI IX S BE B 4R HE AR T HAb S AL X, v] A 5 Bk X
JERZ AT, % TERMER PR FHE R DA X,
2.3 RIFIZEIUE X SR 62 [m] 42 i HE AR AIE
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Fig.2 Direct household carbon emissions per month in typical communities
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Table 4 Indirect household carbon emissions per month in typical communities

CHIRA

® v ] 25t
DX&%HQH% LR BB Sl Hﬁfﬁ i
X R i K e " . Transport-  Cultural and BEyT Ak i " o
) . . . Equipment . . . 5lR% Total amount
Community type Food Clothing Resident . ation and  educational  Medical care . L
supplies and o Other services of indirect
. communication  goods and o
services . carbon emission
services
HARIAEIX
AR . 521.42 101.23 312.22 34.07 74.50 76.02 420.39 27.72 1567.57
Hutong community
DEINE
ii.i} x . 570.67 97.32 431.79 38.14 92.45 58.48 146.91 36.91 1472.66
Unit community
BORPER: 5
Policy housing 612.24 113.06 499.52 41.58 195.87 136.15 151.50 33.93 1783.85
community
Rl X
Commercial housing 1448.31 444.21 475.78 110.13 302.54 343.50 679.89 74.68 3879.06
community
EHrR

452.41 93.71 170.32 23.86 62.95 93.40 147.70 32.30 1076.66

Bungalow community

TR ity D A DX AR HE 5 R R ATE D A X, T 2 HE T B R BOR AR P AL XA 2.2 4, iR K
R WeER R 3.9 4f, R ORME H BRHEREIE L 4.5 4%, 10T B DN A 1 i B AR IX S BEWCA RN 22 D 7K 85, A
BRI TR RE ) IR 5 DR B A, AT A T il e DX P R RE N R S i AR P R B
TP R, AR NI BP9 b i 1R i DA DX By 7 DR AR o SR A DX W00 ) e DX P e A
S BON T B AL B R 2 T A RAL X, SO AR it SR 55 F) iR 5 7 DR A ) ik B 2041
THARAE, nTBEJE th T B0 X 5RE TARBE B R [R A X SR RE SO 2 SR s D AR XA IR 5 g
A

EYIH P TR SR AR PR, I SR e VR ST Y 7 A ) SR AR 0 R 3 SR A X ) S H
Yy SRR A7 S Y F T 30% TR B AR X BSR4 B A X S BB 4331 S 3.58 Al 3.65, &
st e SR AR 7, G RS R AR B, B A BRI o5 LR T F B Ak XA B A DX B4 X S RE 3 73
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Fig.3 Structure of indirect carbon emissions in typical community households

DUA [ B s B A B R TN = 0T B R /MR 318, R I %4t X RO i Y 77 SR A 1K
Y TR HE R AN i, DRI £ e HE o7 LA B 085 o 5 Rl DX G MRS A /N N 11 D & 18 Ak, 2 75 oK
TN K X AT REE O ZAE N B ISP 2t X R B AR K (B TRIEIAR, B4
TRRTRETE TR, A [ DX A T Aol 7 (A ) R Aot o b v, 78t O ek XM A KO S e, IR M T 2%
FACE I 2 7= A B HE = o L AR R4 e
2.4 R[EIZEARIAE X G EEBHE R 2 R

IR ELAE AR Y FRERRHER Y, 0 B, 0 LL %), 0, , 204,24, %5, %5, 2,0 F1 %), %0, , 25,2, , %5,
X 2%y 5 Xy 5 %g » %10 4 F AR BN} 24 XA T Fe L RUBE LU, A R IR R B () A X 34 B AR i o, AR & 5
BRIEEICBE” X SR ELFEHE O s [ U9 ) AR ) (3P P<0.05, BRI RL A il (£ 5) , Bl
% A A A BT JS AR T 0.1, FRIABIRUR AR IL L M ()

RS BRBFESNER

Table 5 Variance analysis results of each model

TR FLIX ZEH] JE% R

Carbon emission type Community type R Adjusted R? F P
BAEBRHERL Direct carbon emissions i[RI #EIX 0.488 0.416 6.778 0.000
F AL IX 0.870 0.851 45.262 0.000
BN At X 0.320 0.244 4.228 0.000
HUORAE Bt X 0.349 0.278 4.873 0.000
T il A X 0.279 0.213 4.225 0.000
EIEER T 3l B L IX 0.511 0.443 7.456 0.000
Indirect carbon emissions TGk X 0.458 0.354 4.400 0.000
AL AL X 0.389 0.288 3.851 0.000
HORAE Bt X 0.487 0.414 6.703 0.000
i prt X 0.642 0.592 12.896 0.000
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241 FhEHEWH EE R W R

FEF e R MU R R BRI S EAG T 25 el it P=0.05 KP4 18 35 MR 00 M LM sim ) 3 A8
HIFTIC R (R 6) . HAFREEIIXT H A4 X R E B R HE R 52 2438 4 0.05 7K1 19 i A 56, (H 52
M) 7K AR TR] 4k X5 EE AT 22 550k, SRBE 28 TN 35 i oAk X B Bk X B3R P 4k X R B4 5 0.
5. AR X 55 At DX ) R 7 R IO o) B e e e U R TR 2, M 4303k E1) 0.969 F 0.
984, H B A PR ZAUAE AN By B AR HE AL MR AR T 0.05 B9 58 MK, B R AR X By 4k X R
A DAL X TR S 2 5 BRI R E , i HE i 22 5 40 2, FLIUE 43 S AR 14 1 A B i)
{ELAR 4 /0 T 0.108,0.134,0.222, R4 SRR A = (EATS 6 B 2 595 RE PR AR 16 30 4 5 2 1 3% R HECA i 3%
S

I T R SR T, RBE SR A 4 X R A B A DXORIT R A DX 5% B L ik HE £ de
FEEME MR R | THRFEAR R EE SR X R BEHER 52, A58 45 & LSD Kige (£ 7) . B 507
FEIX R BE B 2 | ELERRRHE ORIl S K MR E NEGR S 5 AN LA A, RS i 5 U AR
BETC2E 5, OB A L HEEHERE 13.22 kgCO,/ AR T HABG BESS A ™ A i B i HE =, BORPE(E it IX 2 1
Z R E AR B S T IR, = N 2 R AR B S T O 2K, 1 Z R H R
(18.01 kgCO,/ H ) >— 2% (17.22 kgCO,/ ) >Pi 11 2% (16.47 kgCO,/ 1) > 2 % (11.32 kgCO,/ ) ,
Z 02 F AN HERHER /N T 16.45 kgCO,/ H . =0 ZF M — 1 2 FREBORMEAE Bk K /b 5 52 Bk HE
W EEAR, SYFEASCNEEL 4 AR BB X R e HEmi R 2Z R AR E e E /| T o520
2%, WAZR S50 2 FHERHE T REZES . LSD I HEAL R R B, B AL X I 0 2 K =1
ZRHEEHHTZ 1.71 kgCO,/(H - N) ,IAZH L HAZEZ 2.00 keCO,/( H - N), iS5 gz A 1%
BRI (4 ANJLA L) FUBEASn A B HE (4755 BEVSLHED 35 23 Bl B N 1 B Ao (4 386 KT oo 5, 24 A Tk
F 5 ABF, A E AR R SRR

®o6 HEHRHEIZYMEINSHMGITERSHEXEMEZESFE

Table 6 Parameter estimation results and correlation and tolerance analysis tables for major influencing factors of direct carbon emissions

FRAfEfL T IH 2 5L itP e e
- . . . 2575 Tolerance
X b Standardized coefficients P Correlations FE
Community type Variable 2R (sig) R R Importance .
Beta e SN fARE o L5, A
R
X FKEERT -0.113 0.058 0.007 -0.070 -0.186 -0.108 0.012 0.916 0.816
e gz (1] 3
Hutong community r ”?m’lﬁ(ﬁ“b -0.108 0.056 0.026 -0.125 -0.179 -0.104 0.020 0.933 0.878
Z 5
A BRI -0.819 0.153 0.000 -0.799 -0.803 -0.767 0.969 0.876 0.876
Bt X FIEHH -0.209 0.066 0.000 -0.053 -0.448 -0.180 0.013 0.743 0.714
Bungalow community & RAHE -0.941 0.035 0.000 -0.910 -0.901 -0.747 0.984 0.631 0.661
Bt X FIEHH -0.337 0.087 0.000 -0.497 -0.325 -0.283 0.525 0.704 0.683
ol ‘I‘l: 7
Unit community ;“bm"‘{a 2 -0.134 0.073 0.038 -0.242 -0.153 -0.128 0.101 0.919 0.908
5%
A B A 0.259 0.107 0.017 0.429 0.254 0.216 0.348 0.696 0.692
BORPEAE D KIERA -0.425 0.083 0.000 -0.442 -0.450 -0.407 0.538 0.918 0.864
Policy housing Ve IREYEY -0.198 0.077 0.002 -0.263 -0.233 -0.193 0.149 0.951 0.842
W REFAITE 5
community ;j“ RIS -0.222 0.081 0.001 -0.262 -0.255 -0.213 0.166 0.921 0.951
25
T DAt X FIEHH 0.506 0.079 0.000 0.489 0.476 0.459 0.886 0.824 0.788
Commercial housi PN
OMMETCIEL MOUSING g iy 5t 0.136 0.071 0.029 0.042 0.147 0.126 0.020 0.856 0.849

community
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F7 FREFXEK LSD WIEER L
Table 7 Some conclusions of LSD test for family type

95% EFX]i
W% (1) Ffr

FLIX A FEESA Mean Frifiis T 95% confidence interval
Community type Family type difference (1-]) Std. error Sig. TR R
Lower bound  Upper bound
AL X —HZxK WOZE -20.879 10.887 0.058 -42.442 0.683
Unit community SOZE -33.239* 9.951 0.001 -52.949 -13.530
uiu b -53.911* 10.818 0.000 -75.338 -32.485
ZOZEK -49.205 11.134 0.000 -71.257 -27.153
BUORMAE it X ZUZH —MzZx 65.032 " 22315 0.004 20.839 109.226
Policy housing community PHOZE 49.315* 10.889 0.000 27.751 70.880
SHZEK 28.230 " 8.672 0.001 11.056 45.405
MUz 5 36.982 " 9.658 0.000 17.856 56.109
T i A X ZHZEK —HNzZx 51.400* 17.784 0.005 16.209 86.591
Commercial housing PHZE 31.335" 6.991 0.000 17.500 45.169
community SHZE 27.798 " 5.572 0.000 16.771 38.824
Mz R 6.458 6.297 0.307 -6.004 18.919

2.4.2  GRBEAIERRAHEIL 32 20 R

ST R PR [ RER R BRI 40 Hh SR AE 2R (36 8) , HBMC AR T2 IX S 18] 42 A 121 U3
BRI A b 2 A8 A A AR v ) SR MR AR YR 0.188,0.311,0.411,0.384,0.747 , 2 - s 4k X 411X |
BORAEAE Ak DCMIR i B A DX 0] VA 07 8 Dk B A K o T A AR GBS RN 454 X (] YA 7R 52 i 1 43
3% AEF Rl X (B 07 e STk fe K, BOR R BE R [l X S A X AR ] 42 e HE TR B 52 A1 2
GRE Y FH it ol FH A RO BT A 4 DX G008 ) i A 52 i) (i 2 (L R S IR AN g, 30 vl B2 e T [ e HlE A 1 Of
IR AL, A XA EE B T i DR 55 H BRSO B D A LA

®8 HEBHMFEXMERNSHMGITERSEXENEREINE

Table 8 Parameter estimation results and correlation and tolerance analysis tables for major influencing factors of indirect carbon emissions

Rl AT EEY FHE .
X2 A Standardized coefficients P Correlations FE # Tolerance
Community type - Variable Beta (fff; ie) o e wee T wws s
HEILX KIESHA 0.528 0.078 0.000 0.470 0.552 0.474 0.509 0.805 0.807
Hutong community gl | -0.205 0.080 0.012 0.012 -0.245 -0.181 -0.005 0.776 0.738
YAEEE 0.361 0.073 0.000 0.268 0.402 0.314 0.198 0.759 0.751
HEA 0.222 0.065 0.001 0.414 0.267 0.198 0.188 0.800 0.780
2 IREYIE:Y 0.155 0.074 0.014 0.004 0.200 0.146 0.001 0.887 0.859
KPR REEH 0.202 0.074 0.008 0.008 0.248 0.183 0.003 0.821 0.777
gﬁjgﬁ&dj 0.116 0.068 0.059 0.124 0.150 0.108 0.030 0.871 0.728
it T 4 PR -0.186 0.077 0.004 -0.184 -0.235 -0.173 0.070 0.869 0.745
AKX FIEHRT 0.233 0.096 0.000 0.289 0.262 0.199 0.147 0.730 0.699
Bungalow community ~ Z(& TR 0.173 0.089 0.050 0.302 0.191 0.143 0.114 0.685 0.736
R 0.382 0.096 0.000 0.373 0.410 0.331 0.311 0.752 0.767
T%ELERTW -0.369 0.152 0.018 -0.131 -0.302 -0.234 0.106 0.400 0.300
gﬁjgﬁ&dj 0.199 0.112 0.081 0.038 0.224 0.169 0.016 0.722 0.493
it FL R FAERR - 0.232 0.077 0.000 0.214 0.273 0.209 0.108 0.810 0.861
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Rl AT EEY JitP < ey
X 2R A Standardized coefficients P Correlations FEM 22 Tolerance
Community type Variable Beta iﬁ;ﬁ (sig) 25 ke AR Importance - -
B P AL X FIEHH -0.291 0.083 0.000 -0.375 -0.319 -0.263 0.281 0.818 0.657
Unit community R 0.313 0.094 0.001 0.510 0.318 0.262 0.411 0.703 0.637
BREFEARX -0.177 0.068 0.002 -0.148 -0.208 -0.166 0.068 0.880 0.917
;éﬁgﬁ%m -0.155 0.086 0.042 -0.170 -0.169 -0.134 0.068 0.742 0.712
fiit b B AERR 0112 0.074 0.082 -0.171 -0.127 -0.100 0.049 0.799 0.806
BOR PR At IX KIESH -0.290 0.069 0.000 -0.387 -0.354 -0.271 0.230 0.875 0.849
Policy housing HEA 0.378 0.071 0.000 0.495 0.442 0.353 0.384 0.872 0.880
community mEHFETA -0311 0.077 0.000 -0.417 -0.361 -0.278 0.267 0.797 0.776
%gg%Tﬁ -0.172 0.099 0.086 -0.057 -0.163 -0.118 0.020 0.475 0.480
;éﬁgﬁ%m -0.134 0.080 0.095 -0.036 -0.159 -0.115 0.010 0.742 0.717
fiit FH b B AR IR -0.161 0.072 0.008 -0.155 -0.205 -0.150 0.051 0.862 0.848
TR DA IX KIESHA -0.130 0.062 0.002 -0.222 -0.200 -0.122 0.045 0.886 0.746
Commercial housing 1 B A 0.658 0.088 0.000 0.728 0.709 0.601 0.747 0.834 0.748
community KRR -0.097 0.050 0.057 -0.261 -0.153 -0.093 0.039 0.921 0.892
z%g%ﬁbj -0.206 0.087 0.004 -0.114 -0.242 -0.149 0.037 0.522 0.437
MXABREE  0.150 0.089 0.092 0.202 0.165 0.100 0.047 0.445 0.454
fit b B FARRR -0.219 0.110 0.021 -0.184 -0.339 -0.215 0.063 0.965 0.854

FBES R (R4 DX 0] 05 5 R mo ik B e K% A A i, 4 X 22 11 22 G 3 7 AR Y TR ik HE i B v, 36 9
HBE R FE NS, TR HE O (B 25 BE SR 40 /0N, A N TR AR HE B A R B WA 38 A S 52 i)
TH BRI BB PR 2 — XA (R4 X R A AT 22 T A I & B [l ek DX e WA AR A 7= 24 % ) 4 ik
SRR F A7 535 25 59, Ud A [l DX A TRl R i HEBORHE R IS | =i A RN DR BES S

FHEH BRI G 2L X BORPEAE Bt X B 4 X R & A X 5% T) 2 B 1 i e T 25 ) 2 i)
L NEAT 2 R, A5 B DU 28 DA RIS A K T 1) SR Tl e e HE il 2 S PR LR AR A5 2R (2 9) o 3T 2K
SPHE R IE i RO 2% (B heHE R K 00 B 32 IR BN g, O At X R AR T 5000 o/ H ISR EE S A A GE
FUEF= A W TR HE 25 Sl o T 0.1 KB B BRGS0 . H OB L 30000 T Y 5% BE ] 422 B HE 12 (3 v
FHIA 20000 LT HIFEE . B, A SRBE 4 Tl 3 il HE 2T At X1 RBIRCHE Y 222 H A . BOR A D7
HER AR T 15000 J0/ H BIZEE , [k HEE 25 5 R 3 . BT 30000 0/ H 95 7= 1 ) 38 HE
R 25000—30000 TG/ H B R EETC i 35 25 5 , BORPEAE Bt X Bl A 2eF 25000 o/ H A FE DR K
o 2 [N e A e 2 R 9D 1) S A, S R B 1) N X Tl e e e s, Iz 4 o e i 2

#9 HAMRREENEHRHFNEEZYMEERR LSD RIEEHIFEiL
Table 9 Some conclusions of LSD test on important influencing factors of indirect carbon emissions in typical community households

95% E A X[

Wz (1)

FEIX M FIERHY Moan FrifEis M 95% confidence interval
Community type Family type difference (1-]) Std. error Sig. TR R
Lower bound Upper bound
R ZHZK —HZxK 1932.170* 736.013 0.010 475.623 3388.718
Hutong community P 1615.315" 361.821 0.000 899.282 2331.348
ZOzZE 1279.370 * 336.234 0.000 613.972 1944.767
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=X [a
K REEHA BIOE (WD e Bt 95% i
Community type Family type i ﬁ,eren‘;‘;“ (Lyy S Sig. TH R
Lower bound ~ Upper bound
MH K 1061.817 * 392.273 0.008 285.519 1838.114
B FAL X >30k <5k 2712.196 " 541.700 0.000 1640.021 3784.371
Hutong community 5—10k 2417.787* 387.682 0.000 1650.455 3185.119
10—15k 2313.764* 416.562 0.000 1489.272 3138.257
15—20k 1704.870 * 443.748 0.000 826.568 2583.173
20—25k 1778.407 * 497.583 0.001 793.552 2763.263
25—30k 1929.841 * 541.700 0.001 857.666 3002.016
At X <5k 5—10k -385.683 218.340 0.081 -819.588 48.222
Bungalow community 10—15k -638.009 * 225.501 0.006 -1086.144 -189.874
15—20k -703.949* 254.049 0.007 -1208.819 ~199.080
20—25k -687.700* 326.781 0.038 -1337.109 -38.290
>30k -1283.323 " 352.063 0.000 -1982.974 -583.672
LRI >30k <5k 1607.483 * 355.523 0.000 903.195 2311.772
Unit community 5—10k 1079.989 * 203.613 0.000 676.634 1483.344
10—15k 863.504 " 185.418 0.000 496.192 1230.816
15—20k 439.076 194.728 0.026 53.321 824.831
20—25k 508.268 * 224.853 0.026 62.837 953.699
25—30k 516.878 270.758 0.059 -19.492 1053.249
BURMEAE it IX >30k <5K 1939.031* 427.485 0.000 1092.266 2785.796
Policy housing community 5—10k 1631.699 * 284.990 0.000 1067.189 2196.209
10—15k 1488.569 * 287.377 0.000 919.330 2057.809
15—20k 791.457 " 325.036 0.016 147.624 1435.291
20—25k 992.798 * 298.822 0.001 400.888 1584.708
25—30k 605.601 604.554 0.319 -591.905 1803.107
T Bt X >30k 5—10k 5706.391* 1191.100 0.000 3349.239 8063.542
Commercial housing 10—15k 5551.318 1079.113 0.000 3415.786 7686.851
community 15—20k 5166.645* 1479.570 0.001 2238.620 8094.669
20—25k 3859.984 * 1304.301 0.004 1278.811 6441.158
25—30k 4522.783 " 1927.146 0.020 709.018 8336.548

3 Fig5itie

AEHTHT 5 Ak DXCARHERL A AR 2 5 i 2, o EARRRHE O B2k X S W [R>S BUR PR A B >R IX
1 it DA XS BT A DX, P st XA H P SR AR AR R R AL X 1 7— 14 %, RS I Di At X K
JE FLRERRHE I = 19 SR BN R [l — 284 X WA S 2 AR RN IR S e T 1 B H BLRE R 22 3T 2000
kg, PRI, A5 BE DRSS A4, 4 6T T RE IR BE S 38 > B HE A F DAk DX A DR B S 1 A9 F A, T A%
BIR i 124 DX ey BOHRAREIBE , sl T RE IR IS, SRUEE S LR R ey L i T 68 B 2 ik e ) S 25 AR, B2 R
WS 55 PRI B A R T R E EAERRHE, DAt KIMR S AL E TN T —2 TAEE 8 W ahit XK
BEZ: 551 RERM R TG S A BE DR E 1Y 2 BT, BEMIEEK Dol ) B R R HE A ) DA Dl A e e HE A 7= A
A A BRI T o 7 XA TR G S B HEA TR DB HE , 40 SR8 B HE e H A AN 0L R O T B B A, 3 45 ML
ARSI MBI BB DS, o ALK LBt e O S R T JR T BE IR T AR, s oAt X585 LA i 5K JE
BEAT , BORMEAE DAL IR 4 KLU B9 ZKBEREAT, T RS i 57 ) B8 22 M X = 111 2 5 A4 3 REDBCHE Y B 24 38 3
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AT B WA ZBE T 2 K7 5wy, Anar 5 | S DX iy g e A R B2 A T (R 2 JEABC P )T 2 X
(R MK (PSR -
(i) 22t HE B 787 ot DAk DX > B PE AE 5 : DX > W R4k DX > B A3 s 4 XS B2t X, i i s Ak X 5 e 3%
] b HE SR A KR BE Y 2—4 %, BORMEAE At IX B AR HE e e . 685 A0 A [ P R 2 2Kt
DX Tt o v o bR v PRI 2%, D 2 i T Ak DX G2 I 7 ORI 2 7 A A e HE i T v . RBEZR TN
SRS A FEIX S RE ] et HE RS2 M 2, A DX G2 T M AN K P45 52 BE 11 2% 0 F AN [) , Wi A K
SR A SR T S U A T B AR B T 3 T IS B s 1 R 5 A DX G A S A e . TU2RAE X
Hh, GRIEE ) 2 1) et HE B 24 T BRI i, B AN (U B RE IR B0 2, DA R T 2 254 AR IR
BT B 5 BN 2 SO R R 98 A BB HE R B R, R B B T AR i R I D A A
AR B, 2207 CHUR R R , i B ARAS B4 BT SRR I6:, JIR A . H P 3R B B 4 18 SR 7R L S D
e R AR A AR B, A S | S RS SRR T 2 AW A RE AR A b9/ FR B AR 16 T 9% CO, )™ A
A2y (AT IR T RS UM A
AR SRS A BT SR A X G RE R IHE AT AP R, W ST 508 R A TR) A6 ) £, RS MRl TR AT 155 2 X 1)

BN A NIV R PRI R WS EXE AR R 22, AL, JE st A DB Ak XA
I A RAIRFP A SORIE— PRI Z P AL X G BEORAR GO0, 97 KA XKAEAS Bt 5 W58 45 18R B 42 T
R
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