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Beijing Urban Spatial Development
Model

LONG Ying!, MAQ Qizhi', SHEMN Zhen-
jlang® , DU Liqun® :
(1. School of Architecture, Tsinghua Universi-
ty, Beijing 100084, China; 2. School of Envi-
ronment Design, Kanazawa University, Kana-
zawa 920-1192, Japan; 3. Beijing Institute of
City Planning, Beijing 100045, China)

Abstract Mow it is urgent to identily the
future urban form for Beijing, which
[aces challenges of rapid growth in urban
development. In this article, we develop
Beijing Urban Spatial Development Mo~
del {(BUDEM in short) to support urban
planning and corresponding policies eval-
uation. BUDEM is the spatial-temporal
dynamic model for simulating wrban
growth in Beijing metropolitan  area,
based on cellular automata (CA) ap-
proach. In the paper, concept model of
BUDEM is introduced, which is estab-
lished basing on prevalent urban growth
theories. The method integrating Logis-
tic regression and MonoLoop is used to
retrieve weights in the transition rule by
MCE. After model sensibility analysis,
we apply BUDEM into three aspects of
urban planning practices; 1. Identifying
urban growth mechanism in varicus his-
torical phases since 1986; 2. ldentifying
urban growth policies needed for the im-
plementation of desired urban form (BEI-
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JING2020), namely planned urhan form;
3. Simulating wrban growth scenarios of
2049 (BEITING2049 ) hasing on the ur
ban form and parameter set of BEI-
JING20z0.
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(4) M (transition rules): ZEM A (multi-criteria evaluation, MCE);
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if” HfY) Uniform Analysis Zone (UAZ) WHEE), FFicA T CA MTh. BT CA BRI EY

_EmhEEs R AL 187
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stepNum B{f, RBITBERANTH,

1. LandAmount = 3}, stepNum!

2. sh=uy
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4. pf exp[a(pim 1)
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(Wu, 2002), HEARRMAR 3FUR, FEHE0TR, FRARK b FIR 7 ERR0SEE, BTRE
b 1SR fir e A AR SEm, AsTH B, IO R AR IR

GO

R R, 26
EREHNERY

TG B
stepumit | Bk e

A RS ST

EE i

o] emmnan |- =x )
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Plaic = T,
zi = a+ Eb.w.& A
A
a: LOGISTIC [B] =550 [ 5 20m
e ; LOGISTICI ESR A Z 5
. : AF[R1AEEL
Plogisic : 2T LOGISTICI 3 e 3

Logistic [B1JA R AE B 5 2 4 li iU ot s R TR 6 3E (R AN 1, Rk
BN 0), AEENAR 2 HIKIBK neighbor 2 5h) 12 AZETAZR . FIF ESRT ArcGIS #) SAMPLE T
£, A AR Rz EERE TR RS, KT A REAIR, N AR B2 LAND-
USE ¥l fElits (R fusida SR G N R HiE (RES, 2007). #[AERAMELET SPSS Mt
AT H®, FIPIERAS w11z, BEHFCNZHET FEAMERSEIX 12 A 2SR R M A S AN

st Logistic [BEJ5 BB ERR neighbor 24h 12 A= RIERNESH 7, REFEIESHA
¥, EREHEN MRIFERE, FETRE neighbor NAUERE (wN), MLEAF wN FEHHE S0
2, HAEREINERN wN 5 Logistic [IHHR w12 —FRNRZHEAIN], BIET ST
AXITE AR TIAE . MM S B A ROV REEE I R AEIR PR &, A S HR GOF, B st sPCiE
(RSPRNED), SEvRiRiE ST EVCELRE, B ERR R 100%D

2.5 HRITR

% ESRT AreGIS B 52 GIS Hiabsll, JprizRisThie, IR ARl Arisb o 2hak
5 CA BB AE e b, Al BUDEM 3£ F ArcObjects 284F, S/l VBA & 5 #H7TF k. A&BETT
R, eSS R PR RN A A A, R T — R B A b A
BURALE Y, M BUDEM BETT4R, BUa S M F00aH N T AR 7 1 fF. 181 fEi il
B H A, RS R IER TSR DU B A I, H TR T AR S T O

BUDEM fLAUA A4 45yl 8 R, 3 AfsEiilig A i, St BRURmas RARH IR .

FIFGERTT & T 22l i) BUDEM B g rhst w IR (GUT), ATRLTFERW I A A B 2t
TR, FMHSARLTESR, FENE 4R, ST GIS &5 CA WEESE, HEEMRIEML,
R R TRA ) L) T,

2.6 W5 KR AR A B
LSBT 4k R RO, PIPATEAL S RS SAERE, KA Rl S S R RAEE, R I

e = ERG I RE 191

SEIR, BEEN A2 150 km, {2 BUDEM $ERURSRIFETEE, dbntivtl HmiAR, 16 410 km? ([ 5),
AEHE SRR B 100 m PLFAOPR R A, BRI 6 338 km? (A&EREH), 54 HEAmN
39%; WIXTEAR 10 072 km?, 52THEAI 61%.,

A
ESRI ArcGIS

35

e

HE

B 3 BUDEM#REVR G

B4 BUDEM =R (SHREEMIERETR)
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B LR (& E i)
40
e ki1

5 #HEEE

BUDEM 8] = 20 Jo /AL HR0E, LA (LANDUSE)., [RE4 K (CONSTRAIN), £
Jp% 4% (LANDRESOURCE). X fif (LOCATION). %783 (PLANNING). i1 % (BOUNDA-
RY)., BUEX (POLICYZONE) FI#EMAt£ 45 (SOCIO-ECONOMIC) %, 25 [M#UE &+ Juso i
A, hig 2> SMBHES— % NODATA, #=4% 3 ESRIL [f)#— band #) GRID, 25 [i]&4H
7] (23 (AR R RS R R 500 m, [R5 fE 3] BUDEM BI% = 8 i [X 5 5 R i = i, A
BETEHA/NAE 500 m, B R A SR AR R SRR i )

(1) LANDUSE #E##¥ H 1986 4. 1991 45, 1996 45, 2001 4:#0 2006 45 TM §44e (KEE A 30
m, RN 500 m), +HRIARAS oNgs, WMEURE AN, R, AH. i, A
AT, Landuse ZRMTRRE, FRAEERBY 1, HWH 0,

(2) CONSTRAIN e i T &AL R 2 RIXDR AR R GIFR A, & & 110 B3 & AR BRI
MEARBRFIRATRR MR A4, HESNAMER, BRI, sk e g
WK, RESRXAE A REER (RS, 2006), con _ f 3R FEEE, ZHIELES

It EE R R IER 193

100 m, FRHFEH 500 m,

(3) LANDRESOURCE #{(H FiF FAF it - Mgl i@ s, AR oh & AL LR R A
(1988) Ki+Hos h—I )\, RAFBERUMHE, landresource BRX BT EHIE, LTk
SR v SRR AN EER, BIES | GZEEE . ZREERRSEE R 200 m, TSR 500

(4) LOCATION (i, AT HAFimARMEME &St (T kEat, F—HHEEaRE
A1), EERESENERL (REN) . B, il Ess, —s0) . Hix (BEm
ETRER). [ (B=EFARER) . SE1 AR MEIERC LR s 5| F) Ola It
FEERK S /7). ETEBHAER (H. £2) SRS ME GIs BE, KA ESRL ArcGIS | Spatial
Analyst S8 Distance /Straight Line @4, FEASREUEN B (185008 (BERS). AT RO 5| 7
f_rgnEiit, AREGET S AAAEEHEE, REBEAR (Potential Model) I B KN FX
XA R R (&S, 2002; Weber, 2003), PLMIRAEHT 5762 Shr RO
b A R RN (IZ3EHLN GRID A%, G4ES ohaR 32 BT E s XMk 5] 1) o

(5) PLANNING £ 4% (40 5T 1958 4 1R B4 18 B2 A il o i SsE el DAk, Jbatiissksim
AT RR AR ORI, 48108 1058 &£, 1973 45, 1082 45, 1992 4FF0 2004 4F (FLFUTTMEIZE fi=
W, 2006), HF) TSRS ik R 1 AN T planning FE RN R Z80E, b
AR RO 1, Haoh 0,

(6) BOUNDARY #tiit H] T FAFA L RS E B P A B A TBOA . SRR AR, AESTIRER
R, Wb B, AT ARSI 22 [ 45 5, D SR AR [ B R P A A iR s e Al
d _ bdrown TR3E T H AR £ 8 TE D B E A ESRI ArcGIS 1) Spatial Analyst #25L[#) Distance /
Straight Line 4743515 . !

(7) POLICYZONE %3 /il 1°#7~7E PLANNING 3R iR A A I E s A p R, B BTER
AU AL A K P R B 5B A = R R % %k K 18 POLICYZONE, 3245044 1) 76 A 1 A BTELEY
B H A RTEB RN landuse 04t , {F TR i, PUSSEIELZREE R F

(8) SOCIO-ECONOMIC #(HEEE R B AL iR (1999) B 1952 ERRALR B FEmA D, %
1R, B, St EmM S s, £8 M E RS R A e R R (o
) 5EEERNEER.

3 SRV

SRASINSRRE, RABRIAHNTRE, ¥ BUDEM B KA 29, B Logistic
(RISt B A TV, AR AR B BRI B, T 477 B s B e g ot
FTRIG, HEENBREBAEO R OIS, B0 T SRR, AR R B AR
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Tt

TR BRI TR B, TIAS AT R s B A 1986~1991 4., 1991~1996 4F, 1996~
2001 4E LA 2001~2006 4, FE&AHEMERIEIEH, Rk d _tam, d_wity, d_oty, d_ vown,
d_town, d_ bdtown., landresource, con _ f T HHIHHFE, e kR AR RUAR R Al S, T plan-
ning. d _ road FIEIAEH® EMBIAR], £ K neighbor kit

A A B A R 2 T (B EoREIAZRB0, Amati& M EHe, mTEE Hikm
WERIRE R, THRMBONER SRR R BFEEER IBEF BT R W
) o BAH M BT LR SRR T R B, HARRRNAFEE. BEANLARER
BAR FIRIAEIL, ATDAG 2 R TE A T M B A O fE P AR, AR

*®2 FEFAEHERM Logistio ElIHRE

TR B (2001~2006 ) B (1996~2001%) B (1991~19964) B (1986~1991 =3}
d_tam —0. 000 6" =0, 000 035" = 0. 000 041
d_ veity - 0,000 025* —0.000 031 ~0.000031* T bt i st
‘ | R R
d_city —0.000 019* ~0.000 066* - 0.000 033 L4
d _ viown 0. 000 025" 0. 000 058" -
d _ town 0. 000 089 0. DOO 066 *
d _ niver =0, 000 138*
d _ road — 0. 000 256 —0. 000 804" —0.000 524+ - 0. 001 092"
d _ bdtown —0. 000 377
f_rogn 4,302 458" —13. 737 258°
planning =0.410 472" 0.254 173 0.575 671* 1.310 654"
gon it —0.5271 103" —0.453 115" —0. 497 453" =1.506 241"
fandresource —0.075 543 = 0. 233 262
Constant —0. 174 524 0. 588 961 —0.998 267" —3.610 065"

» BEMEANF 0.001 Kk,

FR4E 2001~ 2006 SEHI I sRIAIVT, 3F M MonoLoop J5ik, % wN* =12.5, GOF=97.920%,
ATCARER, ML RAIE 6 FiR, Wil s LAND2006TM SRt AlPAA HABRAAA
B RSB, SXABUERR T BT iR ) BUDEM SR 5 FR 0 MonoLoop 75 7 4 5 i i e
AR e, X BEING2020 #11 BEIJING2049 7 ARG SeHiiege .

4 BEIJING2020: S50 R JE & i8R 0
2004 RS RIS T HisuEhE A (2004~2020)), Has[EBEIRDG PLANNINGZ004

B 6 2006 tEAREE R E PO X ST
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R, STSEBLZ SR MRIATRE M AR, REMPLBORSTR, T2k B S IR R R
AAMEH, LA ERTS) 2020 4F 2 [ A AR AR b 22 [l BT RETEZAS, AR AT AR B R AT )
AT R S

T SEB AR MR A RIS, R CA XPURAIG A ERR, R AR M TR stk (i1l
IS RABRAENRB SN, “ERFIL" hiehk TRA A RSN AR LM, RikkA 242
PORBITTE" #po ATl A Logistic A1) MonoLoop $e i) BRI CA BRZASFEMAN, ot i o
T BEIJING2020 fOisil®

4.1 BB

PLANNING2004 (350218 T, 9 376 4=, 2006 £E 43 F FIELE 2R LANDZ006 TM (1135
PG Mo 5 297 4, 8id OVERLAY 547 (B 7), KN 712 AT shay Bl goss
FAtl, 5 256 TR bl o e Fi b, 59 660 4 oiupBlR S Mk M A B, AR
LR S AT S MO PO B 9 376+712=10 088 4, TRk A RASHAERTTIRSR Y
10 0885 207=4 791 4 (HFAH AR AER A, KB LR VCHEE GOF— (65
628—712) /65 628=98.915% ),

).
Bl s, 00
TR S MA—F

B, mrar s

30

B 7 ARSIAREEEE AL

T ———

JERE T REEES A 197

# PLANNING2004 5 LAND2006TM {EREEBHR , {10 Logistic FARFZR CRIFLMEE
WAHTTHIR A, BIRT3R78 SeOUH0 7y S LR A 80 wn — 12 PLRCH BORAN BUE, [BIRSE R 0% 3 B
7 (BRARRENEHRSD, FERRMERELED 96%, d  bdtown Ml region TREAUA B
T, HeiraiEm pEs Pk 0.001, EIESRF LIRS,

%3 2006--2020 iF Logistic [E1 A F& &

TE B SE Wald df
d_tam ~0.00001 0 10.542 TENT AT
d _ veity =0.000 02 0 55, 241 A
d _eity 0.000 07 0 11. 149 1

d_vtown 0. 000 09 0 383. 699 1
d _ town =0.000 10 0 192. 663 1
d _ river —0.000 09 0 33. 037 1
d_ road 0. 000 68 0 128.971 1
d _ bdlown
region
planning 23. 173 97 3.482 44, 286 1
con_f 1,205 16 0. 064 352, 253 e
landresource 0. 14143 0.019 53.82 1
Constant —21. 366 64 3.513 36. 997 1

Logistic Al &, fRIEAHrAI4E R, FF MonoLoop 75 FER B B AT bt GOF ] neighbor ]
WEEH (wN), HisesE CA WFLN, T wNTHENTEE, RFaERR B EER
MUE (0~100), HRHEESHTEE g NIVETEE (B0 48), PR MonoLoop i A2 U ALE FH ]
[l 7E MonoLoop IR, wiN ZAMH A 3RR A2,

¢ R THUETEIALT 0~100 %) 69 4~ wN MHUEREA, JHRY 22. 5h, dGOF /dwN £ 8 B
. wN BUEEEAT 0~20 B, GOF BAfE, 1RI4E 98. 4% 4 wN>20, GOF R FiF, &
i wN=T7631X B&, & wN=100 i GOF k& Mi 92.7%; BN wN* =8.2 i T BE-
JINGZ020 BOREIEL, B o) A TR T LA ] 98. 493 % RIKTE, BRESREEMERARE 98. 915% 2 0.422%,
B,

4.2 BHUER

I AT Logistic [E]J=#F1 MonoLoop AT HBUIALE AR wr— 12 flwN * , RN CA RSN
FT#R#L, £85T 168 4 Iteration, FI{E|LiA1T, BB &ITHIEE] 10 104 4, EEE [ 6 297s
(30. 3s/Iteration) , MEAIZEFAE 9 f7R (BEIING2020 FfEf i), MasiEf4h b tum] PLAG B
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LR e

SRS TTRIOCALALEER T . 5 1~ 168 2 Tteration BN Rt B A R B0 B BB RO T

4.3

S ARG (R, RTEA T kil R e A I o

99,00 [
98.00

97.00 \\
96.00

95.00 \

GOF(E)

94.00

93.00

92.00

0.0 20.0 40.0 6.0

. 80.0

98,50

98.49

98.48

98.47

98.46 ﬂ A

GOF(%)

98.45 Ax
¥

—-""=

98.44 ﬂ \" VQ U I

98.42

98.43 )
98.41 E
0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0

B 8 BEIJING2020 MonoLoop TR A dGOF /dwN %k (T PN ERMERRIA)

2R AR

ARSI A (PLANNING2004) SUEFSHULAS A (BEIING2020) Ffth, SEiEHl
WEER, FH GOFBAE. 2= RIE. 2845 e iE = f05 b TR 45 R B .

(1) GOF 36k

8.0

MonoLoop I Rk 20 GOF Bk it i, GOF g 98. 493%

(2) ZE[AlMg e uk

10.0

U A A RS AT AR

199

T
o
£ i
A '_ I i

B 9 BEWING2020 #B#l45R (L) EPLbR SR (T)
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(@ Moran 1 35405l i’%?‘ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ?ﬂ;’?ﬁﬁﬁ IAl 4575 (S TeFE B, PLANNING2004 fo&a N 0.12
(Z Score = 31.1), [ BEJING2020 f9#fi 4 0. 14 (Z Score = 38.0), FAILEAESR, I
RIRTE AR (H125 16.7%6) . @Separate clusters B iiE. FTITHI KO R REZ 01, Bk
THEARRIZS N TEEN S | 4 Separate cluster (5, BAREE DR 14 cell #AL), 43BN PLAN-
NING2004 5 BEIJING2020 BRI ANEIE (3% 4), BT REHHESNE R, Sttt bl
B, —FHEE FIEEAEEL, {2 1~5 4 cell FIRERD cluster 74 41172 8. @ Edge cells %l . Edge
cells &% /ba—ih Gk mEE TR kLT, HEEFEARIEBR 202X X—IE
(h#EE ), PLANNING2004 (45 miudi 125 4 045 4, jfi BEIJING2020 4 219 4>, #HZ= 4. 3%,
—EY A R .

;|4 Separate clusters iFER

Cluster size . Cluster number
{cell) sG] R E
1~5 173 238
6~10 32 39
11~20 23 27
21--50 15 17
51~100 2 il
=100 11 M
sum 256 333

(3) 2= [Al4EH%e Uk
BAATONENIR. 2BUaf, UIBIRZTNARRRE (4 am) Aoy 10 @S, 7T
LR T e 258 45 . 4 Lb R P AR 5 S Sy s i i B e 3 1 (38 5), &
Sl o [ UM 103 ;
%5 EEEHRIEER

o | S AdE AN a4t (%)
cell % cell %
1 317 8 e 3.3 -4.2
& G2 296 2.9 287 3.1 ~4.9
3 N 624 6.1 604 6.4 -a.8
4 e 525 5.2 513 55 -5,7
5 e 1849 18,2 1737 18.5 —1.9
6 12:;2 3238 31.8 3010 32,1 -0.8
7 . 2204 21.7 1938 20.7 4.8
8 o 868 8.5 789 8.4 1.4
9 Al 237 23 189 2.0 16. 6
10 170(;':_]3;0 12 0.1 4 0.0 176. 6
sum 10 170 100. 0 9376 100.0

dEstidimas ) A el 201

B L, O%q PLANNING2004 S8 BEIING2020 7€ GOF, z=[f& Rz M= AT
AR, PO R, BN fE . IRl ot S 14 Monoloop iR AR, B4l )
GOF Fa#m A LA SR 2= (Rl Jr s [ S5 b 7 o Po e

4.4 ZEWabr

TR BT -SRI 2R B AR 7 S B B [ AR A Tt b, i T A B 2 (WU O T T P 3
RS e R A7) DL AR s8] PLANNING2004 X — 34775, R msTeBeE Sm s~ G
&, TURTPASE AR RS, PAS 2001~ 2006 SF (0[BT AR L4558 (52 6), MELX—H
BB R R, MR TR R R S B, SRk SRR, Sk RA Y SE R
PRI B AR e, SR B MR R, (EA RPN 3 22 1 AR X AR ) B s B
B, Xl PLANNING2004 75 R0 48 HI 28 R AR % R 7t .

6 BCNING2020 % 2001~-2006 @13 R ETEL

g B (20071~2006 F ) BEIJING2020
neighbar TEEL e o A 8.2
d _ tam —0. 000 016 0. 000 008
d _ wveity —0. 000 025 =0.000 017
d_city =0.000019 0. 000 009
d _ viown —0. 000 084
d_ town —0. 000 095
d _ river —0.000 138 = 0. 000 094
d _ road =0. 000 256 0. 000 684
d  bdlown
f_rgn 4.302 458
planning —0.410 472 223. 173 968
con _f —=0.521 103 1, 205 157
landresource 0. 141 429
GConstant —0. 174 524 —21.366 643

AL, BEIING2020 BAE S, BT sl e Bl 2B, s HIEE4E 2001 ~2006 41 &
AR, T 2020 EAb SO S W 10 BTAR, AR GOF =93, 526%, 5 BEITING2020 1
4.967%, Ftk BEJING2020 GREER, MELE R0 RiER, LB mis sk pk By, i
B PRSI R AR B A EE B, R DA SE DL At A 7] 4% R BCHE A T 048 R A FRe iy st AL, AT A
Fo BURF AR 00 25 () & R EAT AL, S 45 EH AR () 25 ) T
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af
N X Y
A S
&lkm F./.\.r-h:! { {j’l i __-;,-._,\
Sl AT s
L},\ ’ i ?,-\,_,4 'AL,L . {
- i .'.-_ri'\ : ‘ k(, " .

EEN  [TRTRERTE
[ R SR
i, R

3 e
- " A
I i

. i e

B0 ma 200.I~2005 F & EAAT R BEING2020 il R
5 BEILJIING2049: 754 i 3 ¢l

5.1 JEMERS Rt

L B AT T AR R0 ) 650 A3 i R AR R PR R A A 2020 4, IR 2049 SERPALHUESIHT AR,

LBl B4 100 J8 42— RO TE st v 4 (A SR e AT AL RI sk Tl S0 T T — e B A48
SR BASE S I S T (E, HBERS 2020~2049 SRR [AEASHE T .

{BAE 2020 4RIUMRITT RPTASLE (FREMIBRCCRE 4 2 BHUEAERY BpiEadidl), 7E 2020
SEIFRIN T SRR EE4T BEIING2049 iyl 2R milii At Eu 7E 2006 SR IR -+ Hb A PR HER
AT, FTCAREASTIE A aE e, EOATE R E L s TR S A R 5 SR R, AT
PLRERENG - BT A Lh 8K, B AL BEITING2020 HLE1 S lny AR /T PR S B
FATINATE. MEES s AER, LHRNRBRARZ, BRI (EHA
WHERS, AR R .

{45 BEUING2020 MILHESHUIEAAE, FEME 30 A AFD, Bl A Oy ARl s A AR
HEH 100 m? /A, 2049 SE A CIRMASR 2 670 A, SRETHIEFAHLE RS 3 412 kan? (13 650 cells) fEH
N 2049 SFINZE IS (stepNum=10), By BEIING2049 fORERENG 5T, B4 R 11
FfF7R (4T BUDEM 22t I Rpaay , B B A 75 S A TR 4 SR il ) - BT SR 22
MR IS, BF, MNP B KRR, BT BB Hih “ B Bl
ERIHS KRS AR AEIIERRR Gk, BEFRR). SR FREES BEIING2020 £
FEBCENAER F AR, SR ARROZE S, WA = AR & 2 ATk, & 5.2 M o

e mE R RS EE 203

B4 HRE a7 e H ROt TR S BT A (P

B 11 BEMING2049 BEHSRIRMIES R

5.2 fistartr
5.2.1 FHBRARREEL (A)

EWBOR, MAR KRR, SiTRRES, WEHEKEE (sepNum) AENEN, BRI,
W ELRBI Bz SR, W stemNum PTEAS 4 GDP, S, FIH T ¥, 2@ Hl. R
M. TAVJTHOER . 22l e Sela o BR A, BRI b vl A 5o 78 50 o e i1 7 B BB 2 stepNum B3
. XREEMEREEE AN TR, BB ASREURE AR A DI, RHAN 4]
3 stepNum, FETIHBCATHT 2RI 2.

gepNum = y—:%% =dPOP Xz Xk 2 4
A
yer B ¢t ERUREEERMER, km?
Ve, o 5 o SRS A AR, ko

dPOP; fRERFIAD S, A /E
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x: ABSERE IR, m? /A
ks VRS

A KRR Z B R BEIING2020, EDVCH ERTE 2049 SEigd = M S5 BEIING2020
— 8, Rt R POl R . AR R I R AR 5 5 O stepNen WB{H, BE T AL A
H e B 8o A2 A D RERHC R, B, Al SRk 2020~2049 ATIRYICHET A 86 1A /4,
(2049 SELTHEAD 4 294 5 A), AFEA O M ASSIEENE HIHER N 100 m2 /A, 1] 2049 4F i
PRI EFELN 5 023. 5 k(20 094 cells), BIPEFFAIE 12 Fis.

B2 ADEERiE R e R

5.2.2 MRRHREEL (B)

B T B BRI 2 S RS, R T A M7 e AT R
HifRe BAMRIGABATCER S A7, TUSSRAER MR . BT, Sk RS,
AR5 IR S RO 2 IS, T B AR5 55 BEITING2049 St Al (55 A R
B stepNum), FILUBHIRONE S 64F BI JiE-LERIE S, B2 $psrh OAES) I 5T B3 3 SR RIPIR Ik

IEiE R Radrier 205

5, AR, AEXEAIY, i BUDEM Y & AT DL STHlix se il B f B ohas
5.2.3 MUEHILINR (C)

C XM RN DRk . RIS BEIING2040 51 BHIF, B4R 30 )7
A/, A DRI ARG PRIy 100 m? /A, 2049 & A CTRRETN 2 670 FHA, Shigtang
SRR 3 412 ke, [NIEBHOEER, stepNum=10, FERUAIZS A4 A th 745 SRS SRR, (08
BEEREROERY, DBLS NN BREMSEE CLRRCh 0 BN ERARD A ZECE),
ERAFLRMEGE MM SR, CLERRRITR, C2 B, G “M&H” He. o
RERRIEER. Co Flior & BN, Co Tt R R, C7 MERIL R B R C8 RigihA
RN GRIEAMR, FEAHAT 4 A RBEEEIN S .

Fat:
B ks it

R(RA

25
(=)

B 13 MEHRERAIER

5.3 Rk

AT X BEITING2049 K34 W ST aiLL, 3800 FILAB3ET oM &5 P M conf. B
B conr, N FGMIRES (F—EMPE—HZM) MR green, AR OER agri. MRS
HIRWIEAR rural FIGEFREE (Moron 1), 44745 5803E 7 .,
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B it

CIRERR
25
U )
B4 BEERRIUER
7 BNEEBERNE (km?)
HRET conf conr green agri rural Moren |

T BEUING2020 EEIEE 538 1807 1128 150 169 0.14
BEIJING2049 T 15 2 1080 709 1 312 542 244 0.19
Al 1890 2775 1539 1227 403 0.14

A2 768 1976 1287 347 201 0.18

cl 843 2 376 1595 397 284 0.25

c2 918 2 257 1620 469 272 0.25

c3 912 2253 1369 455 258 0.20

c4 765 2214 1181 492 248 0.13

cs 1007 2230 1457 563 280 0.17

6 06 2352 1555 438 268 0.24

c7 905 2 345 1526 438 266 0.22

cs 919 2385 1544 445 269 0.23

JEmEmEE R R R 207

B s
L E(EBhSR

E15 “WEs" ERRNER

Mtrai R bl aH, AZESd, FMREREE Al X& IR AR & AR & TIK
Wl Az, BIRREMT A2; CAELR, sk REL C4MBLL g 5, FEsusit A&
A AR TSR, R T “PIES" MR BHARER CL TR B A S AsK,
IXRE 2001~2006 SEEAFTEEL; SHEE S C2 ERENES, MnHFSLRIER C4RMK.,

6 ZigHifig

AWrELAY BUDEM R RUZER 15 A ST MSCul BF 55 5 10, &FPBUE T — 2 alFk R, EEGHTs
H: OE&hERMMERR S, ETHHMEEIEPL K Hedonic SIEIEEE CA B = AR,
13 BUDEM AUy BN R S8 Lt @ISR S| AR, AT RIENHERS
(RAER) pHbE T A FRHC R, TR I CA AL A # e B R £ ix— b mAE G 25k,
EAHATRA A (AR S OFF BT i |, BUDEM 53 & (R #2 W Logistic [ISF
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MonoLoop SEAIHT L TEFREL CA AN, 2 CABRLSHERRN Pk, ORHIBREmILRT
ERERHES (AER), RAIEENBCE S, EEAMEmENRE = ERN, LAk
AOERIE SEREAN AR SRR 0 . FESCURRTFE Iy o, (R T e () SAegl i B D s ) sk e .- DR Aoseinli s )
FEAENYG , BUDEM BT AL yOR i R 1 s2 e T4, RTELA T Al E W, Mk 5.
S A R R, TRt CA ZERE A i RS IR FRR AT REME A Sk R RO 2 ks @
BRI AR R, SIN T E AR L B A0 S HA CA SR R D A S R TE
r g 7 A R A 2 O EE R 20 KT T s AR M T 455 o I RIS ) 2 vl U1 5 5 i 5
TR (ZET 2020 BURITAR 2049), R ICHAE 7 Al A ahE .

s

B 16 TR RIERIRIE R

AT B4 BUDEM HRAURI B — AT EL, B N RUT K AR BLA BUDEM 7 FFk i
RISV E R G S Rs, AnRaaE 2. SRR SRR AL ST, BRI
2 (AL R A s [ oo, 7ESEBR AP 2B 58 5T CA ) BUDEM #A), (SR ETERA
—~A] B2 FR A T AR A,

WMHRLNHAR, BUDEM BRI ik AREE, Wi AaE i b i &—e i, tH
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RN, EFER— PR CAEIMPLEE ; BIELrh RE A S e i A A ey, i
HERZFSRIR . P—B, UHNLA TR, HTELT CA BBIMBTIEAN
Ftnt |, PAACSCRIRPRAMIOEM, ACRT R, SR R R B S bR AR P AT SR
1. BRI MRIm R R, A AR il A R R R R AR (R, B
£, Db, S AT FHi%e, S2Enmmmans.

g

AL EEEAKRAFHFLAEAA (NSFC 50678088), BHE “+—H" #H £ M2 5 8 (2006BAJ14B08)
R, A AR AL A W ML T AT R A . P E AR BT S T A f AR R AR TN
0 B 2006 Fadik SR RIETE, RHFEAFODEPAD LRI TSNS B F LT, &
TR R B R A AU A AT T Pk, b — Al

bE= 3

@ A th G RM A MR E RN —T,

@ EMHSZFEHNE, TRT CARSEESE, B CAHBIKIME (exogenous) 8, ZAMEASEST,
REMMEET, WADHE. BWNEEAEERT, BS54 SPSS it 178 = /a3 # A48 = 1047,
con_fSecon _rafXAREN-0.936, A%, MR con _rTE. d_edge 5d_ tam BIEE R ECH 0.994,
d_edgess d _ veity BItHCRE 0.751, E: d _ edge %,

@ HEMARA=1TER, SZEARMEHLYFHEE, BRARAENZESS, BTFRTFEANBERM R
TEREE, MHTANERF A MAZRAhEE, ZEEERRERSEZEREFENANASE
e

@ REnrsiet, AR AHBSERN, HTRIERBOFINER,

©® #hRAtm i T 2 AR LT 90% 21k bR T35 26,6 5 m?2, B 500 mx 500 m A%, 1950~ 2006 £,
el B E RS0 B i o iE s T/ 200 m% 200 m Z£ 45 2006 F AL 50T Bk B rh s th i
FAHB AN EBESEE A/ N 190 mx 190 m Zedg; dEGa i SR/C AR U MR AR AL R AR A MR S A n B 20 345 m2, BJJ
140 m* 140 m 75, BUDEM I Z FRLAE T 600 m EATTRRE, BATHARSEREAERAE, SHMEMNE
AR A . g

® BUDEM b TT DU ST At 28 (sl M. REERAM. RE. #hith. KFIBD, KR%) HH2E
ASFAL, A TEA, EEMRTETRE B S IFE TS Bitrsil

@ N ET 2.6 MARERAREE" Baratae,

® LR, HEMMNGEESESR (RUTEFEERN S HRE submarkets” ), RIAREHE fEBANAR,
FRABESRANRAEHFEMYL, M2E55F (spatal heterogeneity) 2 —HRIERFTERE,

@ REECEHNERNE BERETTHENE, FHRGRLR.

@ 4 7T HHEFEAR AR, FFETHER Logistic BERATEERH TS, £EEHE, FH sPssitm
{1 Regression,/Binary logistic & FORWARD. LR Fi&.
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@ 3 F wN EACEEEERE, 2 TEE MonoLoop i BATETLETTB 6], SEFERAREE AT 2=l &- T Sl
I, ZERELTHERTHAASEERNEE, TRN W ENEMEESR, RRE0RRTFE, 87
B R tREns i B,

@ ZMHLBFHEIEREA LR SR RIE,

@ ELEEEROMETLGEE, NRWIeES ., WookEEEa, Nkl M Sm, sl AthEse
Mmyam. REREALD. SRAREAQNSER, DEMNEDER.

@ ETEEF| B E B 2R landuse 48 S0EFN = 481 landuse HAESBIE R EUEIERE.

@ % THREMAEESHMTESRIMENNSEAERNM AT %, £FFS (longetal , 2009) PHEXLA "
AEEAA", EARANAZES TR,

® THEERET TR,

@ BEEam AR, TAEMNEESR, o RURER RNt 287 5 RN H e A8 TIHE, 30 A A /FE
—HHRBR AR E S FRADSIHEERAEE ., MRRRILSN, NTRUERAR A D BIGIRIENE
RHBATER.
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Low-Carbon Eco-City Planning Trends
in China

LIU Ligang, YUAN Bin
{ School of Architecture, Tsinghua University,
Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract Facing the pressure from eco-
nomic development, environmental pro-
tection, resource conservation, energy
saving and emission reduction, the deve
lopment of low-carbon cities in China has
become a trend. This paper summarizes
the main types of the low-carbon eco
cities which are under construction, and
analyzes the methods, contents and feed-
backs of the planning and construction
process.

Keywords low-carbon; eco-city; city plan
ning
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