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Abstract
of urban renewal on the price of commercial housing by deducing the bidding rent model. Taking Shenzhen as the

This paper focuses on the urban commercial housing market and tries to explain the impact mechanism

research object, multiple regression analysis is used to empirically study the influencing factors and changing rules
of housing prices. The results are as follows. 1) Different land development modes will lead to price differences of
commercial housing. 2) Compared with the land transfer mode, urban renewal will reduce the price of commercial
housing and restrain the impact of housing location change on the price. 3) Urban renewal mode will reconstruct
the spatial differentiation of urban commercial housing.
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Table 3 Impact of urban renewal mode on commercial housing price in Shenzhen(N=159)
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