The impact of accessibility changes on the local development:

a spatial approach

Supplementary Material

1. Maps for control variables

Legend:

Elderly dependency rate (Dif%) [ 26; 50
I <0 575
[ 1125 Il 100

/
Loink}f
K 3
$
‘\? | Legend:
J E/ Employment change (Dif%)
T <o
’x [ 150
N B 51; 100
0 10 20Km B -0

0 10 20Km
S —

Figure S1: Changes in elderly dependence rate 2001-21 (left) and in employment 2001-21 (right).
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Figure S2: GWR results for elderly dependence rate — coefficients (left) and p-values (right).
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Figure S3: GWR results for employment — coefficients (left) and p-values (right).

2. Commuting
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Figure S4: Percent changes in commuting population 2001-21 (left) and spatial autocorrelation report (right).



