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Study on the elderly-livability residential space environment

in the aging community

Taking Xi'an city as an example
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Abstract; Suitable community residential space environment is the basic guarantee for the happy life of the elderly.
The increasing degree of aging in China has put forward new requirements for the construction of community
residential space environment. In this paper,976 the elderly from 32 communities in Xi'an were taken as samples,
from the social geography, environmental science, architecture, psychology, multi angle analysis on the relationship
among the residential space environment, the safety and the well-being, in order to provide a guide for the

improvement of the elderly-livability residential space environment in China’s aging community.
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Tab. 2 Fitting index values of structural model M1
x'/df RMSEA GFI AGFI IFI TLI CFI
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B3 BEZEFRE. REUSETEBHELFMRD
Fig. 3 The relationship model of residential space environment, safety and well-being
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