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APPENDIX 1. Average sale prices (by m?) of old apartments in the case neighbourhood (CN), the reference neigh-
bourhood (RN), new apartments in the case neighbourhood and the price index in the area. Cases 2-7.

Case 2 (Yliskyld - Helsinki)
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Case 3 (Tapulikaupunki - Helsinki)
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Case 4 (Pihlajisto-Viikinméki - Helsinki)
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Case 5 (Lauttasaari - Helsinki)
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Case 6 (Central Vuosaari - Helsinki)
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Case 7 (Mikkola - Vantaa)
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