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Socio-economic index (SEIl) of school establishments
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Environmental quality around schools

Green spaces

e Vegetation within a 100m radius
e Vegetation within a 300m radius
e Vegetation within a 500m radius
e \egetation within a 1000m radius

. < Pollution

&% Annual mean of PM 2.5
I Vegetation cover (100m buffer)
Low High

* PM, . : Particulate matter of <2,5um

* PM,, : Particulate matter of <10 um

« Black carbon (BC) : carbon fraction of
particulate matter

* NO, : nitrogen dioxide
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https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat

Territorial typology

I High density cluster
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W Rural
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Data source: Eurostat, 2018
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Cumulative part of socio—economic index

Socio-economic inequalities between schools
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Cumulative part of socio—economic index

Socio-economic inequalities between schools
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Vegetation cover within 100m

Association between socio-economic index and environment
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Association between socio-economic index and environment
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Thank you for your attention!

Any questions?
Any comments?
Any suggestions?

Contact Information : #.‘j

Madeleine Guyot madeleine.guyot@uclouvain.be . UCLouvqin
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