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Abstract. Green infrastructure projects, while enhancing environmental quality, 
often unintentionally exacerbate socioeconomic inequalities through “green gen-
trification.” This phenomenon leads to rising property values, demographic shifts, 
and the displacement of vulnerable populations, raising critical concerns about 
social justice in urban greening. This study systematically reviews the literature 
to examine how the distribution of and access to green spaces contribute to green 
gentrification and explores strategies to mitigate its effects. Based on the anal-
ysis of peer-reviewed studies in urban planning, green infrastructure, and social 
dynamics, four key themes emerge: (i) the spatial and health outcomes of greening 
interventions, (ii) the socioeconomic impacts of green spaces on property values 
and resident demographics, (iii) the social justice challenges faced by marginalized 
communities, (iv) the role of urban policies in moderating gentrification. 

The findings reveal that while urban greening initiatives provide significant 
environmental and health benefits, these are often inequitably distributed, dispro-
portionately benefiting wealthier populations and displacing vulnerable groups. 
Studies highlight the importance of integrating affordable housing policies with 
green infrastructure projects. This approach aims to prevent the displacement 
of low-income residents while enhancing urban sustainability and inclusivity. 
Methodologies employed in the reviewed studies—such as spatial analysis, com-
munity surveys, and economic assessments—highlight the complex interactions 
between green infrastructure, housing markets, and social equity. 

By outlining implications for policy and future research, this study provides a 
foundation for shaping urban greening strategies that balance environmental goals 
with social equity, ensuring sustainable and inclusive urban development. 
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1 Introduction 

In contemporary urban studies, green gentrification is a critical phenomenon that high-
lights the intersection of environmental improvements and socioeconomic displacement 
[1, 2]. Investments in urban green spaces—such as parks, green roofs, and tree-lined 
streets—have become integral to urban planning as cities increasingly prioritize sus-
tainability and climate resilience. Despite their beneficial environmental and public 
health impacts, these interventions often lead to unexpected consequences such as rising 
property values, exacerbating social inequalities, and the displacement of low-income 
residents [3]. 

Anguelovski et al. [4] provide an interesting overview about the conceptualization of 
“green gentrification”, “ecological gentrification”, and “environmental gentrification”, 
explaining how the most relevant literature is situated in the US and Canada, and is 
defined as the output of the “restoration of an environmental amenity” [5]. Moreover, 
the concept of urban sustainability is central to promoting a holistic vision and approach. 

Environmental Justice is central to understanding green gentrification [6, 7]. It 
emphasizes the fair distribution of environmental benefits across all social groups, par-
ticularly marginalized and disadvantaged communities [8]. Green gentrification could be 
considered a paradox since these initiatives aim to promote sustainability and livability 
but unintentionally contribute to social exclusion if not managed carefully [9]. Improving 
the attractiveness of a neighborhood could result in increasing property values, housing 
prices, and the consequent displacement of residents, especially the working class [9, 
10]. SocioEconomic Equity is vital within green urbanism [3, 11], and to understand 
the leading factors that influence gentrification, it is important to look at the overall pic-
ture by analyzing positive and negative impacts as well as relationships among several 
variables. 

The tangible and intangible values provided by the natural capital are well-known 
as Ecosystem Services (ESs) and are categorized with the support of the Millennium 
Ecosystem Assessment [12–14]. They improve air quality, reduce Urban Heat Island 
Effects (UHI), and enhance well-being, but since green areas are not equally distributed, 
wealthier populations can disproportionately benefit [15]. Disservice could be gener-
ated if not correctly designed and managed [16]. The rising demand for green neigh-
borhoods often increases housing costs, making it difficult for lower-income residents 
to remain in their communities and access these environmental benefits. Moreover, the 
framework of Ecosystem Services is crucial in contemporary urban cities affected by 
climate change and non-communicable diseases [17–20]. Their provisions are related to 
Regulating Services such as climate regulation, Provisioning also related to medicinal 
resources, and Cultural, consisting of cultural, spiritual, and aesthetic values aimed to 
promote mental and physical health [14, 21, 22]. Integrating ESs and disservices in urban 
decision-making processes could raise awareness, communication, and support commu-
nity participation, thus contributing to a more equitable greening planning decisions on 
the side of the process and of the outcome [23]. Urban policies would be strategic in 
this context in mitigating the negative impact of new green interventions and developing 
inclusive strategies that interplay climate adaptation, social need, and economic value 
[24]. The criticisms detected could underpin the request for an equity-based climate
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action and sustainable strategies while exploiting existing gaps and competing political 
values [9]. 

Given these premises, this paper examines the multidimensional impacts of green 
gentrification by comprehensively reviewing recent literature and comparing key find-
ings on environmental justice and socioeconomic dimensions. After an introduction of 
the main topics related to the issue investigated by the paper (Sect. 1), the methodol-
ogy developed to analyze the literature review is presented (Sect. 2), and contributions 
selected are compared and main findings and gaps discussed (Sects. 3 and 4). The 
conclusions (Sect. 5) aim to provide some possible new lines of research. 

2 Research Methodology 

An analysis of the literature review has been developed from September to October 
2024 to understand how other studies have faced the concept of green gentrification, 
and from which perspective. Using the Scopus database, the search started by using 
the keywords “green gentrification” and “urban” to limit the context of the analysis. 
165 papers were found initially, written between 2014 and 2024, and then, by filtering 
to European studies, the number decreased to 88 articles. It has been decided to limit 
the analysis to the European context because non-EU urban contexts, such as the US, 
have very different social dynamics that are not comparable with those under study in 
this research. As discussed by [4], most of the contributions on this topic come from 
American and Canadian scholars, who have primarily focused on experiences within 
their own national contexts. This paper, however, aims to explore whether the dynamics 
identified in those studies remain consistent or take on different forms when examined 
in a different geographical and socio-political setting. 

The 88 papers have been further filtered considering the coherence of the title and 
the topics discussed within the abstract. At the end of these phases, 24 articles were 
analyzed (Fig. 1). 

Fig. 1. Literature review’s phases 

Papers have been analyzed by considering the year, the country, the objectives, the 
primary methodologies applied, the results obtained from the case study, if present, how 
the concept of green gentrification has been discussed, if the research applies Geographic 
Information System (GIS) software to provide spatial analysis and which criteria have 
been defined how useful and with an impact for the topic. Table 1 shows an extract of 
the more extensive literature review developed for the 24 papers.
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Table 1. Example of the structure of the literature review [1, 2, 8, 25–29]. 

Author(s) Title Year Nation Objective Methodology Results Case Study Green Gentrification GIS Analysis Criteria Analyzed 

Cole et al. Are green cities healthy and 

equitable? Unpacking the 

relationship between health, 

green space and gentrification 

2017 Multiple (Global) Analyze the relationship 

between urban health, 

green spaces, and 

gentrification 

Comparative qualitative 

analysis of health and 

green space data across 

different global cities 

Green spaces promote 

health but also increase 

the risk of displacement 

and inequality 

Various cities Green gentrification 

leads to better health 

outcomes for some 

while excluding or 

displacing lower-income 

residents. 

No Health outcomes, green 

spaces, equity, 

gentrification. 

Ali et al. Gentrification  through  green  

regeneration? Analyzing the 

interaction between inner-city 

green space development and 

neighborhood change 

2020 Germany Investigate the 

interaction between 

green regeneration and 

neighborhood change in 

Leipzig 

Case study method using 

qualitative analysis of 

urban planning and 

demographic data 

Green regeneration led to 

significant demographic 

shifts and increased 

property prices 

Leipzig, 

Germany 

Green regeneration 

attracted wealthier 

residents, resulting in 

gentrification and 

displacement of lower-

income groups. 

Yes Neighborhood change, 

green regeneration, 

property prices, 

demographic shifts. 

Goossens et al. Livable streets? Green 

gentrification and the 

displacement of longtime 

residents in Ghent, Belgium 

2020 Belgium Investigate the impacts 

of street greening on 

displacement of long-

time residents 

Qualitative interviews, 

spatial analysis using 

GIS tools 

Green street projects in 

Ghent led to 

displacement of 

vulnerable populations 

Ghent, Belgium Street greening projects 

were linked to 

gentrification and 

displacement of 

longtime residents. 

Yes Displacement, long-time 

residents, street greening 

projects. 

Maia et al. Hidden drivers of social 

injustice: uncovering unequal 

cultural ecosystem services 

behind green gentrification 

2020 Multiple (Global) Explore how cultural 

ecosystem services 

(CES) relate to social 

justice in green 

gentrification 

Mixed methods: 

qualitative interviews, 

quantitative CES 

assessments 

Unequal access to 

cultural ecosystem 

services drives social 

injustice in urban 

greening 

Various cities Hidden dynamics 

behind CES exacerbate 

green gentrification and 

social inequities. 

Yes Cultural ecosystem 

services, social justice, 

access inequality. 

Bockarjova et 

al. 

Property price effects of green 

interventions in cities: A meta-

analysis and implications for 

gentrification 

2020 Multiple (Global) Analyze the effect of 

green interventions on 

property prices and 

potential for 

gentrification 

Meta-analysis of 

previous studies 

examining property price 

effects 

Green interventions 

systematically increase 

property prices, with 

high potential for 

gentrification 

Multiple global 

cities 

Green interventions 

drive up property prices, 

contributing to 

gentrification trends. 

No Property prices, green 

interventions, meta-

analysis, gentrification 

risk. 

Blok Urban green gentrification in 

an unequal world of climate 

change 

2020 Global Examine how urban 

greening and climate 

change are 

interconnected with 

gentrification 

Qualitative theoretical 

framework exploring 

climate change, 

urbanization, and green 

gentrification 

Urban greening projects 

in the context of climate 

change exacerbate 

existing inequalities 

Global Urban green projects 

aimed at climate 

resilience often lead to 

gentrification, especially 

in unequal urban 

settings. 

No Climate change, urban 

greening, inequality. 

Alexandrescu 

et al. 

Green gentrification as 

strategic action: Exploring the 

emerging discursive and social 

support for the Green Tree 

Strategy in Porto Marghera, 

Italy 

2021 Italy Analyze the discursive 

strategies and social 

support for a green 

gentrification project in 

Porto 

Discourse analysis, 

social network analysis 

The Green Tree Strategy 

garnered strategic 

discursive support 

despite risks of 

gentrification 

Porto 

Marghera, Italy 

Social and discursive 

support for green 

gentrification emerged 

in the context of broader 

environmental 

strategies. 

No Discourse analysis, green 

gentrification strategies, 

social support. 

Triguero-Mas 

et al. 

Exploring green gentrification 

in 28 global North cities: the 

role of urban parks and other 

types of greenspaces 

2022 Multiple (Global) Explore the relationship 

between urban parks, 

other greenspaces, and 

green gentrification 

Comparative analysis 

using GIS tools and 

demographic data 

Urban parks and 

greenspaces were closely 

linked to gentrification 

trends across several 

cities 

28 cities, 

Global North 

Parks and other 

greenspaces are 

significant contributors 

to green gentrification, 

particularly in the 

Global North. 

Yes Urban parks, greenspaces, 

gentrification, 

demographic shifts. 

3 Comparative Analysis 

The selected studies approach green gentrification from multiple perspectives, focusing 
on the interplay between urban greening and socioeconomic dynamics. A key objective 
of many articles is to examine how the introduction or revitalization of green spaces 
contributes to gentrification. Research by [3, 26, 29] explores how green infrastruc-
ture projects drive up property values, often making neighborhoods unaffordable for 
long-term, lower-income residents. These studies analyze the tension between environ-
mental benefits and rising living costs, highlighting the displacement risks marginalized 
populations face. 

Another crucial focus is the social inequalities and environmental justice concerns 
tied to green gentrification. Studies such as those by [8, 30, 31] emphasize the uneven 
distribution of green spaces and how marginalized communities are often excluded from 
their benefits. Historically, it has been determined by zoning laws [32] and uneven dis-
tributions of public infrastructure funding [33]. It started to be recognized as a racial 
phenomenon, and the effect is contemporarily defined as racial residential segregation 
[34]. More recently, the concept that the new regeneration project brings to the mecha-
nism of unaffordable living costs and higher rents has raised concerns. By investigating 
how green interventions reinforce these consolidated racial and economic inequalities, 
the studies underscore the importance of equitable access to natural capital through 
specific practices such as land recognition and more equitable access to housing.
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Policy and governance are also central themes in the literature. Research by [35, 
36] assesses the role of urban planning in shaping green development outcomes. These 
studies examine whether policies mitigate or exacerbate green gentrification, focusing on 
the effectiveness of affordable housing initiatives and collaborative governance models 
in ensuring that the advantages of urban greening are distributed more fairly. 

Some studies take a socio-spatial and health-oriented approach, analyzing how green 
spaces reshape urban demographics and influence public health. Articles by [1, 37] 
employ spatial analysis to track neighborhood transformations following green inter-
ventions while also considering both the positive effects, such as improved air quality 
and well-being, and the negative consequences, particularly for displaced communities. 

Finally, a few studies adopt a long-term and cross-city perspective to assess the 
broader impacts of urban greening. Research like [38] examines historical patterns of 
green infrastructure development, providing insights into how past urban planning deci-
sions continue to shape contemporary gentrification dynamics. This longitudinal app-
roach offers a deeper understanding of how cities evolve and how green gentrification 
unfolds over extended periods. 

Figure 2 shows the central cluster of topics discussed within the literature analysis 
carried out with the support of the VOSviewer software tool. 

Fig. 2. Keywords analysis (VOSviewer software). 

3.1 Methodologies Applied 

The studies on green gentrification employ a range of methodologies to capture its com-
plexities. Qualitative approaches, such as interviews and focus groups, are frequently
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used to explore residents’ lived experiences affected by urban greening. Research by [25, 
28] highlights displacement’s social and emotional impacts, providing valuable insights 
into how communities perceive and respond to these changes. Qualitative analysis sup-
ports catching the perception of the community involved, its subjective experiences, and 
investigating the intangible values in play. 

In contrast, quantitative methods and spatial analysis, mainly through Geographical 
Information Systems (GIS), offer a broader, data-driven perspective. Studies like those 
by [3, 37] examine shifts in property values and demographic patterns, illustrating how 
proximity to new green spaces often correlates with rising housing costs and the dis-
placement of lower-income residents. These techniques enable researchers to visualize 
and statistically analyze the spatial dimensions of green gentrification. Distributing and 
visually representing the output of the analysis could support policymakers in urban 
decision-making processes and in engaging non-expert actors. 

Meta-analysis also plays a crucial role in synthesizing findings across different con-
texts. For example, [8, 26] provide a comparative perspective on the economic impacts of 
urban greening, revealing overarching trends in housing market fluctuations following 
green infrastructure projects. Comparing previous analyses and case studies supports 
reading possible future dynamics. 

Some studies adopt a mixed-methods approach, integrating qualitative and quanti-
tative techniques to provide a more comprehensive analysis. Amorim Maia et al. [8] 
exemplify this strategy by combining resident interviews with statistical data, allow-
ing for cross-validation of findings and a deeper understanding of the socioeconomic 
dynamics at play. By utilizing this diverse array of methodologies, researchers can cap-
ture green gentrification’s structural and personal dimensions, offering a more holistic 
view of its impacts. 

3.2 Analysis of the Results 

The studies collectively highlight the environmental benefits, and the social inequali-
ties associated with urban greening. Green infrastructure projects have been shown to 
contribute to healthier urban environments, e.g., improving air quality and mitigating 
urban heat islands [3, 29]. However, these benefits are not socio-spatially equitably dis-
tributed. Low-income residents, who could benefit most from such improvements, are 
often displaced before they can experience them. This phenomenon, known as green 
gentrification, underscores the unintended social consequences of urban greening when 
policies fail to protect vulnerable populations. Gentrification and displacement emerge 
as recurrent themes in the literature. Rising property values following the introduction 
of green spaces often lead to the relocation of long-term, lower-income residents. This 
process has been documented in cities such as Ghent [25], Lyon, Amsterdam, and Wien 
[30], where demographic shifts favor wealthier newcomers at the expense of pre-existing 
communities. These changes disrupt social cohesion and alter the socio-cultural fabric of 
neighborhoods, reinforcing socioeconomic divides. Green spaces are frequently intro-
duced in previously underserved areas, yet their benefits often remain out of reach for 
the communities that once lived there [8, 30]. This reveals a deeper structural problem in 
urban planning, where environmental justice is not merely about creating green spaces
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but ensuring equitable access to them and protecting marginalized populations from 
displacement. 

Governance and policy failures further complicate the issue, and research shows that 
urban greening can exacerbate socioeconomic disparities when affordable housing and 
inclusive planning are not prioritized [35, 36]. At the same time, some cases demon-
strate that collaborative governance and community-led planning can help mitigate these 
effects by ensuring that environmental improvements do not come at the cost of social 
equity. 

A key paradox in the discussion of green gentrification concerns public health. While 
green spaces are widely recognized for their positive impacts on mental and physical 
well-being, these benefits are often inaccessible to displaced communities [1]. As a 
result, marginalized and vulnerable communities that would most benefit from urban 
greening are frequently excluded from its advantages, highlighting the urgent need for 
policies that integrate environmental improvements with social protections. 

This body of research collectively underscores the dual nature of urban greening. 
While it offers crucial environmental and health benefits, it also reinforces socioeco-
nomic inequalities when implemented without safeguards for vulnerable populations. 
Addressing these challenges requires a more holistic approach to urban planning that 
balances ecological sustainability with social justice. 

4 Critical Challenges and Research Opportunities 

The studies propose various strategies to counteract green gentrification and promote 
more equitable urban development. A key approach is integrating affordable housing 
policies with green infrastructure projects to ensure that low-income residents are not 
displaced. Research by [36] emphasizes the need for proactive planning measures, such 
as mixed-income housing initiatives, rent control, and subsidies, to maintain affordability 
in neighborhoods undergoing greening efforts. 

Fostering community participation and collaborative governance could be another 
strategy to understand the community’s needs and avoid unexpected impacts. [35] high-
light the importance of engaging residents in decision-making to ensure that green 
projects reflect the community’s needs. Cities can create more inclusive planning models 
prioritizing social equity and environmental improvements by bringing residents, poli-
cymakers, and developers together to promote different ways of living for the various 
needs of the communities in the area. 

Monitoring and regulation also play a crucial role in preventing displacement. Studies 
like [3] suggest that tracking property values, demographic trends, and green space 
accessibility through tools such as GIS mapping can help policymakers identify early 
signs of green gentrification. This data-driven approach allows for timely interventions 
to protect vulnerable populations from being priced out of their neighborhoods. 

Finally, targeted investments in public housing and equity-focused green initiatives 
within the same neighborhood can help ensure marginalized communities benefit from 
urban greening. Research by [8] underscores the importance of designing green spaces 
for all. The paper highlights the importance of providing public amenities and infras-
tructures to offer the opportunity for social cohesion. Communities should appropriate
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and live in those spaces, moving from the aesthetic vision of a green space to a usable 
vision to improve livability, promoting their active involvement in the design phase. 

By prioritizing inclusive development [8], cities can balance the environmental and 
social benefits of urban greening while mitigating its unintended consequences. 

A step forward within the existing literature, to advance research on green gentrifica-
tion and offer valuable insights for urban planning, future studies should focus on several 
key areas. First, conducting longitudinal research is crucial for tracking the long-term 
effects of green gentrification; by observing how property values, demographics, and 
health outcomes change, researchers can better understand its lasting impacts. Addi-
tionally, comparing different cities, as shown in the work of [29], can reveal how green 
gentrification manifests differently in various urban contexts. 

A highly innovative and impactful approach involves integrating socioeconomic, 
spatial, and health data, paving the way for more comprehensive and equitable urban 
planning strategies. Combining data on socioeconomic factors, spatial analysis (such as 
GIS), and public health can help researchers understand how proximity to green spaces 
influences community health and social well-being. For example, correlating housing 
data with health metrics, such as asthma rates or mental health issues [39, 40], could 
provide a clearer picture of both the benefits and challenges of urban greening. 

Understanding community perceptions and willingness to engage is also key. Future 
research should investigate how residents perceive and engage with green infrastruc-
ture projects. Studies like those by [8, 25] highlight the importance of exploring local 
perspectives on the changes brought by greening efforts. 

Moreover, evaluating existing urban policies aimed at mitigating green gentrification 
is key. Researchers should examine case studies of cities successfully implementing 
inclusive green development policies. This can provide valuable empirical data to assess 
the effectiveness of these policies and help develop new solutions. 

Finally, with climate resilience becoming a critical concern in urban planning, future 
research should explore how greening initiatives, such as flood defenses, green roofs, 
and sustainable infrastructure, might contribute to climate gentrification. Understanding 
the interplay between climate adaptation efforts and socioeconomic displacement, as 
noted in studies by [3, 27], is crucial for addressing the equity challenges in green urban 
development. 

5 Conclusions 

The literature analyzed shows that green gentrification can be understood as a com-
plex process where environmental improvements in urban areas, such as creating or 
enhancing green spaces, unintentionally lead to the displacement of low-income resi-
dents and exacerbate social inequalities. The following elements characterize the process: 
i) environmental benefits and economic costs: greening projects bring tangible ecologi-
cal benefits, such as reduced pollution, lower temperatures, and improved public health. 
However, these benefits often have economic impacts that disproportionately affect vul-
nerable populations, leading to increased property prices, rental fees, and demographic 
shifts. ii) social and racial inequities: green gentrification compounds existing inequali-
ties, especially in marginalized communities. Wealthier residents benefit from the new
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amenities, while lower-income populations are either displaced or excluded from the 
benefits. 

Based on the literature, different gaps emerge, which consist in the i) geographical 
distribution of these studies, mainly located in North American and Western European 
contexts; the ii) analysis of the effects of green infrastructure on socio-spatial transforma-
tions over time; the iii) lack of public health outcomes; iv) the tendency to have top-down 
assessment; the v) lack of evaluation framework for planning tools; vi) understanding 
how to replicate policies. 

In conclusion, several key approaches should be considered to address the complex 
dynamics of green gentrification in future research. First, collecting socioeconomic and 
spatial data through GIS tools can offer valuable insights by mapping changes in neigh-
borhood demographics, housing prices, and proximity to newly developed green spaces 
over time. This will help identify patterns of gentrification that may be linked to green-
ing efforts, providing a clearer understanding of how these projects impact urban areas. 
Despite the importance of integrating and georeferencing information, data availability 
is a topic to consider while developing consistent methodologies. 

Additionally, analyzing health and well-being indicators is crucial for assessing 
the broader effects of green gentrification on public health. Researchers can gain a 
more holistic view of green spaces’ impacts on urban populations by collecting data on 
respiratory health, mental well-being, and other relevant outcomes alongside greening 
interventions. 

Engaging directly with local communities through interviews, focus groups, and sur-
veys is another vital aspect of the research process. This will allow a deeper understand-
ing of residents’ perceptions of green spaces, displacement, and accessibility. Including 
marginalized groups is significant, as their voices can shed light on the social justice 
implications of green gentrification, ensuring that all community members are considered 
in the process. 

Finally, evaluating the effectiveness of existing urban policies to prevent green gen-
trification is essential. This combination of qualitative and quantitative analysis will offer 
valuable insights into what works and what needs improvement in policy development. 

Incorporating these research methods will provide a comprehensive, multi-
dimensional analysis of green gentrification, helping to develop actionable and replica-
ble policy recommendations that can guide more equitable and inclusive urban greening 
efforts moving forward. 

Acknowledgments. This paper is part of the results of the IDEA League Fellowships Program 
“Exploring the trade-off between Ecosystem Services, Social justice, and Economic evaluation. 

Credit Author Statement. Conceptualization: M.D.O., D.M., M.S; Data curation: M.D.O., 
G.D.; Formal analysis: M.D.O.; Methodology: M.D.O.; D.M., M.S; Project administration: A.O.; 
Supervision: A.O.; Validation: M.D.O., D.M., M.S.; Visualization: M.D.O., G.D.; Writing – orig-
inal draft: M.D.O; Writing - Review & Editing: M.D.O. 

Funding. This research was funded by the Italian National Recovery and Resilience Plan 
(NRRP), Mission 4 Component 2 Investment 1.4—Call for tender No. 3138 of 16 December 
2021, rectified by Decree n.3175 of 18 December 2021 of the Italian Ministry of University



Green Gentrification: A Literature Review of Trends, Challenges 231

and Research funded by the European Union—NextGenerationEU. Award Number: Project code 
CN_00000033, Concession Decree No. 1034 of 17 June 2022 adopted by the Italian Ministry 
of University and Research, CUP,H43C22000530001 Project title “National Biodiversity Future 
Center—NBFC”. 

Disclosure of Interests. The authors have no competing interests to declare that are relevant to 
the content of this article. 

References 

1. Cole, H.V.S., Lamarca, M.G., Connolly, J.J.T., Anguelovski, I.: Are green cities healthy 
and equitable? Unpacking the relationship between health, green space and gentrification. 
J. Epidemiol. Commun. Health 71, 1118–1121 (2017). https://doi.org/10.1136/JECH-2017-
209201 

2. Ali, L., Haase, A., Heiland, S.: Gentrification through green regeneration? Analyzing the 
interaction between inner-city green space development and neighborhood change in the 
context of regrowth: the case of Lene-Voigt-Park in Leipzig, Eastern Germany. Land 9, 24  
(2020). https://doi.org/10.3390/LAND9010024 

3. Kim, J., Ewing, R., Rigolon, A.: Does green infrastructure affect housing prices via extreme 
heat and air pollution mitigation? A focus on green and climate gentrification in Los Angeles 
County, 2000–2021. Sustain. Cities Soc. 102, 105225 (2024). https://doi.org/10.1016/J.SCS. 
2024.105225 

4. Anguelovski, I., Connolly, J.J.T., Masip, L., Pearsall, H.: Assessing green gentrification in 
historically disenfranchised neighborhoods: a longitudinal and spatial analysis of Barcelona 
Assessing green gentrification in historically disenfranchised neighborhoods: a longitudinal 
and spatial analysis of Barcelona. Urban Geogr. (2017). https://doi.org/10.1080/02723638. 
2017.1349987 

5. Gould, K.A., Lewis, T.L.: The Environmental Injustice of Green Gentrification The Case of 
Brooklyn’s Prospect Park 

6. Li, H., Parker, K.A., Kalcounis-Rueppell, M.C.: The luxury effect beyond cities: Bats respond 
to socioeconomic variation across landscapes. BMC Ecol. 19, 1–13 (2019). https://doi.org/ 
10.1186/S12898-019-0262-8/FIGURES/4 

7. Leong, M., Dunn, R.R., Trautwein, M.D.: Biodiversity and socioeconomics in the city: a 
review of the luxury effect. Biol. Lett. (2018). https://doi.org/10.1098/RSBL.2018.0082 

8. Amorim Maia, A.T., Calcagni, F., Connolly, J.J.T., Anguelovski, I., Langemeyer, J.: Hidden 
drivers of social injustice: uncovering unequal cultural ecosystem services behind green gen-
trification. Environ Sci Policy 112, 254–263 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ENVSCI.2020. 
05.021 

9. Anguelovski, I., Connolly, J.J.T., Cole, H., Garcia-Lamarca, M., Triguero-Mas, M., Baró, F., 
Martin, N., Conesa, D., Shokry, G., del Pulgar, C.P., Ramos, L.A., Matheney, A., Gallez, E., 
Oscilowicz, E., Máñez, J.L., Sarzo, B., Beltrán, M.A., Minaya, J.M.: Green gentrification 
in European and North American cities. Nat. Commun. 13, 1–13 (2022). https://doi.org/10. 
1038/s41467-022-31572-1 

10. Anguelovski, I., Connolly, J.J., Garcia-Lamarca, M., Cole, H., Pearsall, H.: New scholarly 
pathways on green gentrification: What does the urban “green turn” mean and where is it 
going? Progress Hum. Geogr. (2018). https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132518803799 

11. Rossitti, M., Oppio, A., Torrieri, F., Dell’Ovo, M.: Tactical urbanism interventions for the 
urban environment: Which Economic Impacts? Land (2023). https://doi.org/10.3390/land12 
071457

https://doi.org/10.1136/JECH-2017-209201
https://doi.org/10.1136/JECH-2017-209201
https://doi.org/10.3390/LAND9010024
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.SCS.2024.105225
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.SCS.2024.105225
https://doi.org/10.1080/02723638.2017.1349987
https://doi.org/10.1080/02723638.2017.1349987
https://doi.org/10.1186/S12898-019-0262-8/FIGURES/4
https://doi.org/10.1186/S12898-019-0262-8/FIGURES/4
https://doi.org/10.1098/RSBL.2018.0082
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ENVSCI.2020.05.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ENVSCI.2020.05.021
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-31572-1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-022-31572-1
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132518803799
https://doi.org/10.3390/land12071457
https://doi.org/10.3390/land12071457


232 M. Dell’Ovo et al.

12. Caprioli, C., Bottero, M., Zanetta, E., Mondini, G.: Ecosystem services in land-use planning: 
an application for assessing transformation scenarios at the local scale. Smart Innov. Syst. 
Technol. 178(SIST), 1332–1341 (2021). https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-48279-4_124 

13. Caprioli, C., Bottero, M., Zanetta, E., Mondini, G.: Ecosystem services in land-use planning: 
an application for assessing transformation scenarios at the local scale. In: Bevilacqua, C., Al., 
E. (eds.) NMP 2020, SIST 178. pp. 1–10. Springer Nature Switzerland AG (2021). https:// 
doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-48279-4_124 

14. Assessment, M.E.: Living Beyond Our Means: Natural Assets and Human Well-being 
Statement from the Board. (2005) 

15. TEEB: The Economics of Ecosystems and Biodiversity: Ecological and Economic Founda-
tions. Routledge (2012) 

16. Datola, G., Oppio, A.: NBS design and implementation in urban systems: dimensions, chal-
lenges and issues to construct a comprehensive evaluation framework. Lect. Notes Comput. 
Sci. (including subseries Lecture Notes in Artificial Intelligence and Lecture Notes in Bioin-
formatics). 14108(LNCS), 444–454 (2023). https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-37117-2_30/ 
TABLES/1 

17. Capolongo, S., Buffoli, M., Oppio, A.: How to assess the effects of urban plans on environment 
and health. Territorio (2015). https://doi.org/10.3280/tr2015-073021 

18. D’Alessandro, D., Buffoli, M., Capasso, L., Fara, G.M., Rebecchi, A., Capolongo, S.: Green 
areas and public health: Improving wellbeing and physical activity in the urban context. 
Epidemiol. Prev. 39, 8–13 (2015) 

19. Capolongo, S., Buffoli, M., Mosca, E.I., Galeone, D., D’Elia, R., Rebecchi, A.: Public health 
aspects’ assessment tool for urban projects, according to the urban health approach. Presented 
at the (2020). https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-33256-3_30. 

20. Alessandro, D.D.’, Buffoli, M., Capasso, L., Fara, G.M., Rebecchi, A., Capolongo, S.: Green 
areas and public health: improving wellbeing and physical activity in the urban context Spazi 
verdi e salute pubblica: migliorare il benessere e l’attività fisica nei contesti urbani and the 
Hygiene on Built Environment Working Group on Healthy Buildings of the Italian Society of 
Hygiene, Preventive Medicine and Public Health (SItI) of the Hygiene on Built Environment 
WG 

21. Oppio, A., Dell’Ovo, M., Caprioli, C., Bottero, M.: A proposal to assess the benefits of urban 
ecosystem services. Lect. Notes Netw. Syst. 482(LNCS), 1947–1955 (2022). https://doi.org/ 
10.1007/978-3-031-06825-6_187/COVER 

22. Oppio, A., Caprioli, C., Dell’Ovo, M., Bottero, M.: Assessing ecosystem services through a 
multimethodological approach based on multicriteria analysis and cost-benefits analysis: a 
case study in Turin (Italy). J. Clean. Prod. 472, 143472 (2024). https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCL 
EPRO.2024.143472 

23. Kathryn Rodgman, M., Anguelovski, I., Pérez-del-Pulgar, C., Shokry, G., Garcia-Lamarca, 
M., Connolly, J.J.T., Baró, F., Triguero-Mas, M.: Perceived urban ecosystem services and 
disservices in gentrifying neighborhoods: Contrasting views between community members 
and state informants. Ecosyst. Serv. 65, 101571 (2024). https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ECOSER. 
2023.101571 

24. Sugoni, G., Assumma, V., Bottero, M.C., Mondini, G.: Development of a decision-making 
model to support the strategic environmental assessment for the revision of the municipal 
plan of Turin (Italy. Land 12, 609 (2023). https://doi.org/10.3390/LAND12030609 

25. Goossens, C., Oosterlynck, S., Bradt, L.: Livable streets? Green gentrification and the dis-
placement of longtime residents in Ghent, Belgium. Urban Geogr. 41, 550–572 (2020). https:// 
doi.org/10.1080/02723638.2019.1686307 

26. Bockarjova, M., Botzen, W.J.W., van Schie, M.H., Koetse, M.J.: Property price effects of 
green interventions in cities: a meta-analysis and implications for gentrification. Environ Sci 
Policy 112, 293–304 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ENVSCI.2020.06.024

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-48279-4_124
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-48279-4_124
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-48279-4_124
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-37117-2_30/TABLES/1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-37117-2_30/TABLES/1
https://doi.org/10.3280/tr2015-073021
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-33256-3_30
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-06825-6_187/COVER
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-06825-6_187/COVER
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2024.143472
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.JCLEPRO.2024.143472
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ECOSER.2023.101571
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ECOSER.2023.101571
https://doi.org/10.3390/LAND12030609
https://doi.org/10.1080/02723638.2019.1686307
https://doi.org/10.1080/02723638.2019.1686307
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.ENVSCI.2020.06.024


Green Gentrification: A Literature Review of Trends, Challenges 233

27. Blok, A.: Urban green gentrification in an unequal world of climate change. Urban Stud. 57, 
2803–2816 (2020). https://doi.org/10.1177/0042098019891050 

28. Alexandrescu, F.M., Pizzol, L., Critto, A.: Green gentrification as strategic action: exploring 
the emerging discursive and social support for the Green Tree Strategy in Porto Marghera, 
Italy. Cities 118, 103352 (2021). https://doi.org/10.1016/J.CITIES.2021.103352 

29. Triguero-Mas, M., Anguelovski, I., Connolly, J.J.T., Martin, N., Matheney, A., Cole, H.V.S., 
Pérez-Del-Pulgar, C., García-Lamarca, M., Shokry, G., Argüelles, L., Conesa, D., Gallez, 
E., Sarzo, B., Beltrán, M.A., López Máñez, J., Martínez-Minaya, J., Oscilowicz, E., Arcaya, 
M.C., Baró, F.: Exploring green gentrification in 28 global North cities: the role of urban 
parks and other types of greenspaces. Environ. Res. Lett. 17, 104035 (2022). https://doi.org/ 
10.1088/1748-9326/AC9325 

30. Lewartowska, E., et al.: Racial inequity in green infrastructure and gentrification: challenging 
compounded environmental racisms in the Green City. Int. J. Urban Reg. Res. 48, 294–322 
(2024). https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2427.13232 

31. Cucca, R., Friesenecker, M., Thaler, T.: Green gentrification, social justice, and climate change 
in the literature: conceptual origins and future directions. Urban Plan. 8, 283–295 (2023). 
https://doi.org/10.17645/UP.V8I1.6129 

32. Pulido, L.: Rethinking environmental racism: white privilege and urban development in South-
ern California. Ann. Assoc. Am. Geogr. 90, 12–40 (2000). https://doi.org/10.1111/0004-5608. 
00182 

33. Theodos, B., Hangen, E.: Tracking the Unequal Distribution of Community Development 
Funding in the US, https://www.urban.org/research/publication/tracking-unequal-distribut 
ion-community-development-funding-us, (2019) 

34. Kirkland-Metropolitan, E., Church, I.: What’s race got to do with it? Looking for the racial 
dimensions of gentrifícation. West J. Black Stud. 32, (2008) 

35. Casprini, D., Oppio, A., Rossi, G., Bengo, I.: Managing urban green areas: the benefits of 
collaborative governance for green spaces. Land 12, 1872 (2023). https://doi.org/10.3390/ 
LAND12101872 

36. Friesenecker, M., Thaler, T., Clar, C.: Green gentrification and changing planning policies in 
Vienna? Urban Res. Pract. 17, 393–415 (2024). https://doi.org/10.1080/17535069.2023.222 
8275 

37. Liu, K., Du, J., Cheng, Y., Xia, Z., Liu, J.: Green gentrification and who will benefit from 
green infrastructure regeneration? A quasi-experimental study in China. Cities 153, 105307 
(2024). https://doi.org/10.1016/J.CITIES.2024.105307 

38. Nygaard, C.A.: Green infrastructure and socioeconomic dynamics in London low-income 
neighbourhoods: a 120-year perspective. Cities 144, 104616 (2024). https://doi.org/10.1016/ 
J.CITIES.2023.104616 

39. Riva, A., Rebecchi, A., Capolongo, S., Gola, M.: Can homes affect well-being? A scoping 
review among housing conditions, indoor environmental quality, and mental health outcomes. 
Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 19, 15975 (2022). https://doi.org/10.3390/IJERPH192 
315975 

40. Gianfredi, V., et al.: Association between urban greenspace and health: a systematic review 
of literature. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 18, 5137 (2021). https://doi.org/10.3390/IJE 
RPH18105137/S1

https://doi.org/10.1177/0042098019891050
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.CITIES.2021.103352
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/AC9325
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/AC9325
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2427.13232
https://doi.org/10.17645/UP.V8I1.6129
https://doi.org/10.1111/0004-5608.00182
https://doi.org/10.1111/0004-5608.00182
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/tracking-unequal-distribution-community-development-funding-us
https://www.urban.org/research/publication/tracking-unequal-distribution-community-development-funding-us
https://doi.org/10.3390/LAND12101872
https://doi.org/10.3390/LAND12101872
https://doi.org/10.1080/17535069.2023.2228275
https://doi.org/10.1080/17535069.2023.2228275
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.CITIES.2024.105307
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.CITIES.2023.104616
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.CITIES.2023.104616
https://doi.org/10.3390/IJERPH192315975
https://doi.org/10.3390/IJERPH192315975
https://doi.org/10.3390/IJERPH18105137/S1
https://doi.org/10.3390/IJERPH18105137/S1



