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Abstract
Purpose of Review Urban form can impact air pollution and
public health. We reviewed health-related articles that
assessed (1) the relationships among urban form, air pollution,
and health as well as (2) aspects of the urban environment (i.e.,
green space, noise, physical activity) that may modify those
relationships.
Recent Findings Simulation and empirical studies demon-
strate an association between compact growth, improved re-
gional air quality, and health. Most studies are cross-sectional
and focus on connections between transportation emissions
and land use. The physical and mental health impacts of green
space, public spaces that promote physical activity, and noise
are well-studied aspects of the urban environment and there is
evidence that these factors may modify the relationship be-
tween air pollution and health.
Summary Urban form can support efforts to design clean,
health-promoting cities. More work is needed to operationalize
specific strategies and to elucidate the causal pathways
connecting various aspects of health.

Keywords Urban planning . Built environment . Sprawl .

Walkability

Introduction

Urban form can impact various aspects of human interac-
tions with the built environment including via transportation
systems [1, 2]; environmental systems (e.g., air quality, land
consumption [3, 4]); social capital (e.g., community engage-
ment, political participation [5]); and health [6, 7]. Williams
[8] provided a useful definition of urban form: “physical
characteristics that make up built-up areas, including shape,
size, density and configuration of settlements … considered
at different scales: from regional, to urban, neighborhood,
block and street.” Measuring urban form is an evolving ef-
fort [9, 10]. Cities and local government are increasingly
focusing on how planning decisions that affect urban form
may impact human health and the environment [11–13].
Here, we consider relationships among urban form, air qual-
ity, and health, and we explore other aspects of the urban
environment (i.e., green space, noise, and physical activity)
that may modify the relationship between air pollution and
health [14, 15].

Connections between air quality and health are well
established [16–18]. Health impacts associated with within-
city differences in pollutant concentrations are comparable to
between-city differences [19]. Urban form-related policies
may improve urban energy efficiency [20], carbon emissions
[15, 21], and human exposure to air pollution [22, 23].
Ongoing research aims to identify promising strategies for
modifying urban form to improve various outcomes (e.g., air
quality) and generate co-benefits among those outcomes.

The objectives of this review are to summarize recent find-
ings from the literature on (1) relationships among urban form,
air pollution, and health (e.g., diseases of the body and mind)
and (2) the potential for synergistic impacts, confounding, and/
or effect modification of air pollution and health associations
by three additional aspects of the urban environment: green
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space, noise, and physical activity. Consistent with the goals of
this journal, we focus on literature from the past ~5 years.

Literature Review Methods

We performed systematic searches in the PubMed andWeb of
Science databases. We combined search terms to describe ur-
ban form (“urban form,” “built environment,” “sprawl,”
“walkability”) with “air pollution” and “health.” Then, we
replaced the term “health” with one of the following terms:
“physical activity,” “physical inactivity,” “exercise,” “noise,”
“mental health,” “green space,” or “park.” In general, the
search term “built environment” returned the most articles
among the urban form terms; “health” and “physical activity”
returned the most articles by health term.

The searches returned 215 unique articles. Each article’s
abstract was screened for relevance to this review, resulting
in 60 articles for inclusion. We scanned reference lists and
used the “cited by” function in Google Scholar for key articles
to supplement our database and to search forward in time;
these steps provided an additional 46 articles. Among the
106 articles, most were published within the past 5 years (75
articles were published 0–5 years ago, 23 articles 5–10 years
ago, and 8 articles more than 10 years ago). (Thirty-one addi-
tional articles are cited for context and to highlight other re-
lated review articles.) Table 1 gives a summary of search terms
and results for each search.

Because of space constraints, several important topics
related to our core area (urban form, air pollution, and
health) are not included in this review, e.g., relationships
with environmental justice and environmental equality;
more-recently studied pollutants such as ultrafine parti-
cles; relationships in low- vs. high-income countries and
communities; neighborhood-level SES; the changing na-
ture of transportation (e.g., car-sharing, autonomous vehi-
cles); and differences by age, sex, and other demographic
attributes. We leave those and other important topics for
future reviews.

Results

Our review is focused on urban development and land use
patterns that influence air quality as well as other factors of
the urban environment that may modify that relationship. For
related topics not covered here, we point readers to review
articles on the built environment and health [24, 25], land
use regression [4], small-scale passive barriers [26], near-
roadway gradients [27], and the relationship between the built
environment, walking, and biking [28–31].

Connections among Urban Form, Air Pollution,
and Health

Simulation Studies: Regional Air Quality

Simulation or modeling studies to assess the impact of urban
form on air quality and exposure are designed in a number of
ways; for example, by using idealized representations of urban
expansion [32] or by evaluating city-specific future develop-
ment scenarios by coupling transportation (e.g., travel de-
mand) and air quality (e.g., dispersion) models [33–37].
While most studies develop models for a single city, a limited
number of studies assessed national- or regional-scale impacts
of compact vs. sprawl development on criteria pollutants
using land use, transportation, and air quality models [38].
(Literature on urban form and greenhouse gas emissions [39,
40] is not our focus here.) Modeling studies typically explore
various potential future land use scenarios (e.g., increasing or
maintaining density vs. sprawl development) and generally
find that compact development improves regional air quality;
for example, one study [38] found that a 10% increase in
population density would result in a 3.5% decrease in house-
hold vehicle travel and emissions. However, these studies re-
port mixed effects on health impacts associated with the sce-
narios and highlight concerns regarding exacerbation of con-
centration hotspots. A case study of alternative development
patterns of North Carolina’s Raleigh-Durham-Chapel area
found that compact growth would decrease regional fine par-
ticulate matter (PM2.5) concentrations (-0.2%; sprawl would
increase concentrations by 1%); however, attributable mortal-
ity would increase by 39% owing to spatial co-location of
concentrations and population centers [36].

Multiple studies aim to assess the impact of changes in
vehicle fleet composition or travel behavior in conjunction
with urban form; for example, shifting trips to bicycle trans-
port [41, 42•] or electrification of the vehicle fleet [43]. A
useful extension of past simulation studies would be to eval-
uate specific policies rather than regional development pat-
terns. A ground-breaking study byMacmillan et al. [42•] eval-
uated specific policy goals and estimated impacts on public
health using system dynamics modeling; for various interven-
tions related to increasing bicycle mode share, they report that
benefits outweigh risks by a factor between 6 and 24. Some
studies evaluated how travel activity patterns affect exposure
[44, 45] and health [46]. (Further discussion of the tradeoffs
between physical activity and air pollution is in the section
titled "Physical Activity").

A general finding from these studies is that land use chang-
es will likely need to be coupled with improvements in vehicle
efficiency and fuels to realize health benefits from improved
air quality. For example, modeling for Austin, TX, suggests
that compact growth alone does not improve ozone (O3) con-
centrations (a 14-ppb reduction in O3 was only realized when
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improvements in vehicle efficiency were coupled with land
use strategies [33]); similarly, in a study of Raleigh, NC, re-
ductions in vehicle emissions may be necessary to protect
against elevated exposures in dense neighborhoods [36]. The
bulk of these studies investigate the land use and transporta-
tion connection with a focus on vehicular travel. Future stud-
ies could explore connections between land use and other
modes of transport (e.g., transit-oriented development) or in-
clude other emission sources associated with urban develop-
ment (e.g., household-level emissions).

Empirical Studies: Regional Air Quality

Most empirical studies of urban form and air quality are
exploratory and cross-sectional (i.e., between-city).
Many studies employ city- or county-level urban sprawl
indices to evaluate impacts on transportation patterns
and energy use [1, 21], O3 exceedances [47], and envi-
ronmental justice [48]. More recent articles employ city-
level characteristics such as more urban contiguity (e.g.,
a 4% increase in urban contiguity could offset projected

increases in NO2 concentration associated with 10% in-
crease in population [49]), high population centrality
(e.g., a 1 interquartile range [IQR] increase in centrality
results in a 5–10% decrease in concentrations for PM2.5

and O3 [50]), and high quality transit service (e.g., an
IQR increase in centrality results in a ~ 4% decrease in
PM2.5 concentrations [50]). These studies report that
those metrics are associated with lower levels of air
pollution in the USA [50], China [51], and globally
[49, 52]. Bereitschaft et al. [53] tested five sprawl indi-
ces across 86 US cities; they report 3–10% increases in
PM2.5 and O3 concentrations per 1 standard deviation
change in each index. In general, these studies found
that urban form may have modest but important effects
on meeting air quality standards for criteria pollutants
(especially when multiple changes to urban form are
implemented simultaneously [52]). Few studies evaluate
a wide range of measures of urban form. The pollutant
assessed varies by study. Many of these studies evaluate
one or a small number of urban form variables hinder-
ing comparisons across studies and identification of

Table 1 Summary of search terms and results for this review

Search terms PubMeda Web of Sciencea

Urban form Air pollution Health 6 19

Built environment 69 138

Sprawl 8 24

Walkability 9 15

Urban form Air pollution Physical activity/physical
inactivity/exercise

0/0/0 9/2/5

Built environment 15/3/4 72/6/5

Sprawl 2/0/1 5/0/2

Walkability 5/1/3 13/1/2

Urban form Air pollution Green space/park 1/0 1/0

Built environment 4/6 10/6

Sprawl 1/0 2/0

Walkability 0/1 0/1

Urban form Air pollution Noise 1 5

Built environment 8 19

Sprawl 1 9

Walkability 2 4

Urban form Air pollution Mental health 0 1

Built environment 8 16

Sprawl 1 1

Walkability 1 1

a The values in this table represent search results: 215 unique articles were identified among all searches; 60 articles were retained after review of abstracts
based on whether the article included both an air quality and urban form component; 46 additional articles supplemented the database from article
reference lists and using the “cited by” function for key articles. In general, some articles exist in both databases, some in only a single database;
therefore, the values in this table represent the relative frequency terms appear in the literature rather than the absolute number of articles.
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specific land use policies that have repeatedly been suc-
cessful in reducing concentrations.

Recent studies advance previous work by using longitudi-
nal (instead of cross-sectional) data and by adding new urban
form metrics and pollutants. We identified two relevant stud-
ies that used longitudinal datasets [54•, 55•]; they corroborate
findings from the cross-sectional studies in US and Chinese
cities, namely, that sprawl-type development (as measured by
impervious surface, low centrality, low density, or limited land
use mixing [54•, 55•]) is generally correlated with increased
concentrations. Recent studies have also explored how air
quality varies with walkability [56], using landscape metrics
(e.g., fragmentation of urban patches was associated with poor
air quality [57]) and greenness (e.g., mixing of urban forest
was associated with improved air quality [57]) as additional
urban form metrics [53, 57], and assessing exposure to specif-
ic sources such as traffic [58]. A strength of empirical studies
is that they are based on measured concentrations and thus
rely on direct observations to estimate the relationship be-
tween urban form and air quality. However, empirical studies
struggle to provide projections for future policy or land use
changes. In addition to using longitudinal data and exploring
additional urban form variables, future empirical studies could
also explore using finer spatial scales (i.e., neighborhood-level
measures) to simultaneously explore between- and within-city
impacts of urban form; to date, most studies focus on city-
level measures of urban form.

Empirical Studies: City-, Neighborhood-, or Route-Level Air
Quality

In addition to large-scale between-city analyses of urban form
and air quality, multiple studies explore smaller-scale, within-
city patterns. Exploratory studies have assessed walkability
and air quality and reported that poor air quality is often lo-
cated in high walkability areas [59–61]. For example, 2–4%
(4–7%) of neighborhoods are sweet- (sour-) spots [22, 59, 61];
furthermore, a significant portion of walking and biking (e.g.,
20–44% in Minneapolis, MN [22]) may occur in neighbor-
hoods with poor air quality. (“Sweet-spots” here refers to low-
pollution, high walkability neighborhoods; “sour-spots” refers
to high-pollution, low-walkability.) Other studies have mea-
sured health outcomes (e.g., C-reactive protein) [62] or esti-
mated exposure across land use types [63, 64]. These studies
found that components of walkability may have apparently
competing effects, for example, high residential density neigh-
borhoods are generally associated with poor air quality [62,
63] yet features such as increased land use mix may decrease
concentrations [62]. That result highlights a complicating is-
sue of using composite indices such as walkability or sprawl;
underlying components of the index (e.g., residential density
and land use mix) may have competing effects.

There are many studies that identify the impacts of time
activity patterns and mode of travel on exposure and intake
[65–68]. An emerging area of work focuses on identifying
small-scale influences of the built environment on exposure;
for example, the impact of traffic and road geometry [69–71],
route choice [72, 73], and type of bicycle facility [69, 70, 74].
Most of these studies found that small-scale differences in the
built environment can impact personal exposure. For example,
choosing a route in low vs. high traffic density [70, 72, 75]
could reduce during-commute exposure to particulates, NOx,
and CO by ~20%; similarly, building bicycle facilities with
separation from traffic could reduce exposure to particulates
by ~10% [71, 73]. One study makes a distinction between
exposure impacts at the individual vs. population level [22].

Aweakness of these studies is that they are often carried out
in a single city, neighborhood, or transport corridor, potential-
ly limiting the generalizability of the findings; as mentioned
above, studies with larger sample sizes are often cross-
sectional rather than using time-series data. A barrier to
expanding these studies to larger scales is that land use data
with sufficient specificity is frequently unavailable or incon-
sistent across cities. Additional work to assemble land use data
at fine spatial scales across large (e.g., continental) geogra-
phies would allow for simultaneous exploration of city- and
neighborhood-level impacts of urban form on air quality and
exposure.

Urban Form, Air Pollution, and Mental Health

Most research on relationships among urban form, air pollu-
tion, and health (including the majority of the studies listed in
the previous sections) focus on either exposure or estimate
health effects by extrapolating findings from studies that as-
sess the health effects of air pollution on diseases of the body
(e.g., cardiovascular or respiratory disease). However, urban
form measured on the city- or neighborhood-level may also
impact mental health [76]. Many of the studies that report
associations between urban form and mental health explore
similar factors as studies of urban form and air pollution, e.g.,
increased cognitive function in the presence of green space
(see further discussion in the section titled "Green Space")
[77•, 78–80], more social cohesion in walkable areas [5, 81],
and better mood during active travel [82, 83]. Although there
is a significant body of literature on mental health in urban
settings [76], the number of studies that assess the impact of
urban form on the relationship between air pollution and men-
tal health is small which makes it difficult to generalize find-
ings or posit causal pathways. A small number of studies
reported that diagnosed depression and anxiety are higher in
high walkability areas; that correlation might be attributed to
environmental stressors such as air pollution or noise [84•,
85], but more work is needed to shed light on causes. One
study [86] found that high road noise exposure increased the
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association between air pollution and cognitive function (see
further discussion in the section titled "Noise"). More refined
techniques to assess mood or mental health may usefully con-
tribute to future studies [87]. Most of these studies rely on
cross-sectional or convenience samples; studies with more
robust approaches and using panel data may improve the
strength of evidence regarding urban form, mental health,
and interactions with air quality. Improving measurement of
this relationship would help researchers to assess interactions
among various health outcomes as well as their association
with urban form. Table 2 summarizes key articles from this
section.

Urban Form, Air Pollution, and Interplay with Other
Aspects of the Urban Environment

Various aspects of the urban environment, that themselves are
health determinants, may modify the relationships among ur-
ban form, air pollution, and health. Here, we summarize recent
findings from three such factors: green space, noise, and pub-
lic spaces that promote physical activity. In general, there is a
need to assess causal pathways among these factors in the
urban environment.

Green Space

Proximity to green space (e.g., parks, tree cover, or open
space) is an aspect of the built environment that may provide
health benefits by increasing physical activity [88] or reducing
exposure to air pollution [77•, 89] among other pathways [90].
Distinguishing among causal pathways remains challenging.
Recent research that aims to characterize the health benefits of
green space has explored the classification of greenness [91],
methodologies to assess exposure to green space [92], and
aspects of environmental justice [93, 94]. Studies have dem-
onstrated an association between higher greenness and bene-
ficial birth outcomes (e.g., a 1 IQR increase in normalized
difference vegetation index (NDVI) was associated with 4 to
21 g higher birth weight among studies [95–97]), reduced
rates of prostate cancer (e.g., an odds ratio of 0.82 for a 1
IQR increase in NDVI [98]), reduced mortality (e.g., a rate
ratio of 0.95 for a 1 IQR increase in NDVI [99•, 100]), and
enhanced cognitive function (e.g., a 1 IQR increase in NDVI
was associated with a 5–6% increase in working memory
[77•, 78, 101]). However, a small number of studies did not
find a protective effect [102, 103]. A limited number of studies
have included air quality as a covariate and noted attenuated
effects for green space when accounting for exposure to am-
bient air pollution [77•, 99•] suggesting that some of the im-
pact of green space on health may be attributable to lower air
pollutant concentrations. For example, one study [77•] found
that elemental carbon accounted for 20–65% of the associa-
tion between school greenness and cognitive function. These

findings suggest there are potentially important interactions
between green space, air pollution, and health; utilizing green
space for individual and societal benefits is a widely studied
topic [80, 104, 105].

While the studies cited above suggest that green space may
be overall health-promoting, in part through the reduction of
air pollution, more work is needed to assess causal pathways
[106]. Furthermore, work to understand how to operationalize
these findings would be beneficial, e.g., what type of green
space (well-designed parks vs. vacant lots; NDVI does not
distinguish among design components of vegetated areas) is
most health-promoting, what policies best take advantage of
these findings, and the most beneficial locations within an
urban area for urban green space.

Noise

Traffic noise has been observed as a health risk factor [89],
and noise is correlated with land use and urban form [107,
108]. Noise and air pollution have some shared but some
differences in spatial patterns [109–111]. Noise is associated
with disruption of sleep patterns (e.g., living in high traffic
areas increased the odds of short sleep by 24% [112]) and
birth outcomes (e.g., a 6 dB(A) increase in noise decreased
birth weight by 19 g [113]). Studies have assessed confound-
ing between ambient noise and air pollution as correlated ex-
posure variables and found that each exposure may be an
independent risk factor (e.g., the study cited above on noise
and birth weight did not find different effects when adjusting
for air pollution [90, 113]). Another study found that road
traffic noise may exacerbate the association between air pol-
lution and cognitive function (i.e., a stronger relationship be-
tween air pollution and cognitive function was observed in
areas with high traffic noise [86]). As with the other factors
discussed in this section, there is a need to assess causal path-
ways among factors. Further reporting on noise and health can
be found in this review article [114].

Physical Activity

Physical activity plays many roles in the urban environment,
e.g., an outcome of urban form (via design of public spaces),
an effect modifier for exposure-outcome relationships, and a
determinant of air pollution and noise (via active travel).
Many studies compare various aspects of the impact urban
form has on air quality, physical activity, and health with the
goal of estimating aggregate health outcomes. We focus on
recent findings in this literature; additional information is
available in a separate review article [115].

A number of studies employ health impact assessments
(HIA) to explore tradeoffs between physical activity and ex-
posure to air pollution in urban environments that support or
impede participating in physical activity [116–119]. These
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studies found that health benefits from shifting to more active
modes of travel or lifestyles outweigh the risk of increased air
pollution exposure (through an activity-related increased min-
ute ventilation) and accidents. For example, one study [116]
found that (in terms of life-years) the lifetime benefits of in-
creased physical activity were much larger (on average, 3–
14 months gained) than the cost from air pollution dose
(0.8–40 days lost) or traffic accidents (5–9 days lost). HIA
has also been used at the population level to assess tipping
points between risk factors (i.e., physical inactivity vs. expo-
sure to air pollution) [120], population-level exposure to air
quality under different urban form or travel scenarios [121],
and travel reduction strategies [122]. These studies generally
find that strategies to encourage active travel can have signif-
icant benefits to the entire population via reduced ambient
concentrations [121] and benefits to the individual via in-
creased physical activity. However, similar to the simulation
and modeling studies of regional air quality discussed in pre-
vious sections, HIA studies are generally based on hypothet-
ical shifts in behavior associated with changes in urban form
and have mostly focused on changes in transportation emis-
sions. Furthermore, they are dependent on a specific set of
assumptions about changes in travel behavior (i.e., shifts to
more active modes) that may not be supported by urban infra-
structure in some parts of the world [46, 120, 123].

Multiple studies have used retrospective data and found
spatial correlation among levels of physical inactivity and am-
bient air quality [124, 125] or obesity and proximity to traffic
[126]. Re-analysis of cohort studies in Denmark and China
(originally used for air pollution health effects studies) have
reinforced the finding that physical activity benefits outweigh
risks of air pollution exposure [127, 128•, 129]; although for
some pollutants and activities that effect may be attenuated
(e.g., in the Danish cohort, interaction terms were significant
for respiratory disease from NO2 while gardening or cycling
[128•]). One cohort study of children in California, USA,
found that strenuous exercise in communities with high O3

concentrations was a predictor of being diagnosed with asth-
ma (relative risk of 3.3 for children playing three or more
sports vs. no sports) [130]. Questions remain about how shifts
in urban form may impact overall exposure and aggregate
population-level health benefits [56, 60]. Most of the cohort
studies were not designed to assess tradeoffs between physical
activity and air pollution exposure; future studies could focus
on this question during study design.

To address limitations of the existing HIA and cohort stud-
ies, researchers have performed controlled experiments to as-
sess health indicators when exercising in clean vs. polluted
environments. Multiple studies have used cycling as the mode
of exercise in these experiments and measured changes in
brain plasticity [131], heart rate variability [132], blood pres-
sure [133, 134], and respiratory and inflammatory responses
[135–138]. In general, findings are mixed from these studies.

While some studies observed differences in health indicators
between clean and polluted environments (three studies;
n = 38–42 participants per study), other studies found minimal
or no effect (four studies; n = 12–28 participants per study);
significant effects were reported for brain plasticity (i.e., brain-
derived neurotrophic factor (BDNF) increased [14.4%;
p = 0.02] when cycling in an air-filtered room but did not
increase [0.5%; p = 0.42] when on a busy road [131]), heart
rate variability (i.e., elevated concentrations of O3, ultrafines,
and black carbon along high traffic routes were associated
with changes in heart rate variability [132]), and inflammation
(i.e., percentage of blood neutrophils increased more after ex-
ercise near a road [3.9%; p = 0.003] vs. in a clean room [0.2%;
p = 0.83] [136]). Although these controlled experiments are
often not directly related to differences in urban form, they
inform how changes in transportation mode (potentially in-
duced by changes in urban form) may impact individual ex-
posure and health responses. Table 3 summarizes key findings
from select studies on the three aspects of the urban environ-
ment discussed in this section.

Summary and Conclusions

Simulation and empirical articles report that compact growth
has the potential to improve regional air quality. However, the
magnitude of impact varied among studies. Land use strate-
gies will likely need to be coupled with emission reduction
strategies including promotion of active transportation (i.e.,
vehicles, fuels, vehicle miles traveled) to realize exposure re-
ductions across the entire population. To date, most empirical
studies use city-level measures of compact growth owing to
lack of availability of detailed land use data across jurisdic-
tions; among the studies, lower urban sprawl indices, higher
levels of transit service, and higher population centrality were
most commonly associated with improved air quality.
Assembling detailed neighborhood-level variables (e.g., land
use mix, street connectivity, land use classification) at the
continental scale would allow for analyses of both between-
and within-city effects of urban form. Additionally, moving
from cross-sectional analyses to longitudinal empirical studies
might help uncover land use policies with the most potential
for success in reducing concentrations. Most of the simulation
studies focus on connections between land use and transpor-
tation, with a particular focus on vehicular travel; few studies
explore impacts of urban form on other emission sources.
Modeling of future conditions depends on assumptions about,
e.g., elasticities between transport and land use as well as
projections of future vehicle efficiency and fuels.

We reviewed additional aspects of the urban environment
that may modify the relationships among urban form, air pol-
lution, and health (i.e., green space, noise, and public spaces
that promote physical activity). Among these factors, tradeoffs
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between physical activity and exposure to air pollution was the
most widely studied topic. Health impact assessments general-
ly find that benefits from increased physical activity outweigh
risks from air pollution exposure. These studies are estimates,
not observations; in addition, they rely on specific assump-
tions, e.g., significant changes in behavior. Cohort studies gen-
erally reinforce this finding but also show that health benefits
from physical activity may be attenuated by exposure to air
pollution in certain cases. Green space may be an effective
health-promoting aspect of the built environment. Multiple
studies report beneficial birth outcomes and cognitive function
associated with greenness; however, more work is needed to
evaluate causal pathways (e.g., increased physical activity vs.
reduced exposure to air pollution). Since green space has the
potential to be health-promoting in multiple dimensions (e.g.,
increasing physical activity, decreasing exposure to air pollu-
tion, and improving mental health), it may be a particularly
attractive strategy to design health-promoting public space in
the urban environment. Traffic noise is associated with disrup-
tion of sleep and low birthweight; studies have assessed con-
founding among noise, air pollution, and health and suggest
noise may be an additional risk factor in urban environments.
More work is needed to identify causal pathways among these
factors and how they interact with relationships among urban
form, air pollution, and health. In general, there is an important
need for work that focuses on specific policy objectives and
interventions that would help planners and policy makers to
operationalize findings from the literature.
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