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Research Progress and Prospect of Urban Green Space Equity Based on
Knowledge Map
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Abstract Urban green space equity is an important issue for urban sustainable development and residents' well-being. CiteSpace was

used to analyze the development process, core strength and research hotspots on urban green space equity from 1975 to 2022

collected from Web of Science, focusing on the theoretical framework, evaluation mechanism, and practical experience. The

results show a rapid multi-disciplinary development trend. The hot topics include the connotation and evaluation of fairness,

green gentrification, etc. The theoretical framework is extended to the socio-economic dimension. The evaluation objects pay

more attention to green well-being and vulnerable groups. The evaluation methods emphasize the effects of socio-economic

relationships and the multi-factors. Combining international experience and national conditions, this paper puts forward the

key issues and trends of localization research.
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Fig.1 Overall trend chart of "urban green space equity"
study from 1997 to 2021
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Tab.1 Top 10 highly co-cited literatures and their centrality in urban green space justice study from 1997 to 2022
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1 environmental justice: the challenge of
making cities 'just green enough’
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Green justice or just green? Provision of
urban green spaces in Berlin, Germany
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An assessment of urban park access in
3 Shanghai — Implications for the social
equity in urban China
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Racial/ethnic and socioeconomic
4 disparities in urban green space
accessibility: where to intervene?
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investigation of cities in the United States
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7 Nature and health
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services: a framework for studying
environmental justice and ecological
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Fig.2 Keywords co-occurrence analysis diagram of urban green space equity research from 1997 to 2022
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