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Abstract: This study investigates the land-use/population mix over time as the base to derive
an indicator of urban sprawl. Land-use individual patches (provided by Urban Atlas, hereafter
UA, with a detailed spatial geometry at 1:10,000 scale) were associated with the total (resident)
population based on official statistics (census enumeration districts and other public data sources),
providing a comprehensive mapping of the spatial distribution of population density by land-use
class in a representative case study for the Mediterranean region (metropolitan Athens, Greece).
Data analysis adopted a mix of statistical techniques, such as descriptive statistics, non-parametric
curve interpolation (smoothing splines), and exploratory multivariate statistics, namely hierarchical
clustering, non-metric multi-dimensional scaling and confirmative factor analysis. The results of
this study indicate a non-linear gradient of density decline from downtown (dominated by compact
settlements) to peripheral locations (dominated by natural land). Population density in agricultural
land was locally high and increasing over time; this result suggests how mixed land use may be the
base of intense sprawl in large metropolitan regions. The methodology implemented in this study
can be generalized over the whole sample of European cities included in Urban Atlas, providing
a semi-automatic assessment of exurban development and population re-distribution over larger
metropolitan regions.

Keywords: metropolitan expansion; residential settlements; density curve; Urban Atlas; Southern Europe

1. Introduction

Sprawl, a process of latent urban diffusion over progressively larger regions, is a
heavily debated issue in the disciplinary fields of Urbanism, Planning, Applied Economics,
Geography, Sociology, Demography, and Environmental Sciences [1–8]. As sprawl involves
multiple subjects of study, the phenomenon is fascinating while being, in turn, hard to
analyze [9–13]. For such reasons, sprawl has been the subject of a plethora of research, with
the objective of defining the nature, impacts, and consequences of low-density settlement
growth on local territorial systems—both urban and rural—all over the world [14–18].
Sprawl dynamics accompanied and, in some ways, determined the most recent evolution
of urbanization patterns and processes in advanced economies, both in the ‘old’ and in
the ‘new’ world, creating a mixed landscape dominated by discontinuous and low-density
settlements [19–23]. Moreover, sprawl, initially defined with regards to the North Amer-
ican context, has been demonstrated to be connected with the environmental, political,
social, cultural and economic characteristics of any region, justifying the adoption of ad-
hoc approaches that give value to the peculiarities of the local context [24–28]. Thus, the
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investigation of sprawl, universally performed using building, land-use and demographic
indicators, and thus considering together form (i.e., morphology) and functions (i.e., devel-
opmental dynamics) of representative human settlements [29–33], could receive further
value with the introduction of spatially explicit approaches.

In many contexts, sprawl appears subtly mixed with other forms of urban expansion,
including compact and dense growth [34–37]. Land scarcity, agglomeration and scale
factors, economic downturns, social permeability of fringe districts, a strong urban ideal
of rural populations, spatially imbalanced demographic dynamics and international mi-
gration are some elements at the base of this mixed pattern of metropolitan expansion,
which is even more difficult to define and quantify operationally than the ‘pure’ urban
sprawl [38–42]. Making the intrinsic, mutual linkage between urban and rural areas par-
ticularly complex [43–47], sprawled or mixed (compact-dispersed) patterns of settlement
expansion have also affected, at least indirectly, the social composition of central locations in
recent times [48–52]. This process has determined a sort of spatial rebalance of population,
settlements and land use along metropolitan (i.e., density) gradients. As a matter of fact,
it was demonstrated—especially in the Old World—how the formation of metropolitan
continuums and polycentric settlements was progressively altering the traditional compact
structure of mono-centric cities [49,53,54].

Being connected with sprawl, the reduction in density spans regions thus became a
challenging issue that needs further investigation, comparing different disciplinary ap-
proaches, analysis perspectives, socioeconomic contexts, and policy frameworks [55–59].
The role of rural spaces surrounding cities as a land stock for the sprawled expansion
of settlements has also been largely differentiated on the base of local factors [60–64],
and the definition of ‘rural space’ is still a matter of intense debate, since multiple
operational criteria were proposed depending on the place identity of non-urban dis-
tricts [65–69]. With this perspective in mind, the aim of this contribution is to provide a
detailed picture on the nature of urban sprawl using a multivariate exploratory analysis
of high-resolution morphological and demographic indicators, based on easily available
and free data, focusing on its short-term dynamics, and discussing selected effects on
social and landscape systems.

The analysis of urban sprawl was focused on the Mediterranean region, investigating
land-use, settlement, and population indicators that may scrutinize morphological and
functional dynamics of metropolitan development together. Based on a geo-spatial perspec-
tive, the empirical results of this analysis contribute to verify the intimate characteristics
of the dominant urban trend observed in the most recent period. Assuming the appropri-
ateness of a mixed model alternating compact growth and subtle sprawl of metropolitan
expansion [70], the empirical results of this study are summarized and discussed in light
of the debate on future developmental paths of Mediterranean cities. Considering land
scarcity, heterogeneous economic impulses, social permeability, and the strong urban ideal
associated with (long-term) urbanization processes as powerful drivers of metropolitan
change in Southern Europe, the final aim of this study re-orients conceptual frameworks
interpreting the newly emerging settlement models in the old continent.

2. Methodology
2.1. Study Area

This work investigates a large part of the administrative region of Attica coinciding
with metropolitan Athens, the capital city of Greece (Figure 1). Extending more than
3000 km2, nearly 400 km2 were classified as strictly urban and correspond with the Greater
Athens area, the largest conurbation in Greece [71]. In the Greater Athens area, population
density surpassed 5000 inhabitants/km2, declining in rural locations to values between
300 and 500 inhabitants/km2 on average [72]. This area has been chosen as paradigmatic
of the urban development of a traditionally mono-centric settlement gradually shifting
towards a more disperse and irregular settlement structure. Athens’ urban expansion has
been continuous and intense since the last century, determining the highest population



Land 2023, 12, 972 3 of 21

concentration in the 1970s (nearly 20,000 inhabitants/km2 downtown, on average) [70,73].
In the most recent decades, suburbanization fueled the creation of spatially discontinuous
(and often isolated) settlements in correspondence with agricultural land-use, especially in
accessible locations [74], progressively destroying the traditional landscape characteristic
of rural Attica [60,75–77].
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Figure 1. Spatial coverage of the study area and its location in Greece and the Eastern Mediterranean
basin; (upper left): the position of Athens (red star) in the country; (lower left): the boundaries of the
study area and the average distance from downtown (km); (right): the spatial distribution of different
land uses (built-up, agriculture, forests) in metropolitan Athens based on high-resolution urban atlas
cartography (Source: European Environment Agency, GMES Copernicus Land Map System).

2.2. Data and Variables

This work involves the integrated use of geo-spatial data sources provided by the
European Environment Agency initiative, in order to achieve a more refined interpretation
of short-term settlement patterns in the study area, also considering the related population
dynamics [78,79]. This initiative, called Copernicus, was taken under a program managed
by the European Union Maritime Safety Agency (EMSA) and the European Space Agency
(ESA), with the support of other European and international organizations. The program
bases its work on six thematic services: land, marine, atmosphere, climate change, emer-
gency management, and security and develops free data openly accessible by all users.
The local component of the land service is represented by the ‘Urban Atlas’ product which
provides detailed information on urban characteristics and useful data for different fields
of study [50,80–82]. The product, thanks to the use of high-resolution satellite images and
advanced analysis techniques, provides in its most recent versions related to the years 2012
and 2018 land-use data for more than 780 Functional Urban Areas (FUA) and the estimate
of total population residing in each part of the investigated areas [83]. The amplitude of
both the geographic coverage and the dashboard of elementary data makes this source
extremely valuable, even if its use constraints the time horizon of the empirical analyses.

The Urban Atlas land-use nomenclature based on 27 classes established by EEA [82]
was adopted here, and the list of classes, with extensive description, is reported as follows:
Continuous Urban Fabric with sealed land > 80% (1110), Discontinuous Dense Urban
Fabric with sealed land between 50% and 80% (1121), Discontinuous Medium-Density
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Urban Fabric with sealed land between 30% and 50% (1122), Discontinuous Low-Density
Urban Fabric with sealed land between 10% and 30% (1123), Discontinuous Very Low-
Density Urban Fabric with sealed land <10% (1124), Isolated Structures (1130), Industrial,
commercial, public, military and private units (1210), Fast transit roads and associated
land (1221), Other roads and associated land (1222), Railways and associated land (1223),
Port areas (1230), Airports (1240), Mineral extraction and dump sites (1310), Construction
sites (1330), Land without current use (1340), Green urban areas (1410), Sports and leisure
facilities (1420), Arable land with annual crops (2100), Permanent crops, basically vineyards,
fruit trees, and olive groves (2200), Pastures (2300), Complex and mixed cultivation patterns
(2400), Orchards at the fringe of urban classes (2500), Forests (3100), Herbaceous vegetation
associations including natural grassland (3200), Open spaces with little or no vegetation
such as beaches, dunes, or bare rocks (3300), Wetland (4000) and Water bodies (5000).

2.3. Statistical Analysis

Tables, graphs, and maps were used to illustrate the statistical distribution of land use,
settlement, and population in the study area. The resident population (absolute number
and density) was provided for each land-use patch, irrespective of class typology. To
compute morphological and demographic descriptors specific to each land use, we have
worked on the geo-spatial database (dbf tabular format) associated with each Urban Atlas
shapefile. Descriptive statistics were calculated with the aim of providing a coherent (ag-
gregate) description of the landscape matrix by land-use class, considering six indicators
(both morphological and demographic). These descriptors were selected with the aim at
assuring a comprehensive (functional) interpretation of heterogeneous landscape matrices
characteristic of metropolitan regions, containing—at the same time—the risk of redun-
dancy related to the use of multiple input variables. Descriptors include (i) mean patch
size (Area) and (ii) a measure of statistical variability of the mean patch size (coefficient of
variation) both calculated by land-use class (AreaSD), (iii) percentage areal share in total
landscape by land-use class (%Area), (iv) mean edge density (ED) by class, a landscape
metric that estimate the morphological convolution of patches, (v) per cent population
share (%Pop) in total population (metropolitan Athens) by class, and finally (vi) the average
population density by class (Den).

2.3.1. Modeling Density/Land-Use Gradients through Smoothing Splines

Smoothing splines, basically a sequence of third-order polynomials continuous up
to the second derivative [84] were adopted in this study to estimate a smooth curve
that best fit the land-use specific relationship between population density and its rank.
This exercise was run separately for the two observation years (2012 and 2018) using
average population density (log-transformed) by land-use type, considering only classes
with non-null population density. Smoothing splines were used to explore non-linear,
complex forms in the relationship between population density and land-use. Based on
the sample size considered in this study (n = 14 classes with non-null population), an
optimal smoothing run by a cross-validation procedure allows performing an estimation
of the land-use/population relationship adopting a third-order moving average as an
appropriate indicator function for both observation years. To gain an indirect confirmation
of the result of smoothing splines, the same relationship was tested with more conventional
methodologies including a pair-wise parametric correlation analysis (based on Pearson
moment-product coefficients and the related statistical inference testing at p < 0.05 against
the null hypothesis of no correlation between population density and land-use rank) and a
linear regression fitting land-use rank against log-transformed population density.

2.3.2. Delineating Landscape-Population Characteristics under Compact Growth and Sprawl

The latent relationship between the spatial distribution of resident population across
land-use classes in metropolitan Athens was studied over time (2012 and 2018) considering
two basic approaches grounded on the analysis of the six (morphological and demographic)
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descriptors illustrated above (Section 2.3). More specifically, two criteria identifying the
latent relationship between population distribution and land use were adopted, considering
separately (i) similarity in the statistical distribution of morphological and demographic
descriptors across land-use classes and (ii) the intrinsic (multivariate) correlation between
descriptors across the land-use nomenclature (n = 27 land-use classes) adopted in Urban
Atlas. The empirical analysis related to issue (i) was run adopting Hierarchical Clustering
(HC) and non-metric MultiDimensional Scaling (n-MDS) as a multivariate exploratory
strategy for input data with some deviations from normality, while analysis related to
issue (ii) was realized using a generalized, three-way (years x descriptors x land use) factor
decomposition of dynamic correlation matrices (namely, a confirmative factor analysis).

HC—based on Euclidean distances with Ward’s agglomeration rule—and n-MDS—based
on Manhattan distances—were adopted here as assumption-free and flexible exploratory
techniques aimed at evaluating the overall (multivariate) similarity among (morphological
and demographic) descriptors. The two distance metrics (Euclidean and Manhattan) were ex-
tensively adopted in earlier works analyzing demographic and landscape phenomena [85,86].
More specifically, HC provided an aggregate (graphical) representation of descriptors’ simi-
larity based on dendrograms; n-MDS was used to delineate the intrinsic, overall similarity
among land-use classes, based on the multivariate statistical distribution of the descriptors.
n-MDS is a valid alternative to principal component analysis (or generalized factor techniques)
when considering similarity patterns among input variables. In brief, the aim of the analysis
was to detect meaningful (latent) dimensions that allow explaining observed similarities or
dissimilarities (distances) between the investigated objects. Irrespective of the input variables’
metric, n-MDS attempts to arrange the investigated ‘objects’ (land-use class in our case) in a
geometrical (latent) space with a particular number of dimensions (e.g., two-dimensional) so
as to reproduce the observed distances based on a similarity matrix. As a result, similarities
and differences between land use classes were summarized in terms of the few underlying
dimensions extracted and plotted in a specific scatterplot.

n-MDS is thus an approximate procedure ‘rearranging’ objects in an efficient manner,
so as to arrive at a geometrical configuration that best approximates the observed distances
based on similarity metrics. It actually moves objects around in the space defined by
the requested number of dimensions and checks how well the distances between objects
can be reproduced by the new configuration, using a function minimization algorithm
that evaluates different configurations with the goal of maximizing the goodness of fit
(or, more specifically, minimizing the ‘lack of fit’). In this perspective, ‘stress’ is the most
common measure evaluating how well (or poorly) a particular configuration reproduces the
observed distance matrix. In this study, the raw stress value ‘Phi’ of a given configuration
was adopted as defined by

Phi = [dij − f(ij)]2

where dij stands for the reproduced distances, given the respective number of dimensions, and
fij stands for the input data (i.e., observed distances); f(ij) indicates a non-metric, monotone
transformation of the observed input data (distances) and attempts to reproduce the general
rank ordering of distances between the objects in the analysis. The smaller the stress value,
the better the fit of the reproduced distance matrix to the observed distance matrix. The
reproduced distances for a particular number of dimensions against the observed input data
(distances) were finally illustrated using a scatterplot called the ‘Sheppard diagram’. This plot
shows the reproduced distances plotted on the vertical (Y) axis versus the original similarities
plotted on the horizontal (X) axis. Deviations from the step-line indicate lack of fit.

2.3.3. Exploring the Evolution of Land-Use and Population Distribution over Metropolitan
Athens, 2012–2018

To corroborate the results of HC and n-MDS, a dynamic factor analysis was run
on a three-dimensional matrix (descriptors × land-use class × year) with the aim of de-
composing latent correlation patterns among the most important (morphological and
demographic) dimensions of landscape change [87]. Results of the analysis were presented
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separately by year (‘partial analysis’) and overall (‘global analysis’). In both cases, factors
with eigenvalue >1 were analyzed for the structure of loadings (morphological and demo-
graphic descriptors) and scores (land-use classes) providing a biplot, namely a graphical
representation of the multivariate relationship between cases (land-use) and variables
(descriptors). Global analysis evaluated a multivariate measure of rapidity-of change
(2012–2018) separately for land uses and descriptors [54]. Changes over time across the
selected axes (see above) and the global change overall were reported in a table considering
a standardized measure of change. Higher values of this metric indicate a more dynamic
context as far as the given variable is concerned.

3. Results
3.1. A Descriptive Analysis of Land-Use and Population Dynamics

Figure 2 outlines a possible representation of the urban–rural gradient in metropolitan
Athens based on population density as a function of land-use class. Considering the
absolute value of population density by land use derived as spatial overlap and intersection
of high-resolution information layers from the European Urban Atlas, results of this graph
represent an innovative contribution to urban science. The gradient illustrated in Figure 2
reflects agglomeration and scale factors and is based on two coexisting trends: (i) a rapidly
decreasing vertical axis that moves from compact residential land use (code 1110) to
discontinuous residential land use (code 1130) and (ii) an almost horizontal branch moving
from low-density to null-density (land-use) classes representing non-urban, natural land,
mainly forests, rocks, and wetlands. These trends are similar in the two years studied. A
slight increase in individual land-use density values was observed in 2018 compared to
2012 primarily for non-residential urban land use (1230 and 1420).
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Figure 2. Population density (inhabitants/km2) by year and land-use class (Urban Atlas nomen-
clature, see Section 2.2) in metropolitan Athens based on high-resolution Urban Atlas cartography
(Source: European Environment Agency, GMES Copernicus Land Map System).

Figure 3 illustrates the spatial distribution of population density in metropolitan
Athens separately for 2012 and 2018, representing the intimate geography of individual
landscape patches that discriminate between different land uses as elementary analysis’
units. Taken together, these maps highlight the heterogeneous distribution of the resi-
dent population in the study area. Despite the persistent concentration of population in
downtown Athens, a progressive settlement de-concentration was observed moving at
greater distances from the inner city, indirectly confirming the existence of a mono-centric
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model explaining past evolution and recent metropolitan growth in Athens. Recent trends
towards dispersed (or mixed) urban growth can be thus interpreted as a radio-centric and
additive expansion towards the most peripheral areas of Greater Athens.

Figure 3. The spatial distribution of population density (inhabitants/km2) in metropolitan Athens by
year ((left): 2012; (right): 2018) based on high-resolution urban atlas cartography (Source: European
Environment Agency, GMES Copernicus Land Map System).

Tables 1 and 2 illustrate selected statistics regarding a selection of relevant variables in
the analysis of landscape and the spatial distribution of resident population, distinguishing
the respective values for 2012, 2018 and the absolute variation in the related time inter-
val. The 1110 class, which represents compact settlements, includes 62.8% of the total
population of the Athens metropolitan area, dominating the mono-centric, dense, and
additive structure that still characterizes downtown Athens and Piraeus, the third city
(after Thessaloniki) and the main port of Greece. A quarter of the population resided in
dense, discontinuous areas (1121), and only 7.4% settled in areas with medium-density
discontinuous settlements (1122). Finally, areas with low-density residential settlements
hosted only 3% of the total population. These four classes of land use concentrate almost
all the population residing in Attica.

Table 1. Basic land-use attributes (mean patch area and its coefficient of variation, average edge
density of patches, total area of patches, percentage share of patches in total landscape, mean
population density, and percentage share of population in total population by class) in metropolitan
Athens (2012) based on high-resolution urban atlas cartography (Source: European Environment
Agency, GMES Copernicus Land Map System; nomenclature codes reported in Section 2.2).

Class Mean
Area (ha)

Coeff.
Variation

Edge
Density

Total Area
(km2)

Area
Share (%)

Popul.
Density

Popul.
Share (%)

110 0.38 0.69 0.013 109 3.51 21,258 62.8
1121 0.64 0.88 0.016 125 4.05 7327 24.9
1122 0.85 0.97 0.017 96 3.10 2845 7.4
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Table 1. Cont.

Class Mean
Area (ha)

Coeff.
Variation

Edge
Density

Total Area
(km2)

Area
Share (%)

Popul.
Density

Popul.
Share (%)

1123 1.01 1.00 0.018 76 2.44 1474 3.0
1124 0.80 1.04 0.017 13 0.43 1040 0.4
1130 0.47 0.54 0.015 22 0.70 402 0.2
1210 1.68 2.46 0.022 128 4.14 274 1.0
1221 8.41 2.04 0.019 7 0.22 0 0.0
1222 158.7 8.84 0.004 141 4.56 0 0.0
1223 9.93 1.50 0.013 4 0.13 0 0.0
1230 13.15 2.55 0.034 12 0.40 71 0.0
1240 199.4 1.61 0.145 20 0.64 0 0.0
1310 4.98 3.00 0.031 18 0.58 2 0.0
1330 1.07 1.50 0.017 2 0.05 0 0.0
1340 0.71 3.18 0.015 10 0.32 4 0.0
1410 1.74 2.94 0.020 30 0.97 0 0.0
1420 2.80 3.35 0.026 20 0.64 184 0.1
2100 9.13 2.46 0.038 37 1.18 1 0.0
2200 5.16 1.95 0.031 62 2.02 24 0.0
2300 4.50 1.75 0.031 152 4.91 30 0.1
2400 5.95 2.22 0.032 281 9.08 0 0.0
3100 16.34 3.38 0.043 295 9.51 0 0.0
3200 18.04 7.38 0.031 1303 42.1 0 0.0
3300 5.49 4.15 0.028 58 1.88 0 0.0
4000 25.80 1.39 0.066 5 0.17 0 0.0
5000 127.1 4.69 0.038 71 2.30 0 0.0

Table 2. Basic land-use attributes (mean patch area and its coefficient of variation, average edge
density of patches, total area of patches, per cent share of patches in total landscape, mean population
density, and percentage share of population in total population by class) in metropolitan Athens
(2018) based on high-resolution urban atlas cartography (Source: European Environment Agency,
GMES Copernicus Land Map System; nomenclature codes reported in Section 2.2).

Class Mean
Area (ha)

Coeff.
Variation

Edge
Density

Total Area
(km2)

Area
Share (%)

Popul.
Density

Popul.
Share (%)

1110 0.38 0.69 0.013 109 3.51 21,572 61.9
1121 0.64 0.88 0.016 125 4.05 7573 25.1
1122 0.85 0.97 0.017 96 3.10 2926 7.4
1123 1.02 1.00 0.018 76 2.45 1438 2.9
1124 0.81 1.13 0.017 13 0.43 834 0.3
1130 0.47 0.54 0.015 22 0.70 403 0.2
1210 1.67 2.44 0.022 132 4.26 407 1.4
1221 8.41 2.04 0.019 7 0.22 0 0.0
1222 155.5 8.95 0.004 142 4.57 0 0.0
1223 9.44 1.57 0.012 4 0.14 0 0.0
1230 13.44 2.63 0.034 13 0.41 558 0.2
1240 181.3 1.72 0.134 20 0.64 0 0.0
1310 5.21 3.00 0.031 18 0.57 0 0.0
1330 1.36 1.25 0.023 0 0.01 0 0.0
1340 0.68 3.17 0.015 10 0.31 0 0.0
1410 1.74 2.94 0.020 30 0.97 0 0.0
1420 2.83 3.34 0.026 20 0.65 365 0.2
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Table 2. Cont.

Class Mean
Area (ha)

Coeff.
Variation

Edge
Density

Total Area
(km2)

Area
Share (%)

Popul.
Density

Popul.
Share (%)

2100 8.62 2.52 0.036 36 1.15 106 0.1
2200 5.15 1.95 0.031 62 2.01 62 0.1
2300 4.47 1.75 0.030 151 4.87 53 0.2
2400 5.93 2.23 0.031 281 9.05 0 0.0
3100 16.34 3.38 0.043 295 9.51 0 0.0
3200 18.01 7.39 0.031 1303 42.0 0 0.0
3300 5.49 4.15 0.028 58 1.89 0 0.0
4000 25.80 1.39 0.066 5 0.17 0 0.0
5000 126.7 4.68 0.038 71 2.29 0 0.0

Residual areas with discontinuous and dispersed settlements (1124 and 1130 codes)
hosted only 0.5–0.6% of the resident population. Urban areas with non-residential set-
tlements (macro-classes 1.3 and 1.4) concentrated nearly 1% of the total population. The
population associated with agricultural areas amounted to less than 1% in both periods,
while the areas with land use classified as macro-classes 3, 4, and 5 (non-urban and non-
agricultural land use) were found to have no population at all, both in 2012 and 2018.

Table 3 highlights the main landscape changes between 2012 and 2018. Considering
the short-term time horizon, modest changes were expected both regarding the possible
re-distribution of the population and land-use modifications. The resident population
decreased, slowly but steadily, in all classes of residential urban land use (1110–1124 codes),
albeit with rather different proportions, while rising in some non-residential urban classes
(1210 and 1230 codes), in parallel with the increase in population density. Conversely,
population density increased markedly in central areas with more dense settlements, while
decreasing slowly in areas with discontinuous settlements. The slow increase in the share
of population among the total resident population in metropolitan Athens was observed
in correspondence with agricultural land use, confirming the expansion of discontinuous
low-density or spatially isolated settlements in accessible rural areas.

Table 3. Basic land-use attributes (mean patch area and its coefficient of variation, average edge
density of patches, total area of patches, per cent share of patches in total landscape, population
density (differential value per km2) and percentage share of population in total population by class)
in metropolitan Athens calculated as absolute difference between 2012 and 2018 data based on
high-resolution urban atlas cartography (Source: European Environment Agency, GMES Copernicus
Land Map System; nomenclature codes reported in Section 2.2).

Class Mean
Area (ha)

Coeff.
Variation

Edge
Density

Total Area
(km2)

Area
Share (%)

Popul.
Density

Popul.
Share (%)

1110 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 314.4 −0.9
1121 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 245.8 0.1
1122 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.0 81.6 0.0
1123 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0 −35.9 −0.1
1124 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 −205.7 −0.1
1130 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.5 0.0
1210 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.8 0.1 132.4 0.5
1221 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1222 −3.2 0.1 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0
1223 −0.5 0.1 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0
1230 0.3 0.1 0.0 0.3 0.0 487.1 0.2
1240 −18.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
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Table 3. Cont.

Class Mean
Area (ha)

Coeff.
Variation

Edge
Density

Total Area
(km2)

Area
Share (%)

Popul.
Density

Popul.
Share (%)

1310 0.2 0.0 0.0 −0.3 0.0 −1.8 0.0
1330 0.3 −0.2 0.0 −1.3 0.0 0.0 0.0
1340 0.0 0.0 0.0 −0.4 0.0 −4.4 0.0
1410 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
1420 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 181.2 0.1
2100 −0.5 0.1 0.0 −0.9 0.0 104.9 0.1
2200 0.0 0.0 0.0 −0.2 0.0 38.2 0.1
2300 0.0 0.0 0.0 −1.0 0.0 22.7 0.1
2400 0.0 0.0 0.0 −0.9 0.0 0.0 0.0
3100 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
3200 0.0 0.0 0.0 −0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0
3300 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
4000 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
5000 −0.4 0.0 0.0 −0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0

3.2. Depicting the Metropolitan Gradient with Joint Land-Use and Population Dynamics

Figure 4 offers a graphical representation of the urban–rural gradient based on the
distribution of population density according to the different land-use classes, ordered
according to an increasing naturalness gradient from macro-class 1 (urban) to macro-class
5 (water bodies). In Figure 4, however, only land-use classes associated with non-zero values
of population density have been reported and analyzed. Moving from macro-class 1 to
macro-class 2, a constant decrease in population density was observed with a scaling leap in
2012, which distinguished strictly urban areas (residential/productive) from transitional
(urban-rural) areas. On the contrary, the same analysis carried out in 2018 shows a more
balanced, logarithmic distribution of population density in space. The density values
decreased progressively and almost linearly with the increase of the urban–rural rank,
outlining a very sharp metropolitan density gradient. This gradient underlies a process
of progressive redistribution of the population towards areas with mixed urban–rural
land use, a characteristic attribute of recent sprawl dynamics. The shift towards a linear
transformation of the relationship between urban ranking and population density was
evident in the non-parametric estimation presented in Figure 4 (making use of smoothing
splines). The increase over time in a parametric pairwise correlation index (Pearson) from
2012 (r = −0.944, p < 0.001, n = 14) to 2018 (r = −0.994, p < 0.001, n = 14) gave intrinsic ground
to such findings. A regression analysis finally confirmed the strength of this relationship
over time (2012: y = 4.67 − 0.30x, R2 = 0.892; 2018: y = 0.457 − 0.32x, R2 = 0.988).

Assuming the dashed line as the condition for stability over time in both set-
tlement growth and landscape change, the relationship between population density
(log-transformed) and land-use classes in 2012 and 2018 in metropolitan Athens was
illustrated in Figure 5a. The analysis highlights how the most marked variations in
population density (deviations upwards or downwards from the dashed line) were
observed in correspondence with some urban non-residential (1210, 1230, 1420) and
agricultural (2100, 2200, 2300) land-use classes. These deviations were systematically
located upwards and indicate increasing population density between 2012 and 2018.
This trend was seen as a result of short-term sprawl processes affecting fringe areas
that were not yet fully urbanized, with the progressive conversion of non-urban patches
into settlements and the consequent increase in the density of the resident population
(e.g., local phenomena of compaction and densification).
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Figure 4. Results of a smoothing spline analysis (red line) of the population/land-use density
gradient in metropolitan Athens separately for 2012 (left) and 2018 (right) based on elaboration of
high-resolution urban atlas cartography (Source: European Environment Agency, GMES Copernicus
Land Map System; nomenclature codes reported in blue and described in Section 2.2).
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Figure 5. (a) The relationship between population density (log-transformed) by land-use class in 2012
and 2018 in metropolitan Athens (dashed line delineates the assumption of landscape–settlement
stability over time, see Section 3.2); (b) a scatterplot confronting areal change and population change
(2012–2018) in metropolitan Athens by land-use class based on elaboration of high-resolution urban
atlas cartography (Source: European Environment Agency, GMES Copernicus Land Map System;
nomenclature codes reported in Section 2.2).



Land 2023, 12, 972 12 of 21

These processes have been monitored more closely in Figure 5b, where the percentage
of changes over time (2012–2018) in population density and land-use area have been
compared. Although it is not possible to define an explicit relationship between the
two variables, it can be stated that only a small number of land-use classes were located
around the center of gravity of the scatterplot (approximately zero values for both variables).
On the contrary, many land-use classes have experienced a (more or less) modest acreage
reduction following a stable population (3200, 1340, 1310, 5000 codes) or a slow rise in
population density (2300, 2400, 1330, 2100, 2200). In correspondence with these land-use
classes, settlement phenomena have occurred despite the related areal contraction. In other
cases, the growth in population density was more evident, both in a context of geographical
stability that characterizes the most consolidated urban settlements (1110, 1121), and in a
context of moderate expansion of settlements (1230, 1420, 1122, 1210, 1223).

3.3. Similarity in the Spatial Distribution of Population and Land-Use

Figure 6 illustrates the empirical results deriving from the application of two statistical
techniques (hierarchical clustering and non-metric multidimensional scaling), considering
six morphological and demographic descriptors (Area, Area(SD), ED, %Area, %Pop, Dens)
made available for each land-use class (see Tables 1 and 2). The spatial distribution of the
descriptors proved to be similar and stable when comparing 2012 (left) with 2018 (right)
data. Compared with the demographic descriptors, the morphological descriptors reflected
more heterogeneity, even if a marked similarity has been observed between Edge Density
(ED) and the percentage of area associated with each land use. The average size of patches,
regardless of land use, appears to be a particularly heterogeneous descriptor decoupled
from the other descriptors, both morphological and demographic.

Non-metric multidimensional scaling outlined similarities and divergences in the
distribution of the 27 land-use classes, according to the values of the six (morphological
and demographic) descriptors in each class. Some differences were found between 2012
and 2018, likely associated with the progressive spatial rebalancing of the population
towards areas with mixed urban–rural land-use. In 2012, quadrant III of the n-MDS
scatterplot highlighted a cluster of land-use classes characterized by similar morphological
and demographic traits (from 1110 to 2300) as opposed to transitional, mixed land use (1340,
1330, 1410)—mainly positioned in quadrant IV—and rural land-use (except 1240) with zero-
population located in quadrant I. The scatterplot referring to 2018 highlighted the existence
of two groups stretched along the Dimension 1 (urban land use and rural, transitional land
use oriented towards the negative values of the axis; rural land use with zero population
oriented towards the positive values of the axis). The Sheppard plots illustrated in Figure 6
below (2012: left; 2018: right) also indicate a satisfactory representation of the real data
matrix in the first two non-metric coordinates of the MDS, with a stress index of 0.032 (2012)
and 0.042 (2018) and an R2 value reflecting the quality of data representation on Dimension
1 equal to 0.983 (2012) and 0.993 (2018).

3.4. The Spatio-Temporal Correlation in the Distribution of Population Density and Land-Use

The latent relationship between the distribution of the resident population and the
prevailing land use in a given area was assessed running a multi-way factor analysis of
short-term dynamics (2012–2018) in both analysis’ dimensions (population and land-use).
The results of a partial factor analysis (i.e., per year) were reported in Figure 7, starting
from the same data matrix used in the non-metric MDS (consisting of six descriptors
and 27 land-use classes). Two main factor axes were extracted that explained more than
60% of the overall variance in both years (about 64% in 2012, about 63% in 2018). Factor
1, which explained more than 40% of the overall variance, represented a morphological-
demographic gradient which opposed negative values associated with urban concentration
(population density) to positive values associated with patch size, irrespective of land-
use class. These results suggest the existence of a latent correlation between population
concentration and landscape fragmentation, in line with the assumption that sees urban
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contexts associated with the highest level of landscape fragmentation on a metropolitan
scale. On the basis of this gradient, Factor 1 discriminated urban land use with higher
density (negative factor scores) from pristine, natural land use with null population density
(positive factor scores). Factor 2, explaining less than 20% of the total variance, delineated
an areal gradient: the dominant land uses in metropolitan Athens were oriented towards
the positive values of the axis, while land uses with more shaped morphologies (Edge
Density) were associated with the negative axis values. This gradient discriminated land
use types with high naturalness (3200, 5000) or with little fragmentation (1222) from urban
and rural land use with structural and functional fragmentation (4000, 1240).
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Figure 6. Cont.
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Figure 6. (upper panels) Dendrograms resulting from Hierarchical Clustering: indicators’ proximity
outlines similarity in their spatial distribution within metropolitan Athens; (intermediate panels)
Dimensions extracted through non-metric-Multidimensional Scaling (n-MDS) delineate similarities in
land-use classes according to the values of the indicators; (lower panel) Sheppard graphs (left: 2012;
right: 2018) showing the quality of data representation in n-MDS (Source: elaborations on high-
resolution urban atlas cartography data from European Environment Agency, GMES Copernicus
Land Map System; nomenclature codes reported in Section 2.2).
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Figure 7. A factor analysis of land-use classes and landscape–settlement attributes in metropolitan
Athens by year ((a): 2012; (b): 2018), based on elaboration of high-resolution urban atlas cartography
(Source: European Environment Agency, GMES Copernicus Land Map System; nomenclature codes
reported in Section 2.2).
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The multi-way global analysis (Table 4) makes it possible to identify the morphological–
demographic descriptors and land-use classes that have shown the greatest dynamism
over time (higher values in the ‘overall’ column). Among the descriptors, the rapidity of
change associated with both edge density and population density was particularly evident.
Land uses showing accelerated temporal dynamics included both non-residential urban ty-
pologies (e.g., 1230, 1240 codes) and rural typologies with agricultural use (e.g., 2100 code).
In both cases, these typologies have experienced a growth in the resident population over
time, regardless of the corresponding areal growth or decline.

Table 4. Aggregate results of a multi-way factor analysis of land-use classes and landscape–settlement
attributes in metropolitan Athens, quantifying rapidity of change over time along the selected
axes and overall (namely, global analysis), based on elaboration of high-resolution urban atlas
cartography (Source: European Environment Agency, GMES Copernicus Land Map System; land-use
nomenclature codes reported in Section 2.2).

Variable Axis 1 Axis 2 Overall

Area −0.16 −3.43 0.03
Area(SD) 0.36 −0.30 0.02

ED −0.17 3.44 0.08
%Area 0.93 −0.17 0.01
%Pop −0.09 −1.36 0.03

Density −0.59 −5.52 0.05
Land use class (nomenclature code explained in Section 2.2)

1110 −0.3 −1.4 0.17
1121 −0.3 −1.1 0.07
1122 −0.6 −1.7 0.06
1123 −0.8 −0.8 0.07
1124 −1.1 −0.6 0.09
1130 −0.5 −2.2 0.07
1210 0.2 −5.9 0.04
1221 0.1 −2.6 0.07
1222 0.3 0.2 0.06
1223 −1.5 −4.8 0.12
1230 −30.9 −0.3 0.23
1240 −0.2 4.1 0.33
1310 6.7 −0.3 0.12
1330 −8.5 −0.6 0.16
1340 −4.9 −2.0 0.21
1410 0.1 −2.8 0.09
1420 1.1 −0.7 0.04
2100 −16.3 −3.7 0.69
2200 28.9 −0.5 0.10
2300 8.6 −1.4 0.05
2400 0.3 −279 0.04
3100 0.6 −20.5 0.06
3200 0.7 −0.1 0.07
3300 0.5 −1.5 0.04
4000 0.7 2.3 0.15
5000 0.4 −1.5 0.09

4. Discussion

Urban sprawl has marked the process of urban change all over the world; however,
the formulation of effective indicators for sprawl is still an open issue. Sprawl has pro-
gressively altered the most consolidated (e.g., compact and dense) settlements models
in Southern Europe, re-shaping the implicit relationship between central and peripheral
locations [88–90]. Looking at sprawl as the low-density expansion of residential settlements
and spatial relocation of population in originally non-urban places, a complete assessment
of this phenomenon requires high-resolution mapping of land use and resident population
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over broad geographical coverage. Based on these premises. The empirical results of our
study have documented the appropriateness of a short-term analysis of urban sprawl based
on high-resolution spatial geo-databases [91–95].

In particular, this work highlights the operational opportunities in environmental
monitoring and spatial planning linked to the use of GMES Land Copernicus prod-
ucts, especially the Urban Atlas geo-database, which homogeneously covers more than
700 metropolitan areas in the old continent. The urban atlas maps were updated approxi-
mately every six years, providing sufficient historical depth and full comparability thanks
to the adoption of the same nomenclatural system. In fact, land use was classified according
to a Corine Land Cover system into more than 20 different types, both urban and rural, thus
providing a complete description of the landscape. These mapping characteristics allow
outlining the extreme fragmentation of land-use patches in consolidated urban contexts,
thanks to the high resolution of the geo-spatial survey. Moreover, the adopted Urban
Atlas classification proved to be effective in delineating the characteristic of metropolitan
gradients based on population concentration and agglomeration factors, as clearly shown in
the smoothing spline analysis of density gradients from urban to rural locations in Athens.

Despite the limited duration of the study period (2012–2018), the results of exploratory
data analysis—based on descriptive, correlation and multivariate statistics—highlighted
the enormous potential of a systematic use of the European Urban Atlas for environmental
monitoring and as an information tool of spatial planning. Based on the information
available in Urban Atlas, our work has highlighted the relationship between land-use,
settlement types and resident population, portraying urban sprawl as associated with
a greater mix between urban and rural land use. Being associated with increasingly
scattered settlements, the reference population grew in correspondence with agricultural
land-use. Despite the low building activity that characterized the study period—coinciding
with slow economic recovery after the intense recession that hit Greece starting from
2007—landscape transformations and population redistribution in metropolitan Athens
were evident between 2012 and 2018 [94,95].

Recently, Athens’ growth has outlined an articulated relationship between morphol-
ogy and functions at the base of urbanization dynamics. The shift toward low-density
residential settlements was rather evident, despite being associated with a slow process of
settlement compaction and spatial redistribution of population across residential land-use
classes. Total population also increased in correspondence with non-residential land use
(commercial, industrial, services), confirming the land use mix characteristic of the real
estate/housing dimension in Greece. Given the multiplicity of territorial contexts and
driving forces, such findings delineate the dominant role of a mixed compact–dispersed
model of urban expansion in Athens’ recent development instead of a purely ‘sprawled’
path, despite differentiated spatial regimes potentially existing locally [96–98].

Mixed models of urban growth have demonstrated a reduction in the pre-existing
density divide in compact urban fabric and accessible rural spaces [99–101]. Experi-
encing intrinsically complex (and progressively diverging) stimuli toward dispersion
and densification, metropolitan systems became more chaotic as far as the internal
structure is concerned, in turn undergoing uncertain development paths in the short
term [102]. Being a specific trait of ‘urban sprawl’ in the study area—and likely in
other metropolises of the Northern Mediterranean basin—such dynamics require a com-
prehensive interpretation of short-term development paths based on more effective
integration of morphological (e.g., land-use) and functional (e.g., socioeconomic) indica-
tors [103–105]. Assumed to exert an influential effect on both central cities, suburban
locations, and rural districts [106–108], such dynamics should be governed with a truly
holistic spatial perspective [109], regulating the latent interaction between land-use
patterns, agglomeration forces, and socio-demographic trends [110–112].

According to our results, sprawl in Athens’ recent growth manifested primarily
in (i) a spatial rebalance of resident population across land-use classes (based on the re-
sults of smoothing splines that indicate a more homogeneous density gradient from urban
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to rural areas in 2018 than in 2012), (ii) a moderate increase in the resident population
in urban (non-residential) land use types (based on the results of descriptive statistics
that outlined the increasing economic mix and social permeability of fringe land), and
(iii) a weak increase in the resident population in correspondence with specific agricultural
land use in turn associated with sparse settlements [113–115]. Such evidence suggests
that (i) an increasing proportion of the population moved toward isolated settlements
when suburbanizing and that (ii) production and commercial settlements became increas-
ingly heterogeneous, hosting resident population e.g., in mixed-use buildings [116–118].
These two faces of a complex restructuring of metropolitan structures highlight diverging
trends respectively toward settlement dispersion and moderate densification of already
urbanized locations.

5. Conclusions

In the light of defining the nature of short-term sprawl evolution in Mediterranean
cities, metropolitan Athens was envisaged as an appropriate example for performing a
quantitative, high-resolution analysis of densification vs. dispersion patterns considering
morphological indicators derived from a representative geo-spatial data source such as
the Copernicus Land Urban Atlas, covering more than 700 metropolitan regions all over
Europe. Sprawl assessment in metropolitan Athens has been performed using different
sprawl indicators. Due to the nature of the adopted variables, these will evidence charac-
teristics regarding the anatomy (physical features) and the essence (conceptual elements)
of the phenomenon being investigated. Although mixed processes of settlement densi-
fication and diffusion seem to be dominant in recent paths of city growth in Southern
Europe, understanding the short-term evolution of population, residential/production
settlements and land use, requires an enhanced landscape classification with a specific
(morphological) focus, as illustrated in the present study. Given the multiplicity of territo-
rial factors involved in land use transitions, metropolitan development was demonstrated
to adapt to differentiated territorial regimes, in turn requiring specific and spatially explicit
planning measures. These actions have to effectively contain land take, by reorienting
settlement expansion toward more sustainable (environmentally friendly, socially cohesive
and economically viable) paths.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, L.S. and A.D.; methodology, L.S. and M.C.; software,
A.D.; validation, G.Q., formal analysis, R.S. and A.D.; investigation, R.S. and L.S.; resources, G.Q. and
L.S.; data curation, A.D.; writing—original draft preparation, L.S. and M.C.; writing—review and
editing, G.Q. and R.S.; visualization, A.D.; supervision, A.D.; project administration, G.Q.; funding
acquisition, M.C. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was partly funded by Sapienza University of Rome (Bando Ricerca) with the
research project entitle “Poly-Desert” (responsible: Prof. Margherita Carlucci).

Data Availability Statement: Data derived from European Environment Agency, GMES Copernicus
Land Map System were freely downloadable and workable through a Geographic Information
System (GIS) software from https://www.eea.europa.eu/data-and-maps/data/copernicus-land-
monitoring-service-urban-atlas (accessed on 25 January 2023).

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References
1. Barbero-Sierra, C.; Marques, M.J.; Ruíz-Pérez, M. The case of urban sprawl in Spain as an active and irreversible driving force for

desertification. J. Arid Environ. 2013, 90, 95–102. [CrossRef]
2. Elmqvist, T.; Fragkias, M.; Goodness, J.; Güneralp, B.; Marcotullio, P.J.; McDonald, R.I.; Parnell, S.; Schewenius, M.; Sendstad, M.;

Seto, K.C.; et al. Urbanization, Biodiversity and Ecosystem Services: Challenges and Opportunities; Springer: Utrecht, The Netherlands, 2013.
3. Gkartzios, M.; Scott, M. Countering counter-urbanisation: Spatial planning challenges in a dispersed city-region, the greater

Dublin area. Town Plan. Rev. 2017, 81, 23–52. [CrossRef]
4. Munafò, M.; Salvati, L.; Zitti, M. Estimating soil sealing rate at national level—Italy as a case study. Ecol. Indic. 2013, 26, 137–140. [CrossRef]

https://www.eea.europa.eu/data-and-maps/data/copernicus-land-monitoring-service-urban-atlas
https://www.eea.europa.eu/data-and-maps/data/copernicus-land-monitoring-service-urban-atlas
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaridenv.2012.10.014
https://doi.org/10.3828/tpr.2009.22
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2012.11.001


Land 2023, 12, 972 18 of 21

5. Dura-Guimera, A. Population deconcentration and social restructuring in Barcelona, a European Mediterranean city. Cities 2003,
20, 387–394. [CrossRef]

6. Lutz, W.; Testa, M.R.; Penn, D.J. Population density is a key factor in declining human fertility. Popul. Environ. 2006, 28, 69–81. [CrossRef]
7. Assennato, F.; Smiraglia, D.; Cavalli, A.; Congedo, L.; Giuliani, C.; Riitano, N.; Strollo, A.; Munafò, M. The Impact of Urbanization

on Land: A Biophysical-Based Assessment of Ecosystem Services Loss Supported by Remote Sensed Indicators. Land 2022,
11, 236. [CrossRef]

8. García-Coll, A.; López-Villanueva, C. The Impact of Economic Crisis in Areas of Sprawl in Spanish Cities. Urban Sci. 2018, 2, 113. [CrossRef]
9. Pili, S.; Grigoriadis, E.; Carlucci, M.; Clemente, M.; Salvati, L. Towards sustainable growth? A multi-criteria assessment of

(changing) urban forms. Ecol. Indic. 2017, 76, 71–80. [CrossRef]
10. McDonnell, M.J.; Hahs, A.K. The use of gradient analysis studies in advancing our understanding of the ecology of urbanizing

landscapes: Current status and future directions. Landsc. Ecol. 2008, 23, 1143–1155. [CrossRef]
11. Galster, G.; Hanson, R.; Ratcliffe, M.R.; Wolman, H.; Coleman, S.; Freihage, J. Wrestling sprawl to the ground: Defining and

measuring an elusive concept. Hous. Policy Debate 2001, 12, 681–717. [CrossRef]
12. Krueger, R.; Gibbs, D.; Carr, C. Examining regional competitiveness and the pressures of rapid growth: An interpretive

institutionalist account of policy responses in three city regions. Environ. Plan. C Politics Space 2018, 36, 965–986. [CrossRef]
13. Sevilla-Buitrago, A. Debating contemporary urban conflicts: A survey of selected scholars. Cities 2013, 31, 454–468. [CrossRef]
14. Alphan, H. Land use change and urbanisation of Adana, Turkey. Land Degrad. Dev. 2003, 14, 575–586. [CrossRef]
15. Salvati, L.; Perini, L.; Sabbi, A.; Bajocco, S. Climate Aridity and Land Use Changes: A Regional-Scale Analysis. Geogr. Res. 2012,

50, 193–203. [CrossRef]
16. Zasada, I.; Loibl, W.; Köstl, M.; Piorr, A. Agriculture under human influence: A spatial analysis of farming systems and land use

in European rural-urban-regions. Eur. Countrys. 2013, 5, 71–88. [CrossRef]
17. Zitti, M.; Ferrara, C.; Perini, L.; Carlucci, M.; Salvati, L. Long-term urban growth and land use efficiency in Southern Europe:

Implications for sustainable land management. Sustainability 2015, 7, 3359–3385. [CrossRef]
18. Camagni, R.; Capello, R.; Nijkamp, P. Toward Sustainable City Policy: An Economy-Environment-Technology Nexus. Ecol. Econ.

1998, 24, 103–118. [CrossRef]
19. Longhi, C.; Musolesi, A. European cities in the process of economic integration: Towards structural convergence. Ann. Reg. Sci.

2007, 41, 333–351. [CrossRef]
20. Turok, I.; Mykhnenko, V. The trajectories of European cities, 1960–2005. Cities 2007, 24, 165–182. [CrossRef]
21. Haase, D.; Nuissl, H. The urban-to-rural gradient of land use change and impervious cover: A long-term trajectory for the city of

Leipzig. Land Use Sci. 2010, 5, 123–142. [CrossRef]
22. Kasanko, M.; Barredo, J.I.; Lavalle, C.; McCormick, N.; Demicheli, L.; Sagris, V.; Brezger, A. Are European Cities Becoming

Dispersed? A Comparative Analysis of Fifteen European Urban Areas. Landsc. Urban Plan. 2006, 77, 111–130. [CrossRef]
23. Carlucci, M.; Grigoriadis, E.; Rontos, K.; Salvati, L. Revisiting a hegemonic concept: Long-term ‘Mediterranean urbanization’in

between city re-polarization and metropolitan decline. Appl. Spat. Anal. Policy 2017, 10, 347–362. [CrossRef]
24. Salvati, L.; Zambon, I.; Chelli, F.M.; Serra, P. Do spatial patterns of urbanization and land consumption reflect different

socioeconomic contexts in Europe? Sci. Total Environ. 2018, 625, 722–730. [CrossRef]
25. Cecchini, M.; Zambon, I.; Pontrandolfi, A.; Turco, R.; Colantoni, A.; Mavrakis, A.; Salvati, L. Urban sprawl and the ‘olive’

landscape: Sustainable land management for ‘crisis’ cities. GeoJournal 2019, 84, 237–255. [CrossRef]
26. Garcia-López, M.À. Population suburbanization in Barcelona, 1991–2005: Is its spatial structure changing? J. Hous. Econ. 2010,

19, 119–132. [CrossRef]
27. Leontidou, L. The Mediterranean City in Transition; Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK, 1990.
28. Zambon, I.; Benedetti, A.; Ferrara, C.; Salvati, L. Soil matters? A multivariate analysis of socioeconomic constraints to urban

expansion in Mediterranean Europe. Ecol. Econ. 2018, 146, 173–183. [CrossRef]
29. Delladetsima, P.M. The emerging property development pattern in Greece and its impact on spatial development.

Eur. Urban Reg. Stud. 2006, 13, 245–278. [CrossRef]
30. Salvati, L.; Carlucci, M. A composite index of sustainable development at the local scale: Italy as a case study. Ecol. Indic. 2014,

43, 162–171. [CrossRef]
31. Aguilar, A.G. Peri-urbanization, illegal settlements and environmental impact in Mexico City. Cities 2008, 25, 133–145. [CrossRef]
32. De Rosa, S.; Salvati, L. Beyond a ‘side street story’? Naples from spontaneous centrality to entropic polycentricism, towards a

‘crisis city’. Cities 2016, 51, 74–83. [CrossRef]
33. Gosnell, H.; Abrams, J. Amenity migration: Diverse conceptualizations of drivers, socioeconomic dimensions, and emerging

challenges. GeoJournal 2011, 76, 303–322. [CrossRef]
34. Bajocco, S.; Ceccarelli, T.; Smiraglia, D.; Salvati, L.; Ricotta, C. Modeling the ecological niche of long-term land use changes: The

role of biophysical factors. Ecol. Indic. 2016, 60, 231–236. [CrossRef]
35. Bajocco, S.; De Angelis, A.; Salvati, L. A satellite-based green index as a proxy for vegetation cover quality in a Mediterranean

region. Ecol. Indic. 2012, 23, 578–587. [CrossRef]
36. Istituto Superiore Protezione e Ricerca Ambientale. Qualità Dell’ambiente Urbano; Report ISPRA 2014; ISPRA: Rome, Italy, 2014.
37. Istituto Superiore Protezione e Ricerca Ambientale. Consumo Di Suolo, Dinamiche Territoriali e Servizi Ecosistemici; Report ISPRA

2022; ISPRA: Rome, Italy, 2022.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2003.08.004
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11111-007-0037-6
https://doi.org/10.3390/land11020236
https://doi.org/10.3390/urbansci2040113
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2017.01.008
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10980-008-9253-4
https://doi.org/10.1080/10511482.2001.9521426
https://doi.org/10.1177/2399654418767661
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2012.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1002/ldr.581
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1745-5871.2011.00723.x
https://doi.org/10.2478/euco-2013-0005
https://doi.org/10.3390/su7033359
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0921-8009(97)00032-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00168-006-0104-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2007.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1080/1747423X.2010.481079
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2005.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12061-016-9186-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.12.341
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10708-018-9848-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhe.2010.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2017.10.015
https://doi.org/10.1177/0969776406065428
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2014.02.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2008.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2015.11.025
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10708-009-9295-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2015.06.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2012.05.013


Land 2023, 12, 972 19 of 21

38. Garcia, X.; Ribas, A.; Llausàs, A.; Saurí, D. Socio-demographic profiles in suburban developments: Implications for water-related
attitudes and behaviors along the Mediterranean coast. Appl. Geogr. 2013, 41, 46–54. [CrossRef]

39. Cuadrado-Ciuraneta, S.; Durà-Guimerà, A.; Salvati, L. Not only tourism: Unravelling suburbanization, second-home expansion
and “rural” sprawl in Catalonia, Spain. Urban Geogr. 2017, 38, 66–89. [CrossRef]

40. Buzar, S.; Ogden, P.E.; Hall, R.; Haase, A.; Kabisch, S.; Steinführer, A. Splintering urban populations: Emergent landscapes of
reurbanisation in four European cities. Urban Stud. 2007, 44, 651–677. [CrossRef]

41. Phelps, N.A.; Parsons, N.; Ballas, D.; Dowling, A. Post-Suburban Europe: Planning and Politics at the Margins of Europe’s Capital
Cities; Palgrave Macmillan: Basingstoke, UK, 2006.

42. Colantoni, A.; Grigoriadis, E.; Sateriano, A.; Venanzoni, G.; Salvati, L. Cities as selective land predators? A lesson on urban
growth, deregulated planning and sprawl containment. Sci. Total Environ. 2016, 545, 329–339. [CrossRef]

43. Muñoz, F. Lock living: Urban sprawl in Mediterranean cities. Cities 2003, 20, 381–385. [CrossRef]
44. Bruegmann, R. Sprawl: A Compact History; University of Chicago Press: Chicago, IL, USA, 2005.
45. Nijkamp, P.; Kourtit, K. The “new urban Europe”: Global challenges and local responses in the urban century. Eur. Plan. Stud.

2013, 21, 291–315. [CrossRef]
46. Duvernoy, I.; Zambon, I.; Sateriano, A.; Salvati, L. Pictures from the other side of the fringe: Urban growth and peri-urban

agriculture in a post-industrial city (Toulouse, France). J. Rural Stud. 2018, 57, 25–35. [CrossRef]
47. Serra, P.; Vera, A.; Tulla, A.F.; Salvati, L. Beyond urban–rural dichotomy: Exploring socioeconomic and land-use processes of

change in Spain (1991–2011). Appl. Geogr. 2014, 55, 71–81. [CrossRef]
48. Nüssli, R.; Schmid, C. Beyond the urban–suburban divide: Urbanization and the production of the urban in Zurich North.

Int. J. Urban Reg. Res. 2016, 40, 679–701. [CrossRef]
49. Couch, C.; Petschel-Held, G.; Leontidou, L. Urban Sprawl in Europe: Landscapes, Land-Use Change and Policy; Blackwell: Oxford,

UK, 2007.
50. European Environment Agency. Urban Sprawl in Europe—The Ignored Challenge; EEA Report no. 10; EEA: Copenhagen, Denmark, 2006.
51. Terzi, F.; Bolen, F. Urban sprawl measurement of Istanbul. Eur. Plan. Stud. 2009, 17, 1559–1570. [CrossRef]
52. Montgomery, M.R. The urban transformation of the developing world. Science 2008, 319, 761–764. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
53. Colantoni, A.; Mavrakis, A.; Sorgi, T.; Salvati, L. Towards a ‘polycentric’ landscape? Reconnecting fragments into an integrated

network of coastal forests in Rome. Rend. Lincei 2015, 26, 615–624. [CrossRef]
54. Salvati, L.; Munafo, M.; Morelli, V.G.; Sabbi, A. Low-Density Settlements and Land Use Changes in a Mediterranean Urban

Region. Landsc. Urban Plan. 2012, 105, 43–52. [CrossRef]
55. Ewing, R. Is Los Angeles-style sprawl desirable? J. Am. Plan. Assoc. 1997, 63, 107–126. [CrossRef]
56. Vaz, E.; Nijkamp, P. Gravitational forces in the spatial impacts of urban sprawl: An investigation of the region of Veneto, Italy.

Habitat Int. 2015, 45, 99–105. [CrossRef]
57. Phelps, N.A. Suburbs for nations? Some interdisciplinary connections on the suburban economy. Cities 2010, 27, 68–76. [CrossRef]
58. Arribas-Bel, D.; Nijkamp, P.; Scholten, H. Multidimensional urban sprawl in Europe: A self-organizing map approach.

Comput. Environ. Urban Syst. 2011, 35, 263–275. [CrossRef]
59. Salvati, L.; Serra, P. Estimating Rapidity of Change in Complex Urban Systems: A Multidimensional, Local-Scale Approach:

Estimating Rapidity of Change in an Urban System. Geogr. Anal. 2016, 48, 132–156. [CrossRef]
60. Prishchepov, A.V.; Müller, D.; Dubinin, M.; Baumann, M.; Radeloff, V.C. Determinants of agricultural land abandonment in

post-Soviet European Russia. Land Use Policy 2013, 30, 873–884. [CrossRef]
61. Salvia, R.; Serra, P.; Zambon, I.; Cecchini, M.; Salvati, L. In-Between Sprawl and Neo-Rurality: Sparse Settlements and the

Evolution of Socio-Demographic Local Context in a Mediterranean Region. Sustainability 2018, 10, 3670. [CrossRef]
62. European Environment Agency. Landscape Fragmentation in Europe; EEA: Copenhagen, Denmark, 2011.
63. Cimini, A.; De Fioravante, P.; Riitano, N.; Dichicco, P.; Calò, A.; Scarascia Mugnozza, G.; Marchetti, M.; Munafò, M. Land Consumption

Dynamics and Urban–Rural Continuum Mapping in Italy for SDG 11.3.1 Indicator Assessment. Land 2023, 12, 155. [CrossRef]
64. Munafò, M. Crescita urbana, Città e uso del territorio. Riv. Giuridica Del Mezzog. 2018, 32, 1195–1202.
65. Wehrwein, G.S. The rural-urban fringe. Econ. Geogr. 1942, 18, 217–228. [CrossRef]
66. Biasi, R.; Colantoni, A.; Ferrara, C.; Ranalli, F.; Salvati, L. In-between sprawl and fires: Long-term forest expansion and settlement

dynamics at the wildland–urban interface in Rome, Italy. Int. J. Sustain. Dev. World Ecol. 2015, 22, 467–475. [CrossRef]
67. Ferrara, A.; Salvati, L.; Sabbi, A.; Colantoni, A. Soil resources, land cover changes and rural areas: Towards a spatial mismatch?

Sci. Total Environ. 2014, 478, 116–122. [CrossRef]
68. Parés, M.; March, H.; Saurí, D. Atlantic gardens in Mediterranean climates: Understanding the production of suburban natures in

Barcelona. Int. J. Urban Reg. Res. 2013, 37, 328–347. [CrossRef]
69. Chorianopoulos, I.; Pagonis, T.; Koukoulas, S.; Drymoniti, S. Planning, Competitiveness and Sprawl in the Mediterranean City:

The Case of Athens. Cities 2010, 27, 249–259. [CrossRef]
70. Costa, F. Urban planning in Rome from 1870 to the First World War. Geojournal 1991, 24, 269–276. [CrossRef]
71. Salvati, L.; Sateriano, A.; Grigoriadis, E. Crisis and the city: Profiling urban growth under economic expansion and stagnation.

Lett. Spat. Resour. Sci. 2016, 9, 329–342. [CrossRef]
72. Salvati, L. The dark side of the crisis: Disparities in per-capita income (2000–2012) and the urban-rural gradient in Greece.

Tijdschr. Voor Econ. Soc. Geogr. 2016, 107, 628–641. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2013.03.009
https://doi.org/10.1080/02723638.2015.1113806
https://doi.org/10.1080/00420980601185544
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2015.11.170
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2003.08.003
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2012.716243
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jrurstud.2017.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2014.09.005
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2427.12390
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654310903141797
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1153012
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18258903
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12210-015-0394-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2011.11.020
https://doi.org/10.1080/01944369708975728
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.habitatint.2014.06.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2009.11.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compenvurbsys.2010.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1111/gean.12093
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2012.06.011
https://doi.org/10.3390/su10103670
https://doi.org/10.3390/land12010155
https://doi.org/10.2307/141123
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504509.2015.1064488
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2014.01.040
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2427.2012.01118.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2009.12.011
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00189027
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12076-015-0160-4
https://doi.org/10.1111/tesg.12203


Land 2023, 12, 972 20 of 21

73. Di Feliciantonio, C.; Salvati, L. ‘Southern’ Alternatives of Urban Diffusion: Investigating Settlement Characteristics and Socio-
Economic Patterns in Three Mediterranean Regions. Tijdschr. Voor Econ. Soc. Geogr. 2015, 106, 453–470. [CrossRef]

74. Morelli, G.V.; Rontos, K.; Salvati, L. Between suburbanisation and re-urbanisation? Revisiting the Urban Life Cycle in a
Mediterranean Compact City. Urban Res. Pract. 2014, 7, 74–88. [CrossRef]

75. Rontos, K.; Grigoriadis, E.; Sateriano, A.; Syrmali, M.; Vavouras, I.; Salvati, L. Lost in protest, found in segregation: Divided cities
in the light of the 2015 “Oχι” referendum in Greece. City Cult. Soc. 2016, 7, 139–148. [CrossRef]

76. Lekakis, J.N.; Kousis, M. Economic Crisis, Troika and the Environment in Greece. South Eur. Soc. Politics 2013, 18, 305–331. [CrossRef]
77. Salvati, L.; Ranalli, F. ‘Land of Fires’: Urban Growth, Economic Crisis, and Forest Fires in Attica, Greece: Mediterranean Fires and

Urban Growth. Geogr. Res. 2015, 53, 68–80. [CrossRef]
78. Zambon, I.; Serra, P.; Sauri, D.; Carlucci, M.; Salvati, L. Beyond the ‘Mediterranean city’: Socioeconomic disparities and urban

sprawl in three Southern European cities. Geogr. Ann. Ser. B Hum. Geogr. 2017, 99, 319–337. [CrossRef]
79. Jat, M.K.; Garg, P.K.; Khare, D. Monitoring and Modelling of Urban Sprawl Using Remote Sensing and GIS Techniques.

Int. J. Appl. Earth Obs. Geoinf. 2008, 10, 26–43. [CrossRef]
80. De Fioravante, P.; Strollo, A.; Assennato, F.; Marinosci, I.; Congedo, L.; Munafò, M. High Resolution Land Cover Integrating

Copernicus Products: A 2012–2020 Map of Italy. Land 2021, 11, 35. [CrossRef]
81. De Fioravante, P.; Strollo, A.; Cavalli, A.; Cimini, A.; Smiraglia, D.; Assennato, F.; Munafò, M. Ecosystem Mapping and Accounting in

Italy Based on Copernicus and National Data through Integration of EAGLE and SEEA-EA Frameworks. Land 2023, 12, 286. [CrossRef]
82. European Environment Agency. Mapping Guide for a European Urban Atlas; EEA: Copenhagen, Denmark; Luxembourg, 2011.
83. European Commission; Joint Research Centre. Mapping Population Density in Functional Urban Areas: A Method to Downscale

Population Statistics to Urban Atlas Polygons; European Commission: Luxembourg, 2016.
84. De Boor, C. A Practical Guide to Splines; Springer: Berlin, Germany, 2001.
85. Ciommi, M.; Chelli, F.; Carlucci, M.; Salvati, L. Urban Growth and Demographic Dynamics in Southern Europe: Toward a New

Statistical Approach to Regional Science. Sustainability 2018, 10, 2765. [CrossRef]
86. Ciommi, M.; Chelli, F.M.; Salvati, L. Integrating Parametric and Non-Parametric Multivariate Analysis of Urban Growth and

Commuting Patterns in a European Metropolitan Area. Qual Quant 2019, 53, 957–979. [CrossRef]
87. Salvati, L.; Zitti, M. Land degradation in the Mediterranean basin: Linking bio-physical and economic factors into an ecological

perspective. Biota 2005, 5, 67–77.
88. Frenkel, A.; Ashkenazi, M. The integrated sprawl index: Measuring the urban landscape in Israel. Ann. Reg. Sci. 2007, 42, 99–121. [CrossRef]
89. Frenkel, A.; Ashkenazi, M. Measuring Urban Sprawl: How can We Deal with It? Environ. Plan. B 2008, 35, 56–79. [CrossRef]
90. Scott, A.J.; Storper, M. The nature of cities: The scope and limits of urban theory. Int. J. Urban Reg. Res. 2015, 39, 1–15. [CrossRef]
91. Schneider, A.; Woodcock, C.E. Compact, dispersed, fragmented, extensive? A comparison of urban growth in twenty-five global

cities using remotely sensed data, pattern metrics and census information. Urban Stud. 2008, 45, 659–692. [CrossRef]
92. Strollo, A.; Smiraglia, D.; Bruno, R.; Assennato, F.; Congedo, L.; De Fioravante, P.; Giuliani, C.; Marinosci, I.; Riitano, N.; Munafò,

M. Land Consumption in Italy. J. Maps 2020, 16, 113–123. [CrossRef]
93. Tombolini, I.; Munafò, M.; Salvati, L. Soil Sealing Footprint as an Indicator of Dispersed Urban Growth: A Multivariate Statistics

Approach. Urban Res. Pract. 2016, 9, 1–15. [CrossRef]
94. Wu, Q.; Li, H.; Wang, R.; Paulussen, J.; He, Y.; Wang, M.; Wang, B.; Wang, Z. Monitoring and Predicting Land Use Change in

Beijing Using Remote Sensing and GIS. Landsc. Urban Plan. 2006, 78, 322–333. [CrossRef]
95. Yılmaz, M.; Terzi, F. Measuring the Patterns of Urban Spatial Growth of Coastal Cities in Developing Countries by Geospatial

Metrics. Land Use Policy 2021, 107, 105487. [CrossRef]
96. Martinez-Fernandez, C.; Audirac, I.; Fol, S. Cunningham-Sabot, E. Shrinking cities: Urban challenges of globalization.

Int. J. Urban Reg. Res. 2012, 36, 213–225. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
97. Robinson, J. Cities in a world of cities: The comparative gesture. Int. J. Urban Reg. Res. 2017, 35, 1–23. [CrossRef]
98. Seto, K.C.; Sánchez-Rodríguez, R.; Fragkias, M. The new geography of contemporary urbanization and the environment.

Annu. Rev. Environ. Resour. 2010, 35, 167–194. [CrossRef]
99. Moroni, S.; Minola, L. Unnatural sprawl: Reconsidering public responsibility for suburban development in Italy, and the

desirability and possibility of changing the rules of the game. Land Use Policy 2019, 86, 104–112. [CrossRef]
100. Morote, Á.F.; Hernández, M. Urban sprawl and its effects on water demand: A case study of Alicante, Spain. Land Use Policy 2016,

50, 352–362. [CrossRef]
101. Shaw, B.J.; van Vliet, J.; Verburg, P.H. The Peri-Urbanization of Europe: A Systematic Review of a Multifaceted Process.

Landsc. Urban Plan. 2020, 196, 103733. [CrossRef]
102. Veneri, P.; Burgalassi, D. Questioning polycentric development and its effects. Issues of definition and measurement for the

Italian NUTS-2 regions. Eur. Plan. Stud. 2012, 20, 1017–1037. [CrossRef]
103. Kabisch, N.; Haase, D. Diversifying European agglomerations: Evidence of urban population trends for the 21st century.

Popul. Space Place 2011, 17, 236–253. [CrossRef]
104. Modica, G.; Vizzari, M.; Pollino, M.; Fichera, C.R.; Zoccali, P.; Di Fazio, S. Spatio-temporal analysis of the urban–rural gradient

structure: An application in a Mediterranean mountainous landscape. Earth Syst. Dyn. 2012, 3, 263–279. [CrossRef]
105. Dierwechter, Y. Metropolitan geographies of US climate action: Cities, suburbs, and the local divide in global responsibilities.

J. Environ. Policy Plan. 2010, 12, 59–82. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1111/tesg.12102
https://doi.org/10.1080/17535069.2014.885744
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ccs.2016.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1080/13608746.2013.799731
https://doi.org/10.1111/1745-5871.12093
https://doi.org/10.1080/04353684.2017.1294857
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jag.2007.04.002
https://doi.org/10.3390/land11010035
https://doi.org/10.3390/land12020286
https://doi.org/10.3390/su10082765
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11135-018-0798-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00168-007-0137-3
https://doi.org/10.1068/b32155
https://doi.org/10.1111/1468-2427.12134
https://doi.org/10.1177/0042098007087340
https://doi.org/10.1080/17445647.2020.1758808
https://doi.org/10.1080/17535069.2015.1037340
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2005.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2021.105487
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2427.2011.01092.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22518881
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-2427.2010.00982.x
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-environ-100809-125336
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2019.04.032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2015.06.032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2019.103733
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2012.673566
https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.600
https://doi.org/10.5194/esd-3-263-2012
https://doi.org/10.1080/15239081003625960


Land 2023, 12, 972 21 of 21

106. Salvati, L.; Smiraglia, D.; Bajocco, S.; Munafò, M. Land Use Changes in Two Mediterranean Coastal Regions: Do Urban Areas
Matter? World Acad. Sci. Eng. Technol. Int. J. Environ. Ecol. Eng. 2014, 8, 9.

107. Lambin, E.F.; Meyfroidt, P. Land Use Transitions: Socio-Ecological Feedback versus Socio-Economic Change. Land Use Policy 2010,
27, 108–118. [CrossRef]

108. Rauhut, D. Polycentricity–one concept or many? Eur. Plan. Stud. 2017, 25, 332–348. [CrossRef]
109. Schmitt, P. Planning for polycentricity in European metropolitan areas—Challenges, expectations and practices. Plan. Pract. Res.

2013, 28, 400–419. [CrossRef]
110. López-Gay, A.; Salvati, L. Polycentric Development and Local Fertility in Metropolitan Regions: An Empirical Analysis for

Barcelona, Spain. Popul. Space Place 2021, 27, e2402. [CrossRef]
111. Lanfredi, M.; Egidi, G.; Bianchini, L.; Salvati, L. One size does not fit all: A tale of polycentric development and land degradation

in Italy. Ecol. Econ. 2022, 192, 107256. [CrossRef]
112. Zambon, I.; Colantoni, A.; Salvati, L. Horizontal vs. vertical growth: Understanding latent patterns of urban expansion in large

metropolitan regions. Sci. Total Environ. 2019, 654, 778–785. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
113. Zambon, I.; Salvati, L. Metropolitan growth, urban cycles and housing in a Mediterranean country, 1910s–2010s. Cities 2019,

95, 102412. [CrossRef]
114. Vinci, S.; Vardopoulos, I.; Salvati, L. A Tale of a Shrinking City? Exploring the Complex Interplay of Socio-Demographic Dynamics

in the Recent Development of Attica, Greece. Cities 2023, 132, 104089. [CrossRef]
115. Egidi, G.; Salvati, L.; Vinci, S. The long way to tipperary: City size and worldwide urban population trends, 1950–2030.

Sustain. Cities Soc. 2020, 60, 102148. [CrossRef]
116. Recanatesi, F.; Clemente, M.; Grigoriadis, E.; Ranalli, F.; Zitti, M.; Salvati, L. A fifty-year sustainability assessment of Italian

agro-forest districts. Sustainability 2016, 8, 32. [CrossRef]
117. Delfanti, L.; Colantoni, A.; Recanatesi, F.; Bencardino, M.; Sateriano, A.; Zambon, I.; Salvati, L. Solar plants, environmental

degradation and local socioeconomic contexts: A case study in a Mediterranean country. Environ. Impact Assess. Rev. 2016,
61, 88–93. [CrossRef]

118. Salvia, R.; Halbac-Cotoara-Zamfir, R.; Cividino, S.; Salvati, L.; Quaranta, G. From Rural Spaces to Peri-Urban Districts: Metropoli-
tan Growth, Sparse Settlements and Demographic Dynamics in a Mediterranean Region. Land 2020, 9, 200. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2009.09.003
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2016.1276157
https://doi.org/10.1080/02697459.2013.780570
https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.2402
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolecon.2021.107256
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.11.182
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30448668
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2019.102412
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2022.104089
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scs.2020.102148
https://doi.org/10.3390/su8010032
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eiar.2016.07.003
https://doi.org/10.3390/land9060200

	Introduction 
	Methodology 
	Study Area 
	Data and Variables 
	Statistical Analysis 
	Modeling Density/Land-Use Gradients through Smoothing Splines 
	Delineating Landscape-Population Characteristics under Compact Growth and Sprawl 
	Exploring the Evolution of Land-Use and Population Distribution over Metropolitan Athens, 2012–2018 


	Results 
	A Descriptive Analysis of Land-Use and Population Dynamics 
	Depicting the Metropolitan Gradient with Joint Land-Use and Population Dynamics 
	Similarity in the Spatial Distribution of Population and Land-Use 
	The Spatio-Temporal Correlation in the Distribution of Population Density and Land-Use 

	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

