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Share Your 
Background

Have you published peer-
reviewed articles on age-
friendly communities? 

Have you been a peer 
reviewer for age-friendly 
community articles? 

Have you read peer-
reviewed articles on age-
friendly communities? 

Are you new to age-friendly 
peer-reviewed literature? 



Presentation Overview
• Literature Landscape 
• Major Journals, Major Disciplines
• Overarching Buckets of AFC Literature 
• Our Experience (Systematic Searching Considerations) 
• Exploring Your Niche in Age-Friendly Literature 



How would you describe 
age-friendly literature?



Starting with the Basics: Age-Friendly 
Community (AFC) Terminology

“Age-friendly,” 
the adjective 

v. 
“age-friendly 
community,” 

the noun



Starting with the Basics: Age-Friendly 
Community (AFC) Terminology

“Age-Friendly 
Community”: 

Community Aging 
Initiative 

v. 
WHO-based 

initiative/model
Elder-Friendly 
Communities

WHO Age-Friendly 
Communities

Villages

NORCs

AdvantAge Initiative

Aging in Place 
Initiative (N4A)

Livable Communities 
(AARP)

EPA Age-
Friendly Model

~2015



Starting with the Basics: Age-Friendly 
Community (AFC) Terminology

“Age-Friendly 
Community”: 

Community Aging 
Initiative 

v. 
WHO-based 

initiative/model
~2022

WHO Age-Friendly 
Cities & Communities



Recent Growth in AFC Literature 
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Recent Growth & Diversification 
of AFC Literature - Geography
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Recent Growth & Diversification 
of AFC Literature - Discipline 
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Topical Trends in AFC Literature

Calls for Elder & 
Age-Friendly 
Communities

What are AFCs? 
Indicators, Aspects? 

What are AFC 
initiatives? 

How are AFC 
initiatives 

Implemented?

Growth of Synthesis 
Reviews & Broader 

Age-Friendly 
Related Fields 

AFC multi-level 
outcomes, impact, 

sustainability

~2007 ~2015 ~2018 ~2021 ~2023



International Hubs of 
Age-Friendly Research 

(Torku et al., 2021; Rémillard-Boilard et al, 2021)



Major Disciplines
• Built & Natural Environment
• Gerontology & Geriatrics
• Physical & Mental Health 

(General)
• Public Health 
• Social Policy & Public 

Management 
• Social Work
• Urban Planning, Policy, Studies 



Major 
Journals



Overarching 
Buckets of AFC 
Literature

Conceptual

Measurement & 
Assessment

Domain 
Specific

Process & 
Implementation

Conceptual

Synthesis 
Reviews

Grey 
Literature



Conceptual

Articles exploring indicators, 
dimensions, and multi-level 
outcomes, often of broad 
community age-friendliness 
rather than AFC initiatives  

Example Papers:
• Buckner et al., 2018
• Lee & Kim, 2020 
• Zhang et al., 2020
• Chu & Zhang, 2022
• Kim et al., 2022

Measurement & Assessment 

Measurement & 
Assessment



Conceptual

Measurement & Assessment 
– Article Highlight

Chu & Zhang, 
2022

Measurement & 
Assessment



Conceptual

Process & Implementation
Articles exploring the 
implementation and development 
of AFC initiatives – the practice or 
work of creating AFC initiatives 
and AFC community change

Example Papers:
• Plouffe & Kalache, 2011
• Neville et al., 2021
• Rémillard-Boilard et al., 2021
• Greenfield et al., 2022
• Russell et al., 2022

Process & 
Implementation



Conceptual

Process & Implementation – Article Highlight

Process & 
Implementation

Remillard-
Boilard et al., 
2021



Conceptual

Domain Specific
Articles exploring a specific topic 
or domain related to age-friendly 
or from an age-friendly 
perspective, ranging in fields and 
methodological approaches 

Example Papers:
• Aboderin et al., 2017 (Slums)

• Codd, 2020 (Prisons)
• De Biasi et al., 2020 (Public Health)
• Mahmood et al., 2022 (Housing)

• Bayar & Oğur, 2023 (Climate 
Change) 

Domain 
Specific



Conceptual

Domain Specific – Article Highlight

Domain 
Specific

Aboderin 
et al., 2017



Conceptual

Conceptual
Articles that explore the 
theoretical or conceptual 
dimensions of the AFC model 
and/or the nature of creating AFC 
community change

Example Papers:
• Menec et al., 2011
• Greenfield et al., 2015
• Buffel & Phillipson, 2018
• Greenfield et al., 2022
• Guillemot & Warner, 2023

Conceptual



Conceptual

Conceptual – Article Highlight

Conceptual

Greenfield 
et al., 2015



Conceptual

Synthesis Reviews
Recent trend of increased 
synthesis reviews of AFC 
initiatives, as well as related age-
friendly topics  

Example Papers:
• Lui et al., 2009
• Steels, 2015
• Menec & Brown, 2022*
• Torku et al., 2021
• Forsyth & Lyu, 2023

*Original publication date: 2018

Synthesis 
Reviews



Conceptual

Synthesis Reviews – Article Highlight

Synthesis 
Reviews

Menec & 
Brown, 2022



Conceptual

Gray Literature
Reflecting the origins of AFC 
conceptual and practice model, 
much of AFC key literature is 
developed by the World Health 
Organization

Example Papers:
• WHO, 2002
• WHO, 2007
• WHO, 2018
• WHO, 2020
• WHO, 2023

Grey 
Literature



Conceptual

Gray Literature – Article Highlight
WHO, 2007

Grey 
Literature



Our Experience: AFC Interpretive Review

• Part of an international, multi-disciplinary team exploring ways 
in which public sector actors are involved in AFC work in US 
and Canada (currently under review)

• Conducted Interpretive Review (type of theory-building 
synthesis review)

• Insights from this experience informed this presentation –
specifically our recommendations and considerations for 
conducting a systematic search of AFC literature



Our Experience: AFC Interpretive Review
Inclusion Criteria Exclusion Criteria

• Peer-reviewed article

• Articles focusing on deliberate/organized age-
friendly cities and communities (AFCC) programs

• Articles focusing on programs or municipal actions 
spanning multiple domains of livability (e.g., built 
environment, social engagement, mental/physical 
well-being)

• Articles with concrete examples or evidence for 
public sector involvement in relation to age-friendly 
work (even if brief)

• Articles focusing on community 
evaluation/assessment that mentioned public 
sector involvement

• Studies of geographies outside Canada and 
the United States

• Not available in English

• Published prior to January 2010

• Review articles

• Articles focused on public sector involvement 
in only one domain of livability outside the 
context of an AFCC program (e.g., an article 
on housing or physical therapy specifically)

• Articles focusing on community 
evaluation/assessment with no mention of 
public sector involvement



Searching for Age-Friendly Articles 
• Key terms and phrases related to age-friendly:

• Age-friendly 
• Age-friendly city
• Age-friendly community
• Age-friendly place
• Age-friendly environment
• Aging-friendly city 
• Aging-friendly community 
• Elder-friendly community

• Lifelong community 
• Lifetime neighborhood
• Livable community 
• Aging-in-Place
• For all ages

• Note: include both British and American English spellings



Sharing Our SCOPUS Experience

TITLE-ABS-KEY ("age-friendly cit*"  OR  "age-friendly communit*"  OR  "elder-
friendly communit*"  OR  "livable communit* for all ages"  OR  "age-friendly place*"  
OR  "age-friendly environment"  OR  "for all ages"  OR  (("livabil*")  AND  ("aging"))  
OR  "aging-friendly cit*"  OR  "aging-friendly communit*"  OR  "aging-friendly place"  
OR  "aging-friendly environment"  OR  "ageing-friendly cit*"  OR  "ageing-friendly 
communit*"  OR  "ageing-friendly place*"  OR  "ageing-friendly environment"  OR  
"age-friendly"  OR  "aging-friendly"  OR  "ageing-friendly" )

Modified Search of Torku et al., 2021

TITLE-ABS-KEY (‘age-friendly city’ OR ‘elder-friendly community’ OR ‘liveable 
community’ OR ‘lifetime neighbourhood’) AND DOCTYPE (ar OR re) AND (LIMIT-
TO (LANGUAGE, ‘English’))

O
ur

 In
iti

al
 Q

ue
ry



Initial Query Results



Final Query
TITLE-ABS-KEY ("age-friendly cit*"  OR  
"age-friendly communit*"  OR  "elder-
friendly communit*"  OR  "livable 
communit* for all ages"  OR  "age-friendly 
place*"  OR  "age-friendly environment"  
OR  "aging-friendly cit*"  OR  "aging-
friendly communit*"  OR  "aging-friendly 
place"  OR  "aging-friendly environment"  
OR  "ageing-friendly cit*"  OR  "ageing-
friendly communit*"  OR  "ageing-friendly 
place*"  OR  "ageing-friendly environment" 
OR "age-friendly polic*" OR "lifelong 
communit*") 

Iterative Modifications

• Aging-in-place & livable communities tended to yield results on 
individual experiences of aging

• “For all ages” alone was common in (bio)medical abstracts

• Recommend removing “age-friendly” (and related variation) – introduced 
large degree of variation and tangentially related content



Exploring the AFC 
Landscape at GSA



Starter 
Library 
Import articles discussed today to 
your Zotero, Mendeley, or Endnote 
library with .RIS file



Research Rabbit
www.researchrabbit.ai



Group Discussion

1. What is one way that you will use 
something you learned today? 

2. What is one thing you are curious to 
learn more about?



@RUagingcollab agingcollab@ssw.rutgers.edu

THANK YOU
Natalie Pope

PhD Candidate, Rutgers School of Social Work 
Research Assistant, Hub for Aging Collaboration 

natalie.pope@rutgers.edu

Emily Greenfield
Professor, Rutgers School of Social Work 

Director, Hub for Aging Collaboration 
egreenf@rutgers.edu 
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