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Abstract: : Urban forest are developed as environmental measures against conversing to high-rise buildings in the urban renewal
projects of Act on Special Measures concerning Urban Reconstruction. Especially, environmental measures which are developed
away from the urban renewal project’s area are recommended by administrative bureau for improvement of urban environment.
Therefore, this study aimed to investigate the evaluation of the effects of improvement of urban environment with environmental
measures according to the burden of high-rise buildings in the urban renewal projects, and I conducted the survey by Conjoint

Analysis Method on businessman in the three largest cities in Japan, and leaded the relationship between conversion to high-rise

buildings and urban forest’s area size.
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