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Abstract: Since the middle of the 1980s, there has been a demand for urban centres to be more sustainable. City planners and 

administrators have had to lean towards the various city sustainability concepts in their schemes. The concept of “sustainable city” 

which became prominent as a progenitor for the others can still be deployed as the basis for most of the newer concepts. More 

recent concepts like “smart city” and “resilient city” have their essence in high technology and socio-environmental ideals that 

relate more with post-modern living. The urban form which is the most physical entity in the city is always evolving. The 

implementation of these concepts are likely to impact on the urban form in a way that may alter its organic or planned evolution. 

This study is a bibliometric survey of 5 of the urban sustainability concepts and their relevance in urban morphology. The paper 

analyses the core issues in each of the concepts and relates them to the aspects of the urban form they are more likely to alter with 

a view of how such effects may determine the morphology. The five city sustainability concepts for this research are easily the 

most common with reference to SCI and SSCI databases and are therefore more relevant to current research. They are sustainable 

city, smart city, eco-city, low carbon city and green city. Green city and eco city may result in less compact urban forms while the 

rest are explicitly supportive of more compact urban forms. 
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1. Introduction 

Urban morphology attracts a diverse field of disciplines. 

This diversity is an indication of how complex the 

understanding of urban form can be. Comprehensive research 

and review of the urban form have been carried out previously 

[1-4]. The objective of this research is to examine the likely 

outcome of implementing some ideals in environmental 

sustainability on urban morphology. In human-environmental 

studies, the environment is either resilient or will change when 

human activity is impacted on it. In changing, it may change 

temporarily or assume a fresh threshold [5]. 

The intention of the sustainability concepts is to change the 

existing pattern of relationship between the city and humans 

so that humans change their attitude up to a point where the 

urban form assumes a new threshold in morphological balance. 

Such changes are intended to be of benefit to both man and the 

environment in the long term. While the people living in the 

city will have improved productivity and quality of life. The 

urban form is ultimately supposed to be more resilient to 

negative impacts and sustain itself by these concepts. 

Resilience in this context is the urban form’s ability to 

withstand both external and internal disturbances without 

altering its equilibrium through renewal, self-reorganization 
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and development [6-10]. Morphological resilience has been 

discussed at length in other realms of sustainability [11-12]. 

Evolutionary resilience, Engineering resilience and 

Ecological resilience were analyzed in some other discourses 

[13-19] 

The behavioral and structural changes proposed by the 

urban sustainability concepts are closely related and a lot of 

parallels can be drawn among them. The nomenclature 

changes from place to place and in time. The proponents of the 

theories are clustered mostly in North America, Europe and 

South East Asia. The rest of the world, and the originators all 

align and implement the relevant concepts in their pilot project 

cities and urban renewal schemes. While the sustainability 

concepts address all aspects of urban life, including physical, 

economic, social and environmental, the urban form itself is 

limited to just the ecological and physical aspects of the 

environment. 

The urban form is a product of the geographical, topological, 

economic, technological and social interactions in a complex 

mix within the city that may be cumbersome to decipher. Over 

time, this complex system attains an equilibrium. The urban 

form continues to adapt itself via consistent changes based on 

human interaction and natural events. In this context, when a 

series of fundamental adjustments are being proposed, the 

spatial consistency, the resilience, the adaptability and 

physical form are challenged. In new cities, the concept of city 

sustainability may be entrenched and maintained as one of the 

building blocks of the emerging urban form. In older cities 

that have come into the domain of city upgrade schemes, the 

impact of the new concepts will be more evident. The 

application of the scheme will test the resilience and 

adaptability of the existing urban form. The far reaching 

effects of the implementation can be simulated over time to 

determine how relevant they are. 

2. Methodology 

A comprehensive list of sustainable city concepts was 

generated from De Jong et al [18]. The list is based on 

sustainable city terms obtained from research into the data 

bases of Science Citations Index [SCI] and that of Social 

Science Citations Index [SSCI]. These are the most common 

referrals for bibliometric searches. Of all the terms presented 

by De Jong et al [18], five where selected for the purpose of 

this study. They are “Sustainable City”, “Green City”, “Smart 

City”, “Low-Carbon City” and “Eco City”. The other less 

cited concepts like “Resilient City”, “Ubiquitous City”, 

“Knowledge City” and “Livable City” among others were not 

investigated for the study. They are all in some way or the 

other linked with the first five that were selected and all have 

their roots in “Sustainable City” but may be closely associated 

with other four concepts in specifications. 

Each urban sustainability concept is briefly analyzed to 

expose the central tenets of the concept as proposed by the 

school that evolved the concept. The thought forms and what 

could possibly have informed such thinking are mentioned 

with respect to the city form. 

 
Figure 1. Methodological flow chart. 
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The five concepts are weighed against their effects on urban 

morphology under the following criteria. 

I. Sensitivity: This measures how responsive the urban 

form is expected to be when such concepts are applied 

in their context 

II. Resilience: The resilience of the urban form to natural 

impacts like earthquakes, flooding and other sudden 

changes in the elements is evaluated. Will the adoption 

of the concept make the urban form more resilient? 

There are three types of resilience. Evolutionary, 

Engineering and Ecological. 

III. Adaptability: Cities by their composition should adapt 

to changes from internal and external sources. The 

implementation of these concepts may increase how 

well these cities adapt themselves to changes. 

IV. Flexibility: The co-option of these concepts may make 

the urban form more flexible. Flexibility in this context 

may involve how well the urban form can be adapted to 

the changing needs of the inhabitants, the city is only 

good enough if it serves the purpose of the inhabitants. 

V. Spatial reorganization: A new concept may not fit into 

the existing spatial composition. There may be a need to 

alter the spatial order as the urban form blends with a 

new concept. 

3. Descriptive Summary 

Of all the concepts that are already in common use like 

sustainable city, smart city, eco city, resilient city, low carbon 

city, information city, knowledge city, ubiquitous city, green 

city and a host of others, the “sustainable city” and the “smart 

city” stand out as rallying points for underpinning all the other 

concepts. The three pillars of sustainability are economy, 

social welfare and the environment. While the “sustainable 

city” concept dwells evenly on the three pillars, the “smart city” 

is more concerned with the social and economic sustenance of 

the city with an added dimension of technology as a driving 

force for its objectives. De Jong et al [20] retrieved a total of 

2145 articles from the SCI and SSCI databases. Of these 

articles on urban sustainability concepts, “sustainable city” 

had 461 articles while “smart city” had 887 articles published 

about the concepts. This research covered a 35year period 

from 1980 to 2015. 

Table 1. Schedule of articles from sustainability concepts retrieved from SCI 

and SSCI databases. 

S/N Sustainability Concept No of occurrences 

1 Sustainable city 469 

2 Smart city 887 

3 Eco city 241 

4 Low carbon city 199 

5 Green city 110 

6 Others 222 

Source: Adapted from De Jong et al [20]. 

The five sustainability concepts received over 90% of the 

publications which makes them more relevant than the others. 

3.1. Sustainable City 

The concept of the “sustainable city” has its dominance in 

Western Europe and North America. It emerged in the late 

1980s at the beginning of the sustainability era. This concept 

which is sometimes interchanged with “eco city” dwells more 

on environment and environmental impact of human activity 

like deforestation and environmental pollution. 

At a higher level, it addresses transport, urban governance 

and energy conversation. After the Bruntland Commission 

[World Commission on Environment and Development, 1987] 

set out the basics on sustainability for the whole world, the 

scaling down of the concepts to that of efficient cities were 

laid out in subsequent writings [ 21-23]. 

Over time, there was a lull in writings about sustainable city 

as other concepts like “smart city” became more prominent. 

Since 2013 there has been a renewed awareness on the concept. 

This may be due to the difficulties that the other concepts 

which are more specific in their implementation pose to urban 

technocrats [24-25]. It may be easier to retain the core 

principles of the “sustainable city” concept to be able to 

achieve sustainable urbanization in reality. 

3.2. Smart City 

The “Smart City” is a concept that is more futuristic. It 

proposes the use of high level technological inputs for 

communication and information in the daily running of the 

city. It proposes that, such inputs make the governance of the 

city easier as the authorities have direct access to individuals. 

It also proposes that cost will be reduced due to interfacing of 

activities by technology. Transportation is minimized and the 

city can be more cohesive. Information and Communication 

Technology can be used to enhance contact between the 

citizen and the authorities, reduce costs, lower resources 

consumption and improve quality of urban services. The 

concept remains popular in the Europe and North America. 

This concept maintains a delicate balance in the ecology, 

economy and social tripod legs of sustainability by using 

technology as an all-round brace to the whole frame. It 

predict a more prosperous future for all with high tech 

communities in an efficient environment [26-30]. 

3.3. Eco City 

The “Eco City” concept has been popularized by Chinese 

theorists. It became popular in the 1990s but didn’t pick in 

prominence until the 2010s. It is suggested that this may be 

the resolve of the government of China to redress the toll on 

the environment by using the term “Ecological City” in its 

sustainability program. Hassan and Lee [31], Joss et al [32] 

and Wang et al [33] suggest that the rapid urbanization and 

the resultant projects and infrastructure which are of the 

mammoth proportions have led to the use of the term as 

propaganda by the Chinese government. It is a concept that 

aims to protect the ecological balance in the environment by 

reducing carbon waste and increasing population density of 
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parts of the city. This is expected to achieve more open areas 

in the city form. It aims to achieve all forms of sustainability 

by these efforts. 

3.4. Low Carbon City 

The “Low Carbon City” is a concept that dwells more on 

renewable energy in the running of the metropolis. It is a 

concept that is popular in the Middle East and China. Cities 

like Dongtan in China and Masdar City in Abu Dhabi are 

being developed to have no carbon foot prints. The Kyoto 

Protocol (1997) set out standards for the whole world on 

levels of carbon emission that are permissible to save the 

planet. The “Low Carbon City Concept” is a move into the 

more technical issues [34-38]. After the domination of urban 

sustainability discourse by the concept of “Sustainable City”, 

“Low Carbon City” concept is seen as a modernization of the 

economic denomination to the “Sustainable City” concept. 

[39-40] 

3.5. Green City 

The “Green City” is a concept that dresses all other 

concepts in a green garb. The concept concentrates more on 

reducing the effects of global warming and reversing climate 

change manifestation. By offering a greener cityscape, the 

concept hopes to make all the other concepts more effective 

without the focus on items like cloud computing and heavy 

generation of data, “Green City” appears to be a less 

discussed offshoot of “Sustainable City” [41-42]. Less 

technologically inclined concepts like the elimination of 

“Urban Heat Islands” and promotion of “Urban Forest” in the 

maintenance of the geo-ecological balance are often 

discussed within the “Green City” community. 

Table 2. Impact levels of urban sustainability concepts on the urban form. 

Effects 

Concepts 

 Sustainable city Smart city Eco city Low-carbon city Green city 

Sensitivity *** ** ** ** *** 

Ecological resilience *** ** *** *** ** 

Evolutionary resilience *** *** *** *** ** 

Engineering resilience ** *** ** *** ** 

Adaptability *** ** ** ** *** 

Flexibility ** *** *** * *** 

Spatial reorganization *** *** ** * * 

Legend 

*.……. Low level of impact. 

** ………..Average level of impact. 

*** ………..High level of impact. 

4. Discussion 

To be able to fully appreciate the extent to which these 

sustainability concepts can impact on the urban form, the 

present relationship between the urban planning by design 

technocrats and the essence of the theories must be well 

understood. There tends to be a disjoint between the ideals of 

the concepts and the pressing social needs of urbanized areas 

that may tend to conflict with what the sustainability concepts 

are striving to achieve. In the satellite new towns, some of 

these concepts are easier to achieve. In built up areas where 

the urban form has attained a long term equilibrium, the full 

application of the concept may not be achievable. In China, 

about 150 cities are now applying the smart technology for 

governance. The street lighting which is available in these 

cities are used as domain for the smart technology. In already 

existing scenarios, application of these concepts are always 

contingent and will only address a narrow angle out of the 

barrage of sustainability issues that face these cities. When 

reference is made to the spatial dimension, the design and 

sustenance of the built environment in recent times is 

concerned with the impact of climate change. The 

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change [IPCC] proposes 

that the redesign of commercial buildings and residential 

buildings should be able to reduce the projected greenhouse 

gas emitted into the environment by 29% in the year 2020 [43]. 

Other issues that come up in the discourse of the built 

environment are natural hazards [44], urban functions at a 

larger scale and energy consumption [45-46] and probably 

large scale terrorist attacks [47]. 

The concept of “sustainable city” which is the progenitor of 

all the other concepts is more in tune with the urban form than 

its offshoots. It is more spatial and ecological in its 

predisposition and tends to limit its technological dimension 

to energy conversation. The issues concerned with urban 

sprawl, environmental protection and communication 

efficiency all come together to address environmental issues 

like climate change and energy conversation from a more 

sedentary angle. 

“Smart City’ is an all-encompassing concept that seeks to 

promote a monitored disposition towards energy conservation, 

efficient urban functioning and social services. It emphasis the 

maximization of individual and communal output. Higher 

productivity bolstered by strict technological support should 

definitely yield a better life for all. The concept appears to 

place human welfare far ahead of environmental consideration. 

Even where ecological issues are presented, they are not 

intended for the ecosystem as priority but rather for human 

sustenance. Of all the concepts being addressed, “Smart City” 

probably has the widest application as it goes beyond the 

environmental domain and addresses the political domain. It 

proposes to use its application to enhance governance. The 

system believes in real time feedback loops and assessments 
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so that issues are identified with the faster modern 

technological feedback systems and decisions are taken faster. 

The fact that the system relies on one-on-one information 

accesses between individuals, groups and relevant authorities 

also means that statutory decisions and opinions are 

communicated directly to those concerned without any 

interphases. The monitoring of progress of schemes being 

executed in the communities is real time which such a robust 

level of application. “Smart City” is easily the most acceptable 

of all the concepts. It also lends itself to new accretions by 

proponents and supporters of the theory. 

The “Eco City” concept appears to be more of a response 

to prevailing circumstances than a firsthand generation of a 

series of thought processes to address a problem. The 

nomenclature which ties it directly to ecology and the 

Chinese origin are suggestive of a guided response to the 

skewed urban morphological processes of Industrial China. 

Heavy pollution, loss of species and the attainment of 

negative environmental thresholds in the industrialized city 

brought about a clamour for new cities that are eco-compliant. 

If a city is established on a more balanced ecological content 

only, other aspects of the urban form that support 

psycho-spatio-economic needs of the city may be hindered. It 

is quite possible that the proponents of the theory assume that 

the socio-economic problems that have been resolved in the 

older cities which have become ecological dysfunctional will 

not become issues in the new cities. It must be realized that 

the greater affinity for economic prosperity without a 

balancing act with all other aspects of development led to the 

serious ecological problem in the first instance. The 

application of the theory in urban renewal may be 

cumbersome for most of the cities that were heavily 

industrialized. The new cities may benefit from its 

applications. The term “Eco City” is used interchangeably 

with “Sustainable City” in many fields. This is the outcome 

of linking “Sustainable City” to the original concept of 

“sustainability” at the onset which came about in a bid to 

stem down global warming and climate change. It was 

believed that the disequilibrium of the eco system and air 

pollution by greenhouse gases was responsible for the 

phenomena. While sustainability at the onset dealt with 

global ecological issues, the concept of “Sustainable City” is 

an evolved application of the discourse in the domain of 

urbanization. 

The ‘Green City” is a concept that is linked to all the other 

concepts but advocates the greening of the environment as a 

very important index in urban sustainability achievement. It 

brings about serenity to the environment and helps to achieve 

the desired ecological balance from within the city. 

Endangered species of plants and animals are provided a 

sanctuary within the city. The romantic appeal of the 

countryside is brought back into the city. While such 

disposition to overromanticize the use of greenery in the city 

may be possible in new layouts, it may be at disparity with 

other concepts of modern day planning like densification and 

vertical development in city upgrade. Urban infill and the 

concept of the “Industrial City” may not easily adopt this 

concept without limitations. It helps to eliminate the 

phenomenon of “Urban Heat Islands” because it advocates 

lower density development and dispersal. Such approaches in 

urbanization may not be very efficient in economic terms and 

ultimately energy consumption. Services tend to spread too. 

The “Green City” can be likened to the “Garden City”. At the 

limits of the “Garden city” concept of Ebenezer Howard, the 

industrial city had to come up to address the economic 

imbalance in the theory. Modern adaptions of this theory can 

be seen in all the five concepts being considered. 

Generally a compact urban form is looked at as preferable 

to the dispersed form which tends to use up more energy in 

the conservation discourse [ 39]. It is only the “Eco City” 

concept that is not explicitly supportive of the compact urban 

form concept. The fact that it dwells more on ecological 

balance and conscious elimination of noxious compounds 

from the environment predisposes it towards eco – 

sustainability. The economic aspect of sustainability which is 

the root of the compact urban form concept is not 

emphasized. The Green City is an adaptable concept that fits 

all the others and may be interpreted in application to 

actually support a compact urban form [48]. Whatever the 

composition of an urban form, it is likely to be enhanced for 

improved and more meaningful human habitation when any 

of the concepts are implemented on it. 

5. Conclusion 

This research has tried to project the urban sustainability 

concepts on the urban form. The performance of urban fabric 

when new schemes are implemented in the development 

process may be difficult to predict. The urban fabric itself is 

put up by socio-economic interactions within it. The 

ecological and environmental aspects of the city are also 

affected by new schemes. The results obtained from the 

investigation could be further broken down into the different 

aspects of urban design like street design, public spaces, 

landscape and building clusters. Other indicators of urban 

form like regularity, fractility, sky-view factor and 

confinement [49-52] were aggregated in the outlook of the 

study. The more general and intrinsic values inherent in the 

urban form like resilience and adaptability were used to 

define the urban form. Generally, the urban sustainability 

concepts are likely to have far reaching positive effects on 

the urban form if implementation is well adapted in different 

contexts. 

 

References 

[1] Conzen, M. P. (2001). The study of urban form in the United 
States. Urban Morphology, 5(1), 3-14. 

[2] Whitehand, J. W. (1987). The changing face of cities: a study of 
development cycles and urban form. Blackwell. 

[3] Whitehand, J. W. R. (1992). The making of the urban landscape. 
Blackwell. 



32 Adenaike Folahan Anthony et al.:  Urban Sustainability Concepts and Their Implications on Urban Form  

 

[4] Zukin, S. (1988). The postmodern debate over urban form. 
Theory, Culture & Society, 5(2-3), 431-446. 

[5] Kasarda, J. D., & Crenshaw, E. M. (1991). Third world 
urbanization: Dimensions, theories, and determinants. Annual 
Review of Sociology, 17(1), 467-501. 

[6] IPCC. Climate Change 2007: Impacts, Adaptation and 
Vulnerability: Working Group II Contribution to the Fourth 
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (2007). 

[7] Adger W. N., Brown K., D. R. Nelson D. R. et al. Resilience 
implications of policy responses to climate change. Wiley 
Interdiscip. Rev. Clim. Chang., 2 (5) (2011), pp. 757–766. 

[8] Turner B. Vulnerability and resilience: coalescing or 
paralleling approaches for sustainability science. Glob. 
Environ. Change., 20 (4) (2010), pp. 570–576. 

[9] Holling C. S. Resilience and stability of ecological systems. 
Annu. Rev. Ecol. Syst., 4 (1973), pp. 1–23. 

[10] Holling C. S. (1996). Engineering resilience versus ecological 
resilience. Engineering within ecological constraints, 31(1996), 
32. 

[11] Adger N. W. Vulnerability. Glob. Environ. Chang., 16 (3) 
(2006), pp. 268–281. 

[12] U. N. Habitat. Cities and climate change: Global report on 
human settlements 2011. UN-Habitat, London, Royaume-Uni, 
Etats-Unis (2011). 

[13] Manyena S. B., O'Brien G., O'Keefe P. et al. Disaster resilience: 
a bounce back or bounce forward ability. Local Environ. 16 (5) 
(2011), pp. 417–424. 

[14] S. Davoudi, K. Shaw, L. J. Haider, et al. Resilience: a bridging 
concept or a dead end? “Reframing” resilience: challenges for 
planning theory and practice interacting traps: resilience 
assessment of a pasture management system in northern 
Afghanistan urban resilience: what does it mean in planning 
practice? Resilience as a useful concept for climate change 
adaptation? The politics of resilience for planning: a cautionary 
note Plan. Theory Pract. 13 (2) (2012), pp. 299–333. 

[15] Davoudi S., Brooks E., Mehmood A. Evolutionary resilience 
and strategies for climate adaptation. Plan. Pract. Res., 28 (3) 
(2013), pp. 307–322. 

[16] Folke C. Resilience: the emergence of a perspective for social–
ecological systems analyses Glob. Environ. Chang. 16 (3) 
(2006), pp. 253–267. 

[17] Paton D., McClure J., Burgelt P. T. Natural Hazard Resilience: 
The Role of Individual and Household Preparedness. D. Paton, 
D. M. Johnston (Eds.), Disaster Resilience: An Integrated 
Approach, Charles C Thomas Pub Limited (2006). 

[18] Revi, A., Satterthwaite, D. E., Aragón-Durand, F., 
Corfee-Morlot, J., Kiunsi, R. B., Pelling, M., Roberts, D. C. 
and Solecki, W., 2014. Urban areas. Climate change, 
pp.535-612. 

[19] Field C. B. (Ed.), et al., Climate Change 2014: Impacts, 
Adaptation, and Vulnerability. Part A: Global and Sectoral 
Aspects. Contribution of Working Group II to the Fifth 
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (UK) and 
New York (2014), pp. 535–612. 

[20] De Jong, M., Joss, S., Schraven, D., Zhan, C. and Weijnen, M., 
2015. Sustainable–smart–resilient–low carbon–eco–
knowledge cities; making sense of a multitude of concepts 
promoting sustainable urbanization. Journal of Cleaner 
production, 109, pp.25-38. 

[21] Walter B, Arkin L., Crenshaw R. W. Sustainable cities: 
Concepts and strategies for eco-city development. Eco-Home 
Media, Los Angeles, CA (1992). 

[22] Haughton G. Environmental justice and the sustainable city. 
Journal of Planning Education and Research, 18 (3) (1999), pp. 
233–243. 

[23] Register R. Ecocity Berkeley: Building cities for a healthy 
future. North Atlantic Books (1987). 

[24] Li F., Wang R., Paulussen J., Liu X. Comprehensive concept 
planning of urban greening based on ecological principles: A 
case study in Beijing, China. Landscape and Urban Planning, 
72 (4) (2005), pp. 325–336. 

[25] Ren H., Zhou W., Nakagami K. I., Gao W., Wu Q. Feasibility 
assessment of introducing distributed energy resources in urban 
areas of China. Applied Thermal Engineering, 30 (16) (2010), 
pp. 2584–2593. 

[26] Joss S., Tomozeiu D., Cowley R. Eco-city indicators: 
Governance challenges. The Sustainable City VII: Urban 
Regeneration and Sustainability. (2012), p. 1109. 

[27] L. Leydesdorff, M. Deakin. The triple-helix model of smart 
cities: A neoevolutionary perspective Journal of Urban 
Technology, 18 (2) (2011), pp. 53–63. 

[28] Harvey D. A brief history of neoliberalism. Oxford University 
Press, Oxford (2005). 

[29] Pow C. P., H. Neo. Seeing red over green: Contesting urban 
sustainabilities in China Urban Studies, 50 (11) (2013), pp. 
2256–2274. 

[30] S. Joss. Eco-cities: The mainstreaming of urban sustainability; key 
characteristics and driving factors. International Journal of 
Sustainable Development and Planning, 6 (3) (2011), pp. 268–285. 

[31] Hassan A. M., Lee H. The paradox of the sustainable city: 
Definitions and examples Environment, Development and 
Sustainability, 17 (6) (2015), pp. 1267–1285. 

[32] Joss S., Cowley R, Tomozeiu D. Towards the ‘ubiquitous 
eco-city’: An analysis of the internationalization of eco-city 
policy and practice. Urban Research & Practice, 6 (1) (2013), 
pp. 54–74. 

[33] Wang Y., Ding Q, Zhuang D. An eco-city evaluation method 
based on spatial analysis technology: A case study of Jiangsu 
Province, China. Ecological Indicators, 58 (2015), pp. 37–46. 

[34] Chen F, Zhu D. Research on the content, models and strategies 
of low carbon cities [J]. In Urban Planning Forum, Vol. 4 (2009, 
January), pp. 7–13. 

[35] Storch H., Downes N. K. A scenario-based approach to assess 
Ho Chi Minh City's urban development strategies against the 
impact of climate change Cities, 28 (6) (2011), pp. 517–526. 

[36] Gossop C. Low carbon cities: An introduction to the special 
issue. Cities, 28 (6) (2011), pp. 495–497. 

[37] Premalatha M., Tauseef S. M., Abbasi T., Abbasi S. A. The 
promise and the performance of the world's first two zero 
carbon eco-cities. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, 
25 (2013), pp. 660–669. 



 Urban and Regional Planning 2018; 3(1): 27-33 33 

 

[38] Liu Z. L., Dai Y. X., Dong C. G., Qi Y. Low-carbon city: 
Concepts, international practice and implications for China. 
Urban Studies, 16 (6) (2009), pp. 1–7. 

[39] Jabareen Y. R. Sustainable urban forms their typologies, 
models, and concepts Journal of Planning Education and 
Research, 26 (1) (2006), pp. 38–52. 

[40] Zhang L., Feng Y., Chen B. Alternative scenarios for the 
development of a low-carbon city: A case study of Beijing, 
China. Energies, 4 (12) (2011), pp. 2295–2310. 

[41] [41 Batty, M., Axhausen, K. W., Giannotti, F., Pozdnoukhov, A., 
Bazzani, A., Wachowicz, M., Ouzounis, G. and Portugali, Y., 
2012. Smart cities of the future. The European Physical Journal 
Special Topics, 214(1), pp.481-518. 

[42] Zubizarreta I., Seravalli A., Arrizabalaga S. Smart city concept: 
What it is and what it should be Journal of Urban Planning and 
Development, 04015005 (2015). 

[43] IPCC. Climate Change 2007: Impacts, Adaptation and 
Vulnerability: Working Group II Contribution to the Fourth 
Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate 
Change. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (2007). 

[44] Pelling M. Adaptation to Climate Change: From Resilience to 
Transformation. Taylor & Francis, London and New York 

(2011). Pelling, M. (2003). The vulnerability of cities: natural 
disasters and social resilience. Earthscan. 

[45] Sahir, M. H., & Qureshi, A. H. (2007). Specific concerns of 
Pakistan in the context of energy security issues and geopolitics 
of the region. Energy Policy, 35(4), 2031-2037. 

[46] Tian, G., Wu, J. and Yang, Z., 2010. Spatial pattern of urban 
functions in the Beijing metropolitan region. Habitat 
International, 34(2), pp.249-255. 

[47] Coaffee. J (2003). Terrorism, risk, and the city: The making of a 
contemporary urban landscape. Ashgate Publishing, Ltd. 

[48] ZHANG, H. W., XIA, H. S., & WEI, M. (2009). Guidinq the 
Construction of Green City with the Theory of Green 
Infrastructure [J]. Chinese Landscape Architecture, 9, 28-30. 

[49] Oke T.1988 street design and urban canopy climate. Energy 
and Buildings 11[103-113]. 

[50] Frakhauser P.1994. La fractalite des structures urbaine 
[Anthropos, Paris]. 

[51] Marizia M.1998. systematization de la morphologie. 
Urbanisme 301 [35-40. 

[52] M. Neuman. The compact city fallacy. Journal of Planning 
Education and Research, 25 (1) (2005), pp. 11–26. 

 


