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Abstract 
The extraordinary societal challenges demand cities to be innovative and adaptable to the needs of urban citizens. In the Malaysian context, the Blue-
Green Infrastructure (BGI) has not been well incorporated into the ULLs. This paper seeks to address this gap by exploring the potential of the Blue-
Green Urban Living Labs (BGULLs) at the Sungai Bunus catchment area. Using Google Form, survey questionnaire is conducted among professionals 
and the public. Findings of this unprecedented study suggest the BGULLs offer beyond beautification works, and it is voicing the virtual idea of the 
BGULLs into a real setting that reflects the public-private-citizen partnerships. 
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1.0 Introduction 

1.1 Background of Research 
Most cities in the 21st century are facing rising urban complexity and extraordinary societal challenges. Hence, there is an increasing 
demand for cities to be innovative and inclusive, yet more adaptable to the needs of urban citizens (Chronéer, D. et al. 2019). The Urban 
Living Labs (ULL) approach is proliferating around the world, particularly in Europe and some countries in Asia. The urban sustainability 
challenges urgently call for new urban solutions, which in turn require experimentation on suitable scales and multiple stakeholders 
(Brankaert, R. & den Ouden, E. 2017). The ULLs strengths and popularity stem from its real-life setting, citizen empowerment, and 
fostering innovation and experimentation (Steen, K. & van Beuren, E. 2017). 

Managing water bodies in urban areas requires a new approach that integrates knowledge of the terrestrial ecosystem and processes 
into the development management practices. Thus, urban water infrastructures such as rivers and lakes and should be studied and 
managed as an integrated system with its green riparian landscapes that can reduce runoff, increase biodiversity, offer social and health 
benefits to the urban community (Bacchin, T. et al. 2014). The symbiosis of rivers and the green riparian landscapes, which often referred 
to as the Blue-Green Infrastructure (BGI) and its contributions to community well-being and urban resilience is vital to be integrated into 
new urban solutions (Andersson, E. et al. 2019; Haase et al. 2017). 
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1.2 Research Issues and Aim 
In the Malaysian context, the central focus of the ULLs research is on campus and education (Zen, I.S et al. 2019; Omar, W. et al. 2018; 
Zen. I.S. et al. 2016) and health care (Sek-Khuen, T.T (2017). Meanwhile, for the BGI in Malaysia, researchers have paid attention to 
new townships (Rizzo, A. 2019) and stormwater management (Ismail, M.S.N. et al. 2019). Despite its benefits to climate change 
adaptation, enhancing quality of life and urban biodiversity, the Blue-Green Infrastructure (BGI) so far has not been well incorporated 
into the ULLs. 

Hence, this paper seeks to address this gap by exploring the potential of the Blue-Green Urban Living Labs (BGULLs) to navigate 
and co-create visions towards a more provisional and adaptive understanding complex city environment. Where policy, planning, and 
management have historically treated grey and green infrastructural networks as separate, the BGI could play a significant role to 
address urban resilience and sustainability goals together with prevailing technical infrastructures (Meerow. S & Newell, J.P. 2017; 
Kabisch et al. 2017; Grimm et al. 2016). Additionally, the BGULLs approach explores in this study provide insight into the hybrid of urban 
landscape planning, BGI planning, and water catchment management, which is pivotal in achieving urban sustainability. 
 
 

2.0 Literature Review 
 
2.1 Underpinning theory of Urban Living Labs (ULLs) 
The ULLs has become a contemporary approach in cities’ contemporary urban solutions. The term used signifies a wide variety of local 
experimental projects of a participatory nature (Steen, K. & van Beuren, E. 2017), which aims at creating urban areas that are more 
adaptable to different communities' needs (Baccarne, B. et al. 2014). Living labs are usually defined as "user-centered, open innovation 
ecosystems based on a systematic user co-creation approach in public-private–people partnerships, integrating research and innovation 
processes in real-life communities and settings" (ENoLL, 2014). In the urban living lab, the whole city is viewed as a living laboratory 
where citizens and other stakeholders are actively involved in the process of designing, developing, implementing, testing, and 
evaluating an innovation (Veeckman & van der Graaf, 2015; Schuurman et al. 2013). Nesti G. (2018) highlights a more specific 
characteristic of the 'real-life-setting' of the ULLs as public spaces where local authorities engage citizens to develop innovative urban 
services. 
 
2.2 Impacts of ULLs on sustainability 
The link and impacts of the ULLs to support urban sustainability are evident in the works of foreign and Malaysian researchers. The call 
to find new ways of addressing societal challenges such as climate change, urban quality of life degradation and urban gentrification 
has given much attention in the academic and political arena (Schot & Steinmueller, 2016; OECD, 2015). Most research on sustainability 
has shown that these challenges call for innovative resolutions, which require deep-structural changes of the socio-technical 
configurations underlying the respective sectors (Markard, J. et al. 2012; Van Den Bergh, Truffer, & Kallis, 2011). 

The empirical works done by von Wirth, T. et al. (2019) at the four ULLs in Rotterdam and two Malmö Innovation Platforms reflect 
prominent strategies and exemplary practices of initiating a more comprehensive sustainability transition of the ULLs. In the Malaysian 
context, Sek Khuen, T.T (2017) provide fascinating results on the elderly preferences of the community centre design that should be 
designed using adaptive, viable and flexible with a framework to support a wide range of uses, and allowed multiple modes of 
management and operation for different generations. In searching for the best method of the involvement of universities in Malaysia as 
living-learning labs, Omar, W. et al. (2018); Zen, I.S. (2017a); Zen, I.S. (2017b); Zen, I.S. et al. (2016) mark the importance of the 
application of sustainability science in the university living-learning lab that helps to facilitate inter-, trans-disciplinary and issue-based 
approach by using the new academic learning innovation. 
 
2.3 Blue-Green Infrastructure 
Blue and green spaces and their functional connections and interrelations within and adjacent to cities have the potential to provide a 
broad range of ecosystem services (ES) to urban residents (Haase et al. 2014; Gómez- Baggethun et al. 2013). Meanwhile, the Blue-
Green Infrastructure (BGI) refers to a network of green spaces that provides multiple water-related ecosystem services (Liao, K.H. 
2019). In the common practice, the "green" assets (e.g., parks, riparian network) and "blue" assets (e.g., river, catchment area) are 
planned and designed separately. However, the BGI offers a feasible, economical, and valuable option for urban areas to be efficiently 
planned, designed, and managed. A more recent study shows that proper planning of BGI will enhance multiple aspects of regional 
sustainability and resilience of the catchment area (Gofhrani, Z. et al. 2020).  
 
 

3.0 Methodology 
 
3.1 Study Area 
This study is about the idea of implementing the concept of Blue-Green Urban Living Labs in Kuala Lumpur. An area in Kuala Lumpur 
has been chosen as the case study's site for this research, which is the stretch of Sungai Bunus, Kuala Lumpur. As shown in Figure 
1.0, the river of Sungai Bunus runs past Kampung Baru, Jalan Semarak, and parts of Setapak. The specific site to be studied on Sungai 
Bunus is the stretch that flows through and along Pusat Latihan Polis (PULAPOL) Jalan Sultan Yahya Petra, Universiti Teknologi 
Malaysia (UTM) Space Jalan Semarak Campus, National Library Kuala Lumpur, Malaysian National News Agency (BERNAMA), 
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Department of Survey and Mapping Malaysia (JUPEM) and the notable Taman Tasik Titiwangsa. According to Bavani (2014), this arm 
of Klang River falls under Class IV-V and is ill-reputed for being one of the utmost polluted rivers in Kuala Lumpur. Being categorized 
as a Class IV-V river, it is undoubtedly that this river is very unhygienic and considered unfit for bodily contact or recreational purposes. 
 

 
Figure 1.0: Location plan of the study area, Sungai Bunus Retention Area, Kuala Lumpur.  

Source: Google Map 

 

 

Figure 2.0 & 3.0: The current condition of the study area.  
Source: Authors, 2019 

 
 

3.2 Data collection  
This research uses primary data that was collected through a survey questionnaire. The survey was conducted online via Google Form 
for a week starting from 29th January 2020 to 9th February 2020 and was done in two different sets of the questionnaire. The first set 
of questionnaire was designed for the target group of professionals who are working in the authorities and organizations related to the 
urban landscape development and the professions that are thought fit to the topic, such as Town Planning, Landscape Architecture, 
Architecture, Engineering and etc. A total of 71 responses was managed to be collected from this target group. Meanwhile, the second 
category of target crowd is the public that is working, staying or living at and nearby the study area. The focus was given to the community 
of PULAPOL, UTM Kuala Lumpur Campus, National Library Kuala Lumpur, BERNAMA, and JUPEM. The total responses for this group 
are 62. The survey questionnaire was separated into four sections, which are Part A: Sociodemographic Profile – to identify respondents’ 
profession for the professional’s category and from which community they come from for the public; Part B: Understanding & Perception 
– to evaluate people’s knowledge on BGULL; Part C: Application Implementation – to appraise on what the community wants to be 

Sungai Bunus 

Retention Area 
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integrated as part of BGULL and their readiness for BGULL to be implemented at the study area; and Part D: Participatory Planning – 
to assess people’s inclination to involve in transforming the study area into BGULL. 
Figure 4.0: Images used to evaluate what kind of elements people want to be implemented as part of BGULL at the site.   

 
3.3 Limitations of the Study  
The study area is not residential. Therefore, the survey questionnaire was distributed among the staff of PULAPOL, UTM, National 
Library Kuala Lumpur, BERNAMA, and JUPEM to represent the public there. Furthermore, there are not many professionals working in 

the relevant fields that can be included in the specified target group. 
 
 

4.0 Data Analysis 
Survey questionnaire obtained results provide insights into the professionals and public's response on their knowledge, awareness, 
preference, and also keenness to take the concept of Urban Green-blue Living Labs if it were to be implemented at Sungai Bunus, and 
their willingness to partake in the programme. The statistics from the survey are also used to compare the perspective on the programme 
between the professionals and the public. 
 

 
5.0 Result and Findings  
This part highlights the findings from the four sections of the survey questionnaire, which are: the socio-demographic profile, 
understanding and perception, application and implementation, and participatory planning. 
 
5.1. Socio-demographic profile  
Seventy-one responds were managed to be collected from the professionals set of questionnaire. From the 71 respondents, the majority 
is from Kuala Lumpur City Hall (DBKL) which are 27 respondents or 38% out of the total respondents, 16.9% are from National 
Landscape Department (JLN), 12.7% are from Think City, 9.9% are from PLAN Malaysia, and the others are 22.5%. In term of their 
scope of work, majority of the respondents (56.3%) are working in the Landscape Architecture profession, 15.5 are working in the Town 
Planning, 11.3% are the Architecture professionals, 7% are working in the administrative and management, 2.8% are from Engineering 
and technical, and 7% is from the other professions. 

Meanwhile, for the public, the majority out of 62 respondents are from PULAPOL (59.7%), followed by UTM Space with 12.9%. The 
respondents from BERNAMA and National Library Kuala Lumpur are each 9.7%, 6.5% are from JUPEM, and another 1.6% are from 
the other places or communities. Out of the 62 respondents for the public category, 77.4% stay or live in Kuala Lumpur, while only 33.8% 
out of the 71 respondents for the professional category are staying or living outside Kuala Lumpur. 

 
5.2 Understanding and perception  
From this part of the survey questionnaire, it can be seen that 45.1% out of 71 professionals have heard about the BGULL. Moreover, 
out of that 45.1% (32 persons), the majority of them (28.9%) have a moderate amount of knowledge about BGULL, and another 28.9% 
have very little or no knowledge of it. 23.7% of them considered themselves to have much knowledge on the topic, and 18.4% said they 
have a little knowledge of it. However, none of the respondents is an expert on the topic.  
 

 
Figure 5.0: Comparison between professionals & the publics’ answers on the characteristics that resemble the concept of BGULL. 

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

Symbiosis between river and its riparian landscape

Experiment that promotes innovation and creativity

Enhancement of quality of life

Enhancement of local residents-authority partnership

Learning activities in an open space

Percentage (%)

C
h

ar
ac

te
ri

st
ic

s 
re

se
m

b
le

 th
e 

co
n

ce
p

t o
f 

B
lu

e
-G

re
en

 U
rb

an
 

L
iv

in
g

 L
ab

Publics

Professionals



Abdullah, J., et.al. / 8th AicQoL2020Malacca, Mahkota Hotel Melaka, Malacca, Malaysia, 18-19 Mar 2020 / E-BPJ, 5(13), Mar 2020  (pp.359-367) 

 

363 

The respondents' understanding of space's characteristics for BGULL can be seen in Figure 5.0 above. The majority of the respondents 
knew about the symbiosis between the river, and its riparian landscape is a part of the characteristics in BGULL, where 85% of the 
respondents (publics) and 67.3% of the professionals chose it as the BGULL's main characteristic. However, not many of them are 
aware of the experiment that promotes innovation and creativity as one of the characteristics of BGULL where only 28.8% of the 
professionals and 35% of the public respondents chose it as one of the characteristics. It shows that not many Malaysians understand 
the concept of BGULL just yet. 
5.3 Application and implementation  
Out of the 71 professionals, the majority (63.4%) of them never been to Sungai Bunus Retention Area, while only 36.6% of them have 
been there. Besides that, most of the professionals (76.1%) also do not know about the current condition of the study area. Meanwhile, 
the highest percentage of the public respondents (54.8%) has been to the study area, and 45.2% of them have not. In term of their 
frequency in visiting that area, majority of them (55.3%) visit the area about 0-2 times per month, 21.1% visit it 3-7 times per month, 
15.8% of them go to that area more than 15 times per month, and another 7.9% visit it about 8-14 times monthly. 

There are several reasons the respondents went or have been to Sungai Bunus Retention Area, as displays in Figure 6.0 below. 
Majority of both professionals (50.8%) and public (72.2%) have been to the study area by passing by or using it as a route to commute 
from one place to another, which show the similarity between these two groups. As compared to the public, a higher percentage of 
professionals also went to that area for the other reasons, which are the recreational activities (40%), tree planting programme (38.5%), 
river clean-up (33.8%) and meeting point (26.2%). It shows that the professionals most likely went to that area to participate in the events 
or programmes organized by their organizations and work-related based. Though, the higher percentage of public can be seen going to 
the study area for community gardening activity (25%) compared to the professionals (18.5%). 

 

 
 

Figure 6.0: Activities done at the Sungai Bunus Retention Area by the public and also the professionals. 

 
Under the application and implementation section in the survey questionnaire, the respondents were asked to vote in the range of 

least to most favourite for the images that they prefer to see at Sungai Bunus Retention Area if that place is to be developed as the 
BGULL. The summary of the response is shown in Figure 7.0 & 8.0 below. 

Figure 7.0 & 8.0: The professionals and public’s preference of images for Sungai Bunus Retention Area. 
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respondents, professionals (61.4%) and public (57.6%). For the second image which is the beautification dominated by hardscape, 
majority of the professional rate it as moderate (29%) meanwhile most of the public still voted it as most preferable with the total votes 
of 49.2%. The third image which is the recreational space/ par course has obtained the majority vote as favourite from the professionals 
(37.1%) while it received the highest votes of most anticipated from the public compared to the other images, with the total votes of 
64.4%. For the outdoor library, most of the professionals (42.9%) voted it as the favourite, while the majority of the public (59.9%) chose 
it as most-awaited. The last image – the canopy walkway had received the majority of votes as most desirable from the professionals 
(52.9%) while the public also voted it the same with the percentage of votes 63.3%, which is the second-highest most popular vote from 
the public. In summary, it can be seen that the professionals have the specific and defined images that they want to see at Sungai Bunus 
Retention Area as GBULL, while the public has liked all of the proposed images as long as the area is to be upgraded or beautified. 

Other than that, more than half of both groups of respondents agreed with the idea of transforming the Retention Pond of Sungai 
Bunus as a BGULL, which to be exact 54.3% of professional respondents (54.3%) and 73.3% of the public respondents. The 
professionals also think that the local communities are ready for the idea of transforming Sungai Bunus Retention Area as a BGULL as 
31.4% of the respondents said that the public is maybe ready and 30% of them think they are very ready for the idea. However, there 
5.7% of the professionals feel that the local communities are not really there yet to accept this concept, while another 5.7% do not think 
the public is ready for this idea at all. 

 
5.4 Participatory planning  
In term of participatory, 77.5% of the professional respondents are willing to get involved as a volunteer or local authority that helps local 
residents in transforming Sungai Bunus as a BGULL, while 55.7% of the public respondents also keen to volunteer in helping for that 
transformation. Furthermore, from the respondents who are willing to participate, the majority (40.4%) of the professionals is ready to 
get very much involved; meanwhile, majority of the public are set to get involved in just a moderate level. The summary of the level of 
involvement the participants are willing to give are demonstrated in Figure 9.0 below. Moreover, the professionals agreed that public 
involvement plays a vital role in developing BGULL in Sungai Bunus Retention Area where a whopping of 97.2% of them think so, while 
96.7% of the public respondents agreed so too. 

 
Figure 9.0: The level of involvement that the respondents are willing to give. 

 

6.0 Discussion 
The survey questionnaire conducted among professionals and the public in this study promotes the top-down and bottom-up approaches 
in urban planning. This approach is in line with the first characteristic of the ULLs which inspired by the 'quadruple helix', i.e. collaboration 
among public authorities, firms, research organisations and people (Battaglia, A & Tremblay, D. G. 2011). Results and findings in section 
5.0 of this exploratory research will be discussed using the following characteristics of the ULLs as proposed by McCormick, K & 
Hartmann. C. (2018). 
 
6.1 Geographical embeddedness 
The ULLs are predominantly not virtual and requires a platform embedded in a geographical area. Figure 6.0 and 7.0 show professionals 
and public agree that the Sungai Bunus Catchment Area has potential to be developed as BGULL, in which it becomes a platform of a 
breeding ground for experiment and innovation of projects that suits with community's need. 
 
6.2 Learning and experiment 
The overall aim of living labs is to learn and experiment by integrating processes of research and innovation (ASC, 2016; ENoLL, 2006). 
The result from the survey suggests that professionals have better knowledge and understanding of the BGULLs as compared with the 
public. As ULLs embrace new solutions and policies in highly visible ways, professional groups could share and disseminate their 
knowledge with the public from the early stage of the experimental project. Hence, open innovation could be efficiently diffused within 
communities. 
 
6.3 Participation and user involvement 
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According to Mascha, M. et al. (2018), the key success to the ULLs is user involvement, where they are often viewed as co-creators 
who shape the BGULLs outcomes by contributing their knowledge, experience and interest. Figure 8.0 demonstrates an interesting 
finding where both professionals and the public agreed that public involvement is vital; the former is keener to participate in the project. 
This is perhaps could be linked with the lack of understanding among the public on their roles as users in the co-creation programme 
such as the BGULLs. 
 
 

7.0 Conclusion and Recommendation 
This study has presented an expression and impression of the professionals and the public towards the idea of transforming Sungai 
Bunus catchment areas into the BGULLs. As our results have illustrated, the concept of integrating the BGI into the ULLs have been 
well received by the respondents where the new insights of the ULLs in Malaysia can be obtained for expanding this concept beyond 
university campuses and particular target group as mentioned in the literature. The proposed BGULLs in the study area also demonstrate 
strong support for developing an innovative project that catalyses the urban sustainability transition.  

The Tenth World Urban Forum (WUF10) that has held in Abu Dhabi from 8-13 February 2020 (WUF10) highlights three major key 
points which are: making sustainable development a reality, old models are untenable and concrete action is essential. Captivatingly, 
these core topics discussed in the WUF10 towards promoting the Decade of Action for the accomplishment of the SDGs by 2030 are 
aligned with the aim and characteristics of the ULLs and BGULLs specifically. The user-centred, open innovation ecosystem based on 
a systematic co-creation approach, integrating research and innovation processes in real-life communities and settings of the BGULLs 
proposed is certainly fit with the call from the WUF10. 

The BGULLs involve eight steps, namely the initiation, plan development, co-creation design, implementation, evaluation, 
refinement, dissemination and replication. This research has explored the first step of the BGULLs, which provides a path for further 
research as well as other researchers to venture into the other remaining steps. One particular urgent action departs from this study 
would be the identification of the configuration of the BGULLs, which is divided into three ideal types - the strategic, civic and grassroots. 
Since this study is conducted based on the academic perspective, the civic type which often led urban actors such as universities, cities 
and urban developers seem appropriate where the BGULLs at Sungai Bunus Catchment Area represented by either a stand-alone 
project or a city district that have co-funding as central to a partnership model. 

In conclusion, the proposed BGULLs conducted in this study resemble two domains of the ULLs. First is the focus on integrating 
diverse stakeholders in research through a questionnaire survey of the professional groups and public, which becomes a key ingredient 
to the success of the ULLs. Second, the proposed BGULLs at the real-setting of Sungai Bunus would establish a new sense of 
community and belong and turn into a source of knowledge and inspiration for the livable city of the future innovation and practice are 
intertwined in a dynamic urban experiment. 
 
 

Acknowledgements 
In the completion of this study, we would like to express our gratitude and appreciation to all of our respondents from Kuala Lumpur City 
Hall (DBKL), National Landscape Department (JLN), Think City, PLAN Malaysia, Pusat Latihan Polis (PULAPOL), Universiti Teknologi 
Malaysia (UTM), National Library, Malaysian National News Agency (BERNAMA) and Department of Survey and Mapping Malaysia 
who answered our survey questionnaires. Our special thanks are extended to the gatekeepers that have tremendously helped us in the 
distribution of the survey questionnaire link. 
 
 

References 
 
Andersson, E., et al. (2019). Enabling Green and Blue Infrastructure to Improve Contributions to Human Well-Being and Equity in Urban Systems. BioScience, 69(7), 
566-574. 
 
Almirall, E., Lee, M., & Wareham, J. (2012). Mapping living labs in the landscape of innovation methodologies. Technology Innovation Management Review, 2(9), 12-18. 
 
ASC (2016). Urban living labs. Amsterdam Smart City (ASC): Amsterdam Economic Board, January 14, 2017. 
https://www.amsterdameconomicboard.com/projecten/amsterdam-smart-city-2. 
 
Bacchin, T., et al. (2014). Green-blue multifunctional infrastructure: An urban landscape system design new approach. 13th International Conference on Urban Drainage, 
Sarawak, Malaysia, 7-12 September 2014. 
 
Baccarne, B., Schuurman, D., Mechant, P., & De Marez, L. (2014). The Role of Urban Living Labs in a Smart City. Proceedings of the XXV ISPIM Innovation Conference, 
June 8–11, 2014, Dublin, Ireland. 
Ballon, P., & Schuurman, D. (2015). Living labs: concepts, tools and cases, 17(4). https://doi.org/10.1108/info-04-2015-0024. 
 
Battaglia, A., & Tremblay, D. G. (2011). 22@ and the innovation district in Barcelona and Montreal: A process of clustering development between urban regeneration and 
economic competitiveness. Urban Studies Research, 1–17. 
 
Bavani, M., (2014). Sungai Bunus suffocates from huge amount of garbage and industrial effluents. TheStar. https://www.thestar.com.my/news/community/2014/06/11/no-
bonus-in-flowing-into-city-sungai-bunus-suffocates-from-huge-amount-of-garbage-and-industrial. 
 



Abdullah, J., et.al. / 8th AicQoL2020Malacca, Mahkota Hotel Melaka, Malacca, Malaysia, 18-19 Mar 2020 / E-BPJ, 5(13), Mar 2020  (pp.359-367) 

 

366 

Brankaert, R., & den Ouden, E. (2017). The design-driven living lab: A new approach to exploring solutions to complex societal challenges. Technology Innovation 
Management Review, 7(1), 44-51. 
 
Cohen, B., Almirall, E., & Chesbrough, H. (2016). The city as a lab: Open innovation meets the collaborative economy. California Management Review, 59(1), 5-13. 
 
Chronéer, D., et al. (2019). Urban living labs: Towards an integrated understanding of their key components. Technology Innovation Management Review, 9(3), 50-62. 
 
ENoLL. (2006). What is a living lab? European Network of Living Labs (ENoLL). Accessed 10th February 2020; http://www.openlivinglabs.eu/FAQ. 
 
Gofhrani, Z., Sposito, V., & Faggian, R. (2020). Maximising the value of natural capital in a changing climate through the integration of blue-green infrastructure. Journal 
of Sustainable Development of Energy, Water and Environment Systems, 8(1), 213-234. Accessed 10th February 2020; http://www.sdewes.org/jsdewes. 
 
Gómez-Baggethun, E., & Asa, G. (2013). Urban ecosystem services. Global urbanization, biodiversity, and ecosystems: Challenges and opportunities, 175–251. 
 
Grimm, et al. (2016). A broader framing of ecosystem services in cities: Benefits and challenges of built, natural, or hybrid system function. Handbook on Urbanization 
and Global Environmental Change. Routledge, 203–212. 
 
Haase, D., et al. (2014). A quantitative review of urban ecosystem service assessments: concepts, models, and implementation. Ambio, 43, 413–433. 
 
Haase, et al.  (2017). Greening cities: To be socially inclusive? About the alleged paradox of society and ecology in cities. Habitat International 
64, 41–48. 
 
Hansen, R., & Pauleit, S. (2014). From multifunctionality to multiple ecosystem services? A conceptual framework for multifunctionality in green infrastructure planning. 
Urban Areas, Ambio, 43(4), 516-529. https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-014-0510-2. 
 
Ismail, M.S.N., et al. (2019). The characteristics of road inundation during flooding events in peninsular Malaysia. International Journal of GEOMATE, 16(54), 129 -133. 
https://doi.org/10.21660/2019.54.4827. 
 
Juujärvi, S., & Pesso, K. (2013). Actor roles in an urban living lab: what can we learn from Suurpelto, Finland?. Technology Innovation Management Review, 3(11), 22-
27. 
 
Kabisch, et al. (2017). Nature-based solutions for societal goals under climate change in urban areas: Synthesis and ways forward. Nature-Based Solutions to Climate 
Change Adaptation in Urban Areas, 323–336. 
 
Kambites, C., & Owen, S. (2006). Renewed prospects for green infrastructure planning in the UK. Planning Practice and Research, 21(4), 483-496. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/02697450601173413. 
 
Liao, K.H. (2019). The socio‑ecological practice of building blue‑green infrastructure in high‑density cities: What does the ABC Waters Program in Singapore tell us? 
Socio-Ecological Practice Research. https://doi.org/10.1007/s42532-019-00009-3. 
 
Mascha, M., Voytenko, P.Y., & McCormick, K. (2018). Urban living labs and the role of users in co-creation. GAIA - Ecological Perspectives on Science and Society, 
27(1), 68-77. 
 
Markard, J., Raven, R., & Truffer, B. (2012). Sustainability transitions: An emerging field. Research Policy, 41(6), 955-967. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.respol.2012.02.013 
 
McCormick, K & Hartmann, C. (2018). Governance Urban Sustainability Transitions (GUST). Accessed 10th February 2020; http://www.urbanlivinglabs.net/. 
 
Meerow. S  & Newell, J.P. (2017). Spatial planning for multifunctional green infrastructure: Growing resilience in Detroit. Landscape and Urban Planning, 159: 62–75. 
 
Nesti, G. (2018). Co-production for innovation: the urban living lab experience. Policy and Society, 37(3), 310-325. https://doi.org/10.1080/14494035.2017.1374692. 
 
OECD. (2015). System innovation: Synthesis report, 101. Accessed 10th February 2020; https://www.innovationpolicyplatform.org/system-innovation-oecd-project. 
 
Omar, W. et. al. (2018). Greening campus experience: moving towards living laboratory action plan. E3S Web of Conferences, 48. 
https://doi.org/10.1051/e3sconf/20184802006. 
 
Pauleit, S., Liu, L., Ahern, J., & Kazmierczak, A. (2001). Multifunctional green infrastructure planning to promote ecological services in the city. Handbook of Urban 
Ecology, 272-285. https://doi.org/10.1093/acprof:oso/9780199563562.003.0033. 
 
Rizzo, A. (2019). Megaprojects and the limits of ‘green resilience’ in the global south: Two cases from Malaysia and Qatar. Special issue introduction: Environmental 
governance for urban resilience in the Asia-Pacific, 1-16. DOI: 10.1177/0042098018812009. 
 
Schot, J., Steinmueller, W.E. (2016). Framing innovation policy for transformative change: innovation policy 3.0. Draft paper SPRU. 
 
Sek-Khuen, T.T. (2017). The Application of Social Innovation in Designing an Aged Care Centre in Malaysia. World Sustainable Built Environment Conference 2017 Hong 
Kong, Track 10: Place-making & Community Empowerment, 2498-2504. 
 
Steen, K., & Bueren, E. (2017). The defining characteristics of urban living labs. Technology Innovation Management Review, 7(7): 21–33. 
http://doi.org/10.22215/timreview/1088. 
 
Steen, K., & van Bueren, E. (2017). Urban living labs. a living lab way of working. Amsterdam Institute for Advanced Metropolitan Solutions. 
 
Scholl, C., & Kemp, R. (2016). City labs as vehicles for innovation in urban planning processes. Urban Planning, 1(4): 89–102. https://doi.org/10.17645/up.v1i4.749. 
 

http://www.openlivinglabs.eu/FAQ
http://www.sdewes.org/jsdewes


Abdullah, J., et.al. / 8th AicQoL2020Malacca, Mahkota Hotel Melaka, Malacca, Malaysia, 18-19 Mar 2020 / E-BPJ, 5(13), Mar 2020  (pp.359-367) 

 

367 

Schuurman, D., De Marez, L., & Ballon, P. (2013). Open innovation processes in living lab innovation systems: insights from the LeYLab. Technology Innovation 
Management Review, 3(11): 28–36. http://doi.org/10.22215/timreview/743. 
 
Schuurman, D. (2015). Bridging the gap between open and user innovation? Exploring the value of living labs as a means to structure user contribution and manage 
distributed innovation. Doctoral Dissertation, Ghent University, Vancouver. 
 
Scozzi, B., Bellantuono, N., & Pontrandolfo, P. (2017). Managing open innovation in urban labs. Group Decision and Negotiation, 26(5), 857-874. 
 
Van Den Bergh, J. C. J. M., Truffer, B., & Kallis, G. (2011). Environmental innovation and societal transitions: Introduction and overview. Environmental Innovation and 
Societal Transitions, 1(1), 1–23. doi:10.1016/j.eist.2011.04.010. 
 
Veeckman, C., & Van der Graaf, S. (2015). The city as living laboratory: Empowering citizens with the citadel toolkit. Technology Innovation Management Review, 5(3): 
6–17. http://doi.org/10.22215/timreview/877. 
 
Von Wirth, T., et al. (2019). Impacts of urban living labs on sustainability transitions: mechanisms and strategies for systemic change through experimentation. European 
Planning Studies, 27:2, 229-257. https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2018.1504895. 
 
Zen, I.S. (2017a). Exploring living learning laboratory: An approach to strengthen campus sustainability initiatives by using sustainability science approach. International 
Journal of Sustainability in Higher Education, 1(6)1-15. 
 
Zen, I.S. (2017b.) University campus as a living lab to combat climate change challenge. Rising to the Challenge Malaysia Contribution to the SDGs, 171-175. 
 
Zen, I.S., et. al. (2019). University living learning labs: an integrative and transformative approach. Journal of Sustainability Science and Management, 14(4), 139-155. 
 
Zen. I.S., et al. (2016). Reframing living labs in the context of higher education institution in malaysia: an integrative and transformative approach. International Conference 
on Sustainable Development and Livelihoods (ICSDL 2016). 
 
Zen, I.S., Subramaniam, D., Sulaiman, H., Saleh, A.L, Omar, W & Salim, M.R. (2016). Institutionalize waste minimization governance towards campus sustainability: a 
case study of green office initiatives in Universiti Teknologi Malaysia. Journal of Cleaner Production, 135, 1407-1422. 
 

 
 


