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Highlights 

 A novel generic roadmap for the transformation towards Smart Sustainable Cities (SSCs) is 

proposed. To do so, an unprecedented link between the Theory of Change (ToC) and Smart 

Sustainable Cities (SSCs) is introduced along with a novel theoretical logic model for the 

transformation towards Smart Sustainable Cities. 

 The roadmap provides an overview of the general directions of a transformation process, 

identifying the main phases and components that should be achieved during a transformation 

journey.  

 The main contribution of this research study is highlighting the need for an additional starting 

phases throughout the transformation process based on an established theory. These phases 

ensure examining the current city context regarding its economic, social, environmental, and 

political state and challenges as well as checking the city readiness for change through assessing 

its local assets. The proposed roadmap aims at assisting city planners, decision and policy 

makers, and key stakeholders in understanding the essential aspects to be considered during 

their cities transformation journey. 

 The proposed roadmap was validated by surveying experts in the area from different countries 

around the world. 

ABSTRACT 

City planners are currently seeking to transform their cities into Smart Sustainable Cities (SSC) aiming to face 

the rapid urbanization and its related challenges. This transformation is often represented by a roadmap. Different 

approaches were introduced in the literature to assist in developing such a roadmap. However; a thorough analysis 

of these approaches shows none of them cover holistically all aspect of the SSCs. For instance, some roadmaps 

neglect analyzing the current challenges of a city. Others falls short in addressing one or more of the SSC six 

dimensions. None considers checking the city readiness for change. This constitutes a gap in knowledge that this 

research highlights and addresses through a sound theoretical foundation, specifically, by linking the Theory of 

Change to the SSC concept and introducing a theoretical logic model for the transformation towards SSCs. The 

latter is used to propose a coherent, systematic transformation roadmap that captures the cross-cutting readiness 

of a city along its infrastructures. It aims at assisting city planners, decision makers, and key stakeholders in 

understanding the essential aspects to be considered during their cities transformation journey. This research also 

summarizes the results of an undertaken validation process, confirming the components of the proposed roadmap.  

Keywords: Smart Sustainable Cities; Transformation; Roadmap; Theory of Change; Readiness for Change; City 

Planning. 



 

1. Introduction 

The world is experiencing the largest wave of urban growth in history. Over half of the world’s population is now 

living in cities and according to the United Nations estimates, by 2050, 66% of the total world’s population is 

expected to be urban. With this rapid urbanization, cities will face various sustainability challenges (UN, 2014); 

including, but not limited to, the poverty expansion, social stress, natural resources shortage, spatial dynamics, 

and urban pollution with its effect on the climate change phenomenon (Choucri et al., 2007). Given this 

unprecedented global urbanization growth and the need for sustainability at all aspects of a city, the concept of 

“Smart Sustainable Cities” (SSCs) emerged as a desired goal for present and future urban development and 

attracted the attention of many researchers and practitioners in the field (Nam & Pardo, 2011). Their challenge is 

to ensure that cities are offering improved living conditions for their citizens by solving a set of sustainability 

challenges at the economic, environmental, and social levels. The Information and Communication Technologies 

(ICTs) offer high potential for solutions to many of these challenges while ensuring that they are environmentally 

friendly and viable (Ibrahim et al., 2015a). 

1.1 Smart Sustainable City Definition and Dimensions 

SSC is a fuzzy concept with no standardized terminologies that can be used to comprehensively describing 

it. Many definitions exist in the literature for the concept and they are used inconsistently. There is neither a single 

template for framing the concept, nor a one-size-fits-all definition for it (O’Grady & O’Hare, 2012). Depending 

on the lens or viewpoint taken, there exist various definitions and dimensions of the concept. However; all agree 

that a SSC is evolving as an urban space that tends to solve urban problems and improve quality of life of citizens, 

making urban development more sustainable (Negre et al., 2015; Monfaredzadeh & Berardi, 2015).  

With the aim of ensuring that the sustainability aspect is not overlooked in the “Smart City” concept, the 

International Telecommunication Union Focus Group on Smart Sustainable Cities (ITU-T FG-SSC) added the 

word “Sustainability” to the concept of “Smart Cities” and started using the term “Smart Sustainable Cities” 

instead. Moreover, they studied and analyzed nearly one hundred existing definitions of smart cities, sustainable 

cities, and SSCs in the literature and identified the top keywords and characteristics that make a SSC. Based on 

this, the ITU-T FG-SSC introduced a new definition for the concept, adopted by this research, which reads as 

follows: “A Smart Sustainable City is an innovative city that uses Information and Communication Technologies 

(ICTs) and other means to improve quality of life, efficiency of urban operation and services, and competitiveness, 

while ensuring that it meets the needs of present and future generations with respect to economic, social, 

environmental as well as cultural aspects” (ITU-T FG-SSC, 2014a; ITU-T FG-SSC, 2016). Additionally, a SSC 

is defined across six dimensions, namely, Smart Economy (competitiveness), Smart Environment (natural 

resources), Smart Governance (participation), Smart Living (quality of life), Smart Mobility (transport and ICT), 

and Smart People (social and human capital) (Giffinger et al., 2007). A SSC also uses the ICTs as a cross-cutting 

enabler to improve quality of life of citizens and competitiveness and ensure a more sustainable future of a city 

through adequate and green solutions and services (Monfaredzadeh & Berardi, 2015). Figure 1 (Ibrahim et al., 

2016) illustrates the SSC six dimensions along with the ICT as a across-cutting enabler. 

1.2 Transformation towards Smart Sustainable Cities 

Developing cities into SSCs requires an efficient and effective transformation process. The latter should take 

into consideration the city context and needs, local interests, quality of life of citizens, readiness of a city for the 

change, and a series of essential smart and sustainable solutions and services to be delivered at all city levels 

(Ibrahim et al., 2016). Transformation towards SSCs is “a complex multidimensional process through which 

changes are applied at all city levels; aiming to enhance the sustainability of a city and provide a high quality of 

life for its citizens through the use of ICTs and other means” (Ibrahim et al., 2016).  

A SSC transformation process, as illustrated in Figure 2 (Ibrahim et al., 2016), is often represented by two 

types of diagrammatic forms, namely, the transformation (1) roadmap and (2) framework. The roadmap provides 

a diagrammatic illustration of the general directions (i.e. phases) and priorities of a transformation process 

(Withers et al., 2012) (e.g., outline the need for identifying a transformation plan). It guides a SSC team to critical 

decision points throughout a transformation journey. In (Ibrahim et al., 2016), “a smart sustainable city roadmap 

provides a high-level view of the objectives and goals of the transformation process and identifies the 

transformation phases and milestones in order to realize the city’s vision for being smart and sustainable”. 

Therefore; any proposed generic SSC roadmap must be clear, understandable, achievable, and comprehensive as 

possible. This research focuses of proposing such a roadmap. 



The framework, in turn, provides a diagrammatic form highlighting the needed tools to be used for turning 

the roadmap phases and components into actions (Di Biase, 2014; Borowik et al., 2015). It aims at providing 

answers to how to realize a SSC transformation roadmap. In (Ibrahim et al., 2016), “a SSC framework is a layered 

structure that leads city planners and relevant stakeholders throughout a transformation process by providing 

guidance on city readiness for change and the innovative solutions needed to grant urban sustainability and high 

quality of life for citizens”.  

Different approaches were introduced in the literature to assist in the development of such a roadmap 

(Ibrahim, 2015b). This includes the European Platform for Intelligent Cities roadmap (EPIC, 2013), British 

Standards Institute roadmap (BSI, 2014), Huawei (2014) roadmap, ITU-T FG-SSC (2015b) roadmap, and Smart 

Cities Council roadmap (SCC, 2015). Each roadmap tackles a transformation process from its point of view. A 

thorough analysis of these roadmaps clearly shows none of them cover holistically all aspect of the SSCs, which 

constitutes a gap in knowledge. Using a roadmap that does not consider all aspects of a SSC leads to an incomplete 

transformation process. Without a thorough transformation roadmap, city planners, policy makers, and key 

stakeholders will not have a concrete base to follow during their transformation journey. Consequently, the 

possibility of neglecting essential aspects while transforming a city into a SSC becomes high, or worst, it may 

cause the whole transformation process to fail (Edwards et al., 2000). Therefore, a coherent, systematic 

transformation roadmap is a must. 

The purpose of this research is to clarify weather existing SSC transformation roadmaps are considering the 

overall aspects of SSCs. The research question regards the main aspects that should be considered to ensure a 

comprehensive, systematic transformation process of traditional cities into SSCs. The methodology consists of 

studying different SSC transformation roadmaps in the literature, identifying their gap in knowledge, and then 

introducing a novel transformation roadmap based on the Theory of Change (ToC) elements and stages while 

considering the SSC objectives and dimensions. The proposed roadmap guides and facilitates the transformation 

of traditional cities into smart and sustainable ones and has an added value to knowledge and practice. Its main 

contribution highlights the need for an additional starting phases throughout the transformation process based on 

an established theory. These phases ensure examining the current city context regarding its economic, social, 

environmental, and political state and challenges as well as checking the city readiness for change through 

assessing its local assets. The proposed roadmap aims at assisting city planners, decision and policy makers, and 

key stakeholders in understanding the essential aspects to be considered during their cities transformation journey. 

Lastly yet important, transformation of cities from traditional ones into SSCs did not happen yet (Deloitte, 2015). 

This is related to the long-term nature of a transformation process as a journey of continuous improvements. 

Accordingly, none of the proposed roadmaps were validated on real case studies. Some were adopted by existing 

cities and being modified and updated to meet the context and needs of these cities. Others, like the case of this 

research, are conceptual ones. However; our proposed roadmap was validated by surveying experts in the area 

from different countries around the world. This validation process confirmed the introduced components and logic 

of the proposed roadmap.   

The rest of this paper is structured as follows. In the next section, the research methodology and significance 

are highlighted. In Section 3, a brief review and analysis of existing transformation roadmaps in the literature is 

carried out. Section 4 is devoted to the research results and findings, particularly, introducing a link between the 

ToC and SSC concept, introducing a novel theoretical logic model for the transformation towards SSCs, proposing 

a new transformation roadmap along with a tabulated comparison between the proposed roadmap and others, and 

shedding light on the validation process results. Research discussion and limitations are provided in Section 5. 

The paper concludes in Section 6 with a brief summary and ideas for future work. 

2. Research Methodology and Significance 

2.1 Research Methodology 

This research paper is based on two years of extensive research, specifically, on studying and analyzing 

hundreds of research papers, articles, reports, and published studies on smart cities, sustainable cities, sustainable 

urban development, SSCs and urban development related theories. The research follows a theoretical research 

method, particularly, a literature based research methodology to identify a gap in knowledge in existing SSC 

roadmaps in the literature and propose a novel one. The methodology consists of the following: 

(i) Conduct an extensive literature review on existing SSC transformation roadmaps.  

(ii) Study and analyze existing roadmaps and extract and tabulate the main components constituting each. 



(iii) Propose a thorough definition for a SSC transformation roadmap in-line with the objectives of developing 

cities into SSCs (Ibrahim et al., 2016).  

(iv) Due to lack of a theory for the transformation towards SSCs, an extensive literature review on existing 

theories from neighboring disciplines in addition to theories of change was conducted, such as sustainable 

change, urban development, human systems integration, ToC, theory of cities, theory of quality of life, 

and others. 

(v) After selecting the appropriate theory to follow, the phenomenon of transforming cities into SSCs was 

linked to the ToC and a theoretical logic model for the transformation process was introduced, aiming to 

highlight the minimum essential requirements to be considered while developing the desired 

transformation roadmap.     

(vi) The common phases between all roadmaps studied from the literature were selected and considered as 

essential phases in the proposed roadmap. 

(vii) Neglected phases were identified along with the required justifications based on the ToC, sustainable 

urban development, and other related theories as needed. 

(viii) For each phase, a list of required components to be considered while implementing the proposed phase 

was identified. As in points (vi) and (vii), common components were adopted and missing components 

were added supported by proper justification. 

(ix) A comparison between the proposed roadmap and existing studied roadmaps was tabulated aiming to 

highlight the newly added phases and components and demonstrate the strength of the proposed roadmap 

compared to others. 

(x) Undertake a robust validation process to confirm the components of the proposed SSC roadmap.  

2.2 Research Significance 

According to the literature, different approaches were introduced so far to assist in the development of a 

roadmap aimed at facilitating the transformation process of traditional cities into SSCs. However, a thorough 

analysis of these approaches clearly shows that none of them is harmonically structured in a way to consider all 

aspect of SSCs. In specific, in some instances, existing transformation roadmaps neglect analyzing the current 

economic, social, environmental, and political state and challenges of a city. Another group of roadmaps falls 

short in addressing one or more of the dimensions of a SSC. The limitations of the approaches are numerous but 

what is of utmost importance is that none of the existing roadmaps attributes attention to checking the city 

readiness for change before planning a smart urban transformation process. The latter constitutes a knowledge 

gap that this research highlights and addresses through a sound theoretical foundation mainly based on the ToC 

and the sustainable urban development approach. Accordingly, this research starts by introducing a link between 

the ToC and SSCs. Using this link, the theoretical logic model for the transformation towards SSCs is introduced. 

This theoretical model forms the basis for proposing a coherent, systematic transformation roadmap that adopts a 

holistic modality capturing the cross-cutting readiness of the city along the different city’s infrastructures. The 

proposed roadmap guides and facilitates the transformation of traditional cities into smart and sustainable ones 

and has an added value to knowledge and practice. It highlights the need for an additional starting phases 

throughout the transformation process based on an established theory. It aims at assisting city planners, decision 

and policy makers, and key stakeholders in understanding the essential aspects to be considered during their cities 

transformation journey. Lastly yet importantly, this article summarizes the results of a robust validation process 

undertaken to confirm the components of the proposed SSC roadmap. This is done via surveying several global 

experts in the area from different countries around the world. 

3. Literature Review 

The extensive conducted research on existing SSC transformation roadmaps shows the availability of limited 

number of proposed solutions in the literature, each tackling the transformation process from its point of view. 

The latter includes EPIC (2013) roadmap, BSI (2014) roadmap, Huawei (2014) roadmap, ITU-T FG-SSC (2015b) 

roadmap, and SCC (2015) roadmap. This section aims at highlighting the phases of each of the studied roadmaps, 

their weaknesses and shortages, and their mapping to the SSC six dimensions, namely, smart economy, smart 

environment, smart governance, smart living, smart mobility, and smart people (Giffenger et al. 2007). To start 

with, Table 1 illustrates the phases of existing studied and analyzed roadmaps in the literature. 



Table 1 

Phases of existing SSC Transformation Roadmaps in the Literature 

Transformation Roadmap Roadmap Phase 

EPIC (2013) Vision phase 

Plan phase 

Design phase 

Build phase 

Deliver phase 

Operate phase 

BSI (2014) Plan phase 

Initiate phase 

Deliver phase 

Consolidate phase 

Transform phase 

Huawei (2014) Plan phase 

Initiate phase 

Deliver phase 

Consolidate phase 

Transform phase 

ITU-T FG-SSC (2015b) SSC Vision  

SSC Targets 

Achieve Political Commitment 

Build a SSC 

Measure the City Progress 

Ensure Accountability and Responsibility 

SCC (2015) Assessment phase 

Vision phase 

Project plan phase 

Milestones phase 

Metrics phase 

 

The analysis of existing roadmaps shows that they are not solid and are not developed based on a systematic 

and theoretical logic, which constitutes a knowledge gap. For example, BSI and Huawei roadmaps are defining a 

city vision during their proposed planning phase. Based on (KU, 2015), the vision should be defined before 

planning the transformation process solutions and services. This vision is then supported by a vision statement, 

mission statement, objectives, goals, and strategies. Following the vision phase, the transformation change 

activities (i.e. solutions) could be identified and prioritized during the planning phase.  

Moreover, none of the proposed roadmaps considers checking the city readiness for change before planning 

the transformation activities (i.e. solutions). In this context, city readiness refers to the current city capacities 

regarding its hard, soft, and digital infrastructures as well as the level of existing digital literacy. Only the ITU-

FG-SSC and SCC provide lightly touch upon city assessment in their developed roadmaps. Although one aspect 

of the earliest stage of the ITU-T FG-SSC (2015b) roadmap is collecting the relevant data in relation to the city’s 

ICT infrastructure status and its usage at a city-level, the ICT infrastructure is not the only resource required 

throughout the transformation process (Ruhel, 2014; Vogel, 2012; Kohel, 2016). Existing non ICT-based 

infrastructure, such as policies, laws and regulations and healthcare, education, and government systems, are 

essential and should be assessed as well (Any reference?). In relation to the SCC (2015), the proposed roadmap 

includes an assessment phase focusing only on assessing the current status of a city in relation to available SSC 

initiatives and goals, which is also not adequate. 

On another note, none of the studied and analyzed solutions is based on a theoretical foundation or systematic 

logic to be followed while developing the proposed roadmaps; neither identifying their point of view behind the 

techniques used for selecting the proposed phases, ordering of phases, and identifying each phase components.   

Finally, none of the studied roadmaps considers the six dimensions of a SSC, as illustrated in Table 2. Only 

EPIC (2012) indicates their consideration of the six dimensions; however; EPIC provides all SSC solutions and 

services over EPIC platform based on cloud computing techniques using PaaS and SaaS delivery models. All 

suggested services are web-based services and controlled by EPIC team. According to its various downsides 

(Apostu et al., 2013), developing a SSC based only on cloud computing techniques is insufficient. Moreover, 

ICTs are only an enabler or purveyor which allow providing solutions that enhance the smartness level of a city 



(BSI, 2014, ISO/IEC, 2015, ITU-T FG-SSC, 2016). There are many issues to be considered at all city levels that 

have nothing to do with ICT, e.g. government policies, laws and regulations.  

As a result, this research aims at closing this gap in knowledge by introducing a holistic SSC transformation 

roadmap based on a concrete theoretical foundation. The theoretical foundation is used to introduce a novel 

theoretical logic model for the transformation towards SSCs. The proposed roadmap is designed to consider all 

aspects of a SSC including its six dimensions. The latter is covered by showing the need to identify, prioritize, 

design, implement, and deliver a set of solutions under each dimension of a SSC. 
Table 2. 

Mapping of existing SSC transformation roadmaps to the SSCs six dimensions 

Dimensions - SMART 

Study Economy Environment Governance Living Mobility People Others 

EPIC YES YES YES YES YES YES - 

BSI YES YES YES YES - - - 

Huawei YES YES YES YES - - - 

ITU-T  

FG-SSC 

YES YES YES YES 

(named 

as smart 

society) 

- YES 

(named 

as smart 

society) 

- 

SCC - - - - - - Smart Transportation; 

Energy efficiency; 

Smart Grids; 

Smart water networks; 

Public safety; 

Digital gov. services;  

Smart payment.  

* Note: the symbol (-) indicates the disuse of the the  dimension in the study 

 

4. Research Findings and Results 

 

With the aim of closing a knowledge gap in existing SSC transformation roadmaps, this section starts by 

introducing a link between the ToC and SSCs. This link used to propose a novel theoretical logic model for SSCs’ 

transformation process. The latter form the basis for proposing a state-of-the-art SSC transformation roadmap. 

Resulted roadmap is compared to existing ones in the literature, highlighting its added value comparing to others. 

Finally, the results of an undertaken robust validation process to confirm the introduced components of a proposed 

roadmap are summarized. 

 

 

4.1 Theoretical Foundation: Smart Sustainable Cities and Theory of Change 

 

The ToC has emerged in the mid of 1990s from the fields of evaluation theory and social change theory (i.e. 

practices of community initiatives) with the aim of providing new ways of analyzing and evaluating programmes 

and initiatives related to social and political changes (James, 2011; Stein & Valters, 2012; Vogel, 2012). There is 

also a strong link between the ToC and the planning process (i.e. planning theory), as the former is widely used 

as a tool for strategic planning (Anderson, 2004; NPC, 2012; Vogel, 2012; Innes & Booher, 2014). It provides the 

methodological and logical thinking and models required to identify the current context and situation, address the 

needs, and achieve these needs through a series of change events/activities (NPC, 2012; Rogers, 2014).  

From the development perspective, a ToC could be used as a way to focus on the theoretical underpinning 

of a project, identify linkages between project inputs and outputs, and explain how a project is expected to work. 

It helps in developing the required logical planning model of an initiative and programme (Vogel, 2012). From 

the evaluation perspective, a ToC has emerged to model and evaluate social programmes and community 

initiatives including complex ones (Stein and Valters, 2012; Vogel, 2012). As a result, a ToC could be considered 

as a central building block that lays the foundation for the strategic planning, measurement, learning, and 

evaluation planning and design of an initiative and programme (ORSIMPACT, 2015). 

There are various definitions of a ToC depending on the area of research over which it will be applied; 

however; it is commonly realized as a term of why and how a given intervention will lead to a specific change 

taking into consideration the context in which a change will take place. It is a way of describing a set of 



assumptions that are used to explain both a set of mini-activities (i.e. solutions) that leads to the long-term change 

and the connections between these activities and the desired outcomes of a programme or initiative (Weiss, 1995). 

The Ecosystem Services for Poverty Alleviation (ESPA) defines a ToC as a dialogue-based process that is used 

to generate a description of a sequence of events expected to lead to a desired outcome in a particular context. 

The description is often presented in a diagrammatic form and narrative summary to provide a guiding roadmap 

and framework, showing to the project team and related stakeholders how and why the desired goals can be 

achieved (Vogel, 2012).  

To reach a better understanding of a programme or initiative, a ToC process provides five essential elements 

that should be addressed in order, as stages (i.e. phases), namely: (1) context of the initiative, (2) long-term change, 

(3) sequence of events, (4) assumptions, and (5) change diagram and narrative summary (Vogel, 2012; Allen, 

2016). Figure 3 provides a summary of a ToC and its elements/stages, noting that the fifth stage aims at 

representing a ToC process using a diagrammatic form, such as a roadmap, and narrative summary. 

 

 
 

Figure 3: Theory of Change Elements and Stages 

A ToC has strong roots in a number of disciplines, including sociology, political science, communications, 

environmental and organizational psychology (Stachowiak, 2013), education, public health (Laing & Todd, 2015), 

community development, and international development (Stein & Valters, 2012, Vogel, 2012; Laing & Todd, 

2015). These strong roots come from the power of a ToC to focus not only on generating the required knowledge 

about the effectiveness of programmes and initiatives, but also on explaining the methods that are needed to be 

used to make a programme and initiative effective (Chris et al., 2011).  

Focusing on communities, a community can be a nuclear family, urban community, suburban community, 

rural community, national region, region within a state, or entire nation (Debertin & Goetz, 2008). As one type of 

a community, many national and international studies use a ToC for urban development (LTS & ITAD, 2012; 

Mackinlay et. al, 2013; Gottret, 2013; PD&R, 2013). In this matter, a ToC helps in developing an overall picture 

of a required urban change that could be achieved through a series of change activities to be applied at different 

city levels based on a city context, needs and local interests. It is worth noting that the change activities in the 

context of a ToC refer to any activity (i.e. solution) that may be identified for the benefit of achieving the desired 

long term change and goals.  In other word, they are a series of actions that may help in achieving the predefined 

and agreed on vision. For instance, one activity may focus on creating new policies to encourage citizens’ 

engagement in the city governance, others may provide the needed solutions to reduce greenhouse gas emission, 

improve healthcare and education systems, and enhance transportation systems.    

In turn, urban development is the main constituent of cities’ vision, particularly SSCs’ vision. For the latter, 

this vision could be achieved through a series of change activities to be applied at all city levels (i.e. as smart and 

sustainable solutions over the SSC six dimensions). These activities should take into consideration the city 



context, needs, and local interests while ensuring the sustainability of a city in respect to its economic, 

environmental, and social aspects. With this urban development vision, a ToC, as a result, could be applied on the 

area of developing cities into SSCs. Its tools could be used to simplify the process of understanding the required 

transformation flow, components, and set of change activities (i.e. solutions) that are needed to transform a city 

into a SSC, keeping in mind that the long-term change of a transformation process is developing a city in question 

into a SSC. Figure 4 illustrates how a ToC concept is applied on urban development discipline and how 

transforming a city into a SSC is being linked to a ToC. 

 

 
 

Figure 4. Theory of Change and Smart Sustainable Cities  

 

Applying the  ToC elements and stages shown in Figure 3, on a SSC concept and studying different 

techniques used to represent a ToC logic model (Vogel, 2012; KU, 2015; Allen, 2016) made it possible to 

introduce  a theoretical logic model for transforming cities into SSC. This is  illustrated in Figure 5. This logic 

model highlights the minimum essential elements and stages (i.e. phases) to consider during a SSC transformation 

process. The introduced logic model forms the basis for proposing a new transformation roadmap for SSCs. 

Return arrows from ‘OUTCOMES-IMPACT’ stage to “CITY CONTEXT’ and ‘INPUTS’ stages indicate the 

continuity of the transformational change process. The double-headed arrows between ‘INPUTS’ and 

‘ACTIVITES, ‘ACTIVITES’ and ‘OUTPUTS’, and ‘OUTPUTS’ and ‘OUTCOMES-IMPACT’ indicate a 

bidirectional relationships and correlations between their elements that are neither predictive nor casual (Hair Jr 

et al., 2011), which is the case in the transformational change where long-term outcomes of a change are complex 

and unpredictable (Rikerjoe, 2009; Folke et al., 2010).  

 



 
 

Figure 5. Theoretical Logic Model for Transformation towards Smart Sustainable Cities 

 

4.2 Proposed SSC Transformation Roadmap 

 

As a high-level view of a SSC transformation process, the proposed roadmap aims at providing an overview 

of the minimum required aspects to be considered during a SSC transformation process. As required by a ToC, 

checking the city context at an early stage (i.e. during the Vision and City Readiness phases) of the proposed 

roadmap ensures the possibility of customizing the components of the following phases based on a city context 

and according to its specific attributes, needs, local interests, starting point, and specific sustainability objectives. 

Its continuity approach assures the sustainability of a transformation process through learning from previous SSC 

experiences, continuous improvements, and producing of additional changes at all city levels. It requires checking 

the city readiness for change before start planning and implementing the change activities (i.e. solutions), which 

is not considered by any of the studied roadmaps in the literature. The proposed roadmap is designed in a way 

taking into consideration the six dimensions of a SSC and ensuring the sustainability of a city over its economic, 

environmental, and social levels. Based on the results of analyzing existing roadmaps in the literature, the 

proposed roadmap’s phases and components under each phase are either adopted from existing SSC solutions, or 

added based on the ToC required elements and sustainable urban development needs.  

The proposed roadmap, as illustrated in Figure 6, consists of six phases named as: (1) City Vision, (2) City 

Readiness, (3) City Plan, (4) City Transformation, (5) Monitoring and Evaluation, and (6) Sustain Change. Each 

phase has a list of components to be carried out at a certain level of a transformation process. Dividing each phase 

into smaller components makes it easier to understand, implement, monitor, and evaluate. Return arrows from 

“Sustain Change” phase to “City Vision” phase and “City Transformation” phase indicate the continuity of a 

transformation process; meaning that the resulted outputs of this phase either show a need to update and enhance 

the previously identified transformation strategies, goals and objectives or improve the ability to maintain 

implemented solutions and introduce more new changes. 

 



 
 

Figure 6. The Proposed Smart Sustainable City Transformation Roadmap 

 

The first two phases of the proposed roadmap, namely, “City Vision” and “City Readiness”, are related 

directly to the city context. The first phase focuses on checking the current state and challenges of a city regarding 

its economic, social, environmental, and political aspects. This helps in identifying existing challenges to be closed 

throughout a transformation process. The latter also facilitate agreeing on the overall vision of a city to be 

identified in collaboration with a group of relevant stakeholders and citizens. A series of strategies that can be 

followed to realized the agreed upon vision along with the transformation goals and objectives are identified 

during this phase as well (KU, 2015; Hofstrand, 2016). The final component to consider during this phase is 

identifying the stakeholders and citizen engagement mechanisms (BSI, 2014; Huawei, 2014; SCC, 2015; ITU-T 

GF-SSC, 2015b). These mechanisms ensure the engagement of a wider range and types of stakeholders including 

citizens, from all city levels, in a transformation process from its early stages, aiming to boost transparency and 

improve citizens buy-in. Therefore; there is a need to communicate the new city vision, mission, and strategies 

with locals using all possible communication channels (Kotter, 1995; Carpenter et al., 2012). If communicated 

properly, a wide range of city stakeholders including different types of citizens will get a city vision in a right way 

and participate into it (Kotter & Cohen, 2012).   

This research new added value to knowledge and practice is represented by adding a new phase focuses on 

checking the city readiness for change before planning a transformation process, namely, “City Readiness” phase; 

noting that none of the studied roadmaps highlights the necessity of such a phase. The ITU-T FG-SSC (2015b) 

only suggests gathering the relevant data in relation to the status of the ICT infrastructure and its usage at the city 

level during its “Vision” phase. According to its importance and effect on a transformation process, this research 

tackles the city readiness for change as a stand-alone phase, during which the status of the current ICT-based 

infrastructure, Non ICT-based infrastructure, and availability of any previous SSC initiatives are examined.  

In the context of this research, checking the city status regarding its current ICT-based infrastructure means 

checking the status of the current city (1) hardware infrastructure, such as wired and wireless networks 

infrastructure, (2) software infrastructure, such as social, business, and government applications, and (3) level of 

digital literacy, which requires sets of skills that are interdisciplinary in nature, such as the level of ICT skills, 

information skills, media skills, learning to learn skills, and civic skills. Checking the city status regarding its Non 



ICT-based infrastructure refers to the current status of the city (1) hard infrastructure (i.e. tangible structures), 

such as buildings, roads, green areas, and bridges and (2) soft infrastructure (i.e. intangible structures), such as 

laws and regulations, policies, and healthcare and education systems. Finally, checking previously implemented 

or being implemented SSC initiatives aims at benefiting from these urban development initiatives and avoiding 

the duplication of efforts as well as learning from existing experiences.  

The aim of the “City Readiness” phase is to help city planners, decision makers and relevant stakeholders to 

assess where their city is, identify the gap, and plan the transformation process accordingly. After checking the 

city readiness for change, a list of change activities could be designed, implemented, delivered, monitored, and 

evaluated to help closing the identified gap and providing solutions that are relevant to the objectives of a SSC. 

These activities should be planned based on the six dimensions of a SSC taking into consideration the current city 

context, needs and local interests with the aim of improving the quality of life of citizens, urban operations and 

services, and competitiveness. For example, if one of the city challenges is to increase its regional or international 

economic level, a city under a SSC smart economy dimension could plan and design a series of change activities 

(i.e. solutions). The latter may include activities to change the current city policies to encourage the establishment 

of new small and medium-sized business. Other change activities may focus on creating of new sectors for local, 

regional, and international investments.    

A SSC transformation process, as a continuous long-term process, must be sustained and its continuity 

should be ensured. For this purpose, once the performance reports and documentations of the “Monitoring & 

Evaluation” phase become available, a SSC project team along with relevant stakeholders can use them as a 

reference to plan the appropriate future actions to be taken. As illustrated in Figure 7, this research divides the 

“Sustain Change” phase into four categories, namely:  

(i) Learning from previous experiences, to avoid repeating the same previous mistakes,  

(ii) Continuous improvements, to update and/or improve the transformation strategies, objectives, and 

goals if needed as well as to improve and maintain implemented and delivered solutions and services,  

(iii) Announce achievements, to maintain the transparency of a SSC transformation process, share 

experiences with others to learn from, and increase citizens and stakeholders buy-in, and  

(iv) Produce more changes, to ensures the continuity of a transformation process by stimulating the change 

process through producing a new series of change activities, aiming to realize the long-term goal of 

developing a city into a SSC. 

 

 
 

Figure 7. Sustaining a Smart Sustainable City Transformation Process and moving Forward 

 

A comparison between the proposed roadmap and studied ones is carried out, focusing on the newly added 

phases and components to demonstrate the strength of the proposed roadmap comparing to others. Table 3 

provides a sample of the compression results. 

 

 
 



Table 3. 

Comparison between the proposed smart sustainable city roadmap and existing studied roadmaps from the literature 

Roadmap     Consider the 

SSC six 

dimensions*   

City 

governs 

solutions      

Check 

current city 

state 

City Readiness Identify 

assumptions/

constraints 
 

ICT 

Infrastructure 

Non ICT 

Infrastructure 

Previous 

initiatives 

Proposed 

roadmap 
YES YES YES YES YES YES YES 

BSI 
NO YES NO NO NO NO YES 

(constraints) 

Huawei NO YES NO NO NO NO NO 

EPIC YES NO NO NO NO NO YES 

ITU-T  NO YES NO YES NO NO NO 

SCC NO YES YES NO NO YES NO 

* See Table 2 for more information about which dimensions are covered by each study 

 

4.3 Validation Results  

 

The transformation of traditional cities into SSCs did not happen yet (Deloitte, 2015). Accordingly, none of 

the proposed transformation roadmaps were completely validated on real case studies. Some were adopted by 

existing cities and are being updated and modified to meet the context and needs of these cities, such as the case 

of Dubai city (SCC, 2015; ITUT FG-SSC, 2016). Others are still in their conceptual stage without even validating 

their performance and correctness (EPIC, 2013; BSI, 2013; Huawei, 2014).  

To check the soundness of the proposed approach, a validation exercise should be considered. In fact, 

validating a conceptual roadmap aims at determining its correctness, ensuring that its representation (e.g. its 

components) is reasonable for its intended purpose (Sargent, 1992; Kleijnen, 1994; Robinson, 1997). A trustful 

validation technique that captures the level of significance of the proposed approaches must be selected. 

According to the literature, numerous are the validation techniques that researchers may adopt to validate their 

work. These include examining the effectiveness of the proposed models via its application on real cases, 

conducting surveys, undertaking interviews with experts, among others (Sargent, 1992; Robinson, 1997; Banks, 

1998). Given that the novelty of this research is of conceptual nature, it becomes important to validate it via 

capturing the insights of experts in the field on the various components of the model and refine it accordingly 

prior to applying it to real cases. Therefore, this research uses the survey questionnaire method to validate the 

different components of the proposed roadmap. It captures the insights of a group of experts from Europe, 

Americas, and Asia with a notable professional and/or Academic expertise in SSCs, sustainable cities, urban 

development, and ICT. Countries include Canada, Colombia, Estonia, Germany, Italy, Japan, Russia, United 

Kingdom (UK), United States (USA), and South Korea. The validation exercise mainly took place in the United 

Kingdom. The feedback of the experts is then used to modify and update the roadmap; either by adding the missed 

components or modifying existing ones if needed. This aims at enhancing the credibility of the proposed roadmap 

to be used on real-world systems and case studies (Sharp et al., 2002; FoF, 2012; Mureddu et al., 2014; Grafakos, 

2015). Levels of experiences of surveyed experts are summarized in Table 4. 

 
Table 4: Levels of experiences of surveyed experts 

Experience 
Level of Experience 

None Knowledgeable Advanced Proficient 

SSC Concept 0% 31% 54% 15% 

Sustainability Concept 0% 8% 23% 69% 

City Planning & Evaluation 0% 38% 15% 47% 

City Transformation Process 0% 23% 69% 8% 

Cities’ Stakeholder Engagement 0% 23% 15% 62% 



Technology & Innovation 0% 0% 23% 77% 

 

The validation questionnaire consisted of two types of questions, close-ended and open-ended questions. 

The former was used to ask respondents about their level of satisfaction on the posed question. The latter aimed 

at collecting suggestions to realize the posed question. A 4-point Likert scale was used to collect respondents’ 

answers on most of the close-ended question. The scale allowed the respondents to select their answers from a set 

of categories, that are: “very important OR strongly agree”, “important OR agree”, “moderately important OR 

disagree”, and “unimportant OR strongly disagree”. Collected data was then analyzed using two different types 

of statistical methods, namely, the consensus and dissention measures test and frequency method.  

The level of consensus (Cns) and dissension (Dns) were calculated to measure the level of agreement and 

disagreement on the posed hypothesis. Assume the 4-point Likert scale categories are represented by the set 

X={1,2,3,4,5}, then the Cns and Dns could be measured using the following formulas (Tastle et al., 2005; Tastle 

and Wierman, 2006 & 2007): 

 

𝐶𝑛𝑠 (𝑋) = 1 + ∑ 𝑝𝑖  log2 (1 − 
|𝑋𝑖 −  𝜇𝑋|

𝑑𝑋
)

𝑛

𝑖=1

               𝑤ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑒 0 ≤ 𝐶𝑛𝑠(𝑋) ≤ 1 (1) 

   𝐷𝑛𝑠 (𝑋) =  1 − 𝐶𝑛𝑠(𝑋)                                                      𝑤ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑒 0 ≤ 𝐷𝑛𝑠(𝑋) ≤ 1 (2) 

 

where pi is the relative frequency associated with each category Xi, is the mean, and dx is the width of X. The 

degree of consensus and dissention measures is a value between 0 and 1. For consensus, the value ‘0’ means that 

there is no consensus/agreement, leaving the dissention value equal to ‘1’. On another hand, the consensus value 

‘1’ indicates the existence of a complete consensus/agreement making the dissention value equals to ‘0’. Sample 

of the both measures is illustrated in Table 5. 

 
Table 5: Consensus and Dissension Measures of the proposed SSC Transformation roadmap 

Question Mean (X) Standard Deviation () Consensus (Cns) Dissention (Dns) 

Q1  3.54 0.63 0.68 0.32 

Q2 

Q2.1 3.77 0.42 0.81 0.19 

Q2.2 3.85 0.36 0.86 0.14 

Q2.3 3.69 0.46 0.78 0.23 

Q2.4 3.54 0.50 0.74 0.26 

Q2.5 3.15 0.77 0.63 0.38 

Q2.6 3.62 0.62 0.70 0.30 

Q2.7 3.62 0.62 0.70 0.30 

Q2.8 3.62 0.62 0.70 0.30 

Q3  3.77 0.42 0.81 0.19 

Q4 & Q5  Not Applicable 

Q6 

Q6.1 3.31 0.72 0.64 0.36 

Q6.2 3.46 0.63 0.68 0.32 

Q6.3 3.62 0.62 0.70 0.30 

Q6.4 3.77 0.42 0.81 0.19 

Q6.5 3.54 0.63 0.68 0.32 

Q6.6 2.69 0.46 0.78 0.23 

Q6.7 3.38 0.62 0.69 0.31 

Q6.8 3.46 0.50 0.74 0.26 

Q6.9 3.46 0.63 0.68 0.32 

Q6.10 3.92 0.27 0.93 0.08 

Q6.11 3.77 0.42 0.81 0.19 

Q6.12 3.92 0.27 0.93 0.08 

Q6.13 3.77 0.42 0.81 0.19 

Q6.14 3.62 0.62 0.70 0.30 



Q6.15 3.46 0.63 0.68 0.32 

 

In turn, the frequency method was used to calculate the percentages of respondents on each Likert scale 

category for each question and illustrate results using a proposer statistical chart or graph. One of the added values 

of this research is proposing a stand-alone phase for checking the city readiness for change before planning a 

transformation process solutions and services. This phase focuses on assessing the current city assets regarding 

its non ICT-based (i.e. hard and soft) and ICT-based (i.e. hardware and software) infrastructures. As illustrated in 

Figure 8, about 85% of views (i.e. summation of “very important” and “important” options) tended to assess the 

hard infrastructure and software digital infrastructure  of a city before planning a SSC transformation solutions 

and services. There was a collective agreement on the necessity of assessing the soft infrastructure and digital 

hardware infrastructure in turn.  

 

 

On a final note, this research provides a brief summary on the respondents’ reviews regarding different 

aspects considered in the proposed SSC transformation roadmap as illustrated in Figure 9.  

 

 

The above figure shows that the majority of the respondents (92%), confirm the need for considering the 

components related to the city context and needs, stakeholders’ engagement, city assets and readiness, CSFs, 

prioritization of activities, announcing achievements, and producing of more changes. As for other components, 

all respondents agreed unanimously on their significance. 

 

5. Discussion and Limitations 

 

This research study provides an insight into what are the aspects that should be considered before and during 

the process of developing cities into SSCs, introducing an easy to follow SSCs transformation roadmap. It is the 

result of two years of research studying and analyzing hundreds of technical reports and publications related to 

the subject matter in the literature and applying an in-depth analysis on these that provide detailed information 

about the required stages for the transformation journey. The results show a gap in knowledge in relation to the 

required aspects that should be taken into consideration throughout a transformation process. For instance, none 

of the studies mentions the need to check the city readiness for change before planning the needed transformation 

activities, which has a critical effect on the success of a transformation process that may only lead to failure. On 

another note, the introduced roadmap is not designed to a specific city, neither applicable on a particular context. 

The first two phases of the proposed roadmap aim at checking the city context in relation to its economic, 

environmental, social and political status before agreeing on a city transformation vision and its related strategies, 

goals and objectives as well as assessing the current city assets. After checking the city context and its readiness 

for change, a SSC project team can plan a transformation process based on the city context, needs, and local 

interests taking into consideration a SSC objectives and dimensions. This research also introduced an 

unprecedented link between the ToC and SSCs and came up with a novel theoretical logic model for its 

transformation process. 

Although the research has reached its aims, there are some limitations to shed light on. The concept of SSCs 

is recent, limiting the availability of references that provide detailed information on roadmaps to assist the 

transformation towards SSCs. After conducting numerous research on the subject matter, only five appropriate 

studies were existing to collect the needed information from. Moreover, with a lack of a theory for the 

transformation towards SSCs and after studying different theories related to sustainable urban development, 

sustainable change, theories of change, human systems integration, theory of cities, theory of quality of life and 

others, this research selects a ToC as a solid theoretical foundation to highlight the needed stages throughout a 

transformation process as it is being used in many disciplines including sustainable urban development and 

strategic planning ones. This opens the door for others to select different theories to be applied on developing 

cities into SSCs or even develop a new theory for SSCs. Last but not least, a SSC transformation is a long-term 

process that cannot be achieved overnight; therefore; the proposed roadmap, like others, is still in its theoretical 

phase with no real implementation of it on existing city(ies).    

 



6. Conclusion and Future work 

 

Transforming a city into a Smart Sustainable City (SSC) is a continuous long-term process that requires 

changes to be introduced at all city levels. To be planned effectively and efficiently, a thorough high-level 

overview roadmap of needed aspects to be considered during a transformation process is highly needed. Different 

attempts exist in the literature to develop such a roadmap; each tackles a transformation process from its point of 

view without taking into account all required aspects of developing cities into SSCs, which denotes a gap in 

knowledge.  This research starts by introducing a novel relation between Theory of Change (ToC) and SSCs along 

with a new SSC theoretical logic model, providing the basis for the proposed roadmap. It then proposes a novel 

transformation roadmap that could be customized based on city context, needs, and local interests. The roadmap 

provides an overview of the general directions of a transformation process, identifying the main phases and 

components that should be achieved during a transformation journey. It is being developed while taking into 

consideration the six dimensions of a SSC, city readiness for change, and sustainability of a city over its economic, 

environmental, and social levels. Its phases and components are adopted from existing SSC solutions, ToC 

elements, and/or sustainable urban development needs. The proposed roadmap guides and facilitates the 

transformation of traditional cities into smart and sustainable ones and has an added value to knowledge and 

practice. It highlights the need for an additional starting phase throughout the transformation process based on an 

established theory. It aims at assisting city planners, decision and policy makers, and key stakeholders in 

understanding the essential aspects to consider during their cities’ transformation journey. Lastly yet important, 

the proposed roadmap was validated by surveying different experts in the area from different countries around the 

world. Validation results confirm the components of the proposed roadmap. 

The proposed roadmap lays the foundation stone for developing a SSC transformation framework. The latter 

aims at providing the necessary tools needed to meet and achieve the identified phases and components of a SSC 

transformation roadmap. It also provides a generic list of areas under each of the SSC six dimensions to observe 

when transforming a city into a SSC, after which a city could be transformed into a SSC.  Another planned future 

work is applying the proposed SSC transformation roadmap on real case studies.  

 

References  

Albino, V., Berardi, U., & Dangelico, R.M. (2015). Smart Cities: Definitions, Dimensions, Performance, and 

Initiatives. Journal of Urban Technology, 22(1), pp. 3-21.  

Allen, W. (2016). Diagramming a Theory of Change. Learning for Sustainability (LfS), [Online]. Available: 

http://learningforsustainability.net/post/diagramming-theory-change/. 

Anastasia, S. (2012). The Concept of ‘Smart Cities’ – Towards Community Development. Networks and 

Communication Studies. NETCOM, 26(3-4), pp. 375-388. 

Anderson, A. (2004). Theory of Change as a Tool for Strategic Planning. The ASPEN Institute, Roundtable on 

Community Change. New York, NY: USA. 

Apostu, A., Puican, F., Ularu, G., Suciu, G., Todoran, G., & WSEAS (2013). Study on Advantages and 

Disadvantages of Cloud Computing – The Advantages of Telemetry Applications in the Cloud. International 

Conference, 13th, Applied Computer Science, pp. 118-123. 

Banks, J. (1998). Handbook of Simulation: Principles, Methodology, Advances, Applications, and Practice. 

Wiley, John & Sons, Incorporate, 1st Edition. 

Borowik, G., Chaczko, Z., Jacak, W. & Luba, T. (2015). Computational Intelligence and Efficiency in 

Engineering Systems, Studies in Computational Intelligent.  In Springer International Publishing (Eds.), 1st 

Edition (pp. 49-59). 

BSI (2014). Smart City Framework – Guide to establishing Strategies for Smart Cities and Communities. BSI 

Standards Publication, PAS 181:2014, British Standards Institute (BSI), London: United Kingdom. 

Caragliu, A., Del Bo, C., & Nijkamp, P. (2011). Smart Cities in Europe. Journal of Urban Technology, 18(2), pp. 

65-82. 

Carpenter, M., Bauer, T., & Erdogan, B. (2009). Principles of Management. Flat World Knowledge, Inc., 1st 

Edition. 

Choucri, N., Mistree, D., Haghseta, F., Mezher, T., Baker, W. R. & Ortiz, C. I. (2007). Mapping Sustainability: 

Knowledge e-Networking and the Value Chain. In Alliance for Global Sustainability Bookseries (Eds.), (pp. 428-

429). Springer. 



Chris, C., Noakes, L., Westine, C., & Schröter, D. (2011). A Systematic Review of Theory-Driven Evaluation 

Practice from 1990 to 2009. American Journal of Evaluation, 32(2), pp. 199-226. 

Deakin, M.& Al Waer, H. (2011). From Intelligent to Smart Cities. Intelligent Buildings International, 3(3), pp. 

140–152. 

Debertin, D.L., & Goetz, S.J. (2008). Social Capital Formation in Rural, Urban and Suburban Communities. 

Social Capital, 1, pp. 60-.90. 

Deloitte (2015). Smart Cities: How rapid advances in technology are reshaping our economy and society. Deloitte 

Touch Tohmatsu Limited (DTTL), Vol. (1). Amsterdam: Netherlands. 

Di Biase, S. A. (2014). Innovation Roadmapping – Where to go. In Premier Insights, LLC. (Eds.), Applied 

Innovation - A Handbook (pp. 191). 

Edwards, R.W., Jumper-Thurman, P., Plesterd, B.A., Oetting, E.R., & Swanson, L. (2000). Community 

Readiness: Research to Practice. Journal of Community Psychology, 28(3), pp. 281-207. 

EPIC (2013). EPIC Roadmap for Smart Cities. European Platform for Intelligent Cities (EPIC), Version 1.0, 

European Union. 

FoF (2012). Roadmap Validation Report. European Forum for ICT in Factories of the Future (FoF) – Research 

and Innovation. Luxemburg: Luxemburg. 

Folke, C., Carpenter, S., R., Walker, B., Scheffer, M., Chapin, T. & Tockstom, J. (2010). Resilience Thinking: 

Integrating Resilience, Adaptability and Transformability. Ecology and Society, 15(4): 20. 

Giffinger, R., Fertner, C., Kramar, H., Kalasek, R., Pichler-Milanovic´, N., & Meijers, E. (2007). Smart Cities: 

Ranking of European Medium-sized Cities. Center of Regional Science (SRF), Vienna University of Technology. 

Graz, AG: Austria. 

Gottret, M. (2013). The Urban Development Project theory of Change. Prezi, [Online]. Available: 

https://prezi.com/iiemlbctsgib/the-urban-development-project-theory-of-change/.  

Grafakos, S. (2015). Developing an Integrated Sustainability and Resilience Framework of Indicators for the 

Assessment of low-carbon Energy Technologies at the local Level. International Journal of Sustainable Energy, 

Teylor & Francis, pp. 1-27. 

Hair Jr, J.F., Wolfinbarager, M., Money, A.H, Samouel, P. & Page M.J. (2011). Essentials of Business Research 

Methods. Routledge, 2nd Edition, ISBN-13: 978-0765626318. 

Hofstrand, D. (2016). Vision and Mission Statements – a Roadmap of Where You Want to Go and How to Get 

There. Ag Decision Maker, Department of Economics, Iowa State University Extension and Outreach. 

Huawei (2014). Understanding Top-Level Design for Smart Cities. ICT Insights, Huawei Enterprise, Issue (10), 

pp. 20-23. 

Ibrahim, M., Al-Nasrawi, S., El-Zaart, A., & Adams, C. (2015a). Challenges facing E-Government and Smart 

Sustainable City: An Arab Region Perspective. 15th European Conference on e-Government, ECEG. 

Ibrahim, M., El-Zaart, A., & Adams, C. (2015b). Paving the Way to Smart Sustainable Cities: Transformation 

Models and Challenges. Journal of Information Systems and Technology Management (JISTEM), 12(3), pp. 559-

576. 

Ibrahim, M., El-Zaart, A. & Adams, C. (2016). Smart Sustainable Cities: A New Perspective on Transformation, 

Roadmap, and Framework Concepts. The Fifth International Conference on Smart Cities, Systems, Devices and 

Technologies (includes URBAN COMPUTING 2016), IARIA 2016, pp. 8-14. 

Inness, J. E. & Booher, D. E. (2014). A Turning Point for Planning Theory?: Overcoming Dividing Discourses. 

Planning Theory & Practice, 14, pp. 195-213. 

ISO/IEC (2015). Smart Cities – Preliminary Report (2014). International Organization for Standardization and 

International Electrotechnical Commission (ISO/IEC). Genève: Switzerland. 

ITU-T FG-SSC (2014a). Technical Report on Smart Sustainable Cities: An analysis of Definitions. International 

Telecommunication Union (ITU-T), Focus Group on Smart Sustainable Cities (FG-SSC), United Nations. 

ITU-T FG-SSC (2014b). An Overview of Smart Sustainable Cities and the role of Information and 

Communication Technologies. International Telecommunication Union (ITU-T), Focus Group on Smart 

Sustainable Cities (FG-SSC), United Nations. 

ITU-T FG-SSC (2016). Shaping Smarter and more Sustainable Cities: Striving for Sustainable Development 

Goals. International Telecommunication Union (ITU-T), Focus Group on Smart Sustainable Cities (FG-SSC), 

United Nations. 

James, C. (2011). Theory of Change Review. A report commissioned by Comic Relief. 



Kleijnen, J. (1994). Sensitivity Analysis versus Uncertainty Analysis: When to Use what.? In Predictability and 

Nonlinear Modeling in Natural Science and Economics, Springer-Science+Business Media, B.V., ISBN 978-94-

011-0962-8 (eBook), pp. 322-333. 

Kohel, K. (2016). Becoming a Sustainable Organization: A Project and Portfolio Management Approach. 

Auerbach Publications, Best Practices and Advances in Program Management (Book 25). 

Kotter, P.J. (1995). Leading Change: Why Transformation Efforts Fail. Harvard Business Review (pp. 92-107), 

1st Edition. 

Kotter, P.J. & Cohen D.S. (2012). The Heart of Change: Real-Life Stories of How People Change Their 

Organization. Harvard Business Review Press, 1st Edition. 

KU (2015). Access Practical, Step-by-step Guidance in Community-Building Skills. Community Tool Box, Work 

Group for Community Health and Development, University of Kansas (KU).  

Laing, K., & Todd, L. (Eds.) (2015). Theory-based Methodology: Using Theories of Change for Development, 

Research and Evaluation. Research Centre for Learning and Teaching, Newcastle University. Newcastle: United 

Kingdom. 

LTS & ITAD (2012). ESPA Theory of Change. Economy Services for Poverty Alleviation (ESPA), By LSA 

International and ITAD. Edinburgh: United Kingdom. 

Mackinlay, L., Monbiot, E., & Boxelaar, L. (2013). World’s Vision Theory of Change. World Vision International. 

Monrovia, California: USA. 

Monfaredzadeh, T. & Berardi, U. (2015). Beneath the Smart City: Dichotomy between Sustainability and 

Competitiveness. International Journal of Sustainable Building Technology and Urban Development, Vol. (6), 

No. (3), pp. 140-156. 

Mureddu, F., Misuraca, G., Osimo, D., Onori, R. & Armenia, S. (2014). Handbook of Research on Advanced ICT 

Integration for Governance and Policy Modeling: A Living Roadmap for Policymaking. Government IS&T Books, 

pp. 433-460. 

Nam, T., & Pardo T. A. (2011). Conceptualizing Smart Sustainable City with Dimensions of Technology, People, 

and Institutions. Proceedings of the 12th Annual International Conference on Digital Government Research, pp. 

282-291. 

Negre, E., Rosenthal-Sabroux, C., & Gasco, M. (2015). A Knowledge-based Conceptual Vision of the Smart City.  

48th Hawaii International Conference on System Science, pp. 2317-2325. 

Neirotti, P., De Marco, A., Cagliano, A.C., Mangano, G., & Scorrano, F. (2014). Current Trends in Smart City 

Initiatives: Some Stylised Facts. Cities, 38, pp. 25–36. 

NPC (2012). Theory of Change: The beginning of Making a Difference. New Philanthropy Capital (NPC): Kail 

A. & Lumley, T. London: United Kingdom. 

O’Grady, M., & O’Hare, G. (2012). How Smart Is Your City? Science Magazine, 335 (6076), pp. 1581-1582. 

ORSIMPACT (2015). Theory of Change. ORSIMPACT | Missions Accomplished. Seattle, WA: USA. 

PD&R (2013). Developing Choice Neighborhoods: An Early Look at Implementation in Five Sites. Office of 

Policy Development and Research (PD&R), U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development. Washington, 

DC: USA. 

Rikerjoe (2009). Transactional, Transitional, and Transformational Change. Leading Space. [Online]. Available: 

https://leadingspace.wordpress.com/2009/12/20/transactional-transitional-and-transformational-change/.  

Rogers, P. (2014). Theory of Change, Methodological Brief: Impact Evaluation No. 2. UNICEF Office of 

Research. Florence: Spain.   

Robinson, S. (1997). Simulation Model Verification and Validation: Increasing the Users’ Confidence. 

Proceedings of 29th Conference on Winter Simulation, pp. 53-59. 

Rubel, H. (2014). Smart Cities – how to master the world’s biggest growth challenge. The Boston Consulting 

Group (BCG), [Online]. Available: http://www.slideshare.net/TheBostonConsultingGroup/smart-cities-

35846005. 

SCC (2015). Smart Cities Readiness Guide: The Planning Manual for Building Tomorrow’s cities Today. Smart 

Cities Council (SCC). Washington, WA: USA. 

Sargent, R.G. (1992). Verification and Validation of Simulation Models. Proceeding of the 1992 Winter 

Simulation Conference, ed. J. J. Swain, D. Goldsman, R. C. Crain, and J. R. Wilson, pp. 104-114. 

Sharp, J.A., Peters, J. & Howard, K. (2002). The Management of Student Research Project. Routledge, British 

Library Cataloguing in Publishing Data, 3rd Edition, ISBN 0-566-08490-2. 



Stachowiak, S. (2013). Pathways for Change: 10 Theories to Inform Advocacy and Policy Change Efforts. Center 

for Evaluation Innovation, ORS Impact (Organizational Research Services), Washington: DC, United states. 

Stein, D., & Valters, C. (2012). Understanding Theory of Change in International Development. The Justice and 

Security Research Programme (JSRP). London: United Kingdom. 

Tastle, W.J. & Wierman, M.J. (2006). An Information Theoretic Measure for the Evaluation of Ordinal Scale 

Data.  Behavior Research Methods, Vol. (38), No. (3), pp.487-494. 

Tastle, W.J. & Wierman, M.J. (2007). Consensus and Dissention: A Measure of Ordinal Dispersion.  International 

Journal of Approximate Reasoning, Vol. (45), pp. 531-545. 

Tastle, W.J., Wierman, M.J. and Dumdum, U.R. (2005). Ranking Ordinal Scales Using the Consensus Measure. 

Issues in Information Systems, Vol. (4), No. (2), pp. 96-102. 

Townsend, A.M. (2013). Smart Cities: Big Data, Civic Hackers, and the Quest for a New Utopia.  Norton & 

Company. New York, NY: USA.  

UN (2014). Report of the World Urbanization Prospects: the 2014 Revision, Highlights. Department of Economic 

and Social Affairs, Publication Division, United Nations. 

Vogel, I. (2012). ESPA Guide to Working with Theory of Change for Research Projects. The Ecosystem Services 

for Poverty Alleviation (ESPA) Programme. Scotland: United Kingdom. 

Weiss, C.H. (1995). New Approaches to Evaluating Community Initiatives: Concepts, Methods and Contexts.  In 

J. P. Connell, A. C. Kubisch, L. B. Schorr and C. H. Weiss (Eds.), Nothing as Practical as Good Theory: Exploring 

Theory-Based Evaluation for Comprehensive Community-Based Initiatives for Children and Families (pp. 65-

92). Washington, DC: Aspen Institute. 

Withers, M., Williams, M., & Reddington M. (2012). Transforming HR: Creating Value through People. Elsevier 

Ltd., 2nd Edition (pp. 132-139). 

 

 

 

 

 
Figure 1. Smart Sustainable City six dimension and ICTs 

 



 
Figure 2. Relationship between a Smart Sustainable City Transformation (1) Roadmap and (2) Framework  

(without the detailed phases, components, and tools of each)  

 

 

Figure 8: Significance of Assessing the Current City Assets 

 



 

Figure 9: Significance Level of Considering different Aspect in a SSC Transformation Proposed Roadmap 

 


