
PERSPECTIVE OPEN

Integration of urban science and urban climate adaptation
research: opportunities to advance climate action
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There is a growing recognition that responding to climate change necessitates urban adaptation. We sketch a transdisciplinary
research effort, arguing that actionable research on urban adaptation needs to recognize the nature of cities as social networks
embedded in physical space. Given the pace, scale and socioeconomic outcomes of urbanization in the Global South, the
specificities and history of its cities must be central to the study of how well-known agglomeration effects can facilitate adaptation.
The proposed effort calls for the co-creation of knowledge involving scientists and stakeholders, especially those historically
excluded from the design and implementation of urban development policies.
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INTRODUCTION
Urban areas and urbanized regions present concentrations of
populations vulnerable to the consequences of climate change
but also have significant potential to reduce societal vulnerability
through an enhanced adaptive capacity to mitigate its impacts1.
The principal challenge is how to minimize growing vulnerabilities
while enabling far-reaching and equitable climate action for
sustained and sustainable development. Urban-focused climate
adaptation research is central to this discussion. Urbanization
tends to refer to the population shift from rural to urban areas, a
perspective that presupposes a clear distinction between urban
and rural. Here we use the term urbanization to refer to the
agglomeration of population settlements of diverse types, scale
and density. What is seen as essential in the urbanization process
is the concentration of populations thereby increasing proximity
and closeness in physical space which in turn facilitates
interactions in social space.
According to the IPCC2, urbanization offers a global and time-

limited opportunity to work towards widespread and transforma-
tional adaptation and climate-resilient development. Local gov-
ernments have taken the lead—ahead of national governments—
in developing comprehensive adaptation plans3. These plans are
increasingly aligned with international agreements, such as the
Sendai Protocol, the UN Sustainable Development Goals, the Paris
Climate Change Agreement, and the New Urban Agenda. Recent
research and data analyses have indeed emphasized the
disproportionate importance of cities and urbanization in achiev-
ing the goals set by these international agreements4.

Nevertheless, only a few of these plans have been fully
implemented, and the urban share of global GHG emissions
continues to increase5. Furthermore, it has become increasingly
clear that many proposed climate adaptation plans can exacer-
bate urban poverty, promote gentrification, and aggravate long-
standing environmental injustices6. Therefore, the scientific and
practice communities propose ongoing dialogues to link climate
action and development in a coherent set of transitions framed by
climate-resilient, environmentally sustainable and equitable socio-
economic development action plans7.
Climate adaptation requires social interventions and resource

investments which are especially challenging against a backdrop
of inflation, rising costs of living, energy poverty and economic
insecurity affecting not only low-income countries. Urgent
problems such as unemployment and underemployment,
entrenched poverty, lack of affordable housing, and inadequate
access to public services demand policy attention. While these
challenges are exacerbated by climate vulnerabilities, adaptation
as a practice has become increasingly siloed into technocratic and
managerial mindsets, characterized by hyperlocal and fragmented
approaches, distinct from the broader scope and scale of
transformative action that it requires8. To inform effective and
equitable actions, we argue for the development of a concerted
research effort on urban-focused climate adaptation. We recog-
nize that the concept of climate change adaptation, although
widely used, is often fraught with ambiguity and hampered by the
lack of agreed-upon definition9. Here we define urban adaptation
to climate change (hereafter ‘urban adaptation’) as the set of
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actions by which urban societies adjust, change, and transform
their energy systems, economies, infrastructures, support systems,
interactions, and governance mechanisms to mitigate the adverse
effects on urban communities of the environmental changes
brought about by climate change. Urban adaptation does not
imply that all components of urban societies and urban systems
need to change at the same time. There are temporal and scale
differences in the implementation of adaptation solutions, as well
as differences in who takes adaptation efforts and who benefits
from them. Furthermore, whether a set of actions is useful can
change as new information and conditions emerge, especially in a
non-stationary climate and technological future. Adaptation is
therefore also about facilitating processes that enable actions or
responses.
Implementable research on urban adaptation must integrate

the social, ecological, and technological interactions which, across
time and space, constitute urban systems. We refer to urban
systems, rather than cities, to underscore the complex reality that
what constitutes the urban defies political and administrative
boundaries, crosses spatial scales, and is best understood in terms
of dynamic and networked relations. Relevant research questions
on urban adaptation have been posed already10 but here we put
forth a revised set of questions, constituting a research agenda,
motivated by the multifaceted nature of cities and urban systems.
Some examples of these questions, emerging at the junctures
between different disciplinary perspectives, are proposed in
Table 1. The proposed research agenda is grounded on eight
tenets. (1) Multiple and networked urban actors (individual and
collective, formal and informal, public and private) are involved in
the socioeconomic development of urban areas. (2) Urban settings
concentrate and accelerate interactions and their social, economic
and political outcomes in space and time. (3) The historical
trajectories of cities result from technological capabilities and
socioeconomic processes. (4) Climate risk exposure and adaptive
capacity vary with the scale and heterogeneity of urbanization. (5)
The vulnerabilities of urban systems should be understood, and
adaptive capacities developed, with careful attention to how their
history channeled their current conditions. (6) The nexus of
climate change, biodiversity, ecosystem services, and urban
development must be considered; (7) urban climates are partly
socially constructed. (8) Co-creation of knowledge among public
and private sectors as well as citizens, specifically the urban poor
and residents of informal settlements, must be part of the new
research agenda.
To achieve global scope and applicability, research on urban

adaptation to climate change must confront the challenges of
multi-level, multi-actor and polycentric governance of and in
urban systems, acknowledge the Global North’s relatively greater
share of global greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions, and address the
prevalence of urban informality in the Global South and its
growing presence in the Global North. Such an effort must also
address the inherent inequalities embedded in knowledge
production, which favor perspectives from the former colonizing
powers and tend to reproduce the socioeconomic systems that
produce climate change and drive vulnerabilities to its impacts.
Below, we address how novel research in urban adaptation can be
developed through transdisciplinary collaborative efforts.

Urban adaptation research: imperatives and challenges
Cities occupy less than 2% of the land surface but house 65% of
the world’s population, with a projected increase of 2.5 billion
urban dwellers by 205011. The growth (or decline) of cities
unquestionably reshapes overall land use, degrades ecosystems
and natural landscapes, and perpetuates the development of
underdevelopment/disparities12,13. Cities in the Global North―-
typically growing more slowly, with some even experiencing
shrinking populations―approach climate change as a

challenge to enhance their resilience and often an opportunity
to close equity gaps14. By contrast, fast-growing cities, particularly
in the Global South, see investments in urban adaptation (e.g.,
emissions reduction) competing with their urgent need to provide
public goods and basic infrastructure and services15. The risks
posed by extreme weather events and changes in climate patterns
are leading policymakers and practitioners worldwide to take
steps to confront immediate and expected adverse conse-
quences16. Many cities (such as those in the C40 compact and
the 100 Resilient Cities) are responding to climate change by
creating new kinds of policy approaches in the form of
comprehensive climate and sustainability plans addressing both
near and long-term impacts3.
Cities and their inhabitants have always had to contend with

environmental variability17. What has changed recently is the pace
and increasing severity and variability of extreme weather events
which are projected to affect many more urban areas, and thus
much larger populations into the foreseeable future. Variability
beyond historical climatic envelopes calls for adaptative capacities
that go beyond risk management and mitigation. Landscape
learning―how humans learn about the environments they
inhabit and modify their behavior accordingly―is an important
component of climate adaptation18. This learning is manifested in
‘urban landscapes’ and is not easy to transform or replace, as
attested by the difficulties in decarbonizing the supply of
electricity to cities in the US, Germany, India, or China19.
Conventional adaptation strategies, via hardened infrastructure
or the expansion of air conditioning use, are also subject to
catastrophic failures, long-term deterioration, and positive feed-
back that amplify climate change harms. There are natural limits to
adaptation as well, such as more slow-changing risks to cities
through coastal inundation and sea-level rise2.
The ongoing implementation of climate adaptation measures in

cities relies on the importance of systemic knowledge that can
anticipate new scenarios, harness the positive effects of urbaniza-
tion, and inform the management of adverse distributional effects
and unintended (negative) consequences20. Urban adaptations
have consequences at many scales from local communities’ health
to global geopolitics, biodiversity, and trade21. As adaptation
practice advances, stakeholders are recognizing the complexity of
the decisions involved, as well as the need to remain agile and
adaptive to respond to multiple, intersecting, and dynamically
cascading risks22. Moreover, acts of commission and omission can
exacerbate urban injustices23; and urban adaptation governance
must correct long-standing legacies of resource and risk distribu-
tion embedded in the current urban physical and social
infrastructure24.

From urban science to research on urban adaptation
Urban adaptation research must contend not only with the
contemporary complexities of modern urban forms but also with
the history through which they have developed. To advance an
impactful research effort on urban adaptation, we need to build
upon our current understanding of cities and urban development
processes. The accumulation of discipline-specific insights has
given rise to an appreciation of the city as a synthetic unit of
analysis25. Recent advances in digitalization and computation
have led to new measurements of a diverse set of properties and
behaviors in cities spanning a wide latitude of cultures, levels of
development, and geographies. The comparative analysis of this
growing body of evidence has reinvigorated the study of cities
with a focus on understanding common generative processes
while recognizing the importance of local contexts and histories.
The emergent urban science26–29 is inter- and transdisciplinary,

convergent, and supports an expanded set of quantitative models
providing testable expectations about the fundamental aspects of
cities and urban activities. Notwithstanding cultural, technological,
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and political differences across time and space, cities and urban
systems share fundamental generative processes, stemming from
the concentration, mixing and interaction of populations, and
exhibit empirical regularities linking many of their salient
characteristics such as population size, areal extent, density, and
infrastructure30,31. Yet, urban science is not all-encompassing and
must be aligned with complementary analysis of urban processes
that build on research that emerges from the urban experience
with a focus on the co-production of knowledge with study
subjects. The co-production approach offers local, fact-based
sense-making of lived urban experiences and opportunities for
urban development32,33. This grounded understanding of cities
provides a foundation for novel research in urban adaptation.
Systematic research and practice on urban adaptation world-

wide have grown in importance, as evidenced by the attention the
IPCC has paid to the role of cities in overall climate change
adaptation efforts34,35. The challenge is to create a synthetic
analytical framework, agreed-upon metrics, shared goals and
comparable indicators. Urban space is constituted through
frequent and intense social interactions among a diversity of
individuals, activities and organizations enabled and supported by
physical infrastructure and the distribution of services36–38. In
high-income nations, urban adaptations tend to focus on the

physical aspects of the city given the urgency of protecting urban
infrastructure. Examples include discussions on how infrastructure
and services (e.g., utilities) as engineered systems can withstand
the effects of frequent and intense extreme weather events
brought about by climate change39–41. Contrasting these concerns
are sustainability issues related to growing socioeconomic
disparities in cities, especially in the fast-growing cities of the
Global South42. Equity and development challenges place the
focus of urban climate adaptation on the social, economic, and
political aspects of cities. Impactful research on urban adaptation
demands that we understand the dynamic interplay between the
built environment and underlying support systems (e.g., utilities)
that are designed to serve human and ecological well-being
across spatial scales.
Figure 1 illustrates the multifaceted nature of urban adaptation

to climate change. Cities are complex social, ecological, and
infrastructural systems. The intersections of urban climate,
technology, and governance lead to the large number of
interacting components that define the scope and emerging
challenges of a convergent global research agenda on urban
adaptation. The figure places the research agenda in a historical
perspective to bridge the lesson learned from past urbanization to
the development of future cities.

Table 1. Research questions for a global research agenda on urban adaptation.

Area of investigation Research questions

Urbanization and exposure of urban areas to
climate change

1. How do current urbanization patterns compound climate change exposures?
2. What is the relationship between cascading risks and different models of past, present and future
urban and infrastructure development?

3. What types of infrastructure minimize exposure to climate change? How to make urban
infrastructures less vulnerable to the effects of climate change?

4. What are the specific risks that emerge in new forms of urbanization and informal settlements?
5. What are the limits―environmental, technological, organizational―to urban adaptation?

What conditions make “managed retreat” an effective response to reduce exposure to climate
change? What are the trade-offs between “protecting and staying in place” and relocating?

Differential vulnerabilities 6. How do different urban conditions create different patterns of vulnerability to climate change in
urban areas?

7. How do social inequities and spatial disparities compound exposure of urban community?
8. How do social inequities and spatial disparities compound exposure of urban community?
9. In which way do people’s life trajectories change their vulnerability to climate risks?

Socio-ecological and technological innovations 10. What socio-ecological interactions enhance adaptation in urban areas? How can these be
fostered?

11. What threatens the adaptability of socio-ecological functionalities in urban areas?
12. How can Nature-Based Solutions expand cities’ adaptive capacity?
13. What are the trade-offs between securitizing the city via physical infrastructures or improving

the adaptability of socio-ecological systems?

Urbanization and resilient socioeconomic
development

14. Which of the generative processes that make urbanization a driver of socioeconomic
development are more resilient to climate change?

15. Which of the generative processes that make urbanization a driver of socioeconomic
development are more vulnerable to climate change?

16. How can a historical perspective on urbanization and its role in socioeconomic development
inform the design of adaptation policies?

17. How can efforts at furthering mitigation and adaptation foster urban socioeconomic
development?

18. How can energy-poverty and insufficient mobility services be provided while furthering urban
adaptation?

Social policy 19. What social policies are most effective in fostering adaptation?
20. What are the dynamics of relocation, and how to minimize their impacts?
21. In what ways can innovations in insurance provision against the effects of climate change

facilitate urban adaptation?
22. How can health care and education systems increase adaptability and reduce vulnerability?

Inclusive governance 23. How can inclusive urban governance systems be developed to deliver adaptation at scale?
24. Is there evidence that inclusive governance facilitates adaptation?
25. How do different governance systems exclude and oppress vulnerable population sectors,

hence reducing adaptation?
26. How can the experiences and insights accumulated by the populations of informal settlements

and poor urban communities (who have a history of adapting to social and economic
dislocations) inform the design of climate change adaptation-enhancing policies?
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Cities as complex social-infrastructural-ecological networks
As systems of intertwined social, ecological, and technological
interactions―connecting individuals, communities, organiza-
tions, institutions, activities, technologies, infrastructure and
ecosystems―cities comprise networks that exhibit unique
properties43,44. These networks constitute the unit of analysis for
the science of urban adaptation to climate change. The social
networks forged by urban dwellers provide channels and
relationships through which information is generated and
shared45. This information regulates the functioning of cities
themselves but also orchestrates resource and energy flows
worldwide. These information networks are complex networks, i.e.,
the patterns of connection are neither purely regular nor purely
random46. Cities facilitate greater interconnectivity between
different people and organizations, which in turn is the result of
the reduction of physical distance entailed by greater population
densities and of supporting services, infrastructure, and institu-
tions13. Urbanization also entails complex changes in governance
structures and the proliferation of multiple actors able to act in
urban environments. The transformation of spatial relations
through urbanization and the changing relations between the
city, its hinterland and the broader spaces that the city depends
upon calls for sophisticated understandings of ways in which the
city is governed whether this is because of the need to
understand how different levels of government intervene in the
city, or the need to understand how multiple actors within and
beyond the state (including communities, business, and indivi-
duals) are able to deliver purposeful action to address climate
change in the city.
The agglomeration of individuals and activities in urban areas

has costs and benefits that accrue to both people and the
environment. Economically, denser socioeconomic networks
promote mechanisms that support economic growth such as
specialization, the division of labor, diversity of skills, and the
creation and sharing of knowledge47. Civic institutions and public
services, as well as community organizations and collective action,
may enable a fairer (re)distribution of resources and equity. Social
conflicts affect collective life in cities, shaping the ability of human

societies to adapt, sometimes opening alternative courses of
action. For example, higher density is generally considered to
facilitate reductions in CO2 emissions. But density also contributes
to urban inequality and hence vulnerability to climate change
impacts48. Costs associated with urban density include congestion,
housing, pollution, health, reduced access to greenspaces and
personal insecurity. The impact of heatwaves during 2022 in Asia
and Europe has further brought into question densification
strategies in the context of adaptation. The ongoing COVID-19
pandemic reminded us of the special vulnerability of cities to
emerging zoonotic outbreaks49, a feature of cities throughout
history50. It should also be noted that cities have historically
shown great resilience in recovering from the devastating effects
of plagues51. The recent pandemic highlights the paramount
importance of cities’ governance capacities to respond to
exogenous shocks52. A key question for adaptation research is
how urban agglomeration can support inclusive economies and
social innovation while expanding processes resilient to the
myriad effects of climate change.
Cities are extended complex socio-ecological and technologi-

cal systems53. Urban networks extend far beyond their immedi-
ate spatial and social domain54,55. The structure of these regional
and international networks has several general properties,
creating a structural hierarchy that channels energy and resource
flows from rural areas and smaller places to larger cities, with
information (financial, media, technology) flowing primarily in
the opposite direction56. Practical efforts of climate adaptation
often call for the localization of these flows within cities, creating
more circular economies and greater predictability and control of
key urban inputs, such as food and energy, while reducing
external ecological damage and enhancing biodiversity and
ecosystem services57. Given that cities, as complex systems, are
averse to being managed and planned as engineering systems58,
how can we identify and promote effective urban management
and planning in the context of adaptation to the effects of
climate change?

Fig. 1 The multifaceted nature of urban adaptation to climate change. The inner circle identifies the main factors constraining urban
adaptation. The outer circle refers to the processes facilitating adaptation.
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The social construction of urban climates
In the Anthropocene, urban climates are partly shaped by human
actions and socioeconomic processes. Urban areas are modified
for specific land uses and such changes in land-cover patterns in
turn affect local and regional scale climates59. One such example is
the urban heat island effect, which exacerbates socioeconomic
disparity given that it disproportionately impacts poor and
minority communities60. The effects of climate change are
themselves modulated by social arrangements: for instance, the
ability of urban communities to deal with altered water supplies,
due to frequent and more intense droughts, is greatly determined
by socioeconomic status61.
Trade-offs in urban adaptation are associated with different

pathways for managing urban expansion. Climate change science
has not yet adequately incorporated insights from urban spatial
sciences and place-based studies of human-climate interactions62.
Consequently, city policymakers and urban planners rarely use
climate model data resolved at neighborhood or even city scales.
Understanding how land use policy decisions shape urban climate
and its impact on social equity is critical for urban communities to
adapt to climate change. At the same time, climate change
adaptation raises questions of data justice, in terms of both what
data is available and who has access to the relevant data.
Increasing recognition of the important role urban scientists

play in implementing climate solutions provides an opportunity to
redesign climate models and decision-support tools to meet the
needs of communities. New research initiatives increase the
spatial and temporal resolution of climate model predictions and
foster collaboration with vulnerable local communities to make
sense of physical indicators through the lens of their living
experience and their own adaptation challenges63–65. As climate
models become more finely resolved and accurate, they can
provide information relevant to neighborhood-level adaptation.
This includes, for example, the quantification of risk, frequency
and magnitude of heat or flooding events, and the expected
consequences of adaptive responses (including inaction) in
diverse local urban communities.
The growing integration of physical climate predictions with the

heterogeneous and dynamic environments of urban agglomera-
tions raises critical questions for urban adaptation research. How
does local geophysical information flow through a city’s social
network to influence risk perceptions and collective action? What
insights on urban adaptation can be gleaned from research on
information processing and collective computation and how can
these be operationalized? How does the interplay of socio-
economic dynamics and urban form modulate urban micro-
climates? How does climate change affect the biodiversity-
ecosystem services-urban ecology nexus? Answers to these
questions must harness the transdisciplinary, networked character
of urban adaptation research and practice as an integrated social,
environmental, and technological problem. These linkages are
only now becoming actionable, bringing into play feedback
between climate change, engineering and political decisions in
local contexts aimed at specific objectives. Recognizing that
humans partly construct urban climates leads to a recognition that
cities are embedded in natural systems―nature is not an
externality.

Governance and collective action for urban adaptation
Urban adaptation poses new challenges for governance and
requires novel coordination arrangements with greater agility and
scope to face the great unknowns and uncertainties. It also
requires removing the institutional obstacles that have historically
undermined the implementation of mitigation measures. Urban
areas, including associated governance structures, are part of
regional systems comprising interdependent urban and non-
urban communities66,67. The emergence of urban megaregions

redefines institutional boundaries and the form of governance.
The distinction between urban and rural varies from country to
country. In general, cities and their systems, proximal and distant,
are interdependent through infrastructure, migration channels,
and trade networks68. These systems are also connected locally
and globally by ecosystem processes as well as natural and built
infrastructures, which influence and are influenced in turn by
human behavior. Urban adaptation research must therefore
grapple with interdependencies among the three major actors
(public, private, and citizens) and the challenges of governance
and collective action they generate69.
While cities are increasingly connected in global networks of

finance, knowledge, and institutional arrangements, the strategies
and models of urban adaptation planning will necessarily need to
recognize the unique socio-cultural histories, political realities, and
geographies of individual urban places. Understanding climate
policy adoption and the opportunities for multi-level collective
action to advance climate justice within a greater diversity of
urban socio-political contexts is critical. Governing urban systems
and regions for resilience and adaptation involves diverse actors
and organizations with overlapping administrative mandates and
scopes of influence70 and actors with differing understandings,
worldviews, and narratives of climate change71. Urban actors have
varying degrees of agency and power and have different and
convergent interests and variable temporal visions. Urban climate
shocks underscore current limitations in institutional arrange-
ments. Innovations such as city resilience or sustainability
programs face challenges and trade-offs in practice, particularly
when they take limited stock of existing efforts72. Developing a
shared vision among the different actors is a critical starting point
to create transformative change; this effort requires explicit
recognition of roles and responsibilities and acknowledges that
conflict is often a signal of deeper rifts in values, knowledge and
power73.
Current inequalities in resource access, risk exposure, and

participation in urban decision-making often lead privileged
classes to attempt to insulate themselves from climate risk. While
climate-gating74 may work in the short run, the reality of urban
connectivity undermines such protectionism in the long run.
Increasingly, citizens are part of constellations of differently
managed public and private spaces in cities, such as gated
communities, special improvement districts, private developments
and industrial or retail spaces. These may be governed based on
stakeholder goals (e.g., profit) with different implications for
achieving public policy goals75. Mitigating or adapting to climate
change are rarely among the stated goals. Recognizing diversity as
an urban asset, conflict and contestation show where attention is
needed to address the roots of injustice based on class and
power76. Work in urban sociology shows how neighborhood
inequalities threaten governance of environmental and social
sustainability77,78.

The challenge and opportunity of informality
Precarious structures of habitation and of employment opportu-
nities, often referred to as ‘informality’, are widespread in rapidly
urbanizing areas, particularly in the peri-urban locations of South
Asia, Africa and South and Central America. While informality is
not exclusively associated with the urban poor, in much of the
world urban informality is often associated with a lack of public
services, inadequate housing and high-risk exposures to health
and environmental hazards. Rather than a given outcome that can
be confined to a restricted or bounded area, informality is better
understood as a set of overlapping processes that influence
people’s urban experience and generate overlapping inequities
such as lack of access to electricity, water sanitation, education,
and other public goods and services, and that may occur across
the city79.
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We view urban informality as “an organizing logic, a system of
norms that governs the process of urban transformation itself”80:
(p. 148). We also note that ‘slums’ are communities that
themselves exhibit differentiated levels of wealth and access to
resources among the households that constitute them.
Worldwide, a third or more of the urban population lives in

informal settlements or slums81. While being heterogeneous
enough to resist sweeping characterization, informality implies
the lack of recognition by formal governing authorities of land
tenure arrangements and property rights, leading to a lack of legal
protections, and formal supporting regulation of economic
activities and settlements82. Informal housing for the poor—in
the form of slum and squatter settlements—is built by commu-
nities themselves, in the absence of formal planning and
regulations. The absence of these creates uncertainty for residents
and city governments and discourages long-term investment and
formal adaptation strategies that could enhance resilience and
create pathways out of poverty83.
The urban poor in the Global South are among those

populations most at risk from climate change and associated
extreme weather events. A specifically critical vulnerability is the
lack of adequate housing and access to services and employment.
This problem is present in different cities in distinct forms: in high-
growth wealthy urban areas, it often appears in the form of
homelessness or inadequate housing, leading to a lack of cooling
on hot days or flood protection. Historically, in all fast-growing
cities of the past and present, this problem also presents itself as
informal settlements, which typically lack basic services (e.g.,
digital divide), thereby compounding socioeconomic and civic
deprivation.
Climate change has confounded development challenges, but it

has also created new opportunities for strategic combinations of
development and climate adaptation policies to leverage their
mutual complementarities and co-benefits84. While slums may in
some cases act as poverty traps85, socioeconomic opportunities
and services are often better in urban slums than in rural areas of
developing nations86. Several urban planning innovations already
point the way to new kinds of climate adaptation knowledge and
practice87. Often, informal communities themselves develop
innovative responses to climate change impacts88,89. However,
bearing the burden of adaptation can exacerbate chronic poverty.
Moreover, communities alone cannot be tasked with building
adaptive capacity90.
The availability of data for the study of urban informal

communities is much improved now compared to a few years
ago. In response to the lack of official data about marginalized
communities and informal settlements, described by UN-Habitat
in 2003 as a crisis of information91, a new movement was born
bringing together NGOs, local community organizations, interna-
tional researchers, and technologists to create appropriate
methods and tools for assembling datasets about the various
communities residing in slums92. These data collections―such
as the Slum Dwellers International’s (SDI) ‘know your city’
campaign93 or UN-Habitat’s Urban Observatories94―show
how comparable and verifiable data can be collected in tens of
thousands of informal settlements that reflect the lived experience
and priorities of local communities, while also addressing the
needs of local governments and international organizations. At
the same time, efforts to collect this data confront the same
inequalities in knowledge production inherent to the scientific
process. Residents of informal settlements often faced a deficit of
credibility in putting forward their experiences and knowledge.
Multiple efforts to collect data lead to research fatigue, especially
when those efforts do not result in tangible improvements in the
quality of life of urban residents. The challenge remains for various
sectors to develop inclusive and actionable innovation to mitigate
climate impacts on these communities and to address the
epistemic injustices that they face95.

Community data collection efforts can bring together different
stakeholders around agreed social and spatial facts96,97. These
efforts facilitate collaborative design to improve well-being in
urban informal communities. Crucially, they show local lived
experience in ways that can drive coupled development and
climate adaptation policy. Such local knowledge from the
disadvantaged can act as a corrective force during political
debate and implementation and drive visions and innovations. In
addition to community-driven data collection, many other
organizational and technological developments are radically
changing what is possible to know and do, with increasing
sensitivity and precision, all around the world98. Collaborative
mapping (e.g., via OpenStreetMap) has expanded the realm of
geospatial information relevant to urban (climate) adaptation,
while high-precision remote sensing, coupled with Artificial
Intelligence and data science methods, allows us to identify
functional elements of urban environments (e.g., buildings,
utilities, roads, trees, drainage) with greater spatial detail than
was previously possible. These new tools and approaches are
helping to establish the groundwork for a better understanding of
comparative development patterns in cities.
Local community organizations are already distilling their

experiences, knowledge, and expertise for addressing climate risk
and exposure and engaging in dialogue with funders, govern-
ments and NGOs99. The urban science and climate change
research communities need to join these discussions to learn from
the many ways poor urban communities have implemented
adaptation for years now. These efforts cannot be naïve, however,
to the fact that communities can be justifiably weary of outsiders
using their data, of the politicized settings in which such data is
collected and that community data collection efforts are occurring
in a context in which urban data is being turned into a valuable
commodity by consulting firms.

Historical processes and temporal horizons of adaptation
Discussions about adaptation to climate change convey an
urgency that implies short timelines. Cities are already experien-
cing impacts, and policy responses tend to be dominated by
short-term concerns and trends. As rapid urbanization proceeds,
cities continue to grow in population and expand in areal extent,
and extreme weather events are becoming more frequent.
Despite the time compression posed by current trends, we
propose that expanding the historical scope of urban adaptation
research is critical to reveal the large-scale patterns in the
interactions between nature and society that ultimately shape
nuanced prospects for adaptation100. Research into urban
adaptation is necessarily a science of place-based histories,
interweaving people, human and natural landscapes, and institu-
tions. It is also a scientific endeavor that recognizes the historical
inequalities embedded in urban forms and in the process of
knowledge production, and the need to incorporate a wide range
of experiences to understand urban adaptation.
The historical record teaches us that communities can adapt to

climate change and exogenous shocks. Worldwide urbanization
has occurred, uninterrupted, for the past 7000 years. In this span,
individual settlements have come and gone, and some urban
systems previously representing prosperous and flourishing
societies have vanished; yet many cities and urban systems have
lasted for hundred and even thousands of years101. To achieve
such endurance, problems had to be recognized, solutions
devised, collective action coordinated, institutions, norms and
beliefs adjusted, new technologies deployed, and previously
adequate ways of doing things modified or abandoned. Studying
how urban societies and communities have survived, adapted,
and thrived over long periods may reveal the properties of
resilient urban systems that enable them to confront different
types of changes successfully. The urban past is crucial for
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developing a theoretically rich and empirically robust under-
standing of cities and urbanization102. Studying the history of
urbanization brings a broader range of human experiences and
cultures to the development of a robust understanding of urban
adaptation103.
Heritage sites, and their study, can be a source of understanding

how current forms of living have come to be and, for
contemporary communities, a source of creativity in deciding
what elements of heritage matter to them and which they want
and hope to carry forward with them into the future104. The past is
not, however, a source of clear, ready-made answers, nor is it
destiny. The history of past urban adaptations creates the choice
sets available to urban actors today and these reflect the values,
priorities, power relations and consequent actions of urban
residents who lived decades, and sometimes centuries, before
the present. A long-term, intergenerational perspective is needed
to bridge the past with the future with sufficient scope and make
visible the structural injustices that must be addressed for building
more sustainable, and thus adaptable, urban futures105.

A convergent research agenda for urban adaptation
Developing a new research effort on urban adaptation consistent
with the focus areas and tenets outlined above calls for
constructing a convergent and open research program. Climate
change adaptation is a specific and compelling scientific problem,
inspired by pressing societal challenges, requiring deep integra-
tion across disciplines, and the construction of new analytical
frameworks106. It is a problem that demands a multi-perspective
approach, such as the one developed in the IPCC, engaging with
concrete, place-based challenges. Such an effort will require
changes in how relevant communities engage in research and
collaborate with one another. This class of problem-oriented,
convergent, research has transformed the production of scientific
knowledge on urgent societal problems, as demonstrated by the
global network of COVID-19 researchers.
In the urban adaptation space, convergent research needs

methodological innovation to address the challenges of spatial
scope and temporal scale, informality, socio-political complexity,
and the rapid dynamics of urban change. It also requires much
greater sensitivity to the diversity of actors vested in urban
systems, with their respective histories, identities and accumu-
lated insights, and collaborative principles based on transparency,
equity, and access. Co-production of knowledge needs to be more
than a slogan or an aspiration107,108. Critically, it also requires an
international commitment to research funding to enable learning
and collaboration across and among Global North and Global
South urban systems, supporting knowledge exchange across a
far greater diversity of scientific and empirical experiences. There
need to be new mechanisms to fund research co-led by
disadvantaged communities in cities, working with researchers
as partners rather than as objects of study; research that
challenges the drivers of inequality and vulnerability; research in
which there is a recognition of multiple perspectives and rights of
knowledge holders, especially those who have lived through
specific experiences of violence and dispossession; research that
enables discussion across disciplinary orientations seeking to
reach temporary consensus across a diversity of perspectives and
inform action on the ground.
A research program is animated, and justified, by the

questions it poses. We bring our argumentation to a close by
presenting a set of questions that illustrate the sort of inquiry we
are advocating for (Table 1). The posed questions are deliberately
formulated to be relevant to cities and urban systems through-
out the world. The themes of the posed questions correspond to
and expand the adaptation processes and approaches listed in
the outer ring in Fig. 1. The questions are intended to motivate a
discussion on the knowledge gaps that should be addressed

with an urgency matching the urgency of responding to the
already present effects of climate change in urban areas. The
specific answers generated by investigating the questions in
specific regions and contexts should, in effect, constitute an
actionable and context-relevant research endeavor. We highlight
the importance of how the questions are addressed in search of
answers: concerns for epistemological adequacy and response
effectiveness impel us to devise co-production strategies
involving both producers and users of the research outcomes
in all phases of the research (in the design, implementation,
evaluation, and dissemination of the research impacts). Colla-
boration with boundary organizations at the urban and
neighborhood scales, and with marginalized communities, is
critical to ensure research is transdisciplinary, locally accounta-
ble, and salient.
Urban adaptation is an emergent property of the interactions

among multiple decision-makers, socioeconomic, ecological, and
climatological processes, and cultural-political relations with long
contested histories70. It involves spatial and temporal “spillovers”,
risk burden and benefit externalities extending (far) beyond urban
administrative boundaries, with ethical as well as material
implications far into the future. The framing of what constitutes
urban adaptation is critical, with significant implications for
recognition, distribution, and procedural justice in the design
and implementation of adaptation solutions.

Received: 5 March 2023; Accepted: 31 May 2023;

REFERENCES
1. Elmqvist, T. et al. Urbanization in and for the Anthropocene. NPJ Urban Sustain.

1, 6 (2021).
2. Pörtner, H.-O. et al. IPCC Climate Change 2022: Impacts, Adaptation, and Vul-

nerability (Cambridge University Press, 2022).
3. Bulkeley, H. Climate changed urban futures: environmental politics in the

Anthropocene city. Environ. Politics 30, 266–284 (2021).
4. Bai, X. et al. Six research priorities for cities and climate change. Nature 555,

23–25 (2018).
5. Shukla, P. R. et al. IPCC Change 2022: Mitigation of Climate Change (Cambridge

University Press, 2022).
6. UN-Habitat. The Value of Sustainable Urbanization (United Nations Human Set-

tlements Programme, 2020).
7. Lin, B. B. et al. Integrating solutions to adapt cities for climate change. Lancet

Planet. Health 5, 479–486 (2021).
8. Erikesen, S. H., Nightingale, A. J. & Eakin, H. Reframing adaptation: the political

nature of climate change adaptation. Glob. Environ. Change 35, 523–533 (2015).
9. Orlove, B. The concept of adaptation. Annu. Rev. Environ. Resour. 47, 1–21 (2022).

10. Prieur-Richard, A. H. et al. World Climate Research Programme. Global Research
and Action Agenda on Cities and Climate Change Science Publication No. 13/
2019. https://www.wcrp-climate.org/WCRP-publications/2019/GRAA-Cities-and-
Climate-Change-Science-Full.pdf (2019).

11. The World Bank. Urban Development. https://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/
urbandevelopment (2023).

12. United Nations Human Settlements Programme. Cities and Climate Change.
https://unhabitat.org/global-report-on-human-settlements-2011-cities-and-
climate-change (Earthscan, 2011).

13. Seto, K. C. et al. Urban land teleconnections and sustainability. Proc. Natl Acad.
Sci. USA 109, 7687–7692 (2012).

14. Meerow, S., Pajouhesh, P. & Miller, T. R. Social equity in urban resilience plan-
ning. Local Environ. 24, 793–808 (2019).

15. Frischmann, C. J. et al. The Global South is the climate movement’s unsung
leader. Nat. Clim. Change 12, 410–412 (2022).

16. Araos, M. et al. Climate change adaptation planning in large cities: a systematic
global assessment. Environ. Sci. Policy 66, 375–382 (2016).

17. Ur, J. A. In Climate and Ancient Societies (eds Kerner, S. et al.) 69–85 (Museum
Tusculanum Press, 2015).

18. Rockman, M. & Steele, J. (eds). Colonization of Unfamiliar Landscapes: The
Archaeology of Adaptation (Routledge Press, 2003).

19. Castan Broto, V. Urban Energy Landscapes (Cambridge University Press, 2019).

J. Lobo et al.

7

Published in partnership with RMIT University npj Urban Sustainability (2023)    32 

https://www.wcrp-climate.org/WCRP-publications/2019/GRAA-Cities-and-Climate-Change-Science-Full.pdf
https://www.wcrp-climate.org/WCRP-publications/2019/GRAA-Cities-and-Climate-Change-Science-Full.pdf
https://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/urbandevelopment
https://www.worldbank.org/en/topic/urbandevelopment
https://unhabitat.org/global-report-on-human-settlements-2011-cities-and-climate-change
https://unhabitat.org/global-report-on-human-settlements-2011-cities-and-climate-change


20. Eriksen, S. et al. Adaptation interventions and their effect on vulnerability in
developing countries: help, hindrance or irrelevance? World Dev. 141, 105383
(2021).

21. Long, J. & Rice, J. L. From sustainable urbanism to climate urbanism. Urban Stud.
56, 992–1008 (2019).

22. Simpson, N. P. et al. A framework for complex climate change risk assessment.
One Earth 4, 489–501 (2021).

23. Anguelovski, I. et al. Equity impacts of urban land use planning for climate
adaptation: critical perspectives from the Global North and South. J. Plan. Educ.
Res. 36, 333–348 (2016).

24. Eakin, H., Bojórquez-Tapia, L. A. & Janssen, M. A. Urban resilience efforts must
consider social and political forces. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 114, 186–189 (2017).

25. Romer, P. The City as Unit of Analysis. https://paulromer.net/the-city-as-unit-of-
analysis/ (Marron Institute of Urban Management, 2013).

26. Batty, M. The New Science of Cities (MIT Press, 2013).
27. Forman, R. T. Urban Ecology: Science of Cities (Cambridge University Press, 2014).
28. Acuto, M. et al. Science and the Future of Cities. Report of the International Expert

Panel on Science and the Future of Cities (London and Melbourne, 2018).
29. Bettencourt, L. M. A. Introduction to Urban Science: Evidence and Theory of Cities

as Complex Systems (MIT Press, 2021).
30. Bettencourt, L. M. A. The origins of scaling in cities. Science 340, 1438–1441

(2013).
31. Lobo, J. et al. Settlement scaling theory: bridging the study of ancient and

contemporary urban systems. Urban Stud. 57, 731–747 (2019).
32. Sverdlik, A. et al. Realising the Multiple Benefits of Climate Resilience and Inclusive

Development in Informal Settlements. https://sdinet.org/wp-content/uploads/
2019/10/2356_Realising_the_Multiple_Benefits_of__Climate_Resilience_and__
Inclusive_Development_in_Informal_Settlements_FINAL.original.pdf (C40 Cities
Climate Leadership Group, 2019).

33. Bolnick, J. et al. (eds) Know Your City: Slum Dwellers Count. https://sdinet.org/wp-
content/uploads/2018/02/SDI_StateofSlums_LOW_FINAL.pdf (Slum Dwellers
International, 2018).

34. Revi, A. et al. Towards transformative adaptation in cities: the IPCC’s Fifth
Assessment. Environ. Urban 26, 11–28 (2014).

35. IPCC. AR6 Synthesis Report: Climate Change 2023. https://www.ipcc.ch/report/
sixth-assessment-report-cycle/ (IPCC, 2023).

36. Mumford, L. What is a city? Archit. Rec. 82, 28–32 (1937).
37. Wirth, L. Urbanism as a way of life. Am. J. Soc. 44, 1–24 (1938).
38. Massey, D. For Space (SAGE, 2005).
39. Krayenhoff, E. S. et al. Diurnal interaction between urban expansion, climate

change and adaptation in US cities. Nat. Clim. Change 8, 1097–1103 (2018).
40. Solecki, W. et al. Extreme events and climate adaptation-mitigation linkages:

understanding low-carbon transitions in the era of global urbanization. WIREs
Clim. Change 10, e616 (2019).

41. Allen, M. R. et al. Impacts of climate change on sub-regional electricity demand
and distribution in the southern United States. Nat. Energy 1, 16103 (2016).

42. Tellman, B. & Eakin, H. Risk management alone fails to limit the impact of
extreme climate events. Nature 608, 41–43 (2022).

43. Barthelemy, M. The Structure and Dynamics of Cities: Urban Data Analysis and
Theoretical Modeling (MIT Press, 2017).

44. Schlapfer, M. et al. The scaling of human interactions with city size. J. R. Soc.
Interface 11, 20130789 (2014).

45. Meier, R. L. A Communications Theory of Urban Growth (MIT Press, 1962).
46. Bettencourt, L. M. A. Impact of changing technology on the evolution of com-

plex informational networks. Proc. IEEE 102, 1878–1890 (2014).
47. Glaeser, E. L. The Triumph of Cities: How Our Greatest Invention Makes Us Richer,

Smarter, Greener, Healthier, and Happier (Penguin, 2011).
48. McFarlane, C. De/re-densification: a relational geography of urban density. City

24, 314–324 (2020).
49. Stier, A. J., Berman, M. G. & Bettencourt, L. M. A. Early pandemic COVID-19 case

growth rates increase with city size. NPJ Urban Sustain. 1, 31 (2021).
50. Harper, K. Plagues upon the Earth: Disease and the Course of Human History

(Princeton University Press, 2021).
51. Glaeser, E. L. Urban resilience. Urban Stud. 59, 3–35 (2021).
52. Bai, X., Nagendra, H., Shi, P. & Liu, H. Cities: build networks and share plans to

emerge stronger from COVID-19. Nature 584, 517–520 (2020).
53. McPhearson, T. et al. Advancing urban ecology toward a science of cities.

BioScience 66, 198–212 (2016).
54. Ramaswami, A. et al. A social-ecological-infrastructural systems framework for

interdisciplinary study of sustainable city systems. J. Ind. Ecol. 16, 801–813
(2012).

55. Alberti, M. Cities That Think like Planets: Complexity, Resilience, and Innovation in
Hybrid Ecosystems (University of Washington Press, 2016).

56. Odum, H. T. Environment, Power, and Society for the Twenty-First Century: The
Hierarchy of Energy (Columbia University Press, 2007).

57. Egerer, M. et al. Urban change as an untapped opportunity for climate adap-
tation. NPJ Urban Sustain. 1, 22 (2021).

58. Jacobs, J. The Death and Life of Great American Cities (Vintage Books, 1961).
59. Cleugh, H. & Grimmond, S. In The Future of the World’s Climate (eds Henderson-

Seller, A. & McGuffie, K.) 47–76 (Elsevier, 2012).
60. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. Reducing Urban Heat Islands: Compen-

dium of Strategies https://www.epa.gov/heat-islands/heat-island-compendium
(2008).

61. Savelli, E., Mazzoleni, M., Baldassarre, G. D., Cloke, H. & Rusca, M. Urban water
crises driven by elites’ unsustainable consumption. Nat. Sustain. https://doi.org/
10.1038/s41893-023-01100-0 (2023).

62. Coen, D. R. A brief history of usable climate science. Clim. Change 167, 51 (2021).
63. Kim, S., Fengpeng, S. & Irazábal, C. Planning for climate change: implications of

high temperatures and extreme heat for Los Angeles County (CA). J. Am. Plann.
Assoc. 87, 34–44 (2020).

64. Yazar, M. & York, A. Disentangling justice as recognition through public support
for local climate adaptation policies: insights from the Southwest US. Urban
Clim. 41, 101079 (2022).

65. Allen-Dumas, M. R. et al. Impacts of the morphology of new neighborhoods on
microclimate and building energy. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 133, 110030
(2020).

66. Pascual, U. et al. Governing for transformative change across the biodiversity-
climate-society nexus. BioScience 72, 684–704 (2022).

67. Pearsall, H. et al. Advancing equitable health and well-being across urban–rural
sustainable infrastructure systems. NPJ Urban Sustain. 1, 26 (2021).

68. Ostrom, E. A general framework for analyzing sustainability of social-ecological
systems. Science 325, 419–422 (2009).

69. Castán Broto, V. Urban governance and the politics of climate change. World
Dev. 93, 1–15 (2017).

70. Amorim-Maia, A. T., Anguelovski, I., Chu, E. & Connolly, J. Intersectional climate
justice: a conceptual pathway for bridging adaptation planning, transformative
action, and social equity. Urban Clim. 41, 101053 (2022).

71. York, A. et al. Integrating institutional approaches and decision science to
address climate change: a multi-level collective action research agenda. Curr.
Opin. Environ. Sustain. 52, 19–26 (2021).

72. Eakin, H., Keele, S. & Lueck, V. Uncomfortable knowledge: mechanisms of urban
development in adaptation governance. World Dev. 159, 106056 (2022).

73. Simpson, N. et al. Climate gating: a case study of emerging responses to
Anthropocene risks. Clim. Risk Manag. 26, 100196 (2019).

74. Roberts, D. et al. Durban’s 100 Resilient Cities journey: governing resilience from
within. Environ. Urban 32, 547–568 (2020).

75. Fastiggi, M. et al. Governing Urban Resilience: organisational structures and
coordination strategies in 20 North American City Governments. Urban Stud. 58,
1262–1285 (2021).

76. Castán Broto, V. & Westman, L. K. Ten years after Copenhagen: reimagining
climate change governance in urban areas. Wiley Interdiscip. Rev. Clim. Change
11, e643 (2020).

77. Kaika, M. ‘Don’t call me resilient again!’: the New Urban Agenda as immunology
… or … what happens when communities refuse to be vaccinated with ‘smart
cities’ and indicators. Environ. Urban 29, 89–102 (2017).

78. Sampson, R. J. Urban sustainability in an age of enduring inequalities: advancing
theory and ecometrics for the 21st-century city. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 114,
8957–8962 (2017).

79. Banks, N., Lombard, M. & Mitlin, D. Urban informality as a site of critical analysis.
J. Dev. Stud. 56, 223–238 (2020).

80. Roy, A. Urban informality: towards an epistemology of planning. J. Am. Plann.
Assoc. 71, 147–158 (2005).

81. Ohnsorge, F. & Yu, S. (eds) The Long Shadow of Informality: Challenges and
Policies https://www.worldbank.org/en/research/publication/informal-economy
(World Bank, 2021).

82. Auerbach, A. M., LeBas, A., Post, A. E. & Weitz-Shapiro, R. State, society, and
informality in cities of the Global South. Stud. Comp. Int. Dev. 53, 261–280
(2018).

83. Jean-Baptiste, N. et al. In Climate Change and Cities (eds Rosenzweig, C. et al.)
399–440 (Cambridge University Press, 2018).

84. Satterthwaite, D. et al. Adapting to Climate Change in Urban Areas: The Possibi-
lities and Constraints in Low and Middle Income Nations. https://pubs.iied.org/
10549iied (International Institute for Environment and Development, 2007).

85. Marx, B., Stoker, T. & Suri, T. The economics of slums in the developing world. J.
Econ. Perspect. 27, 187–210 (2013).

86. Brelsford, C. et al. Heterogeneity and scale of sustainable development in cities.
Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 114, 8963–8968 (2017).

87. Aggarwal, R. M. Strategic bundling of development policies with adaptation: an
examination of Delhi’s climate change action plan. Int. J. Urban Reg. Res. 37,
1902–1915 (2013).

J. Lobo et al.

8

npj Urban Sustainability (2023)    32 Published in partnership with RMIT University

https://paulromer.net/the-city-as-unit-of-analysis/
https://paulromer.net/the-city-as-unit-of-analysis/
https://sdinet.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/2356_Realising_the_Multiple_Benefits_of__Climate_Resilience_and__Inclusive_Development_in_Informal_Settlements_FINAL.original.pdf
https://sdinet.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/2356_Realising_the_Multiple_Benefits_of__Climate_Resilience_and__Inclusive_Development_in_Informal_Settlements_FINAL.original.pdf
https://sdinet.org/wp-content/uploads/2019/10/2356_Realising_the_Multiple_Benefits_of__Climate_Resilience_and__Inclusive_Development_in_Informal_Settlements_FINAL.original.pdf
https://sdinet.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/02/SDI_StateofSlums_LOW_FINAL.pdf
https://sdinet.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/02/SDI_StateofSlums_LOW_FINAL.pdf
https://www.ipcc.ch/report/sixth-assessment-report-cycle/
https://www.ipcc.ch/report/sixth-assessment-report-cycle/
https://www.epa.gov/heat-islands/heat-island-compendium
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-023-01100-0
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41893-023-01100-0
https://www.worldbank.org/en/research/publication/informal-economy
https://pubs.iied.org/10549iied
https://pubs.iied.org/10549iied


88. Hallegatte, S., Vogt-Schilb, A., Bangalore, M. & Rozenberg, J. Unbreakable:
Building the Resilience of the Poor in the Face of Natural Disasters. https://
openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/25335 (World Bank, 2017).

89. Ziervogel, G. Climate urbanism through the lens of informal settlements. Urban
Geogr. 42, 733–737 (2021).

90. Eakin, H. et al. Adapting to risk and perpetuating poverty: household’s strategies
for managing flood risk and water scarcity in Mexico City. Environ. Sci. Policy 66,
324–333 (2016).

91. UN-Habitat. The Challenge of Slums: Global Report on Human Settlements (UN-
HABITAT, 2003).

92. Patel, S., Baptist, C. & D’Cruz, C. Knowledge is power—informal communities
assert their right to the city through SDI and community-led enumerations.
Environ. Urban 24, 13–26 (2012).

93. sdi. Know Your City. https://sdinet.org/explore-our-data/ (sdi, 2023).
94. U.N. Habitat. A Guide to Setting Up an Urban Observatory. https://unhabitat.org/

sites/default/files/2020/06/urban_observatory_guide.pdf (2020).
95. Castán-Broto, V. et al. Co-production outcomes for urban equality: learning from

different trajectories of citizens’ involvement in urban change. Curr. Res. Environ.
Sustain. 4, 100179 (2022).

96. Brelsford, C., Martin, T., Hand, J. & Bettencourt, L. M. A. Toward cities without
slums: topology and the spatial evolution of neighborhoods. Sci. Adv. 4,
eaar4644 (2018).

97. Satterthwaite, D. & Mitlin, D. (eds) Empowering Squatter Citizen: Local Govern-
ment, Civil Society and Urban Poverty Reduction (Routledge, 2004).

98. Soman, S., Beukes, A., Nederhood, C., Marchio, N. & Bettencourt, L. Worldwide
detection of informal settlements via topological analysis of crowdsourced
digital maps. Int. J. Geo-Inf. 9, 685 (2020).

99. Coger, T. A. et. al. Locally Led Adaptation: From Principles to Practice. Working
Paper. https://doi.org/10.46830/wriwp.21.00142 (World Resources Institute, 2022).

100. Clark, W. C. & Harley, A. G. Sustainability science: toward a synthesis. Annu. Rev.
Environ. Resour. 45, 331–386 (2020).

101. Smith, M. E. et al. The persistence of ancient settlements and urban sustain-
ability. Proc. Natl Acad. Sci. USA 118 (2021).

102. Ortman, S. G., Lobo, J. & Smith, M. E. Cities: complexity, theory and history. PLoS
ONE 15, e0243621 (2020).

103. Robin, E. & Broto, V. C. Towards a postcolonial perspective on climate urbanism.
Int. J. Urban Reg. Res. 45, 869–878 (2021).

104. Smith, M. E., Ortman, S. & Lobo, J. Heritage sites, climate change, and urban
science. Urban Clim. 47, 101371 (2023).

105. Anguelovski, I. et al. Expanding the boundaries of justice in urban greening
scholarship: toward an emancipatory, antisubordination, intersectional, and
relational approach. Ann. Am. Assoc. Geogr. 110, 1743–1769 (2020).

106. National Science Foundation. Learn about Convergence Research. https://
beta.nsf.gov/funding/learn/research-types/learn-about-convergence-research
(2023).

107. Djenontin, I. N. S. & Medow, A. M. The art of co-production of knowledge in
environmental sciences and management: lessons from international practice.
Environ. Manag. 61, 885–93 (2018).

108. Iwaniec, D. M. et al. The co-production of sustainable future scenarios. Landsc.
Urban Plan, 197, 103744 (2020).

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
This manuscript has been authored in part by UT-Battelle, LLC, under contract DE-
AC05–00OR22725 with the U.S. Department of Energy (DOE), and was supported in
part by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Science, Biological and
Environmental Research Program’s South-East Texas Urban Integrated Field
Laboratory under Award Number DE-SC0023216.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
All authors contributed to the design and execution of this project and reviewed and
edited the manuscript. J.L. wrote the original draft which was revised and edited by
all the coauthors. M.A. produced Fig. 1. V.C.B. produced Table 1.

COMPETING INTERESTS
The authors declare no competing interests.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION
Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to José Lobo.

Reprints and permission information is available at http://www.nature.com/
reprints

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims
in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,

adaptation, distribution and reproduction in anymedium or format, as long as you give
appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative
Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party
material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in the
article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not permitted by statutory
regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly
from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://
creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

© The Author(s) 2023

J. Lobo et al.

9

Published in partnership with RMIT University npj Urban Sustainability (2023)    32 

https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/25335
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/25335
https://sdinet.org/explore-our-data/
https://unhabitat.org/sites/default/files/2020/06/urban_observatory_guide.pdf
https://unhabitat.org/sites/default/files/2020/06/urban_observatory_guide.pdf
https://doi.org/10.46830/wriwp.21.00142
https://beta.nsf.gov/funding/learn/research-types/learn-about-convergence-research
https://beta.nsf.gov/funding/learn/research-types/learn-about-convergence-research
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://www.nature.com/reprints
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Integration of urban science and urban climate adaptation research: opportunities to advance climate action
	Introduction
	Urban adaptation research: imperatives and challenges
	From urban science to research on urban adaptation
	Cities as complex social-infrastructural-ecological networks
	The social construction of urban climates
	Governance and collective action for urban adaptation
	The challenge and opportunity of informality
	Historical processes and temporal horizons of adaptation
	A convergent research agenda for urban adaptation

	References
	Acknowledgements
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	ADDITIONAL INFORMATION




