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Abstract: Sustainable development of cities was among the goals aimed by either country or 

region since the 1980s. Ho Chi Minh City was ranked as the most rapid urban development in 

Vietnam, which challenged the accommodation of the necessities for a pleasant life in a city 

with limited resources, including housing, public infrastructure, a clean environment, security, 

safety, employment, and other necessities. The purpose of this study was to measure city 

sustainability by employing fuzzy decision analysis. A systematic review of the literature has 

provided the theoretical framework for measuring sustainable cities. Further consent on the 

criteria of a sustainable city in the context of Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam was confirmed based 

on the evaluation of thirty experts with academic and practical experience in the field. The 

research findings provided the measurement model of city sustainability at three levels with 

three main criteria at 2nd level and twenty sub-criteria at 3rd level. The research results revealed 

that there is great consent for city performance and priority ranking in terms of the social 

dimension. However, great conflict in the importance and performance of economic and 

environmental dimensions has been found. This practically implied the strategies for bridging 

the gap between the city’s actual criteria performance and priority ranking in target city 

sustainability. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

 

Sustainable development is a goal that is aimed by every country and region in the world 

and sustainable development of cities is not an exception [1, 2]. A sustainable city has recently 

attracted the research community with diversified concepts of green city, digital city, smart 

city, and livable city. However, the terms only referred to sustainability unidimensionally [3]. 

A sustainable city must be built and developed based on the adaptation and active participation 

of three pillars: economic, social, and environmental development [4]. This concept has been 

applied worldwide since the 80s to eliminate the bias toward economics when pursuing 

development goals.  

Ho Chi Minh City was ranked as the most rapid urban development with a high rate of rural-

to-urban migration [5, 6]. This leads to impressive achievements in the economic pillars, 

driving national growth [7, 8]. However, the city is also exposed to great challenges in the 



 

environment, infrastructure, and society. One of the city's biggest issues was meeting urban 

people’s needs for housing, public infrastructure, a clean environment, safety, employment, 

and other essentials for a decent life in a metropolis with scarce resources [9, 10]. Moreover, 

Vietnam has experienced climate change with an increase in average temperature by 0.50C. 

Sea-level has raised 20 centimeters over the 50 years [11]. The position of Ho Chi Minh City 

in an intratropical coastal region with low elevation, northeast of the Mekong Delta and 50 

kilometers inland from the South China Sea has resulted in considerable annual changes in 

climatic and weather extremes [12]. The consequences were negative impacts on the city’s 

sustainability [13]. 

A sustainable city is an obscured and debatable concept [14]. According to Parris and Kates 

[15], no unanimous indicator sets of sustainability have been accepted. Lisowski [16] has 

listed at least 20 different systems of sustainability indicators which have been developed 

worldwide by institutions, NGOs, and governments. Several reasons have been provided, 

including but not limited to the vague definition of sustainability, the diversified purpose of 

its measurement and the confusion about its components. A sustainable city is a multi-

dimensional concept with many different measurement criteria, including subjective and 

objective criteria [17]. Numerous tools for measuring and tracking urban sustainability have 

been created around the world, taking into account the unique characteristics of cities or areas 

as well as the needs of their inhabitants [18]. One of the best ways to track and evaluate the 

progress made toward sustainable development is by using indicators [16]. However, the 

inclusion of indicators in the measurement model is debatable in the literature. Moreover, it 

is much dependent on the context because one size does not fit all. This study was conducted 

to bridge the current gap by providing consent on indicators of sustainable cities in the context 

of Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam. It then examined the residents’ evaluation of sustainable 
development dimensions and their indicators with the importance-performance matrix.  

In recent academic research, city sustainable evaluation can be seen as a fuzzy decision-

making problem [19]. In this study, the fuzzy extent analysis method (FEAM) is employed 

for analyzing the city dwellers as an empirical evaluation. The research contributes to the 

academic and practical aspects in several ways. Firstly, the assessment criteria of a sustainable 

city in the context of Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam are operationalized. Secondly, it provides a 

priority rank of sustainable city criteria under the views of the city dwellers via their 

evaluation of the criteria importance. Finallly, actual city performance of sustainability is 

evaluated by the residents. The importance and performance parameters are critical for 

effective and efficient strategies to reach to goal of the city sustainability. Next, this research 

was structured with the presentation of a  literature review in section 2, followed by 

methodology in section 3. Empirical findings were described and discussed in section 4. 

Section 5 concluded the research paper. 

 

2. BACKGROUND 

 
Ho Chi Minh City was among the cities with highest population in Vietnam. Nine million 

peopled was recorded in the census taken every ten years in 2019, sharing over 9% and 50% 

of the country population and the Southeast region respectively. Ho Chi Minh City is 

considered as one of the economic, financial, commercial and service centers of the country. 

The city's economy grew quite quickly, reached 7.72% per year on average in the period 2016 

- 2019, always maintaining the leading position in the economy of the country, contributing 



 

more than 22% of GDP and 27% of total national budget. However, the target of sustainable 

city has not been realized. In fact, sustainable development was defined as a development to 

meet the needs of both present and future generations [20-22]. The UN 2030 Agenda for 

Sustainable Development with 17 Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs) was initiated in 

2015 to guide nations in developing policies and action plans for sustainable development, 

and cities are not exceptional [23]. The theme of the ninth World Urban Forum, “Cities 2030, 
Cities for All” targeted the promotion of sustainable and inclusive development of cities by 

the year 2030 [9, 24]. Since then, the study of sustainable urbanization has taken on a more 

complex and in-depth form, indicating the necessity of systematic studies to advance 

sustainability. 

To maintain conventional planning and design practices in line with the updated and revised 

concept of sustainability, urban planners created a comprehensive set of guidelines for urban 

planning concepts and strategies [3, 25]. That agenda served as the model for sustainable 

development in the twenty-first century because it positioned the environment within the 

context of society and the economy from the viewpoint of human survival [26]. In the early 

2000s, the notion of urban sustainability was gradually conceptualized as smart green 

technological solutions and the way to sustainable urbanization was far from the goal [27, 28].  

To date, the urban sustainability notion has become an umbrella concept covering growth, 

ecological modernization, and social justice, leading to the social–economic–ecological 

triangle [29]. Urban sustainability research and practice cover a wide range of topics due to 

its inherent complexity and diversity, including environmental preservation, resource 

utilization, land use, economic development, resource management, social well-being, living 

space, climate change, energy conservation, and waste reduction [30]. In short, the concept of 

a sustainable city was clarified as a place to enable its citizens to satisfy their own needs and 

enhance their well-being, without compromising others, including the natural world or the 

lives of other people, even now or in the future [31]. For the equitable benefit and well-being 

of all current and future citizens, cities should be sustainable economically, socially, and 

ecologically [32]. 

The assessment of sustainability relied on the umbrella of the triple bottom line approach, 

covering social, environmental, and economic dimensions with diverse attributes such as 

safety and security, housing, education, health care, recreation, transportation, employment, 

pollution, green spaces, and more [9]. More described sustainable development as a non-

declining utility over the long term. Economic and social were the major contributing aspects 

to the city’s sustainable development due to environmental externalities. Maslow’s theory of 
the needs pyramid has been integrated into the economic and social dimensions [33, 34]. 

Economic indicators were the foundation for basic needs before moving to the psychological 

needs at the social dimension. Newton [35]  demonstrated the unbalance between 

sustainability and liveability when showing the high-level resource consumption as inputs of 

liveability, which led to the high rate of waste generation. Calthorpe [36] was the first to link 

economic development's process of pollution management, illustrating the possibility of more 

habitable communities with lower levels of resource use to eliminate environmental decay. 

The top-down approach to measuring the city’s sustainability can serve as the framework for 

a set of indicators [37].  

To create 21 indicators that describe the environmental, economic, and social features of 

Mexico's Coatzacoalcos river basin, Barrera-Roldán and Saldıvar-Valdés [38] used the 

framework of the driving forces, state and response (DSR) philosophy, and multi-attribute 



 

decision theory. This objective measurement methodology has been viewed as the gold 

standard in research because they are believed to reflect the real world and minimize 

discretion. However, it can only be calculated with the availability of official archives of data. 

In addition, It was stated that more subjective metrics were required to evaluate the experience 

itself to describe the population's experience's quality [39]. Subjective evaluation of the 

indicators has been recently examined in a plethora of studies [40]. Lee, Seow [9] have applied 

the importance-performance matrix with a structural equation model to measure the perceived 

importance and perceived performance of residents in Shanghai city, China. The findings 

showed a different level of importance compared to the performance of indicators and sub-

indicators in the measurement model of city sustainability. 

 

3. RESEARCH METHOD 

 
After synthesizing the criteria from previous studies, the authors conducted in-depth 

interviews with thirty experts, who had much experience in the field of sustainability, to final 

criteria of sustainability in the context of Ho Chi Minh City as indicated in Table 1.  

 

 

Table 1. Criteria of sustainable city 

 

 Dimensions 

SOC Social dimension 

SOC1 Safety and security in the city  

SOC2 
Quality of housing conditions 

and necessary amenities  

SOC3 
Quality of healthcare facilities 

and services  

SOC4 
Quality of educational facilities 

and services  

SOC5 
Adequacy of recreational and 

sports facilities  

SOC6 
Convenient locations of retail 

shops and restaurants  

SOC7 
Public transportation system 

and access to places in the city  

SOC8 Control of traffic congestion  

EVN Environmental dimension 

ENV1 Control of air pollution  

ENV2 Control of noise pollution  

ENV3 Control of water pollution  

ENV4 Management of waste  

ENV5 Preservation of natural areas  

ENV6 Adequacy of green and open 

spaces  

ENV7 Maintenance of streets and 

buildings  



 

ECO Economic dimension 

ECO1 Monthly income adequacy  

ECO2 Cost of living affordability  

ECO3 Adequacy of affordable houses  

ECO4 Economic performance of the 

city  

ECO5 Employment opportunities  

 

Next, they evaluated the criteria by using the fuzzy extent analysis method (FEAM). This 

method used a range of values rather than a single fixed value or number to solve problems. 

Because it could be challenging for people to convey their opinions clearly, this was a more 

realistic scenario. The following are the FEAM's steps [19, 41-45]: 

Let  1 2
 , ,. . .,=

n
zzZ z  be an object set, and 

             1 2
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The extent analysis values for each goal's item are then determined and shown as follows:  
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Step 2: Comparing degrees of possibility: The degree of possibility of N2 ≥ N1 is expressed 

as follows: 
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 Step 3: Calculate the weight vector: 

Assume that 
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 for k = 1, 2,…, n; k ≠ i.  
Then, the weight vector is given by:  
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where  

Bi (i = 1,2,…, n) are n elements. 

  

Step 4: Calculate the normalized weight vector: 
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     Step 5. Ranking of the criteria of sustainable Ho Chi Minh city. After having criteria 

weights, their ranking of them was known. 

4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

City performance (CP) and evaluation of the residents on priority ranking (PR) of the 

indicators and sub-indicators under the umbrella index of the sustainable city have been 

calculated based on FEAM. The research results in Table 2 implied a three-level model of a 

sustainable city. The 2nd level includes three main criteria.  

The respondents confirmed that the environmental aspect was the most significant aspect 

of a sustainable city (0.4597), followed by the social dimension (0.3845). The economic 

dimension (0.1558) was ranked as the least important.  

According to people’s perceptions of Ho Chi Minh City's performance, the city did best on 

the economic dimension (0.4795), followed by the social dimension (0.3202). The 

environmental dimension (0.2003) was the worst performance. 

The findings showed a great consent for city performance and priority ranking in terms of 

the social dimension. However, a conflict performance picture of economic and 

environmental aspects was found. Ho Chi Minh City’s economy always takes a driving role 
in the national economy in terms of its size and high growth rates [8]. However, the trade-off 

between economic growth and environmental quality is inevitable. Liu, Xie [46] found 

that energy consumption and carbon emissions were associated with economic growth. In the 

context of Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam, the environment is the priority of a sustainable city 

under the views of city dwellers.  

Because of its terrain, which includes low elevated coastal zones throughout the more than 

3,000 km of coastline, Vietnam is among the countries most significantly affected by this 

hazardous development and is not an exception [47, 48]. Future sea level rise threatens coastal 

regions all around the world, placing their infrastructure, ecosystems, and other significant 

economic and environmental assets in jeopardy. [49]. The two densely-populated main delta 

regions of the Red River (Ha Noi city)  and the Mekong (Ho Chi Minh City) are particularly 

affected. According to Waibel [47], a 1-meter sea level rise may cause up to 20,000 km2 of 

the Mekong River delta and 5,000 km2 of the Red River delta to flood. Kulp and Strauss [50] 

have implied the risk of flooding caused by sea level rise for low-elevation coastal areas 

around the world, including Vietnam. Sea level rise could negatively affect up to three times 

compared to previously forecast damage, and even wipe out some coastal cities. The 

metropolis of Hanoi and Ho Chi Minh City, being situated within the delta regions, will not 

only be endangered by sea level rise itself but may also experience a massive migration 

pressure of climate change refugees from the surrounding areas. 

 

Table 2. Research results 

 

 Dimensions Weight Rank 

  PR CP PR CP 



 

SOC Social dimension 0.3845 0.3202 2 2 

SOC1 Safety and security in the city  0.1523 0.2363 3 1 

SOC2 
Quality of housing conditions and 

necessary amenities  
0.0730 0.1377 6 4 

SOC3 
Quality of healthcare facilities 

and services  
0.0860 0.1495 5 3 

SOC4 
Quality of educational facilities 

and services  
0.0868 0.2032 4 2 

SOC5 
Adequacy of recreational and 

sports facilities  
0.0477 0.0833 7 6 

SOC6 
Convenient locations of retail 

shops and restaurants  
0.0379 0.0969 8 5 

SOC7 
Public transportation system and 

access to places in the city  
0.1932 0.0524 2 7 

SOC8 Control of traffic congestion  0.3230 0.0405 1 8 

ENV Environmental dimension 0.4597 0.2003 1 3 

ENV1 Control of air pollution  0.1875 0.2257 3 1 

ENV2 Control of noise pollution  0.1361 0.1868 4 2 

ENV3 Control of water pollution  0.1110 0.1765 5 3 

ENV4 Management of waste  0.1965 0.1481 2 4 

ENV5 Preservation of natural areas  0.0321 0.1135 7 5 

ENV6 
Adequacy of green and open 

spaces  
0.0867 0.0979 6 6 

ENV7 
Maintenance of streets and 

buildings  
0.2501 0.0514 1 7 

ECO Economic dimension 0.1558 0.4795 3 1 

ECO1 Monthly income adequacy  0.0874 0.2912 5 2 

ECO2 Cost of living affordability  0.3557 0.0625 1 5 

ECO3 Adequacy of affordable houses  0.1078 0.1114 4 4 

ECO4 Economic performance of the city  0.1886 0.3377 3 1 

ECO5 Employment opportunities  0.2605 0.1972 2 3 

 

Further evaluation of sub-indicators at level three of the city sustainability index provided 

empirical evidence on the contrast between importance and performance. For instance, in the 

social dimension, traffic congestion was ranked first as the most important but was evaluated 

as the worst control (the worst performance). This finding has practical meaning in identifying 

the prominent problem of traffic congestion and transportation-related environmental 

pollution [51, 52, 53, 54]. A similar story can be found with the sub-indicators of the 

environmental dimension. Maintenance of streets and buildings was lastly ranked in terms of 

performance despite its first demand.  Relating to the economic dimension, city dwellers 

highly judged the economic performance of the city. However, their problem was the cost of 

living affordability. The Spatial Cost of Living Index (SCOLI) compiled by the General 

Statistics Office of Vietnam for 63 provinces and cities based on surveys and comparison of 

prices of 11 essential commodities showed confirmed the second rank of  Ho Chi Minh City  

(99.05%). In terms of education expenses, Ho Chi Minh City was the top expensive. 

 

https://vietnamtimes.org.vn/hanoi-is-the-most-expensive-city-in-vietnam-14394.html


 

5. CONCLUSIONS 

 

This study has applied the fuzzy extent analysis method (FEAM) to evaluate the 

performance and importance of city sustainability based on the responses from the city 

dwellers. Research findings have determined the priorities of criteria and sub-criteria in the 

sustainable city model. In addition, the actual performance of these indicators has been 

calculated.   The research findings have provided empirical evidence for ranking index for 

city sustainability in terms of both actual performance and priority ranking of indicators under 

the lenses of the city dwellers. They are useful for policy implications in bridging the gap 

between actual performance and the perceived importance of the indicators toward city 

sustainability. More specfically, the performance of “maintenance of streets and building” 
was evaluated as the worst in environment domain despite of its 1st priority ranking. The 

problem mainly related to condominium apartment common interest development. It’s also 
the phenomenon in developing countries. Therefore, we suggest the promotion of home owner 

association in addition to the local state governance so that this partnership can push the 

effectiveness of the urban micro-governance, lead to the performance improvement of this 

environmental criterium.  

However, the generalization of this study has been challenged, given its  stragegy of relying 

on the data of experts’interviews. Therefore, larger survey with the city residents as 
participants should be done in future to get the findings more generalized.  

 

 

REFERENCES  

 

[1] Duran, D. C., Artene, A., Gogan, L. M., & Duran, V. (2015). The objective of sustainable 

development-ways to achieve welfare. Procedia Economics and Finance, 26, 812-817. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S2212-5671(15)00852-7 

[2] Barton, H., & Grant, M. (2013). Urban planning for healthy cities. Journal of Urban 

Health, 90(1), 129-141. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11524-011-9649-3 

[3] Fu, Y., & Zhang, X. (2017). The trajectory of urban sustainability concepts: A 35-year 

bibliometric analysis. Cities, 60, 113-123. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2016.08.003 

[4] Elkington, J. (1997). Cannibals with Forks: the Triple Bottom Line of 21st Century. 

Oxford, UK: Capstone. 

[5] Luong, H. V. (2009). Urbanization, Migration, and Poverty in a Vietnamese Metropolis: 

Ho Chi Minh in Comparative Perspective, NUS Press. https://doi.org/10.2307/j.ctv1ntgtk  

[6] Givental, E. (2014). The Ho Chi Minh City canals: assessing vulnerability and resilience 

factors. Yearbook of the Association of Pacific Coast Geographers, 76, 49-67. 

[7] Tan, D., & Fukushima, S. (2010). Transformation of the socio-economic structure of Ho 

Chi Minh City under the Doi-Moi policy and the accompanying globalization process. 

Meijo Asian Research Journal, 1(1), 33-45. 

[8] Nguyen, C. T. (2019). Using Solow and I–O models to determine the factors impacting 

economic growth in Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam. Asia-Pacific Journal of Regional 

Science, 3(1), 247-271. https://doi.org/10.1007/s41685-018-0094-0 

[9] Lee, S.-W., Seow, C.-W., & Xue, K. (2021). Residents’ sustainable city evaluation, 
satisfaction, and loyalty: Integrating importance-performance analysis and structural 

equation modeling. Sustainability, 13(12), 6766. https://doi.org/10.3390/su13126766 

https://doi.org/10.1007%2Fs11524-011-9649-3


 

[10] Nguyen, P. T., Likhitruangsilp, V., & Onishi, M. (2020). Success factors for public-

private partnership infrastructure projects in Vietnam. International Journal on Advanced 

Science, Engineering and Information Technology, 10(2), 858-865.  

http://doi.org/10.18517/ijaseit.10.2.5839 

[11] Givental, E., & Meredith, D. (2016). Environmental and political implications of 

Vietnam's water vulnerabilities: A multiscale assessment. Singapore Journal of Tropical 

Geography, 37(1), 59-75. 

 https://doi.org/10.1111/sjtg.12135 

[12] Storch, H., & Downes, N. K. (2011). A scenario-based approach to assess Ho Chi Minh 

City’s urban development strategies against the impact of climate change. Cities, 28(6), 
517-526.  

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2011.07.002 

[13] Katzschner, A., Waibel, M., Schwede, D., Katzschner, L., Schmidt, M., & Storch, H. 

(2016). Sustainable Ho Chi Minh City: Climate Policies for Emerging Mega Cities: 

Springer. 

[14] Rees, W. E. (1997). Is ‘sustainable city’an oxymoron? Local environment, 2(3), 303-

310.  

https://doi.org/10.1080/13549839708725535 

[15] Parris, T.M. and R.W. Kates, Characterizing and measuring sustainable development. 

Annual Review of environment and resources, 2003. 28(1): p. 559-586. 

https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.energy.28.050302.10551 

[16] Lisowski, A. Constructing Indicators for Measuring Provincial Sustainable 

Development Index in Vietnam. in E3S Web of Conferences. 2018. EDP Sciences. 

https://doi.org/10.1051/e3sconf/20183506003  

[17] Turkoglu, H. (2015). Sustainable development and quality of urban life. Procedia-

Social and Behavioral Sciences, 202, 10-14. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2015.08.203 

[18] Al-Qawasmi, J., Saeed, M., Asfour, O. S., & Aldosary, A. S. (2021). Assessing Urban 

Quality of Life: Developing the Criteria for Saudi Cities. Frontiers in Built Environment, 

7, 682391. https://doi.org/10.3389/fbuil.2021.682391 

[19] R. Gaber, M. El-Kader, and E. Okba, "The resilience performance index, a fuzzy logic 

approach to assess urban resilience," International Journal of Sustainable Development 

and Planning, vol. 17, no. 4, pp. 1225-1235, 2022. https://doi.org/10.18280/ijsdp.170421 

[20] Wang, W.-M., & Peng, H.-H. (2020). A fuzzy multi-criteria evaluation framework for 

urban sustainable development. Mathematics, 8(3), 330. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/math8030330 

[21] Lee, S. W., & Xue, K. (2021). An integrated importance-performance analysis and 

modified analytic hierarchy process approach to sustainable city assessment. 

Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 28(44), 63346-63358. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-15235-0 

[22] Zavadskas, E. K., Antucheviciene, J., Vilutiene, T., & Adeli, H. (2017). Sustainable 

decision-making in civil engineering, construction and building technology. 

Sustainability, 10(1), 14. 

https://doi.org/10.3390/su10010014 

[23] Li, F., Liu, X., Hu, D., Wang, R., Yang, W., Li, D., & Zhao, D. (2009). Measurement 

indicators and an evaluation approach for assessing urban sustainable development: A 



 

case study for China's Jining City. Landscape and urban planning, 90(3-4), 134-142. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2008.10.022 

[24] Stuart, L. (2017). Transforming our world: The 2030 agenda for sustainable 

development A/RES/70/1: Theme: statement,‘Do not leave indigenous Australians 
behind’. Paper presented at the Session of the Permanent Forum of Indigenous Issues 
(PFII): Tenth Anniversary of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous 

Peoples: measures taken to implement the Declaration. 

[25] Skyllstad, K. (2018). Cities for All–Implementing the New Urban Agenda. Journal of 

Urban Culture Research, 16, 4-10. 

[26] Walter, B., Arkin, L., & Crenshaw, R. W. (1992). Sustainable cities: concepts and 

strategies for eco-city development. Los Angeles, CA: Eco-Home Media.  

[27] Bakar, A. H. A., & Cheen, K. S. (2013). A framework for assessing the sustainable 

urban development. Procedia-Social and Behavioral Sciences, 85, 484-492. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2013.08.377 

[28] Joss, S., Cowley, R., & Tomozeiu, D. (2013). Towards the ‘ubiquitous eco-city’: an 
analysis of the internationalisation of eco-city policy and practice. Urban Research & 

Practice, 6(1), 54-74. https://doi.org/10.1080/17535069.2012.762216 

[29] Joss, S. (2011). Eco-cities: The mainstreaming of urban sustainability–key 

characteristics and driving factors. International Journal of Sustainable Development and 

Planning, 6(3), 268-285. https://doi.org/10.2495/SDP-V6-N3-268-285 

[30] Rotmans, J., van Asselt, M., & Vellinga, P. (2000). An integrated planning tool for 

sustainable cities. Environmental Impact Assessment Review, 20(3), 265-276. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0195-9255(00)00039-1 

[31] Wei, Y., Huang, C., Lam, P. T., & Yuan, Z. (2015). Sustainable urban development: A 

review on urban carrying capacity assessment. Habitat International, 46, 64-71. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.habitatint.2014.10.015 

[32] Vertovec, S., & Posey, D. A. (2004). Globalization, globalism, environments, and 

environmentalism: consciousness of connections: OUP Oxford. 

[33] Koch, F., & Ahmad, S. (2018). How to measure progress towards an inclusive, safe, 

resilient and sustainable city? Reflections on applying the indicators of sustainable 

development goal 11 in Germany and India. In Urban transformations (pp. 77-90): 

Springer. 

[34] Mori, K., & Christodoulou, A. (2012). Review of sustainability indices and indicators: 

Towards a new City Sustainability Index (CSI). Environmental Impact Assessment 

Review, 32(1), 94-106. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eiar.2011.06.001 

[35] Maslow, A. H. (1958). A Dynamic Theory of Human Motivation. 

[36] Maslow, A. H. (1954). Motivation and personality Harper and Row. New York, NY. 

[37] Newton, P. W. (2012). Liveable and sustainable? Socio-technical challenges for 

twenty-first-century cities. Journal of Urban Technology, 19(1), 81-102. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/10630732.2012.626703 

[38] Calthorpe, P. (1991). Sustainable Communities: A new design synthesis for cities, 

suburbs, and towns: Sierra Club Books. 

[39] Singh, R. K., Murty, H. R., Gupta, S. K., & Dikshit, A. K. (2009). An overview of 

sustainability assessment methodologies. Ecological Indicators, 9(2), 189-212. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2011.01.007 



 

[40] Barrera-Roldán, A., & Saldıvar-Valdés, A. (2002). Proposal and application of a 

Sustainable Development Index. Ecological Indicators, 2(3), 251-256. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S1470-160X(02)00058-4 

[41] Campbell, A. (1976). Subjective measures of well-being. American Psychologist, 

31(2), 117. . https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.31.2.117 

[42] Afacan, Y. (2015). Resident satisfaction for sustainable urban regeneration. Paper 

presented at the Proceedings of the Institution of Civil Engineers-Municipal Engineer. 

[43] Liu, Y., Eckert, C. M., & Earl, C. (2020). A review of fuzzy AHP methods for decision-

making with subjective judgements. Expert Systems with Applications, 161, 113738. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eswa.2020.113738 

[44] Zhu, K.-J., Jing, Y., & Chang, D.-Y. (1999). A discussion on Extent Analysis Method 

and applications of fuzzy AHP. European Journal of Operational Research, 116(2), 450-

456.  

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0377-2217(98)00331-2 

[45] Basahel, A., & Taylan, O. (2016). Using fuzzy AHP and fuzzy TOPSIS approaches for 

assessing safety conditions at worksites in construction industry. International Journal of 

Safety and Security Engineering, 6(4), 728-745.  

 https://doi.org/10.2495/SAFE-V6-N4-728-745 

[46] Wang, W. (2019). Site Selection of Fire Stations in Cities Based on Geographic 

Information System and Fuzzy Analytic Hierarchy Process. Ingénierie des Systèmes 

d'Information, 24(6). https://doi.org/10.18280/isi.240609 

[47] Nguyen, P. T., Vu, N. B., Van Nguyen, L., Le, L. P., & Vo, K. D. (2018). The 

application of fuzzy analytic hierarchy process (F-AHP) in engineering project 

management. Paper presented at the 2018 IEEE 5th International Conference On 

Engineering Technologies And Applied Sciences (ICETAS). 

[48] Liu, D., Xie, Y., Hafeez, M., & Usman, A. (2022). The trade-off between economic 

performance and environmental quality: does financial inclusion matter for emerging Asian 

economies? Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 29(20), 29746-29755. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-17755-1 

[49] Waibel, M. (2008). Implications and challenges of climate change for Vietnam. Pacific 

News, 29(1), 26-27. 

[50] Eckert, R., & Waibel, M. (2009). Climate change and challenges for the urban 

development of Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam. Pacific News, 31, 18-20. 

[51] Nicholls, R. J. (2011). Planning for the impacts of sea level rise. Oceanography, 24(2), 

144-157. https://doi.org/10.5670/oceanog.2011.34 

[52] Kulp, S. A., & Strauss, B. H. (2019). New elevation data triple estimates of global 

vulnerability to sea-level rise and coastal flooding. Nature Communications, 10(1), 1-12. 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-12808-z 

[53] Le, T. P. L., & Trinh, T. A. (2016). Encouraging public transport use to reduce traffic 

congestion and air pollutant: A case study of Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam. Procedia 

Engineering, 142, 236-243. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.proeng.2016.02.037 

[54] Nguyen, M. Q., Pham, T. T. X., & Phan, T. T. H. (2019). Traffic Congestion: A 

Prominent Problem in Vietnam Current Situation and Solutions. European Journal of 

Engineering and Technology Research, 4(9), 112-116. 

https://doi.org/10.24018/ejeng.2019.4.9.1524 

    


