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Abstract 
Housing development on a sustainable basis is gaining global attention, yet the adoptions in 
rural areas are relatively scarce. Studies had shown that the absence of sustainable housing 
in rural areas may result in a range of problems, including poor quality of life, rural migration, 
inadequate physical and mental health, and accelerate social inequality. However, little-to-
none studies showed on a possible list of sustainable housing indicators that could be 
applicable to rural areas. This study aims to review the indicators of sustainable housing in 
rural areas through literature review. The review results identified six dimensions of 
sustainability, namely economic, social, environmental, cultural, technical and design, and 
stakeholder participation that could potentially contribute towards sustainable housing in 
rural areas, with 54 indicators identified under these six dimensions. These indicators could 
potentially adopting to the culture and living standards of the residents resided in rural areas. 
These findings could contribute to the knowledge gap regarding sustainable housing 
indicators in the rural context.    
Keywords: Indicators, Review, Rural Areas, Sustainable Housing 
 
Introduction 
Population growth contributes to the demand of housings, leading towards greenhouse gases 
(GHG) emissions from the construction process and housing operations. United Nations 
Environment Programme (UNEP) reported that the construction industry alone contributed 
to around 40% of the energy-related carbon emissions in 2018 (UNEP, 2019). Such high 
number of emissions alerts the government and housing stakeholders to look into possible 
ways of reducing GHG emissions and hence alleviating the global warming impact (Miller et 
al., 2014).  
This accentuates the importance of incorporating sustainability features into housing, to 
reduce GHG emissions. In the United Nations Conference on Human Environment, the 
principle of sustainable housing laid on the basis of proper planning in inhabited areas and 
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urbanisation to minimise negative environmental impacts for maximising socio-economic and 
environmental benefits (Sohn, 1973). Moreover, studies had shown that sustainable housing 
brings societal benefits including enhanced functionality and durability, reduced 
maintenance, and improved public health (UN-HABITAT, 2012; Yang & Yang, 2015). Aldossary 
et al (2016); AlQahtany (2020) supported on the significance of sustainable housing and 
believed that it is crucial to raise public awareness on the benefits of sustainable housing. 
Even though several development plans are implemented by the government, its 
effectiveness and implementation continue to be questioned (Ng et al., 2017). 
A number of  studies have been conducted for sustainable housing development in urban 
context and informed on a list of challenges, strategies and/or sustainable housing indicators 
that could be linking towards the country of study and culture (Abidin et al., 2013; 
Bredenoord, 2015; Oyebanji et al., 2017; Said et al., 2016; Yang & Yang, 2015). In rural context, 
Hedayati-moghadam et al (2014) analysed sustainability indicators in Insafahan Province; 
Oladokun and Komolafe (2017) examined drivers of rural housing in Nigeria; Gorbenkova et 
al (2018) explored drivers that could contribute to sustainable development. Little-to-none 
research specifically focusing on the indicators of sustainable housing in rural context.  
Therefore, this study reviews and proposes a possible list of indicators of sustainable housing 
in rural areas. Various indicators that identified from both urban and rural contexts will be 
reviewed to propose for a possible list of indicators that could be tested in the future research. 
The study is driven by the unequal progress of sustainable housing development in between 
urban and rural areas, which would likely deprive the quality of life of the rural residents. The 
review of the indicators that feature the sustainability characteristics of rural housing would 
be in harmonious with the culture and lifestyle of the rural residents. Moreover, this study 
could contribute to the knowledge gap on indicators of sustainable housing in rural areas and 
add valuable insights into existing literature. 
 
Literature Review 
Concept of Sustainable Housing 
Sustainability has been defined in Brundtland Report 1987 as the fulfilment of current needs 
without compromising the capabilities of future generations for meeting their own needs in 
term of economic, social and environmental aspects (Keeble, 1988). Different parties 
including government and academics have been concentrating on the concept of sustainable 
development since the release of the Brundtland Report. In 1992, Rio Earth Summit called 
attention to the interconnectedness of economic, social and environmental issues, and 
insisted that success in one sector requires long-term action in others (UNCED, 1992).  This 
further leads to the introduction of Triple Bottom Line (TBL) theory, which takes into account 
of three aspects, namely economic involvement, social responsibility and environmental 
performance (Elkington, 1998). 
The concept of sustainable housing was known by introducing the concept of sustainability 
into houses by fulfilling the fundamental needs of residents and improving their quality of life 
(Maliene & Malys, 2009). Sustainable housing could be referred as housing that is 
economically viable, socially acceptable, environmentally benign, technically feasible, and 
structurally durable to meet the needs of the present generations while taking economic, 
safety, ecological and cultural concerns into account (Choguill, 2007). Sustainable housing 
could minimise the negative impact of houses and its operations on human well-being and 
circumstances as well as environment through improved design, location, construction, 
operating, upkeep, and the full life cycle of the structure (Roshanfekr et al., 2016). Ng et al 
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(2017) stressed that the concept of sustainable housing could be referred as a comfortable 
living environment capable of meeting humans’ needs, such as reducing living costs. 
In the rural context, Rezvani et al (2011) added that sustainable housing provides long-term 
success despite its environmental friendliness. Researchers had shown that the absence of 
sustainable housing in rural areas may result in a range of problems, including poor quality of 
life (Wilkinson & Pickett, 2009), lack of health and welfare services (Wet et al., 2011), rural 
migration, higher crime rates, education dropouts, inadequate physical and mental health 
(Herrmann & Svarin, 2009), and accelerate social inequality (WHO, 2010). In addition, 
psychological disorders may occur which positioned the residents  at a level of higher risk for 
diseases and malnutrition (Howell et al., 2005; Ruel et al., 2010).  
 
Overview of Prior Studies 
Various research had been conducted in relation to sustainable housing in urban context. 
Internationally, literatures had merged the concepts of affordability with sustainability, to 
discuss on the sustainable affordable housing (Adabre & Chan, 2019; Adabre et al., 2020). 
Bredenoord (2015) supported that sustainable housing is achieveable in low-cost housing to 
improve the houses of Netherland’s lower-income households. Gan et al (2017) further 
investigated on the key sustainable housing indicators that could be incorporated into the 
affordable housing in China and discovered 24 indicators under social, economic and 
environment categories. Travakoli et al (2017) reported on the factors that affecting design 
of sustainable housing in Iran. Oyebanji et al (2017) suggested that financial viability is the 
vital indicators for the success of sustainable housing in England. Heffernan and de Wilde 
(2020) stressed that energy efficiency and financial affordability were the key indicators for 
sustainable housing in England. Nainggolan et al (2020) conducted literature review on 
sustainable housing indicators. Framework had also been proposed for sustainable housing 
development (Ibem & Aduwo, 2015). 
In Malaysia, Bakar et al (2011) discussed on the practices that could contribute towards 
sustainability index establishment. Lop et al (2016) investigated the green building indicators 
for successful implementation of environment related indicators into the buildings. 
Roshanfekr et al (2016) proposed that indoor environment quality as the key sustainable 
housing indicator. Ng et al (2017) reviewed earlier research on the formation of sustainable 
housing in order to discover the features, trends, measures, or parameters that those 
researchers had applied to gauge sustainable housing development. Framework in relation to 
sustainable housing implementation had been discussed by Bakar et al (2010); Ng et al (2017) 
while Rizal and Tarmidi (2022) proposed to measure affordable housing sustainability by using 
spatial framework. Yusof and Ariffin (2020) examined the implementation of sustainable 
development through literature reviews and content analysis.  
In the rural context, incorporating sustainability features into rural housing could be 
challenging due to the lower income, accessibility, and a lack of government efforts 
(Gorbenkova et al., 2018). In terms of literature, sustainable housing in rural context is 
comparatively little to the urban context. Shayan et al (2014) investigated the sustainable 
housing indicators in Zarrindasht. Hedayati-moghadam et al (2014) utilised an Insafahan 
Province to analyse rural sustainability indicators. Gorbenkova et al (2018) identified 13 
drivers that could contribute to sustainable development in rural context, such as human 
capital, budget allocation and living standards. However, both Hedayati-moghadam et al 
(2014); Gorbenkova et al (2018) did not specified on the housing aspect. These seem to point 
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on the research gap of the sustainable housing indicators in rural context, specifically in 
Malaysia.  
 
Overview of Sustainable Housing Dimensions 
Sustainable housing requires possible dimensions to indicate its features and performances. 
Various sustainable housing indicators had been proposed by different stakeholders and/or 
researchers. Studies had shown that the sustainable housing dimensions first revolved based 
on the TBL theory, which are economic, social, and environment (Heffernan & de Wilde, 2020; 
Safronova et al., 2017). The economic dimension for achieving sustainable housing could 
ensure the financial viability for the housing suppliers, workers welfare, and increase 
adaptable and flexible of housing to meet future demands (Turcotte & Geiser, 2010). This 
economic dimension could possibly be referred as the duration of housing production 
processes that can be perpetuated in order to fulfil current and future housing demands 
(Chiu, 2012). The main focus of the social aspects of sustainable housing relates to how 
housing affects people’s quality of life, both now and in the future (Ibem & Aduwo, 2015). 
Chiu (2012) emphasised that this could probably related to social justice and equality, social 
cohesiveness and integrity. In terms of environmental dimension, previous studies reported 
that houses need to be designed to conserve energy, water, and reduce greenhouse gases 
while in construction and throughout its lifetime (Al Surf, 2014; Aldossary et al., 2016; 
Safronova et al., 2017). 
Other than the TBL, cultural, technical and design dimensions could possibly contribute 
towards sustainable housing (Narvydas, 2014; Soini & Dessein, 2016). Tavakoli et al. (2017) 
suggested that considerations should be given to indicators related to cultural dimension of 
housing in Iran, and design of sustainable housing in addition to concerns of sustainability 
such as economic, social and environmental. Cultural dimension could be referred as the 
continuance of certain forms of arts, religion, and way of life that were impacted by the local 
natural environment where the human settlement was created (Chiu, 2012). A technical trend 
in sustainable housing could be referred to the use of advanced technology to attain highest 
levels of energy efficiency (Narvydas, 2014), such as the cutting-edge technology, knowledge, 
and systems to achieve sustainability goals (Syed Jamaludin et al., 2020). The design 
dimension could be referred as the ideal housing location, pertaining to the concerns for 
climate and weather. Such housing design significantly contributes to the growth of 
architecture toward sustainability (Khiabanian & Abbasi, 2012; Khorami, 2004).  
As housing is a complex context that involved multiple stakeholders, Eden (2000) emphasised 
on the collaboration between local governments and stakeholders as well as public 
engagement, by introducing stakeholder participation as one of the dimensions for 
sustainable housing.  Susilawati and Al-surf (2011) supported that implementing of 
sustainable housing may be aided through cooperation among different stakeholders, 
including government agencies, private sectors, housing agencies and households. Ng et al. 
(2017) supported that government needs to take the initiative in developing and 
implementing the overall strategy for sustainable housing development, with the supports 
from stakeholders with specialised knowledge on sustainable housings.  
 
Research Methodology 
This study utilised descriptive review approach in collecting the possible indicators for 
sustainable housing in rural areas through literature review. Descriptive research focuses on 
outlining the characteristics of demographic segment or phenomenon under study 
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(Manjunatha, 2019). Literature review was conducted on the reliable sources, such as 
journals, reports, conference articles and theses, published from 2010 to 2021, for generating 
the indicators. The topics covered through literature review were related to sustainable 
housing, affordable sustainable housing, urban, rural, indicators, critical success factors, and 
housing industry. The possible indicators related to the sustainable housing in rural areas 
were identified through reviewing the relevant studies.  
 
Findings and Discussions 
The review of existing literatures showed on a total of six dimensions and 54 indicators that 
could be important in achieving the sustainable housing development in rural areas. These six 
dimensions were identified based on the literatures, such as TBL (Heffernan & de Wilde, 2020; 
Safronova et al., 2017), culture (Nainggolan et al., 2020; Soini & Dessein, 2016), technical and 
design (Golubchikov & Badyina, 2012; Narvydas, 2014), and stakeholder participation (Van 
Bueren & De Jong, 2007; Yang & Yang, 2015). These dimensions and indicators were 
presented in Table 1. 
 
Table 1 
Indicators of Sustainable Housing Identified from Literature Review 

Dimension Indicator Reference 

Economic  Lower operational cost [1], [3], [4], [5] 

Reduced life cycle cost [1], [3] 

Reduced transportation cost [1], [3] 

Balanced housing market provision [1], [3], [4], [6], [7], [8], [9] 

Cost recovery throughout the life cycle 
process 

[1], [3] 

Desirability [9], [11] 

Availability of competitive interest rates 
on mortgage 

[3], [10], [12], [13], [14], [15] 

Efficient use of resources [3], [5], [8], [15], [16], [17], [18] 

Labour productivity in housing 
construction 

[4], [19] 

Time efficiency in housing construction [4], [19] 

Social  Accessibility to infrastructure facilities [1], [2], [3], [4], [6], [8], [9], 
[12], [13], [14], [15], [16], [17], 
[18], [20], [21], [22], [23], [24] 

Equability of housing distribution [1], [3], [8], [16], [18], [23], 
[24], [25] 

Effective management of property [1], [3], [22] 

Safety [1], [2], [3], [8], [9], [13], [14], 
[15], [16], [17], [20], [22],  [23], 
[24] 

Harmonious social relationship [1], [2], [3], [8], [16], [17], [18], 
[22] 

Privacy in dwelling units [2], [3] 

Social networks capable of generating 
social capital 

[2], [3], [23], [26] 
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Provision of recreational and leisure 
facilities 

[2], [3], [4], [8], [9], [12], [13], 
[14], [15], [16], [17], [21],  [23] 

Public awareness [3], [6], [8], [10],  [24], [25] 

Quality of life [2], [3], [4], [8], [16], [26] 

Environmental  Land use efficiency [1], [2], [3], [4], [6], [8], [17], 
[18], [23][26] 

Energy efficiency [1], [2], [3], [4], [5], [6], [9], 
[11], [13], [17], [18], [20], [21], 
[22], [23] 

Water Efficiency [1], [3], [11], [16], [18], [20], 
[21], [22] 

Available green public spaces [1], [2], [3], [9], [13], [18], [21], 
[24] 

Effectively utilizing resources [1], [3], [4], [18], [22], [25] 

Landscaping elements [2], [3], [4], [16], [20] 

Reduction on car dependency [2], [3], [8], [9], [12], [15], [17], 
[24] 

Storm water discharge system  [2], [3], [4], [25] 

Waste management system [2], [3], [4], [13], [14], [15], [20] 

Sources of water and power supply [2], [3], [24] 

Environmental protection [3], [8], [9], [20], [22],  [23], 
[26], [27] 

Cultural  Architectural design in relation to 
cultural values of residents 

[2], [3], [27] 

Housing suitability to occupants’ 
natural way of life 

[1], [2], [3], [4], [5], [16], [18] 

Reflection of the unique historical and 
cultural characteristics 

[2], [3], [23] 

Local theme [14], [15] 

Local construction materials [2], [3], [4], [5], [6], [7], [8], [9], 
[11], [18], [19], [21], [22], [25], 
[27] 

Cultural and heritage conservation [1] 

Social acceptability [1], [3], [11], [16] 

Technical and 
Design  

Appropriate construction techniques [2], [3], [4], [5], [7], [8], [10], 
[11], [17], [19], [22], [23], [26], 
[27] 

Adequate living spaces within small size 
unit 

[1], [3], [9], [19], [23] 

Acoustic comfort [2], [3], [9] 

Thermal comfort [23] 

Disaster resistant [1], [3], [16], [20], [22], [25] 

Renewable energy [23], [27] 

Integrated design [10], [14] 

Safety of construction process [27] 
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Adaptability of housing design for 
future needs 

[2], [3], [11], [23] 

Durability of housing [1], [2], [3], [4], [5], [6], [8], [9], 
[12], [13], [14], [15], [16], [22], 
[26] 

Stakeholder 
Participation 

Government participation [7], [8], [10], [15], [21], [23], 
[26], [28], [29], [30], [31], [32], 
[35] 

Non-government organisation (NGO) 
participation 

[7], [21], [28], [29] 

Suppliers of housing materials 
participation 

[28], [29], [31], [33], [34] 

Households’ participation [10], [21], [23], [28], [30], [32], 
[34], [35] 

Owner builders’ participation [10], [21], [29], [31], [32], [33], 
[34] 

Local authorities’ participation [7], [10], [29], [32], [33] 

Source: [1]: Gan et al., 2017; [2]: Ibem & Azuh, 2011; [3]: Nainggolan et al., 2020; [4]: Shayan 
et al., 2014; [5]: Heffernan & Wilde, 2020; [6]: Abdul Hamid et al., 2018; [7]: Abidin et al., 
2013; [8]: Oyebanji et al., 2017; [9]: Shama & Motlak, 2019; [10]: Yang & Yang, 2015; [11]: 
Pullen et al., 2015; [12]: Adabre et al., 2020; [13]: Mulliner & Maliene, 2011; [14]: Said et al., 
2017; [15] Said et al., 2016; [16]: Hedayati-moghadam et al., 2014; [17]: Roshanfekr et al., 
2016; [18]: Ross et al., 2010; [19]: Wan Mohamad & Ahmad, 2016; [20]: Bakar et al., 2011; 
[21]: Bredenoord, 2015; [22]: Golubchikov & Badyina, 2012; [23]: Turcotte & Geiser, 2010; 
[24]: Visvaldis et al., 2013; [25]: Yadav et al., 2017; [26]: Gorbenkova et al., 2018; [27]: Ayman, 
2010; [28]: Feige et al., 2011; [29]: Hamdan et al., 2021; [30]: Komolafe et al., 2019; [31]: Ng 
et al., 2014; [32]: Shari & Soebarto, 2012; [33]: Bal et al., 2013; [34]: Zedan & Miller, 2018; 
[35]: Adabre & Chan, 2019 
 
Table 1 showed that 54 indicators of sustainable housing are categorised into six dimensions 
in terms of economic, social, environmental, culture, technical and design, and stakeholder 
participation. Sustainable development continuously being recognised as a goal, despite of 
the challenges and complexity surrounding emerging environmental issues in both developed 
and developing nations. The process of sustainable development is dynamic, driven by time, 
and built on a variety of measures. Without a good set of indicators, there is no concomitant 
impression of sustainability.  
From economic dimension, achieving sustainable housing requires cognisance of the fact that 
need to design housings that are cost effective throughout both construction and during the 
lifetime. Additionally, it emphasises the necessity of meticulous planning to prevent the need 
for large scale renovation projects in the future and lowers maintenance and water 
consumption expenses (Aldossary et al., 2016; Safronova et al., 2017; Said et al., 2017). This 
can enable the continuing delivery of sustainable housing while allowing both the providers 
and the beneficiaries to maintain their financial viability over the long run. It will help in 
reducing the waste of natural resources by ensuring the appropriate type of adequate land is 
accessible in the right places and at the right time as well as promote evolution and innovation 
by identifying and addressing development requirements, including the supply of 
infrastructure (DCLG, 2012).  
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The concept of social dimension in achieving sustainable housing emphasises the importance 
of housing design so that residents, particularly children and those with restricted mobility, 
may live comfortably and adaptably as their needs may change over time. It also emphasises 
the usage of security measures that increase resident sense of security and lower crime as 
well as built-in safety equipment to prevent injuries (Al Surf, 2014; Safronova et al., 2017).  
The review of literature found that most authors confounded social and cultural dimension 
of sustainable living (Nainggolan et al., 2020; Yang & Yang, 2015). However, this study 
separated cultural dimension from social as the authors classified that housing could 
represent traditional, native and regional knowledge, in order to foster sustainable beliefs, 
regulations, and conventions, as well as to stimulate effective electricity usage and the 
formation of harmonious inhabited regions. Chiu (2012) supported that the conservation of 
cultural identity is essential for cultural sustainability. 
In terms of environment dimension, 11 indicators had been identified, including storm water 
discharge system, environmental protection etc. UN-HABITAT (2012) supported that the 
environmental dimension of housing includes determining the use of different environmental 
resources during design, construction, operations of housing, such as materials, energy, water 
and land. Moreover, the residential activities in human settlements result in direct ecological 
impacts on local areas by polluting air and water, generating waste, and damaging natural 
ecosystems. Therefore, a minimum reduction in energy consumption and environmental 
effect of housing throughout their lifetimes are essential indicators to attain environmentally 
sustainable housing. The degree to which the environmental impact of housing activities is 
diminished, conforming to levels that are within the natural environment’s capacity to carry 
and improving the environmental quality of the surrounds to support healthy living, is 
referred to as environmental sustainability of housing (Chiu, 2012). 
The technical and design dimensions included 10 indicators. The technical aspect in this study 
referring as the technology that shall be incorporated into the sustainable housing design, for 
comfort assurance. Moreover, there is a connection between design and nature, and hence 
this study included the integrated design, renewable energy as part of the sustainable housing 
indicators. The literature review supported that gaining a solid grasp of environmental 
repercussions and applying the technological and design dimension could lessen the negative 
effects of houses (Khiabanian & Abbasi, 2012; Khorami, 2004). 
In terms of stakeholder participation, collaborative integration through constant leadership 
and cooperation among project stakeholders are essential indicators for successful 
sustainable housing (Van Bueren & De Jong, 2007; Yang & Yang, 2015). Government, builders 
and households need to be aware of sustainable living, and stakeholders must be prepared 
to take steps towards its implementation (Bakar et al., 2010). Engagement from the 
community and end users is also crucial for better understanding societal values and goals as 
well as discovering local knowledge on climate issues. By distributing ownership among the 
neighbourhood and end users, the viability of sustainable housing in rural areas could 
potentially be assured. 
It is undeniable that living in a sustainable housing improves one’s quality of life by allowing 
for the provision of various forms of comfort and integrating as part of the natural beauty and 
harmony while reducing the energy cost. Adopting the phases of time toward sustainable 
housing demands solid planning, effective administration, and the presence of a specialised 
centre after the application of the sustainability terms during the development of housing 
projects. Construction costs of sustainable housing could potentially be lowered when local 
housing materials are used, including recycled materials (Shama & Motlak, 2019). This creates 
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local work opportunities while lowering energy and transportation costs as well as air 
pollution. 
 
Conclusion 
This study reviewed the existing literatures in collecting the list of indicators that are 
influencing the sustainable housing development in rural areas. A total of six dimensions and 
54 indicators that could be important in achieving the sustainable housing in rural areas have 
been identified. These indicators mostly achieve economic, social, environmental and fulfil 
future generations’ needs. The government, NGOs, housing material suppliers, owner 
builders, and local authorities are the stakeholders that need to build strong cooperation to 
achieve economic, social and environmental goals. However, these dimensions and indicators 
have to be further validated through further studies to provide a more comprehensive and 
solid framework in achieving the sustainable housing in rural areas. Future research could be 
conducted by collecting the viewpoints from the stakeholders to further explore the 
indicators and ease for decision making by each stakeholder, either through qualitative or 
quantitative approach. Sustainable housing development is not only a pipe dream; it is a 
reality that can be attained for both present and future generations, by combining a 
structured and systematic approach with continuous efforts. In order to improve and develop 
the management of industry toward the optimisation of sustainability for the benefit of 
stakeholders, there is a need to conduct more research on the principles of sustainable 
housing development in rural areas. 
 
Acknowledgement  
This work was funded by the Ministry of Higher Education Malaysia under Fundamental 
Research Grant Scheme (Grant number: FRGS/1/2020/SSI02/KUTS/03/1).  
 
References 
Abdul Hamid, S. H., Hidayah Syed Jamaludin, S. Z., & Mahayuddin, S. A. (2018). Achieving 

Sustainable Affordable Housing Scheme from the Perspective of Multi Eco-System. IOP 
Conference Series: Materials Science and Engineering, 429(1).  
https://doi.org/10.1088/1757-899X/429/1/012029 

Abidin, N. Z., Yusof, N., & Othman, A. A. E. (2013). Enablers and challenges of a sustainable 
housing industry in Malaysia. Construction Innovation, 13(1), 10–25.  
https://doi.org/10.1108/14714171311296039 

Adabre, M. A., & Chan, A. P. C. (2019). Critical success factors (CSFs) for sustainable affordable 
housing. Building and Environment, 156(February), 203–214.  
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2019.04.030 

Adabre, M. A., Chan, A. P. C., Darko, A., Osei-Kyei, R., Abidoye, R., & Adjei-Kumi, T. (2020). 
Critical barriers to sustainability attainment in affordable housing: International 
construction professionals’ perspective. Journal of Cleaner Production, 253, 119995. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.119995 

Al Surf, M. S. (2014). Challenges facing the application of sustainability to housing in Saudi 
Arabia (Queensland University of Technology). Retrieved from  
https://eprints.qut.edu.au/78685/3/Mohammed_Saied_Al_Surf_Thesis.pdf 

Aldossary, N. A., Rezgui, Y., & Kwan, A. (2016). Public perception of sustainable , low energy 
homes in a subsidized developing country : Saudi Arabia as case study. International 
Journal of Business Tourism and Applied Sciences, 4(2), 9–15. 



International Journal of Academic Research in Business and Social Sciences 

Vol. 1 2 , No. 10, 2022, E-ISSN: 2222-6990 © 2022 HRMARS 

1601 

AlQahtany, A. (2020). People’s perceptions of sustainable housing in developing countries: 
the case of Riyadh, Saudi Arabia. Housing, Care and Support, 23(3–4), 93–109. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/HCS-05-2020-0008 

Ayman, A. (2010). Sustainable Construction as Approach for Housing Affordability in Rural 
Areas in Developing Countries. SB10MAD: Sustainable Building Conference, 1–13. 

Bakar, A. H. A., Cheen, K. S., & Rahmawaty. (2011). Sustainable housing practices in Malaysian 
housing development: Towards establishing sustainability index. International Journal of 
Technology, 2(1), 84–93. https://doi.org/10.14716/ijtech.v2i1.1025 

Bakar, A. H. A., Ramli, M., Jamaludin, M., & Adamy, A. (2010). Awareness Assessment 
Framework for Implementing the Sustainable Housing in Malaysia. Asian Journal of 
Management Research, 703–713. 

Bal, M., Bryde, D., Fearon, D., & Ochieng, E. (2013). Stakeholder Engagement: Achieving 
Sustainability in the Construction Sector. Sustainability (Switzerland), 5(2), 695–710. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/su5020695 

Bredenoord, J. (2015). Sustainable Housing and Building Materials for Low-income 
Households. Journal of Architectural Engineering Technology, 05(01), 1–9. 
https://doi.org/10.4172/2168-9717.1000158 

Chiu, Rebecca Lai Har. (2012). Sustainability. In S. Smith (Ed.), International encyclopedia of 
housing and home (pp. 91–96). https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-08-047163-1.00688-3 

Choguill, C. L. (2007). The search for policies to support sustainable housing. Habitat 
International, 31(1), 143–149. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.habitatint.2006.12.001 

DCLG. (2012). Government guidance: Definitions of general housing terms. Department of 
Communities and Local Government. 

Eden, S. (2000). Environmental issues : sustainable progress ? Progress in Human Geography, 
24(1), 111–118. 

Elkington, J. (1998). Partnerships from Cannibals with Forks: The Triple Bottom Line of 21st-
Century Business. Environmental Quality Management, 8(1), 37–51. 

Feige, A., Wallbaum, H., & Krank, S. (2011). Harnessing stakeholdermotivation: Towards a 
Swiss sustainable building sector. Building Research and Information, 39(5), 504–517. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/09613218.2011.589788 

Gan, X., Zuo, J., Wu, P., Wang, J., Chang, R., & Wen, T. (2017). How affordable housing 
becomes more sustainable? A stakeholder study. Journal of Cleaner Production, 162, 
427–437. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2017.06.048 

Golubchikov, O., & Badyina, A. (2012). Sustainable Housing for Sustainable Cities: A Policy 
Framework for Developing Countries. 

Gorbenkova, E., Shcherbina, E., & Belal, A. (2018). Rural Areas: Critical Drivers for Sustainable 
Development. IFAC-PapersOnLine, 51(30), 786–790.  
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ifacol.2018.11.195 

Hamdan, H. A. M., Andersen, P. H., & de Boer, L. (2021). Stakeholder collaboration in 
sustainable neighborhood projects—A review and research agenda. Sustainable Cities 
and Society, 68, 102776. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scs.2021.102776 

Hedayati-moghadam, Z., Seidayi, S. E., & Nouri, H. (2014). Analysis of Effective Indicators in 
Rural Sustainability ( Case Study : Falavarjan County in Isfahan Province ). Bulletin of 
Environment, Pharmacology and Life Sciences, 3(9), 123–131. 

Heffernan, E., & Wilde, P. de. (2020). Group self-build housing: A bottom-up approach to 
environmentally and socially sustainable housing. Journal of Cleaner Production, 243, 
118657. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.118657 



International Journal of Academic Research in Business and Social Sciences 

Vol. 1 2 , No. 10, 2022, E-ISSN: 2222-6990 © 2022 HRMARS 

1602 

Herrmann, M., & Svarin, D. (2009). Environmental pressures and rural-urban migration: The 
case of Bangladesh. Munich Personal RePEc Archive, 12879. 

Howell, E., Harris, L. E., & Popkin, S. J. (2005). The health status of HOPE VL public housing 
residents. Journal of Health Care for the Poor and Underserved, 16(2), 85–273. 

Ibem, A. E. O., & Aduwo, E. B. (2015). A framework for understanding sustainable housing for 
policy development and practical actions. Architects Registration Council of Nigeria 
(ARCON) Architects Colloquium 2015, 1–18. 

Ibem, E., & Azuh, D. E. (2011). Framework for Evaluating the Sustainability of Public Housing 
Programmes in Developing Countries. Journal of Sustainable Development and 
Environmental Protection, 1(3), 24–39. Retrieved from  
http://www.ierdafrica.org/resources/4Framework for Evaluating the Sustainability of 
Public.pdf 

Keeble, B. R. (1988). The Brundtland Report: “Our Common Future.” Medicine and War, 4(1), 
17–25. https://doi.org/10.1080/07488008808408783 

Khiabanian, A., & Abbasi, M. J. (2012). Sustainable House in Iran ’ s Desert. Journal of Basic 
and Applied Scientific Research, 2(9), 8877–8885. 

Khorami, M. (2004). Increasing of Fuel Conservation by Natural Ventilation. Proceeding of 3rd 
International Conferences on Fuel Conservation, 63. 

Komolafe, M. O., Oyewole, M. O., & Gbadegesin, J. T. (2019). Stakeholders’ relevance in 
sustainable residential property development. Smart and Sustainable Built Environment, 
9(2), 112–129. https://doi.org/10.1108/SASBE-07-2019-0094 

Lop, N. S., Ahmad, A. C., Aqlima, N., & Nik, D. (2016). The implementation of green building in 
Malaysian construction industry: determination of key success factors. Malaysian 
Journal of Sustainable Environment, 1(2), 64–79. 

Maliene, V., & Malys, N. (2009). High-quality housing — A key issue in delivering sustainable 
communities. Building and Environment, 44, 426–430.  
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2008.04.004 

Miller, W., Stenton, J., Worsley, H., & Wuersching, T. (2014). Strategies and solutions for 
housing sustainability : building information files and performance certificates. Retrieved 
from https://eprints.qut.edu.au/67271/ 

Mulliner, E., & Maliene, V. (2011). Criteria for sustainable housing affordability. 8th 
International Conference on Environmental Engineering, ICEE 2011, (January 2011), 966–
973. 

Manjunatha, N. (2019). Descriptive Research. Journal of Emerging Technologies and 
Innovative Research (JETIR), 6(6), 863–867. Retrieved from  
file:///C:/Users/user/Downloads/JETIR1908597.pdf 

Nainggolan, S. M., Dewi, O. C., & Panjaitan, T. H. (2020). 10 Criteria of Sustainable Housing: A 
Literature Review. Advances in Social Science, Education and Humanities Research, 475, 
42–53. https://doi.org/10.2991/assehr.k.201009.005 

Narvydas, A. (2014). Trends of Sustainable Residential Architecture. Architecture and Urban 
Planning, 9, 33–42. https://doi.org/10.7250/aup.2014.005 

Ng, M. Y., Jamilah, M., & Goh, H. C. (2017). Indicators of Sustainable Housing Development 
(SHD): A Review and Conceptual Framework. International Journal of Scientific & 
Engineering Research, 8(9), 306–316. 

Ng, S. T., Kumaraswamy, M. M., & Wong, K. K. W. (2014). Recognizing stakeholders in 
construction projects as co-creators of value in sustainable urban development: A Hong 
Kong perspective. WIT Transactions on Ecology and the Environment, 191, 165–175. 



International Journal of Academic Research in Business and Social Sciences 

Vol. 1 2 , No. 10, 2022, E-ISSN: 2222-6990 © 2022 HRMARS 

1603 

https://doi.org/10.2495/SC140141 
Oladokun, T. T., & Komolafe, M. O. (2017). Drivers of rural housing development in Edo State, 

Nigeria. Journal of Construction Business and Management, 1(2), 35-46. 
https://doi.org/10.15641/jcbm.1.2.50 

Oyebanji, A. O., Liyanage, C., & Akintoye, A. (2017). Critical Success Factors (CSFs) for 
achieving sustainable social housing (SSH). International Journal of Sustainable Built 
Environment, 6(1), 216–227. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijsbe.2017.03.006 

Pullen, S., Zillante, G., Arman, M., & Lou, W. (2015). A Case Study Analysis of Sustainable and 
Affordable Housing. 1–18. 

Rezvani, M., Mansourian, H., & Ahmadi, F. (2011). Promoting Villages to City and its Role on 
Improvement of Quality of Life of Local Resident (Case Study: Firozabad and Sahen Cities 
in Lorestan and Kordestan Provinces). Journal of Rural Studies, 1(1), 33–65. 

Rizal, N., & Tarmidi, M. Z. (2022). Sustainability assessment of affordable housing in Kuala 
Lumpur and Selangor. Journal of Tourism, Hospitality and Environment Management 
(JTHEM), 7(27), 342–352. https://doi.org/10.35631/JTHEM.727027.This 

Roshanfekr, S., Tawil, N. M., & Goh, N. A. (2016). Investigation of Sustainable Housing Criteria. 
MATEC Web of Conferences, 66, 1–5. 

Ross, N., Bowen, P. A., & Lincoln, D. (2010). Sustainable housing for low-income communities: 
Lessons for south africa in local and other developing world cases. Construction 
Management and Economics, 28(5), 433–449.  
https://doi.org/10.1080/01446190903450079 

Ruel, E., Oakley, D., Wilson, G. E., & Maddox, R. (2010). Is Public Housing the Cause of Poor 
Health or a Safety Net for the Unhealthy Poor? Journal of Urban Health: Bulletin of the 
New York Academy of Medicine, 87(5), 827–838. 

Safronova, N., Nezhnikova, E., & Kolhidov, A. (2017). Sustainable Housing Development 
Conditions of Changing Living Environment. MATEC Web of Conferences, 106. 

Said, R., Majid, R. A., Alias, A., Adnan, Y. M., & Razali, M. N. (2016). Sustainable housing 
affordability in sabah. Planning Malaysia, (5), 65–76.  
https://doi.org/10.21837/pmjournal.v14.i5.193 

Said, R., Majid, R. A., Daud, N., Esha, Z., & Najib, M. (2017). Owners ’ Perception towards 
Sustainable Housing Affordability in Kuching , Owners ’ Perception towards Sustainable 
Housing Affordability in Kuching , Sarawak. Journal of Design and Built Environment, 194–
206. 

Shama, Z. S., & Motlak, J. B. (2019). Indicators for Sustainable housing. 2nd International 
Conference on Sustainable Engineering Techniques (ICSET 2019).  
https://doi.org/10.1088/1757-899X/518/2/022009 

Shari, Z., & Soebarto, V. . (2012). Delivering sustainable building strategies in Malaysia: 
stakeholders’ barriers and aspirations. ALAM CIPTA Journal, 5(2). 

Shayan, M., Barghi, H., & Amrayie, A. A. (2014). Studying Indicators of Sustainable Housing in 
Rural Areas ( Case Study : Villages of Zarrindasht ). Bulletin of Environment, 
Pharmacology and Life Sciences, 3(11), 187–193. 

Sohn, L. B. (1973). Stockholm Declaration on the Human Environment. The Harvard 
International Law Journal, 14(3). Retrieved from  
https://wedocs.unep.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.11822/28247/Stkhm_DcltnHE.pdf 

Soini, K., & Dessein, J. (2016). Culture-sustainability relation: Towards a conceptual 
framework. Sustainability, 8(167), 13–15. https://doi.org/10.3390/su8020167 

Syed Jamaludin, S. Z. H., Hamid, S. H. A., & Mohd Noor, S. N. A. (2020). Assessing the 



International Journal of Academic Research in Business and Social Sciences 

Vol. 1 2 , No. 10, 2022, E-ISSN: 2222-6990 © 2022 HRMARS 

1604 

Challenges of Integration Affordable and Sustainable Housing from Economic 
Perspectives. IOP Conference Series: Earth and Environmental Science, 498. 
https://doi.org/10.1088/1755-1315/498/1/012089 

Tavakoli, D. B., Tafrishi, M., & Abbaspour, E. (2017). Criteria and Factors Affecting Sustainable 
Housing Design in Iran. Journal of Sustainable Development, 10(3), 194–203. 
https://doi.org/10.5539/jsd.v10n3p194 

Turcotte, D. A., & Geiser, K. (2010). A Framework to Guide Sustainable Housing Development. 
Housing and Society, 37(2), 87–117. https://doi.org/10.1080/08882746.2010.11430582 

UN-HABITAT. (2012). Sustainable Housing for Sustainable Cities: A Policy Framework for 
Developing Countries (1st ed.; M. French, Ed.). Nairobi. 

UNCED. (1992). A New Blueprint for International Action on the Environment. United Nations 
Conference on Environment and Development. Retrieved from  
https://www.un.org/en/conferences/environment/rio1992 

UNEP. (2019). 2019 Global Status Report for Buildings and Construction: Towards a zero-
emission, efficient and resilient buildings and construction sector. In Global Status 
Report. United Nations Environment Programme. 

Van Bueren, E., & De Jong, J. (2007). Establishing sustainability: policy successes and failures. 
Building Research and Information, 35(5), 543–556.  
https://doi.org/10.1080/09613210701203874 

Visvaldis, V., Ainhoa, G., & Ralfs, P. (2013). Selecting indicators for sustainable development 
of small towns: The case of valmiera municipality. Procedia Computer Science, 
26(December), 21–32. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procs.2013.12.004 

Mohamad, W. S., & Ahmad, Y. (2016). Sustainability in Self Build Housing in Rural Area of 
Kedah, Malaysia. International Journal of Property Sciences, 6(1), 1–10. 
https://doi.org/10.22452/ijps.vol6no1.4 

Wet, T. De, Plagerson, S., Harpham, T., & Mathee, A. (2011). Poor Housing, Good Health: A 
Comparison of Formal and Informal Housing in Johannesburg, South Africa. International 
Journal of Public Health, 56(6), 625–633. 

WHO. (2010). Hidden cities: unmasking and overcoming health inequities in urban settings. 
Japan. 

Wilkinson, R., & Pickett, K. (2009). The spirit level: Why more equal societies alomost always 
do better. London: Allen Lane. 

Yadav, A., Das, A. K., Roy, R. B., Chatterjee, A., Allen, J. K., & Mistree, F. (2017). Identifying and 
managing dilemmas for sustainable development of rural India. Proceedings of the ASME 
Design Engineering Technical Conference, 7(August).  
https://doi.org/10.1115/DETC2017-67592 

Yang, & Yang, Z. (2015). Critical factors affecting the implementation of sustainable housing 
in Australia. Journal of Housing and the Built Environment, 30(2), 275–292. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10901-014-9406-5 

Yusof, M. I. B. M., & Ariffin, M. (2020). A journey towards sustainability : a review on 
sustainable development implementation in Malaysia. 14th International UMT Annual 
Symposium. https://doi.org/10.1088/1755-1315/494/1/012011 

Zedan, S., & Miller, W. (2018). Quantifying stakeholders’ influence on energy efficiency of 
housing: development and application of a four-step methodology. Construction 
Management and Economics, 36(7), 375–393.  
https://doi.org/10.1080/01446193.2017.1411599 

  


