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l INTRODUCTION Research Gap (NI  Study Area

Urbanity is often defined using rigid Absence of an v To conceptualize urbanity as a o |
administrative boundaries or single- integrated multi-dimensional continuum Kandy
dimensional metrics, which fail to capture R e v To develop and apply an integrated ~ District,

the complexity of contemporary urban framework to more analytical framework that combines  Sri Lanka |

systems. This leads to misclassification of accurately reflect morphological and lifestyle-based
transitional and functionally urban areas. urban characteristics indicators to more accurately

4 METHOD

capture true urban characteristics
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Captures the physical form and Captures the socio-economic Urbanity varies as a spatial gradient Significant spatial mismatch exists
spatial structure of urban areas conditions, service availability and  rather than a binary urban-rural between model-derived urbanity and
using three dimensions, urban experience of the population condition administrative boundaies
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gd CONCLUSION L
= Integrated multidimensional
Urbanity as a ;: approach @"l Hidden Urbanization ‘) Globally Applicable
lll continuum Integrated indices provide more Administrative classifications fail to The Framework is scalable
Urbanity varies across accurate representation capture functionally urban areas, & adaptable to diverse
space as a gradient, not a Combining morphological and leading to planning gaps contexts to support better
binary condition lifestyle dimensions capture both Significant under-bounded category urban classification &
spatial structure & live experience reveals hidden urbanization planning
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