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Figure 2.6 Progress of Oslo & Akershus in MPA

Oslo & Akershus MA

Defining the spatial scale of
the MA

iéziirich

Bulding administrative T Torino
capacity and expert-basedO russe

knowledge

Ensuring success factors,
triggers and incentives

Oslo-Akershus
% Involving relevant actorO

Ziirich

Selecting governance model
and institutional structure

Assessing spatial dynamics and
% urban trends

Wien
Ziirich
Brussel
Lille

Lyon
Torino

%;lDefining the status of the MA

Lille
Odentifying key challenges




ug? R
' Fn'edrichshafenm—\ﬁ

A36 B Base
X ‘ o d
Duoon : St Gallen
[ A39 | Besaéu;on i
A31] (25 | — Liechtenstein
[A36 | Lucerne
o
Bern
®
_ 43|
Switzerland
A6 |
[A39 |
Lausanne
(o]
Macon
o
[ A40 | Genevao
oZermatt
o LE Vareseo oComo
= oBergamo
Char’g\béry
A48 | Milan
o)
Parc national
de la Vanoise
Grenoble 612 Bkois
(o]
3 ) E35 |
Valence
o

Asti
o

e Dars natinnal



Figure 1.3 Comparative overview of the land use un MUAs
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Figure 1.5 Comparative overview relative population change in the MDA in 2000-2011 (%)
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Figure 4.1: Relation between the size of the MDAs and the number of municipalities

Terrassa

Lille

Zurich
Prague 0o
o

© Vienna
Brno
Brussels

Oslo-Akershus
o

2,000 4,000 65,000 8,000 10,000

SIZE OF METROPOLITAN AREA (KM2)

© Number of municipalities Linear (Number of municipalities)

Source: authors, based on delineation of the MDA

12,000

Lyaon

14,000



Zurich

Figure 4.2 Progress of Zurich in MPA
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Map 2.2 Urban sprawl in Zurich MA (1992-2012). CLC 1990 does not exist for Ziirich
Urban Sprawl 1975-2014
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Torino

Figure 4.6 Progress of Turin in MPA
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Map 2.7 Urban sprawl in Turin MA (1990-2012)
Urban Sprawl 1975-2014
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Lyon

Figure 4.10 Progress of Lyon in MPA
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Map 2.10 Urban sprawl in Lyon MA (1990-2012)
Urban Sprawl 1975-2014
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