Aix

U Marssillo " | AMETROPOLE
a m Université 'ﬂ AiX-MARSEiLLE-PROVENCE

WELL-BEING : PROXIMITY MATTERS

A European Perspective from Aix-Marseille-Provence Metropolis

Dr Vincent FOUCHIER

Associate Researcher (Aix Marseille University)
and Director of Prospective, Partnerships and Territorial
Innovations (Aix-Marseille-Provence Metropolis)

Hong Kong, July 3rd, 2026



Presentation Plan

Well-Being and Satisfaction, a Relative Matter

Well-Being : Tools for a Necessary Composite Approach

Well-Being : Why Proximity is Important in Europe and in Aix-Marseille-Provence




Part 1

Well-Being and Satisfaction,
a Relative Matter



Well-being : What are we speaking about ?

Happiness
Well-being
Life Satisfaction

Quality of life

Human
Development

Diverse methods to approach Well-being:

Individual or Collective ?
* Perceived or « objectively » measured ?
* Mono-topic or multi-topic approach ?

e At what scale (local, regional, national,
international...) ?

e Cultural dimension and population profiles



Two methods

"Subjective" survey-based approach

@@ Multi-thematic "objective" approach

o (indicators and composite indices)




Our Vision of Territorial Well-being

SUSTAINABLE BOTH OBJECTIVE AND
SUBJECTIVE

a5

SYSTEMIC SEVERAL SCALES

Source: Grenoble Metropolis
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Life Satisfaction

® Exemplary survey question on individual life satisfaction
measured on 0-to-10 Likert scale

Please answer according to the following scale:
0 means "completely dissatisfied", 10 means "completely satisfied".

How satisfied are you with your life, all things considered?

[l bl e bl bl b B e o] B

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

completely completely
dissatisfied satisfied

S G Sodo-Ec ic Panel Study (SOEP)

Centre for Economic Performance (CEP)

Source : German Socio-Economic Panel Study (SOEP)



Self-reported life satisfaction, 2025

Average of survey

responses on current

position on a hypothetical

ladder:

* the best possible life
for themisa 10

* the worst possible life
isa0.

Wellbeing Research Centre
(Oxford), in partnership with
Gallup and the UN Sustainable
Development Solutions

Nodata O 1 2 3 B 5 6 7 8 9 10
: ‘ [ \ I L I ——

Data source: Wellbeing Research Centre (2026) OurWorldinData.org/happiness-and-life-satisfaction



European Cities converge over time on life satisfaction
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https://www.linkedin.com/in/crhistian-joel/

Life satisfaction in France
INSEE statistical survey on resources and quality of life

- | 22000 households surveyed
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A measure that can be applied at a territorial
level (by compiling data over 10 years)

Aix-Marseille-Provence

Sources : Insee, Statistiques sur les Ressources et Conditions de Vie (SRCV) moyenne 2010-2019



Life satisfaction by age

in France
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The Role of income in life satisfaction
in France

Satisfaction dans la vie
(note de 0 2 10)
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The Most Happy Countries

World Happiness Report 2026

Six key variables: GDP per capita, healthy life
expectancy, having someone to count on,
freedom to make life choices, generosity, and
freedom from corruption.

Ranking based on the average of three years
of samples.

Over 100,000 people in 140 countries and
territories

HK dropped from 88th to 90th in the latest index, sandwiched
between Georgia and Armenia. China ranked 65th, Taiwan
26th and Singapore 36th. The US sat at 23rd place, and the
UK at 29th.
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Happiness vs. life satisfaction
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The price of Happiness

= income level at which additional

earnings no longer produce
meaningful gains in happiness.
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Countries Where People Live the Longest

Average life expectancy at birth 2025 (years)
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Life expectancy in Paris Metropolis...
...varies by up to 8 years depending on where you live

Women
Difference from median Median life expectancy
life expectancy in years: 85.8 years

In Stains, women can

. +1.5 expect to live 81.9 years
N
215 While in the 6th arr.
. their life expectancy
. is 89.7 years
Men
Median life expectancy

80.6 years

In northern Paris men on
average live 1.5-3 years
shorter than the median

While men in other
areas live over 3
years longer than
the median

‘The European Correspondent | Laura Bejder Jensen
Source: L'Institut Paris Region (2019-2023)



Non-survivable conditions
for older people in direct sun

Source : Sarah E. Perkins-Kirkpatrick and alii, “Deadly heat stress
conditions are already occurring”, March 2026
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This Week Record Temperatures in France

METEO
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Part 2

Well-Being : Tools for a Necessary
Composite Approach



Manfred Max-Neef's typology of needs

a list of 9 needs

MASLOW'S
HIERARCHY

Abraham Harold Maslow (aoa 1. 1508 - June 8, 1970)

X was @ psychologst whe studied paositive

subsistence numon quakities end the lives of exempla-
iy people. In 1954, Madow created the
Hierarchy of Human Needs ond
exoressed his theories In his bock,
Motvelion and Personality.

OF NEEDS

freedom protection

identity

affection
Manfred Max-Neef

Fundamental
Human Needs

Self-Actualizafion - A person’s
metivation to reach his or
ner full potenticl. As shown
in Masiow’s Hierarchy of
Needs, a person’s basic
needs must be met
before seli-actuakza-
fion can be
achieved.

creation understanding

leisure participation




The Human Development Index (HDI)

A summary measure of average
achievement :

* along and healthy life,

* being knowledgeable

* having a decent standard of
living.

The HDI is the geometric mean
of normalized indices for each of
the three dimensions.

Credit: ThomasWhitebread. Country Subdivisions by Human Development Index (HDI) (Original Creation). r/MapPorn, 2020
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INFRA-NATIONAL SPECIFICITIES

Overall wellbeing and dimensions
by municipality type in Sweden (2020)
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Well-being by municipality type (2002-2020)

in Swenden

2014 2018 2020

2002 2006 2010

.
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Source : Lund University, CIRCLE, Paper in Innovation Studies no. 2026/03



The OECD's Well-being Framework

Since 2011, monitoring
well-being beyond GDP.

11 dimensions of
current well-being and 4
types of resources

for future well-being,
also highlights gaps in
well-being outcomes.

OECD Well-being
Database, a collection of
more than 80 indicators
updated quarterly and
visualised in this Data
Monitor.

CURRENT WELL-BEING

Key dimensions

@ Income and Wealth o Subjective Well-being
@ Work and Job Quality e Safety

0 Housing
o Health

Knowledge and Skills

6 Environmental Quality

How we measure them

Averages Inequalities
between
groups
E
Inequalities between Deprivations
top and bottom
performers

RESOURCES FOR FUTURE WELL-BEING

Key dimensions

@ Human Capital

Natural Capital

@ Economic Capital @ Social Capital
\_

How we measure them

| Stocks zzz Flows

ﬂ Risk factors E Resilience
>




https://www.oecd.org/en

France’s current well-being,

\, Income and
¥ Wealth

Civic @
Engagement

Having /

OCDE 2023

/topics/measuring-well-
being-and-progress.html
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Longer bars = better
outcomes (i.e. higher well-
being),

Shorter bars = worse
outcomes (lower well-
being) — including for
negative indicators,
marked with an *, which
have been reverse-scored.

Inequalities are gaps
between those at the top
and those at the bottom
of the achievement scale
in each dimension,
differences between
population groups, or the
percentage of the
population falling under a
given deprivation
threshold and are shaded
with stripes.

Indicators in dark red refer
to missing data for the
indicator for the country,
but are indicators
otherwise available in the
How’s Life database.


https://www.oecd.org/en/topics/measuring-well-being-and-progress.html

The Better Life Index (OCDE) : an interactive tool

The Better Life

Index lets you visualise
and summarise the key
well-being factors that
matter most to you at
one glance.

It’s an interactive

tool that allows you to
see how countries
perform according to the
importance you give to
each of the headline
indicators of current
well-being featured in
the OECD Well-being
Framework.

« 5 C M
28 M Boite de réception (...
About

https://www.oecd.org/en/dat:

Create your Better Life

Index ©

Current well-being

we WeTransfer - Send L...

8

Adjust the sliders according to how

important each dimension is to you

(from 0-10):
@ Housing

G Income and wealth

0 Work and job quality

@ Social connection

0 Knowledge and skills

o Environmental quality

r’l

o
=
i~
Im
=)
I®
@«
I
=]
>
=

Health

(+
lﬁ

o Subjective well-being

|

© safety

|

@ workiife balance
c—0

°
T
<

Is/well-being-dat itor.html

8 Accueil - M ACTU

28 Q Rechercher

LRS- DOABES

Gaps between groups

Future well-being

25 oecd.org/en/data/tools/well-being-data-monitor/better-life-index.html

Better Life Index

Greece
Hungary *

Iceland

T
@

Lithuania

Luxerr i

g E
v

Norway

Netgerlands

New Zealand
SPr

Poland

tugal

20
Slovak Republic

. 20°C
Ensoleillé

ain *
eder
Switzer|8r

Slovenia

B x O &

S

Swi

United States

A% P ARD®

16:04
24/04/2026



OECD country / France
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A OECD online tool on
Localising the SDGs data
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Overview of Marseille, France
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Two-thirds of OECD countries have developed a national multidimensional
well-being policy or monitoring framework in the last two decades

Iceland’s Netherlands

Indicators of [HE. > Sweden’s New Measures
-bei Monitor of of Well-being

Finland’s National Action Plan for

Well-b o
ell-bein
Irish Well-being l] 3 Wellbeing
Framework =
\ /// E the Economy of Well-being

Korea s
uallty of Life Indicators
Quality of Life
Framework,
Canada

Japan’s WeII -being
Survey and KPIs

Mexico’s Well- Wellbeing in
being Indicators, i % Germany — New Zealand
and Self-Reported What Matters to Treasury Living
Well-being Survey LR h.lleasure: of Us dashboard Standards & He Ara
National Well- Waiora
being = Frameworks
Luxembourg’s
Notallre - PiBien-étre and Well- (N |
ot all relevant i
examples pictured. i Spain’s Quality of R Italy’s Equitable and Measurme
For more information Chile Social Well- Life Indicators Sustainable Well-being WI':t::/Ialt.ters,
ustralia

see: https://oe.cd/KEP being Survey indicators
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2019

Territorial Applications of the Donut Methodology

2021

2022
EEEEEEE @

Cantre de compétences en durabilité (CCD)

2023 2024
Sl

Kapiti Coant District

Wellington

.‘ '0
.A. Non exhaustif

Source : Grcheva, L., & Vianello, M.
(2025). Doughnut Economics in Local
Governments: An Overview of Emerging
Practice. Journal of City Climate Policy
and Economy, 4(2), 258=299.
https://doi.org/10.3138/jccpe-2025-
0002

15.10.2025
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ONE HEALTH

a more recent and more integrated approach

M 60%
vfv

Environmental health and diets
impact human health

of human infectious diseases have an animal origin (OIE figures)

“I I . Human activities lead to environmental

s i L
Emergence of antibiotic-resistant 7 N contamination by toxic substances
microorganisms.
B —
[ 1% 5 Human
9 health

Diseases and pests could cause up
T,
20%
0

of global livestock production
losses are linked to animal
diseases (OIE figures)

to
40% 3N\
v -é.
of global food crop losses
(FAO figures)

One Health

Deforestation increases the risk of
exposure of humans and livestock to

new pathogens
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SINRAE / Infographic design: Michaél Le Bourlout / July 2020



Many local initiatives in
France aiming at
measuring Quality of Life

BELGIQUE

Indice des conditions
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The GRENOBLE Metropolis’s Territorial Well-being
Framework Initiative

Process Story

Storymap

Territorial Well-

Being Framework

Contributions and

Poster Expertises

Territorial well-being

La démarche bien-étre

territorial

Capsu/_es V_idéos indicators Educational Tool
Publications Tableau de bord
QU'EST-CE QUI FAIT QU'ON SE SENT Communal en Open-data

BIEN SUR SON TERRITOIRE ?

e .

Jeu T.Bien.ici ?

Comment rendre compte de ce bien-étre & I'échelle territoriale et




PREFIGURATION OF

GRENOBLE CITY
DONUT PORTRAIT

December 2022 version

LEGEND:

The size of the red rectangles states where
Grenoble is, sometimes in relation to a 2030

or2050 target
The size of the blue rectangles represents

- national average (if available)
- a theoretical scaling up of the French
situation to the scale of Grenoble

Lack of relevant data at the scale of Grenoble

READING TIPS:

The overshoot or the privation in
Grenoble is higher than in the French

average

The overshoot or the privation is higher
on average in France than in Grenoble

If we bring the French data to the scale of
Grenoble in  proportion to the
demographic weight of the city within the
national population, the excess in
Grenoble is less important than in France
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Doughnut Data Portrait of Grenoble
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/~==+  Grenoble is further away from the Doughnut
I \ thanitwasin 2022: the situation has deteriorated
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’ Percentage of indicator deterioration : diversity cree

v
""" Grenoble s closer to the Doughnut than it was i 7 =P -0,09%
in 2022: the situation has improved <

N\ Percentage of indicator improvement o

=3 The situation has not changed significantly
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The LILLE Metropolis Territorial Well-being Framework

Method: Qualitative followed by
guantitative, since 2020

A tool serving local stakeholders
—> creating new guiding metrics that
closely align with residents' needs

A three-step participatory and

collaborative approach:

1. Citizen input: residents as "experts
through lived experience”

2. Engaging local stakeholders

3. Selecting indicators

S'ENGAGER
S'AFFIRMER

PERCEPTIONS ET
REPRESENTATIONS

RENCONTRER
PARTAGER
ECHANGER

K1 , 4 : K
(! . © s ﬂ °
IDENTITE TERRITORIALE > 0
o A 7 257 =
NOTRE ATTACHEMENT O @ NOTRE COMMUNAUTE  ENTRETENIR DES

i RELATIONS AVEC
AU TERRITOIRE !'? DE VIE !'? LES INSTITUTIONS

i

ACCUEIL

§ i k\——“_/_-’/ U et
ETRE ACCUEILLI 7 NOTRE TERRITOIRE
ET ACCOMPAGNE DE VIE !1?
CE QUIS'Y TROUVE
ﬁ NOS PRATIQUES ET USAGES

o g

S'ALIMENTER

TRAVAILLER
PRODUIRE
ENTREPRENDRE SE FORMER

SE DEPLACER
£TRE CONNECTE

CONSOMMER / SE DIVERTIR

VIVRE DANS UN

ENVIRONNEMENT

SAIN ET SECURE
> r
| 2 A

‘Agence

Lille Métropole
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The LYON Metropolis’s Territorial Well-being Compass
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BOUSSOLE
DU BIEN-ETRE

Une o
B::ussole du bien-étre
a Lyon

g

Faire du bien-éire,

 action publique
une boussole pour |'action P!

Rt apa - hin 2024

— Une boussole en 12 dimensions et 36 enjeux —

APPRENDRE ET S’EPANOUIR X EXERCER L'EMPLOI
EN TANT QU’ENFANT ET ADOLESCENT OU L'ACTIVITE DE SON CHOIX

Offre quantitative et qualitative d’activités

SE DEPLACER

VIVRE DANS UN ENVIRONNEMENT e olcires o '°";" '“”';::v:‘n‘:ﬁ::;"‘l""';:’:"i ‘:‘"‘""
SAIN ET VEGETALISI Accéde if g nts By
Espaces publics favorisant la mixité et I'autonomie ot d‘nid: P::: ;, proches & c,,ﬂ,';,’“ = Bénéficier d'un réseau de transports
2 - des enfants 3 . en commun de qualité (respect
Avoir accés a des espaces verts & proximité Pouvoir évoluer professionnellement tout au long des fréquences, densité, confort]
e : fréquances, densit, confort)
dans tous les quartiers pour différents usages Accés & un enseignement de qualité pour tous et

de la vie (formation et accompagnement)
. 2 S toutes (égalité des chances sociale et handicap)
Respirer un air de qualité

Préservation de la ressource en eau

Pouvoir choisir ob I'on veut habiter (géographie/coit)
Pouvoir habiter dans un logement décent

Pouvoir trouver un logement adapté en fonction des ages
de la vie et des situations (colocation, famille, étudiant,
habitats participatifs, intergénérationnel, etc.)

POUVOIR SE NOURRIR 7%
SAINEMENT

Pouvoir se nourrir dans sa ville
@ un coit raisonnable

Avoir accés & des commerces AVOIR ACCES A LA CULTURE,
et des producteurs de proximité AUX LOISIRS ET AU SPORT

Avoi i i
ok ocoks G Une aleeniclion Pouvoir développer une pratique sportive

saine, diversifiée et locale
Pouvoir pratiquer une activité culturelle
ou artistique

Pouvoir assister & des événements culturels
et sportifs (prix et proximité) o i

Etre en capacité d‘agir

dans sa ville avec, via,
pour les autres
VIVRE EN SECURITE

VIVRE DANS UN ESPACE .
PUBLIC RESPECTE W

Avoir accés & une mobilité
(financiérement) abordable pour tous

Disposer de moyens de fransports
variés et interconnectés

PRESERVER SA SANTE ET SE SOIGNER

Prévenir les risques de santé dans son quotidien (hygiéne
de vie, obésité, alimentation, sport)

Avoir facilement accés & un médecin généraliste (délai,
proximité)

Avoir les moyens de se soigner

VIVRE DANS UNE VILLE
ACCUEILLANTE ET SOLIDAIRE

Ne laisser personne sans toit

Savoir accueillir les nouveaux
habitants (étudier, travailler,

.o se réfugier, se soigner)
YIVES SNSEMALY M‘* Une ville aménagée pour tous

(handicaps, poussette, grand

Se senfir entouré 8ge eic)

Avoir m'ﬁ?‘d“ lieux sans discrimination (handicap,

Pouvoir évoluer dans sa ville

genre, apparences, efc.)

Vivre sans nuisances sonores (activités
économiques, circulation, lieux festifs, etc.)
Vivre dans un espace public propre

(qualité de Ientretien) et non dégradé
(tags, déchets etc.)

Vivre en sécurité dans ma ville de jour
comme de nuit (vols, agressions...)

Me sentir en sécurité dans ma ville

Me déplacer en sécurité quand j'utilise un mode
de transport doux (marche, vélo, troftinette...)

7,6/10

Juillet 2023 : Une enquéte sur le bien-étre a Lyon & partir de la Boussole *

Le niveau moyen de bien-étre des Lyonnais Les trois dimensions de la Boussole mises en avant

par les Lyonnais
1. Préserver sa santé et se soigner
2. Se loger
3. Se déplacer

*Enquéte réalisée auprés de 1100 personnes (échantillon représentatif de lo population de Lyon)



Part 3

Well-Being : Why Proximity is important in
Europe and in Aix-Marseille-Provence



A question to open with...

"In your city, how long

does it take to reach your job,
a park, a grocery store,

a doctor -- on foot?"



Europe is revisiting its urban paradigm

OLD PARADIGM TURNING POINT NEW PARADIGM

Growth through Pandemic Intensify the
sprawl Climate targets existing city

Expand outward Demographic shift Design for

roximit
Car-dependent Land protection > v
mobility laws Walk & cycle

mobilit
Climate change v




Last 50 years vs Next 50 Years ?

Car-Dependent Suburban Living Walkable Urban Living

SHOPPING SCHOOL HEALTHCARE SERVICES GROCERY STORE CAFE SCHOOL PARK

" < (+) i

Detached house Apartment living

@ Daily car use @ Walking and public transport
Q Longer travel distances Short daily trips

Low-density neighborhood Compact neighborhood

Far from shops and services @ Close to shops and public services

1dD1bY) +4314yano : 321n0S



European cities experimenting with proximity

Paris Barcelona Amsterdam

Paris en Commun - 15-Minute City Superblocks - Superilles Doughnut Economy - 20-min neighbourhood

1,000 km 40,000 m?2 63%

new cycle lanes since 2020 public space reclaimed (9 blocks) of daily trips by bicycle (city centre)

+54% -20% -10,000

cycling trips (2019-2023) car traffic in affected zones parking spaces removed since 2018

300
residents within 20 min by bike of all

premature deaths/year if scaled city-wide services (target 2025)

school courtyards greened ('Cours Oasis')

2020

first city to adopt Doughnut Economics
framework

3.3 km 500
Seine riverbanks returned to pedestrians

(x4 footfall) superblocks planned by 2030

—667 | 80%

Sources: Ville de Paris 2023 - Mueller et al., Environment International 2020 - Gemeente Amsterdam 2023 - K. Raworth, Doughnut Economics, 2017



Aix-Marseille-Provence Metropolis

92 s
3148 .
1922626

habitants en 2022




More Proximity, More Citizenship for a Better Quality of Life
in Aix-Marseille-Provence

EEC;fE"LoE
e . OPPEMEN WLHME
An initiative of the « Development i ROPOL g
PROVENcE

Council » : 240 citizens and socio-
economic representatives

* Alarge consultation process
* Expert hearings
* 2,000 survey responses

e Publics debates

https://conseil-
developpement.ampmetropole.fr/



https://conseil-developpement.ampmetropole.fr/

WOULD YOU SAY THAT AIX-MARSEILLE
METROPOLIS IS A GOOD PLACE TO LIVE?

Yes ]
80 7.
Rather yes
Rather no .
No

Source : Survey (1,860 responses) initiated by AMP Development Council, 2025

ARE YOU SATISFIED WITH

66 %

Satisfied

YOUR DAILY LIFE?

Moderately
satisfied

Not satisfied



12 key issues at the heart of everyday concerns

in Aix-Marseille-Provence

) "
" Thriving in a healthy,
comfortable environment

PN

Aging wellin the
Metropolitan area

Growing up with accessto
@ quality education

Accessing suitable
E employment

8

b il

Accessing affordable,
ﬁ desired housing
1A

Getting around in daily life

|36

i

Accessing local services and
% amenities

L

g Consuming as close as
possible to one's needs

s

Having a decent income and
@ purchasing power

e

Accessing nature, culture,
and leisure spaces

.

& h
r
A -

Accessing and using digital
tools

e




Perceived advantages and disadvantages of density

Main advantages Main inconvenients
perceived from density perceived from density

2
1

Pollution PREA
Services & 0
Insecurity [REEZ

4% Incivility RIAZ

0% 10% 20% 30% 0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50%

Transports

CLTO aen

Survey: 6,400 responses of citizens in French metropolises



A demographic shift leading to an increased need of proximity
in Aix-Marseille-Provence

+60 000 single persons of +75 years old Evolution 2018-2050 of the number of
until 2050 households (extract)
* Toase 100en 2013 Central Scenario 2050
180 ba .
160 'ﬂ' +133 000 single
144 Personnes seules
140
120 " ? +1.2 OOQ couples
% (with child or not)
Couples avec ou sans enfant
100

2018 2022 2026 2030 2034 2038 2042 2046 2050

= Entre 75 et 84 ans = 85 ans et plus

Sources : INSEE 2026



How much time to access 50 000 jobs ?
in Aix-Marseille-Provence

By walk By cycle

B <20 minutes W»;.;m

20325 minutes it

25 a 30 minutes

30 a 40 minutes

40 a 50 minutes
I 50460 minutes By public By car
B > 60 minutes transport

Source : Villes Vivantes / OFCE for AMP, 2026




More density = Less Carbon Footprint per Person

In the Aix-Marseille-Provence
area, the per capita carbon
footprint of mobility is
approximately 4 times
lower in dense areas

compared to less dense areas.

(and less money for fuel !)
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Source: MOBPRO, EMP 2019, C200, OSM, GTFS, DV3F CEREMA, MEAPS. version 5.524
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3000 8000

Note : Chacun des points représente un IRIS. Les carrés sont pour la commune de Marseille,

les losanges pour la commune d'Aix-en-Provence,
les ronds pour les autres communes.
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42% of Aix-Marseille-Provence residents live in a walkable area
(within a 7-minute walk of everyday amenities)... and 58% don’t...

’ \
l/ 800 000 people \
| in the walkable city :
I
| 370 000 people :
: outside the walkable city :
| in dense areas I
l |
| 630 000 people |
: outside the walkable city :
\ in dispersed areas /
\ /

N o e ~

Source: AUPA for AMP, « La ville marchable », 2025

Légende:

Territoire diffus ne répondant pas aux critéres de
la ville marchable

Territoire dense (plus de 60 logements)
mais ne répondant aux critéres de la ville marchable Mer mediterranee

- Quartier vécu de la ville marchable

‘©AUPA 2025, SOURCE : AUPA,2025

- Centralité de la ville marchable



La ville du quart d’'heure
© Aupa

Density + Mixity = Proximity

« 15 minute city »

Or

56



Combine intensification and reduction of the heat
island effect

AUGMENTATION DE LA CHALEUR N7 STABILISATION - BAISSEDELA
RESSENTIE EN VILLE ’)§<< TEMPERATURE EN MILIEU URBAIN
- ILOT DE CHALEUR URBAIN - ~ - ILOT DE FRAICHEUR URBAIN -

|
v ) |
w volumétries et matrau architecture
! N l MW
g HH) maﬁlj B ventilation
o | ¢ D naturelle
] ‘ =
2 | 3 (oC
. ./
8 : :
‘ g .g:g.
inertie des matériaux clmatisation Industies surfaces imgermabilisies désimperméabilsation,  ventilation natursle  eau modes dou mee
bt ¢t albédo faible moteurs ¥afic routier | aéraion du tissu b8 plus clair transports en commen  brise marine
0w
2 QUE SE PASSE-T-IL EN MILIEU URBAIN? | COMMENT LIMITER LES [LOTS DE CHALEUR URBAINS ?
v

Source: AGAM



Proximity of nature : The “3-30-300 rule”
3 LARGE TREES

visible from your
workplace or home

30% TREE
CANOPY COVER

in your neighbourhood

% - e V2 in Aix-Marseille-Provence
- 8 A
11%
of the residential plots are
- sparsely vegetated
- located more than 300
LIVING 300 METRES meters from green public

away from a publicly spaces (streets, squares,
accessible green space parks) and beaches

58



LAMETROPOLE

AiX-MARSEILLE-PROVENCE

Web Site :

www.intensification.fr



http://www.intensification.fr/

m Marsoille " LAMETROPOLE
a Université 'ﬂ AiX-MARSEiLLE-PROVENCE

Thank you for your attention

vincent.fouchier@ampmetropole.fr

Linked [T}


mailto:vincent.fouchier@ampmetropole.fr
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