TeMA

Cilies need fo modify andior adapt their wban form, fhe distribufion and
location of services and laam how fo handle the increasing complesty {o face
the most pressing challanges of this cenfury, The scientific community is
working in order [0 minimise negative effacts on the environment, social and
gconomic issues and peopla's health, The three issues of the 14ih volumea will
collect arlicles cancarning the topics addressed in 2020 and also the effects
on e whan areas related to the spread Caovid-18 pandemic

Journal of
Land Use, Mobility and Environment

TeMA &5 the Jounal of Land Use, Mobilty and Environment and offers
papers with a unified approach to planning, mobility and environmental su-
stalnabdity. With ANVUR resolution of April 2020, TeMA jpumad and [he ars-
des published from 2018 are ncluded in the A category of scientific jour-
nals. From 2015, he arlicles pubkshed on TeMA are incuded in the Core
Cobaction of Web of Scienca. It is Includad in Sparc Europe Seal of Open
Access Journals. and the Directory of Open Access Journals.

THECITY CHALLENGES AND EXTERNAL AGENTS.
METHODS, TOOLSAND BEST PRACTICES

Vol.14 n.2 August 2021

print ISSN 1970-8889 o-ISSN 1970-0870
University of Naples Federico Il



I e M A Journal of
Land Use, Mobility and Environment

THE CITY CHALLENGES AND EXTERNAL AGENTS.
METHODS, TOOLS AND BEST PRACTICES

2 (2021)

Published by

Laboratory of Land Use Mobility and Environment

DICEA - Department of Civil, Architectural and Environmental Engineering
University of Naples "Federico II"

TeMA is realized by CAB - Center for Libraries at “Federico II” University of Naples using Open Journal System

Editor-in-chief; Rocco Papa
print ISSN 1970-9889 | online ISSN 1970-9870
Licence: Cancelleria del Tribunale di Napoli, n° 6 of 29/01/2008

Editorial correspondence

Laboratory of Land Use Mobility and Environment

DICEA - Department of Civil, Architectural and Environmental Engineering
University of Naples "Federico II"

Piazzale Tecchio, 80

80125 Naples

web: www.tema.unina.it

e-mail: redazione.tema@unina.it

The cover image is a train passes a rail road crossing that is surrounded by flooding caused by rain and melting snow in Nidderau near Frankfurt, Germany,
Wednesday, Feb. 3, 2021. (AP Photo/Michael Probst)

TeMA Journal of Land Use Mobility and Environment 2 (2021)



TeMA. Journal of Land Use, Mobility and Environment offers researches, applications and contributions with a unified approach to planning and
mobility and publishes original inter-disciplinary papers on the interaction of transport, land use and environment. Domains include: engineering,
planning, modeling, behavior, economics, geography, regional science, sociology, architecture and design, network science and complex
systems.

With ANVUR resolution of April 2020, TeMA Journal and the articles published from 2016 are included in A category of scientific journals. From
2015, the articles published on TeMA are included in the Core Collection of Web of Science. TeMA Journal has also received the Sparc Europe
Seal for Open Access Journals released by Scholarly Publishing and Academic Resources Coalition (SPARC Europe) and the Directory of Open
Access Journals (DOAJ). TeMA is published under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 License and is blind peer reviewed at least by two
referees selected among high-profile scientists. TeMA has been published since 2007 and is indexed in the main bibliographical databases and
it is present in the catalogues of hundreds of academic and research libraries worldwide.

EDITOR IN-CHIEF

Rocco Papa, University of Naples Federico I, ltaly

EDITORIAL ADVISORY BOARD

Mir Ali, University of lllinois, USA

Luca Bertolini, University of Amsterdam, Netherlands

Luuk Boelens, Ghent University, Belgium

Dino Borri, Polytechnic University of Bari, Italy

Enrique Calderon, Polytechnic University of Madrid, Spain

Roberto Camagni, Polytechnic University of Milan, Italy

Pierluigi Coppola, Politecnico di Milano, Italy

Derrick De Kerckhove, University of Toronto, Canada

Mark Deakin, Edinburgh Napier University, Scotland

Carmela Gargiulo, University of Naples Federico I, Italy

Aharon Kellerman, University of Haifa, Israel

Nicos Komninos, Aristotle University of Thessaloniki, Greece

David Matthew Levinson, University of Minnesota, USA

Paolo Malanima, Magna Grzecia University of Catanzaro, ltaly

Agostino Nuzzolo, Tor Vergata University of Rome, Italy

Rocco Papa, University of Naples Federico I, ltaly

Serge Salat, Urban Morphology and Complex Systems Institute, France
Mattheos Santamouris, National Kapodistrian University of Athens, Greece
Ali Soltani, Shiraz University, Iran

ASSOCIATE EDITORS

Rosaria Battarra, National Research Council, Institute of Mediterranean studies, Italy
Gerardo Carpentieri, University of Naples Federico I, Italy

Luigi dell'Olio, University of Cantabria, Spain

Isidoro Fasolino, University of Salerno, Italy

Romano Fistola, University of Sannio, Italy

Thomas Hartmann, Utrecht University, Netherlands

Markus Hesse, University of Luxemburg, Luxemburg

Seda Kundak, Technical University of Istanbul, Turkey

Rosa Anna La Rocca, University of Naples Federico I, Italy

Houshmand Ebrahimpour Masoumi, Technical University of Berlin, Germany
Giuseppe Mazzeo, National Research Council, Institute of Mediterranean studies, ltaly
Nicola Morelli, Aalborg University, Denmark

Enrica Papa, University of Westminster, United Kingdom

Dorina Pojani, University of Queensland, Australia

Floriana Zucaro, University of Naples Federico I, Italy

EDITORIAL STAFF

Gennaro Angiello, Ph.D. at University of Naples Federico I, Italy

Stefano Franco, Ph.D. student at Luiss University Rome, ltaly

Federica Gaglione, Ph.D. student at University of Naples Federico I, Italy
Carmen Guida, Ph.D. student at University of Naples Federico I, Italy
Sabrina Sgambati, Ph.D. student at University of Naples Federico I, Italy

TeMA Journal of Land Use Mobility and Environment 2 (2021)



[eMA ...
Land Use, Mobility and Environment

THE CITY CHALLENGES AND EXTERNAL AGENTS.
METHODS, TOOLS AND BEST PRACTICES

2 (2021)

Contents

121 EDITORIAL PREFACE

Rocco Papa

FOCUS

125 Metropolitan Cities supporting local adaptation processes. The case of the Metropolitan

City of Venice
Filippo Magni, Giovanni Litt, Giovanni Carraretto

145 The application of green and blue infrastructure impact of city borders and ecosystem
edges impact
Jenan Hussein, May Salama, Peter Kumble, Henry. W.A. Hanson IV

LUME (Land Use, Mobility and Environment)

161 Territorial disparities in Tuscan industrial assets: a model to assess agglomeration

and exposure patterns
Diego Altafini, Valerio Cutini

177 Estimation of the future land cover using Corine Land Cover data
Gizem Ding, Atila Gl

189 Quantifying the urban built environment for travel behaviour studies
Ndidi Felix Nkeki, Monday Ohi Asikhia

TeMA Journal of Land Use Mobility and Environment 2 (2021)



211

227

245

261

271

279

285

293

Covid-19 vs City-21

Covid-19 pandemic and activity patterns in Milan. Wi-Fi sensors and location-based

data
Andrea Gorrini, Federico Messa, Giulia Ceccarelli, Rawad Choubassi

Former military sites and post-Covid-19 city in Italy. May their reuse mitigate the
pandemic impacts?
Federico Camerin

Investigation of the effects of urban density on pandemic
Yelda Mert

EVERGREEN

Chaos and chaos: the city as a complex phenomenon
Carmela Gargiulo, Rocco Papa

REVIEW NOTES

Ecological transition: perspectives from U.S. and European cities
Carmen Guida, Jorge Ugan

Resilience as an urban strategy: the role of green interventions in recovery plans
Federica Gaglione, David Ania Ayiine-Etigo

Toward greener and pandemic-proof cities: policy responses to Covid-19 outbreak

in four global cities
Gennaro Angiello

Environmental, social and economic sustainability in urban areas: a cool materials'

perspective
Federica Rosso, Stefano Franco

TeMA Journal of Land Use Mobility and Environment 2 (2021)



I ‘ b M I \ Journal of
Land Use, Mobility and Environment

TeMA 2(2021) 161-176
print ISSN 1970-9889, e-ISSN 1970-9870

DOI: 10.6092/1970-9870/7976
Received 6 April 2021, Accepted 27% July 2021, Available online 31 August 2021

Licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution — Non Commercial License 4.0
www.tema.unina.it

Territorial disparities in Tuscan industrial assets: a
model to assess agglomeration and exposure patterns

Diego Altafini ?*, Valerio Cutini P

2 Dipartimento di Ingegneria dell'Energia, dei Sistemi, b Dipartimento di Ingegneria dell'Energia, dei Sistemi, del
del Territorio e delle Costruzioni Territorio e delle Costruzioni

Universita di Pisa, Pisa, PI Universita di Pisa, Pisa, PI

e-mail: diego.altafini@phd.unipi.it e-mail: valerio.cutini@ing.unipi.it

ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6559-2372
* Corresponding author

Abstract

Industrial agglomerates are considered drivers of urban development. This reiterative process of industrial
growth, nevertheless, tends to increase regional territorial disparities, an asymmetrical development pattern
that can lead to productive spaces’ underuse or abandonment. Although numerous economics studies about
industrial distribution and territorial disparities were so far conceived, those are based on dated spatial
methodologies. These consider space as an abstract background, hence, leaving unexplored several spatial
relations between production, infrastructural networks and industrial agglomerates organization. Novel
models ought to consider real attributes of space, being crucial to economic recovery in times of territorial
constrains; with this in consideration, the paper objective is to construct and discuss a spatial-economic
model tailored to assess territorial disparities in industrial agglomerates distribution and the condition here
defined as territorial exposure. Exposure, represented by a composite spatial index, denotes disparities in
territorial endowments, identified as factors of sensitivity or support to firms placed within industrial
agglomerates, spatial conditions that can affect their capabilities to react to periods of economic recession
and their post-crisis recovery. The model analyses Tuscany Region’s industrial structure and depicts
territorial disparities in a GIS-based environment. The spatial knowledge produced can aid regional
initiatives for economic recovery directed to Tuscan industries.
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1. Introduction

Urban settlements have industrial spaces as one of their fundamental substructures. It is inside these places
of production that the values destined to sustain and reproduce urban economies, commercial exchanges, and
to support other economic activities are created (Lefébrve, 1974). On this assumption, it is logical to associate
industrial activities” dynamism to the processes of growth and decline of other urban functions, such as
residential areas or shopping complexes production, in a manner that defines the industrial agglomerates as
the real and proper drivers of modern urban development (Lefebrve, 1974 and 1996). In this sense, industrial
activities’ location within territories possesses a recursive role regarding built-infrastructures organization: the
industrial activities will be located near important market nodes (cities) and their development will have an
influence on the successive industrial agglomerates’ growth, as well in further public policies of investment in
urban infrastructure, in a circular and reiterative relationship. Even though desired from a developmental point
of view, these relations tend to also to increase territorial disparities. These asymmetrical regional development
patterns can lead to a condition of underuse or abandonment of potentially productive spaces, which result in
the urban environments’ exposition to grave socio-economic pressures (Smith, 2008), such as unemployment
and populational decrease.

This interdependence between spatial localization and production was quite discussed since the seminal works
on territorial economics were published during the 1920’s, both assessing regional (Weber, 1929; Nijikamp,
1986) and urban (Alonso, 1964; Mills, 1987) contexts. Nevertheless, economics’ analytical efforts have been,
since then, restricted to comparative evaluations of location within macro-territorial scales, above all, focused
on microeconomic repercussions, in terms of productive returns and growth, interpreted as derived from
economic activities” geography at urban — with bid-rent theory (Cheshire and Mills, 1999) — and regional scales
— through spatial equilibrium, input-output and agglomeration analysis (Henderson & Thisse, 2004; Duranton
et al., 20153, 2015b). These formalistic analyses predominance and the historical detachment amid economic
and territorial studies after the 1970’s conduced to a limited development of spatial analyses capable to
describe with sufficient detail how disparities in territorial endowments (built-spaces characteristics) affect
economic activities — as space is often interpreted in economics as an abstracted background. The abstracted
spatial representation can be identified as one of the issues for the evident discontinuities in spatial knowledge
and models’ progress in the Urban and Regional Economics field, as classical principles and theories of location
developed during the 1920’s (Capello, 2015), as well as comparative territorial models with limited spatial
detail — such as locational quotients (shift-share models) (Fracasso et al. , 2018; Bellandi et al., 2019) — are
still revered, being used on most economic-based territorial analysis. Hence, economics’ reluctance in the
adoption of novel instruments and computational methods that assess space with a greater level of detail, as
those developed for use in Geography, Urban and Regional Planning and Territorial Engineering and Risk
Assessment (Francini et al., 2020; Di Ludovico et al., 2021), has left several spatial-economic relations among
production systems, the spatial configuration of infrastructural networks, and the organization of industrial
agglomerates fundamentally unexplored.

In this aspect, innovative models capable to assess the complex behaviours and the disparities within industrial
territories placed on urban-regional settings are dependent of a transformation in how economics understand
space and interpret spatial knowledge. This achieves an unprecedented relevance, as surpassing the analysis
limitations of Urban and Regional Economics’ spatial models is fundamental to the successful outcome of post-
crisis economic recovery policies, above all, following territorial constrains due to lockdowns and the serious
recession period decurrent of the Covid-19 pandemic (Campagna, 2020). With these issues in consideration,
this paper objective is to advance in the development of spatial-economic models, suitable to highlight the
spatial distribution and territorial disparities within industrial agglomerates on urban and regional systems. For
this purpose, the proposed model assesses a condition defined as territorial exposure, evaluated through
analysis of the Tuscany regional structure. The conceived concept of exposure — determined by a parametric
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index — denotes how the territories’ built-spaces support the industrial agglomerates and highlights disparate
territorial endowments, that are identified as factors of spatial sensitivity to the firms and may affect their
capabilities to interact and react to periods of economic recession and their post-crisis recovery. The spatial
knowledge produced can aid the regional initiatives for economic recovery directed to Tuscan industries.

2. Datasets and Methods

The data extraction processes, and the datasets used in the evaluation of Tuscan territorial disparities are
described in the section 2.1. To be suitable for spatial-based correlations, these datasets are organized into a
GIS suite (QGIS, 2020). Several geoprocessing steps are needed to perform data treatments needed to assess
the industry territorial patterns through Macroarea and Configurational Analyses; those are outlined, together
with the parameters used for the Territorial Exposure Index (TEi) construction, in the methods section (2.2).

2.1 Datasets organization

Spatial information on the industrial assets used in the Macroarea Analysis construction, to assess the territorial
size, and dynamics of industrial placement, is extracted from the Tuscan Region Built-Structures dataset
(Edificato 2k, 10k 1988-2013) (Regione Toscana, 2019a). This database outlies the location of all built-
structures throughout the territory, represented by volumetric units (polygons), categorized according to their
main urban function. The information contained on the dataset is multiscale, meaning that it is assembled
from different Technical Charts (scales 2k and 10k), and periodic, thus collected over a time-period comprised
between 1988 and 2013. For this analysis purpose, only volumetric units that are categorized under “Industrial”
(Industriale) or “Technological Plant” (Zmpianto Tecnologico), and that are listed as “active” in the 2013 period,
are considered as industrial assets, which are exported from the main dataset.

The road-infrastructure dataset employed in the Configurational Analysis, that model road-circulation network
movement dynamics, derives from the Tuscan Region Road Graph (Grafo Stradario della Toscana) (Regione
Toscana, 2019b), a Road-Centre Line (RCL) graph map that represents the entire regional road-infrastructure.
Road-elements were further generalized through QGIS integrated Douglas-Peucker algorithm (QGIS, 2020;
Altafini & Cutini, 2020), to diminish the total number of vertices and reduce the extensive network modelling
time-lapses for Space Syntax’ Angular Analysis (Turner, 2001). Angular Analyses are able to assess different
kinds of network parameters, related to urban-regional centralities hierarchies, therefore, are able to estimate
several movement dynamics within the road-infrastructure system, through Normalized Angular Integration -
NAIN (mathematical closeness centrality) and Normalized Angular Choice - NACH (mathematical betweenness
centrality) configurational measures (Hillier et al., 2012). For this analysis purposes, only the latter measure
is considered. Since betweenness centrality counts, for all origin-destination pairs, the number of times each
road-element is traversed when travelling through the overall shortest path towards all potential destinations
(Turner, 2001), the NACH measure is capable to depict the preferential routes hierarchies used in regional
transport connections, important factor to be considered regarding industrial activities placement.

2.2 Methods for evaluating territorial disparities

Several steps of geoprocessing are required to assess industrial assets’ distribution and territorial disparities.
While each step can be considered as an independent territorial analysis, since it addresses a particular spatial
factor, two collective assessments can be summarized: the Macroarea Analysis, that, based on industrial assets’
placement, considers the industrial macroareas’ size, degree of industrialization and agglomeration patterns
within a certain part of the territory; and the Configurational Analysis, that highlights the regional-wide
preferential transport routes of the road-circulation network. The parameters/indicators of these analysis are
combined, and result in the Territorial Exposure Index (TEi) — which evaluates the spatial patterns and
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differences in endowments that can lead to economic unsoundness from a territorial standpoint. The Territorial
Exposure Index (TEi) is constructed through the attribution of scores for parameters determined through the
Macroarea and Configurational Analyses, that individuate the following variables, described in Equation 1: the
macroareas size (Si) and the agglomeration index degree (Ai), given by the industrial assets’ positional
analysis; and the road-configuration parameter (Ri), that is established through correlations between
betweenness centralities values and the industrial assets, and depict their nearness to preferential routes.

TEi =Si+Ai +Rl (1)

As an initial step to construct the Macroarea Analysis, an industrial spaces’ dataset is created from the industrial
assets’ volumetric units to establish the spatial linkages among industrial assets placed in the same on in near
plots of land. The procedure draws a 30m buffer radius — equivalent to the plot plus the street area — for each
volumetric unit, then dissolved into continuous areas. The result, a sole spatial unit (Fig.1a), is submitted to a
negative buffer, that reduces the excess areas created through the positive buffer into the original industrial
assets’ dimensions, while maintaining the area boundaries and contiguities established by the buffer (Fig.1b).
The industrial spaces are then individualized, through the conversion into single parts from the sole territorial
unit, that are then categorized according to their area size (Tab.1, Figg.1a; 1b; 2).

Fig.1 Industrial spaces creation from industrial assets: positive (a) and negative (b) buffer results, with area categorization

Classification Industrial Industrial Total Area Buffer radius Buffered surface
Assets Count Spaces Count [km?2] [m] [km?2]
Maximal (>= 0.6 km2) 2,118 4 4.73 100 9.44
Large (>= 0.2 - < 0.6 km2) 6,914 38 11.98 200 47.29
Medium (>= 0.075 - < 0.2 km?2) 9,062 128 15.33 300 131.71
Small (>= 0.02 - < 0.075 km?2) 16,780 623 23.34 400 591.33
Minimal (< 0.02 km2) 45,319 14,901 27.60 500 12,741.37
Total 80,193 15,694 82.98 - 13,521.14

Tab.1 Tuscany industrial spaces classification regarding count, total area, relative multi-distance buffer and total surface
after buffer

Industrial spaces are considered as base features to draw multi-distance buffers from each of the single parts
(Fig 2). This differentiation in radius is enacted to reflect general characteristics of a particular industrial space
regarding internal and external displacement tendencies towards regional transport routes. Larger industrial
spaces tend to require a greater internal displacement to reach regional preferential routes — hence a smaller
buffer radius, while smaller spaces tend to require greater external displacements — thus a greater radius.

Industrial Spaces Macimal Large Medun B0 Srall B Mome B 3odustriad Assets  1;70,000

Fig.2 Examples of categorized industrial spaces with their respective buffer distances applied
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Areas created through the multi-distance buffer are dissolved to form continuous macroareas, that are divided
into single parts based on their contiguities, and categorized according to: size, industrial spaces (contiguous
spaces) and industrial assets (structures) counts (Fig.3a, Tab.2). Macroareas are conceptualized to establish
a visual representation of Tuscan industrial assets’ territorial cohesion and distribution, their industrialization
patterns (industrialization degree), and to highlight the displacement reach of the collective industrial spaces.
The ratio between the number of individual industrial spaces and the number of industrial assets located within
a macroarea yields an agglomeration index (Fig.3b, Tab.3), that illustrate industrial assets’ overall degree of
agglomeration and depicts the industrial spaces’ usage (average industrial assets’ density). This index performs
a supportive role to the macroareas spatialization that, nevertheless able to depict the territorial dimensions
of industrialization, is unsuited to address the proximity conditions among industrial assets within a same
territory. The macroareas’ size (Si) (overall cohesion and industrialization) and the agglomeration index (Ai)
are used as parameters to define the economic activities spatial patterns considered for the Territorial Exposure
Index (TEi).

d
N -
v y 4 ,l v
o
. o ‘. ..,
y ,;“.
| 3
e
“‘ Yu
~4 ' . -
"\ - '_ “‘! . -, ‘
Macroareas Agglomeration Index
BN [sclated Macroarea B High Agglomnaraton
B Small Macroarea Medium Agglomeration
Median Macroaren Low Agglomeration
Largs Macrcarea Isolated 1:250,000

Fig.3 Comparison between Macroareas (a) and Agglomeration Index (b)

I . Industrial Assets Industrial Spaces Area Range [km?2] Macroareas
Classification - Size
Count Count Count
Isolated Macroarea 1 1 < 5.00 435
Small Macroarea >1 >1 < 5.00 862
Medium Macroarea >1 >1 >=5.00 — < 100.00 87
Large Macroarea >1 >1 >=100.00 3

Tab.2 Macroareas size classification according to industrial spaces count, industrial assets count and area value ranges

Classification - Degree Agglomeration Index Range Macroareas Count

Isolated 1.000 591
Low Agglomeration > 1.000 — >= 0.750 49
Medium Agglomeration < 0.750 — >=0.250 578
High Agglomeration < 0.250 169

Tab.3 Agglomeration Degree classification, according to agglomeration indexes value ranges

Configurational analysis provides another parameter used in the Territorial Exposure Index (TEi) construction,
yet it can stand as an independent analysis as well, as it addresses the road-infrastructure system dynamics.
Normalized Angular Choice (NACH) is a betweenness centrality-based network measure that establishes and
depicts the road-elements’ hierarchies based on their probability of usage as a through-movement route
(Fig.4a). In this aspect, core centralities, represented by the NACH highest values, highlight the preferential
routes’ structure that constitutes the main linkage-paths between different areas within the regional road
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system. To establish spatial correlation among the macroareas and the preferential routes, and assess the
industrial assets nearness to them, betweenness centralities values are restricted in the visualisation to their
core centralities, equivalent to NACH values that range from 1.00 to 1.47 (top 20% road-elements) (Fig.4b).

a b
RO3G-Graph BEtweenness wm .43 == 0.74- 081 ™ 0.55- 0,85 * 0,92-0.95 ™= 1,00 - 1.07
Toscana - NACH 043078 ™ 081055 0.83-0.92 0,95-1.00 ™ 107147 1:250,000

Fig.4 Road-circulation network betweenness centralities’ hierarchies (a) and restrcted preferential routes structures (b)

Spatial correlations occur when a road-element within the specified value range (1.00 to 1.47) intersects at
any point with a macroarea. Therefore, this relation means that the cohesive territorial extent in question —
and the industrial spaces and assets within it — is near enough to a road-element that, considered the overall
displacement predisposition, represented by the macroarea reach, provides access to a main transport axis
(preferential route), hence, to the remainder of the regional road-circulation network. The road-configuration
parameter (Ri) is established as a Boolean variable in the TEi, being interpreted as a frue or false given the
presence or absence of correlation.

The partial parameters of macroareas size (Si), agglomeration index (Ai) and road-configuration (Ri) compose
the Territorial Exposition Index (TEi), in accordance with the relation previously defined in Equation 1. The TEi
is defined through the simple sum of the partial parameters scores, that are attributed according to the degree
of territorial support provided by each parameter subcategorization. TEi values sums range from minus three
to five and will correspond to a defined degree of exposure. Negative values obtained as results from this sum
are defaulted to zero, therefore, categorized in the very high class of territorial exposure; values in which the
sum is over four are instead included in the very low class of territorial exposure (Tab.4, Fig.5).

Parameter Scores Macroarea Count Industrial Assets I.A. (%)
Macroareas Size Parameter — Si

Isolated Macroarea -1 435 435 0.54
Small Macroarea 0 862 9,043 11.28
Medium Macroarea 1 87 23,389 29.17
Large Macroarea 2 3 47,326 59.02
Agglomeration Degree Parameter — Ai

Isolated -1 591 838 1.04
Low Agglomeration 0 49 353 0.44
Medium Agglomeration 1 578 8,331 10.39
High Agglomeration 2 169 70,671 88.13
Road-Configuration Parameter — Ri

No Spatial Correlation with a Preferential Route -1 59 111 0.14
Spatial Correlation with a Preferential Route 1 1328 80,082 99.86

Tab.4 Territorial Exposure Index parameters scores and count for each variable
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Fig.5 Territorial Exposure Index scores color graph and respective degree of exposure

The index establishes the degree of territorial exposure for each macroarea. The exposure concept is defined
as the amount of support that the territorial context — the built-structures’ cohesion, their agglomeration, and
the nearness to the road-infrastructure’s preferential routes — provides to the industrial activities operation.
Hence, the parameters are tailored to consider how industrialized the territory is (macroareas’s cohesiveness
and size), and how and how close in organization the industrial assets are to each other (their degree of
agglomeration) — aspects that contribute to facilitate local interindustry relations; as well as their access to
other industrial agglomerates (road-infrastructure correlation) that allows movement of people and production.
In this regard, differences in territorial exposure indicate what are the disparities in the territorial framework,
in terms of infrastructure, organization and overall cohesiveness. These endowments can, if present, contribute
to industrial dynamism and resilience, by providing better conditions for industries to interact and compete;
and, if absent, lead to these spaces underuse or outright activity abandonment under economic recession
conditions, due to the insufficient support from the territories or other local productive agglomerates within
the region, that in a situation of restriction of supply — or movement of goods and people — may hinder
industrial function.

3. Results and Discussion

Although a partial outcome from the collective spatial analysis that results in the territorial exposure evaluation,
the industrial macroareas spatialization reveal clear territorial disparities in the Tuscan industrialization that,
to some extent, mirrors the Italian north-south dualism (Fig.6).

Septentrional Tuscany locates all three large macroareas, cohesive spaces of industrial presence, that on their
own encompass 59.02% (47,326) of the total regional industrial assets — structures dedicated to production.
Traced a divide in central Tuscany, and considered the remainder of medium, small and isolated macroareas,
83.41% (66,891) of the industrial assets are placed in northern Tuscany, hence, by far, being its most
industrialized territory. These spaces of production tend to decrease in overall size, cohesiveness and quantity
towards central and meridional Tuscany, a circumstance that outlines the sparse industrial presence in the
south, where small and isolated macroareas, that comprise, respectively, 11.28% (9,043) and 0.54% (435) of
the total regional industrial assets are prevalent. Such sparse industrial distribution characterizes the Maremma
area, within the Grosseto province, and illustrates the remarkable disparities in industrialization amid northern
and southern Tuscany. Albeit several medium macroareas are present in the around the city of Grosseto, and
in punctual locations throughout the Maremma area, this territory is mostly comprised of small and isolated
industrial macroareas that correspond to only 1.72% (1,359) of the total regional industrial assets. Likewise,
it is distinguishable that the preferential routes network become few and far between in southmost Maremma,
especially when compared to the interconnected central and northern Tuscany road-infrastructure (Fig.6), a
territorial feature that contributes to the increase of these areas’ exposure, since communication and access
to the larger industrial areas is hindered.

Medium macroareas encompass 29.17% (23,389) of the total regional industrial assets. Despite a prevalence
in septentrional Tuscany, their presence within central Tuscany is rather significant around the preferentia/
routes that extend towards the south, that marks the transition in the Tuscan patterns of industrial distribution
— and territorial disparities. Important industrialized spaces are set in the central Tuscany; an example are the
productive territories placed in Valdichiana, area located in-between the Arezzo and Siena provinces, that
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exhibit a compact group of medium macroareas. Collectively, these incorporate 20.98% (4,908) of the total
industrial assets within medium macroareas, and 6.12% of the total regional assets, hence, having greater
industrial presence than other important individual medium sized productive areas, such as those located in-
between the Pisa-Livorno area in septentrional Tuscany, or in the Chiantiarea, that extends across the Firenze
and Siena provinces in central Tuscany (Fig.6).
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Fig.6 Macroareas placement and preferential routes distribution across the Tuscan territory

Regardless of their condition as the most industrialized cohesive spaces in Tuscany, the large macroareas still
conserve several territorial disparities when compared to each other (Fig.7) Located along the Versifia coast,
the smallest of these macroareas comprises the Lucca province littoral towns, that locate small sized industrial
assets; and extends towards the cities of Massaand Carrara, where the larger industrial spaces are set (Fig.7a).
Notwithstanding its considerable dimension (226.4km2) — over a third of the largest sized macroarea — the
Versifia possesses only 16,69% (7,901) of total industrial assets (47,326) located within large macroareas.
This distinctive feature can be explained through the observation of its industrial spaces’ average size and
distribution. In this macroarea, the industrial structures are smaller, therefore, their dissolution in single areas
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results in reduced industrial spaces with larger buffer reaches; their displacement, however, is interleaved
along the highways that cross the Versilia coast, which results a rather contiguous productive agglomerate.
In contrast to the Versilia productive space, the largest macroarea (588.37km2) — henceforth denominated as
Valdarno — extends throughout the Arno River Area (Valdarno) and the Lucca and Pistoia plains, therefore
comprising several urban settlements between Lucca, Pisa, Pistoia and Firenze provinces (Fig.7b). The
Valdarno macroarea contains 36.89% (17,428) of the total industrial assets within the large macroareas, which
corresponds to 21.73% of all industrial assets within Tuscany (80,193). The larger industrial spaces are sited
in-between the Pisa metropolitan area and the Empoli urban area — in close relation to the Fi-Pi-Li, @ main
highways that connects Firenze, Pisa and Livorno, while the Lucca-Pistoia area has a more diffuse industrial
distribution, marked by smaller industrial assets, also in close position to the road-infrastructure. In this aspect,
even if the industrial placement logic is quite similar to the one found in the Versilia macroarea, with industrial
spaces located near the regional road-circulation network preferential routes, there is a noticeable difference
in the industrial assets’ quantity, overall industrial spaces’ size and agglomerative patterns, which lead to a
larger industrial cohesive agglomerate.
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Fig.7 Large Macroareas of Versilia (a), Valdarno (b) and Citta Metropolitana di Firenze (c)

The Gitta Metropolitana di Firenze (Florence Metropolitan City) macroarea (Fig. 7c) possess a territorial extent
of 438.92km2 and, although smaller than the Valdarno macroares, it consists in the most industrialized space
within Tuscany. This cohesive industrial agglomerate spans throughout the provinces of Firenze, Prato and
Pistoia (Fig. 7c) and encompasses 46.48% (21,997) of the total industrial assets within large macroareas,
being equivalent to 27.43% of the total regional assets. Most of these assets, however, are not located within
the main provincial urban centres — that have a sparse industrial presence — but instead are placed on industrial
districts on metropolitan area boundaries. Such distinctive spatial organization results in significant differences
when the industrial spaces within the Gitta Metropolitana di Firenze macroarea are considered, especially when
compared to the ones present in Versilia (Fig.7a) and Valdarno (Fig.7b) macroareas. Given the compact nature
of the industrial assets’ distribution within this territorial extent — with a noticeable concentration in-between
Firenze and Prato provinces — the industrial spaces tend to have a greater number of industrial assets
established within them, while maintaining average sizes. This results in a higher agglomeration degree due
to the presence of more productive-oriented structures in each industrial space.

Agglomeration is a crucial variable in the territorial exposure assessment. The average density of industrial
assets within an industrial space can give indicatives about the industry size, as well as the amount of economic
support that is provided by interindustry relations among nearby firms, factor that contributes to local industrial
aggregates dynamism. Agglomeration analysis has a supportive role to the macroareas spatialization that,
nevertheless able to depict the territorial dimensions of industrialization, is unsuited to address the proximity
conditions among industrial assets within a same territory. From a regional perspective, what emerges from
this analysis is, once again, the dualism — albeit in this case, less prominent — amid northern and southern
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Tuscany (Fig.8), as territorial disparities in agglomeration still follow patterns similar to those verified through
macroareas spatialization.
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Fig.8 Industrial assets agglomeration degree across the Tuscan territory. Source: Regione Toscana - Edificato 2k,10k 1988-
2013

Despite a certain equilibrium in distribution, septentrional Tuscany amass most of the macroareas (55.96% -
113 of 202) classified within the high agglomeration range. This condition, however, is not particular to the
large or medium cohesive production spaces, that encompass only 23.89% (27) of this total, but is prevalent
on small macroareas, which amount to 76.11% (86) of the northern-based macroareas within the high range
(Fig.8). Overall agglomeration tends to decrease beyond central and towards meridional Tuscany, where areas
with medium to low agglomeration indexes are predominant (. These areas, comprised by small and medium
macroareas, are located near preferential routes that cross the Tuscany hinterlands, and adhere to the size
logic verified in the previous analysis, as isolated macroareas — that exhibit no agglomeration — become more
prevalent in the septentrional and central hinterlands, in addition to meridional Tuscany (Fig.8).

Comparison of absolute values for agglomeration reveals that, although large macroareas possess high values
(over 0.80), medium and small macroareas are those that exhibit the highest agglomeration indexes (over
0.90). Further examinations reveal that the cause for this discrepancy is the presence of sparsely distributed
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industrial spaces in the larger macroareas, with few or single industrial assets within them — a remarkable trait
of the Versilia macroarea (Fig.9a) — that diminishes otherwise high overall industrial assets’ densities. Some
medium macroareas exhibit similar patterns, as observed in the groups of macroareas placed in the Valdichiana
(Fig.9b). In this context, small and medium macroareas in northern — but, above all, in central Tuscany — that
structured by few, compact and densely occupied industrial spaces, are those that possess the highest degrees
of agglomeration. Instances where this patten can be verified are in the production spaces in-between the
Valdelsa (Elsa River Valley) and the Chianti productive areas (Fig.9c), as well as in small macroareas placed in
close relation to road-circulation network preferential routes (Fig.8).
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Fig.9 High agglomeration in the Valdelsa (a), Chianti (b) and Valdichiana (c) macroareas

Furthermore, the examination of absolute values for agglomeration reveals that macroareas located within the
immediate boundaries of large urban centres often exhibit higher agglomeration values, in comparison with
the macroareas that compose the city area — a peculiarity quite noticeable in the Pisa metropolitan area
(Fig.10) — but also in other urban areas such as Grosseto and Arezzo provinces (Fig.8). Beyond those
boundaries, agglomeration values are prone to decrease towards the hinterland areas, as industrial assets
become sparse.
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Fig.10 Comparison between macroareas size (a) and agglomeration analysis (b) for the Pisa area

The Territorial Exposure Index (TEi) construction and spatialization reveals that the disparities in exposure lie
beyond the distinguishable north-south divide, highlighted in the previous analysis as a characteristic that
represents the transition in macroareas’ size and industrial agglomeration (Fig.6; Fig.8). From a regional
standpoint, the condition of territorial exposure can be associated to specific local differences in the territorial
endowments that exist amongst macroareas placed in proximity to urban centres and preferential routes and
those located in the hinterlands, which have sparse concentration of industrial structures, as well as less
infrastructural support (Fig. 11). In this context, it becomes evident that the agglomeration degrees have a
significant influence over regional exposure patterns and consist in the main differentiation factor for variations
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in TEi values within /Jow, moderate, and high index ranges, above all, among medium and small macroareas.
Hence, industrial agglomerates that would otherwise possess analogous characteristics, given their similar
macroarea size, degree of industrialization and nearness to preferential routes, unveil important disparities
when industrial assets’ agglomeration is considered (Fig.6; Fig.11).
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Fig.11 Territorial exposure degree and territorial disparities across the Tuscan territory

Notwithstanding an evident prevalence of industrial agglomerates possessing /ow and very /low territorial
exposure in septentrional Tuscany (Fig.11), space that comprehends, respectively, 52.42% (108 of 206) and
65.85% (27 of 41) of the total macroareas within these categories, the increased ranges for territorial exposure
possess a rather even spatial distribution. Territorial disparities” analysis observe that Meridional Tuscany
encompasses 51.66% (291 of 602) of the macroareasin the very high range of territorial exposure. When the
high exposure ranges are considered, it is instead northern Tuscany that locates the majority of the industrial
agglomerates, with 59.18% (29 of 49) of the total macroareas within this category; a similar proportion,
55.21% (270 of 489), is also verified for the macroareas within moderate territorial exposure range. While
differences between /low, moderate and high exposure are mostly due to different agglomeration degrees, the
ones regarding Aigh and very high ranges can be also attributed to preferential routes’ absence. In this case,
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small macroareasthat possess medium agglomeration degrees —and would otherwise have a moderate degree
of exposure if only agglomeration and size were considered, tend to have a higher exposure, due to not being
sufficiently near to the main preferential routes, thus resulting in a diminished territorial support.

From this perspective, the influences of industrial assets’ agglomeration and, to a lesser degree, the nearness
to preferential routes become quite perceptible. In the example of Pisa metropolitan area (Fig.12) it is possible
to notice that macroareas, that have lower industrial assets’ agglomeration, tend to have a higher exposure
condition, with degrees’ varying according to their size and cohesion (Fig.12a; Fig.12b). However, it is also
noticeable that, when this lower agglomeration is associated to an absence of access to the road-infrastructure,
the exposure degrees are aggravated (Fig.12b). This restricted accessibility to preferential routes leads to a
deficient state regarding the connection to nearby industrial agglomerates, a condition that may hinder both
interindustry relationships and further industrial expansion of those areas, as industrial placement tendencies
have positive correlations with the road-circulation network centralities (Altafini et al., 2021). In this aspect,
firms will avoid placement in areas that are segregatedin terms of infrastructural linkage, consequently leading
to the development of greater territorial disparities in long-term.
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Fig.12 Comparison between agglomeration analysis (a) and territorial exposure index (b) for the Pisa area

In terms of economic dynamism, lower local industrial presence can lead to weaker interindustry relationships;
this, when associated to the absence of connection to other industrial agglomerates, contributes to a reduced
support network from other local firms placed throughout the region. These could serve as a lifeline in terms
of supply and demand for produce, in the advent of an economic recession, stagnation of one industrial sector,
or limitations in the global supply chains availability due to territorial restrictions — as the one ensued during
2020 and 2021, during the Covid-19 pandemic. Overall, the territorial exposure condition indicates that the
disparities on territorial endowments can compromise certain aspects related to the industrial agglomerates’
resilience, therefore, certain areas are in a greater risk of being unproductive under economic constrains, that
can ultimately can result in their underuse or abandonment.

With these results in consideration, although it is possible to affirm that meridional Tuscany has fewer industrial
agglomerates within lower ranges (fow and very low) of territorial exposure, and that the very high degree of
exposure is prevalent in the south, since more isolated industrial agglomerates are present, it is erroneous to
uphold that the south has an overall higher exposure condition. If absolute numbers of industrial agglomerates
within the ranges of moderate, high and very high are considered, it is northern Tuscany that has a greater
total exposure degree (Fig.11). Hence, while the idea of a north-south dualism provides a sufficient overview
and explanation, regarding the assessment of territorial disparities in industrialization, the territorial disparities
in terms of exposure remain associated to positional differences at local scale, and to a more intricate spatial
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logic, that cannot be observed in an abstract space, as the spatial characteristics of certain areas can provide
more or less support to economic activities there placed.

4. Conclusion

Urban and regional economics ought to ponder about their abstracted representation of space. The recognition
and analysis of the different territorial endowments derived from position and road-infrastructure, as well as
their influence in regional disparities, are crucial factors for the effectiveness of forthcoming recovery policies.
Economic studies, so far, have not taken space and spatial representation into appropriate consideration, as
spatial-economic analyses are still in the shadow of applied macro and microeconomics fields, which draw
attention away from the vital importance and influence of territorial features in economic efficiency. Changes
in this concept in economics are dependent on the adoption of instruments that can represent territories —
and the structures and networks within them — with a greater level of detail, such as Geographic Information
Systems (GIS), followed by an associated development of models that incorporate economics’ variables to real
representations of space.

As discussed, the Territorial Exposure Index is conceived with these issues in consideration. Constructed based
on the macroareas— a cohesive territorial unit — conceptualization, the index evaluates industrial agglomerates’
distributional logics, assessing the different territorial endowments — characteristics derived from the built-
structures placement — that contribute to a condition of territorial exposure. The concept of exposure evinces
the support that territorial features of cohesiveness, degree of industrialization, agglomeration, and the
nearness to regional preferential routes; provide to the economic activities there placed, in terms of allowing
local and regional interindustry relationships. With this in consideration, the parametric index identifies factors
of territorial sensitivity to firms’ economic dynamism within an agglomerate, dependent of both position within
the territory and relation to the remainder industrial spaces.

In Tuscany, spatial disparities in industrialization are associated to a north-south dualism, where septentrional
Tuscany possess a greater number of larger and more cohesive industrial agglomerates, while the meridional
Tuscany has a sparser industrial distribution. Still, when the parameters of industrial agglomeration and the
nearness to road-infrastructures are considered, it is revealed that this dualism does not accurately reproduces
the exposure conditions, as the highlighted territorial disparities are instead related to the urban-hinterland
divide, or the presence of absence of a sufficient infrastructural support within these settings.

Challenges remain, however, in the further inclusion of economic variables to this analytic framework. Datasets
that aid the assessment of industrial agglomerates’ economic dynamism, such as sector, firm size, productivity
or revenues, are still constrained to spatialization issues, since their survey is made at a firm level, therefore,
consisting in a sensitive information about the productive activity, which can possibly lead to its identification.
Research costs are also in question, since most of these databases (i.e., ORBIS/AIDA, Registro Imprese) are
private owned and, given the scale of the analysis — regional — require substantial funds for a comprehensive
data acquisition. Issues can be addressed using industrial census data as proxy parameters, at least regarding
firm-size. Their adaptation to the macroareas concept that provides their representation as a spatial aggregate
— similar to how the information is already used in economic models — thus, solving possible privacy concerns.
This will allow an in-depth economic assessment and consists in the next step for this model. In this sense, it
is possible to consider the Territorial Exposure Index developed until this point as the spatial component of a
broader index that includes an economic component as well.

Nevertheless, even with the limitations, the overall results indicate that the proposed model and framework,
based on real spatial representations, can highlight territorial disparities in the industrial agglomerates found
throughout a region, as well as demonstrate how the territorial endowments presence and placement have
implications on their economic dynamism, given the amount of support for the productive activities. In this
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regard, the model surpasses, in terms of territorial representation detail, the spatial models commonly used
in Urban and Regional Economics studies.
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