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Abstract: The United Nations Sustainable Development Goal 7, which calls for universal
access to affordable, reliable, sustainable clean energy for everyone, is expected to influence
near-future trends in many countries across the European Union. Retrofitting buildings is an
important milestone in the evolutionary development of energy-efficient residential buildings,
yet a significant proportion of the south-eastern European social-housing stock is obsolete in
this area; in addition to effective retrofitting strategies for these buildings, the occupants
thereof, who represent different socio-demographic backgrounds, also require in-depth study.
Even though this subject has been widely investigated, new approaches that consider
connections between technology and the behavioural responses of residents are needed to
continuously update retrofitting design strategies and energy-efficiency solutions. This paper
aims to fill a research gap in the area of developing an evidence-based framework for energypolicy decision-making mechanisms related to the integration of the Energy Performance
Building Directives at the level of conceptual and nationwide implementation schemes.
In general, properties in this particular sector account for approximately 38% of the total
housing stock and demonstrate some of the worst housing standards in Europe. The objective
of this study is to focus on the interaction of such attitudes and the underlying determinant
factors thereof with socio-cultural and contextual factors. A socio-technical-systems (STS)
approach is used as a theoretical framework to integrate household socio-demographic
characteristics related to energy use, the thermal-conductivity level of buildings and
environmental factors; and to address the question of how different contexts influence
motivation to develop energy-efficiency strategies. Drawing on the STS, this study investigates
domestic energy use and measures thereof in post war social housing stock in the south-eastern
Mediterranean, where the climate is subtropical (Csa) and partly-semi-arid (Bsh); these
designations are according to the Köppen climate classification system; to improve the energy
efficiency of archetype residential tower blocks (RTBs) that are embedded and interpreted in
the socio-cultural local context of Cyprus.
Feed-forward interviews of 100 flats revealed a moderate negative correlation (r = −0,329,
p < 0,01) between household income and tenancy status, and there was a moderate positive
relationship (r = 0,252, p < 0,05) between household income and length of residency; this
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indicates that household income is a determinant factor related to energy use. Of the surveyed
flats, 73% were owner-occupiers whose ages ranged between 55–65 and 65-years-of-age and
older; these age bands were in the high-income group, and the energy consumption of these
households was higher than the national average, all of which demonstrates an association
between the age and level-of-income factors. A moderate negative correlation (r = −0,229,
p < 0,05) was found between the occupants’ ages and their complaints related to thermal
discomfort, which suggests that built-environment factors and household socio-demographic
characteristics should be evaluated before any type of building retrofitting is developed. The
study findings were implemented to develop policy design that considers the UN Sustainable
Development Goals related to energy-and-recovery plans; implications on domestic energy use
in the south-eastern Mediterranean climate are expected to influence future trends in EU
countries.
Keywords: Energy efficiency; Energy governance; Mixed methods; Policy design; Retrofit
delivery; Socio technical systems
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Introduction
Retrofitting the buildings and upgrade the thermal efficiency of existing housing stock are
gaining momentum the Energy Performance Directives of Buildings (EPBD) requires that the
domestic built environment cut CO2 emissions, reduce national energy demands, and improve
building performances in the EU-27 Member States (Pylsy et al., 2020). Currently, heating and
cooling and the use of home appliances in existing homes accounts for 28% of all
anthropogenic carbon emissions in Europe, and a space conditioning of our homes is accounted
56% of CO2 emissions (Mata et al., 2018). Notably, retrofitting the existing residential
buildings is a socio-cultural importance of each EU countries in order to tackle the occupants’
socio-demographic characteristics, thermal properties of buildings and environmental
conditions due to the geographical position of each member is different and this has led to the
differences in their buildings codes, regulations and the structure of implementation of the
EPBD mandates during the decision-making process of retrofit policy design (Florio &
Teissier, 2015; Morton et al., 2020).
In order to tackle the diversity of each EU notion and the variances of the housing typology,
the EPBD schemes are influenced by many factors, including the diversity of the thermal
properties of buildings, range of occupant behaviour, energy governance structure and energy
subsidisation goals and schemes adopted by the EU countries (Galvin, 2014). Therefore, there
is no any stringent building regulations nor any type of control mechanism available to followup the effective energy efficiency subsidisation schemes in the Republic of Cyprus (RoC). The
result is that there exists a shortfall between the full potential and awareness of the adoption of
energy-efficiency measures, a knowledge gap termed the ‘Energy Efficiency Gap’ (EEG) in
the residential sector (Tagliapietra et al., 2019; Thomas & Rosenow, 2020).
Several scholarly research projects have investigated the associations between
governmental policy on thermal retrofitting and current energy-efficiency awareness related to
the energy use of residential buildings for which the policy was intended, specifically that of
EU countries (Goulden et al., 2020; Tziogas et al., 2021; Evcil & Vafaei, 2017). A lack of
control mechanisms and implementation frameworks has arisen due to the variety of European
laws that were put in place for each country taking into consideration the political agenda and
international relations of each EU member state, which has led to a communication gap
between the policy design and the community-level of energy subsidisation
schemes (Nematchoua et al., 2021; Fokaides et al., 2017). To address this energy-policy gap,
EU countries have adopted the goals of the Paris Agreement to overcome climate change owing
to anthropogenic emissions of CO2 and associated greenhouse gases and future energy security
caused by depletion of fossil-fuel reserves (Haley et al., 2020).
In accordance with the Paris Agreement, upgrading the energy efficiency of existing
housing stock has increasingly gained momentum in the last two decades, particularly cutting
zero-carbon emission targets by 2050 (Hamborg et al., 2020). The 2020 Eurostat data reported
that in 2019, the EU residential sector accounted for 77% of all CO2 emissions from the existing
building stock (Sonetti et al., 2020). Previous studies have reported that Europe’s existing
building stock is responsible for 40% of overall energy use and 36% of CO2 emissions,
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especially the purpose-built post-war social-housing stock (Cristino et al., 2021; Olaussen et
al., 2017; Bertoldi & Mosconi, 2020). These studies emphasise that a priority should be given
to introduce energy subsidies that improve the feasibility of various developed energyperformance certification (EPC) schemes within the grounds of sustainable development goals
(SDGs) in the built environment (Fawcett & Hampton, 2020).
The 2019 nZEB Plan indicated that there are currently only 17,814 EPCs issued for the
residential sector (Hardy & Glew, 2019). To increase the nationwide implementation of EPCs,
the 2020 Energy Efficiency Watch Report stated that the RoC has an action plan to achieve a
30% reduction of energy use by 2030 in order to attain the Energy Statistical Development
reference period (Feng et al., 2019); the initial target for 2019 was 3.3%, which was exceeded
when 3.57% was achieved. This policy report highlighted that government bodies are targeted
to achieve the EPBD goals within the recommended time frame, depending on time constraints
for assessing energy efficiency measurements and inspections of the thermal properties of each
household at the community level in the implementation of urban energy policies (Ionescu et
al., 2015). According to the National Energy Efficiency Action Plan (NEEAP), however,
additional measurements are required for Cyprus because of the technical procurement gap that
was identified in the EPBD to assess building-performance evaluations of post-war socialhousing stock (Yeatts et al., 2017).
Another technical constraint is a lack of availability of primary databases to record and
demonstrate the impact of EPCs on home-energy performance and household energy bills; this
dearth of data becomes evident in many ways, such as legislation and regulations for issuing
EPBDs and relevant training material, including the development of software tools and an
online open-source platform to disseminate the outcomes of each country (Alexandre et al.,
2011; Tronchin & Fabbri, 2012). In this regard, we noticed an additional issue with the
integration of EU mandates, because the representativeness of housing stock in Cyprus was not
thoroughly classified, primarily because it was based on a random selection of case-study
buildings for an archetype analysis of local initiatives and energy agencies (Ferreira &
Pinheiro, 2011; Gabe, 2016; Ozarisoy & Altan 2017a).
Given this challenge, a comprehensive energy-performance evaluation of housing stock
can only be assessed at the building-level; as such, there is an urgent need for effective
nationwide implementation of EPCs, control mechanisms to achieve policy targets and actions
related to future holistic retrofitting efforts for urban neighbourhoods, all of which must put
into place by stakeholders and government initiatives in Cyprus (Ballarini et al., 2014).
The aim of this empirical study was to identify the RoC’s social householder’s energy
saving awareness towards occupant behaviour on home energy performance in order to develop
energy-efficiency regulations and to set current legal standards and benchmarks for the
implementation of EPCs that are in line with the EPBD recommendations for EU countries.
This was achieved by investigating household awareness of energy use, the type of heating and
cooling devices used at home and the socio-demographic characteristics of different
households, as well as identifying feedback related to thermal comfort at home and linking this
feedback to retrofitting policy design and the implementation of energy-efficiency schemes, as
shown in Figure 1.
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Fig.1. The conceptual framework developed for this study.

One of the technical constraints is the lack of available primary databases to record the
impact of EPCs on home-energy performance and household energy bills; this dearth of data
is evident in many areas, such as legislation and regulations for issuing EPBDs and relevant
training materials, which include the development of software tools and an online open-source
platform to disseminate the outcomes of each EU-27 countries. The objectives are threefold:
(i) To identify technical issues arisen in the implementation of energy efficiency upgrade
schemes in the Republic of Cyprus (RoC) and fill the knowledge gap in order to devise
effective roadmap for developing energy performance certificate of buildings in the
south-eastern Mediterranean climate.
(ii) To fulfil the knowledge gap in order to identify the differences between existing
European methodologies applied in similar climates in Europe with considering an
establishment of novel energy assessment criterion in the EU-27 member states.
5

(iii)To examine the state of existing research into the validity of the Energy Performance
Certificates (EPCs) as an effective tool to accelerate the transformation of the social
housing stock into low-energy high performance dwellings in Europe.
The research questions (RQs) in this study focused on the domestic-energy use and
occupant thermal comfort in purpose-built RTBs to determine what information was necessary
to properly calibrate building energy performance, to provide guidelines, tools and policy
implications to improve the energy efficiency of post-war social-housing estates in NC. The
primary RQ that was addressed was: What is the most effective and universally applicable
energy-policy framework to implement the EPBD mandates recommended by EU and improve
the energy efficiency of existing housing stock in NC?
The following RQs are outlined to develop a bottom-up energy-policy framework to
upgrade the thermal efficiency of the existing Cypriot housing stock:

•

RQ-1: Which household socio-demographic characteristics and home-energy
performance factors influence household energy use?

•

RQ-2: Which occupant energy-consumption behaviours have an impact on the energy
performance of social-housing estates?

•

RQ-3: How do environmental factors affect occupants’ thermal comfort?

•

RQ-4: How will this study contribute to and inform the design of nZEBs in the EU
countries?

This paper is structured as follows: Systematic literature review provides the step-by-step
development of conceptual framework on energy efficiency and retrofitting scenarios across
the EU in order to provide a thorough understanding of economically viable EPBD
implementation schemes and the efficacy of energy-efficiency upgrades of existing housing
stock; regarding the latter, the barriers to and motivations for the adoption of energy-efficiency
measures (EEM) are also introduced. Materials and Methods describe the mixed-method
research design that was used to study the internal, intrinsic motivation embedded in the context
thereof, specifically the household socio-demographic characteristics (e.g., age, gender,
occupation etc.). In Analysis and Results, the socio-cultural contextual factors are described,
particularly those related to energy-use awareness and home energy systems, based on the
survey data; after which the qualitative findings of household feedback that are structured by
the conceptual framework are presented. Discussions present the results of this study,
structured by the research questions posed above; the findings raise questions of the best way
to develop and apply effective energy-efficiency scenarios to ensure the reliability of EPC
methodologies when heating and cooling are required for residential buildings. Finally,
Conclusions delineate implications for long-term holistic retrofitting programmes and policy
design for evidence-based sustainable urban energy systems with the implementation of the
EPBDs in the RoC and other EU countries at the household- and building-levels.
6

Contribution to knowledge in energy for sustainable development
The main contribution to the body of knowledge is the integration of data to identify the
empirical analysis of the STS conceptual framework to develop a new method of design for
the EPBD mandates that can be applied to the universal databases, as listed in Table 1.
Table 1
The impact of key research areas to the contribution to knowledge.
Key Concepts
Contributions
Energy policy
- EU energy governance by integrating EPCs into building-energyperformance development of social-housing stock
Thermal
- Donation of the neutral adaptive thermal comfort identified for the
comfort
Cyprus climate to the EU Smart Controls and Thermal Comfort (SCAT)
online database
- Dissemination of the optimum thermal-comfort level thresholds that were
developed as a result of a field investigation in the south-eastern
Mediterranean climate and can be applied to the European Norm
EN 15251 standards—which are related to indoor environmental input
parameters associated with the design and assessment of building energy
performance and address indoor-air quality, the thermal environment,
lighting and acoustics—as an updated methodological framework
Energy use
- Integration of the archetype housing stock into the EU’s Horizon 2030
TABULA/EPISCOPE national database
Sustainable
- Development of energy-calibration methods for archetype housing stock
development
and analytical BEM with integrated human-based data from the
goals (SDG)
questionnaire survey to demonstrate a policy design tool to the applied
sciences field in energy use in accordance with the United Nations
Sustainable Development Goal 7.

The study provides new insights into the EU energy governance and presents the outcome
of comprehensive methodology developed by adopting the STS design approach, which is not
found in other EU countries holistic retrofitting projects. Hence, this is the first study to be
adopted and developed in the south-eastern Mediterranean climate of Cyprus. Thus, the
findings should make an important contribution to the research subject of energy policy in the
development of retrofitting schemes. One of the unique features of the research technique
developed in this empirical study is that it adopts the STS approach to create a novel
methodological workflow to assess domestic-energy use and thermal comfort, neither of which
is well-defined in traditional building physics or in regression-based forecasting for policymaking decisions. As a result, the building performance evaluation (BPE) remains largely
unpredictable when considering real-life occupant energy-use experiences.
An evidence-based STS approach was developed for the study to determine the feasibility
of the retrofitting design interventions when human-based considerations could have impact
on the development of feasible EPBD policy regulations in the EU-27 member states. The
findings of this empirical study will create the prerequisites and the background information
for the development of critical research and educational core of knowledge in the area of
development and design, energy policy and the drafting of subsidization schemes and other
targeted actions for improving energy efficiency of social housing stock in the south-eastern
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Mediterranean climate. The effective energy measures developed as an outcome of this
empirical study for the reduction of energy consumption in residential buildings would benefit
from conceptual level analysis and prioritisation in accordance with the climate characteristics
of the regional context of each EU notion.
Systematic literature review
Under the scope of EU’s 2050 net-zero emissions targets, various policies aimed at
encouraging energy-efficiency measures in domestic buildings have been implemented in the
last few decades (Willan et al., 2020). There is growing concern, however, that zero-energy
buildings often underperform when compared to design specifications due to discrepancies in
the building-fabric thermal performance, systems efficiency and occupant behaviour (CastañoRosa et al., 2020; Berger & Höltl, 2019; Brown et al., 2019). To address the knowledge gap in
the STS design approach, the dearth amount of pilot study projects was undertaken to identify
the difficult-to-quantify of the factors that related to multi-family households due to the
variance on the occupancy patterns and their socio-demographic structure (Betto et al., 2020;
Arbolino et al., 2019; Franke & Nadler, 2019). This is the reason that the present empirical
study was premised on an STS approach to develop ‘bottom-up’ energy-policy tools for the
government in the South-eastern Mediterranean climate.
In the context of this driver, the main conceptual target of the United Nations Sustainable
Development Goal 7 comprises future energy demand scenarios envisioning major instabilities
(e.g., oil crisis, climate change and environmental unbalance) which are prejudged, taking into
account of societal tensions and personal discomfort as parallel habitual behaviour to be
anticipated and managed. Through the decades, the terminology of ‘sustainability’ evolved
from due considerations of a ‘green economy’ to include issues of households’ well-being,
human quality of life and public ethics. In this respect, the overall objectives aimed within this
socio-cultural driver envisage both the ‘green factor’ as well as the ‘human factor’, with
particular focus on the need for personal freedom as a basic enabler of fundamental human
rights.
To address the knowledge gap in EU residential-sector energy-consumption governance,
previously scholars the findings demonstrate an urgent need to consider household sociodemographic characteristics, occupant behaviour and thermal conductivity level of building’s
properties to provide effective retrofitting solutions in residential sector (Ratinen, 2019;
Semple & Jenkins, 2020). These study schemes highlighted that implementation of EPBD
mandates and financial incentives are important measures that improve the energy performance
of the domestic built environment (Mortensen et al., 2014; Moore et al., 2019; Cabeça et al.,
2021). Importantly, occupants also play a critical role in the implementation of the EPCs at the
community- or policy-level (Zhao & Carter, 2020). Specifically, the social and cultural
considerations of the manner in which social households interact with energy in their homes
have largely been left unexplored by engineering professionals (Hess & Sovacool, 2020).
The result is that there exists a shortfall between the full potential of adopting retrofit
design technologies and realised developing a novel methodological framework to improve
8

energy efficiency of buildings (Cockbill et al., 2020). In Cyprus, which is an EU member state,
and Northern Cyprus, which is not an EU member state, government initiatives have attempted
to tackle the burden of the existing housing stock by changing the legislative framework for
adopting the EPBD guidelines and net-zero energy building schemes to upgrade the thermal
efficiency of existing building stock (Serghides et al., 2015). This indicates that such legislative
frameworks were not devised by taking the occupant habitual adaptive energy-use behaviour
into consideration, which would provide effective guidelines to reduce energy consumption
and optimise occupant thermal comfort in the residential sector even though this are not yet
mandatory (Serghides et al., 2016).
Building-energy-performance gap
Government initiatives at various levels have been made globally, which seek effective
solutions to the problems related to household energy consumption and CO2 emissions,
especially for vulnerable households in energy poverty and underlying with health conditions
in all spheres of the economy (Government Office of Science, 2016a). Understanding the
importance of the energy performance of existing housing stock constitutes a cultural and
societal challenge (Government Office of Science, 2016b). Zero-carbon targets must be
achieved to reduce the detrimental impact of greenhouse emissions and mitigate climate change
(Pylsy et al., 2020). Neither developed nor developing societies will be able to meet the range
of targets set by the European Union (EU) and other countries related to the design and
procurement of built environments to reduce CO2 emissions to 80% of 1990 levels by 2030, or
the mandates set forth in the 2018 U.K. Climate Change Act to limit CO2 emissions to 20%
by 2050 (Thomas & Rosenow, 2020).
In Cyprus specifically, there are several post-war residential-housing stocks that must
attain the EU’s 2030 energy-consumption-reduction targets, all of which are worthy of an
investigation. Various studies have demonstrated the potential benefits of a greater reduction
of energy consumption and the increasing value of the built asset (Domínguez-Amarillo et al.,
2019; Fernández-Agüera et al., 2019). None have attempted to understand the overheating risks
in NC residential buildings and the impacts thereof on occupant thermal comfort, and this issue
remains unaddressed. Despite this paucity, it is not important to initially evaluate the energy
performance of existing housing stock and assess occupant thermal satisfaction, since these
variables can have a significant impact on energy use (Escandón et al., 2017).
By exploring different variations of building-energy-performance assessments, the
European Union Statistics on Income and Living Conditions and the 2018 Household Budget
Survey both indicated that different assessment indicators related to energy use, such as
whether or not occupants are in arrears on their utility bills or are unable to keep their homes
adequately warm, which homes are uncomfortably hot in the summer, hidden energy
performance, energy costs that consume a large proportion of one’s income and the presence
of a leak, damp or rot, should all be considered, as shown in Figure 2.
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)
(f)
Fig.2. Energy-performance assessment indicators in EU member states; (a) arrears on utility bills in
2016. (b) low absolute energy expenditure in 2010. (c) inability to keep home adequately warm in 2016.
(d) high share of energy expenditure in income in 2010. (e) home uncomfortably hot in summer 2012.
(f) presence of leak, damp, rot in 2016. Image Credits: EPOV, Indicators & Data, (2018).
https://www.energypoverty.eu/indicator (Accessed on 20 July 2021).

Alonso et al. (2017) and Sánchez-Guevara (2018) argued that energy-performance
assessment indicators undertaken in EU countries are based on household self-assessment
evaluation of their dwellings. to explain the survey results, it can be seen that the case studies
showed slightly low-performing indicators in comparison to the EU overall average. Spain was
shown to have better home-energy performance than the EU, which enabled respondents to
keep their homes thermally comfortable (San Miguel-Bellod, 2018). While many other
countries, particularly those in south-eastern Europe that share the subtropical (i.e., Csa) and
partly semi-arid (i.e., Bsh) climate characteristics of Cyprus, showed significant thermal
discomfort; Spain showed a similar approximation to the European overall average with respect
to maintaining thermally comfortable indoor environments in the summer. It can therefore be
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deduced from the above graph that 29% is higher than in the EU average of thermal discomfort
(Kyprianou et al., 2019).
More significantly, Bulgaria had the worst overall thermal-performance for both of the
assessment indicators related to the thermal-comfort aspect of residential buildings, including
the criterion related to being in arrears on utility bills; Cyprus also showed a higher percentage
of arrears on utility bills than in the EU. Nevertheless, it is evident that Portugal had a slightly
better performance than many other countries due to stringent policies that were put into place
in 2015 to thoroughly implement energy-performance directives; it should be considered,
however, that many Portuguese households rely heavily on biomass burning for space heating
and are therefore not properly accounted for in the energy-bills assessment. In terms of
assessing the influence of the presence of leaks, damp or rot in residential buildings, Bulgaria
has the lowest percentage of its population living in such conditions; this is followed by Spain,
which also showed lower indicators than the remainder of the EU.
Lithuania was slightly above average, while households in Cyprus and Portugal have faced
thermally uncomfortable indoor environments due to thermally deficient building envelopes
and ageing residential-building stocks; these findings strongly correlate with the population
consensus, because distinct deviations between these two Mediterranean countries have been
observed. Notably, Lithuania was found to be the only country with an energy-performance
indicator that was higher than the EU average; this can be further corroborated by the fact that
Lithuania was shown to have one of the highest income coefficients, which indicates unequal
income distribution across the total sample size in both surveys from which the results were
taken as base-case reference indicators of home-energy performance (Guardigli et al., 2018).
Couched within this emerging energy debate, the EU Framework Programme for Research
and Innovation for 2014–2030 includes an action plan that underscores the need to legislate the
policy priorities put forth in the EU’s 2030 strategy (Bertoldi & Mosconi, 2020). This plan
incorporates long-term aims to address major energy-demand concerns that are shared by
citizens of Europe and elsewhere (Fawcett & Hampton, 2020). This strategy plan consists of
different policy implications related to energy use, including the significance of occupancy
patterns and various socio-demographic characteristics that should be considered during the
decision-making process for retrofitting efforts of existing housing stock (Erell et al., 2018;
Kumareswaran et al., 2021; Morton et al., 2020).
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Table 2
Field-investigation studies on adaptive thermal comfort.
References

A. Study Location

B. Primary Aim of Model

C. Methodology

D. Main Findings

Vellei et al.
(2017)

ASHRAE Global
Thermal Comfort
Database II

To determine a clear
explanation for lack of
humidity signal or convincing
formulation of the effect of
humidity on adaptive thermalcomfort development.

Global thermal-comfort datasets investigated,
including meta-analysis of summary data from
63 field studies and field data from 39
naturally ventilated buildings in eight climatetypes; experimental study established from
ASHRAE RP-884 data.

The new adaptive thermal-comfort
model increased the comfort envelope
of naturally ventilated buildings
because its overheating prediction was
30% lower than that of the current
model.

Ličina et al.
(2018)

ASHRAE Global
Thermal Comfort
Database II

To document origins, scope,
development, contents and
accessibility of ASHRAE
Global Thermal Comfort
Database II.

Dataset created from field studies conducted
from 1995–2016; 81,846 rows of paired
subjective comfort votes and objective
instrumental measurements data included in
global database development framework;
Query Builder used with Javascript to develop
visual tool.

Web-based interactive thermal-comfort
visualisation tool that allows end-users
to quickly and interactively explore the
data was developed.

Jin et al.
(2020)

Harbin,
Northeast China

To explore gender-related
thermal-comfort differences in
severely cold regions.

Physical measurements conducted; thermalcomfort questionnaire survey distributed to
pedestrians; correlations among psychological
parameters explored.

In transitional seasons, female neutral
temperature was 23,2°C, and male
neutral temperature was 19,8°C.

Gautam et al.
(2020)

Hariwon, Nepal

To examine differences in
indoor thermal environments of
local and migrant people and
evaluate differences or
similarities in perceptions of
neutral adaptive temperature.

Longitudinal thermal-comfort survey
conducted over one month: TSVs collected
from 395 individuals living in 122 houses in
sub-tropical climate zone.

The upper limit of thermal
acceptability for local people was 3°C
higher than that of migrant people.

Stopps &
Touchie (2020)

Toronto, Canada

To identify occupant
behaviour to reveal
opportunities for improved
thermal comfort and energy
efficiency.

Thermostat data obtained; building-occupancy
survey conducted with 55 occupants in two
contemporary high-rise residential buildings;
weather station installed to monitor actual
environmental conditions.

Of the respondents, 48% reported
thermal discomfort in their flats in the
winter and 53% reported thermal
discomfort in the summer.
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As shown in Table 2, a significant proportion of the current literature on thermal comfort
specifically focusses on the physical environment and physiological conditions to predict
comfort levels and quantitatively produce a number of thermal indices to thoroughly assess
occupant thermal-comfort levels (Liu et al., 2012; Taleghani et al., 2013; Toe & Kubota,
2013). Nicol et al. (2012) explained that these models, known as ‘heat-balanced models’, are
predominantly based on physics and physiology and are able to rationally analyse the heat flow
between the human body and its surroundings.
Humphreys and Nicol (2000) insisted that occupants’ thermal sensations strongly correlate
with age, gender, economic and cultural aspects and location and climatic conditions. In an
analysis of the influences of dependent and independent variables on occupant thermal
preferences and sensations, Humphreys (2005) identified specific groups of people with more
demanding needs—such as children, the elderly, people with disabilities and people who are
sick—who are more likely to be vulnerable. This led to a significant contribution toward the
assessment of thermal comfort in different climate regions under investigation by many other
scholarly articles in this field (Nicol & Humphreys, 2010).
In this regard, this empirical study seeks to identify key features of energy policy
instruments and retrofitting initiatives across EU members states that could foreseeably
improve the reduction of energy consumption and optimise the thermal comfort level of
occupants in the housing sector in Cyprus, where the climate is subtropical (Csa) and partly
semi-arid (Bsh). This paper presents the importance of adopting a comprehensive,
interdisciplinary collaboration to develop a novel methodological framework in order to
implement the EPBD and EPC schemes in the residential sector. Such a methodological
approach strives to identify gaps in the existing knowledge by considering occupant real-life
energy-use experiences and identifying measures that can optimise their thermal comfort and
reduce energy consumption via policy instruments for retrofitting interventions.
The original contribution of this empirical study lies in its implementation of energy
efficiency and offering evidence-based energy policy framework into the decision-making
process of domestic energy use, which primarily considers the objectives of the EPBD
indicators on increasing energy efficiency awareness and upbringing quality of social housing
stock. This study sits on the grounds of understanding the notion of sustainability in terms of
energy performance, energy efficiency and thermal comfort. Sustainability is main conceptual
framework of this empirical study corresponding to the sustainable development goals 7 set by
the United Nations.
Anecdotally, sustainability must be accessible to everyone and climate resilient actions
must be applicable to the practice of everyday life of citizens. To-the-date consumers respond
poorly to browbeating activism and need fiscal incentives to use less, and to be given greater
control over the energy they use. It is in the nature of this kind of research to manifest an
awakening call-in domestic energy use for energy performance assessment and, most
importantly bringing control mechanisms and effective networking in the newly-formed or
actively-motivated multi-family households in high-density post-war social housing estates
with interest in energy efficiency.
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Methodology
Research design
This empirical study employed the STS approach to develop a bottom-up energy-policy
framework for the residential sector. The focus of the study was to statistically determine
occupant behavioural patterns that are associated with heating- and cooling-energy
consumption and to identify household socio-demographic characteristics that contribute to the
development of energy-user profiles. This study initially adopted a mixed-method research
design that primarily utilised a thermal-comfort assessment and questionnaire-based surveys
of households to gather information related to home-energy performance and to determine
optimum thermal-comfort levels before developing EPC schemes. In an attempt to meet the
target research objective and answer the research questions (RQs), a social-science framework
was put into place at the start of the present study; this, in turn, provided a rationale for
quantitative and qualitative components in the development of an energy-policy framework
that is based on this empirical analysis, as illustrated in Figure 3.

Fig.3. The set-up of the field study investigation and data processing.
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The field work for the study consisted of examining first-hand experiences to fully
understand current EPBD implementation schemes and the impact thereof on home-energy
performance in NC (Darby, 2017; Renner & Giampietro, 2020). Before conducting the semistructured interviews with households, on-site site observations were recorded to analyse the
taxonomy of the housing stock (Mould & Baker, 2017; Wolff et al., 2017). The empirical
framework is premised on an analysis of the feedback that was collected in 2018 from the
households during the hottest summer month of August. The study was intended to assess the
participants’ real-life energy-use experiences to develop an evidence-based energy-policy
framework.
This research consisted of interdisciplinary cooperation in an area where single-discipline
studies are typically conducted; in this endeavour, there was communication and collaboration
between the research, design and implementation of energy-efficiency retrofitting efforts and
challenges that were the result of the EPBD mandates (Cunha et al., 2020). To identify the
EEG in this empirical study, data were primarily collected through feed-forward interviews
with households. Additionally, objective data, such as household socio-demographic
characteristics and occupancy profiles, were also collected to aid in the interpretation of the
study results with the on-site observations that were concurrently recorded with the interviews.
The pragmatist research approach that was designed for the present study is illustrated in
Figure 4.

Fig.4. Research design and model showing interconnections between three components of this study.

As a mixed-model approach, a convergent parallel mixed-method was considered to be
the most appropriate strategy that could be employed in the present study; this is a variation
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of a mixed-method design in which the researcher converges or merges often-ignored
quantitative and qualitative data to provide a comprehensive analysis of the research problem
(Flowerdew & Martin, 2004; Ingeborgrud et al., 2020; Wolf et al., 2017).
In this research approach, the researcher collects both types of data at approximately the
same time, then integrates this information and interprets the overall results; contradictions
or incongruent findings are explained or further probed in the survey design. After collecting
necessary data via on-site observations, the study focused on an explanatory case-study
approach of the prototype base-case post-war social-housing development estates in Cyprus.
Semi-structured interviews, which were in the form of a questionnaire survey, were
conducted with selected households to provide evidence-based retrofitting design policies
and recommendations for energy-efficiency guidelines in the residential sector.
Socio-technical-systems design approach
The concept of the study is to integrate a design method into the STS approach to develop
a bottom-up energy-policy framework for the implementation of the EPBD objectives through
holistic retrofitting schemes across the EU member states. Several studies have addressed the
analytical framework that was used to model household-energy consumption at the national
level by selecting archetype buildings to conduct energy-demand scenarios in different EU
countries (Abokersh et al., 2021; Gatt et al., 2020); these energy-consumption forecasting and
modelling methodologies are frequently used by scholars to devise policy recommendations
(Bracht et al., 2021).
Several recommended methodologies—such as genetic algorithms, meta-analyses and
sensitivity analyses—employ machine-learning techniques to quantify home-energy
performance factors (Roccotelli et al., 2020; Yang et al., 2020). It has also been suggested that
the development of a novel methodology to calibrate building thermal performance would
require a longitudinal field investigation to conduct BES studies and measure the predictive
ability of an analytical energy model that was devised to recommend cost-effective energyefficiency scenarios to policymakers.
A significant theoretical issue that has dominated the field of energy research-and-design
for many years is related to building energy-modelling approaches that failed to consider the
STS conceptual framework for a bottom-up energy-policy design that is worthy of an
investigation. This is due to a lack of information about household socio-demographic
characteristics, occupancy patterns and interactions with the built environment that could be
addressed through a BES study. Mahdavi (2020) pointed out that BES tools provide effective
retrofitting policy design scenarios, but household energy-use behaviour and thermal-comfort
assessments have not been thoroughly investigated to determine the outcomes based on a novel
analytical energy-modelling approach; this indicates that energy-demand scenarios from topdown and bottom-up approaches can be aggregated to fill the EEG, as shown in Figure 5.
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Fig.5. The novel methodological workflow developed for this study.

A comprehensive understanding of the manner in which an STS approach contributes to
bottom-up energy-policy design is still lacking. To date, several hybrid models of these two
approaches have been developed and employed for more-robust building-energy models, but
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none of these studies considered concurrently optimising occupant thermal comfort as
buildings are being retrofitted. According to Geels et al. (2018), a bottom-up approach would
be applicable to empirical studies that utilise limited secondary-data sources to develop an
analytical framework that will support energy policies at the local and national levels.
Alternately, the top-down approach is recommended when data are used to identify the
knowledge gap related to energy use and undertake a statistical analysis, as shown in Table 3.
Table 3
Benefits and limitations of top-down and bottom-up energy-modelling approaches.
Characteristics
Top-Down
Benefits
- Focusses on the
interaction between
the energy sector and
the economy at large
- Uses aggregated
economic data
- Does not require
detailed technological
descriptions
- Capable of modelling
relationships between
different economic
variables and energy
demand
- Able to model the
impacts of various
social cost-benefit
energy-and-emission
policies and scenarios
Limitations

- Dependent upon past
energy–economy
interactions to project
future trends
- Lacks the necessary
level of technological
detail
- Less suitable to
examine technologyspecific policies
- Typically assumes
efficient gaps

Bottom-Up Statistical
- Includes macroand socio-economic
effects
- Able to determine
typical end-use
energy consumption
- Easier to develop and
use
- Does not require
detailed data, only
billing data and a
simple survey

-

-

- Does not provide
much data or
flexibility
- Limited capacity to
assess the impact of
energy-conservation
measures (ECMs)
- Relies on historical
consumption data
- Requires large
samples
- Multi-collinearity

Bottom-Up
Building Physics
Describes current and
prospective technologies in
detail
Uses physically measurable
data
Enables policies to more
effectively target
consumption
Assesses and quantifies the
impact of different
combinations of
technology related to
delivered energy
Estimates the least-cost
combination of
technological measures to
meet given demand

- Poorly describes market
interactions
- Neglects the relationship
between energy use and
macro-economic activity
- Requires a significant
amount of technical data
- Does not determine human
behaviour within the
model, but by external
assumptions

Source: Adapted from Kavgic et al. (2010)

The comparison revealed that forecasting a household-energy model for the integration of
the bottom-up approach would improve nationwide policy subsidisation schemes while
considering the EPBD mandates (Balest et al., 2019; Li & Strachan, 2019). A thorough
analysis of the STS approach would provide versatile data sources that are compatible with a
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wide range of BES tools that are available to researchers engaged in steady-state and dynamic
thermal analyses. According to Sahakian et al. (2021) and Kunc et al. (2018), integrating a
bottom-up approach requires input sources that are based on quantitative data or assessment
criteria variables that are measurable on a Likert scale, such as the energy efficiency of hotwater systems and the fabric insulation of dwellings, for building-performance evaluations
(BPEs).
It should be noted that a similar approach could be applied to energy-policy designs by
adopting Forrester’s systems dynamic approach that is only based on qualitative data to
undertake BES studies (Forrester, 1976); it should be noted that Forester’s tradition in building
physics, which was developed in 1946, is widely acknowledged by scholars and is a matter of
a conceptual analysis needs a new STS approach design method related to energy use
(Forrester, 2007). Notably, the present study contributes to Forester’s systems dynamic
approach by exploring correlations between household socio-demographic characteristics and
occupancy patterns that influence home-energy use.
A debate has taken place in many energy-modelling studies related to the selection criteria
of archetype housing stock and household energy-use behaviour (Bienvenido-Huertas et al.,
2021). As a consequence, the STS approach has been challenged by energy-research studies
that demonstrated the usefulness of the bottom-up approach, which is widely used for BES
studies (Marzouk & Seleem, 2018; Shih & Tseng, 2014); these studies concluded that the
development of an evidence-based STS conceptual framework would establish a novel design
method in line with Forrester’s tradition.
Scholars have long debated integrating Forrester’s dynamic approach to develop effective
energy-policy designs and subsidisation schemes while delivering an assessment of EPCs that
should be addressed. Turning now to the experimental evidence for the STS approach, Forrester
(2016) argued that disaggregated quantitative data correlate with the thermal-conductivity
levels of building materials, household socio-demographic characteristics and climate
characteristics of the built environment to provide additional information for the development
of energy certification schemes in the south-eastern Mediterranean climate.
Strategy of inquiry
To address the energy efficiency gap, Lopez et al. (2015) noted that the regression analysis
(RA) technique facilitates the development of a quantitative design method that contradicts the
theoretical philosophy that undergirds Forrester’s systems dynamic approach. This empirical
study highlighted a series of difficult-to-quantify factors, especially those related to household
socio-demographic characteristics and the occupants’ real-life energy-use experiences, that
have not yet been thoroughly considered for a home-energy performance evaluation, which
could help to establish a novel research design approach for building-retrofitting initiatives
(Brown et al., 2019). This study therefore adopted the STS design model to gather feed-forward
feedback from households to integrate household in-vivo experiences into the decision-making
processes associated with energy-use policies. To develop the STS design model, we examined
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all available mixed-method approaches in order to develop a plan of action that linked
philosophical assumptions to specific methods, as illustrated in Figure 6.

Fig.6. Development stages of evidence-based energy policy framework.

The concept of mixing-method studies was derived in a 1959 study by Campbell and
Fisk (Creswell & Plano, 2007; Blackwell, 2013). For this reason, the use of a mixed-methods
approach could bring about a significant contribution toward a full understanding of the
correlations between dependent and independent variables within the statistical
analysis (Brown, 2017; Moezzi et al., 2017). This is due to the fact that ‘triangulating data’
sources, which are a way to seek convergence across qualitative and quantitative methods, have
been born (Warren-Myers et al., 2020). In general, each phase was carried out in a sequential
order to facilitate a discussion of the systematic literature review that was conducted as part of
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the main research scope. Table 4 outlines the development of a novel STS conceptual
framework.
Table 4
Step-by-step development of socio-technical-systems conceptual framework.
STS Development
Structure

Guidance to Develop a Method
for Current Design Approach

Step 1:
Systematic literature
review

To undertake a literature review based on selected key terms—‘energy
governance’, ‘energy efficiency’ and ‘thermal comfort’— to address the
knowledge gap in the field of energy efficiency and to develop a new
design method for the STS approach.

Step 2:
Questionnaire survey

To conduct a questionnaire survey that will assess household-energy
performance and the energy-use patterns of occupants prior to and
following the energy-saving measures implemented in the selected
archetype buildings.

Step 3:
Thermal-comfort survey

To make recommendations that will support successful delivery of
current and future policy schemes related to retrofitting efforts for
existing residential buildings that take occupant thermal comfort into
consideration to promote evidence-based retrofitting interventions.

Step 4:
Measurements
and Monitoring

To concurrently conduct in-situ measurements and on-site monitoring
through semi-structured interviews with households to assess the degree
of thermal discomfort.

Step 5:
Retrofitting policy design

To develop a novel design guideline for retrofitting efforts in post-war
housing stock and to demonstrate the feasibility of implementing
effective energy performance certification schemes

The rationale of the study is that the importance of developing an evidence-based energypolicy framework to assess robust energy-performance evaluation-and-certification schemes
in south-eastern Mediterranean EU countries has not yet been addressed. A theoretical
investigation of the STS design model and the integrity thereof in a multi-criteria decisionmaking process have gained momentum in research endeavours related to energy and the social
sciences. A thorough empirical analysis of the energy-planning systems and energy-efficiency
investments were the result of strategic policies and political issues that arose because of multidisciplinary research and were developed within the scope of the EPBD mandates.
Sample representativeness and Selection of archetype buildings
Cyprus as a case study
Cyprus is situated in the north-eastern part of the Mediterranean Sea between latitudes 34'
33" and 35' 41" north and longitudes 32' 15" and 34' 35" east, as shown in Figures 7 (a) through
(c). It is located approximately 40 miles north of Turkey, 60 miles east of Syria, 250 miles
south of Egypt and 300 miles west of the Greek islands (Kottek et al., 2006). The coastal city
of Famagusta was chosen case study location in the South-eastern Mediterranean climate, as
shown in Figures 7 (d) & (e). One of the prominent factors is that the Famagusta is a frontier
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coastal town in the eastern part of the island which is consisted of the variance of high-density
mass scale social housing developments were built in the mid 1980s and early 1990s without
distinction of its urban peripheries (Yorucu & Keles, 2008; Yapicioglu & Wright, 2014), as
illustrated in Figure 7 (f). Therefore, from the beginning of this study, there were limited preexisting sources available for the Cyprus context, and this study was aimed at primary data
collection to develop the methodological framework (Safakli, 2011). Thus, a case study was
necessary to enable the research consortium to achieve the intended aim of demonstrating the
condition of the post-war social housing structure, as shown in Figure 7 (g).

Fig.7. (a) Cyprus geographic position and (b) geological characteristics; (c) Northern Cyprus;
(d) Famagusta vulnerable neighbourhood, (e) 3D model of medium-rise RTBs and (f) residential area
urban tissue; (g) base-case morphology characteristics.
Source: Maps extracted from ArcGIS Pro Version 2019.01; software suite developed in 2018 by Esri (UK).

Figure 7 (f) illustrates the Famagusta city centre, which is dependent on a continuous,
densely populated area in which the rapid construction of medium-rise residential tower block
(RTB) developments was continued by the SMEs after 1998 when the government’s social
housing scheme ended. In the early 1950s, the urban agglomerations of Famagusta included
approximately 34.000 units, which was the highest amount of residential stock built in Cyprus
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from 1960–1974.1The Famagusta population in 1973 was 38.9602; including remote rural
locations, the overall island population was 146.740 (Oktay, 2002; SPO, 2019). Notably, a
continual urbanisation process commenced in the mid-1980s in the form of high-density urban
blocks, as shown in Figure 7 (g); this is due to the growth of the local population as a
consequence of housing demands from the displaced Turkish and Greek Cypriot communities,
which lead to an expansion of the boundaries to rural regions and agricultural lands.
Socio-demographic structures
The first census data for Cyprus were recorded in 1901, at which time the island population
was 51.309 (Statistical Service of Republic of Cyprus, 2014). The RoC was established on
August 16, 1960 with the involvement of two major ethnic communities: the Turkish and Greek
Cypriots. After declaring independence from the Great Britain, the first census data were
recorded on December 11, 1960, at which time the overall population was 104.942 with an
annual growth rate of 1,9% (Moeschberger & Phillips, 2014; SPO, 2020). After NC declared
itself a de facto state in 1983, the first census data were recorded in 1996, at which time the
overall population was 200.587.3 A second nationwide census survey was conducted in 2006,
and at that time, the population was 256.644 with a 2,6% annual population growth rate.
As a consequence of a property boom and high demand for housing by foreign buyers
wishing to take over control of the construction industry, the most-recent nationwide census
data were collected by the NC government in 2011; this effort was intended to provide
necessary figures on housing-stock data to the Union of Cyprus Turkish Engineers and
Architects (UCTCEA). At that time, the overall population was 286.257 with a 2% annual
population growth rate (SPO,2011).
Currently, this background information is used every year to estimate population
projections; the most recent population and housing-unit census data were updated on
December 31, 2019 (SPO, 2020). According to this census data, the NC population was
382.230 in 2019; the male population was 207.149, and the female population was 175.081, as
shown in Figure 8. As can be seen, there were 62.299 individuals in the 20–24 age group, which
comprised a large proportion of the overall population; there were 37.972 males and 24.372
females in this age group. The 70–74 age group consisted of 9.465 individuals: 4.551 males
and 4.914 females.
1
Data represents number of housing units built on Famagusta shoreline; this area is currently fenced off and closed
for human habitation due to the 1974 division of the island. In literature, this city is also known as ‘Varosha’,
which translates to ‘ghost town’; and it was the centre of international trade and tourism until August 16, 1974.
The Turkish military currently controls this territory, which opened to pedestrians on October 8, 2020. Notably,
this territory plays a prominent role in the negotiations and peace talks in international affairs of Cyprus.
2

This census data was recorded on April 1, 1973 before the outbreak of civil war on July 20, 1974. The data
detailed the island’s overall population and included all ethnic groups: Greek, Turkish, Maronite, Armenian,
British, and others. Data were extracted from the distribution of population by location during census years and
is available in a reference document that was published in 1983 by the Chamber of Commerce and Industry.
3

Data represent overall NC population, including settlers sent by the Turkish government after the 1974 civil war
to increase the Turkish population in NC. Notably, this data does not include Greek Cypriots living in the RoC.
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Fig.8. Distribution of Northern Cyprus’s population by gender and age. Source: Annual Statistical Report
for 2019, published by the Northern Cyprus Statistical Office.

The 2019 demographic statistics in the RoC indicate that the estimated population was
888.000, compared to 875.000 at the end of 2018, with an increased annual growth rate of
1,4%4 (Statistical Office of the RoC, 2019). The census data were distributed according to
gender and age in an effort to foresee birth rates and determine the percentage of the ageing
population. The data show that the proportion of children who were 0–4 and 10–14 years of
age were both estimated to be 16%; the proportion of age groups older than 65 years of age
increased to 16,3% in 2019, compared to 22,3% and 11,3%, respectively, in 2000. These results
indicate that there was a notable increase in the proportion of age groups 65 years of age and
older and a decrease in the proportion of age groups younger than 15 years of age, which
suggests that the size of the ageing population will increase in the RoC over the next few
decades.
Residential-building stock characteristics
To represent the nationwide representative housing stock, the government’s social housing
estates, which were built under the social housing schemes between 1984 and 1996 was chosen
for base case scenario development. According to the Housing Association in Cyprus, the postwar social housing stock represent 56% of entire housing stock which are 4 or 5 storey mediumrise RTBs without considering climatic zone differences of the island (State Planning
Organisation, 2018). These mass scale housing estates were built to answer the needs of the
housing shortage for young generation in early 1980s. Within a decade of implementing the

4

RoC data include the following ethnic groups: Greek Cypriots, Armenians, Maronites and Latins. Per the 1960
constitutional agreement, Turkish Cypriots who hold EU citizenships were not included in the census data because
their permanent residency was in Northern Cyprus.
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same residential building typology, these types of housing estates were repeated in all five
major cities across the country namely: Famagusta (coastal), Nicosia (inland), Kyrenia (coastal
& mountainous), Omorphou (semi-mountainous) and Lefke (coastal & mountainous).
A number of RTBs corresponded to five development phases in terms of their building
envelope material, age of housing stock and location of large-scale housing estates (Yorucu &
Keles, 2007); in this way, the statistical data that represented the overall building stock—
including five different archetypes—were identified. Age corresponds to the construction year
and was divided into five periods: 1950–1974 (Phase 1), 1980–1997 (Phase 2), 1997–2002
(Phase 3), 2002–2004 (Phase 4) and 2005–Today (Phase 5). Medium-rise RTBs built in the
early 1980s and the mid 1990s comprised new archetypes (Phase 2) that included high-density
post-war social-housing development estates. Figure 9 delineates the stages of housing
developments from 1950 to 2017 in Cyprus.

Fig.9. Taxonomy of existing housing stock to identify archetypes in Cyprus for case-study selection
and sampling criteria. Source: Images were collected from the first author’s personal archive. 3D dimensional
urban block configurations were modelled in ArcGIS Pro software suite – version 2019.1.0.

In this study, the Archetype 2 was chosen as representative base case RTB prototype to
recruit households in order to gather in-vivo experiences on their energy use and represent the
nationwide sampling data to validate findings within the secondary data resources for policy
making decisions in energy use. The study was aimed to consider the STS conceptual
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framework related to local energy policy that highlighted the importance of implementing the
EPCs in high-density social-housing estates throughout five major cities in Cyprus. To ensure
a comprehensive study, adequate building data and a comprehensive scope for the survey was
also necessary. A total of 36 RTBs with the same floor-plan layout, construction materials and
architectural style were selected to conduct a field study and recruit social households, as
illustrated in Figure 10.

Fig.10. Step-by-step identification of representative RTBs for base-case scenario development.

As shown in Figure 10, the study was intended to identify the most dominant representative
housing typology; this was determined to be medium-rise RTBs, which represent 36% of the
housing stock in Cyprus. The selected housing typology was the first to be built as a
governmental social-housing scheme to address the housing shortage in early 1980s and mid
1990s. This explanatory case-study approach provided a reasonable sampling size and a
comprehensive understanding of the building-fabric thermal performance of existing housing
stock with different levels of determinant factors related to household socio-demographic
characteristics and the thermal conductivity of the thermal properties of the buildings that were
selected to develop the base-case scenario.
Representativeness of housing typology selected as base case scenario development
Rapid construction during the ‘property boom5’ led to a revived interest in the property
market (Yorucu, 2013). The expectations of the Annan Plan and changing market conditions
5

The ‘property boom’ resulted from the Annan Plan (i.e., peace talks for the unification of Cyprus) from 2002–
2004. During this period, there was a gap in Cyprus’s international law as a consequence of the restructuring plan
for Cypriot settlements in the northern and southern territories. This led the SMEs to construct an abundance of
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throughout the world was evidence that people from such countries as Russia, Turkey, Greece,
the U.K and Germany began to show significant interest in buying a second home in NC
(Yorucu et al., 2010). Increasing energy demands from the residential sector were mostly
observed in rapid construction activities and a renewed focus on economic improvement
(Moutsiou, 2020; Zachariadis, 2010); in Northern Cyprus (NC), the rapid and varied activity
throughout the construction sector resulted in economic growth (Aloala, 2019).

Fig.11. Total number of flat units completed in five major cities in NC between 2015–2019.

Figure 11 shows the number of apartment units built between 2015–2019 in five major
cities in NC. A majority of the housing projects in 2019 were built in the capital city of Nicosia;
approximately 1800 apartment units were completed within that year. This is due to land
shortages and a high demand from the population of homebuyers who were 20–24 and 25–29
years of age. A significant rise in the number of completed flat units in Famagusta and Trikomo
due to demands on the property market from the large foreign enterprises can also be observed;
approximately 2500 apartments were constructed between 2015–2019. The analysis reveals
that the trend of building apartments was always significant in Nicosia because it is the capital
city and has a large population; hence, the demand for new housing projects is always on the
rise. In comparison, the construction of apartment housing stock in Famagusta only steadily
increased between 2018–2019, but this is still remarkably high, considering the local
population numbers.
To conclude, most of the residential buildings are of the RTB typology with a mean gross
floor area of 105 m2; this corresponds to an average of 75 m2 per occupant (SPO, 2019).
According to 2018 EU Housing Statistics, the equivalent average numbers are significantly
mass-housing estates without the approval of the Chamber of Architects and Town Planning Department in major
cities in NC.
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lower than those recorded for Cyprus and are equal to 84,5 m2 and 33,8 m2 per occupant,
respectively (Eurostat, 2018).

Fig.12. Distribution of population by dwelling type in EU member states in 2018.6

As shown in Figure 12, to compare the NC housing stock with that of the RoC and other
EU countries, the study examined the 2018 housing statistics available via Eurostat. Figure 12
shows that in 2018, 46% of EU citizens lived in flats, 18,6% lived in semi-detached houses,
and 34,7% lived in detached houses. Among the EU member states, the proportion of people
living in flats in 2018 was 66,2% in Latvia, 64,9% in Spain, 61,5% in Estonia, 60,6% in Greece,
59,5% in Lithuania, and 62,5% in Switzerland. In the RoC, 27% of people lived in the flats;
the present study found that 56% of people in NC lived in flats between 2015–2019, which was
significantly higher than in the RoC. The findings prove that political events and demand on
the property market by foreign investors led to a notable increase in housing stock in NC.
To properly understand the composition of NC housing stock, a sample distribution
according to the housing typology classification was presented in Figure 9. Medium-rise RTBs
(i.e., Phase 2) constructed between 1984–1996 were the dominant representative housing
typology of the residential-building stock in NC. Currently, the construction projects
undertaken by SMEs and large foreigner investors in large quantities utilise similar floor-plan
layout designs and scale-of-construction projects, all of which were first introduced under
government social-housing schemes. This RTB typology was chosen for the present study to
represent a reasonable proportion of the overall housing stock, and the statistical results prove
that RTBs comprise a majority (i.e., 56%) of housing stock in NC.

6
Data on the distribution of population by degree of urbanisation, dwelling type and income group extracted
from 2018 EU SILC survey in Eurostat database. Data only represents population and housing stock in the
southern territory of the RoC; NC housing stock is not included due to being an isolated de facto state.

28

Current physical condition of social-housing estates
The building-taxonomy analysis determined that the most representative construction type
of the investigated RTBs was the single-leaf brick façade, where neither cavity-wall insulation
nor any type of insulation material were implemented to reduce energy consumption and
optimise thermal comfort. The physical conditions of the building envelopes at the time of this
study can be seen in Figures 13 (a) through (d); due to the lifespan of the buildings, these were
not constructed according to any kind of building regulations that complied with
recommendations from the Chamber of Architects.

Fig.13. (a) Kitchen balconies and double-glazed, aluminium-framed window systems installed by
occupants; (b) wall-mounted A/C systems installed on building envelope; (c) kitchen balcony closure
on upper-floor flat; (d) structural failures in junction details between columns and beams on roof.

Figure 13 (a) depicts refurbishments that were completed by households wishing to
maximise their living spaces. Figure 13 (b) shows the types of cooling appliances that were
added by occupants after the completion of the RTBs; service shafts were neither taken into
consideration during the decision-making process nor installed during the construction phase
of these buildings. Figure 13 (c) illustrates aa kitchen-area balcony closure, which was the most
common refurbishment activity; it should be noted that there were no maintenance guidelines
to regulate these illegal activities by the households due to a lack of control mechanisms in the
social-housing estate. Figure 13 (d) reveals decay on the major structural elements of the RTBs;
the on-site observations revealed significant cracks on the walls and foundations of all 36
RTBs, which should be further investigated (see Appendix A.1). In summary, the buildings
that were constructed under the governmental social-housing scheme can be described
according to the occupants’ energy-consumption patterns, the building’s thermal performance
and the occupants’ thermal-comfort levels. The long-term viability of these RTBs will require
the incorporation of energy-efficient and -saving features within the methodologically planned
energy-policy framework.
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Survey design and Data acquisition
Survey
A standardised questionnaire survey was developed to collect subjective data from the
building occupants related to their domestic cooling-energy use and to evaluate the thermalcomfort levels in specific orientations (see Supplementary Material); a total of 200
households from 288 flats were randomly selected, which represented the social-housing stock
in other municipalities in NC (Black, 2006). A number of research methods were employed in
the present study to collect and analyse the research data (Campell & Fiske, 1959; Creswell,
2010; Goodchild et al., 2017). For this reason, a series of quantitative and qualitative research
methodologies were considered and designed, as delineated in Table 5, and the RQs were
devised according to the research methods that were chosen to generate quantitative and
qualitative data.
Table 5
Data required to gather household feedback.
Research
Methods
Research Questions
RQ-1: Which household socioLiterature
demographic characteristics and
review
home-energy performance factors
Questionnaire
significantly impact household
survey
energy use?
Semi-structured
interviews

Data
Qualitative
Quantitative
Qualitative

RQ-2: Which occupant energyconsumption behaviours might
have an impact on the energy
performance of the social-housing
estate?

Literature
review

Qualitative

Questionnaire
survey

Quantitative

Semi-structured
interviews

Qualitative

RQ-3: How can environmental
factors affect occupant thermal
comfort?

Literature
review

Qualitative

Environmental
monitoring

Quantitative

Thermalcomfort survey

Quantitative

Semi-structured
interviews

Quantitative

Questionnaire
survey

Quantitative

Semi-structured
interviews

Qualitative

RQ-4: How can the present study
contribute and inform the design
of nearly zero-energy buildings in
EU countries?

Source: Adapted from (Creswell & Clark, 2011)
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Reason for Methods
To obtain accurate
primary data collection,
answer research
objectives and identify
occupant sociodemographic information
To obtain accurate
primary data to identify
dominant representative
occupancy profiles and
the significance thereof
on home-energy use
To identify the reasons
for thermal discomfort
and household thermalsensation votes (TSVs)

Mixed interpretations of
research findings in both
cases

As can be seen in Table 5, the questionnaire survey with structured questions and openended questions was intended to collect quantitative and qualitative data throughout the
standardised means to further probe the details of specific questions. Notably, the data gathered
during the qualitative phase of the present study informed the findings of the quantitative phase
(Creswell & Clark, 2011). Similarly, the quantitative results demonstrated outcomes related to
household energy use and the thermal comfort reported by participants to assist in the findings
from the qualitative data (Kieft et al., 2020).
Participants
The subject respondents (P-set) for the development of an STS conceptual framework were
drawn from all 36 RTBs in the post-war social-housing estate in Famagusta, Cyprus, as was
shown in Figure 14 (see Data set 1 – 3D rendering model of a base case RTB in .rvt file
formatting). The area boundaries were defined by the demographics and housing-stock datasets
associated with the national census of the Office for National Statistics State Planning
Organisation. These secondary-data resources were utilised to determine the representativeness
of sampling criteria included in the statistical model; 118 households7 were recruited through
a field investigation, which was then extrapolated to represent NC households.

Fig.14. The location map of interviewed RTBs in the social housing development. *P1-B1-11: Phase
1-11, **P2-B1-25, ***N-E: Northeast, N-W: Northwest, S-W: Southwest, S-E: Southeast, S: South

7
The households represent the flats recruited for the present study. Throughout the questionnaire survey, the
researcher requested that the households nominate one of their family members who felt confident responding to
the questions.
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All variable differences were calculated to identify the worst-case scenario, and the
medium-rise RTB estate with the highest total number of flats was selected; this area
represented typical neighbourhoods in Nicosia (i.e., urban), Kyrenia (i.e., urban), Omorphou
(i.e., rural) and Trikomo (i.e., rural), rather than randomly selected neighbourhoods. The census
variables are shown in Table 6.
Table 6
Household socio-demographic characteristics collected from questionnaire survey.
Socio-Demographic Variables
Tenure type
Year of construction
Housing stock with the council tax band
Household occupancy type (i.e., OP1, OP2 and
Housing type
OP3*)
Space conditioning and different floor-levels
Household energy bills
*Occupancy Patterns: Low occupancy (OP1), moderate occupancy (OP2) and high occupancy (OP3)
Source: Restructured in 2018 according to data from the Office for National Statistics.

As can be seen in Table 6, all variables were related to household socio-demographic
characteristics and the type of housing stock that was chosen. To design standard development
models and compare them to the city average, the best approach was to only select one casestudy location to represent the entire social-housing stock as a base-case scenario
(Muresan & Attia, 2017). This deliberate sampling was undertaken to meet the research
objective of investigating the effect of household socio-demographic characteristics on homeenergy performance in a typical representative neighbourhood (Cross et al., 2017). Each
variable was integrated into the statistical model to predict the energy-policy forecasting design
scenarios is briefly described below:
i. Ownership status referred to the overall percentage of social-housing stock who were
social-house homeowners or private renters.
ii. RTB age referred to the five different archetypes that represented a nationwide
sampling for a fraction of overall household population.
iii. Housing typology classification was based on to council tax band in accordance with
the council tax rating indicators obtained from the Famagusta municipality.
iv. Household occupancy type referred to the number of family members lived in the same
property.
v. Space conditioning of occupied spaces included NV, mixed-mode ventilation,
mechanical ventilation heat-recovery systems and A/C split units installed in the
property.
vi. Actual household electricity bills obtained from the Cyprus Electricity Authority.
These variables include all available physical built-form and demographic information
related to the home at the local level to provide subsequent information for the development of
an evidence-based STS conceptual framework. Data collection was guided by a preliminary
thematic analysis of key concepts prompted during the interviews with participants. The
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applied methodology considered the post-war social-housing stock by exploring correlations
between the household socio-demographic structure, the actual environmental conditions of
the built environment and the thermal-conductivity level of building thermal properties. It
should also be noted that semi-structured interviews were only conducted with occupants in
selected building typologies so the findings of the present study could be generalised and
applied to other post-war social-housing stock in the Republic of Cyprus and in Europe.
Data analysis procedure and set up for statistical analysis
Semi-structured interviews and participant feedback were transcribed and translated. The
Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) Version 25.0 software (IBM: Armonk, NY,
U.S.) was utilised to conduct the quantitative analysis; and tests-of-associations were
conducted between the numeric factors and the questionnaire responses to join the
questionnaire results with the statistical analysis. Previous studies used analysis-ofvariance (ANOVA), multivariate analysis-of-variance (MANOVA), Pearson’s correlation and
regression analyses, and these statistical tests effectively explored correlations within a set of
variables designed in the dataset (see Data set 2 – questionnaire survey inputs developed for
the empirical analysis in .sav file formatting). A total of 188 households were successfully
recruited, but a 100-sampling size was utilised in the SPSS dataset, because it was determined
that 18 households did not provide accurate information when the questionnaire survey was
distributed; to avoid a biased interpretation of the field-survey results and to run a parametricstatistical analysis for the present study, these households were disregarded in the dataset.
To run the parametric tests between the dependent and independent variables, the present
study adopted the following statistical conventions: an assumed degree-of-confidence interval
of 95%, a level of confidence of 0,05, and a significance level (p) of 0,000. Table 7 summarises
the data types associated with each of the questionnaire variables and the association test or
test statistic that was applied to correlate every variable in the questionnaire survey.
Table 7
Set of determinant factors included in statistical model.
Questionnaire Variables
Data Type

Test of Association

Thermal-comfort preference

Ordinal, Likert scale

Spearman’s rho

Thermal sensation
Energy-saving awareness (yes or no)
Gender

Ordinal, Likert scale
Dichotomous nominal
Dichotomous nominal

Spearman’s rho
Point-biserial
Point-biserial

Age

Ordinal

Spearman’s rho

Education level
Ethnicity

Nominal
Nominal

ANOVA (F-test)
ANOVA (F-test)

Household income

Ordinal

Spearman’s rho

Tenure

Nominal

ANOVA (F-test)

Length of residency

Nominal

ANOVA (F-test)

Number of household members

Interval

Pearson’s correlation
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Table 7 lists all tests-of-association that were employed in the present study. The
Benjamin–Hochberg procedure was utilised to adjust the final p-values and control the falsediscovery rate (FDR) in the statistical analysis; FDR procedures were implemented in the
present study to detect discrepancies in the statistical model (Gimpel et al., 2020). The adjusted
p-values helped to correct for errors that were introduced by multiple comparisons and were a
more accurate reflection of significant correlations. The number of iterations was determined
using a 95% confidence level for each index and following the methods presented in the present
study, thereby ensuring that a random sample of 100 inputs for each variable was generated;
this sample size strengthened the analysis and improved the overall precision of estimations of
the correlation coefficients (Mertens, 2009).
A 95% interval-confidence level was chosen to measure the impact of variables in the
statistical analysis, which was designed in accordance with the RQs. This confidence level is a
conventional method, and it was selected for the present study because it is a traditional, wellknown, established statistical technical information method; moreover, in the event that an
insufficient sample is available for a statistical analysis, it is compatible with the process
whereby a small sample size is extrapolated to larger datasets to provide nationally
representative data.
It must be noted that the available sample size for the present study was not transformed
into a large dataset by multiplying the data to comply with the recommended sampling size.
The 100 questionnaires were correctly identified and deemed to be a reasonable fraction of a
sampling size to conduct a statistical analysis. Pearson’s correlation coefficient was used to
identify the difficult-to-quantify home-energy performance factors and occupancy profiles
gathered through a questionnaire survey and to interpret data within other field instruments that
were implemented in the present study; the on-site environmental monitoring and in-situ
measurements were also included in the dataset, which allowed the researcher to test the
determinant factors between household socio-demographic characteristics and the
environmental factors of the built environment. Another important reason to conduct a
Pearson’s correlation analysis was to determine the main dependent factor that influenced the
RQs and explore a conventional statistical technique to conduct correlation and regression
analyses. The statistical test findings provided additional evidence to identify simulation input
parameters for a BES study.
Results and Discussions
The aim of the questionnaire survey was to fully record the age, gender, occupation,
ethnicity, socio-demographic characteristics, home energy use and thermal comfort
preferences of the occupants (see Supplementary Material). We structured the results
according to the comprehensive information related to the socio-demographic characteristics
of each household that was collected via the survey and feedback that was collected from
occupants living in flats of every orientation and floor level, as shown in Table 8.
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Table 8
Questionnaire details.
Developmental Stages
Step 1: General background
information
Step 2: Socio-demographic
information

-

Questions
Number of interviewed RTBs
Unit orientation
Floor level
Gender
Age
Tenancy status and length of residency
Number of household members, including non-family members
Employment activity
Income
Education
Ethnicity
Health status

- Did respondent receive energy advice from any type of public or
private institution?
- Availability of electricity meter readings and frequency of
checks
- Did the respondents consider any type of energy-saving methods
in their daily activities?
Step 4: Household energy use - Types of domestic heating appliances, available heating-system
and performance
controls and frequency of use
- Types of domestic cooling appliances, available cooling-system
controls and frequency of use
Step 5: Occupancy patterns
- Weekday and weekend heating-consumption patterns
- Weekday and weekend cooling-consumption patterns
- Window-opening patterns in the summer and winter
Step 6: Energy consumption - Average amounts of monthly utility bill

Step 3: Energy-saving
awareness

A step-by-step statistical analysis was undertaken in accordance with the narrative order of
the set of questions that were developed to better understand the multiple levels of household
socio-demographic characteristics and home-energy performance. For parametric variables
(i.e., the normal form), Pearson’s product–moment correlation coefficients were utilised to
determine the effects of the occupants’ energy-use patterns, and Pearson’s correlation
coefficients were implemented for continuous variables. Independent sample t-tests were
applied for the dichotomous variables to determine the importance of household sociodemographic characteristics associated with energy use to identify threshold points and address
the EEG. Finally, one-way ANOVA tests were utilised for categorical variables to determine
the different levels of energy use among the groups.
Household socio-demographic characteristics
This section provides basic information about the participants to delineate their
demographic characteristics. An analysis of Questions 1–3, 28 and 29, which focused on the
gender, age, socio-economic position, level of education, tenancy situation, employment status
and health conditions of the household members and aimed to establish the participants’ ability
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to provide quality information for this research, is included herein. The survey was developed
as a result of a literature review of studies that were undertaken to investigate the influence of
household socio-demographic characteristics on energy use, and it was intended to guide the
design process of an STS conceptual framework for effective policymaking decisions in the
built environment.
Gender and age distributions
The questionnaires were concurrently administered to the households with the semistructured interviews. The completed questionnaires revealed that 67% of the responses that
were received were from females, and 33% were from males, as shown in Figure 15 (a). It is
important to note that the female occupants were more willing to respond to the survey
questions on behalf of their family members, compared to the males; this resulted in nearly two
times as many responses from female participants than from males.
According to the survey findings, 26% of the female respondents and 10% of the males
lived in the south-facing RTBs, 22% of the females and 9% of the males lived in the northeastfacing RTBs, 7% of the females and 11% of the males lived in the southwest-facing RTBs,
and 9% of the females and 2% of the males lived in the southeast-facing RTBs; a majority of
the northwest-facing RTBs—approximately 88 households—were unoccupied when the
survey was undertaken, and only 3% female respondents and 1% of the male respondents lived
in these units, as shown in Figure 15 (b).

(a)
(b)
Fig.15. Percentage distribution of households by (a) gender and (b) gender, taking RTB orientation
into account.

Starting with the youngest common age, the six age groups that were deemed relevant for
the present study were 20–25, 25–35, 35–45, 45–55, 55–65 and 65-years-of-age and older. The
percentage distribution of these age groups, which are shown in Figure 16, shows that across
the interviewed RTBs, only 1% of the respondents were in the 20–25 age group8, 8% of the

8

When this was divided according to gender, background information was provided when the degree of thermal
discomfort was assessed.
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females and 7% of the males were 25–35 years of age, 12% of the females and 4% of the males
were 35–45 years of age, 13% of the females and 7% of the males were 45–55 years of age,
22% of the females and 10% of the males were 55–65 years of age, and 11% of the females
and 5% of the male were 65-years-of-age and older.

Fig.16. Percentage distribution of age groups by gender.

The frequency distribution of the age groups, which is shown in Figure 17, ranged from 20–
80 years of age and older; the mean age was 52,07 years (SD = 13,96). The average age group
of the respondents ranged from 20–65-years-of-age and older; the mean age was 49,93 years
(SD = 13,93).

Fig.17. Frequency distribution of age groups by gender.
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As shown in Figure 17, the results highlighted a cluster of participants in the 55–65
and 65-years-of-age and older age groups, and a cluster of respondents who were 40–60 years
of age was also found. Based on these findings, it was determined that some variations in
energy usage according to age group were due to the 22% of respondents who identified as
retirees with high pensions and could therefore afford high energy bills; this is why this
demographic demonstrated high levels of energy consumption throughout the year.
Research has shown that studies that consider the effects of age on energy consumption
discovered significantly correlations with income level, but no evidence related to age has been
documented (Indraganti & Rao, 2010). One of the main reasons to include the gender variable
is because gender has been shown to affect an individual’s degree of thermal discomfort;
according to these data, in fact, gender is a dominant factor to consider when assessing thermalcomfort levels. In this study, the respondents’ ages were also determined to be a significant
variable that affected household-energy use.

Fig.18. Percentage distribution of employment status by gender.

Figure 18 shows the percentage distribution of the employment status of the respondents,
taking gender into account. The employment statuses identified in the surveyed flats were
‘working outside of the home’, ‘working at home’, ‘doing household activities’,
‘pupil/student’, ‘retired’, ‘semi-retired’ and ‘unemployed’. Of the female respondents, 22%
worked outside of the home, 11% worked at home, 16% were at home and stayed busy with
household activities, 14% were retired, and 2% were unemployed. Of the male respondents,
20% worked outside of the home, 2% were students, 7% were retired, and 1% were semiretired. The results demonstrated that 41% of the female respondents—of whom 11% worked
at home, 16% focussed on household activities, and 14% were retired—spent a majority of
their time throughout the year inside their dwellings.
The single most striking finding to emerge from the data showed that 2% of the respondents
reported that they had no annual income and were therefore vulnerable to being unable to pay
their electricity bills. This can be explained by the unemployment rates and income-generating
opportunities in this region; for example, some people living in different states in NC are
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completely dependent on the government for their income and are therefore classified as a
vulnerable group. In the present study, however, the employed (i.e., economically active) group
included approximately 55% of the total sample size. Notably, only 2% of the economically
inactive group suffered from fuel poverty, particularly in the winter. All field-survey analyses
in this section are provide subsequent background information to develop evidence-based
energy policy design, which is illustrated in Figure 19 (a) through (f).

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

(f)

Fig. 19. Selected socio-demographic characteristics of respondents: (a) tenancy status; (b) length of
residency; (c) employment status; (d) health condition; (e) energy conservation; and (f) energysaving awareness.
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Figure 19 (a) illustrates that 84% of the sample demographic owned their property, while
16% of the respondents were rental tenants. Of the surveyed households, 73% had lived in their
flats for more than 10 years, as shown in Figure 19 (b). It appears as if the respondents’ length
of residency was correlated with their age group, and a majority of the occupants who owned
their property were older than 55 years of age. The number of household members living in
these flats also proved to be significant, because it led to a better understanding of the
occupants’ energy-consumption patterns when their energy bills were analysed, and the amount
of heat gain of household members was calculated to validate the survey findings (see
Appendix A.2).
Figure 19 (c) shows that 42% of the respondents worked outside the home, 13% worked at
home, 17% were fully present at home, 4% were students, 20% were retired pensioners, and 2%
were unemployed; in all, 63% of the respondents in the sample were economically active.
These data correlate with household income levels and the occupants’ ability to pay high
energy bills that were the result of their desire to create thermally comfort conditions.
The health conditions and genders of the surveyed households are shown in Figure 19 (d):
57% of the female respondents and 29% of the males reported that their health was between
mediocre and very good, and 10% of the females and 4% of the males were found to be in poor
and very poor health. This was an important statistical finding that correlated with the energy
consumption of these households as they attempted to achieve the optimum thermal-comfort
conditions for their respective health conditions.
To investigate the energy-saving awareness of each household, the respondents were asked
closed-ended questions to determine whether they frequently checked their electricity meter to
monitor how much energy they had consumed. As can be seen in Figure 19 (e), 82% of the
surveyed households reported that they did not check their energy consumption, and 18%
reported that they frequently checked (see Appendix A.3).
The households were also asked about their awareness related to energy efficiency; as can
be seen in Figure 19 (f), 20% of the respondents reported that they always took energy-saving
methods into consideration, 50% of the respondents infrequently thought of energy-saving
methods, and 15% never considered energy-saving methods. Based on these results, it can be
concluded that the level of awareness related to energy-saving measures not only correlates
with level of education, but also income level; many of the households who showed an
awareness of energy efficiency were rental tenants and migrant workers with young children
who took all possible energy-saving measures into consideration.
Investigating correlations between socio-demographic characteristics and other variables
Correlations between RTB block numbers and other variables
This section explores the relationships among the household socio-demographic
characteristics, energy use and other variables collected from the respondents during the fieldstudy period; and a set of questions developed to undertake statistical tests was utilised to
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determine the correlations between different of socio-demographic characteristics based on the
survey findings. The results of the Pearson’s correlation test that was carried out for the block
numbers, orientations and floor levels of the surveyed flats are shown in Table 9.
Table 9
Means, standard deviations and correlations between respondents (M = 17,6, SD = 10,5), orientation
(M = 1,4, SD = 1,3) and floor level (M = 2,03, SD = 1,5).
Variables
Participants Orientation
Floor Level
Participants
Pearson’s correlation
1
0,901**
−0,035
Significance
Orientation
Floor Level

—

0,000

0,731

0,901**

1

−0,078

Significance

0,000

—

0,441

Pearson’s correlation

−0,035

−0,078

1

Significance

0,731

0,441

—

Pearson’s correlation

RTB scale: 0 (Phase 1, Block 1) to 35 (Phase 2, Block 25)
RTB orientation: 0 (north-east), 1 (south), 2 (north-west), 3 (south-west), 4 (south-east)
Floor levels: 0 (ground); 1 (first); 2 (second); 3 (third); 4 (fourth); 5 (fifth)
**Correlation is significant at 0,01 (two-tailed)

By exploring the correlations between the block number of each surveyed RTB, orientation
and floor level, a strong positive correlation (r = 0,901, p < 0,01) was found between block
number and orientation; this is notable, because a majority of the units had south, south-west
and south-east orientations, and the building envelopes of these structures received direct solar
radiation due to the RTB orientation. No relationship was observed between block numbers
and floor level, which suggests that building orientation is the most important variable.
Table 9 illustrates the Pearson’s correlations for orientation and floor level; as expected,
the parameters were very close, which suggests that orientation from all directions was highly
correlated. A weak negative correlation (r = −0,035, p < 0,01) was detected between the
different floor levels in several of the interviewed RTBs. The orientation correlation factor
(r = −0,078, p < 0,01) showed neither a moderate nor strong correlation with the block
numbers, which reflects the findings in Table 9. A correlation between orientation and floor
level would seem intuitive; however, it is noteworthy that orientation was also shown to be
strongly correlated with household socio-demographic characteristics. Actual energy
consumption was further determined by a statistical analysis of the household sociodemographic characteristics in the following sections.
Correlations between occupant age and other variables
Occupant age was correlated with economic status, education level, occupation, income
and health conditions, as shown in Table 10.
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Table 10
Means, standard deviations and correlations between age band (M = 3,15, SD = 1,3), economic status
(M = 1,7, SD = 1,58), education (M = 1,6, SD = 1,2), occupation (M = 1,6, SD = 1,7), income (M = 2,5,
SD = 1,2) and health conditions (M = 2,6, SD = 1,02).
Research Questions
Q 1.1: What is your age?

Age
Band

Economic
Status

Education
Level

Occupation

Income

Health

1

0,401**

−0,229*

0,454**

0,146

−0,594**

—

0,000

0,022

0,000

0,147

0,000

Q 1.2: What is your
economic status?

0,401**

1

−0,003

0,843**

−0,040

−0,373**

0,000

—

0,766

0,000

0,693

0,000

Q 1.3: What is your highest
level of education?

−0,229*

−0,030

1

−0,142

−0,066

0,057

0,022

0,766

—

0,159

0,515

0,577

Q 1.4: What is your
occupation?

0,454**

0,843**

−0,142

1

−0,094

−0,433**

0,000

0,000

0,159

—

0,350

0,000

Q 29: What is your monthly
income?

0,146

−0,040

−0,066

−0,094

1

0,192

0,147

0,693

0,515

0,350

—

0,055

Q 28: How is your health in
general?

−0,594**

−0,373**

0,057

−0,433**

0,192

1

0,000

0,000

0,577

0,000

0,055

—

Age band: 0 (20–25) to 5 (65 and over)
Employment status: 0 (full-time) to 4 (pension)
Level of education: 0 (elementary school) to 5 (none)
Occupation: 0 (worked outside home) to 6 (unemployed)
Monthly income: 0 (< 1.500 TL) to 5 (> 10.000 TL)
Health condition: 0 (very poor) to 4 (very good)
*Correlation is significant at 0,05 (two-tailed)
**Correlation is significant at 0,01 (two-tailed)

Table 10 demonstrates that a weak positive correlation (r = 0,401, p < 0,01) was found
between different age bands and economic statuses; the largest respondent age groups were
55–65 and 65-years-of-age and older, and most of those respondents were retired with good
pensions, owned their property and were native Cypriots. A moderate negative correlation
(r = −0,229, p < 0,01) was observed between age group and level of education; 82% of the
respondents had a high school diploma, 11% had a university degree, and 6% had no diploma;
this means that the overall education level of the occupants was moderate.
Correlations between occupant age and tenancy status
As was discussed, 84% of the sample flats were owner-occupied, and 16% of the
households were tenants; it is important to explore correlations between household age and
other variables, because meaningful correlations will facilitate an assessment of occupancy
patterns and domestic energy use, which will in turn provide information to assess overheating
risk and thermal comfort. Table 11 illustrates the Pearson’s rank correlations between various
household age bands and the tenancy statuses of the respondents; the findings validate the data
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and provide a better understanding of the correlations between various household sociodemographic characteristics and the respondents’ degree of thermal discomfort.
Table 11
Means, standard deviations and correlations between household age band (M = 3,15, SD = 1,3), tenancy
status (M = 0,16, SD = 0,36) and length of residency (M = 3,52, SD = 0,88).
Tenancy
Length of
Research Questions
Age Band
Status
Residency
Q 1.1: What is your age?
1
−0,355**
0,616**
—
0,000
0,000
Q 3: Do you own or rent your dwelling?

−0,355**

1

−0,570**

Q 2: How many years have you lived in this flat?

0,000
0,616**

—
−0,570**

0,000
1

0,000

0,000

—

Age band: 0 (20–25) to 5 (65 and over)
Tenancy type: 0 (owner-occupied) or 1 (rented)
Years lived in house: 0 (less than one year) to 1 (more than 10 years)
**Correlation is significant at 0,01 (two-tailed)

In this parametric test, age band and tenancy status were correlated, and a moderate
negative correlation (r = −0,355, p < 0,01) was found, because a majority of the occupants were
the first legal owners of the condominiums in the RTBs. Age band and length of residency
were also correlated, and because the rental tenants tended to be younger, a strong positive
correlation (r = 0,616, p < 0,01) was found between these variables. Finally, a moderate
negative correlation (r = −0,355, p < 0,01) was discerned between tenancy status and length of
residency, because a majority of the occupants were the original legal owners and had lived in
their flats for more than 10 years.
Correlations between energy-saving awareness and income
This section includes an analysis of Questions 4–7, which assessed household energy-use
awareness while taking household income levels into account. This portion of the survey
investigated whether the occupants obtained sufficient support in energy conservation, and
their energy-efficiency awareness were also explored. The findings revealed that 69% of the
respondents paid their monthly energy bills at the higher rate9, and 31% paid at the lower rate;
this result can be correlated with household income level and the number of family members
living in the surveyed flats. Table 12 demonstrates the Pearson’s rank-correlation analysis

9

Cyprus Electricity Authority categorises energy consumption on weekdays in the winter period (November 1
through May 31) as follows: non-peak hours between 22:00–07:00 at 0,658 TL/kWh; working hours
between 07:00–17:00 at 0,9873 TL/kWh; and peak hours between 17:00–22:00 at 1,2908 TL/kWh.
Tariffs are implemented on weekdays in the summer period (June 1 through October 31) as follows: non-peak
hours 23:00–09:00 at 0,6508 TL/kWh; working hours 18:00–23:00 at 0,9873 TL/kWh; and peak hours
09:00–18:00 at 1,2908 TL/kWh.
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conclusions that revealed a correlation between household income level and occupant
awareness of energy consumption.
Table 12
Means, standard deviations and correlations between household income (M = 2,5, SD = 1,2), energy
consumption (M = 0,69, SD = 0,46), energy advice (M = 1,67, SD = 0,76), energy consumption
(M = 0,82, SD = 0,38) and energy savings (M = 1,19, SD = 0,96).
Energy
Consump- Energy
Energy
Energy
Research Questions
Income
tion
Advice
Usage
Savings
Q 29: What is your monthly income?
1
0,277**
−0,026
−0,009
−0,155
—
0,005
0,800
0,927
0,123
Q 30: How much electricity (in kWh)
did you consume in May through
September according to this last
overview?
Q 31: Have you received advice on
how to reduce your energy bills?

0,277**
0,005

1
—

−0,092
0,365

−0,089
−0,379

0,201*
0,045

−0,026

−0,092

1

0,583**

0,100

0,800

0,365

—

0,000

0,323

Q 4: Do you check your use of
electricity by taking frequent meter
readings?
Q 6: Do you know anything about
energy-saving methods?

−0,009
0,927

−0,089
0,379

0,583**
0,000

1
—

0,284**
0,004

−0,155
0,123

0,201*
0,045

0,100
0,323

0,284**
0,004

1
—

Monthly income: 0 (< 1.500 TL) to 5 (> 10.000 TL)
Household-energy cost rates between May and September: 0 (low rate) to 1 (high rate)
Received energy advice and wish to conserve energy: 0 (yes) or 1 (no)
Frequently check electricity meter: 0 (yes) or 1 (no)
Awareness of energy-saving methods: 0 (always) to 3 (never)
*Correlation is significant at 0,05 (two-tailed)
**Correlation is significant at 0,01 (two-tailed)

A moderate positive correlation (r = 0,277, p < 0,01) was found between income and
energy consumption, because 69% of the households earned a moderate annual income and
were therefore able to pay higher energy bills. The correlation between household income and
whether the occupants had received information from any public or private authorities
regarding energy-saving measures was examined, and a strong positive correlation (r = 0,583,
p < 0,01) was found between receiving energy advice and checking the electricity meter; this
is because a significant number of the surveyed households were low-income renting tenants
or migrant workers who closely monitored their expenditures. This indicated that rented
householders prefer to use less energy and save money through various everyday actions.
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Respondents were asked about their level of awareness related to energy-saving methods
and whether they applied these in their everyday lives. A moderate positive correlation
(r = 0,284, p < 0,01) was detected between knowledge of energy-saving methods and the habit
of checking electricity meters, and there was also a moderate positive correlation (r = 0,201,
p < 0,05) between energy-saving methods and energy consumption; 23% of the renting
respondents reported that they always checked their electricity meter, and 50% of the renting
respondents checked ‘sometimes’.
One occupant claimed an awareness and knowledge of energy conservation due to their
expertise in electrical engineering; their family was unable to practice most energy-saving
measures in their daily family lives, however, because of the number of people living in their
dwelling. This interviewee also expressed their belief that the thermal comfort and health of
their grandchildren were more important than their annual energy bill.
Another respondent alluded to the notion that energy conservation could help them reduce
their energy usage; they reported, however, that because of the absence of thermal insulation
and air leakage through the aluminium-framed, single-glazed windows, they felt thermally
uncomfortable in the summer and preferred to turn on their air conditioning system. A common
view among the interviewees was that the thermal comfort of their family members was an
important factor that led them to want to provide an optimal indoor living environment, which
resulted in excessively high energy bills throughout the year. The deeper relationship between
household socio-demographic characteristics and associations with survey findings are
discussed in the following section to validate survey findings.
Validation of correlations between socio-demographic characteristics and other variables
Independent samples t-tests were used to determine energy-use variations in different
groups with dichotomous variables, and an analysis-of-variance (ANOVA) test was employed
to determine the different levels of in energy use among the groups for categorical variables.
Even though household socio-demographic characteristics were taken into account to
determine the data collection that would validate the survey findings, these factors could affect
the representability of the input parameters.
ANOVA: Age and other variables
To validate the survey findings, parametric tests between household age and other variables
were undertaken. A one-way ANOVA test was conducted to predict discrepancies between the
household age as the dependent variable and economic status and education level. Figure 20
(a) through (d) reveal the statistical results of a one-way ANOVA test frequency distribution
of these socio-demographic factors.
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(a)

(b)

(c)
(d)
Fig.20. Statistical one-way ANOVA test frequency distribution between household age as dependent
variable and (a) economic status, (b) education level, (c) income and (d) health condition.

Figure 20 (a) shows that the unemployment rate was very low (f < 2,50), while the
pensioner rate was the highest at f = 4,50; these different peaks were because a majority of the
households were 55–65 years of age, which was validated by the correlation analysis. Figure 20
(b) shows the education levels of the households: The lowest peak depicts post-graduate
education at f = 1,0, the highest peak shows the participants with moderate education (i.e., a
high school diploma) at f = 4,0, and the second-highest peak shows households with little-tono education at f = 4,50. There was a moderate positive correlation (r = 0,454, p < 0,01)
between age and occupation, because most of the family members in most of the households
were employed.
Notably, since the annual incomes of a majority of the households was above average, no
significant correlation was observed between age and income. There was a strong negative
correlation (r = −0,594, p < 0,01) between age and the health condition of the households; a
majority of the respondents were middle-aged or older, but only 14% of the respondents
reported that their health was poor or very poor. Based on the correlation results, it can be
inferred that the occupants’ socio-demographic characteristics influenced their domesticenergy use and affected their overheating risk and thermal comfort assessments.
Figure 20 (c) shows household income in relation to age. The lowest income peak was less
than 1.500 TL per month, but as the respondents’ ages increased, their income also reached the
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highest peak at f = 3,75; a majority of the households that were 55–65 years of age were retirees
with high pensions. Figure 19 (d) shows the health conditions of the households: the highest
peak was at mediocre and fairly good (f > 4,0), because a majority of occupants were newly
retired and still active; the lowest peak revealed health conditions that were very good (f < 2,0),
because few occupants were young.
Length of residency and Income
To develop scientific ground for the adopted STS conceptual framework, a one-way
ANOVA test was undertaken to explore correlations between the lengths of residency and the
income levels of the interviewed households. Figures 21 (a) and (b) demonstrate the statistical
result of a one-way ANOVA test frequency distribution of socio-demographic factors and the
impacts thereof on the decision-making process related to the implementation of the energy
performance certificates (EPCs) in the residential sector.

(a)
(b)
Fig.21. Statistical one-way ANOVA test frequency distribution between length of residency as the
dependent variable and (a) age group and (b) income.

Figure 21 (a) shows the age band of the households in relation to their length of residency.
The highest peak in length-of-residency showed occupants who were 45–55 years of age at
f > 4,0; occupants who were 65-years-of-age and older were at f = 4,0. As was discussed, this
was because the occupants in this age group were the first legal owners of these flats; hence,
as the occupants’ age and length of residency increased, their income also increased at a rate
of f = 2,80 to f = 4,0, as shown in Figure 21 (b).
ANOVA: Energy-saving awareness and Income
A one-way ANOVA test was also conducted to further interpret the correlations between
the binary and ordinary variables and analyse the relationships within these categories in
greater detail. Several moderate and strong correlations were found between household
electricity-meter-reading habits and the occupants’ awareness of energy-saving measures. The
means plot diagram below shows the significant differences between a number of variables and
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the different categories of the chosen factors (i.e., ‘Do you check your use of electricity by
frequently taking meter readings?’ and ‘Do you know anything about energy-saving
methods?’). Figures 22 (a) and (b) demonstrate the statistical results of the one-way ANOVA
test frequency distribution on household energy-saving awareness.

(a)
(b)
Fig.22. One-way ANOVA test frequency distribution between household income as the dependent
variable and (a) electricity-meter-reading habits and (b) awareness of energy-saving measures.

Figures 22 (a) and (b) illustrate the relationship between the different answers related to the
meter-reading-frequency and energy-saving-awareness questions. The results showed that at
f < 2,53, households with moderate-to-high incomes checked their electricity meters less
frequently; while those with average or below-average incomes preferred to check their
electricity meter frequently—at f > 2,55—to control their monthly expenditures. It was also
noted that the households’ electricity-meter-reading habits were not related to their level of
education. The present study found that each household’s habitual behaviour associated with
checking their electricity meter was related to the ethnic background and tenancy status.
In the general survey, 50% reported awareness of energy-saving measures; of these
occupants, 23% reported that they always tried to save energy, and 15% reported that they did
not take any energy-saving measures in their homes. This highlights the remarkably high
correlation between each household’s income level and their awareness of energy-saving
measures: The lowest peak depicts ‘quite a few’ and ‘never’ answers related to the use of
energy-saving methods at f < 2,20, the highest peak shows that respondents answered
‘sometimes’ at f = 2,80, and the second-highest peak shows that respondents answered
‘always’ at f < 2,60. Based on the survey results and these correlations, household income plays
a crucial role in the consideration of energy-saving measures. However, no moderate or strong
correlations were found with the household education level and their awareness of energysaving measures; this could be due to their understanding that reduced energy use is directly
related to reduced energy bills.
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Household socio-demographic characteristics and Thermal comfort
The second part of the questionnaire followed up on the questionnaire survey developed
for the field study focussed on the potential effects of occupant thermal comfort preferences,
while taking household energy use and the energy performance of the units into account
(see Supplementary Material). The survey designed for this portion of the study was intended
to map the occupants’ real-life energy-use experiences by taking the significance of ingrained
habits related to household energy use and comfort-level preferences into account to help
residents manage their home-energy use after their unit is retrofitted. Figures 23 and 24
illustrate the determinant factors that were used to analyse the households’ thermal comfort in
relation to the socio-demographic characteristics of the occupants.

Fig.23. Percentage distribution of household thermal-comfort preferences by gender.

As shown in Figure 23, the respondents’ TPVs were distributed in such a way that 10% of
the male respondents and 8% of the females indicated that they preferred to feel cold, 11% of
the males and 30% of the females preferred to feel cool, 4% of the male and 10% of the female
respondents preferred to feel slightly cool, 8% of male and 17% of female respondents
preferred to feel neutral, and 2% of the female and none of the male respondents preferred to
feel slightly warm. The mean TPV was 0,7, which means that on average, the occupants
preferred to feel cool in their living rooms in the summer. According to the general survey,
33% of the male participants and 67% of the females who were 25–83-years-of-age were
recruited. It is evident from the results that the female participants’ preferences in the TSVs
were the dominant factor when assessing the occupants’ thermal-comfort levels and
understanding the overheating risks in their homes in the summer.
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Fig.24. Percentage distribution of household thermal-comfort preferences according to different age
bands.

Figure 24 shows the distribution of the household TPVs who voted on the
ASHRAE seven-point thermal-comfort preference scale. It was determined that of the
respondents who were 55–65 years of age, 6% preferred to feel cold, 14% preferred to feel
cool, 4% preferred to feel slightly cool, and 8% preferred to feel neutral; this was because the
indoor-air temperatures in all the surveyed flats ranged from 25–35°C, which did not correlate
with the CIBSE Guide A benchmarks that assessed temperatures above 25°C as the overheating
limit in residential buildings (CIBSE, 2015).
Of the respondents who were 45–55 years of age, 5% preferred to feel cold, 7% preferred
to feel cool, 2% preferred to feel slightly cool, and 6% preferred to feel neutral. Of the
respondents who were 35–45 years of age, 2% preferred to feel cold, 7% preferred to feel cool,
2% preferred to feel slightly cool, and 4% preferred to feel neutral. Of the respondents who
were 25–35 years of age, 2% preferred to feel cold, 5% preferred to feel cool, 3% preferred to
feel neutral, and 1% preferred to feel slightly warm. Respondents in the top-floor northeastfacing RTBs commented that their indoor thermal conditions were significantly improved at
night by the high-speed prevailing winds that blew through their living rooms; this
environmental condition allowed for good-quality natural ventilation (NV) in occupied spaces
at night and is why so few of the respondents expressed a preference for feeling slightly warm.
There were no TPVs observed in the warm or hot bands of the thermal preference scale,
because the questionnaire survey was conducted in the summer (Olesen & Parsons, 2002).
There was a noticeable response related to thermal preferences across the interviewed
households in the summer, with a total of 24% of occupants who were 55–65 years of age
reporting a preference for feeling slightly cool, cool or cold. There was a noticeable shift in the
thermal preferences in the 45–55 age group, however, with a total of 8% of the respondents
stating that they preferred to feel neutral or slightly cool.
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Investigating correlations between socio-demographic characteristics and thermal comfort
The questionnaire aimed to document the real-life experiences of different households
related to the quality of the indoor-air temperature in their homes and identify the determinant
factors of thermal-discomfort problems to map out the overall energy performance of all indoor
occupied spaces. It should be noted that even though the individuals in the sample were all
different, the physical characteristics of their RTBs were the same, and their sociodemographic makeup was largely comparable. This highlights the fact that their survey
responses were the main determinant factors to consider when analysing the relationships
between the different variables, and various methods were applied on the development of the
EPCs.
Correlations between reasons for thermal discomfort and physical conditions
Pearson’s correlation tests were carried out to investigate the main reasons for thermal
discomfort, taking household genders into consideration, as shown in Table 13.
Table 13
Means, standard deviations and correlations between reasons for thermal discomfort (M = 3,2,
SD = 2,64), household age band (M = 3,15, SD = 1,34), orientation (M = 1,42, SD = 1,37) and floor
level (M = 2,03, SD = 1,52).
Age Band
−0,185
0,065

Orientation
−0,030
0,767

Floor
Level
0,218*
0,029

−0,0185

1

0,178

−0,229*

0,065

—

0,076

0,022

Orientation

−0,030

0,178

1

−0,078

Floor Level

0,767
0,218*
0,029

0,076
−0,229*
0,022

—
−0,078
0,441

0,441
1
—

Research Questions
Discomfort
Q 35: How would you best describe the
1
source of your thermal discomfort?
—
Age band

Age band: 0 (20–25) to 5 (65 and over)
RTB orientation: 0 (north-east); 1 (south); 2 (north-west); 3 (south-west); and 4 (south-east)
Floor levels: 0 (ground); 1 (first); 2 (second); 3 (third); 4 (fourth); and 5 (fifth)
*Correlation is significant at 0,05 (two-tailed)

It is important to consider the occupant age bands in the Pearson’s rank-correlation
analysis, because 48% of the households were in the 55–65 or 65-and-older age groups. It is
also important to consider the impact of age on thermal comfort in the surveyed flats; since
48% of the households were elderly, a moderate negative correlation (r = −0,229, p < 0,05)
was found between occupant age and complaints related to thermal discomfort. According to
the survey, 24% of the occupants complained about high humidity in the southwest-facing
RTBs in the summer, and 17% complained about incoming sun; this suggests that occupants
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experienced thermally uncomfortable conditions due to high outdoor-air temperatures and
humid climate conditions.
The orientation analysis concluded that even though there was no significant correlation
between the different floor levels and reasons for thermal discomfort, a moderate positive
correlation (r = 0,218, p < 0,05) was found. This is due to poorly designed windows in the
RTBs, which prevent NV throughout the indoor occupied spaces; this, in turn, leads to a
difference of 2–3°C between the ground- and top-floor flats. Moreover, the orientation analysis
determined that the different floor levels played a crucial role in the habitual adaptive
behaviours of each household related to thermal comfort (Corrado & Ballarini, 2016).
Interestingly, the correlation analysis concluded that RTB orientation was not a significant
factor, even though the initial survey findings determined that orientation significantly affected
energy consumption, which correlated with the findings related to the RTBs experiencing
overheating risk (Csoknyai et al., 2016). It is important to highlight the correlation of thermal
discomfort with both the health statuses of each household and external climate conditions.
Correlations between reasons for thermal discomfort and socio-demographic characteristics
The occupants’ health conditions were correlated with decisions related to their TPVs, and
their ages and genders of each household were also correlated with their thermal comfort, as
shown in Table 14.
Table 14
Means, standard deviations and correlations between reasons for thermal discomfort (M = 3,2,
SD = 2,64), household age band (M = 3,15, SD = 1,34), gender (M = 0,67, SD = 0,47) and health
conditions (M = 2,6, SD = 1,02).
Age
Health
Band
Conditions
Research Questions
Discomfort
Gender
Q 35: How would you best describe the
1
−0,185
0,080
0,148
source of your thermal discomfort?
—
0,065
0,427
0,141
Age band
Gender
Q 28: How is your health in general?

−0,185

1

0,047

−0,594**

0,065

—

0,643

0,000

0,080

0,047

1

0,003

0,427

0,643

—

0,980

0,148

−0,594**

0,003

1

0,141

0,000

0,980

—

Age band: 0 (20–25) to 5 (65 and over)
Gender: 0 (male) or 1 (female)
Health condition: 0 (very poor) to 4 (very good)
**Correlation is significant at 0,01 (two-tailed)

According to Table 14, it appears that thermal discomfort is correlated with the age, gender
and health conditions of each household. While a strong correlation between age and gender
related to thermal discomfort was not found, there was a strong positive correlation (r = 0,594,
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p < 0,01) between age and health condition, because 48% of the households were 55–65 or
65-years-of-age and older. A total of 14% of the respondents reported that their health was
poor-to-very-poor, and 21% reported that their health was mediocre. The occupants’ health
conditions played an important role when determining their acceptable degrees of thermal
discomfort. It was also noted that the building-fabric thermal performance of the RTBs was
influenced thermal discomfort; importantly, the household socio-demographic characteristics
were shown to be the most significant factor.
Forecasting Household Energy Use
To validate the simulation findings and address building-energy-performance gaps, the
present study examined household energy bills and developed a prediction for a large sampling
size through the main determinant factors that were discerned and recorded from the feedforward interviews; the sampling size was limited to a 1.000 representative population. This
statistical method was intended to provide evidence-based data and confirm the buildingenergy simulation (BES) model. Figures 25 (a) through (g) detail household energy
consumption in the summer and winter, taking the household socio-demographic
characteristics.

Fig.25. (a): Distribution of energy consumption by RTB orientation.

The household energy-consumption patterns in the southeast-oriented RTBs, which are
shown in Figure 25 (a), were predominantly between 900–1.200 kWh; the southwest-facing
RTBs was within the range of 1.000–1.800 kWh; and the south-facing RTBs consumed
between 2.000–2.800 kWh. Of the participants, 36% were recruited from south-oriented RTBs,
and 31% lived in northeast-facing RTBs. As it relates to the portion of the sampling size that
lived in the south- and northeast-oriented units, the northeast-facing flats consumed more
energy in the winter, and the south-facing flats consumed more energy in the summer; a similar
energy-consumption pattern was detected in the BES analysis. This confirms that orientation
is a determinant factor of household energy consumption, but because this physical feature is
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not limited to the built environment, household socio-demographic characteristics should also
be considered.

Fig.25. (b): Distribution of energy consumption by household density.

Figure 25 (b) illustrates the energy consumption according to the number of occupants in
each household. For units with more than five occupants, which were designated as the
OP3 (i.e., high) occupancy type in the BES model, energy usage was 900–1.200 kWh. Flats
occupied by 4–5 people, which represented the OP2 (i.e., moderate) occupancy type, consumed
between 900–2.800 kWh of energy. Flats occupied with three people consumed as much as
2.800,0 kWh of energy; these were owner-occupiers who were 65-years-of-age and older and
in the high-income group (i.e., more than 10.000 TL), and they represented 16% of the
sampling size. The occupants who reported high energy consumption were in the 55–65 age
band and represented 32% of the sampling size, and these residents looked after their
grandchildren in their homes on the weekends; the BES analysis also determined that this group
represented the OP2 (i.e., moderate) occupancy type. These findings confirm that occupancy
patterns are a determinant factor to consider when calibrating building energy performance for
the development of energy-performance certificates (EPCs) in accordance with Energy
Performance Buildings Directives (EPBD) recommendations.
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Fig. 25. (c): Distribution of energy consumption by energy conservation.

To prove the validity of the high energy consumption that was predicted in the BES, the
present study examined data related to the energy-conservation of respondent households
obtained through the questionnaire survey; the results of this analysis are shown in Figure 25
(c). Overall household energy consumption ranged between 900–3.800 kWh, with a majority
of households in the 500–1.700 kWh range; this suggests that most of the households
consumed greater amounts of energy than the national average, because of the socio-economic
status of the occupants and the effect of the households’ cultural assets (i.e., high-quality
lifestyle, continuous presence at home) on their behaviour and their expectations for
comfortable indoor-air temperatures.

Fig.25. (d): Distribution of energy consumption by energy-efficiency awareness.

According to Figure 25 (d), which shows energy consumption in light of each household’s
awareness of energy-efficiency measures (EEMs), 15% of the households reported that they
had no knowledge of energy efficiency and consumed between 900–1.800 kWh of energy,
12% claimed to have ‘a little’ awareness of this topic and utilised between 200–2.800 kWh,
50% stated that they had ‘some’ knowledge of energy efficiency and consumed between
900–2.100 kWh, and 23% asserted that they knew ‘a lot’ and used 500 kWh or less. After
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evaluating these results, it can be concluded that household energy consumption could
potentially decrease when the occupants’ knowledge of EEMs is increased.

Fig.25. (e): Distribution of energy consumption by income.

Energy-consumption patterns according to income are shown in Figure 25 (e): Energy
usage for high-income households (i.e., more than 10.000 TL) ranged between
900–1.600 kWh, energy consumption for those in the 7.000–10.000 TL income group ranged
between 1.000–2.800 kWh, and households in the 2.500–5.000 TL income group utilised
between 900–2.800 kWh of energy The wide range of usage for the latter group was due to
different floor levels; the simulation study predicted that energy consumption in the upperfloor flats would be 9.869,0 kWh, but actual energy consumption was 10.004,0 kWh, which
suggests that these flats experienced significant overheating risks that were exacerbated when
the households used every type of cooling appliance.

Fig.25. (f): Distribution of energy consumption by length of residency.
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According to Figure 25 (f), which shows the effect of length-of-residency on energy use,
energy consumption of households who had lived in their flats for more than 10 years ranged
between 400–3.800 kWh; this wide variance was due to the number of household members in
each flat and the age bands of the participants. Of the sampling population, 47% were 55–65
and 65-year-of-age and older; this age group was primarily retirees in the high-income group
(i.e., more than 10.000 TL) who spent most of their time at home. Notably, the energy
consumption of residents who had lived in their units for 5–10 years, who comprised 10% of
the sampling size, ranged between 900–1.600 kWh; even though these flat owners were
younger, they had children living in their home, and their high energy consumption was due to
attempts to acclimatise their indoor-air environments. These results suggest that when EPCs
are being developed, length-of-residency should be considered in addition to other sociodemographic factors to properly understand and address the building-energy-performance gap
and to foresee and avoid discrepancies between predicted and actual energy use.

Fig.25. (g): Distribution of energy consumption by tenure type.

To avoid research bias and reduce discrepancies in predicted energy use, the present study
examined associations between household energy consumption and type of tenancy; the
findings of this analysis are presented in Figure 25 (g). With the exception of one unit that used
3.800 kWh of energy, most renters consumed between 100–800 kWh of energy, and the energy
consumption of owner-occupiers ranged between 200–2.800 kWh; these results indicate that a
household’s socio-economic status is a more important factor for energy consumption than
their type of tenancy. This contradicts the traditional manner in which EU member states have
verified energy consumption according to tenancy type, and confirms that other factors, such
as socio-economic status, the physical properties of the building elements, local climate
conditions and most importantly, cultural assets of the case-study locations. Figure 26
demonstrates the main research outputs and its contribution to energy for sustainable
development which also corresponds the objectives of the Sustainable Development Goals
(SDG).
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Fig.26. Step-by-step research impact factor and its contributions to knowledge in developing evidencebased energy policy framework, considering households’ adaptive thermal comfort.
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Limitations of the study
The goal of the study was to provide effective responses to the RQs with the use of
available data and resources, even though this resulted in certain limitations that should be
considered. A new STS conceptual framework could provide contributions that would consider
real-life occupant energy-use experiences in the decision-making process for future retrofitting
interventions. An analytical approach with a high level of abstraction was therefore chosen for
energy policy. Table 15 demonstrates the summary of research limitations to delineate the
technical constraints that are related to key concepts, which should be addressed by future
scholars.
Table 15
List of limitations.
Key Concepts
Sampling Size

-

Statistical
Analysis

-

Questionnaire
Survey

-

Limitations
A large sample is required to conduct TSVs and evaluate the collected
data, which could affect the generalisation of the results to provide an
overall understanding of home-energy performance.
A call-back survey was carried out to increase the response rate, but due
to time constraints, only five households were successfully recruited; as
such, the sampling size was not considered in the statistical analysis.
The ranking system of subject participant responses were estimated
from self-reported behaviours and were expected to vary; this lack of
integration prevailed, despite evidence that some errors were detected
in the parametric (P-test) analysis. This is because the respondents did
not provide an accurate vote of the thermal-comfort assessment criteria.
No direct question was asked about household income, mostly to
increase response rates. The researcher identified the respondents’
income levels by considering their age and employability.

Additional research is required to better understand the possible link between occupant
behaviour and energy consumption. Significantly more work still needs to be done to
investigate specific climate conditions and different housing typologies, as well as relevant
subjective measures, such as the socio-demographic characteristics, backgrounds and social
structures of different households. Moreover, other novel methodologies that include advanced
modelling features related to occupant behaviour when evaluating the energy performance of
buildings (i.e., stochastic and deterministic models) should be developed.
Conclusion
This study reveals a number of significant advances that provide a comprehensive
understanding of the thermal performance of archetype residential buildings and occupants’
thermal comfort levels; the findings allow direct comparison, where applicable, against the
objectives of this empirical study.
A systematic literature review was conducted to fill the existing knowledge gap in four key
areas: building overheating risks, thermal comfort, occupant behaviour and energy modelling.
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Occupancy patterns and habitual household adaptive behaviour were already known to be
significant determinant factors related to home energy performance, but occupant thermal
comfort in relation to the development of a socio-technical-systems (STS) conceptual
framework had not been addressed, and available data on the neutral adaptive thermal comfort
of social-housing residents were not found in the ASHRAE Global Thermal Comfort
Database II.
An analysis of the questionnaire results revealed that a moderate negative correlation
(r = −0,329, p < 0,01) was found between household income and type of tenancy. A moderate
positive correlation (r = 0,252, p < 0,05) was found between household income and length of
residency, because 23% of the respondent households reported below-average annual incomes.
The highest peak in the length of residency shows that occupants who were 45–55 years of age
were at f > 4,0, and occupants who were 65 years of age and older were at f = 4,0; the members
of the latter age group were the first legal owners of these flats, and as their ages and lengths
of residency increased, their income also increased, between f = 2,80 and f = 4,0.
The present study also revealed a number of diverse methods for occupants in the
southeastern Mediterranean climate to develop optimum thermal conditions in the summer. It
was determined that a total of 48% of the households were 55–65 or 65 years of age and older;
therefore, it is important to consider the impact of age on thermal comfort in these flats. A
moderate negative correlation (r = −0,229, p < 0,05) was found between the occupants’ age
and their complaints related to thermal discomfort. Even though the correlation analysis did
not discover a relationship between gender and age, a moderate positive correlation (r = 0,218,
p < 0,01) was confirmed between age and the different floor levels of the flats when the reasons
for thermal comfort were included as a dependent variable. At the time of the survey, the
occupants’ socio-demographic factors were shown to have an impact on their thermal comfort
preferences.
Insights from this study will enhance the national energy network for Cyprus and improve
subsidisation schemes throughout Europe. Moreover, energy policies and regulations will
benefit from a conceptual-level analysis of the climate characteristics of each EU member state,
as this will allow more accurate planning.
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Appendix A.1

Fig.A.1. Mapping of building deteriorations in base-case RTBs.

62

Appendix A.2
Table A.1
Tests of associations between age band and gender factors with energy efficiency awareness.
Dependent
Type III Sum
Variable
Source
of Squares
df
Mean Square
F
Corrected Model
Age band
77.424a
11
7.039
6.113
Gender
2.995b
11
0.272
1.253
Intercept
Age band
0.150
1
0.150
0.130
Gender
1.765
1
1.765
8.127
Occupation
Age band
15.348
1
15.348
13.33
Gender
0.336
1
0.336
1.547
Tenure type
Age band
0.338
1
0.338
0.293
Gender
0.020
1
0.020
0.091
Energy consumption
Age band
4.333
1
4.333
3.763
Gender
0.078
1
0.078
0.359
Energy advises
Age band
0.003
1
0.003
0.003
Gender
0.005
1
0.005
0.023
Energy conservation
Age band
0.908
1
0.908
0.788
Gender
0.013
1
0.013
0.058
Energy efficiency
Age band
0.749
1
0.749
0.650
awareness
Gender
0.764
1
0.764
3.515
Income
Age band
1.917
5
0.383
0.333
Gender
1.740
5
0.348
1.603
Error
Age band
101.326
88
1.151
Gender
19.115
88
0.217
Total
Age band
1171.000
100
Gender
67.000
100
Corrected Total
Age band
178.750
99
Gender
22.110
99
a. R Squared = .433 (Adjusted R Squared = 0.0362)
b. R Squared = .135 (Adjusted R Squared = 0.027)
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Sig.
0.001
0.265
0.719
0.005
0.001
0.217
0.590
0.763
0.056
0.551
0.957
0.879
0.377
0.810
0.422
0.064
0.892
0.168

Appendix A.3
Table A.2
Multivariate analysis of households’ socio-demographic characteristics to develop evidence-based
energy policy design.
Effect
Value
F
Error df
Sig.
Intercept
Pillai's Trace
0.088
4.201b
87.000
0.018
Wilks' Lambda
0.912
4.201b
87.000
0.018
Roy's Largest Root
0.097
4.201b
87.000
0.018
Occupation
Pillai's Trace
0.152
7.799b
87.000
0.001
Wilks' Lambda
0.848
7.799b
87.000
0.001
b
Roy's Largest Root
0.179
7.799
87.000
0.001
Tenure type Pillai's Trace
0.005
0.206b
87.000
0.815
Wilks' Lambda
0.995
0.206b
87.000
0.815
b
Roy's Largest Root
0.005
0.206
87.000
0.815
Energy use
Pillai's Trace
0.043
1.953b
87.000
0.148
Wilks' Lambda
0.957
1.953b
87.000
0.148
Roy's Largest Root
0.045
1.953b
87.000
0.148
b
Energy
Pillai's Trace
0.000
0.012
87.000
0.988
advises
Wilks' Lambda
1.000
0.012b
87.000
0.988
Roy's Largest Root
0.000
0.012b
87.000
0.988
b
Energy
Pillai's Trace
0.010
0.440
87.000
0.645
conservation Wilks' Lambda
0.990
0.440b
87.000
0.645
Roy's Largest Root
0.010
0.440b
87.000
0.645
Energy
Pillai's Trace
0.043
1.945b
87.000
0.149
b
efficiency
Wilks' Lambda
0.957
1.945
87.000
0.149
awareness
Roy's Largest Root
0.045
1.945b
87.000
0.149
Income
Pillai's Trace
0.097
0.901
176.00
0.534
b
Wilks' Lambda
0.903
0.906
174.00
0.529
Roy's Largest Root
0.096
1.693c
88.000
0.145
a. Design: Intercept + Occupation + Tenure type + Energy use + Energy advises + Energy
conservation + Energy efficiency awareness + Income
b. Exact statistic
c. The statistic is an upper bound on F that yields a lower bound on the significance level.

References
Abokersh, M. H., Spiekman, M., Vijlbrief, O., Goch, T. A. J., Vallès, M., & Boer, D. (2021). A real-time
diagnostic tool for evaluating the thermal performance of nearly zero energy buildings. Applied
Energy, 281. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2020.116091
Alexandre, J. L., Freire, A., Teixeira, A. M., Silva, M., & Rouboa, A. (2011). Impact of European standard
EN15251 in the energy certification of services buildings-A Portuguese study case. Energy Policy,
39(10), 6390–6399. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2011.07.039
Alonso, C., Oteiza, I., Martín-Consuegra, F., & Frutos, B. (2017). Methodological proposal for monitoring
energy refurbishment. Indoor environmental quality in two case studies of social housing in Madrid,
Spain. Energy and Buildings, 155, 492–502. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2017.09.042
Alola, A. A., & Alola, U. V. (2019). The Dynamics of Tourism—Refugeeism on House Prices in Cyprus
and Malta. Journal of International Migration and Integration, 20(2), 521–536.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12134-018-0621-x

64

Anderson, B., Rushby, T., Bahaj, A., & James, P. (2020). Ensuring statistics have power: Guidance for
designing, reporting and acting on electricity demand reduction and behaviour change programs.
Energy Research and Social Science, 59. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101260
Arbolino, R., Boffardi, R., & Ioppolo, G. (2019). The effectiveness of European energy policy on the
Italian system: Regional evidences from a hierarchical cluster analysis approach. Energy Policy, 132,
47–61. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2019.05.021
Arcipowska, A., Cosmina, M., Šijanec Zavrl, M., Rakušček, A., Stegnar, G. S., Wittchen, K. B., …
Popović, M. J. (2016). Monitor Progress Towards Climate Targets in European Housing Stocks (p.
36). Retrieved from
http://episcope.eu/fileadmin/episcope/public/docs/reports/EPISCOPE_FinalReport.pdf
Balest, J., Secco, L., Pisani, E., & Garegnani, G. (2019). Municipal transitions: The social, energy, and
spatial dynamics of sociotechnical change in South Tyrol, Italy. Energy Research and Social Science,
54, 211–223. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.04.015
Ballarini, I., Corgnati, S. P., & Corrado, V. (2014). Use of reference buildings to assess the energy saving
potentials of the residential building stock: The experience of TABULA project. Energy Policy, 68,
273–284. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2014.01.027
Berger, T., & Höltl, A. (2019). Thermal insulation of rental residential housing: Do energy poor
households benefit? A case study in Krems, Austria. Energy Policy, 127, 341–349.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2018.12.018
Bertoldi, P., & Mosconi, R. (2020). Do energy efficiency policies save energy? A new approach based on
energy policy indicators (in the EU Member States). Energy Policy, 139.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2020.111320
Betto, F., Garengo, P., & Lorenzoni, A. (2020). A new measure of Italian hidden energy poverty. Energy
Policy, 138. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2019.111237
Black, I. (2006). The presentation of interpretivist research. Qualitative Market Research: An International
Journal, 9, 319–324. 50
Blackwell, A. (2013). Guidance on involvement of human participants in technology research.
https://camtools.cam.ac.uk/access/wiki/site/ e30faf26-bc0c-4533-acbccff4f9234e1b/research20guidance.html. 76
Bienvenido-Huertas, D., Sánchez-García, D., & Rubio-Bellido, C. (2021). Adaptive setpoint temperatures
to reduce the risk of energy poverty? A local case study in Seville. Energy and Buildings, 231.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2020.110571
Bolwig, S., Bolkesjø, T. F., Klitkou, A., Lund, P. D., Bergaentzlé, C., Borch, K., … Skytte, K. (2020).
Climate-friendly but socially rejected energy-transition pathways: The integration of techno-economic
and socio-technical approaches in the Nordic-Baltic region. Energy Research and Social Science, 67.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101559
Bourgeois, A., Pellegrino, M., & Lévy, J. P. (2017). Modeling and mapping domestic energy behavior:
Insights from a consumer survey in France. Energy Research and Social Science, 32, 180–192.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.06.021
Bracht, M. K., Melo, A. P., & Lamberts, R. (2021). A metamodel for building information modelingbuilding energy modeling integration in early design stage. Automation in Construction, 121.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.autcon.2020.103422

65

Brown, P. (2017). Narrative: An ontology, epistemology and methodology for pro-environmental
psychology research. Energy Research and Social Science, 31, 215–222.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.06.006
Brown, D., Sorrell, S., & Kivimaa, P. (2019). Worth the risk? An evaluation of alternative finance
mechanisms for residential retrofit. Energy Policy, 128, 418–430.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2018.12.033
Brown, D., Kivimaa, P., Rosenow, J., & Martiskainen, M. (2019). Overcoming the systemic challenges of
retrofitting residential buildings in the United Kingdom. In Transitions in Energy Efficiency and
Demand (pp. 110–130). Routledge. https://doi.org/10.4324/9781351127264-7
Cabeça, A. S., Henriques, C. O., Figueira, J. R., & Silva, C. S. (2021). A multicriteria classification
approach for assessing the current governance capacities on energy efficiency in the European Union.
Energy Policy, 148. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2020.111946
Campbell, D., & Fiske, D. (1959). Convergent and discrimination validation by the multi trait multimethod matrix. Psychological Bulletin, 56, 81-105.
Campos, I., & Marín-González, E. (2020). People in transitions: Energy citizenship, prosumerism and
social movements in Europe. Energy Research and Social Science, 69.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101718
Castaño-Rosa, R., Solís-Guzmán, J., & Marrero, M. (2020). Energy poverty goes south? Understanding the
costs of energy poverty with the index of vulnerable homes in Spain. Energy Research and Social
Science, 60. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101325
Chen, C. fei, Zarazua de Rubens, G., Xu, X., & Li, J. (2020). Coronavirus comes home? Energy use, home
energy management, and the social-psychological factors of COVID-19. Energy Research and Social
Science. Elsevier Ltd. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101688
CIBSE. (2015). CIBSE TM36: Climate change and the indoor environment: impacts and adaptation.
London: CIBSE.
Cockbill, S. A., Mitchell, V., & May, A. J. (2020). Householders as designers? Generating future energy
services with United Kingdom home occupiers. Energy Research and Social Science, 69.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101615
Corrado, V., Ballarini, I. (2016). Refurbishment trends of the residential building stock: Analysis of a
regional pilot case in Italy. Energy and Buildings 132, 91–106. doi:10.1016/j.enbuild.2016.06.022
Creswell, J. W. and Plano Clark, V. L. (2007). Designing and conducting mixed methods research. New
York: SAGE Publications Inc.
Creswell, J.W. (2010). Mapping the developing landscape of mixed methods research. In A. Tashakkori &
C. Teddlie (Eds.), SAGE handbook of mixed methods in social and behavioural research (2nd ed., pp.
45-68). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.
Creswell, J.W. (2011). Controversies in mixed methods research. In N. Denzin & Y. Lincoln (Eds.), The
SAGE handbook on qualitative research (4th ed., pp. 269-284). Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.
Creswell, J.W., & Plano Clark, V.L. (2011). Designing and conducting mixed methods research (2nd ed).
Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage.
Creswell, J.W. (2012). Educational research: Planning, conducting, and evaluating quantitative and
qualitative research (4th ed.) Upper Saddle River, NJ: Merrill.

66

Cristino, T. M., Lotufo, F. A., Delinchant, B., Wurtz, F., & Faria Neto, A. (2021, January 1). A
comprehensive review of obstacles and drivers to building energy-saving technologies and their
association with research themes, types of buildings, and geographic regions. Renewable and
Sustainable Energy Reviews. Elsevier Ltd. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2020.110191
Cross, J. E., Shelley, T. O. C., & Mayer, A. P. (2017). Putting the green into corrections: Improving energy
conservation, building function, safety and occupant well-being in an American correctional facility.
Energy Research and Social Science, 32, 149–163. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.06.020
Csoknyai, T., Hrabovszky-Horváth, S., Georgiev, Z., Jovanovic-Popovic, M., Stankovic, B., Villatoro, O.,
& Szendrő, G. (2016). Building stock characteristics and energy performance of residential buildings
in Eastern-European countries. Energy and Buildings, 132, 39–52.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2016.06.062
Cunha, P., Neves, S. A., Marques, A. C., & Serrasqueiro, Z. (2020). Adoption of energy efficiency
measures in the buildings of micro-, small- and medium-sized Portuguese enterprises. Energy Policy,
146. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2020.111776
Darby, S. J. (2017). Coal fires, steel houses and the man in the moon: Local experiences of energy
transition. Energy Research and Social Science, 31, 120–127.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.05.025
Darnton, A. (2008). GSR behaviour change knowledge review. Practical guide: an overview of behaviour
change models and their uses. Report for Government Social Research Unit. London, Centre for
Sustainable Development, University of Westminster. 32, 34, 39
Dascalaki, E. G., Balaras, C. A., Kontoyiannidis, S., & Droutsa, K. G. (2016). Modeling energy
refurbishment scenarios for the Hellenic residential building stock towards the 2020 & 2030 targets.
Energy and Buildings, 132, 74–90. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2016.06.003
Day, J. K., & Gunderson, D. E. (2015). Understanding high performance buildings: The link between
occupant knowledge of passive design systems, corresponding behaviors, occupant comfort and
environmental satisfaction. Building and Environment, 84, 114–124.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2014.11.003
de Wildt, T. E., Chappin, E. J. L., van de Kaa, G., Herder, P. M., & van de Poel, I. R. (2020). Conflicted by
decarbonisation: Five types of conflict at the nexus of capabilities and decentralised energy systems
identified with an agent-based model. Energy Research and Social Science, 64.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101451
Dell’Anna, F. (2020). Green jobs and energy efficiency as strategies for economic growth and the
reduction of environmental impacts. Energy Policy. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2020.112031
Doukas, H. (2020, December 1). The desirability of transitions in demand: Incorporating behavioural and
societal transformations into energy modelling. Energy Research and Social Science. Elsevier Ltd.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101780
Domínguez-Amarillo, S., Fernández-Agüera, J., Sendra, J. J., & Roaf, S. (2019). The performance of
Mediterranean low-income housing in scenarios involving climate change. Energy and Buildings,
202. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2019.109374
Dornyei, Z. (2003). Questionnaires in Second Language Research: Construction, Administration, and
Processing. London: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Publishers.
Dubois, U., & Meier, H. (2016). Energy affordability and energy inequality in Europe: Implications for
policymaking. Energy Research and Social Science, 18, 21–35.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2016.04.015

67

Erell, E., Portnov, B. A., & Assif, M. (2018). Modifying behaviour to save energy at home is harder than
we think…. Energy and Buildings, 179, 384–398. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2018.09.010
Escandón, R., Suárez, R., & Sendra, J. J. (2017). On the assessment of the energy performance and
environmental behaviour of social housing stock for the adjustment between simulated and measured
data: The case of mild winters in the Mediterranean climate of southern Europe. Energy and
Buildings, 152, 418–433. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2017.07.063
Eurostat. (2018). Report on the Housing Statistics in EU-27. [Online]. Available at: [Accessed on January
2021]
Eurostat. (2018). Report on the Housing Statistics in EU-27 [Online]. Available at:
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statistics-explained/index.php/Housing_statistics#Type_of_dwelling
[Accessed on January 2021]
Eurostat. (2018). Distribution of population by degree or urbanisation, dwelling type and income group EU-SILC survey [Online]. Available at:
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser/view/ilc_lvho01/settings_2/table?lang=en [Accessed on
January 2021]
Eurostat. (2018). Energy production and imports: Distribution of energy dependency rate for all products
in EU-27 Member States.[Online]. Available at:https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/statisticsexplained/index.php?title=Energy_production_and_imports#More_than_half_of_EU_energy_needs_a
re_covered_by_imports [Accessed on January 2021]
Evcil, A. (2012). An estimation of the residential space heating energy requirement in Cyprus using the
regional average specific heat loss coefficient. Energy and Buildings, 55, 164–173.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2012.08.014
Evcil, A., & Vafaei, L. E. (2017). A comparative survey of the energy performances of dwellings across
Cyprus. Energy and Buildings, 148, 15–22. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2017.05.008
Faber, J. & Schroten, A. (2012). Behavioural climate change mitigation options and their appropriate
inclusion in quantitative longer-term policy scenarios - main report. CE Delft, Delft,
http://ec.europa.eu/clima/policies/roadmap/docs/main_report_en_pdf. Accessed on 22 April 2019
Fawcett, T., & Hampton, S. (2020). Why & how energy efficiency policy should address SMEs. Energy
Policy, 140. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2020.111337
Feng, W., Zhang, Q., Ji, H., Wang, R., Zhou, N., Ye, Q., … Lau, S. S. Y. (2019). A review of net zero
energy buildings in hot and humid climates: Experience learned from 34 case study buildings.
Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, 114. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2019.109303
Fernández-Agüera, J., Domínguez-Amarillo, S., Sendra, J. J., & Suarez, R. (2019). Predictive models for
airtightness in social housing in a Mediterranean region. Sustainable Cities and Society, 51.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scs.2019.101695
Ferreira, J., & Pinheiro, M. (2011). In search of better energy performance in the Portuguese buildings-The
case of the Portuguese regulation. Energy Policy, 39(12), 7666–7683.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2011.08.062
Florio, P., & Teissier, O. (2015). Estimation of the energy performance certificate of a housing stock
characterised via qualitative variables through a typology-based approach model: A fuel poverty
evaluation tool. Energy and Buildings, 89, 39–48. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2014.12.024
Flowerdew, R. and Martin, D.M. (2004). Methods in Human Geography: A guide for students doing a
research project. Abingdon: Routledge.

68

Fokaides, P. A., Polycarpou, K., & Kalogirou, S. (2017). The impact of the implementation of the
European Energy Performance of Buildings Directive on the European building stock: The case of the
Cyprus Land Development Corporation. Energy Policy, 111, 1–8.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2017.09.009
Forrester, J. W., Mass, N. J., & Ryan, C. J. (1976). The system dynamics national model: Understanding
socio-economic behavior and policy alternatives. Technological Forecasting and Social Change, 9(1–
2), 51–68. https://doi.org/10.1016/0040-1625(76)90044-5
Forrester, J. W. (2007). System dynamics - A personal view of the first fifty years. System Dynamics
Review, 23(2–3), 345–358. https://doi.org/10.1002/sdr.382
Forrester, J. W. (2016). Learning through System Dynamics as Preparation for the 21st Century. System
Dynamics Review. John Wiley and Sons Ltd. https://doi.org/10.1002/sdr.1571
Franke, M., & Nadler, C. (2019). Energy efficiency in the German residential housing market: Its influence
on tenants and owners. Energy Policy, 128, 879–890. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2019.01.052
Gabe, J. (2016). An empirical comparison of voluntary and mandatory building energy performance
disclosure outcomes. Energy Policy, 96, 680–687. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2016.06.044
Galvin, R. (2014). Estimating broad-brush rebound effects for household energy consumption in the EU 28
countries and Norway: Some policy implications of Odyssee data. Energy Policy, 73, 323–332.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2014.02.033
Galvin, R., & Sunikka-Blank, M. (2014). The UK homeowner-retrofitter as an innovator in a sociotechnical system. Energy Policy, 74(C), 655–662. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2014.08.013
Galvin, R. (2019). Letting the Gini out of the fuel poverty bottle? Correlating cold homes and income
inequality in European Union countries. Energy Research and Social Science, 58.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101255
Gatt, D., Yousif, C., Cellura, M., Camilleri, L., & Guarino, F. (2020). Assessment of building energy
modelling studies to meet the requirements of the new Energy Performance of Buildings Directive.
Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, 127. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2020.109886
Gautam, B., Rijal, H. B., Imagawa, H., Kayo, G., & Shukuya, M. (2020). Investigation on adaptive thermal
comfort considering the thermal history of local and migrant peoples living in sub-tropical climate of
Nepal. Building and Environment, 185. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2020.107237
Geels, F. W., Schwanen, T., Sorrell, S., Jenkins, K., & Sovacool, B. K. (2018). Reducing energy demand
through low carbon innovation: A sociotechnical transitions perspective and thirteen research debates.
Energy Research and Social Science. Elsevier Ltd. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.11.003
Gimpel, H., Graf, V., & Graf-Drasch, V. (2020). A comprehensive model for individuals’ acceptance of
smart energy technology – A meta-analysis. Energy Policy, 138.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2019.111196
Goodchild, B., Ambrose, A., & Maye-Banbury, A. (2017). Storytelling as oral history: Revealing the
changing experience of home heating in England. Energy Research and Social Science, 31, 137–144.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.06.009
Goulden, S., Erell, E., Pearlmutter, D., & Garb, Y. (2020). Embracing uncertainty in building energy
efficiency policy: A case study of a building energy standard. Energy Policy, 139.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2020.111303

69

Government Office of Science (2016a). Future of cities: The Science of Cities and Future Research
Priorities — A report by the project’s Lead Expert Group. GOS/Foresight. Available at
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/516407/gs-16-6-futurecities-science-of-cities.pdf. Accessed May 2019
Government Office of Science (2016b). Future of Cities: Foresight for Cities. GOS/Foresight. Available at
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/future-of-cities-foresight-for-cities. Accessed May 2019
Guardigli, L., Bragadin, M. A., Della Fornace, F., Mazzoli, C., & Prati, D. (2018). Energy retrofit
alternatives and cost-optimal analysis for large public housing stocks. Energy and Buildings, 166, 48–
59. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2018.02.003
Gulotta, T. M., Cellura, M., Guarino, F., & Longo, S. (2021). A bottom-up harmonized energyenvironmental models for Europe (BOHEEME): A case study on the thermal insulation of the EU-28
building stock. Energy and Buildings, 231. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2020.110584
Gupta, R., & Kapsali, M. (2014). How effective are ‘close to zero’ carbon new dwellings in reducing
actual energy demand: Insights from UK, (December), 1–8.
Gupta, R., & Gregg, M. (2016). Do deep low carbon domestic retrofits actually work? Energy and
Buildings, 129, 330–343. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2016.08.010
Gupta, R., Kapsali, M., & Howard, A. (2018). Evaluating the influence of building fabric, services and
occupant related factors on the actual performance of low energy social housing dwellings in UK.
Energy and Buildings, 174, 548–562. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2018.06.057
Gupta, R., & Gregg, M. (2018). Assessing energy use and overheating risk in net zero energy dwellings in
UK. Energy and Buildings, 158, 897–905. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2017.10.061
Haley, B., Gaede, J., Winfield, M., & Love, P. (2020, January 1). From utility demand side management to
low-carbon transitions: Opportunities and challenges for energy efficiency governance in a new era.
Energy Research and Social Science. Elsevier Ltd. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101312
Hamborg, S., Meya, J. N., Eisenack, K., & Raabe, T. (2020). Rethinking resilience: A cross-epistemic
resilience framework for interdisciplinary energy research. Energy Research and Social Science, 59.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101285
Hamilton, I.G., Shipworth, D., Summerfield, A.J., Steadman, P., Oreszczyn, T & Lowe, R. (2014). Uptake
of energy efficiency interventions in English dwellings. Building Research & Information 42, 252275. https://doi.10.1080/09613218.2014.867643.
Harputlugil, T., & de Wilde, P. (2021). The interaction between humans and buildings for energy
efficiency: A critical review. Energy Research and Social Science. Elsevier Ltd.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101828
Hardy, A., & Glew, D. (2019). An analysis of errors in the Energy Performance certificate database.
Energy Policy, 129, 1168–1178. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2019.03.022
Hess, D. J., & Sovacool, B. K. (2020, July 1). Sociotechnical matters: Reviewing and integrating science
and technology studies with energy social science. Energy Research and Social Science. Elsevier Ltd.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101462
Humphreys, M.A. & Nicol, J.F. (2000). Outdoor temperature and indoor thermal comfort: Raising the
precision of the relationship for 1998 ASHRAE database of field studies. ASHRAE Transactions 206
(2), pp. 485-492.

70

Humphreys, M.A. (2005). Quantifying occupant comfort: are combined indices of the indoor environment
practicable? Building Research &Information, 33:4, 317-325.
Indraganti, M., & Rao, K. D. (2010). Effect of age, gender, economic group and tenure on thermal
comfort: A field study in residential buildings in hot and dry climate with seasonal variations. Energy
and Buildings, 42(3), 273–281. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2009.09.003
Ingeborgrud, L., Heidenreich, S., Ryghaug, M., Skjølsvold, T. M., Foulds, C., Robison, R., … Mourik, R.
(2020). Expanding the scope and implications of energy research: A guide to key themes and concepts
from the Social Sciences and Humanities. Energy Research and Social Science. Elsevier Ltd.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101398
Ionescu, C., Baracu, T., Vlad, G. E., Necula, H., & Badea, A. (2015). The historical evolution of the
energy efficient buildings. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews. Elsevier Ltd.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.04.062
Jin, H., Liu, S., & Kang, J. (2020). Gender differences in thermal comfort on pedestrian streets in cold and
transitional seasons in severe cold regions in China. Building and Environment, 168.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2019.106488
Johnstone, P., Rogge, K. S., Kivimaa, P., Fratini, C. F., Primmer, E., & Stirling, A. (2020). Waves of
disruption in clean energy transitions: Sociotechnical dimensions of system disruption in Germany
and the United Kingdom. Energy Research and Social Science, 59.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101287
Kavgic, M., Mavrogianni, A., Mumovic, D., Summerfield, A., Stevanovic, Z., & Djurovic-Petrovic, M.
(2010). A review of bottom-up building stock models for energy consumption in the residential sector.
Building and Environment, 45(7), 1683–1697. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2010.01.021
Kesidou, S., & Sovacool, B. K. (2019, October 1). Supply chain integration for low-carbon buildings: A
critical interdisciplinary review. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews. Elsevier Ltd.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2019.109274
Kottek, M., Greieser, J., Beck, C., Rudolf, B. & Rubel, F. (2006). World Map of the Köppen Geiger
climate classification updated.Meteorology.Z.,15,259-263.DOI: 10.1127/0941-2948/2006/0130.
Kieft, A., Harmsen, R., & Hekkert, M. P. (2020). Problems, solutions, and institutional logics: Insights
from Dutch domestic energy-efficiency retrofits. Energy Research and Social Science, 60.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101315
Kumareswaran, K., Rajapaksha, I., & Jayasinghe, G. Y. (2021). Energy poverty, occupant comfort, and
wellbeing in internally displaced people’s residences in Sri Lanka. Energy and Buildings, 236.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2021.110760
Kunc, M., Morecroft, J. D. W., & Brailsford, S. (2018). Special issue on advances in system dynamics
modelling from the perspective of other simulation methods. Journal of Simulation. Taylor and
Francis Ltd. https://doi.org/10.1080/17477778.2018.1469385
Kyprianou, I., Serghides, D. K., Varo, A., Gouveia, J. P., Kopeva, D., & Murauskaite, L. (2019). Energy
poverty policies and measures in 5 EU countries: A comparative study. Energy and Buildings, 196,
46–60. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2019.05.003
Kylili, A., Fokaides, P. A., & Lopez Jimenez, P. A. (2016, April 1). Key Performance Indicators (KPIs)
approach in buildings renovation for the sustainability of the built environment: A review. Renewable
and Sustainable Energy Reviews. Elsevier Ltd. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.11.096

71

Kylili, A., & Fokaides, P. A. (2017, November 1). Policy trends for the sustainability assessment of
construction materials: A review. Sustainable Cities and Society. Elsevier Ltd.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scs.2017.08.013
Levi, S. (2021). Why hate carbon taxes? Machine learning evidence on the roles of personal responsibility,
trust, revenue recycling, and other factors across 23 European countries. Energy Research & Social
Science, 73, 101883. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101883
Ličina, F., V., Cheung, T., Zhang, H., de Dear, R., Parkinson, T., Arens, E., … Zhou, X. (2018).
Development of the ASHRAE Global Thermal Comfort Database II. Building and Environment, 142,
502–512. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2018.06.022
Liu, J., Yao, R., & McCloy, R. (2012). A method to weight three categories of adaptive thermal comfort.
Energy and Buildings, 47, 312–320. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2011.12.007
Li, F. G. N., & Strachan, N. (2019). Take me to your leader: Using socio-technical energy transitions
(STET) modelling to explore the role of actors in decarbonisation pathways. Energy Research and
Social Science, 51, 67–81. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2018.12.010
Loga, T., Stein, B., & Diefenbach, N. (2016). TABULA building typologies in 20 European countries—
Making energy-related features of residential building stocks comparable. Energy and Buildings, 132,
4–12. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2016.06.094
Lopes, M. A. R., Antunes, C. H., & Martins, N. (2015). Towards more effective behavioural energy
policy: An integrative modelling approach to residential energy consumption in Europe. Energy
Research and Social Science, 7, 84–98. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2015.03.004
Mahdavi, A. (2020). In the matter of simulation and buildings: some critical reflections. Journal of
Building Performance Simulation, 13(1), 26–33. https://doi.org/10.1080/19401493.2019.1685598
Marzouk, M., & Seleem, N. (2018). Assessment of existing buildings performance using system dynamics
technique. Applied Energy, 211, 1308–1323. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2017.10.111
Mata, É., Kalagasidis, A. S., & Johnsson, F. (2018, October 1). Contributions of building retrofitting in
five member states to EU targets for energy savings. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews.
Elsevier Ltd. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2018.05.014
Mehmet, O., & Yorucu, V. (2008). Explosive construction in a microstate: Environment limit and the Boncurve: Evidence from North Cyprus. Constr. Manag. Econ., 26, 79–88.
Mertens, D.M. (2009). Transformative research and evaluation. New York: Guilford.
Moeschberger, S. L., & Phillips DeZalia, R. A. (Eds.). (2014). Symbols that Bind, Symbols that Divide.
Cham: Springer International Publishing. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-05464-3
Moezzi, M., Janda, K. B., & Rotmann, S. (2017). Using stories, narratives, and storytelling in energy and
climate change research. Energy Research and Social Science, 31, 1–10.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.06.034
Moore, T., Berry, S., & Ambrose, M. (2019). Aiming for mediocrity: The case of australian housing
thermal performance. Energy Policy, 132, 602–610. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2019.06.017
Morton, A., Reeves, A., Bull, R., & Preston, S. (2020). Empowering and Engaging European building
users for energy efficiency. Energy Research and Social Science, 70.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101772

72

Mortensen, A., Heiselberg, P., & Knudstrup, M. (2014). Economy controls energy retrofits of Danish
single-family houses. Comfort, indoor environment and architecture increase the budget. Energy and
Buildings, 72, 465–475. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2013.12.054
Mould, R., & Baker, K. J. (2017). Documenting fuel poverty from the householders’ perspective. Energy
Research and Social Science, 31, 21–31. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.06.004
Moutsiou, T. (2020). Climate, environment and cognition in the colonisation of the Eastern Mediterranean
islands during the Pleistocene. Quaternary International. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.quaint.2020.09.012
Muresan, A. A., & Attia, S. (2017). Energy efficiency in the Romanian residential building stock: A
literature review. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews. Elsevier Ltd.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2017.02.022
Nematchoua, M. K., Marie-Reine Nishimwe, A., & Reiter, S. (2021). Towards nearly zero-energy
residential neighbourhoods in the European Union: A case study. Renewable and Sustainable Energy
Reviews, 135. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2020.110198
Nicol, F., & Humphreys, M. (2010). Derivation of the adaptive equations for thermal comfort in freerunning buildings in European standard EN15251. Building and Environment, 45(1), 11–17.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2008.12.013
Nicol F, Humphreys, M. and Roaf, S. (2012). Adaptive Thermal Comfort, Principles and practice, London
Routledge.
Oktay, D. (2002). The quest for urban identity in the changing context of the city Northern Cyprus. Cities,
19(4), 261–271. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0264-2751(02)00023-9
Olaussen, J. O., Oust, A., & Solstad, J. T. (2017). Energy performance certificates – Informing the
informed or the indifferent? Energy Policy, 111, 246–254. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2017.09.029
Olesen, B. W., & Parsons, K. C. (2002). Introduction to thermal comfort standards and to the proposed
new version of EN ISO 7730. In Energy and Buildings (Vol. 34, pp. 537–548).
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0378-7788(02)00004-X
Ozarisoy, B., & Altan, H. (2017). Adoption of energy design strategies for retrofitting mass housing estates
in Northern Cyprus. Sustainability (Switzerland), 9(8), 1477. https://doi.org/10.3390/su9081477
Pappalardo, M., & Reverdy, T. (2020). Explaining the performance gap in a French energy efficient
building: Persistent misalignment between building design, space occupancy and operation practices.
Energy Research & Social Science, 70, 101809. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101809
Pelenur, M. (2013). Retrofitting the domestic built environment: Investigating household perspectives
towards energy efficiency technologies. Unpublished PhD Thesis, University of Cambridge, United
Kingdom, https://doi.org/10.17863/CAM.14069 (accessed on 02/02/2021)
Pylsy, P., Lylykangas, K., & Kurnitski, J. (2020). Buildings’ energy efficiency measures effect on CO2
emissions in combined heating, cooling and electricity production. Renewable and Sustainable Energy
Reviews, 134. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2020.110299
Ramsden, S. (2020). Tackling fuel poverty through household advice and support: Exploring the impacts
of a charity-led project in a disadvantaged city in the United Kingdom. Energy Research and Social
Science, 70. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101786
Ratinen, M. (2019). Social embeddedness of policy actors. The failure of consumer-owned wind energy in
Finland. Energy Policy, 128, 735–743. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2019.01.004

73

Renner, A., & Giampietro, M. (2020). Socio-technical discourses of European electricity decarbonization:
Contesting narrative credibility and legitimacy with quantitative story-telling. Energy Research and
Social Science, 59. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101279
Roccotelli, M., Rinaldi, A., Fanti, M. P., & Iannone, F. (2020). Building Energy Management for Passive
Cooling Based on Stochastic Occupants Behavior Evaluation. Energies, 14(1), 138.
https://doi.org/10.3390/en14010138
Safakli, O. (2011). An overview of the construction sector in Northern Cyprus. African Journal of Business
Management, Vol.5, Issue 35, pp. 13383-13387.
Sahakian, M., Rau, H., Grealis, E., Godin, L., Wallenborn, G., Backhaus, J., … Fahy, F. (2021).
Challenging social norms to recraft practices: A Living Lab approach to reducing household energy
use in eight European countries. Energy Research & Social Science, 72, 101881.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101881
San Miguel-Bellod, J., González-Martínez, P., & Sánchez-Ostiz, A. (2018). The relationship between
poverty and indoor temperatures in winter: Determinants of cold homes in social housing contexts
from the 40s–80s in Northern Spain. Energy and Buildings, 173, 428–442.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2018.05.022
Sanchez-Guevara, C., Núñez Peiró, M., Taylor, J., Mavrogianni, A., & Neila González, J. (2019).
Assessing population vulnerability towards summer energy poverty: Case studies of Madrid and
London. Energy and Buildings, 190, 132–143. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2019.02.024
Sandberg, N. H., Sartori, I., Heidrich, O., Dawson, R., Dascalaki, E., Dimitriou, S., … Brattebø, H. (2016).
Dynamic building stock modelling: Application to 11 European countries to support the energy
efficiency and retrofit ambitions of the EU. Energy and Buildings, 132, 26–38.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2016.05.100
Shih, Y. H., & Tseng, C. H. (2014). Cost-benefit analysis of sustainable energy development using lifecycle co-benefits assessment and the system dynamics approach. Applied Energy, 119, 57–66.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2013.12.031
Sonetti, G., Arrobbio, O., Lombardi, P., Lami, I. M., & Monaci, S. (2020). “‘Only Social Scientists
Laughed’”: Reflections on Social Sciences and Humanities Integration in European Energy Projects.
Energy Research and Social Science, 61. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101342
Souliotis, M., Panaras, G., Fokaides, P. A., Papaefthimiou, S., & Kalogirou, S. A. (2018). Solar water
heating for social housing: Energy analysis and Life Cycle Assessment. Energy and Buildings, 169,
157–171. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2018.03.048
Semple, S., & Jenkins, D. (2020). Variation of energy performance certificate assessments in the European
Union. Energy Policy, 137. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2019.111127
Serghides, D. K., Dimitriou, S., Katafygiotou, M. C., & Michaelidou, M. (2015). Energy efficient
refurbishment towards nearly zero energy houses, for the mediterranean region. In Energy Procedia
(Vol. 83, pp. 533–543). Elsevier Ltd. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.egypro.2015.12.173
Serghides, D. K., Dimitriou, S., & Katafygiotou, M. C. (2016). Towards European targets by monitoring
the energy profile of the Cyprus housing stock. Energy and Buildings, 132, 130–140.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2016.06.096
State Planning Organization of North Cyprus. (2018). Sectoral Distribution of GNP, GDP and
Macroeconomic Indicators/2010-2018. [Online.] Available at: https://www.devplan.org/seg-en.html
[Accessed: December 2020].

74

State Planning Organization of North Cyprus. (2019). Gross National Product Statistics [Online].
Available at: https://www.devplan.org/index_en.html [Accessed: December 2020].
State Planning Organisation. (2018). Macroeconomic Developments, Main Objectives and
Macroeconomic Targets of 2015 Programme. pp. 105–138. Available online: http:
//www.devplan.org/Frame-eng.html (accessed on 4 March 2018).
Statistical Office of North Cyprus. (2019). Annual Statistical Report: Population and Housing Census of
Northern Cyprus. [Online]. Available at: http://www.stat.gov.ct.tr/IST-YIL-2019.aspx [Accessed:
February 2021].
Statistical Service of Republic of Cyprus. (2014) Latest Figures: Results of the Census of Population, 2011
[Online.] Available at: <http://www.mof.gov.cy/mof/cystat/statistics.nsf/index_gr/index_gr?OpenDoc
ument> [Accessed on 21/01/2021].
Statistical Service of Republic of Cyprus. (2019) Latest Figures: Results of the Census of Population, 2011
[Online.] Available at: <http://www.mof.gov.cy/mof/cystat/statistics.nsf/index_gr/index_gr?OpenDoc
ument> [Accessed on 21/01/2021].
Statistical Office of Republic of Cyprus. (2019). Annual Report of Population and Housing Census
[Online]. Available at:
https://www.mof.gov.cy/mof/cystat/statistics.nsf/All/6C25304C1E70C304C2257833003432B3/$file/
Demographic_Statistics_Results-2019-EN-301120.pdf?OpenElement [Accessed: February 2021].
Statistical Office of North Cyprus. (2020). Building Construction Statistics [Online]. Available at:
http://www.stat.gov.ct.tr/IST-YIL-2019.aspx [Accessed: February 2021].
Stopps, H., & Touchie, M. F. (2020). Managing thermal comfort in contemporary high-rise residential
buildings: Using smart thermostats and surveys to identify energy efficiency and comfort
opportunities. Building and Environment, 173. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2020.106748
Tagliapietra, S., Zachmann, G., Edenhofer, O., Glachant, J. M., Linares, P., & Loeschel, A. (2019). The
European union energy transition: Key priorities for the next five years. Energy Policy, 132, 950–954.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2019.06.060
Taleghani, M., Tenpierik, M., Kurvers, S., & Van Den Dobbelsteen, A. (2013). A review into thermal
comfort in buildings. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2013.05.050
Toe, D. H. C., & Kubota, T. (2013). Development of an adaptive thermal comfort equation for naturally
ventilated buildings in hot-humid climates using ASHRAE RP-884 database. Frontiers of
Architectural Research, 2(3), 278–291. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foar.2013.06.003
Thomas, S., & Rosenow, J. (2020). Drivers of increasing energy consumption in Europe and policy
implications. Energy Policy, 137. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2019.111108
Thomson, H., Simcock, N., Bouzarovski, S., & Petrova, S. (2019). Energy poverty and indoor cooling: An
overlooked issue in Europe. Energy and Buildings, 196, 21–29.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2019.05.014
Tronchin, L., & Fabbri, K. (2012). Energy Performance Certificate of building and confidence interval in
assessment: An Italian case study. Energy Policy, 48, 176–184.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2012.05.011
Tziogas, C., Papadopoulos, A., & Georgiadis, P. (2021). Policy implementation and energy-saving
strategies for the residential sector: The case of the Greek Energy Refurbishment program. Energy
Policy, 149. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2020.112100

75

Vellei, M., Herrera, M., Fosas, D., & Natarajan, S. (2017). The influence of relative humidity on adaptive
thermal comfort. Building and Environment, 124, 171–185.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2017.08.005
Warren-Myers, G., Kain, C., & Davidson, K. (2020). The wandering energy stars: The challenges of
valuing energy efficiency in Australian housing. Energy Research and Social Science, 67.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101505
Willan, C., Hitchings, R., Ruyssevelt, P., & Shipworth, M. (2020). Talking about targets: How
construction discourses of theory and reality represent the energy performance gap in the United
Kingdom. Energy Research and Social Science, 64. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2019.101330
Wittmayer, J. M., de Geus, T., Pel, B., Avelino, F., Hielscher, S., Hoppe, T., … Härtwig, A. (2020,
December 1). Beyond instrumentalism: Broadening the understanding of social innovation in sociotechnical energy systems. Energy Research and Social Science. Elsevier Ltd.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101689
Wolff, A., Weber, I., Gill, B., Schubert, J., & Schneider, M. (2017). Tackling the interplay of occupants’
heating practices and building physics: Insights from a German mixed methods study. Energy
Research and Social Science, 32, 65–75. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.07.003
Yapicioglu B., & Wright, L. (2014). Small but Complex: The Construction Industry in North Cyprus.
School of MACE, the University of Manchester, Manchester, UK. 27th IPMA World Congress.
Yang, S., Wan, M. P., Chen, W., Ng, B. F., & Dubey, S. (2020). Model predictive control with adaptive
machine-learning-based model for building energy efficiency and comfort optimization. Applied
Energy, 271. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2020.115147
Yeatts, D. E., Auden, D., Cooksey, C., & Chen, C. F. (2017). A systematic review of strategies for
overcoming the barriers to energy-efficient technologies in buildings. Energy Research and Social
Science, 32, 76–85. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2017.03.010
Yorucu, V. and Keles, R. (2008). ‘Explosive construction in a microstate: Environment limit and the Boncurve Evidence from North Cyprus’, Construction Management and Economics, 26(issue 26), pp. 79–
88.
Yorucu, V., & Keles, R. (2007). The Construction Boom and Environmental Protection in Northern
Cyprus as a Consequence of the Annan Plan. Construction Management and Economics, 25(1), pp.
77-86
Yorucu, V., Mehmet, O., Alpar, R., & Ulucay, P. (2010). Cross-border trade liberalization: The case of
Lokmaci/Ledra gate in divided Nicosia, Cyprus. European Planning Studies, 18(10), 1749–1764.
https://doi.org/10.1080/09654313.2010.504353
Zachariadis, T. (2010). Forecast of electricity consumption in Cyprus up to the year 2030: The potential
impact of climate change. Energy Policy, 38(2), 744–750. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enpol.2009.10.019
Zhao, J., & Carter, K. (2020). Do passive houses need passive people? Evaluating the active occupancy of
Passivhaus homes in the United Kingdom. Energy Research and Social Science, 64.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.erss.2020.101448

76

Declaration of interests
☒ The authors declare that they have no known competing financial interests or personal relationships
that could have appeared to influence the work reported in this paper.
☐The authors declare the following financial interests/personal relationships which may be considered
as potential competing interests:

To the readers’ information:

This paper presents the outcomes of self-funded PhD research project undertaken at the University of East
London, United Kingdom. The paper is devised after the completion of the research project. Therefore, at
the time of writing up the research paper related to this case study location due to the project period is
extended slightly beyond the targeted timeframe, the author has provided additional financial flow from
his own budget to complete this project successfully. Dt. Serife Gurkan fully funded this PhD research
project undertaken at the Graduate School, School of Architecture, Computing & Engineering, University
of East London between 26/09/2016 – 29/09/2020. She also supported the researcher (Bertug Ozarisoy)
financially at the time of developing this research paper proposal, conceptualising, data collection and
writing up processes. She provided substantial amount of financial investment throughout the research
progress. Additionally, Dt. Serife Gurkan paid the researcher’s travel expenses to enable him to conduct
the field survey in Cyprus.
For the Editor-in-Chief’s information, the author has fully acknowledged Dt. Serife Gurkan in the
Acknowledgements section into the manuscript. Dt. Serife Gurkan does not require any economic and
academic benefits from the outcomes of this research project.

