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Abstract: The implementation of green roofs in buildings offers various environmental, social,
and economic advantages. Despite Malaysia’s rapid urbanization, green roofs are not commonly
integrated into existing or new buildings, which limits their potential benefits. Identifying the reasons
behind this lack of implementation is crucial to promoting the widespread implementation of green
roofs. Although previous works have explored barriers in developed urban areas, little attention
has been given to Malaysia, where green roof implementation is still in its early stages. To address
this research gap, our study aims to investigate the key barriers to implementing green roofs in
buildings in Malaysia. Additionally, the study aims to assess the feasibility and level of support for
green roof implementation in Malaysia. We utilized a combination of literature review, questionnaire
surveys, and structured face-to-face interviews. Through the utilization of both normalization and the
Relative Importance Index (RII) analysis, the findings highlight the presence of three primary barriers
that impede the effective implementation of green roofs in Malaysia. Notably, the key barriers are:
high/additional construction costs, high/increased maintenance costs, and lack of owner/client
interest. Understanding and prioritizing these root causes can empower building owners, developers,
and policymakers to develop effective strategies for green roof implementation. Our findings offer
valuable insights for promoting sustainable development in Malaysian buildings and contribute to
the advancement of green roof practices in the country.

Keywords: green buildings; green roofs; barriers; Malaysia

1. Introduction

Civil engineering plays a vital role in developing infrastructure to meet economic
challenges. Nowadays, civil engineering technology has been introduced to address current
challenges effectively. With the growing global concern for sustainable development and
environmental conservation, implementing green technologies in the building industry
has become imperative. Green buildings stand out due to their positive impact on the
environment. They provide a more sustainable and economically friendly alternative to
traditional building systems. Among the innovative eco-friendly practices, green roofs
have emerged as a promising solution to mitigate the adverse impacts of urbanization and
climate change [1–7].

Green roofs, characterized by their vegetative coverings atop building structures,
offer multifaceted benefits ranging from managing stormwater runoff to enhancing energy
efficiency and providing valuable green spaces within urban environments. A green roof is
a highly effective Best Management Practice (BMP) and one of the recently developed low-
impact development (LID) techniques that manage overflow at the source by storing water
within its layers, delaying hydrological reactions, and promoting evapotranspiration [5,8].
A green roof can be described as a structural system incorporating different layers (such as
waterproofing, drainage, soil, and vegetation) installed on top of a standard roof. The two
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main types of green roofs are extensive and intensive [6,9,10]. Extensive green roofs offer
several advantages over intensive ones, including lower capital and maintenance costs
and reduced water requirements. They are lightweight and often do not require additional
structural support. Additionally, extensive green roofs can be installed on steeper slopes,
and the construction methods are technically straightforward and suitable for larger roof
areas. Green roofs can mitigate urban hardscape issues by covering a building with a
living plant layer. Urban environments can experience natural cooling processes and water
treatments similar to less built-up areas, promoting a healthier and more sustainable urban
environment [3].

The development and implementation of green roofs have gained widespread at-
tention due to their ability to protect the environment and mitigate the effects of global
warming, particularly in developed countries [9,11]. Similarly, in subtropical and tropical
regions, the implementation of green roofs offers a compelling scenario that intertwines
environmental benefits with unique challenges stemming from the distinct climatic and
ecological characteristics of these areas [6]. In these warm and often humid climates, the
adaptation of green roofs can significantly transform urban landscapes while improv-
ing environmental problems [12,13] and addressing critical sustainability concerns, such
as incorporating recycled waste materials into the design [3,10]. Green roofs provide a
promising solution for temperature regulation in subtropical and tropical regions, where
temperatures consistently lean toward the warmer spectrum. The presence of vegetation
acts as a natural insulator, helping to cool indoor spaces and reducing the reliance on
energy-intensive air conditioning systems. As a result, green roofs contribute to improved
energy efficiency [7,14,15] and promote more sustainable urban development [10]. More-
over, green roofs effectively combat the urban heat island (UHI) effect [7,16] that often
plagues subtropical and tropical cities. The excessive heat generated by urban surfaces can
be mitigated by the natural cooling properties of vegetation. By absorbing and releasing
heat, green roofs help regulate temperatures in built-up areas. This cooling effect enhances
urban comfort and mitigates health risks associated with extreme heat, thereby contributing
to the overall well-being of city residents. One of the key advantages of green roofs in these
climates is their capacity to manage stormwater effectively [3]. Given the prevalence of
heavy rainfall, especially during monsoon seasons, green roofs can serve as natural sponges
that absorb rainwater and gradually release it. By doing so, green roofs alleviate the strain
on local drainage systems, mitigate the risk of flooding, and enhance overall stormwater
management strategies.

However, implementing green roofs is not without challenges [11,17]. Lack of proper
design and suitable guidelines regarding the installation of green roofs have been recog-
nized as barriers [18]. Other factors include the high initial costs, a scarcity of experimental
data, and inadequate awareness of the long-term advantages [19]. The implementation of
green roofs in subtropical and tropical countries introduces a complex interplay of barriers
centered around maintenance and elevated costs. These challenges are closely interwoven
with the distinctive climatic characteristics of these regions and the economic dynamics
that shape them. The rapid growth characteristic of tropical and subtropical climates may
necessitate more frequent upkeep to prevent overgrowth and ensure the green roofs remain
visually appealing and structurally sound. Moreover, proper structural design is vital,
given the potential weight of vegetation and accumulated rainwater. Cultural acceptance
and societal acceptance also play a role in the scenario. Engaging with local communities
to raise awareness about the benefits of green roofs and aligning designs with cultural
preferences can enhance the chances of successful implementation. In navigating these
barriers, a balanced approach is crucial. Effective planning, meticulous plant selection, in-
vestment in robust irrigation systems, and a clear maintenance strategy can help overcome
barriers. Although the upfront and ongoing cost might be substantial, the potential reward,
ranging from environmental benefits to energy efficiency and aesthetic enhancements,
underscores the value of green roofs in subtropical and tropical regions. As these barriers
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are acknowledged and proactively addressed, green roofs can contribute meaningfully to
sustainable urban development in these climatically rich zones.

Numerous barriers have been addressed through various research and initiatives
dedicated to improving the implementation of green roofs worldwide, including in sub-
tropical and tropical countries. Zhang and He [20], in their work, concluded that green
roof implementation faces several barriers, including a lack of government policy support,
insufficient technological advancement, inadequate assessment of the potential economic
benefits, and individual unwillingness to implement green roofs. Chen et al. [21] conducted
a practical survey and case study to understand the root causes behind the limited imple-
mentation of green roofs in urban China. They identified several key barriers impeding
the widespread implementation of green roofs, including the increased maintenance cost
associated with green roofs, higher design and construction expenses, inadequate planning
and arrangement for the use of green roofs, and a lack of incentives for developers to
incorporate green roofs in their projects. Similarly, Zhang et al. [22] also identify the lack of
promotion and incentives from the government and the increase in the maintenance costs
associated with extensive green roofs as the key barriers hindering the promotion of exten-
sive green roofs for existing buildings in Hong Kong. Meanwhile, Hossain et al. [23] reveal
that the key barriers to implementing green roofs in Bangladesh are a lack of knowledge
and misconceptions about this technology among professionals in the building industry.
These barriers hinder the widespread implementation of green roofs, despite their potential
benefits in the country. They highlight the importance of understanding and addressing the
misconceptions and knowledge gaps within the building industry to promote the broader
implementation of green roofs in Bangladesh and contribute to more sustainable building
practices and reducing greenhouse gas emissions.

The Malaysian building industry has also recognized the numerous benefits of green
roofs in terms of environmental impact, hydrological performance, and aesthetic satisfac-
tion [24,25]. However, in Malaysia, the implementation of green roofs is still in its early
stages, and specific properties have not fully embraced their use. Although some localized
green roof projects exist in Malaysia, the overall implementation remains limited due to
multifaceted barriers. Various works have identified several key barriers to implementing
green roofs in Malaysia. These include the relatively high cost and technical complexi-
ties [25,26], high costs of green roof materials, and a lack of research [27]. Another set of
barriers involves a lack of awareness, education, and information regarding the benefits
of constructing green buildings [28]. A significant hurdle in implementing green roofs is
the constraint posed by limited local expertise and a shortage of experienced professionals
in the field [25,27,29]. It is indicated that lack of experience among maintenance crew
regarding green roofs leads to poor system installation. This is because the construction of
a green roof needs at least one expert in this industry to prevent the destruction of green
roof installation [29]. In a study by Ismail et al. [30], the barriers to implementing green
roofs in densely populated urban areas of Malaysia, specifically within high-rise residen-
tial buildings, were examined. The research delved into residents’ awareness of rooftop
gardens in the Klang Valley and tackled related issues. The findings exposed a range of
barriers, including construction costs, maintenance problems such as leaks, and design and
structural robustness concerns. Meanwhile, a study conducted by Zahir et al. [31] aimed to
assess the perceptions and comprehension of Malaysian architects regarding green roof
implementation issues and to gauge their level of readiness and acceptance. The analysis
examines diverse research approaches and practices concerning factors influencing archi-
tects’ perspectives on incorporating green roofs within Malaysia’s construction industry.
The study identified nine significant barriers to green roof implementation: skepticism
among local architects about the benefits; absence of policies and guidelines coupled with
government non-enforcement in building by-laws; barriers in persuading clients; the nov-
elty of technology causing supply shortages and cost escalation; limited expertise in green
roof technology; concerns over leakages, reduced roof lifespan, and additional structural
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loads; apprehensions about unknown risks; architects’ lack of proactive role in advocating
green roofs; and insufficient demand in the Malaysian construction market.

Although previous works provide valuable insights into implementing green roofs
in Malaysia, there is still room for more research to deepen our understanding of these
challenges and potential solutions. Additional research could delve deeper into the barriers
faced by different stakeholders, such as architects, engineers, and developers. This would
provide a more nuanced view of the barriers and help identify tailored solutions for each
group. Furthermore, new research is compelling to validate and replicate previous findings
in a different context to ensure robustness and generalizability. Research that builds upon
existing findings, takes a more comprehensive approach, engages stakeholders, and focuses
on practical implications could contribute significantly to promoting successful green roof
implementation in Malaysia. Hence, the primary objective of this study is to investigate
the key barriers to implementing green roofs in buildings in Malaysia. Knowing the key
barriers is essential for devising effective strategies, encouraging sustainable building
practices, and realizing the numerous environmental, economic, and social benefits they
offer. By addressing these barriers, stakeholders can unlock the full potential of green roofs
as a valuable tool for urban sustainability and resilience. Additionally, the study aims
to assess the feasibility and level of support for green roof implementation in Malaysia.
Through this, we seek to understand the current perception and level of acceptance of green
roofs in Malaysia and identify potential areas for improvement or initiatives to promote
their implementation in buildings.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Data Collection Methods

The data for this study was gathered through a comprehensive approach, incorpo-
rating a literature review, a questionnaire survey, and structured face-to-face interviews
with professionals engaged in green roof projects. The literature review provided a robust
theoretical basis for identifying potential barriers. Questionnaire surveys allowed for the
collection of data to assess the significance of each potential barrier. Additionally, struc-
tured face-to-face interviews were conducted to allow for more comprehensive and detailed
responses from participants. This format encourages interviewees to provide nuanced
explanations and elaborate on their answers. This multi-pronged methodology ensured a
thorough and well-rounded exploration of the barriers hindering the implementation of
green roofs in Malaysian buildings.

2.2. Literature Review

This study employs the systematic literature review (SLR) method to generate a
comprehensive analysis of a compilation of potential barriers to implementing green roofs
in the existing body of literature. Following the PRISMA methodology (Preferred Reporting
Items for Systematic Review and Meta-Analyses) [32], the review involves four distinct
phases: identification of documents (articles), document screening, assessment of document
eligibility, and presentation of the refined list of documents.

The initial step in PRISMA involves document identification, utilizing the Scopus
databases as the primary source. This database was selected due to its established reputa-
tion and widespread usage in systematic reviews [33]. Keyword-based searches were em-
ployed to extract relevant outcomes, ensuring alignment with the study’s scope. The search
primarily revolved around Boolean keywords (barriers OR challenges OR constraints) AND
green AND (roof OR roofs) AND (adoption OR integrating OR implementation) targeting
Title-Abstract-Keywords sections. Subsequently, during the second phase, or document
screening, the focus was confined to English-language articles published from 2000 to
2023. The third phase pertains to document eligibility, during which articles identified
in the previous step were shortlisted based on abstracts and keywords. The search was
conducted from April 2020 until July 2023, yielding 181 results. The ultimate selection
of articles was contingent upon their incorporation of themes related to barriers in green
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roof implementation, involving a visual examination of the title, abstract, and conclusion.
Finally, 26 articles were retrieved and analyzed. The limited number of articles obtained
from the search can be attributed to the combination of a specific focus on barriers to
implementing green roofs, the strict selection process involving visual examination of key
sections, and the possibility of a relatively smaller pool of research in this specific context.
After a comprehensive review, 14 potential barriers are identified, as shown in Table 1.

Table 1. Overview of potential barriers to implementing green roofs on buildings in Malaysia.

Code Barriers Key References

B1 High/Additional design cost Chen et al. [21]; Hossain et al. [23]

B2 High/Additional construction cost
Mahdiyar et al. [9]; Shafique et al. [19]; Chen et al. [21];
Hossain et al. [23]; Mustaffa et al. [25]; Chee et al. [26];

Ismail et al. 2015 [30]; Liu et al. [34]

B3 High/Increase in maintenance cost

Chen et al. [21]; Zhang et al. [22]; Hossain et al. [23];
Mustaffa et al. [25]; Liu et al. [34]; Bashir et al. [35];

Matos Silva et al. [36]; Alim et al. [37]; Yao et al. [38];
Brudermann et al. [39]

B4 Lack of knowledge Mahdiyar et al. [9]; Shafique et al. [19]; Hossain et al. [23];
Brudermann et al. [39]; Sangkakool et al. [40]

B5 Lack of awareness about sustainable
environment/benefits

Pratama et al. [17]; Hossain et al. [23]; Mustaffa et al. [25];
Esa et al. [28]; Faisal and Elsaadany [41]

B6 Lack of owner/client interest Zhang and He [20]; Hossain et al. [23] Mustaffa et al. [25]

B7 Not included in the building code Shafique et al. [18]; Hossain et al. [23]; Mustaffa et al. [25];
Zahir et al. [31]; Faisal and Elsaadany [41],

B8 Lack of incentive from the government
for developers

Zhang and He [20], Chen et al. [21], Zhang et al. [22],
Hossain et al. [23]; Sangkakool et al. [40]; Zeadat [42]

B9 Lack of incentive from the government to
owners of existing buildings Zhang and He [20]; Hossain et al. [23]

B10 Increase in structural loading Hossain et al. [23]; Zahir et al. [31]; Brudermann et al. [39];
Ezema et al. [43]; Zambrano-Prado et al. [44]; Palanisamy et al. [45];

B11 Difficulties in design Shafique et al. [18]; Hossain et al. [23]; Ismail et al. [30];
Joshi and Teller [46]

B12 Construction difficulties Hossain et al. [23]; Ezema et al. [43]

B13 Lack of expertise/skilled manpower
Pratama et al. [17]; Hossain et al. [23]; Mustaffa et al. [25];

Rahim et al. [27]; Chow and Abu Bakar [29]; Zahir et al. [31];
Sangkakool et al. [40]; Abdul Rahman et al. [47]

B14 Require regular maintenance Hossain et al. [23]; Zambrano-Prado et al. [44]

2.3. Questionnaire Survey

The questionnaire survey was divided into two sections. The first section asks ques-
tions concerning the barriers to implementing green roofs in buildings in Malaysia. A
questionnaire survey was created based on the barriers in Table 1 to examine their sig-
nificance in affecting the implementation of green roofs on buildings in Malaysia (i.e.,
Section 1). After that, there was a section (i.e., Section 2) about the support provided to
carry out the green roof systems, in which the feasibility of green roofs was assessed. Table 2
shows the questions used in Section 2.

The target groups of the survey include developers, architects, engineers, surveyors,
and academia, as shown in Table 3. This can allow different views from the target groups
and compare their views [21,22]. The most populous group of respondents comprises pro-
fessionals in private/government building companies such as contractors and consultants,
comprising 78% of the total respondents. Conversely, academics from university settings
represent the smallest subset, accounting for 5% of the total respondents.
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Table 2. The survey questions used to assess the feasibility of green roof systems.

Code Please Indicate to What Extent You Agree or Disagree with the Statement

F1 How familiar are you with green roofs?
F2 How often do you see green roofs in Malaysia?
F3 Have you ever been involved in a project with green roofs?
F4 Do you agree the government should promote green roofs in Malaysia?
F5 Do you agree green roofs are feasible to implement for existing buildings?
F6 Do you agree green roofs are feasible to implement for newly developing buildings?
F7 Do you support the implementation of green roofs?
F8 Would you support constructing green roofs on the building where you live?

Table 3. Demographic profile of respondents.

Designation Percentages (%)
Years of Working Experience (%)

≤5 Years between 6–10 Years >10 Years

Developers 17 29 14 57
Architects, engineers, surveyors 78 57 26 17

Academia 5 0 0 100

The distribution of years of work experience among the different respondent groups
is crucial in enhancing the comprehension of the study’s findings. For developers, the allo-
cation of respondents across various levels of experience (≤5 years, between 6 to 10 years,
and over 10 years) offers a nuanced perspective on how experience might correlate with
their responses. The substantial presence of developers with over 10 years of experience
(57%) implies a significant representation of seasoned professionals who have witnessed
the evolution of the field. Their responses are likely to provide insights into long-term
trends, industry shifts, and the barriers that have emerged over time. Meanwhile, the
smaller proportion of developers with ≤5 years (29%) might illuminate the experiences
and viewpoints of newcomers, shedding light on the current concerns and aspirations of
those just entering the profession. The middle ground of 6 to 10 years (14%) offers a unique
glimpse into a phase where professionals are likely grappling with a transition from early
career challenges to more mature perspectives.

In the context of architects, engineers, and surveyors, the division by years of expe-
rience similarly enriches the study’s findings. With 57% of respondents having ≤5 years
of experience, the voices of those newly inducted into these professions can be heard
distinctly. Their perspectives might reflect recent changes in the industry, technological
advancements, and emerging trends that have caught the attention of newer practitioners.
The segment with 6 to 10 years of experience (26%) embodies professionals who have
surpassed the initial learning curve and are likely dealing with mid-career challenges. Their
insights could encompass a phase of specialization, project management responsibilities,
and possibly a shift in their outlook. Notably, the smaller proportion of respondents (17%)
with over 10 years of experience could offer a perspective informed by years of experience,
one that may emphasize issues related to mentorship, succession planning, and the broader
trajectory of their fields.

The academia group, with a distinctive distribution of experience, presents an intrigu-
ing contrast. The complete absence of respondents with ≤5 or 6 to 10 years of experience
indicates that the academic realm is predominantly represented by those with over 10 years
of experience (100%). This concentrated group is likely composed of senior scholars,
tenured professors, and seasoned researchers. Their perspectives can provide invaluable
insights into the long-term dynamics of the academic landscape. With their extensive
experience, they might offer commentary on shifts in educational paradigms, research
trends, and the changing role of academia in shaping their respective fields.
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A total of 150 surveys were sent out to different groups of respondents, and 100 com-
pleted surveys were returned, with a response rate of 67%. The Likert scale was used
in the questionnaire for both sections to help respondents present their opinions. The
Likert scale is commonly used for rating the relative significance of individual factors by
examining experts’ opinions. The respondents were invited to give their opinion on the
relative significance of each barrier in hindering the implementation of green roofs in new
and existing buildings in Malaysia as well as the feasibility of green roofs. The respondents
were invited to judge the significance degree of each listed barrier, with “1” being graded
as strongly disagree, “2” as disagree, “3” as neutral, “4” as agree, and “5” as strongly
agree. The collected survey data were analyzed using descriptive analysis and statistics,
including the mean (average score given by respondents), standard deviation (measure of
variability in responses), and non-variability (measure of consensus among respondents)
tests. In addition, the Relative Importance Index (RII) was determined using Equation (1).
The normalization test is employed to standardize various variables onto a shared scale.
In contrast, RII evaluates the relative significance of these standardized variables. The
integration of these methodologies provides a comprehensive understanding of the factors
being examined.

RII = ∑5
1 WiXi

A∑5
1 Xi

(1)

where, i = index of response category (i = 5, 4, 3, 2, 1), Wi = weight given to the ith response,
Xi = frequency of the ith response, and A = is the highest weight (i.e., 5 in this case).

3. Results
3.1. Barriers to Implementing Green Roofs in Malaysia

The results in Table 4 present the normalized ranking of barriers to the implementation
of green roofs on buildings in Malaysia. These barriers are evaluated based on three criteria:
mean, standard deviation (SD), and non-variation (NV). The results highlight that the
respondents consider high/additional construction costs and increased maintenance costs
to be the most significant barriers to implementing green roofs in Malaysian buildings. The
lack of owner/client interest follows closely behind. The relatively high levels of consensus
among respondents for all three barriers indicate that these are generally acknowledged
barriers to promoting green roof adoption in Malaysia.

Table 4. Normalized Ranking of Barriers to Green Roof Implementation on Malaysian Buildings.

Barriers Mean SD NV Rank

High/Additional construction cost 4.10 0.798 0.700 1
High/Increase in maintenance cost 4.01 0.858 0.750 2

Lack of owner/client interest 3.99 0.870 0.750 3
Require regular maintenance 3.92 0.981 0.640 4

Lack of incentive from the government for developers 3.86 0.995 0.572 5
Lack of incentive from the government to owners of existing buildings 3.81 0.992 0.562 6

High/Additional design cost 3.80 0.932 0.700 7
Increase in structural loading 3.74 0.939 0.685 8

Construction difficulties 3.74 0.991 0.580 9
Lack of knowledge 3.73 0.839 0.682 10

Lack of awareness about sustainable environment/benefits 3.72 0.900 0.680 11
Not included in the building code 3.68 0.920 0.670 12

Lack of expertise/skilled manpower 3.62 0.885 0.540 13
Difficulties in design 3.60 0.932 0.650 14

The high/additional construction cost emerges as the most significant barrier to imple-
menting green roofs on buildings in Malaysia. With a mean score of 4.10, respondents have
a substantial agreement regarding its importance. The relatively low SD of 0.798 indicates
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a high level of consistency in the responses, and the NV value of 0.70 further supports
the consensus. Rank 2 highlights the barriers of high/increased maintenance costs, which
received an average mean score of 4.01. This demonstrates that respondents consider
ongoing maintenance expenses to be a noteworthy barrier to green roof implementation.
However, the higher SD of 0.858 indicates a wider range of opinions within the respondent
pool. This variation in perceptions suggests that although many acknowledge the barrier’s
importance, there are differing viewpoints on the extent of the impact. Nonetheless, the
NV score of 0.750 underscores that a substantial majority, 75% of respondents, shares a
common understanding of the increased maintenance costs as a barrier. Taking the third
position is the barrier of lack of owner or client interest, with an average mean score of 3.99.
This barrier is perceived as slightly less significant than the previous two; however, it still
underscores the importance of stakeholders’ engagement. The higher SD of 0.870 indicates
a diversity of perspectives among respondents, possibly influenced by various factors
shaping their perceptions. Despite this, the NV score of 0.750 indicates a strong consensus
among 75% of respondents regarding the significance of owner or client disinterest as a
barrier. The lack of interest from building owners and clients may lead to limited demand
for green roofs, thereby hindering their implementation.

Ranked fourth, the requirement for regular maintenance is considered a notable barrier
to implementing green roofs, with a mean score of 3.92. The higher SD of 0.981 suggests
some variability in respondents’ views, and the NV value of 0.640 indicates a moderate
level of consensus. The need for consistent upkeep and monitoring of green roofs may
be perceived as a barrier, especially if building owners are not prepared for ongoing
maintenance responsibilities. Ranked fifth, the lack of government incentives for developers
is perceived as a barrier, with a mean score of 3.86. The absence of supportive policies and
incentives from the government might discourage developers from incorporating green
roofs in their projects. The rest of the barriers are ranked accordingly as illustrated in Table 4,
and their respective mean scores, SDs, and NV values provide insights into the perceived
importance and level of consensus among respondents. These results emphasize various
barriers that must be addressed through targeted policies, incentives, and awareness
campaigns to promote the widespread implementation of green roofs in Malaysia.

Table 5 presents a comprehensive overview of the barriers that impede the imple-
mentation of green roofs in Malaysia, as identified through the RII analysis. The top three
RII ranking results demonstrate a congruent ranking pattern with the findings in Table 4,
which were obtained through the normalization analysis. The high ranking obtained for
cost-related issues, lack of interest, and the need for maintenance underscores the financial
and awareness barriers that need to be addressed to promote the implementation of green
roofs effectively.

Table 5. Relative Importance Index (RII) of Barriers to Green Roof Implementation on Malaysian Buildings.

Barriers RII Rank

High/Additional construction cost 0.820 1
High/Increase in maintenance cost 0.802 2

Lack of owner/client interest 0.798 3
Require regular maintenance 0.782 4
High/Additional design cost 0.760 5

Lack of incentive from the government for developers 0.758 6
Lack of incentive from the government to owners for existing building 0.752 7

Lack of knowledge 0.748 8
Lack of awareness about sustainable environment/benefits 0.746 9

Increase in structural loading 0.744 10
Construction difficulties 0.744 11

Not included in the building code 0.738 12
Difficulties in design 0.724 13

Lack of expertise/skilled manpower 0.724 14
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At the forefront of the list in Table 5 is the “high/additional construction cost” barrier,
marked by a substantial RII value of 0.820. This high score underscores the financial
burden of implementing green roofs in the country. Such costs include not only the initial
construction expenses but also ongoing maintenance and potential adjustments to existing
building designs. This financial concern is mirrored by the adjacent barrier, “high/increase
in maintenance cost”, which earns an RII value of 0.802. This emphasizes the long-term
financial commitment required for maintaining green roofs and reflects a consistent theme
of financial constraints throughout the barriers.

The “lack of owner/client interest” barrier comes next, with an RII value of 0.798.
This highlights the importance of fostering awareness and understanding among building
owners and clients about the benefits of green roofs. Demonstrating the advantages of
energy efficiency, aesthetics, and environmental impact could stimulate more interest and
support for their implementation. Beyond financial concerns, other noteworthy barriers
include the “require regular maintenance” issue, which carries an RII value of 0.782. This
emphasizes the need for consistent and meticulous upkeep to ensure the long-term success
of green roofs. On the regulatory front, barriers such as “not included in the building
code” (RII: 0.738) and “lack of incentive from the government for developers” (RII: 0.758)
underscore the need for policy support and standardized guidelines to encourage green
roof implementation. Interestingly, the barriers associated with knowledge and aware-
ness, such as “lack of knowledge” (RII: 0.748) and “lack of awareness about sustainable
environment/benefits” (RII: 0.746), though slightly lower in RII values, still indicate their
significance. This suggests that enhancing education and communication efforts about
the advantages of green roofs could play a pivotal role in overcoming multiple barriers
simultaneously. In conclusion, the RII values in Table 5 highlight the hierarchy of barriers
to implementing green roofs in Malaysia and emphasize the interconnected nature of
these barriers. Addressing these issues requires a multi-faceted approach encompassing
financial strategies, regulatory frameworks, awareness campaigns, and educational initia-
tives. The insights derived from the RII values can guide policymakers, architects, and
stakeholders in devising effective strategies to promote successful and widespread green
roof implementation nationwide.

3.2. The Feasibility and Support for Green Roofs

In addition, this study aimed to analyze the sample’s degree of knowledge about
implementing green roofs in Malaysian buildings. The survey results indicate that a
significant portion of the respondents, 17%, expressed their lack of familiarity with green
roofs. Similarly, when asked about the frequency of encountering green roofs in Malaysia,
30% of the participants disagreed, suggesting that they do not come across green roofs often
in the country. These findings highlight the need for further awareness and promotion of
green roofs in Malaysia to enhance their visibility and understanding among the population.

Furthermore, the survey results reveal an overwhelmingly positive response toward
green roofs among the participants. A significant 72% of the respondents have been in-
volved in projects incorporating green roofs, indicating a considerable level of experience
and engagement in such initiatives. Furthermore, an overwhelming majority of 98% of the
participants agree that the government should actively promote green roofs in Malaysia.
This high level of support from the public suggests a strong desire for sustainable and
eco-friendly practices in the country’s building and urban development. Additionally, the
survey indicates a near-unanimous consensus on the feasibility of implementing green roofs
for existing and new buildings. An impressive 99% of the respondents agree that green
roofs can be successfully integrated into existing buildings, showcasing their potential as
a viable option for retrofitting urban structures. Equally, 99% agree that incorporating
green roofs in newly developing buildings is a practical and feasible approach to promot-
ing sustainability in urban planning and the built environment. The support for green
roofs is further reinforced by 98% of the participants expressing their approval. This high
level of endorsement reflects a strong inclination towards sustainable and environmentally
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friendly building practices. Lastly, an overwhelming 99% of the respondents favor con-
structing green roofs on the buildings where they live, signaling a keen interest in personal
involvement and commitment to green initiatives. This sentiment indicates a willingness
among residents to embrace green roofs as a viable option for enhancing the environmental
sustainability and overall livability of their living spaces.

4. Discussion

The analysis of survey data on barriers hindering the implementation of green roofs in
Malaysia, using both normalization and the Relative Importance Index (RII) methods, has
revealed insightful findings. This study has identified three key barriers to implementing
green roofs on buildings in Malaysia: “high/additional construction cost”, “high/increase
in maintenance cost”, and “lack of owner/client interest”. These findings collectively shed
light on the complex dynamics surrounding the implementation of green roofs in Malaysia.
The consistency between the RII values, mean scores, and normalized values across these
top-ranked barriers underscores their significance in influencing decisions related to green
roof implementation. Policymakers, urban planners, architects, and stakeholders interested
in promoting sustainable building practices can leverage these findings to devise targeted
strategies. Addressing these barriers might involve a combination of financial incentives,
educational/awareness campaigns, innovative construction practices, and collaborative
efforts to change perceptions and priorities. Ultimately, overcoming these barriers can
pave the way for a more environmentally friendly and sustainable built environment in
Malaysia. The findings are explained as follows.

4.1. High/Additional Construction Cost

According to the results, the “high/additional construction cost” has been ranked as
the top barrier and is widely acknowledged as the most significant barrier to implementing
green roofs in Malaysia. This barrier has emerged as the most significant barrier with an
RII value of 0.820. The corresponding mean score of 4.10 indicates that survey participants,
on average, perceive the additional construction cost associated with green roofs as a
major impediment. The relatively low standard deviation (SD) of 0.798 suggests a relatively
consistent agreement among respondents regarding this barrier. The normalized value (NV)
of 0.700 indicates that this barrier also had a relatively high score. The consistent alignment
of these metrics underscores the significance of financial concerns in implementing green
roofs. The high RII value implies that this barrier is substantial and warrants careful
attention to promote green roof implementation.

Although the construction cost is a one-off [21], integrating green roofs during the
construction phase often involves additional expenses, including installing specialized
materials, waterproofing systems, and irrigation infrastructure [42]. These added costs
can be perceived as a significant financial burden for developers, builders, and property
owners. Given the competitive nature of the building industry, stakeholders may prioritize
cost-saving measures, which can lead to green roof initiatives being overlooked or excluded
from building plans. Furthermore, although green roofs offer numerous long-term envi-
ronmental and energy-saving benefits, the initial investment required for their installation
might not yield immediate financial returns. Building owners and developers often fo-
cus on short-term profitability and may hesitate to allocate resources for projects with a
more extended payback period. This short-sighted approach can hinder the widespread
implementation of green roofs despite their potential for cost savings and environmental
advantages in the long run. Similarly, the barrier is also a common barrier to implementing
green roofs in urban China, as revealed by Chen et al. [21]. In both countries, there might
be limited awareness and understanding of the long-term benefits of green roofs. Stake-
holders, including building owners, developers, and even regulatory authorities, might not
fully comprehend the potential cost savings and environmental advantages of green roofs.
This lack of awareness can lead to underestimating the overall value of such sustainable
building features.
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4.2. High/Increase in Maintenance Cost

Following closely is the barrier related to an increase in maintenance costs, with an
RII value of 0.802. The mean score of 4.01 indicates that respondents perceive ongoing
maintenance expenses as noteworthy. The slightly higher SD of 0.858 suggests that although
the overall perception is relatively consistent, there might be some variability in individual
opinions. The NV of 0.750 indicates a moderate raw score for this barrier. The RII value
reinforces the significance of long-term costs as a potential deterrent to implementing
green roofs. This finding highlights the need for strategies to address and mitigate these
maintenance-related concerns.

Green roofs require regular maintenance to ensure their optimal performance and
longevity. This finding aligns with previous works by Chen et al. [21] and Zhang et al. [20],
which identified maintenance cost as a key barrier to implementing green roofs on buildings
in China and Hong Kong. The additional maintenance activities, such as irrigation, pruning,
and pest control, incur ongoing costs for building owners and managers. This increase
in maintenance expenses can be perceived as a significant financial burden, especially if
building stakeholders are not adequately prepared for the ongoing costs [21]. Implementing
green roofs is a long-term investment in sustainable building practices. However, building
owners and managers not prepared for the ongoing maintenance commitment may perceive
it as a liability rather than an asset. The reluctance to commit to long-term maintenance can
lead to neglect and diminished benefits from green roofs over time. In addition, the financial
benefits of green roofs, such as energy savings and improved building insulation, often
manifest over the long term. However, the immediate costs associated with maintenance
might overshadow the long-term advantages, affecting the perceived return on investment
(ROI) for building owners. This skewed perception of ROI can hinder the widespread
implementation of green roofs.

4.3. Lack of Owner/Client Interest

The third-ranked barrier, lack of owner/client interest, carries an RII value of 0.798.
With a mean score of 3.99, it is evident that respondents recognize a lack of enthusiasm
or awareness among building owners or clients regarding green roofs. The higher SD of
0.870 suggests a relatively broader range of opinions compared to the previous two barriers.
The NV of 0.750 reflects a moderate raw score for this barrier. The RII value indicates that
although this barrier is significant, it is slightly less pronounced than the previous two
barriers. Nevertheless, the finding points to the importance of education, outreach, and
advocacy efforts to increase awareness about the benefits of green roofs.

Many building owners and clients may have limited awareness and understanding
of the benefits and value of green roofs. Green roofs offer numerous advantages, such as
energy savings [15], improved building insulation, and enhanced aesthetics. However,
if these benefits are not effectively communicated, potential adopters may not perceive
green roofs as valuable investments. The lack of knowledge about the long-term benefits
and the absence of a genuine acknowledgment of the presence of public green spaces [47]
may lead to a lack of interest in incorporating green roofs into building projects. Moreover,
Pratama et al. [17] have emphasized that within ASEAN countries, raising public awareness
about green roofs remains the most formidable barrier to their implementation. This lack
of awareness could lead to diminished interest among property owners or clients. This
finding corresponds with the outcomes of the perception survey carried out in this study,
wherein 17% of participants expressed unfamiliarity with green roofs. Similarly, 30% of the
participants reported infrequent encounters with green roofs in the country.

4.4. Feasibility of Green Roofs

In terms of feasibility, the survey results were remarkably positive. A vast majority
of 99% of the respondents agreed that green roofs are feasible for existing buildings and
new buildings. This indicates a high level of confidence in the practicality and viability of
green roofs in various scenarios. The respondents’ support for implementing green roofs
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was also overwhelming, with 98% agreeing. This demonstrates a widespread endorsement
of green roof initiatives and their potential contributions to environmental sustainability
and urban resilience. Moreover, an overwhelming 99% of the participants indicated their
willingness to support the construction of green roofs on the building where they live,
signifying strong personal support and enthusiasm for incorporating green roofs into their
immediate living environments.

4.5. Study Implications

The findings of this study, which focus on the barriers of “high/additional construc-
tion cost”, “high/increase in maintenance cost”, and “lack of owner/client interest” in
implementing green roofs in Malaysia, offer valuable insights that complement and enrich
the barriers identified in previous works by Mustaffa et al. [25], Chee et al. [26], Rahim
et al. [27], Esa et al. [28], Chow and Abu Bakar [29], Ismail et al. [30], and Zahir et al. [31].
By examining these barriers in conjunction with the prior findings, a more comprehen-
sive and nuanced understanding of the barriers to implementing green roofs in Malaysia
can emerge.

To address the barriers posed by the elevated construction and maintenance costs
associated with implementing green roofs, a series of strategic approaches can be adopted
by local authorities. Firstly, a prudent choice of materials can significantly impact cost
considerations [10]. Opting for locally sourced and readily available materials that align
with specific climatic conditions can lower material costs. Additionally, selecting plant
species that thrive in the local environment and require minimal maintenance can curtail
ongoing upkeep expenses [48]. This strategic plant selection also diminishes the need for
extensive irrigation, further reducing operational costs over time.

Moreover, the utilization of waste materials presents a compelling strategy to sig-
nificantly reduce the construction costs associated with implementing green roofs. By
repurposing waste materials that would otherwise require disposal, construction projects
can tap into cost-effective alternatives for crucial components of green roof systems. For
instance, discarded or recycled materials such as crushed concrete, reclaimed wood, and
industrial byproducts can serve as lightweight and durable substrates, drainage layers,
and even planting mediums [8]. This not only diminishes the need for purchasing expen-
sive, conventional materials but also minimizes waste disposal expenses. Additionally,
the integration of waste materials aligns with sustainable practices, contributing to the
overall environmental and financial viability of green roof projects. As a result, the strate-
gic incorporation of waste materials lowers upfront construction expenses and reflects
a forward-thinking approach that underscores the economic benefits of resourcefulness
within the realm of green roof implementation. Additionally, the incorporation of waste
and recycled materials aligns seamlessly with sustainable practices, amplifying the overall
environmental and financial viability of green roof initiatives. This approach echoes a
resource-efficient philosophy that resonates with the push for waste and recycled materials
adoption, as endorsed in prominent guidelines such as the Green Building Index (GBI)
and the Green Technology Master Plan (GTMP). By promoting the use of waste and recy-
cled materials in the construction of green roofs, these policies recognize the multifaceted
benefits, ranging from cost savings to waste reduction and environmental conservation.
As such, the strategic embrace of waste materials drives down construction expenditures
and underscores a proactive stance in promoting sustainable construction practices, align-
ing coherently with the objectives articulated in influential frameworks such as the GBI
and GTMP.

On the contrary, maintenance planning is equally vital in cost mitigation. Crafting
a detailed and structured maintenance plan during the early stages ensures that upkeep
is consistent and preventative, preventing more substantial and costly repairs. Training
maintenance personnel to understand the unique demands of green roofs can also be
cost-effective. A knowledgeable maintenance crew can carry out routine tasks effectively,
potentially reducing reliance on external contractors for specialized services.
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The current study’s focus on owner and client interest highlights the crucial role
that awareness and education play in driving demand for green roofs. The Malaysian
government has undertaken a comprehensive initiative to promote green practices and
sustainable development, spanning multiple periods including the Tenth Malaysia Plan,
Eleventh Malaysia Plan, and the Twelfth Malaysia Plan. This commitment is exemplified
by the establishment of the National Green Technology Policy (NGTP) in 2009, which has
spurred various measures to foster green development [25]. These measures encompass a
range of initiatives such as green incentives, financing schemes, procurement strategies,
and the introduction of green rating systems such as the Green Building Index (GBI). These
systems evaluate the environmental impact and performance of buildings, townships,
and infrastructure projects. Notably, the Green Technology Financing Scheme (GTFS) was
introduced in 2010 to encourage involvement in green technology-based projects, renewable
energy, recycling, and waste management initiatives. Moreover, income tax exemptions,
import duty, sales tax exemptions, and investment tax allowances have been introduced to
incentivize green development. The “MyHijau” program, launched in 2012, is a platform for
businesses to promote eco-friendly products and services, further advancing the country’s
aspirations for environmentally conscious practices [25]. Nevertheless, even with the
government’s introduction of initiatives and incentives, there remains a limited level of
enthusiasm among property owners and clients to embrace the implementation of green
roofs. Therefore, local authorities should launch comprehensive awareness campaigns to
educate property owners and clients about the multifaceted benefits of green roofs. Here,
the local authorities should not only highlight the environmental advantages but also the
potential long-term cost savings and improved property value.

Overall, the survey results demonstrate a high level of awareness, support, and
optimism toward green roofs among the respondents. The overwhelmingly positive
responses on feasibility, support for implementation, and personal willingness to have green
roofs on their buildings underscore the potential for further growth and promotion of green
roof projects in Malaysia. These findings can serve as a valuable reference for policymakers,
urban planners, and stakeholders in the building industry to develop targeted strategies
and initiatives to advance the implementation of green roofs and foster a more sustainable
and eco-friendlier built environment in Malaysia.

5. Conclusions

Numerous barriers hinder the promotion of green roofs in both existing and new
buildings in Malaysia. This study aimed to identify the most encountered barriers. The top
three key barriers are highlighted as “high/additional construction cost”, “high/increase in
maintenance cost” and “lack of owner/client interest”. These barriers were found to persist
throughout the entire building life cycle, affecting the planning and design, construction
and operation, and management stages. The paper’s analysis provides substantial evi-
dence supporting these findings. The overwhelmingly positive response from the survey
participants underscores the need for further advocacy and implementation of green roof
projects to drive positive environmental change and enhance the resilience of urban areas.
As the world increasingly faces environmental challenges, the widespread enthusiasm for
green roofs offers promising prospects for a greener and more sustainable future.

This study has paved the way for meaningful change, yet the journey toward more
sustainable urban development remains ongoing. To further elevate the impact of this
study, several future research avenues are proposed. Future research endeavors could
delve into an in-depth analysis of context-specific barriers to green roof implementation in
Malaysia. The study could encompass barriers stemming from the tropical climate, local
building regulations, the availability of suitable vegetation, and the influence of cultural
factors. Investigating these barriers would contribute to a comprehensive understanding
of the hurdles faced in the Malaysian context and offer practical insights for stakeholders
engaged in sustainable urban planning and development. In addition, future research
could showcase successful green roof projects within Malaysia or other regions with
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similar contexts. Analyzing case studies and identifying best practices could provide
practical guidance for overcoming barriers and achieving successful outcomes in green
roof implementation.

Furthermore, future research is necessary to identify effective critical success factors
(CSFs) for overcoming the key barriers uncovered in this study. By addressing these
barriers, Malaysia is anticipated to establish a green built environment, fostering the
widespread implementation of extensive green roofs. The study offers compelling evidence
underscoring the importance of finding solutions to mitigate the barriers surrounding
the utilization of green roofs, thus contributing significantly to creating a sustainable
urban environment.

Nevertheless, the study focuses on specific regions or urban areas within Malaysia,
which could lead to results that might not be universally applicable to the entire country
due to varying environmental, climatic, and socioeconomic conditions. Additionally, the
study’s scope might not encompass all possible barriers and feasibility factors, potentially
overlooking certain crucial aspects that could influence the successful implementation of
green roofs in diverse contexts across Malaysia. Therefore, although the study provides
valuable insights, its findings should be interpreted within the context of the selected
geographical areas and factors considered, recognizing the need for further research to
validate the applicability of its conclusions on a broader scale. Another limitation of the
study could be its potential underrepresentation of local community perspectives. Although
the study might extensively analyze technical, economic, and environmental aspects, it
might not thoroughly capture the opinions, preferences, and cultural nuances of the people
who would be directly impacted by the implementation of green roofs. Neglecting the
insights and concerns of the local community members could result in an incomplete
understanding of the practical barriers and acceptance of green roofs within the Malaysian
context. Therefore, to gain a more holistic understanding of the barriers and feasibility,
future research should consider incorporating qualitative methods that delve into the
social dynamics and community viewpoints to ensure a well-rounded evaluation of the
potential implementation.
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4. Kolasa-Więcek, A.; Suszanowicz, D. The green roofs for reduction in the load on rainwater drainage in highly urbanised areas.

Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. 2021, 28, 4269–34277. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.3390/buildings13071846
https://doi.org/10.3390/buildings13082058
https://doi.org/10.2166/wst.2023.060
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-12616-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33523377


Buildings 2023, 13, 2233 15 of 16

5. Paithankar, D.N.; Taji, S.G. Investigating the hydrological performance of green roofs using storm water management model.
Mat. Today Proc. 2020, 32, 943–950. [CrossRef]

6. Cascone, S. Green roof design: State of the art on technology and materials. Sustainability 2019, 11, 3020. [CrossRef]
7. Karachaliou, P.; Santamouris, M.; Pangalou, H. Experimental and numerical analysis of the energy performance of alarge scale

intensive green roof system installed on an office building in Athens. Energy Build. 2016, 114, 256–264. [CrossRef]
8. Romali, N.S.; Suzany, M.N.; Shahid, K.A. Green roof for stormwater runoff control: A review. AIP Conf. Proc. 2023, 2688, 040001.
9. Mahdiyar, A.; Mohandes, S.; Durdyev, S.; Tabatabaee, S.; Ismail, S. Barriers to green roof installation: An integrated fuzzy-based

MCDM approach. J. Clean. Prod. 2020, 269, 122365. [CrossRef]
10. Kader, S.A.; Spalevic, V.; Dudic, B. Feasibility study for estimating optimal substrate parameters for sustainable green roof in Sri

Lanka. Environ. Dev. Sustain. 2022. [CrossRef]
11. Grullon-Penkova, I.F.; Zimmerman, J.K.; Gonzalez, G. Green roofs in the tropics: Design considerations and vegetation dynamics.

Heliyon 2020, 6, e04712. [CrossRef]
12. Qiu, D.; Peng, H.; Li, T.; Qi, Y. Application of stabilized sludge to extensive green roofs in Shanghai: Feasibility and nitrogen

leaching control. Sci. Total Environ. 2020, 732, 138898. [CrossRef]
13. Romali, N.S.; Othman, N.S.; Mhd Ramli, N.N. The application of green roof for stormwater quantity and quality improvement.

IOP Conf. Ser. Earth Environ. Sci. 2019, 682, 012029. [CrossRef]
14. Zheng, X.; Yang, Z.; Yang, J.; Tang, M.; Feng, C. An experimental study on the thermal and energy performance of self-sustaining

green roofs under severe drought conditions in summer. Energy Build. 2022, 261, 111953. [CrossRef]
15. Tang, M.; Zheng, X. Experimental study of the thermal performance of an extensive green roof on sunny summer days. Appl.

Energy 2019, 242, 1010–1021. [CrossRef]
16. Mohajer, H.R.H.; Ding, L.; Santamouris, M. Developing heat mitigation strategies in the urban environment of Sydney, Australia.

Buildings 2022, 12, 903. [CrossRef]
17. Pratama, H.C.; Sinsiri, T.; Chapirom, A. Green roof development in ASEAN countries: The challenges and perspectives.

Sustainability 2023, 15, 7714. [CrossRef]
18. Shafique, M.; Kim, R.; Raq, M. Green roof benefits, opportunities and challenges—A review. Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev. 2018,

90, 757–773. [CrossRef]
19. Shafique, M.; Luo, X.; Zuo, J. Photovoltaic-green roofs: A review of benefits, limitations, and trends. Sol. Energy 2020, 202, 485–497.

[CrossRef]
20. Zhang, G.; He, B.J. Towards green roof implementation: Drivers, motivations, barriers and recommendations. Urban For. Urban

Green. 2021, 58, 126992. [CrossRef]
21. Chen, X.; Shuai, C.; Chen, Z.; Zhang, Y. What are the root causes hindering the implementation of green roofs in urban China? Sci.

Total Environ. 2019, 654, 742–750. [CrossRef]
22. Zhang, X.; Shen, L.; Tam, V.W.Y.; Lee, W.W.Y. Barriers to implement extensive green roof system: A Hong Kong study. Renew.

Sustain. Energy Rev. 2012, 16, 314–319. [CrossRef]
23. Hossain, M.A.; Shams, S.; Amin, M.; Reza, M.S.; Chowdhury, T.U. Perception and barriers to implementation of intensive and

extensive green roofs in Dhaka, Bangladesh. Buildings 2019, 9, 79. [CrossRef]
24. Ismail, W.Z.W.; Abdullah, M.N.; Hashim, H.; Rani, W.S.W. An overview of green roof development in Malaysia and a way

forward. AIP Conf. Proc. 2018, 2016, 020058.
25. Mustaffa, N.K.; Mat Isa, C.M.; Che Ibrahim, C.K.I. Top-down bottom-up strategic green building development framework: Case

studies in Malaysia. Build. Environ. 2021, 203, 108052. [CrossRef]
26. Chee, Y.P.; Dullah, S.; Amaludin, A.A.; Ghazali, H.; Asrah, H.; Matlan, S.J. Potential application of extensive green roofs in bus

stops—Malaysia. AIP Conf. Proc. 2021, 2339, 020115.
27. Rahim, S.; Osman, S.A.; Mohd Razali, S.F.; Azmi, M.R.; Borhan, M.N.; Mohd Jais, A.; Abdullah, R.; Rofik, S. A State-of-the-Art

Review on Green Roof Implementation. In ICCOEE2020, LNCE; Springer: Singapore, 2021; Volume 132, pp. 1035–1043.
28. Esa, M.R.; Marhani, M.A.; Yaman, R.; Hassan, A.A.; Noor Rashid, N.H.; Adnan, H. Obstacles in implementing green building

projects in Malaysia. Aust. J. Basic Appl. Sci. 2011, 5, 1806–1812.
29. Chow, M.F.; Abu Bakar, M.F. A review on the development and challenges of green roof systems in Malaysia. Int. J. Civ. Environ.

Struct. Constr. Archit. Eng. 2016, 10, 16–20.
30. Ismail, W.Z.W.; Isnin (Ithnin), Z.; Ahmad, S.S.; Kamarudin, H.; Ariff, N.R.M. Challenges of implementing green roofs on high rise

apartments in the Klang Valley urban area in Malaysia. Adv. Sci. Lett. 2016, 22, 1497–1501. [CrossRef]
31. Zahir, M.H.M.; Raman, S.N.; Mohamed, M.F.; Jamiland, M.; Nopiah, Z.M. The perception of Malaysian architects towards the

implementation of green roofs: A review of practices, methodologies and future research. E3S Web Conf. 2014, 3, 01022. [CrossRef]
32. Moher, D.; Liberati, A.; Tetzlaff, J.; Altman, G.D. Preferred reporting items for systematic reviews and meta-analyses: The PRISMA

statement. BMJ 2009, 339, b2535. [CrossRef]
33. King, S.S.; Rahman, R.A.; Fauzi, M.A.; Haron, A.T. Critical analysis of pandemic impact on AEC organizations: The COVID-19

case. J. Eng. Des. Technol. 2021, 20, 358–383. [CrossRef]
34. Liu, T.; Lawluvy, Y.; Shi, Y.; Yap, P. Low impact development (LID) practices: A review on recent developments, challenges and

prospects. Water Air Soil Pollut. 2021, 232, 344. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpr.2020.05.085
https://doi.org/10.3390/su11113020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2015.04.055
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2020.122365
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-022-02837-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2020.e04712
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.138898
https://doi.org/10.1088/1755-1315/682/1/012029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enbuild.2022.111953
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2019.03.153
https://doi.org/10.3390/buildings12070903
https://doi.org/10.3390/su15097714
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2018.04.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.solener.2020.02.101
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ufug.2021.126992
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2018.11.051
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2011.07.157
https://doi.org/10.3390/buildings9040079
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2021.108052
https://doi.org/10.1166/asl.2016.6658
https://doi.org/10.1051/e3sconf/20140301022
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.b2535
https://doi.org/10.1108/JEDT-04-2021-0225
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-021-05262-5


Buildings 2023, 13, 2233 16 of 16

35. Bashir, M.F.; Zhao, Y.; Ahmad, S.; Akram, N. Urban green infrastructure: A review of the ecological and social outcomes. Sustain.
Cities Soc. 2017, 29, 147–158.

36. Matos Silva, C.; Serro, J.; Dinis Ferreira, P.; Teotónio, L. The socioeconomi feasibility of greening rail stations: A case study in
Lisbon. Eng. Econ. 2019, 64, 167–190. [CrossRef]

37. Alim, M.A.; Rahman, A.; Tao, Z.; Garner, B.; Grifth, R.; Liebman, M. Green roof as an effective tool for sustainable urban
development: An Australian perspective in relation to stormwater and building energy management. J. Clean. Prod. 2022,
362, 132561. [CrossRef]

38. Yao, L.; Chini, A.; Zeng, I.T. Integrating cost-benefits analysis and life cycle assessment of green roofs: A case study in Florida.
Hum. Ecol. Risk Assess. 2020, 26, 443–458. [CrossRef]

39. Brudermann, T.; Sangkakool, T. Green roofs in temperate climate cities in Europe—An analysis of key decision factors. Urban For.
Urban Green. 2017, 21, 224–234. [CrossRef]

40. Sangkakool, T.; Techato, K.; Zaman, R.; Brudermann, T. Prospects of green roofs in urban Thailand—A multi-criteria decision
analysis. J. Clean. Prod. 2018, 196, 400–410. [CrossRef]

41. Faisal, Z.; Elsaadany, A.S. Green roof awareness, opportunities, and challenges in Egypt. IOP Conf. Ser. Earth Environ. Sci. 2022,
1113, 012006. [CrossRef]

42. Zeadat, Z.F. Urban green infrasturucture in Jordan: A perceptive of hurdles and challenges. J. Sustain. Real Estate 2022, 14, 21–41.
[CrossRef]

43. Ezema, I.C.; Ediac, O.J.; Ekhaese, E.N. Opportunities for and barriers to the adoption of green roofs in Lagos, Nigeria. In
Proceedings of the International Conference on African Development Issues (CU-ICADI) 2015: Renewable Energy Track, Ota,
Nigeria, 11–13 May 2015; pp. 220–226.

44. Zambrano-Prado, P.; Pons-Gumi, D.; Toboso-Chavero, S.; Parada, F.; Josa, A.; Gabarrell, X.; Rieradevall, J. Perceptions on barriers
and opportunities for integrating urban agri-green roofs: A European Mediterranean compact city case. Cities 2021, 114, 103196.
[CrossRef]

45. Palanisamy, B.; Shaurabh, S.; Narasimhan, B. Analysis of challenges and opportunities for low-impact development techniques in
urbanizing catchments of the Coastal City of Chennai, India: Case study. J. Hydrol. Eng. 2020, 25, 05020033. [CrossRef]

46. Joshi, M.Y.; Telle, J. Urban integration of green roofs: Current challenges and perspectives. Sustainability 2021, 13, 12378. [CrossRef]
47. Abdul Rahman, S.R.; Ahmad, H.; Fitry Rosley, M.S. Green Roof: Its awareness among professionals and potential in Malaysian

market. Procedia Soc. Behav. Sci. 2013, 85, 443–453. [CrossRef]
48. Krishnan, R.; Ahmad, H. Influence of low growing vegetation in reducing stormwater runoff on green roofs. Int. J. High-Rise

Build. 2014, 3, 1–6.

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1080/0013791X.2018.1470272
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2022.132561
https://doi.org/10.1080/10807039.2018.1514251
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ufug.2016.12.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.06.060
https://doi.org/10.1088/1755-1315/1113/1/012006
https://doi.org/10.1080/19498276.2022.2098589
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2021.103196
https://doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)HE.1943-5584.0001995
https://doi.org/10.3390/su132212378
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2013.08.373

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Data Collection Methods 
	Literature Review 
	Questionnaire Survey 

	Results 
	Barriers to Implementing Green Roofs in Malaysia 
	The Feasibility and Support for Green Roofs 

	Discussion 
	High/Additional Construction Cost 
	High/Increase in Maintenance Cost 
	Lack of Owner/Client Interest 
	Feasibility of Green Roofs 
	Study Implications 

	Conclusions 
	References

