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Territorial Space Resilience: A Conceptual Framework and Its Implementation Path
YANG Xuanmei

Abstract: In the Guidelines for the Compilation of Provincial Territorial Spatial Plans
(Trial Version)released in January 2020, "territorial space resilience(TSR)" is introduced
as an emerging concept. By scrutinizing the multidisciplinary construct of the "resilience"
concept and its inter-disciplinary application, including that in spatial planning, the
paper argues that TSR can serve as the bridge between the traditional robust
disaster prevention strategies centered on engineering technology and the disaster
adaptation models. Its conceptual framework can be explained by three modules: Socio-
Eco-Technological Systems(SETSs), spatial networks, and interdisciplinary researches.
The paper demonstrates the significance of system characteristics, spatial association,
and information exchange. It further discusses the operational paths, which can be
summarized into the three steps of coordinating multiple disasters, optimizing spatial
zoning to deal with uncertainty, and building community emergency response
network. The research provides a new angle to examine the governance model for
achieving territorial space security.

Keywords: territorial space resilience; SETSs; conceptual framework; implementation path
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