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Abstract 
Climate change has become one of the biggest environmental challenges the world is currently facing. Recent 
IPCC projections indicate that climate change impacts will increase as current incremental-based adaptation 
management approaches are insufficient to deal with climate-induced systemic shocks and climate 
uncertainties. Despite the use of advanced climate impact assessment models, some uncertainty about the 
nature, scale and dynamics of these impacts on water systems remains persistent. Due to this uncertainty 
and the complexity of these systems, a shift to transformative water management, building on 
transformative adaptation, is needed to accommodate disruptive futures and transformative change. We 
cannot rely solely on predictive forward-looking approaches that generate likely futures, which argues in 
favor of the complementary use of normative approaches. Backcasting is such an approach that produces 
desirable futures, before looking back from these futures to the present in order to develop adaptation 
pathways that could lead to such desirable futures. Backcasting can provide directionality to transformative 
change, which can guide actions and small incremental, gradual steps towards transformative change, 
enabling to explore a diversity of possible adaptation pathways and pathway switching, but more effort is 
needed to further advance backcasting for transformative water management. Based on recent insights on 
both transformative adaptation and the use of backcasting for climate adaptation, this paper proposes nine 
principles for advancing backcasting for transformative water management.  
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1. Introduction 
Obviously, climate change affects water management in multiple ways. In the past two decades, adaptive 
water management has become the main response within the water sector to the impact of climate change 
by making alterations in order to enhance the resilience of people and nature (Edalat & Abdi, 2018; Gawne 
& Thompson, 2023; Pahl-Wostl, 2020). Adaptive water management is considered as an approach for 
continuously improving water management policies and practices by learning from management decisions 
and their uncertainties regarding consequences (Foxon, 2009; Hermans et al., 2012; Pahl-Wostl, Sendzimir, 
et al., 2007; Schreiber, 2004). Over the last two decades, adaptive water management has proven itself as 
a useful approach for dealing with complex water systems with uncertain and unpredictable dynamics 
related to climate change (Miro et al., 2021; Westling et al., 2019).  
 
Adaptive management is inspired by work on social-ecological-systems and tipping points in which one 
stable system state turns into another stable system state, which can again be related to punctuated 
equilibriums (Folke et al., 2004; Olsson et al., 2004). The emergence of adaptive management marked a 
paradigm shift from a predominantly engineering and control-based approach to a more ecologically 
sensitive and learning based management approach (Schoeman et al., 2014; van der Voorn & Quist, 2018). 
By learning together to manage together, social learning enables collaborative approaches to adaptation to 
include processes of intentional self-reflection and dialogue through which the stakeholders of a social-
ecological system explore how the system might be made more resilient, and how that resilience might be 
sustained (Folke et al., 2005; Olsson et al., 2004). 
 
As adaptive water management is increasingly challenged by recent climate change predictions and 
increasingly extreme weather across the globe, it raises the question of whether it will be able to adequately 
deal with shocks and systemic uncertainties? An adaptive and incremental optimization approach is 
arguably insufficient or even counterproductive to absorb more extreme weather events causing major 
disruptions in the functioning of critical infrastructure (Berrang-Ford et al., 2021; van Duuren et al., 2019). 
More fundamental changes in human-water systems (e.g., infrastructure, institutions) and their 
management (e.g., spatial planning) are needed for long-term climate resilient human-water systems (de 
Graaf et al., 2009; European Commission, 2024).  Hence, more transformative approaches need to be 
explored to reduce long-term vulnerability to climate change (Engbersen et al., 2024; Lindegaard, 2018; 
Park et al., 2012; Wise et al., 2014). This would mean that current water management and its strategies 
need to move beyond incrementalism in order to mitigate climate risks and vulnerability in the long run 
(Westling et al., 2019) and to develop transformative governance capacities.  
 
A promising way to do so, while reducing the root causes of climate risks and vulnerability, is through 
fundamental system changes to anticipate climate extremes while building social and ecological resilience, 
here referred to as transformative adaptation (Lonsdale et al, 2015). Within the long-term narrative of 
desired transitions, we understand transformative adaptation in this paper as strategic attempts to govern 
the transformation of socio-ecological systems across different scales (temporal, spatial, societal domains 
and levels) towards a desired endpoint (system state), addressing the root causes of vulnerability of 
societies and ecosystems at risk. This creates space for further learning and inter/multi/transdisciplinary 
dialogue around understanding transformations, adaptive transformations or transformative adaptations, 
and or transformative water management. Such attempts benefit from a long-term vision on system change 
as a starting point to identify and maximize the transformative potential of climate adaptation interventions 
in the short and long run.   
 
Within the confines of transformative adaptation, transformative water management involves a systems  
approach to the way water resources are managed to anticipate and accommodate long-term climate 
change while simultaneously building social and ecological resilience and supporting ecological integrity, 
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social equity, and economic viability. In this paper, transformative adaptation and transformative water 
management are different yet overlapping approaches that can coexist simultaneously. However, thinking 
of transformative adaptation has been further elaborated and can be used to develop transformative water 
management further. For instance, due to its spatial component, transformative water management aligned 
with transformative adaptation goes beyond established boundaries of the water system and domain. 
Moreover, the Dutch scientific climate council has acknowledged that pivotal decisions on water safety, 
flooding, fresh water supply, and heat stress are to be made at the intersection of spatial planning and the 
water system (WKR, 2025).  In addition to this, water is traditionally managed by water managers, but it has 
also become an essential topic of other sectors (e.g., agriculture, land-use, navigation). This forces water 
managers to collaborate proactively with their counterparts from such sectors (van der Voorn, 2023). 
Overall, transformative water management aligned with transformative adaptation anticipates issues 
emerging from outside the water system and domain, but disregards the required change in the overall 
social-economic system. For instance, changes towards degrowth or green growth might impact the water 
(management) system.  
 
Although transformative adaptation and transformative water management have experienced increasing 
popularity in policy debates and academic discussions (Deubelli & Mechler, 2021), a gap remains in 
translating both approaches into policy (Engbersen et al., 2024). It requires complementary approaches that 
are able to include the speculative and normative aspects of disruptive futures and how they can be related 
to short term choices. Participatory backcasting is such an approach that has been developed to produce 
such futures and can support actors to move from the more traditional to transformative water 
management. It also facilitates social learning by collective construction of and reflection on (i) desirable 
future end-states, (ii) how do we get there from the present, and (iii) which collective goals and intermediate 
steps can or should be taken. Moreover, backcasting also provides directionality to transformative change, 
as it explores a diversity of possible adaptation pathways and options for pathway switching for guiding 
towards desirable future end-states (section 3.1), but further development is needed.   
In this paper, we therefore explore how backcasting can be used for transformative water management and 
what this can look like, building upon earlier evaluations of the use of backcasting, focusing on its application 
in climate adaptation, climate action and water management (van der Voorn et al, 2017, 2023; van der 
Voorn, 2023). What is clear however is that more effort is needed to make backcasting fit for transformative 
adaptation. This paper therefore focuses on conceptual and methodological improvements for advancing 
backcasting for transformative water management, by drawing key insights from publications that aim to 
contribute to a better understanding of the potential of backcasting for climate adaptation and how it can 
be applied in water management.  
 
This paper is structured as follows. Section 2 conceptualizes transformative adaptation using recent 
literatures on transformation, transition and water governance. Section 3 explains the relevance of 
backcasting for transformative adaptation using key insights from backcasting studies. Building on these 
insights, we propose a set of principles for further advancing backcasting for transformative water 
management. Concluding remarks and potential downsides of using backcasting for transformative water 
management are discussed in section 4. 
 
2. Conceptualizing transformative adaptation 
2.1 The limits to adaptation 
Climate change adaptation has been discussed and practiced for quite some time in relation to topics, such 
as adaptive water management and governance (Dolman, 2021; Pahl-Wostl, Craps, et al., 2007; Pahl-Wostl, 
Sendzimir, et al., 2007), spatial planning (Nadin et al., 2021; Van Buuren et al., 2013), climate resilient cities 
(Fu & Li, 2022; Shokry et al., 2025), including the adaptation of building codes to extreme weather conditions 
(Ben Ratmia et al., 2024), and agriculture (Dubey et al., 2020), including the development of drought-
tolerant crops (Rakshit et al., 2022). Increasingly, scholars and practitioners alike express their concerns 
about the limitations of adaptation, which is incremental by nature and relies on technocratic solutions 
(Fedele et al., 2019, 2020; Filho et al., 2023; Filho et al., 2022; Lonsdale, 2015). Critics of this approach argue 
that this type of adaptation fails to address root causes of differential vulnerability, which are largely social 
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and political in nature (Berkhout & Dow, 2023; Berrang-Ford et al., 2021). It fits within wider discussions on 
transformative change (Visseren-Hamakers et al., 2021) and transition governance (Hebinck et al., 2022; 
Hebinck & Loorbach, 2024) where the argument is made that policy in general is inclined to optimize existing 
societal systems and structures through innovation in an incremental way. Although the idea of 
transformative change has been introduced in water management (Pahl-Wostl, 2020), the concept has not 
yet been well developed and defined in different ways.  
 
In the literature, transformative and transformational are often used  interchangeably (Filho et al. (2023), 
but we here use transformative. However, Kates et al. (2012) consider transformative and transformational 
not as exclusive terms, as climate action can both represent transformative and transformational 
adaptation with similar basic characteristics1. It is worth mentioning that Kates et al (2012) distinguished 
three forms of transformative changes: (i) changes that are adopted at a larger scale, (ii) changes that are 
new and have never been used in a particular system, and (iii) changes that transform places and shift 
locations. These authors also state that transformative changes can be the outcome of either collective or 
individual changes, both autonomous and explicitly planned.  
 
Either way, transformative adaptation involves integrating deep uncertainty, non-linearity and possible 
extremes associated with climate change into a governance approach (Hölscher et al., 2019). Moreover, it 
is necessary to move beyond incremental improvement of existing practices through adaptation, as this 
might reinforce undesirable path-dependencies and limit future possibilities for more systemic change. 
Following the transition governance logic by Loorbach et al. (2017) this implies adopting a long-term 
orientation towards social system change aligning  short-term actions with a long-term vision. In this, we do 
not see adaptive governance as problematic per se, as long as it is combined with a transformative 
orientation and approach (de Geus et al., 2022; Loorbach, 2022). 

 
2.2 Incremental versus transformative adaptation 
Building on transformation and transition literature, we can distinguish between incremental and 
transformative adaptation, as summarized in Table 1, and contrasted as the extreme, opposing ends of 
seven characteristics. We argue that transformative adaptation and its inherent longer-term orientation 
towards system change, implies a radically different approach to policy and governance, compared to 
adaptive management. An orientation in which vested interests and power structures, marginalized 
perspective and values, and social innovations are more explicit and dealt with in different, reflexive ways.   
 
Transformative adaptation has been differently described and defined. Pérez-Català (2014), for instance, 
identify two main distinctions in the literature on transformative adaptation as ‘fitting to’ and ‘fitting with’ 
the environment, although others refer to this as ‘adapting to’ and ‘adapting with’ change (Collins & Ison, 
2009; Pelling, 2010). In the ‘adapting to’ description, the environment is external, and the focus is on how 
the existing system is responding to increased risk and vulnerability by developing adaptation responses 
that focus on increasing either the scale or intensity of existing approaches (Kates et al., 2012; Rickards & 
Howden, 2012). In ‘adapting with’ socio-ecological systems are co-developing responses to change and this 
framing thus emphasizes the need to consider the causes of vulnerability within society (Kates et al., 2012; 
Pelling, 2010). On a temporal scale, incremental adaptation focuses on current conditions and short-term 
change and future uncertainty is acknowledged (Pahl-Wostl, Sendzimir, et al., 2007). However,  
transformative adaptation should focus on the future, to acknowledge long-term change and uncertainty 
and built into decision-making (Filho et al., 2022; Lonsdale, 2015) 
 
Lonsdale (2015) stressed the importance of learning in both incremental and transformative adaptation. In 
this model, single loop is associated with becoming more efficient by learning to do the same thing, which 
is congruent with incremental adaptation (Argyris & Schön, 1997). Double loop learning is when experience 

 
1 Transition and transformation are used interchangeably. Differences between both terms partially result from their 
etymological origins. Transitions represent the shift from one state to another, whereas transformation relates to a 
change in shape. Transitioning therefore implies significant transformations (Holscher, 2018). 
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leads to change in how something is approached or even the goal itself (Argyris & Schön, 1997). Triple loop 
learning occurs when the framework or context for observing and analyzing is questioned, which is the case 
in transformative adaptation (Pahl-Wostl, 2009). 
 
As argued by Lonsdale (2015), most definitions of transformative adaptation address fundamental aspects 
of the system, including aspects of power and management. Regarding incremental adaptation, Handmer 
and Dovers (1996), describe the human desire to maintain the status quo where possible and return systems 
to a previous state after a disruption, rather than being open to major changes. In their three types typology, 
type I resilience refers to the resistance of a system to change. Type II resilience involves marginal changes 
to make a system more resilient; and Type III applies when there is a high degree of openness, adaptability 
and flexibility within the system (Dovers & Handmer, 1992). Type III resilience is capable of transformative 
adaptation due to its ability to ‘change the basic operating assumptions, and thus institutional structures’ 
(Dovers and Handmer, ibid). It thus openly challenges unfair or ineffective power structures, and strongly 
advocates participatory mechanisms in order to expand the responsibility and subsequent opportunities for 
wider inclusion in decision-making and in expanding the choice of options 

 
Table 1. Characteristics used to distinguish incremental and transformative adaptation (updated from van der Voorn 
(2023)). 

Characteristic Incremental adaptation Transformative adaptation 

Description Framed as ‘complicated’  (Ison et al., 2015) Framed as ‘complex’, ‘wicked’ or ‘super 
wicked’ (Ison et al., 2015) 

Scale of 
change 

Smaller, discrete within paradigmatic 
changes in the water system and sector 

System wide change, transcending the water 
system and sector and targeting the broader 
social-cultural context 

Depth of 
change 

Superficial changes in existing adaptation 
practices and ways of dealing with climate 
risks and uncertainties 

A shift in values, identities and norms that 
shape the system of interest and changes its 
practices, structure, functions, and revisits the 
boundaries of the system 

 

Temporal 
scale 

Focus on current conditions and short-term 
change and future uncertainty is 
acknowledged (Pahl-Wostl, Sendzimir, et 
al., 2007) 

Focus on future, long-term change and 
uncertainty in the future is acknowledged and 
built into decision-making (Filho et al., 2022; 
Lonsdale, 2015) 

 
Learning 

Single and double loop learning for 
optimization of water management  
(Argyris, 1978) 

Triple loop learning for changing fundamental 
values, norms and beliefs underlying 
perspectives on water management (Pahl-
Wostl, 2009) 

Power Generally greater control over outcome  

Seek to operate within the status quo to 
maintain and/or increase efficiency of 
existing systems  

 

Outcome open ended or uncontrollable (and 
could be positive or negative) (Lonsdale, 
2015) 

Addresses power imbalance and the causes of 
social injustice to induce a step change 
/radical shift to the operation of the existing 
system (Ziervogel et al., 2022) 

Management 
paradigm 

Reactive management of change, focusing 
on current conditions  

Management of change is focused on 
finding ways to optimize or keep the 
present system in operation  

Aim to address Type I resilience (resistance 
and maintenance) and Type II (change at 

Anticipated, planned management of change 
(Filho et al., 2022) through long-term 
adaptation pathways 

Management of change includes questioning 
the effectiveness of existing systems and 
processes (Filho et al., 2022) 

Aim to address Type III resilience (openness 
and adaptability) (Handmer & Dovers, 1996) 
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the margins) resilience (Handmer & Dovers, 
1996) 

focusing on the broader societal aspects to 
achieve broader social ecological resilience  

 
 

2.3 Perspectives on transformative adaptation 
In addition to the characteristics discussed above, different perspectives on transformative adaptation have 
been discussed over the last decade  (Few et al., 2017). For example, Kates et al. (2012), were among the 
first, describing transformative adaptation as climate adaptation that takes place at a larger scale or 
intensity, is innovative, or transforms places and shifts locations. Although various scholars have attempted 
to define what makes climate adaptation transformative, their effort has resulted in diffuse meanings 
leading to confusion that hinders transformative action (Engbersen et al., 2024). Providing that the 
transformation literature covers both the natural and social sciences and humanities (O’Brien, 2011), Few 
et al (2017) focused on interpretations applied to the environmental change field  and identified two main 
perspectives: a critical social science and an ecological perspective. Similarly, Engbersen et al (2024) 
identified two main perspectives have emerged that diverge in different ways since the influential work by 
Kates et al. (2012).  
 
The first perspective employs an ecological perspective on environmental change emphasizes the depth, 
speed and scope of transformative change and include the social dimension of changes in addition to 
physical changes (Fazey et al., 2018; Feola, 2015; Moore et al., 2021). More specifically, the IPCC (2012) 
defines transformation as “a fundamental change that often involves a change in paradigm and include 
shifts in perception and meaning, changes in underlying norms and values, reconfiguration of social 
networks and patterns of interaction, changes in power structures, and the introduction of new institutional 
arrangements and regulatory frameworks”. Others elaborated on the role of agency, power and politics in 
transformative change (O'Brien, 2015; Pot et al., 2024; Westley et al., 2013). Political and economic actors 
with interests and powers vested in existing infrastructural, economic, and institutional systems limit the 
possibility of alternative adaptation pathways and complicates long-term adaptation (Engbersen et al., 
2024). Transformative adaptation is expected to disrupt the power status quo to overcome these lock-ins 
(Pot et al., 2024), by adopting a participatory approach for pursuing long-term adaptation pathways 
(Engbersen et al., 2024). Such pathway thinking helps to development of more transformative trajectories 
that better align with the scale of change required to address long-term climate risks and uncertainties 
(Haasnoot et al., 2013; Haasnoot et al., 2012; Wise et al., 2014). Evidently, transformative adaptation 
involves transformation of broader societal aspects to achieve climate resilience through development 
activities (Few et al., 2017). 
 
The second perspective employs a social perspective emphasize that transformations tackle the root causes 
of current vulnerabilities of people and ecosystems that are at risk (Hellin et al., 2023; O’Brien, 2012; 
Ziervogel, 2019; Ziervogel et al., 2022). This perspective draws from systems ecology and consider 
transformation (the ability to undergo change) as a positive characteristic of resilient systems. Others 
(Olsson et al., 2014) elaborated on the parameters of transformation underlying transformations such as 
mechanisms, patterns  and conditions. Few et al (2017), for instance, categorized forms of transformative 
change, focusing on mechanisms of change, target outcomes in relation to climate risk, and the object of 
change, within or beyond climate adaptation. From this perspective, transformative adaptation focuses on 
addressing climate risk at various scales e.g., community (Ziervogel, 2019; Ziervogel et al., 2022) or city 
(Pieterse & du Toit, 2025), while simultaneously addressing sustainability aspects e.g., social justice and 
equity (Berkhout & Dow, 2023; Solomonian & Di Ruggiero, 2021), and the root causes of risk for increased 
resilience (Pelling et al., 2015).  
 
It must be noted that the both perspectives started from different original ideas, but by time, evolution, 
cross-fertilization they have become very similar. The next section addresses how to feed transformative 
adaptation thinking into backcasting for transformative adaptation and transformative water management. 
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3. Backcasting for transformative adaptation 
3.1 The relevance of backcasting 
Backcasting is a well-known normative foresight approach for generating a desirable future, followed by 
looking backwards from that future to the present in order to strategize and to plan how it could be achieved 
(Dreborg, 1996; Quist, 2007; Quist & Vergragt, 2006; Robinson, 1990). Compared to forecasting and 
exploratory scenario approaches, participatory backcasting and related vision-oriented normative 
approaches are the least applied foresight approach in climate change adaptation planning (van der Voorn 
et al., 2012; van der Voorn et al., 2017). Visioning is an essential part of backcasting, though visioning 
approaches are also applied in climate adaption without using the term backcasting (Nalau and Cobb 2022). 
 
Backcasting is a suitable approach for addressing real-world problems characterized by complexity, 
uncertainty and stakeholder value conflicts for which transformative changes at a systemic level are 
necessary. A typical example is a climate resilient flood protection design, in which a longer time horizon 
(e.g., 50 - 100 years) is required for system-level changes, including the replacement of the current flood 
defense infrastructure, as well as climate adaptation and climate action at large (ten Harmsen van der Beek 
et al., 2025). The potential value of using backcasting to solve complex real- world problems lies in its 
strength to address normative aspects of envisioning desired futures for the transformation of complex 
systems (Kishita et al., 2024). Backcasting is not only about how desirable futures can be attained, but also 
how undesirable futures can be avoided or anticipated (Robinson, 1990). By looking backwards from these 
futures to the present, backcasting generates multiple pathways that can lead to these futures, while 
accounting for uncertainty about future developments that may decrease political and stakeholder support 
for and effectiveness of these pathways. Backcasting is complementary to forecasts that are based on 
dominant trends that assume the persistence of current problems (Höjer & Mattsson, 2000). 
 
Backcasting is conducted through several steps, typically involving problem orientation, visioning, goal 
setting, backcasting analysis, pathway or roadmap development, implementation, and monitoring and 
impact evaluation. Although these steps are usually presented in a linear fashion over time, iteration and 
moving forward and backward between steps are inherently part of the process (Quist et al, 2011). Due to 
considerable methodological variety in backcasting approaches, there are differences in whether and how 
stakeholder participation has been organized, in the number of steps in which the methodology has been 
split, the supporting methods that are used, the kinds of topics being addressed, the nature and scale of the 
systems addressed (e.g. local, regional, national, consumption systems, or societal domains), the number of 
visions developed and how the visions have been developed, and if the focus is on learning and raising 
awareness among stakeholders, or on realizing follow-up and implementation (Vergragt and Quist 2011, 
Kishita et al, 2024). Kishita et al (2024) also argue that a backcasting methodology must be tailored to 
address the problems and issues considered in a given case for which a contextualized backcasting 
methodology needs to be developed. In their Backcasting Adaptive Management (BCAM) methodology, van 
der Voorn et al (2012), for instance, included the intermediate step of pathway development to make the 
methodology suitable for adaptive water management and climate adaptation planning. 
 
Backcasting can be useful in engaging stakeholders in the co-creation of climate change adaptation futures 
(Nalau & Cobb, 2022). Backcasting is particularly useful for addressing different stakeholder interests, 
perceptions and perspectives to inform climate action decision making and to induce stakeholder support 
and commitment for climate adaptation that are guided by adaptation pathways (Bukvic & Harrald, 2019). 
Backcasting supports envisioning alternative futures and exploring which options and adaptation pathways 
enables us to reach the desired futures, which can add value to pathways approaches for adaptation 
planning as proposed by multiple authors (Haasnoot et al., 2013; Haasnoot et al., 2012; Wise et al., 2014). 
The dynamic adaptive policy pathways approach, for example, provides insights on the timing, path-
dependency, and limits of combinations of adaptation options, to support longer-term and robust decision 
making under deep uncertainty (Haasnoot et al., 2013; Hermans et al., 2017). Muccione et al (2024:14) 
acknowledge that “approaches such as backcasting complemented with dynamic adaptive policy pathways 
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could be used to further explore pathways, particularly the normative aspects of pathways”.  
 
Backcasting is also beneficiary for social learning on possible futures as well as the views and preferences of 
other stakeholders. This enables stakeholders to explore and open up a possibility space for empowering 
transformative adaptation to reach desired impact, as acknowledged in recent studies on transformative 
climate adaptation (Holden et al., 2016; Lonsdale, 2015; Mendizabal et al., 2021). Due to its compatibility 
with various types of tools and methods, backcasting has potential to address climate uncertainties in long-
term decision making on climate adaptation (van der Voorn et al, 2017). Backcasting can also be linked to 
scenario development approaches to decision and policy makers (van Vliet et al, 2011). 
 
These advantages of backcasting in terms of enhancing the process and creating space for transformation 
through diversified participation, exploring alternative futures and including external and marginalized 
values and perspectives, all relate to adding directionality to incremental, gradual change. In other words, 
backcasting can help make adaptation transformative. In transitions research, directionality is considered a 
core ingredient for achieving transformative change (Kemp et al., 2022; Pel et al., 2020; Pel et al., 2023). It 
is assumed and observed that a long term orientation on a desired future state, assuming non-linearity and 
systemic shifts (transition), as a starting point for action will increase the transformative potential of short 
term steps (Avelino et al., 2019). Backcasting is an approach and methodology that has been used, 
implemented and tested to support the process of thinking future-back in governance contexts and related 
social learning (Quist et al 2011). 

 
3.2. Key insights from backcasting studies for transformative adaptation 
This paper expands on key insights from research for advancing backcasting for transformative adaptation 
conducted by van der Voorn et al (2023), who evaluated and compared 10 case studies, using visioning and 
backcasting for climate adaptation, water management and climate action, from 3 continents. These 
insights help us to explore how backcasting for transformative adaptation could look like. We here build a 
case for backcasting for transformative adaptation, by drawing on the BCAM methodology and taking stock 
of lessons learnt from the use of combined use of backcasting and Adaptive Management, including 
pathway switching, and complemented with relevant literature and updated with recent literature.   
 
Backcasting for Adaptive Management supports dealing with uncertainties with a direct link to social 
learning and experimentation. The BCAM methodology, for instance, combines the strengths of both 
approaches, as backcasting provides Adaptive Management a long time frame for the fulfilment of short-, 
middle-, and long-term management goals, whereas Adaptive Management aims to secure adaptiveness 
within this time frame (van der Voorn et al., 2017). However, the BCAM methodology lacks embedment of 
short term (incremental) actions within the long-term narrative of desired transitions. Backcasting for 
transformative adaptation provides directionality towards incremental, gradual change, which makes 
climate adaptation transformative. 
 
Insight #1: Focus on transformation of water management itself.  
Due to limited awareness of policymakers about the complex dynamics in the natural environment in which 
they operate, it is important for them to become more context aware (‘what is happing outside?’), which 
helps them to think outside-in (i.e., ‘how to refer to what is happening outside?’ This is exactly where 
backcasting adds value to transformative adaptation: whereas the existing system often remains the main 
point of reference for such changes, backcasting has the potential to shift the debate from ‘what is already 
there?’ to “what is needed” to get “where we want to be” from ‘what is already here”. (Faldi & Macchi, 
2017; van der Voorn et al., 2023). For water management to become transformative in relation to its 
environment, it first needs to transform from within culturally and structurally before it can become 
dominant in water management practices and beyond (e.g. ‘water and soil guiding’)  
 
Insight #2: Shift focus from incremental to transformative change 
Transformative adaptation involves a shift from incremental to transformative change. Backcasting 
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supports this undertaking as it envisions fundamentally different futures and how they can be related to 
short and long term choices in adaptation pathways. Such futures empower transformative change, but this 
must be already present in visions and pathways too (van der Voorn et al., 2023). Fundamentally different 
futures and long term transformative pathways can guide the transformation of a system towards a desired 
direction and endpoint, by setting the intermediate key decision and intervention points combined with 
conventional or new policy instruments (Pot et al., 2024). Such futures and pathways help to prevent path-
dependency to cause maladaptation, particularly when backcasting can support setting the mindset on 
“what is needed” to get “where we want to be” from ‘what is already here”. 
 
Insight #3: Create space for social learning and co-creating transformative knowledge 
Although backcasting targets at transformative change, this type of change does not come easily. This is 
even more the case in the context of climate adaptation, due to climate uncertainties and increasing 
complexity of human-water systems. Learning and co-creating transformative knowledge is thus key to 
designing and advancing transformative adaptation in order to obtain the level of detail and depth at which 
we need to understand the complexity of the systems we are dealing with (Howard et al., 2025). In 
transformative processes, learning should be considered a constant activity both for the stakeholders 
involved and for intermediaries (e.g., change agents or vision entrepreneurs) shaping the on-going process 
(Ziervogel et al, 2019; 2022).  
 
Insight #4: Invest in capacity-building for transformative action 
Implementing transformative adaptation is resource intensive in terms of time, budget, knowledge and 
skills. Without governance capacities it is difficult to move beyond incremental-based adaptation. 
Transformative adaptation draws on the type of capacity building that can support it and is key to co-
creating transformative knowledge and contextual understanding (Wamsler, 2017). The added value of 
backcasting to transformative adaptation lies in building and mobilizing different types of capacity being 
relevant for co-creating transformative knowledge and contextual understanding as well as inclusive 
stakeholder participation supported by tools and methods that help stakeholders to produce meaningful 
outcomes (Ziervogel et al. 2019; 2022). Their participation increase legitimacy of and support for these 
outcomes but also required substantial capacity building efforts supporting transformative adaptation (van 
der Voorn et al. 2012; 2017; 2023).    
 
Insight #5: Need for interdisciplinarity and knowledge support 
Interdisciplinary research is crucial for transformative adaptation because it addresses the complex and 
interconnected nature of climate change impacts on systems, which requires insights from various 
disciplines like social sciences, natural sciences, and engineering. An interdisciplinary view on transformative 
adaptation helps to recognize that it is also deeply intertwined with economics, sociology, political science, 
engineering, involving experts and practitioners from various disciplines. Therefore, transformative 
adaptation could benefit from interdisciplinary backcasting studies, involving interdisciplinary teams of 
experts and practitioners from various disciplines to mobilize various stocks of knowledge (both scientific 
and non-scientific), expertise and skills needed for the use of comprehensive tools and methods for 
advanced system analysis, vision, scenario and pathway development (Rutting et al., 2023; van der Voorn 
et al., 2023).  
 
Insight #6: Backcasting for transformative adaptation benefits from methodological innovation in climate 
adaptation and related fields  
Advancing backcasting for transformative adaptation triggers extending the methodological repertoire of 
backcasting. van der Voorn et al (2023) show how essential add-ons supported conducting more advanced 
system analyses and developing more advanced and robust pathways. A novelty is the inclusion of robust 
elements for pathway switching and transformative elements and hybrid pathways (both mitigation and 
adaptation options) that could support transformative adaptation (van der Voorn et al 2023). Tipping points, 
for example, are robust elements that indicate how long adaptation pathways remain effective under 
specific conditions (Kwadijk et al., 2010; ten Harmsen van der Beek et al., 2025). Others have provided other 
examples of novel add-ons, including the combined use of quantitative and qualitative scenarios (van Vliet 
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& Kok, 2015) and comprehensive modelling and simulation tools and methods for advanced system analysis 
(Sheppard et al., 2011). These add-ons can be combined in new backcasting methodologies or added to 
existing ones like, for example, the BCAM methodology by van der Voorn et al (2012; 2017). Such an upgrade 
allows this methodology to better address fundamentally different futures and how they may relate to 
potential synergies or conflicts between short and long term climate adaptation and mitigation options and 
choices. This supports addressing the root causes of vulnerability, leading to more hybrid pathways and 
more options for pathway switching (van der Voorn et al., 2020). Van der Voorn et al. (2020) provide an 
example of such a backcasting approach. Another example is the gamification of backcasting for 
sustainability (Guillen Mandujano et al., 2021). Elsewhere, Sisto et al. (2022) developed an innovative 
methodology integrating backcasting and multi-criteria decision analysis tools. 

 
3.3. Principles for backcasting for transformative water management 
Building on the key insights in section 3.2, we propose 9 principles for backcasting for transformative water 
management, of which the three (transformative, enabling pathway switching and advanced modelling for 
transformative water management) are considered novel concepts from the transformative adaptation 
literature, which are listed under 1-3 in Table 2. The other six principles are derived from the existing 
backcasting, transition management, and climate adaptation literature. 
 
Each of these principles support the development and application of transformative water management, 
including its policy integration, while as a set of principle they enable transformative water management. 
Backcasting for transformative water management needs to enable the co-creation of transformative 
futures for fundamentally different water management practices and transformative pathways, including 
possibilities for pathway switching, that could lead to such futures (principle 1, 2 and 8). Such visions and 
pathways can provide directionality (principle 6) to developing long-term transformative adaptation 
strategies, including long-term adaptation measures that effectively reduce climate risks. The cocreation of 
visions and pathways benefits from the use of different types of tools and methods (principle 9), particularly 
the use of advanced modelling (principle 3). In the backcasting process, different stakeholder perceptions 
and perspectives (principle 4) and knowledge from different disciplines (principle 5) need to be taken into 
account for the co-creation of contextual understanding of these visions. Visioning typically triggers social 
learning among stakeholders involved. Learning processes help to explore possible space for transformative 
change to happen, which is constrained by various aspects we discussed in the paper. By building up a broad 
network of stakeholders and experts from different disciplines that share the debate (principle 7), thinking 
and experimenting, conditions are created for up-scaling of innovation and breakthrough of innovations 
that are favorable for transformative adaptation and transformative water management and potentially 
other policy domains. 

 
Table 2. Principles for backcasting for transformative water management 

Principle Description 
1.Transformative It is necessary to be explicit about the desired level of ambition of transformative change 

and the targeted scale at which change should take place within appropriate demarcation of 
the system under study, including broad sets of societal practices (Siders et al., 2021) (Pot et 
al., 2024). 

2. Enabling for 
pathway switching 
 

Inclusion of pathway elements such as robust elements and tipping points is essential for 
uncertainty management and pathway switching (van der Voorn et al. 2023; ten Harmsen 
van der Beek et al., 2025) 

3. Advanced 
modelling for 
transformative 
water 
management 

Different types of advanced modelling and simulation tools help to conduct advanced 
systems analyses, identify transformative elements for visions, robust elements and tipping 
points for pathway switching and uncertainty management and develop scenarios for robust 
pathways (van der Voorn et al., 2023; ten Harmsen van der Beek et al., 2025) 

4. Normative The desired level of ambition of change regarding justice, equity, and power imbalances for 
long-term sustainability and broader social ecological resilience needs to be aligned with 
societal values and needs and the process by which these needs are defined and pursued 
(Wamsler, 2017). 
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5. Participatory - 
transdisciplinary 
 

Broad stakeholder engagement facilitates transdisciplinary learning processes and the co-
creation of transformative knowledge for shaping and advancing climate adaptation 
(Wamsler, 2017).  

6. Long-term 
perspective - 
directionality 
 

A long-term perspective on fundamental, systemic changes provides directionality as 
described by (Loorbach, 2007; Quist, 2007).   

7. Interdisciplinary An interdisciplinary view helps to mobilize experts and practitioners from various disciplines 
and various stocks of knowledge, expertise and skills needed for advancing transformative 
adaptation (Muiderman, 2022; van der Voorn et al., 2023). 

8. From vision to 
action – 
actionability  
 

Transformative visions and adaptation pathways provide guidance to actions and small 
incremental, gradual steps towards transformative change  (van der Voorn et al., 2017; van 
der Voorn et al., 2023) 

9. Combining 
different tools and 
methods 
 

Different types of tools and methods can be applied as part of the overall backcasting 
methodology, leading to novel add-ons that can be integrated in new backcasting 
methodologies or added to existing ones (e.g., BCAM methodology) (van der Voorn et al., 
2017; 2023) 

 
 

4. Conclusions and discussion 
A major challenge for water management is how it can adapt itself to a changing environment. This is even 
more challenging in the context of climate change, where large uncertainties exist and persist in our 
understanding of the impact of climate change on complex human-water systems. It is evident that 
incremental-based adaptation is insufficient or even counterproductive to deal with systemic shocks and 
deep uncertainties, which actually requires a shift to transformative water management, which builds on 
transformative adaptation, to accommodate radically different futures and transformative change. 
Although transformative adaptation and transformative water management are gaining traction in both 
policy debates and academic discussions with little practical insight in the past decade, a gap remains in 
translating both approaches into policy.  
 
The presented insights from recent backcasting studies show that backcasting has potential for 
transformative water management. As approach for transformative water management, backcasting could 
be used to develop, in participatory processes, studies into transformative changes and future water 
systems that are long-term climate resilient. But these participatory processes themselves could serve as a 
means to facilitate social learning: by engaging a variety of stakeholders and going through analysis of and 
reflection upon radically different futures and potential transformative changes. Participants can develop 
their own understanding of complexity of transformative change and develop an understanding of how they 
can contribute to transformative change.  
  
In addition, the so far limited applications and evaluations of backcasting studies underline the need for 
more methodological development and experimentation. More backcasting cases on transformative 
change is yet needed to investigate and compare methodological and conceptual advancements in the use 
of backcasting for transformative water management and their transformative impact. However, it is clear 
that the approach is a promising  and useful extension to the current adaptive and forecasting approaches 
now so dominant. How this potential is to be developed and how backcasting could be more institutionally 
embedded in models, strategies and planning is something to explore further.  We also acknowledge that 
other approaches can be useful for transformative adaptation, especially other normative approaches such 
as Transition Management (Loorbach et al, 2017) and participatory visioning (Nalau and Cobb, 2022), which 
help to include the speculative and normative aspects of disruptive futures and how they can be related to 
short term choices. 
 
In general, backcasting intends to change the existing system and/or dominant practices. In the context of 
climate change, it is about making human-water systems more climate resilient regarding climate shocks. 
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The most effective way to do so is by reducing the root causes of climate risks and vulnerability, while taking 
transformative adaptation measures that are appropriate for the challenge of achieving deep, systemic and 
sustainable change with large-scale impact. Due to a lack of financial and human resources and the power 
dynamics needed to move away from current business-as-usual practices, transformative adaptation and 
transformative water management have not yet become mainstream in present-day policymaking on 
climate adaptation nor water management (Fedele et al., 2019). 
 
In conclusion, in this paper we have conceptualized how backcasting could support the development and 
application of transformative water management, including its policy integration. We have therefore 
proposed 9 principles for backcasting for transformative water management. Despite the potential of 
backcasting to support transformative adaptation and transformative water management, we recognize 
three potential downsides of backcasting that may compromise its potential. The first downside is an 
insufficient ambition level for change and opposition to it. The second downside is an insufficient quality of 
execution of backcasting studies due to a lack of knowledge, expertise and experience.  Insufficient 
attention for equity, marginal groups and justice, and a potential shortage of resources poses the third 
downside. To overcome these downsides, stakeholders should commit themselves to pursuing the ambition 
of going beyond current business-as-usual adaptation practices by envisioning transformative futures and 
setting ambitious goals. This requires substantial investments in capacity building of stakeholders to 
increase their ability to create novelties and embed them in structures (social-cultural), practices and 
discourses.  Capacity building effort should therefore be targeted at stakeholders groups, particularly 
marginal groups, that enables them to produce relevant inputs, which contributes to inclusive 
transformational adaptation. Their involvement may require capacity building effort as part of or prior to 
the backcasting study. For backcasting to generate meaningful output, capacity building effort should also 
be targeted at those who design and execute the backcasting process. As backcasting processes are resource 
intensive, sufficient resources need to be allocated to accommodate transformative change. 

 
 
Acknowledgments 
The authors would like to acknowledge their gratitude to Jurian Edelenbos and Martin de Jong (Erasmus 
University Rotterdam) for providing valuable feedback and insightful discussions on previous versions of the 
manuscript and two anonymous reviewers for providing constructive feedback on earlier drafts of this 
manuscript.  

 
Contributor Statement 
Conceptualisation: author 1, author 2, author 3;  Writing-Original Draft: author 1, author 2, author 3; Writing 
– Review & Editing: author 1, author 2, author 3;  

 
Use of AI 
During the preparation of this work, the authors 1, 2 and 3 did not use AI. 

 
Conflict of Interest 
There is no conflict of interest 

 
References 
Argyris, C., & Schön, D. A. (1997). Organizational learning: A theory of action perspective. Revista Española 

de Investigaciones Sociológicas, 77/78, 345-348. https://doi.org/10.2307/40183951  
Avelino, F., Wittmayer, J. M., Pel, B., Weaver, P., Dumitru, A., Haxeltine, A., Kemp, R., Jørgensen, M. S., 

Bauler, T., Ruijsink, S., & O'Riordan, T. (2019). Transformative social innovation and 
(dis)empowerment. Technological Forecasting and Social Change, 145, 195-206. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2017.05.002 

https://doi.org/10.2307/40183951
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2017.05.002


13 | P a g e  
 

Ben Ratmia, F. Z., Ahriz, A., Santi, G., Bouzaher, S., Mahar, W. A., Ben Ratmia, M. A. E., & Matallah, M. E. 
(2024). Street Design Strategies Based on Spatial Configurations and Building External Envelopes 
in Relation to Outdoor Thermal Comfort in Arid Climates. Sustainability, 16(1), 221. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/su16010221 

Berkhout, F., & Dow, K. (2023). Limits to adaptation: Building an integrated research agenda. Wiley 
Interdisciplinary Reviews: Climate Change, 14(3). https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.817 

Berrang-Ford, L., Siders, A. R., Lesnikowski, A., Fischer, A. P., Callaghan, M. W., Haddaway, N. R., Mach, K. 
J., Araos, M., Shah, M. A. R., Wannewitz, M., Doshi, D., Leiter, T., Matavel, C., Musah-Surugu, J. I., 
Wong-Parodi, G., Antwi-Agyei, P., Ajibade, I., Chauhan, N., Kakenmaster, W., . . . Abu, T. Z. (2021). 
A systematic global stocktake of evidence on human adaptation to climate change. Nature Climate 
Change, 11, 989-1000. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-021-01170-y 

Bukvic, A., & Harrald, J. (2019). Rural versus urban perspective on coastal flooding: The insights from the 
U.S. Mid-Atlantic communities. Climate Risk Management, 23, 7-18. 
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crm.2018.10.004 

Collins, K., & Ison, R. (2009). Editorial: living with environmental change: adaptation as social learning. 
Environmental Policy and Governance, 19(6), 351-357. https://doi.org/10.1002/eet.520 

de Geus, T., Wittmayer, J. M., & Vogelzang, F. (2022). Biting the bullet: Addressing the democratic 
legitimacy of transition management. Environmental Innovation and Societal Transitions, 42, 201-
218. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2021.12.008 

de Graaf, R. E., Dahm, R. J., Icke, J., Goetgeluk, R. W., Jansen, S. J. T., & van de Ven, F. H. M. (2009). 
Receptivity to transformative change in the Dutch urban water management sector. Water science 
and technology, 60(2), 311-320. https://doi.org/10.2166/wst.2009.179 

Deubelli, T. M., & Mechler, R. (2021). Perspectives on transformational change in climate risk management 
and adaptation. Environmental Research Letters, 16(5). https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/abd42d  

Dolman, N. (2021). Integration of water management and urban design for climate resilient cities. In R. de 
Graaf-van Dinther (Ed.), Climate resilient urban areas (pp. 19–41). Palgrave Macmillan. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-57537-3_2 

Dovers, S. R., & Handmer, J. W. (1992). Uncertainty, sustainability and change. Global Environmental 
Change, 2(4), 262-276. https://doi.org/10.1016/0959-3780(92)90044-8 

Dreborg, K. H. (1996). Essence of backcasting. Futures, 28(9), 813-828. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0016-
3287(96)00044-4 

Dubey, P. K., Singh, G. S., & Abhilash, P. C. (2020). Agriculture in a Changing Climate. In P. K. Dubey, G. S. 
Singh, & P. C. Abhilash (Eds.), Adaptive Agricultural Practices: Building Resilience in a Changing 
Climate (pp. 1-10). Springer International Publishing. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-15519-
3_1 

Edalat, F. D., & Abdi, M. R. (2018). Concept and Application of Adaptive Water Management. In F. Delavari 
Edalat & M. R. Abdi (Eds.), Adaptive Water Management: Concepts, Principles and Applications for 
Sustainable Development (pp. 21-34). Springer International Publishing. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-64143-0_3 

Engbersen, D., Biesbroek, R., & Termeer, C. J. A. M. (2024). Between theory and action: Assessing the 
transformative character of climate change adaptation in 51 cases in the Netherlands. Global 
Environmental Change, 89. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2024.102948 

Faldi, G., & Macchi, S. (2017). Knowledge for Transformational Adaptation Planning: Comparing the 
Potential of Forecasting and Backcasting Methods for Assessing People’s Vulnerability. In M. 
Tiepolo, A. Pezzoli, & V. Tarchiani (Eds.), Renewing Local Planning to Face Climate Change in the 
Tropics (pp. 265-283). Springer International Publishing. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-
59096-7_13 

Fazey, I., Moug, P., Allen, S., Beckmann, K., Blackwood, D., Bonaventura, M., Burnett, K., Danson, M., 
Falconer, R., & Gagnon, A. S. (2018). Transformation in a changing climate: a research agenda. 
Climate and Development, 10(3), 197-217. https://doi.org/10.1080/17565529.2017.1301864 

Fedele, G., Donatti, C. I., Harvey, C. A., Hannah, L., & Hole, D. G. (2019). Transformative adaptation to 
climate change for sustainable social-ecological systems. Environmental Science & Policy, 101, 116-
125. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2019.07.001 

https://doi.org/10.3390/su16010221
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.817
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41558-021-01170-y
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.crm.2018.10.004
https://doi.org/10.1002/eet.520
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2021.12.008
https://doi.org/10.2166/wst.2009.179
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/abd42d
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-57537-3_2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0959-3780(92)90044-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0016-3287(96)00044-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0016-3287(96)00044-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-15519-3_1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-15519-3_1
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-64143-0_3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2024.102948
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-59096-7_13
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-59096-7_13
https://doi.org/10.1080/17565529.2017.1301864
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2019.07.001


14 | P a g e  
 

Fedele, G., Donatti, C. I., Harvey, C. A., Hannah, L., & Hole, D. G. (2020). Limited use of transformative 
adaptation in response to social-ecological shifts driven by climate change. Ecology and Society, 
25(1). https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-11381-250125 

Feola, G. (2015). Societal transformation in response to global environmental change: A review of 
emerging concepts. Ambio, 44, 376-390.  https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-014-0582-z 

Few, R., Morchain, D., Spear, D., Mensah, A., & Bendapudi, R. (2017). Transformation, adaptation and 
development: relating concepts to practice. Palgrave Communications, 3(1). 
https://doi.org/10.1057/palcomms.2017.92 

Filho, W. L., Wolf, F., Moncada, S., Salvia, A. L., Balogun, A.-L. B., Skanavis, C., Kounani, A., & Nunn, P. D. 
(2022). Transformative adaptation as a sustainable response to climate change: insights from 
large-scale case studies. Mitigation and Adaptation Strategies for Global Change, 27. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11027-022-09997-2 

Filho, W. L., Salvia, A. L., Balogun, A.-L., Pereira, M. J. V., Mucova, S. A. R., Ajulo, O. M., Ng, A., Gwenzi, J., 
Mashonjowa, E., Aina, Y. A., Li, C., Totin, E., Pinho, P., Campbell, D., Chanza, N., & Setti, A. F. F. 
(2023). Towards more sustainable responses to natural hazards and climate change challenges via 
transformative adaptation. Cities, 141. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2023.104525 

Folke, C., Carpenter, S., Walker, B., Scheffer, M., Elmqvist, T., Gunderson, L., & Holling, C. S. (2004). Regime 
shifts, resilience, and biodiversity in ecosystem management. Annual Review of Ecology, Evolution, 
and Systematics, 35, 557-581. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.35.021103.105711 

Folke, C., Hahn, T., Olsson, P., & Norberg, J. (2005). Adaptive governance of social-ecological systems. 
Annual Review of Environment and Resources, 30, 441-473. 
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.energy.30.050504.144511 

Foxon, T. J., Reed, M.S., Stringer, L.C. (2009). Governing long-term social-ecological change: What can the 
adaptive management and transition management approaches learn from each other? 
Environmental Policy and Governance, 19(1), 3-20. https://doi.org/10.1002/eet.496 

Fu, X., & Li, C. (2022). How resilient are localities planning for climate change? An evaluation of 50 plans in 
the United States. Journal of Environmental Management, 318. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2022.115493 

Gawne, B., & Thompson, R. (2023). Adaptive water management in response to climate change: the case 
of the southern Murray-Darling Basin. Australasian Journal of Water Resources, 27(2), 271-288. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/13241583.2023.2181844 

Guillen Mandujano, G., Quist, J., & Hamari, J. (2021). Gamification of backcasting for sustainability: The 
development of the gameful backcasting framework (GAMEBACK). Journal of Cleaner Production, 
302. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.126609 

Haasnoot, M., Kwakkel, J. H., Walker, W. E., & ter Maat, J. (2013). Dynamic adaptive policy pathways: A 
method for crafting robust decisions for a deeply uncertain world. Global Environmental Change, 
23(2). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2012.12.006 

Haasnoot, M., Middelkoop, H., Offermans, A., Beek, E., & van Deursen, W. A. (2012). Exploring pathways 
for sustainable water management in river deltas in a changing environment. Climatic Change, 
115, 795-819. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-012-0444-2 

Handmer, J. W., & Dovers, S. R. (1996). A Typology of Resilience: Rethinking Institutions for Sustainable 
Development. Organization & Environment, 9(4), 482-511. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/108602669600900403 

Harding, R., & Nauwelaers, C. (2024). Transformative innovation for better climate change adaptation - 
Case study: Northern Netherlands (G. Carat, Ed.). Publications Office of the European Union. 
https://data.europa.eu/doi/10.2760/10862 

Hebinck, A., Diercks, G., von Wirth, T., Beers, P. J., Barsties, L., Buchel, S., Greer, R., van Steenbergen, F., & 
Loorbach, D. (2022). An actionable understanding of societal transitions: the X-curve framework. 
Sustainability Science, 17, 1009-1021. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-021-01084-w 

Hebinck, A., & Loorbach, D. (2024). Explorative transition governance: Understanding by engaging in 
transitions in the making. In J. Wesche & A. Hendriks (Eds.), Introduction to sustainability 
transitions research. Cambridge University Press. https://doi.org/10.33774/coe-2024-n9blh 

Hellin, J., Fisher, E., Taylor, M., Bhasme, S., & Loboguerrero, A. M. (2023). Transformative adaptation: from 

https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-11381-250125
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-014-0582-z
https://doi.org/10.1057/palcomms.2017.92
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11027-022-09997-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2023.104525
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.ecolsys.35.021103.105711
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.energy.30.050504.144511
https://doi.org/10.1002/eet.496
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2022.115493
https://doi.org/10.1080/13241583.2023.2181844
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.126609
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2012.12.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-012-0444-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/108602669600900403
https://data.europa.eu/doi/10.2760/10862
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-021-01084-w
https://doi.org/10.33774/coe-2024-n9blh


15 | P a g e  
 

climate-smart to climate-resilient agriculture. CABI Agriculture and Bioscience, 4, 30. 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s43170-023-00172-4 

Hermans, L. M., Haasnoot, M., ter Maat, J., & Kwakkel, J. H. (2017). Designing monitoring arrangements 
for collaborative learning about adaptation pathways. Environmental Science & Policy, 69, 29-38. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2016.12.005 

Hermans, L. M., Naber, A. C., & Enserink, B. (2012). An approach to design long-term monitoring and 
evaluation frameworks in multi-actor systems-A case in water management. Evaluation and 
Program Planning, 35(4), 427-438. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evalprogplan.2012.01.006 

Höjer, M., & Mattsson, L.-G. (2000). Determinism and backcasting in future studies. Futures, 32(7), 613-
634. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0016-3287(00)00012-4 

Holden, M., Robinson, J., & Sheppard, S. (2016). From Resilience to Transformation Via a Regenerative 
Sustainability Development Path. In Y. Yamagata & H. Maruyama (Eds.), Urban Resilience: A 
Transformative Approach (pp. 295-319). Springer. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-39812-9_15 

Hölscher, K., Frantzeskaki, N., & Loorbach, D. (2019). Steering transformations under climate change: 
capacities for transformative climate governance and the case of Rotterdam, the Netherlands. 
Regional Environmental Change, 19, 791-805. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-018-1329-3 

Howard, B. C., Moulds, S., Agyei-Mensah, S., Nahin, K. T. K., Quayyum, Z., Robinson, B. E., & Buytaert, W. 
(2025). Four Principles of Transformative Adaptation to Climate Change-Exacerbated Hazards in 
Informal Settlements. Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews: Climate Change, 16(3). 
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.70008 

IPCC. (2012). Managing the Risks of Extreme Events and Disasters to Advance Climate Change Adaptation: 
Special Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. C. B. Field, V. Barros, T. F. 
Stocker, & Q. Dahe, Eds., Cambridge University Press. 
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139177245 

Ison, R. L., Collins, K. B., & Wallis, P. J. (2015). Institutionalising social learning: Towards systemic and 
adaptive governance. Environmental Science & Policy, 53(B), 105-117. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2014.11.002 

Kates, R. W., Travis, W. R., & Wilbanks, T. J. (2012). Transformational adaptation when incremental 
adaptations to climate change are insufficient. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 
109(19), 7156-7161. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1115521109 

Kemp, R., Pel, B., Scholl, C., & Boons, F. (2022). Diversifying deep transitions: Accounting for socio-
economic directionality. Environmental Innovation and Societal Transitions, 44, 110-124. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2022.06.002 

Kishita, Y., Höjer, M., & Quist, J. (2024). Consolidating backcasting: A design framework towards a users’ 
guide. Technological Forecasting and Social Change, 202. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2024.123285 

Kwadijk, J. C., Haasnoot, M., Mulder, J. P., Hoogvliet, M., Jeuken, A., van der Krogt, R. A., van Oostrom, N. 
G., Schelfhout, H. A., van Velzen, E. H., & van Waveren, H. (2010). Using adaptation tipping points 
to prepare for climate change and sea level rise: a case study in the Netherlands. Wiley 
Interdisciplinary Reviews: Climate Change, 1(5), 729-740. https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.64 

Lindegaard, L. S. (2018). Adaptation as a political arena: Interrogating sedentarization as climate change 
adaptation in Central Vietnam. Global Environmental Change, 49, 166-174. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2018.02.012 

Lonsdale, K., Pringle, P., & Turner, B. (2015). Transformational adaptation: what it is, why it matters & 
what is needed. UK Climate Impacts Programme. http://www.ukcip.org.uk/wp-
content/PDFs/UKCIP-transformational-adaptation-final.pdf 

Loorbach, D. (2007). Transition Management: new mode of governance for sustainable development. 
[Doctoral thesis, Erasmus Universiteit Rotterdam (EUR)]. RePub, Erasmus University Repository. 
http://hdl.handle.net/1765/10200 

Loorbach, D., Frantzeskaki, N., & Avelino, F. (2017). Sustainability Transitions Research: Transforming 
Science and Practice for Societal Change. Annual Review of Environment and Resources, 42, 599-
626. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-environ-102014-021340 

Loorbach, D. A. (2022). Designing radical transitions: a plea for a new governance culture to empower deep 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s43170-023-00172-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2016.12.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.evalprogplan.2012.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0016-3287(00)00012-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-39812-9_15
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-018-1329-3
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.70008
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781139177245
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2014.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1115521109
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2022.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2024.123285
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.64
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2018.02.012
http://www.ukcip.org.uk/wp-content/PDFs/UKCIP-transformational-adaptation-final.pdf
http://www.ukcip.org.uk/wp-content/PDFs/UKCIP-transformational-adaptation-final.pdf
http://hdl.handle.net/1765/10200
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-environ-102014-021340


16 | P a g e  
 

transformative change. City, Territory and Architecture, 9. https://doi.org/10.1186/s40410-022-
00176-z 

Mendizabal, M., Feliu, E., Tapia, C., Rajaeifar, M. A., Tiwary, A., Sepúlveda, J., & Heidrich, O. (2021). Triggers 
of change to achieve sustainable, resilient, and adaptive cities. City and Environment Interactions, 
12. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cacint.2021.100071 

Miro, M. E., Groves, D., Tincher, B., Syme, J., Tanverakul, S., & Catt, D. (2021). Adaptive water management 
in the face of uncertainty: Integrating machine learning, groundwater modeling and robust 
decision making. Climate Risk Management, 34. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crm.2021.100383 

Moore, B., Verfuerth, C., Minas, A. M., Tipping, C., Mander, S., Lorenzoni, I., Hoolohan, C., Jordan, A. J., & 
Whitmarsh, L. (2021). Transformations for climate change mitigation: A systematic review of 
terminology, concepts, and characteristics. Wiley interdisciplinary reviews: climate change, 12(6). 
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.738 

Muiderman, K. (2022). Approaches to anticipatory governance in West Africa: How conceptions of the 
future have implications for climate action in the present. Futures, 141. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.futures.2022.102982 

Nadin, V., Stead, D., Dąbrowski, M., & Fernandez-Maldonado, A. M. (2021). Integrated, adaptive and 
participatory spatial planning: trends across Europe. Regional Studies, 55(5), 791-803. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2020.1817363 

Nalau, J., & Cobb, G. (2022). The strengths and weaknesses of future visioning approaches for climate 
change adaptation: A review. Global Environmental Change, 74. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2022.102527 

O’Brien, K. (2011). Global environmental change II: From adaptation to deliberate transformation. Progress 
in Human Geography, 36(5), 667-676. https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132511425767 

O'Brien, K. (2015). Political agency: The key to tackling climate change. Science, 350(6265), 1170-1171. 
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aad0267 

Olsson, P., Folke, C., & Berkes, F. (2004). Adaptive comanagement for building resilience in social-ecological 
systems. Environmental Management, 34(1), 75-90. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00267-003-0101-7 

Olsson, P., Galaz, V., & Boonstra, W. J. (2014). Sustainability transformations: a resilience perspective. 
Ecology and Society, 19(4). https://www.jstor.org/stable/26269651 

Pahl-Wostl, C. (2009). A conceptual framework for analysing adaptive capacity and multi-level learning 
processes in resource governance regimes. Global Environmental Change, 19(3), 354-365. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2009.06.001 

Pahl-Wostl, C. (2020). Adaptive and sustainable water management: from improved conceptual 
foundations to transformative change. International Journal of Water Resources Development, 
36(2-3), 397-415. https://doi.org/10.1080/07900627.2020.1721268 

Pahl-Wostl, C., Craps, M., Dewulf, A., Mostert, E., Tabara, D., & Taillieu, T. (2007). Social learning and water 
resources management. Ecology and Society, 12(2). https://doi.org/10.5751/es-02037-120205 

Pahl-Wostl, C., Sendzimir, J., Jeffrey, P., Aerts, J., Berkamp, G., & Cross, K. (2007). Managing change toward 
adaptive water management through social learning. Ecology and Society, 12(2). 
https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-02147-120230 

Park, S. E., Marshall, N. A., Jakku, E., Dowd, A. M., Howden, S. M., Mendham, E., & Fleming, A. (2012). 
Informing adaptation responses to climate change through theories of transformation. Global 
Environmental Change, 22(1), 115-126. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2011.10.003 

Pel, B., Raven, R., & van Est, R. (2020). Transitions governance with a sense of direction: synchronization 
challenges in the case of the dutch ‘Driverless Car’ transition. Technological Forecasting and Social 
Change, 160. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2020.120244 

Pel, B., Wittmayer, J. M., Avelino, F., Loorbach, D., & de Geus, T. (2023). How to account for the dark sides 
of social innovation? Transitions directionality in renewable energy prosumerism. Environmental 
Innovation and Societal Transitions, 49. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2023.100775 

Pelling, M. (2010). Adaptation to climate change: from resilience to transformation. Routledge. 
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203889046 

Pelling, M., O’Brien, K., & Matyas, D. (2015). Adaptation and transformation. Climatic Change, 133(1), 113-
127. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-014-1303-0 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s40410-022-00176-z
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40410-022-00176-z
https://doi.org/https:/doi.org/10.1016/j.cacint.2021.100071
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crm.2021.100383
https://doi.org/10.1002/wcc.738
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.futures.2022.102982
https://doi.org/10.1080/00343404.2020.1817363
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2022.102527
https://doi.org/10.1177/0309132511425767
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.aad0267
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00267-003-0101-7
https://www.jstor.org/stable/26269651
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2009.06.001
https://doi.org/10.1080/07900627.2020.1721268
https://doi.org/10.5751/es-02037-120205
https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-02147-120230
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2011.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.techfore.2020.120244
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.eist.2023.100775
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780203889046
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-014-1303-0


17 | P a g e  
 

Pérez-Català, A. (2014, March). Conceptualizing Transformational Adaptation. Climate Exchange 
http://wp.me/p4iP0x-3T 

Pieterse, A., & du Toit, J. (2025). Local responses to climate change: Navigating mainstreaming and 
transformative adaptation. Cities, 157. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2024.105606 

Pot, W. D., Metz, F., Nugraha, E., & Filatova, T. (2024). Giving up land? Explaining planned retreat in times 
of climate change. Climate Policy, 25(7), 1075-1091. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/14693062.2024.2437422 

Quist, J. (2007). Backcasting for a sustainable future: the impact after ten years. Eburon.  
Quist, J., & Vergragt, P. (2006). Past and future of backcasting: The shift to stakeholder participation and a 

proposal for a methodological framework. Futures, 38(9), 1027-1045. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.futures.2006.02.010 

Rakshit, A., Meena, V. S., Chakraborty, S., Sarkar, B., & Ghosh, S. (2022). Editorial: Adaptive farming 
sustainability practices: Fundamentals to advances. Frontiers in Sustainable Food Systems, 6. 
https://doi.org/10.3389/fsufs.2022.823437 

Rickards, L., & Howden, S. M. (2012). Transformational adaptation: agriculture and climate change. Crop 
and Pasture Science, 63(3), 240-250. https://doi.org/10.1071/CP11172 

Robinson, J. B. (1990). Futures under glass. A recipe for people who hate to predict. Futures, 22(8), 820-
842. https://doi.org/10.1016/0016-3287(90)90018-D 

Rutting, L., Vervoort, J., Mees, H., Pereira, L., Veeger, M., Muiderman, K., Mangnus, A., Winkler, K., Olsson, 
P., Hichert, T., Lane, R., Bottega Pergher, B., Christiaens, L., Bansal, N., Hendriks, A., & Driessen, P. 
(2023). Disruptive seeds: a scenario approach to explore power shifts in sustainability 
transformations. Sustainability Science, 18(3), 1117-1133. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-022-
01251-7 

Schoeman, J., Allan, C., & Finlayson, C. M. (2014). A new paradigm for water? A comparative review of 
integrated, adaptive and ecosystem-based water management in the Anthropocene. International 
Journal of Water Resources Development, 30(3), 377-390. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/07900627.2014.907087 

Schreiber, E. S. G., Bearlin, A.R., Nicol, S.J., Todd, C.R.,. (2004). Adaptive management: a synthesis of 
current understanding and effective application. Ecological Management & Restoration, 5(3), 177-
182. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-8903.2004.00206.x 

Sheppard, S. R. J., Shaw, A., Flanders, D., Burch, S., Wiek, A., Carmichael, J., Robinson, J., & Cohen, S. (2011). 
Future visioning of local climate change: A framework for community engagement and planning 
with scenarios and visualisation. Futures, 43(4), 400-412. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.futures.2011.01.009 

Shokry, G., Anguelovski, I., & Connolly, J. J. T. (2025). (Mis-)belonging to the climate-resilient city: Making 
place in multi-risk communities of racialized urban America. Journal of Urban Affairs, 47(1), 121-
141. https://doi.org/10.1080/07352166.2022.2160339 

Siders, A. R., Ajibade, I., & Casagrande, D. (2021). Transformative potential of managed retreat as climate 
adaptation. Current Opinion in Environmental Sustainability, 50, 272-280. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cosust.2021.06.007 

Sisto, R., Fernández-Portillo, L. A., Yazdani, M., Estepa-Mohedano, L., & Torkayesh, A. E. (2022). Strategic 
planning of rural areas: Integrating participatory backcasting and multiple criteria decision analysis 
tools. Socio-Economic Planning Sciences, 82(A). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seps.2022.101248 

Solomonian, L., & Di Ruggiero, E. (2021). The critical intersection of environmental and social justice: a 
commentary. Globalization and Health, 17(1). https://doi.org/10.1186/s12992-021-00686-4 

ten Harmsen van der Beek, N., de Winter, R., van Baaren, E., Diermanse, F., Nolte, A., & Haasnoot, M. 
(2025). Identifying transformative decisions: A dual approach to adaptation pathways design using 
forward-exploration and backcasting. Climate Risk Management, 48. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crm.2025.100716 

van Buuren, A., Driessen, P. P., van Rijswick, M., Rietveld, P., Salet, W., Spit, T., & Teisman, G. (2013). 
Towards adaptive spatial planning for climate change: Balancing between robustness and 
flexibility. Journal for European Environmental & Planning Law, 10(1), 29-53. 
https://doi.org/10.1163/18760104-01001003 

http://wp.me/p4iP0x-3T
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cities.2024.105606
https://doi.org/10.1080/14693062.2024.2437422
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.futures.2006.02.010
https://doi.org/10.3389/fsufs.2022.823437
https://doi.org/10.1071/CP11172
https://doi.org/10.1016/0016-3287(90)90018-D
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-022-01251-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-022-01251-7
https://doi.org/10.1080/07900627.2014.907087
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-8903.2004.00206.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.futures.2011.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1080/07352166.2022.2160339
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cosust.2021.06.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.seps.2022.101248
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12992-021-00686-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crm.2025.100716
https://doi.org/10.1163/18760104-01001003


18 | P a g e  
 

van der Voorn, T. (2023). Backcasting for transformative water management. [Doctoral thesis, Erasmus 
University Rotterdam]. https://pure.eur.nl/files/101002020/proefschrift_tom_van_der_voorn_-
_650c3be6669b4.pdf 

van der Voorn, T., Pahl-Wostl, C., & Quist, J. (2012). Combining backcasting and adaptive management for 
climate adaptation in coastal regions: A methodology and a South African case study. Futures, 
44(4), 346-364. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.futures.2011.11.003 

van der Voorn, T., & Quist, J. (2018). Analysing the Role of Visions, Agency, and Niches in Historical 
Transitions in Watershed Management in the Lower Mississippi River. Water, 10(12). 
https://doi.org/10.3390/w10121845 

van der Voorn, T., Quist, J., Pahl-Wostl, C., & Haasnoot, M. (2017). Envisioning robust climate change 
adaptation futures for coastal regions: a comparative evaluation of cases in three continents 
[journal article]. Mitigation and Adaptation Strategies for Global Change, 22, 519-546. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11027-015-9686-4 

van der Voorn, T., Quist, J., Svenfelt, Å., Kok, K., Hickman, R., Sheppard, S., Kanyama, A. C., & Banister, D. 
(2023). Advancing participatory backcasting for climate change adaptation planning using 10 cases 
from 3 continents. Climate Risk Management, 42. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crm.2023.100559 

van der Voorn, T., Svenfelt, Å., Björnberg, K. E., Fauré, E., & Milestad, R. (2020). Envisioning carbon-free 
land use futures for Sweden: a scenario study on conflicts and synergies between environmental 
policy goals. Regional Environmental Change, 20. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-020-01618-5 

van Duuren, D., van Alphen, H.-J., Koop, S. H. A., & de Bruin, E. (2019). Potential Transformative Changes 
in Water Provision Systems: Impact of Decentralised Water Systems on Centralised Water Supply 
Regime. Water, 11(8). https://doi.org/10.3390/w11081709 

van Vliet, M., & Kok, K. (2015). Combining backcasting and exploratory scenarios to develop robust water 
strategies in face of uncertain futures. Mitigation and Adaptation Strategies for Global Change, 20, 
43-74. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11027-013-9479-6 

Visseren-Hamakers, I. J., Razzaque, J., McElwee, P., Turnhout, E., Kelemen, E., Rusch, G. M., Fernández-
Llamazares, Á., Chan, I., Lim, M., Islar, M., Gautam, A. P., Williams, M., Mungatana, E., Karim, M. 
S., Muradian, R., Gerber, L. R., Lui, G., Liu, J., Spangenberg, J. H., & Zaleski, D. (2021). 
Transformative governance of biodiversity: insights for sustainable development. Current Opinion 
in Environmental Sustainability, 53, 20-28. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cosust.2021.06.002 

Wamsler, C. (2017). Stakeholder involvement in strategic adaptation planning: Transdisciplinarity and co-
production at stake? Environmental Science & Policy, 75, 148-157. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2017.03.016 

Westley, F. R., Tjornbo, O.,  Schultz, L., Olsson, P., Folke, C., Crona, B.,  Bodin, Ö.,. (2013). A theory of 
transformative agency in linked social-ecological systems. Ecology and Society 18(3). 
https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-05072-180327 

Westling, E. L., Sharp, L., Scott, D., Tait, S., Rychlewski, M., & Ashley, R. M. (2019). Reflexive adaptation for 
resilient water services: Lessons for theory and practice. Global Environmental Change, 57. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2019.101937 

Wise, R. M., Fazey, I., Stafford Smith, M., Park, S. E., Eakin, H. C., Archer van Garderen, E. R. M., & Campbell, 
B. (2014). Reconceptualising adaptation to climate change as part of pathways of change and 
response. Global Environmental Change, 28, 325-336. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.12.002 

Wetenschappelijke Klimaatraad (WKR). (2025). Meeveranderen met het klimaat. Ruimtelijke en 
maatschappelijke keuzes voor klimaatadaptatie. https://www.wkr.nl/site/binaries/site-
content/collections/documents/2025/06/19/advies-meeveranderen-met-het-
klimaat/Adviesrapport+%27Meeveranderen+met+het+klimaat%27.pdf 

Ziervogel, G. (2019). Building transformative capacity for adaptation planning and implementation that 
works for the urban poor: Insights from South Africa. Ambio, 48(5), 494-506. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-018-1141-9 

Ziervogel, G., Enqvist, J., Metelerkamp, L., & van Breda, J. (2022). Supporting transformative climate 
adaptation: community-level capacity building and knowledge co-creation in South Africa. Climate 
Policy, 22(5), 607-622. https://doi.org/10.1080/14693062.2020.1863180 

https://pure.eur.nl/files/101002020/proefschrift_tom_van_der_voorn_-_650c3be6669b4.pdf
https://pure.eur.nl/files/101002020/proefschrift_tom_van_der_voorn_-_650c3be6669b4.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.futures.2011.11.003
https://doi.org/10.3390/w10121845
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11027-015-9686-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crm.2023.100559
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10113-020-01618-5
https://doi.org/10.3390/w11081709
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11027-013-9479-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cosust.2021.06.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsci.2017.03.016
https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-05072-180327
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2019.101937
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.12.002
https://www.wkr.nl/site/binaries/site-content/collections/documents/2025/06/19/advies-meeveranderen-met-het-klimaat/Adviesrapport+%27Meeveranderen+met+het+klimaat%27.pdf
https://www.wkr.nl/site/binaries/site-content/collections/documents/2025/06/19/advies-meeveranderen-met-het-klimaat/Adviesrapport+%27Meeveranderen+met+het+klimaat%27.pdf
https://www.wkr.nl/site/binaries/site-content/collections/documents/2025/06/19/advies-meeveranderen-met-het-klimaat/Adviesrapport+%27Meeveranderen+met+het+klimaat%27.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13280-018-1141-9
https://doi.org/10.1080/14693062.2020.1863180

	2. Conceptualizing transformative adaptation
	2.1 The limits to adaptation
	2.2 Incremental versus transformative adaptation
	2.3 Perspectives on transformative adaptation

	3. Backcasting for transformative adaptation
	3.1 The relevance of backcasting
	3.2. Key insights from backcasting studies for transformative adaptation
	3.3. Principles for backcasting for transformative water management

	4. Conclusions and discussion
	Acknowledgments
	Contributor Statement
	Use of AI
	Conflict of Interest

	There is no conflict of interest
	References

