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Can Virtual Streetscape Audits Reliably Replace
Physical Streetscape Audits?

Hannah M. Badland, Simon Opit, Karen Witten,
Robin A. Kearns, and Suzanne Mavoa

ABSTRACT There is increasing recognition that the neighborhood-built environment
influences health outcomes, such as physical activity behaviors, and technological
advancements now provide opportunities to examine the neighborhood streetscape
remotely. Accordingly, the aims of this methodological study are to: (1) compare the
efficiencies of physically and virtually conducting a streetscape audit within the
neighborhood context, and (2) assess the level of agreement between the physical
(criterion) and virtual (test) audits. Built environment attributes associated with walking
and cycling were audited using the New Zealand Systematic Pedestrian and Cycling
Environment Scan (NZ-SPACES) in 48 street segments drawn from four neighborhoods
in Auckland, New Zealand. Audits were conducted physically (on-site) and remotely
(using Google Street View) in January and February 2010. Time taken to complete the
audits, travel mileage, and Internet bandwidth used were also measured. It was quicker
to conduct the virtual audits when compared with the physical audits (χ=115.3 min
(virtual), χ=148.5 min (physical)). In the majority of cases, the physical and virtual
audits were within the acceptable levels of agreement (ICC≥0.70) for the variables
being assessed. The methodological implication of this study is that Google Street View
is a potentially valuable data source for measuring the contextual features of
neighborhood streets that likely impact on health outcomes. Overall, Google Street
View provided a resource-efficient and reliable alternative to physically auditing the
attributes of neighborhood streetscapes associated with walking and cycling. Supple-
mentary data derived from other sources (e.g., Geographical Information Systems)
could be used to assess the less reliable streetscape variables.
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INTRODUCTION

Increasingly, public health researchers are realizing the associations between urban
form and health outcomes.1–3 Specifically, there is an emergent field examining the
relationship between the built environment and physical activity behaviors. Much
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work has been done at the neighborhood level and it is now recognized that local
streets are important facilitators for walking and cycling engagement for both
recreation and transport purposes.4–6

The Systematic Pedestrian and Cycling Environment Scan (SPACES) audit tool has
been specifically developed byAustralian researchers to capture the contextual elements
of neighborhood streets that promote or inhibit walking and cycling across different
domains.7,8 Briefly, Pikora et al8 used a two-stage process (stakeholder interviews and
a Delphi study—a systematic communication process used to reach consensus
between experts) to develop the SPACES audit tool, and identified four overarching
factors that likely supported physical activity within the neighborhood environment:
function, safety, aesthetics, and destinations. Factors comprised a number of elements
that were, in turn, made up of a number of survey items (refer Table 1). The SPACES
tool has demonstrated appropriate reliability for most variables (kappa≥75%
agreement).9 The New Zealand-SPACES (NZ-SPACES) is a modification of this tool
and both instruments have been used successfully in physical activity research.7,10

Simultaneously, technological advancements are providing opportunities to
examine the built environment remotely. Common examples include geographical
information systems (GIS) and online mapping software. For example, satellite
imagery overlaid with GIS was recently used to measure the openness, size, and
greenness of walking trails in Indianapolis,11 and GIS techniques have been used
extensively to derive measures of neighborhood walkability.4,6,10 Another tool,
Google Street View,12 potentially allows for the contextual streetscape environment
to be assessed from an Internet-linked computer. Google Street View is accessed
through Google Maps13 or Google Earth,14 and allows users to remotely navigate
through interactive 360° panoramic images at the street level. Users are able to view
these virtual spaces as if they were traveling through them in reality. In areas where
there is extensive Google Street View coverage (i.e., Australasia, Europe, North
America, and parts of Asia) it is possible to navigate through whole cities at the
street level. One of the few published examples of its use as a research tool has been
to monitor differences in rates of recovery and continued abandonment between
New Orleans neighborhoods post Hurricane Katrina.15 To our knowledge, however,
Google Street View has not been used to undertake streetscape audits for research
purposes. Thus, the potential use of Google Street View to audit these settings has
important methodological implications for the built environment research field in
terms of possibly increasing the efficiency of environmental measurement. The
reliability of the tool for this purpose, however, first needs to be established.

Accordingly, the objectives of this study are firstly to, explore the efficiencies of
physically and virtually conducting the NZ-SPACES audit within the neighborhood
context, and secondly, to assess the level of agreement between the physical
(criterion) and virtual (test) audits. Establishing the relative efficiency and reliability
of virtual streetscape audits compared with on-site (physical) audits could have
important methodological implications for future built environment and health-
related physical activity research.

METHODS

Street Segment Selection
As part of an ongoing study,10 four neighborhoods (Waimumu, Matipo, Unsworth
Heights, Cheltenham) in Auckland, New Zealand, were selected using GIS
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TABLE 1 Factors, elements, and items for walking and cycling

Factor Element
Element
weight Item

Item
weight

Walking
Function Walking surface 1.00 Negotiating of footpath 0.05

Type of path 0.20
Path smoothness 0.10
Path material 0.10
Slope 0.20
Smoothness/condition 0.10
Continuity 0.20
Curb type 0.05

Neighborhood permeability 1.00 Other routes available 0.50
Neighborhood legibility 0.50

Walking infrastructure 0.33 Seats 0.50
Trees/verandas 0.50

Safety Streets (lanes) 0.33 Number of lanes 1.00
Fixed traffic controls 0.33 Traffic control devices present 1.00
Path safety 0.66 Path location 0.30

Fixed obstacles on path 0.10
Street lights 0.20
Surveillance 0.20
Graffiti/vandalism 0.20

Traffic safety 0.66 Crossing type 0.50
Crossing aids 0.30
Visible driveways 0.20

Aesthetics Streetscape aesthetics 0.66 Trees 0.25
Gardens maintained 0.25
Verges maintained 0.25
Cleanliness 0.25

View aesthetics 0.66 Views 1.00
Subjective walking assessment 0.33 Attractiveness 0.50

Physical difficulty 0.50
Destinations Land use mix 1.00 Number of destinations present Out of 10
Cycling
Function Cycling surface 1.00 Path type 0.30

On-road cycle lane 0.30
Slope 0.20
Road condition 0.10
Curb type 0.10

Neighborhood permeability 1.00 Other routes available 0.50
Neighborhood legibility 0.50

Cycling infrastructure 0.33 Bicycle storage 1.00
Safety Streets (lanes) 0.66 Number of lanes 1.00

Fixed traffic controls 0.66 Traffic control devices present 1.00
Traffic safety 0.33 Crossing type 0.50

Crossing aids 0.30
Visible driveways 0.20

Aesthetics Streetscape aesthetics 0.33 Trees 0.25
Gardens maintained 0.25
Verges maintained 0.25
Cleanliness 0.25

View aesthetics 0.33 Views 1.00
Subjective cycling assessment 0.33 Attractiveness 0.50

Physical difficulty 0.50
Destinations Land use mix 1.00 Number of destinations present Out of 10
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procedures. Neighborhoods were defined as five contiguous meshblocks with similar
physical characteristics. Please refer to Badland et al10 for more detailed method-
ology regarding neighborhood identification, selection and characteristics. Within
each of these neighborhoods, 12 street segments (defined as intersection to
intersection) were selected, and these were audited physically and virtually. The
total length of the street segments audited in the neighborhoods ranged from
1,765 m in Cheltenham to 2,654 m in Waimumu. The initial street segment start
point for each neighborhood was randomly generated using GIS procedures and
thereafter the segments to be audited were selected sequentially. Figure 1 provides a
map of Matipo illustrating the 12 street segments selected in the neighborhood.
Scores from each street segment were combined to provide two neighborhood
streetscape values for each element, an on-site audit measure and a virtual measure.

NZ-SPACES Audit Tool
The NZ-SPACES tool was used to undertake the physical and virtual audits of the
selected street segments. The field researcher was trained to use NZ-SPACES by a
supervisor and provided with a training manual based on SPACES protocols
adapted to include New Zealand specific reference images. The field researcher had
limited prior experience of Google Street View but he found it user friendly, and
quick and easy to become proficient in its use. He undertook practice physical and
virtual audits prior to data collection. The NZ-SPACES tool is available from the
authors on request.

Physical Audit
The field researcher conducted the physical audits by walking along both sides of the
nominated street segments while simultaneously completing the NZ-SPACES on a

FIGURE 1. Map of Matipo study neighborhood illustrating street segments.
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laptop computer. The time taken to complete the audit (including travel time) and
distances traveled to and within the neighborhood were also recorded.

Virtual Audit
Virtual audits of the streetscape were conducted by the same researcher using
Google Street View software. The same procedures were applied as for the physical
audit, but the virtual audit was conducted remotely by examining computer-
generated streetscape images derived from Google Street View. The Google Street
View images for the selected neighborhoods were recorded between January and
July 2008 (personal communication, A. Baxter, Public Relations Manager, Google
Australia and New Zealand, 17 February 2010). The time taken to complete the
virtual audits and the Internet bandwidth used were also documented. To reduce
potential order effects, two neighborhoods were audited virtually first followed by
the physical audits, and the remaining two neighborhoods were assessed in the
reverse order. Further, to reduce the effect of taking repeated measures of the same
stimuli (streetscapes), the physical audit of a specific neighborhood did not directly
follow the virtual auditing of the same neighborhood, and vice versa. The two audits
were completed at least 5 days apart and within this time period at least one
alternative neighborhood had been audited either physically or virtually.

Factor and Weighting Development
The contribution of each streetscape item assessed in the street segments was
determined using a modified version of the SPACES conceptual framework
developed by Pikora et al.8 In the present study, we made minor item and weighting
modifications to the SPACES, and used the revised framework to evaluate the
perceived importance of the neighborhood environment for two separate behaviors,
walking and cycling, in the New Zealand context. Response categories for each item
were given a value between a 1 and 0 (between two and four levels were employed
for each item), where 1 equaled the most supportive environment for the behavior.
The factors, elements, items, and weights used in this study for walking and cycling
are presented in Table 1 and this template was applied for both the physical and
virtual streetscape audits. The same streetscape data were used for calculating
walking and cycling specific factor scores, but different weightings were applied for
the outcome variables.

Statistical Analysis
Comparisons of efficiency between the two approaches were made with regard to
time taken to complete the physical and virtual audits. Level of agreement between
the physical (criterion) and virtual (test) streetscape measures was determined using
two-way mixed model intraclass correlation coefficients (ICC). The ICC value cut-
off ranges used were: 0.0–0.20 (weak agreement), 0.21–0.40 (poor agreement),
0.41–0.60 (moderate agreement), 0.61–0.80 (substantial agreement), and 0.81–1.00
(almost perfect agreement).16 Overall, an ICC≥0.70 was considered an acceptable
measure of reliability between the two measures.17 One-way analysis of variance
(ANOVA) statistics were incorporated to further determine if systematic differences
existed between the measures.18 All reliability analyses were conducted with SPSS
v16.0 software (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL).
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RESULTS

Overall, 48 street segments were assessed both physically and virtually across four
neighborhoods using the NZ-SPACES tool. The order of the physical audits was:
Unsworth Heights, Matipo, Cheltenham, and Waimumu. The order of the virtual
audits was: Matipo, Cheltenham, Unsworth Heights, and Waimumu. Figures 2 and 3
show the time taken to complete the audits by neighborhood location and order,
respectively. Overall, it was quicker to conduct the virtual audits; mean minutes
(±SD) to complete each neighborhood audit were 115.3±52.7 (virtual) and 148.5±
6.4 (physical). The time taken to complete the audits decreased as familiarity of the
measures increased; this was most evident for the virtual audit (Figure 3). Additional
costs for the physical audit included the travel time to the neighborhoods which
totaled 215 min over 158 km and the virtual audits consumed 335 MB data.

The second objective of the study was to test if the virtual audit could reliably be
used in place of the physical streetscape assessment. Data presented in Table 2
demonstrated the physical and virtual audits were within the acceptable levels of

FIGURE 2. Comparison of the time taken to complete the physical and virtual audits by
neighborhood location.

FIGURE 3. Comparison of the time taken to complete the physical and virtual audits by
neighborhood order.
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agreement for the majority of the elements being assessed (ICC≥0.70). Indeed, five
elements showed perfect agreement between the two instruments. For walking, the
ICC values between the physical and virtual audits for the number of fixed traffic
controls, neighborhood permeability, and land use mix were below the level of
acceptable agreement. Neighborhood permeability and land use mix were also
below the acceptable threshold for cycling. It was not surprising that similar
elements did not reach acceptable reliability for walking and cycling, as they were
constructed from the same item data. Apart from cycling path surface (p value=
0.015), the non-significant ANOVA values indicated there were no systematic
element differences between the physical and virtual audits.

DISCUSSION

These findings demonstrated that Google Street View was, for the most part, an
efficient and effective tool to measure the streetscape context at the neighborhood
level. Once familiarity of Google Street View software was gained, the virtual audits
were quicker to administer when compared with the physical street assessments.
Furthermore, acceptable levels of agreement were demonstrated for the majority of
the elements tested. For the variables that did not reach acceptable limits of
agreement (land use mix (walking and cycling), neighborhood permeability (walking

TABLE 2 Test–retest reliability levels of agreement between the physical and virtual audits for
walking and cycling

Factor Element

Physical
audit
score

Virtual
audit
score ICC F p value

Walking
Function Walking surface 1.20 1.24 0.95a 2.97 0.18

Neighborhood permeability 0.61 0.62 0.60 1.00 0.39
Walking infrastructure 0.16 0.14 0.94a 8.00 0.07

Safety Streets (lanes) 0.22 0.22 1.00b – –

Fixed traffic controls 0.05 0.04 0.21 0.35 0.60
Path safety 0.45 0.42 0.94a 2.03 0.25
Traffic safety 0.12 0.08 0.84a 1.49 0.31

Aesthetics Streetscape aesthetics 0.60 0.59 0.99a 6.00 0.09
View aesthetics 0.66 0.66 1.00b – –

Subjective walking assessment 0.23 0.25 0.95a 6.82 0.08
Destinations Land use mix 2.46 2.68 0.62 0.52 0.53
Cycling
Function Cycling surface 0.84 0.85 1.00b 25.00 0.02

Neighborhood permeability 0.61 0.62 0.60 1.00 0.39
Cycling infrastructure 0.00 0.00 1.00b – –

Safety Streets (lanes) 0.44 0.44 1.00a – –

Fixed traffic controls 0.10 0.04 0.76a 5.54 0.10
Traffic safety 0.06 0.04 0.77a 1.41 0.32

Aesthetics Streetscape aesthetics 0.30 0.29 0.92a 1.42 0.32
View aesthetics 0.33 0.33 1.00b – –

Subjective cycling assessment 0.23 0.25 0.92a 5.40 0.10
Destinations Land use mix 2.46 2.68 0.62 0.52 0.53

F analysis of variance, ICC intraclass correlation coefficient
aAcceptable agreement
bPerfect agreement
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and cycling), fixed traffic controls (walking)), other forms of supplementary
information sourced from GIS could be utilized to accurately measure these
variables. As such, these findings have important methodological implications for
measuring the contextual setting; Google Street View is an acceptable tool when
combined with NZ-SPACES to measure streetscape environments that support or
inhibit physical activity engagement.

It was unexpected, however, to see agreement discrepancies between the physical
and virtual audits for fixed traffic controls in the walking assessment. One potential
explanation could be the time delay between the virtual audit imagery (January–July
2008) and the physical audit being conducted (January–February 2010). It was
unknown whether substantial traffic control device construction occurred between
these time points in the study neighborhoods. Accordingly, the date/s of the virtual
imagery should be considered when selecting research approaches. If more recent
relevant GIS databases are available, these should be used to assess elements/items. On
the other hand, it was unsurprising that land use mix and neighborhood permeability
did not reach acceptable levels of agreement. On Google Street View, a building’s
purpose may not have been clear and any pedestrian and cyclist “cut-throughs” that
would enhance the legibility of the neighborhood would be harder to detect using
remote means. When available, objectively derived (GIS) measures of land use mix
and street connectivity should be used to accurately assess these variables.

The major advantages of auditing streetscapes virtually arise from the
researcher’s ability to access locations remotely. Research-related costs such as
transportation time and mileage are substantially lower than when conducting
physical audits. In this study, the field researcher traveled 158 km to access the four
neighborhoods (NZ$110.60 costed at NZ$0.70 per kilometer) compared with
335 MB of data used to conduct the virtual audits (NZ$6.70 costed at NZ$0.02 per
MB). The monetary advantages are compounded when the costs of establishing
intra- and inter-rater reliability are included.

Another key benefit of using virtual audits is comparability in the street-level
data on which international comparative studies are based. Increasingly, built
environment and physical activity research seeks to compare data internationally,
for example the International Physical Activity and Environment Network19

currently conducting neighborhood-level research across eight countries. Having
the ability to effectively assess diverse environments in a timely manner will assist in
identifying the optimal physical environments for physical activity engagement.
Furthermore, Google Street View images are currently being updated (since
November 2009) with near high-definition photography, but these images were
not available at the time of conducting the present research. It is anticipated that
Google will update Street View images every 18 months (personal communication,
A. Baxter, Google representative, 17 February 2010), and it is likely that as the
resolution improves, so will the ability to contextualize the neighborhood street-
scape, therefore increasing the reliability of virtual streetscape auditing.

A limitation of Google Street View as a research tool is the time lapse between
the recording of the street imagery and the physical audit date. This will be
problematic for some items more than others. For example, the slope of the streets
and footpaths will likely not change, and neighborhood permeability is less likely to
change over time than the condition of the footpaths. There may also be limitations
in its use to compare attributes between areas if data were recorded in substantially
different time periods. As such, the date the images were captured should be
considered when developing streetscape assessment methodology. Intra- and inter-
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rater reliability were also not established in this study, and this work should be
conducted prior to using Google Street View in large-scale studies.

To summarize, Google Street View is a potentially valuable data source for
measuring the contextual features of neighborhood streets that facilitate or inhibit
health behaviors. Using the NZ-SPACES tool, the study found that Google Street
View provides a resource-efficient and reliable alternative to physically auditing the
attributes of neighborhood streets associated with walking and cycling. This likely
has important methodological implications for assessing urban form in future built
environment and health research.

COMPETING INTERESTS

The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

REFERENCES

1. Frank LD, Sallis JF, Conway TL, Chapman JE, Saelens BE, Bachman W. Many pathways
from land use to health: associations between neighborhood walkability and active
transportation, body mass index, and air quality. J Am Plan Assoc. 2006; 72(1): 75–87.

2. Ewing R, Schmid T, Killingsworth R, Zlot A, Raudenbush S. Relationship between urban
sprawl and physical activity, obesity andmorbidity.Am J Health Promot. 2003; 18(1): 47–57.

3. Galea S, Vlahov D. Urban health: evidence, challenges, and directions. Annu Rev Public
Health. 2005; 26: 341–365.

4. Leslie E, Coffee N, Frank L, Owen N, Bauman A, Hugo G. Walkability of local
communities: using geographic information systems to objectively assess relevant
environmental attributes. Health Place. 2007; 13(1): 111–122.

5. Saelens BE, Sallis JF, Black JB, Chen D. Neighborhood-based differences in physical
activity: an environment scale evaluation. Am J Public Health. 2003; 93(9): 1552–1558.

6. Van Dyck D, Cardon G, Deforche B, Sallis JF, Owen N, De Bourdeaudhuij I.
Neighborhood SES and walkability are related to physical activity behavior in Belgian
adults. Prev Med. 2010; 50 (Supp 1): S74–S79.

7. Pikora TJ, Giles-Corti B, Knuiman MW, Bull FC, Jamrozik K, Donovan RJ. Neighbor-
hood environmental factors correlated with walking near home: using SPACES. Med Sci
Sports Exerc. 2006; 38(4): 708–718.

8. Pikora TJ, Giles-Corti B, Bull FC, Jamrozik K, Donovan RJ. Developing a framework for
assessment of the environmental determinants of walking and cycling. Soc Sci Med. 2003;
56(8): 1693–1703.

9. Pikora TJ, Bull FC, Jamrozik K, Knuiman M, Giles-Corti B, Donovan RJ. Developing a
reliable audit instrument to measure the physical environment for physical activity. Am J
Prev Med. 2002; 23: 187–194.

10. Badland HM, Schofield GM, Witten K, et al. Understanding the Relationship between
Activity and Neighbourhoods (URBAN) Study: research design and methodology. BMC
Public Health. 2009; 9: 224.

11. Wilson J, Lindsey G, Liu G. Viewshed characteristics of urban pedestrian trails,
Indianapolis, Indiana, USA. J Maps. 2008; v2008: 108–118.

12. Google maps. Street View. 2010. http://www.google.com/intl/en_us/help/maps/streetview/.
Accessed on: 5 August 2010.

13. Googlemaps. 2010. http://maps.google.com/maps?hl=en&tab=wl. Accessed on: 5 August 2010.
14. Google earth. 2010. http://earth.google.com/. Accessed on: 5 August 2010.
15. Curtis A, Duval-Diop D, Novak K. Identifying spatial patterns of recovery and

abandonment in the post-Katrina Holy Cross neighborhood of New Orleans. Cartog-
raphy Geogr Info Sci. 2010; 37: 45–56.

VIRTUAL STREETSCAPE AUDITS REPLACING PHYSICAL STREETSCAPE AUDITS 1015

http://www.google.com/intl/en_us/help/maps/streetview/
http://maps.google.com/maps?hl=en&tab=wl
http://earth.google.com/


16. Landis JR, Koch GG. The measurement of observer agreement for categorical data.
Biometrics. 1977; 33(1): 159–174.

17. Baumgartner TA, Chung H. Confidence limits for intraclass reliability coefficients. Meas
Phys Educ Exerc Sci. 2001; 5: 179–188.

18. Looney MA. When is the intraclass correlation coefficient misleading? Meas Phys Educ
Exerc Sci. 2000; 4: 73–78.

19. IPEN International Physical Activity and the Environment Network. No date. http://
www.ipenproject.org/. Accessed on: 11 August 2011.

BADLAND ET AL.1016

http://www.ipenproject.org/
http://www.ipenproject.org/

	Can Virtual Streetscape Audits Reliably Replace Physical Streetscape Audits?
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Street Segment Selection
	NZ-SPACES Audit Tool
	Physical Audit
	Virtual Audit
	Factor and Weighting Development
	Statistical Analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Competing interests
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200037000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


