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1. Introduction 2. Participation 3. Risk visualisation
RISK MAP aims at reducing vulnerability by improving flood risk maps as a The objective is to create a participatory framework that allows integration of se- Based on the results of (2), a set of risk maps was cre-
means to foster public participation and raising flood risk awareness. For lected stakeholders in the risk mapping process with respect to their information ated.
achieving this aim RISK MAP requirements and local expertise. The maps were modified visually in order to test different
q P
(1) develops rules for appropriate stakeholder participation enabling the incor- The following typolo of stakeholders was included in the study: symbols and information content in terms of accessibilit
g typ gy Yy
poration of local knowledge and preferences into risk maps; decision-makers, experts, civil society and local population. through different stakeholder groups.
(2) improves the content of risk maps by considering social, economic and envi- Based on interviews and a workshop series, recommendations for stakeholder
ronmental risks. Therefore an existing multicriteria risk mapping tool is en- participation in the risk mapping process result. Additionally, a multicriteria tool From the traditional linear model of graphic semiology...
hanced towards a participative dialogue tool; was developed to obtain information on the desirable map content.
(3) improves the visualisation of risk maps in order to produce user-friendly and . Reader (elected
d t dabl isk Hazard — (casrfoecrlaahﬁ:ar) — Map (report) — official, resident,
undaerstandaple riIsK maps grap other specialists)
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4. Eye tracking 5. (Selected) Results 6. Conclusions
The set of risk maps was presented - The less complex a map is, the less N N N e Specific elements of semiology
to 50 individuals (of different stake- number of fixings is detectable i iy o that have to be taken into account
holder categories) in order to study - 90 % of the fixings is related to co- Clear and W when designing risk maps include
. . . - . t I . .
reading behaviour and to deduct loured and written information (CMYK. RGE) B ool the contrast, the level of discreti-
visual preferences related to indi- - Almost 100 % of the duration of fix- ' e S, sation and the colour range and
vidual maps. ings is detectable in these areas of sy hue:
the map -] ndwriten
The results of the eye tracking were - A simple legend (2 themes and 4-5 " r = uently el A map background in bright colour in order to in-
. Contrast between Additional crease the contrast to informative elements and to
further processed and analysed classes) generates one series of hfoinat o information of _ _ _
- statistically (descriptive) ocular movements depenteang ), Imiedmumber avoid an overload of infermation;
y P ? e i the background P _— A sufficiently large legend, preferably on the right
- spatially (spatial analysis of - Effect of contrast: The position and preferably s scale bar  nformaton A side of the central element of the map, with a con-
eye movements), and concentration of the eye movements servative amount of information (five classes of dis-
- dynamically (dynamic analysis of varies according to the amount of in- ey Title:id not cretisation) comprised from one range in colour and
. ackground o t il o . . .
eye movements) formation the map: AN arranged in decreasing values;
. . A sufficiently large scale such that the elements of
and preferred visual patterns were - The visual strategy and thus per- plaar ang gend: y e _
. . ] true colour B classes. the map are easily recognisable.
gathered. ception is anthropic: (CMYK,RGB) ange of only
. . . . Wartschenbach / ne color,
Professionals: Very precise and effi- s ‘m nred_ Consequently, if risk maps are ad-
Systematic and regular patterns in cient reading behaviour g g justed to these findings, risk com-
map exploration were identified ac- FPersons concerned: Less precise R ity tarae munication will be enhanced, vul-
cording to different visual behaviour e — and efficient reading behaviour pr T, N 8 o nerability will be decreased, and
between the groups of individuals. os—— Laypeople: Learning phenomenon is s A 1 \]eonﬂgtisvgnd N ited number awareness-building of the public
I observable — == E— MeRACKING | eiass e O will be increased.
preferably a scale bar  information A
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