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Abstract

Background: Accurately quantifying people’'s out-of-home environmental exposure is
important for identifying disease risk factors. Several activity space-based exposure
assessments exist, possibly leading to different exposure estimates, and have neither

considered individual travel modes nor exposure-related distance decay effects.

Objective: We aimed 1) to develop an activity space-based exposure assessment approach
that included travel modes and exposure-related distance decay effects and 2) to compare the
size of such spaces and the exposure estimates derived from them across typically used

activity space operationalizations.

Methods: We used 7-day-long globa positioning system (GPS)-enabled smartphone-based
tracking data of 269 Dutch adults. People's GPS trajectory points were classified into passive
and active travel modes. Exposure-related distance decay effects were modeled through linear,
exponential, and Gaussian decay functions. We performed cross-comparisons on these three
functional decay models and an unweighted model in conjunction with four activity space
models (i.e., home-based buffers, minimum convex polygons, two standard deviational
ellipses, and time-weighted GPS-based buffers). We applied non-parametric Kruskal-Wallis
tests, pair-wise Wilcoxon signed-rank tests, and Spearman correlations to assess mean
differences in the extent of the activity spaces and correlations across exposures to particulate

matter (PM5), noise, green space, and blue space.
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Results: Participants spent, on average, 42% of their daily life out-of-home. We observed that
including travel modes into activity space delineation resulted in significantly more compact
activity spaces. Exposure estimates for PM,5s and blue space were significantly (p<0.05)
different between exposure estimates that did or did not account for travel modes, unlike
noise and green space, for which differences did not reach significance. While the inclusion
of distance decay effects significantly affected noise and green space exposure assessments,
the decay functions applied appear not to have had any impact on the results. We found that
residential exposure estimates appear appropriate for use as proxy values for the overall
amount of PM2s exposure in people's daily lives, while GPS-based assessments are suitable

for noise, green space, and blue space.

Significance: For some exposures, the tested activity space definitions, although significantly
correlated, exhibited differing exposure estimate results based on inclusion or exclusion of
travel modes or distance decay effect. Results only supported using home-based buffer values

as proxies for individuals' daily short-term PM, 5 exposure.

Keywords: Environmental health; daily mobility; exposure assessment; individual exposure;

GPS tracking; exposome
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Impact statement

Accurately quantifying people's out-of-home environmental exposure is vital for identifying
disease risk and protective factors. Although many activity space-based exposure assessments
exist, these approaches possibly lead to different exposure estimates. We methodologically
and conceptually innovate by developing an activity space-based exposure assessment
considering people's travel modes and exposure-related distance decay effect. Our
comparison with other activity spaces provides novel insights into dynamic exposure
assessment approaches. Despite most epidemiological studies still considering people’s
homes as the sole exposure location, our study is fundamental because people are typically

exposed to multiple out-of-home environmental contexts.

List of abbreviations:
HB = home-based buffers; MCP = minimum convex polygon; SDE = two standard
deviationa ellipse; TWB = time-weighted GPS-based buffer; LM = linear model; EM =

exponential model; GM = Gaussian model; UM = unweighted model.
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1 Introduction

There is growing recognition of the importance of environmental exposure to human health *.
Many meta-analyses and reviews have reported suggestive associations between peopl€e’s
physical and mental health and exposure to blue space 2, green space 3, air pollution *, and
noise °. Yet, conflicting results were often reported across studies, possibly due to the

inconsistent measurement and operationalization of environmental exposures.

Most previous studies solely assessed exposures based on people’'s home locations .
Administrative units and circular or network buffers centered on people’s home addresses
have been widely adopted for use in the estimation of people's exposures to the environment.
However, these approaches focus solely on home locations and disregard peopl€e’s day-to-day

mobility, which frequently extends beyond the residential neighborhood ®°.

Individuals' daily lives typically comprise multiple activity places (e.g., work), typicaly

situated beyond the home location *°.

These places a person routinely visits are
conceptualized as ‘activity spaces ™. As elucidated by the uncertain geographic context
problem ° the residential location possibly only accounts for a (small) proportion of human
activity spaces 2. Consequently, using only individuals' residential neighborhoods to measure

their environmental exposure, as typicaly done in epidemiological studies **°

, may yield
inaccurate measurements of actual exposures, affecting estimates of health-environment

associations 816,
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Activity space-based exposure assessments, grounding on time geography ', have been
proposed as a possible solution to the uncertain geographic context problem **%. This
solution has been supported by the development and application of portable devices equipped
with global positioning systems (GPS), allowing people's daily mobility to be captured with
finer space-time granularity than traditional data collection approaches based on

questionnaires and travel and activity diaries *?,

A growing number of studies have assessed exposures along individuals mobility paths using
GPS-based locational data 2%, Typically, these studies have implemented buffers centered
on each GPS point or along people’s moving trajectories as exposure receptor areas 2>%. Due
to alack of any standard widely accepted by scholars for buffer size selection, the selection of
buffer sizes and shapes was typically determined ad hoc %. Furthermore, fewer studies have
also included exposure time-weightings to capture dwell-time %%, Despite the progress
made in previous exposure assessment studies using locational data, two limitations based on

previous approaches remain.

First, neglecting individuals’ unique combinations of activity-travel characteristics could lead
to inaccurate exposure assessments . Individuals exposure levels are associated with
different modes of transportation and the settings of the traversed environment 2334, For

instance, people are more isolated from their surroundings and immersed in the

transport-related micro-environment when traveling in a vehicle rather than walking or
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cycling *3°. However, previous studies primarily explored how active travel mode affects

exposure assessment %%

, With passive travel mode receiving less attention.

Second, exposure-related distance decay effects have been neglected in the past. Assessments
in current studies assume that environmental exposures within pre-defined buffers (typically
intra-buffer mean exposure values) have similar health effects **. However, it is reasonable to
assume that health effects may vary with distance; i.e.,, environmental risks closer to
individuals may substantially impact their health more than those more distant *¥%°. If
distance decay effects are omitted, more distant exposures with potentially less influence on
health could be overestimated, particularly as buffer sizes increase. Previously, although

conceptually sound **, distance decay functions were rarely adopted in environmental

exposure studies.

To address the identified knowledge gaps, this study 1) developed an activity space-based
exposure assessment approach that includes individuals' travel modes and exposure-related
distance decay effects and 2) compared multiple environmental exposures across different
activity space definitions. Our first hypothesis was that including travel modes would reduce
the contextual unit’s extent and also increase the level of exposure captured. Furthermore, our
second hypothesis expected that incorporating distance decay into the exposure assessments

would lead to lower observed exposure levels.

2 Materials and methods
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2.1 Data collection

We gathered cross-sectional tracking data from the Netherlands . People’s locational data
were collected through GPS-enabled smartphones between September and November 2018.
Data collection followed a two-step procedure. First, 45,000 people recruited using strétified
random sampling from the Dutch population aged 18-65 were invited to conduct an online
survey. Second, those respondents who agreed to be re-contacted were asked to consent to be
locationally tracked via a smartphone-based application. The application was developed for
Android operating system versions >4.4. From an initial 8,869 invitations, 820 invitees
downloaded the app, and of those, 753 became participants by agreeing to allow the research
team to collect smartphone sensor data. The need for user interaction was kept to a minimum
to reduce the risk of behavioral changes on the part of participants as a result of being

GPS-tracked.

Given the smartphone brands participants possessed and their concomitant battery life, the
application was designed to use an adaptive sampling strategy for collecting locational data.
The default time interval to record a participant’s location was every 20 seconds. However,
after 30 minutes of lack of movement (<20 m), the interval was adjusted to once per minute
and after 60 minutes, to once every two minutes. After the app recorded a cumulative total of
7 days of data, it terminated data acquisition. Daily data uploads were stored on a secure

server at Utrecht University. The study protocol was approved by the Ethics Review Board of

8
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Utrecht University (FETC17-060).

2.2 Approaches for context delineation

We cross-compared a static exposure assessment approach (i.e., home-based buffers), three
typical activity space-based approaches, and our refined GPS-based approach for contextual

unit' delineation.

2.2.1 Home-based buffers

The home-based buffers (HB) were operationalized through circular exposure windows with
1 km radii centered at the home location (see supplementary Fig. S1) %°. We inferred people's
home locations by dwell time length, with the locations having the most extended dwell times
(across the tracking duration) used as proxies for their home addresses . Exposures were

calculated by averaging raster cell values of the exposure surfaces within the buffer.

2.2.2 Typical activity space-based approaches

As used elsewhere 2%, we implemented three activity-based approaches (Fig. S1). First, the

minimum convex polygon (MCP) refers to the smallest convex polygon, including all

mobility paths an individual uses daily. We aggregated these daily M CPs per participant over

! The contextual unit represents the geographical area (in km? used as an analytical unit when examining the
effects of area-based exposures on individual-level outcomes.
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their 7-day tracking periods. Second, the standard deviationa ellipse (SDE) describes the
directional distribution and dispersion of a set of GPS locations. We used an SDE based on
two standard deviations covering approximately 95% of a participant's GPS points “. SDEs
were generated and merged for each participant on a day-to-day basis. Exposures were
determined as the mean exposure values per dailly MCP or SDE. Third, time-weighted
GPS-based buffers (TWB) with 100 m radii were created and superimposed on participants’
GPS points. This measure embodied all locations that any given participant visited during the
tracking period. We selected 100 m buffers to capture an area that is immediately visible, or
with which the respondent has direct contact 2. Time-weight per GPS point was calculated as
the percentage of the time a participant spent at each GPS point of the total tracking duration.
We determined the mean exposure estimates for each type of exposure measurement by
obtaining time-weighted exposures by multiplying and summing exposure and time weight

per GPS point.

2.2.3 Refined GPS-based appr oach for context delineation

Figure 1 summarizes the four analytical steps to enable our geographic context delineation

based on GPS data.

10
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Figure 1. Workflow of the GPS-based refined context delineation approach.

Phase 1: GPS data pre-processing

11
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The GPS data were cleaned in a three-step process to minimize the influence of anomalous
records and increase data reliability. First, participants (N=188) with GPS records outside the
Netherlands during the tracking period were excluded due to a lack of environmental data.
Second, implausible data points were removed, including those with similar timestamps,
records with a speed of >200 km/h, and a spatial displacement of >50 m away from the road
network *. These thresholds were selected based on Dutch traffic regulations and were
aligned with previous GPS-based exposure assessments *“**. Third, we removed respondents
(N=296) possessing insufficient GPS data points, defined as any number of data points less
than two times the median absolute deviation of the number of GPS records “. In total, 269

participants were retained after data pre-processing.

Phase 2: Travel modes detection

Before deriving travel modes, GPS data were segmented into individual trips as GPS points
lack semantic information on mobility *’. Dwell time beyond a threshold, usually selected ad

hoc, between consecutive GPS points is an established criterion for trip segmentation “® but

49-51

depends on the GPS sampling frequency, sensors, and urban setting . Based on previous

studies *°, we set the dwell time threshold value at 3 minutes.

For travel mode detection (i.e., active travel mode and passive travel mode), previous studies

52 53

used fuzzy systems 2, machine learning >, or rule-based classifiers >. However,

12
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model-based classifiers require pre-labeled training data for extracting feature characteristics
of each travel mode, which were lacking in our case *°. As a result, we classified trips into
active (e.g., waking, biking) and passive travel modes (e.g., car, bus) using traffic
speed-based rules ®°. To be classified as active, a trip was required to have an average trip
speed of <25 km/h and a maximum speed of <45 km/h; otherwise, trips were labeled passive
if they averaged less than 200 km/h. It is worth noting that some stationary GPS points
around activity locations could also be labeled as active travel mode based on the
implemented rules. Therefore, we referred to active travel mode and stationary locations as

‘activity locations and active travel mode'.

Phase 3: Determining health-influencing contextual unit

In the case of passive travel mode, individuals are mainly exposed to the micro-environment
in their vehicles and are less affected by perceptions of their extended surroundings *.
Consequently, buffer sizes for passive travel mode can be smaller than those for activity
locations and active travel mode. Circular buffer sizes used for trips were set to 50 m and 100
m for passive travel mode and activity locations and active travel mode, respectively, as

informed by previous studies *°.

Phase 4: Exposur e assessments

Exposures were assessed in three steps. First, we extracted raster cells per environmental

13
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exposure within each buffer. Second, distance decay functions were used to approximate
distance-dependent exposure influences. As assumed elsewhere *°, the exposure impacts on
an individual declines with increasing distance. Different mechanisms of the distance decay
exist for visible and invisible exposures. For visible exposures, the concentrations decrease
with the increasing distance, while for invisible ones, the importance of locations varies with
distance. To assess the sensitivity of the exposure assessment in terms of different distance
decay functions, we implemented linear, exponential, and Gaussian functions (Fig. S2). In the
linear case (LM), exposure weights constantly decreased with increasing distance. The
exponential function (EM) captures a more rapid drop-off in weights within small distance
increments, while in the case of the Gaussian function (GM) weights initially declined slowly

and then more steeply as distance increased.

As a benchmark, we aso implemented an unweighted model (UM) without any
distance-based exposure weighting >’. The weighted exposure of each raster cell was
calculated as the product of the distance-based weighting and the exposure values at the cell.
Third, to consider the different dwell times people spent at different locations, we multiplied
the time weight of each location by the corresponding weighted exposure and averaged the

values across al GPS points.

2.3 Environmental data

2.3.1 Green space

14
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Green space was measured using the Normalized Difference Vegetation Index (NDV1) 8 with
a 30 m gpatial resolution derived from Landsat-8 satellite imagery. We obtained remote

° covering the Netherlands from May to

sensing images from Google Earth Engine °
September 2018. Images with cloud scores >25 and more than 40 percent cloud coverage
were discarded. NDVI values range from -1 to 1, with negative values associated with less or
no vegetation and positive values representing greater amounts of vegetation and, hence,

green space. We excluded NDVI values <0 to avoid distortions when calculating the mean

NDVI value per circular buffer.

2.3.2 Noise

Estimated average noise data in day—evening—night noise levels (Lden) (in dB) for 24h
periods emitted by roads (2017), rail, air traffic (2016), wind turbines (2020), and industrial
areas were obtained from the Dutch National Institute for Public Health and Environment.
Noise estimates with a spatial resolution of 10 m were derived from the Standard Model

Instrumentation for Noise Assessments .

2.3.3Air pollution

Using land-use regression, nationwide average particulate concentrations with a diameter of

<2.5 um (PM2s) (ug/m°) for the year 2016 were obtained with a 25 m spatial resolution. The

15
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land-use regression model was based on roads, land cover, and population data, among others,
within concentric buffers of 50 to 10,000 m centered on the monitoring sites. Results of the

model validation are provided elsewhere ®.

2.3.4 Blue space

Blue space data were obtained from the Dutch land-use database (Landelijk
Grondgebruiksbestand Nederland) for the year 2018 ®. With a spatial resolution of 5 m, the
dataset classifies land use into forty-eight types. We extracted those raster cells classified as
freshwater or saltwater to map blue space. Blue space exposure was measured as the

proportion of blue space cells to the total number of cellsin the buffer.

2.4 Statistical analysis

We used descriptive statistics (i.e., box plots) to compare the size of contextual units and the
level of exposure across the activity space-based assessment methods. Because the exposures
did not follow a normal distribution, we applied non-parametric statistical approaches to
examine the statistical difference in size across different contextual units and environmental
exposure levels. Kruskal-Wallis tests and additional post-hoc analysis using pair-wised
Wilcoxon signed-rank tests were employed. We used pair-wise Spearman correlation analyses
to assess the associations among exposures across each activity space-based exposure
assessment. P-values were adjusted for multiple hypotheses testing ®°. Analyses were

16
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performed in R, version 4.0.3 %.

3 Results

3.1 Spatiotemporal characteristics of participants’ GPS points

The average time a person spent within and outside their residential neighborhoods (i.e., a1
km buffer centered on the home location) per day was 13.2 hours (standard deviation
(SD)+4.24) and 9.6 hours (SD%4.57), respectively (Table S1). Weekday versus weekend
observations of the time spent within the residential neighborhood differed. People's average
distances for activities within and outside the residential neighborhood were 0.22 km
(SD+0.11) and 14.74 km (SD%13.44), with negligible differences between weekdays and
weekends. The SD implies that distances outside the residential neighborhood have greater
variations across participants than those within the residential neighborhood. Greater

deviations were observed on weekend days than weekdays.

Figure 2 shows the spatiotemporal density of participants GPS trgectory points over 24
hours. Not distinguishing between activity locations and active travel mode and passive travel
mode, ahigher density of GPS trajectory points was found for 10 to 100 km away from home
between 7h and 16h and closer to home in the range of 0.1 km between 15h and 20h. Activity
locations and active travel mode and passive travel mode exhibited distinct patterns. GPS
trajectory points in activity locations and active travel mode clustered around people's homes

17
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(around 0.1 km) between 14h and 22h. We observed dense passive travel mode GPS points
between 10 km and 100 km during the morning and evening peak hours (i.e., between 6h and

8h, and around 16h).

All travel modes Activity locations Passive travel mode
& active travel mode

Density
High

100 100 100

10 10 10

0.1 0.1 0.1

Low

0oh ah sh 12h 16h 20h 24h 0uh 4h 8h 12h 16h 20h 24h Duh 4h  8h 12h 16h 20h 24h
Time Time Time

Distance to home location (km)
on a log scale

Figure 2. Spatiotemporal density of participants GPS trgjectory points over 24h for each

tracing day.

3.2 Comparison of the size of contextual units

Figure 3 compares the activity space-based context delineations. MCP and SDE showed a
greater mean size than TWB and UM. SDE had the largest variance among the participants,
and TWB had the smallest. Compared with TWB, UM had smaller maximum and minimum
sizes but a greater variation among participants. Significant Kruskal-Wallis test results
(Figure 3) and Wilcoxon test results (Table S2) showed that the sizes of the four contextual
units were significantly different from each other (p<0.001). Additionally, al contextual units

were larger than the size of HB.

18


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161; this version posted January 9, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Kruskal-Wallis, xz =743.30, p < 0.001

-

< 10000 \

@

c

5 o

g 1000

>

23

g2 ™ ok
e = = B
N 10 ‘ ,

[7)]

Q

L

'—

MCP SDE TWB UM

Figure 3. The size of different contextual units. The red dash line refers to the size of the 1
km home-based buffer (n ~ 3.14 km?. Note that the 1 km home-based buffer was excluded
from statistical examination because its size was identical for each participant. Since distance
decay functions did not influence the sizes of contextual units, we report the unweighted

model (UM) as the contextual unit that only includes travel modes.

3.3 Comparison of derived environmental exposures

Figure 4 and Table 1 summarize the exposure distributions of the eight tested activity
space-based geographic context definitions. Home-based buffers (HB) showed large
variations across all exposures except in the case of blue spaces. Conversely, MCP and SDE
had the smallest interquartile range in PM, 5, noise, and green space but the largest in blue
space. The minimum convex polygon (MCP) and two standard deviational ellipses (SDE)
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resulted in less pronounced PM s and noise exposure levels; however, exposure to green and

blue spaces was greater. The other contextual units exhibited ssimilar exposure distributions

and levels. EM and UM resulted in more compact noise distributions than LM and GM, while

these models were similar in terms of the other exposures.

Table 1. Median and interquartile range (IQR) of derived environmental exposures.

PM,s Noise Green space Blue space
Contextual 3
unit (pg/m®) (dB) (NDVI) (%)
Median IQR Median IQR Median IQR Median IQR
HB 12.83 1.92 55.91 6.84 0.43 0.12 0.03 0.05
MCP 12.58 152 54.81 6.07 0.45 0.09 0.06 0.06
SDE 12.23 1.59 52.99 6.46 0.45 0.07 0.07 0.07
TWB 12.89 1.63 56.75 6.24 0.38 0.11 0.02 0.04
LM 12.89 1.63 56.87 6.49 0.38 0.10 0.03 0.05
EM 12.89 1.63 56.83 6.28 0.38 0.10 0.03 0.05
GM 12.89 1.63 56.86 6.45 0.38 0.11 0.03 0.04
UM 12.89 1.63 56.87 6.29 0.38 0.10 0.03 0.05
Kruskal-Wallis, )(2 =67.78, p < 0.001 Kruskal-Wallis, ;(2 =183.26, p < 0.001
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Figure 4. Boxplots of environmental exposures across different contextual units.
Abbreviations. HB (home-based buffers); MCP (minimum convex polygon); SDE (two
standard deviational ellipse); TWB (time-weighted GPS-based buffers); LM (linear model);

EM (exponential model); GM (Gaussian model); UM (unweighted model).

The Kruskal-Wallis tests were significant for all exposure assessments (p<0.001). Wilcoxon
tests showed that the linear model (LM) versus Gaussian model (GM) test pair was the only
significant test pair across four distance decay models in PM, 5 assessments (see Table S3).
Concerning noise, the linear model (LM) was not significantly different from the Gaussian
model (GM), and no statistical differences were obtained between the time-weighted
GPS-based buffer (TWB) and four distance decay models. For green space, the results
indicated no statistical difference in the following test pairs. time-weighted GPS-based buffer
(TWB) versus unweighted model (UM), linear model (LM) versus exponential model (EM),
exponential model (EM) versus Gaussian model (GM), and linear model (LM) versus
Gaussian model (GM). In the case of blue space, the linear model (LM), exponential model
(EM), Gaussian model (GM), and unweighted model (UM) were al insignificantly different
from the home-based buffer (HB). We aso found no statistical differences across the linear

model (LM), exponential model (EM), Gaussian model (GM), and unweighted model (UM).

The Spearman correlations are depicted in Figure 5. The results show that exposure estimates
across different contextual units were significantly correlated and al estimated PM;s
exposure levels were highly correlated (0.87 - 1). As for other exposures, the minimum
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convex polygon, two standard deviational ellipse, and home-based buffers showed only
moderate correlations with the time-weighted GPS-based buffer, unweighted model, linear
model, exponential model, and Gaussian model. Correlations between the unweighted, linear,

exponential, and Gaussian models in assessing all exposures were strong (0.94 - 1).
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Figure 5. Spearman correlation matrices of environmental exposures across different

contextual units. Abbreviations. HB (home-based buffers); MCP (minimum convex polygon);
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SDE (two standard deviational ellipse); TWB (time-weighted GPS-based buffers); LM (linear

model); EM (exponential model); GM (Gaussian model); UM (unweighted model).

4 Discussion

This study extended activity space-based exposure assessments by accounting for travel
modes and exposure-related distance decay effects to allow evaluation of the size of activity

spaces and exposure levels against contextual unitsin typical use.

4.1 Main findings

In line with our expectations, our results showed that people’s daily mobility extends beyond
their residential neighborhoods. Including travel modes in the exposure assessments
significantly reduced contextual unit sizes confirming our first hypothesis. However, our first
hypothesis about assessed exposure levels had to be reected. Significant statistical
differences were only found for PM,5s and blue space for cases with or without considering
travel modes in exposure assessments. We found that including travel modes in the
assessment decreased measured exposure levels for most participants. Our second hypothesis
was partially supported. We observed that incorporating distance decay functions was
sendgitive to the type of exposures. For PM,s and blue space, no statistica differences were
found between the unweighted model (UM) and linear (LM), exponentia (EM), and
Gaussian (GM) models. By contrast, differences in distance decay models appeared to be
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significant for noise and green space. Our results reported insignificant differences in derived

exposure levels across multiple distance decay functions.

The high correlation of 0.94 between home-based buffers (HB) and time-weighted
GPS-based buffers (TWB) suggested that the amount of PM,s measured around residential
locations is an excellent proxy for the exposure experienced during daly life in the
Netherlands. For other exposures (i.e., noise, green space, and blue space), HB can only
moderately approximate daily exposure which implies that GPS point-based assessments are
more suitable in such cases. Moreover, TWB provides a good estimate of noise and green
space exposure, as evidenced by the highly correlated relationships between TWB and LM,
EM, and GM, and UM (0.9 < correlation coefficients <1). TWB and UM were potentially

excellent proxies for the overall blue space exposure along individuals' daily mobility paths.

4.2 Available evidence

Our findings support prior studies suggesting that human spatiotempora activity patterns
should be incorporated in exposure assessment 3% Furthermore, the results comparing
environmental exposure levels captured with different activity space-based approaches were
congruent with past research "% The results underscore that contextual uncertainty is
critical in dynamic exposure assessment as different delineations of activity space exhibit

significant discrepancies in observed levels of exposure 12,
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We found that the minimum convex polygon (MCP) and two standard deviational ellipses
(SDE) resulted in lower exposure concentrations for PM s, lower noise exposure, and higher
exposure to green space and blue space than other contextual units. In this context, sparsely
distributed GPS points versus clustered points 2° could lead to much larger contextual unit
sizes. Such contextual units may include spaces (e.g., parks) an individual has never visited
and thus lead to incorrect estimates of actual exposure. Consequently, as reported in past

studies, MCP and SDE are not suitable contextual units for exposure estimates *°.

Home-based buffers (HB) showed large variations across participants for PM,s and green
space but fewer variations for noise and blue space. Significant PM2s and green space
variations could be attributed to participants socioeconomic disparities. Lower
socioeconomic status has been observed to relate to living conditions associated with higher

air pollution levels and a lower presence of green space "™

. Exposures to noise and blue
space are less likely to be affected by participants' socioeconomic status. However, the
evidence about whether noise exposure differs across socioeconomic groups is mixed ™ In
the case of noise, this may be because loud noise may lead to anxiety and sleep disturbance ,
causing people to avoid choosing a noisy living environment. In the case of blue space, the

possible reason is that the percentage of blue space is somewhat limited within the 1 km

radius of the living neighborhoods we examined.

We aso observed that including travel modes significantly influenced the exposure
assessments. This observation may be due to selective daily mobility bias, potentialy
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affecting individuals choices and attitudes toward travel "*. People tend to choose
travel-friendly routes given choices in travel pattern creation ” and ambient exposure levels
® In terms of exposure to PMys, traffic emissions have been recognized as one of the
primary sources. Past research has observed high levels of exposure along transportation
routes **'"; thus, commuters can attenuate their exposure by minimizing the use of such
routes, increasing their distance from emission sources . In the case of passive travel mode,
individuals mobility paths are co-located with the emitting paths, increasing their exposure
levels. By contrast, active travelers can often choose less-polluted routes improving their
travel environments *°. Finally, in the case of blue space, a possible explanation is that blue

80,81

gpace could promote walking and cycling activities while also constituting a barrier to

vehicular traffic.

The significant impact of the distance decay effect on exposure assessment only held for
noise and green space. Our inconclusive results concerning blue space may be attributed to its
limited presence and measurement in our data. First, the presence of blue space only accounts
for a small percentage of individuals' activity space, especially considering people's mobility
paths. Second, we used the buffers’ average proportion of blue space as a proxy for blue
space exposure. However, such a means of measurement may be insensitive to the distance
decay effect. As for PM,5, the nature of exposure might be a possible explanation for the
insignificant role of the distance decay effect. Visible exposures might affect human health
within limited geographical areas, and such effects decrease with distance %%, By contrast,
invisible presence (i.e., PM2s) might be less sensitive to distance. Compared with previous
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studies *°, we cannot conclude which distance decay function performs better or worse.
Nonetheless, a novel contribution was made to the literature as the first study to consider the

distance decay effect in measuring environmental exposures.

Surprisingly, residential PM,s exposure (HB) correlated highly with other activity
space-based exposure estimates. Even though a prior study in the Netherlands noted that
residential exposure was sufficient to capture school children’s annual average PMss
exposure ®, such a finding was at variance with other existing findings and still not expected.
The finding might be accounted for by differences in the geographic context of the
Netherlands compared to other contexts . Despite participants spending a great deal of time
outside their homes, residential exposure would appear to be an excellent proxy for the
overal exposure to PM,s in daily life in the Netherlands, likely caused by the spatial
disparity of PM 5 concentrations in the Netherlands not being significant. As a result, studies
lacking GPS data availability could still adopt residential exposure as a reliable proxy value

for assessing PM 5 exposure in the Netherlands.

In contrast with PM25 exposures, residential exposure values were not suitable as proxy
values for other environmental exposures encountered over individuals’ daily mobility. Such
exposures are best assessed using GPS-based buffers. The strong correlations between
time-weighted GPS-based buffers (TWB) and other distance decay models for noise and
green space assessments suggest that TWB is a less-costly and more straightforward GPS
data-based approach. In the case of blue space, either including travel modes in exposure
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assessment or using TWB are both potentially suitable approaches. We recommend that the
selection of exposure assessment approaches be approached with care and informed by

applying sengitivity tests and examining the actual data.

4.3 Strengths and limitations

Among the first, this study systematically compared people's exposure to air pollution, noise,
green space, and blue space across different activity space-based contextual units advanced
on previous studies, which primarily assessed home-centered exposures ****, Benefiting from
GPS data, multiple dynamic activity space-based contextual units were delineated. As our
participants mobility trajectories were distributed across the Netherlands, this enabled our
recommendations about the performance of contextual units in different exposure
assessments to be adaptive to different environmental settings throughout the country. Finally,
we extended current research practice by refining the GPS-based assessment of
environmental exposures allowing for accounting of travel modes and exposure-based
distance decay functions. However, selecting a specific distance decay function will require

further investigation and considering actual needs.

This study was subject to several limitations. First, the GPS data did not contain semantic
information about peoples travel modes. We cannot exclude that our rules-based
classification has affected the classification accuracy to some extent. Second, the GPS data
quality could be affected by the signal reception (e.g., high buildings, tree canopy) and data

28


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161; this version posted January 9, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

pre-processing. Concerning the latter, we cannot rule out that a few meaningful GPS points
were erroneously removed despite satisfying the elimination criteria. However, since only 3.7%
of the GPS points were removed, the impact is likely neglectable. Smilarly, the amount of
problematic GPS points (e.g., points falling clearly off the potential path) was also negligible.
Third, our data only focused on short-term environmental exposures. The statistical
differences across different activity space-based approaches in short-term exposures could
cumulatively contribute to substantial variations in long-term exposure levels . Furthermore,
an investigation is needed to assess the differences between short- and long-term exposures
based on different contextual units. Fourth, our study ignored short-term temporal variation in
environmental exposures as typically done in GPS studies *"%. Relatedly, there was aso a
temporal mismatch between the GPS data collection and the environmental exposure data.
Such a mismatch could potentially affect the exposure levels. Fifth, we applied the same
distance decay functions across exposures, which could potentialy influence the results.
Sixth, the smartphone app for collecting GPS data was unavailable for the iOS system; thus
only Android system users could be approached and recorded. Even though the Android
system accounted for 76.3% of the Dutch market at the time of data collection, specific

groups of people could potentially be excluded.

5 Conclusions

Our results showed that for some exposures, the tested activity space definitions, although

significantly correlated, exhibited differing exposure estimate results based on the inclusion
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or exclusion of travel modes or distance decay effects. Furthermore, residential exposure
appears to be an excellent proxy for the overall amount of PM,s exposure in daily life, with

GPS point-based assessment suitable for other exposures.

30


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161; this version posted January 9, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

References

1. Hegewald J, Schubert M, Freiberg A, et al. Traffic noise and mental health: A systematic
review and meta-analysis. International journal of environmental research and public health.

2020;17(17):6175.

2. Britton E, Kindermann G, Domegan C, Carlin C. Blue care: A systematic review of blue

space interventions for health and wellbeing. Health Promot Inter nation. 2020;35(1):50-69.

3. Twohig-Bennett C, Jones A. The health benefits of the great outdoors: A systematic review
and meta-analysis of greenspace exposure and health outcomes. Environ Res.

2018;166:628-637.

4. Borroni E, Pesatori AC, Bollati V, Buoli M, Carugno M. Air pollution exposure and
depression: A comprehensive updated systematic review and meta-analysis. Environmental

Pollution. 2022;292:118245.

5. Cal Y, Ramakrishnan R, Rahimi K. Long-term exposure to traffic noise and mortality: A
systematic review and meta-analysis of epidemiological evidence between 2000 and 2020.

Environmental Pollution. 2021;269:116222.

6. Labib SM, Lindley S, Huck JJ. Spatial dimensions of the influence of urban green-blue

spaces on human health: A systematic review. Environ Res. 2020;180:108869.

7. Smith M, Cui J, Ikeda E, et al. Objective measurement of children's physical activity

geographies: A systematic search and scoping review. Health Place. 2021;67:102489.

31


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161; this version posted January 9, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

8. Helbich M. Toward dynamic urban environmental exposure assessments in mental health

research. Environ Res. 2018;161:129-135.

9. Kwan M. The uncertain geographic context problem. Ann Assoc Am Geogr .

2012;102(5):958-968.

10. Perchoux C, Chaix B, Cummins S, Kestens Y. Conceptualization and measurement of
environmental exposure in epidemiology: Accounting for activity space related to daily

mobility. Health Place. 2013;21:86-93.

11. Golledge RG. Spatial behavior: A geographic perspective. Guilford Press; 1997.

12. Christensen A, Griffiths C, Hobbs M, Gorse C, Radley D. Accuracy of buffers and
self-drawn neighbourhoods in representing adolescent GPS measured activity spaces: An

exploratory study. Health Place. 2021;69:1025609.

13. Klompmaker JO, Hoek G, Bloemsma LD, et al. Associations of combined exposuresto
surrounding green, air pollution and traffic noise on mental health. Environ Int.

2019;129:525-537.

14. Zijlema WL, Wolf K, Emeny R, et al. The association of air pollution and depressed
mood in 70,928 individuals from four european cohorts. Int J Hyg Environ Health.

2016;219(2):212-219.

32


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161; this version posted January 9, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

15. Tripathy S, Marsland AL, Kinnee EJ, et al. Long-term ambient air pollution exposures
and circulating and stimulated inflammatory mediators in a cohort of midlife adults. Environ

Health Perspect. 2021;129(5):057007.

16. Campbell M, Marek L, Hobbs M. Reconsidering movement and exposure: Towards a

more dynamic health geography. Geography Compass. 2021;15(6):e12566.

17. Hagerstrand T. What about people in regional science. regional science association.

1970;24.

18. Fuller D, Stanley KG. The future of activity space and health research. Health Place.

2019;58:102131.

19. Wang J, Kwan M. An analytical framework for integrating the spatiotemporal dynamics
of environmental context and individual mobility in exposure assessment: A study on the
relationship between food environment exposures and body weight. International journal of

environmental research and public health. 2018;15(9):2022.

20. Kwan M, Wang J, Tyburski M, Epstein DH, Kowalczyk WJ, Preston KL. Uncertainties in
the geographic context of health behaviors: A study of substance users’ exposure to

psychosocial stress using GPSdata. Int J Geogr Inf Sci. 2019;33(6):1176-1195.

21. Birenboim A, Helbich M, Kwan M. Advances in portable sensing for urban environments:
Understanding cities from a mobility perspective. Comput , Environ Urban Syst.

2021;88:101650.

33


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161; this version posted January 9, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

22. Elizabeth E, Kelly AS, Cesunical, Yu H. On the potential of iPhone significant location
datato characterize individual mobility for air pollution health studies. Frontiers of

Environmental Science & Engineering. 2022;16(5):1-5.

23. Cetateanu A, Jones A. How can GPS technology help us better understand exposure to

the food environment? A systematic review. SSM-population health. 2016;2:196-205.

24. Roberts H, Helbich M. Multiple environmental exposures along daily mobility paths and

depressive symptoms: A smartphone-based tracking study. Environ Int. 2021;156:106635.

25. Bista S, Dureau C, Chaix B. Persona exposure to concentrations and inhalation of black
carbon according to transport mode use: The Mobili Sense sensor-based study. Environ Int.

2022;158:106990.

26. Liu B, Widener M, Burgoine T, Hammond D. Association between time-weighted
activity space-based exposures to fast food outlets and fast food consumption among young
adultsin urban canada. International Journal of Behavioral Nutrition and Physical Activity.

2020;17(1):1-13.

27. Lan Y, Roberts H, Kwan M, Helbich M. Daily space-time activities, multiple
environmental exposures, and anxiety symptoms: A cross-sectional mobile phone-based

sensing study. Sci Total Environ. 2022;834:155276.

34


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161; this version posted January 9, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

28. Marquet O, Hirsch JA, Kerr J, et al. GPS-based activity space exposure to greenness and
walkability is associated with increased accelerometer-based physical activity. Environ Int.

2022:107317.

29. Lee K, Kwan M. The effects of GPS-based buffer size on the association between travel
modes and environmental contexts. | SPRS International Journal of Geo-Information.

2019;8(11):514.

30. Jankowska MM, Yang J, Luo N, Spoon C, Benmarhnia T. Accounting for space, time,
and behavior using GPS derived dynamic measures of environmental exposure. Health Place.

2021:102706.

31. Poom A, Willberg E, Toivonen T. Environmental exposure during travel: A research

review and suggestions forward. Health Place. 2021;70:102584.

32. Zhang L, Zhou S, Kwan M, Shen M. Assessing individual environmental exposure
derived from the spatiotemporal behavior context and its impacts on mental health. Health

Place. 2021;71:102655.

33. Cepeda M, Schoufour J, Freak-Poli R, et a. Levels of ambient air pollution according to

mode of transport: A systematic review. The Lancet Public Health. 2017;2(1):e23-e34.

34. De Nazelle A, Bode O, Orjuela JP. Comparison of air pollution exposures in active vs.

passive travel modes in european cities: A quantitative review. Environ Int. 2017;99:151-160.

35


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161; this version posted January 9, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

35. Wel Q, SheJ, Zhang S, MaJ. Using individual GPS trgjectories to explore foodscape
exposure: A case study in beijing metropolitan area. International Journal of Environmental

Resear ch and Public Health. 2018;15(3):405.

36. Hazlehurst MF, Spalt EW, Nicholas TP, et a. Contribution of the in-vehicle
microenvironment to individual ambient-source nitrogen dioxide exposure: The multi-ethnic
study of atherosclerosis and air pollution. Journal of exposure science & environmental

epidemiology. 2018;28(4):371-380.

37. Klous G, Kretzschmar ME, Coutinho RA, Heederik DJ, Huss A. Prediction of human
active mobility in rural areas: Development and validity tests of three different approaches.

Journal of Exposure Science & Environmental Epidemiology. 2020;30(6):1023-1031.

38. Moutinho JL, Liang D, Golan R, et a. Near-road vehicle emissions air quality monitoring

for exposure modeling. Atmos Environ. 2020;224:117318.

39. Karanasiou A, VianaM, Querol X, Moreno T, de Leeuw F. Assessment of personal
exposure to particulate air pollution during commuting in european

cities—Recommendations and policy implications. Sci Total Environ. 2014,490:785-797.

40. Zhang CH, Sears L, Myers JV, Brock GN, Sears CG, Zierold KM. Proximity to coal-fired
power plants and neurobehavioral symptomsin children. Journal of exposure science &

environmental epidemiology. 2022;32(1):124-134.

36


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161; this version posted January 9, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

41. Xu'Y, Wen M, Wang F. Multilevel built environment features and individual odds of

overweight and obesity in utah. Appl Geogr. 2015;60:197-203.

42. Helbich M. Dynamic urban environmental exposures on depression and suicide (NEEDS)
in the netherlands: A protocol for a cross-sectional smartphone tracking study and a

longitudinal population register study. BMJ open. 2019;9(8):e030075.

43. Rainham D, McDowell |, Krewski D, Sawada M. Conceptualizing the healthscape:
Contributions of time geography, location technologies and spatial ecology to place and

health research. Soc Sci Med. 2010;70(5):668-676.

44. Beekhuizen J, Kromhout H, Huss A, Vermeulen R. Performance of GPS-devices for
environmental exposure assessment. Journal of exposure science & environmental

epidemiology. 2013;23(5):498-505.

45. Bohte W, Maat K. Deriving and validating trip purposes and travel modes for multi-day
GPS-based travel surveys: A large-scale application in the netherlands. Transportation
Resear ch Part C: Emerging Technologies. 2009;17(3):285-297.

https://www.sci encedi rect.com/sci ence/arti cle/pii/S0968090X 08000909. doi:

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trc.2008.11.004.

46. Leys C, Ley C, Klein O, Bernard P, Licata L. Detecting outliers: Do not use standard
deviation around the mean, use absol ute deviation around the median. J Exp Soc Psychol.

2013;49(4):764-766.

37


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161; this version posted January 9, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

47. Ashbrook D, Starner T. Using GPS to learn significant locations and predict movement

across multiple users. Personal and Ubiquitous computing. 2003;7(5):275-286.

48. Y azdizadeh A, Patterson Z, Faroog B. An automated approach from GPS tracesto
complete trip information. International Journal of Transportation Science and Technol ogy.

2019;8(1):82-100.

49. Dalumpines R, Scott DM. Making mode detection transferable: Extracting activity and
travel episodes from GPS data using the multinomial logit model and python. Transp Plann

Technol. 2017;40(5):523-539.

50. Patterson Z, Fitzsimmons K. Datamobile: Smartphone travel survey experiment. Transp

Res Rec. 2016;2594(1):35-43.

51. Xiao G, Juan Z, Gao J. Travel mode detection based on neural networks and particle

swarm optimization. Information. 2015;6(3):522-535.

52. Schuessler N, Axhausen KW. Processing raw data from global paositioning systems

without additional information. Transp Res Rec. 2009;2105(1):28-36.

53. Lee K, Kwan M. Automatic physical activity and in"lvehicle status classification based
on GPS and accelerometer data: A hierarchical classification approach using machine

learning techniques. Transactionsin GIS. 2018;22(6):1522-1549.

54. Shafique MA, Hato E. Travel mode detection with varying smartphone data collection

frequencies. Sensors. 2016;16(5):716.

38


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161; this version posted January 9, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

55. Wu L, Yang B, Jing P. Travel mode detection based on GPS raw data collected by

smartphones: A systematic review of the existing methodologies. Information. 2016;7(4):67.

56. Rodriguez DA, Cho G, Evenson KR, et al. Out and about: Association of the built
environment with physical activity behaviors of adolescent females. Health Place.

2012;18(1):55-62.

57. Fotheringham AS. Spatia structure and distance-decay parameters. Ann Assoc Am Geogr.

1981;71(3):425-436.

58. Tucker CJ. Red and photographic infrared linear combinations for monitoring vegetation.

Remote Sens Environ. 1979;8(2):127-150.

59. Gorelick N, Hancher M, Dixon M, Ilyushchenko S, Thau D, Moore R. Google earth
engine: Planetary-scale geospatial anaysis for everyone. Remote Sens Environ.

2017,202:18-27.

60. Schreurs EM, Jabben J, Verheijen E. STAMINA-model description. standard model

instrumentation for noise assessments. RIVM rapport 680740003. 2010.

61. Shen 'Y, de Hoogh K, Schmitz O, et al. Europe-wide air pollution modeling from 2000 to

2019 using geographically weighted regression. Environ Int. 2022:107485.

62. Hazeu GW, Vittek M, Schuiling R, et al. LGN2018: Een nieuwe weergave van het
grondgebruik in nederland. LGN2018: een nieuwe weer gave van het grondgebruik in

Nederland. 2020.

39


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161; this version posted January 9, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

63. Holm S. A simple sequentially rejective multiple test procedure. Scandinavian journal of

statistics. 1979:65-70.

64. Team RC. R: A language and environment for statistical computing. . 2013.

65. Yoo E, Roberts JE, Eum Y, Shi Y. Quality of hybrid location data drawn from

GPS[Jenabled mobile phones: Does it matter? Transactions in GIS. 2020;24(2):462-482.

66. Xu'Y, Yi L, Cabison J, et al. The impact of GPS-derived activity spaces on personal PM2.

5 exposures in the MADRES cohort. Environ Res. 2022;214:114029.

67. Park YM, Kwan M. Individual exposure estimates may be erroneous when
spatiotemporal variability of air pollution and human mobility are ignored. Health Place.

2017;43:85-94.

68. Ntarladima A, Karssenberg D, Vaartjes|, et a. A comparison of associations with
childhood lung function between air pollution exposure assessment methods with and without

accounting for time-activity patterns. Environ Res. 2021;202:111710.

69. Yoo E, Roberts JE. Static home-based versus dynamic mobility-based assessments of

exposure to urban green space. Urban Forestry & Urban Greening. 2022:127528.

70. De Vries S, Buijs AE, Snep RP. Environmental justice in the netherlands: Presence and
quality of greenspace differ by socioeconomic status of neighbourhoods. Sustainability.

2020;12(15):5889.

40


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161; this version posted January 9, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

71. Fecht D, Fischer P, Fortunato L, et al. Associations between air pollution and
socioeconomic characteristics, ethnicity and age profile of neighbourhoods in england and the

netherlands. Environmental pollution. 2015;198:201-210.

72. Verbeek T. Unequal residential exposure to air pollution and noise: A geospatial

environmental justice analysis for ghent, belgium. SSM-population health. 2019;7:100340.

73. Lan 'Y, Roberts H, Kwan M, Helbich M. Transportation noise exposure and anxiety: A

systematic review and meta-analysis. Environ Res. 2020;191:110118.

74. Chaix B, Kestens Y, Duncan DT, et a. A GPS-based methodology to analyze
environment-health associations at the trip level: Case-crossover analyses of built

environments and walking. Am J Epidemiol. 2016;184(8):579-589.

75. Klein S, Brondeel R, Chaix B, et al. What triggers selective daily mobility among older
adults? A study comparing trip and environmental characteristics between observed path and

shortest path. Health Place. 2021:102730.

76. Plue R, Jewett L, Widener MJ. Considerations when using individual GPS datain food
environment research: A scoping review of ‘ Selective (daily) mobility bias' in GPS exposure
studies and its relevance to the retail food environment. Geospatial Technologies for Urban

Health. 2020:95-112.

77. Pirrera S, De Valck E, Cluydts R. Nocturnal road traffic noise: A review on its

assessment and consequences on sleep and health. Environ Int. 2010;36(5):492-498.

41


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161; this version posted January 9, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

78. Health Effects Institute. Traffic-related air pollution: A critical review of the literature on

emissions, exposure, and health effects. . 2010.

79. Wu D, Lin M, Chan C, et al. Influences of commuting mode, air conditioning mode and
meteorological parameters on fine particle (PM2. 5) exposure levelsin traffic

microenvironments. Aerosol and Air Quality Research. 2013;13(2):709-720.

80. Jansen M, Kamphuis C, Pierik FH, Ettema DF, Dijst MJ. Neighborhood-based PA and its
environmental correlates. A GlS-and GPS based cross-sectional study in the netherlands.

BMC Public Health. 2018;18(1):1-8.

81. Krenn PJ, Oja P, Titze S. Route choices of transport bicyclists: A comparison of actually
used and shortest routes. International journal of behavioral nutrition and physical activity.

2014:11(1):1-7.

82. Hothersall DC, Chandler-Wilde SN. Prediction of the attenuation of road traffic noise

with distance. J Sound Vibrat. 1987;115(3):459-472.

83. Labib SM, Huck JJ, Lindley S. Modelling and mapping eye-level greenness visibility
exposure using multi-source data at high spatial resolutions. Sci Total Environ.

2021,755:143050.

84.MaJ, Tao Y, Kwan M, Chal Y. Assessing mobility-based real-time air pollution exposure
in space and time using smart sensors and GPS trgjectoriesin beijing. Annals of the American

Association of Geographers. 2020;110(2):434-448.

42


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161; this version posted January 9, 2023. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .

Author contributions: Lai Wei: Conceptualization, Methodology, Formal analysis,
Visualization, Writing — original manuscript. Mei-Po Kwan: Writing — review & editing,
Funding acquisition. Roel Vermeulen: Funding acquisition, Project administration. Marco
Helbich: Conceptualization, Data Curation, Methodology, Writing — review & editing,

Supervision, Funding acquisition.

Declar ation of interest: None.

Conflict of inter est: The authors have no conflict of interest to declare.

Funding: This work received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under the

European Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation program (grant agreement No

714993). The study was supported by EXPOSOME-NL, which is funded through the

Gravitation program of the Dutch Ministry of Education, Culture, and Science and the

Netherlands Organization for Scientific Research (NWO grant number 024.004.017).

43


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.06.23284161
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

