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Descriptive Statistics

#

#$

N Sk=wness Huripgis
Sttistic Sttistic Sd. Emor Stafistic St Error
Cyeling T34 1477 080 1,178 180
Walid M (listwis=) T34
Tests of Normality
Kolmogone w-Sminno wa) Ehapiro-Wilk
Stafistic di Sig. Stafistic di Sig.
Cycling 133 T34 000 880 T34 000
a Lilliefors Significance Comrection
Histogram Normal -Q Plot of Cycling
= 3 o
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Wean =169,48 a
Std. Dev. =156 012 2
N=734
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200 400 600 800 200 0 200 400 600 800 1.000
Cyeling Observed Value
#$' &
Descriptive Statistics
N Skewness Kurbosis
S fistic Sitistic Std. Error Sitistic Std. Error
Walking T34 zan 080 6,580 180
Walid M {listwiss) T34
Tests of Normality
Kolmoggorow-Smirmowa) Shapiro-Wilk
Statistic df Sig. Statizfic df Sig.
Walkang 7 734 000 T41 734 00
a Lilliefors Significance Correction
Histogram
9 Normal Q-Q Plot of Walking
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Descriptive Statistics

N Shewnesz Hurisis

Statistic Statistic Sid. Error Statistic Sid. Errar
Self eficacy cycling 738 -269 (=] - B3 18D
Walid M {listwiss) 75

Tests of Normality
Kolmago rov-5mirnow(s) Shapiro-Wilk
Statistic di Eig. Statistic df Sig.

Selfefficacy cyeing 088 738 000 575 738 000

a Lillisfors Significance Correction

Histogram
Normal Q-Q Plot of SelfefficacyCycling

H 2
- s
’ * s;wmlmy::ycm;: ” ’ : Observedvaius =
(%#$ )$ % % %$ &
Deescriptive Statistics
N Skewness. Kuriosis

Stafistic Stafistic St Error Stafistic Std. Error

Socialinfluences N _ o N
cycling 720 -178 81 -89 152
Walid M (listwise) 720

Tests of Normality

Ko lmogorow-Smirn owa) Shapiro-Wilk
Statistic df Sig. SEfistic di Sig.
Sodal influences
eytiing B 046 720 001 989 20 000

& Lillisfors Significance Correcton

Histogram

Normal Q-0 Plot of SocialinfluencesCycling

Fraquency

Expected Normal

5 E 5 o
SocialinflusncesCycling Observed Value

#) % %S$ &

Descriptive Statistics

N Skewness Kuripsis.
_ i Stafistic Stafistic St Error Stafistic St Emror
Satyeyeing 889 -413 254 289 188
Walid M (listwiz=) 689




Tests of Normali

K ooy oino -5 mi o w3} Shapiro-Wilk
Statisfic di Sig. Statistic df Sig.
Sak cling
=g 083 eas 000 384 823 000
a Lilliefors Significance Correction
Histogram
Normal G- Plot of SafetyCycling
" >
i, B
£ i
TH] .
S0 me  ism mw w0 wm  mm : o n p 3
SafetyCycling Observed Valus.
* % % %$ &
Descriptive Statistics
N Skewness Kurtesis.
Stistic Stistic Std. Errar Stistic Std. Error
Aesthetics cycling 703 - 141 082 v 184
Walid M {listwiss) 703
Tests of Normality
Ko lmogorow-Smirn owa) Shapiro-Wilk
Statistic df Sig. StEfistic df Sig.
Aesthetics oyoling 05T 702 000 284 703 005
& Lillisfors Significance Correcton
Histogram
b Normal -0 Plot of AestheticsCycling
& 3o
1] g
T pemetesowing : " omenedvie °
+ % #$ % %$ &
Descriptive Statistics
N Sk=wness Kuriosis.
Sitistic Statistic | Sdi. Emor Statzfic Sd. Emror
Functionality cycling
unctionality cycling Ti6 -T721 081 BB a2
Walid M (listwiz=) Ti6
Tests of Normality
K olmogorow-Smirn owa) 5 hapiro-Wilk
Statistic df Sig. Stafistic di Sig.
Function ality cyding
unction ity cycing N T8 000 253 T8 000

& Lillisfors Significance Correcton




Histogram

Normal Q-Q Plot of FunctionalityCycling

o
;m : %
o
ST s =
5o 00 sm mo  mm 7 T T pe E T m
FunctionalityCycling Observed Value
/)
($) ) %#% OH$' &
Descriptive Statistics
N Skewness Hurisis.
Stafisic Stafisic Sid. Ermrar Stafisic Std. Error
Self eficacy walkng _ . _ .
T2 =303 ird -253 d83
Walid M (listwis=) T08
Tests of Normality
Kolmago rov-Smimow(s) Shapiro-Wilk
Statistic df Eig. Statistic df Sig.
Selfefficacywalking
Ehiesey kg 02 To8 000 852 708 000
a Lillisfors Significance Correction
Histogram
Normal Q-Q Plot of SelfefficacyWalking
100,
o
H 2
2 3
v o £,
0 2
e =104
i ]
H 1 : 2 P4 7 I P & E3 ®
SelfefficacyWalking Observed Value
(%#$ )$ % O4#$ &
Descriptive Statistics
N Skewness Kurtesis.
Statzfic Statzfic Sd. Error Sttistic Std. Error
Socialinflusnces
walking - 07 -198 a2 -428 184
Walid M {listwiss) TOT
Tests of Normality
K olmogorow-Smirn owa) 5 hapiro-Wilk
Statistic df Sig. Stafistic df Sig.
Sodal influences
I — 020 TaT 000 ATe ToT 000
walking
a Lilliefors Significance Correcion




Histogram

110

Frequency

St Do

10 = n

Normal G-0 Plot of SoclalinfluencesWalking

ed Normal

Se:\z\lnﬂu;neesWiikinn ¥ Dlnen‘:‘d Value . b
# o#$' &
Descriptive Statistics
M Sl=wness Kurimsis
Statistic Statzfic Sd. Error Statzfic Sd. Emror
Safetywalkng
=ywalking 6 -8 LES 234 150
Walid M {listwiss) k]
Tests of Normality
Kolmogorow-Smirnowa) Shapiro-Wilk
Statistic df Sig. Sifistic df Sig.
Sa ety walking
Ety walking 088 883 000 983 ga2 p00
a Lillisfors Significance Correction
Histogram
— Normal Q-Q Plot of SafetyWalking
o] s
£ T
3 3
£ 3
. &
s w5 :
550 2w 2500 00 =m 13 3 = &
SafetyWalking Observed Value
* % 0#% &
Descriptive Statistics
i} Sl=wness Hurio sis
Sitistic Sitistic Std. Error Statisfic Sd. Eror
Assthetics walkdng T2 - 101 =z - 228 VB4
Walid M {listwiss) TOS
Tests of Normality
Ko Imegorow-Smimow(s) Shapiro-Wilk
Stafistic di Sig. Swfstic di Sig.
Assthatics walking i L] T2 i) 254 T3 J0aT

a Lilliefors Significance Correcion

Histogram

Fraquancy
Expected Normal

[

i3 P
AestheticsWalking

Normal Q-Q Plot of AestheticsWalking

B
Observed Value
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Descriptive Statistics

N Sl=wness Huriosis
Sistishic Statistic S . Error Stafisic Sid. Error

SehaTFuncionaia
anoapty 707 -578 082 470 184

Walid M {listwiss) TOT

Tests of Normality

K olmogorow-Smirn owa) 5 hapiro-Wilk
Statistic df Sig. Stafistic df Sig.
Function alityw alking e 707 000 ez 0T 000

a Lilliefors Significance Correcion

Histogram Normal G- Plot of FUnctionalityWalking
o J
o ‘_
ol H
£ i.
I
=] 1
o
o
st o 1S mpp 200 T ! 3 5 P = %
FUnctionalityWalking Observed Value
escriptive Statistics
N Skewness Kuripsis.
Stafistic Stafistic St Error Stafistic St Emror
Destinaton 74T -2428 fol) 8245 78
Walid M (listwize) T4T
Tests of Normality
Koo Imeosgpoino w-Siminneo wia) Shapiro-Wilk
Stafistic df Sig. Stafistic df Sig.
Drestination 248 T4T 000 581 T4T 000
a Lillisfors Significance Correction
Histogram
Normal Q-Q Plot of Destination
2504 =
!
2004
o
1501 -
H £
3 5
E 2
¢ 3
i £
100 H
2
fif
o
s
°
ean =135
St Dev. <367
e s =
5 10 15 2 T H 0 s )

Destination Observed Value
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1 #% " #%% % %$ # 5 % &
ANOVA
Distance {in meers) to the most sccessed (oyoie) destination
Sum of
Squsres Df Mean Squars F Sig.
Betwsen Groups '3':'35533 2| siszmsi T2 2778 i)

Within Grouns 17548418 .
Within Group: 74;‘;23; 731 | 24550501369
Total &0Bz0zz 733
678
1% <

Multiple Comparisons

) #6# 7 8% 9

Dependent Variable: Wat is de afstand in meters vanaf ww huis naar de bestemming: ! Fietsbestemming!T7{1 km = 1000 meter)

Multiple Comparisons

Bonferroni
M=zn . .

U] 0y Differ=nce 85% Confidence Interval
Perceivedlcategorisén Perceivedlcategorisén {1-Jy Std. Error Sig. Lower Bound | Upper Bound
Rural Bstwesn 4TT.TBE 1,000 1551, 76 701,13

Urkan 433,623 058 -2083,78 27,70
Betwssn Rural 477,785 1,000 -T01.12 159176

Urkan 450,287 524 -1848,13 511,18
Urban Rural 433,623 5] -2T.70 205329

Bztwsen 450,287 JB24 -E13.18 164812

1 #% " #%% % %$ # 5 & ) #6# 78% 9
AMNOVA
Distance (in meeE) to the most scoessed (oyois) destinston
Sum of
Squsres Df Mean Squars F Sig.
Betwsen Groups 555:+::::I§-4 2| 27752000, 5307 173 278
Within Groups | 5312:2_'; 3-'3':\ 723 | 24721747 72
Tatal 180TTEETT R
18580 ?3
1% <

Dependent Variable: Wat is de afstand in meters vanaf uw huis naar de bestemming: TFietsbestemming] #(1

km = 1000 meter)

Bonferroni
WMean
Difference 85% Confidence Interval

(I} 3 categoriegn  (J) 3 categoriegn (K} Std. Errar Sig. Lower Bound | Upper Bound
Urban Between 387,638 440 5385 1,000 -559,38 1444 78

Rural 695 592 434 171 ATS -450,18 1881 36
Between Urban -387 688 440 535 1,000 1444 76 669 38

Rural 307,904 564 656 1,000 -1047,02 1862 83
Rural Urban 665 502 494 171 AT -1881,36 45018

Between -307,904 564 656 1,000 -16852,83 1047 02




#$' &
1 #% " #%% O#%' # 5 % & ) # 6#
ANOVA
Distance {in meEs) to the most sceessed (walk) destination
Sum of
Squsres Df Mean Squars F Sig.
Betwsen Groups | 22855077, 2| 1e4ze538.200 5343 003

Within Groups 152858707 g8 | 278442274
Total 700
*%

Multiple Comparisons

Dependent Variable: Wat is de afstand in meters vanaf uw huis naar de bestemming: T'Wandelbestemming!['? 1 km = 1000

meter
Bonfemroni
Mean
n oy Difference 25% Confidence Interval
Perceived3categorieén Perceived3categorieén {1-J} Std. Emor Sig. Lower Bound | Upper Bound
Rural Between 225,782 163,821 JB04 818,44
Urban 510,931 | 148,571 .00z 868 87
Between Rural -225,792 163,821 504 166,88
Urban 285,139 163,833 193 854,30
Urban Rural -510,931| 148,571 0oz -182,00
Between -285,139 163,833 193 84,03
=. The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.
1 #% " #%% O#% % %$ # 5 & ) #6# 78% 9
ANOVA
Distance (in me=E) to the most scoessed (walk) destination
Sum of
Squarss D Mean Squars F Sig.
Betwesn Groups | 20854548 2| 10447171528 1772 023
Within Groups -52?5;5-::%; [
Total 184875054 n
T.208 e
* 0%
Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Variable: Wat is de afstand in meters wvanaf uw huis naar de bestemming: [Wandelbestemming]'? 1
km = 1000 meter
Bonferroni
WMean
Difference 95% Confidence Interval
(I} 3 categorie&n (J} 3 categoriegén [ Std. Error Sig. Lower Bound | Upper Bound
Urban Between -318,815 150,717 104 -520 50 42 37
Rural -384,754 170,180 072 -7831% 2350
Between Urban 318,815 150,717 104 -42 87 630,50
Rural 55,579 194 222 1,000 -532,07 40011
Rural Urban 384,704 170,180 072 -23,80 79319
Between 65,979 194 222 1,000 -400,11 53207




%

Cylcling * Perceived degree of urbanization

6#

Perceivedd categoriegn Total
Rursl Suburban Urban Rursl
Cyding Weinig  Count 143 103 124 £ ¥ii]
% within Perceiwed U S .
Degree of Urbanization G4t D% 4DE%
Vesl Count 85 2] i7a
% within Perceivwed 7R 45 0% [
Diegrees o f Urbanization = S wiE
Total Count 223 202 303
% within Perceived . - P .
Diegree o f Urbanization 00 0% 000% 00.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig.
3 lus df 2-zided)
Pearsen Chi-Square | 24,203(s) 2z SO0
Likelihood Rato 24,407 2z 000
Lirezar-bay-Line ar nd 1dn P .
Association 24142 000
M of'Valid Cazes 734
& 0 cells (0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expeced countis 100,17,
Symmetric Measures
Walus Approx. Sig.
Nominal by Phi g8z 000
Mominal Cramers 'V 182 00D
M of'Valid Cazes T34

& MNotassuming the null hypothesis.

b Using the asympiotic standard ermmor

assuming the null hypothesis.

#$' &
Walking * Perce ived degree of urbanization Crosstabulation
Perceived degres of Urbanization Total
Rural Su burban Urban Rural
Walking Weiniy Count iig 103 150 i
% within Perceived . P R -
degree of urbanizaton B15% B10% 43 5 B0.5%
Vesl Count 29 152
% within Perceived
degree of urbanzation
Total Count
% within Perceived
gree of urbanizafion

Chi-5Square Tests

Asymp. Sig.
Value df [2-sided)
Fearson Chi-Sguars 2R 2z g
Likelihood Ratio 235 2z BB
Linear-by-Linsar — . o
Aaso:i::rior e 37
M of Valid Cazes Ti4

a. 0 cells {03} have expected count
minimum expected count is 59,590,

less than 5. The

Symmetric Measures

Valse Approx. Sig.
Nominal by Phi 018 B85
Mominal Cramer's 018 fo]
N of Valid Cases 734

5. Mot sssuming the null hypothesis.

b. Using the asymptotic standard error assuming the null

hypothesis.
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ANOVA
Cyrling
df Mean Sgquars F Sig .
Between Groups 2| 14zepazaa 5,532 003
. _
Within Groups 734 24018 644
Total 723
Multiple Com parisons
Dependent Variable: Cycling
Bonfzmroni
Mean
i {1y Diffzrence (|-
PerceivedicaEgorisén Perceivedicategorisén dy Sitd. Error Sig. 25% Confidence InErval
Uppar Lowsr
Lower B ownd B ownd Bound Upper Bound | Lower Bownd
Rural Suburban -17.881 14,989 B8T =BT 18,01
Urban -45.911 (% 13,570 i i -TE.4T -13,25
Suburban Flural 17,881 14, 859 JEET -18.01 B3 7T
Urban -28,031 14,077 ,140 1,81 575
Urban Rursl 4591103 13,570 00z 13,35 TB AT
Subwrban 28,021 14,077 140 -B,75 61,81
= The mean difference is significant at the 05 level.
-
ANOVA
W slking
Sum of
Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Betwesn Groups ER4Z 315 2z 2771168 128 Fiva
‘Within Groups 10258252, 734 14025.074
58 '
Total 10260735
' T.
204 =
Multiple Comparisons
Dependent Varisble: wslking
Bonferrani
Mean
iy ] Diffzrance (|-
Perceivedd caEgoneén Perceivwedicategorisgn N Std. Errar Sig. 25% Confidence InErval
Upper Lower
Lower Bound Bound Bound Upper Bound | Lower Bound
Rural Suburban -7,076 11,433 1,000 -34,51 20,36
Urban -2,341 10,371 1,000 -27,23 22,54
Sulbuwrban Rursl T.0TE 11,423 1.000 D, 34,51
Urban 4,724 10,753 1,000 £ 30,55
Urban Rursl 2,241 10,371 1,000 -ZZ2.54 2723
Suburban -4,734 10,789 1,000 -20.55 21,08
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Self efficacy Cyeling ® Cyeling Crosstab

# #% 51

Self eficacy cycling Total
Low Moderate High Low
Cyding Weinig  Count 154 123 &3 £ 3]
%% within Self eficacy
cycling 63,5% 40,3% 504%
Count &7 4 13z 360
%% within Self eficacy
cycling 53.4% 59.T% 495%
Total Count 24 284 It 126
% within Self eficacy
oycling 00.0% 00.0% 00.0% 100.0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig.
Walus di (2-zided)
Pearsen Chi-Square | 28,173(s) 2z SO0
Likeliheod Ratoe 28472 2z 000
honear-by Linear 28,108 000
! 726
& 0 cells (0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expeced countis 105,55,
Symmetric Measures
Walue Approx Sig.
Mominal by Phi RETE i le ]
Mominal Cramers ¥V RET il i)
M of Valid Cases TIE
a Motassuming the null hypothesis.
b Using the ssympiotic standard 2rror sssuming the null hypothesis.
(%#$ )$ % % %$ & ? % %N$ &
Cycling * Social influences cycling Crosstab
Social Influences Cycling Total
Low Moderse High Low
Cyding Weinig  Count 124 a7 132 54
% within Social
Infuences E1T% 425% 54T% 495%
Cycling
Vesl Count iig iz 110 £t
% within Social
Infusnces 4E3% ET1% 453% L
Cycling
Total Count 240 278 243 08
% within Secial
Infusnces 100 0% 1000% 1000% 1000%
Cycling
Chi-Square Tests
WValue d
Pearson Chi-Gquare 5,373(a) 2z
Likelihood Ratio 6,952 2
Linzar-ty~Linear o
Aszociztion -85
M of Valid Cases
o i = 708

a 0 cells {0%) have expected count less than & The minimum expeced countis 11284,

Symmetric Measures

Walus Approx Sig.
Nominal by Phi Kokl 03
Nemnina | Cramers V Rk fky
N of Valid Cases 703

& MNotassuming the null hypothesis.
b Using the asympiotic standard emor assuming the null hypothesis.

# #$
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Cycling * Safety cycling Cros stabulation

Safety Cyding Total
Low Mode rate High Low
Cyding VeellWsiniy Weiniy Count 2] 100 13z an
% within Safety Cycling 5245
Wesl Count 20
% within Safety Cycling AT 6%
Total Count 189
% within Safety Cycling 000%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig.
Walus di (2-zided)
Pearson Chi-Square 2517(5) z 245
Likelihood Rato 2,820 2z 244
Lirezar-bay-Line ar . -
Azsociation 012 BB
M of'Valid Cazes o

& 0 cells (0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expeced countis 24,35,

Symmetric Measures

Approx Sig.

Mam

MNominal

Phi
CramersV

inal by

M of'Valid Cazes

245
245

& MNotassuming the null hypothesis.

b Using the asympiotic standard emor assuming the null hypothesis.

* % % %$ &? %$ &

Cycling * Aesthetics cycling Crosstab

Assthetics Cycling Total
Lo Mode rate High Low
Cyding Weiniy Count 105 136 03 144
% within ltems: Azsthefics Yo . R
Cyeling 51,0% 42 % 43 7%
Vesl Count 101 141 148
C};,:fﬂ" fiems: Az shetcs 43,0% 5T.8% 503%
Total Count 206 244 652
*owithin tems: Assthetics - . - . -
Cyeiing 00,0% 000% 00.0%

Chi-Square Tests

Likeli

a3 0 cells (%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expeced countis

Symm

Pearson Chi-Square

Linear-by-Lingar
Assorcistion
N of'V

hood Rato

slid Cases

etric Measures

[N ]

Mo
Mami

Fhi

CramersV

nalby
nal

M of Valid Cases

Walue Approx Sig.

18 il

AL il
692

a Not

assuming the null hypothesis.

b Using the ssympiotic standard 2rror sssuming the null hypothesis.

102.40.
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Functionality cycling * Cycling Crosstab

Fun cfionality cycling Total
Low Mode rate High Low
Cyding Weiniy Count 1M ] 1z 35

% within lbems:

Functionality cycling 5R.0% 48.8% 48.8%
Count 116 354
% within bems: - I .
Functonality cycling AT0% Seis 50.2%
Total Counit Z4T ZET TO5
% within hems: P . - . .
Funcionality cycling 000% 000% 000%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig.
Wale df [2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Squars 1,680(a) 2 432
Likelihood Ratio 1,681 2 431
Linzar-ty~Linear P . o
Association 518 213
M of Valid Cases 05

a 0 cells {0%) have expected count less than & The minimum expected countis 10007,

Symmetric Measures

Walus Approx Sig.

Nominal by Phi 043 432
MNominal Cramers V 043 432
N of Valid Cases 705

& MNotassuming the null hypothesis.
b Using the asympiotic standard emor assuming the null hypothesis.

1 # ? %$ &

Cycling * Destination Crosstab

Desfination Total
Low Moderate High Low
Cydiing Weinig  Count 13 108 126 o
% within lbems:
Desfination = 52E% 530% 45 2%
Wesl Count 123 a4 147
B wihn fems: aan|  4Ton|  saem
Taotal Count 261 200 T3

ithin Hems:

Diesfination 100,0% 100,0% 100,0% 100,0%

Chi-5quare Tests

Asymp. Sig.
Wale df [2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Squars 3,143(3) 2 20T
Likelihood Ratio 3,151 2 207
Limear-ty-Linear - . e
Association 2438 18
M ofValid Cases
[:] i = 14

a 0 cells {0%) have expected count less than & The minimem expecied countis 53,18,

Symmetric Measures

Walus Approx. Sig.

Mominal by Phi X 207
Mominal CramersV D85 207
M ofValid Cazes T34

& Motassuming the null hypothesis.
b Using the asympiotic standard emor assuming the null hypothesis.
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Walking * Self efficacy walking Cr

os stabulation

Selfeficacy Walking Total
Low Moderate High Low
Walking Weinig Count 126 110 "7 353
E thin Selieficaoy
Walking 5E1% B0 0% 43 5% B0 E%
Count 118 110 18 345
%% within Selieficacy
Walking 475% B00% B4 49.4%
Total Count 242 20 218 698
% within Selfeficaoy
Walking 0 0% 1000% 00 0% 00 0%
Chi-Square Tests
Asymp. Sig.
Walus di (2-zided)
Pearson Chi-Squars 333(3) 2z JBdd
Likelihood Rato 318 2z E:223
Linear-by-Lingar -
Azsociation 287 585
M of'Valid Cazes .
i
& 0 cells (0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expeced countis 10874,
Symmetric Measures
Walue Approx Sig.
Mominal by Phi i a4
Maminal Cramers V 02z B4
M of Valid Cases i1
a Motassuming the null hypothesis.
b Using the ssympiotic standard 2rror sssuming the null hypothesis.
(%#$ )$ % O#$' &2 #$' &
Walking * Social influe nces wa king Crosstabulation
Socisl Infusnces Walking Toml
Lo Moderate High Lo
Walking Weinig  Count i1z 118 122 52
% within Social - e -
Influencas Walking decTie 49.4%
Vesl Count 4 05 25
% within Social - .
Influences W alking 0.4% 4T 1% 49.4%
Total Count 228 223 i3]
% within Social PR J— J— P
Influences Walking 00,0% 00,0% 00,0% 00,0%
Chi-Square Tests
3 lus df ),
Pearson Chi-Square 7200z} z L)
Likelihood Rato T2 2z 558
Lirezar-bay-Line ar . -
Association 003 254
M of'Valid Cazes -
656
& 0 cells (0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expeced countis 11022
Symmetric Measures
Walue Approx Sig.
Mominal by Phi 032 it ]
Mominal Cramers ¥V ik Jiz=:}
M of Valid Cases iz 1]

a Motassuming the null hypothesis.

b Using the ssympiotic standard 2rror sssuming the null hypothesis.
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Walking* Safety Crosstabulation

Safetywsalkng Totl

Low Moderats High Low
Walking Weinig Count 102
%% within Safetywalking 44 FoL
Wesl Count 127
% within Safety walking 55 5%
Total Count 235
% within Safety walking 100,0%

Chi-5quare Tests

Asymp. Sig
df [ Z-sided)
Pearson Chi-Sguars 2 048
Likelihcod Rafio 2 047
Limear-by-Linear . 158
Aszsocistion T
M ofValid Cases 57

a 0 cells {0%) have expected count less than & The minimem expecied cowntis 5725,

Symmetric Measures

Walus Approx Sig.

Nominal by Phi O 048
Nemnina | Cramers V 1] 048
N of Valid Cases Bi7

& MNotassuming the null hypothesis.
b Using the asympiotic standard emor assuming the null hypothesis.

* % O#$ &? 0#% &

Walking * A esthetics walking Crosstabulation

Agsthetics walking Total
Low Moderae High Low
Walking Weinig  Count il 110 142
. —
;;:f;;csza’lkirg ss5sn | sssn|  soawm
Vesl Count 113 117 44

% within ftems:

i i 515% 57%
Aesthetics walking 212 45.7%
Total Count 297 asz

% within ems:
Assthatics walking

100 0% 100 0% 100 0%

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig.
Walus di (2-zided)
Pearson Chi-Square 4,538(5) bl 58
Il:l telihood Lﬁ'.a fio 4,545 2z 0ge
ingar- ingar - R 5
As.so“iata;r 255 J13
M of'Valid Cazes .
iy

3 0 cells (0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expeced countis 103,30,

Symmetric Measures

Walue Approx Sig.

Mominal by Phi 082 ik ]
Mominal Cramers ¥V i ik
M ofValid Cazes [

a Motassuming the null hypothesis.
b Using the ssympiotic standard 2rror sssuming the null hypothesis.
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Walking * Functionality walking Crosstabulation

Function alityw alking Total
Low Moderse High Low
Walking Weinig Count 128 110 112 352
% within
Functionality B1g% 485% BDE%
walking
Vesl Count 121 103 120 344
% within
Functionality 48.4% 484% E15% 49.4%
walking
Total Count 25D 213 233 658
% within
Functionality 1000% 1000% 1000% 1000%
wallking

Chi-Square Tests

Asymp. Sig.
Wale df [2-sided)
Pearson Chi-Squars JED4(a) 2 33
tilelirm-:LE.aﬁa 605 2 738
inear- inear

Aasc-:iaht?};r 484 f 01
M of Valid Casesz e
656

&) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected countis 10528,

Symmetric Measures

Walus Approx Sig.

Mominal by Phi 029 T8
MNominal Cramers V 0za T8
M of'Valid Cazes =13

& MNotassuming the null hypothesis.
b Using the asympiotic standard emor assuming the null hypothesis.

1 # ?204#% &

Walking * Destination Cros stabulation

Destinaion Totsl
Low Modersts High Low
Walking Weinig Count 128 101 142 ar
% within ems: R
Destinafion 48.0% .
Wesl Count 133 9
% within ftems: .
E4,0%
Destinafion #.0%
Total Count 261 72
% within tems: . - P
Destinafion 0D.0% 00.0%
Chi-Square Tests
3 lus df ]
Pzarzon Chi-Sgquars 4TZ(z) 2 TS0
Likelihood Rato A4T2 2z -
Linear-by-Lingar . R o
Association AT A5z
M of'Valid Cazes 734

& 0 cells (0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expeced countis 28,51,

Symmetric Measures

Walus Approx Sig.

Mominal by Phi 25 T
MNominal Cramers V 025 T
M of'Valid Cazes T4

& MNotassuming the null hypothesis.
b Using the asympiotic standard emor assuming the null hypothesis
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Cycling * Age categories Crosstabulation

%*# #%

%

51

# #$

a 2 cells {14,3%) ha v expected count less than 5. T he mininem expacted count is 3,00,

Symmetric Measures

Valus Approx Sig.
Norminal by Fhi o 214
Mominal Cramer's ¥ 110 214
N ofValid Cazes GB5
3 Mot assuming e null hypothesis.
b Using the asymptofic sEndard emor assuming the null hypothesis.
/ % %$ &
Cycling * gender  Crosstabulation
Gender Total
Male Female Male
Cyding Weinig  Count 140 202 142
% within
pender 44,2% 545% 495%
WVes| Count 177 143
% witnin ssen | aman|  soan
gender
Total Count T ige B85
% within . - P .
gendar 000% 00 0% 00 0%
Chi-Square Tests
Wale df ] {
Pearson Chi-Squars T.829(b) 005
Continuity . .
Comection{a) 7418 00
Likelihood Rato 7,854 005
Fizher's Exact Test 006 003
Linear-by-Lingar .
Association A 005
M of'Valid Cazes 685

& Computsd onhy for 3 232 table
b O cells (0%} have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected countis 15827,

Symmetric Measures

Walue Approx Sig.
Nominal by Phi =107 005
Nominal Cramers WV o7 05
M of'Valid Cazes 685

a Motassuming the null hypothesis.
b Using the ssympiotic standard 2rror sssuming the null hypothesis.

Ags categories Total
Giroup 1 Giroup 2 Group 3 Group 4 Group T Girop 1
{17-20) [21-30) [31-40) (41-80) [T1-80) [17-20)
Cyecling Weinig  Count E 116 B8 0] 5 242
% within 15T, £2 1 48 47 83.3% 435
F«;E :sta;arias - ) L e Y oy dd%
WVesl Count g 51 a4 a7 343
% within e - J— .
e categories B43% 4T.7% 6.7% 50.1%
Totl Count 4 213 107 24 142 T2 Li] 685
% withi
Age categories woo%| o | ioopw| tooom |  tooow | tooow | tooom | tooom
Chi-5quare Tests
) . Asymp. 5.
Walus df [Z-zided)
Pearzon Chi-Square 2244z 3] 214
Likelihood Rato 8613 3] A5T7
Linzar-bay-Linaar R . -
T T
Associaton - o
MofValid Cases aoE
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Symmetric Measures

Walue Approx Sig.

Mominalby Fhi D45 452
MNominal CramarsV 46 432
M of'Valid Cazes 685

a Motassuming the null hypothesis.
b Using the ssympiotic standard error sssuming the null hypothesis
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