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Map Multiscale topographic map design

Exp
Exc

A Draft design for mapping from The National Map data
A Suited to multiple resolutions
I Onscreen 91 ppi (desktop)
I 120 ppi (laptop)
I Print 400 ppi
A Suited to multiple formats
i PDF
I ArcMap
I Cached tile (web)
I Print
A Supports hydrographic generalization evaluation

C. Brewer, NationalMapping.us CEGIS, June 2011
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gﬁg Quality rating categories
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A - Label appearance and readability

B - Label positioning and generalization
C - Point symbol appearance

D - Point generalization

E - Line symbol appearance

F - Line generalization

G - Area symbol appearance

H - Area generalization

| - Terrain appearance

J - Terrain generalization

K - Vertical integration between layers
L - Overall appearance of map (Goldilocks)

C. Brewer, NationalMapping.us CEGIS, June 2011
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Quality rating categories

E - Lme symbol appearance

Line appearance too similar to other line symbols

Line too wide (or too narrow)
Line form is jagged (due to rendering)
Poor pattern choice (e.g., dash)

Poor multilayer pattern combination (e.g., dash, centerline, line

casing)
Poor color(s)

Interference from other features above or below line
Poor symbol-level drawing (line should be above or below

another feature type)

C. Brewer, NationalMapping.us

CEGIS, June 2011
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C. Brewer, NationalMapping.us
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C. Brewer, NationalMapping.us CEGIS, June 2011
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