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Design A
Car Park

Swale Quantity
Reduction

Comparing Multiple Benefits

Environmental
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Car Park
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Park
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Analysis

Annual Costs
A

Design A

Design B

Annual Monetary
Benefits

Design C

Design C
Green Roof
Improvement
Note 1: values from the KPIs described in figure 3 above are aggregated and normalised to a max-min
Permeakble range so different design options can be compared in a like-for-like fashion within the scale of a typical
Car Par

Bioretention
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development site. Note 2: values in the cost-benefit analysis are used for comparison only and should not
be used for final budgeting. Further analysis with local experts is required for accurate cost estimation.



