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[bookmark: _GoBack]Table S1 Summary of Walkability Measures and Stair Data Extracted from Primary Studies (Grouped by Systematic Reviews)
	Author and Year of Review (Subcategory: Countries)
	Number of Primary Articles
	Names and Years of Primary Articles
(n = 324)1
	Age of Participants
	Measures Walkability?
	Name of Walkability Measure
	Objective vs. Subjective Measure of Walkability6
	Assesses Stairs?

	
	
	
	
	No
	Yes
	
	
	No
	Yes

	Barnett et al. (2017) [1] 100

	Australia
	13
	Aird & Buys (2015) [2]
	55+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Bird et al. (2009) [3]
	60+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Bird et al. (2010) [4]
	60+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Cerin et al. (2016) [5]
	60+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Espinel et al. (2015) [6]
	65+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Lim & Taylor (2005) [7]
	65+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	MacNiven et al. (2014) [8] 
	65+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Merom et al. (2015)[9]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Nathan et al. (2012) [10]
	65-84
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Nathan et al. (2014a) [11]
	53-94
	
	
	Abbreviated Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (ANEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Nathan et al. (2014b) [12] 
	53-94
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) and Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Nathan et al. (2014c) [13]
	53-94
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Villanueva et al. (2014) [14]
	18+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	Belgium 
	2
	Van Cauwenberg et al. (2016) [15]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Van Holle et al. (2016) [16]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	Brazil 
	1
	Salvador et al. (2010) [17]
	60+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	Canada
	10
	Chad et al. (2005) [18]
	50+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Chaudhury et al. (2016) [19]
	60+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	De Melo (2013) [20]
	62+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	De Melo et al. (2010) [21]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Gauvin et al. (2012) [22]
	67-84
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & self-created items
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Hirsch et al. (2016) [23]
	65+
	
	
	(Street Smart) Walk Score
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Julien et al. (2015) [24]
	68-84
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Pan et al. (2009) [25]
	15+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Spinney & Milward (2014) [26]
	65+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Winters et al. (2015) [27]
	65+
	
	
	(Street Smart) Walk Score
	Objective
	
	

	China
	1
	Zhang et al. (2014) [28]
	60+
	
	
	Zhongshan Household Travel Survey (ZHTS)
	Subjective
	NA4
	

	Colombia
	1
	Gómez et al. (2010) [29] 
	60+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	Czech Republic, Poland, & Slovakia (pooled analysis)
	1
	Pelclová et al. (2012) [30]
	60+
	
	
	Abbreviated Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (ANEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	Hong Kong
	2
	Cerin et al. (2016) [31]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Cerin et al. (2013) [32]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Walking Questionnaire for Chinese Seniors (NWQ-CS)
	Subjective
	
	

	Iceland
	1
	Arnadottir et al. (2009) [33]
	65+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Iran
	1
	Lotfi & Koohsari (2011) [34]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	Ireland
	2
	McKee et al. (2015) [35]
	65+
	NA2
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Murtagh et al. (2015) [36]
	60+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Japan
	7
	Carvalho Sampaio et al. (2012) [37]
	65+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Chen et al. (2013) [38]
	20-79
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Hanibuchi et al. (2011) [39]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Inoue et al. (2011) [40]
	65-74
	
	
	International Physical Activity Questionnaire Environmental Module (IPAQ-E)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Sewo Sampaio et al. (2013) [41]
	60+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Tanaka et al. (2016) [42]
	65+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Tsunoda et al. (2012) [43]
	65-85
	
	
	International Physical Activity Questionnaire Environmental Module (IPAQ-E)
	Subjective
	
	

	Lithuania
	1
	Baceviciene & Alisauskas (2013) [44]
	60-89
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Malaysia
	1
	Kaur et al. (2015) [45]
	60+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Netherlands
	4
	Bocker et al. (2006) [46]
	65+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Jongeneel-Grimen et al. (2013) [47]
	18-84
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Jongeneel-Grimen et al. (2014) [48]
	18-84
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Timmermans et al. (2016) [49]
	66-85
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	Norway
	1
	Piro et al. (2006) [50]
	75/76
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Singapore
	1
	Koh et al. (2015) [51]
	65+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	South Africa
	1
	Kolbe-Alexander et al. (2015) [52]
	50+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	South Korea 
	2
	Lee et al. (2015) [53]
	NA3
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Yeom et al. (2011) [54]
	65+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Thailand
	1
	Asawachaisuwikrom (2001) [55]
	60+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	United Kingdom
	10
	Davis et al. (2011) [56]
	70+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Fox et al. (2011) [57]
	70+
	
	
	Older Peoples Active Living (OPAL) questionnaire
	Subjective
	NA4
	

	
	
	Jefferis et al. (2014) [58]
	70-93
	
	
	Self-created questions
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	McMurdo et al. (2012) [59]
	65+
	
	
	Older Peoples Active Living (OPAL) questionnaire
	Subjective
	NA4
	

	
	
	Persson & While (2012) [60]
	60+
	
	
	Self-created questions
	Subjective
	NA4
	

	
	
	Sugiyama & Thompson (2007) [61]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Open Space (NOS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Sugiyama et al. (2009) [62]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Open Space (NOS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Sniehotta et al. (2013) [63]
	65+
	
	
	Older Peoples Active Living (OPAL) questionnaire
	Subjective
	NA4
	

	
	
	Thompson et al. (2012) [64]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Open Space (NOS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Thompson et al. (2011) [65]
	70+
	
	
	Questions adapted from the Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	United States
	36
	Bracy et al. (2014) [66]
	20+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Cain et al. (2014) [67]
	6+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Carlson et al. (2014)[68]
	66+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Carlson et al. (2012) [69]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Ding et al. (2014) [70]
	66+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Frank et al. (2010) [71]
	65+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Gallagher et al. (2012) [72]
	60+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Grant-Savela (2010) [73]
	60+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Hall & McAuley (2010) [74]
	59-84
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Han et al. (2016) [75]
	45-75
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Hannon et al. (2012) [76]
	65+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	James et al. (2013) [77]
	25-55
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Kerr et al. (2011) [78]
	66+
	
	
	Audit of Physical Activity Resources for Seniors (APARS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	King et al. (2006) [79]
	18-85
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	King et al. (2003) [80]
	50-65
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Latham & Williams (2015) [81]
	50+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Lee et al. (2009) [82]
	Mean = 70 (SD = 6.8)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Li et al. (2005a) [83]
	65+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Li et al. (2005b) [84]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Li et al. (2015) [85]
	55+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Maisel (2006) [86]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Leon et al. (2009) [87]
	65+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Morris et al. (2008) [88]
	Sample 1: 59-84; Sample 2: Mean = 46.1 (SD = 9.5)
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Michael et al. (2006) [89]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & self-created items
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Michael et al. (2010) [90]
	65+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Mowen et al. (2007) [91]
	50+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Nagel et al. (2008) [92]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Perry et al. (2013) [93]
	50-79
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Procter-Gray (2015) [94]
	70+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Satariano et al. (2010) [95]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Shores et al. (2009) [96]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Shin et al. (2011) [97]
	55-84
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Towne et al. (2016)[98]
	50+
	
	
	(Street Smart) Walk Score
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Troped et al. (2014)[99]
	57-85
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Wang & Lee (2010) [100]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & self-created items
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Wilcox et al. (2003) [101]
	50+
	
	
	Self-created items
	
	
	

	Cerin et al. (2017) 42 [102]

	Australia
	5
	Boruff et al. (2012) [103]
	Mean = 76.82 (SD = 7.43)
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Garrard (2013) [104]
	60+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Nathan et al. (2014a) [11]
	53-94
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Nathan et al. (2014b) [12]
	53-94
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Nathan et al. (2014c) [13]
	53-94
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) and Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Objective
	
	

	Belgium
	4
	Van Cauwenberg et al. (2012) [105]
	60+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & self-created items
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Van Cauwenberg et al. (2016) [15]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Van Holle et al. (2014) [106]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Van Holle et al. (2016) [16]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	Brazil
	3
	Corseuil Giehl et al. (2011) [107]
	60+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Corseuil Giehl et al. (2016)[108]
	60+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Corseuil Giehl et al. (2017) [109]
	60+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	Canada
	4
	Barnes et al. (2016) [110] 
	45+
	
	
	(Street Smart) Walk Score
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Chudyk et al. (2015) [111]
	60+
	
	
	(Street Smart) Walk Score
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Moniruzzaman et al. (2013) [112]
	55+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Moniruzzaman et al. (2015) [113]
	55+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Objective
	
	

	Czech Republic, Poland, & Slovakia (pooled analysis)
	1
	Pelclová et al. (2012) [30]
	60+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	Finland
	1
	Tsai et al. (2013) [114]
	75-81
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	Hong Kong
	4
	Barnett et al. (2016) [115]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS) & Neighborhood Walking Questionnaire for Chinese Seniors (NWQ-CS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Cerin et al. (2013a) [116]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Cerin et al. (2013b) [117]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Walking Questionnaire for Chinese Seniors (NWQ-CS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Cerin et al. (2014) [118]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS) & Neighborhood Walking Questionnaire for Chinese Seniors (NWQ-CS)
	Subjective
	
	

	Japan
	1
	Inoue et al. (2011) [40]
	65-74
	
	
	International Physical Activity Questionnaire Environmental Module (IPAQ-E)
	Subjective
	
	

	Netherlands
	1
	Etman et al. (2014) [119]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (Google Maps)
	Objective
	
	

	Singapore
	1
	Nyunt et al. (2015) [120]
	55+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Both
	
	

	South Africa
	1
	Kolbe-Alexander et al. (2015) [52]
	50+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	United Kingdom
	2
	Davis et al. (2011) [56]
	70+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Sugiyama & Thompson (2007) [61]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Open Space (NOS)
	Subjective
	
	

	United States
	14
	Bracy et al. (2014) [66]
	20+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) 
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Cain et al. (2014) [67]
	6+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Carlson et al. (2012) [69]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)  & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS) 
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Ding et al. (2014) [70]
	66+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)  & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Frank et al. (2010) [71] 
	65+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	King (2008) [121]
	65+
	
	
	Systematic Pedestrian and Cycling Environment Scan (SPACES) & Neighborhood Brief Observation Tool (NBOT)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	King et al. (2006) [79]
	18-85
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	King et al. (2011) [122]
	66+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Maisel  (2016) [86]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Leon et al. (2009) [87]
	65+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Mitchell (2012) [123]
	65+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Patterson & Chapman (2004) [124]
	70+
	
	
	New Urbanism Index & Neighborhood Resident Survey
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Procter-Grey et al. (2015) [94]
	70+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & self-created items
	
	
	

	
	
	Shigematsu et al. (2009) [125]
	20+
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	Grasser et al. (2013) 34 [126]

	Australia
	3
	Cerin et al. (2007)[127]
	20-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)  & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Owen et al. (2007) [128]
	20-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Owen et al. (2010) [129]
	18-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Both
	
	

	Belgium
	2
	Van Dyck et al. (2010a) [130]
	20-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Van Dyck et al. (2010b) [131]
	20-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	Canada
	1
	Pouliou & Elliott (2010) [132]
	20+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	United Kingdom
	1
	Coombes et al. (2010) [133]
	16+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	United States
	27
	Berke et al. (2007) [134] 
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Bodea et al. (2008) [135]
	21+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Boer et al. (2007) [136]
	5+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Brown et al. (2009) [137]
	25-64
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Chatman (2009) [138]
	Mean: 46.16 (SD: 17.04)
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Forsyth et al. (2007) [139]
	Mean: 47.04 (Median: 45)
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Forsyth et al. (2008) [140]
	Mean: 47.04 (Median: 45)
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Forsyth et al. (2009) [141]
	Mean: 47.04 (Median: 45)
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Frank et al. (2004) [142]
	16-95
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Frank et al. (2006) [143]
	20-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Frank et al. (2007) [144]
	16-92
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Frank et al. (2008) [145]
	25+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Frank et al. (2009) [146]
	25-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Huang et al. (2009) [147]
	18+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Kitamura et al. (1997) [148]
	16+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) and self-created items
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Lee & Moudon (2006) [149]
	18+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) and self-created items
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Li et al. (2008) [150]
	50-75
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Li et al. (2009) [151]
	50-75
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Lopez (2007) [152]
	Adults (specific ages unknown)
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	McGinn et al. (2007) [153]
	Adults (specific ages unknown)
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) and self-created items
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Oakes et al. (2007) [154]
	25+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Rundle et al. (2007) [155]
	30+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Rundle et al. (2009) [156]
	Adults [Mean: 46.21 +/- 10.55 (SD); Median: 45]
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Sallis et al. (2009) [157]
	20-65
	
	
	Walkability index (Geographic Information Systems)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Scott et al. (2009) [158]
	Adults
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Smith et al. (2008) [159]
	25-64
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Zick et al. (2009) [160]
	25-64
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	McCormack & Shiell (2011) 33 [161] 

	Australia
	1
	Owen et al. (2007) [128] 
	20-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	Canada
	1
	MacBeth (1999) [162]
	NA5
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Netherlands
	1
	Meurs & Haijer (2001) [163]
	NA5
	
	
	Self-created items
	Objective
	
	

	United Kingdom
	1
	Painter (1996) [164]
	NA5
	
	
	
	
	
	

	United States
	29
	Bagley & Mokhtarian (2002) [165]
	16+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Boone-Heinonen et al. (2010) [166]
	11-26
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Boarnet et al. (2008) [167]
	5+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Brown & Werner (2008) [168]
	Mean = 41 (SD: 13.82)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Brown & Werner (2007) [169]
	Mean = 41 (SD: 13.82)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Burbridge & Goulias (2009) [170]
	5+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Cao et al. (2006) [171]
	Median ages: 43.3, 43.8, 44, 46.5, 42, 44.3
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Cao et al. (2009a) [172]
	Mean ages of samples: 43.3, 47, 51.3, 43.4, 47.1, 54.7, 53.2, 45.6
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & self-created items
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Cao et al. (2009b) [173]
	Mean ages of samples: 43.3, 47, 51.3, 43.4, 47.1, 54.7, 53.2, 45.6
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Cao (2010) [174]
	Mean ages of samples: 43.3, 47, 51.3, 43.4, 47.1, 54.7, 53.2, 45.6
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Cao et al. (2007) [175]
	Mean ages of samples: 36.6, 39, 41.2, 35.6, 38.4, 49.4, 42.7, 39.4
	
	
	Self-created items
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Chatman (2009) [138]
	Mean: 46.16 (SD: 17.04)
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Cohen et al. (2009) [176]
	Median ages of sample at baseline: 36.5, 38.5; Median ages of samples at follow-up: 37.1, 40.5
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Coogan et al. (2009) [177]
	21-69
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Evenson et al. (2005) [178]
	18+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & self-created items
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Fitzhugh et al. (2010) [179]
	Median ages of groups: 30 and 39.5 (included children & adolescents)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Frank et al. (2007) [144]
	16-92
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Greenwald & Boarnet (2001) [180]
	5+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Handy et al. (2008) [181]
	Mean ages of samples: 43.3, 47, 51.3, 43.4, 47.1, 54.7, 53.2, 45.6
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & self-created items 
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Handy et al. (2006) [182]
	Mean ages of samples: 43.3, 47, 51.3, 43.4, 47.1, 54.7, 53.2, 45.6
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & self-created items 
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Joh et al. (2008) check year [183]
	25+ and includes participants < this but unsure if it’s adults only or children as well
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Khattak & Rodriguez (2005) [184]
	Median ages of 2 groups: 45.9 & 47.3
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Lee et al. (2009) [82]
	Mean = 70 (SD = 6.8)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	MacDonald et al. (2010) [185]
	Mean = 52.1 (SD = 16.3)
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & self-created items
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Pinjari et al. (2009)[186]
	Mean: 44.8
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Sallis et al. (2009) [157]
	20-65
	
	
	Walkability index (Geographic Information Systems)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Schwanen & Mokhtarian (2005) [187]
	18+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Shay et al. (2006) [188]
	16+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Wells & Yang (2008) [189]
	23-66
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	Renalds et al. (2010) 19 [190]

	Australia
	1
	Wood et al. (2008) [191]
	18+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	Austria
	1
	Titze et al. (2008) [192]
	15-60
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Ireland
	1
	Leyden (2003) [193]
	18+
	
	
	Self-created walkability index
	Subjective
	
	

	Netherlands
	1
	Dijkstra et al. (2008) [194] 
	Mean: 21 (SD: 2.2)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	United Kingdom
	1
	Araya et al. (2006) [195]
	16-75
	
	
	
	
	
	

	United States
	19
	Abildso et al. (2007) [196]
	18+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Berke et al. (2007) [134]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Bernstein et al. (2007) [197]
	18+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Brown et al. (2008) [198]
	70-100
	
	
	University of Miami Built Environment Coding System (UMBECS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Clarke et al. (2008) [199]
	45+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Clarke et al. (2005) [200]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Cohen et al. (2008) [201]
	18+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Galea et al. (2005) [202]
	18+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Gordon-Larsen (2006) [203]
	Adolescents (Grades 7-12)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Grafova (2008) [204]
	5-18
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Heinrich et al. (2008) [205]
	18-93
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Lee et al. (2008) [206]
	Elementary School Children
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Li et al. (2005) [84]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Li et al. (2008) [150]
	50-75
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Lopez-Zetina et al. (2008) [207]
	16+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Nagel et al. (2008) [92]
	65+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Rundle et al. (2007) [155]
	30+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Wang et al. (2004) [208]
	NA5
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Van Holle (2012) 69 [209]    

	Austria
	3
	Stronegger et al. (2010) [210]
	15-60
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Titze et al. (2007) [211]
	University students (Mean: 23.8, SD: 4.1)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Titze et al. (2008) [192]
	15-60
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Belgium
	13
	De Bourdeaudhuij et al. (2003) [212]
	18-65
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	De Bourdeaudhuij et al. (2005) [213]
	Sample 1: Mean = 35.1 (SD = 11.5); Sample 2: Mean = 34.1 (SD = 12.3)
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	de Geus et al. (2005) [214]
	18-65
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Owen et al. (2010) [129]
	18-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Van Dyck et al. (2009) [215]
	20-65
	
	
	Scale created items 
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Van Dyck et al. (2010) [131]
	20-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Van Dyck et al. (2011a) [216]
	20-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Van Dyck et al. (2011b) [217]
	20-65
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Van Dyck et al. (2011c) [218] 
	20-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Van Dyck et al. (2011d) [219]
	20-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Van Tuyckom (2011) [220]
	15+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Vandenbulcke et al. (2009) [221]
	18-65
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Vandenbulcke (2011) [222]
	25+ but includes category <25 which is just defined as those who are working & <25
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Croatia
	1
	Milošević et al. (2009) [223]
	18+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Czech Republic
	3
	Dygryn et al. (2010) [224]
	20-64
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Frömel et al. (2009) [225]
	15+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Sigmundová et al. (2011) [226]
	15+
	
	
	Abbreviated Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (ANEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	Denmark
	1
	Toftager et al. (2011) [227]
	16+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	France
	1
	Bertrais et al. (2004) [228]
	45-68
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Greece
	1
	Pitsavos et al. (2005) [229]
	20-89
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Italy
	1
	Bonnefoy et al. (2003) [230] 
	20+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Netherlands
	9
	Engbers and Hendriksen (2010) [231]
	18-65
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Gast et al. (2007) please check year [232]
	20-69
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Kamphuis et al. (2008) [233]
	25-75
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Keijer & Rietveld (2000) [234] 
	0+ (Household data)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Maas et al. (2008) [235]
	12+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Maat & Timmermans (2009) [236]
	18+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	van Lenthe et al. (2005) [237]
	20-69
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Wendel-Vos et al. (2004) [238] 
	20-59
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Wendel-Vos et al. (2008) [239]
	18+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Poland
	1
	Kwaśniewska et al. (2010) [240]
	20-74
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Portugal
	3
	Santana et al. (2009) [241]
	18+
	
	
	Self-created index
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Santos et al. (2009) [242]
	18+
	
	
	International Physical Activity Questionnaire Environmental Module (IPAQ-E)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Santos et al. (2008) [243]
	18+
	
	
	International Physical Activity Questionnaire Environmental Module (IPAQ-E)
	Subjective
	
	

	Spain
	3
	Bolívar et al. (2010) [244]
	16+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Molina-García et al. (2010) [245]
	Students (Mean: 22.4; SD: 5.3)
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Pascual et al. (2009) [246]
	25-74
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Sweden
	5
	Bergman et al. (2008) [247]
	18-74
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Bergman et al. (2009) [248]
	18-74
	
	
	International Physical Activity Questionnaire Environmental Module (IPAQ-E)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Björk et al. (2008) [249]
	18-80
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Gidlöf-Gunnarsson & Ohrstrom (2007) [250]
	18-75
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Sundquist et al. (2011) [251]
	20-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	United Kingdom
	16
	Cochrane et al. (2009) [252]
	16+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Abbreviated Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (ANEWS)
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Coombes et al. (2010) [133]
	16+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Foster et al. (2004) [253]
	16-74
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Foster et al. (2009) [254]
	45-74
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Foster et al. (2011) [255]
	41+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Harrison et al. (2007) [256]
	Mean: 49.8 (SD: 17.6)
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Hillsdon et al. (2006) [257]
	40-70
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Jones et al. (2009) [258]
	16+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Mason et al. (2011) [259]
	18+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Ogilvie et al. (2008) [260]
	16+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Panter et al. (2008a) [261]
	16+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Abbreviated Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (ANEWS)
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Panter & Jones (2008b) [262]
	16+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Abbreviated Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (ANEWS)
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Panter et al. (2011) [263]
	45-74
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Parkes & Kearns (2006) [264]
	16+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Parkin et al. (2008) [265]
	16+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Stafford et al. (2007) [266]
	16+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Multi-country studies
	8
	Bamana et al. (2008) [267]
	18+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Ellaway et al. (2005) [268]
	20+
	
	
	Self-created items
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Guthold et al. (2008) [269]
	18-69
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Miles (2008) [270]
	20+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Rütten et al. (2001) [271]
	18+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Rütten & Abu-Omar (2004) [272]
	15+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Shenassa et al. (2006) [273]
	20+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Ståhl et al. (2001) [274]
	18+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Zapata-Diamedi & Veerman (2016)  [275] 23

	Australia
	23
	Astell-Burt et al. (2014) [276]
	45+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Astell-Burt et al. (2015) [277]
	45+
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	Christian et al. (2011) [278]
	18+
	
	
	Walkability Index (Geographic Information Systems)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Cleland et al. (2013) [279]
	18-45
	
	
	Self-created items
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Duncan et al. (2010) [280]
	20-65
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Foster et al. (2014) [281]
	25-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Giles-Corti et al. (2013) [282]
	18+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS) 
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Heesch et al. (2014) [283]
	40-65
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (ANEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Knuiman et al. (2014) [284]
	18+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS) 
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Koohsari et al. (2013a) [285]
	18+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS) 
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Koohsari et al. (2013b) [286]
	18+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS) 
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Koohsari et al. (2014) [287]
	20-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Learnihan et al. (2011) [288]
	18+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Both
	
	

	
	
	McCormack et al. (2012) [289]
	18+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	McKibbin (2011) [290]
	NA5
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Owen et al. (2010) [129]
	18-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS) & Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (NEWS)
	Both
	
	

	
	
	Shimura et al. (2012) [291]
	50-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Sugiyama et al. (2014) [292]
	18-66
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (ANEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Sugiyama et al. (2013) [293]
	20-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Sugiyama et al. (2009) [294]
	20-65
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (ANEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Titze et al. (2010) [295]
	18-78
	
	
	Neighborhood Environment Walkability Scale (ANEWS)
	Subjective
	
	

	
	
	Villanueva et al. (2014) [14]
	18+
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	

	
	
	Wilson et al. (2011) [296]
	40-65
	
	
	Geographic Information Systems (GIS)
	Objective
	
	


1. Duplicates included
2. NA - Unable to determine from the information provided in the article if walkability was assessed
3. NA - Was unable to retrieve the article
4. NA - Was unable to retrieve measures or items of walkability
5. NA - Age not collected or reported in the article
6. Subjective measures of walkability were defined as ones in which participants were asked to rate or provide their own perceptions of whether or not the neighbourhoods they lived in were walkable or not. Objective measures are ones in which the researchers calculated the walkability of participants’ neighbourhoods or used information from external sources (for example Geographic Information Systems) to determine neighbourhood walkability.
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