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This file contains supplementary result tables. Please note, that for technical reasons reference numbers in this document are not identical with the reference numbers in the main article.
Table S1: Geographic distribution of HIAs
	Region/Country
	Count
	References

	USA
	18
	(1–18)

	Canada
	3
	(19–21)

	Australia
	6
	(22–27)

	New Zealand
	1
	(28)

	UK
	5
	(29–33)

	Several European (incl. Germany)
	1
	(34)

	Other European
	3
	(35–37)

	India
	2
	(38,39)

	Several European and Non-European countries
	1
	(40)



Table S2: Types of projects, programs or policies that is evaluated using HIA
	Type
	Count 
	References

	Rezoning
	1
	(1)

	City redevelopment and new suburbs, revitalisation/regeneration of city, abandoned areas
	6
	(3,5,10,19,23,29)

	Neighbourhood redesign
	5
	(8,20,30,36,37)

	Scenarios/policies to support active transport *
	11
	(2,6,7,11,12,16–18,24–26,33,40)

	Improving/extending infrastructure to facilitate active transport or public transport **
	13
	See following lines

	- Non-motorized transport and public transport infrastructure
	1
	(39)

	- Bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure
	5
	(4,21,28,31,32)

	- cycling infrastructure
	5
	(13,15,34,35,38)

	- Public transport infrastructure
	1
	(14)

	- Extending sidewalks
	1
	(22)

	Other
	3
	(9,27,40)


* Scenarios/policies refers to more general scenarios or policies to improve active transport
** infrastructure refers to more concrete projects like extending cycling networks, better sidewalks, etc,


Table S3: Type of HIA
	
	Count
	References

	Quantitative
	33
	(2,3,6–16,18,19,21–28,31–40)

	Qualitative
	4
	(4,17,20,30)

	Quantitative and qualitative
	3
	(1,29,5)



Table S4: Type of health endpoints
	
	Count
	References

	Cardiovascular
	16
	(1,5–7,10,16,18,19,22–24,26,28,33,36,40)

	Diabetes
	12
	(6,7,16,18,19,22–24,26,28,33,40)

	Cancer
	8
	(5,16,22–24,26,28,33)

	Mental illness
	6
	(5,10,16,19,28,33)

	Premature deaths
	5
	(2,5,16,18,36)

	All-cause mortality
	5
	(12,13,33,34,38)

	Respiratory 
	5
	(7,28,33,34,40)

	Obesity 
	4
	(1,5,7,19)

	traffic accidents
	4
	(5,28,34,40)






Table S5: Type of data source for the HIA
	
	
	Count
	References

	Primary data collection

	Survey or questionnaire
	8
	(5,14,21,27,29,31,32,37)

	
	Interview and the type (focus group/ narrative qualitative)
	7
	(29) (Semi-structured before- and-after interviews), 
(19)(semi-structured), 
(4)(open end), 
(5)(key information interview, and focus group), 
(30)(focus group), 
(8)(semi-structured focus group and semi-structured in-depth interview), 
38 (20)(focus group)

	
	Observation, audit
	3
	(5,19,29)

	
	Accelerometer
	1
	(29)

	Secondary data use
	Survey
	14
	(2,4,7–10,14,18,19,22,23,25,39,40)

	
	group discussion
	1
	(4)

	
	Interview
	1
	(2)

	
	Travel diary
	1
	(2)

	Literature review
	5
	(3,17,24,39,40)

	Measurement of built environment variables (GIS, ArcGIS…)
	7
	(5,18,21,23,27,29,34)

	Analysis of reports, inventories and other types of data 
	9
	(5,10,19,21,22,27,29,31,37)





Table S6: Type of results
	
	Count
	References

	Improvement in Health, health behaviour 
	31
	(1,2,6–10,14–18,20–28,31–40)

	Lack of changes or decrease in the health status
	3
	(7,12,30)

	Gain in Economic value
	13
	(6,9,13,15,16,22,23,26,28,34–36,38)

	Lack or loss of economic effect
	1
	(24)

	Social effect
	3
	(1,10,20)

	Policy and implementation recommendation
	6
	(3–5,8,19,39)
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