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ARICEET Meta 734775745, 1 BRI Lk ML S L EARSCHEAR O EARSC A LUK SHESTER IS BE T 2 st I 38 J7
RN AR RUZ A B B B oo Xt BIRSC R AR 22 5 DUBUN IR A Bhr i GRS M7 s R 35
SRR R i, X AR RIS 5 R S B B — 2 A9 = AU AR PRI

1 MRFE

1.1 SCHRKS R 5 i e

AR ICAE Web of Science R PERZ.0A& 5 GR IR ] 1985 4F) F PubMed U4 e (G2 4R ] 1950 4F) 4351 %
FER R A U B AT R R R, KRR IR 2020 4 11 H PUAT A JF R E A SCHER, AR A 5 4k i
( “greenspace” ; “ parks” ; “ greenness” ; “ normalized difference vegetation index ( NDVI)”; “view green index
(VGI)” ;“ streetscape” ; “ open space” ; “ public garden” %) F1E £ (“ body mass index ( BMI)” ; “ obesity " ;
“overweight” ; “adiposity” ; “ waist circumference” ; “body fat” ; “waist to hip” ; “weight status” %5 ) #H5&, JE M
DR A0 A 28 114 SCHR R4 T 7 2

SCHERAAABRAE : (1) X et 5 E AL JHE (FHOCHE FRfuds BMIBMI Z-score JEF JEE L REHE ZEIL
ESE) Z 18] HAE R R B AT ; (2) & 2 WAL P 58 (observational study ) , i, 5 £ # 1 B 5% ( cross-sectional
study) BAFIHST (cohort study ) FH Fil X} BEIF ST (case control study )3 FP2EHY ; (3 ) fift A48 1y 2 WL 3 f10) %
Fobw, an . SR BEES T AR S NDVI & HERR BRI SRR P 5 (4) PT3RAG2 S0 IET
1.2 SCERBT PP

SCHR BT HE PP A2 Meta 3 AT AN AT RO A RS HHDATPAN 99 A SCER AR ARSI AR 7 e e PR N5 SR AL B2 T
DI 25 W 75 2R EA T | DT A PR SCHRTIE 345 558 P AN J T 3 B0 D o 0T T A5, S P 26 B TR A
{EERIFFT R i F HLAA ( Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, AHRQ) WM ARMEFEATITAN Y o %7 W0 45
FRALFE ORI IR 22 85 4 (expose cohort) FIEZEFE 4 (non expose cohort) 20 A S HERR | 5834 14 1) B 52 % 52 5k
U5 TR 3R B e A D B A I | A A HERR TR 2 PR AR A5 ] | 25 2R e 1 Ak 3 R WA ) e R 1 B
Vio SCHREEARSE LU R 1353 0P :0—3 3 AR i 4—7 43 R rh 45 Tk 8—11 43y s i BB 5%
fifi FH A+ /R - 1B K A6 35 (the Newcastle-Ottawa Scale, NOS) #EATIEM ' NOS A TEAR 4 B 6145 . 22 58 4L
R ARREEH MR FREE R AT E IR 0 I B 45 SRR AR | 28 58 4 AR B 8 2H 0 m] LM 45 SR AT
W GER KA GREVIRHC BRI AR R BRI . NOS 1A 58— Rl 43 i i (bR, A S0 52 Z2 B0k
(30 43 75 5 AR B A5 5 e A R AR OB 9 4052 S 0—3 . 4—6.7—9 431
1.3 SEitari

i Stata 15.0 3RAEXTNASCHER AT Meta 73087, S9G LA R 0B i OR300 57 Btk . = Pk DL P4eit i
HBHAE, PEENOR , FR SRR — % P >50% £ A& W58 5B A7 e R . @& I8k &
(combining effect size) : & IR T IE Meta Z3HTH S DT G PP I9A%.O 20 B8 , 7% 08 338 3 7775 19 57
JRE R REA B A R 22 5 AR SOR AL AR R AT A 987 45 AR S 40 K78 i GRS RIIE B ) 119
K AE L (odds ratio, OR) F1 95% B A7 X [0 A F- 400 i, 45 AR 0 A i 22748 1 ( BMI,BMI Z-score %5 ) #Y
KR RE(B) TN 95% EAF X (8] 5 T 8800 it , A SCRER I [RIBIFFE BT FIAS [ 2 st ) 2 5 =X by 5 A Jie
FHRAEIRIIC R . @A77 (subgroup analysis) : W20 53T /2 Meta 4347 HAR S5 B 55 4R i (1) AR RURIAS /) =22 Ak
K153 W20 BRI TR0 1 7 o AR SORHRAEAEAS AR I8 ALt B 43 BT S AN R R 3 W2, B AR LA AR i
Xof e iy 55 I JHE AR DG 48 B O 2R RS2 MR 22 572

2 #R

2.1 SCHRPERES SCRR B AN
SCRRAS 2R e ) LRI 2391 5, 368 o A e L 47 5 A L £ 5 AR SRS N 2 T DA O A AR 5% 3 SRR
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128 5, 2t 4 SO A i 5 SCHR 59 F S E I Meta 2B 19 3Cik 69 55 (81 1)

Web of Science % Lo & 4L (n = 2040)
PubMed $ i (n = 1173)

PR EE A B SO PR A R R0 B B (n = 2263)
(n=2391)

B ARG = 59), BFWT:

* R =2)

FHEIR % 9 SCHR B (n = 128) o e RIS (n = 6)

o AL S LA SR B
R R BISCR( = 17)

* EERUE BRUN AR AT 5
A PRI SCHR(n = 28)

PNZEFE S W SCERBCR (n = 69) * R RBA A ETIF(n = 6)

E1 XEEERER
Fig.1 Flowchart of study selection

AN ST HT I SCERFEAS B 5 BRI A 3R 1,69 i SCHR h A 46 14 5 AN WFSE R 55 i o, BAS
BFFE I 1] 25 HE M 2 4E 5] 45 4E R4
2.2 UK Meta Z3Hr4s R

69 Fi SCHR TP, 55 MEJREAH OG0 45 SR8 B AU 45 1 2172 it ( BMI L BMI Z-score FIEFE S5 ) A1 — 2678 i G IE
JRERN RO RIRE 45 ) T K2, ARPEIF ST 0T AR WY, 45 AR 2 % ANRl bR, B B A5 E — B4 WHO
(BMI=25kg/m”) "™ CDC(BMI % T8 5 T 85% 7K F) V' g rr [ AE Jpk ) 5 T4 4H ( BMI = 24kg/m?) 1'%, B
JoE— A4 WHO ( BMI=30kg/m”) .CDC ( BMI %5 F 5 5 T 95% /K ) g H [ A B 7] 28 T4 21 ( BMI = 28kg/
m?) FRAE ; HC TR (B PR R = 102em A1 £ PENE Rl = 88 em ) F1E Y A JRE ( 59 14 JEE 1) = 94 em 4 ML [
=80cm) Y31 WHO i, #5r JLEFIF DAERIAHSE 2R BMI Z-score 18 BMI; JLEE FIT5 /4 (1488 H 7K
S ZHGEAE E BRAE B T AE /N (International Obesity Task Force, IOTF ) ( & F4F #& A1 51 s -8 R 8 &) b
HELVH WHO (2BMI>+1 Z-score MM zBMI>+2 Z-score NABJIE) bl ¥ 1)

FERTA PR SCHR T, AF 5T ek b S E (n=36) JEME(n=26) BMI(n=23) .BMI Z-score(n=7) JE[H
(n=5) RAMLER L, I, RSO Jeti UL S5 RAR 1 25 IR 8400 &, DAR T 4 i 5 A R AH G H8 A3 119 ¢
B, HR, THE BN 5T AR A i 0t 95 7 DA B OCER T i 28 5 S5 IR L B, Sk b ROK S Sl B BMI
BMI Z-score FIE I AAATE B FH ARG R (R 2) . TEREMRIEATSE T, 25— 5 SRS IR G RARL, SR BAS
ARG IFEE R s b 5 DL 1 5 FEFRIITEC R, 75— D IR GEAN [ S b A B R 41 06 2t b, 5 3 BRI Ji
Z B SC R 25 5%,

2.3 A[RIZRHBFE bR 50 22 5

CL A SCHRE R FH T LA S A8 A AT B 7 sCHR 58 P Z (B 6 R - (DRI (30— b B3 A7 ST )
BEALM(n=13) ; QEBEEE (n=27) ; QLM T (n=32) ; LM E (n=14) ; @GHLETE (B i
I gl 1) R B BB BT 2R P I BE BT ) (n=14) . A 24 FSCHRZ JE T ZFh ek 45 b5 19520, A ] S b 45
PRAGA IR0 UL 3 8 2 & 3, S5 R, SR R Bl 25 R e R TR IO & A SRR BMIT 2 3 A
K, B (B M PR AT BT B TT I ) S A A Sk b RS i AR e 43 1) 5 A G R DG OC R L (H S IR AT BMIT G
RN, T 230 0 BT g it v R D) 5 L PR A S AR A
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4290 AR 92 %
x2 GHYUEELER
Table 2 Combined effect size of included studies
s LA SRR A SCHREL ﬁﬁ»ﬂzuﬁ OR* ﬁ#éﬁ)ﬁ% B ‘ i
Study design Outeome Type of Number comb_med effect combl_ned effect 95%CI I
outcome of study size OR size B
Sckt-el HE Zhk 35 0.958 *** — 0.942, 0.974 91.7% ***
All studies JE e ok 26 0.943 *** — 0.924, 0.963 90.1% ***
BMI 8 23 — -0.013***  -0.020, -0.006  87.8% ***
BMI Z-score 4% 7 — -0.032**  -0.054, -0.010  71.8% ***
i el B 5 — -0.153* -0.294, -0.012  98.29 ***
BT i S 29 0.953 *** — 0.936, 0.971 92.9% ***
Cross-sectional studies HEL —ork 23 0.938*** — 0.918, 0.958 91.7% ***
BMI L 16 — -0.030***  -0.045, -0.015  92.59% ***
BMI Z-score 4% 5 — -0.039"**  -0.054, —0.025 0.0%
¥ puss 3 — -0.447***  -0.684, -0.210  90.8% ***
BABIAIF5E . Zark 6 0.983 — 0.951, 1.017 34.8%
Cohort studies JIEJHE oy 3 0.985 — 0.935, 1.038 17.5%
BMI RS 7 — -0.004 -0.011, 0.003 47.7% *
BMI Z-score 4% 2 — -0.028 -0.085, 0.028 90.0% **
T HELE 2 — 0.006 -0.022, 0.033 48.7%

“wowox "IIREFEMKFEN 0.1%, ¢+ x "FIRBFVRFEN 1%, + " RN BFUKFER 5%;* 4
OR (odds ratio) 7%, OR fE/NT | KR ERHFE bR 5 ALEAR SR A 22 SAH O, 95% CT(95% AR IX i) ) b DX ()R B MAG TH R KL 1 o 3% 1 8 it
BIE IR A5 R DL B 3R, B H/IN T 0 FTR SRR AR S AL AR SCHEAR 22 A 5C , 95%C1 B F X MR B 0 S 3%

®3 TRSKMBRESEREBERBHXE

ARG IOV A 2R DL L

Table 3 Associations of green space and obesity related results by different green space indexes

e s

EIFRUNHE OR B IRV B

?rfeﬂj Els?;ce SR A l\lxufﬁfzr Combined Combined 95%Cl P
index Outcome TI'ype of of study effect size effect size
outcome OR B
B 2 A A £t e S 6 0.892** — 0.822, 0.967 42.2%
Green space nearby JE e 4 0.911 — 0.765, 1.084 52.4%
BMI B 1 — -0.096 -0.439, 0.247 —
TR T B Zark 12 0.919*** — 0.888, 0.950 86.0% ***
Vegelation coverage JIEJHE ok 13 0.914*** — 0.885, 0.943 90.9% ***
BMI e 7 — -0.043**  -0.069, -0.018 97.6% ***
SR R e By S 8 0.998 — 0.953, 1.046 60.6% **
Green space proximity JIE i —rd 5 0.987 — 0.973, 1.002 35.2%
BMI L 6 — 0.041 -0.090, 0.171 54.7%*
E S NP A HE Zark 16 0.986 — 0.967, 1.004 72.9% ***
Area of the green space NI e 9 1.006 — 0.910, 1.112 87.7% ***
BMI L 9 — -0.003 -0.009, 0.004 71.4% ***
501k gs i i e 5 0.976** — 0.958, 0.995 19.6%
Number of the AEfiE S 2 0.959 — 0.906, 1.014 38.8%
green space BMI a8 10 — -0.016 -0.048, 0.016 53.4% **
“rowox T FORBEMACTN 0.1%, ¢ o+ " FoR BEHATHN 1%, ¢« 7 FRRBEHIKT R 5%

24 WHDHERESR

A0 IR AR AT 0 R0 353 AT B 0 9 T X B8 400 404 3 Wi g b, 5 e R T S PR =2 [ DG 3R ) 22
o FEARFTNNMAEANA (n=41) FULFEST DEH (n=29) , Hoh a5 — 00448 4 A BF 58 1, 7E
Hiy BT B G T, $5SCRRGE I B BT 2R 0—300m (2847 Smin 1) .301—500m ( 2247 10min ) |

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



10 #5 ok A5 kS R E AL Z M 58 R BT Meta 437 4291

501—1000m( 2547 15min ) .1001—2000m ( 247 30min ) .2000m LA F (24T 30min i b)) 48 H 2550 A0
HFINGE X 7 R, bRk 4,

R4 TRMAZMSEHEXERBX R

Table 4 Associations of green space and obesity related results by different subgroups

i gy SREIEN GREC IR OR AJPAE B
WY.Z AL

Subgroup Outcome Type of Number Comlfined Com})i'ned 95%ClI P
outcome of study effect size OR  effect size B
FEAAERS JRAEA i i s 18 0.942%** — 0.916, 0.968 98.7% ***
Participants’ AERE ;s 18 0.940 *** — 0.918, 0.962 87.5% “**
age BMI e 18 — -0.022***  -0.033, -0.010  91.2% ***
JLEERIF DA ey ok 17 0.937 *** — 0.916, 0.958 78.9% ***
el —hk 8 0.911 ** — 0.861, 0.965 90.2% """
BMI i 6 — -0.010 -0.023, 0.003  64.4% **
BMI Z-score % 7 — -0.032**  -0.054, -0.010  71.8% ***
I 0—300m ZZ kX T ;s 7 0.926*** — 0.889, 0.964 82.19% ***
Geographic HE Zh% 4 0.910 *** — 0.867, 0.955  46.7%*
analysis unit BMI JuR2 1 — -0.180 -0.380, 0.020 —
301—500m ZZ WX HEE iy 9 0.934 *** — 0.908, 0.960 88.7% ***
JE R ok 7 0.913*** — 0.877, 0.950 87.5% ***
BMI L 3 — -0.139***  -0.176, -0.102  38.6%
501—1000m ZZ WX i K 10 0.919 — 0.868, 0.973 98.3% ***
HE K 6 0.895 — 0.823,0.975  81.3% ***
BMI U2 4 — -0.089 -0.207, 0.028  94.5% ***
1001—2000m 2% #1X. HE —ak 6 0.913** — 0.855, 0.975 99.6% ***
JIE e ok 3 0.998 — 0.789, 1.262 91.9% ***
BMI % 5 — 0.001 -0.002, 0.004  35.5%
2000m LA - uhIx (D T K 3 0.983 — 0.885, 1.092 88.3% ***
JE R ok 1 2.470 — 1.099, 5.553 —
AN T ok 10 0.965 — 0911, 1.022  70.1% ***
JE R ok 6 0.957 — 0.914, 1.003 93.3% ***
BMI U 9 — -0.005 -0.014, 0.005 31.1%
HRMG kX JE e ;s 1 0.934 — 0.851, 1.025 —
BMI U 2 — -0.019 -0.040, 0.003  79.2% **

(1) SBIRAFHTEATE S 2000m LA FZE i DX A AN A L BMI FE A 45 RAR I SCHR, 373 B 8 78 s SR b IX (9 S0 R 0 A LR T8 00 g 45 SR 1 ST
“owox PFRIRBEMKT R 0.1%, ¢ # « " FIRBEHKT R 1%, « " Fom REWKTH 5%
AR | kit 5 5 R o 22 T 114 O 2R A AR 2R LB 7 /D AR 20 34 5 1 35 0 67 R O, (EL gk
5 BMI (G RTERMAE N 3 7ELEME AEHARE . B TILEMT DR & m AR E S ERE A
[ P 1) R % 140 R IR B (AR ], 2850798 L BMI Z-score BTG BMI 1 Ry 45 SR AR B | A6 X BB A5, 43 5
BMI Z-score 5 g & A5, BUA I R SR M5 RAE ANEBE Z 18] ¢ R B9 W5 e S5 LB A E DR K, FEANHE
RO H BRSBTS T )5 T, 25 R s | 2 5 08 i 22 ] 1 OC R 7R 2000m 22 i X9 il PN 5 2 1) 670RE G, i
P FEIAS 35 5 A AR, St 5 M Pk i A A8 22 ) O 2R 14 1B A HH BRAE 1000m 22 v XY LI 3t 5 BMI 22
[ B 5C RAEA I 22 v RUBE EA Rl RE 222 5 Bt m] DL Sttty 5 i IRE S JIE Jhe 22 1) 7 O 2R ELA D A8 ) RUBE &%
I AEEARTIT S, &3 g i A R Tl s R E I R ) & A2 38 A 301—500m 22 i X RUFE T, i /K P FIE e
AASCTRARIY DI PR IR B RO o SR, LARI HEL 28 300 SRR 5 o 22 i DX AR Ay by BHE 43 A BT I I 2 b b 5 8 o
HEJFEF BMI #5 IF45 R B35 BEHTH BB 00 ROEAGE— I, 5) H BANAR E 22 S R A 4
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EVEECER) WIS BEARR RRAAER () OR (95% CI) Weight%
VR 754 it |
Dadvand (2014) WHEF 3178 912 0.90 (0.74, 1.09) 0.64
Mccarthy (2017) Edi| 13469 9.70.99 — 0.97 (0.86, 1.10) 131
O'Callaghan-Gordo (2020) WHPEF 2354 2085 0.86 (0.64, 1.15) 0.30
Ohri-Vachaspati (2013) £S5 702 3—18 —_— 0.41 (0.21, 0.81) 0.06
Velasquez-Meléndez (2013) uXi] 3425 >18 —_— 0.80 (0.68, 0.95) 0.78
Villeneuve (2018) Edi| 49632 3574 - 0.91 (0.88, 0.95) 3.82
Subtotal (/%=142.2%, p = 0.124) <>|| 0.89 (0.82, 0.97) 6.92
MR R '
Bao (2021) i 56401 6—18 -~ 0.88 (0.84, 0.92) 3.46
Bloemsma (2019) 2 3680 3 —_ 0.96 (0.83, 1.10) 1.08
Dadvand (2014) PHEF 3178 9—12 —~—'| 0.83 (0.72, 0.95) 1.10
Huang B (2020) i 12112 =50 _ 0.73 (0.58, 0.92) 047
Klompmaker (2018) FE 387195 =19 ~ 0.91 (0.87, 0.94) 373
Liu (2007) I 6897 318 T 0.90 (0.12, 6.88) 0.01
Liu (2007) ) 427 318 1.13(0.12,1043)  0.01
Nichani (2020) Mgk 14550 =35 -~ 0.96 (0.93, 1.00) 3.82
O'Callaghan-Gordo (2020) WEEF 2354 20—85 — 0.99 (0.88, 1.11) 1.43
Pereira (2013) BAF 10208 =16 —| 0.84 (0.76,0.92) 1.84
Persson (2018) it 2186 3556 | 1.14 (100, 1.32) 1.10
Persson (2018) it 2940 3556 —_ 0.94 (0.83, 1.07) 1.22
Petraviciene (2018) SFEFE 1489 46 = 076 (0.51, 1.12) 0.17
Tsai (2019) Ed] 536332 2555 . 0.89 (0.88, 0.90) 4.57
Tsai (2019) Edi| 242357 2555 . 0.95 (0.94, 0.96) 4.58
Subtotal (/2= 86.0%, p = 0.000) O 0.92 (0.89, 0.95) 28.57
SR '|
Coombes (2010) E3| 6821 =16 | ——— 1.20 (1.04, 1.39) 1.03
Halonen (2014) iy 15621 =18 —_— 0.98 (0.80, 1.19) 0.61
Klompmaker (2018) 2% 387195 =19 - 0.95 (0.92, 0.98) 4.00
Petraviciene (2018) RIS 1489 46 0.66 (0.40, 1.09) 0.11
Potestio (2009) meEk 6772 3-8 q__._ 1.15 (0.96, 1.37) 0.74
Potwarka (2008) gk 108 217 R — 0.98 (0.69, 1.37) 0.22
Veitch (2016) BRI 1848 18—47 |1—c— 1.22(0.97, 1.89) 0.24
Veitch (2016) %H 489 18—92 —_— 0.92 (0.71, 1.18) 039
Yang (2018) S| 41283 318 . 0.99 (0.99, 1.00) 4.65
Subtotal (/% =60.6%, p=0.009) q> 1.00 (0.95, 1.05) 11.98
SRHER L
Astell-Burt (2014) AR 246920 =45 - 0.90 (0.83, 0.97) 231
Bloemsma (2019) 2 3680 3 —_— 0.99 (0.88, 1.11) 143
Carroll (2016) WKL 1890 =18 - 0.98 (0.96, 1.00) 435
Cummins (2012) pdc| 41443 =18 - 1.12 (103, 1.22) 2.12
Cummins (2012) Ed| 36375 =18 — 0.95 (0.87, 1.04) 1.99
Jenkin (2015) Wrgs 4175 214 —- 0.96 (0.89, 1.03) 2.46
Klompmaker (2018) £ 387195 =19 -~ 0.98 (0.95, 1.01) 4.03
Oreskovic (2009) EdL| 21008  2—I8 - 0.98 (0.92, 1.04) 2.86
Pearson (2014) BivEs 12488 =15 — 0.94 (0.82, 0.99) 1.87
Potestio (2009) JIE-SN 6772 3—8 0.55 (0.08, 3.90) 0.01
Potwarka (2008) Mgk 108 217 . 1.00 (0.99, 1.01) 4.59
Prince (2011) gk 1632 =18 — 1.10 (1.00, 1.20) 1.95
Prince (2011) gk 1882 =18 — 0.67 (0.54, 0.84) 0.51
Richardson (2014) Wik 8157 =15 0.93 (0.78, 1.12) 0.72
Schalkwijk (2018) el 6467 075 — 0.88 (0.79, 0.98) 1.58
Schiile (2016) i 2613 57 0.84 (0.57, 1.25) 0.17
Veitch (2016) PRFIT 1848 18—47 . 1.00 (1.00, 1.00) 0.00
Veitch (2016) Edi| 489 18—92 . 1.01 (1.00, 1.01) 465
Wilhelmsen (2017) W 10527 1417 — 1.38 (1.02, 1.85) 0.29
Subtotal (/%=72.9%, p=0.000) 1 0.99 (0.97, 1.00) 37.87
LR I
Potestio (2009) JIE-SN 6772 3—8 — 1.01 (0.83, 1.26) 0.56
Potwarka (2008) Mgk 108 217 e 0.92 (0.69, 1.24) 030
Veitch (2016) BRI 1848 18—47 . 0.98 (0.97, 0.99) 4.59
Veitch (2016) Edi| 489 1892 — 0.92 (0.83, 1.01) 1.78
Wasserman (2014) FH 12118 4—12 - 0.95 (0.92, 0.99) 3.81
Van Der Zwaard (2018) HefE 6001 0.75 == 1.01 (0.97, 1.05) 3.63
Subtotal (/%=19.6%, p=0.285) 0.98 (0.96, 0.99) 14.66
. |
Overall (I2=91.7%, p = 0.000) ? 0.96 (0.94,0.97) 100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis | | |

0.08 1.00 12.5

2 FUEREBEXRORKE
Fig.2 Forest plot of the associations between green space and overweight

OR: [BfhLL; CI. BEfEXE; Weight: A

Lt 0o i PR T I AR S AR R D7 T B S MR AR TS RS 2 — . E A Z A EH e A R
X R AR R FFIRSE, IR —E R . AR SCEET 69 i SCHR T 5 45 SR 0T 2t b, 5 J P8 B A ke 22 1) G 3R
AT T Meta 707, R0 T A RIS T2 SRR AR LSS [RIREAR AR e A1 0 L0 A B0 H G 2% 1 5 22
o EEOIFEANBUNT A L SRRl B AL KU (AR A (2 A P, 3 W 8 o e £ Ml | T ot B A
J 321 B BARER AL K- A] RE R A5 A AR FE AL R (RIS, ) 2= e A S TUAR (Rl ) — FifT A8 At . AR Tkl 5
Jo B E AL 19 56 AR AE A [T BTt 280 iR 38 05 3 AR e A MU [R) g st RS R 225, 3
HER M e RGBT E B A OC R Al BRI R
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SR () BISSH AR REARAERNGY) OR (95% CI) Weight%
WHE 754 s '
Hobbs (2017) o) 8864 18—86 H 1.37(0.78,2.36) 0.13
Mears (2020) A - 10—11 —t 1.02(0.83,1.26) 0.76
Nesbit (2014) EdE) 39542 11—17 = 0.86 (0.80,0.92) 2.86
O'Callaghan-Gordo (2020)  P§FEF 2354 20—85 1 0.68 (0.45,1.01) 0.24
Subtotal (7%= 52.4%, p = 0.098) z ;> 0.91(0.77,1.08)  4.00
ok MR 5 |
Bao (2021) i 56401 6—18 — ! 0.80(0.75,0.85) 3.07
Browning (2018) FE 97574613 =18 < 1.00 (0.98,1.02) 4.18
Browning (2018) FH 97574613 =18 0.97(0.79,1.21) 0.74
Huang B (2020) h 12112 =50 | 0.54(0.33,0.90) 0.16
Huang W (2020) HE 24845 18—74 —— 0.80(0.74,0.87) 2.57
Huang W (2020) E 24845 18—74 == 0.88(0.83,0.93) 3.23
Lovasi (2013) FH 11562 3—5 - 0.88(0.79,0.99) 1.86
Mears (2020) p ) - 10—11 ! 0.42(0.22,0.80)  0.10
Nichani (2020) gk 14550 =35 -~ 0.98(0.94,1.03) 3.55
Nichani (2020) gk 14550 =35 -~ 0.96 (0.92,1.00) 3.65
Nichani (2020) &k 14550 =35 = 0.93 (0.89,0.96) 3.76
O'Callaghan-Gordo (2020) ~ P§HEF 2354 20—85 = 0.91(0.79,1.05) 139
Paquet (2014) KA 3145 =18 I 1.04(0.92,1.16) 1.80
Pereira (2013) BORFIE 10208 =16 —_ 0.78 (0.69,0.89)  1.61
Persson (2018) Fi 2186 35—56 —+—— 1.06 (0.89,1.26) 1.05
Persson (2018) Fi 2186 35—56 L 0.91(0.79,1.04) 1.41
Persson (2018) Fi 2940 3556 I T 1.05(0.88,1.26) 1.02
Persson (2018) Hi i 2940 35—56 - 0.88 (0.79,0.99) 1.93
Sarkar (2017) HE 333183 37—73 . 0.97(0.96,0.98) 4.27
Wen (2011) FH 376192 25—64 - 0.89(0.88,0.91) 4.19
Wen (2011) FH 359783 25—64 = 0.89 (0.87,0.91) 4.10
Subtotal (/%= 90.9%, p = 0.000) & 0.91 (0.88,0.94) 49.65
. |
SR |
Halonen (2014) 2% 15621 =18 S 1.18 (0.85,1.63) 0.36
Li (2014) En) 8224 =60 —_ 0.98(0.92,1.04) 3.10
Li(2014) *H 4506 =60 TR 1.01(0.93,1.10) 2.49
Li (2014) AT 3126 =60 —j— 1.08 (0.88,1.30) 0.87
Li (2014) *H 1164 =60 0.83 (0.64,1.05)  0.59
‘Wen (2011) FH 376192 25—64 = 0.99(0.97,1.01) 4.14
Wen (2011) FE 359783 25—64 <= 0.96 (0.94,0.99) 4.03
Yang (2018) FH 41283 3—18 0.99 (0.99,1.00) 430
Zhang (2019) FE 8365 20—60 Tem 1.04(0.99,1.11) 3.22
Subtotal (/% =35.2%, p = 0.137) | 0.99(0.97,1.00) 23.11
MR !
Astell-Burt (2014) PWAHI 246920 =45 —_—t 0.87(0.77,0.98) 1.72
Cummins (2012) HeE 41443 =18 1 —_— 1.23(1.11,1.37) 2.01
Cummins (2012) p o) 36375 =18 0.92(0.82,1.02) 1.93
Dempsey (2018) BIRE 5783 =50 — 1.43(1.17,1.75)  0.83
Lovasi (2013) e 11562 3—5 ] 0.97(0.91,1.04) 2.95
Mears (2020) A - 10—11 1.39(0.73,2.64) 0.10
Oreskovic (2009) *H 21008 2—18 —‘—] 0.93 (0.86,1.00) 2.71
Paquet (2014) BERFIE 3145 =18 S 0.99(0.85,1.14) 133
Villeneuve (2018) FH 49632 35—74 S | 0.83(0.79,0.87) 3.48
Wilhelmsen (2017) b 10527 14—17 T 1.56 (0.79, 3.05)  0.09
Subtotal (/%= 87.7%, p = 0.000) §> 1.01(0.91,1.11) 17.14
fSiLE/aT |
Paquet (2014) WRFL 3145 =18 - 1.00 (0.92,1.09) 2.47
Wasserman (2014) FH 12118 4—12 == 0.94(0.90,0.98) 3.63
Subtotal (/% =38.8%, p=0.201) 3 0.96 (0.91,1.01)  6.10
Overall (1= 90.1%, p = 0.000) ¢ 0.94 (0.92,0.96)  100.00
NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis | | |

0.223 1.00 4.48

3 GRS RMX RHHRRE

Fig.3 Forest plot of the associations between green space and obesity

B G, ARSI (BB S MBASIBESE ) Z MR F TS 4 R B A R 25 57 . (BB SE A
LRHK-5 i R IR OC R AT R R BURAVIRES . AL BIIRF SR ZE e e —E F Lk 1B ik
1A g b R L IEL A 0 VR AR5, Bloemsma %5 A & B, JLEE M FAE R 55 NDVI il g g FL 5
FUARDG  AHAE R RE 25 75 Yo NO, R F8 /KT ARG S s 1) X REOR A, S b 5 18 T 1) DG I mT LA 3 4 i
B 5 S8 AR G A 25 S5 KRR, T A T o M A B 3o e 39 IR 335 sl B B PE T, Persson 45 A
(RIFSE A B, St T S FRe £ 5 LA P31 2 570 35K AT g 5 R A A RV 500 1) A 322 S A 0611 T et A7 A
TR X S M A RO RIAT Ay L B 22 53 R EE T 55 1, M ) it B T - o e o R 81 ) A N 22 42 55
EWLFE bR B YIAC i R ROk R i T (50, fR T BA S B S A R B T T R E
B Y S DY SRR AR AR . RS DL BT BARBABI B SE & T 45 R A 3 (B R BEUL T M 58 0 K
SR ENTAY AR rTRE AN 2% X S AR AR B AN I S, i i Xk s RO B JE A DR SC R
FFRAIRIT P 22 (6] 52 0 R 38 A FH AL,
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S NIRRT R ) S M 5 R I 1 06 RARAEAE — A8 25 5 . BRI Sk M A bl 7 55 5 IR Y
BMI | F FIAE PR XU i 2 AF DG 3 AT i PR kg g 7 2 ol 0 S ol IX (10 B 22 2k i T 2, A 455 RA A A el A 7
LA, 11 A A A s A LA b A N RE L LA N, S9N, B v A R A 7 6 B T A KRR A AT
RPN SRR o S B AR DT SR B AR AR KT A s T b R R S S RN SR A
ARG, T RGN R R SR SRR 22 | 2 i 28 700 R HCRR IO 150 e %) 22 R P el bl =, D T 4 e S AR T
B, B T AR AR R 1 1 RIS Sk AT B S T AR AR AU S IR AE R R 3 X AT REN Aok H
e R Sk b 23 8 A 1 B R SR R IR (IR A B T ) R BE S PR M R B T A X A B AR S PR R
B EZ ML TR, BAN, SHER A A 1 58 2 P30S JL 10 25 5, Halonen %5 A& IR 5 ) it 25 43
H s O e XU 338 5, L Sk M A3 T 0 s DR SRR R SE R AR AR 35 Y L Wilhelmsen %
IR ) R SCALEE T AR L ZRAORNL K S5 P92, I 9E 285 SR S, Y R ] [ 2 e b 49 386 o s 8 R ES R 1)
081 52T S 258 00 s S g b X sl P 0 A PR 2% B = W5 |y, AN RESR LA R A 6 sl X, PR e e
TAHRCE S (B AR EVR I SR RE T kb 1 B A 5 AR AN Sl BT A OB, 2R e E A
AIRFFE | S e AR AR R S B — B s e A P (LR 52 5 ] RS 350 ) o A, TE 22 Bl 2 70 ) 2t
(F LA R SEFIL R IR, B H# 4Ed) T BETE AT 35 T 22 M o RO R AR IO L ) S b 00 i B 188 i | 22 4
PERISE A5 RS2 R BE S S EUR TG shpg 22 55 TR L, T I 4 it A4 2K R0 0 o o T B S R 1R
FORS AR R B4R/ 78 AR AT 5T Hh R O 1 30 2 1 R BT A B i ML B ) S A B, 48 2l 5 38 1
Ho BEFE AR R

55 = SR IR PP AR S8 B =2 18] 10 56 28 78 AT I ZH RN LB 7 /0 A 7 4 2 52 A O, ELZE AT Y 21 56 B T
W, X5 TR ST 25 SR AR, S 4 P 5 LS TR A RE B dE b B e A ke R — T i, 1
JLEE RN A AERIRESE 45 AR ol BMI A B G IF45 R 2 1T 2L BMI Z-score fCE ) 2 2, % 1& 3k
BAE NS [ IR AE 0 1) 8 AT R B (B R 5], BMI Z-score VE g ZAF S FIAE B 5 AR HEARAE , BUH T L
BMI W& A2 ABER AR P 5301 BRI IR R LAAD , S b 5 R A A T AE ik 1) 56 2 A BE HE AR A%
FH ZVEAEMIH 2, W0 AR SR M AR BB 7 AR IR AR 4 X A0 HLIEE 5 5 R nl P b 8 0 4
IREEHRRAE Y BRSO SR [ k% R TR A AR A 22 5%, T80 T S 5 L2 AT A AR B A S F8 A =2 1]
KRR AREXLEME DR SRR AR RS R A A S R A MBS 2 )5 T

S0, S i 5 RO E R B =2 11 56 2R HA U 22 59, SR RS [R) 1) Hiu B 7 A7 5 o0 IR 45 R0 R — 2L,
FoATXF T A8 0 S PRSI 1 S, Sk i T R R A R ) R A A S A RO RGN, VA L AR Akt
A F T B T PR AU 214 5 gt bt P4 B 2 0 3 — S % e BT, gt o 00 o e RS P 2 2 S i A
WSS, T HT Browning 8527 35 7E — TR 5 (0] T 9% o X RUBE R BT Ay b S W 2 b, 5 4 O R I 2R Al
2000m LA P 2% X R RE G i 2 s S AR SO S DL SRS A Az AL, HOR, R 25 AT RS AT
Y AN RLEA MR TEF L IR AT MR T, AT DL 2 B T 2 2 8 5 0 3 o it o
TEA 2N 20T 1000m Rh 27 i X AL SR AR . FE3R £ IRBE 7 1T, 38002 8 & IR & X o7 2 Hh
Xt A AE A AP PR TR B A e 3 B AR S, o P [0 5 M B 55 R SR Jn % ofe OX 4 A 5%
BRGIFEE RN Xt TR I S [ 5 B A KNS TR], AT 35— f i B s e o s T
J— G P X B 8 vl X, — AR 2 i BRA L X B A 736 3, BT DAZE SR = A TR A R T R . AR TR 2 R
i AFEE X IR GT 45 AP F SR 225, ML, RS A AIF 5 1T 5 1 22 RUBE i B4 AT B T 4t b o IS P P 52 i
25, 8% B SRR H F TGS VI SEH 10min 3% 15min TG BAHLE G,

AWFFEAFAELL T B . DMeta 4347 1) 5 8 df- PR A2 JEL A SCHIR AR 52 il 58K TS SO A AR 4 T2 4 Sk ot o 1k
PRGN . OWFFE I IR BAE A AT DR — 20, 5T PR 5 00 R B P 0 R — 35, T A 5 K ki /)
bt L PR AR A B 5 M A RS, AR 9T 1) 205 I E A8y e 25 R S S MR o, 76— e R s T T B
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