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Table S1 Correlation (Pearson) between self-reported and observed dampness and moulds in ECRHS II and climate conditions (building level)
	
	Reported water damage last    12 months 
	Reported damp spots last 12 months 
	Reported indoor mould last 12 months
	
	Observed damspots in living room
	Observed damp spots in  bedroom 
	Observed dampspots in  bathroom
	Observed mould in living room
	Observed mould in  bedroom
	Observed mould in  bathroom
	Window pane condensa-tion in living rooma
	Window pane condensa-tion in bedrooma

	Mean winter temperature
	0.18
	0.64*
	0.19
	
	0.19
	0.51*
	0.22
	0.16
	0.48*
	0.23
	0.40
	0.26

	Mean summer temperature
	0.15
	0.41
	0.29
	
	-0.24
	0.06
	-0.03
	0.03
	0.26
	-0.03
	0.59*
	-0.17

	Annual mean temperature
	0.18
	0.66*
	0.34
	
	0.01
	0.38
	0.24
	0.20
	0.51*
	0.24
	0.58*
	0.17

	Mean outdoor relative humidity 
	-0.27
	-0.27
	0.13
	
	0.19
	0.00
	-0.06
	0.16
	0.07
	0.17
	-0.45*
	0.22

	Annual precipitation
	0.48*
	0.22
	0.18
	
	0.47*
	0.46*
	0.71
	0.40
	0.40
	0.57*
	-0.38
	-0.07

	Altitude
	-0.06
	-0.12
	-0.16
	
	-0.08
	-0.10
	0.00
	0.18
	0.01
	0.06
	0.28
	-0.31

	Latitude
	-0.13
	-0.54
	-0.22
	
	0.07
	-0.31
	-0.26
	-0.15
	-0.40
	-0.19
	-0.59*
	0.00

	Longitude
	-0.12
	-0.38
	0.12
	
	-0.33
	-0.48*
	-0.18
	0.00
	-0.13
	-0.08
	-0.10
	-0.15


*p<0.05
aWindow pane condensation in winter in living room or bedroom, reported at the home visit  
N=6845 for reported data (questionnaires) and N= 2985 for observed data (home visits)  

Table S2 Self- reported and observed dampness and mould in ECRHS II, stratified by type of house.

	
	Prevalence
	Water damage 12 months
	Damp spots 12 months
	Moulds 12 months
	Prevalence 
	 Observed Dampness
	Observed Moulds
	Window condensation

	
	% (N=6845)
	%
	%
	%
	% (N=2985)
	%
	%
	%

	Size of house
	

	One family
	41.2
	8.5
	20.1
	16.7
	36.0
	15.6
	12.9
	35.8

	2-4 families
	10.3
	14.5
	23.0
	15.8
	10.8
	20.4
	16.7
	32.7

	More than 4 families
	47.4
	12.1
	17.1
	11.0
	52.6
	16.3
	12.5
	28.4

	Others
	1.1
	13.5
	27.5
	28.2
	0.6
	33.3
	16.7
	50.0

	Type of house
	

	Detached
	24.5
	8.9
	17.8
	15.0
	24.5
	14.7
	11.2
	31.3

	Semi-detached
	8.8
	7.4
	21.0
	22.3
	8.8
	17.9
	18.7
	35.2

	Terraced
	8.8
	7.9
	23.8
	18.8
	8.8
	20.1
	14.5
	36.2

	Apartment
	56.0
	12.6
	22.7
	16.1
	56.0
	19.2
	13.4
	33.8

	Converted  apartmenta
	1.9
	18.3
	33.3
	31.0
	1.9
	22.8
	15.8
	37.5

	Total
	100
	10.5
	20.5
	15.8
	24.5
	18.5
	13.5
	33.9


aApartment in a building originally built of other purpose than living (e.g. industrial building) 
Table S3 Self-reported and observed dampness and mould in ECRHS II, stratified by social class (occupation) and education level
	
	Prevalence in the question aire study           (%)
	Reported water damage last 12 months (%)
	Reported damp spots last 12 months (%)
	Reported indoor mould last 12 months    (%)
	
	Prevalence in inspected homes (%)
	Observed dampness at inspection (%)
	Observed moulds at inspection (%)
	Window condensation (%)

	Social class (occupation)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Manager and Professional
	27.5
	12.7
	20.7
	15.5
	
	29.2
	14.2
	18.4
	27.2

	Technnical
	16.7
	10.6
	19.3
	14.6
	
	16.3
	12.9
	14.9
	28.8

	Other non-manual work
	26.0
	10.0
	19.8
	14.6
	
	26.7
	11.9
	18.0
	36.8

	Manual work
	19.8
	7.5
	21.3
	17.6
	
	20.0
	12.8
	21.0
	38.1

	Unclassified/unknown
	10.0
	11.6
	22.2
	18.7
	
	7.8
	19.1
	17.0
	44.9

	Age when finnishing last education
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	≤16 y
	20.3
	8.5
	23.0
	21.0
	
	20.4
	13.7
	17.1
	44.6

	17-20 y
	36.4
	9.9
	20.1
	14.7
	
	38.0
	13.2
	18.7
	32.5

	>20 y
	43.3
	12.0
	19.8
	14.5
	
	41.6
	13.7
	18.2
	29.1

	Total
	100
	10.5
	20.6
	15.9
	
	100
	14.2
	18.4
	27.2


aWindow pane condensation in winter in living room or bedroom, reported at the home visit  



Figure S1 Unadjusted centre-specific prevalence of water damage and indoor mould in relation to annual precipitation and mean temperature
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Self-reported mould last 12 months
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Figure S2. GAM plots for prevalence of self- reported and observed dampness and mould in relation to construction year of the building
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Figure S3 Meta-analysis of self-reported water damage in homes of manual workers (managerial and professionals as reference)
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Figure S4 Meta-analysis of self-reported indoor mould in homes of manual workers (managerial and professionals as reference)
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 Figure S5 Agreement between centre specific observed and reported damp spots and indoor mould (unadjusted values)
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis



Overall  (I-squared = 8.3%, p = 0.354)
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NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
Overall  (I-squared = 0.0%, p = 0.483)
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