[bookmark: _Ref185525769]Table 1. Descriptive statistics for outcomes and independent variables.
	Variables
	n
	mean (std. dev.)
	Proportion
	95% CI (lower limit)
	95% CI (upper limit)

	Non-compliance with min 20% single rooms
	82
	-
	24.7%
	20.4%
	29.6%

	Non-compliance with max 20% triple-or-more rooms
	86
	-
	25.9%
	21.5%
	30.9%

	Non-compliance with both criteria simultaneously
	43
	-
	13.0%
	9.8%
	17.0%

	Non-compliance with at least one criterion (not included in models)
	125
	-
	37.7%
	32.6%
	43.0%

	Compliance with min 50% single rooms and no triple-or-more rooms
	49
	-
	14.8%
	11.3%
	19.0%

	Ownership status [For-profit]
	49
	-
	14.8%
	11.3%
	19.0%

	Ownership status [Non-profit]
	283
	-
	85.2%
	81.0%
	88.7%

	Price [Less than €801]
	98
	-
	29.5%
	24.9%
	34.6%

	Price [More than €800]
	234
	-
	70.5%
	65.4%
	75.1%

	Building [multi-storey]
	112
	-
	33.7%
	28.9%
	39.0%

	Building [others]
	220
	-
	66.3%
	61.0%
	71.1%

	Number of residents
	332
	45.5 (20.5)
	-
	43.3
	47.7

	% residents living with dementia
	332
	31.0 (18.3)
	-
	29.0
	33.0

	Family involvement (people with dementia) [Frequently or very frequently]
	112
	
	33.7%
	28.9%
	39.0%

	Direct care staff-to-resident ratio
	332
	.375 (0.149)
	-
	.359
	.391

	P-CAT score
	332
	51.3 (5.7)
	-
	50.7
	51.9

	Easy supervision outdoors [Agreement]
	226
	-
	68.1%
	62.9%
	72.9%

	Welcoming outdoor environment [Agreement]
	265
	-
	79.8%
	75.2%
	83.8%

	Frequency of people with dementia going outside [Frequently or very frequently]
	196
	-
	59.0%
	53.7%
	64.2%

	Green areas [Agreement]
	211
	-
	63.6%
	58.3%
	68.5%

	Walkable [Agreement]
	245
	-
	73.8%
	68.8%
	78.2%

	Material deprivation index (EDI-PT)
	332
	-.252 (2.823)
	-
	-.557
	.053

	Population density (per hectare)
	332
	4.692 (11.022)
	-
	3.502
	5.882

	Location [Urban]
	92
	-
	27.7%
	23.2%
	32.8%

	Residential-care places per 100 residents 65+
	332
	7.395 (3.993)
	-
	6.964
	7.826

	Note. Descriptive statistics refer to the analytical sample of 332 facilities. For categorical variables, n indicates the number of facilities in the category shown. For continuous variables, n indicates the number of valid observations. Logistic regression models were estimated using complete-case analytical samples.
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Table 2. Results of the logistic models.
	
	Non-compliance with min 20% single rooms
	Non-compliance with max 20% triple rooms
	Non-compliance with both criteria
	Compliance with min 50%

	
	β (SE)
	OR
	95% CI for OR
	p-value
	β (SE)
	OR
	95% CI for OR
	p-value
	β (SE)
	OR
	95% CI for OR
	p-value
	β (SE)
	OR
	95% CI for OR
	p-value

	(Intercept)
	-1.190 (1.455)
	.304
	.018–5.269
	.413
	.033 (1.344)
	1.034
	.074–14.399
	.980
	.094 (1.762)
	1.099
	.035–34.758
	.957
	2.361 (1.876)
	10.603
	.268–419.433
	.208

	Ownership [For-profit]
	-0.290 (0.490)
	.748
	.286–1.954
	.553
	.109 (.402)
	1.115
	.507–2.453
	.787
	-.980 (.713)
	.375
	.093–1.518
	.169
	-1.075 (.589)
	.341
	.107–1.083
	.068*

	Price [Less than €801]
	1.174 (0.342)
	3.236
	1.655–6.326
	<.001***
	.491 (.296)
	1.633
	.914–2.920
	.098*
	.858 (.420)
	2.359
	1.037–5.369
	.041**
	-.423 (.392)
	.655
	.304–1.412
	.280

	Building [multi-storey]
	-0.439 (0.238)
	.645
	.405–1.027
	.065*
	-.381 (.208)
	.683
	.455–1.026
	.067*
	-1.196 (.368)
	.302
	.147–.622
	.001***
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Number of residents
	0.036 (0.007)
	1.037
	1.022–1.052
	<.001***
	.010 (.006)
	1.010
	.997–1.022
	.131
	.027 (.008)
	1.028
	1.011–1.045
	.001***
	-.040 (.013)
	.961
	.937–.985
	.002***

	Proportion of residents living with dementia (%)
	0.016 (0.009)
	1.016
	.999–1.033
	.067*
	
	
	
	
	.018 (.011)
	1.018
	.997–1.040
	.092*
	
	
	
	

	Family involved [Frequently or very frequently]
	 
	 
	 
	 
	-.327 (.214)
	.721
	.474–1.097
	.127
	 
	 
	 
	 
	.417 (.253)
	1.518
	.925–2.490
	.099*

	Staff-to-resident ratio
	-0.507 (1.066)
	.602
	.075–4.864
	.634
	.523 (.914)
	1.687
	.281–10.116
	.567
	.529 (1.356)
	1.697
	.119–24.219
	.697
	.494 (1.142)
	1.639
	.175–15.375
	.665

	P-CAT score
	-0.038 (0.028)
	.962
	.911–1.017
	.171
	-.034 (.025)
	.966
	.921–1.014
	.165
	-.079 (.036)
	.924
	.861–.991
	.027**
	-.038 (.032)
	.963
	.905–1.025
	.234

	Easy supervision outdoors [Agreement]
	0.847 (0.367)
	2.332
	1.135–4.791
	.021**
	
	
	
	 
	.876 (.486)
	2.402
	.926–6.230
	.071*
	
	
	
	 

	Welcoming outdoor environment [Agreement]
	
	
	
	
	-.604 (.329)
	.547
	.287–1.042
	.067*
	-.902 (.498)
	.406
	.153–1.077
	.070*
	
	
	
	

	Frequency of people with dementia outside [Frequent or very frequent]
	0.167 (0.228)
	1.182
	.756–1.848
	.463
	.557 (.209)
	1.745
	1.158–2.629
	.008***
	.859 (.321)
	2.362
	1.260–4.428
	.007***
	.283 (.257)
	1.328
	.802–2.199
	.271

	Proximity of green areas in the neighbourhood [Agreement]
	
	
	
	 
	
	
	
	 
	
	
	
	
	.665 (.398)
	1.944
	.890–4.244
	.095*

	Walkable neighbourhood [Agreement]
	-1.401 (0.368)
	.246
	.120–.507
	<.001***
	 
	 
	 
	 
	-1.096 (.460)
	.334
	.136–.823
	.017**
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Material deprivation index
	0.052 (0.055)
	1.054
	.946–1.174
	.344
	.056 (.046)
	1.058
	.967–1.157
	.221
	.030 (.068)
	1.030
	.901–1.177
	.662
	-.024 (.064)
	.976
	.862–1.106
	.707

	Population density
	-0.008 (0.014)
	.992
	.964–1.020
	.577
	.009 (.012)
	1.010
	.987–1.033
	.414
	-.005 (.018)
	.995
	.961–1.031
	.786
	-.055 (.036)
	.946
	.882–1.015
	.122

	Location [urban]
	0.403 (0.244)
	1.497
	.927–2.416
	.099*
	 
	 
	 
	 
	.487 (.309)
	1.627
	.889–2.980
	.115
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Intensity of residential care supply
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	-.107 (.054)
	.899
	.809–.999
	.047**

	Number of observations
	332
	332
	332
	332

	Akaike Information Criterion (AIC)
	316.186
	379.734
	223.513
	266.332

	BIC
	369.458
	425.396
	280.590
	311.993

	Residual deviance
	288.186
	355.734
	193.513
	242.332

	Likelihood ratio χ² (versus null model)
	82.991
	24.105
	62.439
	35.557

	df
	13
	11
	14
	11

	p-value
	< .001***
	0.012
	< .001***
	< .001***

	McFadden R2
	0.224
	0.063
	0.244
	0.128

	Cox Snell R2
	0.221
	0.070
	0.171
	0.102

	Nagelkerke R2
	0.329
	0.103
	0.319
	0.179

	***: significant at the .01 level; **: significant at the .05 level; *: significant at the .10 level. Empty cells indicate that the variable was not present in the final model specification.



