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Summary
The accelerated production of greenhouse gases (GHG) due to human activity has led to unprecedented global
warming, making climate mitigation strategies crucial for minimizing its impacts. South America, a region highly
vulnerable to climate change, stands to benefit from implementing such strategies to reduce future risks and generate
health co-benefits. This scoping review, aimed to assess the existing evidence on the health benefits of climate
mitigation strategies in South American countries. PubMed, Web of Science, and LILACS databases were searched
until June 15, 2023. Nine studies published between 2001 and 2021 were analyzed, focusing on Brazil, Chile, and
Bolivia. All the studies identified in this review used scenario modeling. They evaluated various GHG emission
mitigation strategies, including land management, reducing livestock production, biofuel production, increased
active transportation, renewable energy, and waste reduction. Only one study looked at GHG capture and seques-
tration through afforestation. Given the limited information available, there is a pressing need for more research on
the region’s potential health, environmental, and economic co-benefits. This review serves as a starting point and
suggests that climate mitigation can offer a range of positive co-benefits, such as improved air quality and increased
resilience to climate impacts, thereby advancing public health initiatives.
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Introduction
Human activity has led to increased production of
greenhouse gases (GHG) and consequently to global
warming at an unprecedented rate in the last 200
years.1–3 Global warming has generated disturbances in
different ecosystems and human populations, with
climate change amplifying these impacts.1,2 Reducing
GHG emissions and increasing their sequestration,
known as climate mitigation, is a valuable tool to reduce
the impacts of global warming and produce health co-
benefits, such as reducing cardiovascular and respira-
tory diseases.4 The Intergovernmental Panel on Climate
Change (IPCC) agreed that limiting global warming to
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1.5 ◦C requires a 45% reduction in GHG emissions by
2030 (relative to 2010 levels), followed by a net-zero
emission by 2050.5 However, GHG levels have contin-
uously increased.6

In 2015, in the Paris Agreement, multiple nations
worldwide agreed to implement climate change miti-
gation strategies.7 However, research has primarily
focused on the impact of these strategies on high-
income countries and Global North countries, with re-
alities vastly different from those in South America.
Evidence shows that implementing national and multi-
national climate change mitigation strategies is crucial
for the economy and human health.8–10 In Europe and
the United States of America (USA), for instance, in-
creases in walking and cycling and improved agricul-
tural and food practices have been reported as relevant
mitigation strategies, also providing health co-
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benefits.9,11 Such evidence highlights the need for
further studies on the applicability of these strategies to
South American contexts.

The need for countries to take significant action to
mitigate climate change has been requested by the
United Nations (UN), and several countries have already
started to develop climate mitigation plans.12 Mitigation
strategies are cross-cutting and cover all sectors, from
smart agricultural practices related to no-tilling prac-
tices,13 precision livestock farming,14 irrigation sys-
tems,15 or afforestation and forest management16; to
renewable energies, energy efficiency, waste manage-
ment, transport management,17,18 among others. Ac-
cording to the Climate Action Tracker report, in 2021,19

climate actions implemented by countries in South
America are currently rated between insufficient and
highly insufficient in terms of achieving the UN Paris
Agreement goals.12

South America stands out for its unique geographical
and demographic characteristics, which set it apart from
other regions. This vast landmass boasts diverse climates
and ecosystems, from the tropical Caribbean coast and
the Amazon rainforest to the Andes and Patagonia frigid
glaciers. For that, it could be expected that emissions are
controlled because of the carbon sequestration capacity of
its ecosystems; however, South America’s per capita
GHG emissions surpass the global average.20 South
America remains highly vulnerable to climate change’s
impacts, largely due to population growth and density,
inequality and poverty, land use changes, loss of biodi-
versity, and soil degradation, significantly impacting food
security and people’s health.21 Additionally, social in-
equities are rampant in the region, creating disparities in
how extreme weather events affect the economy and
public health.21 Furthermore, the region’s heavy reliance
on natural resources for national and local economies
exacerbates these challenges. Unfortunately, climate
research and monitoring have suffered from insufficient
money investment in South American countries, espe-
cially for environmental and social objectives related to
climate change research, projects and policies.22

Given the limited investment context in South
American countries, implementing climate change
mitigation strategies presents an opportunity to simulta-
neously address climate change and benefit public health.
For example, promoting sustainable transportation re-
duces GHG emissions and increases physical activity,
providing cardiovascular benefits to individuals.23,24

Similarly, improving energy efficiency in buildings and
housing can reduce GHG emissions, improve indoor air
quality, and alleviate the burden of respiratory dis-
eases.25,26 The recent “2022 Global Lancet Countdown
Report” focusing on mitigation strategies and potential
health co-benefits mostly concentrated on developed
countries,4 and while The Lancet Countdown South
America 2022 report provides valuable insights into the
potential benefits ofmitigation strategies for the region, it
does not delve into the evidence generated within South
America itself that could help us better understand the
progress in addressing this issue.27 This highlights the
need for a more comprehensive literature review that
examines the relationship between climate mitigation
strategies and health co-benefits in South America.
Therefore, this review aims to evaluate the available evi-
dence on climate mitigation and health in South America
and develop a framework for this area of research.
Methods
Study design
We performed a scoping review following the guidelines
of the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic and
Meta-Analysis extension for Scoping Reviews (PRISMA-
ScR) of 2020,28 and the methodology described by the
Joanna Briggs Institute.29 In this scoping review, we
aimed to collect evidence on climate mitigation and
health in South America. This review focused on South
America, defined as 12 countries: Argentina, Bolivia,
Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador, Guyana, Paraguay,
Peru, Suriname, Uruguay, and Venezuela. We consid-
ered only those studies referring to climate mitigation
strategies. Climate mitigation was defined as in-
terventions that allow communities and countries to
reduce GHG emissions and/or increase GHG removal
and sequestration.30 Health co-benefits were defined as
improved public health indicators resulting from climate
change mitigation actions.31 A conceptual framework
encompassing the health co-benefits related to climate
changemitigation strategieswas developed tohelp design
the search strategy (Fig. 1). We decided to include trials,
quasi-experimental, comparative, observational, and
modeling studies that reported results related to the
health co-benefits of climate change mitigation strategies
in South American countries. Case reports, editorials,
commentaries, and reviews were excluded.

Search strategy and selection criteria
The search strategy was grouped into seven terms cat-
egories: Climate change, Climate mitigation, Mitigation
sectors, Mitigation actions, Health determinants, Health
outcomes, and Geography (the full search can be found
in the Supplementary Material S1). The following data-
bases were searched for articles: 1) PubMed, 2) Web of
Science/Core collection, and 3) LILACS (Latin American
and Caribbean Health Sciences Literature). The last
search was performed on June 15, 2023. There were no
restrictions on the publication date. However, it was
limited to Spanish, English, and Portuguese within LI-
LACS, as it is a region database and the most popular
languages in the countries included.

Study selection
Duplicate articles were manually removed using Zotero
software. Subsequently, studies were imported into
www.thelancet.com Vol 26 October, 2023
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Fig. 1: Climate mitigation and health framework.
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Rayyan software.32 Two authors (DFG and RL) inde-
pendently reviewed the titles and abstracts of the results
to identify potentially relevant studies for inclusion.
Similarly, two authors (DFG and RL) independently
reviewed the full text of these studies. Any disagreement
in selection was discussed with another author (DRR)
and resolved by consensus. In addition, the reference
list of all included studies was reviewed to supplement
the search.

Charting and extraction
For included articles, we developed a chart on Google
Sheets to extract data and confirm the relevance of full-
text articles. We abstracted the following data from ar-
ticles: title; abstract; authors’ names; year of publication;
country of the study population; study design; follow-up
time, mitigation sector, mitigation strategy, health de-
terminants, and health outcomes. Two authors (DFG
and RL) independently extracted the data of interest.
Discrepancies were resolved with a third author (DRR).

In order to properly classify the mitigation actions,
we proposed to classify them into two sectors: 1) sectors
where mitigation strategies could be implemented to
remove and sequester GHG emissions and 2) sectors
where mitigation strategies could be implemented to
limit GHG emissions. Some examples of the removal
and sequestration actions in the first sector are agri-
cultural soil management, coastal blue carbon, foresta-
tion, and mineralizing carbon with crushed rocks,
among others. Within the second sector, some examples
of actions to reduce GHG are: biofuel production,
consuming local and seasonal food and products, and
increasing active transportation, among others. In
addition, we proposed potential health outcomes which
www.thelancet.com Vol 26 October, 2023
would be a direct or indirect consequence of imple-
menting the mitigation actions. We classified these
health benefits into those that 1) reduce morbidity and
improve quality of life, 2) reduce mortality, increase life
expectancy, and decrease disability-adjusted life years
(DALYs), and 3) improve well-being (physical, mental,
and social). Based on the literature, we proposed the
following framework to integrate the sequence between
mitigation sectors and health outcomes (see Fig. 1).

Methodological quality appraisal
Since this is a scoping review aiming to map available
evidence, we did not conduct any risk of bias assess-
ment or quality appraisal of included studies. This
approach is consistent with the proposed scoping review
methodology.28,29

Synthesis of results
The synthesis was focused on describing mitigation
strategies and health outcomes assessment in South
America as reported in the literature. Quantitative
analysis was done using descriptive statistics (e.g., fre-
quencies) using Microsoft Excel Software (2016). Addi-
tionally, tables were prepared to summarize the
characteristics, mitigation actions, and health co-
benefits reported in the studies.
Results
From a total of 1655 studies identified in the three da-
tabases with the search strategy, we excluded 98 studies
for duplicity, and 1454 studies were excluded in the
review of titles and abstracts. The remaining 103 studies
were analyzed in full texts, of which we excluded 94 (24
3
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because of the publication type, 11 for the design type,
and 59 did not address health co-benefits and only
focused on mitigation). Thus, we selected nine studies
that met our selection criteria (Fig. 2).

Study characteristics
Although it was not a selection criteria, all the studies
identified were scenario modeling studies (these studies
are characterized by using mathematical models to
simulate the potential effects of different scenarios on
climate change and health outcomes).33–41 The studies
were published between 2001 and 2021. The studies
modeled health impacts in a time range scenario of
seven to 35 years. The South American countries
included in those studies were Brazil, Chile, and Bolivia
(Table 1).

Mitigation sectors and mitigation actions
Seven studies published actions on reducing fossil fuels
use,33–35,37,38,40,41 three evaluated actions on changes in
emissions,37,40,41 two evaluated actions on improving land
management,36,39 and two on reducing ruminant
livestock-related GHG emissions.33,38 In contrast, the
actions of biofuel production,38 increasing active
Fig. 2: Flow diagram summarizing the pro
transportation,41 increasing renewable energy,38 and
reducing waste,41 were evaluated by individual studies,
one for each action. Only one study evaluated the sectors
related to GHG capture and sequestration strategies.36

This study evaluated afforestation as a climate change
mitigation action (Fig. 3).

Health determinants and health co-benefits
outcomes
In eight studies,33–35,37–41 air pollution was the health
determinant of mitigation actions. Other health de-
terminants related to climate change mitigation included
diet (two studies),33,41 employment (two studies),36,37

greenspace and biodiversity (two studies),36,39 ambient
temperature (one study),37 physical activity (one study),41

and social interaction (one study).36 In terms of health
outcomes, seven of the nine studies estimated
mortality,33–35,38–41 four estimated morbidity,33–36 and well-
being,34,35,38,40 and two included DALYs,33,37 or quality of
life34,35 (Fig. 3).

Discussion
Overall, we identified a limited number of studies
incorporating South American countries in the evidence
cess of literature search and selection.

www.thelancet.com Vol 26 October, 2023
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Study (Year) City/Ies region Follow
up

Mitigation
sector

Mitigation strategy Health determinant Health outcomes

Bell, M. L.
et al. (2006)

Mexico City (Mexico), Santiago (Chile),
Sao Paulo (Brazil)

20
years

Emission
mitigation

• Control technologies to mitigate emissions in
energy, transport, residential, and industrial
emission sectors.

Air quality Morbidity, Mortality,
Quality of life, Physical
well-being

Cifuentes, L.
et al. (2001)

Santiago (Chile), São Paulo (Brazil),
Mexico City (Mexico), and New York
City (USA)

20
years

Emission
mitigation

• Readily available technologies to lessen fossil fuel
emissions

Air quality Morbidity, Mortality,
Quality of life, Physical
well-being

Friel, S. et al.
(2009)

Sao Paulo (Brazil) 20
years

Emission
mitigation

• Improved efficiency of livestock farming
• Reduced production and consumption of foods
from animal sources in high-consumption
populations

• Decreased dependence on fossil-fuel input

Air quality, Diet Morbidity, Mortality, Life
expectancy, DALYs

Hamilton, I.
et al. (2021)

Brazil, China, Germany, India,
Indonesia, Nigeria, South Africa, the
UK, and the USA

35
years

Emission
mitigation

• IEA SDS fuels and energy system features
• Active travel
• Dietary changes (flexitarian and vegan diets)
• Reduced food loss and waste by three quarters

Air quality, Diet, Physical
activity

Mortality

Howard, D. B.
et al. (2020)

Recife, Salvador and Fortaleza (Brazil) 15
years

Emission
mitigation

• 30, 45 and 70% of variable renewable energy
(wind and solar PV)

• No new coal and oil generators added
• Thermal generators decommissioned

Air quality Mortality, Physical well-
being

Pattanayak, S.
et al. (2009)

Brazil – Emission
mitigation

• Land management related to deforestation and
climate change

Employment, Green spaces,
biodiversity, and social
interaction

Morbidity

GHG removal
and
sequestration

• FLONAS: 50 million hectare of national forests

Reddington,
C. L. et al.
(2015)

Brazil and Bolivia 12
years

Emission
mitigation

• Reduction in deforestation Air quality, Green spaces,
and biodiversity

Mortality

Reyes, R. et al.
(2015)

Valdivia City (Chile) 7 years Emission
mitigation

• Replace fossil fuel with biomass fuel
• Firewood fuel and biomass fuel vs. LPG and
kerosene

Air quality, Ambient
temperature, Employment

DALYs

Vormittag, E.
et al. (2018)

Sao Paulo and Rio de Janeiro (Brazil) 10
years

Emission
mitigation

• Gradual biodiesel implementation (B7 and B20)
vs actual B5

Air quality Mortality, Life
expectancy, Physical well-
being

GHG: greenhouse gas; USA: United States of America; IEA SDS: International Energy Agency Sustainable Development Scenario; PV: photovoltaic; FLONAS: Brazilian policy to expand National Forests; LPG:
liquefied petroleum gas; DALYs: disability-adjusted life years; B: Biodiesel.

Table 1: Studies reporting health co-benefits of climate mitigation in South America.

Series
of health co-benefits of climate mitigation strategies.
Among the 12 South American countries, the studies
evaluated the situation only in three countries (Brazil,
Bolivia, and Chile),33–41 with eight of the nine studies
focusing on Brazil.33–36,38–41 All the studies included GHG
emission-related mitigation strategies and air quality
impacts,33–41 and only one reported health co-benefits of
GHG capture and sequestration strategies.36

The principal strategy studied among the publica-
tions was reducing fossil fuel extraction, consump-
tion, and combustion. This relates to the energy
sector, the largest emitter of GHG in South America,42

and to fossil fuels use, which is the source of 70% of
the energy in Central & South America.43 Air pollution
has been the most common health determinant re-
ported among the included studies. Air pollution
related to fossil fuels is an ongoing issue reported by
regional stakeholders.44,45 Furthermore, air pollution is
the top environmental risk factor globally, and multi-
ple studies have also quantified their health impacts in
www.thelancet.com Vol 26 October, 2023
other regions.46,47 Among the included studies, solu-
tions related to changes in air pollution emission
controls, standards, reduction in fossil fuel use, and
increased use of renewable energy have been assessed.
Among those, the solutions reported to provide
greatest co-benefits in South America were reducing
fossil fuel use and implementing technologies to
control emissions, both of which apply to every sector.
Some of the potential co-benefits listed on the studies
were the avoidance of the following health impacts in
Sao Paulo and Santiago: more than 70,000 cases of
chronic and acute bronchitis, approximately 600,000
cases of asthma attacks and 16,206 adult and infant
mortalities due to the reduction of PM10 in the at-
mosphere, that is emitted by the combustion of fossil
fuels.29 Also, other significant solutions reported were
reducing ruminant livestock consumption (diet), land
management, active transport, and agricultural soil
management, although research results are more
limited in these areas.
5
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Fig. 3: Results panel describing publications by a) country, b) mitigation sector, c) strategy by emission mitigation, d) capture and
sequestration strategy, e) health determinant, and f) health outcome. GHG: greenhouse gas; DALY: disability-adjusted life years; YLL: years
of life lost; YLD: years lived with disability; Dx: diagnosis.
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Two studies considered the co-benefits of reducing
ruminant livestock consumption associated with GHG
emissions.33,41 These studies found that reducing red
meat consumption could prevent between 143 and 147
premature deaths per 100,000 population in Brazil.41

However, it is important to note that the impact of
meat consumption on health outcomes can vary
depending on various factors, such as the type of meat
and the production methods. Research has indicated
that processed meats have a relative risk of 1.42 (95%
confidence interval: 1.07–1.89) for coronary heart dis-
ease per 50 g/day consumed.48 This is especially relevant
because several countries in South America, like
Paraguay, Brazil, and Argentina, are among the top
countries regarding red meat consumption globally.49

This regional context makes potential interventions to
www.thelancet.com Vol 26 October, 2023
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Series
reduce livestock consumption particularly relevant for
improving public health outcomes. Therefore, a more
comprehensive analysis considering the specific types of
meat and their respective health implications would
provide a clearer understanding of the potential benefits
and risks associated with reducing ruminant livestock
consumption in the region.

The studies also evaluated other mitigation strategies
for reducing GHG emissions, such as biofuel produc-
tion,38 active transportation,41 renewable energy,38 and
waste reduction.41 One of those studies found that
reducing motorized vehicles by encouraging active
cycling and walking interventions could avoid 24 deaths
per 100,000 population.41 When combined with a
healthy diet, this benefit could be increased to 167 pre-
mature deaths prevented.41 This is particularly relevant
for the region, given the constant increase in motorized
trips in South American countries.50 The potential of
active transportation as a tool to attract the attention of
local and national authorities cannot be overlooked.
Examples like Bogota, Colombia, and São Paulo, Brazil,
with important investments in bike lanes and open
streets, illuistrate well interventions that are calling the
attention of stakeholders in the region and globally.51,52

Another emissions-related intervention is support for
renewable energy, which in one study was estimated to
reduce hospitalization and mortality costs in Brazil.38

Latin America has one of the most dynamic renewable
energy markets in the world, with more than a quarter
of its primary energy coming from renewables, which is
twice the global average and has great potential for
further expansion.53 However, it is important to mention
that in South America, rural electrification is still a big
concern, and where renewable energy and microgrids
are also the perfect solutions for numerous areas in
these countries.54,55

Carbon capture, utilization, and sequestration
(CCUS) and the removal of other GHGs have been
suggested as a part of the solution in the face of global
warming and climate change.56 Although in other re-
gions of the world different carbon sequestration and
renewal strategies have been proposed to reduce pollu-
tion, such as agricultural soil management,57 biochar
engineering,58 bioenergy with carbon capture and
sequestration,59,60 coastal blue carbon,61 direct air CO2
capture and sequestration,62 afforestation,63,64 graphene
production,65 ocean alkalinity enhancement,66 carbon
mineralization with crushed rocks,67 ocean fertiliza-
tion,68 and algal cultivation,69 in our review only one
study focused on CCUS. We only found one study that
evaluated the impact of afforestation (a CCUS inter-
vention) on health. According to their analysis, reducing
deforestation by 1 million hectares in Brazil could lead
to a reduction of 2.7 malaria cases per 1000 persons and
0.1 dengue fever cases per 1000 persons in rural areas.
In the best-case scenario, afforestation and forest con-
servation could reduce up to 50% of malaria cases,
www.thelancet.com Vol 26 October, 2023
resulting in a maximum reduction of 14 cases per 1000
persons.36

Implementing new CCUS technologies and their
potential social impacts are becoming increasingly
disparate across different regions of the world.70

Research on carbon sequestration is more scarce than
on GHG emission interventions. Furthermore, the slow
adoption of CCUS technologies in South America and
the limited exchange of information between countries
may account for the scant evidence on the health co-
benefits of these strategies.71 This highlights the neces-
sity to strengthen and increase the assessment of CCUS
strategies in the region and abroad.

Overall, mortality was the most common health
outcome among the nine studies.33–35,38–41 Mortality tends
to capture the final stage of the natural history of disease
and is often used because epidemiological data is more
widely available in mortality than other health out-
comes.72 Currently, mortality is the primary health in-
dicator used to assess the impact of mitigation strategies
on human health.73 However, this approach is limited
because it only captures clinical and subclinical health
indicators such as disease, signs, and symptoms, which
may not provide a comprehensive understanding of the
wide range of health co-benefits associated with miti-
gation strategies. Other crucial health outcomes, such as
well-being and quality of life, have been overlooked in
the studies conducted so far. For example, some studies
have not included the measurement of DALYs, which
aims to capture a more comprehensive estimation of
health by taking into account the impact of both mor-
tality and morbidity. Moving forward, it will be impor-
tant to broaden the scope of the health indicators used
in these studies to provide a more accurate and
comprehensive assessment of the health co-benefits
associated with mitigation strategies.

In South America, the energy sector is the largest
contributor to GHG emissions,42 and according to our
review, it is also the area that has been most extensively
studied to evaluate health co-benefits. As mentioned,
South American countries are well-positioned to
implement clean energy solutions, and most have
enough potential for renewable energy to cover the
projected energy demand.74 However, despite this po-
tential, oil and gas companies continue to dominate the
market due to lower prices, government subsidies, state-
owned industries, large oil and gas resources, and
established infrastructure across the region.75,76 Land
use, land-use change, and forestry (LULUCF) are the
second-largest contributors to GHG emissions in the
region. South America contains one of the largest re-
gions of forest in the world, but it also experiences one
of the fastest rates of forest loss on the planet, with
around 50% of forest loss in the last 30 years.77 Strate-
gies like forestation, land management, or agricultural
practices have been suggested as key interventions by
the 2019 IPCC Special Report to address climate change
7
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mitigation.78 Therefore, exploring and implementing
these strategies to reduce GHG emissions and promote
sustainable regional development is important.

Limitations and strengths
The limited number of studies and geographic scope
should be considered when interpreting the results of
this scoping review. Our search retrieved nine studies,
all in English, despite including multiple languages and
databases in the inclusion criteria. The prevalence of
non-peer-reviewed journals in Spanish or Portuguese in
the region could partly explain this fact.79 Additionally,
the limited number of studies may be due to regional
limitations, such as the lack of researchers in South
America.80 The findings of this review cannot be
extrapolated to the entire region, as the nine studies
covered only three out of the 12 countries in South
America. Additionally, all publications included are
modeling studies that only estimate potential health
impacts, not real effects that have occurred with cer-
tainty. Including primarily scenario modeling studies in
the results reflects the current research availability and
does not indicate a methodological bias. Furthermore,
several mitigation sectors and actions described in our
framework (Fig. 1) were absent from the evidence, and
those should also be considered in future research. In
addition, some studies found during the reporting pro-
cess lacked information regarding data sources or a
clear description of the methods used.

Despite these limitations, our study has several
strengths. First, it is the first study to focus solely on
South America, including climate change mitigation
and its health co-benefits, and considers interventions
related to GHG emissions and carbon removal and
sequestration. Second, it is based on the methodology
recommended by the JBI and the PRISMA guide-
lines.28,29 In addition, the conceptual framework of the
review and the synthesized overview of the evidence
may guide the development of future research.

Recommendations and implications for decision-
making
Based on our findings, we propose several recommen-
dations. First, governments should support and priori-
tize studies of health co-benefits of climate mitigation
areas in South America, with special attention to GHG
removal and sequestration interventions. Second, more
investments and research from diverse countries should
be prioritized to provide a graphical representation of
South American countries. Third, evidence from rural
interventions should also be considered among stake-
holders. Fourth, future publications should improve the
reporting and publication processes to describe data
sources and methods comprehensively. Fifth, there is a
lack of climate mitigation indicators in South America,
and more research is needed to track and compare such
strategies and health co-benefits among different
periods and countries in the region. Sixth, health prac-
titioners should use and support research and evidence
related to climate change in the region. Seventh, we
recommend a Health in All Policies approach to inte-
grate health considerations in other climate-related
economic sectors. By prioritizing policies that have the
greatest health co-benefits, such as those that reduce
greenhouse gas emissions and improve air quality,
governments can promote more coordinated and effec-
tive responses to complex public health challenges like
climate change. Finally, stakeholders should prioritize
economic or environmental solutions supporting health
co-benefits of climate mitigation, such as those in Brazil,
Venezuela, and Colombia, South America’s biggest oil
producers,81 and Brazil and Argentina, the largest soy-
bean producers.82 By integrating these recommenda-
tions into decision-making processes, South America
can contribute to global climate mitigation while
improving public health outcomes.
Conclusion
The available evidence regarding the health co-benefits
of climate change mitigation strategy in South Amer-
ica is limited and insufficient. The studies were pri-
marily modeling studies, focusing on GHG emissions,
and were concentrated in three out of the 12 South
American countries, with a bias towards urban areas. In
order to facilitate informed decision-making by health
policymakers and community members, it is incumbent
upon stakeholders and researchers to prioritize the
production of scientifically robust evidence and in-
dicators capable of tracking climate mitigation strategies
across South American countries, identifying temporal
trends and geographical variations.

Contributors
DRR and MYG generated the idea for the study. DFG, RL, DRR and
MYG designed the analysis and methods. DFG, RL and DRR reviewed
the literature. DFG, RL and DRR performed the analysis and DFG, RL
and DRR wrote the first draft of the manuscript. DRR participated in the
analysis. DRR, MYG and SMH made critical scientific contributions to
the manuscript.

Data sharing statement
All data are available in the paper and supplementary materials. Protocol
is available from the corresponding authors upon reasonable request.
This scoping review was reported in accordance with the PRISMA-ScR
checklist (Supplementary Material S2).

Declaration of interests
All authors declare no competing interests.

Acknowledgements
MYG was supported by the Wellcome Trust (grant number 209734/Z/
17/Z). The other authors did not receive financial support for their
research or authorship. The publication of this article was financially
supported by Universidad Peruana Cayetano Heredia.

Appendix A. Supplementary data
Supplementary data related to this article can be found at https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.lana.2023.100602.
www.thelancet.com Vol 26 October, 2023

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lana.2023.100602
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.lana.2023.100602
www.thelancet.com/digital-health


Series
References
1 World Health Organization. COP26 special report on climate change

and health; 2021. https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/cop26-
special-report. Accessed October 15, 2022.

2 Watts N, Adger WN, Ayeb-Karlsson S, et al. The lancet countdown:
tracking progress on health and climate change. Lancet.
2017;389:1151–1164.

3 Abbass K, Qasim MZ, Song H, Murshed M, Mahmood H,
Younis I. A review of the global climate change impacts, adaptation,
and sustainable mitigation measures. Environ Sci Pollut Res.
2022;29:42539–42559.

4 Romanello M, Di Napoli C, Drummond P, et al. The 2022 report of
the lancet countdown on health and climate change: health at the
mercy of fossil fuels. Lancet. 2022;400:1619–1654.

5 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Special report - global
warming of 1.5

◦
C; 2021. https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/. Accessed

December 10, 2022.
6 Our World in Data. Annual CO₂ emissions by world region; 2021.

https://ourworldindata.org/grapher/annual-co-emissions-by-region.
Accessed June 12, 2022.

7 United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change.
Adaptation of the Paris agreement Paris: united nation framework
convention on climate change. Paper presented at the 21th Con-
ference of the Parties (COP21) https://unfccc.int/sites/default/
files/english_paris_agreement.pdf; 2015. Accessed October 20,
2022.

8 Shaw C, Hales S, Howden-Chapman P, Edwards R. Health co-
benefits of climate change mitigation policies in the transport
sector. Nat Clim Change. 2014;4:427–433.

9 Shindell D, Ru M, Zhang Y, et al. Temporal and spatial distribution
of health, labor, and crop benefits of climate change mitigation in
the United States. Proc Natl Acad Sci U S A. 2021;118:e2104061118.

10 Mailloux NA, Henegan CP, Lsoto D, et al. Climate solutions double
as health interventions. Int J Environ Res Public Health. 2021;18:
13339.

11 Romanello M, van Daalen K, Anto JM, et al. Tracking progress on
health and climate change in Europe. Lancet Public Health.
2021;6:e858–e865.

12 Boehm S, Lebling K, Levin K, et al. State of climate action 2021:
systems transformations required to limit global warming to 1.5◦C.
2021. https://doi.org/10.46830/wrirpt.21.00048. WRIPUB.

13 Du Z, Angers DA, Ren T, Zhang Q, Li G. The effect of no-till on
organic C storage in Chinese soils should not be overemphasized: a
meta-analysis. Agric Ecosyst Environ. 2017;236:1–11.

14 Tullo E, Finzi A, Guarino M. Review: environmental impact of
livestock farming and Precision Livestock Farming as a mitigation
strategy. Sci Total Environ. 2019;650:2751–2760.

15 Yadav P, Jaiswal DK, Sinha RK. Climate change. In: Global climate
change. Elsevier; 2021:151–174.

16 Murray BC. Economics of forest carbon sequestration as a climate
change mitigation strategy. In: Encyclopedia of energy, natural
resource, and environmental economics. Elsevier; 2013:41–47.

17 Clark WW, Fast M. Interactionism in everyday community life. In:
Climate preservation in urban communities case studies. Elsevier;
2019:175–243.

18 Cleugh H, Grimmond S. Urban climates and global climate
change. In: The future of the world’s climate. Elsevier; 2012:47–76.

19 Climate Action Tracker. Global Update - climate target updates slow
as science ramps up need for action; 2021. https://climateactiontrac
ker.org/documents/871/CAT_2021-09_Briefing_GlobalUpdate.pdf.
Accessed September 1, 2021.

20 Cardenas M, Restrepo D, Torres JD. Climate policies in Latin
America and the caribbean - success stories and challenges in the
fight against climate change. https://publications.iadb.org/publi
cations/english/document/Climate-policies-in-latin-america-and-the-
caribbean.pdf.

21 Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean
(ECLAC). The economics of climate change in Latin America and the
Caribbean paradoxes and challenges of sustainable development; 2015.
https://repositorio.cepal.org/bitstream/handle/11362/37311/S142
0655_en.pdf.

22 Feld B, Galiani S. Climate change in Latin America and the
Caribbean: policy options and research priorities. Lat Am Econ Rev.
2015;24:14.

23 Milner J, Hamilton I, Woodcock J, et al. Health benefits of policies
to reduce carbon emissions. BMJ. 2020;368:l6758.

24 Maizlish N, Woodcock J, Co S, Ostro B, Fanai A, Fairley D. Health
cobenefits and transportation-related reductions in greenhouse gas
www.thelancet.com Vol 26 October, 2023
emissions in the San Francisco Bay area. Am J Public Health.
2013;103:703–709.

25 Filigrana P, Levy JI, Gauthier J, Batterman S, Adar SD. Health
benefits from cleaner vehicles and increased active transportation
in Seattle, Washington. J Expo Sci Environ Epidemiol. 2022;32:538–
544.

26 Hamilton I, Milner J, Chalabi Z, et al. Health effects of home en-
ergy efficiency interventions in England: a modelling study. BMJ
Open. 2015;5:e007298.

27 Hartinger SM, Yglesias-González M, Blanco-Villafuerte L, et al. The
2022 South America report of the Lancet Countdown on health and
climate change: trust the science. Now that we know, we must act.
Lancet Reg Health Am. 2023;20:100470.

28 Tricco AC, Lillie E, Zarin W, et al. PRISMA extension for scoping
reviews (PRISMA-ScR): checklist and explanation. Ann Intern Med.
2018;169:467–473.

29 Peters MDJ, Marnie C, Tricco AC, et al. Updated methodological
guidance for the conduct of scoping reviews. JBI Evid Synth.
2020;18:2119–2126.

30 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Climate change 2001:
synthesis report. A contribution of working groups I, II, III to the third
assessment report of the intergovernmental panel on climate change;
2001. https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/2018/05/SYR_TAR_
full_report.pdf.

31 Deng H-M, Liang Q-M, Liu L-J, Anadon LD. Co-benefits of
greenhouse gas mitigation: a review and classification by type,
mitigation sector, and geography. Environ Res Lett. 2017;12. https://
doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aa98d2.

32 Ouzzani M, Hammady H, Fedorowicz Z, Elmagarmid A. Rayyan—
a web and mobile app for systematic reviews. Syst Rev. 2016;5:210.

33 Friel S, Dangour AD, Garnett T, et al. Public health benefits of
strategies to reduce greenhouse-gas emissions: food and agricul-
ture. Lancet. 2009;374:2016–2025.

34 Cifuentes L, Borja-Aburto VH, Gouveia N, Thurston G, Davis DL.
Assessing the health benefits of urban air pollution reductions
associated with climate change mitigation (2000-2020): Santiago,
São Paulo, México City, and New York City. Environ Health Perspect.
2001;109(Suppl 3):419–425.

35 Bell ML, Davis DL, Gouveia N, Borja-Aburto VH, Cifuentes LA.
The avoidable health effects of air pollution in three Latin American
cities: Santiago, São Paulo, and Mexico City. Environ Res.
2006;100:431–440.

36 Pattanayak SK, Ross MT, Depro BM, et al. Climate change and
conservation in Brazil: CGE evaluation of health and wealth impacts.
B E J Econ Anal Pol. 2009;9. https://doi.org/10.2202/1935-1682.2096.

37 Reyes R, Nelson H, Navarro F, Retes C. The firewood dilemma:
human health in a broader context of well-being in Chile. Energy
Sustain Dev. 2015;28:75–87.

38 Howard DB, Soria R, The J, Schaeffer R, Saphores J-D. The energy-
climate-health nexus in energy planning: a case study in Brazil.
Renew Sustain Energy Rev. 2020;132. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.
2020.110016.

39 Reddington CL, Butt EW, Ridley DA, et al. Air quality and human
health improvements from reductions in deforestation-related fire
in Brazil. Nat Geosci. 2015;8:768.

40 Vormittag EMPA, Rodrigues CG, de Andre PA, Nascimento
Saldiva PH. Assessment and valuation of public health impacts
from gradual Biodiesel implementation in the transport energy
matrix in Brazil. Aerosol Air Qual Res. 2018;18:2375–2382.

41 Hamilton I, Kennard H, McGushin A, et al. The public health
implications of the Paris Agreement: a modelling study. Lancet
Planet Health. 2021;5:e74–e83.

42 Climate Watch. Data explorer - retrieves time series data for historical
emissions; 2022. https://www.climatewatchdata.org/data-explorer/
historical-emissions?historical-emissions-data-sources=cait&histori
cal-emissions-gases=all-ghg&historical-emissions-regions=All Selec
ted%2CLAC&historical-emissions-sectors=All Selected&page=1
&sort_col=sector&.

43 International Energy Agency. Central & South America – countries &
regions - IEA; 2021. https://www.iea.org/regions/central-south-
america.

44 Romieu I, Weitzenfeld H, Finkelman J. Urban air pollution in Latin
America and the caribbean. J Air Waste Manag Assoc.
1991;41:1166–1171.

45 Riojas-Rodríguez H, da Silva AS, Texcalac-Sangrador JL, Moreno-
Banda GL. Air pollution management and control in Latin America
and the Caribbean: implications for climate change. Rev Panam
Salud Públic. 2016;40:150–159.
9

https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/cop26-special-report
https://www.who.int/publications/i/item/cop26-special-report
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref4
https://www.ipcc.ch/sr15/
https://ourworldindata.org/grapher/annual-co-emissions-by-region
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/english_paris_agreement.pdf
https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/english_paris_agreement.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref11
https://doi.org/10.46830/wrirpt.21.00048
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref18
https://climateactiontracker.org/documents/871/CAT_2021-09_Briefing_GlobalUpdate.pdf
https://climateactiontracker.org/documents/871/CAT_2021-09_Briefing_GlobalUpdate.pdf
https://publications.iadb.org/publications/english/document/Climate-policies-in-latin-america-and-the-caribbean.pdf
https://publications.iadb.org/publications/english/document/Climate-policies-in-latin-america-and-the-caribbean.pdf
https://publications.iadb.org/publications/english/document/Climate-policies-in-latin-america-and-the-caribbean.pdf
https://repositorio.cepal.org/bitstream/handle/11362/37311/S1420655_en.pdf
https://repositorio.cepal.org/bitstream/handle/11362/37311/S1420655_en.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref29
https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/2018/05/SYR_TAR_full_report.pdf
https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/2018/05/SYR_TAR_full_report.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aa98d2
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aa98d2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref35
https://doi.org/10.2202/1935-1682.2096
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref37
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2020.110016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2020.110016
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref41
https://www.climatewatchdata.org/data-explorer/historical-emissions?historical-emissions-data-sources=cait&amp;historical-emissions-gases=all-ghg&amp;historical-emissions-regions=All%20Selected%2CLAC&amp;historical-emissions-sectors=All%20Selected&amp;page=1&amp;sort_col=sector&amp;
https://www.climatewatchdata.org/data-explorer/historical-emissions?historical-emissions-data-sources=cait&amp;historical-emissions-gases=all-ghg&amp;historical-emissions-regions=All%20Selected%2CLAC&amp;historical-emissions-sectors=All%20Selected&amp;page=1&amp;sort_col=sector&amp;
https://www.climatewatchdata.org/data-explorer/historical-emissions?historical-emissions-data-sources=cait&amp;historical-emissions-gases=all-ghg&amp;historical-emissions-regions=All%20Selected%2CLAC&amp;historical-emissions-sectors=All%20Selected&amp;page=1&amp;sort_col=sector&amp;
https://www.climatewatchdata.org/data-explorer/historical-emissions?historical-emissions-data-sources=cait&amp;historical-emissions-gases=all-ghg&amp;historical-emissions-regions=All%20Selected%2CLAC&amp;historical-emissions-sectors=All%20Selected&amp;page=1&amp;sort_col=sector&amp;
https://www.climatewatchdata.org/data-explorer/historical-emissions?historical-emissions-data-sources=cait&amp;historical-emissions-gases=all-ghg&amp;historical-emissions-regions=All%20Selected%2CLAC&amp;historical-emissions-sectors=All%20Selected&amp;page=1&amp;sort_col=sector&amp;
https://www.iea.org/regions/central-south-america
https://www.iea.org/regions/central-south-america
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref45
www.thelancet.com/digital-health


Series

10
46 Murray CJL, Aravkin AY, Zheng P, et al. Global burden of 87 risk
factors in 204 countries and territories, 1990–2019: a systematic
analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study 2019. Lancet.
2020;396:1223–1249.

47 Cohen AJ, Brauer M, Burnett R, et al. Estimates and 25-year trends
of the global burden of disease attributable to ambient air pollution:
an analysis of data from the Global Burden of Diseases Study 2015.
Lancet. 2017;389:1907–1918.

48 Micha R, Michas G, Mozaffarian D. Unprocessed red and pro-
cessed meats and risk of coronary artery disease and type 2 diabetes
– an updated review of the evidence. Curr Atherosclerosis Rep.
2012;14:515–524.

49 Miller V, Reedy J, Cudhea F, et al. Global, regional, and national
consumption of animal-source foods between 1990 and 2018:
findings from the Global Dietary Database. Lancet Planet Health.
2022;6:e243–e256.

50 Delclòs-Alió X, Kanai C, Soriano L, et al. Cars in Latin America: an
exploration of the urban landscape and street network correlates of
motorization in 300 cities. Travel Behav Soc. 2023;30:192–201.

51 Hidalgo D. How ciclovías contribute to mobility and quality of life in
Latin America and in cities worldwide; 2014. https://thecityfix.com/
blog/ciclovias-mobility-quality-life-latin-america-cities-worldwide-
dario-hidalgo/.

52 Rivas ME, Suárez-Alemán A, Serebrisky T. Urban transport policies
in Latin America and the caribbean: where we are, how we got here, and
what lies ahead. Inter-American Development Bank; 2019. https://
doi.org/10.18235/0001737.

53 International Renewable Energy Agency. Latin America and the
caribbean; 2022. https://www.irena.org/lac.

54 Gonzalez Castro NY, Cusguen Gomez CA, Universidad Nacional
de Colombia, et al. Estrategias de control de calidad de energía en
microrredes rurales. Revuin. 2017;16:93–104.

55 Rodriguez Zabala A, López-García D, Carvajal-Quintero SX, Arango
Manrique A. A comprehensive review of sustainability in isolated
Colombian microgrids. Tecnura. 2021;25:126–145.

56 Ming T, de_Richter R, Shen S, Caillol S. Fighting global warming
by greenhouse gas removal: destroying atmospheric nitrous oxide
thanks to synergies between two breakthrough technologies. Envi-
ron Sci Pollut Res. 2016;23:6119–6138.

57 Kelland ME, Wade PW, Lewis AL, et al. Increased yield and CO2
sequestration potential with the C4 cereal Sorghum bicolor culti-
vated in basaltic rock dust-amended agricultural soil. Global Change
Biol. 2020;26:3658–3676.

58 Kumar A, Choudhary R, Narzari R, Kataki R, Shukla SK. Evaluation
of bio-asphalt binders modified with biochar: a pyrolysis by-product
of Mesua ferrea seed cover waste. Cogent Eng. 2018;5:1548534.

59 Qaroush AK, Alshamaly HS, Alazzeh SS, Abeskhron RH, Assaf KI,
Eftaiha AF. Inedible saccharides: a platform for CO2 capturing.
Chem Sci. 2018;9:1088–1100.

60 Al Sadat WI, Archer LA. The O2-assisted Al/CO2 electrochemical
cell: a system for CO2 capture/conversion and electric power gen-
eration. Sci Adv. 2016;2:e1600968.

61 Kuwae T, Crooks S. Special issue on coastal blue carbon and green
infrastructure. Coast Eng J. 2021;63:187.

62 Zeng H, Qu X, Xu D, Luo Y. Porous adsorption materials for
carbon dioxide capture in industrial flue gas. Front Chem. 2022;10:
939701.

63 Pramanik P, Phukan M. Potential of tea plants in carbon seques-
tration in North-East India. Environ Monit Assess. 2020;192:211.

64 Altamirano-Fernández A, Rojas-Palma A, Espinoza-Meza S.
Optimal management strategies to maximize carbon capture in
forest plantations: a case study with pinus radiata D. Don. Forests.
2023;14:82.

65 Osman AI, Hefny M, Abdel Maksoud MIA, Elgarahy AM,
Rooney DW. Recent advances in carbon capture storage and
utilisation technologies: a review. Environ Chem Lett.
2021;19:797–849.

66 Khudhur FWK, MacDonald JM, Macente A, Daly L. The utilization of
alkaline wastes in passive carbon capture and sequestration: promises,
challenges and environmental aspects. Sci Total Environ. 2022;823:
153553.

67 Kelemen PB, McQueen N, Wilcox J, Renforth P, Dipple G,
Vankeuren AP. Engineered carbon mineralization in ultramafic
rocks for CO2 removal from air: review and new insights. Chem
Geol. 2020;550:119628.

68 Lampitt RS, Achterberg EP, Anderson TR, et al. Ocean fertilization:
a potential means of geoengineering? Philos Trans A Math Phys Eng
Sci. 2008;366:3919–3945.

69 Mona S, Malyan SK, Saini N, Deepak B, Pugazhendhi A,
Kumar SS. Towards sustainable agriculture with carbon seques-
tration, and greenhouse gas mitigation using algal biochar. Che-
mosphere. 2021;275:129856.

70 Rojas A, Rahlao S, Alfaro M, et al. Mitigation potential in the agri-
culture sector the case of Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Peru and
South Africa; 2014. http://www.mapsprogramme.org/.

71 Liu HJ, Were P, Li Q, Gou Y, Hou Z. Worldwide status of CCUS
technologies and their development and challenges in China.
Geofluids. 2017;2017:1–25.

72 Götschi T, Kahlmeier S, Castro A, et al. Integrated impact assess-
ment of active travel: expanding the scope of the health economic
assessment tool (HEAT) for walking and cycling. Int J Environ Res
Public Health. 2020;17:7361.

73 Quam V, Rocklöv J, Quam M, Lucas R. Assessing greenhouse gas
emissions and health Co-benefits: a structured review of lifestyle-
related climate change mitigation strategies. Int J Environ Res
Public Health. 2017;14:468.

74 Vergara W, Alatorre C, Alves L. Repensemos nuestro futuro energético.
Un documento de discusión sobre energía renovable para el Foro regional
3GFLAC. Banque interaméricaine de développement; 2013. https://
cambioclimatico.ineter.gob.ni/bibliografia/Mitigacion%20del%20cam
bio%20climatico/cambio%20climatico14%20miti.pdf.

75 Vogt Schilb A, Reyes Lagle G, Edwards G. Are Latin America’s fossil
fuels at risk of becoming stranded assets this decade?; 2021. https://
blogs.iadb.org/sostenibilidad/en/are-latin-americas-fossil-fuels-at-
risk-of-becoming-stranded-assets-this-decade/.

76 Programa Regional Segurança Energética E Mudanças Climá-
ticas Na América Latina. The geopolitics of oil and gas: the role of
Latin America; 2016. https://www.kas.de/c/document_library/
get_file?uuid=dec202ba-72f8-4793-2bc7-f65236b972fd&groupId=
252038.

77 ECLAC. Forest loss in Latin America and the Caribbean from 1990 to
2020: the statistical evidence; 2021. https://repositorio.cepal.org/
bitstream/handle/11362/47152/1/S2100265_en.pdf.

78 Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. Climate change and
land an IPCC special report on climate change, desertification, land
degradation, sustainable land management, food security, and green-
house gas fluxes in terrestrial ecosystems; 2019. https://www.ipcc.ch/
site/assets/uploads/2019/08/4.-SPM_Approved_Microsite_FINAL.
pdf.

79 Rodrigues RS, Abadal E. Ibero-American journals in scopus and
web of science. Learn Publ. 2014;27:56–62.

80 Zacca-González G, Chinchilla-Rodríguez Z, Vargas-Quesada B, De
Moya-Anegón F. Bibliometric analysis of regional Latin America’s
scientific output in public health through SCImago journal &
country rank. BMC Public Health. 2014;14:632.

81 British Petroleum. Statistical review of world energy 2020; 2020. www.
bp.com/statisticalreview.

82 World Agricultural Production. World production, markets, and trade
report; 2023. https://www.fas.usda.gov/data/world-agricultural-prod
uction.
www.thelancet.com Vol 26 October, 2023

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref50
https://thecityfix.com/blog/ciclovias-mobility-quality-life-latin-america-cities-worldwide-dario-hidalgo/
https://thecityfix.com/blog/ciclovias-mobility-quality-life-latin-america-cities-worldwide-dario-hidalgo/
https://thecityfix.com/blog/ciclovias-mobility-quality-life-latin-america-cities-worldwide-dario-hidalgo/
https://doi.org/10.18235/0001737
https://doi.org/10.18235/0001737
https://www.irena.org/lac
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref69
http://www.mapsprogramme.org/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref73
https://cambioclimatico.ineter.gob.ni/bibliografia/Mitigacion%20del%20cambio%20climatico/cambio%20climatico14%20miti.pdf
https://cambioclimatico.ineter.gob.ni/bibliografia/Mitigacion%20del%20cambio%20climatico/cambio%20climatico14%20miti.pdf
https://cambioclimatico.ineter.gob.ni/bibliografia/Mitigacion%20del%20cambio%20climatico/cambio%20climatico14%20miti.pdf
https://blogs.iadb.org/sostenibilidad/en/are-latin-americas-fossil-fuels-at-risk-of-becoming-stranded-assets-this-decade/
https://blogs.iadb.org/sostenibilidad/en/are-latin-americas-fossil-fuels-at-risk-of-becoming-stranded-assets-this-decade/
https://blogs.iadb.org/sostenibilidad/en/are-latin-americas-fossil-fuels-at-risk-of-becoming-stranded-assets-this-decade/
https://www.kas.de/c/document_library/get_file?uuid=dec202ba-72f8-4793-2bc7-f65236b972fd&amp;groupId=252038
https://www.kas.de/c/document_library/get_file?uuid=dec202ba-72f8-4793-2bc7-f65236b972fd&amp;groupId=252038
https://www.kas.de/c/document_library/get_file?uuid=dec202ba-72f8-4793-2bc7-f65236b972fd&amp;groupId=252038
https://repositorio.cepal.org/bitstream/handle/11362/47152/1/S2100265_en.pdf
https://repositorio.cepal.org/bitstream/handle/11362/47152/1/S2100265_en.pdf
https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/2019/08/4.-SPM_Approved_Microsite_FINAL.pdf
https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/2019/08/4.-SPM_Approved_Microsite_FINAL.pdf
https://www.ipcc.ch/site/assets/uploads/2019/08/4.-SPM_Approved_Microsite_FINAL.pdf
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S2667-193X(23)00176-X/sref80
http://www.bp.com/statisticalreview
http://www.bp.com/statisticalreview
https://www.fas.usda.gov/data/world-agricultural-production
https://www.fas.usda.gov/data/world-agricultural-production
www.thelancet.com/digital-health

	A scoping review of the health co-benefits of climate mitigation strategies in South America
	Introduction
	Methods
	Study design
	Search strategy and selection criteria
	Study selection
	Charting and extraction
	Methodological quality appraisal
	Synthesis of results

	Results
	Study characteristics
	Mitigation sectors and mitigation actions
	Health determinants and health co-benefits outcomes

	Discussion
	Limitations and strengths
	Recommendations and implications for decision-making

	Conclusion
	ContributorsDRR and MYG generated the idea for the study. DFG, RL, DRR and MYG designed the analysis and methods. DFG, RL a ...
	Data sharing statementAll data are available in the paper and supplementary materials. Protocol is available from the corre ...
	Declaration of interests
	Acknowledgements
	Appendix A. Supplementary data
	References


