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Appendix 3: Supplementary figures [posted as supplied by author]

Fig A. BMI and all cause mortality, never smokers, linear dose-response analysis, per 5 units
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Fig B. Funnel plot of BMI and all cause mortality (never smokers)
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Fig. C. BMI and all cause mortality, never smokers, African Americans, linear dose-response
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Fig D. BMI and all cause mortality, never smokers, African Americans, nonlinear dose-
response
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Fig E. BMI and all cause mortality, healthy never smokers, dose-response analysis, per 5 units
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Fig F. BMI and all cause mortality, healthy never smokers, excluding early follow-up, dose-
response analysis, per 5 units
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Fig G. BMI and all cause mortality, all participants, dose-response analysis, per 5 units*
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Fig G (continued). BMI and all cause mortality, all participants, dose-response analysis, per 5 units
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Fig G (continued). BMI and all cause mortality, all participants, dose-response analysis, per 5 units
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* Because of the large number of studies the figure had to be divided into three different parts and because of this it was not possible to show the
summary RR at the bottom like in the other figures. Summary RR=1.05 (95% CI: 1.04-1.07, IZ=97.1%, Pheterogeneity<0.0001).



Fig H. Funnel plot of BMI and all cause mortality (all participants)
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Fig I. BMI and all cause mortality, never smokers, by sex
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Fig J. BMI and all cause mortality, never smokers, by geographic location

A | Body mass index and mortality, never smokers, European studies |
54
34
RR

24

1.5+

14

87

T T T T T T T
15 20 25 30 35 40 45
BMI (units)
Best fitting fractional polynomial
----- 95% confidence interval
C | Body mass index and mortality, never smoker, Australian studies
5
34
RR 24
1.5
1
89
T T T T T
15 20 30 35

25
BMI (units)

Best fitting fractional polynomial
95% confidence interval

| Body mass index and mortality, never smokers, North-American studies

5-

15 20 25 30 35 40 45
BMI (units)

Best fitting fractional polynomial
----- 95% confidence interval

| Body mass index and mortality, never smokers, Asian studies

15 20 25 30 35 40
BMI (units)

Best fitting fractional polynomial
----- 95% confidence interval




Fig K. BMI and all cause mortality, all participants, study quality=4-6
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Fig L. BMI and all cause mortality, all participants, study quality=7-9
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Fig M. BMI and all cause mortality, never smokers, study quality = 4-6
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Fig N. BMI and all cause mortality, never smokers, study quality = 7-9
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Fig O. BMI and all cause mortality in never smokers, stratified by age (<65 years vs. >65
years), linear dose-response analysis

Relative Risk
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Fig P. BMI and all cause mortality in never smokers, age <65 years, nonlinear dose-response
analysis
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Fig Q. BMI and all cause mortality in never smokers, age >65 years, nonlinear dose-response

analysis
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