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Table 1. Main analysis excluding studies with <5 cell counts for exposure-outcome

Currently dr_lnks 4+days/week or current smoker Current vaper
5+ drinks/occasion
RR  Lower ClI Upper CI 12% RR  Lower ClI Upper CI 12% RR  Lower ClI Upper CI 12%
Overall 1.03 0.94 1.13 47.92 | 1.05 0.95 1.16 9.86 | 0.91 0.74 1.1 0
Female 0.99 0.88 1.10 43.16 | 52 1 1.25 0 0.92 0.71 1.2 0
Male 1.06 0.98 1.14 0.63 | 1.04 0.87 1.24 31.05 | 0.87 0.66 1.16 0
Degree 1.03 0.96 1.11 0 |1.01 0.9 1.13 0 1.2 0.83 1.72 10.43
Furloughed " degree 106 093 120 5247 | 1.07 097 117 0 |08l 065 1.02 0
16-29y 0.92 0.75 1.12 0 1.24 0.97 1.59 0 0.88 0.5 1.57 0
30-49y 0.98 0.89 1.09 0 1.04 0.88 1.24 0 0.96 0.57 1.62 54.6
S0+y 1.06 0.97 1.16 48.17 | 1.03 0.89 1.2 37.38 0.94 0.75 1.17 0
Overall 1.03 0.89 1.20 34.15 | 1.07 0.61 1.86 80.22 | 1.84 1 3.39 46.98
Female 1.13 0.94 1.37 3351 | 1.3 0.57 2.97 72.06 | 2.75 1.32 5.73 *
Male 1.04 0.90 1.20 3.14 | 1.25 0.23 6.82 85.82 | 1.19 0.66 2.15
No longer  Degree 1.10 0.97 1.25 0 1.08 0.84 1.39 0 no information
employed  No degree 1.06 0.86 1.30 32.15 | 1.26 0.73 2.18 69.39 | 1.95 0.93 4.09
16-29y 1.07 0.62 1.85 56.05 | 145 0.6 351 75.09 no information
30-49y 0.98 0.82 1.19 0 0.77 0.43 1.37 0 1.96 0.42 9.29 87.47
50+y 1.04 0.92 1.19 21.97 | 0.96 0.49 1.87 83.43 | 1.63 0.92 2.88 0
Overall 1.09 0.96 1.24 0 1.1 0.94 1.3 0 0.95 0.54 1.65 0
Female 1.00 0.83 1.20 35 1.65 1.18 2.3 0 0.66 0.25 1.72 *
Male 1.15 0.96 1.39 0 0.84 0.67 1.05 0 no information
Stable Degree 0.98 0.70 1.36 46.26 | 1.03 0.8 1.34 0
unemployed No degree 1.09 0.94 1.26 0 1.17 0.99 1.39 0 1.01 0.53 1.9 0
16-29y 1.17 0.87 1.56 0 1.28 0.7 2.33 * 1.25 0.53 2.95 *
30-49y 1.10 0.87 1.39 * 1.07 0.7 1.63 * no information
S0+y 1.05 0.94 1.18 0 1.04 0.89 1.22 0 0.75 0.29 1.94 *

* indicates only one study included




Table 2. Main analysis excluding studies with <2 cell counts for exposure-outcome

Currently dr_inks 4+days/week or Current smoker Current vaper
5+ drinks/occasion
RR  Lower CI Upper ClI 12% | RR  Lower ClI Upper ClI 12% | RR  Lower ClI Upper ClI

Overall 1.03 0.94 1.13 4792 | 1.05 0.95 1.16 9.86 | 0.89 0.74 1.08

Female 0.99 0.88 1.10 43.16 | 1.12 1 1.25 0 0.92 0.71 1.2

Male 1.06 0.98 1.14 0.63 | 1.04 0.87 1.24 31.05 | 0.89 0.67 1.16

Furloughed Degree 1.03 0.96 1.11 0 1.03 0.9 1.12 0 1.2 0.88 1.65

No degree 1.06 0.93 1.20 52.47 | 1.06 0.97 1.17 0 0.81 0.65 1.02

16-29y 0.92 0.75 1.12 0 1.24 0.97 1.59 0 0.88 0.5 1.57

30-49y 0.98 0.89 1.09 0 |1.04 0.88 1.24 0 0.9 0.58 1.4

S0+y 1.06 0.97 1.16 48.17 | 1.03 0.89 1.2 37.38 0.94 0.75 1.17

Overall 1.03 0.89 1.20 34.15 | 1.02 0.66 1.56 70.57 | 151 0.92 2.5

Female 1.12 0.92 1.36 29.92 | 1.12 0.74 1.69 5212 | 2.74 1.59 4.72

Male 1.03 0.90 1.19 075 | 111 0.54 2.28 76.84 | 1.25 0.83 1.87

No longer  Degree 1.08 0.96 1.22 0 0.92 0.7 1.22 23.79 | 391 1.18 12.9

employed  No degree 1.06 0.86 1.30 32.15 | 0.93 0.62 1.41 61.88 | 1.51 0.89 2.55

16-29y 1.07 0.62 1.85 56.05 | 1.45 0.6 3.51 75.09 | 1.77 0.36 8.61

30-49y 0.98 0.82 1.19 0 0.77 0.43 1.37 0 1.96 0.42 9.29

50+y 1.04 0.92 1.19 21.97 | 0.87 0.54 1.39 67.75 | 1.55 0.93 2.56

Overall 1.09 0.96 1.24 0 1.1 0.93 1.29 0 0.98 0.62 1.57

Female 1.08 0.79 1.47 18.4 | 1.35 1 1.82 47 0.79 0.36 1.72

Male 1.15 0.96 1.39 0 0.84 0.67 1.05 0 0.89 0.36 2.21

Stable Degree 0.98 0.70 1.36 46.26 | 1.01 0.78 1.29 0 no information
unemployed No degree 1.09 0.94 1.26 0 1.17 0.99 1.39 0 1.01 0.53 1.9 0
16-29y 1.17 0.87 1.56 0 |134 0.78 2.3 0 |125 0.53 2.95 *
30-49y 1.10 0.87 1.39 * 1.03 0.69 1.53 0 0.88 0.34 2.29 0
50+y 1.05 0.94 1.18 0 1.04 0.89 1.22 0 0.9 0.45 1.77 0

Note: 12 estimates from stratified models are different to the overall 12 presented in subgroup figures as separate models were run for each group.
* indicates only one study included



Table 3. Main analysis excluding studies with zero cell counts for exposure-outcome

Currently dr_lnks 4+days/week or current smoker Current vaper
5+ drinks/occasion

RR  Lower ClI Upper CI 2% | RR  LowerCI Upper CI 12% | RR  LowerClI Upper CI 12%

Overall 1.03 0.94 1.13 47.92 | 1.05 0.95 1.16 9.86 | 0.89 0.74 1.08 0

Female 0.99 0.88 1.10 43.16 | 1.12 1 1.25 0 0.92 0.71 1.2 0

Male 1.06 0.98 1.14 0.63 | 1.01 0.83 1.22 36.58 | 0.89 0.67 1.16 0
Furloughed Degree 1.03 0.96 1.11 0 1 0.9 1.12 0 1.2 0.88 1.65 1.58

No degree 1.06 0.93 1.20 52.47 | 1.07 0.97 1.17 0 |081 0.65 1.02 0

16-29y 0.92 0.75 1.12 0 1.24 0.97 1.59 0 0.88 0.5 1.57 0
30-49y 0.98 0.89 1.09 0 1.04 0.88 1.24 0 0.9 0.58 1.4 31.09

50+y 1.06 0.97 1.16 48.17 | 1.03 0.89 1.2 37.38 0.94 0.75 1.17 0
Overall 1.03 0.89 1.20 34.15 | 1.02 0.66 1.56 70.57 | 151 0.92 25 43.69
Female 1.12 0.92 1.36 29.92 | 1.04 0.69 1.58 52.05 | 1.1 0.35 3.45 74.79

Male 1.03 0.90 1.19 0.75 | 1.05 0.56 1.98 72.47 | 141 0.98 2.03 0
No longer  Degree 1.08 0.96 1.22 0 0.91 0.69 1.19 20.25 | 1.76 0.96 3.25 6.66
employed  No degree 1.05 0.85 1.28 27.01 | 0.93 0.62 1.41 61.88 | 1.28 0.81 2.03 10.84
16-29y 1.07 0.62 1.85 56.05 | 1.45 0.6 3.51 75.09 | 1.77 0.36 8.61 86.17
30-49y 0.98 0.82 1.19 0 0.94 0.57 1.53 0 1.67 0.58 4.85 72.6

50+y 1.04 0.92 1.19 21.97 | 0.87 0.54 1.39 67.75 | 1.4 0.86 2.27 0
Overall 1.24 0.95 1.63 4128 | 1.1 0.93 1.29 0 1.36 0.73 2.52 52.27

Female 1.00 0.87 1.15 0 1.35 1 1.82 47 0.91 0.48 1.73 0
Male 1.32 0.93 1.86 46.4 | 0.84 0.67 1.04 0 1.72 0.42 7.04 79.83

Stable Degree 0.95 0.70 1.28 29.76 | 0.65 0.27 1.56 89.56 | 0.86 0.52 1.42 0
unemployed No degree 1.32 0.93 1.87 44.03 | 1.17 0.98 1.38 0 1.49 0.57 3.9 70.57

16-29y 1.17 0.87 1.56 0 1.34 0.78 2.3 0 1.25 0.53 2.95 *

30-49y 0.95 0.47 1.94 25.14 | 1.12 0.79 1.6 0 |0.88 0.34 2.29

50+y 1.23 0.89 1.70 63.19 | 1.04 0.89 1.22 0 1.48 0.56 3.89 70.06

* indicates only one study included



Table 4. Analysis of change excluding studies with <5 cell counts

Drinking more alcohol Drinking less alcohol Smoking more
RR  LowerCl  Upper Cl 12% | RR  LowerCl  UpperClI 12% RR Lower CI  Upper CI 12%
Overall 111 0.98 1.26 71.15 | 0.97 0.85 111 43.66 1.31 0.88 1.96 65.25
Female 1.02 0.93 1.12 23.96 | 0.78 0.46 1.31 79.99 1.46 1.14 1.87 0.00
Male 1.33 1.08 1.64 73.84 | 0.97 0.86 1.09 0 2.08 0.71 6.14 81.98
Furloughed Degree 1.02 0.90 1.17 40.63 | 1.18 0.95 1.45 43.64 1.44 0.93 2.25 0.00
No degree  1.18 0.99 1.42 77.36 | 0.89 0.77 1.03 31.74 1.48 0.91 2.40 72.41
16-29y 0.98 0.73 1.32 61.21 | 0.96 0.82 1.13 10.62 1.56 0.82 2.99 31.39
30-49y 1.05 0.82 1.35 71.96 | 0.95 0.83 1.10 0 0.71 0.42 1.21 0.00
S0+y 1.19 1.09 1.30 27.54 | 1.05 0.95 1.17 0 1.46 0.95 2.24 51.93
Overall 0.99 0.88 1.13 0 1.11 0.95 1.28 0 0.84 0.35 2.01 *
Female 1.00 0.87 1.14 0 1.21 0.73 2.02 74.16 no information
Male 1.05 0.77 1.42 27.8 | 1.03 0.79 1.33 0 no information
No longer ~ Degree 1.04 0.89 1.22 0 1.28 0.88 1.84 38.4 no information
employed ~ Nodegree  0.98 0.83 1.16 0 |1.13 0.92 1.39 0 0.84 0.30 2.35 *
16-29y 0.99 0.74 1.32 0 1.24 1.01 1.53 0 no information
30-49y 0.88 0.63 1.21 0 0.86 0.56 1.33 0 no information
50+y 1.04 0.92 1.17 0 0.99 0.82 1.20 0 no information
Overall 0.73 0.53 1.00 33.12 | 0.97 0.75 1.25 15.96 2.49 0.88 7.07 *
Female 0.64 0.47 0.88 12.45 | 0.83 0.40 1.72 58.75 no information
Male 0.89 0.59 1.35 24.58 | 1.32 0.82 2.13 55.54 no information
Stable Degree 0.68 0.33 1.39 52.65 | 1.28 0.48 3.45 69.58 no information
unemployed Nodegree 0.81 0.57 1.15 26.19 | 0.88 0.66 1.17 4.99 no information
16-29y 0.63 0.41 0.98 0 0.86 0.62 1.19 0 no information
30-49y 0.40 0.19 0.81 * 0.74 0.39 1.41 * 2.49 0.88 7.07 *
o0+y 0.89 0.74 1.07 0 1.01 0.69 1.48 31.33 no information

* indicates only one study included




Smoking less Vaping more Vaping less
RR  LowerCl  Upper CI 12% | RR  LowerCl  Upper ClI 12% RR  Lower ClI Upper ClI 12%
Overall 1.42 0.86 2.33 68.92 | 1.53 1.14 2.07 0.00 1.30 0.82 2.06 *
Female 0.79 0.45 1.39 * 1.64 0.93 2.90 42.27 1.58 0.85 2.95 *
Male 1.42 0.76 2.66 56.85 | 1.72 0.88 3.36 38.79 1.03 0.53 2.01 *
Degree 2.07 0.95 4.53 3549 | 2.71 1.59 4.62 0.00 no information
Furloughed  \odegree 131 075 231 6846 | 132  0.74 237 5043 | 148  0.88 2.48
16-29y 1.10 0.14 8.76 92.84 | 1.45 0.58 3.66 36.77 2.45 1.04 5.77
30-49y 1.79 0.70 4.58 78.27 | 1.67 0.48 5.85 75.83 1.05 0.54 2.03
50+y 0.96 0.65 1.41 0.00 | 144 0.91 2.27 0.00 0.73 0.29 1.89
Overall 3.23 1.30 8.04 71.26 | 2.45 1.16 5.15 * 1.00 0.33 3.00 *
Female 2.72 1.60 4.63 * no information no information
Male no information no information no information
No longer Degree 8.90 1.83 43.25 * no information no information
employed  Nodegree 2.13 1.07 4.23 2.60 1.15 591 * no information
16-29y 3.14 1.18 8.38 74.59 no information no information
30-49y no information no information no information
50+y no information no information no information
Overall 1.65 0.94 2.89 0.00 | 1.44 0.48 4.31 * no information
Female no information no information no information
Male 1.59 0.71 3.53 * no information no information
Stable Degree no information no information no information
unemployed No degree 1.70 0.93 3.09 0.00 no information no information
16-29y 2.45 0.66 9.08 * no information no information
30-49y no information no information no information
50+y 2.74 1.44 5.20 * no information no information

* indicates only one study included




Table 5. Analysis of change excluding studies with < 2 cell counts

Drinking more alcohol Drinking less alcohol Smoking more
RR  Lower ClI Upper CI 12% RR  Lower CI Upper CI 12% RR Lower ClI  Upper CI 12%
Furloughed  Overall 1.11 0.98 1.26 71.15 | 0.97 0.85 1.11 43.66 1.31 0.88 1.96 65.25
Female 1.02 0.93 1.12 23.96 | 0.78 0.46 1.31 79.99 1.46 1.14 1.87 0.00
Male 1.33 1.08 1.64 73.84 | 0.97 0.86 1.09 0 1.76 0.81 3.83 69.91
Degree 1.02 0.90 1.17 40.63 | 1.14 0.92 1.41 41.94 1.44 0.93 2.25 0.00
No degree 1.18 0.99 1.42 77.36 | 0.89 0.77 1.03 31.74 1.48 0.91 2.40 72.41
16-29y 0.98 0.73 1.32 61.21 | 0.96 0.82 1.13 10.62 1.56 0.82 2.99 31.39
30-49y 1.05 0.82 1.35 71.96 | 0.95 0.83 1.10 0 0.74 0.46 1.21 0.00
S0+y 1.20 1.09 1.32 32.89 | 1.05 0.95 1.17 0 1.46 0.95 2.24 51.93
No longer ~ Overall 0.99 0.87 1.11 0 1.11 0.95 1.28 0 1.72 0.67 4.45 47.68
employed  Female 1.00 0.87 1.14 0 1.21 0.73 2.02 74.16 1.77 0.45 6.98 71.72
Male 1.01 0.81 1.26 0.1 |1.03 0.82 1.31 0 0.81 0.22 3.06 *
Degree 1.03 0.88 1.20 0 1.15 0.94 1.40 0 no information
No degree  0.98 0.83 1.16 0 1.13 0.92 1.39 0 2.20 0.28 17.00 79.55
16-29y 0.99 0.74 1.32 0 1.24 1.01 1.53 0 1.55 0.28 8.69 62.63
30-49y 0.88 0.63 1.21 0 0.93 0.63 1.37 0 1.56 0.46 5.23 *
50+y 1.02 0.89 1.16 0 0.99 0.82 1.20 0 2.54 0.66 9.71
Stable Overall 0.68 0.50 0.91 27.75 | 0.96 0.75 1.22 10.79 1.20 0.50 2.91 46.60
unemployed  Female 0.65 0.48 0.88 11.05 | 0.86 0.49 1.51 37.57 2.55 0.85 7.71 58.12
Male 0.91 0.63 1.33 15.09 | 1.24 0.84 1.81 34.45 no information
Degree 0.62 0.36 1.05 34.23 | 1.80 1.09 2.96 51.36 no information
No degree  0.75 0.54 1.05 22.16 | 0.82 0.63 1.06 0 1.24 0.45 3.41 53.56
16-29y 0.63 0.41 0.98 0 0.86 0.62 1.19 0 1.19 0.33 4.35 *
30-49y 0.38 0.21 0.70 0 0.74 0.39 1.41 * 2.49 0.88 7.07
50+y 0.85 0.66 1.09 0 1.01 0.72 1.42 21.01 0.62 0.19 2.07

* indicates only one study included




Smoking less Vaping more Vaping less
RR  Lower ClI Upper CI 12% RR Lower CI Upper CI 12% RR Lower ClI  Upper CI 12%
Overall 1.43 0.91 2.25 63.08 | 1.53 1.14 2.07 0.00 1.42 0.94 2.14 0.00
Female 1.12 0.70 1.80 26.26 | 1.54 0.96 2.46 25.25 1.58 0.85 2.95 *
Male 1.61 0.91 2.85 59.77 | 1.61 1.04 2.51 0.00 1.09 0.61 1.97 0.00
Degree 1.61 1.04 2.50 0.00 2.93 1.80 4.75 0.00 0.72 0.26 1.99 *
Furloughed  \o'degree 131 0.75 231 6846 | 131  0.79 2.19 50.61 | 1.54 0.95 249 0.0
16-29y 1.10 0.14 8.76 92.84 | 1.45 0.58 3.66 36.77 2.39 1.08 5.30 0.00
30-49y 1.93 0.92 4.04 59.34 | 1.67 0.48 5.85 75.83 1.05 0.54 2.03 *
50+y 0.96 0.65 1.41 0.00 1.56 1.04 2.34 0.00 1.23 0.58 2.60 15.56
Overall 2.79 1.44 5.39 49.98 | 3.21 1.51 6.80 23.12 1.14 0.42 3.09 0.00
Female 2.69 1.68 4.30 0.00 3.46 1.75 6.83 0.00 0.99 0.23 4.27 *
Male 2.96 0.44 20.16 79.80 | 1.57 0.43 5.68 * 1.32 0.28 6.22 *
No longer ~ Degree 3.71 0.92 14.96 58.89 |[11.29 2.20 58.03 * 2.21 0.47 10.37 *
employed No degree  2.57 1.55 4.26 0.00 2.60 1.15 591 * 0.90 0.24 3.40 *
16-29y 3.14 1.18 8.38 7459 | 4.98 1.97 12.57 * 2.15 0.19 24.37 *
30-49y 1.57 0.73 3.35 * 5.51 1.69 17.93 * 2.59 0.58 11.60 *
50+y 1.21 0.52 2.81 0.00 4.16 1.68 10.30 * no information
Overall 1.74 1.06 2.86 0.00 1.97 0.93 4.17 20.23 1.64 0.54 5.00 *
Female 3.10 1.17 8.19 52.49 1.30 0.36 4.77 * no information
Male 1.77 0.87 3.61 0.00 no information no information
Stable Degree no information no information no information
unemployed Nodegree 1.84 1.06 3.21 0.00 1.47 0.57 3.82 0.00 1.85 0.58 5.92 *
16-29y 2.45 0.66 9.08 * 0.76 0.14 4.27 * no information
30-49y 1.63 0.29 9.30 * 1.86 0.53 6.58 0.00 no information
50+y 2.69 1.50 4.80 0.00 1.98 0.44 8.89 69.74 1.80 0.51 6.38 *

* indicates only one study included




Table 6. Analysis of change excluding studies with zero cell counts

Drinking more alcohol

Drinking less alcohol

Smoking more

RR  Lower ClI Upper CI 12% RR  Lower CI Upper CI 12% RR Lower ClI  Upper CI 12%
Furloughed  Overall 1.11 0.98 1.26 71.15 | 0.97 0.85 1.11 43.66 1.31 0.88 1.96 65.25
Female 1.02 0.93 1.12 23.96 | 0.78 0.46 1.31 79.99 1.46 1.14 1.87 0.00
Male 1.33 1.08 1.64 73.84 | 0.97 0.86 1.09 0 1.16 0.40 3.38 84.27
Degree 1.02 0.90 1.17 40.63 | 1.14 0.92 1.41 41.94 1.15 0.74 1.79 6.66
No degree  1.18 0.99 1.42 77.36 | 0.89 0.77 1.03 31.74 1.48 0.91 2.40 72.41
16-29y 0.98 0.73 1.32 61.21 | 0.96 0.82 1.13 10.62 1.56 0.82 2.99 31.39
30-49y 1.05 0.82 1.35 71.96 | 0.95 0.83 1.10 0 0.74 0.46 1.21 0.00
S0+y 1.19 1.09 1.30 27.54 | 1.05 0.95 1.17 0 1.46 0.95 2.24 51.93
No longer  Overall 0.99 0.87 1.11 0 1.08 0.93 1.26 0 1.07 0.65 1.77 4.98
employed  Female 1.00 0.87 1.14 0 |121 0.73 2.02 7416 | 1.27 0.60 2.68 31.61
Male 0.99 0.79 1.23 0.7 |0.99 0.79 1.25 0 1.36 0.68 2.71 0.00
Degree 1.02 0.87 1.19 0 1.15 0.94 1.40 0 0.87 0.38 1.99 0.00
No degree  0.98 0.83 1.16 0 1.08 0.88 1.32 0 1.12 0.45 2.77 59.50
16-29y 0.99 0.74 1.32 0 1.24 1.01 1.53 0 1.55 0.28 8.69 62.63
30-49y 0.88 0.63 1.21 0 0.93 0.63 1.37 0 1.05 0.42 2.59 0.00
50+y 1.04 0.92 1.17 0 0.96 0.80 1.16 0 0.92 0.48 1.77 0.00
Stable Overall 0.73 0.55 0.96 24.7 | 0.93 0.74 1.17 5.25 1.12 0.60 2.08 27.57
unemployed  Female 0.70 0.54 0.91 3.7 |0.90 0.57 1.42 26.06 2.35 1.17 4.70 20.85
Male 0.91 0.67 1.24 0.00 |1.20 0.85 1.70 24.49 0.88 0.32 2.41 0.00
Degree 0.67 0.43 1.04 21.73 | 1.59 0.98 2.58 46.62 2.48 0.73 8.46 0.00
No degree  0.78 0.59 1.05 11.39 | 0.81 0.63 1.05 0 1.17 0.60 2.28 31.00
16-29y 0.63 0.41 0.98 0 0.86 0.62 1.19 0 1.02 0.36 2.93 0.00
30-49y 0.84 0.18 3.90 92.55 | 0.73 0.40 1.33 0 2.49 0.88 7.07 *
50+y 0.88 0.73 1.05 0 0.98 0.70 1.37 16.72 0.83 0.40 1.72 0.00




Smoking less Vaping more Vaping less
RR  Lower ClI Upper CI 12% RR  Lower ClI Upper CI 12% RR Lower ClI  Upper CI 12%
Furloughed  Overall 1.43 0.91 2.25 63.08 | 1.53 1.14 2.07 0.00 1.41 0.94 2.11 0.00
Female 0.88 0.43 1.80 27.97 | 1.54 0.96 2.46 25.25 1.59 0.87 291 0.00
Male 1.53 0.90 2.61 53.22 | 1.63 1.06 2.50 0.00 1.13 0.64 1.98 0.00
Degree 1.83 1.14 2.95 16.40 | 2.70 1.73 4.22 0.00 2.58 0.40 16.60 72.11
No degree  1.29 0.77 2.17 62.51 | 1.31 0.79 2.19 50.61 1.55 0.96 2.48 0.00
16-29y 1.10 0.14 8.76 92.84 | 1.45 0.58 3.66 36.77 2.39 1.08 5.30 0.00
30-49y 1.93 0.92 4.04 59.34 | 1.44 0.52 3.96 58.64 1.05 0.54 2.03 *
50+y 0.98 0.68 1.43 0.00 | 1.56 1.04 2.34 0.00 1.47 0.65 3.32 24.93
No longer  Overall 2.51 1.48 4.25 28.06 | 2.61 1.29 5.27 21.85 1.60 0.66 3.87 1.66
employed Female 2.76 1.71 4.47 0.00 | 2.88 1.52 5.45 0.00 0.99 0.23 4.27 *
Male 2.12 0.76 5.97 46.32 | 1.95 0.70 5.42 0.00 1.79 0.51 6.29 0.00
Degree 3.64 1.50 8.81 29.96 | 2.51 0.44 14.30 59.42 2.21 0.47 10.37 *
No degree  2.54 1.57 4.12 0.00 | 2.33 1.16 4.69 0.00 1.31 0.47 3.71 2.37
16-29y 3.14 1.18 8.38 7459 | 4.98 1.97 12.57 * 1.13 0.24 5.29 0.00
30-49y 1.63 0.82 3.25 0.00 | 1.99 0.18 21.77 70.24 3.33 0.95 11.69 0.00
50+y 1.27 0.58 2.77 0.00 | 2.31 0.56 9.51 60.40 1.39 0.16 12.08 50.66
Stable Overall 1.74 1.06 2.86 0.00 | 1.97 0.93 4.17 20.23 1.41 0.24 8.26 70.08
unemployed  Female 1.76 0.73 4.23 0.00 | 2.02 0.91 4.47 0.00 2.77 0.51 14.89 *
Male 1.72 0.87 3.40 0.00 | 2.06 0.70 6.09 0.00 1.15 0.25 5.38
Degree 1.46 0.37 5.76 36.01 | 0.82 0.06 10.87 68.81 no information
No degree  1.77 1.03 3.04 0.00 | 2.07 1.00 4.28 0.00 1.86 0.20 17.47 74.48
16-29y 1.20 0.21 6.77 51.82 | 0.76 0.14 4.27 * 0.84 0.02 28.67 75.19
30-49y 1.31 0.43 4.04 0.00 | 1.86 0.53 6.58 0.00 5.30 1.15 24.41 *
50+y 2.69 1.50 4.80 0.00 | 1.98 0.44 8.89 69.74 1.80 0.51 6.38 *

* indicates only one study included




Figure set 1. Currently drinks 4+ days/week or 5+ drinks/occasion

Currently drinks 4+days/week or 5+ drinks/occasion)
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 1.20 (0.59, 2.46) 1.83
NS o 1.10(0.74, 1.64) 555
BCS70 I 117 (1.02, 1.34) 26.95
NCDS —— 1.03(0.90, 1.19) 26.28
usoc . B 0.98 (0.90, 1.06) 39.39
Overall - 1.05(0.95, 1.16)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I’ = 40.08%, H’ = 1.67
Testof 6=0:z=0.99, p=0.32

Random-effects REML model

Currently drinks 4+days/week or 5+ drinks/occasion)
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

basic adjustment

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS a 1.11(0.57, 219) 232
NS —a— 1.10(0.81, 1.50) 9.26
BCS70 —— 1.21(1.06, 1.38) 26.62
NCDS 1.05(0.91, 1.20) 2593
usocC 0.98 (0.90, 1.06) 35.87
Overall 1.07 (0.96, 1.19)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.01, I’ = 49.34%, H’ = 1.97
Testof8=0:z=1.22, p=0.22
1 2
Random-effects REML model
Currently drinks 4+days/week or 5+ drinks/occasion)
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS @ 1.11(0.64, 1.92) 254
NS o 0.92(0.68, 1.23) 7.66
BCS70 —— 117 (1.04, 1.32) 2577
NCDS —- 1.00(0.90, 1.11) 29.08
usoc . 0.98 (0.91, 1.06) 34.94
Overall . 1.03(0.94, 1.13)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I’ = 47.92%, H’ = 1.92
Testof@=0:z=0.67, p=0.50
0.64 1.92

Random-effects REML model



Currently drinks 4+days/week or 5+ drinks/occasion)
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 1.13 (046, 2.78) 1.71
NS 0.80(0.35, 1.83) 2.04
BCS70 —_— 0.84 (0.51, 1.38) 563
NCDS —-—a— 1.19(0.91, 1.56) 18.88
usoc B 1.27 (1.11, 1.45) 71.74
Overall <> 1.21(1.08, 1.36)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 1.00%, H” = 1.01
Testof 8=0:z=23.20, p=0.00
1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Currently drinks 4+days/week or 5+ drinks/occasion)
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 1.08 (0.43, 2.70) 1.57
NS 0.84 (0.35, 2.05) 1.68
BCS70 —_— 0.88 (0.54, 1.43) 5.70
NCDS —|a— 1.18 (0.90, 1.55) 17.45
usoc B 1.22 (1.07, 1.39) 73.60
Overall <> 1.18 ( 1.05, 1.32)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H” = 1.00
Testof8=0:z=2.81,p=0.00
1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Currently drinks 4+days/week or 5+ drinks/occasion)
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.71(0.34, 1.50) 3.76
NS @ 0.91(0.39, 2.14) 286
BCS70 —a8— 0.91(0.67, 1.23) 17.46
NCDS —— 0.99(0.83, 1.19) 3249
usoc B 1.17 (1.03, 1.33) 43.43
Overall - 1.03 (0.89, 1.20)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.01, I” = 34.15%, H’ = 1.52
Testof6=0:z2=0.45,p=0.65

T
12
Random-effects REML model




Currently drinks 4+days/week or 5+ drinks/occasion)
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS e 1.80 (0.97, 3.37) 4.49
NCDS = 0.94 (0.57, 1.54) 7.15
usoc . 1.35(1.18, 1.56) 88.36
Overall - 1.34 (1.17, 1.52)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Testof 6=0:z=4.29, p=0.00
T
1 2

Random-effects REML model

Currently drinks 4+days/week or 5+ drinks/occasion)
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

basic adjustment

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% Cl (%)
MCS o 1.87 (1.1, 3.18) 6.15
NCDS o 1.01(0.65, 1.57) 8.74
usoc - 1.27 (1.10, 1.47) 85.11
Overall - 1.28 (1.12, 1.46)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H* = 1.00

Testof 6=0:z=23.66, p=0.00

Random-effects REML model

Currently drinks 4+days/week or 5+ drinks/occasion)
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

full adjustment

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% Cl (%)
MCS 164 (0.76, 3.51) 2.73
NCDS 1.09 (0.60, 1.98) 4.52
usoc t 1.08 (0.95, 1.23) 92.75
Overall 1.09 (0.96, 1.24)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof 6=0:z=1.38, p=0.17

T

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 2. Increased alcohol consumption

Increased alcohol consumption
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 1.41(0.93, 2.14) 5.37
ALSPAC(G1) —a— 0.80(0.59, 1.09) 8.15
NS —a— 0.82(0.61, 1.09) 8.60
BCS70 —— 1.26 (1.09, 1.46) 15.33
NCDS —a— 1.36 (1.12, 1.65) 12.73
usoc - 1.06 (0.96, 1.18) 17.63
ELSA —a— 0.96 (0.72, 1.29) 8.62
GS —— 1.09 (0.89, 1.35) 12.02
ALSPAC(GO) —— 1.07 (0.86, 1.34) 11.56
Overall - 1.09 (0.97, 1.22)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.02, I* = 60.38%, H’ = 2.52
Testof8=0:z=1.47,p=0.14
1
Random-effects REML model
Increased alcohol consumption
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 142(0.91, 2.23) 545
ALSPAC(G1) —a— 0.79 (0.58, 1.07) 8.73
NS —8— 0.81(0.61, 1.07) 9.38
BCS70 —— 1.29(1.12, 1.49) 14.63
NCDS —B— 1.41(1.16, 1.71) 12.64
usoc B 1.07 (0.97, 1.18) 16.24
ELSA —a— 0.99(0.74, 1.33) 9.14
GS —8&— 1.18 (0.95, 1.45) 12.02
ALSPAC(G0) —a— 1.08(0.87, 1.34) 11.76
Overall - 1.10(0.97, 1.25)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.02, I* = 68.38%, H” = 3.16
Testof 8=0:z=1.53,p=0.13

Random-effects REML model



Increased alcohol consumption

Furloughed vs. Stable employed

full adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 142(0.91, 2.22) 563
ALSPAC(G1) —— 0.79(0.58, 1.06) 8.80
NS —8— 0.80(0.62, 1.05) 9.94
BCS70 —— 1.30 (1.13, 1.50) 14.39
NCDS —— 142 (117, 1.72) 12.49
usoc -B 1.07 (0.97, 1.19) 15.71
ELSA —8— 1.01(0.76, 1.36) 9.14
GS —— 1.17 (0.95, 1.44) 11.86
ALSPAC(G0) —&— 1.15(0.94, 1.41) 12.05
Overall - 1.11 (0.98, 1.26)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.02, I* = 71.15%, H’ = 3.47
Testof8=0:z=1.62,p=0.10

: 2
Random-effects REML model
Increased alcohol consumption
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.95(0.46, 1.93) 3.59
ALSPAC(G1) —a— 1.14 (0.77, 1.67) 11.24
NS o 0.98 (0.60, 1.62) 7.05
BCS70 o 0.67 (0.38, 1.16) 5.79
NCDS ——8———  1.25(0.80, 1.95) 8.63
usoc —— 0.75(0.57, 1.00) 19.26
ELSA 1.05(0.46, 2.40) 2.69
GS —a— 0.84 (0.57, 1.23) 11.60
ALSPAC(G0) j 1.02 (0.82, 1.25) 30.16
Overall 0.94 (0.82, 1.08)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I* = 10.26%, H’ = 1.11
Testof 8=0:z=-0.90, p=0.37

1}2 1 2

Random-effects REML model



Increased alcohol consumption
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

basic adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS l 0.99(0.48, 2.07) 2.84
ALSPAC(G1) —a— 1.12(0.77, 1.65) 10.50
NS o 1.00 (0.60, 1.66) 5.97
BCS70 o 0.69(0.41, 1.17) 5.69
NCDS —a— 1.24(0.79, 1.94) 7.69
usoc —&— 0.84 (0.64, 1.10) 21.19
ELSA = 1.13(0.45, 2.83) 1.81
GS —a— 0.90(0.61, 1.32) 10.43
ALSPAC(GO0) 1.02 (0.83, 1.26) 33.88
Overall 0.97 (0.86, 1.10)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof 8 =0: z=-0.50, p=0.62

112 : 2
Random-effects REML model
Increased alcohol consumption
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% Cl (%)
MCS L 1.05(0.64, 2.03) 3.35
ALSPAC(G1) —a— 1.12(0.76, 1.64) 9.86
NS —a— 1.00 (0.61, 1.63) 5.97
BCS70 = 0.70(0.41, 1.18) 5.26
NCDS —a— 1.20(0.77, 1.88) 7.21
UsocC —a— 0.85(0.65, 1.11) 20.69
ELSA & 1.21(0.49, 2.98) 1.80
GS —a— 0.92(0.62, 1.34) 9.81
ALSPAC(GO0) 1.05(0.86, 1.29) 36.06
Overall 0.99(0.87, 1.11)
Heterogeneity: 1~ = 0.00, I” = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Testof 8 =0:z=-0.24, p=0.81

112 : 2

Random-effects REML model



unadjusted

Increased alcohol consumption
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% Cl (%)
MCS —a— 0.55(0.21, 1.43) 9.09
ALSPAC(G1) o 0.19(0.05, 0.74) 517
NS 0.28 (0.08, 0.93) 6.25
BCS70 o 0.50 (0.11, 2.26) 4.36
NCDS —8—— 093(0.44, 1.95) 12.47
usocC —— 0.53 (0.35, 0.81) 20.70
ELSA 0.29 (0.10, 0.87) 7.36
GS —B@—1.07(0.47, 242) 11.08
ALSPAC(GO0) B 0.92(0.66, 1.28) 23.51
Overall - 0.61(0.43, 0.86)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.10, I* = 43.31%, H’ = 1.76
Testof 8=0:z=-2.83, p=0.00

1!116 1:’8 1,:2 %

Random-effects REML model
Increased alcohol consumption
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% Cl (%)
MCS —a— 0.66 (0.25, 1.79) 7.10
ALSPAC(G1) a 0.19 (0.05, 0.75) 3.98
NS 0.34 (0.10, 1.12) 5.09
BCS70 o 0.79(0.24, 260) 5.20
NCDS —&—  0.98(0.47, 2.04) 11.47
usocC —— 0.59 (0.39, 0.90) 23.04
ELSA 0.35(0.11, 1.06) 5.86
GS —&8—1.31(0.58, 2.95) 9.82
ALSPAC(GO0) . 0.91(0.65, 1.26) 28.44
Overall S 0.70 (0.53, 0.94)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.05, I* = 27.09%, H’ = 1.37
Testof 8=0:z=-2.38, p=0.02

‘HLIG 1;|’8 112 ‘;

Random-effects REML model



Increased alcohaol consumption
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

full adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS ——8——  062(023, 1.70) 752
ALSPAC(G1) o 0.19(0.05, 0.75) 4.30
NS o 035(0.11, 1.12) 577
BCS70 o 0.88(0.28, 2.83) 5.81
NCDS —@——  096(047, 1.95) 13.07
usoc —X— 0.60 (0.39, 0.92) 25.02
ELSA o 0.43(0.14, 1.28) 6.49
ALSPAC(GO) B = 0.93(0.68, 1.27) 32.03
Overall > 0.68 ( 0.50, 0.91)

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.05, I” = 27.75%, H’ = 1.38
Testof 6 =0:z=-254, p=0.01

116 1/8 1/4 1/2 1
Random-effects REML model



unadjusted

Reduced alcohol consumption
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Figure set 3. Reduced alcohol consumption

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% Cl (%)
MCS —&3— 1.15(0.83, 1.59) 10.20
ALSPAC(G1) —a— 0.79(0.47, 1.33) 4.62
NS —a— 0.83(0.59, 1.19) 8.91
BCS70 —8— 1.00(0.74, 1.35) 11.58
NCDS —8—1.37(1.03, 1.83) 12.21
usocC o ] 1.02 (0.93, 1.13) 33.81
ELSA —@3— 1.04(0.74, 1.48) 9.08
GS —a— 0.73(049, 1.08) 7.44
ALSPAC(GO0) @ 0.47(0.22, 1.03) 2.16
Overall <> 1.00(0.89, 1.12)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.01, I* = 27.83%, H” = 1.39
Testof 8=0:z=-0.04, p=0.97

1,:4 1}2 %
Random-effects REML model
Reduced alcohol consumption
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% Cl (%)
MCS —&— 1.17(0.86, 1.58) 11.79
ALSPAC(G1) —a— 0.81(049, 1.34) 5.78
NS —&8— 0.91 (0.65, 1.27) 10.51
BCS70 —8— 0.97 (0.71, 1.31) 11.88
NCDS —B—1.32(1.01, 1.73) 13.51
usocC o 0.96 (0.87, 1.06) 25.16
ELSA —— 1.09(0.77, 1.54) 9.97
GS —a— 0.64 (0.44, 0.95) 8.66
ALSPAC(GO0) o 047 (0.22, 1.03) 274
Overall > 0.97 (0.85, 1.11)

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.02, I* = 44.67%, H” = 1.81
Testof 8=0:z=-0.44,p=0.66

Random-effects REML model

T
1/4

T
112

1



Reduced alcohol consumption
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

full adjustment

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS —@— 1.13(0.86, 1.50) 12.81
ALSPAC(G1) ——8———  0.80(048, 1.34) 5.41
NS —@—  0.89(0.64, 1.25) 10.16
BCS70 —8—  095(0.71, 1.29) 11.77
NCDS —@—1.32(1.01, 1.71) 13.61
usoc a 0.96 (0.88, 1.06) 25.61
ELSA —@—— 1.08(0.76, 1.54) 9.68
GS —n 0.65 (0.44, 0.95) 8.39
ALSPAC(GO) o 0.49 (0.22, 1.09) 2.56
Overall <> 0.97 (0.85, 1.11)

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.02, I* = 43.66%, H” = 1.78
Testof 8=0:z=-047,p=0.64

T T
1/4 1/2 1
Random-effects REML model

Reduced alcohol consumption
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS —a— 1.46 (1.04, 2.07) 17.87
ALSPAC(G1) o 1.10 (0.57, 2.12)  5.01
NS o 0.92 (0.43, 1.94) 3.83
BCS70 o 1.71(0.90, 3.23) 5.28
NCDS o 0.83(0.45, 1.54) 5.72
usoc —— 1.12 (0.90, 1.39) 45.91
GS —_—a 1.37 (0.90, 2.10) 11.80
ALSPAC(G0) o 0.82(0.41, 1.62) 457
Overall = 1.18 (1.02, 1.37)

Heterogeneity: 7° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Testof6=0:2=2.23,p=0.03

1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model



Reduced alcohol consumption
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

basic adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —8— 1.40 (0.96, 2.02) 17.21
ALSPAC(GT1) o 1.11 (057, 2.16) 5.30
NS o 0.86 (0.42, 1.73) 4.75
BCS70 S 1.55(0.79, 3.06) 5.1
NCDS o 0.79(0.43, 147) 6.20
usocC —— 1.08 ( 0.86, 1.36) 44.05
GS —a— 1.27 (0.82, 1.96) 12.39
ALSPAC(GO0) o 0.83(0.42, 1.65) 5.00
Overall . 1.13 (0.97, 1.31)
Heterogeneity: ° = 0.00, I° = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Testof06=0:2=1.52,p=0.13
1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Reduced alcohol consumption
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —8— 1.29 (0.91, 1.82) 18.37
ALSPAC(G1) o 112 (057, 2.19) 4.89
NS & 0.88(0.44, 1.76) 460
BCS70 = 1.59 (0.79, 3.21) 4.44
NCDS o 0.83(0.46, 1.51) 6.14
usocC —— 1.06 ( 0.85, 1.32) 44.96
GS —a— 1.27 (0.82, 1.97) 11.53
ALSPAC(GO0) 8 0.84 ( 0.44, 1.63) 5.07
Overall - 1.11 (0.95, 1.28)
Heterogeneity: ° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Testof8=0:z=1.32,p=0.19
1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Reduced alcohol consumption
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
unadjusted
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —8— 0.85(0.45, 1.62) 14.33
ALSPAC(G1) o 1.19(0.52, 2.74) 9.83
NCDS —8— 1.96(1.08, 3.57) 15.91
usoc —— 0.84 (0.62, 1.14) 30.82
ELSA 2] 0.86 (0.33, 2.21) 7.99
GS o 1.53 (0.56, 4.16) 7.31
ALSPAC(GO) 1| 1.27 (0.65, 2.46) 13.81
Overall e 1.10(0.82, 1.48)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.05, I° = 32.31%, H = 1.48
Testof 6=0:z=0.65, p=0.51
1/2 1 2

Random-effects REML model



Reduced alcohol consumption
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

basic adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS 0 0.90 ( 0.50, 1.63) 15.09
ALSPAC(G1) o 1.16 (0.50, 2.67) 8.40
NCDS o 1.55(0.84, 2.87) 14.22
usoc —B— 0.77 (0.56, 1.05) 36.88
ELSA o 0.77 (0.30, 1.97) 6.69
GS o 092 (0.35, 2.43) 6.42
ALSPAC(GO) 1] 1.26 (0.64, 2.46) 12.30
Overall ~- 0.97 (0.75, 1.25)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.02, I° = 17.03%, H’ = 1.21
Testof 6=0:z=-0.26, p =0.80
1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Reduced alcohol consumption
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS —& 0.90 (0.53, 1.55) 17.04
ALSPAC(G1) o 1.16 (0.51, 2.66) 7.82
NCDS 10 1.47 (0.80, 2.73) 13.45
usoc —B— 0.77 (0.56, 1.06) 39.04
ELSA o 0.81(0.30, 214) 572
GS - 095(0.36, 251) 5.78
ALSPAC(GO) 1° ] 1.25(0.63, 2.48) 11.14
Overall - 0.96 ( 0.75, 1.22)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.01, I° = 10.79%, H = 1.12
Testof 0=0:z=-0.35p=0.72

112 1
Random-effects REML model






Figure set 4. Currently drinks 5+ drinks/occasion

Currently drinks 5+ drinks/occasion
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% Cl (%)
MCS o 0.88(0.36, 2.17) 4.00
NS o 0.88(042, 1.86) 571
BCS70 —J— 1.36(1.02, 1.83) 32.80
NCDS ——— 1.40(1.00, 1.95) 2586
usocC —B— 1.03(0.76, 1.38) 31.63
Overall -~ 1.20 ( 1.00, 1.44)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I° = 8.26%, H’ = 1.09
Testof 8=0:z=1.99, p=0.05
T T T
1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Currently drinks 5+ drinks/occasion
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.76 (0.30, 1.90) 5.84
NS o 0.79 (042, 1.48) 11.03
BCS70 —— 1.35(1.03, 1.77) 30.48
NCDS ——HB— 1.25(089, 1.75) 25.15
usoc —B— 0.88 (0.65, 1.20) 27.50
Overall i 1.07 (0.85, 1.36)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.03, I = 41.60%, H’ = 1.71
Testof6=0:z=0.58, p=0.56
1/2 1
Random-effects REML model
Currently drinks 5+ drinks/occasion
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS o 0.67 (0.34, 1.31) 7.09
NS o 0.95(0.61, 1.48) 14.39
BCS70 ——1.32(0.98, 1.77) 26.01
NCDS —— 1.13(0.84, 1.53) 25.80
Usoc —B— 0.90 (0.67, 1.20) 26.72
Overall -~ 1.04 (0.86, 1.25)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.01, I = 26.30%, H’ = 1.36
Testof6=0:z=042, p=0.67
T T
112 1

Random-effects REML model



Currently drinks 5+ drinks/occasion
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.51(0.186, 1.56) 20.25
BCS70 ° | 0.48 (0.17, 1.35) 21.82
NCDS +—B—1.79(0.90, 3.57) 29.16
usoc —5B— 0.46 (0.23, 0.93) 28.77
Overall —— 0.70 (0.34, 1.44)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.34, I” = 64.23%, H* = 2.80
Testof 8=0:2z=-0.96,p=0.34

1/4 112 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Currently drinks 5+ drinks/occasion
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 0 0.49(0.15, 1.58) 19.19
BCS70 1 ° | 0.51(0.18, 1.42) 21.96
NCDS —B—1.72(0.89, 3.34) 30.52
UsocC —B— 0.50(0.23, 1.05) 28.34
Overall e 0.73 (0.36, 1.46)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.30, I’ = 60.59%, H” = 2.54
Testof8=0:z=-0.90, p=0.37

1/4 1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Currently drinks 5+ drinks/occasion
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.23 (0.06, 0.87) 11.95
BCS70 —EB—— 0.72(042, 1.21) 30.63
NCDS ——1.12(0.74, 1.68) 34.63
UsocC —— 0.47(0.22, 1.03) 22.79
Overall o 0.66 (0.38, 1.14)

Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.18, I = 62.87%, H” = 2.69

Testof06=0:z=-1.49,p=0.14

Random-effects REML model

1716 1/8  1/4 1/2 1



Currently drinks 5+ drinks/occasion
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

unadijusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 2 ) 1.47 (0.39, 5.48) 27.81
NCDS ——3.00 (1.43, 6.29) 40.99
usoc L | 0.56 (0.18, 1.78) 31.19
Overall e —— 1.46 (0.53, 4.02)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.51, I = 64.02%, H* = 2.78
Testof 8=0:z=0.73, p =047
174 172 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Currently drinks 5+ drinks/occasion
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS B 1.29 (0.46, 3.57) 32.07
NCDS —B—269(1.29, 562) 38.12
usoc L ° ] 0.46 (0.15, 1.42) 29.81
Overall —e 1.25(0.46, 3.43)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.55, I° = 70.18%, H' = 3.35
Testof 8 = 0: z=0.44, p = 0.66
174 1/2 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Currently drinks 5+ drinks/occasion
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS B 0.48 (0.20, 1.14) 35.02
NCDS ——B—1.63(0.75, 3.56) 37.84
usoc o 0.54 (0.17, 1.70) 27.14
Overall —_—T 0.79(0.35, 1.79)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.31, I = 58.40%, H' = 2.40
Testof 8 =0:z=-0.57, p=0.57
1/4 1/2 1 2

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 5. Drinks more alcohol units per occasion

Drinks more alcohol units per occasion
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.92(0.38, 223) 687
NS o 1.38(0.76, 2.52) 1252
BCS70 —— 1.70(1.27, 2.26) 27.69
NCDS —B— 1.30(0.92, 1.83) 23.84
Usoc —B— 0.98 (0.75, 1.28) 29.07
Overall i 1.27 (0.98, 1.63)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.04, I = 50.70%, H’ = 2.03
Testof6=0:z=1.84,p=0.07
T T
172 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Drinks more alcohol units per occasion
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.86 (0.36, 2.02) 8.29
NS o 1.16 (0.63, 2.13) 13.45
BCS70 —B—1.72(1.32, 2.26) 27.49
NCDS —8— 1.28(0.90, 1.83) 2322
usoc —B— 0.93(0.71, 1.22) 27.55
Overall i 1.21(0.92, 1.61)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.06, I = 59.94%, H’ = 2.50
Testof6=0:2=1.36,p=0.17
T T
172 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Drinks more alcohol units per occasion
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.86 (042, 1.76) 10.63
NS o 1.03(0.58, 1.85) 13.80
BCS70 —B—1.71(1.33, 219) 27.15
NCDS —HB— 125(088, 1.79) 22.18
usoc —B— 0.93 (0.71, 1.21) 26.25
Overall il 1.18 (0.89, 1.56)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.06, I = 62.77%, H” = 2.69
Testof6=0:z2=1.15,p=0.25
T T
1/2 1 2

Random-effects REML model



Drinks more alcohol units per occasion
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.85(0.29, 2.47) 13.68
NS o 1.55(0.62, 3.92) 18.14
BCS70 o 0.65(0.26, 1.63) 18.21
NCDS o 1.41(0.53, 3.78) 16.02
UsocC —B— 0.75(0.38, 1.47) 33.94
Overall —~ai— 0.94 (0.63, 1.39)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof8=0:z2=-032,p=0.75
T T
1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Drinks more alcohol units per occasion
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.82(0.27, 2.47) 13.02
NS o 1.67 (0.68, 4.09) 19.65
BCS70 o 0.69 (0.27, 1.76) 18.01
NCDS 0 1.44 (0.54, 3.83) 16.51
uUsocC —— 0.78 (0.39, 1.56) 32.80
Overall —ai— 0.99 (0.66, 1.47)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof 8=0:z=-0.06,p=0.95
T T T
1/2 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Drinks more alcohol units per occasion
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS L° ] 0.83(0.30, 2.29) 14.98
NS a 1.15(0.49, 2.68) 21.49
BCS70 a 0.69(0.27, 1.77) 17.37
NCDS O 1.33(0.48, 3.68) 14.96
usocC B 0.78 (0.38, 1.57) 31.21
Overall —atii— 0.90 (0.61, 1.34)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof8=0:z=-0.50,p=0.62
T

1/2
Random-effects REML model

1



Drinks more alcohol units per occasion

Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted
Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
NCDS o 1.22(0.31, 4.90) 27.80
usocC B 0.76 (0.32, 1.80) 72.20
Overall e 0.87 (0.42, 1.80)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H” = 1.00

Testof 6=0:z=-0.38, p=0.71

1/2 1 4
Random-effects REML model
Drinks more alcohol units per occasion
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
NCDS o 1.20(0.31, 4.71) 27.68
usocC B 0.76 (0.33, 1.76) 72.32
Overall R— 0.86 (0.42, 1.77)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H” = 1.00

Testof 6=0:z=-0.41,p=0.68

1/2 1 4

Random-effects REML model

Drinks more alcohol units per occasion
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

full adjustment

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
NCDS h 1.03(0.33, 3.22) 36.68
usoc B 0.72 (0.30, 1.70) 63.32
Overall ———— 0.82 (0.41, 1.63)

Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Testof 86=0:z=-057,p=0.57

1/2
Random-effects REML model

1



Figure set 6. Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion

Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 8 1.23(0.84, 1.82) 584
NS o 0.78 (0.52, 1.17) 5.33
BCS70 2 1.20(0.84, 1.72) 6.96
NCDS 1.38(0.94, 2.03) 590
UsocGC R ° 1.09(0.98, 1.22) 75.97
Overall - 1.10 (1.01, 1.21)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof8=0:z=2.07, p=0.04

1
Random-effects REML model
Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 1.28(0.88, 1.85) 6.57
NS @ 0.83(0.56, 1.23) 582
BCS70 @ 1.13(0.79, 1.63) 6.73
NCDS 1.25(0.87, 1.80) 6.84
UsocC B 1.01(0.90, 1.13) 74.03
Overall S 1.04 (0.94, 1.14)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof8=0:2=0.74, p=0.46

0.56
Random-effects REML model
Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 1.25(0.88, 1.77) 7.09
NS 2 0.79(0.53, 1.18) 544
BCS70 o 1.12(0.78, 1.61) 6.54
NCDS 124 (087, 1.75) 7.15
UsocC t 1.01(0.91, 1.13) 73.78
Overall 1.04 (0.94, 1.14)

Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00

Testof8=0:2=0.73, p=0.46

Random-effects REML model

f
0.53



Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS ——a— 1.43(0.86, 2.39) 14.51
NS 8 0.97 (042, 2.27) 527
BCS70 = 210(1.00, 440) 6.94
NCDS = 0.65(0.27, 1.54) 5.05
UsocC B 1.22 (0.96, 1.55) 68.23
Overall N 1.24 (1.02, 1.51)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof8=0:z=2.18, p=0.03
T T T
1/2 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —a— 1.38(0.83, 2.30) 15.46
NS o 0.95(0.42, 217) 594
BCS70 = 1.85(0.84, 4.03) 664
NCDS = 0.60 (0.25, 1.46) 5.11
uUsocC —- 1.14 ( 0.89, 1.46) 66.84
Overall - 1.16 (0.95, 1.42)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof8=0:z=1.45,p=0.15
T T T 1
1/4 1/2 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —a— 1.27 (0.76, 2.12) 14.30
NS o 092 (042, 2.03) 596
BCS70 o 1.85(0.83, 4.10) 5.91
NCDS = 0.61(0.26, 1.45) 5.05
uUsocC B 1.11(0.88, 1.40) 68.78
Overall S 1.12(0.92, 1.36)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof8=0:z=1.14,p=0.25
T T T T
1/2 1 2 4

Random-effects REML model



Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.96 (0.46, 2.01) 17.52
NCDS o 1.68 (0.70, 4.00) 12.81
usoc —B— 0.83(0.59, 1.18) 69.67
Overall —l— 0.93(0.68, 1.28)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.01, I = 4.90%, H = 1.05
Testof6=0:z=-0.44,p=0.66
12 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS f 0.99(0.52, 1.89) 20.81
NCDS 1.01(0.43, 2.41) 11.50
usoc —B— 0.73(0.51, 1.04) 67.69
Overall —~— 0.80 ( 0.60, 1.08)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof86=0:z=-145,p=0.15
1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS j 1.01(0.55, 1.84) 23.29
NCDS 0.96 (0.43, 2.15) 13.01
usoc —5B— 0.74 (0.51, 1.06) 63.70
Overall —al— 0.82(0.61, 1.10)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I” = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Testof6=0:z=-1.33,p=0.18
112 1 2

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 7. Currently drinks 4+ days/week

Currently drinks 4+days/week

Furloughed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 1.00(0.37, 267) 1.10
NS — 1.25(0.77, 2.01) 445
BCS70 —— 1.18(1.01, 1.38) 2558
NCDS 1.02(0.88, 1.20) 26.14
usocC 0.98(0.89, 1.07) 4273
Overall 1.05(0.95, 1.17)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I° = 34.35%, H’ = 1.52
Testof8=0:z=0.92, p=0.36
1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Currently drinks 4+days/week
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS & 1.00(0.42, 241) 1.82
NS 1.37(0.88, 2.13) 645
BCS70 X 1.24 (1.06, 1.45) 26.54
NCDS —— 1.07 (092, 1.25) 27.13
usoc B 1.00 (0.91, 1.09) 38.06
Overall - 1.10(0.98, 1.24)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.01, I’ = 48.47%, H’ = 1.94
Testof 8=0:z2=1.57,p=0.12
T T
1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Currently drinks 4+days/week
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS o 1.25(0.66, 2.35) 2.19
NS o 0.85(0.59, 1.22) 6.20
BCS70 —— 1.21(1.06, 1.38) 25.06
NCDS = ° o 1.06 (0.95, 1.17) 3047
usoc B 1.00(0.92, 1.09) 36.08
Overall o 1.06 ( 0.97, 1.17)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I’ = 46.84%, H’ = 1.88
Testof6=0:z=1.24, p=0.21
T T
1 2

Random-effects REML model



Currently drinks 4+days/week

No longer employed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 095(0.27, 3.31) 1.72
NS 0.66(0.24, 1.78) 2.71
BCS70 —a— 0.94 (057, 1.57) 9.70
NCDS -8 1.22(0.89, 1.65) 23.16
usoc 1.35(1.17, 1.56) 62.70
Overall 1.24 (1.05, 1.46)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.01, I’ = 13.64%, H’ = 1.16
Testof 8=0:z2=2.55,p=0.01
T T T
1/4 1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Currently drinks 4+days/week
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 0.88(0.24, 3.27) 0.89
NS 0.66 (0.23, 1.87) 142
BCS70 —_—— 1.00(0.62, 1.61) 6.72
NCDS —a— 1.20 (0.87, 1.66) 15.03
UsocC S * 1.30 (1.13, 1.50) 75.94
Overall <& 1.25(1.10, 1.41)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof8=0:z2=3.49,p=0.00
T T T T
1/4 1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Currently drinks 4+days/week
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 0.83(0.29, 239) 219
NS 1.08 (0.42, 2.80) 2.68
BCS70 —a— 1.03 (0.76, 1.41) 18.41
NCDS = 1.00(0.84, 1.19) 34.88
uUsocC 1.26 (1.10, 1.44) 41.83
Overall >

Heterogeneity: T = 0.01, I” = 37.86%, H’ = 1.61
Testof8=0:z=1.23, p=0.22

Random-effects REML model

1/2

1.11 (0.94, 1.30)



Currently drinks 4+days/week

Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS 1.67 (0.82, 3.40) 21.22
NCDS o 0.72(0.38, 1.39) 23.51
usocC B 1.44 (1.24, 1.67) 55.27
Overall —i— 1.26 (0.84, 1.90)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.07, I’ = 52.81%, H = 2.12
Testof 6=0:z=1.12,p=0.26

T
1/2
Random-effects REML model

Currently drinks 4+days/week

1

Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

basic adjustment

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS 1.78 (0.97, 3.27) 16.22
NCDS o 0.81 (0.44, 1.49) 16.02
usocC - 1.37 (1.18, 1.60) 67.77
Overall i 1.32(1.00, 1.73)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.02, I’ = 29.36%, H’ = 1.42
Testof 8=0:z=1.98, p=0.05

T
1/2
Random-effects REML model

Currently drinks 4+days/week

1

Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

full adjustment

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% Cl (%)
MCS 1.95(0.76, 4.95) 2.08
NCDS 0.97 (0.48, 1.96) 3.62
usoc 1° B 1.13(0.98, 1.30) 94.31
Overall n

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Testof 6=0:z=1.83, p=0.07

T
1/2
Random-effects REML model

1.13 (0.99, 1.30)






Figure set 8. Drinks more frequently

Drinks more frequently
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS o 160 (1.08, 2.38) 11.29
NS —8— 0.77 (0.56, 1.05) 14.82
BCS70 —— 1.18 (1.00, 1.39) 24.91
NCDS —a— 1.25(0.99, 1.58) 19.96
Usoc S 1.12(1.00, 1.25) 29.03
Overall i st 1.14 (0.97, 1.34)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.02, I’ = 66.06%, H’ = 2.95
Testof©6=0:z=1.58, p=0.12
T T
1 2
Random-effects REML model
Drinks more frequently
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS ° | 161(1.08, 2.39) 1365
NS —8— 0.74 (0.55, 1.00) 17.28
BCS70 e ° 1.22(1.03, 1.44) 23.33
NCDS —B— 1.30 (1.03, 1.65) 20.29
usoc B 1.13(1.01, 1.26) 25.45
Overall R — 1.16 (0.94, 1.42)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.04, I° = 79.33%, H’ = 4.84
Testof6=0:2=1.37,p=0.17
T
1 2
Random-effects REML model
Drinks more frequently
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS o 160 (1.07, 2.40) 1253
NS e * p 0.77 (0.57, 1.03) 17.14
BCS70 —a— 1.24 (1.05, 1.46) 23.80
NCDS —B— 1.31(1.03, 1.65) 20.18
usoc -8 1.13(1.01, 1.26) 26.33
Overall i 1.16 (0.96, 1.41)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.03, I = 76.08%, H” = 4.18
Testof8=0:z=1.54,p=0.12
T
1 2

Random-effects REML model



Drinks more frequently
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 117 (0.54, 253) 7.25
NS o 0.57 (0.30, 1.09) 10.29
BCS70 o 0.69(0.38, 1.25) 12.40
NCDS —a— 1.13(0.72, 1.77) 21.08
UsocC —B— 0.80 ( 0.60, 1.08) 48.98
Overall - 0.84 (0.68, 1.03)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof8=0:z=-1.66,p=0.10
T T T
1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Drinks more frequently
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 1.27 (0.56, 2.86) 6.18
NS o 0.55(0.28, 1.08) 9.11
BCS70 —a— 0.73(0.42, 1.26) 13.50
NCDS —8— 1.14(0.73, 1.78) 20.39
uUsocC —— 0.89 (0.67, 1.18) 50.81
Overall - 0.89 (0.73, 1.09)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof8=0:z=-114,p=025
T
1/2 1
Random-effects REML model
Drinks more frequently
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 142068, 297) 7.26
NS o 0.62(0.32, 1.20) 9.22
BCS70 —a— 0.74 (0.43, 1.28) 13.00
NCDS —a— 1.08(0.69, 1.70) 19.44
uUsocC —— 0.90 (0.68, 1.19) 51.09
Overall - 0.91(0.74, 1.11)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof8=0:z=-0.96, p=0.34
T T
1/2 1 2

Random-effects REML model



Drinks more frequently

Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.82(0.23, 2.88) 8.06
NS o 0.31(0.10, 1.01) 917
BCS70 o 0.76 (0.22, 2.68) 8.09
NCDS —8—— 1.10(0.51, 2.38) 20.49
UsocC —— 0.57 (0.36, 0.89) 54.19
Overall - 0.65 ( 0.45, 0.93)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.01, I = 5.59%, H’ = 1.06
Testof8=0:z=-2.33,p=0.02
T T T
18 14 12
Random-effects REML model
Drinks more frequently
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.92(0.27, 3.15) 7.52
NS o 0.37(0.12, 1.14) 885
BCS70 I 0.97 (0.32, 2.91) 947
NCDS 1.04 (0.45, 2.40) 16.16
uUsocC —B— 0.63 ( 0.40, 0.97) 58.00
Overall - 0.69 ( 0.50, 0.97)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof8=0:z=-2.11,p=0.03
T T T T
178 14 172 2
Random-effects REML model
Drinks more frequently
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 0.83(0.26, 2.69) 7.94
NS o 0.37(0.12, 1.15) 848
BCS70 1.18(0.42, 3.33) 10.05
NCDS —a— 1.02(0.47, 2.20) 18.20
uUsocC —— 0.64 (0.41, 1.00) 55.34
Overall . 0.72 (0.52, 1.01)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof8=0:z2=-192,p=0.05
T T T T T
178 14 112 1 2

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 9. Drinks less frequently

Drinks less frequently
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 2 ] 1.31(0.93, 1.85) 19.56
NS - 1.04 (0.62, 1.75) 11.91
BCS70 L° ) 0.94 (0.63, 1.40) 16.55
NCDS L | 1.47 (1.07, 2.03) 20.78
Usoc —B— 0.90 (0.76, 1.07) 31.21
Overall —li— 1.10(0.89, 1.37)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.03, I° = 54.19%, H = 2.18
Testof6=0:z=0.88, p=0.38
T
1 2
Random-effects REML model
Drinks less frequently
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS ° | 1.35(0.95, 1.91) 19.00
NS 1| 1.01(0.62, 1.64) 13.24
BCS70 a 0.89 (0.61, 1.30) 17.46
NCDS —B—144(1.07, 1.95) 21.37
usoc —B— 0.88 (0.74, 1.05) 28.93
Overall —~il 1.08 (0.86, 1.36)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.04, I = 60.42%, H’ = 2.53
Testof6=0:2z2=0.69, p=049
r 1
0.61 1.95
Random-effects REML model
Drinks less frequently
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS ° ] 1.33(0.96, 1.85) 19.63
NS o 1.00 (0.61, 1.63) 13.10
BCS70 o 0.86 (0.60. 1.23) 17.99
NCDS —@—1.45(1.08, 1.94) 21.31
usoc —B— 0.88 (0.74, 1.04) 27.97
Overall ——i— 1.07 (0.85, 1.35)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.04, I” = 63.88%, H = 2.77
Testof6=0:z2=0.61,p=0.54
r 1
0.60 1.94

Random-effects REML model



Drinks less frequently
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —a— 1.70 (1.07, 2.69) 23.80
NS o] 2.86 (147, 5.55) 15.65
BCS70 o 1.21(0.50, 2.91) 1049
NCDS —a— 0.92(0.51, 1.66) 18.17
Usoc —B— 1.30(0.95, 1.79) 31.88
Overall ~al— 1.46 (1.06, 2.02)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.06, I’ = 45.41%, H = 1.83
Testof©=0:z=2.30, p=0.02
T T T
1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Drinks less frequently
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —a— 1.70 (1.05, 2.76) 22.95
NS a 3.27 (1.66, 6.45) 16.61
BCS70 o 1.21(0.50, 292) 11.94
NCDS —B— 0.96 (0.53, 1.74) 19.22
Usoc —— 1.28(0.92, 1.77) 29.28
Overall ~lii— 1.50 ( 1.04, 2.17)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.09, I’ = 55.39%, H’ = 2.24
Testof6=0:z=2.15,p=0.03
r T T
1/2 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Drinks less frequently
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —a— 1.64 (1.03, 2.59) 23.89
NS o 3.03 (1.49, 6.14) 14.55
BCS70 o 1.20(0.51, 2.82) 11.09
NCDS —8— 0.93 (052, 1.67) 18.51
usoc — — 1.23(0.90, 1.68) 31.95
Overall = 1.42(1.02, 1.98)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.06, I = 46.87%, H’ = 1.88
Testof6=0:2=2.10,p=0.04
T T T
1 2 4

Random-effects REML model



Drinks less frequently
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.71(0.36, 1.40) 24.18
NS o 1.02 (0.30, 3.45) 11.09
NCDS —B—2.14 (1.12, 4.10) 25,57
usoc — 1.17 (0.81, 1.69) 39.16
Overall —~i—— 1.19 (0.75, 1.88)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.10, I” = 49.58%, H’ = 1.98
Testof 8=0:z=0.74, p=0.46
1/2 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Drinks less frequently
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —— 0.88 (0.45, 1.75) 20.71
NS o 0.73(0.20, 2.72) 6.48
NCDS —HB—1.94 (1.06, 3.55) 25.09
usoc —B— 1.13(0.77, 1.64) 47.72
Overall - 1.19 (0.85, 1.69)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.03, I’ = 21.28%, H* = 1.27
Testof86=0:z=1.00,p =0.32
1/4 172 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Drinks less frequently
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —— 0.90(0.46, 1.77) 19.25
NS @ 0.68(0.17, 2.65) 4.96
NCDS —8—1.75(0.98, 3.11) 25.72
usoc 1.07 (0.72, 1.59) 50.07
Overall 1.15(0.85, 1.56)

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.01, I° = 7.87%, H" = 1.09
Testof 6 =0:z=0.88,p=0.38

1/4 1/2 1 2

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 10. Current smoker

Current smoker
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 1.61(0.94, 2.76) 6.50
NS o 1.37 (0.81, 2.33) 6.77
BCS70 —a 1.38 (1.03, 1.84) 22.26
NCDS —a— 1.05(0.72, 1.55) 12.64
usocC —— 1.24 (0.98, 1.57) 34.14
ELSA o 0.94 (0.61, 1.45) 9.96
GS o 1.23(0.75, 2.01) 7.74
Overall . 1.24 (1.08, 1.42)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I° = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Testof®=0:z=23.04, p=0.00

: 2
Random-effects REML model
Current smoker
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 1.70 (1.04, 2.77) 7.47
NS o 1.12(0.68, 1.83) 7.32
BCS70 —8— 1.27 (0.96, 1.66) 23.89
NCDS —8— 0.96 (0.66, 1.41) 12.26
usocC —B— 1.06 (0.84, 1.34) 32.34
ELSA o 0.89(0.58, 1.38) 9.38
GS o 0.99 (0.61, 1.62) 7.35
Overall - 1.11 (0.97, 1.27)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof8=0:z=1.58,p=0.11

1 2
Random-effects REML model
Current smoker
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o) 1.38(0.93, 203) 593
NS = 0.94 (0.57, 1.55) 3.65
BCS70 —8— 1.20 (0.95, 1.50) 16.21
NCDS —a— 0.92(0.67, 1.28) 8.36
usoc B 1.10 (0.96, 1.25) 38.59
ELSA —a— 0.94 (0.78, 1.14) 2250
GS o 0.80(0.52, 1.24) 476
Overall - 1.05 ( 0.95, 1.16)

Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 9.86%, H* = 1.11
Testof 8=0:z=1.01, p=0.31

Random-effects REML model




No longer employed vs. Stable employed

Current smoker

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —B—2.71(1.60, 4.59) 17.59
NS ° ] 1.34 (0.58, 3.05) 12.77
BCS70 —@— 207(1.10, 3.90) 15.78
NCDS o 0.55(0.24, 1.26) 12.83
usoc — 1.23(0.76, 2.01) 18.23
ELSA o 0.64 (0.24, 1.73) 10.65
GS L 0.91(0.38, 2.18) 12.16
Overall 1.26 ( 0.81, 1.95)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.21, I° = 63.06%, H = 2.71
Testof 0=0:z=1.04, p=0.30
1/4 1/2 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Current smoker
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —B—3.12(1.93, 5.05) 17.83
NS B 1.29 (0.51, 3.24) 11.96
BCS70 —B— 1.88 (1.04, 3.39) 16.31
NCDS B 0.53(0.23, 1.24) 12.87
usoc —B— 1.15(0.68, 1.95) 17.24
ELSA o 0.67 (0.25, 1.80) 11.13
GS o] 0.91(0.38, 2.15) 12.66
Overall ~i— 1.25 (0.78, 2.01)
Heterogeneity: 1’ = 0.27, I° = 68.82%, H = 3.21
Testof 06=0:z=0.92, p=0.36
T T 1 1 T
174 172 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Current smoker
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —B—2.15(1.41, 327) 17.58
NS L 0.89 (0.42, 1.87) 12.94
BCS70 —— 1.73(1.10, 2.72) 17.12
NCDS L | 0.49 (0.24, 0.99) 13.46
usoc —B— 0.68 (0.39, 1.20) 15.44
ELSA o 0.76 (0.29, 2.01) 10.05
GS o 0.90 (0.44, 1.83) 13.41
Overall el 1.02 ( 0.66, 1.56)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.22, I° = 70.57%, H’ = 3.40
Testof 8=0:z=0.08, p=0.94
T T T
1/4 1/2 1

Random-effects REML model



Current smoker
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 2.77 (156, 4.91) 18.31
NS o 1.74 (061, 492) 5869
NCDS o 2.69(1.39, 5.19) 14.00
UsoC —B— 1.98 ( 1.31, 3.01) 33.88
ELSA —B—3.23(2.04, 5.10) 28.13
Overall -~ 2.50(1.95, 3.21)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I° = 3.48%, H = 1.04
Testof8=0:z=7.21,p=0.00
T T
1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Current smoker
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS ° ] 2.29(1.30, 4.02) 19.33
NS o 1.48 (058, 3.74) 879
NCDS o 1.89(0.95, 3.79) 14.25
Usoc —B— 1.39(0.94, 2.07) 30.28
ELSA —B— 258 (167, 3.97) 27.35
Overall —lll— 1.91( 1.42, 2.56)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.03, I = 31.07%, H’ = 1.45
Testof6=0:z=4.27,p=0.00

T 1
1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Current smoker
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —8——  1.28(0.70, 2.33) 7.09
NS » 0.77 (0.24, 2.49) 1.86
NCDS 1.01 ( 0.62, 1.65) 10.91
usoc 1.17 (0.91, 1.49) 43.66
ELSA 1.05 ( 0.80, 1.37) 35.60
GS 0.62(0.11, 3.44) 088
Overall <> 1.10 ( 0.93, 1.29)

Heterogeneity: 1" = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H* = 1.00

Testof 6=0:z2=1.14,p=0.26

Random-effects REML model

T T T
178 14 1.2 1 2



Figure set 11. Smoking more

Smoking more
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 2.27 (1.00, 5.16) 10.90
NS o 1.00 (0.42, 2.36) 10.30
BCS70 —B— 284 (1.80, 4.48) 19.34
NCDS ¢ ) 2.04(0.97, 431) 1222
usoc —B— 1.13(0.75, 1.70) 20.86
ELSA L° ) 1.03 (0.51, 2.08) 13.21
GS o 1.46 (0.72, 2.94) 13.17
Overall i 1.58 (1.12, 2.22)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.10, I° = 50.87%, H’ = 2.04
Testof 06=0:z=2.63,p=0.01
T T T
1/2 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Smoking more
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 2.25(0.98, 5.17) 11.21
NS B 0.71 (0.35, 1.45) 13.08
BCS70 —B— 2.70(1.73, 4.22) 18.00
NCDS L° ] 1.89 (0.88, 4.07) 12.18
usoc i 1.02 (0.67, 1.54) 18.59
ELSA 0.96 (0.49, 1.90) 13.57
GS — 1.19 (0.59, 2.37) 13.37
Overall i 1.38 (0.94, 2.03)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.16, I° = 62.79%, H” = 2.69
Testof 8=0:z=1.66,p=0.10
T T T
112 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Smoking more
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 2.36(0.97, 5.78) 10.78
NS —— 0.53(0.23, 1.19) 11.89
BCST70 —B— 250(1.60, 3.90) 18.03
NCDS —8—— 1.83(0.85, 3.93) 1257
usoc l 1.02 (0.68, 1.52) 18.80
ELSA 0.93(0.48, 1.83) 14.06
GS —a— 1.17 (0.59, 2.31) 13.86
Overall <l 1.31 (0.88, 1.96)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.18, I’ = 65.25%, H° = 2.88
Testof 0=0:z2=1.33,p=0.18
T T T
14 172 1 4

Random-effects REML model



No longer employed vs. Stable employed

Smoking more

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 2.69 (0.63, 11.51) 12.96
BCS70 o 2.67 (0.64, 11.09) 13.52
usoc —B— 1.24 (0.60, 2.56) 52.75
GS 0 1.22(0.39, 3.86) 20.78
Overall i 1.52 (0.90, 2.56)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Testof8=0:z=1.56,p=0.12
1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Smoking more
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 3.79(0.85, 16.88) 12.81
BCS70 o 2.63(0.67, 10.25) 15.43
usocC T 1.12(0.53, 2.38) 50.09
GS 1.13(0.36, 3.55) 21.67
Overall i 1.49(0.88, 2.55)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Testof86=0:z=147,p=0.14
172 1 2 16
Random-effects REML model
Smoking more
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS o 3.62(0.88, 14.84) 27.35
BCS70 a 2.54 (0.66, 9.71) 29.01
Usoc —B— 0.84 (0.35, 2.01) 43.63
Overall — T T 1.72 (0.67, 4.45)
Heterogeneity: 1~ = 0.34, |” = 47.68%, H’ = 1.91
Testof6=0:z=1.13, p=0.26
172 1 2

Random-effects REML model



Smoking more

Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o | 2.88 (0.64, 12.86) 25.77
NS —B—— 4.07(1.64, 10.06) 38.77
usocC B 0.81(0.28, 2.29) 35.46
Overall —e 2.10(0.74, 5.96)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.52, I = 61.62%, H’ = 2.61
Testof 8=0:z=1.39,p=0.17
172 1 2 4 8
Random-effects REML model
Smoking more
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS L ° | 2.21(0.58, 8.40) 25.52
NS —B— 2.03(0.83, 4.92) 40.52
usocC L ® | 0.61(0.21, 1.74) 33.95
Overall —_— = 1.38 (0.60, 3.15)
Heterogeneity: 1 = 0.23, I’ = 43.82%, H' = 1.78
Testof8=0:z2=0.76, p = 0.45
174 1/2 1 2 4 8
Random-effects REML model
Smoking more
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 1.19(0.33, 4.35) 28.22
NS B 2.49(0.88, 7.07) 35.82
usoc B 0.59(0.21, 1.66) 35.96
Overall — = 1.20 (0.50, 2.91)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.28, I = 46.60%, H’ = 1.87
Testof8=0:z=0.41,p=0.68
174 1/2 1 2 4

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 12. Smoking less

Smoking less

Furloughed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS —a— 2.74 (127, 592) 14.74
NS o 3.91(1.53, 10.02) 11.96
BCS70 o 1.39(0.60, 3.23) 1348
NCDS 0 1.09(0.45, 265) 12.74
usoc —— 0.92 (0.61, 1.38) 22.19
ELSA —8— 0.98 (0.46, 2.07) 15.13
GS o 2.29(0.75, 697) 975
Overall [~ 1.53(1.00, 2.36)
Heterogeneity: 1" = 0.17, I = 54.40%, H' = 2.19
Testof0=0:z=1.94,p=0.05
2 1 2 4 8
Random-effects REML model
Smoking less
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS B 2.82(1.30, 6.14) 1452
NS o 3.63(1.64, 8.04) 14.24
BCS70 2 1.28 (0.57, 2.88) 14.08
NCDS L° ] 1.04 (042, 259) 12.60
usoc —B— 0.76 (0.50, 1.16) 20.12
ELSA —a— 0.97 (0.45, 2.08) 14.70
GS e | 1.71(0.54, 546) 974
Overall R - 1.44 (0.90, 2.31)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.24, I° = 62.48%, H* = 2.67
Testof 0=0:z=1.53,p=0.13
2 1 2 4 8
Random-effects REML model
Smoking less
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS ° ] 3.17 (1.43, 7.01) 13.71
NS —B— 293(152, 567) 15.78
BCS70 B 1.25(0.60, 2.63) 14.49
NCDS o 1.10 (0.47, 2.54) 13.06
usoc —B3— 0.76 ( 0.50, 1.16) 19.72
ELSA [ 0.95 (0.44, 2.06) 14.09
GS o 169 (052, 545) 9.14
Overall el 1.43 (0.91, 2.25)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.22, I° = 63.08%, H = 2.71
Testof 0=0:z=157,p=0.12
2 1 2 4

Random-effects REML model



Smoking less
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

unadijusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS ° | 5.86 (2.48, 13.82) 32.52
usoc —B— 3.29(1.68, 6.46) 50.85
ELSA o 1.82 (0.54, 6.13) 16.63
Overall —al— 3.60 (2.17, 5.95)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.01, I = 5.25%, H’ = 1.06
Testof 8=0:z=4.98, p=0.00
T T T
1 2 4 8
Random-effects REML model
Smoking less
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —B——6.25(2.71, 14.41) 32.74
usoc —B— 2.71(1.52, 4.84) 47.48
ELSA 0 1.98 (0.59, 6.64) 19.78
Overall — T 3.35(1.80, 6.22)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.12, I’ = 40.19%, H” = 1.67
Testof 8=0:z=3.83, p=0.00
1 2 4 8
Random-effects REML model
Smoking less
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS ° | 5.45(2.39, 12.42) 32.59
Usoc —— 2.14 (1.25, 3.66) 46.10
ELSA L° 1.78 (0.55, 5.78) 21.31
Overall i 2.79 (1.44, 5.39)
Heterogeneity: - = 0.17, I” = 49.98%, H’ = 2.00
Testof 8 =0:z=3.05, p=0.00

Random-effects REML model




Smoking less
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS o 1.81(0.60, 5.45) 17.78
NS o 2.11(0.52, 8.64) 10.89
usoc —B— 2.34 (1.24, 4.43) 53.15
ELSA o 3.50 (1.18, 10.42) 18.18
Overall —lii—— 2.38 (1.50, 3.79)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H = 1.00

Testof 8 =0:z=3.66, p=0.00

Random-effects REML model

Smoking less
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

basic adjustment

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS o 2.09(0.68, 6.41) 17.52
NS o 2.35(0.46, 11.90) 8.37
UsocC — B 1.56 (0.85, 2.88) 58.86
ELSA o 2.81(0.84, 9.34) 1525
Overall —~ 1.86 (1.16, 2.97)

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Testof8=0:z=2.59, p=0.01

1/2 1 2 4 8
Random-effects REML model

Smoking less
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

full adjustment

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)

MCS o 2.45(0.66, 9.08) 14.39
NS o 1.63(0.29, 9.30) 8.12
usoc —B— 1.51(0.81, 2.81) 64.19
1%

e

ELSA 2.47(0.63, 9.63) 13.31

Overall 1.74 (1.06, 2.86)

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Testof6=0:z=2.19, p=0.03

1/2 1 2 4 8
Random-effects REML model



Figure set 13. Current vaper

Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Current vaper

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS a 0.74 (0.33, 1.67) 5.9
NS 1.54 ( 0.70, 3.39) 6.33
BCS70 —B— 1.03(0.72, 1.47) 31.06
NCDS —a— 1.10 ( 0.66, 1.82) 15.13
uUsocC —B— 0.95( 0.67, 1.33) 33.28
GS 1.14 ( 0.57, 2.26) 8.29
Overall - 1.02 ( 0.84, 1.25)
Heterogeneity: 1" = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Testof 6=0:z2=0.24, p=0.81
172 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Current vaper
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 0.87 (043, 1.75) 8.08
NS 1.16 ( 0.58, 2.31) 8.34
BCS70 —B— 0.94 ( 0.65, 1.34) 30.27
NCDS o 0.86 ( 0.51, 1.43) 1512
usoc —B— 0.81 (057, 1.17) 30.14
GS 0.91(045, 1.83) 8.05
Overall -~ 0.89( 0.73, 1.09)
Heterogeneity: 1" = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Testof06=0:z=-1.11,p=0.27
T T
1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Current vaper
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.85(042 1.74) 7.08
NS 1.30(0.73, 2.31) 11.04
BCS70 —B— 0.84 ( 0.58, 1.23) 25.00
NCDS L] 0.85(0.51, 1.42) 13.87
usoc _ 0.88 (0.64, 1.22) 3495
GS o 0.73(0.37, 1.42) 8.05
Overall - 0.89 ( 0.74, 1.08)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Testof06=0:z=-1.21,p=0.23
T T
1/2 2

Random-effects REML model



Current vaper
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS L 1.03 (0.33, 3.23) 12.87
NS 1] 2.51(0.94, 6.69) 16.95
BCS70 o 1.33 (0.46, 3.88) 14.51
NCDS | 1.54 (0.68, 3.51) 23.04
Usoc —B— 3.10(1.60, 6.00) 32.63
Overall —lii— 1.95( 1.27, 3.00)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.03, I = 13.52%, H = 1.16
Testof 6=0:z=23.05, p=0.00
T T T
12 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Current vaper
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 1.18 (0.47, 2.95) 18.36
NS | 3.85(1.44, 10.25) 16.86
BCS70 o 1.19 (041, 3.48) 15.06
NCDS —a— 143 (062, 3.31) 2044
usocC —B— 3.21(1.81, 571) 29.28
Overall ~l—— 2.01(1.22, 3.32)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.14, I = 42.57%, H* = 1.74
Testof8=0:z=2.74, p=0.01
T T T T T
12 1 2 4 8
Random-effects REML model
Current vaper
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS —B— 0.77 (030, 1.94) 16.69
NS —B——458(1.75, 12.00) 16.02
BCS70 o 1.27 (0.42, 3.78) 13.66
NCDS —B— 153 (0.69, 3.40) 1966
uUsoc —B— 1.83(0.93, 361) 22.73
GS o 0.70( 020, 2.49) 11.25
Overall - 1.51(0.92, 2.50)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.17, I° = 43.69%, H = 1.78
Testof6=0:z=1.61,p=0.11
T T T

Random-effects REML model

T T
14 172 1 2 4 8



Current vaper
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 1.44 (0.52, 3.97) 25.36
NS o 0.87 (0.19, 4.01) 11.21
NCDS o 2.07 (0.57, 7.48) 15.83
usoc —B— 1.03(0.49, 2.16) 47.59
Overall ~ali— 1.23 (0.74, 2.05)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Testof ©6=0:z=0.79, p=0.43
114 1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Current vaper
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS ° ] 1.37 (0.55, 3.40) 29.37
NS o 1.29(0.26, 6.38) 9.47
NCDS o 1.66 ( 0.55, 4.96) 20.20
usocC —B— 0.86 (0.40, 1.86) 40.96
Overall ~i— 1.17 (0.71, 1.91)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Testof 86 =0:z=0.62, p=0.54
112 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Current vaper
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS —B— 1.25(0.53, 2.95) 29.90
NS o 1.04 (0.16, 6.75) 6.28
NCDS o 1.09(0.41, 2.90) 22.77
usocC —B— 0.77 (0.37, 1.60) 41.05
Overall ~— 0.98 (0.62, 1.57)

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Testof 8 =0:z=-0.07, p=0.94

114 1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model



Figure set 14. Vaping more

Vaping more

Furloughed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS o] 0.86 (0.32, 2.33) 9.15
NS o 3.80 (159, 9.11) 11.91
BCS70 —B— 146 (0.83, 2.57) 2879
NCDS —8— 2.02(0.97, 4.24) 16.70
Usoc —B— 147 (0.79, 2.72) 23.97
GS o 2.07(0.78, 552) 947
Overall e 1.70 (1.26, 2.31)
Heterogeneity: 1" = 0.00, I” = 0.00%, H” = 1.00
Testof 6=0:z2=3.46,p=0.00
T T T T
112 1 2 4 8
Random-effects REML model
Vaping more
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS J 0.93(0.35 253) 943
NS o 275(1.22, 6.18) 14.22
BCS70 —B— 141 (0.77, 2.56) 26.14
NCDS — B 1.85(0.90, 3.82) 17.81
usoc —B— 1.22 (0.65, 2.29) 23.46
GS o 1.72 (062, 4.77) 8.94
Overall P 1.54 (1.13, 2.09)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I” = 0.00%, H” = 1.00
Testof06=0:z2=277,p=0.01
T T
1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Vaping more
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
MCS o 0.97 (0.39, 2.41) 10.86
NS o 3.12(1.37, 7.09) 13.27
BCS70 — 127 (0.70, 2.31) 2512
NCDS —B— 1.71(0.85, 3.44) 18.21
usoc —B— 137 (0.74, 251) 2419
GS o] 1.75(062, 493) 837
Overall . 1.53 (1.14, 2.07)
Heterogeneity: 1" = 0.00, I° = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Testof 06=0:z=2.81,p=0.01
T T T
1/2 1 2 4

Random-effects REML model



Vaping more
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
NS o] 3.00(0.99, 9.13) 48.27
usoc B 5.40 (1.84, 15.82) 51.73
Overall e 4,07 (1.88, 8.81)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof 8 =0:z=23.56, p =0.00

1 2 4 8

Random-effects REML model

Vaping more
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

basic adjustment

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
NS o 4.92 (1.64, 14.77) 39.97
usoc B 454 (1.85, 11.12) 60.03
Overall T e 469 (2.34, 9.39)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I” = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof8=0:z=4.36,p=0.00

2 4 8

Random-effects REML model

Vaping more
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

full adjustment

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% Cl (%)
NS o 5.51 (1.69, 17.93) 33.42
usoc B 2.45(1.16, 5.15) 66.58
Overall T 3.21 (151, 6.80)
Heterogeneity: 7° = 0.08, I = 23.12%, H* = 1.30
Testof 8 =0:z=3.04, p=0.00

2 4 8 16

Random-effects REML model



Vaping more
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS ® | 0.63(0.15, 2.60) 23.51
NS a 1.81(0.37, 872) 21.34
NCDS —B———8.32(2.37, 29.20) 25.99
Usoc —B— 2.05(0.71, 5.93) 29.15
Overall —reil— 217(0.77, 6.13)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.66, I = 59.94%, H’ = 2.50
Testof 6=0:z=1.47,p=0.14
T T T T
1/4 1 4 16
Random-effects REML model
Vaping more
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.68(0.14, 3.27) 21.38
NS 0 1.75(0.27, 11.51) 17.41
NCDS —B——6.58(2.66, 16.26) 32.22
usoc —B— 1.61 (054, 4.77) 28.99
Overall —~reetl———— 2.14(0.77, 5.92)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.62, I’ = 59.84%, H’ = 2.49
Testof 6=0:z=147,p=0.14
T T T
114 1 4 16
Random-effects REML model
Vaping more
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 0.76 (0.14, 4.27) 16.50
NS o 1.95(0.29, 13.29) 13.66
NCDS —B—— 4.07(1.43, 11.62) 36.10
usoc —B— 144 (0.48, 4.31) 33.74
Overall 1l 1.97 (0.93, 4.17)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.12, I = 20.23%, H’ = 1.25
Testof 6=0:z=1.76, p=0.08
T T T

T T
114 12 1 2 4 8
Random-effects REML model



Figure set 15. Vaping less

Vaping less

Furloughed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS = 1.95(0.22, 17.06) 3.80
BCS70 o 1.84 (0.50, 6.71) 10.67
NCDS S 1.98 (0.55, 7.19) 10.74
usoc —a— 1.39(0.85, 2.27) 74.79
Overall g 1.51(0.99, 2.30)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof 6=0:z=1.91,p=0.06
1/4 1 4 16
Random-effects REML model
Vaping less
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS = 1.73(0.22, 13.42) 4.21
BCS70 o 1.99(0.54, 7.40) 10.24
NCDS o 1.68 (0.50, 5.71) 11.83
usoc t 1.18(0.72, 1.92) 73.72
Overall 1.32(0.87, 2.01)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Testof8=0:2=1.29,p=0.20
14 112 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Vaping less
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS 2.03(0.23, 17.91) 3.56
BCS70 o 2.25(0.53, 9.56) 8.06
NCDS o 1.78 (047, 6.73) 9.53
usoc —B 1.30(0.82, 2.06) 78.85
Overall - 142 (0.94, 2.14)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I* = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Testof 86 =0:z=1.68, p=0.09
1/4 1 4 16

Random-effects REML model



Vaping less

No longer employed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 4.84 (0.54, 43.49) 13.95
usoc —B— 1.69 (0.70, 4.08) 86.05
Overall el 1.95(0.86, 4.44)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof 6=0:z2=1.60,p=0.11
1 2 4 8 16 32
Random-effects REML model
Vaping less
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
basic adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% Cl (%)
MCS o 3.48(0.37, 32.61) 14.63
usocC —B— 1.44 (0.57, 3.63) 85.37
Overall —i—— 1.64 (0.70, 3.85)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof6=0:z2=1.13,p=0.26
1/2 2 8 32
Random-effects REML model
Vaping less
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
full adjustment
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
MCS o 2.15(0.19, 24.37) 16.92
Usoc i 1.00 (0.33, 3.00) 83.08
Overall

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I” = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Testof 8 =0:z=0.26, p =0.80

Random-effects REML model

114 (0.42, 3.09)

1/4 1 4 16



Vaping less
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

unadjusted

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
UsSOC B 2.27(0.79, 6.51) 100.00
Overall e E—— 2 27 (0.79, 6.51)
Heterogeneity: = 0.00, I = %, H =,
Testof 6 =0:z=1.53,p=0.13

1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Vaping less

Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

basic adjustment

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
UsoC B 1.76 (0.60, 5.22) 100.00
Overall ——E— 1 76 ( 0.60, 5.22)

2—

Heterogeneity: = 0.00, I” = %, H =.
Testof 6 =0:z=1.03, p=0.31

Random-effects REML model

Vaping less
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

full adjustment

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
usocC B 1.64 (0.54, 5.00) 100.00
Overall e E—— | 64 ( 0.54, 5.00)

2

Heterogeneity: 7= 0.00, I = %, H =.
Testof 6 =0:z=0.86, p=0.39

Random-effects REML model



