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

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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS = 1.11 (064, 1.92) 126
Usoc —a— 0.89(0.72, 1.10) 7.54
~nli— 0.92 (0.75, 1.12)
30-49y
NS a 0.92 (068, 1.23) 407
Usoc - 0.99(0.89, 1.11) 21.39
- 0.98 (0.89, 1.09)
50+y
BCS70 —— 117 (1.04, 1.32) 18867
NCDS B 1.00(0.90, 1.11) 2258
Usoc S 1.03(0.94, 1.14) 2450
- 1.06 (0.97. 1.16)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I’ = 23.66%, H’ = 1.31
Test of group differences: Q.(2) =2.32, p= 0.31
0.64 1.92

Random-effects REML madel

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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
16-29y

MCS = 0.71(0.34, 150) 1.90
UsocC 1.30 (1.03, 1.63) 16.02

_._
——ell— 107 (0.62, 1.85)

30-49y
NS 2 0.91(0.39, 214) 143
Usoc . 0.99 (0.82, 1.20) 20.68

. 0.98(0.82, 1.19)
50+y
BCS70 — 0.91(067, 1.23) 10.08
NCDS —— 0.99(0.83, 1.19) 22.26
Usoc - 114 (0.98, 1.33) 2762

- 1.04 (0.92, 1.19)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I’ = 20.46%, H’ = 1.26
Test of group differences: Q.(2) =029, p = 0.87
1/2 1 2

Random-effects REML maodel



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

Study

Risk ratio
with 95% CI

Weight
(%)

16-29y
MCS
UsocC

30-49y
USocC

50+y
NCDS
UsocC

Heterogeneity: 1 = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qu(2) =046, p=079

Random-effects REML model

1.64 (0.76, 3.51)
1.10(0.80, 1.51)
1.17 (0.87, 1.56)

110 (0.87, 1.39)
110 (0.87, 1.39)

1.09 ( 0.60, 1.98)
1.05(0.94, 1.18)
1.05(0.94, 1.18)

1.59
9.27

16.62

263
69.89



Figure set 2: Increased alcohol consumption

Increased alcohol consumption
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS ———142(091, 222) 3383
ALSPACIG1) . © 0.78( 058, 1.06) 6.40
usoc —— 0.96(075 1.23) 8.00
—— 0.98( 073, 1.32)
30-49y
NS —|— 0.80( 062, 1.05 7.39
usoc -3 1.13(098, 1.30) 11.85
Gs — o 126( 096, 167) 7.01
e 1.05( 082, 1.35)
50+y
ECST70 N - 1.30(1.13, 1.50) 11.84
NCDS N - I 142(1.17,172) 9.83
usoc —a— 1.10( 095, 1.28) 11.55
ELSA - 1.01(0.76, 1.35) 668
GS - 1.10( 0.80, 1.50) 6.22
ALSPAC(GO) —a 1.15(0.94, 1.41) 9.40
- 1.20(1.08, 1.32)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.02,1" = 59.22%, H = 2.45
Test of group differences: Q.(2) = 2.20, p = 0.33

Random-effects REML model

Increased alcohol consumption
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study wiith 95% CI {%)
16-29y
MCS — 105(054, 203) 305
ALSPAC(G1) — 1.07(0.70, 1.65) 709
usoc —— 0.86(053, 1.41) 554
—_ 099074, 132)
30-49y
NS —a— 1.00( 0.61, 1.63) 542
usoc — 0.71(041, 1.24) 426
GS o 093(047, 186 278
il 088( 063, 121)
50+y
BCS70 - a 0.70(0.41, 1.18) 478
NCDS ——a 1.20(0.77, 1.88) 6.54
usoc —a— 101(078 131) 1983
ELSA 121(049, 298) 163
GS . S 0.93(059, 1.46) 6.34
ALSPAC(GO) B 105( 086 1.29) 3274
e 1.02(0.89, 1.16)

Heterogeneity: 7" = 0.00,1 = 0.00%, H" = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q.{2) =070, p=071

2 1 2
Random-effects REML model



Increased alcohol consumption
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
Mcs ——a———  062(023 170) 552
ALSPAC(G1) —a— 047(022 102) 855
usoc —a— 0.78(0.41, 1.47) 11.62
e 0.63(0.41, 0.98)
30-49y
NS o 035(0.11,1.12) 419
usoc —a— 0.40(0.19,081) 972
—aaii— 0.38(0.21, 0.70)
50+y
BCST0 a 088(028 283) 422
NCDS —@—— 096(047 195 987
usoc | 054(026 114) 915
ELSA - | 043(014,128) 473
GS —a—107(0.39, 288 561
ALSPAC(GD) - 093 (068, 127) 26.83
- 0.85(0.66, 1.09)

Heterogeneity: v = 0.04, I" = 20 56%, H = 1.26
Test of group differences: Q:(2) =6.15, p=10.05
18 14 12 1 2

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 3: Reduced alcohol consumption

Reduced alcohol consumption
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS —@— 1.13(086, 1.50) 6.70
ALSPAC(G1) —.—— 080(048 134) 195
Usoc . - B 0.92 (077, 1.09) 16.36
- 0.96( 0.82, 1.13)
30-49y
NS — e 0.80 ( 0.64, 1.25) 4.59
Usoc [« ] 0.97({ 0.83, 1.14) 2059
GS 0.90 ( 053, 1.53) 1.86
- 0.95 ( 0.83, 1.10)
S0+y
BCST0 —a— 0.95( 071, 1.29) 579
NCDS —@—1.32 (1.01, 1.71) 747
Usoc ' 1.02( 088, 1.18) 2422
ELSA ——m—— 1.08(076, 1.54) 427
G5 —@— 1.10(0.80, 1.50) 5.36
ALSPAC(G0) - 0.49( 022, 1.09) 083
S 1.05({ 0.95, 1.17)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00,1° = 0.00%, H* = 1.00

Test of group differences: Q.(2)= 158, p=0.45

14 12 1

Random-effects REML model



Reduced alcohol consumption
Mo longer employed vs. Stable employad

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
16-29y
MCS —&8— 1.29(0.591, 1.82) 1434
ALSPAC(GT) o 123 (061, 247) 3.51
usoc —g— 1.22 (093, 1.60) 23.06
. 1.24(1.01, 1.53)
30-49y
NS o 088(044 176) 359
usoc o 085({049 148) 564
GS & 1.28(051,318) 206
—a—— 0.93 (063, 1.37)
50+y
BCS70 & 159(079, 321 347
NCDS o 0.83{046, 151) 480
usoc —— 1.01(0.78, 1.30) 27.30
GS —a— 093(059 146) 827
ALSPAC{GO) o 084{044 163) 396
~i- 0.99{082 1.20)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q-(2) =319, p=0.20
172 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Reduced alcohol consumption
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS —B— 0.90(0.53, 1.55) 1474
ALSPAC(G1) o 0.96(0.44, 211) 692
usoc —B— 0.79 (0.48, 1.29) 17.85
— = 0.86 (0.62, 1.19)
30-49y
Usoc o 0.74(0.39, 1.41) 10.21
— R —— 0.74(0.39, 1.41)
50+y
NCDS o 147 (0.80, 273) 11.26
usoc — B 0.73 (0.47, 1.15) 21.08
ELSA @ 0.81(0.30, 214) 448
GS o 1.07(0.39, 288) 43
ALSPAC(GO) o 1.25(063, 2.48) 9.14
el 1.01(0.72, 1.42)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H" = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qu(2) = 0.85, p=0.66
172 1

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 4: Drinks 5+ drinks/occasion

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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS o 067 (0.34, 1.31) 528
UsoC o 0.58(028, 124) 414
R 063 (0.38, 1.04)
30-49y
NS —@——— 095(061, 148 11.77
Usoc —— 1.15(0.78, 1.70) 1522
il 1.06 (0.79, 1.42)
50+y
BCS70 —B—132(098 1.77) 2525
NCDS —B— 113(084, 1.53) 24986
Usoc —a— 0.93 (061, 1.41) 13.37
<~ 1.16 ( 0.96, 1.39)

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I” = 3.46%, H" = 1.04
Test of group differences: .(2) = 4.95 p = 0.08

1/2 1
Random-effects REML model

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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)

16-29y

MCS o 0.23 (0.06, 0.87) 11.99

usoc o 0.27 (0.07, 1.01) 12.36
—ee—— 0.25 (0.10, 0.84)

50+y

BCS70 - 0.72 (0.42, 1.21) 29.36

NCDS ——  1.12(0.74, 1.68) 32.88

usoc o 0.86 (0.25, 2.94) 13.41

- 0.92 (0.64, 1.33)

Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.20, I° = 57.21%, H’ = 2.34
Test of group differences: Qy(1) = 6.53, p = 0.01
1716 18 14 12 1 2

Random-effects REML model



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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)

16-29y

MCS o | 048 (0.20, 1.14) 48.74
——ee 0.48(0.20, 1.14)

50+y

NCDS . 1.63(0.75, 3.56) 51.26

——ell——— 1 63 ( 0.75, 3.56)

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.57, I = 76.24%, H* = 4.21
Test of group differences: Qu(1) = 4.21, p = 0.04

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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
16-29y
MCS o 086 (042 176) 898
UsocC o 0.88 (0.47, 1.65) 1047
——entl——— 0.87 (0.55, 1.40)
30-49y
NS o 1.03 (058, 1.85) 11.37
usoc —B— 125(0.89, 175 1768
= 1.19 (0.89, 1.59)
50+y
BCST70 —B—1.71(1.33,2.19) 20.31
NCDS —B—  125(0.88 179) 17.18
Usoc [+ ] 064 (0.40, 1.02) 14.02
)

——e——— 114 (066, 199

Heterogeneity: T = 0.08, I' = 62.59% H’ = 2 67
Test of group differences: (2.(2)=1.21, p=055

1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model



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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)

16-29y

MCS a 0.83(0.30, 229) 1320

UsocC : 1.01(0.32, 3.23) 1019

0.90 (0.42, 1.94)

30-49y

NS ) 1.15(0.49, 2.68) 1895

uUsocC o 064 (020, 209) 990
il 0.94 (0.47, 1.87)

50+y

BCSTO * ) 068 (027, 1.77) 15.31

NCDS O 1.33(0.48, 3.68) 13.19

usocC a 064 (028 149) 1926
i 0.80 (0.47, 1.37)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I" = 0.00%, H" = 1.00

Test of group differences: Q,(2) =0.15, p=0.93

1/4 112 1 2
Random-effects REML model

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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
16-29y
usoc B 1.25(0.40, 3.87) 50.43

———eeeE———— 1 25 ( 0.40, 3.87)

50+y
NCDS : 1.03(0.33, 3.22) 4957
1.03(0.33, 3.22)

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

Test of group differences: Qw(1) = 0.06, p = 0.81

1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model



Figure set 6: Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion

Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS 125(0.88, 1.77) 656

usoc 0.99(0.82 120) 2218

1.06 ( 0.86, 1.31)

30-49y
NS 0.79 (053, 1.18) 503

o
0
UsSoG i 1.01(0.85 1.21) 2531
0.96 (0.79, 1.16)
9
O

50+y
BCS70
NCDS
Usoc

6.05
5.61
28.26

1.12(0.78, 1.61
1.24 (0.87, 1.75
1.06 (0.89, 1.25
1.09 (0.95 1.26

Rt e —

Heterogeneity: 1" = 0.00, I" = 0.00%, H" = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qu(2) = 1.17, p = 0.56

0.53 1.77
Random-effects REML model

Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion
MNo longer employed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS —a— 1.27 (0.76, 2.12) 11.28
uUsoc B 1.32(0.98, 1.768) 34.49
- 1.30 ( 1.01, 1.68)
30-49y
NS o 092 (042 203) 470
Usoc s 0.90(0.50, 1.60) 8.88
i 0.91(0.57, 1.44)
50+y
BCST70 o 1.85(0.83, 410) 4.66
NCDS o 061(0.26, 145) 398
Usoc . 1.03(0.76, 1.39) 32.02
- 1.05 (0.72, 1.53)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I" = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qu(2) =215, p =034

1/2 1 2 4
Random-effects REML maodel



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

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS 1.01 (055 1.84) 2151
Usoc 074 (041, 1.31) 2347
—eall—— 085 (056, 1.30)

30-49y
Usoc 081(042, 156) 1846

e 0.81 (0.42, 1.56)
50+y
NCDS 096 (043, 215) 1202
Usoc 059 (034, 1.04) 2455

e 0.70 ( 0.44, 1.10)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H® = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q.(2) =0.43, p =0.81

1/2 2

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 7: Currently drinks 4+ days/week

Currently drinks 4+days/week
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
16-29y
MCS - 125(08686, 2.35) 1.22
UsoC —O— 096 (0786, 122) 735
~eanlii- 0.99 (079, 1.24)
30-49y
NS —a— 085(059 122) 359
Usoc B 0.97 (0.87, 1.09) 21.53
- 0.96 (0.86, 1.07)
50+y
BCS70 —— 1.21(1.08, 1.38) 17.93
NCDS 2 106 (095, 1.17) 23.38
usoc B 1.07 (097, 1.19) 2500
<> 1.10 (1.02, 1.18)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I’ = 30.18%, H’ = 1.43
Test of group differences: Qu.(2) = 4.19, p=0.12
:] :
Random-effects REML model
Currently drinks 4+days/week
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
16-29y
MCS o 083(029 239) 189
usoc —— 157 (1.21, 2.03) 1595
—elllee- 141 (089, 2.25)
30-49y
NS a 1.08 (042, 2.80) 207
Usoc I 1.02 (0.85, 1.23) 21.33
1.03 (0886, 1.23)
50+y
BCS70 103(076, 141) 1287
NCDS T 1.00 (0284, 1.19) 2220
uUsoc B 118(1.01, 1.38) 2388
. 1.08 (0.95, 1.23)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.02, I’ = 49.73%, H’ = 1.99
Test of group differences: Qu.(2) = 1.58, p = 0.45

112
Random-effects REML maodel



Currently drinks 4+days/week
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
16-29y
MCS 1.95(0.76, 495) 120
UsoC — s 1.38 (097, 1.97) 823
ol 1.44 (1.03, 2.01)
30-49y
USOC o 1.07 (0.85, 1.34) 2007
- 1.07 ( 0.85, 1.34)
50+y
NCDS 0.97 (0.48, 1.96) 208
UsocC B 1.04 (092, 117) 6843
= 1.04 (092, 1.17)

Heterogeneity: 1 = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qu(2) =334, p=0.19

1/2
Random-effects REML model



Figure set 8: Drinks more frequently

Drinks more frequently
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS 0 160(1.07, 240) 5863
Usoc —a— 106 (081, 138) 1113
e 1.26 ( 0.85, 1.88)
30-49y
NS —8— 077 (057, 1.03) 947
UsoG —— 1.16 (0.99, 1.35) 20.96
——en 0.96 (0.64, 1.43)
50+y
BCS70 —— 124 (1.05 148) 1962
NCDS —8— 131(1.03, 165) 1312
Usoc —— 1.18 (1.01, 1.39) 20.06
S 1.23( 1.11, 1.36)
Heterogeneity: " = 0.01, 1" = 39.84%, H’ = 1.66
Test of group differences: (3.(2) = 1.38, p= 050
1
Random-effects REML model
Drinks more frequently
MNo longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS o 1.42(0.68 297) 575
Usoc 094 (056, 158) 1164
t 1.08 (0.70, 1.65)
30-49y
NS o 062(032, 1200 7.3
Usoc —ao 0.78(0.44, 1.36) 10.01
il 0.71(0.46, 1.08)
50+y
BCS70 —a— 0.74 (043, 1.28) 1030
NCDS 1.08 (069 170) 1541
Usoc 1.04 (0.79, 1.38) 3957
1.00 ( 0.80, 1.24)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: (.(2) =235 p=0.31
112 1 2

Random-effects REML maodel



Drinks more frequently
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS o 0.83(0.26, 269) 8.91
uUsoc R * 098 (052 185) 2129
—~eati—— 0.94 ( 0.54, 1.65)
30-49y
NS o 037 (012, 1.15) 9.40
Usoc —B— 0.33(0.15, 0.72) 16.61
o 0.34 (0.18, 0.65)
50+y
BCST70 o 1.18 (0.42, 3.33) 10.77
NCDS ——B—— 102(047, 220) 1667
Usoc — B 0.57(0.26, 1.26) 16.35
i 0.84 (0.52, 1.37)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.08, 1" = 28.28%, H* = 1.39
Test of group differences: Q.(2) =6.41, p=0.04

1786 14 172 1 2

Random-effects REML maodel



Figure set 9: Drinks less frequently

Drinks less frequently
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS o 1.33(0.96, 1.85) 14.12
usoc a 0.83(0.59, 1.17) 1340
— e —— 1.06 ( 0.66, 1.68)
30-49y
NS o 1.00 (0.61, 163) 863
Usoc —B— 0.86 (0.66, 1.14) 16.65
—~al 0.89(0.70, 1.14)
50+y
BCST70 o] 0.86 (060, 1.23) 1265
NCDS ——B—145(1.08, 1.94) 1570
Usoc B 0.97 (0.77, 1.23) 18.85
e 1.07 (0.79, 1.45)
Heterogeneity: 1" = 0.03, I” = 50.03%, H* = 2.00
Test of group differences: Q.(2) = 0.98, p = 0.61
0.59 1.94
Random-effects REML model
Drinks less frequently
MNo longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS —B— 1.64 (1.03, 2.59) 17.02
uUsoc —B— 169 (1.11, 256) 1826
- 166 (1.22, 2.26)
30-49y
NS —B—303(149 614) 11.14
Usoc —8——— 0.74 (0.36, 1.54) 10.78
——e—— 1| 50 ( 0.38, 5.95)
50+y
BCST70 o 1.20(0.51, 2.82) 873
NCDS 093(052 167) 1373
Usoc 1.03(0.73, 1.468) 20.34
1.02 (0.77, 1.36)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.09, I = 55.05%, H* = 2.22
Test of group differences: Q.(2) = 5.25 p = 0.07

1/2 1 2 4
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Drinks less frequently
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS —B 0.90( 046, 1.77) 16.72
Usoc —— 127(064, 251) 1647
—aii— 1.07 ( 0.66, 1.73)
30-49y
NS o 068 (017, 265) 431
Usoc ——B—— 1.04(050, 2.16) 14.34
—eoatilin-— 0.94 ( 0.49, 1.80)
50+y
NCDS —B—175(0988, 3.11) 2233
usoc —B— 0.85(0.50, 1.45) 25.84
—ll— 121 ( 060, 2.44)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.01, I =6.77%, H = 1.07

Test of group differences: Q.(2) =026, p=0.88

Random-effects REML maodel
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Figure set 10: Current smoker

Current smoker
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS —8— 138(093 203 53
usoc I - B 115( 084, 159) 7.77
i 1.24( 097, 1.59)
30-49y
NS o 094(057, 155 324
usoc = - 105( 087, 127) 2050
GS = 1.09( 056, 214) 1.82
. 1.04 ( 0.88. 1.24)
S0y
BCST0 —0— 1.20{ 095, 150) 1504
NCDS —a— 092(067, 1.28) 755
usoc —— 120( 096, 151) 1487
ELSA - 094(078 114) 2136
GS o 066(038 117) 253
- 1.03( 0.89. 1.20)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I = 4.40%, H = 1.05
Test of group differences: Q:(2)=1.63, p=0.44
172 i 2
Random-effects REML model
Current smoker
Mo longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS —E—2.15(1.41, 3.27) 1462
usoc o 0.87 (0.40, 1.90) 9.82
——e | 45 (060, 3.51)
30-49y
NS s | 0.89 (042, 1.87) 10.32
uUsoc a 0.61(024, 1.53) 837
——— 0.77 (0.43, 1.37)
50+y
BCST0 —— 173(1.10, 2.72) 14.18
NCDS R * 0.49(0.24, 0.99) 10.79
usoc —— 0.91(0866, 1.26) 1591
ELSA o 0.76 (029, 201) 7.82
GS o 0.56 (022, 143) 818
i 0.87 (0.54, 1.39)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.19, I' = 67.63%, H = 3.09
Test of group differences: Qu(2)=1.44, p=049
174 112 | 2

Random-effects REML model



Current smoker
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Rizk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS — s 1.28 (0.70, 2.33) 555
UsoGc 163 (046, 575) 127
—li—— 1.34 (0.78, 2.30)
30-48y
NS 077 (024, 249) 148
Usoc 1 1.07 (0.70, 1.83) 11.08
1.03 (0.69, 1.53)
50+y
NCDS 1.01 (062, 165) 854
UsocC 1.04 (0.84, 1.29) 44325
ELSA 1.05(0.80, 1.37) 27886
1.04 (0.89, 1.22)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: (.(2) = 0.76, p = 0.68

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



Figure set 11: Smoking more

Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Smoking more

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS 236(097, 578) 813
usoc R 120063, 228) 1155
—~ai— 156( 082, 299)
30-49y
NS —— 053(023 119 91
usoc — 8 089( 044, 179) 1070
GS 094(027, 325) 515
~~auii— 0.74( 046, 1.21)
50+y
BCST0 250( 160, 390) 1518
NCDS —B8— 1.83(0.85 393) 972
usoc —8 098( 048, 200 104
ELSA —— 093(048 183 1113
GS —a— 1.26( 055 288) &892
1.46( 095, 224)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.13, I = 49.36%, H = 1.97
Test of group differences: Q:(2)=5.10, p=0.08
14 12
Random-effects REML model
Smoking more
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
16-29y
MCS 362 (088, 1484) 2338
usoc o 062 (013, 298) 19.07
——eel—— 1 55( 028, 8.69)
30-49y
usoc —— 156 (0.46, 523) 31.74
[ 156 (0.46, 523)
50+y
BCS70 254 (066, 9.71) 2582
sl 354 (066, 9.71)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q.(2)=0.33, p=0.85
14 172

Random-effects REML model



Smoking more
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
16-29y
MCS Lo | 1.19 (0.33, 4.35) 29.12
——e—— 1.19 (0.33, 4.35)
30-49y
NS o | 2.49(0.88, 7.07) 38.59
——— 2 49 ( 0.88, 7.07)
50+y
usoc o ] 0.62 (0.19, 2.07) 32.29
——o—— 0.62 (0.19, 2.07)

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.19, I = 34.17%, H" = 1.52

Test of group differences: Qe(2) = 2.94, p = 0.23

Random-effects REML model

T T
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Figure set 12: Smoking less

Smoking less
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Vieight

Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS — B 317(1.43, 7.01) 11.24
usoc —B— 0.35(0.17, 0.83) 11.38
——ee— 1 1] (0.14, §.76)
30-49y
NS - B 293(1.52, 567) 12.51
usoc — 1.12 (063, 2.00) 13.28
GS o 291(061, 13.86) 581
i 1.93(0.92, 4.04)
50+y
BCS70 — 1.25(060, 263) 11.73
NCDS — B 1.10 (0.47, 2.54) 10.82
usoc —B— 0.67 (0.32, 1.39) 11.76
ELSA —B— 0.95(0.44, 2.06) 11.48
- 0.96 (065, 1.41)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.34, | = 68.92%, H = 3.22
Test of group differences: Qu(2)=2.71, p=10.26

174 12 1 2

Fu o
oo -

Random-effects REML model

Smoking less
MNo longer employed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y

MCS ———545(2.39, 12.42) 2110
Usoc — B 1.99(1.14, 3.47) 2816

el 314 (118, 8.38)

30-49y
UsocC —— 157 (073, 3.35) 2263
i 157 (073, 3.35)
50+y
UsocC o 0.81(024, 269) 1384
ELSA o 178 (055 578) 1428
e 121(052, 281)

Heterogeneity' " =021, I =53.24% H =214
Test of group differences: Qu(2) =217, p=034

oo

14 12 A 2 4
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Smoking less
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS o 2.45(0.66, 9.08) 15.08
et ) 45 ( 0.66, 9.08)
30-49y
NS o 1.63 (029, 9.30) 8.50
e E—— | 3 (.29, 9.30)
50+y
Usoc —8— 274 (1.44, 520) 62.48
ELSA o 2.47 (063, 9.63) 13.94

~ell— 2.69 ( 1.50, 4.80)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00

Test of group differences: Q.(2) =029 p=0.287

Random-effects REML model




Figure set 13: Current vaper

Current vaper
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS e = 0.85(0.42, 1.74) 601
Usoc o 094035, 250) 322
e —— 0.88 (0.50, 1.57)
30-49y
NS —8&— 1.30(073, 231) 938
Usoc —— 0.76 (0.50, 1.16) 16.94
GS = 0.59(0.16, 211) 189
~ 0.90(0.58, 1.40)
50+y
BCS70 — B 0.84 (058, 1.23) 2122
NCDS —B— 0.85 (051, 1.42) 11.78
Usoc —— 112 (079, 1.59) 2497
GS a 077 (034, 1.75) 460
- 094 (075, 1.17)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qu(2)=0.05, p=0.87
ooz 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Current vaper
Mo longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS —— 077(030, 194) 1298
Usoc —B—— 2386(187, 7.95 1573
e 177 (0.36, 861)
30-49y
NS —B—458 (1.75, 12.00) 1257
Usoc 093(055, 160) 1841
L 1.96 (0.42, 9.29)
50+y
BCST0 a 1.27(042, 378) 11.07
NCDS - B 153 (069, 340) 1470
USoC s * 1.74 (077, 3.90) 1454
o 155(093, 256)

Heterogeneity: 1~ = 0.28, " = 63.22% H* = 2.72
Test of group differences: (.(2) =010, p=0.95

Random-effects REML model

T
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Current vaper
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS — 1.25(053, 2.95) 2068
—n——— 1.25(0.53, 2.95)
30-49y
NS o 1.04 (0.16, 6.75) 6.24
Usoc ¢ ] 0.83(0.27, 2.53) 17.37
—=eal—— 0.88 (0.34, 2.29)
50+y
NCDS o 1.09 (0.41, 2.90) 22.60
UsocC — 0.75(0.29, 1.94) 2411
~—engi— 0.90 (0.45, 1.77)

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I° = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: 2,(2) =043, p =080

14 12 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model



Figure set 14: Vaping more

\aping more
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS —8— 0.97(039, 241) 11.91
usoc o 253(078, 827) 7.51
il 1.45(0.58, 3.66)
30-49y
NS —a—— 312 (1.37, 7.09) 14.05
usoc —a— 0.87(0.35 217) 11.70
e 167 (048, 5.385)
50+y
BCST0 —B— 1.27 (0.70, 2.31) 22.75
NCDS —B— 1.71(0.85 3.44) 18.02
usoc o 1.18(038, 373 792
GS o 449(1.20, 16.86) 6.13
- 156 (1.04, 2.34)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.04, I” = 16.98%, H' = 1.20
Test of group differences: Q«(2) =003, p=098
172 A 2 4 8 16
Random-effects REML model
Vaping more
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
16-29y
usoc B 4.98 (1.97, 12.57) 37.54
—— T 4.98 (1.97, 12.57)
30-49y
NS o 5.51 (1.69, 17.93) 23.13
e —— 5 51 (1.69, 17.93)
50+y
usoc B 4.16 (1.68, 10.30) 39.33
s 4.16 ( 1.68, 10.30)
Heterogeneity: T~ = 0.00, I° = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q:(2) = 0.15, p =|0.93
2 4 8 16

Random-effects REML model



Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Vaping more

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% Cl (%)
16-29y
MCS o 076 (0.14, 427) 1546
e — 076 (0.14, 4.27)
30-49y
NS o 1.95(0.29, 13.29) 1295
Usoc o 1.80(0.34, 961) 16.14
——enii——— 1.86 (053, 658)
50+y
NCDS —B—— 407(143 1162) 3133
Usoc 0.88(0.24, 3.16) 24.11

Heterogeneity' 7" =019, I = 25.14% H = 1.34

Test of group differences: Qy(2) = 0.83, p = 066

Random-effects REML model

14 12
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Figure set 15: Vaping less

Vaping less
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS o 203(023 1791) 437
Usoc —B— 245(104, 577) 2276
——ail— 2.39(1.08, 5.30)
30-49y
Usoc 1 1.05( 054, 203) 3311
1.05(0.54, 203)
50+y
BCS70 o 225(053, 958) 937
NCDS o 178(047, 673) 1090
USoC —8— 073(028, 189) 1949
—atil— 123058, 2860)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.06, I = 16.42%, H' = 1.20
Test of group differences: Qu(2) =258 p =028
1/4 1 4 16
Random-effects REML model
Vaping less
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
16-29y
MCS o 215(0.19, 24.37) 27.57
e ——— 0 15 ( 0.19, 24.37)
30-49y
usocC B 2.59(0.58, 11.60) 72.43

Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I° = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qy(1) =0.02, p =0.90

Random-effects REML model

e 259 (0.58, 11.60)

1/4 1 4 16

Vaping less

Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
50+y
usoc B 1.80 ( 0.51, 6.38) 100.00

Heterogeneity: =000, =% H =.

Test of group differences: Q,(0) = 0.00, p =.

Random-effects REML model

e ——— 1| 80 ( 0.51, 6.38)







Figure set 16: Currently drinks 4+ days/week or 5+ drinks/occasion

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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS 060(031,113) 071
NS 088 (047 185 073
BCS70 1.05(091, 1.22) 1288
NCDS 1.06 (093, 1.21) 1558
Usoc 1.02(090, 115) 1859
1.03(096, 1.11)
No degree
MCS 1.73(091, 3.31) 070
NS —a— 1.02(074, 142) 266
BCST0 —a— 1.23(1.04, 1.48) 964
NCDS 0.98 (085 113) 1324
Usoc 097 (088 107) 2529
106 (093, 120)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I” = 4.34% H = 1.05
Test of group differences: (1) =012, p=0.73

12 1 2
Random-effects REML model

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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS 0.38(0.186, 0.91) 110
NS 124 (052, 294) 114
BCST70 —a— 0.98(0.74, 1.29) 1094
NCDS - 1.15( 090, 146) 1452
usoc a 113 (095, 1.34) 29.32
* 1.08(0.98, 1.22)

No degree
MCS - 160 (065, 3.94) 1.05
BCST0 —a— 084 (0560, 143) 305
NCDS —— 091070, 1.20) 11.71
Usoc - 119 ( 1.00, 1.42) 2717

< 1.06 ( 0.86, 1.30)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 0.03, p=0.86

a2 1 2

Random-effects REML model



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

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
Degree
MCS . 1.27 (0.53, 3.07) 1.77
NCDS —a— 0.73(0.49, 1.09) 8.76
usoc —-a- 1.12(0.89, 1.40) 26.28
- 0.98 (0.70, 1.36)
No degree
MCS 2.47 (0.68, 8.89) 0.84
NCDS - 1.16 (0.54, 2.51) 232
usoc B 1.07 (0.92, 1.25) 60.04
L 4 1.09 (0.94, 1.26)

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I° = 0.00%, H* = 1.00

Test of group differences: Q.(1) = 0.35, p = 0.56

1/2 1 2 4 8

Random-effects REML model






Figure set 17: Increased alcohol consumption

Increased alcohol consumption
Furloughed ve. Stable employed

Risk ratioc WWeight

Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree

MCS —a8— 068 { 0.36, 1.19) 259
ALSPACIGT) o 067 (0.36, 1.26) 246
M5 —a— 083 (0,53, 1.28) 3497
BCS70 —a- 1.16(0.895 1.41) 7.4
HCDS S 1.22(0.95 1.54) 683
Usoc —.— 093 ( 0.80, 1.08) 512
ELSA —— 0.71(0.42 118 330
G35 —B— 1.14(0.85 1.54) 578
ALSPACIGD) —&— 1.34(0.93, 1.93) 4388

L 1.02{ 0.90, 1.17)

Mo degree

MCS —@—2.15( 142, 3.26) 425
ALSPACIGT) 0.79(0.55 113} 4357

+
NS — - 0.78 ( 0.57, 1.07) 558
BCSTO = " 1.39(1.15, 169 T7.43
MNCDS —a— 1.55( 1.18, 2.03) 622
usoc B 1.14 ( 1.00, 1.30) 839
ELSA —— 1.09( 0.77, 1.53) 511
GS —a— 1.16 ( 0.87, 1.55) 5.88
ALSPAC{GO) —B- 113 (0.90, 1.43) 679
-
1 2

1.18( 0.99, 1.42)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.04 1" = 68.01%. H = 3.13

Test of group differences: Q1) = 1.62, p=10.20
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Increased alcohol consumplion
Mo longer employed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
Degree
MCS e 065( 033 1300 274
ALSPAC(GT) = 0.76( 029, 193 141
MS —a 135( 076 243) 382
BCSTO e 0.79( 0.39, 1.60) 258
MCDS —o— 1.02( 066, 156) 698
uUsoc —— 087 (073 1300 1508
GS A - 111 069, 1.79) 564
AL SPAC(GO) —a— 117 { 087, 156} 1558
P 1.03 ( 0.88, 1.20)
Mo degree
MCS s 143( 064 321) 198
ALSPAC(GT) —a— 1.08( 0.63, 1.85) 449
MS o 0.82( 037, 1.81) 208
BCSTO B 0.61( 028 135 205
MCDS —_0— 123( 066 249) 292
UsoC —&— 0.81(0.54, 1.20) 840
ELSA a -1.52( 061, 378) 155
&GS —_—a0— 0.77( 041, 1.46) 317
ALSPAC(GD) —- 1.03(0.80, 1.33) 1955
S 0.93( 0.83 1.16)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, 1" = 0.00%, H" = 1.00
Test of group differences: Cu{1) =021, p = 0.65
172 2
Random-effectz= REML model
Increased alcohol CDnSLII'ﬂptiOﬂ
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS o 0.71(0.20, 2.46) 3.80
NCDS o 0.32(0.10, 1.04) 422
usoc —a— 0.40(0.15, 1.06) 6.00
ALSPAC(GO) e * 0.88(0.58, 1.33) 22.27
= e 0.62 ( 0.36, 1.03)
No degree
MCS o 0.70(0.17, 2.84) 3.03
ALSPAC(G1) 0.33(0.09, 1.23) 3.44
NS o 0.29(0.06, 1.55) 2.18
NCDS —@—1.34 (063, 285 920
usoc —— 063 (040, 099) 2024
ELSA o 049(014, 172) 372
ALSPAC(GO) B 098 (064, 1.49) 2190
e 0.75(0.54, 1.05)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.03, I’ = 16.89%, H = 1.20
Test of group differences: Qy(1) =039, p= 053
1a‘l16 1,:8 1}4 1}2 1'
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Reduced alcohol consumption
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Figure set 18: Reduced alcohol consumption

Rizk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI %)
Degree
MCS —8— 220{1.21, 402} 377
ALSPACIGT) —_—— 097 ({043 218) 240
HS —a— 1.09 { 0.67, 1.78) 5.03
BCSTO —— 1.40{0.85 2000 7.23
MCD5S & 1.37{0.90, 208} 6.02
usoc . 1.02{ 0.89, 1.18) 1223
ELZA —a— 060 (030, 122y 2497
G5 0.36(012, 115 129
ALSPAC(GD) a 1.35{ 0.40, 481) 1.14

L 114 0,92, 1.41)
Mo degree
MCS —- 084 {061, 1.15) 7.97
ALSPACIGT) —a— 071033 153 256
M5 —— 0.80(0.52 123 585
BCST0 —— 075({0.50, 1.11) B.48
MCD5 - 1.23{ 0.90, 168) 8.16
usoc a 0.93(0.52, 105 1266
ELZA —— 122 {0.82, 183) 6.34
GS —a— 065 (045 103 620
ALSPACIGD) 038 (014 1000 171
& 0.89({0.77, 1.03)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.03, 1" =53.76%, H =2.16
Test of group differences: Q.(1) =343, p=0.06
o1 2
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Reduced alcohol consumption
Mo longer employed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCs —— 208(1.00, 304) 492
ALSPAC(G1) = 048 (014, 1.69) 1.29
NS —a 1.16 (0.51, 2.62) 3.03
BCST0 8 188 (072, 541y 198
NCDS —_— 0.87 (036, 209) 261
UsoC B 111 (086, 1.42) 3232
G5 —a— 1.08 (052, 224) 382
ALSPAC(GO) ] 0.60 (018, 2000 1.41
. 1.15(0.94, 1.40)
Mo degree
MCS L. B 1.01 (057, 1.77) 6.30
ALSPAC(G1) —8——  1.86( 0286 401) 341
BCST0 o 1.37 (049, 3.81) 192
NCDS —a— 0.80 (037, 1.71) 347
UsoC —- 1.08 (0.80, 1.45) 2243
GS ——— 1.47 (086, 249) 7.20
ALSPAC(GO) R 0.92 (045, 1.89) 388
<& 1.13 (092, 1.39)
Heterogeneity- 7" = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q.(1)=0.01, p=0.93
1/4 1;'2 2 alI
Random-effects REML model
Reduced alcohol consumption
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS —8— 1.64(0.62, 431) 6.681
ALSPAC(GT) —B—371( 158 872) 773
NCDS —a— 117{ 039 352) 59
UsocC —B— 0.81(042 155 980
ELSA —B— 276(127, 6.00) 842
ALSPAC(GO) —8—  223(092 536 751
o 1.80( 1.09, 2.96)
No degree
MCS —— 0.74({ 038 1.44) 94N
ALSPAC(GT) —a8—— 064(019 215 519
NCDS R - I 1.46( 069, 3.09) 866
usoc B 0.77( 054, 1.09) 1267
ELSA 028 (007, 1.02) 473
GS —B— 1.20 (051, 280) 7.78
ALSPAC(GO) —a— 0.82(0.26 258) 5538
0.582 ( 0.63, 1.06)

Heterogeneity: 1 = 0.21, 1’ = 57.93%, H =238

Test of group differences: Q.(1)=7.54, p=0.01

Random-effects REML model
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Figure set 19: Currently drinks 5+ drinks/occasions

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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
Degree
MCS 053 (025, 1.13) 335
NS 0.70 (0.31, 157) 2.94
BCS70 110 (0.81, 1.49) 20.91
NCDS —a8— 0.86 (0.58, 1.28) 12.28
UsocC —a— 1.09 (068, 1.74) 870

- 0.95(0.78, 1.17)
No degree
MCS o 1.11 (049, 252) 286
NS —a— 1.02 (058, 1.77) 6.26
BCST0 —&— 1.31(0.580, 1.90) 13.75
NCDS ——  1.30(089, 1.91) 1294
UsocC —8— 0.87 (061, 1.23) 16.01

-~ 1.11 (0.80, 1.37)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I” = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q,(1)=1.00, p=0.32
1_}4 1}2 1 é

Random-effects REML model

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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)

Degree

MCS o 0.19 (0.05, 0.78) 9.86

NCDS —B— 0.86 (0.49, 1.51) 28.22

usoc o 0.72(0.19, 2.68) 10.74
—~— 0.58 (0.26, 1.33)

No degree

MCS 0.87 (0.12, 6.50) 5.36

NCDS 1.21 (0.70, 2.09) 28.60

usoc —&— 0.42 (0.16, 1.07) 17.22

e 0.80 (0.36, 1.77)
Heterogeneity: T~ = 0.15, I = 41.77%, H" = 1.72
Test of group differences: Q:(1) = 0.29, p = 0.59

1/16 1/4 1 4
Random-effects REML model



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

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
Degree
MCS o 0.46 (0.06, 3.30) 4.82
NCDS —— 1.18(0.57, 2.46) 34.99
i 1.06 (0.53, 2.10)
No degree
MCS —a—— 0.71(0.27, 1.82) 20.90
NCDS ——@—1.79 (0.76, 4.23) 25.25
usoc o 0.59 (0.19, 1.87) 14.04
( )

—tl

Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I* = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qy(1) = 0.03, p = 0.86

0.96 (0.47, 1.96

18 14 1/2 1
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Figure set 20: Drinks more alcohol units per occasions

Drinks more alcohol units per occasion
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
NS a 064 (017, 241y 237
BCS70 —— 1.20( 0.87, 1.90) 14.01
NCDS —B3— 128(082 198) 1240
UsocC —B— 0.85(0.586, 1.30) 13.01
- 1.10 ( 0.85, 1.42)
No degree
MCS 137(062, 301) 576
NS ——H— 147(085, 254) 961
BCST0 —— 200(144, 278) 16.08
NCDS —— 1.24(0.75, 2.03) 10.89
UsoC —B 0.97 (069, 1.35) 1587
- 1.37 (1.01, 1.86)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.05, " = 46.34% H’ = 1.86
Test of group differences: Q.(1) = 1.16, p = 0.28
1}4 1.;2 2I
Random-effects REML model
Drinks more alcohol units per occasion
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
Degree
MCS B 092(032 267) 1356
NCDS o 081025, 263) 1112
usoc 118047, 294) 1835
—_— T 099 (055, 1.80)
No degree
MCS o 107(022 507) 630
NS 1.50 (052, 433) 13.57
BCS70 o | 098(032 298) 1244
NCDS 1.62 (045, 580) 941
usoc [ » | 060(022 164) 1525
~li-— 1.04 (062, 1.79)
Heterogeneity T = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q:(1) =002, p=090
o2 1 2 4

Random-effects REML model



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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
No degree
usoc B 0.68 (0.27, 1.77) 100.00

Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = %, H' = .

Test of group differences: Q,(0) = 0.00, p =.

Random-effects REML model

e E——— () 68 ( 0.27, 1.77)

1/2 1



Figure set 21: Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasions

Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS o 162 (079 334) 442
NS —a— 110 (062, 195) 632
BCST0 —a— 1.75(1.13, 271) 892
NCDS —8—210(1.21, 363) 666
UsocC B 1.03 (0.87, 1.21) 17.97
~i- 1.39(1.02, 1.89)
No degree
MCS —— 1.07 (0.73, 1.57) 10.29
NS —a—— 0.63(0.39 1.03) 776
BCST0 —8— 0.89(056, 1.39) 859
NCDS —— 1.02 (068, 1.51) 1001
Usoc l 099 (087, 1.14) 1907
<> 0.97 (0.87, 1.09)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.03, 1" = 57.43%, H = 2.35
Test of group differences: Q,(1) =4 .56, p= 003
12 : 2
Random-effects REML model
Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion
Mo longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS —a— 192(093, 397) 6.19
NS a 1.08(0.38, 3.07) 299
BCS70 a 228(064 813) 202
NCDS = 0.94(0.28, 3.200 219
Usoc . 9(091, 1.56) 4557
< 1.26 ( 1.00, 1.60})
No degree
MCS = 084(029 245) 287
BCS70 o 167 (057, 493) 281
NCDS 8 0.49(0.16, 1.49) 262
usoc B 3(082, 155) 32.74
- 1.08(0.381, 1.43)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, " = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q,(1)=0.72, p=0.40
v 12 1 2 4

Random-effects REML model



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

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
Degree
MCS o 1.90 (0.70, 5.19) 8.46
usocC o 0.64 (0.28, 1.49) 12.00
R 1.07 (0.37, 3.09)
No degree
MCS —a—— 0.79(0.38, 1.66) 15.62
NCDS o 0.87 (0.34, 2.23) 9.56
usoc —— 0.75(0.51, 1.12) 54.37
- 0.77 (0.56, 1.07)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qu(1) = 0.32, p = 0.57
112 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion
Stable non-employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
Degree
MCS —8—227 (122 423) 824
N3 o 0.79(029, 218) 440
BCS70 o 089(033, 238) 463
NCDS —B— 1.42(0.92, 2.19) 11.28
UsocC B 0.87 (0.73, 1.04) 1587
—alii— 1.17 (0.79, 1.74)
No degree
MCS —— 1.50 (1.09, 2.07) 13.45
NS —8— 0.86 (046, 1.684) 8.02
BCS70 o 074(033, 168) 597
NCDS —B— 061(041, 092) 11.79
Usoc B 0.88 (0.76, 1.01) 16.34
~i-- 0.91 (085, 1.27)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.09, I = 74.92%, H" = 3.99
Test of group differences: Q.(1) =096, p=0.33
1/2 1 2 4

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 22: Currently drinks 4+ days/week

Currently drinks 4+days/week
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS 049019, 128) 040
NS —_—— 086 (042 177) 070
BCS70 107 (091, 126) 1230
NCDS 113(099 129) 1679
UsocC 1.03(091,117) 19.20
1.07 (099, 1.18)
No degree
MCS —=—213(091, 497) 051
NS —_— 090(060, 135) 214
BCST0 - 1.30 (107,157 921
NCDS 1.02(088 119) 1408
Usoc 1.00(090 1.11) 2467
1.08 (094, 1.24)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I' = 9.53%, H = 1.11
Test of group differences: Q.(1) =002, p =089

114 112 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model

Currently drinks 4+days/week
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)

Degree

NS = 153(063 373) 14

BCS70 —a— 105(079, 140) 1242

NCDS —— 1.14(0.85, 1.49) 14.08

Uusoc - 116 (0.97, 1.37) 28.26

@ 114 (1.00, 129)

No degree

MCS 236(078 713) 092

BCS70 0.99(0.57, 1.71) 3.67

NCDS I 0.93(0.73, 1.20) 1538

Usoc - 132(109 161) 2385
= 115(089, 148)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I = 10.68% H = 1.12

Test of group differences: Q,(1) =000, p =096

Random-effects REML model



Currently drinks 4+days/week
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS _ 1.40(0.55, 3.58) 1.70
NCDS —a— 0.85(0.58, 1.25) 10.41
usoc -2 1.14(0.91, 1.44) 27.67
> 1.06 (0.84, 1.34)
No degree
MCS 3.23(0.76, 13.78) 0.72
NCDS - 0.96 (0.35, 2.65) 1.47
usoc B 1.13(0.96, 1.33) 58.03
b 1.14(0.97, 1.33)

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I° = 0.00%, H™ = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qu(1) = 0.27, p = 0.60

1/2
Random-effects REML model



Figure set 23: Drinks more frequently

Drinks more frequently
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS 089 (040 196) 272

¥

NS — 0.85(0.54, 1.32) 6.51

BCS70 B 113 (0.91, 1.41) 12.84

NCDS —B— 1.13 (0.86, 1.50) 10.83

USOC BB 0.97 (0.83, 1.15) 15.07
&> 1.03 (0.92, 1.15)

No degree

MCS —@—2.03(1.24,332) 570
NS —8— 0.70 (0.49, 1.01) 837
BCS70 — 1.30(1.04, 1682) 1275
NCDS —a— 1.43(1.04, 1.98) 947
UsSoC B 1.21(1.05, 1.40) 15.74

e 1.24 (0.93, 1.66)

Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.03, I° = 61.78%, H = 2.62

Test of group differences: Q.(1)=1.40, p=0.24

12 1 2

Random-effects REML maodel

Drinks more frequently
Mo longer employed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS o 0.72(0.29, 1.76) 4.02
NS —a— 0.92(042 202) 514
BCS70 —_—a— 084(039 183) 534
NCDS —8— 1.35(0.87, 2.09) 16.79
UsoC = 1.02 (0.74, 1.39) 3312
S 1.05(084, 1.31)
No degree
MCS —a—208(090, 479) 461
NS o 051(018, 139) 313
BCST0 e e 0.66 (029, 1.52) 466
NCDS ——— 0.75(0.32, 1.76) 4486
Usoc —a— 0.86 (057, 1.31) 1875
e 0.88 (062, 1.24)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I” = 0.00%, H” = 1.00
Test of group differences: J,(1) = 0.69, p=0.40

1/4 112 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model



Drinks more frequently
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% Cl (%)
Degree
MCS a 102(026, 401) 550
NCDS o 042(013, 137) 734
usoc —a— 045(017, 1.19) 10.88
~li 053(0.28, 1.03)
No degree
MCS = 088(024 318) 623
NS o 033(008, 1.37) 514
BCST70 o 211(063, 700) 7.14
NCDS —a— 128 (051, 3.21) 1227
usoc — 068(042, 110) 4551
- 0.86 (0.54, 1.36)
Heterogeneity' T = 0.00, I =0.00% H =100
Test of group differences: Q:(1) =1.35, p=0.24
T T T T

Random-effects REML model

T
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Figure set 24: Drinks less frequently

Drinks less frequently

Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS L 229(107, 490) 479
NS o 1.43 (075, 270) 624
BCS70 — B 1.05 (0860, 1.83) 758
NCDS —8— 0.83(050, 1.37) 880
Usoc 100(078, 127) 1622
t 1.06 (0.88, 1.28)
No degree
MCS —B— 1.07 (0.71, 1.62) 10.74
NS 1 * 0.88(047,184) B.37
BCS70 —— 0.74 (047, 1.16) 9.86
NCDS —8— 1.61(1.14, 2.28) 12.65
UsoC - 0.82 (066, 1.03) 16.96
E— 099(074, 133)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.04, I” = 50.56%, H = 2.02
Test of group differences: Q.(1)=0.14, p=0.70
1.;2 1 é
Random-effects REML model
Drinks less frequently
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS — 261(1.23, 5.51) 1062
NS —B—419(2.10, 835) 1155
NCDS a 0.84(0.35 2.03) 878
Usoc —B— 116 (079, 172) 1740
—eontilinn-— 1.81( 0.89, 3.65)
No degree
MCS —— 1.31(083, 270} 11.00
NS o 1.80(046, 6.97) 480
BCST70 o 123(048, 312) 819
NCDS —a— 097(046, 204) 1071
usoc — B 128(085 194) 1696
e 125(093, 168)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.13, ' = 53.57%, H = 2.15
Test of group differences: Q,(1)=0.91, p=0.34
o1 2 4 8

Random-effects REML model



Drinks less frequently
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)

Degree

MCS = 1.67 (0.35, 7.88) 3.32

NCDS o 1.30(0.48, 3.49) 8.19

UsocC — 1.24 (0.66, 2.33) 20.23
i 1.29(0.78, 2.14)

No degree

MCS —a—— 0.76 (0.33, 1.74) 11.66

NCDS —&8— 1.87 (0.94, 3.73) 16.83

uUsocC —B— 1.06 (0.68, 1.66) 39.77
~l— 1.16 (0.76, 1.76)

Heterogeneity: T~ = 0.00, I" = 0.00%, H” = 1.00

Test of group differences: Qe(1) = 0.11, p = 0.74

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 24: Current smoker

Current smoker
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00

Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS —a— 0.74{052, 105 405
NS —o— 1.05(0.75 147) 446
BCS70 . 1.04 {087, 1.24) 1656
NCDS - 099 (080,122 1166
Usoc . 1.23(0.86,1.76) 4.04
ELSA - 0.73(033, 1861 081
GS * 077({021,276) 0.3
& 1.00(0.90, 1.12)
No degree
MCS —a—  1.43(095 2.16) 2597
NS —_— 1.08({068 1.71) 238
BCS70 —a— 1.26(0.98, 161) 806
NCDS —ao— 1.03(069, 152) 328
Usoc e - 3 1.06(0.92, 1.23) 2455
ELSA & 097 (080, 117) 1441
GS —_— 0.84(053,132) 247
> 1.07{0.97, 1.17)

Test of group differences: Q:(1)=0.79, p=0.38

1/4 112 1 2
Random-effects REML model

Current smoker
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS - B 1.05 (0.70, 1.56) 1266
NS o 064(0.19, 2.13) 372
BCS70 —a— 0.62 (0.36, 1.04) 10.33
NCDS —— 1.11 (0.80, 1.53) 14.08
usoc o 0.75(0.20, 2.80) 3.19
- 0.92 (0.70, 1.22)
Mo degree
MCS —B—176(1.09, 2.83) 11.18
NS o 0.72(0.26, 2.04) 468
BCS70 —— 154(0.91, 260) 1042
NCDS —B— 042 (022 083) 810
usoc g 0.70(0.39, 1.25) 946
ELSA o 0.77 (0.29, 2.07) 5.01
GS o 0.96 (045, 2.03) 719
~eaii 0.93 (0.62, 1.41)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.10, I = 52.31%, H = 2.10
Test of group differences: Qu(1)=0.00, p=10.96
v o2 1 2

Random-effects REML model



Current smoker
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS *l— 0.99 ( 0.67, 1.44) 13.81
NS o 0.92(042, 2.03) 319
BCS70 = 0.65(0.23, 1.86) 179
NCDS —o— 112 (076, 166) 1302
- 1.01(0.78, 1.29)
No degree
MCS = 158 (0.79, 317) 4.10
NCDS —+—8w—— 137(075 251) 543
usoc E * 1.21(0.94, 1.54) 3326
ELSA —— 1.04 (0.78, 1.37) 25.41
< 1.17 (0.99, 1.39)
Heterogeneity- T = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H® = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q:(1) = 0.93, p = 0.34
1}4 1}2 1 :'2

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 26: Smoking more

Smaoking more
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
BCS70 —8— 192 (089 414) 953
NCDS o 164 (054, 498) 638
UsoC —8— 1.14 (061, 2.14) 1118
e 1.44 (093, 2.25)
No degree
MCS g 388(162 930) 840
NS R © B 074(037, 1.48) 1034
BCST0 —8— 3.27(1.87, 570) 1210
NCDS o 1.88 (0.78, 449) 8.41
UsoC - B 0.97 (062, 1.53) 13.42
ELSA —8— 088(043, 178) 1023
GS —B— 122 (059 252) 999
ey 1.48 (0.91, 2.40)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.19, I” = 60.42%, H = 2.53
Test of group differences: ,(1) =001, p=094

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

Smoking more
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
No degree
MCS B 6.79 ( 1.45, 31.76) 46.11

usoc L 0.84 (0.30, 2.35) 53.89
2.20 (0.28, 17.00)

Heterogeneity: 1° = 1.74, I’ = 79.55%, H* = 4.89

Test of group differences: Q.(0) = 0.00, p =.

12 1 2 4 8 16
Random-effects REML model

Smoking more
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
No degree
MCS B 0.89(0.23, 3.47) 29.28
NS e | 3.42 (1.01, 11.51) 32.95
usocC B 0.66 (0.23, 1.86) 37.76
—=Ei—— 1.24 (0.45, 3.41)

Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.43, I = 53.56%, H* = 2.15

Test of group differences: Q,(0) = 0.00, p = .

T T
1714 12 1 2 4 8

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 27: Smoking less

Smoking less
Furloughed vs. Sfable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
Degree
MCS o 407 (0.80, 2061) 4.19
NS —a— 223(067, 7.47) 633
BCSTO —a— 068(021, 223) 649
NCDS —@—— 324(097, 1082) 636
usoc —B— 1.28(065 254) 11.15
ELSA o 174 (050, 606) 6.07
. 1.61(1.04, 2.50)
No degree
MCS —a— 299(1.23, 725 897
NS —8— 299(1.41, 634) 10.38
BCST0 —— 1.45(0.64, 3.27) 9.71
NCDS R - B 0.77(0.30, 199) 835
usoc N - 0.65(0.40, 1.05) 13.63
ELSA —a— 0.88(0.34, 227) 838
o 1.31(0.75, 2.31)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.22, I' = 51.88%, H' = 2.08
Test of group differences: Qs(1)=0.32, p=0.57
1/4 1 4 16

Random-effects REML model

Smoking less
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
Degree

MCS o 8.90(1.83, 43.25) 7.29
Usoc —— 2.08(0.83, 5.20) 21.71

- ——=sTEIImTEe— 3.71(0.92, 14.96)

N 257

No degree

MCS —a 4.07 (1.55, 10.67) 19.58

usoc — B 2.13(1.07, 4.23) 38.53

ELSA o 2.24(0.68, 7.34) 12.89
(

1.65, 4.26)

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I* = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qx(1) = 0.24, p = 0.63

Random-effects REML model



Smoking less
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)

No degree

MCS o 2.36 (0.46, 12.03) 11.62

usocC — 1.61(0.85, 3.07) 74.88

ELSA o 3.07 (0.68, 13.94) 13.51
T 1.84 (1.06, 3.21)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I* = 0.00%, H* = 1.00

Test of group differences: Q,(0) = 0.00, p =.

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 28: Current vaper

Current Vaper
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
MCS o 0.76 (0.19, 3.05) 241
NS o 1.05(0.24, 459) 215
BCS70 —— 0.97 (0.55, 1.72) 10.76
NCDS o 0.88 (0.35, 2.18) 514
usoc —B— 1.57 (0.97, 2.55) 13.48
GS o 162 (050 524) 328
il 1.20(0.88, 1.65)
No degree
MCS —a— 077 (0.37, 163) 713
NS —8— 157 (0.81, 3.04) 868
BCS70 —B— 0.80 (0.49, 1.31) 13.30
NCDS B+ B 0.85 (0.48, 1.50) 1065
usoc - 0.72 (0.47, 1.08) 16.26
GS —a— 052 (024, 112) 677
- 0.81(0.65, 1.02)
Heterogeneity: 7° = 0.04, I” = 24.22%, H = 1.32
Test of group differences: e(1) =392, p=0.05
o2 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Current vaper
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
NS o 3.91(1.18, 12.90) 16.16
——l—— 3 91 ( 1.18, 12.90)
No degree
BCS70 o 0.98(0.29, 3.37) 15.21
NCDS —a— 127 (050, 3.24) 26.33
usoc —B— 1.95(0.93, 4.09) 42.29
—l— 151(0.89, 2.55)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I° = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 2.05, p=0.15

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



Current vaper
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)

No degree

MCS o 1.46 (0.55, 3.87) 42.32

usoc B 0.77 (0.33, 1.77) 57.68
—_— T 1.01 (0.53, 1.90)

Heterogeneity: T~ = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q,(0) = 0.00, p =.

1/2 1 2
Random-effects REML model



Figure set 29: Vaping more

Vaping more
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
Degree
NS ] 420(132 1333) 826
BCST0 —B— 278(1.29, 6.01) 1255
USoC —B— 265(1.27, 553) 13.02
il 293(1.80, 475)
No degree
MCS3 —B— 082(031, 215) 1012
NS —B— 314 (147, B.71) 1273
BCS70 —B—— 066(030, 148) 1213
NCDS —B— 198(089, 440) 1217
Usoc —5B— 108(047, 245) 1180
GS o 1.18(032, 433) 7.1
- 131(079, 219)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.22, 1" = 52.74% H =2.12
Test of group differences: Q.(1)=4.97, p=0.03
2 1 2 4 8
Random-effects REML model
Vaping more
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% Cl (%)
Degree
NS o 11.29 ( 2.20, 58.03) 37.86
———ee——— 11 29 (2.20, 58.03)
No degree
UsocC —B— 260(1.15, 591) 6214

e 2.60(1.15, 5.91)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.64, I’ = 59.47%, H’ = 2.47

Test of group differences: Qu(1) =2.47, p=0.12

Random-effects REML model



Vaping more
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
No degree

MCS o 1.15(0.21, 6.19) 32.05
usoc B 1.65(0.52, 5.26) 67.95

—= L TTe=— 1.47 (0.57, 3.82)

Heterogeneity: T~ = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q,(0) = 0.00, p =.

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



Figure set 30: Vaping less

Vaping less
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
usoc —a— 0.72(0.26, 1.99) 18.44
=T T 0.72(0.26, 1.99)
No degree
MCSs u 1.18(0.12, 11.33) 3.70
NCDS o 2.61(0.51, 13.21) 7.21
usocC . 148 (088, 248) 70.64
- 154 (0.95, 2.49)
Heterogeneity: 7° = 0.00, |° = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 1.74, p=0.19
8 2 2 8
Random-effects REML model
Vaping less
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
Degree
usocC B 221047, 10.37) 4261
———— 2 21 ( 0.47, 10.37)
No degree
usocC o ] 0.90(0.24, 3.40) 57.39

e 0.90 ( 0.24, 3.40)

Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I° = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qu(1) =0.75, p = 0.39

114 1/2 1 2 4 8
Random-effects REML model

Vaping less
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
No degree
usocC B 1.85 ( 0.58, 5.92) 100.00

e —— 1| 85 ( 0.58, 5.92)

Heterogeneity: =000, =% H =.

Test of group differences: Q,(0) = 0.00, p =.

Random-effects REML model






Figure set 31: Currently drinks 4+ days/week or 5+ drinks/occasion



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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS = 081(043 154) 115
NS —_—a— 0. 90(061; 131) 302
BCST0 - 5(1.00, 1.33) 1419
NCDS 0. 94(081; 110) 13.30
Usoc 094 (085 104) 2057
0.99 (088, 1.10)
male
MCS 1.62 (075, 349) 079
NS —a— 092 (058 145) 2186
BCST0 —— 1.20(1.01, 1.42) 1117
NCDS 104 (091, 121) 1433
Usoc 102(091, 114) 1933
106 (098 114)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I' = 29.96%, H' = 1.43

Test of group differences: Qu(1) = 1.05, p = 0.31

172 1 2
Random-effects REML model

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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
female
MCS “ 063(022, 1.80) 136
NS 066(0.19,2.36) 093
BCS70 —o— 124(0.88, 1.76) 9.89
NCDS —a— 0.93(068, 1.25) 12.34
Usoc £+ 3 128(1{]8; 1.47) 2730
- 2092, 1.36)
male
MCS . 061(01&1.93} 1.1
NS a 9(048 290) 183
BCS70 —a— 0. ?4(04?; 1.17) 628
NCDS —a— 1.01(0.78, 1.30) 15.74
Usoc . 2(093, 1.34) 2324
<> 103(090;1_19}

Heterogeneity: 1 = 0.01, I = 23.66%, H* = 1.31
Test of group differences: (.(1) = 0.40, p = 0.53

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



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

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
female
MCS = 1.53 (0.66, 3.54) 3.01
NCDS - 1.64 (0.57, 4.67) 1.95
usoc i 0.98 (0.85, 1.14) 51.14

1.08 (0.79, 1.47)

male
MCS 2.52 (067, 9.50) 1.22
NCDS —a— 0.93(0.53, 1.64) 6.38
usoc 1.16 (0.95, 1.42) 36.30

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.01, I = 15.02%, H = 1.18

Test of group differences: Q.(1) = 0.13, p=0.72

Random-effects REML model

1.15 (0.96, 1.39)



Increased alcochol consumption
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Figure set 32: Increased alcohol consumption

Rizk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS —0— 0.85( 054 143) 388
ALSPACIGT) —a 0.61( 042 088 4987
M5 —&— 0.77{ 055 108 534
BCSTO -3- 114 096, 136) 7.33
NCDS - 111087, 1.41) &5
usoc B 1.02{0.90, 116} 7.53
ELSA —a— 1.00( 070, 143) 514
Gs —a3— 118{ 091, 152) 539
ALSPAC(GD) = 1.08({ 0.86, 136) &.71
& 1.02(0.93, 1.12)
male
MCS —8— 311172, 583 307
ALSPACIGT) —a— 1.34( 077, 2.31)  3.40
NS e " 0.80{ 0.55, 1.15) 5.05
BCSTO - 151{1.22 187} &80
NCDS —— 1.79( 1.36, 2.35) &.17
usoc B 113{ 097, 132) 759
ELSA —a— 1.06({ 065 172) 339
GS —0— 1.15( 0.80, 166) 5.06
ALSPAC(GD) —3— 132( 089 195 479
-l 1.33( 1.08, 164
Heterogeneity: T = 0.05, 1" =74.73%, H =3.96
Test of group differences: Q.(1)=5.10, p=0.02
1 2

Random-affiects REML miodel



Increased alcohol consumplion
Mo longer employed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCZ —a— 1.05( 057, 184} 360
ALSPAGC(GT) — s 0.82( 041, 1.64) 282
MS - o - 093056 170} 44
BCST0 —a|— 121075 185 589
MCDS —a— 0853051, 1.43) 498
UsSOGC —— 0.95( 0.70, 1.28) 14.55
ELSA L 072033 1538 221
G5 —a— 1.03{ 067, 159} 7.10
ALSPAGC(G0) B 1.05( 0.84, 1.32) 2624
&P 1.00( 0.87, 1.14)
male
MC3 o 1.12{ 036, 3.51) 1.04
ALSPAC(G1) —— . 1.39( 0.75, 2.58) 355
MS —_— 0597050 18%) 30
MCDS —_—a— 143({ 074 278} 308
UsoC —a— 0.73( 048, 1.13) 6.61
ELSA - -1.67 ( 0.52, 531} 1.00
G5 & 067 030, 150, 204
ALSPAGC(GO) —a— 1.05( 0.69, 1538) 7.54
- 1.01{ 0.81, 1.26)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, 1" = 0.00%, H" = 1.00
Test of group differences: Cu{1)=0.01, p=0.93
w1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Increased alcohol consumption
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS —a— 0.40(0.17, 0.96) 7.15
ALSPAC(G1) = 0.21(0.03, 1.33) 1.83
NS & 0.37 (010, 1.35) 3.59
NCDS — 83— 1.38({0.53, 3.58) 6.21
Usoc —0— 0.56 (032, 0.97) 14.45
ALSPAC(GO) B 0.76 (053, 1.09) 23.36
P 0.65 ( 0.48, 0.88)
male
MCS o 1.04 (028 3.79) 3861
ALSPAC(G1) o 0.50(009, 273) 218
NCDS —a— 0.83(0.37, 1.82) 853
UsoC —&a— 0.66(0.35, 1.23) 12.03
ALSPAC(GD) —— 1.25 (077, 2.03) 17.08
g 0.91 (053, 1.33)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.04, I’ = 22.90%, H = 1.30
Test of group differences: Q:(1)=197, p=0186
1a‘l16 1:‘8 1}4 1} 1| é

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 33: Reduced alcohol consumption

Reduced alcohol consumption
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Rizk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS —a—  1.40( 035 221) 262
ALSPACIGT) 0.60(0.25 145 072
M5 1.05( 0.67, 1.85) 278
BCST0 0.91(0.62, 1.32) 382
MCDS —a—— 1.52(0.94, 246) 242
Usoc 0959 0.53, 1.11) 41.49
ELSA —a—— 1.64( 1.03, 260) 260
G3 046 (0.23, 0.91) 113
ALSPACIGD) 0.39(0.15 107} 0.56

1.00{ 0.77, 1.29)
male
MCS —a— 090 0.56 145 24
ALSPACIGT) —s——— 1.22(0.57, 262} 0.96
M5 L 0.79 (0,43, 129 230
BCST0 1.10{0.70, 1.72) 276
MCD5S 1.24(0.91, 1.653) 5594
Usoc 0.94( 0.51, 1.10) 2225
ELZA — 0834 (0,51, 1.3%) 217
G3 082 (0.51, 1.31) 254
ALSPACIGD) 0.76(0.21, 281) 0.33
0.97{ 0.86, 1.09)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, 1" = 0.00%, H = 1.00

Test of group differences: Q.(1) = 0.05, p=10.83

1/4

Random-affiects REML miodel
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Reduced alcohol consumption
Mo longer employed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCs —a— 1.70(1.02, 285) 7.20
ALSPAC(G1) —a—— 2.13(1.04, 436) 376
BCST0 = 1.36 ( 0.46, 4.04) 163
NCDS - 0.81(034, 245) 196
UsoC ‘B 117 (094, 1.45) 4043
GS —a— 157 (094, 262) 7.39
ALSPAC(GO) —_— e 0.48 (021, 1.07) 290
- 1.28 (0497, 1.70)
male
MCS —o0— 0.96 ( 0.56, 1.63) 674
ALSPACIGT) - 0.69 (024, 203) 167
NS o 1.41 (0860, 3.29) 267
BCST0 & 203082 502) 235
NCDS —_—— 0.83(040, 1.73) 360
UsoC —a— 0.95( 0.64, 1.40) 1256
GS —_—a— 0.84 (036, 1.93) 278
ALSPAC(GO) 2 1.81(072, 455) 226
i 1.03 (082, 1.31)
Heterogeneity- 7" = 0.00, I" = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q.(1)=1.30, p=0.25
o2 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Reduced alcohol consumption
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS —— 0.89(0.39 200 9.3
Usoc —— 062 (039 098) 1694
ELSA o 4(0.34, 3.80) 516
ALSPAC(GO) —8— 1. 32(0 57,303) 898
N 0.83 (055, 1.26)
male
MCS —B— 0.90(0.44,183) 1113
ALSPACI(G1) —8—273(107,697) 760
NCDS —B— 182 (100 329) 1359
Usoc —— 0.94 (0.61, 1.43) 18.26
ELSA o 074(019, 294) 41
ALSPAC(GO) o 3(033, 380y 492
. 124(084;1.81}

Heterogeneity: T = 0.08, I = 38.35%, H’ = 1.62

Test of group differences: Qu(1)=1.87, p=0.17

Random-effects REML model

174 12 A 2 4



Figure set 34: Currently drinks 5+ drinks/occasion

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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
female

MCS o 044 (021, 082) 431
NS o 1.03(049, 2.14) 433
BCST70 —— 1.21(0.83, 1.77) 15.25
NCDS —a— 0.95(052, 1.71) 6.55
UsoC —8— 0.76 (0.48, 1.19) 10.83

B 0.88 (0.64, 1.20)

male

MCS o 1.07 (0.43, 270) 2.76
NS o 0.68(0.33, 1.39) 4.49
BCST0 — 1.32 (0.90, 1.93) 14.80
NCDS 1.10(0.79, 1.52) 20.09
UsSoC 0.98 (068, 1.40) 16.58

1.07 (0.89, 1.30)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I” = 5.60%, H = 1.06

Test of group differences: ,(1) =113, p=029

1/4 112 1 2
Random-effects REML model

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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)

female

MCS o 0.24 (0.05, 1.05) 947

NCDS o 0.38 (0.08, 1.87) 8.45

usoc 0 0.49(0.16, 1.47) 14.30
)

=T 0.38 (0.18, 0.82

male

BCS70 —— 0.81(046, 1.43) 25.74

NCDS ——1.22(0.82, 1.81) 30.38

usoc o 0.35 (0.10, 1.26) 11.66
-~ (.89 (0.53, 1.48)

Heterogeneity: T~ = 0.20, I” = 53.44%, H" = 2.15

Test of group differences: Q:(1) = 3.23, p = 0.07

1116 1/8 14 1/2 1
Random-effects REML model



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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% Cl (%)
female
MCS a 0.66 ( 0.28, 1.56) 20.31
e 0.66 ( 0.28, 1.56)
male
MCS o 0.63(0.15, 260) 7.86
NCDS —8— 1.20(0.75, 1.92) 60.10
usoc o 0.85(0.27, 2.70) 11.73
i 1.09 ( 0.72, 1.65)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.01, I = 6.14%, H* = 1.07
Test of group differences: Qu(1) = 1.06, p =0.30
T T T
1/4 12 1 2

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 35: Drinks more alcohol units per occasion

Drinks more alcohol units per occasion
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS o 058(027 126) 565
NS 17 ] 089(036, 221) 443
BCS70 . " 1.43(1.01, 2.03) 14.20
NCDS —B— 1.13(0.68, 1.87) 997
UsocC e * 090(062, 129) 1373
. 1.03(078, 1.38)
male
MCS o 1.91(0.71, 5.16) 3.82
NS —8— 1.24(0.73, 2.12) 942
BCS70 - B 1.96 (1.40, 2.74) 14.52
NCDS —B— 131(084, 2068) 1136
Usoc o * 096 (065 142) 1290
i 1.38 (1.02, 1.87)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.05, 1" = 47.39%, H* = 1.90
Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 1.67, p=0.17
o1 2
Random-effects REML model
Drinks more alcohol units per occasion
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS ] 1.29 (0.47, 3.55) 14.86
NS B 1.38 (0.49, 3.86) 14.49
BCS70 B 1.61(0.62, 4.14) 17.11
NCDS o | 1.00(034, 297) 13.00
Usoc — B 0.84 (0.37, 1.02) 22.65
= 1.17 (0.76, 1.80)
male
NCDS 0 1.35(0.36, 5.07) 877
UsocC o 0.70(0.19, 257) 9.13
et 0.97 (0.38, 2.44)
Heterogeneity: - = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qx(1) =013, p=0.72
o2 1 2 4

Random-effects REML model



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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)

female

usoc B 0.50(0.17, 1.45) 53.96
—— 0.50 ( 0.17, 1.45)

male

UsocC 0.97 (0.31, 3.09) 46.04
;— 0.97 (0.31, 3.09)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H* = 1.00

Test of group differences: Qu(1) = 0.69, p = 0.41

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



Figure set 36: Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion

Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion

Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS 150 (088, 256) 495
NS = 090(054, 150) 530
BCST0 —a— 0.97 (061, 1.55) 6.48
NCDS 1.22 (085, 229) 353
UsocC —a— 0.90 (062, 1.29) 10.69
- 1.03 (083, 127)
male
MCS & 0.99 (057, 1.72) 4865
NS o 0.70(0.39, 1.26) 4.1
BCST0 1.49 (088, 252) 514
NCDS —a— 125(084, 185) 903
Usoc 102 (086, 122) 4611
t 1.05(0.91, 1.22)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I” = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: ,(1) =004, p= 083
1:’2 1 é
Random-effects REML model
Drinks fewer alcohol units per occasion
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
female
MCS —8— 1.53(0.84, 279) 1897
BCS70 o 149(043, 520) 443
usocC —— 0.84 (037, 192) 1019
i 1.27 (081, 2.00)
male
MCS —8— 102(047, 222) 1148
NS 173(058, 520) 5869
BCS70 263(094 742) 644
NCDS o 056(019 163) 610
usocC —— 1.00 (065, 154) 3672
- 1.09(0.79, 1.51)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H” = 1.00
Test of group differences: (Qe(1) =028, p =059
Ve 2 1 2 4

Random-effects REML model



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

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)

female

MCS o 0.86 (0.34, 2.16) 11.71

usocC o 0.50 (0.17, 1.45) 8.76
——ee——— 0.68 (0.34, 1.37)

male

MCS o 1.05 (0.49, 2.23) 17.59

NCDS o 1.22 (0.55, 2.74) 15.37

usoc —B— 0.96 (0.60, 1.52) 46.56

e 1.02 (0.72, 1.46)

Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I* = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qp(1) = 1.05, p = 0.30

1/4 112 1 2
Random-effects REML model



Figure set 37: Currently drinks 4+ days/week

Currently drinks 4+days/week
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS = 086043 171) 132
NS —a— 075(049 116) 322
BCS70 2 9(102, 139) 1456
NCDS - 0. 9?’(0.83; 113) 1459
UsocC B 0.95(0.85, 1.08) 2019
s 4 0.99 (087, 1.13)
male
MCS 217 (090, 525) 082
NS 099(058 1868) 214
BCS70 —a— 124 (101, 153) 1009
NCDS . 3(097,132) 1474
Usoc - 1. 08(0.94; 119) 1834
L 2 1.11(1.02, 1.21)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.01, I' = 38.06%, H” = 1.61
Test of group differences: Qu(1) =203, p=0.15

1/2 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model

Currently drinks 4+days/week
MNo longer employed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)

female

MCS @ 050(016, 161) 127

NS 049(0.14, 1.75) 1.07

BCST0 - 1.31(088 193) 915

NCDS —a- 0.94 (0869, 1.29) 13.00

Usoc B 133(112, 158) 2449
- 112 (088, 142)

male

NS = 243 (080, 7.38) 140

BCST0 —&3— 084 (055 128) 818

NCDS . 1.02 (081, 1.28) 1845

Usoc B 1.20 (1.00, 1.45) 2297
&> 110 ( 093, 1.29)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.01, I = 30.64%, H" = 1.44

Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 0.02, p=0.90

14 1/2 1 2 4
Random-effects REML model



Currently drinks 4+days/week
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
female
NCDS = 1.88 (0.58, 6.14) 4.05
usoc a 1.01(0.87, 1.16) 43.39
> 1.03 (0.82, 1.30)
male
MCS o 4.10(1.18, 14.22) 3.70
NCDS —o— 0.69 (0.38, 1.27) 12.65
usoc 2 1.26 (1.01, 1.58) 36.20
et 1.32 (0.58, 3.04)

Heterogeneity: 1~ = 0.03, I = 51.42%, H* = 2.06
Test of group differences: Qg(1) =0.32, p = 0.57

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



Figure set 38: Drinks more frequently

Drinks more frequently

Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
female
MCS —a— 119(074, 191) 757
NS —B— 084 (060, 118) 1034
BCS70 - 1.08 (0.89, 1.31) 13.70
NCDS —— 1.05(0.80, 1.37) 11.85
UsocC a 1.06 (0.93, 1.22) 14.91
> 1.05 (095, 1.16)
male
MCS 254 (1.30, 498) 491
NS —a— 067 (041, 1.11) 715
BCST0 —— 1.50 (1.15, 1.94) 12.11
NCDS —B— 167 (116, 239) 978
Usoc —&—— 081(051,129) 768
= e 1.26 (0.81, 1.96)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.05, |” = 70.47%, H = 3.39
Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 0.66, p= 0.42
1.:“2 ‘II 2
Random-effects REML model
Drinks more frequently
Mo longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS R S 1.08(0.50, 234) 655
NS —a— 054(024, 119) 617
BCST0 —a— 115( 068, 195) 1389
NCDS —— 0.83(048, 1.51) 11.02
usoc -8 0.97(0.70, 1.34) 36.64
< 0.94(0.75, 1.18)
male
MCS 208(071, 615) 333
NS a 095(0.32, 2.83) 330
NCDS — 1.29(0.65, 2.56) 828
usoc —a— 1.17( 0.64, 2.13) 10.83
i 127 (086, 1.87)
Heterogeneity T = 0.00, " = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q.(1) = 1.67, p=0.20
14 a2 1 2

Random-effects REML model



Drinks more frequently
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
female
MCS e 075(030, 188) 462
NS 2 036(010, 1.35) 232
BCS70 @ 159(055 465) 345
NCDS ——F—=—— 140(051, 379) 396
usaoc —a—— 060(034, 1.06) 12.16
~l- 0.79(051, 1.23)
male
MCS 096(023, 401) 194
NCDS —n 114 (051, 254) 620
usoc B 078(061, 1.00) 6535
= 0.81(065, 1.03)
Heterogeneity' T = 0.00, I =0.00% H =100
Test of group differences: Q:(1) =0.02, p=0.90
T

Random-effects REML model

T T T
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Figure set 39: Drinks less frequently

Drinks less frequently
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS O 138(085 221) 850
NS o 100 (057, 178) 651
BCS70 075(048 117) 932
NCDS o 1.56 (1.00, 2.45) 9.21
USOC —— 0.85 (0,69, 1.03) 19.58
i 1.04 (078, 1.37)
male
MCS a 1.34(0.76, 239) 649
NS o 1.06 (0.55, 2.04) 520
BCS70 o 1.04 (062, 1.75) 745
NCDS —8— 137(094, 200) 1136
Usoc —B— 090(070, 117) 1637
= 1.09 (0.87, 1.35)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.03, 1" = 40.83%, H = 1.69
Test of group differences: ,(1) =007, p=079
12 : 2
Random-effects REML model
Drinks less frequently
Mo longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS —B— 216 (1.30, 361) 1476
NS —@—4.31(2.05 9.07) 985
BCS70 103(026, 407) 393
NCDS 4:7 1.04 (045 240) 847
UsSoC = * B 1.34 (0.92, 1.95) 1859
i 1.77 (1.08, 2.90)
male
MCS —a— 112 (052, 242) 947
NS o 171(050, 589) 469
BCS70 a 126 (044, 362) 602
NCDS 092(041, 205 891
Usoc 1.14 (0.70, 1.86) 15232
1.14 (0.82, 1.59)

Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.09, I° = 41.78%, H = 1.72

Test of group differences: Q.(1)=2.09, p=0.15

Random-effects REML model
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Drinks less frequently
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
female
MCS o 0.84 (0.33, 2.14) 10.26
NCDS o 1.75 (0.68, 4.48) 10.19
Usoc —B—— 0.76 (0.42, 1.37) 23.27

R 0.94 (0.59, 1.51)
male
MCS o 0.90 (0.34, 2.37) 9.59
NCDS ——— @ 1.72(0.87, 3.39) 18.19
usoc — 1.36 (0.81, 2.30) 28.50

i 1.37 (0.94, 2.01)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.02, I° = 11.56%, H- = 1.13
Test of group differences: Q:(1) = 1.48, p = 0.22
1/2 1 2

Randome-effects REML model



Figure set 40: Current smoker

Current smoker
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS ——as—176(1.08 287} 290

NS —_— 133
BCST0 —a— 1.05

0.80, 2.20) 274
0.76, 1.46) 650

(
(
(
NCDS —_— 101 (066, 1.55) 379
usocC - 115(0.95, 1.38) 1948
ELSA "’ 104 (087, 1.26) 19.98
GS — 109(068 1.77) 299
&> 112 ( 1.00, 1.25)
male
MCS o 139(069, 2.81) 1.41
NS ° 070 (035, 1.39) 146
BCS70 -a 139(1.01, 1.93) 649
NCDS [ - IR 086 (058 1.28) 443
UsocC B 1.09 (090, 1.31) 2027
ELSA o 087 (065 1.18) 756
- 104 (0.87, 1.24)

Heterogeneity: 1 = 0.00, ' = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q.(1)=0.49, p=0.48

172 1 2
Random-effects REML model
Current smoker
MNo longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 85% ClI (%)
female
MCS —B— 2.00 (1.06, 3.76) 9.55
NS R - 0.44 (0.19, 1.00) 8.14
BCST0 —B— 1.44 (0.78, 2.64) 975
NCDS —B— 166 (068, 402) 773
usoc I - 0.86 (0.47, 1.57) 9.80
GS —B 095( 44, 2.06) 854
- 2 (0.74, 169)
male
MCS —B—293(1.25 6.84) 7.98
NS o 197 (0.71. 5.49) 6.84
BCST70 —B— 1.81(0.97, 3.37) 963
NCDS —B— 0.35(0.19. 0.64) 9.84
usoc o 0.52(0.20, 1.35) 7.26
ELSA 1] 1.13(0.28, 448) 495
—emii—— 111 (054, 2.28)

Heterogeneity: 7" = 0.32. I” = 68.49%, H = 3.17
Test of group differences: Qs(1)=0.00, p=10.99
14 12 1 2 4

Random-effects REML model



Current smoker
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS —@— 201089, 453} 618
NS L 081(017, 383y 207
NCDS o 184 (076, 445) 541
UsocC —B— 1.59( 1.10, 2.28) 1557
ELSA . 1.08 (097, 1.21) 2371
- 1.35(1.00, 1.82)
male
MCS —_— e 142 (062, 326) 596
NCDS —&— 068(038 121y 986
UsocC —— 077056, 1.07) 1683
ELSA —B— 095063, 1.41) 1441
. 084 (067, 1.05)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.06, I = 57.96%, H® = 2.38
Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 5.98, p=0.01
e 2 1 2 4

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 41: Smoking more

Smaoking maore
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS o 290(096, &71) 543
NS S * 1.23 (063, 2.42) 10.02
BCSTO —— 1.58 (0,96, 2.60) 13.02
NCDS — 1.70(066, 440) 669
usoc — 1.31(0.84, 2.04) 14.10
ELSA —a— 1.08 (044, 2864y 722
GS — 1.66 (083, 334) 970
. 146 (1.14, 1.87)
male
MCS o 237(043, 1312) 267
BCST70 —B—— 484(236, 989) 943
NCDS —a— 243(090, 654) 632
usoc — R 0.79(0.39, 1.60) 954
ELSA o 082029, 234) 586
—alii— 176 (081, 3.83)
Heterogeneity: T = 0.1, I” = 44.22%, H = 1.79
Test of group differences: Qs(1)=0.21, p=0.65
2 1 2 4 8
Random-effects REML model
Smoking more
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
female
BCS70 B 3.67 (1.21, 11.12) 33.66
usoc —B— 0.90 (0.35, 2.34) 38.16
——elll—— 177 (0.45, 6.98)
male
UsocC L ® ] 0.81(0.22, 3.068) 28.18
e 0.81 (0.22, 3.06)

Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.38, I’ = 54.10%, H = 2.18
Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 0.63, p = 0.43

Random-effects REML model



Smoking more
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
female

NS B 4.56 (1.60, 12.94) 48.68
usocC B 1.47 (055, 3.93) 51.32

— e —— 2.55(0.85, 7.71)

Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.37, I’ = 58.12%, H* = 2.39
Test of group differences: Q,(0) =0.00,p =.

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 42: Smoking less

Smoking less
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% ClI (%)
female
MCS — 157 (060, 412) 826
NS N - 212(079. 569) 801
BCST0 —a&— 057(020 162) 743
NCDS o 0.89(019. 418) 427
usoc - 0.79 (0.45, 1.39) 13.33
GS —a— 250(061, 10.16) 4.98
- 112 (070, 1.80)
male
MCS o 9.36(1.82, 4822) 391
NS —— 2.70(1.27, 570) 10.70
BCST70 —B— 175(0.78, 3.91) 999
NCDS —a— 113(042, 3.02) 802
usoc N - I 0.69(0.36, 1.31) 12.17
ELSA —a— 1.38(056, 3.38) 893
- 161(091, 2.85)
Heterogeneity: 1" = 0.17, I = 45.21%, H' = 1.83
Test of group differences: Qs(1)=092, p=0.34
1}4 1| .alt 1|6
Random-effects REML model
Smoking less
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% Cl (%)
female
MCS —B— 259(0.97, 6.92) 21.21
usoc —— 272(1.60, 4.63) 37.78
- 269 (168, 4.30)
male
MCS o 9.09 ( 1.85, 44.64) 10.61
usoc —B— 1.26(0.62, 2.55) 30.40
e — 2.96 ( 0.44, 20.16)

Heterogeneity: 7 = 0.15, I° = 46.66%, H = 1.87

Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 0.01, p=0.92

Random-effects REML model

32



Smoking less
Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% Cl (%)
female
MCS o | 6.11 (2.32, 16.08) 23.91
NS o 3.52(0.65, 19.11) 11.15
usoc 0 1.45(0.54, 3.86) 23.54
=T T 3.10 (1.17, 8.19)

male
usoc —— 159 (0.71, 3.53) 29.08
ELSA o 2.71(0.56, 13.28) 12.32

i 1.77 (0.87, 3.61)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.19, I = 38.08%, H = 1.62
Test of group differences: Q,(1) =0.83, p = 0.36

Random-effects REML model

16



Figure set 43: Current vaper

Current Vaper
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS o 0.76(0.30, 1.92) 4.15
NS o 3(0.51, 2.53) 5.47
BCS70 —8— 1.05(0.66, 1.70) 15.67
NCDS —a— 1.05(0.54, 2.03) 8.1
usoc —8— 0.82 (0.50, 1.35) 14.32
GS o 0.66(0.29, 1.51) 5.09
=il 0.92 (0.71, 1.20)
male
MCS o 0(043, 279) 4.06
NS o 1.24 (0.34, 4.50) 214
BCS70 —8— 0.71(0.40, 1.26) 10.59
NCDS —8— 0.85(0.45, 1.59) 8.99
usoc . - I 0.91(0.58, 1.41) 18.24
G5 o 3(0.38, 3.32) 3.05
- DBQ(DB?: 1.16)
Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I = 0.00%, H” = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qx(1) = 0.05, p = 0.83
w1 2 4
Random-effects REML model
Current vaper
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% Cl (%)
female
NS o 553(1.69, 18.03) 9.48
NCDS o 1.49(0.50, 4.46) 10.66
Usoc —B— 275(1.32, 573) 18.45
~l— 274(159, 472)
male
MCS —B— 094 (042, 2.14) 16.08
BCST0 o] 1.80(0.66, 4.94) 12.13
NCDS o 162 (051, 5.10) 9.93
usoc —B— 1.19(0.66, 2.15) 23.28
- 1.25(0.83, 1.87)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.10, I =32.33%, H° = 1.48

Test of group differences: Q:(1)=5.18, p = 0.02

1/2 1 2 4 8 16
Random-effects REML model



Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Current vaper

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
female
MCS o 1.26 (0.24, 6.54) 12.90
NS o 0.90(0.10, 8.08) 7.22
usocC —— 0.66 (0.25, 1.72) 37.77

i 0.79 (0.36, 1.72)
male
MCS o 0.84 (0.20, 3.57) 16.75
usocC o 0.92(0.28, 2.97) 25.37

—~— 0.89 (0.36, 2.21)
Heterogeneity: 1° = 0.00, I* = 0.00%, H’ = 1.00
Test of group differences: Qy(1) = 0.04, p=0.85

1/8 12 2 8

Random-effects REML model



Figure set 44: Vaping more

Vaping more
Furloughed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
female
MCS o 063(012, 3.26) 3.37
NS —B—3.75(1.56, 9.05) 11.21
BCS70 —B— 1.53 (0.67. 3.50) 12.52
NCDS B 0.88 ( 0.35, 2.25) 10.00
Usoc —B— 1.39(0.61, 3.19) 12.49
GS o 169(046, 6.15) 542
il 1.54 (0.96, 2.46)
male
MCS —a— 1.33(049, 359) 896
NS o 168(039, 727) 425
BCS70 —B 115(049, 2.70) 11.88
NCDS —B—351(1.36, 911) 968
UsocC —8— 1.34(0.53, 3.37) 10.20
il 1.61(1.04, 2.51)

Heterogeneity: T = 0.02, 1" =6.11%, H = 1.07

Test of group differences. Qu(1) =0.02, p=0.88

T T
1/8 112 2 8
Random-effects REML model

Vaping more
No longer employed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
female
NS o 4.92(1.26, 19.19) 19.56
usoc —B— 3.07(1.40, 6.75) 58.49
el 3.46 (1.75, 6.83)
male
usoc o 1.57 (0.43, 5.68) 21.94
e — 1.57 (0.43, 5.68)
Heterogeneity: 1~ = 0.00, I’ = 0.00%, H = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q,(1) =1.13, p = 0.29
T T T T T

112 1 2 4 8 16
Random-effects REML model



Vaping more

Stable unemployed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% CI (%)
female
usocC B 1.30 (0.36, 4.77) 100.00

2_

Heterogeneity: = 0.00, I°= %, H =.
Test of group differences: Q,(0) =-0.00,p =.

Random-effects REML model

e E—— 1 30 ( 0.36, 4.77)
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Figure set 45: Vaping less

Vaping less
Furloughed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
usocC —— 158 (0.85, 2.95) 47.05
-~ 158 (0.85, 2.95)
male
MCSs a 1.35( 0.11, 16.60) 2.92
NCDS o 1.32(0.30, 5.91) 8.20
usoc 1.03(0.53, 2.01) 41.83
t 1.09(0.61, 1.97)
Heterogeneity: 7° = 0.00, |° = 0.00%, H* = 1.00
Test of group differences: Q,(1) = 0.71, p = 0.40
B 12 2 8
Random-effects REML model
Vaping less
No longer employed vs. Stable employed
Risk ratio Weight
Study with 95% CI (%)
female
usocC 0.99 (0.23, 4.27) 53.07
;— 0.99 (0.23, 4.27)
male
UsocC B 1.32(0.28, 6.22) 46.93

Heterogeneity: T° = 0.00, I° = 0.00%, H* = 1.00

Test of group differences: Qu(1) = 0.07, p=0.79

Random-effects REML model

———eEE—— | 32 ( 0.28, 6.22)
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Vaping less

Became employed vs. Stable employed

Risk ratio Weight

Study with 95% ClI (%)
female
usocC o] 5.32(1.42, 19.95) 100.00

2_

Heterogeneity: = 0.00, I° = Y%, H =.

Test of group differences: Qu(0) = -0.00

Random-effects REML model

———ee—— 5 30 (1.42, 19.95)




