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ABSTRACT 

In the health and social sciences, two types of mixture model have been widely used 

by researchers to identify heterogeneous trajectories of participants within a 

population: latent class growth analysis (LCGA) and the growth mixture model 

(GMM). Both methods parametrically model trajectories of individuals, and capture 

latent trajectory classes, by using an expectation-maximization (E-M) algorithm. 

However, parametric modeling of trajectories using polynomial functions or 

monotonic spline functions results in limited flexibility for modelling trajectories; as a 

result, group membership may not be classified accurately due to model 

misspecification. In this paper, we propose a mixture model (SMM) allowing for 

smoothing functions of trajectories using a modified E-M algorithm. In the E step, 

participants are reassigned to only one group for which the estimated trajectory is the 

most similar to the observed one; in the M step, trajectories are fitted using 

generalized additive mixed models (GAMM) with smoothing functions of time. This 

modified E-M algorithm is straightforward to implement using the recently released 

“gamm4” macro in R. The SMM can incorporate time-varying covariates and be 

applied to longitudinal data with normal, Bernoulli, and Poisson distributions. 

Simulation results show favorable performance of the SMM in terms of classification 

of group membership. The proposed method is illustrated by its application to body 

mass index data of individuals followed from adolescence to young adulthood and the 

relationship with incidence of cardiometabolic disease.  
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1. INTRODUCTION 

In the health and social sciences, mixture model has been used to identify 

heterogeneous trajectories of participants within a population.1,2 Two types of 

parametric mixture models have been developed and widely used by researchers: the 

growth mixture model (GMM) proposed by Muthen et al and latent class growth 

analysis (LCGA) proposed by Nagin et al.3,4 Both models allow different sets of 

parameter values for mixture components corresponding to different unobserved 

subgroups of individuals, and capture latent trajectory classes with different growth 

curves by using an expectation-maximization (E-M) algorithm. The difference 

between the two models lies in that GMM allows for variation across individuals 

within the same group while LCGA assumes individuals within groups are 

homogenous.5 However, both GMM and LCGA model covariates as polynomial 

functions, although recent extensions of GMM allow for monotonically non-

decreasing I-spline functions 6, resulting in limited flexibility for modelling 

trajectories. Furthermore, group membership may not be classified accurately to 

represent the true unobserved subgroups due to model misspecification.  

              Semiparametric mixture models with smoothing functions of covariates have 

been developed.7,8 However, some limitations of these models are that they can only 

be applied to normally distributed data, and there is no existing software to implement 

them. Smoothing splines have been widely applied to model covariates nonlinearly in 

longitudinal data, e.g., in generalized linear models 9,10 and generalized estimating 

equations.11-14 To allow for mixed effects in models for longitudinal data, they were 

further implemented within generalized linear mixed models (GLMM),15-18 creating a 

new class of models referred to as generalized additive mixed models (GAMM).19 

GAMM provides nonparametric functions of covariates and uses random effects to 
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account for correlation in longitudinal data.19 Although the computation of GAMM is 

highly intensive, it is straightforward to apply using the package ‘gamm4’ in R, which 

performs well not only for continuous data, but also for binary and count data.20 As 

GAMM can model covariates with high flexibility and accounts for within-individual 

correlation, a natural extension is to consider a GAMM applied to trajectory analysis. 

Similar to GMM and LCGA which are essentially a combination of GLMM with 

latent class analysis, in this paper we develop a smoothing mixture model (SMM) 

allowing for smoothing functions of trajectories by combining GAMM with latent 

class analysis. As parameter estimation of our model based on maximum likelihood 

estimation (MLE) would be very computationally demanding, we use a modified E-M 

algorithm to simplify parameter estimation: in the E step, rather than assigning to all 

groups with different membership probabilities, each individual is assigned to only 

one group with the highest membership probability; in the M step, the existing 

package ‘gamm4’ is applied directly to estimate model parameters within each 

group.20 By adopting this algorithm, we avoid having to maximize intractable 

likelihoods,  greatly simplifying model development and application.   

 

2. METHOD 

Similar to the E-M algorithm, the group assignment was achieved by iterating the 

modified M and E steps. In the first iteration, we assigned participants to a predefined 

number of groups according to the mean value of a participant’s trajectory. In the M 

step, we fit GAMM models with smoothing functions of time for all groups and 

obtained predicted trajectories from all GAMM models for each individual. In the E 

step, we reassigned participants to the group for which the estimated trajectory was 
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the most similar to the observed one. We iterated the modified E-M algorithm until 

group membership no longer changes. The details of the method are outlined below.  

2.1. Notation. Let the sample consists of � individuals. Consider the data on 

individual � to consist of a vector �� of p repeated measurements over time ��, and a 

(q x p) matrix �� of covariates. The components of  �� could be continuous, count, or 

binary data. For example, �� could be repeated measures of lifestyle factors across 

adulthood. In the 1st iteration, we divided participants into � groups according to the 

mean value of a participant’s trajectory. Let individual � be assigned to the �th group. 

2.2. The modified E-M algorithm of group assignment. 

Step 1. Maximization step (M step)  

• Using individuals in the �th group, fit a nonparametric GAMM model with 

smoothing spline of time (e.g., using ‘gamm4’ package in R 3.2.5) 

�	
	���� � ��
�� � ��	��� � ��

����  , where �� is the outcome for the �th 

individual in group �, �	. � is the link function, �� is the vectors of times of 

measurement of ��, ��	. � is a smoothing function of time, � is a q × 1 vector of 

regression coefficients associated with covariates ��, ���  are independent b × 1 

vectors of random effects associated with covariates �� (the latter usually a subset 

of �� and ��).  

•  Although the vector �� for individual � only contributes to the parameter estimation 

in the �th group, we obtain � vectors of predicted value ������, ����	�, …, ����
� 

estimated from GAMMs fitted in the 1st, 2nd, …, �th groups, respectively. Given 

estimates from the � fitted GAMMs, ����
� can be expressed as 

    ���	��
��
 � ��	��� � ��

���
��. 

Step 2. Expectation step (E step) 
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•  For individual �, we obtain the log likelihood contributions ℓ����, ℓ����, …, ℓ��� of 

individual �’s trajectory of responses  belonging to the 1st, 2nd, …, �th groups. It 

can be shown for continuous, binary, and count data that  

ℓ��� ≈ - ��� � ����
���W���� � ����
��, where W� = diag��	�� !����
�"#��, a p x p 

diagonal matrix.         

— Formula (1) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

����
� can be estimated directly from the fitted GAMM in the �th group. For 

exponential family distributions, � is the dispersion parameter, �	�� is a function 

of the dispersion parameter, and  	. � is the variance function. Specifically, if $��  

belongs to normal distribution N (µ, &�), � is &�, �	�� is &�, and  	. � is 1. If $�� 

belongs to Bernoulli distribution B (1, p), � is 1, �	�� is 1, and  	. � is p(1-p). If 

$�� belongs to Poisson distribution P(µ), � is 1, �	�� is 1, and the  	. � is µ. 

•  We compare ℓ����, ℓ����, … , ℓ���. In a departure from the traditional algorithm 

where in the E step individual � is reassigned to all of the � groups with different 

probabilities, in our proposal, individual � is reassigned to the group with the 

largest likelihood, ℓ� � max 	ℓ����, ℓ����, … , ℓ���). 

Derivation of formula (1): For the �th group, the ℓ���conditional on ,� can be 

expressed as ℓ���	��| 
,  �
� = - 
�

��
-�	��; ����
��, where -�	��; ����
�� is the 

deviance. The deviance statistic -�	��; ����
�� can be approximated by the Pearson 

chi-square statistic 

- 
�

��
-�	��; ����
�� ≈ -∑ �������������

�

��������������
�
���  = -∑ �$�� � $/����� �

��������������
�$�� � $/������

���  = 

- ��� � ����
���W���� � ����
�� 
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Step 3. Iteration of E-M steps.  

Iterate the modified E-M steps until model converges. Model convergence is 

determined when the group membership for all individuals no longer change, and the 

sum of the largest likelihood for all individuals ∑ ℓ�
�
���   remains the same. 

2.3. Number of groups. The Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC) is used to 

compare model fit assuming different numbers of groups.21-23 Consider that we divide 

all individuals’ trajectories into � groups. Upon model convergence, the log 3�, 

log 3�, …, log 3 are the log likelihoods estimated using GAMM in the 1st, 2nd, …, 

�th groups, and 4�, 4�, …, 4 are the respective degrees of freedom. The BIC for our 

mixture model is defined as 

567 �  �2 9 ∑ log 3�

��� � 	log	# ;� ;,<=> �?�;�<�� 9 	∑ 4� � � � 1�

��� . Log 3� 

and 4� can be obtained using the MER and EDF commands from the ‘gamm4’ output 

in R 3.2.5, which apply to data with normal, Bernoulli, and Poisson distributions.   

 

3. SIMULATION 

We conducted a simulation study to assess the performance of the proposed SMM in 

terms of classification of group membership. 

3.1. Simulation strategy. We simulated datasets with 2, 3, and 4 groups of 

trajectories, with 100 individuals in each group and 20 observations for each 

individual at time points evenly spaced between 0 to 1. We simulated each 

individual’s trajectory using functions shown below, which could produce a variety of 

trajectory shapes with high flexibility and be used to generate data with normal, 

Bernoulli, and Poisson distributions. Specifically, for individual � at time B in the �th 

group, �	�=��	$����� was generated from C�� 9 �?����� 9 D10 9 �1 � ?��F
��� �

C�� 9 	10 9 ?���	� 9 �1 � ?���
�� C�� � C�� , where >��, >��, >��, >��,  C�� , C��, 
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and C��  were group-specific parameter, and C��  was an individual-specific parameter 

that belonged to a normal distribution with mean 0 and standard deviation 1. For data 

from a normal distribution, �	. � was identity function, and we included a random 

error G��� ~ N(0, 1) to �=��	$���� to simulate $��� . For Bernoulli distribution, �	. � 

was logit function. We obtained �=��	$���� = 
� ! �#��$����������

�%� ! �#��$����������
, and sampled 

each observation $��� from a Bernoulli distribution with �=��	$����. For Poisson 

distribution, �	. � was log function. We obtained �=��	$���� = 

exp 	�	�=��	$������, and sampled each observation $���  from a Poisson 

distribution with �=��	$����. For normal, Bernoulli, and Poisson distributions, we 

generated trajectories with high, medium, and low separation by assigning different 

values to the standard deviation of C�� . Compared to trajectories with high separation, 

trajectories with low separation had larger individual-specific random-effects. The 

parameter setting with high, medium, and low separation is shown in Table S1 for 

data with normal, Bernoulli, and Poisson distributions. The mean trajectories 

simulated are shown in Figures 1-3 for data with normal, Bernoulli, and Poisson 

distributions. 

3.2 Model fit. We have developed an R script for the proposed smoothing mixture 

model, and the code is shown in supplemental material. We initially assigned 

individuals to different groups based on the rank of average value of Y across time 

points. To obtain model estimates, the modified E-M algorithm was iterated for 20 

times, which suggested model convergence as indicated by BIC from each iteration. 

We randomly simulated the datasets with normal, Bernoulli, and Poisson distributions 

for 1000 times and fit the SMM to each of the simulated datasets. We obtained the 

percentage of individuals that were correctly classified (individuals that remained in 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 18, 2019. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2019.12.13.19014928doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2019.12.13.19014928


9 

 

the same group), the correlation coefficient between predicted and observed values 

(Pearson correlation for data with normal distribution and Spearman correlation for 

data with Bernoulli and Poisson distributions), and the number of groups identified as 

indicated by the lowest BIC (for simulated data with two trajectory groups, we 

compared BIC assuming one, two and three groups; for simulated data with three 

trajectory groups, we compared BIC assuming two, three, and four groups; for data 

with four trajectory groups, we compared BIC assuming three, four, and five groups).  

3.3. Results. We simulated trajectories with high flexibility to evaluate the 

performance of SMM in modeling non-linear trajectories. We further simulated 

trajectory groups with high, medium, and low separation to assess the performance of 

our model in classifying group membership and identifying number of groups. As to 

data with normal distribution, our model successfully classified most of the 

individuals in settings with high and medium separation between groups (Table 1). 

Even for low separation, with a large standard deviation of 5 for individual-specific 

random-effects, our model successfully classified 70-80% of individuals. Consistently, 

we found strong correlation between observed and predicted values, and the predicted 

trajectories were highly similar to the simulated trajectories (Figure S1). Our model 

identified correct number of groups in the scenario of high separation, however, it 

tended to identify more groups with medium and low separation. As to data with 

Bernoulli distribution, our model assigned group membership with high accuracy for 

trajectories with high separation (Table 2), and the predicted trajectories were similar 

to simulated ones with high separation (Figure S2) although the correlation between 

observed and predicted values was not particularly strong. In addition, our model 

tended to identify more groups of trajectories in scenario of medium and low 

separation. For data with Poisson distribution, the SMM correctly assigned most of 
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the individuals in datasets with high and medium separation (Table 3). Our model 

fitted the data well as indicated by the high similarity between predicted and 

simulated trajectories; however, the correlation between observed and predicted 

values was not particularly strong (Figure S3). Similar to data with normal and 

Bernoulli distribution, our model identified more groups in scenarios of medium and 

low separation.  

 

4. APPLICATIONS 

The Growing-up Today Study (GUTS) was established in 1996 when women 

participating in the Nurses’ Health Study II (NHSII) were invited to enroll their 

children aged 9 to 14 years into this new cohort. A total of 16,882 children responded 

to the baseline questionnaires. Participants have been followed up with yearly self-

administered follow-up questionnaires between 1997 and 2001 and with biennial 

questionnaires thereafter through 2013. GUTS participants reported their height and 

weight at baseline, and updated these data on follow-up questionnaires. Adolescents 

have been found to be able to provide valid reports of height and weight 24-26. Body 

mass index (BMI) was calculated as the ratio of weight (kg) to height (m) squared. In 

adolescents (<18 y), obesity was defined as a BMI at or above the age- and sex-

specific cutoffs proposed by the International Obesity Task Force (IOTF) 24. In adults 

(≥18 y), obesity was defined as BMI ≥30 kg/m2. In 2010 and 2013, participants were 

asked to report in questionnaire whether they developed diabetes, hypertension, and 

hypercholesterolemia, and the year of diagnosis (<1996, 1996-1999, 2000-2005, and 

2006-2013). We created a composite outcome cardiometabolic incidence, defined as 

incidence of diabetes, hypertension, or hypercholesterolemia. To minimize reverse 

causation, we excluded participants who were diagnosed before 1999 and censored 
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BMI reported after diagnosis of cardiometabolic disease. We further excluded 

individuals with less than two BMI measurements. For participants who were siblings, 

we randomly chose one participant to avoid between-person correlation of BMI. In 

total, we included 10,743 participants among whom 1043 cases of cardiometabolic 

disease. We collected information on total energy intake and physical activity in 1996, 

1997, 1998, and 2001 using self-reported questionnaire. We identified BMI 

trajectories of GUTS participants using LCGA, GMM, and SMM. We assumed 

random effects for SMM, and iterated the E-M algorithm for 100 times, which 

suggested model convergence as indicated by BIC from each iteration. The LCGA 

was fitted using the “traj” command in STATA (Version 11, StataCorp, TX),27 and 

we modeled trajectories with cubic polynomials using LCGA. The GMM was fitted 

using the “LCMM” package in R 3.5.0,6 and we modeled the trajectories using I-

splines with 5 knots at quantiles. We compared the SMM to the LCGA and GMM in 

terms of log likelihood (LLK), BIC, and trajectories delineated using the models. We 

examined associations of identified trajectories with risk of cardiometabolic disease 

using logistic regression.  

We delineated trajectories of BMI from 9 to 30 years adjusting for time-stable (sex) 

and time-varying covariates (total energy intake and physical activity), and SMM 

showed the highest LLK and lowest BIC in comparison to LCGA and GMM (Table 

4). Although BIC decreased with increase in number of groups using all three models, 

we chose three groups to select a parsimonious model that captures a high amount of 

information. Of the three trajectories identified using SMM, one had consistently high 

BMI through the follow-up period (on average, participants in this group were obese 

at 47% times of assessment); one had consistently medium BMI (participants in this 

group were obese at 3% times of assessment); and the other trajectory had 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 18, 2019. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2019.12.13.19014928doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2019.12.13.19014928


12 

 

consistently low BMI (participants in this group were not obese at any time of 

assessment) (Figure 4). For all three trajectories, BMI increased with age; and the 

growth rate of BMI was high in adolescence and slowed after adulthood (age ≥18 

years). In general, the trajectories estimated using LCGA were similar to those 

estimated using SMM, however, the trajectory of the consistently high BMI group 

was not as smooth as that produced using SMM. For trajectories generated using 

GMM, although BMI increased with age, the increase rate of BMI accelerated with 

age and this trend persisted even after adulthood. We examined associations of 

trajectories identified using the three methods with risk of cardiometabolic diseases, 

and found that the odds ratio of cardiometablic diseases was significantly higher in 

medium and high BMI groups in a dose-response manner comparing to the 

consistently low BMI group (Table 5).  

 

5. DISCUSSION 

In this study, we developed a mixture model allowing for smoothing functions of 

trajectories using a modified E-M algorithm. In the E step, we reassigned participants 

to only one group for which the estimated trajectory was the most similar to the 

observed one, and in the M step, we utilized the recently released “gamm4” macro to 

fit GAMM models with smoothing functions of time. Comparing to existing mixture 

models including LCGA and GMM, the advantages of SMM lie in modeling 

trajectories with high flexibility and the application to data with normal, Bernoulli, 

and Poisson distributions.  

           In a simulation study, we simulated highly flexible longitudinal data with low, 

medium, and high separations to evaluate performance of our model in classifying 

group membership, delineating trajectories, and identifying number of groups. As to 
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data with a normal distribution and medium to high separation, our model achieved 

outstanding performance in assigning group membership and delineating trajectories, 

which indicates potentially wide application of our model to non-linear longitudinal 

trends with normal distributed data. As to data with Bernoulli and Poisson, our model 

performed reasonably well in assigning group membership and estimating trajectories 

when there was medium to high separation. This is a distinct advantage of our model 

in comparison to other mixture models. Instead of adopting logit or log link function 

and using generalized estimating equations for model estimation, GMM treats data 

with Bernoulli and Poisson distributions as ordinal outcomes and uses threshold 

functions for model estimation.6 As GMM assumes a threshold effect between time 

and observed outcome, the trajectories estimated are less flexible. In contrast,  when  

our model is applied  to data with Bernoulli and Poisson distributions it takes 

advantage of the most recently published “gamm4” macro to fit GAMM. Compared 

to the earlier “gamm” macro, gamm4 does not use penalized quasi-likelihood (PQL) 

for model estimation, and thus gives better performance to binary and low mean count 

data.20  

          While recognizing our model has some potential advantages for highly flexible 

modelling and convenient application to data with different distributions, we 

acknowledge several limitations of the SMM. First, using BIC, our model tended to 

identify too many groups, even in the scenario of medium separation that indicates 

relatively low heterogeneity in trajectories. However, this is also a common issue for 

mixture models, which occurred for LCGA and GMM in the application section of 

our paper. Nagin et al holds the viewpoint that the most basic test of adequacy is 

whether the final model adequately addresses the research question,1 and Bauer et al 

suggests that the number and shape of groups should be guided by a priori 
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expectation.28  Second, the application of our method can be computationally 

demanding, given that in the M step, the “gamm4” macro needs to estimate between-

person random effects; moreover, the modified E-M algorithm can require a large 

number of iterations. Thus, for our method, computation time may be a concern for 

datasets with large sample size and multiple repeated measurements. Third, by using 

an iterative, hill-climbing procedure, the modified E-M algorithm may converge to a  

local maximum, and initial assignment of group membership affects the local 

maximum identified and the speed of convergence. In our study, we used rank of 

mean value of individual’s trajectory to assign initial group membership. Comparing 

to other initialization procedures such as random starting values and k-means 

algorithm, this method is simple to apply and avoids multiple initial assignment to 

reduce computation time.29  

          In the application, we identified trajectories of BMI across adolescence and 

young adulthood using SMM in comparison to LCGA and GMM. The BMI 

trajectories identified using SMM increased with age, and the growth rate of BMI 

slowed down after individual entering adulthood. This is consistent with the 

depictions of growth charts of U.S. adolescence, which shows that growth spurts 

begin at 10-12 years, last throughout adolescence, and end at 18-20 years with the 

cessation of rapid growth 30. Our study adds new knowledge that individuals with 

high, medium, and low BMI at baseline share similar growth patterns, and individuals 

with high BMI in adolescence are highly likely to remain obese in young adulthood. 

Moreover, we found that individuals with high BMI in adolescence are associated 

with higher risk of cardiometabolic diseases in early adulthood. The potential 

mechanism is that childhood obesity is associated with chronic inflammation and 

elevation of inflammation biomarkers 31. This can lead to insulin resistance, 
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dyslipidemia, and high blood pressure, which enhance the development and 

progression of cardiometabolic diseases. Overall, the application study showed the 

importance of adopting a healthy BMI in adolescence and maintaining a low-BMI 

growth trajectory in prevention of obesity and cardiometabolic diseases in young 

adulthood. By applying our model to life-course epidemiology, our model has 

significant public health implication in enhancing our understanding of how early 

exposure over time affects health outcomes. Given the high flexibility of trajectory 

modeling and the convenient application to data with different distributions, we 

expect our model has broad application in health and social sciences.  

           In the application of our model to trajectories of BMI across adolescence and 

young adulthood, we would like to clarify two concerns. First, in the M step of the 

modified E-M algorithm, instead of estimating parameters using an overall likelihood 

that fitted the whole data, we split the dataset into several groups and fitted GAMM 

within each group. Thus, for covariates included in the SMM, the underlying 

assumption is that associations of covariates with BMI might differ across trajectory 

groups. Second, we censored BMI after development of cardiometabolic disease. This 

might lead to different patterns of exposure distribution associated with outcome, as 

individuals who did not develop disease would have exposures repeatedly measured 

at more time points. Thus, how to extend our method to deal with time-to-event 

outcome would be a highly interesting direction for future research.  

           In summary, we developed a mixture model allowing for smoothing functions 

of trajectories using a modified E-M algorithm. Our model can be applied to normal, 

Bernoulli, and Poisson distributed data, and has favorable performance in terms of 

classification of group membership. Application of our model to life course 

epidemiology shows its potentially wide application in health and social sciences.  
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6. SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS 

R script of our smoothing mixture model is also provided in the online Supplementary 

Materials.  
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Figure 1. Simulated longitudinal data with normal distribution.   
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Table 1. Model fit for longitudinal data with normal distribution simulated for 1000 
times using smoothing mixture model (SMM).  
 

 Random 
effect, 

C�� 

 Percentage of 
individuals 
correctly 
classified 

(%, median) 

Pearson correlation 
coefficient between 

predicted and 
observed value 

(mean) 

Number of groups 
identified as indicated by 
lowest BIC (percentage of 

datasets over 1000 
simulated datasets) *  

Two groups     
High separation  N(0, 0.5) 100 0.98 2 (100%) 
Medium separation  N(0, 2) 100 0.94 2 (82%), 3(18%) 
Low separation  N(0, 5) 86 0.82 2 (5%), 3 (95%) 
Three groups     
High separation  N(0, 0.5) 100 0.99 3 (100%) 
Medium separation  N(0, 2) 98 0.96 3 (35%), 4 (65%) 
Low separation  N(0, 5) 75 0.89 3 (15%), 4 (85%) 
Four groups     
High separation  N(0, 0.5) 100 0.99 4 (100%) 
Medium separation  N(0, 2) 99 0.97 3 (10%), 4 (53%), 5 (37%) 
Low separation  N(0, 5) 81 0.93 4 (38%), 5 (62%) 

 
*BIC: Bayesian information criterion.  
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Figure 2. Simulated longitudinal data with Bernoulli distribution (we presented data 
simulated with median separation). 
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Table 2. Model fit for longitudinal data with Bernoulli distribution simulated for 1000 
times using smoothing mixture model (SMM).  
 

 Random 
effect, 

C��  

 Percentage 
of individuals 

correctly 
classified 

(%, median) 

Spearman correlation 
coefficient between 

predicted and 
observed value 

(mean) 

Number of groups identified 
as indicated by lowest BIC 
(percentage of datasets over 
1000 simulated datasets) * 

Two groups     
High separation N(0, 0.5) 100 0.65 2 (77%), 3 (23%) 

Medium separation N(0, 2) 65 0.53 2 (8%), 3 (92%) 
Low separation N(0, 4) 53 0.64 3 (100%) 
Three groups     

High separation N(0, 0.5) 99 0.61 3 (69%), 4 (31%) 
Medium separation N(0, 2) 60 0.60 4 (100%) 

Low separation N(0, 4) 50 0.69 3 (1%), 4(99%) 
Four groups     

High separation N(0, 0.5) 97 0.70 4 (63%), 5 (37%) 
Medium separation N(0, 2) 56 0.67 5 (100%) 

Low separation N(0, 4) 44 0.73 5(100%) 
 
 
*BIC: Bayesian information criterion.  
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Figure 3. Simulated longitudinal data with Poisson distribution (we presented data 
simulated with median separation). 
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Table 3. Model fit for longitudinal data with Poisson distribution simulated for 1000 
times using smoothing mixture model (SMM). 
 

 Random 
effect, 

C��  

 Percentage 
of individuals 

correctly 
classified 

(%, median) 
 

Spearman correlation 
coefficient between 

predicted and 
observed value 

(mean) 

Number of groups identified 
as indicated by lowest BIC 
(percentage of datasets over 
1000 simulated datasets) * 

Two groups     
High separation  N(0, 0.1) 100 0.75 2 (38%), 3 (62%) 
Medium separation  N(0, 0.3) 94 0.73 2 (3%), 3 (97%) 
Low separation  N(0, 0.5) 81 0.70 2 (15%), 3 (85%) 
Three groups     
High separation  N(0, 0.1) 97 0.68 3 (59%), 4 (41%) 
Medium separation  N(0, 0.3) 90 0.65 3 (10%), 4 (90%) 
Low separation  N(0, 0.5) 73 0.59 3 (5%), 4 (95%) 
Four groups     
High separation  N(0, 0.1) 96 0.65 4 (12%), 5 (88%) 
Medium separation  N(0, 0.3) 85 0.63 4 (15%), 5 (85%) 
Low separation  N(0, 0.5) 66 0.62 4 (7%), 5 (93%) 

 
 
*BIC: Bayesian information criterion.  
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Table 4. Comparison of model fit for trajectories of body mass index (BMI) using 
latent class growth analysis (LCGA), growth mixture model (GMM), and smoothing 
mixture model (SMM) in the Growing-up Today Study (GUTS). 
 

Number of 
groups classified 

Model 
Log likelihood 

 
BIC 

2 LCGA -153622 307364 
2 GMM -149440 299048 
2 SMM -129152 258565 
3 LCGA -145499 291183 
3 GMM -142274 284780 
3 SMM -124450 249284 
4 LCGA -141649 283548 
4 GMM -139180 278657 
4 SMM -121378 243262 
5 LCGA -139645 279605 
5 GMM -137662 275687 
5 SMM -119257 239145 

Trajectories adjusted for sex and time-varying variables including total energy intake 
and physical activity. 
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Figure 4. Trajectories of body mass index delineated using latent class growth 
analysis (LCGA), growth mixture model (GMM), and smoothing mixture model 
(SMM) in the Growing-up Today Study (GUTS). 

  

                            a. LCGA                                                  b. GMM                                            

  

                           c. SMM 
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Table 5. Associations of trajectories of body mass index with risk of cardiometabolic 
disease using latent class growth analysis (LCGA), growth mixture model (GMM), 
and smoothing mixture model (SMM) in the Growing-up Today Study (GUTS). 
 

 Low BMI Medium BMI High BMI 
LCGA    
Number of cases/participants 463/5803 404/3787 176/1153 
Odds ratio 1.00 1.38 (1.20, 1.58) 2.08 (1.72, 2.50) 
GMM    
Number of cases/participants 329/4605 471/4429 243/1709 
Odds ratio 1.00 1.55 (1.33, 1.79) 2.15 (1.81, 2.57) 
SMM    
Number of cases/participants 416/5390 434/4095 193/1258 
Odds ratio 1.00 1.42 (1.23, 1.63) 2.17 (1.80, 2.60) 
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