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ABSTRACT  

 

 

Background: Adult obesity prevention policies, which are largely untargeted, have met with 

limited success globally.  Population groups with the highest risk of weight gain, if they 

could be reliably identified using readily available information, might benefit from targeted 

policy. The relative importance of age, sex, ethnicity, geographical region and social 

deprivation for weight gain is unknown.   

Methods: We calculated longitudinal changes in BMI over one, five and ten years and 

investigated transition between BMI categories using 11,187,383 clinically recorded, 

repeated measures of BMI from population-based electronic health records of 2,328,477 

adults in England (1998- 2016). The influence of risk factors was tested using logistic 

regression. 

Findings: The youngest adult age group (18-24 years) was more strongly associated with risk 

of weight gain than older age, male sex, socioeconomic deprivation, ethnicity or geographic 

region.  Among the youngest adults, the top quartile gained 15.9kg in men and 12kg in 

women at 10 years. The odds of transitioning to a higher BMI category over 10 years were 4-

6 times higher in the youngest (18-24 years) compared to oldest (65-74 years) individuals; 

odds ratio (95% confidence interval) 4.22 (3.85-4.62)) from normal weight to overweight or 

obesity, 4.60 (4.06-5.22) for overweight to obesity, and 5.87 (5.23-6.59) from obesity to 

severe obesity in multiple adjusted analyses.  Among the youngest adults, socially deprived 

men were at greater risk  of transitioning from normal weight to overweight (72%)  and from 

overweight to obesity (68%) over 10 years. We provide an open access online risk calculator 

(https://pasea.shinyapps.io/bmi_shiny_app/) and present high resolution obesity risk charts 

over a 1-, 5- and 10-year follow-up. 
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Interpretation: A radical shift in policy is required to focus on those at highest risk of 

weight gain - young adults - for individual and population level prevention of obesity and its 

long-term consequences for health and health care. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Adult obesity prevention policies, which are largely untargeted, have had limited success 

globally[1,2] and the high prevalence of obesity is predicted to increase dramatically[3,4].  

Population-wide approaches to obesity prevention could be complemented by new targeted 

approaches to intervention if it were possible to identify population groups at highest risk of 

weight gain using information readily available in national public health systems.[1]   Current 

obesity prevention policies are informed by population evidence from cross-sectional surveys 

[5], which by definition cannot evaluate weight change, and highlight the higher cross-

sectional prevalence of obesity in middle age, socially deprived areas, and in some ethnic 

groups.[6]  In longitudinal research, younger compared to older adults have a greater risk of 

weight gain in some[7,8] but not all studies [9] (see Table S1.1 in the Appendix)  

An emerging data science opportunity to identify population groups at high risk for 

weight gain comes from population-based electronic health records (EHR). Understanding 

how adult age, sex, ethnicity, geographical region and social deprivation might combine to 

identify groups at highest risk of weight gain, is essential if targeted policy is to be 

considered. We found no previous studies providing such evidence.  Population-based 

electronic health records offer valid measurements of weight and BMI change [10-11] and 

have potential advantages (compared to consented cohort studies) of sufficient scale to 

evaluate the joint contribution of several factors, contemporary and updatable and low-cost 

measurements.   

Here we report, for the first time, the use of population-based EHR as a way of 

answering longstanding calls for ‘monitoring basic population weight data’[12]  in the 

context of weight change. We present within-individual 1-, 5- and 10-year BMI change 

patterns with the following objectives: (i) to test the extent to which temporal trends in mean 

BMI 1999-2016 are replicated between electronic health records and health survey data [13]; 
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(ii) to compare the extent and distribution of BMI change across age and within BMI 

categories; (iii) to estimate the associations of age, sex, social deprivation, ethnicity and 

region with transitions across BMI categories and (iv) to provide a risk calculator (online and 

chart), showing how these risk factors combine to identify high risk groups for transitioning 

to higher BMI categories.  

 

 

METHODS 

Study population 

We used clinically recorded measures of height, weight and BMI from usual practice in 

primary care in England in the Clinical Practice Research Datalink.  This study was carried 

out as part of the CALIBER© resource (https://www.ucl.ac.uk/health-informatics/caliber and 

https://www.caliberresearch.org/).  CALIBER, led from the UCL Institute of Health 

Informatics, is a research resource providing validated electronic health record phenotyping 

algorithms and tools for national structured data sources. These EHR data came from patients 

registered in 400 primary care practices and were accessed through the CALIBER 

programme[14]. We studied 2,328,477 adults with recorded BMI measurements in England 

between 1998 and 2016 (see Appendix, Section 2).  The study was approved by the MHRA 

(UK) Independent Scientific Advisory Committee [ISAC number: 18_010R], under Section 

251 (NHS Social Care Act 2006). 

 

Weight, height and BMI EHR phenotypes  

NHS policy is for weight and height to be recorded at registration with a general practice and 

then repeated for health checks and at clinical discretion[11]. We extracted height (in meters, 

m), weight (in kg) and BMI (in kg/m2) measurements, as recorded in usual care by 
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physicians, nurses and health care assistants using a range of devices. We included 

individuals with BMI and weight measurements recorded during the period in which they had 

eligible linked data, with at least one year of follow-up time. Weight is one of the most 

frequently recorded and repeated measures in the general population as part of preventive 

health practice, while BMI has proven to be representative when it is combined with model-

based imputation from Health Survey from England[10]. We excluded BMI records (Figure 

S5.1A) during pregnancy; where two observations on the same day differed by more than 0.5 

kg/m2; individuals whose highest BMI was more than double their lowest BMI record and  

observations where the absolute difference between recorded and calculated BMI on the same 

date was more than 1 kg/m2. We defined four categories: underweight (BMI<18.5kg/m2), 

normal weight (BMI≥18.5 and BMI<25kg/m2), overweight (BMI≥25 and BMI<30kg/m2), 

non-severe obesity (BMI≥30kg/m2 and BMI<40kg/m2) and severe obesity (BMI≥40kg/m2).  

Demographic factors   

We defined age (at the date of the first BMI record) using age 18-24 years as the youngest 

adult category, sex (men/women), ethnicity [White, Asian (Chinese, Indian, Pakistani, 

Bangladeshi, other Asian), Black (Black African, Black Caribbean, Black other) and 

Mixed/Other], an area based measure of social deprivation, index of multiple deprivation 

(IMD in quintiles from low to high deprived), and region (London, South West, South 

Central, South East, West Midlands, East of England, central North East, and North West). 

 

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS 

Comparison of time trends in mean BMI: From the 2,328,477 individuals in CALIBER 

(England), we selected at random one BMI observation and we compared the mean BMI 

1999-2016 in England with the corresponding US trend (reported from NHANES[15] over 

the same period, by age group. We also compared the EHR measures of BMI with 
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standardised survey measures of BMI from an annual cross sectional survey, the Health 

Survey for England, by age and sex[13].  

 

 

Defining 1, 5 and 10-year within individual BMI change  

To estimate the 1, 5 and 10-year BMI change we selected at random one pair of 

measurements per individual within window intervals of 6 months to 2 years, 4 years to 6 

years and 8 years to 12 years respectively.  We assumed that any change in BMI for each 

individual was linear in the window periods (see Appendix, Section 2). We then calculated 

the 10th, 25th, 50th, 75th and 90th centile of the distribution of the 1-, 5- and 10-year BMI 

change, by age and BMI category.   We calculated weight change for an average height 

individual (1.76m for men and 1.62m for women). For more details, see Appendix, Section 5. 

 

Missing values 

 The problem of missing values arises because not all individuals had two BMI 

measurements within the specific windows of interest (see figure S2.1B). We assumed that 

data for BMI change were missing not at random (MNAR) i.e. missing values on BMI 

change might depend on BMI change itself.  For this reason, we applied multiple imputation 

with delta adjustment, as it provides a flexible and transparent means to impute missing data 

under MNAR mechanisms[16]. More specifically, we created multiple copies of datasets 

(N=10) with missing values of BMI change being imputed values sampled from their 

predictive distribution (under MAR), through multiple imputation. We then make the missing 

systematically different from the observed by adding a value (denoted by delta) to our 

imputed BMI change values. These delta values need to be specified, using external data. 
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Here, these were derived from the average 10-year BMI change by age and sex in the 

population, calculated from the HSE. For more details, see Appendix, section 3.  

 

Transitions between BMI categories 

 We calculated the age-standardised transition between BMI categories at 1, 5 and 10 

years, based on the age structure of the English population (Office for National Statistics), 

and BMI information from the survey (for more details, see Appendix, section 6). We 

produced risk charts estimated the 10-year BMI transition, by age, index of multiple 

deprivation and current BMI overall, as well as separately for men and women non-

parametrically. We also created an online risk calculator 

(https://pasea.shinyapps.io/bmi_shiny_app/ ) for the 10-BMI transition based on socio-

demographic factors. The estimation of the online calculator is semi-parametric; that is the 

(non-parametric) 10-year BMI transition by age, sex, index of multiple deprivation and 

current BMI overall is calculated in white individuals and then multiplied by the relative risk 

of transitions of ethnicity (from figure 4), after converting the corresponding odds ratios to 

relative risk (see Appendix, section 3.5). 

 We estimated the odds ratios of the sociodemographic factors for the transition 

between BMI category within 1-, 5- and 10-year periods, using logistic regression models. In 

all these models, we additionally adjusted for BMI at baseline, family history of CVD, use of 

diuretics and for prevalent chronic conditions at baseline (cancer, diabetes, CVD, 

psychological conditions, dementia, chronic kidney disease, systemic lupus erythematosus, 

rheumatoid arthritis, gout, ulcerative colitis, Parkinson disease, multiple sclerosis and renal 

disease). 

 

Sensitivity analyses 
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In the sensitivity analyses, we applied the same analysis, but i) excluded all missing values 

(complete case analysis), ii) assumed data were missing at random, i.e used standard multiple 

imputation without delta adjustment, iii) without controlling for the prevalent chronic 

conditions, iv) excluded individuals with prevalent chronic diseases, and v) excluded 

individuals with prevalent chronic diseases and those who developed chronic conditions 

during follow-up (Appendix, Section 5).  Definitions of chronic diseases and drugs are in the 

Appendix (Section 4). 

 

RESULTS 

Validation between EHR (CALIBER data) and Health Survey for England 

Differences in mean BMI estimates between CALIBER (EHR) and HSE data were 

negligible, especially for individuals aged<65 years old (see Figure S3.3.1 in the Appendix).  

 

Time trends in mean BMI in England and US  

The mean BMI increased in England between 1999-2016 based on EHRs in each age group, 

and the rate of increase was similar to that in the US (based on consented survey data from 

NHANES) – with the US mean BMI higher by about 2kg/m2 in each biannual period and 

each age group (Figure 1).   

 

Initial and estimated weight at 10 years 

We calculated the initial and estimated average of weight after 10 years in CALIBER, by age 

and sex (figure 2). We observed that younger individuals gained on average more weight 

compared to older individuals within a decade. For example, the average initial weight of 

men aged 18-24 was 80.8kg and their average estimated weight after 10 years was 90.2kg. 
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Age specific distribution of BMI and weight change 

The youngest adults (aged 18-24 years) had the highest increase in 10-year BMI (highest 

median and 90th centile), and the widest distribution (inter-decile range (IDR = 90th centile - 

10th centile) in each BMI category. Each of these measures decreased progressively with age 

(Figure S2.2) in each BMI category.  For example, among normal weight individuals aged 

18-24 years the median and 90th centile of BMI change was 9.9% and 31.3%, compared to 

0% and 15% in individuals aged 65-74 years respectively.  Younger compared to older adults 

had wider BMI change distributions among all initial BMI categories. Among initially 

normal weight individuals those aged 18-24 years (vs 65-74 years) had an inter-decile range 

(IDR)=41.4% vs 30% respectively. 

 

Figure S2.2 reports the expected weight change for a man and a woman of average height 

(1.76m and 1.62m respectively). It suggests that the youngest adults had the highest weight 

change:  top quartile of whom at 10 years gained 15.9kg (men) and 12kg (women). The top 

decile of individuals aged 18-24 years gained 23.4kg (men) and 18.8kg (women) at 10 years. 

Figures S2.3 and S2.4 show that this finding is consistent across all BMI categories.   

 

Absolute risk of BMI category transitions  

Figure 3 shows that among normal weight individuals, the absolute risk of transitioning to 

overweight or obesity at one, five and ten years, was 13%, 22.5% and 29%. Among 

overweight individuals 11%, 20.6% and 28.6% developed obesity at one, five and ten years 

respectively. Among individuals with obesity, we found that 14.7%, 18.1% and 18.9% 

transitioned to overweight and 0.6%, 1.6% and 2.8% to normal weight at one, five and ten 

years respectively.  
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Absolute risk and odds ratios of BMI transitions by socio-demographic factors 

Figure 4 shows that the youngest adults, age 18-24 years, had the highest absolute risk 

(AR=37%) and odds ratio (vs 65-74 years) OR=4.22 (95%CI: 3.85-4.62) of transitioning 

from normal weight to overweight or obesity at ten years. Other demographic factors were 

less associated with this transition; more deprived individuals [OR (5th vs 1st quintile of 

IMD)=1.23 (1.18-1.27) men (vs women) [OR= 1.12 (1.08-1.16)] and black individuals (vs 

white Caucasians) [OR= 1.13 (1.04-1.24)].  The youngest adults had the highest AR 42% and 

OR (vs 65-74 years) =4.60 (4.06-5.22)] for transitioning from overweight to obesity.  The 

youngest adults had also the highest AR 22%; and OR (vs 65-74 years) =5.87 (5.23-6.59)] for 

transitioning from non-severe to severe obesity. Figure S2.5 shows that the association of 

index of multiple deprivation with transition to higher BMI categories is even more 

pronounced among the younger adults aged 18-24 years old. 

 

We also considered the risks for remaining ≥30kg/m2 (obesity). Figure S2.6 reports that 

middle-aged individuals 35-54 years had the highest absolute and odds ratio for remaining 

≥30kg/m2 [for 35-44 years: AR 84% and OR (vs 65-74 years) =2.09 (95%CI 1.97-2.22) and 

for 45-54 years: AR 83% and OR (vs 65-74 years) =1.97 (95%CI 1.87-2.08)]. Moreover, we 

observed higher risk for remaining ≥30kg/m2 in the more deprived individuals [OR (5th vs 1st 

quintile of IMD)=1.09 (1.04-1.13)]. 

 

We observed similar findings for the youngest adult for the transitions at higher BMI 

categories at one and five years (see Figures S2.7-8). 

 

Risk calculator for transitions between weight categories, combining age, sex, social 

deprivation and initial BMI 
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We showed that within each strata defined by initial BMI, sex and social deprivation the risks 

for transitioning to higher BMI categories were substantially higher in the youngest adult age 

groups.  For example, Figure 5 reports that among individuals who are close to the BMI 

transition cut-offs, the probability of men aged 18-24 years (vs age 65-74 years) living in the 

median quintile of deprivation (quintile 3) to transition over 10 years from normal weight to 

overweight was 68% vs 44%, from overweight to obesity was 65% vs 38%, and from non-

severe to severe obesity was 47% vs 27%.  

 

By contrast there were only modest modifications of the age association by social deprivation 

and gender (Figure 5 and https://pasea.shinyapps.io/bmi_shiny_app/). For example, among 

individuals who are close to the BMI transition cut-offs, the probability of individuals aged 

18-24 years living in the most deprived (quintile 5) vs least deprived (quintile 1) areas to 

transition over 10 years from normal weight to overweight was 72% vs 66%, from 

overweight to obesity was 68% vs 62% and from non-severe to severe obesity was 55% vs 

45% for men.  The corresponding figures for women were 64% vs 60%, 61% vs 57% and 

48% vs 42% respectively. 

 

We found consistent patterns of age-related transitions to higher BMI categories at 1 year 

(Figure S2.9) and 5 years (Figure S2.10).  

 

Sensitivity analysis  

Our finding that the youngest adults were at highest absolute and relative risk of BMI 

transition to a higher BMI category (compared to older adults), with stronger associations 

than seen for sex, social deprivation, ethnicity, region was robust to each of our sensitivity 

analyses (see Appendix, Figures S4.1-S4.5). 
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DISCUSSION 

 We found that the youngest adults (18-24 years) were at much greater risk of weight 

gain than were older adults, men, ethnic minorities or people living in socially deprived 

neighbourhoods.  In by far the largest study to date (see Table S1.1 in the Appendix) we 

provide the first high resolution obesity risk calculator based on age, sex, social deprivation, 

ethnicity and current BMI to identify within-person change in BMI, and transition across 

obesity categories. Our findings demonstrate that it is possible to identify those at highest risk 

of weight gain using EHR and information readily available to public health agencies, and 

that young adults should be a major focus of strategies to prevent the onset of overweight and 

obesity.    

 

EHR data 

We demonstrate the value of new approaches to understanding patterns of weight gain 

using population based EHR, which offer large scale, but largely untapped sources of 

information.  Previous studies have shown the validity of single measures of BMI recorded in 

primary care, [10-11]  and of BMI change in people with obesity[17]  or after bariatric 

surgery.[18]   We extend these studies to a population-wide approach on BMI change, 

providing new evidence of validity of EHR data by demonstrating the comparability of  

temporal trends in BMI comparing large scale EHR with small scale survey data. 

Furthermore, we replicated (and extended) previous findings from smaller consented 

longitudinal studies (see Appendix, Table S1.1).  We propose that public health agencies 

‘monitoring basic population weight data[12]  should incorporate within person change 

information from EHR, which are increasingly available in the US and other 

countries.[19,20] 
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Youngest adults gain most weight: middle age remain in obesity 

The youngest adults (age 18-24 years) were at highest absolute and relative risk to transition 

from normal weight to overweight or obesity, from overweight to obesity, and from non-

severe to severe obesity at 1-, 5- and 10-years.  Furthermore, individuals aged 35-54 years 

had the highest risk for remaining in obesity (see Appendix, Figure S2.6), further 

emphasising the importance of early intervention.  

 

   

Policy implications  

 Our findings have policy implications in three inter-related areas: obesity prevention, 

the health priorities of young adults and addressing lockdown associated weight gain.   First, 

obesity prevention policies should identify groups at high risk of weight gain for targeted 

intervention. Young adults may offer particular opportunities for intervention because of 

changes in dietary and exercise behaviours [21], relationships[22], higher education and 

employment status [23] which may influence weight gain.  For example, BMI may increase 

in women and men in the course of cohabiting relationships and marriage [22]. 

Identifying groups at the highest risk of weight gain is not currently recommended in obesity 

prevention policies[13,24] and is not mentioned in reports on ‘new thinking’ in obesity 

prevention.[1]  Our findings suggest that regional and national initiatives aimed at 

socially deprived areas, might be complemented by targeting young adults.  Secondly, young 

adulthood is increasingly a focus of health policy seeking to address a wide range of issues 

including  substance abuse, sexual health, mental health, violence and injuries, and 

criminality [25]. An extensive review of preventive interventions in young adulthood made 

no mention of the fact  that young adults are at highest risk of weight gain and  found ‘no 
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programs addressing overweight and obesity and healthy living were identified[26].  From 

both perspectives - obesity prevention, and health in young adulthood –it is important to 

address the challenge that (with the exception of pregnancy complications), most of the 

adverse health consequences of obesity  (including certain cancers, cardiovascular diseases, 

type II diabetes, severe  COVID-19 infection) occur decades later in middle and older ages. 

Thirdly, repeated lockdowns during the COVID-19 pandemic, can lead to reduced levels of 

physical activity and energy expenditure in young adults[27] with adverse effect on weight 

gain [28].  

 

Strengths and limitations 

Population-based EHR are the only high-resolution source of information on BMI 

change with sufficient sample size to estimate risk across combinations of age, sex, ethnicity, 

index of multiple deprivation and BMI category.  This was the first large-scale study (2.3M 

of individuals – 11M of BMI measurements) to focus on modern BMI change patterns in a 

high resolution at one, five and ten years and its socioeconomic and demographic factors. 

Our study had some limitations.  Our focus was on the 1-, 5- and 10-year BMI 

change; nevertheless, individuals measured their bodyweight in their practice infrequently 

[11]. To address this problem, we considered window periods within which individuals had a 

pair of BMI measurements (see Appendix Section 2). We assumed linear BMI change in 

these windows. Despite the large sample size of our study, it is plausible to assume that our 

sample was not representative for calculating BMI change, as the individuals who measured 

their bodyweight multiple times in the practice had higher prevalence of chronic disease. To 

account for this limitation, we applied multiple imputation with delta adjustment (to account 

for missingness not at random) [16], using information from mean BMI change from HSE. 

We additionally applied extensive sensitivity analysis and found the main findings to be 
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robust to alternative assumptions about the missing data. However, we cannot exclude the 

possibility that we mis-specified the imputation models, even if it is unlikely that the 

resulting bias would be major. Moreover, we utilised observational data, so it is possible that 

some of the health variables we used, both in the imputation model, as well as in Figure 4, 

were mis-measured. Finally, we didn’t use different BMI cut-offs for Asian individuals to 

avoid computational complexity, nevertheless the proportion of Asian individuals is very 

small in this study (<2%) and did not affect our results, as well as the main conclusion 

derived from this project (i.e. that younger age is the most important factor for BMI gain). 

 

Research implications 

Our findings suggest the importance of intervention research questions at both the population 

and individual level.  First, at the population level, are interventions developed for, and 

targeted at, groups identified at highest risk of weight gain effective at achieving weight 

maintenance (in the normal weight) and preventing weight gain? Given the childhood and 

adolescent trajectories of weight gain, what are the complementary approaches before and 

after age 18 years[29]? Second, at the individual level is it possible to communicate risk of 

weight gain information and incorporate into interventions designed to affect youngest 

adults’ knowledge, attitude and behaviour. Individuals may have, or seek, additional and 

actionable predictive information (e.g. accelerometery data) which may inform the design of 

interventions.  Further, to what extent is there a role for primary care professionals[30] and 

other clinicians in using and recording, risk of weight gain information, alongside other 

available EHR information. 

 

Conclusion 
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Adults aged 18-24 years are at highest absolute and relative risk for transitioning to higher 

BMI categories; there are smaller additional contributions to risk of living in socially 

deprived areas and ethnicity. Young adulthood offers an important, currently neglected, 

opportunity for both population prevention of the onset of obesity and identification of 

individuals at high risk of weight gain for targeted interventions.  
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Figure 1: Trends in BMI 1999-2016 by age in England (EHR data from CALIBER, n=2M) and the US (survey data NHANES n=47K) 
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Figure 2: Weight trajectories between 1998 to 2016 in CALIBER. Average* of initial weight (beginning of each line; measured between 1998 and 2008) and 
estimated average of weight after 10 years (end of each line), by sex and age (youngest cohort 18-24 years old; oldest cohort: 65-74 years old) 

 
 

 
 

*Estimated averages of weight have been calculated from the complete-case analysis of 10-year weight change 
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Figure 3: Estimated age-standardised risk of transitioning† to normal weight, overweight and obesity by BMI groups after one, five and ten years of follow-up 
 

 
 
† The risk of transitioning was standardised population to the English population based on age structure [using information from Office of National Statistics (ONS)] and prevalence of BMI categories (from Health Survey from England 
(HSE)] between 1998 and 2016. For more details, see Appendix, section 6 
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Figure 4: Absolute risks and odds ratios of transitioning at ten years from normal weight to overweight or obesity, from overweight to obesity and from non-severe to severe obesity, by age, 
sex, ethnicity, social deprivation and region 

 

 
*Mutually adjusted for BMI (at baseline), age group, gender, Index of multiple deprivation (IMD – quintiles; in categories), ethnicity, region, use of diuretics, prevalence of chronic and mental health diseases 
†Central/North East 
‡N of individuals who transitioned to higher BMI categories 
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Figure 5: Absolute risk of transitioning to a higher BMI category over 10 years, by initial BMI category, age, sex and social deprivation (using index of multiple deprivation)
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