
 

 

ORIGINAL PAPER 

Examining spousal and family support as predictors of long-term 

weight loss and remission of type 2 diabetes following bariatric 

surgery 

Edina YQ Tan,1,2 Phong Ching Lee,3 Kwang Wei Tham,3 Sonali Ganguly,3 Chin Hong Lim,4 

Jean CJ Liu1,2,5*  

 

1Division of Social Sciences, Yale-NUS College, Singapore 

2Centre for Sleep and Cognition, Yong Loo Lin School of Medicine, National University of 

Singapore 

3Department of Endocrinology, Singapore General Hospital, Singapore 

4Department of Upper Gastrointestinal and Bariatric Surgery, Singapore General Hospital, 

Singapore 

5Neuroscience and Behavioral Disorders Programme, Duke-NUS Medical School, Singapore 

 

 

 

 

 

*Address correspondence to: 

Jean Liu  

16 College Avenue West #02-221 

Singapore 138527 

Email: jeanliu@yale-nus.edu.sg 

Phone: (+65) 6601 3694 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.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 this preprintthis version posted July 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.27.21259510doi: medRxiv preprint 

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.27.21259510


Family support for bariatric patients 

 2 

Shortened Title: Family support for bariatric patients 

Word Count: 2245 

Acknowledgements: 

The authors gratefully acknowledge Wong Zhenglong, Jannell Natasha Job, and Kylie Heng 

for their assistance in data and manuscript preparation.  

Funding Source: 

This research was supported by a grant awarded to JCJL by the Singapore Ministry of 

Education (AcRF Tier 1 / Yale-NUS Internal Grant IG15-LR052).  

 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.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 this preprintthis version posted July 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.27.21259510doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.27.21259510


Family support for bariatric patients 

 3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Examining spousal and family support as predictors of long-term weight loss and 

remission of type 2 diabetes following bariatric surgery 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(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 this preprintthis version posted July 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.27.21259510doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.27.21259510


Family support for bariatric patients 

 4 

Abstract 

Background: Postoperative outcomes vary considerably across bariatric patients and may 

be related to psychosocial factors. In this study, we examined whether a patient’s family 

support predicts weight loss and the remission of type 2 diabetes (T2DM) up to 5 years 

following surgery.  

Methods: Between 2008 to 2018, 359 patients completed a pre-surgical questionnaire 

before undergoing gastric bypass or sleeve gastrectomy. As part of the questionnaire, 

patients described their family support in terms of structure (marital status, number of family 

members in the household) and function (marriage satisfaction, family emotional support, 

family practical support). These were applied as predictors to percent total weight loss 

(%TWL) and T2DM remission at 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 years following surgery. 

Results: Marital satisfaction was found to be a significant predictor of post-surgical weight 

trajectories. Namely, patients who reported higher marital satisfaction were more likely to 

sustain weight loss than patients who reported lower marital satisfaction (β = 0.92, SE = 

0.37, p = 0.02).  

Conclusions: Given the link between marital support and long-term weight outcomes, 

providers could consider asking patients about their spousal relationships during pre-surgical 

counselling.  

Key Words: Marital satisfaction; family support; psychosocial; weight loss; bariatric surgery 
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Key Points  

� Psychosocial factors may influence postoperative outcomes  

� Family support was examined as a predictor of weight loss and type 2 diabetes 

� Marital satisfaction significantly predicted post-surgical weight trajectories 
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Introduction 

Although bariatric surgery produces marked weight loss and decreased obesity-

related comorbidities (1), post-surgical outcomes vary across individuals. Body mass index 

(BMI) decreases by an average of 13 kg/m2 in the first year (1), but weight trajectories differ:  

whereas some patients maintain the initial weight loss or persist in further weight loss, others 

regain the weight over time (2). Similarly, individuals differ in whether they experience 

remission of diabetes mellitus, hypertension, and dyslipidemia, and whether these changes 

are sustained (2). Given these individual differences, there is a need to identify factors that 

can predict postoperative outcomes, allowing patient selection and follow-up care to be 

optimised. 

One potential predictor may be a patient’s family support. Within the hospital setting, 

family support has been linked to a wide range of patient outcomes, including: duration of 

stay in intensive care units (3), management of chronic illnesses (4), and quality of life for 

paediatric patients after open-heart surgery (5). In the case of bariatric surgery, the impact of 

family support is less clear (6). 

Family support can be defined either by its structure or by the function it serves (7). 

Structural support refers to the availability of family members, based – for example – on 

marital status or the number of family members living within the household (7). Using this 

definition, several studies have described how married patients experience less weight loss 

than single patients 12- to 24-months following surgery; however, other studies either did not 

find this association, or reported the inverse relationship (8-10). Beyond these mixed 

findings, little is known about the longer-term impact of marital status, the impact of having 

non-spousal family members, or the impact of family structure on comorbidities (8). 

Aside from structure, family support can also be described by function – the extent to 

which patients receive emotional or practical support from family members (7). When 

interviewed, patients who succeed in weight maintenance typically recount how family 

members encouraged or assisted them with everyday tasks (11, 12); conversely, those who 

experienced weight regain reported feeling lonely (13). Despite these accounts, we are 
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aware of only five studies that have quantified the impact of functional support. Two studies 

reported increased weight loss amongst patients who received dietary and lifestyle support 

(14), or who reported better family functioning (including better emotional support) (15); 

however, a third study found no impact of family attendance at medical appointments (16). 

Specific to spouses, two studies reported that marriage satisfaction – a proxy marker for the 

quality of spousal support received – predicted weight status at 6 and 12 months post-

surgery (17, 18).   

To summarise, a limited number of quantitative studies have examined whether 

family support predicts long-term outcomes after bariatric surgery. Preliminary findings 

suggest that the nature and quality of family support (functional support) may be better 

predictors than the number of family members available (structural support). However, this 

hypothesis has not been tested directly. Further, prior research has almost exclusively 

focused on weight loss as the outcome measure, and has examined brief postoperative time 

windows (6-36 months). Correspondingly, little is known about the remission of 

comorbidities, or the longer-term impact of family support on weight trajectories. 

To address these gaps, we characterized preoperative structural and functional 

family support in a cohort of patients undergoing bariatric surgery. As our primary goal, we 

sought to identify which aspect of family support would predict weight loss and complete 

remission of type 2 diabetes (T2DM) up to five years following surgery.   

Methods 

Study Design and Population 

We conducted a chart review of patients who had undergone laparoscopic sleeve 

gastrectomy (LSG), one anastomosis gastric bypass (OAGB) or Roux-en-Y gastric bypass 

(RYGB) at a Singapore-based tertiary centre from 2008 to 2018 (19). All patients met local 

criteria for surgery (BMI ≥ 37.5kg/m2, or BMI ≥ 32.5kg/m2 with comorbidities), and were 

included if they had completed an intake questionnaire on their medical and social history 

(routinely administered to patients during their first pre-operative visit). Data were retrieved 

from electronic medical records managed using the Research Electronic Data Capture 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(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 this preprintthis version posted July 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.27.21259510doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.27.21259510


Family support for bariatric patients 

 8 

platform (REDCap). The study was approved by the SingHealth Centralized Institutional 

Review Board (2011/054/C), and was registered on ClinicalTrials.gov (NCT04303611).  

Outcome measures 

Weight loss outcomes. Weight in kilograms was measured pre-surgery (on the day of 

surgery), and at follow-up clinical appointments 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 years post-surgery. This 

was expressed as total percentage weight loss (%TWL), defined as the difference between 

patients’ post-surgical weight (at the follow-up appointment) and pre-surgical weight, divided 

by pre-surgical weight and expressed as a percentage. 

Complete T2DM remission. Similarly, percentage of glycated hemoglobin (HbA1c) 

was measured pre-surgery and at clinical appointments 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 years post-surgery. 

Complete T2DM remission was defined as HbA1c < 6.0% without the use of anti-diabetic 

medication.   

Covariates 

Spousal support. Spousal support was first defined structurally, based on patients’ 

self-reported marital status on the intake questionnaire (married, not married: 

single/separated/ divorced/widowed). As a marker for functional support, patients also rated 

their marital satisfaction using a 4-point scale ranging from “Dissatisfied” (1) to “Very 

Satisfied” (4). (This variable was left empty for patients who were not married.) 

Family support. Within the intake questionnaire, patients also listed the name, age, 

and relationship of every person living in their household. Structural family support was then 

derived by summing up the total number of family members listed (≤ 2 or > 2).  

Two further questions assessed functional support. For each family member listed, 

participants rated whether the person supported their weight loss efforts (1: yes, 0: not 

involved, -1: no). Scores were then summed to provide a measure of emotional support, with 

total scores recategorized as: ‘unsupportive’ (≤ -3 to -1), ‘neutral’ (0) or ‘supportive’ (1 to ≥ 

3).  

As an assay of practical support, patients indicated the primary person within the 

household who: (i) planned meals, (ii) cooked, and/or (iii) visited the supermarket or wet 
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market for groceries. Based on their responses, patients were then classified as ‘having 

practical support’ (if at least one family member either planned meals, cooked, or purchased 

groceries), or ‘having no practical support’ (if no family member performed these roles).  

Demographic and clinical variables. As additional covariates, we extracted: gender 

(male, female), ethnicity (Chinese, Malay, Indian, Others), age at time of surgery, BMI at 

time of surgery, and type of surgery (LSG, OAGB, RYGB). 

Statistical Analyses 

Statistical analyses were conducted using SPSS 25 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY) and R 

3.4.0 (R Core Team, Vienna, Austria). To track changes in %TWL over time, we ran a linear 

mixed-effects model with parameters estimated using maximum likelihood estimation (using 

a first-order autoregressive covariance structure). We included as fixed effects: time (years 

following surgery), the five family support variables (marital status, marital satisfaction, 

number of family members, emotional family support, and structural family support), and the 

interaction between time and the family support variables [Model 1]. Random intercepts 

accounted for correlated data due to the longitudinal design, and continuous variables were 

grand mean-centered. To assess robustness, we repeated this analysis while controlling for 

the set of demographic and clinical variables [Model 2]. 

For T2DM remission, we ran two Cox proportional-hazard models to investigate the 

association between covariates and the time taken for complete remission to occur. As with 

%TWL, Model 1 included the five family support variables, while Model 2 further controlled 

for demographic and clinical variables.  

Results 

359 patients were included in the analyses (Table 1). 62.7% were female, with a 

mean preoperative age of 40.1 ± 10.1 years and BMI of 42.6 ± 7.7 kg/m2. The majority 

underwent LSG (75.2%). At baseline, 37.3% of the sample had T2DM with a mean 

preoperative HbA1c (%) of 6.82 ± 1.67.  
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As shown in Figure 1, mean %TWL following surgery was: 27.4 ± 7.9 (1 year post-

surgery), 26.3 ± 8.7 (2 years), 24.9 ± 8.34 (3 years), 22.9 ± 10.0 (4 years), and 22.1 ± 9.84 

(5 years). Mean postoperative HbA1c (%) was: 5.44 ± 0.7 (1 year post-surgery), 5.90 ± 1.2 

(2 years), 6.06 ± 1.2 (3 years), 6.2 ± 1.2 (4 years), and 6.2 ± 1.2 (5 years).    

[Table 1 and Figure 1 about here.] 

Presurgical Family Support 

Spousal support. 57.9% of patients were married at the time of surgery, with most 

reporting marital satisfaction (78.3% satisfied or very satisfied; Table 1). 

Family support. 36.2% of patients had more than 2 family members living in the 

same household. Most patients (73.5%) reported having practical family support, with at 

least one family member assisting with meal-planning, cooking, or groceries. Similarly, 

73.3% of patients reported having emotional support, with family members supportive of 

their weight loss. Where patients had unsupportive family members, these tended to be their 

parents (47.8%).  

[Figure 2 about here.] 

Predictors of Postoperative %TWL 

As shown in Table 2, marital satisfaction significantly predicted the trajectory of 

%TWL over 5 years (Model 1: β = 0.92, SE = 0.37, p = 0.02). Namely, patients who reported 

higher preoperative marital satisfaction showed more prolonged maintenance of weight loss 

post-surgery (i.e., less steep declines), compared to patients who reported lower marital 

satisfaction (Figure 2). This effect was robust, and was observed even when demographic 

and clinical variables were controlled for (Model 2: β = 0.79, SE = 0.37, p = 0.04).     

Averaged across time, preoperative BMI (β = 0.51, SE = 0.11, p < 0.001) and type of 

surgery (RYGB: β = 2.18, SE = 0.92, p = 0.02) also emerged as predictors of %TWL. No 

other main or interaction effect was significant (smallest p = 0.06).  

[Tables 2 and 3 about here.] 

Predictors of T2DM Control 
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For T2DM management, preoperative age (HR = 0.97 [95% CI: 0.95, 0.99], p = 

0.01), preoperative BMI (HR = 1.03 [95% CI: 1.00, 1.06], p = 0.02), and type of surgery 

significantly predicted complete remission (OAGB: HR = 0.68 [95% CI: 0.50, 0.92], p = 0.01; 

RYGB: HR = 0.71 [95% CI: 0.55, 0.91], p = 0.01). No other covariate emerged as a 

significant predictor (Table 3).   

Discussion 

In this study, we examined whether preoperative family support predicted long-term 

outcomes after bariatric surgery. Prior to this research, only a handful of studies had 

examined this question and were limited in: (i) definitions of family support used (looking at 

either structural or functional support alone, and either spouses or the family unit), (ii) 

outcomes measured (focusing only on weight loss), and (iii) time period studied (examining 

only the short-term window after surgery). Correspondingly, our study was designed to 

address these gaps. 

When we included multiple metrics of family support, marital satisfaction emerged as 

the primary predictor of weight trajectory. This finding is notable for several reasons. First, 

two previous studies had observed that marital satisfaction predicted weight loss 6 and 12 

months following surgery (17, 18). Extending these studies, our research underscores how 

satisfaction continues to predict outcomes in the longer term – up to 5 years post-surgery. 

Second, by assessing both structural and functional support, we resolved a discrepancy in 

the literature: while several studies had found marital status to confer risk of weight gain, 

other studies identified marriage as a protective factor (8-10). Based on our research, these 

conflicting findings may have arisen because marriages differ in quality. This may suggest 

that it is insufficient to account for structure alone (that is, marital status; 8-10). Instead, the 

degree to which a marriage is well-functioning may better predict post-surgical outcomes – 

in accordance with findings of increased divorce rates following bariatric surgery (20, 21). 

More broadly, our findings suggest that pre-surgical counselling may benefit from 

asking patients about spousal support. This aligns with a large body of research describing 

how family support is critical for a person’s physical health (3, 22, 23). In the case of bariatric 
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surgery, asking patients about their families may guide clinical decisions about patient 

suitability, or identify subgroups that may require additional post-surgical support. Moving 

forward, future studies can also explore whether these associations are causal, investigating 

– for example – whether relationship therapy can boost postoperative weight loss. 

While we documented a link between family support and weight trajectories, we did 

not find any significant association between support and T2DM control. A recent review 

reported that clinical variables (e.g., use of medication, duration of diabetes) explain the bulk 

of individual differences relating to postoperative T2DM remission (24). Consequently, 

psychosocial variables such as family support may have less to contribute within models 

predicting T2DM outcomes. Further research is needed to explore this possibility.     

Several study limitations should be noted. First, family influence is complex, and 

there are multiple aspects that we were unable to control for. For example, we only 

examined preoperative family support. Although this strategy allows clinicians to forecast 

post-surgical weight trajectories, family support is dynamic and may change following 

surgery (20, 21). Similarly, we did not factor family members’ weight status and weight loss 

journeys (e.g., whether they had undergone bariatric surgery), nor considered support from 

persons outside the nuclear family. Further research is thus needed to understand how 

these nuanced aspects of family support may relate to long-term weight loss outcomes. On 

a separate note, we also relied on patients’ self-disclosure of family support. Self-reports 

may be vulnerable to memory or response biases, and future studies would profit from 

having objective metrics of support (e.g., whether family members accompany the patient at 

appointments).  

Conclusion 

 Notwithstanding these limitations, we present the most comprehensive study tracking 

how family support relates to five-year outcomes after bariatric surgery. Patients who were 

satisfied with their marriages showed more sustained weight loss over time, alluding to the 

importance of family involvement in ongoing patient care.   
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Figure Legends 

Figure 1. Changes in: (A) percent total weight loss (%TWL), and (B) glycated hemoglobin 

(HbA1c) up to 5 years following bariatric surgery. Grey bands represent the 95% confidence 

intervals. 

Figure 2. Weight trajectories as a function of preoperative marital satisfaction (A: 

dissatisfied, B: somewhat satisfied, C: satisfied, D: very satisfied). Patients with higher levels 

of marriage satisfaction showed more prolonged maintenance of percent total weight loss 

(%TWL), as evidenced by less steep declines in %TWL. Grey bands represent the 95% 

confidence intervals. 

Conflict of Interest  

The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.  

Statement of Human Rights  

This study has been approved by the institutional review board (IRB). As a retrospective 

study, formal consent was not required. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(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 this preprintthis version posted July 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.27.21259510doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.27.21259510


Family support for bariatric patients 

 14 

References 

1. Chang SH, Stoll CR, Song J, et al. The effectiveness and risks of bariatric surgery: 
an updated systematic review and meta-analysis, 2003-2012. JAMA Surg. 2014;149(3):275-
87. 
2. Courcoulas AP, King WC, Belle SH, et al. Seven-year weight trajectories and health 
outcomes in the Longitudinal Assessment of Bariatric Surgery (LABS) study. JAMA Surg. 
2018;153(5):427-34.  
3. Lee HW, Park Y, Jang EJ, et al. Intensive care unit length of stay is reduced by 
protocolized family support intervention: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Intensive 
Care Med. 2019;45(8):1072-81. 
4. Rosland AM, Heisler M, Piette JD. The impact of family behaviors and 
communication patterns on chronic illness outcomes: a systematic review. J Behav Med. 
2012;35(2):221-39.  
5. Latal B, Helfricht S, Fischer JE, et al. Psychological adjustment and quality of life in 
children and adolescents following open-heart surgery for congenital heart disease: a 
systematic review. BMC Pediatr. 2009;9:6. 
6. Livhits M, Mercado C, Yermilov I, et al. Is social support associated with greater 
weight loss after bariatric surgery? A systematic review. Obes Rev. 2011;12(2):142-8. 
7. Gottlieb BH, Bergen AE. Social support concepts and measures. J Psychosom Res. 
2010;69(5):511-20.  
8. Ferriby M, Pratt KJ, Balk E, et al. Marriage and weight loss surgery: a narrative 
review of patient and spousal outcomes. Obes Surg. 2015;25(12):2436-42.  
9. Ahlich E, Herr JB, Thomas K, et al. A test of the stress-buffering hypothesis of social 
support among bariatric surgery patients. Surg Obes Relat Dis. 2020;16(1):90-8. 
10. Wedin S, Madan A, Correll J, et al. Emotional eating, marital status and history of 
physical abuse predict 2-year weight loss in weight loss surgery patients. Eat Behav. 
2014;15(4):619-24.  
11. Liebl L, Barnason S, Brage Hudson D. Awakening: a qualitative study on maintaining 
weight loss after bariatric surgery. J Clin Nurs. 2016;25(7-8):951-61.  
12. Ogle JP, Park J, Damhorst ML, et al. Social support for women who have undergone 
bariatric surgery. Qual Health Res. 2016;26(2):176-93.  
13. Tolvanen L, Svensson A, Hemmingsson E, et al. Perceived and preferred social 
support in patients experiencing weight regain after bariatric surgery-a qualitative study. 
Obes Surg. 2021;31(3):1256-64.  
14. Ter Braak U, Hinnen C, de Jong MMC, et al. Perceived postoperative support 
differentiates responders from non-responders 3 years after laparoscopic Roux-en-Y gastric 
bypass. Obes Surg. 2018;28(2):415-20.  
15. Pratt KJ, Kiser H, Ferber MF, et al. Impaired family functioning affects 6-month and 
12-month postoperative weight loss. Obes Surg. 2021.  
16. Ferber MF, Noria S, Focht B, et al. The effect of family member attendance at 
bariatric surgery appointments on patient and family weight-related outcomes. Obes Surg. 
2020;31(3):1073-81. 
17. Karagulle OO, Yavuz E, Gulcicek OB, et al. Psychological well-being and marital 
satisfaction in response to weight loss after bariatric surgery. Surg Today. 2019;49(5):435-
42.  
18. Hafner RJ, Rogers J, Watts JM. Psychological status before and after gastric 
restriction as predictors of weight loss in the morbidly obese. J Psychosom Res. 
1990;34(3):295-302. 
19. Tan SYT, Loi PL, Lim CH, et al. Preoperative weight loss via very low caloric diet 
(VLCD) and its effect on outcomes after bariatric surgery. Obes Surg. 2020;30(6):2099-107. 
20. Bramming M, Hviid SS, Becker U, et al. Changes in relationship status following 
bariatric surgery. Int J Obes. 2021. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(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 this preprintthis version posted July 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.27.21259510doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.27.21259510


Family support for bariatric patients 

 15 

21. Bruze G, Holmin TE, Peltonen M, et al. Associations of bariatric surgery With 
changes in interpersonal relationship status: results from 2 Swedish cohort studies. JAMA 
Surg. 2018;153(7):654-61.  
22. Robles TF, Slatcher RB, Trombello JM, et al. Marital quality and health: a meta-
analytic review. Psychol Bull. 2014;140(1):140-87.  
23. Pamungkas RA, Chamroonsawasdi K, Vatanasomboon P. A systematic review: 
family support integrated with diabetes self-Management among uncontrolled type II 
diabetes mellitus patients. Behav Sci. 2017;7(3):62. 
24. Plaeke P, Beunis A, Ruppert M, et al. Review, performance comparison, and 
validation of models predicting type 2 diabetes remission after bariatric surgery in a Western 
European population. Obes Surg. 2021;31(4):1549-60. 

 
 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(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 this preprintthis version posted July 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.27.21259510doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.06.27.21259510


  

 

 

Figure 1. Changes in: (A) percent total weight loss (%TWL), and (B) glycated hemoglobin 

(HbA1c) up to 5 years following bariatric surgery. Grey bands represent the 95% confidence 

intervals. 
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Figure 2. Weight trajectories as a function of preoperative marital satisfaction (A: 

dissatisfied, B: somewhat satisfied, C: satisfied, D: very satisfied). Patients with higher levels 

of marriage satisfaction showed more prolonged maintenance of percent total weight loss 

(%TWL), as evidenced by less steep declines in %TWL. Grey bands represent the 95% 

confidence intervals. 
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