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Abstract

Background
We investigated which clinical and sociodemographic characteristics were associated with unhealthy patterns of
weight gain amongst adults living in England during the pandemic.

M ethods

With the approval of NHS England we conducted an observational cohort study of Body Mass Index (BMI)
changes between March 2015 and March 2022 using the OpenSAFELY -TPP platform. We estimated individual
rates of weight gain before and during the pandemic, and identified individuals with rapid weight gain
(>0-5kg/m?/year) in each period. We also estimated the change in rate of weight gain between the prepandemic
and pandemic period and defined extreme-accelerators as the ten percent of individuals with the greatest
increase (>1-84kg/m?year). We estimated associations with these outcomes using multivariate logistic
regression.

Findings

We extracted data on 17,742,365 adults (50-1% female, 76-1% White British). Median BMI increased from
27-8kg/m? [IQR:24-3-32-1] in 2019 (March 2019 to February 2020) to 28-0kg/m? [24-4-32-6] in 2021. Rapid
pandemic weight gain (n=3,214,155) was associated with female sex (male vs female: aOR 0-76 [95%ClI :0-76-
0-76]); younger age (50-59-years vs 18-29-years: aOR 0-60 [0-60-0-61]); White British ethnicity (Black
Caribbean vs White British: aOR 0-91 [0-89-0-94]); deprivation (least-deprived-IM D-quintile vs most-deprived:
aOR 0-77 [0-77-0-78]); and long-term conditions, of which mental health conditions had the greatest effect (e.g.
depression (aOR 1-18[1-17-1-18])). Similar characteristics increased risk of extreme acceleration (n=2,768,695).

Interpretation

We found female sex, younger age, deprivation and mental health conditionsincreased risk of unhealthy
patterns of pandemic weight gain. This highlights the need to incorporate sociodemographic, physical, and
mental health characteristics when formulating post-pandemic research, policies, and interventions targeting
BMI.

Funding
NIHR



Background

Obesity and rapid weight gain® are established risk factors for non-communicable diseases and have emerged as
independent risk factors for severe disease following Coronavirus-19 (COVID-19) infection.>® In March 2020,
restrictions imposed to reduce COVID-19 transmission resulted in profound societal changes that impacted
many health behaviours, including physical activity and nutrition.>®® However, the suspension of population
health surveys, such as the Health Survey for England, during the pandemic® resulted in a lack of quantitative
data on weight changes.

A systematic review of observational studies reported a modest increase in adult weight during the pandemic,
but analyses were limited by small sample size and non-representative samples.’® Studies using routinely
collected healthcare records have been limited to populations without universal access to healthcare, ™2 or
individuals with long-term conditions (LTCs).** In these settings, women, ™2 young adults,***? those living in
deprivation,™ and those with LTCs,*** including depression,™® were at greatest risk of weight gain during the
pandemic.” However, these findings have not been replicated in a population-representative cohort.
Additionally, groups such as young adults, were at increased risk of weight gain even prior to the pandemic.™
Therefore, acomparison of individual rates of weight gain, before and after the onset of the pandemicis
required to understand the specific impact of the pandemic and identify individuals who had the greatest
acceleration in their rate of weight gain during the pandemic (extreme-accelerators). Body Mass Index (BMI)
data, a measure of weight adjusted for height, recorded in English primary care Electronic Health Records
(EHRs) were used to estimate rates of weight gain (BM trajectories) before the pandemic,™ and provide a
source of nationally representative data available during the pandemic.*®

Using routinely collected English primary care records we aimed to: (i) describe population-level changesin
BMI during the pandemic and (ii) estimate individual-level rates of weight gain before and during the pandemic
to identify how (iia) risk of rapid weight gain (>0-5kg/m?year) in the pre-pandemic and pandemic periods and
(iib) risk of extreme acceleration in the rate of weight gain between the prepandemic and pandemic period
varied by sociodemographic and clinical characteristics. The results of these analyses will inform targeted policy
to deliver weight loss interventions in the post-pandemic recovery.



Methods

Data Source

All data were linked, stored and analysed securely within the OpenSAFELY -TPP platform,
https://opensafely.org/, containing pseudonymised data on approximately 40% of the English population,
including coded diagnoses, medications and physiological parameters. No freetext data areincluded. Detailed
pseudonymised patient datais potentially re-identifiable and therefore not shared. The study was approved by
the London School of Hygiene & Tropical Medicine Ethics Board (reference 26536). An information
governance statement is included (Appendix 3).

Study population

We extracted data on all male and female adults aged >18 to <90 years who had been registered with a primary
care practice using TPP EHR software for at least one year prior to 1st March 2022.

Study Outcomes

We used changesin Body Mass Index (BMI, a measure of weight adjusted for height), as a proxy for weight
change. BMI is recorded in primary care records during routine health checks, disease monitoring, and
opportunistically. We extracted BMI data using recorded weight (in kilograms) and height (in metres), or
directly from recorded BMI values (in kg/m?) between 1st March 2015 and 1st March 2022, from the point an
individual reached 18 years of age. Individuals who joined the OpenSAFELY -TPP database after 1st March
2015 had BMI data extracted between their date of first registration with the GP practice and 1st March 2022.
Recordings taken within healthcare settings and self-reported values are included in EHRs and cannot be
differentiated using clinical codes. We extracted monthly values per individual and took the most recent in
instances where multiple values per calendar month were present. Extreme values (BMI<15kg/m? and

BM I>65kg/m?) were omitted from all quantitative analyses related to BMI values to censor erroneous results
and exclude extremely overweight and underweight individuals.

Population level trendsin BMI recor ding activity and median BMI

We examined the proportion and characteristics of the population having at least one BMI value recorded in the
year beginning March 2019 (2019), March 2020 (2020), and March 2021(2021) to characterise how the
pandemic had influenced BMI data availability. We then calculated the population-level median and
interquartile range (IQR) of the recorded BMI values for each of the years above, using the median per year,
where multiple values were available for asingle individual.

Individual level BMI trajectoriesin pre-pandemic and pandemic periods

We first estimated individual level BMI trajectories as rates of BMI change per year (8) in kg/m?year, before
the onset of COVID-19 pandemic (8-prepandemic) and after the onset of the pandemic (5-pandemic). To
calculate 5-prepandemic we randomly selected one pair of BMI measurements from individuals who had a BMI
value recorded in each of the following time windows (period-1: March 2015 - February 2018; and period-2:
March 2018 - February 2020), and calculated the rate of BMI change/year assuming a linear trend following
established methods.™ To calculate §-pandemic we replicated this method, with arandom pair of BMI measures
from each of the following time windows (period-2: March 2018 - February 2020; and period-3: March 2020 -
February 2022). (Appendix 1) Individuals with known cancer and those underweight (BM1 <18-5kg/m?) in the
prepandemic period were excluded from these analyses as their patterns of weight change were likely to differ
from the general population. The most extreme 0-05% of values of 6-prepandemic and 5-pandemic (a positive or
negative change of >6kg/m?/year) were censored to reduce the impact of erroneous results. Individuals gaining
>0.5kg/m/year were classified as experiencing rapid weight gain. We estimated associations between socio-



demographic and clinica characteristics and rapid weight gain before and during the pandemic using descriptive
statistics and calculating odds adjusted for age, sex, ethnicity and IMD.

Defining a population of extreme accelerators

To identify individuals who had experienced the greatest acceleration in their rate of weight gain between the
prepandemic and pandemic period, we first estimated individual-level changes in rate of weight gain (6-change)
asthe difference in the prepandemic and pandemic rates of weight gain (6-change = 6-pandemic - &-
prepandemic) (see Appendix 1 for a more detailed description of the methods). A positive 6-change indicated
the rate of weight gain increased or, if patients were losing weight prepandemic, the rate of weight loss slowed.
We then defined the ten percent of the study population experiencing the greatest acceleration in their rate of
weight gain (§-change >= 1-84kg/m?/year) as‘ extreme accelerators . We estimated associations between socio-
demographic and clinical characteristics and extreme accel eration using descriptive statistics and calculating
odds adjusted for age, sex, ethnicity and IMD.

Covariates

Covariates were chosen by clinical consensus, guided by data availability and known potential predictors of
BMI change. Covariates included age (18-29 years, 30-39 years, 40-49 years, 50-59 years, 60-69 years, 70-79
years, 80 < 90 years), sex (female or male); ethnicity, based on the 2001 UK Census definitions (White British,
White Irish, Other White, Black African, Black Caribbean, Other Black, Indian, Pakistani, Bangladeshi,
Chinese, Other Asian, Mixed White/Black African, Mixed White/Black Caribbean, Mixed White/Asian, Other);
deprivation using the most recent patient postcode-derived Index of Multiple Deprivation (IMD; by quintiles
from those living in the most deprived 20% of households to the least deprived 20%); and the presence or
absence of the following LTCs ever-recorded: hypertension; type 1 diabetes (T1D), type 2 diabetes (T2D),
asthma, chronic obgtructive pulmonary disease (COPD), anxiety and depression, serious mental illness (SMI:
psychosis or bipolar disorder), learning difficulties, dementia, cardiovascular disease (CVD: chronic cardiac
conditions), and stroke and transient ischaemic attack (Stroke and TIA).

Statistical M odels

We used complete case anaysis (incluson of individuals with all baseline covariate data) in all statistical
models. Thisis consistent with previous studies using English primary care data.*’ As this is a descriptive study,
multiple imputation techniques were not employed as we were not trying to gain an unbiased estimate of a
single exposure-outcome association, and therefore did not have an analytic model around which to build an
imputation procedure. Additionally, the missing at random assumption (required for imputation) was unlikely to
hold, e.g. individual IMD linked to residenceis less likely to be recorded for individualsin unstable
accommodation. All individuals had complete data for age and sex as these were part of the study inclusion
criteria, and clinical covariates (such as T2D) which were identified based on the presence/absence of specified
codes in the data. Therefore, ethnicity and IMD were the only variables with missing data.

For each of the estimated individual-level outcomes (rapid weight gain prepandemic, rapid weight gain
pandemic and extreme acceleration in rate of weight gain), we compared the baseline characteristics of the
population with and without the outcome. We also compared baseline characteristics and outcomes between the
complete case sample and the entire population, including those with missing ethnicity and deprivation data, to
identify differencesin individuals with and without missing data.

We used logistic regression to explore associations between the sociodemographic and clinical covariates and
the estimated outcomes. Models were adjusted separately for age, sex, IMD and ethnicity and then in
multivariable models adjusted for age and sex; age, sex and IMD; age, sex and ethnicity; and age, sex, IMD and
ethnicity.

Subgroup Analyses



We investigated whether estimated associations between the covariates and extreme acceleration in rate of
weight gain persisted in populations stratified by age group (18-39 years, 40-59 years, and 60-79 years), sex,
IMD (IMD quintile 1 and IMD quintile 5) and ethnicity (Black and South Asian (Bangladeshi, Indian,
Pakistani)). The ethnicities were grouped into broader groups (White, Black, South Asian, Chinese and other,
and Mixed ethnicity) for subgroup analyses to reduce risk of disclosure from rare events.

Data management was done with Python 3-8 and SQL., and analysis was done using R 4-0. Prevalence counts
are rounded to the nearest five to reduce risk of disclosure. All code for data management and analysis, as well
as codelistsis shared openly for review and re-use under MIT open license, available at
https://github.com/opensafely/BM |-and-M etabolic-Markers.

Patient and public involvement

OpenSAFELY has a publicly available website through which we invite patients or members of the public to
contact us about this study or the broader OpenSAFELY project.



Results

Data were extracted for 17,742,365 adults meeting study inclusion criteria of whom 50-07% were female and
76-1% were of white British ethnicity (Table 1). Figure 1 demonstrates the population contributing data to each

stage of the analysis.
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Population level trendsin median BMI

The median recorded BMI increased from 27-8kg/m?[IQR: 24-3-32-1kg/m?] in 2019 to 28-0kg/m?[24-4-32-6] in
2021. Anincrease in median BMI was seen in all subgroups, except the oldest age group (aged 80-89), people
with dementia, and people with T2D. (Figure 2)

Figure 2: Average Body Mass Index (BMI*) recorded in the routine healthcare records of adults living in
England during the prepandemic year (commencing March 2019) and pandemic year 2 (commencing March 2021)

Prepandemic year Pandemic year 2
Population Subgroup N (%) EME:Median (IQR) N (%) BMI:Median (IQR)
Tolal 5,084,580 27.8(243, 320) — 4422295 28.0 (244, 325)
Age Group
18-28 80335 (114) 25.2(218, N2) pr— —— 4H 245 (10.3) 20.4 (20, 30.8)
g S78E10(114)  27.1(Z35, 321) ", . AGESS0(10.G) 27.8(238, 333)
40-48 735,120 (14.4)  2B.2 (2B, 329) . 591250(134) 287 (248, 335)
50-59 958860 (18.8)  28.9(254, 334) S 823905(186) 29.3(256,34.0)
60-68 8B0770(18.3) 2B5(252 326) % . B39840(18.0) 289(254,32)
70-79 BESBA5(17.4)  27.7(247,314) o en— B3IEN05 (1B9)  27.8(248, 318)
a0-80 3T4250(7.3) 26.3(235, 286) —_—— 405,995 (9.2) 26.2(232, 298)
Sex
Famals 2843,330 (57 B) 27.4(ZA5, 323) % 2581,225(38G) Z7.7(Z38,328)
Mals 2,151,260 (422) 2B.1(25.1, 318) pr e— 1531,065(414) 284 (252, 32.1)
Palient IMD
1 (most deprived) 101,780 (20.2) 28.7(218, 33.5) —_— . BEIA1020.T) 28.1(20.1, 34.1)
£ floast deprivad] QU REOMRY]  27A(RY, 4] i 7IIF20084)  272401m8, NI
Missing BY,270 (1.8) 27.8(242, 322) p—— 108220 (2.4) 27.9(243, 325)
Ethnicity
White Britich 4,017,855 (B19) 27.8(214, 323) T——f———. 3446,610(81.1) 28.2(215, 328)
While Irish 27,760 (0.6) 27.A(240, 313) —— 24,460 (0B} 27.5(240, 318)
Olher White 293,165 (6.0) 27.2{Z3B, 31B) p—— 254 570 (B.0) 27.6(Z38, 322)
Indian 139620 (2.8) 26802359, 303) —— 129905 (3.1) 26.8(239, 304)
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Other fsian G5E50(1.3) 268(23.8.30.1} == 62.390 (1.5} 26.9(239.304) 4 Pandemicyexr 2
Black Carribean 32,585 (0.7) 2B.7 (352, 331) % 28520{07) 28.1 (254, 336)
Black Afican 48,530 (1.0} 2BB{254, 329) . 4BA35(11) 292 (257, 335)
Qther Black 22845(0.5) 28.5(250.129) — e 21.265(0.5) 29.0(253. 33.5)
tixed WhileBlack Canbbean 13,085 (6.3} RO, 32G] . 11855(03) 985 (245, 337}
Mixed White/Black Alrican B.375 (02) 2B.6 (248, 328) —— .| N {1 -} 20.0(25.1, 335)
Mixed WhilslAsian 8240 {02) 2B.3(23D, 304) e B530 (0.2) 26.6(23.1, 308)
Qther Mixed 17,055 (0.3) 27.1(235, 31.5) —_— 15,515 (0.4) 27.5(238,322)
Other 57,620 (1.2) 27.2(238, 312) —_—— 53,855 (1.3) 27.5(241, 316)
Missing 187,700 (3.7) 27.5(2389, 317) — 174,020 (3.9) 27.5(239, 318)
Leng Term Condition
Hypertension 1837,260 (36.1) 29.2(258, 334) ———+——— 2573, TB5(¥W5) 29.2(257,33E)
Type 1 Diabstes 58,420{1.2) 26.8(238, 305) e w— 55,610 (1.3) 27.1(238, 08)
Typs 2 Disbeles BB7 735(17.0) 304 (2BE, 348) Sy BETBETD(201) 303 (ZBE, ME)
Cartineasmilar Digaase BSROTOIAY  28A(253 125) o 57RE85(13.1) 285(251, 325)
Leaming Dicabiiity 61,110 (12) 2B.4(24.0, 337) j—— % i XY 28.5(24.0, 34.0)
Depression 123,800 (242) 2B7 (248, 335) N 11A0,545(258) 28.1(250, M2)
Demantia 48,450 (1.0) 26.4 (230, 302) e — BO,785 (1.4} 25.8(223, 29.7)
Secaus Mactal liness 118 055 (2.3} 2RAMT. B 1801027 289(249, 3348}
Chrmonic Obetructive Pumonary Disease 308,030 (6.0) 27.7(238, 320) fo— — 261,870 (5.9) 27.9(238, 324)
Aslhma 1040,570 (204) 2B4 (248, 33.1) % . B7T1240(12.7) 28.8(248, 338)
Stroke and TIA 226455(4.4)  27.8(248, 318) e c—1 220915 (5.2) 27.7 (244, 31 8)
Cancer 348,585 (6.8) 276(244, 31.5) —— 348225(7.9) 27.7 (243, 31.7)

—_—
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* BMI (in kil /mekre’) were calculaled from recorded weight (kg) and height (m) measures, or directly from recorded BMI values



The proportion and characteristics of the population having a BMI recorded changed during the pandemic. BMI
was recorded in 31-3% (95% Cl: 31-3-31-3) of the total study population in 2019, dropping to 18-7% in 2020
before recovering to 25-0% in 2021, with higher proportions seen amongst individuals with LTCsin all the
study periods (e.g. T2D: 82-5% in 2019, 72-2% in 2021). (Supplementary Table 1)

Individual level BMI trajectory analyses
Rapid weight gain (> 0-5kg/m?/year) in prepandemic and pandemic time periods

Weinvestigated individual BMI trajectories to identify the groups at greatest risk of rapid weight gain amongst
adults with BMI measures recorded in their EHRs. The average rate of weight gain was 0-06kg/m?year
(SD:1-20) during the pandemic and 0-08kg/m*/year (SD:1-05) prepandemic (Supplementary Table 2). We found
29-2% of individuals gained weight rapidly during the pandemic, compared to 26-9% prepandemic. Figure 3
demonstrates the estimated risk and adjusted odds of rapid weight gain before and after the onset of the
pandemic. Therisk of rapid weight gain during the pandemic (8-pandemic) was associated with age, sex,
deprivation, ethnicity and a history of LTCs. Adults aged 18-29 years had the highest risk (44-2%), all other age
groups had lower risk and adjusted odds (e.g. 50-59-year-olds 30-1%: aOR 0-60 [0-60-0-61]). Male sex reduced
the risk and adjusted odds (23-9% male vs 32-9% female: aOR 0-76 [ 0-76-0-76]), asdid living in the least
deprived quintile (26-1% IMD5 vs 32:6% IMD1; aOR 0-77 [0-77-0-78]). White British people had the highest
adjusted odds of rapid weight gain compared to all other ethnicities; in comparison, Black Caribbean people had
the greatest risk (32-4%) but alower adjusted odds (aOR 0-91[0-89-0-94]). When comparing individuals with
and without specific LTCs, T2D was the only LTC associated with a reduction in the estimated risk and adjusted
odds (20-73%, aOR 0-71 [0-71-0-72]). Individuals with all the other studied LTCs had an increased estimated
risk, with the greatest risk amongst those with learning difficulties (36-3%: aOR 1-10 [1-08-1-12]), SMI (35-2%:
aOR 1-23[1-21-1-24]) and depression (33-4%: aOR 1-18 [1-17-1-18]). Risk factors for rapid weight gain before
the pandemic were similar (Figure 3).
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Figure 3: Estimated Risk of Rapid Weight Gain (> 0.5 kg/m “fyear) amangst adults living in England before and after the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic

Prepandemic Pandemic
Population Subgroup N (%] xslg ADR* (86% CI) N (%) ;‘:’::'g a0R* (35% CI)
Takl 2906.500 (100.0) 268 3214955 (1000) 232
Sex
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G- 11890 (19.5) 221 . 038 (0.37 to 0.38) G42120 (200) 255 . 049 {0.48 to 0.49)
70-78 TSTAOS(10.4) 184 . 020 (0.29 10 0.29) 635175(108) 213 . 0.38{0.38 to 0.38)
8083 302785 (3.9 154 - 023{0.23 18 0.23) 307,910 (8.6 183 . 0.31 {0.31 ta 0.31)
Patiant IMD Cuirtile
1 {Most Deprived) B3GAB0@1Y) 208 1 BES100(21.3) 326 1
5§ et Rhesgrrivescty RODREITY, 242 . NE [ D Ix D83 RADA0S{171}  9R1 . DTTINTTIn NTR}
Emnicty
Whilke Brilish 3275985 (AZR)  PEH 1 PEM.7AS(A18) 734 1
Whiks Irish 21,500 (1) 241 - 067 (0.5 ko 1.00) 17,590 (1.5) 265 . 034 0.5 o DAT)
Other Write 211,145 (53) 202 - 0.08 (0,97 1o 0.99) 172,260 (5.4) 310 . 0.94 {0.65 to 0.95)
Inian 115,685 (2.9) 236 . 0.74{0.73 b 0.78) 56,750 (3.1) 231 - 0.8B {0.67 Lo D.65)
Pakistani 99046 (26) 270 - 0.79 {0.78 10 0.80) 80,400 (2.5) 275 . 0.72{0.71to 0.74)
Banyghalesli 21,230 (0.5) 252 - 0.70{0.65 ko 0.72) 18,885 (0.8) 247 - 0,80 {0.58 v D.6Z)
Qther Asian 51665 (1.3) 247 - 077 (0.75 b0 0L.78) 46,590 (1.5) 253 . 070 0,68 10 0.7Z)
Black Caribbaan 7,745 (04) 283 - (.88 {067 1o 0.81) 32875 (1.0) 324 - 081 {088 t0 0.84)
Black Arican 27170 (07) 246 - 0,85 {0.53 to 0LET) 23,050 (0.7) 286 - 0,31 (0.69 tn 0.84)
Qthar Black 17,265 (04} 264 . 0.RA {055 bn (1L.62) 16,020 (0.5) e . .07 0,66 to 0A5)
Chiness 10,185 (0.3) 188 - 062 (0.5 to 0LEB) B.245 [1.3) 201 - .56 (0.53 to 0.58)
Mimed Whilsi Asisan 10,610 (0.3} 321 - 0.54 {0.50 b 0.8} 5,540 [1.3) 351 - 0,97 {0.83 lo 1.01)
s 1 122 = A H 322 = H
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Othar Mixexd 12,625 (0.3) 304 - 0652 (0.5 e (L66) 10,795 (0.3) a2% - .50 {056 o 0.54)
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Camineasouiar Jeaasa SH0130 (T4 11 208 - 107 (106 t0 108 487915 (15.2) 237 - LO7 (106t 1.08)
Leaming Dificuitiss 54,580 (1.4) 340 - 108 (1.07 to 110y S55,750(1.7) 363 - 110{1.06t0 1.12)
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Saoriows Mertal lingsa 100,025 (2.5 39 = 120011810 122 4125 (15) 247 - 41t 120
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Extreme acceler ation in rate of weight gain between the prepandemic and pandemic

To define the population experiencing the greatest increase in their rate of weight gain between the prepandemic
and pandemic periods (extreme accelerators), we first estimated the change in rate of weight gainin
n=2,768,695 individuals who had prepandemic and pandemic BMI trgjectory data (6-change = 6-pandemic - 8-
prepandemic). We found awide distribution in 8-change (Supplementary Figure 2 in appendix 2), half the
population had a dlight reduction in their rate of weight gain (median 5-change = -0-02kg/m?/year), while 40%
of the population experienced an acceleration of more than 0-27kg/m?year. The ten percent of the study
population with the greatest acceleration in their rate of weight gain after the onset of the pandemic (6-change
>= 1.84kg/m?/year, appendix 2) were classified as extreme accelerators. Consistent with our findings on risk of
rapid weight gain, women, younger adults, and individualsliving in the most deprived quintiles were at greatest
risk of being an extreme accelerator. Living with T1D reduced the adjusted odds (9-4%, aOR 0-87 [0-85-0-89]).
All other LTCs increased the adjusted odds, with mental health conditions, including depression, SMI and
dementia, having the largest estimated effect. (Figure 4)



Figure 4: Estimated risk of extreme acceleration® in the rate of weight gain between the prepandemic
and pandemic pericd in 2,768,695 adults living in England
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Senstivity and Subgroup Analyses

We compared our findingsin the complete case sample to analyses conducted in the entire population, including
those with missing ethnicity and deprivation data, and found our results to be consistent in both groups. We
found that most of the estimated associations between the risk of extreme acceleration in rate of weight gain and
age, sex, IMD and LTCs persisted in the stratified analyses, but there were some exceptions, e.g. amongst Black
individuals, deprivation was not associated with risk (IMD5 vs IMD1: aOR 1-04[0-92-1-18]); and amongst those
living in the least deprived quintiles, Black individuals were at higher risk than Whites (Black vs White: aOR
1.24[1.10-1-39]). There was consi stent evidence that most LTCs increased the estimated risk of arapid
acceleration in rate of weight gain, with mental health conditions continuing to have the greatest effect.
Associations with T2D were less consistent, a history of T2D continued to have an estimated protective affected
amongst South Asian (aOR 0-84 [0-80-0-87]) and Black (aOR 0-88 [0-83-0-94]) individuals, but increased the



estimated risk in other subgroups including older adults (aged 60-79: aOR 1-11 [1-09-1-12]) and the least
deprived IMD quintile (aOR 1-:17 [1-15-1-20]) (Supplementary Table 2-6).
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Conclusion

The three years since the onset of the COVID-19 pandemic has seen profound societal change in how
individuals live, work and interact with each other. However, the impact of these changes on patterns of weight
gain have not been well characterised. We are, to our knowledge, the first to use a nationally representative
population database™ to describe patterns of weight gain during the pandemic. We report novel findings from
our analyses of BMI datain the EHRs of over 17 million adults living in England. At population level there was
amodest increase in the median BMI between the prepandemic year and the year beginning March 2021. At
individual-level we showed that, amongst adults with BMI values recorded in the EHR, women, younger adults
and those living in the most socioeconomically deprived areas were at greatest estimated risk of unhealthy
patterns of weight gain, namely rapid weight gain during the pandemic and an extreme acceleration in rate of
weight gain between the prepandemic and pandemic periods. Individuals with a history of LTCswere also at
greatest risk of unhealthy weight gain, and people with mental health conditions, including depression, SMI and
learning difficulties, were at disproportionately greater risk than those with physical health conditions such as
hypertension.

Previous research in this area has been limited to small voluntary surveys,™ or routine health data from non-
representative populations.”™** By using a large-scale, nationally representative and contemporaneous EHR
dataset, we have been able to robustly reproduce prior observations that women,***? young adults,***? those
living in deprivation® and those with LTCs"* may be the most affected by unhealthy patterns of pandemic
weight gain and demonstrate this at population scale. Our findings suggest the increased risk of weight gain seen
amongst young adults prepandemic’® was exacerbated during the pandemic. The increased risk seen amongst
women may reflect gender disparitiesin the impact of the pandemic on social factors such as employment loss
and caring responsibilities, with a consequent influence on health behaviours.® The increased risk amongst
those living in areas of greater deprivation reflects prepandemic trends and is likely to have multifactorial
aetiology including food poverty, reduced opportunity for physical activity and an increased burden of physical
and mental health conditions.™ In our analysis, instead of controlling for LTCsas prior studies have done,*** we
characterised the associations between patterns of weight gain and clinical and mental health characteristics.
This approach uncovered important inequality between people with prior mental health versus physical health
conditions, with the former having a greater risk of unhealthy patterns of weight gain. These differences may
reflect associations between disordered eating, reduced physical activity and poor mental health exacerbated by
the pandemic.?®?* Our finding highlights the need for health services to ensure parity of esteem® between
physical and mental health conditions when prioritising groups to be supported by weight loss interventions.

The key strengths of this study are the quality, scale and representativeness of the health record data used.*®
OpenSAFEL Y-TPP provides access to the primary care records of roughly 40% of the population.’® In England,
primary care hosts and records data from 90% of all patient consultationsin the National Health Service, with
particular responsibility for preventative care and routine management of LTCs.? Therefore, our study has been
able to make robust observations that have immediate relevance to the delivery of health care in the post-
pandemic period. These findings could be rapidly implemented in the routine clinical care that has generated
them, for example through the practice reorganisation or redistribution of care to target those at most need.

We recognise the limitations of our work. We restricted our analyses to individual s registered with a GP practice
for at least one year to minimise the impact of incomplete data. However, this may have introduced survival
bias, e.g. if individuals with the most unhealthy patterns of weight gain were more likely to die during the
pandemic. BMI isrecorded in EHRs when clinically indicated, this may be systematically as part of the routine
monitoring of LTCs such as T2D or opportunistically when relevant to the clinical consultation. Despite thisrisk
of information bias, prepandemic EHRSs produced BMI trajectory estimates comparable to representative
national surveys.?* However, we report changesin BM| recording activity that may have introduced new bias,
with adeclinein BMI recording after the onset of the pandemic which had only partly recovered by the year
beginning March 2021, reflecting wider patterns of primary care activity during the pandemic.? Notably, the
greatest recovery in BMI recording was amongst individuals with LTCs requiring annual BMI recording, e.g.
T2D. Thisleads to a higher prevalence of LTCs amongst individuals contributing pandemic BMI data (Table 1)
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and the possibility that the protective effect of T2D against weight gain is in fact due to collider bias.®
Alternatively this may be a true effect arising from the awareness that COVID-19 infection confers greater risk
to people with obesity and LTCs such as T2D, leading to more proactive and intensive weight management in
primary care, or adoption of healthy behaviours. The observed protective effect of T1D against extreme
acceleration may also reflect bias, however there is evidence of improved blood glucose control amongst people
living with T1D during the pandemic.?” Pandemic-associated changesin clinical activity, such as BMI self-
reporting during remote consultations, may have introduced biases that are harder to characterise.”® Further
research, including representative population health surveys, would be required to investigate this further.

Another limitation relates to missing data. We have undertaken a complete case analysis, removing individuals
with missing ethnicity and IMD data. This approach precludes generalisability of findings to those missing data
in these fields, e.g. those missing IMD data due to unstable accommodation, but gives robust evidence in
everybody else. Multiple imputation models would not overcome this limitation, as the Missing a¢ Random
assumption is unlikely to hold.* Some prepandemic analyses of BMI trajectories have used imputation,
adjusting estimates with population-survey data to account for the MNAR assumption.*® We could not replicate
this approach due to the suspension of such surveys during the pandemic.

In conclusion, our study isthe largest and most representative analysis of weight changes associated with the
pandemic to date. We identify that women, young adults, those living in the most deprivation, as well as those
with mental health conditions were at increased risk of unhealthy patterns of weight gain during the pandemic.
We demonstrate the value of routinely collected data to understand the impact of a pandemic at population scale
and identify health inequalities and areas of focus. Overall, our findingsidentified clear targets for health
services and policy makersto target with preventative interventions to mitigate the lasting and inequitable
impact of the pandemic. Future work is needed to continue the monitoring of these trends to understand whether
these effects are lasting or even exacerbated.
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Data Sharing

Access to the underlying identifiable and potentially re-identifiable pseudonymised electronic health record data
istightly governed by various legislative and regulatory frameworks, and restricted by best practice. The datain
OpenSAFELY-TPPisdrawn from General Practice data across England where TPP is the data processor.

TPP developers initiate an automated process to create pseudonymised records in the core OpenSAFELY
database, which are copies of key structured data tables in the identifiable records. These pseudonymised
records are linked onto key external data resources that have also been pseudonymised via SHA-512 one-way
hashing of NHS numbers using a shared salt. Bennett Institute for Applied Data Science developers and Pls
holding contracts with NHS England have accessto the OpenSAFELY pseudonymised data tables as needed to
develop the OpenSAFELY tools.
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These tools in turn enable researchers with OpenSAFELY Data Access Agreements to write and execute code
for data management and data analysis without direct access to the underlying raw pseudonymised patient data,
and to review the outputs of this code. All code for the full data management pipeline—from raw data to
completed results for this analysis—and for the OpenSAFELY platform asawholeis available for review at
https://github.com/OpenSAFELY . The data management and analysis code for this paper was led by MSand
RYP and isavailable for scientific review and re-use under MIT open licence.
https://github.com/opensafely/BMI-and-Metabolic-Markers.
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Table 1. Basdline char acterigtics of the study population at each stage of the analysis

Total Study Population trendsin median BM|** Individualslevel rates of BMI** change ()
Population* Year beginning Year beginning 8-prepandemic 8-pandemic &-change
March 2019 March 2021
N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%) N (%)

Total 17,742,365 4,422,295 5,094,590 3,966,500 3,214,155 2,768,695
Age Group (years)
18-29 3,062,705 (17-3) 454,245 (10-3) 580,335 (11-4) 274,540 (6-9) 267,605 (8-3) 161,655 (5-8)
30-39 3,138,645 (17-7) 469,950 (10-6) 579,610 (11-4) 466,285 (11-8) 341,870 (10-6) 253,415 (9-2)
40-49 2,953,105 (16-6) 591,250 (13-4) 735,120 (14-4) 545,760 (13-8) 415,805 (12-9) 310,045 (11-2)
50-59 3,176,680 (17-9) 823,905 (18-6) 958,860 (188) 757,830 (19-1) 603,670 (18-8) 479,655 (17-3)
60-69 2,495,010 (14-1) 839,940 (19-0) 980,770 (19-2) 771,890 (19°5) 642,120 (20-0) 573,030 (20-7)
70-79 1,997,575 (11-3) 836,005 (189) 885,645 (17-4) 757,405 (19-1) 635,175 (19-8) 649,920 (23°5)
80-89 918,640 (5-2) 406,995 (9-2) 374,250 (7-3) 392,785 (9-9) 307,910 (9-6) 340,975 (12-3)
Sex
Female 8,883,720 (50-1) 2,591,225 (58-6) 2,943,330 (57-8) 2,381,345 (60-0) 1,898,510 (59-1) 1,612,850 (58-2)
Male 8,858,645 (49-9) 1,831,065 (41-4) 2,151,260 (42-2) 1,585,155 (40-0) 1,315,645 (40-9) 1,155,845 (41-8)
Index of M ultiple
Deprivation
1 (most deprived) 3,356,720 (19-4) 868,410 (20-1) 1,011,785 (20-2) 836,480 (21-1) 686,100 (21-3) 592,805 (21-4)
5 (least deprived) 3,240,120 (187) 777,720 (18-0) 905,350 (18-1) 692,065 (17-4) 549,495 (17-1) 472,800 (17-1)
Missing 431,235 (2-4) 108,220 (25) 89,270 (1-8) 93,545(2:2) 79,215(1-9) 57,435(2-1)
Ethnicity
White British 12,299,145 (76-1) 3,446,610 (81-1) 4,017,955 (81-9) 3,275,985 (82-6) 2,631,235 (81-9) 2,306,865 (83-3)
White Irish 93,035 (0-6) 24,460 (0-6) 27,760 (0-6) 21,500 (0-5) 17,590 (05) 15,475 (0-6)
Other White 1,540,215 (9-5) 254,570 (6-0) 293,165 (6-0) 211,145 (5-3) 172,260 (5-4) 131,960 (4-8)
Indian 501,025 (3-1) 129,905 (3-1) 139,620 (2-8) 115,585 (2-9) 99,750 (3-1) 82,245 (3:0)
Pakistani 358,585 (2-2) 99,095 (2-3) 111,395 (2:3) 99,045 (2:5) 80,400 (25) 68,000 (2:5)
Bangladeshi 83,300 (0-5) 23,755 (0-6) 25,350 (0-5) 21,230 (0:5) 18,965 (0-6) 15,025 (05)
Chinese 115,825 (0-7) 12,910 (0-3) 15,860 (0-3) 10,185 (0-3) 8,245 (0-3) 6,395 (0-2)
Other Asian 264,080 (1-6) 62,390 (1.5) 65,660 (1-3) 51,865 (1-3) 46,590 (15) 36,420 (1-3)
Black Caribbean 95,140 (0-6) 29,520 (0-7) 32,595 (0-7) 27,170(07) 23,050 (0-7) 23,970 (0:9)
Black African 219,880 (1-4) 46,435 (1-1) 49,330 (1.0) 37,745 (0-9) 32,875 (1:0) 20,330 (07)
Other Black 89,040 (0-6) 21,265 (0-5) 22,845 (0-5) 17,295 (0-4) 15,020 (05) 11,300 (0-4)
Mixed White/Black 49,930 (0-3) 11,655 (0-3) 13,065 (0-3) 10,610 (0-3) 8,840 (0-3) 6,960 (0-2)
Caribbean
Mixed White/Black African 39,065 (0-2) 7,720 (0-2) 8,375 (0-2) 6,400 (0-2) 5,460 (0-2) 3,935(0-1)
Mixed White/Asian 42,740 (0-3) 8,530 (0-2) 9,240 (0-2) 7,055 (0-2) 5,945 (0-2) 4,445 (0-2)
Other Mixed 82,940 (0-5) 15,515 (0-4) 17,055 (0-3) 12,525 (0-3) 10,795 (0-3) 7,950 (0-3)
Other 286,925 (1-8) 53,955 (1-3) 57,620 (1-2) 41,155 (1.0) 37,130 (1-2) 27,420 (1.0)
Missing 1,581,510 (8-9) 174,020 (3-9) 187,700 (3-7) 148,055(3-5) 121,040(2:9) 7380(3-2)
L ong Term Condition
Hypertension 3,558,405 (20-1) 2,673,785 (60'5) 1,837,260 (36-1) 1,637,165 (41-3) 1,436,070 (44-7) 1,399,300 (50-5)
Type 2 Diabetes 1,231,455 (6-9) 887,870 (20-1) 867,735 (17-0) 820,390 (20-7) 793,770 (24-7) 805,315 (29-1)

20




Type 1 Digbetes 93,505 (05) 55,640 (1-3) 59,420 (1-2) 55,810 (1-4) 51,250 (1-6) 47,910 (1.7)
Learning Disability 105,855 (0-6) 65,265 (1-5) 61,110 (1-2) 54,580 (1-4) 55,750 (1.7) 49,865 (1-8)
Depression 3,592,080 (20-2) 1,140,545 (25-8) 1,233,900 (24-2) 1,105,540 (27-9) 887,240 (276) 777,355 (28-1)
Dementia 134,080 (0-8) 60,785 (1-4) 48,460 (0-9) 58,670 (1.5) 47225 (15) 48,415 (1-8)
Serious Mental 1Iness 195,450 (1-1) 118,010 (2:7) 116,055 (2:3) 100,025 (2:5) 101,395 (3-2) 88,375 (3-2)
COPD*** 531,475 (3-0) 261,870 (5:9) 308,030 (6:0) 299,095 (7-5) 227,935 (7-1) 245,510 (8:9)
Asthma 2,930,645 (16°5) 871,240 (19-7) 1,040,870 (20-4) 939,925 (237) 709,730 (22-1) 638,485 (23-1)
Cardiovascular Disease 1,087,320 (6-1) 578,685 (13-1) 588,970 (11.-6) 560,030 (14-1) 487,915 (15-2) 498,305 (18:0)
Stroke and TIA**** 465,645 (2:6) 229,915 (5-2) 226,455 (4-5) 219,360 (5-5) 187,580 (5-8) 190,500 (6-9)
Cancer 905,475 (5-1) 348,225 (7:9) 348,585 (6-9) 0 0 0

* Datawere extracted on dl adults aged >18 to < 90 years who had been registered with a TPP practice for at |east one year prior to 1st March 2022

** Body Mass Index (BMI)

*** Chronic Obstructive Pulmonary Disease (COPD)

**x* Transient |schaemic Attack (TIA)
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