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Summary

Obesity may track across generations, due to genetics and family environmental factors, or
possibly intrauterine programming. However, many studies only assess associations between
maternal body mass index (BMI) on offspring obesity in childhood. To determine whether
maternal and paternal associations with offspring BMI differ, and whether associations persist
into adulthood, a systematic review and meta-analysis was done. MEDLINE, EMBASE and
PubMed (to December 2019) were searched. Observational studies reporting associations
between maternal or paternal BMI and adult offspring BMI were included. Offspring BMIs were
reported as continuous or categorical measures. 46 studies were included in the systematic
review. Meta-analyses were conducted using random effects models. Parental BMI was
positively associated with offspring BMI in adulthood. The pooled mother-offspring
standardized mean difference (SMD) was 0.23 (95% confidence interval (Cl): 0.20, 0.26), and
father-offspring SMD was similar: 0.22 (95%CI: 0.19, 0.25) in adjusted models. Maternal and
paternal overweight and obesity were associated with higher offspring BMI with similar
magnitudes. If these associations are causal, they support interventions targeting all family

members, rather than focusing solely on mothers, to maintain a healthy weight.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Obesity represents one of the most urgent national and global health challenges because of
its high prevalence and long-term adverse health consequences!. Familial resemblance in
obesity is well-recognized?. To date, multiple studies have explored parental-offspring body
mass index (BMI) associations and linked maternal or paternal adiposity with unfavorable
offspring body composition and related morbidity (e.g. diabetes, cardiovascular and metabolic
diseases)**.

However, the causes of the intergenerational association are unclear. Genetic
predisposition, family socioeconomic status, and lifestyle factors (e.g., diet, physical activity)
are important contributors to risk of offspring adiposity>®. In addition to the above factors,
mothers with greater BMI during pregnancy might increase the risk of obesity in the offspring
via the fetal environment according to the 'fetal overnutrition' hypothesis”®. The hypothesis
suggests that maternal nutritional imbalance during gestation can alter metabolic processes,
including the hypothalamic response to leptin and subsequent regulation of appetite and
pancreatic beta-cell physiology, and have a persistent effect on offspring adiposity®. This
hypothesis is supported by some animal studies'®!!, yet the evidence is mixed in human
studies'®!2. However, novel evidence from Mendelian randomization studies which use
maternal genetic variants adjusted for offspring genetic variants as unconfounded
instrumental variables for an intrauterine exposure casts doubt on the causal effect of maternal
pregnancy adiposity!*'>. Furthermore, 'negative control' studies, which used paternal
adiposity as a control and compared mother-offspring and father-offspring BMI associations
suggest that maternal associations may be explained by family confounding®®. If there is a
causal in-utero effect, the association between parental-offspring BMI should be stronger in
the maternal line than in the paternal line!’. There is also growing interest to investigate
whether any such association differs between daughters and sons. Comparison between the
same-sex (mother-daughter, father-son) versus cross-sex (mother-son, father-daughter)
transmission would provide more insight into understanding the mechanisms underlying the
association. If a stronger same-sex association is observed, it might imply that shared
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environment rather than genes is the driver because selective mother-daughter and father-
son gene transmission is not a common Mendelian trait'®. However, no consistent patterns
have been identified so far, making it difficult to draw conclusions. While previous systematic
reviews have assessed associations between parental BMI and BMI of the offspring during
childhood®*?, few have investigated sex-specific parental-offspring BMI associations, and very
little is known about the strength of associations with offspring in adulthood. We undertook a
systematic review and meta-analyses to quantify the strengths of associations between
parental BMI and adult offspring obesity, including separately by maternal and paternal lines.
The objectives of the present study were 3-fold: 1) to synthesize data from studies published
from 1980 to 2020, thus investigating whether parental BMI is persistently associated with
offspring adiposity in adulthood; 2) to explore the difference in maternal or paternal
associations with adult offspring BMI and compare the associations for maternal and paternal
lines; 3) to assess same-sex (mother-daughter, father-son) and cross-sex (mother-son, father-
daughter) parent-offspring BMI associations.

2. METHODS

The meta-analysis was performed following the Meta-analysis of Observational Studies in
Epidemiology (MOOSE) recommendation?°. The study was registered in PROSPERO
(CRD42020159281), an international database of prospectively registered systematic reviews.
2.1 Search strategy

We carried out a systematic literature search of PubMed, Embase, Web of Science,
COCHRANE, and Google Scholar using predefined search terms (Appendix). Searches were
restricted to human studies published in English, full-text articles published after 1980. The
reference lists of all studies that met the inclusion criteria and all related systematic reviews
were searched by J.Z., HT.V, and C.C.D. Citation searches for all studies that met the
inclusion criteria and all related systematic reviews were performed using Google Scholar
Citations. Authors of included studies were contacted for additional data when required for
inclusion in the meta-analyses. Database searches were completed in August 2019 and

updated in July 2020.
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2.2 Study eligibility criteria

2.2.1 Inclusion criteria

Inclusion criteria were peer-reviewed studies reporting both the exposure variable (maternal
BMI or paternal BMI, overweight, or obesity) and the outcome variable (offspring BMI,
overweight, or obesity) among offspring aged 18 years or older. Exposure and outcome
variables could be either continuous or categorical. To be included, studies had to have been
published as full articles written in English, and express the findings as correlation or
regression coefficients with 95% confidence intervals (CIs), or odds ratios (OR) or risk ratios
(RR) with 95% CI. Studies reporting offspring BMI in late adolescence/early adulthood
(reporting any offspring aged 18 years or older) were included. We included the first two
generations, that is grandparents and parents, in a three-generational cohort study where the
youngest generation was less than 18 years of age. Continuous BMI was selected as the main
measurement of adiposity in meta-analyses. Where studies were based on the same cohort
(e.g 1958 British birth cohort) and the same participants, we chose the study with the larger
study population or older age group.

2.2.2 Study selection

Three assessors (J.Z., H.T.V, M.L.L.) independently reviewed the titles and abstracts of all
identified citations using Covidence online software (Covidence.org)?!. Each full-text article
was independently evaluated by three reviewers (J.Z., C.C.D, H.T.V). Disagreements were
settled by discussion and consensus, with the third reviewer (C.C.D) available as an
adjudicator.

2.2.3 Data extraction

A piloted data collection form was used by three reviewers (J.Z., C.C.D., H.T.V.) to
independently extract the following data from full-text articles: study design, years of study,
study origin (country), study setting, sample size, assessment methods of weight and height
information, when BMI was ascertained, whether maternal BMI pertained to pre-pregnancy,
and reported measures of association. We included information available from the publications.
Inconsistencies were checked and resolved through the consensus process described earlier.
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85 2.3 Data synthesis
86  2.3.1 Continuous outcome
87  We extracted correlation coefficients (r) or regression coefficients (mean difference (MD) or
88 standardized mean difference (SMD)) for continuous outcomes. As studies varied in reporting
89 associations between different familial groupings, we summarized three levels of family
90 relationship groups: i) sex-specific at parental level and offspring level: mother-daughter,
91 mother-son, father-daughter, and father-son; (ii) sex-specific at parental level: mother-
92  offspring and father-offspring. When measures of association were reported by offspring sex
93  at parental and offspring level, we used methods proposed by Borenstein et al.?? to combine
94 father-offspring (or mother-offspring) from sex-specific associations (father-daughter and
95 father-son, or mother-daughter and mother-son) and assumed varying correlations (ranging
96 from 0-0.3) depending on the study design and analysis of the study to account for
97 dependency. For example, we assumed a correlation of 0.3 where multilevel models had
98 accounted for the structure of the data whilst we assumed a correlation of 0 in models with
99 e.g. fathers with only one child. Inverse variance-weighted random-effects modelling was
100 conducted to pool the sex-specific associations to either father-offspring or mother-offspring.
101  Finally, random-effect meta-analysis was applied to synthesize the overall parental-offspring
102  association since it accounts for both random variability and the variability in effects among
103  the studies.
104  For data from regression models (where offspring BMI could be in kg/m? or SD units), we
105  separately extracted regression coefficients that were (i) MD per kg/m? difference in parental
106  BMI (ii) SMD per SD difference in parental BMIZ-26, We then transformed studies reporting
107  MD per kg/m? difference in parental BMI to SD units, so that (i) and (ii) could be combined to
108 increase power. Regression coefficients from multilevel models were treated as standard
109 regression models. For studies reporting correlation coefficients (r), data were transformed
110  with Fisher's Z scale, and via the inverse Fisher's Z transformation to r. The correlation

111  coefficients were combined with unadjusted regression coefficients for the unadjusted data
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112 synthesis. The unadjusted and adjusted data (minimally adjusted for offspring’s age and sex)
113  were synthesized separately.

114  Furthermore, we tested whether there were differences between mother-offspring and father-
115  offspring associations. Differences in SMD or MD were calculated for continuous outcomes.
116  Forest plots were constructed to display the individual and aggregate measures of association
117  and their corresponding 95% Cls, in addition to tables presenting the aggregate results. We
118  calculated the I? value to measure heterogeneity, which represents the observed percentage
119  of total variation across studies due to heterogeneity rather than chance.

120  2.3.2 Categorical outcome

121  ORs and RRs and either their standard errors or 95%CI were directly extracted from study
122  results. Because few studies reported obesity prevalence of more than 20% or reported RRs,
123  ORs and RRs were summarized together?’. Studies varied in reporting parental or offspring
124  weight status using different criteria, different reference groups (e.g., normal weight mother,
125 normal weight father, both normal weight parents), or varied in stratifying sex-specific
126  associations (e.g. mother/father-daughter, mother/father-son association, parent-
127  daughter/parent-son association, or mother/father-offspring, or parent-offspring), precluding
128  synthesizing results to a meaningful single summary OR. We therefore presented forest plots
129  showing individual study results without pooling ORs.

130 2.4 Subgroup analyses

131  The following subgroup analyses were specified a priori for the primary analysis, where data
132 were available: (i) BMI assessment method: measured versus self-reported; (ii) study design:
133 cross-sectional study versus longitudinal study; (iii) maternal BMI measured before pregnancy
134  versus after pregnhancy; (iv) offspring age: early adulthood (younger than 30 years), mid-
135  adulthood (30-40years), and later adulthood (older than 40 years).

136 2.5 Quality assessment

137  Quality assessment was done by two reviewers (J.Z. and C.C.D) using a Newcastle-Ottawa
138 scale (Appendix). The Newcastle-Ottawa scale evaluated the study design,
139  representativeness of the exposed cohort, selection of the non-exposed cohort, ascertainment
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140  of exposure, comparability of cohorts on the basis of the design or analysis, assessment of
141  offspring BMI, whether all adult participants in the analysis were the target age of the research
142  question, and the adequacy of follow up of cohorts. We also considered how missing data
143 were handled, whether studies included only biological parents and children (non-paternity),
144  and adjustment for key confounders in the quality assessment. Studies were awarded one
145  point per fulfilled criteria.

146 2.6 Post hoc analyses and publication bias

147  We conducted post hoc analyses by excluding 7 studies®2833 (15% of studies and 5% of
148  participants) that measured offspring BMI at 15-25 years or took out 3 studies?>2°34 with low
149  quality scores. To evaluate the potential effect of unpublished studies on our main findings
150 (due to asymmetry or publication bias), we produced funnel plots and conducted Egger’s
151  regression®.

152 All analyses were conducted using the metan command in Stata BE version 17% (StataCorp,
153  College Station, TX, USA).

154 3. RESULTS

155 3.1 Descriptive statistics

156  The searches identified 32,689 studies, of which 90 studies met the abstract inclusion criteria.
157  Ofthe studies that met the initial abstract screening, 44 studies were excluded from the review,
158  because: study subjects were not adult offspring (n=22), wrong exposure or outcome (n=10),
159  adiposity was not assessed by BMI (n=3), exposure or outcome were BMI change (n=4),
160 articles were not in English (n=1), wrong comparator (n=1), wrong study design (n=1), same
161  cohort (n=1), or conference abstract (n=1). This resulted in 46 publications in the review
162  (Figure S1). Of these studies, 26 were cohort studies, and 20 were cross-sectional studies.
163  Study populations were from Australia, Asia, Europe, North and South America. Most of the
164  studies included parent-offspring pairs and trios, with sample size ranging from 32 mother—
165 daughter dyads® to 36,528 father-mother-offspring trios®’. Two studies used a three-
166  generation cohort®3°, Parental and offspring BMIs were examined at different life stages
167  across studies. Some studies focused on parental BMI at an early age?*3%49-43, while other

8
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168  studies collected parental anthropometric information in parallel with that of the adult offspring,
169  so that parents were in middle or late adulthood 232531.3244-4¢6 The information extracted from
170  each study is presented in Table S1.

171  Various statistical methods were employed to analyze the relationship between parental BMI
172 and adult offspring BMI. These included correlation coefficient methods, linear regression
173 models, logistic or multinomial models, and multilevel models. Most linear regression studies
174 adjusted for family socioeconomic factors, maternal age, smoking, drinking, and other
175 important confounders. The majority of studies found positive associations between parents
176  and their adult offspring BMI, while four studies reported null associations?>34384¢  Several
177  studies investigated sex-specific associations and compared the same-sex (mother-daughter,
178 or father-son) or cross-sex (mother-son, father-daughter) relationships within the same
179  population!®232447.48 Conclusions regarding the findings for these sex-specific results varied
180  between the studies. Detailed information is found in Table S2, S3, and S4.

181 3.2 Standardized Mean Difference (SMD) for continuous measures of BMI

182  Associations of continuous measures of maternal and/or paternal BMI with offspring BMI were
183 reported in 35 studies. These studies used different BMI units and not all adjusted for
184  confounders. We pooled results separately for: (i) confounder-adjusted SMD (n = 15 studies);
185  (ii) unadjusted (for any covariates) SMD (n = 21) and (iii) confounder-adjusted associations
186  with parental and offspring BMI in 1 kg/m? units (n=9).

187  Across all of these studies, results were consistent with similar positive associations for
188  mother-offspring and father-offspring. For example, the pooled analyses showed mother-
189  offspring SMD was 0.23 (95%CI: 0.20, 0.26 per SD greater maternal BMI), and the father-
190  offspring was 0.22 (95%CI: 0.19, 0.25 per SD greater paternal BMI) in adjusted models (Figure
191  1). The equivalent unadjusted SMD results were 0.24 (95%CI: 0.21, 0.28) for mother-offspring
192  and 0.21(95% CI: 0.18, 0.25) for father-offspring (Figure S2, with additional resultin Table S5).
193  There was evidence of between study heterogeneity in both analyses (1% =79% for mother-

194  offspring, 1°%=68% for father-offspring). The synthesized sex-specific adjusted SMDs
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195 revealed similar positive associations for mother-daughter, mother-son, father-daughter, and
196 father-son (Figure 2, Table S5).

197  Pooled results from 15 studies of the mean difference in offspring BMI (kg/m?) per 1 kg/m?
198  parental BMI were consistent with those for the SMD. There were also high levels of between
199  study heterogeneity (Figure S3a, Figure S3b and Table S6).

200 We further compared the strength of associations between maternal and paternal BMI and
201  offspring BMI by calculating the difference in SMD. There was no strong evidence for
202  differences by offspring gender for either maternal or paternal associations (difference in
203 SMD=0.01, 95%CI: -0.02, 0.05; Figure 3). Similar approaches were applied to unadjusted
204  SMD and MD, and results remained similar (Figure S4, Figure S5 and Tables S7 to S9).

205  There were 4 studies that could not be included in the meta-analyses®3374950, The reported
206 findings were consistent with the meta-analysed studies. For detailed descriptions, see Table
207 S10.

208 3.3 Subgroup and post hoc analyses

209  There was evidence that associations were weaker when parental BMI was based on parental
210  self-reported weight and height rather than with clinical or research measures (for example
211 SMD=0.21 (95%CI: 0.15, 0.27 for mother-offspring, p=0.000 and SMD=0.26, 95%CI:
212 0.23,0.30, p=0.006, respectively; (exact p<0.1 for heterogeneity between groups, Figure S6,
213  Table S11). The association was higher in cross-sectional studies compared to cohort studies
214  for father-offspring associations but not for mother-offspring associations (Figure S7a, Table
215  S12). Pooled results were very similar comparing studies where maternal BMI ascertainment
216  was before/ in early pregnancy or after pregnancy (Figure S8, Table S13), similarly results
217  were consistent between studies in which children younger than 30 years and those who were
218  older than 40 years (Figure S9a, Figure S9b, and Table S14).

219  Post hoc analysis were performed to investigate the moderate-to-high degree of between-
220  study heterogeneity, including taking out studies with a small proportion of offspring younger
221  than 18 years (Table S15) or with low quality (Table S16). The results remained similar to the
222 main analyses.
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223 3.4 Secondary outcome - ORs

224 18 studies investigated the association between parental BMI status and offspring overweight
225 or obesity and were included. 11 of the studies!®?53133424751-64 ysed World Health
226  Organization® categories to define overweight (BMI 25.0-29.9 kg/m?) and obese status (BMI
227 230 kg/m?); the remaining studies used different thresholds based on the study population
228  distribution.

229  As noted in the methods we did not pool results from these studies. Most studies found that
230  adult offspring of overweight or obese parents (either mother or father, or both) were more
231  likely to be overweight or obese themselves, compared to those with normal-weight parents,
232 though magnitudes of association varied ranging from 1.1 (95%Cl: 0.8, 1.6)3 to 11.8 (95%CI:
233  7.7,18.0)8 (see Figures S10 to S12).

234  Only one study found little evidence of an association between mother-offspring or father-
235  offspring weight status®®. ORs were generally higher when both parents were overweight or
236  obese compared to results using where only one parent was overweight or obese, and there
237  was evidence of a dose response with stronger magnitudes of association for parental obesity
238  than overweight. 4 studies examined the association of parental BMI as a continuum with ORs
239  for offspring overweight or obesity, with results for theseshowing higher odds or offspring
240  overweight and obesity with higher parental mean BM|31:62.63.66,

241 3.5 Study quality and risk of bias

242  The majority of the studies were considered of good quality (scored above 3), with 4 studies
243  scoring 7, and 3 studies below 2. 11 studies did not have a representative sample of the target
244  population, the exposure or outcome were self-reported or without description in 15 studies,
245  and confounding factors were not considered in the analyses in 10 studies. 13 cross-sectional
246  studies did not score a point for adequacy of follow up of the cohort due to the nature of the
247  study design; 17 cohort studies had a follow-up of <80% and did not provide any description
248  of loss to follow-up. All studies were followed-up long enough for outcomes to occur (average

249  offspring age was above 18 years old). Sensitivity analyses taking out the 3 studies of poor
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250 quality (score below 2) showed slightly higher SMD and lower 12 in the adjusted models (Table
251  S17).

252 3.6 Funnel plot asymmetry

253  The funnel plot and Egger’s test shows no strong evidence of funnel asymmetry suggesting
254  there was little evidence of publication bias (Figure S13).

255 4. DISCUSSION

256 In this systematic review, we found positive associations between parental BMI and their
257  offspring BMI in adulthood, assessed using several different measures of association.
258  Directions and magnitudes of associations were similar for both parents and when assessed
259  separately in daughters and sons. They were also similar in subgroups of studies that differed
260 in age at which offspring weight and height were ascertained and timing of maternal BMI in
261  relation to pregnancy. Most studies were considered good quality, with only few scoring poorly,
262  and we observed that results in studies with BMI (parental and/or offspring) based on self-
263  reported rather than measured weight and height were weaker. The findings extend a previous
264  systematic review on the intergenerational transmission of parental and offspring adiposity in
265 childhood®!® and demonstrate that the association persists into adulthood. The magnitude of
266  association across the BMI distribution was relatively weak. For example, the pooled
267 SMD=0.23 per 1SD higher in maternal BMI is equivalent to a correlation coefficient of 0.23.
268  On the other hand, this correlation could be important at a population level.

269 Most of the meta-analysed studies measured parental BMI concurrently with offspring
270  BMI, and it is conceivable that any intrauterine effects might be diluted with increasing age.
271 However, our results were similar for studies that measured parental BMI before the index
272 pregnancy. That we see similar magnitudes of associations for mothers and fathers, is
273 consistent with previous parental negative control and Mendelian randomization studies!®16.67-
274 ™, which suggest that intrauterine mechanisms are not key to cross-generational associations.
275  The comparison of same-sex versus cross-sex association also did not reveal significant sex
276  differences in the associations. Our findings are consistent with both parents contributing to
277  an 'obesogenic' family environment, but are also compatible with the inheritance from either
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278  parent, or both, of genetic traits predisposing to adiposity’2. Thus, these findings emphasize
279  the need to target all family members for obesity prevention.

280 Between-study heterogeneity was moderate-to-high for some of the pooled results. We
281  conducted a series of subgroup analyses to explore the sources of heterogeneity, but found
282  consistent results between subgroups for all of these, except whether BMI was based on self-
283  reported or measured weight and height. Results were consistent between studies that did not
284  adjust for any confounders and those adjusting for some confounders (most of which adjusted
285  for what we consider to be key confounders). Thus differences in confounder adjustments are
286  unlikely to explain between study heterogeneity and we are unable to determine the cause of
287  between study heterogeneity. 6 studies adjusted for early life variables such as birth weight or
288  gestational weight gain?0435961.73.74 "which are potential mediators on the causal pathway
289  between parental and offspring BMI, rather than confounders. Therefore, we used results from
290 models that did not adjust for birthweight or gestational weight gain in the meta-analyses.

291 Key strengths of our review include the focus on offspring adult BMI, carefully considering
292  which studies are appropriate to meta-analyses, and undertaking relevant subgroup analyses.
293  We have investigated sex-specific associations and compared associations of maternal-
294  offspring to paternal-offspring BMI associations to explore the potential etiology of BMI
295 intergenerational associations.

296 We acknowledge the limitations of the meta-analyses. Firstly, whilst our focus was on
297  offspring adult (18 years or older) BMI, 7 studies?528-3 (corresponding to 15% of studies and
298 5% of participants) measuring offspring BMI at 15-25 years were included in the systematic
299  review. However, meta-analysis results were not changed with removal of these studies. We
300 have focused on adult BMI and it is possible that results would be different for other measures
301 of adiposity, such as waist circumference or fat mass. However, the strong correlations
302  between BMI and these measurements, together with similar Mendelian randomization results
303 for maternal BMI with offspring BMI and fat mass, makes this unlikely”™. The small number of
304  studies reporting all combinations of mother, father, daughter and son associations limited our
305 ability to assess any dose-response relationships between within these different groups.
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Conclusions

This systematic review and meta-analysis of observational studies indicates that the
intergenerational associations between parental and offspring obesity persisted into adulthood.
We found there was no strong evidence of differences between maternal and paternal lines,
which together with Mendelian randomization and negative control studies®® mostly in
younger aged offspring, suggest that intrauterine effects related to higher maternal BMI are

not a major cause of higher offspring adiposity.
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Carrillo-Larco,2018 Cross-sectional 18-30 —+—:— 0.19(0.12,0.27) 7.01
Tequeanes,2009 Cohort 18-30 +- 0.19 (0.01, 0.38) 2.31
Laitinen,2001 Cohort 18-30 | —.—: 0.20 (0.17, 0.24) 10.53
Hu,2013 Cross-sectional 18-30 -* 0.23 (0.21, 0.25) 11.68
Hochner,2012 Cohort 31-40 | —:—0— 0.26 (0.15, 0.36) 5.10
Han,2015 Cross-sectional ~ 41-55 —— 0.27 (0.23,0.32) 9.78
Kivimaki, 2007 Cohort 24-39 | 1+| 0.28 (0.23, 0.33) 9.25
Zalbahar,2016 Cohort 18-30 :—4— 0.29 (0.23,0.34) 8.80
Swanton,2017 Cohort 18-30 : . a 0.29 (0.08, 0.49) 1.91
Burke, 2001 Cross-sectional 18-30 | —_—— 0.30 (0.21, 0.39) 6.02
Johnson,2012 Cohort 30-59 : —_ 0.30 (0.26, 0.34) 10.14
Subgroup, DL (I’ = 78.9%, p = 0.000) | o 0.23 (0.20, 0.26)100.00
Father-offspring
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[ | I I
-2 0 2 6

NOTE: Weights and by bgroup test are from random-effects model
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540 Figure 1. Meta-analysis of the association between parent and offspring BMI (standardized

541  mean difference)

542

543 The effect size estimate is the standardized mean difference with 95% confidence intervals (per SD of parental
544 BMI)

545 The size of the squares estimates is proportional to the weight assigned to each study. Diamonds represent
546 pooled estimates from a random effects meta-analysis. The I2 and P values for heterogeneity are shown.

547 BMI, body mass index; Cl, confidence interval
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567
Offspring %
Subgroup and study Study Design ~ age Effect (95% CI) Weight
Mother-daughter ! )
Carrillo-Larco,2018 Cross-sectional  18-30 —_— 0.14 (0.03,0.25) 7.44
Cooper,2010 Conhort 41-55 | —— 0.18(0.14,0.23) 14.76
Tequeanes,2009 Cohort 18-30 T + 0.20 (-0.08, 0.48) 1.75
Hu,2013 Cross-sectional  18-30 - 0.21 (0.19,0.23) 17.10
Laitinen 2001 Caohort 18-30 —— 0.25(0.20, 0.30) 14.11
Han,2015 Cross-sectional  41-5% | ———— 0.28 (0.21,0.34) 1215
Swanton,2017 Cohort 18-30 : + 0.30(0.00, 0.60) 1.54
Johnson 2012 Cohort 30-59 | —— 0.31 (0.27,0.35) 14.76
Zalbahar, 2016 Caohort 18-30 | ——— 0.32(0.24,0.40) 10.34
Burke, 2001 Cross-sectional  18-30 3*— 0.34(0.21,0.47) 6.06
Subgroup, DL (I” = 70.5%, p = 0.000) 0.25 (0.21, 0.29100.00
Mother-son
Laitinen, 2001 Cohert 18-30 —_— 0.15(0.10, 0.20) 12.94
Cooper,2010 Conhort 41-55 —— 0.17 (0.14, 0.21) 15.27
Tequeanes,2009 Conhort 18-30 —— 0.19(-0.05, 0.43) 1.70
Zalbahar,2016 Cohort 18-30 | —_—— 0.23(0.15,0.30) 9.42
Carrillo-Larco,2018 Cross-sectional  18-30 —_— 0.23 (013, 0.34) 6.40
Hu,2013 Cross-sectional  18-30 —— 0.25(0.22, 0.28) 16.00
Burke, 2001 Cross-sectional ~ 18-30 —_—————— 0.26(0.14, 0.38) 5.12
Han,2015 Cross-sectional  41-55 | —— 0.27(0.21,0.33) 11.43
Koupil, 2007 Cohort 18-30 —e—.— 0.27(0.19,0.36) 8.26
Swanton, 2017 Cohort 18-30 = 0 et 0.28(0.00,0.56) 1.28
Johnson 2012 Cohort 30-59 | 50— 0.28 (0.23,0.33) 1217
Subgroup, DL (I = 61.8%, p = 0.003) 0.23 (0.20, 0.26)100.00
Father-daughter
Cooper,2010 Cohort 41-55 | —_—— 0.11 (0.06, 0.17) 18.56
Han,2015 Cross-sectional  41-55 —te 0.19(0.10, 0.27) 14.26
Johnson,2012 Cohort 30-59 —— 0.19(0.14, 0.24) 18.56
Hu,2013 Cross-sectional  18-30 —— 0.23(0.19, 0.27) 20.34
Zalbahar,2016 Cohort 18-30 | + 0.24 (0.15,0.34) 12.97
Carrillo-Larco,2018 Cross-sectional  18-30 I—.—— 0.30(0.18, 0.42) 10.22
Burke, 2001 Cross-sectional  18-30 + 0.40(0.20, 0.60) 5.08
Subgroup, DL (I” = 68.5%, p = 0.004) | B 0.21 (0.16, 0.26)100.00
Father-son
Cooper, 2010 Caohort 41-55 I — 0.19(0.15, 0.23) 24.47
Burke, 2001 Cross-sectional  18-30 ———- 0.20(-0.02,0.42) 1.97
Zalbahar,2016 Caohort 18-30 | —_—— 0.22(0.14 0 31)10.27
Hu,2013 Cross-sectional  18-30 —_—— 0.26 (0.23, 0.30) 26.96
Carillo-Larco 2018 Cross-sectional  18-30 —!—0— 0.27 (0.15,0.39) 5.90
Johnson 2012 Cohort 30-59 | — 0.27 (0.22,0.32) 18.13
Han,2015 Cross-sectional ~ 41-55 30— 0.29(0.21, 0.36) 12.30
Subgroup, DL (I = 39.9%, p = 0.125) 0.25 (0.21, 0.28)100.00
Heterogeneity between groups: p = 0.625 |
I I I I
-2 0 2 6
NOTE: Weights and betwesn-subgroup heterogensity test are from random-sfiects model
569

570  Figure 2. Meta-analysis of the association between parent and offspring BMI at sex-specific
571 level (standardized mean difference)

572

573

574 The effect size estimate is the standardized mean difference with 95% confidence intervals (per SD of parental
575 BMI)

576 The size of the squares estimates is proportional to the weight assigned to each study. Diamonds represent
577 pooled estimates from a random effects meta-analysis. The 1> and P values for heterogeneity are shown.
578 BMI, body mass index; Cl, confidence interval
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Author and Diff. in SMDs %
subgroup (85% CI) Weight

Burke
Father-offspring ——
Mather-offspring —_—

-0.02 (-0.18, 0.18) 3.18

A
L 3

Carrillo-Larco

Father-offspring — (

Mather-ofispring ——

-0.08 (.21, 0.02) §.28

Cooper

Father-offspring

+ ¢

003 0.05) .
Mather-offspring 0.01(-0.03, 0.03) 18.13

Han

Father-offspring

>
|
|
|
L
E—
o——>

+1

Mather-ofispring 0.03 (-0.04, 0.10) 11.65

Hu

Father-cfispring
Mather-offspring -+ —_—— -0.02 {0.08, 0.01) 2061
Johnson
Father-offspring =

|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
Mather-ofizpring - :

—-0-9 0.07 {0.01, 0.13) 1488

Kivimaki
Father-offspring ——
Mather-offspring - — 0.06 {-0.02, 0.14) 10.51
Kyaavik
Father-offspring —_——
Mother-offspring —r

-0.05 (-0.17, 0LOT} 5.52

N
1

Zalbahar
Father-offspring ——

0.01 {-0.02, 0.05) 100.00
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Figure 3. Difference in standardized mean difference between mother-offspring and father-
offspring BMI associations

Left plot: SMD (95% CI) in each subgroup of each study. Right plot: Difference of SMD comparing effects for
mother-offspring and father-offspring in each study with a fixed-effect meta-analysis of these differences of SMD.
The size of the squares and circles is proportional to the weight assigned to each study. Open circles represent
pooled estimates.

SMD, Standardized mean difference; Cl, confidence interval
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