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KEY POINTS

Question: What insights can we gain about the relationships between total daily activity, step

counts, and activity intensity on cancer risk using accelerometer data?

Findings: In an analysis of 86 556 individuals from the UK Biobank who provided a week of
accelerometer-based activity data, higher levels of total physical activity, reducing sedentary time
in favour of light or moderate-vigorous intensity activities, and higher daily step counts were

associated with a lower risk of certain cancers.

Meaning: For less active adults, increasing activity time and accumulating more daily steps may

be practical interventions for lowering the risk of some cancers.
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ABSTRACT

Importance: The influence of total daily and light intensity activity on cancer risk remains
unclear, as most existing knowledge is drawn from studies relying on self-reported leisure-time

activities of moderate-vigorous intensity.

Objective: To investigate associations between total daily activity, including step counts, and

activity intensity on incident cancer risk.

Design, Setting, and Participants: Prospective analysis of cancer-free UK Biobank participants
who wore accelerometers for 7-days (between 2013-2015), followed for cancer incidence through

national registries (mean follow-up 5.8 years (SD=1.3)).

Exposures: Time-series machine learning models derived daily total activity (average
acceleration), behaviour time, step counts, and peak 30-minute cadence from wrist-based

accelerometer data.

Main Outcomes and Measures: A composite cancer outcome of 13 cancers previously associated
with low physical activity (bladder, breast, colon, endometrial, oesophageal adenocarcinoma,
gastric cardia, head and neck, kidney, liver, lung, myeloid leukaemia, myeloma, and rectum) based
on previous studies of self-reported activity. Cox proportional hazards regression models estimated
hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (Cl), adjusted for age, sex, ethnicity, smoking,
alcohol, education, Townsend Deprivation Index, and reproductive factors. Associations of
reducing sedentary time in favour of increased light and moderate-vigorous activity were

examined using compositional data analyses.
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Results: Among 86 556 participants (mean age 62.0 years (SD=7.9) at accelerometer assessment),
2 669 cancers occurred. Higher total physical activity was associated with a lower overall cancer
risk (HR1sp=0.85, [95%CI 0.81-0.89]). On average, reallocating one hour/day from sedentary
behaviour to moderate-vigorous physical activity was associated with a lower risk (HR=0.92,
[0.89-0.95]), as was reallocating one hour/day to light-intensity physical activity (HR=0.94, [0.92-
0.96]). Compared to individuals taking 5 000 daily steps, those who took 9 000 steps had an 18%
lower risk of physical-activity-related cancer (HR=0.82, [0.74-0.90]). We found no significant

association with peak 30-minute cadence after adjusting for total steps.

Conclusion and Relevance: Higher total daily physical activity and less sedentary time, in favour
of both light and moderate-vigorous intensity activity, were associated with a lower risk of certain
cancers. For less active adults, increasing step counts by 4 000 daily steps may be a practical public

health intervention for lowering the risk of some cancers.
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INTRODUCTION

Epidemiological data indicate that over half of all new cancers in high-income countries could be
avoided by modifying lifestyle factors, including addressing physical inactivity.? However,
quantifying the dose-dependent benefits of specific physical activity (PA) behaviours for cancer
prevention remains challenging. Many existing studies rely on self-report questionnaires, which
emphasize time spent in leisure-time activities of a moderate-vigorous intensity and may have
recall errors and reporting biases.>* Time use data studies suggest that most individuals spend a
significant amount of time devoted to work and household activities, with the majority of
physically active time obtained from light-intensity physical activity (LIPA).>” Global adherence
to PA recommendations, which primarily emphasize moderate-vigorous physical activity
(MVPA), is generally poor.® Consequently, there is a growing interest in understanding whether
more accurate measures of MVPA show protective effects for cancer risk and if interventions to

increase LIPA could be a valuable disease prevention strategy.

Wearable accelerometer devices provide objective measures of all daily activities, including
sedentary and physically active time accumulated at home, work, during transportation, and in
leisure-time.® Accelerometer data can also be used to investigate how reallocating time from
sedentary behaviour to either LIPA or MVPA could influence disease risk. Existing accelerometer-
measured activity studies in cancer have primarily focused on cancer mortality and,'®** to a

limited extent, breast cancer risk.'°>16

To address these gaps and challenges, we aimed to understand the relationship between total daily

activity and intensity, step counts, and incident cancer risk using a composite outcome of 13 cancer
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90 sites previously associated with low PA in studies of self-reported leisure time activity.}’ As a
91 secondary analysis, we assessed the risks for all 13 PA-related cancers individually and, as case
92  numbers allowed, for other site-specific cancers. We also conducted compositional data analyses
93  to explore the impact of reallocating time from sedentary behaviour to LIPA and MVPA. Finally,
94  for potential translation to the clinical and public health settings, we examined the dose-response
95 relationship between step count, stepping intensity, and incident cancer. Step counts are an easily
96  understandable metric among the general population and are reported by many consumer wearable

97  devices and fitness trackers.!®

98 METHODS

99  Study population

100 The UK Biobank is a prospective study that enrolled 502 536 adults in England, Scotland, and
101  Wales between 2006-2010.1°2° At baseline, participants completed a questionnaire, provided
102  biological data, and consented for linkage to electronic medical records. From June 2013 to
103  December 2015, participants with valid emails were invited to wear an Axivity AX3 wrist-worn

104  accelerometer for 7 days.’

105  Accelerometer data processing

106  Accelerometer data were processed using methods described by Doherty (“accelerometer”,
107  v7.1.0).%! Total physical activity (PA) was calculated as the mean vector magnitude per epoch to
108  derive an overall mean per day acceleration in milligravity (mg) units. This metric reflects the

109  activity duration and intensity and has been validated against doubly labelled water.?
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110  Proportions of time spent across sleep, sedentary behaviour (SB), light-intensity physical activity
111 (LIPA), and moderate-vigorous physical activity (MVVPA) per day, were calculated using random
112  forest and hidden Markov model machine-learning methods.” Missing time due to non-wear was

113  imputed by averaging the behaviour in the corresponding times across all valid days.’

114  Step counts were calculated using a hybrid self-supervised learning model trained on ground truth
115  free-living stepping data (“stepcount”, v3.1.1).?? Daily step count was reported as the median
116  number of daily steps during the seven-day measurement period. Peak 30-minute cadence was
117  calculated as the mean of the 30 highest daily cadence values, averaged across all days.?® Further

118  processing details are described in eTable 1.

119  Outcome ascertainment

120  The main outcome was a composite cancer outcome of 13 sites previously found to be associated
121 with low PA (bladder, breast, colon, endometrial, oesophageal adenocarcinoma, gastric cardia,
122  head and neck, kidney, liver, lung, myeloid leukaemia, myeloma, and rectal).!” Cancers were
123  obtained by the UK Biobank through the National Health Service (NHS) Digital for participants
124  from England and Wales and the NHS Central Register for participants from Scotland (details in
125  eTable 2).2* In secondary analyses, we assessed the risks for cancers not previously related to PA

126  with at least 100 cases (eTable 3).

127  Analytic sample

128  Raw accelerometer data from 103 614 participants were processed, excluding study withdrawals.

129  We further excluded participants with device calibration or data reading errors (>1% of values
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130  outside +/-8g range), inadequate wear time (<72 hours), unreasonably high average acceleration
131  (>100 mg), and lacking steps data.{Citation} Individuals with cancer (excluding C44: non-
132  melanoma skin cancer) before accelerometer wear and missing healthcare linkages or covariate

133  data, were also excluded. The final analysis included 86 556 participants (eFigure 1).

134  Statistical analysis

135  Cox proportional hazards regression models estimated adjusted Hazard ratios (HRs) with 95%
136  confidence intervals for a one standard deviation (SD) increase in total activity and incident cancer.

137  We also assessed risks across quintiles of physical activity.

138  Attained age was the underlying time scale. Individuals who were cancer-free during follow-up
139  were censored at their date of death or at the end of the follow-up period (31 December 2020,

140  England; 31 December 2016, Wales; 30 November 2021 Scotland).

141  Multivariable models adjusted for sex (male, female), ethnicity (White, non-White), smoking
142  status (never, previous, current unknown cigarettes/day, current <15 cigarettes/day, current >15
143  cigarettes/day), alcohol consumption (never, <3 times per week, >3 times per week), education
144  (school leaver, further education, higher education), and deprivation based on the Townsend
145  Deprivation Index (TDI) (quintiles ranging from least deprived to most deprived, based on the
146 2011 UK census).?® Female-specific models were further adjusted for oral contraception ever use
147  (no, yes, missing), hormone replacement therapy ever use (no, yes, missing), menopausal status
148  (no, yes, missing/unknown), and parity (0, 1-2, 3+, missing). Covariate data were provided by

149  participants at the UK Biobank baseline assessment and were chosen a priori based on existing
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150  studies (Details in eTable 1). No violations of the proportional hazards assumption were observed

151  for the exposures using Schoenfeld residuals.

152  Compositional data analyses, using the “epicoda” package, modelled associations between the
153  relative time spent in SB, LIPA, MVPA, and sleep and cancer risk.” First, we calculated the
154  estimated HR associated with reallocating time to one behaviour from all other proportionally
155  (e.g., reallocating one hour/day to LIPA from all other behaviours proportionally). ” Second, we
156  estimated HRs for specific pairwise reallocations of time between behaviours (e.g., reallocating
157  onehour/day from SB to LIPA, holding sleep and MVPA constant). For all compositional
158 analyses, the estimated hazard ratios were relative to the mean behaviour composition among

159 included participants for a hypothetical average participant.

160  Finally, we used restricted cubic splines to assess the relationship between step count and cancer
161 incidence using a reference point at the 10th percentile and knots positioned at the 5th, 50th, and
162  90th percentiles. We employed P-values for linear trends to estimate significance of the overall

163  association. Multivariable models were further adjusted for daily step count.

164  We conducted several sensitivity analyses, including adjustment for body mass index (<25, 25-30,
165 and 30+ kilograms/meters?) as measured at the assessment centre and dietary factors (fresh fruits
166  and vegetable consumption (<3, 3-4.9, 5-7.9, or 8+ servings/day, missing); red and processed
167  meat consumption (<1, 1-2.9, 3-4.9, or 5+ times/week, missing)). Two subgroup analyses were
168  conducted, one among males and females, and the other among never smokers. To assess the
169  potential influence of reverse causality, we repeated the analyses after excluding the first two years

170  of follow-up. Statistical analyses were performed May-November 2023 using R (v4.2.2; R
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171  Foundation for Statistical Computing). Two-sided P values of <0.05 was considered statistically

172 significant.

173  Consent

174  Participants in the UK Biobank provided written informed consent. The study was approved by
175  the National Information Governance Board for Health and Social Care and the National Health
176  Service North West Multicentre Research Ethics Committee (06/MREO08/65). We adhered to the
177  Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) reporting

178  guidelines (eTable 4).%8

179 RESULTS

180  Among 86 556 participants, the mean age at accelerometer assessment was 62.0 years (SD=7.9).
181  The majority were female (56%), identified as White (97%), and fell within the least deprived
182  quintile of the Townsend Deprivation Index (50%) (Table 1). Throughout a mean follow-up of 5.8
183  years (SD=1.3; 504 557 person-years), 2 669 physical activity (PA)-related cancers accrued, with

184  breast among females (n=995) being the most common (details in eTable 3).

185  Total daily PA and cancer incidence

186  Higher total PA was associated with a lower risk of PA-related cancer (hazard ratio (HR) per 1 SD
187 (8.3 milligravity (mg) units), 0.85 [95% confidence interval (Cl) 0.81-0.89]) in the multivariable-
188 adjusted models (Figure 1; eTable 5). Similar associations were found in models assessing

189  quintiles of total PA (eTable 6).

10
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190  To explore which cancers contributed to this result, we also examined associations for individual
191  cancer sites (Figure 1; eTable 5). With higher daily PA, we observed a significantly lower risk for
192 seven types; gastric cardia (HR1sp=0.39, [95% CI 0.22-0.70]), liver (HR1sp=0.65, [0.47-0.90]),
193  bladder (HR1sp=0.69, [0.55-0.87]), lung (HR1sp=0.75, [0.65-0.86]), endometrial (HR1sp=0.78,
194  [0.65-0.93]), colon (HR1sp=0.84, [0.75-0.95]), and breast cancers (HR1sp=0.91, [0.85-0.97]).
195  There were also suggestive associations (HR < 0.9) for three cancers; oesophageal adenocarcinoma
196 (HR1sp=0.89, [0.68-1.16]), kidney (HR1sp=0.86, [0.71-1.04]), and head and neck cancers
197  (HR1sp=0.84, [0.66-1.07]). Similar associations were found in models assessing quintiles of total

198 PA (eTable 6).

199 Insecondary analysis of non-PA-related cancer sites, we observed no protective association with
200 prostate cancer, an inverse association with non-Hodgkin lymphoma (HR1sp=0.85, [0.75-0.97]),
201 and suggestive inverse associations for melanoma (HR1sp=0.89, [0.79-1.01]) and pancreatic

202 cancers (HR1sp=0.86 [0.71-1.04]).

203  Compositional data analysis

204  First, we estimated the risks associated with each behaviour individually by reallocating time to
205  one behaviour from all others proportionally for an average individual (eFigure 2). Reallocating
206  one hour/day to LIPA from all other behaviours was associated with a 5% lower risk of PA-related
207  cancer (HR=0.95, [0.93-0.97]) in multivariable-adjusted models. Reallocating one hour/day to
208  MVPA from other behaviours was associated with a 6% lower cancer risk (HR=0.93, [0.90-0.97]).

209  Reallocating one hour/day to sedentary behaviour (SB) was associated with a significantly higher

11
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210  cancer risk (HR=1.03, [1.01-1.06]), but reallocating one hour/day to sleep was not (HR=1.01,

211  [0.98-1.05]).

212  Next, we estimated the risks associated with specific pairwise reallocations of time between
213  behaviours (Figure 2; eTable 7). For an average participant, reallocating one hour/day from SB to
214  overall physical activity (LIPA + MVPA) was associated with a 7% lower risk (HR=0.93, [0.91-
215  0.95]) in the multivariable-adjusted model. Reallocating one hour/day from SB to MVPA alone
216  was associated with an 8% lower cancer risk (HR=0.92, [0.89-0.95]), and reallocating one

217  hour/day from SB to LIPA was associated with a 6% lower risk (HR=0.94, [0.92-0.96]).

218  Step counts and cancer incidence

219  Higher daily step counts were associated with a lower risk of PA-related cancers (P for
220  trend<0.001) after multivariable adjustments (eTable 8; Figure 3). Compared to individuals who
221  took 5 000 daily steps (10" percentile, reference), individuals who took 9 000 daily steps had an
222  18% lower risk (HR=0.82, [0.74-0.90]), while those who took 13 000 steps had a 23% lower risk

223  (HR=0.77,[0.69-0.86]). Individuals taking fewer than 5 000 steps had a higher risk.

224 Higher step intensity (peak 30-minute cadence) was associated with a lower risk of PA-related
225  cancer prior to adjustment for total step counts (Table 2). Compared to individuals who took 70
226  steps/minute (10" percentile, reference), individuals who took 120 steps/minute had a lower cancer
227  risk before (HR=0.72, [0.59-0.89]), but not after adjusting for total daily steps (HR=0.88, [0.69-

228  1.14], P for trend=0.05).

229  Sensitivity analyses

12
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230  Associations for total PA and cancer risk were slightly attenuated after adjusting for body mass
231 index (BMI) in models per 1-SD of total activity (eTable 5), but the direction between the quintiles
232 was consistent (eTable 6). BMI adjustment did not substantially alter results from the
233  compositional analyses (eFigure 3; eTable 7) or the spline models for step count (eTable 8), nor

234  did adjusting for dietary factors (eTables 5-8, eFigure 4).

235  Sex-specific models of 1-SD differences in total PA showed that patterns of association for cancer
236  risk were similar among males and females for most cancer sites (eTables 9-10), as were findings
237  from the compositional data analysis (eFigure 5). Protective associations were observed for step
238  countand PA-related cancer risk in sex-specific models (eTable 11; Figure 3). Analyses conducted
239  among never smokers were similar to our primary analysis (eTable 12; eFigure 6). After removing
240 the first two years of follow-up, higher activity quintiles demonstrated protective associations for
241  cancer risk, but the impact was more attenuated in lower activity categories (eTable 13; eFigure

242 7).

243  DISCUSSION

244 In this prospective analysis, higher total daily physical activity (PA) measured by accelerometers
245  was associated with a composite of 13 cancers previously shown to be associated with PA in
246  studies of self-reported leisure time activity.!” We also observed lower risks for 7 of these 13
247  cancers. Additionally, we found protective associations for minimizing sedentary time in favour
248  of engaging in light intensity physical activity (LIPA) or moderate-vigorous physical activity
249  (MVPA). Compared with individuals who took 5 000 steps per day, those who took 9 000 daily

250 steps had an 18% lower risk of incident PA-related cancer. A weaker suggestive association with

13
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251  higher step intensity was observed, but results were not significant after adjusting for total step

252  count.

253  Results from our compositional data analysis are novel and suggest that less sedentary time in
254  favour of LIPA or MVVPA was associated with a lower risk of certain cancers. These findings align
255  with previous studies indicating that sedentary behaviour may be associated with chronic disease
256  risk factors and cancer development and progression.?’~2° Notably, our finding that any intensity
257  of PA was beneficial contrasts with findings from cardiovascular disease research, where intensity
258  plays a more pivotal role in determining health benefits.”?” A study by Stamatakis found that short
259  bursts of vigorous intensity PA were associated with a lower risk of PA-related cancer among non-
260  exercising adults.®® Our findings suggests that efforts to decrease sedentary behaviour in favour of
261  engaging in LIPA or MVPA activities, such as allocating more time to casual walking, household
262  chores, home repairs, and gardening could also support cancer prevention efforts and might be
263  feasible to incorporate into everyday routines. Further, our study was not limited to non-exercisers,

264  which enhances the applicability of our findings.

265  Walking, a highly accessible and popular form of PA, is often considered an ideal exercise
266 intervention due to its simplicity to track and minimal adverse effects.3* Our findings show that
267  higher steps counts were associated with a lower risk for PA-related cancers. In terms of step
268 intensity, we found a weaker but non-significant association after adjusting for total step count.
269  These findings align with our compositional model results for total PA, which suggested that LIPA
270  and MVPA were beneficial for cancer risk. Together, this suggests that walking at any pace may

271  provide health benefits with respect to cancer incidence.

14
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272  Our study adds new information to a limited literature base on the association between total daily
273 PA and incident cancers.!! Previous research in the UK Biobank cohort reported protective
274  associations for self-reported PA and cancer, and we extend these findings for many site-specific
275  cancers.?®32 Qur findings align with other studies using accelerometer data that found physical
276  activity may play a role in the prevention of PA-related cancers among older women®3 and for
277  incident breast cancer.'>! In addition to finding lower risk for 7 of the 13 PA-related cancers
278  identified by Moore and colleagues,’’ we also observed a protective association between total PA
279  and non-Hodgkin lymphoma and suggestive associations for melanoma and pancreatic cancers.

280  This suggests potential areas for future research, especially in samples with larger case counts.

281  Several hypothesized mechanisms linking higher PA with a lower cancer risk have been proposed.
282  These mechanisms encompass hormonal changes, insulin levels, inflammation, immune function,
283  and oxidative stress.?®> Some hypotheses suggest that PA may reduce cancer risk by influencing
284  body weight, but we observed no substantial changes in model estimates after adjusting for body
285  mass index, although measurements here were obtained several years before the accelerometer

286  measurements, potentially introducing imprecise estimates over time.

287  Strengths and limitations

288  Our study has several strengths, including the use of accelerometer devices in a large and
289  prospective cohort study, which reduces susceptibility to recall and reporting biases compared to
290  most previous studies.®* Accelerometers captured a wide range of daily behaviours, including both
291 sedentary and physically active activities, as well as step count. Further, we processed the

292  accelerometer data using open-source methods.* Our sample included a wide age-range (43-78
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293  years at accelerometer wear) of participants, making the cohort mature for analysing more
294  common adult-onset cancers.*®3® Our results add to the limited literature on how physical activity
295  impacts cancer risk across different cancer sites. We also employed compositional data analyses
296 to model associations for 24-hour behaviours, rather than just individual behaviour risks. In
297  addition, we controlled for key cancer risk factors and conducted extensive sensitivity analysis to

298  examine major threats to the validity of our findings.

299  This study also had several limitations. The UK Biobank cohort includes middle to early late-aged
300 individuals, potentially leading to underrepresentation of cancers with onset at more advanced
301 ages. Secondly, the study is observational, and we cannot exclude the possibility of unmeasured
302 and residual confounding. Reverse causation is also a possibility, as certain cancers may have been
303 undiagnosed at the time of accelerometer wear and could have reduced daily PA. Nonetheless after
304  removing the first two years of follow-up, we observed only minor attenuations. Future UK
305 Biobank studies with additional follow-up will be required to investigate associations for less
306 common cancers. Furthermore, we had accelerometer data from one period during middle-age;
307  thus, we are also unable to draw conclusions about PA earlier in the life in relation to cancer risk.
308  Finally, the study population drawn from the UK Biobank may not be representative of wider
309 populations.®® However, we believe that the etiological findings are still likely to have broader

310  applicability.®

311 Conclusion

312  Results from this prospective study suggest protective associations between engaging in higher

313 levels of overall daily PA, reducing sedentary time in favour of engaging LIPA or MVPA, and
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314  increasing daily step counts and cancer risk. These findings underscore the potential health benefits
315 of incorporating lower intensity activities into daily life during middle age, alongside promoting

316  higher intensity activities in public health initiatives focused on cancer prevention.
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Table 1. Overall physical activity metrics by demographic characteristic in 86 556 UK Biobank participants.

Peak 30 min
Overall
Characteristic No. (%0) acceleration Daily step count ?s?tz;gf;in)
(mg) Median (IQR) Median
(IQR)
Overall 86 556 (100) | 27.3(22.7-32.7) | 9073 (6 834-11 686) | 91 (81-101)
Sex Female 48 478 (56) 27.8 (23.2-33.1) | 9004 (6 812-11 560) | 92 (82-102)
Male 38 078 (44) 26.7 (22.0-32.3) | 9 152 (6 870-11 878) | 90 (81-100)
Age (years) 40-49 7 693 (9) 30.5 (25.6-36.7) | 9 393 (7 126-12 070) | 95 (85-105)
50-59 25 659 (30) 29.1 (24.4-34.8) | 9 204 (6 996-11 913) | 93 (84-103)
60-69 38 214 (44) 26.8 (22.3-31.9) | 9166 (6 922-11 772) | 91 (81-100)
70-79 14 990 (17) 24.3 (20.2-28.9) | 8 430 (6 255-10 868) | 87 (77-96)
Ethnicity Non-white 2726 (3) 28.5 (23.7-34.1) | 8 720 (6 508-11 376) | 91 (80-102)
White 83 830 (97) 27.3 (22.6-32.7) | 9 084 (6 845-11 696) | 91 (81-101)
Quintiles of Townsend Deprivation Index | Least Deprived 43 574 (50) 27.4 (22.8-32.7) | 9080 (6 922-11 633) | 90 (81-100)
2nd Quintile 19 542 (23) 27.3 (22.6-32.7) | 9078 (6 817-11 656) | 91 (81-101)
3rd Quintile 12 151 (14) 27.4 (22.7-32.9) | 9164 (6 816-11 862) | 93 (82-103)
4th Quintile 8 381 (10) 27.0 (22.1-32.7) | 8 970 (6 586-11 802) | 93 (82-103)
Most Deprived 2908 (3) 26.6 (21.6-32.4) | 8 812 (6 293-11 664) | 94 (81-104)
Education qualifications School leaver 19 817 (23) 26.8 (22.0-32.2) | 8 621 (6 428-11 229) | 89 (79-99)
Further education 28 993 (33) 27.3 (22.6-32.7) | 8 883 (6 644-11543) | 90 (80-100)
Higher education 37 746 (44) 27.6 (23.0-33.0) | 9434 (7 208-12 009) | 93 (84-103)
Smoking status Never 49 736 (57) 27.6 (23.0-33.1) | 9183 (6 980-11 762) | 92 (82-102)
Previous smoker 30 805 (36) 27.0 (22.4-32.4) | 8984 (6 720-11 671) | 90 (80-100)
g‘;;;‘;r;t unknown 2351 (3) 27.0 (22.3-32.2) | 9 037 (6 766-11 730) | 90 (80-100)
Current, < 15 cig/day 899 (1) 25.6 (21.0-31.1) | 8 160 (5 989-10 690) | 86 (75-97)
Current, > 15 cig/day 2765 (3) 25.3 (20.5-30.8) | 8 108 (5 808-10 818) | 87 (75-96)
Alcohol consumption Never 4 859 (6) 26.4 (21.5-32.1) | 8530 (6 120-11 313) | 89 (78-100)
< 3 times/week 39 335 (45) 27.1(22.4-32.5) | 8 762 (6 554-11 379) | 90 (80-100)
3+ times/week 42 362 (49) 27.6 (23.0-33.0) | 9411 (7 186-12 000) | 92 (83-102)
Body mass index, kg/m? <24.9 kg/m? 33234 (38) 29.4 (24.6-35.2) | 9 754 (7 548-12 401) | 95 (85-105)
25-29.9 kg/m? 36 206 (42) 26.9 (22.5-32.1) | 9094 (6 916-11 653) | 91 (81-100)
30+ kg/m? 17 116 (20) 24.2 (20.0-29.1) | 7 610 (5 564-10 060) | 85 (74-95)
Fruit and vegetable consumption < 3 servings/day 3683 (4) 25.6 (20.7-30.8) | 8 187 (5930-10973) | 88 (78-99)
3-4.9 servings/day 14 167 (16) 26.7 (22.0-32.0) | 8 781 (6 580-11 342) | 90 (80-100)
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Peak 30 min

Overall
ch teristi No. (% acceleration Daily step count ca}[den/ce .
aracteristic 0. (%) (mg) Median (IQR) sggfa?ln)
(IQR)
5-7.9 servings/day 36 127 (42) 27.3(22.7-32.7) | 9117 (6918-11 682) | 91 (82-101)
8+ servings/day 31857 (37) 27.9 (23.2-33.3) | 9232 (6981-11922) | 92 (82-101)
Missing 722 (1) 26.4 (21.2-32.6) | 8 914 (6 127-11 825) | 90 (79-100)
Red and processed meat consumption Less than 1 time/week | 6 802 (8) 29.3 (24.3-35.1) | 9674 (7 256-12 397) | 96 (85-106)
1-2.9 times/week 33047 (38) 27.5(22.9-32.9) | 9091 (6 906-11 682) | 92 (82-102)
3-4.9 times/week 25399 (29) 27.1(22.5-32.5) | 8992 (6 768-11 582) | 91 (81-100)
5+ times/week 20 927 (24) 26.6 (21.9-32.0) | 8964 (6 676-11 567) | 90 (80-99)
Missing 381 (0) 28.2 (21.5-34.1) | 9158 (6 190-12 077) | 91 (79-101)
Self-reported usual walking pace Brisk pace 41 087 (47) 29.0 (24.3-34.6) | 9 630 (7 422-12 250) | 94 (85-104)
Steady average pace 41 381 (48) 26.2 (21.8-31.2) | 8 737 (6 575-11 294) | 89 (80-99)
Slow pace 3907 (5) 21.9(17.6-26.8) | 6 352 (4 150-8 870) | 77 (64-89)
None of the above 76 (0) 23.5(18.5-29.3) | 5527 (2945-9778) | 78 (54-87)
Missing 105 (0) 18.9 (13.9-23.5) | 3397 (1 102-5684) | 56 (26-72)
Self-rated overall health Excellent 19 332 (22) 29.2 (24.5-35.0) | 9 765 (7 566-12 386) | 95 (85-104)
Good 51 914 (60) 27.4 (22.8-32.6) | 9 140 (6 946-11 727) | 91 (82-101)
Fair 13 079 (15) 25.0 (20.6-30.2) | 8100 (5 885-10 650) | 87 (76-97)
Poor 2089 (2) 22.1(17.6-27.2) | 6 378 (4 064-8 983) | 78 (64-90)
Missing 142 (0) 23.3(19.6-28.4) | 7928 (5528-10 270) | 85 (75-95)
Wear season Spring 19 875 (23) 27.7 (23.0-33.2) | 9 207 (6 946-11 880) | 92 (82-102)
Summer 22 946 (27) 27.9 (23.1-33.4) | 9514 (7 208-12 186) | 91 (82-101)
Autumn 25 518 (29) 27.2 (22.7-32.6) | 8 966 (6 794-11 522) | 91 (81-101)
Winter 18 217 (21) 26.3(21.9-31.5) | 8518 (6 398-11 058) | 90 (80-101)
Females® 48 478 (100) | 27.8(23.2-33.1) | 9004 (6 812-11 560) | 92 (82-102)
Number of live births 0 10 373 (21) 27.9(23.3-33.4) | 9060 (6 792-11 700) | 94 (83-105)
1-2 27 689 (57) 27.8(23.3-33.1) | 8964 (6 796-11 490) | 92 (82-101)
3+ 10 403 (21) 27.7 (23.1-32.9) | 9080 (6 863-11 606) | 91 (81-101)
Missing 13 (0) 29.6 (27.4-35.4) | 9 048 (8 602-12 202) | 91 (87-101)
Had menopause No 13 166 (27) 30.0 (25.2-35.6) | 9304 (7 094-11 913) | 95 (85-105)
Yes 28 028 (58) 27.1(22.7-32.1) | 9022 (6 838-11 550) | 91 (81-101)
Missing/Not sure 7284 (15) 26.8 (22.3-31.9) | 8 406 (6 290-10 923) | 89 (79-100)
Hormone-replacement therapy ever use No 31109 (64) 28.5 (24.0-34.0) | 9 215 (7 016-11 805) | 94 (83-103)
Yes 17 283 (36) 26.4(22.1-31.3) | 8612 (6 473-11 102) | 89 (79-99)
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Peak 30 min
Overall
Characteristic No. (%) acceleration Daily step count ?;Ceigrs‘/cr?ﬂn)
(mg) Median (IQR) Median
(IQR)
Missing 86 (0) 26.2 (21.6-32.1) | 7 854 (6 521-10 788) | 87 (79-100)
Oral contraceptive pill ever use No 7027 (14) 26.9 (22.4-32.3) | 8816 (6 685-11 295) | 91 (80-101)
Yes 41 381 (85) 27.9 (23.4-33.2) | 9037 (6 835-11 591) | 92 (82-102)
Missing 70 (0) 29.2 (23.8-33.0) | 8848 (6 806-11994) | 90 (83-104)

Activity metrics reported as median (interquartile range (IQR)). TDI = Townsend Deprivation Index, mg = milligravity, min=minute,
cig = cigarettes, kg/m? = kilograms/meters2. Among female participants, N=48 478.
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Figure 1. Association of mean accelerometer-measured physical activity with risk of incident cancers in 86 556 UK Biobank
participants.
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g Non-Hodgkin lymphoma - —y— : 0.85 (0.75-0.97) 316

0.3 0.5 1.0

HR per 1-SD mean acceleration (95% CI)
The standard deviation (SD) of total physical activity (PA) was 8.3 milligravity unit in the main analytical sample. Hazard ratios (HR)
and 95% confidence intervals (CI) were estimated using a Cox proportional hazards regression model. Cases are incident cancers. PA-
related cancer was defined as 13 site specific cancers (oesophageal adenocarcinoma, liver, lung, kidney, gastric cardia, endometrial,
myeloid leukaemia, myeloma, colon, head and neck, rectal, bladder, and breast). Models used age as the underlying time variable and
were adjusted for sex, ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption, deprivation, and education. For breast cancer and endometrial
cancer, models were adjusted for use of oral contraception, use of hormone replacement therapy, menopausal status, and parity.
Participants were limited to males for prostate cancer (N=38 078), females for breast cancer (N=48 478), and females without a
history of hysterectomy for endometrial cancer (N=41 010).
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Figure 2. Hazard ratios for balance between movement behaviours and incident physical-activity-related cancer risk associated in 86
556 UK Biobank participants.
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Hazard ratios are relative to the mean behaviour composition (8.1 hours/day sleep, 10.5 hours/day sedentary behaviour (SB), 4.9
hours/day light intensity physical activity behaviours (LIPA), 0.46 hours/day (27.4 minutes/day) moderate-vigorous intensity physical
activity behaviours (MVPA)). Physical-activity-related cancer was defined as 13 site specific cancers (oesophageal adenocarcinoma,
liver, lung, kidney, gastric cardia, endometrial, myeloid leukaemia, myeloma, colon, head and neck, rectal, bladder, and breast).
Models used attained age as the underlying time variable and were adjusted for sex, ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption,
deprivation, and education. Models are based on 2 669 events in 86 556 participants. hr = hour.
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Figure 3. Dose-response associations between daily step count and physical-activity-related cancer risk in 86 556 UK Biobank
participants.
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Estimated hazard ratios and 95% confidence intervals were computed using a Cox proportional hazards regression model with
restricted cubic spline functions. Observations were trimmed at the 1% and 99% of the distribution and 3 knots were placed at the 5th,
50th, and 95™ percentile for the exposures. The ~10th percentile was set as the referent group (5 000 steps). Physical-activity-related
cancer was defined as 13 site specific cancers (oesophageal adenocarcinoma, liver, lung, kidney, gastric cardia, endometrial, myeloid
leukaemia, myeloma, colon, head and neck, rectal, bladder, and breast). The male model was limited to 38 078 participants and the
female model was limited to 48 478 participants. Models used attained age as the underlying time variable and were adjusted for
ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption, deprivation, and education. The overall model (A) was further adjusted for sex and the
female model (C) was further adjusted for use of oral contraception, use of hormone replacement therapy, menopausal status, and
parity. The shading on the lower axis represents sample clustering of daily step counts.
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Table 2. Adjusted hazard ratios for peak 30-minute cadence and physical activity-related cancer risk in 86 556 UK Biobank

participants.

Model 1

Model 2

Peak 30-minute cadence (steps/minute)

HR (95% CI)

HR (95% CI)

60

1.14 (1.02 - 1.27)

1.10 (0.98 - 1.23)

70 (REF, ~10" percentile)

1.00 (1.00 - 1.00)

1.00 (1.00 - 1.00)

80

0.88 (0.80 - 0.96)

0.91 (0.83 - 1.00)

90

0.82 (0.73 - 0.92)

0.89 (0.78 - 1.01)

100

0.77 (0.69 - 0.87)

0.88 (0.76 - 1.02)

110

0.74 (0.65 - 0.84)

0.87 (0.73 - 1.04)

120 (~95" percentile)

0.72 (0.59 - 0.89)

0.88 (0.69 - 1.14)

P value for linear trend

<0.001

0.05

Estimated hazard ratios (HRs) and 95% confidence intervals (Cls) were computed using a Cox proportional hazards regression model
with restricted cubic spline functions. Observations were trimmed at the 1% and 99% of the distribution and 3 knots were placed at the
5th, 50th, and 95" percentile for the exposures. The ~10th percentile was set as the referent (REF) group (70 steps per minute).
Models used age as the underlying time variable and were adjusted for sex, ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption,
deprivation, and education. Model 2: Model 1 + median daily step count. Physical activity-related cancer was defined as 13 site
specific cancers (oesophageal adenocarcinoma, liver, lung, kidney, gastric cardia, endometrial, myeloid leukaemia, myeloma, colon,
head and neck, rectal, bladder, and breast).
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eTable 1. Definition of variables from the UK Biobank data.

Characteristic Source Notes #gdB'Obank Coding Notes
OUTCOME
Cancer First ICD-10 code in cancer registry or
Adge at first cancer event Reqistry. Death death registry data. Full list of ICD-10 and Derived from
? Regist&’ ICD-0O-3 codes are described in detail in 100092

eTable 1.

Age at loss-to-follow up

Death Registry

Derived from
100093

EXPOSURE

Total physical activity

Accelerometry

Derived using the Biobank Accelerometer
Analysis Tool, “accelerometer”, version
7.1.0. Details:
https://github.com/OxWearables/biobankA
ccelerometerAnalysis

Step count

Accelerometry

Derived using the “stepcount” tool, version
3.1.1. Details can be found at:
https://github.com/OxWearables/stepcount

Peak 30 second cadence

Accelerometry

Derived using the “stepcount” tool, version
3.1.1. Details can be found at:
https://github.com/OxWearables/stepcount

Sleep

Accelerometry

Derived using the Biobank Accelerometer
Analysis Tool, “accelerometer”, version
7.1.0. Details:
https://github.com/OxWearables/biobankA
ccelerometerAnalysis

Sedentary behaviour

Accelerometry

Derived using the Biobank Accelerometer
Analysis Tool, “accelerometer”, version
7.1.0. Details:
https://github.com/OxWearables/biobankA
ccelerometerAnalysis

Light intensity physical
activity behaviour

Accelerometry

Derived using the Biobank Accelerometer
Analysis Tool, “accelerometer”, version
7.1.0. Details:
https://github.com/OxWearables/biobankA
ccelerometerAnalysis
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Characteristic

Source

Notes

UK Biobank
field

Coding Notes

Moderate-vigorous intensity
physical activity behaviours

Accelerometry

Derived using the Biobank Accelerometer
Analysis Tool, “accelerometer”, version
7.1.0. Details:
https://github.com/OxWearables/biobankA
ccelerometerAnalysis

EXCLUSION VARIABLES — MAIN ANALYSIS

Prior incident cancer

Cancer Registry

Cancer-related ICD-10 codes in cancer
registry data prior to accelerometry wear
date.

Derived from
100092

ADJUSTMENT VARIABLES — MAIN ANALYSIS

Attained age was the underlying timescale
in survival analyses; participants entered

Derived from

Age Baseline the study at the end of accelerometer 90011, 34, 52
weatr.
Sex Baseline 31 Male, Female
. . Derived from : :
Ethnicity Baseline 21000 White, non-White
Never, previous, current unknown
Smoking status Baseline Derived from cigarettes/day, current < 15
9 20116, 3456 cigarettes per day, or current 2 15
cigarettes per day
. . Derived from Never, <3 times per week, or =2 3
Alcohol consumption Baseline .
1558 times per week
School leaver, Further education
. (education beyond O-Levels/CSEs,
; ; Derived from . . ;
Education Baseline excluding college/ university
6138 : .
degree) and Higher education
(college/university degree)
o o Divided by quintile of the UK
Townsend Deprivation Baseline Townsend Deprlva}tlon Index of address at Derived from 189 | population based on the 2011 UK
Index time of UKB baseline assessment. census?
Parity Baseline Among females only g%':{ed from 0, 1-2, 3+, Missing
Use of hormone . Derived from o
replacement therapy Baseline Among females only 2814 No, Yes, Missing
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UK Biobank

Characteristic Source Notes field Coding Notes
giﬁe of oral contraceptives Baseline Among females only g)7e8r|‘\1/ed from No, Yes, Missing
Menopausal status Baseline Among females only 5)7ezr|‘\1/ed from No, Yes, Not sure or Missing

ADJUSTMENT VARIABLES — SENSITIVITY ANALYSIS

Body mass index

Baseline

Derived from

For descriptive analyses:
Underweight/Normal weight (24.9
kilograms/meters?), Overweight (25-

21001 29.9 kilograms/meters?), Obese
(30+ kilograms/meters?)
Frequency of red and Derived from B . .
processed meat Baseline 1369, 1379, ;lllsslng 3-4.9, 5+ times/week,
consumption 1389, 1349 9
Frequency of fresh fruit and Baseline Derived from <3, 3-4.9, 5-7.9, 8+ servings/day,

vegetable consumption

1289, 1299, 1309

Missing

DESCRIPTIVE VARIABLES — DESCRIPTIVE TABLES

Self-reported usual Walking

Slow pace, Steady average pace,

pace 924 Brisk pace, None of the above
Self-rated overall health 2178 Excellent, Good, Fair, Poor
Wear season ngcr)'(\)/fd from Winter, Spring, Summer, Autumn

2Deprivation based on the 2011 UK census (2011 UK Townsend Deprivation Scores - UK Data Service CKAN. Accessed June 28, 2023.
https://statistics.ukdataservice.ac.uk/dataset/2011-uk-townsend-deprivation-scores)



https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.12.04.23299386
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

eTable 2. Coding and number of site-specific cancer incident cases in UK Biobank participants.

Cancer site

Cancer registry ICD-10
(if applicable, ICD-O-3)®

Death registry ICD-10 codes

Physical-activity-related cancers

Bladder C670-679 C670-679

Breast? C500-509 C500-509

Colon C180-189 C180-189
Endometrial? C540-549 and C559 C540-549 and C559
Gastric cardia C160 C160

Head and neck

C000-009 C019-029, C079-C089, C040-049,
C030-039, C050-059, C060-069, C110-119
C090-099, C100-109, C129, C130-139, C140,
C142, C148, C320-329

C000-009 C019-029, C079-C089, C040-
049, C030-039, C050-059, C060-069,
C110-119 C090-099, C100-109, C129,
C130-139, C140, C142, C148, C320-329

Kidney C640-659 C640-659
Liver C220-229 C220-229
Lung C340-349 C340-349

Myeloid leukaemia

Any histology of 9840, 9861, 9865-9867, 9869,
9871-9874, 9895-9897, 9898, 9910-9911,9920,
9891, 9863, 9875-9876, 9945-9946, 9860, 9930

Histology based

Myeloma

C880-889, C900-909f

C880-889, C900-909

Oesophageal adenocarcinoma

C150-159 & histologies: 8140, 8142, 8144, 8261,
8310, 8480, 8481, 8570

Histology based

Rectal C190-209 C190-209
Other site-specific cancers
Anal C210-219 C210-219
Brain C710-719 C710-719
Cervix? C530-539 C530-539
Gallbladder C230-239 C230-239
Gastric non-cardia C161-169 C161-169
Hodgkin lymphoma C810-819f C810-819
Melanoma skin C430-439, only histologies: 8720-8790 C430-439
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Cancer registry ICD-10

(if applicable, ICD-O-3)®

C820-869, C911, or any histologies of 9823,
9670

Chronic lymphocytic leukaemia Co11 Cco11

C910-959, excluding cases classified as
Myeloid leukaemia and non-Hodgkin

Cancer site Death registry ICD-10 codes

Non-Hodgkin lymphoma C820-869, C911

C910-959, excluding cases classified as Myeloid

Other leukaemia leukaemia and non-Hodgkin lymphomaf

lymphoma'
150-1 nly histologies: .

Saeri?npohrﬁgeal sauamous cel 5053,8(?36,203/1,830320,33754 Histology based
Ovaryc C560-569 C560-569
Pancreas C250-259 C250-259
Prostated C610-619 C610-619
Small intestine C170-179 C170-179
Thyroid C730-739 C730-739

3Among females, "Among females with no history of hysterectomy, “Among females with no history of bilateral oophorectomy, “Among males.

€Unless stated, definitions exclude ICD-O-3 histology codes 9050-9055, 9140, 9590-9992 cell types, which includes Kaposi sarcoma (9140), mesothelioma (9050-9055), lymphomas,
leukaemias, myelomas, lymphoreticular, and immunoproliferative diseases (9050-9055, 9140, 9590-9992).

fUnless stated, definitions exclude ICD-O-3 histology codes 9050-9055 and 9140, which includes Kaposi sarcoma (9140) and mesothelioma (9050-9055).
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eTable 3. Tabulation of number of incident primary events per cancer site in 86 556 UK Biobank participants.

Overall Male Female
Cancer type N=86 556 | N=38 078 | N=48 478
Physical-activity-related cancers 2 669 898 1771
Bladder 109 86 23
Breast? 995 NA 995
Colon 381 207 174
Endometrial® 153 NA 153
Gastric cardia 22 18 <ha
Head and neck 88 68 20
Kidney 141 83 58
Liver 60 34 26
Lung 295 148 147
Myeloid leukaemia 43 18 25
Myeloma 107 61 46
Oesophageal adenocarcinoma 68 56 12
Rectal 209 121 88
Other site-specific cancers
Anal 26 6 20
Brain 79 42 37
Cervix?2 12 NA 12
Gallbladder 10 6 <52
Gastric non-cardia 40 25 15
Hodgkin lymphoma 12 7 5
Melanoma skin 328 181 147
Non-Hodgkin lymphoma 316 176 140
Chronic lymphocytic leukaemia 76 49 27
Oesophageal squamous cell carcinoma | 29 12 17
Other leukaemia 27 18 9
Ovary* 66 NA 66
Pancreas 145 80 65
Prostate? 1380 1380 NA
Small intestine 30 14 16
Thyroid 43 15 28

Physical-activity-related cancer was defined as 13 site specific cancers (oesophageal adenocarcinoma, liver, lung, kidney, gastric cardia, endometrial, myeloid leukaemia, myeloma,
colon, head and neck, rectal, bladder, and breast). 2Among females, "Among females with no history of hysterectomy, “Among males, “Among females with no history of bilateral
oophorectomy. €UK Biobank policy states that tables should have a minimum number of 5 reported participants within a cell.
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eTable 4. Strengthening the Reporting of Observational Studies in Epidemiology (STROBE) statement.

measurement

group

KIEIT] Recommendation E?,?e
(a) Indicate the study’s design with a commonly used term in the title or the abstract 1,3
Title and abstract 1 (b) Provide in the abstract an informative and balanced summary of what was done and what 3
was found
Introduction
Background/rationale 2 Explain the scientific background and rationale for the investigation being reported 5-6
Objectives 3 State specific objectives, including any prespecified hypotheses 5-6
Methods
Study design 4 Present key elements of study design early in the paper 5-9
Setting 5 Describe the setting, locations, and relevant dates, including periods of recruitment, 6.7
exposure, follow-up, and data collection
(a) Cohort study—Give the eligibility criteria, and the sources and methods of selection of
participants. Describe methods of follow-up
Case-control study—Give the eligibility criteria, and the sources and methods of case 6.8
ascertainment and control selection. Give the rationale for the choice of cases and controls
L Cross-sectional study—Give the eligibility criteria, and the sources and methods of selection
Participants 6 -
of participants
(b) Cohort study—For matched studies, give matching criteria and number of exposed and
unexposed NA
Case-control study—For matched studies, give matching criteria and the number of controls
per case
Variables 7 Clearly define all outcomes, exposures, predictors, potential confounders, and effect 6-9, eTable 1,
modifiers. Give diagnostic criteria, if applicable eTable 2
Data sources/ For each variable of interest, give sources of data and details of methods of assessment
8* (measurement). Describe comparability of assessment methods if there is more than one 6-9, eTable 1
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KIEIT] Recommendation E?,?e
Bias 9 Describe any efforts to address potential sources of bias 9
Study size 10 Explain how the study size was arrived at 6-8, eFigure 1
L ) Explain how quantitative variables were handled in the analyses. If applicable, describe which
Quantitative variables 11 ) 6-9, eTable 1
groupings were chosen and why
Statistical methods 12 (a) Describe all statistical methods, including those used to control for confounding 8-10
(b) Describe any methods used to examine subgroups and interactions 9
. . 6-9, eTablel,
(c) Explain how missing data were addressed .
eFigure 1
(d) Cohort study—If applicable, explain how loss to follow-up was addressed
Case-control study—If applicable, explain how matching of cases and controls was
addressed 8, eFigure 1
Cross-sectional study—If applicable, describe analytical methods taking account of sampling
strategy
(e) Describe any sensitivity analyses 9
(a) Report numbers of individuals at each stage of study—eg numbers potentially eligible,
Participants 13* | examined for eligibility, confirmed eligible, included in the study, completing follow-up, and eFigure 1
analysed
(b) Give reasons for non-participation at each stage eFigure 1
(c) Consider use of a flow diagram eFigure 1
. (a) Give characteristics of study participants (eg demographic, clinical, social) and information
Descriptive data 14* . Table 1
on exposures and potential confounders
(b) Indicate number of participants with missing data for each variable of interest Table 1
(c) Cohort study—Summarise follow-up time (eg, average and total amount) 10
Outcome data 15* | Cohort study—Report numbers of outcome events or summary measures over time 10, eTable 3
Case-control study—Report numbers in each exposure category, or summary measures of NA
exposure
Cross-sectional study—Report numbers of outcome events or summary measures NA
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(a) Give unadjusted estimates and, if applicable, confounder-adjusted estimates and their Table 2. eTables
Main results 16 precision (eg, 95% confidence interval). Make clear which confounders were adjusted for and 513 '
why they were included '
. : . . eTable 6, eTable
(b) Report category boundaries when continuous variables were categorized
12, eTable 13
(c) If relevant, consider translating estimates of relative risk into absolute risk for a meaningful NA
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Report other analyses done—eg analyses of subgroups and interactions, and sensitivity
Other analyses 17 12-13
analyses
Discussion
Key results 18 Summarise key results with reference to study objectives 10-12
o Discuss limitations of the study, taking into account sources of potential bias or imprecision.
Limitations 19 ) . . o 15-16
Discuss both direction and magnitude of any potential bias
_ Give a cautious overall interpretation of results considering objectives, limitations, multiplicity
Interpretation 20 . i . 16
of analyses, results from similar studies, and other relevant evidence
Generalisability 21 Discuss the generalisability (external validity) of the study results 15-16
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i Give the source of funding and the role of the funders for the present study and, if applicable,
Funding 22 19-20

for the original study on which the present article is based
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eTable 5. Sequential model adjustments for total physical activity (milligravity units) and risk of incident cancer
in 86 556 UK Biobank participants.

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Cancer type Case count | HR per 1 SD (95% CI) | HR per 1 SD (95% CI) | HR per 1 SD (95% CI)
Physical-activity-related cancer | 2 669 0.85 (0.81-0.88) 0.85 (0.81-0.89) 0.88 (0.84-0.92)
Bladder 109 0.63 (0.50-0.80) 0.69 (0.55-0.87) 0.71 (0.56-0.90)
Breast 995 0.90 (0.85-0.97) 0.91 (0.85-0.97) 0.91 (0.85-0.98)
Colon 381 0.84 (0.75-0.94) 0.84 (0.75-0.95) 0.88 (0.78-0.99)
Endometrial 153 0.76 (0.63-0.91) 0.78 (0.65-0.93) 0.89 (0.74-1.07)
Gastric cardia 22 0.31 (0.17-0.56) 0.39 (0.22-0.70) 0.47 (0.25-0.85)
Head and neck 88 0.75 (0.59-0.97) 0.84 (0.66-1.07) 0.82 (0.64-1.04)
Kidney 141 0.80 (0.66-0.98) 0.86 (0.71-1.04) 0.89 (0.73-1.08)
Liver 60 0.62 (0.45-0.86) 0.65 (0.47-0.90) 0.72 (0.52-1.00)
Lung 295 0.64 (0.55-0.74) 0.75 (0.65-0.86) 0.77 (0.66-0.89)
Myeloid Leukaemia 43 0.95 (0.68-1.33) 0.97 (0.78-1.19) 1.00 (0.81-1.24)
Myeloma 107 0.94 (0.76-1.16) 0.97 (0.70-1.36) 1.03 (0.74-1.45)
Oesophageal adenocarcinoma | 68 0.78 (0.59-1.04) 0.89 (0.68-1.16) 1.01 (0.77-1.33)
Rectal 209 0.96 (0.83-1.12) 0.99 (0.85-1.14) 1.00 (0.86-1.16)
Melanoma skin 328 0.90 (0.79-1.01) 0.89 (0.79-1.01) 0.90 (0.80-1.03)
Non-Hodgkin lymphoma 316 0.85 (0.75-0.96) 0.85 (0.75-0.97) 0.87 (0.76-0.99)
Pancreas 145 0.84 (0.69-1.01) 0.86 (0.71-1.04) 0.90 (0.74-1.09)
Prostate 1380 1.05 (0.99-1.11) 1.04 (0.98-1.10) 1.03 (0.97-1.10)

The standard deviation (SD) of physical activity was 8.3 milligravity unit in the main analytical sample. Hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (Cl) were estimated using a
Cox proportional hazards model. Models used age as the underlying time variable. Model 1: Unadjusted. Model 2: adjusted for sex, ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption,
deprivation, and education. Model 3: Model 2 + adjusted for body mass index. For breast cancer and endometrial cancer, Model 2 and Model 3 were adjusted for ever use of oral
contraception, ever use of hormone replacement therapy, menopausal status, and parity. Participants were limited to males for prostate cancer (N=38 078), females for breast cancer
(N=48 478), and females without a history of hysterectomy for endometrial cancer (N=41 010).
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eTable 6. Sequential model adjustments for quintile of total physical activity (milligravity units), quintile of
median daily step count, and risk of incident physical-activity-related cancer in 86 556 UK Biobank participants.

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

Quintile of total daily physical activity | Total Case count | HR (95% CI) HR (95% CI) HR (95% CI) HR (95% CI)
Q1:<21.6 17 311 | 718 REF REF REF REF
Q2:21.6-25.4 17 311 | 569 0.84 (0.75-0.93) | 0.84 (0.75-0.93) | 0.86 (0.77-0.96) | 0.84 (0.75-0.94)
Q3:25.5-29.1 17 311 | 522 0.80 (0.71-0.89) | 0.79 (0.71-0.89) | 0.83 (0.74-0.93) | 0.80 (0.71-0.90)
Q4:29.2-34.2 17 311 | 460 0.74 (0.65-0.83) | 0.74 (0.65-0.83) | 0.78 (0.69-0.88) | 0.75 (0.66-0.84)
Q5: 34.3+ 17 312 | 400 0.69 (0.61-0.78) | 0.70 (0.61-0.79) | 0.76 (0.66-0.86) | 0.71 (0.62-0.80)

P value for linear trend <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
Quintile of daily step count Total | Case count | HR (95% ClI) HR (95% CI) HR (95% CI) HR (95% ClI)
Q1:<6319 17 308 | 687 REF REF REF REF
Q2: 6 319-8 187 17 302 | 542 0.80 (0.71-0.90) | 0.82 (0.74-0.92) | 0.85 (0.76-0.95) | 0.85 (0.74-0.98)
Q3: 8 188-10 009 17 315 | 513 0.76 (0.68-0.85) | 0.79 (0.71-0.89) | 0.83 (0.74-0.93) | 0.83 (0.72-0.95)
Q4:10 010-12 415 17 318 | 494 0.74 (0.66-0.83) | 0.78 (0.69-0.88) | 0.83 (0.73-0.93) | 0.79 (0.69-0.91)
Q5: 12 416+ 17 313 | 433 0.66 (0.59-0.75) | 0.71 (0.63-0.80) | 0.76 (0.67-0.86) | 0.76 (0.66-0.88)

P value for linear trend <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

Hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (Cl) were estimated using a Cox proportional hazards model. Physical-activity-related cancer was defined as 13 site specific cancers
(oesophageal adenocarcinoma, liver, lung, kidney, gastric cardia, endometrial, myeloid leukaemia, myeloma, colon, head and neck, rectal, bladder, and breast). Models used age as
the underlying time variable. Model 1: Unadjusted. Model 2: adjusted for sex, ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption, deprivation, and education. Model 3: Model 2 + adjusted
for body mass index. Model 4: Model 2 + adjusted for fruit and vegetable intake, and red and processed meat intake. REF = reference.
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eTable 7. Changes in behaviour time and physical-activity-related cancer risk in 86 556 UK Biobank participants.

Model 1

Model 2

Model 3

Model 4

Change in behaviour time

HR (95% Cl)

HR (95% Cl)

HR (95% Cl)

HR (95% Cl)

1 hour/day to LIPA from SB

0.97 (0.95-1.00)

0.94 (0.92-0.96)

0.95 (0.93-0.97)

0.94 (0.92-0.96)

1 hour/day to MVPA from SB

0.87 (0.84-0.90)

0.92 (0.89-0.95)

0.94 (0.91-0.98)

0.92 (0.89-0.95)

1 hr/day to Any PA from SB

0.94 (0.93-0.96)

0.93 (0.91-0.95)

0.94 (0.92-0.96)

0.93 (0.91-0.95)

1 hr/day to MVPA from LIPA

0.90 (0.86-0.93)

0.99 (0.94-1.03)

1.00 (0.96-1.05)

0.99 (0.94-1.03)

Hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (CI for incident physical-activity-related cancer associated with reallocating time to from one behaviour to another behaviour. Models
are based on 2 669 events in 86 556 participants. HRs are relative to the mean behaviour composition (8.1 hours/day sleep, 10.5 hours/day sedentary behaviour (SB), 4.9 hours/day
light intensity physical activity behaviours (LIPA), 0.46 hours/day (27.4 minutes/day) moderate-vigorous intensity physical (MVPA) activity behaviours). The “Any PA” category
represents time in either LIPA or MVPA and was generated using a combined category for LIPA and MVPA activity time. Physical-activity-related cancer was defined as 13 site
specific cancers (oesophageal adenocarcinoma, liver, lung, kidney, gastric cardia, endometrial, myeloid leukaemia, myeloma, colon, head and neck, rectal, bladder, and breast).
Models used age as the underlying time variable. Model 1: Unadjusted. Model 2: adjusted for sex, ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption, deprivation, and education. Model 3:
Model 2 + adjusted for body mass index. Model 4: Model 2 + adjusted for fruit and vegetable intake, and red and processed meat intake. Models are based on 2 669 events in 86 556

participants.
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eTable 8. Sequential model adjustments for median daily step count and physical-activity-related cancer risk in

86 556 UK Biobank participants.

Model 1

Model 2

Model 3

Model 4

Model 5

Median daily steps

HR (95% ClI)

HR (95% CI)

HR (95% CI)

HR (95% CI)

HR (95% CI)

3 000

1.27 (1.11 - 1.45)

1.22 (1.07 - 1.40)

1.19 (1.04 - 1.36)

1.22 (1.07 - 1.39)

1.22 (1.04 - 1.44)

5 000 (REF, ~10% percentile)

1.00 (1.00 - 1.00)

1.00 (1.00 - 1.00)

1.00 (1.00 - 1.00)

1.00 (1.00 - 1.00)

1.00 (1.00 - 1.00)

7 000

0.86 (0.80 - 0.92)

0.88 (0.82 - 0.94)

0.90 (0.83 - 0.96)

0.88 (0.82 - 0.94)

0.88 (0.80 - 0.96)

9 000

0.79 (0.71 - 0.87)

0.82 (0.74 - 0.90)

0.85 (0.77 - 0.94)

0.82 (0.74 - 0.91)

0.82 (0.73 - 0.93)

11 000

0.76 (0.68 - 0.84)

0.79 (0.71 - 0.88)

0.84 (0.75 - 0.93)

0.80 (0.72 - 0.89)

0.79 (0.70 - 0.90)

13 000

0.73 (0.65 - 0.82)

0.77 (0.69 - 0.86)

0.82 (0.73 - 0.92)

0.78 (0.69 - 0.87)

0.78 (0.67 - 0.89)

16 000 (~95t™ percentile)

0.66 (0.57 - 0.77)

0.71 (0.61 - 0.82)

0.76 (0.65 - 0.88)

0.72 (0.61 - 0.83)

0.75 (0.62 - 0.90)

P value for linear trend

<0.001

<0.001

<0.001

<0.001

<0.001

Estimated hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (Cl) were computed using a Cox proportional hazards model with restricted cubic spline functions. Observations were
trimmed at the 1% and 99% of the distribution and 3 knots were placed at the 5th, 50th, and 95" percentile for the exposures in the main sample. The ~10th percentile was set as the
referent group (5 000 steps). Physical-activity-related cancer was defined as 13 site specific cancers (oesophageal adenocarcinoma, liver, lung, kidney, gastric cardia, endometrial,
myeloid leukaemia, myeloma, colon, head and neck, rectal, bladder, and breast). Models used age as the underlying time variable. Model 1: Unadjusted. Model 2: adjusted for sex,
ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption, deprivation, and education. Model 3: Model 2 + adjusted for body mass index. Model 4 + adjusted for fruit and vegetable intake, and
red and processed meat intake. Model 5: Model 2 with 2-year exclusion, N=81 790. REF = reference.
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eTable 9. Sequential model adjustments for total physical activity (milligravity units) and risk of incident cancer
in the UK Biobank among 38 078 male UK Biobank participants.

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Cancer type Case count | HR per 1 SD (95% CI) | HR per 1 SD (95% CI) | HR per 1 SD (95% CI)
Physical-activity-related cancer | 898 0.77 (0.71-0.84) 0.80 (0.74-0.87) 0.84 (0.78-0.91)
Bladder 86 0.70 (0.54-0.92) 0.72 (0.56-0.95) 0.76 (0.58-1.00)
Breast NA NA NA NA
Colon 207 0.77 (0.65-0.91) 0.76 (0.64-0.90) 0.80 (0.67-0.95)
Endometrial NA NA NA NA
Gastric cardia 18 0.34 (0.17-0.67) 0.41 (0.21-0.79) 0.49 (0.25-0.98)
Head and neck 68 0.86 (0.65-1.13) 0.91 (0.69-1.18) 0.88 (0.67-1.16)
Kidney 83 0.85 (0.66-1.09) 0.89 (0.69-1.13) 0.90 (0.70-1.16)
Liver 34 0.76 (0.50-1.15) 0.77 (0.51-1.17) 0.84 (0.55-1.29)
Lung 148 0.54 (0.43-0.68) 0.64 (0.52-0.80) 0.68 (0.54-0.84)
Myeloid Leukaemia 18 1.04 (0.63-1.72) 1.11 (0.67-1.82) 1.26 (0.76-2.10)
Myeloma 61 0.92 (0.69-1.22) 0.93 (0.70-1.24) 0.94 (0.70-1.27)
Oesophageal adenocarcinoma | 56 0.83 (0.61-1.13) 0.89 (0.66-1.20) 1.01 (0.74-1.38)
Rectal 121 0.95 (0.78-1.16) 0.96 (0.79-1.17) 0.98 (0.80-1.20)
Melanoma skin 181 0.90 (0.77-1.07) 0.88 (0.75-1.05) 0.90 (0.76-1.08)
Non-Hodgkin lymphoma 176 0.91 (0.77-1.08) 0.90 (0.75-1.07) 0.91 (0.76-1.09)
Pancreas 80 0.84 (0.64-1.09) 0.86 (0.66-1.11) 0.93 (0.71-1.21)
Prostate 1380 1.05 (0.99-1.11) 1.04 (0.98-1.10) 1.03 (0.97-1.10)

The standard deviation (SD) of physical activity was 8.3 milligravity unit in the main analytical sample. Hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (Cl) were estimated using a
Cox proportional hazards model. Models used age as the underlying time variable. Model 1: Unadjusted. Model 2: adjusted for ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption,
deprivation, and education. Model 3: Model 2 + adjusted for body mass index.
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eTable 10. Sequential model adjustments for total physical activity (milligravity units) and risk of incident cancer
in the UK Biobank among 48 478 female UK Biobank participants.

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Cancer type Case count | HR per 1 SD (95% CI) | HR per 1 SD (95% CI) | HR per 1 SD (95% CI)
Physical-activity-related cancer | 1771 0.87 (0.83-0.92) 0.88 (0.84-0.93) 0.90 (0.86-0.95)
Bladder 23 0.56 (0.33-0.94) 0.54 (0.31-0.91) 0.52 (0.30-0.90)
Breast 995 0.90 (0.85-0.97) 0.91 (0.85-0.97) 0.91 (0.85-0.98)
Colon 174 0.95 (0.80-1.12) 0.94 (0.80-1.11) 0.96 (0.81-1.14)
Endometrial 153 0.76 (0.63-0.91) 0.78 (0.65-0.93) 0.89 (0.74-1.07)
Gastric cardia <52 NA NA NA
Head and neck 20 0.55 (0.32-0.96) 0.61 (0.36-1.05) 0.59 (0.34-1.04)
Kidney 58 0.78 (0.58-1.06) 0.82 (0.61-1.11) 0.88 (0.64-1.19)
Liver 26 0.48 (0.29-0.80) 0.50 (0.30-0.84) 0.55 (0.32-0.93)
Lung 147 0.75 (0.62-0.91) 0.86 (0.71-1.04) 0.87 (0.72-1.06)
Myeloid Leukaemia 25 0.89 (0.57-1.38) 0.89 (0.57-1.39) 0.90 (0.57-1.42)
Myeloma 46 0.99 (0.72-1.36) 1.01 (0.74-1.39) 1.08 (0.79-1.49)
Oesophageal adenocarcinoma | 12 0.80 (0.41-1.55) 0.89 (0.46-1.72) 1.02 (0.51-2.01)
Rectal 88 1.02 (0.82-1.27) 1.02 (0.82-1.28) 1.03 (0.82-1.29)
Melanoma skin 147 0.92 (0.77-1.09) 0.90 (0.75-1.08) 0.90 (0.75-1.09)
Non-Hodgkin lymphoma 140 0.80 (0.66-0.97) 0.81 (0.67-0.98) 0.82 (0.67-1.00)
Pancreas 65 0.86 (0.65-1.14) 0.88 (0.66-1.17) 0.87 (0.65-1.17)
Prostate NA NA NA NA

The standard deviation (SD) of physical activity was 8.3 milligravity unit in the main analytical sample. Hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (Cl) were estimated using a
Cox proportional hazards model. Models used age as the underlying time variable. Model 1: Unadjusted. Model 2: Adjusted for ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption,
deprivation, education, ever use of oral contraception, ever use of hormone replacement therapy, menopausal status, and parity. Model 3: Model 2 + adjusted for body mass index.
Participants were limited to females without a history of hysterectomy for endometrial cancer, N=41 010. 2UK Biobank policy states that tables should have a minimum number of 5
reported participants within a cell.
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eTable 11. Sex-specific adjusted hazard ratios for median daily step count and physical-activity-related cancer
risk in 38 078 male UK Biobank participants and 48 478 female UK Biobank participants.

Male

Female

Median daily steps

HR (95% Cl)

HR (95% Cl)

3 000

1.42 (115 - 1.75)

1.11 (0.93 - 1.33)

5 000 (REF, ~10%" percentile)

1.00 (1.00 - 1.00)

1.00 (1.00 - 1.00)

7 000

0.81 (0.72 - 0.91)

0.92 (0.84 - 1.01)

9 000

0.72 (0.61 - 0.85)

0.87 (0.77 - 0.99)

11 000

0.69 (0.57 - 0.82)

0.86 (0.75 - 0.98)

13 000

0.69 (0.57 - 0.84)

0.82 (0.71 - 0.94)

16 000 (~95" percentile)

0.65 (0.50 - 0.84)

0.74 (0.61 - 0.90)

P value for linear trend

<0.001

<0.001

Estimated hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (Cl) were computed using a Cox proportional hazards model with restricted cubic spline functions. Observations were
trimmed at the 1% and 99% of the distribution and 3 knots were placed at the 5th, 50th, and 95" percentile for the exposures in the main sample. The ~10th percentile was set as the
referent group (5 000 steps). Physical-activity-related cancer was defined as 13 site specific cancers (oesophageal adenocarcinoma, liver, lung, kidney, gastric cardia, endometrial,
myeloid leukaemia, myeloma, colon, head and neck, rectal, bladder, and breast). Models used attained age as the underlying time variable and were adjusted for ethnicity, smoking
status, alcohol consumption, deprivation, and education. The overall model was further adjusted for sex and the female model was further adjusted for ever use of oral contraception,
ever use of hormone replacement therapy, menopausal status, and parity. REF = reference.
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eTable 12. Models for quintile of total physical activity (milligravity units), quintile of median daily step count, and
risk of incident physical-activity-related cancer in UK Biobank participants who were never smokers (N=49 736).

Quintile of physical activity | Total | Case count | HR (95% CI)

Q1:<22.0 9947 | 335 REF

Q2: 22.0-25.7 9946 | 269 0.83 (0.70-0.97)

Q3:25.8-29.5 9948 | 265 0.83 (0.71-0.98)

Q4:29.6-34.5 9947 | 244 0.80 (0.67-0.94)

Q5: 34.6+ 9948 | 195 0.68 (0.57-0.82)
P value for linear trend <0.001

Quintile of daily step count | Total | Case count | HR (95% ClI)

Q1: <6 480 9941 | 308 REF

Q2: 6 480-8 318 9953 | 281 0.93 (0.79-1.09)

Q3: 8 319-10 109 9943 | 253 0.84 (0.71-0.99)

Q4:10110-12 469 9951 | 255 0.85 (0.72-1.01)

Q5: 12, 470+ 9948 | 211 0.73 (0.61-0.87)
P value for linear trend 0.001

Physical-activity-related cancer was defined as 13 site specific cancers (oesophageal adenocarcinoma, liver, lung, kidney, gastric cardia, endometrial, myeloid leukaemia, myeloma,
colon, head and neck, rectal, bladder, and breast). Hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (Cl) were estimated using a Cox proportional hazards model. Models used age as
the underlying time variable. Model was adjusted for sex, ethnicity, alcohol consumption, deprivation, and education. REF = reference.
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eTable 13. Models for quintile of total physical activity (milligravity units), quintile of median daily step count, and
risk of incident physical-activity-related cancer in 86 556 UK Biobank participants before and after removing the
first two years of follow-up (N=83 435).

Quintile of physical activity | Total Case count | HR (95% CI)
Ql:<21.7 16 687 | 480 REF
Q2:21.7-25.4 16 687 | 374 0.83 (0.72-0.95)
Q3: 25.5-29.2 16 687 | 367 0.84 (0.73-0.96)
Q4:29.3-34.3 16 687 | 320 0.77 (0.67-0.89)
Q5: 34.4+ 16 687 | 280 0.73 (0.63-0.85)
P value for linear trend 0.001
Quintile of daily step count | Total | Case count | HR (95% ClI)
Q1: <6343 16 687 | 456 REF
Q2: 6 343-8 205 16 683 | 371 0.85 (0.74-0.98)
Q3: 8 206-10 021 16 689 | 353 0.83 (0.72-0.95)
Q4:10022-12 433 16 682 | 333 0.79 (0.69-0.91)
Q5: 12 434+ 16 694 | 308 0.76 (0.66-0.88)
P value for linear trend <0.001

Hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (Cl) were estimated using a Cox proportional hazards model. Physical-activity-related cancer was defined as 13 site specific cancers
(oesophageal adenocarcinoma, liver, lung, kidney, gastric cardia, endometrial, myeloid leukaemia, myeloma, colon, head and neck, rectal, bladder, and breast). Models used age as
the underlying time variable. Model was adjusted for sex, ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption, deprivation, and education. REF = reference.
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eFigure 1. Participant flow diagram for the analysis of daily physical activity and step count measured by
accelerometers in UK Biobank participants.
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eFigure 2. Hazard Ratios reallocating time to a given movement behaviour from all other behaviours
proportionally and incident physical-activity-related cancer in 86 556 UK Biobank participants.

Hazard Ratio (95% CI)

REFERENCE: At compaositional mean | 1

1 hour/day more sleep —— 1.01(0.98, 1.05)
1 hour/day more SB - 1.03(1.01, 1.06)
1 hour/day more LIPA - 0.95(0.93,097)
1 hour/day more MVPA —— 0.93(0.90, 0.97)

0.85 090 095 1.00 1.05 110 115
Estimated Hazard Ratio

Hazard ratios (HR) and 95% confidence intervals (Cl) for incident physical-activity-related cancer associated with reallocating time to from one behaviour to another behaviour
proportionally. Models are based on 2 669 events in 86 556 participants. Hazard ratios are relative to the mean behaviour composition (8.1 hours/day sleep, 10.5 hours/day sedentary
behaviour (SB), 4.9 hours/day light intensity physical activity behaviours (LIPA), 0.46 hours/day (27.4 minutes/day) moderate-vigorous intensity physical (MVPA) activity behaviours).
Models used attained age as the underlying time variable and were adjusted for sex, ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption, deprivation, and education. Models are based on
2 669 events in 86 556 participants.
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eFigure 3. Hazard ratios for all behaviour pairs and incident physical-activity-related cancer risk for estimated
using a multivariable-adjusted Cox regression model in 86 556 UK Biobank participants before (blue) and after
adjusting for body mass index as a sensitivity analysis.
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Hazard ratios are relative to the mean behaviour composition (8.1 hours/day sleep, 10.5 hours/day sedentary behaviour, 4.9 hours/day light intensity physical activity behaviours, 0.46
hours/day (27.4 minutes/day) moderate-vigorous intensity physical activity behaviours). Models used attained age as the underlying time variable and were adjusted for sex, ethnicity,
smoking status, alcohol consumption, deprivation, and education. Models are based on 2 669 events in 86 556 participants. SB = sedentary behaviour, LIPA = light intensity activity,

MVPA = moderate-vigorous intensity activity, hr = hour.
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eFigure 4. Hazard ratios for all behaviour pairs and incident physical-activity-related cancer risk for estimated
using a multivariable-adjusted Cox regression model in 86 556 UK Biobank participants before (blue) and after
adjusting for dietary factors as a sensitivity analysis.
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Hazard ratios are relative to the mean behaviour composition (8.1 hours/day sleep, 10.5 hours/day sedentary behaviour, 4.9 hours/day light intensity physical activity behaviours, 0.46
hours/day (27.4 minutes/day) moderate-vigorous intensity physical activity behaviours). Models used attained age as the underlying time variable and were adjusted for sex, ethnicity,
smoking status, alcohol consumption, deprivation, and education. Models are based on 2 669 events in 86 556 participants. SB = sedentary behaviour, LIPA = light intensity activity,
MVPA = moderate-vigorous intensity activity, hr = hour.
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eFigure 5. Hazard ratios for all behaviour pairs and incident physical-activity-related cancer risk for estimated
using a multivariable-adjusted Cox regression model among 48 478 female participants (blue) and 38 078 male
participants (red).
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Hazard ratios are relative to the mean behaviour composition in each sex (female — 8.2 hours/day sleep, 10.1 hours/day sedentary behaviour, 5.3 hours/day light intensity physical
activity behaviours, 0.38 hours/day (22.8 minutes/day) moderate-vigorous intensity physical activity behaviours; male — 7.9 hours/day sleep, 11.0 hours/day sedentary behaviour, 4.5
hours/day light intensity physical activity behaviours, 0.58 hours/day (35.0 minutes/day) moderate-vigorous intensity physical activity behaviours). Models used attained age as the
underlying time variable and were adjusted for ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption, deprivation, and education. Female models were further adjusted for ever use of oral
contraception, ever use of hormone replacement therapy, menopausal status, and parity Model is based on 1 771 events in 48 478 female participants and 898 events in 38 078 male
participants. SB = sedentary behaviour, LIPA = light intensity activity, MVPA = moderate-vigorous intensity activity, hr = hour.
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eFigure 6. Hazard ratios for all behaviour pairs and incident physical-activity-related cancer risk for estimated
using a multivariable-adjusted Cox regression model in 86 556 UK Biobank participants before (blue) and after
restricting to never smokers (red, N=49 736).
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Hazard ratios are relative to the mean behaviour composition in each sample (full sample — 8.1 hours/day sleep, 10.5 hours/day sedentary behaviour, 4.9 hours/day light intensity
physical activity behaviours, 0.46 hours/day (27.4 minutes/day) moderate-vigorous intensity physical activity behaviours; Non-smoking subgroup — 8.1 hours/day sleep, 10.4 hours/day
sedentary behaviour, 5.0 hours/day light intensity physical activity behaviours, 0.48 hours/day (28.7 minutes/day) moderate-vigorous intensity physical activity behaviours). Models
used attained age as the underlying time variable and were adjusted for ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption, deprivation, and education. The main model is based on 2 669
events in 86 556 participants and the sensitivity analysis model is based on 1 308 events in 49 736 participants. SB = sedentary behaviour, LIPA = light intensity activity, MVPA =
moderate-vigorous intensity activity, hr = hour.
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eFigure 7. Hazard ratios for all behaviour pairs and incident physical-activity-related cancer risk for estimated
using a multivariable-adjusted Cox regression model in 86 556 UK Biobank participants before (blue) and after
removing the first two years of follow-up (red, N=83 435).
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Hazard ratios are relative to the mean behaviour composition in each sample (full sample — 8.1 hours/day sleep, 10.5 hours/day sedentary behaviour, 4.9 hours/day light intensity
physical activity behaviours, 0.46 hours/day (27.4 minutes/day) moderate-vigorous intensity physical activity behaviours; sample with at least 2-years follow-up — 8.1 hours/day sleep,
10.5 hours/day sedentary behaviour, 4.9 hours/day light intensity physical activity behaviours, 0.46 hours/day (27.6 minutes/day) moderate-vigorous intensity physical activity
behaviours). Models used attained age as the underlying time variable and were adjusted for ethnicity, smoking status, alcohol consumption, deprivation, and education. The main
model is based on 2 669 events in 86 556 participants and the sensitivity analysis model is based on 1 821 events in 83 435 patrticipants. SB = sedentary behaviour, LIPA = light
intensity activity, MVPA = moderate-vigorous intensity activity, hr = hour.
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