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ABSTRACT  
 
 

BACKGROUND: This follow-up study investigated the associations of smoking status and leisure-

time physical activity (LTPA) with weight circumference (WC) change. 

 

METHODS: In the FinnTwin16 cohort, 3,431 twins (47% men) reported smoking status, LTPA, and 

WC in early adulthood and 10 years later. Regression models were conducted to investigate 

associations of smoking status and of LTPA change (metabolic equivalent tasks [MET]-h/week) 

with WC change (cm) during the follow-up. Within-pair associations were analyzed using linear 

mixed fixed-effect regression among 800 same-sexed (409 identical) pairs.  

 

RESULTS: During the 10-year follow-up, 40% (n=454) quit smoking. Among those who quit 

smoking, the mean WC increase was 7.4 cm (SD 8.2) and the mean LTPA decrease was -0.02 MET-

h/week (SD 35.8). Compared to individuals continuing daily smoking, only quitters who smoked 

daily at baseline (β 1.87; 95% CI 0.68, 3.06) increased their WC. This association was not robust 

after shared familial influences were controlled for. Each additional MET-h/week lowered the risk 

for WC increase among individuals who smoked occasionally (β -0.054; -0,08, -0.003), quitters who 

smoked daily (β -0.05; -0.06, -0.02) and those who had never smoked (β -0.04; -0.05, -0.03). In   

the analyses among identical twin pairs, LTPA was associated with less WC increase among those 

who quit occasional smoking or had never smoked. For quitters from daily smoking, this 

association approached significance, but no association remained for those continuing smoking. 

 

CONCLUSIONS: Smoking cessation seems to be associated with WC increase, but familial 

confounding is involved in this process. LTPA may inhibit post-cessation WC increase.   
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KEY MESSAGES 
 
This will be published as a summary box after the abstract in the final published article. 

 
What is already known on this topic 

 
1. Individuals quitting smoking tend to gain weight, but less is known of post-cessation 

abdominal obesity and the role of leisure-time physical activity in this process. 
 

What this study adds 
 

2. Smoking cessation associates with moderate increase in waist circumference among those 
who quit daily smoking, but shared familial influences are involved in this process.  
 

3. Increase in leisure-time physical activity may prevent post-cessation waist circumference 
increase. 
 

How this study might affect research, practice, or policy 
 

4. More research is needed to unravel genetic and epigenetic mechanisms underlying post-

cessation waist circumference increase.  

5. In practice, individuals who quit smoking should be encouraged to be physically active.  

 

 

 

 
 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 27, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.26.24314418doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.26.24314418


4 

 

INTRODUCTION  
 

Although smoking cessation has numerous health benefits, individuals quitting smoking tend to 

gain weight1-3. On average, the first post-cessation year weight gain is 3-6 kilograms, but 10-15% 

experience more weight gain3 4. This is modified by age, sex, pre-cessation Body Mass Index (BMI) 

and heavy smoking5 6. Negative consequences of weight gain main reduce the benefits of smoking 

cessation7 8.  

 

Post-cessation weight changes are well documented. However, weight, may not be the most 

informative health-related measurement. Measures of abdominal obesity, such as waist 

circumference (WC), may be a better predictors of weight-related health conditions than weight9 

10. There is short-term evidence of increased abdominal obesity after smoking cessation11-13. 

However, verification on long-term post-cessation changes in abdominal obesity is limited. 

 

Leisure-time physical activity (LTPA) has been shown to inhibit weight gain in general14. Evidence 

whether LTPA could impact post-cessation weight gain has been inconsistent15. It has been 

suggested that exercise may prevent weight gain in the long run15. Less is known about the impact 

of LTPA on post-cessation change in abdominal obesity. However, in a smoking cessation trial 

including exercise intervention, abstinence was followed by moderate weight gain, but not by 

increase in relation between visceral and abdominal fat16.  

 

Finally, familial influences, including shared genetic and environmental factors, may confound the 

associations of smoking behavior and physical activity with metabolic reactions of the body17-19. In 

epidemiological research, twin samples are therefore valuable in testing the role of familial 

factors20.  

  

AIMS 

 

Our aims were to investigate how smoking behavior, especially smoking cessation, is associated 

with WC change during the 10-year follow-up and whether higher amount of LTPA is associated 

with lower level of WC increase. Our further aim was to test if the associations are independent of 

familial influences. 
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METHODS 

 

Sample 

The data is based on the Finnish population sample, FinnTwin16 cohort21. We used two surveys 

conducted in 2000-2003 (baseline) and 2010-2012 (follow-up) (Figure 1). At baseline 5,240 (46% 

men, mean age 24 years, born in 1975-79), and at follow-up, 4,397 (45% men, mean age 34 years) 

twin individuals completed the surveys. Data were collected by questionnaires, including self-

measurements of WC. Analyses are based on 3,431 twins (44% men) who reported their smoking 

status, LTPA, and WC in both surveys. Characteristics of the participants by long-term smoking 

status are presented in Supplement Table 1.  

 

Data includes 1,147 full twin pairs who fulfilled the inclusion criteria and both siblings participated 

both data collection points. Of the twin pairs, 409 were monozygotic (MZ) (169 male, 240 female), 

353 same-sexed dizygotic (DZ) (180 male, 173 female), 347 opposite-sexed DZ pairs, and 38 same-

sexed pairs without verified zygosity. For within-pair analyses, we used 800 same-sexed pairs. 

 

Dependent variable 

Abdominal obesity was operationalized with a self-measured WC in centimeters at baseline and 

follow-up. Participants received detailed pictorial instruction and a tape measure22. Self-reported 

measurements have reasonable accuracy in Finnish data22. Change in WC was calculated as the 

difference in centimeters between the follow-up and baseline values.  

 

Independent variables 

  

Smoking status 

At baseline, smoking status was asked with a categorical question: smoking daily (≥20, 10-19, ≤9 

cigarettes), smoking occasionally (at least once week, less frequently than each week), has quit 

smoking, and being a never-smoker. At follow-up, smoking status question included: smoking 

daily, smoking weekly, smoking less often than weekly, has quit smoking, never-smoked. The 

participants were then categorized into the following long-term smoking status categories: 

persistent daily smoking, consistent occasionally smoking, quit from daily smoking, quit from 

occasionally smoking, consistent former smoking (quit before the baseline), consistent never 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 27, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.26.24314418doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.26.24314418


6 

 

smoking, and others (remaining participants). No interpretation was made for the last group given 

its heterogeneity. The proportions and distributions of long-term smoking status are shown in 

Figure 1 and Supplement Figure 1.   

 

Leisure-time physical activity 

LTPA was calculated using the self-reported frequency (per month), duration (minutes per one 

session), and an average intensity in metabolic equivalents (METs). In addition, daily time of 

physically active commuting to work and back home was included. From these measures, the total 

MET index of LTPA-h/week was calculated at both waves14. 

 

Covariates 

 

Both at baseline and follow-up, self-reported weight (to the nearest kilogram) and height (to the 

nearest centimeter) were used to calculate BMI (weight [kg]/ height [m]2). In addition to sex and 

age, we included baseline socio-economic status, self-rated health, sleep problems, snus use, cigar 

smoking, alcohol use (g/week), diet quality, psychological distress (General Health Questionnaire -

12), and life satisfaction as co-variates.  From the end of the follow-up, we used information 

regarding snus usage, education level, and physical activity (PA) heaviness at work. The 

distributions of the covariates by participants’ long-term smoking status are described in 

Supplement Table 1.  

 

Analyses 

 

Individual-based analyses 

We report total numbers and percentages for categorical variables, means and standard 

deviations with minimum and maximum values for continuous variables by long-term smoking 

status. One-way ANOVA or Kruskal-Wallis test was used in testing differences in WC or WC 

change, weight or weight change, BMI or BMI change, and LTPA or LTPA change between smoking 

status categories.  

 

Interactions between sex and smoking with WC change as well as between LTPA change and 

smoking with WC change were tested using Likelihood-ratio test comparing two nested models 
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with and without interaction terms. Baseline age, sex, BMI, and WC were adjusted in the analyses. 

Interaction was considered if p<0.15. As there was no sex#smoking-interaction (p=0.375) men and 

women were pooled in the analyses.  Because there was interaction between LTPA change and 

smoking status on WC change (p=0.068), LTPA#smoking-interaction term was included when 

analyzing associations of LTPA with WC change.  

 

In analyzing the associations of smoking status with WC change and the associations of LTPA 

change with WC change, we used linear regression models providing beta coefficients (β) and 95% 

Confidence Intervals (CI). Normality of WC distributions between the groups (sex and smoking 

status) were tested using the Shapiro-Wilk test of normality and equality of WC variances between 

the groups by the Levene’s robust test centered at the median.  

 

To examine the association of smoking status with WC change, regression models were performed 

as follows: model 1: adjusted for sex, age, and BMI at baseline; model 2: Model 1 plus snus use at 

the end of follow-up; model 3: Model 2 plus baseline dietary behavior; model 4: Model 3 plus 

change in LTPA during follow-up; model 5: Model 4 plus PA load at work at the end of follow-up;  

model 6: Model 5 plus education ( life satisfaction, sleep problems, GHQ12, alcohol use, 

socioeconomic status, and self-rated health at baseline. The effect of LTPA change on WC change 

by smoking status was analyzed as above, but without model 4. The statistical dependence of 

twins within the twin pairs was corrected in all individual-based analyses23. 

 

Within-pair analyses 

Twin pairs commonly share the same childhood environment and experiences. DZ pairs are 

genetically full siblings, whereas MZ pairs, are identical at their genomic sequence24. 

Within-pair analyses were conducted using linear fixed-effects regression models. In the common 

use of such models, estimates of exposure-outcome associations are derived from longitudinal 

variation within individuals, everyone being their own control. The models can be used to conduct 

within-pair analyses of twin data, in which exposed twins are compared with their unexposed co-

twins25. The twin pair design accounts for sex and age, as well as shared familial effects, whether 

measured or unmeasured in all twin pairs. In DZ pairs, there is residual genetic confounding, while 

genetic effects are fully controlled for in MZ pairs. 
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The results from within-pair analyses are informative when they are compared with the results 

from individual-based analyses26. If familial confounding plays a significant role, we should see an 

association among all individuals, but less or none within twin pairs. Examining MZ and DZ pairs 

separately informs whether familial confounding is due to shared genes or environment. 

 

Stata SE version 18 (StataCorp, College Station, Texas, USA) was used for all analyses. In the main 

analyses two-tailed p<0.05 was regarded as statistically significant.   

 

 

RESULTS 

 

Individual-based analyses 

Nearly half of the participants (43%, n=1,482) were never smokers. At baseline, 891 (26%) were 

smoking daily and 521 (15%) smoked occasionally. During the 10-year follow-up, 32% (n=454 of 

1412) of all smokers and 32% of daily smokers (n=282 of 891) quit smoking (Figure 1).  

 

In the whole sample, the mean increase in WC was 6.5 cm (SD 8.1, range -36–64), being 7.1 cm (SD 

6.0, -27–45) in men and 6.1 (SD 5.0, -36–64) in women. The detailed values for WC, weight, and 

BMI at baseline, at the end of follow-up plus the change of them during the follow-up are 

described by smoking status in the Supplement Table 2. The distributions of WC by smoking status 

are shown in the Supplement Figure 2. 

 

The mean decrease in LTPA was -6.1 MET-h/week (SD 35.5), -7.9 (SD -3.5) in men and -4.6 (SD -2.8) 

in women. Among those who quit smoking, the mean increase in WC was 7.4 cm (SD 8.2) and in 

LTPA MET-h/week -0.02 (SD 35.8). The detailed values for LTPA by smoking status are shown in 

the Supplement Table 2. 

 

Compared to those who continued daily smoking, WC increase was statistically significant only 

among those who quit daily smoking (β 1.87; 95% CI 0.68, 3.06) (Table 1). The association 

remained significant in the multiple adjusted analyses. 
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While each additional MET-h/week lowered the risk for WC in the entire sample, the statistically 

significant associations, i.e., those who were consistently occasional smokers (β -0.04; -0.08, -

0.003), quit daily smoking (β -0.05; -0.06, -0.02) or had never smoked (β -0.04; -0.05, -0.03), 

accounted for the relationship (Table 2). For example, among never smokers, each Met-h/week 

associated with 0.04 cm decrease in WC in the multiple-adjusted models.  

 

 

Within-pair analyses 

 

In pairs discordant for their smoking status, smoking cessation was not associated with WC 

increase. In other words, co-twin who had quit smoking did not have increased WC if compared to 

his/her co-twin continuing daily smoking (Table 3). In all same-sex pairs, each additional MET-

h/week of LTPA showed negative association with WC increase across smoking status groups. Yet, 

the association was statistically significant only for consistent never smoking. In MZ pairs, the 

effect sizes were consistently similar across all smoking groups apart from persistent smokers, 

even though statistically significant effects were seen for those who quit from occasional smoking 

(β=-0.09; -0.15, -0.03) and for never smokers (β=-0.08; -0.11, -0.05) (Table 4).  

 
 
 
DISCUSSION 

 

This study showed a decrease in the prevalence of smoking, reduced amount of LTPA and an 

increasing trend in abdominal obesity among the adult twin cohort at the end of the 10-year 

follow-up. Based on individual analyses, quitting daily smoking was significantly associated with 

moderate increase in WC when compared to those who continued daily smoking. However, based 

on pair-wise analyses, this process seems to be confounded by shared familial factors. Further, 

increased LTPA suggested a preventive effect on post-cessation WC increase. Namely, when 

comparing the estimates from the individual-based and pair-wise analyses among identical twin 

pairs, they remained stable for those who had quit occasional or daily smoking and for never 

smokers, whereas for persistent smokers, the association disappeared. 
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In this cohort, one third of baseline smokers quit during the follow-up. Quitting smoking in our 

data follows the global trend of smoking prevalence in high income western countries27. In our 

data, BMI and WC generally increased during the 10-year follow-up, but the individual variability 

was wide. Our results support previous findings about post-cessation weight gain and also with 

increase in BMI in most high-income countries28.  

 

In our cohort, the overall mean WC increase was 6.5 cm. Among those who quit daily smoking, the 

mean increase was 8.4 cm.  Although longitudinal studies about the effect of smoking status on 

WC are rare, there is evidence that on average, WC increases 3.9 cm during the first post-cessation 

year11. As a mechanism for this it has been suggested that nicotine increases energy expenditure 

about 10%, especially during exercise and after eating29, and thus individuals who quit smoking 

tend to increase their body weight1-4 6. 

 

As reported, the variability in WC increase was large in our data. In a Danish study11, 40% of 

quitters and 15% of those continuing smoking increased their WC at least 5 cm during one-year 

follow-up. When we compared those quitting smoking to those who continued daily smoking, the 

WC increase was about 2 cm more. Notably, even 2 cm increase in WC increases risk for insulin 

resistance and cardiometabolic diseases1 13 30. However, there is growing evidence that also 

continuing smoking increases the risk for abdominal obesity.13 31 Therefore, the notion of smoking 

as ‘weight control method’ appears to be misleading. 

 

When familial factors were controlled for, smoking cessation was no longer associated with WC 

increase. Therefore, our twin data do not support causal association between smoking cessation 

and risk for abdominal obesity. Genetic factors confounding the association between smoking 

cessation and weight gain has also been found in adult male twins32. Smoking was associated with 

lower BMI, and smoking cessation with higher BMI in the multicenter study of 150,000 twins33. 

However, the ‘net effect’ of smoking cessation on weight was not more than an average of 0.7 

kg/m2. This evidence supports previous suggestions that after smoking cessation, individual’s 

weight returns in long run to the same weight-age trajectory as observed in never smokers29 33. 
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The mean amount of LTPA decreased in all smoking status groups except among quitters from 

daily smoking. Our results, in general, are in line with previous findings demonstrating a decrease 

in LTPA by age34. The association between smoking status and WC increase is moderated by 

sedentary behavior so that current and former smokers spend more sedentary time compared 

with never smokers. Sedentary ever smokers had also highest BMI and WC values12. The mediating 

role of physical inactivity has also been reported earlier: heavy smoking among sedentary 

population increases BMI, that in turn further decreases LTPA level35.  

 

Previous evidence about the role of physical exercise in preventing post-cessation WC increase is 

limited15. In a smoking cessation trial including nicotine replacement therapy, counselling, and 

exercise, abstinence was followed by moderate weight gain, but not by increase in visceral fat16. In 

our individual-based analysis, every increase in LTPA MET-h/week decreased the likelihood for WC 

increase by 0.05 cm among those who quit daily smoking. The effect is small since to prevent one 

cm WC increase, a person should have performed at least 20 MET-h additional exercise per week 

(equal to 4 hours walking at speed of 5 km/h). Importantly, in the MZ within-pair analyses, the 

effect sizes of the association remained consistent in all smoking status groups except among 

those smoking persistently daily. However, the MZ pair association was statistically significant only 

in those who had quit occasional smoking or had never smoked. Larger twin samples are needed 

to replicate these pair-wise results. 

 

To summarize, our results suggest that the association of LTPA with WC increase may be 

independent of familial predisposition in those who quit smoking, as the effect sizes in the within-

pair analyses of MZ pairs were consistent with the effect sizes for individuals. But this 

interpretation needs to be made with caution because only one group of quitters showed a 

statistically significant association. However, it is also possible that the true causality exists, 

because in sibling control models, measurement error in exposure can falsely attenuate the 

association between exposure and outcome25.  

 

We do not know why persistent smokers and quitters behave differently from others in terms of 

the effects of exercise on abdominal obesity. Interestingly, however, based on a Randomized 

Controlled Trial, loss of visceral adipose tissue mass mediated by exercise requires IL-6 receptor 

signaling in participants with abdominal obesity36. While exercise reduced visceral adipose tissue 
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mass, this effect of exercise was abolished in the presence of IL-6 blockade. This raises a question 

for future investigation whether cigarette smoking and nicotine may be involved in such kind of 

processes and mechanisms. 

 

Other studies have reported that smoking cessation is associated with post-cessation-related 

obesity which in turn might contribute to worsening in lipid parameters and insulin resistance1 30 

37. If this association is causal, it is essential to improve weight management interventions during 

smoking cessation. This is especially important for people living with diabetes37. While there is no 

constant evidence that physical exercise during the quitting process might increase the 

successfulness of smoking cessation38, some physical exercise interventions have been associated 

with less weight gain during 12-month post-cessation follow-up15. Post-cessation weight 

management is also important in supporting smoking abstinence and in relapse prevention39. 

Whether longer behavioral and weight management interventions benefit successful cessation 

and reduce post-cessation abdominal obesity remains to be investigated29.   

 

Strengths 

First, our study is based on longitudinal population-based data including a large sample of men 

and women. Second, we included several long-term smoking status groups, also never smokers. 

Third, WC was measured twice for estimating abdominal obesity. Fourth, the data allowed 

adjustment for several potential confounders. Finally, we utilized twin data providing a powerful 

design for testing familial confounding.  

 

Limitations 

The main limitation is using self-reported data. However, self-reported values of weight, height, 

and WC have been shown relatively accurate for large cohort studies22. Further, we were not able 

to verify smoking cessation biochemically. Except for snus use, we did not have information about 

the use of nicotine replacement therapy or other nicotine products during the follow-up. We do 

not have information how many times participants had changed their smoking behavior and when 

exactly they had quit smoking during the follow-up. However, there is evidence that most of the 

weight related changes usually occur during the first post-cessation years3 4.  
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CONCLUSIONS 

 

Smoking cessation is associated with moderate increase in waist circumference and familial 

influences are involved in this process. Leisure-time physical activity may prevent post-cessation 

waist circumference increase. More research is needed to understand behavioral, genetic, and 

epigenetic mechanisms underlying post-cessation waist circumference increase. 
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obesity after smoking cessation in the FinnTwin16 cohort 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 1. The flow chart of individuals included in the analysis by their long-term smoking status.  

WC= waist circumference, LTPA= leisure time physical activity, Met-h/week = metabolic 

equivalent hours/week, CPD= cigarettes per day 

*Dropped in listed order.  

 

Wave 4 

5,240 individuals  

(46% men) 

Wave 5 

4,397 individuals 

(45% men) 

 

Follow-up data 

4,023 individuals 

(44% men) 

Missing information at wave 4 or 5 

- Smoking status (n=184) 

- WC (n=115) 

- LTPA Met-h/week (n=2) 
- BMI (n=21) 

In the analyses  

3,431 individuals (47% men)  

by their long-term smoking status 
 

• Persistent daily smoking   15% (n=503) 

• Consistent occasionally smoking     5% (n=172) 

• Quit from daily smoking     8% (n=282) 

• Quit from occasionally smoking     5% (n=172) 

• Consistent former smoking     7% (n=253) 

• Consistent never smoking   43% (n=1,482) 

• Others     17% (n=567) 

Pregnant at wave 4 or 5 (n=270)  

Dropped: 592 individuals * 
 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 27, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.26.24314418doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.26.24314418


18 

 

 

 

Table 1. Individual-based associations of long-term smoking status with change in the waist circumference (cm) in the linear regression 

analyses* in the FinnTwin16 sample (n=3,431) during a 10-year follow-up. 

 

Long-term smoking status Model 1 

n=3,431 

Model 2 

n= 3,422 

Model 3 

n= 3,415 

Model 4 

n= 3,415 

Model 5 

n= 3,410 

Model 6 

n= 3,315 

 β (95% CI) β (95% CI) β (95% CI) β (95% CI) β (95% CI) β (95% CI) 

Persistent daily smoking (n=503) reference reference reference reference reference reference 

Consistent occasional smoking (n=172) 
0.62 

(-0.75, 2.0) 

0.60 

(-0.79, 2.00) 

1.07 

(-0.31, 2.45) 

0.82 

(-0.55, 2.19) 

0.76 

(-0.62, 2.13) 

1.13 

(-0.25, 2.51) 

Quit from daily smoking (n=282) 
1.87 

(0.68, 3.06) 

1.86 

(0.67, 3.06) 

2.34 

(1.15, 3.52) 

2.54 

(1.37, 3.71) 

2.47 

(1.31, 3.63) 

1.84 

(0.34, 3.33) 

Quit from occasional smoking (n=172) 
-0.52 

(-1.96, 0.93) 

-0.51 

(-1.96, 0.95) 

0.22 

(-1.26, 1.70) 

-0.04 

(-1.51, 1.43) 

-0.14 

(-1.63, 1.35) 

0.18 

(-1.34, 1.70) 

Consistent former smoking (n=253) 
-0.30 

(-1.53, 0.94) 

-0.29 

(-1.54, 0.95) 

0.33 

(-0.90, 1.57) 

0.24 

(-0.98, 1.47) 

0.22 

(-1.01, 1.45) 

0.31 

(-1.00, 1.57) 

Consistent never smoking (n=1,482) 
-0.33 

(-1.19, 0.52) 

-0.30 

(-1.16, 0.56) 

0.38 

(-0.48, 1.25) 

0.11 

(-0.75, 0.97) 

0.06 

(-0.81, 0.93) 

0.25 

(-0.66, 1.16) 

 

BMI = Body mass Index, β = linear regression coefficients, CI = confidence intervals, ni=no interpretation, GHQ=General Health Questionnaire, 

LTPA= leisure-time physical activity, PA= physical activity.  

*Linear Regression model including a robust variance estimator to adjust for the non-independence of observations within twin pairs.  

Group “other” (n=567) has been included in the analysis but is not reported in the table.  

 

Model 1: adjusted for sex and BMI and age at baseline.  

Model 2: Model 1 plus snus use at the end of follow-up (wave 5). 

Model 3: Model 2 plus dietary at baseline. 

Model 4: Model 3 plus change in LTPA during follow-up.  

Model 5: Model 4 plus PA load at work at the end of follow-up (wave 5).   

Model 6: Model 5 plus education (wave 5), life satisfaction, sleep problems, GHQ12, alcohol use, socioeconomic status, and self-rated health at 

baseline.  
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Table 2. Individual-based associations of change in leisure-time physical activity (Met-h/week) with change in waist circumference (cm) in the 

linear regression analyses* in the FinnTwin16 sample (n=3,431) during a 10-year follow-up. 

 

Long-term smoking status Model 1 

n=3,431 

Model 2 

n= 3,422 

Model 3 

n= 3,415 

Model 4 

n= 3,410 

Model 5 

n= 3,315 

 β (95% CI) β (95% CI) β (95% CI) β (95% CI) β (95% CI) 

Persistent daily smoking (n=503) 
-0.03  

(-0.06, 0.004) 

-0.03  

(-0.06, 0.003) 

-0.02  

(-0.05, 0.01) 

-0.02  

(-0.05, 0.01) 

-0.02  

(-0.05, 0.01) 

Consistent occasional smoking (n=172) 
-0.04 

(-0.08, -0.003) 

-0.04 

(-0.08, -0.003) 

-0.04 

(-0.08, 0.001) 

-0.04 

(-0.08, 0.001) 

-0.05 

(-0.09, -0.01) 

Quit from daily smoking (n=282) 
-0.05 

(-0.06, -0.02) 

-0.04 

(-0.06, -0.02) 

-0.03 

(-0.06, -0.01) 

-0.03 

(-0.06, -0.01) 

-0.03 

(-0.06, -0.01) 

Quit from occasional smoking (n=172) 
-0.02 

(-0.05, 0.004) 

-0.02 

(-0.05, 0.005) 

-0.02 

(-0.05, 0.005) 

-0.02 

(-0.05, 0.01) 

-0.02 

(-0.05, 0.01) 

Consistent former smoking (n=253) 
-0.02 

(-0.05, 0.01) 

-0.02 

(-0.05, 0.01) 

-0.02 

(-0.05, 0.01) 

-0.02 

(-0.05, 0.02) 

-0.02 

(-0.06, 0.02) 

Consistent never smoking (n=1,482) 
-0.04  

(-0.05, -0.03) 

-0.04  

(-0.05, -0.03) 

-0.04  

(-0.05, -0.03) 

-0.04  

(-0.05, -0.02) 

-0.04  

(-0.05, -0.03) 

 

BMI=Body Mass Index, β =linear regression coefficients, CI=confidence intervals, GHQ=General Health Questionnaire, PA=physical activity, 

LTPA= leisure-time physical activity, Met-h=Metabolic Equivalent Hours 

Group “other” (n=567) has been included in the analysis but is not reported in the table.  

 

*Linear Regression model including a robust variance estimator to adjust for the non-independence of observations within twin pairs.  

Model 1: adjusted for sex, BMI and age at baseline plus smoking status # LTPA change interaction term.  

Model 2: Model 1 plus snus use at the end of follow-up (wave 5) plus smoking status # LTPA change interaction term. 

Model 3: Model 2 plus dietary at baseline plus smoking status # LTPA change interaction term. 

Model 4: Model 3 plus PA load at work at the end of follow-up (wave 5) plus smoking status # LTPA change interaction term. 

Model 5: Model 4 plus education (wave 5), life satisfaction, sleep problems, GHQ12, alcohol use, socioeconomic status, and self-rated health at 

baseline plus smoking status # LTPA change interaction term. 
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Table 3. Individual and within-pair associations of long-term smoking behavior with a change in the waist circumference (cm) in the 

FinnTwin16 sample during a 10-year follow-up.  

 

Long-term smoking status 
Individuals* All pairs # ** 

 

800 pairs 

Same-sexed 

DZ pairs # 

 

MZ pairs # 

n= 3431 353 pairs 409 pairs 

 β (95% CI) β (95% CI) β (95% CI) β (95% CI) 

Persistent daily smoking (n=225)*** reference reference reference reference 

Consistent occasional smoking (n=81) 
0.62 

(-0.75, 2.0) 

0.72 

(-2.23, 3.67) 

1.05 

(-3.85, 5.95) 

-0.09 

(-3.93, 3.75) 

Quit from daily smoking (n=114) 
1.87 

(0.68, 3.06) 

-0.38 

(-2.70, 1.94) 

1.26 

(-2.34, 4.86) 

-2.58 

(-5.96, 0.80) 

Quit from occasional smoking (n=81) 
-0.52 

(-1.96, 0.93) 

-0.67 

(-3.41, 2.06) 

0.26 

(-3.98, 4.49) 

-1.93 

(-5.67, 1.81) 

Consistent former smoking (n=113) 
-0.30 

(-1.53, 0.94) 

1.13 

(-1.33, 3.60) 

3.03 

(-0.77, 6.83) 

-1.97 

(-4.90, 0.95) 

Consistent never smoking (n=708) 
-0.33 

(-1.19, 0.52) 

-0.90 

(-2.97, 1.17) 

-0.50 

(-3.66, 2.65) 

-1.97 

(-4.90, 0.95) 

 

β = linear regression coefficients, CI = confidence intervals, BMI = Body Mass Index, 

 

* Results of twins as individuals are shown as a comparison. Linear Regression analyses adjusted for sex, age and BMI at baseline including a 

robust variance estimator to adjust for the non-independence of observations within twin pairs.  

 
# Linear mixed fixed-effects regression model adjusted for sex, age and BMI at baseline.   

** Including MZ, same-sexed DZ pairs and same-sexed pairs without known zygosity (n=38 pairs).   

*** Number of individuals by their smoking status included in the within pair analyses (n=800 pairs).  

 

Note: Smoking behavior group “Other” is included in the analyses (567 individuals in the individual-based linear regression analyses and 278 

individuals in the within-pair analyses) to increase statistical power but the results of the group are not reported because of the heterogeneity of 

the group.  
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Table 4. Individual and within-pair associations of change in leisure-time physical activity (Met-h/wk) with a change in the waist circumference 

(cm) by long-term smoking behavior in the linear regression analyses in the FinnTwin16 sample during a 10-year follow-up.  

Long-term smoking status 

Individuals* 
All same-sexed 

pairs  
# ** 

800 pairs 

Same-sexed 

DZ pairs# 

 

MZ pairs# 

 

n= 3431 

 

353 pairs 

 

409 pairs 

 β (95% CI) β (95% CI) β (95% CI) β (95% CI) 

Persistent daily smoking (n=225) *** 
-0.03  

(-0.06, 0.004) 

-0.02 

(-0.06, 0.02) 

-0.07 

(-0.14, 0.0001) 

0.01  

(-0.03, 0.05) 

Consistent occasional smoking (n=81) 
-0.04 

(-0.08, -0.003) 

-0.002 

(-0.06, 0.06) 

0.04 

(-0.06, 0.14) 

-0.04 

(-0.11, 0.03) 

Quit from daily smoking (n=114) 
-0.04 

(-0.06, -0.02) 

-0.02 

(-0.07, 0.03) 

0.01 

(-0.07, 0.10) 

-0.06 

(-0.13, 0.01) 

Quit from occasional smoking (n=81) 
-0.02 

(-0.05, 0.004) 

-0.03 

(-0.08, 0.02) 

0.02 

(-0.06, 0.11) 

-0.09 

(-0.15, -0.03) 

Consistent former smoking (n=113) 
-0.02 

(-0.05, 0.01) 

-0.006 

(-0.05, 0.04) 

0.003 

(-0.06, 0.07) 

-0.04 

(-0.11, 0.04) 

Consistent never smoking (n=708) 
-0.04  

(-0.05, -0.03) 

-0.04 

(-0.06, -0.02) 

-0.01 

(-0.05, 0.03) 

-0.08 

(-0.11, -0.05) 

 

β = linear regression coefficients, CI = confidence intervals, BMI = Body mass Index, Met-h= Metabolic Equivalent Hours 

 

* Results of twins as individuals are shown as a comparison. Linear Regression analyses adjusted for sex, age, BMI at baseline, and interaction 

term of smoking status by leisure-time physical activity change. A robust variance estimator was used to adjust for the non-independence of 

observations within twin pairs. 
# Linear Mixed fixed-effects regression model adjusted for BMI at baseline, and interaction term smoking status # leisure-time physical activity 

change. Age and sex are matched by design. 

** Including MZ, same-sexed DZ pairs and same-sexed pairs without known zygosity (n=38 pairs).   

*** Number of individuals by their smoking status included in the within pair analyses (n=800 pairs). 

Note: Smoking behavior group “Other” is included in the analyses (567 individuals in the individual-based linear regression analyses and 278 

individuals in the within-pair analyses) to increase statistical power but the results of the group are not reported because of the heterogeneity of 

the group.  

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted September 27, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.26.24314418doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.09.26.24314418

