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Figure S1. Stratified analysis of current smokers' fruit consumption by region. 

 
Figure S2. Stratified analysis of former smokers' fruit consumption by region.  

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Figure S3. Stratified analysis of never smokers' fruit consumption by region. 

 

Figure S4. Stratified analysis of current smokers' vegetable consumption by region. 

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Figure S5. Stratified analysis of former smokers' vegetable consumption by region. 

  

Figure S6. Stratified analysis of never smokers' vegetable consumption by region.  

NOTE: Weights are from random effects analysis
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Figure S7. Sensitivity analysis with respect to fruit consumption in current smokers. 

 
Figure S8. Sensitivity analysis with respect to fruit consumption in former smokers. 
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Figure S9. Sensitivity analysis with respect to fruit consumption in never smokers. 

 
Figure S10. Sensitivity analysis with respect to vegetable consumption in current smokers. 
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Figure S11. Sensitivity analysis with respect to vegetable consumption in former smokers. 

 
Figure S12. Sensitivity analysis with respect to vegetable consumption in never smokers. 
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