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Abstract - 299 words 37 

 38 

Few papers have considered if a posteriori dietary patterns (DPs) are generalizable across 39 

different centers or studies, or if they are consistently seen over time. To date, no systematic 40 

search of the literature on these topics has been carried out. 41 

A scoping review was conducted through a systematic search on the PubMed database. In 42 

the current paper, we included the 34 articles examining the extent to which a posteriori DPs 43 

were consistently seen: 1. across centers from the same study or across different studies 44 

potentially representing different populations or countries (here indicated as cross-study 45 

reproducibility); and 2. over longer time periods (i.e., ≥2 years) (here indicated as stability 46 

over time). 47 

Selected articles (published in 1981–2019, 32% from 2010 onwards) were based on 48 

observational studies, mostly from Europe and North America. Five articles were based on 49 

children and/or adolescents and 14 papers included adults (2 men; 12 women, of which 3 50 

on pregnant women). A posteriori DPs were mostly derived (32 papers) with principal 51 

component or factor analyses. 52 

Among the 9 articles assessing DP reproducibility across studies (number of 53 

centers/studies: 2-27, median: 3), 5 provided a formal assessment using statistical methods 54 

(4 index-based approaches of different complexity, 1 statistical model). A median of 4 DPs 55 

was reproduced across centers/studies (range: 1-7). Among the 25 articles assessing DP 56 
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stability over time (number of time-occasions: 2-6, median: 3), 19 provided a formal 57 

assessment with statistical methods (17 index-based and/or test-based approaches, 1 58 

statistical model, 1 with both strategies). The number and composition of DPs remained 59 

mostly stable over time. 60 

Based on the limited evidence collected, most identified DPs showed good reproducibility 61 

across studies and stability over time. However, when present within the single studies, the 62 

criteria for the formal assessment of cross-study reproducibility or stability over time were 63 

generally very basic. 64 

 65 

Keywords (5-10):  66 

a posteriori dietary patterns; cluster analysis; consistency of dietary patterns; cross-study 67 

reproducibility of dietary patterns; factor analysis; generalizability of dietary patterns; 68 

reproducibility of dietary patterns; reproducibility of dietary patterns across studies; stability 69 

of dietary patterns over time.  70 
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Introduction 71 

Over the last twenty years, the analysis of dietary patterns (DPs) b  has provided a 72 

complementary strategy to the traditional single-food or single-nutrient approach. Use of 73 

dietary patterns captures the intrinsic complexity of diet, the potential synergistic effects 74 

between its different components as well as the variability in DPs existing within and 75 

between populations (1). 76 

The a posteriori (or empirically derived) DPs are obtained from the application of multivariate 77 

statistics [e.g., principal component analysis (PCA), exploratory factor analysis (EFA), or 78 

cluster analysis (CA)] to the available dietary data (2). Therefore, a meaningful set of a 79 

posteriori DPs synthesizes the different aspects of the actual dietary behavior, as measured 80 

at a single time-point reflecting recent dietary habits of a population. Compared to the a 81 

priori DPs (i.e., comparing subjects’ diet against evidence-based benchmark diets) or to the 82 

mixed-type reduced rank regression (i.e., using a priori knowledge on a set of response 83 

variables whose variation has to be maximized within a PCA-like multivariate approach to 84 

regression) (3), the a posteriori DPs are less prone to be generalized to different populations 85 

or over time. Indeed, actual DPs reflect the food supply, geography/climate, socio-economic 86 

 
b ALSPAC: Avon Longitudinal Study of Parents and Children; CA: cluster analysis; CFA: confirmatory factor 

analysis; DP: dietary pattern; EFA: exploratory factor analysis; EPIC: European Prospective Investigation into 

Cancer and Nutrition; FFQ: food-frequency questionnaire; MONICA: MONItoring of trends and determinants 

in CArdiovascular Disease; NHS: Nurses' Health Study; PCA: principal component analysis; PCFA: principal 

component factor analysis; SMC: Swedish Mammography Cohort; SWS: Southampton Women's Survey 
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status, ethnicity, religion, impact of media and society, changes in policy that affect dietary 87 

habits, etc. (4). In combination with biological mechanisms, these latent factors are 88 

responsible for any differences in both the number and structure of DPs identified across 89 

populations and also over time. 90 

Given the considerable body of evidence on the topic, the time is now ripe to summarize 91 

evidence on the specific dimensions of generalizability of a posteriori dietary patterns, 92 

including their reproducibility and validity. In the absence of a consensus on these definitions, 93 

we have initiated the first scoping review on reproducibility and validity of a posteriori DPs. 94 

After clarifying basic terminology and the use of terms in nutritional epidemiology 95 

(Supplemental Table 1 and Supplemental Figure 1), evidence was summarized into two 96 

papers. The current review examined the extent to which similar DPs are consistently seen: 97 

1. across centers from the same study or across different studies potentially representing 98 

different populations or countries (here indicated as cross-study reproducibility); and 2. over 99 

longer time periods (i.e., ≥2 years) (here indicated as stability over time). A recently 100 

published companion paper has synthesized evidence on other forms of reproducibility [e.g., 101 

across different statistical solutions or in a short-term period (i.e., <2 years)], relative validity, 102 

and construct validity of a posteriori DPs (5) (see Supplemental Table 1 and Supplemental 103 

Figure 1 for additional definitions).  104 

Besides providing a summary of the existing literature, we have focused the two reviews on 105 

statistical methods for the assessment of generalizability of a posteriori DPs. While real-life 106 
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factors are the main drivers of this issue, from the statistical standpoint, the assessment of 107 

generalizability is fraught with difficulties that should be clarified to distinguish true 108 

differences in time or space from artifacts or noise. Firstly, results depend on subjective 109 

decisions (e.g., data preprocessing or not, multivariate statistical approach to use, algorithm 110 

to carry out the analysis, number of DPs to retain) taken during the DP identification process 111 

within the single studies. However, some pioneer papers adopting a standardized approach 112 

to DP identification across studies (6-8) have already shown that 2 to 4 DPs were 113 

consistently identified across similar cohorts in Europe. Similarly, in the assessment of 114 

stability of DPs over time, the use of the same statistical approach to DP identification has 115 

allowed attributing any differences (including those from artifacts of subjective decisions) to 116 

true differences. This consistency in the statistical approach has already contributed to 117 

identifying sets of reproducible DPs across multiple administrations of the same dietary 118 

assessment tool up to 6-7 years of follow-up (e.g., (9, 10)). 119 

Secondly, evaluations of generalizability of a posteriori DPs should be based on ad-hoc 120 

statistical methods tailored to disentangle the true differences in time or populations from 121 

time-specific or study-specific effects or simpler artifacts. A few novel methods have been 122 

proposed for the assessment of reproducibility of a posteriori DPs across studies (8, 11-14), 123 

including the use of the congruence coefficient for factor loading comparison. Despite the 124 

several challenges to confront with - including individual and population-specific dimensions 125 

of stability (e.g. (15, 16)) as well as transitions of target populations to a later stage in life 126 
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(e.g., (16-18)), fewer research efforts have been focused on methods for the assessment of 127 

DP stability over time. 128 

To compensate for these issues, more recent evaluations of generalizability of DPs over 129 

time and/or across studies are more likely to be sound and fair. Indeed, since the early 2000s, 130 

some researchers have investigated the effect of single subjective decisions in performing 131 

PCA and EFA (e.g., (19-21)). Particularly, confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) has been more 132 

often proposed in the validation of sensible (possibly, EFA-based) constructs representing 133 

correlation structures among food groups and among DPs (e.g. (22, 23)). These examples 134 

indicated to us that a scoping review on reproducibility and validity of a posteriori DPs would 135 

have been feasible. 136 

The current paper has two aims: 1. summarizing the evidence on reproducibility of a 137 

posteriori DPs across studies and their stability over time; 2. providing a focus on statistical 138 

methods to assess reproducibility of DPs across studies and their stability over time. 139 

 140 

Materials and methods 141 

Literature search strategy 142 

A scoping review was conducted using a systematic search of the literature through 143 

MEDLINE via PubMed (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/) to identify all the articles on 144 

reproducibility and validity of a posteriori DPs, based on the following string: “(reproducibility 145 

or validity) and dietary pattern*”. The guidelines from the Preferred Reporting Items for 146 
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Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses (PRISMA) group were followed (24). The search 147 

was restricted to human studies reported in the English language and published up to 148 

January 11, 2019. Two authors (MD and VE) independently screened titles and then 149 

abstracts and retrieved the potentially relevant articles. The reference lists of the identified 150 

articles and other systematic reviews based on similar topics were also scanned. 151 

Discrepancies were resolved by involving a third researcher (MF).  152 

Inclusion and exclusion criteria 153 

Articles were included or excluded based on the following criteria. 154 

A posteriori dietary patterns 155 

We focused our scoping review on a posteriori DPs. However, in the absence of previously 156 

published reviews on this topic, we preferred not to add the term “a posteriori” to our search 157 

string. Therefore, we further had to exclude papers presenting reproducibility or validity of a 158 

priori DPs only, or applying reduced rank regression, or treelet transform. 159 

Reproducibility and validity of a posteriori dietary patterns 160 

In the current review, we summarized evidence on cross-study reproducibility of DPs 161 

(including both reproducibility across centers from a multicentric study and reproducibility 162 

across different studies), and stability of DPs over time. Supplemental Table 1 and 163 

Supplemental Figure 1 provide an overview of the general terminology used in this review 164 

and of its use in nutritional epidemiology. Definition and use of terms introduced in our earlier 165 

review (5) (i.e. reproducibility across different statistical methods, short-term reproducibility, 166 
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relative validity, and construct validity) were also presented within the Supplementary 167 

Material. We also chose not to exclude studies on the basis of their quality, because of the 168 

lack of previous evidence on reproducibility and/or validity of DPs. 169 

Stability of dietary patterns over time: possible forms of assessment 170 

Table 1 provides a detailed description of the different levels of analysis available within an 171 

assessment of stability of DPs. In detail, when the primary research question is to target 172 

potential transitions of subjects from one DP to another DP over time (individual-level 173 

stability analysis), the most straightforward approach is to apply a CA and to track changes 174 

by calculating the percentages of transitioners (or stable eaters) across successive time-175 

points. When the primary aim is to describe potential changes over time in the covariance 176 

structure among dietary items within a population (population-level stability analysis), the 177 

most suitable approach is to apply PCA/EFA; changes can be tracked through the 178 

monitoring of the following aspects (in order of importance): 1. number of identified DPs: are 179 

there DPs gained or lost?; 2. percentage of explained variance by each DP: do stable DPs 180 

show similar percentages over time?; 3. DP composition: are similar DPs characterized by 181 

the same relevant food groups or nutrients? Or are factor loadings similar or congruent over 182 

time?; 4. DP scores: do the mean DP scores change (e.g., increase or decrease following 183 

some path) over time? Additional levels of complexity may arise when important changes in 184 

the life-course (e.g., from childhood to adolescence, or before and after pregnancy) happen 185 

within the period of observation. Within these designs, secular trends can be tracked 186 
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identifying parallel sub-cohorts of different ages at baseline and comparing DPs derived on 187 

the sub-cohorts considered at the same age-period. 188 

Data extraction 189 

Quantitative and qualitative data were extracted from the selected studies for in-depth 190 

review by 3 independent researchers (LP, MD, and VE); any discrepancies were resolved 191 

after consultation with a fourth author (MF) to maintain consistency. Information extracted 192 

included the following: 1. general characteristics of the studies (first author, year of 193 

publication of the article, country, and study name); 2. study design and characteristics (type 194 

of design, data collection, study location, number and age of the participants, and years of 195 

follow-up); 3. dietary assessment tools used; 4. dietary pattern identification method; 5. 196 

dietary pattern name and composition; 6. statistical methods used for the assessment of 197 

reproducibility of DPs; and 7. main results on DP reproducibility. 198 

 199 

Results 200 

Study selection process 201 

Figure 1 shows the flowchart of the study selection process carried out within the systematic 202 

search of the literature supporting this scoping review. From the PubMed database literature 203 

search, we identified 218 articles, of which 181 remained for detailed evaluation after the 204 

search was limited to human studies and articles written in the English language. Thirty-five 205 

review articles were removed, and 124 original research articles were also not included 206 
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because they met the exclusion criteria. The most frequent reasons for exclusion were 207 

previously described in detail in the companion review (5). Forty-two additional articles were 208 

identified from manual searches of reference lists of selected original and review articles. 209 

Thus, 64 articles were included in our scoping review. Of these, the 34 articles that focused 210 

on stability of DPs over time and on their reproducibility across studies were included in this 211 

review, whereas the 38 articles on reproducibility, relative and construct validity of DPs were 212 

included in the companion paper (5). Eight papers (6, 9, 10, 22, 23, 25-27) were common 213 

to both reviews. 214 

Main characteristics of the included studies 215 

General characteristics and study design information from the 34 papers on stability and 216 

cross-study reproducibility of DPs (6-12, 15-18, 22, 23, 25-45) are presented in Table 2. The 217 

selected papers were published between 1981 and 2019, with 32% of them published from 218 

2010 onwards; the studies were mostly carried out across Europe and North America. 219 

Several articles were based on the same studies, including (but not limited to) those from 220 

the Swedish Mammography Cohort (SMC) (6, 7, 9, 22, 23), the Avon Longitudinal Study of 221 

Parents and Children (ALSPAC) (17, 18, 39, 40), and the Nurses’ Health Study (NHS) I and 222 

II (35, 36, 38, 42). All the articles were based on observational studies, including 1 case-223 

control (32), 24 cohort (6-10, 15-18, 22, 23, 26, 28, 30, 31, 33, 35-40, 42, 45) and 2 cross-224 

sectional (43, 44) studies; in addition, there were 3 multiple administrations of the same 225 

survey (27, 34, 41), 1 validation study of the SMC food-frequency questionnaire (FFQ) (25), 226 
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and 3 papers including studies with different designs (11, 12, 29). Two articles included adult 227 

men only (33, 45), 12 included adult women only (9, 11, 12, 15, 22, 23, 28, 30, 35, 36, 38, 228 

40), with 3 studies based on pregnant women (15, 30, 40); five papers considered the 229 

recruitment of children and/or adolescents (16-18, 31, 39). With a few exceptions (16, 18, 230 

30, 37, 43, 44), dietary information was collected with a FFQ. The FFQs were self-231 

administered (except for the Southampton Women’s Survey (SWS) (15, 28)); the reference 232 

period of assessment was generally of 1 year, except for diet during pregnancy (15, 28) or 233 

the high school period (36, 38). The number of food items inquired in the FFQs ranged from 234 

26 (27, 34) to 276 (6), with a median value of 111.5 items. When more than 1 FFQ 235 

administration was available from cohort studies, the time-interval between successive 236 

administrations could be fixed or variable [range of the minimum distance between dietary 237 

data used for DP identification: 1 month (during pregnancy) (30) - 7 years (37)]. The 238 

reproducibility and/or relative validity of the FFQs were assessed within 1 validation study 239 

included in the review (25); in addition, 20 articles reported information on FFQ 240 

reproducibility and/or relative validity (6-12, 15, 22, 23, 26, 29, 31-33, 35, 36, 38, 42, 45). 241 

Dietary patterns were based on data collected through a dietary record and/or a recall of 24 242 

or 48 hours in 6 articles (16, 18, 30, 37, 43, 44).  243 

Irrespective of the dietary assessment tool used, the number of food groups defined from 244 

the available food items ranged from 15 (43, 44) to 152 (31), with a median value of 37 food 245 

groups included in the statistical analysis. 246 
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Tables 2 and 3 present details on the DP identification process, on the methods for the 247 

assessment of DP reproducibility and validity, and on the results of the assessment. Details 248 

on DP composition are presented in Supplemental Tables 2 and 3. Among the 34 articles 249 

included, 32 performed PCA, EFA or CFA and 2 performed CA (10, 18). 250 

Cross-study reproducibility of dietary patterns 251 

Table 3 concerned the 9 articles on cross-study reproducibility of a posteriori DPs. All the 252 

papers applied PCA or EFA, and one (26) added a CFA to validate results from a previous 253 

EFA. The number of involved centers or studies ranged from 2 (12, 43) to 27 (8), with a 254 

median of 3 centers/studies included per article. 255 

Identification of dietary patterns across centers or studies 256 

In the easiest set-up (6, 7, 43, 44), separate PCA/EFAs were carried out for each available 257 

study/center following the same approach and results were further explored for potential 258 

similarities. Within the European Prospective Investigation into Cancer and Nutrition (EPIC) 259 

(8), an “overall PCA” (based on the merged data matrix) was compared with the separate 260 

center-specific PCAs using the Krzanowski’s index, which measures the proportion of 261 

variance captured by the center-specific DPs which is also captured by the overall-PCA-262 

based DPs. A similar approach was used in a study from the US (26) to assess the 263 

importance of population subgroups of interest (i.e., region, sex, and race) in identifying 264 

separate sets of DPs. 265 

Another 2 companion papers from Spain formally explored: 1. the cross-study reproducibility 266 
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of PCA-based DPs in 2 different samples extracted from similar Spanish populations (12), 267 

and 2. the applicability of three “internal” DPs derived from the previous Spanish case-268 

control study (12) to independent (“external”) populations with similar characteristics from 269 

France, the United States and Sweden (as identified by a bibliographic search of the 270 

literature on the association between DPs and breast cancer) (11). The former paper (12) 271 

applied a bootstrap-based approach to compare results from separate study-specific PCAs 272 

based on the same food-grouping scheme. The latter paper (11) proposed to reconstruct 273 

the “external” DP scores as linear combinations of the published DP loadings and 274 

consumption of the published food groups, as re-calculated on the dietary data from the 275 

Spanish study. Similarly, the authors re-calculated the “external” DP loadings as based on 276 

the reference set of Spanish food groups to allow for direct comparison between loadings 277 

(11). 278 

Finally, when individual-level data were available from studies of the same collaborative 279 

project, multi-study factor analysis was proposed in one paper (32) to extend standard 280 

maximum-likelihood EFA and allowed for a partial sharing of EFA-based DPs across studies. 281 

Some DPs were derived to be common across all the studies; in addition to them, each 282 

study may express extra study-specific DPs. The number of shared and study-specific DPs 283 

was identified using a combination of standard criteria for EFA and information criteria for 284 

model selection (32). 285 

The number of described DPs ranged from 2 (7) to 8 (44), with a median of 4 DPs per article; 286 
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two articles (6, 7) reported the presence of additional population-specific DPs not described 287 

in detail (Supplemental Table 2). 288 

Assessment of cross-study reproducibility of dietary patterns 289 

Four papers (6, 7, 43, 44) did not formally assess cross-study reproducibility and concluded 290 

that the study-specific sets of PCA/EFA-based DPs were qualitatively similar based on 291 

loadings and percentages of explained variances. A formal assessment was carried out in 292 

the remaining 5 papers (8, 11, 12, 26, 32). Congruence coefficients between factor loadings 293 

and correlation coefficients between factor scores were used in 3 papers (11, 12, 26), 294 

whereas the other 2 papers used the Krzanowski’s index (8) and multi-study factor analysis 295 

(13), respectively. The aim of the analyses was also different across the 5 papers. In 2 296 

articles (8, 26) the statistical analysis was meant to support an overall PCA/EFA model 297 

where the single centers/studies were merged in one database. Another 2 studies (11, 12) 298 

were aimed at testing the extent to which a posteriori DPs are generalizable within and 299 

between countries. One paper (32) was in between the 2 approaches as it was focused on 300 

an assessment of cross-study reproducibility in an international context as in (11), however 301 

the availability of consortia data allowed to fit a statistical model that accounted 302 

simultaneously for common and study-specific DPs. 303 

Summary of the evidence on cross-study reproducibility of dietary patterns 304 

No matter of the statistical approach used, the number of DPs reproduced across the studies 305 

ranged from 1 (12) to 7 (43), with a median value of 4 common DPs identified. In addition, 306 
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2 papers (6, 32) described 1 (32) and 4 (6) DPs that were reproducible among subsets of 307 

the included studies. Among the reproducible DPs, most studies identified variants of a 308 

Western-like DP (6-8, 11, 12, 26, 32) and/or a Prudent-like DP (6-8, 11, 26, 32, 43, 44); in 309 

addition, some papers identified a variant of a Fat- or Condiment-based DP (8, 11, 26, 32, 310 

43, 44), whereas another paper added to its reproducible set of DPs a Traditional (Southern) 311 

and Alcohol/Salads DP across 8 US regions (26). 312 

Stability of dietary patterns over time 313 

Table 4 presents details on stability of DPs over time (9, 10, 15-18, 22, 23, 25, 27-31, 33-314 

42, 45). With the exception of 2 papers applying CA (10, 18), all the articles derived DPs 315 

from PCA or principal component factor analysis (PCFA) or EFA; 4 articles additionally 316 

derived DPs with CFA (9, 22, 23, 27). Time-points when DPs were identified ranged from 2 317 

(9, 22, 23, 25, 27-29, 31, 35, 39-41) to 6 (30), with a median of 3 time-occasions included in 318 

the stability analysis. 319 

Identification of dietary patterns over multiple time-occasions 320 

With the exception of a single paper (27), DPs were separately identified at each time-point 321 

following the same standardized approach across time-occasions. While most of the papers 322 

simply proposed separate time-specific statistical analyses (9, 16, 17, 22, 23, 29-31, 33-36, 323 

38, 39, 42, 45), a few others proposed either applied (15, 25, 28, 40, 41) or simplified (37) 324 

scores to harmonize PCA- or EFA-based DPs derived at different time-points. As opposed 325 

to standard or “natural” scores, applied scores were calculated at a later time-point 326 
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combining loadings from a PCA/EFA at a previous (analysis at 2 time-points) or reference 327 

time-point (analysis at 3 or more time-points) with dietary information at the current time-328 

point (40); at a fixed time-point, simplified scores (46) were calculated as an unweighted 329 

sum of dominant food groups, where only the sign (and not the value) of the loading is used. 330 

To further improve comparability of DPs at different time-points, the paper by Togo et al. (27) 331 

used a mean-structure CFA model that allowed the jointly modelling of dietary data at the 2 332 

time-points within a formal statistical approach that explored trends in (potentially correlated) 333 

DP scores across time. 334 

The number of described DPs ranged from 2 to 6, with 11 of the articles naming and 335 

describing 2 DPs; however, in 5 articles (9, 15, 16, 22, 23), the authors reported additional 336 

DPs not common to all time-points and/or not relevant/interpretable (Supplemental Table 3). 337 

The described DPs were generally similar across time-points in terms of factor loadings and 338 

percentages of explained variance; their names reflected these similarities. Some variation 339 

in DP composition was reported, either leading to a change in the DP name across time-340 

points (29) or not (16, 22, 30, 31, 36, 40). Additional DPs were identified at earlier (17) and/or 341 

later time-points (17, 25, 29, 31); some other DPs were lost at later time-points (17, 30, 40) 342 

(Supplemental Table 3). 343 

Assessment of stability over time: dietary patterns and their relevant food groups 344 

Six articles (22, 29, 31, 35, 39, 42) did not formally assess stability of DPs over time; except 345 

for one DP in 2 studies (22, 29), the main conclusion from these papers was that the time-346 
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specific sets of PCA/EFA-based DPs were qualitatively similar based on loadings and 347 

percentages of explained variances.  348 

A formal assessment of DP stability was carried out in the remaining papers. The number of 349 

criteria used to assess stability ranged from 1 to 5, with a median value of 2 criteria under 350 

consideration. Intra-class (25), Spearman (9, 15-17, 28, 36), or Pearson (23, 33, 38, 40, 45) 351 

correlation coefficients between factor scores and congruence coefficients between factor 352 

loadings (30) were the most used criteria across papers. Four articles considered the 353 

change in mean factor scores over the period and assessed stability with a paired t-test or 354 

within a regression model (17, 34, 40, 41). The Bland-Altman method, with 95% limits of 355 

agreement, was presented in 4 papers (15, 17, 28, 40). Proportions of subjects classified 356 

into the same, adjacent, or opposite category of factor scores over subsequent time-357 

occasions and/or corresponding Kappa coefficient were used in 5 articles applying PCA/EFA 358 

(16, 17, 25, 37, 40); similarly, when CA was applied, transitions of individuals between DPs 359 

over time were described as proportions of stable eaters or transitioners across time-360 

occasions in 2 papers (10, 18), also combined with a sequence index plot to illustrate 361 

graphically changes in cluster membership (18).  362 

In addition to these standard approaches, the assessment of stability over time of DPs might 363 

include a detailed analysis of trend of consumption of the most relevant food groups within 364 

each DP. Among possible approaches to assess differences in food group consumption 365 

within each DP, authors modelled the number of relevant food groups (37), the mean intake 366 
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of relevant food groups (9, 10, 23, 30), or the mean change in relevant food group intakes 367 

(10, 18) across time-occasions. One paper (10) stratified the analysis of trends of 368 

consumption by stable eaters or not. 369 

Finally, when a CFA was carried out together with EFA, it was possible to assess DP stability 370 

within a more refined model where changes in the time-specific covariance matrices were 371 

assessed (9) or changes were directly modeled within a mean-structure factor analysis 372 

model (27). 373 

Summary of the evidence on stability over time: dietary patterns 374 

Besides the weak evidence from the 6 articles (22, 29, 31, 35, 39, 42) based on a qualitative 375 

assessment, a summary of the evidence from papers formally evaluating DP stability was 376 

provided below. In addition to (31, 39), the stability of DPs from childhood onwards was 377 

formally evaluated in 3 papers (16-18), with 2 of them exploring the issue in subjects that 378 

moved from childhood to adolescence (18) or from childhood/adolescence to adulthood (16). 379 

The main conclusions were the following ones: 1. During childhood, the identified DPs were 380 

very stable, with the highest agreement found between successive waves (4 and 7 years; 7 381 

and 9 years) and for the Health-conscious DP (17); 2. From childhood to adolescence, the 382 

number of children remaining in the same cluster across time-occasions was still reasonably 383 

high, with the greatest stability found for the Healthy cluster (33% of subjects in the same 384 

cluster at all 3 ages) (18); 3. From childhood/adolescence to adulthood (~20 year period), 385 

both the correlation coefficients between time-specific scores and the proportion of subjects 386 
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remaining in the extreme quintiles over time pointed to DP stability, with the highest stability 387 

found for the uppermost quintile category of subjects and for the 15-18 years old subjects 388 

at baseline (16). 389 

Two papers (36, 38) explored the stability of DP from the high-school period to adulthood 390 

based on the NHS II. Women between 34 and 53 years were asked to fill in a reproducible 391 

and valid FFQ tailored to the high-school period. The comparison of the high-school DPs 392 

with those derived in successive waves during the next 10 years provided correlation 393 

coefficients between 0.30 and 0.40, with better results for the Prudent DP (36, 38). 394 

In addition, 3 articles assessed the stability of DPs around the pregnancy period (15, 30) 395 

and up to 4 years of the child (40). Results suggested high stability of DPs identified within 396 

this timeframe. Exceptions were the following ones: 1. a High-energy DP was significantly 397 

increased in late pregnancy, as compared with before or early pregnancy, and had wider 398 

limits of agreement than a Prudent DP (15); 2. at 4 years of the child, women had a 399 

significantly lower score on a Health-conscious DP (40).  400 

Finally, 11 papers (9, 10, 23, 25, 27, 28, 33, 34, 37, 41, 45) assessed the stability of DPs 401 

identified in successive waves on adult men and/or women. Three of them (25, 27, 34) 402 

showed instability over time for most or all the identified DPs. In detail, at 12 years from the 403 

validation study of the Teheran Lipid and Glucose Study, the Iranian traditional DP was 404 

found to be unreproducible according to all criteria, whereas quintile categories of the 405 

Western DP showed poor agreement over time (25). Going from the 1982-84 to the 1987-406 
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88 survey of the Danish MONItoring of trends and determinants in CArdiovascular Disease 407 

(MONICA) study (27), increasing mean scores were found for the Green DP, but the 408 

Traditional (in men) and the Sweet-Traditional (in women) DPs showed decreased mean 409 

scores, within an overall mean-structure CFA model. However, while going from the 1982-410 

84 to the 1991-92 survey of the Danish MONICA study, both men and women showed the 411 

same trend of increasing consumption of Coarse Bread, Pasta and Rice, and Baked Goods 412 

and Sweets DPs at the expense of a decrease in mean intakes of the Meat, Potatoes, and 413 

Fats DP and the Breakfast DP (34). In one pioneering paper that compared 2 consecutive 414 

US surveys (41), 2 [Component 1 (high in fruit and vegetables) and Component 4 (high in 415 

sugary foods)] out of the 4 identified DPs increased over time more than it would have been 416 

expected for the 7-year advance in age. 417 

A weaker form of instability over time concerned single DPs within a set of substantially 418 

stable DPs. This issue was evident across the ‘80s and ‘90s for the Meat, Potatoes and 419 

Sweet Foods DP in 36-years old females from the United Kingdom over 17 years of follow-420 

up (37) and for the Western/Swedish DP in 52-years old females from Sweden over 9 years 421 

of follow-up (23). Finally, several studies (9, 10, 28, 33, 45) showed good stability of all DPs 422 

found during adulthood.  423 

When identified (SMC study) (9, 23), the Alcohol DP showed the best reproducibility; 424 

however, the more refined analysis of changes in the time-specific covariances matrices 425 

revealed instability after 7 years in one (9) of the papers. With 2 exceptions (23, 37), the 426 
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Western-like (e.g., Western, High-energy, Low-fiber Bread, Meat, Potatoes and Sweet 427 

Foods, and Western/Swedish) and the Prudent-like (e.g., Prudent, High-fiber Bread, Healthy, 428 

and Fruit, Vegetables and Dairy) DPs generally showed a similar and moderate stability over 429 

time. Traditional-like DPs (e.g., Iranian traditional, Sweet-traditional, and Traditional) were 430 

less likely to be stable over time (18, 25, 27, 40). 431 

In addition, most of the papers with 3 or more measurement occasions (i.e., (16, 17, 33, 37, 432 

45)) showed that the agreement was higher when the DPs were identified on data from 433 

consecutive, as compared to non-consecutive, waves. 434 

Finally, the use of applied versus natural scores in PCA was formally explored in 2 papers 435 

(15, 40). The former paper suggested similar ranges of correlation coefficients for natural 436 

and applied scores (15), whereas the latter paper provided inconclusive results (40). 437 

Summary of the evidence on stability over time: relevant food groups within dietary patterns 438 

The analysis of trends of consumption of relevant food groups within each DP (9, 10, 18, 23, 439 

30, 37) supported or further strengthened results on DP stability over time. When the DPs 440 

were stable (9, 10, 30), no material differences in mean consumption of relevant food groups 441 

were found in one paper (30) or less than a half of them underwent significant changes (9, 442 

10). When one DP was not stable over time (23, 37), the mean intakes (23) (or the number 443 

(37)) of relevant food groups changed over time, and this also had an impact on relevant 444 

food groups for other DPs over time; a change might also occur in the number of relevant 445 

food groups that characterized stable DPs over time, reflecting an increasing variety in 446 



24 
 

 

consumption over time within the same DP (37). When moving from childhood to 447 

adolescence, the mean amount of food groups consumed generally increased over time, 448 

but the foods in each cluster with higher- and lower-than average consumptions were similar 449 

at each age (18).  450 

 451 

Conclusions 452 

The present scoping review provides a preliminary summary of the current results on 453 

reproducibility of a posteriori DPs across studies and over long time-periods. The evidence 454 

collected is still limited, with only 9 papers identified on cross-study reproducibility. In 455 

addition, only 55% (cross-study reproducibility) and 76% (stability over time) of the papers 456 

adopted a formal statistical approach, which, however, relied on elementary statistics (i.e., 457 

correlation coefficients) in most of the cases and on a statistical model in 3 papers only. 458 

Based on the evidence collected, most identified DPs (in particular, Alcohol, Prudent, and 459 

Western DPs) showed good reproducibility across studies and stability over time. 460 

The assessment of cross-study reproducibility has gained recent attention in the literature 461 

(8, 11, 12, 26, 32), after some sparse pioneering attempts in the ’80 (43, 44) and ‘00s (6, 7). 462 

Recent papers (8, 11, 12, 26, 32) have definitely confirmed the merits of the assessment of 463 

cross-study reproducibility of PCA/EFA-based DPs. Besides having found a high 464 

congruence between apparently similar pairs of DPs in terms of food composition and 465 

association with cancer risk, some novelties in methods (11, 12, 32) have been introduced. 466 
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These include multi-study factor analysis (13) [when individual-level dietary data are 467 

available, see the corresponding R package “MSFA” (13) from GitHub] and the approach by 468 

Castello and colleagues (11, 12) [when published factor-loading matrices and food-grouping 469 

schemes are available, see the Supplementary Material of (11)]. Moreover, following two 470 

papers identified in the current review (26, 30), Castello and colleagues (11, 12) popularized 471 

the use of the congruence coefficient between factor loadings to assess DP similarity. In 472 

addition to set-up specific cut-offs to identify DP similarity or equivalence, they showed that 473 

the congruence coefficient outperforms the correlation coefficient between factor scores and 474 

overcomes the misuse of its statistical significance. 475 

Although the assessment of cross-study reproducibility has undergone a major improvement 476 

in statistical methods, researchers have still to face with the interpretation of similarities and 477 

differences across centers/studies: which latent factors (e.g., climate, influence of media or 478 

society, or food supply) are responsible for the identification of DPs in a country, but not in 479 

another one, or for the different variants of similar DPs across countries? For example, given 480 

the same climate and food supply, groups with different age, religion, ethic or socio-481 

economic background may show different versions of a similar DP (4). Similarly, sources of 482 

beneficial or detrimental nutrients differ across populations or subpopulations with varied 483 

age, ethnic, or socio-economic background. For example, in 10 case-control studies from 484 

the International Head and Neck Cancer Epidemiology consortium (47), we have shown that 485 

the primary sources of vitamin C were different across countries: within the European 486 
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studies subjects mainly derived natural vitamin C from citrus fruits, kiwi, tomatoes, green 487 

salad, and apples/pears, whereas, in the US studies, fruit juices and potatoes were relevant 488 

contributors too. Within countries, sources were different in (otherwise comparable) 489 

populations from urban or rural areas (e.g., miso-soup in the rural, vegetables and green 490 

tea in a more industrialized area from Japan), among young people or Blacks from the US, 491 

where fortified drinks and southern greens were the major contributors of vitamin C, 492 

respectively. Besides the complexity of DP analysis, these considerations suggest the 493 

importance of working at a subpopulation level and the need for statistical criteria assessing 494 

similarity of subpopulation-specific DPs to allow for the merging of data from different 495 

subpopulations. 496 

The assessment of stability of a posteriori DPs over time has been traditionally considered 497 

in cohort and survey studies over the last 30 years, to identify the more appropriate 498 

timeframe for scheduling successive dietary information queries. This justifies why we have 499 

found 25 relevant papers, as compared to the 9 on cross-study reproducibility, in this 500 

systematic review.  501 

The analysis of DP stability can be very complicated. For example, research can target the 502 

individual- and/or the population-specific levels of stability and can assess stability of the 503 

identified DPs and/or the relevant food groups. Also, the stability of DPs identified across 504 

different life-course periods can be the focus of the research (e.g. (15, 16, 31)). Even when 505 

considering adults only, differences in the study designs arose from subjects’ age at baseline, 506 
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the time-intervals between successive waves and the maximum time-interval between the 507 

first and the last wave considered. In addition, the statistical methods used for the 508 

assessment of DP stability differ markedly across papers: 25% of them did not use any 509 

statistical procedure (but simply inspected the factor-loading matrices over time), whereas 510 

50% considered 2 criteria. 511 

Within this complicated scenario, we can only comment on some preliminary results. Firstly, 512 

the closer the examined waves of dietary information collection are, the better is the stability 513 

of the identified DPs. This conclusion is very well supported, without any restriction on the 514 

statistical approach used for the analysis. When the dietary assessment tool, subject’s life, 515 

and the DP identification process are stable over successive administrations, DP instabilities 516 

are either unexpected or due to essential and timely modifications of diet-related policies 517 

(e.g., the ban on trans fats) which lead to changes in behavior and food product development 518 

and marketing (4). Secondly, in the 75% of the papers, the number of identified DPs and the 519 

percentage of explained variance were substantially stable over time. We can conclude that, 520 

to date, overall dietary habits have been generally expressed in a stable number of 521 

constructs over time, with a few new or lost DPs over 10 or 20 years. Also, the ability of the 522 

identified DPs to capture the overall variance did not change over time, although the relative 523 

importance of the single DPs (in terms of percentage of the total variance explained) may 524 

vary. Thirdly, within an identified DP, the correlation structure among food groups is still 525 

stable over time, although changes in relevant food groups have been reported in more 526 
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refined statistical analyses. Dietary patterns are more likely to evolve, rather than disappear 527 

or emerge as brand-new ones. This conclusion may reflect the combination of several 528 

aspects. Among the most relevant ones, we mention early-life experiences with various 529 

tastes and flavors and parental feeding practices, which tend to persist over the lifespan 530 

(48): however, later food choices could be influenced by media/society or ageing. At a 531 

population-level, several other factors may influence the potential evolution of DPs over time, 532 

including changes in food supply (e.g., preferences for ethnic foods) as well as in nutrition-533 

related policies. For example, we might hypothesize that the ban on trans fats will favor a 534 

change in the DP structure of those putative DP named Snacks, or Sweets, or Desserts 535 

(based on bakery products, baked goods, commercially fried foods, and spreads, which are 536 

likely to contain trans fats) in favor of similar processed foods made with unhydrogenated 537 

oils.  538 

Evidence from the current review is still too limited to provide a firm conclusion on the most 539 

suitable timeframe to administrate successive dietary assessment tools within longitudinal 540 

studies or repeated surveys. In the absence of major life changes in the target population, 541 

DPs still show a good stability within 6 - 7 years after the previous dietary assessment; 542 

however, within a more refined statistical model, marked signs of instability were found after 543 

the same number of years for one (at 6 years) or two (at 7 years) DPs, but not for the last 544 

DP identified on the same dataset (9). Thus, scheduling successive administrations of the 545 

dietary assessment tool every 4 years, like in the NHS II, and updating the Dietary 546 
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Guidelines for Americans every 5 years are recommended strategies to monitoring DPs at 547 

their maximum potential stability over time. 548 

Similarly, the current review does not provide clear insights into the question about some 549 

types of DPs being more stable than others. Except for the well-characterized and stable 550 

Alcohol DP (based on beer, liquors, and wine) in the Swedish SMC study, the Prudent-like 551 

and the Western-like DPs show similar and acceptable levels of stability. Nonetheless, we 552 

notice a general tendency of the Western-like DPs (mainly based on meat, processed meat, 553 

potatoes, and sometimes on fats, sweets, or grains) in the European studies (9, 23, 27, 34, 554 

37) to show decreasing mean scores and/or decreasing intakes of relevant food groups. 555 

The same trajectory was not evident for their American counterparts (33, 45), although the 556 

analyses were based on weaker criteria. 557 

Another major limitation of our review is that we did not summarize information on the 558 

potential association between changes of DPs (across studies or over time) and changes in 559 

disease occurrence. From a public health perspective, a common or stable DP is more 560 

critical to preserve if it protects against the risk of major chronic diseases, whereas the loss 561 

of previously identified DPs may derive from successful public health campaigns to 562 

discourage unhealthy dietary behaviors, like the ban on trans fats. 563 

Future efforts should be directed on defining the generalizability of a posteriori DPs within a 564 

statistical model where time or study variables are explicitly modelled and the selection of 565 

the type and number of DPs to retain at each measurement occasion is carried out 566 
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borrowing information across any levels of the analysis. The use of multi-study factor 567 

analysis (13) in nutritional epidemiology (32) has provided an example of a fruitful 568 

application of a novel statistical modelling strategy to tackle cross-study reproducibility of a 569 

posteriori DPs. Similarly, multilevel latent class analysis (49) may offer insights in cross-570 

study reproducibility, and latent class transition models (i.e., latent Markov models) (50) can 571 

offer a natural framework to track changes of DPs over time. These possibilities rely not only 572 

on statistical skills, but also on an effort of integration of study protocols and data. As far as 573 

studies are conceived as isolate attempts of knowledge, any assessment of reproducibility 574 

will likely end up into a unified but distorted combination of results from separate studies 575 

with their own decisions and limitations. In the short-term, as researchers, we can at least 576 

contribute to spread out a general culture of reproducibility by assessing reproducibility of 577 

DPs according to a series of different criteria, although based on elementary statistics. 578 

In conclusion, preliminary evidence from the first scoping review on the topic suggests that 579 

most identified DPs showed good reproducibility across studies and stability over time. This 580 

evidence is based on a qualitative assessment of DP similarities across measurement 581 

occasions in ~50% of the papers on cross-study reproducibility and 25% of papers on 582 

stability over time. Our focus on statistical methods for the assessment of DP reproducibility 583 

and stability provides crucial suggestions for researchers who approach these novel aspects 584 

and they thus may contribute to spread out the importance of reproducible messages in 585 

nutritional epidemiology. 586 

587 
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Table 1. Dimensions of stability according to possible levels of analysis1 

Level Methods2 Forms of stability2 

Individual-level: 

Are single subjects stable eaters 

over time or do they change their 

DPs? 

Dietary patterns 

CA 

Dietary patterns 

- Percentages of stable eaters or transitioners 

- Ranking of clusters with the higher stability 

 Relevant food groups 

ANOVA for testing differences in the mean intakes 

across clusters 

Relevant food groups 

Lower-than- or higher-than-average consumption of food 

groups within clusters of subjects 
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1ABBREVIATIONS: ANOVA: analysis of variance; CA: cluster analysis; CFA: confirmatory factor analysis; DP: dietary pattern; EFA: exploratory 

factor analysis; MANOVA: multivariate analysis of variance; PCA: principal component analysis 

2 Methods for the assessment of stability over time can target dietary patterns directly as well as the relevant food-groups defining these dietary 

patterns; likewise, stability can be inspected at the dietary pattern level or at the relevant food group one.  

Population-level: 

- Are DPs stable within a 

target population? 

- Is there a change in 

individuals’ life-course in 

the period under 

examination? 

- If yes, is the entire 

population experiencing a 

change in the life-course? 

- Are there parallel sub-

cohorts of different ages 

that get older, to assess 

«secular trends»? 

Dietary patterns 

PCA/EFA with potential CFA on EFA-based results 

 

Dietary patterns 

- Number of identified DPs over time: are there 

DPs gained or lost during the period? 

- Percentage of explained variance of single DPs: 

are percentages similar over time for stable DPs? 

- DP composition: are factor-loading matrices 

similar over time? 

- DP scores: do mean scores from similar DPs 

change over time? Do quantile categories 

assigned to the same subject change over time? 

 Relevant food groups 

MANOVA or ANOVA for testing differences in mean 

intakes or changes over time for EFA- or CFA-based 

relevant food groups 

Relevant food groups 

- Number of relevant food groups within a DP: is 

the number of food groups increasing or 

decreasing consistently over time?  

- Food group intakes within a DP: do mean intakes 

from the same relevant food group change over 

time? 
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Table 2. Basic characteristics of observational studies on cross-study reproducibility and stability over time of a posteriori dietary 
patterns1 
Reference Location and 

Study 

Study Design Participants (n) Age (y)b Follow-up (y) Questionnaire 

Asghari, 

2012 

(25) 

Iran 

TLGS 

TLGS: cohort study on urban residents 

in Teheran in 1999 - 2001; Validation 

study of the TLGS FFQ based on a 

random sample of participants who 

were proportionately distributed across 

5 10-y age intervals and sexes plus 

extra wave of the cohort study with FFQ 

administration 

132 (89 

completed 

FFQ3) 

35.6 ± 16.8 (20 - 

70) 

8, until 2011 (baseline: 

1999-2001) 

FFQ (based on a Willett 

format): 1 y; SA; reproducibility 

and validity to be assessed in 

this study, but validity granted 

for the analysis of stability over 

time; 168 FI; 

12 24HRs: collected monthly 

on 2 formal weekend days and 

10 week days; 

FFQ1: completed 1 month 

before collection of the first 

24HRs; 

FFQ2: completed 1 month 

after the last 24HR, 14 months 

between FFQ1 and FFQ2; 

FFQ3: completed at the end of 

the follow-up; 

19 FG common to all dietary 

sources 
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Balder, 

2003 

(6) 

Netherlands, 

Sweden, 

Finland, and 

Italy 

DIETSCAN 

Project (NLSC, 

SMC, ATBC, 

ORDET) 

Parallel analysis of 4 prospective cohort 

studies according to the same strategy 

(no pooled analysis); NLSC (random 

subcohort of): population-based cohort 

of Ms and Fs from Dutch municipalities 

that began in 1986; SMC: population-

based cohort of Fs based on a 

mammography screening in 2 counties 

in central Sweden from 1987 to 1990; 

ATBC: randomized placebo-controlled 

intervention study conducted among M 

smokers who lived in southwestern 

Finland (1985-1988); ORDET: cohort 

study of Italian healthy volunteer Fs 

from the province of Varese, northern 

Italy (1987-1992) 

NLSC: 3123 Ms 

and Fs (1598 Fs 

and 1525 Ms); 

SMC: 61,469 Fs; 

ATBC: 27,111 

Ms; all numbers 

referred to 

subjects with 

complete dietary 

data; ORDET: 

9208 Fs 

NLSC: at 

baseline 61.4 ± 

4.2 for Ms and ± 

4.3 for Fs (55 - 

69);  

SMC: at baseline 

53.7 ± 9.7 (40 - 

74);  

ATBC: at baseline 

57.7 ± 5.1 (50 - 

69); 

ORDET: at 

baseline 48 ± 8.5 

(35 - 69) 

7 for NLSC (baseline: 

1986), 13 for SMC 

(baseline: 1987-1990), 

and NA for ATBC 

(baseline: 1985 - 1988, 

intervention ended in 

1993 after 5-8 ys, 

follow-up later on), 9 

for ORDET (baseline: 

1987-1992) 

4 different but validated FFQs: 

NLSC-FFQ: 1 y; SA; NA 

reproducibility but valid; 150 FI 

(51 FG, but final number equal 

to 49); SMC-FFQ: 6 months; 

SA; NA reproducibility but 

valid; 67 FI (51 FG, but final 

number equal to 42); ATBC-

FFQ: 1 y; SA; reproducible and 

valid; 276 FI (51 FG, but 

smaller final number of FG); 

ORDET-FFQ: 1 y; SA; 

reproducible and valid; 107 FI 

(51 FG, but final number equal 

to 32) 

Borland, 

2008 

(28) 

UK 

SWS 

SWS: prospective study including Fs 

from the general population living in the 

western part of Southampton; subset of 

Fs interviewed 2 ys later at the same 

time of the y as the first interview (1998, 

November, 13 - December, 22) from the 

cohort of 6129 SWS nonpregnant Fs; a 

subset of 29 diet changers out of all 

included in a separate analysis 

94 non-pregnant 

Fs 

at baseline (20 - 

34) 

2 ys (baseline: 1998) FFQ: 3 months; IA; 100 FI (49 

FG); NA reproducibility and 

validity; FFQ administered 2 

times, at baseline and after 2 

ys 
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Castello, 

2016 

(12) 

Spain 

EpiGEICAM, 

DDM-Spain 

EpiGEICAM: case-control study on F 

breast cancer based on 14 Spanish 

provinces (2006-2011); DDM-Spain: 

cross-sectional study based on a 

random sample of Fs from 7 screening 

centers (minimum 500 from each 

center) (2007-2008) 

EpiGEICAM: 973 

healthy Fs; DDM-

Spain: 3550 Fs 

EpiGEICAM: 

50.63 ± 9.47 (22 - 

71);  

DDM-Spain: 

56.20 ± 5.46 (45 - 

69) 

Not applicable EpiGEICAM: FFQ: 5 ys; NA 

SA; based on a validated FFQ; 

117 FI (26 FG); DDM-Spain: 

FFQ: 1 y; IA; based on a 

validated FFQ; 99 FI (all in 

common with EpiGEICAM 

FFQ) (26 FG) 

Castello, 

2016 

(11) 

Spain 

EpiGEICAM 

EpiGEICAM: case-control study on F 

breast cancer based on 14 Spanish 

provinces (2006-2011); selection of 3 

studies (Bessaud et al, Adebamowo et 

al, and Terry et al) from a systematic 

review of the literature on DPs and 

breast cancer 

EpiGEICAM: 973 

case-control 

pairs of Fs (1946 

Fs in total) 

EpiGEICAM: 

50.63 ± 9.47 (22 - 

71); 

other studies: NA 

Not applicable EpiGEICAM: FFQ: 5 ys; NA 

SA; based on a validated FFQ; 

117 FI (26 FG); other studies: 

FFQs described in the paper 

Chen, 2015 

(29) 

Canada 

CCS, FFQVP 

Two time-separated studies (over a 

decade) in the Newfoundland and 

Labrador, including non-istituzionalized 

adult residents; CCS: case-control study 

with a frequency matching on age (5 ys) 

and sex (2001-2005) - controls only 

from the CCS study; FFQVP: validation 

study conducted with a stratified random 

digit dialing with proportional allocation 

(2011 - 2012) 

CCS: 554 

controls; FFQVP: 

192 

CCS: 58.7 ± 7.7 

(35 - 70) (20 - 74 

in all CCS cases 

and controls);  

FFQVP: 56.2 ± 

8.7 (35 - 70) 

Not applicable in either 

studies 

Modified FFQ based on an 

Hawaii FFQ: 2 ys; SA; 169 FI 

(39 FG); valid; same FFQ 

administered in both studies 
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Crozier, 

2009 

(15) 

UK 

SWS 

SWS: prospective cohort study including 

Fs from the general population living in 

the western part of Southampton (1998-

2002) 

2270 (early 

pregnancy) and 

2649 (late 

pregnancy) from 

a cohort of 

12572 

nonpregnant Fs; 

2057 Fs with 

complete 

information at the 

3 time-points of 

interest used for 

the stability 

analysis 

at baseline (20 - 

34) 

before pregnancy 

(median time to 

conception: 1,8 ys from 

initial interview) - late 

pregnancy (34 weeks 

of gestation) (baseline: 

1998-2002) 

FFQ: 3 months; IA; 98 FI (48 

FG); valid; FFQ administered 

at 3 time-points, before 

pregnancy, in early pregnancy, 

and late pregnancy 

Cucò, 2006 

(30) 

Spain 

NA 

Longitudinal cohort study based in the 

city of Reus, Spain, including healthy Fs 

volunteers who have planned and 

completed a pregnancy and had 

complete dietary information at all 

assessment occasions (1992-1996) 

80 Fs mean: 29 (at 

baseline 18 - 35, 

final range: 24 - 

35) 

last preconception visit 

(1-3 menstrual cycles) 

to weeks 6, 10, 26, and 

38 of pregnancy, and 6 

months postpartum 

(baseline: 1992-1996) 

1 7-consecutive day DR at 

each time-point; check with 

trained interviewers; 22 FG 

common to all time-points 
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Cutler, 2009 

(31) 

USA 

(Minnesota) 

EAT 

EAT: cohort study of ethnically diverse 

youth from Minnesota schools during 

early and middle adolescence; EAT-I 

(Time 1) and EAT-II (Time 2) 

Time 1: 4746; 

Time 2: 2516 

Time 1: at 

baseline (12-13: 

early 

adolescence or 

middle school 

[younger cohort], 

and 15 - 16: 

middle 

adolescence or 

high school [older 

cohort]); 

Time 2: same 

students 5 ys 

later 

5 ys (Time 2: 2003 - 

2004) (baseline: Time 

1: 1998-1999) 

YAO-FFQ, based on the NHS 

FFQ: NA reference period; NA 

SA; reproducible and valid in 

children and adolescents 9-18 

ys old; 152 FI (152 FG); 

pretested in a low-income, 

ethnically diverse middle 

school population with good 

results for comprehension 

De Vito, 

2019 

(32) 

USA, Italy, and 

Switzerland 

INHANCE 

INHANCE: consortium of case-control 

studies on head and neck cancer; 

subsample of 7 case-control studies 

providing information on a common set 

of 23 nutrients derived from study-

specific FFQs. 

North Carolina (2002-2006) (2002-

2006); 

Milan (2006-2009) (2006-2009); 

New York MSKCC (1992-1994); 

Los Angeles (1999-2004); 

10,668 (3844 

cases; 6824 

controls) 

NA, but adults Not applicable 5 study-specific FFQs, as the 

European studies [Italy 

Multicenter, Switzerland, and 

Milan (2006-2009)] shared the 

same FFQ; 1 y for the 4 US 

studies and 2 ys for the 3 

European studies; IA for 3 

studies and SA for 4 studies; 

either reproducible and valid or 

based on previously validated 

FFQs; number of FI varying 
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Switzerland (1991-1997); 

Italy Multicenter (1990-1999) 

from 72 to 138 (23 common 

nutrients) 

Dekker, 

2013 

(10) 

Netherlands 

Doetinchem 

Cohort Study 

3 successive surveys (surveys 2, 3, and 

4, after the first one) within the same 

population-based cohort study including 

at baseline an age- and sex-stratified 

random sample of residents from 

Doetinchem town (1987-1991; follow-up 

available for 2/3 of the original random 

sample by design 

4007 subjects 

with information 

available for the 

3 rounds. In 

detail: 6113 

(survey 2); 4916 

(survey 3); 4520 

(survey 4) 

(~47 - 66) 6 ys (survey 2: 1993-

1997), 11 ys (survey 3: 

1998-2002), 16 ys 

(survey 4: 2003-2007) 

after the first survey, so 

10-y follow-up from 

survey 2 to survey 4 

(baseline: 1987-1991) 

FFQ: 1 y; NA SA; reproducible 

and valid; 178 FI (32 FG) 

Fung, 2001 

(33) 

USA 

HPFS 

HPFS: prospective cohort study of US 

M health professionals started in 1986; 

random sample from the 18,255 

subjects of the HPF Study recruited 

between 1993 and 1994 who 

volunteered to provide blood sample 

466 Ms at baseline (40 - 

75) 

1990 and 1994 waves 

(baseline: 1986) 

FFQ: 1 y; SA; reproducible and 

valid; 131 FI (42 FG) 
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Gerdes, 

2002 

(34) 

Denmark 

MONICA 

Three consecutive surveys from 

MONICA project, including at baseline 

(DAN-MONICA I, 1982-1984) a random 

sample of Danish citizens who lived in 

the western part of the Copenhagen 

County and had 30, 40, 50, and 60 ys at 

baseline and further re-examined in two 

successive surveys (DAN-MONICA II 

and DAN-MONICA III) 

3317 Fs (1822 + 

737 + 778) and 

3378 Ms (1876 + 

725 + 777) 

at baseline 30, or 

40, or 50, or 60 

1982 - 1984 (baseline, 

DAN-MONICA I) - 

1986-1987 (DAN-

MONICA II) and 1991-

1992 (DAN-MONICA 

III) 

FFQ: 1 y; NA SA; NA 

reproducibility and validity; 26 

FI (23 FI, with 3 excluded, no 

FG built) 

Judd, 2014 

(26) 

USA 

REGARDS 

Population-based cohort study including 

a random sample of black and white 

individuals and designed to oversample 

black participants and people residing in 

the stroke belt, a US region at 

particularly high risk for stroke (8 US 

states) (2003-2007) 

21,636 > 45 No follow-up FFQ: 1 y; SA; NA 

reproducibility, but valid; 107 

FI (58 FG, but final analysis on 

56 FG due to low 

communalities and zero 

consumption) 

Lopez-

Garcia, 

2004 

(35) 

USA 

NHS 

NHS: prospective cohort study of US F 

registered nurses started in 1976; 

sample of Fs who were selected as 

control subjects for a nested case-

control study on diabetes and that did 

not have cardiovascular disease, 

cancer, or diabetes mellitus at the time 

of blood drawing 

732 Fs at blood drawing 

mean: 56 (43 – 

69) (1989 - 1990)  

1986 and 1990 waves 

(baseline: 1976) 

FFQ; 1 y; SA; reproducible and 

valid; administered two times 

in 1986 and 1990; 116 FI (37 

FG) 
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Malik, 2012 

(36) 

USA 

NHS II 

NHS II: prospective cohort study of US 

F registered nurses started in 1989; 

sample of Fs who returned a FFQ on 

high school diet in 1998 and did not 

have confirmed diabetes/history of 

diabetes/gestational diabetes, cancer, 

or cardiovascular disease 

37,038 Fs at baseline in 

1989 (24 - 44), in 

1997 at high 

school FFQ 

completion (34 - 

53) 

1997 - 2005 (baseline: 

1989) 

HS-FFQ: high school period; 

SA; reproducible and valid; 

124 FI (37 FG); NHS II FFQ: 1 

y; SA; reproducible and valid; 

131 FI (40 FG); NHS II 

administered 4 times to assess 

adult diet (in 1991, 1995, 1999, 

and 2003) 

Mannisto, 

2005 

(7) 

Netherlands, 

Sweden, and 

Italy 

DIETSCAN 

Projec (NLSC, 

SMC, ATBC, 

ORDET) 

Parallel analysis of 3 prospective cohort 

studies according to the same strategy 

(no pooled analysis); NLSC (random 

subcohort of): population-based cohort 

of Ms and Fs from Dutch municipalies 

that began in 1986; SMC: population-

based cohort of Fs based on a 

mammography screening in 2 counties 

in central Sweden from 1987 to 1990; 

ORDET: cohort study of Italian healthy 

volunteer Fs from the province of 

Varese, northern Italy (1987-1992) 

NLSC: 1598 Fs; 

SMC: 61,463 Fs; 

ORDET: 10,788 

Fs 

NLSC: 61.4 ± 4.3 

at baseline  (55 - 

69); 

SMC: 53.7 ± 9.7 

at baseline (40 - 

74); 

ORDET: 48 ± 8.5 

at baseline (34 - 

70) 

7 ys for NLSC 

(baseline: 1986), and 

13 ys for SMC 

(baseline: 1987-1990), 

9 ys for ORDET 

(baseline: 1987-1992) 

3 different but validated FFQs: 

NLSC-FFQ: 1 y; SA; NA 

reproducibility but valid; 150 FI 

(51 FG, but final number equal 

to 49); SMC-FFQ: 6 months; 

SA; NA reproducibility but 

valid; 67 FI (51 FG, but final 

number equal to 42); ORDET-

FFQ: 1 y; SA; reproducible and 

valid; 107 FI (51 FG, but final 

number equal to 31) 

Mikkila, 

2005 

(16) 

Finland 

Cardiovascular 

Risk in Young 

Finns Study 

Cardiovascular Risk in Young Finns 

Study: multicenter prospective cohort 

study of children, adolescents, and 

young adults started in 1980 in Finland; 

random sample of 50% of the 

1768 subjects in 

1980, 1200 in 

1986, and 1037 

in 2001, giving a 

total of 1037 

at baseline (3 - 

18), in 2001 (24 - 

39) 

1980 (baseline) - 2001, 

with a first wave of 

follow-up in 1986 

1 48HR for each time-point (in 

1980, 1986, and 2001); 

different number of recorded FI 

for each time-point (23 FG) 



52 
 

 

participants who had dietary information 

and was followed at two-time points 

subjects with 

complete 

information at the 

3 time-points 

Mishra, 

2006 

(37) 

UK 

Medical 

Research 

Council 

National 

Survey of 

Health and 

Development 

(1946 British 

Birth Cohort) 

1946 British Birth Cohort: longitudinal 

cohort study based on a social class 

stratified, random sample of 5362 

singleton births in England, Scotland or 

Wales during the first week of March, 

1946, with 21 occasions for collecting 

information throughout the life-course 

until published paper; data from 

interviews at 3 time-points in 1982, 

1989, and 1999 

1265 subjects 

with dietary 

information at the 

3 time-points 

36 in 1982, 43 in 

1989, 53 in 1999 

1946 (baseline) - 1999 1 5-day DR completed 

between spring and autumn for 

each time-point in 1982, 1989, 

and 1999; different number of 

recorded FI for each DR (126 

FG) 

Moskal, 

2014 

(8) 

Europe 

EPIC 

EPIC: cohort study on healthy Ms and 

Fs from 23 centers representing 10 

European countries, including a 

Calibration Study based on a random 

sample of 5-12% subjects from each 

EPIC center 

477,312 

(including 34,436 

from the 

Calibration Study 

with 24HR) 

at baseline (35 -

70) 

1992 - 1998 (for FFQ); 

1995 - 2000 (for 24HR) 

Country-specific dietary 

questionnaries, mostly FFQs; 

NA reference period; SA; valid; 

NA FI (23 nutrients); 1 24HR 

recall via face-to-face interview 

to describe the identified DPs 
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Newby, 

2006 

(23) 

Sweden 

SMC 

SMC: population-based cohort based 

on a mammography screening in 2 

counties in central Sweden from 1987 to 

1990; subsample of SMC including 

healthy Fs at baseline with complete 

information on FFQ1 and FFQ2 

33,840 Fs mean: 52 at 

baseline (all Fs 

born between 

1914 and 1948) 

from 1987 - 1990 

(baseline) to 1997 - 

onwards 

FFQ1 (1987 - 1990): 6 months; 

SA; reproducible and valid; 67 

FI (29 FG); 

FFQ2 (1997): 1 y; SA; based 

on the 1987 reproducible and 

valid FFQ; 97 FI (32 FG); 

mean time interval between 

FFQs: 8.8 ys 

Newby, 

2006 

(22) 

Sweden 

SMC 

SMC: population-based cohort based 

on a mammography screening in 2 

counties in central Sweden from 1987 to 

1990; subsample of SMC including 

healthy Fs at baseline with complete 

information on FFQ1 and FFQ2 

33,840 Fs mean: 52 at 

baseline (all Fs 

born between 

1914 and 1948) 

from 1987 - 1990 

(baseline) to 1997, 9 ys 

of follow-up 

FFQ1 (1987 - 1990): 6 months; 

SA; reproducible and valid; 67 

FI (29 FG); 

FFQ2 (1997): 1 y; SA; based 

on the 1987 reproducible and 

valid FFQ; 97 FI (32 FG)   

Nimptsch, 

2014 

(38) 

USA 

NHS II 

NHS II: prospective cohort study of US 

F registered nurses started in 1989; 

sample of Fs who returned a FFQ on 

high school diet in 1998, underwent at 

least 1 lower bowel endoscopy between 

1998 and 2007, and had no history of 

cancer, colorectal adenomas, 

hyperplastic polyps 

17,221 Fs at baseline in 

1989 (24 - 42), in 

1997 at high 

school FFQ 

completion (34 - 

51) 

1997 - 2007 (baseline: 

1989) 

HS-FFQ: high school period 

(1960 - 1980); SA; 

reproducible and valid; 124 FI 

(37 FG); NHS II FFQ: 1 y; SA; 

reproducible and valid; 131 FI 

(40 FG); NHS II administered 5 

times to assess adult diet (in 

1991, 1995, 1999, 2003, and 

2007) 
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Northstone, 

2005 

(39) 

UK 

ALSPAC 

ALSPAC: longitudinal cohort study 

including a sample of pregnant Fs 

residents in the former Avon Health 

Authority with expected delivery date 

between 1st April 1991 - 31st December 

1992; subset of ALSPAC study 

including 4- and 7-ys old children (2 

waves) 

9550 and 8286 

children at 4 and 

7 ys, respectively 

4 and 7 2 waves for the 

children (4 and 7 ys of 

age) (baseline: 1991-

1992) 

FFQ adapted from the one 

used to assess maternal diet 

at 32 weeks of pregnancy; NA 

reference period; SA, 

completed by the mother/main 

carer; NA reproducibility and 

validity; 90 FI (57 FG) 

Northstone, 

2013 

(18) 

UK 

ALSPAC 

ALSPAC: longitudinal cohort study 

including a sample of pregnant Fs 

residents in the former Avon Health 

Authority with expected delivery date 

between 1st April 1991 - 31st December 

1992; subset of ALSPAC study 

including 7-, 10-, and 13-ys old children 

(3 waves) 

7285, 7473, and 

6105 children, at 

7, 10, and 13 ys, 

respectively 

~7, 10, and 13 3 waves for the 

children (7, 10, and 13 

ys of age) (baseline: 

1991-1992) 

1 3-day DR for each time-

point, including 2 weekdays 

and 1 weekend; at 7 ys care-

giver completion, at 10 and 13 

ys, child completion; 62 FG at 

each time point 

Northstone, 

2008 

(17) 

UK 

ALSPAC 

ALSPAC: longitudinal cohort study 

including a sample of pregnant Fs 

residents in the former Avon Health 

Authority with expected delivery date 

between 1st April 1991 - 31st December 

1992; subset of ALSPAC study 

including 3-, 4-, 7-, and 9-ys old children 

(4 waves) 

10139, 9550, 

8286, and 8010 

children, at 3, 4, 

7, and 9 ys, 

respectively; 

6177 children 

with information 

at 4 time points 

 ~3, 4, 7, and 9 4 waves for the 

children (3, 4, 7, and 9 

ys of age) (baseline: 

1991-1992) 

Slightly different FFQs adapted 

from the one used to assess 

maternal diet at 32 weeks of 

pregnancy; NA reference 

period; SA, completed by the 

mother/main carer; NA 

reproducibility and validity; NA 

FI, increasing number for 

increasing study wave number; 
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for stability 

analysis 

34, 35, 41, and 41 FG at 3-, 4-, 

7-, and 9-ys data 

Northstone, 

2008 

(40) 

UK 

ALSPAC 

ALSPAC: longitudinal cohort study 

including a sample of pregnant Fs 

residents in the former Avon Health 

Authority with expected delivery date 

between 1st April 1991 - 31st December 

1992; subset of ALSPAC study 

including Fs during pregnancy and 4 ys 

after delivery (2 waves) 

12053 and 9504 

Fs pregnant at 

baseline and at 4 

ys of the child, 

respectively; 

8953 Fs with 

complete 

information at 

both time-points 

NA, but pregnant 

Fs 

4 ys (47 months post 

birth) (baseline: 1991-

1992) 

Slightly different FFQs with 

extra information added in the 

second FFQ; NA reference 

period; SA; NA reproducibility 

and validity; NA FI (44 FG at 

pregnancy assessment and 52 

FG at 4-ys wave) 

Prevost, 

1997 

(41) 

UK 

HALS 

Two consecutive surveys (1984 - 1985: 

HALS1, 1991 - 1992: HALS2); HALS1: 

random stratified sample of adults 

resident in England, Scotland, and 

Wales  

HALS1: 9003; 

HALS2: 5352 

from HALS1, still 

alive and able to 

participate 

(18 - 74) 1991 - 1992 (HALS2) 

(baseline: 1984-1985, 

HALS1) 

FFQ: NA reference period; NA 

SA; 39 FI (39 FG); NA 

reproducibility and validity; 

FFQ administered 2 times, at 

baseline and at follow-up 
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Schulze, 

2006 

(42) 

USA 

NHS II 

NHS II: prospective cohort study of US 

F registered nurses started in 1989; 

sample of Fs who returned 3 plausible 

FFQs and did not have history of 

diabetes, cancer, cardiovascular 

disease, or were pregnant at FFQ 

administration time 

51,67 at baseline (24 - 

44),  in 1991 (26 

- 46) 

1991 - 1999 (baseline: 

1989) 

NHS II FFQ: 1 y; SA; 

reproducible and valid; 133 FI 

(39 FG); NHS II administered 3 

times to assess adult diet (in 

1991, 1995, and 1999) 

Schwerin, 

1981 

(43) 

USA 

Ten-State 

Nutrition 

Survey (Ten-

State), HANES 

I 

Merging of 2 cross-sectional studies; 

Ten-State (1968 -1970): sample 

disproportionately poor, with few young 

adults, and a disproportionate number 

of Blacks and Spanish Americans from 

geographically scattered states; 

subjects are provided with detailed 

information from special clinics; HANES 

I (1971 - 1974): broad-based national 

sample including all age groups 

between 1 and 74 ys 

Ten-State: 

11,337; HANES 

I: 20,749 

(1 - 74) No follow-up 1 24HR (15 FG) for both 

surveys 
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Schwerin, 

1982 

(44) 

USA 

Ten-State 

Nutrition 

Survey (Ten-

State), HANES 

I, NFCS 

Merging of 3 cross-sectional studies; 

Ten-State (1968 -1970): sample 

disproportionately poor, with few young 

adults, and a disproportionate number 

of Blacks and Spanish Americans from 

geographically scattered states; 

subjects are provided with detailed 

information from special clinics; HANES 

I (1971 - 1974): broad-based national 

sample including all age groups 

between 1 and 74 ys; NFCS (1977 - 

1978): representative sample of US 

population 

Ten-State: 

11,337; HANES 

I: 20,749; NFCS: 

28,030 

(1 - 74) No follow-up 1 24HR (15 FG) for all 3 

surveys, plus for NFCS 2-day 

DR; for NCFS, combination of 

information from 24HR and 2-

days DR into a 3-days food 

consumption in grams 

Togo, 2004 

(27) 

Denmark 

MONICA 

Three consecutive surveys from 

MONICA project, including at baseline 

(M-82) a random sample of Danish 

citizens who lived in the western part of 

the Copenhagen County and had 30, 

40, 50, and 60 ys at baseline (1982-

1984) and further rexamined in two 

successive surveys (M-87, M-93) 

2436 subjects 

participating in all 

3 surveys, 

including 1806 

subjects in M-82 

30, or 40, or 50, 

or 60 at baseline 

at 5 ys (1987 - 1988, 

M-87) and 11 ys (1993 

- 1994, M-93) 

FFQ: 1 y; NA SA; NA 

reproducibility and validity; 26 

FI (21 FG) 

van Dam, 

2002 

(45) 

USA 

HPFS 

HPFS: prospective cohort study of US 

M health professionals started in 1986; 

all Ms without diagnosed diabetes, 

42,504 Ms at baseline in 

1986 (40 - 75) 

1986 - 1998 FFQ; 1 y; SA; reproducible and 

valid; 131 FI (37 FG) 
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cardiovascular disease, or cancer at 

baseline 

Weismayer, 

2006 

(9) 

Sweden 

SMC 

SMC: population-based cohort based 

on a mammography screening in 2 

counties in central Sweden from 1987 to 

1990; subsample of SMC including 4 

randomly selected subsamples of 1000 

Fs each (giving a total of 4000 Fs), who 

completed 2 identical FFQs, to avoid 

survey learning effects 

3606 Fs (871, 

864, 887, and 

967, at 4, 5, 6, 7 

ys after baseline, 

respectively) 

(49 - 70) 4, 5, 6, 7 ys after 

baseline (1987-1990) 

depending of the 

subsample 

FFQ (1987 - 1990): 6 months; 

SA; reproducible and valid; 67 

FI (25 FG); 

FFQ completed at baseline 

and after 4, 5, 6 or 7 ys 

depending of the subsample 

 

1ABBREVIATIONS: 24HR: 24 hours recall; 48HR: 48 hours recall; ALSPAC: Avon Longitudinal Study of Parents and Children; ATBC: Alpha-

Tocopherol Beta-Carotene Cancer Prevention Study; DDM-Spain: Determinantes de la Densidad Mamográfica en España; DIETSCAN: CCS: 

Case-Control Study, here intended as the full name of one of the included studies and not as the case-control study design; DIETary patternS and 

CANcer in four European countries project; DR: dietary record; DP: dietary pattern; EAT: Eating Among Teens; EPIC: European Prospective 

Investigation into Cancer and Nutrition; EpiGEICAM: Grupo Español de investigación en Cáncer de Mama; F: female; FFQ: food-frequency 

questionnaire; FFQ1/FFQ2/FFQ3: food-frequency questionnaire at time 1/2/3; FFQVP: Food-Frequency Questionnaire Validation Project; FG: food 

groups; FI: food items; HALS: Health and Lifestyle Survey; HANES: Health and Nutrition Examination Survey; HS: High School; HPFS: Health 

Professionals Follow-up Study; IA: interviewer-administered; INHANCE: International Head and Neck Cancer Epidemiology consortium; M: male; 

MONICA: MONItoring of trends and determinants in CArdiovascular Disease; MSKCC: Memorial Sloan Kettering Cancer Center; NA: not available; 

NFCS: Nationwide Food Consumption Survey; NHS: Nurses' Health Study; NLSC: Netherlands Cohort Study on diet and cancer; ORDET: Ormoni 

e Dieta nella Eziologia dei Tumori in Italy; REGARDS: Reasons for Geographic and Racial Differences in Stroke; SA: self-administered; SD: 

standard deviation; SMC: Swedish Mammography Cohort; SWS: Southampton Women's Survey; TLGS: Teheran Lipid and Glucose Study; y: year; 

YAO: Youth Adolescent Questionnaire 
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b Values are means ± SDs (ranges)
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Table 3. Cross-study reproducibility of a posteriori dietary patterns1 

Reference Location and 

Study 

Dietary pattern identification 

methods 

Expl. Var % 

(number of 

factors) or 

CFA/CA model 

Assessment of 

reproducibility/validity 

Main Results 

Balder, 2003 

(6) 

Netherlands, 

Sweden, 

Finland, and Italy 

DIETSCAN 

(NLCS, SMC, 

ATBC, ORDET) 

Separate EFAs on each of the 

4 studies: standardization and 

separate analysis by sex; 

within each study, sensitivity 

analyses assessing the effect 

of: 1. untransformed vs. 

dichotomized variables (for FG 

with >75% of nonusers); 2. 

unadjusted vs energy-adjusted 

variables using residual 

method; 3. solutions with 2-6 

factors; 4. split-half analysis 

using the procrustes rotation to 

compare different solutions; 

Scree test to assess the final 

number of factors to retain in a 

range from 2 to 6 factors; 

Varimax rotation; Loading >= 

|0.35|cut-off 

NLCS: 23 (5) for 

Ms, 23.2 (5) for 

Fs; SMC: 21.8 (4); 

ATBC: 20.3 (3); 

ORDET: 28.5 (4); 

final results based 

on unadjusted 

variables for 

energy 

Internal 

reproducibility: 

see (5) for details; 

Cross-study 

reproducibility: no 

formal assessment 

Internal reproducibility: see (5) for details; 

Cross-study reproducibility: Two of the identified DPs were 

qualitatively similar across studies and between Ms and Fs 
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Castello, 

2016 

(12) 

Spain 

EpiGEICAM, 

DDM-Spain 

Separate PCAs on 

EpiGEICAM and DDM studies: 

PCA on EpiGEICAM data: 

PCA on controls only; EIG>1; 

No rotation; Loading >= |0.30| 

cut-off; 

PCA on DDM data: separate 

PCAs on 5000 replicates of the 

DDM-Spain study within 

bootstrap estimation with 

selection of the 3 DPs that 

were more similar to those 

from EpiGEICAM study; PCA 

on controls only; EIG>1; No 

rotation; Loading >= |0.30| cut-

off 

37 (3) with PCA on 

EpiGEICAM data 

Cross-study 

reproducibility: CC 

(95% percentile CI) 

between factor 

loadings (with values 

of 0.85-0.94 indicate 

fair similarity and 

values >=0.95 

indicate 2 DPs were 

equivalent); 

Spearman correlation 

coefficient (Corr) 

(95% percentile CI) 

between factor scores 

(considering any 

significant correlation 

as being indicative of 

DP similarity) 

Cross-study reproducibility: satisfactory reproducibility of 

WESTERN DP, but not of PRUDENT and MEDITERRANEAN 

DPs (WESTERN DPs: CC=0.90 (95% CI: 0.58-0.95), 

Corr=0.92 (95% CI 0.55-0.98); PRUDENT: CC=0.76 (95% CI 

0.40-0.84), Corr=0.83 (95% CI 0.47-0.91); MEDITERRANEAN: 

CC = 0.77 (95% CI 0.65-0.83), Corr = 0.74 (95 %CI 0.63- 

0.79)); had we considered any significant correlation as being 

indicative of similarity, all DPs from the EpiGEICAM data were 

reproducible in the DDM-Spain study 
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Castello, 

2016 

(11) 

Spain 

EpiGEICAM 

PCA on EpiGEICAM study: 

PCA on controls only; EIG>1; 

No rotation; Loading >= 

|0.30|cut-off; food consumption 

information from EpiGEICAM 

study grouped into FG 

proposed in 3 other papers 

(Bessaoud et al, Adebamowo 

et al, and Terry et al) and 

factor scores calculated with 

loadings from the original 

papers and FG defined as in 

the original papers but 

recalculated on EpiGEICAM 

data; factor loadings 

recalculated using the 

definition of FG from (10) 

37 (3) with PCA on 

EpiGEICAM data 

Cross-study 

reproducibility: CC 

(95% percentile CI) 

between factor 

loadings (with values 

of 0.85-0.94 indicate 

fair similarity and 

values >=0.95 

indicate 2 DPs were 

equivalent); 

Spearman correlation 

coefficient (Corr) 

(95% percentile CI) 

between factor scores 

(considering any 

significant correlation 

as being indicative of 

DP similarity                                            

Cross-study reproducibility: 5 of the 6 reconstructed DPs 

showed high CC (>0.9) to their corresponding DP derived on 

the EpiGEICAM study data (CC(Castello-WESTERN, 

Bessaoud-WESTERN)=0.82, Corr(Castello-WESTERN, 

Bessaoud-WESTERN)=0.57; CC(Castello-WESTERN, 

Adebamowo-WESTERN)=0.92, Corr(Castello-WESTERN, 

Adebamowo-WESTERN)=0.83; CC(Castello-WESTERN, 

Terry-WESTERN)=0.94, Corr(Castello-WESTERN, Terry-

WESTERN)=0.85; CC(Castello-PRUDENT, Bassaoud-

MEDITERRANEAN)=0.86, Corr(Castello-PRUDENT, 

Bassaoud-MEDITERRANEAN)=0.67; CC(Castello-

MEDITERRANEAN, Bassaoud-MEDITERRANEAN)=0.95, 

Corr(Castello-MEDITERRANEAN, Bassaoud-

MEDITERRANEAN)=0.85; CC(Castello-PRUDENT, 

Adebamowo-PRUDENT)=0.95, Corr(Castello-PRUDENT, 

Adebamowo-PRUDENT)=0.85; CC(Castello-

MEDITERRANEAN, Adebamowo-PRUDENT)=0.88, 

Corr(Castello-MEDITERRANEAN, Adebamowo-

PRUDENT)=0.73; CC(Castello-PRUDENT, Terry-

HEALTHY)=0.95, Corr(Castello-PRUDENT, Terry-

HEALTHY)=0.89; CC(Castello-MEDITERRANEAN, Terry-

HEALTHY)=0.77, Corr(Castello-MEDITERRANEAN, Terry-

HEALTHY)=0.52); some smaller CC between comparable DPs 

depended on lack of FG in the original studies 
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De Vito, 2019 

(32) 

USA, Italy, and 

Switzerland 

INHANCE 

Multi-study factor analysis on 

the merged dataset including 

the 7 studies: within-study 

logtransformation (base e) and 

standardization; controls-only 

analysis; identification of 

shared (among all studies) and 

(potential) study-specific 

dietary patterns within an 

integrated statistical model 

based on the maximum 

likelihood approach; number of 

factors to retain chosen 

according to a combination of 

standard techniques for FA, 

including Horn’s parallel 

analysis, Cattell’s scree plot, 

and the Steiger’s RMSEA 

index, for the best number of 

total factors allowed, and to 

Akaike Information Criterion, 

for the number of shared 

factors; Varimax rotation on the 

shared factor loading matrix; 

Loading >= |0.60|cut-off for the 

75-81 (3 common 

DPs shared 

among all the 

studies plus 1 

additional study-

specific DP for 

each of the 4 US 

studies) 

Cross-study 

reproducibility: multi-

study factor analysis  

Cross-study reproducibility: Study populations from Italy, 

Switzerland, and the United States shared 3 reproducible DPs 

characterized by consumption of animal products and cereals, 

vitamin-rich foods, and fats, respectively; each of the American 

studies was characterized by a somewhat similar additional 

DP, which opposed calcium and niacin as dominant nutrients 
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shared (rotated) factors and 

loading >= |0.25|cut-off for the 

study-specific (unrotated) 

factors; robustness analyses 

and stratified multi-study factor 

analysis by sex 
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Judd, 2014 

(26) 

USA 

REGARDS 

EFA on the first split-sample, 

CFA on the second split-

sample, and final PCA on the 

whole sample as far as the 

model is correctly identified: 

EFA: 3 separate PCAs by 

population subgroups [region 

(southeastern US stroke 

belt/non-belt), sex 

(male/female), and race 

(black/white)] to identify the 

optimal number of factors in a 

range from 3 to 6 factors; 

EIG>1.5, Scree test, 

interpretability of results from 

stratified PCAs; Varimax 

rotation; Descriptive labelling; 

CFA: Loading > |0.20| cut-off 

on EFA results; No different 

correlation structures specified; 

RMSEA and CFI 

NA (5) Cross-study 

reproducibility: CC 

determined for each 

stratification pair for 

each of the factor 

number solutions 

(“excellent” when the 

smallest coefficient 

was >0.8, “good”; 

between 0.65 and 0.8, 

“acceptable” between 

0.5 and 0.65, and 

“poor” <0.5); 

Validity: CFA 

Cross-study reproducibility: PCA stratified by region of 

residence on the first half-sample: excellent CC for the 4- and 

5-factor solutions, and acceptable CC for the 3- and 6-factor 

solutions; PCA stratified by gender: good CC for the 5- and 6-

factor solutions and poor CC for the 3- and 4-factor solutions; 

PCA stratified by race: acceptable CC in the 5-factor solution, 

but poor CC for the other 3; the 5-factor solution had an 

acceptable CC in all stratified analyses and it was 

interpretable, so this was the final model selected for CFA; 

CFA on the second half-sample using the 5-factor solution: 

very good results, even when removing FG with low factor 

loadings (RMSEA values below 0.05) 

Mannisto, 

2005 

(7) 

Netherlands, 

Sweden, and 

Italy 

DIETSCAN 

Separate PCFAs on each of 

the 3 studies: Scree test; 

Varimax rotation; Loading >= 

|0.35|cut-off 

NLCS: 23.2 (5); 

ORDET: 29 (4); 

SMC: 21.8 (4) 

Cross-study 

reproducibility: no 

formal assessment 

Cross-study reproducibility: both the identified DPs remained 

quite consistent across cohort studies  
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(NLCS, SMC, 

ATBC, ORDET) 

Moskal, 2014 

(8) 

Europe 

EPIC 

Overall PCA on combined but 

country-specific questionnaire 

intakes and separate PCAs by 

center: logtransformation (base 

e) and energy adjustment with 

energy density method (based 

on alcohol-free energy) but no 

adjustment for center; 

Separate analysis by sex; PCA 

on covariance matrix; Scree-

plot, interpretability; Varimax 

rotation; Loading > |0.45|cut-off 

Overall PCA: 67 

(4) 

Cross-study 

reproducibility: 

Krzanowski’s index, 

Bk, which measures 

the proportion of 

variance captured by 

k center-specific PCs 

which is also captured 

by overall PCA 

Cross-study reproducibility: More than 75% of the variance 

that would be captured by center-specific PCs was captured 

by the PCs from the overall PCA (Bj>0.76 for all j>=2, B2>0.85 

for 23 of 27 centers); retaining 4 or more PCs was sufficient to 

capture at least 80% of variance in any center (Bj>0.80 for all 

j>=4); differences between sexes in each center were small 

when k>2 

Schwerin, 

1981 

(43) 

USA 

Ten-State 

Nutrition Survey 

(Ten-State), 

HANES I 

Separate PCAs on the 2 

surveys: standardization; 

EIG>1; Varimax rotation; 

Alphanumeric labelling; 

assignment algorithm of 

subjects based on the highest 

factor score; (probably) applied 

scores on HANES I data based 

on Ten-State DP loadings in 

the final solution 

55.3 (7) Cross-study 

reproducibility: no 

formal assessment 

Cross-study reproducibility: the identified DPs were similar in 

the 2 surveys in terms of FG consumed 
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Schwerin, 

1982 

(44) 

USA 

Ten-State 

Nutrition Survey 

(Ten-State), 

HANES I, NFCS 

Separate PCAs on the 3 

surveys: standardization; 

EIG>1; Varimax rotation with 

Kaiser normalization; 

Alphanumeric labelling 

NA (6, or 7, or 8) Cross-study 

reproducibility: no 

formal assessment 

Cross-study reproducibility: 4 of the identified DPs remained 

quite consistent across studies that covered a decade 

1ABBREVIATIONS: ATBC: Alpha-Tocopherol Beta-Carotene Cancer Prevention Study; CA: cluster analysis; CC: congruence coefficient; CFA: 

confirmatory factor analysis; CFI: comparative fit index; CI: confidence interval; DDM-Spain: Determinantes de la Densidad Mamográfica en 

España; DIETSCAN: DIETary patternS and CANcer in four European countries project; DP: dietary pattern; EFA: exploratory factor analysis; EIG: 

Eigenvalue; EPIC: European Prospective Investigation into Cancer and Nutrition; EpiGEICAM: Grupo Español de investigación en Cáncer de 

Mama; F: female; FA: factor analysis; FG: food groups; HANES: Health and Nutrition Examination Survey; INHANCE: International Head and Neck 

Cancer Epidemiology consortium; M: male; NA: not available; NFCS: Nationwide Food Consumption Survey; NLCS: Netherlands Cohort Study on 

diet and cancer; ORDET: Ormoni e Dieta nella Eziologia dei Tumori in Italy; PC: principal component; PCA: principal component analysis; PCFA: 

principal component factor analysis; REGARDS: Reasons for Geographic and Racial Differences in Stroke; RMSEA: root mean square error of 

approximation; SMC: Swedish Mammography Cohort; y: year 
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Table 4. Stability over time of a posteriori dietary patterns1 

Reference Location and 

Study 

Dietary pattern 

identification methods 

Expl. Var % 

(number of 

factors) or 

CFA/CA model 

Assessment of 

reproducibility/validity 

Main Results 

Asghari, 

2012 

(25) 

Iran 

TLGS 

Separate PCFAs on FFQ1, 

FFQ2, FFQ3, and 

m24HRs: Scree test and 

interpretability; Varimax 

rotation; Descriptive 

labelling; Applied scores 

from previous EFAs to data 

from FFQ3 were reported 

but their use was not clear 

27.4 (2) with 

FFQ1 data, 

31.6 (2) with 

FFQ2 data, 

39.0 (3) with 

FFQ3 data, and 

32.0 (2) with 

m24HR data 

Reproducibility:  

see (5) for details; 

Relative validity: see 

(5) for details; 

Stability over time: 

intra-class correlation 

coefficient between 

continuous scores from 

FFQ2 and FFQ3 data, 

weighted kappa 

coefficient and 

proportions of subjects 

at the same quintile, 

adjacent quintile and 

opposite quintile when 

comparing quintiles 

classification of factor 

scores between 

baseline and follow-up 

data 

Reproducibility: see (5) for details; 

Relative validity: see (5) for details; 

Stability over time: intra-class coefficients between FFQ2- and FFQ3-

based scores equal to -0.09 (P=0.653) for the IRANIAN TRADITIONAL 

and 0.49 (P<0.001) for the WESTERN DPs; percentage of subjects at 

the same quintile higher for the WESTERN DP VS. the IRANIAN 

TRADITIONAL DP (27.1% vs. 20.2%); proportion of individuals at the 

opposite quintile reversed (35.8% vs. 41.5%); weighted kappa coefficient: 

0.09 (95% CI: -0.05, 0.23) for the IRANIAN TRADITIONAL and 0.20 

(95% CI: 0.05, 0.34) for the WESTERN DP 
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Borland, 

2008 

(28) 

UK 

SWS 

Separate PCAs at baseline 

and at follow-up: 

Interpretability; NA varimax 

rotation; Descriptive 

labelling; Applied scores 

calculated with loadings 

from the PCA on the whole 

cohort with complete FFQ 

(6125 subjects); Scores 

expressed in units of SD at 

initial visit (scores at both 

time-points divided by the 

SD of the scores at initial 

visit) 

NA (2) Stability over time: 

Spearman correlation 

coefficient between DP 

scores at 2 time-points; 

Bland-Altman method 

Stability over time: Reasonable Spearman correlation coefficients (on the 

overall sample of 94 Fs: 0.81 for PRUDENT DP and 0.64 for the HIGH-

ENERGY DP; higher correlations among the no major change group than 

in the diet changers group for both DPs); Bland-Altman method: average 

change (repeat - initial visit) equal to 0.13 SD for the PRUDENT DP 

score and equal to -0.01 SD for the HIGH-ENERGY DP; wider LOA for 

the HIGH-ENERGY than for the PRUDENT DP; narrower LOA in the no 

major change group than in the diet changers group for both DPs 

Chen, 2015 

(29) 

Canada 

CCS, FFQVP 

Separate EFAs in the 2 

studies: EIG>1.5, Scree 

test, >50% variance 

explained by a factor, 

interpretability; Varimax 

rotation; Loading 

>|0.35|cut-off for CCS and 

>|0.5|cut-off for FFQVP 

study 

54 (3) for the 

CCS study and 

63 (4) for the 

FFQVP study 

Stability over time: no 

formal assessment 

Stability over time: The DPs of the Newfoundland and Labrador adult 

population have remained reasonably stable over almost a decade, 

although the PLANT-BASED DP derived from CCS study was a 

combination of the VEGETABLES/FRUITS DP and the GRAINS DP in 

the FFQVP study 
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Crozier, 

2009 

(15) 

UK 

SWS 

Separate PCAs at 3 time-

points: standardization; NA 

criteria for choosing the 

number of factors; NA 

rotation; Descriptive 

labelling; Natural scores 

calculated with the factor 

loadings derived at each 

time-point; Applied scores 

calculated at a follow-up 

time with loadings obtained 

from PCA at the baseline 

time-point 

14.5 (2) before 

pregnancy, 

14.2 (2) in early 

pregnancy, and 

14.5 (2) in later 

pregnancy 

Stability over time: 

Spearman correlation 

coefficient between 

pairs of DP scores 

across the 3 time-

points; Bland-Altman 

method; formal 

comparison between 

natural and applied 

scores 

Stability over time: The identified DPs were strikingly similar at all 3 time-

points in terms of factor loadings and explained variances; high 

Spearman correlation coefficients for both natural and applied DP scores 

before pregnancy and during early pregnancy and late pregnancy 

(natural scores with range: 0.51 - 0.81, applied scores with range: 0.52 - 

0.80); Bland-Altman method: minimal change in PRUDENT DP score in 

early (–0.01 SD; P = 0.35) and late (–0.03 SD; P = 0.11) pregnancy 

compared with before pregnancy; no overall change in HIGH-ENERGY 

DP score in early pregnancy compared with before pregnancy (0.01 SD; 

P = 0.49), but a small significant increase in late pregnancy compared 

with before pregnancy (0.07 SD; P = 0.0002); narrower LOA for the 

PRUDENT score than the HIGH-ENERGY DP score 

Cucò, 2006 

(30) 

Spain 

NA 

Separate PCFAs at each of 

the 6 time-points: EIG>1, 

Scree test, interpretability; 

No rotation; Descriptive 

labelling starting from a 

|0.20| cut-off 

21.48 (2) at 

preconception, 

20.91 (2) at 6th 

week, 21.64 (2) 

at 10th week, 

24.23 (2) at 

26th week, 

24.21 (2) at 

38th week, and 

12.79 (1) at 6th 

month of the 

child 

Stability over time: CC 

between loadings from 

similar DPs across 

different available time-

points; MANOVA for 

the analysis of 

consumption trend of 

dominant FG for each 

DP using standardized 

consumptions 

Stability over time: coefficients of congruence: for the SWEETENED 

BEVERAGES AND SUGARS DP, quite high coefficients, ranging 

between 0.39 and 0.88 in absolute values, with high coefficients also 

between pregnancy and post-partum periods; for the VEGETABLES AND 

MEAT DP, high coefficients of congruence, ranging between 0.30 and 

0.79 in absolute values; analysis of trend in dominant FG: no significant 

differences in the standardized mean consumption of dominant FG for 

both DPs 
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Cutler, 2009 

(31) 

USA 

(Minnesota) 

EAT 

Separate PCFAs by cohort 

(older/younger) and sex 

(boys/girls) based on 

responses at Time 1 and 

responses at Time 2: 

standardization and 

energy-density 

transformation; EIG>1, 

Scree test, interpretability; 

Varimax rotation; 

Descriptive labelling 

NA (4 at Time 

1, 4 or 5 at 

Time 2, 

depending on 

subgroup) 

Stability over time: 

stability between DPs 

at Time 1 and Time 2 

not formally assessed; 

secular trends 

(examined comparing 

DPs of middle 

adolescents at Time 1 

(older cohort) with DPs 

in middle adolescents 

at Time 2 (younger 

cohort)) not formally 

assessed 

Stability over time: The same set of 4 DPs found in boys and girls in early 

and middle adolescence was relatively stable over a 5-y time-period; 

when examining age-matched secular trends in middle adolescents at 

Time 1 and Time 2, almost identical DPs 5 ys apart were identified, 

except for the FAST FOOD DP that emerged in the middle adolescent 

boys at Time 2 
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Dekker, 

2013 

(10) 

Netherlands 

Doetinchem 

Cohort Study 

Separate CAs at each of 

the 3 surveys: percentage 

energy contributed 

variables (nutrient density); 

k-means algorithm; 

Bootstrap and internal 

cluster validity indexes 

(Calinski-Harabasz index, 

Davies-Bouldin index, and 

prediction-strength method) 

to assess the optimal 

number of clusters to retain 

between 2 and 6 clusters; 

Labelling based on FG that 

contributed the highest 

percentage of total energy 

compared with other DPs 

within the same survey (>= 

40% higher energy 

indicated an important FG); 

Robustness analysis with 

partitioning around 

medoids method 

Not applicable, 

2-cluster 

solution chosen 

according to 

Jaccard 

similarity and 

internal cluster 

validity indexes 

Reproducibility:  

see (5) for details; 

Stability over time: 1. 

stability of DPs over 

time in terms of 

contribution of a FG to 

total energy between 

the 2 clusters within the 

same survey (t- test, 

99% CI, highly 

important FG were 

those with >1.4 time the 

percentage of total 

energy contributed for 

one compared to the 

other cluster by any 

FG) and comparison of 

the differences across 

surveys with a 5% cut-

off; 2. Transitions of 

individuals between 

DPs over time: 

proportion of stable 

eaters (those assigned 

to the same cluster) 

Reproducibility: see (5) for details; 

Stability over time: 1. stability of DPs over time in terms of contribution of 

a FG to total energy: the 2 DPs were similar in all 3 surveys in terms of 

percentages of total energy contributed by relevant FG within each 

survey, although with small differences in FG composition across surveys 

(i.e. soft drinks with sugar and high-fiber cereals); the 2 DPs retained 

their relative difference in FG intake at each of the surveys, with FG 

relative intakes in each DP not changing >5% per survey; low-fiber bread 

was the only exception, with relative differences being equal to -7.06, -

13.1, and -4.56 percentage of total energy contributed in survey 2, 3, and 

4 respectively, so 2 changes on 3 were >5%; 2. Transitions of individuals 

between DPs over time: 30.7% of the 4007 subjects with complete FFQ 

information were stable eaters assigned to HIGH-FIBER BREAD DP in 

all 3 surveys and 11.1% were stable eaters assigned to LOW-FIBER 

BREAD DP in all 3 surveys, giving a total of 41.8%; when comparing 

survey 2 and 4 on the the longest time frame (10 ys), 57.8% of 

participants assigned to HIGH-FIBER BREAD DP in both surveys, 15.2% 

assigned to LOW-FIBER BREAD DP at both surveys, 18.7% went from 

the HIGH- to LOW-FIBER BREAD DP, and 9.6% went from the LOW- to 

HIGH-FIBER BREAD DP; among stable eaters over time, no significant 

differences in percentage of energy intake contributed by important FG 

was found during the 10-y period; transitioners had higher relative 

differences in percentage of energy intake for important FG than stable 

eaters (0.27-3.01 as compared to 0.86-1.88) 
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and transitioners (those 

assigned to different 

clusters) in all 3 

surveys and in survey 2 

and 4 (over the higher 

10-y period); relative 

change in mean 

percentage of total 

energy a specific FG 

contributed from survey 

2 to survey 4 between 

individuals with stable 

and unstable behavior 
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Fung, 2001 

(33) 

USA 

HPFS 

Separate PCFAs at the 3 

time-points (in 1986, 1990, 

and 1994): NA criteria for 

choosing the number of 

factors; Varimax rotation; 

Descriptive labelling 

NA (2) Stability over time: 

Pearson correlation 

coefficient between 

scores from similar DPs 

across time-points 

Stability over time: The 2 identified DPs were qualitatively similar across 

time; Pearson correlation coefficient between 1986 and 1990 equal to 

0.65 for PRUDENT and 0.70 for WESTERN DP; Pearson correlation 

coefficient between 1990 and 1994 equal to 0.67 for PRUDENT and 0.69 

for WESTERN DP; Pearson correlation coefficient between 1986 and 

1994 equal to 0.58 for both PRUDENT and WESTERN DPs 

Gerdes, 

2002 

(34) 

Denmark 

MONICA 

Separate PCFAs at each of 

the 3 surveys: separate 

analyses by sex and age 

group; Scree test, 

interpretability; Varimax 

rotation; Descriptive 

labelling 

45 (6) with 

single survey 

data 

Stability over time: 

trends in mean DP 

scores with pooled and 

age-specific data from 

linear regression 

models including time 

per age interaction term 

Stability over time: Profound changes happened in the period, with 

coarse bread, rice and pasta much more frequently chosen at the 

expense of traditional Danish main meals; DP scores showed both 

variance heterogeneity and heterogeneity in trends across age groups; 

for Ms, COARSE BREAD and PASTA AND RICE DPs both increased 7 

(95% CI: 6 - 8) *10-2 points per y, i.e. about 0.7 SDs per 10 ys, BAKED 

GOODS AND SWEETS score increased 4 (95% CI: 3 - 5) *10-2 points 

per y, FRUIT AND VEGETABLES DP score did not change, MEAT, 

POTATOES AND FAT score declined 4 (95% CI: 3 - 5) *10-2 points per y, 

and BREAKFAST declined 2 (95% CI: 1 - 3) *10-2 points per y; for Fs, 

survey-specific levels differed from the findings in Ms, notably for 

COARSE BREAD, FRUIT AND VEGETABLES and MEAT, POTATOES 

AND FAT, but showed the same trends: COARSE BREAD and PASTA 

AND RICE DP scores increased 6 (95% CI: 5 - 7) *10-2 and 8 (95% CI: 7 

- 9) *10-2 points per y, respectively, BAKED GOODS AND SWEETS 

score increased 3 (95% CI: 2 - 4) *10-2 points per y, FRUIT AND 

VEGETABLES score remained constant, MEAT, POTATOES AND FAT 

score declined 6 (95% CI: 5 - 7) *10-2 points per y and BREAKFAST 

score declined 3 (95% CI: 2 - 4) *10-2 points per y 
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Lopez-

Garcia, 

2004 

(35) 

USA 

NHS 

Separate PCFAs on FFQ in 

1986 and 1990 and 

average consumption 

across FFQ data: EIG>1, 

Scree test, interpretability; 

Varimax rotation; 

Descriptive labelling 

NA (2) Stability over time: no 

formal assessment 

Stability over time: The 2 major DPs were qualitatively similar across time  

Malik, 2012 

(36) 

USA 

NHS II 

Separate EFAs at the 5 

time-points (during high 

school and in adulthood in 

1991, 1995, 1999, and 

2003): EIG>1, Scree test, 

interpretability; Varimax 

rotation; Loading 

>=|0.30|cut-off; Adjustment 

of DP scores by total 

energy with residual 

method 

NA (2) Stability over time: 

Spearman correlation 

coefficient between 

scores from similar DPs 

obtained during high 

school and in adulthood 

(cumulative updated 

average) 

Stability over time: The 2 identified DPs were qualitatively similar across 

time; Spearman correlation between high school and adult DP scores 

equal to 0.49 for PRUDENT and 0.40 for WESTERN DP 
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Mikkila, 

2005 

(16) 

Finland 

Cardiovascular 

Risk in Young 

Finns Study 

Separate PCFAs at each of 

the 3 time-points (in 1980, 

1986, and 2001): EIG>1, 

Scree test, interpretability; 

Varimax rotation; 

Alphanumeric labelling; 

Adjustment of DP scores 

by total energy with 

residual method 

18 (2) with 

1980 data, 21 

(2) with 1986 

data, and 17 (2) 

with 2001 data 

Stability over time: 

Spearman correlation 

coefficient between 

scores from similar DPs 

in 1980 and 2001; 

Tracking analysis 

(cross-classification): 

proportion of subjects 

originally in the lowest 

or highest quintile of 

factor scores who 

remained in the same 

category over 6 (from 

1980 to 1986) or 21 

(from 1980 to 2001) ys, 

separately for those 

who were children (3 to 

12 ys old) and 

adolescents (15 to 18 

ys old) at the beginning 

of the study 

Stability over time: The 2 identified DPs were qualitatively similar across 

time, over a 21-y period; Spearman correlation coefficient between factor 

scores in 1980 and 2001 were equal to 0.32 for PATTERN 1 and 0.38 for 

PATTERN 2; Tracking analysis: the proportion of subjects in the lowest 

or highest quintile of pattern scores remaining in the same quintile after 6 

and 21 ys was 1.5 to 2 times the expected in both DPs if no stability is 

assumed; tracking was stronger among 15-18 ys-old subjects at baseline 

with 30–42% and 27–41% of subjects originally belonging to the extreme 

quintile of the energy-adjusted DP scores persisted in the same quintile 6 

and 21 ys later, respectively; highest stability found in the uppermost 

quintile in both DPs 
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Mishra, 

2006 

(37) 

UK 

Medical 

Research 

Council 

National 

Survey of 

Health and 

Development 

(1946 British 

Birth Cohort) 

Separate EFAs at the 3 

time-points (in adulthood in 

1982, 1989, and 1999) on 

binary data (non-

consumption/consumption): 

separate analyses by sex; 

EIG>1, Scree test, 

interpretability, root mean 

square residual; Varimax 

rotation; Loading 

>=|0.25|cut-off; Simplified 

DP scores to calculate 

individual DP scores in 

1982 (36 ys) and 1989 (43 

ys) based on EFA 

performed in 1999 (53 ys) 

In 1999, 18.9 

(3) among Fs 

and 17.4 (2) 

among Ms; in 

1982 and 1989: 

NA (3 for Fs 

and 2 for Ms) 

Stability over time: 

Number of FG 

consumed over time for 

each DP; Weighted 

kappa coefficient (95% 

CI) between thirds of 

DP scores between 

1982 and 1989, 

between 1982 and 

1999, and between 

1989 and 1999 

Stability over time: The identified DPs were similar over time among Ms 

and Fs; Number of FG consumed over time: for Fs, increased number of 

FG consumed in the ETHNIC FOOD AND ALCOHOL and FRUIT, 

VEGETABLES AND DAIRY DPs, and a decrease in MEAT, POTATOES 

AND SWEET FOODS DP; for Ms, number of FG consumed from both 

DPs increased significantly over time; fair-to-moderate values of kappa 

coefficient, except for MEAT, POTATOES AND SWEET FOODS DP, 

which showed poor agreement in Fs across time 
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Newby, 

2006 

(23) 

Sweden 

SMC 

Separate PCFAs at each of 

the 2 time-points: Scree 

test, interpretability; 

Varimax rotation; 

Descriptive labelling; 

Separate CFAs at each 

time point: Loading 

>=|0.15|cut-off based on 

loadings >=|0.20|cut-off 

from EFA results and a 

priori knowledge 

PCFA: 35.4 (6) 

with FFQ1 

(1987) data, 

32.4 (6) with 

FFQ2 (1997) 

data; CFA: No 

model selection 

Validity: CFA; 

Stability over time: 

mean and SD intakes 

of CFA-based FG at 

both time points and 

Spearman correlation 

coefficient between 

CFA-based FG; 

Pearson correlation 

coefficient between DP 

scores at 2 time-points; 

Pearson correlation 

coefficient between DP 

scores from PCFA and 

CFA at fixed time-point 

Validity: CFA, but no goodness of fit assessment or formal comparison 

with EFA; 

Stability over time: intakes of vegetables, fruit, seafood, refined grains, 

soda, sugary foods, and sweet baked goods increased over the time 

period, whereas intakes of meat and whole grains decreased over the 

time period; Spearman correlation coefficient between CFA-based FG 

ranged from 0.23 to 0.70 (all P<0.0001); Pearson correlation coefficient 

between DP scores in 1987 and 1997 ranged from 0.27 

(WESTERN/SWEDISH DP) to 0.54 (ALCOHOL DP) for CFA-based DPs 

(all P<0.0001) and were similar for PCFA-based DPs; Pearson 

correlation coefficient between DP scores from PCFA and CFA at fixed 

time-point were >=0.90 (all P<0.0001)  

Newby, 

2006 

(22) 

Sweden 

SMC 

Separate PCFAs at each of 

the 2 time-points: Scree 

test, interpretability; 

Varimax rotation; 

Descriptive labelling; 

Separate CFAs at each 

time point: Loading 

>=|0.15|cut-off based on 

loadings >=|0.20|cut-off 

PCFA: 35.4 (6) 

with FFQ1 

(1987) data, 

32.4 (6) with 

FFQ2 (1997) 

data; CFA: No 

model selection 

Validity: CFA; 

Stability over time: no 

formal assessment 

Validity: CFA, but no goodness of fit assessment or formal comparison 

with EFA; 

Stability over time: Similar FG and factor loadings for each DP were seen 

in 1987 and 1997; some variation was observed for HEALTHY DP 
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from EFA results and a 

priori knowledge 

Nimptsch, 

2014 

(38) 

USA 

NHS II 

Separate EFAs at the 5 

time-points (during high 

school and in adulthood in 

1991, 1995, 1999 and 

2003): EIG>1, Scree test, 

interpretability; Varimax 

rotation; Descriptive 

labelling; Adjustment of DP 

scores by total energy with 

residual method 

NA (2) Stability over time: 

Pearson correlation 

coefficient between 

scores from similar DPs 

obtained during high 

school and in adulthood 

(cumulative updated 

average) 

Stability over time: The 2 identified DPs were qualitatively similar across 

time; Spearman correlation between high school and adult DP scores 

equal to 0.48 for PRUDENT and 0.39 for WESTERN DP 

Northstone, 

2005 

(39) 

UK 

ALSPAC 

Separate PCAs on 4- and 

7-ys data: standardization; 

Scree test, interpretability; 

Varimax rotation; Loading 

>|0.3| cut-off 

17.7 (3) with 4-

ys old children 

data and 18.3 

(3) with 7-ys old 

children data 

Stability over time: no 

formal assessment 

Stability over time: The 3 DPs were similar at both time points in terms of 

loadings and explained variances 
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Northstone, 

2013 

(18) 

UK 

ALSPAC 

Separate CAs at each of 

the 3 time-points: 
standardization with 

division by the range; k-

means algorithm run 100 

times with different starting 

positions to find the 

solution with the smallest 

sum of squares 

differences; internal 

stability testing of the final 

solution; number of clusters 

ranging from 2 to 6; outliers 

removed from the analysis 

at each time-point; 62 FG 

based on average 

consumption at each time-

occasion 

Not applicable, 

4-cluster 

solution chosen 

at each-time 

point according 

to internal 

stability 

measures 

based on split-

half technique 

performed 5 

times (number 

of children 

allocated to a 

different 

cluster) and 

interpretability 

of the results 

Stability over time: 

changes in mean 

scores of relevant FG 

characterizing the 

cluster; cross-tabulation 

of cluster solutions at 

different ages and 

proportion of subjects 

who remained in the 

same cluster between 

each pair of ages; 

sequence index plot to 

illustrate changes in 

cluster membership 

over time 

Stability over time: 1. Internal stability based on 5 sets of split-sample 

testing: 4-cluster solution is the most stable, with <10% misclassified 

children at each time-point; 2. Changes in mean consumption for relevant 

FG: mean amount of FG consumed within each cluster differed between 

ages, generally increasing as the children got older, although the patterns 

of foods consumed and the foods in each cluster with higher- and lower-

than-average consumptions were similar at each age; 3. Cross-tabulation 

of subjects at different ages: reasonably high number of children 

remaining in the same cluster at different ages (50 and 43% of children in 

the HEALTHY and PROCESSED clusters, respectively, at age 7 ys were 

in the same clusters at age 13 ys; proportion of children who stayed in 

the same cluster at all 3 ages equal to 20%; for individual clusters, the 

greatest stability was seen for the HEALTHY cluster at 33%, with the 

PROCESSED cluster second at 22%; less stable results for 

TRADITIONAL and PACKED LUNCH clusters, with 25 – 34% remaining 

in those clusters over time); 4. Sequence index plot: the most consistent 

cluster membership over time was for the HEALTHY cluster, followed by 

the PROCESSED cluster 



81 
 

 

Northstone, 

2008 

(17) 

UK 

ALSPAC 

Separate PCAs on 3, 4, 7, 

and 9 ys data on subjects 

available at each time-point 

and on subjects with 

information at 4 time-

points: standardization; 

Scree test, interpretability; 

Varimax rotation; Loading 

>|0.3| cut-off 

23.4 (4) with 3-

ys old children 

data, 17.7 (3) 

with 4-ys old 

children data, 

18.1 (3) with 7-

ys old children 

data, and 19.2 

(3) with 9-ys old 

children data 

Stability over time: 

Stability assessed for 

the PROCESSED, 

TRADITIONAL, and 

HEALTH CONSCIOUS 

DPs: Spearman 

correlation coefficient 

between DP scores at 

each time-point, paired 

t-test for the change in 

mean DP scores 

between periods of 

questioning; Bland-

Altman method and 

LOA (95% CI) across 

time-points using z-

scores of each DP 

score with mean and 

SD depending on the 

comparison under 

consideration; Cross-

classification using 

quintiles; weighted 

kappa coefficient to 

compare scores 

Stability over time: High Spearman correlation coefficients between the 

same DP score at each pair of time-points (range: 0.35 - 0.69, all 

P<0.001), but little Spearman correlation coefficients between different 

DPs across time, except for the HEALTH CONSCIOUS/VEGETARIAN (9 

ys only) negatively correlated with the TRADITIONAL DP at previous 

time points (but no significant p-values); paired t-test on mean differences 

in DP scores across time: consistent increase in the mean PROCESSED 

DP scores at the later ages compared to 3 ys old (all P<0.001), but no 

differences for the other DPs; 95% LOA for the adjusted scores: widest 

LOA for all pairings between 3 and 9 ys old data, narrowest LOA 

between 4 and 7 ys old data, narrowest LOA for the HEALTH 

CONSCIOUS between both 3 and 4 ys of age and 7 ys of age; weighted 

kappa coefficient: reasonable level of agreement between categorized 

scores from each time point (range: 0.25 - 0.47), with higher levels 

between 4 and 7 ys of age and 7 and 9 ys of age 
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between each pair of 

time-points 
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Northstone, 

2008 

(40) 

UK 

ALSPAC 

Separate PCAs on 

pregnancy data and on 4-

ys data: standardization; 

Scree test, interpretability; 

Varimax rotation; Loading 

>|0.3| cut-off; Natural and 

applied scores at 4 ys with 

applied scores calculated 

with loadings obtained from 

pregnancy data PCA 

31.3 (5) with 

pregnancy data 

and 25.1 (4) 

with 4-y follow-

up data 

Stability over time: 

Stability assessed for 

the HEALTH 

CONSCIOUS, 

PROCESSED, 

CONFECTIONARY, 

and VEGETARIAN 

DPs: Pearson 

correlation coefficient 

between scores from 

similar DPs obtained at 

pregnancy and at 4-y 

follow-up using both 

natural and applied 

scores; paired t-test to 

assess the change in 

mean scores over the 

4-y period between 

questioning; Bland-

Altman method and 

LOA (95% CI) between 

scores at the 2 time 

points; cross-tabulation 

between pregnancy 

score quintiles and the 

Stability over time: Similar Pearson correlation coefficients across DPs 

for the natural and applied scores, although slightly larger using the 

applied method; paired t-test: considerably lower 4-y applied scores on 

average as compared to corresponding natural mean scores from the 

separate PCA at 4-ys follow-up, but SDs were much larger with applied 

scores; Fs decreased their scores on the HEALTH-CONSCIOUS DP 

over time (mean difference -0.075 and -0.284; P<0.0001, with natural 

and applied scores, respectively), but results for natural and applied 

scores were inconsistent in sign and/or statistical significance for the 

other DPs; Bland-Altman method: LOA were wider for applied scores; 

weighted kappa coefficient: reasonable level of agreement (0.267 < 

kappa < 0.306) between categorized scores from pregnancy and 4-y 

natural scores; weighted kappa coefficient generally higher when 

comparing pregnancy and 4-y applied scores; cross-classification: 

agreement was slightly better for the applied score of the HEALTH-

CONSCIOUS DP compared to the 4-y natural score, but this was not true 

for the PROCESSED DP where the applied score was much less stable 

than the natural score 
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2 (natural and applied) 

sets of 4-y score 

quintiles; weighted 

kappa coefficient (95% 

CI) on quintile of factor 

scores across time 

(pregnancy vs. 4-y; 

pregnancy vs. applied 

4-y; 4-y vs. applied 4-y) 



85 
 

 

Prevost, 

1997 

(41) 

UK 

HALS 

Separate PCAs on HALS1 

(previous publication), 

HALS2 (current 

publication) and PCA on 

the merged dataset 

including subjects from 

HALS1 and HALS2: Scree 

test, Chi square test of 

isotropic variation; No 

rotation; Loading >|0.3|cut-

off; In the final analysis, 

HALS2 scores calculated 

with loadings from PCA on 

HALS1 data, as factor 

loadings from HALS2 were 

identical to those originally 

derived from the full 

sample and to the HALS2 

subset at HALS1 

NA (4) Stability over time: 

graphical 

representation of 

unadjusted mean DP 

scores for HALS1 and 

HALS2 by 7-y age 

groups at HALS1 

(separately for Ms and 

Fs); unadjusted 

changes (HALS2 score 

- HALS1 score) in 

mean DP scores, with 

corresponding F test 

Stability over time: Marked stability of DPs, in terms of variety of foods 

consumed, from the 1984-1985 survey to the 1991-1992 survey; 

graphical representation: COMPONENT 1 (HIGH IN FRUIT AND 

VEGETABLES, LOW IN FAT): the scores had risen by HALS2, in each 

age group, considerably more than would be expected for the 7-y 

advance in age, with the greatest increase in scores occurring in the 

youngest subjects (P for interaction between survey indicator and age at 

survey < 0.05); COMPONENT 2 (HIGH IN ENERGY-DENSE FOODS): 

HALS2 scores were all less than would have been expected for the 7-y 

advance in age and the score decreases were not uniform across the 

age groups, but were smaller in the older subjects (P for interaction < 

0.05); COMPONENT 3 (HIGH IN CONVENIENCE FOODS): in Ms 

(except those aged 67-73 ys) and Fs aged 39 ys and over at HALS1, the 

scores had decreased in each age group, but the changes were small 

and less than expected just for the 7-y advance in age; in the younger Fs 

there was an increase in score by HALS2, contrary to the expected age 

trend; COMPONENT 4 (HIGH IN SUGARY FOODS, LOW IN 

VEGETABLES): same behavior of DP scores for both Ms and Fs at 

HALS1 and HALS2 (high in youth and older age, and low in middle age), 

but HALS2 scores were all higher, and higher than would have been 

expected for the 7-y advance in age; unadjusted mean scores increased 

significantly for Ms and Fs on COMPONENT 1 and 4 and fell significantly 

on COMPONENT 2 (men and Fs) and 3 (men only) (P<0.001) 
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Schulze, 

2006 

(42) 

USA 

NHS II 

Separate PCFAs at each of 

the 3 time-points (in 

adulthood in 1991, 1995, 

and 1999): EIG>1, Scree 

test, interpretability; 

Varimax rotation; Loading 

>=|0.30|cut-off; Adjustment 

of DP scores by total 

energy with residual 

method 

NA (2) Stability over time: no 

formal assessment 

Stability over time: The 2 identified DPs were qualitatively similar across 

time 
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Togo, 2004  Denmark 

MONICA 

EFA: on a subsample of 

the M-82 data (who filled a 

DR too); Separate 

analyses by sex; Scree 

test, interpretability; 

Varimax rotation; 

Descriptive labelling; CFA: 

Loading >=|0.30|cut-off on 

EFA results; 

CFA: 3-factor model with 

correlated factors; CFA 

performed on M-82 data 

(all M-82 participants) and 

on the subgroup including 

M-82-87 data; to include 

diet information at 5-y 

follow-up, CFA performed 

as a mean-structure factor 

analysis with group mean 

factor scores at baseline 

equal to 0 (but free to be 

estimated at M-87) and 

fixed loadings and factor-

factor correlations over 

time; minimization 

EFA: 30.5 (3) 

among Ms; 

23.8 (3) among 

Fs; CFA: 3-

factor model 

with correlated 

factors 

separately for 

Ms and Fs 

applied for the 

baseline cross-

sectional 

analysis and as 

a mean-

structure factor 

analysis  

Validity: CFA at 

baseline; 

Stability over time: CFA 

as mean-structure 

factor analysis on the 

subgroup with data at 

both time points (M82-

87) 

Validity: CFA, but no goodness of fit assessment or formal comparison 

with EFA; 

Stability over time: CFA: by design, high correlations between 

corresponding DP scores at both time points (range: 0.88 - 0.95); 

between M-82 and M-87, the GREEN DP score mean increased to 0.30 

for Ms and to 0.24 for Fs, the TRADITIONAL (men) and the SWEET-

TRADITIONAL (women) DPs decreased to -0.27 and -0.18, and the 

SWEET DP (men) was virtually unchanged 
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technique to calculate 

factor scores 
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van Dam, 

2002  

USA 

HPFS 

Separate PCFAs at each of 

the 3 time-points (1986, 

1990, and 1994): EIG>1, 

Scree test, interpretability; 

Varimax rotation; 

Descriptive labelling; 

Robustness analyses to 

assess the effect of 

number of factors retained, 

estimation method, and 

type of rotation 

NA (2) Stability over time: 
Pearson correlation 

coefficient between 

scores from similar DPs 

across time-points 

Stability over time: The 2 major DPs were qualitatively similar across 

time; Pearson correlation between the PRUDENT DP score was 0.59 

between 1986 and 1990, 0.60 between 1990 and 1994, and 0.55 

between 1986 and 1994; for the WESTERN DP scores, the Pearson 

correlation was 0.69 between 1986 and 1990, 0.72 between 1990 and 

1994, and 0.64 between 1986 and 1994 

Weismayer, 

2006 

(9) 

Sweden 

SMC 

Separate EFAs at baseline 

and at follow-up for each of 

the 4 subgroups: Scree 

test, interpretability; 

Varimax rotation; 

Descriptive labelling; 

Separate CFAs at baseline 

and at follow-up for each of 

the 4 subgroups: Loading 

>=|0.20| cut-off on EFA 

results 

EFA: NA (3); 

CFA: No model 

selection 

Validity: CFA; 

Stability over time: 1. 

Spearman correlation 

coefficient between 

baseline and follow-up 

scores for each of the 4 

groups and both EFA-

based and CFA-based 

scores; 2. t-test of 

baseline and follow-up 

differences in mean 

intakes for the 18 CFA-

based FG with at least 

1 loading >0.2 for any 

Validity: CFA, but no goodness of fit assessment or formal comparison 

with EFA; 

Stability over time: 1. Spearman correlation coefficient between EFA-

based DP scores equal to 0.59, 0.57, 0.59, and 0.50 for HEALTHY DP, 

0.47, 0.48, 0.51, and 0.39 for WESTERN DP, and 0.54, 0.66, 0.58, and 

0.46 for ALCOHOL DP after 4, 5, 6, and 7 ys, respectively; Spearman 

correlation coefficient between CFA-based DPs equal to 0.63, 0.63, 0.62, 

and 0.54 for HEALTHY DP, 0.60, 0.54, 0.56, and 0.57 for WESTERN DP, 

and 0.73, 0.76, 0.70, and 0.75 for ALCOHOL DP after 4, 5, 6, and 7 ys, 

respectively; 2. t-test: no evidence of a difference in the means for 10, 6, 

6, and 2 of 25 FG after 4, 5, 6, and 7 ys, respectively, but evidence that 

3, 7, 8, and 11 of the 18 FG underwent significant changes after 4, 5, 6, 

and 7 ys, respectively (P<=0.01); 3. Spearman correlation coefficients 

between baseline and follow-up intakes of FG consistently decreasing in 
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of the 3 DPs in any of 

the 4 subsamples; 3. 

Spearman correlation 

coefficient between 

baseline and follow-up 

intakes of 18 CFA-

based FG with at least 

1 loading >0.2 for any 

of the 3 DPs in any of 

the 4 subsamples; 

Internal stability of DPs: 

test of significant 

changes in the 

covariance matrix for 

each confirmed DP at 

baseline and follow-up 

size over time (no correlation after 7 ys exceeding the size of the 

correlations after 4 ys); 

Internal stability of DPs: no significant instability after 4 and 5 ys of follow-

up; significant instabilities for WESTERN DP after 6 ys (P= 0.01) and for 

WESTERN (P= 0.02) and ALCOHOL DPs (P=0.01) after 7 ys 

1ABBREVIATIONS: 24HR: 24 hours recall; ALSPAC: Avon Longitudinal Study of Parents and Children; CA: cluster analysis; CC: congruence 

coefficient; CCS: Case-Control Study, here intended as the full name of one of the included studies and not as the case-control study design; CFA: 

confirmatory factor analysis; CI: confidence interval; DP: dietary pattern; DR: dietary record; EAT: Eating Among Teens; EFA: exploratory factor 

analysis; EIG: Eigenvalue; F: female; FFQ: food-frequency questionnaire; FFQ1/FFQ2/FFQ3: food-frequency questionnaire at time 1/2/3; FFQVP: 

Food-Frequency Questionnaire Validation Project; FG: food groups; HPFS: Health Professionals Follow-up Study; LOA: limits of agreement; M: 

male; m24HR: mean 24 hours recall; MANOVA: multivariate analysis of variance; MONICA: MONItoring of trends and determinants in 

CArdiovascular Disease; NA: not available; NHS: Nurses' Health Study; PCA: principal component analysis; PCFA: principal component factor 

analysis; SD: standard deviation; SMC: Swedish Mammography Cohort; SWS: Southampton Women's Survey; TLGS: Teheran Lipid and Glucose 

Study; y: year
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Figure 1. Flowchart of the study selection process performed within the systematic search of the literature supporting the scoping 
review 



ReSURdXcibiliW\ Rf a SRVWeUiRUi dieWaU\ SaWWeUnV acURVV Wime and VWXdieV: a VcRSing UeYieZ - ValeUia EdefRnWi 
Online SXSSlemenWaU\ MaWeUial 

MaQXVcULSW: ³RHSURGXcLbLOLW\ RI a posWeriori GLHWaU\ SaWWHUQV acURVV WLPH aQG 
VWXGLHV: a VcRSLQJ UHYLHZ´ 

 
VaOHULa EGHIRQWL 

OQOLQH SXSSOHPHQWaU\ MaWHULaO 
 
 
SXSSOHPHQWaO PaWHULaOV aQG PHWKRGV 
 
In SXSSOHPHQWaO TabOH 1, Ze inWURdXce Whe baVic WeUminRlRg\ Ze adRSWed in Whe 
cXUUenW UeYieZ, aV Zell aV Whe VWaWiVWical WRRlV XVed fRU WheiU aVVeVVmenW. In 
SXSSOHPHQWaO FLJXUH 1 Ze inWURdXce SURWRW\Sical SaWhV Rf DP idenWificaWiRn SURceVVeV 
UelaWed WR UeSURdXcibiliW\ and YalidiW\ Rf DPV. DieWaU\ SaWWeUnV aUe idenWifiable ZiWhin 
an\ VWXd\ deVign and VWaUWing fURm an\ dieWaU\ aVVeVVmenW WRRl VRXUce. If Rne dieWaU\ 
VRXUce iV XVed aW Rne Wime SRinW, Whe aVVeVVmenW Rf DP UeSURdXcibiliW\ aUiVeV fURm Whe 
XVe Rf diffeUenW VWaWiVWical aSSURacheV fRU DP idenWificaWiRn [Panel (A)]. WiWhin Whe 
YalidaWiRn VWXd\ Rf a neZ fRRd-fUeTXenc\ TXeVWiRnnaiUe (FFQ), Whe Vame FFQ ZaV 
adminiVWeUed WZice (ZiWhin 1 \eaU) and cRmSaUed ZiWh a gRld VWandaUd dieWaU\ 
aVVeVVmenW WRRl [a daiU\ UecRUd (DR) RU (mXlWiSle adminiVWUaWiRn Rf) a 24-hRXU Uecall 
(24HR)] caUUied RXW Rn Whe Vame Wime inWeUYal and VamSle; DP UeSURdXcibiliW\ iV 
aVVeVVed cRmSaUing Whe 2 VeWV Rf FFQ-baVed DPV, ZheUeaV UelaWiYe YalidiW\ Rf DPV iV 
aVVeVVed cRmSaUing FFQ-baVed and gRld-VWandaUd-baVed DPV [Panel (B)]. When 
eiWheU cRhRUW VWXdieV RU mXlWiSle ZaYeV Rf Whe Vame VXUYe\ aUe aYailable, a dieWaU\ 
aVVeVVmenW WRRl iV adminiVWeUed WR Whe Vame VXbjecWV in mXlWiSle RccaViRnV RYeU 
lRngeU Wime SeUiRdV and Whe cRmSaUiVRn Rf VeWV Rf DPV aW Whe aYailable meaVXUemenW 
RccaViRnV allRZV fRU Whe eYalXaWiRn Rf VWabiliW\ Rf DPV RYeU Wime [Panel (C)]. Finall\, WR 
aVVeVV cURVV-VWXd\ UeSURdXcibiliW\ Rf DPV, cRmSaUiVRn Rf diffeUenW VeWV Rf DPV deUiYed 
fURm cRmSaUable dieWaU\ VRXUceV (aW VimilaU Wime SRinWV) iV SRVVible acURVV cenWeUV 
fURm Whe Vame VWXd\, RU acURVV diffeUenW VWXdieV UeSUeVenWing SRWenWiall\ diffeUenW 
SRSXlaWiRnV RU cRXnWUieV [Panel (D)]. In an\ Rf WheVe 4 VeWWingV, cRnfiUming EFA-baVed 
DPV iV SRVVible WhURXgh CFA, Zhich aVVeVVeV cRnVWUXcW YalidiW\ Rf DPV; UeVXlWV fURm 
Whe WZR aSSURacheV can be fRUmall\ cRmSaUed ZiWh VXiWable VWaWiVWical WRRlV [Panel 
(E)]. We Ue-claVVified Whe main findingV fURm Whe aUWicleV inclXded in Whe V\VWemaWic 
UeYieZ baVed Rn WheVe definiWiRnV, nR maWWeU Rf Whe RUiginal definiWiRnV SURYided b\ Whe 
aXWhRUV. 
 



SXSSlemenWaU\ DaWa 
 

SXSSOHPHQWaO TabOH 1. DHILQLWLRQ RI WHUPV XVHG LQ WKH cXUUHQW UHYLHZ aQG bULHI GHVcULSWLRQ RI WKH VWaWLVWLcaO aSSURacKHV XVHG WR aVVHVV 
WKHVH cRQcHSWV LQ WKH cXUUHQW UHYLHZ1 
THUP GHQHUDO GHILQLWLRQ AGGLWLRQDO GHWDLOV ZLWKLQ GLHWDU\  

SDWWHUQ DQDO\VLV2 
SWDWLVWLFDO PHWKRG3 

AgUeemenW HRZ clRVe WZR meaVXUemenWV made Rn 
Whe Vame VXbjecW aUe? 
IW iV meaVXUed Rn Whe Vame Vcale aV Whe 
meaVXUemenWV WhemVelYeV.  
AgUeemenW beWZeen meaVXUemenWV iV a 
chaUacWeUiVWic Rf Whe meaVXUemenW 
meWhRdV inYRlYed (51) 

 Bland-AlWman meWhRd ZiWh 95% LOA 
(limiWV aUe defined VXch WhaW Ze 
e[SecW WhaW, in Whe lRng UXn, 95% Rf 
fXWXUe diffeUenceV beWZeen 
meaVXUemenWV made Rn Whe Vame 
VXbjecW Zill lie ZiWhin Whe LOA) (15); 
PURSRUWiRnV Rf VXbjecWV claVVified inWR 
Whe Vame, adjacenW, RU RSSRViWe 
TXanWile caWegRU\ Rf VcRUe, RU 
SURSRUWiRnV Rf miVclaVVified VXbjecWV 
(16); 
KaSSa cRefficienW Rn VcRUe TXanWile 
caWegRUieV (37); 
SeTXence inde[ SlRW (18) 

ReliabiliW\ HRZ inheUenW YaUiabiliW\ in Whe µWUXe¶ leYel 
Rf Whe TXanWiW\ beWZeen VXbjecWV UelaWeV 
WR Whe glRbal YaUiabiliW\ Rf a ShenRmenRn 
(YaUiabiliW\ in WUXe leYelV SlXV YaUiabiliW\ in 
meaVXUemenW eUURU in RbVeUYed 
meaVXUemenWV)? 
If UeliabiliW\ iV high, meaVXUemenW eUURUV 
aUe Vmall in cRmSaUiVRn WR Whe WUXe 
diffeUenceV beWZeen VXbjecWV, VR WhaW 
VXbjecWV can be UelaWiYel\ Zell 
diVWingXiVhed (in WeUmV Rf Whe TXanWiW\ 
being meaVXUed) Rn Whe baViV Rf Whe 
eUURU-SURne meaVXUemenWV. CRnYeUVel\, 
if meaVXUemenW eUURUV Wend WR be laUge 
cRmSaUed ZiWh Whe WUXe diffeUenceV 
beWZeen VXbjecWV, UeliabiliW\ Zill be lRZ 

 InWUaclaVV cRUUelaWiRn cRefficienW 
beWZeen VcRUeV (52); 
TeVW-UeWeVW UeliabiliW\ Rn VcRUeV RU Rn 
dRminanW fRRd gURXSV defining Whe 
idenWified dieWaU\ SaWWeUnV (52) (Vee 
(5) fRU deWailV) 
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(51) 
ReSeaWabiliW\ HRZ mXch iV Whe YaUiaWiRn in UeSeaW 

meaVXUemenWV made Rn Whe Vame 
VXbjecW XndeU idenWical cRndiWiRnV? 
MeaVXUemenWV aUe made b\ Whe Vame 
inVWUXmenW RU meWhRd, Whe Vame RbVeUYeU  
and Whe\ aUe made RYeU a VhRUW SeUiRd Rf 
Wime (RYeU Zhich XndeUl\ing YalXe 
cRnVideUed cRnVWanW). 
VaUiabiliW\ in meaVXUemenWV made Rn Whe 
Vame VXbjecW in a UeSeaWabiliW\ VWXd\ can 
When be aVcUibed Rnl\ WR eUURUV dXe WR Whe 
meaVXUemenW SURceVV iWVelf (51) 

 PeaUVRn RU SSeaUman RU Kendall WaX 
cRUUelaWiRn cRefficienW beWZeen 
VcRUeV 

ReSURdXcibiliW\ HRZ mXch iV Whe YaUiaWiRn in 
meaVXUemenWV made Rn a VXbjecW XndeU 
changing cRndiWiRnV? 
The changing cRndiWiRnV ma\ be dXe WR 
diffeUenW meaVXUemenW meWhRdV RU 
inVWUXmenWV, meaVXUemenWV being made 
b\ diffeUenW RbVeUYeUV, RU meaVXUemenWV 
being made RYeU a lRngeU SeUiRd Rf Wime 
(ZiWhin Zhich Whe µeUURU-fUee¶ leYel Rf Whe 
YaUiable cRXld XndeUgR nRn-negligible 
change) (51) 

RHSURGXFLELOLW\ DFURVV GLIIHUHQW VWDWLVWLFDO 
VROXWLRQV: 
DR diffeUenW chRiceV in Whe meWhRd XVed fRU 
Whe idenWificaWiRn Rf DPV lead WR VimilaU VeWV Rf 
DPV? 
 
SKRUW-WHUP UHSURGXFLELOLW\ RU UHSURGXFLELOLW\: 
AUe Whe VeWV Rf DPV deUiYed aW WZR 
adminiVWUaWiRnV Rf Whe Vame dieWaU\ 
aVVeVVmenW WRRl WR Whe Vame VXbjecWV ZiWhin 
1 \eaU VimilaU? 
ReSURdXcibiliW\ Rf DPV iV W\Sicall\ aVVeVVed 
fRllRZing a SUeYiRXV aVVeVVmenW Rf 
UeSURdXcibiliW\ Rf a fRRd-fUeTXenc\ 
TXeVWiRnnaiUe ZiWhin a YalidaWiRn VWXd\ 
 
LRQJ-WHUP UHSURGXFLELOLW\ RU VWDELOLW\ RYHU 
WLPH:  
AUe Whe VeWV Rf DPV deUiYed aW WZR RU mRUe 
adminiVWUaWiRnV Rf Whe Vame dieWaU\ 
aVVeVVmenW WRRl WR Whe Vame VXbjecWV RYeU 

PeaUVRn (33) RU SSeaUman (28) RU 
Kendall WaX cRUUelaWiRn cRefficienW 
beWZeen VcRUeV; 
InWUa-claVV cRUUelaWiRn cRefficienW 
beWZeen VcRUeV (25); 
CRngUXence cRefficienW beWZeen 
lRadingV (11, 30) 
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lRngeU Wime SeUiRdV (i.e., 2 \eaUV RU mRUe) 
VimilaU? 
 
CURVV-VWXG\ UHSURGXFLELOLW\: 
AUe Whe VeWV Rf DPV deUiYed acURVV cenWeUV 
(ZiWhin Whe Vame VWXd\) RU acURVV diffeUenW 
VWXdieV (SRWenWiall\ UeSUeVenWing diffeUenW 
SRSXlaWiRnV RU cRXnWUieV) VimilaU? 

ValidiW\ DReV a WeVW accXUaWel\ meaVXUe ZhaW iW 
claimV WR be meaVXUing? 

  

  RHODWLYH  
  YDOLGLW\ 

DReV a WeVW cRmSaUe Zell ZiWh a gRld 
VWandaUd WeVW? (53) 

AUe Whe VeWV Rf DPV deUiYed Rn daWa fURm WZR 
diffeUenW dieWaU\ VRXUceV VimilaU?  
RelaWiYe YalidiW\ Rf DPV iV W\Sicall\ aVVeVVed 
fRllRZing a SUeYiRXV aVVeVVmenW Rf UelaWiYe 
YalidiW\ Rf a fRRd-fUeTXenc\ TXeVWiRnnaiUe 
againVW a gRld VWandaUd WRRl ZiWhin a 
YalidaWiRn VWXd\ 

PeaUVRn (54) RU SSeaUman (55) RU 
Kendall WaX (56) cRUUelaWiRn 
cRefficienW beWZeen VcRUeV [cUXde RU 
cRUUecWed (de-aWWenXaWed) fRU 
accRXnWing fRU YaUiaWiRn in Wime (57)]; 
CRngUXence cRefficienW beWZeen 
lRadingV (Vee (5) fRU deWailV) 

  CRQVWUXFW  
  YDOLGLW\ 

DReV a WeVW Zell meaVXUe Whe laWenW 
cRnVWUXcWV WhaW iW iV VXSSRVed WR meaVXUe 
WhURXgh RSeUaWiRnali]aWiRnV Rf Whe 
cRnVWUXcW? (58) 

DR Whe emSiUicall\ deUiYed DP VcRUeV 
UeVemble Whe laWenW DPV Whe\ VhRXld 
UeSUeVenW (in WheiU cRmSRViWiRn and 
cRUUelaWiRn ZiWh Whe RWheU DPV)? 

CFA (9, 27) 

1ABBREVIATIONS: CFA: cRnfiUmaWRU\ facWRU anal\ViV; DP: dieWaU\ SaWWeUn; LOA: limiWV Rf agUeemenW 
2See SXSSlemenWal FigXUe 1 fRU addiWiRnal deWailV 

3FRU each VWaWiVWical meWhRd menWiRned, Ze SURYided an e[amSle VWXd\ UefeUence fURm Whe cXUUenW UeYieZ RU fURm Whe cRmSaniRn Rne (5) WR faciliWaWe 
Whe aVVRciaWiRn beWZeen UeVeaUch TXeVWiRn and VWaWiVWical meWhRd XVed WR accRmSliVh Whe RbjecWiYe   
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SXSSOHPHQWaO TabOH 2. CURVV-VWXG\ UHSURGXcLbLOLW\ RI a posWeriori GLHWaU\ SaWWHUQV: GHWaLOV RQ GLHWaU\ SaWWHUQ cRPSRVLWLRQ1 

RHIHUHQFH LRFDWLRQ DQG SWXG\ DLHWDU\ SDWWHUQ FRPSRVLWLRQ 

BaldeU, 2003 
(6) 

NeWheUlandV, SZeden, 
Finland, and IWal\ 
DIETSCAN (NLCS, 
SMC, ATBC, ORDET) 

FURP PCFAV EDVHG RQ XQDGMXVWHG YDULDEOHV IRU HQHUJ\ LQWDNH: 
(SALAD) VEGETABLE (cRmmRn WR all VWXdieV and diffeUenW gendeUV): high in UaZ leaf YegeWableV, WRmaWReV, caUURWV, cabbageV and 
VRmeWimeV Ril, SRXlWU\, Uice, SaVWa and fiVh; 
PORK, PROCESSED MEAT, POTATOES (cRmmRn WR all VWXdieV and diffeUenW gendeUV): high in SRUk, SURceVVed meaW, and 
SRWaWReV; 
COOKED VEGETABLES (cRmmRn WR NCLS MV and ORDET): high in cRRked leaf YegeWableV, cabbageV, legXmeV, and caUURWV; 
ALCOHOL (cRmmRn WR ATBC, SMC and ORDET): high in Zine, beeU, and VSiUiWV; 
SWEET AND/OR SAVORY SNACKS (cRmmRn WR NCLS MV and FV): high in VaYRU\ VnackV, nXWV, VZeeWV/candieV, cakeV/cRRkieV; 
BROWN/WHITE BREAD SUBSTITUTION (cRmmRn WR NCLS MV and FV): high in bUead VXbVWiWXWeUV; 
SOXV RWKHU 2 SRSXODWLRQ-VSHFLILF DPV QRW GHVFULEHG LQ GHWDLO 

CaVWellR, 2016 
(12) 

SSain 
ESiGEICAM, DDM-
SSain 

FURP PCA RQ ESLGEICAM VWXG\ GDWD: 
WESTERN: high in high-faW daiU\ SURdXcWV, SURceVVed meaW, Uefined gUainV, VZeeWV, eneUgeWic dUinkV and RWheU cRnYenience fRRdV 
and VaXceV and lRZ in lRZ-faW daiU\ SURdXcWV and ZhRle gUainV; 
PRUDENT: high in lRZ-faW daiU\ SURdXcWV, YegeWableV, fUXiWV, ZhRle gUainV, and jXiceV; 
MEDITERRANEAN: high in fiVh, YegeWableV, legXmeV, bRiled SRWaWReV, fUXiWV, RliYeV, and YegeWable Ril and lRZ in jXiceV 
FURP PCA RQ DDM-SSDLQ VWXG\ GDWD: 
WESTERN: in addiWiRn ZiWh SUeYiRXV fRRdV, lRZ in ZhiWe fiVh; 
PRUDENT: high in ZhRle gUainV and jXiceV bXW nRW Rn lRZ-faW daiU\ SURdXcWV, YegeWableV and fUXiWV; 
MEDITERRANEAN: high in VRme YegeWableV, legXmeV, SRWaWReV, nXWV, lRZ-faW daiU\ SURdXcWV, VZeeWV, and VXgaU\ and cRnYenience 
fRRdV, bXW nRW in fiVh, RliYe Ril and fUXiWV 

CaVWellR, 2016 
(11) 

SSain 
ESiGEICAM 

DLHWDU\ SDWWHUQV EDVHG RQ RULJLQDO PCA IURP CDVWHOOR DQG RQ UHFRQVWUXFWLRQ RI ORDGLQJV IURP BHVVDRXG, AGHEDPRZR, DQG THUU\: 
WESTERN (CaVWellR, BeVVaRXd, AdebamRZR, TeUU\): high in high-faW daiU\ SURdXcWV (Rnl\ cheeVe in BeVVaRXd), Ued and SURceVVed 
meaW, Uefined gUainV, VZeeWV, calRUic dUinkV (nRW SUeVenW in BeVVaRXd), and cRnYenience fRRd and VaXceV; 
CaVWellR-PRUDENT, BeVVaRXd-MEDITERRANEAN, AdebamRZR-PRUDENT, and TeUU\-HEALTHY: high in fiVh, fUXiWV, and 
YegeWableV, alVR high in lRZ-faW SURdXcWV ("daiU\ SURdXcWV" in BeVVaRXd); 
CaVWellR-MEDITERRANEAN, BeVVaRXd-MEDITERRANEAN, AdebamRZR-PRUDENT, and TeUU\-HEALTHY: high in fiVh, fUXiWV, and 
YegeWableV, alVR high legXmeV (nRW SUeVenW in TeUU\), nXWV (nRW SUeVenW in BeVVaRXd and TeUU\), and RliYe Ril (nRW SUeVenW in 
AdebamRZR and TeUU\) 
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De ViWR, 2019 
(32) 

USA, IWal\, and 
SZiW]eUland 
INHANCE 

FURP PXOWL-VWXG\ IDFWRU DQDO\VLV RQ DOO WKH 7 DYDLODEOH VWXGLHV: 
ANIMAL PRODUCTS AND CEREALS: high in WRWal SURWein, ]inc, ShRVShRUXV, UibRflaYin, VRdiXm, niacin, Whiamin, chRleVWeURl, 
calciXm, YiWamin B6, iURn, SRWaVViXm, and WRWal caUbRh\dUaWeV; 
ANTIOXIDANT VITAMINS AND FIBER: high in YiWamin C, WRWal fibeU, WRWal fRlaWe, SRWaVViXm, WRWal caURWene, and YiWamin B6; 
FATS: high in mRnRXnVaWXUaWed and SRl\XnVaWXUaWed faWW\ acidV, YiWamin E, and VaWXUaWed faWW\ acidV 
SWXG\-VSHFLILF DPV IRU WKH 8S VWXGLHV RQO\: 4 DPV ZLWK VRPH YDULDWLRQ EXW EDVLFDOO\ VXPPDUL]HG DV: 
DAIRY PRODUCTS AND BREAKFAST CEREALS: high in calciXm and lRZ in niacin (RU YiceYeUVa) 

JXdd, 2014 
(26) 

USA 
REGARDS 

FURP ILQDO PCA VROXWLRQ RQ WKH ZKROH VDPSOH: 
CONVENIENCE: high in mi[ed diVheV ZiWh meaW, SaVWa diVheV, Me[ican diVheV, Si]]a, Ued meaW, VRXS, fUied SRWaWReV, and ChineVe 
diVheV; 
PLANT-BASED: high in cUXcifeURXV, gUeen leaf\, daUk \ellRZ, and RWheU YegeWableV, fUXiWV, beanV, and fiVh; 
SWEETS/FATS: miVcellaneRXV VXgaU, deVVeUWV, bUead, VZeeW bUeakfaVW fRRdV, chRcRlaWe, cand\, VRlid faWV, and RilV; 
SOUTHERN: high in added faWV, eggV, fUied fRRd, RUgan meaWV, SURceVVed meaWV, and VXgaU-VZeeWened beYeUageV; 
ALCOHOL/SALADS: high in Valad dUeVVing, gUeen leaf\ YegeWableV, WRmaWReV, Zine, bXWWeU, and liTXRU 

ManniVWR, 2005 
(7) 

NeWheUlandV, SZeden, 
and IWal\ 
DIETSCAN (NLCS, 
SMC, ATBC, ORDET) 

FURP PCFAV RQ HDFK VWXG\: FRPPRQ DPV: 
VEGETABLES - VEG: high in YegeWableV, legXmeV, fUXiW, SaVWa, fiVh and Ril; 
PORK, PROCESSED MEAT, POTATOES - PPP: high in SRUk, beaf, SURceVVed meaWV, SRWaWReV, Uice, SRXlWU\, liYeU, bXWWeU/lRZ-faW 
maUgaUine, SaVWa, and cRffee; 
SOXV RWKHU SRSXODWLRQ-VSHFLILF DPV QRW GHVFULEHG LQ GHWDLO 

MRVkal, 2014 
(8) 

EXURSe 
EPIC 

FURP RYHUDOO PCA: 
PC1: high in dieWaU\ fibUe, YiWamin C, beWa-caURWene and fRlaWe, lRZ in VaWXUaWed faWW\ acidV, chRleVWeURl, YiWamin B12, UeWinRl, and 
YiWamin D; 
PC2: high in UibRflaYin, B6, fRlaWe, YiWamin B12, YiWamin C, beWa-caURWene, UeWinRl, ShRVShRUXV, SRWaVViXm and magneViXm, lRZ in 
VWaUch; 
PC3: high in YiWamin D, SRl\XnVaWXUaWed faWW\ acidV, Whiamin, YiWamin B6, and fibUe, lRZ in VaWXUaWed faWW\ acidV and UeWinRl; 
PC4: high Rn calciXm, WRWal SURWeinV, UibRflaYin, and ShRVShRUXV, lRZ in SRl\XnVaWXUaWed faWW\ acidV and YiWamin E 

SchZeUin, 1981 
(43) 

USA 
Ten-SWaWe NXWUiWiRn 
SXUYe\ (Ten-SWaWe), 
HANES I 

FURP PCA RQ THQ-SWDWH: 
I: high in daiU\ SURdXcWV, and VRXSV, and lRZ in fRRdV SUimaUil\ VXgaU; 
II: high in nRnVXgaU\ beYeUageV and cRndimenWV and lRZ in daiU\ SURdXcWV; 
III: high in ceUealV and gUainV, legXmeV and nXWV, and eggV; 
IV: high in fUXiWV, YegeWableV and jXiceV, deVVeUWV and meaWV; 
V: high in SRXlWU\; 
VI: high in mi[ed diVheV - SURWein, and VhellfiVh; 
VII: high in fiVh and faWV 
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SchZeUin, 1982 
(44) 

USA 
Ten-SWaWe NXWUiWiRn 
SXUYe\ (Ten-SWaWe), 
HANES I, NFCS 

FURP PCA RQ THQ-SWDWH: 7 DPV 
I: high in daiU\ SURdXcWV, and VRXSV; 
II: high in nRnVXgaU\ beYeUageV and cRndimenWV; 
III: high in ceUealV and gUainV, legXmeV and nXWV, and eggV; 
IV: high in YegeWableV and fUXiW, meaWV, and deVVeUWV; 
V: high in SRXlWU\; 
VI: high in mi[ed SURWein diVheV and VhellfiVh; 
VII: high in fiVh and faWV and RilV 
FURP PCA RQ HANES I: 8 DPV, Rf Zhich 7 DPV VimilaU WR Whe Ten-SWaWe RneV and 1 e[WUa DP ZiWh gUeaWeU cRnVXmSWiRn Rf VXgaU\ 
fRRd and beYeUageV 
FURP PCA RQ NFCS: 6 DPV, Rf Zhich 5 ZeUe eiWheU idenWical RYeU Whe decade RU cRmbinaWiRnV Rf SUeYiRXV DPV 

1ABBREVIATIONS: ATBC: AlSha-TRcRSheURl BeWa-CaURWene CanceU PUeYenWiRn SWXd\; DDM-SSain: DeWeUminanWeV de la DenVidad MamRgUifica 
en EVSaxa; DIETSCAN: DIETaU\ SaWWeUnS and CANceU in fRXU EXURSean cRXnWUieV SURjecW; DP: dieWaU\ SaWWeUn; EPIC: EXURSean PURVSecWiYe 
InYeVWigaWiRn inWR CanceU and NXWUiWiRn; ESiGEICAM: GUXSR EVSaxRl de inYeVWigaciyn en CinceU de Mama; F: female; HANES: HealWh and NXWUiWiRn 
E[aminaWiRn SXUYe\; INHANCE: InWeUnaWiRnal Head and Neck CanceU ESidemiRlRg\ cRnVRUWiXm; M: male; NFCS: NaWiRnZide FRRd CRnVXmSWiRn 
SXUYe\; NLCS: NeWheUlandV CRhRUW SWXd\ Rn dieW and canceU; ORDET: OUmRni e DieWa nella E]iRlRgia dei TXmRUi in IWal\; PC: SUinciSal cRmSRnenW; 
PCA: SUinciSal cRmSRnenW anal\ViV; PCFA: SUinciSal cRmSRnenW facWRU anal\ViV; REGARDS: ReaVRnV fRU GeRgUaShic and Racial DiffeUenceV in 
SWURke; SMC: SZediVh MammRgUaSh\ CRhRUW 
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SXSSOHPHQWaO TabOH 3. SWabLOLW\ RYHU WLPH RI a posWeriori GLHWaU\ SaWWHUQV: GHWaLOV RQ GLHWaU\ SaWWHUQ cRPSRVLWLRQ1 

RHIHUHQcH LRcaWLRQ aQG SWXG\ DLHWaU\ SaWWHUQ cRPSRVLWLRQ 

AVghaUi, 2012 
(25) 

IUan 
TLGS 

FURP PCAV RQ GLIIHUHQW GLHWDU\ VRXUFHV DQG WLPH-SRLQWV: 
IRANIAN TRADITIONAL (cRmmRn WR all 4 dieWaU\ daWa): high in YegeWableV, fUXiWV, SRWaWReV, daiU\ 
SURdXcWV, legXmeV and nXWV, ZhRle gUainV, Wea and cRffee, RliYeV, eggV, Ued meaW, and RUgan meaW; 
WESTERN (cRmmRn WR all 4 dieWaU\ daWa): high in caUbRnaWed dUinkV, ValW\ VnackV and ValW\ 
YegeWableV, VXgaUV, VZeeWV, deVVeUWV, YegeWable Ril, animal faWV, faVW fRRdV, SRXlWU\, fiVh and RWheU 
VeafRRd and Uefined gUainV; 
COMBINED (FFQ3 daWa Rnl\): high in SRWaWReV, Wea and cRffee, YegeWable RilV, eggV, legXmeV and 
nXWV, VXgaU, ZhRle gUainV and ValW\ VnackV 

BRUland, 2008 
(28) 

UK 
SWS 

FURP PCAV DW EDVHOLQH DQG DW IROORZ-XS: 
PRUDENT DIET: high in YegeWableV, fUXiW, ZhRlemeal bUead, Uice/SaVWa, \RgXUW, bUeakfaVW ceUealV, 
lRZ in ZhiWe bUead, URaVW SRWaWReV/chiSV, Ued/SURceVVed meaW, fXll-faW milk, fXll-faW VSUead, cUiVSV, 
cRnfecWiRneU\, VXgaU, Wea/cRffee and YRUkVhiUe SXddingV/SancakeV, Winned YegeWableV, cakeV and 
biVcXiWV, and VRfW dUinkV; 
HIGH-ENERGY DIET: high in SXddingV, cakeV/biVcXiWV, SRWaWReV/chiSV, YegeWableV, fUXiW, 
Ued/SURceVVed meaW, fiVh, eggV, RilV and fXll-faW VSUeadV 

Chen, 2015 
(29) 

Canada 
CCS, FFQVP 

FURP EFA RQ CCS VWXG\: 
MEAT: high in Ued meaW, cXUed/SURceVVed Ued meaW, cXUed/SURceVVed meaW, and mi[ed diVheV; 
PLANT-BASED DIET: high in fUXiW, cUXcifeURXV YegeWableV, RWheU gUeen YegeWableV, beanV, SeaV, 
RWheU YegeWableV, WRmaWR VaXce, WRWal ceUealV and gUainV, and ZhRle gUainV; 
FISH: high in fiVh, SURceVVed fiVh, beUUieV, and RWheU lRcal fUXiWV, and lRZ in cheeVe 
FURP EFA RQ FFQ9P VWXG\: 
aV abRYe fRU Whe MEAT and FISH DPV, bXW Whe PLANT-BASED DP becRmeV: 
VEGETABLES/FRUITS: high in gUeenV, WRmaWR VaXce, beUUieV, and RWheU YegeWableV; 
SOXV DQ DGGLWLRQDO DP: 
GRAINS: high in ZhRle gUainV, ceUeal, gUainV and lRZ in beeU, ZhiWe Zine, and cRffee 
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CUR]ieU, 2009 
(15) 

UK 
SWS 

FURP PCAV DW 3 WLPH-SRLQWV: 
PRUDENT: high in fUXiW and YegeWableV, ZhRle-meal bUead, Uice and SaVWa, \RgXUW, and lRZ in chiSV 
and URaVW SRWaWReV, VXgaU, ZhiWe bUead, SURceVVed meaW, fXll-faW daiU\ SURdXcWV, cUiVSV, YRUkVhiUe 
SXddingV and VaYRU\ SancakeV, cRnfecWiRneU\, and Wea and cRffee; 
HIGH-ENERGY DIET: high in fUXiW and YegeWableV, SXddingV, meaW and fiVh, eggV and egg diVheV, 
cakeV and biVcXiWV, fXll-faW VSUead, SRWaWReV, cUiVSV, and cRnfecWiRneU\; 
SOXV H[WUD DPV QRW VKDUHG DFURVV WLPH-SRLQWV DQG QRW GHVFULEHG LQ GHWDLO (ORZ WRWDO YDULDQFH 
H[SODLQHG DQG OHVV LQWHUSUHWDEOH) 

CXcz, 2006 
(30) 

SSain 
NA 

FURP PCFAV DW WKH 5 WLPH-SRLQWV ZLWK VRPH YDULDWLRQ: 
SWEETENED BEVERAGES AND SUGARS: high in VZeeWened beYeUageV and VXgaUV, and lRZ in 
fUeVh fUXiW, YegeWableV, URRWV and WXbeUV (VignV inYeUWed in VRme Rf Whe Wime-SRinWV); 
VEGETABLES AND MEAT (nRW SUeVenW in Whe SRVWSaUWXm SeUiRd): high in YegeWableV, URRWV and 
WXbeUV, Ued meaW, cXUed cRld meaWV, RliYe Ril, and eggV 

CXWleU, 2009 
(31) 

USA (MinneVRWa) 
EAT 

FURP PCFA DW TLPH 1: acURVV cRhRUW and gendeU, Vame VeW Rf 4 DPV idenWified: 
VEGETABLE: high in ]Xcchini, VTXaVh, eggSlanW, kale and gUeenV, VSinach, SeaV and lima beanV; 
FRUIT: high in RUangeV and gUaSefUXiW, aSSleV and aSSle VaXce, SeaUV, gUaSeV, bananaV, 
VWUaZbeUUieV, canWalRXSe and melRnV, SeacheV, and SlXmV and aSUicRWV; 
SWEET/SALTY SNACK FOOD: high in chRcRlaWe baUV, RWheU cand\ baUV, cand\ ZiWh chRcRlaWe, 
bURZnieV, cake, SRWaWReV chiSV, and nachRV; 
STARCHY FOOD: high in EngliVh mXffinV/bagelV, gUilled cheeVe, SancakeV, and cUackeUV fRU 3 
VXbgURXSV, and high in maVhed SRWaWReV, laVagna, SUeW]elV, macaURni and cheeVe, and VSagheWWi 
ZiWh VaXce fRU 2 VXbgURXSV; 
FURP PCFA DW TLPH 2: SUeYiRXV 4 DPV, nRW idenWical an\mRUe acURVV cRhRUW and gendeU (e[ceSW fRU 
\RXng giUlV), bXW faiUl\ VimilaU: 
VEGETABLE AND FRUIT DPV: cRmbined in RldeU bR\V and giUlV and VeSaUaWe in \RXngeU bR\V 
(and giUlV); 
SWEET/SALTY SNACK FOOD: idenWical acURVV cRhRUW and gendeU; 
STARCHY FOOD: in \RXngeU and RldeU giUlV Rnl\; 
FAST FOOD: high in hambXUgeUV, FUench fUieV, fUied fRRd, nRndieW VRda; idenWified in all age/Ve[ 
gURXSV e[ceSW \RXng giUlV 

DekkeU, 2013 
(10) 

NeWheUlandV 
DReWinchem CRhRUW 
SWXd\ 

FURP CA RQ HDFK RI WKH 3 VXUYH\V: 
HIGH-FIBER BREAD: high SeUcenWage Rf WRWal eneUg\ fURm high-fibUe bUead, cakeV and cRRkieV, 
and cheeVe; 
LOW-FIBER BREAD: high SeUcenWage Rf WRWal eneUg\ fURm lRZ-fibUe bUead, VXgaU-VZeeWened 
beYeUageV, RWheU alcRhRlic dUinkV and fUieV 
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FXng, 2001 
(33) 

USA 
HPFS 

FURP PCFAV DW WKH 3 WLPH-SRLQWV: 
PRUDENT: high in fUXiW, YegeWableV, SRXlWU\, fiVh, ZhRle gUainV, and legXmeV; 
WESTERN: high in Ued and SURceVVed meaW, FUench fUieV, eggV, high-faW daiU\ SURdXcWV, VZeeWV, 
and Uefined gUainV 

GeUdeV, 2002 
(34) 

DenmaUk 
MONICA 

FURP PCFAV DW HDFK RI WKH 3 VXUYH\V: 
COARSE BREAD: high in cRaUVe bUead; 
BAKED GOODS AND SWEETS: high in cakeV and biVcXiWV, jam, hRne\, cand\, ice cUeam, and 
VRda; 
FRUIT AND VEGETABLES: high in fUXiW, jXice, YegeWableV, and cheeVe; 
MEAT, POTATOES AND FAT: high in meaW, VaXVageV, SRWaWReV, bXWWeU, faW, and maUgaUine; 
PASTA AND RICE: high in MediWeUUanean and AVian cRRking; 
BREAKFAST: high in SRUUidge, RaWmeal, milk, \RgXUW, jam, and hRne\ 

LRSe]-GaUcia, 2004 
(35) 

USA 
NHS 

FURP PCFAV DW WKH 2 WLPH-SRLQWV DQG RQ WKH DYHUDJH FRQVXPSWLRQ IURP WKH 2 WLPH-SRLQWV: 
PRUDENT: high in YegeWableV, fUXiW, legXmeV, ZhRle gUainV, fiVh, and SRXlWU\; 
WESTERN: high in Ued meaW, SURceVVed meaW, Uefined gUainV, VZeeWV, deVVeUWV, FUench fUieV, and 
high-faW daiU\ SURdXcWV 

Malik, 2012 
(36) 

USA 
NHS II 

FURP EFAV DW WKH 5 WLPH-SRLQWV ZLWK VRPH YDULDWLRQ LQ WKH 2003 DPV: 
PRUDENT: high in YegeWableV, fUXiW, legXmeV, fiVh, and beWWeU-TXaliW\ gUainV, lRZ in VnackV and 
VRda; 
WESTERN: high in deVVeUWV, VnackV, SURceVVed meaW, FUench fUieV, and Uefined gUainV, and lRZ in 
YegeWableV, fUXiW, and fiVh 

Mikkila, 2005 
(16) 

Finland 
CaUdiRYaVcXlaU RiVk 
in YRXng FinnV SWXd\ 

FURP PCFAV DW WKH 3 WLPH-SRLQWV ZLWK VRPH YDULDWLRQ GHVFULEHG: 
PATTERN 1: high in U\e, SRWaWReV, milk, bXWWeU, VaXVageV, cRffee (aW all Wime-SRinWV), lRZ in fUXiW and 
beUU\, and RWheU daiU\ SURdXcWV (in 1980 and 2001); 
PATTERN 2: high in U\e, YegeWableV, legXmeV and nXWV, Wea, U\e, cheeVe and RWheU daiU\ SURdXcWV 
(aW all Wime-SRinWV), and alcRhRlic beYeUageV (in 2001); 
SOXV RQH H[WUD DP QRW GHVFULEHG LQ GHWDLO EXW QRW HDVLO\ LQWHUSUHWDEOH 
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MiVhUa, 2006 
(37) 

UK 
Medical ReVeaUch 
CRXncil NaWiRnal 
SXUYe\ Rf HealWh and 
DeYelRSmenW (1946 
BUiWiVh BiUWh CRhRUW) 

FURP EFAV RQ 1999 GDWD, EXW VLPLODU WR 1982 DQG 1989 GDWD: 
AmRng FV; 
ETHNIC FOOD AND ALCOHOL: high in Indian and ChineVe mealV, Uice, SaVWa, Ril\ fiVh and 
VhellfiVh, RliYe Ril, VRme YegeWableV, and alcRhRlic beYeUageV; 
MEAT, POTATOES AND SWEET FOODS: high in Ued meaW, bacRn, ham, SRWaWReV, VZeeW SieV, 
cakeV, SXddingV and deVVeUWV, and lRZ in SaVWa, and Vkimmed milk; 
FRUIT, VEGETABLES AND DAIRY: lRZ-faW and UedXced-faW daiU\ SURdXcWV, fUXiW, VRme YegeWableV 
and ZhRle-meal bUead, and lRZ in meaW, meaW SURdXcWV, and ZhiWe bUead 
AmRng MV; 
ETHNIC FOOD AND ALCOHOL: high in Indian and ChineVe mealV, Uice, SaVWa, VhellfiVh, RliYeV, 
VRme YegeWableV and legXmeV, and alcRhRlic beYeUageV, and lRZ in meaW SieV, fUied chiSV, and 
animal faWV; 
MIXED: high in man\ fUXiWV and YegeWableV, lRZ-faW/lRZ-calRUie \RgXUW and VR\a milk and cakeV, 
VZeeW biVcXiWV, VZeeW SieV, SXddingV, deVVeUWV, cRnfecWiRneU\, and ice cUeam 

NeZb\, 2006 
(23) 

SZeden 
SMC 

FURP PCFA DW ERWK WLPH-SRLQWV (1987 DQG 1997) DQG FRQILUPHG ZLWK CFA DW ERWK WLPH-SRLQWV (1987 
DQG 1997): 
HEALTHY: high in YegeWableV, fUXiW, ZhRle gUainV, fUXiW jXice, and ceUeal; 
WESTERN/SWEDISH: high in meaW, SURceVVed meaW, liYeU, Uefined gUainV, and SRWaWReV; 
ALCOHOL: high in Zine, VSiUiWV, VnackV beeU, and chRcRlaWe; 
SWEETS: high in VZeeW baked gRRdV, chRcRlaWe, VXgaU\ fRRdV, daiU\ deVVeUWV, VRda, fUXiW VRXS, and 
Uefined gUainV; 
SOXV 2 H[WUD DPV QRW VKDUHG DPRQJ WKH 2 WLPH-SRLQWV 

NeZb\, 2006 
(22) 

SZeden 
SMC 

FURP PCFA DW ERWK WLPH-SRLQWV (1987 DQG 1997) DQG FRQILUPHG ZLWK CFA DW ERWK WLPH-SRLQWV (1987 
DQG 1997): ZiWh VRme YaUiaWiRn in Whe HealWh\ DP (VeafRRd, SRXlWU\, and eggV alVR cRnWUibXWed WR 
HEALTHY DP in 1987, ZheUeaV legXmeV and VR\ SURdXcWV cRnWUibXWed WR HEALTHY DP in 1997) 
HEALTHY: high in YegeWableV, fUXiW, ZhRle gUainV, fUXiW jXice, and ceUeal; 
WESTERN/SWEDISH: high in meaW, SURceVVed meaW, liYeU, Uefined gUainV, and SRWaWReV; 
ALCOHOL: high in Zine, VSiUiWV, VnackV beeU, and chRcRlaWe; 
SWEETS: high in VZeeW baked gRRdV, chRcRlaWe, VXgaU\ fRRdV, daiU\ deVVeUWV, VRda, fUXiW VRXS, and 
Uefined gUainV; 
SOXV 2 H[WUD DPV QRW VKDUHG DPRQJ WKH 2 WLPH-SRLQWV 

NimSWVch, 2014 
(38) 

USA 
NHS II 

FURP EFAV DW WKH 5 WLPH-SRLQWV: 
PRUDENT: high in YegeWableV, fUXiW, beWWeU-TXaliW\ gUainV, fiVh, and SRXlWU\; 
WESTERN: high in deVVeUWV and VZeeWV, Vnack fRRdV, Ued and SURceVVed meaW, FUench fUieV, and 
Uefined gUainV 
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NRUWhVWRne, 2005 
(39) 

UK 
ALSPAC 

FURP PCAV DW 2 WLPH SRLQWV: 
JUNK: high in high-faW and VXgaU cRnWenW, SURceVVed and cRnYenience fRRdV; 
TRADITIONAL: high in meaW, SRWaWReV and YegeWableV; 
HEALTH-CONSCIOUS: high in YegeWaUian VW\le fRRdV, Uice, SaVWa, cheeVe, Valad, fiVh, and fUXiW 

NRUWhVWRne, 2013 
(18) 

UK 
ALSPAC 

FURP CAV DW DOO WLPH-SRLQWV, LQ RUGHU RI VL]H: 
PROCESSED: higheU mean cRnVXmSWiRn Rf SURceVVed meaW, SieV and SaVWieV, cRaWed and fUied 
chicken and ZhiWe fiVh, Si]]a, chiSV, baked beanV and Winned SaVWa, chRcRlaWe, VZeeWV, VXgaU and 
dieW and UegXlaU fi]]\ dUinkV; 
HEALTHY: higheU mean cRnVXmSWiRn Rf nRn-ZhiWe bUead, UedXced faW milk, cheeVe, \RgXUW and 
fURmage fUaiV, bXWWeU, bUeakfaVW ceUeal, Uice, SaVWa, eggV, fiVh, YegeWable and YegeWaUian diVheV, 
VRXS, Valad, legXmeV, fUXiW, cUackeUV and cUiVSbUeadV, high-eneUg\-denViW\ VaXceV (e.g. 
ma\RnnaiVe), fUXiW jXice, and ZaWeU; 
TRADITIONAL: higheU mean cRnVXmSWiRn Rf Ued meaW, SRXlWU\, SRWaWReV, YegeWableV, VWaUch-baVed 
SURdXcWV (e.g. YRUkVhiUe SXdding), lRZ-eneUg\-denViW\ VaXceV (e.g. gUaY\), SXddingV, Wea and 
cRffee; 
PACKED LUNCH: higheU mean cRnVXmSWiRn Rf ZhiWe bUead, maUgaUine, ham and bacRn, VZeeW 
VSUeadV (e.g. hRne\), ValW\ flaYRXUingV (e.g. \eaVW e[WUacW), cUiVSV, biVcXiWV, dieW VTXaVh, Wea and 
cRffee     

NRUWhVWRne, 2008 
(17) 

UK 
ALSPAC 

FURP PCA RQ 4 WLPH-SRLQWV: 
PROCESSED (aW all Wime-SRinWV): high in high-faW and VXgaU cRnWenW fRRdV and SURceVVed and 
cRnYenience fRRdV; 
TRADITIONAL (aW all Wime-SRinWV): high in meaW, SRXlWU\, SRWaWReV and YegeWableV; 
HEALTH CONSCIOUS (aW 3, 4, and 7 \V Rnl\): high in ValadV, fUXiW, YegeWableV, fiVh, SaVWa and Uice; 
HEALTH CONSCIOUS/VEGETARIAN (aW 9 \V Rnl\): high in ValadV, fUXiW, YegeWableV, fiVh, SaVWa 
and Uice, bXW alVR high in meaW VXbVWiWXWeV, SXlVeV, nXWV and YegeWaUian SieV; 
SNACK (aW 3 \V Rnl\): high in cheeVe, fUXiW, SXddingV, cakeV, biVcXiWV, and cUiVSV 

NRUWhVWRne, 2008 
(40) 

UK 
ALSPAC 

FURP PCA RQ SUHJQDQF\ GDWD: 
HEALTH-CONSCIOUS: high in Valad, fUeVh fUXiW, Uice, SaVWa, fiVh, SXlVeV, and nRn-ZhiWe bUead; 
TRADITIONAL (BUiWiVh): high in all W\SeV Rf YegeWableV, VRme Ued meaW, and SRXlWU\; 
PROCESSED: high in meaW SieV, VaXVage and bXUgeUV, fUied fRRdV, Si]]a, and chiSV; 
CONFECTIONARY: high in chRcRlaWe, VZeeWV, biVcXiWV, cakeV and RWheU SXddingV; 
VEGETARIAN: high in meaW VXbVWiWXWeV, SXlVeV, nXWV, and heUbal Wea; 
FURP PCA RQ 4-\ IROORZ-XS GDWD: 
TRADITIONAL DP lRVW, HEALTH-CONSCIOUS VimilaU, Whe RWheU 3 DP YiUWXall\ idenWical in Whe 
dRminanW FG acURVV Wime 
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PUeYRVW, 1997 
(41) 

UK 
HALS 

FURP PCAV DW HALS1 DQG HALS2 DQG DOVR VLPLODU IRU MV DQG FV: 
COMPONENT 1 (HIGH IN FRUIT AND VEGETABLES, LOW IN FAT): high in fUeVh fUXiW, ValadV, 
bURZn bUead, fUXiW jXice, gUeen YegeWableV, VSUead (lRZ-faW), milk (Vemi-Vkimmed), RWheU YegeWableV, 
and URRW YegeWableV, lRZ in chiSV, fUied fRRdV, and SURceVVed meaWV; 
COMPONENT 2 (HIGH IN ENERGY-DENSE FOODS): high in SXddingV/SieV, cake, SRWaWReV, 
biVcXiWV, SUeVeUYeV, SXlVeV, caUcaVV meaW, URRW YegeWableV, cUeam, cRRked fUXiW, cRnfecWiRneU\, 
gUeen YegeWableV, milk, eggV, lighW deVVeUWV; 
COMPONENT 3 (HIGH IN CONVENIENCE FOODS): high in cUiVSV, VRfW dUinkV, chiSV, fUied fRRd, 
cRffee, SaVWa/Uice, SURceVVed meaW, lRZ in Wea and SUeVeUYeV; 
COMPONENT 4 (HIGH IN SUGARY FOODS, LOW IN VEGETABLES): high in cRnfecWiRneU\, 
biVcXiWV, cake, and lRZ in gUeen YegeWableV, URRW YegeWableV, SXlVeV, RWheU YegeWableV, and SRWaWReV 

SchXl]e, 2006 
(42) 

USA 
NHS II 

FURP EFAV DW DOO WLPH-SRLQWV: 
PRUDENT: high in fUXiWV, YegeWableV, ZhRle gUainV, fiVh, SRXlWU\, and Valad dUeVVingV; 
WESTERN: high in Ued and SURceVVed meaW, Uefined gUainV, VZeeWV and deVVeUWV, and SRWaWReV 

TRgR, 2004 
(27) 

DenmaUk 
MONICA 

FURP CFA DPRQJ MV, DW ERWK EDVHOLQH DQG IROORZ-XS: 
GREEN: high in ZheaW bUead and U\e bUead ZiWh ZhRle gUainV and/RU bUan; UaZ and bRiled 
YegeWableV, fUXiW, Uice, cheeVe, fiVh, milk SURdXcWV and lRZ in ZhiWe (ZheaW) bUead; 
SWEET: high in cake, biVcXiWV, RU RWheU baked gRRdV, cand\ RU chRcRlaWe, VRfW dUink RU ice-cUeam, 
and jam/maUmalade RU hRne\; 
TRADITIONAL: high in meaW, SaWp and meaW fRU bUead, SRWaWReV, ZhiWe (ZheaW) bUead, VaXVage, 
bXWWeU, laUd and haUd maUgaUine, and eggV; 
FURP CFA DPRQJ FV, DW ERWK EDVHOLQH DQG IROORZ-XS: 
GREEN: Vame aV fRU MV; 
SWEET-TRADITIONAL: high in cand\ RU chRcRlaWe, cake, biVcXiWV, RU RWheU baked gRRdV, SaWp and 
meaW fRU bUead, ZhiWe (ZheaW) bUead, bXWWeU, laUd and haUd maUgaUine, VRfW dUink RU ice-cUeam, 
jam/maUmalade RU hRne\, SRWaWReV, meaW, and VaXVage 

Yan Dam, 2002 
(45) 

USA 
HPFS 

FURP PCFAV DW WKH 2 WLPH-SRLQWV: 
PRUDENT: high in YegeWableV, legXmeV, fUXiW, ZhRle gUainV, fiVh, and SRXlWU\; 
WESTERN: high in Ued meaW, SURceVVed meaW, Uefined gUainV, FUench fUieV, high-faW daiU\ SURdXcWV, 
VZeeWV and deVVeUWV, high-VXgaU dUinkV, and eggV 
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WeiVma\eU, 2006 
(9) 

SZeden 
SMC 

FURP EFAV DW EDVHOLQH DQG IROORZ-XS DQG FRQILUPHG E\ CFAV DW EDVHOLQH DQG IROORZ-XS: 
HEALTHY: high in fUXiWV, WRmaWReV, YegeWableV, ceUeal, and fiVh; 
WESTERN: high in meaW, SURceVVed meaW, fUied SRWaWReV, VRfW dUinkV, and VZeeWV; 
ALCOHOL: high in beeU, Zine, and liTXRU cRnVXmSWiRn aV Zell aV Vnack cRnVXmSWiRn; 
SOXV H[WUD DPV GLIILFXOW WR LQWHUSUHW RU GRPLQDWHG E\ RQO\ 1 KLJK ORDGLQJ  

1ABBREVIATIONS: ALSPAC: AYRn LRngiWXdinal SWXd\ Rf PaUenWV and ChildUen; CA: clXVWeU anal\ViV; CCS: CaVe-CRnWURl SWXd\, heUe inWended aV 
Whe fXll name Rf Rne Rf Whe inclXded VWXdieV and nRW aV Whe caVe-cRnWURl VWXd\ deVign; CFA: cRnfiUmaWRU\ facWRU anal\ViV; DP: dieWaU\ SaWWeUn; EAT: 
EaWing AmRng TeenV; EFA: e[SlRUaWRU\ facWRU anal\ViV; F: female; FFQ: fRRd-fUeTXenc\ TXeVWiRnnaiUe; FFQ1/FFQ2/FFQ3: fRRd-fUeTXenc\ 
TXeVWiRnnaiUe aW Wime 1/2/3; FFQVP: FRRd-FUeTXenc\ QXeVWiRnnaiUe ValidaWiRn PURjecW; FG: fRRd gURXSV; HALS: HealWh and LifeVW\le SXUYe\; HPFS: 
HealWh PURfeVViRnalV FRllRZ-XS SWXd\; M: male; MONICA: MONIWRUing Rf WUendV and deWeUminanWV in CAUdiRYaVcXlaU DiVeaVe; NA: nRW aYailable; 
NHS: NXUVeV' HealWh SWXd\; PCA: SUinciSal cRmSRnenW anal\ViV; PCFA: SUinciSal cRmSRnenW facWRU anal\ViV; SMC: SZediVh MammRgUaSh\ CRhRUW; 
SWS: SRXWhamSWRn WRmen'V SXUYe\; TLGS: TeheUan LiSid and GlXcRVe SWXd\; \: \eaU 
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SXSSOHPHQWaO FLJXUH 1. ScKHPHV RI GLHWaU\ SaWWHUQ LGHQWLILcaWLRQ SURcHVVHV UHOaWHG WR WKH aVVHVVPHQW RI WKHLU UHSURGXcLbLOLW\ aQG YaOLGLW\. 
SSHcLILcaOO\, UHSURGXcLbLOLW\ aQG/RU YaOLGLW\ RI GLHWaU\ SaWWHUQV caQ bH aVVHVVHG LQ WKH IROORZLQJ VHW-XSV: PaQHO (A): aW RQH WLPH SRLQW aQG 
ZLWK RQH GLHWaU\ VRXUcH; PaQHO (B): aW PXOWLSOH WLPH SRLQWV aQG ZLWK WZR GLHWaU\ VRXUcH, PaQHO (C): aW PXOWLSOH WLPH SRLQWV; PaQHO (D): 
acURVV cHQWHUV IURP WKH VWXG\ RU acURVV GLIIHUHQW VWXGLHV. AOO RI WKHVH VHWWLQJV Pa\ LQcOXGH cRQILUPaWLRQ RI WKH LGHQWLILHG GLHWaU\ SaWWHUQV 
ZLWK cRQILUPaWRU\ IacWRU aQaO\VLV [PaQHO (E)]1 

 
1ABBREVIATIONS: CFA: cRnfiUmaWRU\ facWRU anal\ViV; DPV: dieWaU\ SaWWeUnV; EFA: e[SlRUaWRU\ facWRU anal\ViV: FFQ: fRRd-fUeTXenc\ TXeVWiRnnaiUe; 
GS: gRld VWandaUd dieWaU\ aVVeVVmenW WRRl; mGS: mean Rf inWakeV fURm mXlWiSle adminiVWUaWiRnV Rf Whe Vame gRld VWandaUd WRRl 

An\ VWXd\ deVign: aW 1 Wime-SRinW ValidaWiRn VWXdieV: aW mXlWiSle Wime-
SRinWV and ZiWh 2 dieWaU\ VRXUceV

CRhRUW VWXdieV RU mXlWiSle ZaYeV Rf 
naWiRnal VXUYe\V: aW � 2 Wime-SRinWV

CenWeU-baVed VWXd\ deVignV RU 
inWeUnaWiRnal VWXdieV: aW 1 Wime-SRinW ZiWh 

SRWenWiall\ diffeUenW dieWaU\ VRXUceV

FFQ

DPV emeUging fURm 
VWaWiVWical VRlXWiRn 1

DPV emeUging fURm 
VWaWiVWical VRlXWiRn 2

DP UeSURdXcibiliW\ 
acURVV VWaWiVWical 
VRlXWiRnV

FFQW1 FFQW2 FFQW3
Time:

� 2 \eaUV
Time:

� 2 \eaUV
.͙͙.. ͙͙͙ ͙͙.. ..........

DPVW1 DPVW2 DPVW3

DP
VWabiliW\ RYeU Wime

FFQa FFQb

DPVa DPVb

FFQc

DPVc

DP
cURVV-VWXd\ UeSURdXcibiliW\ 

DP UeSURdXcibiliW\
Time:

� 1 \eaU
͙͙ ͙͙FFQW1 FFQW2DPVW1 DPVW2

(m)GS

DPVGS
DP

UelaWiYe YalidiW\
DP

UelaWiYe YalidiW\
EFA CFA

DPVEFA DPVCFA

DP cRnVWUXcW YalidiW\

(A)

(C)

(B)

(D)
(E)
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