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Abstract

Background: Fruit and vegetable intake has been found to reduce the risk of cardiovascular disease, certain types
of cancer and diabetes mellitus. It is possible that antioxidants play a large part in this protective effect. However,
which foods account for the variation in antioxidant intake in a population is not very clear. We used food
frequency data from a population-based sample of women to identify the food items that contributed most to the
variation in antioxidant intake in Norwegian diet.

Methods: We used data from a study conducted among participants in the Norwegian Breast Cancer Screening
Program (NBCSP), the national program which invites women aged 50–69 years to mammographic screening every
2 years. A subset of 6514 women who attended the screening in 2006/2007 completed a food frequency
questionnaire (FFQ). Daily intake of energy, nutrients and antioxidant intake were estimated. We used multiple
linear regression analysis to capture the variation in antioxidant intake.

Results: The mean (SD) antioxidant intake was 23.0 (8.5) mmol/day. Coffee consumption explained 54% of the
variation in antioxidant intake, while fruits and vegetables explained 22%. The twenty food items that contributed
most to the total variation in antioxidant intake explained 98% of the variation in intake. These included different
types of coffee, tea, red wine, blueberries, walnuts, oranges, cinnamon and broccoli.

Conclusions: In this study we identified a list of food items which capture the variation in antioxidant intake
among these women. The major contributors to dietary total antioxidant intake were coffee, tea, red wine,
blueberries, walnuts, oranges, cinnamon and broccoli. These items should be assessed in as much detail as possible
in studies that wish to capture the variation in antioxidant intake.
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Background
Fruit and vegetable intake are associated with a reduced
risk of cardiovascular disease and possibly with reduced
risk of several cancers [1-5]. The exact constituents re-
sponsible for the protective effect of fruits and vegetables
are not known. However, several lines of evidence suggest
that antioxidants, i.e. compounds that dampen oxidative
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stress or eliminate excess reactive oxygen and nitrogen
species (ROS and RNS), may play a major role [2,3,6-9].
ROS/RNS are small reactive molecules, which are pro-

duced as a result of normal metabolism [10], but also
occur as active compounds in immune responses or sig-
nalling pathways [11]. Increased production of ROS that
cannot be handled by the cells is called oxidative stress
[10]. This can damage the DNA and is therefore believed
to play a role in both cardiovascular disease and several
cancers [12]. Antioxidants can eliminate free radicals
and other reactive oxygen and nitrogen species [8,13].
Total antioxidant capacity measures in a single value all

antioxidants present in samples of food. Several assays
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have been used to assess the total antioxidant content
of foods, e.g. the 6-hydroxy-2,5,7,8-tetramethylchroman-
2-carboxylic acid (Trolox) equivalent antioxidant capacity
(TEAC) assay [14], the ferric-reducing ability of plasma
(FRAP) [15] and the oxygen radical absorbance capacity
assay (ORAC) assay [16]. The present study used a data-
base where antioxidant content of numerous foods had
been measured using the FRAP method [17].
The antioxidant capacity measured by the FRAP

method determines the total concentration of redox-
active compounds above a certain cut off reduction
potential. In addition to the potential role as direct anti-
oxidants, many of these antioxidants are also potent in-
ducers of gene transcriptions related to the endogenous
antioxidant defence. In fact, recent studies suggest that
this indirect effect of plant antioxidants may be more
relevant than a direct effect on ROS and RNS [18].
Blood cell gene expression associated with cellular stress
defence is modulated by antioxidant-rich food in a ran-
domised controlled clinical trial of male smokers [18].
Foods high in antioxidants include fruits, berries, vegeta-

bles, spices, coffee and tea. From a clinical nutrition point
of view when assessing an individual patient’s diet, or
when giving advice to an individual on how to increase
antioxidant intake, it would be important to focus on good
antioxidant sources in order to increase the person’s total
intake of antioxidants. Thus a clinical nutritionist would
primarily be interested in identifying individual food items
rich in antioxidants, and on foods that are commonly
eaten. One example would be oranges, which are high in
antioxidants and commonly eaten. The nutritionist would
probably give the same advice to every patient. However,
to study the epidemiology of various diseases, it is more
important to identify the dietary items that explain the
variation in intake of antioxidants between individuals in
a population. If those food items are included in dietary
assessments, researchers can better capture the between
person variation, and thus assess relative risk of disease in
individuals high in antioxidant intake compared to those
low in antioxidant intake [19]. There will often be overlap
in which items explain the total intake, and which explain
the variation in intake between individuals. However, there
can also be important differences. If every individual in a
population eats an orange a day, then oranges can contrib-
ute substantially to the total intake in nutrients, but will
not explain the variation in intake between individuals,
since everyone eats one a day.
A previous study estimated the contribution of intake

of coffee, tea, wine, cereal, fruit and vegetables to the
total antioxidant intake in a sample of 2672 Norwegian
men and women [20]. However, this study did not deter-
mine the food items that contributed to the variation in
antioxidant intake between individuals, and the ques-
tionnaire used did not include questions about some food
items high in antioxidants, assumed to be prevalent in a
Northern European diet. We decided to expand on these
findings and conducted a study using a more comprehen-
sive food frequency questionnaire (FFQ) with detailed
questions on items high in antioxidants, including choc-
olate, nuts and seeds, berries, herbs and spices. We aimed
at identifying the individual food items contributing most
to the variation in antioxidant (in terms of FRAP content)
intake in the Norwegian diet.

Methods
Study sample
We used data from the Norwegian Breast Cancer Screen-
ing Program (NBCSP), a governmentally funded national
screening program [21]. Women aged 50–69 years are in-
vited to a bilateral 2-view mammogram biennially. The
participation rate in the mammographic screening pro-
gram is about 77% [22], with about 250,000 women
invited per year. In 2006/2007, a standard risk factor ques-
tionnaire was enclosed with the invitation letter for
screening. Around 11,592 women agreed to participate in
2006 and 55,935 in 2007. A consent form and a FFQ were
sent to a random sample of 10,000 of these women in
2008. Out of these 6928 women returned the completed
dietary questionnaire within the aliquoted time frame. We
excluded 213 women with very high (>15,000 kilojoules
(kJ)) and 17 women with very low (< 2100 kJ) energy in-
take per day. We also excluded women aged less than 50
years (n = 72) or more than 69 years (n = 2), women who
reported they weighed less than 30 kg (n = 77) or more
than 170 kg (n = 5), and women who reported height less
than 125 cm (n = 28). A total of n = 6514 women were in-
cluded in this analysis. All participants signed an informed
consent. The project was approved by the regional ethics
committee and the Norwegian Data Inspectorate.

FFQ
The questionnaire was based on a validated, 16 paged
semi-quantitative FFQ, which included questions on 270
dietary items [17,23,24]. The original questionnaire was
designed to cover 100% of the total energy intake of the
population [17,24]. For our study the questionnaire was
expanded in order to capture foods with high antioxi-
dant content, based on an extensive screening of antioxi-
dant content in foods and beverages consumed in
Norway [25]. Additional questions were added concern-
ing intake of several food categories. In detail, 19 ques-
tions about berries, 4 questions about fruit, 6 questions
about vegetables, 2 questions about chocolate, 3 ques-
tions about coffee and 2 questions about tea were added.
Furthermore, 10 questions were added about nuts and
seeds and 27 questions about spices and herbs [25]. The
respondents had to choose from options for frequency
of consumption of particular food items ranging from
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several times a day to never/seldom. The portion sizes
were based on: slices, glasses, cups, pieces, spoons and
teaspoons. When a respondent only answered about the
frequency but not portion size, the food item was given
the smallest portion size. If only the amount of the food
item was given, the frequency was set to zero. The diet-
ary questions covered 12 pages of the questionnaire
whereas the last 4 pages included questions on dietary
supplements, smoking, physical activity, illnesses and
medication. More details on the questionnaire have been
reported earlier [25]. For some seasonal food items, such
as berries, there were two questions to capture the intake;
one regarding intake during the time period when the ber-
ries are in season, and the other regarding the intake dur-
ing the other 10 months of the year. We combined the
two variables to form one single variable, in order to esti-
mate the average intake during the whole year.

Dietary assessment
Daily intake of energy, nutrients and antioxidants were
computed using software developed at the Department of
Nutrition, University of Oslo (KBS version 4.9, 2008). We
used the food database KBS AE- 07, which was based on
the 2006 edition of the Norwegian food composition table
(http://www.matvaretabellen.no). The database was supple-
mented with antioxidant content in foods that were mea-
sured using FRAP method expressed as mmol/day [17,26].

Statistical analysis
Total antioxidant intake (FRAP values expressed as
mmol/day) and all the food items in g/day (fruits, vege-
tables, spices, herbs, drinks) were analysed as continuous
variables. We used forward stepwise multiple regression
analysis to select the variables that best explained the
variation in antioxidant intake [27]. We report both the
unstandardized and the standardized regression coeffi-
cients. The standardized regression coefficients describe
the change in the dependent variable in units of stand-
ard deviations for a one standard deviation change in
the independent variable, and enables comparison of the
regression coefficients. To identify the top food items
explaining variation in intake, we present the list of the
food items ranked according to the beta co-efficient in
descending order.
In our analyses we controlled for the following covari-

ates, all modelled as continuous variables; age at the
time of mammographic screening, body mass index
(BMI) calculated by dividing self-reported weight (kg) by
height squared (m2), and energy intake in kJ. The vari-
ables were forced into the stepwise regressions.
As the residuals from the regression model did not

satisfy the normality assumption, we log-transformed all
variables. This resulted in the normality assumptions be-
ing met, but the results were not different from the non-
transformed model, specifically, the order of the food
items was the same in the two models. For simplicity in
interpreting the coefficients, we therefore present the re-
sults from the non-transformed model.
We ran a forward stepwise regression and used a P for

entry into the regression model of < 0.05 and a P for re-
moval of > 0.10. This was done as follows: We first ran sep-
arate models within each food group (fruits, vegetables,
berries, herbs, spices, nuts and drinks) with adjustments for
the covariates listed above to identify which individual food
items were the most important predictors within a food
group. In the final model we included all the food items
from each food group analysis that satisfied the above cri-
teria, while adjusting for the same covariates. We also did a
number of sensitivity analyses where we reran the analyses
using several higher values for P for entry and P for re-
moval. In these analyses we used P for entry of < 0.10 and
< 0.15, and P for removal of > 0.15 and > 0.20. However, this
did not alter the sequence of the food items according to
the antioxidant content, so these results are not presented.
All analyses were performed using the software package
STATA v. 11 (StataCorp, College Station, TX).

Results
The characteristics of the study sample are described in
Table 1. The mean (standard deviation) age of the 6514
participants was 57.8 (4.5) years, and their mean BMI
was 29.8 (5.1) kg/m2. The mean energy intake was 8615
(2216) kJ/day and the mean antioxidant intake was 23.0
(8.5) mmol/day.
Fruits and vegetables contributed 22%, berries contrib-

uted 18% and coffee consumption contributed 54% to the
variation in antioxidant intake between individuals in our
study. The fruits without berries explained around 17% of
the variation in antioxidant intake, whereas the vegetables
also explained roughly 17% of the variation. When both
fruits and vegetables were included in the model they ex-
plain 22% of the variation in antioxidant intake.
Table 2 shows the results for the top fruits, berries and

vegetables contributing to the variation in antioxidant
intake, while Tables 3, 4 and 5 show the results for
herbs, nuts and drinks, respectively. The results are
sorted in descending order according to the standardized
regression coefficients. Among fruits the most important
contributors to variation in antioxidant intake were or-
anges and apples (Table 2), blueberries explained the
highest variation in antioxidant intake among berries,
whereas tomatoes, bell pepper and salad were at the top
of the list among vegetables. Among herbs and spices
garlic and cinnamon explained the highest variation in
antioxidant intake (Table 3), and among nuts walnuts
were at the top of the list (Table 4). Among the list of
drinks filtered coffee, green tea and boiled coffee were at
the top (Table 5).

http://www.matvaretabellen.no


Table 1 Characteristics of the study participants (n = 6514)

Variables Mean (SD) Range (min–max) Median Interquartile range (P25–P75)*

Age (years) 57.8 (4.5) 50–69 58 54–62

Energy (kJ/day) 8615 (2216) 2166–14993 8445.5 7049–10007

Weight (kg) 71.0 (12.4) 38–170 59 63–78

Height (cm) 166.4 (5.6) 140–190 167 163–170

BMI (kg/m2) 29.8 (5.1) 17.0–60.0 29.5 27–33

Antioxidant intake (mmol/day) 23.0 (8.5) 0.9–88.0 22.3 17–28

Fruits (g/day) 295 (175) 0–1742 272 175–387

Berries (g/day) 12 (15.5) 0–254 7.2 3–15

Vegetables (g/day) 288 (152) 0–1847 262 188–355

*P25, 25th percentile; P75, 75th percentile.

Table 2 Regression coefficients* of top fruits, berries and vegetables contributing to antioxidant intake (n = 6514)

Unstandardized coefficients Standardized coefficients

Fruits (g/day) Estimate Std. error Estimate P value

Oranges 0.01 < 0.01 0.11 < 0.01

Apples 0.01 < 0.01 0.05 < 0.01

Apricot 0.04 < 0.01 0.05 < 0.01

Clementine 0.01 < 0.01 0.04 < 0.01

Kiwi 0.02 < 0.01 0.04 < 0.01

Peach 0.01 < 0.01 0.03 0.01

Pomegranate 0.07 0.02 0.03 0.01

Prune 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.01

Berries (g/day)

Blueberries 0.10 0.01 0.11 < 0.01

Cherries 0.12 0.02 0.07 < 0.01

Cranberries 0.16 0.04 0.05 < 0.01

Blackberries 0.18 0.04 0.05 < 0.01

Cloudberries 0.29 0.12 0.03 0.01

Rosehips 0.32 0.14 0.02 0.03

Vegetables (g/day)

Tomatoes 0.02 < 0.01 0.06 0.01

Bell pepper 0.05 0.01 0.06 0.01

Salad 0.01 < 0.01 0.06 0.01

Broccoli 0.01 < 0.01 0.05 0.01

Onions 0.04 0.01 0.03 0.01

Turnips 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.02

Cauliflower 0.01 0.01 0.03 0.04

Cabbage 0.05 0.02 0.03 0.03

Corn −0.03 0.02 −0.02 0.04

Sorted in descending order according to standardized coefficients.
*adjusted for age, BMI and energy intake.
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Table 3 Regression coefficients* of top six herbs contributing to antioxidant intake (n = 6514)

Unstandardized coefficients Standardized coefficients

Herbs (g/day) Estimate Std. error Estimate P value

Garlic 0.21 0.03 0.08 0.01

Cinnamon 1.24 0.19 0.08 0.01

Black pepper 0.57 0.15 0.05 0.01

Dried rosemary 3.43 1.17 0.03 0.01

Fresh dill 4.83 2.00 0.03 0.02

Fresh peppermint −6.77 2.80 −0.03 0.02

Sorted in descending order according to standardized coefficients.
*adjusted for age, BMI and energy intake.
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Table 6 reports the regression coefficients from the
final model where all the food items were included with
antioxidant intake as the dependent variable. The top 20
food items in explaining the variation in antioxidant in-
take included different types of coffee and tea, as well as
blueberries, walnuts, cinnamon and broccoli. These 20
items explained 98% of the total variation in antioxidant
intake. When we reran the model without including cof-
fee and tea, the rest of the food items (fruits, vegetables,
berries, spices and nuts) explained only 22% of the vari-
ation in antioxidant intake.
We also analysed separately non-coffee drinkers and

non-tea drinkers, and also those who drank neither of
the two. Among the non-coffee drinkers (n = 648) the
top 20 food items contributed 98% of the variation in
antioxidant intake, and green tea was at the top of the
list followed by regular tea, red wine and blueberry juice.
In case of non-tea drinkers (n = 2620) the top 20 food
items contributed 99% of the variation in antioxidant in-
take, and filtered coffee was at the top of the list
followed by boiled, instant coffee and red wine. In the
third group (non-coffee and non-tea drinkers, n = 141)
the top 20 food items contributed 95% of the variation
in antioxidant intake, and blueberries were at the top
followed by blueberry juice, red wine and mixed rose-
hip/orange juice (results not shown).
We also did a sensitivity analysis where we analysed data

in young (aged 50–59) as well as in older (age 60–69)
women. There was not much difference in the sequence
Table 4 Regression coefficients* of top five nuts contributing

Unstandardized coefficients

Nuts (teaspoons/day) Estimate Std. err

Walnuts 2.20 0.21

Sunflower seeds 0.50 0.18

Cashew nuts 0.44 0.22

Pine seeds 1.34 0.65

Almonds 0.26 0.15

Sorted in descending order according to standardized coefficients.
*adjusted for age, BMI and energy intake.
of the top food items that contributed most to the vari-
ation in antioxidant intake (coffee, tea, red wine, blue-
berries, oranges, broccoli, and cinnamon). Cherries were
at number 16 in the list among younger women, whereas
among the older women they were at number 20. In both
groups the top twenty food items explained 98% of the
variation.
Similarly, we reran analyses among the women with

BMI ≤ 25.0 and the overweight women (BMI > 25.0). In
both groups filtered coffee was at the top of the list of
the 20 food items. However, among women with BMI ≤
25.0 the second item was green tea whereas, in the over-
weight women green tea was number 4. Among over-
weight women number two in the list was boiled coffee,
whereas in the women with BMI ≤ 25.0 boiled coffee was
number 4. Clementines were not on the list in women
with BMI ≤ 25.0, but they were last in the list among
overweight women. In both strata the food items men-
tioned above explained 98% of the variation in intake of
antioxidants.

Discussion
In this article we report the food items that contributed
most to the variation in antioxidant intake among
Norwegian women. Among these food items different
types of coffee and various types of tea were found to be
the most important. A few fruits, vegetables and berries/
nuts also contributed modestly to the variation. Among
fruits the most important item was oranges and among
to antioxidant intake (n = 6514)

Standardized coefficients

or Estimate P value

0.12 < 0.01

0.03 0.01

0.03 0.04

0.02 0.04

0.02 0.08



Table 5 Regression coefficients* of top 15 drinks contributing to antioxidant intake (n = 6514)

Unstandardized coefficients Standardized coefficients

Drinks (g/day) Estimate Std. error Estimate P value

Coffee, filtered 0.03 < 0.01 0.80 < 0.01

Green tea 0.02 < 0.01 0.41 < 0.01

Coffee, boiled 0.02 < 0.01 0.40 < 0.01

Regular tea 0.01 < 0.01 0.33 < 0.01

Coffee, instant 0.02 < 0.01 0.30 < 0.01

Red wine 0.02 < 0.01 0.20 < 0.01

Coffee, cafe latte 0.02 < 0.01 0.15 < 0.01

Mixed rosehip/orange juice 0.02 < 0.01 0.14 < 0.01

Herbal tea 0.01 < 0.01 0.11 < 0.01

Coffee, espresso 0.14 < 0.01 0.11 < 0.01

Blueberry juice 0.02 < 0.01 0.10 < 0.01

Coffee, cappuccino 0.02 < 0.01 0.08 < 0.01

Orange juice 0.01 < 0.01 0.07 < 0.01

Cranberry juice 0.01 < 0.01 0.02 < 0.01

Sorted in descending order according to standardized coefficients.
*adjusted for age, BMI and energy intake.

Table 6 Regression coefficients* of top 20 food items contributing to antioxidant intake (n = 6514)

Unstandardized coefficients Standardized coefficients

Food items (g/day) Estimate Std. error Estimate P value

Coffee, filtered 0.03 < 0.01 0.81 < 0.01

Coffee, boiled 0.02 < 0.01 0.40 < 0.01

Green tea 0.01 < 0.01 0.40 < 0.01

Regular tea 0.01 < 0.01 0.33 < 0.01

Coffee, instant 0.02 < 0.01 0.28 < 0.01

Red wine 0.02 < 0.01 0.19 < 0.01

Coffee, cafe latte 0.02 < 0.01 0.15 < 0.01

mixed rosehip/orange juice 0.02 < 0.01 0.14 < 0.01

Coffee, espresso 0.14 < 0.01 0.11 < 0.01

Blueberry juice 0.02 < 0.01 0.10 < 0.01

Blueberries 0.10 < 0.01 0.10 < 0.01

Walnuts 1.60 0.02 0.10 < 0.01

Coffee, cappuccino 0.02 < 0.01 0.08 < 0.01

Herbal tea < 0.01 < 0.01 0.08 < 0.01

Orange juice 0.01 < 0.01 0.08 < 0.01

Orange 0.01 < 0.01 0.07 < 0.01

Cinnamon 0.83 0.02 0.05 < 0.01

Broccoli 0.01 < 0.01 0.05 < 0.01

Cherries 0.02 < 0.01 0.04 < 0.01

Clementine 0.01 < 0.01 0.03 < 0.01

Sorted in descending order according to standardized beta coefficients.
*adjusted for age, BMI and energy intake.
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vegetables it was broccoli. However, once coffee and
tea were removed from the list of top 20 food items
contributing most to the variation in antioxidant in-
take, the remaining items only contributed around
22%. In other words, compared to the contribution of
coffee and tea, fruits and vegetables only explained a
modest amount of the between person variation in
antioxidant intake.
Part of the reason why coffee is so important, may be

that the coffee intake is high in Norway. Coffee con-
sumption is quite high in Norway and the other Nordic
countries as compared to the rest of the world [28]. Ac-
cording to the International Coffee Organization (ICO)
2012, the average per capita consumption was highest in
Finland (11.7 kg/year), followed by Norway (9.4 kg),
Denmark (8.9 kg) and Sweden (8.1 kg), while in other
European countries it was somewhat lower: Switzerland
(7.4 kg), Germany (6.8 kg), Austria (6.8 kg), Belgium
(6.4 kg), Netherlands (6.3 kg), Italy (5.6 kg) and France
(5.4 kg) [29].
While we found that coffee captured the largest vari-

ation in antioxidant intake, the study by Svilaas et. al.
[20] with fewer food items reported coffee to be the
main contributor to total antioxidant intake, with this
item contributing 68% to the total antioxidant intake
and tea contributed 22%. Thus, in addition to coffee be-
ing high in antioxidants and consumed by a large part of
the population, it is also consumed in sufficient variation
to contribute both to the total and to the variation in
antioxidant intake.
According to the European Food Information Council

(EUFIC), the mean vegetable intake (including pulses
and nuts) in Europe is 220 g per day and mean fruit in-
take is 166 g per day, implying that the average con-
sumption of fruit and vegetables is 386 g per day [30].
According to the European Food Safety Authority (2008)
the highest mean intake of fruits and vegetables was in
Poland, with 577 g/day followed by Italy (452 g/day), the
lowest mean intake was in Iceland 196 g/day [30]. The
mean intake in Norway as was reported in a nationwide
survey held in 2010–11 (NORKOST 3 study) to be
387 g per day for women and 363 grams per day for
men [31]. These results suggest that the intake of fruits
and vegetables in the present study population is com-
parable to the rest of the European population. Our
study sample had a mean intake of 538 g/day.
The intake of fruits and vegetables in the present study

is considerable higher (538 g/day) than the mean
intake in Norway reported in the nationwide survey
(NORKOST 3 study) i.e. 387 g per day for women [31].
This may be because of the higher detail in our ques-
tionnaire than in the nationwide survey, or because our
questionnaire had questions on seasonality that may
have resulted in higher estimates than previously.
Alternatively, our participants may have been particu-
larly health conscious, as compared to the previous sur-
vey participants.
The dietary intake varies between age groups, however

when we ran analyses stratified by age the list of food
items capturing the variation in antioxidant intake did
not vary substantially. Comparing the younger women
with the ones who were older, the sequence of food
items was more or less the same, but in slightly different
order. Similarly, there was no difference in the list of
food items explaining the variation in antioxidant intake
according to BMI. This suggests that antioxidant intake
did not vary much between the underweight and the
obese women.
Governmental recommendations on intake of fruits

and vegetables have many similarities, but also some dif-
ferences across countries. There are also some differ-
ences in the definition of fruits and vegetables. Juice is
sometimes excluded from the fruit and vegetable recom-
mendations (e.g. Belgium, Spain), included with limita-
tions (e.g. counts as maximum 1 portion (e.g. Denmark,
the Netherlands, Sweden and Norway), and fully in-
cluded in other countries (e.g. Iceland). In Norway,
potatoes and starchy tubers (such as sweet potatoes,
yams rich in carbohydrates) were previously included in
the vegetable definitions, while most other countries
(e.g. Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Iceland, Netherlands,
Portugal, Spain and Sweden) have followed the World
Health Organization (WHO) recommendations and not
included potatoes and starchy tubers as vegetables [32].
However, in the most recent Norwegian dietary guidelines
potatoes were not included in the vegetable definition [33].
Willet [19] described a procedure for identifying food

items that ought to be followed when creating dietary
questionnaires. A key element in this is to identify foods
where intake varies between individuals. If everyone eats
an orange a day this will not contribute to the between
person variation in antioxidant intake. However, if those
who consume a diet high in antioxidants do so by con-
suming rare foods (for example beetroots), then this
may contribute to the between person variation.
In addition to assessing variation in the nutrients and

foods that are important, epidemiologic studies also need
a FFQ with sufficient questions to assess total energy. In-
dividual variation in intake of food items with various nu-
trients produces differences in total energy intake between
individuals. This results in a positive correlation between
consumption of most nutrients and the total energy intake
[19]. Total energy is associated with multiple diseases, and
therefore often represents a confounder in the analysis of
the association between nutrients and disease.
The results from this study suggest that a relatively

short list of food items would capture almost 98% of
the variation in antioxidant intake. This suggests that
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addressing the role of antioxidants in epidemiological
studies is feasible and specifically that it is not necessary
to include a long list of uncommonly eaten herbs, spices,
and fruits. A similar exercise may be useful for re-
searchers particularly interested in capturing the vari-
ation in another specific nutrient.
One of the strengths of this study is that we used a

fairly large sample of women. Our questionnaire used
was detailed, validated and comprehensive, hence cap-
turing most of the food items rich in antioxidants. To
our knowledge, apart from Willet who describes the
between person variation in food intake (according to
Willet “for a food item to be informative it must have
three characteristic; first it must be eaten by a consider-
able number of individuals. Second, the food must have
a substantial amount of the nutrient of interest. Third, to
be discriminating, the use of food must vary from person
to person, to illustrate this, a question about carrots
would not help to rank subjects according to carotene in-
take if everyone ate one carrot a day”) [34], no previous
published study has specifically addressed capturing the
variation in antioxidant intake.
A limitation of our study was the relatively low re-

sponse rate on the first question included in the NBCSP
questionnaire, i.e. when we asked whether women would
be interested in participating in a dietary survey. This
may have led to our participants being healthier than the
rest of the population. However, this is a limitation we
share with most other studies, such as the national sur-
vey NORKOST 3, which had a participation rate of 37%
[31]. Another limitation was the use of self-reported
dietary intake which, even though we used a validated
questionnaire, is prone to measurement error [35]. How-
ever, FFQ’s are considered to be an economical and
practical method to monitor dietary intake variation in
large populations [36,37]. Further, it is highly unlikely
that the use of FFQ caused a bias in selection of dietary
items that explain the variation in antioxidant intake. In
addition we used a database based on only one method,
the FRAP assay, to measure the antioxidant intake.
However, this is the only assay that directly measures
antioxidants or reductants in a sample. Compared to the
other assays, another advantage is that FRAP does not
detect glutathione or protein thiols, as these molecules
are for a large part degraded in the intestine and poorly
absorbed [38]. As glutathione is poorly absorbed by
humans, and as almost no other antioxidant thiols are
present in dietary plants except in garlic, the FRAP
method may be suitable for assessment of total antioxi-
dants in dietary plants [26]. Finally, the study was
limited by including only women. It is possible that
the findings may have been different in men, in particu-
lar with respect to intake of fruits, vegetables and
beverages.
Conclusions
In summary, in this study we identified a list of food
items which capture the amount of antioxidant intake
among Norwegian women age 50 to 69 years. The major
contributors to dietary total antioxidant capacity were
coffee, tea, red wine, blueberries, walnuts, oranges, cin-
namon and broccoli. It is important that these items are
assessed in as much detail as possible in studies that
wish to capture the variation in antioxidant intake. Our
study provides an example of how one can identify
major sources of variation in nutrients that can ultim-
ately then be used to design questionnaires that capture
the variation in the nutrient of interest.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no conflict of interests.

Authors’ contributions
SAQ carried out the literature review, data analyses, interpreted the results,
and drafted the manuscript. ACL helped with data cleaning, drafting and
proof reading the manuscript. MBV helped with the analysis, drafting and
proof reading of the manuscript. MHC, RB and LFA helped in developing
and designing the FFQ, drafting and proof reading of the manuscript. GU
designed the study and contributed as supervisor and provided all scientific
and technical supports. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgments
The project was funded in part by the Research Council of Norway (196999/V50),
the Norwegian Cancer Society (HS01-2006-0362) and the Throne Holst Foundation.

Author details
1Department of Nutrition, Institute of Basic Medical Sciences, University of
Oslo, Oslo, Norway. 2Department of Biostatistics, Institute of Basic Medical
Sciences, University of Oslo, Oslo, Norway. 3Division of Cancer, Surgery and
Transplantation, Oslo University Hospital, Oslo, Norway. 4Cancer Registry of
Norway, P.O. Box 5313, Majorstuen 0304, Oslo, Norway. 5Department of
Preventive Medicine, University of Southern California, Los Angeles, CA, USA.

Received: 16 August 2013 Accepted: 12 January 2014
Published: 16 January 2014

References
1. He FJ, Nowson CA, MacGregor GA: Fruit and vegetable consumption and

stroke: meta-analysis of cohort studies. Lancet 2006, 367:320–326.
2. He FJ, et al: Increased consumption of fruit and vegetables is related to a

reduced risk of coronary heart disease: meta-analysis of cohort studies.
J Hum Hypertens 2007, 21:717–728.

3. Dauchet L, et al: Fruit and vegetable consumption and risk of
coronary heart disease: a meta-analysis of cohort studies. J Nutr 2006,
136:2588–2593.

4. Dauchet L, Amouyel P, Dallongeville J: Fruit and vegetable consumption
and risk of stroke: a meta-analysis of cohort studies. Neurology 2005,
65:1193–1197.

5. World Cancer Research Fund/American Institute for Cancer Research: Food,
Nutrition, Physical Activity, and the Prevention of Cancer. Washington DC: a
Global Perspective; 2007.

6. Genkinger JM, et al: Fruit, vegetable, and antioxidant intake and all-cause,
cancer, and cardiovascular disease mortality in a community-dwelling
population in Washington County. Maryland. Am J Epidemiol 2004,
160:1223–1233.

7. Gey KF, et al: Inverse correlation between plasma vitamin E and mortality
from ischemic heart disease in cross-cultural epidemiology. Am J Clin
Nutr 1991, 53:326S–334S.

8. Stanner SA, et al: A review of the epidemiological evidence for the
'antioxidant hypothesis'. Public Health Nutr 2004, 7:407–422.

9. Johnson IT: New approaches to the role of diet in the prevention of
cancers of the alimentary tract. Mutat Res 2004, 551:9–28.



Qureshi et al. BMC Public Health 2014, 14:45 Page 9 of 9
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/14/45
10. Lindsay DG, Astley SB: European research on the functional effects of
dietary antioxidants - EUROFEDA. Mol Aspects Med 2002, 23:1–38.

11. Gwinn MR, Vallyathan V: Respiratory burst: role in signal transduction in
alveolar macrophages. J Toxicol Environ Health B Crit Rev 2006, 9:27–39.

12. Halliwell BAGJ: Free radicals in biology and medicine. 3rd edition. New York:
oxford University ress; 1999.

13. Halliwell B: Antioxidant defence mechanisms: from the beginning to the
end (of the beginning). Free Radic Res 1999, 31:261–272.

14. Miller N, RiceEvans C: Spectrophotometric determination of antioxidant
activity. Redox Report 1996, 2:161–171.

15. Benzie IF, Strain JJ: The ferric reducing ability of plasma (FRAP) as a
measure of "antioxidant power": the FRAP assay. Anal Biochem 1996,
239:70–76.

16. DeLange RJ, Glazer AN: Phycoerythrin fluorescence-based assay for
peroxy radicals: a screen for biologically relevant protective agents.
Anal Biochem 1989, 177:300–306.

17. Carlsen MH, et al: The total antioxidant content of more than 3100
foods, beverages, spices, herbs and supplements used worldwide.
Nutr J 2010, 9:3.

18. Bohn SK, et al: Blood cell gene expression associated with cellular stress
defense is modulated by antioxidant-rich food in a randomised
controlled clinical trial of male smokers. BMC Med 2010, 8:54.

19. Willett W: Nutritional Epidemiology, Monographs in epidemiology and
biostatistics, Volume 30. 2nd edition. New York: Oxford University Press;
2012.

20. Svilaas A, et al: Intakes of antioxidants in coffee, wine, and vegetables are
correlated with plasma carotenoids in humans. J Nutr 2004, 134:562–567.

21. Hofvind S, Wang H, Thoresen S: The Norwegian Breast Cancer Screening
Program: re-attendance related to the women's experiences, intentions
and previous screening result. Cancer Causes Control 2003, 14:391–398.

22. Wang H, et al: Mammography screening in Norway: results from the first
screening round in four counties and cost-effectiveness of a modeled
nationwide screening. Cancer Causes & Control 2001, 12:39–45.

23. Carlsen MH, et al: Relative validity of fruit and vegetable intake estimated
from an FFQ, using carotenoid and flavonoid biomarkers and the
method of triads. Br J Nutr 2011, 105:1530–1538.

24. Carlsen MH, Blomhoff R, Andersen LF: Intakes of culinary herbs and
spices from a food frequency questionnaire evaluated against 28-days
estimated records. Nutr J 2011, 10:50.

25. Carlsen MH, et al: Evaluation of energy and dietary intake estimates from
a food frequency questionnaire using independent energy expenditure
measurement and weighed food records. Nutr J 2010, 9:37.

26. Halvorsen BL, et al: A systematic screening of total antioxidants in dietary
plants. J Nutr 2002, 132:461–471.

27. Altman DG: Practical Statistics for Medical Research. London: Chapman &
Hall; 1991.

28. Alsheikh-Ali AA, et al: Statins, low-density lipoprotein cholesterol, and risk
of cancer. J Am Coll Cardiol 2008, 52:1141–1147.

29. International Coffee Organization: Trends in coffee consumption in selected
importing countries. London, UK; 2012.

30. European Food Safety Authority: Concise Database summary statistics Total
population; 2008. http://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/datexfoodcdb/datexfooddb.htm.

31. Totland TH, et al: Norkost 3;En landsomfattende kostholdsundersøkelse blant
menn og kvinner i Norge i alderen 18–70 år, 2010–11. Oslo: Helsedirektoratet;
2012.

32. WHO: WHO European Action Plan for Food and Nutrition 20072012.
Copenhagen. Denmark: WHO; 2008.

33. Helsedirektoratet: Kostråd for å fremme folkehelsen og forebygge kroniske
sykdommer. Helsedirektoratet; 2011.

34. Willett W: Food-frequency methods. In Nutritional Epidemiology. New York:
Oxford Publishing Press; 2012:74–94.

35. Prentice RL: Dietary assessment and the reliability of nutritional
epidemiology reports. Lancet 2003, 362:182–183.
36. Yang M, et al: Validation of an FFQ to assess short-term antioxidant
intake against 30 d food records and plasma biomarkers. Public Health
Nutr 2012, 17(02):1–10.

37. Andersen LF, et al: Evaluation of three dietary assessment methods and
serum biomarkers as measures of fruit and vegetable intake, using the
method of triads. Br J Nutr 2005, 93:519–527.

38. Brower V: Of cancer and cholesterol: studies elucidate anticancer
mechanisms of statins. J Natl Cancer Inst 2003, 95:844–846.

doi:10.1186/1471-2458-14-45
Cite this article as: Qureshi et al.: Food items contributing most to
variation in antioxidant intake; a cross-sectional study among
Norwegian women. BMC Public Health 2014 14:45.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

http://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/datexfoodcdb/datexfooddb.htm

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Study sample
	FFQ
	Dietary assessment
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgments
	Author details
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


