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In this paper an overview of the methodologies and protocols employed in the different national dietary surveys is provided. Specifically, details about dietary assessment methods, interview administration, sampling design, portion size estimation, dietary software, evaluation of under-reporting and non dietary information collected are described. This information is crucial to evaluate the level of accuracy of food consumption data and to anticipate and acknowledge utmost important sources of heterogeneity of national databases included in the Comprehensive database. The Comprehensive database constitutes a unique resource for the estimation of consumption figures across the EU and represents a useful tool to assess dietary exposure to hazardous substances and nutrient intake in Europe. Nevertheless, the many substantial methodological differences that characterise the Comprehensive database are acknowledged and critically discussed. to estimate the amount of food consumed. In the British survey, for food eaten outside of 219 home, a ruler and information on household measures and known packaging size were used.

220

In the majority of surveys (19) a combination of 2 or more measurement tools were used and 221 in 16 studies the picture book was used as one of these tools. In all but four (Ireland, Latvia, suitable for the requirements of providing data at a sufficiently detailed level for the purposes 287 of exposure assessment (EFSA, 2009) but differences exist between these two methods. The 288 dietary record method might be a more suitable tool for the elicitation of a greater level of 289 detail but, among others, a potential drawback might be the selection bias due to high 290 illiteracy levels in some minority groups across Europe (Biró et al., 2002). On the other hand, 291 an accurate memorisation of food consumed the preceding day is required for the 24-hours 292 dietary recalls method. This might represent a difficult cognitive task for the respondent, in 293 particular, for the very young or very old study subjects, and could affect the precision in the 294 quantification of the foods consumed (Thompson and Subar, 2001). Six of the countries 295 providing data into the Comprehensive Database collected dietary data on children younger 296 than 10 years. Half of these countries used the 24-hour recall method and the other half used 297 the dietary record method.

299

Food consumption data collected on more than one day per subject are required to assess 300 chronic exposure. At least two independent short-term assessments days are needed to apply 301 statistical modelling to estimate habitual intake (Dodd et al., 2006). The EGFCD (EFSA, prone to correlation between errors in dietary assessments (Kipnis et al., 2003, Day et al., 307 2004). However, in half of the surveys where 24-hour dietary recalls were used, information 308 on only one single day was collected per subject. Such data can nevertheless be useful to 309 estimate acute exposure. The seven surveys that used 2-day 24-hour recall method were 310 conducted on non-consecutive days, with the exception of Finland where a 48-hour dietary 311 recall method was used. In three of these seven surveys the average distance between two 312 interview days is below the recommended two weeks interval.

314

It has been argued that, accuracy of self-reported dietary information may decrease as the 315 number of days increases (Biro et al., 2002, Gersovitz et al., 1978, Moreno et al. 2005, 316 Whybrow et al., 2008). On the other hand, increasing the number of assessment days of a 317 survey affects the distribution of consumption, particularly at the upper tails (EFSA, 2006). In advantage of reducing the effect of study subjects' day-to-day variation, thus leading to an 320 improved estimation of consumption variability (Willett, 1989). As survey duration increases, 321 also the observed percentage of subjects reporting non zero consumption for commonly and 322 rarely eaten foods becomes larger (Nusser et al., 1995), whereas the observed mean and high 323 percentiles consumption, in consumers only, decreases, as also illustrated by Lambe et al. FFQ or a FPQ along with a 24 h recall or dietary record method. In one country (Ireland), the 334 FFQ focused solely on the intake of meat. Data from FFQ or FPQ may be used in acute 335 exposure assessments to assess the proportion of consumers of a given food, and in chronic 336 exposure assessments to determine the frequency distribution of the consumption of rarely 337 consumed foods. Data from FFQ or FPQ was, however, not transmitted to EFSA. , 1992;Lyu et al., 1998;Casey et al., 1999;Tran et al., 2000;Bogle et al., 2001) concluded 345 that the telephone 24-hour dietary recall interview method provides a reliable and cost-346 effective alternative to a face-to-face method, with similar response rates being observed for 347 both methods whereas there are not as many studies in the literature that have examined 348 postal questionnaires as a method of obtaining dietary information. In general it seems that 349 both face-to-face and telephone interviews are more suitable for collecting dietary and health 350 data compared to postal questionnaires (Sibbaldi et al., 1994). The effect of the number of 351 face-to-face meetings is likely to improve the accuracy of dietary estimates as the number of The home visit is considered the most appropriate location to conduct dietary interviews 356 since it offers the advantage of collecting additional information on foods consumed, such as 357 brand level data and food packaging, and could allow for direct weighing of some dietary 358 items (De Henauw et al., 2002). On the other hand, other locations like medical centres are 359 likely to offer better conditions for the collection of additional information, such as biological 360 samples (Riboli et al., 1997). On the other hand, the use of the household as a sampling unit seems to be a convenient 394 choice since an interviewer could collect information from more subjects during the same 395 visit. However, food consumption estimates are likely to be mutually dependent when 396 subjects from the same household are interviewed, thus leading to a reduced variability in 397 terms of dietary pattern observed. In France and UK, only one respondent per household was 398 included in the study. The random selection of subjects from households sampled within the 399 national household budget survey in Poland seems to offer a good choice since it allows the 400 comparability between the two sets of data. A cost reduction of the survey can be obtained by 401 the use of a multistage sampling design where, for example, a random choice of cities, as 402 primary units, of households, as secondary units, and finally individuals within households is 403 adopted. This method can be combined with a stratification for instance on regions or (e.g. food additives). The use of this information for exposure assessment must be decided 523 case by case, based on the availability of information for the food categories of interest.

524

Information on brand name, food packaging and household processing is available for some 525 of the countries that have used a 24 hour recall as well as for some countries that have used 526 food records. This confirmed that this information can be collected by both protocols. 527 However, the three surveys using the 24 hour dietary recall by means of EPIC SOFT program 528 provided a higher number of different descriptors of household processing information.

529

In summary, the use of brand information is limited to certain foods and only available in a 530 restricted number of surveys, information on household processing might be useful in a larger 531 number of countries whereas the available packaging information appears to be of poor use 547 physical activity levels. This strategy was followed in France, where the cut-off points were 548 corrected on the basis of physical activity levels (Black, 2000b). However, this approach 549 finds a natural limitation in the fact that the assessments of physical activity are also prone to 550 measurement errors (Ferrari et al., 2007). The inclusion in the database of surveys with high frequency of under-reporters may lead to 557 an underestimation of mean dietary exposure and of the percentage of consumers of some 558 particular foods, e.g. foods with high fat or sugar content, whose estimation is more prone to 559 under-reporting (Becker, 1999). On the other hand, under-reporting is likely to have less 560 impact on the assessment of high percentiles of consumption.

562

An extensive review from Gorber et al. (2007), evaluating the relationship between self-563 reported and directly measured height and weight, showed trends of under-reporting for 564 weight (ranging from -0.1 kg to -6.5 kg in women and from -0.1 kg to -3.2 kg in men) and 565 over-reporting for height (ranging from +0.6 cm to +7.5 cm. A slight over-estimation of 566 exposure expressed per kg body weight is therefore expected when using data from the 13 567 dietary surveys that collected the weight information through self reporting. 

574

Although in some circumstances the effect and direction of potential bias in exposure 575 estimates can be, to a certain extent, anticipated, this is not consistently possible. For 576 example, it is recognised that estimating high percentiles of habitual consumption, when only 577 one record or recall day is available per subject, leads to overestimation of intake. In dietary 578 surveys the degree of such overestimation is often an unknown quantity in the absence of 579 accurate information on true variability of a given food. Similarly, the effect of a non-random 580 selection of survey participants might be difficult to predict in magnitude and direction. The 581 effects of an uneven sampling over days of the week can be, for example, particularly 582 relevant for the consumption of alcoholic drinks and not for bread, whereas the reported 583 consumption of soft drinks and certain types of fruits and vegetables can be significantly 584 affected if the survey design does not capture consumption patterns evenly across the four 585 seasons. With these examples it is intended to stresses the fact that uncertainty is likely to be 586 specific (i) to food or food groups, (ii) to the characteristic of populations in terms of dietary 587 habits, and possibly (iii) to subgroups within a population.

588

Existing guidance documents on uncertainty refer to the uncertainty in exposure assessment 589 (EFSA, 2006 andWHO, 2008) but not to uncertainty of data inputs. Because the uncertainty 

  reflect what individuals or population groups consume in terms of study was carried out as part of the feasibility study prior to the 151 main survey. 152 153 Fourteen surveys also included the administration of a Food Frequency Questionnaire (FFQ) 154 or of a Food Propensity Questionnaire (FPQ) whereas in Germany a diet history was In six surveys the target population included children below 10 years old and in about half of

222

  Slovenia, Estonia) of these 16 surveys a validated or tested picture book was used. EPIC-soft

302 2009 )

 2009 recommends the collection of dietary information for two non-consecutive days for 303 both the 24-hour recall and the dietary record methods. Recording days are here considered 304 as non-consecutive if there is an interval of at least two weeks between them. Collecting data 305 on non-consecutive days has the potential advantage of making dietary measurements less 306

  318particular, increasing the number of survey days (for both recalls and records) has the

324(

  2000). Half of the surveys using the record methodology in the Comprehensive Database 325 (Denmark, France, Ireland and United Kingdom) collected information for more than three 326 days per subject.

  foods may become of public health concern, as a result of high 329 level contamination with a given hazardous substance. In order to accurately estimate the 330 usual intake of these foods, additional information on their frequency of consumption could 331 complement 24-hour dietary recalls or dietary records (Tooze et al., 2006; Kipnis et al., 332 2009), as emphasised in the EGFCD (2009) guideline. Twelve countries reported using a 333

  of surveys in the Comprehensive Database used the face-to-face interview 341 method, mainly at the respondent's home. There were also two surveys conducting 24-hour 342 dietary recalls by phone (Germany and the Netherlands), while in Austria one self-343 administered 24-hour dietary recall was collected via postal mail. Numerous studies (Derr et 344 al.

  352

  be ideally conducted by nutritionists or dieticians. In alternative 363 adequately trained staff could be employed. In the Comprehensive Database, over half of the 364 surveys were conducted by an interviewer with a nutritional background. includes data from the most recent national dietary surveys 368 carried out in 20 MSs of the European Union. Some surveys (Estonia, Ireland, Spain and 369 Sweden) started before 2000, thus limiting the accuracy of consumption estimates of dietary 370 items recently introduced into the market. 371 372 Sample representativeness is a crucial aspect for the evaluation of the food consumption data 373 gathered in the Comprehensive Database. Representativeness is a qualitative parameter 374 related to the sampling design of a dietary survey. Significant biases can arise from a survey 375 sample that does not represent the population at national level.

  individuals or households) were selected randomly in all dietary surveys, but 378 differences in the sampling design are observed. Concerning the sampling frames used, 379 National population registers, address registers, postcode address files, general population 380 census, consumer panels and electoral lists (only for the adult population) can all be 381 considered as optimal sampling frames as far as these lists are regularly updated and each 382 subject within the national population register is likely to be selected. The national register of 383 the general practitioner's practices used in Bulgaria seems to be a good sampling frame for 384 children since, due to the national legislation, all children must be listed there. In Italy the use 385 of telephone books has the potential of introducing unwanted bias, as non-telephone 386 numbers issued after the publication of the telephone directory, and 387 unlisted numbers will be automatically excluded. In Spain, the use of universities, health 388 centres and pharmacies to randomly recruit subjects is likely to constitute a potential source 389 of bias. In Slovakia, the study population cannot be considered representative of the general 390 population since subjects were only selected among employees of confectionary and bakery 391 manufactures.392 393

  404rural/urban areas to reduce sampling bias because the part of the variability of the studied 405 indicator explained by the strata is controlled(Cochran, 1977). All surveys in the 406 Comprehensive Database were stratified for gender and age groups with the exception of 407 Austria. The number of subjects participating in the dietary survey varied sizeably from 408 survey to survey. The adult population group (from 18 to 64 years of age) was the only 409 represented age group in all 20 MSs with a number of study subjects varying from 400 410 (Slovenia) to 10,419 (Germany) where the study population was sampled at a very fine 411 geographical level (Federal State level). A large sample gives the opportunity to collect more 412 information on rarely consumed foods. 413 414 The target population of a national dietary survey includes all people living in the country at 415 the time of the study. However, institutionalised subjects, such as the elderly in retirement 416 homes or people residing in hospitals, prisons or military barracks, have not been included in 417 the large majority of dietary surveys. Their exclusion is often considered necessary to 418 simplify sampling procedures, as outlined in the recommendation of the EGFCD (EFSA, 419 2009) for a future pan-European dietary survey. breastfeeding women being specifically excluded only in 7 surveys, 421 where included their number is overall rather low, i.e. from 0 (Spain I) to 59 (Denmark) 422 breastfeeding women and from 0 (Spain II) to 52 (Germany) pregnant women. Therefore 423 dietary estimates of these important subgroups should be treated cautiously. 424 425 One important aspect of food consumption data is their representativeness over the different 426 seasons. Ideally, 24-hours dietary recalls and dietary records should be collected uniformly 427 over the four seasons. This was achieved in the majority of surveys in the Comprehensive 428 Database, with the exception of Bulgaria I, Bulgaria II, Estonia, Finland, Hungary, Latvia, 429 Netherlands, Poland and Spain II where an uneven distribution of recording days over 430seasons was reported. This issue is particularly relevant when using food consumption data to 431 assess exposure to hazardous chemicals mainly present in seasonal foods. In addition, it has 432 been suggested that a proportionate collection of dietary estimates in week versus weekend 433 days should be adopted, at population level, in the sampling phase(Lyhne et al., 2005). 434 Weekend days were particularly under represented in Austria, Bulgaria and Slovakia and 435 over represented in Bulgaria II. The effects of uneven sampling fractions over days of the 436 week are potentially relevant for foods that exhibit specific consumption patterns related to 437 weekend consumption, e.g. alcoholic drinks. 438 439 It has been argued that the response rates of dietary surveys should be high enough to ensure 440 that individual dietary estimates can be generalised to the general population, thus avoiding 441 under-sampling of specific population subgroups. Response rates were relatively low in 442 Hungary (27%), Spain II (28%), Italy (33%), Belgium (41%), Netherlands (42%) and 443 Germany (42% for the total study). The high response rate in Slovakia (98%) is likely due to 444 the very convenient sampling frame used. No information was collected on type of incentives 445 for the study subjects. The use of incentives is a common method for increasing survey 446 response but can also introduce bias in dietary estimates by inadvertently drawing individuals 447 from selected population subgroups or by influencing respondents' responses (Singer & Weighing is considered to be the most precise method for measuring food alone or in combination with other methods, in the United Kingdom, Ireland and Spain only.

457

  As an alternative to weighing all food items eaten, consumption can be measured based on 458 the subjects' estimates of portion size. The parallel use of different Portion Size Measurement 459 Aids (PSMAs), such as photographs, household measures, rulers etc, was considered the most 460 convenient option by the EGFCD (EFSA, 2009) in order to obtain best estimates for different 461 foods. Indeed the majority of surveys (in 19) used a combination of two or more 462 measurement tools, with 16 using the picture book as one of the tools and all but four of these 463 used a validated or tested picture book. Measuring children's dietary intake is challenging.

  Cautious interpretation of consumption data is advisable in almost half of the surveys which 489 did not use yield factors to disaggregate composite foods from cooked into their raw 490 ingredients. Hence, the cooked foods are considered as consumed as such and consumption 491 estimates of these particular food groups might differ from those in countries where yield 492 factors were used to disaggregate the recipes into the ingredients as purchased.493Overestimation of exposure might result from these five surveys in certain foods such as 494 pasta or rice (the cooked weight of one portion is far higher than its raw weight) whereas 495 underestimation may result in other foods such as meat or fish (their weight decrease when 496 cooked since they lose water).

  were not disaggregated into ingredients. As a result, an underestimation of

  532for exposure assessment. In this respect, the EGFCD (EFSA, 2009) recommended the 533 collection of information on brand name, physical characteristics of the packaging and 534 household cooking procedures. However, other data sources, like market share data from 535 marketing research studies, could be linked to the food consumption data in order to fill the 536 information gap for exposure assessments.

  was assessed in a number, but not all, surveys by comparison of individual 540 energy intake estimates with Goldberg cut-off points. In the evaluated surveys a varying 541 proportion of under-reporters was identified, i.e. between 12% to 37%. It was assessed that 542 the Goldberg's cut-offs have moderately low sensitivity in identifying under-reporters (Black, 543 2000b), thus suggesting that, although most study participants identified as extreme under-544 reporters are likely to have truly underestimated energy intake, a proportion of study-subjects 545 identified as normal-reporters are likely to be under-reporters. One effective way to improve 546 the identification of under-reporters is to use complementary information on individuals'

  document of the EGFCD (EFSA, 2009) it was suggested that individual 553 measurements should not be excluded on the basis of estimated under-or over-reporting

  to exposure estimates based on the Comprehensive Database is 571 presented and discussed for a number of methodological parameters characterising each 572 dietary survey. It has been highlighted that different survey methodologies have a potential to 573 induce uncertainties on exposure, especially for the comparison of results between countries.

  Hankin JH, Liu LQ, Wilkens LR, Lee JH, Goodman MT, Kolonel LN. 1998. 787 Telephone vs face-to-face interviews for quantitative food frequency assessment. J Am Diet
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  Questionnaire administered only to subjects between 15 and 79 years old § Information on physical activity collected by means of questionnaires within all surveys.

Table 1 -

 1 Basic information on the dietary surveys included in the "Comprehensive European Food Consumption Database"

	Country	Name of the dietary survey (Acronym)	Institution providing the data	Reference publication
	Austria	Austrian Study On Nutritional Status (ASNS)	Institute of Nutritional Sciences -University of Vienna	Elmadfa et al., 2009.

Table 2 -

 2 Information on the dietary method used within the dietary surveys

	Country	Method	Number of replicates	Days between non consecutive replicates* Mean (5 th th -95 percentile)	Additional food frequency (FFQ) or propensity (FPQ) questionnaire^
	Austria	24 h dietary recall	1	Not applicable	No
	Belgium	24 h dietary recall	2	23 (12 -42)	Yes
	Bulgaria I	24 h dietary recall	1	Not applicable	Yes
	Bulgaria II	24 h dietary recall	2	3 (2 -5)	Yes
	Czech Republic	24 h dietary recall	2	79 (43 -141)	Yes
	Denmark	Food record	7	Consecutive days	No
	Estonia	24 h dietary recall	1	Not applicable	Yes
	Finland	48 h dietary recall	1	Not applicable	Yes
	France	Food record	7	Consecutive days	No
	Germany	24 h dietary recall	2	16 (7 -39)	Diet history
	Hungary	Food record	3	2 consecutive days and 1 non consecutive day §	No
	Ireland	Food record	7	Consecutive days	Yes, only focused on meat
	Italy	Food record	3	Consecutive days	No
	Latvia	24 h dietary recall	2	68 (27 -106)	Yes
	Netherlands	24 h dietary recall	2	11 (8 -17)	Yes
	Poland	24 h dietary recall	1	Not applicable	No
	Slovakia	24 h dietary recall	1	Not applicable	No
	Slovenia	24 h dietary recall	1	Not applicable	Yes
	Spain I	Food record	3	Consecutive days	Yes
	Spain II	24 h dietary recall	2	3 (1 -16)	Yes
	Sweden	Food record	7	Consecutive days	No
	United Kingdom Food record	7	Consecutive days	Yes
	* Information extracted from the "Comprehensive European Food Consumption Database".
	^ Information collected by means of FFQ or FPQ was not transmitted to EFSA	
	§ 2 consecutive weekdays and one weekend day		

Table 3 -

 3 Administration of the interview

		Number of	Method of	Place of interview	Interviewer with
	Country	meetings	administration		nutritional
					background
	Austria	0	Post	Not applicable

http://mc.manuscriptcentral.com/tfac Email: fac@tandf.co.uk

Table 7 -

 7 Percentage of record or recall days according to the day of the week and season %

of record or recall days according to the day of the week* % of record or recall days according to the season*

  

	Country	Week days	Week end days	Unclassified	Spring 21.03-21.06	Summer 22.06-22.09	Fall 23.09-22.12	Winter 23.12-20.03	Unclassified
	Austria	49			14		37	21	26	25	27	1
	Belgium	76			24		0	26	25	27	23	0
	Bulgaria I	92			8		0	100	0	0	0	0
	Bulgaria II	54			46		0	60	40	0	0	0
	Czech Republic	74			26		0	34	23	12	31	0
	Denmark	72			28		0	25	26	39	10	0
	Estonia	73			27		0	0	100	0	0	0
	Finland	67			33		0	9	0	0	91	0
	France Germany Hungary Ireland Italy	71 75 67 71 78 F § o r		29 25 33 § 29 22		0 0 0 0 0	20 20 0 26 26	17 27 0 28 24	24 40 0 27 25	39 13 100 18 25	0 0 0 0 0
	Latvia	72			28		0	0	49	50	0	0
	Netherlands Poland	71 77	P	29 23		0 0	0 0	0 31	100 69	0 0	0 0
	Slovakia Slovenia Spain I Spain II Sweden	78 76 43 73 71	5 24 e 30 26 29 e r	17 0 27 0 0	23 11 28 75 0	19 14 7 19 0	29 56 25 0 0	7 19 22 6 0	23 0 17 0 100
	United Kingdom * Information extracted from the "Comprehensive European Food Consumption Database". 71 29 0 31 § Percentages reported by the national data provider. R	24	22	23	0
						e			
							v i e			
							w		
								O n l	
								y	

Table 8 -

 8 Exclusion criteria

	Country	Institutionalised subjects excluded	Pregnant and breastfeeding women excluded	Number of breastfeeding women*	Number of pregnant women*	Over sampled population groups
	Austria	Yes	No	Not available	Not available	
						Subjects from
	Belgium	Yes	No	7	9	15 to 18 and older than 75
						years
	Bulgaria I	Yes	Yes	Not applicable Not applicable	No

Table 10 -

 10 Dietary software and database used

	Country	Dietary software	Database used before providing the data to EFSA: Portion size Standard recipe Food Yield factors composition
	Austria	MS Access 2003 based on German nutrient data base BLS II.3	Yes	Yes	Yes, from raw to cooked foods	Yes
	Belgium	EPIC SOFT Program	Yes	Yes	Yes, from raw to cooked foods*	No
	Bulgaria I	NUTRICALC	Yes	Yes	to raw foods* Yes, from cooked	Yes
	Bulgaria II	NUTRICALC	Yes	Yes	to raw foods* Yes, from cooked	Yes
	Czech Republic	Paradox for Windows	Yes	Yes	to raw foods* Yes, from cooked	Yes
	Denmark	GIES	Yes	Yes	to raw foods* Yes, from cooked	Yes
	Estonia	Finnish micro nutrica nutritional analysis program	Yes	Yes	to raw foods* Yes, from cooked §	Yes
	Finland	Finessi	Yes	Yes	Yes, from cooked to raw foods* §	Yes
	France	MS Access	Yes	Yes	No	Yes
	Germany	EPIC SOFT Program	Yes	Yes	cooked foods* Yes, from raw to	Yes
	Hungary	NutriCompEtrend	Yes	Yes	to raw foods Yes, from cooked	Yes
	Ireland	WISP-DES	Yes	Yes	to raw foods* Yes, from cooked	Yes
	Italy	INRAN-DIARIO 3.1	Yes	Yes	Yes, from cooked to raw foods* §	Yes
	Latvia	PGAIS	No	Yes	cooked foods Yes, from raw to	Yes
	Netherlands	EPIC SOFT Program	Yes	Yes	Yes, from cooked to raw foods*	No
	Poland	Dieta FAO	Yes	Yes	to raw foods* Yes, from cooked	Yes
	Slovakia	Alimenta 4.3	No	Yes	Yes, from cooked to raw foods §	Yes
	Slovenia	Blaise 4.7	No	Yes	Yes, from raw to cooked foods	

Table 11 -

 11 Additional information on food coding

			Specific information collected on:
	Country	Brand*	Household	Packaging*
		(% of food	processing*	(% of food
		records)	(% of food records)	records)
	Austria	3	1	0
	Belgium	19	22	24

Table 12 -

 12 Method of identification of under-reporters, cut-off values and percentage of underreporters

				Under-	Under-
	Country	Method	Cut off value	reporters	reporters
				excluded	(%)

Table 13 -

 13 Number of subjects according to the different self-reported eating patterns * In Germany information on further special diets, like halal, was also collected but here these are considered as unspecified.

	Country	Normal diet*	Vegetarian diet*	Diet related to	health condition*	Slimming diet*	Vegetarian and	slimming diet*	Unspecified*
	Austria	2123							0
	Belgium	2642	1	331				271
	Bulgaria I	863	1	70	116			154
	Bulgaria II								1723
	Czech Republic	1572	9	86	66			18
	Denmark								4118
	Estonia								1866
	Finland	1377	29	584	26	22	0
	France	3167	19	314	181	1	397
	Germany	10839	287	2106	141	1	552**
	Hungary	1360							0
	Ireland	764	9	77	70			38
	Italy	3124		80	76			43
	Latvia								2070
	Netherlands	691	12	8	24			15
	Poland								4134
	Slovakia	83							2678
	Slovenia	410							0
	Spain I	1051		10	1			6
	Spain II	398		4	16			0
	Sweden	1188	18	2				2
	United Kingdom	1333	66			314	11	0

* Information extracted from the "Comprehensive European Food Consumption Database" *

Table 14 -

 14 Non dietary information

		Body	Information available on
	Country	weight and height	Physical activity* § (% of subjects)	Education level* (% of subjects)	Ethnicity* (% of subjects)
	Austria	Estimated	100	100	14
	Belgium	Estimated	100	100	0
	Bulgaria I	Measured	0	100	100
	Bulgaria II	Measured	0	100	100
	Czech Republic	Estimated	100	100	0
	Denmark	Estimated	0	0	0
	Estonia	Estimated	100	100	100
	Finland	Measured	0	99	0
	France	Measured	74 ^	100	0
	Germany	Measured	0	100	0
	Hungary	Estimated	0	0	0
	Ireland	Measured	100	100	100
	Italy	Estimated	0**	83	0
	Latvia	Estimated	0	100	0
	Netherlands	Estimated	100	100	100
	Poland	Measured	0	100	0
	Slovakia	Estimated	3	3	6
	Slovenia	Estimated	100	99	0
	Spain I	Estimated	80	28	0
	Spain II	Measured	100	99	0
	Sweden	Estimated	0	100	0
	United Kingdom	Measured	96	100	100
	* Information extracted from the "Comprehensive European Food Consumption Database"

** Data not transmitted to EFSA
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