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Abstract
The European Food Safety Authority’s 2010 scientific opinion on dietary reference values for total water intakes was partly based on observed
intakes in population groups. Large variability was observed, and it is unlikely that these differences can be explained by differences in
climate, activity level and/or culture. This suggests that there are uncertainties in the methodologies used to assess water intake from food and
fluids, including all types of beverages. To determine current methods for recording and reporting total water, beverages and fluid intakes,
twenty-one European countries were surveyed using an electronic questionnaire. In total, twelve countries responded and ten completed
surveys were summarised. Countries reported that their survey was representative of the population in terms of age and socio-economic
status. However, a variety of methods were used – that is, repeated 24-h recalls, estimated food diaries and FFQ. None of the methods were
validated to assess water and fluid intakes. The methods used to record liquid foods – for example, soup and diluted drinks – were
inconsistent. Clarity and consistency on definitions of categories of beverages to facilitate comparisons between countries are needed.
Recommendations for a unified approach to surveying and quantifying intake of water from fluids and foods are proposed.
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In 2010, the European Food Safety Authority (EFSA) Panel on
Dietetic Products, Nutrition and Allergies(1) published their
scientific opinion on dietary reference values (DRV) for total
water intake. The recommended adequate intakes were based
on a combination of intakes from population studies, desirable
urinary osmolarity values and desirable water volumes per unit
of energy consumed. The average water intakes from the
population studies used by EFSA showed variability – for
example, 917–1895ml/d for women and 1027–1585ml/d for
men. The data used were taken from the EFSA Comprehensive
European Food Consumption Database, which also shows high
levels of variability, particularly at the lower and upper
percentiles(2). A similar variation was observed in an analysis of
recent surveys conducted in twelve European countries, which
showed that total beverage intake varied from 941mL/d (Italy)
to 2366mL/d (Germany) for women and from 1014mL/d (Italy)
to 2659mL/d (Germany) for men(3). It is important to establish

the reasons for this wide variation as it raises questions about
the robustness of the observed intake data used to establish the
DRV for water.

This inter-population variation in intakes is unlikely to be fully
explained by climate, activity levels or culture; therefore, it is likely
that it derives from the inconsistency in methodologies used. The
methodologies used included 7-d weighed records, FFQ, 24-h
recalls and mixed methodologies(3–4). This variation was con-
firmed in a recent systematic review of worldwide international
surveys that found that 24-h recall was the most frequently used
methodology (twenty-nine out of sixty-five studies) and that
twenty-two of these studies utilised single 24-h recalls(5).

Water is consumed via food and fluids or beverages, which
include drinking water and water in fluids such as soft drinks,
coffee, tea and alcoholic beverages. There is often confusion
about the terms beverages and fluids. For the purposes of this
study, the term total water intake will be used to refer to water
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from all sources, including food; fluid intake will be used to
refer to the consumption of drinking water and all other
beverages and drinks.
It has been suggested that the lack of consistency in

methodologies, beverage classification and measurement units
may result in underestimates of total fluid intake(6). The type of
methodology has been shown to affect the result of intake
estimates in population surveys(7). A comparison of drinking
water intake in two cohorts of the What We Eat in America/
National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey showed
significant differences in water intake between the 2005/2006
survey, which used the automated multiple-pass method for
24-h recall, and the 2003/2004 survey, which used post-recall
food frequency-type questions(8). However, it is important to
consider that, although comparable to some extent, there still
were variations in the two populations. Recently, a cross-over
study reported significant differences in the estimation of total
fluid intake when a 24-h recall or a 7-d fluid-specific diary was
used. Although there was a significant correlation between the
methods, a significant underestimate of 382ml was observed
when a 24-h recall was used. This difference increased with
increasing total fluid intake(7).
Population surveys use methodologies that have been vali-

dated for energy (such as the UK National Diet and Nutrition
Survey (NDNS)) or particular nutrients, and there is an
assumption that they are also valid for water and fluid intakes; it
is probable that this assumption is invalid(9). Food intake is
usually structured around meals with snacks between meals,
unlike fluids, which are consumed throughout the day(10). This
suggests that total water and fluid intakes may be under-
estimated, and current recommendations based on intake
studies may also underestimate the population needs. With
increasing interest in the impact of the quantity and composi-
tion of beverage intake(11), it is important to be able to
accurately assess what populations are drinking to understand
possible health risks and/or benefits as well as develop future
recommendations for total water intake and types of fluid.
The present study aimed to determine current methodologies

used to assess water and fluid intakes across Europe by
conducting a survey of twenty-one European countries. On the
basis of the results of this assessment, recommendations to
improve consistency were developed.

Methods

An expert group was convened by the International Life
Sciences Institute (ILSI) Europe as part of their Food Intake
Methodology Task Force to investigate methodologies for
recording beverage and water intakes at the population level.
A questionnaire was developed to collect information on the
methodologies used throughout Europe to assess water and
fluid intakes in populations, including analysis and reporting
(the questionnaire is available in the online Supplementary
Appendix S1).
Lead scientists were identified for twenty-one countries from

publications and personal contacts and were invited to com-
plete the questionnaire electronically; twelve countries
responded. Denmark, Finland, France, Greece, Norway,

Poland, Portugal, Slovakia and Switzerland did not respond
possibly because the correct contact person had not been
identified or because of changes in contact information. One
country was excluded as the survey reported food purchases
rather than population intakes (Spain). Another country was
excluded, as the questionnaire was incomplete (Italy).
Therefore, ten questionnaires were collated and summarised.

Results

Table 1 shows the size of the population surveys, age groups
surveyed and the timing of the survey. All respondents descri-
bed methods for selecting a representative sample and, if
necessary, weighting the sample accordingly. Surveys were
considered representative of socio-economic class; however,
one respondent reported that the low-income population might
not have been represented.

Methodology

Table 1 shows the methodologies used by the ten European
countries. All but one respondent stated that all drinking events
were captured. Only countries using food diaries considered
variation across days of the week. None of the respondents
reported using methodologies that were validated for the
assessment of water and fluid intakes. Results from the survey
suggest that efforts have been made to quantify fluid and water
intakes as shown in Table 1. However, 50% of the countries
asked participants to record the quantity served rather than the
quantity consumed.

There was a lack of consistency on how to report foods with
high liquid content, for example, soups; two countries asked for
ingredients of such food, whereas six countries recorded type
and quantity analysing them as composite dishes, although there
was no indication of whether or not water and/or stock used in
these foods were recorded. Half of the countries reported cal-
culating water content of foods but only the Republic of Ireland
reported a value of 33% of water from food(12), which is higher
than the range (20–30%) used by EFSA(1).

Data collection on dilution of cordials, powders and
concentrates was inconsistent. Four countries recorded the
volume of prepared drinks, and three recorded products and
water separately; one country used a standard dilution factor
and another used dilution factors based on age. The reporting
and analysis of such beverage require further investigation and
clarification.

Water sources

All respondents reported collecting information on the type of
water consumed – that is, tap or bottled water – with all but one
categorising further into still or sparkling bottled water. At least
one code for water was used (other codes being used for type
of water) in the food composition databases.

Categorisation of beverages

The categories used by respondents in the present survey were
consistent for water, milk and milk product categories; eight
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Table 1. Characteristics of population diet/nutrition surveys for ten European countries

Countries
Average

population size Age groups (years) Timing of survey Methodology
Method used to
estimate volumes

Daily variation
considered

Ensure volume
consumed (rather
than served) is

recorded

Water content
of foods
calculated

Austria(34) 1002 7–14 and 18–80 August–February 7–14 years – 3 d dietary
record, FFQ; 18–80
years – repeated 24-h
recall, FFQ

Photographs No Yes Yes

Belgium(35) 3200 2004: 18–99;
2014: 3–64

All seasons Children – food diary*, FFQ;
adolescents 24-h recall*,
FFQ; adults 24-h recall*
FFQ

Photographs No No No

Czech Republic(36) 2590 4–90 All seasons Repeated (×2) 24-h recall* Photographs and
household measures

No No No

Germany(37) 19 329 14–80 All seasons 3 dietary assessment
methods applied
separately 2 × 24h
recalls*; diet history
interviews*; dietary
weighing records*

Household
measurements and
standard units
(e. g. bottles)

No No No

Hungary(38,39) Approximately 5000 0–101 February–June FFQ Photographs No No Yes
Iceland(40) 2000 18–80 All seasons Repeated (×2) 24-h recall* –

with questions on
frequency of consumption
of certain foods and food
groups (paper version
used for frequency
questions)

Pictures or standard
glass 200ml, standard
cup 150ml

No Yes Yes

The Netherlands(41) 3819 Each survey targets a
defined population for
example 2007–2010:
7–69 years

All seasons Repeated (×2) 24-h recall* Choice of – photographs,
household measures,
weight, volume or
standard units

No Yes Yes

Republic of Ireland(42) 500 Each survey targets a
defined population for
example 2005–2006:
13–17 years; 2008–2010:
18–90 years

All seasons 4 d weighed
food diary

Weighed intake
Otherwise photographs

or household
measures

Yes Yes Yes

Sweden(43) 1200 18–74 years All seasons 7 d estimated food diary No response Yes No No
UK(32) 6828 1–4 years

Every year the study aims to
recruit 1000 core participants
500 adults and 500 children

18 months upwards All seasons –
rolling
programme

4d estimated food diary Respondents are given
an image of a glass
and examples of
volume sizes in a table.

Usual cup/mug volume
measured

Yes Yes No

* Electronic versions used.
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respondents split soft drinks into four categories – namely, still
regular and low-energy (diet) and carbonated regular and
low-energy (diet) drinks. All but one included alcoholic bev-
erages as a separate category, and five included energy drinks
in a separate category.

Analysis and reporting

In all, four countries reported cleaning data, with two using energy
intake to identify and correct unreliable records; one country used
the Goldberg’s cut-off as described by Black(13), and two countries
noted extreme values but did not exclude these data.

Discussion

This study reports current practices for assessing fluid and water
intakes in populations in a sample of European countries. The
results of this survey suggest that there is growing recognition of
the importance of hydration and the types of beverages con-
sumed on health. However, concerns about the methodological
variation and validity of the surveys were raised by the responses.
The present study confirms the variation in methodologies

previously shown(3–5). The development of a unified approach
to dietary assessment, particularly assessment of water and fluid
intakes, would facilitate comparisons between countries(14–16)

and the development of recommendations. EFSA(17) recently
published guidance on producing high-quality consumption
data that is harmonised throughout Europe(18). EFSA recom-
mends recording data on 2 non-consecutive days using 24-h
dietary recalls by a computer-assisted personal or telephone
interview (CAPI/CATI). In infants and children, the recom-
mendation is to use two 24-h food diaries followed by CAPI/
CATI. Further, the use of software programmes including
automatic checks/pathways and questions is recommended to
ensure the inclusion of foods that are easily forgotten such as
between-meals drinks. An international panel on water quality
has reviewed the literature on assessment of water intake and
exposure studies and recommended the use of a 4-d diary(19);
repeated 24-h recall was the second method of choice. At
present, there is no consensus regarding dietary assessment
methodology to be used in studies on health and well-being,
and the need to have validated methodology still remains.
The results of the present survey highlight some of the lim-

itations of using a methodology that is not designed to assess
water and fluid intakes. Although most respondents reported
capturing all drinking events, it is likely that the current meth-
odologies emphasise consumption during meal times and not
throughout the day, suggesting that some events may not be
recorded(20). In addition, the type of beverage or drink may vary
throughout the day. For example, alcohol is more likely to be
consumed in the evening(10). People often drink small volumes
of water throughout the day and find this difficult to quantify.
A limitation of the questionnaire is that questions about sipping
from bottles, bought or home filled, or drinking from fountains
were not included. The addition of a meal occasion ‘during the
whole day’ may facilitate recording of this volume.
Although the methodologies may be validated for energy and

other nutrients – for example, in the UK’s NDNS(21), none

reported that the methodology was validated for water and fluid
intakes. It is vital that methodologies are validated in order to
identify and establish dose–response relationships between
water and fluid intakes and disease(22), as well as to develop
robust recommendations.

It is reassuring that most countries sample across the year as
seasonal variations in diet will introduce possible errors in
recording water and fluid intakes(23), a concern that may not be
present to the same extent as for other nutrients. However, only
countries using methods that capture >1 d of consumption
considered variation across days of the week. Individuals do
not eat or drink the same items each day, and failure to consider
this in the methodology introduces substantial errors(24,25). For
instance, fluid consumption has been shown to be higher
during the weekend (Friday–Sunday) for men and higher for
women on Friday and Saturday(10). In addition, differences in
the volume of some types of fluid consumed across the week
have been reported. It is probable that population surveys do
not capture this daily variation, and are therefore under-
estimating water and fluid consumption.

Results from the survey suggest that efforts are made to
quantify fluids with photographs and/or sample cups and
glasses. However, it is a concern that only half of the countries
asked participants to record quantity consumed rather than
recording the quantity served. This is an issue that needs to be
addressed by developing clear guidelines that reflect the intake
patterns of fluid consumption, and subsequently training
participants on how to record intakes.

There was a lack of clarity and consistency on how to report
foods with high liquid content, for example, soups. More infor-
mation on preparation and the inclusion of water and/or stock
should be recorded. Treating these foods as composite foods or
using recognised food categories such as those in FoodEx2(18)

would ensure that water intake from these foods is recorded
more accurately. Furthermore, the water content of foods should
be calculated and published. EFSA(1) estimates that the water
content in European foods is 20–30%; however, this figure will
vary between countries and seasons depending on dietary
patterns and food-types consumed – for example, it has been
estimated to be 19% in the USA(26), 33% in the Republic of
Ireland(12) and 40% in China(27). Accurate estimates of water
content of food in the diet from more countries will aid the
production of future recommendations. The recording of fluids
that are diluted – for example, cordial, concentrate and squash –

was varied with no consistency in dilution factors or details
recorded. The only country that has clear guidelines on diluents
is the UK(28), which now records dilution water separately.

All respondents reported collecting information on the type of
water consumed – that is, tap or bottled water – and were coded
accordingly. This was a significant change from previous stu-
dies(29), suggesting an increased interest in water and fluid
consumption and its relation to health. With rising interest in the
type of fluids or beverages consumed and health(11,30), it is vital
that beverages are categorised consistently. It appeared that
there was some uniformity of categories across the countries
surveyed; however, definitions of the categories for each country
were not collected, and it is possible that there may be some
confusion and overlap. Consistent, uniform definitions of the
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categories would facilitate between-country comparisons and
collation of pan European data. Adoption of EFSA’s(17) recom-
mendation that food and beverage intake be reported according
to their FoodEx2(18), food classification system in the EU Menu
project may be a way of dealing with this issue. In addition,
participants may be confused about what category a particular
fluid should be placed in. Clear definitions of categories and
appropriate training for participants and survey personnel would
facilitate correct and comparable categorisation.
Biomarkers are increasingly being used in population

studies(31–33), and their use would further elucidate the rela-
tionship between water intake and hydration status, especially
in habitual low and high drinkers in populations. This would
facilitate the investigation of dose–responses of water or other
fluids and health status and/or specific disease – for example,
renal disease and water intake. However, this would increase
the cost of the survey and would require ethics approval, factors
that require careful consideration. None of the countries
reported using hydration.
The assessment of fluid and water intakes is complex and

presents significant challenges. The results of this survey show
that there is increasing awareness of the need to accurately
record water, fluids and liquid food intake in population dietary
surveys. However, there is still a need to develop a consistent
and validated methodology to avoid ambiguity and reduce
potential sources of error. Development of a unified approach
to the assessment of water and fluid intakes across Europe
would facilitate valuable insights into the relationship between
hydration and fluid type and health. It is vital that methodolo-
gies are validated for fluid and water intakes to enable dose–
response comparisons to be made and to provide more robust
data for future recommendations.

Acknowledgements

The authors acknowledge the contribution of the scientific
leads that responded to the request to complete the
questionnaires.
This work was conducted by an expert group of the

European branch of the ILSI Europe. This publication was
coordinated by Roland Faludi, Scientific Project Manager at ILSI
Europe. The expert group received funding from the ILSI
Europe Food Intake Methodology Task Force. Industry mem-
bers of this task force are listed on the ILSI Europe website at
www.ilsi.eu. For further information about ILSI Europe, please
email info@ilsieurope.be or call +32 2 771 00 14. The opinions
expressed here and the conclusions of this publication are those
of the authors and do not necessarily represent the views of ILSI
Europe nor those of its member companies.
All authors were involved in the conception and development

of the research, data analysis and writing of the manuscript.
J. G. has been employed as a consultant for Danone Research.

Supplementary material

For supplementary material/s referred to in this article, please
visit http://dx.doi.org/doi:10.1017/S0007114516002336

References

1. European Food Safety Authority (EFSA) (2010) Scientific
opinion on dietary reference values for water. EFSA J 8, 1459.

2. European Food Safety Authority (EFSA) (2015) Concise
European Food Consumption Database. http://www.efsa.
europa.eu/en/datexfoodcdb/datexfooddb (accessed October
2015).

3. Nissensohn M, Castro-Quezada I & Serra-Majem L (2013)
Beverage and water intake of healthy adults in some
European countries. Int J Food Sci Nutr 64, 801–805.

4. Vergne S (2012) Methodological aspects of fluid intake
records and surveys. Nutr Today 47, S7–S10.

5. Özen AE, Bibiloni MDM, Pons A, et al. (2015) Fluid
intake from beverages across age groups: a systematic review.
J Hum Nutr Diet 28, 417–442.

6. Popkin BM, D’Anci KE & Rosenberg ICH (2010) Water,
hydration, and health. Nutr Rev 68, 439–458.

7. Bardosono S, Monrozier R, Permadhi I, et al. (2015) Total fluid
intake assessed with a 7-day fluid record versus a 24-h dietary
recall: a crossover study in Indonesian adolescents and adults.
Eur J Nutr 54, Suppl. 2, 17–26.

8. Sebastian RS, Wilkinson Enns C, Goldman JD, et al. (2012)
Change in methodology for collection of drinking water intake
in What We Eat in America/National Health and Nutrition
Examination Survey: implications for analysis. Public Health
Nutr 15, 1190–1195.

9. Gandy J (2015) Water intake: validity of population assess-
ment and recommendations. Eur J Nutr 54, Suppl. 2, 11–16.

10. Gibson S & Shirreffs SM (2013) Beverage consumption habits
‘24/7’ among British adults: association with total water intake
and energy intake. Nutr J 12, 9–25.

11. Malik VS, Pan A, Willett WC, et al. (2013) Sugar-sweetened
beverages and weight gain in children and adults: a systematic
review and meta-analysis. Am J Clin Nutr 98, 1084–1102.

12. O’Connor L, Walton J & Flynn A (2014) Water intakes and
dietary sources of a nationally representative sample of
Irish adults. J Hum Nutr Diet 27, 550–556.

13. Black AE (2000) Critical evaluation of energy intake using the
Goldberg cut-off for energy intake: basal metabolic rate. A
practical guide to its calculation, use and limitations. Int J Obes
Relat Metab Disord 24, 1119–1130.

14. Guelinckx I, Ferreira-Pêgo C, Moreno LA, et al. (2015) Intake
of water and different beverages in adults across 13 countries.
Eur J Nutr 54, Suppl. 2, 45–56.

15. Iglesia I, Guelinckx I, De Miguel-Etayo PM, et al. (2015) Total
zfluid intake of children and adolescents: cross-sectional sur-
veys in 13 countries worldwide. Eur J Nutr 54, Suppl. 2, 57–67.

16. Guelinckx I, Iglesia I, Bottin JH, et al. (2015) Intake of water
and beverages of children and adolescents in 13 countries.
Eur J Nutr 54, Suppl. 2, 69–79.

17. European Food Safety Authority (EFSA) (2014) Guidance on
the EU Menu methodology. EFSA J 12, 3944–4021.

18. European Food Safety Authority (EFSA) (2011) The food
classification and description system FoodEx 2. http://www.efsa.
europa.eu/en/supporting/pub/215e.htm (accessed April 2015).

19. Mons MN, van der Wielen JML, Blokker EJM, et al. (2007)
Estimation of the consumption of cold tap water for
microbiological risk assessment: an overview of studies and
statistical analysis of data. J Water Health 5, 151–170.

20. Le Bellego L, Jean C, Jiménez L, et al. (2010) Understanding
fluid consumption patterns to improve healthy hydration. Nutr
Today 45, S22–S26.

21. Henderson L, Gregory J & Swan G (2002) National Diet and
Nutrition Survey: Adults Aged 19 to 64 Years, vol. 1: Types
and quantities of food consumed. London: TSO.

Population surveys of water intake in Europe 681

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114516002336  Published online by Cam
bridge U

niversity Press

www.ilsi.eu
http://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/datexfoodcdb/datexfooddb
http://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/datexfoodcdb/datexfooddb
http://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/supporting/pub/215e.htm
http://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/supporting/pub/215e.htm
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114516002336


22. Bingham S, Gill C, Welch A, et al. (1994) Comparison of
dietary assessment methods in nutritional epidemiology:
weighed records v. 24 h recalls, food-frequency
questionnaires and estimated-diet records. Br J Nutr 72,
619–643.

23. Lennernas BM (1998) Dietary assessment and validity: to
measure what is meant to measure. Scand J Nutr 42, 63–65.

24. Thompson FE & Subar AF (2008) Dietary assessment metho-
dology. In Nutrition in the Prevention and Treatment of
Disease, pp. 5–7 [AM Coulston and CJ Boushey, editors],
2nd ed. San Diego, CA: Academic Press.

25. Nelson M & Bingham S (1996) Assessment of food con-
sumption and nutrient intake. In Design Concepts in
Nutritional Epidemiology, pp. 153–191 [B Margetts and
M Nelson, editors]. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

26. Institute of Medicine & Food and Nutrition Board (2004)
Dietary Reference Intakes for Water, Potassium, Sodium,
Chloride and Sulfate. Washington, DC: National Academies
Press.

27. Ma G, Zhang Q, Liu A, et al. (2012) Fluid intake of adults in
four Chinese cities. Nutr Rev 70, Suppl. 2, S105–S110.

28. Ng SW, Mhurchu CN, Jebb S, et al. (2012) Patterns and trends
of beverage consumption among children and adults in Great
Britain, 1986–2009. Br J Nutr 108, 536–551.

29. O’Connor TM, Yang SJ & Nicklas TA (2006) Beverage intake
among preschool children and its effect on weight status.
Pediatrics 118, e1010–e1018.

30. Imamura F, O’Connor L, Ye Z, et al. (2015) Consumption of
sugar sweetened beverages, artificially sweetened beverages,
and fruit juice and incidence of type 2 diabetes: systematic
review, meta-analysis, and estimation of population attribu-
table fraction. BMJ 351, h3576.

31. Bingham SA, Gill C, Welch A, et al. (1997) Validation of
dietary assessment methods in the UK arm of EPIC using
weighed records, and 24-hour urinary nitrogen and potassium
and serum vitamin C and carotenoids as biomarkers. Int J
Epidemiol 26, S137–S151.

32. Bates B, Lennox A, Prentice A, et al. (2014) National Diet and
Nutrition Survey Results from Years 1, 2, 3 and 4 (combined)
of the Rolling Programme (2008/2009 – 2011/2012). London:
Public Health England Publications.

33. Cogswell ME, Elliott P, Wang C, et al. (2013) Assessing US
sodium intake through dietary data and urine biomarkers. Adv
Nutr 4, 560–562.

34. Elmadfa I (2012) The Austrian Nutrition Report. http://www.
bmg.gv.at/cms/home/attachments/4/5/3/CH1048/CMS13487
49794860/oeb12.pdf (accessed March 2015).

35. Devriese S, Huybrechts I, Moreau M, et al. (2004) The
Belgian Food Consumption Survey. https://www.wiv-isp.be/
epidemio/epinl/index5.htm (accessed March 2016).

36. Ruprich J, Dofkova M, Rehurkova I, et al. (2012) Individual
food consumption – the national study SISP04. http://czvp.
szu.cz/spotrebapotravin.htm (accessed April 2016).

37. Eisinger-Watzl M, Straßburg A, Ramünke J, et al. (2015)
Comparison of two dietary assessment methods by food
consumption: results of the German National Nutrition
Survey II. Eur J Nutr 54, 343–354.

38. Szeitz-Szabó M, Bíró L, Bíró Gy, et al. (2011) Dietary survey in
Hungary, 2009. Part I: macronutrients, alcohol, caffeine, fibre.
Acta Aliment Hung 40, 142–152.

39. Bíró L, Szeitz-Szabó M, Bíró Gy, et al. (2011) Dietary survey in
Hungary, 2009. Part II: vitamins, macro- and microelements,
food supplements and food allergy. Acta Aliment Hung 40,
301–312.

40. Directorate of Health, Icelandic Food and Veterinary Authority
and the Unit of Nutrition Research (RIN) at the University
of Iceland (2012) What do eat people? http://www.
landlaeknir.is/servlet/file/store93/item14901/Hvað%20borða
%20Íslendingar_april%202012.pdf (accessed March 2016).

41. National Institute for Public Health and the Environment (2012)
Dutch national food consumption survey. http://www.rivm.nl/
en/Topics/D/Dutch_National_Food_Consumption_Survey
(accessed March 2016).

42. Irish Universities Nutrition Alliance (2001) North/South
Ireland food consumption survey. http://www.iuna.net/?p=25
(accessed March 2016).

43. Amcoff E, Edberg A, Enghardt H, et al. (2012) Riksmaten –

vuxna 2010–2011 The food and nutrient intake among adults in
Sweden. http://www.livsmedelsverket.se/globalassets/matvanor-
halsa-miljo/kostrad-matvanor/matvaneundersokningar/
riksmaten_2010_20111.pdf?id=3588 (accessed April 2016).

682 J. Gandy et al.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114516002336  Published online by Cam
bridge U

niversity Press

http://www.bmg.gv.at/cms/home/attachments/4/5/3/CH1048/CMS1348749794860/oeb12.pdf
http://www.bmg.gv.at/cms/home/attachments/4/5/3/CH1048/CMS1348749794860/oeb12.pdf
http://www.bmg.gv.at/cms/home/attachments/4/5/3/CH1048/CMS1348749794860/oeb12.pdf
https://www.wiv-isp.be/epidemio/epinl/index5.htm
https://www.wiv-isp.be/epidemio/epinl/index5.htm
http://czvp.szu.cz/spotrebapotravin.htm
http://czvp.szu.cz/spotrebapotravin.htm
http://www.landlaeknir.is/servlet/file/store93/item14901/Hva&#x00F0;%20bor&#x00F0;a%20&#x00CD;slendingar_april%202012.pdf
http://www.landlaeknir.is/servlet/file/store93/item14901/Hva&#x00F0;%20bor&#x00F0;a%20&#x00CD;slendingar_april%202012.pdf
http://www.landlaeknir.is/servlet/file/store93/item14901/Hva&#x00F0;%20bor&#x00F0;a%20&#x00CD;slendingar_april%202012.pdf
http://www.rivm.nl/en/Topics/D/Dutch_National_Food_Consumption_Survey
http://www.rivm.nl/en/Topics/D/Dutch_National_Food_Consumption_Survey
http://www.iuna.net/?p=25
http://www.livsmedelsverket.se/globalassets/matvanor-halsa-miljo/kostrad-matvanor/matvaneundersokningar/riksmaten_2010_20111.pdf?id=3588
http://www.livsmedelsverket.se/globalassets/matvanor-halsa-miljo/kostrad-matvanor/matvaneundersokningar/riksmaten_2010_20111.pdf?id=3588
http://www.livsmedelsverket.se/globalassets/matvanor-halsa-miljo/kostrad-matvanor/matvaneundersokningar/riksmaten_2010_20111.pdf?id=3588
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114516002336

	Recording of fluid, beverage and water intakes at the population level in�Europe
	Methods
	Results
	Methodology
	Water sources
	Categorisation of beverages

	Table 1Characteristics of population diet&#x002F;nutrition surveys for ten European countries
	Analysis and reporting

	Discussion
	Acknowledgements
	ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
	Supplementary material
	References


