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Abstract 

Background: An overrepresentation of neurodevelopmental disorders (NDDs) has been observed in 

individuals with avoidant/restrictive food intake disorder (ARFID). Previous studies on the association 

between ARFID and NDDs are limited to cross-sectional data from clinical samples of small size. This 

study aimed to extend previous research by using prospectively collected data in children from a general 

population sample. We examined the occurrence and predictive power of early neurodevelopmental 

problems in 4–7-year-old children with suspected ARFID.  

Methods: Data were collected via parent-report in 3,728 children born between 2011 and 2014 in Kochi 

prefecture, a sub-sample of the Japan Environment and Children's Study (JECS). Neurodevelopmental 

problems were assessed with several instruments at different time points between 0.5 and 3 years of age 

as part of the JECS. In an add-on study, ARFID was identified cross-sectionally (between 4 and 7 years 

of age) using a newly developed screening tool. 

Results: Circa 3% of children at high risk for NDDs in preschool age screened positive for ARFID 

between age 4 and 7 years, reflecting a three times increased risk of suspected ARFID. A fifth (20.8%) 

of children with suspected ARFID had likely NDDs, compared to 8.6% of children without suspected 

ARFID. Developmental delay trajectories of children with and without suspected ARFID started to 

divert after the age of 6 months. Only 2.2% of children with early feeding problems later screened 

positive for ARFID. The inclusion of neurodevelopmental problems improved the prediction of later 

ARFID.  

Conclusions: The results mirror the previously observed overrepresentation of NDDs in ARFID 

populations, although to a weaker extent. In non-clinical populations, early feeding problems are 

common and rarely develop into ARFID, however, our findings imply that they should be monitored 

closely in children with high neurodevelopmental risk in order to prevent ARFID. 
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Introduction  

Avoidant/restrictive food intake disorder (ARFID) is characterized by a persistent restriction of food 

intake in amount and/or variety that results in weight loss or failure to gain weight, insufficient growth, 

nutritional deficiency, dependence on enteral feeding or oral nutritional supplementation, and/or marked 

interference with psychosocial functioning (American Psychiatric Association, 2013). Contrary to other 

eating disorders such as anorexia nervosa and bulimia nervosa, ARFID is not motivated by body image 

concerns or drive for thinness. Instead, food avoidance/restriction in ARFID is often based on one or 

more of three “drivers”: (1) concern about aversive consequence of eating (e.g., choking, vomiting), (2) 

sensory-based avoidance (e.g., based on the smell, taste, appearance, or consistency/texture of foods, 

and (3) lack of interest in food or eating (American Psychiatric Association, 2013).  

A higher than predicted occurrence of neurodevelopmental disorders (NDDs) has been observed 

in patients with ARFID compared to general population estimates, with some studies identifying higher 

rates of co-occurrence with ARFID than with anorexia nervosa (Nicely et al., 2014, Norris et al., 2021, 

Lieberman et al., 2019). In children and adolescents with ARFID seen in feeding/eating disorders 

services, the prevalence of specific NDDs has been estimated at 3-23% for autism spectrum disorder 

(ASD) (Kambanis et al., 2020, Reilly et al., 2019, Norris et al., 2021, Lieberman et al., 2019), 3-39% 

for attention-deficit/hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) (Reilly et al., 2019, Nicely et al., 2014, Norris et 

al., 2021, Duncombe Lowe et al., 2019, Lieberman et al., 2019), 10-31% for learning 

difficulties/disorders (Nicely et al., 2014, Lieberman et al., 2019, Norris et al., 2021), and 26-38% for 

intellectual disability or general developmental delay (Nicely et al., 2014, Sharp et al., 2020).  

To the best of our knowledge, research on ARFID and NDDs has so far almost exclusively been 

of cross-sectional nature and limited to specific clinical samples from the US and Canada with small 

sample size. The only larger study estimated that in a cohort of 5,157 individuals with ASD—largely 

identified through clinical sites—21% were at high risk for ARFID (Koomar et al., 2021). Clinical 

samples might be biased in that children with higher severity, potentially caused by multi-comorbidity, 

might be overrepresented. Further, the recognition of the ARFID diagnosis is relatively new and referral 
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routes are most often not yet standardized. Children with ARFID can therefore be encountered in a range 

of different specialties (e.g., paediatrics, psychiatry, gastroenterology, dietetics, occupational therapy). 

For instance, while children with ARFID and comorbid medical conditions might be referred to 

paediatric clinics, those with ARFID and considerable fear/anxiety might be referred to child and 

adolescent mental health services. The estimated prevalence of NDD comorbidity might therefore 

heavily depend on the specific speciality a sample was drawn from. In contrast, samples screened from 

the general population are potentially more representative of the entire group of individuals affected by 

ARFID, including those who are not seeking treatment. To date, no studies examining the association 

of ARFID and NDDs on the general population level exist.  

It has been well-established that early neurodevelopmental symptoms are highly predictive of 

later diagnosed NDDs and aid in the early detection of children with NDDs, enabling early interventions 

(Gillberg, 2010). Feeding difficulties are considered one of these symptoms, and in children with ASD, 

feeding difficulties often constitute one of the first problems parents are worried about and seek help for 

(Barnevik Olsson et al., 2013). Due to the suggested significant overlap between ARFID and NDDs, 

and the fact that children with NDDs are not always diagnosed or often diagnosed very late (Gould and 

Ashton-Smith, 2011, Huang et al., 2020), the question arises whether early neurodevelopmental 

problems can also aid in the early detection of ARFID. This has not been examined using longitudinal 

data. 

Aim of this study 

The present study extends previous research on ARFID and NDDs by using prospectively collected data 

in children from a general population sample. We aimed to examine the occurrence and predictive power 

of early neurodevelopmental problems in 4–7-year-old children with suspected ARFID. We investigated 

the following specific questions: (1) Are children with early neurodevelopmental problems at increased 

risk for ARFID and if so, how many of these children will have ARFID? (2) Which specific types of 

neurodevelopmental problems are predictive of ARFID? (3) When do children with ARFID on average 

start to divert in their neurodevelopmental development? 
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Methods 

Study population 

We conducted a cross-sectional parental survey in a sub-sample of the Japan Environment and 

Children's Study (JECS), using a screening tool for ARFID recently developed by our group (Dinkler 

et al., 2021). JECS is an ongoing nationwide birth cohort study, investigating environmental factors 

affecting children's health and development (Kawamoto et al., 2014, Michikawa et al., 2018). Our study 

was conducted in collaboration with the Kochi Regional Centre of JECS at Kochi Medical School. In 

December 2018, the survey was sent out to the parents of 6,633 JECS participants in Kochi prefecture, 

born between July 2011 and December 2014. The response rate was 56.5% (n=3,746). After excluding 

18 children due to missing/unclear responses relating to ARFID criteria, the final sample consisted of 

3,728 children. Attrition analyses showed that on average the children in this sample might be slightly 

healthier than the Japanese child population (see supplement in (Dinkler et al., 2021)). The study was 

approved by the Ethics Committee at Kochi Medical School (ERB-102925 and ERB-104083). Informed 

consent was obtained from all participants.  

Measurements 

ARFID screening 

ARFID was assessed using a newly developed, parent-reported screener for children aged 2 years and 

up. The development and contents of the ARFID screener are described in Dinkler et al. (2021). In short, 

the screener contains 10 items that closely map onto the DSM-5 diagnostic criteria for ARFID. The 

items and the screening algorithm are shown in Table S1. In addition, the three drivers of food 

avoidance/restriction in ARFID were measured with one item each (Table S1). For details regarding 

response options and required responses to meet the respective criterion please refer to Dinkler et al. 

(2021). 

Children were identified as screening positive for ARFID when they met DSM-5 ARFID criterion A, 

plus at least one of criteria A1, A2, A3, and A4, as well as criteria C and D. Criterion B (the eating 
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disturbance is not due to lack of available food or a culturally sanctioned practice) was not assessed as 

we considered our cohort (a) affluent enough for food shortage to be relatively unlikely, and (b) 

culturally homogenous enough with no particular food restriction practice. For reasons of readability, 

children screening positive for ARFID are referred to as children with suspected ARFID, and children 

screening negative for ARFID are referred to as children without suspected ARFID in the following. 

Prospective assessment of neurodevelopmental problems (before ARFID screening)   

Data on neurodevelopmental problems came from different sources (Figure 1). As part of the JECS main 

study, the Japanese version of the Ages and Stages Questionnaire-3 (Squires and Bricker, 2009, J-

ASQ-3; Mezawa et al., 2019) was collected every six months after birth. Data were available until the 

age of 3 years for the current study. The ASQ-3 assesses parent-reported developmental delay in five 

skill domains: communication (language skills), gross motor (e.g., sitting, crawling, walking, running), 

fine motor (hand and finger movement/coordination), problem-solving (e.g., playing with toys) and 

personal-social (self-help skills and interaction). Each domain consists of six questions on whether a 

certain activity can be done by the child, rated with “yes” (10 points), “sometimes” (5 points), or “not 

yet” (0 points). Two cut-off values exist for the resulting domain scores at each age to identify children 

potentially at risk for developmental delay: a “monitoring cut-off” at 1 standard deviation (SD) below 

the mean and a “referral cut-off” at 2 SD below the mean (Mezawa et al., 2019).  

We also used data from the Early Symptomatic Syndromes Eliciting Neurodevelopmental 

Clinical Examinations Questionnaire (ESSENCE-Q; Hatakenaka et al., 2016), which was collected 

in the JECS main study at child age 2.5 years. The ESSENCE-Q screens for a broad range of early 

neurodevelopmental symptoms that might indicate the presence of NDDs and therefore suggest clinical 

examination. The ESSENCE-Q consists of 11 short questions which ask whether the parents or someone 

else has been concerned regarding a range of developmental areas for more than a few months. In the 

original ESSENCE-Q, the questions are rated with “yes”, “maybe/a little” or “no”. In the JECS, the 

response format was changed to “yes” or “no”. 
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In addition, parents were asked at child age 1 year whether their child had been diagnosed with 

developmental delay, and at child age 3 years whether their child had been diagnosed with motor delay, 

intellectual disability or ASD. 

Insert Figure 1 about here 

We derived a neurodevelopmental risk score by aggregating the above described measures as 

follows: scoring below the referral cut-off on an ASQ-3 domain—1 risk point (6 time points of 

measurement on 5 ASQ-3 domains: max. 30 points); ESSENCE-Q items except feeding concerns, rated 

with “yes”—1 risk point (max. 10 risk points); each indication of developmental delay, motor delay, 

intellectual disability or ASD at child age 1 or 3 years, respectively—1 risk point (max. 4 risk points). 

In total, the neurodevelopmental risk score had a theoretical range from 0 to 44. Feeding problems were 

not included into the neurodevelopmental risk score so we could examine to which degree cumulative 

neurodevelopmental risk predicted later ARFID over and above previous feeding problems.  

To make use of the repeated measurements of the ASQ-3 between 0.5 and 3 years of age, we 

computed individual ASQ-3 risk scores for each time point of measurement as follows: scoring below 

the monitoring cut-off on an ASQ-3 domain—1 risk point; scoring below the referral cut-off on an ASQ-

3 domain—2 risk points. Summed up over the five ASQ-3 domains, this yielded an individual ASQ-3 

risk score with a theoretical range of 0-10 points per time point of measurement. 

Cross-sectional assessment of NDD diagnoses (concurrent with ARFID screening)  

In the survey that was sent out to parents at child age 4-7 years, parents were also asked to indicate 

whether their child had received a NDD diagnosis, including ASD, ADHD, developmental coordination 

disorder, intellectual disability, tic disorder/Tourette syndrome, specific learning disorder (e.g. 

dyslexia), oppositional defiant disorder, and conduct disorder.  

Validity of the neurodevelopmental risk score 

Apart from analysing the continuous neurodevelopmental risk score, we also created binary variables 

comparing those with highest neurodevelopmental risk (i.e., scoring above the 80th, 90th, 95th and 99th 
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percentile) to those with lower neurodevelopmental risk. The prevalence of NDDs in the general child 

population is roughly 10% (Gillberg, 2010). Children scoring above the 90th percentile on the 

neurodevelopmental risk score are, therefore, likely to approximately represent the population with 

NDDs. Similarly, those scoring above the 80th percentile are likely at increased risk of NDDs, while 

those above 95th and 99th percentile will almost certainly have NDDs, probably even several ones. To 

investigate the validity of the neurodevelopmental risk score we calculated the odds of having any 

diagnosed NDD measured cross-sectionally at age 4-7 years for children scoring above the 80th, 90th, 

95th and 99th percentiles of the neurodevelopmental risk score. Odds ratios were as follows: above 80th 

percentile: OR=10.08 (95% CI 7.05-14.39); above 90th percentile: OR=13.71 (95% CI 9.62-19.53); 

above 95th percentile: OR=16.62 (95% CI 11.36-24.31); above 99th percentile: OR=31.17 (95% CI 

16.68-58.25). Although confidence intervals were large, these data show that the neurodevelopmental 

risk score used in this study is a good approximation of risk for NDDs. 

Statistical analyses 

Descriptive statistics were used to report sample characteristics and frequency of neurodevelopmental 

problems in children with versus without suspected ARFID. ARFID status (screen-positive vs. screen-

negative for ARFID) was used as dependent variable throughout. We applied logistic regressions to 

calculate odds ratios for neurodevelopmental problems in children with versus without ARFID. To 

determine the most important domains within ESSENCE-Q and ASQ-3, we used stepwise multiple 

logistic regression with backward elimination (significance level for removal from the model: p>.20, 

significance level for addition to the model: p<.10). Stata 16.1 was used for data analysis (StataCorp, 

2019) and R 4.0.0 for data visualization (R Core Team, 2020). 

 

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 11, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265646doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265646


Early neurodevelopmental problems in ARFID  

 10 

Results 

Demographic characteristics of the sample (n=3,728) are presented in Table 1. Almost all questionnaires 

were completed by mothers (98.1%). Forty-nine children (1.3%) were identified with ARFID (22 boys, 

27 girls; see Dinkler et al. 2021). The frequency of specific diagnostic criteria in children with ARFID 

can be found in Table S1. Lack of interest in food or eating (63.3%) and sensory-based avoidance 

(51.0%) were the most common drivers of food avoidance, while concern about aversive consequences 

of eating was less common (14.3%). 

Insert Table 1 about here 

Neurodevelopmental problems at age 0.5-3 years (prospectively) 

Neurodevelopmental risk score and later ARFID 

Analyses showed that the higher the neurodevelopmental risk score (including repeated measures 

between 0.5 and 3 years of age) the higher the risk for ARFID measured cross-sectionally when children 

were between 4 and 7 years of age. The odds for ARFID increased by 11% for each unit increase on the 

neurodevelopmental risk score (theoretical range: 0-44; Table 2). Children in the highest risk percentiles 

had roughly three times higher odds of having ARFID, except for those above the 99th percentile, where 

the odds for having ARFID were 8.43, however with a broad confidence interval. The absolute risks of 

later ARFID for children above the 80th (90th, 95th, 99th) percentile on the neurodevelopmental risk score 

were 2.5% (3.1%, 3.7%, 9.3%) compared to an ARFID prevalence of 1.3% in the total sample. A fifth 

(20.8%) of children with ARFID had a neurodevelopmental risk score above the 90th percentile, 

indicating the presence of one or more NDDs, compared to 8.6% of children without ARFID (OR=2.80, 

95% CI 1.38-5.67; Table 2). 

Insert Table 2 about here 

We ran logistic regressions to examine whether children with ARFID and high 

neurodevelopmental risk (>90th percentile) differed from children with ARFID and low 
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neurodevelopmental risk (<90th percentile) in drivers of food avoidance. High neurodevelopmental risk 

was associated with a higher number of drivers (OR=1.42, 95% CI 1.23-1.65) owing to a higher presence 

of sensory-based food avoidance (OR=1.70, 95% CI 1.34-2.14) and lack-of-interest-based food 

avoidance (OR=1.53, 95% CI 1.15-2.03), while concern-based food avoidance was equally common 

(OR=1.18, 95% CI 0.78-1.77). 

Specific predictors of later ARFID 

Of the single ESSENCE-Q domains reported at age 2.5 years, the following were significantly 

associated with later ARFID in simple logistic regressions: general development, 

communication/language, attention/concentration, social interaction, sleep and feeding (OR range 2.45-

4.22; Table 2). In the stepwise multiple logistic regression, four neurodevelopmental problems were 

retained in the final model: feeding, attention/concentration, sleep, and communication/language, with 

feeding being the only predictor of later ARFID that reached significance at the .05 level (Table 2). The 

multiple regression was relatively low-powered with only four events per variable (46 cases with ARFID 

divided by 11 candidate variables = 4.2). Early feeding problems were very common in this sample 

(29.3%), but only 2.2% of children with early with feeding problems (23 out of 1042) later screened 

positive for ARFID. Only 50% of children screening positive for ARFID had early feeding problems. 

To investigate the single ASQ-3 domains, we considered whether a child scored below the 

referral cut-off at two or more (vs. at less than two) of the six time points of measurement between 0.5 

and 3 years of age. The following domains were significantly associated with later ARFID in simple 

logistic regressions: communication skills, problem-solving skills, and personal-social skills (OR range 

2.75-6.45; Table 2). In the stepwise multiple logistic regression, communication skills and personal-

social skills were retained in the final model, but none of them reached significance at the .05 level. 

Again, power was relatively low with nine events per variable (46 cases with ARFID divided by 5 

candidate variables = 9.2). 
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Prediction of later ARFID 

We ran a logistic regression to test how much the inclusion of the whole range of neurodevelopmental 

problems assessed in this study (11 in ESSENCE-Q, 5 in ASQ-3) could improve prediction of later 

ARFID beyond early feeding problems. The model containing feeding problems-only explained 1.8% 

of the variance, while the full model explained 6.6% of the variance.  

ASQ-3 risk score trajectories and later ARFID 

Lastly, we investigated ASQ-3 risk score trajectories over the six time points of measurement between 

0.5 and 3 years of age (theoretical range ASQ-3 risk score: 0-10 points per time point of measurement). 

Both groups—children with and without suspected ARFID—started out at same level at 0.5 years. After 

the age of 0.5 years, the scores started diverting: while the ASQ-3 risk scores decreased and stayed at a 

low level in the group without suspected ARFID, scores stayed high in the ARFID group, indicating an 

early diversion of developmental trajectories (Figure 2). 

Insert Figure 2 about here 

NDD diagnoses at age 4-7 years (cross-sectionally) 

Children in the ARFID group had a significantly increased presence of parent-reported diagnoses of 

ASD (OR=5.19, 95% CI 1.81-14.86) and intellectual disability (OR=12.00, 2.63-54.66; Table 3). 14.3% 

of children with ARFID had any of the NDD diagnoses included in the survey, compared to 3.6% of 

children without ARFID (OR=4.41, 95% CI 1.94-10.00). Power for these analyses was low due to the 

low frequency of ARFID and NDD diagnoses overall. Oppositional defiant disorder and conduct 

disorder were not present at all in this sample.  

Insert Table 3 about here 
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Discussion 

The present study sought to examine the occurrence and predictive power of early neurodevelopmental 

problems in 4–7-year-old children with suspected ARFID. We found that children at high risk for NDDs, 

measured between 0.5 and 3 years of age, were roughly three times more likely to screen positive for 

ARFID later on. This was confirmed by diagnoses of NDDs reported by parents at age 4–7 years, which 

were roughly four times more common in children with suspected ARFID. In absolute numbers, circa 

3.1% of children scoring in the highest risk decile for NDDs developed ARFID, as opposed to 1.1% of 

children scoring below the highest risk decile for NDDs. Considered vice versa, circa 20.8% of children 

with suspected ARFID had likely NDDs, compared to 8.6% of children without suspected ARFID. 

ASQ-3 risk score trajectories over the six time points of measurement showed an early diversion of 

developmental trajectories (after the age of 6 months) in children with suspected ARFID.  

 Compared to previous studies which focused on the cross-sectional comorbidity of ARFID with 

NDDs, this study examined early neurodevelopmental symptoms in children with later suspected 

ARFID. Results confirmed the previously observed association between ARFID and NDDs, although 

the associations found in this sample from the general population were rather located at lower end of 

the ranges of previously reported estimates (see paragraph 2 in the introduction), which was in line with 

our expectations. Since previous studies from clinical samples reported estimates for diagnosed NDDs, 

our estimates are not directly comparable. We can, however, speculate that individuals with higher 

comorbidity might have a higher clinical severity leading to treatment-seeking and their inclusion into 

studies on clinical samples. For instance, in this sample, children with suspected ARFID and high 

neurodevelopmental risk on average had a higher number of drivers of food avoidance than children 

with suspected ARFID and low neurodevelopmental risk, potentially indicating a higher severity of 

ARFID. In addition, as a previous attrition analysis showed, our sample might have been slightly 

healthier than the average Japanese population, further weakening the detectable association between 

ARFID and neurodevelopmental problems. Alternatively, we may have underestimated the presence of 

neurodevelopmental problems, which was exclusively reported by parents, since the cohort was very 
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young and neurodevelopmental problems sometimes do not become obvious before later childhood or 

adolescence (Mandy et al., 2018, Hosozawa et al., 2020). 

Several specific early neurodevelopmental problems were associated with later ARFID in 

simple regression models, including symptoms of ASD (communication/language, social interaction) 

and ADHD (attention/concentration) as well as problems relating to general development, sleep and 

feeding. This is in line with previous research reporting an overrepresentation of ASD, ADHD and 

developmental delay in ARFID (Nicely et al., 2014, Lieberman et al., 2019, Reilly et al., 2019, Norris 

et al., 2021), as well as with the overrepresentation of ASD and intellectual disability diagnoses at 

follow-up in the present sample (while the present sample was largely too young for ADHD diagnoses, 

as evidenced by the low prevalence of 1.3%). However, in multiple regression models, none of the 

neurodevelopmental symptoms except feeding problems reached significance at the .05 level in 

predicting ARFID, which might be explained by the low power in these analyses due to the low number 

of children with ARFID in this sample. Surprisingly, early problems with sensory reactions were not 

significantly associated with later ARFID. Considering that 51% of the children with suspected ARFID 

showed sensory-based food avoidance, we would have expected to see increased problems with sensory 

reactions early on. The observed non-significant association could potentially be explained by the 

following. The ESSENCE-Q item for concerns around sensory reactions is very unspecific; it inquires 

hyper- as well as hyposensitivity to all kinds of sensory impressions (“e.g., touch, sound, light, smell, 

taste, heat, cold, pain”). Furthermore, sensory sensitivity to food characteristics might only in 

combination with low tolerance of variation/surprise and high level of risk avoidance lead to extremely 

cautious eating behaviour (i.e., food avoidance). 

In line with previous research on eating behaviour in early childhood (Taylor et al., 2015), 

feeding problems at age 2.5 years were very common (29.3% of all children). However, only 2.2% of 

the children with early feeding problems were later suspected of having ARFID, which shows that early 

feeding problems as reported by parents in the ESSENCE-Q are unspecific and not a good predictor of 

later ARFID. Our results also showed that this prediction could be significantly improved by including 

the whole range of neurodevelopmental problems assessed in this study. Vice versa, only 50% of 
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children screening positive for ARFID had early feeding problems, indicating that in half of the children, 

the onset of ARFID might have been after the age of 2.5 years. 

Strengths and limitations 

Our study has several strengths. To our knowledge, this is the first study to examine prospectively 

collected data on a broad range of early neurodevelopmental problems in children screening positive for 

ARFID in a large general population sample. This enabled us to study the occurrence and predictive 

power of early neurodevelopmental problems in an ARFID group that is likely to be representative of 

4-7-year-old Japanese children with ARFID, as it also includes those who do not seek treatment and 

hence are not part of clinical samples. 

Several limitations must be considered. First, in the present study we screened for ARFID using 

a newly developed tool which still has to be validated against clinical ARFID diagnoses. In a previous 

study using this screening tool we found promising initial evidence of convergent validity with a range 

of measures assessing restrictive type eating as well as with weight and height (Dinkler et al., 2021). 

Second, although the total sample was relatively large, the number of children with ARFID was low, 

resulting in low power for the multiple regression analyses. Future research studying ARFID in the 

general population needs to employ even larger samples. Third, information on NDDs was collected 

through parent-reports only, although some of the questions asked about NDD diagnoses. Parents might 

not always be aware of neurodevelopmental symptoms or they might underreport diagnoses due to 

associated stigma. On the other hand, parents might be over-worried and therefore overreport symptoms, 

whereas overreporting of diagnoses seems unlikely. Optimally, neurodevelopmental symptoms and 

diagnoses should be clinically ascertained, which is, however, not always feasible, especially in 

epidemiological research including large samples like this one. Lastly, previous attrition analyses 

showed that our sample was slightly healthier than the average Japanese child population (Dinkler et 

al., 2021). It is therefore possible that children with ARFID in general, and specifically those with a 

higher disease burden or comorbid NDDs, were less likely to be included in our sample, which might 
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have resulted in an underestimation of the association between ARFID and early neurodevelopmental 

problems, while an overestimation is unlikely.  

Conclusion 

The present study showed that circa 3% of the children at high risk for NDDs in preschool age screened 

positive for ARFID later on (between age 4 and 7 years), which made them three times more likely to 

have suspected ARFID than children at low neurodevelopmental risk. Specific neurodevelopmental 

symptoms that were present at a higher rate in children with suspected ARFID reflected the increased 

prevalence of ASD, ADHD, developmental delay, and intellectual disability observed in clinical 

samples with ARFID. Our results largely mirror the previously reported overrepresentation of NDDs in 

individuals with ARFID, although our associations were less strong than some of the associations 

previously reported in clinical samples, which might include more severe cases with higher comorbidity. 

Considering the early onset of ARFID in many individuals and the observed comorbidity with NDDs, 

future research should investigate whether ARFID itself can be considered part of the NDD spectrum, 

at least in those with early onset and high NDD comorbidity. Our results also imply that, while early 

feeding problems are common and rarely develop into ARFID, they should be monitored closely in 

children with high neurodevelopmental risk, which can easily be screened for. In doing so, we might be 

able to prevent the worsening of eating pathology until full criteria for ARFID are met. 

 

Acknowledgements 

We would like to express our gratitude to all of the JECS study participants in the Kochi cohort and to 

the staff members at Kochi Regional Centre, who sent out and collected the questionnaires. This work 

was supported by the Swedish Research Council (M.R., 2018-02544; C.G., 538-2013-8864), Torsten 

Söderbergs Foundation (C.G., M151/14), AnnMari and Per Ahlqvist Foundation (C.G., 2018), Japan 

Society for the Promotion of Science (M.F., 18KK0263), Scandinavia-Japan Sasakawa Foundation 

(L.D., 2016), Samariten Foundation (L.D., 2017-0283), Wilhelm and Martina Lundgrens Foundation 

(L.D., 2017-1738), Petter Silfverskiölds Memorial Foundation (L.D., 2017-093 & 2018-142), Professor 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 11, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265646doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265646


Early neurodevelopmental problems in ARFID  

 17 

Bror Gadelius Memorial Foundation (L.D., 2019 & 2020), and Solstickan Foundation (L.D., 2020). The 

Japan Environment and Children’s Study was funded by the Ministry of the Environment, Japan. The 

funding sources had no role in the design and conduct of the study; collection, management, analysis, 

and interpretation of the data; preparation, review, or approval of the manuscript; and decision to submit 

the manuscript for publication. The findings and conclusions of this article are solely the responsibility 

of the authors. 

Corresponding Author 

Lisa Dinkler, Gillberg Neuropsychiatry Centre, Kungsgatan 12, floor 2, 41119 Gothenburg, Sweden, 

+46707466373, lisa.dinkler@gu.se 

Conflict of Interest  

The authors have no conflict to declare. 

References 

AMERICAN PSYCHIATRIC ASSOCIATION (2013). Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental 
Disorders, Fifth Edition, Arlington, VA: American Psychiatric Association. 

BARNEVIK OLSSON, M., CARLSSON, L. H., WESTERLUND, J., GILLBERG, C. & FERNELL, 
E. (2013). Autism before diagnosis: crying, feeding and sleeping problems in the first two 
years of life. Acta Paediatrica, 102, 635-639. 

DINKLER, L., YASUMITSU-LOVELL, K., EITOKU, M., FUJIEDA, M., SUGANUMA, N., 
HATAKENAKA, Y., HADJIKHANI, N., BRYANT-WAUGH, R., RÅSTAM, M. & 
GILLBERG, C. (2021). Development of a parent-reported screening tool for 
avoidant/restrictive food intake disorder (ARFID): Initial validation and prevalence in 4-7-
year-old Japanese children. Appetite, 105735. 

DUNCOMBE LOWE, K., BARNES, T. L., MARTELL, C., KEERY, H., ECKHARDT, S., 
PETERSON, C. B., LESSER, J. & LE GRANGE, D. (2019). Youth with Avoidant/Restrictive 
Food Intake Disorder: Examining Differences by Age, Weight Status, and Symptom Duration. 
Nutrients, 11, 1955. 

GILLBERG, C. (2010). The ESSENCE in child psychiatry: Early Symptomatic Syndromes Eliciting 
Neurodevelopmental Clinical Examinations. Research in Developmental Disabilities, 31, 
1543-1551. 

GOULD, J. & ASHTON-SMITH, J. (2011). Missed diagnosis or misdiagnosis? Girls and women on 
the autism spectrum. Good Autism Practice (GAP), 12, 34-41. 

HATAKENAKA, Y., FERNELL, E., SAKAGUCHI, M., NINOMIYA, H., FUKUNAGA, I. & 
GILLBERG, C. (2016). ESSENCE-Q - a first clinical validation study of a new screening 
questionnaire for young children with suspected neurodevelopmental problems in south Japan. 
Neuropsychiatric Disease and Treatment, 12, 1739-1746. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 11, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265646doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265646


Early neurodevelopmental problems in ARFID  

 18 

HOSOZAWA, M., SACKER, A., MANDY, W., MIDOUHAS, E., FLOURI, E. & CABLE, N. (2020). 
Determinants of an autism spectrum disorder diagnosis in childhood and adolescence: 
Evidence from the UK Millennium Cohort Study. Autism, 24, 1557-1565. 

HUANG, Y., ARNOLD, S. R. C., FOLEY, K.-R. & TROLLOR, J. N. (2020). Diagnosis of autism in 
adulthood: A scoping review. Autism, 24, 1311-1327. 

KAMBANIS, P. E., KUHNLE, M. C., WONS, O. B., JO, J. H., KESHISHIAN, A. C., HAUSER, K., 
BECKER, K. R., FRANKO, D. L., MISRA, M., MICALI, N., LAWSON, E. A., EDDY, K. T. 
& THOMAS, J. J. (2020). Prevalence and correlates of psychiatric comorbidities in children 
and adolescents with full and subthreshold avoidant/restrictive food intake disorder. 
International Journal of Eating Disorders, 53, 256-265. 

KAWAMOTO, T., NITTA, H., MURATA, K., TODA, E., TSUKAMOTO, N., HASEGAWA, M., 
YAMAGATA, Z., KAYAMA, F., KISHI, R., OHYA, Y., SAITO, H., SAGO, H., 
OKUYAMA, M., OGATA, T., YOKOYA, S., KORESAWA, Y., SHIBATA, Y., 
NAKAYAMA, S., MICHIKAWA, T., TAKEUCHI, A. & SATOH, H. (2014). Rationale and 
study design of the Japan environment and children's study (JECS). BMC Public Health, 14, 
25. 

KOOMAR, T., THOMAS, T. R., POTTSCHMIDT, N. R., LUTTER, M. & MICHAELSON, J. J. 
(2021). Estimating the Prevalence and Genetic Risk Mechanisms of ARFID in a Large Autism 
Cohort. Frontiers in Psychiatry, 12. 

LIEBERMAN, M., HOUSER, M. E., VOYER, A. P., GRADY, S. & KATZMAN, D. K. (2019). 
Children with avoidant/restrictive food intake disorder and anorexia nervosa in a tertiary care 
pediatric eating disorder program: A comparative study. International Journal of Eating 
Disorders, 52, 239-245. 

MANDY, W., PELLICANO, L., ST POURCAIN, B., SKUSE, D. & HERON, J. (2018). The 
development of autistic social traits across childhood and adolescence in males and females. 
Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry and Allied Disciplines, 59, 1143-1151. 

MEZAWA, H., AOKI, S., NAKAYAMA, S. F., NITTA, H., IKEDA, N., KATO, K., TAMAI, S., 
TAKEKOH, M., SANEFUJI, M., OHGA, S., ODA, M., MITSUBUCHI, H., SENJU, A., 
KUSUHARA, K., KUWAJIMA, M., KOEDA, T., OHYA, Y. & HASHIMOTO, K. (2019). 
Psychometric profile of the Ages and Stages Questionnaires, Japanese translation. Pediatrics 
International, 61, 1086-1095. 

MICHIKAWA, T., NITTA, H., NAKAYAMA, S. F., YAMAZAKI, S., ISOBE, T., TAMURA, K., 
SUDA, E., ONO, M., YONEMOTO, J., IWAI-SHIMADA, M., KOBAYASHI, Y., SUZUKI, 
G. & KAWAMOTO, T. (2018). Baseline Profile of Participants in the Japan Environment and 
Children's Study (JECS). Journal of Epidemiology, 28, 99-104. 

NICELY, T. A., LANE-LONEY, S., MASCIULLI, E., HOLLENBEAK, C. S. & ORNSTEIN, R. M. 
(2014). Prevalence and characteristics of avoidant/restrictive food intake disorder in a cohort 
of young patients in day treatment for eating disorders. J Eat Disord, 2, 21. 

NORRIS, M. L., OBEID, N., SANTOS, A., VALOIS, D. D., ISSERLIN, L., FEDER, S. & 
SPETTIGUE, W. (2021). Treatment Needs and Rates of Mental Health Comorbidity in 
Adolescent Patients With ARFID. Frontiers in Psychiatry, 12. 

R CORE TEAM (2020). R: A Language and Environment for Statistical Computing. Vienna, Austria: 
R Foundation for Statistical Computing. 

REILLY, E. E., BROWN, T. A., GRAY, E. K., KAYE, W. H. & MENZEL, J. E. (2019). Exploring 
the cooccurrence of behavioural phenotypes for avoidant/restrictive food intake disorder in a 
partial hospitalization sample. European Eating Disorders Review, 27, 429-435. 

SHARP, W. G., VOLKERT, V. M., STUBBS, K. H., BERRY, R. C., CLARK, M. C., 
BETTERMANN, E. L., MCCRACKEN, C. E., LUEVANO, C., MCELHANON, B. & 
SCAHILL, L. (2020). Intensive Multidisciplinary Intervention for Young Children with 
Feeding Tube Dependence and Chronic Food Refusal: An Electronic Health Record Review. 
Journal of Pediatrics, 223, 73-80 e72. 

SQUIRES, J. & BRICKER, D. (2009). Ages & Stages Questionnaires, Third Edition (ASQ-3), 
Baltimore, MD: Brookes Publishing. 

STATACORP (2019). Stata Statistical Software: Release 16. College Station, TX: StataCorp LLC. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 11, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265646doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265646


Early neurodevelopmental problems in ARFID  

 19 

TAYLOR, C. M., WERNIMONT, S. M., NORTHSTONE, K. & EMMETT, P. M. (2015). Picky/fussy 
eating in children: Review of definitions, assessment, prevalence and dietary intakes. Appetite, 
95, 349-359. 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
perpetuity. 

preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 11, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265646doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.11.08.21265646


Early neurodevelopmental problems in ARFID  

 20 

Table 1 Demographic characteristics of the sample (n=3,728) 
 
Characteristic  % 
Sex, % female 49.1 
Age in months cross-sectional follow-up, mean (SD), median (range) 68.1 (11.0), 67 (49-95) 
Gestational age at birth, weeks  

Total, mean (SD) 39.1 (1.6) 
Preterm births (<37) 5.3 
Term births (37-41) 94.5 
Post term births (≥42) 0.1 

Birth weight in g, mean (SD) 2987.2 (413.8) 
Multiple births 1.3 
Apgar score < 7 at 1 minute after birth 2.5 
Apgar score < 7 at 5 minutes after birth 0.8 
Maternal age at study entry (during trimester 1)   

Total, mean (SD) 31.2 (4.7) 
<25 7.3 
25-29 29.9 
30-34 37.1 
≥35 25.7 

Maternal education, years   
<10 3.1 
10-12 23.2 
13-16 72.0 
≥17 1.7 

Annual household income, million Japanese Yen  
< 2 7.5 
2 to <4 33.6 
4 to <6 32.9 
6 to <8 17.9 
8 to <10 5.2 
≥10 2.8 

Any person smoking in the household 19.9 
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Table 2 Longitudinal/prediction: Early neurodevelopmental problems/concerns/risk at age 0-3 years in 
children screening positive versus negative for ARFID at age 4-7 years 
 Outcome age 4-7 years  

 ARFID 
(n=49) 

No ARFID 
(n=3679) Logistic regression 

Predictors age 0.5-3 years N % N % OR (95% CI) p 
Overall neurodevelopmental risk score1,2       

Continuous (range 0-44) M=4.54, 
SD=7.37, Md=2 

M=1.91, 
SD=3.25, Md=1 

1.11 (1.07, 1.16) <.001 

>80th percentile (score ³4) 16 33.3 620 17.0 2.45 (1.33, 4.49) .004 
>90th percentile (score ³6) 10 20.8 314 8.6 2.80 (1.38, 5.67) .004 
>95th percentile (score ³8) 7 14.6 180 4.9 3.30 (1.46, 7.45) .004 
>99th percentile (score ³17) 4 8.3 39 1.1 8.43 (2.89, 24.60) <.001 

Specific neurodevelopmental problems       
ESSENCE-Q (age 2.5 years)3       

Single domains       
General development 9 19.6 258 7.4 3.06 (1.46, 6.41) .003 
Motor development/milestones 4 8.7 130 3.7 2.47 (0.87, 6.99) .089 
Sensory reactions 2 4.4 59 1.7 2.65 (0.63, 11.20) .184 
Communication/language 13 28.3 464 13.2 2.58 (1.35, 4.94) .004 
Activity or impulsivity 8 17.4 391 11.2 1.68 (0.78, 3.62) .188 
Attention/concentration 13 27.7 291 8.3 4.22 (2.20, 8.09) <.001 
Social interaction 8 17.4 210 6.0 3.30 (1.52, 7.17) .003 
Behaviour (e.g., repetitive) 4 8.7 151 4.3 2.11 (0.75, 5.96) .158 
Mood 7 15.2 324 9.3 1.76 (0.78, 3.97) .172 
Sleep 11 23.9 364 10.4 2.71 (1.36, 5.38) .004 
Feeding 23 50.0 1019 29.0 2.45 (1.37, 4.39) .003 

Stepwise multiple regression4,5       
Feeding     2.37 (1.11, 5.06) .026 
Attention/concentration     1.76 (0.94, 3.30) .079 
Sleep     1.83 (0.88, 3.79) .104 
Communication/language     1.71 (0.84, 3.50) .141 

ASQ-3 (ages 0.5-3 years) 3,6,7       
ASQ-3 risk score M=8.3, SD=12.8, 

Md=3 
M=5.2, SD=6.8, 

Md=4 
1.04 (1.02, 1.07) .002 

Single domains       
Communication skills 6 13.3 97 2.9 5.19 (2.15, 12.55) <.001 
Gross Motor skills 6 13.0 253 7.4 1.88 (0.79, 4.47) .155 
Fine Motor skills 5 10.6 216 6.3 1.77 (0.69, 4.51) .235 
Problem-Solving skills 8 17.4 241 7.1 2.75 (1.27, 5.96) .010 
Personal-Social skills 5 11.4 66 2.0 6.45 (2.46, 16.89) <.001 

Stepwise multiple regression4,8       
Communication skills     3.02 (0.86, 10.59) .084 
Personal-social skills     3.00 (0.77, 11.73) .114 

ASQ-3: Ages and Stages Questionnaire; ESSENCE-Q: Early Symptomatic Syndromes Eliciting Neurodevelopmental Clinical 
Examinations Questionnaire 

1The developmental risk score includes all of the 11 ESSENCE-Q domains except feeding (i.e., 10 domains, scored 0 or 1), the 5 
ASQ-3 domains (scored 0-6), parent-report of developmental delay at age 1 year, and parent-report of motor delay, intellectual 
disability and autism spectrum disorder at age 3 years (scored 0-1). 2n=48 with ARFID. 3n=46 with ARFID. 4Stepwise multiple 
logistic regression with backward elimination, significance level for removal from the model: p>.20, significance level for addition 
to the model: p<.10. Only predictors left in the final model are displayed. 5R2=0.05, LR c2(4)=22.29, p=.0002. 6An ASQ-3 domain 
was considered a neurodevelopmental problem if it was failed 2 or more out of 6 time points of measurement per domain (at 0.5, 
1, 1.5, 2, 2.5 and 3 years of age). 7n=43 with ARFID. 8R2=0.03, LR c2=12.09, p=.002. 
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Table 3 Cross-sectional comorbidity with diagnosed neurodevelopmental disorders (NDD) in children 
screening positive versus negative for ARFID at age 4-7 years 
 ARFID 

(n=49) 
No ARFID 
(n=3679) Logistic regression 

 N % N % OR (95% CI) p 
Autism spectrum disorder 4 8.2 62 1.7 5.19 (1.81, 14.86) .002 
ADHD 1 2.0 49 1.3 1.54 (0.21, 11.41) .671 
Developmental coordination disorder 1 2.0 14 0.4 5.45 (0.70, 42.31) .105 
Intellectual disability 2 4.1 13 0.4 12.00 (2.63, 54.66) .001 
Tic Disorders/Tourette Syndrome 0 0.0 17 0.5 ---- ---- 
Specific learning disorder (e.g., dyslexia) 0 0.0 5 0.1 ---- ---- 
Any NDD 7 14.3 134 3.6 4.41 (1.94, 10.00) <.001 

ADHD: Attention-Deficit/Hyperactivity Disorder 
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Figure 1 
 

ASD: autism spectrum disorder, ASQ-3: Ages and Stages Questionnaire, DD: developmental delay, ESSENCE-Q: 
Early Symptomatic Syndromes Eliciting Neurodevelopmental Clinical Examinations-Questionnaire, ID: intellectual 
disability, MD: motor delay, NDD: neurodevelopmental disorder. 
All measures were parent-reported. 
 
 
 
Figure 2 

 
 
Mean Ages and Stages Questionnaire (ASQ-3) risk score across age by ARFID group. The x-axis represents age in 
months. The y-axis represents the mean ASQ-3 risk score in the ARFID group (dashed line) versus the no-ARFID 
group (solid line) with a theoretical range of 0-10 points per measurement point (below the monitoring cut-off on an 
ASQ-3 domain: 1 risk point; below the referral cut-off on an ASQ-3 domain: 2 risk points; aggregated over the five 
ASQ-3 domains). Error bars represent the standard error of the mean. 
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