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27 Abstract

28 Food frequency questionnaires (FFQ) are commonly used tools in dietary assessment 

29 but require validation. This study aimed to assess the relative validity and reproducibility of a 

30 culturally tailored FFQ for estimating food intake among Nigerian adults in clinical settings. 

31 The FFQ was administered to 58 patients at the Rivers State University Teaching Hospital, 

32 Nigeria, on two occasions, two weeks apart. Three repeat non-consecutive 24-hour dietary 

33 recalls (24DR) were also conducted as a reference method to evaluate the validity of the FFQ. 

34 Spearman’s rank correlations, Wilcoxon signed-rank tests, cross-classification agreement, 

35 intraclass correlation coefficients (ICC), and Bland-Altman analysis were performed in R to 

36 evaluate the relative validity and reproducibility. The trial was registered with 

37 ClinicalTrials.gov: NCT05973760. The correlation coefficient (rs) between the FFQ and 24DR 

38 ranged from 0.20 for ‘fats and oils’ to 0.78 for vegetables, with an average rs of 0.60 (p<0.05). 

39 The Wilcoxon signed-rank tests indicated no significant differences in the 19 food groups 

40 queried (p>0.05), except for fats and oils (p<0.05). The exact agreement between FFQ and 

41 24DR for classifying individuals into quartiles ranged from 17% for salt to 88% for processed 

42 meats and alcoholic drinks, with 90% of individuals classified into the same or neighbouring 

43 quartile. Additionally, the Bland-Altman analysis demonstrated acceptable agreement, with > 

44 96% of observations within the acceptable limits of agreement for all food groups. For 

45 reproducibility, the ICC ranged from 0.31 for stew to 0.98 for fruit, with an average ICC of 

46 0.77 between the FFQs delivered two weeks apart. These data demonstrate good agreement 

47 between our culturally tailored FFQ and 24DR, and moreover, robust reproducibility for 

48 quantifying intakes of food groups associated with hypertension in Nigeria. This confirms that 

49 this novel FFQ is a valid and reliable tool for assessing the intake of key food groups among 

50 Nigerian adults.

51
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54

55 Introduction

56 Hypertension is a leading risk factor for cardiovascular disease [1], which is annually 

57 attributes to over 10 million deaths worldwide [2, 3]. The highest hypertension burdens exist 

58 in low- and middle-income countries, with over 30% of adults affected in some African regions 

59 [4, 5]. In Nigeria specifically, hypertension prevalence has more than doubled since 1990, from 

60 11.4% to 24.8% in 2015, with just over a quarter of hypertensive adults achieving blood 

61 pressure control [6, 7]. This escalating epidemic underscores an urgent need for improved 

62 screening, treatment, and prevention strategies.

63

64 Unhealthy dietary patterns are a predominant modifiable risk factor for hypertension 

65 globally, including in Sub-Saharan Africa [8, 9]. Specifically, diets characterised by elevated 

66 levels of saturated fat, processed meats, and sugar-sweetened beverages have been associated 

67 with an increased risk of hypertension [10]. Moreover, deficiencies in vital dietary components 

68 like fruits, vegetables, nuts, legumes, and omega-3 fatty acids from seafood correlate with 

69 elevated blood pressure levels [11]. In our prior research, we highlighted a significant 

70 association between high consumption of diets rich in dietary salt, red meat, processed foods, 

71 fried foods, dietary fat, and alcohol and an elevated risk of hypertension with a mean overall 

72 risk increase of 1.42 not only in Nigeria but also in various West African countries [12]. The 

73 average daily sodium intake in Nigeria ranges from 9-12 grams, which exceeds the World 

74 Health Organization's (WHO’s) recommended limit of 5 grams [13]. This highlights dietary 

75 optimisation as a crucial component of population-level and clinical hypertension prevention 

76 strategies in Nigeria. 
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77

78 Dietary assessment represents an essential first step for establishing the association 

79 between diet and chronic diseases and designing effective public health dietary prevention 

80 strategies against chronic conditions, including hypertension [14]. To ensure optimal relevance 

81 and validity, dietary assessment tools must be customised to the cultural context of the 

82 population, encompassing region-specific foods, meals, serving sizes, and eating patterns [15]. 

83 Food frequency questionnaires (FFQs) developed for Western populations show limited 

84 validity for immigrant groups retaining traditional diets [16]. This underscores the need for 

85 culturally adapted FFQs, especially in ethnically diverse countries like Nigeria, which has over 

86 250 ethnic groups [17]. However, culturally specific and validated FFQs for assessing dietary 

87 status, particularly for hypertension, are notably lacking in Nigeria and other West African 

88 countries, impeding progress in diet-disease research and clinical support. 

89

90 In this study, following a robust validation protocol in a clinical setting in Nigeria, the  

91 validity of a novel culturally tailored FFQ was evaluated against three repeat 24-hour dietary 

92 recalls (24DR). Through assessing reproducibility, we sought to enhance the applicability of 

93 the FFQ in hypertension management and provide crucial insights for implementing the FFQ 

94 tailored to the Nigerian population.  

95

96 Materials and methods

97 Study design and setting

98 This was a single-centre study incorporating both quantitative and qualitative 

99 methodologies. We sought to assess the relative validity and reproducibility of a newly 

100 developed tailored dietary screening tool consisting of a 27-food groups that we aim to 
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101 incorporate into routine clinical practice in Nigeria to identify adults at high risk of 

102 hypertension. The investigation was conducted at the Internal Medicine and Family Medicine 

103 Department outpatient clinics of Rivers State University Teaching Hospital (RSUTH) in Port 

104 Harcourt, Rivers State, Nigeria. 

105

106 Ethics approval 
107

108 The study protocol underwent review by two ethics boards. Firstly, it was submitted to 

109 the Business, Earth & Environment, Social Sciences (AREA FREC) Committee at the 

110 University of Leeds, Leeds, United Kingdom, on the 21st of March 2023. Subsequently, it was 

111 presented to the Rivers State University Teaching Hospital Research Ethics Committee in Port 

112 Harcourt, Nigeria, on March 20th, 2023. Final approvals were granted with the following 

113 reference numbers: 0484 on 28/04/2023 and RSUTH/REC/2023316 on 30/03/2023, 

114 respectively. The trial was duly registered at clinicaltrials.gov under the identifier 

115 NCT05973760.

116

117 Eligible participants
118
119 Our study enrolled adult patients between the ages of 18 to 70 years attending the Rivers 

120 State University Teaching Hospital for their routine medical care, including both men and 

121 women, who had been residing in Nigeria for at least two years and possessed proficiency in 

122 reading, writing, and communicating in English. The complete list of inclusion and exclusion 

123 criteria are present in Table 1.

124

125

126
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127  Table 1: Inclusion and exclusion criteria

Inclusion criteria Exclusion criteria

Age between 18 and 70 years Individuals < 18 years or > 70 years of age

Men and women Pregnant women or intent to become pregnant or 

breastfeeding woman

Hypertensive or non-hypertensive individual Diagnosis of other chronic diseases such as cancer, 

diabetes, renal failure, endocrine diseases, and 

previous and recent incidence of cardiovascular 

disease (CVD) and stroke

Individuals who have been residents in Nigeria for 

the past 2 years 

Individuals who have been resident in Nigeria for 

shorter than 2 years

Ability to read, write, and communicate over the 

phone in English

Individuals on dietary restriction or recent changes to 

their diet or food

Individuals who gave their consent to participate Individuals who did not give their consent to 

participate or are currently enrolled in other studies

128

129

130 Participant recruitment and informed consent
131
132 Participant recruitment occurred over four weeks in July 2023 during regular clinic 

133 visits. This process was facilitated through strategically placed recruitment posters within the 

134 hospital premises, referrals from healthcare professionals, and morning briefing sessions at the 

135 outpatient clinics of the Internal Medicine and Family Medicine Departments of RSUTH. 

136 Patients expressing interest in the study were screened for eligibility using a structured 

137 questionnaire (Table 1). Subsequently, eligible patients were categorised into either the 

138 hypertension or non-hypertension groups. The study adheres to SPIRIT guidelines for reporting 

139 clinical trials [18]. Before participation, each participant received and reviewed a simplified 

140 version of the participant information sheet. They had the opportunity to address any queries 
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141 or concerns with the study personnel, ensuring their consent to participate was voluntary and 

142 fully informed. All patients provided written informed consent before participating in the study

143

144 Sample size and sampling technique
145
146 Previous validation studies investigating the correlation between FFQs and 24DR have 

147 demonstrated good agreement, with correlation coefficients (rs) ranging from 0.3 to 0.7 [19-

148 22]. A moderate rs = 0.5 is typically considered a robust indicator of correlation [23]; therefore, 

149 it was used to estimate the sample size along with a statistical power of P = 0.8, a 95% 

150 confidence interval, and a two-tailed alpha level of 0.05 utilising the G*Power software [24]. 

151 While a minimum of 29 participants was determined to be required to accommodate an 

152 anticipated dropout rate of 20% and address any potential missing or incomplete data, we set 

153 the target sample size at 50 participants [25, 26]. Eligible participants were recruited through a 

154 non-probability convenience sampling method.

155

156 Dietary Assessment
157
158 Dietary screening tool
159
160 The dietary screening tool was a newly developed, 27-food group semi-quantitative 

161 food frequency questionnaire (FFQ) that was designed to capture the usual food intake over 

162 the past month. The initial list of commonly consumed foods was created through guidance 

163 from the Nigerian and Ghana National Nutritional Guideline on Non-Communicable Disease 

164 Prevention, Control and Management [27, 28] and supported by our prior systematic review 

165 and meta-analysis the investigated dietary factors associated with hypertension in the West 

166 Africa [12]. Designed to be completed in less than 20 minutes, the final FFQ comprised 26 

167 questions on major food groups and an additional 6 questions related to salt (S1 Table). These 

168 food groups encompassed various foods such as fruit, vegetable, fibre-breakfast cereals, rice 
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169 and pasta, beans, yam and potatoes, fried or fast foods, whole meat, white meat, processed 

170 meat, sugary fizzy drinks and fruits, diet non-alcoholic drinks, tea and coffee, soups and stew 

171 (fatty soups, vegetable soups, draw soups, native soups, and stews), nuts and seeds, dessert and 

172 sweets, fats and oils, salt, milk and milk-based beverages (S1 Table). For each food item, 

173 participants were asked about the frequency of consumption over the past month, with response 

174 options ranging from 'rarely or never,' '1-2 times/week,' '3-5 times/week,' to 'daily,' and 'more 

175 than once per day' (S1 Table). 

176

177 24-hour Dietary Recalls (24DR) 
178
179 Three repeat 24-hour dietary recalls (24DR) were conducted by trained nutritionists on 

180 non-consecutive days, covering two weekdays and one weekend day. This approach aimed to 

181 account for the day-to-day variation in dietary intake. Throughout the recalls, detailed 

182 descriptions of all foods, snacks and beverages consumed in the preceding 24 hours were 

183 recorded, including cooking methods and brand names (where possible).

184

185 Data Collection
186
187 Data collection was over four weeks in August 2023. At clinic visit 1 in week 1, the 

188 eligible consenting patients completed sociodemographic and health status questionnaires and 

189 underwent baseline assessments, including height, weight, and blood pressure measurement 

190 (Fig 1). The height and body weight were measured twice using a standard stadiometer (model 

191 number: DG2301, China), and the Body mass index (BMI) was calculated based on the 

192 measurements from the height and weight using the formula BMI= body weight in Kg/ (height 

193 in metre)2. The participant’s blood pressure was recorded twice in the non-dominant arm using 

194 an automated mercury sphygmomanometer (model number: ZK-BB68, Shenzhen, China). 

195
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196 Fig 1. Study design, patient recruitment, enrolment, and data collection flowchart. 

197 FFQ1: first food frequency questionnaire, FFQ2: second food frequency questionnaire, 24DR1: 

198 first 24-hour dietary recall, 24DR2: second 24-hour dietary recall, 24DR3: third 24-hour 

199 dietary recall, BP: Blood pressure, H: Height, W: Weight.

200

201 At clinic visit 2 in week 2, eligible consenting patients completed the first self-

202 administered dietary screening (FFQ1) tool. In conjunction with the FFQ1, the first interview-

203 based 24DR (24DR1) was conducted to collect patient food intake data for the past 24 hours 

204 on one weekday using the multiple-pass method [29-31]. The second 24DR (24DR2) was 

205 conducted by phone to collect the patients' food intake on a weekend day in week 2 (Fig 1). 

206 During clinic visit 3, the study patients completed the FFQ for the second time (FFQ2). The 

207 third 24DR (24DR3) was conducted on another weekday to collect food intake data for the past 

208 24 hours. Finally, a second measurement of height, weight, and blood pressure was collected 

209 (Fig 1). 

210

211 Participant compensation
212
213 Upon completing all the requirements of the study protocol, consisting of the two FFQs 

214 and the three 24DR, and including all the physical measurements (weight, height, and blood 

215 pressure), patients were given a token of appreciation in the form of a £5 gift (equivalent to 

216 approximately ₦6,000). This was extended to participants as a gesture of gratitude for their 

217 participation and compensation for their valuable time.

218

219 Statistical analysis
220
221 Dietary data (i.e., frequencies of food group intakes) from the first FFQ (FFQ1), second 

222 FFQ (FFQ2) and the three repeats 24-hour dietary recalls (24DR1, 24DR2 and 24DR3) for 
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223 each participant were entered into a Microsoft Excel spreadsheet with quality checks. The 

224 frequencies of intakes reported in FFQ1 and FFQ2 were converted into servings/day by 

225 multiplying the average servings per week and then dividing the average by 7 days according 

226 to the method by Fatihal et al. [32]. For example, 3-5 times/ week was converted ([3+5/2] ÷ 7 

227 days) into 0.57 serving/day. The salt intake assessed by the FFQ was coded numerically as ‘1 

228 for ‘never or rarely’, 2 for ‘sometimes’, 3 for ‘usually’ and 4 for ‘always’. The food intake data 

229 from the FFQ and 24DR data were aggregated into 20 major food groups (S2 Table). The mean 

230 of the FFQ was calculated by combining the data from both administrations (FFQ1 and FFQ2). 

231 Additionally, the mean for the 24DR was computed based on three non-consecutive repetitions 

232 of the 24DR. These means were used for the validity analysis. 

233

234 The frequency data and the mean differences between the FFQ and 24DR were tested 

235 for normality using the Shapiro-Wilk [33] and Kolmogorov-Smirnov tests [34] with inspection 

236 of the histogram. The data were not normally distributed; therefore, non-parametric methods 

237 were used for the analysis. The results were reported as mean, median and interquartile range 

238 (IQR) for continuous data and n (%) for categorical data. P-values <0.05 were considered 

239 statistically significant. All analyses were performed using R Statistical Software (v4.3.1) [35]. 

240 The statistical analyses were performed in 2 phases. 

241

242 In the first phase, we used multiple methods to assess the relative validity of the FFQ 

243 by evaluating the agreement between the mean of the FFQ and the mean of the 24DR. First, 

244 Spearman’s rank correlation was used to compare the frequency of food group intakes from 

245 the FFQ with those from the 24DR. A correlation coefficient above 0.5 indicated a good 

246 correlation [36]. Secondly, the Wilcoxon signed-rank test compared the difference between the 

247 mean FFQ and mean 24DR for each food group. A p-value > 0.05 was considered to indicate 
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248 no statistically significant difference and good agreement [37, 38]. Thirdly, the cross-

249 classification of intakes into quartiles by the 3 methods (FFQ and 24DR): (i) proportion of 

250 exact agreement, deviation by 1 quartile; (ii) proportion of adjacent agreement, indicating 

251 deviation by adjacent quartiles; and (ii) proportion of grossly misclassified participants, 

252 disagreement by 3 quartiles. Finally, the Bland-Altman analysis [39] was used to assess the 

253 level of agreement and whether differences between FFQ and 24DR estimated measurements 

254 were dependent on the magnitude of measurements. The mean difference (mean FFQ– mean 

255 24DR) was plotted against the average of the two measures ([mean FFQ + mean 24DR)/2]) for 

256 each food group. An acceptable level of agreement was defined as differences in means falling 

257 within the range of ±3 standard deviations (SDs) [40]. Additionally, the relative differences 

258 (%) within this range were calculated to quantify agreement. 

259

260 In phase 2, we assessed the reproducibility of the FFQ at two different administrations 

261 (FFQ1 vs FFQ2). The strength and association of the FFQ1 and FFQ2 were evaluated using 

262 Spearman’s rank correlations. The agreement and consistency between food groups from the 

263 two FFQ administrations were assessed using intraclass correlation coefficients (ICCs). ICC 

264 values were calculated based on a single rating, absolute agreement, and 2-way mixed-effects 

265 model [41]. ICC values above 0.60 were considered evidence of good reproducibility between 

266 the two FFQ administrations [36]. The ranking agreement between the FFQ1 and FFQ2 was 

267 evaluated using the Wilcoxon signed-rank test, and a p-value >0.05 was considered to indicate 

268 a good agreement between the FFQ1 and FFQ2. 

269

270

271
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272 Results
273

274 Participant characteristics
275
276 A total of 90 patients indicated interest in the study. Of these, 66 met the inclusion 

277 criteria and consented to participate in the study. Of the 66 eligible consenting patients, 58 

278 completed the study protocol and their data were included in the final data analysis (Fig 2). 

279 The overall average age was 42.6 ± 11.9 years, with hypertensive participants being older, on 

280 average 46.4 ± 10.1 years, compared to non-hypertensives with a mean age of 38.7 ± 12.4 

281 years. The majority of participants were female (69%) and over two-thirds (69%) had 

282 university or postgraduate education. Family history of hypertension was reported by 55.2% 

283 (Table 2). 

284

285 Fig 2. Participant selection and sequence of assessments flowchart. FFQ: food frequency 

286 questionnaire, 24DR: 24-hour dietary recalls.

287

288 Table 2. Sociodemographic, anthropometric, and clinical characteristics of participants

Characteristics Overall (n=58) Non-hypertensive (n=29) Hypertensive(n=29)

Age (years), mean ± SD 42.6 ± 11.9 38.7 ± 12.4 46.4 ± 10.1

Sex, n (%)

         Male 18 (31.0) 9 (31.0) 9 (31.0)

         Female 40 (69.0) 20 (69.0) 20 (69.0)

Education n (%)

Primary 2 (3.5) 1 (3.5) 1 (3.5)

Secondary 12 (20.7) 3 (10.3) 9 (31.0)

High school 4 (6.9) 2 (6.9) 2 (6.9)

University 26 (44.8) 14 (48.3) 12 (41.4)

Postgraduate 14 (24.1) 9 (31.0) 5 (17.2)
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Family history of Hypertension, n (%)

Yes 32 (55.2) 19 (65.5) 13 (44.8)

Years of hypertension n (%)

< 1 year 9 (31.0) NA 9 (31.0)

1-5 years 8 (27.6) NA 8 (27.6)

> 5 years 12 (41.4) NA 12 (41.4)

Antihypertensive medications use n (%)

Yes 16 (55.2) None 16 (55.2)

No 13 (44.8) None 13 (44.8)

Height (m) 1.65 ± 0.1 1.68 ± 0.1 1.62 ± 0.1

Body weight (kg) 79.4 ± 17.2 75.0 ± 15.4 83.8 ± 18.1

Body mass index (kg/m2) 29.5 ± 7.1 26.9 ± 6.8 32.1 ± 6.4

Blood pressure

SBP (mmHg) 140.3 ± 23.9 121.0 ± 11.7 159.0 ± 16.9

DBP (mmHg) 87.4 ± 17.3 75.4 ± 9.7 99.3 ± 14.8

289 Data are presented as: n= frequency, %= percentage, mean ± SD= Standard deviation, NA = not applicable

290

291 A considerable proportion of participants had experienced hypertension for more than 

292 5 years (41.4%), but only 55.2% reported using antihypertensive medications. Participants with 

293 hypertension, on average, appeared to be heavier (83.8kg vs 75kg), with more presenting with 

294 obesity (mean+/- SD BMI: 32.1 ± 6.4 kg/m2) than those who did not have hypertension (26.9 

295 ± 6.8 kg/m2). Similarly, participants with hypertension, on average, had higher systolic blood 

296 pressures (159.0 ± 16.9 mmHg vs 121.0 ± 11.7 mmHg) in spite of a high percentage using 

297 antihypertensive medications (Table 2).

298

299 Dietary intake assessment
300
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301 The mean and median servings/day were similar between the two dietary assessment 

302 methods for most food groups (Table 3). The mean fold differences varied from 0.25 for fats 

303 and oils to 1.25 for yam and potatoes, indicating that, on average, the FFQ provided food groups 

304 intake estimates within 75% below to 25% above the 24DR amounts. Overall, no significant 

305 differences were observed between the food group intakes estimated by the FFQ and the 24DR. 

306

307 Table 3. Food group intake estimates from the novel food frequency questionnaire (FFQ) and 

308 the 24-hour dietary recall (24DR).  

FFQ 24DR Mean Fold Difference
(FFQ/24DR)

Food Group

(servings/day) Mean Median IQR Mean Median IQR Mean 95% CI p-value

Fruit 0.38 0.21 0.57 0.35 0.33 0.67 1.09 0.82; 1.41 0.288

Vegetables 0.48 0.21 0.36 0.46 0.39 0.36 1.05 0.94; 1.19 0.193

Grains 0.40 0.33 0.19 0.42 0.44 0.20 0.96 0.84; 1.10 0.741

Beans and lentils 0.33 0.21 0.36 0.34 0.33 0.26 0.99 0.82; 1.12 0.723

Meat 0.55 0.50 0.30 0.61 0.50 0.29 0.90 0.80; 1.00 0.975

Processed meat 0.16 0.00 0.21 0.14 0.00 0.00 1.19 0.95; 1.59 0.069

Fish and seafoods 0.62 0.39 0.58 0.54 0.33 0.59 1.16 0.96; 1.36 0.058

Eggs 0.32 0.21 0.36 0.31 0.33 0.67 1.04 0.85; 1.28 0.365

Fried or fast food 0.23 0.21 0.37 0.29 0.33 0.33 0.80 0.62; 1.03 0.954

Yam and potatoes 0.30 0.21 0.18 0.25 0.33 0.33 1.25 0.88; 1.85 0.136

Soups 0.35 0.32 0.22 0.33 0.33 0.23 1.08 0.96; 1.20 0.096

Stew 0.45 0.39 0.36 0.42 0.33 0.34 1.09 0.92; 1.27 0.164

Nuts and seeds 0.46 0.29 0.36 0.44 0.33 0.67 1.06 0.86; 1.29 0.298

Desserts and sweets 0.19 0.00 0.21 0.21 0.00 0.33 0.96 0.60; 1.48 0.615

Soft drinks 0.22 0.13 0.24 0.19 0.17 0.33 1.15 0.85; 1.57 0.222

Alcoholic drinks 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.43; 1.57 0.787

Tea and coffee 0.39 0.21 0.47 0.34 0.33 0.67 1.15 0.89; 1.47 0.153

Milk and milk drinks 0.46 0.39 0.36 0.48 0.33 0.34 0.96 0.82; 1.11 0.739
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Fats and oils 0.58 0.57 0.74 2.30 2.33 0.92 0.25 0.20; 0.31 1.000

Salt and seasonings 3.37 4.00 1.00 3.45 3.33 1.33 0.98 0.88; 1.08 0.672

309 FFQ: Food frequency questionnaire; 24DR: 24-hour dietary recalls; IQR: Interquartile range

310

311 Assessment of relative validity
312
313 To assess the validity of the FFQ, we evaluated the relationship between the food group 

314 intake estimated by the FFQ relative to the 24DR. The Spearman’s correlation coefficients (rs) 

315 ranged from 0.20 for fats and oils to 0.78 for vegetables, with an average correlation coefficient 

316 of 0.60 (Table 4). Although weaker positive correlation coefficients (rs<0.3) were found for 

317 fat & oils, and salt, most of the food groups (n=15) had a correlation coefficient ≥ 0.50, 

318 indicating a strong positive correlation between the mean FFQ and mean 24DR (p<0.05). In 

319 addition, among the 20 food groups evaluated in the FFQ, 19 food groups had no significant 

320 differences (p>0.05) in the mean and median intakes compared to 24DR when a Wilcoxon 

321 signed-rank test was applied — the exception was ‘fats and oils’ (p<0.05) (Table 4). Overall, 

322 the results suggest that the FFQ provides comparable rankings and intake estimates for most 

323 foods (n=19) compared to 24DR and shows good agreement between the dietary assessment 

324 approaches.

325

326 Table 4. Comparison of food group intake obtained from a semi-quantitative food frequency 

327 questionnaire (FFQ) and the 24-hour dietary recalls (24DRs).

Agreement between FFQ and 24DR Disagreement between FFQ and 24DRFood Group

(servings/day) rs
ap-value bp-value Exact (%) Adjacent (%) GM1(%)

Fruit 0.65 <0.001 0.748 53 33 14

Vegetables 0.78 <0.001 0.706 50 45 5

Grains 0.64 <0.001 0.042 40 53 7

Beans and lentils 0.64 <0.001 0.632 53 40 7
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Meat 0.65 <0.001 0.063 50 43 7

Processed meat 0.74 <0.001 0.215 88 10 2

Fish and seafoods 0.72 <0.001 0.869 62 35 3

Eggs 0.77 <0.001 0.224 28 55 17

Fried or fast food 0.48 <0.001 0.081 52 33 15

Yam and potatoes 0.37 0.004 0.619 45 45 10

Soups 0.66 <0.001 0.361 48 45 7

Stew 0.62 <0.001 0.174 47 47 7

Nuts and seeds 0.71 <0.001 0.862 66 31 3

Desserts and sweets 0.47 <0.001 0.237 64 26 10

Soft drinks 0.65 <0.001 0.806 69 29 2

Alcoholic drinks 0.63 <0.001 0.287 88 12 0

Tea and coffee 0.55 <0.001 0.501 48 38 14

Milk & milk drinks 0.75 <0.001 0.338 67 26 7

Fats and oils 0.20 0.135 <0.001 22 59 19

Salt and seasonings 0.22 0.154 0.968 17 24 59

328 1 Gross misclassification, disagreement by 3 quartiles, rs: Spearman’s correlation coefficient, a: p-value of Spearman’s 

329 Rank correlation coefficients, bp-value: p-value for Wilcoxon signed-rank test of difference. FFQ: Food frequency 

330 questionnaire; 24DR: 24-hour dietary recalls

331

332

333 Additionally, the percentage of participants grossly misclassified by 3 quartiles ranged 

334 from 0% for alcoholic drinks to 59% for salt, with an average of 11% (Table 4). For most food 

335 groups (n=15), over 50% of the participants were classified into the same or neighbouring 

336 quartile. Specifically, the classification of participants into the exact or adjacent quartiles 

337 ranges from 10% for dessert and sweets to 88% for processed meat and alcoholic drinks, with 

338 an average exact agreement of 53% and an adjacent agreement of 37% (Table 4). Importantly, 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted January 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.24.24301732doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.24.24301732
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


17

339 90% of participants were classified in the same or neighbouring quartile, indicating a good 

340 agreement between the FFQ and 24DR.

341

342 Furthermore, the Bland-Altman analysis was used to assess the level of agreement 

343 between the FFQ and 24DR (S3 Table). Fig 3A-F presents the Bland-Altman plots for the 3 

344 healthy food groups of the DASH diet (e.g., fruits, vegetables, and nuts and seeds) [42] and 3 

345 less healthy food groups/items identified by our recent meta-analysis of foods associated with 

346 hypertension in West African countries, including Nigeria [12] (e.g., salt, fried/fast foods, and 

347 fats and oils). The plots for the remaining food groups are provided in supplementary materials 

348 (S1 Fig). Although moderate bias and wide limits of agreement (-4.18 to 3.93) were observed 

349 for fats/oils and salt food groups (Fig 3D-F), very limited bias was observed for the majority 

350 (n=18) of the food groups, where mean differences (bias) ranged from -0.06 servings/day (meat 

351 and fried and fast foods) to 0.08 servings/day (fish) (Fig 3A- 3C and S1 Fig). In addition, the 

352 95% limits of agreement (LOA) spanned from -1.23 to -0.20 servings/day (lower LOA) to 0.19 

353 to 1.40 servings/day (upper LOA) for most food groups (n=18), suggesting reasonable 

354 agreement (S3 Table). A high proportion (>96%) of observations fell within the acceptable 

355 limits of agreement (± 3 standard deviation LOA) without increased differences across higher 

356 food intake ranges (S3 Table). In summary, the Bland-Altman analysis and plots suggest a 

357 high level of agreement between the FFQ and 24DR for the majority of food groups assessed 

358 (n=18).

359

360 Fig 3. Bland-Altman plots related to food groups identified in the DASH diet (A: Fruit, B: Vegetables, C: 

361 Nuts and seeds) and D: Salts, E: Fried and fast foods and F: Fats and oils. 

362 Differences in the serving/day of food groups derived from the mean of the three repeat 24-hour recalls (24DR) 

363 and the mean of the food frequency questionnaire (FFQ) were plotted against the corresponding mean serving/day 
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364 derived from the two methods. Dashed red lines represent the mean difference (bias), and dashed blue lines show 

365 the upper and lower 95% limits of agreement (n=58). 

366

367

368 Assessment of reproducibility
369
370 Assessing reproducibility between the two administrations of the FFQ, Spearman’s 

371 ranked correlation coefficient ranged from 0.38 for yam and potatoes to 0.97 for salt, with an 

372 average correlation coefficient of 0.75, with most food groups (17/20) showing correlation 

373 coefficients above 0.60. All correlation coefficients were statistically significant (p<0.001), 

374 reaffirming the high level of agreement between the two FFQs (Table 5). Additionally, among 

375 the 20 food groups evaluated for reproducibility, no significant differences in the mean and 

376 median intakes between the FFQ1 and FFQ2 were observed in the Wilcoxon signed-rank test 

377 for all the food groups (p>0.05) (Table 5).

378

379 Furthermore, the intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC) was used to evaluate the 

380 consistency and agreement between the FFQ1 and FFQ2 (Table 5). ICCs ranged from 0.31 for 

381 stew to 0.98 for fruit, with an average intraclass correlation coefficient of 0.77. The majority 

382 of food groups (n=17) had ICC ≥0.70, which, according to the criteria of Koo and Li [41] and 

383 Cade et al. [36], indicates good to excellent reproducibility (Table 5). These findings suggest 

384 good reproducibility and consistency in individual rankings and negligible between time points 

385 for the FFQ, confirming the test-retest reliability of the FFQ across the food groups evaluated.

386

387 Table 5 Reproducibility on the number of food group serving/day estimated by repeated 

388 administration of a Food Frequency Questionnaire

Food Groups FFQ1 FFQ2 Reproducibility (FFQ1 and FFQ2)
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389 FFQ1: First food frequency questionnaire administration, FFQ2: Second food frequency questionnaire 

390 administration, ICC: Intraclass correlation coefficients (p<0.05), CI= Confidence interval of ICC, rs: Spearman’s 

391 rank correlation coefficient, IQR: Interquartile range, *p-value for the test of the difference between FFQ1 and 

392 FFQ2 by Wilcoxon signed-rank test. 

393

394 Discussion
395
396 This study is the first to test and validate a culturally sensitive food frequency 

397 questionnaire (FFQ) for dietary screening of men and women for high-risk dietary habits 

398 associated with hypertension in a Nigerian clinic. Our aim is for the tool to be used by clinicians 

(Servings/day) Mean Median IQR Mean Median IQR rs
*p-value ICC 95%CI

Fruit 0.38 0.21 0.57 0.39 0.21 0.57 0.90 0.750 0.98 0.96; 0.98

Vegetables 0.49 0.21 0.36 0.46 0.21 0.36 0.84 0.154 0.92 0.88; 0.95

Grains 0.43 0.21 0.57 0.42 0.21 0.57 0.70 0.577 0.72 0.64; 0.79

Beans and lentils 0.32 0.21 0.36 0.33 0.21 0.36 0.91 0.479 0.87 0.80; 0.92

Meat 0.59 0.57 0.79 0.56 0.57 0.79 0.83 0.123 0.85 0.80; 0.90

Processed meat 0.16 0.00 0.21 0.15 0.00 0.21 0.79 0.751 0.87 0.79; 0.92

Fish and seafoods 0.65 0.39 0.79 0.58 0.39 0.79 0.79 0.166 0.80 0.68; 0.88

Eggs 0.31 0.21 0.36 0.33 0.21 0.36 0.85 0.590 0.79 0.66; 0.87

Fried or fast foods 0.26 0.21 0.48 0.22 0.21 0.21 0.76 0.203 0.73 0.59; 0.83

Yam and potatoes 0.29 0.21 0.27 0.32 0.21 0.00 0.38 0.886 0.55 0.34; 0.71

Soups 0.35 0.21 0.36 0.21 0.21 0.36 0.65 0.783 0.75 0.69; 0.80

Stew 0.45 0.39 0.36 0.46 0.21 0.36 0.53 0.867 0.31 0.06; 0.53

Nuts and seeds 0.54 0.21 0.36 0.39 0.21 0.36 0.68 0.099 0.50 0.28; 0.67

Desserts & sweets 0.19 0.00 0.21 0.19 0.00 0.21 0.55 0.746 0.45 0.21; 0.63

Soft drinks 0.23 0.00 0.21 0.21 0.00 0.21 0.87 0.290 0.92 0.89; 0.95

Alcoholic drinks 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.71 0.773 0.94 0.91; 0.97

Tea and coffee 0.38 0.21 0.36 0.39 0.21 0.57 0.73 0.944 0.73 0.58; 0.83

Milk & milk drinks 0.44 0.21 0.36 0.46 0.39 0.36 0.92 1.000 0.95 0.92; 097

Fats and oils 0.57 0.57 0.79 0.57 0.57 0.79 0.62 0.985 0.72 0.57; 0.82

Salt intake 0.83 1.00 0.29 0.81 1.00 0.29 0.97 0.371 0.96 0.94; 0.98
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399 and patients across West Africa to: (i) facilitate discussions of dietary habits and cardiovascular 

400 health in the clinical setting; (ii) inform personalised dietary advice for patients at risk or with 

401 hypertension; and (iii) empower its citizens to take an active role in managing hypertension. 

402 With the participation of 58 men and women, the FFQ demonstrated good validity and 

403 reproducibility in a clinical setting for assessing intakes of food associated with hypertension 

404 in Nigeria, compared to 24DR.

405

406 Relative validation 
407
408 In all validation studies, some under- and over-estimation is expected but must be 

409 within an acceptable range. Streppel et al. evaluated the validity of an FFQ against the 24DR 

410 among 128 Dutch adults and reported overestimation in 13 of 21 foods by the FFQ [43], while 

411 Steinemann et al. reported overestimation in 13 of 25 foods compared to a 4-day weighed food 

412 record among 56 participants in Germany and a correlation coefficients from 0.09 (soup) to 

413 0.92 (alcohol) with 16 out of the 25 food groups having correlation coefficients <0.50 [6][21]. 

414 Our FFQ demonstrated similar measures of overestimation from 4-25% and correlation 

415 coefficients between the FFQ and 24DR from 0.20 to 0.78, with the majority of the food groups 

416 (n=15) demonstrating moderate to strong positive correlations (rs >0.50), indicating good 

417 agreement. 

418 Additionally, our study reported that 90% of participants were classified into the same 

419 or neighbouring quartiles when comparing FFQ and 24DR, where the exact agreement for most 

420 food groups (17/27) was 30-88% with an average gross misclassification of 11% across food 

421 groups. This is in agreement with other successful validation studies in Australia (n=96 adults) 

422 that reported 27-70% exact agreement and under 15% gross misclassification for most food 

423 groups [44, 45]. 

424

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
perpetuity. 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted January 24, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.24.24301732doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.01.24.24301732
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


21

425 Finally, the Bland-Altman method [39] was used to illustrate the agreement between 

426 the FFQ and 24DR. Although ‘Fats and oils’ and salt were underestimated by the FFQ, as noted 

427 in other studies [46], the majority of the food groups assessed in our study demonstrated 

428 minimal bias. Indeed, > 96% of observations were within acceptable limits of agreement. This 

429 aligns with or exceeds the results of previous work, where FFQ validations study among (i) 

430 130 men with prostate cancer reported similar small mean differences and acceptable 

431 agreements across 11 food groups [40]; and, (ii) 114 Lebanese adults with >80% agreement 

432 for the majority of the food groups [47]. Collectively, these results suggest that the validity of 

433 our novel FFQ meets or exceeds the levels of agreement reported by other validation studies 

434 and indicates that our tailored FFQ is well-designed for capturing the dietary habits of men and 

435 women in Nigerian populations. 

436

437 Reproducibility
438
439 The reproducibility of an FFQ is an important attribute to minimise bias [48]. The FFQ 

440 exhibited commendable reproducibility between the two collection points (FFQ1 vs FFQ2), 

441 yielding a robust positive correlation that surpassed rs > 0.50 for the majority of assessed food 

442 groups and intraclass correlation coefficient > 0.70 for all the food groups assessed. These 

443 findings align with the results of other FFQ reproducibility studies that reported correlation 

444 coefficients between 0.32 and 0.87 [40] and 0.65 to 0.98 [47, 49] and agree with current 

445 recommended standards for reproducibility between 0.5 and 0.70 [36, 41, 50]. According to 

446 these criteria, our novel FFQ demonstrated good levels of agreement between baseline and 

447 follow-up. This suggests that it is well suited for accurately collecting dietary information and 

448 capturing dietary inconsistencies in Nigeria for clinicians [48], researchers, and public health 

449 professionals [51]. 

450
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451 Practical application and clinical relevance 
452
453 The validity and reproducibility of our study data provide compelling evidence to further 

454 investigate the implementation and use of our novel FFQ as a practical clinical tool to screen 

455 and evaluate patient-mediated dietary risk for hypertension. The FFQ was able to rank intakes 

456 in food groups associated with hypertension [11, 12], including fruits, vegetables, grains, dairy, 

457 salt and fats and oil-based foods (soups and stew), to a similar degree of accuracy as 24DR, but 

458 was able to be completed in < 20 minutes. The results indicate that the FFQ can identify patients 

459 with high-risk dietary patterns who may benefit from prioritised education and support around 

460 dietary modification for blood pressure management. Integrating this rapid dietary screening 

461 tool into primary and tertiary care workflows will be a key step to enable a systematic approach 

462 to dietary monitoring and counselling in a clinical setting for hypertension prevention and 

463 management [52].

464

465 Strengths and limitations
466
467 Although the study results underline the strength and potential of the FFQ in a clinical 

468 setting, we openly acknowledge some limitations: (i) 24DR has inherent limitations, including 

469 possible recall biases and within-person variability in daily intake, which can attenuate 

470 validation study results [53]. However, we aimed to reduce this by having a designated 

471 professional perform all 24DR evaluations and the use of repeat recalls on non-consecutive 

472 days, including two weekdays and one weekend day, which also mitigates this intra-individual 

473 variation; (ii) the use of a non-random, convenience sample may restrict the generalizability of 

474 findings to the broader target population; however, as this tool will be used in a clinical setting 

475 we foresee this limitation as minor and inherent to the tools primary purpose; (iii) literacy 

476 barriers among some participants required interviews instead of self-administration, which 

477 could have impacted their responses in the form of respondent bias/social desirability; and 
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478 finally (iv) testing the FFQ in a relatively small geographic area reduces the applicability of 

479 results more widely across diverse Nigerian populations, which is something we aim to address 

480 in future work. 

481

482 Nonetheless, despite these limitations, this study had several important strengths: (i) 

483 the use of multiple 24DR as the reference method provided detailed participant-informed 

484 dietary intake data and allowed for day-to-day variability to be assessed, thereby strengthening 

485 the quality of the reference data; (ii) the use of multiple analytical methods permitted a 

486 comprehensive assessment of the agreement between the FFQ and the 24DR; (iii) evaluation 

487 of the reproducibility or test-retest reliability of the FFQ two weeks apart permitted the 

488 reliability and consistency of the FFQ to be estimated over time, which will offer a better 

489 measure of habitual dietary habits; and finally (iv) testing the FFQ in the patient demographic, 

490 clinical setting and cultural context of its intended use improves the applicability of the 

491 validation. 

492

493 Conclusion
494
495 This study provides important evidence that the culturally tailored FFQ has adequate 

496 relative validity and reproducibility for ranking dietary intake of major foods and food groups 

497 in a clinical setting, compared to the average of three repeat non-consecutive 24DR. Therefore, 

498 we offer a valid short FFQ that could help assess common food group intakes for the assessment 

499 and prevention of hypertension, which could empower clinicians, patients, and researchers to 

500 take an active role in preventing hypertension in Nigeria and other West African countries. 

501 Further refinements of the FFQ and future studies on the acceptability of the FFQ will improve 

502 validity for some food groups. 

503
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