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22 ABSTRACT 

23 Background

24 Front-of-pack labeling (FOPL) has been implemented in several countries in the Americas, with 

25 Chile being the first to introduce a mandatory ‘high in’ warning FOPL in 2016. The Pan American 

26 Health Organization (PAHO) food classification criteria, considered a best practice for FOPL 

27 regulations, has been adopted by Mexico, Argentina, and Colombia. Canada’s FOPL regulations 

28 were recently approved and will take effect in January 2026, but it is unknown how these 

29 regulations compare to FOPL regulations that have already been implemented in other parts of 

30 the region.
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31 Objectives

32 To compare the Canadian criteria for FOPL regulations with other FOPL criteria implemented in 

33 the Americas, and to determine their ability to identify ultra-processed products (UPPs).

34 Methods

35 Packaged foods and beverages (n=17,094) from the University of Toronto’s Food Label 

36 Information and Price (FLIP) 2017 database were analyzed using three FOPL criteria (Canadian, 

37 Chilean and PAHO criteria) and the NOVA classification system. The proportions of products 

38 that would be subject to displaying a ‘high in/excess’ FOPL and UPPs that would not be subject 

39 to FOPL regulations were examined under each system’s criteria. Agreement patterns were 

40 modeled using a nested sequence of hierarchical Poisson log-linear models. The Wald statistics 

41 for homogeneity were used to test whether proportional distributions differ significantly.

42 Results

43 Under the Canadian, Chilean and PAHO criteria, 54.4%, 68.4%, and 81.3% of packaged products 

44 would be required to display a ‘high in/excess’ FOPL, respectively. Disagreements between the 

45 Chilean and the Canadian criteria with PAHO’s were significant, but the greatest disagreement 

46 was between the Canadian and PAHO criteria. According to the Canadian, Chilean, and PAHO 

47 criteria, 33.4%, 18.4%, 2.3% of UPPs would not be subject to FOPL regulations, respectively.

48 Conclusions
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49 A significant proportion of products that should be subject to FOPL regulations according to the 

50 PAHO criteria would not be regulated under Chilean and Canadian criteria, resulting in high 

51 proportion of UPPs that would not be subject to FOPL regulations. The Canadian FOPL criteria 

52 are the most lenient, with the highest proportion of UPPs that would not display a FOPL. 

53 Results can inform improvements for FOPL regulations in Canada, Chile and other countries.
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54 Introduction

55 The burden of noncommunicable diseases (NCDs) has steadily increased in recent decades, 

56 accounting for the most deaths worldwide and in Canada[1, 2]. Unhealthy diet is a major 

57 preventable risk factor for NCDs, responsible for 11 million deaths and 255 million disability-

58 adjusted life-years (DALYs) globally[3, 4]. The availability and overconsumption of ultra-

59 processed food products (UPPs), usually high in nutrients-of-concern (i.e., sodium, sugars, and 

60 saturated fats), has increased in recent decades. Furthermore, a growing body of evidence 

61 associates high consumption of UPPs with poor diet quality and mental wellbeing, excess body 

62 weight, and diet related NCDs[5-9]. Governments have taken different measures, either on a 

63 voluntary or mandatory basis, to improve food environments and diets in order to prevent 

64 NCDs[10]. These include the implementation of: front-of-pack labeling (FOPL); sodium and 

65 sugar reduction targets for key food categories; restrictions on food marketing to children; 

66 menu labeling; bans on industrially produced trans fatty acids; and sugar-sweetened beverage 

67 (SSB) taxes, among others[10].

68 Nutrient profiling is defined as ‘the science of classifying or ranking foods according to their 

69 nutritional composition for reasons related to preventing disease and promoting health’[11]. 

70 However, the increasing inclusion of food components, such as additives, or the consideration 

71 of nutrients to encourage, such as calcium, into nutrient profiling algorithms indicates that it 

72 might be more appropriate to refer to them as ‘food classification systems’ (hereinafter also 

73 referred to as ‘criteria’)[12]. Adopting a robust, evidence-based food classification system is 

74 essential for two key purposes within FOPL regulations. First, to determine which products will 
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75 be subject to the regulations, and second, to establish the criteria to be adopted to interpret 

76 nutrient content data in order to provide clear and easy to interpret nutritional information to 

77 consumers[13]. 

78 FOPL provides consumers with clear and easy-to-interpret nutritional information in a visual 

79 form on the front of the package. Mandatory FOPL, a cost-effective policy to promote healthy 

80 diets[14], has been implemented in several countries, mostly in the region of the Americas[15]. 

81 In 2016, Chile became the first country in the region to implement a mandatory warning FOPL 

82 system, as part of the comprehensive Chilean Nutritional Food Composition and Advertising 

83 Law – Law 20.606[16]. This Law also restricts the availability of food and beverage products 

84 displaying ‘high in’ warning FOPL in schools, and the advertising and marketing of these 

85 products to children (<14 years)[17]. Other countries have followed similar mandatory ‘high in’ 

86 or ‘excess’ FOPL approaches, including Argentina[18], Brazil[19], Canada[20], Colombia[21], 

87 Israel[22], Mexico[23], Peru[24], Uruguay[25], and Venezuela[26], and many other countries 

88 around the world are currently considering its implementation[15, 27-30]. 

89 Mandatory ‘high in’ FOPL systems, such as that in Chile, have proven to be effective in 

90 prompting consumers to purchase healthier products[31, 32], encouraging food industry 

91 reformulation to lower the sugars and sodium content of products[33, 34], and improving diet 

92 quality[35]. Initial evaluations of other countries adopting a mandatory ‘high in’ or ‘excess’ 

93 FOPL approach show a decrease in the proportion of foods displaying a FOPL following 

94 implementation[36], a decrease in purchases of unhealthy food categories[37], and that 

95 consumers use and understand the FOPL [22, 25, 38-40]. In contrast, a recent evaluation of the 
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96 voluntary Health Star Rating (HSR) system, implemented in Australia and New Zealand in 2014, 

97 found no effect of the HSR on consumer purchasing behavior[41]. This is consistent with 

98 previous evidence from experimental studies[42, 43]. Additionally, low levels of HSR label 

99 adoption were observed (25.2%), and HSR-labelled products were more likely to display a 4.0-

100 5.0 rating (healthier alternatives)[41]. This highlights the effectiveness of mandatory versus 

101 voluntary approaches and the key differences between nutrient-specific (i.e., ‘high in’ or 

102 ‘excess’ FOPL) and summary indicator (i.e., HSR) FOPL systems.

103 UPPs are defined within the NOVA food classification system[44]. NOVA categorizes foods 

104 according to the nature, extent, and purpose of industrial processing. NOVA classifies foods into 

105 four primary categories, namely: NOVA 1, unprocessed or minimally processed foods; NOVA 2, 

106 processed culinary ingredients; NOVA 3, processed foods; and NOVA 4, UPPs[44]. UPPs, in 

107 particular, are recognized for their hyper-palatability, affordability, immediate consumption 

108 readiness, long shelf life, and packaging[44]. Food classification systems, such as the one 

109 developed by the Pan American Health Organization (PAHO), evaluate foods that fall under 

110 NOVA 3 (processed foods) and NOVA 4 (UPPs) due to the association between 

111 overconsumption of these products, specifically UPPs, and negative health outcomes[5-9]. The 

112 PAHO food classification system is based on robust scientific evidence that informed the World 

113 Health Organization (WHO) Population Nutrient Intake Goals to Prevent Obesity and Related 

114 NCDs[45]. The PAHO food classification system has been considered a ‘best practice’ for FOPL 

115 regulations and has been adopted in Mexico, Argentina, and Colombia[15, 46], and is currently 

116 being considered in other countries[15]. 
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117 Given that the food classification system chosen for FOPL regulation purposes plays a crucial 

118 role in determining which products will be subject to regulations, it is important to have a clear 

119 understanding of both the scope and distinctions between the chosen criteria and other well-

120 established food classification systems. Additionally, it is important to assess the ability of these 

121 food classification systems in identifying and regulating UPPs, as they are significant sources of 

122 nutrients-of-concern, and their high consumption has been linked to several NCDs[9]. 

123 To the best of our knowledge, no study has previously compared the recently approved 

124 Canadian FOPL regulations to similar mandatory approaches adopted or implemented in other 

125 countries. Therefore, the objectives of this study were to compare the Canadian criteria for 

126 FOPL regulations with other mandatory approaches implemented in the region of the Americas 

127 (i.e., the Chilean criteria and the PAHO criteria adopted by Mexico, Argentina, and Colombia), 

128 and to determine the ability of each system’s criteria to identify UPPs.

129 Methods

130 University of Toronto’s Food Label Information and Price (FLIP) 

131 database

132 A descriptive cross-sectional study was conducted using the University of Toronto’s Food Label 

133 Information and Price (FLIP) 2017 database. FLIP 2017 is a nationally representative, 

134 comprehensive food composition database that includes information on Nutrition Facts table 

135 (NFt), universal product codes (UPC), company, brand, product price, list of ingredients, 
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136 container size, sampling date, and photos of all sides of the package of branded food and 

137 beverage products available in the Canadian food supply (n=17,671 unique products). Data 

138 collection was carried out in the Greater Toronto Area between July and September 2017. Data 

139 were collected from the three leading Canadian grocery retailers (i.e., Loblaws, Sobeys, and 

140 Metro), which represented approximately 70% of the Canadian grocery retail market share. The 

141 FLIP 2017 database does not include fresh or unpackaged food products. FLIP is comprised of a 

142 web-based software and database and a mobile data collector app that facilitates data 

143 collection, storing, and analyses of photos of food packages and labels; detailed methods have 

144 been previously published[47]. 

145 All food products were classified according to Health Canada’s Table of Reference Amounts 

146 (TRA) for Food categories[48]. Food products with missing ingredient information and those 

147 that would not be subject to FOPL regulations (e.g., alcoholic beverages, meal replacements 

148 and nutritional supplements) were excluded. After exclusions, 17,094 food products were 

149 included in this analysis.

150 Food classification systems for FOPL regulations

151 Food and beverage products included in this analysis were evaluated under the final FOPL 

152 regulations published in Canada Gazette II[20], the Chilean thresholds for FOPL regulations 

153 (Phase 3)[49], the PAHO food classification system[45] (hereinafter referred to as Canadian, 

154 Chilean, and PAHO criteria), and the NOVA food classification system[44]. Details on the criteria 

155 used for each of these FOPL regulations are described in Supplementary Tables S1-3. 
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156 Co-authors of this study have previously published details on steps undertaken for applying the 

157 Canadian criteria for FOPL regulations[50]. In brief, the initial step involved assessing food 

158 products against established exemption criteria. There are three types of exemption criteria in 

159 the FOPL regulations: (a) technical exemptions for food products exempted from displaying a 

160 NFt (e.g., raw single-ingredient meats, fresh fruits and vegetables), (b) health-related 

161 exemptions for food products that provide health protective effects (e.g., milk, eggs, fruits and 

162 vegetables, vegetable oils), and (c) practical exemptions for foods where the ‘high in’ FOPL 

163 would be redundant (e.g., honey, butter, salt, syrup). Then, food products that did not meet 

164 any of the exemption criteria were assessed for their levels of the targeted nutrients-of-concern 

165 (i.e., saturated fat, sodium, and total sugars) (Supplementary Table S1). Recently, Health 

166 Canada expanded the exemption criteria for FOPL regulations for dairy-related products by 

167 lowering the calcium threshold[51]; however, this expansion occurred after these analyses 

168 were conducted and are not included in this study.

169 Under the Chilean criteria, food products were assessed for their content of energy and 

170 targeted nutrients-of-concern (i.e., saturated fat, sodium, and total sugars), by 100 g or mL of 

171 product. Thresholds have been established for solid and liquid products, separately. Thus, as a 

172 first step, we identified solid and liquid food products according to the definition in the Chilean 

173 FOPL regulations. In the Chilean criteria all food products that have any added fat, sodium or 

174 sugars are subject to FOPL regulations. However, there are some exemptions, which include: 

175 foods sold in bulk; infant formulas; infant foods with no added sugars; food supplements; and 

176 non-caloric sweeteners (Supplementary Table S2).
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177 All food products included in this analysis were categorized under the NOVA food classification 

178 system, following the steps previously published by the developers of the NOVA system[44, 52]. 

179 NOVA categories were assigned to food products manually by analyzing information from the 

180 list of ingredients. This process was initially conducted by a trained researcher (LV), and then a 

181 second trained researcher validated the entire dataset (NF). Any discrepancies were discussed 

182 with co-authors (FG and MA), and consensus was reached. 

183 Food products categorized as processed (NOVA 3) or UPPs (NOVA 4) were then evaluated under 

184 the PAHO criteria. The PAHO criteria evaluate the excessive content of saturated fat, total fat, 

185 sodium, and free sugars, as well as the presence of trans fat or sweeteners in food products 

186 (Supplementary Table S3). Free sugar information is not available in Canadian food labels; 

187 therefore, we used previously published free-sugar estimations from our research group, 

188 applying the University of Toronto’s Free Sugar Algorithm, a step-by-step methodology[53, 54].  

189 Statistical analyses

190 The proportion of products that would be subject to displaying a FOPL was examined under 

191 each FOPL system’s criteria. Log-linear models proposed by Tanner & Young[55] were adjusted 

192 to examine how the classification of products required to display a FOPL for sodium, sugars 

193 and/or saturated fats according to the Canadian and Chilean criteria agree with the ‘best 

194 practice’ for the region of the Americas (PAHO criteria[45]). Agreement patterns were modeled 

195 using a nested sequence of hierarchical Poisson log-linear models to examine whether the 

196 Chilean and the Canadian criteria agree with the PAHO criteria, considering all parameters of 

197 each system’s criteria (i.e., saturated fat, sodium, and total sugars for Canada; saturated fat, 
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198 sodium, total sugars, and energy for Chile; and saturated fat, sodium, free sugars, trans fat, 

199 total fat, and other sweeteners for PAHO), and whether they have different levels of 

200 agreement/disagreement with the PAHO criteria when considering only nutrients common to 

201 all FOPL criteria (i.e., saturated fat, sodium, and sugars). 

202 The Wald statistics for homogeneity were used to test the hypothesis of whether the 

203 distributions of products by categories of classification (e.g., exempted; excessive in sodium, 

204 sugars, and/or saturated fats; not excessive in any of these three nutrients) according to the 

205 different FOPL criteria were equal. The same statistics were used to examine whether the 

206 proportional distribution of products, based on the number of nutrients of concern identified as 

207 ‘high in/excess’ for sodium, sugars, and/or saturated fats (0 to 3 nutrients) according to each 

208 system’s criteria, was equal.

209 We estimated the proportions of products that were excessive in sodium, sugars, or saturated 

210 fats according to the PAHO criteria, but would not display a FOPL for such nutrients under the 

211 Canadian and Chilean criteria, with their respective 95% confidence interval. Prevalence ratios 

212 and their respective 95% confidence intervals were estimated to verify whether requiring a 

213 product to display a FOPL when applying the Canadian and Chilean criteria differed significantly 

214 from the PAHO criteria, and to examine the magnitude of such differences if that was the case, 

215 considering nutrients common to all criteria and all parameters of each system.

216 Lastly, we examined whether the proportion of UPPs that would be subject to FOPL regulations 

217 (i.e., required to display at least one ‘high in/excess’ FOPL) according to the three different 

218 system’s criteria was equal or not. Finally, the odds of a UPP that would be subject to FOPL 
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219 regulations by each FOPL criteria were estimated and compared considering only nutrients 

220 common to all criteria, all nutrient-related parameters of each FOPL criteria, and all parameters 

221 of each system’s criteria.

222 The analyses were conducted in R language and environment for statistical computing version 

223 4.0.1[56].

224 Results

225 Comparing nutrients common to all FOPL criteria

226 When restricting the analyses solely to the three nutrient-of-concern (i.e., sodium, sugars, and 

227 saturated fats) that are common to the three FOPL system’s criteria, 54.4%, 66.1%, and 77.9% 

228 of products would be excessive in at least one nutrient-of-concern under the Canadian, Chilean, 

229 and PAHO FOPL criteria, respectively (Table 1). Comparing by nutrient-of-concern, the 

230 Canadian, Chilean, and PAHO FOPL criteria would identify, respectively, 28.0%, 39.2%, and 

231 48.9% of products as excessive in sodium; 24.3%, 34.0%, and 38.6% as excessive in sugars; and 

232 19.9%, 19.5%, and 32.3% as excessive in saturated fats (Table 1 and Figure 1). The proportion 

233 of products rated as excessive, not excessive or that are exempted by the criteria for sodium, 

234 sugars, or saturated fats, differed significantly between the different systems (p<0.05) (Figure 

235 1). 

236 The proportions of products that would be subject to 0, 1, 2 or 3 FOPL also differed significantly 

237 between the three system’s criteria. The Canadian criteria resulted in the greatest proportion of 

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

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 10, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.08.24317012doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.11.08.24317012
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


13

238 products that would not display a FOPL for these three nutrients, followed by Chile and PAHO’s 

239 criteria (Figure 2). Table 2 shows that 31% and 16% of products that are excessive in sodium, 

240 sugars, or saturated fats according to the PAHO criteria would not display a ‘high in/excess’ 

241 label under the Canadian and Chilean criteria, respectively. Although both the Canadian and the 

242 Chilean criteria result in significant number of products not being subject to FOPL regulations, 

243 this is significantly higher under the Canadian criteria than under the Chilean criteria (except for 

244 saturated fats, for which the proportion of products not being regulated under the Canadian 

245 and Chilean criteria are similar) (Table 2).

246 Results from the modelling of agreement/disagreement patterns showed that there was an 

247 association (null hypothesis of independence rejected by the statistics of deviance) between 

248 the Chilean, Canadian, and PAHO FOPL criteria (p<0.001). However, there was no significant 

249 agreement in rating products as excessive in sodium, sugars and/or saturated fats, when 

250 comparing the Chilean and the Canadian criteria against the PAHO criteria (null hypothesis of 

251 agreement was rejected by the statistics of deviance) (p<0.001). In addition, the analyses also 

252 demonstrated that the levels of disagreement for the Chilean and the Canadian criteria with the 

253 PAHO criteria were not uniform (null hypothesis of homogeneous agreement was rejected by 

254 the statistics of deviance) (p<0.001). There was less disagreement between the Chilean and 

255 PAHO criteria than between the Canadian and PAHO criteria (null hypothesis of 

256 nonhomogeneous agreement was rejected by the statistics of deviance) (p<0.001). This was 

257 indicated by the log of coefficients deltaCanada= 1.73 and deltaChile= 2.44 in the nonhomogeneous 

258 model (data not shown in Table 3), which serves to rank the levels of disagreement and 

259 indicate that the lower the coefficient the higher the disagreement. The analyses of the 
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260 agreement/disagreement patterns using all parameters of each system’s criteria showed similar 

261 patterns (Table 3). 

262 Results by Health Canada’s TRA food category are presented in Supplementary Figure S4.

263 Comparing all parameters of each FOPL system’s criteria 

264 When assessing which products would be regulated (i.e., required to display at least one ‘high 

265 in/excess’ FOPL) according to all parameters in the Canadian (sodium, total sugars, saturated 

266 fats), Chilean (sodium, total sugars, saturated fats, calories) and PAHO criteria (sodium, free 

267 sugars, saturated fats, trans fats, total fats, other sweeteners), 34% and 17% of products 

268 required to be regulated by the PAHO criteria would not be regulated by the Canadian and 

269 Chilean criteria, respectively (Table 2).

270 The extent of each FOPL system’s criteria on identifying UPPs  

271 Of the total sample of packaged food products, 72.6% (n=12,414) were classified as UPPs. Using 

272 all parameters of the Canadian, Chilean, and PAHO FOPL criteria, 33.4%, 18.4%, and 2.3% of 

273 UPPs would not be regulated, respectively. PAHO criteria, even when restricted solely to the 

274 three nutrients common to the three systems, left the smallest proportion of UPPs that would 

275 not display a FOPL and be restricted by other corresponding regulatory policies. The greatest 

276 proportions of UPPs not being regulated were found when the Canadian criteria were applied, 

277 followed by the Chilean criteria (Table 4). Table 4 also shows that the inclusion of ‘other 
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278 sweeteners’ in addition to the nutrient parameters in the PAHO criteria significantly increased 

279 the proportion of UPPs captured by this system’s criteria (p<0.05). 

280 The results of the binomial logistic regression models showed that the odds of a UPP being 

281 regulated under FOPL regulations by the Canadian and Chilean criteria were 21.3 (OR 0.05; 95% 

282 CI 0.00, 0.17) and 9.6 (OR 0.10; 95% CI 0.00, 0.23) times lower, respectively, compared to the 

283 PAHO criteria. Additionally, the odds of the Canadian criteria regulating UPPs were 2.2 (OR 

284 0.45; 95% CI 0.39, 0.51) times lower than the Chilean criteria (data not shown).

285 Discussion

286 This study aimed to compare the recently published Canadian criteria for FOPL regulations 

287 against other criteria implemented in the region of the Americas: the Chilean (Phase 3), the first 

288 country to implement a ‘high in’ FOPL system; and the PAHO criteria (adopted by Mexico, 

289 Argentina, and Colombia), considered a ‘best practice’ for FOPL regulations. Additionally, we 

290 determined the ability of each system’s criteria to regulate UPPs. Our findings indicate that, 

291 overall, the Canadian criteria regulate less products than the Chilean and PAHO criteria. The 

292 Canadian criteria leave the highest proportion of UPPs unregulated, followed by the Chilean 

293 system. When comparing agreement between FOPL criteria, we found more agreement 

294 between the Chilean and PAHO criteria than between the Canadian and PAHO criteria. 

295 Furthermore, when looking at individual nutrients-of-concern, our results showed that the 

296 Chilean and the Canadian criteria rate fewer products as excessive in sodium, sugars, and 

297 saturated fats than the PAHO criteria. Comparisons between the Chilean and Canadian criteria 
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298 revealed that the Chilean criteria rate more products as excessive in sodium and sugars than 

299 the Canadian criteria, with both systems rating similar proportions of products as excessive in 

300 saturated fats. This analysis demonstrates that the Canadian thresholds for the nutrients-of-

301 concern are more lenient compared to the Chilean and PAHO criteria. These findings are 

302 meaningful given that dietary intakes of nutrients-of-concern among Canadians remain at high 

303 levels[57-59], and FOPL regulations have the potential to significantly reduce intakes of 

304 targeted nutrients and prevent or delay an important number of diet-related NCD deaths[60]. 

305 For instance, ‘bakery products’ and ‘combination dishes’ are the top two contributors of sodium 

306 intake in the Canadian diet[61]. Our findings show that an important proportion of these 

307 products would not be subject to FOPL regulations under the Canadian criteria, in contrast to 

308 the PAHO criteria (Supplementary Figure S4).  Therefore, to effectively identify products high in 

309 nutrients-of-concern, the Canadian criteria for FOPL regulations will need to be informed by a 

310 criteria that consider the WHO Population Nutrient Intake Goals to Prevent Obesity and Related 

311 NCDs, such as the PAHO criteria, which other countries have adopted, and several others are 

312 considering[15, 27-30]. 

313 Chile was one of the first countries to establish its own food classification criteria for use in a 

314 variety of mandatory policies that promote healthy food choices, as part of its comprehensive 

315 Chilean Food Labeling and Advertising Law – Law 20.606[16]. This initiative was in response to 

316 the high rates of obesity in Chile, particularly among children, and the high consumption per 

317 capita of UPPs[17, 62], a situation similar to that in Canada[62-64]. To date, most post-

318 implementation evidence on mandatory FOPL policies comes from Chile, showing promising 

319 initial results[31-35]. Based on the results of this study, which show that the Canadian criteria 
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320 are less stringent than the Chilean criteria, and considering the comprehensiveness of the 

321 Chilean Law in addressing other aspects of the food environment, such as restricting the 

322 availability of products with warning labels in schools and limiting food marketing to children 

323 (both aspects not implemented in Canada), we can infer that the impact of this policy in Canada 

324 may not be of the same magnitude as in Chile. Therefore, monitoring and evaluation of the 

325 recently promulgated Canadian FOPL regulations are warranted to measure the impact of the 

326 policy.

327 The PAHO criteria have been adopted and implemented in several countries in the Americas 

328 region[46], and is being considered in other countries around the world. For instance, Mexico 

329 implemented FOPL regulations in 2020, adopting ‘excess’ octagon warning labels for products 

330 exceeding thresholds for calories, sugars, sodium, saturated fats, and trans fats, as well as 

331 warning rectangles with the legend ‘avoid/not recommended in children’ for products 

332 containing caffeine and non-nutritive sweeteners[65]. The Mexican food classification system is 

333 based on the PAHO criteria, with some additional parameters to cover other national public 

334 health concerns. These include thresholds for calories and warnings for caffeine given the high 

335 consumption of SSBs among Mexicans, including children[65]. Additionally, Mexico added extra 

336 thresholds for sodium and did not include thresholds for total fat. Despite these modifications, 

337 a recent study assessing the agreement of different food classification criteria applied to 

338 packaged products available in the Mexican food supply found almost perfect agreement 

339 between the PAHO and Mexican criteria. Additionally, the study identified that 19.9% and 

340 33.4% of packaged foods would be exempted or not required to display a FOPL according to the 

341 PAHO and Chilean criteria, respectively. These proportions closely align with our findings (PAHO 
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342 criteria, 19.9%; Chilean criteria, 31.6%). Our study diverges from the study conducted in 

343 Mexico[65] regarding the agreement between PAHO and Chilean criteria, as our findings 

344 showed no significant agreement in rating products as excessive in sodium, sugars and/or 

345 saturated fats, between these two criteria, most likely due to differences in methodological 

346 approaches. Most previous studies comparing food classification criteria[65-67] have used 

347 kappa measures which are known to be insensitive to differences between observed and 

348 expected patterns of agreement, and they also could not meet necessary assumptions to 

349 conduct multiple raters comparisons[55]. We used a nested sequence of hierarchical Poisson 

350 log-linear models[55] to avoid these limitations.

351 The PAHO food classification criteria have been extensively tested to identify food and 

352 beverage products excessive in nutrients and ingredients of concern[65, 67-71], and have 

353 proven their ability to identify more products excessive in nutrients-of-concern than other FOPL 

354 criteria[65, 67-71]. The PAHO system’s novel combination of food processing and nutrient 

355 profiling metrics has also been shown to translate outcomes from products to dietary intake 

356 levels, facilitating populations’ achievement of WHO healthy diet recommendations[72-75]. It 

357 has been recognized as the Americas’ best practice to identify food and beverage products with 

358 excessive amounts of nutrients and ingredients of concern[15]. Our results regarding the 

359 proportion of products exceeding nutrients-of-concern under the PAHO criteria align with 

360 findings from previous studies in other contexts[65, 67-71]. The PAHO system is the only WHO 

361 endorsed food classification criteria that also includes ‘other sweeteners’ among the 

362 criteria[45], which is a typical marker of UPPs. Our results are consistent with those of Canella 

363 et al.[76] on the identification of UPPs using the PAHO criteria. In both studied markets (i.e., 
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364 Brazil and Canada) approximately 97% of UPPs were identified by the PAHO criteria when using 

365 solely the parameters for nutrients in excess, and that proportion rises even closer to 100% 

366 when cosmetic additives, including other sweeteners considered by the PAHO criteria, are 

367 taken into account[76].

368 This study has both strengths and limitations that need to be considered when interpreting our 

369 findings. We used a nationally representative, branded food composition database to compare 

370 Canadian criteria for FOPL regulations against other well-established FOPL criteria. This study 

371 used a nested sequence of hierarchical Poisson log-linear approach[55] for testing agreement 

372 between the criteria instead of other approaches, such as the kappa index, which are 

373 insensitive to differences between observed and expected patterns of 

374 agreement/disagreement[55]. Moreover, we analyzed the agreement between food 

375 classification criteria by comparing common nutrients and all parameters of each system’s 

376 criteria. This comprehensive approach is essential to assess the overall level of disagreement or 

377 agreement between criteria, ensuring that various parameters are considered, rather than 

378 relying on a few specific parameters. A limitation of our study is that we relied on information 

379 reported on the NFt, which allows a permissible margin of ± 20% tolerance when reporting 

380 nutrient values[77]. Our analysis assessed mainly packaged food products in the Canadian food 

381 supply; thus, proportion of products that would not be subject to FOPL regulations (i.e., fresh 

382 products) are underrepresented. 

383 Overall, our findings show that the Canadian and Chilean criteria for FOPL regulations are less 

384 stringent and allow significantly more UPPs to omit ‘high in/excess’ labels than the PAHO 
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385 criteria, with the Canadian criteria showing the most leniency. These findings highlight the 

386 importance of implementing robust and independent monitoring mechanisms to assess the 

387 effectiveness of the recently published Canadian regulations and suggest that improving the 

388 stringency and comprehensiveness of the Canadian FOPL regulations may be warranted to 

389 provide the population with the best available policy tools for protecting public health. This 

390 study suggests this could be achieved via three modifications to Canada’s FOPL regulations[20]: 

391 1) maintaining the same three nutrients-of-concern used in the current regulations but applying 

392 PAHO thresholds for these nutrients, which would reduce to one sixth the proportion of UPPs 

393 not subject to FOPL regulations; 2) expanding the criteria to include other nutrients-of-concern, 

394 such as total fats, in addition to the existing ones, and using PAHO thresholds, which would 

395 reduce to one tenth the proportion of UPPs not subject to FOPL regulations; and finally, 3) full 

396 adoption of PAHO criteria, which would reduce to less than one fourteenth the proportion of 

397 UPPs not subject to FOPL regulations.

398 Lastly, supplementary measures may be needed to assist consumers with making healthier food 

399 choices and to prompt improvements in the nutritional quality of the Canadian food supply. 

400 These measures could include imposing restrictions on the marketing of foods ‘high in’ 

401 nutrients-of-concern and the sale of such products in schools, implementing mandatory sodium 

402 and sugar reduction targets for key food categories, introducing mandatory calorie labeling on 

403 restaurant menus, and aligning FOPL regulations with Canadian Dietary Guidelines 

404 recommendations[78].         

405 Conclusions
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406 The results of this study show that the Canadian criteria for FOPL regulations, followed by that 

407 of Chile, are less stringent than the PAHO criteria, and would leave higher proportions of UPPs 

408 that would not be subject to FOPL regulations. Neither the Canadian nor the Chilean criteria 

409 significantly agree with PAHO’s criteria, but there is greater disagreement between the 

410 Canadian criteria and the PAHO criteria than between the Chilean and the PAHO criteria. Our 

411 results suggest that Canada’s and Chile’s FOPL regulations could be improved to identify more 

412 UPPs and products high in nutrients-of-concern, as has been done by other countries in the 

413 Americas. These results can inform future policy decisions in other countries and evaluations of 

414 Canadian and Chilean FOPL regulations.
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437 Table 1. Summary of products that would or would not display a ‘high in/excess’ FOPL 
438 according to the Canadian, Chilean and PAHO criteria for FOPL regulations – considering all 
439 parameters of each system’s criteria#, nutrients common to all criteria†, and individual nutrient-
440 of-concern (n=17,094)

FOPL criteria n (%)
Parameters Canadian£ ChileanΩ PAHO
All parameters of each system’s 
criteria 
At least 1 FOPL 9,295 (54.4%) 11,685 (68.4%) 13,902 (81.3%)
1 FOPL 6,406 (37.5%) 4,162 (24.4%) 4,925 (28.8%)
2 FOPL 2,727 (15.9%) 3,699 (21.6%) 3,863 (22.6%)
3 FOPL 162 (1.0%) 3,457 (20.2%) 3,313 (19.4%)
4 FOPL NA 367 (2.2%) 1,711 (10.0%)
5 FOPL NA NA 90 (0.5%)
<set thresholds 6,409 (37.5%) 2,125 (12.4%) 704 (4.1%)
Exempted 1,390 (8.1%) 3,284 (19.2%) 2,488 (14.6%)
Nutrients common to all criteria†

At least 1 FOPL 9,295 (54.4%) 11,302 (66.1%) 13,317 (77.9%)
1 FOPL 6,406 (37.5%) 7,130 (41.7%) 6,565 (38.4%)
2 FOPL 2,727 (16.0%) 3,802 (22.2%) 6,338 (37.1%)
3 FOPL 162 (1.0%) 370 (2.2%) 414 (2.4%)
<set thresholds 6,409 (37.5%) 2,508 (14.7%) 1,289 (7.5%)
Exempted 1,390 (8.1%) 3,284 (19.2%) 2,488 (14.6%)
Individual nutrient-of-concern
Sodium 4,788 (28.0%) 6,709 (39.2%) 8,365 (48.9%)
Sugars# 4,151 (24.3%) 5,807 (34.0%) 6,595 (38.6%)
Saturated fats 3,407 (19.9%) 3,328 (19.5%) 5,523 (32.3%)
Energy NA 7,555 (44.2%) NA
Trans fats NA NA 1,658 (9.7%)
Total fats NA NA 7,056 (41.3%)
Sweeteners* NA NA 687 (4.0%)

441 £Recently, Health Canada expanded the exemption criteria for FOPL regulations for dairy-related products by 
442 lowering the calcium threshold[51]; however, this expansion occurred after these analyses were conducted and 
443 are not included in this study.
444 ΩPhase 3 of Chilean thresholds for FOPL regulations.
445 All parameters of each system’s criteria: Canada (sodium, total sugars, saturated fats); Chile (sodium, total sugars, 
446 saturated fats, and calories); and PAHO (sodium, free sugars, saturated fats, trans fats, total fat, and other 
447 sweeteners). 

448 †Nutrients common to all FOPL system’s criteria: sodium, sugars, saturated fats.
449 # The Canadian and Chilean system’s criteria consider total sugars, while the PAHO criteria consider free sugars.
450 *Only the PAHO system considers other sweeteners as part of its criteria for FOPL regulations.
451 Abbreviations: FOPL, front-of-pack labeling; NA, not applicable.  
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452 Figure 1. Proportional distribution of products that would or would not display a ‘high 
453 in/excess’ FOPL for sodium, sugars#, or saturated fats, according to the Canadian, Chilean and 
454 PAHO criteria for FOPL regulations (n=17,094)
455
456
457 #The Canadian and Chilean system’s criteria consider total sugars, while the PAHO criteria consider free sugars.
458 * Wald statistics for homogeneity indicating when the proportional distributions differ significantly (p<0.05).
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459 Figure 2. Proportional distribution of products based on the number of nutrients-of-concern 
460 identified as ‘high in/excess’ for sodium, sugars#, and/or saturated fats according to the 
461 Canadian, Chilean and PAHO criteria for FOPL regulations (n=17,094)

462

463 #The Canadian and Chilean system’s criteria consider total sugars, while the PAHO criteria consider free sugars.
464 * Wald statistics for homogeneity indicating when the proportional distributions differ significantly (p<0.05).
465
466
467 Table 2. Prevalence ratios of products that are required to display a ‘high in/excess’ FOPL for 
468 sodium, sugars#, or saturated fats, or be regulatedΩ by the Canadian and the Chilean criteria 
469 compared to the PAHO criteria (n=17,094)

PR (95%CI)
Canada Chile

Excessive in SODIUM 0.57 (0.56; 0.58)†a 0.79 (0.78; 0.80)†b

Excessive in SUGARS# 0.61 (0.60; 0.63)†a 0.88 (0.87; 0.89)†b

Excessive in SATURATED FATS 0.62 (0.60; 0.63)† 0.60 (0.59; 0.62)†

Excessive in SODIUM, SUGARS#, OR SATURATED FATS 0.69 (0.68; 0.70)†a 0.84 (0.83; 0.85)†b

RegulatedΩ according to all parameters of each criteria 0.66 (0.65; 0.67)†a 0.83 (0.82; 0.84)†b

470 Different superscript letters within a row in the comparison between columns (Canadian vs. Chilean criteria) 
471 indicate significant differences (p≤0.05).
472 †Significantly different from 1 (p≤0.05).
473 ΩRequired to display at least one ‘high in/excess’ FOPL according to each system’s criteria for FOPL regulations.
474 #The Canadian and Chilean system’s criteria consider total sugars, while the PAHO criteria consider free sugars.
475 Abbreviations: PR, Prevalence Ratio; 95%CI, 95% Confidence Interval. 
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476 Table 3. Analysis of deviance of nested models for agreement on classification of products 
477 based on nutrients common to the Canadian, Chilean and PAHO criteria for FOPL regulations, 
478 and on all parameters of each system’s criteria (n=17,094)

Model G2 DF p-value£

Nutrients common to all criteria†

Baseline model log(mij) = u + uPAHO + uCanada + uChile + 
uCanada*uChile (independence)

40874.8 640 <0.001

Model of agreement of the Canadian and Chilean criteria with the 
PAHO criteria log(mij) = u + uPAHO + uCanada + uChile + 
uCanada*uChile + deltaij..l

28717.7 639 <0.001

Model of homogeneous agreement of the Canadian and Chilean 
criteria with the PAHO criteria log(mij) = u + uPAHO + uCanada + uChile 
+ uCanada*uChile + deltaij..l

16397.6 638 <0.001

Model of nonhomogeneous agreement of the Canadian and Chilean 
criteria with the PAHO criteria log(mij) = u + uPAHO + uCanada + uChile 
+ uCanada*uChile + deltaij..l

14862.8 638 <0.001

All parameters of each system’s criteria

Baseline model log(mij) = u + uPAHO + uCanada + uChile + 
uCanada*uChile (independence)

8455.4 3 <0.001

Model of agreement of the Canadian and Chilean criteria with the 
PAHO criteria log(mij) = u + uPAHO + uCanada + uChile + 
uCanada*uChile + deltaij..l

114.3 2 <0.001

Model of homogeneous agreement of the Canadian and Chilean 
criteria with the PAHO criteria log(mij) = u + uPAHO + uCanada + uChile 
+ uCanada*uChile + deltaij..l

4.9 1 <0.05

Model of nonhomogeneous agreement of the Canadian and Chilean 
criteria with the PAHO criteria log(mij) = u + uPAHO + uCanada + uChile 
+ uCanada*uChile + deltaij..l

4.9 1 <0.05

479 £Significant evidence to reject the model is correctly specified when p-value is ≤0.05.
480 †Nutrients common to all FOPL system’s criteria: sodium, sugars, saturated fats.
481 All parameters of each system’s criteria: Canada (sodium, total sugars, saturated fats); Chile (sodium, total sugars, 
482 saturated fats, and calories); and PAHO (sodium, free sugars, saturated fats, trans fats, total fat, and other 
483 sweeteners). 

484 Abbreviations: DF, Degrees of Freedom; G2, Deviance.
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485 Table 4. Proportion of ultra processed products that would not be regulated# by the Canadian, 
486 Chilean and PAHO criteria for FOPL regulations, and respective 95% confidence intervals 
487 (n=17,094)

% (95%CI)
Canada Chile PAHO

Considering only nutrients common to all 
system’s criteria†

33.4 (32.6; 34.2)a 20.5 (19.8; 21.2)b 5.2 (4.8; 5.6)c

Considering all nutrient related 
parameters of each system’s criteria‡

33.4 (32.6; 34.2)a 18.4 (17.7; 19.0)b 3.3 (3.0; 3.6)c

Considering all parameters of each 
system’s criteria

33.4 (32.6; 34.2)a 18.4 (17.7; 19.0)b 2.3 (2.0; 2.6)c

488 #Ultra processed products that would not be required to display a ‘high in/excess’ FOPL according to each system’s 
489 criteria for FOPL regulations.
490 †Nutrients common to all FOPL system’s criteria: sodium, sugars, saturated fats. Assessed using the thresholds for 
491 each system’s criteria.
492 ‡Nutrient related parameters of each system’s criteria: Canada (sodium, total sugars, saturated fats); Chile 
493 (sodium, total sugars, saturated fats, and calories); and PAHO (sodium, free sugars, saturated fats, trans fats, and 
494 total fat). 

495 All parameters of each system’s criteria: Canada (sodium, total sugars, saturated fats); Chile (sodium, total sugars, 
496 saturated fats, and calories); and PAHO (sodium, free sugars, saturated fats, trans fats, total fat, and other 
497 sweeteners). 

498 Different superscript letters within a row in the comparison between columns indicate significant differences 
499 (p≤0.05).
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