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39 ABSTRACT 
40
41 Background

42 The consumption of sugar-sweetened beverages (SSB) is associated with obesity, metabolic diseases, 
43 and incremental healthcare costs. Given their health consequences, the World Health Organization 
44 (WHO) recommended that countries implement taxes to SSB. Over the last 10 years, Brazil has almost 
45 doubled its obesity prevalence, yet, in 2016, the Brazilian government cut 23 percentage points to 
46 existing federal SSB taxes to their current 4%. To simulate the potential impact of updating the fiscal 
47 policy towards SSB in Brazil, we aimed to estimate the price-elasticity of SSB and model the potential 
48 impact of a new 20 or 30% excise SSB tax on consumption, obesity prevalence, and healthcare costs. 

49 Methods and Findings

50 Using household purchases data from the Brazilian Household Budget Survey (POF) from 2017/2018, 
51 we estimated constant elasticity regressions using a log-log specification by income level for all 
52 beverage categories: (1) sugar-sweetened beverages, (2) alcoholic beverages, (3) other beverages, 
53 and (4) low-calorie sweetened beverages. We estimated baseline intake for each beverage group using 
54 24h dietary recall data from POF 2017/2018. Applying the price and cross-price elasticities to the 
55 baseline intake, we obtained changes in caloric intake. The caloric reduction was introduced into an 
56 individual dynamic model to estimate changes in weight and obesity prevalence. By multiplying the 
57 reduction in obesity cases during 10 years by the obesity costs per capita, we predicted the reduction 
58 in obesity costs attributable to the sweetened beverage tax. SSB price elasticities were higher in the 
59 low (-1.24) than in the high-income tertile (-1.13); cross-price elasticities suggest SSB were weakly 
60 substituted by milk, water, and 100% fruit juices. We estimated a caloric change of -17.3 
61 kcal/day/person under a 20% excise tax and -25.9 kcal/day/person for a 30% tax. 10 years after 
62 implementation, a 20% tax is expected to reduce obesity prevalence by 6.7% and 9.1% for a 30% tax. 
63 These reductions translate into a -2.8 million and -3.8 million obesity cases for a 20 and 30% tax, 
64 respectively, and a reduction of $US -257.4 million and $US -345.9 million obesity costs over 10 years 
65 for a 20 and 30% tax, respectively. 
66
67 Conclusions

68 Adding a 20 to 30% excise tax on top of Brazil’s current federal tax in Brazil could help reduce the 
69 consumption of ultra-processed beverages, empty calories, and body weight while avoiding large 
70 health-related costs. Given the recent cuts to SSB taxes in Brazil, a program to revise and implement 
71 excise taxes could prove beneficial for the Brazilian population.

72
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73 INTRODUCTION 
74 Consumption of sugar-sweetened beverages (SSB) is associated with increased caloric 
75 intake, weight gain, and the development of multiple chronic diseases, such as diabetes, 
76 metabolic syndrome, and cancer.[1–3] Governments worldwide are establishing structural 
77 interventions to improve consumers’ choices. Following the experience of alcohol and 
78 tobacco, taxes to SSB have gained international attention as a potentially effective measure 
79 to reduce consumption and improve health.[4] A recent systematic review analyzed the impact 
80 of SSB taxes in six jurisdictions, finding on average that a 10% tax on SSBs produces a 10% 
81 decrease in consumption.[5] Recently, the World Health Organization recommended that 
82 countries implement a 20% tax on sugary beverages to improve diet and reduce chronic 
83 diseases.[6] 

84 Latin America has been at the forefront of SSB taxes.[7] In 2014, Mexico implemented a 10% 
85 SSB tax that reduced consumption by 9.7% two years after implementation.[8] Using a 
86 dynamic weight change model, we estimated that the 10% SSB tax in Mexico would translate 
87 into a 2.54% reduction in the prevalence of obesity in adults over ten years.[9,10]. Further 
88 simulation studies estimated important reductions in cardiovascular disease,[11] child body 
89 weight,[10,11] and obesity-related cancers.[12] In 2016, Chile implemented an integral 
90 package of interventions to reduce SSB consumption, including increasing an existing 13% 
91 tax to 18%,[13] front-of-package warning labels, restricted child-directed marketing, and 
92 banning sales of SSB and unhealthy foods in schools.[14] By 2017, regulated beverage 
93 consumption decreased 23.4%, while caloric content decreased 27.5%. SSB taxes and 
94 regulations in the Latin American region have proven to reduce consumption and are expected 
95 to produce important health benefits. 

96 In 2010, Brazil’s SSB per capita consumption was estimated at 142 ml/day/person.[15] 
97 Between 2009 and 2019, the prevalence of obesity in the country increased from 11.8% to 
98 20.3% across all ages, but particularly among young adults,[16] where SSB consumption is 
99 more frequent.[15] Despite having high consumption levels, Brazil reduced SSB federal taxes 

100 in 2016 by 23 percentage points, and the current SSB federal tax in the country is 4%.[17] 
101 Recently, the government and academics have discussed the need to increase SSB taxes to 
102 at least 20%.[6,17] 

103 We aimed to estimate the potential impact of an SSB tax in Brazil as a tax aiming at 
104 disincentivizing sugar-sweetened industrialized beverages. First, we estimated own- and 
105 cross-price elasticities for industrialized SSB and other beverages assuming new 20 and 30% 
106 excise taxes were added to the existing federal tax. Then, we used a dynamic simulation 
107 model to estimate the expected impact of the taxes on body weight in the adult Brazilian 
108 population. Prevented obesity cases were then linked to obesity costs so we could estimate 
109 the direct healthcare costs averted by such intervention over a 10-year period. 
110
111 METHODS  
112
113 Model overview 
114
115 We used a simulation model to estimate the potential impact of a sweetened beverages tax 
116 on obesity and obesity costs in Brazil (Figure 1) as the country is discussing its 
117 implementation. First, we used purchases data to estimate own- and cross-price elasticities 
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118 for industrialized SSB in Brazil; then, we assumed that the expected reduction in purchases is 
119 translated into a proportional reduction in consumed calories. Using a dynamic weight change 
120 model, we estimated changes in body mass index (BMI) and obesity prevalence over 10 years, 
121 then linked to per capita obesity costs to estimate the expected direct costs averted. We 
122 simulated two tax scenarios – using a 20 and a 30% SSB tax –, and we considered changes 
123 in SSB intake only and the potential caloric substitution by other beverages based on the 
124 cross-price elasticities. 

125
126
127 Fig 1. Representation of the simulation strategy. Data sources: POF 2017/2018, PNS 
128 2019, Hall et al.2011, Nilson, 2020, Ward. 2019. Brazilian Institute of Geography and Statistics 
129 (IBGE).  
130
131 Price elasticities by income level 
132
133 To estimate the price elasticities of SSB by income level, we used the Brazilian Household 
134 Budget Survey (Pesquisa de Orçamentos Familiares - POF) from 2017-2018 (POF 2017-
135 2018) collected by the Brazilian Institute of Geography and Statistics (IBGE). POF 2017-2018 
136 is representative of Brazil, its states, and metropolitan regions. Within POF, we used the 
137 purchase database, which registers all food purchases of a sample of 57,920 Brazilian 
138 households within a week (representing 59,783,430 Brazilian households). We considered 
139 POF survey sampling weights in all estimates.
140
141 POF data include food acquisition - in total quantity (in kg) - and monetary value (in Brazilian 
142 reais). We categorized the beverage items of POF by using the NOVA classification into the 
143 following categories: (1) sugar-sweetened beverages, (2) alcoholic beverages, (3) other 
144 beverages, and (4) low-calorie sweetened beverages. Table A in S1 Appendix describes the 
145 beverage items included in each category. 
146
147 We also categorized food items to include food prices as controls in the demand regressions. 
148 Other food groups included: (i) fruits, (ii) in natura food, (iii) in natura meat, (iv) snacks, (v) 
149 sugar, (vi) other processed food, and (vii) other food items. Prices were calculated as unit 
150 values, calculated as total expenditure divided by total quantity consumed (implicit price). If a 
151 household reported zero consumption of an item, we approximated its price by the median of 
152 the neighboring regions. We estimated basic constant elasticity regressions using a log-log 
153 specification for all beverage categories:

154 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑞𝑖,𝑏) = 𝛼0,𝑏 +
11

𝑓=1
𝛽𝑓,𝑏 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑝𝑓) + 𝑋𝑖 𝜃𝑏 + 𝜀𝑖,𝑏 
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155 In which 𝑞𝑖,𝑏is the total quantity (in kg) of beverage b acquired by household i. We included the 
156 price logarithm for all 11 categories of food and beverages (indexed by f).  We also included 
157 several sociodemographic variables as control variables (matrix X), such as (i) variables of 
158 the household head (gender, years of schooling, race, and marital status), and variables of 
159 the household (total members of the household, total children within the household, and 
160 logarithm of the income in levels and quadratic). 
161
162 We considered different price elasticities by income level. Income levels were categorized 
163 using the tertiles (T) of the distribution of income per capita of the households (𝑇𝑒𝑟𝑡𝐼𝑛𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑇) 
164 calculated using sampling weights. Thus, the basic regression was modified according to the 
165 following expression:

166 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑞𝑖,𝑏) = 𝛼0,𝑏 +
11

𝑓=1

3

𝑇=1
𝛽𝑓,𝑏 𝑙𝑜𝑔(𝑝𝑓) × 𝑇𝑒𝑟𝑡𝐼𝑛𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑒𝑖,𝑇 + 𝑋𝑖 𝜃𝑏 + 𝜀𝑖,𝑏 

167
168 Baseline intake of beverages 

169 Baseline intake of beverages and self-reported anthropometric data were collected using the 
170 POF 2017-2018. Food consumption was assessed using a single 24h recall because two-day 
171 information was collected only in a small subsample of participants. We selected individuals 
172 20 years of age and older (37,689 adults), representing 147,852,423 individuals in the adult 
173 population in Brazil. Each subject reported the total number of beverages they consumed in 
174 standard servings, then we transformed it to milliliters. We selected and classified beverages 
175 into SSB, alcoholic beverages, other beverages, and light/diet beverages, according to Table 
176 A in S1 Appendix. We added all beverages for each individual in the sample to generate a 
177 total beverage consumption variable. 

178 Reduction in energy intake 
179
180 To estimate the expected impact of the tax on calories, we created two scenarios considering: 
181 1) the own-price elasticity for SSB by income level, and 2) both own and cross-price elasticities 
182 for alcoholic beverages, light diet beverages, and other beverages by income level. We 
183 assumed that changes in household purchases derived from price elasticities translated 
184 directly into household consumption changes. Prior studies suggest the effects of soda taxes 
185 on consumption are linear; thus, we assumed linearity in the changes in consumption for the 
186 20 and 30% tax scenarios.[18] 
187
188 Adjustment of self-reporting bias on weight and height  
189
190 We adjusted self-reported height and weight from POF 2017-2018, linked to SSB consumption 
191 data, using measured data from the Brazilian National Health Survey (Pesquisa Nacional de 
192 Saúde – PNS 2019). The PNS 2019 is a population-based survey, nationally representative, 
193 aiming at estimating living and health conditions. This survey measured weight and height 
194 using scales, portable stadiometers, and anthropometric tapes with the appropriate training 
195 and supervisors. More information about the PNS 2019 can be found elsewhere [19]. Being 
196 both POF and PNS nationally representative surveys, we could adjust for self-reporting bias. 
197 We adjusted self-reported weight and height from POF to match the distribution of weight and 
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198 height measured in PNS 2019, following previously published methods.[20] Briefly, we 
199 calculated the difference between weight and height data quantiles from both surveys and 
200 fitted a cubic spline to smoothly construct a distribution of bias for weight and height. Then, 
201 using the quantiles of self-reported weight and height, we estimated the bias using fitted cubic 
202 splines (Figures A-B in S1 Appendix). Finally, we added the predicted difference to the self-
203 reported data by sex, as previous articles reported a larger underestimation of weight and 
204 overestimation of height in women compared to men.[21] Details are available in section 2 
205 from S1 Appendix. 
206
207 Reduction in body weight, BMI, and obesity prevalence
208
209 To simulate weight changes attributable to the SSB tax on the Brazilian population, we used 
210 a microsimulation approach, a dynamic model developed by Hall et al.[22] This model has 
211 been previously implemented to estimate the impact of the sugar-sweetened beverages 
212 tax.[9,23,24] The model considers changes in extracellular fluid, glycogen, and fat and lean 
213 tissues caused by the change in caloric consumption but keeping the physical activity constant 
214 at the individual level. Bodyweight is the result of the sum of fat mass and fat-free mass, and 
215 it is determined by the model using a system of ordinary differential equations. A detailed 
216 description of the equations and model implementation can be found elsewhere.[22] Dietary 
217 and anthropometric information from POF were used as inputs for the model to obtain weight 
218 changes over ten years, then translated into BMI changes and obesity prevalence changes. 
219 An overview of the simulation process is shown in section 3 from S1 Appendix.
220
221 Sensitivity analysis
222 We relied on self-reported weight and height to generate the expected impact of the SSB tax, 
223 adjusting the self-report bias expected in POF 2017/2018 using quantiles of weight and height 
224 data from PNS 2019. However, recent concerns have been raised about the potential 
225 limitations of this method.[25] To validate the results of our analysis, we followed an 
226 independent estimation procedure, using measured weight and height from PNS 2019 and 
227 SSB consumption from POF 2017/2018. Since these two surveys cannot be linked at the 
228 individual level, we estimated the average SSB consumption and BMI for 14 groups by age 
229 (20-39, 40-59, 60+) and socioeconomic status (low, middle, and high) for males and females. 
230 Then, we implemented Hall’s dynamic model using the averages, generating the expected 
231 weight reduction in kilograms for each group and compared against the estimated produced 
232 using the corrected self-reported data. Results and methods for this analysis are fully available 
233 in section 6 in S1 Appendix.
234
235 Reduction in cases with obesity 

236 We translated the reductions in the prevalence of obesity into obesity cases averted over 10 
237 years using the baseline prevalence of obesity in Brazil (assuming a steady state) and the 
238 expected reductions in obesity, multiplied by the population projections from the Brazilian 
239 Institute of Geography and Statistics for the adult population from 2021 to 2030. 

240 Reduction in healthcare costs 

241 Obesity costs were obtained from a 2020 publication with direct costs attributable to obesity 
242 in Brazil: US$ 365.7 million in 2018 (1 US$ = R$ 3,875). [26] Direct costs use the health system 
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243 perspective, in which out-of-pocket expenses are not included. In 2018, we estimated a 25.2% 
244 obesity prevalence in the adult population in Brazil using POF, resulting in 37.2 million persons 
245 with obesity. Dividing the annual cost of obesity (US$ 365.7 million) by the total number of 
246 obesity cases, we estimated an annual cost per capita of US$ 9.84. Using the Consumer Price 
247 Index Inflation rate, we converted costs from 2018 to costs in 2021 and obtained an annual 
248 cost of US$ 10.34. Finally, we multiplied the absolute yearly reduction in obesity prevalence 
249 by the obesity costs to estimate the total direct costs. A detailed description of cost estimations 
250 is included in section 5 from S1 Appendix, following the Consolidated Health Economic 
251 Evaluation Reporting Standards (CHEERS) (S2 Appendix). 

252 RESULTS
253
254 Table 1 presents the estimated price elasticities for SSBs by income level. Low-income 
255 households were, on average, more sensitive to changes in SSB prices, as they had higher 
256 price elasticities than higher-income households. SSB price elasticities ranged from -1.13 
257 (high income) to -1.24 (low income). Substitution effects from increases in SSB prices were 
258 only observed for other beverages (which included milk, water, and 100% fruit juices) in low 
259 and high-income households and for light/diet beverages for high-income households. We 
260 observed a complementary behavior between the acquisition of SSBs and alcoholic 
261 beverages (if one product decreased, the other also decreased). 
262

Table 1: Price elasticities of SSB by income tertiles, 2018.

  

Sugar 
sweetened 
beverages

Other 
beverages

Alcohol 
beverages

Light/diet 
beverages

Dependent variable: Log of Quantity Acquired (in Liters)
Mean -1.241*** 0.046*** -0.122** -0.174Low 

income sd -0.015 -0.017 -0.053 -0.124
Mean -1.186*** 0.03 -0.076 0.094Middle 

income sd -0.019 -0.021 -0.047 -0.11
Mean -1.126*** 0.066*** -0.141*** 0.201**High 

income sd -0.022 -0.025 -0.048 -0.084

Observations (n) 18,876 27,488 4,263 383
Notes: All regressions used microdata from POF 2017-2018. Income levels were divided using the 
tertiles of the distribution of the income per capita of the households). Other controls include 
logarithm of prices of other products (11 categories included), of income (in levels and squared), 
characteristics of household head (schooling, age, gender, race), total number of household 
members and total number of children living within the household (all ages). All regressions are 
weighted using sample survey weights. Standard errors (in brackets) are clustered by 
socioeconomic strata. P-values: * 0.10 ** 0.05 *** 0.01

263 Table 2 presents the baseline intake of SSBs and other beverages among Brazilian adults in 
264 2018. We estimated a baseline intake of 72 kcal/person/day from SSB. The expected caloric 
265 change after the SSBs tax was estimated to be -16.9 kcal/person/day for 20% and -25.3% 
266 kcal/day for 30% tax. If we included changes in other beverages to allow for substitution, 
267 expected caloric changes increased to -17.3 kcal/person/day for 20% (an extra reduction of 
268 0.4 kcal) and -25.9 kcal/person/day for 30% tax (an extra reduction of 0.6 kcal). Expected 
269 caloric changes should be higher among younger than older adults and higher income levels.
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270

Table 2. Baseline caloric intake from SSBs and other beverages (alcohol, light and other beverages)
Caloric changes from SSB Other caloric changes

20% tax 30% tax 20% tax 30% tax

 

Populati
on size 

(million)

Baseli
ne 

intake 
kcal/
day

95% CI
Mean 

change 
Kcal/
day

95% CI

Mean 
change 
Kcal/
day

95% CI  

Mean 
change 
Kcal/
day

95% CI

Mean 
change 
Kcal/
day

95% CI

Total 147.9 71.8 69.3,74.4 -16.9 -17.5,-16.3 -25.3 -26.2,-24.4 -0.4 -0.4,-0.3 -0.6 -0.7,-0.5
sex

female 78.2 65.1 62.4,67.7 -15.3 -15.9,-14.7 -22.9 -23.9,-22.0 -0.1 -0.1,-0.0 -0.1 -0.2,-0.0
male 69.6 79.5 75.8,83.1 -18.6 -19.5,-17.8 -27.9 -29.2,-26.7 -0.7 -0.8,-0.6 -1.0 -1.2,-0.9

Age groups
20-39 62.2 92.2 88.0,96.5 -21.7 -22.7,-20.7 -32.6 -34.1,-31.1 -0.4 -0.5,-0.3 -0.7 -0.8,-0.5
40-59 53.9 62.9 59.4,66.4 -14.7 -15.5,-13.9 -22.1 -23.3,-20.8 -0.5 -0.6,-0.3 -0.7 -0.8,-0.5

60+ 31.7 46.9 43.3,50.6 -11.0 -11.9,-10.2 -16.6 -17.8,-15.3 -0.1 -0.2,-0.0 -0.2 -0.3,-0.1
Income status

Low 47.4 53.5 49.9,57.1 -13.3 -14.2,-12.4 -19.9 -21.3,-18.6 -0.2 -0.3,-0.2 -0.4 -0.5,-0.2
Middle 49.1 74.0 70.2,77.8 -17.5 -18.5,-16.6 -26.3 -27.7,-25.0 -0.2 -0.3,-0.2 -0.3 -0.4,-0.2

High 51.4 86.7 81.7,91.8 -19.5 -20.7,-18.4 -29.3 -31.0,-27.6  -0.6 -0.8,-0.5 -0.9 -1.2,-0.7
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272 Table 3 presents the expected impact of the SSB tax over the prevalence of obesity, 10 years 
273 after implementation, using own-price elasticities. The obesity prevalence is expected to 
274 decrease from 25.2% to 23.6%, resulting in a 6.3% reduction with a 20% tax and an 8.7% 
275 obesity reduction with a 30% tax. This reduction is expected to be higher among younger (-
276 8.3%) than older adults (-3.6%.) and among higher (-7.8%) than lower-income levels (-5.4%). 
277 Allowing for substitution using cross-price elasticities, the expected decrease in the obesity 
278 prevalence becomes larger, being -6.7% for 20% and -9.1% for a 30% tax. 
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Table 3. Baseline obesity in Brazil and expected obesity reduction after SSB tax, considering caloric changes from SSBs and all caloric changes.
   Obesity changes from SSB  Obesity changes from all beverages

20% tax 30% tax 20% tax 30% tax

 

Baseline 
obesity 

(%)
95% CI

Absolute 
change 

(pp)
95% CI

Relative 
change 

(%)

Absolute 
change 

(pp)
95% CI

Relative 
change 

(%)
 

Absolute 
change 

(pp)
95% CI

Relative 
change 

(%)

Absolute 
change 

(pp)
95% CI

Relative 
change 

(%)

Total 25.2 24.4,26.0 -1.6 -1.9, -1.4 -6.3% -2.2 -2.5, -2.0 -8.7% -1.7 -1.9, -1.4 -6.7% -2.3 -2.5, 2.0 -9.1%
sex
female 28.8 27.8,29.8 -1.4 -1.8, -1.2 -4.9% -2.1 -2.5, -1.7 -7.3% -1.5 -1.8, -1.2 -5.2% -2.1 -2.5, 1.8 -7.3%

male 21.2 20.2,22.2 -1.9 -2.3, -1.5 -9.0% -2.4 -2.8, -2.0 -11.3% -1.9 -2.3, -1.6 -9.0% -2.4 -2.9, -2.1 -11.3%
Age groups

20-39 21.8 20.7,23.0 -1.8 -2.2, -1.5 -8.3% -2.4 -2.9, 2.0 -11.0% -1.8 -2.3, -1.5 -8.3% -2.5 -3.0, -2.1 -11.5%
40-59 29.3 28.1,30.5 -1.9 -2.4, -1.5 -6.5% -2.4 -2.9, -2.0 -8.2% -2 -2.5, -1.6 -6.8% -2.4 -2.9, -2.0 -8.2%

60+ 24.8 23.4,26.4 -0.9 -1.4, -0.5 -3.6% -1.5 -2.2, -1.0 -6.0% -0.9 -1.4, -0.6 -3.6% -1.5 -2.2, -1.0 -6.0%
Income status

Low 22.3 21.1,23.4 -1.2 -1.6, -0.9 -5.4% -1.7 -2.2, -1.3 -7.6% -1.2 -1.7, -0.9 -5.4% -1.7 -2.2, -1.3 -7.6%
Middle 26.2 25.0,27.4 -1.6 -2.0, -1.3 -6.1% -2.2 -2.7, -1.9 -8.4% -1.7 -2.1, -1.3 -6.5% -2.3 -2.8, -1.9 -8.8%

High 27 25.5,28.5 -2.1 -2.7, -1.6 -7.8% -2.7 -3.3, -2.2 -10.0%  -2.1 -2.7, -1.6 -7.8% -2.7 -3.3, -2.2 -10.0%
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282 Fig 2. Reduction in cases and cost savings 10 years after implementing the SSB tax, using 
283 own-price elasticities if we consider only the effect on SSBs or all beverages. 

284 Fig 2 shows the expected obesity reduction in cases and potential cost savings 10 years after 
285 implementing the SSB tax, using own-price elasticities. A 20% tax is expected to reduce the 
286 number of people living with obesity by 2.8 million and by 3.7 million with a 30% tax; this would 
287 translate into direct cost savings of $US 253.9 million with a 20% tax and $US 341.8 million 
288 with a 30% tax. Using cross-price elasticities, these estimates increase, so that the reduction 
289 in the number of people living in obesity reaches -2.8 million and -3.8 million for a 30% tax; 
290 cost savings increase to $US 257.4 million with a 20%, and $US 345.9 million with a 30% tax. 
291

292 DISCUSSION 
293
294 We aimed to estimate the own and cross-price elasticities of SSBs and translate them into the 
295 expected impact of a 20 and 30% SSB tax on obesity over 10 years in Brazil. In Brazil, we 
296 found that SSB is elastic and weakly substituted by milk, water, 100% fruit juices, and light 
297 beverages. Low-income households were more sensitive to price increases and had a higher 
298 elasticity than other income levels. We estimated that a 20% tax on SSBs could translate into 
299 a 6.7% reduction in the obesity prevalence and US$ 257.4 million savings in obesity costs 
300 over ten years after implementation. A 30% tax was estimated to reduce 9.1% the obesity 
301 prevalence and US$ 345.9 million in the obesity costs over ten years. The largest benefits of 
302 the tax are expected to be experienced by younger adults and by people in the high-income 
303 tertile. 
304
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305 Estimating the impact of price increases on demand for SSB and other beverages in Brazil is 
306 key to assessing the potential impact of an SSB tax across income strata. Our analysis 
307 indicates that a 10% price increase to SSB in Brazil should result in a 12.4% reduction in 
308 purchases among low-income households, 11.9% in the middle, and 11.3% in the high-income 
309 strata; this is similar to what has been previously estimated in Mexico, where a 10% price 
310 increase was expected to produce an 11.6% reduction in purchases, but higher than a 
311 previous analysis in Brazil, that estimated that a 10% price increase would result in an 8.5% 
312 reduction in SSB, using data from 2002-2003.[27,28] Our estimates are also similar to the 
313 findings of a meta-analysis of observational studies that evaluated changes in intake and 
314 consumption after a 10% tax that showed an associated 10% reduction in SSB purchases and 
315 intake.[5] Our analysis suggests that SSB purchases in Brazil will decrease if prices are 
316 increased, opening the possibility for an SSB tax to produce an impact on consumption.
317
318 We also analyzed cross-price elasticities, finding only a weak substitution by milk, water, and 
319 100% fruit juices. Substitution for these beverages was previously reported in a meta-analysis 
320 of US, Mexico, France, and Brazil studies.[29] In contrast, our findings suggest that alcohol 
321 purchases are expected to decrease if SSB prices increase, while non-caloric beverages will 
322 increase only in high-income adults. Considering these substitutions, a 20% tax should lead 
323 to a direct caloric reduction of 16.9 kcal from SSB, which will be further increased by 
324 substitution or complementation for other liquids with a lower caloric density (-0.4 kcal after a 
325 20% tax and -0.6 kcal after a 30% tax). This finding implies that if an SSB tax were to be 
326 implemented, no caloric substitution for liquids is to be expected, an observation that is in line 
327 with a prior observational study that found a weak caloric compensation for SSB in the 
328 Brazilian population[30] and with international studies that suggest that caloric compensation 
329 for liquids is incomplete.[31]
330
331 This is the first study in Brazil to estimate the potential impact of a 20 and 30% SSB tax on 
332 body weight. Based on our modeling exercise, we estimated that a 20% tax could result in a 
333 6.7% reduction in obesity, increasing to 9.1% under a 30% tax. This estimate is within the 
334 range of prior modeling studies using a comparable approach. For instance, in Mexico, a 20% 
335 tax was estimated to reduce 6.9% the obesity prevalence after ten years.[9] We observed 
336 important differences in the expected obesity impact by income tertiles; high-income groups 
337 are expected to reduce their obesity prevalence by 7.8%, compared to 5.4% in low-income 
338 groups. This could be explained by differences in baseline consumption of SSB, which were 
339 86.7 kcal/day for high-, 74.0 kcal/day for middle-, and 53.5 kcal/day for low-income groups. 
340 Also, baseline obesity prevalence was 27.0% in high, 26.2% in the middle, and 22.3% in low-
341 income groups; which, along with greater baseline SSB consumption, explain the greater 
342 expected reductions in BMI among high-income individuals. We found that a 20 and 30% 
343 excise tax on SSB will produce benefits for all income groups as it will reduce obesity levels 
344 in all SES groups, however an augmented tax revenue can more disproportionately benefit 
345 lower-income groups if they are used to fund redistributive social policies, the Brazilian 
346 national unified health system, in particular strategies associated with obesity prevention and 
347 treatment.[32] 
348  
349 An SSB tax in Brazil is expected to produce important savings related to obesity prevention. 
350 We estimated a reduction of US$ 257.4 million in obesity costs ten years after the 
351 implementation of a 20% SSB tax. This cost reduction is smaller than what has been estimated 
352 in the US (US$ 23.6 billion) but higher than for Mexico (US$ 159.5 million) for a similar tax 

 . 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 28, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.25.23285038doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.01.25.23285038
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


3

353 increase (20%) and a similar period (ten years).[12,33] Cost savings estimated in our analysis 
354 do not consider out-of-pocket and indirect costs of obesity, such as those related to loss of 
355 productivity, absenteeism, or disability. Indirect costs for diabetes were estimated to be 70% 
356 of the total diabetes costs in Brazil,[34] which suggest that our estimates of obesity-related 
357 cost savings are conservative. Finally, our cost-analysis does not consider the potential 
358 benefits derived from the social investment of the tax revenue, particularly if revenue is 
359 directed at strengthening obesity prevention measures, which can further increase the health 
360 benefits from the tax.
361
362 Some limitations of our study should be mentioned. Available baseline weight and height were 
363 self-reported. We relied on a quantile distribution method to calibrate it to the PNS objectively 
364 measured data (section 2, S1 Appendix); yet, this method is imperfect and could be insufficient 
365 to correct reporting bias.[25]  For that reason, we performed a sensitivity analysis using the 
366 same dynamic model, but at aggregated level. In this analysis, we used objectively measured 
367 weight and height from 14 sex, age, and SES groups (aggregated data) and linked it to SSB 
368 consumption. Differences in the expected weight reduction associated with the SSB tax were 
369 minimal. In the 14 groups, the aggreged estimation fell within the confidence intervals for the 
370 individual model (Table H in S1 Appendix) This sensitivity analysis increases our confidence 
371 in the self-reported correction to estimate weight reductions in kilograms, but a similar 
372 approach could not be used to assess the effect of the correction on the BMI classification. 
373 However, we estimated a 16.9% obesity prevalence using self-reported weight and height, 
374 compared to 25.2% using adjusted self-reported data, and to 26.8% obesity prevalence using 
375 objective measures of weight and height (Table B in S1 Appendix). The potential error of the 
376 adjusted self-reported data on the BMI classification (obesity vs non-obesity) in comparison 
377 with the measured data is in the downward direction, suggesting that adjusted data could 
378 underestimate the SSB impact on obesity, but in a lower magnitude than if we had used self-
379 reported data without adjustments. 
380
381 Because the available literature in obesity costs in Brazil are very heterogeneous, our findings 
382 on cost reduction also have limitations. A systematic review found that obesity costs in Brazil 
383 (including direct and indirect costs) ranged from USD 133.8 million to USD 6.3 billion per year 
384 (47 times the lowest estimation).[35] We relied on the most recent obesity cost estimation in 
385 Brazil that uses attributable fraction formulas to calculate the attributable costs to obesity, 
386 including 26 diseases (USD 365.7 million per year), and lies between the cost range of the 
387 systematic review.[26] Still, the cost estimation uses a health-system perspective, so out-of-
388 pocket and indirect costs are not included, leading to a conservative estimate of the economic 
389 benefits of the tax. Our model relies on a steady-state assumption, which implies that the 
390 obesity prevalence is constant over the 10 years, and the only caloric change observed is the 
391 caloric reduction produced by the SSB tax. If obesity continues to rise, failing to include an 
392 increasing trend would lead to an underestimation of the total number of obesity cases 
393 reduced and obesity costs because the estimated reduction over time would be multiplied by 
394 a fewer number of obesity cases. 
395  
396 Sugar-sweetened beverage taxes have been implemented in more than 73 countries 
397 worldwide.[7] Studies have shown that SSB are elastic and respond to increases in price; yet 
398 no negative economic effects have been observed in countries where SSB taxes have been 
399 implemented,[32] and analyses in Brazil suggest an economic net benefit from implementing 
400 an SSB tax.[36]Our findings suggest that implementing an SSB tax in Brazil will lead to an 
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401 important reduction in the caloric intake of beverages with little to no nutritional added value; 
402 this reduction could help reduce the obesity prevalence across all socioeconomic strata. From 
403 an economic perspective, an SSB tax could reduce healthcare costs while generating revenue 
404 that could be in turn invested in other obesity prevention interventions. In 2017, the World 
405 Health Organization recommended that all countries should implement an SSB tax of at least 
406 20%. Our analysis suggests that a 30% tax in Brazil could produce greater population health 
407 benefits for all income strata. 
408
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