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Abstract

Purpose In the Netherlands, margarines and other plant-based fats (fortified fats) are encouraged to be fortified with vitamin 
A and D, by a covenant between the Ministry of Health and food manufacturers. Frequently, these types of fats are also 
voluntarily fortified with other micronutrients. The current study investigated the contribution of both encouraged as well 
as voluntary fortification of fortified fats on the micronutrient intakes in the Netherlands.
Methods Data of the Dutch National Food Consumption Survey (2012–2016; N = 4, 314; 1–79 year.) and the Dutch Food 
Composition Database (NEVO version 2016) were used to estimate micronutrient intakes. Statistical Program to Assess 
Dietary Exposure (SPADE) was used to calculate habitual intakes and compared to dietary reference values, separate for 
users and non-users of fortified fats.
Results Of the Dutch population, 84% could be considered as user of fortified fats. Users consumed mostly 1 fortified fat a 
day, and these fats contributed especially to the total micronutrient intake of the encouraged fortified micronutrients (vitamins 
D and A; 44% and 29%, respectively). The voluntary fortification also contributed to total micronutrient intakes: between 7 
and 32%. Vitamin D and A intakes were up to almost double among users compared to non-users. Intakes were higher among 
users for almost all micronutrients voluntarily added to fats. Higher habitual intakes resulted into higher risks of excessive 
vitamin A-intakes among boys and adult women users.
Conclusion Consumption of fortified fats in the Netherlands resulted into higher vitamin A and D-intakes among users, 
compared to non-users of these products.

Keywords Food fortification · Micronutrients · Margarines · Plant-based fats · The Netherlands · Habitual intakes

Introduction

To support health, optimal micronutrient (vitamins and 
minerals) intakes are essential [1]. Since inadequate micro-
nutrient intakes may lead to deficiency diseases, sufficient 
micronutrient intake should be promoted. On the contrary, 
excessive intakes should be avoided, since these might result 
into adverse health effects. In many countries, including the 
Netherlands, at least for some micronutrients the intakes are 
suboptimal [2].

Food fortification is a common strategy to improve micro-
nutrient intakes in a whole population. In the Netherlands, 
however, low micronutrient intake is generally a problem 

in specific subgroups, therefore often a subgroup-specific 
supplementation advice is given [3]. With food fortifica-
tion, micronutrients may be added voluntarily to foods, yet 
enrichment can also be mandated by governments. In the 
European legislation requirements regarding food fortifica-
tion are foreseen. However, maximum fortification levels 
have not been set yet. Consequently, in several European 
Member States there is national legislation for food forti-
fication [4].

In the Netherlands, mandatory fortification is legally not 
feasible [5]. But, voluntary food fortification is allowed for 
most of the micronutrients. In addition, to encourage the 
addition of specific micronutrients to specific food prod-
ucts to increase the population’s intake, covenants between 
(Dutch) food manufacturers, supermarket trade organisation 
(food service companies) and the Dutch government are set. 
In these covenants it is agreed to add specific micronutrients 
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to specific food groups and also the amounts added are 
specified.

Since 1999, there is a covenant for the fortification of 
margarines and other spreadable fats with vitamins A and D 
[5, 6]. Prior to 1999, addition of vitamins A and D to marga-
rines and other spreadable fats was mandatory. However, due 
to a court decision [7], mandatory fortification is not feasible 
anymore. Therefore the Dutch legislation changed. With the 
covenant virtually all these fats contain added vitamins A 
and D. Exception may be a few products not manufactured 
in the Netherlands, and as such not per se falling under the 
covenant. In this covenant a vitamin A-content between 6 
and 8 µg per gram product (retinoid form) and a vitamin 
D-content between 0.056 and 0.075 µg per gram product was 
agreed. Fortification of margarines with vitamin A and/or 
D is also encouraged in other countries, for example in Fin-
land, Belgium, Poland and Sweden [8]. There is, however, 
little known on the contribution of the (semi-) mandatory 
fortification of margarines on the vitamin A and D-intakes. 
Jääskeläïnen et al. (2017) showed this (semi-) mandatory 
fortification had a positive impact on the vitamin D status 
of the Finnish population, but how it affects intakes in other 
population is not known.

Besides the encouraged fortification with retinol and vita-
min D, it is also possible to voluntarily add micronutrients to 
foods, including margarines and other plant-based fats [5]. 
Consequently, some fats also contain other added micronu-
trients like folic acid or vitamin E.

Within the Dutch population, low vitamin A intakes are 
observed among adolescents and adults and no statement 
can be made on the risk on D-deficiency [9]. Besides that, 
low calcium, vitamin B2, C and folate-intakes are observed 
for Dutch adults and median calcium, vitamin B1, B2 and 
folate-intakes below the adequate intake were observed 
among children, which are all nutrients voluntarily added 
to margarines. What the effect of voluntary fortification of 
fats fortified with vitamin A and D, is not known. Therefore, 
the aim of this study is to investigate the contribution of 
both the encouraged as well as the voluntary fortification 
of margarines and other plant-based fats on the micronutri-
ent intake in the Netherlands and to evaluate the intake by 
comparing with dietary reference values.

Methods

Survey population

In the Dutch National Food Consumption Survey (DNFCS) 
2012–2016 data were collected on food consumption of the 
Dutch population (N = 4313, 1–79 yr.). A detailed descrip-
tion of the DNFCS 2012–2016 is described elsewhere [9]. 
Briefly, a sample representative for the Dutch population 

was selected from a consumer’s panel (Kantar TNS; net 
response rate 65%). Pregnant and lactating women were 
excluded from participation, as well as institutionalized 
people. Only people with adequate command of the Dutch 
language were included.

Food consumption data were collected with two non-
consecutive 24-h recalls, with the interview programme 
GloboDiet (IARC ©; formerly EPIC-Soft). All interviews 
were performed by trained dieticians. Children 4–15 years 
old were interviewed at home together with a parent or care-
taker. For younger children, the parents or caretakers were 
interviewed about their child’s food consumption. Partici-
pants aged 16 to 70 years old were interviewed by phone 
without prior notification. For the youngest (1–8 years) 
and oldest (71–79 years) age groups the 24-h recalls were 
combined with food diaries and these interviews were per-
formed at home. To be able to estimate the micronutrient 
intake, the food consumption data was linked to the Dutch 
Food Composition Database (NEVO; NEVO-online version 
2016/5.0, RIVM, Bilthoven, 2016, with additions for the 
DNFCS 2012–2016).

The age of the respondent was defined as the age at 
the first 24-h recall day. Height and weight were meas-
ured on the first recall day for children up to 15 years and 
older adults 71–79 years old and self-reported for partici-
pants 16–70 years old. Body mass index (BMI) was calcu-
lated per person as the body weight divided by the height 
squared (kg/m2) and categorized for adults into seriously 
underweight and underweight (BMI < 18.5), normal weight 
(BMI between 18.5 and 25) and overweight and obesity 
(BMI > 25). For children the same categories were used, but 
cut-off points for children were lower than those for adults 
and differ among months of age [10]. Other general charac-
teristics of the participants were collected by a general ques-
tionnaire. The questions covered various background factors 
(such as educational level, working status, native country, 
family size), various life style factors (such as patterns of 
physical activity, smoking and use of alcoholic beverages) 
and various general characteristics of the diet (such as spe-
cial diets and eating habits). The questionnaires differed 
between age groups, to take into account differences in the 
way of living. The degree of urbanisation was divided in 
extremely urbanised (2500 or more addresses/km2), strongly 
(1500–2500 addresses/km2), moderately (1000–1500 
addresses/km2), hardly (500–1000 addresses/km2) and not 
urbanised (fewer than 500 addresses/km2). The educational 
level concerned the highest completed educational level of 
the participants or, in case of participants ≤ 18, of the head of 
household, categorised into low (primary education, lower 
vocational education, advanced elementary education), 
middle (intermediate vocational education, higher second-
ary education) and high (higher vocational education and 
university).
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Definition fortified margarines and other 
plant‑based fats (fortified fats)

Margarines and other plant-based fats fortified with retinol 
and vitamin D were considered as fortified fats in this study 
and selected based on the ingredient declaration of the fats. 
Users were defined as those subjects consuming at least one 
fortified fat on at least one of the recall days. Non-users 
were identified as those who did not consume any fortified 
fat on both recall days. In this study, we only considered 
the micronutrient intake from foods and drinks, intake from 
dietary supplements was excluded.

Variation in‑ and amount of fortified fats consumed

Within NEVO, all details of same types of foods with com-
parable compositions are merged within one NEVO-code, 
sometimes this codes includes several brands with more or 
less equal composition [11]. To study how many different 
fortified fats users had consumed on a recall day, fortified 
fats were differentiated by their NEVO-code. Therefore, for-
tified fats with the same NEVO-code were considered as one 
type of fat, and only counted once.

It is also possible that users consumed the same fortified 
fat during multiple mealtimes a day. A mealtime was defined 
as each moment a participant ate a meal (breakfast, lunch, 
dinner) or a snack (before breakfast, between breakfast and 
lunch, between lunch and dinner, after dinner) on a recall 
day. To investigate how often fortified fats were consumed 
on a recall day, the amount of consumed fortified fats by 
each user on a recall day was calculated. Within the same 
mealtime moment, the consumption of multiple portions of 
the same fortified fat (based on the same NEVO-code) was 
only counted once. If, however, the same fortified fat was 
consumed within for example two different mealtimes (e.g. 
breakfast and lunch), it was counted twice.

Contribution of fortified fats to total micronutrient 
intake

To study the contribution of fat fortification, the contribution 
of micronutrient intakes from these fats to total micronutri-
ent intake from all consumed foods and drinks per recall 
day was calculated. This was only calculated for users of the 
fats fortified with that specific micronutrient for the micro-
nutrients added to fortified fats: calcium, vitamin A (retinol 
as well as retinol activity equivalents (RAE)), vitamins  B1, 
 B2,  B3,  B6,  B12, D and E, and folate equivalents (both folate 
naturally present in foods as well as synthetic folic acid). 
For vitamin A expressed as RAE, 1 μg RAE was assumed 
to be equal to 1 μg retinol, 12 μg β-carotene and 24 μg other 
carotenoids [12]. Folate equivalents were calculated as the 
amount of folate naturally present in foods (in μg) and 1.7 

times the amount of folic acid in enriched foods (in μg) [13]. 
Vitamin K was not included in this study as the coverage 
of this micronutrient in the NEVO-database was too low 
(49%). In addition, vitamin K is not added to fats in the 
Netherlands. All users of fortified fats have a contribution of 
these fats to their total retinol and vitamin D intake, due to 
the encouraged fortification. For all other voluntarily added 
micronutrients the contribution from fortified fats was only 
calculated for the users of the fats fortified with that specific 
micronutrient.

Habitual micronutrient intakes

The habitual micronutrient intake (also referred to as usual 
intake) distribution of both non-users and users of fats forti-
fied with that specific micronutrient were estimated by cor-
recting the data for the within-person variation using the 
Statistical Program to Assess Dietary Exposure (SPADE; 
version 4.0.85 of 16 December 2020) and compared to each 
other [14]. With bootstrap (200 iterations), the 95% confi-
dence intervals (95% CI) were calculated. Intakes were mod-
elled as a function of age, using the SPADE 1-part model. 
From this, the habitual intake distribution was presented into 
four age-sex classes; boys 1–17 year old, girls 1–17 year 
old, men 18–79 year old and women 18–79 year old. These 
analyses were performed in R version 1.1.383.

Assessment of risk on inadequate and/or excessive 
micronutrient intakes

To assess the risk on inadequate and/or excessive micronu-
trient intakes, dietary reference values established by the 
Health Council of the Netherlands were used [12, 15]. For 
vitamin D, habitual intakes were compared to both the ref-
erence values established for assumed insufficient and suf-
ficient sunlight exposure. For vitamin A and E, an adequate 
intake (AI) was established for children aged 1–13 and an 
estimated average requirement (EAR) for children aged 
14–17 years old. For all other nutrients, an AI was estab-
lished for all children.

For micronutrients with an EAR, the proportion of the 
population with inadequate habitual intakes was estimated 
with the EAR cut-point method [16]. The adequacy was 
qualitatively assessed for micronutrients with an AI. A 
habitual median intake above the AI was considered as a low 
risk of inadequate micronutrient intake [17]. If the median 
habitual intake was below the adequate intake, no statement 
about the adequacy could be made. Also, the proportion of 
the population with a habitual micronutrient intake above 
the upper level (UL) was estimated for those nutrients for 
which an upper level was established: vitamin A (retinol), 
D, B6, E and calcium.
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For vitamin B1 and B3 the number of users was small 
(N = 102 and 46, respectively). Therefore, it was not possible 
to calculate the 95% CI and to assess if intakes were signifi-
cantly different between users and non-users or calculate the 
proportions above the UL or below the EAR.

Statistical analysis

Due to the study design of the DNFCS 2012–2016, chil-
dren were overrepresented in the sample to obtain equal 
age groups [9]. To make the results representative for the 
Dutch population (calendar year 2014), a weighting factor 
was applied in the analyses. This weighting factor included 
socio-demographic factors, as well as season and day of 
the week. In general, the deviations of the weighted results 
from the unweighted were small, therefore only the weighted 
results were presented.

General characteristics of users and non-users of fortified 
fats were compared with a Chi-Square test. A p value < 0.05 
was considered to indicate a statistically significant differ-
ence between the groups. P values were corrected for multi-
ple comparisons using the Bonferroni correction [18].

The contribution of micronutrient intake from fortified 
fats to total micronutrient intake was calculated for each 
recall day a fortified fat was consumed, meaning no aver-
age intake over two recall days, or an habitual intake were 
calculated, as some users only had micronutrient intake from 
fortified fats on one recall day. For these users, the other 
recall day was not included in the analysis for contribution 
to total micronutrient intake.

To compare habitual intakes and proportions below the 
EAR and above the UL of users and non-users, the differ-
ence was calculated with the accompanying 95% CI (boot-
strap 200 iterations), similar to Dekkers and Slob [19]. 95% 
CI of the differences not including zero were considered as 
statistically different between users and non-users.

Unless otherwise stated, statistical analyses were per-
formed using SAS version 9 (SAS Institute Inc., Cary, NC; 
Windows version 6.3.9600).

Results

Characteristics of the study population

A large part of the Dutch population was a user of fortified 
fats on at least one of the two recall days (Table 1). Among 
the users of fortified fats there were significantly more peo-
ple with a lower, or middle education, people living in mod-
erately, hardly or not urbanized areas, and people with a 
Dutch ethnicity, compared to the non-users.

Consumption of fortified fats

Most users (76%) consumed fortified fats on both recall 
days. This means that 24% of the users consumed fortified 
fats on 1 recall day. On more than half of the recall days only 
1 type of fortified fat was consumed, which was mostly a 
spreadable fat (74%). On 29% of the recall days two types 
of fortified fats were consumed, this was mostly (88%) a 
spreadable fat and a fat used for cooking.

Some users also used the same fortified fat (based on 
the same NEVO-code) during multiple mealtimes a day. 
Counting the same fortified fat multiple times if they were 
consumed on multiple mealtimes a day, mostly 1, 2, or 3 
fortified fats were consumed throughout a recall day (28%, 
28% and 18%, respectively).

Contribution of fortified fats to total micronutrient 
intake

Among all fortified fat users, the median contribution of 
fortified fats to the total vitamin D and A (retinol and RAE) 
intake was 44%, 29% (retinol) and 20% (RAE), respectively 
(Fig. 1). Besides vitamins A and D, some of the consumed 
fats were also fortified with calcium, vitamin B1, B2, B3, 
B6, B12, folic acid and vitamin E. The median contribution 
of fats fortified with these specific nutrients varied between 
7% for vitamin B12 to 32% for folic acid (expressed as folate 
equivalents). The number of users of voluntarily fortified fats 
were however relatively small compared to the group using 
fortified fats with vitamin D and vitamin A. For example fats 
fortified with vitamin B3 were only consumed on 1% of all 
recall days and folic acid on 6% of the recall days. For vita-
min B6 and vitamin E the number of users was higher and 
were consumed on respectively 19% and 40% of all recall 
days. Among users there is variation in the contribution of 
fortified fats to the micronutrient intake. Variation (P5-P95) 
is large for retinol (3–72%) and vitamin D (6–86%).

Habitual intakes

Users of the encouraged fortified fats had median habitual 
intakes up to 40% higher for vitamin A and almost twice 
as high vitamin D intakes, compared to non-users (Fig. 2). 
For vitamin D this difference between users and non-users 
of fortified fats was statistically significant for all studied 
age-gender groups. For vitamin A this was also the case 
for boys and adults. For girls the vitamin A intake was not 
statistically significantly different between users and non-
users of fortified fats.

The higher vitamin A-intakes lead to a lower proportion 
of intakes below the EAR among users, compared to non-
users (49–64% among non-users and 23–43% among users; 
Table 2), except for the girls.
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Table 1  Weighted 
characteristics of users and non-
users of fortified fats a,b

a Weighted for socio-demographic factors, season and day of the week
b Not all characteristics were collected for all participants and as a result of the use of a weight factor, 
results needed to be rounded to numbers without decimals, resulting into some groups of non-users and/or 
users with an n not equal to 687 and/or 3626
c P value calculated with the Chi-square test, and corrected with the Bonferroni correction
d For children age specific cut-off values were used. For adults: (extremely) Underweight: BMI < 18.5, nor-
mal weight BMI = 18.5–25, overweight/obesity: BMI > 25
e For participants ≥ 18 years old
f The highest education of the parents for children
g Extremely/strongly urbanised: > 1500 addresses/km2, moderately urbanised: 1000–1500 addresses/km2, 
hardly/not urbanised: < 1000 addresses/km2

Non-users (N = 687) Users (N = 3626) Adjusted p  valuec

Sex 1.000

 Men 347 (50%) 1818 (50%)

 Women 340 (50%) 1808 (50%)

Age 0.096

 Children (1–17 years) 115 (17%) 751 (21%)

 Adults (18–79 years) 571 (83%) 2875 (79%)

BMId 1.000

 (extremely) Underweight 21 (3%) 107 (3%)

 Normal weight 335 (51%) 1619 (48%)

 Overweight/obese 301 (46%) 1632 (49%)

Smokinge 1.000

 Yes 105 (19%) 667 (24%)

 No 461 (81%) 2171 (76%)

Alcohol  usere 1.000

 Yes 419 (73%) 2114 (74%)

 No 153 (27%) 761 (26%)

Following a diet 0.159

 Yes 122 (18%) 458 (13%)

 No 564 (82%) 3168 (87%)

Sports 0.233

 Yes 318 (52%) 1366 (48%)

 No 248 (44%) 1472 (52%)

Days a week 1 h activity 1.000

 3 or less 15 (23%) 80 (27%)

 4 or 5 10 (15%) 41 (14%)

 6 or 7 40 (62%) 171 (59%)

Educational level f  < .0001
 Low 101 (15%) 952 (26%)

 Middle 278 (40%) 1562 (43%)

 High 308 (45%) 1112 (31%)

Urbanisation g 0.007
 Extremely/strongly 391 (57%) 1669 (46%)

 Moderately 115 (17%) 742 (20%)

 Hardly/not 180 (26%) 1215 (33%)

Migration background 0.018
 Dutch 609 (89%) 3360 (93%)

 Western immigrant 14 (2%) 97 (3%)

 Non-Western immigrant 62 (9%) 169 (5%)

Season (First recall day) 1.000

 Spring 188 (27%) 891 (25%)

 Summer 157 (23%) 921 (25%)

 Autumn 186 (27%) 892 (25%)

 Winter 155 (23%) 923 (25%)

Recall days 1.000

 Weekend/week 323 (47%) 1790 (49%)

 Only week 223 (33%) 1200 (33%)

 Only weekend 140 (20%) 636 (18%)
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Although the vitamin D intake is higher among users 
of fortified fats, the median intake remains below the AI 
(limited sun exposure 10 µg/day as well as sufficient sun 
exposure 3 µg/day) and no statement on the risk on inad-
equate vitamin D-intake could be made (Table 2). This is a 
similar conclusion as for non-users of fortified fats. Except 
for male users of fortified fats; their median vitamin D intake 

is higher than the AI with adequate sun exposure assumed, 
whereas this is not the case for non-users of fortified fats.

Among users of fats voluntarily fortified with other 
micronutrients than retinol and vitamin D, higher median 
habitual intakes were observed for calcium (children), 
folate-equivalents, vitamin B2, B6 and E (Fig. 2). Differ-
ences between users and non-users were smaller compared 
to the vitamin A and D intakes. The higher intakes resulted 

Fig. 1  Contribution of fortified 
fat consumption to the total 
micronutrient intakes of users of 
fortified fats fortified with these 
specific nutrients. Lower whisk: 
P5, bottom boxplot: P25, line in 
middle: P50 (median), top box-
plot: P75, upper whisk: P95, n: 
number of recall days on which 
a fat fortified with that specific 
nutrient was consumed
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Table 2  The assessment of inadequacy of micronutrient intakes separate for users and non-users of fortified fats

Micronutrient Age (year) Gender AI EAR Non-users Users

Evaluation risk inad-
equate intake for each 
age (year)

% <  EAR Evaluation risk inad-
equate intake for each 
age (year)

% <  EARa

Vitamin A
(µg RAE)

1–17 Boys 300/350/400/
600b

600c 1–9: LR
10–13: NSP

64.4 (55.6–69.3) 1–9, 11–13: LR
10: NSP

42.6 (37.6–47.7)

Girls 500c 1–9: LR
10–13: NSP

53.1 (48.5–61.5) 1–9: LR
10–13: NSP

48.7 (44.0–54.3)

18–79 Men – 615 – 49.4 (43.1–54.1) – 23.3 (19.6–27.0)
Women – 525 – 47.6 (42.5–52.7) – 29.2 (25.7–33.5)

Vitamin D (µg) 1–17 Boys 10/3d – NSP/
NSP5

– NSP/
1: LR
2–17:  NSP5

–

Girls NSP/
NSP5

– NSP/
NSP5

–

18–79 Men 10/3d 10g NSP/
NSPd

99.9 (99.5–100.0) NSP/
LRd

99.6 (99.0–100.0)

Women NSP/
NSPd

99.8 (99.6–100.0) NSP/
NSPd

99.9 (99.9–100.0)

Vitamin B1 (mg) 1–17 Boys 0.3/0.5/0.8/1.1 – 1–13: LR
14–17: NSP

– 1–13, 16–17: LR
14–15: NSP

–

Girls 1–8: LR
9–17: NSP

– 1–13: LR
14–17: NSP

–

18–79 Men – 0.072 – – – –

Women – – – – –

Vitamin B2 (mg) 1–17 Boys 0.5/0.7/1/1.5 – 1–13: LR
14–17: NSP

– 1–13: LR
14–17: NSP

–

Girls 0.5/0.7/1/1.1 1–9, 11: LR
10, 12–17: NSP

– 1–13, 15: LR
14, 16–17: NSP

–

18–79 Men – 1.3 – 29.9 (27.1–35.1) – 13.4 (9.8–18.3)
Women – – 59.4 (56.0–62.7) – 45.6 (40.7–51.2)

Vitamin B3 (mg) 1–17 Boys 4/7/11/17 – 1–13, 15–17: LR
14: NSP

– 1–13, 15– 17: LR
14: NSP

–

Girls 4/7/11/13 1–13, 15–17: LR
14: NSP

– 1–13, 15–17: LR
14: NSP

–

18–79 Men – 1.3 – – – –

Women – – – – –

Vitamin B6 (mg) 1–17 Boys 0.4/0.7/1.1/1.5 – 1–13: LR
14–17: NSP

– 1–13, 15–17: LR
14: NSP

–

Girls 1–13: LR
14–17: NSP

– 1–13: LR
14–17: NSP

–

18–79 Men – 1.1 – 9.4 (7.5–12.7) – 0.7 (0.2–1.7)
Women – – 23.1 (19.4–28.1) – 9.5 (5.4–15.3)

Folate equivalents (µg) 1–17 Boys 85/150/225/300 – 1–8: LR
9–17: NSP

– 1–8: LR
9–17: NSP

–

Girls 1–8: LR
9–17: NSP

– 1–3, 5–8: LR
4, 9–17: NSP

–

18–79 Men – 200 – 16.3 (13.8–19.1) – 0.8 (0–1.8)
Women – – 38.6 (34.6–42.6) – 11.2 (6.8–15.0)

Vitamin B12 (µg) 1–17 Boys 0.7/1.3/2/2.8 – 1–13, 15–17: LR
14: NSP

– LR –

Girls 1–13, 17: LR
14–16: NSP

– 1–13, 15–17: LR
14: NSP

–

18–79 Men – 2 – 2.0 (1.1–2.9) – 0.4 (0–1.3)

Women – – 6.3 (4.9–9.3) – 3.9 (2.3–5.8)
Vitamin E (mg) 1–17 Boys 4/5/6/8b 6c LR 3.3 (1.2–5.3) LR 0.5 (0.1–1.0)

Girls 4/5/6/7b 5c LR 3.9 (2.0–6.4) LR 1.3 (0.3–2.5)
18–79 Men 13 – 26–31, 33–41, 43–48, 

51: LR
18–25, 32, 42, 49–50, 

52–79: NSP

– 18–65: LR
66–79: NSP

–

Women 11 70–73, 78–79: LR
18–69, 74–77: NSP

– 79: LR
18–78: NSP

–
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for these micronutrients in a higher proportion meeting the 
requirements (Table 2). For adult men, this resulted in a 
half less users down to almost no users with intakes below 
the EAR for vitamin B2 and folate equivalents. Although 
the median habitual intake was not higher among users of 
fortified fats compered to non-users, a higher proportion of 
users met the requirements for vitamin B12.

The higher intakes among users of fats encouraged and 
voluntarily fortified fats lead to significant higher propor-
tions of boy and adult women-users of fortified fats above 
the UL for retinol compared to non-users. 3.7% of the boy 
users (95% CI 1.8–3.8) had intakes above the UL versus 
1.5% of the non-users (95% CI 0.4–2.1). For adult women, 
this percentage was 0.3% among users (95% CI 0.2–0.9) 
versus 0% (95% CI 0–0.1). For the other age-sex groups for 
retinol and for everyone for the other micronutrients (vita-
min D, B6, E and calcium), no significant difference was 
found and the percentage above the UL remained below 1% 
within both groups.

Discussion

With 84% of the Dutch population being a consumer of for-
tified fats, fortified fat consumption is very common in the 
Netherlands. Most of these users consumed fortified fats on 
each recall day. The contribution of the fortified fats to the 
total intake of users was 29% and 44%, respectively. The 
consumption of fortified fats resulted in higher total vita-
min A and D-intakes and consequently a lower proportion 
with inadequate vitamin A intake from food compared to 

non-users (except for girls), while no statement regarding 
adequacy was possible for vitamin D, except for adult male 
users taking the AI with assumed adequate sun exposure. In 
addition, fats voluntarily fortified with other micronutrients 
than vitamin A and D contributed between 7 and 32% to 
total intakes of micronutrients. For folate equivalents and 
vitamin B2, B6 and E, habitual intakes were higher among 
users, compared to non-users. However, the number of con-
sumers of fats fortified with these micronutrients was low.

Our study shows that the largest effect on intake is 
observed for vitamin A and D. For both these nutrients 
fortification of fats is encouraged via a covenant between 
the food producers and the ministry of Health, Welfare and 
Sport. Consequently, all these fats contain at least 6 µg vita-
min A (retinoid form) and 0.056 µg vitamin D per gram 
product. Fats fortified with other nutrients is less common 
and the effects on intake at population level are therefore 
smaller, although the effects could be substantial among 
consumers as median contributions to total micronutri-
ent intakes were up to 32%. This is in accordance with the 
WHO, stating widely distributed and -consumed fortified 
foods have the potential to improve nutritional status of large 
proportion of the population [3].

Unlike for vitamin A, the higher habitual vitamin 
D-intakes of fortified fat users did not result into a different 
evaluation on the risk on inadequate intakes. However, the 
total habitual intake distribution for the total user population 
increased, compared to non-users. In Finland similar results 
were found after the introduction of a new decree recom-
mended to fortify liquid dairy products (0.5 µg/100 ml) and 
fat spreads (excluding butter; 10 µg/100 g) with vitamin D 

Table 2  (continued)

Micronutrient Age (year) Gender AI EAR Non-users Users

Evaluation risk inad-
equate intake for each 
age (year)

% <  EAR Evaluation risk inad-
equate intake for each 
age (year)

% <  EARa

Calcium (mg) 1–17 Boys 500/700/1200 – 1–8: LR
9–17: NSP

– 1–8: LR
9–17: NSP

–

Girls 500/700/1100 1–3: LR
4–17: NSP

– 1–8: LR
9–17: NSP

–

18–79 Men 1100/
1200e

860/
750f

NSP 37.8 (37.3–43.3)/16.6 
(14.5–22.1) f

NSP 31.8 (26.6–38.2)/14.9 
(11.7–21.4) f

Women NSP 61.1 (54.6–65.7)/29.6 
(25.4–33.1) f

NSP 58.4 (44.0–67.0)/32.3 
(24.3–39.9) f

LR low risk, NSP no statement possible
a Statistical significant lower proportion of users below the EAR compared to non–users is indicated when valued are displayed bold
b The AI accounts only for children 1–13 years old
c The EAR for children accounts only for children 14–17 years old
d Two AI-values for vitamin D, where 3 µg/day indicates adequate vitamin D intake with enough sun exposure and 10 µg/day if this amount of 
sun exposure is not met
e AI for women aged 50–79 and men 70–79 year old
f EAR = 860 for adults aged 18–24 year. EAR = 750 for women 25–49 year old and men 25–69 year old
g EAR only established for 70 years and older
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in 2002 [20]. Among the total population, vitamin D status 
improved, however among specific age groups the vitamin 
D status was still too low in 2004 and intakes of the total 
populations were below the recommendations in 2007 [20]. 
Even after a doubling of the mean intake of the population 
compared to 2002, after the National Nutrition Council of 
Finland doubled the recommendations of the decree in 2012, 
women remained below the recommended daily intake of 
10 µg [20]. On the other hand, serum vitamin D concentra-
tions were sufficient in 2011 and 2012 for both men and 
women [20, 21]. Research into the vitamin D-status of the 
Dutch users and non-users could give more insight into the 
true effects of the vitamin D fortification of fats and also the 
risks on deficiency in the Netherlands.

Vitamin D-intake from regular and fortified foods is not 
the only source of vitamin D. Vitamin D is also produced 
by the skin from sunlight, and if that is not sufficient, food 
supplements are advised by the Dutch government to spe-
cific subgroups. To prevent deficiency symptoms, the Health 
Council of the Netherlands recommends a daily vitamin 
D-supplement for specific population groups, including 
young children, women above 50 years old, elderly and eve-
ryone with a darker skin, or low sun exposure [22]. The total 
vitamin D-intake from foods and supplements of the Dutch 
population is below the AI with a median intake of 3.5 µg for 
the total population and between 4 and 5 µg for adults above 
50 years old [9]. This is above the AI assuming adequate 
sun exposure, but below the AI assuming inadequate sun 
exposure. It is from the DNFCS not known which subjects 
have a darker skin or have insufficient sun exposure. It is 
important to also perform vitamin D status research in the 
general population, with specific analyses separated for users 
and non-users of supplements and perhaps users of fortified 
foods. In addition, insight in the commitment to the supple-
mentation advice is needed and if low, the reasons behind 
this. This may help policy makers to improve the adherence 
to the supplementation advice, or to decide on other policy 
measures to increase the vitamin D intake, if necessary.

The dietary reference values EAR and AI established 
by the Health Council of the Netherlands and used in cur-
rent study have different levels of evidence [12]. An EAR 
meets the need of 50% of the population and have a rela-
tively strong evidence. With the EAR cut-point method it is 
possible to estimate the proportion with inadequate intakes, 
under some conditions [16]. When evidence is limited, an 
AI is established, which is a level of intake assumed to be 
adequate for the total population. This means the AI is prob-
ably higher than the individual requirement for a large part 
of the population, if the individual requirement would be 
known. The current study showed no statement could be 
made on the risk on inadequate vitamin D and E intakes 
for (most of the) adults and on the calcium intakes for the 
elderly in both non-users as users. Additional research on 

nutritional status or health effects is needed to confirm or 
contradict these possible inadequate intakes.

In the current study, we analyzed the proportion below 
the EAR, using the EAR cut-point method. This method is 
a short-cut of the Probability Approach (PA) [16]. Both the 
EAR cut-point method and the PA have several assump-
tions. For the PA these are: intakes and requirements are 
assumed to be independent, the mean and variance of the 
requirement distribution must be known and the form of 
the requirements distribution must be known or assumed. 
Also, for the EAR cut-point method the assumptions include 
intakes and requirements to be independent. Other assump-
tions for the EAR cut-point method include a symmetric 
distribution of requirements and a small variance of the dis-
tribution of requirements relative to the variance of the dis-
tribution of intakes. For all the nutrients we analyzed, there 
is a general assumption the assumptions of the EAR cut-
point method are met [16]. However this is based on scarce 
data and mainly scenario studies. The assumed variance of 
requirement distribution varies between 10 and 25%, espe-
cially with high variance the difference with the variance 
of intake distribution may become less. It is recommended 
to study the differences in outcome between EAR cut-point 
method and probability approach in more depth using real-
life data. In our study we also compared the intake distribu-
tion with the UL, by estimating the proportion with intakes 
above the UL. This is a common approach, however, Car-
riquiry and Camano-Garcia (2006) proposed to assess the 
percentage below the UL [23], because intakes below the UL 
are considered safe, however, intakes above the UL are not 
per definition unsafe. But, with intakes above the UL, there 
is a risk on adverse health effects, depending for example on 
amount, duration and sensitivity. At this moment no frame-
work mirroring the DRI-paradigm is available, therefore the 
proportion with excessive intakes cannot be quantified. In 
our study intakes remained below the UL for most nutrients, 
indicating safe intakes.

The covenant between food producers and Dutch authori-
ties appeared to be an effective strategy to increase micro-
nutrient intakes. However it only reaches the consumers of 
these types of foods. In our study 16% of the population did 
not consume these fortified fats on at least one of the recall 
days. Changing the fortification policy could potentially 
increase the intake and reach a larger number of subjects. 
Besides increasing the intake and have more subjects ful-
filling the requirements, safe intakes are also important to 
include. In the current Dutch fortification and supplementa-
tion policy, assuring safe intakes for the total population is 
important. As a result, for instance, the legal maximum lev-
els for vitamin D addition to fortified fats, voluntary fortified 
other foods and dietary supplements are estimated in accord-
ance. Therefore, the total intake would not exceed the UL. 
Consequently, a potential change in the fortification policy 
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will affect the supplement legislation. In the Netherlands, 
strict regulations for food supplements are present for vita-
min A, B6 and D. For all other vitamins, the vitamin content 
of supplements should not be harmful for public health [24].

The current study showed that users of margarines and 
other plant-based fats had more often a lower educational 
level, a lower level of urbanization and a Dutch ethnicity 
than non-users. There is evidence that dietary patterns can 
differ between population groups. In Belgium, eating meat 
or fish almost every day was associated with a lower edu-
cational level and a lower urbanization level, compared to 
those having a more plant-based diet [25]. Also, a higher 
educational level was associated with a higher level of 
fruits and vegetables consumption [26]. Dinnissen et al. 
(2021) showed also in the Netherlands a higher vegetable 
consumption and a lower meat consumption was observed 
among those with a higher education, compared to those 
with a lower, using data from the DNFCS 2007–2010 and 
2012–2016 [27]. In our study we found higher habitual 
vitamin A-, B2- and B6-intakes among users of fortified 
fats, which are nutrients naturally present in animal based 
products. There is a possibility the higher intakes of these 
nutrients among users are, besides the intake from fortified 
fats, explained by a possible higher animal based diet of the 
users of fortified fats. On the other hand, vitamin B12 is 
only present in animal based products, but median intakes of 
users did not differ from non-users in our study. Therefore, 
the effect of possible different diet patterns across fortified 
fat users and non-users remains unclear and could be inves-
tigated further.

Van Rossum et al. showed that within the Dutch popula-
tion, total intakes from foods and supplements for adults are 
low for calcium, vitamin B2, B6, C, and folate [9]. The cur-
rent study showed fortified fats contributed to the intake of, 
among others, calcium, vitamin B2, B6 and folate equiva-
lents, indicating the fortification of fats may contribute to 
increase the intake of these nutrients. Also, habitual intakes 
of users were higher for these nutrients, compared to non-
users. Although the allowance of voluntary food fortifica-
tion in the Netherlands was not intended to increase micro-
nutrient intakes, and to lower risks on inadequate intakes, 
it still may have a beneficial effect on the proportion with 
intakes below the EAR. Although the current study showed 
no higher risk on excessive intakes among users of forti-
fied fats, monitoring of the micronutrient intakes is required 
to prevent excessive intakes and to change policy on forti-
fication and/or supplementation. De Jong et al. [paper in 
publication process, accepted by EJON], showed voluntary 
fortification of other foods also contributed to higher micro-
nutrient intakes among users of these foods, compared to 
non-users and did not result into excessive intakes. In addi-
tion, it is generally known that a mandatory fortification of 
many food types has larger effect on the population-intake 

as more subjects are user of at least some of these food types 
[3]. On the other hand, increasing the number of foods which 
may be fortified have to result into a reduction of the level of 
fortification for each food in order to protect the population 
for excessive intakes. Scenario studies can predict the result 
of such increases.

Current study showed the habitual vitamin A (RAE) 
intakes were higher among users of fortified fats, except for 
girls 1–17 year old. However, when we calculated the mean 
daily intake of users and non-users in this age-sex group 
from the two recall days, we did observe a higher intake 
among users. The habitual intakes in our study were based 
on two independent recall days per person, and calculated 
with SPADE using the 1-part model, intended for food com-
ponents consumed daily by (virtually) everyone in the popu-
lation. For vitamin A, however, some extreme intakes were 
observed due to the consumption of liver (products), influ-
encing the within- and between-person variation and shift-
ing the habitual intake distribution. Mean habitual intakes 
of non-users girls were 14% higher compared to the mean 
of the daily intakes, while the habitual intakes were 14% 
lower, resulting into similar habitual intakes in this group. 
Also within the DNFCS 2012–2016 when no distinction 
between users and non-users were made, the habitual vita-
min A-intakes were influenced by the few extreme intakes 
resulting into 11% lower habitual intakes compared to the 
daily mean (data not shown; [9]). These extreme intakes are 
however, important to include to assess the proportion above 
the UL. A multipart model for total intake from 2 or more 
food sources might be more applicable for vitamin A [14], 
however since there are only a few subjects with extreme 
vitamin A-intakes and two days of intakes, this is not fea-
sible at this moment. Future research may focus on how 
to deal with extreme intakes in the calculation of habitual 
vitamin A-intakes.

With encouraged fortification of a specific food group, 
non-users of this specific food group do not benefit. In our 
study, consumption of fortified fats appeared to be associ-
ated with education, urbanization and ethnicity. Increasing 
fortified fat consumption among higher educated people, 
people living in more urbanized areas and people with a 
non-Dutch ethnicity could contribute to higher vitamin A 
and D intakes, and possibly also the intake of other nutrients. 
In the current study 16% of the Dutch population was clas-
sified as non-users, however, there is a possibility subjects 
were misclassified, as classification was based on only two 
recall days. Two recall days do not reflect the food habits of 
the population, as these may shift throughout the days. In 
the DNFCS 2012–2016, we did ask about food habits with 
an extra questionnaire, unfortunately, use of fortified fats 
was not included. Therefore, it was not possible to iden-
tify the true users and non-users. For future studies it is 
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recommended to collect more information about the use of 
fortified fats, e.g. via an additional questionnaire.

Although it was difficult to determine users and non-
users with certainty, DNFCS 2012–2016 was designed 
with great care. The extensive questionnaire and exten-
sive food consumption information linked to the NEVO-
database provides the current study precise data about the 
population characteristics and intakes. NEVO is a com-
prehensive database, consisting of most of the foods con-
sumed within the Dutch population. The coverage of the 
micronutrients reported in the current study within this 
database is high, ranging from 87 to 99%. This high cover-
ages means that for most of the products within DNFCS 
2012–2016 the micronutrient content is known. If micro-
nutrient content was not known, we assumed micronutrient 
content was equal to zero. Also, since it is not possible to 
make conclusions solely on the intake of two recall days, 
as intakes may vary from day to day, we used SPADE to 
correct for those within-person variances. This resulted 
into habitual intakes for the total population, making it 
possible to draw conclusions based on usual intakes, rather 
than daily. These habitual intakes were compared to die-
tary reference values.

Conclusion

Fortified fats are often consumed in the Dutch population. 
The fats have a large contribution to micronutrient intake for 
the encouraged added vitamins A and D. Intake distributions 
of users of fortified fats are higher for the other nutrients 
voluntary added to fats, besides vitamin A and D. There-
fore fortified fats may play a role in increasing micronutri-
ent intakes. Increasing nutrient levels of fortified foods in 
general has to be done with care, as the risk on excessive 
intakes remains.

Acknowledgements The authors would like to thank Alina Nicolae 
(National Institute for Public Health and Environment (RIVM)) for her 
help on the statistical analysis as well as Arnold Dekkers (RIVM) with 
his help regarding the analysis with SPADE.

Author contributions MdJ and JVK developed the research plan; MdJ 
performed the statistical analysis; the first draft of the manuscript was 
written by MdJ and all authors commented on previous versions of the 
manuscript. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding The present study was funded by the Netherlands Ministry 
of Health, Welfare and Sports. The Netherlands Ministry of Health, 
Welfare and Sports had no role in the design, analysis, interpretation 
or writing of this article.

Availability of data and materials Data of the DNFCS 2012–2016 are 
available on request from https:// www. rivm. nl/ en/ dutch- natio nal- food- 
consu mption- survey/ data- on- reque st (Accessed on 20 May 2021).

Code availability Not applicable.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest None of the authors have any conflicts of interest 
to declare.

Ethics approval Ethical review and approval were waived for this study. 
The Utrecht University Medical Ethical Review Committee evaluated 
that the study from which the data were used was not subject to the 
Medical Research Involving Human Subjects Act (WMO) of the Neth-
erlands (reference number 12–359/C).

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attri-
bution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing, adapta-
tion, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long 
as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, 
provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes 
were made. The images or other third party material in this article are 
included in the article's Creative Commons licence, unless indicated 
otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not included in 
the article's Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will 
need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a 
copy of this licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

References

 1. EFSA (2006) Tolerable upper intake levels for vitamins and min-
erals. Scientific Committee on Food Scientific Panel on Dietetic 
Products, Nutrition and Allergies

 2. National Institute for Public Health and the Environment (RIVM) 
(2018) Voedselconsumptiepeiling 2012–2016 (Food consump-
tion Survey 2012–2016). Available at www. watee tnede rland. nl. 
Accessed 22 Feb 2021

 3. WHO (2006) Guidelines on food fortification with micronutrients.
 4. Anonymous (2006) Regulation (EC) No 1925/2006—on the addi-

tion of vitamins and minerals and of other substances to foods. Off 
J Eur Union L404:26–38

 5. Anonymous (1996) Commodity act decision addition of micro-
nutrients to foods [In Dutch: Warenwetbesluit Toevoeging micro-
voedingsstoffen aan levensmiddelen]. Staatsblad van het Konink-
rijk der Nederlanden 311: 1–18. Available at https:// zoek. offic 
ieleb ekend makin gen. nl/ stb- 1996- 311. html. Accessed 8 Mar 2021

 6. Anonymous (2000) Covenant vitamization of spreadable fat prod-
ucts [In Dutch: Convenant Vitaminering van Smeerbare vetpro-
ducten]. Staatscourant 17: 12. Available at https:// zoek. offic ieleb 
ekend makin gen. nl/ stcrt- 2000- 17- p12- SC223 66. html. Accessed 8 
Mar 2021

 7. Health Council of the Netherlands (2008) Towards maintaining an 
optimum iodine intake. The Hague: Health Council of the Neth-
erlands; publication no. 2008/14.

 8. European Commission (2021) Community register on the addition 
of vitamins and minerals and of certain other substances to foods. 
Available at https:// ec. europa. eu/ food/ system/ files/ 2021- 01/ label 
ling_ nutri tion- vitam ins_ miner als- comm_ reg_ en. pdf. Accessed 20 
Oct 2021

 9. Van Rossum C, Buurma-Rethans E, Dinnissen C, Beukers M, 
Brants, H., Dekkers, A., and Ocké, M. (2020) The diet of the 
Dutch. Results of the Dutch National Food Consumption Survey 
2012–2016. Bilthoven: National Institute for Public Health and 
the Environment; publication no. RIVM-2020–0083.

https://www.rivm.nl/en/dutch-national-food-consumption-survey/data-on-request
https://www.rivm.nl/en/dutch-national-food-consumption-survey/data-on-request
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://www.wateetnederland.nl
https://zoek.officielebekendmakingen.nl/stb-1996-311.html
https://zoek.officielebekendmakingen.nl/stb-1996-311.html
https://zoek.officielebekendmakingen.nl/stcrt-2000-17-p12-SC22366.html
https://zoek.officielebekendmakingen.nl/stcrt-2000-17-p12-SC22366.html
https://ec.europa.eu/food/system/files/2021-01/labelling_nutrition-vitamins_minerals-comm_reg_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/food/system/files/2021-01/labelling_nutrition-vitamins_minerals-comm_reg_en.pdf


1904 European Journal of Nutrition (2022) 61:1893–1904

1 3

 10. Cole, T.J. and Lobstein, T. (2012) Extended international (IOTF) 
body mass index cut-offs for thinness, overweight and obesity 7: 
284–294.

 11. RIVM (2019) NEVO-online 2019: achtergrondinformatie. Avail-
able from: https:// www. rivm. nl/ docum enten/ nevo- online- 2019- 
achte rgron dinfo rmatie. Accessed 22 Feb 2021

 12. Health Council of the Netherlands (2018) Dietary reference values 
for vitamins and minerals for adults [In Dutch: Voedingsnormen 
voor vitamines en mineralen voor volwassenen].

 13. NEVO (2019) NEVO online version 2019/6.0. Available at: http:// 
www. rivm. nl/ nevo_ en/ online/. Accessed 22 Feb 2021

 14. Dekkers AL, Verkaik-Kloosterman J, van Rossum CT, Ocke MC 
(2014) SPADE, a new statistical program to estimate habitual die-
tary intake from multiple food sources and dietary supplements. J 
Nutr 144(12):2083–2091. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3945/ jn. 114. 191288

 15. Health Council of the Netherlands (2014) Temporary dietary ref-
erence values [In Dutch: Tijdelijke voedingsnormen].

 16. Carriquiry AL (1999) Assessing the prevalence of nutrient inad-
equacy. Public Health Nutr 2(1):23–34

 17. Institute of Medicine (US) Subcommittee on Interpretation and 
Uses of Dietary Reference Intakes. Institute of Medicine (US) 
Standing Committee on the Scientific Evaluation of Dietary Refer-
ence Intakes (2000) DRI dietary reference intakes: applications in 
dietary assessment. National Academies Press (US), Washington

 18. Shaffer JP (1995) Multiple hypothesis testing. Ann Rev Psych 
46:561–584

 19. Dekkers AL, Slob W (2012) Gaussian Quadrature is an efficient 
method for the back-transformation in estimating the usual intake 
distribution when assessing dietary exposure. Food Chem Toxicol 
50(10):3853–3861. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. fct. 2012. 06. 044

 20. Raulio S, Erlund I, Mannisto S, Sarlio-Lahteenkorva S, Sund-
vall J, Tapanainen H, Vartiainen E, Virtanen SM (2017) Suc-
cessful nutrition policy: improvement of vitamin D intake and 
status in Finnish adults over the last decade. Eur J Public Health 
27(2):268–273. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ eurpub/ ckw154

 21. Jaaskelainen T, Itkonen ST, Lundqvist A, Erkkola M, Koskela T, 
Lakkala K, Dowling KG, Hull GL, Kroger H, Karppinen J, Kyl-
lonen E, Harkanen T, Cashman KD, Mannisto S, Lamberg-Allardt 
C (2017) The positive impact of general vitamin D food fortifica-
tion policy on vitamin D status in a representative adult Finnish 
population: evidence from an 11-y follow-up based on standard-
ized 25-hydroxyvitamin D data. Am J Clin Nutr 105(6):1512–
1520. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3945/ ajcn. 116. 151415

 22. Health Council of the Netherlands (2015) Dutch dietary guidelines 
2015. The Hague: Health Council of the Netherlands: publication 
no. 2015/24E.

 23. Carriquiry AL, Camaño-Garcia G (2006) Evaluation of die-
tary intake data using the tolerable upper intake levels. J Nutr 
136(2):507s–513s. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1093/ jn/ 136.2. 507S

 24. Anonymous (2018) Commodity Act regulation exemption 
dietary supplements [In Dutch: Warenwetregeling vrijstelling 
voedingssupplementen]. Staatscourant 47982: 1–6. Available at: 
https:// zoek. offic ieleb ekend makin gen. nl/ stcrt- 2018- 47982. html. 
Accessed 8 Mar 2021

 25. Deliens T, Mullie P, Clarys P (2021) Plant-based dietary patterns 
in Flemish adults: a 10-year trend analysis. Eur J Nutr. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1007/ s00394- 021- 02630-z

 26. Irala-Estévez JD, Groth M, Johansson L, Oltersdorf U, Prättälä 
R, Martínez-González MA (2000) A systematic review of socio-
economic differences in food habits in Europe: consumption of 
fruit and vegetables. Eur J Clin Nutr 54(9):706–714. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1038/ sj. ejcn. 16010 80

 27. Dinnissen CS, Ocké MC, Buurma-Rethans EJM, van Rossum 
CTM (2021) Dietary changes among adults in The Netherlands 
in the period 2007–2010 and 2012–2016. Results from two cross-
sectional national food consumption surveys. Nutrients. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 3390/ nu130 51520

https://www.rivm.nl/documenten/nevo-online-2019-achtergrondinformatie
https://www.rivm.nl/documenten/nevo-online-2019-achtergrondinformatie
http://www.rivm.nl/nevo_en/online/
http://www.rivm.nl/nevo_en/online/
https://doi.org/10.3945/jn.114.191288
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fct.2012.06.044
https://doi.org/10.1093/eurpub/ckw154
https://doi.org/10.3945/ajcn.116.151415
https://doi.org/10.1093/jn/136.2.507S
https://zoek.officielebekendmakingen.nl/stcrt-2018-47982.html
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00394-021-02630-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00394-021-02630-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.ejcn.1601080
https://doi.org/10.1038/sj.ejcn.1601080
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu13051520
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu13051520

	Contribution of fortified margarines and other plant-based fats to micronutrient intake in the Netherlands
	Abstract
	Purpose 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusion 

	Introduction
	Methods
	Survey population
	Definition fortified margarines and other plant-based fats (fortified fats)
	Variation in- and amount of fortified fats consumed
	Contribution of fortified fats to total micronutrient intake
	Habitual micronutrient intakes
	Assessment of risk on inadequate andor excessive micronutrient intakes
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Characteristics of the study population
	Consumption of fortified fats
	Contribution of fortified fats to total micronutrient intake
	Habitual intakes

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements 
	References




