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Introduction 
 
General and abdominal obesity, major global 
health problems, are associated with increased risk 
of non-communicable diseases such as diabetes, 
metabolic syndrome, nonalcoholic fatty liver dis-
ease and cardiovascular complications (1-3). In-
creased consumption of industrial food products 

such as sugar sweetened beverages (SSBs), which 
include carbonated drinks and synthetic fruit juic-
es may contribute to the growing epidemic of 
obesity. Sugars added during the processing or 
preparation of foods play an important role in the 
amount of energy consumption (4). Sugar sweet-
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ened beverages are the greatest source of added 
sugar intake and their consumption has increased 
over the last decades, tracking closely with the 
sharp increase of obesity (5).  
Current data regarding the association between 
SSB consumption and obesity are still inconsistent. 
Most cross-sectional and longitudinal epidemiolo-
gical studies indicate that regular consumption of 
SSBs can lead to weight gain and increased risk of 
chronic diseases (6-10). However, one meta-
analysis has established no relationship between 
body mass index (BMI) and SSB consumption 
(11). 
Several possible mechanisms may explain the as-
sociation between obesity and consumption of 
SSBs. Consumption of SSBs is associated with 
overconsumption of calories as a result of low sa-
tiety of liquid foods (12-14). Moreover, high-fruc-
tose corn syrup, the sweetener used in SSBs, pro-
motes weight gain because of its adverse effects 
on insulin secretion and leptin release and reduces 
the body’s normal inhibitory effect on food intake 
(15, 16). The fructose content of these beverages 
may also promote the accumulation of visceral 
adiposity (17). 
For better understanding of the SSB consumption 
status of Iranian adults and its relationship with 
obesity risk, the current study was conducted to 
evaluate the association between SSB consump-
tion and BMI and waist circumference status in a 
representative sample of Tehranian adults. 
 

Materials and Methods 
 

Study population 
This study was conducted within the framework 
of the Tehran Lipid and Glucose Study (TLGS). 
Briefly, TLGS is a community-based prospective 
study being conducted to investigate and prevent 
non-communicable diseases, in a representative 
sample of residents of district 13 of Tehran, the 
capital city of Iran. The first phase of the TLGS 
began in March 1999 and data collection is ongo-
ing at three-year intervals (18, 19). 
For the current study, 6672 men and women aged 
19-70 years, who participated in the fourth phase 
of TLGS (2009-2011) were recruited. We ex-

cluded participants if they had no information on 
sex and anthropometric measurements (n=132), if 
they were underweight (n=110), if they were un-
der- or over reporters of dietary intakes (less than 
800 kcal/d or more than 4200 kcal/d, respec-
tively) (n=435), if they were on specific diets 
(n=130), or if they had reported cancer or stroke 
(n=13). After exclusions, the final analysis was 
conducted on data of 5852 participants.  
Informed written consents were obtained from all 
participants and the study protocol was approved 
by the research council of the Research Institute 
for Endocrine Sciences (RIES), Shahid Beheshti 
University of Medical Sciences, Tehran, Iran. The 
study was conducted according to the Declaration 
of Helsinki and was approved by the ethical com-
mittee of the Research Institute for Endocrine 
Sciences, Shahid Beheshti University of Medical 
Sciences.  
 
Dietary assessment 
Dietary data were collected using a validated semi-
quantitative food frequency questionnaire (FFQ) 
with 168 food items, developed for the TLGS. 
Trained dietitians asked participants their intake 
frequency for each food item consumed during 
the past year on a daily, weekly, or monthly basis. 
The validity and reliability of the FFQ for food 
group intakes were assessed and were acceptable 
(20). Because the Iranian Food Composition Ta-
ble (FCT) is incomplete and has limited data on 
nutrient content of foods, we used the US Depart-
ment of Agriculture (USDA) Food Composition 
Table to analyze foods and beverages (21); how-
ever, the Iranian FCT was used for some national 
foods and beverages, which are not listed in the 
USDA FCT (22). The USDA database for added 
sugar was used to identify the added sugar con-
tents of food items. Intake of added sugar was 
calculated in percent of energy per day (21, 23).  
The FFQ included questions on the frequency of 
consumption and usual portion size of SSBs in-
cluding carbonated drinks and synthetic fruit juic-
es, both of which were combined to estimate the 
daily intake of SSBs. Portion sizes of consumed 
SSBs reported in household measures were then 
converted to grams, and their intakes were catego-
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rized by using quartile cutoffs (<6.7, 6.7-21.8, 
21.9-57.1, >57.1 g/d). Participants with dietary 
SSB intakes <6.7 g/d were considered as the ref-
erence group. The average intake of SSBs (g/day) 
was converted to practical serving sizes, with the 
assumption that one serving was equivalent to 1 
cup or 200 grams. 
 
Lifestyle and anthropometric measurements 
Trained interviewers collected the participants’ 
characteristics using a questionnaire. Information 
on age (years), educational level (illiterate, primary 
education and academic education), smoking be-
havior (yes/no), and physical activity level (MET-
hr/wk) were also assessed. Participants who 
smoked daily or occasionally were considered cur-
rent smokers, and those who had never smoked 
or those who stopped smoking were considered 
non-smokers. Physical activity level was assessed 
using the Persian translated Modifiable Activity 
Questionnaire (MAQ) (24). High reliability and 
relatively moderate validity were reported for the 
Persian translated MAQ in Tehranian adults (25). 
The frequency and time spent on light, moderate, 
hard and very hard intensity activities according to 
the list of common activities of daily life over the 
past year were documented. Physical activity was 
calculated as metabolic equivalent hours per week 
(METs h/wk), and was then categorized to low, 
moderate and high activity groups (26). 
Weight was measured to the nearest 100 g using 
digital scales, while the participants were mini-
mally clothed, without shoes. Height was meas-
ured to the nearest 0.5 cm using a tape meter, in a 
standing position without shoes. Body mass index 
was calculated as weight (kg) divided by square of 
the height (m2). Waist circumference was meas-
ured to the nearest 0.1 cm, at the umbilical level 
and hip circumference was measured at the maxi-
mum level, over light clothing, using a tape meter. 
Body adiposity index was calculated as (hip 
(cm)/height (m) 1.5)-18 (27). Body mass index ≥ 
30 kg/m2 was classified as general obesity and 
waist circumference ≥ 95 cm for both sexes was 
classified as abdominal obesity (28). 
 

Statistical analysis 
All statistical analyses were conducted using SPSS 
(Version 15.0; SPSS Inc, Chicago, IL), and P val-
ues < 0.05 were considered significant. Participant 
characteristics were compared across quartiles of 
SSB intakes using the general linear model, ad-
justed for sex and age or the Chi-square test. Die-
tary intakes of participants were compared across 
quartiles of SSB intakes, using One-way analysis 
of variance or Kruskal-Wallis test. The odds ratio 
(OR) of general and abdominal obesity in each 
quartile of SSB intake was determined using the 
multivariable logistic regression models. Logistic 
regression models included a dichotomous out-
come (obesity (yes or no) or abdominal obesity 
(yes or no)) and quartiles of SSB intakes as the 
main predictor of interest, adjusted for age, sex, 
physical activity, smoking status, education status 
and energy intake. Because total energy intake 
could be in the casual pathway between SSB in-
takes and obesity risk, energy intake was included 
in an additional model. Data are presented as OR 
with 95% confidence interval (CI). To assess the 
overall trends of odds ratio across increasing quar-
tiles of SSB intakes, the median SSB intakes of 
each quartile was used as a continuous variable in 
logistic regression models. The association be-
tween body mass index, waist circumference and 
body adiposity index as continuous variables and 
quartiles of SSB intakes were determined using 
multivariable linear regression models with adjust-
ment for age, sex, physical activity, smoking status, 
education status and energy intake. Data are pre-
sented as β regression and 95% confidence inter-
val. 
 

Results 
 
Mean age of participants was 40.6 y, and mean 
BMI was 27.5 kg/m2. Forty three percent of the 
participants were men. Mean dietary intake of 
SSBs was 48.9 g/d or 0.25 servings/d (65.8 and 
36.2 g/d, in men and women, respectively). Char-
acteristics of the study participants across quartile 
categories of SSBs are shown in Table 1.  
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Table 1: Characteristics of participants according to quartiles of intakes of sugar sweetened beverages 
 

 (n=5852) 

 Q1 
(n=1491) 

Q2 
(n=1435) 

Q3 
(n=1470) 

Q4 
(n=1456) 

P3 

Sugar sweetened beverages (g/d)  
<6.7 

 
6.7-21.8 

 
21.9-57.1 

 
>57.1 

 

Range 2.6±2.7 13.0±4.3 36.1±10.0 144.7±106.8  

Mean      
Age (y)1 45.7±12.7 40.7±12.3 39.7±12.4 36.2±12.4 < 0.001 
Men (%) 30.9 37.3 46.0 58.9 < 0.001 
BMI (kg/m2) 2 26.9±0.13 27.1±0.12 27.6±0.12 27.6±0.12 < 0.001 
Waist circumference (cm) 2 91.7±0.31 92.3±0.29 93.4±0.28 93.7±0.29 < 0.001 
Body adiposity index (%)2 29.7±0.12 29.8±0.11 30.0±0.11 30.1±0.11 0.03 
Physical activity     0.001 

     Low 67.2 71.8 73.2 73.3  

     Moderate 21.1 20.1 16.6 17.2  

     High 11.7 8.1 10.2 9.5  

Current smoker (%) 7.0 8.9 12.2 16.5 < 0.001 
Education status (%)     0.02 

     Illiterate 1.1 0.8 1.4 0.8  

     Primary education 73.1 69.5 69.7 68.1  
     Academic education 25.8 29.7 28.9 31.2  

1 Data are mean ± SD./ 2 Data are age- and sex-adjusted mean ± SE./ 3 P value compared the characteristics of participants 
across quartiles of sugar sweetened beverage intakes using Chi square test, analysis of variance or analysis of covariance. 
 

The distribution of the men in the upper quartile 
of SSBs was significantly higher than the lower 
quartile categories (58.9 vs. 30.9%). Participants in 
the highest compared with the lowest quartile of 
SSBs, were significantly younger (36.2 vs. 45.7 
years, P <0.01), had higher body mass index (27.6 
vs. 26.9 kg/m2), as well as waist circumference 
(93.7 vs. 91.7 cm) and body adiposity index (30.1 

vs. 29.7 %). Higher consumption of SSBs was ob-
served in participants with lower physical activity 
(P<0.01), higher smoking (P<0.01) and higher 
academic education levels (P<0.05). Dietary in-
takes of participants according to the quartile cat-
egories of SSB consumption are presented in Ta-
ble 2. 

 
Table 2: Dietary intakes of participants according to quartiles of intakes of sugar sweetened beverages 

 

 (n=5852) 

 Q1 
(n=1491) 

Q2 
(n=1435) 

Q3 
(n=1470) 

Q4 
(n=1456) 

P 

Sugar sweetened beverages (g/d) 
Range 
Mean 

 
<6.7 

2.6±2.7 

 
6.7-21.8 
13.0±4.3 

 
21.9-57.1 
36.1±10.0 

 
>57.1 

144.7±106.8 

 

Energy (kcal/d) 2207±713 2240±668 2413±678 2712±686 < 0.001 
Carbohydrate (% of total energy) 59.1±11.3 58.9±6.67 58.6±6.51 58.6±6.32 0.15 
Fat (% of total energy) 30.1±23.4 29.6±6.28 30.3±6.05 30.3±5.9 0.48 
Protein (% of total energy) 15.8±10.8 15.0±3.35 14.7±2.90 14.3±2.72 < 0.001 
Total fiber (g/1000 kcal) 21.8±27.0 19.9±6.75 19.6±9.94 17.9±6.22 < 0.001 
Added sugar (% of total energy) 3.52±2.85 4.41±2.81 5.03±2.74 7.11±3.17 < 0.001 
Percentage of added sugar from 
liquid sources (%) 

2.64±5.13 8.59±7.24 16.87±9.95 34.21±17.34 < 0.001 

Data are mean±SD./ P value compared the dietary intakes of participants across quartiles of sugar sweetened beverages using 
One-way analysis of variance and Kruskal-Wallis test. 
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Daily energy intake and energy intake from added 
sugar were significantly higher in participants with 
the highest compared to the lowest consumption 
of SSBs (P<0.01). There was a significant decreas-
ing trend in dietary intakes of protein and total 
fiber across increasing consumption of SSBs 

(P<0.01). Percentage of added sugar from liquid 
sources was over 12 fold in the highest compared 
to the lowest consumption of SSBs.  
Associations of SSB consumption and anthropo-
metric measures in each quartile category of SSBs 
are shown in Table 3. 

 
Table 3: The association between sugar sweetened beverage intakes and anthropometric measures (n=5852) 

 

Quartiles of sugar  
sweetened beverage intake 

Body mass index Waist circumference Body adiposity index 

Q1(<6.7g, reference)    
Q2 (6.7-21.8g) 0.15 (-0.19-0.49) 0.31 (-0.51-1.13) 0.07 (-0.24-0.38) 
Q3 (21.9-57.1g) 0.47 (0.13-0.81) 0.99 (0.16-1.81) 0.19 (-0.12-0.51) 
Q4 (>57.1g) 0.49 (0.13-0.86) 1.28 (0.40-2.16) 0.25 (-0.09-0.59) 

Data are β regression and 95% confidence interval estimated by using linear regression models with adjustment for 
age, sex, physical activity, smoking status, education status and energy intake. 
 
After adjustment for all potential confounding 
variables including age, sex, physical activity, 
smoking status, education status and energy intake, 
a significant association was observed between 
SSB consumption and BMI (β: 0.49, 95% CI: 
0.13-0.86), and waist circumference (β: 1.28, 95% 

CI: 0.40-2.16) in the fourth quartile category. No 
significant association was observed between SSB 
consumption and body adiposity index. 
Odds ratio and 95% confidence interval of general 
and abdominal obesity across quartile categories 
of SSB consumption is provided in Table 4. 

 
Table 4: Odds ratio and 95% confidence interval for general and abdominal obesity across quartile categories of 

sugar sweetened beverage intakes (n=5852) 
 
 

Quartiles of sugar sweet-
ened beverage intakes 

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 

 OR 95%CI OR 95%CI OR 95%CI 

Obesity (BMI≥30 kg/m2) 
Q1(<6.7g, reference)       
Q2 (6.7-21.8g) 1.10 0.93-1.31 1.15 0.96-1.37 1.15 0.96-1.37 
Q3 (21.9-57.1g) 1.23 1.04-1.45 1.25 1.04-1.50 1.24 1.03-1.48 
Q4 (>57.1g)  1.26 1.05-1.51 1.25 1.02-1.50 1.22 1.00-1.48 
P for trend 0.02 0.09 0.15 
Abdominal obesity (WC≥ 95 cm) 
Q1(<6.7g, reference)       
Q2 (6.7-21.8g) 1.09 0.93-1.28 1.10 0.93-1.31 1.10 0.93-1.31 
Q3 (21.9-57.1g) 1.25 1.06-1.47 1.25 1.06-1.48 1.24 1.05-1.47 
Q4 (>57.1g) 1.39 1.18-1.65 1.37 1.15-1.64 1.35 1.12-1.61 
P for trend < 0.001 0.001 0.003 

Model 1: Logistic regression model with adjustment for age and sex. 
Model 2: Additional adjustment for physical activity, smoking status and education status. 
Model 3: Additional adjustment for energy intake. 
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After adjustment for confounding variables, par-
ticipants in the highest compared to the lowest 
quartile category of SSBs had higher risk of gen-
eral obesity (OR: 1.25, 95% CI: 1.02-1.50) and ab-
dominal obesity (OR: 1.37, 95% CI: 1.15-1.64); 
however, these associations became slightly weak-
er after additional adjustment for energy intake 
(OR: 1.22, 95% CI: 1.00-1.48) and (OR: 1.35, 95% 
CI: 1.12-1.61) for general and abdominal obesity, 
respectively.  
 

Discussion 
 

In this cross-sectional study, higher intake of SSBs 
was associated with the higher risk of general and 
abdominal obesity in adults. We also observed 
that increasing SSB intake was associated with in-
creased BMI and waist circumference. Participants 
who consumed > 57.1 g/d (0.28 servings/d) of 
SSBs had 22% higher risk of obesity and 35% 
higher risk of abdominal obesity, compared with 
those in the lowest quartile of SSB consumption; 
these findings support previous observational 
studies, which have shown that regular consump-
tion of SSBs was associated with an increased risk 
of obesity and abdominal obesity (6, 29-32). Malik 
et al, in a meta-analysis of prospective cohort 
studies provided evidence that one daily serving 
increment of SSBs was associated with 0.22 kg 
and 0.12 kg weight gain in adults over 1 year, in 
random and fixed-effects models, respectively (33). 
However, other studies have found no association 
between SSB consumption and obesity (15, 34, 
35). 
Body adiposity index has been proposed as a new 
measurement to determine fat mass (27). In the 
present study, no significant association was 
found between SSB consumption and body adi-
posity index, as an indicator for percentage of adi-
posity; this observation is in agreement with the 
Odegaard et al. study that showed SSB intakes had 
no association with overall adiposity, and a signifi-
cant association was observed only between fre-
quent SSB consumption and more abdominal adi-
posity in non-Hispanic white adults (36).  
In the present study, mean dietary intake of SSBs 
was about 50 g/d or 0.25 servings/d. The mean 

intake of daily soft drinks was 56 ml among Ira-
nian university students (37). SSB intake was low-
er than one serving per day in Iranian adults (38). 
Moreover, percentage of added sugar from liquid 
sources in the fourth quartile of SSBs intake in 
this study was 34%, while the NHANES reported 
that soft drinks and fruit drinks provided >40% 
of added sugars and SSBs are the greatest contrib-
utor to added sugar intake in the United States (17, 
39). These results are in line with differences of 
dietary habits in various countries indicating that 
SSBs had lower consumption in Iran, compared 
to western countries generally.  
Results of epidemiological studies are inconsistent. 
Based on Olsen and Heitman’s meta-analysis, high 
intake of calorically sweetened beverages can be 
regarded as a determinant for obesity (40); On the 
other hand, the Sun and Empie meta-analysis 
found no relationship between BMI and SSB con-
sumption (11). The inconsistency between these 
results may be explained by the adjustment of dif-
ferent confounders, differences in dietary assess-
ment methods, between-country differences in 
dietary patterns, variation in definitions of SSBs 
and different study designs. Furthermore, financial 
conflicts of interest may bias conclusions of sys-
tematic reviews on SSB consumption and weight 
gain or obesity (41). 
Some possible mechanisms may explain the ob-
served associations between consumption of SSBs 
and obesity; studies have shown that liquid foods 
have low satiety effect and SSBs are typically con-
sumed as an addition to usual food intake. There-
fore, they do not reduce consumption of solid 
foods in response (12-14). High fructose corn syr-
up is now used as the sweeteners in SSBs. Results 
of animal studies indicate that high fructose intake 
increased lipogenesis and fat storage (42, 43). Die-
tary fructose reduces circulating insulin and leptin 
levels and inhibits postprandial suppression of 
ghrelin. Therefore, fructose increases hunger rat-
ing and energy intake (16). Higher dietary fructose 
intake was significantly associated with the in-
creased risk of abdominal obesity (44).  
The consumption of SSBs was associated with 
reduced vegetables and milk consumption and 
higher consumption of fast foods (45, 46), imply-
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ing that the associations found in this study are 
results of these unhealthy dietary habits in part.  
This study does have some limitations. Due to the 
cross sectional nature of this study, no causality 
can be drawn between SSB consumption and obe-
sity. The FFQ was used to estimate typical bever-
age consumption over the previous year, but like 
all dietary assessment methods, FFQs have their 
limitations and underreporting is probable. More-
over, it is possible that seasonal variation will in-
fluence fluid consumption. Furthermore, our FFQ 
did not include all different types of SSBs, which 
could result in misclassification of exposure. Alt-
hough we attempted to control for major con-
founders in the present study, residual confound-
ing cannot be ruled out. However, it is noticeable 
that at the population level, the importance of mi-
nor dietary changes in improving health should 
not be underestimated.  
 

Conclusion 
 

SSB consumption in this study was lower than in 
western countries. Despite this, our analysis pro-
vided some evidence regarding the association of 
SSB consumption with higher risk of general and 
abdominal obesity in adults. Therefore, reducing 
consumption of SSBs may be a practical approach 
to reduce energy intake, which in turn could be 
useful in obesity prevention and management. 
Limiting intake of SSBs is one simple dietary be-
havioral change that could have an impact on 
weight control.  
 

Ethical considerations 
 

Ethical issues (Including plagiarism, informed 
consent, misconduct, data fabrication and/or fal-
sification, double publication and/or submission, 
redundancy, etc.) have been completely observed 
by the authors.  
 

Acknowledgments 
 

The authors wish to acknowledge Ms. Niloofar 
Shiva for critical editing of English grammar and 
syntax of the manuscript. This work was funded 
by the Research Institute for Endocrine Sciences, 

Shahid Beheshti University of Medical Sciences, 
I.R. Iran. The authors have no conflicts of interest 
regarding this study. 
 

References 
 

1. Must A, Spadano J, Coakley EH, Field AE, 
Colditz G, Dietz WH (1999). The disease 
burden associated with overweight and obesity. 
JAMA, 282:1523-9. 

2. Swinburn BA, Sacks G, Hall KD, McPherson K, 
Finegood DT, Moodie ML, Gortmaker SL 
(2011). The global obesity pandemic: shaped 
by global drivers and local environments. 
Lancet, 378:804-14. 

3. Mathieu P, Lemieux I, Despres JP (2010). Obesity, 
inflammation, and cardiovascular risk. Clin 
Pharmacol Ther, 87:407-16. 

4. Popkin BM, Nielsen SJ (2003). The sweetening of 
the world's diet. Obes Res, 11:1325-32. 

5. Hu FB (2013). Resolved: there is sufficient 
scientific evidence that decreasing sugar-
sweetened beverage consumption will reduce 
the prevalence of obesity and obesity-related 
diseases. Obes Rev, 14:606-19. 

6. Malik VS, Popkin BM, Bray GA, Despres JP, Hu 
FB (2010). Sugar-sweetened beverages, obesity, 
type 2 diabetes mellitus, and cardiovascular 
disease risk. Circulation, 121:1356-64. 

7. Malik VS, Popkin BM, Bray GA, Despres JP, 
Willett WC, Hu FB (2010). Sugar-sweetened 
beverages and risk of metabolic syndrome and 
type 2 diabetes: a meta-analysis. Diabetes Care, 
33:2477-83. 

8. Vartanian LR, Schwartz MB, Brownell KD 
(2007). Effects of soft drink consumption on 
nutrition and health: a systematic review and 
meta-analysis. Am J Public Health, 97:667-75. 

9. Palmer JR, Boggs DA, Krishnan S, Hu FB, Singer 
M, Rosenberg L (2008). Sugar-sweetened 
beverages and incidence of type 2 diabetes 
mellitus in African American women. Arch 
Intern Med, 168:1487-92. 

10. Dhingra R, Sullivan L, Jacques PF, Wang TJ, Fox 
CS, Meigs JB, D'Agostino RB, Gaziano JM, 
Vasan RS (2007). Soft drink consumption and 
risk of developing cardiometabolic risk factors 
and the metabolic syndrome in middle-aged 
adults in the community. Circulation, 116:480-8. 



Mirmiran et al.: Sugar-Sweetened Beverage Consumption and Risk of General and Abdominal … 

Available at:    http://ijph.tums.ac.ir                                                                                                   1542 

11. Sun SZ, Empie MW (2007). Lack of findings for 
the association between obesity risk and usual 
sugar-sweetened beverage consumption in 
adults--a primary analysis of databases of 
CSFII-1989-1991, CSFII-1994-1998, 
NHANES III, and combined NHANES 
1999-2002. Food Chem Toxicol, 45:1523-36. 

12. De Castro JM (1993). The effects of the 
spontaneous ingestion of particular foods or 
beverages on the meal pattern and overall 
nutrient intake of humans. Physiol Behav, 
53:1133-44. 

13. DiMeglio DP, Mattes RD (2000). Liquid versus 
solid carbohydrate: effects on food intake and 
body weight. Int J Obes Relat Metab Disord, 
24:794-800. 

14. Mattes RD (1996). Dietary compensation by 
humans for supplemental energy provided as 
ethanol or carbohydrate in fluids. Physiol Behav, 
59:179-87. 

15. Bray GA, Nielsen SJ, Popkin BM (2004). 
Consumption of high-fructose corn syrup in 
beverages may play a role in the epidemic of 
obesity. Am J Clin Nutr, 79:537-43. 

16. Teff KL, Elliott SS, Tschop M, Kieffer TJ, Rader 
D, Heiman M, Townsend RR, Keim NL, 
D'Alessio D, Havel PJ (2004). Dietary fructose 
reduces circulating insulin and leptin, 
attenuates postprandial suppression of ghrelin, 
and increases triglycerides in women. J Clin 
Endocrinol Metab, 89:2963-72. 

17. Hu FB, Malik VS (2010). Sugar-sweetened 
beverages and risk of obesity and type 2 
diabetes: epidemiologic evidence. Physiol Behav, 
100:47-54. 

18. Azizi F, Ghanbarian A, Momenan AA, Hadaegh 
F, Mirmiran P, Hedayati M, Mehrabi Y, 
Zahedi-Asl S (2009). Prevention of non-
communicable disease in a population in 
nutrition transition: Tehran Lipid and Glucose 
Study phase II. Trials, 10:5. 

19. Azizi F, Rahmani M, Emami H, Madjid M (2000). 
Tehran Lipid and Glucose Study: rationale and 
design. CVD Prevention, 3:242-7. 

20. Esfahani FH, Asghari G, Mirmiran P, Azizi F 
(2010). Reproducibility and relative validity of 
food group intake in a food frequency 
questionnaire developed for the Tehran Lipid 
and Glucose Study. J Epidemiol, 20:150-8. 

21. laboratory Tnd Food Composition Table (FCT).  
Food and nutrition information center, United 
States Department of Agriculture (USDA),   

22. Azar M, Sarkisian E (1980). Food composition table of 
Iran. ed. National nutrition and food research 
institute shahid beheshti university press. 

23. Food and nutrition information center USDoAU 
Database for the Added Sugars Content of 
Selected Foods. 

24. Kriska AM, Knowler WC, LaPorte RE, Drash 
AL, Wing RR, Blair SN, Bennett PH, Kuller 
LH (1990). Development of questionnaire to 
examine relationship of physical activity and 
diabetes in Pima Indians. Diabetes Care, 13:401-
11. 

25. Momenan AA, Delshad M, Sarbazi N, Rezaei 
Ghaleh N, Ghanbarian A, Azizi F (2012). 
Reliability and validity of the Modifiable 
Activity Questionnaire (MAQ) in an Iranian 
urban adult population. Arch Iran Med, 15:279-
82. 

26. Committee IR (2005). Guidelines for data 
processing and analysis of the International 
Physical Activity Questionnaire (IPAQ). 

27. Bergman RN, Stefanovski D, Buchanan TA, 
Sumner AE, Reynolds JC, Sebring NG, Xiang 
AH, Watanabe RM (2011). A better index of 
body adiposity. Obesity (Silver Spring), 19:1083-9. 

28. Azizi F, Hadaegh F, Khalili D, Esteghamati A, 
Hosseinpanah F, Delavari A, Larijani B, 
Mirmiran P, Zabetian A, Mehrabi Y, Kelishadi 
R, Aghajani H (2010). Appropriate definition 
of metabolic syndrome among Iranian adults: 
report of the Iranian National Committee of 
Obesity. Arch Iran Med, 13:426-8. 

29. Lee HS, Kwon SO, Lee Y (2013). Weight Status 
and Dietary Factors Associated with Sugar-
Sweetened Beverage Intake among Korean 
Children and Adolescents - Korea National 
Health and Nutrition Examination Survey, 
2008-2011. Clin Nutr Res, 2:135-42. 

30. Grimes CA, Riddell LJ, Campbell KJ, Nowson 
CA (2013). Dietary salt intake, sugar-
sweetened beverage consumption, and obesity 
risk. Pediatrics, 131:14-21. 

31. Ambrosini GL, Oddy WH, Huang RC, Mori TA, 
Beilin LJ, Jebb SA (2013). Prospective 
associations between sugar-sweetened 
beverage intakes and cardiometabolic risk 
factors in adolescents. Am J Clin Nutr, 98:327-
34. 



Iran J Public Health, Vol. 44, No.11, Nov 2015, pp.1535-1543  

1543                                                                                                        Available at:  http://ijph.tums.ac.ir 

32. Ko GT, So WY, Chow CC, Wong PT, Tong SD, 
Hui SS, Kwok R, Chan A, Chan CL, Chan JC 
(2010). Risk associations of obesity with sugar-
sweetened beverages and lifestyle factors in 
Chinese: the 'Better Health for Better Hong 
Kong' health promotion campaign. Eur J Clin 
Nutr, 64:1386-92. 

33. Malik VS, Pan A, Willett WC, Hu FB (2013). 
Sugar-sweetened beverages and weight gain in 
children and adults: a systematic review and 
meta-analysis. Am J Clin Nutr, 98:1084-102. 

34. Gomez-Martinez S, Martin A, Romeo J, Castillo 
M, Mesena M, Baraza JC, Jimenez-Pavon D, 
Redondo C, Zamora S, Marcos A (2009). Is 
soft drink consumption associated with body 
composition? A cross-sectional study in 
Spanish adolescents. Nutr Hosp, 24:97-102. 

35. Forshee RA, Anderson PA, Storey ML (2004). 
The role of beverage consumption, physical 
activity, sedentary behavior, and demographics 
on body mass index of adolescents. Int J Food 
Sci Nutr, 55:463-78. 

36. Odegaard AO, Choh AC, Czerwinski SA, Towne 
B, Demerath EW (2012). Sugar-sweetened and 
diet beverages in relation to visceral adipose 
tissue. Obesity (Silver Spring), 20:689-91. 

37. Balaghi S, Faramarzi E, Mahdavi R, 
Ghaemmaghami J (2011). Fluids Intake and 
Beverage Consumption Pattern among 
University Students. Health Promot Perspect, 1:54-
61. 

38. Khosravi-Boroujeni H, Sarrafzadegan N, 
Mohammadifard N, Alikhasi H, Sajjadi F, 
Asgari S, Esmaillzadeh A (2012). 
Consumption of sugar-sweetened beverages in 
relation to the metabolic syndrome among 
Iranian adults. Obes Facts, 5:527-37. 

39. Marriott BP, Olsho L, Hadden L, Connor P 
(2010). Intake of added sugars and selected 
nutrients in the United States, National Health 

and Nutrition Examination Survey 
(NHANES) 2003-2006. Crit Rev Food Sci Nutr, 
50:228-58. 

40. Olsen NJ, Heitmann BL (2009). Intake of 
calorically sweetened beverages and obesity. 
Obes Rev, 10:68-75. 

41. Bes-Rastrollo M, Schulze MB, Ruiz-Canela M, 
Martinez-Gonzalez MA (2013). Financial 
conflicts of interest and reporting bias 
regarding the association between sugar-
sweetened beverages and weight gain: a 
systematic review of systematic reviews. PLoS 
Med, 10:e1001578; dicsussion e1001578. 

42. Baret G, Peyronnet J, Grassi-Kassisse D, Dalmaz 
Y, Wiernsperger N, Geloen A (2002). 
Increased intraabdominal adipose tissue mass 
in fructose fed rats: correction by metformin. 
Exp Clin Endocrinol Diabetes, 110:298-303. 

43. Nakagawa T, Hu H, Zharikov S, Tuttle KR, 
Short RA, Glushakova O, Ouyang X, Feig DI, 
Block ER, Herrera-Acosta J, Patel JM, 
Johnson RJ (2006). A causal role for uric acid 
in fructose-induced metabolic syndrome. Am J 
Physiol Renal Physiol, 290:F625-31. 

44. Hosseini-Esfahani F, Bahadoran Z, Mirmiran P, 
Hosseinpour-Niazi S, Hosseinpanah F, Azizi F 
(2011). Dietary fructose and risk of metabolic 
syndrome in adults: Tehran Lipid and Glucose 
study. Nutr Metab (Lond), 8:50. 

45. Paeratakul S, Ferdinand DP, Champagne CM, 
Ryan DH, Bray GA (2003). Fast-food 
consumption among US adults and children: 
dietary and nutrient intake profile. J Am Diet 
Assoc, 103:1332-8. 

46. Ranjit N, Evans MH, Byrd-Williams C, Evans 
AE, Hoelscher DM (2010). Dietary and 
activity correlates of sugar-sweetened beverage 
consumption among adolescents. Pediatrics, 
126:e754-61. 

 

 
 

 
 
 


