
V
IE

W
PO

IN
TS

RE
SE

A
RC

H
 T

H
E

M
E

 4
: L

iS
T 

TO
O

L

www.jogh.org • doi: 10.7189/jogh.12.08005 1 2022  •  Vol. 12  •  08005

Maternal and child nutrition in  
the Lives Saved Tool: Results of  
a recent update

Electronic supplementary material: 
The online version of this article contains supplementary material.

© 2022 The Author(s)
JoGH © 2022 ISoGH

Cite as: Tong J, Piwoz E, Ruel MT, Brown KH, Black RE, Walker N. Maternal and child 
nutrition in the Lives Saved Tool: Results of a recent update. J Glob Health 2022;12:08005.

Hannah Tong1 , Ellen 
Piwoz2, Marie T Ruel3

, Kenneth H Brown4, 
Robert E Black1, Neff 
Walker1

1 Department of International 
Health, Bloomberg School of 
Public Health, Johns Hopkins 
University, Baltimore, 
Maryland, USA

2 Independent Consultant, 
Annapolis, Maryland, USA

3 Poverty, Health, and 
Nutrition Division, 
International Food 
Policy Research Institute, 
Washington, District of 
Columbia, USA

4 Department of Nutrition and 
Institute for Global Nutrition, 
University of California, 
Davis, California, USA

Correspondence to:
Hannah Tong 
Bloomberg School of Public 
Health, Johns Hopkins University 
United States 
htong4@jh.edu

Background The Lives Saved Tool (LiST) is a mathematical modelling tool for estimat-
ing the survival, health, and nutritional impacts of scaling intervention coverage in low- 
and middle-income countries (LMICs). Various nutrition interventions are included in 
LiST and are regularly (and independently) reviewed and updated as new data emerge. 
This manuscript describes our latest in-depth review of nutrition evidence, focusing on 
intervention efficacy, appropriate population-affected fractions, and new interventions 
for potential inclusion in the LiST model.

Methods An external advisory group (EAG) was assembled to review evidence from sys-
tematic reviews on intervention-outcome (I-O) pairs for women and children under five 
years of age. GRADE quality was assigned to each pair based on a LiST-specific checklist 
to facilitate consistent decisions during the consideration. For existing interventions with 
new information, the EAG was asked to recommend whether to update the default effi-
cacy values and population-affected fractions. For the new interventions, the EAG decid-
ed whether there was sufficient evidence of benefit, and in affirmative cases, information 
on the efficacy and affected fraction values that could be used. Decisions were based on 
expert group consensus.

Results Overall, the group reviewed 53 nutrition-related I-O pairs, including 25 exist-
ing and 28 new ones. Efficacy and population-affected fractions were updated for sev-
en I-O pairs; three pairs were updated for efficacy estimates only, three were updated 
for population-affected fractions only; and nine new I-O pairs were added to the mod-
el, bringing the total of nutrition-related I-O pairs to 34. Included in the new I-O pairs 
were two new nutrition interventions added to LIST: zinc fortification and neonatal vi-
tamin A supplementation.

Conclusions For modelling tools like LiST to be useful, it is crucial to update interven-
tions, efficacy and population-affected fractions as new evidence becomes available. The 
present updates will enable LiST users to better estimate the potential health, nutrition, 
and survival benefits of investing in nutrition.

The Lives Saved Tool (LiST) is a mathematical model that estimates the impact of changes in 
coverage of selected interventions on health outcomes among pregnant women and children 
less than five years of age. The model is built around an assumption that changes in coverage 
of health and nutrition interventions drive health outcomes, either directly or by modifying 
specific risk factors for these outcomes [1].

LiST modelling starts with describing the health status of women and children in a base year 
for all low- and middle-income countries (LMICs) identified by the World Bank. This de-
scription includes levels and causes of mortality (maternal, neonatal, and in 1-59-month-old 
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children), risk factors for mortality or other adverse health outcomes (eg, nutrient deficiencies, age-specific 
levels of stunting and wasting, birth status (including pre-term and small-for-gestational-age) breastfeeding 
practices) and base year levels of coverage of efficacious nutrition and health interventions that have a known 
impact on maternal and child health.

Each intervention in the LiST model is selected based on evidence of efficacy in reducing the risk of cause-spe-
cific mortality or the prevalence of a risk factor of mortality or morbidity. LiST can simulate a hypothetical in-
crease in the coverage of one or more interventions and estimate related changes in the prevalence of risk fac-
tors and rates of mortality based on the changes in coverage of each intervention and its efficacy on the segment 
of the population who is likely to benefit from it. It also incorporates demographic changes in the population 
based on projected future fertility and mortality rates. For more details on the model visit the LiST website [2].

LiST has been used by many organizations, including academic institutions, non-government organizations, 
and government ministries, typically for strategic planning, budgeting, evaluation, or advocacy [3], but most 
often to model the global effects of scaling up interventions on maternal and child health and nutritional sta-
tus outcomes [4-7].

LiST primarily relies on information from systematic reviews for estimates of efficacy because they include evi-
dence from multiple studies, often from diverse LMICs, and therefore provide more robust estimates of efficacy 
than individual studies. However, these analyses may not produce the specific values that are needed in LiST.

Key issues for maintaining and updating the LiST model are adding new interventions as new evidence on ef-
ficacy becomes available and updating estimates of efficacy for existing interventions. A critical issue for nu-
trition interventions is the population to which the benefits of the intervention will accrue. In the model, this 
subset of the population is referred to as the affected fraction, which may be defined as the percentage of the 
population that has an insufficient intake of a nutrient in their diet or the prevalence of a particular deficiency 
according to a recognized biomarker of nutritional status (eg, prevalence of a low concentration of serum reti-
nol). However, most nutrition intervention trials do not screen for pre-existing deficiency; rather, they are con-
ducted in areas with high poverty levels, poor dietary diversity, or high food insufficiency, with the assumption 
that most of the population would benefit from the intervention. Therefore, a critical issue for LiST is selecting 
the appropriate measure of the affected fraction and matching it to the appropriate intervention efficacy value.

The last review and expansion of the nutrition components of LiST was conducted in 2017 [8]. Since then, 
more evidence on efficacy of different nutrition interventions has become available. This study aims to sum-
marize the 2021-22 review process and decisions made regarding LiST inputs. The review examined data on 
nutrition intervention efficacy, including previously included and new interventions and affected fractions.

METHODS
When we began the review, 12 nutrition interventions were included in LiST (Figure 1, Panel A and Panel B). 
We identified potential new interventions for inclusion and compiled and assessed available systematic reviews 
for each of the existing and potential interventions. This evidence was examined by four external advisors with 
extensive nutrition expertise, hereafter referred to as the External Advisory Group (EAG), to decide whether 
new information warranted a change to LiST parameters. In some cases, more in-depth analyses of trial data 
included in the meta-analyses were needed for the group to decide what to include in LiST.

The review considered a variety of interventions, including delivering food or nutrient through supplementa-
tion or fortification, social/behaviour change interventions that might influence food-related or child feeding 
practices, and agricultural or social protection interventions that might affect food accessibility or affordabil-
ity at the population level or in a population sub-group. Treatment for acute malnutrition was not reviewed 
because there were no new data. Potential new interventions were suggested by EAG members, based either 
on their expertise or the recommendation of the interventions by the World Health Organization (WHO).

A quality score for each intervention-outcome (I-O) pair was developed using modified GRADE methods to 
assess the available systematic reviews [9]. Although most systematic reviews already provided quality grad-
ing for each outcome, LiST has additional quality considerations. A LiST-specific quality checklist (presented 
in section three of Online Supplementary Document) was developed to facilitate consistent decisions during 
the I-O pair reviews. The types of reviews that were considered included systematic reviews limited to RCTs 
only, reviews that were a mix of RCTs and non-RCTs, and reviews which contained non-RCTs only. Reviews 
based on RCTs only started off with a high-quality score, the mix of RCTs and non-RCTs started as moderate 
quality, and non-RCTs only started off with low-quality grading. The quality of the evidence was further as-
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sessed and downgraded by one or two levels for serious, or very serious limitations based on five criteria: in-
directness, risk of bias, inconsistency, imprecision, and publication bias.

Indirectness is the degree to which the systematic review included studies that are not of direct relevance to 
LiST, ie, not conducted in settings or among populations with a high likelihood of benefit; it was the most im-
portant criterion applied in the review. We assessed directness according to the population groups studied and 
context. Appropriate population groups varied by intervention and included women of reproductive age (15-
49 years), pregnant women, infants (<6 months), and children (6-59 months). The inclusion of studies carried 
out in LMIC and studies with a clear definition of intervention and comparison groups was also important for 
directly estimating intervention effects on cause-specific mortality, birth outcomes, and child anthropometry,

For risk of bias, we relied on the judgement of the systematic reviews because we did not evaluate all the indi-
vidual studies included for each outcome. Inconsistency was based on variation in the effect estimates across 
studies according to the I2 value. Imprecision was graded based on the number of studies included in the re-
view, the total number of outcome events that occurred, and the width of the confidence interval. Publica-
tion bias was graded based on the funnel plot or statistical tests when available. When the systematic review 
did not provide funnel plots, publication bias was assessed according to the number of included studies with 
small sample sizes and significant effect sizes. When the quality was not downgraded previously, it could be 
upgraded if the effects were large, or a dose-dependent response was documented.

Figure 1. Panel A: Intervention-outcome pairs for women of reproductive age or pregnant women. Panel B: Interven-
tion-outcome pair for infant or children 0-59 months. Blue boxes and arrows are existing interventions and links. Or-
ange boxes and arrows are new interventions and links. IYCF-Infant and young child feeding
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More in-depth analyses were conducted when necessary. We conducted a re-analysis of studies that pro-
vided supplemental complementary food because two of the available systematic reviews [10,11] included 
“any type” of complementary food, while another review [12] included only a small-quantity lipid-based 
nutrient supplement (SQ-LNS). All three reviews compared one type of complementary food to a control 
group that received no supplement. We performed a new meta-analysis including a subset of individual 
studies included in the 3 meta-analyses (reasons for excluding certain studies were explained in the Online 
Supplementary Document) and carried out separate subgroup analyses of three types of complementary 
food: local food without any fortification; prepared food that is industrially processed and fortified but is 
not an LNS; and SQ-LNS.

The EAG reviewed all findings and further analyses independently and discussed their conclusions in four 
90-minute sessions. When one I-O pair had more than one systematic review, we chose the one with a high-
er quality score (even if not the most recent). When the quality scores were the same, we chose the one with 
higher directness. For the potential new interventions, judgment for inclusion was based on the quality of ev-
idence, any reported potential adverse effects, and whether the relevant outcome was linked to mortality. Any 
disagreements about how the evidence should be interpreted were resolved during the four sessions.

For the existing I-Opairs, the EAG proposed effect sizes and affected fractions. For the new interventions, the 
group first decided if there was sufficient evidence for an effect of the intervention on a relevant outcome, and 
if so, recommended the efficacy and affected fractions.

Once a decision was made on the appropriate evidence for the intervention-outcome pair, we converted 
the reported effect size to the efficacy (1-relative risk), or odds ratio used in LiST. Odds ratios are applied to 
outcomes with distributions, including the prevalence of stunting, wasting, and breastfeeding practices. For 
example, if an intervention reduces wasting, the impact is expressed as reduced odds of moving to a more 
severe level of wasting. A detailed description of these conversion calculations is available in section two of 
the Online Supplementary Document. We also checked data sources to update the affected fractions, as 
needed. We searched online and consulted with the EAG on sources of updated data on affected fractions 
for different intervention-outcome pairs, using indicators such as food insecurity, maternal anaemia, and 
zinc deficiency. Our primary objective was to improve the way that LiST applies intervention efficacy esti-
mates, restricting estimations to populations with similar risk profiles and potential to benefit, based on the 
evidence from the trials.

RESULTS
Overall, the group reviewed 53 I-O pairs, including 25 I-O pairs already modelled in LiST and 28 new I-O 
pairs. Both efficacy and affected fractions were updated for seven pairs, efficacy only was updated for three 
pairs, and affected fractions only were updated for three pairs. Nine new I-O pairs were added. The latter in-
cluded two new pairs for maternal nutrition interventions, five new pairs for a new intervention-zinc fortifica-
tion, and two new pairs for a new intervention-neonatal vitamin A supplementation.

Table 1 summarizes the 34 I-O pairs now included in LiST, their updated efficacy and affected fractions, and 
the quality of evidence supporting these decisions. Tables S1 and S2 in the Online Supplementary Docu-
ment summarize the systematic review quality ratings for I-O pairs for women of reproductive age or pregnant 
women and for infants and children 0-59 months, respectively.

Table 2 summarizes the 19 I-O pairs that were reviewed, but not included in LiST at this time. Of those, sev-
en were excluded due to a lack of significant impact on the outcome of interest. Three I-O pairs for interven-
tions addressing child anaemia were excluded because of the lack of evidence of its association with mortali-
ty [13,32-34]. Other reasons for excluding I-O pairs included the lack of systematic reviews available on the 
association of interest, pooled estimates derived from very small study populations (n <400) [38], an inabil-
ity to model the impact due to the way data were presented [29]; the lack of clarity in the definition of the 
intervention (nutrition-sensitive agriculture which may include more than one intervention – eg, agriculture 
inputs and BCC) [31], the absence of country-level data on the outcome of interest (eg, child mortality due 
to neural tube defects), or the review’s failure to provide estimated impacts of the intervention (eg, the direct 
impact of SQ-LNS on cause-specific child mortality other than the indirect effect via stunting and wasting). 
One I-O pair was also excluded because the impact of calcium supplementation on pre-eclampsia might be 
accounted for in other existing links (calcium and preterm birth, and calcium and maternal mortality due to 
hypertensive disorder) [17].
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Table 1. Summary of the 34 nutrition-related intervention-outcome pairs in LiST

Intervention Outcome Efficacy (95% CI)* Reference Affected fraction Quality
Existing intervention-outcome pairs for women of reproductive age or pregnant women

Iron fortification Maternal anaemia† 0.34 (0.24, 0.44) Keats et al., 2019 [13] Percent of WRA who are iron deficient‡ Very low

Folic acid fortification/supplementation Stillbirth due to neural tube defects 0.41 (0.32, 0.48) Imdad et al., 2011 [14] Percent of WRA who are folate insufficient‡ Very low

Folic acid fortification/supplementation
Neonatal mortality due to neural 
tube defects

0.41 (0.30, 0.51) Keats et al., 2019 [13] Percent of WRA who are folate insufficient‡ Very low

Balanced energy protein supplementation Small for gestational age birth 0.29 (0.06, 0.46)§ Lassi et al., 2020 [15] Percent of PW who are food insecure‡ Low

Multiple micronutrient supplementation Small for gestational age birth 0.07 (0.02, 0.12)§ Oh et al., 2020 [16] All PW‡ Moderate

Calcium supplementation Preterm birth 0.19 (-0.02, 0.36)§ Hofmeyr et al., 2018 [17] Percent of PW who are calcium deficient‡ High

Multiple micronutrient supplementation Preterm birth 0.05 (-0.01, 0.10)§ Keats et al., 2019 [18] All PW‡ Moderate

Iron supplementation Maternal anaemia† 0.70 (0.54, 0.81)§ Pena-Rosa et al., 2015 [19] Percent of PW who are iron deficient‡ Moderate

Iron fortification Maternal anaemia† 0.27 (0.16, 0.36)§ Keats et al., 2019 [13] Percent of PW who are iron deficient‡ Very low

Balanced energy protein supplementation Stillbirth 0.61 (0.20, 0.81)§ Lassi et al., 2020 [15] Percent of PW who are food insecure‡ Moderate

Calcium supplementation
Maternal mortality due to 
hypertensive disorder

0.20 (0.02, 0.34) Hofmeyr et al., 2018 [17] Percent of PW who are calcium deficient‡ Low

Existing intervention-outcome pairs for infant and children 0-59 mo

Infant and young child feeding education Early initiation of breastfeeding

OR = 1.82 (1.32, 2.50) when 
delivered in health system; 
OR = 3.38 (1.97, 5.90) when 
delivered in home/community; 
OR = 4.96 (2.88, 8.54) when 
delivered in combined settings

Sinha et al., 2017 [20] All infants <1 mo Very low

Infant and young child feeding education Exclusive breastfeeding <1 mo

OR = 2.03 (1.33, 3.10) when 
delivered in health system; 
OR = 2.17 (1.84, 2.56) when 
delivered in home/community; 
OR = 2.33 (0.85, 6.45) when 
delivered in combined settings

Sinha et al., 2017 [20] All infants <1 mo Low

Infant and young child feeding education Exclusive breastfeeding 1-6 mo

OR = 3.07 (2.09, 4.52) when 
delivered in health system; 
OR = 2.48 (1.99, 3.09) when 
delivered in home/community; 
OR = 6.8 (3.75, 12.33) when 
delivered in combined settings

Sinha et al., 2017 [20] All infants 1-6 mo Low

Infant and young child feeding education Continued breastfeeding 6-23 mo

OR = 1.42 (0.88, 2.28) when 
delivered in health system; no 
estimates for home/community; 
OR = 1.42 when delivered in 
combined settings

Sinha et al., 2017 [20] All infants and young children 6- 23 mo Very low

Complementary feeding education only Stunting
OR = 1.3 (1.1, 1.5) for no 
education

Panjwani et al., 2016 [10] Percent of children 6-23 mo who are food secure‖ High
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Intervention Outcome Efficacy (95% CI)* Reference Affected fraction Quality

Provision of appropriate fortified 
complementary food¶

Stunting
OR = 1.66 (1.48, 1.86) with the 
intervention; OR = 1.92 (1.64, 
2.28) without the intervention§

Dewey et al., 2021 [12] Percent of children 6-23 mo who are food insecure‖ High

Provision of appropriate fortified 
complementary food¶

Wasting
OR = 1.5 with the intervention; 
OR = 1.64 without the 
intervention§

Dewey et al., 2021 [12] Percent of children 6-23 mo who are food insecure‖ High

Zinc supplementation Stunting
OR = 1.11 (1.04, 1.20) for no 
zinc supplementation

Bhutta et al., 2013 [4] Percent of children 12-59 mo who are zinc deficient High

Zinc supplementation Diarrhoea incidence 0.65 (0.48, 0.77) Black et al., 2013 [21] Percent of children 12-59 mo who are zinc deficient Moderate

Vitamin A supplementation Diarrhoea incidence 0.38 (0.13, 0.56) Black et al., 2013 [21] Percent of children 6-59 mo who are vitamin A deficient Low

Zinc supplementation Pneumonia incidence 0.52 (0.28, 0.68) Black et al., 2013 [21] Percent of children 12-59 mo who are zinc deficient High

Zinc for treatment of diarrhoea Neonatal mortality due to diarrhoea 0.23 (0.15, 0.31) Walker et al., 2010 [22] Infants <1 mo with diarrhoea Moderate

Zinc for treatment of diarrhoea Child mortality due to diarrhoea 0.23 (0.15, 0.31) Walker et al., 2010 [22] Children 6-59 mo with diarrhoea Moderate

Zinc supplementation Child mortality due to diarrhoea 0.50 (-0.25, 0.73) Black et al., 2013 [21] Percent of children 12-59 mo who are zinc deficient Moderate

Zinc supplementation Child mortality due to pneumonia 0.49 (-0.28, 0.80) Black et al., 2013 [21] Percent of children 12-59 mo who are zinc deficient Moderate

Vitamin A supplementation Child mortality due to diarrhoea 0.53 (0.35, 0.66) Black et al., 2013 [21] Percent of children 6- 59 mo who are vitamin A deficient High

New intervention-outcome pair for women of reproductive age or pregnant women

Folic acid fortification/supplementation Preterm birth 0.12 (0.09, 0.15) Li et al., 2019 [23] Percent of WRA who are folate insufficient Very low

Multiple micronutrient supplementation Stillbirth 0.09 (0.02, 0.15) Oh et al., 2020 [16] All pregnant women High

New intervention-outcome pairs received by infants and children 0-59 mo

Neonatal Vitamin A supplementation Neonatal mortality due to diarrhea 0.13 (0.06, 0.20)
Neonatal Vitamin A 
supplementation evidence 
group, 2019 [24]

Percent of PW who are vitamin A deficient Moderate

Neonatal Vitamin A supplementation Child mortality due to diarrhea 0.13 (0.06, 0.20)
Neonatal Vitamin A 
supplementation evidence 
group, 2019 [24]

Percent of PW who are vitamin A deficient Moderate

Zinc fortification Diarrhea incidence 0.65 (0.48, 0.77) Black et al., 2013 [21] Percent of children 12-59 mo who are zinc deficient Low

Zinc fortification Pneumonia incidence 0.52 (0.28, 0.68) Black et al., 2013 [21] Percent of children 12-59 mo who are zinc deficient Moderate

Zinc fortification Stunting
OR = 1.11 (1.04, 1.20) for no 
zinc fortification

Bhutta et al., 2013 [4] Percent of children 12-59 mo who are zinc deficient Moderate

Zinc fortification Child mortality due to diarrhea 0.50 (-0.25, 0.73) Black et al., 2013 [21] Percent of children 12-59 mo who are zinc deficient Low

Zinc fortification Child mortality due to pneumonia 0.49 (-0.28, 0.20) Black et al., 2013 [21] Percent of children 12-59 mo who are zinc deficient Low

CI – confidence interval, PW – pregnant women, WRA – non-pregnant women of reproductive age, 15-49 years old, IYCF – infant and young child feeding, OR – odds ratio, mo – months
*If not specified, efficacy is calculated as 1-relative risk; OR is also used in the model to estimate impact of an intervention.
†Outcome changed from iron-deficiency anaemia to all anaemia.
‡Updated affected fraction.
§Updated efficacy.
‖Updated data source for the affected fraction.
¶The estimates of efficacy from the meta-analysis on SQ-LNS trials was used for the intervention.

Table 1. continued
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Table 2. Summary of the 19 intervention-outcome pairs excluded and reason for exclusion

Intervention Outcome Reference Quality Reason for exclusion
Intervention-outcome pairs for women of reproductive age or pregnant women

Periconceptual folic acid fortification Child mortality due to neural tube defects Blencowe et al., 2018 [25] Very low
Lack of information on proportion of child mortality due to neural 
tube defects

Zinc fortification Preterm birth Carducci et al., 2021 [26] Low Evidence from supplementation trials showed insignificant impact

Omega-3 fatty acid supplementation Preterm birth Middleton, 2018 [27] Moderate Evidence showed insignificant impact and potential adverse impact

Vitamin D supplementation Preterm birth Palacios et al., 2018 [28] Low Evidence showed insignificant impact and potential adverse impact

Stop smoking education Preterm birth Chamberlain et al., 2017 [29] Moderate
Inability to model due to the way data were presented. Evidence 
showed insignificant impact on preterm birth and significant impact on 
low birth weight, but the impact on SGA was not reported

Deworming Maternal anaemia Salam et al., 2021 [30] Low Evidence showed insignificant impact

Calcium supplementation Pre-eclampsia Hofmeyr et al., 2018 [17] Low
The impact was probably accounted in the link between calcium and 
preterm birth

Thiamine supplementation Neonatal mortality NA NA No available systematic review

Intervention-outcome pairs for infants and children 0-59 mo

Nutrition sensitive agriculture intervention Appropriate complementary feeding Margolies et al., 2022 [31] Very low No standard definition of the intervention

Provision of SQ-LNS Child anaemia Wessells et al., 2021 [32] Moderate Lack of evidence on link between child anemia and mortality

Multiple micronutrient powder Child anaemia
Suchdev et al., 2020 [33];  
De-regil et al., 2017 [34]

Moderate Lack of evidence on link between child anemia and mortality

Iron fortification Child anaemia Keats et al., 2019 [13] Very low Lack of evidence on link between child anemia and mortality

Deworming Wasting Thayer et al., 2017 [35] Very low Evidence showed insignificant impact

Prophylactic antibiotics Stunting NA NA No available systematic review

Vitamin D supplementation Pneumonia incidence Martineau et al., 2017 [36] Low Evidence showed insignificant impact

Vitamin D supplementation Stunting Huey et al., 2020 [37] Low Evidence showed insignificant impact

Neonatal zinc supplementation Neonatal mortality due to sepsis Irfan et al., 2022 [38] Very low Very small study population (n <300)

Zinc for treatment of sepsis Neonatal mortality due to sepsis Irfan et al., 2022 [38] Very Low Very small study population (n <400)

Provision of SQ-LNS Child mortality Stewart et al., 2020 [39] Moderate
The review examined MQ-LNS and SQ-LNS together and estimated 
direct impact of SQ-LNS on cause-specific mortality was not available.

NA – not applicable, MQ-LNS – median-quantity lipid-based nutrient, SQ-LNS – small-quantity lipid-based nutrient supplementation
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In the past, the benefits of vitamin A and zinc supplementation were applied only to affected fractions, ie, chil-
dren who are vitamin A or zinc deficient. In this review, the benefit of all the other preventive interventions 
providing a macro- or micro-nutrient supplement, like calcium, iron, or folic acid for pregnant women, were 
likewise applied just to the percentage of the population deemed to be deficient/insufficient in the specific 
macro/micronutrient. The rationale for this decision is that the efficacy of the intervention was also determined 
based on trials conducted among populations at high risk of deficiency or was adjusted to attribute the impact 
to the deficient fraction of the population.

Our new meta-analysis on the effects of supplemental complementary foods [40-59] showed that, of the three 
different types of complementary food, only SQ-LNS has a significant benefit on height-for-age z-score (HAZ) 
and weight-for-height z-score (WHZ) (Figure 2, Panels A and B). Given that 1) national programs for the 
provision of SQ-LNS are not yet widely available in LMICs, and 2) there are only six studies on other com-
plementary foods that are not LNS, we decided not to restrict the intervention to the provision of SQ-LNS 
only, but rather to call the intervention “Provision of appropriate fortified complementary food”. The esti-
mates of efficacy from the meta-analysis on SQ-LNS trials were used for this intervention (Table 1). A recent 
review that examined the impact of SQ-LNS on different levels of wasting and stunting [60] found that SQ-
LNS reduces severe wasting (31%) and severe stunting (17%) more than it affects moderate wasting (12%) 
and moderate stunting (14%). Since severe wasting and stunting result in greater mortality impact, the EAG 
also recommended separate assessments of the impact of SQ-LNS depending on the levels of wasting and 
stunting. We are currently working with programmers to incorporate these different categories of wasting 
and stunting in the model. Meanwhile, we used the combined categories of overall wasting and stunting in 
the model (Table 1).

Food insecurity as a measure for limited access to sufficient, safe, and nutritious food characterizes the subset 
of the population that can likely benefit from nutrition interventions that provide supplemental food. Previous-
ly, the food insecurity indicator used in LiST was the percentage of the population living below $ 1.90 a day, 

Figure 2. Provision of complementary food vs no supplemental complementary food. Panel A: mean difference in height-for-age z-score. 
Panel B: mean difference in weight for height z-score. Iannotti 2017 [56] provided egg.
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which is an indicator of poverty. With the Food Insecurity Experience Scale (FIES) indicator now available for 
77 countries (from 2014-2018, reported in three-year averages) [61] and included in the regular Gallup Polls 
data collection [62], we decided to use FIES rather than an income-related poverty indicator in LiST as this 
metric has been shown through validation studies to accurately reflect different levels of severity of food inse-
curity in LMICs populations [63]. However, FIES data were missing for several countries, including India and 
Pakistan, which account for roughly 20% of the total LMICs population. To assess whether the percentage of 
the population living on<$1.90/d could be used for countries where FIES data were unavailable, we performed 
a correlation analysis in countries where both data were available. We found a strong correlation between FIES 
and the percentage of the population living on<$1.90/d (Pearson correlation coefficient = 0.82) and decided to 
use the percentage of the population living on<$1.90/d for countries when FIES data are unavailable.

We added two new I-O pairs for maternal nutrition interventions (Figure 1, Panel A). For non-pregnant wom-
en of reproductive age, a meta-analysis based on eight observational studies concluded that periconceptional 
folic acid supplementation reduced the risk of preterm birth [23]. There are few national programs for folic 
acid supplementation before pregnancy and more programs for folic acid fortification; hence we decided to 
model the impact of either periconceptional folic acid supplementation or fortification. For consistency, we 
named this intervention folic acid supplementation/fortification.

For pregnant women, we added a new I-O pair for multiple micronutrient supplementation (MMN) and still-
birth (Table 1). The evidence on MMN and stillbirth was reported in three systematic reviews. Two older re-
views included a similar set of studies, and the impact was significant in a fixed effects model but not in a 
random effects model [18,64]. The most recent review mistakenly included a large calcium trial [16], but pro-
vided a subgroup analysis of trials using MMN containing greater than four micronutrients, which included 
a similar set of studies as in the other two reviews and found a significant impact on stillbirths in a random 
effects model [16].

Two new interventions for children, zinc fortification and neonatal vitamin A supplementation were added to 
LiST. Although no direct evidence was available for zinc fortification and health outcomes, a recent meta-anal-
ysis found that consumption of zinc-fortified food increased plasma/serum zinc concentration, with a corre-
sponding decrease in the prevalence of zinc deficiency [65]. We applied efficacy estimates from zinc supple-
mentation trials to model the impact of zinc fortification on zinc-deficient children. As a result, five additional 
intervention-outcome pairs were added (Figure 1, Panel B).

Receipt of vitamin A within the first 2-3 days after birth is effective at reducing all-cause mortality in infants 
<6 months of age [24]. Based on the evidence, WHO provided a context-specific recommendation (settings 
with the prevalence of VAD deficiency ≥10% and infant mortality rate >50 per 1000 live births) for the inter-
vention [66]. Most South Asian countries did not meet these criteria, including the countries where a bene-
fit was demonstrated. Therefore, we decided not to adopt the WHO context criteria. Instead, we applied this 
intervention using the percentage of vitamin A-deficient pregnant women as our affected fraction. Since only 
cause-specific mortality is modelled in LiST and vitamin A was effective at reducing diarrhoea, the intervention 
was applied only to mortality due to diarrhoea for infants <6 months old. It was noted that vitamin A supple-
mentation for children 6-59 months is a different intervention in the model and was applied to mortality in 
6-59-month-olds due to diarrhoea (Table 1).

DISCUSSION
The 34 nutrition intervention-outcome pairs in LiST include 14 interventions (six for women of reproductive 
age and pregnant women and eight for infants and children) and 16 nutrition, disease incidence and cause-spe-
cific mortality outcomes (Figure 1, Panel A and B). The present updates to the selected interventions, the mag-
nitude of their impact, and affected fractions will enable LiST users to better estimate the potential health, nu-
trition, and survival benefits of investing in nutrition.

Much has been written about the relatively low cost and high return on investment that can be achieved by 
investing in proven nutrition interventions [4,67,68], but such investments have not reached their full poten-
tial. The 2021 Tokyo Nutrition for Growth Summit garnered $27 billion in new, multi-year pledges of sup-
port to address all forms of malnutrition, falling well short of the $10.8 billion needed annually to achieve the 
2030 global maternal and child undernutrition SDG targets [69]. The global nutrition investment gap is likely 
to widen even further with the combined challenges posed by COVID-19, the conflict in Ukraine, and climate 
change [70-73], underscoring the need for governments to make better use of available resources while aim-
ing to increase overall levels of investments in nutrition.
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LiST can help decision-makers prioritize the most impactful interventions in their population at specific time 
points. A strength of the tool is the routine updating of interventions, values for efficacy, and affected fraction 
based on evolving scientific evidence. The tool allows for the calculation of benefits of interventions when 
only some population sub-groups can actually benefit from them. For example, the benefits of neonatal vita-
min A supplementation can be estimated for the subset of infants born to vitamin A deficient mothers, even 
in populations where the prevalence of vitamin A deficiency is less than the threshold proposed by the cur-
rent WHO recommendation. Because LiST uses cause-specific mortality, the impact of the interventions can 
account for the varying causes of death over time and the difference from the patterns that occurred at the 
time of the original trials. For example, diarrhoea and measles are now responsible for a much smaller pro-
portion of child deaths compared to 20 years ago [74], so the mortality impact of interventions that reduce 
the risk of these illnesses is expected to be less than at the time of the trials – LiST takes these time-related 
changes into account.

LiST also has some limitations. Sufficient evidence is not always available for potential interventions with like-
ly beneficial impacts, so certain assumptions and proxies are sometimes used in the model. For example, re-
sults from nutrient supplementation trials may be extrapolated to fortification interventions, as was done in 
the case of zinc fortification. We acknowledge that more research is needed to better understand if zinc for-
tification performs the same as supplementation, but recent observations confirming the positive impact of 
zinc fortification on serum zinc concentration allow for an assumption that other benefits observed with zinc 
supplementation will likewise accrue with zinc fortification interventions. The tool also relies on average es-
timates of efficacy observed in different trials, whereas benefits may vary across risk groups in a population. 
Nevertheless, LiST users have the flexibility to change estimates of efficacy and affected fraction based on their 
knowledge about a country or certain circumstances.

One limitation of this study is the lack of resources to conduct new systematic reviews. Relying on existing 
systematic reviews means that we had to compromise for certain intervention-outcome pairs, as described 
above for different types of complementary foods. These estimates will be updated as more evidence becomes 
available. A recent systematic review reported no difference in growth outcomes among children given forti-
fied vs non-fortified complementary foods [75], but none of the included studies had a control arm receiving 
no supplemental complementary food.

In LiST, we use efficacy or odds ratio to estimate the impact of an intervention. However, the “efficacy” esti-
mates used in LiST are not always drawn from true efficacy trials where everyone who should receive the inter-
vention actually receives it. Sometimes our estimates are effectiveness studies in real-world contexts without a 
guarantee that everyone receives the intervention as planned. In some instances, where trial data were lacking, 
we used observational studies to estimate the impact. Using data from a mix of efficacy and effectiveness trials 
and treating them as efficacy is a limitation of the model. We accept this limitation because gold standard data 
are not always available in LMICs due to research resource constraints and ethical concerns (in some cases) 
about withholding interventions from a control group.

In this update, we encountered several challenges. One is how to best match the efficacy and the affected 
fraction. For example, in the most recent Cochrane review on calcium supplementation for pregnant wom-
en, the impact on preterm birth is statistically insignificant for trials in populations with low calcium intake, 
but the pooled impact is greater and significant for trials in populations with adequate or low calcium in-
take [17]. A previous systematic review [76] found a significant impact on the low calcium intake popula-
tion. We believe that the evidence is sufficient to prove the effect, but we do not want to overestimate the 
impact. Therefore, we decide to keep the affected fraction as a calcium deficient population (also consistent 
with the WHO recommendation) and use the efficacy based on low calcium intake trials from the most re-
cent Cochrane review.

Another challenge we faced for some interventions is how to identify the appropriate affected fraction and 
the data source for this information. For balanced energy protein supplementation (BEP) in pregnant women, 
for example, the study populations do not have clear and consistent characteristics that make them more re-
sponsive to the intervention. Some studies included only women with low body-mass index, whereas others 
characterized the study population as having a suboptimal nutritional status defined by low energy intake or 
nutritional deficiency. We decide that food insecurity best describes the population that can benefit from BEP, 
so this is the information used to determine the affected fraction for this intervention.

The conceptual basis for defining the affected fraction for micronutrient supplementation for children is more 
straightforward, as it can be based on the prevalence of a particular deficiency. However, it can be challenging 
to determine the prevalence of deficiency when there is sparse information on biomarkers of micronutrient sta-
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tus, as is the case with zinc. The recommended biomarkers for assessing zinc status are plasma or serum zinc 
concentration [77], but national-level data on plasma/serum zinc are not widely available in LMICs [78]. In 
lieu of this information, we applied data on the adequacy of zinc in the national food supply based on national 
food balance sheet data [58]. Affected fractions for all other nutrient deficiencies (except vitamin A deficiency 
among pregnant women) are based on rough proxies of inadequate intake, because true prevalence based on 
biomarker data are also not available [79].

Although we systematically looked for newer reviews (published after the last LiST update) to revise our effect 
sizes for the different interventions and outcomes, there are instances where we choose not to update the pre-
vious estimates because of concerns with the inclusion or exclusion criteria used in some of the new reviews. 
For example, two large recent systematic reviews on vitamin and mineral supplementation – one for pregnant 
women and one for children under five years – excluded studies published before 1995 [16,80]. This criteri-
on excluded several older trials for calcium, iron, and vitamin A, not on the basis of poor quality, but on the 
basis of date of publication. We decide that excluding older studies is inappropriate because 1) vitamin and 
mineral supplementation impacts various health outcomes through biological pathways that are not deemed 
to be time-dependent and 2) the time varying prevalence of nutritional risk groups is already accounted for 
by the affected fraction in the model and secular changes in the distribution of causes of neonatal and child 
deaths included in LiST.

We found evidence for new intervention-outcome pairs. For child anaemia, there is sufficient evidence to 
support intervention effects of SQ-LNS, multiple micronutrient powder, and iron fortification (Table 2 and 
Online Supplementary Document), but we decided not to include the intervention for now because LiST 
is a mortality focused model, meaning all the risk factors are linked to mortality. Currently, no evidence for 
child anaemia and risk of mortality exists. There is solid evidence for calcium supplementation and pre-ec-
lampsia, but we cannot disentangle the linkages between calcium and preterm [17] or the association be-
tween pre-eclampsia and preterm birth [81]. We therefore decided not to include preeclampsia in LiST until 
we have more knowledge on how to handle the complicated associations between calcium, preeclampsia, 
and preterm birth. We recognize that pre-eclampsia is also a risk factor for maternal mortality, but this is be-
yond the scope of this study.

CONCLUSIONS
LiST incorporates new scientific evidence as it becomes available, which is crucial for modelling tool to remain 
useful. In the present updates, we reviewed 53 intervention-outcome pairs to update LiST and the tool now 
has 34 nutrition intervention-outcome pairs (an increase from 25 before this review). The new set includes 
nine new intervention-outcome pairs, 13 existing links with updated efficacy and/or affected fractions, and 
12 existing links with no changes to estimates of efficacy or affected fraction. Assessing quality of the available 
systematic reviews is an important step in the regular updates, especially when systematic reviews yield incon-
sistent estimates of intervention efficacy. It is important for systematic reviews to provide clear inclusion and 
exclusion criteria to help us to interpret the evidence and to identify the appropriate estimates of efficacy and 
population-affected fraction to use in LiST.

Funding: The publication costs for all supplement articles were funded by a grant from the Bill & Melinda Gates Foun-
dation (Improving Measurement and Program Design; Grant number 127590).

Authorship contributions: HT conducted literature search and gathered necessary information from systematic reviews. 
HT and NW defined quality metrics, drafted the paper, tables and supplementary materials. EP, MR, KB, and RB formed 
the external advisory group, provided expertise, and revised the content and language of the paper.

Disclosure of interest: The authors completed the ICMJE Disclosure of Interest Form (available upon request from the 
corresponding author) and declare no relevant interests.

Additional material: 
Online Supplementary Document

https://jogh.org/documents/2022/jogh-12-08005-s001.pdf


Tong et al.
V

IE
W

PO
IN

TS
RE

SE
A

RC
H

 T
H

E
M

E
 4

: L
iS

T 
TO

O
L

2022  •  Vol. 12  •  08005 12 www.jogh.org •  doi: 10.7189/jogh.12.08005

 1  Walker N, Tam Y, Friberg IK. Overview of the Lives Saved Tool (LiST). BMC Public Health. 2013;13 Suppl 3:S1.
 2  The Lives Saved Tool [Available from: https://www.livessavedtool.org/.
 3  Stegmuller AR, Self A, Litvin K, Roberton T. How is the Lives Saved Tool (LiST) used in the global health community? Results 

of a mixed-methods LiST user study. BMC Public Health. 2017;17 Suppl 4:773. Medline:29143640 doi:10.1186/s12889-
017-4750-5

 4  Bhutta ZA, Das JK, Rizvi A, Gaffey MF, Walker N, Horton S, et al. Evidence-based interventions for improvement of maternal 
and child nutrition: what can be done and at what cost? Lancet. 2013;382:452-77. Medline:23746776 doi:10.1016/S0140-
6736(13)60996-4

 5  Bhutta ZA, Das JK, Bahl R, Lawn JE, Salam RA, Paul VK, et al. Can available interventions end preventable deaths in moth-
ers, newborn babies, and stillbirths, and at what cost? Lancet. 2014;384:347-70. Medline:24853604 doi:10.1016/S0140-
6736(14)60792-3

 6  Black RE, Levin C, Walker N, Chou D, Liu L, Temmerman M. Reproductive, maternal, newborn, and child health: key mes-
sages from Disease Control Priorities 3rd Edition. The Lancet. 2016;388(10061):2811-24.

 7  Victora CG, Bahl R, Barros AJD, França GVA, Horton S, Krasevec J, et al. Breastfeeding in the 21st century: epidemiology, 
mechanisms, and lifelong effect. Lancet. 2016;387:475-90. Medline:26869575 doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(15)01024-7

 8  Walker N, Friberg IK. The Lives Saved Tool in 2017: Updates, Applications, and Future Directions. BMC Public Health. 
2017;17.

 9  Ryan R, Hill S. How to GRADE the quality of the evidence. Cochrane Consumers and Communication Group, Version 3.0 
December 2016.

10  Panjwani A, Heidkamp R. Complementary Feeding Interventions Have a Small but Significant Impact on Linear and Ponderal 
Growth of Children in Low- and Middle-Income Countries: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. J Nutr. 2017;147:2169S-78S. 
Medline:28904113 doi:10.3945/jn.116.243857

11  Lassi ZS, Rind F, Irfan O, Hadi R, Das JK, Bhutta ZA. Impact of Infant and Young Child Feeding (IYCF) Nutrition Interven-
tions on Breastfeeding Practices, Growth and Mortality in Low- and Middle-Income Countries: Systematic Review. Nutrients. 
2020;12:722. Medline:32164187 doi:10.3390/nu12030722

12  Dewey KG, Wessells KR, Arnold CD, Prado EL, Abbeddou S, Adu-Afarwuah S, et al. Characteristics that modify the effect of 
small-quantity lipid-based nutrient supplementation on child growth: an individual participant data meta-analysis of random-
ized controlled trials. Am J Clin Nutr. 2021;114 Suppl 1:15S-42S. Medline:34590672 doi:10.1093/ajcn/nqab278

13  Keats EC, Neufeld LM, Garrett GS, Mbuya MNN, Bhutta ZA. Improved micronutrient status and health outcomes in low- and 
middle-income countries following large-scale fortification: evidence from a systematic review and meta-analysis. Am J Clin 
Nutr. 2019;109:1696-708. Medline:30997493 doi:10.1093/ajcn/nqz023

14  Imdad A, Yakoob MY, Bhutta ZA. The effect of folic acid, protein energy and multiple micronutrient supplements in pregnan-
cy on stillbirths. BMC Public Health. 2011;11 Suppl 3:S4.

15  Lassi ZS, Padhani ZA, Rabbani A, Rind F, Salam RA, Das JK, et al. Impact of Dietary Interventions during Pregnancy on Ma-
ternal, Neonatal, and Child Outcomes in Low- and Middle-Income Countries. Nutrients. 2020;12:531. Medline:32092933 
doi:10.3390/nu12020531

16  Oh C, Keats EC, Bhutta ZA. Vitamin and Mineral Supplementation During Pregnancy on Maternal, Birth, Child Health and De-
velopment Outcomes in Low- and Middle-Income Countries: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. Nutrients. 2020;12:491. 
Medline:32075071 doi:10.3390/nu12020491

17  Hofmeyr GJ, Lawrie TA, Atallah AN, Torloni MR. Calcium supplementation during pregnancy for preventing hypertensive dis-
orders and related problems. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2018;10:CD001059. Medline:30277579 doi:10.1002/14651858.
CD001059.pub5

18  Keats EC, Haider BA, Tam E, Bhutta ZA. Multiple-micronutrient supplementation for women during pregnancy. Cochrane 
Database Syst Rev. 2019;3:CD004905. Medline:30873598

19  Peña-Rosas JP, De-Regil LM, Garcia-Casal MN, Dowswell T. Daily oral iron supplementation during pregnancy. Cochrane Da-
tabase Syst Rev. 2015;(7):CD004736. Medline:26198451

20  Sinha B, Chowdhury R, Upadhyay RP, Taneja S, Martines J, Bahl R, et al. Integrated Interventions Delivered in Health Systems, 
Home, and Community Have the Highest Impact on Breastfeeding Outcomes in Low- and Middle-Income Countries. J Nutr. 
2017;147:2179S-87S. Medline:28904116 doi:10.3945/jn.116.242321

21  Black RE, Victora CG, Walker SP, Bhutta ZA, Christian P, de Onis M, et al. Maternal and child undernutrition and over-
weight in low-income and middle-income countries. Lancet. 2013;382:427-51. Medline:23746772 doi:10.1016/S0140-
6736(13)60937-X

22  Walker CL, Black RE. Zinc for the treatment of diarrhoea: effect on diarrhoea morbidity, mortality and incidence of future ep-
isodes. Int J Epidemiol. 2010;39 Suppl 1:i63-9. Medline:20348128 doi:10.1093/ije/dyq023

23  Li B, Zhang X, Peng X, Zhang S, Wang X, Zhu C. Folic Acid and Risk of Preterm Birth: A Meta-Analysis. Front Neurosci. 
2019;13:1284. Medline:31849592 doi:10.3389/fnins.2019.01284

24  Neonatal Vitamin ASEg. Early neonatal vitamin A supplementation and infant mortality: an individual participant data me-
ta-analysis of randomised controlled trials. Arch Dis Child. 2019;104:217-26. Medline:30425075 doi:10.1136/archdis-
child-2018-315242

25  Blencowe H, Kancherla V, Moorthie S, Darlison MW, Modell B. Estimates of global and regional prevalence of neural tube de-
fects for 2015: a systematic analysis. Ann N Y Acad Sci. 2018;1414:31-46. Medline:29363759 doi:10.1111/nyas.13548

26  Carducci B, Keats EC, Bhutta ZA. Zinc supplementation for improving pregnancy and infant outcome. Cochrane Database Syst 
Rev. 2021;3:CD000230. Medline:33724446

RE
FE

RE
N

C
E

S

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29143640&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-017-4750-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-017-4750-5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23746776&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(13)60996-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(13)60996-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24853604&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)60792-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)60792-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26869575&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(15)01024-7
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28904113&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28904113&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3945/jn.116.243857
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32164187&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu12030722
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34590672&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/nqab278
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30997493&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/nqz023
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32092933&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu12020531
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32075071&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32075071&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu12020491
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30277579&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD001059.pub5
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD001059.pub5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30873598&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26198451&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28904116&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3945/jn.116.242321
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23746772&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(13)60937-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(13)60937-X
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=20348128&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/ije/dyq023
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31849592&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2019.01284
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30425075&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1136/archdischild-2018-315242
https://doi.org/10.1136/archdischild-2018-315242
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29363759&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/nyas.13548
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33724446&dopt=Abstract


Nutrition in the LiST: Results of a recent update

V
IE

W
PO

IN
TS

RE
SE

A
RC

H
 T

H
E

M
E

 4
: L

iS
T 

TO
O

L

www.jogh.org • doi: 10.7189/jogh.12.08005 13 2022  •  Vol. 12  •  08005

27  Middleton P, Gomersall JC, Gould JF, Shepherd E, Olsen SF, Makrides M. Omega-3 fatty acid addition during pregnancy. Co-
chrane Database Syst Rev. 2018;11:CD003402. Medline:30480773

28  Palacios C, Kostiuk LK, Pena-Rosas JP. Vitamin D supplementation for women during pregnancy. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 
2019;7:CD008873. Medline:31348529 doi:10.1002/14651858.CD008873.pub4

29  Chamberlain C, O’Mara-Eves A, Porter J, Coleman T, Perlen SM, Thomas J, et al. Psychosocial interventions for supporting wom-
en to stop smoking in pregnancy. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2017;2:CD001055. Medline:28196405 doi:10.1002/14651858.
CD001055.pub5

30  Salam RA, Das JK, Bhutta ZA. Effect of mass deworming with antihelminthics for soil-transmitted helminths during pregnan-
cy. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2021;5:CD005547. Medline:33998661

31  Margolies A, Kemp CG, Choo EM, Levin C, Olney D, Kumar N, et al. Nutrition-sensitive agriculture programs increase di-
etary diversity in children under 5 years: A review and meta-analysis. J Glob Health. 2022;12:08001. Medline:35198152 
doi:10.7189/jogh.12.08001

32  Wessells KR, Arnold CD, Stewart CP, Prado EL, Abbeddou S, Adu-Afarwuah S, et al. Characteristics that modify the effect of 
small-quantity lipid-based nutrient supplementation on child anemia and micronutrient status: an individual participant data 
meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. Am J Clin Nutr. 2021;114 Suppl 1:68S-94S. Medline:34590114 doi:10.1093/
ajcn/nqab276

33  Suchdev PS, Jefferds MED, Ota E, da Silva Lopes K, De-Regil LM. Home fortification of foods with multiple micronutrient 
powders for health and nutrition in children under two years of age. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2020;2:CD008959. Med-
line:32107773 doi:10.1002/14651858.CD008959.pub3

34  De-Regil LM, Jefferds MED, Pena-Rosas JP. Point-of-use fortification of foods with micronutrient powders containing iron in chil-
dren of preschool and school-age. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2017;11:CD009666. Medline:29168569 doi:10.1002/14651858.
CD009666.pub2

35  Thayer WM, Clermont A, Walker N. Effects of deworming on child and maternal health: a literature review and meta-analysis. 
BMC Public Health. 2017;17 Suppl 4:830. Medline:29143641 doi:10.1186/s12889-017-4747-0

36  Martineau AR, Jolliffe DA, Hooper RL, Greenberg L, Aloia JF, Bergman P, et al. Vitamin D supplementation to prevent acute 
respiratory tract infections: systematic review and meta-analysis of individual participant data. BMJ. 2017;356:i6583. Med-
line:28202713 doi:10.1136/bmj.i6583

37  Huey SL, Acharya N, Silver A, Sheni R, Yu EA, Pena-Rosas JP, et al. Effects of oral vitamin D supplementation on linear growth 
and other health outcomes among children under five years of age. Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2020;12:CD012875. Med-
line:33305842

38  Irfan O, Black RE, Lassi ZS, Bhutta ZA. Zinc Supplementation and the Prevention and Treatment of Sepsis in Young Infants: A 
Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. Neonatology. 2022;119:666-7. Medline:35767968 doi:10.1159/000521275

39  Stewart CP, Wessells KR, Arnold CD, Huybregts L, Ashorn P, Becquey E, et al. Lipid-based nutrient supplements and all-cause 
mortality in children 6-24 months of age: a meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. Am J Clin Nutr. 2020;111:207-18. 
Medline:31697329

40  Adu-Afarwuah S, Lartey A, Brown KH, Zlotkin S, Briend A, Dewey KG. Randomized comparison of 3 types of micronutrient 
supplements for home fortification of complementary foods in Ghana: effects on growth and motor development. Am J Clin 
Nutr. 2007;86:412-20. Medline:17684213 doi:10.1093/ajcn/86.2.412

41  Adu-Afarwuah S, Lartey A, Okronipa H, Ashorn P, Peerson JM, Arimond M, et al. Small-quantity, lipid-based nutrient supple-
ments provided to women during pregnancy and 6 mo postpartum and to their infants from 6 mo of age increase the mean 
attained length of 18-mo-old children in semi-urban Ghana: a randomized controlled trial. Am J Clin Nutr. 2016;104:797-
808. Medline:27534634 doi:10.3945/ajcn.116.134692

42  Ashorn P, Alho L, Ashorn U, Cheung YB, Dewey KG, Gondwe A, et al. Supplementation of Maternal Diets during Pregnancy 
and for 6 Months Postpartum and Infant Diets Thereafter with Small-Quantity Lipid-Based Nutrient Supplements Does Not 
Promote Child Growth by 18 Months of Age in Rural Malawi: A Randomized Controlled Trial. J Nutr. 2015;145:1345-53. 
Medline:25926413 doi:10.3945/jn.114.207225

43  Becquey E, Huybregts L, Zongrone A, Le Port A, Leroy JL, Rawat R, et al. Impact on child acute malnutrition of integrating a pre-
ventive nutrition package into facility-based screening for acute malnutrition during well-baby consultation: A cluster-random-
ized controlled trial in Burkina Faso. PLoS Med. 2019;16:e1002877. Medline:31454347 doi:10.1371/journal.pmed.1002877

44  Christian P, Shaikh S, Shamim AA, Mehra S, Wu L, Mitra M, et al. Effect of fortified complementary food supplementa-
tion on child growth in rural Bangladesh: a cluster-randomized trial. Int J Epidemiol. 2015;44:1862-76. Medline:26275453 
doi:10.1093/ije/dyv155

45  Dewey KG, Mridha MK, Matias SL, Arnold CD, Cummins JR, Khan MS, et al. Lipid-based nutrient supplementation in the 
first 1000 d improves child growth in Bangladesh: a cluster-randomized effectiveness trial. Am J Clin Nutr. 2017;105:944-57. 
Medline:28275125 doi:10.3945/ajcn.116.147942

46  Galasso E, Weber AM, Stewart CP, Ratsifandrihamanana L, Fernald LCH. Effects of nutritional supplementation and home vis-
iting on growth and development in young children in Madagascar: a cluster-randomised controlled trial. Lancet Glob Health. 
2019;7:e1257-68. Medline:31402006 doi:10.1016/S2214-109X(19)30317-1

47  Hess SY, Abbeddou S, Jimenez EY, Some JW, Vosti SA, Ouedraogo ZP, et al. Small-quantity lipid-based nutrient supplements, 
regardless of their zinc content, increase growth and reduce the prevalence of stunting and wasting in young burkinabe chil-
dren: a cluster-randomized trial. PLoS One. 2015;10:e0122242. Medline:25816354 doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0122242

48  Humphrey JH, Mbuya MNN, Ntozini R, Moulton LH, Stoltzfus RJ, Tavengwa NV, et al. Independent and combined effects of im-
proved water, sanitation, and hygiene, and improved complementary feeding, on child stunting and anaemia in rural Zimbabwe: 
a cluster-randomised trial. Lancet Glob Health. 2019;7:e132-47. Medline:30554749 doi:10.1016/S2214-109X(18)30374-7

RE
FE

RE
N

C
E

S

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30480773&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31348529&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD008873.pub4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28196405&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD001055.pub5
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD001055.pub5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33998661&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35198152&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.7189/jogh.12.08001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34590114&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/nqab276
https://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/nqab276
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32107773&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=32107773&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD008959.pub3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29168569&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD009666.pub2
https://doi.org/10.1002/14651858.CD009666.pub2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29143641&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12889-017-4747-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28202713&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28202713&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.i6583
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33305842&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33305842&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35767968&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1159/000521275
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31697329&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31697329&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=17684213&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/86.2.412
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27534634&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3945/ajcn.116.134692
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25926413&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25926413&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3945/jn.114.207225
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31454347&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1002877
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26275453&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/ije/dyv155
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28275125&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28275125&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3945/ajcn.116.147942
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31402006&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(19)30317-1
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25816354&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0122242
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30554749&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(18)30374-7


Tong et al.
V

IE
W

PO
IN

TS
RE

SE
A

RC
H

 T
H

E
M

E
 4

: L
iS

T 
TO

O
L

2022  •  Vol. 12  •  08005 14 www.jogh.org •  doi: 10.7189/jogh.12.08005

49  Huybregts L, Le Port A, Becquey E, Zongrone A, Barba FM, Rawat R, et al. Impact on child acute malnutrition of integrating 
small-quantity lipid-based nutrient supplements into community-level screening for acute malnutrition: A cluster-randomized 
controlled trial in Mali. PLoS Med. 2019;16:e1002892. Medline:31454356 doi:10.1371/journal.pmed.1002892

50  Iannotti LL, Dulience SJ, Green J, Joseph S, Francois J, Antenor ML, et al. Linear growth increased in young children in an 
urban slum of Haiti: a randomized controlled trial of a lipid-based nutrient supplement. Am J Clin Nutr. 2014;99:198-208. 
Medline:24225356 doi:10.3945/ajcn.113.063883

51  Luby SP, Rahman M, Arnold BF, Unicomb L, Ashraf S, Winch PJ, et al. Effects of water quality, sanitation, handwashing, and 
nutritional interventions on diarrhoea and child growth in rural Bangladesh: a cluster randomised controlled trial. Lancet Glob 
Health. 2018;6:e302-15. Medline:29396217 doi:10.1016/S2214-109X(17)30490-4

52  Maleta KM, Phuka J, Alho L, Cheung YB, Dewey KG, Ashorn U, et al. Provision of 10-40 g/d Lipid-Based Nutrient Supple-
ments from 6 to 18 Months of Age Does Not Prevent Linear Growth Faltering in Malawi. J Nutr. 2015;145:1909-15. Med-
line:26063066 doi:10.3945/jn.114.208181

53  Null C, Stewart CP, Pickering AJ, Dentz HN, Arnold BF, Arnold CD, et al. Effects of water quality, sanitation, handwashing, 
and nutritional interventions on diarrhoea and child growth in rural Kenya: a cluster-randomised controlled trial. Lancet Glob 
Health. 2018;6:e316-29. Medline:29396219 doi:10.1016/S2214-109X(18)30005-6

54  Prendergast AJ, Chasekwa B, Evans C, Mutasa K, Mbuya MNN, Stoltzfus RJ, et al. Independent and combined effects of 
improved water, sanitation, and hygiene, and improved complementary feeding, on stunting and anaemia among HIV-ex-
posed children in rural Zimbabwe: a cluster-randomised controlled trial. Lancet Child Adolesc Health. 2019;3:77-90. Med-
line:30573417 doi:10.1016/S2352-4642(18)30340-7

55  Bauserman M, Lokangaka A, Gado J, Close K, Wallace D, Kodondi KK, et al. A cluster-randomized trial determining the ef-
ficacy of caterpillar cereal as a locally available and sustainable complementary food to prevent stunting and anaemia. Public 
Health Nutr. 2015;18:1785-92. Medline:25631295 doi:10.1017/S1368980014003334

56  Iannotti LL, Lutter CK, Stewart CP, Gallegos Riofrío CA, Malo C, Reinhart G, et al. Eggs in Early Complementary Feeding and 
Child Growth: A Randomized Controlled Trial. Pediatrics. 2017;140:e20163459. Medline:28588101 doi:10.1542/peds.2016-
3459

57  Santos IS, Gigante DP, Coitinho DC, Haisma H, Valle NC, Valente G. Evaluation of the impact of a nutritional program 
for undernourished children in Brazil. Cad Saude Publica. 2005;21:776-85. Medline:15868035 doi:10.1590/S0102-
311X2005000300011

58  Bhandari N, Bahl R, Nayyar B, Khokhar P, Rohde JE, Bhan MK. Food supplementation with encouragement to feed it to infants 
from 4 to 12 months of age has a small impact on weight gain. J Nutr. 2001;131:1946-51. Medline:11435512 doi:10.1093/
jn/131.7.1946

59  Mangani C, Maleta K, Phuka J, Cheung YB, Thakwalakwa C, Dewey K, et al. Effect of complementary feeding with lipid-based 
nutrient supplements and corn-soy blend on the incidence of stunting and linear growth among 6- to 18-month-old infants 
and children in rural Malawi. Matern Child Nutr. 2015;11 Suppl 4:132-43. Medline:23795976 doi:10.1111/mcn.12068

60  Dewey KG, Arnold CD, Wessells KR, Prado EL, Abbeddou S, Adu-Afarwuah S, et al. Preventive small-quantity lipid-based 
nutrient supplements reduce severe wasting and severe stunting among young children: an individual participant data me-
ta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. Am J Clin Nutr. 2022;nqac232. Medline:36045000 doi:10.1093/ajcn/nqac232

61  Suite of Food Security Indicators. Available: https://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data/FS. Accessed: 3 December 2022.
62  FAO. Voice of the Hungry. The Food Insecurity Expereince Scale. One Metric for the World Available: https://www.fao.org/

in-action/voices-of-the-hungry/en/#.WyubnlVKh0w. Accessed: 3 December 2022
63  Frongillo EA. Validity and cross-context equivalence of experience-based measures of food insecurity. Glob Food Secur. 

2022;32:100599. doi:10.1016/j.gfs.2021.100599
64  Smith ER, Shankar AH, Wu LSF, Aboud S, Adu-Afarwuah S, Ali H, et al. Modifiers of the effect of maternal multiple micronu-

trient supplementation on stillbirth, birth outcomes, and infant mortality: a meta-analysis of individual patient data from 17 
randomised trials in low-income and middle-income countries. Lancet Glob Health. 2017;5:e1090-100. Medline:29025632 
doi:10.1016/S2214-109X(17)30371-6

65  Tsang BL, Holsted E, McDonald CM, Brown KH, Black R, Mbuya MNN, et al. Effects of Foods Fortified with Zinc, Alone or 
Cofortified with Multiple Micronutrients, on Health and Functional Outcomes: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. Adv 
Nutr. 2021;12:1821-37. Medline:34167148 doi:10.1093/advances/nmab065

66  WHO recommendations on maternal and newborn care for a positive postnatal experience. Geneva: World Health Organi-
zation; 2022.

67  Galasso E, Wagstaff A. The aggregate income losses from childhood stunting and the returns to a nutrition intervention aimed 
at reducing stunting. Econ Hum Biol. 2019;34:225-38. Medline:31003858 doi:10.1016/j.ehb.2019.01.010

68  Fink G, Peet E, Danaei G, Andrews K, McCoy DC, Sudfeld CR, et al. Schooling and wage income losses due to early-child-
hood growth faltering in developing countries: national, regional, and global estimates. Am J Clin Nutr. 2016;104:104-12. 
Medline:27357091 doi:10.3945/ajcn.115.123968

69  2021 Global Nutrition Report: The state of global nutrition. Bristol, UK: Development Initiatives.
70  Fanzo J, Bellows AL, Spiker ML, Thorne-Lyman AL, Bloem MW. The importance of food systems and the environment for nu-

trition. Am J Clin Nutr. 2021;113(1):7-16. Medline:33236086
71  Osendarp S, Akuoku JK, Black RE, Headey D, Ruel M, Scott N, et al. The COVID-19 crisis will exacerbate maternal and child 

undernutrition and child mortality in low- and middle-income countries. Nat Food. 2021;2:476-84. doi:10.1038/s43016-
021-00319-4

RE
FE

RE
N

C
E

S

https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31454356&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pmed.1002892
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24225356&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24225356&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3945/ajcn.113.063883
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29396217&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(17)30490-4
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26063066&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26063066&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3945/jn.114.208181
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29396219&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(18)30005-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30573417&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=30573417&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2352-4642(18)30340-7
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=25631295&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1368980014003334
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28588101&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2016-3459
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2016-3459
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=15868035&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0102-311X2005000300011
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0102-311X2005000300011
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=11435512&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/jn/131.7.1946
https://doi.org/10.1093/jn/131.7.1946
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=23795976&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/mcn.12068
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=36045000&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/nqac232
https://www.fao.org/faostat/en/#data/FS
https://www.fao.org/in-action/voices-of-the-hungry/en/#.WyubnlVKh0w
https://www.fao.org/in-action/voices-of-the-hungry/en/#.WyubnlVKh0w
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gfs.2021.100599
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=29025632&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2214-109X(17)30371-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=34167148&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1093/advances/nmab065
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31003858&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ehb.2019.01.010
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27357091&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27357091&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3945/ajcn.115.123968
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=33236086&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/s43016-021-00319-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/s43016-021-00319-4


Nutrition in the LiST: Results of a recent update

V
IE

W
PO

IN
TS

RE
SE

A
RC

H
 T

H
E

M
E

 4
: L

iS
T 

TO
O

L

www.jogh.org • doi: 10.7189/jogh.12.08005 15 2022  •  Vol. 12  •  08005

72  Grace K, Verdin A, Brown M, Bakhtsiyarava M, Backer D, Billing T. Conflict and Climate Factors and the Risk of Child Acute 
Malnutrition Among Children Aged 24–59 Months: A Comparative Analysis of Kenya, Nigeria, and Uganda. Spat Demogr. 
2022;10:329-58. doi:10.1007/s40980-021-00102-w

73  Osendarp S, Verburg G, Bhutta Z, Black RE, de Pee S, Fabrizio C, et al. Act now before Ukraine war plunges millions into mal-
nutrition. Nature. 2022;604:620-4. Medline:35449463 doi:10.1038/d41586-022-01076-5

74  Liu L, Oza S, Hogan D, Chu Y, Perin J, Zhu J, et al. Global, regional, and national causes of under-5 mortality in 2000–15: 
an updated systematic analysis with implications for the Sustainable Development Goals. Lancet. 2016;388:3027-35. Med-
line:27839855 doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(16)31593-8

75  Csölle I, Felső R, Szabó É, Metzendorf M-I, Schwingshackl L, Ferenci T, et al. Health outcomes associated with micronutri-
ent-fortified complementary foods in infants and young children aged 6–23 months: a systematic review and meta-analysis. 
Lancet Child Adolesc Health. 2022;6(8):533-44. Medline:35753314 doi:10.1016/S2352-4642(22)00147-X

76  Imdad A, Jabeen A, Bhutta ZA. Role of calcium supplementation during pregnancy in reducing risk of developing gestational 
hypertensive disorders: a meta-analysis of studies from developing countries. BMC Public Health. 2011;11 Suppl 3:S18. Med-
line:21501435 doi:10.1186/1471-2458-11-S3-S18

77  King JC, Brown KH, Gibson RS, Krebs NF, Lowe NM, Siekmann JH, et al. Biomarkers of Nutrition for Development (BOND)-
Zinc Review. J Nutr. 2015;146:858S-85S. Medline:26962190 doi:10.3945/jn.115.220079

78  Hess SY. National Risk of Zinc Deficiency as Estimated by National Surveys. Food Nutr Bull. 2017;38:3-17. Medline:28118744 
doi:10.1177/0379572116689000

79  Beal T, Massiot E, Arsenault JE, Smith MR, Hijmans RJ. Global trends in dietary micronutrient supplies and estimated preva-
lence of inadequate intakes. PLoS One. 2017;12:e0175554. Medline:28399168 doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0175554

80  Tam E, Keats EC, Rind F, Das JK, Bhutta AZA. Micronutrient Supplementation and Fortification Interventions on Health and 
Development Outcomes among Children Under-Five in Low- and Middle-Income Countries: A Systematic Review and Me-
ta-Analysis. Nutrients. 2020;12:289. Medline:31973225 doi:10.3390/nu12020289

81  Morisaki N, Togoobaatar G, Vogel JP, Souza JP, Rowland Hogue CJ, Jayaratne K, et al. Risk factors for spontaneous and provid-
er-initiated preterm delivery in high and low Human Development Index countries: a secondary analysis of the World Health 
Organization Multicountry Survey on Maternal and Newborn Health. BJOG. 2014;121 Suppl 1:101-9. Medline:24641540 
doi:10.1111/1471-0528.12631

RE
FE

RE
N

C
E

S

https://doi.org/10.1007/s40980-021-00102-w
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35449463&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-022-01076-5
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27839855&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=27839855&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(16)31593-8
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=35753314&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2352-4642(22)00147-X
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21501435&dopt=Abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=21501435&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-11-S3-S18
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=26962190&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3945/jn.115.220079
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28118744&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1177/0379572116689000
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=28399168&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0175554
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=31973225&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu12020289
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=24641540&dopt=Abstract
https://doi.org/10.1111/1471-0528.12631

