
Dietary polyphenols, metabolic syndrome and cardiometabolic risk factors:
An observational study based on the DCH-NG subcohort

Downloaded from: https://research.chalmers.se, 2025-12-04 20:09 UTC

Citation for the original published paper (version of record):
Lanuza, F., Zamora-Ros, R., Bondonno, N. et al (2023). Dietary polyphenols, metabolic syndrome
and cardiometabolic risk factors: An observational
study based on the DCH-NG subcohort. Nutrition, Metabolism and Cardiovascular Diseases, 33(6):
1167-1178. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.numecd.2023.02.022

N.B. When citing this work, cite the original published paper.

research.chalmers.se offers the possibility of retrieving research publications produced at Chalmers University of Technology. It
covers all kind of research output: articles, dissertations, conference papers, reports etc. since 2004. research.chalmers.se is
administrated and maintained by Chalmers Library

(article starts on next page)



Nutrition, Metabolism & Cardiovascular Diseases (xxxx) xxx, xxx
Available online at www.sciencedirect.com

Nutrition, Metabolism & Cardiovascular Diseases

journal homepage: www.e lsev ie r .com/ locate/nmcd
Dietary polyphenols, metabolic syndrome and cardiometabolic risk
factors: An observational study based on the DCH-NG subcohort

Fabian Lanuza a,b, Raul Zamora-Ros a,c,*, Nicola P. Bondonno d,e, Tomas Meroño a,b,
Agnetha Linn Rostgaard-Hansen d, Gabriele Riccardi f, Anne Tjønneland d,
Rikard Landberg g, Jytte Halkjær d,1, Cristina Andres-Lacueva a,b,1

a Biomarkers and Nutrimetabolomics Laboratory, Department of Nutrition, Food Sciences and Gastronomy, Food Innovation Network (XIA), Nutrition
and Food Safety Research Institute (INSA), Faculty of Pharmacy and Food Sciences, University of Barcelona (UB), 08028 Barcelona, Spain
b Centro de Investigación Biomédica en Red Fragilidad y Envejecimiento Saludable (CIBERFES), Instituto de Salud Carlos III, Madrid, 28029, Spain
c Unit of Nutrition and Cancer, Cancer Epidemiology Research Program, Catalan Institute of Oncology (ICO), Bellvitge Biomedical Research Institute
(IDIBELL), Barcelona, Spain
dDanish Cancer Society Research Center, Strandboulevarden 49, DK 2100 Copenhagen, Denmark
eNutrition and Health Innovation Research Institute, School of Medical and Health Sciences, Edith Cowan University, Perth, Australia
f Department of Clinical Medicine and Surgery, University of Naples Federico II, Naples, Italy
g Department of Biology and Biological Engineering, Division of Food and Nutrition Science, Chalmers University of Technology, Gothenburg, Sweden
Received 14 November 2022; received in revised form 17 February 2023; accepted 27 February 2023
Handling Editor: A. Siani
Available online - - -
KEYWORDS
Metabolic
syndromes;
Heart disease risk
factors;
Diet surveys;
Food;
Polyphenol;
Phenolic acid;
Cohort
high-density lipoprotein cholesterol;
systolic blood pressure; TG, triglyceri
* Corresponding author. Granvia de l’H
E-mail address: rzamora@idibell.cat (

1 Senior authorship: These authors sha

Please cite this article as: Lanuza F e
study based on the DCH-NG subcoho

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.numecd.2023.02.022
0939-4753/ª 2023 The Authors. Published by E
Human Nutrition and the Department of Clinica
org/licenses/by/4.0/).
Abstract Background and aims: Polyphenol-rich foods have beneficial properties that may
lower cardiometabolic risk. We aimed to prospectively investigate the relationship between in-
takes of dietary polyphenols, and metabolic syndrome (MetS) and its components, in 676 Danish
residents from the MAX study, a subcohort of the Danish Diet, Cancer and HealtheNext Gener-
ations (DCH-NG) cohort.
Methods and results: Dietary data were collected using web-based 24-h dietary recalls over one
year (at baseline, and at 6 and 12 months). The Phenol-Explorer database was used to estimate
dietary polyphenol intake. Clinical variables were also collected at the same time point. Gener-
alized linear mixed models were used to investigate relationships between polyphenol intake
and MetS. Participants had a mean age of 43.9y, a mean total polyphenol intake of 1368 mg/
day, and 75 (11.6%) had MetS at baseline. Compared to individuals with MetS in Q1 and after ad-
justing for age, sex, lifestyle and dietary confounders, those in Q4 e for total polyphenols, flavo-
noids and phenolic acidsehad a 50% [OR (95% CI): 0.50 (0.27, 0.91)], 51% [0.49 (0.26, 0.91)] and
45% [0.55 (0.30, 1.00)] lower odds of MetS, respectively. Higher total polyphenols, flavonoids and
phenolic acids intakes as continuous variable were associated with lower risk for elevated sys-
tolic blood pressure (SBP) and low high-density lipoprotein cholesterol (HDL-c) (p < 0.05).
Conclusions: Total polyphenol, flavonoid and phenolic acid intakes were associated with lower
odds of MetS. These intakes were also consistently and significantly associated with a lower risk
for higher SBP and lower HDL-c concentrations.
ª 2023 The Authors. Published by Elsevier B.V. on behalf of The Italian Diabetes Society, the Ital-
ian Society for the Study of Atherosclerosis, the Italian Society of Human Nutrition and the
Department of Clinical Medicine and Surgery, Federico II University. This is an open access article
under the CC BY license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).
Abbreviations: DCH-NG, Diet Cancer and Health - Next Generations; DBP, diastolic blood pressure; HbA1c, glycosilated hemoglobin; HDL-c,

hs-CRP, high-sensitivity C-reactive protein; MetS, metabolic syndrome; PE, Phenol-Explorer; SBP,
de; WC, waist circumference; WG, whole grain; 24-HDRs, 24-h dietary recalls.
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The Diet, Cancer and Health – Next Genera ons cohort  (DCH – NG)
N = 255,608

Participants 
N = 44,869

Invited by letter 
N = 183,764

Non-Participants 
N = 138,895

DCH – NG
N = 39,5541

Invited to participate
DCH – NG MAX

N = 7202

DCH – NG MAX
N = 676

Baseline3  N = 648
6 months3  N = 406
12 months3 N = 382

Baseline, 6 and 12 months
N= 301

Excluded the participants who did not have 
any 24-HDR (N=48) 

Figure 1 Flow chart of participants from DCH cohort and subcohort
MAX [18].1 completed FFQ, lifestyle questionnaire and the study center
assessment.2 validation sub-study that included 24 HDRs and re-visit
the center at 6 and 12 months after the baseline.314 participants had
only twelve months of dietary data, 8 participants had six months of
dietary data and 6 participants with both days (six and twelve months).
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1. Introduction

Metabolic syndrome (MetS) is a cluster of metabolic dis-
orders that increases the risk of developing chronic dis-
eases [1]. Cardiometabolic risk factors include high waist
circumference (WC), insulin resistance, hypertension,
dysglycemia, dyslipidemia, and altered inflammatory
markers such as C-reactive protein and cytokines, among
others [1].

Following a healthy diet is one of the most important
modifiable lifestyle factors for preventing obesity, MetS
and cardiometabolic diseases [2,3]. Controlled clinical tri-
als have shown that healthy lifestyles, such as a higher
adherence to a Mediterranean diet, may have a positive
impact on individuals with MetS [4,5]. This is partially
attributed to polyphenolic compounds, a large family of
phytochemicals ubiquitously distributed in plant-based
food such as fruits, vegetables, beverages, cocoa products
and whole grain (WG) products [6]. Multiple mechanisms
explaining the health benefits of polyphenols on MetS
have been proposed, including improvements in endo-
thelial function, positive effects on inflammatory and
metabolic pathways, and, most recently, their impact on
the gut microbiota [7,8].

Evidence of the potential cardiometabolic protective
effects of polyphenols comes from several epidemiolog-
ical studies and randomized clinical trials [9,10]. Most of
the studies have focused on flavonoids and their sub-
classes, namely, flavan-3-ols, flavonols and anthocyanins
[11]. Despite the fact that polyphenols are one of the
most researched dietary factors in relation to MetS
through bibliometric analysis [12], few studies have
examined associations between habitual intakes of
polyphenols (total and main classes) and MetS [13,14]. A
cross-sectional study showed that individuals consuming
higher intakes of polyphenols were less likely to have
MetS (highest vs. lowest quartile) and a high WC, blood
pressure, triglyceride (TG) and low high-density lipo-
protein cholesterol (HDL-c) in women, and high fasting
glucose in both genders [15]. Recently, the PREDIMED-
Plus study reported positive associations between HDL-
c and total polyphenol intake and also with most of the
polyphenol subclasses [16]. However, no association was
found between total polyphenols intake and other MetS
components.

The aim of the present study was to investigate the
associations between intakes of polyphenols (total poly-
phenols and their main classes) and the prevalence of
MetS and cardiometabolic risk factors in 676 participants
of the MAX study from the Danish Diet, Cancer and Health
e Next Generation (DCH-NG) cohort. Our hypothesis was
that a higher intake of polyphenols would be inversely
associated with MetS and cardiometabolic risk factors.
Secondary analyses were to examine whether associations
differed according to lifestyle factors (e.g. smoking status,
age, and sex), timepoints or presence of previously diag-
nosed clinical conditions.
Please cite this article as: Lanuza F et al., Dietary polyphenols, metab
study based on the DCH-NG subcohort, Nutrition, Metabolism & Card
2. Methods

2.1. Study population and design

The current analysis is based on the DCH-NG MAX study, a
validation subsample study within the DCH-NG cohort.
This large population-based family study, established in
Denmark between August 2015 and April 2019, is an
extension of the Diet, Cancer and Health (DCH) cohort [17].
The DCH-NG cohort includes 39,554 adult participants
with complete data collection and incorporates biological
children (Generation 1), their spouses (Generation 1-
Parent) and the grandchildren (Generation 2) of the par-
ticipants in the DCH cohort (Generation 0) [18]. From
August 2017 to January 2018, 720 participants of the DCH-
NG MAX study (Fig. 1), aged 18 or older, were enrolled and
both questionnaire data and biological samples (i.e. blood)
were collected at baseline, and at 6 and 12 months.

The DCH-NG research project was approved by the
Danish Data Protection Agency ((journal number 2013e41-
2043/2014e231-0094) and by the Committee on Health
Research Ethics for the Capital Region of Denmark (journal
number H-15001257). The participants provided their
written informed consent to participate in the study.
olic syndrome and cardiometabolic risk factors: An observational
iovascular Diseases, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.numecd.2023.02.022
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2.2. Dietary data

Participants (n Z 676) of the DCH-NG MAX study
completed at least one 24-h dietary recall (24-HDR). The
participants by each time point were: baseline (n Z 648),
6 months (n Z 406) and 12 months (n Z 382). It is
important to mention that only 301 participants
completed the three timepoints for all yesterday’s 24-HDR.
The participants used the web-based tool myfood24
(www.myfood24.org/) from Leeds University [19], which
has been mainly linked with the Danish national food
database and now contains approximately 1600 Danish
food items, including a recipe maker. Also, we included
food sources from other food databases to expand the
table such as Swedish Food Agency (https://www.
livsmedelsverket.se/en), McCance and Widdowson’s Food
Composition Table versions 6 and 7, and specific brands
from the myfood24, among others. The 24-HDRs were
used to estimate intakes of individual foods, energy,
macronutrients, and micronutrients.

2.3. Polyphenol dietary intake

A specific protocol was used to estimate the dietary
intake of polyphenols from DCH-NG MAX 24 HDRs using
an “in-house” software developed by the University of
Barcelona, the Bellvitge Biomedical Research Institute
(IDIBELL) and the Centro de Investigación Biomédica en
Red (CIBER) [20]. The total polyphenol content was
calculated as the sum of all individual compounds
expressed as they are found in nature (i.e. glycosides,
aglycones and esters) [21]. In addition, the dietary intake
of polyphenols was estimated by classes: flavonoids,
phenolic acids, lignans, stilbenes, alkylphenol and tyro-
sol. The data used in the present study were mainly ac-
quired by chromatography without previous hydrolysis of
the food extracts, except for lignans and proanthocyani-
dins [21]. The estimated intake of dietary polyphenols of
the DCH-NG MAX study has been previously described
elsewhere [22]. The percentage contribution of classes of
dietary polyphenols, and the top five most consumed
foods or individual polyphenols for each polyphenol class
is presented in Supplementary Table 1.

2.4. Biological, anthropometrical and clinical data

All participants visited Copenhagen study center three
times (baseline, 6 months and 12 months) for the physical
examination and collection of biological samples. The
anthropometric measures for height and weight were
performed using Seca 264 and Seca 515/514, respectively.
The WC was measured midway between the lowest rib
margin and the iliac crest and to the nearest 0.1 cm, using a
measuring tape. Blood pressure was measured on the left
arm, three times after at least 5 min of rest, using an
Omron M�10 ITa and Omron HB-1300 (arm circumfer-
ences <22 cm and >42 cm). Blood samples were collected
in a non-fasting status (from 1 to more than 9 h since last
meal). Biochemical analysis was performed to determine
Please cite this article as: Lanuza F et al., Dietary polyphenols, metab
study based on the DCH-NG subcohort, Nutrition, Metabolism & Cardi
HDL-c, TG and high-sensitivity C-reactive protein (hs-CRP)
using tubes with lithium heparin and the hemoglobin A1c
using tubes with K2EDTA. A complete description of the
physical examination and biological samples is presented
elsewhere [18].

2.5. Metabolic syndrome and cardiometabolic risk
factors

MetS was defined as the presence of three or more of its
five components according to the International Diabetes
Federation (IDF) definition [23], including: WC (>88 cm in
women and >102 cm in men); high serum TG concen-
tration �1.7 mmol/L; reduced serum HDL-c (<1.3 mmol/L
in women and <1.0 mmol/L in men); high blood pressure,
high systolic blood pressure (SBP) (>130 mmHg) and/or
high diastolic blood pressure (DBP) (>85 mmHg); and high
HbA1c (>42 mmol/mol) as a biomarker for long-term
glycemic control, replacing fasting plasma glucose
[24,25]. Drug use (lipid or blood pressure treatment) were
included as an alternative indicator. Furthermore, we
included high hs-CRP as a cardiovascular risk factor
(�2.0 mg/L) [26,27]. Most of the cutoffs of lower car-
diometabolic risk were in line with the recommendations
of the European Guidelines on cardiovascular disease
prevention in clinical practice [28]. Cardiometabolic risk
factors were used as categorical variables; they were
scored and categorized as 1 Z risk and 0 Z protective,
following the metabolic risk classification. We remark that
HDL-c as a categorical variable was risk scored 1 in pres-
ence of low HDL-c.

2.6. Statistical analysis

Data were analyzed using generalized linear mixed models
(GLMMs) for both descriptive and inferential statistics. The
baseline characteristic data are presented as means or
percentages (95% confidence interval: CI; in parentheses);
models were adjusted for sex (male or female), age (years),
time point (baseline, 6 and 12 months), and total energy
intake (as appropriate) (Table 1).

Intakes of polyphenols and their classes were modelled
as continuous variables, after log2 transformation (Table
2), and as categorical variables, using quartiles of total
and/or classes of polyphenols (Table 3 or Supplementary
Tables 2e8). P for trend was calculated by modelling
quartiles of polyphenols as a continuous variable.

Associations between dietary polyphenol intake (as
continuous or quartiles of intake) and the prevalence of
MetS and cardiometabolic risk factors (as categorical
variables) were assessed using GLMMs including the
measurements at 0, and at 6 and 12 months in a random
intercepts model (number of participant). Results are
presented as odds ratios (OR) and 95% CI. Model 1 was
adjusted for age, sex and time point; Model 2 was
adjusted for all covariates in Model 1 plus physical ac-
tivity (regular vs. no regular exercise), smoking (never,
former and current smoker), alcohol intake and body
mass index (BMI, excluded in MetS and WC models for
olic syndrome and cardiometabolic risk factors: An observational
ovascular Diseases, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.numecd.2023.02.022
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Table 1 Characteristics of study population by total and quartiles of polyphenol intake1.

Quartile 1 k Z 358 Quartile 2 k Z 360 Quartile 3 k Z 360 Quartile 4 k Z 358 All n Z 676,
k Z 1436

Demographic characteristics
Sex, female (%) 49.8 (40.1e59.4) 37.4 (29.0e46.6) 40.3 (31.7e49.7) 47.7 (38.0e57.6) 56.3 (50.7e61.7)
Age (y) 43.9 (42.9e44.8) 43.9 (42.9e44.8) 43.9 (42.9e44.9) 43.9 (43.0e44.9) 43.9 (43.0e44.9)
BMI (kg/m2) 25.3 (24.9e25.6) 25.3 (25.0e25.6) 25.3 (25.0e25.6) 25.2 (24.9e25.5) 25.3 (25.0e25.5)
WC (cm) 88.4 (87.1e89.4) 88.5 (87.5e89.4) 88.0 (87.1e88.9) 87.7 (86.8e88.7) 88.2 (87.3e89.0)
Physical activity (%)
Regular 88.5 (83.1e92.4) 91.8 (0.87e94.7) 90.0 (85.1e93.4) 88.2 (82.6e92.2) 89.7 (87.1e91.9)
Not regular 11.5 (7.6e16.9) 8.2 (5.3e12.6) 10.0 (6.6e14.9) 11.8 (7.8e17.4) 10.3 (8.1e12.9)

Smoking status (%)
Never 58.7 (49.0e67.8) 55.0 (45.6e64.1) 54.7 (45.3e63.8) 51.6 (41.8e61.4) 55.0 (49.4e60.6)
Former 18.2 (12.6e25.7) 17.2 (11.9e24.2) 19.6 (13.8e27.0) 18.5 (12.8e26.0) 18.4 (14.8e22.5)
Current 15.4 (10.5e21.9) 13.9 (9.6e19.7) 11.7 (7.9e17.1) 10.6 (7.0e15.7) 12.8 (10.2e15.8)

Risk factors
SBP (mmHg) 117.8 (116.4e119.1) 117.2 (115.9e118.5) 116.6 (115.4e117.9) 117.0 (115.6e118.3) 117.1 (116.2e118.1)
DBP (mmHg) 80.1 (79.0e81.1) 80.1 (79.1e81.1) 79.9 (78.9e80.9) 79.7 (78.7e80.7) 79.9 (79.3e80.6)
HbA1c (mmol/mol) 34.5 (34.0e35.0) 34.2 (33.7e34.6) 34.1 (33.6e34.5) 34.3 (33.7e34.8) 34.2 (33.8e34.6)
TG (mmol/L) 1.42 (1.34e1.51) 1.38 (1.30e1.47) 1.32 (1.23e1.40) 1.35 (1.26e1.44) 1.37 (1.31e1.43)
HDL (mmol/L) 1.50 (1.46e1.53) 1.52 (1.48e1.55) 1.54 (1.51e1.58) 1.54 (1.50e1.57) 1.52 (1.49e1.55)
LDL (mmol/L) 3.06 (2.99e3.14) 3.05 (2.98e3.13) 3.04 (2.97e3.11) 3.06 (2.98e3.13) 3.05 (2.99e3.11)
hsCRP (mg/L) 1.59 (1.33e1.85) 1.37 (1.12e1.62) 1.32 (1.06e1.57) 1.33 (1.07e1.60) 1.40 (1.25e1.55)
Dietary characteristics
Energy (kcal) 1802 (1699e1904) 2104 (2004e2203) 2283 (2184e2383) 2386 (2281e2491) 2144 (2078e2209)
Saturated FA (g/d) 26.2 (24.9e27.5) 26.5 (25.2e27.7) 27.2 (25.9e28.5) 28.4 (27.1e29.8) 27.1 (26.3e27.8)
Monounsaturated FA (g/d) 29.5 (28.2e30.8) 28.8 (27.5e30.1) 29.2 (27.9e30.5) 30.2 (28.9e31.6) 29.4 (28.7e30.1)
Polyunsaturated FA (g/d) 13.9 (13.1e14.6) 14.0 (13.5e14.7) 13.9 (13.3e14.6) 14.6 (13.9e15.4) 14.1 (13.7e14.5)
Total sugars (g/d) 62.5 (57.8e67.2) 70.2 (65.6e74.7) 69.7 (65.1e74.3) 67.7 (62.9e72.5) 67.5 (64.8e70.2)
Sucrose (g/d) 29.1 (25.5e32.7) 38.7 (35.3e42.2) 39.1 (35.7e42.6) 28.7 (25.0e32.3) 33.9 (31.8e36.0)
Dietary fiber AOAC (g/d) 19.7 (18.7e20.8) 21.4 (20.4e22.5) 22.9 (21.9e24.0) 22.9 (21.8e24.0) 21.7 (21.1e22.4)
Alcohol intake (g/d) 8.5 (6.1e10.8) 10.4 (8.1e12.6) 11.1 (8.8e13.3) 11.9 (9.5e14.2) 10.4 (9.2e11.7)
Sodium (mg/d) 3119 (2961e3276) 2997 (2845e3150) 3041 (2889e3194) 3018 (2859e3177) 3044 (2958e3130)
Food intake
Red meat intake (g/d) 158 (141e175) 111 (95e128) 107 (91e124) 91 (74e108) 117 (108e126)
Processed meat intake (g/d) 25 (19e31) 22 (17e28) 31 (25e37) 32 (26e38) 28 (24e31)
Total fish intake (g/d) 47 (37e57) 42 (32e53) 50 (40e61) 43 (32e53) 46 (40e51)
Fruit intake (g/d) 93 (75e111) 129.4 (112e146) 134 (117e152) 161 (143e179) 129 (119e140)
Vegetable intake (g/d) 219 (207e232) 236 (214e259) 241 (218e263) 239 (215e262) 162 (139e185)
Cereal whole grain (g/d) 109 (96e122) 140 (128e153) 147 (135e160) 154 (141e167) 138 (130e145)
Coffee (ml/d) 148 (102e194) 346 (302e390) 495 (451e540) 820 (773e867) 452 (425e479)
Tea (ml/d) 42 (8e76) 126 (93e159) 191 (159e224) 201 (166e235) 140 (118e163)
Normal soft drink (ml/d) 118 (94e141) 86 (63e108) 67 (44e90) 57 (32e81) 82 (68e96)
Light soft drink (ml/d) 77 (52e102) 71 (48e95) 50 (26e74) 60 (35e86) 65 (48e82)
Salt (g/d) 0.5 (0.2e0.7) 0.6 (0.3e0.9) 0.6 (0.3e0.8) 0.5 (0.2e0.8) 0.5 (0.4e0.7)
1All values are means or percentages, 95 CI in parentheses. n, subjects. k, measures. BMI, body mass index. WC, waist circumference. SBP, systolic
blood pressure. DBP, diastolic blood pressure. HbA1c, glycosilated hemoglobin. TG, triglycerides. HDL, high-density lipoprotein. HsCRP, high-
sensitivity C-reactive protein. Models were computed using generalized mixed linear models adjusted for sex, age, time points and total en-
ergy intake (as appropriate). P for trend used the continuous variable of quartiles of polyphenols.

4 F. Lanuza et al.
potential collider bias); Model 3 was adjusted for all
covariates in Model 2 plus intakes of saturated FA,
polyunsaturated FA, monounsaturated FA, total sugars,
fiber, sodium and total energy; Model 4 was adjusted
for all covariates in Model 2 plus consumption of red
meat, processed meat, fish, soft drinks, salt and energy
intake.

We also conducted sensitivity analyses to test the
robustness of our results, in the MetS outcome specifically
using model (model 3) because it includes nutrients
instead of model 4 which includes food items. We re-ran
the analyses after exclusion of 12-month record data
(n Z 662, k Z 1054), or 6-month record data (n Z 669,
Please cite this article as: Lanuza F et al., Dietary polyphenols, metab
study based on the DCH-NG subcohort, Nutrition, Metabolism & Card
k Z 1030). Further sensitivity analyses were done after
excluding, separately, participants with BMI >25.0 kg/m2

(n Z 305, k Z 639), former and current tobacco status
(n Z 539, k Z 1168), no regular physical activity (n Z 562,
k Z 1203), with any level of alcohol consumption
(n Z 546, k Z 926), ever diagnosed with heart attack,
stroke/brain hemorrhage, diabetes, high blood pressure
and cholesterol levels (n Z 632, k Z 1313), and gastroin-
testinal disorders such as irritable bowel syndrome,
Crohn’s disease, ulcerative colitis or celiac/gluten intoler-
ance (n Z 636, k Z 1327A p-value <0.05 was considered
statistically significant in two-tailed test.). IBM SPSS 27.0
was used for statistical analysis.
olic syndrome and cardiometabolic risk factors: An observational
iovascular Diseases, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.numecd.2023.02.022
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3. Results

Baseline characteristics of the study population (n,
subjects Z 676, k, measures Z 1436) by total and quartiles
of polyphenols are shown in Table 1. Across the three
timepoints, females comprised 56% (50e61) of the par-
ticipants and the mean age was 43.9 y (43.0e44.9). Par-
ticipants with a higher quartile of total polyphenol intake
had a lowerWC and were less likely to be current smokers.
Compared with participants with the lowest total poly-
phenol intakes, those with the highest intakes were more
likely to have a lower concentration of TG and hs-CRP and
have higher HDL-c levels. They also tended to consume
more fruit, vegetables, WG products and beverages such as
coffee and tea, while eating less red meat and consuming
fewer soft drinks. Moreover, the participants with higher
intakes of total polyphenol consumed significantly more
energy, and had a higher intake of saturated fatty acid,
fiber, and alcohol (after adjusting for total energy) than
those with lower polyphenol intakes (Table 1).

3.1. Associations between polyphenol intake and MetS

The baseline prevalence of MetS was 11.6%, 8.6%, 11.8% at
baseline, 6 and 12 months (p value Z 0.191), and ranged
from 6.4 to 15.4% in quartiles of total polyphenol and their
classes. Over the three timepoints, individuals consuming
higher quantities of polyphenols were less likely to have
MetS [(ORQ4vs.Q1 (95%CI): 0.50 (0.27, 0.91); Model 3, Table
2)] compared to those in the lowest quartile of intake. The
association analysis of individual classes of polyphenol
intake revealed differences in associations with MetS. The
flavonoid class showed an inverse association in all models
[ORQ4vs.Q1: 0.49 (0.27, 0.91); Model 3, Table 2)]. Similarly,
the phenolic acid class intake showed an inverse associa-
tions in all models and higher quartiles of comparison
[ORQ4vs.Q1: 0.55 (0.30, 1.00); Model 3, Table 2)]. No asso-
ciations were observed with the intake of stilbenes,
lignans, alkylphenols, and tyrosol. In sensitivity analysis,
exclusion of participants with unhealthy lifestyle habits or
preclinical conditions did not alter the overall results.
Nevertheless, the significant associations for total poly-
phenols and the phenolic acid class were only present in
nonsmokers (never/former smokers), although the OR was
comparable to that seen for current smokers (Fig. 2).

3.2. Associations between polyphenol intake and
cardiometabolic risk factors

Intakes of total polyphenol, and some classes, were
inversely associated with high WC, high SBP, low HDL-c
and high hs-CRP (Table 3 and Supplementary Tables 2e8).
Intakes of flavonoids [OR per log2 unit increment: 0.90 (0.81,
1.00)], stilbenes, and tyrosols were inversely associated
with high WC (Table 3). Intake of total polyphenols [OR per

log2: 0.81 (0.68, 0.97)] and [OR per log2: 0.87 (0.76, 1.00)],
were inversely associated with high SBP and DBP, respec-
tively (Table 3). The most consistent results were observed
between the intake of total polyphenols [OR per log2: 0.77
Please cite this article as: Lanuza F et al., Dietary polyphenols, metab
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(0.64, 0.91)], flavonoids and phenolic acids and the odds of
having low HDL-c; however, positive association was
found between alkylphenols and odds of low HDL-c [OR per

log2: 1.14 (1.02, 1.28]. Only phenolic acid intake was asso-
ciated with high hs-CRP [OR per log2: 0.89 (0.80, 0.99)]. No
significant associations were found between high TG, and
high HbA1c and total polyphenols, and their classes, in the
fully adjusted models (Table 3 and Supplementary Tables
2e8). Overall, the associations between cardiometabolic
risk factors and polyphenols, and their classes, remained
significant mainly in the highest quartiles (Quartile 4,
Fig. 3 and Supplementary Tables). Finally, no significant
interactions between polyphenols and confounding vari-
ables such as sex, BMI, physical activity and smoking status
were observed in secondary analysis.

4. Discussion

In parallel with the global ongoing pandemic of over-
weight and obesity, MetS prevalence has been increasing
worldwide [4,29]. In this observational subcohort of 676
Danish participants, individuals with higher total poly-
phenol and phenolic acid intakes, were less likely to have
MetS, after adjusting for age, sex, lifestyle and dietary
confounders. The magnitude of the reduction of the
prevalence of MetS observed in association with an
increased polyphenol intake is quite high (more than 50%
by moving from the first to the third quartile of intake)
and, therefore, potentially relevant for public health.

When comparing our estimated total mean polyphenols
(1368 mg) in MAX-study with other similar studies, a
higher mean intake was found compared to what has been
reported in studies from European or American countries
[9]. The main polyphenol class contributor were phenolic
acids (62.6%) and flavonoids (31.8%), and the most
consumed polyphenol subclasses were hydroxycinnamic
acids and proanthocyanidins [22]. Phenolic acids are by far
the largest contributors to the total polyphenol intake due
to the high coffee consumption and the most consumed
flavonoid-rich foods sources among these participants
were tea, cocoa products and fruits [22,30]. The food
consumption between Mediterranean and non-
Mediterranean countries, highlights large differences in
nonalcoholic beverages, varieties of fruits, type of vegeta-
bles, WG product and cocoa products [31], which can be
explained by population and regional characteristics, such
as food availability and food consumption culture.

Evidence from a Polish study showed a similar trend
that total polyphenol and phenolic acid intakes, and also
higher quartiles of stilbenes, were inversely associated
with MetS prevalence [15]. However, these results were
not adjusted for other dietary factors. Furthermore, this
population was older, and used FFQs to estimate poly-
phenol intakes. In part, this may be explained by the fact
that coffee was the main contributor to the intake of total
polyphenols in both populations [15,22], similarly to our
study in which the main food source of phenolic acid was
coffee (approximately 75.0%). Another study, within Ira-
nian adults, also using the FFQ and PE in combination,
olic syndrome and cardiometabolic risk factors: An observational
ovascular Diseases, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.numecd.2023.02.022



Table 2 MetS associations by total and quartiles of total polyphenol intake and class of polyphenol1.

MetS
Prevalence

Quartile 1 k Z 358 Quartile 2 k Z 360 Quartile 3 k Z 360 Quartile 4 k Z 358 P trend Continuous (log2) n Z 676,
k Z 1436

Polyphenols
Cutoff <651 652e1053 1053e1798 >1799 1368 (19)*
Model 1 1 Ref. 0.51 (0.28e0.91) 0.43 (0.24e0.78) 0.57 (0.33e0.99) 0.126 0.84 (0.71e0.98)
Model 2 1 Ref. 0.53 (0.29e0.96) 0.41 (0.22e0.74) 0.53 (0.30e0.93) 0.063 0.81 (0.68e0.97)
Model 3 1 Ref. 0.52 (0.28e0.96) 0.40 (0.21e0.75) 0.50 (0.27e0.91) 0.059 0.83 (0.69e0.99)
Model 4 1 Ref. 0.56 (0.30e1.03) 0.43 (0.22e0.80) 0.58 (0.32e1.05) 0.155 0.86 (0.51e1.46)
Flavonoids
Cutoff <135 136e291 292e552 >553 426 (6.7)*
Model 1 1 Ref. 0.60 (0.35e1.04) 0.44 (0.24e0.79) 0.55 (0.31e0.96) 0.062 0.88 (0.81e0.99)
Model 2 1 Ref. 0.60 (0.35e1.05) 0.47 (0.25e0.85) 0.54 (0.31e0.97) 0.068 0.90 (0.82e1.00)
Model 3 1 Ref. 0.61 (0.34e1.07) 0.44 (0.23e0.83) 0.49 (0.26e0.91) 0.046 0.88 (0.79e0.99)
Model 4 1 Ref. 0.61 (0.35e1.08) 0.51 (0.27e0.95) 0.55 (0.30e1.01) 0.096 0.90 (0.81e1.00)
Phenolic acids
Cutoff <234 235e552 553e1151 >1152 867 (18.9)*
Model 1 1 Ref. 0.61 (0.35e1.08) 0.36 (0.19e0.68) 0.60 (0.34e1.06) 0.225 0.87 (0.77e0.98)
Model 2 1 Ref. 0.64 (0.36e1.13) 0.36 (0.19e0.69) 0.55 (0.30e0.98) 0.108 0.86 (0.76e0.97)
Model 3 1 Ref. 0.63 (0.35e1.13) 0.38 (0.19e0.73) 0.55 (0.30e1.00) 0.134 0.86 (0.75e0.97)
Model 4 1 Ref. 0.67 (0.37e1.20) 0.40 (0.21e0.78) 0.61 (0.33e1.11) 0.250 0.88 (0.77e1.00)
Stilbenes2

Cutoff <0.00 0.00e0.01 0.01-0.31 >0.32 1.4 (0.1)*
Model 1 1 Ref. 1.10 (0.63e1.92) 0.80 (0.44e1.46) 0.95 (0.54e1.67) 0.950 0.98 (0.95e1.02)
Model 2 1 Ref. 1.19 (0.67e2.09) 0.82 (0.44e1.50) 1.02 (0.54e1.94) 0.925 0.98 (0.94e1.02)
Model 3 1 Ref. 1.17 (0.65e2.09) 0.77 (0.41e1.45) 0.97 (0.50e1.88) 0.987 0.98 (0.94e1.01)
Model 4 1 Ref. 1.10 (0.62e1.97) 0.79 (0.42e1.47) 1.03 (0.54e1.99) 0.787 0.98 (0.95e1.02)
Lignans
Cutoff <0.6 0.6-2.2 2.2e16.5 >16.5 11.7 (0.3)*
Model 1 1 Ref. 0.60 (0.34e1.06) 0.62 (0.35e1.10) 0.65 (0.37e1.14) 0.544 0.93 (0.86e1.01)
Model 2 1 Ref. 0.65 (0.36e1.16) 0.65 (0.36e1.17) 0.64 (0.36e1.14) 0.412 0.93 (0.86e1.01)
Model 3 1 Ref. 0.67 (0.37e1.23) 0.69 (0.37e1.27) 0.71 (0.37e1.34) 0.692 0.94 (0.86e1.02)
Model 4 1 Ref. 0.64 (0.35e1.17) 0.67 (0.37e1.22) 0.66 (0.36e1.20) 0.511 0.93 (0.86e1.01)
Alkylphenols
Cutoff <8.8 8.9e26.6 26.7e51.6 >51.7 39.1 (0.5)*
Model 1 1 Ref. 1.16 (0.64e2.08) 1.23 (0.69e2.18) 0.81 (0.44e1.48) 0.335 0.96 (0.88e1.05)
Model 2 1 Ref. 1.16 (0.64e2.11) 1.33 (0.74e2.39) 0.78 (0.42e1.45) 0.289 0.96 (0.88e1.05)
Model 3 1 Ref. 1.19 (0.64e2.19) 1.49 (0.80e2.78) 0.96 (0.46e1.98) 0.781 0.99 (0.89e1.10)
Model 4 1 Ref. 1.17 (0.64e2.15) 1.40 (0.76e2.56) 0.81 (0.42e1.57) 0.391 0.97 (0.88e1.06)
Tyrosol2

Cutoff <1.6 1.7-5.5 5.6e13.7 >13.7 10.8 (0.3)*
Model 1 1 Ref. 1.71 (0.96e3.02) 1.26 (0.69e2.28) 0.15 (0.64e2.06) 0.757 0.99 (0.91e1.07)
Model 2 1 Ref. 1.85 (1.03e3.33) 1.34 (0.73e2.47) 1.19 (0.64e2.21) 0.764 0.99 (0.91e1.08)
Model 3 1 Ref. 1.71 (0.94e3.11) 1.24 (0.67e2.32) 1.03 (0.53e2.00) 0.478 0.98 (0.89e1.07)
Model 4 1 Ref. 1.73 (0.96e3.12) 1.20 (0.64e2.25) 0.99 (0.51e1.92) 0.396 0.97 (0.88e1.06)
1All data were computed using generalized linear mixed models. *All polyphenol values are mean and standard error (s.e.) adjusted for age, sex,
time origin and energy intake. The data models represent the OR (odds ratios) and CI (confidence interval). n: subjects, k: measures. MetS,
metabolic syndrome. Model 1 adjusted for age, sex and time origin; Model 2 adjusted for all covariates in Model 1 plus physical activity, smoking
and alcohol intake Model 3 adjusted for all covariates in Model 2 plus intakes of saturated FA, polyunsaturated FA, monounsaturated FA, total
sugars, fiber, sodium and total energy; Model 4 adjusted for all covariates in Model 2 plus consumption of red meat, processed meat, fish, soft
drinks, salt and energy intake. P for trend used the continuous variable of quartiles of polyphenols.

2
Stilbenes and tyrosol present n Z 676: Q1 (k:

359); Q2 (k: 359); Q3 (k: 360); Q4 (k: 358).
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showed that total polyphenol intakes was not associated
with MetS, but flavonoid intakes were inversely associ-
ated with MetS [14]. In this case, the major food sources
of total polyphenols were fruit and vegetables. Moreover,
a recent prospective study in Chinese adults showed that
a higher flavonoid intake was associated with a lower
risk of MetS and central obesity [32]. However, a Euro-
pean study of adolescents showed no association with
total polyphenols, classes or individual polyphenols,
which may be related to the low intake of total poly-
phenols and the lower prevalence of MetS at this age.
Apparently, population characteristics such as previous
Please cite this article as: Lanuza F et al., Dietary polyphenols, metab
study based on the DCH-NG subcohort, Nutrition, Metabolism & Card
cardiometabolic risk profile, dietary polyphenol intakes
and their classes as well as food sources are important
aspects to consider in this analysis.

For cardiovascular risk factors, intakes of total poly-
phenols, flavonoids and phenolic acids were associated
with a lower risk of higher SBP and lower HDL-c. There is
growing evidence from studies that higher intakes of
polyphenols decrease blood pressure [33], which is
partially attributed to the flavon-3-ols effect [11]. The po-
tential molecular mechanisms that could impact vascular
health include the role of nitric oxide and anti-
inflammatory effects, among others [33]. However, gut
olic syndrome and cardiometabolic risk factors: An observational
iovascular Diseases, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.numecd.2023.02.022



Table 3 Cardiometabolic risk factor associations by total and classes of polyphenols.

Cardiometabolic
risk factors
(prevalence)

Polyphenols
n Z 676,
k Z 1436

Flavonoids
n Z 676,
k Z 1436

Phenolic acids
n Z 676,
k Z 1436

Stilbenes
n Z 676,
k Z 1436

Lignans
n Z 676,
k Z 1436

Alkyphenols
n Z 676,
k Z 1436

Tyrosols
n Z 676,
k Z 1436

WC (22.6%)
Model 1 0.92 (0.79e1.08) 0.92 (0.84e1.01) 0.93 (0.83e1.04) 0.97 (0.94e1.00) 0.94 (0.88e1.01) 0.93 (0.86e1.01) 0.95 (0.88e1.02)
Model 2 0.91 (0.78e1.06) 0.93 (0.84e1.02) 0.92 (0.82e1.03) 0.96 (0.93e1.00) 0.94 (0.88e1.01) 0.93 (0.86e1.01) 0.94 (0.88e1.02)
Model 3 0.91 (0.77e1.08) 0.90 (0.81e1.00) 0.93 (0.82e1.05) 0.96 (0.93e0.99) 0.96 (0.89e1.04) 0.94 (0.86e1.03) 0.92 (0.85e1.00)
Model 4 0.93 (0.79e1.10) 0.92 (0.83e1.02) 0.94 (0.83e1.07) 0.97 (0.93e1.00) 0.94 (0.88e1.01) 0.93 (0.85e1.00) 0.92 (0.85e0.99)
SBP (18.1%)
Model 1 0.88 (0.75e1.03) 0.92 (0.84e1.01) 0.90 (0.80e1.00) 1.02 (0.99e1.05) 0.98 (0.92e1.05) 1.01 (0.93e1.10) 0.96 (0.90e1.04)
Model 2 0.84 (0.72e0.99) 0.91 (0.83e1.01) 0.88 (0.78e0.99) 1.01 (0.97e1.04) 1.00 (0.93e1.07) 1.04 (0.95e1.13) 0.93 (0.86e1.01)
Model 3 0.81 (0.68e0.97) 0.90 (0.81e1.00) 0.86 (0.76e0.98) 1.01 (0.97e1.05) 0.97 (0.90e1.05) 1.02 (0.93e1.13) 0.95 (0.88e1.03)
Model 4 0.86 (0.72e1.02) 0.92 (0.83e1.02) 0.89 (0.79e1.01) 1.01 (0.97e1.04) 1.01 (0.94e1.08) 1.05 (0.96e1.15) 0.94 (0.86e1.01)
DBP (29.1%)
Model 1 1.01 (0.90e1.1) 0.98 (0.91e1.06) 1.03 (0.94e1.13) 1.01 (0.98e1.04) 1.00 (0.95e1.05) 1.02 (0.96e1.08) 0.98 (0.93e1.04)
Model 2 0.91 (0.80e1.03) 0.98 (0.90e1.06) 0.95 (0.86e1.05) 1.01 (0.98e1.03) 1.00 (0.94e1.06) 1.01 (0.95e1.09) 0.97 (0.92e1.03)
Model 3 0.87 (0.76e1.00) 0.96 (0.88e1.05) 0.94 (0.85e1.04) 1.01 (0.98e1.04) 0.98 (0.92e1.04) 1.00 (0.93e1.08) 0.98 (0.92e1.04)
Model 4 0.91 (0.80e1.05) 0.98 (0.90e1.07) 0.96 (0.87e1.06) 1.06 (0.98e1.04) 1.00 (0.95e1.06) 1.02 (0.95e1.09) 0.97 (0.91e1.03)
HbA1c (4.5%)
Model 1 0.93 (0.78e1.11) 0.98 (0.87e1.11) 0.89 (0.68e1.16) 0.99 (0.96e1.03) 0.94 (0.86e1.03) 0.92 (0.85e0.99) 1.00 (0.91e1.09)
Model 2 0.93 (0.74e1.19) 1.01 (0.90e1.14) 0.87 (0.67e1.14) 0.99 (0.95e1.04) 0.96 (0.89e1.05) 0.94 (0.86e1.02) 1.00 (0.91e1.09)
Model 3 0.94 (0.78e1.14) 1.03 (0.90e1.17) 0.91 (0.80e1.05) 1.00 (0.96e1.04) 0.97 (0.88e1.07) 0.94 (0.86e1.04) 0.98 (0.89e1.08)
Model 4 0.92 (0.77e1.11) 1.01 (0.90e1.15) 0.91 (0.79e1.04) 0.99 (0.95e1.04) 0.96 (0.88e1.05) 0.93 (0.85e1.01) 1.00 (0.91e1.11)
TG (22.0%)
Model 1 0.92 (0.81e1.05) 0.93 (0.86e1.01) 0.94 (0.86e1.04) 0.99 (0.97e1.02) 0.97 (0.92e1.03) 1.03 (0.96e1.10) 0.98 (0.92e1.04)
Model 2 0.91 (0.80e1.04) 0.96 (0.88e1.04) 0.94 (0.85e1.04) 0.99 (0.96e1.02) 1.00 (0.94e1.06) 1.07 (0.99e1.15) 0.98 (0.91e1.04)
Model 3 0.89 (0.77e1.02) 0.95 (0.87e1.04) 0.93 (0.83e1.03) 0.99 (0.96e1.02) 0.99 (0.92e1.06) 1.06 (0.98e1.15) 0.97 (0.90e1.04)
Model 4 0.90 (0.79e1.04) 0.96 (0.88e1.04) 0.94 (0.84e1.04) 0.99 (0.96e1.02) 1.00 (0.94e1.06) 1.07 (0.99e1.16) 0.97 (0.90e1.04)
HDL (11.0%)
Model 1 0.79 (0.67e0.92) 0.87 (0.79e0.96) 0.86 (0.76e0.97) 0.98 (0.94e1.01) 0.94 (0.87e1.01) 1.04 (0.95e1.14) 0.92 (0.85e1.00)
Model 2 0.79 (0.68e0.93) 0.90 (0.82e1.00) 0.87 (0.77e0.98) 0.99 (0.95e1.03) 0.97 (0.90e1.05) 1.09 (0.99e1.21) 0.94 (0.86e1.02)
Model 3 0.77 (0.64e0.91) 0.88 (0.78e0.98) 0.86 (0.76e0.98) 0.98 (0.95e1.02) 0.98 (0.90e1.07) 1.14 (1.02e1.28) 0.94 (0.86e1.02)
Model 4 0.79 (0.67e0.93) 0.90 (0.80e1.00) 0.87 (0.76e0.99) 0.99 (0.95e1.03) 0.97 (0.90e1.05) 1.10 (0.99e1.22) 0.93 (0.85e1.02)
hsCRP (18.8%)
Model 1 0.91 (0.80e1.04) 0.96 (0.88e1.04) 0.90 (0.82e1.00) 1.00 (0.98e1.03) 0.93 (0.88e0.99) 0.99 (0.93e1.06) 0.96 (0.90e1.02)
Model 2 0.90 (0.79e1.03) 0.99 (0.91e1.08) 0.90 (0.81e0.99) 1.01 (0.98e1.04) 0.96 (0.90e1.02) 1.03 (0.96e1.11) 0.96 (0.90e1.03)
Model 3 0.88 (0.76e1.02) 0.98 (0.89e1.07) 0.89 (0.80e0.99) 1.01 (0.97e1.04) 0.96 (0.90e1.03) 1.05 (0.96e1.14) 0.95 (0.88e1.02)
Model 4 0.90 (0.78e1.04) 0.98 (0.90e1.07) 0.90 (0.81e1.00) 1.01 (0.98e1.04) 0.97 (0.91e1.03) 1.05 (0.97e1.13) 0.94 (0.88e1.01)

Total mean polyphenol and class intakes were used as a continuous variable, after log2 transformation. The data represent the OR (odds ratios) and confidence interval (CI). n, subjects. k, measures.
WC, waist circumference. SBP, systolic blood pressure. DBP, diastolic blood pressure. HbA1c, glycosilated hemoglobin. TG, triglycerides. HDL, high-density lipoprotein. HsCRP, high-sensitivity C-
reactive protein. Model 1 adjusted for age, sex and time point; Model 2 adjusted for all covariates in Model 1 plus physical activity, smoking, alcohol intake and body mass index (excluded for WC
models). Model 3 adjusted for all covariates in Model 2 plus intakes of saturated FA, polyunsaturated FA, monounsaturated FA, total sugars, fiber, sodium and total energy; Model 4 adjusted for all
covariates in Model 2 plus consumption of red meat, processed meat, fish, soft drinks, salt and energy intake. HbA1c (k Z 1428), TG (k Z 1431), HDL (k Z 1431), LDL (k Z 1431), hsCRP (k Z 1431).
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Figure 2 Forest plot showing the odds ratio associations between total polyphenols and their classes (mg/day), and metabolic syndrome (n Z 676,
k: 1436) among participants of the MAX study from the Danish Diet, Cancer and Health e Next Generations cohort, stratified by smoking status.
Generalized linear mixed models were performed. Model 3 was adjusted for age, sex, time point, physical activity, alcohol intake, intakes of saturated
FA, polyunsaturated FA, monounsaturated FA, total sugars, fiber, sodium and total energy.
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microbiome-derived metabolites may also play an impor-
tant role in vascular-protective effects [11].

In this respect it is worth underlining that coffee, which
is the major contributor of polyphenols and, in particular,
phenolic acid in our study population, is also a source of
caffeine which is associated to an increased risk for hy-
pertension. Therefore, for a moderate coffee consumption
the beneficial effects of polyphenols on blood pressure
may prevail over the detrimental ones due to caffeine;
conversely, for a very high coffee consumption the caffeine
intake would hamper the benefits of polyphenols on blood
pressure [34].

With regards to HDL-c component, a study from Spain
showed a positive association between total polyphenol
intake and HDL-c levels, but contrary to our results, they
found that low phenolic acid intake was associated with a
lower WC and not with HDL-c [16]. Nevertheless, both
studies showing that high flavonoid intake was inversely
associated with high WC [16]. There were large differences
between populations when comparing the dietary pattern
(e.g. higher fruit consumption), total polyphenols (i.e.
lower intake) and the main contributor to total polyphenol
intake (e.g. flavonoids). The implications of improving HDL
functionality via dietary polyphenols in both studies are
various due to its key role in cholesterol transport, anti-
oxidative and anti-inflammatory functions, and the endo-
thelial vasoprotective properties of this particle [35].
Please cite this article as: Lanuza F et al., Dietary polyphenols, metab
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Several reports on cardiovascular risk factors and di-
etary polyphenols were mostly focused on the flavonoid
class [36]. Flavonoids have been significantly associated
with MetS, and WC, SBP and HDL-c components. In
contrast, HbA1c and TG components were not associated
with flavonoid intakes in the fully adjusted model. How-
ever, the previously mentioned Polish study showed an
inverse association between fasting plasma glucose, and
no associations with SBP and HDL-c for flavonoid intakes
[15]. Indeed, another study shows that participants with
the highest tertiles of flavonoids had a lower risk of
hypertriglyceridemia but not of MetS and its components
[14]. Thus, the effects of total flavonoid intakes on MetS
components are still unclear. Differences in health out-
comes between studies can be explained by several fac-
tors, such as main food sources and the flavonoid subclass
distribution, from dietary assessment and the design of the
study to lifestyle habits and sociodemographic character-
istics [33]. For example, a population-based study in Brazil
showed an inverse association between hypertension and
the highest tertiles of tyrosol, alkylphenols, lignans and
stilbenes; however, flavonoids were not significantly
associated [37].

Some cardiovascular risk factors show significant as-
sociations but without consistency of total polyphenols or
all classes. For instance, intakes of flavonoids, stilbenes and
tyrosols were only inversely associated with WC, which
olic syndrome and cardiometabolic risk factors: An observational
iovascular Diseases, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.numecd.2023.02.022



Figure 3 Forest plot showing the odds ratio associations between total polyphenols and their classes (mg/day), and cardiometabolic risk factors
(n Z 676, k: 1436) among participants of the MAX study from the Danish Diet, Cancer and Health e Next Generations cohort. Generalized linear
mixed models were performed. Model 3 (quartile 4) was adjusted for age, sex, time point, physical activity, smoking, alcohol intake, body mass index
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was also found in other studies [15]. The highest food
contributor to these classes are berries, wine, grapes and
olive products, and some specific compounds of them (e.g.
resveratrol) would be acting in mechanistic pathways that
have potential anti-inflammatory/obesogenic effects [38].
Interestingly, the intake of phenolic acids was inversely
associated with hs-CRP. This is relevant because long-term
elevated hs-CRP is associated with increased cardiovas-
cular risk, incident heart failure and all-cause death even
when all atherogenic lipids are more favorable [27].
Moreover, the EPIC study observed an inverse association
between plasma concentrations of phenolic acids and hs-
CRP [39]. However, a meta-analysis of RCT found no dif-
ferences between flavan-3ols and hs-CRP or other in-
flammatory biomarkers [11].

The literature suggests that HbA1c could be considered
a useful component of MetS albeit still not a massive cri-
terion in research studies [24]. Extensive evidence sup-
ports the notion that polyphenol-rich diets, especially in
terms of flavonoids and phenolic acids, may prevent type 2
diabetes risk [40]. Despite the different clinical approaches
to dysglycemia, there was no significant association be-
tween HbA1c and dietary polyphenols, which could be
related to the previously mentioned population charac-
teristics, polyphenol dietary intakes and also the re-
lationships between variables in the study. In addition,
HbA1c is an imprecise marker of glucose control for values
below 5.5% (37 mmol/mol), which is the range in which
most of our participants were included [41].

Surprisingly, the total alkylphenol intake was positively
associated with low HDL-c. In the Nordic diet, alkylre-
sorcinols (resorcinolic lipids) are the main alkylphenols in
the diet. Alkylresorcinols are present in high contents in
whole grain wheat and rye. WG consumption has
increased in Denmark over the last decade and alkylre-
sorcinols are valid food biomarkers of whole grain wheat
and rye intake [42]. WG consumption seems to be car-
dioprotective and reduces MetS components [43]. More
prospective studies and well-designed trials are necessary
to evaluate the lipid-lowering properties obtained from
consumption/types of whole-grain-rich foods and in
different large populations.

No significant interaction was observed in any of the
adjustment variables and the associations remained sta-
tistically significant even when performing the sensitivity
analyses. Nonetheless, we stratified by smoking status
because in a previous study associations were stronger in
smokers than in nonsmokers [44]. In nonsmokers (92
cases, kZ 1168), we observed a protective association
between total polyphenol intake and MetS, while in
smokers such association was statistically non-significant.
One reason for these differences may be is the lower sta-
tistical power in current smokers. Another reason could be
the younger age of the population and the prevalence/time
of the cardiovascular risk factor under exposure to
(excluded for WC models), intakes of saturated FA, polyunsaturated FA, mon
circumference (k: 324), high systolic blood pressure (k: 260), high diastol
glycerides (k: 311), low HDL-c (k: 158), high hs-CRP (k: 270).
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smoking. Indeed, cardiovascular diseases increase as pop-
ulations age (especially in males) [45].

The present study has three main strengths. First, we
based on a prospective observational analysis of the vari-
ables, including data collection by each time point for
biochemical parameters. The second is the use of the most
updated food composition database, which supports ap-
proaches related to formal analysis as well as car-
diometabolic risk factors that have been extensively used
in the literature. Also, to the best of our knowledge, there
are no prior studies to analyze all main classes of poly-
phenols in relation to MetS and cardiometabolic risk fac-
tors. Lastly, the MAX study is a subcohort of the DCH-NG
cohort that is based on participants of the DCH study,
whom they have followed for more than 20 years. How-
ever, this study has weaknesses related to the limitations
of the PE database in terms of incompleteness (missing
both foods and specific polyphenols) and the potential
measurement error of self-reported variables, such as di-
etary data (24-HDR) and physical activity, which may un-
derestimate the overall dietary intake. Besides, one to
three days of 24-HDR may not be representative of a
habitual diet [46]. In addition, the short follow up (1 year)
does not allow us to see remarkably changes in the prev-
alence of MetS and cardiovascular risk factors over time.
Furthermore, the repeated samples were available for 301
study participants, the cohort profile and MAX sample are
not representative of the general population [18]. Finally,
the observational design of our study does not allow to
establish cause effect relationships.

Based on our results, we suggest that intervention
studies should be undertaken to establish whether a
polyphenol-rich diet can improve some cardiometabolic
risk factors such as high SBP, high WC and low HDL-c and
can reduce or delay, the onset of cardiometabolic diseases
in free-living populations. However, for the time being our
study supports the promotion of healthy diets associated
with clear cardiometabolic benefits like the Mediterranean
Diet and the Healthy Nordic Diet also in view of their high
content of polyphenols.
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etary polyphenols are inversely associated with metabolic syn-
drome in Polish adults of the HAPIEE study. Eur J Nutr 2017;56:
1409e20. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00394-016-1187-z.

[16] Castro-barquero S, Tresserra-rimbau A, Vitelli-storelli F. Dietary
polyphenol intake is associated with HDL-cholesterol and A better
profile of other components of the metabolic syndrome : A PRE-
DIMED-plus sub-study. Nutrients 2020;12(4):689.

[17] Tjønneland A, Olsen A, Boll K, Stripp C, Christensen J, Engholm G,
et al. Study design, exposure variables, and socioeconomic de-
terminants of participation in Diet, Cancer and Health: a
population-based prospective cohort study of 57,053 men and
women in Denmark. Scand J Publ Health 2007;35:432e41. https:
//doi.org/10.1080/14034940601047986.
olic syndrome and cardiometabolic risk factors: An observational
ovascular Diseases, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.numecd.2023.02.022

mailto:enquiries@myfood24.org
mailto:enquiries@myfood24.org
mailto:candres@ub.edu
mailto:rzamora@idibell.cat
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.numecd.2023.02.022
https://doi.org/10.3945/an.111.000646
https://doi.org/10.3945/an.111.000646
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.numecd.2021.05.007
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijcard.2016.12.084
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijcard.2016.12.084
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0198974
https://doi.org/10.1080/87559129.2021.2009508
https://doi.org/10.3945/ajcn.115.108555.1
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-nutr-120420-030424
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu11061355
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu11061355
https://doi.org/10.1093/nutrit/nuu014
https://doi.org/10.1093/nutrit/nuu014
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref11
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnut.2021.655533
https://doi.org/10.1111/obr.12409
https://doi.org/10.1089/met.2017.0140
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00394-016-1187-z
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref16
https://doi.org/10.1080/14034940601047986
https://doi.org/10.1080/14034940601047986


12 F. Lanuza et al.
[18] Petersen K, Halkjær J, Steffen L, Tjønneland A, Olsen A. Cohort
profile and representativeness of participants in the Diet, Cancer
and Health-Next Generations cohort study. Eur J Epidemiol n.d.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10654-021-00832-7.

[19] Wark PA, Hardie LJ, Frost GS, Alwan NA, Carter M, Elliott P, et al.
Validity of an online 24-h recall tool (myfood24) for dietary
assessment in population studies: comparison with biomarkers
and standard interviews. BMC Med 2018;16:1e14. https:
//doi.org/10.1186/s12916-018-1113-8.

[20] Martini D, Bernardi S, Del Bo’ C, Liberona NH, Zamora-Ros R,
Tucci M, et al. Estimated intakes of nutrients and polyphenols in
participants completing the maple randomised controlled trial
and its relevance for the future development of dietary guidelines
for the older subjects. Nutrients 2020;12:1e17. https:
//doi.org/10.3390/nu12082458.

[21] Knaze V, Rothwell JA, Zamora-Ros R, Moskal A, Kyrø C, Jakszyn P,
et al. A new food-composition database for 437 polyphenols in
19,899 raw and prepared foods used to estimate polyphenol in-
takes in adults from 10 European countries. Am J Clin Nutr 2018;
108:517e24. https://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/nqy098.

[22] Lanuza F, Zamora-Ros R, Rostgaard-Hansen AL, Tjønneland A,
Landberg R, Halkjær J, et al. Descriptive analysis of dietary (poly)
phenol intake in the subcohort MAX from DCH-NG: “Diet, Cancer
and Health-Next Generations cohort”. Eur J Nutr 2022. https:
//doi.org/10.1007/s00394-022-02977-x.

[23] Alberti KGMM, Eckel RH, Grundy SM, Zimmet PZ, Cleeman JI,
Donato KA, et al. Harmonizing the metabolic syndrome: a joint
interim statement of the international diabetes federation task
force on epidemiology and prevention; National heart, lung, and
blood institute; American heart association; World heart federa-
tion; International. Circulation 2009;120:1640e5. https:
//doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.109.192644.

[24] Cavero-Redondo I, Martínez-Vizcaíno V, Álvarez-Bueno C, Agudo-
Conde C, Lugones-Sánchez C, García-Ortiz L. Metabolic syndrome
including glycated hemoglobin a1c in adults: is it time to change?
J Clin Med 2019;8:1e11. https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm8122090.

[25] Rodgers LR, Hill AV, Dennis JM, Craig Z, May B, Hattersley AT, et al.
Choice of HbA1c threshold for identifying individuals at high risk
of type 2 diabetes and implications for diabetes prevention pro-
grammes: a cohort study. BMC Med 2021;19:1e11. https:
//doi.org/10.1186/s12916-021-02054-w.

[26] Arnett DK, Blumenthal RS, Albert MA, Buroker AB, Goldberger ZD,
Hahn EJ, et al. ACC/AHA guideline on the primary prevention
of cardiovascular disease: a report of the American college
of cardiology/American heart association task force on clinical
practice Guidelines, vol. 140; 2019. https://doi.org/10.1161/CIR.
0000000000000678. 2019.

[27] Quispe R, Michos ED, Martin SS, Puri R, Toth PP, Al Suwaidi J, et al.
High-sensitivity C-reactive protein discordance with atherogenic
lipid measures and incidence of atherosclerotic cardiovascular
disease in primary prevention: the ARIC study. J Am Heart Assoc
2020;9. https://doi.org/10.1161/JAHA.119.013600.

[28] Visseren FLJ, MacH F, Smulders YM, Carballo D, Koskinas KC,
Bäck M, et al. ESC Guidelines on cardiovascular disease prevention
in clinical practice. Eur Heart J 2021 2021;42:3227e337. https:
//doi.org/10.1093/eurheartj/ehab484.

[29] The Lancet Gastroenterology & Hepatology. Obesity: another
ongoing pandemic. Lancet Gastroenterol Hepatol 2021;6:411.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2468-1253(21)00143-6.

[30] Lanuza F, Bondonno NP, Zamora-Ros R, Rostgaard-Hansen AL,
Tjønneland A, Landberg R, et al. Comparison of flavonoid intake
assessment methods using USDA and phenol explorer databases:
subcohort diet cancer health-next generation - MAX study. Front
Nutr 2022;9:873774.

[31] Zamora-Ros R, Knaze V, Rothwell JA, Hémon B, Moskal A,
Overvad K, et al. Dietary polyphenol intake in Europe: the
European prospective investigation into cancer and nutrition
(EPIC) study. Eur J Nutr 2016;55:1359e75. https://doi.org/10.
1007/s00394-015-0950-x.
Please cite this article as: Lanuza F et al., Dietary polyphenols, metab
study based on the DCH-NG subcohort, Nutrition, Metabolism & Card
[32] Jia Y, Han T, Zhao X, Sun C, Na L. The association of dietary fla-
vonoids, magnesium and their interactions with the metabolic
syndrome in Chinese adults. A prospective cohort study, vol. 126;
2021. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114520004754.

[33] Parmenter BH, Croft KD, Hodgson JM, Dalgaard F, Bondonno CP,
Lewis JR, et al. An overview and update on the epidemiology of
flavonoid intake and cardiovascular disease risk. Food Funct 2020;
11:6777e806. https://doi.org/10.1039/d0fo01118e.

[34] Zhang Z, Hu G, Caballero B, Appel L, Chen L. Habitual coffee con-
sumption and risk of hypertension: a systematic review and meta-
analysis of prospective observational studies. Am J Clin Nutr 2011;
93:1212e9. https://doi.org/10.3945/ajcn.110.004044.

[35] Hernáez Á, Castañer O, Elosua R, Pintó X, Estruch R, Salas-Salvadó J,
et al. Mediterranean diet improves high-density lipoprotein func-
tion in high-cardiovascular-risk individuals. Circulation 2017;135:
633e43. https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.116.023712.

[36] Rubín-García M, Vitelli-Storelli F, Toledo E, Castro-Barquero S,
Tresserra-Rimbau A, Martínez-González MÁ, et al. Polyphenol
intake and cardiovascular risk in the PREDIMED-Plus trial. A
comparison of different risk equations. Rev Española Cardiol
(English; 2021. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rec.2021.06.013.

[37] Miranda AM, Steluti J, Fisberg RM, Marchioni DM. Association
between polyphenol intake and hypertension in adults and older
adults: a population-based study in Brazil. PLoS One 2016;11:
1e14. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0165791.

[38] Wang S, Moustaid-Moussa N, Chen L, Mo H, Shastri A, Su R, et al.
Novel insights of dietary polyphenols and obesity. J Nutr Biochem
2014;25:1e18. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnutbio.2013.09.001.

[39] Harms LM, Scalbert A, Zamora-Ros R, Rinaldi S, Jenab M,
Murphy N, et al. Plasma polyphenols associated with lower high-
sensitivity C-reactive protein concentrations: a cross-sectional
study within the European Prospective Investigation into Cancer
and Nutrition (EPIC) cohort. Br J Nutr 2020;123:198e208. https:
//doi.org/10.1017/S0007114519002538.

[40] Rienks J, Barbaresko J, Oluwagbemigun K, Schmid M, Nöthlings U.
Polyphenol exposure and risk of type 2 diabetes: dose-response
meta-analyses and systematic review of prospective cohort
studies. Am J Clin Nutr 2018;108:49e61. https:
//doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/nqy083.

[41] Lippi G, Mattiuzzi C, Targher G. Glycated hemoglobin, diabetes,
and cardiovascular risk in nondiabetic adults. N Engl J Med 2010;
362:2030e1. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMc1003829.

[42] Andersen JLM, Halkjær J, Rostgaard-Hansen AL, Martinussen N,
Lund ASQ, Kyrø C, et al. Intake of whole grain and associations
with lifestyle and demographics: a cross-sectional study based on
the Danish Diet, Cancer and HealthdNext Generations cohort. Eur
J Nutr 2021;60:883e95. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00394-020-
02289-y.

[43] Damsgaard CT, Biltoft-Jensen A, Tetens I, Michaelsen KF, Lind MV,
Astrup A, et al. Whole-grain intake, reflected by dietary records
and biomarkers, is inversely associated with circulating insulin
and other cardiometabolic markers in 8- to 11-year-old children. J
Nutr 2017;147:816e24. https://doi.org/10.3945/jn.116.244624.

[44] Bondonno NP, Dalgaard F, Kyrø C, Murray K, Bondonno CP,
Lewis JR, et al. Flavonoid intake is associated with lower mortality
in the Danish Diet Cancer and Health Cohort. Nat Commun 2019;
10:1e10. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-11622-x.

[45] James SL, Abate D, Abate KH, Abay SM, Abbafati C, Abbasi N, et al.
Global, regional, and national incidence, prevalence, and years
lived with disability for 354 Diseases and Injuries for 195 coun-
tries and territories, 1990-2017: a systematic analysis for the
Global Burden of Disease Study 2017. Lancet 2018;392:1789e858.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)32279-7.

[46] Naska A, Lagiou A, Lagiou P. Dietary assessment methods in
epidemiological research: current state of the art and future
prospects. F1000Research 2017;6:1e8. https://doi.org/10.
12688/f1000research.10703.1.
olic syndrome and cardiometabolic risk factors: An observational
iovascular Diseases, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.numecd.2023.02.022

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10654-021-00832-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12916-018-1113-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12916-018-1113-8
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu12082458
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu12082458
https://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/nqy098
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00394-022-02977-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00394-022-02977-x
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.109.192644
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.109.192644
https://doi.org/10.3390/jcm8122090
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12916-021-02054-w
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12916-021-02054-w
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIR.0000000000000678
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIR.0000000000000678
https://doi.org/10.1161/JAHA.119.013600
https://doi.org/10.1093/eurheartj/ehab484
https://doi.org/10.1093/eurheartj/ehab484
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2468-1253(21)00143-6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0939-4753(23)00082-0/sref30
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00394-015-0950-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00394-015-0950-x
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114520004754
https://doi.org/10.1039/d0fo01118e
https://doi.org/10.3945/ajcn.110.004044
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIRCULATIONAHA.116.023712
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rec.2021.06.013
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0165791
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jnutbio.2013.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114519002538
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0007114519002538
https://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/nqy083
https://doi.org/10.1093/ajcn/nqy083
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMc1003829
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00394-020-02289-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00394-020-02289-y
https://doi.org/10.3945/jn.116.244624
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-019-11622-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(18)32279-7
https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.10703.1
https://doi.org/10.12688/f1000research.10703.1

	Dietary polyphenols, metabolic syndrome and cardiometabolic risk factors: An observational study based on the DCH-NG subcohort
	1. Introduction
	2. Methods
	2.1. Study population and design
	2.2. Dietary data
	2.3. Polyphenol dietary intake
	2.4. Biological, anthropometrical and clinical data
	2.5. Metabolic syndrome and cardiometabolic risk factors
	2.6. Statistical analysis

	3. Results
	3.1. Associations between polyphenol intake and MetS
	3.2. Associations between polyphenol intake and cardiometabolic risk factors

	4. Discussion
	Funding
	Conflict of interest
	Statement of authors’ contributions to manuscript
	Acknowledgment
	References


