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Figure S1. Bland-Altman plots comparing the FFQbascline with the 24-HDRs for nutrient residual intakes of: (A) fat, (B)
protein, (C) carbohydrate, (D) iron and (E) vitamin C. The solid line illustrates the median difference, and the dotted lines
illustrates the upper 2.5% and lower 2.5%. Energy-adjustment was performed using the residual method on double log-
transformed nutrient intakes.
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