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Abstract

Background: The exercise of power is central to understanding global health and its policy and governance processes,
including how food systems operate and shape population nutrition. However, the issue of power in food systems has
been little explored empirically or theoretically to date. In this article, we review previous work on understanding power
in addressing malnutrition as part of food systems that could be used in taking this issue further in future food systems
research. In particular, we examine why acknowledging power is vital in addressing food systems for better nutritional
outcomes, approaches to assessing power in empirical research, and ways of addressing issues of power as they relate to
food systems.

Methods: We undertook a narrative review and synthesis. This involved identifying relevant articles from searches of
PubMed and Scopus, and examining the reference lists of included studies. We considered for inclusion literature written
in English and related to countries of all income levels. Data from included articles were summarized under several
themes.

Results: We highlight the importance of acknowledging power as a critical issue in food systems, present approaches that
can be taken by food-systems researchers and practitioners in assessing power to understand the ways in which power
works in food systems and wider society, and present material relating to addressing power and developing strategies to
improve food systems for better nutrition, health and well-being.

Conclusion: A range of research approaches exist that can inform examination of power in food systems, and support
the development of strategies to improve food systems for better nutrition, health and well-being. However, there is
considerable scope for further work in this under-researched area. We hope that this review will support the necessary
research to understand further power in food systems and drive the much-needed transformative change.
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Background

The exercise of power is central to understanding global
health and its policy and governance processes, including
how food systems operate and shape population nutrition."”
However, and despite the substantial burden of malnutrition
in countries globally, power in food systems is an issue that
has been little explored empirically or theoretically to date.*
Thus in this article we review previous work on understanding
power in addressing malnutrition as part of food systems
that could be used in taking this issue further in future food
systems research. In particular, we examine the reasons why
acknowledging power is vital in addressing food systems for
better nutritional outcomes, approaches to assessing power in
empirical research, and ways of addressing issues of power as
they relate to food systems.

Malnutrition in all its forms is the leading contributor to
the global burden of disease, responsible for more deaths
and days lost to ill-health than any other single factor.” The
various forms of malnutrition contributing to this alarming
situation are interrelated: at one end of the spectrum are issues
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of undernutrition such as stunted growth and thinness; at the
‘other end’ are obesity and its attendant non-communicable
diseases; and throughout are issues of micronutrient
deficiencies. International development efforts have
historically focused on undernutrition and micronutrient
deficiency. Obesity and other non-communicable diseases
have generally been addressed separately. Over the last decade,
however, public health experts have increasingly considered
malnutrition in all its forms as a range of disorders that
share common causes in poor diets and lack of healthcare.
Malnutrition is now usefully described as a double (or even
triple) burden, with undernutrition and deficiencies coexisting
with obesity and other non-communicable disease in the same
countries, households and individuals.®” The latest estimates
suggest that a third of countries have significant levels of
undernutrition as well as obesity and non-communicable
disease,® thus a ‘double burden of malnutrition.

At the end of 2019 the Lancet journal released another of
its influential nutrition series, this one on the double burden
of malnutrition - the Lancet Series on the Double Burden of

Full list of authors’ affiliations is available at the end of the article.
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Malnutrition. This new and timely series presents a broad
range of evidence emphasising the interconnected nature of
different forms of malnutrition and the biological, economic
and policy drivers and implications.” However, we suggest
that to address the full spectrum of malnutrition requires a
focus beyond malnutrition’s immediate causes - diet and
disease — and even beyond their underlying determinants —
food systems — to understand characteristics of power as a
fundamental driver of malnutrition globally. Thus, inspired
by our observations at the Series launch of the ways in
which power was included and not included in research and
debates of these issues, we undertook (January to May 2020)
a narrative review and synthesis of existing literature relating
to power in addressing issues of malnutrition in food systems,
and also of literature elaborating empirical approaches for
understanding power, that could be used for expanding and
advancing power analyses in future food systems research.
The narrative review and synthesis methodological approach
is considered particularly useful for obtaining a broad
perspective or overview of a topic, without attempting to
identify all relevant literature.'

As part of this narrative review and synthesis, we searched
PubMed and Scopus for articles using combinations of the
keywords ‘power; ‘nutrition, ‘malnutrition, ‘double burden
of malnutrition, ‘food, food systems, ‘health’ and ‘health
systems. We evaluated all types of literature including
reviews, research articles, case-studies, and commentaries,
and considered for inclusion literature related to countries of
all income levels. We also examined the references of included
studies to identify additional sources. Only studies written in
English were included. Data from the included articles are
summarized under the following headings: acknowledging
power in food systems; assessing power in food systems;
and addressing power in food systems. We conceptualise
food systems broadly, using the definition of the Food and
Agriculture Organization: food systems encompass the
entire range of actors and their interlinked value-adding
activities involved in the production, aggregation, processing,
distribution, consumption and disposal of food products that
originate from agriculture, forestry or fisheries, and parts of
the broader economic, societal and natural environments in
which they are embedded."" All study authors contributed to
the review and synthesis process, including interpretation of
findings, and reviewed iterations of the final manuscript.

Results

Acknowledging Power in Food Systems

Power is exercised throughout global health, and is central
to understanding how food systems operate, including the
governance of nutrition through policy and regulation.'?
Food systems comprise vast networks of actors — including
governments, businesses, people, and coalitions — connected
in a variety of intricate ways, all with different aims and
approaches to realising their own interests, whether that
be simply survival, well-being or the enjoyment of cooking
and eating; pursuing a food-related livelihood; providing
for members of a community, or, more broadly, citizens; or
capturing resources (profits, subsidies, land etc). We use the

word power to describe what allows or prevents these actors
from realising these interests; why and how systems including
food systems tend to favour particular groups over others
over time; why resources accrue to some and not others; who
gets to set societal norms and beliefs and how this affects
individuals or groups; and how people may struggle against
and resist this.'” The issue of power within food systems has
been little explored empirically or theoretically to date, with
researchers and practitioners who focus on various forms of
malnutrition only for the most part starting to examine this
topic.*"?

The London launch of the Lancet Series on the Double
Burden of Malnutrition’ in December 2019 provided a
fascinating insight into how power asymmetries in global
health are increasingly acknowledged in expert discussions,
but are not yet front and centre of actual research. It was
notable that in the discussion of the launch, the assembled
experts moved away from discussing the data and evidence
relating to the double burden of malnutrition to discussing
its underlying cause: the issue of power. As a global nutrition
community, we will not be able to sustainably address
malnutrition in all its forms without focussing on its basic
causes — including, critically, issues of power. Such issues are
addressed by the Series (largely in the first paper by Popkin
et al”?), and also receiving mention in some of the subsequent
papers), but not nearly as centrally as they appeared in the
ensuing debate. Addressing power requires moving from its
debate amongst public health academics and practitioners to
power being an issue at the core of public health research and
practice.

Discussions at the Series launch centred on a particular
form of power - the power of large companies who market
unhealthy foods and beverages, or lobby in backrooms
against public health measures. Whilst a core interest of the
global health community is to address malnutrition resulting
from an inadequate food system, others in the food system
have different interests. Critically, corporate entities are
heavily incentivised by profit maximisation and related
efforts to reduce (public health) regulation. We agree with
the importance of understanding influence of large private
actors'»'® but we also highlight here that power imbalances
permeate all relationships concerning nutrition. This is
in regard to malnutrition in all its forms, and includes the
influence of prominent philanthropists and other development
actors wielding financial, epistemic and normative power!",>'¢
the daily inequities faced by and within the world’s poorest
households '8, and the lack of representation of the poor and
marginalised in systems of local and national government and
health governance.”

Assessing Power in Food Systems

Understanding differential power and influence in food
systems including in food and nutrition governance requires
political economy research approaches. These concern
themselves with how power dynamics emerge through
competing stakeholder priorities, and perpetuate systems —
including food systems, as well as wider social and economic
systems — that favour the powerful and let them set the rules
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of the game; or ossify systems so that things stay the same
even though individuals may move on or even be replaced by
others with competing interests.”*

Popular conceptualisations of power are as a simple force
applied authoritatively or coercively, but wider political
research stresses that power dynamics operate diffusely
and with complexity within the relationships, norms and
narratives that structure policy or programmatic decision-
making.***** Whilst there are numerous summaries of
theories of power, each with its disciplinary approach, we set
out here some common conceptualisations with application
to examining food systems.

As with lay conceptions, power was conceptualised
originally within political science as a negative and limiting
force of ‘power over; as the ability of some groups to gain
control over resources or political systems; their ability to
control key institutions, set the agenda and exclude others’
concerns from that agenda. But power has also been theorised
as a more positive and enabling force as ‘power to, including
power ‘to resist, or ‘power with, a collective power, ‘power
within, relating to self-efficacy, or ‘power for, emphasising
collective vision.?® In addition, some traditional definitions of
power view it as held by distinct actors in key economic or
political institutions broadly defined (elitism), or distributed
between different groups (pluralism), according to how they
access resources and enter coalitions. The ‘structuration’
perspective shifts the focus of power from something held by
actors, to something that operates at a system level,”** and
emphasises the ‘predetermination of the behavioural options
of political decision-makers’ by the structure of the system.*
Such different forms of power are not mutually exclusive;
they can exist all at once, are interrelated, and their dynamics
change over time, shaped themselves and perhaps also shaping
the systems and structures in which they exist.

Importantly, there are not only different forms power, but
power itself operates in different spaces and at different levels.
Of particular relevance here is Steven Lukes work on the
three ‘dimensions’ of power,’ extended into the Power Cube
model by John Gaventa.’>* People and institutions exert their
power openly but also behind ‘closed’ doors, or in privileged
‘invited” spaces (such as within global food and nutrition fora
or trade negotiations™) - challenged only when these spaces
of power are contested and perhaps ‘claimed, for example
through protest and public displays of outrage, including
food riots.*® Furthermore, power can be exercised in different
forms, including the aforementioned and ‘hidden’ ways in
which agendas are set in non-inclusive ways and through
its ‘invisible’ role in shaping our beliefs and ideologies, and
thus, conceptions of what types of political decisions are
legitimate.’ These different levels of power (global, national,
local); spaces of power (closed, invited, claimed); and forms
of power (visible, hidden, invisible) can all be assessed.’**
An example of an additional tool for such assessment is the
framework by Milsom et al developed for analysing power
in public health policy decision-making as well as for non-
decisions, in an article examining how corporate power and
international trade shape policy-making including in relation
to ultra-processed foods. Political economy analyses of power

go beyond simply listing the different actors involved in the
policy process. Extending upon the work of Lukes, Gaventa
and others, the framework of Milsom et al differentiates
between forms, mechanisms, dimensions and outcomes
of power in public health policy-making.** Assessments of
power, informed by such frameworks, can help to identify
who has the power to effect change (or maintain the status
quo), to what purposes and in whose interests, as well as the
forms of power exercised, its mechanisms, its dimensions (eg,
levels and spaces), and its outcomes. Notably, for change to
happen in ways that do not simply perpetuate forms of hidden
or invisible power, in closed and narrowly invited spaces,
activism and advocacy might need to focus on multiple forms
of power, in multiple spaces and at a variety of spatial scales,
to be effective.?s%

In disciplines such as political science or anthropology
where power is a central concept, detailed studies including
comparative, historical, longitudinal and ethnographic
methods have helped shed light on the dynamics of power,
including the complexity of the beliefs and interests that
lie behind major policy decisions.’®*” Recognising that this
kind of in-depth research is not always possible, but that
comprehensive assessments of power are fundamental to
informing the creation of more accountable policy processes,
complementary frameworks and approaches have been
developed. These include participatory power mapping,
following from the Power Cube model,”>** which has been
used by non-governmental organisations, civil society and
activist organisations around the world to structure power
analysis. Questions to be probed by this method®® include:
e WHO? Individual actors, organisations, and institutions

involved in policy processes (both formally and informally):
Whose voices are the loudest and who struggles to be
heard? Who is directly or indirectly helping these voices
to be heard? What interests do these actors represent?
Via what professional, political, educational, social,
kinship and/or ethnic networks are they connected?

e WHERE? Levels, spaces and context in which decisions are
made: At what levels and in which spaces are decisions
relevant to policy or implementation being made and
opinions articulated (household, community, national,
global)? What is the wider context for these? Are policy
spaces open, closed, invited (open only to certain groups),
contested, or claimed (ie, by protest or by setting in place
alternative policy solutions)? Are formal policy spaces
more dominant, or perhaps more informal settings?

o WHAT? Sectors, issues, and forms of power: What is the
construct of nutrition bylead actors and hence the change
being effected? What are the underlying motivations
and interests driving delivery? Which aspects of
marginalisation or equity are being addressed, if at all? In
what ways are actors operationalising their power? Are
actors operating in ways that are visible; hidden (with
items kept off the agenda); or invisible (embedded in
belief and knowledge systems)? What are the assumed
norms and narratives around current nutrition policy
areas and how do they contribute to hidden and invisible
forms of power?
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o HOW? Strategies, platforms and models for creating change:
What strategic approaches are used for responding to the
above? What governance structures are in place for power
sharing amongst multiple stakeholders? What is the logic
behind the choice of partners, allies and actors? What is
the role and strategy of different actors in the work they
support or carry out? What incentives and disincentives
are shaping stakeholder cooperation and power sharing?
What type of leadership is being undertaken, for example:
sole, distributive?

Power dynamics (and imbalances) within global and
national food systems have led to many ineffective and
incoherent policy decisions,*! decisions which have failed
to address malnourishment, leaving many people under-
served, under-voiced, and unable to hold the powerful to
account. With policy-making, although rational, linear
models for understanding the policy process (eg, proceeding
through the stages of agenda setting, policy formulation
and legitimisation, implementation, evaluation and review),
and the relationships between evidence and policy can
be wuseful heuristics to support basic conceptualisation,
policy processes rarely follow such a path. Rather, policy-
making is a non-linear process shaped by political and other
wider contextual factors, and power is a critical concept to
understand policy processes and decisions.*** A major data
and analytical gap for improving accountability in food and
health systems and nutrition policy processes relates to the
type of more comprehensive power analysis described here.
Challenging the activities which lead to suboptimal outcomes
for food systems, including for population nutrition, calls
for rigorous analysis of how power operates; only then can
suitable structures be designed to ensure a more transparent
and responsible exercise of power in those fora mandated
to make responsive and effective decisions in the interests
of tackling malnutrition.”*' Epidemiological and other
evidence is essential for understanding how food systems are
transitioning, but understanding how power operates within
and beyond these systems is critical for understanding drivers
and enacting change.

Addressing Power in Food Systems
Globally, public health and nutrition communities have
long been aware of power imbalances when considering, for
example, the history of the marketing of breastmilk formula,*
the undue influence of processed food manufacturers over
policy to address obesity,® or the power and influence in
global trade agreements of corporate actors and of larger and
wealthier countries and regions over those smaller and more
resource-constrained.**** Academic work in this area has been
critical to improving understanding of the power dynamics
shaping food systems and nutrition outcomes, and helping
to identify factors that support or restrict implementation
of nutrition policy and programmes. However, considering
analyses of power also suggests need for new approaches to
addressing such food system problems - and the need for
much further work in this area.

The analyses of power that we propose would assist with
identifying, understanding, and providing the evidence base

from which to address the challenges and opportunities at
critical points of the current global food system. These analyses
would include work on equity and marginalisation, policy
processes at multiple scales and system levels including their
interconnections, and macro-structural drivers such as trade
and economic policy and the role of private sector entities.
Previous work on understanding power to achieve nutritional
goals indicates, for example, that multi-sectoral platforms and
approaches require strong championing and coordination
supported by joined-up funding and targets to counter
disincentives to collaborative working, as seen in Pakistan*
and Peru.” There is also indication that power issues in regard
to decision-making and resources between central and local
governments can compromise the delivery of food and health
systems, as seen in Pakistan,” whereas mutual recognition of
institutional benefits such as electorate popularity can forge
cooperation between local actors and vertical programs as
seen in Brazil and India.” Notwithstanding need for further
research,® studies from a range of countries suggest that civil
society activism and other participatory approaches creating
bottom-up demand for better nutrition and health have
challenged power structures in various contexts.?*® With
this there are particularly lessons to learn from existing and
successful food-based movements, such as Indian’s Right
to Food Campaign,® or the role of ‘peasant-led’ or worker-
led struggles in Brazil’s wider and successful policy of ‘Zero
Hunger’®* Further work in this area would build on this, and
likely lead to the development of new and more nuanced
understandings and suggestions.

Analyses of power in national policy processes generally
highlight the importance of the state in regulation, oversight,
and ensuring human rights are protected in regard to
population nutrition and providing the essential public
services and basic infrastructure that have been associated
with better health and nutrition outcomes.®® If commensurate
with accountability mechanisms to support governance
processes, constrain the influence of corporate and other
actors with conflicts of interest in public policy development,
and reinforce civil society engagement with achieving healthy
food goals,” this could form a social compact between the
state and its citizens. In times of plenty, abundant and well-
distributed food helps to maintain the social contract between
citizens and states, and so status-quo power relations; but
in times of crisis, food can be the catch-point to trigger
reorganisation of power.** There is also the challenge of
how to address the actions of a state that does not act in the
interests of its people. Analyses of national policy processes
have also helped to understand the challenges to developing
policy informed by evidence, given that evidence is but one
part of the policy process which is also informed by broader
political considerations.* % However, such analyses, and work
to understand the different food regimes that have shaped
intertwined food and economic systems over centuries,*”
often provide a reminder that the locus of power does not
always rest with national governments. Whilst analyses of
national policy processes remain important, in a globalised
world, analysis of global power systems is also critical given
limits to effectiveness of action from a single government or
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national system of governance.”"*

The globalisation of the food system brings to the fore
newer issues of concentration of power outside of national
governments, largely with global corporations”™ but also
through multi-stakeholder partnerships creating powerful
lobbying groups!?.”? Discussion at the Series launch included
calls for a global code on the marketing of ultra-processed
foods, to limit corporate power in a similar way that a global
code on the marketing of breastmilk substitutes has tried to
do,” given increasingly clear evidence on the role of such foods
in causing obesity, including amongst children.” Whilst we
support this approach to understanding and limiting undue
corporate power, the global health community also needs
to examine and address more broadly issues of stakeholder
power within food systems, the trade-offs that inevitably
result from public health, profit, and livelihood considerations
of different actors and their power, and the varied effects on
nutritional outcomes. Box 1 illustrates the issue of power at
play in policy processes relating to the implementation of a
tax on sugar-sweetened beverages (SSBs), highlighting the
scope for power analyses applied to issues of food systems.

One existing framework with clear potential to redress
power imbalances within and among states is the global
human rights system. In 2019, over a hundred academics and
activists signed a letter to the BM]J calling for rights-based
guidance on food systems and diets, and suggesting that
“international human rights law, institutions and mechanisms
provide important opportunities for norm setting, advocacy
and accountability which are currently underutilised” in
addressing malnutrition.” There is academic work describing
what this framework might look like for nutrition,” and how
it might be considered of use to citizens and policy-makers.”
Successive United Nations Rapporteurs on food and nutrition
have also called for placing power as a central consideration
of food systems using human rights as a mechanism,” which
thus provides a focus not only on better outcomes but also on
more equitable processes in the drive for better population
nutrition.

Critically, such proposals for addressing malnutrition would
be interventions in a complex system, and whilst changes to
a system’s power distribution is effective for enacting systems
change, work on complex systems shows that the most effective
actions for achieving change involve addressing system goals
and paradigm.” This means understanding and addressing
the goals, power structure, rules and culture out of which the
system arises. The paradigm in which food and health systems
exists is one of neoliberalism* - an economic and political
ideology with an inherent focus on reshaping the regulatory
environment in favour of the market.!®!*" The neoliberal
perspective considers the responsibility for health behaviours
and outcomes, including of relevance here food choice and
nutritional outcomes, to lie with the individual, neglecting
to consider the broader structural factors that shape these
behaviours and outcomes.'”*'* Developing the new food
system that is so urgently needed to address malnutrition —
one conducive to human, animal and environmental health,
and responsive to the needs of people in high-, middle-,
and low-income countries — will require new economic or

Box 1. Power in Policy Processes Addressing Consumption of Sugar Sweetened
Beverages

Addressing the consumption of SSBs is, given the strong
links to obesity and non-communicable disease, and dental
caries,””” increasingly considered necessary by the public health
community.”® There is particular advocacy and support for the
introduction of taxes on SSBs, which evidence suggests, with
some debate,” reduces SSB consumption.”*® In 2019, SSB taxes
had been implemented in 40 countries globally.®' However, there
is growing evidence globally that industry are heavily using their
power and resources to invest in activities to oppose SSB regulatory
measures, including implementation of national taxes on SSBs.”%%
In Africa, for example, only South Africa has successfully
introduced an SSB tax. As Du et al describe, this tax, which
came into effect in April 2018, experienced multiple delays in its
implementation since 2016 when it was originally proposed. The
fervent resistance from food companies to the implementation of
the tax resulted in industry’s use of a number of tactics to counter
the arguments made by advocates of the tax. At the same time,
concerted advocacy was undertaken by civil society stakeholders
in support of the tax.’® Despite the compelling rationale for
governments to embrace SSB taxes, Morocco was forced in 2018
to repeal its SSB tax before its implementation in early 2019, due
to pressure from the agri-food industry.® A year on, the Moroccan
parliament has considered a more watered-down version of the
tax, although there has been no further progress to date.®

The experience of South Africa and Morocco with
implementation of SSB taxes highlights clear tensions between
stakeholders and strong power dynamics. The actions taken by
corporate actors such as those illustrated by these two examples
are increasingly documented in public health literature, including
in regard to malnutrition-related policy processes in Africa, %%
raising questions about asymmetries of power and other power
dynamics between particularly public and private interests.?****
Additionally, some analyses of power have been conducted
specifically in regard to the political economy of SSB taxes and
resistance to them.®>**** However, there is considerable scope for
further and in-depth power analyses including through drawing
on the approaches and frameworks described in this article, and
in a greater number of contexts.

Abbreviation: SSB, sugar-sweetened beverages.

public health models,'™ and changes to stakeholder power

and interests. Alternative system paradigms that may prove
useful for achieving this include a human-rights framing,
which has considerable traction globally,” or framings on
equity and inequality.”” However, the transformative change
needed will involve a transdisciplinary approach appealing
to — and capturing the imaginations of — a wide range of
stakeholders.'” In the meantime, a focus on power is critical
for understanding the influence of different actors within
global food and health systems, and supporting development
of effective strategies to address malnutrition - perhaps,
ultimately, given the potential for such a focus to raise
important questions about the very paradigm in which global
food and health systems exist and support related advocacy,
through something quite transformative.

Conclusion
This review highlights power as a critical issue in food
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systems, and describes approaches that can be taken by food
system researchers and practitioners to assess power and,
ultimately, use this understanding of power to address power
imbalances and develop strategies to improve food systems
for better nutrition, health and well-being. However, there
is considerable scope for further work in this largely under-
researched area. We hope that this review will assist food
systems researchers and practitioners with acknowledging the
importance of power in food systems, understanding some of
the key power dynamics and their impact, and undertaking
the necessary research to develop further understandings
of power in food systems and drive the much-needed
transformative change.
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Endnotes

'ie, power not only over financial resources, but power to set research and
policy agendas, or broader norms and ideologies.

2 We infer these as coalitions of power with likely negative impacts on food
system outcomes for the poor and disempowered; but also note debates in
the power literature about the possibility for resistance and collective action; as
suggested by the earlier examples of Brazil and India. While these are national
examples and while the excitement in earlier literature about the potential of
more global-identity-based ‘new social movements’ has largely receeeded, we
note from current writing new, youth-based movements appearing able to resist
the status quo, such as those with increasing influence over the climate debate.
Similar transnational examples within nutrition might include the earlier ‘baby
killer'’ campaigns against unethical breastmilk substitute formula marketing,
which some (still challenged) success in taking on such forms of transnational
corporate power; or the broader food sovereignty movement.

References

1. Shiffman J. Knowledge, moral claims and the exercise of power
in global health. Int J Health Policy Manag. 2014;3(6):297-299.
doi:10.15171/ijhpm.2014.120

2. Shiffman J. Global health as a field of power relations: a response to
recent commentaries. Int J Health Policy Manag. 2015;4(7):497-499.
doi:10.15171/ijhpm.2015.104

3. Moon S. Power in global governance: an expanded typology from
global health. Global Health. 2019;15(Suppl 1):74. doi:10.1186/
$12992-019-0515-5

4. Leach M, Nisbett N, Cabral L, Harris J, Hossain N, Thompson J. Food
politics and development. World Dev. 2020;134:105024. doi:10.1016/j.
worlddev.2020.105024

5. Global, regional, and national comparative risk assessment of 84
behavioural, environmental and occupational, and metabolic risks
or clusters of risks for 195 countries and territories, 1990-2017:
a systematic analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study

10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

2017. Lancet. 2018;392(10159):1923-1994.
6736(18)32225-6

Shrimpton R, Rokx C. The Double Burden of Malnutrition: A Review of
Global Evidence. Washington, DC: The World Bank; 2012.

Atsu BK, Guure C, Laar AK. Determinants of overweight with concurrent
stunting among Ghanaian children. BMC Pediatr. 2017;17(1):177.
doi:10.1186/s12887-017-0928-3

Behrman N, Micha R, Mannar V, et al. 2020 Global Nutrition Report:
Action on Equity to end Malnutrition. Bristol, United Kingdom:
Development Initiatives; 2020.

Branca F, Demaio A, Udomkesmalee E, et al. A new nutrition manifesto
for a new nutrition reality. Lancet. 2020;395(10217):8-10. doi:10.1016/
s0140-6736(19)32690-x

Gregory AT, Denniss AR. An introduction to writing narrative and
systematic reviews-tasks, tips and traps for aspiring authors. Heart
Lung Circ. 2018;27(7):893-898. doi:10.1016/j.hic.2018.03.027
Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO).
Sustainable Food Systems: Concept and Framework. FAO; 2018.
Nisbett N, Gillespie S, Haddad L, Harris J. Why worry about the
politics of childhood undernutrition? World Dev. 2014;64:420-433.
doi:10.1016/j.worlddev.2014.06.018

Popkin BM, Corvalan C, Grummer-Strawn LM. Dynamics of the double
burden of malnutrition and the changing nutrition reality. Lancet.
2020;395(10217):65-74.  doi:10.1016/s0140-6736(19)32497-3
Moodie R, Stuckler D, Monteiro C, et al. Profits and pandemics:
prevention of harmful effects of tobacco, alcohol, and ultra-processed
food and drink industries. Lancet. 2013;381(9867):670-679.
doi:10.1016/s0140-6736(12)62089-3

McKee M, Stuckler D. Revisiting the corporate and commercial
determinants of health. Am J Public Health. 2018;108(9):1167-1170.
doi:10.2105/ajph.2018.304510

Lie AL. Power in Global Nutrition Governance. Global Governance:
A Review of Multilateralism and International Organizations.
2019;25(2):277-303. doi:10.1163/19426720-02502006

Rodin J. Accelerating action towards universal health coverage by
applying a gender lens. Bull World Health Organ. 2013;91(9):710-711.
doi:10.2471/blt.13.127027

Hong R. Effect of economic inequality on chronic childhood
undernutrition in Ghana. Public Health Nutr. 2007;10(4):371-378.
doi:10.1017/s1368980007226035

Harris J, Nisbett N. Equity in social and development-studies research:
insights for nutrition. In: UNSCN News 43: Advancing Equity, Equality
and Non-Discrimination in Food Systems: Pathways to Reform. UK:
UNSCN; 2018:57-63.

Walls H, Johnston D, Vecchione E, Adam A, Parkhurst J. The role of
evidence in nutrition policymaking in Ethiopia: institutional structures
and issue framing. Dev Policy Rev. 2018;37(2):293-310. doi:10.1111/
dpr.12385

Baker P, Hawkes C, Wingrove K, et al. What drives political
commitment for nutrition? a review and framework synthesis to inform
the United Nations Decade of Action on Nutrition. BMJ Glob Health.
2018;3(1):e000485. doi:10.1136/bmjgh-2017-000485

Walls HL, Cornelsen L, Lock K, Smith RD. How much priority is given
to nutrition and health in the EU Common Agricultural Policy? Food
Policy. 2016;59:12-23. doi:10.1016/j.foodpol.2015.12.008

Harris J. Advocacy coalitions and the transfer of nutrition policy to
Zambia. Health Policy Plan. 2019;34(3):207-215. doi:10.1093/heapol/
czz024

Milsom P, Smith R, Baker R, Walls H. Corporate power and the
international trade regime preventing progressive policy action on non-
communicable diseases: a realist review. Health Policy Plan. 2020:1-
16.

Harris J. Power in the Zambian nutrition policy process. IDS Bull. 2019;
50(2):121-130.d0i:10.19088/1968-2019.122

Nisbett N, Barnett |. Explaining the reduction in child undernutrition in
the Indian state of Maharashtra between 2006 and 2012: an analysis
of the policy processes. Food Policy. 2017;70:27-39. doi:10.1016/.
foodpol.2017.05.006

Nisbett N. Narratives of Nutrition in India-how can a narrative policy
analysis further our understanding of the political economy shaping
policy on child undernutrition? A narrative analysis of the political

doi:10.1016/s0140-

814 |

International Journal of Health Policy and Management, 2021, 10(12), 809-816


https://doi.org/10.15171/ijhpm.2014.120
https://doi.org/10.15171/ijhpm.2015.104
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12992-019-0515-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12992-019-0515-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.105024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2020.105024
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(18)32225-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(18)32225-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12887-017-0928-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(19)32690-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(19)32690-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.hlc.2018.03.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2014.06.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(19)32497-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(12)62089-3
https://doi.org/10.2105/ajph.2018.304510
https://doi.org/10.1163/19426720-02502006
https://doi.org/10.2471/blt.13.127027
https://doi.org/10.1017/s1368980007226035
https://doi.org/10.1111/dpr.12385
https://doi.org/10.1111/dpr.12385
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2017-000485
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2015.12.008
https://doi.org/10.1093/heapol/czz024
https://doi.org/10.1093/heapol/czz024
https://doi.org/10.19088/1968-2019.122
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2017.05.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2017.05.006

Walls et al

28.

29.

30.
31.

32.

33.
34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

economy shaping policy on child undernutrition in India. Dev Change.
2017;48(2):312-338.  doi:10.1111/dech.12297

Gaventa J. Beyond the prepositions: using power analysis to inform
strategies for social action. Journal of Political Power. 2020; In Press.
Giddens A. The Constitution of Society: Outline of the Theory of
Structuration. University of California Press; 1986.

Fuchs D, Lederer M. The power of business. Bus Polit. 2007;9(3):1-17.
Lukes S. Power: A Radical View. 2nd ed. New York: Palgrave
Macmillian;  2005.

Gaventa J. Finding the spaces for change: a power analysis. IDS Bull.
2006;37(6):23-33.

Powercube website. https://www.powercube.net/.

Friel S, Baker P, Thow AM, Gleeson D, Townsend B, Schram A.
An exposé of the realpolitik of trade negotiations: implications for
population nutrition. Public Health Nutr. 2019;22(16):3083-3091.
doi:10.1017/s1368980019001642

Hossain N, Scott-Villiers P. Food Riots, Food Rights and the Politics of
Provisions. Routledge; 2017.

Ferguson J. The Anti-Politics Machine: Development, Depoliticization,
and Bureaucratic Power in Lesotho. Minneapolis: University of
Minnesota Press; 1994.

Chopra D. Interactions of ‘power’ in the making and shaping of social
policy. Contemp South Asia. 2011;19(2):153-171. doi:10.1080/095849
35.2011.565312

Quick guide to power analysis. Oxfam. https://www.powercube.net/wp-
content/uploads/2009/11/quick_guide_to_power_analysis_external_
final.pdf.

Elinder LS. Obesity, hunger, and agriculture: the damaging role
of subsidies. BMJ. 2005;331(7528):1333-1336. doi:10.1136/
bmj.331.7528.1333

Gillespie S, Haddad L, Mannar V, Menon P, Nisbett N. The politics of
reducing malnutrition: building commitment and accelerating progress.
Lancet. 2013;382(9891):552-569. doi:10.1016/s0140-6736(13)60842-
9

Yates R. Universal health care and the removal of user fees. Lancet.
2009;373(9680):2078-2081. doi:10.1016/s0140-6736(09)60258-0
Smith K. Beyond Evidence-Based Policy in Public Health. Palgrave
Macmillan; 2013.

Russell J, Greenhalgh T, Byrne E, McDonnell J. Recognizing rhetoric
in health care policy analysis. J Health Serv Res Policy. 2008;13(1):40-
46. doi:10.1258/jhsrp.2007.006029

Turnbull N. How should we theorise public policy? problem solving
and problematicity. Policy Soc. 2006;25(2):3-22. doi:10.1016/s1449-
4035(06)70072-8

Lewis JM. Evidence-based policy: a technocratic wish in a political
world. In: Lin V, Gibson B, eds. Evidence-Based Health Policy:
Problems and Possibilities. Oxford: Oxford University Press; 2003.
Greenhalgh T, Russell J. Evidence-based policymaking: a critique.
Perspect Biol Med. 2009;52(2):304-318. doi:10.1353/pbm.0.0085
Hammersley M. The Myth of Research-Based Policy and Practice.
London: SAGE Publications; 2013.

Shearer JC, Abelson J, Kouyaté B, Lavis JN, Walt G. Why do policies
change? Institutions, interests, ideas and networks in three cases of
policy reform. Health Policy Plan. 2016;31(9):1200-1211. doi:10.1093/
heapol/czw052

Smith LC, Haddad L. Reducing child undernutrition: past drivers
and priorities for the post-MDG era. World Dev. 2015;68:180-204.
doi:10.1016/j.worlddev.2014.11.014

Gongalves S. The effects of participatory budgeting on municipal
expenditures and infant mortality in Brazil. World Dev. 2014;53:94-110.
doi:10.1016/j.worlddev.2013.01.009

United Nations Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC). Progress
Towards the Sustainable Development Goals: Report of the Secretary-
General. ECOSOC; 2016.

Brady JP. Marketing breast milk substitutes: problems and perils
throughout the world. Arch Dis Child. 2012;97(6):529-532. doi:10.1136/
archdischild-2011-301299

Swinburn B, Kraak V, Rutter H, et al. Strengthening of accountability
systems to create healthy food environments and reduce global
obesity. Lancet. 2015;385(9986):2534-2545. doi:10.1016/s0140-
6736(14)61747-5

Walls HL, Smith RD, Drahos P. Improving regulatory capacity to

55.

56.

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

73.

74.

75.

76.

manage risks associated with trade agreements. Global Health. 2015;
11:14.  doi:10.1186/s12992-015-0099-7

Friel S, Schram A, Townsend B. The nexus between international
trade, food systems, malnutrition and climate change. Nat Food. 2020;
1(1):51-58. doi:10.1038/s43016-019-0014-0

Zaidi S, Bhutta Z, Hussain SS, Rasanathan K. Multisector governance
for nutrition and early childhood development: overlapping agendas
and differing progress in Pakistan. BMJ Glob Health. 2018;3(Suppl
4):e000678. doi:10.1136/bmjgh-2017-000678

Mejia Acosta A, Haddad L. The politics of success in the fight against
malnutrition in Peru. Food Policy. 2014;44:26-35. doi:10.1016/.
foodpol.2013.10.009

Zaidi S, Mohmand SK, Hayat N, Acosta AM, Bhutta ZA. Nutrition
policy in the post-devolution context in Pakistan: an analysis of
provincial opportunities and barriers. IDS Bull. 2013;44(3):86-93.
doi:10.1111/1759-5436.12035

Acosta AM, Fanzo J. Fighting Maternal and Child Malnutrition:
Analysing the Political and Institutional Determinants of Delivering A
National Multisectoral Response in Six Countries. Sussex: Institute of
Development Studies; 2012.

George AS, Mehra V, Scott K, Sriram V. Community participation in
health systems research: a systematic review assessing the state
of research, the nature of interventions involved and the features of
engagement with communities. PLoS One. 2015;10(10):e0141091.
doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0141091

Krishnan P, Subramaniam M. Understanding the state: right to food
campaign in India. The Global South. 2014;8(2):101-118.
Mendonca Leao M, Maluf RS. Effective Public Policies and Active
Citizenship: Brazil's experience of building a food and nutrition security
system. Oxfam International, ABRANDH; 2014.

Headey D, Hoddinott J, Park S. Accounting for nutritional changes in
six success stories: a regression-decomposition approach. Glob Food
Sec. 2017;13:12-20. doi:10.1016/j.gfs.2017.02.003

Walls HL, Walls KL, Loff B. The regulatory gap in chronic disease
prevention: a historical perspective. J Public Health Policy. 2012;
33(1):89-104. doi:10.1057/jphp.2011.50

Hossain N, King R, Kelbert A. Squeezed: Life in a Time of Food Price
Volatility, Year 1 Results. SSRN Electronic Journal. 2013. doi:10.2139/
ssrn.2333277

Walls H, Liverani M, Chheng K, Parkhurst J. The many meanings of
evidence: a comparative analysis of the forms and roles of evidence
within three health policy processes in Cambodia. Health Res Policy
Syst. 2017;15(1):95. doi:10.1186/s12961-017-0260-2

Walls H, Johnston D, Vecchione E, Adam A, Parkhurst J. The role of
evidence in nutrition policy-making in Ethiopia: institutional structures
and issue framing. Dev Policy Rev. 2019;37(2):293-310. doi:10.1111/
dpr.12385

Parkhurst J. The Politics of Evidence: From Evidence-Based Policy to
the Good Governance of Evidence. London: Routledge; 2017.
Friedmann H. Discussion: moving food regimes forward: reflections
on symposium essays. Agric Human Values. 2009;26(4):335-344.
doi:10.1007/s10460-009-9225-6

Friedmann H, McMichael P. Agriculture and the state system: the
rise and decline of national agricultures, 1870 to the present. Sociol
Ruralis. 1989;29(2):93-117. doi:10.1111/j.1467-9523.1989.tb00360.x
Howard PH. Concentration and Power in the Food System: Who
Controls What We Eat? London: Bloomsbury Academic; 2016.
Brooks S. Inducing food insecurity: financialisation and development in
the post-2015 era. Third World Q. 2016;37(5):768-780. doi:10.1080/0
1436597.2015.1110014

United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF). International Code of
Marketing of Breast-Milk Substitutes. UNICEF; 2005. https://www.
unicef.org/nutrition/index_24805.html.

Khandpur N, Neri DA, Monteiro C, et al. Ultra-processed food
consumption among the paediatric population: an overview and call to
action from the European Childhood Obesity Group. Ann Nutr Metab.
2020;76(2):109-113.  doi:10.1159/000507840

Malik VS, Popkin BM, Bray GA, Després JP, Hu FB. Sugar-sweetened
beverages, obesity, type 2 diabetes mellitus, and cardiovascular
disease risk. Circulation. 2010;121(11):1356-1364. doi:10.1161/
circulationaha.109.876185

Malik VS, Popkin BM, Bray GA, Després JP, Willett WC, Hu FB.

International Journal of Health Policy and Management, 2021, 10(12), 809-816

| 815


https://doi.org/10.1111/dech.12297
https://www.powercube.net/
https://doi.org/10.1017/s1368980019001642
https://doi.org/10.1080/09584935.2011.565312
https://doi.org/10.1080/09584935.2011.565312
https://www.powercube.net/wp-content/uploads/2009/11/quick_guide_to_power_analysis_external_final.pdf
https://www.powercube.net/wp-content/uploads/2009/11/quick_guide_to_power_analysis_external_final.pdf
https://www.powercube.net/wp-content/uploads/2009/11/quick_guide_to_power_analysis_external_final.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.331.7528.1333
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmj.331.7528.1333
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(13)60842-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(13)60842-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(09)60258-0
https://doi.org/10.1258/jhsrp.2007.006029
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1449-4035(06)70072-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/s1449-4035(06)70072-8
https://doi.org/10.1353/pbm.0.0085
https://doi.org/10.1093/heapol/czw052
https://doi.org/10.1093/heapol/czw052
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2014.11.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.worlddev.2013.01.009
https://doi.org/10.1136/archdischild-2011-301299
https://doi.org/10.1136/archdischild-2011-301299
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(14)61747-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0140-6736(14)61747-5
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12992-015-0099-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s43016-019-0014-0
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjgh-2017-000678
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2013.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2013.10.009
https://doi.org/10.1111/1759-5436.12035
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0141091
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gfs.2017.02.003
https://doi.org/10.1057/jphp.2011.50
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2333277
https://doi.org/10.2139/ssrn.2333277
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12961-017-0260-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/dpr.12385
https://doi.org/10.1111/dpr.12385
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10460-009-9225-6
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9523.1989.tb00360.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/01436597.2015.1110014
https://doi.org/10.1080/01436597.2015.1110014
https://www.unicef.org/nutrition/index_24805.html
https://www.unicef.org/nutrition/index_24805.html
https://doi.org/10.1159/000507840
https://doi.org/10.1161/circulationaha.109.876185
https://doi.org/10.1161/circulationaha.109.876185

Walls et al

Sugar-sweetened beverages and risk of metabolic syndrome and type 1049.  doi:10.2105/ajph.2017.303861
2 diabetes: a meta-analysis. Diabetes Care. 2010;33(11):2477-2483. 91. Miller D, Harkins C. Corporate strategy, corporate capture: Food and
doi:10.2337/dc10-1079 alcohol industry lobbying and public health. Crit Soc Policy. 2010;

77. Marshall TA. Preventing dental caries associated with sugar-sweetened 30(4):564-589. doi:10.1177/0261018310376805
beverages. J Am Dent Assoc. 2013;144(10):1148-1152. doi:10.14219/ 92. Hawkins B, Holden C, Eckhardt J, Lee K. Reassessing policy
jada.archive.2013.0033 paradigms: a comparison of the global tobacco and alcohol industries.

78. Du M, Tugendhaft A, Erzse A, Hofman KJ. Sugar-sweetened beverage Glob Public Health. 2018;13(1):1-19. doi:10.1080/17441692.2016.11
taxes: industry response and tactics. Yale J Biol Med. 2018;91(2):185- 61815
190. 93. Moise N, Cifuentes E, Orozco E, Willett W. Limiting the consumption

79. Cornelsen L, Smith RD. Soda taxes-four questions economists of sugar sweetened beverages in Mexico’s obesogenic environment:
need to address. Food Policy. 2018;74:138-142. doi:10.1016/j. a qualitative policy review and stakeholder analysis. J Public Health
foodpol.2017.12.003 Policy. 2011;32(4):458-475. doi:10.1057/jphp.2011.39

80. BackholerK, Martin J. Sugar-sweetened beverage tax: the inconvenient 94. Nixon L, Mejia P, Cheyne A, Dorfman L. Big Soda’s long shadow: news
truths. Public Health Nutr. 2017;20(18):3225-3227. doi:10.1017/ coverage of local proposals to tax sugar-sweetened beverages in
s1368980017003330 Richmond, EI Monte and Telluride. Crit Public Health. 2015;25(3):333-

81. World Cancer Research Fund International. NOURISHING Policy 347. doi:10.1080/09581596.2014.987729
Database. http://www.wcrf.org/NOURISHING. Published 2019. 95. Buse K, Patterson D, Magnusson R, Toebes B. Urgent Call for Human

82. Carriedo A, Koon A, Encarnacion LM, Lee K, Smith R, Walls H. The Rights Guidance on Diets and Food Systems. The BMJ Opinion; 2019.
political economy of sugar-sweetened beverages taxation in Latin https://blogs.bmj.com/bmj/2019/10/30/urgent-call-for-human-rights-
America: lessons from Mexico, Chile and Colombia. Res Sg. 2020. guidance-on-diets-and-food-systems/.
doi:10.21203/rs.3.rs-36858/v1 96. Fanzo J, Cordes YK, Fox EF, Bulman A. Tying the knot: an

83. Bazza T. Morocco to Cancel Increased Soft Drink Taxes Under interdisciplinary approach to understanding the human right to
Manufacturer Pressure. Morocco World News; 2019. adequate nutrition. Columbia J Transnatl Law. 2018;57:62-114.

84. Lim G. One Year on: Morocco Still Debating Introducing Sugar Tax 97. Hossain N, te Lintelo D. Acommon sense approach to the right to food.
on Soft Drinks. Food Navigator Asia website. 2019. https://www. J Hum Rights Pract. 2018;10(3):367-387.
foodnavigator-asia.com/Article/2019/11/20/One-year-on-Morocco-still- 98. De Schutter O. The political economy approach to food systems
debating-introducing-sugar-tax-on-soft-drinks. reform. IDS Bull. 2019;50(2):13-26. doi:10.19088/1968-2019.115

85. Walls H, Johnston D, Matita M, Kamwanja T, Smith R, Nanama S. 99. Meadows D. Thinking in Systems. Sustainability Institute; 2008.
Agricultural Input Subsidy Programmes and Population Nutrition: A 100. Bell K, Green J. On the perils of invoking neoliberalism in public health
Qualitative Assessment in Malawi with Implications for Improvement critique. Crit Public Health. 2016;26(3):239-243. doi:10.1080/0958159
to Policy Implementation Theory. Presented at: ANH (Agriculture, 6.2016.1144872
Nutrition Health) Academy Week; 2020. https://www.youtube.com/ 101. Harvey D. A Brief History of Neoliberalism. Oxford: Oxford University
watch?v=5phAsNHzUjs. Press; 2005.

86. Chinsinga B. The Political Economy of Agricultural Policy Processes in 102. Navarro V. Neoliberalism as a class ideology; or, the political causes
Malawi: A Case Study of the Fertilizer Subsidy Programme. Brighton: of the growth of inequalities. Int J Health Serv. 2007;37(1):47-62.
Institute of Development Studies, University of Sussex; 2012. doi:10.2190/ap65-x154-4513-r520

87. Harris J, Drimie S. Toward an Integrated Approach for Addressing 103. Rushton S, Williams OD. Frames, paradigms and power: global health
Malnutrition in Zambia: A Literature Review and Institutional Analysis. policy-making under neoliberalism. Glob Soc. 2012;26(2):147-167.
International Food Policy Research Institute (IFPRI); 2012. doi:10.1080/13600826.2012.656266

88. Termeer CJAM, Drimie S, Ingram J, Pereira L, Whittingham MJ. A 104. Walls H, Baker P, Parkhurst J. Addressing trade policy as a macro-
diagnostic framework for food system governance arrangements: the structural determinant of health: the role of institutions and ideas. Glob
case of South Africa. NJAS - Wageningen Journal of Life Sciences. Soc Policy. 2018;18(1):94-101. doi:10.1177/1468018117748700
2018;84:85-93. doi:10.1016/j.njas.2017.08.001 105. Milsom P, Smith R, Walls H. A systems thinking approach to inform

89. Drimie S, Ruysenaar S. The integrated food security strategy of South coherent policy action for NCD prevention comment on “how
Africa: an institutional analysis. Agrekon. 2010;49(3):316-337. doi:10.1 neoliberalism is shaping the supply of unhealthy commodities and
080/03031853.2010.503377 what this means for NCD prevention”. Int J Health Policy Manag. 2020;

90. Moodie AR. What public health practitioners need to know about 9(5):212-214.  doi:10.15171/ijhpm.2019.113
unhealthy industry tactics. Am J Public Health. 2017;107(7):1047-

816 | International Journal of Health Policy and Management, 2021, 10(12), 809-816


https://doi.org/10.2337/dc10-1079
https://doi.org/10.14219/jada.archive.2013.0033
https://doi.org/10.14219/jada.archive.2013.0033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2017.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foodpol.2017.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1017/s1368980017003330
https://doi.org/10.1017/s1368980017003330
http://www.wcrf.org/NOURISHING
https://doi.org/10.21203/rs.3.rs-36858/v1
https://www.foodnavigator-asia.com/Article/2019/11/20/One-year-on-Morocco-still-debating-introducing-sugar-tax-on-soft-drinks
https://www.foodnavigator-asia.com/Article/2019/11/20/One-year-on-Morocco-still-debating-introducing-sugar-tax-on-soft-drinks
https://www.foodnavigator-asia.com/Article/2019/11/20/One-year-on-Morocco-still-debating-introducing-sugar-tax-on-soft-drinks
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5phAsNHzUjs
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5phAsNHzUjs
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.njas.2017.08.001
https://doi.org/10.1080/03031853.2010.503377
https://doi.org/10.1080/03031853.2010.503377
https://doi.org/10.2105/ajph.2017.303861
https://doi.org/10.1177/0261018310376805
https://doi.org/10.1080/17441692.2016.1161815
https://doi.org/10.1080/17441692.2016.1161815
https://doi.org/10.1057/jphp.2011.39
https://doi.org/10.1080/09581596.2014.987729
https://blogs.bmj.com/bmj/2019/10/30/urgent-call-for-human-rights-guidance-on-diets-and-food-systems/
https://blogs.bmj.com/bmj/2019/10/30/urgent-call-for-human-rights-guidance-on-diets-and-food-systems/
https://doi.org/10.19088/1968-2019.115
https://doi.org/10.1080/09581596.2016.1144872
https://doi.org/10.1080/09581596.2016.1144872
https://doi.org/10.2190/ap65-x154-4513-r520
https://doi.org/10.1080/13600826.2012.656266
https://doi.org/10.1177/1468018117748700
https://doi.org/10.15171/ijhpm.2019.113

