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Abstract 

Background: The home environment is thought to influence children’s weight trajectories. However, few studies 
utilise composite measures of the home environment to examine associations with energy balance behaviours and 
weight. The present study aimed to adapt and update a comprehensive measure of the obesogenic home environ-
ment previously developed for pre-schoolers, and explore associations with school-aged children’s energy balance 
behaviours and weight.

Methods: Families from the Gemini cohort (n = 149) completed the Home Environment Interview (HEI) via tel-
ephone when their children were 12 years old. The HEI comprises four composite scores: one for each domain (food, 
activity and media) of the environment, as well as a score for the overall obesogenic home environment. The primary 
caregiver also reported each child’s height and weight (using standard scales and height charts), diet, physical activity 
and sedentary screen-based behaviours. A test-retest sample (n = 20) of caregivers completed the HEI a second time, 
7–14 days after the initial interview, to establish test-retest reliability.

Results: Children (n = 298) living in ‘higher-risk’ home environments (a 1 unit increase in the HEI obesogenic risk 
score) were less likely to consume fruits (OR; 95% CI = 0.40; 0.26–0.61, p < 0.001), and vegetables (0.30; 0.18–0.52, 
p < 0.001), and more likely to consume energy-dense snack foods (1.71; 1.08–2.69, p = 0.022), convenience foods (2.58; 
1.64–4.05, p < 0.001), and fast foods (3.09; 1.90–5.04, p < 0.001). Children living in more obesogenic home environ-
ments also engaged in more screen-time (β (SE) = 4.55 (0.78), p < 0.001), spent more time playing video games (β 
(SE) = 1.56 (0.43), p < 0.001), and were less physically active (OR; 95% CI = 0.57; 0.40–0.80, p < 0.01). Additionally, there 
was a positive association between higher-risk overall home environment composite score and higher BMI-SDS (β 
(SE) = 0.23 (0.09), p < 0.01). This finding was mirrored for the home media composite (β (SE) = 0.12 (0.03), p < 0.001). The 
individual home food and activity composite scores were not associated with BMI-SDS.

Conclusion: Findings reveal associations between the overall obesogenic home environment and dietary intake, 
activity levels and screen-based sedentary behaviours, as well as BMI in 12 year olds. These findings suggest that the 
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Background
The home environment has been shown to play an influ-
ential role in shaping children’s food intake [1, 2], physi-
cal activity levels, and screen-based sedentary behaviours 
[3–5]. Various socio-ecological models have been devel-
oped to conceptualise how different aspects of the home 
environment may influence children’s growth and devel-
opment [6–8]. The ‘obesogenic’ home environment can 
be categorised into three domains: food, physical activ-
ity and media. Each domain consists of physical (e.g. 
availability and access) and social factors (e.g. caregiver 
modelling, rules and limit setting) that have been associ-
ated with children’s food intake [1], physical activity, and 
sedentary behaviours [3, 9, 10]. Evidence highlights that 
these aspects of the home environment may predict chil-
dren’s weight trajectories [6, 11], and thus may be impor-
tant for obesity prevention and treatment strategies [2, 
12, 13].

Despite the importance of the home environment, 
there are few measures that comprehensively assess both 
physical and social aspects. A recent systematic review 
highlighted that existing measures are limited, with most 
focussing on individual aspects of a single domain (e.g. 
availability of fruits and vegetables in the home, access 
to TV in bedroom, etc.), rather than assessing the over-
all obesogenic home environment [11]. As individual 
aspects of the home environment are likely to have a 
limited influence on children’s weight-related outcomes, 
comprehensive measures are required to better under-
stand how, and to what extent the home environment 
relates to children’s energy balance behaviours and sub-
sequently weight. Additionally, many existing measures 
of the home environment lack appropriate evaluation, 
or reporting of, the psychometric properties (e.g. validity 
and reliability) of the measurement tool [11, 14].

One of the few comprehensive measures of obeso-
genic risk in the home environment was developed by 
Schrempft et al. [15] for use in pre-school children. The 
Home Environment Interview (HEI) comprises four 
composite scores; one for each individual domain (food, 
activity and media) of the environment, as well as a score 
for the overall obesogenic home environment. This meas-
ure was found to be reliable over a 2 week period, and 
showed good validity when compared against data from 
objective wearable recording devices [16]. Findings indi-
cated cross-sectional associations between the home 
environment composite score and food intake, physical 

activity levels and sedentary behaviours in pre-school 
children, but no relationships were found with child 
weight [15]. The home environment composite scores 
were also associated with heritability of BMI [17], with 
higher heritability of BMI observed among children living 
in higher-risk home environments compared to lower-
risk home environment (86% vs 39%). This suggests the 
home environment moderates the extent to which the 
genetic influence on BMI is expressed, and indicates the 
family home may offer some protection for children who 
are genetically susceptible to obesity. It is possible that 
4 years of age is too young for the relationship between 
the obesogenic quality of the home environment and 
body weight to be fully expressed or observed, but these 
relationships may manifest later in childhood, following 
longer exposure. The aim of the present study was: (i) to 
update and adapt the home environment interview, for 
use in school-aged children, and (ii) to examine associa-
tions between the home environment composites and 
energy balance behaviours and BMI-SDS in school-aged 
children.

Methods
Instrument development: home environment interview
The original HEI assesses both physical (e.g. availability 
and accessibility of foods) and social (e.g. parental model-
ling and support of healthy eating) aspects of the food, 
physical activity and media domains within the home 
environment and was validated in pre-school children 
(Schrempft et al., 2015). This study updated and validated 
the revised HEI for use in older children in three phases.

In the first phase, the original HEI was circulated to a 
panel of six experts in the field of childhood obesity to 
gather input and achieve consensus about the relevance 
of existing items, alongside suggestions for additional 
items. The expert consultation highlighted the need to 
widen the scope of questions about the media environ-
ment, to reflect technological advances (e.g. increases 
in amount and types of devices available) and changes 
in how children use and interact with media since the 
development of the original HEI in 2012. Peer-reviewed 
published studies examining the home media envi-
ronment were identified and the measures used were 
reviewed. The largest national survey of media and elec-
tronic devices in the UK (The Ofcom report) was also 
reviewed [18, 19]. Where possible, these resources were 
used to refine and modify the wording of the existing HEI 

home environment, and in particular the home media environment, may be an important target for obesity preven-
tion strategies.
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questions, and to add additional questions. The instru-
ment was iteratively refined based on feedback from the 
panel of aforementioned experts.

In the second phase, one-to-one cognitive inter-
views were conducted with a sample of parents (n = 14) 
of children aged 11–13 years old living in the U.K. Par-
ticipants were recruited via social advertisements and 
word-of-mouth. Cognitive interviewing techniques were 
utilised to ascertain parents’ comprehension of items 
and response options (e.g. clarity of interpretation and 
understanding), and the acceptability and relevance of 
items. Modifications were made to the HEI based on 
feedback gained at this stage. Overall, cognitive inter-
views revealed good acceptability, comprehension and 
face validity.

In the third and final phase, a further panel of experts 
in the field of childhood obesity research were consulted 
using a Delphi method [20]. Expert opinion was sought 
between March and June 2020 to gain consensus about 
the constructs to include in the composite scores. Fifty-
four experts from the US (n = 24), Europe (n = 20) and 
Australia/New Zealand (n = 10) were contacted via email 
and invited to complete an online questionnaire anony-
mously. Twenty-one (39%) experts completed the survey 
and were presented with each of the proposed HEI vari-
ables. Experts were asked to indicate whether each of the 
items were associated with an increased or decreased 
risk of weight gain in childhood (response options; ‘prob-
ably/definitely associated with decreased risk for weight 
gain’, ‘not sure’, or ‘probably/definitely associated with 
increased risk for weight gain’). There was also a free text 
box for experts to provide additional comments. The 
results of the survey are provided in Table S1.

Construct validity: HEI instrument administration
The final version of the HEI was administered as a 
computer-assisted telephone interview by a trained 
researcher using the secure, web-based software plat-
form REDCap (Research Electronic Data Capture) [21, 
22]. Study data were collected and managed using RED-
Cap electronic data capture tools hosted at University 
College London (UCL). Primary caregivers were asked 
to complete the interview at home in one sitting and 
were prompted to check the foods and beverages in their 
home, to ensure accurate responding. The interview 
took around 45 min to complete. Parental feeding prac-
tices were assessed using validated questionnaires, which 
were completed online by caregivers in the weeks prior to 
completing the HEI [23–26].

Construct validity sample
Participants were from the Gemini study, a longitudinal 
birth cohort of families with twins born in England and 

Wales between March and December 2007. A total of 
2402 families with monozygotic (identical) and dizygotic 
(non-identical) twins consented to take part. Additional 
details are provided elsewhere [27]. Families were previ-
ously invited to take part in a home environment inter-
view (HEI) when the children were on average 4.2 years 
old (SD = 0.4) (Schrempft et al., 2015). Only families who 
had taken part in the HEI at age 4 (n = 1113), and those 
who completed parental feeding practices questionnaires 
in the month prior (n = 219), were invited to take part in 
the present study.

Test‑retest reliability sample
A convenience sample of participants were invited to 
take part in the HEI a second time, 7–14 days after ini-
tial interview (mean ± SD days = 10.6 ± 3.02), to examine 
test-retest reliability of the measure. Due to the Covid-
19 coronavirus pandemic, data collection in the Gemini 
cohort was halted early and consequently the remainder 
of the test-retest sample was recruited from the general 
population when stay at home restrictions had eased in 
summer 2021. As such, information about birth weight, 
gestational age, BMI-SDS or maternal BMI for the test-
retest sample could not be collected. A total of 20 car-
egivers took part in this portion of the data collection, 
whose children were aged on average 12.4 (±0.74) years 
old at the time of reporting.

Creating the composite score of obesogenic home 
environment
A Delphi method was used to gain expert consensus 
about the relevant constructs for inclusion in the com-
posite scores. A variable was included in the composite if 
the majority (60% or more) of experts (n = 21) identified 
it as being associated with increased or decreased risk for 
weight gain (Table S1).

Constructs identified as being associated with a 
decreased risk for childhood weight gain were reverse 
scored so that a higher total score on each composite 
would reflect ‘higher-risk’ for weight gain. The HEI 
contains continuous, categorical, and ordinal variables. 
Therefore, to ensure all variables were on a common 
scale each variable was standardised using z-scores. 
Before standardising the food and beverage availability 
variables (vegetables, fruit, salty snacks, sweet snacks, 
confectionery and sugar-sweetened beverages), linear 
regression analyses were conducted to examine rela-
tionships with ‘typical’ availability (more than usual, 
less than usual or about the same), and the number of 
days since the participant last shopped for food/drink. 
In each regression model, the particular food/beverage 
availability was the dependent variable (DV) and how 
typical the reported availability was and the days since 
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last shopped were the independent variables (IVs). If 
only one of the IVs was significantly associated with 
food/drink availability, the model was re-run to include 
just the significant variable and the standardised resid-
uals for the model were used in the composite [15]. This 
method was used to account for how typical the food in 
the home was at the time of data collection compared 
to ‘usual’. To create the standardised energy-dense 
snack availability variable, the standardised residuals 
for salty snack, sweet snack and confectionery availabil-
ity were summed. The variable was then standardised 
again to have a mean of 0 and a standard deviation of 1.

Finally, the standardised variables (Z-scores) were 
summed to create three composites: the home food 
environment (21 variables), the home physical activity 
environment (6 variables), and the  home media envi-
ronment (5 variables). The food, PA and media com-
posites were then summed to create an overall home 
environment composite, dividing by the number of 
variables per composite so that each composite con-
tributed equally to the overall score (food compos-
ite/21 + activity composite/6 + media composite/5). 
Higher scores on each composite scale reflect ‘higher-
risk’ environments.

The final list of constructs included in the composite, 
with descriptive statistics, are detailed in Table 1. This 
updated composite score was similar in structure to the 
original HEI composite score [15], however, notable 
changes were made to constructs included in the home 
media domain. Full modifications are shown in Table 
S2.

Energy balance behaviours
Dietary intake
Parents were asked to report how often their children 
consumed fruit (excluding fruit juice), vegetables, energy-
dense snacks (e.g. crisps and chocolate), sugar-sweetened 
drinks, artificially-sweetened drinks, milk, fruit juice 
and smoothies. Responses were recorded on an eight-
point scale (1 = never or less than once a month, 2 = 1–3 
times a month, 3 = once a week, 4 = 2–4 times a week, 
5 = 5–6 times a week, 6 = once a day, 7 = 2–3 times per 
day, 8 = four or more times per day). The questions were 
based on those used in brief dietary assessment methods, 
such as the Dietary Instrument for Nutrition (DINE), 
which has been validated against 4-day diet diaries [28]. 
In accordance with the 5-a-day UK dietary recommen-
dation, fruit and vegetable consumption was categorised 
so that the higher consumption group represented con-
suming two or more portions a day. Energy-dense snack, 
sugar-sweetened and artificially sweetened beverage 

consumption were collapsed so the highest consumption 
group represented consuming once or more per day.

Physical activity levels
Physical activity levels were assessed using the item 
‘Compared to other children of the same age and sex, 
how physically active is your child?’ with a five-point 
response scale (1 = much less active, 2 = somewhat less 
active, 3 = average, 4 = somewhat more active, 5 = much 
more active); which has been shown to be associated 
with objectively measured physical activity at age 11 (β 
(SE) = 60.5 (17.0), p < 0.01) [29]. For ease of interpre-
tation, physical activity level was categorised so that 
the active group included those who were more active 
(response 4; somewhat more active and 5; much more 
active) than other children of the same age and sex; the 
comparison group were less active (response 1; much less 
active, 2; somewhat less active; or 3; about average).

Sedentary behaviours
Parents were asked to report children’s use of electronic 
devices to watch TV or other online media using the 
item ‘On average, how long does your child watch TV 
programmes, movies, or online media (e.g. Netflix, Ama-
zon Prime, YouTube videos) on an electronic device (e.g. 
desktop computer/laptop/tablet computer) on a typical 
weekday (Monday to Friday), at this time of year?’. Parents 
were also asked to report children’s video game use using 
the item ‘On average, how long does your child spend 
playing video games on a typical weekday (Monday to 
Friday), at this time of year? This includes on a handheld 
device, games console or computer/laptop.’ There are no 
specific guidelines for duration of screen-time and video 
game use in this age group [30], therefore media use was 
kept as a continuous variable.

Socioeconomic status
Parents provided information about multiple indicators 
of SES, including: highest maternal educational qualifi-
cation; current occupation (both parents); total annual 
household income; postcode; home ownership status; 
number of bedrooms in the home; and number of cars. 
Principal component analysis was used to create the SES 
composite score, which incorporated these seven indica-
tors of SES. Higher composite scores reflect higher SES. 
Full details of the SES composite are described elsewhere 
[31].

Anthropometric measurements at 12 years
Electronic weighing scales were sent to all Gemini fami-
lies when the children were 2 years old and updated 
height charts were sent when the children were 10 years 
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old to collect measurements at 3-month intervals. At 
the time of the HEI, parents were also asked to provide 
their child’s height and weight measurements. Child 

date of birth (used to calculate age at the time of the 
interview), sex and gestational age were parent reported 
at baseline. Standard deviation scores (SDS) for child 

Table 1 Descriptive statistics for the variables included in the HEI composite scores (n = 149 families; n = 298 children), mean (SD) for 
continuous variables and percentage (N) for categorical variables

a Variables identified as being associated with decreased risk for weight gain were reverse scored
b Measured using a five-point Likert scale (1 = never, 5 = always)
c Measured using a seven-point Likert scale (1 = not at all, 7 = strictly)
d n = 294 as four children did not have access to a garden or outdoor space
e Measured using a five-point Likert scale (1 = never; 5 = all the time)
f (0 = no rules, 1 = rules around one device, 2 = rules around two devices, 3 = rules around 3 or more devices)

Home food environment Mean (SD) or % (N)

Availability
 Number of fruit  typesa 9.65 (4.25)

 Number of vegetable  typesa 13.58 (4.63)

 Number of energy-dense snack types 6.96 (3.22)

 Number of sugar-sweetened drinks 1.44 (1.05)

Accessibility (visibility)
 Fruit on  displaya 95.3 (284)

 Vegetables ready-to-eata 43 (128)

 Energy-dense snacks on display 4.0 (12)

 Sugar-sweetened drinks on display 6.0 (18)

Accessibility (child can help him/herself)
  Fruita 92.6 (276)

  Vegetablesa 94.6 (282)

 Energy-dense snacks 55.4 (165)

 Sugar-sweetened drinks 41.6 (124)

Parental feeding practices
 Emotional  feedingb 1.45 (0.47)

 Instrumental  feedingb 1.81 (0.53)

  Encouragementa, b 2.28 (0.59)

  Modellinga, b 3.65 (0.68)

  Monitoringa, b 2.44 (0.98)

 Covert  restrictiona, b 3.23 (0.89)

  Restrictiona, b 3.52 (1.16)

 Family meal frequency at the table (days per /week) 3.43 (2.18)

 Frequency child eats while watching TV and/or using a device (days per /week) 1.66 (1.09)

Home activity environment
 Garden/outdoor  spacea 98.7 (294)

 Garden play  equipmenta, d 65.8 (196)

 Allowed to be physically active  indoorsa, d, e 4.30 (1.07)

 Allowed to be physically active  outdoorsa, d, e 4.76 (0.56)

 Parental modelling of physical  activitya 3.97 (0.96)

 Parental support of physical  activitya 3.53 (0.77)

Home media environment
 Number of media equipment items in home 15.48 (4.20)

 Number of media equipment in child’s bedroom 1.70 (1.37)

 Caregiver rules around use of media  equipmenta,f 2.38 (0.78)

 Maternal time engaged in screen-based viewing (hours/week) 14.26 (8.55)

 Partner time engaged in screen-based viewing (hours/week) 14.94 (9.61)
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BMI (BMI-SDS) were calculated using the UK90 British 
growth reference data [32], adjusting for age at the time 
of measurement, sex, and gestational age.

Statistical analysis
All analyses were performed using SPSS version 26.0 [33], 
with a p-value < 0.05 considered statistically significant.

Single measure intraclass correlation coefficients 
(ICC) with 95% confidence intervals (95% CI) were 
used to assess test-retest reliability of each home envi-
ronment composite score. ICC values were categorised 
as < 0.40 = poor, 0.40–0.75 = fair to good agreement, 
> 0.75 = excellent [34].

For categorical outcomes, Complex Samples Logistic 
Regression was used to examine associations between 
domain-specific home environment composites and cor-
responding diet, physical activity and sedentary behav-
iours of each individual child. For continuous outcomes, 
Complex Samples General Linear Models were used to 
examine associations between domain specific home envi-
ronment composites and corresponding sedentary behav-
iours. Analyses were adjusted to account for clustering 
within families (complex samples analyses), sex of child 
and the child’s age at time of home environment interview.

Results
Sample characteristics
In total, 219 families were invited to take part and 149 
families (68.0%) with 298 children participated in the 
current study. There were no significant differences in 
baseline characteristics (i.e. age of mother, maternal BMI, 
SES, gestational age) between those invited to take part 
and the final sample. The study sample comprised fami-
lies with data on all variables included in the analysis. Pri-
mary caregivers completed the HEI by telephone when 
the twins were on average 12.51 years old (SD = 0.22). Of 
responding caregivers, 98.7% (n = 147) were the child’s 
mother and 1.3% (n = 2) were the father. The mean (±SD) 
duration of interviews was 44.65 (±10.73) minutes. Char-
acteristics of the sample are shown in Table 2.

When examining differences based on SES, lower SES 
was associated with ‘higher-risk’ overall home environ-
ments (r = −.26, p = .002), as well as ‘higher-risk’ home 
activity environments (r = −.21, p = .01) and ‘higher-risk’ 
home media environments (r = −.20, p = .014). No asso-
ciation was observed between SES and the home food 
environment (r = −.05, p = .529).

Test‑retest reliability
Test-retest reliability (ICC; 95% CI) of the home envi-
ronment composite scores over a mean period of 10.6 

(±3.02) days were excellent for food (0.77; 0.52–0.90), 
media (0.83; 0.61–0.93) and the overall score (0.76; 0.49–
0.90), and were good for activity (0.62; 0.27–0.83).

Construct validity
The ranges (for the standardised scores) on each 
home environment composite indicated that there 
was considerable variation between households: food 
(− 13.67–23.15), physical activity (− 4.54–15.45), media 
(− 5.45–9.31) and overall (− 2.17–3.02). Associations 
between the composites were low for food and activ-
ity (r = .21, p < .001), and moderate for media and food 
(r = .37, p < .001), and for the activity and media (r = .05, 
p = .579).

As shown in Table  3, for each 1 unit increase in obe-
sogenic risk in the home food environment children 
were 11% less likely to consume fruits at least twice 
per day (OR; 95% CI = 0.89; 0.84–.96; p < .001) and 
12% less likely to consume vegetables at least twice per 
day (OR: 0.88; OR: 0.83–0.93; p < .001). On the other 
hand, for each 1 unit increase in obesogenic risk in 
the home food environment children were 13% more 
likely to consume energy-dense snacks at least once 
per day (OR: 1.13; 1.05–1.21; p < .001), 15% more likely 
to consume fast foods at least once per week (OR: 1.15; 
1.07–1.23; p < .001) and 11% more likely to consume 
convenience foods at least twice per week (OR: 1.11; 
1.05–1.17, p = .001). There were no significant associa-
tions between the home food environment and children’s 
consumption of sugar-sweetened beverages, artificially 
sweetened beverages, fruit juice or milk (ns; see Table 3).

No association was observed between home physical 
activity environments and children’s physical activity lev-
els. However, for each 1 unit increase in obesogenic risk 
in the media environments children were 11% more likely 
to be less physically active than other children (OR; 95% 
CI = 0.89; 0.80–0.99, p = .037). Children living in ‘higher-
risk’ media environments also had higher overall screen 
time (TV viewing and online media: β (SE) = 1.85 (.24), 
p < .001) and higher video game use (β (SE) = 0.61 (0.14), 
p < .001), such that children’s overall screen-time was 
1.87 units (hours/week) higher and video game use was 
0.61 units (hours/week) higher for each 1 unit increase in 
obesogenic risk in the home media environment.

Similar findings were observed for the overall home 
environment (Table 4), each 1 unit increase in obesogenic 
risk in the home environment was associated with chil-
dren being 60% less likely to consume fruit at least twice 
per day (OR; 95% CI = 0.40; 0.26–0.61, p < .001), 70% less 
likely to consume vegetables at least twice per day (OR: 
0.30; 0.18–0.52, p < .001) and 71% more likely to consume 
energy-dense snacks at least once per day (OR: 1.71; 
1.08–2.69, p = 0.022), 3 times more likely to consume 
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Table 2 Characteristics of families in the HEI sample at age 12 and test-retest reliability sample, mean (SD) for continuous variables 
and percentage (N) for categorical variables

HEI at age 12 (n = 149 families, 298 children) Test‑retest sample 
(n = 20 families)

Mean (SD) or % (n) Mean (SD) or % (n)

Age of child at HEI (years) 12.51 (0.22) 12.40 (0.74)

Gestation (weeks) 36.07 (2.6) –

Birth weight SDS −0.57 (0.96) –

BMI SDS at age 12 −0.06 (1.14) –

Sex of child
 Male 48.7 (145) 55.0 (11)

 Female 51.3 (106) 45.0 (9)

Zygosity
 MZ 28.9 (43) –

 DZ 70.5 (105) –

Maternal age at twin’s birth (years) 35.1 (4.22) 32.8 (5.94)

Maternal BMI at baselinea 24.26 (4.22) –

SESbcomposite at baseline 5.03 (1.01) –

SESbcomposite at HEI 5.15 (1.03) 4.94 (0.97)

Maternal ethnicity
 White 94.6 (141) 100 (20)

 Non-white 5.4 (8) 0 (0)

Marital status
 Married or cohabiting 94 (140) 80 (16)

 Separated or divorced 4 (6) 10 (2)

 Single 2 (3) 10 (2)

Child’s dietary intake
 Fruit consumption

   ≥ twice a day 58.1 (173) 60.0 (12)

   < twice a day 41.9 (125) 40.0 (8)

 Vegetable consumption

   ≥ twice a day 80.2 (239) 65.0 (13)

   < twice a day 19.8 (59) 35.0 (7)

 Energy-dense snack consumption

   ≥ once a day 75.2 (224) 80.0 (16)

   < once a day 24.8 (74) 20 (4)

 Fast food consumption

   ≥ once a week 19.8 (59) 20.0 (4)

  Never or less than once a week 80.2 (239) 80.0 (16)

 Convenience food

   ≥ twice per week 35.6 (106) 35.0 (7)

   < twice per week 64.4 (192) 65.0 (13)

 Sugar-sweetened drink consumption

   ≥ once a day 8.4 (25) 0.0 (0)

   < once a day 91.6 (273) 100.0 (20)

 Artificially-sweetened drink consumption

   ≥ once a day 67.4 (201) 65.0 (13)

   < once a day 32.6 (97) 35.0 (7)

 Fruit juice & smoothie consumption

   ≥ once a day 41.9 (125) 45.0 (9)

   < once a day 58.1 (173) 55.0 (11)
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a Data were missing for 0.7% (n = 1) families
b The SES composite score is a weighted score which takes into account the following indicators of SES: gross annual household income (before tax deductions), 
index of multiple deprivation (IMD), maternal education, home ownership status, household National Statistics Socioeconomic classification (NS-SEC) based on the 
household representative person, number of bedrooms and number of cars [31]
c Compared to other children of the same age and sex

Table 2 (continued)

HEI at age 12 (n = 149 families, 298 children) Test‑retest sample 
(n = 20 families)

Mean (SD) or % (n) Mean (SD) or % (n)

 Milk consumption

   ≥ twice a day 71.4 (212) 40.0 (8)

   < twice a day 28.6 (85) 60.0 (12)

 Physical activity levelc

  Somewhat or much more active 59.4 (177) 55.0 (11)

 About average or less active 40.6 (121) 45.0 (9)

 Sedentary behaviours

  TV viewing and online media use (hours/week) 16.73 (9.70) 13.37 (7.52)

  Video game use (hours/week) 6.91 (6.82) 6.13 (8.58)

Home environment composites Range
 Home food environment composite −13.67-23.15 –

 Home PA environment composite −4.54-15.45 –

 Home media environment composite −5.45-9.31 –

 Overall home environment composite −2.17-3.02 –

Table 3 Complex samples logistic regression and  CSGLMa: associations between food, physical activity and media home 
environments and corresponding diet, physical activity and screen-based sedentary behaviours (n = 298)

OR Odds Ratio, 95% CI 95% confidence interval
a Adjusting for clustering within families (complex samples analyses), the child’s age at time of home environment interview, child sex
b Screen-based sedentary behaviours were treated as a continuous variable as there are no specific guidelines for duration of screen-time and video game use in this 
age group (Hill et al., 2016)

Home food environment

Outcome variables N (%) OR (95%CI)1 P value
Dietary intake behaviours
 Fruit (≥twice per day) 173 (58.1%) 0.89 (0.84–0.96) <.001
 Vegetables (≥twice per day) 239 (80.2%) 0.88 (0.83–0.93) <.001
 Energy-dense snacks (≥once per day) 224 (75.2%) 1.13 (1.05–1.21) <.001
 Fast food intake (≥once per week) 59 (19.8%) 1.15 (1.07–1.23) <.001
 Convenience food (≥twice per week) 106 (35.6%) 1.11 (1.05–1.17) .001
 Sugar Sweetened Beverages (≥once per day) 25 (8.4%) 1.03 (0.97–1.10) .334

 Artificially-sweetened beverages (≥once per day) 97 (32.6%) 1.05 (0.99–1.10) .084

 Fruit juice (≥once per day) 125 (41.9%) 0.98 (0.94–1.03) .508

 Milk (≥twice per day) 85 (28.6%) 1.00 (0.95–1.06) .995

Activity behaviours Home physical activity environment
 Physical activity (more active) 177 (59.4%) 0.89 (0.78–1.03) .130

Screen‑based sedentary behavioursb Home media environment
Mean (SD) B (±SE) R2 P value

 TV viewing and online media (hours/ week) 16.73 (9.70) 1.85 (±0.24) .276 <.001
 Video games (hours/ week) 6.91 (6.82) 0.61 (±0.14) .344 <.001
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fast food at least once per week (OR: 3.09; 1.90–5.04, 
p < 0.001), and 2.6 times more likely to consume conveni-
ence foods at least twice per week (OR: 2.58; 1.64–4.05, 
p < 0.001).

Each 1 unit increase in obesogenic risk in home envi-
ronments was associated with children being 43% less 
physically active (OR; 95% CI = 0.57; 0.40–0.80, p < .01). 
Children living in ‘higher-risk’ home environments 
also had significantly higher overall screen-time (TV 
viewing and online media content) (β (SE) = 4.55 (.78), 
p < .001) and higher video game use (β (SE) = 1.56 (.43), 
p < 0.001), such that children’s overall screen-time was 
4.55 units (hours/week) higher and video game use was 
1.56 units (hours/week) higher for each 1 unit increase 
in obesogenic risk in the overall home environment.

As shown in Table 5, ‘higher-risk’ overall home envi-
ronment was associated with higher BMI-SDS at age 
12 (β (SE) = 0.23 (0.09), p = .014), such that children’s 
BMI-SDS was 0.23 units higher for each 1 unit increase 
in obesogenic risk of the overall home environment. 
Additionally, ‘higher-risk’ media environments were 
associated with higher BMI-SDS at age 12 (β (SE) = 0.12 
(0.03), p < .001). No association was observed between 
the activity and food domains and BMI-SDS at 12 years.

Discussion
This study provides evidence in support of the feasibility, 
reliability and validity of a comprehensive measure of the 
obesogenic home environment in 12 year old children. 
The revised HEI was feasible for administration via tel-
ephone interviews with primary caregivers. Additionally, 
the 2-week test-retest reliability of the home environ-
ment composite scores were good to excellent. Moreover, 
this is the first study to demonstrate cross-sectional asso-
ciations between a comprehensive measure of physical 
and social aspects of the home environment, and BMI in 
school-aged children. The findings also characterise rela-
tionships between the home environment (overall com-
posite score and the food, activity and media composites 
separately) and children’s energy balance behaviours 
(food intake, physical activity and screen-based sedentary 
behaviours). This reflects similar findings observed in the 
same cohort when the children were 4 years old [15].

Table 4 Complex samples logistic regression and  CSGLMa: associations between overall home environment composite and 
corresponding diet, physical activity and screen-based sedentary behaviours (n = 298)

OR Odds Ratio, 95% CI = 95% confidence interval
a Adjusting for clustering within families (complex samples analyses), the child’s age at time of home environment interview, child sex
b Sedentary behaviours were treated as a continuous variable as there are no specific guidelines for duration of screen-time and video game use in this age group [30]

Dietary intake behaviours Home environment composite

N (%) OR (95%CI)1 P value

 Fruit (≥twice per day) 173 (58.1%) 0.40 (0.26–0.61) <.001
 Vegetables (≥twice per day) 239 (80.2%) 0.30 (0.18–0.52) <.001
 Energy-dense snacks (≥once per day) 224 (75.2%) 1.71 (1.08–2.69) .022
 Fast food intake (≥once per week) 59 (19.8%) 3.09 (1.90–5.04) <.001
 Convenience food (≥twice per week) 106 (35.6%) 2.58 (1.64–4.05) <.001
 Sugar Sweetened Beverages (≥once per day) 25 (8.4%) 1.61 (0.92–2.82) .097

 Artificially-sweetened beverages (≥once per day) 97 (32.6%) 1.54 (1.03–2.29) .034
 Fruit juice (≥once per day) 125 (41.9%) 0.93 (0.66–1.31) .678

 Milk (≥twice per day) 85 (28.6%) 1.36 (0.97–1.93) .076

Activity behaviours N (%) OR (95% CI)
 Physical activity (more active) 177 (59.4%) 0.57 (0.40–0.80) .002
Screen‑based sedentary behavioursb Mean (SD) Β (±SE) R2

 TV viewing and screen time (hours/ week) 16.73 (9.70) 4.55 (±.78) .175 <.001
 Video game use (hours/week) 6.91 (6.82) 1.56 (±.43) .325 <.001

Table 5 Associationsa between the home environment 
composites and BMI-SDS at age 12 (N = 298)

a Adjusting for clustering within families (complex samples analyses), the child’s 
age at time of home environment interview, child sex

Composite scores BMI‑SDS at age 12

β (±SE) R2 P value

Home food composite .006 (±.01) .002 .674

Home activity composite −.001 (±.03) .001 .970

Home Media composite .12 (±.03) .079 <.001
Overall home environment 
composite

.23 (±.09) .034 .014
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While the observed relationships between the home 
environment and energy balance behaviours have been 
previously demonstrated [3, 15, 35, 36], earlier research 
in this sample found no cross-sectional association with 
BMI-SDS at age four [15]. However, previous research in 
this cohort at age four demonstrated that the heritability 
of BMI was stronger in ‘higher-risk’ home environments 
compared to ‘lower-risk’ environments [17]. This sug-
gests obesity-related genes are more strongly associated 
with BMI in more obesogenic environments and chil-
dren with higher genetic risk for obesity are particularly 
vulnerable to these obesogenic environments. The posi-
tive association between the overall home environment 
composite score and BMI-SDS observed at age 12 in the 
present study, supports previous suggestions that the 
relationship between the home environment and child 
weight may not manifest until later childhood by which 
time children have experienced a longer exposure to the 
home environment, and genetic susceptibility has had the 
opportunity to be fully expressed in ‘higher-risk’ environ-
ments [15, 17]. However, it is important to note that this 
study is cross-sectional precluding insight into the direc-
tionality of these associations. Longitudinal research is 
needed to examine prospective relationships between the 
home environment and child weight development.

This finding was also seen for the home media envi-
ronment with ‘higher-risk’ home media environments 
being cross-sectionally associated with higher BMI-SDS 
at 12 years of age. In contrast, the home food and physi-
cal activity environment composites were not associated 
with BMI-SDS in this sample. These findings align with 
a recent systematic review which highlighted consistent 
associations between the home media environment and 
child adiposity [11], but reported mixed findings for the 
home food and physical activity environments.

The home food environment composite was positively 
correlated with the home activity (r = .21, p < .001) and 
media composites (r = .37, p < .001). This suggests that 
‘higher-risk’ in the home food environment was also 
reflected to some extent in the home activity and media 
composites, and vice versa. Conversely, there was no 
clear association between the home activity and media 
environments (r = .03, ns), indicating that some aspects 
of the home may present greater risk for weight gain 
than others. For example, a household may have a higher 
score for the media composite, indicating ‘higher-risk’ 
media environment, but a lower score for the activity 
composite, indicating ‘lower-risk’ activity environment. 
This finding is supported by previous research [15] and 
highlights the importance of utilising measures that cap-
ture the overall obesogenic nature of the home environ-
ment. Other evidence has suggested that physical activity 
and sedentary behaviours are largely independent of one 

another, and engaging in sedentary activities is not neces-
sarily an obstacle to also being physically active [37].

The determinants of physical activity are complex; chil-
dren’s activity levels are influenced by factors on an indi-
vidual, interpersonal and environmental level [38, 39]. 
Existing research has found limited evidence for the role 
of the home activity environment on children’s physi-
cal activity levels [40]. Our findings similarly revealed 
no association between the home physical activity com-
posite and activity levels in school-aged children. This 
is perhaps unsurprising, given that as children approach 
adolescence they increasingly engage in the majority 
of their physical activity away from the home, through 
active travel or in school or activity club settings [41–43]. 
However, associations were observed between the overall 
home environment and children’s physical activity levels, 
with children in ‘higher-risk’ home environments found 
to be less physically active than those living in ‘lower-risk’ 
home environments. The difference in findings between 
the overall home environment composite and the indi-
vidual activity domain highlights the importance of utilis-
ing composite measures, as the lower activity levels were 
largely driven by the home media environment. Other 
aspects of the home environment likely combine with the 
activity domain to influence children’s physical activity 
levels. This view is supported by research conducted in 
US children (n = 713 children, aged 6–11) which found 
that variables within the home media (e.g. bedroom 
media devices, parental screen-time) and activity envi-
ronments (e.g. parental support of PA, PA equipment at 
home) interact to influence children’s sedentary behav-
iour and activity levels and, combined, these aspects have 
greater influence on behaviour than either factor alone 
[44]. In line with this, the effect sizes for the ORs for the 
overall home environment composite were substantially 
larger than for each of individual home environment 
(food, activity and media) composites, suggesting that 
the individual aspects of the home environment are cor-
related with one another, and together have a cumulative 
effect on childrens’ energy balance behaviours. As such, 
it is important for future research to utilise composite 
measures of the home environment, rather than looking 
at a single domain in isolation.

Evidence highlights that the ‘availability’ and ‘accessi-
bility’ of foods and beverages within the home are impor-
tant correlates of children’s dietary intake [45–47]. In 
the present study, children from ‘higher-risk’ home food 
environments were less likely to consume fruits and veg-
etables, and were more likely to consume energy-dense 
snacks, fast food and convenience food. The same pat-
terns of association were observed for the overall home 
environment composite, but with considerably larger 
effect sizes. These findings are consistent with previous 
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research conducted in pre-school aged children [15]. 
However, unlike this previous study [15], findings 
revealed no association between the home food environ-
ment and children’s consumption of sugar-sweetened 
beverages (SSBs). This difference in findings may be due 
to the age of the children. At 12 years old, children spend 
greater time away from the home and have more auton-
omy over their food choices. It is possible that environ-
ments external to the home, are more influential in older 
children’s consumption of SSBs [10, 48, 49]. However, 
research conducted in children aged 10–12 years from 
Eight European countries (n = 7915) revealed greater 
availability of SSB at home was strongly associated with 
greater consumption of these drinks [50]. Similar find-
ings were also observed in a cross-sectional study of 
2719 Australian children aged 11–16 [51]. In both these 
studies, the children were asked to report their own SSB 
consumption, whereas the present study utilised par-
ent-reports. Conflicting results may reflect the fact that 
parents are less aware of their children’s SSB consump-
tion compared to other food and beverage types, or that 
parents are more susceptible to social desirability biases 
than their children when reporting dietary intakes [52]. 
Another possible explanation is that consumption of 
SSBs was low in the present sample, with only 8.4% of 
children consuming SSBs ≥once a day, resulting in insuf-
ficient variation to observe associations. Future research 
is required to examine agreement between parent- and 
child-reported measures of SSB intake in this age group.

In the present research, living in ‘higher-risk’ home 
media environments (characterised by greater avail-
ability of electronic devices in the home and child’s bed-
room, fewer parental rules around electronic devices, 
and greater parental modelling of screen-based seden-
tary behaviours), was associated with children spend-
ing more time watching screens (TV viewing and online 
media) and playing video games each week. In line with 
previous research, our findings indicate the environ-
ment within the home may be an important factor in 
shaping children’s behaviours [53]. Therefore, targeting 
modifiable aspects of the home environment, such as 
reducing access to electronic devices at home, and set-
ting limits around electronic devices, could be an effec-
tive way to reduce screen-time and lower risk for weight 
gain [10, 54–56]. Furthermore, a recent meta-analysis 
also revealed that exposure to screen-based junk food 
advertisements correlates with increases in energy con-
sumption and BMI, these findings suggests that increased 
exposure to food advertisements via screen time may be 
another aspect by which the media domain may be pre-
disposing to greater risk for weight gain [57].

Unlike previous research which captures SES using 
a single indicator (e.g. household income or parental 

education), the present study utilised a comprehensive 
composite measure of SES that incorporates individual, 
household and neighbourhood level factors. In the pre-
sent study, lower SES was associated with ‘higher-risk’ 
home environments. These findings are in line with previ-
ous research which highlights that lower SES households 
had greater access to electronic devices in the child’s bed-
room [58–60], less access to physical activity equipment 
and garden space [61–63], and less availability of fruits 
and vegetables [64–66]. For lower SES families, decisions 
about food purchasing are largely dictated by price, ease 
of preparation and a product’s shelf-life. Regular eating 
routines and family mealtimes are also harder to achieve 
for caregivers with limited resources and unpredictable 
working schedules [67, 68]. These factors make it harder 
for families of lower SES to establish a healthier home 
environment and must be considered when developing 
home-based interventions. Future research is needed to 
examine pathways linking SES, the home environment 
and weight.

Strengths and limitations
Strengths of this study include the systematic develop-
ment and utilisation of a comprehensive measure of the 
home environment which was guided by expert consulta-
tion and cognitive interviews with the target population. 
This work resulted in a comprehensive measure of the 
obesogenic home environment that captures composite 
scores for the food, physical activity and media domains 
as well as the overall home environment. However, there 
are several limitations that should be addressed. Firstly, 
this study relied on parent-report for both the charac-
teristics of the home environment and their children’s 
energy balance behaviours, and thus may be suscepti-
ble to social desirability biases [52]. However, previous 
research utilising an earlier version of the HEI revealed 
good to excellent validity when compared to objec-
tive measures of the home environment (e.g. wearable 
devices) [16]. Nevertheless, future research should aim to 
utilise more objective measures of energy balance behav-
iours. Although our analyses adjusted for covariates, it is 
likely that residual confounding from other unmeasured 
factors remains (i.e. household stress, family dynamics, 
etc.). It should also be noted that the study sample was 
small in comparison to the prior study undertaken in par-
ticipants from the same cohort of children [15]. In com-
parison, it was also fairly homogenous, with the majority 
identifying as White (94.6% vs 86.0%) and a large propor-
tion of higher SES households compared with the general 
population, meaning our findings may not be representa-
tive. Furthermore, this study utilised BMI-SDS as the pri-
mary measure of adiposity. There are limitations to using 
BMI as it cannot differentiate between weight attributable 
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to fat mass or lean mass therefore misclassification of 
weight status can occur at an individual level, especially 
during later childhood when maturation occurs at differ-
ing rates. Thus, utilising other measures of adiposity such 
as waist circumference, body fat percentage or skinfold 
thickness may be beneficial. Finally, the cross-sectional 
nature of this research prevents conclusions regarding 
the directionality of observed relationships and causality 
cannot be established. It is possible that children’s energy 
balance behaviours and/or adiposity influence the home 
environment, or that the association is bidirectional. 
Future longitudinal research is required: (1) to examine 
the stability of the home environment over time, (2) to 
understand the role of the obesogenic home environment 
on children’s weight development from early childhood 
to adolescence, and (3) to investigate the direction of 
associations between the home environment and adipos-
ity in childhood.

Conclusion
This study revealed cross-sectional associations between 
the overall home environment composite score and die-
tary intake, physical activity and screen-based sedentary 
behaviours in 12-year-old children. These findings mirror 
similar observations in the same sample at age four. How-
ever, contrary to the earlier findings, positive associations 
were also observed between BMI-SDS and the overall 
home environment composite and the home media envi-
ronment composite. This study provides further evidence 
for the importance of utilising composite measures of the 
overall home environment to understand relationships 
between the home environment and children’s health 
behaviours and weight trajectories across childhood.

Abbreviations
HEI: Home Environment Interview; OR: Odds Ratio; PA: Physical Activity; SSB: 
Sugar Sweetened beverages; BMI: Body Mass Index; SDS: Standard Deviation 
Score; SES: Socioeconomic Status.

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1186/ s12966- 021- 01235-3.

Additional file 1: Table S1. Experts’ categorisation of the home food, 
activity and media environment variables (% (n)). Table S2. Constructs 
included in the home environment composite score. (Items coloured red 
are those added to the original composite score during the update).

Acknowledgements
We would like to thank the Gemini families for participating in the study. We 
would also like to thank Dr. Emma Boyland (Institute of Population Health, 
University of Liverpool) who made an invaluable contribution to the update 
of the media domain of the HEI. In addition, we would like to thank the expert 

panel for their important contribution to the update of the Home Environ-
ment Interview.

Authors’ contributions
AK and AF, in collaboration with CHL and AS, were responsible for the concep-
tualisation and design of the study. All authors were involved in the update 
of the measure. AK conducted the data collection, cleaning, analysis and was 
responsible for creating the first draft of the manuscript and all revisions of the 
manuscript. AF, CHL, AS, SS & AF oversaw this process. All authors have read, 
contributed to and approved the final manuscript.

Funding
This work was supported by the Economic and Social Research Council 
Advanced Quantitative Methods Studentship (Project reference: 1948633) 
which was award to Alice Kininmonth. The funders had no role in any element 
of this research.

Availability of data and materials
The datasets used and/or analysed during the current study are available from 
the corresponding author on reasonable request.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Ethical approval was originally granted for the study in 2007 by the University 
College London (UCL) Committee for the Ethics of non-National Health 
Service Human Research. In 2018, ethical approval for the continuation of the 
study was again granted by the UCL Research Ethics Committee (Project ID 
1624/004). Written informed consent was provided by all Gemini families. All 
aspects of data collection and storage were in compliance with the standards 
specified by this body.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author details
1 School of Psychology, University of Leeds, Leeds LS2 9JT, UK. 2 Unit of Popula-
tion Epidemiology, Division of Primary Care, Geneva University Hospitals, 
Geneva, Switzerland. 3 MRC Epidemiology Unit, University of Cambridge, 
Cambridge, UK. 4 University College London, London, UK. 

Received: 1 October 2021   Accepted: 6 December 2021

References
 1. Couch SC, Glanz K, Zhou C, Sallis JF, Saelens BE. Home food environment 

in relation to children’s dietquality and weight status. J Acad Nutr Diet. 
2014;114(10):1569–1579.e1.

 2. Rosenkranz RR, Dzewaltowski DA. Model of the home food environment 
pertaining to childhood obesity. Nutr Rev. 2008;66(3):123–40. Available 
from:. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 1753- 4887. 2008. 00017.x.

 3. Hales D, Vaughn AE, Mazzucca S, Bryant MJ, Tabak RG, McWilliams C, et al. 
Development of HomeSTEAD’s physical activity and screen time physical 
environment inventory. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act. 2013;10:132 Available 
from: http:// ovidsp. ovid. com/ ovidw eb. cgi?T= JS& CSC= Y& NEWS= N& 
PAGE= fullt ext&D= med7& AN= 24313 962.

 4. Jago R, Thompson JL, Sebire SJ, Wood L, Pool L, Zahra J, et al. Cross-
sectional associations between the screen-time of parents and young 
children: differences by parent and child gender and day of the week. Int 
J Behav Nutr Phys Act. 2014;11(1):54.

 5. Jago R, Page A, Froberg K, Sardinha LB, Klasson-Heggebø L, Andersen 
LB. Screen-viewing and the home TV environment: the European youth 
heart study. Prev Med (Baltim). 2008;47(5):525–9 [Cited 2021 Jan 27]. 
Available from: https:// pubmed. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/ 18722 400/.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12966-021-01235-3
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12966-021-01235-3
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1753-4887.2008.00017.x
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=med7&AN=24313962
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=med7&AN=24313962
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18722400/


Page 13 of 14Kininmonth et al. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act          (2021) 18:167  

 6. Gattshall ML, Shoup J, Marshall JA, Crane LA, Estabrooks PA. Validation of 
a survey instrument to assess home environments for physical activity 
and healthy eating in overweight children. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act. 
2008;5(1):3 [Cited 2019 Jun 2]. Available from: http:// www. ncbi. nlm. nih. 
gov/ pubmed/ 18190 709.

 7. Pinard CA, Yaroch AL, Hart MH, Serrano EL, McFerren MM, Estabrooks PA. 
The Validity and reliability of the Comprehensive Home Environment 
Survey (CHES). Health Promot Pract. 2014;15(1):109–17 Available from: 
http:// ovidsp. ovid. com/ ovidw eb. cgi?T= JS& CSC= Y& NEWS= N& PAGE= 
fullt ext&D= med8& AN= 23471 699.

 8. Rosenkranz RR, Dzewaltowski DA. Model of the home food environment 
pertaining to childhood obesity. Nutr Rev. 2008;66(3):123–40 [Cited 2019 
Sep 18]. Available from: http:// www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/ pubmed/ 18289 
177.

 9. Vaughn AE, Hales DP, Neshteruk CD, Ward DS. HomeSTEAD’s physical 
activity and screen media practices and beliefs survey: Instrument devel-
opment and integrated conceptual model. Plos One. 2019;14(12) [Cited 
2020 Nov 2]. Available from: https:// pubmed. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/ 31891 
610/.

 10. Verloigne M, Van Lippevelde W, Maes L, Brug J, De Bourdeaudhuij I. Fam-
ily- and school-based correlates of energy balance-related behaviours in 
10–12-year-old children: a systematic review within the ENERGY (Euro-
peaN Energy balance Research to prevent excessive weight Gain among 
Youth) project, vol. 15: Public Health Nutrition. Cambridge University 
Press; 2012. p. 1380–95. [Cited 2021 Feb 3]. Available from: https:// www. 
cambr idge. org/ core

 11. Kininmonth A, Smith AD, Llewellyn CH, Dye L, Lawton CL, Fildes A. The 
relationship between the home environment and child adiposity: a 
systematic review. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act. 2021;18(1):4 [Cited 2021 Jan 
7]. Available from: https:// ijbnpa. biome dcent ral. com/ artic les/ 10. 1186/ 
s12966- 020- 01073-9.

 12. Golan M. Parents as agents of change in childhood obesity - From 
research to practice. Int J Pediatr Obes. 2006;1(2):66–76 [Cited 2021 Jan 
18]. Available from: https:// pubmed. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/ 17907 317/.

 13. Davison KK, Birch LL. Childhood overweight: a contextual model and rec-
ommendations for future research. Obes Rev. 2001;2(3):159–71 Available 
from: https:// onlin elibr ary. wiley. com/ doi/ abs/ 10. 1046/j. 1467- 789x. 2001. 
00036.x.

 14. Pinard CA, Yaroch AL, Hart MH, Serrano EL, McFerren MM, Estabrooks 
PA. Measures of the home environment related to childhood obesity: a 
systematic review. Public Health Nutr. 2012;15(1):97–109 [Cited 2019 Jun 
6]. Available from: http:// www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/ pubmed/ 21899 786.

 15. Schrempft S, Van Jaarsveld CHM, Fisher A, Wardle J. The obesogenic qual-
ity of the home environment: Associations with diet, physical activity, TV 
viewing, and BMI in preschool children. Plos One. 2015;10(8):e0134490 
Available from: http:// ovidsp. ovid. com/ ovidw eb. cgi?T= JS& CSC= Y& 
NEWS= N& PAGE= fullt ext&D= med8& AN= 26248 313.

 16. Schrempft S, van Jaarsveld CH, Fisher A. Exploring the potential of a 
wearable camera to examine the early obesogenic home environment: 
comparison of sensecam images to the home environment interview. J 
Med Internet Res. 2017;19(10):e332 [Cited 2019 Jun 13]. Available from: 
http:// www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/ pubmed/ 29025 695.

 17. Schrempft S, van Jaarsveld CM, Fisher A, et al. Variation in the heritability 
of child body mass index by obesogenic home environment. JAMA Pedi-
atr. 2018;172(12):1153–60. Available from:. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1001/ jamap 
ediat rics. 2018. 1508.

 18. Ofcom. Children and parents: media use and attitudes report 2019. 
2020. [Cited 2021 May 11]. Available from: https:// www. ofcom. org. uk/ 
making- sense- of- media.

 19. Ofcom. Children and parents media use and attitudes: annex 1. 2019 
[Cited 2019 Jun 7]. Available from: https:// www. ofcom. org. uk/__ data/ 
assets/ pdf_ file/ 0027/ 134892/ Child ren- and- Paren ts- Media- Use- and- Attit 
udes- Annex-1. pdf

 20. Okoli C, Pawlowski SD. The Delphi method as a research tool: an example, 
design considerations and applications. Inf Manag. 2004;42(1):15–29.

 21. Harris P, Taylor R, Thielke R, Payne J, Gonzalez N, Conde J. Research 
electronic data capture (REDCap)--a metadata-driven methodology and 
workflow process for providing translational research informatics sup-
port. J Biomed Inform. 2009;42(2):377–81 [Cited 2021 Aug 13]. Available 
from: https:// pubmed. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/ 18929 686/.

 22. Harris PA, Taylor R, Minor B, Elliott V, Fernandez M, O’Neal L, et al. The 
REDCap consortium: building an international community of software 
platform partners. J Biomed Inform. 2019;95 [Cited 2021 Aug 13]. Avail-
able from: https:// pubmed. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/ 31078 660/.

 23. Wardle J, Sanderson S, Guthrie CA, Rapoport L, Plomin R. Parental feeding 
style and the intergenerational transmission of obesity risk. Obes Res. 
2002;10(6):453–62 [Cited 2020 Mar 4]. Available from: http:// doi. wiley. 
com/ 10. 1038/ oby. 2002. 63.

 24. Birch LL, Fisher JO, Grimm-Thomas K, Markey CN, Sawyer R, Johnson SL. 
Confirmatory factor analysis of the child feeding questionnaire: a meas-
ure of parental attitudes, beliefs and practices about child feeding and 
obesity proneness. Appetite. 2001;36(3):201–10.

 25. Musher-Eizenman D, Holub S. Comprehensive feeding practices ques-
tionnaire: Validation of a new measure of parental feeding practices. J 
Pediatr Psychol. 2007;32(8):960–72 [Cited 2020 Mar 16]. Available from: 
http:// www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/ pubmed/ 17535 817.

 26. Ogden J, Reynolds R, Smith A. Expanding the concept of parental control: 
a role for overt and covert control in children’s snacking behaviour? 
Appetite. 2006;47(1):100–6 [Cited 2021 Jan 8]. Available from: https:// 
pubmed. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/ 16682 098/.

 27. van Jaarsveld CH, Johnson L, Llewellyn C, Gemini WJ. A UK twin birth 
cohort with a focus on early childhood weight trajectories, appetite and 
the family environment. Twin Res Hum Genet. 2010;13(1):72–8 Available 
from: https:// www. cambr idge. org/ core/ servi ces/ aop- cambr idge- core/ 
conte nt/ view/ 4623D 47702 F56FC 4F999 B09DE D3FA7 D6/ S1832 42740 
00104 34a. pdf/ div- class- title- gemini- a- uk- twin- birth- cohort- with-a- focus- 
on- early- child hood- weight- traje ctori es- appet ite- and- the- family- envir 
onment- div. pdf.

 28. Roe L, Strong C, Whiteside C, Neil A, Mant D. Dietary intervention in 
primary care: Validity of the dine method for diet assessment. Fam Pract. 
1994;11(4):375–81.

 29. Purslow LR, van Jaarsveld CHM, Semmler C, Wardle J. Validity and prog-
nostic value of parental ratings of children’s activity. Prev Med (Baltim). 
2009;49(1):28–31.

 30. Hill D, Ameenuddin N, Chassiakos YR, Cross C, Radesky J, Hutchinson 
J, et al. Media use in school-aged children and adolescents. Pediatrics. 
2016;138(5) [Cited 2021 Feb 4]. Available from: www. aappu blica tions. org/ 
news.

 31. Kininmonth AR, Smith AD, Llewellyn CH, Fildes A. Socioeconomic status 
and changes in appetite from toddlerhood to early childhood. Appetite. 
2019;146:104517 Available from: https:// linki nghub. elsev ier. com/ retri eve/ 
pii/ S0195 66631 93049 08.

 32. Freeman JV, Cole TJ, Chinn S, Jones PR, White EM, Preece MA. Cross 
sectional stature and weight reference curves for the UK, 1990. Arch Dis 
Child. 1995;73(1):17 Available from: http:// adc. bmj. com/ conte nt/ 73/1/ 17. 
abstr act.

 33. IBM Corp. IBM SPSS statistics for windows, version 26.0. Armonk: IBM 
Corp; 2019.

 34. Fleiss J. Reliability of measurement. In:  The design and analysis of clinical 
experiments. New York: Wiley; 1986.

 35. Verloigne M, Van LW, Maes L, Brug J, De BI. Family- and school-based 
correlates of energy balance-related behaviours in 10–12-year-old 
children: a systematic review within the ENERGY (EuropeaN Energy bal-
ance Research to prevent excessive weight Gain among Youth) project. 
Public Health Nutr. 2012;15(8):1380–95 [Cited 2021 Sep 9]. Available from: 
https:// www. cambr idge. org/ core/ journ als/ public- health- nutri tion/ artic 
le/ family- and- schoo lbased- corre lates- of- energy- balan cerel ated- behav 
iours- in- 1012y earold- child ren-a- syste matic- review- within- the- energy- 
europ ean- energy- balan ce- resea rch- to- preve nt- exces sive- weight- gain- 
among- youth- proje ct/ A76CD 0F65B C37CF 5A49F 4A520 02915 5A.

 36. Pinard CA, Yaroch AL, Hart MH, Serrano EL, MM MF, Estabrooks PA. The 
validity and reliability of the Comprehensive Home Environment Survey 
(CHES). Health Promot Pract. 2014;15(1):109–17 [Cited 2019 Jun 6]Avail-
able from: http:// journ als. sagep ub. com/ doi/ 10. 1177/ 15248 39913 477863.

 37. Biddle SJH, Gorely T, Marshall SJ, Murdey I, Cameron N. Physical activity 
and sedentary behaviours in youth: issues and controversies. J R Soc Pro-
mot Health. 2004;124:29–33 Sage PublicationsSage CA: Thousand Oaks. 
[Cited 2021 Feb 1]. Available from: http:// journ als. sagep ub. com/ doi/ 10. 
1177/ 14664 24003 12400 110.

 38. SJH B, Atkin AJ, Cavill N, Foster C. Correlates of physical activity in youth: 
a review of quantitative systematic reviews. Int Rev Sport Exerc Psychol. 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18190709
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18190709
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=med8&AN=23471699
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=med8&AN=23471699
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18289177
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18289177
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31891610/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31891610/
https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://www.cambridge.org/core
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12966-020-01073-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12966-020-01073-9
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17907317/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1467-789x.2001.00036.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1467-789x.2001.00036.x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21899786
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=med8&AN=26248313
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=med8&AN=26248313
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29025695
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2018.1508
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2018.1508
https://www.ofcom.org.uk/making-sense-of-media
https://www.ofcom.org.uk/making-sense-of-media
https://www.ofcom.org.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0027/134892/Children-and-Parents-Media-Use-and-Attitudes-Annex-1.pdf
https://www.ofcom.org.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0027/134892/Children-and-Parents-Media-Use-and-Attitudes-Annex-1.pdf
https://www.ofcom.org.uk/__data/assets/pdf_file/0027/134892/Children-and-Parents-Media-Use-and-Attitudes-Annex-1.pdf
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18929686/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31078660/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/oby.2002.63
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/oby.2002.63
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17535817
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16682098/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16682098/
https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/4623D47702F56FC4F999B09DED3FA7D6/S1832427400010434a.pdf/div-class-title-gemini-a-uk-twin-birth-cohort-with-a-focus-on-early-childhood-weight-trajectories-appetite-and-the-family-environment-div.pdf
https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/4623D47702F56FC4F999B09DED3FA7D6/S1832427400010434a.pdf/div-class-title-gemini-a-uk-twin-birth-cohort-with-a-focus-on-early-childhood-weight-trajectories-appetite-and-the-family-environment-div.pdf
https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/4623D47702F56FC4F999B09DED3FA7D6/S1832427400010434a.pdf/div-class-title-gemini-a-uk-twin-birth-cohort-with-a-focus-on-early-childhood-weight-trajectories-appetite-and-the-family-environment-div.pdf
https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/4623D47702F56FC4F999B09DED3FA7D6/S1832427400010434a.pdf/div-class-title-gemini-a-uk-twin-birth-cohort-with-a-focus-on-early-childhood-weight-trajectories-appetite-and-the-family-environment-div.pdf
https://www.cambridge.org/core/services/aop-cambridge-core/content/view/4623D47702F56FC4F999B09DED3FA7D6/S1832427400010434a.pdf/div-class-title-gemini-a-uk-twin-birth-cohort-with-a-focus-on-early-childhood-weight-trajectories-appetite-and-the-family-environment-div.pdf
http://www.aappublications.org/news
http://www.aappublications.org/news
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0195666319304908
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0195666319304908
http://adc.bmj.com/content/73/1/17.abstract
http://adc.bmj.com/content/73/1/17.abstract
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/public-health-nutrition/article/family-and-schoolbased-correlates-of-energy-balancerelated-behaviours-in-1012yearold-children-a-systematic-review-within-the-energy-european-energy-balance-research-to-prevent-excessive-weight-gain-among-youth-project/A76CD0F65BC37CF5A49F4A520029155A
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/public-health-nutrition/article/family-and-schoolbased-correlates-of-energy-balancerelated-behaviours-in-1012yearold-children-a-systematic-review-within-the-energy-european-energy-balance-research-to-prevent-excessive-weight-gain-among-youth-project/A76CD0F65BC37CF5A49F4A520029155A
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/public-health-nutrition/article/family-and-schoolbased-correlates-of-energy-balancerelated-behaviours-in-1012yearold-children-a-systematic-review-within-the-energy-european-energy-balance-research-to-prevent-excessive-weight-gain-among-youth-project/A76CD0F65BC37CF5A49F4A520029155A
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/public-health-nutrition/article/family-and-schoolbased-correlates-of-energy-balancerelated-behaviours-in-1012yearold-children-a-systematic-review-within-the-energy-european-energy-balance-research-to-prevent-excessive-weight-gain-among-youth-project/A76CD0F65BC37CF5A49F4A520029155A
https://www.cambridge.org/core/journals/public-health-nutrition/article/family-and-schoolbased-correlates-of-energy-balancerelated-behaviours-in-1012yearold-children-a-systematic-review-within-the-energy-european-energy-balance-research-to-prevent-excessive-weight-gain-among-youth-project/A76CD0F65BC37CF5A49F4A520029155A
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1524839913477863
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/146642400312400110
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/146642400312400110


Page 14 of 14Kininmonth et al. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act          (2021) 18:167 

2011;4(1):25–49 [Cited 2021 Jan 19]. Available from: https:// www. tandf 
online. com/ action/ journ alInf ormat ion? journ alCode= rirs20.

 39. Wilk P, Clark AF, Maltby A, Smith C, Tucker P, Gilliland JA. Examining indi-
vidual, interpersonal, and environmental influences on children’s physical 
activity levels. SSM - Popul Heal. 2018;4:76–85 [Cited 2021 Jan 19]. Avail-
able from: https:// www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/ pmc/ artic les/ PMC57 69121/? 
report= abstr act.

 40. Maitland C, Stratton G, Foster S, Braham R, Rosenberg M. A place for play? 
The influence of the home physical environment on children’s physical 
activity and sedentary behaviour. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act. 2013;10:1–21 
BioMed Central. [Cited 2021 Jan 19]. Available from: https:// link. sprin ger. 
com/ artic les/ 10. 1186/ 1479- 5868- 10- 99.

 41. Rainham DG, Bates CJ, Blanchard CM, Dummer TJ, Kirk SF, Shearer CL. 
Spatial classification of youth physical activity patterns. Am J Prev Med. 
2012;42(5):e87–96.

 42. Dunton GF, Kawabata K, Intille S, Wolch J, Pentz MA. Assessing the social 
and physical contexts of children’s leisure-time physical activity: an eco-
logical momentary assessment study. Am J Heal Promot. 2012;26(3):135–
42 [Cited 2021 Jan 19]. Available from: http:// journ als. sagep ub. com/ doi/ 
10. 4278/ ajhp. 100211- QUAN- 43.

 43. Engelen L, Bundy AC, Lau J, Naughton G, Wyver S, Bauman A, et al. Under-
standing patterns of young children’s physical activity after school - It’s all 
about context: a cross-sectional study. J Phys Act Heal. 2015;12(3):335–9 
[Cited 2021 Jan 19]. Available from: https:// journ als. human kinet ics. com/ 
view/ journ als/ jpah/ 12/3/ artic le- p335. xml.

 44. Tandon P, Grow HM, Couch S, Glanz K, Sallis JF, Frank LD, et al. Physi-
cal and social home environment in relation to children’s overall and 
home-based physical activity and sedentary time. Prev Med (Baltim). 
2014;66:39–44.

 45. Cook LT, O’Reilly GA, Derosa CJ, Rohrbach LA, Spruijt-Metz D. Associa-
tion between home availability and vegetable consumption in youth: a 
review, vol. 18: Public Health Nutrition. Cambridge University Press; 2015. 
p. 640–8. [Cited 2020 Mar 13]. Available from: http:// www. ncbi. nlm. nih. 
gov/ pubmed/ 24785 645

 46. Dave JM, Evans AE, Pfeiffer KA, Watkins KW, Saunders RP. Correlates of 
availability and accessibility of fruits and vegetables in homes of low-
income Hispanic families. Health Educ Res. 2010;25(1):97–108 [Cited 2020 
Mar 13]. Available from: https:// acade mic. oup. com/ her/ artic le- lookup/ 
doi/ 10. 1093/ her/ cyp044.

 47. Hanson NI, Neumark-Sztainer D, Eisenberg ME, Story M, Wall M. Associa-
tions between parental report of the home food environment and 
adolescent intakes of fruits, vegetables and dairy foods. Public Health 
Nutr. 2005;8(1):77–85.

 48. Hebden L, Hector D, Hardy LL, King L. A fizzy environment: availability 
and consumption of sugar-sweetened beverages among school stu-
dents. Prev Med (Baltim). 2013;56(6):416–8.

 49. Bere E, Sørli Glomnes E, Te Velde SJ, Klepp KI. Determinants of adoles-
cents’ soft drink consumption. Public Health Nutr. 2008;11(1):49–56 [Cited 
2021 Feb 3]. Available from: https:// www. cambr idge. org/ core.

 50. Van Lippevelde W, te Velde SJ, Verloigne M, De Bourdeaudhuij I, Manios Y, 
Bere E, et al. Associations between home- and family-related factors and 
fruit juice and soft drink intake among 10- to 12-year old children. The 
ENERGY project. Appetite. 2013;61(1):59–65.

 51. Denney-Wilson E, Crawford D, Dobbins T, Hardy L, Okely DEd AD. Influ-
ences on consumption of soft drinks and fast foods in adolescents. Asia 
Pac J Clin Nutr. 2009;18(3):447–52.

 52. Bornstein MH, Putnick DL, Lansford JE, Pastorelli C, Skinner AT, Sorbring E, 
et al. Mother and father socially desirable responding in nine countries: 
two kinds of agreement and relations to parenting self-reports. Int J 
Psychol. 2015;50(3):174–85.

 53. Granich J, Rosenberg M, Knuiman MW, Timperio A. Individual, social, 
and physical environment factors associated with electronic media 
use among children: Sedentary behavior at home. J Phys Act Heal. 
2011;8(5):613–25 [Cited 2021 Jan 19]. Available from: https:// journ als. 
human kinet ics. com/ view/ journ als/ jpah/8/ 5/ artic le- p613. xml.

 54. Bjelland M, Soenens B, Bere E, Kovács É, Lien N, Maes L, et al. Associations 
between parental rules, style of communication and children’s screen 
time Health behavior, health promotion and society. BMC Public Health. 
2015;15(1):1002 [Cited 2021 Feb 3]. Available from: http:// bmcpu blich 
ealth. biome dcent ral. com/ artic les/ 10. 1186/ s12889- 015- 2337-6.

 55. Ramirez ER, Norman GJ, Rosenberg DE, Kerr J, Saelens BE, Durant N, et al. 
Adolescent screen time and rules to limit screen time in the home. J Ado-
lesc Heal. 2011;48(4):379–85 [Cited 2021 Feb 3]. Available from: http:// 
www. jahon line. org/ artic le/ S1054 139X1 00034 47/ fullt ext.

 56. Saelens BE, Sallis JF, Nader PR, Broyles SL, Berry CC, Taras HL. Home envi-
ronmental influences on children’s television watching from early to mid-
dle childhood. J Dev Behav Pediatr. 2002;23(3):127–32 [Cited 2021 Feb 3]. 
Available from: http:// journ als. lww. com/ 00004 703- 20020 6000- 00001.

 57. Russell SJ, Croker H, Viner RM. The effect of screen advertising on chil-
dren’s dietary intake: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Obes Rev. 
2019;20:554–68 Blackwell Publishing Ltd.

 58. Mihrshahi S, Drayton BA, Bauman AE, Hardy LL. Associations between 
childhood overweight, obesity, abdominal obesity and obesogenic 
behaviors and practices in Australian homes. BMC Public Health. 
2017;18:1–10 Available from: http:// search. ebsco host. com/ login. aspx? 
direct= true& db= cin20 & AN= 12428 6766& site= ehost- live.

 59. Adachi-Mejia A, Longacre M, Gibson J, Beach M, Titus-Ernstoff L, Dalton M. 
Children with a TV in their bedroom at higher risk for being overweight. 
Int J Obes. 2007;31(4):644–51 Available from: http:// ovidsp. ovid. com/ 
ovidw eb. cgi?T= JS& CSC= Y& NEWS= N& PAGE= fullt ext&D= psyc5 & AN= 
2007–05536- 004.

 60. Borghese MM, Tremblay MS, Katzmarzyk PT, Tudor-Locke C, Schuna JM 
Jr, Leduc G, et al. Mediating role of television time, diet patterns, physical 
activity and sleep duration in the association between television in the 
bedroom and adiposity in 10 year-old children. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act. 
2015;12:60 Available from: http:// ovidsp. ovid. com/ ovidw eb. cgi?T= JS& 
CSC= Y& NEWS= N& PAGE= fullt ext&D= med8& AN= 25967 920.

 61. Schalkwijk AA, van der Zwaard BC, Nijpels G, Elders PJ, Platt L. The impact 
of greenspace and condition of the neighbourhood on child overweight. 
Eur J Public Health. 2018;28(1):88–94 Available from: http:// ovidsp. ovid. 
com/ ovidw eb. cgi?T= JS& CSC= Y& NEWS= N& PAGE= fullt ext&D= psyc1 4& 
AN= 2018–05454- 017.

 62. Tandon P, Zhou C, Sallis JF, Cain KL, Frank LD, Saelens BE. Home environ-
ment relationships with children’s physical activity, sedentary time, 
and screen time by socioeconomic status. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act. 
2012;9(1):88 [Cited 2021 Feb 1]. Available from: http:// ijbnpa. biome dcent 
ral. com/ artic les/ 10. 1186/ 1479- 5868-9- 88.

 63. Umstattd Meyer MR, Sharkey JR, Patterson MS, Dean WR. Understand-
ing contextual barriers, supports, and opportunities for physical activity 
among Mexican-origin children in Texas border colonias: a descriptive 
study. BMC Public Health. 2013;13:14 Available from: http:// ovidsp. ovid. 
com/ ovidw eb. cgi?T= JS& CSC= Y& NEWS= N& PAGE= fullt ext&D= med7& 
AN= 23297 793.

 64. Boles RE, Johnson SL, Burdell A, Davies PL, Gavin WJ, Bellows LL. Home 
food availability and child intake among rural families identified to be 
at-risk for health disparities. Appetite. 2019;134:135–41.

 65. Carolyn Grunseit A, Taylor AJ, Lawson Hardy L, King L. Composite meas-
ures quantify households’ obesogenic potential and adolescents’ risk 
behaviors128:e000. Pediatrics. 2011;128(2) [Cited 2021 Jan 18]. Available 
from: www. pedia trics. org/ cgi/ doi/ 10. 1542/ peds. 2010- 3331.

 66. Schrempft S, van Jaarsveld CHM, Fisher A, Fildes A, Wardle J. Maternal 
characteristics associated with the obesogenic quality of the home 
environment in early childhood. Appetite. 2016;107:392–7 Available from: 
http:// ovidsp. ovid. com/ ovidw eb. cgi?T= JS& CSC= Y& NEWS= N& PAGE= 
fullt ext&D= medc& AN= 27554 185.

 67. Bauer KW, Hearst MO, Escoto K, Berge JM, Neumark-Sztainer D. Parental 
employment and work-family stress: associations with family food envi-
ronments. Soc Sci Med. 2012;75(3):496–504.

 68. Shift. Families and Food: how the environment influences what families 
eat. 2018. Available from: https:// www. gsttc harity. org. uk/ sites/ defau lt/ 
files/ Bite_ Size_ Report. pdf

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://www.tandfonline.com/action/journalInformation?journalCode=rirs20
https://www.tandfonline.com/action/journalInformation?journalCode=rirs20
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5769121/?report=abstract
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5769121/?report=abstract
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-10-99
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-10-99
http://dx.doi.org/10.4278/ajhp.100211-QUAN-43
http://dx.doi.org/10.4278/ajhp.100211-QUAN-43
https://journals.humankinetics.com/view/journals/jpah/12/3/article-p335.xml
https://journals.humankinetics.com/view/journals/jpah/12/3/article-p335.xml
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24785645
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24785645
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/her/cyp044
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/her/cyp044
https://www.cambridge.org/core
https://journals.humankinetics.com/view/journals/jpah/8/5/article-p613.xml
https://journals.humankinetics.com/view/journals/jpah/8/5/article-p613.xml
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12889-015-2337-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12889-015-2337-6
http://www.jahonline.org/article/S1054139X10003447/fulltext
http://www.jahonline.org/article/S1054139X10003447/fulltext
http://journals.lww.com/00004703-200206000-00001
http://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&db=cin20&AN=124286766&site=ehost-live
http://search.ebscohost.com/login.aspx?direct=true&db=cin20&AN=124286766&site=ehost-live
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=psyc5&AN=2007%E2%80%9305536-004
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=psyc5&AN=2007%E2%80%9305536-004
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=psyc5&AN=2007%E2%80%9305536-004
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=med8&AN=25967920
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=med8&AN=25967920
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=psyc14&AN=2018%E2%80%9305454-017
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=psyc14&AN=2018%E2%80%9305454-017
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=psyc14&AN=2018%E2%80%9305454-017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-9-88
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/1479-5868-9-88
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=med7&AN=23297793
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=med7&AN=23297793
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=med7&AN=23297793
http://dx.doi.org/10.1542/peds.2010-3331
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=medc&AN=27554185
http://ovidsp.ovid.com/ovidweb.cgi?T=JS&CSC=Y&NEWS=N&PAGE=fulltext&D=medc&AN=27554185
https://www.gsttcharity.org.uk/sites/default/files/Bite_Size_Report.pdf
https://www.gsttcharity.org.uk/sites/default/files/Bite_Size_Report.pdf

	The Home Environment Interview and associations with energy balance behaviours and body weight in school-aged children – a feasibility, reliability, and validity study
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Methods: 
	Results: 
	Conclusion: 

	Background
	Methods
	Instrument development: home environment interview
	Construct validity: HEI instrument administration
	Construct validity sample
	Test-retest reliability sample
	Creating the composite score of obesogenic home environment
	Energy balance behaviours
	Dietary intake
	Physical activity levels
	Sedentary behaviours
	Socioeconomic status
	Anthropometric measurements at 12 years

	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Sample characteristics
	Test-retest reliability
	Construct validity

	Discussion
	Strengths and limitations

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References


