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Abstract 

The popularity of vegetarian diets has increased the need for studies on long-term health outcomes. A limited 
number of studies, including only one study from a non-vegetarian population, investigated the risk of mortality 
with self-identified vegetarianism and reported inconsistent results. This study evaluated prospective associations 
between vegetarian diets and all-cause mortality among 117,673 participants from the Prostate, Lung, Colorectal 
and Ovarian Cancer Screening Trial cohort study. Vegetarian diet status was self-identified on the questionnaire. 
Deaths were ascertained from follow-up questionnaires and the National Death Index database. Multivariable Cox 
regression models were used to estimate the risk of all-cause mortality in hazard ratio (HR) and 95% confidence inter-
vals (CI). By diet group, there were 116,894 omnivores (whose diet does not exclude animal products), 329 lacto- and/
or ovo-vegetarians (whose diet excludes meat, but includes dairy and/or eggs), 310 pesco-vegetarians (whose diet 
excludes meat except for fish and seafood) and 140 vegans (whose diet excludes all animal products). After an aver-
age follow-up of 18 years, 39,763 participants were deceased. The risk of all-cause mortality did not statistically signifi-
cantly differ among the four diet groups. Comparing with the omnivore group, the HR (95% CI) were 0.81 (0.64–1.03) 
for pesco-vegetarian group, 0.99 (0.80–1.22) for lacto- and/or ovo-vegetarian group and 1.27 (0.99–1.63) for vegan 
group, respectively. Similarly, mortality risk did not differ when comparing lacto- and/or ovo-vegetarians plus vegans 
with meat/fish eaters (omnivores and pesco-vegetarians) (HR [95% CI] = 1.09 [0.93–1.28]). As this study is one 
of the two studies of vegetarianism and mortality in non-vegetarian populations, further investigation is warranted.
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Introduction
Chronic diseases including cardiovascular disease (CVD), 
cancer, and diabetes are the leading cause of deaths in 
the US [1]. Between 1990 and 2010, unhealthful diets 
accounted for 26% and 22% of all-cause and CVD deaths, 

respectively [2]. Vegetarian diets have gained popularity 
due to potential health, environmental and sustainability 
benefits [3].

Several foods of plant origin have been associated with 
a lower risk of chronic diseases and their risk factors such 
as insulin resistance and high total blood cholesterol 
[3–7]. These beneficial effects are linked to being often 
less energy-dense and more nutrient-rich with higher 
amounts of fiber, vitamins, minerals and phytochemicals 
and lower amounts of total and saturated fats compared 
with animal products [3]. Despite these health benefits, 
specific micronutrient deficiencies are of concern for 
vegans because animal products are the only natural 

Open Access

© The Author(s) 2023. Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, which 
permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the 
original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or 
other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line 
to the material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not permitted by statutory 
regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this 
licence, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/. The Creative Commons Public Domain Dedication waiver (http://creativecom-
mons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/) applies to the data made available in this article, unless otherwise stated in a credit line to the data.

Journal of Health, Population
and Nutrition

*Correspondence:
Yumie Takata
yumie.takata@oregonstate.edu
1 Health Promotion and Health Behavior Program, College of Health, 
Oregon State University, Corvallis, OR, USA
2 Linus Pauling Institute, Oregon State University, Corvallis, OR, USA
3 Nutrition Program, College of Health, Oregon State University, 103 
Milam Hall, Corvallis, OR, USA

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/
http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/zero/1.0/
http://crossmark.crossref.org/dialog/?doi=10.1186/s41043-023-00460-9&domain=pdf


Page 2 of 5Blackie et al. Journal of Health, Population and Nutrition          (2023) 42:130 

source of vitamin B12 and provide more bioavailable iron 
and calcium [3].

Most previous observational studies and clinical tri-
als lend support for protective effects of overall vegetar-
ian diets or their specific components on risk of chronic 
diseases or their risk factors [5–7]. Few observational 
studies have investigated associations between vegetar-
ian diets and all-cause mortality, and reported inconsist-
ent associations [8–12]. Only one study was conducted 
in a general, non-vegetarian population in Australia and 
reported null association [11]. Hence, this study pro-
spectively investigated whether self-identified vegetarian 
or vegan diets (i.e., lacto- and/or ovo-vegetarian, pesco-
vegetarian, and vegan) compared with an omnivorous 
diet are associated with mortality risk in the US Prostate, 
Lung, Colorectal and Ovarian (PLCO) Cancer Screening 
Trial cohort.

Methods
Study population
This study was based on data from the PLCO Cancer 
Screening Trial which originally aimed to assess effec-
tiveness of early cancer detection and to investigate etio-
logical factors of cancer. Between 1993 and 2001, 154,952 
participants (age range: 55 to 74) were enrolled and ran-
domized into the control (standard cancer screening 
method) or intervention (new method) arm [13]. At the 
time of randomization, participants filled out question-
naires on possible risk factors for cancer including demo-
graphics, smoking history, medical history, body weight 
and height, and dietary intakes. Starting in 1998, a new 
food frequency questionnaire, Diet History Question-
naire (DHQ) [14], was administered within five years of 
randomization. This study focused on 118,779 partici-
pants who completed the DHQ. After excluding miss-
ing or unclear responses to questions on vegetarianism, 
117,673 participants were included in the analysis. All 
participants included in this study provided written, 
informed consent for all trial activities and future etiolog-
ical research studies. The PLCO study was approved by 
the Institutional Review Boards (IRB) at National Cancer 
Institute. The IRB review at Oregon State University was 
exempt.

Dietary assessment and mortality ascertainment
The validated DHQ was self-administered and inquired 
about vegetarianism and habitual food and beverage 
intakes in the past 12  months [14]. Our analysis was 
based on questions about following any type of vegetar-
ian diets and what foods they exclude from their diet 
entirely: meat (e.g., beef, pork, and lamb); poultry (e.g., 
chicken, turkey, and duck); fish and seafood; eggs; and 
dairy products (e.g., milk and cheese). The participants 

were classified into: (1) vegan (entirely excluding meat, 
poultry, fish and seafood, eggs and dairy products); (2) 
lacto- and/or ovo-vegetarian (entirely excluding meat, 
poultry, fish and seafood, but consuming dairy products 
and/or eggs); (3) pesco-vegetarian (entirely excluding 
meat, poultry, eggs and dairy products but consuming 
fish and seafood); and (4) omnivore (no exclusion of ani-
mal products). Deaths of participants were ascertained 
by annual study update questionnaires and regular link-
age to the National Death Index database through 2018.

Statistical analysis
Baseline characteristics were compared among the four 
diet groups using analysis of variance for continuous 
variables and χ2-test for categorical variables. For risk of 
mortality, we used the Cox regression and modeled on 
the time from the date of DHQ completion to the first of 
the following: date of death, loss to follow-up, or Decem-
ber 31, 2018. The hazard ratio (HR) and corresponding 
95% confidence intervals (CI) were calculated first for 
pesco-vegetarian, lacto- and/or ovo-vegetarian or vegan 
diet group using the omnivore group as reference and 
second for vegetarians (i.e., lacto-and/or ovo-vegetari-
ans and vegans) using non-vegetarians (i.e., pesco-veg-
etarians and omnivores [meat/fish eaters]) as reference. 
The following variables were a priori selected based on 
previous studies [8, 11, 15]: age, sex, study center loca-
tion and trial arm (as part of the original PLCO trial) in 
the minimally-adjusted model. The fully-adjusted model 
also included smoking status, pack-years of smoking, 
alcohol consumption, race/ethnicity, education, body 
mass index (BMI) category and history of comorbidity at 
baseline. All covariates had no missing values except for 
BMI (N = 3486), pack-years of smoking (N = 3382) and 
education (N = 2308) and multiple imputation method 
was applied for these missing values. We conducted sen-
sitivity analyses by excluding the first two years of the fol-
low-up period. A two-sided test was performed, and the 
p-value used to test statistical significance was < 0.05.

Results
Among 117,673 participants included in this study, 
116,894 (99.3%) identified themselves as omnivores, 329 
(0.3%) as lacto- and/or ovo-vegetarians, 310 (0.3%) as 
pesco-vegetarians, and 140 (0.1%) as vegans, respectively 
(Table 1). Participants in the omnivorous diet group were 
more likely to smoke cigarettes and drink alcohol and less 
likely to have completed college education than vegetar-
ian or vegan groups. Furthermore, omnivores had the 
highest average BMI (27.2  kg/m2), followed by vegans 
(26.9 kg/m2), lacto- and/or ovo-vegetarians (25.7 kg/m2) 
and pesco-vegetarians (25.3  kg/m2). The proportions of 
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non-Hispanic white participants ranged from 57.1% in 
the vegan diet group to 89.2% in the omnivore diet group.

After an average follow-up of 18  years, 39,763 par-
ticipants including 39,547 for omnivores, 88 for lacto- 
and/or ovo-vegetarian, 67 for pesco-vegetarians, and 
61 for vegans were deceased (Table  2). After minimal 

adjustment (i.e., age, sex, study center locations and 
arms), comparing with the omnivore diet group, partici-
pants in the pesco-vegetarian group had a statistically 
significantly lower risk of mortality (HR [95% CI]: 0.67 
[0.53–0.85]), but lacto- and/or ovo-vegetarian and vegan 
diet groups had no statistically significant difference in 

Table 1  Baseline characteristics of study participants

The mean ± standard deviation for continuous variables and the proportion of participants (percentage) for categorical variables were included

Difference in characteristics among the four diet groups were tested by analysis of variance for continuous variables and χ2-test for categorical variables and all 
characteristics statistically significantly differed among the four diet groups with P < 0.05
† Those with missing values were excluded: BMI (N = 3486), pack-years of smoking (N = 3382) and education (N = 2308)

Omnivore Lacto- and/or ovo-vegetarian Pesco-vegetarian Vegan

Number of participants 116,894 329 310 140

Age (years old) 65.7 ± 5.8 64.1 ± 5.5 64.4 ± 5.9 66.0 ± 6.4

Female 51.4% 57.2% 65.8% 48.2%

BMI (kg/m2)† 27.2 ± 4.8 25.7 ± 4.8 25.3 ± 4.6 26.9 ± 5.7

Cigarette smoking status

Never smokers 48.3% 55.3% 58.7% 58.5%

Current smokers 9.3% 4.9% 2.3% 7.9%

Former smokers 42.4% 39.8% 39.0% 33.6%

Pack-years of smoking among smokers† 18.2 ± 27.1 12.0 ± 23.4 10.9 ± 20.6 13.5 ± 22.7

Alcohol consumption

Non-drinkers 27.9% 52.3% 29.7% 49.3%

Moderate drinkers 59.4% 41.6% 57.4% 43.6%

Heavy drinkers 12.7% 6.1% 12.9% 7.1%

Race/ethnicity

Non-Hispanic White 89.2% 65.1% 81.6% 57.1%

Other race/ethnicity 10.8% 34.9% 18.4% 42.9%

Educational attainment†

High school or less 29.9% 17.6% 15.5% 30.9%

Some college 34.5% 26.2% 31.0% 30.9%

College or higher 35.6% 56.2% 53.5% 38.2%

Any comorbidity 38.9% 33.3% 30.2% 41.5%

Table 2  Risk of all-cause mortality by vegetarian diet groups

Minimally adjusted models include age (continuous), sex (male or female), study center location, trial arm (control vs intervention as part of original PLCO trial) and 
fully-adjusted models also includes smoking status (never, former or current), pack-years of smoking (never smokers, ≤ 10, 10–20 or ≥ 20 pack-years of smoking), 
alcohol consumption (non-drinkers, moderate or high drinkers), non-Hispanic white race/ethnicity and educational attainment (high school or less, some college, or 
college or higher), BMI (according to the World Health Organization; underweight, normal weight, overweight or obesity) category and history of comorbidity any one 
of stroke, heart attack, hypertension and/or diabetes, or none) at baseline

Omnivore Pesco-vegetarian Lacto- and/or 
ovo-vegetarian

Vegan P-difference

The number of deaths 39,547 67 88 61 –

Minimally adjusted HRs (95% CI) for the four diet groups Reference 0.67
(0.53–0.85)

0.88
(0.72–1.09)

1.28
(0.99–1.64)

0.001

Fully-adjusted HR (95% CI) for the four diet groups Reference 0.81
(0.64–1.03)

0.99
(0.81–1.22)

1.27
(0.99–1.63)

0.09

Minimally adjusted HRs (95% CI) for vegetarians vs non-vegetarians Reference 1.01
(0.86–1.19)

0.90

Fully-adjusted HR (95% CI) for vegetarians vs non-vegetarians Reference 1.09
(0.93–1.28)

0.31
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risk of mortality (HR [95% CI]: 0.88 [0.72–1.09] and 1.28 
[0.99–1.64], respectively). After adjusting for all covari-
ates, all three vegetarian diet groups had no statistically 
significant difference in risk of mortality. When compar-
ing vegetarians (lacto- and/or ovo-vegetarian and vegans) 
with non-vegetarians (omnivores and pesco-vegetari-
ans), risk of mortality also did not differ (HR [95% CI]: 
1.01 [0.86–1.19] and 1.09 [0.93–1.28] after minimal and 
full adjustment, respectively). These association patterns 
were unchanged after excluding the first two years of the 
follow-up period (data not shown).

Discussion
In this prospective analysis of a previous cancer-screen-
ing cohort of middle-aged and older adults in the US, 
over 99% of the participants self-identified as non-vege-
tarian and the rest followed lacto- and/or ovo-vegetarian, 
pesco-vegetarian or vegan diets. Pesco-vegetarians had a 
lower mortality risk than omnivores and vegans, which 
lost statistical significance after further adjusting for 
lifestyle and sociodemographic factors and comorbidity. 
We observed no difference in risk of all-cause mortality 
between vegetarian and non-vegetarian diets.

Previously, observational studies reported that veg-
etarian diets were associated with a lower risk of chronic 
diseases (e.g., CVD and type 2 diabetes) and their risk 
factors (e.g., obesity, blood lipid profiles and glucose 
control), compared with omnivorous diets; however, 
findings were less clear in terms of all-cause mortality 
[3, 4]. Comparing with omnivores, no difference in risk 
of mortality among vegans and lacto-  and/or ovo-vege-
tarians were reported in all three previous studies [8, 11, 
12]. For pesco-vegetarians, comparing with omnivores, 
the Adventist Health Study 2 reported a statistically sig-
nificant inverse association (0.81 [0.69–0.94]) [12], but 
not the other study (0.79 [0.59–1.06]) [11]. Although 
the comparison was with regular meat eaters, instead of 
omnivores as in our and other previous studies, in the 
Oxford Vegetarian/Oxford- European Prospective Inves-
tigation into Cancer and Nutrition (EPIC) Study, the risk 
of mortality did not differ from vegans, lacto-  and/or 
ovo-vegetarians or pesco-vegetarians [8]. Furthermore, 
previous six studies compared risk of mortality between 
vegetarians and non-vegetarians. Three studies of Sev-
enth-Day Adventists—the Adventist Mortality Study 
and Adventist Health Study 1 and 2—reported an inverse 
association [12, 16], but other three previous studies 
reported no significant association [9–11]. Altogether, 
our null finding is consistent with the previous studies of 
vegetarianism and all-cause mortality, except for cohort 
studies of Adventists.

Differences in associations may be due to the fact that 
self-identified vegans in our study might have differed 

in chronic diseases and their risk factors from those of 
previous studies targeting vegetarians such as Adventist 
studies. The high prevalence of comorbidities and BMI 
in the vegan group compared with the Adventist and 
other previous studies, in which vegans had the lowest 
average BMI among the diet groups [12, 17], may indi-
cate that our self-identified vegans recently switched to 
a vegan diet because of health concerns. In our ques-
tionnaire, vegetarianism questions only pertained to the 
past 12  months, lacking the information on the specific 
duration of following vegetarian/vegan diets. In the pre-
vious pooled analysis of five prospective studies, partici-
pants who have followed a vegetarian diet for > 5  years 
had a lower risk of all-cause mortality than omnivores 
(0.93 [0.79–1.09]), but those followed ≤ 5  years had an 
increased risk (1.20 [1.04–1.38]) [16]. In addition, smok-
ing and alcohol drinking were far more common in our 
study than Adventist Health Study 2 (9.3% vs. 1.1% for 
current smokers and 72.0% vs 10.1% for alcohol drinkers, 
respectively). Given that the PLCO study was conducted 
in a general, non-vegetarian population and same associ-
ation patterns persisted after excluding the first two years 
of the follow-up period, the potentially shorter duration 
of following vegetarian/vegan diets might not have been 
sufficiently long enough for our study participants to 
have the typical health benefits associated with vegetar-
ian/vegan diets.

Strength of this study is its prospective collection of 
diet and other important confounders with  a relatively 
long follow-up (18  years) of death and vital status. In 
addition, our study is the first study conducted in a gen-
eral, non-vegetarian population in the US to investi-
gate associations between vegetarianism and mortality. 
A potential limitation, however, is low proportions of 
vegans/vegetarians in our study population (0.7%), which 
was lower than a previous report (1.9%) [18], but higher 
than another (0.4%) [19]. In addition, the self-identified 
vegetarian diet status was based on two questions regard-
ing foods they excluded from their diet. Because of this, 
a possibility of misclassifications for each diet group can-
not be fully ruled out, as reported previously on discrep-
ancies between self-identified vegetarianism and their 
food and beverage consumption [20]. Classifying vegetar-
ian diet status based on food and beverage consumption 
is beyond the scope of this study and warrants further 
investigation. Furthermore, we did not have information 
on the duration of vegetarian diets, which was reported 
to modify the direction of associations with mortality 
[16]. Due to the very small number of deaths in vegans 
and vegetarians, we were unable to conduct cause-spe-
cific nor subgroup analyses. Lastly, physical activity infor-
mation at baseline was not collected and we were unable 
to adjust in our analyses.
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In conclusion, we found no difference in risk of all-
cause mortality by self-identified vegetarian diet status. 
Similar to previous studies, our vegetarians attained 
more education, were less likely to smoke cigarettes and 
drink alcohol, and had a lower BMI; however, vegans had 
higher comorbidities and similar BMI to omnivorous 
participants, suggesting that they likely recently switched 
to vegans because of health concerns. Future studies of 
vegetarian diets and mortality need to be conducted in 
general populations and consider the duration of follow-
ing vegetarian diets.

Abbreviations
BMI	� Body mass index
CVD	� Cardiovascular disease
DHQ	� Diet History Questionnaire
EPIC	� European Prospective Investigation into Cancer and Nutrition study
PLCO	� Prostate, Lung, Colorectal and Ovarian Cancer Screening Trial study

Acknowledgements
The authors thank the National Cancer Institute (NCI) for access to NCI’s data 
collected by the Prostate, Lung, Colorectal and Ovarian Cancer Screening Trial. 
The statements contained herein are solely those of the authors and do not 
represent or imply concurrence or endorsement by NCI.

Author contributions
Conceptualization, K.B. and Y.T.; Methodology, K.B., G.B. and Y.T.; Formal Analy-
sis, Y.T.; Writing—Original Draft Preparation, K.B. and Y.T.; Writing—Review and 
Editing, G.B. and Y.T.; Supervision, Y.T.; Project Administration, Y.T. All authors 
reviewed the manuscript.

Funding
This research did not receive any specific grant from funding agencies in the 
public, commercial, or not-for-profit sectors.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
The study protocol was approved by institutional review boards at the 
National Institute of Health/National Cancer Institute (OH97-C-N041), and the 
current project was approved by the National Cancer Institute Cancer Data 
Access System (PLCO-224).

Consent to participate
All study participants have provided the written informed consent.

Competing interests
All authors report no conflict of interest and competing interest.

Received: 8 June 2023   Accepted: 21 October 2023

References
	1.	 Kochanek KD, Murphy SL, Xu JQ, Arias E (2019) National vital statistics 

reports—deaths: final data for 2017, National Vital Statistics Reports
	2.	 Murray CJ, Atkinson C, Bhalla K, Birbeck G, Burstein R, Chou D, Dellavalle 

R, Danaei G, Ezzati M, et al. The state of US health, 1990–2010: burden of 
diseases, injuries, and risk factors. JAMA. 2013;310:591–608.

	3.	 Kumar A, Chidambaram V, Mehta JL. Vegetarianism, microbiota, and 
cardiovascular health: looking back, and forward. Eur J Prev Cardiol. 
2022;29:1895–910.

	4.	 Baer HJ, Glynn RJ, Hu FB, Hankinson SE, Willett WC, Colditz GA, Stampfer 
M, Rosner B. Risk factors for mortality in the nurses’ health study: a com-
peting risks analysis. Am J Epidemiol. 2011;173:319–29.

	5.	 Barnard ND, Cohen J, Jenkins DJ, Turner-McGrievy G, Gloede L, Green A, 
Ferdowsian H. A low-fat vegan diet and a conventional diabetes diet in 
the treatment of type 2 diabetes: a randomized, controlled, 74-wk clinical 
trial. Am J Clin Nutr. 2009;89:1588S-S1596.

	6.	 Levi F, Pasche C, Lucchini F, La Vecchia C. Dietary fibre and the risk of 
colorectal cancer. Eur J Cancer. 2001;37:2091–6.

	7.	 Vessby B, Uusitupa M, Hermansen K, Riccardi G, Rivellese AA, Tapsell LC, 
Nalsen C, Berglund L, Louheranta A, et al. Substituting dietary saturated 
for monounsaturated fat impairs insulin sensitivity in healthy men and 
women: the KANWU Study. Diabetologia. 2001;44:312–9.

	8.	 Appleby PN, Crowe FL, Bradbury KE, Travis RC, Key TJ. Mortality in vegetar-
ians and comparable nonvegetarians in the United Kingdom. Am J Clin 
Nutr. 2016;103:218–30.

	9.	 Chang-Claude J, Hermann S, Eilber U, Steindorf K. Lifestyle determi-
nants and mortality in German vegetarians and health-conscious 
persons: results of a 21-year follow-up. Cancer Epidemiol Biomark Prev. 
2005;14:963–8.

	10.	 Key TJ, Appleby PN, Davey GK, Allen NE, Spencer EA, Travis RC. Mortality in 
British vegetarians: review and preliminary results from EPIC-Oxford. Am J 
Clin Nutr. 2003;78:533S-S538.

	11.	 Mihrshahi S, Ding D, Gale J, Allman-Farinelli M, Banks E, Bauman AE. Veg-
etarian diet and all-cause mortality: evidence from a large population-
based Australian cohort—the 45 and Up Study. Prev Med. 2017;97:1–7.

	12.	 Orlich MJ, Singh PN, Sabate J, Jaceldo-Siegl K, Fan J, Knutsen S, Beeson 
WL, Fraser GE. Vegetarian dietary patterns and mortality in Adventist 
Health Study 2. JAMA Intern Med. 2013;173:1230–8.

	13.	 Prorok PC, Andriole GL, Bresalier RS, Buys SS, Chia D, Crawford ED, 
Fogel R, Gelmann EP, Gilbert F, et al. Design of the Prostate, Lung, 
Colorectal and Ovarian (PLCO) cancer screening trial. Control Clin Trials. 
2000;21:273S-309S.

	14.	 Subar AF, Ziegler RG, Thompson FE, Johnson CC, Weissfeld JL, Reding D, 
Kavounis KH, Hayes RB, Prostate LC, et al. Is shorter always better? Relative 
importance of questionnaire length and cognitive ease on response 
rates and data quality for two dietary questionnaires. Am J Epidemiol. 
2001;153:404–9.

	15.	 Xiao Q, Hsing AW, Park Y, Moore SC, Matthews CE, Berrington de Gonzalez 
A, Kitahara CM. Body mass index and mortality among blacks and whites 
adults in the Prostate, Lung, Colorectal, and Ovarian (PLCO) cancer 
screening trial. Obesity (Silver Spring). 2014;22:260–8.

	16.	 Key TJ, Fraser GE, Thorogood M, Appleby PN, Beral V, Reeves G, Burr ML, 
Chang-Claude J, Frentzel-Beyme R, et al. Mortality in vegetarians and 
nonvegetarians: detailed findings from a collaborative analysis of 5 
prospective studies. Am J Clin Nutr. 1999;70:516S-S524.

	17.	 Spencer EA, Appleby PN, Davey GK, Key TJ. Diet and body mass index in 
38000 EPIC-Oxford meat-eaters, fish-eaters, vegetarians and vegans. Int J 
Obes Relat Metab Disord. 2003;27:728–34.

	18.	 Leung B, Lauche R, Leach M, Zhang Y, Cramer H, Sibbritt D. Special diets 
in modern America: analysis of the 2012 National Health Interview Survey 
data. Nutr Health. 2018;24:11–8.

	19.	 White R, Frank E. Health effects and prevalence of vegetarianism. West J 
Med. 1994;160:465–70.

	20.	 Barr SI, Chapman GE. Perceptions and practices of self-defined current 
vegetarian, former vegetarian, and nonvegetarian women. J Am Diet 
Assoc. 2002;102:354–60.

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


	Vegetarian diets and risk of all-cause mortality in a population-based prospective study in the United States
	Abstract 
	Introduction
	Methods
	Study population
	Dietary assessment and mortality ascertainment
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Acknowledgements
	References


