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25

26  Summary

27  Currently, obesity treatment rests on the “calories-in, calories-out” rule, formally named the energy

28 balance theory (EBT). It maintains that body weight increases as food calories are greater than expended
29 calories but decreases when the opposite occurs; hence, weight stability is expected at energy balance

30 meaning that over time energy-in equals energy-out.” It follows that dietary regimens with identical energy
31  content should evoke similar amounts of weight and fat loss with only minor differences that emerge from
32 diet’s macronutrient composition’, e.g., diet-induced glycogen depletion and water excretion. A vast

33 collection of evidence shows, however, that low-carbohydrate diets typically result in much greater weight
34  and fat loss than isocaloric low-fat diets.” ® %' 12 Furthermore, our recent mathematical analysis

35  demonstrated that weight stability coincides with a persistent energy imbalance and not otherwise.* As an
36  alternative, the mass balance model (MBM) was proposed that fitted weight loss data and explained the
37  often superior weight loss evoked by low-carbohydrate diets versus low-fat diets.” Here, we expand on

38  these observations by computationally contrasting the predictions of both models in two scenarios

39 described in the literature® *®: altering the diet’s macronutrient composition while energy intake is kept at
40  weight maintenance level; and the weight loss response as diet composition is changed under untreated
41  type 1 diabetes. Our results indicate that MBM predictions are remarkably accurate while those of the EBT
42 are clearly erroneous. These findings may represent the beginning of a paradigm shift in obesity research.

43  Keywords: obesity, weight loss, energy balance theory, mass balance model, macronutrients

44
45 List of abbreviations

46  MBM = mass balance model; MB = mass balance; EB = energy balance; EBT = energy balance theory; CIM =
47  carbohydrate-insulin model; FFM = fat-free mass; FM = fat mass; EPM = energy-providing mass; VLCD =

48  very-low-carbohydrate diet; KD = ketogenic diet; HCD = high-carbohydrate diet; ND = “normal diet”; BW =
49  body weight; BF = body fat; El = energy intake; EE = energy expenditure; T1D = type 1 diabetes; ECF = extra
50 cellular fluid; Gly = glycogen; nEPM = non-energy-providing mass; AT = adaptive thermogenesis; PAL =

51 physical activity level; RQ = respiratory quotient; GNG = gluconeogenesis; DNL = de novo lipogenesis; TG =
52  triglycerides; HDL = high-density lipoprotein; LDL = low-density lipoprotein; HbAlc = Glycated hemoglobin;
53  total-C = total cholesterol; MRI = magnetic resonance imaging; CT = computed tomography; NHANES =

54  National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey; Gl = glycemic index; GL = glycemic load; SGLTs = sodium-
55  glucose transporters; GEBN = Global Energy Balance Network; MBNE = memory-based nutritional

56  epidemiology.

57
58 Introduction

59  ”The strongest and most evil spirits have so far advanced humanity the most: they have always rekindled
60  the drowning passions — all ordered society puts the passion to sleep; they have always re-wakened the
61  sense on comparison, of contradiction, of joy in the new, the daring, and the untried; they force men to
62 meet the opinion with opinion, model with model [EBT vs. MBM]... The new is always the evil...”.

63 - Friedrich Nietzsche, The Gay Science (1882)

64  Macronutrients — proteins, fats and carbohydrates — are an important part of a diet, and as such, have been
65  the subject of a great deal of discussion and controversy, especially among obesity researchers. According
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66  tothe energy balance theory (EBT), “[a] fundamental principle of nutrition and metabolism is that body

67  weight change is associated with an imbalance between the energy content of food eaten and energy

68 expended by the body to maintain life and to perform physical work.”* Many current approaches to obesity
69 treatment are based on the EBT; however, neither behavioral prevention nor behavioral treatment is

70  generally successful in practice. Furthermore, this theory has major limitations for explaining obesity, as

71  reviewed by Wells and Siervo.” Weight stable obese individuals, for example, may experience substantial
72 changes in body weight as a reaction to isocaloric modifications in diet. In many instances these body mass
73  alterations are far greater than those expected from the macronutrient-induced changes in total body

74  water.? Thus, the EBT is rendered inadequate in these circumstances.

75  Arencibia-Albite* has recently used mathematical methods to investigate EBT’s central claim:
76 Asenergy balance approaches zero body weight becomes stable.

77  The conclusion of this paper is highly polemical — to put it mildly — and possibly represents the beginning of
78  aparadigm shift:

79  Body weight stability coincides with a persistent energy imbalance which is negative under low-fat diets but
80  positive under low-carbohydrate diets.

81  This signifies, then, that the EBT is an incorrect theory, and also explains why in numerous well-controlled
82  studies negative energy balance measurements are frequently observed under a “normal diet” in weight
83  stable populations.” ® These findings do not represent a violation of the First Law of Thermodynamics, as it
84 allows for any open system to express a positive or negative energy balance under a null mass change (For
85 further details, see Supplementary File 2).

86  Asan alternative to the EBT, the mass balance model (MBM) of obesity was proposed. It maintains in

87 qualitative terms that body weight fluctuations are ultimately dependent on the difference between daily
88  nutrient mass intake and daily mass excretion (e.g., elimination of macronutrient oxidation products) and
89  NOT on energy imbalance. In its mathematical form the MBM fitted weight loss data from dietary

90 interventions of low-carbohydrate diets (LCDs) versus isocaloric low-fat diets (LFDs) leading to a simple and
91  convincing explanation for the often superior weight loss evoked by LCDs over LFDs (Figure 1).* This work
92  compares the MBM predictions against those derived from the EBT; and it is convincingly demonstrated
93  thatin the experimental settings where the EBT makes erroneous forecasts the MBM results in remarkably
94 accurate predictions.

95
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100 Figure 1. MBM simulation: LCD vs. LFD

101  A.Two hypothetical overweight 90kg adult males with identical body composition and weight maintenance
102  energy intakes (2 750 kcal/day; 35% fat (F), 50% carbohydrate (C), 15% protein (P)) initiate two distinct

103  isocaloric diets (2 000 kcal/day): low-fat diet (LFD; 20% F, 65% C, 15% P) vs. low-carbohydrate diet (LCD;
104  70%F, 15% C, 15% P). Consistent with published feeding data”® %> ** the MBM predicts that the LCD
105 resultsin greater weight loss in contrast to the LFD. Model parameters are as follows: BWy=90kg, FM, =
106 22.5kg, nEPM = 1.41kg, Fs= 0.030833, PAL = 1.5, VO, = 4.32 L/[kg x day]. B. The figure depicts the body fat
107 (BF) percentage changes that correspond to panel A. C. As shown, the LCD mass intake (m;, ) is small

108  relative to the eliminated mass (mow) and so the net daily mass loss is large (i.e., | Min — Moy|). In the LFD
109 the net daily mass loss is, however, not as efficient since m;, cancels out a substantial fraction of moy

110  decelerating weight loss. LCDs are thus more effective in maximizing the net daily mass loss relative to LFDs
111  and consequently the former manifest a substantially larger cumulative weight loss than the latter. D. Daily
112 energy expenditure (EE) data from panel A. The horizontal line represents the daily energy intake.

113  According to the EBT, this graph suggests that the subject in the LFD should lose more weight than the one
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in the LCD, which is not the case as illustrated in panel A. Energy imbalance is, therefore, not predicting the
weight loss outcome in this intervention.

Materials and Methods

As noted above, this study compares the MBM predictions against those derived from the EBT.

Mass Balance Model (MBM):

For model derivation and details consult Arencibia-Albite” but, briefly, daily body weight (BW, in kg)
fluctuations are given by:

BW(t)=M /R + (BW, - M/R)(1 - R)
M =EPM + nEPM
R=F s — po,-PAL-VO,

loss

where t is time in days; M is the average daily mass intake defined as the sum of the energy-providing mass
(EPM; i.e., protein, fat, carbohydrate) plus the non-energy-providing mass (nEPM; i.e., water, insoluble
fiber, vitamins and minerals); R is the average relative daily rate of mass excretion free of total daily O,
uptake; BWy is the initial body weight; Fs is the average relative daily rate of mass excretion that includes

of total daily O, uptake; poz =1/770is 0, density in kg/L at 27° C and 1 ATM; PAL is a dimensionless

number that represents the physical activity level computed as the ratio of total daily O, uptake over the
total daily resting O, consumption; and VO, is the specific daily resting O, uptake in L/(kg x day).

The EMP parameter is adjusted according to:
EPM=HEl (X./pc + % !p: + X!/ pp)

where El is the energy intake; OSX <lis the energy fraction from i =C, F, P; and 0 is the energy density
of i with O =42k / g, Pr =94kca / g, Pe =4.7kcal / g. 1o simulate pancreatic B-cell death xc =0

as the bulk of ingested glucose is lost through urination.

Fat mass (FM) and fat free mass (FFM) alterations are given by:

(M/R - BW,)[1-(1-R) | + FM, ]

10.4 j
13

139

FM

FM (t) =10.4W{ —2 ex
® 104 P

FEM (t) = BW(t) - FM (1)

where FMy is the initial fat mass and W is the lambert W function.

In MBM simulations daily energy expenditure (EE) can be estimated by
EE:(de per OZL)- PAL-VO, -BW

The first term at the right-hand side can approximated with the diet’s macronutrient composition and the
following Weir formula®
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ked par O,L = 5047%. + 4.463%,+ 4.735%..

Energy Balance Theory (EBT):

The quantitative form of the EBT use in this study is that of the United States National Institute of Health
(NIH) Body Weight Planner developed by Hall et al.** A succinct model description is given below.

Glycogen (G), extracellular fluid (ECF), body fat (Fy), lean tissue (L) and adaptive thermogenesis (AT) are
modeled by following system of equations:

dG
EZ(CI - C1,(G/G,)’)/ pe

dECF 1

TZM(AN%H_ gNa(ECF_ECFO) - 50 (1_CI /CIb))
o, _ R/ e (B1 - EE - €1 + C1,(G/G,))
at 104p Ipe + F

dt | 104p /p. + F

AT _ (B,AEI — AT)Iz,,

%—{ 1047 pe }(El - EE - C + CI,(G/G))")

where Clp is the carbohydrate energy intake (Cl) at energy balance; Go is the initial body glycogen amount;

% is the glycogen energy density (4.2 kcal/g); [Na] is the extracellular Na concentration (3.22 mg/ml);
fNa is a ECF Na excretion constant (3 000 mg/[ml x day]); é,:c, Cl dependent Na excretion constant (4 000
mg/[ml x day]); A Is the energy density of lean tissue (1.815kcal/g); T At is the AT time constant (14 days);

and ﬂAT =0.14 is the AT coefficient.
EE is defined as

K+7. Fy+ 7 L+[ (1~ B )- PAL-1]RMR+ B, AEIl + AT
10.47, 1/ p; " e Fo ! Pr
10.4p, / p + F, 104p [ p: + F,
1047 /pe K ! pe
104p I p. + F, 104p [/ p:. + F,

+ (BI-CI +Clb(G/GO)2)(
EE =

1+

where K is arbitrary constant determined to achieved energy balance at BWy; 7/,% =3.1kcd /[kg . oby] is

the specific body fat metabolic rate coefficient; ¥ =21 Dkcal /[kgdi)/] is the specific lean tissue
metabolic rate coefficient; g =0.lis the thermic effect of feeding coefficient;

RVR=19.7(BW—F,)) + 413 is Mifflin et al."” resting metabolic rate formula; 77, =229.446kcal / kg is the
lean tissue synthesis efficacy; and 7} =179.24kcdl / kgis the fat tissue synthesis efficacy.

Body weight at time t is obtained by the following sum
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BWMt)=F (t) + L({t) + L0027G(t) + ECF(t)

To simulate pancreatic B-cell death, we set Cl = 0, as majority of the ingested glucose is lost through
urination. One of the mechanisms that has evolved to maintain normoglycemia is the re-uptake (by
sodium-glucose transporters; SGLT) of glucose that is excreted in the urine but in untreated type | diabetes
very high blood glucose concentration clearly over-power these SGLTSs.

The system of differential equations was solved using the fourth order Runge-Kutta method with a time
step of 1 day.

Results

The Figure 2 A uses the MBM to simulate the effect of exchanging a high-carbohydrate diet (HCD) for an
isocaloric very-low-carbohydrate diet (VLCD) in a weight-stable 70kg individual. Under the HCD (day 150-
400), body weight gradually increases to 73kg. However, after beginning the isocaloric VLCD (day 400),
body weight decreases towards a steady value of 67.5kg. Figure 2 B repeats the simulation in panel A, but
with Hall et al.** model of the EBT. The latter indicates, in general, that isocaloric perturbations only elicit
non-significant alterations in body weight that are mostly a consequence of changes in extracellular fluid
(ECF) and stored glycogen (Gly, Figure 2 C1). In such cases, therefore, changes in body composition are
expected to be nearly undetectable (Figure 2 C2). For further details, see the figure legend.

An interesting aspect of the MBM is its capacity to account for the degree of weight loss observed at the
onset of type 1 diabetes (T1D). Before the discovery of insulin, a common dietary treatment of T1D was a
very-low-carbohydrate diet/high-fat diet which slowed down and reduced the excessive weight loss while
alleviating the classical symptoms of polyuria, polyphagia and polydipsia [16]. The Figure 2 D1 shows that
the MBM explains the weight loss associated with the onset of T1D and also makes predictions consistent
with the diabetes treatment during the pre-insulin era. The EBT, however, predicts a substantial weight loss
at T1D onset even if the pre-onset diet is a VLCD (Figure 2 D2). For further details, see the figure legend.
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192  FIGURE 2 Predictions under isocaloric perturbations: EBT vs. MBM

193  A. MBM response to exchanging a HCD for an isocaloric VLCD. BW is stable at 70 kg with El = 2 000 kcal
194  during 150 days (control: 50% F, 35% C, 15% P). The daily carbohydrate mass intake (CMI) is 167g. At day
195 150 El =2 000 kcal but CMI has increased by 143g as the control diet is exchange for a HCD (20% F, 65% C,
196 15% P). On day 400, El =2 000 kcal but the diet is exchange again for a VLCD (75% F, 10% C, 15% P). Here
197  CMl decreases by 262g. Model parameters are as follows: BW, = 70kg, FMg = 14kg, nEPM = 1.5kg, Fioss =
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0.034942857, PAL = 1.5, VO, = 4.464 L/[kg x day]. B. EBT response to the same perturbations as in panel A.
Initial conditions are as follows: K =547.2925, BW(0) = 70kg, F,(0) = 14kg, L(0) = 36.012kg, ECF(0)=19.486kg,
AT(0) =0, G(0) = 0.5kg, PAL =1.5 C1. According to the EBT, majority of the weight change under an isocaloric
perturbations result from changes in extracellular fluid (ECF) and stored glycogen (Gly) that stabilize within
few days. C2. MBM predicts that BF evolves in parallel to the weight change direction. In contrast, the EBT
predicts that, under isocaloric perturbations, BF evolves according to the amount of fat intake (FlI). D1.
MBM predicts that the weight loss magnitude evoked by pancreatic f-cell death is dependent on the diet’s
macronutrient composition. To simulate pancreatic B-cell death, we set Cl = 0, as majority of the ingested
glucose is lost through urination. One of the mechanisms that has evolved to maintain normoglycemia is
the re-uptake (by sodium-glucose transporters [SGLTs]) of glucose that is excreted in the urine but in
untreated type | diabetes very high blood glucose concentration clearly over-power these SGLTs. Model
parameters are as in A. D2. The EBT predicts that changes in the diet’s macronutrient distribution will elicit
measurable changes in the rate and magnitude of weight loss after B-cell death but not as potent as those
predicted by the MBM. Initial conditions are as in B.

Kong et al.> have recently published a well-controlled feeding study that allows to test the validity of the
predictions made by the MBM and EBT. Their young female subjects (age: 21t standard deviation [SD]: 3.7
years, weight: 65.5  SD: 7.7 kg, body mass index: 24.9 + SD: 2.7 kg/m?) were weight-stable for 4 weeks
under a normal diet (ND: 1 967kacl + SD: 362kcal ; F 44% + SD: 7.6%, C 39.6% + SD: 5.8%, 15.4%z SD:
3.3% ) and then switched to an isocaloric ketogenic diet (KD 1 817kacl + SD: 285kcal; F 69% + SD: 5.4%, C
9.2% + SD: 4.8%, 21.9%z* SD: 3.4%) for another 4 weeks leading to a substantially reduced body weight ( —
2.9 kg) and body fat percentage (— 2.0%). According to the authors, “[t]he findings of this study do not
seem to support the idea that the weight-loss effect of KD is due to reduced appetite [and thus reduced
energy intake].”

Figure 3 A1, A2 and A3 simulate Kong et al.? data using the Hall et a/.* model of the EBT. Here the KD
decreases body weight by 1.71Kg (Figure 3 A1) which is mainly a result of changes in ECF and stored
glycogen (Figure 3 A2). In such case, the EBT predicts a slight increase in body fat percentage (Figure 3 A2).
Figure 3 B1 simulates Kong et al.® data using the MBM. As illustrated, this model predicts a much larger
drop in body weight (—3.05kg) under KD than the EBT. Contrary to the EBT, however, the MBM predicts a
drop in body fat percentage of about 1.6%. This signifies, therefore, that at the MBM leads to more
accurate predictions in than those made by the EBT.
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FIGURE 3. The simulation of Kong et al. data: EBT vs. MBM
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Al. The figure utilizes the EBT to simulate Kong et al.® data. During the ND period (days 0-30) energy
balance (EB, red curve) is zero. After day 30 EB becomes negative under the KD resulting in a cumulative
weight loss of 1.71kg at day 60. Initial conditions are as follows: K = 892.7146, BW(0) = 65.5kg, F,(0) =
22.925kg, L(0) = 25.698kg, ECF(0) = 16.375kg, AT(0) = 0, G(0) = 0.5kg, PAL =1.5. A2. The EBT predicts that —
although the KD results in weight loss — BF increases since Fl has been augmented by 41g. A3. During the
ND total glycogen is 500g but after the KD this amount has dropped by 280.25g. ECF has also decreased by
1.076kg. These quantities add to 1.35525kg = 0.28025kg + 1.076kg. Consequently, of the 1.71kg weight loss
in A1, 0.35475kg = 1.71kg — 1.35525kg are from other mass sources (0.2436 kg fat mass + 0.11115 kg fat-
free mass = 0.35475kg). According to the EBT, fat mass has in fact decreased; however, only by slight
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amount since Fl has been augmented during the KD. Consequently, as the decline in fat-free mass is much
larger than that of fat mass, BF increases as in A2. B1. The figure utilizes the MBM to simulate Kong et al.’
data. During the ND period (days 0-30) mass balance (MB, red curve) is zero. After day 30 MB becomes
negative under the KD resulting in a cumulative weight loss of 3.05kg at day 60. Model parameters are as
follows: BWg=65.5kg, FMp = 22.925kg, nEPMyp = 1kg, nEPMyp =0.96kg, Fioss= 0.029078, PAL=1.5, VO, =
4.32 L/[kg x day] B2. According to the MBM, of the 3.05kg of weight loss 2.07kg came from fat and 0.98kg
from fat-free mass. Even though Fl has increased the decline in fat-free mass is much smaller than that of
fat mass and thus BF decreases as shown.

Discussion

According to the EBT, at energy balance, changes in macronutrient composition elicit non-substantial
changes in body weight. These alterations are assumed to be secondary to changes in ECF and glycogen
that follow from adjustments in the diet’s sodium content and carbohydrate intake."”’ The EBT also claims
that body composition alterations, under these circumstances, are expected to be small but to occur in
parallel to the amount of dietary fat intake (see Figure 2 C2). Consequently, from the EBT perspective, the
MBM simulations (see Figure 2 A and C2) are unrealistic, as body weight and body fat alterations are much
greater than those predicted when energy balance is assumed to be present. If such an argument is
definitive, then the accuracy of EBT predictions should always exceed those made by the MBM. Figure 3
illustrates, however, that this is clearly not the case.

Moreover, the EBT implicitly asserts that blood leptin concentration should be minimally affected when
arbitrary subject switches from a weight-maintenance standard diet to an isocaloric ketogenic diet since, as
argued by this theory, under such conditions fat mass decline is insignificant (see Figure 3 A2). In contrast,
the MBM predicts a substantial drop in leptin levels since this model indicates that this type of isocaloric
exchange results in a substantial drop in fat mass. Indeed, a recent well-controlled feeding trial by Kong et
al.? showed that the interchange of a weight-preserving normal diet for an isocaloric ketogenic diet evokes
a significant reduction in leptin levels.

In addition, the MBM simulations on pancreatic f-cell death are consistent with a review of case histories
from the pre-insulin era illustrating that VLCDs could result in some weight gain after the onset of T1D.*°
Elliot Proctor Joslin, for example, was the first United States medical doctor that specialized in diabetes
treatment during this era. Although anecdotal, one of his diabetic patients, Mary H., reportedly gained
nearly 3kg of body weight while consuming a diet containing solely protein and fat. The EBT simulations, in
contrast, do not predict such therapeutic effect.

Numerous examples in the weight management literature show that the amount of weight loss is far
greater in low-carbohydrate diets (LCDs) compared to isocaloric low-fat diets (LFDs). ”**** ™ ** According
to the EBT, this can only occur if the energy expenditure under LCDs is larger than that in LFDs. However, in
many of these dietary interventions non-significant differences are found between the energy expenditures
of these diets.” 18 % Researchers that subscribe to the EBT, therefore, argue that in such cases the
most likely explanation of the observed superior weight loss is the result of energy intake underreporting
by low-fat dieters.' This claim has encountered minimal opposition since it is widely accepted that the
majority of the energy intake recording devices (e.g., self-reported food records) are biased toward
underestimation.>® (For further discussion, see Supplementary File 1). Two alternative models, however,
may explain the apparent weight loss advantage of LCDs over isocaloric LFDs: the carbohydrate-insulin
model (CIM) of obesity”® and the MBM* (See also Supplementary File 3).
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293  The CIM postulates that high-carbohydrate intake elevates insulin levels leading to the activation of

294 complex neuroendocrine responses that drive body fat deposition, increase appetite and decrease energy
295 expenditure’’; which, according to the EBT, explains the persistent weight gain over time observed in obese
296  subjects. Conversely, LCDs, by significantly decreasing circulating insulin levels, should increase energy

297 expenditure by augmenting fat oxidation, which — as argued by CIM advocates — accounts for the greater
298  and faster weight loss observed in feeding trails of LCDs vs. isocaloric LFDs. The above claims are open to
299  discussion, however, as evidence shows that obese individuals manifest a highly elevated energy

300 expenditure relative to normal weight subjects®, plus, as already mentioned, the predominant evidence
301 indicates that no significant energy expenditures differences exist between diets. %' **° A recent meta-
302  analysis by Ludwig et al.”* suggests that an adaptation period of at least 14 days may be required in order
303  to LCDs to elevate energy expenditure. If this is the case, then one would expect a slow decay of the

304  respiratory quotient (RQ) toward 0.71 since this would reflect the gradual metabolic dependence on fat as
305 the main energy fuel. In ketogenic diets, however, the RQ reaches a steady state within the first week and
306 continuous to be stable for at least three more weeks."” Taken together, it seems that the LCD-enhanced
307  weight loss is unlikely to be a consequence of an augmented energy expenditure as proposed by the CIM.

308 In contrast, the MBM describes body weight fluctuations as a mass imbalance problem. Specifically, when
309  macronutrient mass intake exceeds the excretion of macronutrient oxidation products body weight

310 increases and vice versa. Body weight stability is, hence, expected as over time the average consumed mass
311  equals the average eliminated mass. Our model arrives from the following long-standing observations:

312 1. The physiological/biochemical activity that decreases body weight is the excretion of oxidation

313 products and not energy expenditure.” This is exemplified in the oxidation of a “general” triglyceride
314  molecule:

315 GgH,,, O +780,— 5500, + 52H,0 + Heat (~8084keal /mol)
316  The mass entering this reaction is (in g/mol)

C55H10406 : 8609
317 780, : 24969
Total : 33569

318  whereas mass exiting the reaction is only present in the reaction products

55CO0, : 24209
319 52H,0: 9369
Total : 33569

320  and notin the dissipated heat (i.e., Calories). Therefore, body mass decreases as the body excretes or
321  eliminates oxidation products but not as consequence of the heat content in the energy expenditure.

322 2. The food property that has the capacity to increases body weight is its macronutrient mass and not its

323  potential nutritional energy. For instance, the absorption and retention within body cells of 1 gram of fat,

324  carbohydrate or protein will increase body mass by exactly 1 gram. This observation is independent of the
325  potential caloric content ascribe to the macronutrient; according to the Law of Conservation of Mass, the
326 absorbed macronutrient mass cannot be destroyed and, thus, it will contribute to total body mass as long
327 as it remains within the body. Such contribution ends, however, when the macronutrient is eliminated from
328  the body either as products of metabolic oxidation (e.g., H,O and CO;) or in other forms (e.g., shedding of
329  dead skin cells fill with keratin protein).
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3. From points 1 and 2 it follows that body weight fluctuations can be described by the difference
between daily mass intake and daily mass excretion. Although at first sight this statement may seem not
to have far-reaching consequences, Arencibia-Albite* has shown that when translated into mathematical
form it fits body weight and fat mass data from isocaloric diet trails of LCDs vs. LFDs, and also results in

predictions that are not evident from the qualitative inspection of points 1, 2 and 3. This work further
substantiates such predictions and demonstrates that MBM-based simulations result in highly realistic
forecasts in settings where the EBT-based simulations collapse.

The energy picture of body weight dynamics explains body fat fluctuations as the balance between fat
intake and fat oxidation. The EBT cannot foresee, therefore, that a LCD may lead to more fat loss than an
isocaloric LFD since the fat balance in the latter appears to be more negative than in the former.” A
multitude of feeding studies® "2 suggest, however, this is not the case as the contrary is a more frequent
observation. In the mass picture, in contrast, body fat fluctuations are not only dependent on fat intake and
oxidation but other routes contribute as well to fat loss. In LCDs, for instance, the elevated fatty acid
oxidation leads, in hepatocytes, to high cytoplasmic HMG-CoA levels which are rapidly reduced to
mevalonic acid for cholesterol production. The characteristic excess cholesterol of LCDs**, in turn, is then
eliminated in in feces as bile acids. Additionally, in LCDs, carbon atoms from fatty acid breakdown circulate
in the blood stream as high acetoacetate levels which can exit the body either in the urine or through
breathing when spontaneously decarboxylated to acetone. The afore mentioned processes may thus be
responsible for the greater fat loss in LCDs vs. isocaloric LFD even if fat oxidation is greater in LFDs as
suggested by short-term (e.g., 6 days) studies.7 Consequently, in the light of this theoretical study, the
above argument suggests that the variable that better accounts for body fat fluctuations is mass and not
energy.

Some readers may wonder why we completely ignored almost any epidemiological data as it relates to
obesity and energy intake and — thus —to the debate of relative merits the EBT vs. the MBM. Memory-based
nutritional epidemiology (MBNE) supposedly examines the role of nutrition in the etiology of diseases,
including obesity. Although there are certain strong defenders of this dubious branch of epidemiology (i.e.,
nutritional epidemiology people at Harvard School of Public Health), we tend to agree with loannidis that
this branch needs “radical reform”. *® In fact, almost all central assumptions coming from the MBNE field

are have been refuted in rigorously controlled feeding trials.

Conclusions

Implicit in the EBT discourse is that body fat accumulates only if fat intake exceeds fat oxidation, even
under dietary energy restriction, which explains why this theory argues in favor of LFDs as the optimal fat
loss dietary treatment.” Such point of view is clearly captured in Figure 2 C2 and Figure 3 A2; however,
numerous examples in experimental literature indicates the opposite. The MBM, on the other hand, is
highly consistent with these data suggesting that the relevant variable for weight fluctuation is mass and
not energy. Our model by its razor-sharp yet simple logic, seems to be perfectly able to account for the
deferential weight loss among isocaloric diets. The obesity community is trying to explain such
“mysterious” findings by invoking complex signaling pathways that completely ignore the fundamental rule
in science: the Occam's razor (novacula Occami), i.e., the simplest explanation is usually the right one. More
specifically, "entities should not be multiplied without necessity", a notion attributed to English Franciscan
friar William of Ockham. Nevertheless, we are certainly not claiming that our model is definitive (or
downplaying the emergent and promising therapeutic value of LCDs), but rather to stimulate researchers
around the world to acknowledge that the widely accepted EBT is incorrect.
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The daily intake of macronutrient mass is, obviously, influenced by the ever-present interplay between the
environment and genes; thus, it is important to realize that the MBM makes no claims regarding the
behavioral aspects of obesity. Certainly, food processing, distribution, marketing, education, etc. plays a big
role in current obesity epidemics.

“We make [biological] modeling because it helps us in our attempted understanding of the intricate system.
It breaks down the set of objects (e.g., macronutrients] and phenomenon too complex [e.g., obesity] to be
grasped in their entrities into smaller realms that can be dealt one by one [as was done here by the MBM
simulations]. There is nothing objective “true” about such models; the only proper criterion of value is their
usefulness.”

—lsaac Asimow, The Human Body: It's Structure and Operation (1963); cited in Engineering Physiology:
Bases of Human Factors Engineering/Ergonomics, Springer Nature, 2020.
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155  SUPPLEMENTARY FILE 1

487 Additional discussion regarding free-living human feeding studies with
138 special reference to Kong et al.

489

490  Asrecently discussed by Hall [1], feeding trials have their own challenges, including — but certainly not

491 limited to —the impracticality and difficulty of randomizing large numbers of free-living subjects to eat

492  different diets for a long period time while ensuring very-high levels of adherence throughout. Although so-
493  called domiciled feeding studies [1] can certainly provide important insights, their “artificial” environment
494 may seriously limit generalizability and applications to free-living individuals, not to mention the fact that
495 this type of studies have become prohibitively expensive to conduct in the United States since the National
496 Institutes of Health (NIH) ceased directly funding Clinical Research Centers [1]. Consequently, well-

497  controlled randomized free-living feeding studies remain the gold standard when it comes to proving

498  causality in the areas of nutrition and metabolism.

499  There are always potential problems with any kind of dietary records; although we know that these records
500 have relatively high error rates, they can be very meaningful —in terms of causality —if 1) the differences in
501 the study arms are large enough; and 2) there are indicators of very good adherence (e.g., the presence of
502 ketone bodies). A Very-low-carbohydrate diet always win in a well-controlled face-off with an isocaloric

503  high-carbohydrate diet (see the Supplementary File 1 Figure 1). If such a response is not observed, then it is
504  simply not a well-controlled study, as alternative results would indicate a violation of the Low of

505  Conversation of Mass (see Supplementary File 2).

506 Researchers guided by the erroneous EBT, however, tend to automatically assume that the subjects on the
507  very-low-carb arm must have overreported what they actually ate, or the people of the high-carb arm must
508 have underreported what they ate, or both. How likely is that the very-low-carb arms, time after time,
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substantially overreport dietary records, whereas the high-carb arms consistently underreport dietary
records? [2]

To test the predictive power of both the MBM and the EBT, we decided to utilize the recent free-living
feeding data by Kong et al. (see Figures A1, A2, A3, B1, and B2 in the main body of the manuscript). Their
young female subjects were weight-stable for 4 weeks under a “normal diet” and then switched to an
isocaloric ketogenic diet for another 4 weeks leading to a substantially reduced body weight ( — 2.9 kg) and
body fat percentage (— 2.0%), consistent with the MBM.

To assure subjects’ adherence to ketogenic diet (KD), Kong et al. required that:

e The subjects measure urinary ketones every day (early morning or after dinner) and record 3-day
food diaries (2 weekdays and 1 weekend day) during the experimental period.

e 3-dayfood diaries were kept by all subjects for 8 weeks.

e All subjects were given in advance “thorough instructions” on how to estimate portion sizes and
record food/beverages intake on food composition tables.

e Subjects were asked to report to the laboratory every week to assess changes in body weight and
hand in the logbook with dietary records.

e Energy and macronutrient distribution were calculated by the same dietician using the nutrition
analysis and management system; diet compliance was evaluated based on the results of the
urinary ketones and food diaries, and subjects received follow-up dietary advice and counseling
individually from the dietician.

In summary, we believe it is safe to conclude that the energy intake values in a report by Kong et al. are
about as reliable as it gets. Of course, one can claim —and some certainly do — that such free-living feeding
studies are not well-controlled. If we follow such criteria, how many “well-controlled” studies we have on
dietary supplements, or pharmaceuticals, or other interventions lasting longer than few weeks? Zero.

Already in 1971, Young et al. [3] compared 3 diets that contained the same amount of calories (1800
kcal/d) and protein (115g/d) but that differed in carbohydrate content. After 9 weeks on the 30g, 60g, and
104g carbohydrate diets, weight loss was 16.2kg, 12.8kg, and 11.9kg and fat accounted for 95%, 84%, and
75% of the weight loss, respectively. Thus, the authors concluded, “[w]eight loss, fat loss, and percent of
weight loss as fat appeared to be inversely related to the level of carbohydrate in the isocaloric, isoprotein
diets”, consistent with the MBM (When the energy fraction from dietary fat increases, while energy intake
is clamped, mass intake decreases due to the significantly higher energy density of fat in contrast to other
substrates). And since these authors were also guided by the erroneous EBT, “[n]o adequate explanation
can be given for weight loss differences.” To our knowledge, no one has found flaws in the trial by Young et
al. It is worth noting that they utilized underwater weighing (i.e., hydrodensitometry) to determine body
composition, which is more accurate than other widely available methods of body composition testing.
When performed properly, underwater weighing can be accurate to 1.8 to 2.8% compared to the state-of-
the-art methods (e.g., magnetic resonance imaging [MRI], computed tomography [CT]).

Modern studies have reported similar findings. For example, a randomized, balanced, free living feeding
study by Volek et al. [4] compared the effects of isocaloric and energy-restricted very-low-carbohydrate
(ketogenic) and low-fat diets on weight loss and body composition in overweight and obese men and
women. Despite a significantly greater energy intake with the ketogenic diet than with the low-fat diet
(1855 kcal/d vs. 1562 kcal/d), both the between- and within-group comparisons revealed a quite distinct
weight and fat loss advantage of a ketogenic diet (See Supplementary File 1 Figure 2).
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551
552  [FIGURE LEGEND STARTS] Supplementary File 1 Figure 2. A 2004 well-controlled free-living feeding trial

553  published by Volek et al. [4]. This interesting figure illustrates Individual differences between total fat loss
554  on a very low-carbohydrate ketogenic diet (VLCK or VLCKD) minus total fat loss on a low-fat (LF) diet for
555  each person. Positive numbers reflect greater fat loss on the VLCK, whereas negative numbers indicate

556  greaterfat loss on the LF diet. Red circles = order of diets VLCK then LF. Blue diamonds = order of diets LF
557  then VLCK. Like all such studies, the report by Volek et al. demonstrate that there is always “noise” in any
558  complex biological variable such as food ingestion. Based on this data, it seems that a ketogenic diet (VLCKD
559  or VLCK) is more palatable to men than women, as five men showed a >10 pounds difference in weight loss.
560  Whatis clear is that every time the human body oxidizes, for example, 1 g of glucose, the heat released by
561  the body (~4kcals) simply can NOT change as a function of one’s biological sex. Thus, the mass balance

562  model (MBM) applies identically to both (or all) biological sexes. There are well-established differences in
563  food intake regulation between biological sexes; for example, food cravings — and especially carbohydrate
564 cravings — may change significantly during the menstrual cycle. However, the MBM makes no claims

565  regarding the behavioral aspects of obesity whatsoever. Thus, further discussion of this topic is clearly

566  outside of scoop of this paper. Reproduced, with permission, from [4]. LF = low-fat diet. [FIGURE LEGEND
567 STARTS]

568

569  Since it is widely —and mistakenly — assumed that the fundamental cause of obesity is an energy imbalance
570 between calories consumed and calories expended, it was logical to recommend a low-fat diet for weight
571 management and obesity treatment. However, data from the National Health and Nutrition Examination
572 Surveys (NHANES) indicate a large increase in carbohydrate intake as a major contributor to “caloric

573  excess” (in reality, macronutrient mass excess) in the United States from 1974 to 2000, whereas the
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absolute amount of fat decreased for men during this period and showed only a slight increase for women
(See Supplementary File 1 Figure 3). And it was during this very period when the incidence of obesity
raised to its current epidemic proportions, consistent with the mass balance model (MBM) predictions.

It is perhaps reasonable to look outside controlled feeding trials: where does this passion for drastic
carbohydrate restriction comes from? Over the years, numerous experts have warned that low-
carbohydrate diets are dangerous and ineffective yet a huge number of consumers nowadays believe that
the so-called “official” high-carbohydrate recommendations are — in general — useless in terms of obesity
treatment and weight management. As pointed out by Philip K. Dick, reality is that which, when you stop
believing in it, does not go away.

Finally, as discussed out by Ludwig in his well-written letter [6], a recent meta-analysis [7] indicates that
high glycemic index (Gl) and high glycemic load (GL) diets increase the risk for type 2 diabetes among high-
risk populations. The authors of the meta-analysis rightly concluded that “the cumulative effect from large
quantities of high Gl foods may ... nullify cereal fiber's protective effect”. [7]. Simply put,
“[o]verweight/obese females could shift their carbohydrate intake for higher cereal fiber to decrease T2DM
risk, but higher GL may cancel-out this effect.” [7] Its must be crystal clear as Finland Vodka — from the
perspective of evolutionary biology — that staple grain consumption has no precedent in human evolution
until very recently [6]; see also [11].

Leroy and Garwin [8] remind us that we generally take it for granted that any animal will flourish best on a
diet that roughly resembles the one to which it was adapted. It is extremely unlikely that Homo sapiens
turns out to be the only exception to this generally accepted biological principle. As was stressed in a highly
influential 1973 essay by the evolutionary biologist Theodosius Dobzhansky, "Nothing in Biology Makes
Sense Except in the Light of Evolution". [e.g., 9,10]
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Weight Loss Results From Published Randomised Controlled Trials (RCTs)
Between Low-Carb & Low-Fat Diets

66 RCTs In Total
(2 Are Equal)

Low-Carb Low-Fat

D Greater Weight Loss D Significantly Greater Weight Loss Between Groups

[FIGURE LEGEND STARTS] Supplementary File 1 Figure 1. Randomized controlled trials comparing low-
carbohydrate diets of less than 130g carbohydrate per day to low-fat diets of less than 35% fat of total
calories. For further details, see [2]. A serious question: How likely is that the very-low-carb arms, time after
time, substantially overreport dietary records, whereas the high-carb arms consistently underreport dietary
records? Figure adapted from [2]. [FIGURE LEGEND ENDS]
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[FIGURE LEGEND STARTS] Supplementary File 1 Figure 3. Estimated macronutrient consumption during the
epidemic of obesity and type 2 diabetes. Data from the National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey
(NHANES) by year, and from Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). Inset: Incidence of diabetes
(millions of people with diabetes by indicated year). NHANES suggest a large increase in carbohydrate
intake as a major contributor to “caloric excess” (in reality, macronutrient mass excess) in the United States
from 1974 to 2000, whereas the absolute amount of fat decreased for men during this period and showed
only a slight increase for women. It was during this very period when the incidence of obesity and diabetes
raised to its current epidemic proportions, consistent with the mass balance model (MBM) predictions.
Whatever the extent to which the correlation between dietary carbohydrate consumption and
diabetes/obesity is causal, the lack of association between the consumption of dietary fat and diabetes is of
real significance. As pointed out by Feinman et al. [5], a lack of association is generally considered strong
evidence for alack of causality. There is no more serious error than mistaking the effect for the cause; in
fact, Nietzsche called it “the real corruption of reason (Twilight of Idols or How One Philosophizes with
Hammer, 1888). CHO = carbohydrate; Prot = protein. Reproduced, with permission, from [5]. [FIGURE
LEGEND ENDS]
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Sincerely,

Anssi H. Manninen 22/01/2021

“Macronutrient mass intake explains deferential weight and fat loss in
isocaloric diets”

SUPPLEMENTARY FILE 2

Mass balance model (MBM) does not violate any laws of physics

In the “Introduction” section of the mainbody of the manuscript, it is briefly clarified that the mass balance
model (MBM) does not violate the First Law of Thermodynamics. In this SUPPLEMENTARY FILE 2, we
further discuss this topic to clear some confusion.

As explained by Arencibia-Albite [1], it is possible for an open system, such as the human body, to be at
mass balance while the system experiences a persistent energy imbalance; that is, energy balance may be
positive (AE > 0) or negative (AE < 0) yet the mass change that may occur during energy flux is not required
by the First Law of Thermodynamics (i.e., the Law of Conservation of Energy) to mirror the energy balance
direction.

Thus, it is clear that the MBM does not violate the First Law of Thermodynamics.

The energy balance theory (EBT), in contrast, ignores the Law of Conservation of Mass [2]. This Law dates
from Antoine Lavoisier’s 1789 discovery that mass is neither created nor destroyed in any chemical
reaction; hence, the O, mass that enters cellular respiration plus the mass of macronutrients that served as
energy fuel will equal the mass of the excreted oxidation products. Daily weight loss is, therefore, the result
of daily the elimination of oxidation products (CO,, H,0, urea, etc.) and not a consequence of the heat
release upon nutrient combustion (i.e., daily energy expenditure).

The Supplementary File Figure 1 illustrates an example of how weight stability happens concomitant to a
persistent and significant energy imbalance. The reader may wonder how we are certain that is not
possible to obtain a set of mass-in/mass-out values that result in the expected coincidence of mass balance
with energy balance? Arencibia-Albite [1], using linear algebra, analyzed under what conditions mass
balance concur with energy balance and found that both ONLY coexist if the following three conditions are
simultaneously satisfied:

average absorbed fat mass = average oxidized fat mass
average absorbed carbohydrate mass = average oxidized carbohydrate mass
average absorbed protein mass = average oxidized protein mass

For example, if
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693 65g = average absorbed fat mass = average oxidized fat mass = 65g

694 250g = average absorbed carbohydrate mass = average oxidized carbohydrate mass = 250g
695 85g = average absorbed protein mass = average oxidized protein mass = 85g

696 Then,

697 Average mass in = 65g + 250g + 85g = Average mass out

698 And, hence
699 Average El = (4.7kcal/g) x 658 + (4.2kcal/g)x 250 + (9.4kcal/g) x 85g = Average EE = 2 154.5kcal

700  The reason why this is the only way in which weight stability and energy balance coincide lies outside
701  biochemistry and physiology. In mathematics and physics any well-defined problem, such as the
702  coincidence of weight stability and energy balance, has one and only one possibility:

703 1. The problem is unsolvable.
704 2. The problem has one and only one solution.
705 3. The problem has many solutions.

706  Thus, not all well-defined problems can be solved and if they do it may be true that it has exactly one

707  solution. A classic example is the famous Konigsberg bridge problem that in 1736 the Swiss mathematician
708 Leonard Euler was able to demonstrate, without any doubt, that the problem solution did not exist leading
709  tothe birth of graph theory, a branch of mathematics with many important applications. Consequently, as
710 demonstrated by Arencibia-Albite [1], the simultaneous satisfaction of these three requirements is what
711 guarantees that weight stability happens together with energy balance and NO OTHER WAY IS POSSIBLE.
712 Consequently, body weight stability must coincide with a persistent energy imbalance, since, as exemplified
713  in the Supplementary File 2 Figure 1, the constitutive processes of gluconeogenesis and de novo lipogenesis
714  impede the simultaneous satisfaction of afore mentioned conditions.

715
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718  [FIGURE LEGEND STARTS] Supplementary File 2 Figure 1. Mass balance can occur in energy imbalance.
719  Here were illustrate hypothetical macronutrient mass input vs. output pattern that achieves weight

720  stability without energy balance. Circles represent macronutrient (protein [P], carbohydrate [C], fat [F])

721  body reserves. The left dashed box contains the daily average input mass, whereas the right box encloses
722  the daily average output mass. Energy densities are as follows: pF = 9.4 kcal/g, pC = 4.2 kcal/g , pP = 4.7

723 kcal/g. While mass balance is achieved, energy balance is NOT since some of the absorbed or stored protein
724  (amino acids) may be transformed into glucose (gluconeogenesis, GNG) or lost through energy

725  expenditure-independent routs DNL = de novo lipogenesis. [FIGURE LEGEND ENDS].

726  References

727 1 Arencibia-Albite F. Serious analytical inconsistencies challenge the validity of the energy balance theory.
728  Heliyon. 2020 Jul 10;6(7):e04204. doi: 10.1016/j.heliyon.2020.e04204. eCollection 2020 Jul.

729 2. Sterner RW, Small GE, Hood JM. (2011) The Conservation of Mass. Nature Education Knowledge
730  3(10):20.

731

732 [DEAR EDITORS, PLEASE NOTE THAT THE REFERENCES IN THIS SUPPLEMENTARY FILE ARE
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As Corresponding Author, | confirm that this SUPPLEMENTARY FILE 2 has been read and
approved for submission by all the named authors.

Sincerely,

Anssi H. Manninen 21/01/2021

“Macronutrient mass intake explains deferential weight and fat loss in isocaloric
diets”

SUPPLEMENTARY FILE 3

Energy efficiency in weight loss diets

Contrary what the late Dr. Atkins taught, numerous prominent obesity experts have strictly, if not
fanatically, maintained that a isocaloric very-low-carbohydrate/high-fat diet cannot lead to a greater weight
loss than aisocaloric high-carbohydrate/low-fat diet — except for the small changes in body fluids — because
it would somehow violate the laws of thermodynamics. This is, of course, not the case (See Supplementary
File 2).

Where does the greater weight loss (See Supplementary File 1) comes from? Some claim that it is mostly
water weight, but this is only true initially. Water loss occurs due to glycogen depletion [1]; however, in the
long term, fat loss is a substantial portion (See the main body of the paper). Others have claimed that a
very-low-carbohydrate diet leads to progressive loss of muscle mass, but this assumption is clearly
fallacious [e.g., 2,3,4].

Regarding the main topic of this Supplementary File 3, It has been suggested that “[t]he greater weight
[and fat] loss on carbohydrate restricted diets, popularly referred to as metabolic advantage can thus be
understood in terms of the principles of nonequilibrium thermodynamics and is a consequence of the
dynamic nature of bioenergetics where it is important to consider kinetic as well as thermodynamic
variables.” [5] (See also [6]). In his latest paper [7], Feinman states that “[e]nergetic inefficiency, substrate
cycling and demands of gluconeogenesis support observed advantages for weight [and fat] loss.”

In our humble opinion, Feinman and Fine [5,6,7] fail to recognize that efficacy is NOT a matter of
incomplete oxidation of substrates; rather, it is about the way the body uses the available fuel resources.
Let say you start to run 5km every day and you will soon realize that you can complete the same distance in
same time (let say 0.5 h) but with a smaller amount of heartbeats. Now the body has adapted to this
cardiovascular stress physiologically, biochemically and — in the long run —anatomically — and thus has
become more efficient fuel utilizer. That is, your body can achieve the same running average speed
(5km/0.5 h=10km/h) utilizing less fuel. However, every time the body oxidizes 1 g of glucose while running
the heat released by the body continues to be ~4kcals, which will not change as you age or as a function of
your genome, epigenome, or proteome.

Body chemistry —and thus body mass —is all about detailed mass balances, not about energy conservation.
Mass balance model (MBM) maintains that a low-carbohydrate (LCD) is more effective in minimizing the
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daily macronutrient mass intake relative to a high-carbohydrate diet (HCD), and — consequently —a LCD
manifests a substantially larger daily weight and fat loss than a HCD. According to the MBM, weight loss
advantage of a LCD over HCD is independent of the differences in the physiological effects of the diets (e.g.,
dietary carbohydrate-induced insulin secretion). Rather, deferential weight loss simply emerges from
dissimilar macronutrient mass intakes.

Answer the question: what do you measure when you stand on the bathroom scale, your body mass or
your energy?

On the other hand, we agree with Feinman’s [6] recent conclusion that the control of the glucose-insulin
axis, via drastic carbohydrate restriction, allows improvement in all of the markers of metabolic syndrome
and provides methods for remission and reversal of type 2 diabetes [See Supplementary File Figure 1].

To be fair, one of us (AHM) must admit being “guilty” of suggesting similar ideas about the “metabolic
advantage” of LCDs as Feinman and Fine [e.g., 8]. Sometimes it just happens that the whole knowledge
structure turns out to be flawed and - thus — has to be abandoned. The whole game needs to be changed.
However, correcting a mistake always requires sacrifice. If the mistake has been great, so must be the
sacrifice. And if the truth has been denied for a very long time, a dangerous amount of sacrificial debt may
have been accumulated [9].

The take-home message of this Supplementary File 3 is that contrary what Coca-Cola-sponsored
researchers (e.g., Global Energy Balance Network; GEBN]) have propagated [e.g., 10, 11, 12], the most
"cost-effective" way to gain body weight/body fat is to ingest pure carbohydrate-based energy-providing
mass (EPM), i.e., sugars, syrup and/or starch. It does not really matter which one in terms of body
weight/body fat.
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Low carbohydrate diets are better than low-GI diets or high cereal diets for
weight loss, HbAlc, triglycerides and HDL. Data from Westman, et al (2008)
Nutr Metab (Lond), 5 (36). and Jenkins, et al (2008), JAMA 300: 2742-2753.

[FIGURE LEGEND STARTS] Supplementary File 3 Figure 1. Low-carbohydrate diets are more effective for
weight loss, glycated hemoglobin (HbAlc), triglycerides (TG) and high-density lipoprotein than low-glycemic
(Gl) or high cereal diets, all of which are consistent with the MBM. CHO = carbohydrate; Total-C = total
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834  cholesterol; LDL = low-density lipoprotein. Preproduced, with permission, from [6]. [FIGURE LEGEND ENDS]
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