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Abstract 

Background  The minority of people with an eating disorder receive treatment. Little is known about predictors 
of receiving treatment.

Methods  Using data from the Growing Up Today Study we identified correlates of receiving treatment for an eating 
disorder among the 1237 U.S. women who answered questions on treatment history in 2013 and reported meeting 
criteria for subthreshold eating disorder in ≥ 1 year between 1996 and 2013. Logistic regression models using general‑
ized estimating equations were used to estimate the relative odds of receiving treatment.

Results  Approximately 11% of the women reported receiving treatment for an eating disorder. Independent 
of type of eating disorder, those who had received a diagnosis of depression or anxiety were more likely (odds ratio 
(OR) = 3.05 95% confidence interval (CI) 1.87–4.97) to receive treatment for an eating disorder. Women with obesity 
were approximately 85% less likely to receive treatment (OR = 0.13, 95% CI 0.04–0.46) regardless of their type of eating 
disorder or history of depression of anxiety diagnosis.

Conclusions  Most women meeting criteria for an eating disorder do not receive treatment. Women with BED 
or obesity are the least likely to receive treatment.
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Even in high income countries, [1] most people with a 
mental health disorder do not receive treatment. [1–3] 
Reasons for not seeking treatment include cost and other 
structural barriers, as well as attitudinal barriers. [4] 
Therefore, the subgroup of people who receive treatment 
may be a biased sample of the population with a mental 

health disorder. As a result, inference and generalizabil-
ity of findings from research conducted using treatment 
seeking populations is unclear. This issue is particularly 
true of eating disorders research, because eating disor-
ders are far less likely to be treated relative to other com-
mon mental health conditions such as depression and 
anxiety. [3].

Several studies have found that African American and 
Hispanic individuals are less likely to seek treatment for 
an eating disorder. [5, 6] There are numerous reasons for 
the disparity, including stigma around mental health, a 
lack of perception of need for treatment on the part of 
the individual or a health care provider, and treatment 
costs. Despite the high prevalence, there is widespread 
stigma around mental health disorders. A recent meta-
analysis reported that mental health stigma was higher 
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in racial minorities. [7] This finding could be at least par-
tially confounded by socio-economic status since poverty 
is more common among some ethnic and racial minority 
groups and women from more affluent backgrounds are 
more likely than their peers to perceive a need for treat-
ment [8] and to receive specialized treatment for a men-
tal illness. [1].

Another barrier to receiving treatment is having a cli-
nician identify the disorder. Eating disorders in Mexican 
American and Black women are under-detected by clini-
cians, [6, 9] possibly reflecting that many clinicians may 
erroneously believe that only White women are at high 
risk. This belief may then be reinforced by the observa-
tion that most of the cases seeking specialized treatment 
are White women from high socio-economic back-
grounds, [8] which may reflect that this is the group most 
likely to be diagnosed and most able to afford treatment.

Another misperception that could result in under diag-
nosis for eating disorders is weight status. Anorexia ner-
vosa, the least prevalent eating disorder, is defined by a 
significant low weight. [10] However, individuals with 
higher weights are the most likely to have an eating dis-
order. [11, 12] In fact, people with bulimia nervosa and 
binge-eating disorder are more likely than their peers 
without eating disorders to have higher weights. [12] 
While weight loss in an individual with low weights may 
might prompt a clinician to evaluate the cause of weight 
change, thus detecting an eating disorder, this same level 
of attentiveness may not be offered to an individual with 
obesity. Rather than queried to detect an eating disor-
der, higher weight patients might instead be evaluated or 
referred for weight loss treatment. Indeed, research has 
found that people with eating disorders are more likely 
to have received treatment for weight loss than an eating 
disorder. [13, 14].

Many eating disorder research studies focus on treat-
ment-seeking patients and/or are restricted to identifying 
cases from clinical registers or medical records/data-
bases. Whether the results from these studies can be gen-
eralized to the majority of people with an eating disorder 
who do not receive treatment has not been evaluated. 
The goal of the current study was to ascertain how eat-
ing disorder symptom profiles, weight status, race/ethnic 
group, socio-economic status (SES), and comorbid psy-
chopathology are related to whether adolescent or young 
adult women with an eating disorder receives treatment. 
We hypothesized that women who have a low weight, are 
White, and middle to high SES would be more likely to be 
identified as cases, as would women who have received a 
diagnosis for another form of mental illness and therefore 
have been evaluated for psychopathology.

Methods
Sample
The Growing Up Today Study (GUTS) was established 
in 1996 by recruiting 9 to 15 year old children who were 
offspring of women participating in the Nurses’ Health 
Study II, an ongoing cohort study of nurses in the United 
States. We wrote a detailed letter to the mothers, explain-
ing that the purpose of GUTS was to study the diet, activ-
ity, and weight change during adolescence and sought 
parental consent to enroll their children. We mailed 
letters and baseline questionnaires to the 13,261 girls 
and 13,504 boys whose mothers had provided informed 
consent to invite them to participate in the Growing Up 
Today Study. The invitation letter and baseline question-
naire were mailed to the child. Approximately 68% of the 
girls (n = 9,039) and 58% of the boys (n = 7,843) returned 
completed questionnaires, thereby assenting to partici-
pate in the cohort. Study participants were sent question-
naires annually in 1996–2001 and in 2003, 2005, 2007, 
2010, and 2013. The study was approved by the Human 
Subjects Committee at Brigham and Women’s Hospital 
and analyses were approved by the Institutional Review 
Boards at Brigham and Women’s Hospital and Boston 
Children’s Hospital. All methods used in the study fol-
lowed the best practices for epidemiologic research using 
observational data and performed in accordance with the 
relevant guidelines and regulations. [15].

Figure  1 illustrates a flow diagram of participants 
included in the final analytic sample. The sample for 
analysis was restricted to females, based on sex assigned 
at birth, because there were too few males who received 
treatment for an eating disorder to conduct a sex-strati-
fied analysis. Women who responded to the 2013 ques-
tions on history of treatment for an eating disorder were 
eligible for inclusion in the analysis (N = 4,325). The final 
analytic sample was further restricted to women who had 
a low weight and high weight concerns or reported binge 
eating and/or purging at least monthly in one or more 
questionnaire between 1996 and 2013 and had complete 
information on covariates (N = 1,237).

Predictors and correlates
Bulimic behaviors were assessed on all questionnaires. 
Binge eating was assessed with two questions. The first 
asked about the frequency of overeating episodes (“Dur-
ing the past year, how often have you eaten so much food 
in a short period of time that you would be embarrassed 
if others saw you?”) and then a follow-up question assess-
ing if the participant experienced a loss of control ([Dur-
ing those times], “Did you feel out of control like you 
couldn’t stop eating even if you wanted to stop?”). [16] 
Purging was assessed by asking how often in the past year 
the girl made herself throw up or used laxatives to lose 



Page 3 of 8Field et al. BMC Public Health         (2024) 24:1758 	

weight or to keep from gaining weight. Both the binge 
eating and purging questions have been validated in the 
GUTS cohort. [16].

Weight concerns were assess using items from the 
McKnight Risk Factor Survey. [17] However, these items 
were not included in the 2010 or 2013 questionnaire. 
Response options were on a 5-point Likert scale ranging 
from 1 (“never/not at all”) to 5 (“always/totally”). Girls 
with a mean score of 4 or greater (i.e., average score of 
at least “a lot”) were considered to have high weight con-
cerns. [18].

We used the DSM-5 criteria to classify participants 
at each time-point (i.e., 1998, 1999, etc.) into mutually-
exclusive eating disorder profile categories. We classified 
girls as having symptoms consistent with bulimia ner-
vosa (BN), binge-eating disorder (BED), purging disorder 
(PD), other specified feeding or eating disorder (OSFED), 

or anorexia nervosa (AN). Girls who reported binge eat-
ing and using vomiting or laxatives for weight control 
at least weekly were classified as having BN. Those who 
reported binge eating at least weekly, but no use of vomit-
ing or laxatives for weight control, were classified as hav-
ing BED. Those who used vomiting or laxatives for weight 
control at least weekly but did not engage in binge eating 
were classified as having PD. Girls who engaged in binge 
eating and/or purging monthly, but not weekly, were 
classified as having OSFED. Girls who did not engage in 
binge eating or purging during the age interval were the 
reference group. Girls who were underweight (as defined 
below) and reported high levels of weight concerns were 
classified as possible cases of anorexia nervosa (AN). 
Since weight concerns were not assessed in 2010 or 2013, 
the AN proxy could only be constructed for 1996–2007. 
Although the categories were mutually exclusive in each 

Fig. 1  Flow diagram of participants included in the final analytic sample



Page 4 of 8Field et al. BMC Public Health         (2024) 24:1758 

year, women could have multiple classifications over the 
course of the study.

Weight and height were self-reported on all question-
naires. Body mass index (weight/height2) was calculated 
from self-reported weight and height. The validity of 
self-reported weight and height have been investigated 
in adolescent and young adult populations [19–21] 
and the results support the use of self-report in epide-
miologic studies of associations with weight and BMI, 
although there is some underestimation with self-report. 
BMI was used to classify the participants’ weight sta-
tus into three categories that align with those a clini-
cian might use when assessing body size: “underweight/
healthy weight”, “overweight”, or “obese”. For partici-
pants < 18  years, we use the international obesity task 
force pediatric standards developed by Cole and col-
leagues, [22] which are based on data from six countries. 
These were developed to map to the adult standards at 
age 18. These age- and gender-specific BMI cut-off values 
converge at a BMI of 25 kg/m2 or 30 kg/m2 at age 18. For 
participants ≥ 18  years, we use the U.S. Dietary Guide-
lines [23] classify BMI as follows: < 18.5 kg/m2 is “under-
weight”, 18.5–24.9  kg/m2 is the “healthy weight” range, 
25–29.9 kg/m2 is “overweight”, and ≥ 30 kg/m2 is “obese”.

Questions on a diagnosis for anxiety disorder and 
depression were assessed in 2013. Participants were 
asked if they had ever been diagnosed by a medical pro-
fessional with a range of conditions, including depression 
and anxiety. For each of these disorders the participant 
was asked to report the time of diagnosis: < 2006, 2006–
2008, 2009–2011, or > 2012.

Information on family income was reported by the 
GUTS participant’s mother in 2001 as part of NHS II. 
Racial and ethnic group identification was collected in 
GUTS in 1996.

Outcomes
On the 2013 questionnaire, participants were asked 
whether they were currently receiving treatment for an 
eating disorder or had received treatment for an eating 
disorder in the past. Participants who reported receiving 
treatment were also asked the age when they had received 
treatment: 9–12  years, 13–15  years, 16–18  years, 
19–22  years, 23–27  years, or 28 or older. Participants 
could indicate treatment at multiple ages. The analysis 
was restricted to treatment that occurred at ages 16 and 
older because year of diagnoses of depression and anxiety 
(one of the exposures of interest) was not available at ages 
younger than 16.

Statistical method
Logistic regression models were conducted to esti-
mate the relative odds of receiving treatment. We used 

generalized estimating equations to account for non-
independence due to sibling clusters. All analyses con-
trolled for age. Correlates and predictors came from the 
same age or an earlier time point. In the final models, the 
variables that were significant in the age-adjusted analy-
ses were included. In addition to focusing the analysis to 
treatment occurring at ages 16 and older, as described 
above, the analysis was also restricted to women who 
engaged in at least monthly binge eating or purging or 
had high weight concerns despite being underweight in 
at least one year because this is the group who would be 
most likely to have a diagnosis and therefore the group 
most likely to receive treatment. The reference group 
was participants who were asymptomatic in the specific 
time period (i.e., not classified as AN, BN, BED, PD, or 
OSFED). Moreover, we examined the final model both 
using data from just 1996–2007 as well as from the full 
1996–2013 data, since AN symptoms were assessed only 
up through the 2007 questionnaire.

Results
In 2013, when history of treatment for an eating disorder 
was assessed, the mean age of the sample of 1,237 women 
who reported disordered eating behaviors in at least one 
questionnaire was 28.0  years, range 25–31  years. The 
sample was 9- 31  years when the information on eat-
ing disorder symptom profiles was assessed, was 93.8% 
White, and 91.8% had some form of health insurance 
(Table 1).

Among women who reported disordered eating behav-
iors in at least one questionnaire, approximately 2.8% 
(n = 35) of the women reported the symptoms of AN in at 
least one year between 1996 and 2007, the final time pos-
sible AN cases were able to be detected. Between 1996 
and 2013, 96 women (7.8% of those who reported disor-
dered eating in at least one questionnaire) reported the 
behavioral symptoms of bulimia nervosa (≥ weekly binge 
eating and purging), 307 (24.8%) reported the behavioral 
symptoms of BED (≥ weekly binge eating and no purg-
ing), 279 (22.6%) reported the behavioral symptoms of 
PD (≥ weekly purging and no binge eating), and 1,012 
(81.8%) reported OSFED in one or more years. Approxi-
mately 10.7% of the sample reported receiving treatment 
for an eating disorder. The percentage who received 
treatment ranged by symptom profile: 20% of women 
with symptoms of AN, 43% of women with behaviors of 
BN, 11% of women with behaviors of BED, 21% of women 
with behaviors of PD, and 11% of women with OSFED.

In age-adjusted analyses (Table  2), race (odds ratio 
(OR) = 0.86, 95% confidence interval (CI) 0.34–2.04), 
family income (OR = 1.12, 95% CI 0.78–1.60), and insur-
ance status (OR = 1.50, 95% CI 0.58–3.86) were not asso-
ciated with whether a woman received treatment for 
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an eating disorder (and these variables were thus not 
included in the final model). However, weight status was 
strongly related to receiving treatment. Women with obe-
sity were significantly less likely than their leaner peers 
to receive treatment (OR = 0.22, 95% CI 0.09–0.55). The 
association became stronger when the models were fur-
ther adjusted for history of a diagnosis of depression or 
anxiety and eating disorder symptom profiles (OR = 0.19, 
95% CI 0.07–0.50).

Approximately 32.9% of the sample reported a diagnosis of 
depression and 25.7% reported a diagnosis of anxiety. Among 
those who received a diagnosis of depression, 58.2% reported 
also receiving a diagnosis of an anxiety disorder. A history of 
a diagnosis of depression was most prevalent among women 
who had a symptom profile of BN or BED (Fig. 2). Regard-
less of symptom profile, women with a diagnosis of depres-
sion or an anxiety disorder were significantly more likely to 
receive treatment for an eating disorder (OR = 3.19, 95% CI 
2.16–4.71) than their peers without a diagnosis of depression 
of anxiety (Table 2). As expected, eating disorder symptom 
profile was strongly associated with receiving treatment for 
an eating disorder. Women with the BN symptom profiles 
were the most likely to receive treatment (OR = 12.01, 95% 
CI 7.05–20.47). Whereas, women with the symptom profile 
of BED, the most prevalent full criteria disorder, or OSFED 
were the least likely group with an eating disorder to receive 
treatment.

Discussion
Among a population-based sample of predominantly 
middle-class White women living throughout the United 
States, rates of receiving treatment for an eating dis-
order were low. Despite more than 90% of the women 

Table 1  Distribution of age, body mass index (BMI), race/
ethnic background and family income among 1237 women in 
the Growing Up Today Study who engaged in ≥ monthly binge 
eating or purging or had low weight and high weight concerns 
in ≥ 1 year

a In one or more years between 1996–2007(for anorexia nervosa) or 2010 (all 
other disorders). Participants could transition between diagnoses over time, so 
the total is greater than 100%

Mean 
(S.D.) or 
percent

Age (years) in 2013 28.0 (1.7)

BMI (kg/m2) in 2013 25.7 (6.3)

Racial/ethnic groups

    Hispanic 1.5%

    African American/Black 0.7%

    Asian 1.5%

    White 93.8%

    Other 2.5%

Family income

    < $50,000 12.3%

    $50,000-$99,999 45.0%

    ≥ $100,000 42.7%

Eating disorder symptom profilea

    Anorexia nervosa 2.8%

    Bulimia nervosa 7.8%

    Binge-eating disorder 24.8%

    Purging disorder 22.6%

    OSFED 81.8%

    Diagnosis of depression or an anxiety disorder 26.6%

Table 2  Correlates of receiving treatment for an eating disorder among women in the Growing Up Today Study who were 
symptomatic for an eating disorder in at least one year

Age-adjusted Final model using eating disorder data 
1996–2007 (the last AN assessment)

Final model using eating 
disorder data 1996–2013

Race (White vs. non-White) 0.86 (0.36–2.04)

Family income 1.12 (0.78–1.60)

Insurance 1.50 (0.58–3.86)

Weight status

    Healthy or underweight Ref Ref Ref

    Overweight 0.82 (0.53–1.27) 0.84 (0.51–1.38) 0.84 (0.52–1.35)

    Obese 0.22 (0.09–0.55) 0.13 (0.04–0.45) 0.19 (0.07–0.50)

Diagnosis of anxiety or depression 3.19 (2.16–4.71) 2.90 (1.81–4.63) 2.80 (1.86–4.21)

Symptom profile

    Anorexia nervosa 5.29 (1.91–14.64) 5.13 (1.84–14.29)

    Bulimia nervosa 12.01 (7.05–20.47) 12.38 (7.30–21.00) 13.03 (7.95–21.35)

    Binge eating disorder 1.96 (1.07–3.60) 2.09 (1.14–3.82) 1.79 (0.99–3.23)

    Purging Disorder 3.44 (2.00–5.92) 3.40 (2.00–5.79) 3.15 (1.92–5.15)

    OSFED 0.79 (0.35–1.81) 0.85 (0.37–1.94) 0.91 (0.42–1.95)
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reporting that they had health insurance, less than half 
of women who engaged in frequent binge eating and/or 
purging received treatment for an eating disorder. The 
rates of receiving treatment were lowest in the most com-
mon eating disorders, binge-eating disorder and purging 
disorder.

Unlike previous studies, we did not observe differences 
by socio-economic status, [8] which may reflect that our 
sample was predominantly middle-class women. Similar 
to Sonneville and Lipson, [8] we did not observe that race 
or ethnic group was related to receiving treatment. How-
ever, our sample included very few non-White partici-
pants, and future research should continue to examine 
this question among more racially and ethnically diverse 
samples. In contrast, Falvey et al., [24] using a large cross-
sectional sample of college and graduate students in the 
United States and Canada, observed that Asian and His-
panic students were more likely than White students to 
have symptoms of an eating disorder, but less likely to 
receive a diagnosis.

There are a range of factors that can influence whether 
a person receives treatment, including perceived need, 
stigma of mental health, negative attitudes about treat-
ment for a mental health disorder, lack of knowledge 
about treatment, and cost. [25, 26] These attitudinal and 
financial barriers have an enormous impact on deter-
mining who receives treatment. For example, among 
2,822 college students in one large study, only 53% of 
the women who scored high on the SCOFF eating dis-
order screening instrument perceived that they had a 
need for treatment and only 22% had received treatment. 
[27] Although there is considerable heterogeneity across 
studies, overall, it appears that stigma about mental 
health is higher among Asian, Black, and Hispanic adults 

compared to White adults. [7] The results suggest that 
new approaches are needed to change perceptions about 
mental health disorders and their treatment, particularly 
among ethnic and racial minority populations.

A potentially easier barrier to address is clinician mis-
conceptions. Our results and those of Sonneville and 
Lipson [8] demonstrates that women with lower body 
weights were more likely to be diagnosed [8] or receive 
treatment compared to women with higher body weights. 
These findings suggest that clinicians may screen for an 
eating disorder among underweight patients, but not 
among higher weighted patients. Although the immedi-
ate health consequences of AN may be more severe than 
that of other eating disorders, AN is less common than 
BN or BED, [28, 29] and BN and BED are associated 
with substantial impairment. [12] Moreover, obesity is 
substantially more common than underweight [30] and 
people with obesity are the most likely to have an eating 
disorder. [5].

There are several important implications from our 
findings. First, clinicians must be educated about the 
symptoms, prevalence, and need to screen for PD, BED, 
and OSFED, particularly among patients with obe-
sity. Second, more needs to be done to decrease bar-
riers to eating disorder treatment. Third, results from 
treatment-seeking samples of women with eating dis-
orders should not be generalized to eating disorders in 
the general population. Generalizing findings related to 
BED or OSFED from treatment-seeking samples could 
be highly misleading since less than 15% of the prob-
able cases received treatment. There is accumulating 
research which suggests that treatment-seeking samples 
are a biased representation [31] and may overestimate 
rates of psychiatric comorbidity and underestimate the 

Fig. 2  Comorbidity of self-reported depression and anxiety diagnoses by eating disorder symptom profile among women in the Growing Up Today 
Study
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burden of eating disorders among people with obesity. 
These biases have important implications for drawing 
inference about associations with mental and physical 
health conditions. In order to better understand sex, 
race, ethnic group, and weight status associations, it is 
essential to use population-based samples.

There are several limitations to our study to keep 
in mind when drawing inference. These include the 
small number of low SES or non-White women, the 
use of a self-report instrument to assess eating disor-
ders, and our inability to assess AN after 2007 because 
weight concern questions were not assessed. Our 
findings may not be generalizable to non-White indi-
viduals, males, or more socio-economically diverse 
populations. An additional limitation is that our out-
come was eating disorder treatment occurring at or 
after age 16  years. We chose this analytical approach 
since there was no information on diagnoses of anxi-
ety or depression before age 16, and as such, we would 
have run the risk of reverse causation if we examined 
associations of anxiety/depression diagnoses with eat-
ing disorder treatment occurring before age 16. How-
ever, our approach may not fully capture the full effect 
of the correlates on eating disorder treatment occur-
ring at all ages and our findings should be interpreted 
specifically to treatment occurring after age 16 and into 
young adulthood. We additionally had a relatively small 
sample of women with symptom profiles of AN (n = 35) 
and BN (n = 96), therefore, the confidence intervals for 
those associations were wide. It is possible that patterns 
have changed since 2013, however, obesity bias remains 
widespread thus it is likely that the under-detection in 
people with obesity persists. Moreover, we were unable 
to identify women who met criteria for atypical AN, 
such as those who engaged in AN behaviors but were 
not underweight, and future research should examine 
predictors and correlates of treatment among these 
individuals as well, especially weight. Lastly, our com-
plete case analysis approach may result in selection bias 
if being excluded due to missing data was related to the 
outcome and exposures of interest. The strengths of the 
study include the use of a large sample living through-
out the United States, the numerous waves of data col-
lection (1996–2013), and the population-based sample 
offset some of the limitations.

Future work will need to directly assess how clinicians 
make decisions regarding screening for eating disorders 
and educating them about BED, PD and other types of 
OSFED. The majority of adolescent and emerging adult 
women who are symptomatic for an eating disorder do 
not receive treatment. Those with obesity are less likely 
to receive treatment. Clinicians should assess women 
across the weight range for eating disorder symptoms to 

increase identification of cases and lessen the weight-sta-
tus disparity.

Acknowledgements
We are grateful to the thousands of the participants in the Growing Up Today 
Study for their participation in the study and the Channing Division of Net‑
work Medicine, Brigham and Women’s Hospital and Harvard Medical School, 
Boston, MA for conducting the Growing Up Today Study and giving us access 
to the data. We also thank Alina Li for her work on an early draft of the results 
section.

Authors’ contributions
Dr. Alison Field conceptualized and designed the study, conducted the 
statistical analyses, and drafted the initial manuscript. Dr. Hannah Ziobrowski 
critically reviewed the results and provided suggestions for revised analyses, as 
well as critically reviewed and revised the manuscript drafts. Drs. Kamryn Eddy, 
Kendrin Sonnville, and Tracy Richmond critically reviewed and revised the 
manuscript for important intellectual content, including clinical relevance.

Funding
Data collection was supported by research grants from the National Institutes 
of Health (MH087786, DK59570, DK46200, HL68041, HD049889, DA033974, 
HD066963, U01 HL145386).

Availability of data and materials
The data that support the findings of this study are available from The Chan‑
ning Division of Network Medicine, but restrictions apply to the availability 
of these data, which were used under license for the current study, and so 
are not publicly available. Data are however available from the authors upon 
reasonable request and with permission of the Channing Division of Network 
Medicine. Outside investigators can receive access to data from the GUTS in 
one of three ways: 1) through the GUTS Data Repository, the external inves‑
tigator is granted a login to our computer system, accesses and analyzes our 
data, 2) the external investigator collaborates directly with a GUTS investigator 
and programmer who conduct the analyses on the external investigator’s 
behalf, or 3) a specific, limited dataset is created to send to the external col‑
laborator. Given the greater flexibility provided by the first option with direct 
access to all cohort data, the second and third options are not utilized as 
frequently, except in the case of consortia projects pooling data from multiple 
cohorts.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
The study was approved by the Human Subjects Committee at Brigham and 
Women’s Hospital and analyses were approved by the Institutional Review 
Boards at Brigham and Women’s Hospital (999P002104/BWH) and Boston 
Children’s Hospital. Informed consent was obtained from all subjects and/or 
their legal guardian(s).

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Received: 6 June 2023   Accepted: 26 June 2024

References
	1.	 Evans-Lacko S, Aguilar-Gaxiola S, Al-Hamzawi A, Alonso J, Benjet C, 

Bruffaerts R, et al. Socio-economic variations in the mental health treat‑
ment gap for people with anxiety, mood, and substance use disorders: 
results from the WHO World Mental Health (WMH) surveys. Psychol Med. 
2018;48(9):1560–71.



Page 8 of 8Field et al. BMC Public Health         (2024) 24:1758 

	2.	 Neighbors HW, Caldwell C, Williams DR, Nesse R, Taylor RJ, Bullard 
KM, et al. Race, ethnicity, and the use of services for mental disorders: 
results from the National Survey of American Life. Arch Gen Psychiatry. 
2007;64(4):485–94.

	3.	 Merikangas KR, He JP, Burstein M, Swendsen J, Avenevoli S, Case B, et al. 
Service utilization for lifetime mental disorders in U.S. adolescents: results 
of the National Comorbidity Survey-Adolescent Supplement (NCS-A). J 
Am Acad Child Adolesc Psychiatry. 2011;50(1):32–45.

	4.	 Andrade LH, Alonso J, Mneimneh Z, Wells JE, Al-Hamzawi A, Borges G, 
et al. Barriers to mental health treatment: results from the WHO World 
Mental Health surveys. Psychol Med. 2014;44(6):1303–17.

	5.	 Coffino JA, Udo T, Grilo CM. Rates of help-seeking in us adults with 
lifetime dsm-5 eating disorders: prevalence across diagnoses and differ‑
ences by sex and ethnicity/Race. Mayo Clin Proc. 2019;94(8):1415–26.

	6.	 Cachelin FM, Striegel-Moore RH. Help seeking and barriers to treatment 
in a community sample of Mexican American and European American 
women with eating disorders. Int J Eat Disord. 2006;39(2):154–61.

	7.	 Eylem O, de Wit L, van Straten A, Steubl L, Melissourgaki Z, Danışman 
GT, et al. Stigma for common mental disorders in racial minorities and 
majorities a systematic review and meta-analysis. BMC Public Health. 
2020;20(1):879.

	8.	 Sonneville KR, Lipson SK. Disparities in eating disorder diagnosis 
and treatment according to weight status, race/ethnicity, socioeco‑
nomic background, and sex among college students. Int J Eat Disord. 
2018;51(6):518–26.

	9.	 Cachelin FM, Rebeck R, Veisel C, Striegel-Moore RH. Barriers to treatment 
for eating disorders among ethnically diverse women. Int J Eat Disord. 
2001;30(3):269–78.

	10.	 American Psychiatric Association. Diagnostic and statistical manual of 
mental disorders: DSM-5. Washington, D.C.: American Psychiatric Associa‑
tion; 2013.

	11.	 Duncan AE, Ziobrowski HN, Nicol G. The Prevalence of past 12-month 
and lifetime dsm-iv eating disorders by BMI category in US Men and 
Women. Eur Eat Disord Rev. 2017;25(3):165–71.

	12.	 Kessler RC, Berglund PA, Chiu WT, Deitz AC, Hudson JI, Shahly V, et al. 
The prevalence and correlates of binge eating disorder in the World 
Health Organization World Mental Health Surveys. Biol Psychiatry. 
2013;73(9):904–14.

	13.	 Mond JM, Hay PJ, Rodgers B, Owen C. Health service utilization for eat‑
ing disorders: findings from a community-based study. Int J Eat Disord. 
2007;40(5):399–408.

	14.	 Coffino JA, Ivezaj V, Barnes RD, White MA, Pittman BP, Grilo CM. Ethnic 
and racial comparisons of weight-loss treatment utilization history and 
outcomes in patients with obesity and binge-eating disorder. Eat Behav. 
2022;44: 101594.

	15.	 von Elm E, Altman DG, Egger M, Pocock SJ, Gøtzsche PC, Vandenbroucke 
JP. The strengthening the reporting of observational studies in epidemi‑
ology (STROBE) statement: guidelines for reporting observational studies. 
Epidemiology. 2007;18(6):800–4.

	16.	 Field AE, Taylor CB, Celio A, Colditz GA. Comparison of self-report to 
interview assessment of bulimic behaviors among preadolescent and 
adolescent girls and boys. Int J Eat Disord. 2004;35(1):86–92.

	17.	 Shisslak CM, Renger R, Sharpe T, Crago M, McKnight KM, Gray N, et al. 
Development and evaluation of the McKnight Risk Factor Survey for 
assessing potential risk and protective factors for disordered eating in 
preadolescent and adolescent girls. Int J Eat Disord. 1999;25(2):195–214.

	18.	 Field AE, Austin SB, Frazier AL, Gillman MW, Camargo CA Jr, Colditz GA. 
Smoking, getting drunk, and engaging in bulimic behaviors: in which 
order are the behaviors adopted? J Am Acad Child Adolesc Psychiatry. 
2002;41(7):846–53.

	19.	 Pérez A, Gabriel K, Nehme EK, Mandell DJ, Hoelscher DM. Measuring the 
bias, precision, accuracy, and validity of self-reported height and weight 
in assessing overweight and obesity status among adolescents using 
a surveillance system. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act. 2015;12 Suppl 1(Suppl 
1):S2.

	20.	 Goodman E, Hinden BR, Khandelwal S. Accuracy of teen and parental 
reports of obesity and body mass index. Pediatrics. 2000;106(1 Pt 1):52–8.

	21.	 Sherry B, Jefferds ME, Grummer-Strawn LM. Accuracy of adolescent self-
report of height and weight in assessing overweight status: a literature 
review. Arch Pediatr Adolesc Med. 2007;161(12):1154–61.

	22.	 Cole TJ, Bellizzi MC, Flegal KM, Dietz WH. Establishing a standard defini‑
tion for child overweight and obesity worldwide: international survey. 
BMJ. 2000;320(7244):1240–3.

	23.	 Dietary Guideline Advisory Committee. Report of the Dietary Advisory 
Committee on the Dietary Guidelines for Americans. Washington, DC: 
Secretary of Health and Human Services and the Secretary of Agriculture; 
1995.

	24.	 Falvey SE, Hahn SL, Anderson OS, Lipson SK, Sonneville KR. Diagnosis of 
eating disorders among college students: a comparison of military and 
civilian students. Mil Med. 2021;186(9–10):975–83.

	25.	 Ali K, Farrer L, Fassnacht DB, Gulliver A, Bauer S, Griffiths KM. Perceived 
barriers and facilitators towards help-seeking for eating disorders: a 
systematic review. Int J Eat Disord. 2017;50(1):9–21.

	26.	 Griffiths S, Mond JM, Li Z, Gunatilake S, Murray SB, Sheffield J, et al. 
Self-stigma of seeking treatment and being male predict an increased 
likelihood of having an undiagnosed eating disorder. Int J Eat Disord. 
2015;48(6):775–8.

	27.	 Eisenberg D, Nicklett EJ, Roeder K, Kirz NE. Eating disorder symptoms 
among college students: prevalence, persistence, correlates, and 
treatment-seeking. J Am Coll Health. 2011;59(8):700–7.

	28.	 Udo T, Grilo CM. Prevalence and correlates of dsm-5-defined eating disor‑
ders in a Nationally Representative Sample of U.S. Adults. Biol Psychiatry. 
2018;84(5):345–54.

	29.	 Swanson SA, Crow SJ, Le Grange D, Swendsen J, Merikangas KR. Preva‑
lence and correlates of eating disorders in adolescents. Results from the 
national comorbidity survey replication adolescent supplement. Arch 
Gen Psychiatry. 2011;68(7):714–23.

	30.	 Hales CM, Fryar CD, Carroll MD, Freedman DS, Ogden CL. Trends in obe‑
sity and severe obesity prevalence in US youth and adults by sex and age, 
2007–2008 to 2015–2016. JAMA. 2018;319(16):1723–5.

	31.	 Swanson SA, Field AE. Commentary: Considerations for the use of 
registry data to study adolescent eating disorders. Int J Epidemiol. 
2016;45(2):488–90.

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


	Who gets treated for an eating disorder? Implications for inference based on clinical populations
	Abstract 
	Background 
	Methods 
	Results 
	Conclusions 

	Methods
	Sample
	Predictors and correlates
	Outcomes
	Statistical method

	Results
	Discussion
	Acknowledgements
	References


