
Supplemental Table 1: Availability and Quality

	
	
	
	Source of data
	Quality
	Availability

	Food Pricing Tool
	Location 
	Year 
	Reports

	Journal Articles

	Quality Assessment
	Availability of basket food items
	Availability of F&V 
	Rationale for F&V selection
	Availability of better nutritional choices
	Rationale for better choices selection

	QLD HFAB
	QLD


	2000


	(20)

	(63, 72-74)

	General comments only on quality of 15 commonly consumed F&V 
	Measured
	Availability of 15 commonly consumed F&V;



	Coles F&V index;
QLD F&V growers;
Apparent consumption data (Nat Nut Survey 1995)
	Availability of list of better choice foods
	Based on ADG 1992 and consults with QLD PH nutritionists – (criteria?)

	
	
	2001

2004

2006

2010
	(66)
(71)
(43) 

(44) 
	(63, 73, 74)
(63, 73, 74)
(63, 74)
(63)
	Not reported
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	NSW
	2006

2008

2009
	(35) 
	(36)
(36)
(36)
	Quality assessed for 10 varieties of F&V
	Measured
	Availability of 30 commonly consumed F&V;
	F&V selected according to QLD HFAB and commonly consumed F&V (criteria?)
	Not reported


	Not reported



	
	South West VIC
	2002
	
	(46)
	Not reported
	Measured
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported

	
	Zillmere, QLD
	2008
	(39)
	 
	
	Measured
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	As per QLD HFAB 2000

	
	Bundaberg, QLD
	2008
	 (40)
	
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	Yarra, VIC 
	(no date)
	 
	(31)
	
	Measured
	Not reported
	Not reported
	As per QLD HFAB 2000 but expanded to include "ethnic foods"
	

	WA FACS
	WA


	2010
	(28)
	(75)
	Quality score /100 for 14 commonly available F&V;
Fresh meat quality for 8 meats
	Measured
	Not reported

	Not included;
Melbourne Market Authority (MarketFresh) website consulted for descriptions and terms;
F&V selected for expected quality variations, those included in previous studies, including RIST (Remote Indigenous Stores and Take-away Project)
Quality indicators based on Aus-Meat Limited standards
	Key foods with low consumption (legumes, wholegrain flour);
Selection of foods with Heart Foundation Tick


	Not reported



	
	
	2013
	(37)
	 
	As per WA FACS 2010, but 13 F&V instead of 14
Also excluded attribute of fridge storage for F&V as considered confounder (v good in v remote stores, but not good for metropolitan stores).
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	NTMB
	NT
	2003-2012

annually

2014
	(24, 62, 76-83)
(61)
	 
	Quality rating of F&V using descriptive tables to grade into 4 categories (Good, fair, poor, rotten)
	Measured
	Number of fresh fruit choices
Number of fresh vegetable choices
	To determine availability of fresh F&V, note no record made of quantity of each F&V choice, just presence/absence


	Not reported


	Not reported



	
	Remote SA
	2014
	(84)
	(85)
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	IHFB
	Illawarra, NSW


	2000

2001

2003

2005

2007

2009
	 

 

 
	(11, 64, 86)
(11, 64, 86)
(11, 64, 86)
(65, 86)
(65, 86)
(86)
	Not reported


	Measured
	Not reported


	Not reported


	Not reported


	Not reported



	
	Dandenong, VIC
	2007
	(52)
	 
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	Adelaide, SA
	2005
	 
	(49)
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	VHFB


	Rural and regional VIC
	2007
	 
	(22, 51, 87)
	Not reported


	Measured
	Not reported


	Not reported


	Not reported
	Not reported



	
	Mornington Peninsula & Frankston, VIC
	2007

2008

2009
	
	(53)
(53)
(53)
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	Knox, Maroondah & Yarra Ranges, VIC
	2008
	(54)
	
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	Metropolitan Adelaide, SA
	2009
	
	(47, 88)
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	Southern Grampians & Glenelg, VIC
	2009

2010
	(55)
(55)
	 
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	Wellington, VIC
	2010
	(56)
	 
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	8x LGAs, VIC
	2010
	(57)
	 
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	Rural SA
	2010
	 
	(93)
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	South Coast VIC 
	2010
	(89)
	 
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	South Coast VIC
	2010
	(90)
	 
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	South Coast VIC
	2010

2013
	(91)
(91)
	 
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	Greater Bendigo, VIC
	2012
	(59)
	
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	Greater Geelong, VIC
	2011

2012
	(60)
(60)
	
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	Port Melbourne VIC
	2014
	(92)
	
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	TAS
	2014
	(45)
	
	
	Measured
	
	
	
	

	
	2 LGAs in TAS
	2011
	(30)
	
	Quality of 3xF & 7xV
	Measured
	Availability of 21 veg and 12 fruit
	5 point proportion of F&V good or (aged/bruised/mouldy)
Maximum score of 50
	
	

	Revised QLD HFAB
	QLD


	2014
	(18)
	 
	
	Measured
	Availability of 30 F&V (15 veg and 15 fruits)
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported

	H&S Basket
	Greater Western Sydney, NSW
	2011
	 
	(19, 32)
	Not reported
	Measured
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported

	SFFA 
	Western Sydney, NSW
	2006
	(21)
	 
	Quality visual assessment of 19 F&V
	Measured
	Not reported


	F&V selected based on Meedeniya (see below) and South Western Sydney survey (Lowry, 2003. not available online).
	Not included
	Not included

	Kettings
	Melbourne, VIC plus online
	2007
	
	(34)
	Not reported
	Measured
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported

	Katoomba
	Katoomba, NSW
	(undated)
	(33)
	 
	Not reported
	Measured
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported

	Meedeniya
	Rural SA
	1999
	(23)
	 
	Visual quality assessment
	Measured
	Number of F&V varieties
	List developed from visit to Adelaide supermarkets plus industry manuals
	Not reported
	Not reported


Supplemental Table 2: Income Source

	
	
	
	Data Source
	Households
	Income Source

	Food Pricing Tool
	Location 
	Year
	Reports
	Journal Articles
	People
	Rationale/Criteria
	

	QLD HFAB
	QLD


	2000

2001

2004

2006

2010
	(20)
(66)
(71)
(43) 

(44)
	(63, 72-74)
(63, 73, 74)
(63, 73, 74)
(63, 74)
(63)
	adult male >19
adult female>19
older female>61
boy 14, girl 8, boy 4
	Desire to consider wide range of age groups
	Not estimated

	
	NSW
	2006

2008

2009
	(35) 
	(36)
(36)
(36)
	
	
	Not estimated

	
	South West VIC 
	2002
	
	(46)
	
	
	Not estimated

	
	Zillmere, QLD
	2008
	(39)
	 
	
	
	Average weekly earnings from ABS

	
	Bundaberg, QLD
	2008
	(40)
	
	
	
	Average weekly earnings from ABS

	
	City of Yarra, VIC
	(no date)
	 
	(31)
	
	
	Not estimated

	WA FACS
	WA


	2010
	(28)
	(75)
	HH1: 2x adults 40; Child 12; Child 7
HH2: Adult 40; Child 12; Child 7
	Rationale not reported
	Estimate of weekly disposable household income from Household Expenditure Survey (2007-8); Weekly welfare payments from Centrelink.

	
	
	2013
	(37)
	 
	
	
	Estimate of weekly disposable household income from ABS Household Income and Income Distribution Survey (2011-12) plus increase of 2.2% CPI;
Weekly welfare payments from Centrelink

	NTMB
	NT
	2003-2012

annually

2014
	(24, 62, 76-83)
(61)
	 
	Female >60; Male 35; Female 33; Male 13; Girl 8; Boy 4
	Chosen to represent cross-section of people with important nutrient requirements
	Centrelink and Family assistance figures from Centrelink online.
Single pensioner (for grandmother), Newstart (for father), Parenting payment (for mother) and Family Tax Benefit A plus remote area allowance.

	
	Remote SA
	2014
	(84)
	(85)
	
	
	Not estimated







	Centrelink payments include Newstart, parenting payment, family tax assistance and aged pension. No rental assistance.

	
	Dandenong, VIC
	2007
	(52)
	 
	
	
	

	
	Adelaide, SA
	2005
	 
	(49)
	
	
	

	VHFB
	Rural and regional VIC
	2007
	 
	(22, 51, 87)
	HH1: male 44; female 44; female 18; male 8
HH2: female 44; female 18; male 8
HH3: female 71
HH4: male >31
	Selected to reflect those most affected by food insecurity and most common family types (ABS)
2004/5 National Health Survey and Centre for Health Statistics used for height/weight data to estimate requirements
	Centrelink estimates assuming no adult is employed

	
	Mornington Peninsula & Frankston, VIC
	2007-2009

annually
	
	(53) 


	
	
	Centrelink estimates from 2007-2009 assuming no adult is employed

	
	Knox, Maroondah & Yarra Ranges VIC
	2008
	(54)
	
	
	
	Centrelink estimates from Sep 2008 assuming no adult is employed

	
	Metropolitan Adelaide, SA
	2009
	
	(47, 88)
	
	
	Centrelink estimates from 2007-2009 assuming no adult is employed
Income based on average Equivalised Disposable Household Income for highest and lowest tertiles for SA 2005-6 and adjusted to 2009 values using Wage Price Index rises

	
	Sth Grampians & Glenelg, VIC
	2009

2010
	(55)
(55)
	 
	
	
	Centrelink estimates from 2011 assuming no adult is employed

	
	Wellington VIC
	2010
	(56)
	 
	
	
	Centrelink estimates as per July 2010, assuming no adult is employed

	
	8x LGAs, VIC
	2010
	(57)
	 
	
	
	Centrelink estimates as per July 2010, assuming no adult is employed and 18 year old is full time student

	
	Rural SA
	2010
	 
	(93)
	
	
	Centrelink estimates from 2007-2009 assuming no adult is employed
Income based on average Equivalised Disposable Household Income for highest and lowest tertiles for SA 2005-6 and adjusted to 2009 values using Wage Price Index rises

	
	South Coast VIC 
	2010
	(89)
	 
	
	
	Centrelink estimates as per July 2010, assuming no adult is employed and 18 year old is full time student

	
	South Coast VIC 
	2010
	(90)
	 
	
	
	Centrelink estimates as per July 2010, assuming no adult is employed and 18 year old is full time student

	
	South Coast VIC 
	2010

2013
	(91)
(91)
	 
	
	
	Not reported

	
	Bendigo, VIC
	2012
	(59)
	
	
	
	Not estimated

	
	Geelong, VIC
	2011

2012
	(60)
(60)
	
	
	
	Income calculated from Centrelink benefits as at June 2011/2012 for non-working adults (types of benefits not stated)

	
	Port Melbourne, VIC
	2014
	(92)
	
	
	
	Low ($1200), medium ($3100) and high ($5002) fortnightly incomes defined (source unclear)


	Centrelink estimates assuming no adult is employed


Centrelink estimates assuming no adult is employed

	. Average weekly earnings from Nov 2011

	Revised QLD HFAB
	QLD


	2014
	(18)
	
	HH1: 2 adults, 3 children & grandmother
HH2: 2 adults, 2 children
HH3: Adult female, 2 children
HH4: older couple
HH5: single male
	Not reported
	Minimum income: Centrelink payments for job seekers and families
QLD COSS Cost of Living assumptions adapted, income from combined paid employment (minimum wage) & Govt support calculated for each HH.
Centrelink payments include all supplements and allowances (rent assistance, income support bonus, low income supplements, large family supplement, school kid bonus)

	H&S Basket
	Greater Western Sydney, NSW
	2011
	
	(19, 32)
	Male (19-60); Female (19-60); Boy 15; Girl 4
	Not reported
	Average weekly disposable income in each household income quintile (ABS Household Expenditure Survey)

	SFFA
	Western Sydney, NSW
	2006
	(21)
	 
	Six people - no further details reported
	Included wide range of age groups
	Not estimated

	Kettings
	Melbourne, VIC plus online
	2007
	 
	(34)
	HH1: Male 40; Female 40; Female 12

Male 7
HH2: Female 40; Female 12; Male 7
	Based on ABS 2003 Family Characteristics Survey and 2006 Population by Age and Sex; Anthropometic data from ABS National Health Survey and NRVs
	Welfare income from Centrelink online calculators June 2007
Average disposable income from 2005 ABS report of household income for wage earners adjusted for inflation

	Katoomba
	Katoomba, NSW
	(no date)
	(33)
	 
	HH1: Male 30; Female 28; Child 9; Child 4
HH2:Female 25; Child 7; Child 4
HH3: Male 70
	Not reported
	Income estimated from Centrelink payments, assuming none of the adults are working

	Meedeniya
	Rural SA
	1999
	(23)
	 
	Two adults; Boy 14; Girl 8; Boy 4; Woman >54
	Wide range of age groups
	Centrelink estimates (Dec 1999) assuming adults unemployed


Supplemental Table 3: Store Selection

	Reach
	Food Pricing Tool
	Location
	Year
	Data Source
	Store Sampling/Selection Rationale
	Stratification for Cross Sectional Sampling
	Number of Stores 
	Owner/ manager permission/ knowledge
	Data Collectors
	Time of year

	
	
	
	
	Reports
	Journal Articles
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Australia-wide
	Not included in any survey
	 
	 
	
	 
	 
	 

	Statewide representative sample
	QLD HFAB
	QLD
	2006
	(43)
	(63, 74)
	Towns randomly selected based on popn size, one store selected per town based on where most people would shop.
ABS Urban Centre/Locality list used to exclude very small towns.
Sample sizes chosen for enough power to detect 10% differences between remoteness categories.
11 towns additionally selected for survey by Office of Economic and Statistical Research (OESR) during Spatial Price Index survey, as these had been previously surveyed to improve time series analysis.
Stores on islands limited to reduce survey costs
	ARIA+ (updated)
Very remote category split into towns <2000km from Brisbane, towns >2000km from Brisbane and islands.
	89
	Store managers invited to participate;
Advised of survey time period but not date/time.
	OESR staff (QLD Treasury).
	April-May

	
	
	
	2010
	(44)
	(63)
	
	
	89
	
	
	May

	
	Revised QLD HFAB
	QLD
	2014
	(18)
	 
	
	
	78
	Not reported
	QLD Govt Statistician's Office fieldworkers
	May

	
	WA FACS
	WA
	2010
	(28)
	(75)
	SLA (statistical local area based on ABS Aust. Standard Geographical Classification) selected by statistical methods incl population;
List of all Coles, Woolworths, IGA, one store from each chain chosen in each selected SLA;
All supermarkets/stores in very remote ARIA surveyed;
All remote Indigenous community stores surveyed
	ARIA;
SLAs used to allow correlation with SEIFA categories
	144
	Survey provided prior to data collection;
Stores advised of survey and assistance (degree??) provided by stores.
	Environment health officers, students, admin staff, Environ Health Directorate Food Unit staff, Science & Policy Unit staff, Curtin Uni research assist, local PH nutritionists, students, local govt staff
	Aug-Sep

	
	
	WA
	2013
	(37)
	 
	As per WA FACS 2010, but also including Foodworks and Farmer Jack stores.
Used ABS standard of Statistical Area Level 2 (SA2) in place of SLA
	As per WA FACS 2010
	156
	Stores advised of details of survey, planned dates and estimated length of time to complete survey.
	Environmental Health Officers, or if not available, public health nutritionists, dietitians and health promotion officers
	Aug-Sep

	
	VHFB
	Tasmania
	2014
	(45)
	 
	353 stores identified in Tas, randomisation identified 150 stores for potential inclusion
All stores located in lowest SEIFA tertile included
57% and 37% of stores in mid and highest SEIFA tertile to reflect % of stores in theses locations
LGAs with >10 stores randomised to reduce number to prevent over representation
	SEIFA utilised to select stores
	142
	Stores informed and allowed to refuse participation
	Employed three regional coordinators to collect data
iPad app utilised
	Mar-April


	Reach
	Food Pricing Tool
	Location
	Year
	Data Source
	Store Sampling/Selection Rationale
	Stratification for Cross Sectional Sampling
	Number of Stores
	Owner/ manager permission/ knowledge
	Data Collectors
	Time of year

	
	
	
	
	Reports
	Journal Articles
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Statewide convenience sample
	QLD HFAB
	QLD
	2000
	(20)
	(63, 72-74)
	Non-random sampling
Largest store in largest town in each QLD Health Service District;
Specific locations requested for v remote areas;
Stores surveyed in 1998 approached if possible
	ARIA
	92
	Store managers invited to participate;
Advised of survey time period but not date/time.
	Public health nutritionists;
Local health staff 2001: Separate survey of store managers.
	April-June

	
	
	
	2001
	(66)
	 (63, 73, 74)
	
	
	88
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2004
	(71)
	(63, 73, 74) 
	
	ARIA+ (updated)
	97
	
	
	

	
	QLD HFAB
	NSW
	2006

2008

2009
	(35) 

 
	 (36)
 (36)
 (36)
	Convenience sampling

ALDI/online stores excluded, or if data missing for >10 items
	Not utilised in store selection process
	2006: 149
2008: 105
2009: 129
	Permission not sought from store owners
	Recruited from Cancer Council NSW regional offices, authors, student dietitians, other volunteers
	Dec 2006
Dec 2008
July 2009

	
	NTMB
	NT
	2003
	(24)
	 
	One major supermarket and one corner store in each district centre, and remote stores
	Northern Territory Districts
	61 
	Not reported
	Not reported
	April-June



	
	
	
	2004
	(76)
	 
	
	
	60 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2005
	(77)
	 
	
	
	66 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2006
	(78)
	 
	
	
	74 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2007
	(79)
	 
	
	
	67 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2008
	(80)
	 
	
	
	66 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2009
	(81)
	 
	
	
	65 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2010
	(82)
	 
	
	
	76 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2011
	(83)
	 
	
	
	73
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2012
	(62)
	 
	
	
	82 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2014
	(61)
	 
	
	
	79 
	
	
	Feb-Mar
(wet season)

	Regional representative sample
	VHFB
	Metropolitan Adelaide, SA
	2009
	 
	(47, 88)
	Census Collection Districts (CCD) in each Local Govt Area (LGA) in Adelaide categorised by av. HH income. Two supermarket from highest and lowest tertile CCDs in each LGA surveyed.
Supermarkets from Woolworths, Coles and Foodland.
Greengrocers and butchers also surveyed if within 10 min walk of the surveyed supermarkets

61 supermarkets; 27 greengrocers; 34 butchers
	Average household income (Equivalised Disposable Household Income) used to select highest & lowest tertiles of CCD in each LGA
	122
	Letter of introduction presented on day of survey
	Not reported

Training provided
	May

	
	H&S Basket
	Greater Western Sydney, NSW
	2011
	 
	(19, 32)
	5 locations in Greater Western Sydney.
Median CCD of each quintile of CCDs ranked by SEIFA selected for survey.
Industrial (supermarkets) and alternative (farmer's markets) food outlets identified by geographic information systems techniques


	SEIFA utilised to select CCDs
	82
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Nov-Dec

	Regional convenience sample
	QLD HFAB
	South West Victoria
	2002
	 
	(46)
	All food outlets in towns (42) with population >100 in 5 shires of SW Victoria invited to partipate
	Not utilised in store selection process
	53
	Managers invited to participate
	Nutrition & Dietetics students
	March-April

	
	NTMB
	Remote SA
	2014
	(84)
	(85)
	Mai Wiru stores on APY Lands
2 other community stores, 2 large retail outlets in Alice Springs
	Not utilised in store selection process
	9
	Not reported
	Not reported
	April

	
	SFFA
	Western Sydney, NSW
	2006
	(21)
	 
	Two major supermarket chains surveyed in each area
Sydney region in areas volunteers agreed to survey and local govt areas included within Sydney West Area Health Service (SWAHS) (Lithgow and the Blue Mountains)
Variety of SEIFA levels included
	SEIFA
	37
	Not contacted prior to survey
	Volunteers from SWAHS and SFFA
No training provided
	22-Jun-06

	
	IHFB
	Illawarra, NSW
	2000

2001

2003

2005

2007

2009
	 

 

 
	(11, 64, 86)
(11, 64, 86)
(11, 64, 86)
(65, 86)
(65, 86)
(86)
	Five suburban locations with range of SES and consults with local comm. dietitians - convenience sampling
Largest supermarket in each suburb from each of Woolworths, Coles, Franklins
Largest butcher and green grocer in same shopping centre as supermarket
2003 - 1 butcher, 1 supermarket from previous surveys closed, alternatives chosen

2007 - replacement of a closed Franklins store with a Coles, and so a Woolworths store replaced with a Bi-Lo to ensure cross-section of supermarket chains
	SES used to identify suburbs
	15
	Store managers gave permission for surveys to be taken, unclear if time of survey provided
	Student volunteers
	Sep

	
	IHFB
	Adelaide, SA
	2005
	 
	(49)
	5 local govt. areas identified in Adelaide:
High SES, inner location; mixed SES, outer location; mixed SES, inner location; low SES, outer location; low SES, inner location
Selected by SEIFA, 2001 Census, health & social capital survey, consult with policy & planning experts, previous food access project
11 shopping centres identified, largest supermarket, butcher and greengrocer in each surveyed.
All major stores included (Woolworths, Coles, Foodlands, Bi-Lo)
	SEIFA used to identify LGAs
	33
	Consent obtained prior to conducting survey
	Not reported
	May, Aug, Sep

	
	VHFB
	Rural & regional VIC
	2007
	 
	(22, 51, 87)
	Convenience sample of 18 towns where students sent on placement
All supermarkets in each town, unless <90% of basket items available
	Not utilised in store selection process
	34
	Permission obtained on day of survey
	Students from Monash Uni (Nut. & Diet)
	Oct-Nov

	
	VHFB
	Knox, Maroondah & Yarra Ranges, VIC
	2008
	(54)
	
	Supermarkets identified by lists of registered food premises, not all identified stores (61) surveyed.
	Not utilised in store selection process
	51
	Not reported
	volunteers
	Aug

	
	VHFB
	8x LGAs, VIC
	2010
	(57)
	 
	Chain supermarkets and independent stores surveyed. 

Latrobe: 15, Baw Baw: 8, Frankston: 15, Mornington Peninsula: 29, Boroondara: 16, Hume: 14, Melton: 9, Moorabool: 4
	SEIFA not utilised to select stores
	110
	Not reported
	Dietetic students, local Community Health Centre staff
	Not reported

	
	VHFB
	Rural SA
	2010
	 
	(93)
	4 types of towns: more remote + low SES; more remote + high SES; less remote + low SES; less remote + high SES
2-3 towns selected from each type, main food stores identified
	ARAI & SEIFA used to rank towns
	14 
	Letter of introduction presented on day of survey
	Rural dietitians trained in use of tool
	May-June

	
	Meedeniya
	Rural SA
	1999
	(23)
	 
	All  rural centres with population >10,000; All remote towns with ARIA >6.45; Towns with nearby Aboriginal community or large Aboriginal population; Extra towns to include range of health regions
Store was largest or only shop in town
3 Adelaide supermarkets, one of each chain located within 2km to ensure high competition
	ARIA
	49
	Letters sent to obtain consent
	Not reported
	July-Sep

	Local area survey
	QLD HFAB


	Bundaberg, QLD
	2008
	(39)
	 
	All major and minor supermarkets including convenience stores
	Not reported
	34
	Consent obtained prior to conducting survey
	Not reported
	April-June

	
	
	Zillmere, QLD
	2008
	(40)
	
	All major and minor supermarkets 
	Not reported
	8
	Consent obtained prior to conducting survey
	Not reported
	April-June

	
	
	Yarra, VIC 
	(no date)
	 
	(31)
	Food outlets within City of Yarra that sell a diversity of food items common across the ethnic groups living in the high rise estates, have a variety of healthy food choices for sale as per ADG, within 5km of high rise estates
	Not utilised in store selection process
	29
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported

	
	IHFB
	Dandenong, VIC
	2007
	(52)
	 
	Local supermarkets within CGD (11), local green grocers (10), stalls at Dandenong Market (4)
	Not reported
	25
	Stores approached for permission for survey. Not reported if date of survey made known
	Not reported
	Sep

	
	VHFB


	Mornington Peninsula & Frankston, VIC
	2007

20082009
	
	(53)
(53)
(53)
	Mornington Peninsula and Frankston Local Govt Areas (23 suburbs)
Complete list of supermarkets (identified by directories and Health License Registrations) having 90% of basket items
	Not utilised in store selection process
	2007: 40
2008: 41
2009: 45
	Not reported
	"trained data collectors"
	May-Aug

	
	
	Southern Grampians & Glenelg, VIC
	2009

2010
	(55)
(55)

	 
	Supermarkets, grocery stores and general stores in SGG catchment
	Not utilised in store selection process
	20
	Notification sent prior to survey
	Community health workers, student dietitians
	Nov 2009
July 2010

	
	
	Wellington LGA, Victoria
	2010
	(56)
	 
	All registered supermarkets and general stores in Wellington
General stores not included if town had >2 chain stores, unless general store was >2km from supermarket
	SEIFA not utilised to select stores
	21
	Notification sent prior to survey
	Not reported
	May

	
	
	South Coast VIC
	2010
	(89) (91)
	 
	32 towns in Bass Coast and South Gippsland LGAs and 2 towns in Casey Cardinia
All supermarkets and general stores in towns with population >100
General stores not included if town had >2 chain stores, unless general store was >2km from supermarket
	Not utilised in store selection process
	42
	Letter of introduction sent prior to survey
	Volunteers, health promotion officers, local health workers
	Aug

	
	
	
	2010
	(90) (91)
	 
	
	
	39
	
	Student dietitians
	Dec

	
	
	
	2013
	(91)
	 
	
	
	24
	
	Not reported
	Not reported

	
	
	Bendigo, VIC
	2012
	(59)
	 
	21 supermarkets; 8 green grocers 

Rationale for store selection not reported
	Not reported
	29
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Nov

	
	
	Geelong, VIC
	2011

2012
	(60)
(60)
	 
	Not reported
	Not reported
	33
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Aug

	
	
	Port Melbourne, VIC
	2014
	(92)
	 
	5 supermarket/grocery stores
	Not utilised in store selection process
	5
	Notification sent prior to survey
	Dietetic students
	Sep

	
	
	2 LGAs in TAS
	2011
	(30)
	
	Food outlets determined using results of Food Outlet Audit of Clarence & Dorset LGAs
	Not utilised in store selection process
	23
	Stores notified prior to survey, and permission sought on day of survey
	Four paid community food researchers, assisted by Anglicare researchers and a social work student
	Nov

	
	Kettings
	Melbourne, Victoria plus online
	2007
	 
	(34)
	Two major supermarket chains online stores and one retail outlet in metropolitan Melbourne, convenience sample
Online prices selected to reflect 'average' grocery prices
	Not utilised in store selection process
	3
	Not reported
	Not reported
	June

	
	Katoomba
	Katoomba, NSW
	(undated)
	(33)
	 
	2 supermarkets; 2 F&V retailers; 1 butcher; 1 bakery; 1 community store
Rationale for choice of stores not reported
	Not reported
	7
	Not reported
	2 dietetics students
	Not reported


Supplemental Table 4: Data Collection Protocols

	 
	 
	
	 Data Source
	Data Collection Protocols

	Food Pricing Tool
	Location
	Year
	Report
	Journal Articles
	Branded Items
	Generics
	Sale Prices
	F&V
	Packet size
	Other information collected
	Missing Items Procedure

	QLD HFAB
	QLD
	2000

2001

2004

2006
	(20)
(66)
(71)
(43)
	(63, 72-74)
(63, 73, 74)
(63, 73, 74)
(63, 74)
	Price of cheapest brand in specified size recorded


	No, unless is only brand available for the product


	Not collected


	Only those on display;
Record size or piece


	Size or size range given
	F&V supply info, temp & humidity of F&V display areas, supply routes


	If price but no stock record price note n/a;
If specified size n/a, next smallest recorded, or next largest if none smaller;
Recorded as missing if stock n/a;
Fresh meat from butcher if store only had frozen;
Tobacco & t/away foods from nearest source if n/a in store.

	
	
	2010


	(44)

	(63)
 
	
	Price of cheapest generic product also collected to allow calculation of cheapest HFAB
	
	
	
	
	

	
	NSW
	2006
	(35)
	 
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	Record if listed F&V items available and number of different varieties of item available.
Five point visual assessment for quality. Max score 50
	
	None reported
	Not stated

	
	NSW
	2006

2008

2009
	 
	(36)
(36)
(36)
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	Record if F&V items available and number of different varieties of item.
	
	None reported
	If specified size not available, next smallest recorded.

	
	South West VIC
	2002
	 
	(46)
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	Type of store and number of stores per town
	As per QLD HFAB 2000

	
	Bundaberg, QLD
	2008
	(40)
	 
	
	Yes, included
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	As per QLD HFAB 2000

	
	Zillmere, QLD
	2008
	(39)
	 
	
	Yes, included
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	As per QLD HFAB 2000

	
	Yarra, VIC
	(no date)
	 
	(31)
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	Not reported
	Not stated

	WA FACS
	WA
	2010
	(28)
	(75)
	Multiple brands of each item specified;
Specific types of F&V specified (e.g Fuji apples)
	Included
	Recorded as well as usual price
	Each quality aspect satisfied if 75% of F&V produce meets statement;
Meat quality description and fat colour charts
	Defined
	Number of checkouts;
date of last fresh food delivery 
	Alternative packet size recorded if the specified unavailable 
Larger or smaller packet size not specified

	
	WA
	2013
	(37)
	 
	
	As per WA FACS 2010, including where a store carries >1 generic brand
	
	
	
	As per WA FACS 2010 for remote community stores
	

	NTMB
	NT


	2003-

2012

annually
	(24, 62, 76-83)
	 


	Not reported


	Not reported
	Not reported
	Descriptors provided


	Not reported


	Ownership/management characteristics
Employment characteristics
Nutrition policy
	If item out of stock but usually carried, price of item included and item referred to as 'available'.



	
	NT
	2014
	(61)
	 
	Particular brand specified for each item
	
	
	
	Particular size specified for each item
	
	If specified brand or pack size n/a, instructions provided on smaller or larger size or different brand to price.

	
	Remote SA
	2014
	(84)
	(85)
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	
	
	
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Mai Wiru Nutrition policy, RIST checklist and recommendations from previous surveys
	As per NTMB 2003

	IHFB
	Illawarra, NSW


	2000

2001

2003

2005

2007

2009
	 

 

 
	(11, 64, 86)
(11, 64, 86)
(11, 64, 86)
(65, 86)
(65, 86)
(86)
	Specified for some foods
Some foods several brands specified and collectors asked to choose cheapest
	Allowed for "plain foods" to choose cheapest including generics
	No


	Record price/kg
If priced /unit, choose 3 items and weigh to calculate price/kg
	Specified for each item
Most economical size selected for quantity in basket
	None reported
	If specified pack size n/a, choose next smallest



	
	Dandenong, VIC
	2007
	(52)
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Adelaide, SA
	2005
	 
	(49)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	If food item not available, a similar product selected and priced.

	VHFB
	Rural & regional VIC
	2007
	 
	(22, 51, 87)
	Price of cheapest brand in specified size 
	No
	No
	Not reported
	Specified for each item
	Not reported
	If specified size not available, next smaller recorded

	
	Mornington Peninsula & Frankston, VIC
	2007

2008

2009
	 
	(53) 

(53)
(53)
	Not reported
	
	Not reported
	
	Not reported
	
	Not stated

	
	Knox, Maroondah & Yarra Ranges, VIC
	2008
	(54)
	 
	Price of cheapest brand in specified size recorded 
	
	No
	
	Specified for each item
	
	Not reported

	
	Metropolitan Adelaide, SA
	2009
	 
	(47, 88)
	
	
	
	Visual assessment of age, bruising and mouldiness of 10 F&V
	
	Assessment of product and promotion displays as core/non-core foods
	If specified size n/a, next smaller recorded. If smaller n/a, next largest size recorded.
If brand name specified n/a, closest alternative recorded.

	
	Southern Grampians & Glenelg, VIC
	2009

2010
	(55)
(55)

	 
	
	
	
	Not reported


	
	Not reported
	If specified size not available, next smaller recorded

	
	Wellington, VIC
	2010
	(56)
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	8x LGAs, VIC
	2010
	(57)
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Rural SA
	2010
	 
	(93)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Rural VIC (South Coast)
	2010

2010

2013
	(89)
(90)
(91)
	 

 

 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Bendigo, VIC
	2012
	(59)
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Geelong, VIC
	2011

2012
	(60)
(60)
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Port Melbourne, VIC
	2014
	(92)
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	TAS
	2014
	(45)
	 
	
	Included
	Included
	
	
	
	Not reported

	
	2 LGAs in TAS
	2011
	(30)
	 
	
	Not collected
	Not collected
	price/kg collected
	
	
	If specified size n/a, next smallest size priced and weight recorded, price adjusted for package size.

	Revised QLD HFAB
	QLD
	2014
	(18)
	
	Price of cheapest brand in specified size recorded
	Price of cheapest generic product also collected to allow calculation of cheapest HFAB
	Not collected
	Only those on display;
Record size or piece


	Size or size range given
	F&V supply info, temp & humidity of F&V display areas, supply routes


	If price but no stock record price note n/a;
If specified size n/a, next smallest recorded, or next largest if none smaller;
Recorded as missing if stock n/a;
Fresh meat from butcher if store only had frozen;
Tobacco & t/away foods from nearest source if n/a in store.

	H&S Basket
	Greater Western Sydney, NSW
	2011
	 
	(19, 32)
	Cheapest price/brand of each food item
	Not excluded
	Not collected
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported

	SFFA
	Western Sydney, NSW
	2006
	(21)
	 
	Cheapest non-generic priced
	None, unless only generic available
	No, unless only sale price available
	Availability and 4 point quality rating, % calculated at that rating
	Specified for each item
	None reported
	If specified size not available, another priced, may be larger or smaller

	Kettings
	Melbourne, VIC
	2007
	 
	(34)
	Lowest price branded product of each item
	Collected where available and if reflected item in meal plan (e.g. low fat/low salt)
	Not reported
	Not reported
	"Standard" or medium size
	Not reported
	Not stated

	Katoomba
	Katoomba, NSW
	(no date)
	(33)
	 
	Cheapest price/brand of each food item
	Yes, included
	Yes, included
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Availability of sizes
Store trading hours;
Availability and cost of home delivery service; Proximity to other outlets
	Not reported

	Meedeniya
	Rural SA
	1999
	(23)
	 
	Cheapest price/brand of each food item
	Not included
	Not included
	6 fruit, 13 veg assessed for quality
	Specified for each item
	Temp and humidity of chilled and unchilled F&V areas
Question to store manager about food delivery & storage
	If specified size not available, price next smallest size


Supplemental Table 5: Data Analysis Methods

	 
	 
	
	 Data Source
	Data Analysis Methods 

	Food Pricing Tool
	Location 
	Year
	Reports
	Journal Articles
	Missing Data Protocols
	Basket Price Determination
	Stratification Analysis
	Comparison over time analysis
	Affordability Analysis
	Quality & Availability Analysis

	QLD HFAB
	QLD


	2000
	(20)
	(63, 72-74)
	Average price for item in same ARIA category used as default;
Mean number of items missing/store calculated.
	Total cost of all items calculated to give basket price
	Average price/ARIA category
	Compare to 1998 QLD HFAB for paired store data available (n=59).
	Not reported
	Mean number of varieties /ARIA category;
Mean number of better choice available

	
	
	2001
	(66)
	(63, 73, 74)
	
	
	Weighted averages proportional to population size in each ARIA category.
	Compared to 2000 QLD HFAB for paired store data (n=87).
	
	

	
	
	2004
	(71)
	(63, 73, 74)
	
	
	
	Compared to 2000 and 2001 paired store data (n=81).
Compared to stores surveyed in 1998, 2000, 2001 & 2004 (n=56).
Results annualised.
	
	

	
	
	2006
	(43)
	(63, 74)
	
	
	
	Compared to 2000, 2001, 2004 (n=47)
Compared to 1998, 2000, 2001, 2004 (n=36)
Results annualised.
	
	

	
	
	2010
	(44)
	(63)
	
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2001
For 2000, 2001, 2004 population based on 2001 Census, for 2006 & 2010 population based on 2006 Census
	Compared to 2000, 2001, 2004, 2006 (n=47)
Compared to 1998, 2000, 2001, 2004, 2006 (n=36)
Results annualised.
	
	

	
	Bundaberg, QLD
	2008
	(40)
	 
	Average price for item in same type of store used as default;
Mean number of items missing/store calculated.
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of average weekly earnings
	As per QLD HFAB 2000

	
	Zillmere, QLD
	2008
	(39)
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	South West VIC
	2002
	 
	(46)
	Mean cost of item for total sample
	Analysis of stores with at least 88% of basket (n=27)
Total cost of basket calculated by multiplying unit cost by quantity required for each HH
	Average price per shire
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported

	
	Yarra, VIC
	(no date)
	 
	(31)
	Mean from other surveyed outlets in corresponding location used
	Means costs of total basket and food groups by location
	Per suburb (Fitzroy, Richmond, Collingwood)
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Availability of items calculated

	
	NSW
	2006

2008

2009
	(35)
 
	(36)
(16)

(36)

	If smaller than specified size recorded, price calculated for specified size from unit price.
Missing items substituted with mean value across stores
	Cost of total basket calculated from recorded prices transformed to requirements of HH
	Stores classified from postcodes by ARIA+ and SEIFA
	Comparison of 2006, 2008 and 2009 data
	Not reported
	Variety and availability analysis

	WA FACS
	WA
	2010
	(28)
	(75)
	Number of stores missing each item recorded
	For each food in each store, price averaged across brands.
Average price & average unit price calculated for each food in each SLA.
Items of QLD HFAB and NTMB selected to give cost of those baskets. 
Cost calculated based on energy density.
	Distance from Perth;
ARIA category analysis based on ABS Aust. Standard Geographical Classification for each SLA.
	Not reported
	Method of Kettings et al (2009) utilised
	Average quality scores for F&V and meat.

	
	
	2013
	(37)
	 
	
	As per WA FACS 2010, except using SA2 instead of SLA.
	As per WA FACS 2010, but used ABS standard of Statistical Area Level 2 (SA2) in place of SLA to determine ARIA category, SEIFA score, population, Indigenous population and income estimates (claimed to not impact comparison to 2010 data)
Distance from Perth is by road, as per Google Maps
	As per WA FACS 2010

Generic brand prices excluded when comparing to 2010 due to large increase in generic brands
	
	

	NTMB
	NT


	2003

2004

2005

2006

2007
	(24)
(76)
(77)
(78)
(79)
	 

 

 

 

 
	If item not available in remote store, price from district supermarket used.
	Cost of total basket, food groups determined.
Cost of supermarket and corner store compared


	Costs between NT districts compared
Remote stores compared to Darwin supermarket and corner stores
	Compared to previous NTMB surveys
	Compared to Centrelink income for the HH
	Number of choices of F&V available
Percent of fruit/veg in each quality category


Stores with <70% of items available omitted when determining district averages.

	2 stores in Katherine and 1 store in Alice Springs omitted
	
	
	
	

	
	
	2009

2010

2011

2012

2014
	(81)
(82)
(83)
(62)
(61)
	 

 

 

 

 
	New system developed with different method of costing "missing" items.  Some small discrepancies with previously published NT remote store price averages.
No details of new method reported.
	As per NTMB 2003
	
	
	
	

	
	Remote SA
	2014
	(84)
	(85)
	Not reported
	Cost of total basket calculated from recorded prices
	Not reported
	Comparison to previous Sept 2013 and 2009 survey
	Not reported
	Not reported

	 IHFB
	Illawarra, NSW
	2000

2001

2003
	 
	(11, 64, 86)
(11, 64)(36)
(11, 64)(36)

	Not reported
	Price/kg used to calculate basket cost
In each suburb, average of meat, F&V price calculated from supermarket, butcher and green grocer prices
	Comparison of basket cost between suburbs
	Comparison between 2000, 2001, 2003
	Change in basket cost compared to average weekly earnings and welfare payments
	Not reported

	
	
	2005

2007
	 
	(65, 86)
(65, 86)
	
	As per IHFB 2000
	
	
	
	

	
	
	2009
	 
	(86)
	
	As per IHFB 2000
Reports that prices averaged across all outlets, assuming half of meat and F&V purchased in supermarkets.
	
	
	
	

	
	Dandenong, VIC
	2007
	(52)
	 
	
	As per IHFB 2000
	
	
	
	

	
	Adelaide, SA
	2005
	 
	(49)
	
	As per IHFB 2000
Price of meat, F&V calculated by average of supermarket, greengrocer and butcher
	
	
	
	

	VHFB
	Rural & regional VIC
	2007
	 
	(22, 51, 87)
	Not reported
	Total cost of all items calculated to give basket price
	ARIA+ analysis (0.27-2.83)
SEIFA
Distance from Melbourne
Population size/density
	Not reported
	Basket cost compared to estimated income for each HH
	Not reported

	
	Mornington Peninsula & Frankston, VIC
	2007

2008

2009
	 
	(53)
(53)
(53)
	Not reported
	Total cost of all items calculated to give basket price
	SEIFA for suburbs within the local government areas
	2007-2009 data analysed
	Basket cost compared to estimated income for each HH
	Not reported

	
	Knox, Maroondah & Yarra Ranges, VIC
	2008
	(54)
	 
	Not reported
	Cost calculated for each reference family
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Basket cost compared to estimated income for each HH
	Not reported

	
	Metropolitan Adelaide, SA
	2009
	 
	(47, 88)
	Not reported

If smaller/larger item priced, cost multiplied to match specified size
	Cost calculated for each reference family
	Low and high household income areas used to compare cost of baskets
	Not reported
	Proportion of household income needed to be spend on basket.
Affordability defined as cost of basket as % of household income.
Assumption that high-EDHI HH shop in supermarkets in high income areas and low-EDHI HH shop in low income areas.
	Scale assessment ranging from 50 (all items of good quality) to 10 (very few items of good quality)
Availability of basket items measured

	
	Southern Grampians & Glenelg, VIC
	2009

2010
	(55)
(55)
	 
	Not reported
	Cost calculated for each reference family
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of income of family on Centrelink benefits.
	Not reported

	
	Wellington LGA, VIC
	2010
	(56)
	 
	If item not available, cost of item from median priced store in area use to calculate basket cost
	Cost calculated for each reference family
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of income of family on Centrelink benefits.
	Not reported

	
	8x LGAs, VIC
	2010
	(57)
	 
	Not reported
	As per VHFB
	SEIFA used to classify each LGA
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of income of family on Centrelink benefits.
	Not reported



'less remote' 0.74-0.91


SEIFA scores:


	'low SES' 887-912
	Not reported
	As per VHFB in Metropolitan Adelaide, SA above
	Not reported

	
	Rural VIC (South Coast)
	2010
	(89)
	 
	Not reported
	As per VHFB
	Not reported
	Comparison with 2008 & 2009 data
	Cost of basket as percentage of income of family on Centrelink benefits calculated.
	Not reported

	
	
	2010
	(90)
	 
	
	
	
	Comparison with 2008, 2009 and mid-2010 data
	
	

	
	
	2013
	(91)
	 
	
	
	
	Comparison of 2010 and 2013 data
	
	

	
	Greater Bendigo, VIC
	2012
	(59)
	 
	Not reported
	As per VHFB, but cost variability of greengrocers for 10 common F&V only
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported

	
	Greater Geelong, Victoria
	2011

2012
	(60)
(60)
	 
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Suburbs ranked according to SEIFA index in relation to average SEIFA for City of Greater Geelong
	2012 data compared to 2011
	Cost of basket as percentage of income of family on Centrelink benefits calculated.
	Not reported

	
	Port Melbourne, VIC
	2014
	(92)
	 
	Not reported
	Pricing collated from all stores to provide average basket cost
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as %age of income for each HH for low, medium and high incomes
	Not reported

	
	Tasmania
	2014
	(45)
	 
	Not reported
	Basket price calculated from collected prices
	SEIFA; LGA; Statistical Area (SA); ARIA
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of income for each HH 
	Availability of items calculated

	
	2 LGAs in Tasmania
	2011
	(30)
	 
	If different size recorded, price adjusted for specified size.
Protocol for other missing data not reported
	Basket price calculated from collected prices
	SEIFA
ARIA
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of income for each HH 
	Quality of F&V

	Revised QLD HFAB
	QLD
	2014
	(18)
	 
	
	Price calculated for original HFAB and 2014 HFAB
To calculate cheapest HFAB generic prices used or brand price if no generic
	ARIA+
	Comparison of original HFAB with 2006, 2010 data
	Average cost of basket as % of income for each HH
	Availability of F&V

	H&S Basket
	Greater Western Sydney, NSW
	2011
	 
	(19, 32)
	Average cost of missing item calculated from price data reported in other collection districts
	Prices converted to unit pricing for basket cost calculation.
	Each CCD surveyed represents one quintile as ranked by SEIFA
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as %age of disposable income across income quintiles and CCD
	Not reported

	SFFA
	Western Sydney, NSW
	2006
	(21)
	 
	Average price for Chain 1 and Chain 2 calculated for each missing item
	Cost of total basket
Unit price for each item for each store calculated when comparing cost between stores
2 supermarkets with no data for entire categories excluded from total basket analysis
	SEIFA rankings grouped into 7 categories
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Quality & Variety Analysis

	Kettings
	Melbourne, Victoria plus online
	2007
	 
	(34)
	Not reported
	Purchase price of each item adjusted to account for edible portions
Unit prices used account for pack size variations between brand and generic products
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of meal plan as fraction of weekly disposable income
	Not reported

	Katoomba
	Katoomba, NSW
	(undated)
	(33)
	 
	Not reported
	Few details reported
Basket cost for each HH calculated from prices collected.
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of welfare income for each HH
	Not reported

	Meedeniya
	Rural South Australia
	1999
	(23)
	 
	If item not available, average price for that shop size substituted
	Basket price calculated from collected prices
	SEIFA
ARIA
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of welfare income 
	Average quality scores for F&V
Number of varieties of F&V


Supplemental Table 6: Results

	 

Food Pricing Tool
	 

Location
	Year
	 Source of data

 
	Type of results reported
	Cross sectional results
	Time series results
	Comparison to locations outside of data collection area
	Quality & Variety
	Affordability
	Comparison to CPI

	
	
	
	Reports
	Journal Articles
	
	Relative cost by region stratification
	Comparison by SEIFA/SES
	
	
	
	
	

	QLD HFAB
	QLD


	2000
	(20)
	(63, 72-74)
	Cost of HFAB for QLD average and ARIA category
Cost of food groups per ARIA category
Cost of tobacco & t/away foods
Availability score for F&V and better choices
%age missing items per store per ARIA category
% change between 1998 & 2000 and comparison to CPI increase
	HFAB relative cost
Highly accessible: 100%
Accessible: 104%
Mod. Accessible: 105%
Remote: 120%
Very remote: 131%
Tobacco & t/way foods relative cost
Highly accessible: 100%
accessible: 101%
Mod. Accessible 101%
Remote: 108%
Very remote: 113%
Effect of ARIA explained 58% of basket price variance, 42% of F&V&legume price variance and 28% of tobacco and t/away food price variance
	Not reported
	1998: $332.04
2000: $343.34
	Not reported
	Variety of F&V and better choices by region only graphically reported, but lower in remote & very remote stores
Availability:
very remote missing 12% items
remote missing 9% items
Other strata <5% (represented graphically)
	Not reported
	Mean % increase for QLD HFAB just below CPI

	
	
	2001
	(66)
	(63, 73, 74)
	Cost of HFAB for QLD average and ARIA category
Cost of food groups per ARIA category
Availability score for F&V and better choices
%age missing items per store per ARIA category
% change between 2001 & 2000 and comparison to CPI increase
	HFAB relative cost
Highly accessible: 100%
Very remote: 124%
Strata relative costs shown graphically
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Comparison of 2001 and 2000:
QLD 10.7% increase
Highly accessible: 10.9%
Accessible: 8.5%
Mod. Accessible: 12.8%
Remote: 7.7%
Very remote: 6.3%
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Variety of F&V and better choices by region only graphically reported, but lower in remote & very remote stores
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Mean % increase for QLD HFAB higher than CPI

	
	
	2004
	(71)
	(63, 73, 74)
	Cost of HFAB for QLD average and ARIA category
Cost of food groups per ARIA category
Availability score for F&V and better choices
%age missing items per store per ARIA category
% change between 2004, 2001 & 2000 
% change from 1998-2004
% change between 2004, 2001 & 2000 and comparison to CPI increase
	HFAB relative cost
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 129.6%
Very remote >1500km from Brisbane 13.2% higher than very remote <1500km from Brisbane
Strata relative costs shown graphically
Tobacco & less healthy foods
Major cities 100%
Very remote 114.2%
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Increases 2001-2004:
QLD 14.0%
Major cities: 13.32%
Inner regional: 14.4%
Outer regional: 15.9%
Remote: 13.9%
Very remote: 18.0%
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Variety of F&V and better choices by region only graphically reported, but lower in remote & very remote stores
Availability:
very remote missing 11% items
remote missing 11% items
Other strata represented graphically
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Mean % increase for QLD HFAB higher than CPI

	
	
	2006
	(43)
	(63, 74)
	Cost of HFAB for QLD average and ARIA category
Cost of food groups per ARIA category
Availability score for F&V and better choices
%age missing items per store per ARIA category
% change between 2006, 2004, 2001 & 2000 
% change between 2006, 2004, 2001 & 2000 and comparison to CPI increase
	HFAB relative cost
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 124.2%
Very remote <2000km from Brisbane: 114%
Very remote >2000km from Brisbane: 132.6% 
Strata relative costs shown graphically
Tobacco & less healthy foods
Major cities 100%
Very remote 122.8%
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Increases 2004-2006:
QLD 12.6%
Major cities: 11.2%
Inner regional: 17.2%
Outer regional: 14.6%
Remote: 12.2%
Very remote: 10.3%
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Variety of F&V and better choices by region only graphically reported, but lower in remote & very remote stores
Availability:
very remote missing 9% items
Other strata represented graphically
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Mean % increase for QLD HFAB higher than CPI

	
	
	2010
	(44)
	(63)
	Cost of HFAB for QLD average and ARIA category
Cost of cheapest HFAB (generic brands) per strata
Cost of food groups per ARIA category
Availability score for F&V and better choices
%age missing items per store per ARIA category
% change between 2010, 2006, 2004, 2001 & 2000 
Change between 2010, 2006, 2004, 2001 & 2000 and comparison to CPI increase
	HFAB relative cost
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 126%
Very remote <2000km from Brisbane: %
Very remote >2000km from Brisbane: 131.2% 
Strata relative costs shown graphically
Tobacco & less healthy foods
Major cities 100%
Very remote 113.9%
Cheapest HFAB compared to std
Major cities: 22.5% decrease
Very remote: 9.4% decrease 
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Increases 2006-2010:
QLD 9.7%
Major cities: 11.6%
Inner regional: 6.4%
Outer regional: 4.3%
Remote: 7.0%
Very remote: 14.8%
Increases 2000-2010:
QLD 63.3%
Major cities: 65.5%
Inner regional: 59.0%
Outer regional: 61.1%
Remote: 48.0%
Very remote: 57.8%
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Variety of F&V and better choices by region only graphically reported, but lower in remote & very remote stores
Availability:
very remote missing 9% items
Other strata represented graphically
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Mean % increase for QLD HFAB higher than CPI

	
	NSW
	2006

2008

2009
	(35) 
	(36)
(36)
(36)
	Average total basket cost and food group cost per year
Cost per ARIA+ category per year
F&V variety score per ARIA+ and SES (SEIFA) category
	Increasing basket cost with increasing remoteness in 2006, 2008, 2009, but only significant in 2009
	No association between basket cost and SES
Some association between F&V variety and SES in 2006 & 2009, but not 2008
	Average basket cost:
2006-2008: 3.4% increase
2006-2009: 6.2% decrease
	Not reported
	Greater variety of F&V in highly accessible compared to remote locations in 2006 & 2009 but not 2008
	Not reported
	Price of dairy, breads/cereals, meats increased from 2006-2009 more than CPI for "All foods". Non-core foods increased less than CPI. 

	
	Bundaberg, QLD
	2008
	(40)
	
	Cost of basket per type of food outlet (major & minor supermarkets, convenience stores and petrol stations)
Cost of F&V per type of food outlet
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Availability of basket items better in supermarkets than minor supermarkets, convenience stores or petrol stations.
	Basket cost was 26% of average weekly earnings (but may be more as likely AWE less in Bundaberg region)
	Not reported

	
	Zillmere, QLD
	2008
	(39)
	 
	Cost of basket per major/minor supermarket
Cost of tobacco & unhealthy items
Comparison of brand and homebrand items
Availability of F&V and better nutritional choices
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	1 of 8 stores stocked all basket items
	Basket cost was 56% of average weekly earnings 
	Not reported



Comparison to cost of QLD HFAB in 11 supermarkets in Banyule (urban Melbourne unpublished data by same author as this study):

	No significant difference
	Basket contents significantly less likely to be available in one-store town with an independent store
	Not reported
	Not reported

	
	Yarra, VIC
	(no date)
	 
	(31)
	Cost of basket and food groups per suburb and per type of food outlet
Availability of items per suburb and per type of food outlet
	Mean basket cost:
Richmond and Fitzroy not statistically different
Collingwood significantly higher than Richmond.
Geographic location explained 54% of variance in basket price
Type of food outlet had non-significant effect on price variance
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Availability of Ethnic food specialties were lowest as diversity of food available reflected ethnicities not reflected in high rise estates
Richmond had significantly more varieties of F&V & legumes & better nutritional choices
	Not reported
	Not reported

	WA FACS
	WA


	2010
	(28)
	(75)
	QLD HFAB basket and food group cost per ARIA category
NTMB food group cosst per ARIA category
Overall basket affordability
Availability of all foods priced
Average quality score by ARIA category
	Increase of QLD HFAB items per ARIA:
Very remote 23.5% greater than Major cities
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Overall quality of F&V lower in remote areas.
Smaller stores and community stores showed less product availability.
	Proportion of income required to purchase meal plan:
Couple family
Welfare income 47%
Average income 16%
	Not reported

	
	
	2013
	(37)
	 
	QLD HFAB basket and food group cost per ARIA category
Comparison with 2010 basket and food group cost
Availability of 'own brands'
Overall basket affordability
Availability of F&V varieties by ARIA
Number of missing items by ARIA
Average quality score of F&V by ARIA category
	Comparison of QLD HFAB items per ARIA:
Very remote 26.1% greater than Major cities
	As per WA FACS 2010
Not reported
	Comparison of basket cost from 2010-2013:
WA: 2.9% increase
Major cities: 2.5%
Inner regional: 4.7%
Outer regional: 10.0%
Remote: 8.8%
Very remote: 7.0%
	As per WA FACS 2010
Not reported
	Overall quality of F&V lower in remote areas.
Average number of own brand items less with increasing remoteness
Smaller stores and community stores showed less product availability.
	Proportion of income required to purchase meal plan:
Couple family
Welfare income 44%
Low income 23%
Average income 14%
Single parent family
Welfare income 36%
Low income 25%
Average income 24%
	Not reported

	NTMB
	NT
	2003
	(24)
	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2003 to 2002 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 1998-2003 re basket cost
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 124%, CS 96%
Katherine: SU 120%, CS 93%
East Arnhem: SU 134%, CS 104%
Alice Springs: SU 124%, CS 96%%
Barkly: SU 135%, CS 104%
NT av: SU 126%, CS 97%
	Not reported
	Comparison to 2002 for remote stores:
Darwin: 4% inc
Katherine: 2% inc
East Arnhem: 7% inc
Alice Springs: 3% inc
Barkly: 5% inc
NT av.: 4% inc
Comparison to 2002 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 5% inc
Katherine: 6% inc
East Arnhem: 18% inc
Alice Springs: 6% inc
Barkly: 3% inc
NT av.: 8% inc
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 17% from 1998-2003
1999 4%, 2000 1%, 2001 5%, 2002 2%, 2003 4%
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 23% from 1998-2003
	Not reported




Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
1998 41% higher
1999 32% higher
2000 37% higher
2001 37% higher
2002 27% higher
2003 26% higher
	Average of 7 fresh fruit choices and 12 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 77% fruit and 76% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 96% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 26/61 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 27%
Remote communities: 35%


Proportion of income needed to purchase basket has remained fairly constant since 1998
	Not reported

	
	
	2004
	(76)
	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2004 to 2003 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 1998-2004 re basket cost
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 120%, CS 111%
Katherine: SU 123%, CS 114%
East Arnhem: SU 127%, CS 118%
Alice Springs: SU 128%, CS 119%%
Barkly: SU 145%, CS 134%
NT av: SU 127%, CS 118%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2003 for remote stores:
Darwin: 2% dec
Katherine: 4% inc
East Arnhem: 4% dec
Alice Springs: 5% inc
Barkly: 9% inc
NT av.: 3% inc
Comparison to 2003 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 1% inc
Katherine: 7% inc
East Arnhem: 5% inc
Alice Springs: 13% inc
Barkly: 2% inc
NT av.: 5% inc
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 20% from 1998-2004
1999 4%, 2000 1%, 2001 5%, 2002 2%, 2003 4%, 2% 2004
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 29% from 1998-2004
	Not reported




Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
1998 41% higher
1999 32% higher
2000 37% higher
2001 37% higher
2002 27% higher
2003 26% higher
2004 27% higher
	Average of 7 fresh fruit choices and 13 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 82% fruit and 86% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 97% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 24/60 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 28%
Remote communities: 35%


Proportion of income needed to purchase basket has remained fairly constant since 1998
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported

	
	
	2005
	(77)
	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2005 to 2004 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 1998-2005 re basket cost
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 126%, CS 100%
Katherine: SU 129%, CS 102%
East Arnhem: SU 132%, CS 104%
Alice Springs: SU 132%, CS 104%%
Barkly: SU 153%, CS 121%
NT av: SU 132%, CS 104%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2004 for remote stores:
Darwin: 1% inc
Katherine: 1% dec
East Arnhem: 1% dec
Alice Springs: 1% dec
Barkly: 2% inc
NT av.: 1% dec
Comparison to 2003 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 4% dec
Katherine: 3% dec
East Arnhem: 6% dec
Alice Springs: 5% dec
Barkly: 3% inc
NT av.: 3% dec
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 20% from 1998-2005
1999 4%, 2000 1%, 2001 5%, 2002 2%, 2003 4%, 2% 2004, 1% decrease 2005
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 25% from 1998-2005
	Not reported




Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
1998 41% higher
1999 32% higher
2000 37% higher
2001 37% higher
2002 27% higher
2003 26% higher
2004 27% higher
2005 32% higher
	Average of 8 fresh fruit choices and 15 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 81% fruit and 80% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 96% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 24/66 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 25%
Remote communities: 34%


Proportion of income needed to purchase basket has remained fairly constant since 1998
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported


Ownership/management & employee characteristics








% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores



Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:



East Arnhem: SU 127%, CS 118%


Alice Springs: SU 128%, CS 118%%


Barkly: SU 156%, CS 144%


NT av: SU 129%, CS 119%


As per NTMB 2003


Comparison to 2005 for remote stores:


Darwin: 12% inc


Katherine: 8% inc


East Arnhem: 8% inc


Barkly: 14% inc


Comparison to 2005 for district centre supermarkets:


Katherine: 14% inc


East Arnhem: 10% inc


Alice Springs: 26% inc


NT av.: 16% inc


Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 31% from 1998-2006


Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:

1998 41% higher

1999 32% higher

2000 37% higher

2001 37% higher

2002 27% higher

2003 26% higher

2004 27% higher

2005 32% higher


Average of 7 fresh fruit choices and 14 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.


Average of 86% fruit and 82% veg rated 'good' in quality survey


Basket cost as % of family income:

Darwin: 28%

Remote communities: 36%


As per NTMB 2003

	Not reported

	
	
	2007
	(79)

	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2007 to 2006 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 1998-2007 re basket cost
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 114%, CS 117%
Katherine: SU 114%, CS 117%
East Arnhem: SU 120%, CS 123%
Alice Springs: SU 112%, CS 114%
Barkly: SU 138%, CS 141%
NT av: SU 117%, CS 120%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2006 for remote stores:
Darwin: 2% inc
Katherine: 4% inc
East Arnhem: 6% inc
Alice Springs: 2% dec
Barkly: 1% dec
NT av: 2% inc
Comparison to 2006 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 12% inc
Katherine: 0% steady
East Arnhem: 5% inc
Alice Springs: 5% dec
Barkly: 1% dec
NT av: 2% inc
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 33% from 1998-2007
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 48% from 1998-2007
	Not reported


Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
1998 41% higher
1999 32% higher
2000 37% higher
2001 37% higher
2002 27% higher
2003 26% higher
2004 27% higher
2005 32% higher
2006 29% higher
2007 17% higher
	Average of 8 fresh fruit choices and 15 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 90% fruit and 88% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 96% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 21/66 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 30%
Remote communities: 35%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported

	
	
	2008
	(80)

	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2008 to 2007 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 1998-2008 re basket cost
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 121%, CS 116%
Katherine: SU 127%, CS 123%
East Arnhem: SU 131%, CS 127%
Alice Springs: SU 116%, CS 112%
Barkly: SU 134%, CS 129%
NT av: SU 123%, CS 119%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2007 for remote stores:
Darwin: 3% inc
Katherine: 9% inc
East Arnhem: 7% inc
Alice Springs: 2% inc
Barkly: 5% dec
NT av: 4% inc
Comparison to 2007 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 2% dec
Katherine: 4% inc
East Arnhem: 8% inc
Alice Springs: 9% inc
Barkly: 9% inc
NT av: 5% inc
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 39% from 1998-2008
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 56% from 1998-2008
	Not reported


Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
1998 41% higher
1999 32% higher
2000 37% higher
2001 37% higher
2002 27% higher
2003 26% higher
2004 27% higher
2005 32% higher
2006 29% higher
2007 17% higher
2008 23% higher
	Average of 8 fresh fruit choices and 15 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 87% fruit and 89% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 93% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 17/66 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 28%
Remote communities: 35%
	Shown graphically for remote stores (slightly higher than CPI) and a Darwin supermarket (markedly higher than CPI).

	
	
	2009
	(81)
	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2009 to 2008 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 2000-2009 re basket cost
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 121%, CS 122%
Katherine: SU 130%, CS 131%
East Arnhem: SU 134%, CS 135%
Alice Springs: SU 122%, CS 123%
Barkly: not calculated 
NT av: SU 126%, CS 127%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2008 for remote stores:
Darwin: 6% inc
Katherine: 7% inc
East Arnhem: 9% inc
Alice Springs: 7% inc
Barkly: not calculated
NT av: 7% inc
Comparison to 2008 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 7% dec
Katherine: 0% steady
East Arnhem: 0% steady
Alice Springs: 6% dec
Barkly: not calculated
NT av: 0% steady
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 43% from 2000-2009
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 48% from 2000-2009
	Not reported

Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
2000 39% higher
2001 38% higher
2002 29% higher
2003 27% higher
2004 28% higher
2005 33% higher
2006 29% higher
2007 18% higher
2008 27% higher
2009 27% higher
Note change in data analysis re missing items, thus differences from previously reported figures
	Average of 10 fresh fruit choices and 17 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 91% fruit and 90% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 96% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 30/65 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 29%
Remote communities: 37%
	Shown graphically for remote stores (slightly higher than CPI) and a Darwin supermarket (markedly higher than CPI).

	
	
	2010
	(82)
	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2010 to 2009 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 2000-2010 re basket cost
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 145%, CS 110%
Katherine: SU 142%, CS 108%
East Arnhem: SU 152%, CS 115%
Alice Springs: SU 138%, CS 105%
Barkly: SU 148%, CS 112%
NT av: SU 143%, CS 109%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2009 for remote stores:
Darwin: 6% inc
Katherine: 3% dec
East Arnhem: <1% dec
Alice Springs: <1% dec
Barkly: not calculated
NT av: <1% dec
Comparison to 2009 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 12% dec
Katherine: 6% dec
East Arnhem: 11% dec
Alice Springs: 14% dec
Barkly: not calculated
NT av: 11% dec
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 43% from 2000-2010
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 34% from 2000-2010
	Not reported


Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
2000 39% higher
2001 38% higher
2002 29% higher
2003 27% higher
2004 28% higher
2005 33% higher
2006 29% higher
2007 18% higher
2008 27% higher
2009 27% higher
2010 43% higher
	Average of 10 fresh fruit choices and 16 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 88% fruit and 89% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 95% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 31/76 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 25%
Remote communities: 36%
	Shown graphically for remote stores and a Darwin supermarket  with little difference b/n food basket cost and projected cost using CPI increases since 2000.


Ownership/management & employee characteristics


Comparison of quality of F&V per district


Average number of varieties of selected foods in remote stores 2000-2011


Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs


Availability of basket items in remote stores


Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores


Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store

% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores


Comparison of 2011 to 2010 re cost, F&V availability


Comparison of 2000-2011 re basket cost


Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:



East Arnhem: SU 151%, CS 133%


Barkly: SU 149%, CS 131%


NT av: SU 145%, CS 128%


As per NTMB 2003


Comparison to 2010 for remote stores:


Katherine: 10% inc


East Arnhem: 10% inc


Barkly: 11% inc


Comparison to 2010 for district centre supermarkets:

Darwin: 10% inc


Katherine: 11% inc


East Arnhem: 18% inc


Barkly: 29% inc


NT av: 19% inc


Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 59% from 2000-2011


Not reported


Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:


2000 39% higher


2001 38% higher


2003 27% higher




2007 18% higher



2010 43% higher


Average of 9 fresh fruit choices and 17 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.

Average of 91% fruit and 89% veg rated 'good' in quality survey


Basket cost as % of family income:

Darwin: 26%


Shown graphically for remote stores and a Darwin supermarket  for food basket cost and projected cost using CPI increases since 2000.


Larger difference for remote stores than Darwin supermarket

	

	
	
	2012
	(62)
	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Average number of varieties of selected foods in remote stores 2000-2012
Number of varieties per vegetable subgroup
Presence or absence of at least one variety of legumes (dried/canned, not including baked beans)
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2011 to 2010 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 2000-2011 re basket cost
Comparison over 2000-2011 of cost of selected items in remote stores ("healthier" items of canned meat&veg meal and apple, "unhealthy" meal of pie and coke, and tobacco products)
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 148%, CS 120%
Katherine: SU 150%, CS 122%
East Arnhem: SU 155%, CS 125%
Alice Springs: SU 147%, CS 120%
Barkly: SU 143%, CS 116%
NT av: SU 149%, CS 121%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2011 for remote stores:
Darwin: 8% dec
Katherine: 4% dec
East Arnhem: 7% dec
Alice Springs: 7% dec
Barkly: 12% dec
NT av: 7% dec
Comparison to 2011 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 9% dec
Katherine: 4% dec
East Arnhem: 22% dec
Alice Springs: 12% dec
Barkly: 15% dec
NT av: 13% dec
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 49% from 2000-2012
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 39% from 2000-2012
	Not reported


Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
2000 39% higher
2001 38% higher
2002 29% higher
2003 27% higher
2004 28% higher
2005 33% higher
2006 29% higher
2007 18% higher
2008 27% higher
2009 27% higher
2010 43% higher
2011 45% higher
2012 49% higher
	Average of 10 fresh fruit choices and 17 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 91% fruit and 89% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 94% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 16/73 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 23%
Remote communities: 35%
	Shown graphically for remote stores and a Darwin supermarket  for food basket cost and projected cost using CPI increases since 2000.

Larger difference for remote stores than Darwin supermarket

	
	
	2014
	(61)
	 
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Average number of varieties of selected foods in remote stores 2000-2012
Number of varieties per vegetable subgroup
Presence or absence of at least one variety of legumes (dried/canned, not including baked beans)
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2014 to 2013 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 2000-2014 re basket cost
Comparison over 2000-2014 of cost of selected items in remote stores ("healthier" items of canned meat&veg meal and apple, "unhealthy" meal of pie and coke, and tobacco products)
Difference in cost of perishable & non-perishable foods 2000-2014 in remote stores
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket:
Darwin: 148%
Katherine: 151%
East Arnhem: 161%
Alice Springs: 155%
Barkly: 156%
NT av: 153%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2013 for remote stores:
Darwin: 3% inc
Katherine: 3% inc
East Arnhem: 11% inc
Alice Springs: 5% inc
Barkly: 11% inc
NT av: 5% inc
Comparison to 2013 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 3% inc
Katherine: 0% steady
East Arnhem: 7% dec
Alice Springs: 6% inc
Barkly: 1% inc
NT av: <1% inc
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 61% from 2000-2014

Average cost of basket for NT district supermarkets is 45% from 2000-2014

Average cost of basket for NT district corner stores is 68% from 2000-2014
	Not reported


Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
2000 39% higher
2001 38% higher
2002 29% higher
2003 27% higher
2004 28% higher
2005 33% higher
2006 29% higher
2007 18% higher
2008 27% higher
2009 27% higher
2010 43% higher
2011 45% higher
2012 49% higher
2013 49% higher
2014 53% higher
	Average of 12 fresh fruit choices and 17 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 88% fruit and 86% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 95% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 20/79 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 22%
Remote communities: 34%
	Shown graphically for remote stores and a Darwin supermarket  for food basket cost and projected cost using CPI increases since 2000.

Larger difference for remote stores than Darwin supermarket

	
	Remote SA
	2014
	(84)
	(85)
	Cost of basket per store
Cost of basket since 2009
Cost of F&V 2012, 2013, 2014
	Not reported

Basket cost from Mai Wiru stores 35% more than large Alice Springs supermarket.
Basket cost from Mai Wiru stores 14% more than small Alice Springs supermarket.
	Not reported
	Average basket cost from 2013-2014
Mai Wiru stores: 0.3% increase
Other community stores : 7.2% increase and 2.6% decrease
Alice Springs stores:
6.0% increase & 3.9% decrease
Average difference in cost of basket in Mai Wiru and Alice Springs since 2008: 9% decrease
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported


Cost of basket per suburb

Change in cost over 2000-2003


Average IFHB cost:


12.1% increase


2001-2003: 0.8% increase


Average IFHB cost as an index:


2000: 100.0


2001: 111.3


Average cost increases from 2000-2003 for food groups:


Extras: 10.5% inc


Fruit: 15.0% inc


Vegetables: 19.8% inc


Comparison to other surveys:

2000-2001:

QLD HFAB 10.7% increase


Cost of IHFB:


CPI all food groups: 10-13% inc, except meat & seafood 21.7% inc


Veg & meat:


Breads & cereals:


IHFB minimal inc

	CPI 12.1% inc



	
	
	2005

2007
	
	(65, 86)
	Cost of basket per suburb
Change in cost over 2000-2007 for whole basket and food groups
Cost of meat, eggs, F&V between supermarket and butcher+green grocer per suburb
	Not reported
	No consistent pattern between SES andd basket cost
	Average IFHB cost:
2000-2007: 20.4% increase
2005-2007: 2.9% increase
Difference in basket cost if meat & F&V purchased from butcher & green grocer:
2005: 3.4% decrease
2007: 3.5% decrease
Average IFHB cost as an index:
2000: 100.0
2001: 111.3
2003: 112.1
2007: 120.4
Average cost increases from 2000-2007 for food groups:
Extras: 22.7% inc
Fruit: 47.2% inc
Vegetables: 55.7% inc
	QLD HFAB:
2000-2006 42.7%
IHFB:
2000-2007 20.4%
	As per IHFB 2000
Not reported
	Cost of IHFB:
2001: 31.9% of av. Weekly earnings, 33.3% of welfare payments
2007: 28.0% of av. Weekly earnings, 29.4% of welfare payments
	CPI for food: 31.9% inc
IHFB: 20.4% inc

	
	
	2009
	
	(86)
	Cost of IHFB compared to average weekly earnings and welfare payments
% change in cost of food groups and total basket from 2000-2009
	Not reported
	No consistent pattern between SES andd basket cost
	Average IFHB cost:
2000-2009: 38.4% increase
Average cost increases from 2000-2009 for food groups:
Fruit: 64%% inc
All other food groups from graph are ~15-40% increase
	Not reported
	As per IHFB 2000
Not reported
	Cost of IHFB:
2000: 29.8% of average weekly earnings (AWE), 31.2% of welfare payments
2001: 31.9% AWE, 33.3% of welfare 
2003: 29.2% AWE, 31.3% of welfare
2005: 28.2% AWE, 31.3% of welfare
2007: 28% AWE, 29.4% of welfare
2009: 30.2% AWE, 30.0% of welfare
	CPI for food: 37.6% inc
IHFB: 38.4% inc

	
	Dandenong, VIC
	2007
	(52)
	 
	Cost of IHFB in supermarkets
Cost of F&V in supermarkets, greengrocers and market
Comparison to 2006 IHFB in CGD of basket, F&V
Comparison to CPI
	Not reported

Cost of IHFB in CGD supermarkets:
$219.32-$326.83
Average: $284.13
	Not reported
	Average IFHB cost:
2006: $296.50
2007: $284.13
If price of bananas excluded, cost of IHFB in 2007 has increased 6.7%

2006 F&V relative cost:
Market $1
Supermarket $1.45
Greengrocer $1.25
2007 F&V relative cost:
Market $1
Supermarket $1.39
Greengrocer $1.11
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	CPI 2006-2007:1.9% inc for all foods
IHFB 2006-2007 (excl. bananas): 6.7% inc
CPI 2006-2007 F&V: approx 9% inc

For F&V (excl. bananas) 2006-2007:
supermarkets 5.4% inc
Greengrocers 6.1% dec
Market 6.5% dec

	
	Adelaide, SA
	2005
	 
	(49)
	Cost of IHFB in each suburb
Cost dependent on type of shop
Availability of items
Affordability
	Not reported
Cost of IHFB in Adelaide suburbs:
$224.17-$271.87
Average: $245.63
	Tendancy for prices to be higher in high-SES an lower in low-SES area, but pattern not clear.
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Availability reported qualitatively only.
	Cost of IHFB requires 35% of AWE and 31% of welfare payments
	Not reported

	VHFB
	Rural and regional Victoria
	2007
	 
	(22, 51, 87)
	Average cost of VHFB, cost per store
Comparison of cost by ARIA
Comparison of cost by SEIFA
Comparison of cost by distance from Melbourne
Comparison of cost by population density
Comparison of cost by supermarket chain brand
%income to purchase basket for HH
Median cost of food groups
	No significant correlation of basket cost to ARIA
No significant correlation of basket cost to distance from Melbourne
No significant correlation of basket cost to population density
	No significant correlation of basket cost to SEIFA (limited range of SEIFA scores)
Basket cost in independent store significantly higher than in supermarkets
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	%Income of reference family to purchase VHFB:
HH1 - 40%
HH2 - 37%
HH3 - 19%
HH4 - 29%
	Not reported

	
	Mornington Peninsula & Frankston, VIC
	2007

2008

2009
	
	(53)
(53)
(53)

	Cost of VHFB as % HH income
Comparison of cost of VHFB in supermarket chain type
	Significant correlation of basket cost and suburb in 2007
No significant correlation of basket cost to suburb in 2008 & 2009
	Significant moderate correlation between basket cost and SEIFA in 2007, 2009
No significant correlationof basket cost and SEIFA in 2008
	Cost of VHFB increased by 6% from 2007-2009

Large private chain supermarkets cheaper than smaller independent supermarkets
	Not reported
	Not reported
	%Income of reference family to purchase VHFB:
2007
HH1 - 40%
HH2 - 36%
HH3 - 18%
HH4 - 29%
2008
HH1 - 37%
HH2 - 32%
HH3 - 18%
HH4 - 29%
2009
HH1 - 34%
HH2 - 30%
HH3 - 18%
HH4 - 29%
	Not reported


Cost of VHFB in each LGA for each HH


% welfare income of HH to purchase basket in Maroondah:

HH1 - 35%

HH2 - 31%

HH3 - 17%

HH4 - 27%

% welfare income of HH to purchase basket in Knox

HH1 - 37%

HH2 - 32%

HH3 - 18%

HH4 - 28%

% welfare income of HH to purchase basket in Maroondah:

HH1 - 38%

HH2 - 33%

HH3 - 18%

	HH4 - 29%
	Not reported

	
	Metropolitan Adelaide, SA
	2009
	
	(47, 88)
	Cost of basket per HH from supermarkets by low and high income areas
Cost of basket per HH from supermarkets & specialty shops by low and high income areas
Proportion of welfare or EDHI spent on basket per low and high income areas per HH
Availability of food items
Mean quality scores of F&V
Comparison of % of core and non-core foods promoted in supermarkets in low and high income areas
	Not reported
	For all HH, no statistical difference in cost of basket in low and high income areas
	Not reported
	Not reported
	No statistically significant difference between quality scores of F&V in supermarkets in high and low income areas. Greengrocers similar

Overall quality 45-48/50
	% welfare income of reference family to purchase basket:
HH1 - 33.0%
HH2 - 29.1%
HH3 - 17.4%
HH4 - 28.6%
% EDHI income spent on basket in low income areas:
HH1: 28.3%
HH2: 25.6%
HH4: 18.6%
% EDHI income spent on basket in high income areas:
HH1: 8.9%
HH2: 8.0%
HH4: 5.9%
	Not reported

	
	Southern Grampians & Glenelg, Victoria
	2009

2010
	(55)
(55)

	 
	Availability of basket items in stores
Average basket cost per HH
% income spent for basket per HH
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported

Availability of basket items:
Major chain supermarkets 100%
Independent supermarkets 86-100%
General or convenience store 32-77%

Unhealthy items (soft drink & chocolate bar) available at all stores
	Median % income required to purchase basket in Glenelg:
HH1: 35%
HH2: 32%
HH3: 17%
HH4: 31%
Median % income required to purchase basket in Southern Grampians
HH1: 34%
HH2: 30%
HH3: 18%
HH4: 29%


	Not reported

	
	Wellington VIC
	2010
	(56)
	 
	Availability of basket items in stores
Maximum, median and minimum cost of basket per HH
Average cost of basket per store type
Maximum, median and minimum % of unemployment benefit spent per HH for basket
	Not reported

VHFB cost most from general store in a lone store town, least from chain supermarket in town with choices of stores to shop.
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Quality not reported

11 stores in 6 towns had all basket items
67% of store had >80% of basket
	Median % income required to purchase basket:
HH1: 34.6%
HH2: 31.8%
HH3: 13.1%
HH4: 23.4%
	Not reported

	
	8x LGAs, Victoria
	2010
	(57)
	 
	Median cost of basket for each HH for each LGA
Median % of income required to purchase basket for each HH for each LGA
	Not reported
	No relationship between LGA SEIFA and cost of basket
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	% income required to purchase basket:
HH1: 31-33%
HH2: 27-29%
HH3: 27-30%
HH4: 15-16%
	Not reported

	
	Rural South Australia
	2010
	 
	(93)
	Cost and affordability of basket cost per rural town
Comparison with metro Adelaide data
	Basket cost higher in more remote areas than less remote, but not statistically significant
Affordability not significantly different between more and less remote
	Basket cost in high SES compared to low SES not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of basket in rural area significantly higher than in metro areas (Wong et al)
Affordability not statistically different in rural areas to metro areas
	Not reported
	Households in lower SES areas spend ~3x higher proportion of income on basket than households in higher SES areas
	Not reported

	
	South Coast VIC
	2010
	(89, 91)
	 
	Availability of basket items in stores
Average cost of basket per HH
Average cost of basket per store type
% of income spent per HH for basket
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Change in basket cost for each HH 2008-2009:
HH1: 4.5% increase
HH2: 4.5% increase
HH3: 3.0% increase
HH4: 4.3% increase
Change in basket cost for each HH 2009-2010:
HH1: 1.3% decrease
HH2: 1.6% decrease
HH3: 0.7% decrease
HH4: 0.01% decrease
	% income required for mean basket cost in South Coast in 2008:
HH1: 45%
HH2: 41%
HH3: 21%
HH4: 33%
% income required for mean basket cost in Outer East in 2008:
HH1: 37%
HH2: 32%
HH3: 18%
HH4: 28%
	Quality not reported

Of 32 towns only 13 had a store with all basket items
45% of store had >90% of basket
8 stores in 2008, 12 in 2009, 19 in 2010 could supply all items 
	% income required to purchase basket at lowest price store:
HH1: 24.7%
HH2: 23.8%
HH3: 13.5%
HH4: 19.1%
% income required to purchase basket at highest price store:
HH1: 62%
HH2: 57.9%
HH3: 24.8%
HH4: 54.2%
	Not reported

	
	South Coast VIC
	2010
	(90, 91)
	 
	Availability of basket items in stores
Average cost of basket per HH
Average cost of basket per store type
% of income spent per HH for basket
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Change in basket cost for each HH July 2010 to Dec 2010:
HH1: 4.5% increase
HH2: 4.9% increase
HH3: 4.4% increase
HH4: 4.0% increase
	% income required for mean basket cost in South Coast in 2010:
HH1: 42%
HH2: 41%
HH3: 17%
HH4: 32%
% income required for mean basket cost in Outer East in 2008:
HH1: 37%
HH2: 32%
HH3: 18%
HH4: 28%
	Quality not reported

Of 30 towns only 8 had a store with all basket items
54% of store had >90% of basket
8 stores in 2008, 12 in 2009, 19 in July 2010, 11 in Dec 2010 could supply all items 
	% income required to purchase basket at lowest price store:
HH1: 26%
HH2: 25%
HH3: 10.3%
HH4: 20.1%
% income required to purchase basket at highest price store:
HH1: 58%
HH2: 56.9%
HH3: 22.9%
HH4: 42.6%
	Not reported

	
	South Coast VIC
	2013
	(91)
	 
	Cost of basket for typical family in each store
Variation of basket cost per store type for 2010 and 2013
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Shown graphically, cost increased for all store types except local general stores
	Not reported
	Quality not reported

10 of 24 stores had missing items in 2010
2 of 24 stores had missing items in 2013
	% Centrelink benefits for typical family:
2010 37%
2013: 37%
	Not reported

	
	Greater Bendigo, VIC
	2012
	(59)
	
	Average basket cost, range of basket cost
Comparison of supermarket chains (brief)
Range of cost of F&V at greengrocers and comparison with supermarkets
	"outer areas" more expensive than supermarkets in Bendigo for basket and F&V
Supermarkets more expensive than greengrocers for F&V
	Not reported
	Not reported
	not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported


Average price of basket in City of Greater Geelong


Quality not reported

Availability of basket items:

50% of suburbs below CoGG SEIFA average did not have a supermarket providing all basket items.


% of income required to purchase basket for HH1:

2011: 37%

2012: 34%

HH2:

2011: 32%

2012: 30%

HH3:

2011: 17%

2012: 17%

HH4:

2011: 32%

	2012: 31%
	Not reported

	
	Port Melbourne, VIC
	2014
	(92)
	
	Average basket cost as % of income per HH per income bracket 
Availability of basket items
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	% of income to purchase basket for low income bracket:
HH1: 48%
HH2: 33%
HH3: 12%
HH4: 15%
% of income to purchase basket for medium income bracket:
HH1: 19%
HH2: 13%
HH3: 5%
HH4: 6%% of income to purchase basket for high income bracket:
HH1: 12%
HH2: 8%
HH3: 3%
HH4: 4%
	Not reported

	
	TAS
	2014
	(45)
	
	Availability, cost, affordability of basket per HH in state
Cost of basket per LGA per HH
Availability and cost of basket per SA4 per HH
Availability and cost of basket per ARIA per HH
	Many tables of data showing basket prices for SA4 regions and ARIA.  No proportionate comparisons.
	Basket cost lower in major supermarkets regardless of SEIFA
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Availability lower in general & convenience stores than major supermarkets
	% of income to purchase baskett:
HH1: 
22-30% at major supermarket
28-42% at other stores
HH2:
23% at major supermarket
29% minor supermarket
32% general & convenience stores
HH3:
14% at major supermarket
11% minor supermarket
16% general & convenience stores
HH4:
21% at major supermarket
27% minor supermarket
30% general & convenience stores
	Not reported

	
	2 LGAs in TAS
	2011
	(30)
	
	Median cost of basket for each HH for each LGA and combined
Median % of income required to purchase basket for each HH for each LGA and combined
Median cost of basket for each HH by food outlet category
Median cost of food groups for each HH for each LGA and combined
Mean quality score per ARIA and SEIFA
Availability of F&V per ARIA and SEIFA
	Cost of each basket per HH per LGA shown tabulated
	No significant correlation of basket cost to SEIFA 
	Not reported
	Not reported
	No statistically significant difference between quality scores of F&V in stores by either ARIA or SEIFA

Overall quality 46/50
	% of income to purchase basket for Clarence on welfare:
HH1: 46%
HH2: 42%
HH3: 17%
HH4: 33%
% of income to purchase basket for Dorset on welfare:
HH1: 43%
HH2: 40%
HH3: 16%
HH4: 32%
% of income to purchase basket for Clarence on AWE:
HH1: 22%
HH2: 15%
% of income to purchase basket for Dorset on AWE:
HH1: 15%
HH2: 14%
	Not reported

	Revised QLD HFAB
	QLD
	2014
	(18)
	 
	Cost of HFAB for each HH per QLD average and each ARIA+ strata
Cost of cheapest HFAB (generic brands) per HH per strata
Cost of each food group per HH per strata
Comparison of cost of QLD HFAB items and Revised QLD HFAB items in total, cheapest and by food group per strata
Number of missing items in QLD HFAB and Revised QLD HFAB
%age of stores with missing items in QLD HFAB and Revised QLD HFAB
Cost of unhealthy foods & tobacco per strata
Comparison of cost of QLD HFAB & food groups between 2006, 2010 & 2014
Comparison of number of missing items from 2006, 2010, 2014
	Revised HFAB relative cost
HH1 (6 people)
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 126.5%
HH2 (4 people)
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 126.6%
HH3 (3 people)
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 126.6%
HH4 (2 people)
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 127.4%
HH5 (1 person)
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 126.9%
Cheapest HFAB for HH1
QLD av. : 17.5% decrease
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Changes in cost 2010-2014 for QLD  HFAB:
Major cities: 5.8% decrease
Inner regional: 4.2% decrease
Outer regional: 6.2% decrease
Remote: 2.5% increase
Very remote: 2.4% decrease

Increases 2000-2010:
QLD 63.3%
Major cities: 65.5%
Inner regional: 59.0%
Outer regional: 61.1%
Remote: 48.0%
Very remote: 57.8%
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Vegetable availability:
Major cities: 15/15 varieties
Inner regional: 14.9/15
Outer regional 14.7/15
Remote: 14.7/15
Very remote: 13.6/15
Fruit availability:
Major cities: 12.3/15 varieties
Inner regional: 12.9/15
Outer regional 11.2/15
Remote: 10.9/15
Very remote: 10.6/15
Missing items from 2014 HFAB:
Major cities: 2.7%
Inner regional: 5.1%
Outer regional 5.3%
Remote: 5.3%
Very remote: 10.8%
	Proportion of income required to purchase Revised QLD HFAB, QLD average:
HH1 24.3%
HH2 21.6%
HH3 21.4%
HH4 17.1%
HH5 23.6%
Major cities:
HH1 23.9%
HH2 21.4%
HH3 21.1%
HH4 16.9%
HH5 23.2%
Very remote:
HH1 30.3%
HH2 27.1%
HH3 26.7%
HH4 21.5%
HH5 29.6%
	Mean % change for Revised QLD HFAB was 1.3% decrease, compared to 1.6% increase of CPI

	H&S Basket
	Greater Western Sydney, NSW
	2011
	 
	(19, 32)
	Average cost of typical and H&S basket in five levels of neighbourhood disadvantage
Comparison of food group cost across three types of food systems (supermarket, small supermarket/convenience stores, food coops/farmer's markets)
Affordability across income quintiles
	Not reported
	Average cost of H&S basket higher than typical in all five CCDs.  Largest difference in most disadvantaged ares.
Average cost of H&S basket highest in middle SEIFA area, lowest in second most disadvantaged SEIFA area. 
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	% of income needed to purchase basket across all CCDs:
Lowest income quintile HH:
typical basket: 33-44% 
H&S basket: 40-48% 
Highest income quintile HH:
typical basket: 6-8%
H&S basket: 8-9%
	Not reported

	SFFA
	Western Sydney, NSW
	2006
	(21)
	 
	Comparison of cost by grouped SEIFA - total basket, F&V
Comparison of supermarket chains - total basket and food groups
Availability by SEIFA
Missing items by food group
F&V quality by SEIFA
	Not reported
	Food basket cost by grouped SEIFA (std dev):
750-849: $220.35
850-899: $206.80 (2.7)
900-949: $214.06 (4.9)
950-999: $212.37 (9.7)
1000-1049: $224.20 (14.0)
1050-1099: $220.95 (2.6)
1100-1160: $220.54 (9.4)
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Average availability:

750-849: 98%
850-899: 98%
900-949: 99%
950-999: 99%
1000-1049: 96.5%
1050-1099: 84%
1100-1160: 92.5%
	Not reported
	Not reported

	Kettings
	Melbourne, VIC
	2007
	 
	(34)
	Total cost of meal plan for market and generic brands for each HH
Cost of food groups for meal plan
% of income to purchase meal plan
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of meal plan for welfare dependent family: 
HH1: 44% (38% with generics)
HH2: 39% (34% with generics)
Cost of meal plan for average wage family:
HH1: 18% (16% with generics)
HH2: 25% (22% with generics)
	Not reported

	Katoomba 
	Katoomba, NSW
	(undated)
	(33)
	 
	Lowest possible cost of food basket for each HH
Range of cost of food basket for each HH
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	% of income needed to purchase lowest cost basket:
HH1: 22%
HH2: 20.7%
HH3: 23.9%
Range in cost of basket as % total income:
HH1: 24.1-27.9%
HH2: 22.4-24.4%
HH3: 24.6-28.8%
(Unclear why lowest cost falls outside this range)
	Not reported

	Meedeniya
	Rural South Australia
	1999
	(23)
	 
	Cost of basket and relative cost of basket to cost in Adelaide
Cost of basket re town population
Cost of basket by ARIA
Cost of basket by SEIFA
	95% to 175% of the cost in
Adelaide

Increasing cost with increasing remoteness
	No correlation between cost of basket and areas of socioeconomic disadvantage.
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Greater variety of F&V in larger towns compared to smaller
Greater variety of F&V in highly accessible compared to remote locations
	between 20% and 38% of an estimated welfare income level
	Not reported


Supplementary Data File 2: Income Source

	
	
	
	Data Source
	Households
	Income Source

	Food Pricing Tool
	Location 
	Year
	Reports
	Journal Articles
	People
	Rationale/Criteria
	

	QLD HFAB
	QLD


	2000

2001

2004

2006

2010
	(20)
(66)
(71)
(43) 

(44)
	(63, 72-74)
(63, 73, 74)
(63, 73, 74)
(63, 74)
(63)
	adult male >19
adult female>19
older female>61
boy 14, girl 8, boy 4
	Desire to consider wide range of age groups
	Not estimated

	
	NSW
	2006

2008

2009
	(35) 
	(36)
(36)
(36)
	
	
	Not estimated

	
	South West VIC 
	2002
	
	(46)
	
	
	Not estimated

	
	Zillmere, QLD
	2008
	(39)
	 
	
	
	Average weekly earnings from ABS

	
	Bundaberg, QLD
	2008
	(40)
	
	
	
	Average weekly earnings from ABS

	
	City of Yarra, VIC
	(no date)
	 
	(31)
	
	
	Not estimated

	WA FACS
	WA


	2010
	(28)
	(75)
	HH1: 2x adults 40; Child 12; Child 7
HH2: Adult 40; Child 12; Child 7
	Rationale not reported
	Estimate of weekly disposable household income from Household Expenditure Survey (2007-8); Weekly welfare payments from Centrelink.

	
	
	2013
	(37)
	 
	
	
	Estimate of weekly disposable household income from ABS Household Income and Income Distribution Survey (2011-12) plus increase of 2.2% CPI;
Weekly welfare payments from Centrelink

	NTMB
	NT
	2003-2012

annually

2014
	(24, 62, 76-83)
(61)
	 
	Female >60; Male 35; Female 33; Male 13; Girl 8; Boy 4
	Chosen to represent cross-section of people with important nutrient requirements
	Centrelink and Family assistance figures from Centrelink online.
Single pensioner (for grandmother), Newstart (for father), Parenting payment (for mother) and Family Tax Benefit A plus remote area allowance.

	
	Remote SA
	2014
	(84)
	(85)
	
	
	Not estimated







	Centrelink payments include Newstart, parenting payment, family tax assistance and aged pension. No rental assistance.

	
	Dandenong, VIC
	2007
	(52)
	 
	
	
	

	
	Adelaide, SA
	2005
	 
	(49)
	
	
	

	VHFB
	Rural and regional VIC
	2007
	 
	(22, 51, 87)
	HH1: male 44; female 44; female 18; male 8
HH2: female 44; female 18; male 8
HH3: female 71
HH4: male >31
	Selected to reflect those most affected by food insecurity and most common family types (ABS)
2004/5 National Health Survey and Centre for Health Statistics used for height/weight data to estimate requirements
	Centrelink estimates assuming no adult is employed

	
	Mornington Peninsula & Frankston, VIC
	2007-2009

annually
	
	(53) 


	
	
	Centrelink estimates from 2007-2009 assuming no adult is employed

	
	Knox, Maroondah & Yarra Ranges VIC
	2008
	(54)
	
	
	
	Centrelink estimates from Sep 2008 assuming no adult is employed

	
	Metropolitan Adelaide, SA
	2009
	
	(47, 88)
	
	
	Centrelink estimates from 2007-2009 assuming no adult is employed
Income based on average Equivalised Disposable Household Income for highest and lowest tertiles for SA 2005-6 and adjusted to 2009 values using Wage Price Index rises

	
	Sth Grampians & Glenelg, VIC
	2009

2010
	(55)
(55)
	 
	
	
	Centrelink estimates from 2011 assuming no adult is employed

	
	Wellington VIC
	2010
	(56)
	 
	
	
	Centrelink estimates as per July 2010, assuming no adult is employed

	
	8x LGAs, VIC
	2010
	(57)
	 
	
	
	Centrelink estimates as per July 2010, assuming no adult is employed and 18 year old is full time student

	
	Rural SA
	2010
	 
	(93)
	
	
	Centrelink estimates from 2007-2009 assuming no adult is employed
Income based on average Equivalised Disposable Household Income for highest and lowest tertiles for SA 2005-6 and adjusted to 2009 values using Wage Price Index rises

	
	South Coast VIC 
	2010
	(89)
	 
	
	
	Centrelink estimates as per July 2010, assuming no adult is employed and 18 year old is full time student

	
	South Coast VIC 
	2010
	(90)
	 
	
	
	Centrelink estimates as per July 2010, assuming no adult is employed and 18 year old is full time student

	
	South Coast VIC 
	2010

2013
	(91)
(91)
	 
	
	
	Not reported

	
	Bendigo, VIC
	2012
	(59)
	
	
	
	Not estimated

	
	Geelong, VIC
	2011

2012
	(60)
(60)
	
	
	
	Income calculated from Centrelink benefits as at June 2011/2012 for non-working adults (types of benefits not stated)

	
	Port Melbourne, VIC
	2014
	(92)
	
	
	
	Low ($1200), medium ($3100) and high ($5002) fortnightly incomes defined (source unclear)


	Centrelink estimates assuming no adult is employed


Centrelink estimates assuming no adult is employed

	. Average weekly earnings from Nov 2011

	Revised QLD HFAB
	QLD


	2014
	(18)
	
	HH1: 2 adults, 3 children & grandmother
HH2: 2 adults, 2 children
HH3: Adult female, 2 children
HH4: older couple
HH5: single male
	Not reported
	Minimum income: Centrelink payments for job seekers and families
QLD COSS Cost of Living assumptions adapted, income from combined paid employment (minimum wage) & Govt support calculated for each HH.
Centrelink payments include all supplements and allowances (rent assistance, income support bonus, low income supplements, large family supplement, school kid bonus)

	H&S Basket
	Greater Western Sydney, NSW
	2011
	
	(19, 32)
	Male (19-60); Female (19-60); Boy 15; Girl 4
	Not reported
	Average weekly disposable income in each household income quintile (ABS Household Expenditure Survey)

	SFFA
	Western Sydney, NSW
	2006
	(21)
	 
	Six people - no further details reported
	Included wide range of age groups
	Not estimated

	Kettings
	Melbourne, VIC plus online
	2007
	 
	(34)
	HH1: Male 40; Female 40; Female 12

Male 7
HH2: Female 40; Female 12; Male 7
	Based on ABS 2003 Family Characteristics Survey and 2006 Population by Age and Sex; Anthropometic data from ABS National Health Survey and NRVs
	Welfare income from Centrelink online calculators June 2007
Average disposable income from 2005 ABS report of household income for wage earners adjusted for inflation

	Katoomba
	Katoomba, NSW
	(no date)
	(33)
	 
	HH1: Male 30; Female 28; Child 9; Child 4
HH2:Female 25; Child 7; Child 4
HH3: Male 70
	Not reported
	Income estimated from Centrelink payments, assuming none of the adults are working

	Meedeniya
	Rural SA
	1999
	(23)
	 
	Two adults; Boy 14; Girl 8; Boy 4; Woman >54
	Wide range of age groups
	Centrelink estimates (Dec 1999) assuming adults unemployed


Supplementary Data File 3: Store Selection

	Reach
	Food Pricing Tool
	Location
	Year
	Data Source
	Store Sampling/Selection Rationale
	Stratification for Cross Sectional Sampling
	Number of Stores 
	Owner/ manager permission/ knowledge
	Data Collectors
	Time of year

	
	
	
	
	Reports
	Journal Articles
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Australia-wide
	Not included in any survey
	 
	 
	
	 
	 
	 

	Statewide representative sample
	QLD HFAB
	QLD
	2006
	(43)
	(63, 74)
	Towns randomly selected based on popn size, one store selected per town based on where most people would shop.
ABS Urban Centre/Locality list used to exclude very small towns.
Sample sizes chosen for enough power to detect 10% differences between remoteness categories.
11 towns additionally selected for survey by Office of Economic and Statistical Research (OESR) during Spatial Price Index survey, as these had been previously surveyed to improve time series analysis.
Stores on islands limited to reduce survey costs
	ARIA+ (updated)
Very remote category split into towns <2000km from Brisbane, towns >2000km from Brisbane and islands.
	89
	Store managers invited to participate;
Advised of survey time period but not date/time.
	OESR staff (QLD Treasury).
	April-May

	
	
	
	2010
	(44)
	(63)
	
	
	89
	
	
	May

	
	Revised QLD HFAB
	QLD
	2014
	(18)
	 
	
	
	78
	Not reported
	QLD Govt Statistician's Office fieldworkers
	May

	
	WA FACS
	WA
	2010
	(28)
	(75)
	SLA (statistical local area based on ABS Aust. Standard Geographical Classification) selected by statistical methods incl population;
List of all Coles, Woolworths, IGA, one store from each chain chosen in each selected SLA;
All supermarkets/stores in very remote ARIA surveyed;
All remote Indigenous community stores surveyed
	ARIA;
SLAs used to allow correlation with SEIFA categories
	144
	Survey provided prior to data collection;
Stores advised of survey and assistance (degree??) provided by stores.
	Environment health officers, students, admin staff, Environ Health Directorate Food Unit staff, Science & Policy Unit staff, Curtin Uni research assist, local PH nutritionists, students, local govt staff
	Aug-Sep

	
	
	WA
	2013
	(37)
	 
	As per WA FACS 2010, but also including Foodworks and Farmer Jack stores.
Used ABS standard of Statistical Area Level 2 (SA2) in place of SLA
	As per WA FACS 2010
	156
	Stores advised of details of survey, planned dates and estimated length of time to complete survey.
	Environmental Health Officers, or if not available, public health nutritionists, dietitians and health promotion officers
	Aug-Sep

	
	VHFB
	Tasmania
	2014
	(45)
	 
	353 stores identified in Tas, randomisation identified 150 stores for potential inclusion
All stores located in lowest SEIFA tertile included
57% and 37% of stores in mid and highest SEIFA tertile to reflect % of stores in theses locations
LGAs with >10 stores randomised to reduce number to prevent over representation
	SEIFA utilised to select stores
	142
	Stores informed and allowed to refuse participation
	Employed three regional coordinators to collect data
iPad app utilised
	Mar-April


	Reach
	Food Pricing Tool
	Location
	Year
	Data Source
	Store Sampling/Selection Rationale
	Stratification for Cross Sectional Sampling
	Number of Stores
	Owner/ manager permission/ knowledge
	Data Collectors
	Time of year

	
	
	
	
	Reports
	Journal Articles
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Statewide convenience sample
	QLD HFAB
	QLD
	2000
	(20)
	(63, 72-74)
	Non-random sampling
Largest store in largest town in each QLD Health Service District;
Specific locations requested for v remote areas;
Stores surveyed in 1998 approached if possible
	ARIA
	92
	Store managers invited to participate;
Advised of survey time period but not date/time.
	Public health nutritionists;
Local health staff 2001: Separate survey of store managers.
	April-June

	
	
	
	2001
	(66)
	 (63, 73, 74)
	
	
	88
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2004
	(71)
	(63, 73, 74) 
	
	ARIA+ (updated)
	97
	
	
	

	
	QLD HFAB
	NSW
	2006

2008

2009
	(35) 

 
	 (36)
 (36)
 (36)
	Convenience sampling

ALDI/online stores excluded, or if data missing for >10 items
	Not utilised in store selection process
	2006: 149
2008: 105
2009: 129
	Permission not sought from store owners
	Recruited from Cancer Council NSW regional offices, authors, student dietitians, other volunteers
	Dec 2006
Dec 2008
July 2009

	
	NTMB
	NT
	2003
	(24)
	 
	One major supermarket and one corner store in each district centre, and remote stores
	Northern Territory Districts
	61 
	Not reported
	Not reported
	April-June



	
	
	
	2004
	(76)
	 
	
	
	60 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2005
	(77)
	 
	
	
	66 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2006
	(78)
	 
	
	
	74 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2007
	(79)
	 
	
	
	67 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2008
	(80)
	 
	
	
	66 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2009
	(81)
	 
	
	
	65 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2010
	(82)
	 
	
	
	76 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2011
	(83)
	 
	
	
	73
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2012
	(62)
	 
	
	
	82 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	2014
	(61)
	 
	
	
	79 
	
	
	Feb-Mar
(wet season)

	Regional representative sample
	VHFB
	Metropolitan Adelaide, SA
	2009
	 
	(47, 88)
	Census Collection Districts (CCD) in each Local Govt Area (LGA) in Adelaide categorised by av. HH income. Two supermarket from highest and lowest tertile CCDs in each LGA surveyed.
Supermarkets from Woolworths, Coles and Foodland.
Greengrocers and butchers also surveyed if within 10 min walk of the surveyed supermarkets

61 supermarkets; 27 greengrocers; 34 butchers
	Average household income (Equivalised Disposable Household Income) used to select highest & lowest tertiles of CCD in each LGA
	122
	Letter of introduction presented on day of survey
	Not reported

Training provided
	May

	
	H&S Basket
	Greater Western Sydney, NSW
	2011
	 
	(19, 32)
	5 locations in Greater Western Sydney.
Median CCD of each quintile of CCDs ranked by SEIFA selected for survey.
Industrial (supermarkets) and alternative (farmer's markets) food outlets identified by geographic information systems techniques


	SEIFA utilised to select CCDs
	82
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Nov-Dec

	Regional convenience sample
	QLD HFAB
	South West Victoria
	2002
	 
	(46)
	All food outlets in towns (42) with population >100 in 5 shires of SW Victoria invited to partipate
	Not utilised in store selection process
	53
	Managers invited to participate
	Nutrition & Dietetics students
	March-April

	
	NTMB
	Remote SA
	2014
	(84)
	(85)
	Mai Wiru stores on APY Lands
2 other community stores, 2 large retail outlets in Alice Springs
	Not utilised in store selection process
	9
	Not reported
	Not reported
	April

	
	SFFA
	Western Sydney, NSW
	2006
	(21)
	 
	Two major supermarket chains surveyed in each area
Sydney region in areas volunteers agreed to survey and local govt areas included within Sydney West Area Health Service (SWAHS) (Lithgow and the Blue Mountains)
Variety of SEIFA levels included
	SEIFA
	37
	Not contacted prior to survey
	Volunteers from SWAHS and SFFA
No training provided
	22-Jun-06

	
	IHFB
	Illawarra, NSW
	2000

2001

2003

2005

2007

2009
	 

 

 
	(11, 64, 86)
(11, 64, 86)
(11, 64, 86)
(65, 86)
(65, 86)
(86)
	Five suburban locations with range of SES and consults with local comm. dietitians - convenience sampling
Largest supermarket in each suburb from each of Woolworths, Coles, Franklins
Largest butcher and green grocer in same shopping centre as supermarket
2003 - 1 butcher, 1 supermarket from previous surveys closed, alternatives chosen

2007 - replacement of a closed Franklins store with a Coles, and so a Woolworths store replaced with a Bi-Lo to ensure cross-section of supermarket chains
	SES used to identify suburbs
	15
	Store managers gave permission for surveys to be taken, unclear if time of survey provided
	Student volunteers
	Sep

	
	IHFB
	Adelaide, SA
	2005
	 
	(49)
	5 local govt. areas identified in Adelaide:
High SES, inner location; mixed SES, outer location; mixed SES, inner location; low SES, outer location; low SES, inner location
Selected by SEIFA, 2001 Census, health & social capital survey, consult with policy & planning experts, previous food access project
11 shopping centres identified, largest supermarket, butcher and greengrocer in each surveyed.
All major stores included (Woolworths, Coles, Foodlands, Bi-Lo)
	SEIFA used to identify LGAs
	33
	Consent obtained prior to conducting survey
	Not reported
	May, Aug, Sep

	
	VHFB
	Rural & regional VIC
	2007
	 
	(22, 51, 87)
	Convenience sample of 18 towns where students sent on placement
All supermarkets in each town, unless <90% of basket items available
	Not utilised in store selection process
	34
	Permission obtained on day of survey
	Students from Monash Uni (Nut. & Diet)
	Oct-Nov

	
	VHFB
	Knox, Maroondah & Yarra Ranges, VIC
	2008
	(54)
	
	Supermarkets identified by lists of registered food premises, not all identified stores (61) surveyed.
	Not utilised in store selection process
	51
	Not reported
	volunteers
	Aug

	
	VHFB
	8x LGAs, VIC
	2010
	(57)
	 
	Chain supermarkets and independent stores surveyed. 

Latrobe: 15, Baw Baw: 8, Frankston: 15, Mornington Peninsula: 29, Boroondara: 16, Hume: 14, Melton: 9, Moorabool: 4
	SEIFA not utilised to select stores
	110
	Not reported
	Dietetic students, local Community Health Centre staff
	Not reported

	
	VHFB
	Rural SA
	2010
	 
	(93)
	4 types of towns: more remote + low SES; more remote + high SES; less remote + low SES; less remote + high SES
2-3 towns selected from each type, main food stores identified
	ARAI & SEIFA used to rank towns
	14 
	Letter of introduction presented on day of survey
	Rural dietitians trained in use of tool
	May-June

	
	Meedeniya
	Rural SA
	1999
	(23)
	 
	All  rural centres with population >10,000; All remote towns with ARIA >6.45; Towns with nearby Aboriginal community or large Aboriginal population; Extra towns to include range of health regions
Store was largest or only shop in town
3 Adelaide supermarkets, one of each chain located within 2km to ensure high competition
	ARIA
	49
	Letters sent to obtain consent
	Not reported
	July-Sep

	Local area survey
	QLD HFAB


	Bundaberg, QLD
	2008
	(39)
	 
	All major and minor supermarkets including convenience stores
	Not reported
	34
	Consent obtained prior to conducting survey
	Not reported
	April-June

	
	
	Zillmere, QLD
	2008
	(40)
	
	All major and minor supermarkets 
	Not reported
	8
	Consent obtained prior to conducting survey
	Not reported
	April-June

	
	
	Yarra, VIC 
	(no date)
	 
	(31)
	Food outlets within City of Yarra that sell a diversity of food items common across the ethnic groups living in the high rise estates, have a variety of healthy food choices for sale as per ADG, within 5km of high rise estates
	Not utilised in store selection process
	29
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported

	
	IHFB
	Dandenong, VIC
	2007
	(52)
	 
	Local supermarkets within CGD (11), local green grocers (10), stalls at Dandenong Market (4)
	Not reported
	25
	Stores approached for permission for survey. Not reported if date of survey made known
	Not reported
	Sep

	
	VHFB


	Mornington Peninsula & Frankston, VIC
	2007

20082009
	
	(53)
(53)
(53)
	Mornington Peninsula and Frankston Local Govt Areas (23 suburbs)
Complete list of supermarkets (identified by directories and Health License Registrations) having 90% of basket items
	Not utilised in store selection process
	2007: 40
2008: 41
2009: 45
	Not reported
	"trained data collectors"
	May-Aug

	
	
	Southern Grampians & Glenelg, VIC
	2009

2010
	(55)
(55)

	 
	Supermarkets, grocery stores and general stores in SGG catchment
	Not utilised in store selection process
	20
	Notification sent prior to survey
	Community health workers, student dietitians
	Nov 2009
July 2010

	
	
	Wellington LGA, Victoria
	2010
	(56)
	 
	All registered supermarkets and general stores in Wellington
General stores not included if town had >2 chain stores, unless general store was >2km from supermarket
	SEIFA not utilised to select stores
	21
	Notification sent prior to survey
	Not reported
	May

	
	
	South Coast VIC
	2010
	(89) (91)
	 
	32 towns in Bass Coast and South Gippsland LGAs and 2 towns in Casey Cardinia
All supermarkets and general stores in towns with population >100
General stores not included if town had >2 chain stores, unless general store was >2km from supermarket
	Not utilised in store selection process
	42
	Letter of introduction sent prior to survey
	Volunteers, health promotion officers, local health workers
	Aug

	
	
	
	2010
	(90) (91)
	 
	
	
	39
	
	Student dietitians
	Dec

	
	
	
	2013
	(91)
	 
	
	
	24
	
	Not reported
	Not reported

	
	
	Bendigo, VIC
	2012
	(59)
	 
	21 supermarkets; 8 green grocers 

Rationale for store selection not reported
	Not reported
	29
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Nov

	
	
	Geelong, VIC
	2011

2012
	(60)
(60)
	 
	Not reported
	Not reported
	33
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Aug

	
	
	Port Melbourne, VIC
	2014
	(92)
	 
	5 supermarket/grocery stores
	Not utilised in store selection process
	5
	Notification sent prior to survey
	Dietetic students
	Sep

	
	
	2 LGAs in TAS
	2011
	(30)
	
	Food outlets determined using results of Food Outlet Audit of Clarence & Dorset LGAs
	Not utilised in store selection process
	23
	Stores notified prior to survey, and permission sought on day of survey
	Four paid community food researchers, assisted by Anglicare researchers and a social work student
	Nov

	
	Kettings
	Melbourne, Victoria plus online
	2007
	 
	(34)
	Two major supermarket chains online stores and one retail outlet in metropolitan Melbourne, convenience sample
Online prices selected to reflect 'average' grocery prices
	Not utilised in store selection process
	3
	Not reported
	Not reported
	June

	
	Katoomba
	Katoomba, NSW
	(undated)
	(33)
	 
	2 supermarkets; 2 F&V retailers; 1 butcher; 1 bakery; 1 community store
Rationale for choice of stores not reported
	Not reported
	7
	Not reported
	2 dietetics students
	Not reported


Supplementary Data File 4: Data Collection Protocols

	 
	 
	
	 Data Source
	Data Collection Protocols

	Food Pricing Tool
	Location
	Year
	Report
	Journal Articles
	Branded Items
	Generics
	Sale Prices
	F&V
	Packet size
	Other information collected
	Missing Items Procedure

	QLD HFAB
	QLD
	2000

2001

2004

2006
	(20)
(66)
(71)
(43)
	(63, 72-74)
(63, 73, 74)
(63, 73, 74)
(63, 74)
	Price of cheapest brand in specified size recorded


	No, unless is only brand available for the product


	Not collected


	Only those on display;
Record size or piece


	Size or size range given
	F&V supply info, temp & humidity of F&V display areas, supply routes


	If price but no stock record price note n/a;
If specified size n/a, next smallest recorded, or next largest if none smaller;
Recorded as missing if stock n/a;
Fresh meat from butcher if store only had frozen;
Tobacco & t/away foods from nearest source if n/a in store.

	
	
	2010


	(44)

	(63)
 
	
	Price of cheapest generic product also collected to allow calculation of cheapest HFAB
	
	
	
	
	

	
	NSW
	2006
	(35)
	 
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	Record if listed F&V items available and number of different varieties of item available.
Five point visual assessment for quality. Max score 50
	
	None reported
	Not stated

	
	NSW
	2006

2008

2009
	 
	(36)
(36)
(36)
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	Record if F&V items available and number of different varieties of item.
	
	None reported
	If specified size not available, next smallest recorded.

	
	South West VIC
	2002
	 
	(46)
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	Type of store and number of stores per town
	As per QLD HFAB 2000

	
	Bundaberg, QLD
	2008
	(40)
	 
	
	Yes, included
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	As per QLD HFAB 2000

	
	Zillmere, QLD
	2008
	(39)
	 
	
	Yes, included
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	As per QLD HFAB 2000

	
	Yarra, VIC
	(no date)
	 
	(31)
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	
	Not reported
	Not stated

	WA FACS
	WA
	2010
	(28)
	(75)
	Multiple brands of each item specified;
Specific types of F&V specified (e.g Fuji apples)
	Included
	Recorded as well as usual price
	Each quality aspect satisfied if 75% of F&V produce meets statement;
Meat quality description and fat colour charts
	Defined
	Number of checkouts;
date of last fresh food delivery 
	Alternative packet size recorded if the specified unavailable 
Larger or smaller packet size not specified

	
	WA
	2013
	(37)
	 
	
	As per WA FACS 2010, including where a store carries >1 generic brand
	
	
	
	As per WA FACS 2010 for remote community stores
	

	NTMB
	NT


	2003-

2012

annually
	(24, 62, 76-83)
	 


	Not reported


	Not reported
	Not reported
	Descriptors provided


	Not reported


	Ownership/management characteristics
Employment characteristics
Nutrition policy
	If item out of stock but usually carried, price of item included and item referred to as 'available'.



	
	NT
	2014
	(61)
	 
	Particular brand specified for each item
	
	
	
	Particular size specified for each item
	
	If specified brand or pack size n/a, instructions provided on smaller or larger size or different brand to price.

	
	Remote SA
	2014
	(84)
	(85)
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	
	
	
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Mai Wiru Nutrition policy, RIST checklist and recommendations from previous surveys
	As per NTMB 2003

	IHFB
	Illawarra, NSW


	2000

2001

2003

2005

2007

2009
	 

 

 
	(11, 64, 86)
(11, 64, 86)
(11, 64, 86)
(65, 86)
(65, 86)
(86)
	Specified for some foods
Some foods several brands specified and collectors asked to choose cheapest
	Allowed for "plain foods" to choose cheapest including generics
	No


	Record price/kg
If priced /unit, choose 3 items and weigh to calculate price/kg
	Specified for each item
Most economical size selected for quantity in basket
	None reported
	If specified pack size n/a, choose next smallest



	
	Dandenong, VIC
	2007
	(52)
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Adelaide, SA
	2005
	 
	(49)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	If food item not available, a similar product selected and priced.

	VHFB
	Rural & regional VIC
	2007
	 
	(22, 51, 87)
	Price of cheapest brand in specified size 
	No
	No
	Not reported
	Specified for each item
	Not reported
	If specified size not available, next smaller recorded

	
	Mornington Peninsula & Frankston, VIC
	2007

2008

2009
	 
	(53) 

(53)
(53)
	Not reported
	
	Not reported
	
	Not reported
	
	Not stated

	
	Knox, Maroondah & Yarra Ranges, VIC
	2008
	(54)
	 
	Price of cheapest brand in specified size recorded 
	
	No
	
	Specified for each item
	
	Not reported

	
	Metropolitan Adelaide, SA
	2009
	 
	(47, 88)
	
	
	
	Visual assessment of age, bruising and mouldiness of 10 F&V
	
	Assessment of product and promotion displays as core/non-core foods
	If specified size n/a, next smaller recorded. If smaller n/a, next largest size recorded.
If brand name specified n/a, closest alternative recorded.

	
	Southern Grampians & Glenelg, VIC
	2009

2010
	(55)
(55)

	 
	
	
	
	Not reported


	
	Not reported
	If specified size not available, next smaller recorded

	
	Wellington, VIC
	2010
	(56)
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	8x LGAs, VIC
	2010
	(57)
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Rural SA
	2010
	 
	(93)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Rural VIC (South Coast)
	2010

2010

2013
	(89)
(90)
(91)
	 

 

 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Bendigo, VIC
	2012
	(59)
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Geelong, VIC
	2011

2012
	(60)
(60)
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	Port Melbourne, VIC
	2014
	(92)
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	TAS
	2014
	(45)
	 
	
	Included
	Included
	
	
	
	Not reported

	
	2 LGAs in TAS
	2011
	(30)
	 
	
	Not collected
	Not collected
	price/kg collected
	
	
	If specified size n/a, next smallest size priced and weight recorded, price adjusted for package size.

	Revised QLD HFAB
	QLD
	2014
	(18)
	
	Price of cheapest brand in specified size recorded
	Price of cheapest generic product also collected to allow calculation of cheapest HFAB
	Not collected
	Only those on display;
Record size or piece


	Size or size range given
	F&V supply info, temp & humidity of F&V display areas, supply routes


	If price but no stock record price note n/a;
If specified size n/a, next smallest recorded, or next largest if none smaller;
Recorded as missing if stock n/a;
Fresh meat from butcher if store only had frozen;
Tobacco & t/away foods from nearest source if n/a in store.

	H&S Basket
	Greater Western Sydney, NSW
	2011
	 
	(19, 32)
	Cheapest price/brand of each food item
	Not excluded
	Not collected
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported

	SFFA
	Western Sydney, NSW
	2006
	(21)
	 
	Cheapest non-generic priced
	None, unless only generic available
	No, unless only sale price available
	Availability and 4 point quality rating, % calculated at that rating
	Specified for each item
	None reported
	If specified size not available, another priced, may be larger or smaller

	Kettings
	Melbourne, VIC
	2007
	 
	(34)
	Lowest price branded product of each item
	Collected where available and if reflected item in meal plan (e.g. low fat/low salt)
	Not reported
	Not reported
	"Standard" or medium size
	Not reported
	Not stated

	Katoomba
	Katoomba, NSW
	(no date)
	(33)
	 
	Cheapest price/brand of each food item
	Yes, included
	Yes, included
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Availability of sizes
Store trading hours;
Availability and cost of home delivery service; Proximity to other outlets
	Not reported

	Meedeniya
	Rural SA
	1999
	(23)
	 
	Cheapest price/brand of each food item
	Not included
	Not included
	6 fruit, 13 veg assessed for quality
	Specified for each item
	Temp and humidity of chilled and unchilled F&V areas
Question to store manager about food delivery & storage
	If specified size not available, price next smallest size


Supplementary Data File 5: Data Analysis Methods

	 
	 
	
	 Data Source
	Data Analysis Methods 

	Food Pricing Tool
	Location 
	Year
	Reports
	Journal Articles
	Missing Data Protocols
	Basket Price Determination
	Stratification Analysis
	Comparison over time analysis
	Affordability Analysis
	Quality & Availability Analysis

	QLD HFAB
	QLD


	2000
	(20)
	(63, 72-74)
	Average price for item in same ARIA category used as default;
Mean number of items missing/store calculated.
	Total cost of all items calculated to give basket price
	Average price/ARIA category
	Compare to 1998 QLD HFAB for paired store data available (n=59).
	Not reported
	Mean number of varieties /ARIA category;
Mean number of better choice available

	
	
	2001
	(66)
	(63, 73, 74)
	
	
	Weighted averages proportional to population size in each ARIA category.
	Compared to 2000 QLD HFAB for paired store data (n=87).
	
	

	
	
	2004
	(71)
	(63, 73, 74)
	
	
	
	Compared to 2000 and 2001 paired store data (n=81).
Compared to stores surveyed in 1998, 2000, 2001 & 2004 (n=56).
Results annualised.
	
	

	
	
	2006
	(43)
	(63, 74)
	
	
	
	Compared to 2000, 2001, 2004 (n=47)
Compared to 1998, 2000, 2001, 2004 (n=36)
Results annualised.
	
	

	
	
	2010
	(44)
	(63)
	
	
	As per QLD HFAB 2001
For 2000, 2001, 2004 population based on 2001 Census, for 2006 & 2010 population based on 2006 Census
	Compared to 2000, 2001, 2004, 2006 (n=47)
Compared to 1998, 2000, 2001, 2004, 2006 (n=36)
Results annualised.
	
	

	
	Bundaberg, QLD
	2008
	(40)
	 
	Average price for item in same type of store used as default;
Mean number of items missing/store calculated.
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of average weekly earnings
	As per QLD HFAB 2000

	
	Zillmere, QLD
	2008
	(39)
	 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	South West VIC
	2002
	 
	(46)
	Mean cost of item for total sample
	Analysis of stores with at least 88% of basket (n=27)
Total cost of basket calculated by multiplying unit cost by quantity required for each HH
	Average price per shire
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported

	
	Yarra, VIC
	(no date)
	 
	(31)
	Mean from other surveyed outlets in corresponding location used
	Means costs of total basket and food groups by location
	Per suburb (Fitzroy, Richmond, Collingwood)
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Availability of items calculated

	
	NSW
	2006

2008

2009
	(35)
 
	(36)
(16)

(36)

	If smaller than specified size recorded, price calculated for specified size from unit price.
Missing items substituted with mean value across stores
	Cost of total basket calculated from recorded prices transformed to requirements of HH
	Stores classified from postcodes by ARIA+ and SEIFA
	Comparison of 2006, 2008 and 2009 data
	Not reported
	Variety and availability analysis

	WA FACS
	WA
	2010
	(28)
	(75)
	Number of stores missing each item recorded
	For each food in each store, price averaged across brands.
Average price & average unit price calculated for each food in each SLA.
Items of QLD HFAB and NTMB selected to give cost of those baskets. 
Cost calculated based on energy density.
	Distance from Perth;
ARIA category analysis based on ABS Aust. Standard Geographical Classification for each SLA.
	Not reported
	Method of Kettings et al (2009) utilised
	Average quality scores for F&V and meat.

	
	
	2013
	(37)
	 
	
	As per WA FACS 2010, except using SA2 instead of SLA.
	As per WA FACS 2010, but used ABS standard of Statistical Area Level 2 (SA2) in place of SLA to determine ARIA category, SEIFA score, population, Indigenous population and income estimates (claimed to not impact comparison to 2010 data)
Distance from Perth is by road, as per Google Maps
	As per WA FACS 2010

Generic brand prices excluded when comparing to 2010 due to large increase in generic brands
	
	

	NTMB
	NT


	2003

2004

2005

2006

2007
	(24)
(76)
(77)
(78)
(79)
	 

 

 

 

 
	If item not available in remote store, price from district supermarket used.
	Cost of total basket, food groups determined.
Cost of supermarket and corner store compared


	Costs between NT districts compared
Remote stores compared to Darwin supermarket and corner stores
	Compared to previous NTMB surveys
	Compared to Centrelink income for the HH
	Number of choices of F&V available
Percent of fruit/veg in each quality category


Stores with <70% of items available omitted when determining district averages.

	2 stores in Katherine and 1 store in Alice Springs omitted
	
	
	
	

	
	
	2009

2010

2011

2012

2014
	(81)
(82)
(83)
(62)
(61)
	 

 

 

 

 
	New system developed with different method of costing "missing" items.  Some small discrepancies with previously published NT remote store price averages.
No details of new method reported.
	As per NTMB 2003
	
	
	
	

	
	Remote SA
	2014
	(84)
	(85)
	Not reported
	Cost of total basket calculated from recorded prices
	Not reported
	Comparison to previous Sept 2013 and 2009 survey
	Not reported
	Not reported

	 IHFB
	Illawarra, NSW
	2000

2001

2003
	 
	(11, 64, 86)
(11, 64)(36)
(11, 64)(36)

	Not reported
	Price/kg used to calculate basket cost
In each suburb, average of meat, F&V price calculated from supermarket, butcher and green grocer prices
	Comparison of basket cost between suburbs
	Comparison between 2000, 2001, 2003
	Change in basket cost compared to average weekly earnings and welfare payments
	Not reported

	
	
	2005

2007
	 
	(65, 86)
(65, 86)
	
	As per IHFB 2000
	
	
	
	

	
	
	2009
	 
	(86)
	
	As per IHFB 2000
Reports that prices averaged across all outlets, assuming half of meat and F&V purchased in supermarkets.
	
	
	
	

	
	Dandenong, VIC
	2007
	(52)
	 
	
	As per IHFB 2000
	
	
	
	

	
	Adelaide, SA
	2005
	 
	(49)
	
	As per IHFB 2000
Price of meat, F&V calculated by average of supermarket, greengrocer and butcher
	
	
	
	

	VHFB
	Rural & regional VIC
	2007
	 
	(22, 51, 87)
	Not reported
	Total cost of all items calculated to give basket price
	ARIA+ analysis (0.27-2.83)
SEIFA
Distance from Melbourne
Population size/density
	Not reported
	Basket cost compared to estimated income for each HH
	Not reported

	
	Mornington Peninsula & Frankston, VIC
	2007

2008

2009
	 
	(53)
(53)
(53)
	Not reported
	Total cost of all items calculated to give basket price
	SEIFA for suburbs within the local government areas
	2007-2009 data analysed
	Basket cost compared to estimated income for each HH
	Not reported

	
	Knox, Maroondah & Yarra Ranges, VIC
	2008
	(54)
	 
	Not reported
	Cost calculated for each reference family
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Basket cost compared to estimated income for each HH
	Not reported

	
	Metropolitan Adelaide, SA
	2009
	 
	(47, 88)
	Not reported

If smaller/larger item priced, cost multiplied to match specified size
	Cost calculated for each reference family
	Low and high household income areas used to compare cost of baskets
	Not reported
	Proportion of household income needed to be spend on basket.
Affordability defined as cost of basket as % of household income.
Assumption that high-EDHI HH shop in supermarkets in high income areas and low-EDHI HH shop in low income areas.
	Scale assessment ranging from 50 (all items of good quality) to 10 (very few items of good quality)
Availability of basket items measured

	
	Southern Grampians & Glenelg, VIC
	2009

2010
	(55)
(55)
	 
	Not reported
	Cost calculated for each reference family
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of income of family on Centrelink benefits.
	Not reported

	
	Wellington LGA, VIC
	2010
	(56)
	 
	If item not available, cost of item from median priced store in area use to calculate basket cost
	Cost calculated for each reference family
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of income of family on Centrelink benefits.
	Not reported

	
	8x LGAs, VIC
	2010
	(57)
	 
	Not reported
	As per VHFB
	SEIFA used to classify each LGA
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of income of family on Centrelink benefits.
	Not reported



'less remote' 0.74-0.91


SEIFA scores:


	'low SES' 887-912
	Not reported
	As per VHFB in Metropolitan Adelaide, SA above
	Not reported

	
	Rural VIC (South Coast)
	2010
	(89)
	 
	Not reported
	As per VHFB
	Not reported
	Comparison with 2008 & 2009 data
	Cost of basket as percentage of income of family on Centrelink benefits calculated.
	Not reported

	
	
	2010
	(90)
	 
	
	
	
	Comparison with 2008, 2009 and mid-2010 data
	
	

	
	
	2013
	(91)
	 
	
	
	
	Comparison of 2010 and 2013 data
	
	

	
	Greater Bendigo, VIC
	2012
	(59)
	 
	Not reported
	As per VHFB, but cost variability of greengrocers for 10 common F&V only
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported

	
	Greater Geelong, Victoria
	2011

2012
	(60)
(60)
	 
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Suburbs ranked according to SEIFA index in relation to average SEIFA for City of Greater Geelong
	2012 data compared to 2011
	Cost of basket as percentage of income of family on Centrelink benefits calculated.
	Not reported

	
	Port Melbourne, VIC
	2014
	(92)
	 
	Not reported
	Pricing collated from all stores to provide average basket cost
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as %age of income for each HH for low, medium and high incomes
	Not reported

	
	Tasmania
	2014
	(45)
	 
	Not reported
	Basket price calculated from collected prices
	SEIFA; LGA; Statistical Area (SA); ARIA
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of income for each HH 
	Availability of items calculated

	
	2 LGAs in Tasmania
	2011
	(30)
	 
	If different size recorded, price adjusted for specified size.
Protocol for other missing data not reported
	Basket price calculated from collected prices
	SEIFA
ARIA
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of income for each HH 
	Quality of F&V

	Revised QLD HFAB
	QLD
	2014
	(18)
	 
	
	Price calculated for original HFAB and 2014 HFAB
To calculate cheapest HFAB generic prices used or brand price if no generic
	ARIA+
	Comparison of original HFAB with 2006, 2010 data
	Average cost of basket as % of income for each HH
	Availability of F&V

	H&S Basket
	Greater Western Sydney, NSW
	2011
	 
	(19, 32)
	Average cost of missing item calculated from price data reported in other collection districts
	Prices converted to unit pricing for basket cost calculation.
	Each CCD surveyed represents one quintile as ranked by SEIFA
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as %age of disposable income across income quintiles and CCD
	Not reported

	SFFA
	Western Sydney, NSW
	2006
	(21)
	 
	Average price for Chain 1 and Chain 2 calculated for each missing item
	Cost of total basket
Unit price for each item for each store calculated when comparing cost between stores
2 supermarkets with no data for entire categories excluded from total basket analysis
	SEIFA rankings grouped into 7 categories
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Quality & Variety Analysis

	Kettings
	Melbourne, Victoria plus online
	2007
	 
	(34)
	Not reported
	Purchase price of each item adjusted to account for edible portions
Unit prices used account for pack size variations between brand and generic products
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of meal plan as fraction of weekly disposable income
	Not reported

	Katoomba
	Katoomba, NSW
	(undated)
	(33)
	 
	Not reported
	Few details reported
Basket cost for each HH calculated from prices collected.
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of welfare income for each HH
	Not reported

	Meedeniya
	Rural South Australia
	1999
	(23)
	 
	If item not available, average price for that shop size substituted
	Basket price calculated from collected prices
	SEIFA
ARIA
	Not reported
	Cost of basket as percentage of welfare income 
	Average quality scores for F&V
Number of varieties of F&V


Supplementary Data File 6: Reported results

	 

Food Pricing Tool
	 

Location
	Year
	 Source of data

 
	Type of results reported
	Cross sectional results
	Time series results
	Comparison to locations outside of data collection area
	Quality & Variety
	Affordability
	Comparison to CPI

	
	
	
	Reports
	Journal Articles
	
	Relative cost by region stratification
	Comparison by SEIFA/SES
	
	
	
	
	

	QLD HFAB
	QLD


	2000
	(20)
	(63, 72-74)
	Cost of HFAB for QLD average and ARIA category
Cost of food groups per ARIA category
Cost of tobacco & t/away foods
Availability score for F&V and better choices
%age missing items per store per ARIA category
% change between 1998 & 2000 and comparison to CPI increase
	HFAB relative cost
Highly accessible: 100%
Accessible: 104%
Mod. Accessible: 105%
Remote: 120%
Very remote: 131%
Tobacco & t/way foods relative cost
Highly accessible: 100%
accessible: 101%
Mod. Accessible 101%
Remote: 108%
Very remote: 113%
Effect of ARIA explained 58% of basket price variance, 42% of F&V&legume price variance and 28% of tobacco and t/away food price variance
	Not reported
	1998: $332.04
2000: $343.34
	Not reported
	Variety of F&V and better choices by region only graphically reported, but lower in remote & very remote stores
Availability:
very remote missing 12% items
remote missing 9% items
Other strata <5% (represented graphically)
	Not reported
	Mean % increase for QLD HFAB just below CPI

	
	
	2001
	(66)
	(63, 73, 74)
	Cost of HFAB for QLD average and ARIA category
Cost of food groups per ARIA category
Availability score for F&V and better choices
%age missing items per store per ARIA category
% change between 2001 & 2000 and comparison to CPI increase
	HFAB relative cost
Highly accessible: 100%
Very remote: 124%
Strata relative costs shown graphically
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Comparison of 2001 and 2000:
QLD 10.7% increase
Highly accessible: 10.9%
Accessible: 8.5%
Mod. Accessible: 12.8%
Remote: 7.7%
Very remote: 6.3%
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Variety of F&V and better choices by region only graphically reported, but lower in remote & very remote stores
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Mean % increase for QLD HFAB higher than CPI

	
	
	2004
	(71)
	(63, 73, 74)
	Cost of HFAB for QLD average and ARIA category
Cost of food groups per ARIA category
Availability score for F&V and better choices
%age missing items per store per ARIA category
% change between 2004, 2001 & 2000 
% change from 1998-2004
% change between 2004, 2001 & 2000 and comparison to CPI increase
	HFAB relative cost
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 129.6%
Very remote >1500km from Brisbane 13.2% higher than very remote <1500km from Brisbane
Strata relative costs shown graphically
Tobacco & less healthy foods
Major cities 100%
Very remote 114.2%
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Increases 2001-2004:
QLD 14.0%
Major cities: 13.32%
Inner regional: 14.4%
Outer regional: 15.9%
Remote: 13.9%
Very remote: 18.0%
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Variety of F&V and better choices by region only graphically reported, but lower in remote & very remote stores
Availability:
very remote missing 11% items
remote missing 11% items
Other strata represented graphically
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Mean % increase for QLD HFAB higher than CPI

	
	
	2006
	(43)
	(63, 74)
	Cost of HFAB for QLD average and ARIA category
Cost of food groups per ARIA category
Availability score for F&V and better choices
%age missing items per store per ARIA category
% change between 2006, 2004, 2001 & 2000 
% change between 2006, 2004, 2001 & 2000 and comparison to CPI increase
	HFAB relative cost
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 124.2%
Very remote <2000km from Brisbane: 114%
Very remote >2000km from Brisbane: 132.6% 
Strata relative costs shown graphically
Tobacco & less healthy foods
Major cities 100%
Very remote 122.8%
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Increases 2004-2006:
QLD 12.6%
Major cities: 11.2%
Inner regional: 17.2%
Outer regional: 14.6%
Remote: 12.2%
Very remote: 10.3%
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Variety of F&V and better choices by region only graphically reported, but lower in remote & very remote stores
Availability:
very remote missing 9% items
Other strata represented graphically
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Mean % increase for QLD HFAB higher than CPI

	
	
	2010
	(44)
	(63)
	Cost of HFAB for QLD average and ARIA category
Cost of cheapest HFAB (generic brands) per strata
Cost of food groups per ARIA category
Availability score for F&V and better choices
%age missing items per store per ARIA category
% change between 2010, 2006, 2004, 2001 & 2000 
Change between 2010, 2006, 2004, 2001 & 2000 and comparison to CPI increase
	HFAB relative cost
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 126%
Very remote <2000km from Brisbane: %
Very remote >2000km from Brisbane: 131.2% 
Strata relative costs shown graphically
Tobacco & less healthy foods
Major cities 100%
Very remote 113.9%
Cheapest HFAB compared to std
Major cities: 22.5% decrease
Very remote: 9.4% decrease 
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Increases 2006-2010:
QLD 9.7%
Major cities: 11.6%
Inner regional: 6.4%
Outer regional: 4.3%
Remote: 7.0%
Very remote: 14.8%
Increases 2000-2010:
QLD 63.3%
Major cities: 65.5%
Inner regional: 59.0%
Outer regional: 61.1%
Remote: 48.0%
Very remote: 57.8%
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Variety of F&V and better choices by region only graphically reported, but lower in remote & very remote stores
Availability:
very remote missing 9% items
Other strata represented graphically
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Mean % increase for QLD HFAB higher than CPI

	
	NSW
	2006

2008

2009
	(35) 
	(36)
(36)
(36)
	Average total basket cost and food group cost per year
Cost per ARIA+ category per year
F&V variety score per ARIA+ and SES (SEIFA) category
	Increasing basket cost with increasing remoteness in 2006, 2008, 2009, but only significant in 2009
	No association between basket cost and SES
Some association between F&V variety and SES in 2006 & 2009, but not 2008
	Average basket cost:
2006-2008: 3.4% increase
2006-2009: 6.2% decrease
	Not reported
	Greater variety of F&V in highly accessible compared to remote locations in 2006 & 2009 but not 2008
	Not reported
	Price of dairy, breads/cereals, meats increased from 2006-2009 more than CPI for "All foods". Non-core foods increased less than CPI. 

	
	Bundaberg, QLD
	2008
	(40)
	
	Cost of basket per type of food outlet (major & minor supermarkets, convenience stores and petrol stations)
Cost of F&V per type of food outlet
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Availability of basket items better in supermarkets than minor supermarkets, convenience stores or petrol stations.
	Basket cost was 26% of average weekly earnings (but may be more as likely AWE less in Bundaberg region)
	Not reported

	
	Zillmere, QLD
	2008
	(39)
	 
	Cost of basket per major/minor supermarket
Cost of tobacco & unhealthy items
Comparison of brand and homebrand items
Availability of F&V and better nutritional choices
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	1 of 8 stores stocked all basket items
	Basket cost was 56% of average weekly earnings 
	Not reported



Comparison to cost of QLD HFAB in 11 supermarkets in Banyule (urban Melbourne unpublished data by same author as this study):

	No significant difference
	Basket contents significantly less likely to be available in one-store town with an independent store
	Not reported
	Not reported

	
	Yarra, VIC
	(no date)
	 
	(31)
	Cost of basket and food groups per suburb and per type of food outlet
Availability of items per suburb and per type of food outlet
	Mean basket cost:
Richmond and Fitzroy not statistically different
Collingwood significantly higher than Richmond.
Geographic location explained 54% of variance in basket price
Type of food outlet had non-significant effect on price variance
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Availability of Ethnic food specialties were lowest as diversity of food available reflected ethnicities not reflected in high rise estates
Richmond had significantly more varieties of F&V & legumes & better nutritional choices
	Not reported
	Not reported

	WA FACS
	WA


	2010
	(28)
	(75)
	QLD HFAB basket and food group cost per ARIA category
NTMB food group cosst per ARIA category
Overall basket affordability
Availability of all foods priced
Average quality score by ARIA category
	Increase of QLD HFAB items per ARIA:
Very remote 23.5% greater than Major cities
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Overall quality of F&V lower in remote areas.
Smaller stores and community stores showed less product availability.
	Proportion of income required to purchase meal plan:
Couple family
Welfare income 47%
Average income 16%
	Not reported

	
	
	2013
	(37)
	 
	QLD HFAB basket and food group cost per ARIA category
Comparison with 2010 basket and food group cost
Availability of 'own brands'
Overall basket affordability
Availability of F&V varieties by ARIA
Number of missing items by ARIA
Average quality score of F&V by ARIA category
	Comparison of QLD HFAB items per ARIA:
Very remote 26.1% greater than Major cities
	As per WA FACS 2010
Not reported
	Comparison of basket cost from 2010-2013:
WA: 2.9% increase
Major cities: 2.5%
Inner regional: 4.7%
Outer regional: 10.0%
Remote: 8.8%
Very remote: 7.0%
	As per WA FACS 2010
Not reported
	Overall quality of F&V lower in remote areas.
Average number of own brand items less with increasing remoteness
Smaller stores and community stores showed less product availability.
	Proportion of income required to purchase meal plan:
Couple family
Welfare income 44%
Low income 23%
Average income 14%
Single parent family
Welfare income 36%
Low income 25%
Average income 24%
	Not reported

	NTMB
	NT
	2003
	(24)
	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2003 to 2002 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 1998-2003 re basket cost
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 124%, CS 96%
Katherine: SU 120%, CS 93%
East Arnhem: SU 134%, CS 104%
Alice Springs: SU 124%, CS 96%%
Barkly: SU 135%, CS 104%
NT av: SU 126%, CS 97%
	Not reported
	Comparison to 2002 for remote stores:
Darwin: 4% inc
Katherine: 2% inc
East Arnhem: 7% inc
Alice Springs: 3% inc
Barkly: 5% inc
NT av.: 4% inc
Comparison to 2002 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 5% inc
Katherine: 6% inc
East Arnhem: 18% inc
Alice Springs: 6% inc
Barkly: 3% inc
NT av.: 8% inc
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 17% from 1998-2003
1999 4%, 2000 1%, 2001 5%, 2002 2%, 2003 4%
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 23% from 1998-2003
	Not reported




Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
1998 41% higher
1999 32% higher
2000 37% higher
2001 37% higher
2002 27% higher
2003 26% higher
	Average of 7 fresh fruit choices and 12 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 77% fruit and 76% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 96% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 26/61 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 27%
Remote communities: 35%


Proportion of income needed to purchase basket has remained fairly constant since 1998
	Not reported

	
	
	2004
	(76)
	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2004 to 2003 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 1998-2004 re basket cost
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 120%, CS 111%
Katherine: SU 123%, CS 114%
East Arnhem: SU 127%, CS 118%
Alice Springs: SU 128%, CS 119%%
Barkly: SU 145%, CS 134%
NT av: SU 127%, CS 118%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2003 for remote stores:
Darwin: 2% dec
Katherine: 4% inc
East Arnhem: 4% dec
Alice Springs: 5% inc
Barkly: 9% inc
NT av.: 3% inc
Comparison to 2003 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 1% inc
Katherine: 7% inc
East Arnhem: 5% inc
Alice Springs: 13% inc
Barkly: 2% inc
NT av.: 5% inc
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 20% from 1998-2004
1999 4%, 2000 1%, 2001 5%, 2002 2%, 2003 4%, 2% 2004
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 29% from 1998-2004
	Not reported




Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
1998 41% higher
1999 32% higher
2000 37% higher
2001 37% higher
2002 27% higher
2003 26% higher
2004 27% higher
	Average of 7 fresh fruit choices and 13 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 82% fruit and 86% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 97% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 24/60 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 28%
Remote communities: 35%


Proportion of income needed to purchase basket has remained fairly constant since 1998
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported

	
	
	2005
	(77)
	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2005 to 2004 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 1998-2005 re basket cost
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 126%, CS 100%
Katherine: SU 129%, CS 102%
East Arnhem: SU 132%, CS 104%
Alice Springs: SU 132%, CS 104%%
Barkly: SU 153%, CS 121%
NT av: SU 132%, CS 104%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2004 for remote stores:
Darwin: 1% inc
Katherine: 1% dec
East Arnhem: 1% dec
Alice Springs: 1% dec
Barkly: 2% inc
NT av.: 1% dec
Comparison to 2003 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 4% dec
Katherine: 3% dec
East Arnhem: 6% dec
Alice Springs: 5% dec
Barkly: 3% inc
NT av.: 3% dec
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 20% from 1998-2005
1999 4%, 2000 1%, 2001 5%, 2002 2%, 2003 4%, 2% 2004, 1% decrease 2005
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 25% from 1998-2005
	Not reported




Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
1998 41% higher
1999 32% higher
2000 37% higher
2001 37% higher
2002 27% higher
2003 26% higher
2004 27% higher
2005 32% higher
	Average of 8 fresh fruit choices and 15 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 81% fruit and 80% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 96% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 24/66 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 25%
Remote communities: 34%


Proportion of income needed to purchase basket has remained fairly constant since 1998
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported


Ownership/management & employee characteristics








% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores



Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:



East Arnhem: SU 127%, CS 118%


Alice Springs: SU 128%, CS 118%%


Barkly: SU 156%, CS 144%


NT av: SU 129%, CS 119%


As per NTMB 2003


Comparison to 2005 for remote stores:


Darwin: 12% inc


Katherine: 8% inc


East Arnhem: 8% inc


Barkly: 14% inc


Comparison to 2005 for district centre supermarkets:


Katherine: 14% inc


East Arnhem: 10% inc


Alice Springs: 26% inc


NT av.: 16% inc


Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 31% from 1998-2006


Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:

1998 41% higher

1999 32% higher

2000 37% higher

2001 37% higher

2002 27% higher

2003 26% higher

2004 27% higher

2005 32% higher


Average of 7 fresh fruit choices and 14 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.


Average of 86% fruit and 82% veg rated 'good' in quality survey


Basket cost as % of family income:

Darwin: 28%

Remote communities: 36%


As per NTMB 2003

	Not reported

	
	
	2007
	(79)

	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2007 to 2006 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 1998-2007 re basket cost
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 114%, CS 117%
Katherine: SU 114%, CS 117%
East Arnhem: SU 120%, CS 123%
Alice Springs: SU 112%, CS 114%
Barkly: SU 138%, CS 141%
NT av: SU 117%, CS 120%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2006 for remote stores:
Darwin: 2% inc
Katherine: 4% inc
East Arnhem: 6% inc
Alice Springs: 2% dec
Barkly: 1% dec
NT av: 2% inc
Comparison to 2006 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 12% inc
Katherine: 0% steady
East Arnhem: 5% inc
Alice Springs: 5% dec
Barkly: 1% dec
NT av: 2% inc
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 33% from 1998-2007
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 48% from 1998-2007
	Not reported


Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
1998 41% higher
1999 32% higher
2000 37% higher
2001 37% higher
2002 27% higher
2003 26% higher
2004 27% higher
2005 32% higher
2006 29% higher
2007 17% higher
	Average of 8 fresh fruit choices and 15 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 90% fruit and 88% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 96% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 21/66 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 30%
Remote communities: 35%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported

	
	
	2008
	(80)

	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2008 to 2007 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 1998-2008 re basket cost
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 121%, CS 116%
Katherine: SU 127%, CS 123%
East Arnhem: SU 131%, CS 127%
Alice Springs: SU 116%, CS 112%
Barkly: SU 134%, CS 129%
NT av: SU 123%, CS 119%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2007 for remote stores:
Darwin: 3% inc
Katherine: 9% inc
East Arnhem: 7% inc
Alice Springs: 2% inc
Barkly: 5% dec
NT av: 4% inc
Comparison to 2007 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 2% dec
Katherine: 4% inc
East Arnhem: 8% inc
Alice Springs: 9% inc
Barkly: 9% inc
NT av: 5% inc
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 39% from 1998-2008
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 56% from 1998-2008
	Not reported


Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
1998 41% higher
1999 32% higher
2000 37% higher
2001 37% higher
2002 27% higher
2003 26% higher
2004 27% higher
2005 32% higher
2006 29% higher
2007 17% higher
2008 23% higher
	Average of 8 fresh fruit choices and 15 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 87% fruit and 89% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 93% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 17/66 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 28%
Remote communities: 35%
	Shown graphically for remote stores (slightly higher than CPI) and a Darwin supermarket (markedly higher than CPI).

	
	
	2009
	(81)
	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2009 to 2008 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 2000-2009 re basket cost
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 121%, CS 122%
Katherine: SU 130%, CS 131%
East Arnhem: SU 134%, CS 135%
Alice Springs: SU 122%, CS 123%
Barkly: not calculated 
NT av: SU 126%, CS 127%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2008 for remote stores:
Darwin: 6% inc
Katherine: 7% inc
East Arnhem: 9% inc
Alice Springs: 7% inc
Barkly: not calculated
NT av: 7% inc
Comparison to 2008 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 7% dec
Katherine: 0% steady
East Arnhem: 0% steady
Alice Springs: 6% dec
Barkly: not calculated
NT av: 0% steady
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 43% from 2000-2009
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 48% from 2000-2009
	Not reported

Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
2000 39% higher
2001 38% higher
2002 29% higher
2003 27% higher
2004 28% higher
2005 33% higher
2006 29% higher
2007 18% higher
2008 27% higher
2009 27% higher
Note change in data analysis re missing items, thus differences from previously reported figures
	Average of 10 fresh fruit choices and 17 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 91% fruit and 90% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 96% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 30/65 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 29%
Remote communities: 37%
	Shown graphically for remote stores (slightly higher than CPI) and a Darwin supermarket (markedly higher than CPI).

	
	
	2010
	(82)
	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2010 to 2009 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 2000-2010 re basket cost
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 145%, CS 110%
Katherine: SU 142%, CS 108%
East Arnhem: SU 152%, CS 115%
Alice Springs: SU 138%, CS 105%
Barkly: SU 148%, CS 112%
NT av: SU 143%, CS 109%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2009 for remote stores:
Darwin: 6% inc
Katherine: 3% dec
East Arnhem: <1% dec
Alice Springs: <1% dec
Barkly: not calculated
NT av: <1% dec
Comparison to 2009 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 12% dec
Katherine: 6% dec
East Arnhem: 11% dec
Alice Springs: 14% dec
Barkly: not calculated
NT av: 11% dec
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 43% from 2000-2010
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 34% from 2000-2010
	Not reported


Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
2000 39% higher
2001 38% higher
2002 29% higher
2003 27% higher
2004 28% higher
2005 33% higher
2006 29% higher
2007 18% higher
2008 27% higher
2009 27% higher
2010 43% higher
	Average of 10 fresh fruit choices and 16 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 88% fruit and 89% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 95% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 31/76 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 25%
Remote communities: 36%
	Shown graphically for remote stores and a Darwin supermarket  with little difference b/n food basket cost and projected cost using CPI increases since 2000.


Ownership/management & employee characteristics


Comparison of quality of F&V per district


Average number of varieties of selected foods in remote stores 2000-2011


Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs


Availability of basket items in remote stores


Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores


Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store

% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores


Comparison of 2011 to 2010 re cost, F&V availability


Comparison of 2000-2011 re basket cost


Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:



East Arnhem: SU 151%, CS 133%


Barkly: SU 149%, CS 131%


NT av: SU 145%, CS 128%


As per NTMB 2003


Comparison to 2010 for remote stores:


Katherine: 10% inc


East Arnhem: 10% inc


Barkly: 11% inc


Comparison to 2010 for district centre supermarkets:

Darwin: 10% inc


Katherine: 11% inc


East Arnhem: 18% inc


Barkly: 29% inc


NT av: 19% inc


Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 59% from 2000-2011


Not reported


Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:


2000 39% higher


2001 38% higher


2003 27% higher




2007 18% higher



2010 43% higher


Average of 9 fresh fruit choices and 17 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.

Average of 91% fruit and 89% veg rated 'good' in quality survey


Basket cost as % of family income:

Darwin: 26%


Shown graphically for remote stores and a Darwin supermarket  for food basket cost and projected cost using CPI increases since 2000.


Larger difference for remote stores than Darwin supermarket

	

	
	
	2012
	(62)
	
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Average number of varieties of selected foods in remote stores 2000-2012
Number of varieties per vegetable subgroup
Presence or absence of at least one variety of legumes (dried/canned, not including baked beans)
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2011 to 2010 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 2000-2011 re basket cost
Comparison over 2000-2011 of cost of selected items in remote stores ("healthier" items of canned meat&veg meal and apple, "unhealthy" meal of pie and coke, and tobacco products)
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket (SU) and corner store (CS) per district:
Darwin: SU 148%, CS 120%
Katherine: SU 150%, CS 122%
East Arnhem: SU 155%, CS 125%
Alice Springs: SU 147%, CS 120%
Barkly: SU 143%, CS 116%
NT av: SU 149%, CS 121%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2011 for remote stores:
Darwin: 8% dec
Katherine: 4% dec
East Arnhem: 7% dec
Alice Springs: 7% dec
Barkly: 12% dec
NT av: 7% dec
Comparison to 2011 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 9% dec
Katherine: 4% dec
East Arnhem: 22% dec
Alice Springs: 12% dec
Barkly: 15% dec
NT av: 13% dec
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 49% from 2000-2012
Average cost of basket for NT supermarkets is 39% from 2000-2012
	Not reported


Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
2000 39% higher
2001 38% higher
2002 29% higher
2003 27% higher
2004 28% higher
2005 33% higher
2006 29% higher
2007 18% higher
2008 27% higher
2009 27% higher
2010 43% higher
2011 45% higher
2012 49% higher
	Average of 10 fresh fruit choices and 17 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 91% fruit and 89% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 94% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 16/73 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 23%
Remote communities: 35%
	Shown graphically for remote stores and a Darwin supermarket  for food basket cost and projected cost using CPI increases since 2000.

Larger difference for remote stores than Darwin supermarket

	
	
	2014
	(61)
	 
	Ownership/management & employee characteristics
Number of choices of F&V per district
Average number of varieties of selected foods in remote stores 2000-2012
Number of varieties per vegetable subgroup
Presence or absence of at least one variety of legumes (dried/canned, not including baked beans)
Comparison of quality of F&V per district
Comparison of district centre costs with remote store costs
Availability of basket items in remote stores
Average cost of basket in remote stores per district
Average cost of basket in district centre supermarkets & corner stores
Comparison of cost of basket in remote stores with Darwin supermarket & corner store
% of income to purchase basket in Darwin & remote stores
Comparison of 2014 to 2013 re cost, F&V availability
Comparison of 2000-2014 re basket cost
Comparison over 2000-2014 of cost of selected items in remote stores ("healthier" items of canned meat&veg meal and apple, "unhealthy" meal of pie and coke, and tobacco products)
Difference in cost of perishable & non-perishable foods 2000-2014 in remote stores
	Comparison of basket cost in remote stores to Darwin supermarket:
Darwin: 148%
Katherine: 151%
East Arnhem: 161%
Alice Springs: 155%
Barkly: 156%
NT av: 153%
	As per NTMB 2003
Not reported
	Comparison to 2013 for remote stores:
Darwin: 3% inc
Katherine: 3% inc
East Arnhem: 11% inc
Alice Springs: 5% inc
Barkly: 11% inc
NT av: 5% inc
Comparison to 2013 for district centre supermarkets:
Darwin: 3% inc
Katherine: 0% steady
East Arnhem: 7% dec
Alice Springs: 6% inc
Barkly: 1% inc
NT av: <1% inc
Average cost of basket for NT remote stores increased 61% from 2000-2014

Average cost of basket for NT district supermarkets is 45% from 2000-2014

Average cost of basket for NT district corner stores is 68% from 2000-2014
	Not reported


Relative cost of basket in remote store compared to Darwin supermarket:
2000 39% higher
2001 38% higher
2002 29% higher
2003 27% higher
2004 28% higher
2005 33% higher
2006 29% higher
2007 18% higher
2008 27% higher
2009 27% higher
2010 43% higher
2011 45% higher
2012 49% higher
2013 49% higher
2014 53% higher
	Average of 12 fresh fruit choices and 17 fresh vegetable choices in remote stores.
Average of 88% fruit and 86% veg rated 'good' in quality survey
Average of 95% basket item prices usually available in remote stores, 20/79 stores had/usually had all items available.
	Basket cost as % of family income:
Darwin: 22%
Remote communities: 34%
	Shown graphically for remote stores and a Darwin supermarket  for food basket cost and projected cost using CPI increases since 2000.

Larger difference for remote stores than Darwin supermarket

	
	Remote SA
	2014
	(84)
	(85)
	Cost of basket per store
Cost of basket since 2009
Cost of F&V 2012, 2013, 2014
	Not reported

Basket cost from Mai Wiru stores 35% more than large Alice Springs supermarket.
Basket cost from Mai Wiru stores 14% more than small Alice Springs supermarket.
	Not reported
	Average basket cost from 2013-2014
Mai Wiru stores: 0.3% increase
Other community stores : 7.2% increase and 2.6% decrease
Alice Springs stores:
6.0% increase & 3.9% decrease
Average difference in cost of basket in Mai Wiru and Alice Springs since 2008: 9% decrease
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported


Cost of basket per suburb

Change in cost over 2000-2003


Average IFHB cost:


12.1% increase


2001-2003: 0.8% increase


Average IFHB cost as an index:


2000: 100.0


2001: 111.3


Average cost increases from 2000-2003 for food groups:


Extras: 10.5% inc


Fruit: 15.0% inc


Vegetables: 19.8% inc


Comparison to other surveys:

2000-2001:

QLD HFAB 10.7% increase


Cost of IHFB:


CPI all food groups: 10-13% inc, except meat & seafood 21.7% inc


Veg & meat:


Breads & cereals:


IHFB minimal inc

	CPI 12.1% inc



	
	
	2005

2007
	
	(65, 86)
	Cost of basket per suburb
Change in cost over 2000-2007 for whole basket and food groups
Cost of meat, eggs, F&V between supermarket and butcher+green grocer per suburb
	Not reported
	No consistent pattern between SES andd basket cost
	Average IFHB cost:
2000-2007: 20.4% increase
2005-2007: 2.9% increase
Difference in basket cost if meat & F&V purchased from butcher & green grocer:
2005: 3.4% decrease
2007: 3.5% decrease
Average IFHB cost as an index:
2000: 100.0
2001: 111.3
2003: 112.1
2007: 120.4
Average cost increases from 2000-2007 for food groups:
Extras: 22.7% inc
Fruit: 47.2% inc
Vegetables: 55.7% inc
	QLD HFAB:
2000-2006 42.7%
IHFB:
2000-2007 20.4%
	As per IHFB 2000
Not reported
	Cost of IHFB:
2001: 31.9% of av. Weekly earnings, 33.3% of welfare payments
2007: 28.0% of av. Weekly earnings, 29.4% of welfare payments
	CPI for food: 31.9% inc
IHFB: 20.4% inc

	
	
	2009
	
	(86)
	Cost of IHFB compared to average weekly earnings and welfare payments
% change in cost of food groups and total basket from 2000-2009
	Not reported
	No consistent pattern between SES andd basket cost
	Average IFHB cost:
2000-2009: 38.4% increase
Average cost increases from 2000-2009 for food groups:
Fruit: 64%% inc
All other food groups from graph are ~15-40% increase
	Not reported
	As per IHFB 2000
Not reported
	Cost of IHFB:
2000: 29.8% of average weekly earnings (AWE), 31.2% of welfare payments
2001: 31.9% AWE, 33.3% of welfare 
2003: 29.2% AWE, 31.3% of welfare
2005: 28.2% AWE, 31.3% of welfare
2007: 28% AWE, 29.4% of welfare
2009: 30.2% AWE, 30.0% of welfare
	CPI for food: 37.6% inc
IHFB: 38.4% inc

	
	Dandenong, VIC
	2007
	(52)
	 
	Cost of IHFB in supermarkets
Cost of F&V in supermarkets, greengrocers and market
Comparison to 2006 IHFB in CGD of basket, F&V
Comparison to CPI
	Not reported

Cost of IHFB in CGD supermarkets:
$219.32-$326.83
Average: $284.13
	Not reported
	Average IFHB cost:
2006: $296.50
2007: $284.13
If price of bananas excluded, cost of IHFB in 2007 has increased 6.7%

2006 F&V relative cost:
Market $1
Supermarket $1.45
Greengrocer $1.25
2007 F&V relative cost:
Market $1
Supermarket $1.39
Greengrocer $1.11
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	CPI 2006-2007:1.9% inc for all foods
IHFB 2006-2007 (excl. bananas): 6.7% inc
CPI 2006-2007 F&V: approx 9% inc

For F&V (excl. bananas) 2006-2007:
supermarkets 5.4% inc
Greengrocers 6.1% dec
Market 6.5% dec

	
	Adelaide, SA
	2005
	 
	(49)
	Cost of IHFB in each suburb
Cost dependent on type of shop
Availability of items
Affordability
	Not reported
Cost of IHFB in Adelaide suburbs:
$224.17-$271.87
Average: $245.63
	Tendancy for prices to be higher in high-SES an lower in low-SES area, but pattern not clear.
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Availability reported qualitatively only.
	Cost of IHFB requires 35% of AWE and 31% of welfare payments
	Not reported

	VHFB
	Rural and regional Victoria
	2007
	 
	(22, 51, 87)
	Average cost of VHFB, cost per store
Comparison of cost by ARIA
Comparison of cost by SEIFA
Comparison of cost by distance from Melbourne
Comparison of cost by population density
Comparison of cost by supermarket chain brand
%income to purchase basket for HH
Median cost of food groups
	No significant correlation of basket cost to ARIA
No significant correlation of basket cost to distance from Melbourne
No significant correlation of basket cost to population density
	No significant correlation of basket cost to SEIFA (limited range of SEIFA scores)
Basket cost in independent store significantly higher than in supermarkets
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	%Income of reference family to purchase VHFB:
HH1 - 40%
HH2 - 37%
HH3 - 19%
HH4 - 29%
	Not reported

	
	Mornington Peninsula & Frankston, VIC
	2007

2008

2009
	
	(53)
(53)
(53)

	Cost of VHFB as % HH income
Comparison of cost of VHFB in supermarket chain type
	Significant correlation of basket cost and suburb in 2007
No significant correlation of basket cost to suburb in 2008 & 2009
	Significant moderate correlation between basket cost and SEIFA in 2007, 2009
No significant correlationof basket cost and SEIFA in 2008
	Cost of VHFB increased by 6% from 2007-2009

Large private chain supermarkets cheaper than smaller independent supermarkets
	Not reported
	Not reported
	%Income of reference family to purchase VHFB:
2007
HH1 - 40%
HH2 - 36%
HH3 - 18%
HH4 - 29%
2008
HH1 - 37%
HH2 - 32%
HH3 - 18%
HH4 - 29%
2009
HH1 - 34%
HH2 - 30%
HH3 - 18%
HH4 - 29%
	Not reported


Cost of VHFB in each LGA for each HH


% welfare income of HH to purchase basket in Maroondah:

HH1 - 35%

HH2 - 31%

HH3 - 17%

HH4 - 27%

% welfare income of HH to purchase basket in Knox

HH1 - 37%

HH2 - 32%

HH3 - 18%

HH4 - 28%

% welfare income of HH to purchase basket in Maroondah:

HH1 - 38%

HH2 - 33%

HH3 - 18%

	HH4 - 29%
	Not reported

	
	Metropolitan Adelaide, SA
	2009
	
	(47, 88)
	Cost of basket per HH from supermarkets by low and high income areas
Cost of basket per HH from supermarkets & specialty shops by low and high income areas
Proportion of welfare or EDHI spent on basket per low and high income areas per HH
Availability of food items
Mean quality scores of F&V
Comparison of % of core and non-core foods promoted in supermarkets in low and high income areas
	Not reported
	For all HH, no statistical difference in cost of basket in low and high income areas
	Not reported
	Not reported
	No statistically significant difference between quality scores of F&V in supermarkets in high and low income areas. Greengrocers similar

Overall quality 45-48/50
	% welfare income of reference family to purchase basket:
HH1 - 33.0%
HH2 - 29.1%
HH3 - 17.4%
HH4 - 28.6%
% EDHI income spent on basket in low income areas:
HH1: 28.3%
HH2: 25.6%
HH4: 18.6%
% EDHI income spent on basket in high income areas:
HH1: 8.9%
HH2: 8.0%
HH4: 5.9%
	Not reported

	
	Southern Grampians & Glenelg, Victoria
	2009

2010
	(55)
(55)

	 
	Availability of basket items in stores
Average basket cost per HH
% income spent for basket per HH
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported

Availability of basket items:
Major chain supermarkets 100%
Independent supermarkets 86-100%
General or convenience store 32-77%

Unhealthy items (soft drink & chocolate bar) available at all stores
	Median % income required to purchase basket in Glenelg:
HH1: 35%
HH2: 32%
HH3: 17%
HH4: 31%
Median % income required to purchase basket in Southern Grampians
HH1: 34%
HH2: 30%
HH3: 18%
HH4: 29%


	Not reported

	
	Wellington VIC
	2010
	(56)
	 
	Availability of basket items in stores
Maximum, median and minimum cost of basket per HH
Average cost of basket per store type
Maximum, median and minimum % of unemployment benefit spent per HH for basket
	Not reported

VHFB cost most from general store in a lone store town, least from chain supermarket in town with choices of stores to shop.
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Quality not reported

11 stores in 6 towns had all basket items
67% of store had >80% of basket
	Median % income required to purchase basket:
HH1: 34.6%
HH2: 31.8%
HH3: 13.1%
HH4: 23.4%
	Not reported

	
	8x LGAs, Victoria
	2010
	(57)
	 
	Median cost of basket for each HH for each LGA
Median % of income required to purchase basket for each HH for each LGA
	Not reported
	No relationship between LGA SEIFA and cost of basket
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	% income required to purchase basket:
HH1: 31-33%
HH2: 27-29%
HH3: 27-30%
HH4: 15-16%
	Not reported

	
	Rural South Australia
	2010
	 
	(93)
	Cost and affordability of basket cost per rural town
Comparison with metro Adelaide data
	Basket cost higher in more remote areas than less remote, but not statistically significant
Affordability not significantly different between more and less remote
	Basket cost in high SES compared to low SES not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of basket in rural area significantly higher than in metro areas (Wong et al)
Affordability not statistically different in rural areas to metro areas
	Not reported
	Households in lower SES areas spend ~3x higher proportion of income on basket than households in higher SES areas
	Not reported

	
	South Coast VIC
	2010
	(89, 91)
	 
	Availability of basket items in stores
Average cost of basket per HH
Average cost of basket per store type
% of income spent per HH for basket
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Change in basket cost for each HH 2008-2009:
HH1: 4.5% increase
HH2: 4.5% increase
HH3: 3.0% increase
HH4: 4.3% increase
Change in basket cost for each HH 2009-2010:
HH1: 1.3% decrease
HH2: 1.6% decrease
HH3: 0.7% decrease
HH4: 0.01% decrease
	% income required for mean basket cost in South Coast in 2008:
HH1: 45%
HH2: 41%
HH3: 21%
HH4: 33%
% income required for mean basket cost in Outer East in 2008:
HH1: 37%
HH2: 32%
HH3: 18%
HH4: 28%
	Quality not reported

Of 32 towns only 13 had a store with all basket items
45% of store had >90% of basket
8 stores in 2008, 12 in 2009, 19 in 2010 could supply all items 
	% income required to purchase basket at lowest price store:
HH1: 24.7%
HH2: 23.8%
HH3: 13.5%
HH4: 19.1%
% income required to purchase basket at highest price store:
HH1: 62%
HH2: 57.9%
HH3: 24.8%
HH4: 54.2%
	Not reported

	
	South Coast VIC
	2010
	(90, 91)
	 
	Availability of basket items in stores
Average cost of basket per HH
Average cost of basket per store type
% of income spent per HH for basket
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Change in basket cost for each HH July 2010 to Dec 2010:
HH1: 4.5% increase
HH2: 4.9% increase
HH3: 4.4% increase
HH4: 4.0% increase
	% income required for mean basket cost in South Coast in 2010:
HH1: 42%
HH2: 41%
HH3: 17%
HH4: 32%
% income required for mean basket cost in Outer East in 2008:
HH1: 37%
HH2: 32%
HH3: 18%
HH4: 28%
	Quality not reported

Of 30 towns only 8 had a store with all basket items
54% of store had >90% of basket
8 stores in 2008, 12 in 2009, 19 in July 2010, 11 in Dec 2010 could supply all items 
	% income required to purchase basket at lowest price store:
HH1: 26%
HH2: 25%
HH3: 10.3%
HH4: 20.1%
% income required to purchase basket at highest price store:
HH1: 58%
HH2: 56.9%
HH3: 22.9%
HH4: 42.6%
	Not reported

	
	South Coast VIC
	2013
	(91)
	 
	Cost of basket for typical family in each store
Variation of basket cost per store type for 2010 and 2013
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Shown graphically, cost increased for all store types except local general stores
	Not reported
	Quality not reported

10 of 24 stores had missing items in 2010
2 of 24 stores had missing items in 2013
	% Centrelink benefits for typical family:
2010 37%
2013: 37%
	Not reported

	
	Greater Bendigo, VIC
	2012
	(59)
	
	Average basket cost, range of basket cost
Comparison of supermarket chains (brief)
Range of cost of F&V at greengrocers and comparison with supermarkets
	"outer areas" more expensive than supermarkets in Bendigo for basket and F&V
Supermarkets more expensive than greengrocers for F&V
	Not reported
	Not reported
	not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported


Average price of basket in City of Greater Geelong


Quality not reported

Availability of basket items:

50% of suburbs below CoGG SEIFA average did not have a supermarket providing all basket items.


% of income required to purchase basket for HH1:

2011: 37%

2012: 34%

HH2:

2011: 32%

2012: 30%

HH3:

2011: 17%

2012: 17%

HH4:

2011: 32%

	2012: 31%
	Not reported

	
	Port Melbourne, VIC
	2014
	(92)
	
	Average basket cost as % of income per HH per income bracket 
Availability of basket items
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	% of income to purchase basket for low income bracket:
HH1: 48%
HH2: 33%
HH3: 12%
HH4: 15%
% of income to purchase basket for medium income bracket:
HH1: 19%
HH2: 13%
HH3: 5%
HH4: 6%% of income to purchase basket for high income bracket:
HH1: 12%
HH2: 8%
HH3: 3%
HH4: 4%
	Not reported

	
	TAS
	2014
	(45)
	
	Availability, cost, affordability of basket per HH in state
Cost of basket per LGA per HH
Availability and cost of basket per SA4 per HH
Availability and cost of basket per ARIA per HH
	Many tables of data showing basket prices for SA4 regions and ARIA.  No proportionate comparisons.
	Basket cost lower in major supermarkets regardless of SEIFA
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Availability lower in general & convenience stores than major supermarkets
	% of income to purchase baskett:
HH1: 
22-30% at major supermarket
28-42% at other stores
HH2:
23% at major supermarket
29% minor supermarket
32% general & convenience stores
HH3:
14% at major supermarket
11% minor supermarket
16% general & convenience stores
HH4:
21% at major supermarket
27% minor supermarket
30% general & convenience stores
	Not reported

	
	2 LGAs in TAS
	2011
	(30)
	
	Median cost of basket for each HH for each LGA and combined
Median % of income required to purchase basket for each HH for each LGA and combined
Median cost of basket for each HH by food outlet category
Median cost of food groups for each HH for each LGA and combined
Mean quality score per ARIA and SEIFA
Availability of F&V per ARIA and SEIFA
	Cost of each basket per HH per LGA shown tabulated
	No significant correlation of basket cost to SEIFA 
	Not reported
	Not reported
	No statistically significant difference between quality scores of F&V in stores by either ARIA or SEIFA

Overall quality 46/50
	% of income to purchase basket for Clarence on welfare:
HH1: 46%
HH2: 42%
HH3: 17%
HH4: 33%
% of income to purchase basket for Dorset on welfare:
HH1: 43%
HH2: 40%
HH3: 16%
HH4: 32%
% of income to purchase basket for Clarence on AWE:
HH1: 22%
HH2: 15%
% of income to purchase basket for Dorset on AWE:
HH1: 15%
HH2: 14%
	Not reported

	Revised QLD HFAB
	QLD
	2014
	(18)
	 
	Cost of HFAB for each HH per QLD average and each ARIA+ strata
Cost of cheapest HFAB (generic brands) per HH per strata
Cost of each food group per HH per strata
Comparison of cost of QLD HFAB items and Revised QLD HFAB items in total, cheapest and by food group per strata
Number of missing items in QLD HFAB and Revised QLD HFAB
%age of stores with missing items in QLD HFAB and Revised QLD HFAB
Cost of unhealthy foods & tobacco per strata
Comparison of cost of QLD HFAB & food groups between 2006, 2010 & 2014
Comparison of number of missing items from 2006, 2010, 2014
	Revised HFAB relative cost
HH1 (6 people)
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 126.5%
HH2 (4 people)
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 126.6%
HH3 (3 people)
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 126.6%
HH4 (2 people)
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 127.4%
HH5 (1 person)
Major cities: 100%
Very remote: 126.9%
Cheapest HFAB for HH1
QLD av. : 17.5% decrease
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Changes in cost 2010-2014 for QLD  HFAB:
Major cities: 5.8% decrease
Inner regional: 4.2% decrease
Outer regional: 6.2% decrease
Remote: 2.5% increase
Very remote: 2.4% decrease

Increases 2000-2010:
QLD 63.3%
Major cities: 65.5%
Inner regional: 59.0%
Outer regional: 61.1%
Remote: 48.0%
Very remote: 57.8%
	As per QLD HFAB 2000
Not reported
	Vegetable availability:
Major cities: 15/15 varieties
Inner regional: 14.9/15
Outer regional 14.7/15
Remote: 14.7/15
Very remote: 13.6/15
Fruit availability:
Major cities: 12.3/15 varieties
Inner regional: 12.9/15
Outer regional 11.2/15
Remote: 10.9/15
Very remote: 10.6/15
Missing items from 2014 HFAB:
Major cities: 2.7%
Inner regional: 5.1%
Outer regional 5.3%
Remote: 5.3%
Very remote: 10.8%
	Proportion of income required to purchase Revised QLD HFAB, QLD average:
HH1 24.3%
HH2 21.6%
HH3 21.4%
HH4 17.1%
HH5 23.6%
Major cities:
HH1 23.9%
HH2 21.4%
HH3 21.1%
HH4 16.9%
HH5 23.2%
Very remote:
HH1 30.3%
HH2 27.1%
HH3 26.7%
HH4 21.5%
HH5 29.6%
	Mean % change for Revised QLD HFAB was 1.3% decrease, compared to 1.6% increase of CPI

	H&S Basket
	Greater Western Sydney, NSW
	2011
	 
	(19, 32)
	Average cost of typical and H&S basket in five levels of neighbourhood disadvantage
Comparison of food group cost across three types of food systems (supermarket, small supermarket/convenience stores, food coops/farmer's markets)
Affordability across income quintiles
	Not reported
	Average cost of H&S basket higher than typical in all five CCDs.  Largest difference in most disadvantaged ares.
Average cost of H&S basket highest in middle SEIFA area, lowest in second most disadvantaged SEIFA area. 
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	% of income needed to purchase basket across all CCDs:
Lowest income quintile HH:
typical basket: 33-44% 
H&S basket: 40-48% 
Highest income quintile HH:
typical basket: 6-8%
H&S basket: 8-9%
	Not reported

	SFFA
	Western Sydney, NSW
	2006
	(21)
	 
	Comparison of cost by grouped SEIFA - total basket, F&V
Comparison of supermarket chains - total basket and food groups
Availability by SEIFA
Missing items by food group
F&V quality by SEIFA
	Not reported
	Food basket cost by grouped SEIFA (std dev):
750-849: $220.35
850-899: $206.80 (2.7)
900-949: $214.06 (4.9)
950-999: $212.37 (9.7)
1000-1049: $224.20 (14.0)
1050-1099: $220.95 (2.6)
1100-1160: $220.54 (9.4)
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Average availability:

750-849: 98%
850-899: 98%
900-949: 99%
950-999: 99%
1000-1049: 96.5%
1050-1099: 84%
1100-1160: 92.5%
	Not reported
	Not reported

	Kettings
	Melbourne, VIC
	2007
	 
	(34)
	Total cost of meal plan for market and generic brands for each HH
Cost of food groups for meal plan
% of income to purchase meal plan
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Cost of meal plan for welfare dependent family: 
HH1: 44% (38% with generics)
HH2: 39% (34% with generics)
Cost of meal plan for average wage family:
HH1: 18% (16% with generics)
HH2: 25% (22% with generics)
	Not reported

	Katoomba 
	Katoomba, NSW
	(undated)
	(33)
	 
	Lowest possible cost of food basket for each HH
Range of cost of food basket for each HH
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Not reported
	% of income needed to purchase lowest cost basket:
HH1: 22%
HH2: 20.7%
HH3: 23.9%
Range in cost of basket as % total income:
HH1: 24.1-27.9%
HH2: 22.4-24.4%
HH3: 24.6-28.8%
(Unclear why lowest cost falls outside this range)
	Not reported

	Meedeniya
	Rural South Australia
	1999
	(23)
	 
	Cost of basket and relative cost of basket to cost in Adelaide
Cost of basket re town population
Cost of basket by ARIA
Cost of basket by SEIFA
	95% to 175% of the cost in
Adelaide

Increasing cost with increasing remoteness
	No correlation between cost of basket and areas of socioeconomic disadvantage.
	Not reported
	Not reported
	Greater variety of F&V in larger towns compared to smaller
Greater variety of F&V in highly accessible compared to remote locations
	between 20% and 38% of an estimated welfare income level
	Not reported


