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Abstract
Objective: The present study aimed to: (i) evaluate changes in Canadian children’s
dietary quality during school hours and on school days between 2004 and 2015;
and (ii) explore whether changes in dietary quality over time were moderated by
sociodemographic characteristics.
Design: Nationally representative 24 h dietary recall data were obtained from the
2004 (n 4827) and 2015 (n 2447) Canadian Community Health Surveys. Dietary
quality was measured using the Canadian Healthy Eating Index (C-HEI) which
evaluates respondents’ compliance with 2007 national dietary recommendations,
and the school-HEI which assesses respondents’ dietary quality during school
hours. Multivariable regression models compared differences in dietary quality
between 2004 and 2015. Interaction effects were used to test whether changes over
time were moderated by sociodemographic characteristics (sex, age group,
ethnicity, residential location, province of residence, parental education, food
security status).
Setting: Canada.
Participants: Children aged 6–17 years.
Results: Mean school-HEI score rose from 51.3 to 58.0 points (maximum = 100)
from 2004 to 2015 (P< 0.001). School-HEI sub-scores for total vegetables and
fruit, whole fruit, dark green and orange vegetables, milk and alternatives,
and meat and alternatives improved over time, but remained well below
recommendations. Decreased energy from minimally nutritious foods accounted
for 39 % of the improvement in mean school-HEI scores. Mean whole day C-HEI
scores also improved (60.8 to 66.4 points, P< 0.001). There was no evidence of a
moderating effect for any of the sociodemographic variables examined.
Conclusions: Mean dietary quality of Canadian children during school hours and
on school days improved modestly for all age and sex groups but remained below
2007 national dietary recommendations.
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Previous research has documented suboptimal dietary
practices among Canadian children(1,2), particularly in
the school context(3–5). In 2004, Canadian children
reported consuming about one-third of their total daily
energy at school, but reported relatively fewer dairy
products and more minimally nutritious foods during
school hours compared with the remainder of the school
day(5). Schools have the potential to contribute to child-
ren’s overall well-being by creating health-promoting
environments that support healthy eating and physical
activity(6,7). Since 2005, all ten Canadian provinces have
targeted schools as key settings for healthy eating

initiatives(8,9). Still, little is known about how children’s
dietary quality has changed over the last decade, both
at school and for the whole day.

Monitoring children’s dietary quality at school can pro-
vide insights needed to inform school-based interventions
and policies addressing specific aspects of the diet which
would most benefit from intervention(10–12). We previously
reported data on the school hour and school day dietary
intakes of Canadian children using data from the nationally
representative 2004 Canadian Community Health Survey
(CCHS 2004)(5,13). At that time, we found that the average
quality of foods and beverages consumed by Canadian
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children during school hours was suboptimal in relation to
national dietary recommendations, and also reported
differences in average school hour quality scores among
children living in different provinces and between older
and younger children(5). In 2015, Statistics Canada con-
ducted a follow-up national nutrition survey (the 2015
CCHS – Nutrition) using methods that were similar to the
ones used in 2004(14). This provided an opportunity to com-
pare differences in children’s school hour and school day
dietary intakes in 2004 v. 2015 and to assess whether
differences in mean dietary quality scores found among
sociodemographic subgroups (previously reported in
2004(5)) were also observed in 2015.

The purpose of the present studywas to compare school
hour and school day dietary quality among Canadian chil-
dren from 2004 to 2015. We hypothesized that: (i) school
hour and school day dietary quality would improve from
2004 to 2015; (ii) differences in school hour dietary quality
among sociodemographic subgroups (i.e. based on prov-
ince of residence and age group) would persist from
2004 to 2015; and (iii) the magnitude of changes over time
in school hour diet quality would be similar across province
of residence and other sociodemographic factors.

Participants and methods

Data source and study sample
Nationally representative data were obtained from the
2004 and 2015 CCHS. Both surveys used a multistage
stratified cluster sample that was nationally representative
for age, sex, geography and socio-economic status (n 35 107,
response rate 76·5 % in 2004(15); n 20 487, response rate
61·6 % in 2015(14)). The surveys targeted residents of all
ages (in 2004) and ages 1 year and above (in 2015) living
in private dwellings in Canada’s ten provinces(14). The target
population did not include individuals who were full-time
members of the Canadian Forces or who lived in the
Territories, on reserves and other Aboriginal settlements,
in some remote areas or in institutions (e.g. prisons or care
facilities)(14). A computer-assisted 24 h dietary recall method
asked respondents about all foods and beverages consumed
from midnight to midnight on the previous day, including
types and amounts of foods consumed, eating occasion
(e.g. breakfast, lunch, snack) and time of consumption(15).
The approach used for the 24 h recall was based on the
US Department of Agriculture’s Automated Multiple-Pass
Method. This method is an automated questionnaire that
guides the interviewer through a series of questions and
probes to maximize the interviewee’s opportunities for
remembering and reporting foods and beverages con-
sumed(16). Interviews for children aged 6–11 years were
conducted with parental assistance. Children aged 12 years
or above were asked to provide their own information.
The present study used the first interviewer-administered

24 h recall for both survey years (2004 and 2015). The mean
of one-day intakes is an acceptable estimate of the mean
‘usual’, or long-term daily average, intake of a population
when it is properly estimated; that is, when the days of
the week and seasons of the year are adequately repre-
sented(17), which was the case for both the 2004(15) and
2015(14) waves of the CCHS. All foods and beverages in
2004 were analysed using the food composition data
from the 2001b version of the Canadian Nutrient File data-
base(18). In the case of the CCHS 2015 – Nutrition, the
2015 version of the Canadian Nutrient File was used.
Permission to conduct these analyses and access to these
data was provided by Statistics Canada’s Research Data
Center Program.

Analyses included respondents (n 4945 in 2004 and
n 2516 in 2015) aged 6–17 years who completed a first
24 h dietary recall which fell on a weekday (Monday
through Friday) but excluded recalls which fell on any
days from 22 December through the end of the first week
of January (typical Christmas/winter break), other
national holidays or during summer months (from 21 June
through Labour Day in September). This sample comprised
55 and 57% of all surveyed children aged 6–17 years in
2004 and 2015, respectively. Similar to the approach used
by Sheehy et al.(19), diet recalls with reported daily energy
intakes below 2033 kJ (486 kcal) and above 26 631 kJ
(6365 kcal) were considered to reflect extreme energy
reporting and therefore dropped (n 28 in 2004 and n 15
in 2015). Children who reported 0 kJ (0 kcal) intake during
(or outside) school hours were also excluded (n 90 in 2004
andn 54 in 2015). This resulted in a final analytical sample of
7274 children (n 4827 children in 2004 and n 2447 in 2015;
see online supplementary material, Supplemental Fig. S1).

Measures
Time of consumption was used to classify foods and bev-
erages as falling either within or outside school hours as the
first CCHS in 2004 did not ask respondents to state where
the food or beverage was consumed(18). Since school hours
vary among Canadian jurisdictions(20), it was not possible to
determine the exact time window which would include
school hours for all Canadian children. Foods consumed
between 09.00 and 14.00 hours were classified as foods
consumed during school hours since this time was most
likely to include school hours for most Canadian children.

Dependent variables included school hour and
school day intakes of energy, macro- and micronutrients,
food group servings (using standard servings from the
2007 Canadian Food Guide(21)), tier 4 food group servings
(described below) and energy from other foods (foods not
part of the food guide). In addition to providing recommen-
dations for the number of daily servings from each of the
four major food groups (vegetables and fruit, grain prod-
ucts, milk and alternatives, meat and alternatives), the
2007 Canada’s Food Guide provided guidance on the types
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of foods to choose from each group through directional
statements (e.g. ‘choose vegetables and fruit prepared
with little or no added fat, sugar or salt’(21)). Created by
Health Canada in 2014(22,23), the tier system was based
on this guidance and categorizes foods within each of
the four food groups from the 2007 Canadian Food
Guide as falling within one of four tiers –where tier 1 foods
are considered the most nutritious foods and tier 4 the least
nutritious foods. Tier 1 and 2 foods are foods described as
‘foods in line with the Canadian Food Guide guidance’, tier
3 foods are foods that are ‘partially in linewith the Canadian
Food Guide guidance’ and tier 4 foods are described as
‘foods not in line with the Canadian Food Guide
guidance’(22). For example, tier 4 foods from the
vegetables and fruit group exceed at least two of the upper
thresholds for total fat (>10 g per reference amount),
saturated fat (>2 g per reference amount), total sugars
(>19 g per reference amount) and sodium (>360 mg per
reference amount). Examples include deep-fried or bat-
tered foods (e.g. French fries in the vegetables and fruit food
group). Within this framework, 100 % fruit juices count
towards total servings of vegetables and fruit (where 1 serv-
ing is equivalent to 125ml)(21). 100 % fruit juices are
classified as either a tier 2 or tier 3 food, depending on their
content of total sugars(22). Tier 4 foods are not counted
towards the total number of food guide servings, and thus
were reported separately. Other foods are foods which fall
outside the four food groups of the 2007 Canadian Food
Guide and may include, for example, sugar-sweetened bev-
erages, chocolate bars, and salty snacks such as potato chips.

To provide an overall measure of dietary quality (meas-
uring adherence to Canadian national dietary guidelines
that existed at the time of the study), we used the
Canadian Healthy Eating Index (C-HEI(2)). The C-HEI
scoring system is based on daily intake standards. That
is, maximum scores are given when a respondent’s intake
met the recommended number of daily servings for a given
food group (e.g. 2 servings of milk and alternatives/d
recommended for children aged 6–8 years)(2). To provide
a measure of diet quality specific to the school context, we
also used an adaptation of the C-HEI for school hours (the
school Healthy Eating Index, or school-HEI)(5). The scoring
criteria for the school-HEI have been described
previously(5). Briefly, preliminary analyses were conducted
to examine the average energy contribution of foods and
beverages consumed during school hours (09.00–14.00
hours) in 2004 and 2015. The mean proportion of energy
from foods consumed during school hours (SE) relative
to whole day intake was 33·6 (0·4) % in 2004 compared
with 34·3 (0·4) % in 2015 (P value from two sample
t test = 0·222). Therefore, similar to the US Department of
Agriculture’s National School Lunch Program nutrient
criteria approach(24), the scoring criteria for each compo-
nent of the school-HEI index were scaled by one-third in
2004 and 2015.

Sociodemographic variables included sex, age, age
group, ethnicity (White v. non-White), rural v. urban loca-
tion of residence, province of residence, parental
education level and household food security status.
Respondents were classified as living either in urban pop-
ulation centres or rural areas, where urban areas were
defined as ‘those continuously built-up areas having a
population concentration of 1000 or more and a popula-
tion density of 400 or more per square kilometer based on
current census population counts’(25,26). Parental educa-
tion was recoded into a dichotomous variable, classifying
respondents living in a household where household
member(s) had either no post-secondary education or
at least some post-secondary education (or higher). In
both 2004 and 2015, household-level food security status
was measured using the Household Food Security Survey
Module (HFSSM). This module, completed by the adult
member of the household, contained eighteen questions
used to assess ‘uncertain, insufficient or inadequate food
access, availability and utilization due to limited financial
resources, and the compromised eating patterns and
food consumption that may result’ in the previous
12 months’(27). Ten of the eighteen items are specific to
the experiences of adults in the household or the house-
hold in general (adult scale), while eight are specific to the
experiences of children under the age of 18 years in the
household (child scale). The food security status of child
and adult members of the household was determined by
the number of food-insecure conditions reported; that is,
by the number of questions in the HFSSM that the
respondent answered affirmatively. To be considered
food-secure, no items, or only one item, in the adult or
child scale were affirmed. In these analyses, food insecu-
rity was recoded as a dichotomous variable (food-secure
v. food-insecure which collapsed the moderate and
severely food-insecure children) to facilitate comparisons
between survey cycles. Since no household sampling
weight was created for estimating the prevalence of
household-level food insecurity, the prevalence of food
insecurity was estimated using respondent (individual)
sampling survey weights for 2004 and 2015. The preva-
lence of food insecurity can therefore not be considered
nationally representative of household-level food insecu-
rity status.

Statistical analyses
Rao–Scott χ2 tests were used to test whether the socio-
demographic characteristics of Canadian schoolchildren
differed between 2004 and 2015. The main independent
variable of interest was survey cycle year (a dichotomous
variable). The primary dependent variables included
intakes of nutrients, food group servings, C-HEI and
school-HEI scores. Multivariable-adjusted linear regression
models were used to compare differences in dietary
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outcomes between 2004 and 2015. All models were
adjusted for energy intake (during school hours or for the
whole school day, as appropriate) and for the potentially
confounding effects of the sociodemographic differences
between the 2004 and 2015 samples. Given the normal dis-
tribution of C-HEI scores and use of energy adjustment
within all regression models, we believe that the normality
of the dependent variables was not a concern for these
analyses.

Because energy misreporting changed over time bet-
ween 2004 and 2015(28), sensitivity analyseswere conducted
among the sample of respondents deemed to be plausible
energy reporters to assess the potential impact of energy
misreporting on changes in dependent variables. Plausible
energy reporters were identified using the Institute of
Medicine’s total energy expenditure requirements equations
in the sub-sample of children with measured heights and
weights using the method developed by McCrory et al.(29)

(which had been previously used with the 2004 CCHS(30)).
Physical activity was assessed differently in 2004 and
2015,precluding theuseofself-reportedphysicalactivityesti-
mates from individual respondents in the calculations of
total energy expenditure. Instead, fixed levels of physical
activity (by age group) were assumed for the entire popula-
tion(28). Children younger than 14 years of age were
assumed to be low active, while adolescents aged 14 years
or older and adults were assumed to be sedentary. These
levels are consistent with the average physical activity
levels measured directly among Canadian children and ado-
lescents from 2007 to 2015(31).

To test for significant differences in school-HEI scores
among sociodemographic subgroups (in 2004 and 2015),
simple linear regression models were used with the socio-
demographic characteristic (sex, age group, ethnicity,
urban/rural residential location, province of residence,
household-level education and food security status)
as the independent variable and school-HEI score as
the dependent variable. A Bonferroni adjustment was
used to account for multiple comparisons in models with
multiple dummy variables (e.g. province of residence). To
determine whether sociodemographic variables moder-
ated any change in school-HEI over time, Wald tests for
the joint significance of the interaction product terms were
used.

Missing data (respondents who answered ‘don’t know’,
‘refused’ or ‘not stated’ for questions related to ethnicity or
food security status; n 63) were handled with case-wise
deletion. Therefore, analytical sample sizes varied slightly
across analyses. Survey sampling weights were applied to
generate nationally representative estimates. Each set of
the 500 sets of bootstrap weights (2004 and 2015) supplied
by Statistics Canada was used to derive robust SE. All analy-
ses were conducted using the statistical software package
Stata version 13, with significance defined as P< 0·05
(Bonferroni-adjusted P< 0·05/n, with n being the number
of comparisons).

Results

Table 1 provides the sample characteristics of Canadian chil-
dren aged 6–17 years whose first 24 h dietary recall fell on a
Canadian school day in each of the surveywaves. The socio-
demographic profile of the children was generally similar
between survey cycles. However, the proportion of respon-
dents self-identifying as non-White rose from 18% in 2004 to
31% in 2015. The prevalence of reported food insecurity
also differed between the two survey cycles, with a higher
prevalence of food-insecure households in 2015.

Reported mean energy intake was, on average, 377 kJ
(90 kcal) lower during school hours in 2015 (Table 2).
Therefore, when comparing school hour nutrient and food
group intakes between 2004 and 2015, all models were
adjusted for energy intake during school hours, ethnicity
and food security status. From 2004 to 2015, Canadian
children’s average intakes of fibre, PUFA, linoleic acid, cho-
lesterol and protein increased, while intakes of total sugars
and MUFA decreased during school hours. Children

Table 1 Characteristics of Canadian children aged 6–17 years who
provided a 24 h dietary recall on a school day in 2004 and 2015

CCHS cycle

2004 (n 4827) 2015 (n 2447)

Survey-
weighted%

Survey-
weighted%

P
value*

Sex 0·795
Male 50·6 51·1
Female 49·5 48·9

Age group 0·326
6–8 years 24·7 25·8
9–13 years 43·1 40·0
14–17 years 32·1 34·3

Ethnicity† <0·001
Not White 17·6 31·4
White 82·4 68·6

Location of residence 0·957
Urban 80·5 80·4
Rural 19·5 19·6

Household highest
level of education‡

0·681

Secondary school or
lower

16·7 16·1

Some post-
secondary
school or higher

83·3 83·9

Food security status§ 0·030
Food-secure 91·1 88·2
Food-insecure
(moderate or
severe)

8·9 11·8

CCHS, Canadian Community Health Survey.
*Differences in the sociodemographic profile of children between sample years
were tested using Rao–Scott χ2 tests.
†Missing data (don’t know, refusals or not stated) for two respondents (n 7272).
‡Missing data (don’t know, refusals or not stated) for seventy-nine respondents
(n 7195).
§Missing data (‘not stated’) for sixty-two respondents (n 7212). In 2015, no household
sample weight was created for the analysis of the prevalence of food security. The
prevalence of food insecurity was estimated using respondent (individual) sampling
survey weights for 2004 and 2015. Hence, the prevalence of food insecurity may not
be reflective of all the respondents living in the households (and was not represen-
tative of national household-level food insecurity status).
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reported higher intakes of vitamin A, thiamin, niacin, vita-
min B6, folate, calcium, phosphorus, magnesium, zinc and
potassium during school hours in 2015 compared with
2004. Table 3 shows covariate-adjusted mean intakes of
food groups reported during school hours by Canadian
children in 2004 and 2015. Children reported higher intakes
of grain products, vegetables and fruit, milk and alterna-
tives, and meat and alternatives in 2015 compared with
2004. At the same time, children reported, on average, close
to 335 kJ (80 kcal) less from the combination of tier 4 foods
and other foods in 2004 than in 2015.

Table 4 compares the covariate-adjusted means from
multivariable models of school-HEI scores in 2004 and
2015. Total school-HEI score increased by ~13% (approxi-
mately 7 points out of a possible maximum score of
100 points) from 2004 to 2015. Sub-scores for total vegeta-
bles and fruit, whole fruit, dark green and orange vegetables,
milk and alternatives, andmeat and alternatives all increased
significantly over time. However, the effect sizes were small
for many sub-scores. A more substantial improvement was
found for the vegetable and fruit sub-score. Sub-scores for
other foods also improved, indicating that the proportion

of school hour energy coming from these minimally nutri-
tious foods declined from 2004 to 2015. Indeed, the
improvement in sub-score for the other foods accounted
for a substantial proportion of the difference in total
school-HEI score from 2004 to 2015 (~39% of the total
change). Sub-scores for grain products, whole grains,
unsaturated fat, saturated fat and sodium remained
unchanged. Despite overall improvements, most mean
sub-scores remained, in relative terms, low (defined as being
below 50% of their maximum possible score) for dietary
components such as dark green and orange vegetables,
whole grains, and milk and alternatives (see Fig. 1).

Sensitivity analyses conducted among only plausible
energy reporters revealed that estimated energy intake
during school hours declined by 138 kJ (33 kcal) from
2004 to 2015 (compared with a difference of 377 kJ
(90 kcal) for the entire sample). After adjusting for energy
intake during school hours, ethnicity and food security
status, changes over time in school-HEI total score
(51·3 in 2004 v. 58·7 in 2015) and sub-score components
among plausible energy reporters were similar in magni-
tude and statistical significance to those observed for the

Table 2 Nutrient intakes during school hours (09.00–14.00 hours) for Canadian children aged 6–17 years in
2004 and 2015

CCHS cycle

2004 (n 4827) 2015 (n 2447)

Mean Mean β* 95 % CI P value

Energy (kJ)* 3121 2745 −377 –502, –251 <0·001
Energy (kcal)* 746 656 −90 −120, −60 <0·001
Carbohydrates† (g) 98·1 96·6 −1·5 −3·9, 0·8 0·200
Fibre† (g) 4·9 6·5 1·6 1·3, 1·9 <0·001
Total sugar† (g) 45·0 40·8 −4·2 −6·4, −2·0 <0·001
Total fat† (g) 25·0 24·6 −0·3 −1·1, 0·5 0·426
Saturated fat† (g) 8·4 8·5 0·1 −0·4, 0·5 0·750
Monounsaturated fat† (g) 10·0 8·6 −1·3 −1·7, −0·9 <0·001
Polyunsaturated fat† (g) 4·3 5·2 0·9 0·6, 1·2 <0·001
Linoleic acid† (g) 3·6 4·5 0·9 0·6, 1·2 <0·001
Linolenic acid† (g) 0·6 0·6 −0·01 −0·1, 0·0 0·627
Cholesterol† (mg) 60·1 69 9 3, 14 0·005
Protein† (g) 23·3 25·6 2·4 1·3, 3·4 <0·001
Vitamin A† (RAE) 157 194 37 20, 54 <0·001
Vitamin D† (μg) 1·17 1·28 0·11 −0·01, 0·24 0·075
Vitamin C† (mg) 56·4 57·6 1·2 −4·7, 7·0 0·693
Thiamin† (mg) 0·57 0·62 0·05 0·01, 0·08 0·005
Riboflavin† (mg) 0·62 0·60 −0·02 −0·05, 0·01 0·164
Niacin† (mg) 10·8 12·4 1·6 1·1, 2·1 <0·001
Vitamin B6† (mg) 0·46 0·48 0·02 0·00, 0·05 0·031
Vitamin B12† (μg) 0·99 1·03 0·04 −0·04, 0·13 0·310
Folate† (DFE) 147 168 21 13, 28 <0·001
Calcium† (mg) 295 316 21 2, 40 0·029
Phosphorus† (mg) 386 443 58 42, 74 <0·001
Magnesium† (mg) 81·0 94·4 13·4 10·6, 16·2 <0·001
Iron† (mg) 4·5 4·6 0·1 −0·1, 0·3 0·262
Zinc† (mg) 3·0 3·3 0·3 0·1, 0·5 0·005
Sodium† (mg) 1096 1077 −19 −74, 36 0·502
Potassium† (mg) 798 867 69 39, 100 <0·001

CCHS, Canadian Community Health Survey; RAE, retinol activity equivalents (μg); DFE, dietary folate equivalents (μg).
*Differences in energy intake between survey cycle tested using a simple linear model.
†Differences in covariate-adjusted nutrient intakes were tested using multivariable linear regression models adjusted for school hour
energy intake, ethnicity and household food security status (n 4791 in 2004 and n 2420 in 2015) due tomissing data for ethnicity and food
security status in 2004 and 2015.
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entire sample, with the exception of grain products (which
increased from 2004 to 2015; see online supplementary
material, Supplemental Table S1).

Table 5 compares the covariate-adjusted means
from multivariable models examining differences in mean
C-HEI total and sub-scores between 2004 and 2015.
Reported daily energy intake was, on average, 1209 kJ
(289 kcal) lower in 2015 compared with 2004 (9414 (SE
88) kJ/d (2250 (SE 21) kcal/d) and 8205 (SE 100) kJ/d
(1961 (SE 24) kcal/d) in 2004 and 2015, respectively; P value
from two sample t test< 0·001). After adjusting for covari-
ates (daily energy intake, ethnicity and food security

status), whole day C-HEI scores increased, on average,
by approximately 6 points from 2004 to 2015. Some of
the changes in school-HEI sub-scores paralleled changes
in C-HEI (whole day) sub-scores. For example, during
school hours and for the whole school day, sub-scores
improved for total vegetables and fruit, whole fruit, dark
green and orange vegetables, and percentage of energy
from other foods. However, school-HEI sub-scores for
whole grains, unsaturated and saturated fats remained
unchanged from 2004 to 2015, yet C-HEI scores improved
slightly for whole grains, unsaturated fat and declined
slightly for the percentage of energy from saturated fat.

Table 4 Diet quality during school hours by cycle year, as measured by the school Healthy Eating Index (school-HEI)*, of
Canadian children aged 6–17 years

CCHS cycle

2004 (n 4827) 2015 (n 2447)

Maximum points Mean Mean β† 95 % CI P value

School-HEI adequacy components (higher score indicates higher consumption)
Total vegetables & fruit 10 4·7 5·9 1·2 0·9, 1·5 <0·001
Whole fruit 5 1·8 2·6 0·8 0·6, 1·0 <0·001
Dark green or orange vegetables 5 0·6 1·2 0·6 0·5, 0·8 <0·001
Grain products 5 3·5 3·6 0·1 −0·0, 0·3 0·085
Whole grains 5 0·8 0·9 0·1 −0·1, 0·2 0·482
Milk & alternatives 10 3·8 4·5 0·7 0·4, 1·0 <0·001
Meat & alternatives 10 4·3 4·7 0·4 0·1, 0·8 0·012
Unsaturated fats 10 8·4 8·4 0·0 −0·1, 0·2 0·816

School-HEI moderation components (higher score indicates lower consumption)
Saturated fats 10 6·3 6·5 0·2 −0·1, 0·4 0·254
Sodium 10 5·3 5·3 −0·0 −0·2, 0·2 0·974
% energy from other foods 20 11·8 14·4 2·6 2·0, 3·2 <0·001

Total school-HEI 100 51·3 58·0 6·7 5·6, 7·9 <0·001

CCHS, Canadian Community Health Survey.
*The scoring criteria for computing school-HEI scores have been previously described(5).
†Differences in covariate-adjusted school-HEI total and sub-scores between 2004 and 2015 were tested using multivariable linear models adjusted for school
hour energy intake, ethnicity and household food security status (n 4791 in 2004 and n 2420 in 2015 due to missing data for ethnicity and food security status).

Table 3 Food group intakes during school hours (09.00–14.00 hours) for Canadian children aged 6–17 years in
2004 and 2015

CCHS cycle

2004 (n 4827) 2015 (n 2447)

Mean Mean β* 95 % CI P value

Grain products (servings)† 2·01 2·20 0·19 0·07, 0·32 0·002
Vegetables and fruit (servings)† 1·35 1·77 0·42 0·28, 0·56 <0·001
Milk and alternatives (servings)† 0·53 0·60 0·07 0·01, 0·12 0·018
Meat and alternatives (servings)† 0·43 0·52 0·09 0·03, 0·15 0·002
Energy from tier 4 foods‡ (kJ) 519 356 –163 –213, –113 <0·001
Energy from tier 4 foods‡ (kcal) 124 85 −39 −51, −27 <0·001
Energy from other foods§ (kJ) 615 452 −167 –218, –113 <0·001
Energy from other foods§ (kcal) 147 108 −40 −52, −27 <0·001

CCHS, Canadian Community Health Survey.
*Differences in covariate-adjusted intakeswere tested usingmultivariable linearmodels adjusted for school hour energy, ethnicity and food
security status (n 4791 in 2004 and n 2420 in 2015 due to missing data for ethnicity and food security status).
†Servings for each food group are defined according the 2007 Canadian FoodGuide (e.g. 1 slice of bread (~35 g) is equivalent to 1 serving
of grain products, 250ml of milk is equivalent to 1 serving of milk and alternatives)(21).
‡Tier 4 foods are minimally nutritious food choices within a food group (e.g. French fries in the vegetables and fruit food group, doughnuts
and cookies in the grain products group), and do not count towards the total number of food guide servings since they exceed thresholds for
total sugars, fat, saturated fat and/or sodium(22).
§Other foods are foods that do not fall within the core food groups of the 2007 Canadian FoodGuide (fats and oils, high-energy beverages,
condiments, alcoholic beverages, high-fat and/or high-sugar foods that could not be assigned into one of the four food groups, as well as
high-fat/sugar foods that are usually eaten in small quantities (i.e. not large enough to contribute to a food guide serving, e.g. fruit jam)).
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School-HEI sub-scores for milk and alternatives, and meat
and alternatives all improved significantly from 2004 to
2015, but there was no difference in C-HEI sub-scores
for these dietary components.

Table 6 shows themean (unadjusted) school-HEI scores
across various sociodemographic groups for each survey
cycle year. In both survey years, younger children reported
higher school hour dietary quality compared with older

peers and there were provincial-level differences in
school-HEI scores for each survey cycle. In 2015 (but not
2004), children in food-insecure households had signifi-
cantly lower school-HEI score compared with their peers
in food-secure households.

There was no evidence of a moderation effect for any
of the sociodemographic variables examined including
age group and sex (see online supplementary material,

Total vegetables
& fruit

Whole fruit
100 %

90 %
80 %
70 %
60 %
50 %
40 %
30 %
20 %
10 %

0 %

Dark green &
orange vegetables

Total grains

Whole grains

Milk & alternativesMeat & alternatives

% energy from
other foods

Unsaturated fat

Saturated fat

Sodium

Fig. 1 (colour online) School-HEI sub-scores for Canadian children aged 6–17 years from 2004 (CCHS 2.2; ) to 2015 (CCHS –
Nutrition; ). Each component score is scaled as a percentage of the maximum score ( ) for that component. For moderation
components (saturated fat, sodium and percentage of energy from other foods), higher scores indicate lower consumption (school-
HEI, school Healthy Eating Index; CCHS, Canadian Community Health Survey)

Table 5 Diet quality during school days by cycle year, as measured by the whole day Canadian Heathy Eating Index (C-HEI)(2), of Canadian
children aged 6–17 years

CCHS cycle

2004 (n 4827) 2015 (n 2447)

Maximum points Mean Mean β* 95% CI P value

C-HEI adequacy component (higher score indicates higher consumption)
Total vegetables and fruit 10 5·7 6·1 0·4 0·1, 0·6 0·002
Whole fruit 5 2·6 3·7 1·1 0·9, 1·3 <0·001
Dark green or orange vegetables 5 1·5 2·8 1·4 1·2, 1·5 <0·001
Grain products 5 3·9 4·0 0·1 –0·0, 0·2 0·056
Whole grains 5 1·4 2·4 1·0 0·8, 1·2 <0·001
Milk & alternatives 10 6·3 6·5 0·1 −0·2, 0·4 0·380
Meat & alternatives 10 6·2 6·4 0·2 −0·1, 0·5 0·190
Unsaturated fats 10 9·3 9·4 0·1 0·0, 0·2 0·011

C-HEI moderation component (higher score indicates lower consumption)
Saturated fats 10 6·5 5·9 −0·5 −0·8, −0·3 <0·001
Sodium 10 5·3 5·4 0·1 −0·1, 0·3 0·410
% energy other foods 20 12·1 13·8 1·7 1·3, 2·2 <0·001

Whole day C-HEI 100 60·8 66·4 5·6 4·6, 6·7 <0·001

CCHS, Canadian Community Health Survey.
*Differences in covariate-adjusted C-HEI scores between 2004 and 2015 were tested using multivariable linear regression models adjusted for whole day energy intake,
ethnicity and food security status (n 4791 in 2004 and n 2420 in 2015 due to missing data for ethnicity and food security status).
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Supplemental Table S2). In other words, the magnitude of
the change in school-HEI score was similar between boys
and girls and between younger and older children. Across
all provinces, children reported higher school hour dietary
quality in 2015 compared with 2004 (P value from theWald
test joint interaction for the product terms = 0·115).

Discussion

The purpose of the present study was to compare school
hour and school day dietary quality among Canadian chil-
dren from 2004 to 2015. Findings confirmed hypotheses
that the dietary quality of Canadian children and adoles-
cents during school hours and on school days improved
from 2004 to 2015, but the magnitude of the change was
modest, and the average dietary quality of foods consumed

on school days remained below national dietary recom-
mendations in place at the time of the survey. Similar to
our estimates from 2004, we also confirmed that mean
school hour dietary quality was lower among older chil-
dren compared with their younger counterparts in 2015
and school hour dietary quality continued to vary across
provinces in 2015. Finally, we found that none of the socio-
demographic variables examined moderated associations
between survey year and school hour dietary quality.
That is, the magnitude of the change over time in school
hour dietary quality was similar across provinces and
across sociodemographically diverse groups.

The finding that Canadian children improved their
dietary quality from 2004 to 2015 is consistent with a recent
study reporting a 9-point increase in US children’s HEI-
2010 scores (for the whole day) from 1999 to 2012(32).
Although that US study used a different diet quality index,

Table 6 Average school Healthy Eating Index (school-HEI) scores by selected sociodemographic and geographic characteristics among
Canadian children aged 6–17 years in 2004 and 2015*

CCHS cycle

2004 (n 4827) 2015 (n 2447)

Mean SE Mean SE

All children 51·5 0·3 57·8 0·5
Sex
Male 51·0 0·5 57·6 0·7
Female 52·1 0·5 58·0 0·7

Age group
6–8 years 56·2a 0·7 63·2a 0·9
9–13 years 51·4b 0·5 58·1b 0·7
14–17 years 48·1c 0·6 53·3c 0·8

Ethnicity
Not White 51·4 0·9 57·7 1·0
White/European background 51·5 0·4 57·8 0·6

Location of residence
Rural 52·0 0·8 58·5 1·2
Urban 51·4 0·4 57·6 0·5

Province of residence
Newfoundland and Labrador 47·7a 0·9 54·7a,b 1·6
Prince Edward Island 52·6a,b 1·3 57·0a,b 1·7
Nova Scotia 50·2a,b 1·4 56·2a,b 1·8
New-Brunswick 52·8b 1·2 55·5a,b 1·3
Quebec 53·6b 0·9 60·2b 1·0
Ontario 50·3a,b 0·5 58·0a,b 0·9
Manitoba 50·5a,b 0·8 54·6a 1·2
Saskatchewan 51·9a,b 1·2 54·2a 1·5
Alberta 51·2a,b 1·2 56·3a,b 1·2
British Columbia 52·6b 0·8 57·1a,b 1·2

Household level of education
Secondary school or lower 50·4 0·8 56·3 1·0
Some post-secondary school education or higher 51·8 0·4 58·0 0·5

Household food security status
Food-secure 51·5 0·4 58·2a 0·5
Food-insecure (moderate or severe) 51·3 1·2 54·9b 1·0

CCHS, Canadian Community Health Survey.
a,b,cMean scores within each group in a column with unlike superscript letters were significantly different. For example, 6–8-year-old children had significantly different
school-HEI scores compared with children aged 9–13 years and 14–17 years, both in 2004 and in 2015. Differences in school-HEI scores associated with sociodemographic
characteristics were tested using survey-weighted simple linear regression models with a Bonferroni correction for variables with more than two levels in each of the cycle
years.
*This table shows average school-HEI scores among children by sociodemographic characteristics within each survey year (n 4827 children in 2004; n 2447 children in 2015);
samples sizes may vary slightly due to missing data for ethnicity, household-level education and food security status.
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the magnitude of the difference (a 9-point difference on a
100-point scale from 1999 to 2012)* appears to be relatively
larger compared to what was found among Canadian chil-
dren (only a 6-point increase out of 100 from 2004 to 2015)
for the whole school day.

Greater intake of multiple dietary components, includ-
ing increased intakes of vegetables and fruit, milk and alter-
natives, and meat and alternatives, and less energy from
minimally nutritious foods (tier 4 foods and other foods)
led to 7-point increase in school hour dietary quality in
2015. When whole day intakes were considered, increased
intakes of vegetables and fruit, whole fruit, dark green and
orange vegetables and less energy from minimally nutri-
tious foods also led to comparable improvement in whole
day diet quality scores (a 6-point difference in whole day
C-HEI score between 2004 and 2015). Although differences
in school hour and full day scores over time cannot be
directly (or statistically) compared due to differences in
the scoring algorithm of its components, it appears that
Canadian children’s diets improved similarly during school
hours and when whole day intakes were considered.
However, for some sub-scores such as total vegetables
and fruit and minimally nutritious foods, the magnitude of
the differences appeared greater during school hours com-
pared with when all whole day intakes were considered.

Since 2004, some provinces have issued province-wide
bans on the sale of minimally nutritious foods (foods high
in fat, sugar and sodium) in public schools(8). Limited
Canadian research has documented changes in students’
dietary practices associated with changing school nutrition
policies and studies have often focused on regional sam-
ples with children aged 11–12 years(33,34). Our findings
are consistent with the small Canadian literature which
has reported modest improvements in children’s dietary
intakes over time following the implementation of new
province-wide school nutrition standards(33–35). For exam-
ple, in Nova Scotia, children’s dietary intakes were com-
pared before (2003) and after the implementation of a
provincial-level school nutrition policy (2011)(33). This
policy included nutrition-based criteria for foods sold in
schools, mandatory policies regarding the sale of foods
and beverages in schools, regulations on advertising and
price interventions to promote the affordability of school
meals. From 2003 to 2011, children reported lower (daily)
intakes of sugar-sweetened beverages (−0·20 cans/d, 95 %
CI −0·27, −0·12), with concurrent increases in milk prod-
ucts (+0·24 servings/d, 95 % CI 0·18, 0·31)(33). However,
there were no changes in reported daily intake of vegeta-
bles and fruit. A study(34) in a neighbouring province
(Prince Edward Island) described changes in children’s
total daily dietary intakes following a 2006 school nutrition
policy aimed at improving students’ access to healthy
foods, improving the quality of the school food

environment and promoting nutrition education in
schools(36). Compared with grade 5–6 students surveyed
in 2001, students surveyed in 2007 were more likely to con-
sume the number of daily servings of vegetables and fruit
recommended in the 2007 Canadian Food Guide, and less
likely to consume more than three servings of minimally
nutritious foods daily(34). Similarly, we found that
Canadian children (all provinces combined) reported sig-
nificantly higher amounts of vegetables and fruit but less
energy from minimally nutritious foods over an 11-year
period, both during school hours and for the whole school
day. It is possible that provincial, regional and local policies
regarding the sale of ‘junk’ foods in schools may have had
an impact, although the repeated cross-sectional nature of
the present study does not allow for a direct examination of
the impact of such policies. Since themajority of children in
Canada bring a home-packed lunch to school(13), it is also
possible that nutrition education campaigns and public dia-
logues led to increased awareness among parents of the
health risk of minimally nutritious foods, leading them to
pack more healthful foods in children’s lunch bags.

In analyses drawing from the 2004 CCHS, we previously
reported differences in school hour dietary quality among
age groups and province of residence(5). In 2015, we also
found a significant difference in school-HEI score across
age groups (younger children having higher school-HEI
score) and variations across Canadian provinces. However,
no significant interaction effects were found between age
group and survey year in predicting school hour dietary
quality, suggesting that gains in school hour dietary quality
were similar across age groups. Similarly, we found no
interaction between province of residence and survey year
in models predicting school hour dietary quality. Variation
in the type of provincial-level school nutrition policies (e.g.
mandatory v. voluntary) has been reported in Canada(37–40).
For example, nutrition standards regarding the sale of foods
and beverages in schools are voluntary in some provinces
(e.g. in Alberta(41)) as opposed to being mandatory in
others (e.g. Ontario(42), Nova Scotia(33)). Non-compliance
with school nutrition policies has been reported in studies
examining beverages and foods sold in school vending
machines in Alberta and Ontario(43,44). Despite these varia-
tions in the implementation of school nutrition policies and
guidelines, recent research has suggested no association
between school nutrition policy enforcement level (man-
datory v. voluntary) and school day dietary behaviours
among Canadian youth and adolescents(40). Our findings
suggest that Canadian children’s school hour dietary quality
improved similarly across provinces from 2004 to 2015.

In unadjusted models, children from food-insecure
households had significantly lower school hour dietary
quality compared with their peers in food-secure house-
holds in 2015 (a difference that was not found in 2004).
While the magnitude of the difference between children
from food-secure and food-insecure households was rela-
tively small (a difference of ~2 points) and average diet

*The study by Gu and Tucker used the US HEI-2010, which uses the same scale
where scores can range from 0 to 100 points(32).
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quality increased in 2015 regardless of food security status,
this finding emphasizes the need for continued attention to
the impacts of food insecurity on Canadian children.
Canadian children living in food-insecure households
may have access to charity-based local school meals in
some regions, but their expected impact on overall diet
at the population level is likely low since (in 2004 when last
measured nationally) very few Canadian school-aged chil-
dren (~10 %) reported consuming foods sold or provided
by schools during school hours(13). Unfortunately, neither
the 2004 nor 2015 CCHS included any more specific
questions regarding children’s participation in school meal
programmes with which to more closely examine the asso-
ciations between meal programme participation and food
insecurity or dietary quality.

Key strengths of the present study include the use of
large, nationally representative dietary surveys and the
use of 24 h dietary recall data to capture detailed dietary
intakes on school days. However, there are important lim-
itations that deserve consideration. First, these analyses
likely included days or time periods when some children
were not physically in school (e.g. spring break), as the
CCHS 2004 did not include a question asking respondents
where food was consumed. However, we limited the
potential to include such days by eliminating any reporting
days which occurred on a Canadian national holiday or
likely school break. Second, there were differences in
the execution of the survey (e.g. different sample sizes,
response rates, changes to the food booklet used to help
estimate portion sizes) and data processing (e.g. changes
to the nutrient databases used to analyse the 24 h dietary
recalls) between survey cycles, which could have implica-
tions when comparing dietary intakes between survey
years(14). For example, a lower response rate (61·6 % in
2015 compared with 76·5 % in 2004) increases the potential
for non-response bias. Third, differences in misreporting –

specifically increases in energy under-reporting and a
decrease in energy over-reporting from 2004 to 2015(28) –
could alter these findings. However, in sensitivity analyses
where we only included plausible energy reporters, the
direction and magnitude of changes in school-HEI scores
over time were consistent with those found for the full sam-
ple. This suggests that misreporting had limited impact on
our findings regarding the improvement in dietary quality
over time. Nevertheless, it is possible that nutrition educa-
tion policies and campaigns could have resulted in respon-
dents’ tendency to minimize the reporting of minimally
nutritious foods (and/or exaggerate the reporting of
healthy foods such as fruit and vegetables) even
among reporters with plausible reported energy intakes,
thereby leading to an overestimation of the improvement
observed in school hour dietary quality. Additionally,
we did not have data with which to compare students
attending private v. publicly funded schools or to assess
other potentially salient school food environment
exposures.

In summary, the average dietary quality of Canadian
children during school hours and on school days improved
modestly from 2004 to 2015 but remains below 2007
national dietary recommendations. These findings suggest
that more effective efforts are needed to improve the qual-
ity of foods consumed by Canadian children during school
hours and on school days. Interventions which aim to
increase children’s consumption of vegetables and fruit,
whole grains and dairy products have potential to help
Canadian children move closer towards 2007 national
dietary recommendations.

Acknowledgements

Acknowledgements: The authors gratefully acknowledge
the staff of the British Columbia Inter-University Research
Data Centre (UBC-RDC) for their technical support in
accessing and using the CCHS 2.2 data. Financial support:
This research was supported by the Canadian Institutes of
Health Research (CIHR) (grant numbers FRN 151549 and
FRN 119577). The services and activities provided by the
UBC-RDC are made possible by the financial or in-kind
support of the Social Sciences and Humanities Research
Council (SSHRC), the Canadian Institutes of Health
Research (CIHR), the Canada Foundation for Innovation
(CFI), Statistics Canada, and UBC. The views expressed
in this paper do not necessarily represent the Canadian
Research Data Centre Network (CRDCN) or that of its part-
ners. Conflict of interest: C.N.T.-L., J.L.B. and S.I.B. declare
no conflict of interest. Authorship: C.N.T.-L. and J.L.B.
designed the research; C.N.T.-L. conducted the research;
C.N.T.-L. analysed the data; C.N.T.-L., J.L.B. and S.I.B. wrote
the paper; C.N.T.-L. had primary responsibility for the
final content. All authors read and approved the final manu-
script. Ethics of human subject participation: Ethics appro-
val was granted by the Statistics Act of Canada and data
were accessed through the Statistics Canada Data Centre
program.

Supplementary material

To view supplementary material for this article, please visit
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1368980019000788

References

1. Garriguet D (2006) Canadians’ eating habits. Health Rep 18,
1732.

2. Garriguet D (2009) Diet quality in Canada. Health Rep 20,
4152.

3. Woodruff K, Hanning R & McGoldrick K (2010) The influ-
ence of physical and social contexts of eating on lunch-time
food intake among Southern Ontario, Canada, middle school
students. J Sch Health 80, 421–428.

3060 CN Tugault-Lafleur et al.

https://doi.org/10.1017/S1368980019000788


4. Taylor J, Hernandez K, Caiger J et al. (2012) Nutritional qual-
ity of children’s school lunches: differences according to food
source. Public Health Nutr 15, 2259–2264.

5. Tugault-Lafleur CN, Black JL & Barr SI (2017) Examining
school day dietary intake among Canadian children. Appl
Physiol Nutr Metab 42, 1064–1072.

6. World Health Organization (1997) Promoting Health
Through Schools: Report of a WHO Expert Committee on
Comprehensive School Health Education and Promotion.
Montreux: WHO.

7. Pan-Canadian Joint Consortium for School Health (2016)
The 4 components of comprehensive school health. http://
www.jcsh-cces.ca/index.php/about/comprehensive-school-
health/4-pillars-explained (accessed October 2018).

8. Leonard PSJ (2017) Do school junk food bans improve student
health? Evidence from Canada. Can Public Policy 43, 1–15.

9. School Breakfast Club of Canada (2015) School nutrition pol-
icies and guidelines. http://www.breakfastclubcanada.org/
wp-content/uploads/2015/03/P52-53_BTU_NutritionPolicies
Guidelines_.pdf (accessed May 2018).

10. McGinnis JM, Harrell JA & Meyers LD (1990) Nutrition mon-
itoring: interface of science and policy. J Nutr 120, Suppl. 11,
1437–1439.

11. Woteki CE & National Health and Nutrition Examination
Survey (2003) Integrated NHANES: uses in national policy.
J Nutr 133, 2, 582S–584S.

12. Ahluwalia N, Dwyer J, Terry A et al. (2016) Update on
NHANES dietary data: focus on collection, release, analytical
considerations, and uses to inform public policy. Adv Nutr 7,
121–134.

13. Tugault-Lafleur CN, Black JL & Barr SI (2018) Lunch-time
food source is associated with school hour and school day
dietary quality. J Hum Nutr Diet 31, 96–107.

14. Health Canada (2017) Reference Guide to Understanding
and Using the Data - 2015 Canadian Community Health
Survey – Nutrition. Ottawa, ON: Health Canada; available
at https://www.canada.ca/content/dam/hc-sc/documents/
services/food-nutrition/food-nutrition-surveillance/Reference
Guide2015CCHS-Nutr_Eng_Final_06192017.pdf

15. Health Canada (2006) Canadian Community Health Survey
Cycle 2.2, Nutrition (2004): A Guide to Accessing and
Interpreting the Data. 140. Ottawa, ON: Health Canada;
available at https://www.canada.ca/content/dam/hc-sc/
migration/hc-sc/fn-an/alt_formats/hpfb-dgpsa/pdf/surveill/
cchs-guide-escc-eng.pdf

16. US Department of Agriculture (2016) AMPM – USDA
Automated Multiple-Pass Method. https://www.ars.usda.
gov/Services/docs.htm?docid=7710 (accessed May 2018).

17. Freedman LS, Guenther PM, Krebs-Smith SM et al. (2008) A
populations mean Healthy Eating Index-2005 scores are
best estimated by the score of the population ratio when
one 24-hour recall is available. J Nutr 138, 1725–1729.

18. Statistics Canada (2008) Canadian Community Health
Survey Cycle 2.2 Nutrition General Health (including vita-
min & mineral supplements) & 24-Hour Dietary Recall
Components User Guide. Ottawa, ON: Statistics Canada.

19. Sheehy T, Kolahdooz F, Schaefer SE et al. (2015) Traditional
food patterns are associated with better diet quality and
improved dietary adequacy in Aboriginal peoples in the
Northwest Territories, Canada. J HumNutr Diet 28, 262–271.

20. Government of Canada (2009) Elementary and secondary
education. http://www.cic.gc.ca/english/newcomers/before-
education-schools.asp (accessed May 2018).

21. Health Canada (2007) Eating Well with Canada’s Food
Guide. Ottawa, ON: Health Canada.

22. Health Canada (2014) The Development and Use of a
Surveillance Tool: The Classification of Foods in the
Canadian Nutrient File According to Eating Well with
Canada’s Food Guide. Ottawa, ON: Health Canada; avail-
able at http://publications.gc.ca/collections/collection_2014/
sc-hc/H164-158-2-2014-eng.pdf

23. Elvidge Munene L-A, Dumais L, Esslinger K et al. (2015) A
surveillance tool to assess diets according to EatingWell with
Canada’s Food Guide. Health Rep 26, 12–20.

24. US Department of Agriculture (2012) Nutrition Standards in
the National School Lunch and School Breakfast Programs.
Washington, DC: USDA, Food and Nutrition Service.

25. Statistics Canada (2017) 2015 Canadian Community Health
Survey (Nutrition) Derived Variables Specifications. Ottawa,
ON: Statistics Canada.

26. Statistics Canada (2008) Canadian Community Health
Survey Cycle 2.2 (2004) Derived Variables Documentation.
Ottawa, ON: Statistics Canada.

27. The Government of Canada (2012) The Household Food
Security Survey Module (HFSSM). https://www.canada.
ca/en/health-canada/services/food-nutrition/food-nutrition-
surveillance/health-nutrition-surveys/canadian-community-
health-survey-cchs/household-food-insecurity-canada-
overview/household-food-security-survey-module-hfssm-
health-nutrition-surveys-health-canada.html (accessed
October 2018).

28. Garriguet D (2018) Accounting for misreporting when com-
paring energy intake across time in Canada. Health Rep 29,
3–12.

29. McCrory MA, Hajduk CL & Roberts SB (2002) Procedures for
screening out inaccurate reports of dietary energy intake.
Public Health Nutr 5, 873–882.

30. Garriguet D (2008) Under-reporting of energy intake in the
Canadian Community Health Survey. Health Rep 19, 47–55.

31. Colley RC, Carson V, Garriguet D et al. (2017) Physical activ-
ity of Canadian children and youth, 2007 to 2015.Health Rep
28, 8–16.

32. Gu X & Tucker KL (2017) Dietary quality of the US child and
adolescent population: trends from 1999 to 2012 and associ-
ations with the use of federal nutrition assistance programs.
Am J Clin Nutr 105, 194–202.

33. FungC,McIsaac J-LD, Kuhle S et al. (2013) The impact of a pop-
ulation-level school food and nutrition policy on dietary intake
and bodyweights of Canadian children. PrevMed 57, 934–940.

34. Mullally ML, Taylor JP, Kuhle S et al. (2010) A province-wide
school nutrition policy and food consumption in elementary
school children in Prince Edward Island. Can J Public Health
101, 40–43.

35. Cullen KW, Watson K, Zakeri I et al. (2005) Exploring
changes in middle-school student lunch consumption after
local school food service policy modifications. Public
Health Nutr 9, 814–820.

36. Government of Prince Edward Island (2011) Public schools
nutrition policy. https://www.princeedwardisland.ca/sites/
default/files/publications/english_schools_nutrition_policy.
pdf (accessed March 2019).

37. Godin KM, Kirkpatrick SI, Hanning RM et al. (2017)
Examining guidelines for school-based breakfast programs
in Canada: a systematic review of the grey literature. Can J
Diet Pract Res 78, 92–100.

38. Godin KM, Chaurasia A, Hammond D et al. (2018) Food pur-
chasing behaviors and sugar-sweetened beverage consump-
tion among Canadian secondary school students in the
COMPASS study. J Nutr Educ Behav 50, 803–812.

39. Jeffery B & Leo A (2007) Are Schools Making the Grade?
School Nutrition Policies Across Canada. Ottawa, ON:
Center for Science and the Public Interest; available at
https://www.ctf-fce.ca/Research-Library/Issue5_Article4_
EN.pdf

40. Acton RB, Nguyen N & Minaker LM (2018) School food pol-
icies and student eating behaviors in Canada: examination of
the 2015 Cancer Risk Assessment in Youth Survey. J Sch
Health 88, 936–944.

41. Government of Alberta (2012) Alberta nutrition guidelines
for children and youth: a childcare, school and recreation/
community centre resource manual. https://open.
alberta.ca/dataset/1c291796-4eb0-4073-be8e-bce2d331f9ce/

Dietary quality of Canadian children: 2004 v. 2015 3061

http://www.jcsh-cces.ca/index.php/about/comprehensive-school-health/4-pillars-explained
http://www.jcsh-cces.ca/index.php/about/comprehensive-school-health/4-pillars-explained
http://www.jcsh-cces.ca/index.php/about/comprehensive-school-health/4-pillars-explained
http://www.breakfastclubcanada.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/P52-53_BTU_NutritionPoliciesGuidelines_.pdf
http://www.breakfastclubcanada.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/P52-53_BTU_NutritionPoliciesGuidelines_.pdf
http://www.breakfastclubcanada.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/03/P52-53_BTU_NutritionPoliciesGuidelines_.pdf
https://www.canada.ca/content/dam/hc-sc/documents/services/food-nutrition/food-nutrition-surveillance/ReferenceGuide2015CCHS-Nutr_Eng_Final_06192017.pdf
https://www.canada.ca/content/dam/hc-sc/documents/services/food-nutrition/food-nutrition-surveillance/ReferenceGuide2015CCHS-Nutr_Eng_Final_06192017.pdf
https://www.canada.ca/content/dam/hc-sc/documents/services/food-nutrition/food-nutrition-surveillance/ReferenceGuide2015CCHS-Nutr_Eng_Final_06192017.pdf
https://www.canada.ca/content/dam/hc-sc/migration/hc-sc/fn-an/alt_formats/hpfb-dgpsa/pdf/surveill/cchs-guide-escc-eng.pdf
https://www.canada.ca/content/dam/hc-sc/migration/hc-sc/fn-an/alt_formats/hpfb-dgpsa/pdf/surveill/cchs-guide-escc-eng.pdf
https://www.canada.ca/content/dam/hc-sc/migration/hc-sc/fn-an/alt_formats/hpfb-dgpsa/pdf/surveill/cchs-guide-escc-eng.pdf
https://www.ars.usda.gov/Services/docs.htm?docid7710
https://www.ars.usda.gov/Services/docs.htm?docid7710
http://www.cic.gc.ca/english/newcomers/before-education-schools.asp
http://www.cic.gc.ca/english/newcomers/before-education-schools.asp
http://publications.gc.ca/collections/collection_2014/sc-hc/H164-158-2-2014-eng.pdf
http://publications.gc.ca/collections/collection_2014/sc-hc/H164-158-2-2014-eng.pdf
https://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/food-nutrition/food-nutrition-surveillance/health-nutrition-surveys/canadian-community-health-survey-cchs/household-food-insecurity-canada-overview/household-food-security-survey-module-hfssm-health-nutrition-surveys-health-canada.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/food-nutrition/food-nutrition-surveillance/health-nutrition-surveys/canadian-community-health-survey-cchs/household-food-insecurity-canada-overview/household-food-security-survey-module-hfssm-health-nutrition-surveys-health-canada.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/food-nutrition/food-nutrition-surveillance/health-nutrition-surveys/canadian-community-health-survey-cchs/household-food-insecurity-canada-overview/household-food-security-survey-module-hfssm-health-nutrition-surveys-health-canada.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/food-nutrition/food-nutrition-surveillance/health-nutrition-surveys/canadian-community-health-survey-cchs/household-food-insecurity-canada-overview/household-food-security-survey-module-hfssm-health-nutrition-surveys-health-canada.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/food-nutrition/food-nutrition-surveillance/health-nutrition-surveys/canadian-community-health-survey-cchs/household-food-insecurity-canada-overview/household-food-security-survey-module-hfssm-health-nutrition-surveys-health-canada.html
https://www.canada.ca/en/health-canada/services/food-nutrition/food-nutrition-surveillance/health-nutrition-surveys/canadian-community-health-survey-cchs/household-food-insecurity-canada-overview/household-food-security-survey-module-hfssm-health-nutrition-surveys-health-canada.html
https://www.princeedwardisland.ca/sites/default/files/publications/english_schools_nutrition_policy.pdf
https://www.princeedwardisland.ca/sites/default/files/publications/english_schools_nutrition_policy.pdf
https://www.princeedwardisland.ca/sites/default/files/publications/english_schools_nutrition_policy.pdf
https://www.ctf-fce.ca/Research-Library/Issue5_Article4_EN.pdf
https://www.ctf-fce.ca/Research-Library/Issue5_Article4_EN.pdf
https://open.alberta.ca/dataset/1c291796-4eb0-4073-be8e-bce2d331f9ce/resource/3319786c-1df1-43ca-8693-067f733682dc/download/Nutrition-Guidelines-AB-Children-Youth.pdf
https://open.alberta.ca/dataset/1c291796-4eb0-4073-be8e-bce2d331f9ce/resource/3319786c-1df1-43ca-8693-067f733682dc/download/Nutrition-Guidelines-AB-Children-Youth.pdf


resource/3319786c-1df1-43ca-8693-067f733682dc/download/
Nutrition-Guidelines-AB-Children-Youth.pdf (accessed June
2018).

42. Government of Ontario (2011) Policy/program memoran-
dum no. 150. http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/extra/eng/ppm/
150.html (accessed February 2018).

43. Vine MM, Harrington DW, Butler Aet al. (2017) Compliance
with school nutrition policies in Ontario and Alberta:

an assessment of secondary school vending machine
data from the COMPASS study. Can J Public Health, 108,
e43–e48.

44. Orava T, Manske S & Hanning R(2016) Beverages and
snacks available in vending machines from a subset of
Ontario secondary schools: do offerings align with pro-
vincial nutrition standards? Can J Public Health 107,
e417–e423.

3062 CN Tugault-Lafleur et al.

https://open.alberta.ca/dataset/1c291796-4eb0-4073-be8e-bce2d331f9ce/resource/3319786c-1df1-43ca-8693-067f733682dc/download/Nutrition-Guidelines-AB-Children-Youth.pdf
https://open.alberta.ca/dataset/1c291796-4eb0-4073-be8e-bce2d331f9ce/resource/3319786c-1df1-43ca-8693-067f733682dc/download/Nutrition-Guidelines-AB-Children-Youth.pdf
http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/extra/eng/ppm/150.html
http://www.edu.gov.on.ca/extra/eng/ppm/150.html

	Examining differences in school hour and school day dietary quality among Canadian children between 2004 and 2015
	Participants and methods
	Data source and study sample
	Measures
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	Discussion
	Acknowledgements
	Supplementary material
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages true
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth 4
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier (CGATS TR 001)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (U.S. Web Coated \(SWOP\) v2)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /UseName
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


