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Needs Assessment for Dietary Education Program Focused on the Increase
of HAN-SIK (Korean Food) Consumption in Children and Adolescents Living

in Jeonbuk and Gyunggi Areas

Sang-Eun Lee - Yangsuk Kim - Young Hwang - Eun Mi Ahn - Young Kim'
Dept. of Agro—food Resources, Rural Development Administration, Wanju, Korea

ABSTRACT

Korean’s intake of Han-Sik (Korean food) has gradually decreased. The aim of this study
was to assess needs for a dietary education program focused on increasing Han—Sik intake (Han—Sik
program) in children and adolescents according to education level. A total of 2,858 child and
adolescents (elementary students 30.1%; middle school students 34.8%; high school students 35.1%)
were recruited in 2015 and 2016, and questionnaires were conducted by self-administration. There
were significant differences in diet and health information sources, Han—Sik proportion in school
meals, experience of Han—Sik nutritional program, and preference for program composition by
education level (p<0.001). The Han—Sik proportion in school meals was 87.4% of the total, which
was significantly lower in high school students than in elementary students (p<0.001). The percentage
of high school students with Han—Sik nutritional program experience (25.1%) was twice as low
than that of elementary students (55.7%) (p<0.001). In addition, the percentage of students with
Han-Sik nutritional program experience who responded “The Han-sik program is needed” was
significantly higher than those who responded “It is not needed” (p<0.001). The most preferred
content was ‘Han—Sik cooking training’ in all students. In conclusion, differences in needs for
Han-Sik program by education level should be considered to develop the Han—Sik program for
all education levels to increase Han—Sik consumption and formation of healthy eating habits.
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Table 1. General characteristics of participants by the education level

Education level

o Total ; ; 2)
Characteristics (1=2.858) Elementary Middle school ~ High school ~ p-value
school (n=861) (n=994) (n=1,003)
Height (cm, mean+SD) 160.6 + 11.7 1475 £ 6.8 1642 + 7.8 168.5 + 8.3
Weight (kg, mean=+SD) 52.0 £ 13.7 40.4 £ 8.7 538 £ 11.1 60.8 £ 12.3
Gender
Boy 1,395  @9.DY 424 (49.5) 458  (46.3) 513 (51.4) 0.072
Girl 1,448 (50.9) 432 (50.5) 531 (537 485  (48.6)
Household income
Low 266 (9.9 51 (6.0 77 (1.8 138 (139 <0.001
Middle 1,737 (61.4) 508  (59.8) 619 (62.8) 610 (61.4)
High 826 (29.2) 290 (342 290 (29.9) 246 (24.8)
Mother’s employment status
Yes 1,687 61.9) 487  (60.4) 611 (63.3) 589 (60.4) 0.329
No 1,059 (38.6) 319 (39.6) 354 (36.7) 386 (39.6)
Family size
<3 401 (14.2) 99 (117 137 (13.8) 165 (16.6) 0.056
4 1,620 (57.2) 496 (58.6) 567  (57.2) 557  (56.0)
5< 811 (28.6) 251 (29.7) 287 (29.00 273 (274
Subjective health status
Bad 174 (6.1 32 (398 50 (5D 92 (9.2 <0.001
Normal 1,088 (38.3) 325 (38.1) 377 (38.1) 386 (38.7)
Good 1,579 (55.6) 496  (58.2) 563 (56.9) 520 (52.1)
Subjective body shape
Underweight 737 (26.0) 233 (27.2) 257 (26.1) 247 (24.8) <0.001
Normal 1,466 (51.7) 439 (51.3) 547 (55.5) 480 (48.2)
Overweight/obesity 635 (22.4) 184 (21.5) 182 (18.5) 269 (27.0)

Y n (%), the number of subjects (percentage of subjects)

2 p-values were calculated by chi-square test.
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i, A, 9 FA A 4.6%), TIEKB.8%) 9] =0
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Fig. 1. Information sources for diet and health by the education level (elementary school students,
n=852; middle school students, n=958; high school students, n=957).

There were significant differences in the distribution of the information sources for diet and health among the groups

at p<0.001, which was calculated by chi-square test.
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|
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Hansik rate in school meals (%)

Fig. 2. Responses of children and adolescents
to the question, ‘Is Hansik mainly offered
in your school meals?” by education level
(total n=2,835, yes=2,479 and no=356 in
total).

There were significant differences in the distribution of

Hansik rate in school meals among the groups at

p<0.001, which was calculated by chi-square test.
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Table 2. Experience and needs for Hansik-related nutritional education or program by education level

Education level

ftem Toral Elementary Middle school — High school p-value
school
Do you have any experience for the Hansik related nutritional education or program?
Yes 1090  (40.0)Y 459  (55.7) 389 (41.6) 242 (25.1) <0.001°
No 1632 (60.00 365 (44.3) 546  (584) 721 (749
If yog answered “yes” to the above (=1074) (0=446) (0=386) (0=242)
question, ***
1. Do you remember the contents of
the nutritional education or program 3.04 = 1.072 335 + 1.00° 285 + 1.06° 280 + 1.07° <0.001
related Hansik?
2. Have you experienced any changes
in your perception for the Korean 3.13 + 1.04 3.41 £ 0.99° 301 + 099 282 + 1.06° <0.001
dietary life?
3. Do you eat more Hansik after the
experience for the nutritional education 3.14 £+ 1.07 344 £ 1.09 301 + 1.00° 281 £ 0.99° <0.001
or program related Hansik?
Needs for the Hansik program to increase the Hansik consumption
Yes 1241 (45.DY 533 (67.3) 388 (405 320 (33.1) <0.0017
No 1475 (54.3) 259 (327 570 (59.5) 646  (66.9)
If you answered “yes” to the above
question, why do you think that the (n=1,228) (n=525) (n=385) (n=318)
Hansik related program is needed?
1. For building healthy eating habits ~ 4.05 = 0787 411 + 0.84° 401 + 074 400 = 070 0.081"
2. For the healthy growth and development 4.17 = 0.76 433 £ 0.75° 408 = 0.77° 4.00 = 0.73° <0.001
3. For improving an unbalanced diet ~ 4.10 + 0.79 420 + 083 404 + 078 4.02 + 0.72> <0.001
& g’;ﬂ;‘f““mg the knowledge about 5 o5\ g7 303+ 089 370 + 0850 378 + 083 0018
5. For a positive perception of Hansik 4.03 + 0.80  4.09 + 0.81" 400 + 0.78 3.96 + 0.80 0.060
6. For the energetic life 3.89 £ 0.89 410 £ 0.86" 3.83 + 0.88® 3.59 + 0.88 <0.001
7. For facilitating physical activity 4.02 £ 0.86 423 + 083 393 + 084> 377 + 0.86° <0.001

Y n (%), the number of subjects (percentage of subjects)

2 Mean * SD, Participants were asked to respond in a 5-point Likert scale ranged from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5

(strongly agree).
9 p-values were calculated by chi-square test.

 Different letters indicate that there were significant differences among education level groups, which was performed

by GLM with Tukey’s range test.
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Table 3. Comparison of Hansik’s proportion in school meals and experience for Hansik-related
nutritional education and program by needs for the Hansik program

Needs for the Hansik

Ttem Total program p-value?
Yes No

Total

Is Hansik mainly offered in school meals? (n=2,693) (n=1,235) (n=1,458)

Yes 2359 (87.6)Y 1098 (88.9) 1261 (86.5) 0.058
No 334 (12.4) 137 (11.D 197 (13.5)
Experience for the Hansik related nutritional education or program  (n=2,590) (n=1,189) (n=1,401)

Yes 997 (38.5) 532 (44.7) 465 (33.2) <0.001
No 1593 (61.5) 657 (55.3) 936 (66.8)
Elementary school

Is Hansik mainly offered in school meals? (n=782) (n=529) (n=253)

Yes 727 (93.0) 489 (92.4) 238 (94.1) 0.404
No 55 (7.0 40 ( 7.6) 15 (5.9
Experience for the Hansik related nutritional education or program  (n=757) (n=511) (n=246)

Yes 405 (53.5) 284 (55.6) 121 (49.2) 0.099
No 352 (46.5) 227 (44.4) 125 (50.8)

Meddle school

Is Hansik mainly offered in school meals? (n=953) (n=388) (n=565)

Yes 832 (87.3) 347 (89.4) 485 (85.8) 0.102
No 121 (12.7) 41 (10.6) 80 (14.2)
E;((}:ge;;:ce for the Hansik related nutritional education or (0=906) (0=368) (0=538)

Yes 370 (40.8) 170 (46.2) 200 (37.2) 0.007
No 536 (59.2) 198 (53.8) 338 (62.8)

High school

Is Hansik mainly offered in school meals? (n=782) (n=529) (n=253)

Yes 800 (83.5) 262 (82.4) 538 (84.1) 0.511
No 158 (16.5) 56 (17.6) 102 (15.9)
Experience for the Hansik related nutritional education or program  (n=927) (n=310) (n=617)

Yes 222 (24.0) 78 (25.2) 144 (23.3) 0.540
No 705 (76.1) 232 (74.8) 473 (76.7)

V' n (%), the number of subjects (percentage of subjects)

2 p-values were calculated by chi-square test.
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Table 4. Preference for composition

Hauel

o

=
Ix
ﬁ

ol

o
o
ro
o
1z

1=

=
ot
El

of the Hansik program by education level

Education level

Item Total Elementary Middle High p-value
school school school
Hansik program contents (n=2,735) (n=838) (n=954) (n=943)
1. School gardening/farming 3.08 £ 1.25Y 3.72 £ 1.09° 291 £ 1.20° 2.70 £ 1.23° <0.001°
2. Hansik cooking training 400 + 1.10 433 + 0.89" 394 + 1.15" 378 + 1.16° <0.001
3. Proper 1 serving size 340 £ 1.12 377 £ 1.01* 330 + 1.14° 3.18 + 1.10° <0.001
4. My eating habits analysis and meal planing 3.09 + 1.13 348 £ 1.07° 294 + 1.10> 290 + 1.12° <0.001
5. Nutritional education of Hansik ingredients 298 + 1.14 348 + 1.09° 282 = 1.09° 2.69 = 1.10° <0.001
6. (fzdlovzeli)“a;;is:?:? for school meals 5 0 1 199 365 + 109 282 + 114 261 + 1.17° 0,001
7. Food diary 240 + 1,19 285 + 123 225+ 1.12" 2.16 + 1.10° <0.001
The most interesting information (n=2,729) (n=830) (n=943) (n=956)
1. Nutrition information 344 (12.6)? 98 (11.8) 133 (14.1) 113 (11.8)  <0.001¥
2. Health information 464 (17.0) 175 21.1) 146 (15.5) 143 (15.0)
3. Cooking methods 648 (23.7) 154 (18.6) 245 (26.0) 249 (26.1)
4. Hansik menu necessary for me 768 (28.1) 236 (28.4) 246 (26.1) 286 (29.9)
5. Selecting fresh foods 323 (11.8) 75 ( 9.0) 118 (12.5 130 (13.6)
6. Growing my own food 182 ( 6.7) 92 (11.1) 55 (5.8 35(3.7)
Expected effect through the Hansik program (n=2,751) (n=835) (n=950) (n=966) <0.001
1. Balanced food intake 604 (22.0) 167 (20.0) 215 (22.6) 222 (23.0)
2. Healthy eating habits 875 (31.8) 264 (31.6) 290 (30.5) 321 (33.2)
3. Positive perception for Hansik 412 (15.0) 104 (12.5) 142 (15.0) 166 (17.2)
4, Improving an unbalanced diet 301 (10.9) 79 (9.5 116 (12.2) 106 (11.0)
5. Losing weight 185 ( 6.7) 55 ( 6.6) 71 (7.5 59 (6.1)
6. Active school life 79 (2.9 31 (3.7 29 (3.1 19 ( 2.0)
7. Healthy physical active 295 (10.7) 135 (16.2) 87 (9.2 73 ( 7.6)
Appropriate education time (n=2,684) (n=815) (n=935) (n=934)
1. Academic subjects 591 (22.0) 151 (18.5) 231 24.7) 209 (22.4)  <0.001
2. Campus broadcasting 119 ( 4.4) 46 (5.6 37 ( 4.0) 36 (3.9
3. Extracurricular activity time 241 (19.0) 62 (7.6) 62 ( 6.6) 117 (12.5)
4. Nutrition Counseling 145 ( 5.4) 65 ( 8.0) 40 ( 4.3) 40 ( 4.3)
5. Cooking training 1507 (56.2) 475 (58.3) 544 (58.2) 488 (52.3)
6. Website and bulletin board 81 ( 3.0) 16 ( 2.0) 21(23) 44 (4.7
Frequency of Hansik program (n=2,644) (n=833) (n=951) (n=965)
1. Once a week 452 (17.1) 199 (25.1) 156 (16.9) 97 (10.5  <0.001
2. Once a month 721 (21.3) 263 (33.2) 218 (23.5) 240 (26.0)
3. Once a semester 976 (36.9) 281 (35.4) 358 (38.7) 337 (36.4)
4. Once a year 495 (18.7) 50 ( 6.3) 194 (21.0) 251 (27.1)
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Table 4. Continued

Item Total

Education level

Elementary Middle High p—value
school school school
Education methods (n=2,796) (n=851) (n=967) (n=978)
1. Family letter 601 (21.5) 161 (18.9) 219 (22.7) 221 (22.6) <0.001
2. Brochures, handouts / pictures, photographs 279 (10.0) 54 ( 6.4) 94 (9.7 131 (13.4)
3. Model, mock—up 418 (15.0) 100 (11.8) 154 (15.9) 164 (16.8)
4. Exhibitions, bulletin board 90 ( 3.2) 29 (3.4 21(22) 40 ( 4.1)
5. Game / computer (e.g., internet sites) 440 (15.7) 143 (16.8) 163 (16.9) 134 (13.7)
6. Video (e.g., animation, DVD etc.) 968 (34.6) 364 (42.8) 316 (32.7) 288 (29.5)

U Mean + SD, Participants were asked to respond in a 5—-point Likert scale ranged from (strongly disagree) to 5

(strongly agree).

2 n (%), the number of subjects (percentage of subjects)

9 Different letters indicate that there were significant differences among education level groups, which was performed

by GLM with Tukey’s range test.
? p-values were calculated by chi-square test.
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