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[Abstract]

the basis for improving school feeding management and lunch quality. Methods

Objective To investigate students’ satisfaction on school feeding program in 8 cities in China, and to provide

Multi-stage random cluster sampling method was

used to randomly select the second-, fifth- and eighth-grade students from 67 primary and middle schools in 8 cities including Bei-

jing, Shanghai, Harbin, Shijiazhuang, Guangzhou, Changsha, Bengbu and Pinghu. Results A total of 15 475 students participa-
ted in the survey, 15 170(98.0%) of which were valid questionnaires. A total of 13 297(87.7%) students had lunch in school.

Twenty-six(38.8%) ,

14(20.9%) and 27(40.3%) schools served lunch by self-run canteens, custody canteens, and food delivery

companies respectively. Twenty-one schools provided milk or yogurt for lunch, accounting for 31.3%. The reported rates of very sat-

isfied, satisfied, moderate, dissatisfied, and extremely dissatisfied among students were 40.8%, 28.1%, 20.1%, 7.3%, and

3. 6%, respectively. The satisfaction rate of the eighth-grade students was lower than that of the second-and fifth-grade(56.9% vs

77.1% vs 73.5%) . The satisfaction rate among students from schools with self-run canteen was higher than that of custody canteens

and food delivery companies(73.8% vs 60.5% vs 66.2%) . The satisfaction rate of school lunch is highest in dining surrounding

(75.3%), followed by amount of meals(71.6%),

food hygiene(71.1%),

food combination( 65.4%),

and the appearance of the

food(60.5%) , and food taste(55.9%) . Conclusion The satisfaction rate of students for school lunch was acceptable. The food

taste is the main factor for students’ dissatisfaction. Schools should be encouraged to provide lunch in the self-run canteens with

tasty food while meeting the nutritional standard.
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