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Abstract

In 2010, the Korean government implemented a school dietary education policy
to improve people’s dietary habits. This policy included dietary education for
adolescents in school. However, its effect on adolescents’ eating habits is unclear.
The objective of this study is to examine the effect of school dietary education
on adolescents’ fruit and vegetable consumption. We used the thirteenth Korea
Youth Risk Behavior Web-based Survey in 2017. Also, we used the Matching
Frontier Method to control the selection bias. The results suggest that school diet-
ary education makes a positive impact on adolescents’ daily consumption of
fruits and vegetables recommended. Consuming at least a fruit a day is likely to
increase by 2.2%p-4.0%p and consuming vegetables at least three times a day is
likely to increase by 1.5%p-2.8%p. These results imply that school dietary educa-
tion is an effective policy to develop healthy eating habits among adolescents.
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1. 42

A gko] A A R 7Y A4S A8t Ak 2008ell= A AA AFEAE 63%
(WHO 2011), 2016 39l= A AA AFdAke] 71%7F B3RS0 2 18t AMSFATHWHO
2018). S=ro] 749w A sko 2 13k 17 EFE8) AFE-E©] 2000 Q1 105 HE 4944 ol A
20161 266.7%H 0.2 7H43k3L QIEHWHO 2017a). 3FA9F201613 2] 73-9- TH A%k o 2 913k Al
o] A AFE-2] 80.8% 5 AA T A== WM AL ofA & W] 117 B2 FES v X 2 itk A
W ER2018).

HIThE- WA Ske] 8 Al F B, S A T 18A] o A1 HITHE©] 19751 11.9%
oA 20163 30.3% = Z7FSFATHWHO 2017b). S-8tal 18hdol| A 1558w 38hd ol A8t 52l
Sk A4 2] HITHE- €A1 2007 5.3%9014 2018 10.8% 2 7138kl Yt S 9] 2018). ©]
= A Z} o] e o] Wisto| 7|01 Ao ® 1-1011“4(7 A7+ 2] 2010).

A8 ATEL FYF} AL E AJFHsh= Zlo] vIThS HIE3 v A Sk ool T=go] "Thal 1B
T3 QU A& B0, AA A AHAE AFHE ZEY AF, A, ¥Rk £Y 4 U THLin and
Morrison 2002; Frazdo et al. 2012). 343} 2 4= HIEFY, vy, 2ol f 5 2] ol £+
EAES s o) 4F A A ol E At A3t 7] Wlwoll BE w7l YA
A5 FE3) AFsH= AL AHsta ti(Herforth et al. 2019). $-2lU2hs BAER]| B gl oF
83](2015)7} 12015 =51 B¥A AH71E A 8HF 1~23] A& HAHD A4 817 33] o]

B HHT AL AT ATk AR 2017 A DD Lekl A $A 0 2w 9

JA21d9] 22.2%TH0] 1 13] o) L& HAHBIAL 913, 14.4% 50| 315 33] o] A AE A 38t
I UTHALSH 9] 2017). F-Evetell A Had o] 23 o] AL H| A AE AHFHFEE T Ue

A FRAA o) AlF3itt

A W82 A FFY el A AR/ FAE ThetAY 8-S BAEkA] 98-S WRk ofU 2l Traill et
al. 2013) AFS] FA U] A A& go] W AR A =84 o] E2 A o] 7)o 2] A& 7)1 A1E 93] of
2] kol A A A = o] $hthAschemann-Witzel et al. 2016). ]88 w &0 Qo] L&l JALS B H
g u]=0] -9, FFF(USDA) A il d vk &e] o] o4& A4S 7hot o, Aad S o



S 2 3= Expanded Food and Nutrition Education Program(EFNEP) 2} 22 2] A8 & w8 % 4] o]
A &3kaL 9t Baral et al. 2013a). A WS H A of| thek AT A& A B, 0| Rke] G4
of] T3t x| 4o AHsk= 4] E2] A& 7|4t (Variyam and Blaylock 1998; Bi et al. 2016)= ¢4
T AR} G s 22 o] 2GS NS Bk ofu e} AT AN S-S 9T =EH &
(Effort Costs)< %1t A7 23 % T You et al. 2012; Bonanno and Goetz 2012). B2

E-2 EFNEP7} 9 kol] T3k 2| 2] 2714 7] 21 21538 7141 38H (Koszewski et al. 2011; Auld
etal. 2015) A E 0§ G Fo| vl a-&H o A = FA e £49319 tHDollahite et al.
2008; Baral et al. 2013b).

zepae 7P AXIAR 57 dF A7 A o2 H7EE Y Programmé National Nutrition
Santé(PNNS)ZS 20013 =) @ th(Hercberg et al. 2008). €22 2005 2]47] 24 (Shokuiku
Kikonhou)< AA3AIL 2006 dFE = A&7 2 A F(Basic Program for Shokuiku
Promotion) < £¢)3te] Alaiaka 011q<MAFF 2017). SFAITF PNNS 9} 21 553717184 8 2] A}
o tigk H77} B5Esttha 45 $th(Ueda 2017; Lecerf 2018).

FEvEhs =R A 7R S 918 2009 A EwSA] L) S A ST T HEAEF T
£ o] o)l 7] &3] AW 87| EAE(1212010~2014F, 2242015~2019%3)S 51, F33}aL
ATk FHH A A Y] A5 Shal o] S 3 A A o)) o S W] Wil Stule A A4d A4
g al5oll A3k AAo|thVereecken et al. 2005). ] 3 o] -2 -2 Ueh= A0 &7 2A
go gul A 055 E3kaL ok

212 A o] g5 SA3lA et ko] o} A A E A
Aol th 3k 78712 Q1 7ot A = Qsiet. A E A o] o] S FHBA| = §7] wiiol
o} gt 2, Shal ZA 9] ol A EFFAES Hullshs Flo] O R SAH AT B ol
oA = Tl E| 11 Q)= A& £ 4= JTHChoi et al. 2019).

0 82 AZHUAT, 77} 22 15-0] el thd B 23] ©]
FOAA] X vl= B Q5T ad A S wS Ao gk B AASHE A 2§
gubehe M52 AW ) ol whet s vttt H7HE AASEL Qo H7EA & HA] 1] 214
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1 AL AP 57] 274 g ol] 5859 A9 eli-S FUsGoH, A2 AYE ST EAI A= 1,2009 49 ellih-E T8k
a3 AR HRZRE7IRAY F 1569 A9 alite] S AP WS s AHEE ATHEEA 91 2017).
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< A A8k itk mebA A" wS FA o] FHE EA% 2 A7 A BUFE A AAA R
E AANEE E 1 oot vk & = Qitk
A AL ol B3 ATEL 0] A 21(2014) 8 YT €1(2015) 5 2| F B 3 Eopll A
TR O|FO|A ghom, Ao SuE o8 A7 EXZ A w22 IS G S
T EAE TS ol FEARSEHUT SHA T A ad AE wS e Rt A n s Te
T1540] EAj E o] StaH & ol stAl Al E 1 710, B A A 3E FA 8] Al e A= 2 A
o] Stavh ol E3E|ofop itk B A= A= 7997) T LG E RO Z A3t A AUY
W0 A5 A HolE AT 5 = TFe i EE 0= B4 stk HollA A
T ApEstET =3 B AT E A 71sl7] 913 B 5 A
g} o A A3} 287 2 A1 8(2020~2024) 2] H I A A6l ZHartE Aoz J|gE) ¢
£ FUBA T} ool A A ws AA ATV BASE = H Vg e AR Btk
o] A7t= A132H2017d) AN F e A AL AR E 0] &8t =7} A F w&o] 4
o] A3} 2 4 A FH ol A= FEFe F7IRIT o]of] B A= A algol Fofdk ad 1
Aad 25 LI AN A AHH 2 vt AT 1FS AHH 02
AN w50 EHE A S| B ok F 1EF S &5, AY T)ol A
51| ek o A el A 1 9f(Selection Bias)7F EAS < $17] wiiE-o|th(Heckman et al. 1997). @k
A B A= e F 1o E A o]slr] 95l vl % = 2E] o] B (Matching Frontier Method)<- ©]
B3t Sl A wso] HaE ] HA I A4 AHF ol v X FFES FAEAT
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Aol 00lth, A2 i9] AF 2ol tfet B2 R AT v = 0+ (1-D) ¥, 2 A

i Yok v 8 Akl 2 4

(1) 7E =Y, - Y,

T8)3 MR 1E2] Hi A X L3 Average Treatment Effect on the Treated: ATET)+= o}l <}
ZTHAustin 2011).
(2) ATET=E Y, Y|D=1)=E(Y||ID=1) - E(Y|D=1)
ok Fde A o thste v, ¢} v, 7 HE 7bss o, Stal A8 S A &S 8
3] AT &= k. AN & Alo] Al A2 T2 F A8l AT 4 glthHeckman et al.
1997). WebA ATETE @A A 2424 02 3 71581A] e87] ol ATET thal el #
& 7158k ot A X B3 Average Treatment Effect: ATE)7} o] 88t ATE= U3 20| UE}

(3) ATE=E Y||D=1)-E(Y|D=0) = ATET+ E(Y,|D=1) — E(Y,|D=0)

2 (3)lM £
& FAY T UA, GubH 0= o] gho] 0o] obd FA7} Ut whebx] A e M) A AE F7g3)
7] fleiA = A e 3 1 o) 7t Aloj =] ofofgt gk}, dnk o & 291878 (Random Assignment
Process)©| Z2’43] A=A A&l 2 o7 kst Qb= aFARE 7 A Ad 9] Aol g AkSlQl

73

Y|D=1) - E(Y;|D=0)& A E# Ho| & qkef o] gho] 00|24 ATES &3l ATET

2 Q0150] Asshe she] AT L H7 9T
o)A 7219|295 ehth. o & Sof

o 912 @eh, 1 shawe] A, 24 Y 2 S Ee 5] ol Bk B T2 7H Aol
welq 1 skt A 162 T3 LG AU 2E AT YOINE FAe) 142 ATL T}

o] ATIA 0.2 5 4 9leh B AT vl B A Azl A Bayehs AEA 7o) E Aols
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It © 2 FFARN w2 A X 1FH A 1F Aol o] B ¥ (Imbalance) = 0] sl 2
] % ¥ 3 E(Matched Sample)S E 2 2 3}, 312 1F # 8 (Balance) 3 ¥:-2] =7](Sample Size)
+ 3% 87 (Trade-off) ol 9171 w2l FA ol B/d38k= A o] fA| Gt oA7|ollA TP ol A= 1
3 A 152 3 (Covariates) o] E3E7F Arht FARMAIE ofujs, £E2] F7]¢ nf 4
HA oA D8G50 FES Zehdl $ Folgle RO & 9|3tk

38k 41l % (Propensity Score Matching)¥} 2} €1} %J(Coarsened Exact Matching) 3} 22 7]
Eo] A WHEL 73S 1A ol A 1] I7]5 FUgstAU, | Z 8o 7] E

ANZ Bl A F3E SoislEit) vhe, s Z2E o] e ZF 29| F7]of iE FF 9

al
78 48] & vl ZEE] o|(Matching Frontier) 5 53 5212, A2 0.2 2| A|3te] 33} FE-©]

il

<

7] BFE A S8t King et al. 2017; acus et al. 2018; Wang et al. 2018).
A& T3 7 252 73 o] rig ANdE A=A = thiE L, BAIAZ SA 71535 K Tacus et

al. 2009). £, T3} 2Zo] YeRd 4= IthKing et al. 2017).

CRACES 19>

-

A @NA 1.1, = THZE] 545 U= 45 FAKBin & AV £, 9y, =4
Aol Sl Q= AR 1EH FAl F2] =S ekt wreF A 153 B4 1F] i
o] £/} %3] LAk 1, A= 00] HH, B2 F I50] g Fe] Rt s F5HA
& 7% L, TAANE 10] Dk A A £l Fulgke] 7t BE5E a8 FEF
o ALY W7 BEFE F 15 549 294 &S uEn ¢ ojd e 2 Yehing £, 57
A A A R A vehd . o] - S Aol et sk 7, S 9] 271 9
oA o2 25 4 Yk mekA £, $AA 9] ghol o} % o]t Wi FE 5 5 (k] Bt F o]

o

ok

(Overlap) %

F

2 webA & ATolxe 48 A8 w42 a3E ATEZ} obd ATETE #7131t

3 I EPModel)o] FHFOZ A} A5E 7T YN AFL A, F, =2 rolA ok 7Hgskd, o] A AL AT o
A TN e g R %EJUJL 2587, %, AN st aE 2 TR webA F71ed B %*é Lot EHBE F
6719 23A7L EAZTE £ AT = Y FHFOR AFAYG, AFAA 11, A, A, opiA 8, ojmy 8 7R,

P25 AL



1
O] F =49 fo) 7} 71 E 3 Al A BA 1o FES Fepilth o] AL thE 3 o] YEbd
ATKKing et al. 2017).

(5) g(i) = argmax|p;,.—p;,|

4 (5)NA P} 1= 2AZE A o) 43 Al 153} BALH) AN o5 arg max s
Foi7l grol ST} Bt ghe 2 48 oJnlRict webA v|H ZEElo] By & Al 1E 3 FA)
59| ATESY Aol7} 71 2 AAE Hohlo] BALE) BES PR FAL MY e
Eol7t 948 w7lx) MR TEE o ZEE|ol S NEoR ATAE ERo| ki) njE

ATET 2 342 5 ek, S Y Z2el0) 919 & 4, Z 54T £0] =27)9 #9522

A5 ST, Z o) Y EE|O] W FE-S Ao ek 2io] AR A SRS ol
olyl, RS Zehulol whe} 7} ik ol e H A o] FHH L AN SIS oItk mhA wjY

S0l o] SHe v)HH EE F olud BE S MYTAE oG HiLo| 2]} Tl e A7

B AT A mf Y Z2E| o] & o] & FAE Sl A w50 ATET+ i ¥ 22 Az
IEH A IE AtololA F45 ] H 8FF 13] o] A3 o F9) A4 eFF33] o] dH o
o] gto] 242t Ao 2fo) 7t YA 2 24T} 34 A3te] 74 (Robustness) S 221317
Al ek A3 A e o 25 ATETES 431k

i

THF F £50] 1~1,0007H4 Aol BEFTHIL 7T A9, £50] 19992 A E = 945F drold F 179 54
ol FjH oz o]dA o 2 feh} ufH A FAA A FH 02 & Aotk =X }0-]«] ZZ(Curse of Dimensionality) 2 {13}
w2 9| L, TAA A FHNH R 58 Yrh vhd A5 4, &, I BT W :r“"]% 7395 1F9 5ol dE o
2 e eI o1 2 L, B3 B o) ) F9) 2, A2 1A Al o sk Aeleh w3 F £, A4
7} 3A A grigta v A Bok gaskiokd, v s %?l’ el 2 o] o] Ao} A3y} EAEH, ml g A8 o] of7}
TKKing et al. 2017).
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3. BH AR

o] A= T A LTS YO E A 2717194 221Q] ZAPEA 0 & o] FoiXiTth &
232 WA 0 FaetaE o] AFEE o, 12} FEAREE St 22 FEEH 2 T
ol ARSEIATE 2017 AAIE A 133 ZAR] 7-9-8007112] Z-
o] FE o2 M=o o] F 7997 Satel| A 65F2,276 2] A A 0] AA| FAM %
T} B ATE o] T AZSAE 491347 5,089 9] RS o] &-3f) B4-8 AAFTh
o] ZALS] A& £ F 1237 2 o] T A, Aol A3 A& T F 8/ w3 A &g 115719
o) BT A5E FHES 7 o] . AP Aol b2 A%, 49, QIE, 1, AFA
A, AFA L 7B, 7H 7#E, ASTE, &5 5 AT aRlo] ZiAR1e] A F AN 3EF
A= T Variyam and Blaylock 1998; Bonanno and Goetz 2012). £ A=
Faste] < 1> AAE 2Q1EE HEE AR on, & Ao #dd Wyt 27 53 2
22 A7, GuRSFE o] 83t B4 a9t
A132K2017F) A3 B el AR Foizte] AFAG& 23kl QA FARE o
A7} A e F0 St o] A A ol thgk BB E EF3ch YA 0 2 AFA G A8 FR Tal] &
A7} A SRR B ATl A= AFA G ] iR shal 2412 & AHSSHATE o] A 3
o zke] 7HEd o] E WA Uehl = 71-o] Rl Bt RS E9skal QA Gtk whiEkA B
AT E 7 R tig g2 FoAxpt 713 AL A AR5 ARSIt
<E 159 7 2EAFS A EHE SHR19] 43.1%7 FEA AFEH 53.0%7F hEAl o] AF
o} AR -2 1514019 49.6%71 g ol F-E.9| S0l A 65.6%7F oFH A 9
&g o] thE o] olgkal Gty on, SEAF] 59.6%7F vy <] sto] tZ o) o] gk BHg ),
83 -EHAE] 95.6%7} 71} SASAL 9l o, i 250 A SHA] 44.3% 7} F ol &
k. 25H] A9 3EA] 23.8%7F 31 13] o) HY-& A FH S, FEA] 15.5%7F 3HF 3

ki

S8 Lo A 654,991 2] A
o] gl

> o
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3] o) AAE HHAITA Yo B EA T A3 A& A 7S ATNA B Hhd ol
A7) Aadnoh o B A0 R Vet A5 w83 st $HA1 473%7H A2 1
A el Shal 253 o) Feg A o] JIITES
;1. ARSEH S0 7|1=FAH|ZH(n=45,089)
HeE My AY g HEEHER}

e

e A&, oA, 7A7]E=1, 1 =0 43.1% 49.5%

544 =, Mty AERE=1, I 9=0 14.0% 34.7%

=53 oA, 4=, £35=1, 1 9=0 13.6% 34.2%

=R o2, AAEE=1, 1 9=0 10.2% 30.2%

s B gAF AAdE=1, 1 9]=0 15.8% 36.5%

7rad ZFhE=1, 1 9=0 3.4% 18.1%
ZR A A1

Al HEA] AZ=1, 2 9|=0 53.0% 49.9%

SATA] ZAEA AZ=1, 2 9=0 41.8% 49.3%

2R FRY 7Z=1, 2 9]=0 5.2% 22.2%
SE 12~ 184 15.1 1.7
k! =1, 04=0 49.6% 50.0%
opy{ x| &3

e Zaty £ olgl=1, 1 9]=0 2.2% 14.5%

k=i S8ty =1, 1 9=0 32.2% 46.7%

st tfaty £ o|Af=1, 1 9]=0 65.6% 47.5%
ojojy &2

Zety zety £ o]sl=1, 1 9]=0 1.8% 13.4%

S8ty S8ty £h=1, 2 9=0 38.6% 48.7%

o igv] tfaty £ o|A=1, 1 9J=0 59.6% 49.1%
bl ] 71&E3 571=1, 2 =0 95.6% 20.6%
IHEAS

3t t7AE s=1, 3 9)=0 1.7% 12.8%

Z3t IIRAE F5}=1, T Q=0 10.1% 30.1%

= tRAE F=1, 2 9=0 44.3% 49.7%

=AF TtEAE F4k=1, 2 9]=0 32.4% 46.8%

A} JtREAE A=1, 2 9)=0 11.6% 32.0%
Ao

A g7 Rz 512 13] o4} AF=1, 1 2]=0 23.8% 42.6%

RMa ME v 512 33] o]4} AA=1, 1 2]=0 15.5% 36.2%
AR g A2 14 U AlsT 9.8 Atoj=1, 1 9]=0 47.3% 49.9%

5 3 Agd W82 FIARL WERS, Aol 18 F st AAE BE G 2 ARG diF 18-S 2RI
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e
[«t,;

4 A3}

e E= 4(N) | 22 BEE HIS(%) EE 4 L, SAA]

H xE 0 0% 45,089 0.325
2,240 5% 42,849 0.292

4,501 10% 40,588 0.260

A L 6,763 15% 38,326 0.225
9,023 20% 36,066 0.190

11,272 25% 33,817 0.156

13,523 30% 31,566 0.123

<3 2> FALE | il wet F A5 Bd ¥ EE YEE £, FAA7E0.325901A4
0.1237HA] ZHaR5-2 HojErt. MY ZE2E| o] W2 574 A(Point) B2 247} Zehdl F2]
ot 1, TAAE AT & ATolME FALES BEE 11 4,621717HA] Zehd wj7hA] &
1,46370¢] A Ao 4] o] =X Eo] Al FH AT <& 2>0ll = Zepd FHH]E0] 30%<] A7 5%
G2 o] FAE& AN ST

<O [>2<3E 2> ANAH o2 UeRl Wi ZEE| o) 2 7t2 52 Zehdl 34 1F £82 T8
UERH, 252 F 259 98 B=E ovishs 1, SAAE Yehlt) -8dshs ez
A gl el 20| 7t 7l wek A A LF $A 1E ) 2w ol Ha
FEHAE BT

6 Y FH| 427145,089 o] 2E 0]2] 35%9] 15,781 mj A ZEE] 0} 2 Fal| Auf Zehd RO 4221 14,6218 Fo M) wlghA <&
2>0)1 A1 TEH] 0] 30%<] AMAAL L, FAXE AASAT
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Frontier Plot

L1
025 0.30
1 |

0.20
1

0.15

T T T
0 5000 10000 15000

Number of Observations Pruned

<3 3> St AAE wso] Ao A AFd riA = S YER = ATETZF 225 oF
30%7HA] Zeblle g4 o DA Wslsh=AE BoETh <3 3>l AAE AAE A Ed
ATET7}¢F0.02200141 0.040 Atool] #3238k itk o] A& A ad o] Shal 2| w&of] o e 7
F3HFoll AU S 13 o) F AHE 7 EE0] 2F2.2%pollA 4.0%p S7HES frlgieh

FL

H 3. FAH0 Y HFofl oot sfw AME WK ATET

Hefh =] 5=
S H2(%) IH&E #2 4(N) L ATET Lower Cl Upper Cl

5% 47,849 0.292 0.040 0.032 0.048
10% 40,588 0.260 0.037 0.029 0.045
15% 38,326 0.225 0.036 0.027 0.045
20% 36,066 0.190 0.032 0.023 0.041
25% 33,817 0.156 0.029 0.019 0.038
30% 31,566 0.123 0.022 0.012 0.032

2 Cl&= Athey-Imbens model dependence intervalsS UehdtH

<Y 2>E=<E 3> AAF ATETE T ZE 0|83t HAFrh <9 2> 318k 1
Z=wj Y ZEE O WS T8l e Zehdol Wt ATET A7} Awka o & Zhasshe= 7

ol 5o HERIT mebA & Aol A A g2 o) E AlofsbA] ehe 7w = o] 85kl A
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A Bel7 Alo)5 S BTk ATET 247} o %) by

T3 2. HAUO| U M0H e 3tm AME WR0| ATET

0

o

(=}

< e

O | T

o \w
] \/\,\A
fo 3
n © oy
. AN

o | "

(=}

5 |

o T T

0 5000 10000

T
15000

Number of Observations Pruned

<& 4> 3l A w0l Aad e Ala Aol M= YFe Y= ATETZE E22 of
30%7HA Zehdis A4 oARA WsteheA] HAET <3 4> AAE A4S AR
ATET7}2F0.015914 0.028 Atool] E3238kaL Utk o] AL A axid o] Shal A% wsof] Froj e 7
G- ot AAE 33 o] AT 71 EHE<] oF 1.5%pol A 2.8%p S7HEHE oW gtk

4. HAHEO| JA ME|of ChEH &hu AlME IR0 ATET
et A g 4
ES H12(%) maE 22 £(N) L ATET Lower Cl Upper Cl

5% 42,849 0.292 0.028 0.021 0.035
10% 40,588 0.260 0.024 0.017 0.031
15% 38,326 0.225 0.021 0.014 0.029
20% 36,066 0.190 0.018 0.010 0.026
25% 33,817 0.156 0.016 0.008 0.024
30% 31,566 0.123 0.015 0.006 0.024

Z: Cl= Athey-Imbens model dependence intervalsZS UehJdT}
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A Efe] Aade] B, AL AA MR GRS 101

4> AAE ATETE 12 E o] &3] R ETh 7Y o] 759 vpz7FA| & vj
28 Eg) R Aol gk ATET A 2|7} Aukzl 0 2 7k Ask= Adko] Qo) b 240
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