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Abstract: Commercial environments and food acquisition methods significantly shape dietary prac-
tices and impact health. This study assesses dietary choices among Portuguese university students
regarding vending machines, canteens, and lunches from home. It also evaluates their use of the
university canteen and their tendency to bring lunch from home. This pilot cross-sectional study used
a self-administered electronic questionnaire, made available in early 2023. Participants were recruited
through snowball sampling. The study included 137 students from Portuguese higher education
institutions, mainly women (74.5%), pursuing degrees or integrated Master’s degrees (83.2%), pri-
marily in health-related fields (55.5%). The median age was 21 years (20 to 23.5 years). About 70.0%
regularly consumed food from vending machines, while approximately 60.0% brought lunch from
home, avoiding the canteen. Factors such as convenience (48.5%), price (47.5%), product availability
(40.6%), and taste (39.6%) mainly influenced vending machine choices. Monthly, chocolates, water,
coffee, cookies, treats, and soft drinks were the most commonly acquired items, with coffee being the
most frequent daily purchase. These findings provide insights for creating policies and initiatives to
promote healthier and more accessible food options for students and strategies to encourage positive
eating behaviors.

Keywords: vending machines; canteen; lunch; nutrition; university; students

1. Introduction

The university food environment is characterized by the availability of foods, prepa-
rations, and beverages (FPB); their physical and financial accessibility; the promotion of
FPB; and the presence of nutritional information and advertising on campus, as well as in
the surrounding areas [1]. It is known that this environment influences the eating habits
of those who frequent it, potentially facilitating or hindering healthy choices [2,3]. Meals
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consumed at the university constitute an important part of the diet for students, teachers,
and staff, highlighting the relevance of this environment in promoting healthy eating
habits [1,2].

In addition to the university food environment, other factors influence the dietary
choices of higher education students [2]. Studies indicate that the primary determinants
of food choices among university students include lack of time, convenience, cost, taste,
health status, social and physical environment, concerns about weight control [4-6], and
even food sustainability [7,8].

One significant aspect of the university food environment is the increasing prominence
of vending machines, which provide food and beverages across various settings, including
higher education institutions. The presence of vending machines on university campuses
offers numerous advantages for students. Firstly, they offer convenience and accessibil-
ity [9], allowing students to obtain food and drinks quickly between classes or during
short breaks. Furthermore, vending machines provide diverse options, ranging from quick
snacks to complete meals, catering to students’ preferences and dietary restrictions [10,11].

However, acquiring food and beverages in vending machines also has challenges.
Often, the options available from these machines are commonly highly processed foods,
rich in sugars, saturated fats, and sodium, which can lead to an unbalanced diet and
contribute to the increase in the consumption of unhealthy foods, as evidenced in national
studies conducted in Portugal [10,12-14] and internationally [9,11,15,16]. In addition, the
lack of detailed nutritional information on product packaging and the absence of clear
guidelines on healthy eating choices can make it difficult for students to make informed
decisions [17].

University students are not exempt from the global health challenge of overweight
and obesity, with a considerable proportion of this group being affected [18-21]. In a study
encompassing 22 nations across various regions of the world with diverse economic and
social conditions, statistics revealed that approximately 22% of university students are
affected by overweight or obesity [22]. In Portugal, the prevalence of excess weight among
higher education students reaches nearly 25% [23]. Furthermore, a report on the health
and well-being behaviors of polytechnic higher education students indicates that 77.70%
of students consider their diet to be reasonably healthy, while 12.90% admit to having an
unhealthy diet. Conversely, 8.30% perceive their diet as very wholesome, with only 1.10%
of students reporting an unhealthy diet [24]. Just as a conducive teaching environment is
essential for academic success, a balanced and healthy diet is vital for students’ cognitive
function, energy levels, and overall well-being. However, studies show that the regular
consumption of vending machine food is associated with a greater risk of developing
a variety of chronic diseases, including obesity, diabetes, cardiovascular diseases, and
hypertension [25,26].

Alternatives to vending machines include canteens and bringing meals from home.
Several factors influence both the choice of the canteen for meals and the overall satisfac-
tion with the canteen’s services. Some of these factors include the quality of meals and
beverages, encompassing the quality of ingredients used and the taste of the food [27,28];
the quality of service, which includes team performance, service efficiency, and the service
environment [27,28]; and the waiting time for service [29], among others. Just as a con-
ducive teaching environment is essential, having a balanced and healthy diet is equally
important. Canteens should provide healthy menu options without restricting choices and
should adhere to current nutritional trends [28]. However, this assertion fails to capture
the complexity of the current situation, as it neglects the intricate nutritional requirements
of students. These needs hint at a larger issue of nutritional imbalance, which demands
deeper exploration. For example, this exploration would entail scrutinizing specific dietary
deficiencies or excesses contributing to this imbalance, alongside investigating underlying
factors such as socioeconomic influences, cultural norms, and the accessibility of nutritious
food options [28,30,31].
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Bringing lunch from home to the university is another aspect to consider in the uni-
versity food environment. Healthy food consumption through packed lunches depends
on various factors, including culinary skills. A systematic review of observational studies
revealed that cooking at home was associated with healthier food consumption [32]. Fur-
thermore, cross-sectional research involving university students found that more frequent
cooking was correlated with an increased consumption of fruits and vegetables [33]. How-
ever, studies have indicated a lack of cooking skills and infrequent meal preparation among
university students, particularly males [32,34,35]. Additionally, the decision to consume
packed lunches can be influenced by various factors, such as meeting specific nutritional
requirements, satisfying food preferences, overcoming time constraints for on-campus
meals, identifying suitable places for university dining, and managing individual food
budgets [36].

Given these challenges (e.g., the prevalence of unhealthy options in vending machines
and nutritional imbalances), it is essential to implement strategies that promote healthy
food choices in the university environment. For this, information about the acquisition
of food and beverages in vending machines, the use of the university canteen, and the
habit of taking lunch from home is necessary, especially because there is a lack of studies in
Portugal in this regard. Thus, dietary choices considering vending machines, canteens, and
lunch from home of a sample of Portuguese university students were investigated.

Therefore, this study is expected to provide some insights, including specific dietary
interventions, aimed at enhancing the dietary habits of university students.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Design and Participants

This is a cross-sectional study in which a self-administered electronic questionnaire
(Supplementary Material) was available during the first semester of 2023. The target
population comprised a convenience sample of public and private Portuguese university
students invited to participate in the online survey. The snowball sampling method was
used to ensure a wide distribution and recruitment of participants. A web URL link was
obtained for the inquiry and distributed through invitations sent by the university’s internal
email system and social networking platforms. All participants completed an electronic
informed consent form before participating and had the right to give up at any time during
the research. The university students who consented to participate in the survey, completed
the questionnaire, and submitted their answers were included in the study. All information
was collected anonymously, without indicating personal data, and participants did not
receive any reward. This study followed the ethical code for web-based research [37]
and the recommendations of the Declaration of Helsinki [38]. The study protocol was
approved by the Ethics Commission of the School of Health Sciences and Technologies of
the Lusophone University (P02-23).

2.2. Survey Questionnaire

The questionnaire was structured into the following three main sections: sociode-
mographic characterization, eating habits, and acquisition of food and drinks in vending
machines. This questionnaire was initially prepared and applied in Portuguese and was
subsequently translated into English to facilitate its publication in international settings.
This translation process involved ensuring the accuracy and clarity of the questions and
responses to maintain the integrity of the data collected. The sociodemographic charac-
terization section comprised inquiries regarding gender, age, nationality, academic level,
field of study, weight, and height. The section on eating habits focused on bringing food to
the university and lunch in the canteen. Thus, participants were asked if they used to take
lunch from home to lunch at the university (yes or no), and if so, they were asked what the
main reason was (open response). Moreover, they were asked if they used to have lunch
at the university canteen (yes or no); if negative, they were asked what the main reason
was (open response). Finally, participants were asked if they used to consume food or
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beverages purchased from vending machines. The participants who answered “no” ended
the questionnaire at that point.

Regarding the section on the acquisition of food and beverages from vending machines,
participants who reported purchasing food and drinks from vending machines were asked
about the top three factors influencing the items they buy. These factors, adapted from a
previous study [33], included: I do not know; habit or routine; the taste of food; food price;
control your weight; food availability; presentation or packaging; someone else decides
most of the foods that I eat; vegetarian food or other special habits; content in additives,
dyes, and preservatives; my cultural, religious, or ethnic roots; ease or convenience of
preparation; try to make a healthy diet; and quality or freshness of food.

Subsequently, participants were asked about their purchasing frequency of various
foods and beverages that are accessible from vending machines. The products available
in vending machines on the campus’s periphery were assessed and categorized into the
following distinct food groups: 1. Coffee; 2. Other hot drinks with coffee; 3. Hot chocolate
or other beverages with chocolate; 4. Bottled water; 5. Sparkling water; 6. Soft drinks (Coca-
Cola, Sumol, Iced Tea); 7. Energy Drinks; 8. Sandwiches; 9. Cakes and pastry products;
10. Cookies; 11. Cereal bars; 12. Potato chips; 13. Solid yogurt; 14. Liquid yogurt; 15. Fresh
fruit; 16. Chocolates, 17. Sweets (gums; candies); and 18. Other Snacks. Respondents
were presented with a nine-point scale for indicating the frequency of acquiring these food
items and beverages, encompassing the following options: “Never”, “Once a month”, “2 to
3 times a month”, “Once a week”, “2-3 times a week”, “4-6 times a week”, “Daily”, “2 to
3 times a day”, and “More than three times a day”. The questionnaire was inserted into the
Google Forms platform and was distributed to university students.

2.3. Data Analysis

To authenticate participant responses and minimize the potential for contamination
from non-human sources, data validation techniques were implemented. These methods in-
volved identifying and eliminating any responses that appeared suspicious or inconsistent.
This scrutiny included analyzing response patterns, such as unusually rapid completion
times or repetitive answers, which could suggest non-human activity. Additionally, partici-
pant information was cross-referenced with demographic data to confirm the coherence of
responses and ensure alignment with the characteristics of our target population.

Open-ended responses were analyzed using content analysis to extract valuable in-
sights beyond quantitative data. This involved systematically coding and categorizing
the responses to identify recurring themes and patterns. Each response was carefully
reviewed to ensure comprehensive data coverage, allowing us to gain deeper insights
into the participants’ choices. It is important to note that in some responses, more than
one reason was identified. Additionally, the 94 different reasons were derived from the
question of why they take food from home to university, while the 76 reasons referred
to the question about reasons for not usually having lunch in the canteen. This process
involved thoroughly reviewing all responses to identify common themes and group them
according to their relevance for the analysis. Excel 365 software (for windows) was used
for data management and content analysis. Two independent coders were involved in the
analysis and they coded the data separately to enhance reliability. Any discrepancies or
disagreements between the coders were resolved through discussion and consensus. In
cases where consensus could not be reached, a third coder was consulted to adjudicate
the discrepancies.

The respondents” weight and height information were used to calculate their BMI
(Body Mass Index) using the Quetlet formula, as follows: BMI = weight (kg)/height
(m)?. The cohort was established according to the World Health Organization’s criteria,
which categorizes BMI as underweight (<18.5 kg/m?), normal weight (18.5-24.9 kg/m?),
overweight (25.0-29.9 kg/ m?), or obese (>30.0).

The statistical analysis was conducted using the Statistical Package for the Social
Sciences (SPSS), version 26.0, for Windows. Categorical variables were summarized in
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counts and percentages. The Kolmogorov-Smirnov test was employed to assess variable
distributions. The chi-square test or Fisher’s exact test was used to determine the variables’
independence, while the Mann-Whitney test was used to compare medians in independent
samples. Regarding the inquiry about the frequency of acquiring food and beverages
from vending machines, specific response categories were grouped due to the dispersion of
responses and the low frequency of specific scale options. This consolidation was performed
as follows: “Once a month” and “2 to 3 times a month” responses were combined into a
single category named “Monthly”; “Once a week”, “2-3 times a week”, and “4-6 times a
week” responses were grouped into a category labeled “Weekly”; and “2 to 3 times a day”
and “more than three times a day” responses were unified into the “Daily” category. This
approach of consolidating responses aimed to simplify and enhance the coherence of the
analysis concerning the frequency of acquiring food and beverages from vending machines.
Results were considered significant at a p-value < 0.05.

3. Results

This study included 137 individuals attending Portuguese higher education institu-
tions. Most were women (74.5%) and participated in a degree or integrated Master’s degree
(83.2%) in the health area (55.5%). The participants’ median age was 21 (20; 23.5) years.
About 70% consume food from vending machines, 60% typically bring lunch from home to
the university, and 40% eat lunch in the institution’s canteen (Table 1).

Table 1. Demographic and behavioral characteristics of the university students (n = 137).

Studied Parameters Median (P25; P75)
Age 21 (20.0; 23.5)
n (%)
Gender
Men 35 (25.5)
Woman 102 (74.5)
Education
Bachelor’s or Licentiate/Integrated Master’s Degree 114 (83.2)
Master’s degree 18 (13.1)
Doctorate 2 (1.5)
Postgraduate Course * 3(2.2)
Area of the Course
Health 76 (55.5)
Other areas 61 (44.5)
Body mass index classification
Underweight 6(4.4)
Normal weight 99 (72.3)
Overweight 32(23.4)
Do you usually take lunch from home to university?
Yes 82 (59.9)
No 55 (40.1)
Do you usually have lunch in the university canteen?
Yes 59 (43.1)
No 78 (56.9)
Do you usually consume food or beverages from vending machines?
Yes 101 (73.7)
No 36 (26.3)

* Courses undertaken after completing a Bachelor’s degree, without the conferral of an academic degree. For exam-
ple, this includes courses with a duration of one academic year or less. P25: 25th percentile; P75: 75th percentile.

The relationships between the questions “Do you usually take lunch from home to
university?”, “Do you usually have lunch in the university canteen?”, and “Do you usually
consume food or beverages from vending machines?” were examined in relation to other
sociodemographic characteristics, namely gender, age, level of education, field of study,
and nutritional status (normal weight versus overweight). However, these data were not
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presented in the tables. From this analysis, it was observed that participants enrolled in
health-related courses tended to take lunch from home to university (x%=111; p =0.01)
and usually did not have lunch in the university canteen (x> = 9.2; p = 0.02), unlike their
counterparts (n = 55; 72.4% and n = 52; 72.4% versus n = 27; 44.3% and n = 26; 42.6%,
respectively). No relationships were found between the other aforementioned variables.

The questions “Do you usually take lunch from home to university?”, “Do you usually
have lunch in the university canteen?”, and “Do you usually consume food or beverages
from vending machines?” were also examined for their interrelationships. It was observed
that, as expected, participants who brought lunch from home did not usually have lunch
in the university canteen (x% = 22.0; p < 0.01), unlike their counterparts (n = 60; 73.2%
versus n = 18; 32.7%, respectively). There was no relationship found between the ques-
tions “Do you usually take lunch from home to university?” or “Do you usually have
lunch in the university canteen?” and “Do you usually consume food or beverages from
vending machines?”.

In total, 74 participants answered the question of why they take food from home
to university; content analysis allowed us to extract 94 reasons, based on the following:
56.4% economic reasons (saving money, having expensive lunch in the canteen, etc.); 18.1%
health-related reasons; 12.8% personal tastes; 8.5% logistics/time reasons; and 4.3% reasons
related to the lack of quality of canteen meals. A total of 66 participants provided reasons
for not usually having lunch in the canteen. The content analysis allowed us to extract
76 reasons, based on the following: 43.4% economic reasons (price, being expensive to have
lunch in the canteen, etc.); 27.6% logistics/time reasons (including taking the home meal);
13.2% personal tastes; 10.5% health-related reasons; and 5.3% reasons related to the lack of
quality of canteen meals—Table 2.

Table 2. Emergent factors from responses to open-ended questions.

Emergent Factors

Number of

Definition/Description

Mentions

%

Do you usually bring lunch from home to eat at the university? If YES, what is the main reason? (n = 74)

Logistics/time I do not have a cafeteria and I save more time; because it is 3 85
reasons more practical; lack of time. ’
Having expensive lunch in the canteen; more economical;
Economic Reasons lower price; savings; be cheaper; not spending money; spend 53 56.4
less money:.
Health-related Lack of healthy options; specific diet; diet; I can bring 17 181
reasons healthier options '
I like home food more; I prefer my food to the canteen; I
Personal taste usually do not like eating outside the home. 12 128
Quality Quality; food quality; variety. 4 43
Do you usually have lunch at the university canteen? If NO, what is the main reason? (n = 66)
Logistics/time Have lunch at home; I take food when necessary; schedule
. . 21 27.6
reasons allows for lunch at home; be practical /convenient.
Economic Reasons Price; b'emg expensive to have lunch in the canteen; too 33 434
expensive; to save.
Health-related Lack of healthy options; go on a diet. 8 10.5
reasons
Prefiro a minha comida (I prefer my food); food not well
Personal taste prepared; porque normalmente nao gosto da comida (because 10 13.2
I usually don’t like the food)
Quality Quality; food quality. 4 5.3
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The factors that have the most significant influence on dietary choices made by univer-
sity students when buying from vending machines are presented in Table 3. In general, the
main factors that affect the food choice and drinks in vending machines are convenience
(48.5%), price (47.5%), and product availability (40.6%), as well as the taste of food (39.6%).
Male participants, those who attend healthcare courses, and those who often have lunch
in the canteen reported that convenience is more influential than their counterparts. In
addition, students who have lunch in the canteen considered that the content of additives,
dyes, and preservatives is more critical than those who do not have lunch in the canteen.
Younger participants (median age: 21; P25: 19; P75: 24) indicated that price influences
food choices at vending machines more than older participants (median age: 22; P25: 20;
P75 24)—p = 0.045. No relationship was found between the factors influencing the food
choice on vending machines and whether participants brought lunch food at the university,
or with nutritional status (average weight versus overweight), or with level of education
(Bachelor’s or Licentiate /Integrated Master’s Degree versus other courses).

Regarding acquiring food and beverages in vending machines (Table 4), more than
90% never acquired sparkling water, energy drinks, solid yogurts, liquid yogurts, and fresh
fruit. At the monthly level, the most frequently acquired foods were chocolates (47.5%),
water (44.6%), coffee (34.7%), cookies (35.6%), treats (30.7%), and soft drinks (24.8). At
the weekly level, the most frequently acquired foods were coffee (25.7%), bottled water
(19.8%), other hot beverages with coffee (9.9%), and chocolates (9.9%). At the daily level,
the most acquired food was coffee (15.8%). Next, an analysis was conducted to examine the
relationship between the acquisition of food and beverages from vending machines and
variables such as gender, study area, canteen lunching habits, and the practice of bringing
lunch from home. Male participants were observed to have a higher frequency of acquiring
coffee, water, energy drinks, potato chips, and solid yogurt from vending machines than
their women counterparts. Moreover, students who regularly had lunch in the canteen
displayed a greater frequency of acquiring sandwiches and hot chocolate or other chocolate
beverages from vending machines compared to students who did not use the cafeteria for
their meals. Health students had a lower frequency of cereal bar acquisition in vending
machines than students from other areas. On the other hand, they had a higher frequency
of water acquisition in vending machines than students from different areas. No differences
were found in the acquisition of food and beverages in vending machines among students
who had the habit of bringing lunch from home to university and those who did not have
this habit.
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Table 3. Most significant factors influencing food choices made by university students when purchasing food and beverages from vending machines (n = 101).

Do You Usually Have Lunch in the

Total Gender Course . g
University Canteen?
No Yes Men Woman P Health Others p Yes No P
I do not know 98 (97.0) 3(3.0) 0(0.0) 3(3.8) 1.000 @ 1(1.9) 2(42) 0.603 2 2 (4.3) 1(1.9) 0.596
Habit or routine 66 (65.3) 35 (34.7) 10 (43.5) 25 (32.1) 0.312°P 20 (37.7) 15 (31.3) 0.494 b 13 (27.7) 22 (40.7) 0.168 P
The taste of food 61 (60.4) 40 (39.6) 11 (47.8) 29 (37.2) 0.359 b 19 (35.8) 21 (43.8) 0.417° 17 (36.2) 23 (42.6) 0.510°
Food price 53 (52.5) 48 (47.5) 8 (34.8) 40 (51.3) 0.164 P 26 (49.1) 22 (45.8) 0.746 P 23 (48.9) 25 (46.3) 0.791b
Control your weight 92 (91.1) 9(8.9) 1(4.3) 8(10.3) 0.680 2 4(7.5) 5(10.4) 0.7332 4(8.5) 5(9.3) 1.000 @
Food availability 60 (59.4) 41 (40.6) 10 (43.5) 31(39.7) 0.749 b 17 (32.1) 24 (50.0) 0.067 P 19 (40.4) 22 (40.7) 0.974°
Presentation or packaging 97 (96.0) 4 (4.0) 1(4.3) 3(3.8) 1.000 2 2(3.8) 2(4.2) 1.000 2 2 (4.3) 2 (3.7) 1.000 2
Someone else decides most of the
PR 101 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
Vegetarian food or other a a a
particular habits 94 (93.1) 7 (6.9) 0(0.0) 7 (9.0) 0.346 3(5.7) 4(8.3) 0.706 5 (10.6) 2(37) 0.246
Content in additives, dyes, and = g7 g4 ) 4(40) 1(43) 3(3.8) 1.000 @ 1(1.9) 3(63) 0.3442 4(85) 0(0.0) 0.044 2*
preservatives
fﬁg’é““ural' religious, and ethnic ;90 ) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0)
Ef:;a"ri Lavenienee of 52(51.5)  49(485)  16(69.6) 33 (42.3) 0.022 b+ 31 (58.5) 18 (37.5) 0.035 b* 17(362)  32(59.3) 0.021 b*
Try to make a healthy diet 81 (80.2) 20 (19.8) 4(17.4) 16 (20.5) 1.0002 11 (20.8) 9 (18.8) 0.801° 7 (14.9) 13 (24.1) 0.248 P
Quality or freshness of food 90 (89.1) 11 (10.9) 2(87) 9 (11.5) 1.000 @ 4(7.5) 7 (14.6) 0.257b 8 (17.0) 3(5.6) 0.065 P

* p < 0.05; Gender, course, and “Do you usually have lunch in the university canteen?”: ? Fisher’s or P chi-square test based on the expected frequencies in each cell. Note: The data for
gender, course, and food /beverage acquisition in vending machines are only presented for participants who answered “Yes” in the total column.
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Table 4. Acquisition of food and beverages in vending machines (n = 101).
n Never Monthly  Weekly Daily 4
Men 23 2(8.7) 8 (34.8) 7 (30.4) 6(26.1) 0,031
1. Coffee Woman 78 22 (28.2) 27 (34.6) 19 (24.4) 10 (12.8) )
Total 101 24 (23.8) 35 (34.7) 26 (25.7) 16 (15.8)
2. Other hot drinks
with coffee Total 101 57 (56.4) 31 (30.7) 10 (9.9) 3(3.0)
Lunch in the canteen 47 25 (53.2) 14 (29.8) 7 (14.9) 1(2.1) .
3. Hot chocolate or other Do not have lunch in 54 2(77.8) 9.(167) 3(5.6) 0 (0.0) 0.007
drinks with chocolate the canteen ’ ’ ) ’
Total 101 67 (66.3) 23 (22.8) 10 (9.9) 1(1.0)
Health 76 36 (47.4) 26 (34.2) 13 (17.1) 1(1.3) 0.048 *
4. Bottled water Other 61 21 (34.4) 26 (42.6) 8(13.1) 6(9.8) )
Total 101 30 (29.7) 45 (44.6) 20 (19.8) 6(5.9)
Men 23 19 (82.6) 3(13.0) 1(4.3) 0 (0.0 0.004 *
5. Sparkling water Woman 78 75 (96.2) 3(3.8) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) )
Total 101 94 (93.1) 6(5.9) 1(1.0) 0 (0.0)
6. Soft drinks (Coca-Cola,
Sumol, Iced Tea) Total 101 74 (73.3) 25 (24.8) 2(2.0) 0 (0.0
Men 23 18 (78.3) 1(4.3) 4 (17.4) 0 (0.0) 0.001*
7. Energy Drinks Woman 78 78 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0) <U-
Total 101 96 (95.0) 1(1.0) 4 (4.0) 0 (0.0)
Lunch in the canteen 47 32 (68.1) 11 (23.4) 4 (8.5) 0(0.0) .
; Do not have lunch in 54 46(852) 7(130)  1(19) 0(0.0) 00
8. Sandwiches the canteen . . . .
Total 101 78 (77.2) 18 (17.8) 5 (5.0) 0 (0.0)
9. Cakes and pastry
products Total 101 75 (74.3) 21 (20.8) 5(5.0) 0 (0.0
10. Cookies Total 101 61 (60.4) 36 (35.6) 4 (4.0) 0 (0.0)
Health 76 69 (90.8) 7(9.2) 0(0.0) 0 (0.0 0.040 *
11. Cereal bars Another course 61 48 (78.7) 10 (16.4) 349 0 (0.0) )
Total 101 83 (82.2) 15 (14.9) 3(3.0) 0 (0.0)
Men 23 16 (69.6) 5(21.7) 2(8.7) 0 (0.0)
12. Potato chips Woman 78 69 (88.5) 9(11.5) 0 (0.0 0(0.0) 0.023 *
Total 101 85 (84.2) 14 (13.9) 2 (2.0 0 (0.0)
Men 23 20 (87.0) 1(4.3) 1(4.3) 1(4.3)
13. Solid yogurt Woman 78 76 (97.4) 2(2.6) 0 (0.0 0(0.0) 0.039 *
Total 101 96 (95.0) 3(3.0) 1(1.0) 1(1.0)
14. Liquid yogurt Total 101 94 (93.1) 5(5.0) 2 (2.0) 0 (0.0)
15. Fresh fruit Total 101 94 (93.1) 6 (5.9) 0 (0.0 1(1.0)
16. Chocolates Total 101 42 (41.6) 48 (47.5) 10 (9.9) 1(1.0)
17. Sweets (gums; candies) Total 101 65 (64.4) 31 (30.7) 4 (4.0) 1(1.0)
18. Other Snacks Total 101 78 (77.2) 19 (18.8) 4 (4.0) 0(0.0)

* p < 0.05; Men/Woman, Lunch in the canteen/Do not have lunch in the canteen, and Health/Other course:
Mann-Whitney test. Only detailed data are presented for the results where significant differences exist.

4. Discussion

The present study aimed to assess the purchasing behaviors of food and beverages
from vending machines among higher education students in Portugal, alongside examining
their utilization of university canteens and their propensity to bring lunch from home. The
study revealed that a significant proportion of participants (73.7%) bring their own lunch
to the university, while over half do not utilize the university canteen. These findings
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are consistent with a prior study conducted in 2018 among 620 Spanish and Portuguese
university students, which indicated that 83.9% of respondents used vending machines [39].

Since the economic crisis of 2013, there has been an increasing trend toward consumer
rationalization and a heightened focus on managing household budgets. Consequently,
approximately 31% of Portuguese consumers have reduced their frequency of dining
out at restaurants. This shift has led to a rise in home-cooked meals and the prevalence
of packed lunches. A study conducted in 2020 during the COVID-19 pandemic found
that nearly half of the participants opted for packed lunches for meals consumed outside
the home [40]. Regarding the utilization of university canteens, findings from a study
conducted in Indonesia indicate that over half of university students who dine away from
home prefer to have their meals in the canteen [30]. Conversely, another study conducted
at Polish universities found that only 35.5% of students and staff members regularly use
the cafeterias daily or at least once a week [28]. Unlike some other countries, Portugal
observes a customary lunch hour [28]. However, this allocated time may not be adequate
for lunch in the canteen due to logistical and time constraints. For instance, the closure of
university canteens and their distance from academic buildings contribute to time spent
commuting and waiting in line for meals [41]. Furthermore, the cost of a full meal in private
canteens significantly exceeds that of public institution canteens (EUR 2.80) [41], potentially
influencing the decision to bring lunch from home. It is noteworthy that students identified
logistical, time-related, and economic factors as reasons for abstaining from using the
canteen and opting to bring lunch from home. Food and beverage vending machines
are prevalent, particularly on a weekly basis, akin to findings in the Caruso, Klein, and
Kaye [42] study. Convenience, price, product availability, and taste emerged as primary
factors influencing these choices, consistent with previous research [9,27,42,43]. Moreover,
the analysis of specific demographic groups revealed notable nuances. Male participants
and those enrolled in health courses have shown a greater tendency to consider convenience
as an influential factor than their colleagues. This may suggest that these groups may be
more oriented towards practicality and efficiency in choosing foods on sales machines.
However, it is essential to mention that students from health courses should be aware of
opting for healthier choices than other university students due to their knowledge about
food and health.

The finding suggests that students who utilize the canteen exhibit a heightened aware-
ness of additives, dyes, and preservatives, indicating a greater consciousness regarding the
nutritional quality of food. This implies that the canteen could potentially play a significant
role in promoting healthier food choices among this group of students [31]. However,
no correlation was identified between the factors influencing food choices from vending
machines and the practice of bringing lunch from home. This indicates that the motivations
driving these two behaviors may differ and that additional factors may be influential in
determining such behaviors. Finally, the absence of correlation between food choice factors
and participants’ nutritional status (normal weight versus overweight) emphasizes the
complexity of food decisions, the influence of multiple contextual factors, and food’s simple
energy value.

It was observed that a significant portion, more than 90%, never acquired items such
as sparkling water, energy drinks, solid yogurts, liquid yogurts, and fresh fruits from the
vending machines. However, when considering the monthly frequency, foods such as
chocolates, bottled water, coffee, cookies, sweets, and soft drinks were purchased more
regularly. In the weekly context, the most common acquisitions included coffee, bottled
water, and other hot beverages, along with chocolates. Daily analysis revealed that coffee
stood out as the most frequently acquired item. These results are consistent with other
studies reporting that the most consumed foods in the university’s food environment
(including vending machines) are hot drinks (coffee, hot chocolate, etc.), bottled water, and
sandwiches or hamburgers, while the least consumed are healthier options like fatty fruits
and fresh fruits [3,44]. This suggests a preference for convenience and quick energy boosts
over healthier choices among university students.



Nutrients 2024, 16, 1722

11 of 16

In a study that evaluated the quality of snacks and beverages sold in vending machines,
most food items sold had a high energy density and none satisfied low sugar or high
fiber content criteria [45,46]. The researchers pointed out that the shortage of time, high
food prices, limited availability of healthy options, and lack of motivation were the most
frequently mentioned barriers by students, as obstacles to healthy eating [46,47].

The study of the relationships between the acquisition of food and beverages from
vending machines and variables such as gender, area of study, the habit of having lunch
in the canteen, and bringing lunch from home has brought to light some differences. The
results indicated that male students had a higher frequency of acquiring certain items,
such as coffee, water, energy drinks, potato chips, and solid yogurts, than female students.
According to Hasan et al. [9], male students consume more soda and energy drinks than
female students. Yet, another study reveals that male students consumed significantly more
energy from sugary drinks than female students [48]. The findings underscore the need to
consider these differences when designing strategies to promote healthier eating habits on
campus. By understanding different student groups’ specific preferences and behaviors,
universities can better tailor their interventions to encourage more balanced and nutritious
dietary choices. Furthermore, the frequency of purchasing products such as sandwiches
and hot chocolate or other chocolate beverages from the vending machines was higher
among students who had lunch in the canteen than those who did not. According to the
work of Czarniecka-Skubina et al. [28], students who used the canteen often choose to buy
soups (39.2%) and sandwiches (28%), i.e., meals that can be consumed relatively rapidly.
Thus, the hypothesis can be that students resort to vending machines to complement the
meals consumed in the canteen. In addition, health students have demonstrated specific
consumer standards, with a lower frequency of cereal bar acquisition and a higher frequency
of water acquisition in machines than students from other areas. These findings can be
associated with variations in the demographic and economic profile [49], in addition to
personal factors, such as cooking skills, level of information and perspectives, as well as
social influences, such as the role of friends and norms in the purchase decision, among
others [50]. These insights underscore the importance of considering diverse student needs
and behaviors when designing interventions to promote healthier eating habits within the
university environment.

These results provide a comprehensive overview of vending machines” food and
beverage consumption habits, highlighting purchase preferences at different time intervals
and the influence of demographic and behavioral variables. Additionally, they can help
understand participants’” eating standards and inform health promotion strategies and
healthier eating habits.

Strengths, Limitations, and Implications

This pilot study has several strengths. Its findings offer insights into acquiring food and
beverages from vending machines, presenting intervention opportunities for institutions
offering products in these machines. Additionally, the study provides the questionnaire
used, enabling other researchers to replicate it and establish points of comparison with
future studies. Considering changes to the food options offered in vending machines is
crucial to improving consumer choices and promote healthier eating habits. Providing
nutritious food options in vending machines is especially relevant, given that many par-
ticipants indicated that they consume less healthy foods on a regular basis. Moreover,
investing in food education to guide consumers in making healthier decisions, along with
enhancing university meal spaces such as canteens to offer nutritious meals, as well as
lunch spaces for students who bring lunch from home, would be important steps.

While our study provides insights, it is important to recognize several limitations.
Given the utilization of an online questionnaire, several measures were implemented to
ensure the authenticity of participant responses. Data validation techniques were employed
to identify and remove any suspicious or inconsistent responses, including scrutinizing
response patterns for signs of non-human activity. Additionally, participant information
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was cross-referenced with demographic data to verify response consistency and alignment
with our target population’s characteristics. These measures aimed to uphold the integrity
and reliability of our data, minimizing the risk of contamination from non-human responses.
However, it is acknowledged that no method is entirely foolproof, and there may still be
potential limitations associated with web-based survey platforms. Future research could
explore additional strategies or technologies to further enhance data validity and mitigate
the influence of non-human responses.

Another limitation of this study is that using a self-report questionnaire may introduce
the possibility of inaccurate information due to respondent bias or error. Additionally,
relying on a convenience sample limits the generalizability of our findings to other contexts
within Portugal.

One additional limitation stems from our decision to restrict open-ended questions
solely to students who indicated “no” to using canteens and vending machines. While
this approach aimed to focus on understanding the specific factors influencing students’
decisions not to use these facilities, it may have overlooked valuable insights from students
who responded affirmatively. Including perspectives from both groups could have pro-
vided a more comprehensive understanding of the factors influencing food choices among
university students.

Another constraint is the absence of a comprehensive analysis of potential confounding
factors, such as students’ socioeconomic status. It is known that socioeconomic status
can play a crucial role in dietary choices, influencing both access to certain foods and
dietary preferences. The lack of consideration of these factors may have impacted the
conclusions” accuracy.

Regarding the statistical analyses, categorical variables were summarized in counts
and percentages, and the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test was used to assess variable distribu-
tions. The chi-square test or Fisher’s exact test was utilized to determine the independence
of variables, while the Mann-Whitney test was employed to compare medians in inde-
pendent samples. While these methods are appropriate for basic statistical analysis, they
come with limitations. For instance, the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test is sensitive to sample
size and may not perform well with small samples. Similarly, the chi-square and Fisher’s
exact tests, while useful for categorical data, do not account for potential confounding
variables. The Mann-Whitney test is non-parametric and does not provide insights into the
effects of multiple variables simultaneously. Additionally, the consolidation of response
categories into “Monthly”, “Weekly”, and “Daily” was necessary due to the dispersion and
low frequency of specific options. This simplification aimed to enhance the coherence of our
analysis, but may have resulted in a loss of detailed information regarding the frequency of
acquiring food and beverages from vending machines.

To address these limitations and improve the robustness of our analysis in future
studies, more sophisticated statistical methods will be incorporated. Mixed-effects models
will allow data with multiple levels of variability, such as individual and group differences,
to be handled, providing a more nuanced understanding of the factors influencing vending
machine usage. Structural equation modeling can help explore complex relationships
between variables, including mediating and moderating effects, offering deeper insights
into the determinants of food and beverage choices. By employing these advanced tech-
niques, the aim is to overcome the constraints of the current methodology and enable
the accounting for of confounding factors and interactions between variables, ultimately
leading to more accurate and reliable results.

Recognizing and addressing these factors in future studies is essential to ensure the
validity and generalizability of the results. The inclusion of measures to control for partici-
pants’ socioeconomic status, such as family income questionnaires or parental education
levels, could provide a more comprehensive and accurate understanding of the associations
between dietary habits and other relevant factors. Thus, it is important to emphasize
that the inadequate consideration of these factors may have limited the comprehensive
interpretation of the results of this study. In future research, expanding our data collection



Nutrients 2024, 16, 1722

13 of 16

to include qualitative insights from all respondents, irrespective of their utilization of
canteens and vending machines, can significantly enhance our comprehension of students’
food choices and underlying motivations. This inclusive approach would enable a more
nuanced exploration of the multifaceted factors influencing food-related decisions within
university settings.

Furthermore, by delving into potential interventions, such as incorporating healthier
alternatives in vending machines or implementing nutritional education programs, we
can make substantial strides in promoting healthier eating habits among students. These
interventions hold promise in fostering a supportive environment for making nutritious
and balanced food choices, even amidst the demanding schedules of university life.

By embracing these measures, higher education institutions can play a pivotal role in
advocating for and facilitating healthy eating practices among students. Ensuring access to
wholesome food options and imparting nutritional knowledge not only bolsters student
well-being and academic performance but also instills lifelong healthy eating habits. This
proactive approach underscores the commitment of universities to the holistic development
and flourishing of their student communities.

5. Conclusions

This pilot study offers valuable insights into the eating habits of a subset of university
students in Portugal. A significant portion of higher education students in Portugal bring
lunch from home to the university rather than using the canteen. Food and beverage vend-
ing machines are extensively used by university students, mainly driven by convenience,
price, product availability, and flavor preferences. Economic reasons and health concerns
are key factors that influence the dietary choices of this sample of students, namely con-
cerning lunch in the canteen and taking home lunch. The most often purchased foods were
chocolates, bottled water, coffee, cookies, sweets, and sodas. In addition, the frequency
of vending machines varies according to gender, area of study, and canteen use. Male
students tend to purchase certain items more frequently than female students, and health
students exhibit distinct consumer preferences, emphasizing the influence of demographic
and behavioral factors on food choices. These results could potentially provide insights
for future large-scale studies aimed at informing policies and programs promoting healthy
and accessible food choices for students. Additionally, gaining insight into consumer
preferences could pave the way for developing effective strategies to foster healthy eating
behaviors among Portuguese university students. Forthcoming investigations could delve
into specific areas such as the impact of vending machine placement on food choices or the
effectiveness of educational interventions in promoting healthier eating habits.

Supplementary Materials: The following supporting information can be downloaded at: https:
//www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/nul6111722/s1, Questionnaire applied to participants.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, L.O.; methodology, L.O.; software, L.O.; validation, L.O.
and A.R,; formal analysis, L.O., RP.Z. and A.R,; investigation, L.O. and A.R,; resources, L.O.; data
curation, L.O., R P.Z. and A.R; writing—original draft preparation, L.O.; writing—review and editing,
L.O,MNGB, LA, RPZ,ET-L.,C.C.,, HA.A.,, N.AA.,, FEFA. and A.R,; visualization, L.O. and A.R,;
project administration, L.O. and A R;; funding acquisition, M.N.B., I.A., ET-L., C.C, HA.A,N.AA,,
FF.A. and A.R. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the Fundacdo para a Ciéncia e a Tecnologia (FCT) through
the CBIOS projects https://doi.org/10.54499 /UIDB /04567 /2020, accessed on 15 March 2024 and
https://doi.org/10.54499 /UIDP /04567 /2020, accessed on 15 March 2024. This work was also funded
by National Funds through the FCT—Foundation for Science and Technology, I.P., within the scope of
the projects Ref. UIDB/05507 /2020 and DOI identifier https:/ /doi.org/10.54499 /UIDB /05507 /2020,
accessed on 15 March 2024, as well as Ref. UIDB /00681 /2020 and DOI identifier https:/ /doi.org/10
.54499 /UIDB /00681 /2020, accessed on 15 March 2024.

Institutional Review Board Statement: This study followed the ethical code for web-based research
and the recommendations of the Declaration of Helsinki. The study protocol was approved by the


https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/nu16111722/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/nu16111722/s1
https://doi.org/10.54499/UIDB/04567/2020
https://doi.org/10.54499/UIDP/04567/2020
https://doi.org/10.54499/UIDB/05507/2020
https://doi.org/10.54499/UIDB/00681/2020
https://doi.org/10.54499/UIDB/00681/2020

Nutrients 2024, 16, 1722 14 of 16

Ethics Commission of the School of Health Sciences and Technologies of the Lusophone University
(P02-23) 5 June 2023.

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was obtained from all subjects involved in the study.
Data Availability Statement: Data are contained within the article.

Acknowledgments: We are grateful to all participants who kindly participated in this study. Further-
more, we would like to thank the Centre for Studies in Education and Innovation (CI&DEI), Centre
for Natural Resources, Environment and Society (CERNAS), and the Institute Polytechnic of Viseu
for their support. Author N.A.A. would like to thank Princess Nourah bint Abdulrahman University
Researchers supporting project number (PNURSP2024R130), Princess Nourah bint Abdulrahman
University, Riyadh, Saudi Arabia.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References

1. Dahl, A.A,; Fandetti, 5.M.; Ademu, L.O.; Harris, R.; Racine, E.F. Assessing the Healthfulness of University Food Environments: A
Systematic Review of Methods and Tools. Nutrients 2024, 16, 1426. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

2. Li, X;; Braakhuis, A; Li, Z.; Roy, R. How Does the University Food Environment Impact Student Dietary Behaviors? A Systematic
Review. Front. Nutr. 2022, 9, 840818. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

3. Martinez-Perez, N.; Telleria-Aramburu, N.; Insta, P.; Herndndez, I.; Telletxea, S.; Ansotegui, L.; Rebato, E.; Basabe, N.; de
Pancorbo, M.M.; Rocandio, A.; et al. On-campus food purchase behaviors, choice determinants, and opinions on food availability
in a Spanish university community. Nutrition 2022, 103-104, 111789. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

4. Sousa, B.; Pacheco, C.A.; Pereira, C.; Batalha, M.; Santos, T.; de Carvalho, R.V. Factors influencing healthy food choices of
university students: Fatores que influenciam a escolha de comida saudavel nos estudantes universitarios. Biomed. Biopharm. Res.
J. 2020, 17, 2-11. [CrossRef]

5. Oliveira, L.; Raposo, A. Factors That Most Influence the Choice for Fast Food in a Sample of Higher Education Students in
Portugal. Nutrients 2024, 16, 1007. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6.  Skalkos, D.; Kalyva, Z.C.; Kosma, I.S. The Impact of the COVID-19 Pandemic on College Students” Food Choice Motives in
Greece. Sustainability 2023, 15, 9865. [CrossRef]

7. Mastora, A.; Chatzitheodoridis, F,; Skalkos, D. Perceptions from Member-Consumers of a University Community for Sustainable
and Healthy Eating: Evidence from Greece. Sustainability 2024, 16, 2213. [CrossRef]

8.  Sanchez, L.A.; Roa-Diaz, Z.M.; Gamba, M.; Grisotto, G.; Londofio, A.M.M.; Mantilla-Uribe, B.P.; Méndez, A.Y.R.; Ballesteros, M.;
Kopp-Heim, D.; Minder, B.; et al. What Influences the Sustainable Food Consumption Behaviours of University Students? A
Systematic Review. Int. ]. Public Health 2021, 66, 1604149. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

9.  Hasan, H; Faris, M.A.-LE.; Mohamad, M.N.; Al Dhaheri, A.S.; Hashim, M.; Stojanovska, L.; Al Daour, R.; Rashid, M.; El-Farra, L.;
Alsuwaidi, A.; et al. Consumption, Attitudes, and Trends of Vending Machine Foods at a University Campus: A Cross-Sectional
Study. Foods 2021, 10, 2122. [CrossRef]

10. Dias, I.C.; Tavares, R.; Franchini, B.; Rodrigues, S. Maquinas de venda automatica de alimentos/bebidas da Universidade do
Porto: Caracterizacao da oferta alimentar. Acta Port. Nutr. 2021, 24, 46—49. [CrossRef]

11.  Martinez-Perez, N.; Arroyo-Izaga, M. Availability, Nutritional Profile and Processing Level of Food Products Sold in Vending
Machines in a Spanish Public University. Int. |. Environ. Res. Public Health 2021, 18, 684. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12.  Alegre, A.; Magalhaes, S.; Lemos, C.; Brito, M.; JReis Lima, M.; Teixeira de Lemos, E. Maquinas de Venda Automatica de
Alimentos Promotoras de Diabesidade no Ensino Superior Politécnico. Rev. Port. Diabetes 2014, 9, 166-172.

13. Luis, A. Avaliacao da Oferta Alimentar das Mdquinas de Venda Automatica de Alimentos e Bebidas das Institui¢ées do Ensino
Superior em Portugal. Master’s Thesis, Universidade do Porto, Porto, Portugal, 2019.

14. Ferreira, A.; Castro, D.; Valada, E.; Costa, P.; Samorinha, C.; Precioso, J. Caracterizacao da oferta alimentar dos bufetes e maquinas
de venda automatica de alimentos da universidade do Minho. Aliment. Hum. 2009, 15, 80-85.

15. Park, H.; Papadaki, A. Nutritional value of foods sold in vending machines in a UK University: Formative, cross-sectional
research to inform an environmental intervention. Appetite 2016, 96, 517-525. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Raposo, A.; Carrascosa Iruzubieta, C.; Pérez, E.; Tavares, A.; Sanjuan, E.; Saavedra, P.; Millan, R. Vending machine foods:
Evaluation of nutritional composition. Ital. ]. Food Sci. 2016, 28, 448-463. [CrossRef]

17.  Prowse, R.].; Tomlin, D.L.; Naylor, PJ.; Raine, K.D. Exploring Nutrition Labelling of Food and Beverages in Vending Machines in
Canadian Recreational Sport Settings. Can. J. Diet. Pract. Res. 2019, 80, 55-62. [CrossRef]

18. de Faria, H.C.; Garcez, A.; da Costa, J.5.D.; Ramos, M.; Paniz, V.M.V. Overweight and obesity among Brazilian healthcare
university students: Prevalence and associated factors. Arq. Bras. Endocrinol. Metabol. 2023, 67, 416—426. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

19. Zamsad, M.; Banik, S.; Ghosh, L. Prevalence of overweight, obesity and abdominal obesity in Bangladeshi university students: A
cross-sectional study. Diabetes Metab. Syndr. Clin. Res. Rev. 2018, 13, 480—483. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Al Banna, H; Brazendale, K;; Hasan, M.; Khan, S.I; Sayeed, A.; Kundu, S. Factors associated with overweight and obesity among

Bangladeshi university students: A case-control study. J. Am. Coll. Health 2022, 70, 2327-2333. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


https://doi.org/10.3390/nu16101426
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/38794664
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnut.2022.840818
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35571951
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nut.2022.111789
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35964438
https://doi.org/10.19277/bbr.17.1.220
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu16071007
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/38613040
https://doi.org/10.3390/su15139865
https://doi.org/10.3390/su16052213
https://doi.org/10.3389/ijph.2021.1604149
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34557062
https://doi.org/10.3390/foods10092122
https://doi.org/10.21011/apn.2021.2409
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18136842
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34202231
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appet.2015.10.022
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26527253
https://doi.org/10.14674/1120-1770/ijfs.v433
https://doi.org/10.3148/cjdpr-2018-039
https://doi.org/10.20945/2359-3997000000602
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36748938
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.dsx.2018.11.015
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30641749
https://doi.org/10.1080/07448481.2020.1851695
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33289605

Nutrients 2024, 16, 1722 150f 16

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

Du, T,; Zhu, E; Jiao, S. Poor Physical Performance is Associated with Obesity Among University Students in China. Med. Sci.
Monit. Basic Res. 2017, 23, 173-178. [CrossRef]

Peltzer, K.; Pengpid, S.; Samuels, T.A ; Ozcan, N.K.; Mantilla, C.; Rahamefy, O.H.; Wong, M.L.; Gasparishvili, A. Prevalence of
overweight/obesity and its associated factors among university students from 22 countries. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2014,
11, 7425-7441. [CrossRef]

Ferreira, M.M.S.V,; Santos, ]. M.; Sampaio, F.; Moreira, M.T.; Nogueira, A.; Guerra, M.; Brito, I. Estilos de vida dos estudantes do
ensino superior: Contributos para a promocao da satde. Rev. Enferm. Ref. 2023, 6, 1-10. [CrossRef]

Bento, M.C.; Barroso, T.; Ferreira, T.; Henriques, C.; Pimentel, H.; Ramos, L.; Rosa, A.; Vinagre, M.G. Comportamentos de
Satde e Bem-Estar dos Estudantes do Ensino Superior Politécnico—Um Diagndstico a Partir da Perspetiva dos Estudantes. 2021.
Available online: https:/ /ccisp.pt/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/Relatorio-Saude.pdf (accessed on 20 March 2024).
Rousham, E.K.; Goudet, S.; Markey, O.; Griffiths, P.; Boxer, B.; Carroll, C.; Petherick, E.S.; Pradeilles, R. Unhealthy Food and
Beverage Consumption in Children and Risk of Overweight and Obesity: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. Adv. Nutr.
Int. Rev. J. 2022, 13, 1669-1696. [CrossRef]

Elizabeth, L.; Machado, P,; Zinocker, M.; Baker, P.; Lawrence, M. Ultra-Processed Foods and Health Outcomes: A Narrative
Review. Nutrients 2020, 12, 1955. [CrossRef]

Garg, A.; Kumar, J. Exploring customer satisfaction with university cafeteria food services. An empirical study of Temptation
Restaurant at Taylor’s University, Malaysia. Eur. |. Tour. Hosp. Recreat. 2017, 8, 96-106. [CrossRef]

Czarniecka-Skubina, E.; Gérska-Warsewicz, H.; Laskowski, W.; Jeznach, M. Consumer Choices and Service Quality in the
University Canteens in Warsaw, Poland. Int. J. Environ. Res. Public Health 2019, 16, 3699. [CrossRef]

Min, H.; Min, H. Benchmarking the service quality of fast-food restaurant franchises in the USA. Benchmarking Int. . 2011, 18,
282-300. [CrossRef]

Sakai, Y.; Rahayu, Y.Y.S.; Araki, T. Nutritional Value of Canteen Menus and Dietary Habits and Intakes of University Students in
Indonesia. Nutrients 2022, 14, 1911. [CrossRef]

Fernandez Torres, A.; Moreno-Rojas, R.; Camara Martos, F. Nutritional content of foods offered and consumed in a Spanish
university canteen. Nutr. Hosp. 2014, 31, 1302-1308. [CrossRef]

Mills, S.; White, M.; Brown, H.; Wrieden, W.; Kwasnicka, D.; Halligan, J.; Robalino, S.; Adams, J. Health and social determinants
and outcomes of home cooking: A systematic review of observational studies. Appetite 2017, 111, 116-134. [CrossRef]

Hanson, A.J.; Kattelmann, K.K.; McCormack, L.A.; Zhou, W.; Brown, O.N.; Horacek, T.M.; Shelnutt, K.P.; Kidd, T.; Opoku-
Acheampong, A.; Franzen-Castle, L.D.; et al. Cooking and Meal Planning as Predictors of Fruit and Vegetable Intake and BMI in
First-Year College Students. Int. |. Environ. Res. Public Health 2019, 16, 2462. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Soldavini, J.; Berner, M. Characteristics associated with cooking frequency among college students. Int. ]. Gastron. Food Sci. 2021,
23, 100303. [CrossRef]

Wilson, C.K.; Matthews, J.I.; Seabrook, J.A.; Dworatzek, P.D. Self-reported food skills of university students. Appetite 2017, 108,
270-276. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Gavioli, F. Motivagoes e Fatores Envolvidos no Preparo e Consumo de Marmitas por Estudantes de uma Universidade Publica de
Florian6polis/SC. Master’s Thesis, Universidade Publica de Floriandpolis/SC, Floriandpolis, Brazil, 2021.

Holmes, S. Methodological and ethical considerations in designing an Internet study of quality of life: A discussion paper. Int. J.
Nurs. Stud. 2009, 46, 394-405. [CrossRef]

World Medical Association. World Medical Association Declaration of Helsinki: Ethical principles for medical research involving
human subjects. JAMA 2013, 310, 2191-2194. [CrossRef]

Raposo, A.; Pérez, E.; Sanjuan, E.; Saavedra, P.; Millan, R.; Carrascosa Iruzubieta, C. Vending machines and university students’
consumption trends. J. Food Nutr. Res. 2018, 57, 295-306.

Alves, A. Tendéncias Alimentares no Setor do Food Service em Portugal. Master’s Thesis, Universidade do Porto, Porto,
Portugal, 2021.

Fernandes, V. Cantinas Universitarias: A Evolugao Necessaria para Alimentar o Conhecimento. P3. 2023. Available online: https:
/ /www.publico.pt/2023/08/09/p3/cronica/cantinas-universitarias-evolucao-necessaria-alimentar-conhecimento-2058029 (ac-
cessed on 20 March 2024).

Caruso, M.L.; Klein, E.G.; Kaye, G. Campus-Based Snack Food Vending Consumption. J. Nutr. Educ. Behav. 2014, 46, 401-405.
[CrossRef]

Brown, M.V,; Flint, M.; Fuqua, J. The effects of a nutrition education intervention on vending machine sales on a university
campus. J. Am. Coll. Health 2014, 62, 512-516. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Roy, R;; Soo, D.; Conroy, D.; Wall, C.R.; Swinburn, B. Exploring University Food Environment and On-Campus Food Purchasing
Behaviors, Preferences, and Opinions. J. Nutr. Educ. Behav. 2019, 51, 865-875. [CrossRef]

Faris, M.E.; Hasan, H.; Ismail, L.C.; Jahrami, H.; Rajab, D.; Almashgouni, A.A.; Alshehhi, A.; Aljabry, A.; Aljarwan, M.; Alnagbi,
M.; et al. Assessment of nutritional quality of snacks and beverages sold in university vending machines: A qualitative assessment.
Br. Food J. 2021, 123, 2449-2460. [CrossRef]

Ashton, L.M.; Hutchesson, M.].; Rollo, M.E.; Morgan, PJ.; Collins, C.E. Motivators and Barriers to Engaging in Healthy Eating
and Physical Activity. Am. J. Men’s Health 2016, 11, 330-343. [CrossRef]


https://doi.org/10.12659/msmbr.904380
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph110707425
https://doi.org/10.12707/RVI22022
https://ccisp.pt/wp-content/uploads/2021/06/Relatorio-Saude.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1093/advances/nmac032
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu12071955
https://doi.org/10.1515/ejthr-2017-0009
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16193699
https://doi.org/10.1108/14635771111121711
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu14091911
https://doi.org/10.3305/nh.2015.31.3.8006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appet.2016.12.022
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16142462
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31373293
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijgfs.2021.100303
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appet.2016.10.011
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27742236
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijnurstu.2008.08.004
https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2013.281053
https://www.publico.pt/2023/08/09/p3/cronica/cantinas-universitarias-evolucao-necessaria-alimentar-conhecimento-2058029
https://www.publico.pt/2023/08/09/p3/cronica/cantinas-universitarias-evolucao-necessaria-alimentar-conhecimento-2058029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jneb.2014.02.014
https://doi.org/10.1080/07448481.2014.920337
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24873741
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jneb.2019.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1108/BFJ-07-2020-0601
https://doi.org/10.1177/1557988316680936

Nutrients 2024, 16, 1722 16 of 16

47.  Allom, V.; Mullan, B. Maintaining healthy eating behaviour: Experiences and perceptions of young adults. Nutr. Food Sci. 2014,
44,156-167. [CrossRef]

48. Bawadi, H.; Khataybeh, T.; Obeidat, B.; Kerkadi, A.; Tayyem, R.; Banks, A.D.; Subih, H. Sugar-Sweetened Beverages Contribute
Significantly to College Students’ Daily Caloric Intake in Jordan: Soft Drinks Are Not the Major Contributor. Nutrients 2019,
11, 1058. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

49. Wills, W.; Danesi, G.; Kapetanaki, A.B.; Hamilton, L. Socio-Economic Factors, the Food Environment and Lunchtime Food
Purchasing by Young People at Secondary School. Int. |. Environ. Res. Public Health 2019, 16, 1605. [CrossRef]

50. Kabir, A.; Miah, S.; Islam, A. Factors influencing eating behavior and dietary intake among resident students in a public university
in Bangladesh: A qualitative study. PLoS ONE 2018, 13, e0198801. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1108/NFS-06-2013-0077
https://doi.org/10.3390/nu11051058
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31083526
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16091605
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0198801
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29920535

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Design and Participants 
	Survey Questionnaire 
	Data Analysis 

	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

