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Figure. 5. Differences in micronutrient content and consumption in lunches from
home brought by male and female elementary students. Daggers represent
significant statistical difference between means.

Figure. 4. Differences in macronutrient consumption in lunches from home
brought by male and female elementary students. Daggers represent significant
statistical difference between means.

Figure. 3. Differences in macronutrient content in lunches from home brought
by male and female elementary students. Daggers represent significant
statistical difference between means.




