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Influence of Single Energy Coefficient on the
.Conclusiori' of Dietary Survey
" Zhou Xiseng -Zhou Xiankéi Feng Shuangqing
" "(Dep,of Food Sci, & Eng,)

Abstractl‘ S'urvey';of China second nutritional status had been made by
using of a single energy coeffcient on the treatment of data as each nutri-
eat average mtakes In fact, each nutrient intakes should depend upon

" own computable coéfficient, we have treated those data investigated in 192
families by the computer, The results show that those nutrients intakes
" except énergy differ between both, Specially, the difference of vitémin C
intakés was significance (p<0 05), while Vitamin B, ard Ca were high-
" ter significance (p<<0,01),
- Subjectwords. Dietary; Survey; Treatment of data, Nutrients



