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Table s1: Unadjusted and adjusted results of logistic regression analysis predicting probability of teacher perceptions of current school food practices and children’s food behaviours 
	[bookmark: _Hlk188548906]
	Unadjusted (simple) model
	Adjusted model

	
	Comparison
	RRR
	95% CI
	p-value
	RRR
	95% CI
	p-value

	Proportion of children who don’t bring lunch to school

	Never* / Always
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.63
	0.14, 0.90
	0.548
	0.36
	0.04, 3.10
	0.352

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.17
	0.02, 1.38
	0.098
	0.21
	0.02, 1.85
	0.159

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.84
	0.22, 3.24
	0.801
	0.37
	0.08, 1.73
	0.208

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.85
	0.22, 3.29
	0.815
	0.52
	0.13, 2.15
	0.368

	
	School size^
	1.06
	1.00, 1.17
	0.194
	1.07
	0.96, 1.20
	0.242

	Never* / Sometimes
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.63
	0.28, 1.40
	0.256
	0.60
	0.25, 1.47
	0.268

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.84
	1.01, 3.36
	0.047
	0.89
	0.43, 1.85
	0.753

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.57
	0.30, 1.10
	0.094
	0.61
	0.31, 1.21
	0.157

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.10
	.03, 0.33
	 <0.0005
	0.10
	0.03, 0.36
	<0.0005

	
	School size^
	0.99
	0.92, 1.07
	0.751
	0.96
	0.87, 1.06
	0.419

	Food provided to children without lunch

	Yes* / No
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.57
	0.13, 2.56
	0.465
	0.59
	0.13, 2.69
	0.495

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.24
	0.05, 1.07
	0.061
	0.24
	0.05, 1.20
	0.083

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.79
	0.55, 5.82
	0.334
	1.36
	0.40, 4.59
	0.619

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.94
	0.57, 6.60
	0.287
	1.21
	0.34, 4.38
	0.769

	
	School size^
	1.02
	0.91, 1.14
	0.717
	0.97
	0.84, 1.11
	0.625

	Presence of breakfast program

	No* / Yes
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.11
	0.05, 0.24
	<0.0005
	0.06
	0.02, 0.15
	<0.0005

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	2.56
	1.55, 4.23
	0. <0.0005
	2.26
	1.20, 4.26
	0.012

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.67
	0.39, 1.15
	0.147
	0.61
	0.32, 1.15
	0.126

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.21
	0.11, 0.38
	<0.0005
	0.22
	0.11, 0.45
	<0.0005

	
	School size^
	0.97
	0.92, 1.03
	0.338
	0.99
	0.92, 1.06
	0.724

	Presence of food policies

	No* / Yes
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.86
	0.42, 1.76
	0.673
	1.06
	0.50, 2.25
	0.876

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.79
	0.42, 1.48
	0.461
	0.79
	0.37, 1.68
	0.536

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.52
	0.76, 3.06
	0.237
	1.73
	0.83, 3.63
	0.145

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.92
	0.94, 3.94
	0.075
	1.83
	0.82, 4.09
	0.142

	
	School size^
	0.97
	0.90, 1.04
	0.363
	0.95
	0.87, 1.03
	0.204

	The social environment at lunchtime at school is important

	Agree* / Disagree
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.89
	0.10, 7.78
	0.917
	1.20
	0.12, 11.65
	0.876

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	4.49
	0.81, 25.00
	0.086
	3.44
	0.37, 32.16
	0.278

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.56
	0.10, 3.14
	0.512
	0.81
	0.11, 5.93
	0.840

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.00
	0.00, 0.00
	0.992
	0.00
	0.00, 0.00
	0.986

	
	School size^
	1.04
	0.87, 1.24
	0.661
	1.12
	0.91, 1.37
	0.296



	
	Unadjusted (simple) model
	Adjusted model

	
	Comparison
	RRR
	95% CI
	p-value
	RRR
	95% CI
	p-value

	Children should not be made to finish their lunch

	Agree* / Disagree
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.59
	0.75, 3.38
	0.224
	1.11
	0.50, 2.44
	0.797

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.8
	0.92, 3.50
	0.084
	2.62
	1.19, 5.73
	0.016

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.75
	0.39, 1.46
	0.401
	0.90
	0.45, 1.80
	0.762

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.62
	0.75, 3.49
	0.220
	2.31
	1.01, 5.29
	0.048

	
	School size^
	0.98
	0.91, 1.05
	0.548
	1.02
	0.94, 1.12
	0.605

	Most children in my class have to rush to finish their lunch at school 

	Agree* / Disagree
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.85
	0.44, 1.64
	0.637
	0.83
	0.42, 1.64
	0.599

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.50
	0.88, 2.57
	0.138
	1.56
	0.80, 3.01
	0.189

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.72
	0.38, 1.34
	0.295
	0.81
	0.41, 1.56
	0.522

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.99
	0.53, 1.85
	0.972
	1.21
	0.60, 2.48
	0.593

	
	School size^
	0.96
	0.89, 1.03
	0.218
	0.98
	0.91, 1.06
	0.609

	Most children in my class finish all their lunch in the allocated time

	Agree* / Disagree
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.15
	0.63, 2.10
	0.647
	1.28
	0.68, 2.40
	0.444

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.67
	0.40, 1.14
	0.138
	0.62
	0.33, 1.16
	0.131

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.80
	0.45, 1.42
	0.449
	0.63
	0.34, 1.16
	0.136

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.81
	0.45, 1.47
	0.490
	0.60
	0.31, 1.16
	0.127

	
	School size^
	1.04
	0.98, 1.10
	0.180
	1.04
	0.98, 1.11
	0.214

	Enough time is provided for all children to eat their lunch

	Agree* / Disagree
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.13
	0.63, 2.00
	0.688
	1.24
	0.67, 2.30
	0.487

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.58
	0.34, 0.97
	0.038
	0.69
	0.38, 1.28
	0.244

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.31
	0.75, 2.29
	0.346
	1.13
	0.62, 2.04
	0.689

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.43
	0.80, 2.54
	0.226
	1.18
	0.63, 2.24
	0.605

	
	School size^
	1.04
	0.99, 1.10
	0.137
	1.05
	0.98, 1.12
	0.180

	Most of the children in my class have a healthy lunchbox

	Agree* / Disagree 
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.39
	0.20, 0.75
	0.005
	0.35
	0.17, 0.71
	0.003

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.76
	1.07, 2.89
	0.026
	1.06
	0.57, 1.98
	0.844

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.6
	0.35, 1.04
	0.068
	0.56
	0.31, 1.02
	0.058

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.20
	0.10, 0.38
	<0.0005
	0.19
	0.09, 0.40
	<0.0005

	
	School size^
	0.95
	0.90, 1.01
	0.121
	0.96
	0.90, 1.04
	0.341

	Teachers should monitor what children eat at lunch

	Agree* / Disagree
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.12
	0.61, 2.05
	0.722
	0.99
	0.52, 1.87
	0.974

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.90
	0.54, 1.50
	0.694
	0.91
	0.49, 1.69
	0.765

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.05
	0.59, 1.87
	0.863
	1.08
	0.58, 1.98
	0.814

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.38
	0.76, 2.54
	0.291
	1.32
	0.67, 2.60
	0.426

	
	School size^
	0.97
	0.91, 1.04
	0.400
	0.96
	0.89, 1.03
	0.256

	Teachers should eat their own lunch with their class

	Agree* / Disagree
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.50
	0.79, 2.86
	0.216
	1.30
	0.66, 2.55
	0.452

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.55
	0.90, 2.69
	0.116
	1.82
	0.94, 3.52
	0.077

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.24
	0.68, 2.25
	0.482
	1.51
	0.80, 2.87
	0.206

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.26
	0.66, 2.39
	0.487
	1.65
	0.81, 3.40
	0.170

	
	School size^
	0.98
	0.92, 1.04
	0.461
	0.99
	0.93, 1.06
	0.875

	
	Unadjusted (simple) model
	Adjusted model

	
	Comparison
	RRR
	95% CI
	p-value
	RRR
	95% CI
	p-value

	[bookmark: _Hlk188282025]Lunchtime should be used to teach about food and nutrition

	Agree* / Disagree
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.59
	0.75, 3.38
	0.224
	1.11
	0.50, 2.44
	0.797

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.8
	0.92, 3.50
	0.084
	2.62
	1.19, 5.73
	0.016

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.75
	0.39, 1.46
	0.401
	0.90
	0.45, 1.80
	0.762

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.62
	0.75, 3.49
	0.220
	2.31
	1.01, 5.29
	0.048

	
	School size^
	0.98
	0.91, 1.05
	0.548
	1.02
	0.94, 1.12
	0.605

	Children should be quiet during lunch time

	Agree* / Disagree
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.59
	0.75, 3.38
	0.224
	1.11
	0.50, 2.44
	0.797

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.80
	0.92, 3.50
	0.084
	2.62
	1.19, 5.73
	0.016

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.75
	0.39, 1.46
	0.401
	0.90
	0.45, 1.80
	0.762

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.62
	0.75, 3.49
	0.220
	2.31
	1.01, 5.29
	0.048

	
	School size^
	0.98
	0.91, 1.05
	0.548
	1.02
	0.94, 1.12
	0.605


Source: Authors’ own work
^ School size analysed as a continuous variable
* Denotes base factor in regression analysis




Table s2: Unadjusted and adjusted results of linear regression analysis predicting time available for lunch
	Time available for eating lunch

	
	Regression coefficient from simple linear regression model
	Regression coefficient from adjusted linear regression model

	Comparison
	Estimate
	95% CI
	p-value
	Estimate
	95% CI
	p-value

	Non-government vs Government 
	-0.86
	-3.33, 1.60
	0.490
	0.07
	-1.37, 1.52
	0.919

	Regional vs Major City 
	-0.73
	-1.91, 0.46
	0.227
	-0.51
	-1.93, 0.91
	0.479

	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	-0.26
	-1.57, 1.04
	0.692
	-0.4
	-1.78, 0.98
	0.572

	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.68
	-0.69, 2.05
	0.328
	0.41
	-1.11, 1.94
	0.595

	School size^
	0.17
	0.00, 0.34
	0.045
	0.07
	-0.08, 0.22
	0.384


Source: Authors’ own work
^ School size analysed as a continuous variable



Table s3: Unadjusted and adjusted results of logistic regression analysis predicting probability of teacher perceptions of a potential school-provided lunch program
	[bookmark: _Hlk188552972]
	
	Unadjusted (simple) model
	Adjusted model

	[bookmark: _Hlk188552920]
	Comparison 
	RRR / OR
	95% CI
	p-value
	RRR / OR
	95% CI
	p-value

	Primary schools should have a school-provided lunch program

	Yes*/Maybe
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.86
	0.44, 1.68
	0.661
	1.13
	0.55, 2.32
	0.742

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.09
	0.62, 1.94
	0.760
	0.87
	0.44, 1.73
	0.688

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.23
	0.66, 2.32
	0.512
	1.23
	0.63, 2.40
	0.542

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.74
	0.38, 1.43
	0.369
	0.66
	0.32, 1.39
	0.275

	
	School size^
	0.96
	0.90, 1.02
	0.153
	0.95
	0.88, 1.02
	0.151

	Yes*/No
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.25
	0.60, 2.60
	0.550
	1.32
	0.60, 2.89
	0.489

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.08
	0.57, 2.06
	0.814
	1.00
	0.46, 2.17
	0.990

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.03
	0.50, 2.14
	0.932
	1.12
	0.51, 2.43
	0.784

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.08
	0.53, 2.21
	0.837
	1.12
	0.50, 2.50
	0.792

	
	School size^
	0.94
	0.87, 1.02
	0.118
	0.94
	0.86, 1.02
	0.141

	Parent preferences for a school-provided lunch program

	No*/Yes
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.59
	0.25, 1.40
	0.235
	0.59
	0.25, 1.43
	0.246

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.22
	0.53, 2.79
	0.636
	1.30
	0.49, 3.46
	0.596

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.09
	0.43 2.76
	0.854
	1.12
	0.42, 2.96
	0.823

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.87
	0.34, 2.18
	0.761
	1.00
	0.36, 2.79
	0.998

	
	School size^
	0.77
	0.49, 1.21
	0.260
	1.02
	0.92, 1.13
	0.724

	Funding responsibility for a school-provided lunch program

	Government only* / Government and parents
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.71
	0.34, 1.48
	0.358
	0.73
	0.34, 1.59
	0.431

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.24
	0.69, 2.24
	0.479
	1.26
	0.63, 2.52
	0.514

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.11
	0.58, 2.12
	0.748
	1.26
	0.64, 2.51
	0.502

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.05
	0.53, 2.08
	0.880
	1.27
	0.60, 2.67
	0.532

	
	School size^
	0.99
	0.72, 1.36
	0.942
	0.97
	0.90, 1.04
	0.407

	Perceived barriers of a school provided lunch program

	Cost to parents
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.00
	0.51, 1.96
	0.991
	0.93
	0.44, 2.00
	0.859

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.69
	0.38, 1.25
	0.218
	0.46
	0.22, 0.96
	0.038

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.97
	0.48, 1.94
	0.928
	0.94
	0.45, 1.96
	0.860

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.84
	0.41, 1.71
	0.630
	0.70
	0.31, 1.57
	0.383

	
	School size^
	0.95
	0.90, 1.01
	0.113
	0.92
	0.85, 0.99
	0.021

	Lack of teacher support for serving food
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.69
	0.85, 3.35
	0.131
	1.64
	0.77, 3.50
	0.196

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.73
	0.95, 3.12
	0.072
	2.02
	1.00, 4.07
	0.050

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.75
	0.40, 1.39
	0.362
	0.86
	0.45, 1.65
	0.642

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.78
	0.41, 1.50
	0.463
	1.01
	0.49, 2.06
	0.988

	
	School size^
	1.05
	0.98, 1.14
	0.193
	1.09
	1.00, 1.20
	0.052

	Time to serve food
	Non-government vs Government 
	2.27
	1.13, 4.57
	0.021
	2.60
	1.21, 5.61
	0.015

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.86
	0.51, 1.44
	0.566
	0.76
	0.40, 1.43
	0.396

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.21
	0.67, 2.17
	0.529
	1.19
	0.64, 2.21
	0.583

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.06
	0.58, 1.94
	0.857
	0.91
	0.46, 1.79
	0.779

	
	School size^
	0.99
	0.94, 1.05
	0.774
	0.99
	0.92, 1.05
	0.688

	
	Comparison 
	RRR / OR
	95% CI
	p-value
	RRR / OR
	95% CI
	p-value

	Food waste
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.61
	0.88, 2.94
	0.119
	1.38
	0.73, 2.60
	0.315

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.12
	0.68, 1.84
	0.651
	1.26
	0.69, 2.28
	0.453

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.66
	0.38, 1.13
	0.131
	0.68
	0.38, 1.20
	0.185

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.18
	0.66, 2.13
	0.574
	1.23
	0.64, 2.35
	0.537

	
	School size^
	1.00
	0.95, 1.06
	0.911
	1.01
	0.95, 1.08
	0.737

	Child fussiness
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.08
	0.62, 1.89
	0.789
	1.11
	0.62, 2.01
	0.723

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.16
	0.72, 1.89
	0.547
	1.12
	0.63, 2.00
	0.690

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.13
	0.67, 1.93
	0.649
	1.18
	0.67, 2.07
	0.570

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.91
	0.52, 1.58
	0.730
	0.96
	0.52, 1.77
	0.885

	
	School size^
	0.99
	0.93, 1.04
	0.592
	0.99
	0.93, 1.05
	0.691

	Inadequate space
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.09
	0.62, 1.90
	0.768
	1.15
	0.64, 2.09
	0.636

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.76
	0.47, 1.22
	0.255
	0.90
	0.50, 1.60
	0.709

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.56
	0.91, 2.67
	0.102
	1.42
	0.81, 2.52
	0.221

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.96
	0.55, 1.67
	0.887
	0.88
	0.48, 1.63
	0.688

	
	School size^
	1.04
	0.98, 1.10
	0.156
	1.04
	0.97, 1.11
	0.238

	Reduced teaching time
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.59
	0.33, 1.04
	0.067
	0.60
	0.33, 1.11
	0.105

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.89
	0.55, 1.44
	0.627
	0.92
	0.52, 1.64
	0.779

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.49
	0.87, 2.54
	0.139
	1.48
	0.84, 2.60
	0.170

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.80
	0.46, 1.40
	0.437
	0.81
	0.44, 1.52
	0.514

	
	School size^
	1.03
	0.98, 1.09
	0.280
	1.03
	0.97, 1.01
	0.309

	Children’s dietary needs
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.31
	0.75 2.28
	0.346
	1.57
	0.85, 2.88
	0.149

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.47
	0.29, 0.77
	0.003
	0.58
	0.32, 1.05
	0.070

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.88
	0.51, 1.50
	0.630
	0.74
	0.42, 1.32
	0.308

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	2.23
	1.26, 3.94
	0.006
	1.64
	0.87, 3.07
	0.127

	
	School size^
	1.05
	0.99, 1.11
	0.079
	1.04
	0.97, 1.11
	0.262

	Parents wanting to know what children are eating
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.81
	0.46, 1.41
	0.453
	0.79
	0.43, 1.43
	0.437

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.60
	0.98, 2.63
	0.063
	1.33
	0.74, 2.41
	0.342

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.87
	0.50, 1.49
	0.604
	0.89
	0.50, 1.58
	0.690

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.55
	0.31, 0.97
	0.038
	0.58
	0.31, 1.09
	0.090

	
	School size^
	0.98
	0.93, 1.03
	0.470
	0.98
	0.93, 1.05
	0.626

	Lack of teacher support for supervising children
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.65
	0.95 2.89
	0.077
	1.45
	0.80, 2.62
	0.218

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.03
	0.63, 1.67
	0.911
	1.12
	0.62, 2.01
	0.707

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.31
	0.77 2.24
	0.324
	1.47
	0.83, 2.61
	0.189

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.45
	0.83, 2.54
	0.196
	1.67
	0.89, 3.13
	0.11

	
	School size^
	0.96
	0.91, 1.02
	0.176
	0.96
	0.90, 1.03
	0.245

	Allergies
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.26
	0.71, 2.22
	0.435
	1.30
	0.71, 2.40
	0.400

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.42
	0.24, 0.72
	0.002
	0.43
	0.23, 0.81
	0.009

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.83
	0.47, 1.45
	0.526
	0.68
	0.37, 1.26
	0.221

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.52
	0.86, 2.68
	0.148
	1.06
	0.56, 2.00
	0.852

	
	School size^
	1.03
	0.98, 1.09
	0.258
	1.01
	0.95, 1.07
	0.870



	
	
	Unadjusted (simple) model
	Adjusted model

	
	Comparison 
	RRR / OR
	95% CI
	p-value
	RRR / OR
	95% CI
	p-value

	Equipment needs 
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.27
	0.71, 2.27
	0.422
	1.33
	0.72, 2.44
	0.367

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.12
	0.67, 1.86
	0.675
	0.99
	0.54, 1.84
	0.986

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.97
	0.55, 1.71
	0.909
	1.02
	0.56, 1.87
	0.940

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.19
	0.66, 2.14
	0.559
	1.18
	0.61, 2.27
	0.621

	
	School size^
	0.97
	0.91, 1.03
	0.304
	0.97
	0.90, 1.04
	0.388

	Parent concerns about quality
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.24
	0.68, 2.25
	0.477
	1.18
	0.61, 2.27
	0.618

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.47
	0.27, 0.84
	0.011
	0.59
	0.30, 1.18
	0.139

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.64
	0.34, 1.22
	0.180
	0.58
	0.29, 1.15
	0.119

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	2.14
	1.19, 3.86
	0.011
	1.80
	0.93, 3.47
	0.081

	
	School size^
	1.02
	0.96, 1.08
	0.507
	1.03
	0.96, 1.10
	0.448

	Cost to taxpayers 
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.98
	0.53, 1.83
	0.958
	1.12
	0.59, 2.14
	0.732

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.92
	0.54, 1.56
	0.753
	0.97
	0.51, 1.84
	0.917

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.81
	0.45, 1.44
	0.466
	0.74
	0.39, 1.37
	0.336

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.88
	0.48, 1.60
	0.667
	0.83
	0.42, 1.64
	0.593

	
	School size^
	1.07
	1.01, 1.13
	0.026
	1.08
	1.01, 1.15
	0.032

	Teacher concerns about quality 
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.56
	0.27, 1.16
	0.117
	0.60
	0.28, 1.29
	0.190

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.50
	0.27, 0.93
	0.028
	0.56
	0.27, 1.16
	0.118

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.67
	0.34, 1.31
	0.246
	0.52
	0.26, 1.08
	0.079

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.81
	0.98, 3.35
	0.058
	1.39
	0.70, 2.77
	0.343

	
	School size^
	1.02
	0.96, 1.08
	0.515
	1.01
	0.95, 1.09
	0.691

	Mess 
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.31
	0.64, 2.67
	0.456
	1.41
	0.68, 2.96
	0.358

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.92
	0.48, 1.74
	0.793
	0.89
	0.40, 1.96
	0.766

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.61
	0.29, 1.30
	0.197
	0.54
	0.24, 1.22
	0.137

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.30
	0.65, 2.58
	0.461
	1.14
	0.52, 2.50
	0.737

	
	School size^
	1.02
	0.96, 1.09
	0.470
	1.03
	0.96, 1.11
	0.400

	Lack of parent trust 
	Non-government vs Government 
	1.32
	0.63, 2.75
	0.459
	1.45
	0.67, 3.15
	0.350

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.66
	0.32, 1.36
	0.259
	0.72
	0.29, 1.74
	0.463

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.46
	0.18, 1.15
	0.095
	0.44
	0.17, 1.17
	0.100

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	2.01
	0.99, 4.09
	0.055
	1.80
	0.80, 4.04
	0.153

	
	School size^
	1.00
	0.93, 1.08
	0.959
	1.01
	0.93, 1.10
	0.776

	Perceived enablers of a school provided lunch program 

	Funding 
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.76
	0.38, 1.55
	0.456
	0.79
	0.36, 1.80
	0.567

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.38
	0.68, 2.79
	0.375
	0.80
	0.35, 1.85
	0.598

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.45
	0.19, 1.02
	0.056
	0.44
	0.18, 1.04
	0.061

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.31
	0.13, 0.71
	0.006
	0.30
	0.12, 0.74
	0.009

	
	School size^
	0.95
	0.89, 1.01
	0.110
	0.97
	0.90, 1.05
	0.447

	Resources (e.g., kitchen equipment)
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.85
	0.44, 1.62
	0.613
	0.83
	0.42, 1.66
	0.600

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.09
	0.60, 1.96
	0.781
	1.16
	0.57, 2.36
	0.681

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.00
	0.52, 1.94
	0.995
	0.99
	0.49, 2.00
	0.986

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	0.71
	0.37, 1.37
	0.306
	0.73
	0.35, 1.52
	0.397

	
	School size^
	1.06
	0.98, 1.14
	0.175
	1.07
	0.96, 1.18
	0.148

	
	
	Unadjusted (simple) model
	Adjusted model

	
	Comparison 
	RRR / OR
	95% CI
	p-value
	RRR / OR
	95% CI
	p-value

	School facilities (e.g., eating area)
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.76
	0.41, 1.42
	0.392
	0.68
	0.35, 1.33
	0.260

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	1.18
	0.66, 2.12
	0.581
	1.28
	0.64, 2.54
	0.486

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	1.34
	0.70, 2.53
	0.376
	1.45
	0.74, 2.85
	0.277

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.15
	0.59, 2.21
	0.686
	1.34
	0.65, 2.76
	0.423

	
	School size^
	0.97
	0.92, 1.03
	0.360
	0.98
	0.92, 1.05
	0.585

	Parent awareness 
	Non-government vs Government 
	0.60
	0.34, 1.04
	0.069
	0.66
	0.37, 1.19
	0.169

	
	Regional vs Major City 
	0.83
	0.51, 1.35
	0.455
	0.85
	0.47, 1.51
	0.573

	
	Medium- vs Low-SEP 
	0.82
	0.48, 1.41
	0.476
	0.77
	0.43, 1.36
	0.365

	
	High- vs Low-SEP 
	1.11
	0.62, 1.96
	0.730
	1.04
	0.55, 1.96
	0.914

	
	School size^
	1.02
	0.97, 1.08
	0.430
	1.02
	0.96, 1.09
	0.521


Source: Authors’ own work
^ School size analysed as a continuous variable
* Denotes base factor in regression analysis




