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Abstract

Background: There has been an increase in screen-based communication, leading to concerns about the negative
health effects of screen-based activities in children and adolescents. The present study aimed to (1) analyze
changes in screen time activity in Norwegian children from 2001 to 2008, and (2) to analyze associations between
the changes in screen time activity over time and sex, grade level and parental educational level.

Methods: Within the project Fruits and Vegetables Make the Marks (FVMM), 1488 6th and 7th grade pupils from 27
Norwegian elementary schools completed a questionnaire including a question about time spent on television
viewing and personal computer use in 2001 and 1339 pupils from the same schools completed the same
questionnaire in 2008. Data were analyzed by multilevel linear mixed models.

Results: The proportions of 6th and 7th grade pupils at the 27 schools that reported screen time activity outside
school of 2 hours/day or more decreased from 55% to 45% (p<0.001) from 2001 to 2008 when adjusting for sex,
grade level and parental education. The decrease was most evident in 6th graders (51% to 37%) and in children
with highly educated parents (54% to 39%).

Conclusion: The present study shows that there has been a marked reduction in screen time activity outside
school in this group of Norwegian 10–12 year olds from 2001 to 2008.
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Background
Over the past 20 years there has been an expansion in
screen-based communication and entertainment avail-
able to adolescents [1]. Following this, there has been an
emerging concern about the negative health effects of
screen time activity in children and adolescents. These
effects include less time for physical activity [2], poorer
academic performance [3], aggressive behaviour [4], higher
energy-intake [5], more physical complaints [6], higher
risk of overweight [7,8] and other metabolic risk factors
[9]. In addition, a recent review concluded that sedentary
behaviours track at moderate levels from childhood to
adolescence [10]. The WHO Global Strategy on Diet,
Physical Activity and Health identified physical inactivity
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together with poor nutrition as major risk factors for some
of the leading causes of mortality [11].
A systematic review on correlates of screen-viewing

show that screen-viewing is not equally distributed
across social and demographic groups [12]. A Norwegian
study found differences in screen time activity between
the sexes [13], that screen time increase with age [13],
and that higher parental education is related to less time
spent on screen activities [13]. Results from a recent
study among Norwegian adolescents showed that more
screen time increased the risk of overweight and obesity
[13] and there was also a clear link between overweight
and social class; the prevalence of overweight and obesity
was higher in children of parents with lower education
[13]. In Norway, the prevalence of overweight among
11-year olds is 14–16% [13-15] and the prevalence of
obesity is about 1–2% [13-15], which is lower than for
other European countries, according to results from the
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ENERGY-project [15]. The prevalence of obesity is in-
creasing with age and about 20% of Norwegian adults are
classified as obese [16]. Among obese ethnic Norwegian
adolescents, the prevalence of metabolic syndrome is 30%
[17]. Compared with other European countries, like
Hungary and Greece, the Norwegian adolescents have a
more favourable cardiometabolic risk profile [18]. There
are no studies presenting secular trends of overweight for
11-year-olds in Norway; however, data on 9-year-olds
show an increase of overweight children from 2008 to
2010 in Norway [19]. With the increasing number of over-
weight children, supervising risk factors like sedentary be-
haviour is important.
In 2001 The American Academy of Pediatrics reco-

mmended that paediatricians should recommend that
parents limit children’s total media time to no more than
2 hours a day [20]. This recommendation has been imple-
mented in national recommendations in Australia [21]
and in the USA [20]. Although there are no such recom-
mendations in Norway, there have been some initiatives to
increase physical activity in children and adolescents [22].
Since 2001 the Directorate of Health has started surveil-
lance of activity and inactivity in national studies. They
have implemented an action plan on physical activity [23].
This action plan focused on active leisure time, active
everyday life and active environment by encouraging the
experience of outdoor life, securing areas for public so-
journ and travel, and promoting opportunities for physical
activity in kindergartens, schools and at work. The action
plan did not specifically focus on reducing screen time;
however, by increasing active leisure time, a reduction in
screen time might be observed. A study among Norwegian
children found clear relations between physical activity
(PA) and sedentary behaviour, where high PA was corre-
lated with less screen time [2]. However, some researchers
have found that PA and sedentary behaviour represent dif-
ferent paradigms [24] and that preventive action against
metabolic risk in children may need to target TV viewing
and PA separately [25].
Few studies have assessed the longitudinal pattern of

screen time activity [26-29]. A recent American study
showed that levels of screen time activity were stable in a
nationally representative sample of children aged 9–13 year
olds from 2001–2006 [26]. An Australian study found that
from 1997 to 2001 there was a decrease in number of chil-
dren who met the guideline of less than 2 hours of screen
time activity [27]. Results from the Health Behaviour in
School-aged Children (HBSC) study showed that there
was an increase in hours spent on personal computers
(PC) per week in Norwegian 6th, 8th and 10th grades from
1997 to 2005 [30]. Further results showed that there was a
decrease in time spent in front of TV from 1997 to 2005
[30]. No study has assessed time changes in screen time
activity in Norwegian children and adolescents in the
same region after 2005. Cross sectional studies have shown
that 36-42% of Norwegian 6–8 year olds and 56-65% of
Norwegian 9–11 year-olds [13] exceed the 2 hour screen
time per day recommendation. This is line with other
countries where many children do not meet the recom-
mendations [31]. Recent results from the ENERGY-project
show that Norwegian boys and girls spend 168–196 minutes
per day in front of screens [15].
The aim of this study was (1) to analyze changes in

screen time activity in Norwegian children from 2001 to
2008, and (2) to analyze associations between the changes
in screen time activity over time and sex, grade level and
parental educational level.

Methods
Sample and procedure
This study is a part of the Fruits and Vegetables Make the
Marks (FVMM) project. In 2001, 48 schools from Hedmark
and Telemark counties (24 schools in each county) were
randomly selected and invited to participate in the project
FVMM. In total, 38 schools agreed to participate in the
study. All sixth and seventh graders (age 10–12 years) in
these 38 schools were invited to take part in a questionnaire
survey. These 38 schools were contacted again in 2008, and
were invited to participate once more in a similar survey.
At that time 27 schools agreed to participate, and all sixth
and seventh graders in these 27 schools were invited to par-
ticipate. Pupils from these 27 schools in 2001 and in 2008
constitute the study samples of the present study.
During both data collections (in 2001 and 2008), the

same questionnaire was completed by the children in the
presence of a trained project worker in the classroom.
One school lesson (45 min) was used to complete the
questionnaire, and participating children brought home a
parent questionnaire to be completed by one of the
parents. Written informed consent was obtained from
parents and children prior to participation in the study.
Research clearance was obtained from The Norwegian So-
cial Science Data Services.
The present study sample includes in total 2827 children

(1488 in 2001 and 1339 children in 2008) out of 3439 eli-
gible (participation rate 82.2%). The main reason why
children did not participate in the study was absence from
school on the scheduled day for the survey. The parent
questionnaire was completed by a parent of 83% and 74%
of the participating children in 2001 and in 2008, respec-
tively. Descriptive statistics for the 2001 and 2008 samples
are presented in Table 1. Further details on sampling
process and the study sample are presented elsewhere [32].

Instrument
The questionnaire included one question on screen time:
Excluding school hours, how many hours a day do you usu-
ally watchTV or use a computer? Response alternatives were:



Table 1 Description of participants included in 2001 and 2008

2001 2008 p-value*

Number of schools 27 27

Eligible pupils 1727 1712

Participating pupils 1488 1339

Participation rate pupils (%) 86% 78%

Sex pupils (% girls) 50% 52% 0.21

Age pupils (% 7th graders) 47% 49% 0.50

TV/PC watching (% ≥2 hours/day) 55% 45% <0.001

Mean time spent on TV/PC watching (hours/day) (mean (SD)) 2.1 (1.5) 1.7 (1.4) <0.001

Time spent on screen time, pupils (%):

Spend no time on screen time activity 19 (1) 19 (1)

Less than ½ hour/day 150 (10) 155 (12)

½-1 hour/day 484 (33) 544 (41)

2-3 hours/day 515 (35) 429 (33)

4 hours/day 133 (9) 80 (6)

More than 4 hours/day 160 (11) 90 (7) <0.001

Participating parents 1230 996

Participation rate parents (%) 83% 74%

Sex parents (% women) 85% 78% <0.001

Age parents (mean, years) 39.9 41.1 <0.001

Education, parents (% with higher education) 42% 54% <0.001

*P values are based on t-tests for continuous variables and on chi-square tests for dichotomous variables.
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None, less than 0.5 hour/day, 0.5-1 hour/day, 2–3 hours/day,
4 hours/day, and more than 4 hours/day. This variable was
dichotomized into less than 2 hours/day (=0) and 2 hours/
day or more (=1). This was done according to the American
Academy of Pediatrics recommendation on screen time. In
addition, the response alternatives were recoded into hours/
day (seldom=0, less than ½ hour/day=0.25, ½-1 hour/
day=0.75, 2–3 hours/day=2.5, 4 hours=4, more than
4 hours=5). Mean time spent on screen activities was calcu-
lated. This question originates from the HBSC-study [6];
however, the question was changed to include both TV and
PC use in the present study, whileTVand PC use were sepa-
rate questions in the HBSC-study. Based on data from a pre-
vious test–retest study involving 114 children from 6th grade
(fruit and vegetable reliability has been presented elsewhere
[33]), the question regarding screen time activity yielded a
Spearman coefficient of r=0.67, indicating acceptable reliabil-
ity on two assessments 14 days apart.
The children were asked to identify their gender. Paren-

tal education level was assessed individually in the ques-
tionnaire filled in by the parents, using the question:
“What level of education do you have?”. The question had
four response alternatives: “elementary school”, “high
school”, “college or university” (3 years or less) and “college
or university” (more than 3 years). This variable was
dichotomized (lower: no college or university education
vs. higher: having attended college or university).

Statistical analysis
In Table 1, differences from 2001 to 2008 in sex, paren-
tal education, screen time behavior and physical activity
were analyzed by chi-square and t-test statistics.
The main analysis was a multilevel linear mixed model

with the dichotomized screen time variable as the dependent
variable. According to the literature, there might be a differ-
ence in screen time activity depending on sex, age, and par-
ental education. Therefore, the model included time of data
collection, sex, parental education and grade level, as well as
the following interactions terms: time*sex, time*parental
education and time*grade level to investigate changes over
time. All models were also adjusted for school as a random
effect. Crude models of time trends according to sex, grade
level and parental education are also presented in Table 2.
A school attrition analysis has been conducted and

reported previously [34], where pupils at the 27 schools in
the study sample were compared with those at the 11
schools participating in 2001 but not in 2008, regarding
sex, parental educational level, and unhealthy snacks at
school and all day. A t-test was used for continuous
variables and chi-square statistics for the categorical



Table 2 Crude and adjusted proportion (%) of children reporting a screen time activity of 2 hours/day or more according to sex, class, and parental education
stratified by the year the study was performed*

CRUDE ADJUSTED*

2001 2008 Change
(percentage points)

p 2001 2008 Change
(percentage points)

P for time x group
interaction% (95% CI) % (95% CI) % (95% CI) % (95% CI)

(n=1461) (n=1317) (n=1209) (n=979)

All 55 (53, 58) 45 (43, 48) −10 0.000 55 (52, 59) 45 (42, 49) −10

Sex 0.661

Boys 61 (58, 65) 51 (47, 55) −11 0.000 60 (55, 64) 51 (46, 55) −9

Girls 49 (46, 53) 41 (37, 44) −9 0.001 51 (47, 55) 40 (35, 44) −11

Grade level 0.022

6 51 (48, 55) 38 (34, 41) −13 0.000 51 (47, 56) 37 (32, 41) −15

7 60 (56, 63) 54 (50, 58) −6 0.023 59 (55, 64) 54 (49, 59) −5

Parental education level 0.044

Low 57 (53, 60) 51 (47, 56) −5 0.079 57 (53, 61) 51 (46, 56) −6

High 53 (49, 58) 39 (34, 43) −15 0.000 54 (49, 58) 39 (35, 44) −14

*Multilevel linear mixed models adjusted for all variables presented in the table and school as a random effect.
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variables. No significant differences between the study sam-
ple and pupils at schools not participating in 2008 were
observed.
Accepted significance level was set at p<0.05. All sta-

tistical analyses were performed using the SPSS statis-
tical software package version 17.0 (SPSS Inc. Chicago,
IL, USA).

Results
Unadjusted, the proportion of 6th and 7th grade pupils at
the 27 schools that reported screen time activity outside
school of 2 hours/day or more decreased from 55% to
45% (p<0.001) from 2001 to 2008 (Table 1). Mean
reported screen time activity was 2.0 hours/day in 2001
and 1.7 hours/day in 2008 (Table 1). The parents were
older in 2008 than in 2001 (41.1 years vs 39.9 years,
p<0.001) and a higher proportion were highly educated
(54% vs 42%, p<0.001).
Exploring the differences in screen time activity further,

Table 1 shows that in 2008 compared with 2001 a higher
proportion of participants reported spending 0.5-1 hour a
day (41% vs 33%) and a lower proportion reported to
spend 2–3 hours/day on screen time activity (33% vs 35%).
Both crude and adjusted models are presented in Table 2.

The crude model shows a decrease in the proportion
reporting screen time activity of 2 hours/day or more for
all groups, except for those with parents with low educa-
tion. In the fully adjusted model the proportions reporting
screen time activity of 2 hours/day or more were also 55%
(95% CI: 52–59) in 2001 and 45% (95% CI: 42–49) in 2008
(Table 2). Significant interactions were observed for time*-
grade level (p=0.02), time*parental education (p=0.04), but
not for time*gender (p=0.66). From 2001 to 2008 the pro-
portion of 6th graders with a high level of screen time ac-
tivity decreased more than the proportion of 7th graders,
by 15 and 5 percentage points, respectively (Table 2).
Similarly, a greater decrease in the proportion of children
with a high level of screen time activity was observed
among those with parents with higher education, com-
pared with those with parents without higher education,
with decreases of 14 and 6 percentage points, respectively.
More boys than girls engaged in 2 hours/day or more of
screen time activities at both points in time, but there
were no difference over time, with decreases of 9 and 11
percentage points, respectively, from 2001 to 2008.

Discussion
There has been a marked reduction in screen time acti-
vity outside school in 10–12 year olds from 2001 to
2008 in the present study sample. The decrease is most
evident in 6th graders and in children whose parents
have a high educational level.
Few studies have described time change in screen time

activity in children during the past decade. Some previous
studies have reported an increase in the number of chil-
dren exceeding the recommended screen time per day
[28,29,35], while a recent American study found that time
spent on screen time activities was stable from 2001 to
2006 among children and adolescents and that more than
75% met the guidelines of not exceeding 2 hours a day
[26]. In Norway, the HBSC-study showed an increase in
time spent on personal computers and a decrease in time
spent watching TV in adolescents from 1997 to 2005. The
reduction found in total screen time activity in the present
study is surprising; thus, exploring the limitations with the
question posed is warranted. In our study, participants
were asked to report total time spent on all screen time
activity. From 2001 to 2008, there has been an increase in
computer usage in Norway, e.g., the proportion having a
PC at home has increased from 75% to 90% in the general
Norwegian population [36]. This change might have led
the participants to interpret the question differently in
2008 compared with 2001. The HBSC-study changed the
question used in 2005 because of new screen activity use
and divided the question regarding PC use into the two
categories of a) TV-games, PC-games and b) chatting and
surfing. Having such a wide question as in the present
study might have led to underreporting of newer screen
time activities in 2008 compared with 2001, such as home-
work, chatting, internet gaming, use of cell phones, etc.
The general reduction found in the present study might
also in part be a result of the already mentioned initiatives
from health authorities on increasing physical activity to
limit sedentary behavior. National studies in adults show
an increased knowledge regarding the negative effects
of too much screen time activity and the benefits of
increased physical activity [22], supporting the possibility
that these initiatives might have had a positive impact. In
addition, the observed differences in parental age and edu-
cation between 2001 and 2008 might also partly explain
the decrease, as older parents may be more traditional in
their approaches to child rearing and may let their chil-
dren spend less time on video games and computers [37].
In line with the above discussion, it is interesting to

note that the observed changes in screen time activity
were more evident among specific socio-demographic
groups. There was a marked reduction in screen time
activity among those with highly educated parents. This
is consistent with the results of previous research [3,38-40],
showing that parents with higher education are more likely
to follow health recommendations and act on health au-
thority initiatives than those without higher education.
Several studies find that maternal educational level is
consistently inversely associated with children’s television
viewing [38].
Most studies find, like the present one, that older chil-

dren are more likely than younger ones to spend more
than 2 hours daily on screen time activities [2,12,31,38].
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The marked reduction among 6th graders may reflect sev-
eral aspects. First, the younger the children are, the more
likely they are to be supervised and have strict rules
regarding screen time activities [31]. Second, demands to
use computers for home work are more frequent with in-
creasing age, and older children tend to have greater ac-
cess to media sources than do younger children [31].
The present results suggest that boys spend more time

than girls on screen time activities. This is comparable to
findings from other studies investigating sex differences in
screen time activities [2,31]. However, studies including
new sedentary behaviors, such as talking on the phone,
texting, and instant messaging, find that girls are more
likely to report more time spent on these activities than
boys [41]. Other studies have also found that boys report
being engaged in more physical activity compared with
girls [42], suggesting that girls spend their leisure time
doing other activities than physical activity and screen
based activity. In the present study, we observed no diffe-
rences in screen time activity between sexes over time.
Strengths and limitations: This study includes two

cross-sectional surveys seven years apart in a well-defined
population from two Norwegian counties. It included a
high number of schools, and the participation rate for the
children was high. The same question, with proven accep-
table reliability in this age group, was used to measure
screen time activity exposure at both time points.
However, it is a clear limitation of this study that the

assessment tool used for screen time activity included
one question only. Thus, we were not able to assess time
spent on different activities such as TV-viewing, gaming,
and internet based activities. This might have led to an
underreporting of newer screen time behaviours in 2008
compared with 2001. Acceptable test-retest reliability of
the question was found, indicating that the age group
had a stable understanding of what screen time activities
are and that the question assessed this activity accept-
ably. Future studies should, however, include detailed
questions of screen activities to identify what activities
are the main sources of screen time. A further limitation
is that weight status was not included in this study.
Some results suggest that overweight children spend
more time on screen time activities and this relationship
could not be assessed in this paper.
Another limitation is that the participating pupils were

from two of Norway’s 19 counties only. No large cities are
situated within these two counties. However, Oslo is the
only large city in Norway (> 250 000 inhabitants), and
Norway in general is a rather homogeneous country.

Conclusion
The present study indicates that there has been a
marked reduction in screen time activity outside school
in this group of 10–12 year olds from 2001 to 2008 in
Norway. During this time period, there has been an
increased focus on the benefits of physical activity and
the negative health effects of sedentary behavior. This
could at least in part explain the observed decrease in
screen time activity outside school. The decrease is most
evident in 6th graders and in children of parents with
college or university level education.

Competing interest
NCØ and EB declare no competing interests. KIK has since 2006 been
employed by the Norwegian Directorate of Health which is responsible for
the policy related to physical activity and inactivity.

Authors’ contributions
KIK conceived the 2001 study. EB conceived the 2008 study. EB and NCØ
designed the present study. EB analyzed the data and all authors
contributed to the interpretation. NCØ drafted the manuscript, and EB and
KIK revised it critically. All authors have approved the final version of the
manuscript.

Acknowledgement
The FVMM project is funded by the Norwegian Research Council.

Author details
1Department of Public Health, Sport and Nutrition, Faculty of Health and
Sport, University of Agder, Kristiansand 4604, Norway. 2Department of
Nutrition, Faculty of Medicine, University of Oslo, Oslo 0316, Norway.

Received: 10 October 2012 Accepted: 22 January 2013
Published: 29 January 2013

References
1. Richards R, McGee R, Williams SM, Welch D, Hancox RJ: Adolescent screen

time and attachment to parents and peers. Arch Pediatr Adolesc Med 2010,
164:258–262.

2. Melkevik O, Torsheim T, Iannotti RJ, Wold B: Is spending time in screen-
based sedentary behaviors associated with less physical activity: a cross
national investigation. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act 2010, 7:46.

3. Sharif I, Sargent JD: Association between television, movie, and video
game exposure and school performance. Pediatrics 2006,
118:e1061–e1070.

4. Carson V, Pickett W, Janssen I: Screen time and risk behaviors in 10- to
16-year-old Canadian youth. Prev Med 2011, 52:99–103.

5. Matheson DM, Killen JD, Wang Y, Varady A, Robinson TN: Children’s food
consumption during television viewing. Am J Clin Nutr 2004,
79:1088–1094.

6. Torsheim T, Eriksson L, Schnohr CW, Hansen F, Bjarnason T, Valimaa R:
Screen-based activities and physical complaints among adolescents
from the Nordic countries. BMC Publ Health 2010, 10:324.

7. Wen LM, Merom D, Rissel C, Simpson JM: Weight status, modes of travel
to school and screen time: a cross-sectional survey of children aged
10–13 years in Sydney. Health Promot J Austr 2010, 21:57–63.

8. Sisson SB, Broyles ST, Baker BL, Katzmarzyk PT: Screen time, physical
activity, and overweight in U.S. youth: national survey of children’s
health 2003. J Adolesc Health 2010, 47:309–311.

9. Hardy LL, ney-Wilson E, Thrift AP, Okely AD, Baur LA: Screen time and
metabolic risk factors among adolescents. Arch Pediatr Adolesc Med 2010,
164:643–649.

10. Biddle SJ, Pearson N, Ross GM, Braithwaite R: Tracking of sedentary
behaviours of young people: a systematic review. Prev Med 2010,
51:345–351.

11. Waxman A: WHO global strategy on diet, physical activity and health.
Food Nutr Bull 2004, 25:292–302.

12. Hoyos CI, Jago R: Systematic review of correlates of screen-viewing
among young children. Prev Med 2010, 51:3–10.

13. Kristiansen H, Juliusson PB, Eide GE, Roelants M, Bjerknes R: TV viewing and
obesity among Norwegian children: the importance of parental
education. Acta Paediatr 2012, 102:199–205.



Øverby et al. BMC Public Health 2013, 13:80 Page 7 of 7
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2458/13/80
14. Bjelland M, Lien N, Bergh IH, Grydeland M, Anderssen SA, Klepp KI, et al:
Overweight and waist circumference among Norwegian 11-year-olds
and associations with reported parental overweight and waist
circumference: The HEIA study. Scand J Public Health 2010, 38:19–27.

15. Brug J, van Stralen MM, te Velde SJ, Chinapaw MJ, De Bourdeaudhuij I, Lien
N, et al: Differences in weight status and energy-balance related
behaviors among schoolchildren across Europe: the ENERGY-project.
PLoS One 2012, 7:e34742.

16. Ulset E, Undheim R, Malterud K: Has the obesity epidemic reached
Norway? Tidsskr Nor Laegeforen 2007, 127:34–37.

17. Kolsgaard ML, Andersen LF, Tonstad S, Brunborg C, Wangensteen T, Joner
G: Ethnic differences in metabolic syndrome among overweight and
obese children and adolescents: the Oslo Adiposity Intervention Study.
Acta Paediatr 2008, 97:1557–1563.

18. van Vliet M, Heymans MW, von Rosenstiel IA, Brandjes DP, Beijnen JH,
Diamant M: Cardiometabolic risk variables in overweight and obese
children: a worldwide comparison. Cardiovasc Diabetol 2011, 10:106.

19. Norwegian institute of Public Health: Endring i andel overvektige barn
(Change in percentage overweight children) In Norwegian; 2012. http://www.
fhi.no/eway/default.aspx?pid=233&trg=MainLeft_5565&MainArea_
5661=5565:0:15,4527:1:0:0:::0:0&MainLeft_5565=5544:90829::1:5569:1:::0:0.

20. American Academy of Pediatrics: Children, adolescents, and television.
Pediatrics 2001, 107:423–426.

21. Australian Government Department of Health and Ageing: Australia’s
Physical Activity recommendations for children and youg people; 2007.
http://www.health.gov.au/internet/main/publishing.nsf/content/health-
pubhlth-strateg-active-recommend.htm.

22. Ommundsen Y, Aadland A: Fysisk inaktive voksne i Norge; 2009. http://www.
helsedirektoratet.no/vp/multimedia/archive/00294/Fysisk_inaktive_vok_294849a.
pdf.

23. Ministeries: The action plan on physical activity 2005–2009. Oslo: Ministeries;
2005.

24. Drenowatz C, Carlson JJ, Pfeiffer KA, Eisenmann JC: Joint association of
physical activity/screen time and diet on CVD risk factors in 10-year-old
children. Front Med 2012, 6:428–435.

25. Ekelund U, Brage S, Froberg K, Harro M, Anderssen SA, Sardinha LB, et al: TV
viewing and physical activity are independently associated with
metabolic risk in children: the European Youth Heart Study. PLoS Med
2006, 3:e488.

26. Huhman M, Lowry R, Lee SM, Fulton JE, Carlson SA, Patnode CD: Physical
activity and screen time: trends in U.S. children aged 9–13 years,
2002–2006. J Phys Act Health 2012, 9:508–515.

27. Hesketh K, Wake M, Graham M, Waters E: Stability of television viewing
and electronic game/computer use in a prospective cohort study of
Australian children: relationship with body mass index. Int J Behav Nutr
Phys Act 2007, 4:60.

28. Nelson MC, Neumark-Stzainer D, Hannan PJ, Sirard JR, Story M: Longitudinal
and secular trends in physical activity and sedentary behavior during
adolescence. Pediatrics 2006, 118:e1627–e1634.

29. Boone JE, Gordon-Larsen P, Adair LS, Popkin BM: Screen time and physical
activity during adolescence: longitudinal effects on obesity in young
adulthood. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act 2007, 4:26.

30. Samdal O, Leversen I, Torsheim T, Manger MS, Brunborg GS, Wold B: Trender
i helse og livsstil blant barn og unge 1985–2005. Bergen: HEMIL-senteret,
Universitetet i Bergen; 2009.

31. Hoyos CI, Jago R, Sebire S: Individual and social predictors of screen-
viewing among Spanish school children. Eur J Pediatr 2010, 170:93–102.

32. Bere E, Hilsen M, Klepp KI: Effect of the nationwide free school fruit
scheme in Norway. Br J Nutr 2010, 104:589–594.

33. Andersen LF, Bere E, Kolbjornsen N, Klepp KI: Validity and reproducibility
of self-reported intake of fruit and vegetable among 6th graders.
Eur J Clin Nutr 2004, 58:771–777.

34. Overby NC, Klepp KI, Bere E: Introduction of a school fruit program is
associated with reduced frequency of consumption of unhealthy snacks.
Am J Clin Nutr 2012, 96:1100–1103.

35. Norwegian Directorate of Health: Physical activity among 6-, 9-, and 15-year
olds in Norway. http://helsedirektoratet.no/publikasjoner/fysisk-aktivitet-
blant-6-9-og-15-aringer-i-norge/Publikasjoner/fysisk-aktivitet-blant-%206-9-
og-15-aringer-i-norge.pdf.

36. Medienorge; 2011. Availability of personal computers at home.
http://medienorge.uib.no/?cat=statistikk&medium=it&queryID=251.
37. Anand S, Krosnick JA: Demographic predictors of media use among
infants, toddlers, and preschoolers. Am Behav Sci 2005, 48:539–561.

38. Hesketh K, Crawford D, Salmon J: Children’s television viewing and
objectively measured physical activity: associations with family
circumstance. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act 2006, 3:36.

39. Hesketh K, Ball K, Crawford D, Campbell K, Salmon J: Mediators of the
relationship between maternal education and children’s TV viewing.
Am J Prev Med 2007, 33:41–47.

40. Dregval L, Petrauskiene A: Associations between physical activity of
primary school first-graders during leisure time and family
socioeconomic status. Medicina (Kaunas) 2009, 45:549–556.

41. Leatherdale ST: Factors associated with communication-based sedentary
behaviors among youth: are talking on the phone, texting, and instant
messaging new sedentary behaviors to be concerned about?
J Adolesc Health 2010, 47:315–318.

42. Riddoch CJ, Bo AL, Wedderkopp N, Harro M, Klasson-Heggebo L, Sardinha
LB, et al: Physical activity levels and patterns of 9- and 15-yr-old
European children. Med Sci Sports Exerc 2004, 36:86–92.

doi:10.1186/1471-2458-13-80
Cite this article as: Øverby et al.: Changes in screen time activity in
Norwegian children from 2001 to 2008: two cross sectional studies. BMC
Public Health 2013 13:80.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

http://www.fhi.no/eway/default.aspx?pid=233&trg=MainLeft_5565&MainArea_5661=5565:0:15,4527:1:0:0:::0:0&MainLeft_5565=5544:90829::1:5569:1:::0:0
http://www.fhi.no/eway/default.aspx?pid=233&trg=MainLeft_5565&MainArea_5661=5565:0:15,4527:1:0:0:::0:0&MainLeft_5565=5544:90829::1:5569:1:::0:0
http://www.fhi.no/eway/default.aspx?pid=233&trg=MainLeft_5565&MainArea_5661=5565:0:15,4527:1:0:0:::0:0&MainLeft_5565=5544:90829::1:5569:1:::0:0
http://www.health.gov.au/internet/main/publishing.nsf/content/health-pubhlth-strateg-active-recommend.htm
http://www.health.gov.au/internet/main/publishing.nsf/content/health-pubhlth-strateg-active-recommend.htm
http://www.helsedirektoratet.no/vp/multimedia/archive/00294/Fysisk_inaktive_vok_294849a.pdf
http://www.helsedirektoratet.no/vp/multimedia/archive/00294/Fysisk_inaktive_vok_294849a.pdf
http://www.helsedirektoratet.no/vp/multimedia/archive/00294/Fysisk_inaktive_vok_294849a.pdf
http://helsedirektoratet.no/publikasjoner/fysisk-aktivitet-blant-6-9-og-15-aringer-i-norge/Publikasjoner/fysisk-aktivitet-blant-%206-9-og-15-aringer-i-norge.pdf
http://helsedirektoratet.no/publikasjoner/fysisk-aktivitet-blant-6-9-og-15-aringer-i-norge/Publikasjoner/fysisk-aktivitet-blant-%206-9-og-15-aringer-i-norge.pdf
http://helsedirektoratet.no/publikasjoner/fysisk-aktivitet-blant-6-9-og-15-aringer-i-norge/Publikasjoner/fysisk-aktivitet-blant-%206-9-og-15-aringer-i-norge.pdf
http://medienorge.uib.no/?cat=statistikk&medium=it&queryID=251

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Sample and procedure
	Instrument
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Competing interest
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgement
	Author details
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


