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Analysis of the Factors Affecting Consumers’ Purchase Intention for Safe Pork

LI Li, ZHAO Ren-fang, TAO Shan-xin  (School of Business, Anhui University of Technology, Maanshan, Anhui 243032)

Abstract According to the survey data of 343 consumer questionnaires in 16 cities of Anhui Province, Logistic model was established and factors
affecting consumers’ purchase intention for safe pork were analyzed. Based on the common factors of educational level of consumers, risk sensi-
tive members in family, concern extent of pork quality, evaluation on pork quality and so on, three new explanatory variables were introduced,
which were the consumers’ experience of food safety incidents, the distance from consumers’ residence to the point of sale of safe pork, and the
concern extent of pork quality security incident. Research results showed that the consumers’ experience of food safety incidents and the concern
extent of pork quality security incident had significantly positive effects on the purchase intention; but distance from consumers’ residence to the

point of sale of safe pork showed significantly negative effects on the purchase intention.
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