14 3 ( ) Vol 14No 3
2013 6 Journal of Hunan Agricultural University (Social Sciences) Jun 2013
HEREMNIEAMERERRNZERES R
— A TFRTT 7 REeAEKE
EEHEN, AT, EKRI
( 100872)

wm = 7
Logistic
20 / 245 |/
22.5%
x 8 WA
FEISES F7625 XHEIREE: A XEHS: 1009-2013(2013)03-0007-07

Willingness to pay for traceable pork: Evidence from Beijing, China
WANG Zhi-gang, QIAN Cheng-ji, ZHOU Yong-gang

(School of Agricultural Economics and Rural Development, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)

Abstract: The purpose of this paper is to statistically analyze perception of food traceability system through a survey on
Beijing consumers. Factors that affect consumers' perception of food traceability system were examined and willingness

to pay for the system was determined, using binary logistic regression analysis. The results show that it is necessary and

mass-based to establish and perfect food traceability system, because of the increasing of concern to food safety

consumers' perception of pork traceability system is subject to a comparatively low level Purchasing of traceable pork is

affected by gender, self-evaluation of health, awareness of the traceability system, concern about food safety, and
stochastic price willing to pay. What’s more, according to the calculations, when the price of pork in market is 20
yuan/kg, average willingness of consumers to pay for traceability system reached 24.5 yuan/kg, with price overflowing of

22.5%.
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Wald Exp(B)
-0.641 0.419 2.346 0.126 0.527
-1.734%* 0.711 5.947 0.015 0.177
2.850*** 0.484 34.676 0.000 17.286
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-2 Log likelihood 178.054
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