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Regional difference of the factors affecting urban residents’ dairy consumption:
Based on panel data from 2002 to 2011 of China's eastern, central and western region
SHI Hai-Bo, LUAN Jing-Dong
(School of Economic and Management, Anhui Agriculture University, Hefei 230036, Anhui)

Abstract: This paper makes an empirical study of the regional differences of factors affecting Chinese urban residents’
dairy consumption by using provincial panel data. The analysis shows that income, consumption habits and dairy price
have significant influence on urban residents’ dairy consumption in eastern, central and western China, and appears
obvious regional differences; the urbanization rate merely has significant influence on urban residents’ dairy consumption
in central region; Meat and poultry prices have effect on dairy consumption in every region, but the rise of eggs’ price
could promote the eastern and central dairy consumption; The ratio of people under 14 only has effect on urban residents’
dairy consumption in western regions, and the ratio of people up 65 has effect on dairy consumption in eastern regions;
resource endowment has no significant effect on dairy consumption in every region. On the basis of empirical analysis,
this paper puts forward some policy suggestions to narrow the gap of regional dairy consumption level and expand the
demand of urban residents’ dairy consumption.
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