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Abstract In order to study the perception of GMO risk and safety among Chinese public,we conducted a questionnaire
survey in 30 provinces/cities around China. Analysis of over 4 000 questionnaires reveals that: the low perception of
GMO among Chinese public,the Chinese public is extremely cautious about the safety of GMO food and that they do not
have a clear recognition of bio-safety. Therefore, it is necessary to reinforce the popularization of GMO and to establish
communication platform on GMO risks,and the government and research institutions should take the responsibility of the
popularization of GMO knowledge. At the same time, it is very important to strengthen scientific popularization and
management, to establish exchange platform for GMO risks, and to pay special attention to the communications with
young people, especially with those higher educational level youth.
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Fig. 1 Cognition of GMO among the Chinese public
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Fig. 2 Cognition of GMO among different age segments
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Fig. 3 Cognition of GMO among respondents with

different educational levels
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Fig. 4 Cognition of GMO among respondents with

different occupations
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Fig.5 Cognition of GMO among respondents from
different specialized fields
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Fig. 6 Cognition of advantages of GMO products
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Fig. 7 Cognition of disadvantages of GMO products
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Fig. 8 Public cognition of influence of GMO

food on human being

— 73 B A [ AR 8 22 A0S J e IR il B 25
JE S B Xk TS [ A % Be . 15~ 25 2 i e M IA B
e PR it AR KT B 1 L A8 e s - S 32, 76 00 5 T X T
AR T0 - B T w8 v SCAK P OB LB R 2 b
FoMbFEA BB T BE & o D 942 e A )R T i
4 e8] b T R B s 0 TN ] el s A s el o Al
KT WEf) Ly 43. 2900 R IE AW & LBl A



5 6 19

MhEE s, REEEEF Y L2 WA [ 2000 5% 5k B A 1 22 4 5 KU (1 A 5

39. 4700 . FALE T 55 0 ZERE A RO T B [
BIAE 2500 ~3000 Z ] . b, FOBEAR Bk 1 02 12 244 15
S AR DA )R T i ) B4 R X AR S DA A i
A2 1 A R e X T RE S DA B Y AR TN R B
ORI I T L GGR 2D

%2 HEFRMELNIAEREE L X LG
Table 2 Cognition of influence of GMO food on human

being in the eyes of public with

different specialized fields %
Lk ANERE FIRTHe BORTH Fldes
£ 17.32 43.29 6.49 32. 90
) 14. 47 39. 47 9.21 36. 84
[ 2 33.55 27.10 10. 97 28. 39
pa ! 35.45 30.16 10. 32 24.07
TH 30. 40 32.88 11. 41 25. 31
R 2 36.91 26.18 12.23 24. 68

AN, 80
23.02% 70 70
60
g9 /\_\ £ 50
= = 40
35 401 5
—_

A AR
61.83%

Vwmw:, 230
11.49 % 20
AR, o

b

2.2 AXRITEHEEEYREAINR
2.2.1 AR R A S KL H AR

TE 2 A5 A Ry 2 e DR A A KU, ™ ik A ] |
A A 5 5 s - R A T 5 3 PR AR A XU 0
R BEAR B AT — 2 KU 19 EE Bk 61, 8306590
Sk KBS AR K B B SR 11. 49 %, AN 3 A8 1 L 6 Ky
23.02% I\ N AH KB B EE A Ry 3. 66% . ANF
KBER A AT 15~ 25 AF i B (AR 18 027 I
N IR e B DR AR A — s KU B L 1 R s
A 5 DR A 0 IR 58 97 1) B A O T R R 1 1% 2
Ji e AR IR 7R 20 % A2 A A (B 9) .

BE A 2 [) B i an £ W 1. ik PR & T BB A
A EY) T AN 27 3k 2 (] B, 25 SR A
57 B E il ks 47. 42 % MR ek 27. 22 %,
CAE TR H A Sk 3. 3200 BRI LY Y A i
LTSS R NARE " E AR DR B A RO X
B DR B A TR SR DAL o IRt R AR R ROk AR T

3.66 %

<15 15~2525~3535~5050~65 >65

9 AARXTEE R LY R EIAR

Fig. 9 Public cognition of GMO risks

FEARR A FAER WY T 1/3(8 10) . BEWIR
Z2 AN AR e R DR i T T AR A U A T )
BEIE 50T AR AR AOCIR B0 X M BE 3 3R ] 2 B A 2 K
JE& o NAVT SR R S PR A AT G i Ak 2 b
W A £ 4 A R R AR I T AT
PHEGH B AR 55 2R 58 B 450 [R] 5 e 5% 1]
XA B o 37 W R0 B I 1) 52 0 30 o S S R A
TR EEIE 51 A AR AL S S8 s it
e Ao A A A AR T 5 S R A T R AR R R A AT
REPEFI AT AT .

b TR AN [ 2 2 AR D H B AR B
B RS e B ALl n] BE &5 A A E W BORY L B BE
7 D B3I O EUR T B9 TS AR A BN B0 £ L

20
10
0
R X X R
ST
asiibd ‘\;% &3]
50 47.42
40
< 30 27.22
£
= 19.81
10
332 2.22
o1 =
WA IS A SRS ARKME Se A

TR

B10 AAMEEERRAESFEETYWHRMNIAR
Fig. 10 Public attitudes towards the issue that GMO

might contain harmful substances
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Table 3 Attitudes of respondents with different
educational levels towards the statement

that GMO food might contain
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Fig. 11 Public cognition of bio-safety( %)
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Fig. 12 Answers to the question if mastering

bio-safety knowledge is helpful
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Table 6 Cognition of handling GMO risks among Chinese public
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