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Comparative research of the public cognition to Genetic Modified
Organism (GMO) between developed and developing countries

YU Yan-bo, YE Ling-feng, KANG Ding-ming”
(College of Agronomy and Biotechnology, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100193, China)

Abstract  Transgenic biotechnology is one of the frontiers for resolving numerous agricultural and environmental
dilemmas happened in a new century,but it invokes several biosafety problems cared and worried by the public. Smart
cognition and communication with the public take an important role in facilitating development of transgenic
biotechnology so as to allow the public to know the reasons and principle of transgenic biotechnology, and more, to
make great contribution to social and economic development in China. This paper cited and commented the transgenic
biotechnology biosafety cognition of the American public and compared the cognition and its impacting factors to
transgenic products between developed countries, such as the US, UK, Japan and developing countries including
Columbia and China. We also analyzed the different impact factors of the public cognition to transgenic products and the
varied elements in defining benefit and risk of transgenic products among the developed and developing countries.
Eventually,we collected those possible candidate factors leading to the above mentioned phenomena and summarized
the interaction between the public cognition to transgenic products and tagging in transgenic product among the
developed and developing countries.
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Table 2 Influences on risk perceptions associated with GM foods
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