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Application and common problems of risk comparison in food safety risk communication

Zhong Kai, Han Fanfan, Guo Lixia
(China National Center for Food Safety Risk Assessment, Beijing 100022, China)

Abstract: Risk comparison, one of the basic skills of risk communication, is very useful to bridge the risk cognition gap

between stakeholders. But inappropriate risk comparison may cause negative effect which could easily destroy risk

communication effort. This article introduces the common forms and applications of risk comparison, discusses the

guidelines and suggestions. It provides a reference for food safety risk communication practice.
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Table 1  Audience acceptance of risk comparison
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