B TR AR
— 58 — CHINESE JOURNAL OF FOOD HYGIENE 2021 4E55 33 B 1

W& R
B A AR OGN B ik A T A8 RERIAT DAy s T T A

IogM Ry ER R kSR
(1. W K| AET ESE Wl & 610041; 2. BRXE & %A RN GFEH+ 0,7 100022)

i E.BN THRAREAHAARN MR SEMTH(KAP) AR FR ALY AT, A EAKELS S
ARG ERBARBLASE ) HiE KASZEASHBESEMMMFG T ESRE ISAE/AET/AEREW
BAEBMALEAR ARt LB RAARAALLRRFAR, £ 18802 6, RAML AL R T ZEAHRFTRAR
%4 KAP 1 %A & 5t KM SPSS 21. 0 HE R H TR T 24, R R&HZ4 KAP £ 8 & 3 AR K
A AERMALAR(T79.51+11.71) B RBEAR(74.33£11.23) &L LFH KAR (66.88+15.28), K4
FALAR M KAP FH& T B8, 2ZF A% FEL(P<0.05), M L kAR P RLILLY vk A58
X, EmMEAR KAP F5ZA B AT S EHRALEL 2R F LHARAAFLEBEARGA S Z IR R
FAEHHBE ZEABYKAP B HMF A A SR LEFREmE S, AR T LT ZHLSENF AR KAP
BB TERLR T LT FAR Z2FALITFEL(P<0.05) ZARRKALARFE LHEAAR P ALIEM
B, — N A d R = RABKAP B oS T RAAMBINGAR, £ H %5 EXL(P<0.05); R
REZEABG KAP H4HSTHEEBE, ZFARTFEL(P<0.05), HFHif =ZEAHETERLLMEARNM
HEBEAGTERE,BRRLLALRABITHIRAFTHE-—FTREG, HAAALLEERERFAAFEL TR L
A KAP 7@ S BHRF ALY R ERRAA S HE REZEAFENR R LA KAP KT St mEEAR
AR,

KB s, it BE; ITA; RRMALAR; AR LHAAR; ARUEFAR

R E S XS R155 X ERARIRAD ;A X EHS :1004-8456(2021)01-0058-07

DOI:10. 13590/j. cjth. 2021. 01. 012

Across-sectional study on knowledge, attitude and practice of
food safety related population
WANG Weitong', CHEN Xuxi', WANG He', WANG Jun’, ZHANG Lishi'
(1. West China School of Public Health, West China Fourth Hospital, Sichuan University,
Sichuan Chengdu 610041, China; 2. China National Center for Food Safety Risk
Assessment, Beijing 100022, China)

Abstract; Objective To understand the knowledge, attitude and behavior ( KAP) status of food safety related
population and explore its influencing factors, so as to provide reference for the implementation of specific measures to
improve food safety. Methods In this survey, 18 802 food practitioners, food professionals and food supervisors were
selected from 15 provinces/municipalities/autonomous regions by multi-stage stratified random sampling. Results Food
safety KAP scores from high to bottom were: food practitioners (79.51+11.71), food regulators (74.33+11.23), food
professionals (66.88+15.28). The KAP score of female food practitioners was higher than that of male (P<0.05), but
the other two groups did not show this effect. With the increase of age, KAP scores of food practitioners increased first and
then decreased, and the scores of food professionals and food supervisors increased with the increase of age. The KAP
scores of the three groups increased with the increase of education background. KAP scores of the three groups increased
with the increase of employment years. KAP score of food supervisors with food professional background was higher than
that of no-food professional background (P <0.05), but no similar effect was found among food practitioners and

professional technicians. The KAP scores of the three groups who participated in the training in one year were higher than
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those who did not (P<0.05). The KAP scores of the three groups in the eastern region were higher than those in other

regions ( P<0.05). Conclusion The attitude of the three groups towards food safety related issues tends to be positive,

but food safety knowledge and behavior habits need to be further improved. Relevant employers should take targeted

measures according to the weak links in KAP of food safety and its influencing factors in different populations, in order to

improve the food safety KAP level of the three groups, so as to ensure the food safety situation.
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