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Abstract

Questionnaire survey is conducted in this study to reveal consumers’ behavior and
tendency of pork consumption. The results of the questionnaire survey including the
following: 1. Most people are still used to purchase moderate-temperature-pork from
traditional markets. 2. Time flexibility is the major reason of purchasing pork from
supermarkets. 3. In most of the questions, price is the last concern among all the
pork purchasing factors.

Data from questionnaires is further analyzed by Engel function analysis to discuss the
factors that influence the behaviors of pork consumption and purchasing import pork
in the future. The significant factors (under « =5%) that influence pork
consumption includes the following: 1. Food consumption of a family. 2.
Frequency of purchasing pork from supermarkets. 3. Number of the family
members between age 7 and 18. 4. Number of the family members living together.
5. Main family income earner’s age and education level. Maximum likelihood
estimation of logistic model is applied to further analyze the factors that influence
import-pork consumption in the future. The results under « =5% are as follows.

1. The food consumption positively influence the probability of purchasing import-
pork. 2. The greater the concern of the pork outlook in purchasing pork, the least the



probability of purchasing import-pork. 3. The greater the concern of pork price in
purchasing pork, the greater the probability of purchasing import-pork.

Keywords: pork demand, Engel function analysis, pork consumption, import-pork
consumption, logistic model
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