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Abstract

This paper takes a questionnaire survey to collect data on consumers’ understanding and trust in
organic tea, their willingness to purchase organic tea, purchase channels, packaging instructions
and product characteristics to pay attention to when purchasing, and acceptable prices, and then
we analyze consumers’ cognition and willingness to purchase organic tea. Through the difference
analysis, LSD multiple comparisons, response rate, and popularity rate, it was found that there
was no significant difference in gender’s cognition of organic tea, trust in organic certification, and
purchase intention; customers of different ages have significant differences in their perceptions of
organic tea, their trust in organic tea certification, and their willingness to buy organic tea. Cus-
tomers aged 30 to 40 years old have a significantly higher understanding and willingness to pur-
chase the growth environment, ecological conservation, and organic tea certification of organic tea
than customers under 20 years old. Customers pay attention to the portability and sealing of the
packaging design of organic tea and pay attention to the description of the production environ-
ment, processing technology, and production process on the packaging. Customers purchase or-
ganic tea mainly through friends and relatives, online e-commerce, and brand stores. The pre-
mium per 500 g that customers are willing to pay for the purchase of organic tea is no more than
100 RMB.
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1. 53|

AP AP N ER AR AR, A d R P A AR BRI AN TS
BAERLAE SRR IR, TR A VU R ECE HURRL, DU R AR AW E 97 R B s &8 JR fa R A e
A AIFRIANL 1] BEE LSRG, O SRR R H a2 B EA, AL SOy SEL RS TT
FER R TN ARARMINEE T B WSRO RS, DHERAEL R AT, ]
R AR NLEBIEE, S@ERtmmE . R, MRl , ARl AME
AALZG . AR AL, RIS BIRMBO A K S B BT 30, R R o bt o2 B
TIRR U RE[2], AR T AEMZRERIRI[3]. NATFR R EERE, AL DR ATEEAE . 1A
BRI T2 A RAEINA AR [A], AU i SR DL 9 i R AR R, Lk 2 S R =
RN B SEA ML B [5]. T IEaERENAGE K, BATHRENSRAE . EERE, AP ik
2 ZIH S AL, A UAOA B TR 2 ARk S s R RIS, A BRI A e 7. 1980 4, K
[ A UM TR AR MRS, I AT LR T o, O BB FLAOL (RS, H BT LA™ X
TR TR, # X OB e B P BE[6], A LA A 07 25 A 5™ i Kk IR

[ A1 B F T 2 B DA HUARG™ i IR IR N KOS, AN R — B 9%, A LA T 7R 12
BT T B BRI T I 2, A HUAR LR B AR Ml 22 5 i fe AT R 54K 5 1) . Nuttavuthisit A1
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Thogersen A JyH 9 & (5 AL L2 RN 25 WS S R R B B K 3K, RERE A Bl i BU3&E 1171 7] . Dumortier
SN BT B 5 o 128 FEE A2 R M A L™ ot D SIS0 () =B 22 PR 3K 8]

EAESHARRR I, TREF T REEZEVIRA, W2 AIERUSA% . HRERE
NERFREL T W2 >, AR RIE B (RE) — 4, XIS SRR Z T s, R AMY
FEAANE, ANQEY, mHEA AL, PO SRR, (R Th. BERENAETT R, A
MIRARE AT s, ZRAEE TG TP P A AWK TR e A, MRS & 2, Bifs%e. 1%
AL A, FR BRSO AR 5 0 RIBR, 2R B AT A . SRRSO BT RSN I8
KA T L AN AR L[]

BURNA DO R A A ORTE FEM v, Ve SR FIRIE 2 5 B, ARl NIBSRORT BN 0, PRI i 2R AT A2 10
TR IRER . R M, CARBOI NI E . A LR AT B 2 AATFRE 5 I MR K,
BEHEARN . 55 EALARGEINRIG AT, B A AT ST . (2 FE XA LR A
A FEARRS T E S, 0 s LA B SR R S Z AR T AT N BIAER, XAHLAAE
ROy XA LR BRI SR, A SOR AR I (] 5 2, IR ZAH S RO TR S8,
PIEA S R AR R T 0B, AT HIRIIT GIVERT T, A5 B REX AT L oge 7 AT 5 B o

2. XahsEd
21. BNEEEHENER

AR EFE KRBV RK X, ERMEENIOTAEPRGER 2 MhriE: — 2R K
PRUEFEAR AL, TR EBUNER; TRAM LG HARHEA . IR, JFEE A, —BATEL
M8 AR WA R SR IX A LA AN H RLAR (10 ZRRISE A HLA R IS IR LA 2R L nnmEms 25
J I BT B, AT LR IR URRE AR RS TR AN (B0 L M S [11], DA LR B (B A
Rpt T RFARYE, WHRE A PIRAEARNRA & LU R ) R A SR R 5

2.2. BERAAENEAAMESTR

B HUAS I X O RF R 7K - R B A S 1 A ) 22 RE AT WA (0 R, % el (1 e b R R e v, 7 B
T8 AR AN AR S 2 I H . AL i b T A L™ i B Shn 1 GBIT19630-2019 CA ML fn A==
T\ AR EEIARER) PEARZDR AT A, TG 7 G R SSUGEN LA LE, BA 5
BB WA R, EARA RS AL YGEET HUGENU RS CAALR S IEE B I35
MRUE MR, BB N—F, WIEEhRERMCRANREGE LR, S, FHE~mam. T
bk, AP HCE S B [12].

AP BFIE™ S, 55 ZE R S DUEAR R E: 1) Pl HEHE =R I AR 2. RSP
2) e R A KRR RS IR 3) LKA YRS LR E L (ER IR B S IR R
4) FhrEME ARG B TR ARSOEE: 5) MEMEWER. 167, iffF. BRMSE IR RZENEY: 6) A
THEMREFEF AR, HEREBRR. SREAAHEILRZE[13].

BT PR B R AR A%, AN T —MmEi . mE . SeRRNEGS, AR
LT T R AR e s i) R ARk T EAE ML WL B E F= i, W & OEiE R R R E
f&, SIRRFZH RSy, BB AR S EVEFRA A 2 .

2.3. AURNLFYE
MR B BT 75 AR VA A R AR el R 4 7 B A A A BT 1.5~7.5 W, AT AL bl ) 4 7
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NEENET4.5~6.0 W, EEAERMEGHE AR, 54 0E R 1.5 W, EE R G H RE 20
AR R, BEOSA LR EA RVEE R RA, i T AR E LI T E R, Fi R
WAL G AR . USRI &, U Tl R AR A A BT 75 IO 4E 4P AR Sy 1.5~3.0 J3 76, (EA HLAS I i) 9%
M2 45~7.5 JiJ0, e TARGu bl DARNET S, H08 bl BRAE 45 2 BTAT BLERA 1.5~3.0 /576, AHLAR
N 15~45 Jiou[8l. EREAVPIRAAMBE R, A mI, it MASELRES, Tl S
i SR ATV FEARARAR, 0 HN AR SR B e B s . AEDRRARFERE . RIS 5. (RHEBUIRBR 2 TR i X,
RIEANRATF R 2 R B RSP R L X ARBRA S 0 DT ik[14] -

BT BN Q2 oy — R I8, BRI R A B B RARI™ %, AN B3RS & R AT L%
Pl X AR 2, T2k bd — AR P E i LD X, S B AR B KORFFE, SRR SIDCIRIEI S, & nT LIE
NRF R A, AT BAFE B AR RG22 B X BOR T, EREIARE K “ DU Mkl 1 U
AR A HEDE 2 MR H xR

3. IRFAZEERIT
3.1. &gt

ASCE R, PR RE X AR TS EERE . AR EERE . R RS,
W SR F AR s AN P S RFAE . AT RN A S Bt AT S X LR A A SR B B . 36
GRSy, B AN R FEA TR, BRI R, Bk, WISCRCIRONSR: B AN R AL
RO TS EERE, SREIAHVGER TS EERE, H=0 20 G, g
AW 5T A5 O SE SRR 3, WA LA I 97 AR B (B R K AR T S R I K5 B IO 40 2 T 2%
H ISR TSI R AR s A R RS2 AR S S R RS =N AZE TS 6 s
ERMAT VI, 55D 2y LA SRR A B e AT R i R
32. BEKBS HH 5%

7] 25 A4 AU AR AR 4 10 25 3 F 7 2QEAT, FIBRE R4S )5, it 303t A sl 45, A RRE
ARSI £ 1,

BARB) W 715 50 I R

1) 1 JeREAT A5 A S U T

i Cronbach’s o EHEAT 045 A KN S (G AT TS BRI AN 70 AL T RO B 0 i) 45 (5 FE 0 A, P LA
KMO 5 Bartlett fr s, AT 7] 80 B 4047 o

2) B AR EIATERIN . EAFERN . ANFER X BRI AP RART . A PLZA
TERMSATFREE . WA BLAS 0 ST R A 22 S ko

IR L JEI AT LB R M B & P A LA AN RS E B AEFREE . XA LA 18
SER R 2 S

IR 2. DISRLIEF 7 22 00 W7 LU AR 8 DX BOW A HLAS AT, XA LS VGE B EREEE . XA ML
FE ) S T SR 22

IR 3. It LSD HGHL, BATHIRIELEL RN T AN RISERS X BOS A HLZR A AL ST HLASIA
ERIEATARRE . RPE LA I S =R 0 22 55 .

3) fJa I RIE A IR AR SR B IFR A= AR TR SZ AN AR AT e 8 28 N K 2R (1)
ST ST
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of the questionnaire in this study

#= 1 ARE SRS

| o3k N EL 51 (%)
5 118 38.94%
5]

4 185 61.06%

20 ZLLIF 137 45.21%

20~30 ¥ 137 45.21%

e 30~40 ¥ 8 2.64%
40~50 % 15 4.95%

50~60 % 3 0.99%

B 3 0.99%

NG5 G R Y BT R 5 17 5.61%

b 5 T 24 7.92%

g

Bl A 235 77.56%
SN 14 4.62%

=S EY NI 5 1.65%

HAth 8 2.64%
2000 7K LLF 138 45.54%
2000~5000 7T 102 33.66%

ARSI 5000~7000 7T 22 7.26%
7000~10,000 7% 14 4.62%

10,000 Jo & PA E 27 8.91%

4. BIBSITER
4.1. A& EEESWEST

AR T I A6 0 AN 0 S A5 AT RO S 7 R AN 4 SR TH,  1 Aag THD B A ] 35 1 45 B 49 TR
Cronbach’s o {E NfiTEFRbR, W 2. B RERE S, KH KMO 5 Bartlett £540, W5 3. W&
2 AJ LR B 7T 6] 26 4% 43 R A THI ) Cronbach’s a R AE 0.7 LLE, DR AT 78 0] 35 4% IR 3 115 T i %2
H % 3 AT LUR IR 2 1 KMO 9 0.808, Bartlett BRIEK &6 HoAT B35, QB 50 M4 B A 2%0% .

Table 2. Reliability analysis of the questionnaire in this study
= 2. KAREENEEDS T

s 1 U Cronbach’s o &%% AR q 23
N ISTELES 3 0.732
T 3K 2 0.837 0.846

Table 3. Validity analysis of the questionnaire in this study
= 3. KRS BB ST

Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin 0.808
RIS E 656.024
Bartlett ERFEAG L6 H 10
BEM 0.000™

W AHRIR p<0.05; THERxp<0.01.
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42. ERMSIT

CAPER e Az &, SRR t RS, PRSI RIB P R E LA A XA LRI
BARRREE . XA LRI LSRR 2 et 4RIk 4.

Table 4. Differences in views of different genders on cognition and trust of organic tea

=4 MAMENFNNSEENERYE

i [HESE] L IR 7 T{H BEE
5w 3.22
1. BXENEREEEEART# 0.521 0.603
4 3.16
‘ L 2 BEXPENURIEKIRSL, SESREAEESE P 308
NS {EE HLZEJAE () T R 4 216 0.700 0.485
3. BT E N AN S HLE IR 5 241 462 0145
(R BEANGAE. EBRNARES) B ERE & 2.27 ' '
5 2.56 N
1. B LSS TR T At 38 25 17 5 e A 3K 4 2 36 2.107 0.036
) S 3 IR '
5 251
2. UL ELAT F54E 5 A7 (0 e 1 i o ) 3 i 0 42 0.899 0.370

B4 4 AT LURBIAN G B MEE R e XTI a7k AR KI5 2 5 M E R4
FRAVVIERGERR R A B 257 PUVENURRAIRAE SRR, 10 SE AN R 1% B
ARAEZES: HAREX AR T @, mRA WL EERAFR T 2k, twl2i
PEA R AW A LA AHNE AL & AR NG AERE R, B T 554k, 8 SR
1% BLAE EAL A LRI dh B T HAb B il 2k fE 2 T B A E B SR T T, XA AL A
HUATES A HLRE dh BB AR A RLZ DA RIRIX 7 o

CAEESRS UM AR &, Sl PR T5 Z 00T, RIS % PO A HLR FARL WA HLAAIER
EAERESE . XA HURIEE RN ZE R, 4R WNE 5. ik 5 UK RIFER I E A LR FA
MEFEERAEEZESR: MAVUNENEERERGEZEZR: MAVRRELRBAAREEER.

Table 5. The differences in age groups’ views on cognition and trust of organic tea

F= 5. FRMBENF NS EENERM

IS i) 25 i H aa RS T/ wEN
20 5 LLF 2.06
20~30 ¥ 2.96
30~40 & 3.37 o
1 XA RERAREAET M 12.769 0.000
40~50 % 2.50
S A 50~60 & 1.20
AR 60 L I 313
20 5 LLF 2.24
2. EXEHURIAEKIREE, dEAp 2030 % 2.92 5231 0.000"
BRACEE S HVURAIER) T R 30~40 % 3.26 ' '
40~50 % 2.64

DOI: 10.12677/hjas.2022.1212166 1207 ol


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjas.2022.1212166

B Z A

Continued
50~60 % 2.60
60 5 Ll I 3.00
20 Z LT 1.71
20~30 % 2.21
3. Jaott P AR G HLIE (T 30~40 243
BB A AT B R B PR AT %) 5.739 0.000”
50~60 % 1.20
60 % UL I 2.13
20 ZULN 1.76
20~30 % 2.25
L EUEIA ST S hpE 30740 ¥ 255 5809 0.000™
I T L A ST 40~50 % 1.86 ' '
50~60 % 2.00
60 % Ll I 2.50
D83
20 ZULT 1.65
20~30 % 2.29
2. WAABEIFRAFRESHMLE 307405 2.58 2011 0.000™
A 7T o e S 40~50 % 1.93 ' '
50~60 % 2.20
60 % VL I 2.00

LA LSD Hatal, #EATAFEE % A HRAIARL A PREREERE . XA PLRRE
KRR ZS T, Wk 6~10. 3K 6 ATELUR IR 30~40 & 1% O AL FEA T IRFE e, B
TN 60 2 UL L ML RIE e BB VEAh, 5 HALSFE R BU & PR A Bl geih R B k. 60 ¥ Ll L
% PO U A T R HEAA 58—, IR ST 50~60 %A 20 % DA RAFR X B o (ALY 20
% LU R B AEAT sk OOAMREE BT, AR RS A, RGN R R BOS A AR
MM LR T, SEIRIX AN G B A A R R A B T REE -

Table 6. LSD multiple comparisons of cognition in organic tea in different age groups

6. FRIFIRXERIBHFINAN LSD FEHE

BH GR() Fwe () FIE 2 AH(1-) Frifki 2 BEM
20~30 % -0.900 0.300 0.003™
30~40 ¥ -1.311 0.238 0.000™

20 LR 40~50 % -0.441 0.341 0.197
50~60 % 0.859 0.481 0.075
A ENZERTAG 60 £ L) I -1.066 0.406 0.009™
HEART R 20 LN 0.900 0.300 0.003™
30~40 % -0.412 0.203 0.043"
20~30 % 40~50 & 0.458 0.318 0.151
50~60 % 1.758 0.465 0.000™
60 % LI -0.167 0.386 0.666
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30~40 ¥

40~50 %

50~60 %

60 % LA L

20 HLLF
20~30 %
40~50 %
50~60 %
60 % LA L
20 AR
20~30 %
30~40 %
50~60 %
60 % LA L
20 AR
20~30 %
30~40 %
40~50 %
60 % LA L
20 LR
20~30 %
30~40 %
40~50 %
50~60 %

1.311
0.412
0.870
2.170
0.245
0.441

—0.458

-0.870
1.300

—0.625

—0.859

-1.758

-2.170

-1.300

-1.925
1.066
0.167

—0.245
0.625
1.925"

0.238
0.203
0.260
0.428
0.340
0.341
0.318
0.260
0.493
0.419
0.481
0.465
0.428
0.493
0.539
0.406
0.386
0.340
0.419
0.539

0.000
0.043"
0.001"
0.000"
0.472
0.197
0.151
0.001"
0.009"
0.137
0.075
0.000"
0.000"
0.009"
0.000
0.009"
0.666
0.472
0.137
0.000"

M7 7 ATEURILAERS 30~40 % B P AN KA KIS . SR B SHVUAVIER 1R &
=, 20 Z UL AR X B PO A L AE KIS RS RE M SAENINIER TR RAC, PIAE
RXBZEREAE. 0K 8 W LURILITA & BOT A VUEREER A, Hrh 30~40 2 1% 7 XA
FLERME AR W] R 5 T 50~60 % A1 20 0 DL R ARG X B E 7 o BRI E WA HLASAERIHE) . BS
AU E T T, IEA R EE, FEAMRMALMPAIL e E IR IR

Table 7. LSD multiple comparisons of the growth environment and certification of organic tea in different age groups

F® 7. RNEIFREENBNFEKIMEFIAIET BIZER LSD FR1EH

BH Gai()] Fi% Q) SFE 2 E(1-)) bR % BN
20~30 % -0.681 0.299 0.023"
30~40 % -1.020 0.237 0.000”
20 Y LR 40~50 % -0.408 0.340 0.232
50~60 % -0.365 0.480 0.448
AN AR B 60 Ut ~0.765 0.404 0.059
SHESRE MK EESH .
BLZCNIER T R 20 HLAF 0.681 0.299 0.023
30~40 % -0.339 0.202 0.095
20~30 % 40~50 % 0.274 0.317 0.389
50~60 % 0.317 0.463 0.495
60 £ Ll | -0.083 0.385 0.829
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20 LA 1.020 0.237 0.000™
20~30 % 0.339 0.202 0.095
30~40 ¥ 40~50 % 0.612 0.259 0.019"
50~60 % 0.655 0.426 0.125
60 ¥ U 0.255 0.339 0.452
20 LN 0.408 0.340 0.232
20~30 % -0.274 0.317 0.389
40~50 % 30~40 % -0.612 0.259 0.019"
50~60 % 0.043 0.491 0.931
60 & L\ k- -0.357 0.418 0.393
20 LN 0.365 0.480 0.448
20~30 % -0.317 0.463 0.495
50~60 % 30~40 % -0.655 0.426 0.125
40~50 % -0.043 0.491 0.931
60 ¥ LA -0.400 0.537 0.457
20 ZLLF 0.765 0.404 0.059
20~30 ¥ 0.083 0.385 0.829
60 % LI I 30~40 ¥ -0.255 0.339 0.452
40~50 % 0.357 0.418 0.393
50~60 % 0.400 0.537 0.457

WRIE 6~8 LR, AHARWMZEEELIFELAHVAER MG T, e E A IUAERE
FERESE . B AL ) BB NOZBIUE 30~40 H 0% /7 LA 60 % L L% 7, BRUAIZ AR G BLIK) 2 70
AHURE TR R e, e DRSS (B S LA B AT REE L e o AL R HLUGEBR = T A ) 20
G ULR R B, B A U B2 LS FBIE S5 D) RE A 508 AT I i O AE AR P dhoN T, ISR R R
FPRIE G, BET GRS [FRX 20 & LN 4R X BURIREAR, BT 2% i 2x 60 34 GR X B 248
AT RFEL A RN HES ™, SGHEX AN F R BOS A WA A HLA 0 T .

Table 8. LSD multiple comparisons of trust in organic tea certification in different age groups
7 8. FEIFEMRXEMANFINEEEIEEMN LSD EERE

H FER() FR0) SEBMEZE(-) bR 2= BEME

20~30 % -0.502 0.242 0.039"

30~40 % -0.720 0.192 0.000™

20 B LLF 40~50 % —0.366 0.276 0.186

T 9 A LU 50~60 % 0.506 0.389 0.194
R 35 (A RK A HLAAGIE 60 % Ak -0.419 0.328 0.202
B R M IE ) (B AT A2 20 LN 0.502 0.242 0.039"
L 30~40 ¥ -0.217 0.164 0.186

20~30 ¥ 40~50 % 0.137 0.257 0.595

50~60 % 1.008 0.376 0.008™

60 ¥ LI L 0.083 0.312 0.790
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20 AT 0.720 0.192 0.000™
20~30 % 0.217 0.164 0.186
30~40 ¥ 40~50 % 0.354 0.210 0.093
50~60 % 1.226 0.345 0.000™
60 % LA I 0.301 0.275 0.275
20 LN 0.366 0.276 0.186
20~30 % -0.137 0.257 0.595
40~50 % 30~40 ¥ -0.354 0.210 0.093
50~60 % 0.871 0.398 0.029"
60 % UL I -0.054 0.339 0.874
20 LN —0.506 0.389 0.194
20~30 % -1.008 0.376 0.008™
50~60 % 30~40 % -1.226 0.345 0.000™
40~50 % -0.871 0.398 0.029"
60 AL -0.925 0.436 0.035"
20 HLLR 0.419 0.328 0.202
20~30 ¥ -0.083 0.312 0.790
60 % LA I 30~40 ¥ -0.301 0.275 0.275
40~50 % 0.054 0.339 0.874
50~60 % 0.925 0.436 0.035"

H1¢ 9 UKL e 30~40 % 1% 7 N A LAk it I8 T At 3 308 4% - 1T B D i ) S PO R B e v »
B2 T 40~50 %A1 20 % LR ARES X B 7o 60 27 DL I P A A LA A T Atk 355 4 b1
SRS T SRR FEHEAS 55— W e T 20 25 DU AR X BURI 2 7 o AL B B A% 1A B NI BUE 30~40
B N 60 B UL BRI, IF HAE A AL N i B T H A A, RO PSR B
Jr 2RO B dh 5 IE T A 3l o5 v i B SR S L o XA BLA i RSk Z TR 20 5 DL R X
B, BB SR I 12 LS BRI A5 T RE A R A I KO AE SR S i S XA R R B F D, AN BRI

AHURE f 5T, P B EOT A 56 FRIE S D RE 2k 5 8 A I v (R AR SR 207 i o

Table 9. LSD multiple comparisons of different age groups’ willingness to buy because of the quality of organic tea

9. FTRIFREXERENBINFERRMEEMWLH LSD FEHE

BH G| ) FHMEZE(-]) PRt iR 2 B

20~30 % —0.485 0.244 0.047"
30~40 % -0.784 0.193 0.000™

20 BLLF 40~50 % -0.092 0.277 0.739

50~60 % -0.235 0.391 0.548

TN GRS R T 5 60 L\ | -0.735 0.330 0.026"
Al AL 368 4% P T B MR T S 20 LN 0.485 0.244 0.047"
30~40 % -0.299 0.165 0.071

20~30 % 40~50 % 0.393 0.258 0.130

50~60 % 0.250 0.378 0.509

60 % L I -0.250 0.314 0.426
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20 AT 0.784 0.193 0.000™
20~30 % 0.299 0.165 0.071
30~40 ¥ 40~50 % 0.692 0.211 0.001™
50~60 % 0.549 0.347 0.115
60 % LA I 0.049 0.276 0.860
20 LN 0.092 0.277 0.739
20~30 % -0.393 0.258 0.130
40~50 % 30~40 % -0.692 0.211 0.001™
50~60 % -0.143 0.400 0.722
60 % UL I -0.643 0.341 0.060
20 B LN 0.235 0.391 0.548
20~30 % -0.250 0.378 0.509
50~60 % 30~40 % -0.549 0.347 0.115
40~50 % 0.143 0.400 0.722
60 ¥ AL -0.500 0.438 0.255
20 LR 0.735 0.330 0.026"
20~30 ¥ 0.250 0.314 0.426
60 % L4 I 30~40 ¥ -0.049 0.276 0.860
40~50 % 0.643 0.341 0.060
50~60 % 0.500 0.438 0.255

1< 10 W] LUK BUAE RS 30~40 % 1% U HLAC R A IR A4 S50 DR A 4k T B0 g i D S PO R P e v »
B2 T 40~50 % F1 20 & LR ARRS X B 7 o 20~30 % (% S AN A LR B 774 SRR AR R 1T 5
FE R SR IRE EEHEAL S = IR T 20 B LU SRR X BU & o IR E S S A LR A JRAE 53
TRAFE ) 120 BB E 20~30 % A1 30~40 X 1%/, BUNKPIANMER Bl T 2 BN A LR IR S
ORI T SE SR R S L, NIREE IR 30 T o RPEHLAR IR A S OREFVETE R 20 % LUT 4R

DXBE, 8B SR U 8212 BLAE 5 (L RIE S D) RE % 558 A I 1l (A SR 5™ i o

Table 10. LSD multiple comparisons of different age groups’ willingness to buy because of the characteristics of organic tea

#F# 10. FRIFHREXBERABIRFHEMEEHEER LSD EEAE

HH (1) W) SFIME ZEAE(1-D) P iR % BEN
20~30 % —0.645 0.248 0.010"
30~40 % -0.936 0.196 0.000”
20 HLLF 40~50 % -0.282 0.282 0.319
50~60 % —0.553 0.398 0.166
NN B 60 & LA L -0.353 0.335 0.293
PROR ()AL T B A8 0 S 20 $LLF 0.645 0.248 0.010"
30~40 ¥ -0.291 0.168 0.083
20~30 % 40~50 % 0.363 0.263 0.169
50~60 % 0.092 0.385 0.812
60 % LI E 0.292 0.319 0.362
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20 Z LN 0.936 0.196 0.000”
20~30 % 0.291 0.168 0.083
30~40 % 40~50 % 0.654 0.215 0.003
50~60 % 0.383 0.353 0.280
60 % LA I 0.583 0.281 0.039"
20 Z LN 0.282 0.282 0.319
20~30 % -0.363 0.263 0.169
40~50 % 30~40 % -0.654 0.215 0.003
50~60 % -0.271 0.408 0.506
60 % A I -0.071 0.347 0.837
20 ¥ LLF 0.553 0.398 0.166
20~30 % -0.092 0.385 0.812
50~60 % 30~40 ¥ —0.383 0.353 0.280
40~50 % 0.271 0.408 0.506
60 % L I 0.200 0.446 0.654
20 ZLLF 0.353 0.335 0.293
20~30 % -0.292 0.319 0.362
60 & LA I 30~40 ¥ —0.583 0.281 0.039"
40~50 % 0.071 0.347 0.837
50~60 % —0.200 0.446 0.654

4.3. MANFER. MTERESEIIHET BRI

T A AR SRR S 108 H BT A IR, DRI A SR F 22 B 2
BB RAAT LR A3 M o WA IS 0 J e (1) 58 SCTRT BRI G e 0] 238 X6 B 25 148 T3 PR A X e 43¢ L A3
THOL, M R F T IR I B I I, T I 2R K R X BITE TR RO AN R . DA LA b
AR REAE 1) QTR AURE RO, A KIS, AR T T2 WAL, Ak, Hibh 6 4Nk
T, ARNEEH A 10, A NIRRT 3 T, kiR a Skt 600 1T, #7E 303 £y it B 60 ik %
KB IXAED, AR IR A % = 60/600 = 10%; % &% =60/303 = 19.8%.

P AU G b B AR 7= SRR ) DGR s AT 2 S B By, R AR BT 5 28 Xor#T, g Rk
11 A 1o B A RIEOT LA % AR S WLZRES, S B AR P R o R, IR
T, FEUCOEF R FIEA R AR F R A = 5E . I T T2 A = i i

Table 11. Response rate and popularity rate of concern point of product characteristic on organic tea packaging

11 ANFEE EFRFIERN XTI RE R R

B H By N M) 7 28 S ES
HKIREE 230 22.5% 75.9%
ST AU A4 bk B 7 g CR 199 19.5% 65.7%
fiE, ok MTTE 215 21.1% 71.0%
G EDrReS 181 17.7% 59.7%
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AL R 171 16.8% 56.4%
HAth 24 2.4% 7.9%
it 1020 100.0% 336.6%
ALE By B ) 7 SRR ) DG R e
) 75.9% o
80.0% 65.7% 71.0% o5
60.0% 26.4%
40.0%
20.0% 7.9%
0.0% L
BRI AT L& WHTE MR

Figure 1. Popularity rate of concern point of product characteristic on organic tea packaging

B 1 AFeR EFefHERN TR E R R

XA PR BRI DI REREAT 2 B S 047, BRI T 5AE X, SR 12 M 2. dif g
TEROAT LA Y — SO AR SR LRI, X A D RE AR B SR %, R # B, PRI A L
AR T b BV B AR B

Table 12. Response rate and popularity rate of concern point of function on organic tea packaging

F* 12, ANFEERENXERIN RN LR

A IR N M J9 2R e R
BaE DR 241 30.2% 79.5%
{45 242 30.3% 79.9%
YT ANA I ThRARIL, R TEHF]H 124 15.5% 40.9%
S It 168 21.1% 55.4%
HAth 23 2.9% 7.6%
gt 798 100.0% 263.4%
FLEE T REARII ) DGV m 7 K R
100.00% 79.50% 79.90%
80.00%
% 55.40%
60.00% 20.90%
40.00%
20.00% 7.60%
0.00%
w3k A EERFI oAt

Figure 2. Popularity rate of concern point of function on organic tea packaging

2. AMFBRMENXEIRERE
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XA P I SR A2 AT 2 B R 0AT, BFEIR T 522 X i, R 13 M 3.t R
TRET LLE B P TSR HLR M AR, BRI AR AN, IR N RIS, K
R I SR E W S WL . BIAEAHLZRAHE E, ERROZ NI R IT 4G, Ed Mg E AL,
HEE. AT EABESEEME R BTG, B EAA R, BT @R DR A I AR N,

A IRIE .

Table 13. Response rate and popularity rate of channels for purchasing organic tea
= 13. MEBNFNERHMNEME RE

BH IR N ] Jo] 2R W R e

I RZEN 182 21.4% 60.1%

i L 147 17.3% 48.5%

IR 107 12.6% 35.3%

R LRI E iiig 126 13.2% 3:.3%
DX 4% FEL T 160 18.8% 52.8%

A bR A5 140 16.4% 46.2%

JEeas 852 100.0% 281.2%

TAEAHEK B EERE

70.00%  60.10%
60.00% 52.80%

48.50% 46.20%

50.00%

LI N

Figure 3. Popularity rate of channels for purchasing organic tea
3. MELBMFERNERE

40.00% 35.30%  8-30%
30.00%
20.00%
10.00%
0.00%
R

PNyl ELinite7] WIEHRT  AHURR R

Bt — BRE A SEA WL (A M 52 B, B3RS 4, fi&] 4 A DURFILAE 500 5o HLASEE AR B Al
ANSEAHIIREYY . BASIAR S AT 100 To AP BIREAY (5 EL 56.11% % %, HUGR R B AIA S A 101~500 T BL AN )
AN A HLAS BIFEAR 5 B 29.70% . [RIE DA— M A% 300 J6/500 SeKit-5, AN E M B AE 400

J6/500 W, FZ A 900 Ju/500 7.

ERAEOBSIEM B 10015000 50007C24
(RN 300 /500%) 7L 297% £, 1.65%
501-1000

Jt, 9.57% ‘\‘

e

=0-1007C = 101-5007C 501-10007G = 1001-50007G = 50007G LA |

Figure 4. Premium willing to pay for organic tea
4. BEXMTENERRN
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5. &

AL R A, BT S E AU TR . MELERIEAEREEE . XA LR I K
JE T SEg@Ae s W SKIE RIS R AN S RFAE s TR RE BEAT 0T o WETUJa RIS IR TS M B v X A
PLZREIAEL XA VLEREAERE G C BB B 2R, (B2 B U S B0 T oAt 0
M, TR SRR A R B T k. R AR e 7 A B S HA R B SRS T L, WA LA LA
ES A B o B EAR A BOZ R A BT 2257, JF HoW T PR E ks, Nz B AR S A HLR N
b SR At E e

i R T Z T, RBUANFEEER KR AR AR VAR EERE . A%
L EIR AR BE R . LSD SRRy, Fit 30~40 X HE X ANRKAERME .. ASRENE
SHEPZRNER T FEEE fem, 20 2 LR R X Bz 7wk, JFHWADER KB EREE . 75,
File 30~40 B AL RIGEAEREEE . A B i 5 D0 T HA 338 25 - 1 B D ) S PO 2 4
e, WIRET 20 B DUNFERXEBRIE T . BRI 20 % LU ER RN IZBAT SR O REE, ok
AHNEE S, ARARTIE AR R, R REIX AN e B A ML HLR 00 1, 30
AR BB ARARANGENI A LRI AT RENE . fEAHLREIERITIH, ERERIZBUE 30~40 ¥ )% LA
K 60 Z U EZ T, IF B EEALA LR N BT AR @ R, EOX AR B 5 5 2 U
WL it JSAIE T 3 A 383 28 v i SE R W S LA - X 20 2 LR AR IX Be i /1, IR 35 T kR H
IRALSE T BE A 50T A3 N AL R 7 i, DASE T IR SEDhBE SR I i (KIAE R, WG| SRS TR I 5K

1 A R SR HOTT DU % AR S ML, bk BRI A P A S O R, ORI LT
2, BHRIOVE R SRR DI REAR B BE B L, RS EE. HIE AR At L,
N AR PR B, JFERIR T A I T T A A

WETE AL P T A LA 1842 E ZOR B I AR AN 4, HUGR A S A %, ORI
o SRS M SEA B« %7 W S AL 43 500 e S8 R AN ST IR, BL 100 JT LA A o5 L e % .
PRI A LR 8 B B ST R R R, I L — AR A LA 4 500 Se i€ 4 5 100 JERAA, il M
WEAL. PREEIE. AT EAEEIEPSRE WG, @RI, SR A DR e AR A
e, @A s E R AN RIE

ASCEE XM LA KR IS AR AT R, R BEATIE S AL TREREEE . A HLIAGIE
MIEAERERE . W SN B AOAR /s R ShRFAE 7T B2 A% HEAT SAIE )M, SECRME Y AE A WL BIF T2 77 1 Bk
ZHAE SN SAERT SO R, SRR R S

EHEWH

JE TR 5 B2 e R 2 AR 2022~2023 GFT QNE I ZRit-RI 5T H (3B 4 FR: KEEE A DL L)
FIRRER R WIH H T 172).
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