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Abstract

Food quality and safety issues are related to the national economy and the people’s livelihood, food
quality and safety issues since the outbreak of the new crown was once again on the limelight. How
to rationalize people’s food quality and safety awareness, so that people correctly understand food
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quality and safety, to avoid panic spending behavior as our research purposes. Based on the mode of
“KAP”, this paper analysis on the New Coronal Epidemic by Sampling Survey Awareness of Food
Safety Risk. The results showed that there were obvious differences in the attitude of the student
group towards the quality and safety of the surrounding agricultural products in terms of gender,
college, experience, grade and other variables. This paper attempts to objectively describe the food
safety risk of students in college S cognition provides reference for food safety supervision strategy
under the background of new coronavirus epidemic.
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Table 1. Basic characteristics of interviewed college students
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Table 2. Reliability Statistics
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Table 3. KMO and Bartlett test
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Table 5. Difference analysis of variables in each dimension
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