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The Impact of Media Use on Individuals’ Risk Perception of Food Safety .

An Empirical Study
FENG Qiang & SHI Yibin (Wuhan University)

Abstract: How does media use influence on individuals”’ risk perception of food safety issue? Attention to information
regarding food safety positively affects people’s risk perception. Media credibility also yields positive effects on individuals’
risk perception; such that the highly credible television leads to strong perception of food risks. Meanwhile, both systematic
processing and heuristic processing play significant mediation roles in risk perception. Systematic processing positively affects
individuals’ risk perception,while heuristic processing has negative effect. This study suggests different effects of media use
on risk perception and explores individuals” subjectivity and information processing procedure. There are complex effects
among media information input, media channel credibility and information processing mechanism in influencing individuals’
perception of food safety.

Key words: food safety; risk perception; media use; information processing
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