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Abstract

This study aims to propose an improvement plan for expanding the use of animal welfare
certification marks in processed foods by surveying consumers, livestock manufacturers, and
distributors. The survey involved 33 manufacturers and distributors in Korea, as well as 105
consumers. Regarding the animal welfare certification system in processed foods, respondents from
the manufacturing and distribution sectors showed mostly positive views, with no significant
differences based on company size. When rating animal welfare certification marks, most respondents
preferred higher percentages of certified livestock content. Statistically significant differences were
observed depending on education level, with consumers holding graduate degrees more likely to
demand higher raw material content. Additionally, consumers under middle school graduation were
more likely to consider products with at least 30% certified content as contributing to value
consumption. The study suggests that the animal welfare certification system could be more effective
if processed foods were classified according to the level of animal welfare certified content, offering
more options to consumers without causing price burdens. The research also highlighted that
consumers value animal welfare certification, believing it contributes to ethical consumption, and
recommended clearer labeling and regulations to help consumers feel their purchases support animal
welfare.
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S} BEEA FASH ASALE G SHFREAALAFAWO AN
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S=9IAE 3] (Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals, RSPCA) 534522
A, F, &%, 55 T STEE Wiro] AR R ulRt SEEA| 7SS SA=E St
QAISAIEE Aol QUrh(Han, 2010). YEHEE YIHE=5-2H S FI)(Dierenbescherming)
oA Alg¥3l= Beter Leven I5AI7} QLoH, 3949 552 st SEEA TAHCTARS,
AEYE ) TSI o, MY vt UeaE SERA B9 7o) =t A
OJH|gHtHWoo, 2014). =H] S4GL Q] SAE AR=AH SE5AY Sika AlET 234
oA}t Aldo] ZE5o1A QIA| RO FEEA] F4Fs ASA = S F2kE HsiAe =
W Aol o= Ado] StRIE|ojof il AbEEth(Shin, 2015).

SUSAIER = FEEARIS F429] 76 2 4H] S flsf 20179 SEESH Al
B2 S M TEFA A 15 A WS gisto] 71& A% - TS - 95
AL85 9 T M5 AR 0 R QRO 7HAIES EARE 4] AF i BAIE §185HA
g AA 7HsAE AR - 7R SOl digt B A4l 9 8L EER uiREe] QA gt
(Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs, 2021).

U] SEEA] SARs QSA| Aste TRt Ak R AHRRR R84 TR &
H]9} QISAo]| TRE AH|ALY] QA& FH O & o]F0iA|L Qlth Yoon(2014)2 4% FEEA]
ZALS Qo BEEASAL A 7|2 9 7lolEeRlE AXSl FEEAY St gt BAA
4 e EAoke AL FEH0R A5 APl TEEAT F4S Aol f2u
2ol ARt TEEA7EE Asks Aol AZAA |} siglom, olF sl B, A, Adzt
Gt AHROIAE A= FHSk= Zlo] BAsHL st Eeh w9 F2EASA 53
AR Ae 9 S A5 g SEEAR AR A Weke AASIIH. Park
(2019)2 AHIARR] §H A AH|QIA 0] §2|A 4H] JARl FEEAIS Aol IS =
A5 FolHslth. FEEARISAES TRt ATl U= SHAR= 60%IARL SEEA] A%
AES T2 Frioks SHARE 4% Uehgon, Z&219] AHIE 913t jiQto g AlR]A] ek -
SEEA] - T = 1Eohs 824 AHAE TEEA| A5 Al T 48A1=A9] 7Rs
= AASHAT: Kang(2017)2 AHAES dCE S=5AR1F A0 tisl 7Idisk= 4] 7t
Z|7F BRHE oju]A] Aot Fhi| Qo] mR= ok EASHL TEEAQS SibEol thet
2RSS 71 71X)9] skl RR1Ql EAA 7R, AAIA 71, 24 71 BRHE oH|A] Al
o ojof] FofRt AUAAE BASINE AR} REdAtE SAHoE T FEEAS
£9], 3EEARNS SAEY] Bl 155 B3t ov]A] Al MR AH|R] ) Qo
A% FFE HAE Ao UEt SEEARIS ARl tiet AHR] AIZE w0 74
oot Al Ae(FHL)7HA 11T 4= e 8% AR ARl o= ZRlsigith

SEEARIS SAEY f5 9 4H] BHSE AT Tt A7 AEE 02 o]FofR] 1
o, & A A LU R8s SEEAQS SAMES] IS A AEo] Hish
Tofste] SEEAQIS FAREO AH| A5} RO g FEEAQS HibE THHAE AX
Al QIF SARE A ol e SARE AR 9 F-8ARE AR oA Fjt - =&t
QISA #A| -G o] oigt ZAAHREE AQbskaA} gt

Il. ZALE R SH

1. ZAL CHY
SR ASHLHARAY, HHAYMCA, FFAHAAY, =dEAS U END, X+
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AAB|RA, (ADIAARZETRZ RSN 5 AHAF G| 9 ARG F2E Bof 105
go] &AL -SHEI o 11 2= Table 13+ At} AA| SEAL 1057 F EAlO] Alckal
St AR 907(85.7%), 520l ARl St AR 15(14.3%)019, AH2 HAPt 20
H(19.0%), oJRH7} 858(81.0%) 02 LrEFTE A1# O] - 50~59A417F 298(27.6%) 22 71
=7 VR, 304] njeto] 2778(25.7%), 40~49417} 19%(18.1%), 30~39417} 178(16.2%),
604 o]ido] 1375(12.4%) o]t A€ offof tfsf AmEH 7]&o] 79%(75.2%), H|Eo]
2678(24.8%) 02 UELLal, A §F9] A9 A l3o] 33%(31.4%), A §lsol 727
(68.6%) 0.2 UERITE 252 6019 9 ojAJo] 257(23.8%) 0.2 7Fd &=9kor, 501~6007
9lo] 16%8(15.2%), 401~500F o] 207(19.0%), 301 ~4009F Yo] 14(13.3%), 201~300%F
o] 217(20.0%), 2005t A ©J5k7} 9E(8.6%) «O= LRt 59 H¢- tigo] 687
(64.8%) 0= 7Fg Wokyl, 11Fo] 257(23.8%), tetd ool 108(9.5%), 5= olsk7} 2

Table 1. Survey respondent characteristics of consumer

Classification Frequency
City 90 (85.7)
Living area

Rural 15 (14.3)

Male 20 (19.0)

Gender

Female 85 (81.0)

Under 30 27 (25.7)

30~39 17 (16.2)

Age 40~49 19 (18.1)
50~59 29 (27.6)

Over 60 13 (12.4)

Married 79 (75.2)

Marriage status

Single 26 (24.8)

Presence 33 (31.4)

Children

Absence 72 (68.6)

200= 9 (8.6)

201~300 21 (20.0)

Monthly income 301~400 14 (13.3)
(10 thousand won) 401 ~500 20 (19.0)
501~600 16 (15.2)

601< 25 (23.8)

Under the middle school graduation 2 (1.9)

High school 25 (23.8)

Education level

College 68 (64.8)

More than graduate school 10 (9.5)
Total 105 (100.0)
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(1.9%) &A= ERl=Qich

2. K| SN0 Chet MEIH ZA

S FREANS F2, AR 9E U £HAFE o] il FakE A%
9§59 BHE thoR FREAS F4E U /F3AE Bl 9 7o) Alg), B Hlg,
BAE A W, Y ) 9 o Ok HEEARKS S el Tt o4l 5o
ool EASIGT FAKE UB GE @ At o AR o] Ak T30l thelAlE
AASET ofF BB Besle] 269 PR UL Bof AxIstct

3. SAXE A EM

E Q79 $75 A== SPSS(statistical package for the social sciences) WIN 25.0 3g ]2
S A}g3lo] EAZ 0 RGN TEA S EAL wlolsly] Yste] HIEE A (frequency
analysis) & ALAJSlo] WIES} WBE S AESIRon] Uek 1 Aol AL 93] FHolAEG)
S NGB 29I A9 A, A, Yol AE oI A S, 71T 9 45,
Ao 0R TEslel BAst

n. Axt 3 0F
1. SEFXAUZ FAUS 0 ey
SuR}9] Akl Aol U} FEEAIQIZE ZAE o % Aol Table 29} Zo] Lelst

Table 2. Experience in purchasing animal welfare-certified livestock products

Experience in purchasing

Classification Total x p
Yes No
Cit 69 (76.7 21 (213 90 (100.0
Living area Y (76.7) (213) ( ) 0.690 0.406
Rural 10 (66.7) 5 (33.3) 15 (100.0)
. Presence 18 (54.5) 15 (45.5) 33 (100.0) .
Children 11.061 0.001
Absence 61 (84.7) 11 (15.3) 72 (100.0)
. Married 65 (82.3) 14 (17.7) 79 (100.0) -
Marriage status . 8.488 0.004
Single 14 (53.8) 12 (46.2) 26 (100.0)
200= 4 (44.9) 5 (55.6) 9 (100.0)
201~300 14 (66.7) 7 (33.3) 21 (100.0)
Monthly income 301~400 10 (71.4) 4 (28.6) 14 (100.0) 8,083 0152
(10 thousand won) 401~500 16 (80.0) 4 (20.0) 20 (100.0) ' '
501~600 14 (87.5) 2 (12.5) 16 (100.0)
601< 21 (84.0) 4 (16.0) 25 (100.0)
Under middle school graduation 0 (0.0) 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0)
i High school 15 (60.0 10 (40.0 25 (100.0 "
Education g (60.0) (40.0) ( ) 11.525 0.009
level College 55 (80.9) 13 (19.1) 68 (100.0)
More than graduate school 9 (90.9) 1 (10.1) 10 (100.0)
Total 79 (75.2) 26 (24.8) 105 (100.0)

“p<0.01, "p<0.001.
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o Qi AR B A 9, 2L, Sl e $REAS 7o) 0] thet Kol 5A
o O Ajolg Btk A §50] 2 FREALS 7o) 4% Aol FEREAAS
24k 7 Aol Gt Sdo] A7k Qi AR saT%gon], At ol A9t
54.5%z Ve, A7 Qs 297} At Sl A9 ET BREANS 24 T Aol
B B 202 SIRoirkp<0.001). ZE ool U FBEAIS T FY Kol 71ERt
L 5EEAE Z4E 7o) Ao] 823%E et 4o vEnn o £ S0
Boon, BB FREAQLS 42 T AYo] Grk 7 462%z Ueht, Arisow
71 Abch B 7 et BAK0R $oJ8 Xjol Reirkp<0.01). B2le] HE FEEAS
% 7ol A% Ao Ak, sjeio] £24E HREARLS H42 o) Ae] wL Aoz Il
sglon, slelo] Less FREAUS F4E 7o) Aol Be A0 Uehitt 3RsE
AAATFA020)014 LA ABLA G RAONA] FBEARS Sk T 24 Ar
“SREAQlS S4ME ol Aol girkehs ST o, TS Hol glovk, HT 1 F
T Ho] Gtk 2%, F TR SRS UL FBEA ABE /HE UL 30%
BREAS AEES 1 ol TUUck 7} 4% SR 60% T Aol Y Aow
Ueph Q1) Z71o] wet 200eEet 29 AEo] U vigo] Z7KE R0 SIsterh

2. SESXAUS 7S Sit= 100 e

TRt %ol QILk7F 78.8%, A7 Qe B9 417%E e, A7E = BT e
ARG Sk 7R A 7l Adel o w2 A1 Bltt A7 Sle B9 = mAdT
SARE 7heAE T B Eo] §lh 7 78.8%E, A 0 R A7t gle AR A7t Sl
SEAW FEEARNT Fiba 7heAE 7l el fivke el w2 ASE etk
(p<0.001). BE ool W Aihe WEAR: FEEAUT FihE 7ReAE T A9l
o7k 80.8%5 LERE, AR 712AH44.3%) ek o A UERLL, 7123k e AR
of et 7t 55.7%% UER, wlEAi(19.29%) 0 AT 0= ] BRol o w2 A0% UERd
THp<0.001). £59] B¢ “F=HARIG Fiha 7H-AE2 iRt 9ol ol 6"o] 501
~600%F ¥ A50] AHAT} 75.0%2 71 w7 ek 6015t o ool 68.0%=, 7 9
o] AHH R A Uebdom, 7l Feo] fiths S50l 201~3007F Aof|A] 81.0%, 2007
A ofal7E 77.8%. AHA R NASAHY | FYo] §itks FFE BIATHp<0.0D).

3. SEEUS = X IISAE A0

FEEAUT FikE 2 7RAE T ol i) S5l T8 4E ARt 2
o, A S < 8978(100%) 0= YERHIL, W7k A=t w8 @Rt FERA0] Helo] Hrt
L BES 17 4 QoA 7t 393%E 7P B2 A0 g FRIE|QIrkTable 4). T3, ‘SEEA]
IS SAHE - 7REAEC] 9% B 501 5T A oA 7E 28.1%, SEEANS Sk
7RsAEO] B I A ZobA 7 21.3%, =71OIAM ASShe FARECl7] tEel A=t 7
A7F 10.1%, 7TEF7F 11% ollem, 7[eke tiguiEoiAl AJ4 & 7} lQict. 4t

20217 AT BREARIS S4KE Tolo] wXE 89) ATOE FREANS FiE
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Table 3. Experience in purchasing processed food for animal welfare-certified livestock products

Experience in purchasing

Classification Total 2° p
Yes No
City 45 (50.5) 45 (50.5) 90 (100.0)
Living area 2.813 0.094
Rural 4 (26.7) 11 (73.3) 15 (100.0)
Presence 7 (21.2) 26 (78.8) 33 (100.0) .
Children 12.528 0.000
Absence 42 (58.3) 30 (41.7) 72 (100.0)
Married 44 (55.7) 35 (44.3) 79 (100.0)
Marriage status 10.451 0.001
Single 5(19.2) 21 (80.8) 26 (100.0)
200> 2 (22.2) 7 (77.8) 9 (100.0)
201~300 4 (19.0) 17 (81.0) 21 (100.0)
) 301~400 5 (35.7) 9 (64.3) 14 (100.0) .
Monthly income 19.026 0.002
(10 thousand won) 401~500 9 (45.0) 11 (55.0) 20 (100.0)
501~600 12 (75.0) 4 (25.0) 16 (100.0)
601< 17 (68.0) 8 (32.0) 25 (100.0)
Under middle school graduation 0 (0.0) 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0)
) High school 9 (36.0) 16 (64.0) 25 (100.0)
Education 3911 0271
level College 34 (50.0) 34 (50.0) 68 (100.0)
More than graduate school 6 (60.0) 4 (40.0) 10 (100.0)
Total 49 (46.7) 56 (53.3) 105 (100.0)

"p<0.01, “"p<0.001.

Table 4. Reasons for purchasing animal welfare-certified livestock products and processed foods

Classification Frequency
Animal welfare-certified livestock products and processed foods seem to have excellent nutrition 25 (28.1)
and quality. '
R fi h . . .
casons for purchasing Animal welfare-certified livestock products and processed foods will be safer. 19 (21.3)
animal welfare-certified
livestock products and Rewarded that some of the expenses I paid contribute to animal welfare. 35 (39.3)
fe . . .
processed. foods It’s a livestock product certified by the state, so it’s trustworthy. 9 (10.1)
Etc. 1 (1.1
Total 89(100.0)

This survey allowed multiple responses.

OI<

of ol F2uAo] ofu}

IS 958 Ll § Gelal T SRAUS S
of ) el Aol % :

3 gL Fohn vert SR 298 2o

L

4. SESXRIE 5;*"5 | 7ESAIE OIFOH(HIMS)

FREANS SUE L 7FRAE Tush S o)f YY) A S 5 STH(100%). 02
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Uehgow, “FERAUS SAE - 7RAES 27 oA 7t 43.9%= 7P =3It ESL
A g BA] GOt 7F 17.5%, ‘GRE SATERCH A 7E 15.8%, SEEA|IS SAE]
T3t AW} BEslo], A7) 717 ok 7} 15.8%, 71EF} 7.0% 4208 UehdthTable 5).
olgfdt A HYUSAPAER, =g Yo]A] 2022 AAF FERT FHIAFAIAE GAF
3 ATE BT F 50008 FHAF T 148570] TEEA| FAs ASAEE 1 AAT
FEEARIS SAES FiE o] glthal SHeIoH FEEAIS S4teS ekl o
£ ol REIE WA, Yuk FAERT JjF o v 7k ook

5. S i JHBAE #5 70 Ot

SRS Luby Aol B T FREAAS FAE - FEAES T 2 Hol
Table 63} 0] vhebgom), 2] weh] BAR O §olt Aol Holt A0 ek
Sj2o] 2 GF FBRANF FAE - /1BAES THT o4 o] Ak, Tk bt
QltH= -g2of tish ol4to] 100.0%, tHEAT 98.5%, ILEAL7T 88.0%, HZA7T 50.0% <=0
2 UERY, gfelo] £948 5 BREAAS Z42 - HEHES TG AP L Ao
2 Uethp<0.01). ¥ SEAe Qubd AR 3 A9, A §7, BE, A5 0L I
FBEAUS ZAE - 7FRAES TT A BAROR o5t ol g Holx] g Ao
2 S (p>005). FREANF S48 7o) o)) B3t A3 Kim(013)0] 2] o
O AT FEEA B MR AR A0S Btk S9A 1699 F FREANS
S48 ol A e e 225(13.0%), “3hS” 108(63.9%), * BB 31(18.3%), G
8T, S 9L 000702 theht 2n)4 B it BBEAZSY ASAS
QUajskaL glow Qs Zakee] 7l oAbt ok

6. SEEXNS S SR et oA

SEAY] GeH ARl WE SEEARIS SAE 7I5AEY 44 98 TR Aol
Table 72} o] Uelgtth. o] wlebx] BAH R ROt 2lolg Helom g e 55
BTG SAE 7154189 A4 du TeF Afo] 2, tigh oAk 70% o9 9=
Aol A7gottts R0l 40.0%=2 7HE EA YERT 50% o] shaago] AYsith=
SHO| hEAE 54.4%, AEA = 52.0%=, FHH O tfehy oldat 5 olst gt2l9] 37
AHT B 2 S92 Hole ZA2E UEHTH(p<0.05). ¥FH SRt Uutd A} 5 A9,

Table 5. Reasons for not purchasing animal welfare-certified livestock products and processed foods

Classification Frequency

It’s hard to find animal welfare-certified livestock products and processed foods. 25 (43.9)

Reasons for not purchasing It’s more expensive than normal livestock products. 9 (15.8)

imal welfare-certifi . . . . . .
a1.11ma welfare-certified Due to a lack of information on animal welfare-certified livestock products, there is no trust. 9 (15.8)
livestock products and

processed foods Don’t go shopping in person. 10 (17.5)

Etc. 4 (7.0)
Total 57 (100.0)

This survey allowed multiple responses.
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Table 6. Intention to purchase animal welfare-certified livestock products or processed foods in the future

Purchase intention

Classification Total xz P
Yes No

City 85 (94.4) 5 (5.6) 90 (100.0)

Living area 0.875 0.350
Rural 15 (100.0) 0 (0.0 15 (100.0)
Presence 30 (90.9) 3091 33 (100.0)

Children 1.989 0.158
Absence 70 (97.2) 2 (2.8) 72 (100.0)
Married 76 (96.2) 3 (3.8) 79 (100.0)

Marriage status 0.654 0.419
Single 24 (92.3) 2 (1.7) 26 (100.0)
200> 8 (88.9) 1 (11.1) 9 (100.0)
201~300 19 (90.5) 12 (9.5) 21 (100.0)
; 301~400 14 (100.0) 0 (0.0 14 (100.0)

Monthly income 3,660 0.599
(10 thousand won) 401~500 20 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 20 (100.0)
501~600 15 (93.8) 1 (63) 16 (100.0)
601< 24 (96.0) 1 (4.0) 25 (100.0)
Under middle school graduation 1 (50.0) 1 (50.0) 2 (100.0)

High school 22 (88.0) 3 (12.0) 25 (100.0) o

Education level 14.037 0.003
College 67 (98.5) 1 (1.5) 68 (100.0)
More than graduate school 10 (100.0) 0 (0.0) 10 (100.0)
Total 100 (95.2) 5 (4.8) 105 (100.0)

"p<0.05.

78 | Resour Sci Res, Vol. 7, No. 2
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2 200, 23 oK) HLo] e A0 SRlulch 30% ol YRS M
3, 200) 57 AR G120] ek SEArEe] Hol Mdishs AFE Roitt. Uolt ol
3 HElelo] WeE Ioln 71TAE0] eSS 0% oAk, 30% o4 B Ak
7350 Lhebdet. “00% oA, 0% ool SEE SEASE A9 7 solEErRe EA
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Aoz pekl)

7. SEEX| QI=N S35 M=
] i Al e SRS S Fol} L] ol kol
2 39 Hjoli= Table 87} o] Lhehdr}. stelo] wjeby AR GOt Aolg Holi=
flo2 veiskos, el ol 48 f12 150] 80% oHe. Holof Hsle] 7
ofghchal A2 Sto] 400%, T olste] Anlant o S SHS BHom, HEk



BU AU CRY SEERQS ZHS AU 24

Table 7. Proper raw material content of animal welfare certified livestock products processed food

Proper raw material content

Classification Total 22 p
90% < 70% < 50% < 30% <

City 5 (5.6) 23 (25.6) 44 (489) 18 (20.0) 90 (100.0)

Living area 0.891 0.828
Rural 0 (0.0) 4 (26.7) 8 (53.3) 3.(20.0) 15 (100.0)
Presence 0 (0.0) 5 (15.2) 19 (57.6) 9 (27.3) 33 (100.0)

Children 6283 0.099
absence 5 (6.9) 22 30.6) 33 (458) 12 (167) 72 (100.0)
Married 5 (6.3) 23 (29.1) 39 (494) 12 (152) 79 (100.0)

Marriage status 6.772 0.080
Single 0 (0.0) 4 (15.4) 13 (50.0) 9 (346) 26 (100.0)
200> 0 (0.0) 2 (22.2) 3 (33.3) 4 (44.4) 9 (100.0)
201~300 1 (4.8) 2 (9.5) 14 (66.7) 4 (19.0) 21 (100.0)
: 301 ~400 1(7.1) 4 (28.6) 7 (50.0) 2 (143) 14 (100.0)

Monthly income 11.587 0710
(10 thousand won) 401~500 1 (5.0 5 (25.0) 10 (50.0) 4 (20.0) 20 (100.0)
501 ~600 1 (63) 5 (31.3) 9 (56.3) 1 (6.3) 16 (100.0)
601< 1 (4.0) 9 (36.0) 9 (36.0) 6 (24.0) 25 (100.0)

Under middle
sehool graduation  ° (0.0) 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (10.0) 2 (100.0)
: High school 0 (0.0) 6 (24.0) 13 (520) 6 (240) 25 (100.0) .

Education 17.336°  0.044

level College 5 (7.4) 17 (25.0) 37 (544) 9 (132) 68 (100.0)
More than
graduate school 0 (0.0) 4 (40.0) 2 (20.0) 4 (40.0) 10 (100.0)
Total 5 (4.8) 27 (25.7) 52 (49.5) 21 (20.0) 105 (100.0)
“p<0.05.

W AEARE 60% olgelzhs SHOl A 55.9%, 56.0%% WER, AtiZos tiskel o,
= ol5lY] LHREY H £ §HS Hols ACE FRIFHIH $F ofste] AHAR= 30%
ool Y TRl 7H4R]o) 7]odtttar BZRITh= SHO] 100.0%, FEos 1%
olFe] AHHEL 7R 4H]o Z]ofRittal AZskE AR S| Ve W Ao® UER
CHp<0.05). ¥ AL} Ak AR} & A9, A R, B, &50] T 7Rx]4H|9 7]
AL Aok Ya A Aole BAMLE Fott AolE HolA o= A= UERHth
(p>0.05). 7FAFNA FEEA F4b57d ASAE Rl Wt 80% oV HEFA A 1t
Ay, 60% o= AT i), 30% VIR I vk d} o] SH) el 7MY
o 243t ol Fgol FEEAC] oFRRIAL BATH=AIE = SHOlA 80% oz
A AT ) SHARS 1378(13%), ‘60% OVI(=TA Q1T TRy 557(54%), 30% OVI(E
P Q1T miE) 3478(33%)C10H. 80% oPHEEFA RIF i) o] HAgtow S5
OJHFAIRITRAL SR SHAL 13 5 47| ‘tietd Y oA, 7o) ‘et o' YE
WO, 30% OVI(EIHY A5 vy o] F4ee] FEEA] oHRTAL SHI SHAE
20tf Hlgo] 7 =9kl 7REAEo] 2008t 9 o]s), XEsleo] Fotw &Y olskl YR}
oA Hlgo] 2 Zo& Uepth

Resour Sci Res, Vol. 7, No. 2 | 79



Yu et al.

Table 8. Degree of rating of the certification raw material content that you think can contribute to value consumption

Degree of rating of the certification
Classification raw material content Total 22 p

80% < 60% < 30% <

City 12 (133) 47 (52.2) 31 (344) 90 (100.0)

Living area 0.577 0.749
Rural 1 (6.7) 8 (53.3) 6 (404) 15 (100.0)
Presence 3(9.1) 18 (545) 12 (364) 33 (100.0)

Children 0.481 0.786
Absence 10 (13.9) 37 (51.4) 25 (34.7) 72 (100.0)
Married 11 (13.9) 43 (544) 25 (31.6) 79 (100.0)

Marriage statuss 2.038 0.361
Single 2(7.7) 12 (462) 12 (462) 26 (100.0)
200> 2.(222) 2(222)  5(556) 9 (100.0)
201~300 3(143) 9 (429) 9 (429) 21 (100.0)
: 301~400 3(214) 75000 4 (28.6) 14 (100.0)

Monthly income 16.296 0.091
(10 thousand won) 401~500 2 (10.0) 14 (70.0) 4 (20.0) 20 (100.0)
501 ~600 1(63) 13 (813) 2 (125 16 (100.0)
601< 2 (80) 10 (40.0) 13 (52.0) 25 (100.0)

Under middle school graduation 0 (0.0) 0 (0.0) 2 (100.0) 2 (100.0)

: High school 1 (40) 14 (56.0) 10 (40.0) 25 (100.0) .
Education 12.853 0.045
level College 8 (11.8) 38 (55.9) 22 (324) 68 (100.0)
More than graduate school 4 (40.0) 3 (30.0) 3 (30.0) 10 (100.0)
Total 13 (124) 55 (524) 37 (352) 105 (100.0)
"p<0.05.
V. 2 oF
2 A= Y AER g FEEARIS SAME AHHEE B4 oH, BAE AE
Lokl thadt Atk SARE 7HS AR S EEA AR ASAl 5E2

3jo] that o)
oA AZ LGB Y SEASS FHHol 83G08%), T FHolk 7
(269%), “EBOIck” 6%(23.1%), “FAHoIA] Yk 38(11.5%), TNS- FHHoIA] gkt 273
(7% $A2 Uehtor st o] B ol EAFCR Rolgt Aol Holx] ghe
A0 ehdrhp-0.05). BEEA SAFS Y EAS 530 T v £ulA7E 42 FBEA)
of oJuAIZ 4+ Gl Fd TRTHE 80% OMIESA QF Tk SRS 139(124%), “60%
OV 91 UE) S5(524%), “30% OVCEHY Q1% Uy 37(35.2%) 0.2 T
9lor o] webd BAHOE SOt Xjol Holt O ehtor, tekel olge] &
U UE FRo] 80%01HS Elojol 7H 4] Zlofgitk Azt ol 40.0%z,
o ofsto] AnlAuct H & SYE HYom, thEA TEAH: 60% ol4joleks Sl
2427} 55.9%, 56.0% eI, AeiH 08 ekl o4, % olste] Anlaurt o 2 39S
Boli= Zo& IG5 of5to] 2uIRH= 30% o44o) U FHgFolw FHdnlo] 7]

80 | Resour Sci Res, Vol. 7, No. 2



I AHIRE R SSEXQIE EAHS AT

ol
i

it
AT
1z

ofgtrhiL ARt S0l 1000%, ATHHOR 3% o]44o] Anlabrt 7x|4ule] Z]ofst
oh A7eke AR 0] 71%0] e A0 Uehithp00s). B3t SREAE S48
2 Fulshe 8 097} UL AT Hlg Ui SREA] o] Hrks By 7
% QoI R AHAE FREAS ABTHE BT /|4v] ARS FASIT Az
A0% et SREALS ABTHES B3] AL FEEAR] Jlofsin glos
T3 SREASN 4 QA BHIE Ao wTrhs AL AoiE 4 JEE 5BEX
Q1% 4 F1BAE0] it Ax 7 el 59 shevke Beel) Bolska Pelslol
aulA BRE Folok & Aow AZE.

V. i

1. Han JH. 2010. International trends in farm animal welfare and domestic policy directions.
J Korean Vet Med Assoc 46:914-924.

2. Jeong ES, Cho MH. 2021. Examination on relationships between consumer expected values
about animal welfare certified food, attitudes and purchase intention: An application of VAB
model. Korean J Hosp Tourism 30:91-104.

3. Kang JH. 2017. Effect of expected value of the animal welfare authentication food on brand
image enhancement and purchase intention. Int J Tourism Manage Sci 32:449-473.

4. Kim JN. 2013. An analysis on efficiency of animal welfare certification: About pig pregnancy
stalls. MS thesis, Kyungpook National Univ. Daegu, Korea.

5. Korea Rural Economic Institute. 2020. Basic analysis report on the 2020 food consumption
behavior survey. Available from: https://www.krei.re.kr/krei/researchReportView.do?key=67&
pageType=010101&bibliold=527881&pageUnit=10&searchCnd=all&searchKrwd=&pagelndex=1.
Accessed at Dec 13. 2023.

6. Ministry of Agriculture, Food and Rural Affairs. 2021. Survey of public awareness on animal
protection. Available from: https://www.animal.go.kr/front/community/show.do;jsessionid=1JLqW
stkDDUvt3afvtlaUMQG1 XFcatFUnNdPiSJISLnPKBW7VxtkTKSLYaw1i2Mrk.aniwas2_servlet fro
nt;jsessionid=IJLqWsfkDDUvt3afvtlaUMQG1 XFcatFUnNdPiSISLnPKBW7Vxtk TKSLYaw 1i2Mrk.
aniwas2_servlet_front?boardld=boardID03 &page=1&pageSize=10&keyword=&column=&menuNo=
7000000005&seq=300028. Accessed at Dec 02. 2023.

7. Na L. 2014. Domestic animal welfare policy trends. World Agric 163:91-103.

8. Park JE. 2019. Current status of animal welfare. Food Sci Anim Resour Ind 8:78-86.

9. Shin DM. 2015. A study on domestic and international policy trends and consumer awareness
regarding animal welfare-based livestock farming. MS thesis, Kangwon National Univ.
Chuncheon, Korea.

10. Wu BJ. 2014. EU trends in animal welfare policy. World Agric 163:45-62.

11. Yoon MH. 2014. A study on the animal welfare improvement through design: Focused on

pigpen design. Korea Sci Art Forum 16:237-237.

Resour Sci Res, Vol. 7, No. 2 | 81



