(DOI): 10.22092/ISFJ.2020.122578 YA(£) \A-YY Ol oMt ale alas

2 i g 39— ol Allio
Wl aw (2195 39 g0 (WSS pao HUd ) (0ged0 Jovo awslio g (0 4
98 L 2>

' sle sl T alidle Lo e (M J g e fuge

“alishahi@gau.ac.ir

C:QL.AAJ(S:)JJLA.::AS ‘AJ.‘.Q sty c&uﬂ)k&MJCJM IR ‘Lé)k:sﬁ.- C_\YJ.:.AM (5)\9‘)5 Gﬁb‘}yib\g;—\
Ol GBS GBS panls
WA cadigns ) by gl WWAA Crage il )0

(XN

* 4

anale e Gillan Jgmma o ol 1B ol OS5 mn Uy (o 223l 33T 3 oK B il 161
BRECRL OV (%) Me ol g Ky O SO a5, 8 G 135 8 o Oran flye 5 M5 O
alas 51 CBup a8 o S8 Wl Gl b b e Sl Sl 4 Sl ol bl il Sgline il sbla
5 6l Al g st QU B sl s S SN e ) amlia 5 s 2
Hos 5 w25 ey 5 (V Jl pss s s okl JaST) anli fuw ¢ s ol leDb wﬂ@ Sl Sla S
(a5 e e Ny el e s sls Ol bl sy (dos) @olstle SVl ledde (T
walsl 53 3 ol 1, IS sl sy s pSTB men 5 31 5K st 5 S mb
s S an ) S 05l s OS5 Ol (olo (g OV Sl ST g (o5 e (s b ek
it 53 5 0 Wl sy Son S Ll 555 1 S e e SeasS 5 el (Sl s S Giles
P T -SRI TRCI ' J X S URCUN PSSP IP R S I AP SPRE SO gV S FPRTES
£5 oyl e e p s bl b dd S Ll S Sl Jale o e e s oSS Lo o
W3 e s, IS s 5K heil L it uldne 5 e S 4 S T pmed 5 sl 5w
K OAICSPPN J JCHRIRN SR AP SN J S SPR Lt S JUPPR = SN IV JHES

Caosd (SN (S ¢ E NS B punn 53 e55n S GONAS IS

s s


mailto:alishahi@gau.ac.ir

wolB8) (o sgde Jas tuwlie 5 (L5

OIS 5 Jsu Sl

S 598 50 o] Gras diliw lie 45 9K ol
(o AV () Ken 5 Js Sbu,y) cwl 0L
Sl ol ljole o glalasde LB g (VYAQ
Jho yo Gl onl adg Gl 5l aoys B¢ sga> S
Slyolo g ades ol 1V USKS Cewl saua 5 jols AT
WWYA-0 sl Jlo b 1) ()95 5 2byo) e JS
sboods e bl aldll) sas el

(YYA-10 sl JLs

MR

(o) ©lyole g udgi polis

A\ EEES
\ | | | | | | | | | | I :
sess )
. I I | I I i I Il g I i I
V& A A AY AY AL A0 AL AY AN AR 4

EVRY-T
O S e alS ) sl hg 8 4 olaidl Swls
bl ple 4 j5u8 5l dle ;0 a5 (65,5liS Y g
Slofg ol 5l (Sl Y g sd oo polo ez
Oliee et plojle [l o 3T o ijlsyes
sgax> VA0 o o Ml OVgaxme Oljole
o0y Yo i FAVYYD o,& o5l Lo VYYD

= sy

494y ar o Qo

((nsd JLo) 3l

1VA0 BIYYA sl le 1o wiyolo g 65uo dudgi S ¢l jmo dow Lo Y JSCi
Figure 1: Comparison of total shrimp production and exports during 2001 to 2018
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Table 2: Confirmatory factor analysis
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Figure 2: The conceptual model of research
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Abstract

Increasing the per capita consumption of shrimp in the country needs to examine consumer’s behavior,
in this way, a product will be produced according to the interests of the consumption community and
the barriers to consumption will be removed in the country. Since the behavior of consumers of one
type of food (shrimp) may vary in different regions, assessing this difference will help provide
strategies for increasing per capita consumption. The purpose of this study was to compare the
behavior of shrimp consumers in three geographical regions of the country; coastal, central and
mountainous regions. Data collection tool was a questionnaire (completed in the second half of 2019)
and statistical analysis method was structural equation modeling (SEM). The results showed that in
coastal areas, unlike the central and mountainous regions, the convenience of shrimp cooking and
packaging did not have a significant effect on the attitude of the individuals as well as the access factor
on the behavior control element. Further, it was found that in central and mountainous areas, in
contrast to coastal areas, time and place of consumption are not effective on behavior control element.
According to the results in coastal and mountainous areas, the most important variable affecting
people's attitude was the quality of shrimp, but in the central regions packaging variable replaced
quality. In coastal and central areas, the effect of price on behavioral control was more pronounced
than other factors but in mountainous areas, access was the most effective factor on behavior control
element. According to the findings, in all three regions, supply and processing type as well as
household income were positively and significantly influenced on attitude and behavior control
element, respectively. Therefore, given the differences in shrimp consumers' behavior in the three
regions, to increase per capita consumption, shrimp production and supply industry managers must
adopt strategic policies appropriate to each region's target markets.
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