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Abstract  

Research regarding the impact of food packaging cues on product quality perception 
is relatively new. The role of various food packaging elements on product quality 
perceptions remain unclear. This study examined the characteristics of food packaging 
cues and their impact on product quality perceptions. This study is grounded on “Cue 
utilization theory” which explains the role of environmental stimuli in the formation 
of perceptions regarding the product. The framework of the study has been proposed 
by combining comprehensive set of Brand name, Price, Country of Origin, Nutritional 
label, Precautionary label and Perceived product quality. The research will plug 
the gaps in the literature of consumer behaviour and to generalize the results in the 
Pakistani consumer market. There is a scarcity of empirical studies which offer wide-
ranging information regarding consumer mindset specifically in Asian contexts. Hence, 
this study provides practitioners with a framework to make appropriate marketing 
strategies. This study also makes theoretical and practical contributions.

Keywords: Food packaging cues, perceived product quality.

1.0	 Introduction

The modern day concept of consumer behaviour revolves around the consumer as the 
ultimate authority (Pearce, 2016). This viewpoint makes it important for enterprises 
to get a deeper comprehension of consumer perceptions for product differentiation 
as well as to gain competitive edge (Ravikanth & Rao, 2016). Consumer behaviour 
is complex and the choices that are made majorly depend on the attributes of the 
product. The product attributes provide an opportunity for the firms to develop their 
products as per the needs of consumers and develop product differentiation (Charlebois 
et al., 2016). In the case of packaged foods, consumers are more cautious due to its 
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frequent consumption and also the fact that food has a direct impact on the health of 
the consumers. Therefore, food manufacturing companies that produce packaged food 
items embed favorable cues in the packaging (Magnier et al., 2016). 

Packaging plays a pivotal role in marketing and also the role of a silent salesperson to 
attract customers (Wang, 2013). Carefully designed attractive package not only provides 
physical protection to the enclosed objects but also provide information to customers 
(Ghani & Kamal, 2010). Packaging as the container of the product encompasses such 
attributes as shape, size, design, color, signs and labels (Mugge & Schoormans, 2012). 
Unlike advertising, where consumers may encounter the advertisements in different 
places (e.g., on TV at home, on roadside billboards, or on radio while driving), 
consumers notice product packaging mostly at the point of sales and usually in retail 
stores (Wigley & Chiang, 2009; Kauppinen-Raisanen et al., 2012). The visual cues 
in packaging are considered to have a prime importance because consumers are often 
under time pressure and give limited attention when choosing among competing brands. 
The visual packaging cues assist the consumers to take the right decision (Wang, 2013). 
Honea & Horsky (2012) suggested that, especially with fast moving consumer goods, 
consumers rely on the food packaging cues when picking a product.

Furthermore, food packaging and labeling converts a product from a mere commodity 
to a brand (Cho et al., 2015). Food labels play an important role by disseminating 
important information to consumers (De Blok et al., 2007). Initially, food labelling was 
limited to food name, quantity, price and identity of the manufacturer (Banks, 1950; 
Brown, 1958; McDaniel & Baker, 1977). But recently, one of its important functions 
is to bridge the gap between the consumers and their need for information regarding 
the quality (Knibb et al., 2000; Primeau et al., 2000; Hasenbeck et al., 2014; Spence 
et al., 2012). The cues on the packaging sometimes give an idea of the color, form and 
shape of the food and guide the consumers about the contents and the usefulness of the 
product (Piqueras-Fiszman & Spence, 2015). Detailed and well-informed food labels 
have become an indispensable part of today’s consumption scenario (Spence & Wan, 
2015). Availability, accessibility and food affordability play a vital role in consumer 
intention formation as well as labelling is an efficient way to modulate people’s 
behaviour (Etile et al., 2011).

In the modern consumption environment packaging plays a very important role in 
marketing process (Rahmat et al., 2016). Packaging serves as a protective container 
and also as a platform for presenting information regarding the product. Packaging 
as a marketing tool comprises of many attributes and cues, for instance shape, size, 
design, color combination, logos and labels (Ditcher, 1957; Underwood, 2003). The 
consumer is confronted with information from variety of sources like commercials, 
videos internet etc. At the point of purchase, packaging delivers valuable information 
to the consumers aiding them to make purchase decisions (Underwood & Ozanne, 
1998). Due to increasing number of information sources it has been a challenge for 
marketers to effectively transfer important information to consumers. Consumers 
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have become skeptical compared to the past and it is becoming hard and necessary for 
marketers to reach them with information (Turnbull et al., 2015). The most advanced 
form of marketing tool is the product packaging, since within the retail environment 
consumer comes across different products and get into contact with different packaging 
(Rahmat et al., 2016). Evidence from past studies proves that consumers, most of the 
time, make their decision right on the store shelf. At the point of purchase, the power 
of packaging to communicate and influence the consumers is heightened (Vartan & 
Rosenfeld, 1987). 

Consumers, when reading labels, cognitively take a cue from them about the healthiness 
of the product or the quality of the product (Brandt et al., 2009). Nutrition labels are 
designed to promote healthy lifestyle, better food choice and balanced serving size 
(Darkawa, 2014). They also provide a prior-to-consumption nutritional information. 
(Brandt et al., 2016). Nutrition Fact Label serves as a guide to consumers for making 
their decision (Draper et al., 2013). Before the advent of such a complex shopping store 
format, the customers were served by shop owners themselves and all the food and 
nutrition related queries were entertained by them at the point of purchase (Hodgkins 
et al., 2012).

With the passing time and increase in research, a wide variety of innovations in food 
packaging has occurred (Risch, 2009). Food packaging is becoming more handy and 
convenient to use as well as embedded with quality cues for the consumers (Fernqvist & 
Ekelund, 2014). Companies are investing a lot to embed attractive and understandable 
quality cues on food packages. The demand for quality food by consumers is increasing 
day by day, hence contributing to innovative packaging (Spence et al., 2012). More recent 
research has advanced to examining the impact of food packaging cues on consumer 
behavior (Spence et al., 2012). While some research has examined how consumers 
process, understand and estimate quality perception based on the provision of labels 
and logos (Roberto et al., 2012a, b) and their impacts on consumer attitudes, purchase 
intentions and consumption behavior (Chandon & Wansink, 2007; Steenhuis et al., 
2010), other research explored the overall economics of food labelling interventions for 
consumers (Crutchfield et al., 2001). 

The attitudes and beliefs regarding food packaging may integrate with consumers’ 
knowledge to evoke a greater value proposition (Tiwari & Herstatt, 2012). Food labels 
are read by the consumers for brand comparisons as well as for consulting required 
information (Koussai et al., 2009). Difficult terminology, small font size and inability 
to understand food labels are the major problems encountered by the consumers 
(Bechoff et al., 2014). The labelling and the attributes of the food packaging are directly 
proportional to consumer’s perception formation regarding the product (Costanigro et 
al, 2015). The impact of brand name relative to other food packaging cues needs to be 
determined further (Grewal, 2015). The effect of country of origin needs to expanded 
to other product categories like FMCG (Qasem et al. 2016). Impact of price on quality 
perceptions in newly launched products is significant, hence more product categories 
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should be selected like food items and vehicles to test the relationship (Kuestrer et 
al., 2014). The scope of the nutritional label research should be expanded in multiple 
cultural consumer markets with combination of extrinsic cues (Piqueras-Fiszman & 
Spence 2015; Gemma, 2016). According to Hwang et al. (2016), assessment of the 
effect of precautionary labels along with other extrinsic factors is recommended for 
future researchers.

This study aims to investigate the impact of food packaging cues on the perceived 
product quality. The specific objectives of this study are as follows:

To determine the impact of food packaging cues on perceived product quality.
i.	 To determine the impact of brand name as a food packaging cues on perceived 

product quality.
ii.	 To analyze the impact of country of origin on perceived product quality.
iii.	 To examine the influence of price as a quality indicator on perceived product 

quality.
iv.	 To investigate the extent of influence of nutritional label as product packaging 

cue on perceived food quality.
v.	 To investigate the magnitude of the impact of precautionary allergen label on 

perceived product quality.   

  

2.0	 Literature Review

2.1 	 Brand Name

Aichner et al. (2016) propose that the brand name of a product can impact quality 
perceptions regarding the product in a significant way and ultimately result in willingness 
to buy. Brand name largely impact the product’s quality perceptions (Baron & Jewell, 
2013). Marketing authors have drawn from diverse theoretical perspectives, such as 
exchange theory (Eisingerich & Rubera, 2010), cue utilization theory (Kunz  et al., 
2011) and signaling theory (Henard & Dacin, 2010) to show that, in general, brand 
name positively affect perceived product quality. Evidence regarding the exact nature 
of the relationship between brand name and quality perceptions, however, is mixed 
(Eisingerich & Rubera, 2010). 

Since there is an increased trend of globalization and market conditions are constantly 
changing, branded items are becoming an important part of consumption as well as 
marketing (Chovanová et al., 2015). It is considered to be very important for enterprises 
to manage their brands in order to meet the perceptions of the consumers (Chovanová 
et al., 2015). Brand name has been defined by various researchers in variety of ways. 
Romano (1996) defines it as: “a brand is a collection of perceptions in the mind of 
the consumer/ a logo, corporate image, or distinct product or service identity that can 
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become firmly rooted in the public’s mind and the name by which a particular product 
is sold is known as brand name”. Further, David Ogilvy define brand as follows: “brand 
is a commodity which remains when the factory is burned”. 

American marketing association defines brand as “a name, term, design, symbol, or any 
other feature that identifies one seller’s goods or services as distinct from those of other 
sellers. The legal term for brand is trademark. A brand may identify one item, a family 
of items, or all items of that seller. If used for the firm as a whole, the preferred term 
is trade name.” The importance of brand has been studied by Loken et al. (2010). The 
study indicates that brand is the asset of the enterprise which yields consumer loyalty 
and ensures future demand and cash flow. Similarly, Transperancy (2005) defined brand 
as a valuable business asset which is non-duplicable and non-substitutable. Babcanova 
(2010) defined brand as “Perceptible sign of the organization and its products to the 
human senses, through which the customer is able to differentiate an organization and 
its products from others”.

Brand name assists the consumers to recognize the product with much ease; hence it 
works as memory cue allowing the consumer to recollect information regarding the 
product (Winkielman et al., 2000). The brand is responsible for the formation of quality 
perceptions about the product of certain brand and these perceptions play a crucial role 
in final decision making of the consumer (Winkielman et al., 2000). Brand has been 
studied as a major marketing tool by various researchers. According to Chadwick & 
Holt (2015), brand gives consumers an additional value and prestige and marketers use 
it as a tool for gaining competitive advantage. 

The relationship between brands and emotional perceptions has been investigated by 
Hislop (2006) in which he reported that consumers develop an emotional affiliation 
regarding the quality of the brand. More recently, research on brands has revealed that 
the consumers not only perceive the quality of the product by the name of the brand 
but relate to it (Kotler et al., 2013). The findings of Kotler are in line with the findings 
of Aggarwal (2004) which report that consumers develop relationship with the brand 
as they develop relations with each other. Shende (2014) reported that only with the 
sheer understanding of consumer’s perceptions the manufacturers can meet the needs 
of customers. In order to live up to the expectations of consumers in the super saturated 
market with brands, it has become essential for companies to make their consumers 
perceive their product to be superior (Shende, 2014). 

2.2 	 Country of Origin

Not long ago, domestic markets were self-sufficient and there were no foreign competitors. 
The growing trend of globalization has made products available worldwide. Foreign 
products are entering local markets which not only give competition to the domestic 
products but also increases the range of choices available to consumers (Kalicharan, 
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2014). Increased internationalization has made country of origin an important variable 
to study. The findings of this study will enable enterprises to plan better about their 
products and devise unique marketing strategies (Amine et al., 2005). From the past 
few decades, the effect of country of origin on consumer’s quality perception has taken 
an important position in consumer behavior studies. The preliminary work on country 
of origin was initiated by Schooler (1965) in which prime attention was given to the 
effect of country of origin in various countries.

Awareness regarding country of origin increased when labelling was legally mandated 
(Bandyopadhyay & Banerjee, 2002). Country of origin can be defined as “impact of 
the country of manufacturing which can lead to positive or negative perception about 
the product” (Bandyopadhyay & Banerjee, 2002). Anwar et al. (2013) explains that 
different countries of the world have different specialties. These countries are called 
countries of origin. The country of origin of Dell is America and for Huawei and 
Lenovo, the country of origin is China (Anwar et al., 2013). Parkvithee and Miranda 
(2012) argue that consumers care about the origin country of products. The country 
of origin is referred to as “all descriptive, inferential and informational beliefs about 
a particular country of the product” (Martin and Eroglu, 1993). According to Janda & 
Rao (1997) country of origin is defined as “the overall perception [that] consumers form 
of products from a particular country, based on their prior perceptions of the country’s 
production and marketing strengths and weaknesses”. Furthermore, the definition of 
country of origin has been presented by Ahmed & d’Astous (1996) as “the country 
where corporate headquarters of the product or brand is situated, also it can be inferred 
from the country of assembly or manufacture, and the country of product design”.
	
Before employing country of origin as an extrinsic cue in studies, customers used 
price and brand names to evaluate quality extensively till the 1960s. The preliminary 
studies on country of origin were conducted in the early 1960’s (Sadiq, 2005). The 
investigation on this area stared to get popular in 1965 in Finland and Guatemala. In 
this era scholars assert that country of origin label has an impact on quality perceptions 
(Zbib et al., 2010). In late 1960s and early 1970s, country of origin was paid much 
attention in the field of consumer behaviour (Chen, 2004). Country of origin was also 
used as a marketing and positioning strategy (Pharr, 2005). In the 1970s, COO was 
employed as a product evaluation attribute and was enlisted as an external cue (Lavack 
& Thakor, 2003). Furthermore, the interest of the importers and exporters amplified 
in knowing the country of origin of the product (Gao & Knight, 2007; Miyazaki et al, 
2005; Hsich, 2004).

More recently, studies have also employed country of origin as a focal point of their 
research (Bandyopadhyay & Banerjee, 2002). Country of origin is a benchmark of the 
country’s products and can unleash a wide range of consumer confidence in terms of 
perceived product quality. It has been argued by Pecotich and Ward (2007) that country 
of origin has broad effects on the behaviour of the consumers and more specifically 
to the perceptions of quality. O’Cass & Lim (2002) asserted that country of origin is 
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vital in evaluating product quality. The perceptions of quality are majorly based on the 
attributes of the product such as brand name, labelling and image but country of origin 
is major quality factor for imported products (Bandyopadhyay & Banerjee, 2002). 
Country of origin as a quality cue is important in both consumable and durable products 
(Aiello et al., 2009). According to Liu & Johnson (2005) the typecast of the country 
impacts the perceptions of quality and the label of country of origin spontaneously 
triggers the process of evaluation.

2.3 	 Price

According to Grewal et al. (1988) consumers infer quality from the price displayed 
on the product. Consumer compares the prices of different products and the ones with 
higher prices are inferred to be have a higher quality. Grewal et al. (1988) studied the 
impact of price along with the cue of store name and brand name on quality perceptions 
of consumers. A positive relationship between price and perceived quality was reported.  
It has been proposed by Gullstrand (2002) that price acts as a cue  of central importance 
which can be used reciprocally to infer the quality of the product.

Kastanakis and Balabanis (2012) state that price is an indicator of the overall excellence 
of the product. The price cue assists in the overall quality judgment of the product. 
Consistent with the findings of Grewal et al. (1988), it has been argued by Kluge & 
Fassnacht (2014) that price can be used to compare products and make judgment 
regarding the quality of the product. Price plays a vital role in the business of packaged 
foods (Silverstein & Fiske, 2003). It is stressed by Quintavalle (2012) that price has a 
potential positive impact on consumable goods. Riley et al. (2013) as well as Kluge & 
Fassnacht (2014) state that price display has a strong influence over the perceptions and 
attitudes of the consumers. A positive relationship between price tags and perceived 
product quality has been reported by (Dall’Olmo Riley et al., 2013).

The relationship between price cue and quality perception is statistically significant 
(Fraccaro & Macé, 2014). A similar finding has been reported by (Rao & Monroe, 
1989). Prior consumer knowledge creates an impact on their perception. (Woodside, 
1974). Grewal et al. (1998) stated that consumer with less previous knowledge 
regarding the product use price as an external cue along with other cues of brand name, 
labels, warranties etc. to assess the quality of the product. Helson (1964) explains that 
consumers evaluate the price cue by comparing it with the reference price. The price 
that a consumer thinks is reasonable to pay for a particular product is called reference 
price (Heslosn, 1964; Monroe, 1977).

Woodside (1974) and Rexeisen (1982) state that reference price could be an adaptation 
of display prices in advertisements and store tags (external references) or recalled from 
memory (internal reference). When external or internal price reference is not present, 
the consumer probably compares the current price with the intermediate price and rate 
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the quality as average. Many scholars have reported a significant relationship of price 
cue with product quality perception (Sinha & Batra 1999; Xia et al., 2004; Campbell 
2007; Bolton et al., 2010). It has been suggested by Campbell (2007) that price should 
be fair for positive evaluation of the product, negative consequences could occur with 
unfair pricing which could tarnish the brand image (Homburg et al., 2005). Keuster et 
al. (2014) suggests that the impact of price on quality perceptions in newly launched 
products is significant, hence more product categories should be selected like food 
items and vehicles to test the relationship. The link between price and perceived quality 
should be tested in various markets to check its generalizability (Keuster et al., 2014).

2.4 	 Nutritional Label

Nutritional labels are regarded as the major source of information for consumers to 
evaluate food product quality (Cheftel, 2005). Darkawa (2014) clearly argues that 
nutritional labels play a vital role in consumer decision making for healthier choices 
and assist them to compare nutrients across various food brands. Product packaging 
involves the production of food wrappers and containers for the items (Keller, 2001). 
Packaging, along with the function of product protection, is also considered as a major 
marketing tool (Barreiro et al., 2010). It serves commercial purposes of marketing 
communication about the usage as well as nutritional information (Smith & Taylor, 
2004; Rundh, 2013; Kotler et al., 2009). Nutritional labels have a salient relationship 
with the level of trust of the consumers (Kroonenberg, 2012). The nutritional 
information is a major factor considered by consumers to judge quality (Silayoi & 
Speece, 2004). In an investigation conducted by Walters and Long (2012) it was argued 
that quality perception can enhance the chance of product purchase and also increases 
the credibility of the product. Information on the product could help consumers in 
making their decisions about product choice. 

The investigation on the nutritional labels commenced in the 1980s (Payne, 1982). Some 
literature also emerged in that era in which it was clearly established that nutritional 
label serves as a nutrient guide for consumers and also have an impact regarding the 
perceived quality of products (Petrucilli, 1996). The food packaging design and proper 
placement of the labels and logos were considered to be an important challenge for 
marketers in that era (Moorthy et al., 1997). These food labels and symbols are quality 
cues and they are not only considered but relied upon by the consumers (Wilkie & 
Dickson, 1985; Hoyer, 1984; Rook, 1987). Further investigation by Schmidt and 
Spring (1996) revealed that the usage of nutritional labels is impacted by the thinking 
and previous beliefs of consumers. If there is a belief held by consumers that nutritional 
information is of no use for them, they are less likely to refer to the labels. In the past, 
research by Feick, et al. (1986) has identified that the factors of information overload, 
less knowledge, limited readability and font size of labels could be the major reasons 
of non-usage of the nutritional label (Guthrie et al., 1995; Klopp & MacDonald, 1981; 
Nayga, 1996). 	
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The nutritional label is considered to be the cue which the consumers see and sense from 
the product (Shepherd et al, 1991). The perceptions made on the basis of quality cues 
develop the pathway to the actual purchase of the product by the consumer (Tourila, 
1987; Ajzen and Fishbein, 1975; Tepper et al., 1997). The personal characteristics of 
the consumer which influence their information searching behaviour were investigated 
by Tourila and Pangborn (1988). The individual characteristics including age, gender, 
income level and education has an impact on the information searching behaviour of 
the consumers (Tourila & Pangborn, 1988). As established by Mitchell and Boustani 
(1993), food labels are consulted by consumers as a risk reducing strategy. Schultz 
(1975) reported that older individuals are more reliant on the nutritional fact information 
as compared to younger consumers even though they have less capacity to process the 
information. 

In contrast, Philip and Sternthal (1977) suggested that young consumers have greater 
information processing power hence they refer to the nutritional information more and 
have a better understandability. Mitchell and Boustani (1993) established on the basis 
of their consumer research that older consumers tend to use nutritional information 
more as a risk reducing strategy due to health perspectives as compared to their 
younger counterparts. According to Bettman and Park (1980), the ability of consumers 
to read and understand results in more frequent usage of the nutritional information. 
The ability to search for the information depends on the level of education. It has been 
found by Katona & Muller (1955) that higher education levels result in higher usage 
of food labels. The females are found to be more involved in nutritional labels and 
food packaging information as they tend to reduce risk for themselves and families as 
compared to the males (Nayga, 1996; Mitchell & Boustani, 1993).

2.5 	 Precautionary Label

As the production and processing of food have advanced, the consumers are becoming 
more quality conscious (Schlosser, 2002). They want to know what they are consuming 
regarding pathogens, allergies, additives, condiments etc. they want a wealth of 
information on the food labels (Davis, 2000). The presence of labels on the packaged 
foods is helpful in determining nutritional value and ingredients of food (Milieus et al., 
1997; Higginson et al., 2002). The food labels also provide indication for abstinence 
from certain foods due to religious and ethical issues or allergy reasons (Abbot, 2004). 
The precautionary labels are also displayed by manufacturers and retailers as a mean 
of providing information. They are displayed to communicate the presence of any 
ingredient which could be intolerant for some consumers (Hourihane et al., 1997). 

Although in the studies regarding precautionary labelling, lack of awareness has been 
reported but the consumers are happy on the overall amount of information related 
to the ingredients, allergy and production methods (Cornelisse et al., 2007; Joshi 
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et al., 2002; Mills et al., 2005; Paasche-Orlow et al., 2005). In the study conducted 
by Joshi et al. (2002), 10% of the respondents were intolerant of lactose and were 
able to find out the word ‘milk’ and words related to milk. Additionally, 54% of the 
respondents who were peanut intolerant were able to find out the words which specified 
that product contained peanuts or the traces of peanuts. On the same grounds, 20% 
of the soy sensitive consumers also traced out the words “soy”. According to Mofidi 
(2003) consumers are sometimes distrustful of the precautionary labels and perceive 
the presence of any undeclared allergen which could be harmful to their health.

The consumers who are allergic consult the precautionary labelling and read the 
ingredient list for the food products they purchase. Non-usage or ignorance can lead to 
detrimental consequences on their health and result in negative perception regarding the 
product (Blok de et al., 2007; Knibb et al., 2000; Primeau et al., 2000). The study carried 
out by Simons, et al. (2005) suggested that the lack of awareness and proper knowledge 
results in low level of confidence and misunderstanding as well as misinterpretation 
of the labels. According to the findings of Joshi et al. (2002) precautionary labels are 
quality indicating cues but clarity is required for understandability and readability. 
An incomplete understanding of the label may lead to negative perceptions regarding 
the quality of the food item (Joshi et al., 2002). Further, Mofidi (2003) carried out 
a study by taking into consideration the relationship of allergic consumers and the 
manufacturers’ labels on the food items. The result shows that the allergic consumers 
perceive the healthfulness of the product by consulting the precautionary labels. In 
the past, studies which have been conducted on matters of precautionary labels have 
reported that the overall perception of the healthfulness regarding products increases 
(Urala et al., 2003; van Trijp and van der Lans, 2007). According to Lähteenmäki et al. 
(2010) precautionary labels serve as quality indicator for the consumers and perception 
of the quality increases in the minds of consumers with proper labelling.

2.6 	 Underlying Theory

The cue utilization theory in the field of consumer behavior involves understanding 
and inferring about cues present in the shopping environment (Acebron & Dopico, 
2000). The utilization of cues is more effective when consumer needs information 
about complex products rather than simple products (Wulf et al., 2001). Information 
comes to consumers mostly from the product cues. These cues could either be intrinsic 
or extrinsic (Keren et al., 2002). These cues provide a basis for the judgment of the 
product and its attributes when a consumer is in a purchase situation and encounters 
problems regarding quality. Hence, marketers have to provide consumers with a cue 
which could help them out while making decisions. By utilizing these cues, it is made 
easier for consumers to infer about the characteristics and attributes of the product 
(Hersleth et al., 2015).
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Marketers need to gain knowledge about situations in which consumers would consider 
the product cues. Cues play very important part in product evaluations and quality 
judgment (Keren et al., 2002). It requires effort with concentration on the part of 
marketers to understand the consumers, what cues and which combination of cues will 
affect the inferences of consumers. Indirect information acquiring about the product is 
more complex as compared to direct processing. Direct information can be achieved 
by personal observation of an explicit cue (Lahteenmaki, 2015). The assessment of 
product quality differences in cue utilization depends on the dimensions which will 
distinguish between products. Product familiarity is found to be an important cue 
for product quality perception. Price plays as an important product quality indicator 
(Monroe, 1976). Products and services are the aggregation of the attributes. These 
attributes are used by consumers as ‘cues’ to create the opinions about food product 
quality (Kardes et al., 2001).

The influence of the extrinsic cues of the product on the consumer must be understood 
by the marketing experts as these cues definitely work in quality perception formation. 
The efforts undertaken by the marketers must be focused on the enrichment of the 
quality cues. The most widely studied extrinsic cues are country of origin (COO) and 
price (Walters & Long, 2012). Other than country of origin and price, other labels 
present on the packaging of food items including nutritional labels, precautionary 
labels and symbols (Halal, vegetarian, dolphin safe etc) serve as means of information 
and quality attributes. Consumers read the food labels to get the required information 
(Mantonakis et al., 2013).

In this particular study, the cue utilization theory fits in as it aims to investigate the 
influence of packaging cues, which are nutritional labels and precautionary labels, 
on the perception formation of the consumers which will ultimately lead to quality 
judgment and appropriate food preference and selection. The theory states that in the 
arousal state, the consumer looks for the stimuli for getting information. Similarly, in 
the shopping environment, when the consumers are looking for the food products, they 
look for stimuli from which they can get the information. The extrinsic cues serve as 
stimuli for the consumers from which they get information and infer the quality of the 
product. These judgments lead to product assessment and the making of appropriate 
food choices.

The base of any research plan is the theoretical framework which is the focal point of 
the study (Ennis, 1999). The interrelated set of concepts which gives a course to the 
study is called the theoretical framework (Creswell, 2013). As emphasized by Ennis 
(1999), theoretical framework identifies and describes the major rudiments of the study. 
It is used to hypothesize, comprehend and give meaning to the elements that impact 
or predict events and outcomes as well their relationship. The research framework 
provides a foundation of the study with the previous literature and it gives a vivid sense 
of theoretical phenomena  proposed in the study. 
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theoretical framework (Creswell, 2013). As emphasized by Ennis (1999), theoretical framework 

identifies and describes the major rudiments of the study. It is used to hypothesize, comprehend 

and give meaning to the elements that impact or predict events and outcomes as well their 

relationship. The research framework provides a foundation of the study with the previous 

literature and it gives a vivid sense of theoretical phenomena proposed in the study. 

 

The theoretical framework of the present study has the independent constructs of brand name, 

country of origin, price, nutritional label and precautionary label. The framework considers 

Nutritional labelling 

Precautionary labelling 

 

Country of Origin 

Brand Name 

Price Perceived Product 
Quality 

The theoretical framework of the present study has the independent constructs of brand 
name, country of origin, price, nutritional label and precautionary label. The framework 
considers perceived product quality as a dependent variable. The framework is basically 
constructed on food packaging cues. It starts with the impact of elements of food 
packaging which are used as cue viz: brand name, country of origin, price, nutritional 
label and precautionary allergen label. This framework reflects the consumer perception 
based model and also highlights its significance in treating the food packaging cues as 
marketing strategy. The positive product perception is the consequence of the food 
packaging cues. Even though the impact of selected cues on quality perceptions has 
been investigated in literature, the combined and relative impact is yet to be studied. The 
model is expected to provide interesting insights. Previous studies have found a nexus 
between the food packaging cues and the perceived product quality. All the cues have 
been proved to have strong relationship with perceived product quality individually 
(Banudra et al., 2016; Chung et al., 2006; Mueller & Szolnoki, 2010; Vidigal et al., 
2011; Barreiro-Hurlé et al, 2010). The impact of food packaging cues on food quality 
perception has not been yet tested in developing country context in general and in 
Pakistani market specifically. The independent variables in this study consist of Brand 
name (Chovanová et al., 2015), country of origin (Kalicharan, 2014), price (Pina &3 
Bravo, 2013), nutritional label (Manell et al., 2016), precautionary allergen label (Mills 
et al., 2005). 

The impact of the comprehensive set of packaging cues taken in aggregation with the 
moderating role of consumer knowledge can lead to interesting results (Ellis et al., 
2015). The impact of brand name relative to other food packaging cues needs to be 
determined further (Grewal, 2015). The effect of country of origin needs to expanded 
to other product categories like FMCG (Qasem et al. 2016). The psychological impact 
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of COO (perceptions and motivations) are required to be studied further to develop 
appropriate marketing strategies for products (Qasem et al., 2016). Keuster et el. (2014) 
suggests that the impact of price on quality perceptions in newly launched products 
is significant, hence more product categories should be selected like food items and 
vehicles to test the relationship. The study of the impact of nutritional knowledge needs 
to be conducted outside the laboratory settings so increase the generalizability (Daria et 
al., 2013). The data on precautionary label as an extrinsic factor is needed to investigate 
further (DunnGalvin et al., 2015). According to Hwang et al. (2016), assessment of the 
effect precautionary label along with other extrinsic factor is recommended for future 
researchers.

Based on the review of the literature and research problem, theoretical framework is 
developed. The research framework of this particular study is based on cue utilization 
theory. The impact of selected cues on the product quality perceptions of the packaged 
food users is based on this particular theory. After review of literature, the framework 
takes into account the food packaging elements which are recommended by previous 
researchers for further investigation. A significant relationship was reported between the 
brand name and the willingness to pay.

A cross country examination was conducted by Zeb et al. (2011) where mixed responses 
were reported. The findings by Khan and Bamber (2008) conclude that the country of 
origin effect has a positive association with product quality judgments of Pakistani 
consumers and their buying decisions. Research on Pakistani consumers regarding 
impact of COO on quality perception is scarce (Saeed et al, 2013). Previous studies 
have established that consumers tend to have confidence in price as quality cue (Chan 
et al., 2009). Looking at the Pakistani context, there is very less research on price and 
perceived product quality (Joiya & Shehazad, 2013). There is an apparent lack of 
empirical evidences from the Pakistani consumer market, which would be an important 
contribution of this particular study to the literature (Zaidi & Muhammad, 2012). 

Although there are number of studies in European consumer markets (e.g. Legault et 
al., 2004; Cowburn& Stockley, 2005; Grunert &Wills, 2007; Bonsmann et al., 2010; 
Kroonenberg-Vyth, 2012; Sharma et al., 2011; Brand et al.,2016). The scope of the 
nutritional label research should be expanded to multiple cultural consumer markets 
with combination of extrinsic cues (Piqueras-Fiszman & Spence 2015; Gemma, 2016). 
Much of the research has been concentrated in the European markets (e.g. Urala et al., 
2003; van Trijp and van der Lans, 2007; Fulgoni et al., 2009; Menichelli et al., (2012); 
Aschemann-Witzel et al., 2013; Hersleth et al., 2015). Galvin et al. (2015) recommended 
that research on precautionary allergen labelling is in infancy in Asian markets.

3.0	 Hypothesis Development

To understand what perceived quality is, it is important to first identify the quality 
indicators of the concept of perceived quality. Steenkamp (1990) used the term quality 
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cues, while Oude Ophuis and Van Trijp (1995) used the term perception. Kirmani 
and Rao (2000) stated that in the markets, consumers rely on the product cues to 
perceive quality, if the true quality is not readily observable. The consumer is faced 
with the multiple cues and according to cue utilization theory, the consumer prioritizes 
the quality indicating cues to judge about the quality of the product (Skowronski & 
Carlston, 1987).  

In a study conducted by Loken et al. (2010) to determine the impact of brand name on 
product quality perception, it was disclosed that brand name affects product quality 
perception positively. Furthermore, the study conducted by Transperancy (2005) on 
understanding brand name discovered that product quality perception has a significant 
nexus with the brand name. In a study by Babcanova (2010) on understanding the 
impact of brand name awareness confirms that disclosure of proper information has 
a positive effect on the individual’s quality perceptions. In another investigation by 
Chovanova (2015), it was revealed that perceptions are influenced significantly by the 
food labels on packaging. Based on the theoretical framework, the name of the brand 
on the food packaging tends to create an impact on the minds of consumers regarding 
the enclosed product. There are numerous studies which have found a significant 
relationship between brand name and product quality perception (Loken et al., 2010; 
Transperancy, 2005; Babcanova, 2010; Winkielman et al., 2000). 

H1: Brand name has a significant impact on the product quality perception. 

In this particular study, the positive or negative quality perceptions formed due 
the country of origin label will be studied. The individual is likely to form positive 
significant evaluation towards the product based on the image of the country of origin. 
In this scenario, products from countries with favorable image globally will have higher 
quality perception. The significant impact of country of origin labels on product quality 
perception has been reported by numerous studies (Sanz et al., 2011; Menapace et al., 
2011; Bernabeu et al., 2011). In a study conducted by Sammie et al. (2005), it was 
suggested that positive perceptions about the quality of the product are formed when 
origin country has an expertise on the product. Another study revealed that country 
of origin has an impression on the minds of consumers regarding the quality of the 
product (Bloemer et al., 2009).

Prior studies have verified the relationship between country of origin label and product 
quality perceptions (Kalicharan, 2014; Zbib et al., 2010; Hsich, 2004). Similarly, 
the affiliation has reported significant results in various other studies conducted by 
(Andehn & Decosta, 2014). The country of origin labels are displayed on the food/
product packages to communicate the source. Various studies have shown that COO 
labels cast a positive impact on the perceptions of quality in the minds of consumers 
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(Diamantopoulos & Zeugner, 2010; Rezvani et al., 2012; Pappu et al., 2006; Lin, 2012). 
Taking into consideration of previous studies that have proved the positive effect of 
country of origin on perceived product quality (e.g (Kalicharan, 2014; Zbib et al., 2010; 
Hsich, 2004; Andehn & Decosta, 2014; Diamantopoulos & Zeugner, 2010; Rezvani et 
al., 2012; Pappu et al., 2006; Lin, 2012),  this study hypothesizes that:

H2: Country of origin label has a significant impact on product quality perception. 

Price refers to the monetary exchange for possessing a certain product.  Cue utilization 
theory also proposes that extrinsic cues are the major indicators of quality when it is 
not possible for the consumer to assess the quality of the product directly. The effect of 
price has been validated in various studies of consumer behaviour. A study conducted 
by Kostyra et al. (2016) has shown that consumers utilize price as a major quality 
indicating cue when buying. Another investigation carried out by Flach (2016) proved 
that price has a significant impact on perceived product quality. Numerous studies have 
confirmed the assertion that price tag is a strong cue for judging the quality of products 
prior to usage (Kostyra et al., 2016: Flach, 2016; Mathe et al., 2016). Other studies have 
also proved that price has a strong impact on product quality perceptions (Ghasemi et 
al., 2016; Suryonaningsih et al., 2016). The cue of price has been recognized to play 
a substantial role in formation of product quality perceptions. The study by Praguel et 
al. (2016) has also confirmed that the cue of price has positive effect on be perceived 
product quality.  

Past studies have proved the relationship between the price and food/product perceived 
quality. The factor of the price tag on food packages has a psychological impact of 
attributing superior quality to products. Brucks and Zeithmal (2000) reported a 
significant relationship between price and product quality perception. Similarly, 
Voss et al. (1988) demonstrate a significant nexus between price and product quality 
perception. Likewise, Grewal (1998) argues that price is widely used as a quality 
indictor by the consumer. Monroe (2012), report that the price is an indicator of quality 
and instills a sense of prestige. Truong and Al (2009) confirm that price helps attain a 
certain level of prestige. Kluge and Fassnacht (2014) tested the relationship between 
price and brand image and found a significant relationship. It was asserted by Doss and 
Robinson (2013) that price impacts quality perceptions. Therefore, the third hypothesis 
for this study is: 

H3: Price has a significant impact on product perceived quality. 

The nutritional labels on the food packages are utilized by the consumers as an extrinsic 
cue to assess the quality of the product (Fenko et al., 2016). According to cue utilization 
theory, the cues and stimuli present in shopping environments influence the perceptions 
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of consumers (Talati et al., 2016). Particularly, certain empirical studies have found a 
connection between nutritional labels and perceived product quality (Darkawa 2014; 
Rundh, 2013; Walters & Long 2012). Other studies have proved that nutritional labels 
cast a positive impact on perceived product quality (Grunert et al., 2016; Bialkova et 
al., 2016). Specifically, the studies have verified that the food labels on food packages 
in European market affect perceived food quality (Verhoef et al., 2016; Oliveria et al., 
2016).

Hawkes (2015) states that accurate and proper information on the packaging help in the 
intention formation of the consumers by fulfilling their need for nutritional information. 
The labelling of nutritional fact is a communication tool which gives the information 
about the facts of the food. It provides opportunities for better and healthier choices 
(Zaidi & Muhammad, 2012). Hasan et al., (2010) states that nutritional facts present 
on food information casts a positive impact on perceived health benefit. Consumer’s 
preference towards a brand is directly affected by self-control and temptation. 
Nutritional labelling is mostly the concern of consumers with healthy eating habits 
(Hawkes, 2015).  Nutrition labelling is no longer perceived solely as an information 
tool to ensure honest commerce, but as a health promotion tool and, for the global food 
industry, a marketing tool. Hence, the fourth hypothesis in this study is that:  

H4: Nutritional label casts a significant impact on product perceived quality.  

The cue utilization theory could explain why the stimuli and cues in the shopping 
environment result in the formation of quality perceptions of products. Marchisotto 
et al. (2016) declares that precautionary label is a successful indicator of quality. In 
a prior study, precautionary label has been conceptualized as quality cue (Choi et al., 
2016). Various studies validate the impact of precautionary labels on perceived product 
quality (Higginson et al., 2002; Abbot, 2004; Flinterman et al., 2006; Hefle et al, 2007). 
On the contrary, a few studies report the negative impact of precautionary label on 
shopping intentions (Surojanametakul et al., 2016; Greenhawt et al., 2016).

As mentioned previously, precautionary labelling is believed to have a significant 
relationship with perceived product quality either positively or negatively. Without 
proper labeling, consumers will avoid such products. There are many studies pertaining 
to food labeling which bring out important ideas for the manufacturing industries 
in the aspect of labeling (Abdul Latiff et al, 2013). To communicate the risk of the 
presence of a certain allergen ingredient in the packaged food item, precautionary 
labelling is used on the food package. These precautionary labels serve as indicators 
of particular ingredients. According to a survey conducted by Crochrane et al. (2013), 
the consumers have less understanding of label reading and mostly people with severe 
allergic reactions like asthma and unconsciousness tend to read the precautionary labels 
more. Therefore, this study hypothesizes that: 
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H5: Precautionary labels has a significant impact on product perceived quality.

Construct Definition Source Example of item

   

Perceived product 

quality

  

Product quality is defined as the 

characteristics in the product that the 

consumer is looking for and which is 

close to the perceived judgments of 

the consumer.

   

Maynes, 

(1976)

  

The food item 

with important 

food packaging 

informational 

cues is considered 

to be in superior 

in quality.   

  

Brand name

   

A brand is a collection of perceptions 

in the mind of the consumer/ a logo, 

corporate image, or distinct product 

or service identity that can become 

firmly rooted in the public’s mind 

and the name by which a particular 

product is sold is known as brand 

name.     

    

Romano, 

(1996)

  

Popular brand 

name can describe 

the quality of the 

product.

    

Country of

origin

    

The overall perception [that] 

consumers form of products from 

a particular country, based on their 

prior perceptions of the country’s 

production and marketing strengths 

and weaknesses.    

  

Rao and

Romeo 

(1992)

  

When purchasing 

the food product, 

I believe that 

COO will 

determine 

sophistication and 

quality   

  

Price

   

Price is the value given in exchange 

of something and price is an indicator 

of overall excellence of the product.   

Kastanakis 

and 

Balabanis, 

(2012)

  

Packaged food 

items have a good 

quality for the 

price paid.  

(continued)
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Construct Definition Source Example of item

    

Nutritional label

   

The labels displayed on the food 

packages which communicate the 

nutritional goodness to the consumers 

and these labels are regarded as the 

major source of information for the 

consumers to evaluate the product 

quality.   

   

Cheftel, 

(2005)

   

Comprehensive 

nutritional 

information helps 

me to decide 

which food pack 

to buy.

   

P r e c a u t i o n a r y 

label

   

The labels displayed on the food 

package which communicates the 

potential of the presence of any 

allergen. The PL serves as an indicator 

of the quality for the food products .

   Hourihane 

(1997)

  

Product with PL 

and has a real risk 

of inducing an 

allergic reaction is 

higher in quality

 
4.0	 Contributions and Implications

To the best of researcher’s knowledge, this is the first attempt to combine a wide array 
of food packaging cues and to conceptualize their relation with perceived product 
quality. The model presented in this paper offers some opportunity for further inquiry. 
As food has always been a major concern of the consumers and packaged food has 
started gaining immense importance, the role of food packaging cues on the perceived 
quality of the product requires further theoretical development. This paper offers 
various contributions to the field of marketing and consumer behavior. Firstly, cue 
utilization theory has been employed to explain the impact of food packaging cues on 
the perceptions of consumers regarding the quality of the respective product.  Secondly, 
this study provides a testable model that addresses the impact of food packaging cues 
on the quality perceptions of the consumers. Thirdly, the model presents an opportunity 
for the practitioners to better predict shoppers’ perceptions. This would lead them 
in making better and effective penetration marketing strategies. Furthermore, this 
model further allows inquiries in variety of contexts and product categories for wider 
generalizability. Finally, this model could help marketers in determining consumers’ 
needs and wants from the upcoming products based on the food packaging cues which 
affect the minds of consumers the most.

Future researchers may examine the product quality perception of the consumers with 
different product packaging cues and with various product categories. Longitudinal 
research in this regard, to check the impact of cues over time would also be an enormous 
contribution.			 



The Impact of Food Packaging Cues on Perceived Product Quality A Conceptual Development: 17-49                                                                                                             35 

References

Abdul Latiff, Z. A., Mohamed, Z. A., Rezai, G., & Kamaruzzaman, N. H. (2013). The 
impact of food labeling on purchasing behavior among non-Muslim consumers 
in Klang Valley. Australian Journal of Basic and Applied Sciences, 7(1), 124-
128. 

Acebrón, L. B., & Dopico, D. C. (2000). The importance of intrinsic and extrinsic cues 
to expected and experienced quality: an empirical application for beef.  Food 
Quality and Preference, 11(3), 229-238. 

Aggarwal, P. (2004). The effects of brand relationship norms on consumer attitudes 
and behavior. Journal of consumer research, 31(1), 87-101. 

Ahmed, S. A., & d’Astous, A. (1996). Country-of-origin and brand effects: a multi-
dimensional and multi-attribute study.  Journal of International Consumer 
Marketing, 9(2), 93-115. 

Aiello, G., Donvito, R., Godey, B., Pederzoli, D., Wiedmann, K. P., Hennigs, N., & 
Ivanovna, S. I. (2009). An international perspective on luxury brand and country-
of-origin effect. Journal of Brand Management, 16(5-6), 323-337. 

Ajzen, I., & Fishbein, M. (1975). Belief, attitude, intention and behavior: An introduction 
to theory and research. Philosophy & Rhetoricx, 10(2), (Spring, 1977), 130-132. 

Alba, J. W., & Hutchinson, J. W. (2000). Knowledge calibration: What consumers 
know and what they think they know. Journal of Consumer Research, 27(2), 
123-156. 

Amine, L. S., Chao, M. C., & Arnold, M. J. (2005). Executive insights: Exploring 
the practical effects of country of origin, animosity, and price–quality issues: 
Two case studies of Taiwan and Acer in China.  Journal of International 
Marketing, 13(2), 114-150. 

Andéhn, M., Andéhn, M., L’Espoir Decosta, P., & L’Espoir Decosta, P. (2016). The 
variable nature of country-to-brand association and its impact on the strength of 
the country-of-origin effect. International Marketing Review, 33(6), 851-866. 

Anwar, S., Yasin, S., Iqbal, A., & Sajid, M. (2013). Demographic and geographic 
influence of the country-of-origin image on consumer purchase decision. 
European Journal of Business and Management, 5(8), 109-209. 

Babčanová, D., Prajová, V., & Marková, P. (2012). Brand Management-the Part of 



36                                                                                                                  Journal of Business Management and Accounting, 7 (1) 2017: 17-49

Integrated Marketing Communication of Industrial Enterprises. In ECMLG2012-
Proceedings of the 8th European Conference on Management, Leadership and 
Governance: ECMLG. Academic Conferences Limited, pp. 15. 

Bandura, A., & Harris, M. B. (2016). Modification of syntactic style. Journal of 
Experimental Child Psychology, 4(4), 341-352. 

Bandyopadhyay, S., & Banerjee, B. (2003). A country of origin analysis of foreign 
products by India. Journal of International Consumer Marketing, 15(2), 85-109. 

  
Banks, S. (1950). The relationships between preference and purchase of brands. Journal 

of Marketing. 15(2), 145-157. 

Barreiro Hurle, J., Gracia, A., & De Magistris, T. (2010). The effects of multiple 
health and nutrition labels on consumer food choices. Journal of Agricultural 
Economics, 61(2), 426-443. 

Bechoff, A., Cissé, M., Fliedel, G., Declemy, A. L., Ayessou, N., Akissoe, N., & 
Tomlins, K. I. (2014). Relationships between anthocyanins and other compounds 
and sensory acceptability of Hibiscus drinks. Food Chemistry, 148(1), 112-119.  

Bernabéu, R., Díaz, M., Olivas, R., & Olmeda, M. (2012). Consumer preferences for 
wine applying best-worst scaling: a Spanish case study.  British Food Journal, 
114(9), 1228-1250. 

Bettman, J. R., & Park, C. W. (1980). Effects of prior knowledge and experience 
and phase of the choice process on consumer decision processes: A protocol 
analysis. Journal of consumer research, 7(3), 234-248. 

Bloemer, J., Brijs, K., & Kasper, H. (2009). The CoO-ELM model: A theoretical 
framework for the cognitive processes underlying country of origin-
effects. European Journal of Marketing, 43(1/2), 62-89. 

Bolton, L. E., Keh, H. T., & Alba, J. W. (2010). How do price fairness perceptions 
differ across culture? Journal of Marketing Research, 47(3), 564-576. 

Brandt, M., Moss, J., & Ferguson, M. (2009). The 2006–2007 Food Label and 
Package Survey (FLAPS): nutrition labeling, trans fat labeling. Journal of Food 
Composition and Analysis, 22(8), 74-77. 

Brown, R. (1958). Words and things. New York: Free Press. http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1525/ 
aa.1959.61.4.02a00410/pdf, by GL TRAGER - ‎1959.    

Brucks, M., Zeithaml, V. A., & Naylor, G. (2000). Price and brand name as indicators of 



The Impact of Food Packaging Cues on Perceived Product Quality A Conceptual Development: 17-49                                                                                                             37 

quality dimensions for consumer durables. Journal of the Academy of Marketing 
Science, 28(3), 359-374. 

Campbell, M. C. (2007). “Says who?!” How the source of price information and affect 
influence perceived price (un) fairness. Journal of Marketing Research, 44(2), 
261-271. 

Chadwick, S., & Holt, M. (2015). Utlising latent brand equity as a foundation for 
building global sports brands. In Proceedings of the 2007 Academy of Marketing 
Science (AMS) Annual Conference. Springer International Publishing, pp. 90-
98. 

Chandon, P., & Wansink, B. (2007). The biasing health halos of fast-food restaurant 
health claims: Lower calorie estimates and higher side-dish consumption 
intentions. Journal of Consumer Research, 34(3), 301-314. 

Charlebois, S., Schwab, A., Henn, R., & Huck, C. W. (2016). Food fraud: An 
exploratory study for measuring consumer perception towards mislabeled food 
products and influence on self-authentication intentions. Trends in Food Science 
& Technology, 50, 211-218. 

Cheftel, J. C. (2005). Food and nutrition labelling in the European Union.  Food 
Chemistry, 93(3), 531-550. 

Chen, H. L. (2004). Testing the role of country of origin in consumer adoption of new 
products. International Advances in Economic Research, 10(3), 245-245. 

Choi, J., Choi, J., Choi, A., & Choi, A. (2016). Perceptions of food labelling about 
allergens in food products in South Korea. British Food Journal, 118(12), 2842-
2854. 

Chovanová, H. H., Korshunov, A. I., & Babčanová, D. (2015). Impact of Brand on 
Consumer Behavior. Procedia Economics and Finance, 34(2015), 615-621. 

Cornelisse-Vermaat, J. R., Pfaff, S., Voordouw, J., Chryssochoidis, G., Theodoridis, 
G., Woestman, L., & Frewer, L. J. (2008). The information needs and labelling 
preferences of food allergic consumers: The views of stakeholders regarding 
information scenarios. Trends in Food Science & Technology, 19(12), 669-676. 

Costanigro, M., Deselnicu, O., & Kroll, S. (2015). Food beliefs: Elicitation, estimation 
and implications for labeling policy. Journal of Agricultural Economics, 66(1), 
108-128.  



38                                                                                                                  Journal of Business Management and Accounting, 7 (1) 2017: 17-49

Creswell, J. W. (2013). Research design: Qualitative, quantitative, and mixed methods 
approaches. Sage publications Inc. http://us.sagepub.com/en-us/nam/research-
design/book237357 , 1-304.   

Crutchfield, S., Kuchler, F., & Variyam, J. N. (2001). The economic benefits of nutrition 
labeling: A case study for fresh meat and poultry products. Journal of Consumer 
Policy, 24(2), 185-207. 

Dall’Olmo Riley, F., Pina, J. M. ,& Bravo, R. (2013), Downscale extensions: Consumer 
evaluation and feedback effects, Journal of Business Research, 66(2), 196-206.  

 
Darkwa, S. (2014). Knowledge of nutrition facts on food labels and their impact on food 

choices on consumers in Koforidua, Ghana: A case study. South African Journal of 
Clinical Nutrition, 27(1), 13-17. 

Davis, R. J. (2000). Signal transduction by the JNK group of MAP kinases. Cell, 103(2), 
239-252. 

Diamantopoulos, A., & Zeugner Roth, K. P. (2010). “Country of Origin” as Brand 
Element. Wiley international encyclopedia of marketing. http://onlinelibrary.wiley.
com/doi/10.1002/9781444316568.wiem06004/full 

Ditcher, E. (1957). The Man in the Package. New York: McGraw Hill. 

Doss, F., & Robinson, T. (2013). Luxury perceptions: Luxury brand vs counterfeit for 
young US female consumers. Journal of Fashion Marketing and Management: An 
International Journal, 17(4), 424-439. 

Draper, A. K., Adamson, A. J., Clegg, S., Malam, S., Rigg, M., & Duncan, S. (2013). 
Front-of-pack nutrition labelling: are multiple formats a problem for consumers? The 
European Journal of Public Health, 23(3), 517-521. 

Ennis, C. D. (1999). A theoretical framework: The central piece of a research plan. Journal 
of Teaching in Physical Education, 18, 129-140. 

Etilé, F., Lusk , J. L., Roosen, J., & Shogren, J. F. (2011). Food consumption and health. The 
Oxford Handbook of the economics of food consumption and policy, pp. 716-746. 

Feick, L. F., Herrmann, R. O., & Warland, R. H. (1986). Search for nutrition information: 
A probit analysis of the use of different information sources. Journal of Consumer 
Affairs, 20(2): 173–192. 

Fenko, A., Kersten, L., & Bialkova, S. (2016). Overcoming consumer scepticism toward 
food labels: The role of multisensory experience. Food quality and preference, 48, 



The Impact of Food Packaging Cues on Perceived Product Quality A Conceptual Development: 17-49                                                                                                             39 

81-92.     

Flash, L. (2016). Quality upgrading and price heterogeneity: Evidence from Brazilian 
exporters. Journal of International Economics, 102, 282-290. 

   
Flinterman, A. E., Pasmans, S. G., Hoekstra, M. O., Meijer, Y., van Hoffen, E., Knol, E. 

F., et al. (2006). Determination of no-observed adverse-effect levels and eliciting 
doses in a representative group of peanut-sensitised children. Journal of Allergy 
and Clinical Immunology, 117, 448-454. 

Fraccaro, A., & Macé, D. (2014), Odd Pricing and Even Pricing Practices in Luxury 
Goods, 2014 Monaco Symposium on Luxury, Monaco, April 10th – 11th. 

Ghani, U., & Kamal, Y. (2010). The impact of in-store stimuli on the impulse purchase 
behaviour of consumers in Pakistan. Interdisciplinary Journal of Contemporary 
Research in Business. 2(8), 155-162. 

Ghasemi, M., Matta, I., & Esposito, F. (2016). The Effect of Competition among Brokers 
on the Quality and Price of Differentiated Internet Services. In Proceedings of 
the 5th Workshop on Smart Data Pricing (SDP 2016), co-located with IEEE 
INFOCOM 2016, San Francisco, CA, pp.1-18. Technical Report BUCS-
TR-2016-009.

Greenhawt, M. (2016). Food allergy quality of life and living with food allergy. Journal 
of Current Opinion in Allergy and Clinical Immunology, 16(3), 284-290. 

Grewal, D., Krishnan, R., Baker, J., & Borin, N. (1998), The effects of store name, brand 
name and price discounts on consumers’ evaluations and purchase intentions. 
Journal of Retailing, 74(3) 331-352. 

Grunert, K. G., & Aachmann, K. (2016). Consumer reactions to the use of EU quality 
labels on food products: A review of the literature. Food Control, 59, 178-187. 

Guthrie, J. F., Fox, J. J., Cleveland, L. E., & Welsh, S. (1995). Who Uses Nutrition 
Labeling, and What Effect Does Label Use Have on Diet Quality. Journal of 
Nutrition Education, 27(4): 163–172. 

Hasan, H. (2016). A Study on Awareness and Perception towards Halal Foods among 
Muslim Students in Kota Kinabalu, Sabah. Proceedings of the Australia-Middle 
East Conference on Business and Social Sciences 2016, Dubai, 803-811. 

Hasenbeck, A., Cho, S., Meullenet, J. F., Tokar, T., Yang, F., Huddleston, E. A., & Seo, 
H. S. (2014). Color and illuminance level of lighting can modulate willingness to 
eat bell peppers. Journal of the Science of Food and Agriculture, 94(10), 2049-



40                                                                                                                  Journal of Business Management and Accounting, 7 (1) 2017: 17-49

2056. 

Hawkes, C., Smith, T. G., Jewell, J., Wardle, J., Hammond, R. A., Friel, S., & Kain, 
J. (2015). Smart food policies for obesity prevention. The Lancet, 385(9985), 
2410-2421. 

   
Hersleth, M., Monteleone, E., Segtnan, A., & Næs, T. (2015). Effects of evoked meal 

contexts on consumers’ responses to intrinsic and extrinsic product attributes in 
dry-cured ham. Food Quality and Preference, 40, 191-198. 

Higginson, C. S., Kirk, T. R., Rayner, M. J., & Draper, S. (2002). How do consumers 
use nutrition label information? Nutrition & Food Science, 32(4), 145-152. 

Hislop, C. (2006). In the Shoes of the Fisher: Commercial Fishers and the Tasmanian 
Marine Protected Area Policy Journey. Ocean Yearbook Online, 20(1), 283-
304.  

Hodgkins, C., Barnett, J., Wasowicz-Kirylo, G., Stysko-Kunkowska, M., Gulcan, Y., 
Kustepeli, Y., et al., (2012). Understanding how consumers categorize nutritional 
labels: A consumer derived typology for front-of-pack nutrition labels. Appetite, 
59, 806–817. 

Homburg, C., Koschate, N., & Hoyer, W. D. (2005). Do satisfied customers really pay 
more? A study of the relationship between customer satisfaction and willingness 
to pay. Journal of Marketing, 69(2), 84-96. 

Honea, H., & Horsky, S. (2012). The power of plain: Intensifying product experience 
with neutral aesthetic context. Marketing Letters, 23(1), 223-235. 

Hourihane, J. O., Kilburn, S. A., Nordlee, J. A., Hefle, S. L., Taylor, S. L., & Warner, J. 
O. (1997). An evaluation of the sensitivity of subjects with peanut allergy to very 
low doses of peanut protein: A randomized, double-blind, placebo-controlled 
food challenge study. Journal of Allergy and Clinical Immunology, 100, 596-
600. 

Hoyer, W. D. (1984). An examination of consumer decision making for a common 
repeat purchase product. Journal of consumer research, 11(3), 822-829. 

Hwang, J., Lee, K., & Lin, T. N. (2016). Ingredient labeling and health claims influencing 
consumer perceptions, purchase intentions, and willingness to pay. Journal of 
Foodservice Business Research, 19(4), 352-367. 

Janda, S., & Rao, C. P. (1997). The Effect of Country-of-Origin Related Stereotypes 



The Impact of Food Packaging Cues on Perceived Product Quality A Conceptual Development: 17-49                                                                                                             41 

and Personal Beliefson Product Evaluation. Psychology & Marketing (1986-
1998), 14(7), 689. 

Joshi, P., Mofidi, S., & Sicherer, S. H. (2002). Interpretation of commercial food 
ingredient labels by parents of food-allergic children. Journal of Allergy and 
Clinical Immunology, 109(6), 1019-1021. 

   
Kalicharan, H. D. (2014). The effect and influence of country-of-origin on consumers’ 

perception of product quality and purchasing intentions.  The International 
Business & Economics Research Journal (Online), 13(5), 897 

Kardes, F. R., Kim, J., & Lim, J. (2001). Consumer expertise and the perceived 
diagnosticity of inference. Advances in Consumer Research, 19(1), 409-410. 

Kastanakis, M. N., & Balabanis, G. (2012). Between the mass and the class: 
Antecedents of the “bandwagon” luxury consumption behavior.  Journal of 
Business Research, 65(10), 1399-1407. 

Katona, G., & Muller, E. (1955). A study of purchase decisions. Consumer behavior: 
The dynamics of consumer reaction. New York, New University Press, 1, 30-87. 

Kauppinen-Räisänen, H., Owusu, R. A., & Abeeku Bamfo, B. (2012). Brand salience 
of OTC pharmaceuticals through package appearance. International Journal of 
Pharmaceutical and Healthcare Marketing, 6(3), 230-249. 

Keller, K. L. (2001). Building customer-based brand equity: A blueprint for creating 
strong brands. Working paper, Report no. 1-107, Marketing Science Institute, 
pp 1-38. 

Keren, R., Helfand, M., Homer, C., McPhillips, H., & Lieu, T. A. (2002). Projected 
cost-effectiveness of generic marks and labels Pediatrics,  110(5), 855-864. 
(PUBMED).  

Kirmani, A., & Rao, A. R. (2000). No pain, no gain: A critical review of the literature 
on signaling unobservable product quality. Journal of Marketing, 64(2), 66-79. 

Klopp, P., & M. MacDonald. (1981). Nutrition labels: An exploratory study of consumer 
reasons for nonuse. Journal of Consumer Affairs, 15(2): 301–316. 

Kluge, P. N., & Fassnacht, M. (2014). Selling Luxury Goods Online? Effects of Making 
the Inaccessible Accessible, 2014 Monaco Symposium on Luxury, Monaco, 
April 10th – 11th. 

Knibb, R. C., Booth, D. A., Platts, R., Armstrong, A., Booth, I. W., & MacDonald, 



42                                                                                                                  Journal of Business Management and Accounting, 7 (1) 2017: 17-49

A. (2000). Consequences of perceived food intolerance for welfare, lifestyle 
and food choice practices, in a community sample. Psychology, Health & 
Medicine, 5(4), 419-430. 

Kostyra, D. S., Reiner, J., Natter, M., & Klapper, D. (2016). Decomposing the effects 
of online customer reviews on brand, price, and product attributes. International 
Journal of Research in Marketing, 33(1), 11-26. 

Kotler, P. (2009).  Marketing management: A south Asian perspective. Pearson 
Education India. 

Kouassi, N. K., Tiahou, G. G., Abodo, F. R. J., Camara-Cisse, M., & Amani, N. G. 
(2009). Influence of the variety and cooking method on glycemic index of 
yam. Pakistan Journal of Nutrition, 8(7), 993-999. 

Kroonenberg-Vyth, E. (2012).  Evaluation of a front-of-pack nutrition label. Effects 
on consumer behavior, product development and public health. (Doctoral 
dissertation, PhD Thesis. Amsterdam: EMGO+ Institute for Health and Care 
Research, VU University). 

Kuester, D. D., Dirk Mateer, G., & Youderian, C. J. (2014). The economics of the 
office. The Journal of Economic Education, 45(4), 392-392. 

Lähteenmäki, P., Paraoanu, G. S., Hassel, J., & Hakonen, P. J. (2013). Dynamical 
Casimir effect in a Josephson metamaterial.  Proceedings of the National 
Academy of Sciences, 110(11), 4234-4238. 

Liu, S. S., Johnson, K. F., & Johnson, K. F. (2005). The automatic country-of-origin 
effects on brand judgments. Journal of Advertising, 34(1), 87-97. 

Loken, B., Ahluwalia, R., & Houston, M. J. (Eds.). (2010).  Brands and brand 
management: Contemporary research perspectives. Psychology Press.  

Magnier, L., Schoormans, J., & Mugge, R. (2016). Judging a product by its cover: 
Packaging sustainability and perceptions of quality in food products.  Food 
Quality and Preference, 53, 132-142. 

Mannell, A., Brevard, P., Nayga Jr, R., Combris, P., Lee, R., & Gloeckner, J. (2006). 
French consumers’ use of nutrition labels. Nutrition & Food Science, 36(3), 159-
168. 

Mantonakis, A., Galiffi, B., Aysan, U., & Beckett, R. (2013). The Effects 
of the Metacognitive Cue of Fluency on Evaluations about Taste 
Perception. Psychology, 4(03), 318.  



The Impact of Food Packaging Cues on Perceived Product Quality A Conceptual Development: 17-49                                                                                                             43 

Marchisotto, M. J., Harada, L., Kamdar, O., Smith, B. M., Waserman, S., Sicherer, 
S., & Gupta, R. S. (2016). Food allergen labeling and purchasing habits in the 
United States and Canada. The Journal of Allergy and Clinical Immunology: In 
Practice, 5(2), 345-351.  

  
Martin, I. M., & Eroglu, S. (1993). Measuring a multi-dimensional construct: Country 

image. Journal of Business Research, 28(3), 191-210. 

Mathe-Soulek, K., Krawczyk, M., Harrington, R. J., & Ottenbacher, M. (2016). The 
impact of price-based and new product promotions on fast food restaurant sales 
and stock prices. Journal of Food Products Marketing, 22(1), 100-117. 

Maynes, E. (1976). Decision making for consumers. New York: Mac-millan Publishing 
Co. 

McDaniel, C., & Baker, R. C. (1977). Convenience food packaging and the perception 
of product quality. Journal of Marketing, 41(4), 57. 

Menapace, L., Colson, G., Grebitus, C., & Facendola, M. (2011). Consumers’ 
preferences for geographical origin labels: Evidence from the Canadian olive oil 
market. European Review of Agricultural Economics, 38(2), 193-212. 

Milieus, S., Mentalitäten, I., & im historischen Wandel, K. (1997). Individual is airing 
und Integration, Zeitschrift für Pädagogik, 43(2), 301-320. 

Miles, S., Fordham, R., Mills, C., Valovirta, E., & Mugford, M. (2005). A framework 
for measuring costs to society of IgE-mediated food allergy. Allergy, 60(8), 996-
1003. 

Mitchell, V. W., & Boustani, P. (1993). Market development using new products and 
new customers: A role for perceived risk. European Journal of Marketing, 27(2), 
17-32. 

Monroe, K. B. (1976). The influence of price differences and brand familiarity on brand 
preferences. Journal of Consumer Research, 3, 42-49. 

Moorthy, S., & Hawkins, S. A. (2005). Advertising repetition and quality 
perception. Journal of Business Research, 58(3), 354-360. 

Mueller, S., & Szolnoki, G. (2010). The relative influence of packaging, labelling, 
branding and sensory attributes on liking and purchase intent: Consumers differ 
in their responsiveness. Food Quality and Preference, 21, 774–783. 



44                                                                                                                  Journal of Business Management and Accounting, 7 (1) 2017: 17-49

Mugge, R., & Schoormans, J. P. (2012). Newer is better! The influence of a novel 
appearance on the perceived performance quality of products.  Journal of 
Engineering Design, 23(6), 469-484. 

Nayga, R. M. (1999). Toward an understanding of consumers’ perceptions of food 
labels. The International Food and Agribusiness Management Review, 2(1), 29-
45. 

  
O’Cass, A., & Lim, K. (2002). Understanding the younger Singaporean consumers’ 

views of western and eastern brands.  Asia Pacific Journal of Marketing and 
Logistics, 14(4), 54-79. 

Oliveira, D., Machín, L., Deliza, R., Rosenthal, A., Walter, E. H., Giménez, A., & Ares, 
G. (2016). Consumers’ attention to functional food labels: Insights from eye-
tracking and change detection in a case study with probiotic milk. LWT-Food 
Science and Technology, 68, 160-167.  

Ophuis, P. A. O., & Van Trijp, H. C. (1995). Perceived quality: A market driven and 
consumer oriented approach. Food Quality and Preference, 6(3), 177-183. 

Paasche-Orlow, M. K., Parker, R. M., Gazmararian, J. A., Nielsen Bohlman, L. T., & 
Rudd, R. R. (2005). The prevalence of limited health literacy. Journal of General 
Internal Medicine, 20(2), 175-184.  

Parguel, B., Delécolle, T., & Valette-Florence, P. (2014). Effect of price display on 
brand luxury perceptions. (No. 123456789/14326). Paris Dauphine University. 

Parkvithee, N., & Miranda, M. J. (2012). The interaction effect of country-of-origin, 
brand equity and purchase involvement on consumer purchase intentions of 
clothing labels. Asia Pacific Journal of Marketing and Logistics, 24(1), 7-22. 

Payne, J. W. (1982). Contingent decision behavior. Psychological Bulletin, 92(2), 382.

Pearce, P. L. (2016). Trends in Consumer Behaviour. Entrepreneurship und Tourismus: 
Unternehmerisches Denken und Erfolgskonzepte aus der Praxis, pp. 2251.

Pecotich, A., & Ward, S. (2007). Global branding, country of origin and expertise: An 
experimental evaluation. International Marketing Review, 24(3), 271-296.

Petruccelli, P. J. (1996) Consumer and marketing implications of information provision: 
The case of the Nutrition Labeling and Education Act of 1990. Journal of Public 
Policy & Marketing 15(1), 150–3.



The Impact of Food Packaging Cues on Perceived Product Quality A Conceptual Development: 17-49                                                                                                             45 

Pharr, J. M. (2005). Synthesizing country-of-origin research from the last decade: Is 
the concept still salient in an era of global brands? Journal of Marketing Theory 
and Practice, 13(4), 34-45.

Philip, L. W., & Sternthal. B. (1977). Age differences in information processing: A 
perspective on the aged consumer. Journal of Marketing Research, 14(4), 444-
457.

  
Piqueras-Fiszman, B., & Spence, C. (2015). Sensory expectations based on product-

extrinsic food cues: An interdisciplinary review of the empirical evidence and 
theoretical accounts. Food Quality and Preference, 40, 165-179. 

Primeau, M. N., Kagan, R., Joseph, L., Lim, H., Dufresne, C., Duffy, C., & Clarke, 
A. (2000). The psychological burden of peanut allergy as perceived by adults 
with peanut allergy and the parents of peanut-allergic children. Clinical and 
Experimental Allergy, 30(8), 1135-1143. 

Qasem, A., Baharun, R., & Yassin, A. (2016). The role of extrinsic product cues in 
consumers’ preferences and purchase intentions: Mediating and moderating 
effects. Tem Journal-Technology Education Management Informatics, 5(1), 85-
96. 

Quintavalle, A. (2012). Retailing in the luxury industry. In Luxury Strategy in Action. 
Palgrave Macmillan UK, pp. 74-107.  

Rahmat, A. R., Rahman, W. A. W. A., Sin, L. T., & Yussuf, A. A. (2009). Approaches 
to improve compatibility of starch filled polymer system: A review. Materials 
Science and Engineering: C, 29(8), 2370-2377. 

Ravikanth, M., & Rao, P. V. (2016). Buying behaviour of electronic products in Andhra 
Pradesh: A study of selected electronic consumer product. International Journal 
of Core Engineering & Management (IJCEM). 2(5), 141-159. 

Rezvani, S., Dehkordi, G. J., Rahman, M. S., Fouladivanda, F., Habibi, M., & Eghtebasi, 
S. (2012). A conceptual study on the country of origin effect on consumer 
purchase intention. Asian Social Science, 8(12), 205.c v. 

Riley, F. D. O., Pina, J. M., & Bravo, R. (2013). Downscale extensions: Consumer 
evaluation and feedback effects. Journal of Business Research, 66(2), 196-206.  

Risch, S. J. (2009). Food packaging history and innovations. Journal of Agricultural 
and Food Chemistry, 57(18), 8089-8092. 



46                                                                                                                  Journal of Business Management and Accounting, 7 (1) 2017: 17-49

Roberto, C. A., Bragg, M. A., Schwartz, M. B., Seamans, M. J., Musicus, A., Novak, 
N., & Brownell, K. D. (2012). Facts up front versus traffic light food labels: A 
randomized controlled trial. American Journal of Preventive Medicine, 43(2), 
134-141. 

Roberto, C. A., Shivaram, M., Martinez, O., Boles, C., Harris, J. L., & Brownell, K. 
D. (2012). The smart choices front-of-package nutrition label. Influence on 
perceptions and intake of cereal. Appetite, 58(2), 651-657. 

  
Romano, C. (1996). Master marketer. Management Review, 85(4), 19. 

Rook, D. W. (1987). The buying impulse. Journal of Consumer Research, 14(2), 189-
199. 

Roth, M. S., & Romeo, J. B. (1992). Matching product category and country image 
perceptions: A framework for managing country-of-origin effects.  Journal of 
International Business Studies, 23(3), 477-497. 

Rundh, B. (2013). Linking packaging to marketing: how packaging is influencing the 
marketing strategy. British Food Journal, 115(11), 1547-1563. 

Sadiq Sohail, M. (2005). Malaysian consumers’ evaluation of products made in 
Germany: The country of origin effect. Asia Pacific Journal of Marketing and 
Logistics, 17(1), 89-105. 

Sanz Cañada, J., & Muchnik, J. (2011). Ancrage Et Identité Territoriale Des Systèmes 
Agroalimentaires Localisés-Introduction Au Dossier. Économie Rurale, 4 (322), 
64-78. 

Schooler, R. D. (1965). Product bias in the Central American common market. Journal 
of Marketing Research, 394-397. 

Schultz, T. W. (1975). The value of the ability to deal with disequilibria. Journal of 
Economic Literature, 13(3), 827-846.  

Shende, W. (2014). Analysis of research in consumer behaviour of automobile passenger 
car customer. International Journal of Scientific and Research Publications, 
4(2), 1-8. Available on: http://www.ijsrp.org/research-paper-0214/ijsrp-p2670.
pdf 

Shepherd, R., Sparks, S., & Raats, M. (1991). The effects on information on sensory 
ratings and preferences: The importance of attitudes. Food Quality and 
Preference, 3, 147–155. 

Silverstein, M. J., & Fiske, N. (2003). Luxury for the masses. Harvard Business Review, 



The Impact of Food Packaging Cues on Perceived Product Quality A Conceptual Development: 17-49                                                                                                             47 

81(4), 48-57. 

Sinha, I., & Batra, R. (1999). The effect of consumer price consciousness on private 
label purchase. International Journal of Research in Marketing, 16(3), 237-251.  

Skowronski, J. J., & Carlston, D. E. (1987). Social judgment and social memory: The 
role of cue diagnosticity in negativity, positivity, and extremity biases. Journal 
of Personality and Social Psychology, 52(4), 689.  

  
Smith, P. R., & Taylor, J. (2004). Marketing communications: An integrated approach. 

Kogan Page Publishers. 

Spence, C., & Fiszman, B. P. (2012). The multisensory packaging of beverages. In Food 
packaging: Procedures, management and trends. Nova Science Publishers. pp. 
187-233. 

Spence, C., & Wan, X. (2015). Beverage perception and consumption: the influence of 
the container on the perception of the contents. Food Quality and Preference, 39, 
131-140. 

Steenhuis, I. H. M., Kroeze, W., Vyth, E. L., Valk, S., Verbauwen, R., & Seidell, J. 
C. (2010). The effects of using a nutrition logo on consumption and product 
evaluation of a sweet pastry. Appetite, 55(3), 707-709. 

Steenkamp, J.-B. E. M. (1990).Conceptual model of the quality perception process. 
Journal of Business Research, 21, 309-333. 

Talati, Z., Pettigrew, S., Hughes, C., Dixon, H., Kelly, B., Ball, K., & Miller, C. 
(2016). The combined effect of front-of-pack nutrition labels and health claims 
on consumers’ evaluation of food products. Food Quality and Preference, 53, 
57-65. 

Teas, R. K., & Agarwal, S. (2000). The effects of extrinsic product cues on consumers’ 
perceptions of quality, sacrifice, and value. Journal of the Academy of Marketing 
Science, 28(2), 278-290. 

Tepper, B., Choi, Y., & Nayga Jr. R. M. (1997). Understanding food choice in adult 
men: Influence of nutrition knowledge, Food Beliefs and Dietary Restrains. 
Food Quality and Preference, 8(4): 307–317. 

Thakor, M. V., & Lavack, A. M. (2003). Effect of perceived brand origin associations on 
consumer perceptions of quality. Journal of Product & Brand Management, 12(6), 
394-407. 



48                                                                                                                  Journal of Business Management and Accounting, 7 (1) 2017: 17-49

Tiwari, R., & Herstatt, C. (2012). Assessing India’s lead market potential for cost-
effective innovations. Journal of Indian Business Research, 4(2), 97-115. 

Truong, Y., McColl, R., & Kitchen, P. J. (2009). New luxury brand positioning and 
the emergence of masstige brands. Journal of Brand Management, 16(5-6), 375-
382. 

Tuorila, H. (1987). Selection of milks with varying fat contents and related overall 
liking, attitudes, norms and intentions. Appetite, 8(1), 1-14. 

  
Tuorila, H., & Pangborn, R. M. (1988). Prediction of reported consumption of selected 

fat-containing foods. Appetite, 11(2), 81-95.

Turnbull, J. L., Adams, H. N., & Gorard, D. A. (2015). Review article: The diagnosis and 
management of food allergy and food intolerances. Alimentary Pharmacology & 
Therapeutics, 41(1), 3-25.

Underwood, R. A. (2003). U.S. Patent No. 6,601,233. Washington, DC: U.S. Patent 
and Trademark Office.

Underwood, R. L., & Ozanne, J. L. (1998). Is your package an effective communicator? 
A normative framework for increasing the communicative competence of 
packaging. Journal of Marketing Communications, 4(4), 207-220.

Vartan, C. G., & Rosenfeld, J. (1987). Winning the supermarket war: Packaging as 
weapon. Marketing Communications, 12(5), 31-36.

Verhoef, P. C., Nijssen, E. J., & Sloot, L. M. (2002). Strategic reactions of national 
brand manufacturers towards private labels: An empirical study in the 
Netherlands. European Journal of Marketing, 36(11/12), 1309-1326.

Voss, K. E., & Tansuhaj, P. (1999). A consumer perspective on foreign market entry: 
Building brands through brand alliances.  Journal of International Consumer 
Marketing, 11(2), 39-58.

Walters, A., & Long, M. (2012). The effect of food label cues on perceptions of quality 
and purchase intentions among high-involvement consumers with varying levels 
of nutrition knowledge.  Journal of Nutrition Education and Behavior,  44(4), 
350-354.

Wigley, S., & Rachel Chiang, C. L. (2009). Retail internationalization in practice: 
Per una in the UK and Taiwan. International Journal of Retail & Distribution 
Management, 37(3), 250-270.

  



The Impact of Food Packaging Cues on Perceived Product Quality A Conceptual Development: 17-49                                                                                                             49 

Wills, J. M., Schmidt, D. B., Pillo-Blocka, F., & Cairns, G. (2009). Exploring global 
consumer attitudes toward nutrition information on food labels.  Nutrition 
Reviews, 67(suppl 1), S102-S106.  

Winkielman, P., McIntosh, D. N., & Oberman, L. (2009). Embodied and 
disembodied emotion processing: Learning from and about typical and autistic 
individuals. Emotion Review, 1(2), 178-190.

Woodside, A. G. (1974). Relation of price to perception of quality of new 
products. Journal of Applied Psychology, 59(1), 116.

  
Wulf, K. D., & Odekerken Schröder, G. (2001). A critical review of theories 

underlying relationship marketing in the context of explaining consumer 
relationships. Journal for the Theory of Social Behaviour, 31(1), 73-101.

Xia, L., Monroe, K. B., & Cox, J. L. (2004). The price is unfair! A conceptual framework 
of price fairness perceptions. Journal of Marketing, 68(4), 1-15.

Zaidi, S. H. A., & Muhammad, B. (2012). Awareness of Pakistani consumers 
towards nutritional labeling on product packaging in terms of buying behavior. 
International Journal of Business and Social Science, 3(16). 97-103.

Zbib, I. J., Wooldridge, B. R., Ahmed, Z. U., & Benlian, Y. (2010). Purchase of 
global shampoo brands and the impact of country of origin on Lebanese 
consumers. Journal of Product & Brand Management, 19(4), 261-275.




