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Abstract

Recycled paper is a kind of high-quality recycled paper produced from waste paper. With the en-
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hancement of environmental protection awareness and the improvement of people’s environ-
mental protection requirements for paper, recycled paper will be more and more widely used in
the paper industry. To understand the college students’ awareness of recycled paper, a question-
naire survey was conducted among the college students at C University. The results show that
most students’ awareness of recycled paper only stays in hearing about its environmental protec-
tion performance; compared with traditional paper, students are more inclined to choose to use
recycled paper products; students have a strong concept of environmental protection and can
consciously reuse waste paper; students have a high willingness to use recycled paper. Therefore,
we should strengthen the publicity of college students’ awareness of recycled paper, so that they
can actively pay attention to and support the application of recycled paper in study and life.
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Figure 1. Response rate graph of Question 12
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Figure 2. Penetration rate of Question 12
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Figure 3. Pareto diagram of Question 12
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Figure 4. Pareto diagram of Question 13

4, 28 13 R E4EE

HI3% 3 TS, bl MOR. PEOTEC S Bral. Hofbhpg R I7 S U EER IR Y 2 2514 p {59 0.0001%,
AP BRI ENE, RIRE, RRE S TR I A R IR R R, A A,

HE 4 A5, FMRAEGT B R KA B AR AR RS, T AR T R U AT B T 20 T
PRI,

(3) XT3 14 A LA R B IR, s 4i R .

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2023.136159 1324 IR R AT IR


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2023.136159

E
é@
s
Bl

Table 4. Multiple response frequency analysis table of Question 14
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Figure 5. Pareto diagram of Question 14
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