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Abstract

In order to find out the consumption preference rule of consumers for health care shoulder, the
special population suffering from neck and shoulder pain was taken as the research object, and
the consumption preference of consumers for health care shoulder in the aspects of function, ap-
pearance and style was studied through online questionnaire survey. SPSS 24.0 was used to con-
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duct chi-square test on the usage, functional preference and appearance preference of health care
shoulder with different demographic characteristics. Chi-square results showed that gender, age,
cause of disease and course of disease had statistical significance on patients’ shoulder guard pre-
ference (P < 0.05). The cross-analysis of the style and age of the health care shoulder protector
shows that consumers of all ages tend to prefer the pillow type extension and the sleeve combina-
tion of short sleeve and shoulder sleeve. People’s preference for collars and bodice is related to
age. People under 35 have no special requirements for collars. With age, the preference for long
styles and lapels increases, but until the age of 50, the preference score for short styles remains
higher than that for long styles. The results of this study provide the direction for the development
of new products for health shoulder pads, so as to realize the higher application value of this product
and benefit more consumers.
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%1 PR, BEZIAERE SR B E Lok 51.27%, BYE L 48.73%, 2ok LAY B, B
ERS TN 30 Z AT i 6.09%. 30~39 % 15 12.70%. 40~49 % 5 44.16%. 50~59 % 5 26.90%. 60 % LA
i 10.15%, Z51E 40~49 BN ELZ o AU AR DS RO R, A AN B R B o
48.73%- L FHif5 i 21.83%. KIFEIRAL & 25.38%. M AMEH 4.06%; AR L 1~4 RS LLEIERK, &
15 61.42%, 10 =LA FSRAERT & Lefilse N, A 5.58%, /N4 11.17%, 4~10 45 21.83%, #EIHK
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Table 1. Basic information of respondents

# 1 OAENRHERER

WRIE N 2% 5 NE i bt
% 96 48.73%
A x 101 51.27%
<30 ¥ 12 6.09%
30~39 % 25 12.70%
o 40~49 % 87 44.16%
50~59 % 53 26.90%
>60 ¥ 20 10.15%
AN 96 48.73%
P IO AL h7] 43 21.83%
HIERAT 50 25.38%
HAMR 8 4.06%
<14 22 11.17%
- 1~4 4E 121 61.42%

B

4~10 4 43 21.83%
>10 4 11 5.58%

psSa 197 100%

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2022.1112905 8589 I3RS


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2022.1112905

B3

3.2. REIFBTIATEREEALRE RS

3.2.1. REFPBRHIHER

2 NORES R T T R A AR SO o — 3R J S R A S R, TR B
33.51% M N AV 48.22% M A\ H IR 14.72%%F T8 BB 7 KU E IE A E . AN E C BER
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4 21.83%. 43.15%. 27.41%. 7.61%; RefE 52 M ski <1 hy 1~3 h, 3~5h. >5h L7370 28.94%.
46.70%. 12.18%. 12.18%.

Table 2. Market demand for health care shoulder pads
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WA A 25 N L 451
. & 100 50.76%
R R BUR =
5 97 49.24%
2 66 33.51%
N HEFRE 95 48.22%
Xt T B H B A :
JeATIE 29 14.72%
B fi b 7 3.55%
J5ili-:» 93 47.21%
- ik 15 7.62%
R SEARAE S B IR 2
il 53 26.9%
AR 36 18.27%
0~100 75 43 21.83%
. B » 100~200 7t 85 43.15%
RENE 42 52 WA % Y 1 .
200~300 7T 54 27.41%
300 Ll E 15 7.61%
<lh 57 28.94%
. B 1~3h 92 46.70%
BEM8 1257 I M &
3~5h 24 12.18%
>5h 24 12.18%
Mt 197 100%

FaRHER ], K2 BRI BUBORTE R BRI, SRR BRI AN RS 81.73%, (HZ A
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Table 3. Chi-square test results of different demographic characteristics on the use of health care shoulder

3. FTRIAOFFHEMREIFBIERBRFHREER

RN 25 il AT N P! P fH
5
5 49 47 96
i/S 51 50 101 >34 0.001
G
<30 ¥ 5 7 12
30~39 % 10 15 25
40~49 % 45 42 87 4.643 0.002
50~59 % 28 25 53
>60 % 12 8 20
RIS
A~ 5 A 44 52 96
SO EFT] 22 21 43
HIEIRAR 27 23 50 8937 0.001
oM 7 1 8
SR
<14 12 10 22
1~4 4F 60 61 121
4~10 4 24 19 43 475 0.001
>10 4 4 7 11
Bt 100 97 197
3.3. REIFBRIERIRLT M B8 3= 43 #r

3.3.1. {RIBIFRTHEEM RETF R FNE R D4

1) DRtk

M 4 TTULAE Y, 20 Z L EEDIREM A0S H e il 69.04%. 30.96%; & 75 i 2 R IE DI HE AT A KL
5 G330 72.08%. 27.92%. R S S A R FE RN [FIRE L (KIS, R L 2l 3 3 i 27 T fR A 4
JERAERIR . ZEESEINRE, AT A2 25 M S R HEAT DR A2 578 I BETHRIE T

Table 4. Functional preference table of health care shoulder

3 4. REEIFBINREMREFR

R AR E T BE NE

= 136
3 61
Bt 197

i E
69.04%
30.96%

100%

R BRI T RE N3
= 142

i 55

@t 197

i E
72.08%
27.92%

100%

2) AN PR () RV i 2 5
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TSR R ) B X OR3P R I ZhRETE 22 5 Gttt (P < 0.05). L4 5.

Table 5. Chi-square test results of functional preference for health care shoulder with different demographic characteristics

5. FRAOSHHENRIEFBOMAILRTFHREAR

WA A & BE FEIeEE A P1E g FEEE AE P A N
P55
5 77 19 46 50 96
5783  0.002 9.833  0.001
& 59 42 72 29 101
FE
<30 ¥ 8 4 6 6 12
30~39 % 16 9 10 10 25
40~49 % 60 27 10.368  0.001 22 22 8.377  0.001 87
50~59 % 35 18 13 13 53
>60 % 17 3 4 4 20
AR 71 25 75 21 96
SO L ] 35 8 17 26 43
8.386  0.001 14.793  0.001
R FEIR A 27 23 44 6 50
AN 3 5 6 2 8
SRR
<14 16 6 12 10 22
1~4 4 90 31 92 29 121
14.389  0.001 11.378  0.001
4~10 4 25 18 31 12 43
>10 4E 5 6 7 4 11
Mt 136 61 142 55 197
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1) AN AR

T3 B RRES R DR KB iR [ i S AR BB 5 . 8] 5 1) 20 B OR A JE (n ] 1) 7T LLKE
TR BT A0 R R e AR D Re AL, AR E SR B E . ORIESLORMES R (A 2) & Ty
WIS E , SGRBVRBEZCR, ThRELE R —, FHPHAL R, WK 6 FiR, 1EEEyEm
AR, NATTL ] T 254 52 AR D Rt s B RAEF R, 7 EE R 66.50%, (AT 33.50% 1 A Ik 4435 44 ] 5 |
SRR e . EREERERY, MNMUELRRE B, TEEHIGEME.

TR R AR TR MARE:, AREEE KR, Frl AR SCE i 7 A& 5356 37 R, 175
a7\ b, e8I, &I ATIR %A B & Lol 4) BN 23.86%. 19.29%. 56.85%, KZ ANk
BTy, Wik 7 PR, RREREWBHERE NN 2 52 £F8SE L, ENFE. A FEE.
B 28 S 5 L 433 A 23.86% . 29.44% . 46.70%.
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Figure 1. Fixed brake type shoulder guard
1. ElEFIzEIPE

Figure 2. Warm shoulder pads
2. REREYPE

Table 6. Health shoulder structure preferences

6. (R BEEHIRET

eS| N Eal
SErtaI R, G 66 33.50%
iR, DhReTER 131 66.50%
it 197 100%

Table 7. Carrying way of health care shoulder and wearing preference

®7. RBIPBEFHARFEAGRE

#ar 77 3C AN# L g TG NHL ER17]
e 47 23.86% EHNFR 47 23.86%
ikt A 38 19.29% HHNFE 58 29.44%
CIEYisiAi 112 56.85% BN 5 3 92 46.70%

Mt 197 100% it 197 100%

2) AR EV AR PR A7 R PR AR fi e 22 5
XEASFLN EEE RS RAE SR BOSM LR 4 22 S 3B AT ROTR S . ROTRIGA R, AFEMER]. 5
ey BOWIER R B X R AR AN AT 22 57 A SE iR (P < 0.05). WL 8,

Table 8. Chi-square test results of appearance preference for health care shoulder with different demographic characteristics
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Continued
RS
<30 % 3 9 12
30~39 % 12 13 25
40~49 % 25 62 87 7.464 0.001
50~59 % 19 34 53
>60 & 7 13 20
HI R A
AN A 32 64 96
UL V] 15 28 43
5.535 0.001
HIERAT 15 35 50
BAM 4 4 8
TR
<14E 10 12 22
1~4 4 26 95 121
10 4 ” ” i3 6.93 0.001
>10 4F 8 3 11
psSan 66 131 197
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MFEEMR T 1+ 2. 3. 4. 5 A AEW AREIR. AER. —M. FXRAAER ZX. FEE R AR R
WEELP (AEHAENR%) * 1+ P (AEXK%) * 2 + P (— M%) * 3+ P (EXK%) * 4 + P (IEH ¥ %) * 5} [6].
WIS br s 9 R, AMNEJ AR b, 220 2.15, 7 URIRE L 0IT4r B B AR T3 48, 76 35
FAi. ARMASE L, B, Ml S E A AT B 3.81. 353 ¥imEm T 5 KMAS. EK
kR b, RS miF VE 0 E 2.6 2247, /NSRBI RIF 1T 7E 3.1 o4 . FEARGEITE, 4
A KEG R+ WEINKIETE 3.0 £ . KRRV NN 2~3 4, miF AN &

Table 9. Evaluation and analysis of health care shoulder style preference

9. R B RF TN 47

g F6:0 JEH A E R AEXK — K B AEH B it
A 0.066 0.366 0.699  1.260 1.015 3.41
VIR A 0.366 0.538 0.669  0.528 0.05 2.15
Bk 0.046 0.324 0.486  1.444 1.345 3.65
FoAh + 1 )H A 0.030 0.214 0.654  1.260 1.65 3.81
Kol + 4 Al 0.127 0.294 0.669  1.056 1.195 3.34

KA B
FAh + 0.056 0.324 0717 1116 1.320 3.53
Kl + i 0.112 0.354 0.762  1.260 0.710 3.20
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[5 451 0.269 0.386 0.852  0.548 0.585 2.64

X /NS4 0.157 0.366 0.639  1.360 0.535 3.06

Rl 0.102 0.396 0.624  1.460 0.635 3.22

Pl 0.188 0.630 0.639  0.668 0.585 2.71

Faax 0.107 0.396 0.669  1.056 1.040 3.27

K K3 0.203 0.354 0549  0.936 1.015 3.06
A+ Wtk 0.183 0.496 0549  1.056 0.610 2.89

2) DRt R s s S A S o #
BRI B F RIS LN, B2 AMRKRKZER, BIASO CRAES R AR d A 250H g B e e
VRS o3 M, T RA% 10 B .

Table 10. Health care shoulder style preference and age cross analysis
= 10. REFBRNIBF REW I

Bk A <30%  30~39 % 40~49 % 50~59 % >60 % SEHIE
AR 3.51 3.58 3.43 3.28 3.25 3.41

VAN bz ey 2.03 2.08 2.13 2.18 2.33 2.15
Bkt 3.63 3.68 3.73 3.66 3.55 3.65

FAh + 4 3.93 3.95 3.86 3.72 3.59 3.81

) Kt + 975 Al 3.24 3.33 3.35 3.36 3.42 3.34
el Rt + Hd 3.64 3.56 3.45 3.55 3.45 3.53
Kty + 3 368 Al 3.02 3.31 3.20 3.28 3.19 3.20

(5] 451 3.33 3.29 1.74 2.53 2.31 2.64

INSEAR 3.28 3.32 3.47 2.97 2.26 3.06

A

L 3.10 3.12 3.22 3.29 3.37 3.22

oo 3.31 3.22 3.05 211 1.86 2.71

YTk 3.52 3.38 3.23 3.25 2.97 3.27

KK K3k 2.88 2.64 2.98 3.38 3.42 3.06
R+ R 2.62 2.72 3.25 2.95 2.91 2.89

el 3 Fron, ORGSR SN TT Al b BE SR W AR T 2 o BEE RIS IIIE I, SO i F2 1
Tt EEAEEDEAR, SR TP . A NI RIS, A 78S 5 SN e
BERGG . Bk ST B — B SO Ak, AR AR B AR B2

ke 4 Fron, N ORAEEY R AL G i 4 B W AR A i 2k, 2541 By BOR AR ) i S 35047 KR
DX, Eta IS, FEAhBOZN 8 H ks WU =, 48 Al B0 i 4 52 0ol .

ke 5 o, A PREEY R AR SER A i B R ALt 2k . AFFAT LA Y, 30 2 A7 (1 A KEAR A AT s
BEER o AR BORH BRI i S R R AR I R, 300 3000 BB SR G, U RE R TR,
[ L AR e N B S G RE FE i T B A N
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%, FEAELER MG, FEAMRE TR, (255 82 AP T HARPEK, X 55 BLUE, fWiFF
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Figure 3. Curve of abductive mode preference with age
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Figure 4. Curve of sleeve combination preference with age
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Figure 5. Collar preference curve with age
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Figure 6. Curve of clothing preference with age
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FEANAN R AR T UR B GRS JR B 8405 b iemi Sk aCoh R 7 20 mT DL AR R 3 I [R] A1 e it R
RIANE R FRAITRT LRI 7L EE ok, X J Ak 2 PR IR AR T

TRAES R A REAR 2 PEBE RSN FIREFE RIS, DRI, b OR(E SR I TIRET 35, vk ] DAk
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e BEXTASFIRERER RS, BTt AT BLA Xt o i BEAT 4% R B

SE K

[1] A, B5s, 5k EE syt SR T IR 0], o EE 2454k, 2016, 13(4): 49-52.

[21  Phih, ZEHESF, FUL BT ) R A B B AT S A B T[], BRI UR EAR, 2022, 35(1): 46-51.
[8] AEHfatn, FHEIE. USZDIH o5 0 S A U B sl BR) 3R 2 i —— DAL B0 X 2o il [0]. 22498, 2020, 57(4): 62-67
[4] R, BAERE BAL BT R [D]: [ 20018 0], Bl Wi E oK, 20109,

[6] B4, KRB B I R A Bt 75 R R sEma [0]. s 454K % 24K, 2020, 33(4): 48-53

[6] HEMMER, EAR, B, B ST SO KA O LEE S R U] BRSNS R, 2018, 26(5):
26-31

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2022.1112905 8597 I3RS


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2022.1112905

	功能性保健护肩消费偏好及影响因素研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	Study on Consumption Preference and Influencing Factors of Functional Health Care Shoulder
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 问卷的设计及实施
	2.1. 问卷设计
	2.2. 问卷实施
	2.3. 统计方法

	3. 结果
	3.1. 调查对象的基本特征
	3.2. 保健护肩的市场需求及使用影响因素分析
	3.2.1. 保健护肩的市场需求
	3.2.2. 不同人口学特征对保健护肩的使用情况差异

	3.3. 保健护肩的消费偏好及影响因素分析
	3.3.1. 保健护肩功能性偏好及影响因素分析
	3.3.2. 保健护肩外观偏好及影响因素分析
	3.3.3. 保健护肩款式偏好及及年龄交叉分析


	4. 结论
	5. 对保健护肩设计的建议
	参考文献

