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Abstract

Driven by the globalized health trend, the Chinese medicine healthcare products market has seen a
period of growth after the epidemic. This study focuses on the development trend of the TCM healthcare
products market and its impact on consumer behavior, aiming to reveal the changes in consumer
demand and behavioral patterns behind the market growth. The study explores the impact of the
epidemic on the TCM health products market, and applies various methods such as columnar anal-
ysis, multivariate logit regression modeling, structural equation modeling, etc. to reveal the com-
plex relationship between the impact of the epidemic, consumer psychology, publicity efforts and
market heat, which provides a scientific basis for the formulation of marketing promotion strate-
gies.

Keywords

Traditional Chinese Medicine Health Products, Consumer Attitudes, Epidemic Impact,
Columnar Analysis, Structural Equation Model

Copyright © 2025 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
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11 MiRER

e frf & ht g IR A T st R SRR B, XS m T LR LA EE R R

B, ABIBRST ORAESTH AW N, R AR S ARG, Sk 1R RO BRI R AR R DG TE AT B
s, ik, ZRANDHEARRIN, SR & FREMN P RUEsi ). RERE BAsE, —AE
X 60 % LA BN FHEFLE N T 10% 81 kB 2N Z At 2o 55 =, BTG 7 23 2 I e B 17
KRB, FRIEVE NEREIRAWRT, X IR TR REEEN. &5, BHSCE 7 AL
Jra IR TR BRI HIGR, 3 BN T R B i R RS R IR O I 1,
B2y — Ha& 2T E NG, PR R “ R FME" “ 24 math” [k, &7 ENERM%
EHARR. BUE, XPELGRE R BT RAW LT, BUF T G RBORSCR R AT EECE
WIS T, B RERHENE L REE, ARFEERZE NI RIEMEETRE, B 25 (R bk 2 & 35
SIS T 2 N R HER 2 AR

12. B/

St A AE BN i SEINER A 1 g r G R O T 37 BB,  DAFS Bl ol ) 5 BEAT B0 PR R T 37 5
o[RS, PR T ER 25 DR AR b A T 37 T IO LA A S A %5 Dyl S (3 BA B B4 Jee O 1 A il 5 7o
bbs AR AR MR AR T 0 S ARG 1 T SRS ST 58 4 70, F et i e 25 Or ft i 72
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2. Xzt
2.1. PHRERMRK

FI R b 2 DR Ak b (A0 rh 2 & & P 2o ) IR SE, R B IR IENR, 3 9m i ). AT 57 . SR
M7 o E R PET I BRI AG . PRIT. SEctZ . AR BRI . S . A3 iRPE, THIHAESE
[1]. HATHZRMEES N R N EZAPR: 1) PEFEN. BEFERIEK, AYLRERIRGE, RUhE
JITEE, I i EZ A 2 BINR], N T EZ 25 (R 4E dh AT B RN TAEREH 2R 1K,
AR AU, N 2 S 2 IR AL S EURS M AN IR, 85T, B B TE ORI, T, BRI, TR
SN R REE T I 03 R DR AR 32 BB T 5 R [2] - 2) S04 JLEE o 1 0 T e DR i RO 2 0 R ZE
BRE L VEAE (R HEA S 78 (0 DR A ity LT 2R R K. AKIREF R BN LB, PUEE, REARIRE
di A T S B LB AL EARCRINAE S, SORFHSCRER) “ B, fhAT TR AR A SRR RTE
MIE e JLEEISORAE S BB “UANRHE T anahes,  “aR R I RSE[3].

H AT 25 (R e S AFAE 0 2R R e 1) H AR E R4 b B A P AR AR 7 o —, QR £
S, RARHECE BAREPROL. AAR R PO R E R M ES, HITZA 300 KA\ HIhEE & i
WIBEFIT A, SEAH R HIAE 35 145 0/ Ao T [ fA v 24 Orfi it ) 2 HH L EAE — BLAI LR, o B 20 R 1Y
CERREARRT o 2) PRIIBEMLE R, WA A CRIARZL e DhRE A AR T AE S B L RS LI
PO D75 . i E— A R ELECK R, RZ A rg i —E B, R R G, T A
[41. 3) [E ST AN KX OR (e dt AT b F00 6 R S o 0 R S5 e iAo P R X P R R 2 B R R e
MR ZE(2006~2020)) B WIRfFE Y, FORHOR BT A LA ATAS , SRR T R BB Y S T A
W BRGSO ROR . [ SR TSRS B 5 DA R AL R S OB 7T - DTS PR 22 )
JEAR P 2GR AR S IR T ER A SR LIE

22. PEHRERLRIIR

MBI EG L TERN AP L, A RUFRREARZER, LR REE T 25 B B St 0 v 24 Or f i
(Rt — 0 R SRR AR IR RE. RS 1) BRERZEImMI, TAEE MR, A REKE
W7 AEE, AT A B R BT TOR, IBE T EEN RS . BRI T A
OREE AR T S ANLRE, SRS A 2) tERED TI2WrER AR e . BUAE—HZE, BT S AR K- |
T L 8RR RESEI ) DA o of R RS A s PRI A v PO AR VA5 22 T I PR AL X 2 ) R 8 it 324 F35
20 I RIS 0 R 24 ORI — BRI EIE[S] o 77 ki 1) rP 2 ORAER dhoRE SR T FOAR A o i ORI T A
P  ORARR 0 (00 9 A, AR TR AT I, AR I AR AR VE KO H s S s 0L, R
AOREERE AR, AR, KA R M — KEBREERE. 2) PRI IIMICRIZD T . BT
MSHEIE BTG ORAE A, ORAE R H 2308 S H TR F, R Bk 2 N FR[6]. 3) BHIFHRAK:
BP R . B E T R SRR 3R &, DART AR, RRHCS B AR A SR8 21
EUERE bR AT TG, RSO i 25 R A FOT AN, St H SO 3E S 1. 4) 17
AT AT REE R G ORI M AR OR IR - HS o TR rp 22 2R, BB TR IR, T AL 5
HfEi. BEAT IR, BN S Y RIS BB FUER, BT 2 R KR BRI 4R
WO SIS, BEE IR FES I 2 IO B P RORRE , R B PRI o 24 R4 it AN B TR B
5) fi b T ML H T, EEEMAMPIIGE. EAEE L THIRREHLR bRy, h
Zifrfdhn, BPRTIZIE I E K. KR E PRIEA b, (et P25 BRAL, JFRBURT 2, TR R
.
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3. WIRBIH

AUV IO HT 2 b2 —TE T AT 7 2 4eX) 5, s T IUAMZ O s B m. S48 0%,
TSI LR S OBl 3K — 25 1 5 I 58 719 g v s 24 A ot T 3 () A THT 23 BT 3 8 17 37 RO A

oG, PENERT AR R 2 OR AR T3 (0 RS AL A U (R DG B e 2 — o RIS LS BT S T R R
B, DL H 3 e AR AR S AR SE R AR AL, AR AT B AEIRAN T R R 2GR S I T AT . IX
— T AN R TR AT A E R, R T BRIk SR KRB RS T gL .
R, EAR T BERIVPAG I 2 BT O T AR P R A AR AR S R AR AN T 3, SRl R AR R ) T 3 R BE AN E
FERR . X — 0 W AR T AL R SRS SR T ™= W 4 BE AR 2 e P E R . 3=, T #ER)
N5 D SRR T B R E T 9 3 0 P R 2 R AR Y T AR RRFE . R PR T A I BB A DGR, AHE LR
AN TR ORAE S R TS DR TER KA B S, RO AT N B I OR . R
AT ISR RS2 AN EENT, BRI T .
4. BERSSEEENT
41. EERE

FIH SPSS R FEME M MR A R A 3L 309 3 HEAT 15 FERT G —— X A i SL 1 & AN AE AR S dh 47 o B
B RECNTRAR TS B 0T, K5 AN TE AR S Bint B (1) W 4% 48 B AR IR SN SPSS AT SE 12041 J5 A
R LI CENEERNT CTERF LI CRITEMAT CHE” MR /KT 0.7, B
AR EENE: WO TRE VR e R RECEAR T 0.6 Wi/ T 0.7, (AWAERTEZ VW, VR4
W# 1,

Table 1. Various Cronbach’s alpha coefficients

®1 BARHEBEREREY

A LA AN o B A R E
Al 3 0.737
W DR 5 0.751
VH AR 3 0.630
g 5 0.917
&I EAL 5 0.849
4.2. BUBRSTHT

ARV T HVEE AT, TR FCAS [F SN T A 43 59l 7 LR A i RO HE T RN S 22 18] FR) AR A 34 FOAH DGR
RN FAS ZEXH GRS P 75 SR o AT HUIBE A Mt s A FH R G 6 U0 2 P T R 2 TR PRI AR G, R B
PREA R R MR HM . B8 EENAKTN0.05. 4R EMEKFENT 0.05 B, 3B F:#E % H 2 517
TEMR K R IR : T ELER A P B 2 (A S AT ML AT S A0 20 T 9 e AT T s o T 1A
BLUA R HLEEARUT N BB, JEEUZ = AR MR
421 RESNTRBEESKA

RTK 4 R W2 2 B, Person K5 BT MG IG T B P B 0.001 <0.05, YA RN AR
XPORME S T AR LA B ES, BA RN .
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Table 2. Chi-square test table of health product awareness and income

2. (RfEm T IR SWARNRARER

{1 H 2 S5k 2 R )
FeIREARTT 39.013 16 0.001
AR EE 29.454 16 0.021
BRSNS 3.168 1 0.075
AR T 309

XA FSONTEAR 5 DR A dh T IR RE S BEAT A X T, R REAS B R 4518

1.0
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L —HEREWH
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Figure 1. Stacked bar chart of health product awareness by different income groups
1. AR A SRER T BRIZE R E
W1, RIAS R RIS Ao R ) T AR AR RO R 22 7 BB 1 R BE A I, X
FE N AW NTE 50,000 76 LA A1 20,000 JG% 50,000 JCIIEEMA R &5 b IEZ B i, HOGHSEPrE “HF
WOR” MAREE . T HoAth = SRWONTEAR U7 To A% B BN AR IR Y o L
4.2.2. BaMRERHNEIHISEAN

Table 3. Chi-square test table of expenditure on health products

3. MRiEmHEEE RN FHRER

fH H it
L %ietis il 14.521 16 0.560
AR EL 15.034 16 0.522
LR IRIRR 2.35 1 0.125
BHRAZH 309
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KGRI R WL 3 Aras, Person & 5 S AG 566 B 1 P 4 0.560 > 0.05, A N AFIU N BEAATE
X W SEARAGE f TR PR AR R 22 5, AN A B A G .
SN FNFEAR 5 B A0 R T SR AR S AT 22 ST, AR 31 iR 4518

1.0
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Figure 2. Stacked bar chart of annual expenditure on health products by different income groups

2. FEMINBHAE BRI TS F R R~ RETERIHERIRE

I 2 (RIS FSHEARLE B AP 2R IR ™ i M A AE R IR I E . KEAHNA
WENAE — PRI S FROFEAAS, 5 2% 00 Bl DX A 1 o5 e e T SO A e PR B AR 25 A0 9 IX TR v o B>
IIBTIRE RS P AU B IR IE O H AT A A B A AN B, T R D ST T A
[EECTIERZ D VR D L N E S SnbE R

43. BFZESEVIRNZ T Logistic #EH

431 BBREN

TESXT R 2 DR it I ZE TR 3R (A% 5 SREF) 0T AT, SR AME R 3R AEBE N e 1 % 50 1 35
HBEAT A . 25 pRAR L VY P R R AR ST oy s, A £ G Logistic [BIARERL, BF L&Ak
FER R EHX N KR,

IR AT A 5 B AT O AR S PPN D R R B, S AL S B A B KRNI A H
THOL WONSZ BRI 500 dne] LA P P 7 Hp I 2 R A8 o 8 P 15 i 928 17 o B a0 {8 B DA S+ 23 BUR ST )
ST, —URAE b i JE R DA SR AL

AMERZR I FKEENII F U A AR 1 BRSO AR E 2 BT 2 17 56 A 22 i R 1 8 11
SOMARRRE . SERERTA SO HE S R R . A S AE BT 1 e (e RO A Sk TUAE A R ) SR AR P A
PN G AN FR R R 2GR S P ) GV ERR B o B RS T AE 2 AR B AR I SR I R, R
FTIART LR BZE A

4.3.2. HEBIKR R
B EHRARN SPSS #EATIZ A [ IH1) 2 It Logistic BLAL AT, 153 1) i 25 A 36 45 R L2 4.
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Horh E bR B VEARRE . AEREATIZ D e R

BTN 0.1, S /NT 0.1 B, B IR
SRATARETE, B AT RMERAE 0 AR AR s AR S 43

ABEARNIER, A NAR T TALHE

Table 4. Regression coefficients and significance test

4. HARKESTEMRE

AR B — % T
B WEM B o B o B WEM
el 1.641 0.821 6.239 0.276 6.088 0.287 0.957 0.874
FEENYI AN -0.866 0.289 -0935 0.081 -1.092 0.041 -0.886 0.142
N U -
|$Ef§rﬁﬁ);|]ﬂ¥zﬂ&)\$ﬁtt2ﬁu -0.104 0933 0441 0643  -0.43 0.65 -0.16  0.874

PG RARF B RS 0771 0.511 2.098 0.027 2.042 0.031 2.188 0.031
JEE AN ZOOLEE IS mFE R —0.728 0488  -0.943  0.238  -1.041 0.191 -0.993 0.254

RPN )5 (i REECRA
AFE DA P RTEREE

BN I A S R 24 DR A it
RIRTEREE

0.553 0.655 -0.342 0.722 —-0.037  0.969 0.32 0.756

0.043 0.964 0.066 0.926 0.274 0.699 0.139 0.86

BEATRIE ST, RILPEERHE R R0 5 RV IR AR I IE G R, 9 1 o) (g B = A B =
(RIS, NATT 2 B v B A PR 2 R s TSN T Bt a4 AT B A0 o 2 24 R At AT A o ——
AU, R T 3% 0 P o e S 24 (e S DN, T 15 T i R 2 M P o 2 A AR AT T e AR
fa AT ML I RBUR VAR -

4.3.3. BEIT,
X IR ST Logistic BB AT LG LRERT SR, HEAT SPSS ia1T, f3FIM4E R W% 5:

Table 5. Goodness of fit test
< 5. HAMERLE

LA il H T
R R 788.945 840 0.895
22 403.932 840 1

HA A0 R 75 KT 0.05, 1AL T FE L & 15 LA & S bR A
4.4, YERE—REEEFT

E 3 ST T AR ) 45 K 7 FER AR R, AR SPSS XAV 2 45 309 4 BE T AUE K ——1tb
AR H SPSS HHAT IR R M F 0 #T. B Gk A T KMO (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) #: 56: DA Az B 45 F1 45 BR . A
B WA IR IEAT 0T . Forh BT BT A U E M AR B KMO {54 0.857 KT 0.800, ELAFFIREERTE AL 40
2 E N T 0.005—— I\ A1) 4 45 R B A G 3% F Bk T N — B M Rt 25, B T
KMO i %6 DA K AR R RFER AT IR 40 AT T, 2 — B AT IR R M R 20 A o B 221 e 4 A, VRS IR
W 6.
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Table 6. KMO and Bartlett’s test for structural equation model
= 6. LG IERE KMO FnE4FF4FKIE

KMO F LRI 55
KMO HUREIE ) 1 1 4 0.857
TR R R R P A B EALRTT 3124.986
H 210
TEM 0.000

£ SPSS I & v, ST ZE AR RHEAE LA E R T RBEF] 65.354% L8 KT 50%, #
TN E T BT 72 (0 B A AR BRI 70 N A B WA, IF AR RS 5 i FERE € ST AN AN 1
RN NN B E N B E LR R TTEAR T DL IR o ARG TT R
FTOFRHLFEANBRZERR, MR AE T,

Table 7. Total variance explained in structural equation model

=" HRHERE R ERE

BIAEHFEAR SRR Iy A Jile e 38451 A

gy eI TEEat BRw i EAs RRw  BiF 0 TEAS 2%
1 6.065 28.880 28.880  6.065 28.880 28.880  3.763 17.921 17.921
2 2.950 14.047 42,927 2.950 14.047 42.927  3.087 14.699 32.620
3 1.754 8.350 51.277 1754 8.350 51.277  2.655 12.645 45.265
4 1.657 7.889 59.166  1.657 7.889 59.166  2.146 10.219 55.483
5 1.299 6.188 65.354  1.299 6.188 65.354  2.073 9.870 65.354
6 0.826 3.931 69.285

45. GRIFIRER

S5 177 BB (Structural Equation Modeling), AR IHR SEM, 72 ik A48 5 1 J7 22 i B 4 A A% 5 ()
T 25 o TR 5 R DA BRI AN T 2 1 9 7 AR 2 IR AR DG PR I B S P — RGeS A . Tk
AT NI H 1) & 2 R 7 0 WA 280 2 W DA S BR A A0 T S S5 B AR 5 9 4%, JF HAESb B al B4R BB
8 I FH AT Ak B AR AR 2 1) 9 43 BT 2 15 AN T B AL BB (R A R 2 AR R o

AR R AN PO AT IR, AR E ARG, R 2 DR AT R DA R B AR AT
(9 7 B 2 A X 12 AT M R S S s T B3 A BEORAR, SIS XHZATIL AR ORI th 2 Al
B E S —— ORI R I ERE N &

451 GHHESEEREN

SR T RE R JE B DA R A D PR e 2 1 B T AR 1 23 AR T 5 4 TIU0L 4 B A AR R R AT )
DRI S E oy i, A5 BT L AR AR AR R R R AR B, AR AR AR b DR N A
AR oS SO S AR AT (S A I, I LB AT G T R R, IR NREAT IR UENE R 0 H s A R 2
ZERREEEH, HTEHM R LRI R RE .

452 BINETE
238 T A AT AR — /Ny AR AR S T NI AR, AR AL LK 8.
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Table 8. Classification of observed variables

8 NELENE

BERE MR
PN X B A fi i i) R R W R EE
PN R PN X o PR i) R R W R EE

TR 175 Jo X RREAH DR BUSR AN 28 3k AR SGHE
MR B 24 i, FRAEZR SN SRR
B I Ja X r 2 24 DR A i T B AR A A
H 2L X R 24 PR f iy RV AR
X ey 3K r B 245 R A ot SR AEANY
Xof R 24 PR il 2 A PEPP Y
Xt R 2 R IR
HF IR Xt R G ORfdh TR
Hh 2 2 AR X i 24 PR i R AR A R
BR e Xt e E AL R
RO S EAL R
# 5 EAE BUFRH R SR
XS T B B AL AR
NATTE 5 24 DR A it OGP
Y 3K F 2 245 DR A it A 2R
B Tl J5 REAE X Hh B2 24 F i it (RO 7 2
W B QA A P 2 DR AR IR 2
VR TEAE AL AT A 7% B B 245477 JEk A PO 2%
BLAE O SRR 1k

453. BIER
FIFH AMOS 24 3BH TS84T BI45 8, AT HI e 45 0 FEAR AL 12 4T HFHHTIE BB 1IE 5%, B3P
HisATSE R W ZE 9:

Table 9. Preliminary report of structural equation model estimation
= 9. BHMHFERRETHLSRE

P
#I7EAR RPN 0.000 Q31 o BRI 0.000
HAE R &5 EAL 0.000 Q32 e £V 0.000
e Eapvsicd H AR 0.000 Q19 TH 2R
WE 2L B 0.000 Q18 HPE AR 0.000
O #ITE 0.001 Q13 # 7 EAR 0.000
Q12 3PS NI} A Q26 bR £ gvs 0.000
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Q11 2L NI AL] 0.000 Q34 W LR 0.000
Q10 RPN AT 0.000 Q40 O

Q141 & JiEE Q42 HBE 0.000
Q142 KT EME 0.000 Q39 R 0.000
Q144 KT E 0.000 Q41 O 0.000
Q143 KT EME 0.000 Q35 O 0.000
Q27 T B Q21 H AR 0.000

WP 9 1950, BrT “RIEMA R %ﬁé%ﬁ%éi’ffﬁdﬂf T i 2 f s T TR
AR P AW EGE 0.001 1M S MM B B 1, ARGV D IS 47 4 R LR AR, LK 3

+£7518=443.445 BHE=180 £AH/BHE=2.464
GFI=.881 AGFI=.847
RMSEA=.069 CFI=.912

Figure 3. Final results of structural equation model
Bl 3. SR ERERALER

XS5 7 R BEAT SR PPy, S5 R ILE 10,

Table 10. Indices of the structural equation model

= 10. L9 IERARIIERT

Model CMIN/DF GFI AGFI CFl RMSEA

Default model 2.450 0.880 0.847 0.912 0.069

Zoid L3R A AT i 2 DL S ST 0 5 A4 REAR TR 23 AT 5 R 06 8 3 1 5 ) R AR A (R DU IR R
FIRL 25 AL _EIR G TR AR Y AR AR AT A R 5 R SR A 2 ) REAR R SR AR AT B SR R T R
AR, R B AR RECGEAT ORI Hop e o TR Jy AR B 2 R xR 2t 384k, i 1530
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BRSNS AL B AR R AT SN N A R AR R, TS MR R T AT R A B R AR I
THEJE B P A IRRZE, AR 0T, B 2 8] A 9% H T Bions 82 4 17 26 A By $i 52 i ] B 1 i
HALHIR R, HETRAEEREANTIERR, FTCA G IFAR MG 7 R R AR 2 B 2R A
(K152 #r o

4.6. BHEMEEF 54

TESE R T S5 T R A R S, e B G540 5 FE R AR AT 13— 20 I 38 UF M R 7 TV R —— % 3
WS 5 X 7 R AT IR AUE o FEFC I 8 1 DU TGUHR A R 28 7512 20 Sl %ok T 5 2 0 1D 5 400 O R B AT
IGUE S M. —RISIE, XN IR RR A CR (Composite Reliability 2015415 &) 5 AVE (Average Variance
Extracted ~F35 /7 ZHEHUE) ;s 55— XN AE, Fou& A R 7EAR & (A A G RECS X AVE [ EHEE
IR B ER R

JFEHR CR 5 AVE X% 4544 77 R B HEAT WSIRE /) b, 32 11 "RA3 1T A Y CR ¥ KT 0.7; JF
HFTH AVE {HY) KT 0.36—— /& i\ B8 IE 5 (1 2546 7 R AR A B I R I S R B 45 21
B R AW . BAREEZ R W% 11,

Table 11. Convergence validity of the structural equation model

=11 G EERNSER

M & WA R Estimate SMC CR AVE
Q12 LS RIPNE A 0.622 0.387
Q11 PR NI 0.774 0.599 0.744 0.493
Q10 3PS NI} AL 0.703 0.494
Q141 &5 Bk 0.657 0.432
Q142 & EfE 0.764 0.584
Q144 ‘HEL 0.801 0.642 0.854 0.545
Q143 & EE 0.866 0.750
Q13 KT EE 0.562 0.316
Q27 T e OB 0.518 0.268
Q31 T B OB 0.667 0.445
Q32 HRH O 0.631 0.398 0.756 0.384
Q26 ek =gy Ll 0.623 0.388
Q34 R H O 0.649 0.421
Q19 SR e RINT 0.562 0.316
Q21 HE NN 0.751 0.564 0.752 0.508
Q18 HE NN 0.803 0.645
Q40 W 0.942 0.887
Q42 W 0.901 0.812
Q39 WE 0.875 0.766 0.925 0.716
Q41 W 0.847 0.717
Q35 FEs 0.632 0.399
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15 AMOS R A IR 55 1) 7 AR AL 4R 15 Fh 3 HY Implied Correlation N = fE [ I HE W B A
AVE “FIriRE: Aot KRBT FIXE R AVE PR AE, iR EREGE X/ A, VEgss R L%
12,
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