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Abstract

This study, using a sample of 560 individuals aged 15 to 29 from Hangzhou, employs a combination of
questionnaire surveys, factor analysis, and K-Means clustering methods to explore the characteristics
of Generation Z’s perceptions, behavioral contradictions, and product demands regarding traditional
Chinese medicine (TCM) health care. The study found that Generation Z has a significant cognitive and
behavioral separation from traditional Chinese medicine health care: 68.57% of the respondents have
a low cognitive level, but 96.9% have actually experienced the relevant methods, and 56.07% show
the punk health care behavior of “indulging while maintaining health”. Factor analysis extracted four
major demands: cost demand, quality demand, convenience demand and emotional demand. Fur-
ther cluster analysis reveals four types of consumer groups: careful calculators pay attention to
comprehensive cost-effectiveness, low-priced people only pay attention to price, appearance-ori-
ented people pursue product aesthetics and cultural value, and quality practical people prefer quality
and convenience, but account for the lowest proportion. Based on this, the industrial optimization
path of “lightweight product innovation + new Chinese aesthetic empowerment + precise science pop-
ularization system” is proposed to provide a practical reference for the innovative transformation of
traditional Chinese medicine health culture among young people.
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1. 518

H 2015 SErir[E AR @b E 7 o LR, o B2 25 S0 AR [ SCBCR RESh R IR 18 R IR
o (PR 2 Al K 44 22 (2016~2030 4F) ) (A AT, 32— 20 WA 17 R J r R 24 SCAR AT Ml () S 24
R HANTRTE FE 0 s e st & RAE RSB IR AR [1]. X —H T, “PEZ + F#E” Tl
BRI R, O BRI A — K. SRR, B B IR AR T A A S 77 SN s, R 2R
A7 T B R R B SRR S . Z A, B 1995 4R 2009 1A AN, IEZET RN IRE
RO TENFE2]o X —FEAA DG B A L5 S R im 7, Ty HLAE 38 SR A e 2R 35 77 R [,
JEBLH T “INSEIRA” BIF JEAT N, BIFEN 59 E 2 18 3 3R P4

SR, Z A o B2 245 97 A B DRI EEAN S B 7 3R 1 R A B 78 0 /2, ARG SRR A IR, 1
TEBRL T FRATTIERIRL A M SEBR AR [3]. RIL, i sh R 25 it g B S Z AR i T A 4 &
QBT AL AR AR R R R 25504k, i Z IARRIFRAERT R, O 1 il R v [ (0 2R 55 [4]. AHTALE
FERN TR Z AR PR 2R AENBUIR . AT LA SO FR A7 B 7 SR A A 23 B RE ML R BE 1)
Rz, ISR ARRI R e . I IX— W5, B O R 24 7R Al i) 10T e it SR AHE B SOk A S i
BT, (AR R Z AR 6 BT A A i o A ok

2. FFiEEhd
2.1. BF54r
T e — TG TH, EEH T B4R 2 450 AT, @I B A LR TR B, 1
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— b R MR B IR R R O B AT T o028, DAIE i 20 PN 7 B ORI o (R AR DG, T AR [ 2 1) 2 B S M A
K. HAEBIRAH — RFILEPFSCRARE T, XA FRARARPEREHNBIR—HTFZ T,
Wb B RS, AATH TR R S BER .

LRI

1) e, WRIEFTER, Xz AR IR SRR, R R B e PR
RS 27 e N T o A BRI [ 128 N s a2 A1 Y e AN R TR 0 s N R 22 K sl A A D
WE. PRI E RS PR O, PRI PR EM S EAA L PR IEI AN AR R

=

Ho

2) 47 Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO)RAEE YT A 36 AN Bartlett FRUBRIE AL, DU & Bis 2 7538 &3t
ATHF 5T

3) fdFH F iy o3 Wik (PCA) KA LA

4) @I A B (Scree Plot) HikHf & K7 SN 4.

5) AT EIFHAERE R T, 18 F K7 ZEVERHREUR R AT e o

6) HRIFEIER: 5 IR FEA kR, SR T T SRR, AR RE-HAEE mEm TR, &
LAFRNEAT R WA TR ERIFER BT RUAE T

7) A BN 7 SN AR 8 R T4

2.2. K-Means B

K-Means R85 NFRAPGE RIS, o— RO REE, R AL I RS E
SPSSME 2 TR I BE S 2 A M SR I, SEARHSEFEAR B3R K 2K, IR 2B RIEN 22 R/ FEIR ZE 53K
(0 B b, A 22 e R A s 38 G P 1 A2 ) i o PR B P 4 B

BAODIR

1) WA, WIETFR AN, X Z PR FRAERHES T, IR T o AR B A L T
FRARTE R SRR R AR B SRR

2) e FTEERE, IR AR IR A B R AT H R KON 4 25,

3) ¥ SPSS A BT HAIUE R I H L

4) BT R B S RN RO IR B, R SR PR sl 0 JE AN AN,
R SRS S LR

5) FZMGH R R OALE, BERTTHE S RHIEE B RO R, JREREAT IR, SRR
AR,

6) EHE LD, EHIAR|—EMUSSbRAE, Bk RS AE TR E BEARIRE O I

3. BRI
3.1. BuiEKIR

Bl FEORIET JRMGE s« AOR MV, i Ex ZOpNmfE R, HENAEEEOERA
TR AEREAE ST R BE 2 B RN DU P R 25 R A R R SR DU AR Sy o B TTVE N = BLh A,
BBt PPS iliFE LAV EXT R AU T 10 ATEXAFSSREAE, A AR EIE AN 4 MTEIX AR 4]
ZUAMAE 0 5 I B E AL CLES — B BL PPS SR b A HUCE A 4 2 A £ (B ik B DY T R
DX) b 3 EAIE 2 SRR . 55 =5 BOR A (a7 B BE LA, 7655 — B Bam B 738 « 2 S0h il 15~29
B (Z WA RBAT A . A AT 605 434, [BIWCH R R4 560 47, A RLH &N 92.56%.
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3.2. Z R APEHFEIRR

I YR A P AMARHE QRS PE . F ZEE KT BT AP HE o AN T . (R R A 1)
BT E R, Bty 2:3; FHe b, 19~24 SIS LEK, N 58%;: ZHE /KT, Ml hE R
ALK R R, KB R L S LA TR 72.1%. TEATA TV T TH, 4 468 452 U4 gtk dk
R, ek 83.6%, BEELIISZUIE AR 17.4%, GBI & Y RTBE A =B 4 A o

FE L BERRE 7 T AE AR 2 A BE T2 A3 2% 0 1500~3000 JCiI32Ui# %, N 270 N, R
48.2%; 1500 JCPA FRIANBERD, 5 AR LEB] 9.6%. H T143% 2% 4500 Jo L B AFFHAN A 69 N, i
P EE A 12.3%.

EHTPEAFRA KRS, PSR B S PR R ECOH 7 (R () K2 U7 &1 35 N, 4R
O L (AEREAMER) I Z U5 #H N 25 No 4 70 (FEBAR R 2 Vi & %, 307 No FRAERESTELE R &
o, FoRINFEAEDLTN AR E R L, HEHA 56.07%, AIEAEEMRESIE. AL AR TRR
NG EEAT R 23.04%. 14.45%; AFRA H A @R ST NS S i, N 6.43%. %90 i 1 LA Il
T AETRE S Z AR TR AT HIIR

3.3. BRS

w1 R, BRI RELA AR S K EEA RO Z U E S T B4k 0.36%, AKFOHIZTT
FONEARI] 8.39%, — M. ELE RO AR ROV E A G T BAEN 25.71%. 49.83%. 15.71%.

MHEDFERERNRHER

oA
300

250
200

150

SZUDD_

[:4:=SIVY —h R FARG  FERFROG

Figure 1. Distribution of concern for traditional Chinese medicine culture
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Figure 2. Statistics on understanding of traditional Chinese medicine health care
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ZUE RN R EAFRAERRE W Z B DHET A &7 W)\BUR . RIS iR T s =4k
RIEE . BRI, I SmiEAREROIT . BEE I 32 U5 A0 G Ak 3.1%, 454 Hi i 1)
SEie, WP EE 2GR D RIRE BRI AN BE 5 B 68.57%, X Ui B AN IFEARE TR s ek . kIR P E 2y
FRAEFE L, HX R EATERIN R EANE . TR, ERHZI R A S T W g 4 v R 25 7R A RS
PR Z . s S 25 97 A FE R AR A I B .

BEXF B R 2GR A S I SRR, 29.029% 1) 52 Uy 3 e B R 2 25 9% 26 7 o2 R B SCAR R BT,
30.20% 1) 52 i 5 B3 1A B R 24 37 A 7 i IR0 SE B AR F o 29 879% 1) Z AR 9 5 00 v I8 24 97 A 7 it
IR AR LU A H 9 2% () 0%~20%

Z AR FRAE = R B R AP HE T A . PR FR A TRIR (IR FRATRER) hIEE IR A B (i a2
FEEE). PEAGFEFRE N (FE., &, B25%). PEAFREMSER. KIESE). PEHEFR
f@r= R WAE . S rmaE). Bar Z A o BE 25 77 4 77 i 5 T 280 U7 8 T = 1) 43 R A
W2 BRI PEST

4. REHFEERT Z HREFMERER SR

N T HERANIRR P2 R fd B Z AN R, DL AT it o B2 245 98 26 7 Mk i
&, ASCRM T R M R A AL i Z AN PR 2590 A4 7 i TR MR BE R . 1%, it
M K-Means Z83&iExT Z AR BR 25 77 457 dh 5 SR 20 B HEAT 7 ARy, TR R B2 245 97 AR RECTT Z
THACH AR & 5 5R A T S AN SORERZ AR

4.1. BFoHT

B2 1 A, GRS Z AR ST R (13 AN IEAT R F T, XTI Se R AT RS AR 4R, el
i, BE KMO KIME N 0.879, KT {4 0.5, Bartlett {fy 688.286, [ HEN 78, HKILKK P AN
0.000, /NT0.05, BIERHIEAH R, LR S0, HAFELW A, AI/ENEF 24
i, AT LA BN B R A

Table 1. KMO and Bartlett’s test
= 1. KMO FnEHFHH8Ie R

KMO #5361 Bartlett {4556

KMO {4 0.879
ERR 688.286
Bartlett ERJE JE A& 56 df 78
P 0.000

i 2 SR ER, BNREMMEH AR TR, W TREARTHRBUE, RBIMEBOR, 33
BT DI A 7 RO, — KT 0.5 RPRTHERT DAERIE, KT 0.7 W2 A B AR B R A I 3R (1
REH. £ ERPITUER, ANTRIEIMERZ KT 0.7, IR &EHRIE.,

Table 2. Results of common factor variance
#=2 NEFHESER

At YIG FEEX
FEPET 1.000 0.812
PR RENE 1.000 0.752
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gk

e et 1.000 0.674

e CEE R 1.000 0.740

P b R A AR 1.000 0.808
mEHEEEA T 1.000 0.685

P AL 1.000 0.795

7= ity A58 FH A 1) 42 1.000 0.700
1L 1.000 0.753
FEERIT IR AN AL 1.000 0.741
P R RS 1.000 0.758
£ S IR T 1.000 0.786

7= B 1.000 0.581

FWOT % R HTE

LA WA TRy R TR RIE . WnlE] 3 B B Rk 3 T ZMREE R B, MBS 4 DRy
THG, BRI RHAEE YN T 0.9, X RERA R TIRD, MRREIERZE. HEEER, BETEN 41,
FITTRRZFIL S 73.730%, &M T2k

Table 3. Total variance explanation

F3 RAEMBRER

ST 2R
e FREAR
i : R —
FRIEAR Ji ZfRRE 2 (%) BT ZRRE R (%)
1 6.054 46.571 46.571
2 1.955 15.036 61.606
3 0.927 7.128 68.734
4 0.649 4,996 73.73
5 0.622 4,788 78.517
6 0.52 4,002 82.519
7 0.468 3.596 86.115
8 0.425 3.273 89.388
9 0.364 2.797 92.185
10 0.318 2.448 94.633
11 0.258 1.987 96.62
12 0.246 1.893 98.513
13 0.193 1.487 100
waE
7
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Figure 3. Scree plot of factor analysis
E 3. AFahiEaE
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JREREJE IR S FE R WL 4, HRIL oy G 13 DREREGIRA T S Ak AF: PR DI FEE . 7 i A B
PR AR PR AR PR N B . P E S E AR DT PR R A
AMERIE S P R 7= S VAR N 7 S B AR SS < 77 iSRS L ™ fh AR PR 7 4% X, - X,
AT

Table 4. Rotated component matrix

® 4. NERERHIR Y RERE

IRl ¥4 A Z 3

E %! FHSY 2 TR 3 EN vl
P e L 0.829 0.312 0.055 0.246
€S 0.263 0.805 0.047 0.120
P et 0.200 0.756 0.313 0.092
N CIE S 0.115 0.674 0.598 0.283
A B AN B B 0.094 0.833 0.360 0.248
7= A 0.377 0.526 0.348 0.243
7 A R R 0.649 0.296 0.683 -0.032
7= i SR TE 0.079 0.046 0.815 0.032
7= i B JE RS 0.538 0.034 0.798 0.094
sl 0.158 0.249 0.374 0.404
7 A T 0.199 0.162 0.085 0.319
e S BT A 0.245 0.168 0.055 0.651
PE T VERIAN 0.297 0.148 0.047 0.520

W7 E RS T
Jiete 5% HURUE S KT 221
a e A 8 YOE A Cisk.

F—FIEEE S AR T, RORIIME N 0.829, XFRL “F= R M L7 XA R ERARKEA, HE
AT A R 27 S A L R SR o DRI AT DA R — N AP IR 4 A RS T 3R
TR WRTER
AR AT, AR 0.805 A1 0.833 2> HIXT B “7E S IhRLZ RENE A0 R B 4B
NSRS ” XA R 2R E B ROREA,  FROBE AR A B 247 i S 7 T 75 R, A DA A = A
PR - JA 46 it o 75 2R
R = EFIFT R
F=FIE R =AM T, R{EA 0.815 F1 0.79 XM 7SI SCIEIE " AN “PE B R RS X
PR R, RN H AT S B 25 7= S R 5 oK, R 38 = AN R 7 IH 25 0 (8
TR TR
SEVUH S DU T, AR 0.520 AT 0.651 XF R 77 B i BIAMEAL” A« P2 e e 5 R AR Ty
7 XHAHE R EEABREA, B AT s 2577 4 B Ak s RSB TR ok, v LIRS Bt
R4y RBGERE IR 5, Ik nT DAAS 2 DL KA R 5 2
F, = 0.311X, -0.078X, —0.092X, +0.091X,, +0.110X, +0.113X, +0.129X,, + 0.115 X,
~0.122 X, +0.123X,, +0.117X,, +0.124X,, +0.128X ,
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F, =0.081X, +0.330X,, +0.302X,, +0.270X, +0.261X, +0.164X , —0.018X, —0.226 X
~ 0.185X, —0.130X,, —0.078X,, — 0.040X,, — 0.165X,

F, =—0.623X, —0.154X, +0.125X, +0.325X , —0.228X,, +0.009X, +0.264X, +0.326X,
+0.270X, +0.176X,, +0.378X,, —0.257X,, +0.072X,

F, =—0.114X, +0.461X, —0.059X, — 0.406 X , +0.337 X —0.150X , —0.268X +0.201X,
+0.231X,, +0.496 X, +0.594X,, +0.385X,, +0.262X

Table 5. Component score coefficient matrix

5. MBS RBERER

FRIT AR 53 B R

ui oy
g 1 g 2 43 B 4
PR L 0.311 0.081 -0.623 -0.114
P Th R e -0.078 0.330 -0.154 0.461
FEim At -0.092 0.302 0.125 -0.059
e CEE R 0.091 0.270 0.325 -0.406
F= it A R I AN B R 0.110 0.261 0.228 0.377
7 BT 0.113 0.164 0.009 -0.150
7= it A AR 4 0.129 -0.018 -0.264 -0.268
7 LR TE 0.115 -0.226 0.326 0.201
i ok =i e 0.122 -0.185 0.270 0.231
P il 0.123 -0.130 0.176 0.496
7 i AL 15 0.117 -0.078 0.378 0.594
aj BHS5EAT N 0.124 -0.040 -0.257 0.385
mIT IR 0.128 -0.165 0.072 0.262

4.2. K-Means B2

ST T AR R A A P A YRR SIS B, A R b, 6 13 ADMERESRFREEAT
Bedfe, 193] 7 Z A PEZ TR MY RTE R AT R TR R R PEME TR B
&, 5B K-Means J$T73: %00 Z AR, LAt 1 g Z AR R AR s s 25 7R 26 7 il I 75 SR 22

EL
Jt o

e 6 P, MIRRASTE R MR R . AR LR R IR Z AT R, 55 4

RN AN BRRENE . RATAEE . S 3 G Mg .

Table 6. Final cluster analysis table

6. REABRESNE

BT K AN E SR e e
FRAT 2R 0.58764 0.14413 —2.62979 -0.23211
JRPET R -1.05104 0.46445 -1.20574 0.72975
R 753K -0.31303 0.66608 0.71299 —1.41484
il J3 e SR -0.27018 0.06223 0.21882 0.14159

1) KEITMmEE
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FEVURNTES, KEFTAHEF 5 RO 4T%. M ATTFE D E e W S R 2 5R A2 7 IS, DA 75 5K
NE, FREER] T MRS R AT R BT R MR RURE 7405 AT v 22 24 70 267
M ER A R AR R 2R A I I BB 9, O R BR 25928 P R 5 5 2 AR ™ i
W EA R, TEBEIMGEETE, BRES G B OCE R RIIE; BRI A SRS

2) HEREIH

BERFZIFHTE Z AP SN 26.6%, HHATH —. ZRABEMFERER: RHBE=HINE, A%
e R AR AR . RBORU, A BRI AHEE PR IR R S, ik
PR 2457 A2 7 b b 0 PR 1) 7 i A SR THZ S AT IO SK R B, e 3 ) S0 A 8 52 e o 107 B A
WK, B Ja IR BB S A AR 1 H

3) B L

P 3 SCE AR i TR B RV R R, R R SRR S RAA G 0, P e e
7 SRR AL e LA AL PR BRI, IXSREA BAT 5 [ AR,
FEIEFEAL A5 S rp B2 24 75 2677 it IR SEINE FAS A S5 L L i a2, L QTR K7 i A7 3 BT T E
FIBE I CE K

4) S ESCE

S NHAE Z A SR, U 6.8%. 2K ARFER B P EL IR MR SN, BA
—REMABEE S o BRI, SEHE SCE ANEE AP B 2 IR S AN R KOS A 5, SR L i A
FAE -

5. BEEFNEINL
5.1. fiRLEL

WA R, Z AR R IR ST N IR 27 G 1. 56.07%1) 52 Vi 8 A71E “ 3= AN ” 1 “
FEFRAE” MG, AL 14.45% M NFF R &R AT . R 54.82% %2 Ui # H PHERRIRAS N “ Heisfi
FRE” B CAREARER” o HULFEIR, Z AR s R 2SO A R 5, 65.54% 3R “ HhE ey B “IEH
K, AHINHIKP I ik K, 68.57% M N BITE “ — M THE” KU T ZIR. EAERRE, 96.9%
(152 V5 & B v R 25 3% 8 D7 (87 s R97), (200 IR A e AN, R R R 25 7R AR R A R A7
1E N 22 W72 5 A 3R e A 2 1 ) R

I R 7T SR DY K T SR YRR — RN T Z AR B R SR A% B e A TSR DA A
FEZL, RS BRUERBE s 5 SRR B D R 5 A A SR AR S s8R 5 SR i R g 3K
RS E MRS BT RN B8 NG iEA A

BT, K-Means 206 Z AR 73 A DUZETH P a0 bl s ORS ST 403058 (AT%) 256 DT RUAS |
ai s RIS EMETRR, RARRTIHEOHE R BERE I (26.6%)DUERIRNY, 2R &0 i 54k
Bs B F A (19.6%) UM TR ROV F T, EEAL G S SO E S ST 3 X (6.8%) fi i b T
EERE, (A5 TR m SO I 5 L
5.2. MEEIWL

1) MBURF 2 WL f TS

() LA AT B IERL, B R R 23R AR AT R

KR BE 25 T T e R BRI, BUN R BRRR=MES 24, fFaERH
B2 2G5 AT RR e, B S (R D SoRV e N . 30 7 AR AN [RIAT MY BRIV, R VT B 5 Y
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TRV 5 RO R AT ML R HEAR S 3, B 1 AR B A AR UR 51 B G SR 2 [5].

() LA [ S Oy B 51, RSl REAE AL AR &R

€ “fpErpE 20307 BRI E) dif T SN EAAIME, EEEHAT, Tl BB AR R
Wik g, UBUFRNER, 8 Z A ASHETRRBIRE, SCOLEE B R, BRemeE. A
BT AR THE R AT, A ReA ROA IR R IR RIS IR

(=) EEPEASURHEAR R, s B2 25 77 £ SRR R

TR 2530 R CAHIN [ S A, (HIERRIR RV R e85 . 1 ikt KA Sk eerpr =
ZHIRIEANR, PR IR RN R RN B A RE L AL 58 3 P R 25 SCA RS RRAR R K 2 A . RATR
BRGNE BUBRIER) B2 SRR R R, B2 i AE s A 3 v B2 25 97 A ST AR, A e K2
K Z HARHHE “IRAET B ANEME B MELR, RTHAFFRNE BRIRES, R RS AL
RESIZICE

2) MRl R e

AR b B R ) 2 A SR

(1) BOXRSHTANS S, PR “SRA e HER ", $ “RATERT 5 R BENALIL RS I,
I AR S0 A AU B it FAS o ISR W R B R 2 e TR AE TR ISR, RIS TH SRR

() s EsEEE, £ MTPETVNS T EIR R R T 30, #EH R IRT 10 7o
R4S AE A SE “ IR » 7% “CETUIR” B, @A L “RrmER T .

(3) EMEUEE X, SEEBOHNEEHEL “IRATRER” . W PN RS &9, WA
=REA . WSS TR PGl R B ST A

(4) BEXTSEME G, PRk “EBehERRE”  GIAmRERTHL APP IR RERKIZAX, SEI 2R Rt B
WE IR MR E . B EN LB I

3) M Z IA(FRN) A

(—) BILREERIMEREL, T R fE B R ARE

PR ER R, TR D BN 2 SWEB BN R T, HEENEFERAK
S5, BUEX B O E A5 AR RS, IR B0 — MR SG R FER IR A, X2
REBARRERIU[ 7] LRI AERA, 52 Z AR EB) TR AR i AT I PR 255 TR SE
ME, WINA S5 PERAGIRENEAILS, EIREE R R

(7)) FRECR PRI RS I, R4 “OhaRA”

“IITEIRA” SEBR LR EREA R TXE IR T OB RAL B BRI, AR AR ALY
A E MR EIR[8]. R H AT i L b BR 2598 A U7 i 5 R A e R TR, (HR IR AE I HL R AE
TR ARG I NIPE BN A28, BIRA S, BEAW, AR5 R[9].

SE WK

[1] 7855 THEPEFAEESTRERNEEN]. &5, 2023(6): 94-95.

(2] WRdh. AR PP 0 g ) 5 DK AR T A vh 22 A4S 7 [D]: [FE L3018 5] M1 BT BERER 2%, 2010.
[B1 Z&RN. GEHRFRE——MRRIREDN]. AN, 2022(22): 36.

[4] Zifgoe, Rrfe, TS, RERAFAE U KRN 2 485 850 AR AR-F 2B, 2018,
20(10): 1900-1904.

[5] Fuke, Zeikts, W, & RFA M IR AR BUR B S ). 25 mE R, 2021(6): 119-120.

[61 T, mib, #iE ARKUSERREE FEEONEFRE NI GEN LML, #iaat, 2023(6): 34-
42.

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2025.146177 405 Gt 58


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2025.146177

[7] UK. “TEEEE TR WA T K5 E e 7R E LR FE[D]: [l 23] Bilg: BRBUE R,
2023.

[8] ulff, EEM. FREREERN, KEEREINAAREZFRE? D). BRI, 2022(23): 64-66.
[O1 Mri%. RPEEZGFRAREED]. B, 2002(12): 3-5.

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2025.146177 406 Gt 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2025.146177

	杭州市Z世代中医药养生现状及养生产品需求的研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	Research on the Current Situation of Generation Z Traditional Chinese Medicine Health Care and the Demand for Health Care Products in Hangzhou
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 方法概述
	2.1. 因子分析
	2.2. K-Means聚类

	3. 结果分析
	3.1. 数据来源
	3.2. Z时代中医药养生现状
	3.3. 需求分析

	4. 中医药养生模式下Z世代特征及需求分析
	4.1. 因子分析
	4.2. K-Means聚类

	5. 总结和建议
	5.1. 研究结论
	5.2. 对策建议

	参考文献

