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Abstract
As China’s aging population issue intensifies, elderly care tourism holds significant value and
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importance in alleviating the pressure on society’s elderly care system and promoting the tourism
economy. From the “people-oriented” perspective of emotional geography, this study employs the core
dimensions of the TDCSI model to conduct a comparative analysis of elderly care tourism models be-
tween Yunnan Province and Guangdong Province. Both provinces have achieved remarkable results
in their elderly care tourism models, yet Guangdong Province demonstrates superior performance in
the construction and services of nursing homes. Concurrently, both regions face challenges related to
the inadequate development of nursing centers and elderly homes. According to our research, Guang-
dong Province should continue to strengthen the construction of nursing homes and enhance the
service quality of geriatric hospitals and universities for the elderly. Yunnan Province, on the other
hand, needs to draw on Guangdong Province’s advanced experience to accelerate the construction and
development of nursing homes, improve weaknesses, and explore novel elderly care tourism models
to meet the diverse elderly care tourism needs of the elderly population. Through this study, we aim to
broaden research horizons and provide scientific theoretical support for the healthy development of
elderly care tourism.
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Table 1. Selection basis of evaluation indicators
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Figure 1. Correlation analysis diagram of hot words in service, development and elderly care
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Table 3. Final reference factors for evaluation of elderly care tourism models
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Figure 2. Theoretical model diagram after adjustment
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Table 4. Service quality index of various elderly care tourism models in Yunnan Province
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Table 5. Service quality index of each elderly care tourism model in Guangdong Province
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Table 6. Results of service model maturity analysis in two provinces
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Table 7. Results of emotion analysis
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3.3. MR EI ST

el ss i, B B = DR ROV AR, 13 3145 RATE R DY IR 2 IRl
REAAITEN S5 R (2810 ASCRIA] SPSS 21.0 BAFREATHRNE DT« B RUZ M5 T 73 Hr, W fabnik &
BEATRISG . ABIE, BEMITE R AR .

3.3.1. XS

H AT IR VE A 45 L, 15 FH SPSS 21.0 R AEAT A OS24, 1931 AN Fa AR 2 A1 R AH 26 R ELCE 8).
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Table 8. Correlation coefficients of each evaluation index
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IR 55 o 5 R 55 A S TR (DR MR Y, R 55 BB BRI — N R AR AR, A OURR T IR 55 1Y
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Table 9. Test results of factor reliability and validity
9. AFEMEREERE

Cronbach’s a KMO Sig.

0.888 0.885 0.000
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Table 10. Results of principal component analysis
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5y
1 2
Hla: Fe&iciler WAk A4 0.977 -0.187
Hlc: FR&cier a2k s i & 0.976 —0.183
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H2c: FRiiciier iz E i K 0.288 0.58
Table 11. Table of influencing factor coefficients
= 11. ZWEFRHE
FHZviEk  Hla Hic Hilb Hild H3b H2a H2b H2c
BT 1 05700 23254 22705 1.9243  0.7998 0.4632 22299 23326 2.3302
KT 2 02792 03242 —-02673 —0.2072 1.4771 1.4704 -0.3476 —0.3125 —0.3058
Table 12. Evaluation score of elderly care tourism models in the two provinces
= 12. BEFEHFARIES
J"HRE FAES)
H42 FrETRIERE (Eix TR (Eix
1 L EA 8.6768 FEh e 5.0383
2 FEhex 5.2794 2 LiEA T 4.8202
3 FRZ RSl 4.4924 3 B RS L 3.4504
4 S 3.0427 4 ZHERE 2.8975
5 FREER 2.4763 5 FREER 2.6510
6 EAGEYN- 2.2084 6 EAGEUN- 2.5758
7 EERY 2.2052 7 E7ak: 1.6825
8 PR 1.7999 8 EEAT 1.5534
9 BB 0.5629 9 EANZR 0.2593
10 BANZHK 0.3673 BB 0.0405
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