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Public Preference for Healthcare Plants in Indoor Environment

HU Feifei, ZHU Shuxin, HE Shuangyu, HE Qian, SU Yan, LI Jiyue
(College of Forestry and Landscape Architecture, South China Agricultural University, Guangzhou 510642, China)

Abstract: In modern society, people are more and more willing to buy green plants. Based on the grow-
ing concern of the people in COVID-19 on indoor environmental health problems, through the Internet
questionnaire survey, the preferences of 490 city residents to choose indoor healthcare plants were ana-
lyzed. The results showed that the public preferred the indoor plants with the healthcare effects of “ab-
sorbing formaldehyde, benzene and other harmful gases and anti radiation functions”, accounting for
83.0%, especially civil servants, public institutions and government workers had the highest recognition
of plants for purifying the air; the public’s preference for “plant dust reduction and PM, ; function” was
the lowest (31.7%) , which indicated that the public’s concern about indoor TSP pollution was relatively

small. Women, young and middle—aged people, students with master’s degree or above preferred “plants
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to reduce fatigue and tension and promote sleep function”; male, college degree or above preferred

“plant sterilization, antibacterial function” ; people aged 51—-65 preferred “carbon fixation, oxygen re-

lease and anion release” ; people aged 19-35 preferred “plant cooling and humidification, regulating in-

door microclimate function”. The development of healthcare plants products should be guided by market

demand and pay attention to the research and prediction of market segments before development.

Key words: indoor environmental health; indoor plants; healthcare plants; choice preference; cross chi

square test; city residents
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1 Cross analysis between education background and healthcare plants selection
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