E-Commerce Letters H17 7% 1FiL, 2024, 13(2), 3541-3549 Hans Xl
Published Online May 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ecl
https://doi.org/10.12677/ecl.2024.132433

ETZaekttmEVapFKkERBAREH
HE B

A
TR 22, T BUT

ks H i, 20244F3H19H; FHHEM: 20244F4A15H; KA HM: 20244F5431H

H E

HK BB KT MU RREARGUK FE, &R R A A . T H K 151 4T 5 R R B R T
AN HKIE A REZEE . Fik, AR e K E KT E SR, AR LNLR
BANNPITTRHERAE, BILARNHKEANSE. AxDLE, THREL. B, RXER
MEXN KB REZEREABREERY, Sa A0SR ERE, BHALZAMEE RERHETSGEST. B
RERER, MINFKERAREE. BEOE, TREABR R SRR AT K 5§
ZAERE, TRREXR BN AXKEZERE AT R Hh, SERYESKERRZEER
BEENRAER.

XA
HOKEIR, BRER, ZIUREEEMT

Research on Marketing and Promotion of
Reclaimed Water Reuse Technology Based
on Multiple Linear Regression

Ting Yang

School of Finance and Economics, Jiangsu University, Zhenjiang Jiangsu

Received: Mar. 19", 2024; accepted: Apr. 15", 2024; published: May 31%, 2024

Abstract

The promotion of reclaimed water reuse technology can not only alleviate the problem of water
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shortage, but also reduce the production cost of enterprises. The promotion and development of
reclaimed water reuse depends on the public’s acceptance of reclaimed water reuse. Therefore, in
order to help relevant enterprises improve the marketing promotion plan of reclaimed water reuse,
this study takes Jiangsu Province as an example to conduct a questionnaire survey and establish a
hypothetical model of the public’s attitude towards reclaimed water reuse, herd psychology, un-
derstanding of the situation, perceived benefits, health risk perception and acceptance of rec-
laimed water reuse. Multiple linear regression model was used for empirical analysis. The results
show that people’s attitude, group psychology, degree of understanding and perceived benefits
will positively affect their acceptance of reclaimed water reuse, while the perception of health
risks will have a negative impact on the public acceptance. Among them, attitude is the most im-
portant factor affecting the acceptance of reclaimed water reuse.
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Table 1. Distribution of individual characteristics of the sample (N = 142)
1 HERMMEEHES (N = 142)

AMEFHAE el ANH (BT
5 66 46.5%

e
e 76 53.5%
18 % L LAF 28 19.7%
19~30 & 70 49.3%
e 31~50 % 16 11.3%
51~59 % 16 11.3%
60 % Ll I 12 8.5%
<2000 7G 62 43.7%
2001~5000 75 49 34.5%
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>8001 7 8 5.6%
R LR 82 57.7%
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SRy 3 7 4.9%
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Table 3. Mean, standard deviation and correlation coefficient of each variable (N = 142)
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Figure 1. Histogram of standardized residuals
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Figure 2. Scatter plot of standardized residual values and standardized predicted values
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Table 5. Regression model results
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