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ABSTRACT : A Care farm is known to have positive effects on various people in psychological, physical, and social aspects.
However, care farm services for the disabled, transportation disadvantaged, and socially disadvantaged are limited. This study
conducted a demand survey in order to provide basic data for development of the Agro-Healing Virtual Reality Therapy(AVRT)
system. The respondents were the ordinary person(n=127) and the disabled person(n=72), and the survey items consisted of 4
categories and 20 items, including intention to use AVRT, requirements for use, factors to be considered when developing the
system, and content and program preferences. The intention to use a AVRT was found to be at a high level of 80% or more by
respondent characteristics. In addition, similar results were shown in all items such as virtual reality experience, willingness to use,
appropriate use time, and willingness to pay by respondent characteristics, and correlation by item was determined through correlation
analysis. As for the conditions of use, both sides preferred rural types and were found to have the purpose of healing. However,
there were concerns about dizziness in common between system use, and in the case of the disabled person, there were difficulties
in purchasing expensive equipment. In the development of the AVRT system, the part of sensory priority, important technology level,
and color preference were evaluated, and the preference of content and programs to be developed in the system was identified. Fruit,
vegetables, flowers, and animals preferred mandarin, tomato, tulips, and dogs first, horticultural healing preferred harvest management
for the ordinary person, plant cultivation for the disabled person, and forest healing and animal education preferred walking and
dog-related programs. However, agricultural work was found to be a program with high preference for making processed foods for
the ordinary person and creating an animal breeding environment for the disabled person. The result of this study is expected to
provide reference data that can be suggested for the development of Agro-healing Virtual Reality Therapy system.
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Table 1. Characteristics of survey respondents
(n=127, 72)
Ordin: erson Disabled person
Variable P Variable P
Category Freq. | Ratio(%) Category Freq. | Ratio(%)
Male 31 244 Male 44 61.1
Gender Gender
Female 96 75.6 Female 28 389
10 to 19 1 0.8 10 to 19 0 0
20 to 29 27 21.3 20 to 29 58 80.6
30 to 39 13 10.2 30 to 39 5 6.9
Age Age
40 to 49 65 51.2 40 to 49 5 6.9
50 to 59 20 15.7 50 to 59 4 5.6
Over 60 1 0.8 Over 60 0
Self-employment 6 4.7 Self-employment 0
Sales / Service 1 0.8 Sales / Service 0 0
Production / Labor 2 1.6 Production / Labor 2 2.8
Management / Technician 3 2.4 Management / Technician 0 0
. Office / Management position 28 22.0 . Office / Management position 5 6.9
Occupation Occupation
Professional / Freelance 30 23.6 Professional / Freelance 4 5.6
Agriculture, Forestry & Fisheries 0 0 Agriculture, Forestry & Fisheries 0 0
Housewife 19 15.0 Housewife 1 14
Student 25 19.7 Student 58 80.6
etc. 13 10.2 etc. 2 2.8
Marital Not married 41 323 Marital Not married 66 91.7
status Married 86 67.7 status Married 6 8.3
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TEF - A5 - MeE - A
Variable Ordinary person Variable Disabled person
Category Freq. | Ratio(%) Category Freq. | Ratio(%)
High school graduation 7 5.5 High school graduation 9 12.5
Education University graduation 78 614 Education University graduation 58 80.6
Graduate school 42 33.1 Graduate school 5 6.9
Less than 2 million won 38 29.9 Less than 2 million won 50 69.4
2~3 million won 28 22.0 2~3 million won 10 139
I\i/]l;;l:;:llley 3~4 million won 17 134 T}iﬁ?g 3~4 million won 3 4.2
4~5 million won 11 8.7 4~5 million won 3 4.2
Over than 5 million won 33 26.0 Over than 5 million won 6 83
Seoul 19 15.0 Seoul 14 194
Sejong 5 3.9 Sejong 2 2.8
Gyeonggi (including Incheon) 60 47.2 Gyeonggi (including Incheon) 11 15.3
Chungcheong (including Daejeon) 31 244 Chungcheong (including Daejeon) 32 444
Region Gangwon 10 7.9 Region Gangwon 1 1.4
Jeolla (including Gwangju) 1 0.8 Jeolla (including Gwangju) 4 5.6
Gyeongsang (including Daegu, ! 0.8 Gyeongsang (including Daegu, g 111
Ulsan, Busan) Ulsan, Busan)

Jeju 0 0 Jeju 0 0
Physical disorder 16 222
Brain lesion disorder 16 222
Visual impairment 7 9.7
Type of Hearing impairment 15 20.8
disability Epilepsy disorder 1 1.4
Intellectual disability 11 153
Autistic disorder 2.8
Mental disorder 4 5.6
Level of Severe conditions 43 59.7
disability Not severe conditions 29 40.3

Table 2. The survey items

Variable

Survey items

AVRT* intention to use

Virtual reality experience

Willingness to use

Appropriate use time

Willingness to pay

AVRT conditions required for use

Purpose of use

Fit for purpose of use

Preference of farm type

Problem of concern

Type of want to be with

AVRT factors to consider in system
development

Important sensory factor

Important technical factor

Preference of farm color & image

AVRT contents preference

Preference of fruit content

Preference of vegetable content

Preference of flower content

Preference of animal content

Preference of horticultural healing program

Preference of agricultural work program

Preference of forest experience program

Preference of animal communion program

*AVRT: Agro-healing Virtual Reality Therapy
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Table 3. AVRT questions about use
(n=127, 72)
Ordin: erson Disabled person
Variable P - Variable P -
Category Freq. Ratio(%) Category Freq. Ratio(%)
Virtual reality Yes 49 38.6 Virtual reality Yes 25 34.7
experience No 78 61.4 experience No 47 653
Under 10 16 12.6 Under 10 6 8.3
10 to 20 29 228 10 to 20 17 23.6
Appropriate 20 to 30 57 449 Appropriate 20 to 30 29 403
use time use time
(min) 30 to 45 15 11.8 (min) 30 to 45 9 12.5
45 to 60 10 7.9 45 to 60 6 83
Over 60 0 0 Over 60 5 6.9
Yes 105 82.7 Yes 58 80.6
Willingness to use Willingness to use
No 22 17.3 No 14 194
Under 3 28 22.0 Under 3 15 20.8
3t05 38 29.9 3t05 23 31.9
o 5t07 26 20.5 o 5t07 17 23.6
Willingness to pay 7 10 10 2 189 Willingness to pay 7 10 10 7 o7
(thousand won) (thousand won)
10 to 20 8 6.3 10 to 20 8 11.1
20 to 30 3 2.4 20 to 30 0 0
Over 30 0 0 Over 30 2 2.8
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Table 4. Preference analysis of AVRT usage condition
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(n=127, 72)
Variable Preference x/p
Purpose of use Education Healing Entertainment
] Freq. 12 106 9
Ordinary - [™ - fio(%) 9.4% 83.5% 7.1%
person
Expected freq. 14.0 104.0 8.9
Freq. 10 57 5 0.924
Disabled .
Ratio(%) 13.9% 79.2% 6.9% /0.630
person
Expected freq. 8.0 59.0 5.1
Freq. 22 163 14
Total Ratio(%) 11.1% 81.9% 7.0
Expected freq. 22.0 163.0 14.0
Fit for purpose of use Very helpful Helpful Indifferent Not helpful Very unhelpful
] Freq. 10 79 36 2 0
Ordinary - [™ - fio(%) 7.9% 62.2% 28.3% 1.6% 0.0%
person
Expected freq. 16.0 77.9 31.3 1.3 0.6 11.063
Freq. 15 43 13 0 1 /0.026*
Disabled " - io(%) 20.8% 59.7% 18.1% 0.0% 1.4%
person
Expected freq. 9.0 44.1 17.7 07 04
Total Freq. 25 122 49 2 1
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SR B4S 1P M AR A2 e Fary
Variable Preference Ip
Ratio(%) 12.6% 61.3% 24.6% 1.0% 0.5%
Expected freq. 25.0 122.0 49.0 2.0 1.0
Preference of farm type Rural type Mountain village type | Fishing village type Other types
) Freq. 59 50 17 1
c;::;;:y Ratio(%) 46.5% 39.4% 13.4% 0.8%
Expected freq. 65.1 42.1 18.5 0.6
) Freq. 43 16 12 1 8.322
Dp‘:;‘:olf]d Ratio(%) 59.7% 2.2% 16.7% 1.4% /0.080
Expected freq. 36.9 23.9 10.5 0.4
Freq. 102 66 29 2
Total Ratio(%) 51.3% 33.2% 14.6% 0.9%
Expected freq. 102.0 66.0 29.0 2
Problem of concern Exp'ensive Syn'lptf)ms EZ?::CTS 'Excessi’ve Unnatural lnsi@iﬁcmt of | Decreased
equipment | of dizziness real farm | iMmersion healing effect empathy
) Freq. 25 45 5 5 35 4 8
ngr‘:j;y Ratio(%) 19.7% 35.4% 3.9% 3.9% 27.6% 3.1% 6.3%
Expected freq. 30.6 40.8 5.7 4.5 31.9 7.0 6.4 10.026
) Freq. 23 19 4 2 15 7 2 /0.124
D;*r‘:;f]d Ratio(%) 31.9% 26.4% 5.6% 2.8% 20.8% 9.7% 2.8%
Expected freq. 174 232 33 2.5 18.1 4.0 3.6
Freq. 48 64 9 7 50 11 10
Total Ratio(%) 24.1% 32.2% 4.5% 3.5% 25.1% 5.5% 5.0%
Expected freq. 48.0 64.0 9.0 7.0 50.0 11.0 10.0
Type of want to be with Alone Family Friend or lover | Other participants | Other opinions
) Freq. 20 79 23 5 0
ngr‘:j;y Ratio(%) 15.7% 62.2% 18.1% 3.9% 0.1%
Expected freq. 204 63.8 319 8.9 1.2
) Freq. 12 22 27 9 2 26.961
D;’;‘;’Olzd Ratio(%) 16.7% 30.6% 37.5% 12.5% 2.8% /0.000%%*
Expected freq. 11.6 36.2 18.1 5.1 0.8
Freq. 32 100 50 14 2
Total Ratio(%) 16.1% 50.3% 25.1% 7.0% 1.0%
Expected freq. 32.0 100.0 50.0 14.0 2
*.p<0.05, **p.<0.01, ***p<0.001
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Table 5. Preference analysis of AVRT development factors
=127, 72)
Variable Preference x2/p
Important sensory factor Sight Hearing Smell Touch Other opinions
) Freq. 57 30 14 23 3
Ordinary Ratio(%) 44.9% 23.6% 11.0% 18.1% 2.4%
person
Expected freq. 55.5 30.0 15.3 23.0 3
) Freq. 30 17 10 13 2 5.650
D;‘r’folid Ratio(%) 41.7% 23.6% 13.9% 18.1% 2.8% 10.686
Expected freq. 315 17.0 8.7 13.0 2
Freq. 87 47 24 36 5
Total Ratio(%) 43.7% 23.6% 12.1% 18.1% 2.5%
Expected freq. 87.0 47.0 24.0 36.0 5
. Graphics like |  Graphics Various | Various | Satisfy the | Various Other
Important technical factor . ..
a real farm |like a games | contents | program | five senses | farm types | opinions
) Freq. 29 1 24 32 39 1 1
Cg:r‘:j;y Ratio(%) 22.8% 0.8% 189% | 252% | 30.7% 0.8% 0.8%
Expected freq. 36.4 4.5 21.1 30.6 313 1.9 1.2
Freg. 28 6 9 16 10 2 1 21.693
Disabled ; /0.003*
person Ratio(%) 38.9% 8.3% 12.5% 22.2% 13.9% 2.8% 1.4%
Expected freq. 20.6 2.5 11.9 17.4 17.7 1.1 0.8
Freq. 57 7 33 48 49 3 2
Total Ratio(%) 28.6% 3.5% 16.6% 24.1% 24.6% 1.5% 1.0%
Expected freq. 57.0 7.0 33.0 48.0 49.0 3.0 2
Preference of farm color &
i ) Yellow Green | Magenta | Purple Red Orange Cyan Blue
] Freq. 3 108 1 1 1 4 8 1
Ordinary Ratio(%) 24% | 850% | 0.8% 0.8% 0.8% 3.1% 6.3% 0.8%
person 7055
Expected freq. 5.1 102.7 1.3 .6 1.3 45 8.9 2.6 :
/0.423
) Freq. 5 53 1 0 1 3 6 3
Dp'z';‘:olzd Ratio(%) 69% | 73.6% | 14% 0.0% 1.4% 42% 8.3% 42%
Expected freq. 29 583 7 4 7 2.5 5.1 1.4
Total Freq. 8 161 2 1 2 7 14 4
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A AsY A

Variable Preference x2/p
Ratio(%) 40% | 809% | 1.0% 0.5% 1.0% 3.5% 7.0% 2.0%
Expected freq. 8.0 161.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 7.0 14.0 4.0
Preferencit:n;)gfef;g;l) color & Yellow Green | Magenta | Purple Red Orange Cyan Blue
. Freq. 34 8 2 5 5 14 41 18
O;:rl;‘:gy Ratio(%) 26.8% | 63% 1.6% 3.9% 39% | 11.0% | 323% | 142%
Expected freq. 37.0 7.7 2.6 45 5.1 12.8 383 18.5
Freq. 2% 5 2 2 3 6 19 11 2.813
Disabled Ratio(%) 333% | 6.9% 2.8% 2.8% 42% v | 264% | 1sa | [0
person Expected freq. 21.0 43 1.4 25 2.9 7.2 21.7 10.5
Freq. 58 13 4 7 8 20 60 29
Total Ratio(%) 20.1% | 6.5% 2.0% 3.5% | 40% | 101% | 302% | 14.6%
Expected freq. 58.0 13.0 40 7.0 8.0 20.0 60.0 29.0
Preferenclemz;fz;l:;l) color & Yellow Green Magenta | Purple Red Orange Cyan Blue
) Freq. 31 8 2 5 5 29 15 32
c;::;;:y Ratio(%) 24.4% | 63% 1.6% 3.9% 39% | 228% | 11.8% | 252%
Expected freq. 28.1 9.6 45 6.4 6.4 28.7 14.7 28.7
Freq. 13 7 5 5 5 16 8 13 9.898
Di::’;id Ratio(%) 18.1% 9.7 6.9% 6.9% 6% | 222% | 111 | 1save | 27
P Expected freq. 15.9 54 2.5 3.6 3.6 16.3 8.3 16.3
Freq. 44 15 7 10 10 45 23 45
Total Ratio(%) 22.1% 7.5 3.5% 5.0% 50% | 22.6% | 11.6% | 22.6%
Expected freq. 44.0 15 7.0 10.0 10.0 45.0 23.0 45.0
*p<0.05, **p.<0.01, ***p<0.001
4. 714 Xpsd SHX MSE AL FAISIAL Ae S8l st A, T, &7, AvEA], ¥
A4, B A7), 25AE 5 77H°ﬂ ik z= a8 A
2 AFNME 7P Xl FEE I, AL, 52 zAEIYTE MEE HS4E Likert 5 58S H
313, $Eo) U = Ads=et A, AHAF, yHo 1HS AAH o= YTk
SARA S, RG] N 22O MIEE %
AFatatt. JJr-r“ A, Baol, 2, lH Wi, b, & 4 B ol A A
Falel, A, 2=, 9 5 100, e EvE, 4 M AeER ZElx F 356 i3 Ass =AM
B, AT, Sl 7}11 THE Qo] U}— v, 5 5 I, RIS ZHE 4057, HEol 393389 AR =
1174, 8Hgll= An), =38}, zejxo, 7hilolAd, &1, 7AWl om, Aoljle 7 4.08%, A 40782 =AZ B
2}, My, ZEEAZ, APy, ;E}Olgﬂi/\ < 10 o} =3 719, W, dvio] ek AEsss SR I
M FES & HA, H, , ZolA, & 5 T/l Az =9 HFztolo] tsle] BAHCE Fo3 Aoz
e MEeE zAEEY B3 dodHe ]T gt YERGTHTable 6). 5, SEAb wel AMadhs 3o
]l, B 9=, A& A, B #e, 2= 3, 4 3t A5 =0 3t xtol7) QS Aozt 7R oY
S o183 AEEE, Huy 5 7, AHHARfE &5 SHAtol] wel HEFoE o MEES B 7, 2
A7, €& B, €% Fd, €% 5o, €& UL F o}, Aol thste] 2ol7) glE Aoz JeRdth
A T 67, LA F= %% AR 24, &
B4, FAFU AL R 0 =7A8, ;s;zb&a, W e HE=
ABAF WS, 718 %m-}%% 57, BRRAAGE 7P ARSE 292 3 Ak U@ dEE 242
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Table 6. Independent sample t-test for mean difference in fruit preference

Avg. Std.
Contents Ordinary person | Disabled person | Ordinary person | Disabled person t-value p-value
(n=127) (n=72)
Apple 3.87 4.07 1.189 1.179 -1.118 0.265
Peach 3.93 4.01 1.092 1.068 -0.530 0.597
Grape 3.88 3.69 1.081 1.182 1.136 0.257
Kiwi 3.17 3.54 1.194 1.288 -2.076 0.039*
Mango 3.42 3.85 1.256 1.285 -2.300 0.022*
Pear 3.28 3.63 1.180 1.156 -2.022 0.044*
Blueberry 3.88 3.97 1.110 1.087 -0.556 0.579
Cherry 3.84 3.72 1.101 1.178 0.722 0.471
Mandarin 4.05 4.08 0.991 1.031 -0.243 0.808
Watermelon 3.73 3.53 1.185 1.353 1.111 0.268
* p<.05
o, duRlE ErbE 4023, 20] 37689 MR =k gkom, o2 EY 4313, A7 429%9] $AME =
om, Aoole EnfE 386, 45 3687“«] THE ES Ut E=RE =3ke} ﬂLﬂlOMioﬂ gk deee SHARE
o} &R 7hA], &), ool thil dEEs SHEANE A 313 dz o] Haatold thste] FAZ = ot A
2 Az o] Hatold tiste] BAH R Fold Ao OS2 UEFHTHTable 8). -SHEAF whet Assh= 83l
2 UehstthTable 7). 5, SRkl wet dash=s 24 3k ool tigk 27} Qe Zolgtal 7Hgstaion
o thet Adzxol that zfol7t e ZAolzkal 7833 SEAl wet BHEH o R FL AsEE Hel FAE
ou ErtE, Aol thste] ztol7t glleyt 2ol o of tisted AE= Apol= AT
xe Mex Aozt YepsiT
2. 3§ Ads=
o Sl Az M AR BAx F 5RO 9@ HEE =4
7P A SH= S gHEol tid dEx =AM I, dRi)IF Aol 2z Aol thated 4.00%, 432382
I, Guele B9 4367, ZEjAoF 40979 AR = 2 7M w2 AEEs Bon, IRl 3912 &
Table 7. Independent sample t-test for mean difference in vegetable preference
Avg. Std.
Contents Ordinary person | Disabled person | Ordinary person | Disabled person t-value p-value
(n=127) (n=72)
Tomato 4.02 3.86 1.069 1.293 0.862 0.390
Lettuce 3.72 3.68 1.168 1.341 0.198 0.843
Carrot 3.61 3.53 1.215 1.311 0.468 0.640
Pepper 3.54 3.21 1.139 1.174 1.971 0.050
Cabbage 3.26 3.36 1.142 1.248 -0.581 0.562
Eggplant 3.34 2.89 1.216 1.359 2.401 0.017*
Pumpkin 3.47 3.11 1.167 1.359 1.976 0.050*
Cucumber 3.76 3.22 1.029 1.366 2.884 0.005*
Garlic 3.09 3.28 1.288 1.355 -0.947 0.345
Napa cabbage 3.49 3.67 1.097 1.199 -1.066 0.288
Radish 3.46 3.40 1.167 1.206 0.355 0.723
* p<0.05
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Table 8. Independent sample t-test for mean difference in flower preference
Avg. Std.
Contents Ordinary person | Disabled person | Ordinary person | Disabled person t-value p-value
(n=127) (n=72)
Rose 3.99 4.29 1.123 1.041 -1.856 0.065
Chrysanthemum 3.67 4.01 1.134 1.055 -2.112 0.036*

Freesia 4.09 4.10 0.951 1.037 -0.073 0.942
Carnation 3.49 3.85 1.119 1.122 -2.173 0.031*

Tulip 4.36 431 0.823 1.070 0.389 0.698
Gerbera 3.45 3.65 1.139 1.212 -1.186 0.237
Forsythia 3.50 3.64 1.030 1.190 -0.839 0.403
Palenopsis 3.44 3.58 1.145 1.172 -0.836 0.404

Cymbidium 3.66 3.76 1.078 1.107 -0.638 0.524
Gladiolus 3.83 3.71 1.047 1.227 0.689 0.492
* p<.05
Table 9. Independent sample t-test for mean difference in animal preference
Avg. Std.
Contents Ordinary person | Disabled person | Ordinary person | Disabled person t-value p-value
(n=127) (n=72)

Cow 3.41 3.82 1.311 1.237 -2.163 0.032*

Pig 291 3.49 1.392 1.267 -2.880 0.004*
Chicken 2.94 3.44 1.361 1.373 -2.519 0.013*

Horse 3.71 4.03 1.183 1.074 -1.890 0.060
Rabbit 3.65 3.94 1.198 1.137 -1.677 0.095

Dog 4.00 432 1.215 1.197 -1.792 0.075

Sheep 391 3.82 1.123 1.202 0.506 0.613

* p<.05

ol 40302 F AAZ £ HEEE BYTh X HE AHRA 2O MEs

g &, #HiA, gl tiste] SHAPE 8 AdE=e] s} T K= Zea 2 AgxGd UE AdsE

A BAHSE iR A= ERITTable 9). 2T, I &4 A7) 4617, &5 B 4374
o, GARSTZ T HEE i]/iii] %:—9&42131; ol 7é7]E;5Fj]:Qr7} 4.28%,

=5 0l 40789 SR =Tk 53] &4 d7]eh ¥

P Afrea 2RAE 5 deldfel M MES g sopw wuxg dEEel B SAH Fo8e

EAAT, ARl R we] 4263, A= A 424y agrable 11)

el == wshon, ol A= A 4107, Bl

Helet et 39789 MR Ut = sEE AL FAYAAFZETA HEE

Ao gt Hase SEAE YR Fo tig Ha= T K= Zaad Z =X S0 fE HE

o] Hztolo] st TAIHOE fol3t AoE ERG: T ZAAFY, duele JMEAE uksy] 3864, A&

CH(Table 10). °l= E= 5ol st Ze4d Z=T9 = 37749 SAE Egton Fojole BB ALSEA

ol Bwekou, g ol tiF FEZt AHAtelel 7] 24 3937, AABE 300 £AZ Zokth Lot

Ada = 5 A W 5E AR 240 OF AEsE BAHOR #

o3t Ao 2 YENSTKTable 12).
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Table 10. Independent sample t-test for mean difference in horticultural program preference

Avg. Std.
Contents Ordinary person | Disabled person | Ordinary person | Disabled person t-value p-value
(n=127) (n=72)
Design a garden 3.72 3.90 1.083 1.140 -1.144 0.254
Make a garden 4.01 3.94 0.877 1.137 0.409 0.683
Plant cultivation 4.24 4.10 0.861 1.023 1.079 0.282
mai:;::em 3.80 3.97 1.057 1.048 -1.139 0.256
m;lzlg“;f;m 426 3.94 0.875 1174 1.989 0.049+
Creaﬁg‘lgani? with 349 3.76 1.234 1.261 -1.503 0.135
Farm party 3.87 3.97 1.234 1.150 -0.553 0.581
* p<.05
Table 11. Independent sample t-test for mean difference in forest experience program preference
Avg. Std.
Contents Ordinary person | Disabled person | Ordinary person | Disabled person t-value p-value
(n=127) (n=72)
Walking 4.61 4.28 0.725 1.129 2.223 0.028*
Meditation 437 3.81 0.834 1.421 3.084 0.003*
Crafts 3.74 3.86 1.163 1.271 -0.682 0.496
Play 3.80 4.07 1.171 1.167 -1.589 0.114
Yoga 3.88 3.74 1.173 1.444 0.774 0.440
Water healing 3.95 4.28 1.154 1.270 0.731 0.466
* p<.05
Table 12. Independent sample t-test for mean difference in agricultural work program preference
Avg. Std.
Contents Ordinary Disabled Ordinary Disabled tovalue p-value
person person person person
(n=127) (n=72)
Creating breeding environment 3.19 3.93 1.213 1.117 -4.262 0.000*
Carpentry work 3.67 3.72 1.162 1.189 -0.306 0.760
Cleaning around the house 2.85 3.06 1.202 1.362 -1.102 0.272
Machine maintenance and tool use and care 3.24 3.57 1.224 1.287 -1.811 0.072
Firewood management 3.29 3.58 1.149 1.242 -1.673 0.096
Making Processed food 3.86 3.75 1.074 1.230 0.648 0.518
Creative activities 3.77 3.82 1.107 1.179 -0.286 0.775

*: p<0.05
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Table 13. Independent sample t-test for mean difference in animal communion program preference

Avg. Std.
Contents Ordinary person | Disabled person | Ordinary person | Disabled person t-value p-value
(n=127) (n=72)

Dog 3.80 432 1.262 1.059 -3.126 0.002*

Horse 3.69 4.10 1.233 1.128 -2.336 0.020*

Rabbit 3.25 3.76 1.327 1.193 -2.710 0.007*

Cow/Pig 2.78 3.32 1.356 1.330 -2.717 0.007*

Sheep/Goats 3.19 3.74 1.344 1.233 -2.842 0.005*

Catch fish 3.64 3.83 1.301 1.353 -1.004 0.317

Insect experience 2.86 2.88 1.473 1.453 -0.077 0.938
* p<.05
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