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FBEOISEAE 2 R FE s UL TG UM/ REAIA AL SR RN SIATLN 3 3 A8 7 R BEAF A W5 5 ), '8 G s ikt
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1 515

20 THEZE LIk, Fifi 45 R it L 8 R, itk e b s B
I 25 22 [R) AR EL K 3R A R 35 1) , ik i b 32 %5
SEAEMT ST WL BOR B 52 B 2 AT O . FR AL
AJFR A 3% Z (Host-guest Relationship), 3= 25 4 fit
(Host-guest Contact) 5%, 3= % 52 11:(Host-guest Interac-
tion) 2 (FEMR 45, 2012; Ariffin, 2013), JIE & JRAE
HTRIFIES N ARSI NY K, ERLHE
TR T A2 K R85, JF B 5 30~ SR EUE
W U A AT R K-S B I
WA o RIS N BRI RTT i & AR IE
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[H % (Reisinger et al, 1997; 5K ZZ #5455, 2010) A FERK
o (ZERE LS, 2009; Hosany et al, 2013) ., =& 310K 5
J1(Lee et al, 2009)35E N2 . EHEAFENFFT e Aol
TETER , J5 ke B 1o+ £ 23 SCAR RN BT, I
B N 2 2E B 28 O kR A E X 7 i
FEURT 20 22 90 4FAR , FEEAUFE A A 52
UKD 1 SN A A AR T (R RE
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2016). i = 2SS R P 1 AR R b R 25 ]
(M FRFREE  SCAFRER) | 322 31 E 187 I M A2 i %
WIS Fe P o T2 SRR Tl e b e S 1) 5
OyIO% R E R AT E AT AT, B
DA AT BEAT R T B L 28 17 TR IR (Pizam et al, 2000;
Gursoy et al, 2010), 47 B8 SFEURIF L FIE S 1Y
R MRS AR B 2 S BUL TR R SR
(Lee et al, 2009; 7E£%5, 2012; Kim et al, 2014), 4
AN R I B AR AR AR B AR
REAT A5 A2 1 Y bt 2 25 R AR AL iR UL R 4T &
J& | EK Z A K45 38 55 (Reisinger et al, 1997;
Pizam et al, 2000; Uriely et al, 2000),

e 5 RASAEAFAEZ TP 0 R R 78 Wi 2
Z& 7 (Uriely et al, 2000; Paris et al, 2015; Park et al,
2015; Perdue et al, 1990) ., 3= % 32 11 sl #L(Chen et al,
2013; Li et al, 2015), = % S A Rf L (R AE I, 2009;
Ivana et al, 2014; Romio et al, 2014)5% . Bt 3=
FAAERBFFE R, ST s R AR AT A
FAARAE T 2 05 sCAE R 3R T T3 &5 i iiF S
BTS2 S FRIA T (R 1) MEAh, FE AT
AIPNES 72X TR B S 23 S e 25 1A B e 1A 06 e e
7 20 R U 0 T R W P G M A (Pizam et al,
2000; Jin et al, 2015), KZEMFFQ2010)0H 5 T %
S AR IR HIE 55 8 S R0 - Pizam 45
(2000) Ay T2 S AL i 2 0 AR TE T Y RGO E
T, Y 725 X e A 6 11 0k o B s o R Db 5 22
R 2 U R — A T AR s AR AR R R A

RAFIIE LA B T3 0 7% 20000 0 , 4 15 ik e 1
[ 554+ 11 (Wang et al, 2015).,

Bl it i ll 1432 2 & e, W9 3 B A T 3
SRR Z RS M EIAFRURA B %
AR N HLAT B ZE 0 (5 FASE, 2008; Yuksel et al,
2010; 7K HF4E, 2010; Yu et al, 2012), AW F
B AEAE W S 5 % s HURA TS 1 OC & hE
AR R E % H AR 58 iR VT & P A
FRIEIR LS i . AR S0 2% Bagozzi(1992) 19745 & B
TR HAE AT ARG AR IS | 325 2T iR A
IRAF SR A T I LA B MCE(BHL— 28 fE B
— RIS AR L BEH =3 L M, DA SE b
7] 5 8 A B s et IR A TR U bL S E K5
FERIE R ST 325 31 B SO R A A 05 1) 5%
Wi, AN, AR EE T 2R A 45 F8 R AR £ 7 (K]
RIS, DR A RS e M . BFSE AT
SRy it e B4 M 1) 32 % 38 A AL 4 SRR Ui AR 5
Tt ) S b EE AR

2 SRS AN SR

2.1 BiPER . ERQITERARTR

FER ML AT , 2% T Bagozzi(1992) 2%
FERRIS , 15 AR AT AL DA BE P IR IR
N FAT A A8 Ak 45 i 72 (Bagozzi, 1992; Chen et al,
2013)o AR SCAL I Ak 2 b3 | DX b B R Ui
PR AH OC AR, 256 DG i i Hb Ui 75 A R AT

F1 FEXIEMZMERIYLETR

Tab.1 Research on factors affecting host-guest relationship and their effects

fE# WA EU NS S R 3R A e
dEAF, 2009 SRR R AN SRR GH SOKSE R AR MOl A R I P A2y
B S ) SRR R
MREH 7, 2003 ERAEE  RIOLOR AL AR OCERZE N ERE . BRSO IR S B s AU A
JEIIEIX) P SO 1R85 —E B SRR
PEIELE, 2009 RS RO AHSERHE GO HIRER GRIEFHE S OO 22 AR AR
K24, 2010 iz PGB O NI SR RS TE AL RF R H e R, 20 e 3%
JEIIERIX) S R
Reisingeretal, 1997 {if% LR SCIA R A B SO B TR AR 3 520 TR U 8
ORI e
Pizam et al, 1996 %k i SCHRZES SRR IR RWEAT AT ANIE] [ D A i 22 5, o
i 22 5 d /), G 26 S B
Pizam et al, 2000 i P i SRS R Ui 25 B ZE R R SR AT S, Ui 2 5
RO a0y 23 A BB (R 25 2R
Park et al, 2015 J I i PRI W R A PR RRAS BESE A DA 2R AT 25

PRI R BE , DX iR e S5 AT
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W TR SRR S 5RESHEEZ
[ AH B OC &R A SRR (18] 1),

Wt % sh ML 38 2 % Baloglu 55 (1999)#2 Hi 1Y &
R EE AT B RWIE S T Reisinger ,Pizam
Fl Uriely 45 2% # 190 2 45 4% (Reisinger et al, 1997;
Pizam et al, 2000; Uriely et al, 2000)3f-45 & =& LLI )
TG DA TEE . 2% Bigné & (2001) (1l it 4
B, PR U AR 55 R I 5 Ry 2 55 R R R 2
ARy, ASCHEAN NG A 14050 H 1
I shAlae R 1M H s s R 5
DU 20 H A R i A 6 e SR RN 2R i S A 7
TEEEINEY o SIHLAIESE 5 TR 2 ik L e 3R, iR
P 2 0 A3 H 0 R R S W LR Ui sh AL, 35
I BN A RN B =1 B R R =5,
155080 RN R VO IZ LI R 2, AT
B S R AR AR R R R A R R 3R
AL BB AR AN R =1 8RR =57
SR B 5 AN ) 30 H 8 285 B 5 ik it A4 56 DA e AR
=172 FE AR =5 =57 I LI 25 A AR 0 B

ARG R 3B B s R R T4 i
PR SNl B R BB e A &,
BN O YR WHBIRIEA T 5 E P R o A A
BEAE T, M AR Z A O &R, X B R T 5
UE s e , 14l 22 B2 45 4 5 RS AU 4 4 DR 2% 5
PERYS: , T E— 00 e B A RS P A 5 o
2.2 ARERIR
2.1.1 R IRIFSIHL S A R R

RSP —F A B IR RO ERRAS 2 AT
HE B H H A I 0N ) 22 HE 3l ) (Baloglu et al,
1999; Faullant et al, 2011), Cohen(1972) ¥ iiif & 43
HFRBAEFY FORBEAERFCH A 2R A, Li %
(2015)I\H, SCAL R A T TR E IR R L 456 S Hk
FERERLIS , 053 T AN A SCAR 2R R 2 R Ui s AL
F B AL BB 235 0 A28 28 B ASUR (TR P 4%,
2012), i e Weie 2 B A ABDUR O 407 FA TR 8RR
(Pizam et al, 2000; Kim et al, 2014, 2015)

AT B SR AR U B0 5 Ja R A B ) 4
PR lr Y, Je e T =R AR . KA (2010)
TERT 32 2 A AF B 5 TR A2 A 0 O Xy Ry i
A AE M VI A FE . Heuman(2005)IA R £ & 2211
b R SRR LS5, AN 4 ke B B 2 A A1
INELE o iR S AL RE S BURE H ) iR 2R K
WA RER R N T ER NS EOAELEE

Wz FER
iZiig=i N prisire

P —— BEEE)

—— MR
FiuEEfL

K1 BEER
Fig.1 Conceptual model

Wi RO AR SCHR M DL i

HY il sh U i B S A S A I ) 5200

H2 iR s B U1 S 2 S T ) 5
2.1.2 Ui WA B SR IA LS 1 OC R

F2 R AT FE BB AL 5 0 2 iR AR5 LS A
F (TR ZZ 55, 2010; Lagarense et al, 2015), F %]
Al BEAEAE 1 SC Ak 22 AR BLAEAN (B A 2170 A
TSR AF A 1 % 5 Il (Reisinger et al, 1997,
2007), LA 2 5 23T 1 % A A (9 B % (Mcintosh,
2004; Lee et al, 2009) o i & X} g BRI EF IR |
PET 252 M0 15 S S A4 T4 (Chen, 2013), 8% 5 &
B Y 1 TR, X T IR R R 9t 1 2 R B AR A
(Pizam et al, 2000; Bigné et al, 2001; 5K 7% #f &%,
2010), A XS 25 b SCAG RN DO R 2 5 i %
Z: 5l S B PE (W et al, 2013), BlAUIK I
b1 S S R )T R 305 0 3 B R 14 ik 5 (Coar-
los Monterrubio et al, 2014; Lagarense et al, 2015).
BT AR SR AT i

H3 38 A R R IR IS s i 2 SRR IE
mEA

HA 38 A E T BEOOT AR 0 1 22 B A T 1) 5

H5 3SR R R I s i 2 5L I
mEAT

H6 - 55 ) A T BT HR Ui i 2 B A 1 [ 52
2.1.3 RS 5T SHEERN R

JHIR I T T R T L A S R VAR I T
S WY it i 1% B0 IR 55 1 SRR A4 35 (Allegre et al,
2010), I 2 B A A T2 R 20k H Y Y
B (Chen et al, 2007; Yuksel et al, 2010), &7 % %
JitE e b BN 7 L) 4 PN 4% (Allegre et al, 2010).
E Wi CAF(2009)7E XS P R AR T R
PN TT 7 i 2 AR S o rh B BRI
o P A A B A B 32 5 5 i HaxX P T
T2 RIS AR A B SEIA o T, AR SRR
DL B :
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HT BRI B0 2 R B AR R AT TE TR
3 SEIEWFE XS s

3.1 MR

IS FEIX (UL R =35 UL T
BETTARAGER A AR s E A L, eI
SV 756.6 km?, LA %O S X TR 230 km®, =
T L XA S8R R, e SO0 i il & et
‘,aEu% AAFERILE S B A, =3

FAFI X BEAMINER R, =S KA
ﬁﬂ#aﬁ{mx(ﬁg—gﬁ,Eﬂﬁﬁi%a‘z%ﬂyﬂﬁcz?ﬁ
YLAHIALAE o 2008 4F HE 35t i LUK i 25 i H 2538
T, 7 265 56 2 8% it R 9% 5t A R g 1 R) B, % it i
M JE AR KSR
3.2 HiEkRIESLE

B R =W I H R A /N T 2013 4F 6 H
10-15 B 78t A8t = #h =3 1, LA YE IS e % 0
X} G PEAT O R RE R A . =38 3 & i n] 25 600
0y, AL 580 153 , 43 5% 523 14, [MIUACR K A 3k 343 531)

H96.7% F1 90.2% . Ge it 45 R Won , R
(55.9% ) W& /= 5 LA i 4E O 32, Hirh 25~39 %
57.8% ; WA K- 45 2 BB R B VAR R, 51.7%
HRL UL 275 A5l A7 N 51(23.6%) Fl 24
(16.4%) 5 % s BIFHOR IR 32 , B2 A 0 BT
(27.2%) HTT.(20.5%) AL (13.2%) . 35 FHGETTHEK
ffoﬂtﬂ%gﬂEﬁ TR RS AT, W S
FPA%SE R TE RSB, Sl R ARR BB AL A 7
mﬂo

4 5 b

4.1 0SB HeiRs b i = sh AL 4E B X &

Ko it it sh AL I R AT AR R M a0 b
A AFREER T 1 EE TR KT 0.4 0, 71
PEHUC A B S SRR F A fa/NT 0.5 I H 22
BT BEPUB A R B IN AR 2 T, = IR
9 KMO JE F:{1 4 0.907, Bartlett B BRI A6 56 3L
7 (H N 344.208(df=66 , Sig=0.000), J5 Wi [71] ¥ 55040 3
G0, R ST 3ok 44 (GR 2).

2 HEINSEIREERF 5 TEFA) SEIEEEF 52 #1(CFA)Z

Tab.2 Exploratory factor analysis (EFA) and confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) of tourist motivations

WRENEH T4 11 (EFA) OUEPER T 5047 (CFA)
i liE B> (B)
) ¥E N2 far R 2k s R 5K ©
B2 R BB IE )
— MR (25.27) (0.887)
(0.611)
M1 LE R B 2RO 433 0.777 0.55 0.74
M2 IREGANRI A 7 =X 4.15 0.773 0.74 0.86
M3 EEEEA 422 0.722 0.62 0.79
M4 T i AR 5 4.00 0.680 0.62 0.79
M5 PREA R Sk 4.03 0.606 0.52 0.72
N E B (44.07) (0.840)
(0.725)
M6 B Bl TR R 3.69 0.861 0.64 0.80
M7 R SN R 3.79 0.832 0.81 0.90
= IRk kE(62.53) (0.832)
(0.624)
M8 AR H R TR 3.85 0.850 0.64 0.80
MO R E E J1 TAE 4.03 0.844 0.76 0.87
M0 R By 420 0.625 0.47 0.69
DU 432 SR A1(75.83) 0.677)
(0.512)
M1 SRR 3.96 0.813 0.54 0.73
M12 BERIE AN A 4.07 0.773 0.45 0.70

T AN BB R (%) ; B LA L ; C O PR IO 2%
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WOCHL R Hbile 2 Sl S R A B 2 G R 1395

KB RASRAG T HEAT I UEPE R 753 B, 14—
APRISHIN 5 A e R AR e 2 (] (IR R, PPA AR B 1Y)
REEFSERE . AE 4D SIHLGERE 43 IR T 345
KA T, T NS5 b, il
HpO b AR T AR B W 3 A T 0.70~0.90 2
B, HAEEEREAET0.70, F1 7 2 BUH AVE
FEARFF G ARE , WERAR B X R AR 1 (0 V-2 i BE g
J1T
42 WHAERFFHEEZFTEBLEELN S

X ERE LA BBIAT ER S . 456 0
L33 H A7 7 2SR, B bR 7 B far /N 0.5 19
BRI, Jodii“ T s M Hb N (A FAZE " RN 55 Y 1 s R A2
Fr20, =i IHFEAR () KMO & & {5 4 0.888,
Bartlett [ 5K IE £ 95 305 BL R J5 {6 2720.713(df=36,
Sig=000) , & I [A] 5038 5 0, PR FEAR T
TR BT AT 3 2 HERE (3R 3).

[z T g b o b, PPAL S AR Y 35 B
AUERE . 53R WREA & I m AT 0.64~0.84
ZIA) 3 S 07 AR BUE AVE 7S hnifE . B 4}
VAR 5 1P Y i RE e BT
4.3 B i b AR ARG 4E FE X >

XPRR WA B HEA T 530 FEA Y KMO B
TAE N 0.791, F W RGBS G 7504, 2 A
AR SIHLIATT LAy R 2 YRS

[FIAE 38 3k 6 E A PR 20 B A5 0, DU 2 8 A 7E
WA AT 0.64~0.80 2Z i) , -1 77 254 L

(B AVE £5 G bRt (32 4), M 48 A5 10 AT 15 B AR 1T
B,
4.4 EENXSHE D

T 3 o AT AR R rh & A B AR R P
SEWTT 22 (AVE) L) P 4818 728 5 22 [ W AH DG 1, kAT
TR P G5 AR R RN X 5338 B 4B o N 5 Hha]
F VAL B W AVE (AT 0.512~0.624 Z [i] , ¥ K F
e /IME 0.50, £ T AR 2 (8] (A DGR REUDN T4
AR I (%) AVE Bl , o AR AT A DX A R%
J# (Garbarino et al, 1999),
45 HERBRESN. REEESRFRRAXR

AR SCREEE T W HY e I b i 25 A 1) MCE(3))
Bl—3c 1 R — AR50 o £ ) B AU, IR A 2 R 55
PEFIZCPEPIZE At T RERVHE T LU . AR
T B A (2004) 42 H LG R BUHE TR SR AL 1E
TEBIE S B e 0 % IR & Sl E R S S
PRI 2R B 52 2, JEER 3 A A8 it ) 15 25 T i AR AR ¢
Fo MIRZEWUT 22 BUEHE — 2P i B B A5 B A
TG RCEE R IR . RS IEAR A (3R 6) , 4 XS
A FEEC ARG RO AR IR BRI, Hd GFI=
0.902 . NFI=0.912 . CFI=0.943 . RMSEA=0.076, {5 7!
ARG IR o 43 3% B R L VERE AR A 7
B R e , JF HOM AT O L6 38R AR X
BT

HRYERFFEEE R (3 TG AT, AR H RN H2 2538
BT PRI A IR B RS R OR /0 kit Bl AT 3

R3 EERFEESEMEFASCFALR

Tab.3 Exploratory factor analysis (EFA) and confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) of tourists' contact intention

PREPEE 50471 (EFA) SR R F 44T (CFA)
FERAAT S (B)
()] ¥iE PR 2o DA F2r R 5L ©

PR RBIEIER)

— GEE A RE(37.52) (0.862)

(0.557)
MC1 5 215 BRI IR T 3.87 0.838 0.85 0.84
MC2 1) 2 1 B ) % 4.15 0.803 0.68 0.72
MC3 FY b5 B — S s 1L WG 3 3.76 0.788 0.71 0.68
MC4 FY 1 B — e B 3.61 0.767 0.76 0.69
MCS FY b R —R 2 NG AR 5l 3.85 0.763 0.75 0.79

T YA AR E(70.92) (0.854)

(0.594)
CC1 3)Jm RE BF i 3.28 0.849 0.83 0.78
CC2 F Y1 & PS4 32 075X 3.24 0.827 0.79 0.82
CC3 FRYHJF R H ALY 3.51 0.750 0.72 0.76
CCA FN 24 1 e FRARIE Z ek T AR 3.11 0.834 0.78 0.72

U A FRVIERHRER (%) s BALE R L s CVHRIRO 22
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Tab.4 Exploratory factor analysis (EFA) and confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) of tourists' experience

PRENEH T4 (EFA) BUEPER T43H1 (CFA)
SR A (B)
(4) ¥ A2 PR 3 fif R K ©)
B RBIEIE )
— B 5E(34.17) (0.689)
(0.526)
Pl B 53R sh ) Eoh iR 4.04 0.864 0.60 0.73
P2 G AT 3.77 0.866 0.60 0.72
T EAREE(81.16) (0.792)
(0.518)
NW v 3.99 0.802 0.63 0.64
S2 PR 4.00 0.901 0.80 0.80
S3 MESFRE 4.05 0.877 0.70 0.71

T A 0y BRVE R R (%) s BALAH I ; CF8IUO 2

RS XOMEST

Tab.5 Discriminant validity

CR AVE [N Flv% AR 122 & #Y) ] CP=S
N 0.887 0.611 0.78
Pl 0.840 0.725 0.46 0.85
/N 0.832 0.624 0.40 0.36 0.79
Fae 0.677 0.512 0.39 0.40 0.48 0.72
I 0.862 0.557 0.33 0.33 0.42 0.38 0.75
#b) 0.854 0.594 0.23 0.32 0.33 0.34 0.59 0.77
eS| 0.689 0.526 0.29 0.29 0.34 0.31 0.32 0.26 0.73
T 0.792 0518 0.30 0.30 0.29 0.30 0.23 0.29 0.39 0.72

VE AR R PRI A 16 S 5 J R B B R S 5 IR I ARSI AL 5 b S8 3R 58 SRS 5 300 B 3003 o S A S s i D) 3k
VISR 2 532 SR W RN B s CRZALG R AVE S I8RO0 22

Ro6 FMHRRBENEERE

Tab.6 Test result of goodness-of-fit index for structural equation modeling (SEM)

- ECROEREE R AR FR L [EESERA
CMIN/DF RMSEA  GFI  AGFI PGFI NFI IFI TLI CFI ~ PRATIO PNFI  PCFI
FHALE 20-50 <0.08 =090 =0.90 >0.50 =090 >090 >090 >090 >050 >0.50 >0.50
SR (R)  6.201 0.100 0773  0.723 0.634  0.787 0.815 0790 0814 088  0.697 0.721
SWEIEEAdE)  2.641 0.056 0902  0.873 0.697 0912 0.944 0932 0943 0832 0759  0.785
WM EJRE)  3.209 0.105 0712 0.649 0.584  0.722 0.791 0761  0.788  0.886  0.640  0.698
=W EdE) 2391 0.052 0908  0.881 0.704 0920 0952 0942 0952 0835 0768  0.795
VIR 3336 0.096 0765  0.713 0.628  0.764 0822 0797 0821 0886 0677  0.727
VI E(E)  2.463 0.053 0904  0.878 0.706 0917 0.949 0939 0949 0840 0.771  0.798

T =I5 LV IREEAR (n=523) : JEUABIAY , df=313,x'=1917.9(p=0.0); BB IFAHAL , dF=292,x’=771.3(p=0.0); =iF L BPEREAR (n=202) : LG,
df=313,x’=1004.0(p=0.0) ; I IEFLAL , d£=293 ,x’=700.7(p=0.0) ; = IF 11 L HEFEAR (n=256) : TR, df=313,x’=1051.6(p=0.0); [E IEAE AL, df=295,
X'=726.7(p=0.0); [A145 HAREARFEA 523 1, o I HEREAR 202, Lo PEREAR 256 103, RIUS 1 B AREAS 65 143

SCATRRSEAFAE W 52 00, RN B W HORA /AR 2010), 35 B2 A A3 2 B Al Ui S22 1D 1) 5248, T 25 U1 28
HAZRMBHIS DAL B R 2)e TENPRES AR A IR o ARSI AT
ERZAEAEE A MEVISE 2 ROREMSE, BRI e —E 25, s SRS IE 2L



E1 WAt 4.

DCHLR I HbilE 2 S S R AT B 2 C R 1397

R BEAAEAE W 5o, X B VIS B 5 5
Wi, f BESE A SR A SE ST R B i) 4 S BB AT
RN VNN E R DA N 1) 2L W E =Y 3

5L H3 BN HAASJSAT, B 1 3 B S8 A A
FEREAE FE AR WE TS S0 Z 5, (E X0 I R B AT B
BB, R A B A UL PR R N Bl Y
NS5 LW, I H o dt— 205 il 2 00 il
(Tl K5, 2009), 8% HS FIH6 35 ST, S T %%
VIR AT: 7 BN 2 55 B [ R0 Rt 7 SR I A
FAE W, B U038 1 B IR 2 AR 0 B i B
AR B U AT R R I 2 TR 1R A
HUZ 5 e RA BRI R R, IR E 2 S RIEA
I, TCIS NS RE S SE B, AR BE7E ik Ui R i AR
Hh AL VT RS Al A A BT e AR T . R
et s Rz RARIREE S 5% H iR 2
U J AR i B A SRR P AR BT S X
(Lagarense et al, 2015; Wang et al, 2015),
4.6 EEIAYIEZE QL

I3 A =38 LB AEREAAE il BEAE A, =3F 1L
LHEREAANE A RE AR AT I UEPE D 720 b, D5
TERRAT , R WIARIREAR ) — PR 8), =IF LT
A R AEPEAG 50 45 5 i | ARG I TR 2 45
FIESEINE A i RE, R O7 B A B IA B 2K
HAb BT AT U5 48 BAR Y, 52 52 5 S PEAG 36 1 1B s
SERBWE T =3E NS5 R AR 45 MIE A

T LA AR B E R AT ALk . R el
AR SR WD R T b i 25 LA 9 MCE(BhHl—

SEAE R I — R o i BT BA B RS (A E TR A
AR

5 Gt

ARG AL M E SO | DX et BRI
T B A AR OGBS, DL BB S MDA AL PSR
Tl 32 2 S AE B/ HIBLR , JE SRR T s LA %
AL T JE 0 5% 2R P 2 0 S A TR SO i 1 R 6 14 2
i o EIBCHESAE A R 337 b =355 LU i S ) K it T

K12 LA B MCE(SIIL- S 1 i BE A6 i iy R A
Fig.2 Test result of the structural equation modeling (SEM)

of tourist motivation, tourists' contact intention,

and tourist experience
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Tab.7 Hypotheses testing results

WAk

FESRES S.E.

C.R.

ot

“H
H1: RUF S5 BE AR A TE 1] 520 F3 BT
H1-1: R AE TG B AL I BE S 1 RUECA TF ] 52 0 0.38 0.134 3.933™ A
H1-2: /B R s AURE B 3 B AT 1E 1] 50 0.21 0.073 27757 Ava
H1-3: TR 6N LT 1 S8 A1 R S I ) 52 0.34 0.080 4.169™ AT
H1-4: FE38 RN SHUN IS B 38 AE BT 1E 7] 5 0.15 0.094 1.880 N A
H2: il 8 V) A8 5 AT 1 5 i A
H1-1: AR5 E TG B AL 25 Y0 58 18 ZRA T 1] 52 1) 0.08 0.144 0.738 AT
H1-2: R B B SR 85 VI3 E B AT 1E 1] 5200 0.19 0.079 2.349° ST
H1-3: RS 6 RE S AN 25 VI A A E B AT 1E 1] 5200 0.17 0.087 2207 JRAT
H1-4: HAZ RN SHLN 55 VI3 E B AT IE 1] 5200 0.30 0.104 3.448™ v

H3 : 38 FEASAE SRRV 2 2 SRR BEAT 1E 0] 52 1) 0.34 0.051 5.140™ v

HA : 35 FEA A 5 RO Ui 2 BEAT LB 1] 5 0.05 0.054 0.751 ANHEST.
HS : B V)3 AE R S0 2 SRR BEAT 1E 1] 52 1) 0.23 0.051 3.476™ [iava

H6 - 25 Y1 3S A E R IR I B B AT L s 0.12 0.052 2.069" BT

HT iU 2 00 2 5518 B B AT LE 1] 520 0.61 0.073 9.591™ BT

T IR P<0.001; **3 7K 0.001<P<0.01; *£ 7 0.01<P<0.05
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Tab.8 Goodness-of-fit of invariant measurement
PR %1 Chi-square ~ df ~~ NCP  RMSEA  NFI IFI CFI
= B JCRRRR 1349.182 562  787.182  0.055 0.818  0.885  0.883
FERE gom— BRI TR 1376.241 580  796.241  0.055 0.814  0.883  0.882
AXS AZ(19)=25.486(P=0.145); ANFI=0.003 ;
AIFI=0.004; ATLI=—0.003
B = e R AR ] 1416.443 591 825443 0.055 0809 0879  0.878
A¥(30)=33.729(P=0.292) ; ANFI=0.004 ;
AIFI=0.005 ; ATLI=—0.006
MDY R 22 AR R AR 1427.902 601 826902 0.055  0.807  0.878  0.877

AxA(40)=45.802(P=0.244) ; ANFI=0.006 ;
AIFI=0.006; ATLI==0.008

T TR TG 25 S ITRRTE 3865 A (p>0.05); ANFI(<0.05); AIFI(<0.05); ATLI(<0.05) ; ACFI(<0.01),,

WL i Y b e 2 A0 A A MCE(Bh WL —38 i B Ji—
PRI i) SR I3z FH 22 B 20 1 45 4 5 RS TR i
A S A 0 AR AR P R e P R A T AT, S A
FAFFILU 5L

(1) W' it Y i 14 e it shAIL P LA S 43 Ay 1A 56
A= S RS R/ R R A A SR A 4 Rk
R, 5% Baloglu %5 (1999) ik iiF shAL it % , IF4h &
U LLR U R SRR A R Ui S AL e I A R
RV F s 8] 4 R BESIPLE AL . ARG AE 1% 4E
FE RSB, Q0L A AR 1 1 SR KOG AR 38 AS [F]
ATy ORI AR 6 48 D3 S 0T H (R Y (A s i o
W/ B B HERE I ShAL, an B Rk TR, ok A T
AR R BRI AR

(2) W' T8 it e i 0 25 A0 £ 1) 5 1 B vl LA )
Gy R A R IR B VIS R 2 e, R
1l 2 B 2 % Reisinger %5 (2007) . Pizam %5 (2000) . 7§
FEHFAE(2010)24 3 O R AE b o 3 BE A AL B S AL 45
550 1l BRI KR AT 1) 2 b S R IR Y
HiJE R S L 855, Sk sh % )
AHOG 2 D) 3 A B IR U 5 A 1% J2 TR 9 AH BV T8
FEAHOG

(3) ANIRIZE A e LA 2 K 3SR A
[ SEmR o 30 B 38 A 2R AR R Vit AR 5 s R A
HLER FRORIOR AL, 5 U 58 A WU 5 ) 52 1 56 2R (1) ST AT
TREFVIE UK R S5 (IR M 5E, 2010), A SRELATEF
AU R 22 SRR Ui % R R 2 b R T IR
A3

(4) B V) AC A T i L 3 5 e R R T i
RIS T i, 16 A BRI S S
JE Ol R A R R, T DI S A R R
TR R R . U 1 4 AN SR ZL Y A

[Fi] i 52 Wl Ui 5 174 06 2 B RN A (Yuksel et al,
2010). A 8051 F 5SS AL REAT RUCHE B i e 1) i
KR AR SCHFFE 45 R 55 Pizam 45(2000) , Reisinger 55
(2007) . Jin 4 (2015) 2% # 0 B 58 45 18 A X 38l —
o Bl RAFAR L £ &S s &
T BEAT RO T TR I AR 360 It () 42 T, DT 4 S e i
1 R AR
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Relationship between tourists” motivation, contact intention,
and experience quality in sightseeing destination:

The case of Mount Sanqingshan National Park

CHEN Xing', ZHANG Jie*”’, ZHANG Honglei*’
(1. Shanghai Urban Planning and Design Research Institute, Shanghai 200040, China;
2. Departmant of Land Resource and Tourism Sciences, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China;

3. Institute of Tourism, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China)

Abstract: With the development of tourism, host- guest relationship at tourism destinations is increasingly
diverse and complex. Existing studies on host-guest relationship have paid much attention on local residents. But
few studies have explored the mutual influencing mechanism among tourist motivation, contact intention, and
tourists' experience quality, especially from the perspective of tourists. This study employed an on-site survey in
Mount Sangingshan National Park to build the tourist perspective motivation- contact intention- experience
quality (MCE) model. We also applied the invariance measurement with the multi- group structural equation
model. The result shows that tourist motivations at the sightseeing destination can be classified into four
categories: experiencing life motivation, excitement/adventure motivation, relaxation/escape motivation, and
socializing/knowledge motivation. Tourists' contact intention can be divided into two dimensions: moderate
contact intention and close contact intention. The modeling result indicates that tourist motivations of
experiencing life, relaxation/escape and socializing/knowledge have direct effect on moderate contact intention,
and tourist motivations of excitement/adventure, relaxation/escape, and socializing/knowledge have direct effect
on close contact intention. Close contact intention has a greater influence on tourists' experience quality than
moderate contact intention. We also divided the samples into gender groups for invariance measurement with the
multi- group structural equation model. We found that the model built in this study showed stability across
samples.

Key words: host- guest relationship; tourist motivation; tourists' experience; structural equation model;

invariance measurement; Mount Sanqingshan National Park



