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Abstract; Establishing national park system is an import strategy adopted by the Chinese government to better conserve the
integrity and primitiveness of its large natural ecosystem, and to achieve the goal of ecological civilization and the
modernization featured with the harmony between human being and nature. Local resident is not only one of the most
important stakeholders in the process of establishing and managing a national park, but also is an active and significant force
in conserving the natural ecosystem of a national park. In this sense, how to foster and strengthen the positive attitude of
local residents toward nature conservation is of high importance for establishing and managing a national park. By

introducing place attachment as intermediary variable and taking Shennongjia Pilot National Park as a case, the authors
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propose in this paper a structural relation model which conceptualizes tourism impact perception and place attachment and
nature conservation attitude, and then employ multi-group nested Structure Equation Modelling ( SEM ) to reveal the
mechanism that how national park tourism influences local residents’ attitude toward nature conservation. The results
indicate that: (1) the local residents’ perception of tourism impacts has significantly direct impact on their attitude toward
nature conservation; (2) The place attachment of local residents plays a significant intermediary role between the perception
of tourism impact and their nature conservation attitude; (3) In terms of the structural relations among local residents’
tourism impact perception, place attachment, and nature conservation attitude, there exists a significant group difference
between the residents participating in tourism and those not. For the residents participating in tourism, their perception of
negative tourism impact exerts no significant impact on both place attachment and nature conservation attitude. For the
residents not participating in tourism, their perception of negative tourism impact can significantly and adversely influence
their attitude toward nature conservation, which works directly or indirectly through place attachment. This study has two
theoretical contributions to the study of nature conservation attitude of local residents living within the protected areas. One
is to have revealed the mechanism of how national park tourism influences the attitude of local residents toward nature
conservation through the intermediary role of place attachment. The other one is to have further unveiled the group difference
in the impacts of national park tourism on local residents’ nature conservation attitude through the comparative analysis of

the two groups of local people (i.e. those participating in tourism and those not).

Key Words: local resident; tourism impact perception; place attachment; nature conservation attitude ; Shennongjia Pilot
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2.2 R R

AR ) A 7 A i 5 I SR BN (S A8 PSR, 55— o0 2 I > b S ER R Vs i
TN M7 AR AR ORI A BE R e, ST = DA £ TR AT BB IR A BIBIFSY, AR SCR A 7] 4
)R E RS O AW, BRI R L SCERAR I WL 1, A B 35 5k FH 2% o R L i R B Tk I
M1 E] 5 S HRERAEF AR E AR A FE AEE R, B8RSR RN ANGE B TR M

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



7466

S

44 %

HY. 2R K AR R BEWN S A R b 9 SO AT

b LR SR R A i b AR 5 TAR IR

®1 BBEPEEBREHABEKIE

=
S

LR R BENCASR TR K A TR

Table 1 Overview of literature resource for designing questionnaire scale and item

2 Dimension

B Ttem

SCHk K JE Referenced literature

itz Al
Tourism impact TPIL .
TP12:
TPI3:
TP14:
TPI5.
TPI6:
TP17.
TPIS
TP19:

E TR IE RN N -

SRRl BN T BRATIX A TARLZ:
S SRR A TR 2 B A I 4
SRRl 5 T AR 2 AR TRATix AL

S SRRl e T AT I L 0 A R £ Bt A

R R b T ATk B A A

iR R A itk T RN GESCAL R PRI 5
R A SR T TSI A Ui B B S 5
R R R T TR ER R RN
KRR A FATIX AR T AT,

AT R WER M SR

TNIIL;
TNI2,
TNI3;
TNI4,
TNIS .
TNI6
TNI7 .
7R PAL;
Place attachment PA2.
PA3.
PA4
PAS:
PA6:
PA7.
PAS.
EP/S/ak ;2

Nature conservation attitude NCC1

NCC2:

NCC3

NCC4.
NCC5.

NCCé6

K Il BB BATX A Lk
SRRl AR T BT I BT T 28

iR I 2 o AT B A A A Al A
iR R AR TATT A 2 TR T

R ETRUEAV IR T BR T HF I AT ;
KRB AL TAT A 2 EH 2 T

iR SR A AT i LTI K AR I T

Ty 2 0 e A R R R el IR B AR 1 B2
FAEATFIX AT LA M 7 (3 A TEAT IR 5
TP B S A A R R

s AT A CAER X R F0 T A

FH XA T B0 TR e A AT AT 3
H RSN T 22 U A C AR IS I 1

Fe A B A AR B XA 7 B A T A

AR BRI AP FMR AL F AR FISCALRR €

HAARAFA AL

BRI ARSI B A R
AP IF 3 AR B RE AR TS A

: MARAE A LB S, B

HEr A A B T R A R
PRI A AR S R TR B L M R 5

s B BB A SRR 2 REIUR

H PRI AT B0

NCB1
NCB2
NCB3

: TRIBRGESTA R A AR B BILE ;
: RIS HB ARG IR %,
: T B 1L SPEIRBIR B ARIREERIIT A

Liu 2141

R 25
Almeida Garcfa 255!
R

Williams 2528
BB
Ramkissoon 233

R

Jorgensen %LSM
Xu &@[55]
BRI R
Pl 7

TPI. IE TR UFRZ M Tourism positive impact ; TNT; 1 i §i7 5 Wi Tourism negative impact; PA ; #i 77 K% Place attachment; NCC: FH SR &3 I\l

Nature conservation cognition; NCB: [ #R{#47147 A ] Nature conservation behavior

[i) 8] Ay 2 B PR AR AR, AR B AR SR I 52 0 Dl DX Pl A R e MU e R & L, IR R A
el il i 4 Je dme A AR, R X A AR N H e 22 M T B R (BB A S 48, TR, 2o LI A R ot s
S5 IRWHE TR 55 , QAT AN AT e A i s 11 R 2 5 i U 1) S B, T A8 i 2 A ST et 58 O i AR 20K

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



17 4] g A G IR 2 b R A AR DR A BE 1 SE R AL 1) 7467

SCHL AR [E] 2 2020 4 9 A bR A) RTE I 12 H o DAZEAERRRE DORUAR (L BEAE DXy s | 7 25 1l 1 5 1 3
B R IF A IR, o3 LA RPAL X ORI X B BRI DX ZLAE IR 5 W AT A | = HE T A

T RAFAE 8 M HEIXFIA Y S BRI s ol T 2 e RS AE B 31, N 2 78 L XA B AN AR A
TR ™A 3 S A BE AL | S5 SR T (SRt | 2 0] i A A 2 B 00— s 1 T P s AR e 10 s R
HEAT T AP A A . 25 BRI 2 5% SRR EE A m Y BLSE O 1R AT RESE i 1] 5 5 (9 T S 4, XAy
Bt DRIME PR 52 15 5 0 o 1) 520 7 b BE R SRR AN R By e R AT T 5 e B DB AT 250 . AE A3tk
TR 503 43, i) 4 503 173, 5 D BTeak )4 J e 445 B 3R 458K 496 17, R AT 805K 98.6% , H:
L, Z5IRIEE 277 P EE AR AEAR AL DOM T2 A BEPII) RS 50K 219 7 (322 TE A 4
D PR SR AN )

3 HBRESW

3.1 FEARRER ST

496 1 Z Vi E N 2R AN T AR5 T, 55 L te Bl 3, 53 4 i 50.6% , Lok Y 49.4%, A%y T,
L4 T 30 Z UL Hid 30—39 % 5 19% ,40—49 % 5 21.1%,50—59 % i 26.8% ,60 % D) | 526.2%.,
JGRE BT T, 8o DU, 5 H 98.8% , 2 E R I, RZ N LA 2407, Holh SCH 5 12.7% , /¥
17 35.7% , 9115 30.4% , mhaih &  11.9% , FEEFWRATT I, K2 FBEFWAANR] 15 J7, LA 1—5 T1 K
¥, 60.7% ,6—10 JT 5 22.8% ,11—15 JTHI 5 9.5% , ABFZEAE R TR SR T AREA Hb fE RAEA | 32
ViIF R P AR S A 3 B AT THEAAE 36 F b, e R A e B) 0 30 4R 78.8% , J& A 21—30 4
M5 10% ., TEZRBENASKIE T, BE T 219 PP REEWATE L AR H AR LASN , 7E R 4% 277 112 5N R KE
o REEA ATk A R TFAY b7 24.9% 88220k A TkiE b7 39.4% B0k ATRF Y 35.7% ., FETA 2 NH
S 5RIEN Y 45.5%,1 N i 22.7%,3 N i 16.2%, 2 5JiciiE 0 B 2 AE1E (45.3%) R TR (38.
8% ) el e 55,
3.2 WEMER T S B SRR R

7] 35 ) A55 FEE 4ARAi5 TEE J TT, B 2 M 3EAK Cronbach’s o fH R 0.840, 45 ¥ A8 & 1Y) Cronbach’s o {H LHERTE 0.7
VL b, A B B 5 . RS SEA TS 0E R 20 BT, SR FH SPSS20.0 X 5 A2 JEE 11 33 A0 11 )
REHY S B HEA T IAEME R 20T (CFA) L ilad B 58 CFA MHBR B P2k /T 0.5 (8IS , 1755 — 48 CFA 41
BT, 25 A48 IE 5 B0 TS AL 55 85000 0145 A 28 B FRASCIRZS A D s S A UEA TAE B S5 PR B8 19 NI (LT 3) . X
19 ALY PR -2 o i 23 0.50—0.91 Z[8], GEAT S0 e e L Z0MAS v A8 . X003 (AVE) i, A
SRR AR RE AVE Y07 MR R T8 5 HABAT — VB A (0] A AR O R 80, R AR it 22 0] R AY X 43
B, RARE(CR) J7 T, A SO W AE AR HEI) CR ALE 0.73 3] 0.87 Z[H], ¥k 8] T AR, R A i B
RIFHRERE,
3.3 BIRILA LR T

— B, FEAS Ik P Oy AR R O LA I X/ df (R OTES A EZ ) ER/NT S, GFI(IIA L
80 AGFI(B IEMALEHRED) NFICGHELE UL TR 80 IFL(3Y LR EE 850 DL CRI( B AR
FEREE) SN KT 0.9, PGRL( 294G L EEH8 45) i KT 0.5, RMSEA (I iR 22 ¥ 77 ) ) Fil SRMR (bR fb 5%
e ) BE/NT 0.08° . AT 2 NI LAE Y AR SCRTRY A 45 4 AR R LA RGP AL RE . RIS o8 T
T — 25 8 78 AR S L R el kst DX i Ak DX B 1 SR PR AP 25 B I S ), 7 Tl AR AR P (R AT AR T
Xt 2 5kl A S 5 A B A T A LSRR Hu g, — 3% B RAFELAILRE , nT HEA XS EL T
3.4 W R EIE

MR Kline"™ fBIFFY , 48 3k FAAR IAUSRAG T (ML A 313 ) A 50 1A B2 52 e 7 (R FF o2 ik, ELAAR 2
KUK 3,

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



7468 AR ¥ I 4%
K I =320.463
©) ) P=0
: : il = 141
|TPI2 | |TPI3 05| TPI5 05|6TP16 REXE 2;713‘1&0/'993?)3:2.273
0.64 ! 0.56 0.69 ?SII;IEZ 0:.9(} 50 .
' @
84
0.34%% - &
Jite i I T B ML .- AR IAH 1 — @
0.491%%* 0.189%* .- -6078 0.286%%** @ 0.54
S Lo
R N P g & o
it i 67 T R WAL S -0.092%* /Oézl 078\ \ aﬁﬁ"w{Tﬁ 9 @
1 0.67
0.67 054 [pa2 | [pas | [Pas | [pas €19
& & 6 $ ©
[N | s | [vie | [ iy |

O O o o

B3 IRiER R LHERBRRIPSEMIDE SRR
Fig.3 SEM results for the influence of tourism on local residents’ nature conservation attitude
TP, IE T i W#5Z M Tourism positive impact; TNI; £ T il Ui 5 i Tourism negative impact; PA ; Hi 77K 7% Place attachment; NCC: H #R - F I %1
Nature conservation cognition; NCB: H SR 417 #1717 Nature conservation behavior; GFI: 8158 B F840; AGFI . & IEHUA LTSS ; RMSEA ¢ i
MRZEB A 5 e1—e22 . 45 THIT 1 5% 22

x2 BEARSEMRSSRIFEER SEM REIS ML ERRH
Table 2 Structure Equation Model (SEM) fitness index of the total sample as well as group sample
s Iy Hatt  BENEe WARE NS G RS aliRE Prififlsk
;e lt A 5 G 1t G )5 =« QR 3 =5+ QR 0 1 G ) % = SR D) EHTIR
X2/df GFI AGFI PGFI NFI IFI CFI RMSEA SRMR
HAE(H Expected value <5 >0.9 >0.9 >0.5 >0.9 >0.9 >0.9 <0.08 <0.08
JVBEAR Total sample 2.273 0.937 0.915 0.696 0.906 0.945 0.945 0.051 0.05
}.m’wﬁ 2.047 0.900 0.865 0.668 0.866 0.927 0.926 0.062 0.061
Tourism-involved
5 B
e 1.549 0.909 0.878 0.675 0.849 0.941 0.939 0.05 0.06

Not tourism-involved

SEM:; it EL5 TR GFT. Goodness-of-fit index; AGFI; Adjusted goodness of fit index; PGFI; Parsimony unbiased goodness-of-fit index; NFI; Normed fit index;

IFI; Incremental fit index; CFI; Comparative-fit index; RMSEA; Root mean square error of approximation; SRMR ; Standardized root mean square residual

®3 RERIEER

Table 3 Results for the research hypothesis verification

oA KR PrifEfk AR R4 , p K a5 R
Research hypothesis Path relationship Standardized path Tested result
Hla AT 52 M — b 77 4 2 0.491 7.297 Wz
H1b fﬁ THT 52 M — 4 7 4 7% -0.194 -3.498 2
H2a IR AR AP A 0.286 4.283 Bz
H2b imﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ%}Fﬁj{l%\lEJ 0.079 1.364 0.172 BiEEi)
H3a T SZ MA— PR 0.34 4.939 %
H3b THTRE ) —> PR 4711 724 1) 0.189 3.073 0.002** B2
H4a ﬁlﬁ}fz}ﬂ@"%})ﬁ Nl -0.078 -1.469 0.142 Bisr )
H4b T 5% M — (74714 T jb% fi] -0.092 -1.982 0.047* %z
H5 PRI IR T Sy 1) 0.495 8.247 %

#* (03 P<0.05, = {83 P<0.01, %= 1’(%% P<0.001
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BEAYBIESS R o B TR H2b A1 Hda A 100 B PRI LASN , HAWRT I (R #0 3K T A A 25 S (1)
THE, BARSKUL, St AR, Hla(A =0.491,¢ =7.297,P<0.001) \H1b(A=-0.194,1 =-3.498, P<
0.001) H2a(A=0.286,1 =4.283,P<0.001) H3a(A=0.340,1 =4.939, P<0.001) \H5( A =0.495,:=18.247, P<
0.001)5 Z&FEARTE 0.001 (1) 5 2 MK P 1 8 3% HAE A S S AR, BRILZ A8, H3b(A=0.189,1 =
3.073,P=0.002) R AY AR TE 0.01 A9 18 3 PE/KF I W 3 H 58 m A, XFF H4b (A =-0.092, 1=
-1.982,P=0.047) BAKTE 0.05 K st 7 B MR, H2b (A=0.079,:=1.346,P=0.172) fl H4a(A =
-0.078,1=-1.469,P=0.142) 520 #4277 ] SR ARST , (A A8 T i 2 R

ST I AR FR AR, AR SO T IFSEAR R H6a \H6b H7a Al H7b R FHAES R /00 A 254 IEAE S
BOH 701 Bootstrap IEHEAT H /1 A800 FAS 3 , AR ARl OB 3 B 5000, BAF X0 95% , 4553 s A
W EEZROR 1Y 2 HAAHERA KT 1.96, AT RIS EH ik R ZE R IEIESECA 6, H 95% M &5
PIANE o, I )G 4 AMB (W3R 4) o BR300 MR R UG, Heb 19 [ #2800 (A =0.277, P<
0.001) 7F 0.001 F7KF- - 5k 2 | 2 B M 4R 278 e i 1 T 5 e JERHDURT [ SR PR 4745 S 3 1) o i) JE2 28] 1 ) g 5 )
FAYER ., H6a(A=0.141,P=0.001) F1 H7a(A =-0.055,P=0.002) [ [EHEROVTE 0.01 K Fik3) T 2, i
HH b, 5 MR 7 R i L T e JER R AR DR AP A R0 22 ) R BB B A D R i 70 1T 2 e JBRHRIT SR R 47
INHZ AR B Gl R A E R . H7b BYTEERLN (A =-0.082,P=0.01) 7£ 0.05 7K 1 1 2, B M 5 4R
TE R U B0 1 52 M RN AR AR AP AT o ) i B 2 A il B R A PR VAT, AR 4 SRR B AR A Tl 122
BN B T i KT b RANTE 4 SR AR S As v A VR AEURR I L T SE e B D6 AR CRAP TR A
SRARIF AT Ry 2 1) 1) ) 807 B A R (T8 T~ i e 67 1 M SR B SRR P AN 5 8 SR PR A T R 8 1 i = A
A 238007 B A R At (L, 2 W by R 28R R i I T S M R ) SRR AP A8 B 2 ) 27 AR TR s iV E

R4 RRBMITENER EES2PABMER
Table 4 Results of the direct, indirect, and total intermediary effect for the proposed model

¥t/ Bootstrapping

¥ efH N v
AR PR P A
I Coefficients Bi ted P il il
B J=Xraaxi:t multiplication 1as-corrected ercentile percentile
. Point 95% CI 95% CI
Path hypothesis fimat - P
estimate 4\( T -l‘aeé
P TR OER TR R
Standard VA
Lower Upper Lower Upper

error

HHAU Direct effect

IE SN — I R A — PR AP A

Postive impact —place attachment — 0.34 0.065 5.23 0.212 0.468 0.213 0.469 e
conservation cognition

IE M2 A — M TR AR PR T N R 1)

Postive impact —place attachment — 0.189 0.06 3.15 0.074 0.311 0.067 0.305 0.002"*
conservation behavioral intention

IE WA — TR A — PRI

Negative impact —place attachment — -0.078 0.054 -1.44 -0.178 0.031 -0.179 0.031 0.15
conservation cognition

TR — 5 R AR — PR T 8 T 1)

Negative impact —place attachment — -0.092 0.067 1.37 -0.238 0.025 -0.227 0.033 0.171

conservation behavioral intention

[BIEZRL N Indirect effect

IE T I — 7 AR R IR

Postive impact —place attachment — 0.141 0.041 3.44 0.067 0.229 0.064 0.225 0.001 **
conservation cognition

IE WA — M T AR AR PR T N R 1)

Postive impact —place attachment — 0.277 0.059 4.69 0.156 0.392 0.165 0.399 e

conservation behavioral intention
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" - P/ Bootstrapping
AR BRI Pk
. Coefficients . . .
B E R SAGHE multiplication Bias-corrected Percentile percentile
) . Point 95% CI 95% CI
Path hypothesis fimat P— P
estimate  frypn
Standard 7 (i TR FR TR ER
Lower Upper Lower Upper

error

U THT 5 W — Hb 7 R AR — LR A
Negative impact —place attachment — -0.055 0.023 -2.39 -0.114 -0.019 -0.108 -0.017 0.016 "

conservation cognition

U 50— b 7 MR AR PR AP AT R 1)
Negative impact —place attachment — -0.082 0.036 -2.28 -0.156 -0.018 -0.157 -0.018 0.023 "

conservation behavioral intention
SRR Total effect

1T I — 7 AR TR IR
Postive impact —place attachment — 0.481 0.047 10.23 0.385 0.57 0.387 0.572

conservation cognition

TE T 50— M 7 MR AR PR R 1)
Postive impact —place attachment — 0.466 0.058 8.03 0.341 0.573 0.346 0.576

conservation behavioral intention

BT R M — b 5 R AR — PR AP
Negative impact —place attachment — -0.134 0.055 2.44 -0.236 -0.023 -0.238 -0.023 0.015*

conservation cognition

BT R H T A IR AT A R
Negative impact —place attachment — -0.174 0.061 2.85 -0.298 -0.058 -0.295 -0.055 0.004 "*

conservation behavioral intention

PG R Bootstrap 5000 URHIER S IFRHELL AL T, = 103 P<0.05, == {03 P<0.01, == {03 P<0.001

3.5 BUBUESREACKR A TR U0 B AL 25 SR A

FEXF 2 5k liF AR 2 5k E R TR S0 AT , AR SCH6 38 i 0 2R 52 B ] 0 SR 2 A i n S 400k i
ST ARG | DUAS 56 AR ST HE T A 2 A AR 75 LA A T L 206 A BRSO A AR B LA B A T A
B, 45 TR LA RISL RN [ % A0 it 0 DR 8% A ) 65 4 AR AR ) L B 2 4 TR) A 45 g 3 2 A ) A R il 2%
P ARV Wi AR — BRI = i BB = R S DU (W3R 5) . AT LA it SRR — A X T 2
AT i BRI AN iR B T i BRI PR X T ER SR E R B ENRE P EY KT
0.05, H 5 /NMULA B bR 4 fet 4 X ARI /N TG A 0.05, k0] IR AZ B8 2 0] J0 25 S5 i il el i, e
RO Z AR TR R — 1RO 3G 5 Bk R TR 2K (P=0.03) (B Z REH 23 B 5 B A5 B[R] 56 1Y R 7
{H 25 i 25 5 Z BIREAR T/ NIIFEA , 25 BEH AR A BRI R 5 22 S i S 0K W AR 25 5y 1k 31 1 2
MK (P<0.05) , SBIBEF5 Y BFFT 7 B2 % NFILIFT RFT F1 TLI 33X PO 5 A 5245 8 52 Z% B B 00 1433
BCESeit &, 2 ANFIL AIFT ARFI ATLI 22 5 Y 26 XHE/INT 0.05 B, 37 BRI 280 fay 24680 5 R BRI 2 450
FEERAR AR A 22 51, 2R ] LU Hh i S 4580 R X Ttk A A — (9 TC 3 B 4 b 3 e AR (G /N T
0.05) , K AT H WSS AU 7R 2548 A% | [RIAE BA AR AS (AR E M o AR5 I ) 2 198 i T 52 el - b, 7y R 78RS - FI AR
PRI B B RRIAE R 7 4my | Z5 PR AR DT 22 DL s i % 25 0 AR LA BSREAR R e M S A ki s 5
A S R G RS T i 25 R DA e AR A ) AR 22 57

X2 5k S R, WFST % Hib H2b Héa H4b A7, HABEAR i #3045 1 80 i 32 #: (LK
4), BAKRSEDL, Hla(A=0.662,P<0.001) \H3a(A=0.369,P<0.001) H5(A=0.456,P<0.001)3 5427 0.001
10 8 2 K B 2 HLIE SR DG S5 B AT . H2a (A =0.254,P<0.05) \H3b( A =0.259,P<0.05)2 it
1 0.05 BY7KF- B3 H 50RO mARST . XS T H1b H2b H4a H4b £ 555 I —BUH I AR5k
) 1 E K
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x5 HERIRHFGRILBRER

Table 5 Limited condition and result comparison among different nested models

AEMA  WERE AHlEe IEmERs REEsE

R B4 21 FHifEz% " " , i
Model Reijrictij; condition e P s e s s Identical
’ i ' ANFI AIFI ARFI ATLI or not
S
SR SERITL AR — — — — — - -
Baseline model
L R
AR I | H T i A 2 0.088 0.006 0.006 0.001 0.001 2
Nested model 1
e SRR AR N T
. ) : 1 0.03 0.005 0.006 0.001 0.001 B
Nested model 2 ket m| ? =
BRI = LB A TR | HF 3 o )
Jtaaims ‘ 3 0.38 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001 B
Nested model 3 LERIBAR T P 2T *
. LB A R | X F 3 A A
Lo gt rtar N N
REREN Edinl G AT 6 0.123 0.002 0.002 0 0 P

Nested model 4 st

0.662++* 0.254%

Jif i I VT S RS

HARSAZ

0.456%**

Jif 7 57 T S MR AT

B 4 ZERiEERERNEEXREREIE

Fig.4 Test for the structural model for the sample of residents not participating in tourism

XRS5 B s a e R S BFIE IR H2b Haa A po7 , HAWARAR I 345 1A R 25 S i <t
Fr(WLE5) . BARMIF ,H5(A =0.549,P<0.001) A {42 7E 0.001 BY7KF 1 3 H S5 AT, Hla(A=
0.318,P<0.01) H1b(A=-0.255,P<0.01) H2a(A=0.310,P<0.01) H4b( A =-0.200,P<0.01)4 :#&4:1E 0.01
HACOE | 2 HLIE AR et SREAHST . H3a (A =0.261,P<0.05) \H3b(A=0.177,P<0.05)2 %A 7E 0.05
FKE b2 H SR MAHAT , H2b Fl Haa B SR 07 ) —BH I Rk 3] B 2K,

4 PHe

— SO F A S A DAY BIF T A B, Tl 5 2% el IR ) T 2 i SRS G 1 AR R4 25 B A B AR
Wi, {9140, Nyaupane 275 JETAZR Chitwan [5 5223 bl BB SE 2 W], e Rk Ui A 1 77 0038 224 Ml s R X AR ) 2 A 1
PRIPZSEE Y i TAT (9 3T 45 R W, o 4 e 5 A el DX R R R B 4 ot Ry SR DR S A | 3
S, ZER T R BE— P R T XA AR A DR B A B R WA T e e T R A
ST L Y TRl R

204 i i RN TR U2 M0 PR 2 LA R ) HG 1 SR DR 2 2 L T TG 90 582 e B RN S T i 52 Wi SRR ) 1
AR ZE S . WKL 3 0T LAFE H I TR AR 90 52 M SRR 52 e i B 1 AR R 4P D R R A T D 3 1o 9 B A8 28 o030l
0.34F010.189 , T THIHRF R WV Wi [ AR PR 477 0 5 16] ) B A2 2R U0 - 0.092 , IR 55 T 1 THI i I 52 i Jg%
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Fig.5 Test for the structural model for the sample of residents not participating in tourism
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