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Research on the Construction of Low Carbon Tourism Scenario
Based on Residents’ Community Attachment

—Taking “Sanshan” Scenic Area in Zhenjiang as an Example
Wang Zhimin
(Tourism Department, Zhenjiang College , Zhenjiang 212003, China)

Abstract: In order to build the sense of community with low-carbon tourism destination model, this paper clarifies the
relationships among community attachment and place attachment, perception of tourism, community participation , tour-
ism benefit and the negative impact of tourism. As a case study of national scenic area of “Sanshan”, structural equation
modeling method is used to explore the effect and driving mechanism of the attachment of local community in the low
carbon tourism scenario. To achieve that goal, several research hypotheses are proposed. The results showed that : local
attachment, perception of tourism, community participation, travel benefits and negative impacts of tourism are five main
dimensions associated with residents’ communily attachment. Actually, there are significant positive relationships
among such latent variables with the path coefficient from 0.61 to 0.92. Based on the present analysis, relevant sugges-
tions about promoting low-carbon tourism resort community development were discussed, such as relevant departments
should concern about the profitability of low-carbon tourism for the community residents. Meanwhile , another curial task
is to effectively increase the participation of residents in the construction of low-carbon tourism and raise the sense of
contentment of residents.

Key words : community attachment , low-carbon tourism area, structural equation modeling, “Sanshan” scenic area
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BN WAL SR T S MIRIEHEIX S5 s ROIRIE R R A S 4 ORI R SR ™ M T S
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Table 1 Questionnaire scale design of SCLTD
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Table 2 Sample demographic characteristics

N B G2 R s BiEL (n=302) L f5il1%
PES 5 125 41.39
u 177 58.61
AEHE 248 LIF 46 15.23
25~34% 108 35.76
35~44 % 94 31.13
45-~54 % 42 13.91
5550 12 3.97
Rl AN TAEN B 32 10.60
HURF TAEA B 63 20.86
X TAEAN R 26 8.61
A EAR 15 4.97
FOl BN TAEN B 52 17.22
T3 T R 82 27.15
HoAlb 32 10.60
FE A A 800 CLA T 56 18.54
801~2 000 7T 136 45.03
2 001~4 000 JC 95 31.46
40007CL L 15 4.97
AR wh &R 65 21.52
bt 155 51.32
K IARFL 76 25.17
Wit K - 6 1.99

4 JERALX R Br

41 FEESHE

IR Cronbach’s o RECH SCLTD BIRIHEA T PR —ECHEARG I I ZE S R , 6 M AE 519 Cronbach’s
o B XTE 0.8 2245 1 3l , 07 TH 32 Wil 9 45 S 4G I 2R B30I A, 2y 0,717, 388 5 A 00 AT JR1322 30 e 46 30 1 4 SR A5
T, 3 G AR o3 B ARG (] 12 58 B R 6% o) 7 FH AR AL AR B R A T B IERIF Y, 2 A WL 75 S i b BAT 4
() NP — B, A5 BEAG S0 3E ) (3R 3) . U248 A IR0 I B A8 i (AR B2 . Ry, — R FH e el UL A
{18 PR~ 28 iy AT A, PR 280 T 0.5, BE 24 PR 5 0 ] RTAH O B8 50 vy , WM 7% i FLAT B G A AKE
R 45 3 W, A W A% 1 (0 PR 2 far B8R T 0.5, 38 o 28 B A
4.2 MEEE S

AR SCAE Bl AMOS B A - feft FAR KA SR 1A 28 5 11 1 AR K 07 %) B BB 2 PR - A A 28, — B Bk
PR~ A RE T A AR A S5 ) ] s Rk 1 Pl B L BT B AR A B S il AT 5 (i 1 . O ELR AT 248 %03 e 2 4
B 10 (L PR R B LA % ] 240 36 TG 8 BOR A B0 R AR 5 5 (R A B D05 J3E . R A R 3t I 38 98 A
PN 4 7 . S5 SRR BR NFUEA GFLA 15 2 FHE VLS , HABTE bR 2 AW 1) S8R il %)
A DG SCHR %) 8 3 i PR, AR SR ARASRY ( 400 G D0 BE AT FT 38 B AT 4632 /KT < B e S5 545 1, >4 CFI>0.9 1,
TEBEAR Y (Y GFT I FE AT I8 55 0 0.85 5 /5 e ST 4 th , NFI K TLIRGAIRT 0.9 i, #0145 b (i o ml 3 A2 de
IREER , H sk 2 W) e AR 0 580 4 400 5 M 8 B AR TR B T 32 K F-

G5 BE 23 SRS0E TR0 0 J31) 258 A 2 A 3 U s AT ) i AR AR . AN 3 R L G H B CRIEAN T
0.660 ~ 0.887 Z [A] , 41 K T llm FHH 0.6. 23 BAE WKL I 48 AR AVE (75728 1 (14 - 12728 Sl B ) 800 R i
IRIEMEART 0.5, HARAR S AVE (E I KT 0.5 X — I FHE , (EUR U7 3K 35 10 5448 2R 5008 321 i 25 PR AR (L
F5), RWPB AR B RAF 023 A . FINRRE i — W8 B AVE (9°F 5 AR 53008 78 o ) At v A2
TR G R B LU HEA T I, LEME T 1, R W S TR AR R 4F . R S0 4 R R - 2 R 2 B A i
F KR R, e I S A B B n AR e
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Table 3 Reliability and validity of the model

A K2 WA 2% CR AVE Cronbach’s
b5 R 0.800 0.666 0.752
7] 0.835 0.593
H 7 i 0.797 0.562
TR 0.779 0.639 0.768
TF TR 0.766 0.577
A1 0.831 0.624
HXZ5 0.844 0.643 0.789
EEN=L] 0.773 0.624
ZHER 0.838 0.582
Z 5 0.793 0.586
AR £ 0.660 0.493 0.724
AT SR 0.707 0.672
S T 0.697 0.750
7 17 5 1] 0.887 0.723 0.717
B SCALBIR 0.787 0.537
GV a KA 0.885 0.473
LRt 0.876 0.564
DX Ja 0.871 0.575 0.864
TR 0.735 0.634
RN 0.776 0.621
HXZ5H 0.759 0.723
RN A 0.692 0.679
g 0.822 0.596
F4 BHEZEBERERR
Table 4 Indicators of simulation
SRS T PC AR S S E Ko e 25 SR A3 I 4
2 3% 34 T RE 4 A
X P>0.05 %°=63.653(P=0.458) =
RMR <0.05 0.012 =
RMSEA <0.08 0.078 =
GFI >0.850 0.897 2
AGFI >0.900 0.913 i
B (EIE e RE R 2L
NFI >0.900 0.892 2=
RFI >0.900 0.907 s
IFI >0.900 0.921 2
TLI(NNFI) >0.900 0.904 i
CFI >0.900 0.910 b
(HESEUWEE iR e
PGFI >0.500 0.578 =
PNFI >0.500 0.616 2
PCFI >0.500 0.647 s
CN >200 268 2=
X AHEL <2 1.74 2
AL PR RIAE/ N TS A, H IR 156.000<221.653 &
INTFAR AR 156.000<982.916
CALC LS RIE/N T AT BEA(E, H IR 358.256<523.413 5
AN RIS 358.256<1039.441

T A7 G NFIZ B R P50 25 AR T DL 00 A 23 35
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A UL S EUE B UK A T A pR AL AR R B, A
PR T MO 1) SCLTD BEH AR 451 45 BE 5 L IR H2 ERALRRARRREARD

. Fig.2 The final model of SCLTD
RITCTAEIE , e AR 25 A 45 21 57, A&l 2 i
®5 WEBRERNMET

Table 5 Results of CFA for overall measurement model
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attachment

Perceived tourism
impacts

XA i R
Sense of
community

B 5
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involvement
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Personal benifits
from tourism
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Al
Negative effect : AR A R A
from tourism

EROp Al

SR A YT BT AR R AL S.E. C.R. P T A 55
A DU g Skt Ty R A 1.000 0.852 - - - H1 3
A DX SRR e 2 S 2.012 0.923 0.315 6.388 sk H2 3
HXHBE&-EX S5 2.024 0.804 0.298 6.788 ok H33Z4F
DK R - e Ak 25 1.377 0.614 0.249 5.528 ok H4 3¢
A DX g = 571 18 5 0 1.224 0.898 0.186 6.58 sk H5 3¢

R PE/NVT 0. 005.

5 HPRrProrbdtin

A DX R — R A AR A IR 5 il AR B i 0 15 57 o R A DXV i S S i S5 [X ] 5 5 e 1Y)
HEN R AR SCH  F AR A DX R IXR R R SR TS5 R D7 RS B BEA T 70 B, A4 1 DR 6 s &hie, JF
B R AR I A AR B 0 53¢ DX B X 58

(1) 5 HRA R Ak XS 5 iRk g A SR 0 670 180 52 e R e i i 5t DX A X s gk 5
A RIRAERE , St XU R IR Z A A7 3 TE A DG SC &R . HErp R e SRR A DX U s SR A 2 M e S, A
FHEIE 092, TR ft XA DU B S e e/ , B4 2R 00 0.61. SRR WA 2 x4 DX U s S A 2
VERIARR RN B AR TP A B, R DX RARME AR B ik e i 88 P 3R i, 32 B0 DROA IR BRI 0 53¢
DX EE SR AR TERI BB B, LABUR Jy 325, Jis BROERSRE AR 47 ROR R AR B R W 1) 2 DA KB4 A 4 2
XS SR EEWKS ) . WAEEUN 2T, KA A HEUR AR T, S s R 2 5 M4, 2 A A
FEX AR T RA fi TAE XA M SCAR G 3l , Ui At DX R Ta) 9 18 AEL 3l fe b it DR RSO [ 5
BT, A DX B BEATHEIX A6, SR EBOBL 2 & B M) #5370 B J7 3, SRAMIE i Ty A J X i P8 i i A 4
5 ik JE R AR 22 05 M 4, i oy i RO DX A T ek, S5 AR 5 X R DX A IR &

(2) e Do S R o T e i e 5% DX A8 v 4 8 Ui e ) B it . A A B 8 SR v, e DX Jo SO ik e SR A Y
SR RO, SRS ZR R 1K 0.92, Ul W T F R U s B A DX SR A 1 R B v R BR R 0 5 X BBEIA
SRR — AT AR AR . A D RO R AR 18 7 XS T ) X TR SR H o 0.56, B T iR I JE 1 4 0.68 , L7 T
iR R DR T T TG Y A, S PR A = 1 S X AR B R T A T 4 i, (EL s RO B 0 A A A 2
B R T A B BE IR AT IR AEAE AN G BE LA R AN [ A A 5 VR A A ], S B0 20 s RO =107 55 XA
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(3) 4 XU Ja JoT il a8 67 T 52 00l 14 (A R 50U 55 35 0.9, R ek DX RS PR EE 700 B e A DR 25
F 25 o, T i R X AR 0 T A AR R A B 27 A R B, SOOH R 0 T A 45 2R 07 T 52 e 77 A e R A 52
20124F = 11”35 DA BRSO S L JR 3l 18— e R A e e ) . A5 SOURRIE I I AT A el i 4 T
Ja B SR T OB AR TS Y B T A DA T A A 1 AL B A A A, T1.2% 0 JE RO
A DRI A b B A, s B b T AL B O 8 A A R N 2 205 AR I AT BEAS AR
BRI 1 A2 Ji& v A5 5 22 B R A . O DRCARROBR T8 670 T 2 D, i v e R A DX T e G, 17 22 B A DX s IR 287
PNEIHLEs 395 fs RGO RN, 2 THE RR TS S5 6T . ARAERA MR U BEAYA R0 , A48 5 XN AL
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(4) 4 X0 Ja ot il K 7858 5 T 11 B A2 R KR 0.85, I =1L 35 DX PR DX AR ZB R ot . i K 7
T MR 3t T DA TR] A LI A A B R, R e B A B, = 1t DX R A R D RE AR
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Yy B AR D G2 TR Mo /2 1 4 DX BRI REME TR OK , J I A8 SO 5238 s N 8 3 B R 2R X A T
J& , PR 5 X P A T D REEHCHS ;s 55— Jr T h T2 X AR A D% At X e ittt = ), &
BT AR KA BER FI AR, S N IE B BSE A R GRE 19— 1, S RO 5 IX B i PR AR 58 . At
FEIXZHZRT DU BT U L QQ HFSE RIS T3 V- 15 , B A% M R fIRAs KR, A8 555 DX A R B 1 97
i AR A 175 XU 5 2L — A B SO T Sh ANk 20 (B (2 LUFE 25 R A8 HLOC 2, 488 o Jay BOX A IX )
VR A AL, 515 i R T2 SR RS S AR AR ik Y S5t DX 8L

(5) 4% X E i Skt 4 [X 2 5 5 il 1) 6 43 2R 500K 0.80, (HXH4H X 2 5519 3 44k JBE 1) 5% M A7 — 52 1) 22
5, BERHAEAHXER A FEHANS 5 ERHE TS5 R RIS, =175t X AR
BT 0 o JRE ) DR SRR AR AL IX 22 51 22 S8 2 R, ik 3 Bkt X s RS- 5 B oA SR B 870 K- T
S DO RAIR 2 5 A LU R AN . B A HE X R 880 2 5 2 3 B0 DCIRBR R 7 4 J DR SRR 70
ORERIG . BE TG, NI YT OR " =L O B A A DO RS S A TR IR DO IR B 2
fESK i BRI, BN G 4t DR ST R R B T 0w DR & e RS , RO A% 8 36l IR ARl B ) ) A 5
A AL, G 5 2 Fh A A AR s RAR Bk Bt B = 5

(6) 4F: DX SR e U 2 26 P05 e A X BRI, A 0,61, 2 BHAR e o DX U1 i B R 38 = 1 st X
RO AR A . =107 5t D BRIP4 A5 7 AR I il WA A= 35 7K -4 1 25 07 1T Y B A2 R ECH 0,68,
TE PR S5 DT NS B 09 7 A= 17 SRR T D7 T AR R EOR 0.61, AR 70 AR 2, R B =10 5t AR AR AR
e 5 R REA (ot 4 DX S0y S5 AR ot 19 7 1 [ P AR A — 5 B3R T . {EUA AT 5, e X0 SR e 9 £ i
A 4 B A 2R BSOUN B e, T 1 0.9, 2 IR AR A DX Ja ST M) e = = 7 5 D ROBR W Ak 1, (HL Al 2
TE—EFEIE FIROR Fa BRI 5t DR BN G B2 LA SO0 J BB R A 45 451 35 1) S ite , 3 5 41X J v
TR S TR I RO 45 SR AR G — .

AR i Ui 7% DX AR BRI T 140 46 522 , ek DX B2 ARRBAR AR 90 5 DX ) A% 0 M) i AR, A1 2 PRI R 90 S5 DX
WIS 5 FR . ARRBTFE R AT LU TR A AR e ik e 4 Bt BLE 2 25 o nl LI AR i i 5% DX ot e {1t
PSR , [R] LERTE ST B 98 A iR o b D BHEA T TARBRIR e B % , A H T IRBRBE A . (H AT ST A7
AR ZAL , — I T ARSI SEREA G v A0 A FEARLVL ™ =1l 5 DX, AR 0 45 R AR A — 5 5 5 LAl 28 2
R S5t DX B, B 1 AR SCEIE B IE 1 s —ORAR SOOI TARBRIR W = R AL X AR IR i R H
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