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Abstract: The research aimed to examine the applicability of the 21-item SUS-TAS scale as well as
to investigate the mediating role of overall attitude on the relationships between SUS-TAS
dimensions and resident support for sustainable tourism development. Based on the data collected
from a gaming destination, the research confirmed that the 21-item scale yielded a reliable and valid
seven-dimensional structure. The results also revealed that, while the dimensions of perceived
economic benefits, community-centered economy, and ensuring visitor satisfaction had positive
effects on overall attitude, perceived social cost had a negative effect. Overall attitude was found to
mediate the relationships between the aforementioned dimensions and resident support. However,
environmental sustainability, long-term planning and maximizing community participation failed to
influence overall attitude, and overall attitude was an irrelevant mediator between those factors and
resident support. The findings shed some insights in both theoretical and practical implications.

Key words: SUS-TAS; overall attitude; resident support; gambing tourism destination; sustainable

tourism development; Macao
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RIAAE 8 R AU HE 71 (Su, et al., 2018 ; Wan
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IS T 09~ X5 07 22 32 UM ( AVE) s KR
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B AL B ( Bagozzi & Yi, 1988; Fornell &
Larcker, 1981) . W43 3% & J& 7E 5548 - BB AR
B L3 (HTMT) RO 85T 1, 5% L4
T H F B4 Fornell-Larker 3¢ 3 £ fuf {H ( Hen-
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1 SUS-TAS 8915 B EEE

F—— HF MafEE . FyTT AR
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T8 2 2 T A, AN L S TAE D IR PR EBR I5 0.828
JR R Ay i e e AR P B B A 0.895
FeiB 2 2 T RN RIS I B 0.874

TSR 45 0.803 0.805 0578
FhR 2 e e S WL P 268 9 B MR TR 0.834
FRR Ay i e S A FAM P G 2 T 0714
TR 2y i e S 2 SR HAA T 0.727

JRINAL G A 0.898 0.899 0.746
R Ry A R SE R S TR, TR AR TR LR TR T 0.898
AR Al A AL T R IR R 0.828
W R 30 2 1 A, TR SRR B AN T IR 0.864

TR ) 0908 0907 0.767
FRFE A TE A B R 3 2 8 JRE IR , FRAM T A — (= R 0.835
R B il e A L L S AR ) e 0914
Feid 2y AT it 2Ry, FAMAS B H e B 0877

VA [ 25 F O (R K 0814 0815 0.595
TR 2 W 8 AR W 25 P A — 18 AP R 3 4 0.685
FRR 2 M B PO MEAT T 22 M BV it sl 2 0.785
TR 2 il A S 2 2 R e B ) A 1 1 R 0.835

THEQR A 25 T T8 0.775 0.775 0539
TR 2 i it S 0 ZEU R A At 5 4 45 TG 41 58 0.860
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3% : CR=composite reliability 414~13 & ; a =Cronbach’s alpha; AVE=average variance extracted ¥ 7 £ 32 B,
A BT AN EL00] RF EBE
T2 SUSTAS BESXE:RE-EHLILX

1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 BREE R
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4 IR 0.766 0.657 0203
5 DAL I 2% v B 58 0.691 0673 0269 0.729
6 Tl A 30 2 i 7 0579 0.785 0.055 0.685 0.822
7 S KA s 2 B 0.768 0.855 0.162 0.793 0.873 0.799
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JEA B35 0 IE In] 52 %8, 0 RCR AL B A
(H3:B = -0.171,p < 0.001 ) ¥ 54 4 58 i
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