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Abstract: In the post- epidemic period, attracting tourists to visit Macau, increasing their revisiting
intention, and promoting the recovery of the tourism industry has become the top priority for
destination management organizations in Macau. This study aims to explore how the subjective well
- being and emotional solidarity of tourists visiting Macau, mediated by place attachment, affect their
revisiting intention in the post- epidemic period. In this study, the data of 360 questionnaires from
tourists visiting Macau were analyzed by using SPSS24 and SmartPLS3.0 in a quantitative method.
The results showed that both the subjective well- being and emotional solidarity of tourists have a
positive impact on their revisiting intention, and place attachment plays a significant mediating role
between tourists ' subjective well - being and revisiting intention. This study re - examines the
revisiting intention of tourists and its predictive factors, subjective well - being and emotional
solidarity, and the results can provide a reference for relevant decision - making to the Macau
government and promote the sustainable development of the tourism industry in Macau.

Key words: tourists; tourist destination; subjective wel-being; emotional solidarity; place attachment;

revisit intention; Macau
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Ell

e il 9% 2 1 A IR PRl S AR AR B R
Fity i (LI 25 0 5 917 42 R 8038 3 T
i 2 2 B e 2 TR, R 3 A8 3 i £ [m]
W2 o ARARTIR 5 | 305 25 R R, i vl 0 ) Ll
J e T G A AT AR SRS P 1 A% TR MY i i
AR A PR AH A ) B 5 2 o B TR A T
AR S, 1 )t 7 S ol 2 AR5 8 i ) R S0
43 (Kim, et al., 2017) . 7 A w7 = L
ACRE | IR 25 B A ) ) e el A
R VAR B, G rb B B R ik B T 5 et
[ 11 5% A Z — ( Lai, et al., 2022; Li, et al,,
2018) o ERAA 354 4Rl R R A I 1 FE
WERELT 7O, s IR Bs B By
HIE G b7 A T TR R 3 B 5 ( AL
lameh, et al., 2015 ; Chen & Funk, 2010 ; Han
& Hyun, 2015; Kim & Lee, 2018 ; Loureiro,
2014 ;Scarpi, 2019; Song, et al., 2017; Su, et
al., 2018) .

[ 7 e B2 e 5 el A e S — [
WA A CHIG T — @ B, B
E— B RN R AR EA AR,
iR 0 e =P R IR AR, 3l 5 BB ) 7 5 F] ) A
Tt Emde ¥ ny B B9 ( Vada, et al,
2019) , Peng 4% (2023 ) i = 48 2% ( Happi-
ness ) 1% H FEC AR 17 46 L 2 B 8 S8 A K

=

=S8, IR9T T b e 2 SO iRl T

T, W A SE ARG R 1R,
TR U SRR B A 28 R N — 3K
DR AN )2 28 T 1Y S AR ™ 380 174 5 575 2 [
(05 B T e AN B e, T e it — 2D, 2
B1=E 45 3% ( Subjective well- being ) $8 #JJ&—
AR S A 335 B R R AR R 5t o, i 2
MM G el P B O 894 15 (Busseri & Sada-
va,2013) , HESRA ZIEOFIERY, %1 3
LS AR e R AT R A E (Kim, et al,
2015 ;Kim, et al., 2020) , {H 7R i 1% , i
5 A A DR R R ] 1 B
RIG W, i w5 — 25
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AT R, s R B8 Bk
S RJ DT[] 5 28 i 2 11 SR 4 T
TE B E 3 3 2 19 S H# 4T A5 ( Munanur, et
al., 2021) o 15/ 4 85 R 12 TE A 8
iR 30 R B 108 5 ) TR AR AR, IS A R H 1Y 1
Joer IR B 3l 2 s B A2 1Y) S 57 3 78 (Woos-
nam,2009 ) . A 817 2% B 45 58 22 R 7
Ji B3 i % Je 11 BB (Hasani, et al., 2016;
Joo, et al., 2021 ) , {EABLF5 33 = 04 2, ¥ Je o]
Sl P [ 10 Y A ol A7 R, M 2 )
R ) 1 % ] 4 A B B 9 5 S T By B 1)
1 (Joo & Woosnam, 2020) ., i 2 H %
I8 T —SERERR I 2 R (0 AR B %
LGBTQ i % ) 3} it R 0155 %] 45 Bl H: o 9
= 1 18R (An, et al., 2022; Lai, et al.,
2022) AEATIE Z DL A% 8 155 IRF 0 7% 1 55
AIBIETE LR , L A B9 19 155 Je5 ] 48 B
BB S A TR ] TR % T R 3 A R 5 3 il 7%
TR R

TER 35 W 55, W T b J7 K Sk 2R o
(Place attachment theory ) A Sz JiE A Hb 2 [H]
1) 175 S % ( Prayag & Ryan, 2012; Stylidis,
2018) o AWFFE B, M T K Sk T ik a0 /5
W E AR I H A b T
JEET IR, A" 38 H i) b 8 A AR Sk, HLBE
A A BETE AR 2K PRI [H] ( George & George,
2012) ., Tasci 5 (2022) #R5%¢ T il 7 115 2%
5] 4 b AR AR B 1 b B R 22 ] 1 B
8, G R AR Y, 17 I ] 45 3 38 25 17%) b 7 K sk
PAKH B3 SR E R [RIRK,
Lee 45(2022) M98 45 S a6 W] 1155 Jak (] 4%
A LAAE Ry 52 e 7 AR ) TN PR 32 0 Bl
T MRAE AT B 1 53— A5 B T 10 2 Bl
TR TEBLAR 1 i AF 9 v, 8 5 b K
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SR R TELU DR 3R PR T 3 32 1B = A ) 2 22
( Maricchiolo, et al., 2021; Wu, 2019; Zhang,
et al., 2022) , {HAR $% Mandal (2016) AT 5
R, B AR B e T (s A ) ) TH
TR R o Al A8 ik 30 SCRR P A ol = Bl 1 77 4K
SEAHBH AT ST , H R IR S 75 1Y Bl =R A
R BRLE JE5% (] 5% 34 b 7 M S 1 5 2B B 0T 9
N

Fyil LA AT 1 A S 2 Oy
IRAR IR G , P90 T 3 2 114 S B ek
] 45 47 o T T 5 1 3 b, )y 4K S R ) 5 [
(S22 R T — DR B, DLt 5 (K A
R R T 828 B SEAR BRI Sk ] 45
S HC T R RS R, A T B A
S R B R A, A T T BLR AR
JEBIFTE T o 5 B i R 34 T S B i 114 JRG
SR AE T — IR 5 AT i T T BE ) A A

LitHS

1.1 #EEFEH =R ( Subjective well- being)

T 52 48 8% ( Subject well - being ) i 5
AR L FRLEL | Diener (1984 ) i SWB & %
T NP 3 B R i 2R 0 R R AR
BTN, 10 A ek AR T R R
Hlk 5% %8 4 T 5% B2 4H 1 ( Diener, 2000 ) 5 32
BB E B AR IBGETT TR AR
BREE T Y1) ( Lischetzke & Eid, 2006; Sun,
et al., 2016) o il 3B A 5% 38 H LR 4 o B 45
T AR, R B AERCRE 1A [F] AR
SO BB TR S YR AR P AR I AR
J&%( Tang & Wang, 2021) . 1EBLA W) SRk L
BRE b, A S 5 30 25 11 S A R 5 7% 11



NS SR SRR B TR LA B Gl 0 42 1) e 2
¥ & TR 8 A B

i T ) T LA Al 2 ) B A R
e 2 AR AR VIR BEAT RT BE A M R ) A R
F| P 4% ( Sirgy, et al, 2011; Uysal, et al.,
2020) o i AIOT TR B, (8K 8RR
S B AM R A AT R, BELAR 15 1 T L
B AR L, TR 3 A 3T 381 5 1 30 257 B I
HERE A 2 BLOR A E B) ( Mannell & Kleiber,
1997) o KA BIRTSE i B 1 i — LA, A
A e W], Vi e 2 S B 5 O T
R AT DL 28 A A B A% 9 47 2% 35 ( Filep,
2014; Nawijn, 2011) o B 515 B 47 0 ek
(6 357 PO B, P T 0 A 1 35 i 30 PR Al
TR 3 9t 6 A0 4 TR fo , 05— [
T8 , 1 A A WIS 7y R 5 ) A S A
BLUHAR T R W PEASEAT BB A Ab . ALt
TESENE AR R KRB WA R BR S R , A
T 5 sl el T i 77 R 2 ) B 3R 3 v ) =2
A R R B 3 A TR TN e AR ) LA
VAR AR AR WEA T P R AR, LA B e e 4 i
% B SEAR G B BT

1.2 [ERE %5 ( Emotional solidarity)

175 TR ] 45 0 8 R — R SR A, R
B A1 188 ] A6 o 0 BEL At A" B 38 1) A ST —
LA - 5% 1) G JE I 8¢ ( Woosnam, et al.,
2009) o TE iR 5 EF 50 T 0015 Ik [ 45 2 v
T, i 75 0 Jer R ] ) ) e i = 2 [m] 1Y)
{5 &AL R AT RS IRe , A w] LU S A RS Y
B4R, TR B 2 5 B % 5 RN i
2% ( Woosnam, et al., 2009 ) .

175 IR B 255 A B T i R A1 N T i il B B
RSO, AT R RE R R A i K B

B2 T P 155 J% ) 45 B AR 2 AH LY, i R A A
3 75 22 I 1Y) 8 ( Woosnam & Nor-
man,2010) , [Al A€ i, 3 7 o ] LA Fa R A
F5 & U 19 JE% 1% ( Woosnam & Aleshinloye,
2013) ., Tang 1 Zhang (2023 ) i % ¥ [ 15
PESET ERBRMOIS, LR T E RELEE
Z [ ) 1 ) 155 S A R BRAR , i — 2D s 1
FRNREAS A EAEN . A0 Ts ¥
3l 717 TR ) 45 A R B v 110 i RS R A i

IR R 30 S8 R A SRS 114 188 (Joo,
et al., 2021) . A #RAIE, 75— M RIS
Utk B 3l 2 3 iR A 5 B8 1) K A R
SR SRR IR R A 36 o R RS L 45 L 8
ERE L A7 AT LU BRI REA (Joo, et
al.,, 2019) o PRI, i 5 360 o R A1 SR A e
AT LAAR G 1) fife ol 25 oL 30 758 ] S HE 7S H 1)
Hh 7Y = [ ( Ribeiro, et al., 2018 ; Woosnam, et
al., 2021),

1.3 M4k %% ( Place attachment)

77 K %% ( Place attachment ) J5 i 4K %k
P , e d8 5 R E BB B 2 ] ) g
( Ganji, et al., 2021; Ramkissoon & Mavondo,
2015) o FEHRE PRGN, DFTE N B I H
S A ] Ml 7 A ) A R (R S T
WAL 7 32 [R]) (Kyle, et al., 2004) o 1
% 1) R FE K, Hb 5 AK# ( Place depend-
ent) A5 — 118 LB 1) ) B R EORR o e
L] iy A2 3l 725 1) 5 oK, BE 22 1) ) ikl B B
A T BE P Sk ol ACHEL ( Yuksel, et al., 2010) ;
130 75 58 6] ( Place identity ) RJ L9 P it 25
RN 31 7 B At @ sl ), B0 oy BHIE Y
HFE, 15 B E AR R AR ( Tsai, 2012) .

Hb 5 WA T LU R R 2 AT 4, BRI
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TEREA 5T Fh 32 3 1 5 22 19 3 1 ( Hosa-
ny, et al., 2017; Song, et al., 2017 ) , 4 A7
i eI 9 S8 12 B T 1 b 7 AR AT
] AR TR P A 2 0 B BT S i
GO (ISP SRS e apiiz =2
b J7 4K 5 K F- 1 i A T (Ram, et al,
2016; Ramkissoon, et al., 2012; Tsai, 2012 ) .
IEAFRA I BIF TSR Y, i 25 A M 5 I AR A A
SEAEAM AT e H 3B H A S
BT U H b R SR ETIE
(Lee, et al., 2012; Patwardhan, et al., 2020;
Prayag & Ryan,2012) . ASHIF57 8% Hb 77 #K Ak
VR F ) T ] A P 0 TR A 2 Hh o 5
T, PRI TS AR ORI J ] A B o 7
Z IR A B AR

1.4 EFFE[E (Revisit intention)

AR, — 1 ATE H A &L
JEE i 55 B A 3R 18] (%) W] BE 14 ( Chen & Rah-
man, 2018 ; Zhang, et al., 2018 ), T i % Jif
R AR AR 1] i 5 H ) b 1 2% SR B 1 e
FERG A (Qu, 2017) o ¥ T Z iR i
H AR, Bl 2 02 H A4l T 2 i B
R, PR 2 BTl R AR AR A B IR T B R, FF
FHETA 3 25 1 R 3l KRR B 25 ) i 5 ( Zhang, et
al, 2014) .

SN A EL AR iR A H 1% b %) i PR
B, A4S H B 4 T 5 3l 21
B A0 = B ( Allameh, et al., 2015; Chen &
Funk, 2010; Kim & Lee, 2018; Su, 2018) .
i A A R AT R m) Y — M B R BUE
2, AT IAT RS B o s AT RS A ) B
PR, 2 ik 3 SRR P ) B 5 R (L,
et al., 2018) .
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ARIAEC AW IEELTE e T 5
R AT T o B N H B AR (b 7 K58
VERS 58 3 A w8 RS B BT R AN, AR 5 LA
e A R N (3B AR R M R E AR
(TR & ) AE RS 3l %5 7977 2 I %) T 1AL LA
B U 1% Y T 5 R T A A
1.5 FHERBRVFREGMMARED

A &

AR R W, N AR AT 32 e il
KEIRR 5228, U AR N Sl A i 2 1Y)
ZE R ( Vada, et al., 2019) . Hb 5 fK &% B A
1 Hb B0 B Z % U0 AH B (Hidalgo &
Hernandez, 2001) . A WF 5% 58 5%, 3@ #8 A
LRV BR T BB 8 1 i L S A 7K1 AR T BT
i ( Moser, 2009 ), {H J& Uzzell 1 Moser
(2006 ) 5 58 , AP 355 A= 35 B S8Rl B be 7
AL 3R B o R L el LR R A
RV, 82 45 . Mandal (2016 ) ¥ F 5% HI
sl , BN 1 RRAEORN M B ER 15 A EU , 52 6 JK
VR U B R 202 by (RSt B R PR R 2=

W 2 B S AR RN, A B R AT
AH R B 2 e SRR R oK g 1 31 5 4 1Y
TR o IR 2 AE B 0SS 2 48 R 2
S P A M AR IR, T SE A AT R H
oA B R AVEE R M, B % AT fig
FEAS B H 1 M %) 58 [F] /B (Peng, et al.,
2023), AL AT T W], 7 Ak IR T 5 Pk B
W B A IR B R AR (B R
SR ) B BTG B b 7 A% (Raggiotto &
Scarpi, 2021), =7 4 2% | e % (5] R Ak 1Y)
ROTEL , JE A Bl e 2 A0 H A b 2 A ST
JE&AH A% ( Loureiro, 2014 ) , R I, A 5% 42
AN R

HI - 2 % 1 580 48 23 7 IR S



BEMRS 2

TENEERTFE b, 37 WS AT S 45 1
BRI Iz B . 22 SO 93 IR A
Al IR [H] 45 B AT ( Patwardhan, et al., 2020;
Woosnam, et al., 2018) , (B AW 4, 15
TR 3] 5 S 2B b Ak ) T PR A2 4 ( Lee, et
al., 2022; Tasci, et al., 2022) .

T HRAERACER T M B S L 7 22 W]
Y1 B 41l %7 ( Hidalgo & Hernandez 2001 ) .
JiT 30 T 5 e 3 i i e A b I R AR AL TR Y
V-5, i 75 B iRl H ) bt B R A= T e AR
7 2% A A, JE R N R & R Y 4
( Woosnam & Aleshinloye, 2013 ), Lee 5%
(2022 ) i A, i % B [ A L) o 2 A Y
i JRG %, R AR LR A0 T A1 3 7 K St
AR BIP ST A R G BT T 0 — B, BV R
[ 45 1T DA G s 28 M RS 1) Se D g A
PRI AT ST 32 A0 B ARG

H2 - it 75 368 i B 1) 1 TR ) 445 3 3 5 AR
SRR

1.6 AR TH=ERERESHEE
AR BRI F

RIS R B, sty R AR 1 K 1Y)
WA AT Ry A BRI 52 %% . Yuksel 5 (2010)
i, M R E Y M D SRR A R
%) JRE AR e B %) 7 T 32 1 5 Song 55 (2017 )
Ak R IR ST, #UJ RARTE H A H
T G il 75 o 3l 2 el 22 (W] BR AR R R A AR
i 25 1) B A B G AE A% b IR B IO A
15 SR B A B (Poria, 2004 ) , 111 3545 3 75 4K
ST 19 i HE 57 19 ] BE P ( Woosnam, et
al., 2016) , Alshemeili(2014 ) 7% 2 J7 i
it B o 3 ] 2 T ) R AR IRE i L0 T R
HBLEG | BV 2 76 2 BLEAE H I HUIRE (1 5 21 Y

i PRS2 i 1 i At A1) 2R3 1 I

TEFF 2 il IR, #h J7 MAsE ET
[i1] 1Y) 8 2 7 1] A & ( Loureiro, 2014 ; Scarpi,
et al.,2019) o M5 il ad 25 , A AR AL
PR B A R RAERA T 2, 3B H I RS 1Y
e 2 S5 by e A Bl B R I IR R R
I 8 (Hanks, et al., 2020) . A G6ER, A
M3 =B b 7 PEAE T KSR TR R AR 2Lk
#% (Korpela, et al., 2010) . i % &L 1 58
ZUH L BEL ST G , B BE A ] BEEL T H A M
(Lee, et al., 2012; Loureiro, 2014; Tsai,
2012) o P, ARBFFESR I A0 T Rk -

H3 - 0 25 36 H A b 7 b K St 8 1
o ] A AR R %

TR K 1 = A R IR 55 3 25 R 1% () Iy
AEAT ISR AT ARG, Al JR o 38 )
S S % FE T ) ) Y HE I 32 ( Prebens-
en, et al., 2014) , Mannell 1 Kleiber(1997)
S IPNGDER e LS8 A NSRS
AT % A BLES s Kim 25 (2018 ) 7R3 58 P ik
AT R RS T LR MR iR
A B AR e B A ORI BT RS
T PE A TR 1) SR R 0 B B
(O ECREBIE T 2B 18] SR80 1] 7 22 M0 BB 6 At A1)
SR PR SR TG ), 305 % AR R B FE i =
AR P T A 5 5 12 {1 PV 1] 3] A
FHEGE TS (Lin, 2014) o HIL, AHFFT 2
AR ARG -

H4 « 3 5 Y 32 381 = 4 S o)y A
RAMR 2

AR BE ISR, M % — TE AR A o A
2 TR A5 AR H n R B =R
+ /432 H (Ribeiro, et al., 2018) . IF /5 [# 45
PR3 vz T 7 0 s R R e 5 38 3k H
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(1% b Fr) 58 2 1147 % ( Erul, et al., 2020; Tasci,
et al., 2022) . {EMTFE & BB R A& 15
S AT S5 2R At A1 S A DR 0 R Y O
¢ I, Woosnam #1 Aleshinloye (2013 ) i —
AT S I A Y, 3638 7 A 1 SR 4 R H
PR 1t 6 R RE 22 TH] B AR O T 54 FT R AR
Y A

TEME R A BEACR , WEFE N B B 31k
B EA) 1 TR 4 s B A ) SRR 2 4 T
B R R DA S 5 4K %% ( Ribeiro, et al.,
2018; Stylidis, et al., 2020; Tasci, et al., 2022;
Woosnam, et al., 2015) . R BIRRENE AT
A B (R B R A I, DR SHO R R 114 3 %5 B 1%
RERS A B A HOAT R 5 2R, i 2 360 J R RO 1
SRR B B A H R Ry AR o
] 5% 228 i %5 B 357 1) 25 5] ( Woosnam, et al.,
2021) o P, ASBFFEHR AT AR -

H5 - i 75 36 Jor B )16 J5 o) 5 360 T 9
HESEEYT A

BETA EaR R, AT AR ) 45 R A 2
T 1 s o

3 A R ]

17 1R 1A &

1 AR

2.1 MEERKE

[ A £ 25— {1 i P A PO A 5 3 2
Rh ( EABL S A T T B A T R R
A ) LRz B N R Ry, 3L 35
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B I

P8 QAL T T AR WL 7 P A T
RZFTE W% Ty, F—880r FBEM
JRE 2% Tang A1 Wang (2021 ) DA S Chi
A5 (2017) SEAAY 9 TR, A5 R M SE AR
JET G A SEARIERT BB A 5 55 BB 1 IRk
%] 4% 2 Bl Woosnam F1 Norman (2010)
PR 10 TUE R, A& Bz O “ 1F
JGBLIR” LA A R =555 58 =
Hi 7 #5882 % Woosnam 45 (2018 ) 5 F (1
12 JERER A5 R 0 b 7 R
T 43 2R PO T o3 B R e ) 3 T R Ak A
Patwardhan %5 (2020)Fll Ribeiro 55 (2018)HY
S 5 568 TR A3 N VR AR VR D) A7 B 1
GRSR R8BI ARG MRAR IR 5 (R I . (A
PHZ R L RIE A 1 =2 AR,
T=584FE,

2.2 B

BB+ 27 B U SRR
[ 7 78 R T S PR AT vl SRS R i
W ELCRE T TR Zoofb e digg e, 1
TR ELA R Y H 5 i 0 24 H A,
Bl A FH R G| 1 CBr#Edd, 2023), 8
T VORLF D P - R T G2 255 M o 22 1) e
B LEIUCTE 217 T I i i R ) — B
CINTE 2 Wi ail)idlia P E -]
T TR IR AR o il A 7 928 175 TR IR i e N 11 g o
A KE T R, {ELIE 25 875 5 BOR B HU DA K
TH A N TEAR 21 IR AR 306 26 [ i A AR
I, DR AR A 0 3 7 DR 2 ) = A R B
R3] 245 8 A R T A0 A6 YR YR B S P o R
AN, 7 18 3 22 BT 0E 2 E WRE I BE IRR ]
TR, SR 305 5 e /D, AR A YR ) il 3



(0 T F AR R R, DR Bt A T — T A A
Q] B el R0 18 M T AR e
TR 7 1) S SR B PG P SR R A LA S 3t
7 RS B I 2 T B AR, AT B i — 25
AR il SR A ] AR R Sl 5 i SR
YR A ) R RE PE A A A R

2.3 EHEEM

AW S [ T S 5 12, i
i B M 5 B A T i A, AR R A
WARSEEL, 56 A A 0 2 AT A
WA R B 33 H b AR T KR, A
WFFEERAE T R AR A e U (IR P 458 5
A JR,2022) o TR S0 4 0 R L R
SN YR e AR T S P R A BB
FHHES  BFFE A 1 R = U T AR RS
WER B S B, P9 E TR 2022 4E 5 1 1
H—5 H (RPN L —# 4l ) 45 T
Rl 5 R BI85, 8 RLalSkiA 2 1 oF
5% B B3 T A AR S S0 R S A T AR B A
URAE TEA T B2 H IR H B R4 T
TREE N B ] & IRF 35 32 3507 4 I RELIE 1) B
HEATARZE , A LR AR B H N . AT SR 47
T Z&ehhk oy, FoAE B A B, 30 B A1
HIBEAS A i AH ( Hair, et al.,2015) . B
5t By PRl P e A i R R A A A —
T (n) AR R REW S BE . n 24 3 % K8
12 A e R A 8 44 KKt 1l SR ) A4
DMRESRRA AR R, AR FE 4
R 1A D R A 5 30 A ) AR R A2 R
By CRP AR P B (R 5 27 ) Sl At
el AR AR i R (R AR 2 75 R R AR
N2y 5 RILICHIF A 413 By, Br L NEE

ANGEREI R ) 6 4% , 3L [mTSCA 35 ) 45 360
{3, IR s 87.2% o

2.4 HEROSWMAE

AT ] SPSS24 ¥ BCdE i 17 Hl ik
PESREFHT , {8 Smart PLS3.0 %817
B R0EE 43 b LA B 36 45 M A R A 7 0

&t

3 ﬁﬁ H II\E%

3.1 RSSO

Wk 1 Fion, A5 360 &l & T, &
PEAL L 60.6% , 1AL EE 39. 4% ; B AE 40
UL Bl At 2, RN
70. 8% ; % wf i &, CB AN £ A6 L
57.5% , AR UE N LA EE 40. 3% ;58. 1% (3%
W B A AR S AL B IR R B AR
KT ,65. 8% M2 wiille 2 H BRI,

£ FHEEAER

PNy Mo HH(%)
5 143 394%
)

& 217 60.6%
18-29 126 35.0%
30-39 129 35.8%
A i 40-49 55 153%
50-59 37 103%
60 LA L 13 3.6%
N 145 403%
[/ 207 57.5%

i -
HEIE sy R 6 17%
AR 2 0.6%
P LR 36 10%
(SR V524 115 319%

HBEBE )
KB RHE 153 425%
WA 56 156%
N HIRBF 237 65.8%
SR M AR N

Z K5 123 342%
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34.2% )32 i i 35 2 22 UK
3.2 FHEURERBESES N

WR2ADEH, BAEEE(a =
0.863, CR = 0.891 ) . f /&% 3 48 Jik
0.941,CR =0.955)  J&Z # W (a =
0.865,CR=0.908) fH/&HiL ( a =0. 822,
CR=0.918) A AH A ( « =0.841,CR =
0.893) . #h J5 & [A] (« = 0.906, CR =
0.916) b J5#H ( @ =0. 851, CR=0. 893)
MEFFEM (a =0.745, CR =0.756) 1
Cronbach’ s alpha (a )FZH &5 (CR) H
BIIIA 0. 70, & WY & 455 A0 B B4 1 {5
& (Hair, et al. , 2010) o YCEELE AT LIS
& AVE {2 fi i ﬁn%% 2 Jit7 e N SEAR
J& ( AVE = 0674) J S A J% ( AVE =
0.811) JR3Z 2K (AVE=0.712) Rtz
it (AVE = 0.849) . 4t {F M f%# ( AVE =

C(a =

0.676) M1 )78 ( AVE=0. 524 ) .} )7 K #fi
(AVE=0. 629 ) F1 5 j & [ ( AVE=0. 665 )
f¥) AVE {HI#3 T 0.5 B BME, irf
TR () DR S 4 A 4978 0. 7 DA, SR A A
U1 W R A A% (Bagozzi & Yi, 2012;
,2009) o ZEIAL R I i L
TR 500 AVE 107 e 15 7 H: B HAth
S BH ) A B AR WSO B A ( Fornell & Larcker,
1981) , N3 J@?/T,m%nimmW—
0. 821) {48 (VAVE =0. 900 ) | J&
F#5% (VAVE =0. 844) %@ﬁﬁ(m
=0.921) A HL# (/AVE =0. 822) |t Jy
#R1F (V/AVE =0. 804) . i J7 #f i1 (/AVE =
0.793) FIE i & H (V AVE=0. 815 ) [{] AVE
S AR A R At 5 B ) R R AR S, e
SRR B T A Y B U . SRR DA
o, WA T (5 R R R A o

Henseler, et al.

R2 BB

S s Hyli Fact.or Cronbach’ s R AVE
loading e

WBAISE AR B ( Cognitive well- being) 0.836 0.891 0.674
FIFTRME TR YR TR S 2R, AR R 2 hniE Ok 543 0870
FFIRMAF T 538 0.883
FFIRMFRRZ 4 W 2 521 0.825
BB, TR A A TS A A 505 0.701

ERFRE 1 TS AR 8% ( Affective well- being ) 0941 0.955 0811
RYEZEZ 1Y 5.11 0.901
B 507 0928
BUATRY 497 0.920
BEEh P 5.17 0910
EFIY 496 0.840
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R SRR

s Ha s lz:zrg oo ave
J8%5Z F#5 ( Feeling welcome ) 0.865 0908 0712
FRARGESE 2 BRI Ja R A T 5.59 0.826
T2 B Jo RS B AN AR B T 21 1 25 b 599 0.828
FRAZ 5 Fai R AR I LD A A ) IR 595 0858
TR 8 R FRAR AT 5.89 0.861
1% B33 ( Emotional closeness) 0.822 0918  0.849

T % e 4 FoHHE WM I8 2 1 — 2 RS Bk 545 0922
T B — SR Je R L A T A 495 0921
JLI PR ( Sympathetic understanding ) 0.841 0893 0676
FRELR M J A AR B AL [R] 478 0.845
TR WA R 461 0814
AR IR i R 5.09 0822
B JE R G 456 0.806
787 ( Place identity ) 0.906 0916 0524
WA MR R —FB 4 4.17 0.700
AR H R 424 0.862
W R AGRAR B 4.15 0.842
FRAL = ] 473 0.882
EMRPT T LA S B 3 4.82 0.805
R R R 552 0.866
HOITHERE ey Sefio T BRI 5.54 0.703
HbJ7 e ( Place attachment ) 0851 0893  0.629
SHFRACE , TEWLT I 1 LA AT o] JE A b 0 A
- 5.58 0857
FRAETF B S AE A G P HAR AT T b T7 B A 5.79 0.820
FRAE IR A T A B T A AL 4 3 B Al 5.06 0710
R R TR B Sl 3t 538 0.846
3 R e LA A o AR SRR B 436 0.803
0.745 0756  0.665
AT J E H K 75 R 527 0.849
R
B - U T R 520 0857
ARACT NG TN Z 1 A — B 57 i ] 541 0.734
£3 BRIMERENZHNNE
m AR K %4 TH & i 5 5 =il
SRR SEARIE F o LK i 4o (B3 ]
TR SE AR IR 1.000
F A IR 0.645 1.000
JRSZ B G 0.561 0565 1.000
i Rl 0.454 0578 0.596 1.000
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B3 BRIREREZEHEMEER
_— AR 17 1k &z ik ik A M)y 7 Giv]
S Ik SRR F)am B i G| s T
S PR A 0514 0611 0.509 0.685 1.000
by 75 R 1] 0524 0533 0.503 0391 0351 1.000
b7 0.534 0488 0357 0375 0455 0.635 1.000
Gyl 0.523 0522 0.532 0456 0523 0279 0278 1.000
AVE 0821 0.900 0.844 0921 0822 0.804 0.793 0815

ffF 5% 2 B i 1 B AR ARE R () 48 5 8 B
1 PLS BEACHLRY rpr | Dy Az v 5 A0 i R BE
J1id i RAAG#FER4L ( Henseleretal ,2009 ) o
FRYE Chin (1998 ) $2& Hi 1) R*FE 0.33 L2 47 I
FNIERYBA h SRR R e 4 thAT D
B AT e 5 R ] | M R R
I R 4301 4 0384 ,0.354 10424, 39
PRI )RR RE ) Ry b 5, B 2 NN R
YRR RRRIOCR o AR T A 53 BH0) P T 003 T
W H QB (Geisser, 1974; Stone,1974) .
TE e Ry T R B A A g
DN A T 7 A28 ST D0 T ) ) 2 BE ( Hair, et
al., 2015) . QKA F WK HAT F I AH

A R R 1) Q743 i A5 0.211.,0.241 Al
0266 , HJHZE K2, 55 WA R HLA 15 i 1)

TR B E
x4 HERSERR
S R’ Q
Ho 5w IR 0384 0211
Ho I A 0354 0241
L 0424 0266

3.3 HEEBEIST

WFFE BT BIRERAS HEREL 5, 000 TR1%
{8 ] Bootstrapping J7 245 21| &5 M AR R 1) A6
EmAE AT R, A RN 5 R BRGER
1 MR 2 i 3 Rk 4 Al 5 X907,

BTk (€K 4 v LUE L, H5 R8 R 07 #K
RS HEEREBRESW
TR it P U B SR A U AR pfH [EEEEE
HI S e T R 0516 * ok ok JEAE.
H2 17 R 25— b Ak 0.170 * ok ok JAT
H3 b7 — By 0.142 * ok ok BT
H4 1S A R T R 0361 * ok T
H5 175 % P 2 — T 07 2 0419 0.040* A
S R e b A — T R R 0073 0.018* BT
7 8 ) ks — b A A — 5 R 0.024 0.089 AT

* ok ok gig <0.001, * * sig <0.005, * sig <0.05

TEER R A LA 7 ) G
At A1) 5 i 8 4 J ) A 2t S A
HEE ORI 2B, DN 0, (B 1 ARG 2 15
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MR, B, Bk 3 AR 4 DL ARG 5 4%
PUBRAS o LLAT, G M o A 5 2R, AT 5T
BEEE B, R R B3 A b T KA A E 32
L 5 5 B B SR A R R
PR, i 365 T I 11417 8 5 B ey T i 2
[N A AR

4 H W

4.1 HERFHR

ABFEHE S B 1 58 A%, 2 1) 248
SEAR R L 5 IR A AR BRI 2B , T 50 4 2R
BN SCRFR B o ARIEER 2 R , Wl Il
) B AR BP0 RS 515, R ULE R T
P IRAR 4 PP E A A HO B, R AR T R K
) SEAR R, 2 7K A AR R A A — AP $
e B R T A HOT IR AR . R R
[ 17 2 A S A SRR e 7 A Sk ) B 5 PR R A
b T A R A AR R B S AR JEORE AR Y
( Scannell & Gifford, 2017; Sektani, et al.,
2022) fHAHESEE T, TBE AR AT LY
et Iy KSR ) PE A, 1E B Vada 45 N (2019)
AT T 4 R — 2

T 22 W IR 45 Bt D7 RS BIE 7 v
b7 MR ST S 5 PG TR B A Y ST ( Pat-
wardhan, et al., 2020; Woosnam, et al.,
2018) o AWFFEHE R 2 B SE R 22 T
FUANIR] , i M 30 7 368 T ERG A 1 JR o 4 30
T MRS PE L B B BIF T A SRR SRR
%, 155 Lee 55 (2022) HYBIFFE 45 A —
B, W LA B A i e B 2 R B R,
LT R A R T R L E A R

WFFEFE R % 3 82y, 7 kS
T ] AR RS B WP RS SRR 4

B, i Bl 2 ST 5 24 2R — 2, SR i O 4K
ST T 30 7 47 7% 0 75 I 1) B2 22 38 1 (Jin
et al., 2020) o 4N 5 % il H R AT o
A0 B s TR LA, IS P A1 7 AR A BB
[ i AT fEE: 58 55 ( Kaplanidou, et al., 2012) .
A IR EEBLAYEA Cho(2021) , il Hi Y
T ) b T R S A A Y B A M A
R

WFFE e th ARGk 4 AR 5 =9, %
P18 0 A ORI 0 5 3 T R 1 U 4
H R B R, BT A5 R B T R
4 AR 5o SRR % 1Y B AR T 1Y
or(M=5.15) AF , i 5 AR M R A
I R SEARR LR, DY PR AR T R KR
MBI ARIE, B A PE A R AU R
PR o WFFE 4 R B Kim 45 (2018) A9 4F
FEHEH — 2, MR TEAE 2 ik il 10 5 S A
JERBELER 5 SR (9 B AR P R T T A A
R R T R B R A R B Y
Karagoz 55 (2023 ) B BF 9t K5 148 —#1
o R IR A SR S B 17 TR 24
3oy (M=529) 5K , i w8 7 ¥ E R
R IR A R . DIPTSR AR, i
e RGP D e S G R R T A
o ] A = AR ) B A P, T B DA e 2 3
Ja B P 15 TR &5 Y I 9E — B0 (Lad, et al,
2022; Patwardhan, et al., 2020; Ribeiro, et al.,
2018; Zhang & Tang, 2021)

TION AWGTIRIRTE T M7 WA AT s
P8R R, [0 1 3l A S AR SR
R[] g S HL 7 N Y L ] 4 R B
ARPE B H , 5 (A T o A SR
I ek ] 2 T A =5 B B T A P T A 1 R
e s R ]z A RS 2 AR
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4.2 MIREHE

BOG, AW AR R BRI =T,
FORT AR 1 e S A ORI S T A 1Y
e DI R 2 B T A — ik i BR 5t
1T 8 768 22 175 364 iR 2 47 358 14 2 2701 2 JRE i 6
R PR IR B TR T A 2 B . DR, AR SO
T AR PEAR ¥ 5% i 7 1) T TR FE R R A
FHBHOE T SR B Bt . UK, AT T 2
A BETRGS 1 FEBL S A ORI 155 JR ] 5 Byt 7
MER B A, AT 1 FBL o A A TR 5
a] AR R b7 Mg A 0 R TE I 2, 5
TSI A TR R o [, AT
30 T ] Y T R K 0 AT Tl e, IS
PRI, E 90 A e 155 T 2 0 3t T 4K
RSO, AR AR R AT B B8 M
AL, T RS 5 AR BN 22 [ £ 1 TS 4%
(BRI E AP S T8 PN e L
AR IR 4% o AW S0 i = B A A 4545
ARG, AR S Bt A CONBELA) ] % A1 B
F A (N B ) R AR 2 A0, st oy —
A5 BEAE S AC T IR BE 1 5 5 1 Bl
HEFTRE ; 738k, KR A 2 i T R AR A il
ES(EPNCSESQER R iV P gt b))
S R R B B R A PR A
AN TR PR PR ER B M ] 11 22 A
R AR B, PR T T RS e I
Y B TR FE, W T LATE B A
o Befk, ABEIEIRAL T — (04 R
RE T ARSI | R FE 0o A SR 1 T B 4
b 7 AR B R R N ) SR AR AL T —E Y
P EORK o

BEAR AT &5 AR TR BEUS R IR T H 13
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AL AR —E 2 5 R, R M iR il
SER R AR PR 1T R FE RN B
TR R AR , i 36 DR e 2, R A e BRI
35 Jr S5 Y B R — A 1 TR 30 PE S A
S0 57 A B R 0 P A, 4% % LB BLTA
JE M B e S H 491 sty SO 18 B iR 3
SRR, 2l % A E 2 2 BLUERE ;&
FA PR P Z A po i B SO 20, s 00 i
35 AP 7 AN [ SR ST P R 0 ) B
IEA BTSN 2 B, 3 i 5 1) 2 BLEE
Tl = EL G S T R 0 S e
TR &G o T35k, AE3S I 22 U IR e 22 i 1Y)
IR Ik, AN I A R B it At %, o LA DA %
8 B i APP 45 5 =X, B Ak 30 % 7E IR
HE AT R YL, $R i B 0 RO ] ) = A
5, 4 530 5 ) B S A TR 0 O i R S IR
35 R AR A PE A i — AP — 3l i %
B P A TR B S0 3 2, A e e 5 ) R IR )

4.3 WRBIR

F A AR 52 R 4% ) 45 IR M) % 2022 4
H 55 st F A, 329 IRe 358 B P BB
R, EERA MR, B KA
b 2% B — 1 A T O b AT, p A
R /D RE IR Y R a0 B 5 A T 0
LA | % 55 S i 3l AH B 28 T 40 ) R
R, T S sl % S A SRR AR — T R
B 2022 4 I [ 53l il 2 1 Bl 5 BUKE , 1R
At 4 T B AR 3 , 7F 2023 4F- 75 Hi 1 [, 3
R TR ET MR 114 e 3l B 4 L ) 5 K
SEIRE KA ANIR] , 35 1T RE S B 305 2% 114 e 3l
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