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Tab. 1 Demographics of the sample AR M ER I (KMO) (0.71) 7 0.5 ~1.0
A E AR % ANE TR % Z ], B AR BRIEAG 31 ( Bartlett) (x° = 478. 38,
HE] Bk df =55, p<0.001) , R &S MH 508, 3 4 F
B S8 W0 330 T R R T %2 W 57, 583% 4 T
o % 4570 AL 3 2520 B (0.70 >0 >0.59) M (M3)
VAL 0 R 6T 390 (M) RIKC T I (M13) SUEAFIE T 0.5,
i Sl (FRILGRIR) 20 950 Slfp A 2 PR T A 44 T M e 45 R
18HRUL 27 12.90 /A 7R AFAF 5 HAT (Factor 1) 414 55 % 8 ( Factor 2) ,
19-30% 121 S0 Wi B SRBE(Factor 3) AR AL A1 3 2
31-45% 50 23.8 2 104 49.50 () B A TR EIIL (K 3) .
46 BLILE 5 2.40 H(EAHE) 101 48.10 3.3 WiIFMEFSH
N/A 0 0 N/A 5 2.40 3.3.1 AR
AR PR R SRR 100,y PR TR IS AL f 4
RERBT 108 51.4 VIR 144 68.6 TR I PR R AL T Ml 2R ARG S5 45 4L
ARRULE 97 402 sy 290 28.1 DA BRE M 08 Xo LA B R ot BB TE T i,
N7A 4 1.9 /A 733 TERIETTE (MT) HRR U4 (M8)2 A n] AL 5k
B prEIn AR (et < = = > et8) I — A B2, 1
BIK M5 00 2RRMT 165 786 b ROrfl, SRS TR T 28 R 3
BRUSL M8 3420 100 10 AN 18 AR i rpk 2 it 14
SYRBL 30 143 SKREMLE 16 76 A) o ZIBTE, BB A BT (+*/df = 1. 66, RUSEA =
N/A 4 1.9 N/A 8 3.8 0.06, NFI=0.88, IFI =0.950, CFI=0.95) , YLl
*2 EBEaREsySEENESNERFSRER
Tab. 2 Survey questions arranged from high to low on a five - point Likert scale
OEyEl W& SHLEF (@ =0.706) HE/M FiifEiR/D
ATV TR DU Hu AR TIETHT (M7) 4.60 0.65
G R 2 M # AR (M3) 4.52 0.82
REBE T fife b R X 9 X Y 6 3 B R FEIAFAT (M8) 4.38 0.85
THZE T AR I I WA T (1 0L TELAF (MI12) 4.14 0.95
FRAR B o] W FZ 1 HIR AR (M) 4.08 1.03
Fh LA A 25 HL A U THIBUE (M6) 3.92 1.19
I ) 24 A i A ik W2k (M5) 3.86 1.21
RTET R I X Ik A 0 AIELFAT (M14) 3.79 1.11
HEEGBE DL 22 (SRR FREZKHE (M4) 3.78 1.29
JE R 2 NI AR 303 B e U MACDEL (M11) 3.15 1.18
A CECRA G Z 5 130 R IR R (M) 3.08 1.63
TR T AR N HH/NE (M2) 3.06 1.73
TR H A HEBS H % (M10) 3.00 1.24
W 2ok, W ik WO (M13) 2.27 1.43
WAENFIEF (a=0.808)
R T ST AR (9 AR B IFERIR (B1) 4.36 0.88
GEfi T MR AN A ICAZ SRR k4 (B10) 3.61 1.12
T R s hE ) S THBUZ (B13) 2.96 1.54
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Tab.3 EFA and CFA of dark touristic motivations

- PRREHEF 501 (EFA) IS UETER F 4381 (CFA)
A H AR
B T8 SMC SRW t-value (C.R)
Factor 1 : 4f-#r 55¢4%
W (MT) 0.77 0.24 0.49 102.28
ERIFAT(MS) 0.78 0.28 0.53 75.10
AT (M12) 0.71 0.53 0.72 63.39
A IE AT (M14) 0.62 0.29 0.53 49.32
Factor 2 . 414 524 &
B fE A (M5) 0.71 0.24 0.49 46.07
T HIBUEL(M6) 0.78 0.39 0.62 47.91
B H % (M10) 0.55 0.34 0.58 35.13
AL EE(M1T) 0.75 0.58 0.76 38.61
Factor 3 IR 5#H
FE R E (M4) 0.73 0.652 0.807 42.34
HE/NE(M2) 0.87 0.283 0.532 25.74
WG FFE(E 2.78 2.10 1.24
MR 22/ % 25.27 19.12 11.29
BB 25/ % 25.27 44.38 55.66
a BE 0.68 0.70 0.59

7 : SMC(Squared Multiple Correlations) : 377 5 #H 3¢ £ % ; SRW ( Standardized Regression Weights ) : #5 fEfb #48 22 %05t — value, C. R. (Critical

Ratio) : Ifi L HL %

A AR AT (0. 49 < SRW <0.81) -5 &
FHICFE(0.24 <SMC <0.65) £FF & ife, BERS BT
BRI A AE DI AR B (2 3) o

R ARSI AL A8 B AT DA &
i T S R )y R AR X AR A BB I
BRI 36 Nz, Horp WIS A4S 10 4> 3)
LA T, 3 K = P (BL) (&= 45 2% (B10) 4% 3
AR 7, AR T T R R 22 Mk
WIS 15 4 A 5 TS 4 A E RS D
18 MR b, SRIAUEIE , ARSI & 5
BRI EARE (2 /df =1.31, RMSEA =0. 04, NFI
=0.84, IFI =0.96, CFI=0.96)
3.3.2 gk

LB LA Ty AR h AR AL B AR R AR I A
U35 I UE PR Y LS8R . 5B — i S 5T
(Factor 1) (#t4x 52 (Factor 2) HIH S5 H T
(Factor 3) X S HL( Factor 4) (520 24134 3] 12 2%
K (0.322 <SRW <0.69, 2.51 <t <2.71, P{H1E
0.05 5% 0. 01 /K B 3) . Ht, WFoe ik (H2)
GRS THE S SEE IR S E S

FRLL SR F BB AL AR B SRR, BB
L Factor 4) Xf 3 /it R R -~ 14 52 e 24 2y
Fo Hp XEMELE (B10) B2 iy B R, {2
ARBOLF] 0. 633 ¢ FBHEAE 0. 05 /K- £l 3 5 IKN
R AR (BL) (SRW=0.48, t=2.64, P=0.008) ;
HRETHIBE(BI3) (SRW=0.40, t=2.54, P =
0.011) . 2=, H{iFghHl (Factor 4) il i T 4 LR
(B1) X} EE 5 2 R ( Revisit ) 15 il 52 ( SRW = 0. 193,
1=2.704, P =0.007) ,{H HiF ShpLIF A8 o B
25 (B10) SN PL(BL) X 1 i 2 B2 3 il 2 35 3%
M, e R BE AE 0. 05 5 0. 01 KF B354 3,
H I A RE RS 20 SCRAIFFE B (H3) (R 45181 2)

] ) R 2 R A R M R A S AR R B — A
R AURER 7, BT A E R A A 2 25 BUA I
Wil DT A FE R R, 2 AEE A SRz
Ab——BE &4 PR FEAMEH 1 20 5 25 ], B2 B0 10 2l
LR BT SO R M2 R0 5 R 52 B A J P e o
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Tab.4  Significance tests of individual parameters

S. E. C.R. p SRW

Factor_1 < - — — Factor 4 0.11 2.51 0.009 0.32
Factor 3 < - — - Factor 4 1.40 2.51 0.012 0.68
Factor 2 < - — - Factor 4 1.20 2.71 EREE 0.69
B10 < - - - Factor 4 1.33 2.76  0.006 0.63
B13 < — - - Factor 4 1.27 2.54  0.011 0.40
Bl < - — — Factor 4 0.82 2.64  0.008 0.48
M8 < — - - Factor_1 0.16 4.74  x o ox 0.54
M12 < - - - Factor_l 0.23 4.87  x % % 0.70
M14 < - — - Factor_l 0.40 4.54  x ow % 0.54
M7 < — — — Factor_1 0.12 4.54 * % % 0.51
M5 < - - - Factor 2 0.11 5.97 % % % 0.49
M6 < - - - Factor 2 0.11 7.26 % % % 0.63
MI10 < - - — Factor 2 0.11 6.71 * % % 0.57
M1l < - - - Factor 2 0.26 5.97 % % % 0.77
M2 < - - - Factor 3 0.22 4.72 ko % 0.58
M4 < - - - Factor 3 0.20 4.72 % % % 0.74
Revisit < - - - BI3 0.04 2.70  0.007 0.19
Revisit < - - - BI0 0.06 -0.42 0.674 -0.03
Revisit < - - - Bl 0.07 -1.24 0.214 -0.09

7 :S. E. (Standard Estimates ) : #3 #fEA6Ad 11 ; C. R. ( Critical Ratio) ;
5L kb 35 P ( Probability ) . & 2 ¥ #E 3 ; SRW ( Standardized
Regression Weights) : FRUfEILEEAE R B + = = FoRTE 0. 001 /K
E,

Factor 1:17 4 55 {E
RIBTAE(0.51), AR 0.54) ,

Yilit o Hbr2 a0 S r o R 1) BA G ik e s s L R #E T
EoRa e B DT s e AR AT 87 i X e A
A ] 25 IR N BRI WR M Fh 2R 0 1 i st v 5 S g
SR M B AL A IRES o IE R X M, M K,
TREBO MR8 20 b A D E R R 51
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Fig.2 Modified structural model with an estimated path coefficient
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Dark Touristic Motivations, Recreational Value and Revisit
Intention to the Memorial Sites of Wenchuan Earthquake .
A Structural Modeling Approach

TANG Yong, XIANG Lingxiao, ZHONG Meiling, LIU Yuxuan

( College of Tourism and Urban-rural Planning, Chengdu University of Technology, Chengdu 610059, China)

Abstract: The Wenchuan Earthquake Memorial serves as an important commemorative destination for a memory of
victims, and it is enshrined for the success in winning the fight against the Wenchuan Earthquake and for the
victory of post-shock recovery and reconstruction. In this research, it took domestic tourists, who visited or were
visiting the Wenchuan Earthquake Memorial as target population for a case study of tourism motivation to shock-hit
areas. It utilized structural equation modeling to reveal the dark tourism motivation of visitors to the earthquake
memorial, and the cognitive structural relationship between the recreational value and the willingness to revisit.
Results showed that a decision of trip to earthquake memorial site was to satisfy a kind of curiosity of “death
landscape” , but also to cherish the memory of the deceased due largely to kind of sentimental responsibility;
Curiosity and responsibility, society and respect, knowledge and education were the main motives for travelling to
earthquake memorials. Traveling motives had different degrees of influence on recreational value, and had an
impact on the willingness to revisit through “long-cherished wish completion”. Research conclusions are expected
to provide references for promoting of the dark tourism activities in the Longmenshan earthquake fault zone and the

coordinated development of the society and culture in post-shock reconstruction areas.

Key words: travel motivation; recreational value; revisit intention; memorial sites of earthquake; dark tourism;

Wenchuan earthquake



