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Abstract

This study takes tourists as the research entry point and evaluates the environmentally friendly be-
havioral intentions of tourists in rural ecotourism. Based on this, a structural equation model is
constructed to compare and analyze the differences in the factors affecting rural ecotourism deci-
sion-making by different degree of environmentally friendly behavioral intentions. The research
results show that tourists’ rural ecotourism environment-friendly behavior intention level is good;
for high-level environmentally friendly behavior intention sample, tourism resource factors,
word-of-mouth recommendation factors, tourists’ social and economic factors, tourism reception
capacity factors and marketing factors will have different impacts on the decision-making of rural
ecotourism from strong to weak; for the low-level environmentally friendly behavior intention
sample, only the word-of-mouth recommendation factors will have a significant impact on the ru-
ral ecotourism decision-making. The influencing factors of rural ecotourism decision-making by
tourists will be regulated and constrained by the environmentally friendly behavioral intentions
of rural ecotourism, and the recommendation factors of word-of-mouth have a generally signifi-
cant influence on the rural ecotourism decision-making of tourists.
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2 IR R EAE 2 W — R RIS 0, B A TR, =450 100 ZHEM P[], BEE
e b R TEE R JR il i AN A B R D H 2 5 . AT 2 AR A AT OB AR 4 2
R R S I RE FPAAAE AT RFEEEL R, ARG SERIBE AU ST T AESEE[2], BRI T BL2 MR
TRl R Li . 2 B A AR B 2 4 B LU N SERE P L TR KA 2 N ARSI AR K
JEHEN G TV SCHIBUR L IR EE IR, S0 2 m A iR - B AR K SR ) AL BN TS o B 2 M AR S IRIE 24
Kb, ZEE SNAERIRIEIIRIEZ NI W71, W FREE WU IR, Tk ke # % 7
W 2 FoR, MBS MR 7 R AL 57 A BACIF AR R, 550 2 A AR 3Tl 9% 1)
Zutk, BORBRHI T 2 ARSI 2as b B3R T T

R E VRN 2 M ESIRIEE SIS 5 Tk, HASRE ST 0 E IR BRI R 2 2 M A AR AT 5
BiR T NRREHER 2N ESIRIE T AR FRICR, 5 8 AIRIEE A IR, ZAFaiiingst il
AR R R 2 M AR AL, 20T [ A2 o 20 A AR 5 SR AR FAT N IR 7T,
2 AR IR A E D CURITE TR AR SEAT AN A A RIS, 768 2 ARSIk R HAT NI
BRI Y. BT, ARSCUURNEFE N FEVIN R, Wi E 2 A SRS 0 KR 5
FIFAT BN, BRI A FIREEEABE AU AT R, JEXT L 2 A R ARl R S A 20 LA 3R TR
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2. XakEm 53 &
2.1, Z#EKE B

2.1.1. ZFERSKRERR
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Fem) R, FERNFRVS I 78 3 BRR T S AE SR IF R NIR. BRI R, AR IR R X 2 4 AR A ik
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i (ST R 73 I AT SL AR, RN A AR st AT X A, SR A AR K3 A 2 A 2E
AR A F& B L 75 T » = BEMATAE IR 5 M55 PR R IR 2 A ARSIk I B 4s RE 1, T2 73 #T
TR 7 it BT 555 996 T B A FESRAR T 2 ARSIk 755K [4] [B] 2 A ARSI A AN R S ML T HY
A 28 AT ELAE IR 25352, EHus B — R aS AR AOWE 7E T2 BLALFR AL IX R RO & A AR ATl ) A5 P Ik
RIS RN R K 2 MR R . SIHLAN 36, BURFALAE 2 A AR AR A e vh B RIS i &5 i
FHTFCERAN, S AT i B A R 2 A SCH MR SE 2R 570 #» - Wi Bill Bramwell et al. (1999)4 Hh
2 IRIER A R R LA RRE R, PSR TG 0 AP, A Refl 2 M ARSIk
PAFEIAERIRRIN[6] . TREE AR 2 A ARSI H R A A Som H 2t 8 &, PhRZRdr. SCfb. e, IR
IR IP JE SO T SR 2 A AL ST AT RRER A SRS ITAE . Hwan Suk #3812 MIRIFELG . 2257, 4
2 3 RS HOR 6 DNERZ 125 MBRARIK AT RS R IR PR HEZE7], W B YERE 2 (R R P REAT TR
RIS, VEATE 2 A ST AR 7 vh B S 4 AL B, 2 A AR AR B0 A O Pk SR A 1R AR
FECE SBE AP RN, 3R T Lo sti, ke 1 kR B8]

2.1.2. BRHREITAMR

JUF PSRBT S AN IR R, IR IR A% O N AR RO, ORI T 45 18 R R E
T E AR S EE S HARKIR 9] HRIFEHLFAT st K] 252 2% ATl Oy AR 7 1), ey R
BRI RSN H T R Bl IXBhZE R RSN R &K (Push Factors) Fl) 2. ARSS~  H K BSR40 B
(47 77 K1 2 (Pull Factors) 3t [m] 52 fr1 45 SR [10],  [RIB il A 10 2PARRAE 22 53 AN AR 22 4 JRUR: 5 i i b i 2
RMIEIRIFE REAT AR E BN R . EE AR T iR o S R 5 iRtk SR AT N BIARE, AR —
FREFAT R PR SRR = A R B - AR TS B - i RAIYE - S HiRiE, X “UEE VY R E
IR R FE 2 —IEARIE BB W TR R FAT AL 32 BRI AN [F) e 5 B A 2 IR R SR 22 57
NIRHETTHE S S IR M S [11]. TR, FE AW 22 F i M B8 & 177 VR A B ik i U SRR AL Sk
TALIEFL, DA U e SR R B (R 2 i, W T 2590 32 XM B MR N i ke SRR Bl FH &5
1 77 R S5 B T VAR R O SR, B R4S BIARTINIR [12] [13] [14].

2.2. ISR

TR RFAMDBGRAT N LA, AR SNSRI S Bl PRIk, ASSCRERI - SR 5T
RIAT A EARAE B FER BRI SE Al o RIS - S SRS IA N IMAAT il 5 4 52 21 B 1 N S B A SR B
(RIS, FHSRISEOR 52 82 P AN J7 THI R ARRE A ) 52 %47 J9[15] 1988 48, Middleton K3 - S S #1851 A
TRIFEAT AW, S T IR W S R HE R - SRR, i N BRI R 3 O e A A 9
AR ISR i B RS S UL AT HER B 32, RS SR A SR AL S
B 2T ORI it s 2 [16] 0 R M iR 2 A 2R 2SR DR SRAT D9 S PR 2R I 78 7328 B AN R 3K

AR, THIAT B ST NTRIEE RAEAT AT, AR TR . tHRATOA R A AT
NAFE. EWHTE . FIseAT JdE il =R, Hagm AR AP 7 H i E P 42 Bkl ok SR B a1 i
REERIR[17]. BT, ASCR G THRIAT B 18 PINER of 00 48 2 9 ) TR I8 2 A A 25 Rl DR SRERE i |81 3% 1)
&, WIRIE . WA R TR i NI MR ROZHEAT 1ZAT 9 A ERUE S BOTE; PRI (), A5
BSOS B ) 26 A AT R WA B PR U R

3. MRBRSHSRE

WANAFE IR BRI AR, il o SR # A2 th AN ZOR RE R SE SR, th T 2 ARSI R
HA RIS SRR AL (0 56 Al IS I B BRFAE, DR EASIT FULE 7800 265 18 O Tikiliy t SR DR 2 AT e At
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R SERE b, 255 A O R SRR GO, EEURNFHb IR N 3= AR B R e IR R Tt &
VR R 3% R A1 22 2 0% D AR S iR e & £ M AR SRR SR I R 28, R R ARHI L fiise, 1
MR

@ JRiEHTIRE R S 2 M ASTRIE R

i Uit B YRR 3% (Rural Resource) 24 £ B T BA KSR 2R REMBRROG, HRAESKSE
XS IR 2 B AR AR R SR IS0 o Vb BT AT (0 I B8 RO0T iR e 2 7= AR 5| 7, ARSI A
TR . 5K (2008) 51 X] 1 e 22 S MR AR A 2R I O S K 2 H bR 3 AT i, A5 ik
iy [ B ) S M 0o e U A L R R SR PRI e B K[ 18] o (R, ASHF AT A AR

HL: i Ui 5% 5 R 2% 1 170 52 M e Y 5 114) & A A A T R o

@ TR AR TN R S 2 M AR TR R

Ji e b 4R i 7[5 3% (Reception Capacity)+& 1 2 A A i It B # O IK LSSl A5 8 70 IR IR 16 5K B0t
XU 2 B AR A TR R SR RS0 o iRV b IR B A BRI AT e 77 U8 iR I T e 5 52 B IR 77 ot ot
S, K] e iR 3 0 A i D R SR IS o 5 2 SR B i I B R 6 o W EZS (2005) 4 H el B () b R R 15
AR 2R AR [19], WSS AERIRE L % R Bt T e B S5 2 R ) N B R e 2 o AR AR TR e = ot R 98 R R
YE(2014) AN £ A T et AR A PR IR 45U, BTG 25 8 il 75 0 36 2 S AR Vi A 1 2 A Ik i U 3R [20] . 1A
I, AHFFUSR A N R

H2: i B B8 0 F 3R 1E Al 5 W e 3 1Y) 2 AT AR 2SR i U o

® M HES 2 M ARSI E

i3 #E K 25 (Market Promotion) & $i& HLAL/ ) #1425 560 £ MAERS IR B AL « 5 X 4155
() 2 B AR SR E BN IR £ A AR TIRIF R SR BRI . S IX L RAT AL B T3 HE T ReAS K i (5 B Uk
AL AT AR TR, WORILIRIFESINL, BRI A A SRR R T A TKEAAL (2002)# HRATHEI T & &
o (R4S SNt e 2 SO MR ek 5 [21]; X ERLL(2007)48 YR AT AL . FAR. | 3RS B B AL R
AR A SR AR A R R R SR I B LN 3 2 —[22]. BRIk, AHF SR H A S ARk

H3:  HidaHE K3 1R 1) s i lie 5 (1) 2 A AR 3 i o 3R

@ HHEE R RS 2 NSRS

FIEHERE R 25 (Word-of-mouth Recommendation) 2 F855)& « 1A I IE W] U REHESE X iR liE# £ M AR TR
TR B o LR AL Rl A2 2 2 (B3R AT R — B 0T 1 () 1Sk sg i, B nlSEvEm . £ saAn
AR gl A A, DR e i 2 b ek B R, R T I A 2T D S M i i i vk SR B L B R
R EEMF R Z —. Tekle Shanka et al. (2002)Fi i K /3 i€ e 2= 75 UG RS It (0 25 At i H it i ok o6
[23]; ZE0505(2009) /34T T RS 2N 280 e th e IR K s [24] . BTk, AR TR i R ARk

H4:  URBAESR R 3% 0E ) 52 i 1) 2 B AR 2SR i o 3

® IRiFE LSRR RS 2 M AR RE

ite e 5 4 42 2 35 Rl 2 (Socioeconomic Condition) & & e i i R BRI 6] . ] SERCie A 6] 2 2 AR 2k
T R R P 5 ) o B TR 5 8 5 A A 2 Sl e it 2 L U P 7 241 29 1R 3%, Dougllas Pearce (1987) 4 4k
If A R TARSER AR S (B[R 35 SRR (2005) 4 th i [R) RN 46 R 5 2= e 48 A\ B8 U0 2 ik Vi
AR B KR 3 2 —[25]: AR TN (2010)48 Hi AN A AL 2 48 5 S5 A SR A T R HE T I o S 1 v B2 1R 3
[26]. DAL, AHFFEHR a0 SR

H5: il 41 2 20 5 IR 35 1 Al s W il 2 1) 2 R AR 2SR i o o

® IRliFE KT NS 2 WA SIRIE R

TERRWFEAT WA, 5 JE 4% 55 (Ramkissoon, et al.) R4 % 2 AT Aot AE S R85 LR 1 DTk A P K e
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W BRI AT R 3 AR THRAT 9 i STRAT WP AN RZ, IR IEE D7 A BEAT 1 B8AIE[27] . MR I
BINFRIFAT NHIE LTRSS & TIHRFE NPT FEE R, A SCRIRNE PR UFAT 9 1 70 9 AR L3R
BRI AT N AR LA A AT N A R . BRI, AHT 75 a0 T BBt

H6: R FE IR AU AT R ) 5 AR FE PR A AT D R 1 AR Xk 2 A A 2T i ER D SR 2 22
7

ARSI SO AR R 4] 1 B

R E 28 AR

Figure 1. Research conceptual model
1 AR SEE

4. WsTigt
4.1, G

AT E FEIL =80 B E 0 ABOR EH BN DGt MR AR AR, B PER). F
ke BB, Bl WRIEAEY . IRIET A iRIECBEE L 5 A O B IR AT N
R, FEFWBIGRIRGRRE. A1, 38, . WY, RAEAMERBRIFS 6 HEE 2
PEASTRIF A SEPRBOHARSC R A 55 =800 R & 2 A BRI R AR R R, AR 5
PRRER . EAFREI AR Il IR . DRHERZ N R R AL @B R SF R I, IF4E &
JiRiEE 2 M AESIRIE PSR T 5 A EACE 1A RIARRIL 14 DTS R AR R LR 2) Fdil & &
(BRI 1) I AIFAT R R RN 2 RSN SRR PR 2R B R A Likert 5 £iiH70i4,
FO0] [ ) B TR R RE R v 20 00K 1~5 0

Table 1. Tourists’ rural ecotourism decision-making factors

= 1 IRiEE R 2 HESIRIPR R M E R L EKRIR

QIS NS/ AN Cees Goossens (2000). 5K#7(2008). F#H(2010). %57#%(2015)
il I A e ) R &R Michael Grosspietsch (2006). #4%5(2011). MRE25(2014)
W W& Cees Goossens (2000). E#4(2011). FrE9(2014)
PR HER PRI 3R Antoine Zalatan (1998). Z##£8§(2007). E4F4#(2011)
RFE SR H R FRAHEN(2006). ZE1RTN(2009. 2014). F(7#:(2015)
4.2. BiElE

AW T TR AT LE IR AT PN B B TRIEMT T 2016 4F 5 H A2 KRBT 5 )1 B L AT, 3K
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JIEI 5 150 4y, P RE S 72 4. {8 SPSS 22.0 B x R BRE A B AT 5 FE AU AR, IR
ANTE AR A IR, e A o 3 R 5 248 PEE b (19045 P52 R8P AR BB 0 AT R, TR & G K. 1Ea
AR A M 2016 4F 6 H TG, AR SR s R H R ER LTy, BRI RSN 760 17,
REUA 24745 652 4y, A RKZE 15 85.79%.

S RAESHRIFEHEEFHIZE SRR )

T B IR DA 2 S MRS HRIEATEAR 1 B AR RUERR,)
(RR) SRR IR T B 1% R (RR,)
NS—— SRR IR B R I(RC,)
2 TS RE AT 3R 4R MV I SRS AE I (RC)
Gl (RC) S R A5l R 0 R £ 5 R
4%
% A A% SR/ AR P SN 5% S R RS R IR A (MP,)
W (MP) FRATAE 0 A1 AS TR E B MP,)
®’
% M E % SRS %R A ASHRWER I BEHERE(WR,)
D) (WR) HH R % A 25 ) DT BEAE 26 (WR,)
4 Mo 2 ; 215 & WA R RN B (SC,)
o R
Wﬁ%ﬂé»ﬁ@?' 215 2 S IRII TR SC,)
S22 e & MBS HRIHD,)

Rk k3 2 NAESIRIFD,)

Figure 2. Tourists’ indicator system for influencing factors of rural ecotourism decision-making

2. WeirE B 2 FHETSHRIPR R E Rigtrid &

WHESE R KIN, BB E LVEEEI N 57.5%, MHET 51(42.5%), LLElEARL i, $HE# DL 18~45
B IE AT, HEFEARR 91.1%;: ALK L LI E2E7 & 79.9%, #iREE ZHAERELT
H Bk WBRMESRE, BAAE(37.0%) ARk BAr TAE N 51(26.4%) . H HERNL(14.1%) /52 . & AT
5, AEFEARW BORFEAER . . BERE. BOLrREE, BA -2 rREEMX 5 E, fFans
A AU FUEE 75 T 1 FE AR R
43. WIREESHERLE

1&H SPSS 22.0 43 AN TG R UFAT e I B R AN £ A AR 25 Tk Ui e Sk s i) DR 3 B R HEA T 15 AR 56
SR, INERUFAT R I 8BRS 2R RS HR I A i R 3 52 1) Cronbach’s o {43714 0.789 A1 0.834,
KMO B3 724 0.798 1 0.786, Bartlett 3Kk 5 A 46 (I A= 7 B 2 2 PEAE % 352 Sig. = 0.000 < 0.05, 1A
IR EKT, SRR BB BAEARE, SRR IHAT MR I B R G 2 WA SR R SR s K 2 B3R
HEA B 1) B — B S SR
5. JRHTER
5.1. MFEMRERFITHEEEZEN 4R

NSELFI T R A 2 M AR S TRIAE S T R R AT R, A IR IE SR 2 b AR TR
SR RS, AR TCIZH SPSS 22.0 /it LR, FF4h G A EERTRIEH £ AR AP 58 A T
AT N R IR AT 4R 7 o SRR U AT AR A R AT RTS8, 2R A A TR 1 AT
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PR A 4 NARENSET 28R, 0 AR 2 BT & A2 o A B R E A, il BR
AR R, BARERE. S0, WEMERIR 4 ANEF RN R BRI AT AR IR (L 2).
A B K7 2R RS TeRe A5 50, 4 DRI RiE U5 Z 5T R Oy 78.876% (< 3).

Table 2. Rotation component matrix

%= 2. NERER Y RERE

D%
A T
1 2 3 4
AR I D A — kM HL(FL) 0.055 0.108 0.868 0.118
WERE )
LD IR TR B I(F2) 0.305 0.053 0.782 0.062
Jite e R H A e A A R RS IE T R(TD) 0.233 0.032 0.058 0.807
S UlSES
Jite eIt R R ) A 2D B AT (T 2) -0.032 0.174 0.116 0.816
WEBTHT I S AR R E X3 (VL) 0.827 0.211 0.201 0.177
W R WEBTHT A KA AR SLERELE (V2) 0.898 0.197 0.112 0.064
WD 2 48 A H it (V3) 0.897 0.207 0.153 0.052
W F RIS F AR B2 H AR AR H (E1) 0.298 0.826 0.121 0.158
BRI R
A ) A B 2 b X A 25 SR 5 H (E2) 0.191 0.889 0.062 0.083
e BTV N RS i e T IE N Kaiser FRifE G IEAS R ER 1.
Table 3. Total variance of interpretation
=3 BEBRNRARE
o WIGEFFE A FRECE I FIE N WEFEF 7 RN
7]
it T Z 1% FH% it T Z 1% FH% it T Z 1% F%
1 3.780 42.005 42.005 3.780 42.005 42.005 2573 28.591 28.591
2 1.251 13.899 55.904 1.251 13.899 55.904 1.645 18.277 46.868
3 1.141 12.678 68.582 1.141 12.678 68.582 1.476 16.404 63.272
4 0.926 10.293 78.876 0.926 10.293 78.876 1.404 15.604 78.876
5 0.621 6.895 85.771
6 0.507 5.638 91.409
7 0.335 3.726 95.135
8 0.269 2.987 98.122
9 0.169 1.878 100.000

e R—WOTIENFE R IHTE.

A5 22 DTRR AR BB PO A RV E, R 2% e IR P & AR ISR LU e A R 8, 20
IR 2 MRS IR AT A B IR S50 (A 1), FFRLEAS 0 L %5(4.1577) Jy i ik
128, K BB T AU € SONERE LR A AT NI FEA(N = 326); R 5Bk T rh s
B € SOMRREEEIABEAIFAT N E T FEA(N = 326).

e 28591 =5 18.277

16404
95 = T+ B+
T e816 " 18876 78,876 78.876

X
h5|

x A2 18 (~rx 1)

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2020.102028 244 BRI AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2020.102028

ST

5.2. RENGE

TEARRE T, #ENTRIEE 2 A RS HRIE O W R R 450 7 PR B Y 38 20 MR &, L4614 S0
AR 6 MEEALE. 14 MR E T4 12 MMEWIAE & (RRi. RCiv MPi. WRi. SCi)fil 2 ™~
A WL A B (D), o RRIi (i = 1~3) Al B UETE A7, RCi (i = 1~3) ik et R JJ 4845, MPi (i = 1~2)
RTTGHET 645, WRI (i = 1~2) N DR HEREFEAR,  SCi (i = 1~2) Nk & 4 &40 4 EfaF5, Di (i = 1~2)
NS MERTRIFR K e bR . 6 MBEEAR R R4 5 NMMNEEE R BRI SRR R . iR r e ) A
. SRR, OEERE. RFEHSEFRER)N 1AW ABE R R (2 MNAESIRITRT).

5.3. IFEEE 5RikLEE

5.3.1. BREENERFITAREEERN 2 FHESTFRRR N E RER 8

T I LS AN K R IR A, FEACHCHE (%) (i AN Vg B 4065 {8 43 73 67 T—1.589~0.259, —1.206~2.925 2.
i), FFEIEASS, EEGMHRRURERITSHEUG T, A A A df = 62 > 0, BRAATRG]. &g
FEREERUFAT N R IAIREAR I & A AR AT i o SR s e DN SR Y SR A TS B A 30 45 R B, & IR B AR AE
BRI R 22, ARAEA R ZE B LEAC /N, 3% 00 0 A% ok FL 6 AR B (B A Rl 1287 /1 T+ 0.695~0.919 2 [H],
HiEF B E K. 4-4i%H CMIN/DF, RMSEA. NFI. IFI. CFl, PNFI. PCFI Zil&fabr4 T geir
BT (LS50 o i 45 5 7R . CMIN/DF = 1.310, RMSEA = 0.031, %)/ T % [ il F44H 2 #1 0.05;
NFI = 0.960, IFlI =0.990, CFl =0.990, # k¥ 0.9 f)—f&ERE; PNFI =0.654, PCFI =0.675, 1k
TG FHE 0.5, BBl BA RIFITRIZIRE . AHICTRAR A5 45 R Ut 3R s AR FE IR BT AR I AT s m) AR
AR A USSR IFE AR SR 0L & R 4T

AR AE LB A2 R B 45 R 3 B . R RERE IS AT N I REA I £ W AR A i Lk
Fesgma K AR 5 ARG R RS REEAR IR FHELL T 1.990~3.446 2 [1], KT 1.96 MIZH{H, Ak
WSHATHESL T 0.159~0.240 2 [A], P < 0.05, ARIHBAIGAE B &R, SRS 3150k A
RIEARDS, X HL. H2. H3. H4. H5 BAL. MRS fE FE IR SE AR A AT N R IR AR ) 2 A AR 28 T o
FERoma R R G5 T ARG, (EM SR B B BN AMIRTE R AR B, X R 2 A AR 25 i e R SR 1Y) 5 M iy
FE HOR B IMRICA Tl B2 305 K 35.(0.240) . FIAHESR K1 35(0.196) Tk liE# 1 & 5r K 32(0.181) ikl
AT RE I ER(0.177) TidpHE K%K (0.159).

5.3.2. (REEMERZFITARBEEN 2 FHESKFRRR N E RER 8

T I SR AN K R RS, FEASHCHE (%) (i A0 Vg B 460 {8 43 73 67 T—0.957~0.065 —1.096~3.774 2.
], FFEIERSSA, &R RERITSHAG T, ARE A A df = 62 > 0, FBRAATRG]. K
P2 FEIR G R UFAT R IR REAR I 2 A AR 2 i it o SR s DR 3R B R B A TS I A 3 45 R B, & IR B AN A7
TR ISR 22, bR ARZE(E AN, S A0 A ) FL 7B 7 AR & AR HE AL P A T 0.711~0.909 2
6], His#EEMKTF. 4&%E CMIN/DF, RMSEA. NFI. IFI. CFl. PNFI. PCFI Z#l& fabr41h
B AF RS R LA . St 45 L2 R: CMIN/DF = 1.651, RMSEA = 0.045, ¥J/NT%& [ i F44E 2 A1
0.05; NFI =0.949, IFI =0.979, CFI =0.979, ¥ KT 0.9 )—MRI&A(E: PNFI =0.646, PCFIl =0.667,
BIRTIEFHE 0.5, Boniily A RIFMITZIRE . AOCTRARIH 45 Rt R R SRR E IR S R AT
A B 5 R IR AR BRI & R AT

AR AR AE LIS A2 R B A 45 R 4 Fos . IRFERE IS A UFAT N FIREA I £ 3 AR AR Lk
F MR ZARR ) 5 SRR R K RERARUE — 2 B AT (2 R AE SR P < TR R 22) 1) s
FHERT 196, IGFHE N 3.436, ArdEAbSEUh 1Ay 0.093, P <0.05, LR EMEELR, MEMEEISEE
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Figure 3. Structural equation model of factors affecting rural ecotourism decision-making
in high degree environmentally friendly behavioral intention samples (N = 326)
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Figure 4. Structural equation model for influencing factors of rural ecotourism decision-making
in low-level environmentally friendly behavior intention samples (N = 326)
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