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Abstract

This paper takes Longwan Village in Putuoshan Scenic Area of Zhoushan City as a case study and
employs a questionnaire survey to collect primary data, analyzing the relationship between rural
residents’ relative deprivation, resident satisfaction, and tourism support degree. The results
show that the relative deprivation of residents has a negative impact on the tourism support de-
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gree. Specifically, the cognitive component of relative deprivation negatively affects the support
for tourism, while the emotional component’s negative impact is not significant. Resident satisfac-
tion plays a partial mediating role between relative deprivation and tourism support degree. Fi-
nally, three suggestions are proposed to alleviate residents’ relative deprivation and enhance
their support for tourism.
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Figure 1. Research model
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Table 1. Measurement item
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TSD4 FRAN AR SR PRI U0 A e 1l 55 AR WL
4. BRI

4.1. kMgt
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b, FENRE, 5 43.83%, WIEEFFEA KU LS, A 3.4%; HRML E, {3 T, Ak
BN R P BT LU E RS S, o5 19.57%80 20.43%, TSR BHRAREE b, A 2.550%F1 2.98%; M
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Table 2. Overall characteristics of residents in rural tourism destinations
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e " AR HiJE A (R A
45~65 % 37.87 11~12 4F 3.83
>65 % 5.11 20 FFLLE 77.87
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Table 3. Reliability analysis
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Table 6. Hypothesis test results
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