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Abstract: With the rapid development of tourism industry, residents of tourism areas have been increasingly
affected by tourism development in the field of economy, environment, culture and society. In this thesis, the
authors, based on their fieldwork and questionnaire research, analyzed the factors to impact residents’ atti-
tudes of the tourism areas on the basis of structural equation modeling, check and study the modeling with
the softwares SPSS and AMOS. The results of studies shows that the most important factors influencing local
residents’ attitudes towards tourism development lies in economy, the minimum factor is environment, and
the economic, social as well as cultural factors interact with each other, and interrelated.
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Figure 1. Theoretical model of residents perception
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Table 1. The factors affect residents to travel perception attitude
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Figure 2. Theoretical model of SEM
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Table 7. The affect factors to residents perception attitude
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