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Abstract

This study takes the residents of the world heritage site as the research subjects, focusing on “Quan-
zhou: World Maritime Trade Center of Song and Yuan China” series of heritage sites and their sur-
rounding communities as case studies, based on Ajzen’s theory of planned behavior, combined with
the actual situation of the Qquanzhou community and the research results on cultural sustainability
athome and abroad, five dimensions of residents’ cognition (practical attitude, heritage evaluation,
subjective norms, relative deprivation, and perceived fairness) were extracted. Analyze the current
situation of residents’ cognition, protection response, and cultural sustainability of heritage sites.
Through proposing hypotheses, constructing research models, and hypothesis testing, this study
deeply explores the influencing factors and mechanisms of residents’ cultural sustainability. The
research finds that the practical attitude, behavioral control, subjective norms, and perceived fair-
ness of residents in heritage sites regarding the protection of world heritage have a significant pos-
itive impact on their willingness to protect and inherit, while their sense of relative deprivation has
asignificant negative impact on their willingness to protect and inherit. The willingness of residents
in heritage sites to participate in the protection of world heritage has a significant positive impact
on their responses to protection behaviors. The willingness of residents in heritage sites to partici-
pate in the protection of world heritage and their responses to protection behaviors have a signifi-
cant positive impact on their cultural sustainability. There is a partial mediating effect between the
willingness to protect and the cultural sustainability of the protection behavior responses of resi-
dents in heritage sites participating in the protection of world heritage.
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1. 531§

SR F B T8 A+ DU LR e 251 5 LR SEORI B 22 90 2 B 22 Rali IR AR T X AL
JAE[L]o 387 b RO T 8™ i S i B R M ARy 4k, T H B2 SR~ Ry, Bt T
PR R BB AL, B E RAT IR H A RS I IR T . AR 2R i SR S s Ry AN
N E A D) B IR 2T EHHINTE R, i R RO IE S KPR EE 2
LR ST S N R R E, R AR s SR P A RIS IR . HATSST “ORIM: R
TG PR S i P e Y ey RS IE O I S D, JEHGR I RIANAT Dy 75 T T AT

Ajzen (1991)% A2 H fTHRIAT AR K NI RIRI 72 AT N . BN FIA R =ML,
R=ANYEFEE AT N ERAT R, TR AT 9 EARAT WA [2], (RIS 22 RIAR O 3 < JE
FRERFEMAT N A o AT NS BRAT N B PAT — BUE S A F S B 4708 EARSAT AT NPT
SR B At 2 PO E WG s A HA R I8 AT 9 B U AT BEAT 9 B RE U AR X T 387
Ja RO 387 (0 2 SRR 4R AT N, AT S Wi AR R R R O BRI A R, R
MR BRI T HRF SRR R DT T, SRS L FEHIARIY S 5 S 2 ) I W SR [3]-[5] . BRITA
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AR _ESRAT R AR i A2 (IR 55 S AT e A T B i AR LS B PR, BTSRRI A
(A ES & =R RIS, BIFE T A 20 EL AP ARUE B 1 = A B A o it e i BB A~ K
A7 22X (2018) 38 i SRR B 1 = PR A AR AE SORBI 70 Hh R 3 12 [6]-[8] o AHDRT I F I8 X AT A EAERTH
ST AFIHAL ) A E RS, R LU S IR G I RS2, R BEUR. Hlas. PR 557 Bl #1135
AL SE, 2 AT DA DO Fof kA A 78 = B el A R A o 5 4 1 [9]-[11] o

SCAKAEZE J) (Cultural Continuity) & LAy & FE Al SCAE R E S, = B4R I8 IS ST A% Goxd AR i e 4k
LSRRI S A 4E3IE[RIEN R (175 3([8]. LaRocque A AL SESE 715 3l 1T a4 37 3L [RIA R R 34T
SILHY, XFN B2 B A A 2 AR BN SR T R AR [12] o SCHIESE ) WA 22 A Bl T “ 2
e, SRAM, AR BISER . A EAE O TN RYE 7 A BRI H AR
[13], MRTIMIER SGEIBEAE R “ UG RIE” MO EA 7 [14], X145 SCHR 2 1 R0 RE SRR 7R 38t
PRI T RO A B R ER B AR[15] . B F0 27 B SR SE AR IR B, DA A ast 7= 1 s RS JE 88 77 1R = ik
5 CSIES ) ZABBBZUAHN N, BREAGAEL. PR RISL B = AN A R & R S A2 g,
FE SR A S8 T B AR I S 2E SRR b, VPO B AL SIS A Y R AR SRk NS SR R s A, A
13 5t Fast P R A 2O A SG I AT DL B U g JEkA AL, i H 5 R 91 36 ™ ] e B R 5 AR 1)
b, ELLRIUH A= St 1 “sEEEE” [16].
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Figure 1. Structural relationship model
B 1. L RER
ZER|LL F gk, BRRIRH AT 10 MEK:
HL: 8= Hh e Rt Fst ™= R 1 S B2 BN ORGP 4K 2 B A 235 1 ) 52
H2: 1537 1 e B T 38t 7= AR 3 47 s i e FL ORGP 4k A s JE A I8 35 1 [m) 52 5
H3: 8= Hb i B H Fst = R 1 0 X L OR 4 4k K = B A 035 TR Al 2
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H5: 877 1S RS 5 S (R BB 2 7 FL AR 4k Rk e 8 A I 35 IE [y s

H6: 38171 R R4 4 R IR LR 4k 2K AT 9 i AT I3 1 1] 50 5

H7: 3877 1 R 4k R s B HSC b S 4R 0 B35 IE [ 52 5

H8: 87~ 1 E [ S 5 11 st = R4 B ORS 4k 2K AT 9 R H SO AE S A W3 1 [ 5

HO: It & [ 2 5t st 7= OR 4P (1 R 57 4k AR AT i S AE ORAP 1 2 SR ST 2B 4882 70 2 TR R AR

H10: 877 b o B SR i ™= (R4 (R SEERAS B L AT A T AT 301250 AR A ST PR AL
ES AR

PRI =R I N - BIBAT N - SUHIESE))” S5 R BE8, nlE 1 R,

WFFEAEAE S5 5 U AR BT b, 256 A9 by SIS 155 0 0T 48 W00 3% 2 (14 ) 8 0 T i3 A T i) 365 1 25 DA
SRECKE - 20 A PR IR BT IE 2 ) 36 R B o B 20 SE B8 7 b v () LA i) — 308 7= L L
THERAUT N =GRS, DARSCIES: ) AN 2 I ——IANFARR B SEER AR, T BT X N AN ——
SEERAE . BN TS A RIZFE, BATAE,  JE A o R Ak R AT e SRR 4k R
JEPANYERE, G54 CLIES: E A RAS R, RIE AR R, S 0 Hod 45 3R SPSS 22.0 %
PR VR A AR AT b, IR N Sl At X DA IR FERME A B R B A S5 R R 1R 72
22. BRI

W7 EE S Ajzen (1991). Wang (2018). =567 (2019)- B L #(2017) X135 E45(2021) Flynn (2014).
f84(2021) F1 277 (2021 PR AR R B T IT, AR R B3R A RAFIME % [1] [2] [4] [5] [16]-[19]. ASE
BRASEE . BPAVE . MRE . AT RIZFE BAAT TN T R BN, L AR IR R R
TINHI(EL~E3) B R(EA~E6) AT LS IR, BAIAFMFEFAF(DL, D2). 4 ECAF(D3, DA)FIEZ)
AF(D5, D) =AM IR . 2% Wang (2018) 1l 5 25 (2021) Wil R kAR B B &R, 2% B 58 (2019)
PR kAT A N (B . BB (F1~F4). 387 PP (F5~F7). 877 Sk (F8~F10) =AM ik
THs P A X JE RSO RESE k. R, ARAE S SR UG 1R BRI 4R i R I b Se PRI v, &
RATGHATAES . BT IR R 28 vy 5 Rt AT Ay, AR B RO R s KA 1 R A
[&E). 2 0(AEE). 3 0OAE). 4 20 (FE) 520 @R [FIE). AR A0 R I o 0 2% 1.

Table 1. Different dimensions of planned behavior and scale measurement items

1 NE4YEE S RN S/
i

il

AL T RS B (RO
KIS pg 7 8B SRR

A3 7R R T B A 5

BL B AR FF I Ajzen (1991), H5LTT
G o (2019). it T HF(2018)
RUy B2 HEB SRS R Wang (2018). I3 %

. e (2021)

B3 HhIX AR I SR = R4 [2]-[5] [17]

CL AEHE AR R4 (0 o A
B o s 5= R U O

(RE)
C3 AEG R 52 1H S8 ORy R A Bl AR
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D2 J&ERAERIE I = M R 3 T R R BUR Y S 0 S RS2

D3 Ji RUEAZ A3 B = R 3 5 T & A B IA 2 B [ 4R Sk R H(2019). Colquitt
N (2001). fi%:%k(2018)

D4 JER% S5 BELE = AR 3 R B HH IR A3 [ER R R R AL 2 18] [7] [20]

D5 R R TN AHOCEUR & & i AR AT A T A

D6 3 = b & I IR E 2 A 1L 50 25 Sk

AT I 2F
J&%(DE)

EL 5 kIR A2 B AR bl A 2 22 B4

E2 7EMRIE IR S RS T 12

E3 i BA B A I #I2E B Fi(2019). 3
E4 J& RO A 10 A i (2020) [10] [11]
E5 i R BLE 9 A AR LR B A o

E6 i BRI LE = HO T v ot 7 I T-ft i 75 76 T o

A RESE
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F1 & RENESE LT

F2 7% T3R8 L2 e I o AR B O 1 R ARSR PR I8 AT

F3 RJGE . FLEUd 2RISR B8] RS 1 B b ik

F4 TR LESE 2 o0 U =B A

F5 SRINMIEGES. SULFEHER . B RIS/ NG IR 54 2 i 2 kit Flynn (2014). F 7

F6 T AP ] 38 ik 45 7t S A0 Gt ik ) 2 SR M7 S 4 HLATE (2017). f#h(2021). ZFix
(2021) [1] [16]-[19]

F7 SRR [ 5 2 B s g A

F8 R Ja 5 2%y T SR R e A I R o o 2 S

FO JE R L 3h i IR SR M SRR L (04T A

F10 O 1 SE4F M2 57 R R HE S0, RT DIORE 3™ XA 9 BE Ao 4h
SR 2 24U B

FRA 4k K
= JE(PRO)

AT
(REC)

GL A2 55 5 tH S (e ol 45 B 1 R B Wang (2018). X722
G2 A TFHNG ARGk L:S 5 RIS tH 5388 7= 1 s 45 TR FF 22 o o (2021) [4] [17]

11 ot “HEX AL S TR P RS S (55 2

12 ot “HLRMAE G ARCEAI RS F—R” B R E1%67(2019) [5]
13 X R H 7 P RGNS

2.3. BiiEHiR

W50 T 2024 45 1 7 23 HA 2024 4 1 /3 29 H. 2024 452 [ 13 H% 2024 42 /1 16 H. 2024 453 J
23 HZ 2024 4 3 A 26 HAE/E =0 ZOMEEAT M. &I % 450 43, [EIi 414 4, BN
92%; M, A% 362 1, AR 87.4%. JHPUERBIHHRFE AT (4% 2), AR
P 51. 1%, Ly 48.9%, bt T 18~45 X 2 fa], LIATL N B3\ SAAE R AR 55 et N oM
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Table 2. Samples basic information

T2 BHEEFRER

= el L5l =] A Et 1)
5 51.1% Al 26.87%
4 5]
% 48.9% e AR 45 A N\ B 17.62%
18 LN 18.5% BN R 19.82%
18~45 % 48.46% ediN 15.42%
Fhe Bl
46~59 % 25.11% YNIRYN7l 10.57%
60 % K& UL I 7.93% =5 Y WN 0%
&R 26.43% Lk AN R 9.25%
B K% 28.19% HoAh 0.44%
ZHUERE
AF 36.56% 5FEKLLT 22.91%
fifi = & DA E 8.81% 6~15 4F 41.85%
JE AT ]
2000 7o M PAF 24.23% 16~25 4E 17.18%
2001~5000 Jt. 37.44% 26 F KDL T 18.06%
ELLON B g
5001~10,000 Jt 24.67% %Eiﬁﬁ*ﬁ% TE 55.95%
10,000 7T /% BA | 13.66% LION = 44.05%

3. BIESERIZKIE
31 FEEHE S

N SEBUVLIN A & (A ek F T e B R I A B HEAT PR MR R 7 BT, TOAEHEAT RT3 Hr 2 i

MRS A SPSS 22.0 5 U6 HHE RS FE B . A IeS

R, AHETT AR 1 T R R

KT 0.7, WYCNER A EERE, Rt oo e an sk, RRaiRunE 3 Pos, IR R

Table 3. Scale reliability test results
3. RESTEREURE

Y O A o L R A
SEERASE(AT) 0.861
FHAIE(RU) 0.879
HIAKI(RE) 0.872
BREIAT-(FA) 0.933
HH 15 /2% (DE) 0.932
JE RAR B (PRO) 0.825
Jei AT Wi B (REC) 0.888
J& R SCALZESE /1(CON) 0.956
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3.2. BRYERIE

TF FUAEXT ] N A0 4R SCHlR SR At B e 0 7C I B SRR, 45 A0 FE SR B IX (R Se PRk o, B
PRI HUE BN 5 ANGESE: STESEE. BAUMYE . FHIART . AR RIS AR A A, DL RS
7 H BT M AR IR L AT e SRS P R R SO AE S g, AR IR L, R A S i
BE TR, R EREARGFR AR G500 248 B R S hrfa B 1 B 45 M AR I AR 2
EEREMRIEEE R SER A8, RIS S IR I E S R4S,

o 58 45 M R RE B I D7 VA 2 I KMO BV, IF 456 Bartlett’s BRIEAGER 1) B35 MR F e . TR
M -2k KMO B KT 0.6, 0.8~0.9 R/n&id, 1fi—RMKEK Bartlett’s BkIEA I A /N T 0.05 M EE . 4
Hraf WL, KMO {H74 0.864, &4 Bartlett’s Bk A4 /N T~ 0.05 W25, e 4 R, R ERHHEE
RIF, E@EH o4,

Table 4. Validity test results
4. BRYERR

T H UL AR
KMO HUFEIE )1 54 0.987
BRI R TS 8591.689
Bartlett [\ BRIE G 56 H 630
B 0.000

3.3. EFoHh

7 G LI AR o AR (1 I RCR, W FE A& B SPSS TR 43 M 45 HH 25 W AR 6 (¥ R 7 i &= PR
WA R ERKT 05, 2Hrafi KRR, SCESENMMNASE “ RG] T EBEEA M MAE(A)” 1%
RN AR & “REZR 2 2 5 IR IR S RA(CL)” BT 78 &/ T 0.5 RIZHIR, s 5 fis.

Table 5. Factor analysis matrix

5. AFOER

A AT RU RE DE FA PRO REC CON
Al 0.694

A2 0.651

A3 0.423

Bl 0.720

B2 0.721

B3 0.691

C1 0.488

C2 0.702

C3 0.676

D1 0.717
D2 0.704
D3 0.680
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Bk
D4 0.708
D5 0.713
D6 0.701
El 0.657
E2 0.633
E3 0.680
E4 0.698
E5 0.728
E6 0.611
G1 0.686
G2 0.733
11 0.708
12 0.683
13 0.744
F1 0.717
F2 0.657
F3 0.653
F4 0.670
F5 0.706
F6 0.679
F7 0.658
F8 0.701
F9 0.701
F10 0.681
KMO 0.741 0.749 0.740 0.922 0.928 0.713 0.745 0.969
©EN 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
SR % 79.865 81.912 84.022 75.096 74.639 85.107 81.788 71.800

e SEBUNENERS M. G R R R BERAAT R, 7380 A T 2R LOH BR & 520 .

RTEBASE BP0 BTG AR RIRF RS B A B R & RAT MR & RS
TESE TP ERARAERE (PR T 4087, F2 KMO ¥KT 0.7, Bartlett BRERIR MR G E 2 E N T 0.1, KR
W R 2 (B BAT S OAHOR R AR, ISR 1o e SRIA 7 1) R BV T7 25 KT 70%, e [k

PREETH B ME R, Wk 5 s,
34. BIEBERINAISSHEZ EREXXR

MRAEHE 6 T LU H 38 3 BN RIS 4E R 2 R FE 0.01 /KF BB AR, R H10 B, R 1
JE RN HE L o, SRR 5 SRS FE A IE AR SRR B2 9 #5191 (0.905) - A 3% <5 5 M At i 7™ 1t Jo BRI R

2R Z W] UG R AR

DOI: 10.12677/5d.2025.159269 211

ATHFLE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2025.159269

3

Table 6. The correlation among various dimensions of cognition of residents in heritage sites

F 6. BMERINASUEREZENEXELR

WA AT RU RE DE FA
Pearson A%k 1 0.878™" 0.845™" —.878"" 0.905"*
AT BEHCUE) 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
N 362 362 362 362 362
Pearson #f < 4 1 0.863™" -0.874 0.889"™
RU BEME(CWUR) 0.000 0.000 0.000
N 362 362 362 362
Pearson #H 5 4 1 —0.865™ 0.894™*
RE BEHCUE) 0.000 0.000
N 362 362 362
Pearson AH ¢k 1 -0.905™*
FA B UR) 0.000
N 362 362
Pearson #H < 4 1
DE B CUR)
N 362

FE: "p<0.1, “p<0.05, “p<0.01l.

3.5. B354

1) BF=Hh R R 1 4 B R =R B = E A7

T RGN, [RA T RERE AR 80.07% M MAE R, Durbin-Watson iy 1.807, 4T 1.5~2.5 KR #5274
Flz P, RIUAARAAAEE A A, [, 227 BT 20 0rgs BEW, B9/ F = 185.383, 7F
0.01 7K~F E&3E, KW HA R DURIF RN R, HALE SR AfFELMIELR.
R & AR R 2R 25K 0.05, VIF [E /N T 30, R W [ AR i 5 [RAR & 2 (8] ANA7AE 7™ 2 1) SR 28 M 1) R

Table 7. Regression test on the cognitive dimensions of residents in heritage sites and their willingness to protect
7. BFHMERNNSHESKRPERER)IE

A PRO t EM VIF F W5 R? - Durbin-Watson (U)
AT 0.171 2.230 0.001 6.778

RU 0.067 0.906 0.006 6.342

RE 0.121 1.694 0.002 5.855 185.383 0.803 1.807

DE -0.113 —1.463 0.005 6.903

FA 0.461 4.989 0.000 9.811

Horb, 8 s R ORI RS 32 B SEERS R IR R 20, 2 R 80N 0.171, BIIG™ Hb JE R SEERES
BEBGS, 8 E R R B . i, BT B H1 A5 200 E . 387 M B A PR R 52 31 320
VIR 20, S0 R K0 0.067, RIVIEE ™ M f B 3 WL R By, 387 1t e B (0 DR i el vy o PRI,
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W AR H2 A RIERUE . 3837 1 s R R B = 2 B A IR s, 52me R0 0.121, Rt
i R A ARG, g s R R R R . B, WS RGA H3 AR BIIRE . 18 bR R AR
P05 52 B AR L SR S R B, RSN R AN —0.113, B M R AR S R S S, 3 b R
PRy R RERAE . ik, BFFCRBR HA 15 BI5GIE . 387 M B 1 AR R B 52 BB A P [ IE R M, )
REN 0.461, BIISE =M R I IBR AN A FRRAT, 8= 1R IR =R . ik, B RERE HS 153
B IE

ZUt, BB HL. H2. H3. H4. H5 ¥ RI5AE, Fr MR IEA R . MARAELL I [E1)H R 50T
DA H, 3807 1 BN N 2 4 FE X R 3 B R B s M R S5 IR R AT > SEERESHE > AR > M
XPRIZFEE > F TG e 2%, AR R (513 22 B0k a7~ b J B 5 46 B2 5 R e B 2 TR P [l VA 7 7%,
LU

TP AR R = 0.171 x SZERASTE + 0.067 x EMHITE + 0.121 x #flAK — 0.113 x A%
FIZFK +0.461 x JRENAT

2) BEHERAFER. 17N SCIESE F) I B E 54T

R 8 mIA, 18t Hb i ARG S S5 18 Hb J ERAT i BB 35 TR ] s, 520 RACH 0.824, R
T I B R R R, 8T R R RAT e R . Htl, BT EOR HE 15 258 IE

I8 R AR R s R RSO AE S ) B B IR M sg e, 520 R ECH 0.901, B IS HEE IR
PO R R T, T8 R I SO RE Syt . Rk, B FC R BR HT 18 BI5GHE.

T MR BAT e 85 35 R IOSCAAE S ) B B3 IR R RE MR, B2 R A 0.916, RIS = HhE
BIAT e SRR, 8 M IR A SO B SR s . ftk, B R R H8 15 BI0IE

Table 8. Regression analysis of protection willingness, behavioral response and residents’ behavioral response

8 ESMERRIFER. (TAMNS XL HRIEYVAS

A H REC CON t BEE VIF F ¥ S5 R2 Durbin-Watson (U)
PRO 0.824 21.804 0.000 1.000 475409  0.677 1.910
PRO 0.901 6.686 0.000 1.000  759.847  0.870 1.780
REC 0.916 32.525 0.000 1.000  1057.867  0.838 1.970

3.6. B TR RIT M RAY P TR 54

H A OB AR e T SR 2 W B A ont PRI A e AR AR T L AR A LR, AR EL T B i o3 # B A2
RS RA R W I FESEEE T, R AU B, T HARE RS RIS R . BRI
B A Q)~@)Frn: i) SRETTRQKRE o i) KR TTHEQ) M RE a MITTEE)KREL be Bhl,
#icy a Ml b AR, WRTCUERNZ PR EE; 5 o ARE, M RN A e 4 P RN, I

H73 HA RAN
Y=c*X+¢ Q
M=a*X +e, 2
Y=C*X+b*M +e, (3)
c=Cc'+a*b 4)

HFF 70 LAIEE = Hb R B AT A B (REC) AR A AR & B IR = R (PRO) N H A8 i J& R SCAL4ES: 77 (CON)
NRAFE, AR 8 AIAIRE ¢ W3 HAE N 0.901; FREa B3 HAH N 0.824,
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M7 9 WA, BRI & HARRAZ KT 005, VIFEE/NT 5, KU EAE SRS AIAFAE™H
LR L, AR b 23 HAEDY 0.540, F¥ ¢’ 3% HAG N 0.450, I AT LAHEWTIE ™ 1 = RAT i [
RIEFr AR, AR REON a 5 b 3R 0.445, B HY 13 250E.

Table 9. The significance test of the mediating effect of the behavioral responses of the heritage site residents

0. BT ERIT AN PN A

AEArvEIL R B bRt 225 . L
it — t BEN
B FRUEHE R M g VIF
(F &) 0.728 0.109 6.686 0.000
PRO 0.809 0.027 0.901 29.606 0.000 1.000 1.000
(H ) 0.399 0.083 4.799 0.000
2 PRO 0.404 0.036 0.450 11.187 0.000 0.304 3.286
REC 0.496 0.037 0.540 13.424 0.000 0.304 3.286

a. N4 &: CON
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