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ory and tourist behavioral intentions and its mechanism. Methods: A questionnaire survey was
conducted based on the Individual Authenticity Scale of Tourists, the Tourism Memory Scale, and
the Tourists’ Behavior Intention Scale, and the Structural Equation Model and Bootstrap method
were used for empirical testing. Results: 1) Individual authenticity experience of tourists has a
significant positive effect on tourism memory and tourists’ behavior intention; 2) Tourism mem-
ory has a significant positive impact on tourists’ behavior intention; 3) Tourism memory has a sig-
nificant partial mediating effect in the relationship between tourists’ authenticity experience and
tourists’ behavioral intention. Conclusion: Individual authenticity experience of tourists not only
directly affects tourists’ behavioral intentions, but also affects tourists’ behavioral intentions
through a partial mediating effect of tourism memory.
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1. 51§

CHUUT I, FRIE AT N AR AR, YR AR R R AR FE RS R
W —MAgE . IR0 B, DA R N R H 253 K S0P AR TG TR ZOARA H . RIR & TF
BAR, SWERERE, B SIS g, TRUEE PEARWTT I, = S S AR IR T B I 5
B [RIRE, AMAEERIRIE G, (SR RS . Uy, i, ME. . 2o
A RIS i U AR B BN 3l 75 R o BB FE R AT (2021 FI iRAT NS EE) FRH, 2021 FEREEZ RIH Y
BRI AT, EIRA LR PAMERE . SMIRBCNETE R . SRS ERE, —
A MMBERKEE, B—J7m, A7 RS s AR AL ST, MAR B A e 24
TR TAE P 83 R, fEXREIAS i, AT S RO B0 (5 B4, 2009), AA£ERE AR
BN EAR N TR ) — AN H Wl (5L R 45, 2005). bk, PEs+E 22 IR 1 T T 1028 i, 4 e LA B
15 FH £ 18 I AIOshURK . B B AR (Peper & Harvey, 2018), S3IRATAE I FIAK R Hh 3 2 47 78 BRI 77 A 1 5 K
(Harmon & Duffy, 2022). J#t S 45 NFRAE T — AN s (BRHR B B 3R RILEIR, TRIF AR A B)
TAMEEM S B CREE, UL, 2013). MR SNER AL B R B R, iR M
B SRS A R T dE A R

CUA SCBRR A, R SEME . TRIFICIZ S5 TR 3R 2 R R AT A SR o R TE R I B SR X ik i AT
NEIBRFEmLHTE T, 2 B SRR A R A I PR BRI RS O RIEATIE AT, R
PR FCSIZ I (SRR > . Wang (1999)7E i lie 2 W Btk . f Al = sl L R IR 32 )RSz (O 7 Sl
Z R BAAAE RS, Sl i I AR RS SR A e BRI T, BRIV R AR R B
Bl RIS . HRIWERF 5% PRIH S8 iR 2 [, 5k T7, 2018). CAWIFIERM, FHFEF XL
FLEVERI B ANERE,  BIAA SE M AN R 3 S ] it Do AUl B LA T ) 52 (Fu, 2019),  AFURE i it 35K
PE QAT BB 3 TR A 1 BRAT R R R AT B T8 0 W 9T o R I 25 IR 48 I RIS N 22 T O T e L (11 12
Tl AERAT IR H S, 22 B AZ A iR B R SO L, R, X, 2012). iR
TCAZAE AR ARG ) — N B B, iR 47 N R 50 58 K (Sthapit & Coudounaris, 2018; [E41 2,
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LAY, 2019; Z4LME, KRBEE, 2021).

BT, ARSCNIRIEE FAR X — A R, SN R ERIF G, 8 R T A B RR T
VRS 58 T Ui AN A LSS VERT IR AT A B R N EZ AL, DUBZE R EIRARHT S O b il (4
IR, HE TR TSI A3 o Tt i 7 b o Rt Ui L F R PR AR R S

2. XEKEImSEISRIZ
2.1, MEESM

H A% (authenticity) @45 MA “MOLSERIE O RIRRRE, ATREE 9. —Bobh. iEmE. RERM
CAIEESE, KR, PRI, 2009). AMARFESEIESRINZ MATCRRAGHURS . RIEMERILAFERKSZ ., JEEAM
IERRIRE BT IR EAFAAETT 30 BFLAASK Winnicott A0y, “HAIR” EHISEH QB IMESLEKK H 3K,
R T EEEE K FOR AL TOCRER” . R RS NSRRI E R 2R
RSN, A5 B ORI AL L8 F F(Harter, 2002). K FAMERESMERERZBOR, O AR TE
HUH RS M AR, MRRSE R — MR R I MAZE R, e 5 MALEEEE DI, X
MR, B8, A, A S SO AER . EWE OB RER, PUCMERRE. HRRLEE
B B2 BREORBE S EA PN M AR, ok, &S, 2020). SRT0, AMARESLER
AN B AR R STt — AR il B AT N R R AT ONEE IR, M BOR IR FE A ] o

2.2. fRFENFES AR REE T AEENRE

H 3 [E #1222 5 MacCannell (1973)%4 B SEHEMES 51 RO LR, iR B S 8 — B 520
o AFAE 3 SO S i R Ui A RS R T LSV E A TG, IR HOR I T A FE AR B S
I ER SN, TR AR ST S (B2 [, TR Ty, 2018). I AR B SE PR R iRk
o, iR IR L N AE B R REAZ 1T E AT SR B R IE RIR S () d il 2017) . BFSE T
W 388 SR FH 1) A5 AR S5 R T AR AR Y A A, BIF AT St AR i A 38 7 R Vi AN 2 R U3 (Slow Tourism)
(Meng & Choi, 2016), %8 CTEARIE# £k LS SR . hL. SOl . HUO7 2 R 2 o6 & .
SORTSR G, I A R T 3 S AT S R AR T R A A E B AT A iR (Ram, Bjork, & Weidenfeld,
2016; AREVE, 225, TREIRH, 2017). 47N RE R A S AT AR SR S AR AR AT AR, i IR
HZ 5REMIREENZEIR(EYS, fE, Ti5%, 2020), & HRHiRE T & BRIG H 5<8E (Chen & Tsai,
2007) . ik F AT MR IB R R, 2R 2 R A R E R L A E R =M EAR(Kim & Bonn, 2016).
STk I B Szt 547 BRI RE % b, Kim 1 Bonn (2016)7E 2 Wi 4 (HF %6 rh B« M H 3 42 3% o
LR R o “AES W FE I A R 2 5 2080 2 A DG & 30 7 PIAN R I = i Ui (R A7 AE 32 B
PEARF. BT, B SSERT A, CAUESE T AAAE £ L SEXAT N SR A AEH - Kolar A1 Zabkar (2010)
W90 R IRAFAE 32 CEL S AUE M Z AR IE MR R . i — 2P, 7E8 ™ iRIFS = F, Fu (2019)BAtH
TS I8 7 AR K T RN SR, R IT T A A TS AN B S 40 i 3 A R B R
M) e ) ALK, A7 3 ST S 2 R 9 3 K8 7 b R IR (R i[RI AR . Mleng A1 Choi (2016) 76 18 Jife 7 175 45
Wt 5 A 43 i i 8 A7 A 2 SCE SRV AR 08 B IR T R SR S 518 kiR AK . Park, Choi Il Lee
(2019)7E ST Ak 38 7= b 86 (] 22 25 117 1) Hahoe 433847 SEAEAIF 7, e i 8 3 4% 250 S o e 9 8 3k e P AN 200156
WEAEERERW,

FT M, AHIE T B B

HL: it A A B SEPE ARG iR AT A S A B3 1 R 1] 5
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2.3, WRiEEMEE ST R HRIFICIZ BRI

1012 72 T Uife 3 A R U S [ RE 8 AR I 6 5% A OG0 E IR b TR AR B S FE ) e 7 (Zator,
Smith, & Puczko, 2018). JgilfF# 1E 2 HRHFE S, IR 2 80 AAT8E1Z, AN T B AR E AR
W AR, XA BT K 13812 (Yin, Poon & Su, 2017)%: At S iR i e 12 i BRI K 3047 T 09T
TENRIE ARG I TR, AR T A R iR 47 v, M T H® R, Famgp, AekE
Mov A NTEVE S T BRI ARS8 RE 8 7E A N Sk o A AR S AR A2 1Z(Kim, 2010), T dis& A
MBS AR IS MR X R AL, T2, KA TE RS IR R 6 A Re 2 P SRR (AL, ei%
¥, 2021). FETEIERIFTE 5K, Taheri, Gannon Fl1 Kesgin (2020)75 H i it # 34K B S22 5 ik iiFic
PR, YRS S H R R TN B35, @R ER, AT REZImi
17

BTk, AW R

(o P < R NN R B L N 690 3 TR VAR S R A SO A T 8

24. HEHCIZSREEITARR

O A2 i Al B Ui R e AR JERUE, U MR AR AZ B e, 2 e ik R e A2 B R
mn I SE R A1 (Yin, Poon, & Su, 2017); AATAEAE M A) T-ic (2R AR I ek, 06h— ANl B i i AR AR 10 12
BN T e ) E R R (Martin, 2010). e 122 SR AR R UL SR 1) B HE R 2R (Wirtz & Kruger, 2003). i
TN ZE AR (2021) A0 B i i HE R RIS IEIZ 54T N M BIAE G R &R, S, IRIF AR IEIZ B3
SO i E R T RO HERE R I, [RMZ R 2, Rl B it v AR 3 25 1] D 52 ) ek 5 o

BT, AT AR

H3: i i 2 0 i i & 47 e R A T A 52

2.5, HEFCIZE R E MRS A Sk E T AR B Z B8 R BR

ANz — BRI e Jiis s [BHZ SRR 2 R AT AR KR K R 5 (Hu & Xu, 2021). iCiZ 2 BER
IEVRIAER 5940, K TR I 45 R WP LE DR 2 B 0 315 il 25 NG L ik Vi 1 122 170 52 M0 AT R 8 1) BRI S e/ (i
%, FiftE, 2021). HAT, 2 ATCx e momi % 1 RS2 PR R P EOE IR, iRk 1 S Ok i
WY E, T 2RSSR IR A R 754 AXER (Wang, Liu, Wei et al., 2020). kil # AR %
PE — DTN RO . 0 LR, Rl AR SRR IFCIZ B AR, Rz 2
TR ) — N LG R, MR E AT R

ST, AwPrUiR R

H4: JRIFFICIZAERNTE & AR SRS SR AT e e B T .

L EPTE, AHFURIRT AL NS 1 PR

H4

o MRAEEI H3

[t s o)

el EiTARE|

H1

Figure 1. Research model
1. MRIRE
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3. ARt
3.1. i|&EiEit

AR BEAR TR AR F S EAA R ik i AT N AL R AN Ry,
Ao A 1) G DN B, 55 AR AR AR A SE ARG AL . BB = AN AR I R AL R B A O L
BRI BRI Likert 5 fisRIE, M 1~6 ZorARH AR R BAER F .

R A VAR IR S R0 R P S i R R U MR OSSR, A=A, LRl S
M T TR AT AR A5 A 2 AP AL S0 e LA AT, AR5 SN SR A A5 5 (Kim
& Jamal, 2007), BIEREWIFNERS . AL RERMPRASA . AHANNIER . B IRk 4 AR 8 Bt B
27— AIABERES . 120 VA CRED. BN TRE OO, XTECA TR TR
IR 4 ANFRIT A2 A0 ASER ARG REDS B b ERARMU G . IR SATEIN A B B AR AR
Al N FROIUTEE 25 i g = A

IRIFICAZ RS Kim (2010). i 155 (2016)AH SR FT A LA, SR 00 1 RELE 1 e HL S Lk
JiRilE AR IR L BE[RIZR B R R 2 5SS RE AR M ORI B AR 4 Az el
REGER L ORI F TR B TS RE RIS L Ry E B A R A [ ARSI DR T N 10—
T AE [ AR R T I 1) — 27, 3k 8 Nl

iR AT R AR A Kim Al Bonn (2016) &R, GUFREJT. HEF AN SOAT 3 AN, il 5 Ak T
T il — YORMF S BRI BRI FATEOL RIS A RIS, AN, BT
TRIEE VR FEe . RBERE . AWM S B A B A i T

3.2. HEWEE

AW T 2021 4 10 H 23 HZE 10 7 31 HIME, RAZL FAZ BRI SR 77, SehbEh)
200 17, EEMME. QQ. MIHE ALk Emin % 275 4y, it RSN 475 4. BIRIEE Rei. M
ST, BERBIE /IS 387 4y, MEABES 81.4%. Hr, SRFEAT L Ludl sl
N 41.3%F1 58.4%, RS ALL 19 £~25 % 26~35 % NFE, /3l 41.9%F1 32.6%; ZHE L FE
Mok AR AR, &5 20.4%. 47.8%. 14.2%; HUA 5000 76K PAF & 4 H 66.2%;  HR
AT, ANBURZ MR Al A . e d A N . RS A A A 5 N B Rl A A 55 5L
S HEN 55.4%; FEA PRI HIFEAERAE 2 IR LA BN L 66.0% , 69.3%MikiiEE L A BT, 5
A [FEE R R 54 RAT &7 Ee R B1.7%; ikl R AERTIRIFE 1 2 N S EE 11.9%, 1-2 FRT S EE 11.4%, 2~3
JAHT & EE 15.9%, 1~3 AT T 25.1%, 3 AN H~1 4HT T 25.6%, HEREFA] S IE 11.1%, AT RLE H,
Ji i T — N H 22 A B 38.2%, 1~3 AN H BT 25.1%, 3 N H~1 015 i 25.6%; 25—k FiZih
TR NHG LG 59.9%,  FEE IR B R E A S5 L 40.1%.

3.3. HAEE

AHI T o = B B AT A B Ay M. 55—, {8 SPSS 26.0 F1 AMOS 25.0 #6248 & (115 5 A%,
HEATHEIR MG R % RES U6, @ B IEPE R 7 o BT RS M BB (A S LB . S =, fFH AMOS
25.0 Xf SRR EAT AR B0, BRAIE IR I AR SRS L R IFEICAZ AR I AT O A R[]
K% 2=, XH Bootstrapping %, 56 ez 1012 78 i it A B9 AR I6 6 i Ui 47 N I 22 1)
A ER
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4, BB R
4.1, MERERBKIE

B, FRUERL . Wi Cronbach’s o REGHATHEL:, 24 Cronbach’s a REKT 0.7 W 1id B A] FE 445
s (Nunnally, 1978). AHF 7t ] 35 8K (5 ¥y 0.922, #IEF &[] Cronbach’s o REWI AT 0.7, (EHH &,
VLI 5 N TE—EUEROR R IF (R 1), R KMO 30X R M AUE TR . &R TR, WAGBREART
KMO fE°4 0.910, KT HARARAEME 0.5, VLBH M &E SN =T, 28, REBE. Rl MEE sk
B RWFICHZ . RUEE AT 9 R P AL 5 P PR AR R A BRL - e 43 il A T 0.699~0.844. 0.606~0.820.
0.751~0.830, ¥JKF 0.5 H7FE p<0.001 /K LE3E; iR E R P77 ZMEEAVE) KK N 0.592,
0.535. 0.624, ¥J°KF 0.5 (Fornell & Larcker, 1981). &5 5 (CR)fK X v 0.939. 0.898. 0.841, CR1H1Y
7E0.7 UL L, FEMEFR R &EE RIF(Gefen, 2000), WE—SEiam, BAEMERIF. =, X9
BE o SRR P37 22 S BUCE (AVE)EAS 56 X 20 30U o 24 AVE B3 KT A I 98 % S 1) AH 26 R AT~ 7
B, X U8B X AR I (Igbaria, livari, & Maragahh, 1995). ZK656, A 5 & ) IX 5250 R AF

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and scale reliability and validity tests
=1 #HRAMSITEREREESYERE

WA NRIGEE Esimate P EHIRGE(AVE) UL {EHE(CR)  Cronbach’s a

AUL 0.808
AU2 0.764
AU3 0.834
AU4 0.747
AU5 0.750

ggﬁgg AUB 0.844 0.592 0.941 0.887
AUT7 0.699
AU8 0.779
AU9 0.731
AU10 0.769
AU11 0.730
ME1 0.790
ME2 0.820
ME3 0.770

iRanra ME 0.705 0.535 0.901 0.906
ME5 0.750
ME6 0.606
ME7 0.743
MES 0.647
IN1 0.751

ﬁﬁzﬁgﬁ IN2 0.830 0.624 0.832 0.819
o IN3 0.787
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4.2. GHIRENE

TN FEARGAT IR AR, & 0008 & 1 0 B R T-0.693~-0.279, IR KRB E AN T
—0.524~0.595, 4aXHESM AL T 3 A1 8 MG FHE LA T, FEAREIES IEATERSS, & BR A SO BAR I AR
BT S HUA (5L B, 2013) . Harman’s B[R A6 50 45 TR o, AR ERE T 26 — AR 15 Z iR 38.64%,
BT HEMBERNT 40%, WIAFFELEIL[F 77 2 22 ™ 5 0] # (Podsakoff, 2003). Ik, KM CFA
OB AT SR T2 ZE A 50 o R P A IR [ 25 B0 2 P 3 A (2 TR T A ) A ] — /N8 AR e (PR IR 7
R, EREH], PR TR (A = 1825.212, Adf = 209, p = 0.000) R = [K AR 5 2 73 53 Ay =
533.828, Adf = 201, p = 0.000), FRFEAA ™ H (1)L A T7 15 22 i) o fe 2445 BB R e E R 4 (2
W, 2013), Ay*df ¥ 2.656, CFl %y 0.929, IFI 4y 0.930, TLI Jy0.19, RMSEA 3 0.065.

4.3. TEEIREXSTH

TRWEF MR ESNEARTS . IRIEICIZ . TRIFEAT NERE AR ERIME . PR REL(E 2),
W AR B SRR LS SR IFEICIZ(r = 0535, p < 0.01). Wl MEE SR S5k E1T NEEr =
0.463, p < 0.01). HRIFICIZ S RHTE AT NI (r = 0.465, p < 0.01), WHEAEENIEMFIKR. SRR
REIFF 5B E RS BB T, S SO BT S 3R At T R IEHE «

Table 2. Mean, standard deviation and correlation coefficient of each variable

F2 BRLENME REEFHEXAK

B 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1.5
pRGR -0.320
BHHERE 0.148™ -.068
A TR EL —0.052 0.160™ 0.253"™"
5. /MA RS -0.113" 0.070 -0.093 0.142™ (0.769)
6. 1Z, -0.113" -0.065 0.108" 0.128" 0.535™" (0.731)
TATAEIR -0.510 0.019 -0.016 0.196™" 0.463™" 0.465™" (0.624)
HME M 1.59 2.90 3.55 2.09 3.84 4.02 3.80
brifE % SD 0.508 1.053 1.010 1.019 0.604 0.602 0.790

FE: N = 387 $i 5 P EUE N S8 BF 1 7 22 IR I SEARF I 77308 p < 0,001, #oR p < 0.01, "FR p < 0.05.

4.4. BRI

IOUFASCHE IO TS, JFREEE TR o BT 1 B RN RN () B8N, 15 H 5 R B TR B B A 56 1)
GERL(F )R, AT B HIS ] T REABEE I SR FUARRIUN: ki MR B SRS 6 ik i E AT N
B WAz B3 E MR (B1 = 0.451, p < 0.001; B2 = 0.553, p < 0.001), B H1. H2 Bor; MRiFic
(XTI AT NI B35 1E M52 (B3 = 0.459, p < 0.01), Bl H3 Akar.
45. hTRL

TR ARG I K Bootstrapping 5. Hayes Zi /A R K36} Bootstrapping £/ &
5000 X (Hayes, 2009). H Bootstrapping 73 #1 H/r8CR , 3K i [A] 42 241 (1) B {5 [X [8] (confidence interval, CI),
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W CLANVES 0, MR LR, RoREERIRAN 0, HFARRA7AE (Hayes, 2009). Lau 1 Cheung (2012)
HVBCRIN(L — o) x 100%[H BAZ X E 17720, % BOE 95%C1 WAELE 0, BIFE p <0.05 /KPR R%E.
[, FEPPAh A RORI, — B8R A HEARHELL (1) 45 B (Preacher & Hayes, 2008). 17 4 FizN, [BJ4230N A7
EH R, 95%Cl AVEFE 0, RRFNFRALE: BEESPU/NF RN HEE, RS HAN R,
BV e i 102 P e T A A B SE PR AR IS S i A AT e SR R R B B R T AR, IR AZ I R A R
JNE b LU ) 41.53%

Table 3. Hypothesis path test
3. RIRBERE

R Bz AL 2B B e S.E. t{H tvalue R
HL: il 2 M LS I I6 — 17 RS Bl =0451"" 0.691 9.873 S
H2: iRl A B SRR — iR B2 =0.553"" 0.500 12.773 SR
H3: JRIFICIZ—AT N B3 =0.459"" 0.687 10.174 S

E: TTRR p<0.001, TFRp<0.01, “FxKp<0.05.

Table 4. Intermediation effect test

F 4 AL

FNA FAGTHE — v 0 MR R PYREY oL
Effect Point estimate brifELR S.E. z 95%Cl Effect size Two-tailed test
[R5 0.363 0.161 2.254  [0.099, 0.752] 41.53% *
Indirect effect
ELEA 0.511 0.234 2.183 [0.162, 1.044] 58.47% -
Direct effect
24 250 x
S 0.874 0.166 5.265 [0.582, 1.213] 100%

Total effect

VE: DE: JRIFE MEESIYEARIS —RIFEATAEIR: B RIFEAMMEE AR — iR ic 12— iR E T N E IR,
DA RSB AR AL S SR T ROR p<0.001, TR p<0.01, "#R p<0.05,

5. iR 5itie
51. &R

ARSI FE EARIAE T, WA E DR SEVERSS . R ICAZ AR B AT N R
SR, R BLA IR AT SR RSB LB AT S REAT 1AM E . RSO T, AR 0 E LS R
LE

S R MR RS EAR S B R 3 IR R R AT R REFACIZ, Ul BRI A AR S
PEACT B, TR 8 5 7 AE R TR TS A2, T RO S IR AR TR 8, (RIS E 5225 1R i i 4 1T R B
AMASK B BANFTRETEI, S REFEARIE R AR A, AR HERRTFE AT S SR AR IR . 5 IRIEE
A SR I E I R IFFCIZ B R R AT N, TRIFFCIZAEH A A A% T 8 Th AR R, ik A
LSRRG R IR AZ ) Al B0 BRI 3R, Rl A A S AR 0 T R i AZ 6 Tkl 4 47 D i Bk 3 e v
IRCERIE 41.53%, Rk, il H A3 E B 2078 2 BRI & A S RIS 27 A AR A T
iy AR S KPR R, IRIFICIZEIR ], E SR, B AT R
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52. BEEER

AT TR LA R TR AT RIS R SRS AL, BT FC S5 R il e o A AT H
BEA—ERN R B, R HE RS AR B R b BEOGUE R e A B SR R S BRI T, 1
5 HLA) AU H AT, R EIRIEE S 5. iRl LR H BRI S R AR S K ]
LR35 ST R AR = i B SO AT U, ARG SN 9% . HRIEE AR B ST, ORI AR
Rl s, XM S AR I ICIZ A B 5 i i 8 (0 S R AR R, O BRI i H A ML A
MBIFERAAEE RS 5, iRily B AOHUE B 222 Wi & LA 1, BONONAS, T i i 1
WH OB, SCUENRIE P AL TR, ARSI H I SCAR B 557K, 8 B IR JE R i 3 A1 B
NPETRT RSSOl 2RISR B RIFCAZ Q& A F, AT 25| il & X fiifs B (3t 47 v,
SEBLIRE H 3 Rr L RAE R

5.3. MRFRERRKMARTTE

B FAFAE—LLFIR, XL SR IR R AR e i B — 2P O TT . 58, RUEPEARRE AR AT
DRI, (A RAMRE SR FEH, Lopez A1 Rice (2006)iA NS EA 6 RAME B RFIRIE, BTK
FEHRRARN A EEE R PIRCEE SR, MEARER KRR, KERRH ML HA
TR B AR K (Chen, Jiao, Li et al., 2021), FELGEIRIFHITGOLT, S5RMFREREEME, A
AT AT M SRS . X PR R AATIMA RS IRIEFRRER S F . AR
AR B, R R B AR YS IRT T AT R AR R AT R T . Hk, RS T, %
PENERON, FEASE 2L AR LRBENUAI, MR R S AR ICAZ BAT BRI 3780, ARRBE T
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