Geographical Science Research HiFERL22AF 5, 2017, 6(4), 230-242 Hans X
Published Online November 2017 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/gser
https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2017.64026

The Perceptions on the Tourism Influence
from the Community’s Stakeholder:

A Case Study of the Shanghai

Old Town Area

Yantao Guo?, Tao Lin?*

1Haiyan Tourist Board, Haiyan Zhejiang
*Tourism Institute of Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai

Email: lin_tao@shnu.eud.cn

Received: Oct. 18", 2017; accepted: Nov. 1%, 2017; published: Nov. 7", 2017

Abstract

With the rapid development of community tourism in recent years, the significant affects have
been resulted from such Kind of activities. Due to the different affects of tourist activities on the
stakeholders in one community, their perception on the affects from tourism activities varies
great obviously. Based on the interviews and questionnaires to 3 key stakeholders, i.e. tourists,
tourism practitioners and community residents, who are from the Shanghai Old City Historical
Landscape Protecting Area(SOCHLPA), this paper studies 42 indices of perception on tourism im-
pacts and teases out 7 factors through mean and variance analysis by Principal Component Analy-
sis. The authors conclude that, 1) in the SOCHLPA, the overall perception on the impacts of tourism
activities from the three tourism stakeholders is that the residents’ perception is the most pro-
found, the tourism practitioners in second place and the tourists’ in the last place and these three
core stakeholders affirmed that the tourism activities contribute greatly to the community; 2) the
community residents and tourism practitioners clearly have perceived that the community pays
great environmental and social costs for the community tourism, and they do not realize the an-
ticipating taxation and well-management for the community, this “cost-benefit” unfair phenome-
non satisfies the social exchange theory basically. Therefore, the community residents and the
tourism practitioners perceive primarily the negative impacts from tourism activities; 3) the
tourists have perceived a positive impact on communities from their own activities. They believe
that the tourism activities bring a great economic benefit to the community, and these interests
directly or indirectly contribute to the community residents and tourism practitioners.
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HE

AR, HXRMFHRERE, XFRIFESISH XAR T RZ R T HRH S s% A FA 2R
RIEHEEAR, H&AXNRFESIRNFEELRARNBNSEER. ASCEEX L2552
ARG IRBEE  Hclie AN DL R X ERE3M O s RE RV M EHE, 42 MR W
RBREIPITBEAT T Gt 5047, RAEBRS A HEmEE 7 ks mE 7, FREd 9 ER T Z 0 T
TR Rl AL E A X R RN IR MBS SR ESR . GRRY, £ LR P SRS,
H—, HXERIRFESIHROEWBAREZ, SERER, WFEALEER, KiEEST BRI
XERCLIRIEN A RE B T RFESINEX L5 SULRBHE T EARTR; $=, HXERMK
e A B B R A B DORTRIF R SRAT I T BRI SR S A, AL X B B HEACP MR
THBEEEBORAKTE, X “BRAE - fi” PATFHHRERFEHLSTHRER, Hik, HXERM
T A R B B 2 RIS S AR SB=, IRIEE R R BB B R RIS S % AL X R AR
R ARAINCA, IRIFESISAL X AR T 25 s, T E X R 2 BRI IS 1A XE R R
ML .
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1. 51§

TRIFE S HAREE . HRUE E . RIEA. U AR DOR SR ARG ML O R 1] R
P BN AR 2 A A 2 BTt 0 2 AN [ R BE OS2 AT Xt T s e SR A AE 22 AR - A 1970 44K
THiG, RG22 ST XIRBFAT T B IR o TR 2 A 5% 38 BRI A BT 70 B 22 R B AE A DXl A 2
M IR 9 3 BRALAIE . BifE B[2] [3] [4]- #1140 Jamal A1 Getz B A H(F 2L i8E F T-4E X ki
M, AR T (e F R HOM] 2 AR SRR IR N TR B, A2 LT A B G A DX i A )
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TERERE” o, iR FUE M, B 77 B R PATR B, #8T5 ZERI 3 A E S 5 MYMEs]. HEWr2
35 N FH BRI 5 75 3058 e ASEEAT TR UERIZE . o Williams 25 DU EE KA TIAR - BFA8 L IE 2 4 B
T “3L[H 5 (Shared Decision-making: SDM)#EZ” [6], Bram Well 2545 4 5245 7 2245 (Hope Valley)
PR T “Hh 7 BME SR #) E (Local Collaborative Policy-making Process)” HIHE4E[7], De Araujo 25LL (275
RACIRIHFTT RAT BN EE) 1) Costa Dourada 51 H H Fr i il A VR 9% 2R A BIHR 1 e K e & 1R 1ERR 45 8],
A 2 28 AR Dt Ui o A7 E PR 2 A DG 28 WM Il Rt T AL 5 [9] [10] [14] [12] [13].

Bl P 4 X i R B T, SRR 2 AR e PR AR T e v ) B, ik X 2L BERRRE . A
b AR RIS, R AR R P R 22 2 R A DX PR AR R R R B [14] [15] [16]. FABNI, TSN ARG
FH a BRI E IR R A R IR 3 —— B E XA ARG #EDCORE A& I SRR
fs A AR, IR R A I A ATt AR H0 B AN R 0 B AN U558 R F e i 1) b A v B 45
BHES TR ITR, B R FALHI[17]; S5 0TR R I 25 A0 5% BRI v R 4R 8
TR e e R RIS X R S A AT TRFAT, KK T R 38 A DG B TE R K e
()8 FH [18]-[26]

1960~1990 AR,  [EI AT T ik 52 et B R FRI I 7T 3 AR vh T e i OGS T e Sl (4 R [27] [28]
[29]. 2000 ALK, [EI Uk 45 285 1 2 A DG 38 0 e it b B3 55 DX (9 i e s Tl PR SR N 4R 2%, 4 Erick A1 Hollly
ST 58 B AL R PRGN AR £ ARG 4 A FIRAR D E BER (R R b BUR B 2 AR ) (1 1R
PREGTRE, R BN [F)F 2 B A 2 TB) PR Rl () JBRIAZ /R 22 5, LRkt 9 MR 7 MFTE R E %
F[30]; FEXHEE AR AL B4 2411 Djabugay jiiF 4t X (1B 70 )5, Pam Lucinda A1 Sigrid A, #E X & RAE
WA R AR M 7 2 B i[RI, A AR eI A~ B2 s FE A A, IR A R 55— R AT
WeFema[31]; JEAESR, [ P IIAE SCHIE ST 4 b 1 RO TR s mBR N, AR SuET 45 | ARIE = . STk st
FE XUE 3 2R8I R AR R AT 8 B A, PR T A RIS A 35 4 XS BRK R i s ) S
N7 R [32] 5 W B SR AR 22 BN 22 R A 2 s R AL DX AT ) 45 B S UR BE VTR, IR0 T ROIR I 2 MR
AN 22 55 [33]s FRAASCEEX JLZE AL E NF B S A i 4k X IR Rt i sz e g SN gk A7 1 BBk 5%
[34]. MERBAEDEHABTL, AR L% RS T DCCA Jrikad it Mol 5 iz 52 fA R0 7K ik
17 THEFP[35]. SR, X H R 25 A0 O3 BRI s B 72, A Ad T2 b B, TR 2 1 sK
Bl AR ZR

H 1960 FARAL, el & & BT s SR IR PR BT 520 52 20 AATT DGR [36], 4 DX PR ite i 52 1 1 4 Ji& 2855 521
I A SO =07 T, (R IX 22 5 M OR RPN R, AT5 A TE B i 4 FH 7 72 R0 il iR
A R . BRT, B3 ZIAATRZ Ap Fl Crompton 52 H VPN R EE, Alfi15% A 32 sy IR T4 s,
PR T B R DA RE, A 147 ANIH AR 2 35 NIH[37]. MU, [ P TF IR AT
] DA it 1 (0 R S A VT A, sk ST A DA P i H o ), I R, R T S KRR
WK 7, 24 ANHRIERZIAIE ;s ARG ET SR X LA bid, 18 Bl 7S KOs R 7 & 25 /i i s e 1 H
Xof TH 3 1 () TR S AT T A AE[38]. /NI AETE R TN BRI R M S N I R, K R Vi 1E T 5
M 3 ANMERE 11 NI, A ma s 3 ANGERE 11 ANINTR[27]. R (R 78 5 ik ok B2 AR,
i Ui 5 ) PR P2 4R B ATY AL E AW IRIHR R 2 e

2014 4%, FHEREAT E P9 Ui % £ 2.68 A0 NI P NBRIE & 4 791.3 15 N IR, N BRI i % 41 639.62
TN e TR N IR BB T A kil B R 58 2108, [ iR s shxt E#RRsE . i
TASHE  JE RAETESE RIE 2. AT B DA 23800 I e RELORS X ], sdid ViR AR AR, #8
LR NBEE AR, AR E K. RO EIR, 2015. 3. 21,
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FRAL DR 2 A 9K S DX T 0 2l A R R BRI, A A AN [ R A G 385 R 2 TR0 i e 52 1 ) e 22 ¢
TR A DX B TG I P X Y BRI, PR SRR AR s, (bR DRI AT R8RS A
HEZ . SE AN, ASCEAEXE R R AR LB O R, BRIl R
WEAE RIS AEE, JEREE H R BURT . AFBUNAZL, BR . MDA 3BT . SCIIREE . HIRIRER
PERNANEIPR SR, 5 BRI FUAK o 2 i i A 2 A DR A Xk DX sl T R M R RN 2

2. MAREBSAERR
2.1 FIRESE

IR P SR ST A A IX S 2003 AR BT RIE S 12 AN I X 7 S SO RERIX 22—, #4700
ZAF 7 5 o MR B rh AR R RN B 1 7 251 [ %, SR NI 2 — AN R X8, S AR 199.72
AN 1) ZIBRK PR E N 20.7 /KM 1), KSR S 3T 572 . X Py a0l P 4%
210 Z4Bke, BIE%E 10 Z KK, WPRESE 80 £ ESFRi W, PREEL 10 22 NEH,
FNE . IR RS 10 2RI, 1 ARSURYIER, 34 KRR A, Lt P ARTESY
177 A=A FT[39].

RS X B = AMETER X, SRR NRIIAIE. BB Z 1. R T TERE A X A X
XM, AN 122 A, Hapgsk AM 15 75, XN 12 iR 55, 1043 Fr4lk, 1343 7
AMETR S BEEEA T XX A E MR, ANRBURERXEK, HEXEH 119 Km?, PEEER
29 7if7, 10 BN, NIV SONT R By 06 AT G X AL T RS X PG pE 3, I f 1.24 Km?,
FUEENT 875 )7, BIRZERZ 1842
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Figure 1. The location of the shanghai old city historical landscape protecting area and its sketch map

E 1 EsZERHEXHUASGRXAEREXESEEREE

2 WAL X R ah . bW T O X N KR (1458 AL X https://shxdm.huangpuqu.sh.cn/shhp_xdm/; b ¥ 77 3 1 X 4 @ 45 38 4 X
http://shyyjd.huangpuqu.sh.cn/shhp_yyjd/; T TE T 1478+ IX http://shixm.huangpugu.sh.cn/shhp_Ixm/Default.ntm.
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2.2. A&

4% Ap Al Crompton [40]. FA/NEEANE SR 45[27] XIEFS FZRLIF[41]. FSAARISKGE[A2]0F K ik diE
WM ER, SERZERE XSRS, EE T 45 NI RIG R R R, LD R AR
T 4 NRIER RS . 3 BRI . 3 A IXRRAN 5 AR RIS @I, &5 TUBIER S 42
AR o i) 25 PR 25 E A9t U 7 3 5 A A SR e I 52 o S A S50 0 A o 0 R 3 T SR A B R A SRS
SCARFRRE . Bk FEAH AR (A H RN 2 N CVRHIE s RS AT U 2255« #E 2 SCAGFIER
BE 3ANERE, Shit 42 AT, DA A KBRS T AL KORIWEE S T ARG T K A EiE . AR
B EUWE G . A SRR R ERMN 5 RN, 2AFEEFRE S 40, FE 445,
WAL 348 R 2 48y ARE R 143

2.3. HAWESHIENTE

20134£ 10 A 1 H~11 A 15 H, VEEE LU P 2SR IX N TS ieiie & iy Aol 2 A X f&
FOFE, ViR. EZEF 2013 4“7 EPIYIFAEZIIR P LSO RS X AR 1 BT, sl 3l
BEJek - B2 AR I LA K T R e B S5 s 8 ROl S R A, AR Il 7 I B G B A
PSR ERR 150 47, AR 94 43, ARERAUN 62.6%, LRIk MR AR A .

A 3 X0k 2 SRR X3P AR e ¥ o AR N G R ST R R 35 N DAL BRI S XA AR N 0L iR
R Al B AR T SR A R B TR A 35T 150 £, BRI “Hiiis Ml i Bt R )
BREA,  [AREE BT ) I C & BGCRREE AN R, XURIC 2LR 48 97 17, A 2R 64.6%.

DRI A X R AR EXT R FBAEA, AEF ALV 12308 XX A PR BN X
X hX . BXMX L WIEE/NX L FIREANX, IERE REAT VIR, RN RS 150 43, UiiR
B A E e, SRR R 124 43, AR 82.6%. FEAKE K SPSS17.0 Seitt A7 A 173
s SRJE FREAT O3 2 73 A AAR 5 70 A

3. WELERSH
3.1 #WiEEES AOHHE

VG5 R B IR (2 1), $OH A BRI REABEAL M S AR B Lok Ee ) el , e £, RN 53.1%;
40 % DL R 1 4R LU ik 94.3%; Hh & DL 2 75 2 IR ELBIIE 79.1%; H WL 3000~5000 JG 5 EL i 44.1%;
XS R ) T R B, AR L A5 A 55.5% .

3.2. AF5H

321 REMEKRE

BRI 45 R 2R (4 2), Cronbach o fH KT 0.8, UtHIRE NI —BMERLS, &M o &
FER IR AE R R, KMO EEEKT 0.7, BHHZARRE SB[y, Bartlett (EREALS I+
Ji{E )y 3586.406, EMEMEFN/NT 1%, Ui B A G HEAN RS AL R, GEit Bt B T

3.2.2. ML

I IRAAY B 7E MR S S ARAH DA I E o Ak bR I I T R BT 0.2, HMBRIUHE &
Cronbach o B384 i3 M 5 s e % J IR 7384 /N 0.4, 3 [FIIZE AN R 7 i 3k fr #8K T 0.4 F IR [27]
MR IX A brdE, H SPSS17.0 AT B KTy ZEER T 40 #r, X 42 ANRF40 A X1~X42 £oR, &
TARal, 42 NI LM 2. 6. 7. 18, 31, 32, 33. 34 Zdtit 8 Wi, AJEFIT 34 AL T
TR (L 3).
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Table 1. Social demographic characteristics of the respondents
= 1 WIAEEMS AOFHE

JiidliE X E R Jitedie ok 2 A
i H W (n = 94) (n = 124) (n=97) At
FEA (%) FEA (%) EN (%) A (%)
3 5 43 45.4 66 53.2 39 40.2 148 46.9
FE % 51 54.7 58 46.8 58 59.8 167 531
<20 3 31 9 7.3 2 2.1 14 4.4
21~30 84 90.6 86 69.4 74 76.3 244 715
il 31~40 5 47 18 14.5 16 16.5 39 12.4
*) 41~50 2 1.6 4 32 4 4.1 10 32
51~60 0 0 4 32 1 1.0 5 15
>61 0 0 3 24 0 0 3 1
Wt &L 3 3.1 4 32 5 5.2 12 38
=L 16 17.2 24 19.4 14 14.2 54 17.1
f%g KE(HE) 19 20.3 24 19.4 35 36.1 78 24.8
AF 49 53.1 54 435 26 26.8 129 409
fifi+ J2 LA 7 6.3 18 14.5 17 17.5 42 13.4
<1000 9 9.4 14 11.3 4 4.1 27 8.6
1001~3000 32 34.4 8 6.5 1 11.3 51 16.2
H(i%}\ 3001~5000 38 40.6 56 45.2 45 46.4 139 441
5001~8000 13 13.8 35 28.2 31 32 79 25.1
<8001 2 2.1 11 8.9 6 6.2 19 6
<1 / / 7 5.6 17 17.5 / /
1~3 / / 20 16.1 45 46.4 / /
3~5 / / 21 16.9 26 26.8 / /
FE I AT I 1] 5~10 / / 15 121 8 8.2 / /
10~20 / / 37 29.8 1 1.0 / /
20~30 / / 19 15.3 0 0 / /
>30 / / 5 4 0 0 / /
g 12 12.5 11 8.9 6 6.2 29 9.2
T b 62 67.2 68 54.8 45 46.5 175 555
ST T R
g 16 17.2 36 29 37 38.1 89 28.3
1RT it 4 31 9 7.3 9 9.3 22 6.9
Table 2. The reliability and validity test
2. EEMERR
15 BER IR BRI
BURE R85 11 Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin J¥ & 0.825
Bartlett 1Bk A 30T fBA R T 3586.406
of 561 Cronbach’s Alpha 0.849
Sig. 0.000
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Table 3. Rotation composition matrix

= 3. IEEE R ERE

7 I35 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Xq TR e 1 A i AU 0.637 0066 -0.072 -0.045 -0.063 0129  0.049

Xio T N AR Z A3 O el S5 AR R B (R L 22 s> 0693 0224 -0.002 0103 -0.174 -0.026 —0.061
Xu Jiilda AL RS E IS HL PN 0737 0130 -0.027 0131 -0.087 0013  0.008

X2 TR I SRERSE R SR H U5 0.756  0.126 0025 -0.062 0051 0202  0.078

X13 {5 4 % 0.813 0138 -0.096 0023 0055 0167  0.139

Xia [ERIAR=SUE - A N R 0.688  0.146 0018 0009 0040 -0.138 0.119

Xis A AN P 3 B 3 0769 0133 -0.094 -0.001 0048 0164  0.214

X6 T T E R A 0273 0465 0067 —0233 -0050 0359 —0.198

Xaz  ZANFEISCAL TS SHU 5 B M AR M 3 2 3 AR v R 0.050 0.717 0.141 -0.020 0.024 -0.050 -0.002

Xag FEALSRFIAS B I G ¥4 0187 0661 0012 0034 0074 0041  0.245
Xag S T RS e 2 AR 0190 0737 0032 -0.026 -0.014 0048  0.150
Xao A3 AR I AL G2 S AL BRI R R AL R 4k 0256 0700 —0.096 0162 —0.005 0110 —0.049
Xa FEAE X E R A AN EW & 0.094 0658 -0.148 0143 0131 -0.061 0.125
Xaz [ERIRERES IRk 0151 0685 —0.147 —0.055 —0.092 0.045 —0.031
Xie {3 M A5 K e 0.122 -0.011 0720  0.057 0.207 0.329  0.077
X1z A NN 5 AR 3 K 0200 0106 0801 -0.052 0.128 0201  0.121
Xi9 BE LI GICE S 3 -0.031 -0.015 0768 0148 0152 0039 —0.069
Xa0 BN T SR A B -0.036 0008 0770 0011 0134 0175  0.107
X1 IR M AHTUSSE 0227 0077 0605 0051 0103 0267 0.118
X2 Sl i Ar 0.343 0225 0585 0159 —-0.117 0.339 -0.123
X3 8 T =24 e OB 0300 0164 -0.121 0.641 0069 0.388 —0.063
Xoa G e R Ay 0126 0053 0122 0710 0094 -0.065 0.173
Xas SEM RS A% Lk 0.008 0397 0148 0641 0175 0075  0.305
Xas it i st M 2 1 B 0121 0137 -0050 0710 0207 0.089  0.238
Xor i R R A D H N 2 2 0029 0053 -0.012 0418 0226 -0.053 —0.022
Xog IR 1AK% 0.042 -0063 -0.030 0244 0518 0299  0.129
Xog FE T E RIS A -0.064 —0.055 0064 0039 0799 0100  0.039
Xao P s BB IR 2 -0.049 -0.077 0141 0108 0702  0.080  0.019
Xas AR FAEX T R 23 ke Ak -0.013 0100 0257 0143 0555 —0.067 —0.053
X1 I 7 RS R BT T T B 0.064 -0.018 0352 —0.067 0.145 0.608  0.146
X3 HEI0 2 SL e R Wl 7 o TR 0.022 0064 029 0113 0033 075 —0.016
X4 A8 R AT A 3 B 8 A v -0.123 -0.006 -0.011 0058 0108 0846  0.039
Xs JE IR IR 5 -0.110 -0.058 0.015 0038 0137 -0011 0.822
Xs I Ml FR R R 1 1 o 0.042 -0.070 -0.076  0.085 0.089 0.046  0.634

WO FRA L. ek B Kaiser ARukb i IEAE e i,
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3.2.3. EFRRMESL2EFHH

WAHERR, §7 AFE TR, W7 AETFIRERELSE, YR Z a7 AT R (4
2); BT 7 AR T IRFAEARAE 3 KT 1, W RAZEE L 7 AN K7 43 s 75 7 AN R 1 1) R 7 08 R T 76.799%
M5, 1L 2T 60% MR IR o PRk, SR 7 AN 2 I 432 1 s [EIi, I A PR 75 25 4E 0.422~0.771
Z 18], RUIPEEL A 7 RE W RA B m AR i R AR5 2., i HLAR NI R -7 2k e #8 ) L T #87E 0.4 LLE,
F U R IR AR LT

RIE&EAHEFIAEER, B—ARFE5RERTNTSH 9~15 MRS, RIE A ERHE ]
AR “RIERT XA A s 7, HO7 2 DTk Eeak 20.582%, UHIX R &R TS E R ELE
REMEERNT. B_ARNTHERPF TN 36~42 FIZEREAHI, K HABRFE T 6 24 80 6y 4
NIRRT XA S A T, FLJ7 ZEDTER AR 13.597%, Ab T AL, U TR A SR
BHRZ . BEANTESRERTFSHN 16~21 WARREHIE, KIFHATBREAT G208 IRt XI5
S RIBRIET N, L5 ZTTERERN 11.249%; & FH 4 NMARFRIXREHE —ENELRE, W0
N RN XA 2 SO IE T RE I 7 L ORI XA BRI SRR 7 L RN X IR B 1
IETH M o It X Py BAIR I Mol RS BRI R, 5 ZE TR I8 9.900%. 8.051%-
7.864%. 5.556% (% 4).

BbAh, WA 23 NA AN CERMAE TR, BN R A BOR X TR
WO e I JE R, RSB, BLSR RS, XA TE R, R
TR UE R AR AE RV FAR RO TR, )OI T T & R & B miamE . DL E 7 AMART R
TH ZTTERE N 76.799% (>60%), Ui HIIXEE AR FAE& T KL EIFEHE R

33. LRESH

3.3.1. BESH

AN [RIAZ O ) A DG X 1E 47 R THD i i i IR R 15 70 Y B (32 5), il LR B R ARy, e i
VB LT [RS4SR R 5% 1R T 52 M (Fs, 4.01)F1 A 52 (Fs, 3.91); R0, g Aolk 2 i K HEIH)
i Eb A B S b RS2 1 i i B R A B THI (F, 3.853) 17 T FI 4 B 52 (Fs, 3.934); 144 X & RN 76 B &
Hh RS2 B iR A SR AR B R (Fa, 4.07),  [RIRS ¢ oy W S b B 52 38 e 9% 475 0 B 58 45 SR A0 914 A 2 il
(F4, 4.05).

1T 1T 1T T T T T T TT
1 3 5 7 9 11 13 15 17 19 21 23 25

Ji% 73 5

Figure 2. The gravel map of the principal component corresponding to the eigenvalues
B 2. ERSWRFFHEENER
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Table 4. Naming the public factors

=4 NETFRE

Cronbach %=

VNS 5 I AHEFIIE HFEA ol FORE(S)
Xg TR 1) A= 2 0.496 0.637
X0 T NARZ A A S5 AR B AL k2 0.600 0.693
T Xu1 iR REFIRSEA (SN PN 0.612 0.737
X IR BE 1 X1z THIR [ AR PR BRI 1 2R B I 0.645 0.756 0.872 20.582
ST Xia % 0746 0813
Xua [GRANN=SeE 22N Ridk] 0.549 0.688
Xis RSN FL BB 0.698 0.769
Xas TR Y R H A 0.580 0.465
Xz SISO Sl B A v 0 A bl B 1% 0.568 0.717
F, i Xas AR AR AIAS R LG8 0.578 0.661
e 7 i Xag SR T R RSkl R 0.624 0.737 0.822 13.597
ST Xo  MCAMEGSCRTEROIFRILLINGE 064 0700
Xay P X R ARE T A E S e 0.631 0.658
Xz A MV A T e 2 0.531 0.685
Xig TR M R SR 0.710 0.720
X7 B InAS NN o A KT 0.651 0.801
lzijlz:g;fﬁ;ﬁiﬁm X AR 2 R 009 018 o7 11249
ETH Xz S| W AINE AN 0.534 0.770
Xa1 IR M ATUSST 0.632 0.605
X2z H gl Az 0.568 0.585
Xos RIS i T A M B 1 42 0.481 0.518
Fa i3 Xz FE TR RS 0.685 0.799
X3t 230tk 5 0.647 9.900
N2l Xao Pt 1R BRI I A i o2 0.578 0.702
Xas AR TALX E R 1Ak S0k 0.442 0.555
Xa3 024 Hb A BUB 0.771 0.641
Foiciext Xaoa B e Ay bk 0.692 0.710
XA 511 Xaos SEMN RS A% Lk 0.760 0.641 0.677 8.051
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Table 5. The statistics of the public factors of tourism impact perception by core tourism stakeholders
= 5. #U ORI ZAE X B X O R A A B TS 2 %t
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Table 6. Difference analysis of different core stakeholders
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Table 7. The comprehensive score statistics of tourism impact perception by core tourism stakeholders
= 7. #U KOl R EAE X B R MO RS S S 0 %t
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Table 8. Two-sided test of Pearson correlation between different core stakeholders and tourism impact perception
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