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Figure 1 Theoretical model diagram
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Table 1 Word frequency analysis results

AR
o 184 T 8 i 5 TS 4 SRER 3 B i 3
b 108 PR 8 S8 5 ]| 4 icf 3 Luilin] 3
HIE 62 [T 7 T 5 J5A 4 B 3 Hik 3
ZRBELL 52 R 7 — % 5 I 4 i 3 Tk 3
Ril 32 (e 7 e 5 54 4 Bed 3 [{iplia 3
biH 27 L 7 A 5 LR A 4 FEu) 3 S 3
Ft 23 %31 7 1 5E 5 ] 4 JEk 3 [ 3
Hi& 22 V% 7 S 5 FUSR 4 FENL 3 % 3
iy 22 puji 7 269 5 Fi 4 e ] 3 — ¥ 3
ekl 22 =1 7 N7 5 S]ITEEYIY 4 1 3 TEM 3
2 21 —¥ 7 IFl 3 5 it 4 KA 3 KHE 3
HEH 20 —/ 7 [ 5 R 4 T 3 S 3
Nz 20 Pl 7 H% 5 [exn 4 "% 3 4 3
B 19 B 7 A5 5 2 4 o 3 JHEA 3
it 19 AL 7 Hitt 5 FH 4 o 3 P 3
TE 18 VIR 7 FIA 5 Tz 4 I=vN 3 AT 3
Pt 17 N 7 564 4 EF 4 TG 3 S 3
T 17 il 7 b 4 ] 4 Jite i 3 IRIX 3
fanc 17 Tere 6 E¢ 4 HIHR 4 SIS 3 i 3
1L 75 17 EE 6 RVES 4 —F 4 T 3 g 3
44 16 2 6 Hibr 4 EZ 4 2K 3 'S 3
Jis 14 HA% 6 Lz 4 AL 4 it 3 SR 3
il 14 Fllik 6 iig 4 AR 4 T 3 Vgl 3
pield 14 #iA 6 SAE 4 liEs 4 ESy 3 iz 3
T 13 b 6 ok 4 R 4 Jii] 3 ek 3
JLF 13 [ 6 %F 4 ik 4 Sy 3 i 3
biiti 13 S 6 5 4 (]! 4 5 3 B 3
EjENi 13 X 6 TEL 4 593 4 ] 3 o 3
pe/] 13 T 6 Jlid:h) 4 25 4 4T 3 HF 3
RIE 12 i 6 ST 4 JER 4 iy 3 hk 3
B 12 TS 6 R 4 K 4 Fill 3 RER 3
rhE 12 FFIk 6 Rk 4 itk 4 G 3 Wi 2
I 11 ZEhpR 6 A7 4 s 3 4% 3 e 2
T 11 IS 6 I 4 E-¥4 3 93H 3
ES0 11 piized 6 E T 4 B 3 i 3
uF 11 A 6 ik 4 A7 3 Tk 3
%F 10 3 5 6 [hAIS 4 BN 3 G 3
Ji iy 10 it 6 i 4 WA 3 G 3
Ak 10 SCF 5 pEn 4 N 3 i IN 3
PAEESS 10 K 5 Yk 4 e 3 Bt 3
2154 10 firdzn 5 JLTESE 4 EF 3 e 3
B 9 S 5 il 4 ] 3 1 3
Gl 9 i3t 5 (= 4 i 3 £/ 1 3
T 9 1T 5 ey 4 Sk 3 F 3
RIT 9 (=g 5 =il 4 NG 3 Tk 3
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Table 2 Word frequency analysis results

G5 W5 GBS
1 PRIHAY ATE I8, Jisk 14, 3 13, Wil 7. WO 6. ARR 5. IEEE4. ASC3
2 TR B— 184, BEE 19, JLF 13, LF 11, ZF 10, @48 10, Zgg 6. otk 4, 2=k 3
3 HRHORY HEE 62, FBrIl 52, Bt 17, 28 10, HEN 8, W7, =VL7. WA 7. Hikk s
4 BEHE IR FUA- 23, BelfE22, SeBLT. W 6. PS5, IEIES. IR 4
5 EER U] S 21, HHE 20, FE 11, 6, w6, WK S, Je S5, ks, S5, JLES, B4, Bk 3
6 A AR 2006 108, ARl 19, 3ofk 10, g 12, CF S, A 5. Hi0 4. Fit4
7 NG NP 200 JEA 8. WEYE S, WEBiS. i 4. L 4. 1BIKIK 3. 18183
8 AR [T, 52k, LfE4, HH3
9 A e, w56, K6, BdE 4. a4, T3
10 ETi] e 51, ks, Kt 4, 4, HILEK 4
11 EEESIN ] Wik 13, —4 7. AE 4. AR 4, A3, 53
12 JE 1Y JEIT 1L, WeR 7. BN 7. T, RS, Yk 4. wigl4, BAH 3. BRER 3. HM3
13 A Fike. HHES. FIAS
14 [ZiEb] Hifiy 22, BHC 7. EF 6. B4 4
15 Pl AT P o, Ak 9. #uf 8. bk 6. MR- 4. Hiid 4. T3
16 ZE BiH 27, BHiE22, £i€0 17, hE 17, ZEE 10, REEMES. BA 11, P10, FE&S, 754
17 ALY Z%E 16, IR 13, R 32, A9, RITo. AT, —¥ 7, #HILT. KIT. Tk 6, Wit 6. ThhE4
18 HiE HF5. B5 3. &E9, 56, HIX 6. H4 3. /miL 3. 1443
19 TR Y W5 3. Bl 3. BE 3. iR 3. A3, 3
TG — 2 RPNLLEANRNEH AR 360 T #3 HASHER
FHE T4 B 19 MR B — 2 RANLT el o i o P Table 3 Sample distribution information
X, BAGRCWT : WIHI ., BRW ., ARan., 3BT T >l W G
19 AT AU . RIRE . AN B i 145 50.90%
[, R, FIARREAG | PR QIR PASH. e % 140 49.10%
PUMBTERY . ZET . LR AT R, 18 HLF 23 8.10%
18 ~ 25 % 98 34.40%
4 WMIRER5S59H . 2 ~ 35 % 77 27.00%
i 36 ~ 45 % 58 20.40%
41 RIBEEREEOM 46 ~ 55 % 18 630%
L 56 %L 11 3.90%
411 FEARBER AT WIh R 41 14.40%
AR, AR50 S SHA ., HARME e wh 71 24.90%
BIR, B—2 RO CRIEHAIER FE R A MR 12~ ESEPN S 143 50.20%
ARVAFII, BOATIRZ JEA. BUARRRILLI SR, PR DL B 30 10.50%
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&gk
T H ) W ET
S5 58 22.00%
fraven Eczilnl 34 12.90%
TEAR 162 61.40%
HoAt 59k 10 3.80%
BN 154 54.00%
S 2~ 3K 77 27.00%
4~ 5K 20 7.00%
5 KU E 34 11.90%
1 ~2% 80.00%
3~5K 31 10.90%
B 6 ~9W 12 420%
10 kUL 14 490%
BUMAG (3 AS) 28 9.80%
ARG 67  23.50%
Mg 36 12.60%
TP EAR NG CUNBEAE /B /8055 ) 25 8.80%
Wl EHE 77 27.00%
EUN 7 2.50%
H HIBOE 16 5.60%
AR 17 6.00%
EARA S 2 0.70%
HoAth 10 3.50%
1000 JGLAF 60  21.10%
1001 ~ 3000 JG 40 14.00%
3001 ~ 5000 59 20.70%
JHA 5001 ~ 8000 JG 57 20.00%
8001 ~ 10000 It 31 10.90%
10000 JGLA | 38 13.30%

SRR R, TERBEREARIE S, 5. Ziff
FIT i ELB 4B 50.909% H1149.19% , 552 A i M 22 5
JEANRIRE . TR, 458 LUTF R & 1690.1%,
H18% L I HHA 5 LUK, Ui —& RN G Rl
Y FERRR P E ST ERMA. TEENTE, ARERK
RS o LR F50.20%, BimikZ . TEBOATIS T, #f
RATHLERR, 61.4%, UEBNZLL AR IXIRZ A RCR
RIVEE . REBUF R RECN ~ 2R, HZWK
BN ~ 2R BT i H s 80%, A G A3l 545 BRIt
(AR . TS WA SR LA 5 A RIIR G 3, Ul
BB — 2 R LT ik it 2 T e % R BB IS sh i F43
it Ak, W ATET000TCEA R RYIFE i 1021.1%, WOATE
3000 ~ 8000TTHYFR 11 1640.7% , X t—LAKIE TS WA R
B LA 50 AR DU X — 4518

4.1.2  TRBAEE T

[P BE BT AR [P A A A R A T S P 1 T AR AR
— JBE L TR UG 2250 ( Cronbach’s alpha ) #4704
Cronbach’s alpha ] $EtE REGEEITEO ~ 121, iX(HBEGE
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VREREAE T ERR R My, WU B MR e MR
M Cronbach’s alpha K T-0.90), FIRE BER A NH—BPE
ek s AIZMEAE0.T ~ 0.9 8], MFRIR 5 R MY K —
BB MR T 0.7 PSR R 228K, RERAY N
—EbERczE. WNEAPATLUR I, A4 Y Cronbach’s
alpha¥ K T0.8, W RBU (5 REH R -

F4 BRETEBEESNGI
Table 4  The reliability of each variable of the scale was
analyzed and statistically analyzed

CIEXcEngy
TEREM A Alpha T
A — 2 RGN (i fe b it A~ 0.964 19
&2k 0.913 6
it p=ys 0.877 4
H AR 0.898 12

4.1.3 RBHERE

Z55FSPSS 27. 04K K3 B URBE AT, TRl 5580
AUKMOAIBartlett BRIE A I0 25 S 0 725 R . AAKMOTH
90.958, W ME/NT0.001, 3% 3 B A 0 R R LG R %
TFRAF, B RE, RIS, T
B, KMOMEAEO. LA BNy, FomEidid & 1404
BartlettERIE A0 o 2 M/ N T70.001 0] 36 7R PR 2 [ A7 7E
FHSENE . ARFSTIIAHSCEE R BN, Z B FESARUE
MR RL, HARRTTEE.

F5 [EBERKMOEMEHAFRIE

Table 5 Questionnaire scale KMO value and Bartlett test

KMO FiTEL AR A6 55
KMO BRI ) 1 i 4 0.958
CURFFIRRERIE BE R 0 AT 7247.840
A 666
M 0.000

414 B—ERFAEIRFEMEBEMEERERF
AT

AHFFE R FHSPSS 27045 Xof 78 — 8 £1. (0 Jife I b ot st
AR LA RNE AT T BRI N T4, DAERTT SR
PERSLERER Ao 33 ) B A TR o0, A5
AP R R I KMOME #0.975, BartletERIE A6 5 i R H i
EME/NF0.01, FUDEAXHZ SRR R AT N T4
Mro T, FHREH2ANART, BARGE Rk
OITR o ANHIFFE X X — B 2T 0 e Ui i i PR AT T 45
KRR TIH, SMrgs i SR IRBUH 2N AR T il
X R T T, RIS R A KMOTE
0.975, BartlewSKIEA IR B H/NT0.01, XifF—B Ut
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Table 6 Results of exploratory factor analysis

T 1 2 AT
1 MIHEY 0.596 434
2. BRN 0.641 4.06
3 HRA 0.662 4.13
4. BEFHTR 0.770 438
5. AR 0.780 4.19
6. A UL IR 0.709 434
9. REIHY 0.750 4.14
10. LAY 0.612 4.19
LL A RRR Y 0.772 425
12. ™ 0.654 4.14
14. A%k 0.667 4.26
15. Bl f5THERY 0.717 4.19
16. ZH W 0.714 433
18. A7k J1 1t 0.624 4.14
19. iR Y 0.686 420
7 ARIFIY 0.846 4.17
8. AN 0.699 424
13. QTN 0.742 4.12
17. ALY 0.675 4.14

ST R TFAHTAES, A BRI R BT
BRI A T WA A A 0
S B AR RN, R . AR %
FHAL SIS, TSN AR . %
YEFE KB T 2 RAVLCEMRUED LG A
B AL S AR A IR . ANSERY .
. BURILRY AANRHD, TG R .
BEVRIL T B 8 RIULT e S  (RIRAFE H
SEAIFBLIHE AL IR0 5 MR 220 2 5
BRI T4, DUV — B RIILT Gl k2 e
B i AL T 352 AT

42 R SHEERBRIEXES5STEE
7

421 B—BRF|LEHKEK
IRTNHE M A H

TALSPSS 27. 08K (AT B R AMHICHE T, BIFFTRE
— k5 RGN LT 0 Bl e b o R 5 0 b (RN =2 AT ) G
Fo RHPearsontloC REFR MR RERE, EAK
SERMFETIUR ., B—8 RHNLEHRIEH A SR~ E . B
F— BRI R S M R ZSTE0.0 UK B ik
TR, MHOCREH0.491, 0.439H10.480, X4k
AR REIKTF0, LR =AM RS [FfFAE

A A 5 5 K
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Table 7 Correlation analysis results

AEAE AR WP EE

BOURAMEGEH: 04017 0439 0.480"
Hh AR AR Sig. 0.00 0.00 0.00
M i 285 285 285

VE: e RRAE 0.01 BA (RE) , AEEEHE,

422 B—8 R P A AR EAME S R
R 2 ST B VA 54T

AR5 2R FH 22 70 [B1A 7 00 53 08— 12 R BT (0 i i
il A S TR O RAR Z I O R o @ A Py
Br, DARS—2 RONL0 i Mg A . A3 —2ok
TER R AR FAR S, K )y R E N R A B AT 2
JEEIEAT . BFERE R ER (WESHR) , B—2 R
LTS it it b it A A et U 2y R 7S I i R R A
30%, BIFHRIZIEEE)E R EAF10.350, fm—Kik
FHN2.236, RUNZBIRIEAE AMIME:, BVREAE0E
[EIFTERIR I R VIFEE/NTFLS, BLAT RIS 5 A
BATFAESLR TR, peAh, FRIRES T BoRiZ i it
Ky (F=52.040, p=0.000<0.05) , FHATEMIAE. A
BB LI BRI E T, B — TS K
BRI R o

#*8 HILOFRESH
Table 8 Multiple regression model parameters

i WG R FREMRR fE—K
Bl N e
il R R7; )y s P
1 0.598" 0.357 0.350 4.9008 2.236

EaTMEF: (FF), BEHETE, AR, SRR,

T XT OB A AT A, X — B R BT (i
DR TR — B0k L R R R X A T K
SRR PR, RARUEA IR E 2R B0,
0.204£10.461, FI/NF0.05, 1% FHH X 86 R Z X5 % 5
KA & IR w2 . FUARTI S, W& 1 2 1 52 d5c oy
B, HIRA R EOE W R AR A T — Bk,
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Study on the Influence of Brand Personality of Red Culture

Tourism Sites on Tourists’ Local Attachment
—A Case Study of Zhao Yiman’s Series

Hou Siying Hu Zhengyan Gong Jian
Chengdu International Studies University, Yibin

Abstract: The study constructed the Zhao Yiman red tourism destination brand personality Scale, which includes 19
vocabulary words, by effectively screening online information to explore related brand personalities. At the same time, a
theoretical model was established to investigate the impact of brand personality on tourists’ place attachment, including
four variables: Zhao Yiman’s red tourism destination brand personality, self-consistency, tourist satisfaction, and place
attachment. Designed three scales for tourist consistency, tourist satisfaction, and tourist place attachment, combined
with domestic and foreign research. A survey was conducted at the Zhao Yiman Memorial Hall in Yibin City, Sichuan
Province, using the Likert five-point scale to measure tourists’ perceptions of Zhao Yiman’s brand personality, self-
consistency, tourist satisfaction, and local attachment to the red tourism destination. The study utilized exploratory
and confirmatory factor analysis to construct a structural equation model and conducted hypothesis testing on variable
relationships. Multiple stepwise regression analysis was used to explore the impact of Zhao Yiman’s red tourism
destination brand personality on place attachment. The research results show that: (1) The brand personality of Zhao
Yiman’s red tourism destination includes two dimensions: revolutionary spirit and suitability for tourism. (2) The
brand personality, self-consistency, and tourist satisfaction dimensions of Zhao Yiman’s red tourism destination have a
significant positive impact on tourists’ place attachment.

Key words: Zhao Yiman Memorial Hall; Red tourism; Place attachment
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