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Fz2 ME=EFE (N=379)

Table 2 Demographic profile of sample (N=379 )

FEARHE 3% BEARC N (%)
- % 195 515
S 184 48.5
18 ¥ U 112 29.6
18 ~ 24 % 112 29.6
AR 25 ~ 44 % 55 14.5
45 ~ 60 % 77 20.3
60 H L L 23 6.1
LN 14 3.7
s E*EJW '< 22 5.8
SR YN 234 61.7
it K LA 1 109 28.8

https://doi.org/10.35534/scps.0703035



ETFHIPLNE LB EBER/EMERAR

20259 R
ETBEIH

+ 242 -
gk
SEARFE e B HH (%)

E AN RE AL GBS 33 8.7
Al 1 A FFEARNG 57 15
Bl 2% % YN 105 27.7
A7 B B 90 23.7
A 94 24.8
3000 JCLAF 33 8.7
A 3001 ~ 60007:|: 84 222
6001 ~ 9000 & 185 48.8
9001 JCL L 77 20.3

3.4 TARITE

AW HISPSS 27.0M i fre/ N — etk 444 7 e A
(PLS-SEM) #EA75EH 70 HT . ABFFERHPLS-SEMAY 2L
EZEFE: (1) PLS-SEMEA SR A TN E 1) A B
fE71;  (2) EHRARBEERHSEMU, Rt
BRI 7 o AT I R B A BE
FEZICIERD A i 1 Kolmogorov—SmirnovA&; 48 & i,
p<OOVELL R, ] ICHEERARTT & IEA 0 .
WAMARTISY B AEER R IR AR IR A8 LI E ZhHL S R
ZIRISE R R BERE SmartPLSA. 14E Ry oA 8

F 3 EXRMRW
Table 3 Normality test

geit A T
PS1 0.844 379 0
Ps2 0.864 379 0
PS3 0.876 379 0
Ps4 0.889 379 0
PLI1 0.844 379 0
pPL2 0.81 379 0
PL3 0.816 379 0
FE1 0.867 379 0
FE2 0.873 379 0
FE3 0.883 379 0
FE4 0.874 379 0
RI1 0.846 379 0
RI2 0.823 379 0
RI3 0.854 379 0

E: PL= 434, PS= A FHM, PE= SikKkE, RI=

4 BiRSH
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Table 4 Internal consistency and validity test of the
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Table 5 Convergent validity

A %H A1 G Cronbach’s alpha LR (CR) P72 (AVE) LEHERE (R)
PL1 0.844 0.808 0.887 0.723

PL PL2 0.836
PL3 0.87
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PS4 0.707
FEI 0.852 0.864 0.907 0.71
FE2 0.841
e FE3 0.825 0288
FE4 0.851
RI1 0.858 0.826 0.896 0.741
RI RI2 0.884 0.368
RI3 0.84
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Table 6 Discriminant validity
R - 52 (HTMT) AR - P IRbRE
Ak FE PL PS RI FE PL PS RI
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PL 0.584 0.488 0.85
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Table 7 Direct effect test

JEeEE 3 T p it et
FE —> RI 0213 3.124 0.002 JE it
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Table 8 Mediation effect test
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PL ->FE > RI 0.084 3.195 0.001
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Table 9 Hypothesis testing results
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Figure 2 Structure model analysis of sample
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Exploring the Factors Influencing Climbers’ Revisit Intention
through Push-Pull Theory

Li Tingting' Yu Zhihao’ Wang Bing'

1. Sichuan Tourism University, Sichuan;

2. Chengdu Sport University, Sichuan

Abstract: As a distinctive form of outdoor recreation, modern mountaineering has increasingly become a focus of
academic inquiry, particularly regarding the relationship between climbers’ participation motivation and their revisit
intention. Taking Mount Siguniang as a case study, this study employs Partial Least Squares Structural Equation
Modeling (PLS-SEM) to examine the factors shaping revisit intention. The results indicate that: (1) both push and pull
motivations exert significant and positive effects on revisit intention; (2) flow experience has a direct positive effect on
revisit intention and serves as a significant mediator between pull motivation and revisit intention. This study not only
enriches the theoretical understanding of the linkage between participation motivation and revisit intention, but also
provides practical implications for policymakers to design more targeted strategies, thereby advancing the sustainable
development of mountaineering activities and mountain tourism.

Key words: Mountaineers; Motivation for participation; Flow experience; Revisit intention
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