PEETHR

2025 £ 9 A 755 3 H

KL J-HEDL B 6% 1 o3 M i DA WS

=R

s . £ OK

L. WGk £, B
2. RAEH FEIR, R

i = | MRBUWEDMHEA—IPRROFINa, BUEHNZSSHINSEBERZBIRAREZNRAZARIARHR
Ro NMARULBRIUANZERINE, KBRR)\ _REWHEEE (PLS-SEM) RRBIUEEHERNZINE
Fo HRAM: (1) #EDDHL. RDNMRBSNWBUEEBRR/REIZEOXRN; (2) LRATNVEBRR
BEQZN, BAANDNSSEEEREAETZEPNMER. AARMIRK I WSSHNSEBEERZBEX
ROVECIEMR, WMAEIS N EREN REMOVRIRIKE, AEENEEEI W NBERIIERE, MRS

BEIRR AR R I RFERIE .
KA | BUSE; 29000 Lt EBRR

Copyright © 2025 by author (s) and SciScan Publishing Limited

This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution-NonCommercial 4.0 International License.

https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/

1 31§

B LZ B — IS B R T B S AR IR R U
PE P ShEE), PUILREAE AL TR 2 B O BRLACHE 11 B A Bk
BT R FOGTER R mds fEEE R R, B IS S Z
W T NGSIEEE, O HE S 2T R R
B, FRRERE . A . VIZRAESUR, HA R
FWAEAEI o EBOR SRR S R 3 1 Y B A
L, BTG Z 5 E LG T BRI, A
Pl H g A AR, I H A M R0 AR
HZHER .. SRR g, RERCPELD
AR R A R o X — [ RN R TR TR A
MR, AR ER TR AR AR IE A T o il A e B

WA . JEHSRIF RS 5 sl S IR SEAT R Z 1] 1
PAEIR 38 R RERF B ST ARTT

AR, BSILS T TEEE 2, AT
FEOMNTE I B2 5L B i B At T —E A BEE
Jefifi. sKEME (2005) SEBFER HEs1 52
FHLINTERFR , A A LR R R A A i e i 3l)
Lo XIBE (2005) HETHERLE, $IHZAETI3)
BL, W HORS L GRS ZEE L B AU, R
IR . HAIBRAERIEL o SILREI,
O UL BRE SR AMATE L TE SRR T B L A4
B WE WIS o CAEIREMR, MRiEEE
AARIRIE © . EORTT T SRRSO RS R R T
HESTONERE. R, PR 2 RET IR TE

ERINE: AHFRI) | SXEANRETERINE——SRIINRBERE SERKRASIRE “(IINRBIFERRERAR (I8

RS 24MTEI02) Z3E,
BIIWES . K, 00)IIMRsSEEmRis s =S eEn B R
YESIA: ZEE, Rox,

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

K BEFHENBPNSUZEREBFNERAR [J] . PEESHR, 2025, 7 (3) : 239-246.



ETFHIPLNE LB EBER/EMERAR

- 240 -

20259 R
ETBEIH

T BN EESCEAR R, e
FEERLSHHLAS A7 TSR FIBLH 7 0 AR . ik
FET I, AT LN EE N BB R, SIS
AR, s AT IR A S 5L, O
TR H R M SC AR . AP A B T4
XPE I 25 3L mF RO R LR A e E A, d
LR TR R AR I IIE S %

2 HRERSERRE

21 BWE

ARSCWFSENS R BT 2 L H A . 72 FBURE ¢ SC
R, FRA T R 3 2 B8 LU 1 AR TR I 14 S
FoB0 22 SR IAE RIS B “IRARIE” 5 “HRIEME”
Zh, Z5EMTAHCRE “WE” B2 “KRE" M
BrNFIATREANTR] , FHARI2E S EEZ BT T 25
FAMNE SRS B AEER . LIl (Beedie, 2003)
X3 1B L L ARG W 2 B, A P ) G i
KHIE TGS R R AR L. BILEER 4 WX
B, R AR RS, EEE A SRR, T
PRI 2 S s S S L ikt R . 28 b
FR, R A SRR L e A E— 2% 5, H
BRI T — A SRR, BB L8 5SRO R ALY
HAGMST . FiL, AR LFEE . Bg—E
TR, 2RENF R . AR 5 B 1%
5%,

2.2 S5V TAEEYIE

“EIHLT JEHES) AN TSI REAE S, JF R R
SE FARSS I RINAESRE ) © o AEiRIES LIS, R
MRS R Tz AIE . AMANTESIPLE IR E B &
MK, TIANESEORAL I WE >k A AN PRRE A3l
ZMTHILZER (Dolinting & Yusof, 2013) F5H, HiLi#
S5 NZ FH S ESEE I RETIHEAR . 4
A2 RBCRIRERESE , TS R L AR S R R B
AT G e Lo B gk

OB RIS RN S P 2B ORA, BE—Fh
RRSLEMIRE o CATIREN, SRS,
AMETESFIHL . 16 3SR R AR R
o AR (2021) FLIBILGESI A, KIHREHPLAE
g BERTLOWASS o BRI RS, 2825
FWIH DRI A B JETE, AT L
T

HL: LGRS 25 A I 1 R

Hia: SRS CRASRT=A: 25 10 1E 1 50 5

Hib: $S3 8B C AR A 0 2 0 T R 50

23 Z5NNERRRBIVEIN

R AR AT IR A D RAE, S TR

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

R NEEME - RIEARMTIEHK, 2%
BT RHBIBS N TARAE . A28 N LR
YR 2o Ok IEE AR e RS, BEEA R
WIRFEE MR ), UL ) A AR I T R E A 3 (94T
SfE (Lee, 2004) . FEFREEE (Pomfret, 2006 )
T SEAF SR, B ILEREAT A AR IR T I AEIR B
S AN EMRIVE R, R S A FAIL 8 2 5 i 2
B WA IRA, SRS K AE g AR O,
LA IR LANAEIR S J1 R 3 S AT e ' e
FA (2019) FETHERBHSHELR , UESTRZFAB LK
WAL AT N 2 A A S R 1 T o BN
(2011) MSSERFR RS 5 EIPNE R 5HIFR
JERIERSCE o T, AR R

H2: AU BRI A 3 I I [R5

H2a: #EJI SN I RS ™ A W 35 TE [l 5

H2b: $7 st B ™ A 3 (1 IE [ R

24 INRAAKAVPER

AR, ORI N TR AU . A
B2 DL [ 50 M 3 R AR SO A GE ST 4, R B
R ARSI B AR . A
HIFEES R, WA TERR T & SR O ARG 1T L
R IR TR o Z2Em (2020) DIEL
LRI GBI, F8 O AR I 5 i 2 A X i
BEABWIERER T . CHEREFREN, sl
MRl Co AR 0 1) SRR R 3R, 8 v 7 SR B R ) s AT Ll v >k
TESRF DAL o I, AR TR

H3: O AR H e R = A B IR V5

H3a: ORI AEME I S S BRI i) A w3

H3b: CiAASRTER I Sl S iR i A=A
HHERL

S

TIREN R

H3b

P hEhiL

1 ERIpERE
Figure 1 The theoretical model

3 HR®IHSHE

3.1 ERIEVE
DU AR L2 T DY 14 BTG JE 1 AR M /N B
SIS 1 AR I8 AN RPN HED, LU k)1 3

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/scps



2025F 98
ETBEIN

ETFHIPLNE LB EBER/EMERAR

£ 241 -

FURES A SR 4% o DO R I X <=3 —I”
Lk, BB . KPR IR g,
W DGR L R0 X BRI 6250K . N BRI ST Y
61JES000K LA L1l . EAYSRIRVKEE | 20455k 4 i
AR LA R AT T ARG 5 S i, LR T
e AR IR S R ER P AN Bh A 0], BB R
iy, PARRE”

PGk 48 Ly B G 2 0 1 1y 5 A 06 R 2 00 90 Py B
MEREZ B P AMB B BT E R ETE, WB] T Mi2s
LB I IR BN, WRS355K I S
DUt 1L BB R rp AR R L0, SEAA — BB IR
W% s ML IRIEMI BN A R AR R e . e Bk
Bz —, XPE LRl AR TR R, ik
Ab, PR L X OB LS SR AL T A 41 A SRR 1
T Ll 18 RS, DAREMRE L Ze 4 fel, IRl skt

ST ISR AN R

AR XA T, DU LR XS Y R A
1, FRRAB SR kBRSBTS ING
B, RS MER M ELES UMESRS . /ERL
A H A, UGS ILANUR P Ahis B2 i
FARME T EF SR BB I R, R
W R BRI TR SR A T I R

3.2 @Bt

AT 5 ot 4 72 14 0 24 5 R L A SCHR P ) LA
2, DRAE R TEESEMED - 5T WK
B WEIEWL. B ELGI E E S PR
TR, REAK (2005) AR AR SR
BREESHE (1997) 7 | Lee (2004) ' 455
e, MBI R F Likert 505 20075, JE7ER &
FREAIN T R BRI O S22 E

1 NE=E
Table 1 Measurement scale
WA NI AR b BT E= S
Ps1 N T EREF R, LA AT ST A0
P — PS2 KT Iﬁlﬁt)\}ﬁiﬁzfﬁﬁl‘ L7 ﬁE‘J?‘%‘—lﬂlﬁHﬂiﬁﬁE
PS3 H TR, B Anle SP. (1996 )
PS4 T BN B AR R R 135 1] i Beard J. G., Ragheb M. G. (1983)
PLI U4 A LTSRS R, 0 A R, Btk (2005)
EIESILN PL2 M T A LU . R BB L B
PL3 24 b/ 2 B B 1 5 LTS PR B R4 RBER TR
FE1 L R P IR S A R W BT A — 1A
FE2 Bl A AR .
Lk FE3 UL I AR Perea—Vega & (2018)
FE4 Bl AR P IR TR R e e R LD
RII A FRORILEE 25 1 1 R
R RI2 REHHEN ORI 5 1 T (2004
RI3 TR BRI A TR BB 2T '

33 HUBRIR

B LAV G IR LA o 22 i, SR FH 26 (] 45T
X, B KMHITE (B DB KiE T
%, BUAUFT20244F10 A28 H kAT, LRS0M NS, I
HAE TR 45 RN S HEATIEIT . AT IR A 5 A5
TG, FEREIFL B B, FREZ A A
DU IR LB L M ANB Eh 2, HAR B I St B LA 5
fR5s (s, SE&MEE) , MFEFMHETTHAL
KRBT, B JHTF 2024410 A30H PR, R4k
I REER FAIRE G mA (POAIR LR LR R
AR ) |, R 4000 M4, M3 790 A Ak 14,
AR R94.75% . (0145 N5 AFEAR I N D e b2
R, DUEIHL, CUWRR . EiE IR R

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/scps

F2 MEEF (N=379)
Table 2 Demographic profile of sample ( N=379 )

HEARHE GES BEAKC I (%)

- % 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
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Table 3 Normality test
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FE2 0.873 379 0
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RI3 0.854 379 0

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

4 BiRSH

41 EHEREK

AT G K FASPSS2 73 1) B B4 1t A7 15 B AR &
Br, BARZERINZEZART R . KA Cronbach o {5 R BT
{HEERIER, Cronbach o R%(°H0.880, PiHAMIE: NHE—3%
PR, B ARETEE. FIHKMO (Kaiser—
Meyer—Olkin ) K35 FiBartleuBRTE K 30 HEA TR0EE 00T, 15
FIKMO(E $90.889>0.5, p<0.001, F=HAnIEE A BT
PILEFIRLEE , [ A5 A R e — Bk, 9T
B 45 SR LA e R R AT {5

F 4 BEEAB—HESTERRE
Table 4 Internal consistency and validity test of the
questionnaire

PR FIAFERIE A 50
Cronbach’s @ =0.880 KMO {i =0.889 ERIRA  HME BEH

2219.814 91 0

42 NSEEDHT

AHFFER ] PLS-SEM 4.0 XHERAIYEAT T 155 55
JERE . B, TENRSE I, BTA Ak H R R
TR T0.70, W8 THAENE N T2 Hr vl 3252 (s S ifie
0.50 ', BERASULIAR B: fE RS A IR M LT WA i

Hyk, ENTB—B W, A A8 & Cronbach’s
a FH(0.750 ~0.864) S5EA&FE (CR) ¥R ER
F0.70 7 WA, RWERESG RIFHAH—SME S5
M. SELFER, SEARRA TR EUE (AVE)
¥ilgid0.50 ', g T IR AY IS .

TEX A, ABFFR A Forner—LarckerifE N 5
B F—RI B (HTMT) #E7 BRI, 4558 8K,
VAR B HLT IR R A3 ey 34 1 e A PR )
#ag; FRF, AR E R AVEE TR R T H 5 HAD
AR AUARSC R B HTMT{E IR L T0.9009 % F Ik SR
HE T, BEAE T BRI R X AR

TESEA IR 1, ORI GE it 22 5 E R B
(R) BT . 2R R, OHREKAIRYE ~0.288,
G EAIRME }0.368, W4T 0.25 ~0.502 8] ', F
B RY B J1 ib F R E P ko, (B & — 5 T
WEE ST o Z5 LR, AWFIEAEE I L 5 45 A AR T 1) 3
1 TEESHUERE, B R ASEE ek

*5 WHE
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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43 LSRR RS PR O AR g — AR T U i R ), R

AW FE B S SRR B B AT A 8, AR
P PLSZE My FRAB I 45 S o, Sy ShBL X0 B A 56
(B =0.248, p<0.001) FIEFEE ( £=0.146, p=0.01)
Yok W E RN, HH1a, H2afBB8r. Fi
LA O TS ( 8=0.396, p<0.001) D\ & 5
(8=0.396, p<0.001) ¥R BFEERIEH, Fit
H2a, H2bMRASL, ORAREXTEEEE (4=0.213,
p=0.002) PR IERBEEM, H3MO.

F7 EHEBEINKRE
Table 7 Direct effect test

JEeEE 3 T p it et
FE —> RI 0213 3.124 0.002 JE it
PL —> FE 0.396 6.078 0 biiiEus
PL —>RI 0.396 5.199 0 fiBu
PS —>FE 0.248 3.739 0 Eliikul
PS ->RI 0.146 2.59 0.01 Eliikus

FET i fre /N SRS Al 5 ARSI A T A RO AG S R
7R, Ry SIPAUIE S U A ) e i T S A AL,
{E40.084, HpfH}0.001, BEAZ A B B2 0T .
X R ST RERS B s ek L1 (Y U R

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/scps

H3bT

SvmIn, AL IO PR e VR T E i
HIEMRUNAE0.053, HplE50.037, plEisH R EK
Vo BUCUERL.Co MRS AR ) ShL S F i R R 2 [0 R #2
BEMPANER, FIH3am07

#8 WK
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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, Chendu;

2. Chengdu Sport University, Chendu

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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