ﬁ]#gggggp;giﬁé)%ﬁ%ﬁgﬁik

&5 5p k¢ % 04xEpEFBLH

., - . B 532
T e W G Te % R 3
FRRRATFEELR €4 AT R T Y R A

e

il

.
‘m
e
&
2

2 BRSAEAGF R - T A EGVE B A

A 2 SRR A

FdEaw R RAE EEARF

24 %% NSC 98 — 2410 — H — 224 — 018 — SSS

HiEHmM: 98 #08 * 01 px 99 & 07 ' 31 p

AR A0 2R B RRE R 0

THAHEA R 3

e SE R = 2R

R T RS B I TN i BN 5% T —NET L - N
’%%m NECIESE NS AN 5

B3

SEFLFA(RE P ER TS A FE O EHR2

ﬂ\;iﬁ“,ﬁ?fiiq\%ﬁﬁ—;ﬁ e FOREARNNT AR FERL
(AR LY FR4
AR RDNIANAY SEFL

ok /ff,'_: QF’}F'BELFEJ

AEo[Ll-# BM-#7v R4

oo E R W99 & 10 * 29 p

i



B A ERGAERTF RS AT -A A e N2

FE-AFL L GHT B0k s BRI DA b0 2R KRR L AR R

PN BRI E NG RAT RH AR AR IIE AT A A FATREFE -

2B AAKATAE S A 0 j82010£17 12010£67 - 2 {TR S B A o F FF 2nh B 8560 o Mrricf
FF R SPSS 17.0i8 (7 St A 45 2 e 20 1% A AR A 0 3R A v s glgens F R 0 I

LISREL 8.70:i& {7 & @ Fl1 & 4 17 % i #2350 e BT F 0 M < 202 5 3472 (Maximum Likelihood

fgﬁ ke

Estimation)$t » 7§ H5 ¢ & e S B2 FIS% M GeF R FEM T A A E B WD BT 5 8

FAFEREFE  AFH > ERI - EECENE FRI-EILFAY

FE - B BPL

Rl E IR EEABATREFE oL S AR v BEL B AHRLSE o A

Bk
Iﬂiﬁjf”ﬂ%ﬂ-k\‘ ’—ﬁ BN TEAE T 1R U SAER T~ AR VFF’TJ;’: SAEE R A~ L FEK ﬁ'ﬁ%’f)‘gmﬁ:]‘i

M RS R AL B AL AR B 7

[RE4ES] @ i ~ 2 G %eds s = i R ES R



Abstract--This study examined the community behavioral model using latent variables of community
attachment, community involvement, perceived benefits of tourism, perceived cost of tourism, and supporting
sustainable development and elemental data of residents at Chiku wetlands, west southern Taiwan. A Total of
856 usable questionnaires were collected from February 2010 to June 2010. The descriptive statistics
socio-demographic was analyzed by SPSS 17.0. The confirmatory factor analysis and structura equation
model were analyzed by LISREL 8.70 for Windows. All the parameters were estimated by maximum
likelihood estimation method. Empirical results indicated that community attachment affected the perceived
benefits of tourism directly and affected the supporting sustainable tourism development indirectly.
Community involvement affected the perceived benefits of tourism directly and the supporting sustainable
tourism development indirectly. The perceived benefits of tourism directly affected the supporting sustainable
tourism development. The perceived costs of tourism negatively and directly affected the supporting
sustainable tourism development. This study effectively examined the relationships among community
attachment, community involvement, perceived benefits of tourism, perceived costs of tourism, and the
supporting sustainable tourism development, thus, contributed the sustainable tourism model for community

residents.

[ Key words]) : Wetland, ecotourism, Chiku, sustainable tourism
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