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Tab.1 The system of rurality measurement index
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Tab. 2 The summary of the sample
213 200
(% 51. 6 48. 4
(D) 30 31~40 41~50 51~60 60
125 160 96 29 3
0 30. 3 38.7 23.2 7.0 0.8
96 166 93 25 33
(%) 23. 2 40. 2 22.5 6.0 8.1
QD) 200 200~500  500~1000  1000~2000 2000~5000
38 80 174 96 25
%) 9.2 19. 3 42.1 23. 2 6.2
() <10 11~20 21~30 31~40 41~50 51~60 60
67 113 97 75 39 20 2
%) 16. 2 27. 4 23.5 18.2 9.4 1.8 0.5
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Tab.3 Observed variables mean from 5 sample destinations of Wuyuan
4. 26 4.53 4. 08 3. 87 3.25
Y1 4.50 4. 84 4. 40 4. 00 3. 60
V2 4. 00 4.12 4.02 3.87 3.63
V3 4. 05 4. 25 3.85 3.81 2. 80
Vi 4. 50 4. 89 4.03 3.78 2.98
3.92 3.97 3.81 3.11 2.77
Vs 4.70 4. 05 4.58 3.78 2. 80
6 4. 05 4. 44 4. 40 3. 00 2.76
y7 3. 85 3. 80 3. 40 3.15 2. 81
s 3.07 3.59 2.85 2. 50 2.70
3. 30 4.11 2.63 2. 34 3.34
Y9 3.23 4.43 2.74 2.34 3. 60
Yio 3. 45 .55 2.49 2.11 3. 10
yu 3.22 3.35 2.65 2.56 3.33
3.72 3. 64 3.02 2.55 3.03
yiz 4. 45 3.79 3.51 2. 66 4. 00
Vi3 4.32 3.59 2.72 2.50 2.78
Vit 3. 00 3.15 2.85 2.34 2.90
V15 3.10 1. 01 3.01 2.70 2.42
4. 10 4.29 3.22 3.35 2.27
Yie 4.09 3.79 3.01 3.19 2.10
yi7 4.11 4.78 3.42 3.50 2.44
4
Tab. 4 Result of questionnaire’s reliability analysis
Alpha

Vi Y2 Y3s Vi 0.9342

Y5s Voo V7 V8 0. 8872

Yo» Yios Yl 0. 8857

Yizs Yi3s Yias Yis 0.8111

V16 s Y17 0.9512

0.9571

3.3
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Tab. 5 Parameters table of measurement model
t R? t R?
A1 =0.508 e1=0.006 80.473 0.951 Al0,3=0. 947 e10=0.033 29.624 0. 582
A1 =0. 777 e2=0.024 80. 473 0.435 A11,3=0.419 €11 =0.035 29.624 0. 495
A31=0.703 e3=0.003 70. 546 0. 720 A12,4=0. 543 e12=0.009 58. 769 0. 230
A1 =0.758 e, =0.006 86. 895 0.931 A13,4=0.520 e13=0.012 38. 398 0.671
As2 =0. 648 e5=0.021 31. 330 0.642 Al1,0=0. 847 €11 =0.031 58. 769 0. 845
A2 =0. 710 e =0.026 26. 155 0.731 A15,4=0.698 €15 =0. 008 46.733 0. 874
A72=0. 891 e7 =0. 049 31. 330 0. 899 As,5=0.914 €16 =0. 208 3. 889 0.703
Agz == 0. 865 es =0.042 -37.709 0. 944 Ai7,5=0.914 e17 =0. 208 3. 889 0. 764
Ags =0. 684 g9 =0.016 48. 301 0.742
6
Tab. 6 Parameters table of structural model
t t
711 =0. 936 0 =0.228 4.601 Y= —0. 444 £ =0. 481 2. 388
721 =0.662 & =0.181 4.742 751 =0. 584 £ =0.095 6. 061
731 =0. 244 & =0. 340 2. 319
, F , P
<0. 01, , R? 1
0.230, 3 0.435, 0.495 0.582 0.642~0.951 ,
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Evaluation model of countryside tourism’s rural feature:
A case study of Wuyuan in Jiangxi province

FENG Shu-hua'?*, SHA Run'
(1. College of Geography Science, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China;
2. Department of Tourism, Jiangxi Normal University, Nanchang 330022, China)

Abstract: Rural feature is the fundamental characteristic of countryside tourism. To carry
out evaluation of rural feature can help to lay the foundation for the research of a sustain-
able development of rural tourism. It is also important for the development, operation and
management of countryside tourism. Based on the analysis on the content of countryside
and rural tourism, five major factors, namely, geographic condition, tourism resource,
community participation, localization of tourism industry and sustainable development are
identified. According to structural equation, a countryside feature evaluation model is pro-
posed in which the variables of the causal link are connected with arrow path. Its relevance
is expressed using coefficients (threshold >0,<C0. 95 ). In this essay Wuyuan in Jiangxi
Province is used as an example. SPSS statistical software was used for the multiple regres-
sion analysis of the observation matrix of the sample; path coefficients and random errors
were obtained. F test and fit test were conducted for each regression equation. The result
shows a high reliability. T test was conducted for the path coefficient with t values be-
tween 2. 319~86. 895 and P values being P<C0. 01 or 0. 05. The causal relationship in the
model was obvious and in line with the assumption of the study. Thus the model can be

accepted.

Key words: countryside tourism; rural feature; structural equation; evaluation model;

Wuyuan in Jiangxi Province





