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Abstract : The main purposes of this study are to find the causality among residents’ loyalty to an
environmental festival and its influential factors and, based upon the findings, to explore
environmental festivals’ developmental vision with special reference to Hampyung Butterfly

Festival. Under these aims, this study applies structural equation modeling(SEM). The structural
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model for SEM analysis is composed of four independent variables which consist of residents’
attachment(RA) to their region where its own environmental festival is provided, residents’
participational intention(RP) to the festival, the economic effects(EE) of the festival, and the
communication(CM) between the residents and the festival providers, one intermediate variable,
residents’ satisfaction(RS) from the festival, and one final dependent variable, residents’ loyalty(RL)
to the festival. The causality among these variables is hypothesized as follows; Among the
independent variables, RP, EE, and CM have effects only on RS and RA has an effect on both RS
and RL. And RS has an effect on RL.

The facts found from the SEM are summed up as follows; First, @ RP and CM turn out to have
statistically significant effects on RS, @ RA is confirmed to have a statistically very significant effect
on both RS and RL, and () RS is also proved to show a statistically very significant effect on RL.
Second, the total effects on RL of independent variables are stronger in the order of RA, CM, and
RP. Third, EE seems to have no effect on RS, consequently no effect on RL, either. The reason why
EE has no effect looks like to be due to environmental festivals’ peculiar features.

These findings offer the following suggestions for the future of environmental festivals in the part
of festival providers. Firstly, to be successful in the festival, they have to provoke RL above all.
Second, to do so, they need to encourage RA, CM, and RP in the mentioned order in the long run.
Third, but for a short period, they had better concentrate upon promoting RS.

Keywords : environmental festival, causality, satisfaction, loyalty, influential factor
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Table 1. Variables and their hypothetical causal relations
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Figure 1. Hypothetical relations among latent variables
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Table 4. Statistics of variables

et indicator N mean sl et indicator N mean siniind
variable deviation | variable deviation
s A4 HHE 236 3.254 1.041 AL EAR; 236 3.004 1.066
©e HEE HG 236 3.581 0.958 2k Ayl 2} 236 2.758 1.106
7)tjl o] A} 236 | 3.284 1.011 O} za2 AP} 236 | 2.653 1.059
) =y SHAF 71 236 3.051 1.106 L-9Y 236 2.686 1.089
kA vk 236 3.250 0.972 ZFu1o) A vke] 236 2.881 0.991
FAd==2=3 236 3.585 1.009 oA} A H A Al 236 2.962 0.982
of &= kol gl | 236 3.674 1.027 ENS OJAAA 7)) H 236 2.949 1.022
AFAe]S 236 3411 1.021 A AF 236 3.017 1.056
AE 2 236 2.631 0.996
-
i; ;ﬂ elxte] =7}t 236 2.665 1.028
A&k BFA} 236 2.589 0.934




Table 5. Measurement model and fit

fit index X ® |df| Q | RMR | SRMR

IFT NNFI CFI PNFI RMSEA

=15 | 609.697 | (0.000) |237|2.573| 0.062

0.904 0.887 0.903 0.731 0.082

e
HE=4uy | 334042 ] (0.000) | 137]2438| 0.050

0.938 0.921 0.937 0.720 0.078

ENPIES . ) - | 153 [ 005013} | 0.05013F | 0.900]4F | 0.900]4F | 0.900]4F | 0.060]4F | 0.080]5}

T 8718 AEA2013: 221)F Esto] AR,

Table 6. Structural model and fit

X df p Q RMR | SRMR

IFI TLI CFI PNFI

340.655 140 0.000 2433 0.050

0.937 0.922 0.936 0.734 0.078
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Figure 3. Structural model



346  eAIEI 23T M55

Table 7. Structural model and hypothesis test (direct effect)

hypothesis coefficient t p judgment R
AT - WEE 0.285 4.233 ok 2 el
AA a1 - EE T -0.021 -0.297 0.383 7\z¢ 0.684
ZFoJ QAL — HEER I 1 0.332 5.551 ok pal=l
AL E T 5 WEE 1 0.423 5.210 ook A=
fRE 1 - FAHE 1 0.134 2.069 0.019%* Y= 0.803
WFEEE - FAET 0.805 10.649 ok 2 el
%k p<0.01, ** p<0.05 == A 2%
Table 8. Statistics of measured variables
latent variable dii%t?(t)n measured variable uns:)a;léiiirig:lzted Sir;%gz;d S.E. CR. p
) HHE HG 1.000 0912
e -
Al v 1.045 0.876 0.057 18.437 ok
7]t o)A+ 1.000 0.800
5] === — A 71 1.150 0.841 0.08 14.458 ok
A vk 1.030 0.856 0.07 14.801 ok
4ol gl 1.000 0.762
ofj 2= — AL 1.104 0.847 0.088 12.595 ok
A7) £ 1.069 0.830 0.086 12419 ok
AEZ7} 1.000 0.803
A a3t — lzte] = 1.039 0.808 0.081 12.827 ok
A SFAF 0.987 0.844 0.074 13.316 ok
Qo019 1.000 0.888
. AL EARAL 0.875 0.794 0.058 15.221 rokE
gole | - .
ALZ bl x} 0.819 0.717 0.063 12.933 ok
S R 3R} 0.962 0.879 0.054 17.931 ok
ARG Al 1.000 0.824
LAY A= 1.096 0.840 0.073 14.923 ok
oabag -
Z=H1 o)A ko) 0.903 0.738 0.072 12.49 ok
OIAA|A 73] ZE 1.079 0.855 0.071 15.265 ok
#rrp<0.01 22220 A 2l
Table 9. Indirect effect
path p path p
NAESTIELE 52 0.001 o] AL - A T 0.001
AA A -E S 0.356 PR ESHEE AT 0.001

Table 7 72w 39| AQaT} 71444 Aol
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Table 10. Effect decomposition
independent dependent coefficient of direct effect coefficient of indirect effect coefficient of total effect
variable variable unstandardized | standardized |unstandardized | standardized |unstandardized | standardized
U= 0.423 0.423 0.000 0.000 0.423 0.423
Mo
A= 0.000 0.000 0.368 0.341 0.368 0.341
} UREE 0.277 0.332 0.000 0.000 0.277 0.332
Hojoap
ST 0.000 0.000 0.241 0.267 0.241 0.267
) W= 0.294 0.285 0.000 0.000 0.294 0.285
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