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<Tab. D} o] el ik

Tab 1. The Demographics

Division iz %

—ency
cex male 9 39.4
female 152 60.6
teenager—20s 52 20.7
age 30s-40s 149 59.3
50s-60s 49 196
the above 70s 1 0.4
high school 40 159
education college 62 24.7
level university 129 51.4
graduated school 20 8.0
buddhism 103 41.0
religion chn's.tign 52 20.7
catholicism 46 18.4
etc ) 199
marriage unmar}’ied 155 61.8
married % 382
student 40 15.9
housewife 21 10.8
b employe ] 39.0
Jo profession 41 16.3
selt-employment 18 72
efc 21 10.8
income below SOm%ll}on won 81 32.3
average below 40@11}on won 92 36.7
of year below 50quhon won 65 25.9
below 60million won 13 5.1

Total = N 251(100.0%)
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o, 8IF=EA WHoEE TR 3}
Fom, o]& Kaiser A7al/} = Varimax &)2=:
2ol oJal 9l ARgkES A=t

A FEY HEA  ofFe] gk A
KMO(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin)Z 285131 Q9184
o] AP ofFol gt HA-L Bartlette] 7+
AFE A8t 819 FEAAHANME I
(eigen value)< 7Eo® &3l 1M 2 Zs
Qolog =3t w3 AEnlsl dulA|lSol
g A e HE5S stk

<Tab. 2>e} Zo] F7Fs7]el thall 224 84l
g AASE A, 4)9] 8108 FEFOH,
& - A25719] afaleigen-value) 3t 4RSS
7} 5,619, 33.05% = YERSalL XwE7]e] -k
(eigen-value)?} 42 742 3185, 18.73%, F2
5719 I-faleigen-value) Tt EARE-S ZH 2,207,
12.98%, &3}5719] 1f-3Meigen-value)d} EAHE-S

-

o flo B ox H rlo

LR A

—

247 1,685, 9.91% = UEht 4719] a9l XA & F
2 Fqt AR ES TA68%E A=A

=3k A# TS Yeh= Cronbach’s a AldE=
- A4 57171 0921, Fas7)7t 0.8%, 524571
7} 0.815, 31577} 0.897 = Yehd 2= 4= 9l
T T dUEE 7IEXQ 060188 AeE g
A= Ak

KMO(Kaiser-Meyer-Okin)at-2 .878¢]vBartlett
P AS 2 2804.180(p=.000)= YERfo] ZJ3Y
do| alEAslr]o Agsitta & < Sk

AFe5a19
687, B4k AuEe 2169%E UeRsta, <Hkeel
o] Ifgke 3537, Eat e 2080%, WES
593, EARIEES 15.25%, 22418
583, Habdrge 1519% 2 el

ALgo]

SRAAAFE BF 04oPdez UEton,
KMO(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin gt 0.856°]a  Barlett<]
T 1S S 2550.933(p=0.00002 LIERJo]
wgHo] elEAsrlol Adsittar & 4 Stk

w3l AF =2 VJeE Cronbach’s aAlg+ AlE
50901 (0905, <HEale (.888, wEQQIS
9
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B FEHAoH, BAEREE 2341 %, AFE
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Tab 2. Exploratory factor & Reliability Analysis of motivation participation

Ttem Factor loading Cronbach’s
Facl Fac2 Fac3 Fac4 a
to learn about many thing .870
to get about Buddhism .866
education 921
to know about do not know .861
for reasons of educational contents 711
good interaction of relationship 919
good communication of relationship 895
friendship 8%
improvement of relationship 835
good meeting 648
opportunity of daily escape 849
rest and mind and body’s peace 822
rest 815
relieve of routine stress 739
need of be well 733
experience of Buddhism's culture 833
to get of history and heritage 813
culture g el g 897
to practice of Buddhistic asceticism 745
interest and curiosity about temple 722
eigen-value 5619 | 3,185 2,207 1,685
variance(%) 33,063 | 18,733 | 12982 | 9,913
total variance(%) 33,063 | 51,786 | 64,768 | 74,681
KMO : 0.878 2 : 2804180 df : 136 p : .000
Tab 3. Exploratory factor & Reliability Analysis of choice factor
Factor loading Cronbach’s
Item
Facl Fac2 Fac3 Fac4 a
satisfaction of Chamsun, Yebul, Dado .875
) satisfaction of Baru Gongyang .849
PN peautiful environment 841 905
activity
satisfaction of Buddhist’s talking .798
variety of experience program 702
good of bedding 847
. capacity is reasonable 832
staying ——— .888
sanitation is reasonable 798
comfortable of temple-stay place 682

10
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convenient of temple’s location 861
. easiness of take to the public transport 832 .905
transportation - -
reasonable of a time required 827
good tourist area connection 816
food is very delicious 766
food is very varie 751
food ety vanely 83
food qulity is resonable 726
facility is clean and sanitation is good 662
eigen value 3.687 3.537 2593 | 2593
variance(%) 21.690 | 20.803 | 15252 | 15.193
total variance(%) 21.690 | 42493 | 57.745 | 72.938

KMO : 0856 X2 : 2550.933 df : 136 p : .000

Tab 4. Exploratory factor & Reliability Analysis of satisfaction and revisit intention

Item Fac’for Cronbach’s a
loading
I'm very satisfaction about place and facilities 872
I've got the comfortable of heart and peace 864
satisfaction 843
It's very useful 893
I've got the friendship .795
eigen value 3.209
variance(%) 53.121
total variance (%) 53.121
KMO : 0897 x? :219.398 df : 105 p : .000
. I'll revisit to the temple-stay program 963
. rev15.1t I'll revisit to the temple-stay with partner 835 784
ntension
I'll revisit to the temple-stay if opportunity given to me 819
eigen value 2.876
variance(%) 58.531
total variance (%) 58.531

KMO : 0868 X2 : 668430 df : 102 p : .000

11
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Tabb. Confirmatory factor analysis

latent variable observed variable sta'ndard . e SEM t CR | AVE
regression weight | standard
edul 745 1.000
ducation edu2 684 903 o0 [ 170 |
edu3 771 1.074 090 | 20832
edud 886 1104 087 | 21.003
friend1 902 1.000
o friend2 731 1.095 075 | 191207
friendship - 797 714
friend3 627 984 083 | 20437
friend4 784 875 181 | 18749
restl 862 1.000
rest2 756 983 085 | 2905
Test rest3 905 1076 057 | Bade | S| T
restd 954 1114 121 | 19637
culturel 802 1.000
cultre culture? 793 1156 o7 [aser | |
culture3 833 1313 065 | 19439
cultured 876 1.094 091 | 21.905%
expel 905 1.000
. expe2 869 1214 115 | 17568
experlence
vty expe3 737 1102 097 | 19585 | 781 | .691
exped 821 1.078 097 | 20743
expe5 692 832 073 | 19219~
stayl 885 1.000
_ stay2 731 875 068 | 18.052°
staying stay3 790 1.002 o2 o7 | 2| 8
stay4 802 1.106 089 | 20765
transl %51 1.000
transporta- trans2 739 1.025 108 ||
-tion trans3 799 1.261 12 | 18613
transd 658 877 101 | 19.654°
foodl 898 1.000
food2 941 1378 078 | 202107
food food3 868 1.255 o1 | 196 |72 | 781
foodd 785 1.043 086 | 21.876%
satisl 904 1.000
o satis2 856 1.042 088 | 28632
satisfaction afi 307 57 079 2 AR 932 .829
satis 785 1005 073 | 26,645
it revisitl 898 1.000
e revisit2 799 9% 086 | 3741 | 857 | 776
revisit3 642 864 089 | 25563

<001, X2= 712.152(p=.000), df=291, RMR=0.032, GFI=0.920, AGFI=0.879, TLI=0.932, CFI=0.941, RMSEA=0.066
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AZEZE YeRlE Cronbach’ s aAlFE 8622 o}
KMO(Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin) @t .868,
Bartlett 784 A5 42 1329.430(p=.0000= YE)
o] AHsigo] QiAo Agsittal & =

BAlZ Qi) AsE Fo) 3EE 2HYE
TENADS o)gale] 24 AT dEe] Hely

EfgAdo] SREQeh m=gk FEERIAI(discriminant
validity)& AE3t7] flate] BAFEA49 2F 89l
2re] AgAIG] AlFE vagt A, BASEASe
(AVE)7} B & Zlo= gRls|o] hHefdA =gk 8
Bt & 4= JciFornell and Larcher, 1981).

4.5 7|44y

7). 7Hd 19 A%

7Hd 19| "lEzHlo] AdHd st v
of mAE TS BAsy] i o=
(Multiple regression analysis)S 2AI3F Adp= ohs
9 <Tab. >3 2t SHHR Fs719] F4&F

HA 1A aEM S T3 ®ESHAITE 0.50] 7], RaE7), E3HE7), S - A457] A74e] I
%, Md AEECR= 0701, EAHEZA44AVE) o] TEUFY W= VA= Yl el 24=
= 0501321 ¢ FFEFFA(convergent validity)2] ANE Ay, #ArlEr)9l wiEo] FHle] sk
Fr71Ee F5I0 T 5 duNoh, 2014, B R= 280084 B2%5 AWty e 2o U
A7 A, SFFESY ZFSHlaE 0.627-0.954 wow, 3]ARYES Ftol p=.000ol4 248560 %
2 Ughor /g AEEE BF 07o1des B AEgich
AN FAEEA T 0.752-0.867% JEhY 35

Tab 6. A test of hypothesis 1
non-standard standard L
deRendent item regression weight regression weight t P colliarity
variables B SEM B TOL VIF
(constant) 1.681 286 2.885 .000
rest 354 068 306 3.765 000+ 949 1.053
satisfaction friendship 158 .065 214 2082 | .00+ 708 1412
culture 154 048 197 1923 | .000%* .380 2,635
education 166 064 239 2618 009** .39 2531

F= 2485 p=.000 R=.248 Adjusted R>= 282 Durbin-Watson= 1.786

wk 0 p <01, w0 p<001

S 93-S B sr) 5 FAE)
(t=3.765), W=57](t=2.618), XnF7]|(t=2.082), =3}
571t=1.923)=0 2 Tl folgk A PSS A

= Aoz B4

Wepd 7M1 AgEgion ok £§3kn @
@ o

B, W Fol WEL ol 2o AT

=

ok

Ak AREE Z7] iRk FAlsTIeh Eael &
=]
P~

ATk

=,
I
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. 7Hd 29 A

7Pd 29] HlIE2Ho] APAF g acle] R
o mxle s B s dsIHAEA
(Multiple regression analysis)S 2AJe+ Aapk= ok

9] <Tab. >3} 2t}
Eu0] Adgele] AdSE g9l kel
2291, wEQRlo] FEHM4] v vH =

(SR

ol et AW J5UR= 3752 LEREo,

(t=3212), =2 8R1(t=21%)=o = Rkl o3t A
HFFe A= Aoz E4HAT. webd 7HE 2
= AgE e F2 AAgAo] Rk Aol 914
gk AR Aol FErY ol ARte] A7IRE &
EE AEe] HEzEH ] AdYs T2
A dE A, T U 5ol JE2H0
de Ade A & FaL A2 As A=)
T A 7IBE Ao, AEAE AR He
o] Wl ARl e mixvaL siME

o}

0 W

AR Fgrol p=0000l4 2368408 BAEQ) uhA ole ElZxEo] AFPPFBTL B
o ERdsd 9PEe Y oY e 3 BF0EA B ¥ R Belln ¥ % 9l
AFSEF8A(t=3562), <HraA(t=3462), T8l =3
Tab 7. A test of hypothesis 2
standard
non-standard ) lineari
df&‘dﬁ regression colimeart
. item regression weight 2 ) t P ty
\aitis weight
B SEM B TOL VIF
(constant) 1.489 318 1539 | .125
experience
o 235 061 256 3562 | 000 712 1.405
. activity
satisfact
) accomodation 270 057 231 3426 | 003 645 1.550
on
food 204 087 197 3084 | .00+ 552 1.813
transpor
] 241 078 217 3212 | 002 693 1.443
tation
F= 23634 p= 000 R= 321 Adjusted R*= 375 Durbin-Watson= 1786
w1 p <L, wex 1 p<001 (Simple regression analysis)2- A8 Avh= th89]

mEbA o3k HEaHo] AddPeFe IF
G5o0=2A =& g Vi Bl & 4 A

o,

o 7 3¢ A%
7Hd 3¢] "lE2E0] APWF o] AYE
S0 v 9GS BAs] ) w3 AR

<Tab. 8>3} 2t}

SRR o] Ao =l ok A A
P 302%4R= 30)= Jepgon, sARYEE Fah
o] p=0000ll4] 25.8449] A& RHelx Qirk  7Hd
39 A9, W2 AR o= ol AP+
HAE Aoz BAHAT

3 ARHL Fghol p=00004 258449 £ & 1B
ol Qitk 7 39 Ag, wEe AR o=
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B2 71371 | "HEZAH]0|E F3yxle} A=A

AZER U W FAE A AED st 9
L oR 4 4 gk

Tab 8. A test of hypothesis 3

standard
P non-standard . o
lependen regression collineari
. item regression weight gre t P ty
variables weight
B SEM B TOL VIF
revisit (constant) 1673 286 1.875 .000
intention satisfaction 342 .065 304 2143 000+ 958 1.064

F= 2584 p= 000 R= 371 Adjusted R*= 392 Durbin-Watson= 1.786

s D p <01, sk 0 p<001
5. 48

dE2Hole 3 A WFEE R 2]
ol =qle) FE53k A e sl o5 Bt
=0 Hewst AP ZEIeIlod HdlE
AR WA 483 o] AAA - AHalE A
}e ST 71818 AlFRiths HollA 214)7]
& e oQlel] Bishes Eoketa & ¢ ik B
ATe HEZH4C] APBPe Wlehe WHE
o g 150 ksl Adealle] v gl A
RS vXs e AF sk o)E Tl
o Algasge] FA A =3 didvlss
dishe w3 A WG FEoEA 9 g3} et
Agkaral ol 1 FAo] gtk

245 AR, JE2H o] AW 719
FAE7), Ausr), w37, wssTle N
ot Fe mAE ZoE Yelth AREQd
%“1 By F2%7, wS%7], Aus),
& HAE AoE FAEITh
ol f&%" ‘%ﬂA B HFARJA AREel A

T TAR}t ’lE2Eo] Fof Al A

e o

of
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& OH-Ee 108, BH 5o Ew £35
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2 A A dlE B ot F38% AlgE
o] FAE B E53HA ke Zo= T 5
Atk
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2hacl, £499), BEAAL Yo £

f

ﬂ

B APeEQ29 £Hkecl 24991 wEL9
Fom JEe AL Aow B o= #
AL QE2Eo] ABLERI o, B, WS
2 1089, ok o] Z2 o] g A
A B BaF Ao BRSe] BEE S Ao
2 A7 9Bz ABURE 2T s
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The Effects of Temple-stay Experienced Tourism Motivation of
Participation and Choice Factors on Satisfaction and Revisit
Intention

Sun Y. Yoon*
ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to identify the influential relationship of temple-stay experience tourism
motivation of participation and choice factors on satisfaction and revisit intention as the temple=stay is
one of the korea’s leading cultural heritage tourism products. In order to achieve the research objective
data was collected from 227 participants. Then the data and hypotheses were examined using multiple
regression analysis and simple regression analysish using SPSS 18.0. The result of this study is as follows.
First, temple-stay experience tourism motivation of participation had a significantly influential relationship
with satisfaction. Second, temple-stay choice factor had a significantly influential relationship with
satisfaction. Finally, experience tourism satisfaction had a significantly influential relationship with revisit
intention. For future research, a variety of new domestic and foreign tourism products in South Korea for
cultural experience of depth and detailed study will need to be performed. Also, korean government and
temple in more interest in temple-stay promotion program and marketing strategies using korea cultural
image such as special experience in traditional korean life.

Keywords: Temple—stay, Motivation, Choice Factor, Satisfaction, Revisit Intention
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