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The Relationships among of Sport Enjoyment, Participation Satisfaction, and
Participation Adherence Intention of Water Leisure Sports Participants in Busan
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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to analyze the relationships among sport enjoyment, participation
satisfaction, and participation adherence intention of water leisure sports participants in Busan. The study
conducted a research survey through purposive sampling method after selecting 3 water leisure sports
center in Busan. 360 questionnaires distributed and 352 were selected as final valid sample by removing 8
questionnaires that have insufficient answers. Hypothesis test on collected data was conducted by using
SPSS 20.0 and AMOS 19.0 programs. The results were as followings. First, sport enjoyment had a
significant effect on participation satisfaction. Second, sport enjoyment had effect on participation adherence
intention. Third, participation satisfaction had effect on participation adherence intention. Fourth, sport
enjoyment had directly positive effect on participation adherence intention. In addition, it had effect on
participation adherence intention as the partial mediation of the participation satisfaction.

Key words : Sport enjoyment, Participation satisfaction, Participation adherence intention,
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<Table 1> Characteristics of research participants

Characteristics Divislion N % Ao g AMEE Q(xYd)E A mEEHo
M. 213 60.5 _ i
Gender e o, AAF] AFIFES TLIZ9, CFI=.9,
Female 139 395 }
Mart Married 155 44.1 RMSEA=.1, Q=3°% AR5, &4 a9l
e Single 197 559 PAS B A 9 A4 ZHRP AP P
DRI a2t
i ‘ W =2 1E 5 golA golBAL A
Age 30 - 39 113 330 7Ha S5 ooﬂ T/H—?j‘ —l‘_ﬁ‘—U—‘_T':ﬁa a}\]
40 - 49 53 16.1 g Ay, Ax=EAw HEs F Ued T 2w
Over 50 12 04 3 FojulE AT E 1783 = 1823 Folx
Participaion 1~ o VR Lo} (i F §BY F 28] dAxUA
WD over 4 yeas 83 235 & gus Eajo] ASth wE A F
Water ski 32 9.1 APEE BE AR FES F88E Zo7 e
\‘VV]; board B U oA ES gests Zlow vt
.. . na surting . - - -
7} Ao A] = olglel o =
Parthl];)fthIl Surﬁng 103 293 = lv»l—’] ? OE]—%»J—E =1 LC—’}'M-——-——E <Table
spors Jet ski 55 156 2>9} o] AA Axe] i FHRIFE AT
Snorkeling 19 54 ik Ax=E7R ALY 2R F(F FEE &
Scuba diving 28 79 Qo] AAEITE o F zghe AT Vi
Total 352 100 g A
AgAFEe] AfE TFHehe Aow U
ZA% 2918 Park, Kim & Yoon(2014)¥} Lee 2™, HEWAE 35&8S AREste] A7 Rd S
& Nam(2003)7} 7W2st HE=S, FouhH Seo, AT
Hee-Jin(2003)°] A5 7]%& 3ol Kim & 4R M EE FA4Ese Yy o
Jeon(2009)7F AHE3H HEE, FoIN KA Lee WS ST Zlom oldolw Hsta, Bt
& Lee(2003)8] ATE 71EZ2 &9 Lee &  wAES AN dish Az AHES o
Se0(2012)¢] AToNA ALgS s FA-Rgst Ehlle AORE S0l ghE asith wEkA
o] AHgatoich 7t w52 @7 E(likert-scale) 5 <Table 3>3} o] WPAF = 747~851% e}
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<Table 2> Total measurement Model of goodness

Sport Participation Participation
Scale enjoyment satisfaction adherence intention
health accomplishment sociality burden instructor facility price program repeated participation word of mouth
a .859 .855 811 714 .841 883 767 812 .876 .872
Analysis 14 17 8
Elimination 2 1 2
X2 133.826 214.844 7.051
Q 2.711 2.195 1.736
CFI .937 .954 996
TLI 912 923 991
RMSEA .082 .071 054

<Table 3> Confidence level of concentration, the concept of measurement model validity

Latent variable Path Variable Coefﬁcif:nt .Of Measurement Co.n St.n.mt (AVE)
standardization error reliability

- health 815 233

Sport enjoyment — accomplishment 619 .684 747 .536
— sociality 718 271
- instructor .663 184

Part.1c1paF10n d fac:1.11ty 781 211 238 211
satisfaction ad price 739 401
— program .833 118

Participation —  repeated participation 819 212 851 73

adherence intention — word of mouth 734 242 ) )

o, /@41 E(Construct Reliability: CR), ¥+
TAFFE(Average Variance Extracted: AVE)#l=
5
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_ 1. HOA A
S v 22 URieE BAS AXEse rene =e
H, A fFFES @=052 Ak A AitdE A7) flgh FHOE <Table 4>8}
A, ATFEA] AFEASTH ST AR Po] drg HEE BAEI, Al i
& A8 flste] SpSS 2008 Sl WIE AT AR 2, HE M5 AE3ISITh <Table 4>
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o] A3 7S AFE] flske] AMOS 190 RorE, L Aol FAER AR At
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<Table 4> Test of normality result

Variable Skewness SE Kurtosis SE
health -301 144 -127 307
accomplishment 315 144 -627 307
sociality S717 0 144 A57 307
instructor -1.109 144 2.601 307
facility -088 144 =301 307
price 056 144 -339 307
program -204 144 -171 307
repeated participation ~ -.701 144 549 307
word of mouth -1.241 144 2401 307

2. SAN REo MY

AHAE EdE A4 A7RES VxR §
ARl AL 95}k 574] 2] 1 d(statistical model)

42 [Fig. 113 2t

ATFEFe] AAd FIAE A4S HIi= <Table
559} At} o]F AW, $4 AXESAR]

rH
P
o

L

‘ facility H instructor H program price

Participation
Satisfaction

Participation
adherence
intention

repeated
participation

[Fig. 1] Statistical research model

word of mouth ‘

oAutEe] wAl= A aTs S8R EAVLE F
o JIFS v AoR ERdht=8.211,
2|

LFERstTE E]»%Qi’ AE=ZTE0] FoJx|&]ato
4N7 EAAHoR Golsl HZA
e TKt=5.816, p<.001).

<Table 5> The effects of reciprocal relationships between each variables

Coefficient of standardization adopt
Path - — R.(t) SMC .
total effect direct effectindirect effect hypothesis
- participation satisfaction ~ .584 .584 82117
- instructor 414
.S port - facility .503 .343 accept
enjoyment )
- price 463
- program 520
— participation adherence intention  .693 492 5816
Sport S
. - repeated participation 581 .581 accept
enjoyment
- word of mouth .548
— participation adherence intention  .333 333 4218™
Participation - repeated participation 281 accept
satisfaction P P P ’ P
- word of mouth 258
**p<.001
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<Table 6> The results of comparison between model

Model %2> df Q CFI TLI RMSEA

Competition 3 31 25 2918 941 929 084
model

Research 1818 24 2614 951 937 083
model

A 2 9613 | p=01
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