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ABSTRACT : The purpose of this study is to analyze factors that affect the selection of rural experience tourism in a situation
where there are alternative choices for experiential tourism. The reality of the study was enhanced by setting the contents
considering that the general travel pattern is not a single purpose or destination. Therefore, when selecting rural experience tourism,
a situation was set up in which ecotourism and marine tourism could be selected at the same time. In this case, a correlation
problem occurs between dependent variables, which can be solved by using a multivariate probit model. The result show that
the correlation between error terms means that the model used in this study is suitable. The results also indicate that the factors
increase the probability of consumers choosing rural experience tourism are as follows: travel period of more than 3 days, higher
awareness of the necessity to vitalize rural experiential tourism, consumers perceiving that nature can be appropriately utilized,
and women with low income and children under 10 years old. The results of this study can contribute to the establishment of

government policies and marketing strategies for promoting rural experience tourism.
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Table 1. Dependent and Explanatory variables

Class Variable Description
Rural Willingness to participate in rural experience tourism (yes=1, no=0)
Dependent Eco Willingness to participate in ecotourism (yes=1, no=0)
variable g P P e
Marine Willingness to participate in marine tourism (yes=1, no=0)
TripD Number of desired travel days in Ulleungdo (less than 3 days=0, over 3 days=1)
B5visit Experience visiting Ulleungdo in the past 5 years (yes=1, no=0)
The necessity of activating rural experience tourism (extremely not need=1, not need=2, neither need
RuralN
nor not need=3, need=4, extremely need=5)
RuralE The number of times experiencing rural experience tourism in the past 3 years (0=1, 1-2 times=1.5,
3-4 times=3.5, 5-6 times=5.5, Over 7 times=7.5)
The necessity of activating ecotourism (extremely not need=1, not need=2, neither need nor not
EcoN
need=3, need=4, extremely need=>5)
Number of ecotourism experiences in the past 3 years (0=1, 1-2 times=1.5, 3-4 times=3.5, 5-6
EcoE . .
times=5.5, Over 7 times=7.5)
. The necessity of activating marine tourism (extremely not need=1, not need=2, neither need nor not
MarineN
need=3, need=4, extremely need=5)
. Number of marine tourism experiences in the past 3 years (0=1, 1-2 times=1.5, 3-4 times=3.5, 5-6
MarineE times=5.5. Over 7 times=7.5
Independent imes=5.5, Over 7 times=7.5)
variable Naturel Attitude for nature: Humans were meant to rule over the rest of nature
(strongly disagree=5, disagree=4, neutral=3, agree=2, strongly agree=1)
Nbad | Nature2 A.ttltude for nature: Plants and animals have as much right as humans to exist (strongly disagree=5,
disagree=4, neutral=3, agree=2, strongly agree=1)
Nature3 Attitude for nature: Humans have the right to modify the natural environment to suit their needs
(strongly disagree=5, disagree=4, neutral=3, agree=2, strongly agree=1)
Gender Gender (male=1, female=0)
Age Age (continuous variable)
Edu Education in school (less than high school=12, college=14, university=16, over graduate school=18)
Income Monthly household income(million won) (less than 2=100, 2-3.9=300, 4-5.9=500, 6-7.9=700,
8-9.9=900, over 10=1,100)
Marri Marital status (married=1, single=0)
Child Families with children under the age of 10 (yes=1, no=0)
Urban Respondent’s address (urban=1, rural=0)
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# The following is an explanation of Ulleungdo towrism products except for the Dokdo tour, which
is divided into three categories: rural experience tourism, ecotourism, and marine tourism.

Class || Programs

Feeding Animals,
Milking, Making cheese
and pizza
On average, take
about 3 hours

Rural
experience B ]
tourism || Making Wild Vegetable
Cakes and Pumpkin S gl
Taffy, Harvesting the | i

Painted Maple Sap, Etc : NS " |
On average, take - [ 7
Making Wild Vegetable  Harvesting the painted Ride the Wild
2bout 3 MOUS _ cake and Puw Vegetable Work Rail

Cimbing Seonginbong
Peak

On average, take
about 6 hours

Ecotourism)

Land and Cruise Tour

On average, take
about 3 hours

Seashore Scenes 1~9

Cruise Tour Course Cruise Tour

Hking Course

Kayak Lesson and Tour

Marine On average, take
Tourism about 4 hours

Kavak Lesson Kayak Tour Kayak Tour with Double

Scuba Diving
On average, take
about 8 hours S . - e i .
Scuba Diving in Camp Seaside Snorkelsiggsiicll'leHakpo
Figure 1. Ulleungdo Experience Tourism Products
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SEAIWG Addlo] TS "Rl 82
Table 2. Descriptive statistics
Class Variable Mean S.D Min Max
Rural 0.336 0.473 0 1
Dependent variable Eco 0.732 0.443 0 1
Marine 0.649 0.477 0 1
TripD 0.312 0.463 0 1
BS5visit 0.193 0.395 0 1
RuralN 3.230 0.894 1 5
RuralE 0.941 1.422 0 7.5
EcoN 3.998 0.741 1 5
EcoE 1.547 1.673 0 7.5
MarineN 4.048 0.788 1 5
MarineE 1.146 1.637 0 7.5
Naturel 3.917 1.063 1 5
Independent variable
Nbad Nature2 3.891 1.084 1 5
Nature3 4.049 1.031 1 5
Gender 0.505 0.500 0 1
Age 44.947 13.084 20 69
Edu 15.253 1.782 12 18
Income 526.757 268.256 100 1100
Marri 0.646 0.478 1
Child 0.111 0314 0 1
Urban 0.485 0.500 0 1
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Table 3. Estimation results of trivariate probit model

Variable Rural Eco Marine
Coefficient Standard error Coefficient Standard error Coefficient Standard error
TripD 0.214* 0.116 0.410%** 0.108 0.199* 0.113
B5visitl -0.068 0.110 0.072 0.115 -0.390%*** 0.110
RuralN 0.811%** 0.062 - - - -
RuralE 0.029 0.030 - - - -
BioIN - - 0.389%** 0.063 - -
BiolE - - 0.119%** 0.029 - -
MarineN - - - - 0.666*** 0.061
MarineE - - - - 0.078** 0.031
Nbad -0.054* 0.031 0.0002 0.031 0.043 0.031
Gender -0.306%** 0.087 0.113 0.087 0.215%* 0.087
Age 0.001 0.005 0.026%** 0.005 -0.037*** 0.005
Edu 0.007 0.025 0.049* 0.025 0.030 0.025
Income -0.0003** 0.0002 0.00026 0.0002 -0.00006 0.0002
Marri -0.088 0.136 -0.089 0.131 0.281%* 0.137
Child 0.389** 0.151 -0.058 0.147 -0.088 0.152
Urban -0.034 0.085 0.038 0.085 0.101 0.085
_cons -3.178%** 0.480 -3.452%%* 0.480 -1.490%** 0.481
InL -1706.42
LR test (p19=p13=P3=0) X2:82.30***

#xxp<0.01, **p<0.05, *p<0.1
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