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The Relationships among Sport Enjoyment, Leisure Satisfaction and

Continuous Participation Intention in Ski Class
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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to verify the relationships among sport enjoyment, leisure satisfaction,
and continuous participation intention in ski class. The study conducted a research survey through
purposive sampling method. 280 questionnaires distributed and 271 were selected as final valid sample by
removing 9 questionnaires that have insufficient answers. Hypothesis test on collected data was conducted
by using SPSS 20.0 and AMOS 18.0 programs. The results were as followings. First, sport enjoyment
factors a significant effect on psychological satisfaction, environmental satisfaction. Second, sport enjoyment
factors had effect on re-participation intention, word of mouth intention. Third, leisure satisfaction had
effect on re-participation intention, word of mouth intention. In addition, it had effect on continuos
participation intention as the partial mediation of the leisure satisfaction.
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<Table 1> Characteristics of research participants

o
02
MM

<Table 2> Organization of questionnaire

Characteristics Division N % Organization Contents N
gender male 168 61.9 demographic gengr, .class type, graqe,
female 103 38.1 .. participation event, previous 5
- characteristic .
class type major 114 42.1 experience
liberal arts 157 57.9 sport achievement, healthy, burden or 14
beginner level 189 69.7 enjoyment pressure, social culture
my ski level intermediate level 48 17.7 psychological satisfaction
— master.level 34 12.6 satlizlt?;rtﬁijon environmental satisfaction, socal 14
participation ski 173 63.8 satisfaction, educational satisfaction
event snow Board 98 36.2 continuos - ]
Ist time 111 40.9 participation re-participation lfltentlf)n, 8
previous No more lyear 103 382 intention word of mouth intention
experience 1-3 years 37 13.6 Total 41
Over 3 years 20 7.3
Total 271 100
> Q14 Q <2l (confirmatory factor analysis)s 2 Al
A Sk B aTelds YET Bgys @
ST Adst= H T FAA Q1A S(exploratory
AT BA4s gAdsh] flal AFEE ZAF factor analysis)S AEFete] skt o= B
EFE ARAZA RE RGN AAES 479 ey A8R SARTES dddTeld
Ao Fgu= AgATe} ool ZAsI] B pAHEREst HAEHAY]) wEo]thKline,
Ao ¥, AE7H SHpanel of expert)?] AHES ¥E 2005). B AolA] 1A QRS oe A
o} U&EdE(content validity)E FH3to] A = X4 Bentler?t  Bonett(1980)0] A A 3E
£ At A A4 47 C% 195 NNFI(non-normed fit index), Bentler(1990)7F #|A]
EATA 54 5%, 271 Fol Al AWML 3 CFl(comparative  fitindex) 123l Steiger2}
Qlell #3t 14353, o7kukol sk 14753, 78 Lind(1980)7F #4138+ RMSEA(root mean square
A A &HA Folo ko] #gE 8iEdoln, <Table  error of approximation)S &-8-3F1th 1 % NNFI
2>9 ol F AwFoR FASIY. AX= 9 AeE 2 A5 AHEE AMOS 200 TEIL
v 2.1 Son, Jung-Min(2008)°] ARE-3F H=E, @ 5A A} NNFI7} TLI(Tuker-Lewis index)® 7]
oJ7pRk52 Kim, Seung-Hyun(2014)°] AFE-3E of  AJE|Qieh L3 7|FXE wlg o= TLIg CFIQ
ZpbE HRE Ea AE5H Fo] k= Oh, A9 900 o], RMSEAS Z$- 080 ©|&tE
Ji-Hyun(2015)°] A}&3F {55 B 04?91 EAe]  gr AF 71%x]i A ST HEo 7H%§é
“‘741 T4 W Besto] ARgaEglth AwA9] 3 ¥ E(construct reliability: CR)9}  EAFFEEA|F

7H 1:1]—5:]
ATEATE IS A

2] A E(likert-scale) 57

4 &A] (open-ended questlon)i
A Lgh YA B
AHE-SHA

]:E
A5s

(average variance extracted: AVE)@t= AF&E3}o]
AFEHIEE HFskdrh CRE AVERLS A3
ATE vtFo® 747t 73 55 Ve E AR 0}

% UH(Hair, Black, Babin, & Anderson, 2006). 221

2 QolRAS AAEF Ay} <Table 3>3 7] ‘Jr
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<Table 3> Confirmatory factor analysis and Reliability analysis
Factors Contents Estimate SE. CR AVE ¢
Ski class is to have confidence .661 498
achievement Ski classes in a sense of accomplishment and satisfaction .596 453 203 518 791
Through ski class a desire to do .852 282
Ski class started to think positive thoughts through 11 11
Ski classes in health maintenance and promotion can do .850 574
Became a physical fitness through a ski class 713 270
healthy .823 540 811
Stress relief trough ski class 727 420
Through ski class became physical fatigue .860 .680
Ski class is less constrained than theory class .796 353
burden or pressure Feel sense of freedom is a ski class 675 315 891 .686 .870
Ski class is no pressure .826 237
Learn how to be social through ski class 814 369
social culture With better cooperation with peers through ski class .804 128 913 781 913
Companionship and can grow leadership 914 .193
To a stress reliever 957 423
Emotionally will give me some peace .680 242
psychological 911 754 .882
This class is give me confidence .891 514
This class is give me pride 778 238
Clear and refreshing 816 128
environmental That with 2 well R L
To look good 781 241
Feel comfortable 777 107
Social exchanges 712 232
socal I want to maintain a relationship .893 441 894 792 .839
Feel a sense of closeness toward .850 397
Health knowledge .689 .196
educational It makes us aware of myself .646 A51 910 .587 .845
Educationally helpful 714 322
I'd like to ski after classes .649 488
re-Panicipation I want to learn more level of ski 11 123 Q14 731 789
Intention In addition to the class want to ski 681 079
The possibility of same course retake .849 355
Will be good for those around him to speak .826 213
word of mouth Participation or recommendation for the younger friends 766 118
intention May recommend to my acquaintance 691 237 857699788
May recommend to my friend or colleagues .687 231

x>=491.312, df=203, TLI=905, CFI=.920, RMSEA=.072
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<Table 4> Correlation analysis of factors

Factors 1 2 3

1
679%* 1

continuos participation intention .451%* .636%**
**p<.01

sport enjoyment

leisure satisfaction

l
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<Table 5> Research model’ s goodness of fit

goodness-of-fit index  x? df TLI CFI RMSEA

519376 215 913 903 .071

fit index
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<Table 6> Results of path analysis

oo} of7lelE o x|&H Foje|zelel T
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o] ARATE 417, t3h 5.1052 YER &
Al Faks nAE AR YEt AlA, o
A<

o3l eSS A Iz 2] AYoA o] F

Path Adopt
Path o SE. ¢ dopt
coefticient hypnosis
— psychological satisfaction .613 114 7.456%** accept
. — environmental satisfaction 321 .106 3.753%** accept
sport enjoyment L .
- socal satisfaction 124 .085 1.710 reject
—  educational satisfaction -.056 .058 -.086 reject
. — re-participation intention 260 110 3.756%** accept
sport enjoyment . .
—  word of mouth intention A17 .078 5.105%** accept
) ) ) —  re-participation intention 788 .145 7.319%** accept
leisure satisfaction ) )
—  word of mouth intention 815 120 8.255%** accept
*Ep<.001
= Z Ay w53 844 e 284 9 2014; Kim, Ji-Young, 2009)2F LA oz o
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