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AR PR R , IR PRGN A BRI T i =
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CTEHLIR 005, MR RE T BARaE.
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F A IMRT IR L G2 B0 5 T b R A e Fie
HE BRI — o RETER i TR R A Sk
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A2 IR RESE B . 5T, A SCHUMA ST 2 WL AN 3%
FAHEERRNZIAS SN Z5n s
FHORIERIEEIE , SR PR X IE G 04 1] REFE IR 5
VEFRLA , S SIS st M) FH B T JE sl 2
B EITE R E IR IS A

1 Xk
1.1 MW HE

FEUBAE T T T 42 (City Tmage ) KPR —
AT 9 B BE 505 1 g SR S TR B
20 tH2e i DA, 3ak T TR G 5 T R 45 T B T
B, DAE R BRYG R T ar W 5 | 8090 A e S5 i
TR, AEE PR G P RO A S R H
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TS AT AT R R i s
#4(City Marketing) '/,

EPEFIHIE KRR Z RSB, TFAER
FRT28 04, PEAE B SRR ™ o, TR AR
TiEfaFaE SClkh, “ HIHIE S ( Destination Image )
— I BT Z ), ARG B RS2 AR 2
I Z ANz A, PRI, FEAS SCRYTE SR, 35
TIIER FERARIMRZ AN ) “ B4 .
— AR, B IR S 2= S AR, BIAADE
% (cognitive image ) 5 17 B JE 4 (affective image ),
Horp GAFTE AT H A RIS (58, 1
ARG X B By s S5 AP, BRAE S A B,
A SCHY H B G 248 SN2 006 H I A 15
BIE .

12 AREHRF LT BH

VG 75 1 G A AR e TF bl i B B g D sk
Z/AE20 fib it E B 20 28 80 AFfRLIK,
Bl A3k TR A &, (R P R KA A
AR SR R A H SRR, DA
R e B R E AR IR B R Az R H 25 8
2, B JT AE B AR (Media Events ) .
TR 15 T AR AR S HORRUN, RAEIFEFA
RS ) H a5 I, AU A T e B T2
FIINHE A R ) e St , SR YRR AR 4 AT
TE ST i R AR R, — o Ay ThE S IR T 4 A 2%
ZINUE e

30 R4 R B N A2 3 YR B B 85 5 0T
MRS, 32 SR T TR XTI T I S 00 52 i 2R
EVERPLHIX — FE LR FFL 14— 2P e 2 e
X HARSZ ARAT S g B s 0 L7 1518 DR Shy 3T
1) H AAAE T3 AR AT e 4, Bl 2
SEELE HERZ AT N E B Y B %A1 . H
PRz ARIERET 5, A RS T B AR )
AL AR 20 [ B 2 180 A R S 3818 Bl
G A B A AR OIS ) BRI RRT R, 46K
ZHWTTRE T RAFER . e Wi 4
(R SEBRRCR M =, BT AE R Y 71821220 i nf g
SRS, B 200 i TR TR
RIS A B 2NN S, Z R 2 HINR
sz, W E RS CRRAET RS I 2 ARTE, U
HIRAE LIS 50 PR 2R 4 TR 2k ) ATy [H A Ry

—PHER B BORBRZ A U, TR Y
TEFH B SR TESE AL R ks
BRSPS TR T 8 4 R4S LB AN v] Bk
551, e B — LRI SY, S A pEHie 4
Sl15.18-19.24]
St HETENAMER IR S, SR T RS
W G — BB A AT Y 32 B340 2 B 48 B 3%
HRIF . MR, RIS AR IS, X e
GRS BT AR — 2t PR 10250, X FRER
SIS, BERT BEA N FE S D A 1Yk
WERE AR, o 55 28 A R IR A FE A R )
T A OO 5 WA 5T SR, PR A (Event
Portfolio ) i 2F AR ML N IB T A2 1252027 Ziakas! 27 i
BRCERFHEGE T FHZ—, ¥ “TEFAE”
RE LR TP HAE A 1 0 > v i S AR B
S XCH A SCHR A A B SR HES ) S 4 A
HH A AE T BRI A RO ) SE i SE L 2 H H
b7 BT, FZEEFHE PR EEh 2T
TRz B 5EIAE % 5, RTFEGE A 5 g
PIPEER A ROR 5 SRR 55 AT R 2 AR
23 RSN T BN AR RAE, S/D ST A
VIV P SPRE = Xiikeyi 2 Dap AithiZ2 Lite L]
RESZI SRR, ST I, AR SOR BT A b s R
X T B S B AR R B S Pk g
WSROI HEAT SRR, R TR XTI TTIE R 5
Z AT R R IR AT BESZ A, AE AR R ME A —
P

2 MRE\BESEILIESR
2.1 RFUETRZAMTH R 5474 F RO YA
FETF IO H A9 2CHES (Schema Theory ),
PN A B T e G IR T E S 52 AL i SE AR
Hoh B EE 2 — o FrEE R (schema) B2
FEAETICIC P BN S A BCRRSS 1, B2 ATTXF
FEAME S B — KR 0y 2R M B M 1R SCHK
MG LR R IA Y, AhER I A <R
Yy A DA A A T AR Sk i, Y
NATT5Z BN AT BRI, 23 K BicAZ Hh BEAF
(A G B AR T (5 DA T R 4% 108, JF i TAb 3,
fEiX—id b, A A E AR R S 2
A PFRIE T LUER AT LR, DTSR AL B8 1 T
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XA, ZERAE  RE IR X ITIE R 517 0 BRI R o

BTG G AL A

SRR, A ORI 2 A E TR X
HE S B9 /E AT E A B X T8 A 5 AR Y ik
T IRH TEF A T IR 3B EZ A0 B A
AR 1 I sl FE 28 T, I 22 a] K
A OCHR, R FE A b iy — 8B 5 B AL B T I
RIS, F2 IR SZ AR Sk il v ) BT 5 44 55t
AT AR A A —E AR A, DT & 26 iV 1 o R 9
# (Brand Image Transfer)., J& T LB, 2
AT TN R = , X S TR B PPN 2l sy
FZARERE

TR NS, A2 ARSI MR B HITR 2544
JEAT AR, I B HOR AR S DR R A HED |, Bl
 “EIEE” (schemata) B, HIIY, A2 AR 23X HL
—FRFIE L —MCILE ), B2 — IR pir2s
I PTA TR TH B TR — > B RICC S5 . A
i, BEAR . —FEFREAS 5 F It 2 ) & A i
L7 B4, Z AR T — I FE 2 G IR X
[ AT e 2 5z i X Z (8 R A2 B R 05475
AT DG Tz i AN S5 4 . e =, 5
FAAFEFEAHZEARL , X FPELFE N2 R E ) 1Y, B SZ AR
Xf A3 T i I 3 S A G U B R PE A B
BT I G R S50 R T PPt 2l . BT
I AR R 1

HI: SZ 000 T 38 20 6 1 ST i 23 %)
WTE 4™ E M 520 .

W L85 1Z NN REE 20 B AR32 AR TR
B, ETIAALLEYE ABC BB AR N S
FESE AT B IR G A — ol o FHAR [, 33X Fofo {05 []
FEINHI(Cognition, BIIC), 1i§/&(Affect, R A)FITT N
=[] (Behaviour tendency, Bl B) 2834~ & 132, H
o AR R TR R R 515 & G BCRE
R 5%, AT ) W4 R O AT
FEFREE . ABCEERIR AR (15 23X =35 Z Al YK &
BAERISEER ARG ™ A iy B 25 58, A
EJIG I OUR B T AT R ) A D33 PRIl T
gL, HIHIE 20 S IAIEL S5 1ERIE S, 1
HE BIE G 24T Ry 2 TR A E BT A% e 3
A SCERTPAS 2] T A Iz S 2 BT, R
SRR 2

H2 : ST G0 X0 4T Ry i S AR TR ) 5

XFFEF P H AL AT BRI H 09 I 20

AR 52 AR AT R, A AT RE ST i
B A HAERIVE T . T Zhang ZE 34 X FL L 33 Al
ATP |1 RITFE A SR A & 3, % A SMb i 2%
MR XS FE 5 () PP 2 0 Ei i e b A A ] 5 2
IR M, A EE IE RIS iR . AT
PUTE B (5 8 205 #1015 7 #ie (Signaling Theory ) X
I TR, RE A, THERAREH
2 FEW EI BRI At R R, i T A 108 B A
FH I 52 N E0R, FEAE B AR RB S 1532 T2 T I
WS K PRARE S, SRS, — Ik
TTFEH AP BEAARNE DL TC B¢ LA FEHRERS TN
NIl 2 B FL25 5 ) 5 R JBIKE A5 515 i i il
JITESR . A2 ARG X — N A2 I A B e
Hrim B SE ) A DA DUABCE B TTAL Rz
BN HXPZ I 2555 07 N T BEIE A2 & R AKCF
SEYERE R , TS AT RERE BRI T VR
e A H A T A . R te] UL, {5 S B
WAL AT DU RBETE PPN XS T R R A E A,
e B 1, HENAE T RIS i MIE 4
HRALEAE RMFE T2, ETESHSiN
o, A5 WO TS AT A S g O
5 R IETT TR, 38 n] BRI X5 5 Rk T
TR (i) o FEF e, ASCEE R 3

H3: 2000 T T 38 20 & 1 ST I 23 %)
17 R BB A E ) 52
22 RFFNEEIAT AR

EEWAE, BIE M AT RN E 52 51
JE, RIS AR TR B XA G R E AR, 2
H Kim S PSR P m R A E S FE R
() R LA T i, 352 1Y 6T A b i R S A
BECAEAE T 2, W28 I i A 55 s Iy iz
JE R E, Fed 5 H L [ 1 TR S 55
AT BE R INBA S, i T R A SR s B s WA
FEFEBERNT I E T G 4 B (e s |47 a:
IEsEmfER . FET I, ASCE R 4

H4: KF WA BRI T FE 25 I PEA 5 0
B4 Z 18] 1 ¢ 2B E 1] 15 7 H]

W iR AT — PR, A G
FHETHMRIRTTIE R 547 R e T B A2
BARIEI(E 1),
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E1 MREEEREEE
Fig.1 The path map of research hypothesis model

3 WRIFIT
3.1 R FAZ

AP A [ B AL 46 5 TRy N2 FEFHA G M
R WP ER AThEMEEER KFWA
iR At NGt E B FEFEH S AT
SRy T S TS FR 43 0 00 45 B 24 R 28 SRR S G e
RIATVEAL, ST R 2 se i T ik . 38
HAE VU A 18T, 3T B R A5 141 H8F5
X SedE bR 25| F H Chalip , Hallmann , Kaplanidou
A2 80 50 PR IR R M E R BESE (W1 iR
RS WER ), 17 BRI 2 %K
WEE S N MAT M R BT, A R ) MR
] 45, Horh BRI 48 AR £ 2 2% T Chew M F1EL
[ e = B i MU =g Wi B p i 1
HEFF R IRV il ol 2 2] DL R 4R ¢
HAMA R . 2 5KF TE S FAIE K TR 2
WHEWAMELZILA, RINA SR E WA B A
AR 5 T, DA 2 AR I 3l g BRI 4 ) WL
BRE WIRBCGE AT I E . ANH G4
TE W S AR 2 BE RS A, T
TpEdR 1 PR B SUR , (M4
WG T 32 AR IR AN M B KR FUCR G L

TEI BT, BRI R bR )RR 455
WEFEIITIE B h 5 0T  SEBRAF OO 1R ) 2 AN
BAT. MBI EE 1T 5 A AT S G
L FXF ) AR AT N AU RS, BN N FE AR
FEHAE R AR ARG AR 1 , Ik T IHox)
[t —5E
32 HALHEIIKE

BT I SR A LA IO AN S AT
CTRRZHA 5 RE W 2 BT EUM I R
S, Fe R el LGB R 21 hag vy, R fe B T
ZIBOR SN, 4508 T H1 o BETFES

— KPR A RN I LB A AR
KR, FEF R 5B 2 ERRfE T ase i, 5t
FERION 5 SRS S, B E T A E R,
TER LI 98 2 1% 2 e Z /i, iR ARz E LA 1
GOFEFER 180 R, Horpir — 2 [E PRk FE g
PRI, 75— 28 [ BRI R B T HEA TR |, B
JEE N BN Z Y REE RS A 24 0 h E T 2 —,
SRS, RS20 I 7E E N2 A H
MO EA T —E A,

AR )3 A R 45 A 1 =St T AR
R BRI e, SR T L AR A
A Tl AL AR YR A ()4 1 2 5 D, PR
LT R A S w] A TR AR SR | ) 4 o 4 o 4
TR EER o 25 G 3T 8 4 1 SEBR A ST 58 B Rl 4
BUS HRE I BR , AU A X 52 B Ry e A b e -
Mg Z A 16 2 K UL bR Bk R I et & i)
% 19001473, BRI 1900 473, RIS 100% , Hor
AR 1 88407 , AR N 99.1%.

3.3 HIEEHHIE

B ATAER 2 U551 55 B RV i
W5 AT W A BEFAT Ry 1) 55 5 AR AT R R
Gt , FHI SPSS23.0 BEHLK AR HEA 79743 M
PIZH (ZH 1 FIZH2) . IR FRGFIRTTIIE R 5L =1
TR FEOR A C AR, AR R ISR
A Seis IR R M 0 5 Sk R 430 43
ST T ZE AR AT A, SRS T2 2 HEA T
BERURS 55 5 B A2 3 A7 o FE DU R AU (A BT I,
K H a 2B A 175 E (Composite Reliability, CR)
AT 5T, Horh o R BRI A5 B /I S X R
0.740, FEM R 5T L, SR 348 R 4
Bt (AVE ) KBl i) SR G200, I (R 0.504;
% H1 “Fornell-Larcker | 47 DO R PEA, B
TEAEAS T 173748 S5 A U AVE (97 R K Tz
g 1A 55 At g T 22 ) g e AR DG R A4, HEZE A
BT (R T2 P 23 A 7 1D, VA DR () Py 2t 2
K7 2 K A (Variance Inflation Factor, VIF) {H.
HEATHN i FHE R 5140

4 WIRER
41 WG
NG 2 2 o0 (2 2) o st tERIm &,
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B 41.5%, Lot L 58.5% , BEARE I A A 4
s SRARIRTT 5, PHAE X R AR 24 7 20 ~ 39
JA %, 1576.9%; B, AR AR Z, 5
64.1%.

FHAGTEM MRS T b (D). 42

#1818 AL P - 2 D0 ki IR T PP R (R 2.5 (22 5
R 500, UL Hi 2 S B N S2 00 T 1A
FAEHZEIPIIA AT G PN A BORIET 25 18], it
(Y “TES AR A BAMETEIE . b, ZARTEF
B2 S5 WMFE LD A L R R R (32 2), &

®1 ABEUERTSMESIT I

Tab.l Statistical analysis of questionnaire items and descriptions
- BRI
R ¥ Frifi2 - IR
Tk BE 6338
A FEFA LI

ECL: (A HHIHEERE 222 0.810 0.548 0.582

EC2: (kBT Mz Wi H £ 2.05 0.871 0.661 0.316
EC3.: I E e LA mivii 221 0.876 0.474 0.032

EC4: (RHTEFAEF R 2.02 0.873 0.662 0.216

EC5: AR FFEF52m 1K 2.14 0.911 0.648 0.249
EC6: Ebr# gtz 227 0.940 0.408 -0.209

EC7: $EF2JpiE 1 1.98 0.867 0.767 0.508

EC8: FEHiBE K V- 2.14 0.908 0.656 0.302

ECY. K Fefifblit ik 1.99 0.929 0.814 0.335 Chalip(;g‘;)l’oH)auman

EC10: IpFESLR IR ¢ 3 1.87 0.842 0.971 1.071
ECIL: FHLEEMAA L 2.26 0.902 0.436 -0.080
EC12: KA F W IR 229 0.972 0.409 -0.357

EC13: Bl A F Kik 226 0.933 0.575 0.153
EC14: FIA R SR 2 24 0.959 0.290 -0.345
EC15: RIVMAHHIERZ 2.12 0.945 0.742 0322
EC16: ZESTIY 2R 1T % 2.31 0.977 0.478 -0.208

EC17: WA S ERIAAR NG 2.08 0.947 0.711 0.158

EC18: FifFZER Sl e 324G 1.93 0.864 0.947 1.1
g TR

CI1: AR F— A bf 5.62 1.301 -0.975 0.784

CIL2: B — I 5.87 1.367 -1.375 1.603

CI3: e —SEikny 5.93 1.454 -1.712 2.642

CI4: EPRAFEEEAR— E bR L 6.03 1.325 -1.743 3.009
CI5: FEDTHLHY — eI 11 5.71 1.367 -1.445 2.170
CI6: AP — TRy 5.48 1.412 -1.055 0.948

Kaplanidou(2007)

CI7: ZE5510 — a5 5.61 1.418 -1.286 1.49

CI8: JEMIfY — 4 A4 5.54 1.417 -1.147 1.146
CI9: e 51 30 —ATW 51 I3 1 5.8 1354 -1.438 2.088
CI0: A AR —2 B3I 5.54 1.426 -1.19 1.251
CIN1: BEELAY — T 5.66 1.409 -1.359 1.774

Cl12: NEAR —L4A 5.78 1.422 -1.412 1.786

g AT R
BI1 : 53 A ifediie , oy ik it 2.73 0.943 0.056 -0.086
BI2: WIHLAT LARE, TARR P ik 13t 274 1114 0.101 -0.695 Chew(2014)
BI3: Fssm A sl K AMEFEDL Ll 12 2.35 1.016 0.484 -0.252 HLGOR)%

BI4: F 2 mI AR E AR B QML sl vt 2.57 0.989 0.385 -0.189

e 7 .
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®2  AOSiHHAHEREE
Tab.2 Description of demographic data

BAFRAR (1884)

Aoy
B %
5 782 415
el

4 1102 58.5

16~19% 110 5.8

20 ~29% 829 44.0

30 ~39% 621 33.0

RS

40 ~ 49 % 226 12.0

50 ~59% 88 4.7

60 % LI I 10 0.5

LAY 48 25

i 142 7.5

HERE K& 377 20.0
AR 1208 64.1

AL 109 5.8

3 121 6.42

FER A PRI 2 114 6.05
B 1 865 459

0 784 41.6

b B el 114 6.05
& T 1770 94.95

W AR H 847 45

ifpFER A oG 1037 55

MY “PEF A A EM SN, ZARTIE 6 1L
(58.4% ) HMtE R AENS IER 0142 2 /b —I01 g2 90
PR E TR, 45% 0952 A B AR ICE o Tt
FERMATT, HRENE HAZ 2 TR LA 1 i) i gess
932 A HE L 1 80(12.47% ), 5 il AE R AH4E
ZE I 180 AR TR HUFE (W SL BRI B T 3R I 7% 22,
E— U X IR “FEE ZART ( H AR, LIgFES I
AL 1 5520 TR LA BR . T R A iR
PEGEHH M R, 253 12 SR () - Y93 H K F
5.0 G & 2wy 7 3 53R ) , RWIZUF# % T |
MRS TR P o AT R B I A
L5 0 I T T N i g BTN R e B B R
KF2.5(Z5whe 5 rmaR), Ui HigEZ Ui+ 0 H
VR SR ol A BT B e B R T 1 T .
BLAN, P AL g R i Ak T LA 4252 7S
FEL P, BN ToilfG 41 3.0( Chou, et al. ) 1461, I35 5[]
41-0.695 F1] 2.642, f L FISY -1.743 3 0.971, #H
B EATT BRI

42 FROZHEAR
42.1 WEMEHETF N

KMO & 58 4 0.938, KF 0.8, BLHIAH e
RBE AR I AU TR R T, EVRRRIER
TERGI LRI M 11 676.106, FH N 435, p(H
0.0 001,/NF0.01, 755 B3 B 2R (£3)

£3 KMOFBHFKFLEER
Tab.3 KMO and Bartley test results

HURE R KMO & 0.938
AR 7 11 676.106
Bartlett BRTE K 56 EREi]°S 435
3 0.000

K F F2 A 3 T 05 503 Sk 4 A AR S A THR 2R
PERF40Hr, Horp, SEFAL A% 181 JE bRt
T, IR G4 124N JEL R A, (R B WAL 2
AN JE LG, 47T R R IEA S AN R, TEIRR
PEF b b Bk /T 0.5, RIS H BRI A~ A
FUA_E DA B2 R R, 4478 g e g 27 38
RRIGUA B 6 R - o, SRR A G 53
AT, 3l 2 R e e 552 ) (EC—) .
TR 2RI e S HisEKF (ECZ) AR H B R 5]
AR (EC =) IR L& 2 A, 405l
& SRR S E PR BE (CT—) i 5 748
(C1Z); 47 AR 1A (B Sy B (PR 2 L 3%
4~6), %A Cronbach’a ZE039 7 T 0.7 (I HELF
18, BB RN FE(R BE R 5 6 1R Bty 2551
BRI T 50% , Ui 1 I A ) 1A% e B R
R B
422 Bif M EF M

K AMOS24.0 % 41 2 BE AR (n=918 ) #E 47 50 01E
P F 01 (CFA) . 53R, IR BER T a
REEIRT 0.7 (/IMER 0.71, S KA R 0.823), 4
A5 (Composite Reliability ) ¥ AT 0.7 e/ ME Ky
0.753, Fie KA 7 0.896) (£ 4 ~6), Ik, A HA
RAF 05 B R SIRIURE 32 B R 3 5 25 4
Wi (AVE) KF 0.5 fE I WbRifE =, 4550 o, e
A VETE I 19 AVE 48 A1 1838 K T 0.5 (Be/IME
0.48 , e KAE 47 0.599), B EHLA K4 BN SR (3
4~6), Hrf, XTRFIM SIMATE L W42 B F
AT T B R, 45 2R B P IRAE G &R
B PE RBEH ARG B3R
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Tab.4 Reliability and validity indicators of event portfolio evaluation

AT R NSRS MEIH T34 o AVE CR
EC1 0.592
o, EC2 0.596
FeRHE S
) EC4 0.692 0775 048 0.76
i} (EC—)
EC5 0.695
EC6 0.581
EC7 0.659
FEHE TEFEAIMEES ECS 0.708
MEC  SBfEKF EC9 0.598 0.768 0.51 0.77
(EC) EC10 0.578
EC18 0.617
ECI2 0.512
HWEWHESI  ECI13 0.697
i 0.810 0.57 0.79
WiEE (EC =) ECl4 0.621
ECI5 0.611

R5 BAETE: WHEKNEESHEER
Tab.5 Reliability and validity indicators of city image

AR AWF RS NFEAST o« AVE CR
WS CcnR 0.746

[E PRiLRE cI3 0.775°  0.808 0.588 0.809
(cr—) Cl4 0.775
g2 CI6 0.768
I 17 0.779
it 5 &7 CI8 0.762

0.823 0.589 0.896
BE(CIZ) CI10 0.789
CIl1 0.751
Cl112 0.757

F6 RETE:THARENMETENNEESREER
Tab.6 Reliability and validity indicators of behavior intention and
sport involvement

HER T MBI RTES a AVE CR

BII 0.658

TTAEIE BI2 0.644
0.771 0533  0.753

BI BI3 0.689

BI4 0.641

FEFWA Ell 0.641
0.720 0599  0.764

El El2 0.767

4.3 M FAER 5

J T IRAITEFEHA AN RIRTTIE S 52 A%
A7 R i RS M LI, A SCH 1 454 7 AR AL (4]
2), HEFHEIATE R PR FEF TN B
(0 EAEAE F DL BAR T W AR FEH DM IR B 4
VEFRSC AR B IRTI800 o I AR X8 Bk
Fornell-Larcker fE AT HI5E , BIWEAER 1719728 7

A (AVE ) 15 AT 2 T 5 AL P 722 ]
I RA R E(FR 7)), BRI, B ELAT R A0 X
L) A, BRI 5 BRI A ) 4 TR AR
BOR (), M AR LA PR BT

®7 AVEEFHRSERTFEMEXRE

Tab.7 Ave square root and correlation coefficient

A TERASITN WS ThEE
FRRMABIE 0.350
WiliE 4 0.481 0.588
(=Y 0.402 0.172 0.433
AVE V7 0.592 0.767 0.665

*8 HELSHERTRIERE
Tab.8 Test coefficient of model fitting validity index

X*df RMSEA  NFI RFI CFI IF1 TLI

2.956 0.046 0.910 0.889 0.931 0.931 0.889

4.4 FRIRKEE

TESS MR B 53 Hr Z 0, o e w5 22 B ik PR 5
(VIE) AT R G55 B, KR/ 80 VIF < 5,35
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TR AV XIR TR G2 A 35 04 1E 1) 52 ) (B
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TR G VPN XI5 AR W 3 04 TF 1) 52 e (B
HEAL B AL 2R BN 0.17, p < 0.001) , HFFE IR H2 15
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AR . FEFALA RN AT B AR B R IE h]
S (hRiEfL Y A2 R ECH 0.40, p < 0.001) , FEF4H
BV S bR AT R R R B S (Rl A
I SO TR A RSON AR

45 PR HH
FEF L G VRN X A b e AT Ry 2 R R e

SRR ) 5 AT , A5 R B s A fif
FH ) Bootstrapping 777 , 7EH & EE S 000 IO T
XiF H AR N HEAT K56, Bootstrapping Fil Percentile 75
95% EAF/KFT, TR T G b A A6 4 1) 5 1X [
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Fig.2 Path coefficient of path test model
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Tab.9 Test coefficient of intermediary effect

RIS I 715, BEFTR T W AR TR 53R 4
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Tab.10 Test coefficient I of moderation effect

o HETEE X .
R SRS A — - — PRI
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Tab.11  Test coefficient II of moderation effect

VAT RO
NFI IFI RFI TLI
K &% DF CMIN P
Delta-1 Delta-2 rho-1 rho2
T
Sk 3 5.647 0.130 0.001  0.001 0.000  0.000
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The Impact of Sports Events on City Image and Behavior Intentions from an

Event Portfolio Perspective
LIU Dongfeng, LI Kunheng

(School of Economics and Management, Shanghai Sports Institute ,Shanghai 200438, China)

Abstract: The impact of sports events on city image and behaviour intentions is a very complex process, and further
clarification is needed for in-depth issues such as the mechanism at work and the influencing factors. Drawing on theories
from cognitive psychology and economics, this paper seeks to explore the possible impact of sports events on city image and
behaviour intentions from the perspective of event portfolio and external audience by testing hypothesis through an empirical
survey study with Shanghai as an example. The results indicated that event portfolio have direct impacts on behaviour
intentions, confirming the applicability of signaling theory in this context. The research also confirmed the indirect impact that
event portfolio has on behaviour intentions and Brand Image Transfer (BIT ) could happen at an event portfolio level as well as
at single events level as indicated in extant literature. In addition, the research helps to understand how sports events influence
city image and behaviour intentions and both theoretical and practical implications are also offered.

Key words: city marketing; event portfolio; city image; image transfer; signaling theory; schema theory
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