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Abstract

Background Currently, there is a shift happening in South Korea, from ownership-based asset value to
residence-based living value with regard to people’s perception of residence. Responding to this change of
residence perception and promoting the residence stability of the middle class, the government has pushed
forward a policy of public supported private rental housing. For the policy, construction companies have provided
a variety of residence services along with community spaces for a differentiated living environment. However,
it has been pointed out that their supply has remained at a nominal level. Community spaces have gained more
importance in recent years as a place to form a sense of community and to increase people’s quality of life. This
study analyzes the factors influencing a sense of community and proposes what should be considered to increase a
sense of community in the design of a living environment.

Methods A total of 186 questionnaires were collected from the residents of Happiness Village Purgio of
Dongtan, a public supported private rental housing complex. The collected data was then analyzed empirically.
The study compared the effects of the independent variables of physical servicescape (convenience, comfort, and
aesthetics) and social servicescape (residents' similarities, residents’ proper behavior, and staff members’ services)
in shared, leisure, and interaction spaces to dependent variables of place attachment (place identity, place
dependence, and social attachment) and sense of community (feelings of sufficiency, sense of solidarity, sense
of belonging & awareness of mutual influence, and emotional intimacy). The study also analyzed the mediating
effects of emotional responses (positive and negative).

Results First, place dependence, a subordinate factor of place attachment, had less impact on a sense
of community than place identity and social attachment. Second, physical servicescape had no direct impact on
place attachment and had an indirect impact on place attachment via emotional responses. Third, residents’
similarities and staff members’ services in terms of social servicescape had a direct effect on place attachment,
with some differences according to different places. Fourth, place attachment was found to influence a sense of
community. Social attachment had the greatest influence on a sense of community rather than place identity or
place dependence, which are subordinate factors of place attachment. Fifth, emotional responses had mediating
effects between the physical and social servicescape of community spaces and place attachment.

Conclusions Residents considered community spaces as places to bond with other residents. They also valued
friendships between and among residents, and relationships with staff members, thereby improving their overall
experience of living. Therefore, if the planning stage organizes motivational elements correctly to increase social
attachment and to form a sense of community based on sharing, mutual consideration, and cooperation, it will
help to increase the participation and experiential value of residents. Accordingly, the planning stage should
consider a space with the aim of creating positive emotions for the design of a living service environment to
increase a sense of community. In addition, it is imperative to secure the proper quality of a physical environment
as well as the professionalism and attitude of human services in social and cultural aspects. At the same time,
there is a need for a continuous relationship with residents.

Keywords Public Supported Private Rental Housing, Community Spaces, Physical Servicescape, Social
Servicescape, Emotional Response, Place Attachment, Sense of Community
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Figure 1 Research Model of This Study
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Table 3 Community Space Components of This Study
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Table 6 The Effects of Physical and Social Servicescape on Place Dependence in Shared Spaces
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WhS(t=4.255, p<.001)2 AFS] A ofjzhol F-ot H(+)9] S m|Hlct.

4.3.0{7t 3212 712 AS
(D P2 1, 2] A7} g34e] =214 - Ara] 4] AulAaA| o) 7} Aarofj 2ol vl A= Y&
@ o7} F3to =T A - AS] A | alA o] 7 FAAA ol vA = I
(Table 8)3} Zro] B (AL oF 13.4% (R’=.134), (F=5.783, p<.001), VIF= 1.622 ~ 2.485,
DW=1.724)ol 4] At&]A MujaaA|o] o] A0] QA AW A(t=2.865, p<.0DE FaAA Gl FoIgt
A(H)e] 9 A

Table 8 The Effects of Physical and Social Servicescape on Space Identity in Leisure Spaces

HEZ3 Al BESHAS

ZLHOI Sl t VIF R? F
B S.E B
(&= 1.212 0.419 2.891**
Holy 0.149 0.110 0.124 1.353 1.810
HEY -0.016 0.130 -0.014 -0.125 2.485
,éjilﬁg Aoy 0.092 0.109 0.079 0.846 1.872 0.134  5.783%*

7.|7<x} FARE 0.042 0.096 0.039 0.436 1.738

ERN RS- 0.057 0.126 0.045 0.452 2.075

29| QI MH|A 0.296 0.103 0.250 2.865** 1.622
*p(.01, ***p{.001, Durbin-Watson: 1.724

@ o7} 37ro] B A - AbS H AH|ALA o] 7} A4 oA o WX = FF
(Table 9>¢} Zro] B (AH g2 °F 15.5% (RZ=.155), (F=6.665, p{.001). VIF=1.622 ~ 2.485,
DW=1.810)0llA A& Folgt 9FE A= B4 Au|AaiA| o] Lel ALE] A AJH|AAFA o] L
2212 gt

Table 9 The Effects of Physical and Social Servicescape on Space Dependence in Leisure Spaces

HIEZSH A BESH AL

E&HOI =L t VIF R? F
B S.E B
(&=) 1.585 0.388 4.087**
moly 0.150 0.102 0.133 1.466 1.810
Y -0.034 0.120 -0.030 -0.285 2.485
fgg Aoy 0.068 0.100 0.062 0.674 1.872 0.155  6.665%**
HERE QA 0.148 0.088 0.149 1.672 1.738
HERHXE S 0.114 0.117 0.095 0.977 2.075

2| 29| QIEMH[A 0.182 0.096 0.164 1.909 1.622
**%(.001, Durbin-Watson: 1.810

® o7k 37t =] A - AR A AH|AAA o] L7} AFS A off 2ol WA= J7F

(Table 10)¥} Zro] R L oF 19.0% (R*=.190), (F=8.219, p<.001), VIF=1.622 ~ 2.485,
DW=1.888)°llA] AF2]4 AH|AAA L] AFA §AMY(t=2.730, p<L.ODE AR off&te]l 23t H(+)9]
FF= A
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Table 10 The Effects of Physical and Social Servicescape on Social Attachment in Leisure Spaces

zasel syl ARESAT  BESAR VIF R? F
B S.E B
&= 0941 0399 2.355*
Holy 0.109 0.105 0.092 1.034 1.810
B W 0.041 0.123 0.034 0.330 2.485
A0|-H§;Lﬁ A0y 0.118 0.103 0.104 1.144 1.872 0.190 8.219%%*
HAFAL A 0.249 0.091 0.238 2.730% 1.738
MESNESEIEIS 0.060 0.120 0.048 0.504 2.075
Z| 29| QEAMH|A 0.130 0.098 0.111 1.317 1.622

*p{.05, **p{.01, **p{.001, Durbin-Watson: 1.888

A

—3(}:

rlr

(2) 7FA 3, 4] o7} F2be] Bl - AbS] A A AAA o] 7L 717 Qg H]
@ o7} 57k Be| 4 - Absd AH|AAA o] F A A REgofl x| J5F
2PAEZHL oF 41.4% (R’=.414), (F=22.742, p{.001), VIF=1.622 ~ 2.485, DW=2.114)°]4 &E2|Z
Au|axAo] o] AnA(1=2.979, pl.01)2 FAHA whof Foldt A(+)Q FFE wA I, A5 A
AMu|aaA o] o] AR FAMI(1=2.222, p<.05)T ZhQ] AR AU A(t=4.049, p<.001)= FHF &
Frolgt A2 FFE vHh o] F, AL AHAHA(8=.290) YA WA (8=.230) Y AFA FAHI(8=.165)
&0 & ko] AA Yetyitt.
@ ol7} 37re] B8] A - A8l A Aqu|AAA o] L7 B A wh-gof v X|=

FAPHEL oF 16.8% (R*=.168), (F=7.206, p<.001), VIF=1.622 ~ 2.485, DW=1.795)° A At5]4
Hﬂléiﬂl o]z o] At At WF(t=-2.773, p .0DT} A A AAAH A(t=-2.215, p{.05)= FAH
ghgoll folgh F(-)2] G nHct. o] F, 242 AHAH| A(F=-.189) Y AFAL A3} F5(4=-.268) =22

e o] A Yebt.

(3) 714 5] 047}%J91 A7urgo] Araofizhol| wj x| g

O A7} 7o) A wgo] A2 A ol vX= FFF

PP EL oF 14.9% (R=.149), (F=17.217, p<. 001), VIF=1.228, DW=1.988)°l|A] 47 wF-g-9] 544
HHS(t=4.288, p<.001) 2R A Aol -2let A(+)2] S wHch

@ A7} 19 A whgo] A&l vX= FF

2P oF 18.8% (R=. 188) (F=22.452, p<.001), VIF=1.228, DW=1.739)0l|A] ZrAxt-$-0] &
HE(t=4.961, p<.001) A4 ol F-9J3F B(+)9] B3-S wHich

® o7} F7ke] 374 whgo] Ak3| 4 oﬂﬁoﬂ o X 9

PP oF 15.7% (R’=.157), (F=18.235, p<.001), VIF=1.228, DW=1.902)°14 74 uh-&-o] FA 2
HH&(t=4.385, p<.001)2 AH3 A ofjzto] §-oJ7t B (+)9] P32 wHiTh

oX,
)

4.4 nR 3 IHE H
(D M 1, 21 257 740 B2 A - AFS| & Au|AAA o] L7} Aol 2hof| u] X =
O W57 7] E2 A AL A Afu|AAA 0| 27} A A Ao v A = G7F
(Table 11)3} Zo] B (8L oF 12.1% (R*=.121), (F=5.230, p<.001). VIF=1.572 ~ 2.799,
DW=1.679)0llA ZAAAZel Fogt FFE nX = S4 AU A A | Lol ALSA AfH| AAFA o] X
2212 glolct.

OI)I
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Table 11 The Effects of Physical and Social Servicescape on Space Identity in Interaction Space

A
zamol syl ARESAT BESAR VIF R? F
B SE 8
(&= 1.230 0.437 2.812%
By 0.104 0.116 0.081 0.897 1.698
W 0.163 0.154 0.122 1.059 2.799
xEA
’éﬁ’(ﬂg‘ Hold 0.081 0.112 0.070 0.724 1.970 0.121 5.230%**
AEONEINES] 0.113 0.095 0.105 1.186 1.658
HER XY WS -0.019 0.125 -0.015 -0.156 1.934

Z| O] QIR MHIA 0.158 0.099 0.139 1.608 1.572
**p(.01, ***p(.001, Durbin-Watson: 1.679

@ W57 37O 2 A AL A Afu| AAA 0| 27} A4 R o A = Y7F

(Table 12)¢} Zo] B (AHEL oF 13.5% (R*=.135), (F=5.826, p<.001). VIF=1.572 ~ 2.799,
DW=1.725)0ll A AF2]& Aulaizo]ie] 2 o] QA& A H]A(t=2.197, p<.05)E FhoEA o Folgt
A(+)9] F3FE wH

Table 12 The Effects of Physical and Social Servicescape on Space Dependence in Interaction Spaces

e sl AREsAT | REEAE VIF R? F
B SE B
(&) 1.664 0.406 4,097
mHoly 0.103 0.108 0.085 0.959 1.698
=Y 0.044 0.143 0.035 0.308 2.799
fgg Aojy -0028 0104  -0.026  -0.271 1.970 0135  5.826**
HERE A 0.110 0.088 0.110 1.253 1.658
AERHEHS  0.151 0.116 0.124 1.300 1.934
Z|210] QIRMHIA  0.201 0.091 0.188  2.197* 1572

*p¢.05, **p{.001, Durbin-Watson: 1.725

® BF 0] BeA A8 Au| A2 o] LA A ofzte] v G
(Table 13)3 Zo] B (AHEL ok 21.1% (R’=.211), (F=9.238, p<.001), VIF=1.572 ~ 2.799,
DW=1.872)004] 4814 Aulaxdol o] A 90] Q1A ul A(1=2.428, pC.05)E 814 ohte] ol
(0] AL w3,

Table 13 The Effects of Physical and Social Servicescape on Social Attachment in Interaction Spaces

HIEES A4 BEs} A% ,
440l Ll t VIF R F
B SE B

(&) 0.643 0.408 1.576

Holy 0.104 0.108 0.082 0.962 1.698

HEY 0.048 0.144 0.037 0.336 2.799

3|X

*(EHR,L? Aoy 0.064 0.105 0.056 0.615 1.970 0.211 9.238***

HEXE A 0.137 0.089 0.130 1.543 1.658

AR X S 0.175 0.116 0.137 1.504 1.934

29| QI MH|A 0.223 0.092 0.199 2.428* 1.572
*0¢.05, **p{.001, Durbin-Watson: 1.872
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oI5k

[exe]

Fll‘

(2) 7HE 3, 4] 17 37t Sl 3] - ALS] A Al AaaA o] L7t 747 JEg-of w]X]
@ W5 37 A - AbsH AH| A o] 27F FA A BEgo x| A5k
w22 oF 53.8% (R*=.538), (F=36.923, p{.001), VIF=1.572 ~ 2.799, DW=2.195)°]|4] &2 3
o] Lo 5198 912l HOA(1=2.216, p<.05)> FA A §hgoll Folet A(+)Q] JFE nlA| 1L, AH3]H]
AujazsA o] AL FAM(t=2.080, p<.05)3F F @] AFAH]A(t=6.030, p{.001)= TA A v
o)t ()9l G v o] F, AL JAAAH|A(B=.378) YA (8=.144) YAFAF FAMI(B=.134)
<O & JFgo] IA veyitt
St Bl - AbS] A Au| AL o] 7} HAA wh-gof n] 2] = g
FAEAYHL 9F 29.2% (R’=.292), (F=13.713, p{.001), VIF=1.572 ~ 2.799, DW=1.949)0l| A A}3]&
AU AAA | L O] AR FAMY(t=-2.147, p<.05)TF H 2] QJIAA M| A(t=-4.767, p{.00D= F44 §Hg
Fofgt B9 FFE nFh o] F, AFA FA(B=-.171) YA D2 A-AHA(F=-370) &£ & JF o]
A vepyh

(3) PH 5] W7 B7ke] 747 Hhgo] Aozt W)X 9ok

@ W57 3749 A whgo] AaAA ol X 4F

BPAEYYL 9oF 15.1% (R’=.151), (F=17.501, p<.001), VIF=1.565, DW=1.914)°ol 4 74 Hh-go] FAZ
HES(t=4.959, p<.001)2 AAFA Aol folgt F(+)] FFS wH

@ W5 370 A Hhgo] AaojEAof w2l JF

P (AL oF 17.8% (R’=.178), (F=21.061, p<.001), VIF=1.565, DW=1.840)0lA 74 wr&o] FA4A
HES(t=3.535, p<.001)2 FaoEAol F-o3t A(+)2] JFE n|F A, FAF whe(t=-2.227, p.05)2 F-oJgt
B2l A vHt o] F, 3 A ¥H(8=.295) )74 A WhE(8=-.186) -2 & g o] AA ettt
® W5 7| A 9ol AFS| 4 ofjzhof| u| x| g

BPAYHL oF 24.0% (R*=.240), (F=30.234, p<.001), VIF=1.565, DW=1.877)°ll4 74 Hh-&-9] FA =
HHS-(t=5.602, p<.001)& AFS] A o &oll o]t H(+)2] gk vl At

(D) 7+ 6] M<>HX‘°] SeA Ao A= FTF

O Aaofjzto] FZ3to] ul= F3F

(Table 14)¢} Zo] B (A EL <F 60.7% (R*=.607), (F=96.242, p<.001), VIF=1.619 ~ 2.218,
DW=1.944)0| A Zraofl2ke] A2 A A (1=2.054, p<.05), F42E4(t=3.655, p{.001), AF8]4 o 2K(t=8.791,
p<.00D)E Sl o3 F(+)9 F3FZ vFTh o] F, A3H of2H(B=.516) YFAJE(B=.251)
FAGA(B=.130) £ o2 G o] A Yepyrt.

Table 14 The Effects of Place Attachment on Feelings of Sufficiency

HEZSH A BESH AL

Fa0l =l t VIF R? F
B S.E B
(=) 0.563 0.191 2.945%*
_ ESESShOIR 0.119 0.058 0.130 2.054* 1.880
Z=7+ 0.607  96.242***
HaoEY 0.246 0.067 0.251 3.655%** 2.218
PNEIESRU RS 0.481 0.055 0.516 8.791%* 1.619

*0¢.05, **p(.01, **p{.001, Durbin-Watson: 1.944

@ aolato] dAdizte] l A= dF

(Table 15)¢} Zo] 2P (APEL oF 39.8% (R*=.398), (F=41.795, p<.001, VIF=1.619 ~ 2.218,
DW=2.008)01 4 Aol 2Fe] A2AAA(t=4.091, p<.001), AF8]4 ofiZH(t=4.678, p<.001)& Azl G235t
A+ JFE v, o] F, AFElH o} 2H(8=.340) YA 2 A4 (5=.320) L0 2 e o] A vepth
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Table 15 The Effects of Place Attachment on a Sense of Solidarity

Z3 A% BEs A
zamel  sawol e AT AT VIF R? F
B SE 8
(&) 1.598 0.217 7.370%*

HaZEAE 0.270 0.066 0.320 4.091%* 1.880
A 0.398  41.795***

ESENSIESS] 0.079 0.077 0.087 1.028 2.218

ArE|X Ozt 0.291 0.062 0.340 4.678*** 1.619

***(.001, Durbin-Watson: 2.008

@ Ao Zo] 2%7F A AFg Agko)4of U] x| 3

(Table 16y} Zo] 932 oF 52.6% (R*=.526), (F=69.513, p{.001, VIF=1.619 ~ 2.218,

DW=1.804)0ll A Aaofzte] FAHAA (t=4.577, p<.001), A=A 2K(t=7.076, p<.001)> £&3F 4
Fo el dol golet F(H)Q A3 wFTh o] F, ArSH N2H(B=.456) YFAPAA(8=.318) £ &

ofls
N

Table 16 The Effects of Place Attachment on a Sense of Belonging & Awareness of Mutual Influence

A
Basol sl aEESAT | mEAE VIF R? F
B SE )
(A=) 0.363 0.228 1.589
SETH mamEy 0318 0.069 0318  4577**  1.880
Rk 0526  69.513+
ol PSIESY 0.081 0.081 0.076 1008 2218
AP of=f 0463 0065 0456  7.076™ 1619

***p(.001, Durbin-Watson: 1.804

@ “Faoljzto] XA Fdgdol vX|= %16;}
(Table 17)3} o] RP(APHL oF 38.2% (R*=.382), (F=39.067, p<{.001), VIF=1.619 ~ 2.218,
DW=1.703)0|1 4] &0 zko] At OHZ}'(FS./}ZO, p<00DE AAA Adzte] folgt A(+)9] FFFS vFth

Table 17 The Effects of Place Attachment on Emotional Intimacy

HEZ3} Al BESHAS

Z4H0I Sl t VIF R? F
B S.E B
(A=) -0.044  0.390 -0.114
HAE EHABAN 0.096 0.119 0.064 0.810 1.880
Hzd P IINSEIE -0.073 0138  -0.046  -0.530 2.218 0382 39.067
ALEIH of Rt 0.941 0.112 0.619 8420 1619
**%(.001, Durbin-Watson: 1.703
4,6, 28 Bi329| P& 3} JHMAHS

A Hhgol A BAF ol digh $HE Juddste] T w0 At Be e I 1Y v e
olulst == A 2okt
(D M 71 35 37ke] 74 whs-o] wizfast 7Hdd s
O T 7] B3 MujanA o] Lo} A Aol 2t 7ho] 7+ whg- wj A &t
(Table 18>°ﬂ*1 U Y% 19AE SHHUAA EE Au|aaA o7t uizfwiclel 34 §hgoll ulA|=
FFYL F9I5taL(B=.453, p<.001), 2HANAE B AMu|AiA | L7} A holztef WX JeFE>
v«]s}fﬁ(B:.SOS, p<.001), 3AIE EE& AB|AAA | ZIL f=3054 B=.104F FAdHI §o4o]

wstlon, 27 Hhg-2 a2t foJ7t JFe v A TH0.445, p<.001). EFF sobel?] Z3E 4.610

)

262 Archives of Design Research 2022. 08. vol 35. no 3



OH

DLOOIE $OISHATE. 5, B4 B29] Bel8 Al 2ol Lok Faohat Aolol 4 2 M- SHtuhA
QL B AR Uehil,

ﬁ'o]—;}

Ta|s

Table18 The Mediating Effects of Emotional Responses between the Physical Servicescape of Shared Spaces and
Place Attachment

HEZ3 B3
z4w0l =gl EE AT AR p R? F

B SE 8
ZHES  E2E MHAAAOZ  0.460 0.067 0.453 6.891*** 0.000 0.201 47 .486***
HAONR 22| MHAAAOZ  0.390 0.090 0.305 4.348%* 0.000 0.088 18.906***

_ EBEY MHAAF O 0133 0.092 0.104 1.445 0.150
A Of&F 0.242 30.589***
4™ e 0.560 0.090 0.445 6.199*** 0.000

***0(.001

@ 3 570 AP9] A M| LA 0] Lof A Aol 2t 7hef 7] Wk vl | a3t

(Table 1 >°1W Hol% 19 Al A= SHHRA A4 AujazA o] 27} v qlel 2
Y2 FASHATHB=.635, pC.00D). 2FANHE AFS]2] Au|AAA 0| L7} Aol o] u
Tr-J'G}H%(,B:.%S, p<.001), 37l AFS] 2 AH[A2A L7} f= 4659014 B=.250% FH4=5H%
HSHA] gFoko ], 7 Whe-2 Aozl frof et Ya mIATH(B=.330, p(.001). T3, sobel | Zk
p{O01Z oSttt &, T 33 A3 A AujaiA o] e} o2t Afojof Al 7] Whg-
gk st 208 YEyi

o, o
[oﬁr-.-‘
T 7

O
I ol
=2,
=
ﬁll

4r e do o2

fo rlo rir

1o ol
ox W

K}J
0
—
0

rlo

Sha
=)
=

Table 19 The Mediating Effects of Emotional Responses between the Social Servicescape of Shared Spaces and Place
Attachment

HIEZES} A% HZES A5
z2p10) savol BES AT BACAR p R? F
B SE B
HUtE AR MH|AAAO|Z  0.675 0.061 0.635 11.137**  0.000 0.399 124.030***

ox | oN
B
2
Lt

AP2|H MH[AAFHOIZ 0.623 0.087 0.465 7121 0.000 0.212 50.711%*

AP2|H MHIAAHAOIZ 0.343 0.109 0.256 3.151% 0.002

48 Hs 0.415 0.102 0.330 4.066***  0.000
(.01, ***p.001

oz
s
=2
B

0.273 35.762%*

(2) PHE 71 o7} g72ke] 247 whg-o] v aat 7HE %S

@ o7} 57k Bl & Au|AanA o] Lo AFAof}k 7kl 7HA whg- w7 At

(Table 20>oﬂ*19} Zol 19 Ao A= EHHRAQ] Ee]y Au|AAA 0| Z7} wiZfRIl 7+ whgol 2]
FFE-2 FoAskAth(B=.455, p.001). 2BA A= Ee] & AH|AAA o] L7} Aozt w2 JFe>
Tr«la}ﬂﬁ(ﬂ:.am, p<.001), 38 Al B AuAAA O LI} g=3910] A4 b’:.223§_ Hastg ot fogde
il 2 e o) ek & Aaofizto] folgt YFE uHTH(B=.369, p<.001). ETF, sobel®] ZFH-E 4.167,

p(O01R frolstglth. 5, o7k g3te] =22 AuAnT o] Lo} Faofz} Atolol A 24 whe-2 F-2vi7A
ATS 5= Ao 7 Vet

1Tas

Table 20 The Mediating Effects of Emotional Responses between the Physical Servicescape of Leisure Spaces and
Place Attachment

HIEZSH A BEsHAle

S4w0l sgywiol t p R? F
B SE B
Hotg =2/ MHAAA O 0.426 0.061 0.455 6.939*+* 0.000 0.203 48.154%*

ox | oN
B>
2
B

=2 & MH[AAAOZ  0.453 0.079 0.391 5.766***  0.000 0.148 33.246***
=0 & MH[AAHO[Z  0.258 0.083 0.223 3.123* 0.002
ot 0.457 0.088 0.369 5.177%*  0.000
*p(.01, **p(.001

oz
s
=2
B

0.253 32.356***

0
00
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@ o7k B2k0] A8 Au|2n7 ol e} Aol 2he] 24 g vt

(Table 21)014 Hol% 19ASNA SgMAQ AF8H Au|AxA o] Zrh oA 74 dheo] w2
FF L FABATHB=596, pCO0L). 2HANAE AFEIH AulA2A 0] Lok A aofFol m]X = JFee
SIS (82461, p00D), 3T AF1%] A|2AA L7} = 461004 f=.2802 FastoLt FolHe
EERE, -2 A Aol ol §o3 G I HTHA=304, p<.001). EF sobeld] Z3He 3.617,
DCO0LE SOISHEL, 3, ol7} 7be] ASI Aol Aol 29} 5013 AololAl 24 W88 Sob
AL s A0 tehiet.

Table 21 The Mediating Effects of Emotional Responses between the Social Servicescape of Leisure Spaces and Place
Attachment

HEZS AL BRI ;
S0l Sgel t P R F
B S.E B

HEES  ALEIE MH|AAAOZ  0.573 0.057 0.596 10.064***  0.000 0.352  101.279***
YAO0HE AtEH MH|AAHO|Z  0.549 0.078 0.461 7.049** 0.000 0.208 49.695%**
AEIH MH[AAF 0T (0.333 0.093 0.280 3.564***  0.000

il 0.376 0.097 0.304 3.875**  0.000
**p€.001

0.264 34.250%*

(3) UHE 7) w7 F7re] 77 Rhg-o] v et 7Hd 3
@ W5 370 FE|H Au|anAo]| Lol A Ao} 7he) HA Wk v ) mt

(Table 22)9] 19AO A= EPHAQL e AH|AAA L7} w7 del 744 whgof nlx]&
FostHth(8=.540, p<.001). 2HAANAE E2| & AB|AAA L7} i zte] v &=
Fol5tH(8=.407, p<.001), 3TAE= EH AU AAA LT} f=.40700A4] f=.20028 FAist
RO WistA] koo, A w2 Aaofztel| folet JFS nlFTh(B=.382, p<.001). Et, sobel®]
73 4.409, p 0012 9ok9ith. &, W7 3719 &4 AU AAA 0| L} A Aol 2k Ato]of| A ZH ¥h-g-2
HRuj7 8-S ke A0 & Yetyit

of
ol
o

of,
2 019.15 o

=
=
=
=
o

o L rlo rlo

Table 22 The Mediating Effects of Emotional Responses between the Physical Servicescape of Interaction Spaces and
Place Attachment

HEZS A4 BEsH AL
F4u0l sauol e AT AT p R? F
B SE 8
AHEE  S2H MH|AAAO0Z 0.594 0.068 0.540 8.712***  0.000 0.288 75.907*%**
Y04 S2H MH|AAAHOZ 0.501 0.083 0.407 6.042*** 0.000 0.161 36.504***
_ BN MHAAA O 0.247 0.093 0.200 2.668** 0.008
a0z

0.261 33.648***
48 s 0.429 0.084 0.382 5.085**  0.000

*p(.01, **p(.001

@ R F7e] )8 M| 2ol ek a2t 7ke] 24 whg vt

(Table 23)el1A Rol% 1Al ML Sl Alala] AulazAol 2ot o pelel 24 1w
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Table 23 The Mediating Effects of Emotional Responses between the Social Servicescape of Interaction Spaces and
Place Attachment
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