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Factors Influencing Participation Intention in Urban Agriculture
- Moderating Effects of Household Type -

Yoon, Joong-Whan + Heo, Chul-Moo

This study was conducted to analyze the factors influencing participation intention
in urban agriculture. The theoretical foundations of the study were Theory of
Planned Behavior (TPB) and Pine and Gilmore’s Experiencel Economy. The type
of household composition was set as the moderating variable between these inde-
pendent and dependent variables. In order to test the research model, hierarchical
regression analysis was conducted on 439 effective respondents. The empirical
analysis results are as follows. Educational experience factors, escapist experience
factors, attitudes, subjective norm, and perceived behavioral control, which were
set as independent variables to positive (+) influence participation intention in
urban agriculture. In addition, the impact of their influence relationship was as
follows : perceived behavioral control > attitudes > escapist experience factor >
subjective norm > educational experience factor. On the other hand, as a result of
analyzing the moderating effect according to the household composition, there was
a significant difference in the effect of educational experiences, escapist experiences,
and subjective norm on participation intention in urban agriculture. Significant
results were not tested on the moderating effects between attitudes, perceived
behavioral control, and participation intention in urban agriculture. Based on the
results of this empirical analysis, academic and practical implications were presented.

Key words : educational experience, escapist experience, participation intention,
theory of planned behavior (TPB), urban agriculture.
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MAASZ TAFY(urban agriculture) E=AE Y #HA AAAR, TAEYH FTAAL
AFAL A L A2CZHE F5E ¥ TH(Dimitri et al., 2015; Tiraieyari and Krauss,
2018). Ho =AE el gk B EASE w4, 71 HA P8 EAE 2T
g EA A ik AR Y] o g o] FojA L JYTHLin et al, 2015). =A HEHAE
A7) 3, A FA A oA A = SAANIH, FEAE F4st =ANG
A9 ADE Yoyt AR FEH &5 ZE| 719 HOrsini et al., 2013). ©]2]g o
% doll FE53HA FH AT
o RE AAE EAEHS HT 4o 2
Ath EAE 2 2010 FE HRe] Ao

11d TAEAR 54 2 Ao B3 HEC| AAHAUL =Alsd &

AR Aol A= MAFRA (2018)7F A2at =45 4 5711d(2018~2022)

T AYE FEst At ok 13k T ﬂlQOl 719 2 AEjA 240 Hlske] 2
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A FF A 20009744 §RE ANl FELS FE =54 AN 75 BuE
A3 ATk F, 134 B Aol BAE Aol Y =AB Y 2 BA5UBE
Aol 2L F U, 23 FF A AE BN NG BYEE, BE, 25, &

B7HA E2Fhste 84, 3}, B2 T3 HA53 §5F AHl~ =
SAEY FAAE 20179 1905F oA 2022 4007 HE HXZ St
EAEd tig #Alol gFsta e olfre EAIRS AdgEo] Y -
FA AP o g2 oA7IAIZEo] F7HEAY] WECE B Ak B EAEYPo] FRle
AA T AHEE AY, HAnAAZe E43), 24E AN A& F Ue A7HEA
845 Wxzsta ok &, B4 A4 AR AL E, 2HE QA o] A%, Aulgt
M-S o] Ure A5 T UREAR] THE S F Ue AT o E QA FHI itk
SAEGel thet A= A Al 7EA] BEkel A o] Foj AL JleE AA, 71& WA R&D
Zm o] A (Jeong, 2018; Lee and Lee, 2015)°]th. 4], A 2 A=z ZHo|xol A
(Lee et al., 2013; Moon et al., 2019)°]t}. MA, =AlFYH 4H|A SHe] A+(Lee and Cho,
2016, Tiraieyari and Krauss, 2018)°|Th. 1 o= EF3tal EAE Y theh AB|x} S 9

T UEe Aotk =3 EAFHY B84 Sl E HA vtHo| = B8, &
"]UJQ] A5 getol] ZASA Fe FHARJ] At HE U= FATE AATHLee and
Cho, 2016). =AEHS A7) Hslire =AsHS Adsta &Fse FAd =
AR EAEY o] oabAA o tigh FFF 821S BASE AL vl T8ttt o]
2 AFoA = BEAEY Fodd G vAe 8<lE B4357] f8l 3= oot #
Hste] AAE Ajzen (1991)2] A8 H &5 ©] E(TPB : Theory of Planned Behavior)¥ E=A]-&

Z)-= O
F=e
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Aol AP 245 Fotetr] 9130 Pine 112+ Gilmore (1998, 1999)°] AP B =D AF
o] A7 BYe EETh olF ATHoR HAAs] A fagk 43989 SEHAE
SAA e FE B4E skt

2 A7 5342 vge3 2

AR, TAEY A omo] S HAE adE B4 A A % 2y A
Y RS AR AT 2F S =230

II. o|2H w4
1. 4 %% (Urban Agriculture)

SABYY §4 2 Ao B 4GS TlAFORA AANH EABH S 2
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84Z 7383 Lee9t Cho (2016)8F frAMSHAl =4 W & Bl
TAEA fAe BEHoR EX, HFE BE TS 83 P dH Y
1A gtk

, MAFRA (2018)= =415 A4S 98l A2k =415 54 571'd(2018~2022)
"ot At vk 12k F5 Alglo] Z|Rk Bl AejA =AU Hiske] 2
202037HA 5 MU= FEs T =38 AV 7EE 522
ot é, 12 T3 Aol 28 Bl IAE =AEHE] AMd 2 =AY
Aol 2HE T ubd, 23 2§ AZoHE TASY ANEL KR, 3%, 2
= i

Fstel B, B3}, A S I §RY Mnx 3EL BEE 9
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TAHoZE ZABE W22 20179 1,100 haoll A4 2022'A 2,000 haZ Shata, =A<
Az = 20179 1907 oA 20221 4005F W& HEE sk ok obe 4t 3
@atyjr 130 AlF- AAFAAE ==t 73 Foll Ao S, 40 A A= HEY A
3 9 uF B4, 99 G A s ZE Iy §5F 2E Y 2 B, EAE

A3l 7hE =40t
S0 Z B Aol FAlo] Ha Qe AHIA SHoA e TAFH AT 3
=S AHREY Table 13 2t}

2
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Table 1. Pervious studies on urban agriculture

Researcher Theme

Analysis on the preference of urban agriculture types in accordance

Lee and Cho (2016) with lifestyle

Analysis on the determinants of consumer purchase intention for
Hwang et al. (2016) . .
promoting of urban agriculture

Effect of urban agriculture experience program on the mental health

Kang and Back (2017)
of the elderly

Tiraieyari and Krauss (2018) | Predicting youth participation in urban agriculture in Malaysia

Jun et al. (2018) Research on the effects of family-based urban agriculture programs

Tiraieyari et al. (2019) Factors influencing volunteering in urban agriculture

Perspectives on the potential of job creation based on participation
Oh et al. (2019) . . . .
motivation, attitudes, and barriers to urban farming

Effect of urban agricultural program for improving eating habits of
Kim et al. (2019) & prog proving eating

elementary school students




A A= 2A VAR 258 5 0= A
2R 58, EAES] Bl $o| 5y #ERE, 7

AR, =As Fojol IF= A= 82
Krauss (2018)= EAIEY o oo FFS
Atk ALE Y5O Z(TPB)2 HIF o2 AT =Y Pt 2ol Alof e S o
FOE AR 2AE AAslen, AAH e 2 7Mds AAsit. 24943

=, A, AdE desA B EAEY Foo=ed Hhe 9d= vt
AT o= 9FHA= HE, ARA i, AE e oo E JERT Al gE &
TolBS AET AL A7t Yoy e 29SS kA X3 IAIZF STk Tiraieyari
5(2019)2 Tiraieyari®} Krauss (2018) 17-9] Q&A1dolA ZefojAlof thst¥ 9 EAlE
ool 9= PAE 88S F4s] flE ATE St Agd A5l E(TPB)°l
T 23S AAsilon, Sy e 8908 S AEAEAY. T
7HEE AAskdlen B=, AE i, A2E dEeeA BF A
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2. A8 = Y =o0|Z(Theory of Planned Bahavior)

Ajzen (1991)2 7]=2] 3te] & 85| 2(TRA : Theory of Reasoned Action) ¥<Slo] 355
A MRS F7HAA AT FFoxet AP Fol et dF5Ee =2 AgH PsolE
(TPB : Theory of Planned Behavior)S A|AISIAT. AlglH 5] &2 o|=9 AA P55 3t
o] &k WAL 7] A7 o]Bolth AFoEol FIFE HX= HdYaRlowE B dF
of o3l B Z(attitude toward the behavior), AF3]Z 21 |
Y5 o A= 8ol (perceived ease) FE=E oH

contro)E E1 Yt o]HT P% gEE= A PZL 3}

T332 7 (subject norm), A A
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X
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A Wssae) AP 2L RoET. 37K 247} BE owl PAE dgYe
95 FHoIt AAel Wk A ekt o Ageli R 425 5oz
GGFE WX 3, o @l ot BT} A2E PEFAT FFS 0H7) % Fh ge AS
HE, 784 7, A28 A5EA 257 99 uAYE @

1) EH=(Attitudes)

El| Z(attitude toward the behavior)& 54 -5 staar A5t A AAlo] ZE
I AE FAHAA T B4 ZH HIKevaluation or appraisal) 2]
1991). &, BI=% 7lo] AW P5& st Aol T AAA Y
T2 FolsteA, dolst=AE YEE #EE ou|dtth of® Foi3l A E tiste
5o e HSYd JHE G A BFSSIES sk Tgd 8ottt old HE
7} AAAR sl it da WHAC R ARGET] fiA = ofw e Aol 2
=7} obd EXH 5o B3 HEE Z'.i sto] Bl ot PFo IF 7&74]5: Z

u)
ox r-?ﬁ
e
=
N

3] &2 #H 22 BAEH e4ss HEY 2A Jﬁﬂgi 713l ok ?‘&E}ﬂ sttt o]
gk o] £o] FE AR FHE xRtk o] A=Y o ¢
] = AAA, AAAH g 4E0] BT HrgEo] ok

) Loke] ShAES] A7) st Qo AlE
oA dqF o=o FY3 FFE vA= APQRNCEN T ATE T3l
= AAoltt. o] HEE HA EXE dF 9 HAE P=
2ol Wla, ol wet A5e st AU AEATIEH E o v}
% stutolth. Ajzen (1991)2 HIEQ} 5= Jto|= 35 theh
=7l Aol d5e e =rt AT sk

o)

2) FHH F(Subjective Norm)

T34 T+ (subject norm)> 54 yFS A AU HA] @Al sk AAE AR A Qb
(perceived social pressure)®]THAjzen, 1991). 3ol st A Ado =2 F7ARA(referents)
ol 3t s FF S SUL AJA, F& FUASA &GS AAA ] 3 Ao A=
oF elgk Aldel =33t = MUY F71°1tHAjzen, 1991). &, Tl FFE
A &, 7153 315 283 Al 5ol W7t 588 d5S s o ojwe 94
RAE7HE Y|t} ol SAF FJe Z2 Jilo] A S= BE el #H
sty AgEHE BRle) A7 &gatuat ste 719 45 AgAelga &
o &, 5438 Fd5E FAste ERSFAA T AHEES g2EHA HH, o7
o] FFo|x=o}t F3F BAE Dtk A E dEE on|dt Axole Al 1F
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3) Xzl #ESEXI(Perceived Behavioral Control)

A2} ¥ 3)-5 5 Al(perceived behavioral control)= Y52 Aol Hi zr]e|x|o] FA s}
o O]ﬂrl AE FFolgtal Hox=t, ol s APAFY Lol ofH 3o A=
g ANQJAQ] A& HEg 3 Zlolth o] A ZE AF A I AP F AFEHE oH
IR H(ant1c1pated impediments and obstacles)S Wrgstal ATkl 78Sl UTH(Ajzen,
1991)_ = ol T8 Tlo) gJoli Aalo] AAE QlAlGIE RolAe FFo0 7 A = =
AR, 7le, B g2 5 AA FEoxol o] o A WA F& 9 9485 xF
skl d o2 Aot AtH(Ajzen, 1991). ]9} FHE FARSE FoZ sl Fo7 &
25HA 4‘—535—:} T At FAAE o|v)s= Bandura (1977)2] A47] &5 7 (self-efficacy)
Aol EAEH fFS ot ol oA AL Hagh 7Y

EE oulsta, AAA0E PF5 oyt AL e Ao 2 Utk
A=t & ¢ Aok A9 A5 A= SHE dsel B3 AJY 3 7 A

+ A0 2R EHH Pzl Hsl 7‘"@17‘401 FFAAE F= T8 240US
star At} oldll X|ZH PFEAE WA 52 93 848 TS AASL A

= Ao} Y Ao} FAY, AT & AR, oF 842 =3 A7
, &olA, 713, 718 &2 4R 3?}78‘35153 ?‘] Alekal k. 1B R XZHE 55 A
S SAAINAY FAA 7= A A1 (control beliefs) o]l tigt F=o] 22t &,
oé‘ff;\(percelved power)°ll o] AAH T}l $kth(Ajzen and Driver, 1992). A|ZtE Y5
q5s & o=t Fozlttal dHrh(Ajzen, 1991).
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4) #= °|=(Behavioral Intention)
Ajzen (1991)S 35 o)== Ald 3o grrt FF3tE a3 7MsAdolg . o] 3
T 5+ HEe} dF Alo]o wi/fHsEN QlAEE Aol ALl FHAR] AE-E
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nsh= Aoletal Wtk ol #Hst qF o =7t AFol o3k FFS X

Zx(motivational factors)E ZE3sh= AL 7FH3sta Atk

54 g5 & 7bsAol Foital By ok 5HY FFe
ol =

o ola) Ao G BAE B

9% oEt U, 284 T, AZE PSEA olste] 4T BAE Y S o n
T3 YUrkAjzen, 2011). 5, 5HE WL FASAhE oA T AdY 28 24
shwl, e Gl HAHOR olFojd feAL AT & gtk glolth A% ol

o

4 Y52 3] As) AFEol Yt wee] Yo} Bo
A8 =she 94 A T Agolgks oulelM B o
1991). E, WG FEE ST s AT A godE A 1HF BFL T W

AE FAT 57} Yrke RO | YBE o mahiut glol o) Folx X gthe
g iRk ARG PEI G20 WAL YBA AL BAY, BFL YIHOE B
5 @1 OB ARE ol §3tel Sl T W) Y B AW} ety B

& g, AwAos AFEL oo ue} BEF] WEol
3. Pine II and Gilmore?] &g ==

Pine 119} Gilmore (1998, 1999)= A FE A2 F-oA 47}A] APLAE AAISHA
th 1A AP L AE 712 F2 53 Fo(passive participation)?} 552 #<](active parti-
cipation), M Z352] F<(absorption)2} = < (immersion) 5 Zﬂ“ FAAS] FHo Azl F3t
ol HAs#A uet AES sHTh F 553 Fo FMol= wS3F A P(educational
experience), Y2 | & (escapist experience)= AABIATE 52 o FAlole 22t A
S (entertainment experience), 472 A & (esthetic experience)S A A3+ T

W52 A3 (educational experience)> T& 2 Folel F Fo] waeh= A @oltt Al
FBEE Bt AP BHE FE, A2 Z& 7|=A0 o] A@Ae o5 Az
Axoltt. F, o3 wSA AP AF2Q FoAE T3 ARHAN BE 5394 5

2= 3]

SEAA D

d ELZ—*. iﬂ‘*(escapist experience)> &

=
[¢) hl
< FAZHE Blojuia 27|18t A2 AP ohe AS ongth &, 7%, 73R4,
AE T Aol oW 9o ulstA EYE FEjolA nEE F A AT I, W
AZRE Ao 2 HE BojuA E9AHE AlFstes AETZHA AFS UeHth(Lee and Lee,

2016; Lim and Ryu, 2016). ¥&3 g

L FEE ARES ©d] GAAZA Holukn
Ao} & wrk oyt AL ¥, W g 5 ol Wik 7HH7}

e Aas BEL BET
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222 A ¥ (entertainment experience) T&3 T} FF FYo] wAlst= Al Folth
Ay 228 Bl A AR {3 AR VeSS Ve AR, A fF3)o Ze
FA A0 W& Q3= HEE 2|13t You and Lee, 2014). Pine 112} Gilmore (1999)°ll
otd oA AP AF AAZ 22 F 4 edfHAL P FAHT Y= FE o
AL Aol AP FARe] S AZFE F e EARE 7o FHE F=3te
FE o] AP clolgta ot

Alu) 2 A (esthetic experience)> &2 FFojef =9} Fo] matstes Adolt. AR
e B3l oleTheS sk, olF A Aoy /1AS Bl QA He Aot
AN A AP 84e o] B8 E8F g oy olHIE| E)stA HAT, =2 &
< oprd Wsh FFES A Fal AP Fhol EdEH de AV EE FHH A

EAEES WA He Aolth

SEANEHS AR 847 AstA HEEo vk =3 AFH 0 R P& dfof 3= &
271 Y2 o kA B A Fo A= Pine 19} Gilmore (1998, 1999)2] A& 484 F
&R 7t 87 HE wSH

ience)S AT Wl EFSHATE olHT AP LAav 53| BFEoRA Tk Al
w3 ATE T3 SHLAEN gl A EH o] $htk(Lee and Kim, 2014). 53] Y423
AP IFAToA 7 WA dojur dFH = 571 F9 sturt H3dT Yong &
(2019)°l o3t AP a4hE #F A, FA AY, 7 A, Avlx= AP 5 dFEoke
gekst Aol #3 ATFE 53 SH24ZA 9] EldAdo] AT YT I} Leedt Yu
(2015)= APQaL7t PFosol Foldt TS vtk s

Mo o

“

A & (educational experience)?t €&2 A F(escapist exper-

4. 7V FAY 24 59

olsfolut oi7k B 7hEe ARl WA A4 AU FAOE MBHL gom, 5
3 AFS B T F Y AU U AT 28A e AT Abololls B Hol

of &S vA= 82lo] gk = e 7HE S dlE 4 Utk Lee9}t Cho (2016)= 2ol
Z 2l 2 TAEY 78 AEE B4oA 71 A Yo stun gy =AE Yol
frolst Aoz Yepgth 715 Ay =AY stuet AAE I =AY s 2
g5 A5 FoAste S AEshe A2 UESTE Seo?t Yoon (2011)2 7HE-F3 ol
WE 7HE 92 gAEARZAE wotetal ANFd HAER HAEFE HaEY AY A
71 92 o AEA ALY FEdE S S AT HAERG A aA o dFS vX = A
7t 7S gebstr] a7 §ES SHUTE, AFEASE WrE FEACE, ¢
2EG AYRE FEAFE St B4 AABIAT 71 f80] 71 94 oA A
FFE FA= AR e



SAEY el Sme] FuE VA 8l 299

M. A7 dHA
1. 9+ 29
2 ATE BABY Fojd] 9L vIAE 290 B4 95 ook At of

22 Bt AZH 350 Z(TPB)2} Pine 119} Gilmore2] A&7 Al|o] &0l th SHH
TPB9 T Bl=, 83 9, A4 P5FAE AR e, o7 AFAEA

-|>
:

i
ri—h o 1l

2Z HAIZHQ Fo2 Qe wSA APy dgA A QA 189
T BN FAgeRE AAEAT olH e ST FEUST Aol 2d HER
T 7o FHE AASFAT 7 74 FEle T 158l ofst A 19 ol A=
7Fet 718 7HE Urdth ol2A AAE AFEE 2 Fig 139 2T

T4
=

Educational

o H1
o x
[] \ ]
® o ~—_|Participation
3 Vo - - — = .
a - —_— . Intention
H3 7
‘ Attitude ‘ H4
Subjective H5 ™
Norm
: H6
Perceived
Controlled Household Type
Behavior

Fig. 1. Research model.

2. 7 A%

AWAA 247} Folol o] G PAE A7 Ave TSl dehta . 9%

&) 7

EH Lee®t Yu 2015)F 54 Ad 849 dE4 A 84 25 FA Fo gxof 9
g Y-S PIXITAL 3T Yong 5(2019)2 253 AF Sa4he o o= foldt J3F
HAE vAY, 424 AP 49 o g% I fFod FF AV AR HA Fsdhtha
S} Youot Lee (2014)= w53 Ag 84 2 I8 A 24 2F Fo o %o o
BT DAV FAHA Fdthar g o2 FojH Ayt 2EFHA &2 Ao E o7
At agels B8t B AFAE Ted o] 7HEES AA st AR s
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Hl. =A5He 254 Ad a9l Fol o= Ao d&Fe vd Aot
H2. =X e 424 Al el Fo oo Ao dFS md Aold

Ajzen (1991)°] oJ3tH 5 o|=of FaFe mX= APaclew 54 P it B=
(attitude toward the behavior), AF3] A Q1 Q1< F=H2 - H(subject norm), AA| W&
A= 8ol (perceived ease) A E=E o|n|st= X Z4H 3§ %5 Al(perceived behavioral control)
At ol AT == HA A5E 5t A8 Wrt Hr1% sk AA dE
E':]Tjr AZEE FoAFnh 37HA 2471 AF gx rAe dFHL dF

of we} 24 Yehdth ofd 7 Sole BER fYstA s o= FF
W e HEet AZE PEFAT TS vAV|E It B A HE
Aztd F5FA B57F S WA= It 7, Tiraieyari®k Krauss (2018)
3%01 E(TPB)= &-&3t] A =AY o & E4s . &4 2
WA 9, A9 As A BT EAEYE Fo Y H (e dFS mT
o129 Y WA= "HE, ABE 1, A4E 35 A 2= UEST Oh
5(2019)0ll ot =AEY Foolxo FH AgEe AR(FHA ) BAEHA W
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H3. EA g B=e 2o oxd HHe 93 v)d Zoltt

He. BAE 0l gt o 79 2o oxd e dFe wA Aotk

H5. =A%l tig AZE 3% SAE Fo o= P9 TS 1A Aol

2

Lee9} Cho (2016)= 2ho]Z 2ER WE =AY 78 AS= F40AM 715 AF3
ol St FF EAEel Fol Ao et 715 A3y & Stueh AAE
O 2 w3 el 45 Fosks F5e dEske o2 YERT. Seost
Yoon (2011)& 7}5-f@ol W 715 22 oA AAAE Aefstal Al HaEG s o
2EFE kY A8 A 7HS 94 it AAA) GFE S SAsA= HE 730
i e B R SR %‘PW‘”OEQH”WIng(mm%%ﬁ <9 3+
&S50y o7z o ez o f7t Qi vHY, 7HE @ o7kE BuAY Avu
5o 5o A i FaE 7M. & Aua itk & AFelME 7 A
& FRoF STl o]t A 19 o] 3Rl bk ARA B2 MR U] o] 59 24
A& s BAEAT webA ot o] 7S AAsH T
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H6-1. 7} 7482 EAIEEY 53 Aq 83 3o o9& 3 24 98-S & Aot
H6-2. 7} 7 FAL EA%e] 9ed 438 gola Ho o 7+ 24 988 & Aotk
H6-3. 7} 7L EAFHY HES o o= 7 24 98-S & Aot}

H6-4. 7} 78L& EA5He =34 iy o o= 7 24 988 & Aot
H6-5. 7F 74L& TAIEHS A4E 554G o o= 7 24 985 T Aol

3. AR AA =8 24
B AFE A% A5A dolHE 87 Al A7 AEAE AFSSAt AE

L A TAFY FAore FETFS nx = Q1S B+ FEH AFEATZHS RES

=T FEOEZ UFATh EAEY FoYxef FaFs vX= FEol dEiAe AZE ¥

FO|E(TPB)S A 2Z Pine 119} Gilmore (1998, 1999)2] A Fol22] YRE HEsIY &

AlEd W g A5t AT RYEE =3 HF A SHHTe) dEA

Table 29} Zt} RE FZ2 Likert A9 54 HA=E &3Pt =, vl 182 &t

=DF-E vl ZHTH=5)7EA ol .

Table 2. Measurement items

Variables Measurement Items Sources
Edul | EAS YL Zode =203 QA4S AF Aot
Educational | Edu2 | AR #ode= 5AIge 738 E AFs] & Holvk
experience g | ST Al MRS AL WE e AFAV
U
Aotk Pine 11 and
Escl | BASS Zole ve] 9gge A oA &) & Aoy | Cilmore
(1998, 1999)
. TAEY Folste 59U U ddoA Hojd =48
Escapist Esc2 e Ao|ch
experience
SEAFEY Zoste ¢ FA UE U2 AAZ EYsA
Esc3 ——
& Aotk
SEAEA Fosts Aol ¢ dhs ARG Ao ¢
A wgn gz
A2 | EAEYC Foldts AL ¢ wiEFolgtn A3 Ajzen (1991);
Attitude - Tiraieyari and
A3 SEAELES T de 7189 AYo] FoFYgH Krauss (2018)
st A
Attd | EAEYS YollA wl¢ & nELS E Aolgtn A3t




302 +F3 SEF
Variables Measurement Items Sources
o] AEEe Yo =B Folsts Ae AXE =
SN1
Aolth
o] ITFEL W B2AEY st AS AR &=
SN2
Aolth
o | O BV EL AFEBREL Wk =6l Felshe
Subjective A AN = Aot
Nomm |, | U RE A A ATES sk =4Sl Feig
Aolgka A7 Aol
3] =0 ;(l;(—l;@]?_ og3ke = AlEE R AAAL By o
SN5 LH go ] ~1u—1‘ o‘o = ]'1:! Ciq] ~17ch']' o) Ajzen (1991);
W7h B4 2ol @ Aolek A4 Aotk
Tiraieyari and
NG B5, AU A A, AAEE 52 U7 2AEHA | Krauss (2018)
Al AL AT Aol
oepy | =AEG Felshs ol delAlE 2% o2 e Yol
olUeb Az}
. PCB2 | W7} EAIEH Fosttd AF &E0] & Zolth
Perceived
controlled SAEG ZFostr] YENA wl- 2o 3o Wasttn
. PCB3 _ =
behavior A ZyeEA U=
PCB4 | U= S=AIEA Fost=d o A48 7Ix o
PCB5 | Y& EAEHel st dajA ALdzto] Aot
Household
rpe SQEIHE, RRIE, BRI, 7 2b
PIl | U= EAEF AT ofdFo] Yot
o P2 | U O E EAFYH A& FAT At ok Ajzen (1991);
Participation . . e .
imtention | py | HE HOE EATY Folrk 9ol HES ey | Tiaioard and
Zo|th Krauss (2018)
Pl4 | U o2 2AFH A FAE Algoltt
olgA FAHE HEAE Table 39 o] Lejeld} ozmekel 2AE Palsto] A3ty
o Z2AF S A A7E AGdA @A EAEEE st v AFEEH EAIEG
st YA RE AFFES UIFOE 50:50 HF o2 AAIAT F 450 0] $HE 3}
Ao I F FEI 43955 B A7 BAUdeE F8sgith
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Table 3. Sampling and survey
Category Descriptions
Population Potential and active participants of urban agriculture
Sampling Random sampling
Effective sample size 439
Survey period 2020. 03. 10 ~ 2020. 03. 20
Survey method Online and offline questionnaire
=
V. AZ 24

L 94 54

A

2 AT &8E SHAY AL o 2ok 34 56.0%, 14 44.0%ATh AE-S 50
7} 46.51%=% 71 EATE 40T] 23.9%, 60TH ©]4F 19.4%Z A $HEA F 40t o]do]
90% 717kl ZRA| kAt ﬂ%ix}ﬂ WA SEAe 48.3%% T 7H AL BERE e vt
T7F 33.5%2 71 wgrom, Rret mSstu o A 19 o4& & 7Hr7E 30.5% AT
S, HT 1093 EAEY Fod s 55.6%7F Foisk Fo] fithal SR o, 44.4%
= 13] o] Fod AFol A= ALSE UET 53] oS 185%=E UENGTH

flo

Table 4. Demographic characteristics of the respondents

Frequency %
Male 246 56.0
Gender Female 193 44.0
Total 439 100.0
20s 14 32
30s 31 7.1
40s 105 239

Age

50s 204 46.5
over 60’s 85 19.4
Total 439 100.0
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Frequency %
High school 133 30.3
University 212 48.3
Education
Graduate school 94 21.4
Total 439 100.0
Single 63 14.4
Couple 147 33.5
Household Parents + children 134 30.5
Others 95 21.6
Total 439 100.0
None 244 55.6
1 41 9.3
2 32 7.3
Frequency of
parctlicipai/ion 3 29 66
4 12 2.7
over 5 81 18.5
Total 439 100.0

< /‘P%E‘Hiﬂr. O (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin)=

e

(r
r:j_‘
o
o
r
X,
3
_‘_4
v}
rit
82
&
-3

=
SE © AES UBRlE golth o] #hol Hod afEAe T Hese A
gol T4 Xge \/}EM%E 7,\0113}. o] kol 50 mFold Wolsd gl A= AT
3TE G F2

TH(Cho, 2016). 11 A3} & A7 A 9 && oooﬂfﬂ KMO kel .9
Hell £30th Bartlett®] 734 AAS 8

AEA mFPo g A ﬂf{}ﬂx] ohdAlE frolgER u%‘l}o}ﬂl HE} AR L FABA 3
do] oA Folal A{F7Hdo] ZI4F oot 8RIZH RS AT & Sl= Zlolth &
AT A% Bartlett®] 7379 HA 72 8061.415 (p=0.00)%] A2 eIyt AEE F
TR 85.077%= YERgth A7 BE3} TAsA 6719 890 % FEHNT 5, 8
A A SYEeR 15F AY, 42 AY, HE, ARA o, AdE deeA 2 F
Sl %Wl g 67) 2.%10°] Table 5014 K= niel o] & Hol= As AU 9l
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Table 5. Results of exploratory factor analysis and reliability test

. Factor Sum of Square R
Factors Variables loading Mean SD Loading (%) Cronbach’s «
SN3 .828 3.50 827
SN2 .802 3.57 .821
Subjective
SN1 754 3.60 .827 20.925 928
norm
SN6 728 3.25 958
SN4 .675 3.38 970
Esc2 .866 3.78 .807
Escapist
. Esc3 .810 3.74 .846 35.515 909
experience
Escl 770 3.89 816
Perceived PCB4 .885 2.75 1.156
controlled PCB5 .848 3.10 1.077 50.022 .886
behavior PCB2 691 3.18 965
Intention2 789 3.45 999
Participation .
. . Intention1 779 3.56 1.030 63.866 .963
intention
Intention4 754 3.34 1.012
Edu2 .836 3.94 719
Educational
. Edu3 778 3.83 776 76.782 .898
experience
Edul .643 3.65 796
Attl .826 3.91 754
Attitude 85.077 .852
Att2 .648 3.80 .823

QRAEAS &) IF iAol el Q5 7He] I BdAS AASY) Y3 A
BA BXS A A3 Table 63 2o] 2+ Q2E
3 THCho, 2016). 4BA T B5F 99% oA 493 Ao &2 Vet

ox

B
oo
32
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Table 6. Results of correlation analysis

Education Escapist Attitude SN PCB Intention
Education 1
Escapist 636 1
Attitude 657" 604" 1
SN 686 586" 685 1
PCB 505" 438™ 4707 588" 1
Intention 6397 616" 6517 686 663" 1

™ 0.01 level of significance

4. 74 A At

VIFE E5F 10 olate] A& B g3 iddols A7} gle 2o = J&%Q # At
Table 7014 B = nief o] W& A, 424 AE, B, 43 Ffﬂé, Ry
= BAEY o gxo Fod HH Y BAE WAL Qo] 7 1, 2, 3,
A=A WSS dFE L A4 PFFA(£=342)> Bl E(£=.199) > %‘%7—‘# Zﬂ?f*(ﬁ
=182)> FHA FH(B=.175)> LKA AF(B=.098) =l

T5H Aol EAEY Fol o=el vlAE AP E%—g} A% 098, tgko] 2.1882
oFE 0594 Frelstth webA e 10 EAEY Y] wSH AP 290 o ord
7<q(+)/l IS VA ZAolth= AP I APl =AEY Fo Y=o vX = G
F& EE3 AT 182, t#ho] 46022 FolE 05004 Folstitt mEkM 7Hd 2. B4l
4ol 44 AP ade Fo oo H(HY FFES WA Zolvds A=A

=7 EAEY o o= vxe dFS EF3 AT 199, t#hol 46022 o
050014 frofatanh. weks 7Hd 3.0 EAE A g = e o= H+H ¥
) Aoltte AT TR ol EAEY Fo o= rXe dFS 2E3)
175, t3ho] 377002 §o¢FE 05004 Fostgith wEkA A 40 EAIEY Y F3
TS Fo] o=d H+)e] TS vA Aolthe MY AT A48 P5FA EAF
A Fo] o 5o mX& JTFe TFEB} AlF 342, t7ho] 9.422F Fo|FFE 05904 folEt
ot webA 71 5 EAER] A 4E 35 5AE Fe 5o HHe FFS vE Aol
e A=A

01.
L )

2o po My

E
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Table 7. Results of hypothesis test

Hypothesis Path B t p VIF Results statistic
Gender .002 .069 .945 1.048
Controlled
. Age -.055 -1.897 .059 1.034
variables
Education .024 851 .395 1.016 R=.807
H1 Education — PI .098 2.188 .029 2.460 | Supported | Adjusted R?=.645
H2 Escapist — PI 182 4.602 .000 1.940 | Supported F=100.666
H3 Attitude — PI | .199 | 4602 | .000 | 2316 | Supported P=000
H4 SN — PI 175 3.770 .000 2.650 | Supported
H5 PCB — PI 342 9.422 .000 1.628 | Supported
2) 7 F¥del =Eat

7b ‘7‘"39] Zd a3E E4317] 98l Process macro 3.45 AH8-3F3TE Hayes w7}
7N Process macro 3.4+ AR 7Rk & i) 9 2dEy B4 HE mjmaE =
EIfolth. Ho| =AY F46 Bo] &8H Utk 2H a3 FA o] &o|Td HEnt
ofjgl o] WS Baron¥} Kenny (1986)2] 387 £4 Wiste 2o 59 He5el 2 W
o] Hs A& ol AFE HASH, o] 45 A&3o] Fold A9 =4 At
© 2 FH3TH(Hayes, 2013). WeEkA 2 Aoy 49} e “cl"ﬂif—i 45 g
o F=E AI}E A A AT 747—7" v‘i—:?_
o

Al

¥ Ay

,d
Lo rr

3 A =
7HA a1 i3 = F43}= bootstrapping WA 02 o2t @ AP FIHE FAEH
Z4d 399 FoHdS 935 th(Hayes, 2013). /dﬁ T FAH 9%t =4 a3 714
AR As 45 ZFg HESHHF <7 FAD)Q AF T confidence interval : CI)2] &
S (lower limit of 95% CI : LLCI)¥} “3&H4d (upper limit of 95% CI: ULCI) gt Akolo] 0o] &
AsteAle] ojng AT BRRiTh  E Alolol 00] EAsH felahA e Zoln, 0
o] EAstA] o™ Folgt Ao E AT
24 a3E FAH3 AH= Table 83 At 7h TA(F-ES AT olst AU E F
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Table 8. Results of moderating effects test

Path Coeff t LLCL ULCL Statistics Results
Education 670 13.186 570 769 AR>=,018
Education = P | Household | -221 | -2.622 | -386 | -055 | F=11.695 | Supported
P=.001
Interaction 365 3.420 155 575
. AR>=,011
. Escapist .642 12.910 544 739
Escapist — PI F=6.931 Supported
Household =218 -2.572 -.385 -.051 P=.010
Interaction 270 2.633 .068 471 ARZ=002 .
Attitude — PI | Attitude 848 | 17734 | 754 942 | F=1675 ot
supported
Household | -.248 3235 | -398 -.097 P=.196
Interaction 132 1.294 -.069 333 AR=.007
SN — PI SN .840 19.264 755 926 F=6.053 Supported
Householdt | -.185 | -2.513 | -330 | -.040 P=014
Interaction 226 2.460 .045 406
2—
PCB 661 | 17897 | 580 | 734 | ARE003 o
PCB — PI F=2.454
Household -.082 -1.044 -.235 072 P=118 supported
Interaction 124 1.567 -.032 280
V. # =

1 A7 A3} aof

ki
~

15 Foo YT mXE 29E By Q8| o] Foi T AT o)
¥ 35| 2(TPB)# Pine 11$} Gilmore (1998, 1999)2] |3 73 A o] &)}

+ TPBet 5Y3H BHE, T34 4, AZ4d PsEAE ALt om, o7]
A 22 F AFFHA FHE 273 253 APy o

= 1
N Bol olmm AASAT. oldF SPRse} TS
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£ AL ol F IS walth EF R ABFL AL A7AGeNA Piw =
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