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A B S T R AC T

Understanding international tourists’ decision-making during periods of uncertainty 
is crucial for tourism recovery and destination management. Despite the significant 
disruption of global travel caused by COVID-19, limited empirical research has examined 
how tourists’ risk perception and anxiety influence international travel decisions 
following border reopening. Therefore, this study investigates the factors influencing 
such decision-making by integrating risk perception and anxiety into the theory of 
planned behavior (TPB). This study has developed a theoretical framework that combines 
risk perception, anxiety and TPB. A quantitative approach was used to measure inbound 
tourists’ decision-making for their trip to Bali after COVID-19. Self-administered surveys 
consisting of ten sections (physical, psychological, financial and time risks, anxiety, 
attitude, subjective norms, perceived behavioral control, travel decisions and socio-
demographic factors) were distributed to respondents. A total of 487 valid responses 
were analyzed using partial least squares structural equation modeling. Findings 
show that perceived behavioral control, subjective norms and attitudes significantly 
influence international tourists’ travel decisions. Perceived behavioral control showing 
the strongest predictive value. While perceived psychological or physical risks did 
not directly affect travel decisions, all risk dimensions significantly increased travel-
related anxiety. Implications for destination management organizations and marketing 
professionals in the post-pandemic era are discussed.
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1.  Introduction

The first public announcement of COVID-19 was made 
by the World Health Organization (WHO) on January 30, 
2020, and six weeks later, it was declared as a pandemic 
(Callaway et al., 2020; WHO, 2020). Tourism is one of the 
industries most affected by the COVID-19 epidemic and 
a comparison of international tourist arrivals in 2019 
with data available in March 2023 shows a decline of 
19% (World Tourism Organization [UNWTO], n.d.b). It 
was estimated that international travel dropped 72% in 
2020, resulting in 1.1 billion fewer international tourists 
worldwide (UNWTO, n.d.a). The economic contribution 
of tourism to GDP almost halved between 2019 and 2021, 
from US$3.5 billion to US$1.9 billion (UNWTO, n.d.a).

Indonesia comprises over 17,000 islands, the most 
famous of which is Bali (Babolian Hendijani, 2020). 
According to Statista Research Department (2025), in 
December 2021, only 163,620 international tourists visited 
Indonesia. This significantly impacted industries that 
support tourism, with a 98.6% decrease compared to 
January 2020 (12,238,000 visitors). The objective of this 
research is to discover the consequences of the COVID-19 
pandemic on international tourists’ travel decisions 
to Bali. This island is one of the most popular tourist 
destinations in Southeast Asia (Thung et al., 2024) and 
heavily depends on tourism (Ramadhani et al., 2024). 
Most international tourists to Indonesia visit Bali (Pham 
& Nugroho, 2022), and this island is better known than 
Indonesia itself (Purnamawati et al., 2022).

To support this study, the theory of planned behavior 
(TPB) by Ajzen (1988, 1991) is applied to better under-
stand the factors that influence decisions to travel to Bali 
and is one of the most widely used models for predicting 
specific decisions. The TPB model was extended to 
include the following components: psychological, finan- 
cial, time and physical risks, and anxiety to account for 
the fact that the decision to travel abroad in the context 
of a (post-)pandemic is influenced by additional factors. 
Fears, such as fear of contagion (Fan et al., 2023), are 
important drivers of behavior (Taylor, 2019) and lead to 
risk aversion (Smith et al., 2016). With a wide range of 
practical and theoretical implications, current research 
plans to clarify the complex process of deciding to travel  
abroad by examining the interaction of these variables.

Several studies have examined travelers’ risk percep-
tions after health crises (Cahyanto et al., 2016; Cheng 
et al., 2022; Wang & Karl, 2021) and during COVID-19 
(Flaherty & Nasir, 2020; Liu et al., 2021; Luo & Lam, 
2020; Neuburger & Egger, 2021; Rather, 2021; Sánchez-
Cañizares et al., 2021; Sujood et al., 2022). However, little 
research has been conducted into how the international 
opening of tourist activities influences travel decisions, 
anxiety and individual risk perceptions. This study 
uses an extended TPB model to examine how different 
types of risk and anxiety affect decisions to travel to Bali.

Based on previous studies and the identified 
research gap, this study aims to examine how multiple 
dimensions of risk perception and travel-related anxiety 
influence international tourists’ travel decision-making 
by extending TPB. Specifically, this study analyzes the 
effects of physical, psychological, financial, and time risks  
on travel decisions, as well as the mediating role of anxi-
ety in shaping TPB components and travel decisions.

The work contributes to the tourism literature by 
providing empirical insights into international tourists’ 
decision-making under conditions of perceived risk 
and anxiety. The findings offer practical implications 
for destination management organizations and tourism 
marketers seeking to reduce perceived uncertainty and  
strengthen tourists’ confidence in international travel.  
The findings of this research will not only be applica-
ble to Indonesia but also can be helpful for other des-
tinations that heavily depend on tourism.

2.  Literature review

Theoretically, this paper is based on the extension 
of TPB. Because unprecedented uncertainty affects 
attitudes and behaviors under social influence (Bae 
&  Chang, 2020), this extension provides structural 
guidance for the research model. It is also consistent 
with Ajzen’s (2019, p.  317) statement that the TPB 
is “open to the inclusion of additional predictors”. This 
study added four dimensions of risk perception and 
anxiety into the original framework, providing a more 
complete understanding of why people travel abroad, 
in this case to Bali, after the reopening of borders in 
the post-COVID era.

2.1.  Theory of planned behavior (TPB)

The theory of planned behavior builds on the earlier 
theory of reasoned action (TRA), introduced by Fishbein 
and Ajzen in 1975. In TRA, so-called intentional factors 
like attitudes or subjective norms are responsible for 
the decisions of each person. The term ‘attitude’ is used  
to describe how an individual perceives a particular 
behavior. ‘Subjective norm’ describes the social pressure 
that every individual perceives which can either en-
courage or discourage a person to show a particular 
behavior (Ajzen, 1991; Liu et al., 2021). Because there 
is no complete self-control over one’s own behavior, 
the TRA was expanded to the current TPB by adding 
perceived behavioral control (PBC) (Park et al., 2017), 
a third dimension measuring the control an individual 
perceives over their behavior (Musa et al., 2024).

In this study, ‘attitude toward international travel’ 
describes the personal feelings and evaluations 
associated with traveling to a  foreign destination 
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like Bali during COVID-19. ‘Subjective norm toward 
international travel’ refers to the expected influence 
and expectations that friends and family had on people’s 
travel decisions during the pandemic, measuring how 
others’ opinions support or detract from travel in 
current circumstances. ‘Perceived behavioral control 
to travel abroad’ assesses if (potential) tourists believe 
in their ability to travel to foreign destinations, such as 
Bali. Before traveling, they evaluate their skills, the 
available information, and the necessary resources to 
make such a decision.

The TPB is considered one of the most valuable 
models to measure the perceptions of health concerns 
and tourists’ protective behavior (Huang et al., 2020). 
Therefore, many studies in a tourist context (Hüsser 
& Ohnmacht, 2023; Meng & Cui, 2020; Rather, 2021; 
Sujood et al., 2022) have used the model or extended it 
to predict consumer behavior. Recent research has 
integrated additional psychological constructs into 
TPB, such as confidence in tourism recovery or risk 
awareness (Sun et al., 2024).

Several TPB-based studies (Juschten et al., 2019; Liu 
et al., 2021; Meng & Cui, 2020) have shown significant 
correlations between the attitudes, subjective norms, 
perceived behavioral control of individuals, and their 
decision to travel (abroad). Here, the decision to travel 
is equivalent to traveling to Bali. In congruence with 
current literature, attitudes, subjective norms and 
perceived behavioral control are hypothesized to 
significantly influence the decision to travel abroad:

H1: The decision to travel to Bali is significantly 
influenced by a person’s attitude.

H2: The decision to travel to Bali is significantly 
influenced by the subjective norms a person perceives.

H3: The decision to travel to Bali is significantly 
influenced by perceived behavioral control.

2.2.  Risk perception dimensions

Tourism research defines risk differently (Le & Acordia, 
2018; Reisinger & Mavondo, 2005). In general, three 
types of risk are differentiated: absolute, objective and 
perceived (Seabra et al., 2013). Perceived risk is the focus 
of most risk studies in tourism and is directly related to 
behavior (Cui et al., 2016) which means that tourists can 
only experience risks related to themselves (Ma et al., 
2020; Reisinger & Mavondo, 2005). The subjective norm 
interpretation of risk involves evaluating the uncer-
tainty of tourism experiences (Huang et al., 2014) and 
considering possible losses, negative impacts and expo-
sure. Therefore, tourists evaluate risks more on their 
intuition and subjective factors than on rational and 
objective decisions (Chen & Zhang, 2021).

Tourism risk perception is multidimensional and 
interdisciplinary (Godovykh et  al., 2021; Lin et  al., 
2022). Several types influencing perceived travel 

risk have been identified in the consumer behavior 
literature. Models with up to 22 travel-related risks 
consider different possible hazards (Hasan et al., 2017) 
including physical, health, financial, time, performance, 
functional, equipment, facility, social, psychological, 
temporal and communication (Zhan et al., 2022).

One of the key factors influencing tourists’ risk 
perception is the decision-making process, which can 
affect their choice of destination and ultimately the 
decision to travel (Karl et al., 2020; Yeung & Yee, 2020). 
Therefore, the TPB has been extended to include financial, 
physical, psychological and time risks as four central 
dimensions of risk perception in pandemic situations.

Financial risk refers to the potential for economic 
loss resulting from higher prices or poorer quality 
services caused by COVID-19 (Artuğer, 2015; Dash, 2021; 
Perić et al., 2021; Rudyanto et al., 2021). Physical risks 
include sanitation, health or safety issues, as well as in- 
fectious risks (Artuğer, 2015; Dash, 2021; Zhan et al., 
2022). Psychological risks are related to a lack of courage, 
the fear of others’ opinions, and the epidemiological 
situation in general (Artuğer, 2015; Perić et al., 2021; 
Rudyanto et al., 2021). Time risk refers to the potential 
perception of not having used the time efficiently (Artuğer,  
2015; Taşçıoğlu & Yener, 2021; Yağmur & Doğan, 2017).

Given that any perceived risk involves some 
expected loss, it can significantly influence attitudes 
toward international travel (Sánchez-Cañizares et al., 
2021). A tourist’s risk perception is associated with 
a destination, for example, Bali. It can have a strong 
impact on tourists’ decision-making to visit or revisit 
that destination (Allameh et al., 2015; Chen et al., 2017; 
Hasan et al., 2017). According to the four applied risk 
perception dimensions (Artuğer, 2015; Perić et al., 2021; 
Yi et al., 2020), the following hypotheses are proposed:

H4: Perceived financial risk and the decision to travel 
to Bali are significantly related.

H5: Perceived physical risk and the decision to travel 
to Bali are significantly related.

H6: Perceived psychological risk is significantly 
related to the decision to travel to Bali.

H7: Perceived time risk is significantly related to the 
decision to travel to Bali.

2.3.  Anxiety

One hundred years after Austrian psychoanalyst 
Sigmund Freud coined the term ‘travel anxiety’, the 
description of a new wave of travel phobia seems to 
be very relevant (Flaherty & Nasir, 2020). Even though 
there is no unique definition in the literature, anxiety 
can be described as an emotional response to stress or 
real or perceived risk (Luo & Lam, 2020). In other words, 
anxiety arises from exposure to real or perceived risk 
(Reisinger & Mavondo, 2005). Travel to any destination 
involves some degree of uncertainty and risk (Luo 
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& Lam, 2020), however, individuals vary widely in 
their perception of risk and the resulting potential 
fear or anxiety. In general, international and exotic 
travel appears to be associated with greater personal 
health and safety risks than domestic travel (Zenker 
et al., 2021).

Anxiety is an emotional and cognitive response 
(Cacioppo et al., 1979). It expresses the concerns and 
worries that tourists may have about their safety, 
health and general well-being when traveling abroad 
during a health pandemic. These fears may influence 
their planning intentions and decision-making 
processes (Gui et al., 2023). Under normal circumstances, 
healthy travelers show moderate anxiety levels and 
tend to have positive emotions both before and during 
their holidays (Zenker et al., 2021). However, some 
situations lead to elevated levels of risk perception and 
travel anxiety, such as terrorist attacks (Isaac & Van den 
Bedem, 2021), war or political problems (Çakar, 2021), 
crime (Ozascilar & Mawby, 2024), cultural or linguistic 
misunderstandings (Nagai et al., 2020), and pandemic 
situations (Zenker & Kock, 2020).

Several researchers (Joo et al., 2019; Luo & Lam, 2020) 
have shown that pandemic situations can have serious 
and lasting effects on risk perception, resulting in travel 
anxiety. It is therefore hypothesized that the perception 
of different aspects of risk will have a significant effect 
on anxiety (Cui et al., 2016; Rokni, 2021; Ryu & Fan, 2022):

H8: Perceived financial risk and anxiety about 
traveling to Bali are significantly related.

H9: Perceived physical risk and fear of traveling to 
Bali are significantly related.

H10: Perceived psychological risk and fear of traveling 
to Bali are significantly related.

H11: Perceived time risk and fear of traveling to Bali 
are significantly related.

2.4.  The decision to travel abroad

A mental process results in a decision to travel or not with 
Karagöz et al. (2021) stating that the cognitive process 
affects action and converts motivation into behavior. 
According to Henthorne et al. (2013), an increase in risk 
perception, and consequently anxiety, leads to tourists 
being less motivated to visit a destination. Therefore, 
tourists will prefer to visit low-risk and avoid high-risk 
destinations (Belias et al., 2022). Previous research (Bae 
& Chang, 2020; Nazneen et al., 2020; Neuburger & Egger, 
2021) has confirmed that travel restrictions imposed 
during a pandemic increase the perceived risk among 
travelers and have a significant impact on their travel 
decisions. Based on current research, it is hypothesized 
that there is a significant correlation between tourists’ 
anxiety and their decision to make a trip abroad:

H12: Anxiety is significantly related to the decision 
to travel to Bali.

2.5.  The relationship between anxiety, 
attitudes, subjective norms and perceived 

behavioral control

Perceived risk, along with the resulting anxiety, describes 
the possible level of loss that can affect attitudes toward 
a behavior (Bae & Chang, 2020) which will be equated 
here with the attitude toward international travel. 
Since Luo and Lam (2020) and Rather (2021) found 
that a high-risk perception of travel during COVID-19 
significantly impacts the intention to travel, hypothe-
sis 13 is formulated as follows:

H13: Fear and willingness to travel to Bali are 
significantly related.

Subjective norm (Ajzen, 1991) refers to the perception 
of social pressure to show a  certain behavior. The 
question here is whether a person’s decision to travel 
abroad depends on the opinions of others, such as 
friends, family or colleagues. Research has shown 
that perceived risk is critical in establishing subjective 
norms (Bae & Chang, 2020; Rahmafitria et al., 2021) 
while  Featherman and Fuller (2003) suggest that 
consumers tend to believe that as perceived risk 
increases or is already elevated, referents will become 
more reluctant to endorse a  product or service 
purchase. In general, as perceived risk increases, an 
individual will believe that others will have a more 
negative opinion of their travel decision. According to 
the existing literature, the following hypothesis was 
proposed:

H14: When traveling to Bali, there is a significant 
correlation between anxiety and subjective norm.

Perceived risk and its resulting anxiety are thought 
to influence the perceived behavioral controllability 
of a particular action (Huang et al., 2020). The greater 
the potential risk (financial, physical, psychological 
or temporal) or the greater the perceived uncertainty, 
the less control people will feel over traveling abroad. 
Higher levels of perceived uncertainty about the 
consequences of a  decision have been found to 
significantly impact control (Ma & Kay, 2017). Therefore, 
this study hypothesized:

H15: The anxiety associated with traveling to Bali is 
significantly related to perceived behavioral control.

This study considers risk dimension and anxiety as 
multiple factors that influence travel decision-making. 
This integrated perspective recognizes that making travel  
decisions is a complex process and is influenced by 
various cognitive, emotional and contextual factors. 
By considering these factors together, this research 
captures the multidimensional nature of tourism 
decision-making. The theoretical framework of the 
study is presented in Figure 1, which is based on 
previous findings. It illustrates the relationship between 
the decision to travel abroad, which is the depen- 
dent variable, and the previously discussed independent 
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variables. This theoretical framework goes beyond 
simple correlations and examines the mechanisms 
and processes underlying tourism decision-making. 
This depth of analysis provides a richer insight into 
the decision-making process.

Figure 1. Theoretical framework
Source: authors

3.  Research methodology

A quantitative method was used to measure inbound 
tourists’ travel decisions to Bali after COVID-19 
and a  self-administered questionnaire with four 
sections (risk, anxiety, TPB and socio-demographic 
information) was sent out. After the government 
opened the borders for tourism activities, the study 
sample consisted of inbound tourists who had traveled 
to Bali, Indonesia. Convenience sampling was used 
in this research, and questionnaires were randomly 
distributed to inbound tourists volunteering for 
the study. Convenience sampling is  often chosen 
when researchers have limited access to the entire 
population they wish to study (Sekaran & Bougie, 
2016) and in the case of Bali, it took a lot of work to  
reach all international tourists after the government 
allowed them to travel, especially when they were 
spread all over the island. By using such sampling, 
the researchers were able to obtain data from these 
tourists who were easily accessible. Questionnaires 
were distributed at several popular beaches and 
some tourist areas around Bali. To ensure the 
eligibility of the participants, they were required 
to answer a filtering question before accessing the 
questionnaire (i.e., “Are you visiting Indonesia for 
tourism activities?”).

The use of clearly identified constructs ensured 
construct validity and reliability. All answers were 
gathered based on a five-point Likert scale (1 – strongly 
disagree to 5 – strongly agree). The first section of the 
questionnaire was prepared to identify different 
aspects of risk and consisted of 24 questions (Artuğer, 
2015; Dash, 2021; Perić et al., 2021; Rudyanto et al., 2021; 
Taşçıoğlu & Yener, 2021; Yağmur & Doğan, 2017; Zhan 
et al., 2022). The second part of the survey comprised 

seven questions to measure tourist anxiety (Luo 
& Lam, 2020; Yang & Wong, 2020). The third part 
consisted of 19 questions and measured TPB items 
(Perić et al., 2021).

The final section was related to the socio-demographic 
information of the participants. To confirm the validity, 
the investigators modified some of the items of the 
questionnaire to adapt them to the specific context of 
international tourism during a global crisis, such as 
COVID-19. Partial least squares structural equation 
modeling (PLS-SEM) was conducted using Version 3 
of SmartPLS software (Hair et al., 2013) because the 
hypotheses made different assumptions about data 
distribution. The maximum number of formative 
constructs or the maximum number of antecedents 
leading to a construct (Barclay et al., 1995), whichever 
was greater, was multiplied by 10 to determine the 
minimum sample size to test the model. The model 
did not include formative constructs. This process 
yielded a minimum sample size of 90 but to evalu- 
ate the data, a sample size of 500 was deemed adequate 
(Hair et al., 2013). They were checked for missing data 
before analysis and a total of 487 valid questionnaires 
(response rate: 97.4%) were applied in the study after 
removing incomplete responses. The questionnaire was 
prepared in English, and data collection was between 
May and July 2022.

4.  Results

4.1.  Description of the participants

The description of the participants, shown in Table 1, 
revealed that the proportion of female is slightly 
higher than that of male (51.7% versus 48.3%). 
Half of the participants were between the ages of 
19 and 30 years old (50.3%). More than half of the 
participants had a college degree (n = 277; 56.9%), were 
single (n = 260; 53.4%), and had set up their itinerary  
(n = 355; 72.9%).

Table 1. Description of the participants

Participants Number Percentage (%)

Gender Male 235 48.3

Female 252 51.7

Age <18  27  5.5

19–30 245 50.3

31–40 118 24.2

41–50  67 13.8

>50  30  6.2
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Table 1 (cont.)

Participants Number Percentage (%)

Education High school or 
below

148 30.4

Diploma  62 12.7

Bachelor’s 208 42.7

Master’s/PhD  69 14.2

Marital 
status

Single 260 53.4

Married 189 38.8

Separated/
divorced

 21  4.3

Widow/widower  17  3.5

Mode of 
travel

Backpack/family 355 72.9

Tour group 132 27.1

Source: authors.

4.2.  Reliability and validity

Anderson and Gerbing (1988) suggested a two-step 
model for testing. First, the measurement model was 
evaluated, followed by a structural model to check 

reliability, validity and predictive ability. Cronbach’s 
alpha and composite reliability (CR) were used to 
analyze item reliability and all items were above the 
threshold of 0.7, as suggested by Nunally and Bernstein 
(1994). In addition, the average variance extracted 
(AVE) of above 0.5 supported the convergent validity 
of the variables (Fornell & Larcker, 1981). Confirmatory 
factor analysis was used to evaluate the measurement 
model and three items were excluded for insufficient 
correlation with the factor (PBC 4  =  0.430, finance 
1 = 0.641, and time 1 = 0.421). According to Farrell and 
Rudd (2009), low factor loadings (less than 0.7) may 
indicate problems with the factor structure being 
represented. The factor loadings for the remaining 
items were higher than the recommended value. The 
discriminant validity of the items was tested by the 
heterotrait-monotrait ratio of correlations (HTMT). The 
HTMT assumes that the square root of a construct’s 
AVE must be larger than its correlations with other 
latent items. Two reflective variables are discriminately 
valid when HTMTs are less than 0.9 (Ringle et al., 2024). 
The discriminant validity of the constructs was further 
supported by factor loadings greater than 0.7 and 
exceeding cross-loadings (Hair et al., 2013). Tables 2 
and 3 depict the reliability and validity assessment of 
the items.

Table 2. Mean, standard deviation (SD), item loadings, reliability and validity

Variable Mean SD Item Loading Cronbach’s 
alpha

Composite 
reliability (CR)

Average variance 
extracted (AVE)

Decision 4.125 0.974 Int-1 0.903 0.888 0.931 0.817

Int-2 0.944

Int-3 0.863

Perceived 
behavioral 
control

3.760 0.815 PBC-1 0.728 0.869 0.904 0.655

PBC-2 0.871

PBC-3 0.884

PBC-5 0.740

PBC-6 0.803

Subjective 
norms

4.095 0.838 SN-1 0.824 0.922 0.941 0.763

SN-2 0.917

SN-3 0.886

SN-4 0.892

SN-5 0.845

Anxiety 2.202 1.022 Anxiety-1 0.855 0.938 0.950 0.731

Anxiety-2 0.788

Anxiety-3 0.891

Anxiety-4 0.829

Anxiety-5 0.822

Anxiety-6 0.918

Anxiety-7 0.873
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Attitude 4.215 0.716 Attitude-1 0.735 0.869 0.905 0.656

Attitude-2 0.808

Attitude-3 0.857

Attitude-4 0.817

Attitude-5 0.745

Finance 2.622 1.053 Finance-2 0.867 0.915 0.936 0.747

Finance-3 0.861

Finance-4 0.884

Finance-5 0.786

Finance-6 0.891

Physiological 2.189 1.045 Physiology-1 0.873 0.923 0.939 0.721

Physiology-2 0.869

Physiology-3 0.861

Physiology-4 0.853

Physiology-5 0.807

Physiology-6 0.831

Psychological 2.515 1.024 Psychology-1 0.781 0.900 0.922 0.664

Psychology-2 0.895

Psychology-3 0.880

Psychology-4 0.860

Psychology-5 0.721

Psychology-6 0.736

Time 2.020 0.845 Time-2 0.847 0.929 0.946 0.779

Time-3 0.856

Time-4 0.892

Time-5 0.901

Time-6 0.897

Source: authors.

Table 3. Matrix of heterotrait-monotrait ratio of correlations (HTMT)

Variable Decision
Perceived 
behavioral 

control

Subjective 
norms Anxiety Attitude Finance Physiological Psychological Time

Decision – – – – – – – – –

Perceived 
behavioral 
control

0.867 – – – – – – – –

Subjective 
norms

0.765 0.804 – – – – – – –

Anxiety 0.502 0.497 0.530 – – – – – –

Attitude 0.635 0.622 0.676 0.472 – – – – –

Finance 0.471 0.453 0.524 0.797 0.436 – – – –

Physiological 0.423 0.431 0.529 0.803 0.427 0.851 – – –

Psychological 0.374 0.395 0.473 0.790 0.374 0.862 0.895 – –

Time 0.298 0.300 0.387 0.749 0.335 0.637 0.682 0.650 –

Source: authors.
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4.3.  Structural model

The hypothesized relationships were investigated in the 
following step. The R2 data in Table 4 suggest that fear, 
attitude, subjective norms, PBC and decision to travel 
explained 70.1, 19.6, 25.7, 24.5, and 66.2% of the variation, 
respectively. Stone-Geisser’s Q2 (Fornell &  Larcker, 
1981) was used to evaluate the predictive power of the 
structural model. Hair et al. (2013) suggested cross-
validated redundancy to estimate the predictive 
relevance of the model. A Q2 value greater than zero 
indicates the predictive relevance of an endogenous 
latent variable. As shown in Table 4, all constructs had 
Q2 larger than zero, confirming predictive validity. 
Table 5 summarizes the results of analysis. According 
to the findings in Table 5, all hypotheses except H5 

6 were confirmed. Therefore, all other hypotheses 
were accepted. The results of the hypothesis testing are 
presented in Figure 2.

and H

Figure 2. Hypothesis testing results
Source: authors

Table 4. Results of coefficient of determination (R2)

Construct R2 Standard deviation (SD) p-value Stone-Geisser’ Q2

Anxiety 0.701 0.024 0.000 0.508

Attitude 0.196 0.033 0.000 0.121

Subjective norms 0.257 0.038 0.000 0.194

Perceived behavioral control 0.245 0.034 0.000 0.150

Decision 0.662 0.030 0.000 0.528

Source: authors.

Table 5. Direct relationships

Hypothesis testing β t-test p-value Result

H1: Attitude → decision  0.102  2.810 0.002 Supported

H2: Subjective norms → decision  0.210  4.897 0.000 Supported

H3: Perceived behavioral control → decision  0.534 13.056 0.000 Supported

H4: Finance → decision –0.099  1.908 0.028 Supported

H5: Physiological → decision  0.023  0.375 0.354 Rejected

H6: Psychological → decision  0.085  1.558 0.060 Rejected

H7: Time → decision  0.067  1.688 0.046 Supported

H8: Finance → anxiety  0.251  5.746 0.000 Supported

H9: Physiological → anxiety  0.203  4.115 0.000 Supported

H10: Psychological → anxiety  0.201  3.974 0.000 Supported

H11: Time → anxiety  0.302  8.040 0.000 Supported

H12: Anxiety → decision –0.113  2.579 0.005 Supported

H13: Anxiety → attitude –0.443 11.881 0.000 Supported

H14: Anxiety → subjective norms –0.507 13.787 0.000 Supported

H15: Anxiety → perceived behavioral control –0.495 14.756 0.000 Supported

Source: authors.

https://forum.smartpls.com/viewtopic.php?p=26865&sid=8e95de0737f0877e3d4547f1906b95bf#p26865
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5.  Discussion

The results show a  significant negative correlation 
between anxiety and tourist decision-making. In other 
words, a decreasing level of anxiety leads to an increasing 
level of travel decision. This finding is consistent with the 
results of prior studies (Luo & Lam, 2020; Zhu & Deng, 
2020). Therefore, the decision to travel overseas will 
increase when tourists have less anxiety about traveling 
abroad. Anxiety has a significant and negative impact 
on perceived behavioral control, subjective norm and at- 
titude; as anxiety decreases, attitude, subjective norm 
and perceived behavioral control increase. Previous 
studies have confirmed these negative relationships 
(Bae & Chang, 2020; Fu et al., 2015). According to Magano 
et al. (2021), anxiety about becoming infected with the 
COVID-19 virus leads to changes in human behavior, 
including changes in leisure and vacation behavior.

A  significant and positive correlation was found 
between the four risk dimensions discussed (physical, 
psychological, financial and time) and tourist anxiety, 
which aligns with previous research (Bae & Chang, 2020; 
Reisinger & Mavondo, 2005). Thus, people are more anx-
ious when risk perceptions are higher. Gudykunst and 
Hammer (1988) suggested a strategy for managing anxi- 
ety and risk reduction in which high levels of anxiety 
and fear lead people to view the destination as being 
less safe and to remove it from their planning list 
(Reisinger & Mavondo, 2005). In addition, the greater 
the risk associated with a travel destination, the less 
likely individuals are to visit it (Sönmez & Graefe, 1998). 
Emotions of worry and fear may continue to deter 
international travel during pandemics.

Financial risk was found to be significant and 
negative in determining whether to travel. According 
to previous research, the COVID-19 pandemic has 
increased the risk of financial loss because of higher 
prices and an economic recession (Dash, 2021; Perić 
et al., 2021). As uncertainty, economic insecurity, and 
unemployment have increased, people have become 
more cautious about expanding their consumption and 
have postponed their demand for consumer durables 
and services (Sheth, 2020). Therefore, people consider 
this when planning a trip abroad due to increasing 
unemployment, economic recession and rising prices 
caused by the pandemic. It was also found that time 
risk has a significant and positive effect on the decision 
to travel overseas, which contradicts previous studies 
(Taşçıoğlu &  Yener, 2021; Yağmur &  Doğan, 2017). 
This contradiction can be explained by the fact that 
tourists are now more short-term oriented, using the 
advantages of open borders and fewer travel restrictions 
to realize their travel plans.

The study itself could not show any correlation between 
perceived physiological and psychological risk and 
tourists’ intention to travel to another country. Only a few 

previous studies support these findings, such as Jiang 
et al. (2022) for psychological aspects and Li et al. (2022) 
or Zhou et al. (2024) for physiological. Other investigators 
demonstrated that psychological and physical risks are 
significantly correlated with the decision to travel abroad 
(Rudyanto et al., 2021; Zhan et al., 2022).

6.  Conclusions

The results of this research confirm that TPB is a valid 
framework for explanations in the context of tourism 
during a major economic crisis. Attitude, PBC and 
subjective norms are shown to have a  significant 
influence on travel decisions. These findings are in line 
with previous tourism studies using the TPB in similar 
contexts (Bae & Chang, 2020; Li et al., 2020; Sujood et al., 
2022). Of all elements of the model, the PBC tends to have 
the largest influence on travel decisions so marketing 
communications to potential visitors should emphasize 
the ease and hassle-free nature of visiting Indonesia. 
Attitudes play a role in the decision-making process, 
but the impact is relatively small.

Individuals’ risk perceptions, fears, and beliefs 
associated with their specific cultural group also play an 
important role in deciding whether to travel abroad. 
That is why marketing campaigns should empha-
size the positive aspects of traveling to Bali with safety 
precautions, and support from health professionals and 
government agencies. The findings will be insightful 
for destinations to be better prepared for a similar 
pandemic in the future. It helps destinations to have 
different scenarios for battling pandemic conditions. 
Based on these findings, the present study provides im-
portant practical and theoretical contributions.

6.1.  Theoretical contributions

Theoretically, this study contributes to the existing 
literature by explaining how different risk perceptions, 
as well as travel anxiety, influence the decision-making 
process of international visitors to travel overseas 
during a pandemic. Most tourists associate visiting dif- 
ferent destinations and meeting new people with an 
unfamiliar situation and need a certain level of safety 
when planning a holiday. Health concerns have become 
an important issue while traveling during a pandemic. 
To develop interventions that promote safety among 
travelers, it is key to understand the role of risk and anx- 
iety in tourist behavior. The current research aims to 
extend knowledge of how risk and anxiety influence 
tourists’ decision-making by applying an extended TPB 
model that includes these variables.

Consequently, this research will provide a more 
detailed understanding of tourists’ intention-based 
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behavior during an outbreak of an infectious disease in 
the future. This theoretical fram ework improves TPB’s 
predictive power, especially when applied to different 
destinations. The results of this study are significant, and  
they offer researchers a theoretical basis for future in- 
vestigation into risk perception and the anxiety of 
tourists.

Most travel behavior models were developed in 
Western societies. Nevertheless, this study suggests that 
a TPB-based model is also applicable in a developing 
and therefore non-Western society (Pahrudin et al., 
2021). Indonesia has invested in tourism to rejuvenate 
its industry and attract more inbound tourists. 
Furthermore, this study contributes to the existing 
literature by showing changes in people’s behavior, 
which contrasts with previous findings. The results also 
show that physical and psychological risk dimensions 
did not significantly influence tourists’ decisions to 
travel overseas during COVID-19.

Finally, the work makes a  valuable contribution 
to the academic tourism literature by focusing on 
a global event that severely disrupted societies and 
daily life. Given the strong possibility of further 
waves of COVID-19, the results of this work can serve 
as a valuable basis for future studies that respond to 
Gössling et al.’s (2020) call for longitudinal analyses of 
short- and long-term changes in tourist behavior.

6.2.  Practical implications

The findings provide an important contribution to the 
tourism practice in Indonesia and worldwide. Like 
other serious infectious diseases, COVID-19 is expected 
to reappear every four to five years. That is why it 
is important to be prepared for future waves (Kim, 
2020). To ensure concrete preparation, international 
tourism stakeholders must provide a  well-thought-
out strategic plan. By highlighting the key factors that 
influence tourists’ preventive behavior, the study can 
serve as a valuable guide providing practitioners with 
information they can use to develop more appropriate 
risk management programs.

The results show that tourists’ travel intentions 
decrease with higher levels of anxiety, which has 
significant implications for the design of effective 
promotional strategies to reduce tourists’ anxiety 
before traveling abroad. Destination management 
organisations and other professionals can reduce travel 
anxiety by providing more detailed information about 
the risk level (Paredes et al., 2023). Tour operators, who 
offer in-depth information, can also try to minimize 
tourists’ anxiety and increase their feeling of security 
when making decisions.

According to traveler anxiety, marketers should 
offer solutions that reduce tourists’ perceived risks 
(e.g. by providing more detailed information about 

the destination) or reposition the destination image 
by offering packages that lower traveler anxiety and 
promote tourism. This can be achieved through clear 
and transparent communication about the safety 
measures and health protocols in place.

During a severe pandemic, destinations should focus 
on potential tourists with a fully functioning destina- 
tion environment. To reduce risk perception and in-
crease tourists’ decisions to travel, destinations should 
use different media and update tourism news. Social 
media is the most effective tool to disseminate COVID-19 
risk information. However, the tourism sector needs 
to improve its communication strategy by providing 
tourists with information on how to minimize the 
health risks of COVID-19.

How tourists perceive travel risks can influence their 
decision to travel internationally and the possibility 
of visiting a particular destination (Yadav et al., 2024). 
These issues reflect the characteristics of destinations 
that matter to tourists and help to understand what 
makes a destination attractive. This can be achieved by 
reducing the perception of travel as risky and tourism 
marketers and stakeholders can encourage potential 
tourists to travel. Physical and psychological risks did not 
influence tourists’ intentions to travel abroad. Focusing 
on the mitigation and management of risk dimensions 
that are important to tourists, such as financial and time 
risks, can influence travelers’ choice of destinations, for 
example, by providing flexible booking options, in-
surance coverage and information on how travelers can 
effectively manage their time in a destination.

During pandemics, stakeholders and tourism 
authori-ties should enhance risk management and 
therefore reduce the perceived risk perception 
of tourists. DMOs should try to increase the safety 
and security perception of tourists by reducing 
physical, psychological, time and financial risks. Policy 
makers can use the results of this research to develop 
more effective policies for tourism during COVID-19. 
Understanding the impact of fear and risk perceptions, 
they could develop targeted interventions and support 
the tourism industry. At a societal level, this research 
can contribute to developing strategies for revitalizing 
local economies. If those responsible can address 
tourists’ concerns and encourage people to travel to 
Bali, the region can benefit economically by creating 
jobs and improving livelihoods.

6.3.  Limitations and future suggestions

The existing limitations of this research could be used 
as a base for future work. These limitations include the 
use of cross-sectional data, collected only at a single 
point in time, which affects the generalizability. To 
solve this limitation, research data should be collected 
over multiple periods. Long-term data collection is an 
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ideal way of investigating the impact of TPB elements 
on tourist decision-making. Furthermore, data should 
not only be collected during the stay of tourists, but also 
before their departure. This helps to find out more 
about the potential risks they experience during their 
holidays.

Current research has investigated how four different 
risk factors and tourists’ anxiety influence travel 
decisions. Further studies could expand the applied theo- 
retical framework to include motivational and emotional 
aspects that guarantee a  better understanding of 
inbound tourists’ decisions to travel abroad in times 
of pandemic. Although the findings of this study are 
limited to tourists in general. They cannot be applied to 
a specific group of tourists. It is suggested that future 
researchers test the theoretical model for a  special 
group or type of travel Indonesia offers, such as nature, 
cultural, sports, religious or food tourism.

References
Ajzen, I. (1988). Attitude, personality and behavior. Open University 

Press.
Ajzen, I. (1991). The theory of planned behavior. Organizational 

Behavior and Human Decision Processes, 50(2), 179–211. https://
doi.org/10.1016/0749-5978(91)90020-T

Ajzen, I. (2019). Constructing a theory of planned behavior questionnaire. 
https://people.umass.edu/aizen/pdf/tpb.measurement.pdf

Allameh, S.M., Pool, J.K., Jaberi A., Salehzadeh, R., & Asadi, H. 
(2015). Factors influencing sport tourists’ revisit intentions. Asia 
Pacific Journal of Marketing and Logistics, 27(2), 191–207. https://
doi.org/10.1108/APJML-12-2013-0159

Anderson, J.C., &  Gerbing, D.W. (1988). Structural equation 
modeling in practice: A review and recommended two-step 
approach. Psychological Bulletin, 103(3), 411–423. https://doi.
org/10.1037/0033-2909.103.3.411

Artuğer, S. (2015). The effect of risk perceptions on tourists’ revisit 
intentions. European Journal of Business and Management, 7(2), 
36–43. https://www.iiste.org/Journals/index.php/EJBM/article/
view/19107/19821

Babolian Hendijani, R. (2020). Delivering tourism intelligence 
about agritourism: Principles from the Balinese case of 
Civet Coffee. In P.L. Pearce & H. Oktadiana (Eds.), Delivering 
tourism intelligence: From analysis to action (pp. 77–89). Emerald 
Publishing. https://doi.org/10.1108/S2042-144320190000011007

Bae, S.Y., & Chang, P.-J. (2020). The effect of coronavirus disease-19 
(COVID-19) risk perception on behavioral intention towards 
‘untact’ tourism in South Korea during the first wave of 
the pandemic (March 2020). Current Issues in Tourism, 24(7), 
1017–1035. https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2020.1798895

Barclay, D., Higgings, C., & Thompson, R. (1995). The partial least 
squares (PLS) approach to causal modeling: Personal computer 
adoption and use as an illustration. Technology Studies, 2(2), 
285–308.

Belias, D., Rossidis, I., & Valeri, M. (2022). Tourism in crisis: 
The impact of climate change on the tourism industry. In 
M. Valeri (Ed.), Tourism risk: Crisis and recovery management 
(pp. 163–179). Emerald Publishing. https://doi.org/10.1108/ 
978-1-80117-708-520221012

Cacioppo, J.T., Glass, C.R., & Merluzzi, T.V. (1979). Self-statements 
and self-evaluations: A  cognitive-response analysis of 

heterosocial anxiety. Cognitive Therapy and Research, 3(3), 
249–262. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01185965

Cahyanto, I., Wiblishauser, M., Pennington-Gray, L., & Schroeder, A. 
(2016). The dynamics of travel avoidance: The case of Ebola in 
the U.S. Tourism Management Perspectives, 20, 195–203. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.tmp.2016.09.004

Çakar, K. (2021). Tourophobia: Fear of travel resulting from man-
made or natural disasters. Tourism Review, 76(1), 103–124. https://
doi.org/10.1108/TR-06-2019-0231

Callaway, E., Cyranoski, D., Mallapaty, S., Stoye, E., & Tollefson, J. 
(2020). The coronavirus pandemic in five powerful charts. Nature, 
579(7800), 482–483. https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-020-00758-2

Chen, M., & Zhang, W.-H. (2021). Purchase intention for hydrogen 
automobile among Chinese citizens: The influence of 
environmental concern and perceived social value. International 
Journal of Hydrogen Energy, 46(34), 18000–18010. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2020.11.099

Chen, J.V., Htaik, S., Hiele, T.M., & Chen, C. (2017). Investigating 
international tourists’ intention to revisit Myanmar based on 
need gratification, flow experience and perceived risk. Journal 
of Quality Assurance in Hospitality & Tourism, 18(1), 25–44. https://
doi.org/10.1080/1528008X.2015.1133367

Cheng, Y., Fang, S., & Yin, J. (2022). The effects of community 
safety support on COVID‐19 event strength perception, risk 
perception, and health tourism intention: The moderating role 
of risk communication. Managerial and Decision Economics, 43(2), 
496–509. https://doi.org/10.1002/mde.3397

Cui, F., Liu, Y., Chang, Y., Duan, J., & Li, J. (2016). An overview of 
tourism risk perception. Natural Hazards, 82(1), 643–658. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s11069-016-2208-1

Dash, A. (2021). Exploring visit intention to India for medical 
tourism using an extended theory of planned behavior. 
Journal of Hospitality and Tourism Insights, 4(4), 418–436. https://
doi.org/10.1108/JHTI-03-2020-0037 

Fan, X., Lu, J., Qiu, M., & Xiao, X. (2023). Changes in travel be-
haviors and intentions during the COVID-19 pandemic and 
recovery period: A case study of China. Journal of Outdoor 
Recreation and Tourism, 41, Article 100522. https://doi.org/10.1016/ 
j.jort.2022.100522

Farrell, A.M., & Rudd, J.M. (2009). Factor analysis and discriminant 
validity: A brief review of some practical issues. In D. Tojib 
(Ed.), ANZMAC 2009 Conference proceedings. ANZMAC. https://
publications.aston.ac.uk/id/eprint/7644/1/factor_analysis_
ANZMAC_2009.pdf

Featherman, M., &  Fuller, M. (2003). Applying TAM to 
e-services adoption: The moderating role of perceived risk. 
In R.H. Sprague Jr. (Ed.), Proceedings of the 36th Annual Hawaii 
International Conference on System Sciences: 6–9 January 2003, Big 
Island, Hawaii: Abstracts and CD-ROM of full papers. IEEE. https://
ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/1174433

Fishbein, M., & Ajzen, I. (1975). Belief, attitude, intention, and behavior: 
An introduction to theory and research. Addison-Wesley.

Flaherty, G., & Nasir, N. (2020). Reiseangst: Travel anxiety and 
psychological resilience during and beyond the COVID-19 
pandemic. Journal of Travel Medicine, 27(8), Article  taaa150. 
https://doi.org/10.1093/jtm/taaa150

Fornell, C., & Larcker, D.F. (1981). Evaluating structural equation 
models with unobservable variables and measurement 
error. Journal of Marketing Research, 18(1), 39–50. https://doi.
org/10.2307/3151312

Fu, J.-R., Ju, P.-H., &  Hsu, C.-W. (2015). Understanding why 
consumers engage in electronic word-of-mouth communication: 
Perspectives from theory of planned behavior and justice 
theory. Electronic Commerce Research and Applications, 14(6), 
616–630. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.elerap.2015.09.003

Godovykh, M., Pizam, A., & Bahja, F. (2021). Antecedents and 
outcomes of health risk perceptions in tourism, following the 

https://doi.org/10.1016/0749-5978(91)90020-T
https://doi.org/10.1016/0749-5978(91)90020-T
https://people.umass.edu/aizen/pdf/tpb.measurement.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1108/APJML-12-2013-0159
https://doi.org/10.1108/APJML-12-2013-0159
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.103.3.411
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.103.3.411
https://www.iiste.org/Journals/index.php/EJBM/article/view/19107/19821
https://www.iiste.org/Journals/index.php/EJBM/article/view/19107/19821
https://doi.org/10.1108/S2042-144320190000011007
https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2020.1798895
https://doi.org/10.1108/978-1-80117-708-520221012
https://doi.org/10.1108/978-1-80117-708-520221012
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01185965
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tmp.2016.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tmp.2016.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1108/TR-06-2019-0231
https://doi.org/10.1108/TR-06-2019-0231
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-020-00758-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-020-00758-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-020-00758-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-020-00758-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-020-00758-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-020-00758-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/d41586-020-00758-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2020.11.099
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2020.11.099
https://doi.org/10.1080/1528008X.2015.1133367
https://doi.org/10.1080/1528008X.2015.1133367
https://doi.org/10.1002/mde.3397
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-016-2208-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11069-016-2208-1
https://doi.org/10.1108/JHTI-03-2020-0037
https://doi.org/10.1108/JHTI-03-2020-0037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jort.2022.100522
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jort.2022.100522
https://publications.aston.ac.uk/id/eprint/7644/1/factor_analysis_ANZMAC_2009.pdf
https://publications.aston.ac.uk/id/eprint/7644/1/factor_analysis_ANZMAC_2009.pdf
https://publications.aston.ac.uk/id/eprint/7644/1/factor_analysis_ANZMAC_2009.pdf
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/1174433
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/document/1174433
https://doi.org/10.1093/jtm/taaa150
https://doi.org/10.2307/3151312
https://doi.org/10.2307/3151312
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.elerap.2015.09.003


Turyzm/Tourism 2026, 36(1)110

COVID-19 pandemic. Tourism Review, 76(4), 737–748. https://doi.
org/10.1108/TR-06-2020-0257 

Gössling, S., Scott, D., & Hall, C.M. (2020). Pandemics, tourism 
and global change: A rapid assessment of COVID-19. Journal 
of Sustainable Tourism, 29(1), 1–20. https://doi.org/10.1080/09669
582.2020.1758708

Gudykunst, W.B., &  Hammer, M.R. (1988). An uncertainty 
reduction based theory of intercultural adaptation. In Y.Y. Kim 
& W.B. Gudykunst (Eds.), Cross-cultural adaptation: Current 
approaches (pp. 106–139). SAGE Publications. 

Gui, D.-Y., Dai, Y., Zheng, Z., & Liu, S. (2023). Losing control 
without your smartphone: Anxiety affects the dynamic choice 
process of impulsive decision-making and purchase. Frontiers 
in Neuroscience: Section Decision Neuroscience, 17, Article 998017. 
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2023.998017

Hair, J.F., Jr., Hult, G.T.M., Ringle, C., & Sarstedt, M.A. (2013). 
A  primer on partial least squares structural equation modeling 
(PLS-SEM). SAGE Publications.

Hasan, M.K., Ismail, A.R., &  Islam, M.F. (2017). Tourist risk 
perceptions and revisit intention: A critical review of literature. 
Cogent Business & Management, 4(1), Article 1412874. https://doi.
org/10.1080/23311975.2017.1412874

Henthorne, T.L., George, B.P., & Smith, W.C. (2013). Risk perception 
and buying behavior: An examination of some relationships 
in the context of cruise tourism in Jamaica. International Journal 
of Hospitality & Tourism Administration, 14(1), 66–86. https://doi.
org/10.1080/15256480.2013.753808

Huang, L.-F., Chiang, C.-C., & Chen, H.-C. (2014). Willingness to 
pay of visitors for the nature-based public park: An extension 
of theory of planning behavior (TPB). Journal of Information 
and Optimization Sciences, 35(5–6), 405–429. https://doi.org/ 
10.1080/02522667.2014.903701

Huang, X., Dai, S., & Xu, H. (2020). Predicting tourists’ health risk 
preventative behaviour and travelling satisfaction in Tibet: 
Combining the theory of planned behaviour and health belief 
model. Tourism Management Perspectives, 33, Article 100589. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tmp.2019.100589

Hüsser, A.P., &  Ohnmacht, T. (2023). A  comparative study 
of eight COVID-19 protective measures and their impact 
on Swiss tourists’ travel intentions. Tourism Management, 
97, Article  104734. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2023. 
104734

Isaac, R.K., & Van den Bedem, A. (2021). The impacts of terrorism 
on risk perception and travel behaviour of the Dutch market: 
Sri Lanka as a case study. International Journal of Tourism Cities, 
7(1), 63–91. https://doi.org/10.1108/IJTC-06-2020-0118 

Jiang, X., Qin, J., Gao, J., & Gossage, M.G. (2022). The mediation 
of perceived risk’s impact on destination image and travel 
intention: An empirical study of Chengdu, China during 
COVID-19. PLoS ONE, 17(1), Article e0261851. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0261851

Joo, H., Henry, R.E., Lee, Y.-K., Berro, A., &  Maskery, B.A. 
(2019). The effects of past SARS experience and proximity 
on declines in numbers of travelers to the Republic of Korea 
during the 2015 MERS outbreak: A retrospective study. Travel 
Medicine and Infectious Disease, 30, 54–66. https://doi.org/10.1016/ 
j.tmaid.2019.05.009

Juschten, M., Jiricka-Pürrer, A., Unbehaun, W., & Hössinger, R. 
(2019). The mountains are calling! An extended TPB model 
for understanding metropolitan residents’ intentions to visit 
nearby alpine destinations in summer. Tourism Management, 75, 
293–306. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2019.05.014

Karagöz, D., Işık, C., Dogru, T., & Zhang, L. (2021). Solo female 
travel risks, anxiety and travel intentions: Examining the 
moderating role of online psychological-social support. Current 
Issues in Tourism, 24(11), 1595–1612. https://doi.org/10.1080/1368
3500.2020.1816929

Karl, M., Muskat, B., & Ritchie, B.W. (2020). Which travel risks 
are more salient for destination choice? An examination of 
the tourist’s decision-making process. Journal of Destination 
Marketing & Management, 18, Article 100487. https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.jdmm.2020.100487

Kim, N.S. (2020). Corona 19-ui hyeonhwang-gwa sisajeom [The 
current situation and implications of coronavirus disease 2019]. 
Bogeon Bokji I-syu & Pokoseu [Health & Welfare Issue and Focus], 
373, 1–13. https://repository.kihasa.re.kr/bitstream/201002/343
80/8/%EC%9D%B4%EC%8A%88%EC%95%A4%ED%8F%AC%
EC%BB%A4%EC%8A%A4.2020.N0373.pdf

Le, T.H., & Arcodia, C. (2018). Risk perceptions on cruise ships 
among young people: Concepts, approaches and directions. 
International Journal of Hospitality Management,  69, 102–112. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhm.2017.09.016

Li, J., Nguyen, T.H.H., & Coca-Stefaniak, J.A. (2020). Coronavirus 
impacts on post-pandemic planned travel behaviours. Annals of 
Tourism Research, 86, Article 102964. https://doi.org/10.1016/ 
j.annals.2020.102964 

Li, W., Chen, G., Wu, L., Zeng, Y., Wei, J., & Liu, Y. (2022). Travel 
intention during the COVID-19 epidemic: The influence 
of institutional and interpersonal trust. Frontiers in Psychology: 
Section Organizational Psychology, 13, Article 1015900. https://doi.
org/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.1015900

Lin, Y.Z., Xu, C.N., Peng, Y.J., & Xu, X.L. (2022). Evolution of 
tourism risk perception: A bibliometrics analysis on multi-
dimensional model. Procedia Computer Science, 214, 1198–1205. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procs.2022.11.296

Liu, Y., Shi, H., Li, Y., & Amin, A. (2021). Factors influencing 
Chinese residents’ post-pandemic outbound travel intentions: 
An extended theory of planned behavior model based on the 
perception of COVID-19. Tourism Review, 76(4), 871–891. https://
doi.org/10.1108/TR-09-2020-0458

Luo, J.M., & Lam, C.F. (2020). Travel anxiety, risk attitude and 
travel intentions towards “Travel Bubble” destinations in Hong 
Kong: Effect of the fear of COVID-19. International Journal of 
Environmental Research and Public Health, 17(21), Article 7859. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17217859

Ma, A., & Kay, A.C. (2017). Compensatory control and ambiguity 
intolerance. Organizational Behavior and Human Decision 
Processes, 140, 46–61. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.obhdp.2017.04.001

Ma, H., Chiu, Y.-h., Tian, X., Zhang, J., & Guo, Q. (2020). Safety 
or travel: Which is more important? The impact of disaster 
events on tourism. Sustainability, 12(7), Article 3038. https://doi.
org/10.3390/su12073038

Magano, J., Vidal, D.G., Sousa, H.F.P.e, Dinis, M.A.P., & Leite, Â. 
(2021). Validation and psychometric properties of Portuguese 
version of the Coronavirus Anxiety Scale (CAS) and fear of 
COVID-19 Scale (FCV-19S) and association with travel, tourism 
and hospitality. International Journal of Environmental Research 
and Public Health, 18(2), Article 427. https://doi.org/10.3390/
ijerph18020427

Meng, B., & Cui, M. (2020). The role of co-creation experience in 
forming tourists’ revisit intention to home-based accommoda-
tion: Extending the theory of planned behavior. Tourism 
Management Perspectives, 33, Article 100581. https://doi.org/ 
10.1016/j.tmp.2019.100581

Musa, H., Ahmad, N.H.B., & Nor, A.M. (2024). Extending the 
theory of planned behavior in financial inclusion participation 
model – evidence from an emerging economy. Cogent Economics 
& Finance, 12(1), Article 2306536. https://doi.org/10.1080/23322
039.2024.2306536

Nagai, H., Tkaczynski, A., & Benckendorff, P.J. (2020). Exploring 
the role of language proficiency and cultural adaptation in 
travel risk perception: A study of Asian working holiday 
makers in Australia. Journal of Vacation Marketing, 26(2), 166–181. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/1356766719880249

https://doi.org/10.1108/TR-06-2020-0257
https://doi.org/10.1108/TR-06-2020-0257
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2020.1758708
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2020.1758708
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnins.2023.998017
https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2017.1412874
https://doi.org/10.1080/23311975.2017.1412874
https://doi.org/10.1080/15256480.2013.753808
https://doi.org/10.1080/15256480.2013.753808
https://doi.org/10.1080/02522667.2014.903701
https://doi.org/10.1080/02522667.2014.903701
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tmp.2019.100589
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2023.104734
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2023.104734
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJTC-06-2020-0118
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0261851
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0261851
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tmaid.2019.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tmaid.2019.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2019.05.014
https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2020.1816929
https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2020.1816929
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdmm.2020.100487
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdmm.2020.100487
https://repository.kihasa.re.kr/bitstream/201002/34380/8/%EC%9D%B4%EC%8A%88%EC%95%A4%ED%8F%AC%EC%BB%A4%EC%8A%A4.2020.N0373.pdf
https://repository.kihasa.re.kr/bitstream/201002/34380/8/%EC%9D%B4%EC%8A%88%EC%95%A4%ED%8F%AC%EC%BB%A4%EC%8A%A4.2020.N0373.pdf
https://repository.kihasa.re.kr/bitstream/201002/34380/8/%EC%9D%B4%EC%8A%88%EC%95%A4%ED%8F%AC%EC%BB%A4%EC%8A%A4.2020.N0373.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhm.2017.09.016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annals.2020.102964
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annals.2020.102964
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.1015900
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2022.1015900
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.procs.2022.11.296
about:blank
about:blank
https://doi.org/10.1108/TR-09-2020-0458
https://doi.org/10.1108/TR-09-2020-0458
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17217859
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.obhdp.2017.04.001
https://doi.org/10.3390/su12073038
https://doi.org/10.3390/su12073038
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18020427
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18020427
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tmp.2019.100581
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tmp.2019.100581
https://doi.org/10.1080/23322039.2024.2306536
https://doi.org/10.1080/23322039.2024.2306536
https://doi.org/10.1177/1356766719880249


Articles 111

Nazneen, S., Hong, X., & Ud Din, N. (2020, May 4). COVID-19 
crises and tourist travel risk perceptions. Social Science Research 
Network. https://ssrn.com/abstract=3592321

Neuburger, L., & Egger, R. (2021). Travel risk perception and travel 
behaviour during the COVID-19 pandemic 2020: A case study 
of the DACH region. Current Issues in Tourism, 24(7), 1003–1016. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2020.1803807

Nunally, J.C., & Bernstein, I.H. (1994). Psychometric theory (3rd 
ed.). McGraw-Hill.

Ozascilar, M., & Mawby, R.I. (2024). Safer tourist destinations: 
Tourists’ perceptions of crime, political unrest and COVID-19 
as affecting their travel choices. Crime Prevention and Community 
Safety, 26(4), 401–419. https://doi.org/10.1057/s41300-024- 
00220-9

Pahrudin, P., Chen, C.-T., & Liu, L.-W. (2021). A modified theory 
of planned behavioral: A case of tourist intention to visit 
a destination post pandemic COVID-19 in Indonesia. Heliyon, 
7, Article e08230. http://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2021.e08230

Paredes, M.R., Apaolaza, V., Hartmann, P., Marcos, A., & García-
Merino, J.D. (2023). Can mask mandates boost nature-based 
tourism? The role of escapism and travel anxiety. PLoS 
ONE, 18(2), Article e0280489. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pone.0280489

Park, S.H., Hsieh, C.-M., & Lee, C.-K. (2017). Examining Chinese 
college students’ intention to travel to Japan using the extended 
theory of planned behavior: Testing destination image and 
mediating role of travel constraints. Journal of Travel & Tourism 
Marketing, 34(1), 113–131. https://doi.org/10.1080/10548408.2016. 
1141154

Perić, G., Dramićanin, S., & Conić, M. (2021). The impact of Serbian 
tourists’ risk perception on their travel intentions during the 
COVID-19 pandemic. European Journal of Tourism Research, 27, 
Article 2705. https://doi.org/10.54055/ejtr.v27i.2125

Pham, T., &  Nugroho, A. (2022). Tourism-induced poverty 
impacts of COVID-19 in Indonesia. Annals of Tourism Research 
Empirical Insights, 3(2), Article 100069. https://doi.org/10.1016/ 
j.annale.2022.100069

Purnamawati, I.G.A., Jie, F., & Hatane, S.E. (2022). Cultural change 
shapes the sustainable development of religious ecotourism 
villages in Bali, Indonesia. Sustainability, 14(12), Article 7368. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14127368

Rahmafitria, F., Suryadi, K., Oktadiana, H., Putro, H.P.H., 
& Rosyidie, A. (2021). Applying knowledge, social concern 
and perceived risk in planned behavior theory for tourism in 
the COVID-19 pandemic. Tourism Review, 76(4), 809–828. https://
doi.org/10.1108/TR-11-2020-0542 

Ramadhani, D.P., Alamsyah, A., Febrianta, M.Y., & Damayanti, 
L.Z.A. (2024). Exploring tourists’ behavioral patterns in Bali’s 
top-rated destinations: Perception and mobility. Journal 
of Theoretical and Applied Electronic Commerce Research, 19(2), 
743–773. https://doi.org/10.3390/jtaer19020040

Rather, R.A. (2021). Monitoring the impacts of tourism-based 
social media, risk perception and fear on tourist’s attitude 
and revisiting behavior in the wake of COVID-19 pandemic. 
Current Issues in Tourism, 24(23), 3275–3283. https://doi.org/ 
10.1080/13683500.2021.1884666

Reisinger, Y., & Mavondo, F. (2005). Travel anxiety and inten-
tions to travel internationally: Implications of travel risk 
perception. Journal of Travel Research, 43(3), 212–225. https://doi.
org/10.1177/0047287504272017

Ringle, C.M., Wende, S., & Becker, J.-M. (2024). Discriminant validity 
assessment and heterotrait-monotrait ratio of correlations (HTMT). 
SmartPLS 4. https://www.smartpls.com 

Rokni, L. (2021). The psychological consequences of COVID-19 
pandemic in tourism sector: A  systematic review. Iranian 
Journal of Public Health, 50(9), 1743–1756. https://doi.org/10.18502/
ijph.v50i9.7045

Rudyanto, R., Pramono, R., &  Juliana, J. (2021). Perception of 
knowledge of the risk of the COVID-19 pandemic regarding 
tourism intentions and tourism travel recommendations. 
Journal of Environmental Management and Tourism, 12(4), 929–947. 
https://journals.aserspublishing.eu/jemt/article/view/6176

Ryu, S., & Fan, L. (2022). The relationship between financial 
worries and psychological distress among U.S. adults. Journal 
of Family and Economic Issues, 44, 16–33. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10834-022-09820-9

Sánchez-Cañizares, S.M., Cabeza-Ramírez, L.J., Muñoz-Fernández, G.,  
& Fuentes-García, F.J. (2021). Impact of the perceived risk from 
COVID-19 on intention to travel. Current Issues in Tourism, 24(7), 
970–984. https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2020.1829571

Seabra, C., Dolnicar, S., Abrantes, J.L., & Kastenholz, E. (2013). 
Heterogeneity in risk and safety perceptions of international 
tourists. Tourism Management, 36, 502–510. https://doi.org/10.1016/ 
j.tourman.2012.09.008

Sekaran, U., & Bougie, R. (2016). Research methods for business: 
A skill-building approach (7th ed.). Wiley.

Sheth, J. (2020). Impact of COVID-19 on consumer behavior: Will 
the old habits return or die? Journal of Business Research, 117, 
280–283. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2020.05.059

Smith, A.R., Ebert, E.E., & Broman-Fulks, J.J. (2016). The relation-
ship between anxiety and risk taking is moderated by ambi-
guity. Personality and Individual Differences, 95, 40–44. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2016.02.018

Sönmez, S.F., & Graefe, A.R. (1998). Determining future travel 
behavior from past travel experience and perceptions of risk 
and safety. Journal of Travel Research, 37(2), 172–177. https://doi.
org/10.1177/004728759803700209

Statista Research Department. (2025, November 28). Number 
of international tourist arrivals during the novel coronavirus 
(COVID-19) pandemic in Indonesia from 2020 to 2022. https://
www.statista.com/statistics/1193030/indonesia-international- 
tourist-arrivals-covid-19/

Sujood, Hamid, S., & Bano, N. (2022). Behavioral intention of trave-
ling in the period of COVID-19: An application of the theory 
of planned behavior (TPB) and perceived risk. International 
Journal of Tourism Cities, 8(2), 357–378. https://doi.org/10.1108/
IJTC-09-2020-0183

Sun, L., Chen, J., & Huang, X. (2024). Navigating health-related 
crises: Unraveling the role of confidence in tourism recovery 
in shaping sustainable strategies for tourists’ intentions across 
pandemic phases. Sustainability, 16(19), Article 8492. https://doi.
org/10.3390/su16198492

Taşçıoğlu, M., & Yener, D. (2021). Understanding consumers’ 
perceived risk during the COVID-19 threat: A scenario-based 
experiment. International Journal of Hospitality &  Tourism 
Administration, 23(6), 1192–1218. https://doi.org/10.1080/152564
80.2021.2015041

Taylor, S. (2019). The psychology of pandemics: Preparing for the 
next global outbreak of infectious disease. Cambridge Scholars 
Publishing.

Thung, J.L., Yuniarto, P.R., & Hoon, C.-Y. (2024). China-style 
tourism in Indonesia: Prospects for people-to-people bonds. 
South East Asia Research, 32(3), 263–282. https://doi.org/10.1080/
0967828X.2024.2416163

Wang, J., & Karl, M. (2021). Understanding how tourists perceive 
and respond to risk: A  focus on health risk. In J. Wilks, 
D. Oendergast, P.A. Leggat & D. Morgan (Eds.), Tourist health, 
safety and wellbeing in the new normal (pp. 347–371). Springer. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-16-5415-2_14

World Health Organization. (2020, March 11). WHO Director-
General’s opening remarks at the media briefing on COVID-19 
– 11 March 2020. https://www.who.int/news-room/speeches/
item/who-director-general-s-opening-remarks-at-the-media-
briefing-on-covid-19---11-march-2020

https://ssrn.com/abstract=3592321
https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2020.1803807
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41300-024-00220-9
https://doi.org/10.1057/s41300-024-00220-9
http://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2021.e08230
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0280489
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0280489
https://doi.org/10.1080/10548408.2016.1141154
https://doi.org/10.1080/10548408.2016.1141154
https://doi.org/10.54055/ejtr.v27i.2125
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annale.2022.100069
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annale.2022.100069
https://doi.org/10.3390/su14127368
https://doi.org/10.1108/TR-11-2020-0542
https://doi.org/10.1108/TR-11-2020-0542
https://doi.org/10.3390/jtaer19020040
https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2021.1884666
https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2021.1884666
https://doi.org/10.1177/0047287504272017
https://doi.org/10.1177/0047287504272017
https://www.smartpls.com
https://doi.org/10.18502/ijph.v50i9.7045
https://doi.org/10.18502/ijph.v50i9.7045
https://journals.aserspublishing.eu/jemt/article/view/6176
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10834-022-09820-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10834-022-09820-9
https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2020.1829571
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2012.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2012.09.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2020.05.059
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2016.02.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.paid.2016.02.018
https://doi.org/10.1177/004728759803700209
https://doi.org/10.1177/004728759803700209
https://www.statista.com/statistics/1193030/indonesia-international-tourist-arrivals-covid-19/
https://www.statista.com/statistics/1193030/indonesia-international-tourist-arrivals-covid-19/
https://www.statista.com/statistics/1193030/indonesia-international-tourist-arrivals-covid-19/
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJTC-09-2020-0183
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJTC-09-2020-0183
https://doi.org/10.3390/su16198492
https://doi.org/10.3390/su16198492
https://doi.org/10.1080/15256480.2021.2015041
https://doi.org/10.1080/15256480.2021.2015041
https://doi.org/10.1080/0967828X.2024.2416163
https://doi.org/10.1080/0967828X.2024.2416163
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-16-5415-2_14
https://www.who.int/news-room/speeches/item/who-director-general-s-opening-remarks-at-the-media-briefing-on-covid-19---11-march-2020
https://www.who.int/news-room/speeches/item/who-director-general-s-opening-remarks-at-the-media-briefing-on-covid-19---11-march-2020
https://www.who.int/news-room/speeches/item/who-director-general-s-opening-remarks-at-the-media-briefing-on-covid-19---11-march-2020


Turyzm/Tourism 2026, 36(1)112

World Tourism Organization. (n.d.a). Impact assessment of 
the COVID-19 outbreak on international tourism. Retrieved 
11  February, 2026, from https://www.unwto.org/impact-
assessment-of-the-covid-19-outbreak-on-international-tourism

World Tourism Organization. (n.d.b). The UN Tourism data 
dashboard. Retrieved 11 February, 2026, from https://www.
untourism.int/tourism-data/un-tourism-tourism-dashboard

Yadav, N., Verma, S., & Chikhalkar, R. (2024). Online reviews 
towards reducing risk. Journal of Tourism Futures, 10(2), 299–316. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/JTF-01-2022-0016

Yağmur, Y., & Doğan, O. (2017). Foreign tourists’ risk perception 
about Turkey: An application in Antalya region. Turizam, 
21(2), 90–101. https://scindeks-clanci.ceon.rs/data/pdf/1450-
6661/2017/1450-66611702090Y.pdf

Yang, F.X., & Wong, I.A. (2020). The social crisis aftermath: Tourist 
well-being during the COVID-19 outbreak. Journal of Sustainable 
Tourism, 29(6), 859–878. https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2020. 
1843047

Yeung, R.M., & Yee, W.M. (2020). Travel destination choice: Does 
perception of food safety risk matter? British Food Journal, 122(6), 
1919–1934. https://doi.org/10.1108/BFJ-09-2018-0631

Yi, J., Yuan, G., & Yoo, C. (2020). The effect of the perceived risk on 
the adoption of the sharing economy in the tourism industry: 

The case of Airbnb. Information Processing & Management, 57(1), 
Article 102108. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ipm.2019.102108

Zenker, S., & Kock, F. (2020). The coronavirus pandemic: A critical 
discussion of a  tourism research agenda. Tourism Manage-
ment, 81, Article 104164. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2020. 
104164

Zenker, S., Braun, E., & Gyimóthy, S. (2021). Too afraid to travel? 
Development of a pandemic (COVID-19) Anxiety Travel Scale 
(PATS). Tourism Management, 84, Article 104286. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.tourman.2021.104286

Zhan, L., Zeng, X., Morrison, A. M., Liang, H., & Coca-Stefaniak, J. 
(2022). A risk perception scale for travel to a crisis epicentre: 
Visiting Wuhan after COVID-19. Current Issues in Tourism, 25(1), 
150–167. https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2020.1857712a

Zhou, B., Wang, Y., Li, P., Xiong, Q., & Ryan, C. (2024). A longitudinal 
study on the effect of media exposure on travel intention during 
public health crises. Environment, Development and Sustainability, 
online first. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-024-05456-x

Zhu, H., &  Deng, F. (2020). How to influence rural tourism 
intention by risk knowledge during COVID-19 containment 
in China: Mediating role of risk perception and attitude. 
International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 
17(10), Article 3514. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17103514

https://www.unwto.org/impact-assessment-of-the-covid-19-outbreak-on-international-tourism
https://www.unwto.org/impact-assessment-of-the-covid-19-outbreak-on-international-tourism
https://www.untourism.int/tourism-data/un-tourism-tourism-dashboard
https://www.untourism.int/tourism-data/un-tourism-tourism-dashboard
https://doi.org/10.1108/JTF-01-2022-0016
https://scindeks-clanci.ceon.rs/data/pdf/1450-6661/2017/1450-66611702090Y.pdf
https://scindeks-clanci.ceon.rs/data/pdf/1450-6661/2017/1450-66611702090Y.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2020.1843047
https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2020.1843047
https://doi.org/10.1108/BFJ-09-2018-0631
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ipm.2019.102108
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2020.104164
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2020.104164
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2021.104286
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2021.104286
https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2020.1857712
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-024-05456-x
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph17103514

	OLE_LINK1



Raport dostępności



		Nazwa pliku: 

		PCH_Turyzm_36_1_2026_Artykuł_08_Hendijani & Jaszus_et_al_internet.pdf






		Autor raportu: 

		Utmark Mac


		Organizacja: 

		





 [Informacje osobiste oraz dotyczące organizacji dostępne w oknie dialogowym Preferencje > Tożsamość.]


Podsumowanie


Sprawdzanie nie napotkało żadnych problemów w tym dokumencie.



		Wymaga sprawdzenia ręcznego: 0


		Zatwierdzono ręcznie: 2


		Odrzucono ręcznie: 0


		Pominięto: 2


		Zatwierdzono: 28


		Niepowodzenie: 0





Raport szczegółowy



		Dokument




		Nazwa reguły		Status		Opis


		Flaga przyzwolenia dostępności		Zatwierdzono		Należy ustawić flagę przyzwolenia dostępności


		PDF zawierający wyłącznie obrazy		Zatwierdzono		Dokument nie jest plikiem PDF zawierającym wyłącznie obrazy


		Oznakowany PDF		Zatwierdzono		Dokument jest oznakowanym plikiem PDF


		Logiczna kolejność odczytu		Zatwierdzono ręcznie		Struktura dokumentu zapewnia logiczną kolejność odczytu


		Język główny		Zatwierdzono		Język tekstu jest określony


		Tytuł		Zatwierdzono		Tytuł dokumentu jest wyświetlany na pasku tytułowym


		Zakładki		Zatwierdzono		W dużych dokumentach znajdują się zakładki


		Kontrast kolorów		Zatwierdzono ręcznie		Dokument ma odpowiedni kontrast kolorów


		Zawartość strony




		Nazwa reguły		Status		Opis


		Oznakowana zawartość		Zatwierdzono		Cała zawartość stron jest oznakowana


		Oznakowane adnotacje		Zatwierdzono		Wszystkie adnotacje są oznakowane


		Kolejność tabulatorów		Zatwierdzono		Kolejność tabulatorów jest zgodna z kolejnością struktury


		Kodowanie znaków		Pominięto		Dostarczone jest niezawodne kodowanie znaku


		Oznakowane multimedia		Zatwierdzono		Wszystkie obiekty multimedialne są oznakowane


		Miganie ekranu		Zatwierdzono		Strona nie spowoduje migania ekranu


		Skrypty		Zatwierdzono		Brak niedostępnych skryptów


		Odpowiedzi czasowe		Zatwierdzono		Strona nie wymaga odpowiedzi czasowych


		Łącza nawigacyjne		Zatwierdzono		Łącza nawigacji nie powtarzają się


		Formularze




		Nazwa reguły		Status		Opis


		Oznakowane pola formularza		Zatwierdzono		Wszystkie pola formularza są oznakowane


		Opisy pól		Zatwierdzono		Wszystkie pola formularza mają opis


		Tekst zastępczy




		Nazwa reguły		Status		Opis


		Tekst zastępczy ilustracji		Zatwierdzono		Ilustracje wymagają tekstu zastępczego


		Zagnieżdżony tekst zastępczy		Zatwierdzono		Tekst zastępczy, który nigdy nie będzie odczytany


		Powiązane z zawartością		Zatwierdzono		Tekst zastępczy musi być powiązany z zawartością


		Ukrywa adnotacje		Zatwierdzono		Tekst zastępczy nie powinien ukrywać adnotacji


		Tekst zastępczy pozostałych elementów		Zatwierdzono		Pozostałe elementy, dla których wymagany jest tekst zastępczy


		Tabele




		Nazwa reguły		Status		Opis


		Wiersze		Zatwierdzono		TR musi być elementem potomnym Table, THead, TBody lub TFoot


		TH i TD		Zatwierdzono		TH i TD muszą być elementami potomnymi TR


		Nagłówki		Zatwierdzono		Tabele powinny mieć nagłówki


		Regularność		Zatwierdzono		Tabele muszą zawierać taką samą liczbę kolumn w każdym wierszu oraz wierszy w każdej kolumnie


		Podsumowanie		Pominięto		Tabele muszą mieć podsumowanie


		Listy




		Nazwa reguły		Status		Opis


		Elementy listy		Zatwierdzono		LI musi być elementem potomnym L


		Lbl i LBody		Zatwierdzono		Lbl i LBody muszą być elementami potomnymi LI


		Nagłówki




		Nazwa reguły		Status		Opis


		Właściwe zagnieżdżenie		Zatwierdzono		Właściwe zagnieżdżenie







Powrót w górę


