#oTOR Ak K F F IR, 2021, 38(1): 184-192
Journal of Zhejiang A&F University
doi: 10.11833/}.issn.2095-0756.20200243

= XIME SIE R HE EXEE
I ik B2 1 B N B 2 i

KR, xIWH’

(LN IT RS 24 B 205 B4R, WiVl WA 3130005 2. Wi VLR AR 2% RS Tl b5 8 38 2 B /i Ui 5 1t 2
B, WiV B 311300)

HE: (B8] ARRRERFER B H R EMRENXG £ F . [ Fk ] ARAFAEG 7R3 H N FTABRE 2% .0 &
WIZF A HFERTE LIRS, FRAEXEBEZ L, RAEATEIITHN, ARAREZFHE TR ARERmfo R HE
HIRIE I F AN HFERFIR A MR, [BR] OARED DMLF ERE AL EENHERT IR LM A %A T
B ERYR, FRIEIE AR 026, MR IRI M LI Bde 4 A2 60 o0 KMiOR A 3E R (0.29)> #5 A E
027)> F& &M (025> & (0.23), SAANLEANYARELZNAR, EARTERER MR EET, LAXRBRE
SEHEBE BRI H TR NI ERKR, H0.74, QRN ESHIRIEH ZEAHEIRFN RS 23 (P<0.05) ¥ iE
FIHR, AREARIE R BHIE A 0.86, ATHEEIRFLIR Ak A Se 4 AN 0 F AR EAAR B MR R A Z B (0.90)> F A
(0.88)> ik A& (0.84)> 32 Bt (0.82), T4 NEEZ R a2 E LA RK, hKREHREHBEE P, EFhRkEL5EH
SR RTERAK, 34 059, ORBREKE R KA, IKRRABHIKREHEETHEERIRL BRI h (0.86) & T
RIS A (0.26), [ £ ] A RIS R A0 AR R 12 3) 1R 33 2 35 IR B Ut R LA 3509 SE )
EACR 49;?};%471&1&‘1;#441%% HBRARTRRERERE; Y AARTERER B EEORKXAZTALSHRERE, ¥
R HRIEHEE R KA FRBHEEGF G HFAREZ A B GBAM, S TAKREHERETEm S, BiZE
yi&yévzﬁuﬁ#m%:?ﬂwklﬂzﬁiﬁ AeF g mithokit, B2 41424
KB F RIS BRI, BEE; HEILRE AL T B L AMWEZ DI
FESAES: S7-05 YRR : A NERE: 2095-0756(2021)01-0184-09

Impact of scenic area environment and sports experience satisfaction on
tourists’ perception of environmental restoration
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Abstract: [Objective] This study aims to investigate the relationship between environmental perception, sports
experience and health efficacy of scenic spots. [Method] Using random sampling, the tourists in Lingjiu
mountain forest sports town in Quzhou City of Zhejiang were investigated by questionnaire to obtain the
relevant data. The structural equation was used to analyze the impact of environmental perception and leisure
sports experience satisfaction of forest sports scenic spots on tourists’ environmental restoration perception.
[Result] (1) The environmental perception satisfaction had a significant positive impact on tourists’ perception

of environmental restoration. The mean value of standardized path coefficient was 0.26. The influence of the
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four dimensions on environmental restoration perception from large to small was ductility (0.29), charisma
(0.27), compatibility (0.25), distance (0.23). Among the elements of environmental perception in forest scenic
spots, the load of ecological environment quality on tourists’ satisfaction of forest environmental perception was
the largest, which was 0.74. (2) Leisure sports experience satisfaction had a significant positive impact on
tourists’ perception of environmental restoration (P<<0.05). The average value of standardized path coefficient
was 0.86, and the degree of influence on the four dimensions of environmental restoration perception from large
to small was distance (0.90), compatibility (0.88), charisma (0.84), ductility (0.82), which showed little
difference between the four dimensions. In the satisfaction of leisure sports experience, the load of sports
facilities and sports interest was the largest, both were 0.59. (3) From the difference of path coefficient, the
effect of leisure sports experience satisfaction on environmental restoration sensitivity (0.86) was significantly
higher than that of environmental perception satisfaction of scenic area (0.26). [Conclusion] Both the
environmental quality of forest scenic spots and forest leisure sports experience have a significant positive
impact on tourists’ perception of environmental restoration, but the impact of forest leisure sports experience is
greater than that of scenic spots. The most important factor affecting the satisfaction of forest scenic spot
environmental perception is the quality of ecological environment, and the biggest factor affecting the
satisfaction of leisure sports experience is the richness of sports facilities and the interest of forest sports. For
forest sports tourist attractions, more attention should be paid to how to improve the richness and interest of
forest leisure sports. [Ch, 2 fig. 1 tab. 24 ref.]
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Figure 1 Concept and hypothesis model of influence mechanism of environmental and sports experience satisfaction on environmental recovery

perception in forest tourism area
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Table 1 Reliability and validity of the model
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Figure 2 Estimation the path of standardized parameters of relationship between satisfaction of forest environment and movement experience and the

perceived impact of environmental recovery
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