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Effects of the tourists’ place perception and environmental behavior on health
benefit evaluation at Fuzhou National Forest Park
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Abstract: [Objective] Place attachment and environmental behavior are the results of the interaction between
tourists and the environment, closely related to the construction of landscape perception, and of great
significance for exploring the impact mechanism of the forest parks and tourists” health. This paper explored the
internal transformation mechanism of the forest parks’ health benefits from the perspectives of tourists” place
perception and environmental behavior. [Method] Taking Fuzhou National Forest Park as an example, this
paper combined the perspective of tourists’ perceived evaluation, emotion response, and behavior practice, to
construct the relational model of landscape perception, place attachment, environmental behavior, and health
benefit assessment. Finally, analysed the influence relationship between the four through the structural equation
model. [Result] (1) The perception of natural attributes, facility attributes, cultural attributes, and spatial

attributes are the four dimensions that constitute the landscape perception. The influence coefficients are 0.777,
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0.696, 0.743, and 0.755. Landscape perception has significant correlation with place attachment, with an impact
degree of 74.4%. (2) Landscape perception has a significant impact on environmental behavior, with a direct
impact effect of 39.8%, and an indirect impact effect of 44.3%. Place attachment is a mediator variable in the
relationship between the two. (3) Landscape perception has a significant impact on health benefit evaluation,
with a direct impact effect of 30.2%, and an indirect impact of 50.9% is achieved through the mediator effect of
place attachment and environmental behavior. [Conclusion] Through the construction and testing analysis of
structural equation model testing, this paper revealed the impact mechanism of forest park and tourists’ health
benefit, is a composite system formed by the interaction elements of “ perceived evaluation, emotional
response, behavioral practice” . It is necessary to combine media data and scientific human health testing
equipment to expand the depth and breadth of research in future. [Ch, 1 fig. 6 tab. 30 ref.]
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Table 2 Exploratory factor analysis and examination of forest park landscape perception scales
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Table 3 Reliability and validity examination and confirmatory factor analysis of measurement scales
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Table 4 Goodness-of-fit test of measurement model
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Table 5 Path coefficient and significance test of structural model
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Table 6 Corrected direct and indirect effects between landscape perception, place attachment, environmental behavior and health benefits evaluation
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Figure 1 ~ Final conceptual model for health benefits evaluation of forest park
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