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EXTENDED ABSTRACT

Introduction: Nowadays, in line with urban and industrial civilization, human settlements are
rapidly growing. As a result of urbanization, human relationships with nature have been
weakened, which, in addition to loss of a wide range of benefits related to welfare and health,
leads to the lack of benefits of humans from all kinds of ecosystem services. Recreation sites
play a very important role in providing a wide range of ecosystem services, particularly
ecotourism-related ecosystem services. The study examines the attitude of visitors towards
ecotourism-related ecosystem services in two recreation sites of Kuh-Park and Haft-Howz.
Identifying this information is necessary for the sustainability and development of urban and
suburban green spaces.

Material and methods: The method of this research is quantitative and qualitative, the technique
is a survey method, and the tool used is a researcher-made questionnaire. The population of the
study was the visitors to two recreational sites, Kuh-Park and Haft-How. The statistics of the
visitors of the two resorts on a weekly and hourly basis were obtained from the Parks and Green
Space Organization of Mashhad Municipality, which was about 9400 in total. The sample size
was calculated using Cochran's formula of 355 people. The analysis of the collected data was done
in the SPSS software platform to investigate the attitude of the visitors towards ecotourism-related
ecosystem services and also to test the hypotheses. Further, for a more detailed investigation,
structural equation modeling was done to determine the contribution of each item in the
construction of hidden variables in order to identify the most important variables.

Results and discussion: According to the results, women and adults, in terms of age groups,
generally had a more positive attitude towards ecotourism-related ecosystem services. Among the
education levels, in all classes of ecosystem services, people who have a diploma or bachelor's
degree had a more positive attitude towards ecotourism-related ecosystem services. Attitudes
toward the natural class of ecotourism-related ecosystem services in Haft-Howz and the physical
class of ecotourism-related ecosystem services in Kuh-Park were more positive. However, the
attitude towards social class of ecotourism-related ecosystem services was not significantly
different in the two recreational sites. The results of structural equation modeling showed that bird
species diversity, biodiversity, and the variety of special and rare species contributed the most to
the construction of the natural class of ecotourism-related ecosystem services, respectively. Also,
the largest contribution to the construction of the physical class of ecotourism-related ecosystem
services was related to the possibility of cycling, the possibility of skating, and the possibility of
running, and in the social class, it was related to the possibility of communication with friends,
the possibility of spending time with family, relieving stress and providing relaxation. In general,
in the construction of ecotourism-related ecosystem services, the social class with the highest
factor load was in the first place, followed by the natural class and the physical class, respectively.

Conclusion: The two recreational sites were used by a wide range of people with different
characteristics, and generally, visitors in the two recreational sites had a positive attitude
towards ecotourism-related ecosystem services. Most Visitors had motivations related to
mental and physical health to visit recreational sites due to the problems of urbanization,
including pollution and stress. This study can provide an important insight to policy-makers
about the attitude of visitors and the general policy for managing these two areas.

Keywords: Environmental Benefits, Tourism, Recreational Site, Haft-Howz, Kuh-Park,
People's Attitude
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Sloss _ ‘5‘-" T g_-.J-*-" 3{“ .
obofialy  oxSbe oy Sk e o ing g o>
Number of Average Very High Part] Low Very at all Ecosystem service
respondents high Yy low
e
38 55 52 20 28 2 Sl 5 oS
Frequency o . P
195 325 s Kuh- WJWg) o5 b )90
19.5 282 26.7 103 144 1 J Park Lo Ll
Percent S W d‘;é LIJI ?
T T T O NN SCR e iftert
. aft-
5.6 15.6 33.1 213 238 0.6 Qo y0 Howz
54 66 38 17 20 0 ilgl 8 L. c
195 3.60 SIT Sl sl o as S slasl Y
27.7 33.8 19.5 8.7 10.3 0 KW n
o=
14 48 48 32 17 1 A ;
160 304 8.8 30 30 20 10.6 0.6 7 Py o m:;::::zs o
. . . M)é
105 59 23 5 3 0 ilgl 8
195 432 ST Sl
53.8 30.3 11.8 2.6 1.5 0 Qo) Ogs ¥
15 29 58 28 30 0 Sl Running
160 2.82 SV
9.4 18.1 36.3 17.5 18.8 0 Qo y0
119 57 17 2 0 0 ilgl 3
195 450 < S JbosS
61 292 87 1 0 0 KW 55 o s ool
38 63 31 18 10 0 AN Walk
160 3.63 SV
23.8 39.4 19.4 11.3 6.3 0 Qo yo
41 56 70 20 7 1 ilgl 3
195 3.52 < S JbosS
21 287 359 103 36 05 ao s 5555 3 lappme; &
8 25 61 42 24 0 Sl o Children 's playgrounds
160 269 5 156 381 263 15 0 e
. . . A..a)é
96 44 32 4 9 0 AN
195 4.05 S JosS
492 226 164 72 46 0 aoy gt g
6 17 45 39 50 3 Sl Ride bike
160 226 VPN
3.8 10.6 28.1 244 313 1.9 Qo y0
62 49 45 2315 1 A
195 3.60 < S oS <y
31.8 25.1 23.1 11.8 7.7 0.5 Qoo S"k
ate
160 L9o 3 9 37 43 59 9 Sl i
: Py
1.9 5.6 23.1 269 369 5.6 Qo y0
59 52 48 20 14 2 ilgl 8
195 3.59 < S JuosS
303 267 246 103 72 1 aoy s cals A
8 2 57 37 31 5 ol Kite play
160 2.53 SV
5 13.8 35.6 23.1 19.4 3.1 KWK
102 52 28 12 1 0 Slsl2
195 4.24 S )bosS
523 267 144 62 05 0 aoys olesegs
79 57 15 6 3 0 Slol 2 Mountain climbing
160 427 SV
49.4 35.6 94 3.8 1.9 0 Qo)
53 65 47 16 14 0 ilgl )3 . )
195 3.65 SISl ool sl -
27.2 333 24.1 8.2 7.2 0 KWK (s 535:055)
.
160 417 83 38 27 7 5 0 Sl R Special sports (climbing
519 238 16.9 44 3.1 0 Sy &...)

VED liali oY oylad YF 0,90 emsi sanme pole anlilad
YAY



S lod | diwd 53 355951 4 bgy po (oot gST Glous pitto olol 2 L gSowly @395 -F Jgo
Table 4- Distribution of respondents according to the variable of social class of ecotourism-related ecosystem services
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Table 4 (cont.)- Distribution of respondents according to the variable of social class of ecotourism-related ecosystem services
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Fig. 2- Measurement model of ecotourism-related ecosystem services in standard estimation mode
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