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Abstract

Connectedness to nature refers to the extent to which individuals report that they are emo-
tionally close to nature and are an integral part of it, and is often considered a trait. Different
aspects of well-being (hedonia well-being and eudaimonia well-being) are related to connectedness
to nature in different ways. The intrinsic mechanisms by which connectedness to nature affects
well-being can be further explained through the kinship hypothesis theory, stress reduction
theory, attention restoration theory, and embodied cognition theory. Future research needs to fur-
ther clarify the definitional criteria of each well-being, increase the exploration of the relationship
between children well-being and connectedness to nature, and focus on cross-cultural differences
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in this area.
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1. 51§

I, AR 20 B RON T BB GEE L4, BRIk 2 19 NSy 2y ik $EE T 5 AR R BEAT B T
R B GBWIEAE, ARSI R NG W AR A NS B AR H R A E R A ] 2
#o AT, HEEHSEFEARIKEILD, AT HRRE R T AIE I, Wilson (1984)#2H, AEKH
— i A ARR SRR AIEC R A AR, B SRAN B0 R B ANTT 23, f NERIIAEE g B BAT BR = 3
JILES T EARIAT AR FE B R e B 240 3 AT B Ol R (Mayer & Frantz, 2004). I, HRANTSH
SRR Z 1) J R RN &5 SRS 2 R B (1) o

HARBRA I AE R G OB A U ) e (2, B, ALD7, 2018). FECHBIFL, #¥#A]
X HARIBRES ) i 4 P AN e — B Hoor H AR 5 AME B A e e — IR R AR (2 — 3, B, (105
i, 2018), FEMAFE. NRILASAF RS W E SRS 44T W B & S5 F AL B A R EAT L€ o IR
M2 E A, HPREK S (connectedness to nature, CTN) 248 A5 H 2R 2 [H] 552 %5 1 1% B 25 (Kals, Schumacher,
& Mondata, 1999), /e NFETE R E5 BARRIERE MIE —, @E RN AkE B S EHR LS BRER, JFH
K& E AR AT B — 84 IFEBE (Mayer & Frantz, 2004), INEIRLA B2 A0, EAREBEE: & MAE K A3
IWEIRAE TN IR (Schultz, 2002), ik T N5 BHRAJE R R EZEERIAK. HELEEINNA
SRS 2 A0 B N 5 175 SRR AE PN 119 22 4 B2 R, VR B R AT RN A2 B, s AT B AR (RN TR R 252
Xt H AR ENL CL S B G B SRR 1E SR ARG S (Nisbet, Zelenski, & Murphy, 2009). It4b, BT HIRBELETE
FE IS 1A) A1 5L R A A% 52 (Nisbet et al., 2009), FIBLEFRFATE BN, HRBLRE —MEREE, For
N5 BRRFRFEIT I MEZESR .

NATIASIR ) A BE B g iz, RIS TR 1A Ll & TR, o KBS Kals %5 A (1999)7F
RN G BRI e 72 B % (Emotional Affinity Toward Nature, EATN), Schultz (2002)% i E A&
H #R & % (Inclusion of Nature in the Self, INS), Mayer £/ Frantz (2004)#2 H ) F #R Bt 45 5 % (Connectedness to
Nature Scale, CNS), Schultz, Shriver, Tabanico 1 Khazian (2004)$& H B A B& B SR B 45 M1 36 5256 75 20, Nisbet
25 N(2009) % 1) 1) EH SR AH IS 5 2% (Nature Relatedness Scale, NR)Z%: . ZE& KA, XS A€ A — #1580
AR TAKMESAHME, EAARTRB RS RIMGAE - ERER, B, RESTARZEME
Bewm, VB AERT SR RINAE A 2 AN TR, DUSATRESEILNT H RIS I 4 T vPAl (2, 220, fho5ie,
2018).

TV A T A ) R e DA R IARA B A AR S D7 K, 390 T NS BRI B, HISS T AR E
IR R (Bragg, 1996; SZ20FA4%, 2023), M- ENA TN 25 A B B3 n(Windhorst &
Williams, 2015) [Elt, AMTECREREMEZ 5 BRERR, 1 AMUAGE 57 H R IE R E, N5
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HARSEUT IR B E B TOREIESE, B ARG G AN AT RE, A48 NI4T M. Leong
FENQ014) KIRAMAR I B SRERSS 5 INFI AR R E A DG, B RIS AP 1 AMA, g tk-HieE: B
SRICZE RES B v MR H A 1 B8 J1(Taylor et al., 2002), {RiEFRASAIT AR, BlanfiH 5 2 A ERAT
N(Barbaro & Pickett, 2016), FIHH 5 2 XHth A ) 5¢ L0 (Weinstein, Przybylski, & Ryan, 2009)% . t4h, H
SRIRGE I 2R3 N S ARFLO BRER ) o3 . AR, ME ARG K Flkm, (85 KPR
(Shanahan et al., 2016), CFR{g /K P18 5 (Basu, Hashimoto, & Dasgupta, 2020), HRERGEE N R F A
R RIEERRAIER o EF AT BARIRE: 52 AR EC R ALK, W AATR A4S 2 s 2 it 7 —Hp
WAE T e

TBSRSEAR A NATACIE ) 8. S A SIS AR IR T8 R A 4 AT 27 SRR B 2 K DA R 7 AT 1R
A(Grinde, 2012) —J7 T, MZE IR F XA ERE , 348 (hedonia well-being, HW)# A& f KPR FE 1 HR R
FFHEAR T B Wr$E DRI 2% (Venhoeven et al., 2013), 2B N ANEDIRRRMEAE R, iR Kb
FUERER IR 2 SR SE I ) (Kahneman et al., 1999), B “J&5E RAF7 o WA BOR 2 0K £ A 4RI 5
—FhudiE, T R (R RSB 28 A58 A7 L R AR AR 46 R 56 () 2R) A i B 20 (RN — AN N B
W =B PP AL R (Diener, 2009).  F T 1FAh 5 R S AR K FLAA S it G5 AR AR AT B 15 25 B (Watson. et
al., 1988). T M AR K E F(Lyubomirsky & Lepper, 1999)F14: 1% i & & & % (Diener et al., 1985). B — 7T,
ME RSB ERAE, 34 (eudaimonia well-being, EW) ) 245 v LLE #2130 B+ 24125,
FERRRAR N — AR E Om “ R BT AEE 145 B (Waterman, 2008), R IAMELEENE B R M
TEWLAI AL SIS NI BRI JI(Ryff, 1995), BT “ThEERLF” o % ] Ryff (1989) LB {ik B ok
g, ZERAANTTER: N A (personal growth). A3 H #r(purpose in life)s 37 H & (autonomy)
R85 %] (environment master). [ F A4 (self-acceptance) Fll [ 4 5¢ & (positive relation with others). /L& 5
IR 3 SOFVE RS 3 SRR AR AE S P s B4, (AR PR 2 A DGR, AT DAMH B 520 (Huta &
Ryan, 2010). k&b, EARE G —ANTTH—4miE ), W E NP B AR FeiamE b, ALt
FoF A LRI R U AR(Colin, Raelyne, & John, 2014), A ¥#FH LRI BRI £ F
(Pritchard et al., 2020), Zf b, AR EMEKS BRI AR BEAR B2 SO B CH.

KT HARPG SEMEZERRR, HATENEERREZRER, ACEAEL ARG NZL, &K
W ARIREE R T g R g2 (] 3, 520K SCRARIR S B RS AR AR AT Xl R, FEAR R
O SCEREE R, IRk B AR IR A, S s AR K ) N FENLE, e iRt R .

2. BRI ERRAIRN
2.1. BRBEGSZFRENERR

R IR SRR R 2 B AR T R AN BRI RN A, I R A A A o PR S A A R
VAN, EPFERA BN NATE SRR PP 5 R R AR AT R I B AR S, BLRE AR B (M
Pi BN A IS R EE . BRI (00, REF, 2016). — Mk, A& BREG &
IR AR RAR G . ARICSE R AL VT B R IEAR DG, A SRS 3 B AR 0 AR T B
W= (Mayer & Frantz, 2004; Chang et al., 2020), #7552 KPR RS B(Tam, 2013). Colin 5 A (2014)
(TR T 43 BT R 2B i TINS5 3 SCEAR R T, R B SRR N 2 SR AR A R, TS
5 EARIELE i 5, LR RIS AR IS W R . £E Covid-19 B8R, A W 70k — e s [ ARk
G R NAV TR IR AR 155 28 P2 R 1) 2 B 000 R 35 (Samws et al., 2022). ART, X757 M0FFEMAME S, AT E
FEHAFEIFI AT, Fo Venhoeven 25(2013) N SRR S5 /D R ARG %, 5 HAMBE Y],
AT B S vE B o g, FMAAT AR5 2 (Dong et al., 2020), B JE &M SRR E AT NN, 1A
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S g PR, TFEI AN G B IR ORAT N T FHIRATH EUEARE, A, B RIS, m i AMA 2 5
FVE NZAT X IR B AT 520 (Mayer & Frantz, 2004), 5 G0 A% A A0 ARSI T 30 A3 in, A AN A
FERE, AATRTCAT B AR B AE v RE S sE A A OC . WA TTRE, — D AS H RN T WBEZ A0 320 A8 8%
B FRR, FONRRAITE R FE 2 A0 BHEIH (Colin, Raelyne, & John, 2014). RE ML, AT HE(K
15T BIRE AT R AR R 35 AL (Nisbet & Zelenski, 2011), KB [A]F57E = P (MacKerron & Mourato, 2013)
PASAHE SN T H s 3 T4k, A4 AT Be 24t 5 B ARIBREE P R I s sg e, PRAK AR AL, H
SRERGE A B RIS, 340 R I8 52 T 0 445 3 A0 i e S A, 2 T 2 P44 110 A2 7% 6 75 B2 (Asan,
Alrawadieh, & Altinay, 2023).

2.2. BRBKEGS BHSCHARERR

ASTA) 7 TH B AR B AR R B 77 305 HARBRGE A o . H FR S 2l A S B 1T e 5 KA RE A0
SEARA O, TSR 32 S AR B A AT BEAE 5 Y T & (McMahan & Estes, 2011) 24—/NM ANSIEHL K H
SR, o SREESE 2 BE B I 1) () RS 1T AW N (Richardson et al., 2016a), HSRIBEEE 5 &M SEAR IS HL =
R, Howell 22 ANQOIN)KHL, FRERES HRBESS KA T BRI LN EER, K
MR TR R I, 5 AR AR A LG, SR 28 A0 W SEAR R [ RIS I AH SRR X B A (Howell et al.,
2013). HEEIRFEAEAALL, ZRERS N NRKMKBIE T, VLS ESZPRERASS 75520 B AR 4 B
LB HLIC R TE— 2 (Waterman, 1993), [FIFE, SZEIRIHAAT AL, ZAREAESIHLRAT TG o] GE i
AR EARAE R, W S SRR AN S B AR 1)K R B (Huta & Ryan, 2010), HARBCE AU AT LR 2 1E
1) PN AR R SCPR S, T EL AT DAIE S B AR R B A A S AN ON AR 2 SOPR B8 = AR (Rl 2 el (E IV &, 4
DA, BRES, 2020), HARBREEKE MRS R 5 B IRBIFEN B RIAE S BE SN KE R —
84, T AR 21 B vy (1) O BE S AR IR (Aruta, 2023). BEAL, HIRBRLE B REHS BhAMASRAS B8 2 06 A2 id il
P 51 AR E A RS J1(Yang et al., 2022), FT H IR SEIM AR AR BRI R AE . ST R ILHA—
H, WO M R BoR, R B RIS B SEAR Z IRIAE IEA DG, 5T B AR N TEAT Al RE T K
OIENLRE T4, 5 H IR 5 A AR B R I A e 5 2 R S AR I OB B 3 (Pritchard et al., 2020).

BRI, BRI AT T ARG 5 AR SR R MR AR — 5, (R ARG 5 S AR
X — 0] BAE 2 N iR SR N BRI R b B 5 A N AR IBEAS 0 90 35 500, AN BT Rk Mz B 18 T T A Rl

3. BREGT M ERRKAES

HARICAEX TE AR R A A E, EEAEL ., O BRI A B A TR AR B SR IS ) SEAR IR 1Y)
WAERLH .

3.1, FEHSMERIREISHM S

MR ff BE R B, AR LFAE B AR B 1 RATITA Wit s, R R AE AR BT i I 8] 4
TR BT RAENE, XM ARSI ). BRINEMS BB RN T ER R 7 N REKellert & Wilson,
1993). SEEARMYL, FATWABER N FER T 5 HAMERR, Wik B E& &, KT,
AR I [R) A A (R B, DS N A o, IS AR T H AR R R R, AT
AFE AT ISR AR AEFI B . DR, 5 R I 2 B X 8 )4 LU IR S8 5 6 R A 5 35 1)
WALF(Colin, Raelyne & John, 2014). &M i (Wilson, 1984)F& B, AMTHE —Fh 5 HIRBEGE KR AE K,
IXFh T SR AL 2 R AR, WHGE AR B4 (Pritchard et al., 2020); 5 RKEARRREZEMAN, wILL
MIXFh % 2R 2 B — Fh g = AR AE B (Howell, Passmore, & Buro, 2013), A, AMTK B 1K 5 BT AL i
PRLE T AT RE2o0F B 15 28 1 Fe 7 A2 A 5 (MacK erron & Mourato, 2013).
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THE

3.2. EHEBIELHM S

& 7152 /i B8 (stress reduction theory, SRT)TA A4l H SR 23 /b A2 BRRLC BRSO S, - AT 28 1 324
J&(Ulrich et al., 1991), AWFFERR, HIRPERT LA™ R 70T B EE e el T AR S 2OIRAS - TR] IS 3 9 A
WeAEEE(Ulrich, 1979). B6Ah, B AATE ZIA WK 50, AN TRIBINIG 25 LU B B0 an ik 3 5
WD BEFERIL, ETAEART, HARIER AT DA AR IR S g, 0k B A SEAR BRI R D g
ARSI (Wells, 2000). 538 BT 78 1EA K 77 BMA R B2 AR ADL H AR ST B i P B oy, 65 SRR 0 Y
PO FEIGR T B AR ER R, R FR7E BRI b M IL R ) 2 i H) Bk ER (Berto, 2014).

33. AR EE LM A

VER 12 HL (attention restoration theory, ART)FEH , Fefil K H ARG B T/ E = 0957, Mimiek
FINFN DR AR AR A B (Kaplan, 1995). B 7 BGEIE L DREEE YT, KBRS AR R VFmT DUERE A
A 715 BRI R i B (Kaplan, 1995), AW FUIEMAR G AL 5 ARIA BT AR AR S5, 2
R T, SEINGE 71 (Ryan et al., 2010). ASHE 57 N TE B X0 H AR, A RINAT . K EARER
AHRT RO RRE R BN, £ ART H, XM B ARG )25 AT 77, 9 € )i
TPAT RGN RS, TR AR 2 P28, T I 01 48 > B AR AR A 175 48 i B4R (Parsons, 1991).

3.4. A AHIELHIM S

B WIS T SRR RAR T8, it Sk 5 S8 1) B3 & 1,
PETES NI BRE KSR SR B B4, 2014). NI E SR B A H & P (Trangsrud et al.,
2020), N5 BEARMBLS RS EERBHE MR R —, —TOCT iR SRR AR, RSk
FHAR IS AN TR, SRAF 0045 B AN, 48 KN T 2 s 1) e AR BB AN R (1 9 )1, BmeRs, 2023). &
AR, i BASSCERRINAL, WERERS, %R RMLA® T, 2023), LHEHM
fHo B4, 75 ERIRET P HOD REE SCE IR MA A RIS B Ih R, FHEL N TIREE, AMATE B AR5
THEEEE B DLWESE, 2017).

akE, HUTHMRMEISAAE 2 RIAS RN, MARE ARINESE:, —Sisd
e, HATRIES AT BE TR S B K AR BUAR AL (Schweitzer et al., 2018). (K, HXE#—D K E
STHI RS HELE

4- IE‘Q:EEEE

WRYELL L8, 725 HARBE R RF, B IRSTULA LM AR B 22 0% 3 S SEAR B S (E SR
AN[A(Huta & Ryan, 2010), 1fi eudaimonia 1 hedonia 1R 7] & % F 5200 A% 7754 75 (1) & & (Fredrickson, 2004).
Frederickson #2 tH (ARG 25 40 e i i B8y, N NARIRIGE 25 E R P DhRe KRR R i R EAER, A F)
T NPT RERVANEAIAT B G L, A AT UAS BRI AR, RS E OB B S BRI,
RIS ERR . WA, FEAN TR AR R R E SR AR RS 5 SR i o KRBT 7R, afEE Rk
TESEGMEB IR K NZEHEIS . R IR ER . B VHENRSE, MR 7T AT ) 2 A .
AR, BIRFEANTIZRERUE T HARIREE 52K S /0T T, (H H Al 0T 78 SR 2 85 h 78 5 2RIk
G5 5 IR R AR T, HAZSUEATI A AL — 28 ) UG R fil e, ARSRBIEFE AT DALE LR LA 5 T AT 2
R

B, D& AR e AR . R T AEIE JIAEE, AR R IR U SRR
Mg, AL 2o AN FR ST At s A 78 2 i, IX AT e R B T 45 SRR AR TR B SR A
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Z—o WAh, (EEHEENE, HArHF s B3RS A AR B0 2 T REANE AT . Huta (2016)H5E
1 eudaimonic DIREMIVFZ 71, AEERIAT . TTikSE, XLLHEE A GEE Ry~ (1989) 8 1 X .
KRR T BT T AR 2R [ SR I 45 R I L8 T THT 2 [A] 1 0% 2 DAIE— D B I FRAT 1 R B A

HR, BINRT L AR S RIS S R IR . HARIRGS . IRBIAT 4 ) L B8 4 JE ) 25 700
RIZ OGS, 7K3k, 2023), XP)LE B BT ER 230 B SCE (M0, 2023). BEAER A6
— NS5 HEARBRERINSE N, JLEE RN SR T AR BGRAR FIARLE, [FA R T KRR
E BUAGAMA, #5EFR S AR S 800 5 R TR KN, B S B B 2 Tk
1BH (Orr, 1993). I HATA L, BEFEZPIFIAN ANER RN B IR R /KPR F Fek &
(1 =12 G 37 (Tam, 2013), FHAMEZEAT M A FRERF 70K B TR X — 22 8E

B2, WA ZSE N E X ESR . AMIXNTAEBRZ KR ERAFEERT
(Unsworth et al., 2012). KZHORT HIRISE L H 5 3248 K RV A R AE U7t 2 5 N7, R
A — LR I 4R S AR T 7 ST PR SRS A SEAR B TH] 1) 58 &R (Tam, 2013), {HATERZ i AR £
eI T H, AT FAFE SO 5 F AR A E A 5 287 N2 SRR BR(Olivos & Clayton,
2016).

VY, R D A ARG e UL 1 R T A I I B 18 58 L AR X £ I S A A R SE AR (1 R )
Z5. NEPBERMT. BRBEERA. HRBEEE (Richardson et al., 2016b; White et al., 2017)25 % W1
YL JE PR 2t AR PR A A, AR MR 224, SR RIGTE B SRIEEE 5 SE AR A
B SR R AEATRME, (EARAE RSB AP AT IR R

G, HHTRT BARERES 52 AR (R 78 MR T ARG, FERAERI AR H T BEErEA
BRAE ] Be e G NS Am sk, B s ) A R AT BE 2 3G H AR, B SR AR BN R SRR &
M. BRIk, 75 AR MR TSR R X % R 177 ]
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