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ABSTRACT: This study investigates various pro-environmental behaviours and their relationships among bicycle tourists. 
These behaviours encompass preferences for cycling and walking, energy conservation, waste separation, and environmentally 
friendly tourism product purchases. Additionally, the study investigates past carbon emissions due to motorised transportation 
as bicycle tourists and their moderating effect on indicated behaviours. According to the results obtained from structural equa-
tion modelling, the adoption of carbon-free modes of transportation for environmental purposes is significantly related to seg-
regation, conservation, and environmentally friendly tourism product purchases among bicycle tourists. The result shows 
evidence of behavioural spillover among bicycle tourists. Furthermore, the study reveals that the moderating effect of past 
motorised transportation usage is particularly pronounced in the case of segregation behaviour. Finally, the study calculated the 
minimum overall carbon emissions rate for an individual by transportation and discussed potential reasons. 
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Introduction 

Environmental issues and the negative impacts of tourism on these issues have been of interest 
to researchers for decades (Green et al., 1990; Kousis, 2000; Brida & Zapata, 2010; Gössling & Peeters, 
2015; Eyuboglu & Uzar, 2020). These researchers have addressed the environmental impacts of tour-
ism, both at the local and global scales, encompassing various aspects of tourism, including whole 
tourism as well as specific types, such as cruise tourism, over the years. The increasing visibility of 
environmental problems in daily life has further heightened this interest. In order to control and 
reduce environmental problems, both tourism products and services and tourist behaviours need to 
evolve in a more environmentally conscious direction. At this point in evolution, bicycle tourists who 
use bicycles as their primary mode of transportation have emerged as an essential tourist type with 
two features (Neun & Haubold, 2016). 

Firstly, bicycle tourists tend to have more interaction with the natural environment compared to 
other types of tourists, as they travel by bicycle. This is important for observing the impact of human 
activity on the natural environment. According to Pine and Gilmore (1998), direct and active experi-
ences are more impactful on individuals compared to passive experiences. In the same vein, Maiteny 
(2002) indicated the importance of direct experience for changing pro-environmental behaviour 
compared to regulations and incentives for long-term success. For instance, Kim and Hall (2022) 
found that individuals who engage in walking or biking activities, specifically as tourists, demon-
strate a higher level of concern regarding improving air quality and mitigating climate change com-
pared to those who participate in these activities solely for recreational purposes. Additionally, indi-
viduals who ride bicycles and walk as recreationalists exhibit greater support for both personal and 
public health compared to their tourist counterparts. In their study, Martin et al. (2020) examined 
a sample population of 4960 adults in the United Kingdom. The findings revealed a positive associa-
tion between visiting natural environments and engaging in pro-environmental behaviours at the 
household level. Additionally, the study demonstrated that watching and listening to nature docu-
mentaries had a positive impact on fostering pro-environmental behaviours. Moreover, according to 
Dolnicar and Leisch (2008), individuals who tend to engage in pro-environmental behavior are likely 
to spend their vacations in nature and participate in sports rather than opting for luxury and enter-
tainment. The literature indicates relationships that can be interpreted as evidence supporting the 
tendency of bicycle tourists to engage in pro-environmental behaviours in both general and vacation 
contexts. By spending time in nature as active participants, bicycle tourists have the opportunity to 
witness the negative consequences of harmful behaviours and develop a greater sense of connected-
ness to the natural environment throughout their tours. 

Secondly, the choice of transportation mode has a profound impact on the environment, primar-
ily due to carbon and non-carbon emissions associated with different modes of transport. Within the 
realm of tourism, calculations by Peeters and Schouten (2006) revealed that approximately 70% of 
the carbon footprint attributed to tourism arises from transportation, including both travel to the 
destination and the return journey back home. This finding underscores the significant role that long-
haul air travel plays in contributing to greenhouse gas emissions. In the same vein, Xiao et al. (2023) 
emphasise the significant role of transportation in contributing to the carbon footprints associated 
with tourism in Chenzhou City, a mountainous region in central China. Their research, employing the 
Life Cycle Assessment method and data collected from 2014 to 2019, reveals that transportation 
alone accounts for more than 80% of the total carbon emissions generated by both domestic and 
international tourists visiting the city. The study highlights the importance of optimising tourism 
resources, reducing travel distances, and transitioning to low-carbon transportation modes as effec-
tive strategies to mitigate the carbon footprints of tourism in Chenzhou and similar regions. Further-
more, a report from the World Travel Association and the International Travel Forum (UNWTO, 2019) 
revealed that in 2016, the proportion of carbon emissions from transportation in the tourism sector 
accounted for over 70% of all carbon emissions attributed to tourism. This highlights the critical 
importance of addressing the environmental impact of transportation in the industry. As highlighted 
in the literature on the importance of transportation, the utilisation of bicycles as the primary mode 
of conveyance presents a pivotal opportunity for reducing carbon emissions in various ways. First, 
cycling to the destination and then cycling back to the origin contribute to reducing carbon emissions. 
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Second, using motorised transportation to reach the starting destination and then cycling along 
a route, and finally, using motorised transportation to return to the origin also contributes to decreas-
ing carbon emissions. Third, a combination of cycling and using motorised transportation along the 
route can be employed to contribute to decreasing carbon emissions. These ways are not strict and 
can be combined as needed. However, increasing cycling and decreasing motorised transportation 
along the route ultimately lead to a reduction in carbon emissions. 

Bicycle tourism not only has the significant potential to enhance environmental awareness and 
foster a stronger connection to nature but also to reduce carbon emissions associated with travel 
transportation. In addition to all these benefits of bicycle tourism, there are criticisms concerning its 
contribution to the increase in carbon emissions (Dickinson & Lumson, 2010; Weed et al., 2014). 
In the context of tourism, it is not uncommon for individuals who identify themselves as environmen-
talists to still take vacations that need long-haul flights. This phenomenon can be attributed to cogni-
tive dissonance, as explained by Juvan and Dolnicar (2014). Despite their environmental awareness 
and activism, individuals may experience a psychological conflict when it comes to reconciling their 
beliefs and behaviours in the context of tourism. To explore this potential inclination towards pro-en-
vironmental behaviours, we have chosen bicycle tourists as the focal point of our study. The main 
reason for selecting bicycle tourists as our target audience is their previous experience of using bicy-
cles as their primary mode of transportation during previous vacations, coupled with their tendency 
towards sustainable types of tourism. We think that they have a strong connection to nature and 
a relatively high awareness level in the first place, and their past experience(s) as bicycle tourists 
have contributed to their environmental awareness and connectedness to nature. Therefore, 
we expect a strong relation between their choice of modes of transport for environmental purposes 
and various pro-environmental behaviours, both in general and within the context of tourism. 

In tourism literature, some studies have examined the social, economic, and environmental 
impacts of bicycle tourism (Neun & Haubold, 2016; Ho et al., 2015; Soyalp, 2017). Others have aimed 
to create frameworks for understanding bicycle tourism and its dimensions (Ritchie, 1998; Simmon-
sen et al., 1998; Pratte, 2006), while some researchers have argued for viewing bicycle tourism from 
a postmodernist perspective (Lamont & McKay, 2012). Ritchie et al. (2010) developed profiles of 
bicycle tourists using the enduring involvement approach, and Han et al. (2017) focused on measur-
ing bicycle tourists’ intentions towards unsustainable alternatives. Aragón-Mladosich et al. (2022) 
developed a scale for measuring the motivation of bicycle tourists in the Mexican context. This poten-
tial merits more comprehensive exploration within the existing literature; however, there is a notice-
able dearth of research addressing this topic. Consequently, the present study seeks to bridge this gap 
by investigating various behaviours and their spillover effects on bicycle tourists. These behaviours 
include water and electricity conservation, segregation behaviours, carbon-free mode of transport 
preferences for environmental purposes in general and tourism context, as well as the purchase of 
environmentally friendly products and services for only tourism context and their spillover effects. 
The following sections are devoted to the literature review for the formulation of hypotheses, the 
delineation of research methods, the presentation of results, the discussion of findings, the formula-
tion of conclusions, the identification of research limitations, and the provision of recommendations 
for future research directions. 

Literature Review 

Bicycle Tourism: Characteristics, Benefits, and Motivations 

Bicycle tourism can be categorised as a type of special interest tourism. Lamont (2009) presents 
a comprehensive framework for bicycle tourism, which encompasses six dimensions. Firstly, the 
cycling activity should occur away from the participant’s home. Secondly, it can span either a single 
day or multiple days, potentially requiring accommodation during the activity. Thirdly, competitive 
objectives should be absent, meaning that participating in bicycle races or similar competitive events 
does not qualify as bicycle tourism. Fourthly, the main focus of the events should be on cycling. Fifthly, 
active participation in cycling is a key element, distinguishing it from simply observing events or 
races. Lastly, bicycle tourism falls within the realm of leisure or recreational activities. Indeed, the six 
dimensions presented by Lamond are crucial characteristics that help define bicycle tourism. These 
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dimensions provide a framework for understanding the specific features and nature of bicycle tour-
ism experiences. From an individual standpoint, Ritchie (1998) defines a bicycle tourist as a person 
who is away from their home town or country for a period not less than 24 hours or one night for the 
purpose of a vacation or holiday and for whom using a bicycle as a mode of transport during this time 
away is an integral part of their holiday or vacation. 

Bicycle tourists typically opt for side roads or dedicated bicycle paths to minimise their exposure 
to car traffic, as motorised vehicle crashes constitute a significant cause of fatalities among cyclists 
(Vanparijs et al., 2015). Therefore, bicycle tourism has the potential to boost rural tourism. It creates 
an opportunity for less-developed places, such as villages, towns, or similar areas, to benefit from 
tourism. Additionally, bicycle tourism provides an opportunity to discover local people and the local 
culture (Dickinson & Lumsdon, 2010). Furthermore, Neun and Haubold (2016) calculated that the 
overall benefits of bicycle tourism for Europe amounted to approximately 44 billion euros in 2016. 
Moreover, when considering the cumulative benefits, such as those related to health, time, space and 
the economic value generated by cycling, the total surpasses Belgium’s gross domestic product for 
the same year. Soyalp’s (2017) study reveals that individuals are primarily motivated to engage in 
bicycle tourism by their desire for freedom and eagerness to discover unexplored areas. Moreover, 
they are driven by a notable factor of seeking a unique and distinct experience. Additionally, partici-
pating in these activities is perceived as an opportunity for social interaction and as a means to pro-
mote personal health and well-being among the participants. In the same vein, Lin and Xu (2022) 
identified several values generated from cycling experiences, including body and mind recovery, 
social interaction, and the creation of self-authenticity. They found that these aspects contribute sig-
nificantly to the overall cycling experience. Han et al. (2017) conducted a study where they tested an 
extended version of the theory of planned behaviour in the context of bicycle tourism. The findings 
indicated significant relationships between attitude toward behaviour, subjective norm, and per-
ceived behavioural control with a behavioural intention for future bicycle tours among bicycle tour-
ists. Surprisingly, past behaviours did not show a significant correlation with intention, while per-
sonal norms exhibited a strong correlation with the subjective norm and behavioural intention. 
The overall model demonstrated a better fit, particularly for individuals who displayed a lower incli-
nation towards non-environmentally friendly forms of tourism. Han et al. (2017) study is important 
because it investigates bicycle tourists’ perceptions of unsustainable tourism alternatives. 

Understanding the Role of Environmental Awareness and Connectedness to Nature  
on Pro-Environmental Behaviors of Bicycle Tourists 

Environmental awareness is defined as knowing of the impact of human behaviour on the environ-
ment (Kollmuss & Agyeman, 2002). Basically, it is one of the simplest definitions of the phenomenon 
in literature and when people possess a deep understanding of how their actions impact the environ-
ment, they might be more likely to adopt behaviours that promote sustainability and conservation. 
This term is also defined more comprehensively by the United Nations Economic and Social Commis-
sion for Western Asia (2013) as involves the gradual understanding of environmental issues, and the 
recognition of the connections among human actions, development, sustainability and human responsi-
bility in these processes. Environmental awareness involves the realization that humans and ecosystems 
co-exist in a shared environment, which is ultimately the biosphere. Environmental awareness may 
serve as the foundation for fostering a sense of responsibility towards the natural world. It involves 
recognising the interconnectedness between human activities, development, and the well-being 
of ecosystems. With heightened awareness, individuals can make informed choices, embrace envi-
ronmentally friendly practices, and actively contribute to mitigating environmental challenges. 
By understanding the direct relationship between their actions and environmental outcomes, tour-
ists may become motivated to adopt pro-environmental behaviours such as reducing energy con-
sumption, practising recycling, and opting for sustainable transportation. 

The past literature has extensively discussed the impact of environmental awareness on various 
variables. Within the framework of the theory of planned behaviour, Paul et al. (2016) discovered 
a positive effect on the intention to purchase green products. Moreover, Chen and Tung (2014) high-
lighted that environmental awareness exerts a positive influence on the three independent variables 
of the theory of planned behaviour. Kim and Stepchenkova (2020) found a significant positive corre-
lation between increased knowledge about environmental issues and favourable attitudes toward 
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eco-travel as well as environmentally responsible behaviour. Therefore, raising environmental 
awareness is crucial in driving the transition towards a more sustainable and ecologically conscious 
society. According to the experimental study conducted by Berger and Wyss (2021), individuals who 
possess an awareness of the adverse effects of their behaviour on the natural environment demon-
strate a significantly greater propensity to engage in pro-environmental actions. This relationship is 
exemplified by the observed increase in carbon emissions rates associated with transportation 
modes in the study. Environmental awareness may influenced by different kinds of factors. Chawla 
(1999) found in her research that a combination of childhood experiences in nature, encounters with 
environmental destruction, family’s pro-environmental values, and education have an influence on 
environmental awareness. Environmental awareness is inherently linked to connectedness to nature. 
Spending time immersed in natural environments can positively influence environmental awareness. 
Bicycle tourists, in particular, have abundant opportunities to witness the side effects of human 
behaviour as they often spend extended periods in rural and natural settings. 

Connectedness to nature is a term commonly used to indicate the relationship between nature 
and individuals. The effect of connectedness to nature has been studied with different aims and con-
texts (Mayer & Frantz, 2004; Mayer et al., 2009; Martin & Czellar, 2017; Mandic et al., 2023). This term 
is defined as the extent to which an individual includes nature within his/her cognitive representation 
of self by Schultz (2002). This connection may open the way to increase people’s behaviour in a more 
environmentally friendly way. For instance, Mandic et al. (2023) conducted a study examining the 
relationships between connectedness with nature, well-being (hedonic and eudemonic), and pro-en-
vironmental behaviour among Generation Z tourists, particularly within Eastern societies. The find-
ings of the study revealed a positive association between connectedness with nature and both 
well-being and pro-environmental behaviour. Furthermore, the study identified well-being as a mod-
erator in the relationship between connectedness with nature and pro-environmental behaviour. 
Cycling as a mode of transportation may allow tourists to immerse themselves in the natural sur-
roundings and experience the landscapes up close as Pine and Gilmore (1998) suggested active par-
ticipation. Not only cycling during vacation but also camping, and different interactions during the 
tours also may increase this connection. This intimate interaction with the environment can enhance 
the sense of connectedness to nature. As a result, bicycle tourists may develop a strong connection to 
nature that encourages them to engage in more pro-environmental behaviours. 

Pro-environmental Behaviors and Behavioral Spillover

Kollmuss and Agyeman (2002) define the term pro-environmental behaviour as consciously seeks 
to minimize the negative impact of one’s actions on the natural and built world. The important aspects 
of this definition are consciously performing behaviours and minimising negative impacts. Engaging 
in environmentally friendly behaviours can be an indicator of the importance given to the environ-
ment, but solely reducing negative effects restricts the scope of this definition. In this regard, Steg and 
Vlek (2009) provide a broader definition for the term pro-environmental behaviour. They define it as 
a form of consumption that harms the environment as little as possible or even benefits the environment. 
This definition implies that focusing only on negative impacts is not sufficient and that behaviours 
that benefit the environment are also included in this scope. From these two definitions, we can reach 
the following general definition: pro-environmental behaviours can be defined as consciously per-
formed actions that aim to minimise harm to the environment but go beyond that by also encompass-
ing behaviours that are beneficial to the environment. Those behaviours could be conservation, seg-
regation, choosing a sustainable mode of transportation such as walking and cycling, going to nature 
to collect trash from the ground, and choosing non-plastic-based materials for daily use. From a tour-
ism perspective, pro-environmental tourists aim to minimise their negative effects on the environ-
ment and nature during their vacations. They may achieve this by taking fewer vacations, opting for 
destinations closer to home, offsetting their vacation’s carbon footprint, avoiding unsustainable 
modes of transportation, using certified environmentally sustainable tourism providers, refraining 
from engaging in harmful activities at the destination and refusing to use the services of unsustaina-
ble tourism providers (Juvan & Dolnicar, 2014). 

The phenomenon of spillover effects, wherein various pro-environmental behaviours mutually 
influence each other positively or negatively, has been investigated by multiple researchers (Lanzini 
& Thøgersen, 2014; Ling et al., 2023; Truelove et al., 2016; Dolan & Galizzi, 2015; Jessoe et al., 2021). 
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Spillover effects are defined as the extent to which engaging in one behavior influences the probability 
of conducting a subsequent behavior (Nilsson et al., 2017). According to them, one of the spillover 
effects is behavioural type and performing a behaviour influences another behaviour performing 
probability. Han (2021) identified the importance of pro-environmental behaviours in everyday life 
as an influential factor for promoting sustainable consumer behaviour. Gao et al. (2022) demon-
strated the transferability of daily green behaviour habits to diverse spatial contexts, including the 
realm of tourism. 

In this study, we acknowledge the participants’ inclination towards cycling, especially for tourism 
purposes. As a result, our research primarily focuses on their general preferences for walking and 
cycling in terms of environmental purposes. Moreover, we include how their mode of transport pref-
erences are shaped for environmental purposes, even when they go on vacation without a bicycle. 
This preference serves as an initial indicator. Then, the study investigates multiple aspects of pro-en-
vironmental behaviour, encompassing the purchase of sustainable products and services specifically 
within the tourism context. Additionally, the study investigates the moderating effects of individuals’ 
past usage of motorised transportation modes. The study tests several hypotheses related to the cor-
relations between mode of transport, waste segregation behaviour, conservation behaviour in gen-
eral and tourism, and the preference for purchasing environmentally friendly products in the context 
of tourism. 

Figure 1. Proposed Relations Between Behaviors 

The following relation ships are proposed to be tested in the study among bicycle tourists and are 
presented in Figure 1.
• H1: There is a positive and significant correlation between carbon free modes of transport and 

pro-environmental behaviors. 
• H1a: There is a positive and significant correlation between carbon free modes of transport and 

waste segregation behaviour. 
• H1b: There is a positive and significant correlation between carbon free modes of transport and 

conservation behaviour. 
• H1c: There is a positive and significant correlation between carbon free modes of transport and 

tourist pro-environmental behaviour. 
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• H2: There is a positive and significant correlation between the behaviour of waste segregation 
and tourist pro-environmental behaviour. 

• H3: There is a positive and significant correlation between conservation behaviour (in terms of 
electricity and water) and pro-environmental behaviour in tourists. 

• H4: The total number of past transportation usages negatively moderates the correlation between 
carbon free mode of transport and conservation. 

• H5: The total number of past transportation usages negatively moderates the correlation between 
carbon free modes of transport and segregation. 

• H6: The total number of past transportation usages negatively moderates the correlation between 
carbon free modes of transport and pro-environmental behaviour. 

Research Methods 

We conducted an online survey using Google Forms to collect data from participants. We aimed 
to enhance accessibility, efficiency, and data accuracy while reducing costs and environmental impact 
through the utilisation of digital platforms and automation when preparing an online survey. The main 
criteria for participating in the survey were as follows: individuals must have had at least one night of 
accommodation experience on a bicycle tour, with the bicycle serving as the primary mode of trans-
portation, and the tour should not have been for competitive purposes. The study used a convenience 
sampling approach. To identify eligible participants, we used Facebook groups. In order to achieve 
the study’s objectives, we employed keywords such as “bicycle touring”, “international bicycle tour-
ing”, “bike-packing”, and similar terms in two different languages. This search enabled us to identify 
over a hundred bicycle tours through which we shared the survey. By the end of the data collection 
process, we obtained a total of 227 English versions and 134 Turkish versions and a total of 361 
completed surveys from the target population. After conducting data cleaning procedures, we identi-
fied 336 surveys that were suitable for analysis, excluding those with incomplete or inconsistent 
responses. Throughout the data collection phase, no incentives were offered to participants to 
encourage survey participation. To mitigate the impact of social desirability bias (Milfont, 2009), the 
survey items were intentionally intermixed, introducing a level of ambiguity and reducing potential 
biases stemming from participants’ inclination to provide socially desirable responses. Furthermore, 
a coding system was implemented to ensure participant confidentiality. 

While designing the survey, we used several previous studies (Larson et al., 2015; Sudbury-Riley 
& Kohlbacher, 2016; Gupta & Agrawal, 2017). However, it is important to note that our approach was 
not confined solely to these studies. The survey was prepared in two languages: English and Turkish. 
The purpose of doing so is to foster diversity among participants by including both developed and 
developing countries in the context of environmental awareness, connectedness to nature, and bicy-
cle infrastructure. The original version of the survey was developed in English and proofread 
by a native English language scholar. Subsequently, it was translated into Turkish by two Turkish 
scholars. To ensure translation quality, the translated surveys were then back-translated into English. 
After the translations of the survey, we conducted a pilot survey involving 65 (30 Turkish version) 
participants. In early July 2022, we utilised SPSS software to examine the results for internal consist-
ency. Subsequently, based on the findings from the pilot study, we revised the questionnaire and 
eliminated certain questions that exhibited unstable responses or low loadings. This revision was 
undertaken in preparation for the main research phase. Following the questionnaire refinement, we 
commenced data collection in early August 2022 and successfully concluded it by the end of Novem-
ber 2022. 

Initially, we provide an explanation of the aim and scope of the study, and we kindly request 
participants to indicate their acceptance on the first page of the survey. This ensures that participants 
are aware of the purpose of the study and gives them an opportunity to consent to participate before 
proceeding with the survey. The final version of the questionnaire comprises three sections. The first 
section employs a 7-point Likert scale. This section consists of 15 questions encompassing various 
general and tourism-related contexts. The questions pertain to environmentally friendly product and 
service buying (3 questions), mode of transport (3 questions), segregation behaviour (2 questions), 
water and electricity conservation (4 questions). Additionally, one dummy question is included to 
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monitor the consistency of participants’ responses and one question for buying souvenirs to examine 
the perception of participants. 

The second section of the questionnaire focuses on the mode of transportation used in past trav-
els, specifically related to planes, cars, buses, and trains. For instance, one question asks, “In the last 
three years, how many times did you use a plane as a bicycle tourist? Please indicate the duration of 
the flight. [< 3 Hours].” Regarding plane usage, we inquired about flight times, distinguishing between 
short, medium, and long-haul flights. For other modes of transportation, we requested information 
on distances travelled, such as less than 100 km, between 100 km and 200 km, and so on. To mitigate 
the potential impact of COVID-19 travel restrictions on the study, we extended the time frame to 
encompass a three-year period (2019-2022) in this section. Lastly, we included demographic ques-
tions, including citizenship, age, education, income, eating habits, and details regarding the partici-
pants’ companions during their most recent bicycle vacation. The complete questionnaire can be 
found in the supplementary materials as annex-1. 

Participants Profile 

The study was conducted with a total of 336 participants from 32 countries, with the highest 
number of participants from Turkey (40.8%), followed by the United Kingdom (16.4%) and the 
United States (12.2%). The sample was predominantly male (70.8%) and mostly between the ages of 
36 and 65, with similar distribution across three age groups of 36-45 (21.1%), 46-55 (22.9%), and 
56-65 (28.9%). The majority of participants were highly educated, with 88.7% having at least a uni-
versity degree and 26.8% having a master’s degree. The highest proportion of income was 38.4% for 
“100% or higher than minimum wage,” followed by “prefer not to say” at 17.3%. In terms of eating 
habits, over 73% of participants did not follow any specific diet, with the rest following vegetarian 
(8.9%), pescatarian (5.1%), vegan (1.2%), and other (11.6%) diets. For those who went on a bicycle 
vacation, the highest share was in the solo category (36.3%), followed by group (30.1%), partner 
(24.7%), and family (8.9%). All information is presented in Table 1. 

Table 1. Demographic characteristics of the respondents’ profile (N=336) 

n %

Gender

Female 96 28.6

Male 238 70.8

Prefer not to say 2 0.6

Total 336 100

Education

High School 33 9.8

Master’s degree 90 26.8

PhD 35 10.4

Pre-High School Education 5 1.5

University 173 51.5

Total 336 100

Income

%100 or higher than Minimum Wage 129 38.4

%20 Higher than Minimum Wage 28 8.3

%50 Higer than Minimum Wage 38 11.3

%80 Higher than Minimum Wage 21 6.3
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n %

Below Minimum Wage 10 3

I don’t have a salary 34 10.1

Minimum Wage 18 5.4

Prefer not to say 58 17.3

Total 336 100

Age

>65 41 12.2

16-25 12 3.6

26-35 38 11.3

36-45 71 21.1

46-55 77 22.9

56-65 97 28.9

Total 336 100

Favorite Bicycle Type

Electric Bike 14 4.2

Folding Bike 18 5.4

Mountain Bike 54 16.1

Other 17 5.1

Road Bike 77 22.9

Touring Bike 156 46.4

Total 336 100

Eating Habit

No special preferences. 246 73.2

Other 39 11.6

Pescatarian 17 5.1

Vegan 4 1.2

Vegetarian 30 8.9

Total 336 100

Citizenship

Turkey 137 40.8

Other European countries 60 17.9

United Kingdom 55 16.4

United States 41 12.2

Australia and New Zealand 16 4.8

Holland 13 3.9

Canada 10 3

Rest of the world 4 1.2

Total 336 100



ECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENT  3(90) • 2024

DOI: 10.34659/eis.2024.90.3.693

10

Data Analysis 

For descriptive statistics, principal component analysis group comparisons, and calculation of 
carbon emissions, we utilised SPSS (Statistical Package for Social Sciences) software (version 28), 
while structural equation modelling was conducted using Smart-PLS 4.0 software. 

Exploratory Factor Analysis 

In order to identify the dimensions and their consistency in the questions that we asked in two 
surveys, we used exploratory factor analysis using principal component analysis (PCA) with varimax 
rotation (Worthington & Whittaker, 2006). We found four components which have higher than 1.0 
eigen value in the English version of the survey. Those components’ names are pro-environmental 
tourist behaviour (PRO), carbon-free mode of transportation (MOD), waste segregation (SEG), and 
conservation behaviour (CON). The Bartlett’s test showed significant results (chi-sq = 1343.044, df = 
66, p < 0.001) and the Kaiser Meyer-Olkin (KMO = 0.805) value indicates robustness. The commonal-
ities and factor loadings also were higher than 0.5. The first component explains 40.864% of the total 
variance, which is less than the critical threshold of 50% (Hair et al., 2019), and all four components 
explain 76.634% of the total variance. For the Turkish version of the survey, we performed the same 
procedure to find components. We found four components that have higher than 0.9 eigenvalue. 
Those components reflect the same pattern, such as in the English version. The Barlett’s test showed 
significant results (chi-sq = 1099.884, df=66, p < 0.001), and the Kaiser Meyer-Olkin (KMO = 0.861) 
value indicates robustness. The first component explains 51.990% of the total variance, and all four 
components explain 79.972% of the total variance. After obtaining similar results from two separate 
datasets, we decided to combine them and perform another round of PCA. Remarkably, the combined 
dataset revealed an identical pattern with four components exhibiting eigenvalues higher than 1.0. 
Bartlett’s test showed significant results (chi-squ = 2331.217, df = 66, p < 0.000) and Kaiser Mey-
er-Olkin (KMO = 0.834). The first component explains 44.399% of the total variance, and all four 
components explain 77.348% total variance. These findings suggest that the selected components 
capture a substantial portion of the overall variance in the combined dataset (Hair et al., 2019). 
The factor loadings obtained from all three principal component analyses are provided in Table 2. 
Then, the next step is structural equation modelling, which tests the relations. 

Table 2. Principal component analysis results 
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Structural Equation Modelling 

We used partial least squares structural equation modelling (PLS-SEM) to assess the model we 
proposed, examining the relationships between carbon-free transportation, segregation, conserva-
tion, and pro-environmental tourist behaviours. PLS-SEM is generally used for small sample sizes or 
non-normal distributed data (Hair et al., 2017). We follow Hair et al. (2021) evaluation procedures 
for structural equation modelling in the study. Firstly, we checked indicator reliability, and all indica-
tor loadings are above the threshold 0.708 value (Hair et al., 2019). It means that all the items explain 
more than 50 percent of the indicator’s variance. 

For internal consistency reliability, we checked Cronbach’s alpha and composite reliability val-
ues. All the components have higher alpha values than the 0.7 threshold for 0.907 (CON), 0.821 
(MOD), 0.803 (PRO) and 0.719 (SEG), which reflects internal consistency (Hair et al., 2019). In order 
to assess convergent validity, we check the average variance extracted (AVE). Item loads are pre-
sented in Table 3, and for all the constructs, it is more than the 0.50 threshold (Hair et al., 2021). 
Values for components are presented in Table 4. 

Table 3. Internal consistency reliability results 

Cronbach’s alpha Composite reliabil-
ity (rho_a)

Composite reliabil-
ity (rho_c)

Average variance 
extracted (AVE)

Conservation 0.907 0.945 0.933 0.778

Carbon-free Transportation 0.821 0.842 0.892 0.734

Pro-environmental Behavior 0.803 0.825 0.885 0.722

Segregation 0.719 0.777 0.874 0.776

Table 4. Outer loading of items in PLS-SEM 

Conservation Carbon-free Transport Pro-environmental 
behavior Segregation

CON1 0.835

CON2 0.833

CON3 0.925

CON4 0.930

MOD1 0.826

MOD2 0.867

MOD3 0.876

PRO1 0.738

PRO2 0.876

PRO3 0.923

SEG1 0.838

SEG2 0.922

Then, to assess the discriminant validity of constructs, we checked the Fornell and Larcker crite-
rion (1981). According to the Fornell and Larcker criterion (1981), the square root of the average 
variance extracted (AVE) for each construct should be higher than the construct’s highest correlation 
with any other construct in the model. It is evident that none of the square roots of the AVE values are 
greater than the corresponding correlations (Table 5). Additionally, we checked heterotrait-monotrait 
ratio (HTMT), and all the ratios for the components are lower than the 0.85 threshold (Henseler et al., 
2015). Based on the assessment results of the model, we have concluded that it is sufficient for fur-
ther analysis. 
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Table 5. Fornell-Larcker criterion 

Conservation Carbon-free Trans-
portation

Pro-environmental 
behaviour Segregation

Conservation 0.882

Carbon-free Transportation 0.399 0.857

Pro-environmental behaviour 0.474 0.533 0.849

Segregation 0.399 0.417 0.446 0.881

Results of the Research 

Path Analysis and Hypotheses Testing 

Initially, in order to prevent the collinearity problem, we checked the variance inflation factor 
(VIF) in the model. All items in the model are less than 3.0 value except CON3 and CON4 items; how-
ever, they are still less than the critical threshold 5.0 value (Hair et al., 2021). As an indicator of the 
explanatory power of the model, the r-square is checked, and values for conservation are 0.157, for 
segregation are 0.171, and for pro-environmental behaviour are 0.396. We bootstrapped the model 
test to hypotheses in the study and followed Streukens and Leroi-Werelds’s (2016) recommendation 
for bootstrapping in PLS-SEM, and we implied 10000 bootstrap samples in two tails for the study. 
According to the bootstrapped results, Hypotheses H1a, H1b, H1c, H2 and H3 are supported by the 
empirical findings and presented in Figure 2. 

Figure 2. Path analysis results 

Moderation Analysis 

The study examined the moderation effect of past motorised mode of transport usage with mod-
eration analysis, as outlined by Hair et al. (2021). The results of the moderation analysis indicate that 
the total number of transportation usages negatively moderates the relationship between mode of 
transport and segregation behaviour. Hence, H5 is supported (p-value= < 0.040, T-statistics= 2054), 
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and the corresponding effect is presented in Figure 3. However, empirical evidence does not support 
H4 and H6. The moderation analysis did not reveal a significant moderating effect of the total number 
of transportation usages on the relationship between the mode of transport and conservation behav-
iour (H4) and pro-environmental behaviour (H6). 

Figure 3. Moderation analysis result (segregation) 

Modes of Transport Usage and Their Emissions 

In order to calculate the carbon emission number for participants between August 2019 and 
November 2022, we employed four reference carbon-dioxide emission rates per kilometre according 
to corresponding to four modes of transportation: plane (244 grams), car (102 grams), bus (90 grams), 
and train (28 grams). These emission rates represent the carbon emissions generated per kilometre 
travelled by an individual using each mode of transport. For the calculation of carbon emissions from 
short-haul air travel (less than 3 hours flight), we utilised the flights from Berlin, Germany, to Izmir, 
Turkey, covering a distance of 1900 kilometres. For medium-haul air travel (between 3 to 6 hours 
flight), the reference flights were from Berlin, Germany, to Doha, Qatar, spanning a distance of 4400 
kilometres. Lastly, for long-haul travel (longer than 6 hours flight), the reference flights were from 
Berlin, Germany, to New York, United States, covering a distance of 6400 kilometres. Between the 
range of August 2019 and November 2022, we calculated that the carbon emissions caused by plane 
usage amounted to 1103.737 kg per person. A total of 128 participants, who were bicycle tourists, 
utilised planes as a mode of transportation at least once. 

To calculate carbon emissions resulting from car, bus, and train usage, our aim is to obtain con-
servative estimates. In the questionnaire, respondents provided their usage frequency for each mode 
of transportation within different kilometre ranges, ranging from “one time” to “five times or more.” 
To calculate carbon emissions, we adopted a minimum approach. For example, for car usage, we took 
1 kilometre as the reference for distances less than 100 kilometres, 101 kilometres for distances 
between 100 and 200 kilometres, and 501 kilometres for distances exceeding 500 kilometres, etc. 
This conservative estimation allows us to account for the minimum carbon emissions associated with 
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car, bus, and train transportation. During the same period, car usage by bicycle tourists resulted in 
a carbon emission of 110.13 kg per person, with a total of 237 participants utilising cars as a mode 
of transportation at least once. Additionally, bus usage as a mode of transport contributed to a carbon 
emission of 34.65 kg per person, while train usage resulted in 14.85 kg per person of carbon emis-
sions. When considering the total carbon emission caused by all four modes of transportation, 
it amounted to 1263.38 kg per person. Furthermore, only 25 participants stated that they did not use 
any mode of transportation during the indicated period as a bicycle tourist. 

Discussion 

This study investigated different pro-environmental behaviours and their spillover effects, spe-
cifically on bicycle tourists. Apart from feeling a connection to nature and being aware of the impact 
of human behaviour on the environment, there are demographic, psychological, and social factors 
that shape pro-environmental behaviour. Engaging actively with nature is an effective way to improve 
the fundamental drivers of pro-environmental behaviour (Maiteny, 2002; Martin et al., 2020; Dol-
nicar & Leisch, 2008). Therefore, bicycle tourism provides an opportunity for a more sustainable 
form of tourism that not only preserves the rights of the present generation but also those of future 
generations and all living creatures in the world (UNWTO, 2019). We assume that bicycle tourists 
have a stronger connection to nature and a higher level of environmental awareness compared to 
different types of tourists, such as mass or casual tourists. Therefore, their profile could serve as 
a valuable benchmark tool for researching environmental tendencies, particularly for destination 
managers. 

We highlighted the importance of choosing a carbon-free mode of transportation for bicycle tour-
ists to predict their segregation, conservation and pro-environmental tourist behaviours. Especially 
choosing walking or cycling for environmental purposes in both general and tourism is an effective 
determinant for other pro-environmental behaviors for bicycle tourists. Additionally, segregation 
and conservation behaviours also influence tourist pro-environmental behaviour. Parallel to the dis-
cussion of the negative effects of bicycle tourism by Dickinson and Lumson (2010) and Weed et al. 
(2014), motorised vehicles are popular among bicycle tourists and specifically, American participants 
use planes as a mode of transportation enormously more than other nations. We have identified that 
prior motorised vehicle usage among bicycle tourists can serve as a negative moderator, particularly 
in relation to segregation behaviour. We think that when it comes to hedonistic behaviours such as 
travel, people generally do not think about their mode of transportation usage to get where they want 
to go for vacation, and it can be explained by cognitive dissonance. This is similar to Juvan and Dol-
nicar (2014) findings about environmental activists. 

Bicycle tourists typically do not commonly opt for electric bicycles during their vacations. How-
ever, similar to the findings of Lagerstedt and Svensson (2022), electric bicycles can offer advantages 
to individuals who may not be enthusiastic about cycling while on vacation due to the effortless 
nature of electric assist. Consequently, destination managers should consider not only providing con-
ventional bicycle rental stations but also implementing an electric bicycle rental system at the desti-
nation. This strategic move may aim to mitigate carbon emissions resulting from transportation 
within the destination, serving as a viable solution. 

Previous studies have highlighted the importance of infrastructure investments in the develop-
ment of bicycle tourism (Nilsson, 2019; Lee & Huang, 2014; Yeh et al., 2019). In particular, Pratte 
(2006) indicated that bicycle infrastructure functions as the frame of a bicycle, keeping all the neces-
sary components together for the development of bicycle tourism. Therefore, the strength and dura-
bility of the frame ensure that all other components remain in place for the development of bicycle 
tourism. The European Cycle Route Network (Eurovelo) project, which has the potential to make one 
of the most important contributions to this change, is also one of the obvious examples of European 
countries’ interest in this type of tourism. Eurovelo is a bicycle tourism project that aims to connect 
Europe with bicycle paths and comprises over 90,000 kilometres of bicycle routes (European Cyclists’ 
Federation, 2023). At this point, the travel restrictions caused by the COVID-19 pandemic have led to 
a significant increase in the investments made by countries in bicycle infrastructure (Bernhard, 2020; 
Johnson, 2023; Küster, 2021; Belotti, 2022). These developments suggest that bicycle tourism is likely 



ECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENT  3(90) • 2024

DOI: 10.34659/eis.2024.90.3.693

15

to continue growing in the coming years and become one of the most important forms of sustainable 
tourism. 

Conclusion 

The aim of this study was to examine various pro-environmental behaviours and their relation-
ships among bicycle tourists in order to identify behavioural spillover effects. Our findings revealed 
strong associations between different pro-environmental behaviours, which may be specific to this 
particular group of participants. These associations can be attributed to their demographics, height-
ened awareness, and stronger connection with nature. The study highlights the potential of bicycle 
tourism as a more sustainable approach to tourism for a better future. However, it is essential for 
academics and researchers to pay closer attention to the development and progress of bicycle tour-
ism. Projects similar to Eurovelo have the potential to boost this type of sustainable tourism in differ-
ent parts of the world. Nevertheless, understanding the factors underlying the usage of motorised 
vehicles, particularly for flights, remains a challenge. By gaining a deeper understanding of the fac-
tors impacting transportation choices, especially in relation to flights, we can further promote and 
enhance sustainable practices within the realm of bicycle tourism. Furthermore, future research 
should examine different types of tourists and their behavioural spillover effects, particularly con-
cerning high-impact behaviours such as transportation as an initial behaviour. 

This research relies on self-reported measurements, which means that participants’ responses 
may not always encompass their actual behaviour fully due to various contextual factors and the 
presence of desirability bias (Milfont, 2009; Kormos & Gifford, 2014). Due to the limited number of 
participants and the diverse range of backgrounds represented, it is challenging to draw generalised 
conclusions from the study findings. Therefore, future research should consider focusing on specific 
participant backgrounds and conducting comparative analyses of their pro-environmental behav-
iours. By examining the characteristics of different groups, researchers can gain deeper insights into 
commonalities and differences in terms of their environmental attitudes and behaviours. Due to the 
COVID-19 pandemic and the resulting international and national travel restrictions, we decided to 
extend the time period for capturing information about past modes of transportation usage. This 
extension covers the last three years (2019-2022). However, it is important to remember that using 
a longer timeframe may present challenges in accurately recalling past behaviours due to memory 
constraints. 

References 

Aragón Mladosich, R. A., Muñoz-Marquez Trujillo, R. A., Hidalgo Contreras, J. V., & Becerra-Roman, I. (2022). 
Development of a Mexican Version of the Cycle-Tourist Motivation Instrument (CtMI). Sustainability, 14(21), 
13866. https://doi.org/10.3390/su142113866 

Belotti, S. (2022). Bicycle tourism, from pandemic to sustainability:“Terre di Casole Bike Hub” project. Belgeo. 
Revue belge de géographie, (3). https://doi.org/10.4000/belgeo.56063 

Berger, S., & Wyss, A. M. (2021). Measuring pro-environmental behavior using the carbon emission task. Journal 
of Environmental Psychology, 75, 101613. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2021.101613 

Bernhard, A. (2020). The great bicycle boom of 2020. BBC Future. https://www.bbc.com/future/bespoke/made-
on-earth/the-great-bicycle-boom-of-2020.html 

Brida, J. G., & Zapata, S. (2010). Cruise tourism: economic, socio-cultural and environmental impacts. Internatio-
nal Journal of Leisure and Tourism Marketing, 1(3), 205-226. https://doi.org/10.1504/IJLTM.2010.029585 

Chawla, L. (1998). Significant life experiences revisited: a review of research on sources of pro-environmental 
sensitivity. The Journal of Environmental Education, 29(3), 11-21. https://doi.org/10.1080/009589698095 
99114 

Chawla, L. (1999). Life paths into effective environmental action. The Journal of Environmental Education, 31(1), 
15-26. https://doi.org/10.1080/00958969909598628 

Chen, M. F., & Tung, P. J. (2014). Developing an extended theory of planned behavior model to predict consumers’ 
intention to visit green hotels. International Journal of Hospitality Management, 36, 221-230. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.ijhm.2013.09.006 

Dickinson, J., & Lumsdon, L. (2010). Slow travel and tourism. London: Routledge. 



ECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENT  3(90) • 2024

DOI: 10.34659/eis.2024.90.3.693

16
Dolan, P., & Galizzi, M. M. (2015). Like ripples on a pond: Behavioral spillovers and their implications for research 

and policy. Journal of Economic Psychology, 47, 1-16. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.joep.2014.12.003 
Dolnicar, S., & Leisch, F. (2008). An investigation of tourists’ patterns of obligation to protect the environment. 

Journal of Travel Research, 46(4), 381-391. https://doi.org/10.1177/0047287507308330 
Dolnicar, S., & Leisch, F. (2008). Selective marketing for environmentally sustainable tourism. Tourism manage-

ment, 29(4), 672-680. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2007.07.010 
European Cyclists’ Federation. (2023). EuroVelo. About us. https://en.eurovelo.com/about-us 
Eyuboglu, K., & Uzar, U. (2020). The impact of tourism on CO2 emission in Turkey. Current Issues in Tourism, 

23(13), 1631-1645. https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2019.1636006 
Fornell, C., & Larcker, D. F. (1981). Evaluating structural equation models with unobservable variables and mea-

surement error. Journal of Marketing Research, 18(1), 39-50. https://doi.org/10.2307/3151312 
Gao, Y., Zhao, Z., Ma, Y., & Li, Y. (2022). A rational-affective moral factor model for determining tourists’ pro-envi-

ronmental behaviour. Current Issues in Tourism, 26(13), 2145-2163. https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2
022.2078687 

Gössling, S., & Peeters, P. (2015). Assessing tourism’s global environmental impact 1900–2050. Journal of Susta-
inable Tourism, 23(5), 639-659. https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2015.1008500 

Green, H., Hunter, C., & Moore, B. (1990). Assessing the environmental impact of tourism development: use of the 
Delphi technique. Tourism management, 11(2), 111-120. https://doi.org/10.1016/0261-5177(90)90026-6 

Gupta, S., & Agrawal, R. (2017). Environmentally Responsible Consumption: Construct Definition, Scale Develop-
ment, and Validation. Corporate Social Responsibility and Environmental Management, 25, 523-536. 
https://doi.org/10.1002/csr.1476 

Hair, J. F. Jr., Hult, G. T. M., Ringle, C. M., Sarstedt, M., Danks, N. P., & Ray, S. (2021). Partial least squares structural 
equation modeling (PLS-SEM) Using. Cham: Springer. 

Hair, J. F., Black, W. C., Babin, B. J., & Anderson, R. E. (2019). Multivariate data analysis. Andover: Cengage Learning 
EMEA. 

Hair, J. F., Hult, G. T. M., Ringle, C. M., & Sarstedt, M. (2017). A primer on partial least squares structural equation 
modeling (PLS-SEM). Second Edition. Los Angeles: SAGE Publications. 

Han, H. (2021). Consumer behavior and environmental sustainability in tourism and hospitality: A review of 
theories, concepts, and latest research. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 29(7), 1021-1042. https://doi.org/
10.1080/09669582.2021.1903019 

Han, H., & Hyun, S. S. (2018). College youth travelers’ eco-purchase behavior and recycling activity while trave-
ling: An examination of gender difference. Journal of Travel & Tourism Marketing, 35(6), 740-754. https://
doi.org/10.1080/10548408.2017.1405865 

Han, H., Meng, B., & Kim, W. (2017). Emerging bicycle tourism and the theory of planned behavior. Journal of 
Sustainable Tourism, 25(2), 292-309. https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2016.1202955 

Henseler, J., Ringle, C. M., & Sarstedt, M. (2015). A new criterion for assessing discriminant validity in varian-
ce-based structural equation modeling. Journal of the Academy of Marketing Science, 43(1), 115-135. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11747-014-0403-8 

Ho, C. I., Liao, T. Y., Huang, S. C., & Chen, H. M. (2015). Beyond environmental concerns: Using means–end chains 
to explore the personal psychological values and motivations of leisure/recreational cyclists. Journal of Sus-
tainable Tourism, 23(2), 234-254. https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2014.943762 

Jessoe, K., Lade, G. E., Loge, F., & Spang, E. (2021). Spillovers from behavioral interventions: Experimental evi-
dence from water and energy use. Journal of the Association of Environmental and Resource Economists, 
8(2), 315-346. https://doi.org/10.1086/711025 

Johnson, R. (2023, May 9). Mon Dieu! France Invests Cool $2 Billion to Promote Cycling. https://momentummag.
com/mon-dieu-france-invests-cool-2-billion-to-promote-cycling/ 

Juvan, E., & Dolnicar, S. (2014). The attitude–behaviour gap in sustainable tourism. Annals of Tourism Research, 
48, 76-95. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annals.2014.01.002 

Kim, M. J., & Hall, C. M. (2022). Does active transport create a win-win situation for environmental and human 
health? The moderating effect of leisure and tourism activity. Journal of Hospitality and Tourism Manage-
ment, 52, 487-498. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhtm.2022.08.007 

Kim, M.-S., & Stepchenkova, S. (2020). Altruistic values and environmental knowledge as triggers of pro-environ-
mental behavior among tourists. Current Issues in Tourism, 23(13), 1575-1580. https://doi.org/10.1080/1
3683500.2019.1628188 

Kollmuss, A., & Agyeman, J. (2002). Mind the gap: why do people act environmentally and what are the barriers 
to pro-environmental behavior? Environmental Education Research, 8(3), 239-260. https://doi.org/10.1080 
/13504620220145401 

Kormos, C., & Gifford, R. (2014). The validity of self-report measures of pro-environmental behavior: A meta-a-
nalytic review. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 40, 359-371. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2014. 
09.003 



ECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENT  3(90) • 2024

DOI: 10.34659/eis.2024.90.3.693

17
Kousis, M. (2000). Tourism and the environment: A social movements perspective. Annals of Tourism Research, 

27(2), 468-489. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0160-7383(99)00083-3 
Küster, F. (2021, October 14). New EU funding regulation creates cycling investment opportunities worth billions 

of euro. https://ecf.com/news-and-events/news/new-eu-funding-regulation-creates-cycling-investment- 
opportunities-worth 

Lagerstedt, E., & Svensson, H. (2022). Do tourists dream of electric bikes? Electric bikes as a means to improve 
sustainability of tourism in rural Sweden. Proceedings of the 25th International Academic Mindtrek Confe-
rence, Tampere, Finland, 167-178. https://doi.org/10.1145/3569219.3569350 

Lamont, M. (2009). Reinventing the wheel: A definitional discussion of bicycle tourism. Journal of Sport & Tou-
rism, 14(1), 5-23. https://doi.org/10.1080/14775080902847363 

Lamont, M., & McKay, J. (2012). Intimations of postmodernity in sports tourism at the Tour de France. Journal of 
Sport & Tourism, 17(4), 313-331. https://doi.org/10.1080/14775085.2012.760935 

Lanzini, P., & Thøgersen, J. (2014). Behavioural spillover in the environmental domain: An intervention study. 
Journal of Environmental Psychology, 40, 381-390. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2014.09.006 

Larson, L. R., Stedman, R. C., Cooper, C. B., & Decker, D. J. (2015). Understanding the multi-dimensional structure 
of pro-environmental behavior. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 43, 112-124. https://doi.org/10. 
1016/j.jenvp.2015.06.004 

Lee, C.-F., & Huang, H.-I. (2014). The attractiveness of Taiwan as a bicycle tourism destination: A supply-side 
approach. Asia Pacific Journal of Tourism Research, 19(3), 273-299. https://doi.org/10.1080/10941665.20
12.739190 

Lin, M., & Xu, H. (2022). Subjective Bodily Experiences of Island Cyclists in Different Contexts: The Case of Hainan 
Island, China. Sustainability, 14(16), 10176. https://doi.org/10.3390/su141610176 

Ling, M., Xu, L., & Yang, H. (2023). Direct and spillover effects of social norm nudges for household recycling: 
A longitudinal field experiment. Sustainable Production and Consumption, 42, 423-433. https://doi.org/10. 
1016/j.spc.2023.06.001 

Maiteny, P. T. (2002). Mind in the Gap: summary of research exploring’inner’influences on pro-sustainability 
learning and behaviour. Environmental Education Research, 8(3), 299-306. https://eric.ed.gov/?id=EJ6528 
44&utm_source=chatgpt.com 

Mandić, A., Walia, S., & Kautish, P. (2023). The antecedents of pro-environmental tourist behaviour of Gen Z: an 
eastern society perspective. Anatolia, 35(3), 407-424. https://doi.org/10.1080/13032917.2023.2224368 

Martin, C., & Czellar, S. (2017). Where do biospheric values come from? A connectedness to nature perspective. 
Journal of Environmental Psychology, 52, 56-68. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2017.04.009 

Martin, L., White, M. P., Hunt, A., Richardson, M., Pahl, S., & Burt, J. (2020). Nature contact, nature connectedness 
and associations with health, wellbeing and pro-environmental behaviours. Journal of Environmental Psy-
chology, 68, 101389. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2020.101389 

Mayer, F. S., & Frantz, C. M. (2004). The connectedness to nature scale: A measure of individuals’ feeling in com-
munity with nature. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 24(4), 503-515. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jenvp.2004.10.001 

Mayer, F. S., Frantz, C. M., Bruehlman-Senecal, E., & Dolliver, K. (2009). Why is nature beneficial? The role of con-
nectedness to nature. Environment and Behavior, 41(5), 607-643. https://doi.org/10.1177/0013916508 
319745 

Milfont, T. L. (2009). The effects of social desirability on self-reported environmental attitudes and ecological 
behaviour. Environmentalist, 29, 263-269. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10669-008-9192-2 

Neun, M., & Haubold, H. (2016). The EU Cycling Economy: Arguments for an Integrated EU Cycling Policy. Brussels: 
European Cyclists’ Federation. 

Nilsson, A., Bergquist, M., & Schultz, W. P. (2017). Spillover effects in environmental behaviors, across time and 
context: a review and research agenda. Environmental Education Research, 23(4), 573-589. https://psyc-
net.apa.org/doi/10.1080/13504622.2016.1250148 

Nilsson, J. H. (2019). Urban bicycle tourism: Path dependencies and innovation in Greater Copenhagen. Journal 
of Sustainable Tourism, 27(11), 1648-1662. https://doi.org/10.1080/09669582.2019.1650749 

Paul, J., Modi, A., & Patel, J. (2016). Predicting green product consumption using theory of planned behavior and 
reasoned action. Journal of Retailing and Consumer Services, 29, 123-134. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jret-
conser.2015.11.006 

Peeters, P., & Schouten, F. (2006). Reducing the ecological footprint of inbound tourism and transport to Amster-
dam. Journal of Sustainable Tourism, 14(2), 157-171. https://doi.org/10.1080/09669580508669050 

Pine, B. J., & Gilmore, J. H. (1998). Welcome to the experience economy. Harvard Business Review. https://hbr.
org/1998/07/welcome-to-the-experience-economy 

Podsakoff, P. M., MacKenzie, S. B., Lee, J. Y., & Podsakoff, N. P. (2003). Common method biases in behavioral rese-
arch: a critical review of the literature and recommended remedies. Journal of Applied Psychology, 88(5), 
879. https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.88.5.879 

Pratte, J. (2006). Bicycle tourism: on the trail to economic development. Prairie Perspectives: Geographical 
Essays, 9(1), 62-84. 



ECONOMICS AND ENVIRONMENT  3(90) • 2024

DOI: 10.34659/eis.2024.90.3.693

18
Ritchie, B. W. (1998). Bicycle tourism in the South Island of New Zealand: Planning and management issues. 

Tourism management, 19(6), 567-582. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0261-5177(98)00063-6 
Ritchie, B. W., Tkaczynski, A., & Faulks, P. (2010). Understanding the motivation and travel behavior of cycle 

tourists using involvement profiles. Journal of Travel & Tourism Marketing, 27(4), 409-425. https://doi.org
/10.1080/10548408.2010.481582 

Schultz, P. W. (2002). Inclusion with Nature: The Psychology Of Human-Nature Relations. In P. Schmuck & W.P. 
Schultz (Eds.), Psychology of Sustainable Development (pp. 61-78). Boston: Springer. https://doi.org/10. 
1007/978-1-4615-0995-0_4 

Simonsen, P. S., Jørgensen, B., & Robbins, D. (1998). Cycling tourism. Volume 13. Bornholm: Unit of Tourism Rese-
arch at Research Centre of Bornholm. 

Soyalp, L. (2017). The vacational experience of cyclists: A study on domestic tourists [Master’s thesis]. Dokuz Eylul 
University. 

Steg, L., & Vlek, C. (2009). Encouraging pro-environmental behaviour: An integrative review and research 
agenda. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 29(3), 309-317. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2008.10.004 

Streukens, S., & Leroi-Werelds, S. (2016). Bootstrapping and PLS-SEM: A step-by-step guide to get more out of 
your bootstrap results. European Management Journal, 34(6), 618-632. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.emj.2016 
.06.003 

Sudbury-Riley, L., & Kohlbacher, F. (2016). Ethically minded consumer behavior: Scale review, development, and 
validation. Journal of Business Research, 69(8), 2697-2710. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbusres.2015.11.005 

Taber, K. S. (2018). The use of Cronbach’s alpha when developing and reporting research instruments in science 
education. Research in Science Education, 48, 1273-1296. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11165-016-9602-2 

Truelove, H. B., Yeung, K. L., Carrico, A. R., Gillis, A. J., & Raimi, K. T. (2016). From plastic bottle recycling to policy 
support: An experimental test of pro-environmental spillover. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 46, 
55-66. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2016.03.004 

United Nations Economic and Social Commission for Western Asia. (2013). Framework for the Development of 
Environment Statistics (FDES 2013). https://www.unescwa.org/sd-glossary/environmental-awareness 

UNWTO. (2019). Sustainable development of tourism. definition. https://www.unwto.org/sustainable-develop-
ment 

Vanparijs, J., Panis, L. I., Meeusen, R., & De Geus, B. (2015). Exposure measurement in bicycle safety analysis: 
A review of the literature. Accident Analysis & Prevention, 84, 9-19. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aap.2015.08. 
007 

Weed, M., Bull, C., Brown, M., Dowse, S., Lovell, J., Mansfield, L., & Wellard, I. (2014). A systematic review and 
meta-analyses of the potential local economic impact of tourism and leisure cycling and the development of 
an evidence-based market segmentation. Tourism Review International, 18(1), 37-55. https://doi.org/10.3
727/154427214X13990420684482 

World Tourism Organization and International Transport Forum. (2019). Transport-related CO2 Emissions of the 
Tourism Sector – Modelling Results. https://doi.org/10.18111/9789284416660 

Worthington, R. L., & Whittaker, T. A. (2006). Scale development research: A content analysis and recommenda-
tions for best practices. The counseling psychologist, 34(6), 806-838. https://doi.org/10.1177/001100000628 
8127 

Xiao, Q., Zhong, Y., & Deng, J. (2023). Carbon footprint and its composition: A comparison between domestic and 
international tourists to Chenzhou City, China. Sustainability, 15(7), 5670. https://doi.org/10.3390/su1507 
5670 

Yeh, C. C., Lin, C. J. Y., Hsiao, J. P. H., & Huang, C. H. (2019). The effect of improving cycleway environment on the 
recreational benefits of bicycle tourism. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 
16(18), 3460. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph16183460 


