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Living in rural areas has been described a driver for behaving in a pro-environmental
way, mainly due to the more frequent contact with nature that people from rural areas
have. However, the processes that link living in a rural area and behaving in a more
ecological manner have not been systematically studied. Moreover, most studies have
focused on adults living in developed countries. Given the importance that the actions
conducted by people in developing countries have for the future of the environment,
as well as the relevance of children’s pro-environmentalism for nature conservation, we
present a brief research report examining the relationship between Mexican children’s
place of residence and self-reported pro-environmental behavior (PEB). Participants
were 200 children from Mexican rural areas (<1,000 inhabitants) and 200 from a
Mexican urban city (>150,000 inhabitants). Children were between 9 and 12 years
old. Children’s connection to nature was considered as a mediator in the relationship
between children’s place of residence and PEB. Our findings revealed that rural children
hold a stronger sense of connection to nature and behave in a more pro-environmental
way than urban children. In addition, place of residence was directly and positively linked
to their PEBs, and this relationship was mediated by children’s connection to nature. The
relationship between connection to nature and PEB was stronger for girls than for boys.
The model explained 45% of the variance of children’s self-reported PEBs.

Keywords: connection, nature, pro-environmental behavior, urban, rural

INTRODUCTION

Human actions negatively affect the health of our planet (Milfont and Schultz, 2016; Evans, 2019).
Environmental psychologists have long tried to find ways to mitigate the negative consequences
that human behavior has on nature, mainly through the promotion of a sustainable way of living
(Schutte and Bhullar, 2017; Rosa et al., 2018). One way of doing this is through instilling pro-
environmental behaviors (PEBs). PEB have been described as deliberate and effective behaviors
that protect the natural environment (Corral, 2010).
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Most of the studies of PEB have been conducted with adults.
The role played by children in the protection of nature has been
largely overlooked (Collado and Sorrel, 2019). Moreover, the
majority of knowledge gained about the drivers of PEB relates
to people living in developed countries. This ignores those living
in developing countries who, according to the World Trade
Organization (World Trade Organization [WTO], 2014), have
an increasing impact on the health of the planet. Given this, we
believe it is relevant to examine the factors and processes leading
to the PEB of children from developing countries.

According to previous studies, some of the drivers of children’s
PEB include frequent contact with nature (Evans et al., 2018;
Collado and Evans, 2019; Otto et al., 2019), pro-environmental
attitudes (Cheng and Monroe, 2012; Larson et al., 2015),
social norms (Casaló and Escario, 2016; Evans et al., 2018),
and perceived restorativeness (Collado and Corraliza, 2015).
To the best of our knowledge, there has been little research
done on the role played by the child’s environment on their
PEB, especially in developing countries. In the current study,
we investigate whether Mexican children’s place of residence
(urban/rural) is linked to their PEB, and if this relationship is
mediated by children’s sense of emotional connection to nature
(Mayer and Frantz, 2004).

Place of Residence, Connection to
Nature, and PEB
Rural residents spend more time in nature than their urban
counterparts (Gifford and Nilsson, 2014), and tend to recall
experiences in the natural environment as positive (Chawla and
Derr, 2012). This pattern holds both for adults and children
(Lekies and Brensinger, 2017). In line with previous researchers
(Hinds and Sparks, 2008; Gifford and Nilsson, 2014), this
study assumes that children living in rural areas have more
frequent contact with nature than those living in urban ones.
Pleasant experiences in nature lead to increased environmental
responsibility (Berenguer et al., 2005; Evans et al., 2018) and
connection to nature (Rosa et al., 2019). However, the pathways
to this relation are unknown, especially among children from
developing countries (Bratman et al., 2019). The present study
considers connection to nature as a possible mediator of the
relationship between those living in an urban and those in a rural
context as well as PEB in Mexican children.

A greater connection to nature often leads to higher interest in
taking care of the natural resources (Nisbet et al., 2008) and more
frequent PEB (Schultz, 2001; Mayer and Frantz, 2004; Olivos
et al., 2013). Of interest to the current study, Hinds and Sparks
(2008) found that living in a rural area as a child promotes
connection to nature which, in turn, leads to more frequent
PEB in adulthood. Collado et al. (2015) concluded that children
who live in rural areas show stronger environmental attitudes
and connection to nature which, in turn, lead to children’s
PEB. The relationship between children’s environmental attitudes
and PEB differed according to children’s place of residence,
which determined the amount of time children spent in nature.
Similarly, De Dominicis et al. (2017) found that the effect of
participating in an environmental education program organized

in a natural environment on children’s PEB differed according
to children’s place of residence. According to the authors, rural
children spend more time in nature than urban ones. This leads
rural children to behave in a more pro-environmental way, and
might be the reason why the environmental education program
is less effective for them.

The Present Study
Given the scarcity of studies of the determinants of children’s
PEB, especially in developing countries, we focus on the study
of the relationship between urban/rural residency of Mexican
children and their PEB. We also evaluate whether connection
to nature mediates the relationship between children’s place of
residence and PEB. This specific sample was chosen for two
primary reasons. First, Mexico is a developing country and has a
large biodiversity within its territory, which needs to be preserved
(Calderon-Aguilera et al., 2012). Second, in contrast to children
from urban areas, rural children in Mexico live in direct contact
with nature (Vargas, 2010).

We expect the children’s place of residence (urban/rural) to
be linked to their PEB. Specifically, children from rural areas
are expected to show stronger PEB than those from urban
ones (Hypothesis 1, H1). Children’s CN is expected to mediate
the relation between children’s place of residence and PEB
(Hypothesis 2, H2). Women (Gifford and Nilsson, 2014) and
girls (Duarte et al., 2017) tend to report higher PEBs than
men and boys. One reason for this is that females endorse
higher environmental attitudes (Duerden and Witt, 2010) and
emotional empathy (Arnocky and Stroink, 2010) than men,
which usually lead to more frequent PEB. Additionally, findings
from previous studies suggest that the association between PEB
and its determinants varies from boys to girls (Collado et al.,
2015). Considering this, we explored the possible variations in
the direct and indirect associations between the place of residence
and PEB according to gender (i.e., moderating role of gender),
without any specific hypothesis in mind.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Participants
Four hundred children from 9 to 12 years old (M = 10,
SD = 0.73) participated in the study. Half of them lived in
rural and indigenous communities (i.e., <1,000 inhabitants) in
Northern Mexico. The rest lived in an urban area with >150,000
inhabitants. Fifty-four percent of the participants were girls.

Measures
Place of Residence
Place of residence was coded as 1 (urban) and 2 (rural).

Self-Reported PEB
Pro-environmental behavior was recorded using the general
ecological behavior scale of Kaiser (1998), adapted for use with
children by Fraijo et al. (2012). This instrument includes 15
items related to PEB, such as reuse, recycle, as well as energy
conservation. For example, “When performing a school project,
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TABLE 1 | Descriptive statistics and correlation matrix.

Descriptive statistics Descriptive statistics Correlation matrix

Place of Connection to

Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD residence nature PEB

Urban Rural Girls Boys 1

Connection to nature 4.25 0.56 4.45 0.40 4.51 0.40 4.12 0.56 0.20** 1

PEB 1.53 0.52 2.18 0.48 1.98 0.56 1.57 0.63 0.55** 0.46** 1

**p < 0.01; PEB, pro-environmental behavior.

I try to reuse material.” Responses were rated using a scale from
0 (never) to 3 (always). α = 0.78.

Connection to Nature
Connection to nature was registered using the children’s affective
attitude toward nature scale (Cheng and Monroe, 2012). This
instrument is formed by 17 items (e.g., “Humans are part of
the natural world”) and responses used a scale from 1 (strongly
disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). α = 0.84.

Gender
Gender was coded as 1 (boys) and 2 (girls).

Procedure
The study was approved by the Technological Institute of
Sonora (Mexico). Fifty schools were invited to participate and
12 of them agreed. Participations were restricted to children
with a written authorization from their parents. Paper-and-
pencil questionnaires were completed individually at school with
assurance of anonymity. Data collection took about 30 min.

Data Analysis
First, descriptive, correlational, and t-tests analyses were
conducted. Then, a mediational model was carried out
using PROCESS (Hayes, 2018), model 14.1 This particular
model provides the direct relation between place of residence
(urban/rural) and PEB (H1). It also estimates the indirect effect
on the dependent variable (PEB) through the connection to
nature (H2), as well as the possible moderating role of gender.

RESULTS

Children from both urban and rural places of residence show a
high sense of connection to nature, being higher for those living
in rural areas (t = 360.76, p < 0.00). However, they report a low
frequency of conducting PEB, with urban children reporting a
lower frequency than rural children (t = 395.13, p < 0.00). Girls
reported more connection to nature (t = 358.60, p < 0.00) than
boys, while PEB is very similar for both genders. We found a

1This specific model was chosen (compared to other models, such as number 59)
because preliminary regression analyses suggested that gender only affected the
relation between connection to nature and PEB.

FIGURE 1 | Results for the multiple mediator regression model (n = 400). All
path coefficients are unstandardized beta values. *p < 0.01, **p = 0.001. PEB,
self-reported pro-environmental behavior (R2 = 0.45).

moderate positive correlation (Cohen, 1988) between children’s
place of residence and PEB, as well as between connection to
nature and PEB (Table 1).

The mediating model shows a positive, direct link between
place of residence (urban/rural) and children’s PEB [β = 0.56,
95% CI (0.47, 0.65)]. We also found an indirect relationship
between place of residence and PEB mediated by connection to
nature [β = 0.19, 95% CI (0.09, 0.28)]. Gender (boy/girl) was
found to moderate the link between connection to nature and
PEB [β = 0.30, 95% CI (0.12, 0.48)], with the relation between
connection to nature and PEB being stronger for girls than for
boys. R2 for PEB was 0.45 (Figure 1).

DISCUSSION

The growing visibility of environmental damage has led to
an increase of environmental concern (Arı and Yılmaz, 2016).
Consequently, the number of studies examining the factors and
processes leading to PEB has also increased. However, little is
known about the pathways to children’s pro-environmentalism
(Otto et al., 2019), especially in developing countries. To fill
this gap in the literature, we evaluated the role that place of
residence (urban/rural) plays in Mexican children’s PEB. We
also checked whether connection to nature is behind the link
between place of residence and PEB, and explored the possible
moderating role of gender.

According to our results, living in rural areas seems to be
positively linked with children’s frequency of PEB (H1). This is
in line with previous studies (Cheng and Monroe, 2012; Rosa
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et al., 2019) which demonstrate that time spent in rural areas,
and hence in contact with nature (Gifford and Nilsson, 2014),
is one of the main determinants of people’s PEB. In contrast to
previous studies conducted in developed countries (Cheng and
Monroe, 2012), our study shows that Mexican children report
a low frequency of PEB. These findings align with previous
studies conducted in Latin America (Juárez-Lugo, 2014; Díaz-
Marín and Geiger, 2019), in which participants reported low
to medium PEB. There might be cultural reasons behind these
results. For instance, Milfont and Schultz (2016) found that
culture influences the relationship between humans and nature.
This might, in turn, lead to differences in the way people behave
toward the natural environment. The possible cultural differences
behind children’s PEB require further attention.

As expected (H2), connection to nature seems to be partly
responsible for the higher PEB found in children living in
rural areas. The associations found suggest that the stronger the
connection children feel with the natural world, the more likely
they are to behave in a pro-environmental way. This result is also
in consonance with the findings of previous studies (Olivos et al.,
2013; Whitburn et al., 2019), suggesting that connection to nature
is linked to PEB both in developed and developing countries.

In line with the pattern often described in previous studies,
girls report being slightly more connected to nature than boys
(Duarte et al., 2017). In addition, the current study adds to
the literature on gender differences in pro-environmentalism by
demonstrating variation in the relationship between connection
to nature and PEB, being this association stronger for girls
than for boys. The reasons for this may be that females are
usually socialized to consider the needs of others (Dietz et al.,
2002). This might imply that girls are socialized to show more
altruistic values and helping behavior toward others, including
nature and natural elements, than boys (McCright, 2010). This
might, in turn, strengthen the link between girls’ emotional
connection to nature (i.e., connection to nature) and their
behavior (i.e., PEB). Close examinations of these possibilities
remain for future studies.

Our findings point in the same direction as those of previous
researchers (Otto and Pensini, 2017; Rosa et al., 2019), suggesting
that contact with nature can be a way of promoting children’s
pro-environmentalism. Other factors involved in experiences
with nature should also be considered when trying to explain
children’s PEB, such as the type of nature in which children
spend their time (Collado et al., 2015) and the perception
of aesthetic qualities in natural areas (Lumber et al., 2017).
Living close to nature is not always possible and other ways
of providing opportunities for children’s contact with nature
should be considered. For example, schoolyards could play an
important role in enhancing urban children’s time spent in
natural areas (Amicone et al., 2018). Introducing nature in the
classroom, such as wall gardens, can also be an effective way for
children to experience nature in their daily live (van den Berg
et al., 2017). Another strategy that can help to bring children
close to nature is incorporating technology into the classroom.
Presenting a video or images from natural areas has benefits
such as increased positive emotions (Zelenski et al., 2015) and a
sense of wellbeing (Capaldi et al., 2015). Being exposed to nature

through videos/images in the classroom could be complementary
to direct contact with nature.

Because environmental education programs have a stronger
effect when conducted on young children than on adults
(Liefländer and Bogner, 2014), and because most programs
are aimed at children, we encourage the organization of
environmental programs to be carried out in rural areas and
include direct contact with nature (De Dominicis et al., 2017;
Otto and Pensini, 2017). This might lead, in turn, to a
stronger connection to nature and PEB. Given the differences
found between urban/rural regarding their connection to nature
and PEB, we believe that environmental education programs
should be designed taking into consideration children’s place
of residence and their frequency of contact with nature. We
hope the findings of this cross-sectional study serve as an
inspiration for testing out interventions, as this will most likely
help establish a causal link between exposure to nature and
pro-environmentalism.

Despite the contributions described above, some limitations
should be noted when interpreting the results. First, this is
a cross-sectional study and the effects found cannot be taken
in a strictly causal sense. Nevertheless, our results are in
line with previous studies highlighting the importance of the
physical context (Hinds and Sparks, 2008; Collado et al., 2015)
and connection to nature (Cheng and Monroe, 2012) when
examining the factors leading to PEB. We believe they serve
as a starting point for further experimental research. Second,
it should be noted that the results of this brief research report
only apply to a specific context: the Northern part of Mexico.
The findings are consistent with previous studies conducted in
developed countries (Evans et al., 2018), but further research
in various developing countries is needed to generalize our
results. A third limitation is that our study explains 45% of the
variance from self-reported PEB. This percentage is similar to
the one found in previous studies with children (Collado and
Evans, 2019), but other variables such as social norms (Casaló
and Escario, 2016) and perceived restorativeness (Collado and
Corraliza, 2015) might help us obtain a deeper understanding
of children’s PEB.

Limitations aside, from a theoretical point of view this study
shows the relevance of place of the residence (urban/rural)
for Mexican children’s PEB, as well as the mediating role of
connection to nature in the place of residence–PEB relationship.
We believe it is essential to expand the findings of this
brief research report by studying the possible influence that
living in places with a variety of physical characteristics
(e.g., the beach, the mountains, and the city) can have in
people’s PEB. Given that children will be the ones taking
care of the natural environment in the near future, the
inclusion of children from developing countries in such research
seems essential.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The datasets generated for this study are available on request to
the corresponding author.

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 4 March 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 514

https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles


fpsyg-11-00514 March 20, 2020 Time: 12:37 # 5

Duron-Ramos et al. Urban/Rural Environments on Mexican Children

ETHICS STATEMENT

The studies involving human participants were reviewed and
approved by the Comité de Ética Institucional del Instituto
Tecnológico de Sonora. The patients/participants provided their
written informed consent to participate in this study.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

MD-R and FG-V conceived and designed the study. MB-E
collected the data. MD-R, SC, and FG-V analyzed the data and

wrote an initial draft based on the results. SC critically revised the
draft manuscript and made important changes in the content.

FUNDING

Publication funded with resources from the PFCE
2019 (Programa para el Fortalecimiento de la Calidad
Educativa/Program for Strengthening Educational Quality),
Program for the Promotion and Support of Research Projects
(PROFAPI 2019), and Spanish Ministry of Science, Education
and Universities (PGC2018-095502-B-I00).

REFERENCES
Amicone, G., Petruccelli, I., De Dominicis, S., Gherardini, A., Costantino, V.,

Perucchini, P., et al. (2018). Green breaks: the restorative effect of the school
environment’s green areas on children’s cognitive performance. Front. Psychol.
9:1579. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2018.01579

Arı, E., and Yılmaz, V. (2016). Effects of environmental illiteracy and
environmental awareness among middle school students on environmental
behavior. Environ. Dev. Sustain. 19, 1779–1793. doi: 10.1007/s10668-016-
9826-3

Arnocky, S., and Stroink, M. (2010). Gender differences in environmentalism: the
mediating role of emotional empathy. Curr. Rese. Soc. Psychol. 16, 1–14.

Berenguer, J., Corraliza, J. A., and Martin, R. (2005). Rural-urban differences
in environmental concern, attitudes, and actions. Eur. J. Psychol. Assess. 21,
128–138. doi: 10.1027/1015-5759.21.2.128

Bratman, G. N., Anderson, C. B., Berman, M. G., Cochran, B., de Vries, S., Flanders,
J., et al. (2019). Nature and mental health: an eco system service perspective. Sci.
Adv. 5:eaax0903. doi: 10.1126/sciadv.aax0903

Calderon-Aguilera, L. E., Rivera-Monroy, V. H., Porter-Bolland, L., Martínez-
Yrízar, A., Ladah, L. B., Martínez-Ramos, M., et al. (2012). An assessment of
natural and human disturbance effects on Mexican ecosystems: current trends
and research gaps. Biodivers. Conserv. 21, 589–617. doi: 10.1007/s10531-011-
0218-6

Capaldi, C. A., Passmore, H.-A., Nisbet, E. K., Zelenski, J. M., and Dopko, R. L.
(2015). Flourishing in nature: a review of the benefits of connecting with nature
and its application as a wellbeing intervention. Int. J. Wellbeing 5, 1–16. doi:
10.5502/ijw.v5i4.449

Casaló, L., and Escario, J. J. (2016). Intergenerational association of environmental
concern: evidence of parents’ and children’s concern. J. Environ. Psychol. 48,
65–74. doi: 10.1016/j.jenvp.2016.09.001

Chawla, L., and Derr, V. (2012). “The development of conservation behaviors
in childhood and youth,” in The Oxford Handbook of Environmental and
Conservation Psychology, ed. S. Clayton (New York: Oxford University Press)
527–555.

Cheng, J. C. H., and Monroe, M. C. (2012). Connection to nature: children’s
affective attitude toward nature. Environ. Behav. 44, 31–49. doi: 10.1177/
0013916510385082

Cohen, J. (1988). Set correlation and contingency tables. Appl. Psychol. Meas. 12,
425–434. doi: 10.1177/014662168801200410

Collado, S., and Corraliza, J. A. (2015). Children’s restorative experiences and self-
reported pro-environmental behaviors. Environ. Behav. 47, 38–56. doi: 10.1177/
0013916513492417

Collado, S., Corraliza, J. A., Staats, H., and Ruiz, M. A. (2015). Effect of
frequency and mode of contact with nature on children’s self-reported
ecological behaviors. J. Environ. Psychol. 41, 65–73. doi: 10.1016/j.jenvp.2014.
11.001

Collado, S., and Evans, G. (2019). Outcome expectancy: a key factor to
understanding childhood exposure to nature and children’s pro-environmental
behavior. J. Environ. Psychol. 61, 30–36. doi: 10.1016/j.jenvp.2018.12.001

Collado, S., and Sorrel, M. A. (2019). Children’s environmental moral judgments:
variations according to type of victim and exposure to nature. J. Environ.
Psychol. 62, 42–48. doi: 10.1016/j.jenvp.2019.02.005

Corral, V. (2010). Psicología de la Sustentabilidad: un Análisis de lo que nos hace pro
Ecológicos y pro Sociales [Sustainability Psychology: an Analysis of What Makes
us Pro Ecological and Pro Social]. México: Trillas.

De Dominicis, S., Bonaiuto, M., Carrus, G., Passafaro, P., Perucchini, P.,
and Bonnes, M. (2017). Evaluating the role of protected natural areas for
environmental education in Italy. Appl. Environ. Educ. Commun. 16, 171–185.
doi: 10.1080/1533015X.2017.1322014

Díaz-Marín, J. S., and Geiger, S. M. (2019). Comportamiento proambiental:
actitudes y valores en una muestra poblacional colombiana [Proenvironmental
Behavior: attitudes and values in a Colombian population simple]. Rev.
Iberoam. Psicol. 12, 33–40. doi: 10.33881/2027-1786.rip.1210

Dietz, T., Kalof, L., and Stern, P. C. (2002). Gender, values, and environmentalism.
Soc. Sci. Q. 83, 353–364. doi: 10.1111/1540-6237.00088

Duarte, R., Escario, J. J., and Sanagustín, M. V. (2017). The influence of the family,
the school, and the group on the environmental attitudes of European students.
Environ. Educ. Res. 23, 23–42. doi: 10.1080/13504622.2015.1074660

Duerden, M. D., and Witt, P. A. (2010). The impact of direct and indirect
experiences on the development of environmental knowledge, attitudes, and
behavior. J. Environ. Psychol. 30, 379–392. doi: 10.1016/j.jenvp.2010.03.007

Evans, G. W. (2019). Projected behavioral impacts of global climate change. Annu.
Rev. Psychol. 70, 449–474. doi: 10.1146/annurev-psych-010418-103023

Evans, G. W., Otto, S., and Kaiser, F. G. (2018). Childhood origins of
young adult environmental behavior. Psychol. Sci. 47, 88–94. doi: 10.1177/
0956797617741894

Fraijo, B., Corral, V., Tapia, C., and García, F. (2012). Adaptación y prueba de
una escala de orientación hacia la sustentabilidad en niños de sexto año de
educación básica [Adaptation and testing of a scale of orientation towards
sustainability in children in sixth year of basic Education]. RMIE 17, 1091–
1117.

Gifford, R., and Nilsson, A. (2014). Personal and social factors that influence pro-
environmental concern and behaviour: a review. Int. J. of Psychol. 49, 141–157.
doi: 10.1002/ijop.12034

Hayes, A. (2018). Introduction to Mediation, Moderation, and Conditional Process
Analysis: a Regression-Based Approach. New York, NY: The Guilford Press.

Hinds, J., and Sparks, P. (2008). Engaging with the natural environment: the
role of affective connection and identity. J. Environ. Psychol. 28, 109–120. doi:
10.1016/j.jenvp.2007.11.001

Juárez-Lugo, C. S. (2014). Predictores del comportamiento de reciclaje en
alumnos de educación primaria en México [Predictors of recycling behavior
in elementary school students in Mexico]. Psyecology 1, 25–37. doi: 10.1174/
217119710790709568

Kaiser, F. (1998). A general measure of ecological behavior. J. Appl. Soc. Psychol. 28,
395–442. doi: 10.1111/j.1559-1816.1998.tb01712.x

Larson, L. R., Stedman, R. C., Cooper, C. B., and Decker, D. J. (2015).
Understanding the multi-dimensional structure of pro-environmental
behavior. J. Environ. Psychol. 43, 112–124. doi: 10.1016/j.jenvp.2015.
06.004

Lekies, K. S., and Brensinger, J. D. (2017). “Childhood nature experiences across
residential settings: Rural, suburban, and urban,” in Risk, Protection, Provision
and Policy. Geographies of Children and Young People, Vol. 12, eds C. Freeman,
P. Tranter, and T. Skelton (Singapore: Springer), 67–86. doi: 10.1007/978-981-
287-035-3_22

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 5 March 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 514

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.01579
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-016-9826-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10668-016-9826-3
https://doi.org/10.1027/1015-5759.21.2.128
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.aax0903
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-011-0218-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10531-011-0218-6
https://doi.org/10.5502/ijw.v5i4.449
https://doi.org/10.5502/ijw.v5i4.449
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2016.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013916510385082
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013916510385082
https://doi.org/10.1177/014662168801200410
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013916513492417
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013916513492417
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2014.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2014.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2018.12.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2019.02.005
https://doi.org/10.1080/1533015X.2017.1322014
https://doi.org/10.33881/2027-1786.rip.1210
https://doi.org/10.1111/1540-6237.00088
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504622.2015.1074660
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2010.03.007
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-psych-010418-103023
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797617741894
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797617741894
https://doi.org/10.1002/ijop.12034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2007.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2007.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1174/217119710790709568
https://doi.org/10.1174/217119710790709568
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1559-1816.1998.tb01712.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2015.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2015.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-287-035-3_22
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-287-035-3_22
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles


fpsyg-11-00514 March 20, 2020 Time: 12:37 # 6

Duron-Ramos et al. Urban/Rural Environments on Mexican Children

Liefländer, A. K., and Bogner, F. X. (2014). The effects of children’s age and sex
on acquiring pro-environmental attitudes through environmental education.
J. Environ. Educ. 45, 105–117. doi: 10.1080/00958964.2013.875511

Lumber, R., Richardson, M., and Sheffield, D. (2017). Beyond knowing
nature: contact, emotion, compassion, meaning, and beauty are pathways
to nature connection. Plos. One 12:e0177186. doi: 10.1371/journal.pone.017
7186

Mayer, S. F., and Frantz, C. M. (2004). The connectedness to nature scale a
measure of individuals’ feeling in community with nature. J. Environ. Psychol.
24, 505–515. doi: 10.1016/j.jenvp.2004.10.001

McCright, A. M. (2010). The effects of gender on climate change knowledge
and concern in the American public. Popul. Environ. 32, 66–87. doi: 10.1007/
s11111-010-0113-1

Milfont, T. L., and Schultz, P. W. (2016). Culture and the natural environment.
Curr. Opin. Psychol. 8, 194–199. doi: 10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.009

Nisbet, E., Zelenski, J., and Murphy, S. (2008). The nature relatedness scale: linking
individuals’ connection with nature to environmental concern and behavior.
Environ. Behav. 41, 715–740. doi: 10.1177/0013916508318748

Olivos, P., Aragonés, J. I., and Navarro-Carrascal, O. (2013). Educación ambiental:
itinerario en la naturaleza y su relación con conectividad, preocupaciones
ambientales y conducta [Environmental education: itinerary in nature and its
relationship with connectivity, environmental concerns and behavior]. Rev. Lat.
Am. Psicol. 45, 503–513. doi: 10.14349/rlp.v45i3.1490

Otto, S., Evans, G. W., Moon, M. J., and Kaiser, F. G. (2019). The development
of children’s environmental attitude and behavior. Global. Environ. Chang.
58:101947. doi: 10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2019.101947

Otto, S., and Pensini, P. (2017). Nature-based environmental education of children:
environmental knowledge and connectedness to nature, together, are related
to ecological behaviour. Global. Environ. Chang. 47, 88–94. doi: 10.1016/j.
gloenvcha.2017.09.009

Rosa, C. D., Collado, S., Profice, C. C., and Larson, L. R. (2019). Nature-based
recreation associated with connectedness to nature and leisure satisfaction
among students in Brazil. Leisure Stud. 38, 682–691. doi: 10.1080/02614367.
2019.1620842

Rosa, C. D., Profice, C. C., and Collado, S. (2018). Nature experiences and adults’
self-reported pro-environmental behaviors: the role of connectedness to nature

and childhood nature experiences. Front. Psychol. 9:1055. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.
2018.01055

Schultz, P. W. (2001). The structure of environmental concern: concern for self,
other people, and the biosphere. J. Environ. Psychol. 21, 327–339. doi: 10.1006/
jevp.2001.0227

Schutte, N. S., and Bhullar, N. (2017). Approaching environmental sustainability:
perceptions of self-efficacy and changeability. J. Psychol. 151, 321–333. doi:
10.1080/00223980.2017.1289144

van den Berg, A. E., Wesselius, J. E., Maas, J., and Tanja-Dijkstra, K. (2017). Green
walls for a restorative classroom environment: a controlled evaluation study.
Environ. Behav. 49, 791–813. doi: 10.1177/0013916516667976

Vargas, G. (2010). “La cosmovisión de los pueblos indígenas” [The worldview of
indigenous peoples],” in Patrimonio Cultural [Cultural heritage], ed. R. Córdova
(Veracruz: Universidad Veracruzana), 105–126.

Whitburn, J., Linklater, W., and Abrahamse, W. (2019). Meta-analysis of human
connection to nature and proenvironmental behavior. Conserv. Biol. 0, 1–14.
doi: 10.1111/cobi.13381

World Trade Organization [WTO] (2014). World Trade Report. Available at: https:
//www.wto.org/English/res_e/publications_e/wtr14_e.htm (Accessed June 5,
2019).

Zelenski, J. M., Dopko, R. L., and Capaldi, C. A. (2015). Cooperation is in
our nature: nature exposure may promote cooperative and environmentally
sustainable behavior. J. Environ. Psychol. 42, 24–31. doi: 10.1016/j.jenvp.2015.
01.005

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a
potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2020 Duron-Ramos, Collado, García-Vázquez and Bello-Echeverria.
This is an open-access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons
Attribution License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums
is permitted, provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited
and that the original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted
academic practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not
comply with these terms.

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 6 March 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 514

https://doi.org/10.1080/00958964.2013.875511
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0177186
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0177186
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2004.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11111-010-0113-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11111-010-0113-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.copsyc.2015.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013916508318748
https://doi.org/10.14349/rlp.v45i3.1490
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2019.101947
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2017.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2017.09.009
https://doi.org/10.1080/02614367.2019.1620842
https://doi.org/10.1080/02614367.2019.1620842
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.01055
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.01055
https://doi.org/10.1006/jevp.2001.0227
https://doi.org/10.1006/jevp.2001.0227
https://doi.org/10.1080/00223980.2017.1289144
https://doi.org/10.1080/00223980.2017.1289144
https://doi.org/10.1177/0013916516667976
https://doi.org/10.1111/cobi.13381
https://www.wto.org/English/res_e/publications_e/wtr14_e.htm
https://www.wto.org/English/res_e/publications_e/wtr14_e.htm
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2015.01.005
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2015.01.005
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles

	The Role of Urban/Rural Environments on Mexican Children's Connection to Nature and Pro-environmental Behavior
	Introduction
	Place of Residence, Connection to Nature, and PEB
	The Present Study

	Materials and Methods
	Participants
	Measures
	Place of Residence
	Self-Reported PEB
	Connection to Nature
	Gender

	Procedure
	Data Analysis


	Results
	Discussion
	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	References


