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ABSTRACT RECEIVED DATE

This article sheds light on the complex interaction between humans and the natural world, as well 2022-10-15
as the significance of Cultural Ecosystem Services (CES) in interpreting this bond. CES refers to

the non-material and immaterial benefits that nature gives to human society, including nature-based
tourism, landscape aesthetics, sense of place, cultural heritage, and spiritual inspiration. However, the
rapid social shifts have influenced both human behaviors and the human-nature relationships, while
reshaping the supply—demand relationships between CES and people. For landscape practitioners,

it is necessary to use innovative approaches to comprehend and appreciate the complex cultural

links between the natural ecosystem and our cultural attachments, and build a more sustainable
interaction via landscape practices. The authors claim that CES can act as a bridge between landscape
architecture and social shifts, offering a multidisciplinary approach to comprehending human-nature
linkages and supporting sustainable development.
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For generations, humans have been intrinsically tied to the natural a growing population have all combined to push the boundaries of
world, modifying and molding it to suit our needs and desires. our contact with nature. The pace at which these changes are taking
Nature has been a source of inspiration and peace to us, influencing place is even exceeding the ecosystems that have sustained us for
our cultures and beliefs, and creating a strong emotional attachment  so long. As we look ahead, it is becoming evident that we will need
to the natural world. However, our society’s fast evolution is to develop new approaches to understanding and appreciating
testing the very foundations of this connection. Technological the complex cultural relationships that exist between the natural
advancements, social values shifts, and the increasing demands of ecosystem and our cultural attachment, as well as to build a more
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sustainable interaction via landscape practices.

Landscape Architecture concerns not only the ecological values
of nature but also its social and cultural values. Cultural Ecosystem
Services (CES) are the intangible and non-material benefits
delivered from nature to human societies, including nature-based
tourism, landscape aesthetics, sense of place, cultural heritage, and
spiritual inspiration'!. As one pillar of Ecosystem Services (ES),
CES play significant roles in leisure activities, cognitive recovery,
and the conservation of cultural diversity and uniqueness. The
Millennium Ecosystem Assessment suggests that evaluation of CES
can reveal how the dynamics of the ecosystem impact human well-
being, facilitate understanding their interactions, and promote
sustainable development. Nowadays, ES are among the central
topics in global landscape research and has become mainstream
theories in supporting landscape planning. Chinese and the global
landscape practitioners also pay great attention to CES, especially
regarding how to understand complex human-nature relationships,
how to evaluate CES for planning, how to help communicate with
different stakeholders, and how to respond to social issues with
effective planning and design®.

Recently, China, together with the world, is undergoing
rapid changes, including urbanization, demographic changes,
changing lifestyles, and dynamic aesthetic preference. Those
changes influence both human behaviors and the human-nature
relationships. On one hand, societies nowadays have different
resident forms, travel behaviors, population distributions,
and family structure. All are influencing how we interact with
landscapes. The social dynamics reshape the supply-demand
relationships between CES and people, and enhance our concerns
on different social groups, including the elderly, children, new
citizens, and left-behind people in rural areas. On the other hand,
human behaviors are expressed in terms of landscape perception,
aesthetic preferences, fashions of nature-based recreation, and

BIM For example, the widely-use of shared bikes, social

lifestyles
media, short videos, and web celebrities’ sites also impact how we
understand landscapes and CES.

The nature of CES demonstrates that they can be the potential
bridge between landscape architecture and social changes.
Since CES are multi-disciplinary, they can better help Landscape
Architecture understand the meanings of human-nature
relationships. Their theories, methods, and tools can help support
understanding, assessing, planning, designing, and managing
landscape™™™®!. This special issue covers broad topics related to CES
and the landscape practice, ranging from theories, methods, and

others. There are research articles on topics such as predicting
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recreational potential at the regional scale within the context of
“all-for-one tourism,” the use of online comment data to assess
perceptions and evaluations of urban parks’ ecosystem cultural
services, and the role of landscape architects in early childhood
nature-based education. We also present the evolution of the theory
of ecosystem cultural services and the reasons why the introduction
of new technology and concepts can aid in its evolution. Another
case from Hawaii highlights how landscape architecture should
reconstruct the interaction between ecology and culture to
establish a self-determined, fair, and resilient future in the face of
environmental and social catastrophes.
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