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ABSTRACT  In this study, SEM model was used to investigate the difference
between mountain bikers and hikers in their sensitivity to conflicts and recreational
conflicts. Also studied was the difference between their coping behaviors after
encountering recreational conflicts. The results showed that significant differences were
found between mountain bikers and hikers in their activity types and tolerance for
lifestyle diversity, but no difference was found in their resource specificity and mode of
experience. There were also significant differences between mountain bikers and hikers
in direct/interpersonal conflicts and indirect social contact due to conflicts happening
within (intra-activity group) and between activities. No differences existed between the
two groups in their coping behaviors and preference of using emotion-focused of coping
to reduce stress. For mountain bikers, the analysis result of structural equation modeling
revealed that sensitivity to conflict could directly influence recreational conflict, and
recreational conflict could directly influence coping behavior. Moreover, recreational
conflict indirectly influenced the model. The same result was not found in mountain
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