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Table 1- Cronbach's Alpha coefficients for the questionnaire.
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Table 2- Descriptive characteristics of players.

e Sl oSSk R O S R
Standard deviation Mean Maximum Minimum Variable
4.49 28.04 37 20 (L) o ye
Age (years)
4.16 10.12 21 3 JL),5 aal

Work experience (years)

Reliability -v Validity -\

14

Wity ol g S5


http://dx.doi.org/10.61882/fop.10.1.187
https://flowerjournal.ir/article-1-344-fa.html

[ Downloaded from flowerjournal.ir on 2025-12-31 ]

[ DOI: 10.61882/f0p.10.1.187 ]

YO AV O (O F) s olelS 5 S

¥ Jsa)
ez ol OS5k Sl A S8 - Y Jodr

Table 3- Frequency distribution of players based on educational level.
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Table 4- Players' perspectives on the impact of pitch grass quality on football team success.

S oS Db oS b g 3L 363 b
Not at all Very low Low Moderate High Very high
303 a4 SN a4 SN =
T T - T S S S S
Y Y Y Y Y Y
sk sl
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
b= = = < < = = < < = = = Impact of
s 5 & g & 2 & 2 2 2 2 2 |
<8 28 82 % 8Bs 8% §gF Be g DU
e s g8 g g8 E 28 g gL g g8 £ qulityon
sk s
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 120 6.0 88.0 44
Speed of play
S
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 260 13.0 74.0 37 Rotation
movement, or
turning
2345 R
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 1.0 180 9.0 78.0 39 Jumping and
landing

o) s delw
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Balance on the
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54 0L
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Players' power
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o0 ST
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Table 5- Players' perspectives on the current status of factors related to pitch grass in Khuzestan’s

stadium.
S gl $las,y Sla lae S Laad
s v D oS 5 5
Priority Mean rank Items Components
1 0113 0.509 4.840 ST e e
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o oo LS oslmer 5 i il gl
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Regular cleaning and remove of waste of the e
itch
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L s sl dly ;
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Ol i S S ple
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Managing insect control
s 2S5 5 g ol pln
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Optimal irrigation and proper drainage
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Table 6- Correlation analysis between grass-related factors and team success.
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Table 7- Regression analysis of pitch grass-related factors affecting team success.
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Abstract

Lawn plays a critical role in the preparation of sports fields, particularly in football. Despite its significance in
enhancing team performance, the influence of pitch grass quality on the success of football teams remains
underexplored. This study examined the factors associated with pitch grass that contribute to the success of football
teams in Khuzestan province. Using a survey methodology, the research focused on teams competing in the
provincial Premier League. A sample of 50 players was selected through simple random sampling, and data were
collected via a structured questionnaire. Statistical analysis was performed using SPSS software. The findings
revealed that players perceive pitch grass quality as a key determinant of performance, significantly influencing
playing speed, balance, jumping and landing efficiency, and ball-striking power. Additionally, pitch grass quality
was emphasized for its role in agility, rapid directional changes, injury prevention, and overall player mobility.
Respondents rated provincial clubs favorably in terms of general pitch grass maintenance, agronomic practices,
field appearance, and overall care. Regression analysis demonstrated that these four factors collectively account
for 31.4% of the variance in team success, with general pitch grass maintenance emerging as the most influential
factor. Based on these results, practical recommendations for pitch grass management and maintenance in football
fields are provided.

Keywords: Aesthetic quality, Field management, Football players, Turf maintenance, Turfgrass mowing.
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