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ABSTRACT
TE139867

This research was descriptive research. The purpose was to study and
compare the situations and expectation of coaches” Sport Science in Sports School
under The Physical Education Department with The Secondary School Department of
General Education in the Northeast. The population were 68 of coaches™ Sport
Science in Sports School and 129 of Physical Health Division Head. Data were
collected by using the situations real practice of Sports Science Scale and expectation
of Sport Science Using Scale. The reliability was calculated by using Cronbach’s
Coefficient, its values were .96 and .95 respectively. Data were analyzed by using
SPSS for Windows to calculate the Percentage, Mean, Standard Deviation. t-test. and
Pearson’s Product Moment Correlation Coefficient.

The results were as {ollows:

1. For the overall of situations of Coaches’ Sport Science using in Sorts School
under the Physical Education Department in the Northeast, they were in "Much™ level

(§= 3.40). Besides, for Sport Physiology, Sport Medicine, Sport Nutrition. and Sport
Psyvchology. they were in “Much” level as well.

2. For the overall of expectation of coaches’ Sport Science using in Sports
School under The Physical Education Department in The Northeast, it was in the
“Most” level ( X =3.35-3.64). For Sport Psychology, Sport Physiology, Sport
Nutrition, and Sport Medicine, they were in the “Most” level as well (3.62-3.68).

3. For the overall situations of coaches’ Sport Science Using in Secondary
Schools under General Education Department in The Northeast, they were in "Much™
level ( X =3.06). Besides, for Sport Medicine, Sport Psychology. Sport Physiology.
and Sport Nutrition. they were in “Much” level as well ( X =3.02-3.12).

4. For the overall of expectation of coaches™ Sport Science Using in Secondary
Schools under General Education Department in The Northeast, it was in "Much™
level ( X =3.47). For Sport Medicine, Sport Psychology. and Sport Nutrition, they
were in “Much™ level as well ( X =3.35-3.50), except for Sport Physiology which was
in the "Most™ level ( X =33.33).

5. For the overall of situations of coaches™ Science Using in Sports School
under The Physical Education Department in The Northeast, there were significant
differences at the .0001 level. For Sport Physiology, Sport Medicine. Sport
Psychology. and Sport Nutrition, there were significant differences at the .0001 level
as well.

6. For the overa}l of expectgtion of coaches’ Sport Science Using in Sports
School under The Physical Educ.:atlon Department and Secondary Schools under
General Education Departme_nt‘ in The Northeast, there was significant difference at
the .Ql level: For Sport Medicine, Sport Psychology, and Sport Nutrition, there were
mgmﬁcant differences at thp .QS, .001, and .001 level respectively. For Sport
Physiology, there was no significant difference at the .05 level.

7. For thg overall ofthe situations and expectation of coaches in Sports School
under The Physical Education Department, there was significant posttive relationship
(r=.814) at the .01 level.

8. For the overall of situations and expectation of coaches in Secondary
Schppls undgr Ger}ergl Educat.lon Department in The Northeast, there was significant
positive relationship in “Relatively High” level (r=.724) at the .01 level.





