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315 2010 1/3
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CFI 0.98 CFI>0.98 

RMSEA 0.09 RMSEA<0.10
SRMR 0.04 SRMR<0.05 

 
Excel SPSS 17.0

 

 



 
 

 

 
169 

 
= .05  

3 10
maximum likelihood, ML

2004
0.45 Jöreskog  Sörbom,1989

0.95 2004 2005
 

1 6  

Y1 

Y4 

Y5 

Y6 

Y2 

Y3 

Y7 

Y8 

Y9 

Y10 

Y11 

Y12 

Y13 

Y14 

Y15 

0.76

 

0.93

0.95

0.93

0.93

0.88

0.69 

0.70 

0.90 

0.51 

0.53 

0.20 

0.90 

0.89 

0.87 

0.19 

0.21 

0.24 

0.84

0.93 

0.90 

0.29 

0.14 

0.19 

0.89 

0.88 

0.85 

0.88 

0.21 

0.23 

0.29 

0.23 

0.23 

0.21 

Y16 

Y17 

0.24 

0.34 

0.89 

0.87 

0.87 

0.81 

 



    102  
 

 

170 
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Evaluations and Comparisons for the volume-1 of Physical 

Education Textbooks (PETs) of senior high schools in Taiwan 

Hung-Li Pan , Jau-Da Liu  

Abstract 

The purposes of this study were to understand evaluations for the volume-1 of 
Physical Education Textbooks (PETs) of senior high schools in Taiwan, and to 
compare evaluations for each edition of PETs. The subjects were 166 physical 
educators. The research method was questionnaire, and the instrument was the scale 
for evaluation of PETs. Those data were collected and analyzed by descriptive statistic, 
such as frequency, average, standard deviation, one-way ANOVA, and structure 
equation model (SEM). The results were as in the follows: a) the evaluative scores on 
those factors for the volume-1 of PETs were good level, such as physical 
characteristics, purposes of curriculum, teaching contents, instruction, teaching 
assessment, assistant methods, and whole factor. b) Evaluative scores on those factors 
for the volume-1 of each edition, such as physical characteristics, purposes of 
curriculum, teaching contents, instruction, teaching assessment, assistant methods, 
and whole factor, were not significantly different, and those scores were good level. In 
conclusion, the evaluative scores on those factors for the volume-1 of PETs were good 
level, and those scores of each edition were not different. In addition, the PETs of 
each edition of senior high schools were assimilated. It advised that the publishers 
needed to spend more money to develop the curriculum of PETs to improve the 
quality of them. Furthermore, the government also needed to reward the publishers to 
have experiments for subject matters to enhance the quality of them. 
 
Key words: curriculum revolution, physical educators, editing, certificating, selecting 
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