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Abstract

This paper adopts the methods of literature, questionnaire and statistics to investigate the stu-
dents of six primary schools in Qingyuan District of Ji’an city and the football coaches in Qingyuan
District, and further analyzes the current situation and existing problems of football in the prima-
ry schools in Qingyuan district of Ji'an city. The aim is to provide some countermeasures and ref-
erences for the development of campus football activities in urban primary schools in Qingyuan
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2R, T LB AL ERE AR I R, RN AR R 0 S AN HES W 7 A £ L BRAS T R
NEIEFACE DR 2Bk “arit e E” , HESIIRET DER LR “F7 2] “58” [1], BE MBI
NITHE 2018 SEENK 1 (4 DR b R BRI XA R (A7) A (4 [ 75 > R b e BR
EL(X)REAZROAMT)) B8R, /AR b R B Rt 7 IR SRR . 7 T B X X
FIR I R BRE B A B ECNIRE, A AEAE R R SN R BRGSO AR AR LR A SRS 77 J5 DX X
PR I R BRI R BUIRBEAT AT, It — PR 4R T X 3

2. MREMBREMRGZE
2.1. IRIR

L2 17 7 S5 TR HOSAL SR ST/ BTN SRR RTSER N L A=
3 6 i IR DCIRIX /N (R0 5 25 48 ARAERR 52 120 44 ML BRF TR &, SRR N1 20 4222k
AT 5
22. HRAZE

2.2.1. ERFEREE

RN, KRR, SRR, R4k, ARSI 30 DA R R & 0T 7T 1
WICABRE, IS BURREAT TSR, DRI FU T 2l 7 JR X I X /22 el A2 RO R BRI AE ) i 52
BB AR

2.2.2. EEREX

IRAERF T TR, 58 7 2 T 3 IR DX X/ 24 el A2 BR TG Bh R AR 2 (i) ” A o 22 1l
T R DX X /N2 e R BRVE ) I R BRI A (2R 0R) 7 PRI )35 o R8I 2 145 By b 75 J X B3R
325 4y, [RIWE 1000%, AR 24 4, A R0 96%: “FAE R A SN 1 AL AR S I E R X
WX N, BEANFRENLURN 20 /N, SRR A 120 4, [EIWCEE 100%, ARk 117 4, 17
AW 97.5%.
2.2.3. Btk

XoF [T () B R AN 22 A ) AT B B, [ SPSS Geit /TR - s it A it s 5
DX XN e /R BRIZ BN T R BUARTR AL 1 — Se it sS4 .
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3. MRERE
31 FRMERREX/NFREEHKENTFROIRABERLER)

3.11. NERE R KBS HBERBE

Wi 1 FR, AT RLE H 2 TR DR DO X N A el BRI 01 (R RGBT PR i I, R AR R
W 1~2 FEXANMXE], 5 75%, 3~5 4 16.67%, 5 FELL MY 8.33%. HHUMLEILAYE— R E R A E R
DX DX /N2 JE R R BR B TAR MR, 0%, IAMARAEEE .

Table 1. Statistics of coaching years of campus football coaches (%) (N = 24)
F 1. NERERIRELZRBERG T R%) (N = 24)

PHFIR N (IN Et5il19%
1~2 4 18 75
3~5 4 4 16.67
54l L 2 8.33

312 HHERERBARKEWRIREE

U 2 Frzs s W LARE B 22 T 7 T DX X/ 27 el e R R 0 A LR BRI R RN 1 62.5%
X7 Bgp R BRER FIR A B P B o AR 2 BT B 2k 52 37.5%, RO TE JR X /N A% el
AEFRIT R RO T2, VP 22 HUM A2 I AR R bl R BRI R B, X ML T8 B 1T B 95 0 A2
BRAGR AR, AL B R BRI AR

Table 2. Whether the coach is a football graduate (%) (N = 24)
2. BEARBARKTAUENFRR%) (N = 24)

RN NEUN Lt A5/%
= 15 62.5
= 9 375

3.1.3. BGEFERAREHKRBERBE

WE NS SR, §EXIEXESPT/NESTFE T EBRE, THRERIAT] 100%, X868 TEE T
SRR . [ SR ) T U, R T R BRBOEIN T N B W, AR TR R BRI R R . &
3 NEREERES SR E IR E GO, AR T AR e 2 BRI B AR B R BT o LG R A A 2
TR, AT 20%LL NI 5 54.17%, 20%~50%(1) 41.67%, 50%LA_E & 4.17%.

Table 3. Statistics of the proportion of school football teaching in physical education (%) (N = 24)
3. FREREF LU FIRMLLESGITHR%) (N = 24)

tbE NEIN EEH1/%
20%LL 13 54.17
20%~50% 10 41.67
50%LA F 1 4.17
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3.14. BEERBESINZVNNEHUARFANBSGFIEBERAE

W 4y R 5 Frn, WEBEEHINGPIRE, B KON R b 2 BRI RAIR AR E R, A
B S R P EERBGRRIIEIARDURT AN AT I 20 57 (02 53 K 2 D9 NI N B B 2 TR D e 2 o R
g —ARAIA IR EOT . 220 57 R XE RN 3 AL ARk 53 VA TE T, WERAR & I B0m# A
WLEWAERE Z I 9 48 2R LA R R EREEUI, AT L IR DX X /N 200 A el A Bk 2 B2 ) 335 )1 7 T )
MRERERE AT AL I, ToVe R AL B ANE S I BUTE S IR I 2 AN ESR EARASER), TCHIRZESR

Table 4. Statistics of football coaches participating in training (%) (N = 24)
4. BEHESSMENNNEZRSITR®) (N =24)

FEINE NIKIN e Agl1%
E 10 41.67
B 15 62.5
ek 4 16.67
TFEIN G 2 8.33

Table 5. Statistics of football coach grade certificates held by coaches (%) (N = 24)
5. BE AR AN ERHELERAFRIEBZHITR) (N = 24)

ERAETS N/ N Ee /%
AR C 2 8.33
HE W D & 10 41.67
HIEW E R 11 45.83
EIWN Ik IEL 2 8.33
TERIED 2 8.33

NAEERHZR G T R A IS GO R T DA Y, KB BRI 2 SR AP RIS B, 36 T IBSRFT I
AEERFCEERS, AW E B S IR EREEETE, RENE S SR e BREE N 2

315 HHEREARHRRIGNERAE

i 6 B, HIRX IR /N R AR IR B & 5, SR T R e 45 1 2l
Y10 L ERDA BN LEROGITE, (7L 12.5%. KH4M /N 42 6 R BOR 2 R 4, Seep g 2-5
Wl L 83.35%, NFEAFIERTEERE NN, SERHI TS ARG, E R I R T DAL
7 BB SR P #E 0 R BR NN ST R BRE AR ACT o T4 2 5 YKLh N ZRAG R BREA, %5 5 % /2 s
e RGO, TR REEE

Table 6. Statistics of weekly football training arrangements (%) (N = 24)
% 6. BARHRRINSGHERGHER) (N = 24)

WEZRIREL NEUN e 4511%
1K 3 12.5
2~3 1% 10 41.67
4~5 % 10 41.67
5Lk 1 417
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3.2. KEETkeRM A REEHILEE

e 7 Fi, T B B TR X XOR R AR BRE S TR . BeA RS M AAEAN R AL, KRB R R
R SN 2R T T DO X ) R BRI i A A R DL b, AR e RIS B AN RE S IZ g . AR
KB B, XA LT JR IR X /2 bl R BRI kA o0, A AR e i i TR AN s
Ko

Table 7. Statistical table of school football equipment and field security (%) (N = 24)
7. SR RREMFIF R RIS R G R %) (N = 24)

ﬁyz(atm\\\\ﬁﬁ%j@ i it
7L 9 (37.5%) 7 (29.17%)
L 9 (37.5%) 14 (58.33%)
AR 6 (25%) 3 (12.5%)

33 FRMBEREREX/MEFREEKEDNTRVIRAEFER)

3.3.1. FEEEKERN T RIZEERE

e 8 fiw, Mo “ECBL TR o5 35.04%, “—f&” 5 50.43%, “ANTE” 5 14.53%. HHI/NF
AR RAEBE W BT, X R ERE AN Tl R EAE R K KA, TCH R AR R BRI AR
WA FARCEAR AT, ARFRBPARE R K EE, PAE T 2400 R B3Ris sh BRIk 2B AR K8
ZE 5T
Table 8. Statistics on the degree of understanding of football (%) (N = 117)
Fz 8. M EFKIEHA T REESITRG) (N =117)

TREFRRE X UN e fgl/%
AR T i 41 35.04
—f 59 50.43
AT R 17 14.53

33.2. ZAXM EHREMNEFEERE

%9 FiR, WRBREEIE 27 BRI 41.88%, R C—REXR” AEEH Y 43.59%, F£R AN
BOGE” 5 14.53%. X2 DL AN R OR HE IS 5 R BRISBI E E R R . IR UK
ST R ERIZ B MDA, SRR 2 BRI R S

Al

Table 9. Statistics of students’ preference for football (%) (N = 117)
F 9. FENEKRTHHEFREEGITR%) (N =117)

HUFFEE NHUN ELA511%
mE 49 41.88

— =R 51 43.59

B R 17 14.53
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3.3.3. XS5 EKEZNEIHIBAE

Wz 10 fow, FAHESNEESEIEINLEE “ oS @ik” M OGmZ a7 W24 505 i 65.81%
A1 57.26%, FF “LRIRATK” WAL 39.32%, M “FKEE” & 15.38%, Ui AExT BRI A
AR, B8 EEENNESNEAY . FITFEE S PRI R R BRES), KKBRWRE R, %
DI T WSLIERBINL, $EFH AR R BRI TR B

Table 10. Statistics of students” motivation to participate in football (%) (N = 117)
= 10. FES5EKIEHNEINGITR®%) (N = 117)

Bl TN L 511%
[EE=RICEEN 77 65.81
BRIRAE R 46 39.32
PR U 67 57.26
FEEE 18 15.38

3.34. REEKENFROFABE

e 11w, H IR IR N AR R BRI S (T R AR B IR 44.44%, “ BRI (5 32.48%,
“UIZRE” 15 8.55%, “ARIPHERTE” & 14.53%. W LLE HIT A I B PR B IRADGEIE, IIZE
AR FE R ZE ) o5 LEAN K

Table 11. Statistical table of the forms of campus football activities (%) (N = 117)
11 REEHKENFRMBERGITR®%) (N = 117)

TR NEUN e t11%
HHER 52 44.44
PRI 38 32.48
WERE 10 8.55

AT S 17 14.53

335 FXRERBEHISSEREHNERBE

e 12 s, FEB KRN 2, fERIE BN 2 5 R Bz sl i) L e 30.77%, /K
SN 5 EE 47.01%, WA & LE 22.22%. fEaT DS 2B IRARIN (0 2 S BDIRAS B, — 715
NEEEEZERIEE, KSRGS 5T R W AR AN T3 T 5 2 Bk Bt
AR B ST TR AR BRI R DA K

Table 12. The statistics of students participating in football during recess or vacation (%) (N = 117)

F* 12, FERETBYS S RKEHHERFETR%) (N =117)

T NN Ee /%
2B 36 30.77
BIRZ 55 47.01
MAZM 26 22.22
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4. R EEW

4.1. &g
1) 52 R XX N AR R BRIE B A R, H R BRI B IR ANIS 58 %, eIk R PR A
KAEERA DR

2) FIRXIR DN AR R BRI ZON R R ERE AL B D, RBE IR, hBLR A EE,
TEVE AR /N E AL el R FRIS BN IR A T B o Xt AR R B RIIR AR SR EALRE AR, P AN Sk X
NEERL T R ERIE AR A B AT IS A

3) Kl RERISENITRE IR 2 BOR AT 1 BER IR/ kel R s sh R R — KRR, BARE
Uf BRI 2R, BRDAI R Z R A L, [ERFZ AR “COAERTAAL” .

4) FH TR XINNETFE TR AL BRIBCTE, Inos 1A RER A Z (B (AR, A5/ NER S1AEAH T
PSR T IT, SRR MBS ARRN, JHRTHIN SRR R BRI BOR IR 1 508

4.2. &Y

1) TR e A2 BR A BEHERE TR ) 1), AR AR TIN5 R R T LR R, s 54t 2 41410
EAEMUINRBUR I SE A 55 1) 0 L [2] 45 BRI A2 Bk 1 55 W0 5 Vit i 5, 9 TR X AR el 2 R LR A
W W7 SR

2) AL b R ER T AL UM . N5 a2 BRI 51 3t R I AR, AEDUAT 20 g i )
HeAit b, Sl RN, AEORKEGR, AR EERI S ST RE 5 E— G,

3) HE TN AREMIF MR E AR AE , WO RIS s A, 32 BE s ik TAF
(ITF i » PR T H R A 2 26 42 B SN R AR R AT VIR, A ASA AT D L 0 B o ) R AR & AN B v 1) H A
BRI E R ERIS BN 5R 1 )5 & .

4) fERHR S WRT, KRR LA B BN R3], A« SRt 507 AR BT,
Rk “ ENEEN. WANBG . JRIEHMEET B LARNUS], S L RS 3 SR KSR KT R, RS
MRS, EEERAE, Re AL HFRIE.
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