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Abstract

This study aims to explore the relationship between the professional knowledge and ability of spe-
cial education, school administrative support, and special education teaching adjustment perceived
by ordinary school teachers. The study took 612 ordinary school teachers in Macao as the research
object, used scales to collect data on teachers’ special education professional knowledge, school
administrative support, and special education teaching adjustment, and verified the relationship
between the variables with a structural equation model. The results show that: 1) After the model
is revised, instructional design knowledge is the most important measurement index for improv-
ing special education professional knowledge, substantive support is the most important mea-
surement index for improving school administrative support, and teaching adjustment is the most
important measurement index for improving special education teaching adjustment; 2) School ad-
ministrative support can directly affect the adjustment of special education teaching, and can also
affect the adjustment of special education teaching through special education professional know-
ledge, and the explanatory power RZ? is 0.684. Finally, suggestions are given on the conclusions of
this research, as a reference for schools, and the Macao government.
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1. [E]EiES
1.1. AREE

ITAE, W TR R AR B IEAE SN, A 2012/2013 244E F 2021/2022 244F, A 52450 H M 1098
N EFH-3] 3154 N, HATEE@E SRS S AR AE RENBEG 4, Bk 516 A EFHE] 2244 A[1]. 5
WA, BRI 45 TR 2 S BUN FIRG 208 BT RI[2]. PR, 0 d A ok U
AT BRI RS TME S Ll HiE SRR BN Z R A S SR R R, AR TS
A PRI TR 4 S HE
1.2. =B

FEBBUFEE, R8N TR R AR e 5@ A — e 2 o), BN MR T IR R AE R
SEFERFEEM . %, BEWE, AREE SR EA Z R WIHIE3]. BB R A i E
HERMEL, R TEMLAR G AR AR A SRR . e, ZUMARRREZ T IR R BB B 2
L2 BRI F R, AT TN, I8 AR BN BT IR SZ R R AT BOL R 5 R L N e
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HAEARDG, P BR8] BOM (R e R A = AR Geit By sl 71[4]. W3 FoRE, FRAEHE
REAE 520 B0 R R A% - 1R 25 T S BN [5], IR AR W] RE - Je s BUM IR 20 AR 5 1iie, 285
ARG PRSI MR R R 7 10V, B4 NSEIER L LoRE, S RATBOCRE 275 RS B3 52 M BUM (1 RF
PG 2 2 n] DUE S S ZOM R B L AN RE, AR5 PRI R G 2 SRR AT
FrREREDS BB R U R BB RS, X Re g il i S M R T L RN RE JS T RE M A AT R B
YRR, MAXTRERER T HERATBOCREM G A E T A EWMAELENMES5EM. 54, X=A%E
() fe B L B FR AR AT 4 ? DAL )RR S 45 F AR IRATT B A 7 A, DA D B X = AN 2 [A]
MR RMAT RN, FRFIX = AR & i BB P AR bR, ARIEAT 745 T 224 . R IX BUR 2
W, BARERER .

B E AT BOCRE . FRCE AR . FRHEUF R 2 IR R R, RHER SRR R, JEHFR
BT X =AM E AR PR R B, MRS 2 BEa iR, HlnE sk
PEREIE. ANOVA G0 TT ki ASRef Ut 0 f;  RNAL G 1 22 A8 B3 BT R R RE 08 77 A 2 ) 74 i B O
R, WRBEMAR LARSER, REX=ABREZ RMERCR, WSBERHE RN G Tk, N
B R BT — N EE AR T 45 7 RS AL (Structural Equation Modeling) il 1E 2 1] DAfE v 5% K 5 5% 2R 1)
Jiid, X Jjad AR R TR OB R R AT M G i, TR B SRR EAL, B
SRR T BT IR IR R TR B2 B R R R —Fh gt Tk, BEaT DAL FRVE /R AR & 2 [H]
5%, XATRL T il A B i e A B (R [6] . MRAUSRT, 45Ky J7 RERE TR ] ) g B R 70 T 25 4
By, BIE AR TR SNERRZ AN RR, W THEELTESHEZEHNAR, FHe
SR AR E AL B 2 AR R R [7]. WFFEFH N, TEART RS T R R @i, B T RelE 1
FRRLT] I AR UM IR L RN RE . B RAT BOCR SR BB B MR RO R4, RN AT LR T
Fif AN AR A IR AR SR, R B R B R KM e bR, 7R304 ket isd A
WF T &5 A2 . BURFIRACR S 28 HEsh. Ik, WF K & R S5 M FERE R, 0 sz 1) e
TAVFIRE . AT B RS R R 2 (B S S5 MR BRI S Y, VRN T X = AN 2 (R A R
RER.

13. HiRBm
WHEHE TN, AHT T T FT H K2 -
1) P AR BN BCL LRI BE . SARATECR . A B I iR EE SR AR r
2) PRSI A BN Rr 0% M AN BEAE 27 AT B RR 5 R B i R TR B e A RS
3) MAWIFAE RIR AW, DAE MR TBUR AL S %5
1.4, fRRIEIRE
WRAERT T H B, A SRR FT 0 R -
1) B AR HUTHR B RIRE . SERATBOCRS R B 1 e B A2 T A ?
2) B AT K A RATBSCR, 15 BE B RS A T4 B 2 2
3) Wi AR MR SZ () E AT SRR, & 1 B a8 R B8 ML A RE S W R i T B 2
2. WRETRI
2.1. ARIR
WA LRI, ABFF LS 5T TBUNRL G 208 BIRA Sl AR BOT N R R, EFE LA
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177 NS, BT ML 19 P REG M EUTIR R 1T 744 4y W4, BT 701 M4, B H g
SPSS 24 N KGR, B RIRE AN, Bk 89 1K, )5 SEhrEl T R 45 612 4y .

22. fAIRIR

221 ERFRBUNEHFEETWHERE

BB HE A, RRELHAER 26 &, 73— REEEHGE. IRIEBTHRIRE . BUsoh-siee. )
TZEIRE . EREEMBEE DA RN b, — SR BN R R I8 HUT R A R& B MR AR S 5075
MEEENR s DRAR BT RNRE . ORI AIRE . 2 VPR AIRE . BEREE MRe /0 il 2 1R HUM A IR EE B0
et VPR IRLESMR SR BERMEA Likert B A EE TR, A E RSN t 14
KT 3, p<0001; £ANEWHRFERMMEE 0516 & 0.872 2], EXRM RFRBRLFEN 77.273%; N
BRI RoR, —AARFECNRE . BT ARE . BRI ARSI ARE . BERAE AR T
Cronbach a Z%# X/ 0.857. 0.953. 0.917. 0.938. 0.911, #&/ME3E Cronbach a %N 0.969 [8].

222 A ELEFRBTERITHXZHER

Mt AE B, BRELHEN 19 8, 75 EMAESCR . WEMESCRE . SERPMESCRE. B8PSR
VA Hdr, VSRR AR BUNERE & B8 B B 2 RS PR AN S EME SR WSS
SR EUMIRSZ B A RO IR B TR S @ SERUE SRR R UM IR Z B AR T RIS i B, B
PESCRER AR BUMAE R & 208 PO RS2 B AR 4 T IO, BRMAH Likert Tupi &R 77t BIH D
FrERSAEHE tEKRKT 3, p <0.001; A8 HRKE AR 0523 £ 0.865 2 ], &R R FERA
SEN 79.390%; P EUMERIG WoR, T EPESCHRE . R R SCRE. SR SRR M SRR Cronbach
o ZBUKICN 0.898. 0.921. 0.886. 0.960, &M Cronbach a %N 0.964 [9].

223 BRFRBUMFRBFIHERSR

Mt FE A, BRETREN 21 /8, /AR, R, Be5E. (TERESEUAE
. For, AR AT ARG AR AL IR M 2 RS, SRR, R, PR R AT
NREARERTE . B RSB IEE; ERMH Likert fui &Ry \it, WHA T R
FAH tERT 3, p <0.001; &N HRFFEMAGTELE 0.500 % 0.830 2 [i], =R RFHREEREN
74.653%; WIS o, BT, RREREE, HURPE. IFRIAEN Cronbach o REUKICHN
0.903. 0.904. 0.928. 0.908, */~& 3K Cronbach a &%(4 0.963 [10].

2.3. FIRAIE S

ARTFTC L, AHFE LAGEH B2 AMOS 24 S5 S 45 N — AN S ) 7 R, 7 iR 4 7 —
AR DA R S AR . SR RET R SR I S D AR . AT B HR . R 1 [
WF, TAFANI R )T DA PR SR 7 AR AN I B e T8 A A R . T AR LA (Maximun
Likelinood) i i 45 = Gi it 45 B, b T /e BB g v (5t AR e, 088 (R i A WL 0 0 3 T R 5 8. 0 T
Yo TRTLOIE IR RS R SRR 14 NG B, SRR R 10 G s R Bk B
bR, WBEE IS TR, MR, SRIEE0E LR IS BRI IA SR, BB BB s T
[11] [12] [13] [14]-
3. Gt R
3.1 YIREMNEENMBER

B 1. % 1. £ 2 SR 7 Ik 7 FRR R (S 54 s Aot -
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Figure 1. Primary structural equation modeling
E 1. YRGS FIEEE

Table 1. Regression coefficients of primary structural equation modeling
1. YIREHF IR E)ARE

AT AE R R EPEER R?
R N ee — FRAT B 0.462"" 0.213
REB - et e 0.602"" 0671
REBHF R — SRATECH 0.343™"
o R — ERATBOH 0.784™" 0.614
SR — FRATBOCR 0.912™" 0.832
S SR — FRATBOCR 0.830"" 0.688
B R — FRATBOE R 0.860"" 0.740
28Rl kS — LE e Gtk 0.765"" 0.585
PRI B — FEB R 0.874™" 0.764
el — REB R 0.897"" 0.805
PP — SN ek 0.846™" 0.715
— BN e — REBC LN BE 0.501"" 0.251
WA RE — RSN ae 0.891"" 0.794
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Continued
FeE TR RE — ReB kN Re 0.916™ 0.839
IV N RE — R AR 0.884™" 0.782
YRR E ffE — R AR 0.830™" 0.690
“*ft# p < 0.001.

Table 2. Test judgment of primary structural equation modeling

R 2. FIRGEM IR B A E IR

itk & SERC bR AE R 5 FAE A5 P 21
2%} T I P Fe 4
P! p>0.05 433.372 (p < 0.05) Rikbr
GFI {8 >0.90 UL F 0.898 Fikkr
RMR & <0.05 0.639 Fikbr
RMSEA {4 <0.08 0.099 Rk kR
B8 3 P P 4R B
AGFI >0.90 Lk k- 0.850 Fidkbr
NFI {& >0.90 ML I 0.934 PENN
RFI >0.90 P 0.918 PEN Y
IFI {4 >0.90 b 0.943 PEN Y
TLI >0.90 LA | 0.929 PLY 7N
CFI {8 >0.90 L\ 0.943 PEY )
i 240 S L 2
PGFI 18 >0.50 LA I 0.612 PEY 7N
PNFI 14 >0.50 L\ I 0.743 pEY7)
PCFI & >0.50 LA I 0.750 PEN7N
CN {# >200 115 Fikbr

1 o TR B E R0 M A RE R B R R [ H R 208 0.602 (p < 0.001), ik i3
K X RIRFREE AN BEXT R BBCE R B IR B H B RCR s SARAT BOCFRR R 205 ML A0 B 11 (]
H A% 0.462 (p < 0.001), X REKF, X ERFERATE R RCE LAN 58 B A 1E ) B E IR
SEAGAT I R O R B[R] ) 2808 0.343 (p < 0.001), ik SR, X BN AT EUE E R 2L
PR R HEEMBCR . R, FRATBOCR R B 2T R BB A%, tnr s
M BOT R LRI BE, SRS PR A AR . B 1L 1 BRI IR G R R 4 AT AL
P, R RN RE P DLBUE T ATRE I R R R B (b AL [ A R %L = 0.916, p < 0.001); *#RATIEL
SCRF A DA SRR 1 S s R i A (R HEAG [T U R 2 = 0.912, p < 0.001); 5 Z R % o LA 1
) I e R SR e A (B AL IR H R 8 = 0.897, p < 0.001). 2 J5#E4T LA SRR S J0 A5 K6 56 B I B P4,
AR AP g WA R R 452, IR TR E AR IE.
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3.1.1. KIEFILMIT

FEVF ST R A OE RO FE T, HEAT REUA TR E, BRI E R %8 0.156 % 0.537, WA FRiREAL
FEAFE, &R REAE 0.343 22 0.916 2 (8], &AM 0.95, B BACKREHILM IS, EEHRA
P UWER L o

3.1.2. BFEREMRERTE

F 2 ORGSR T FEA A E O RE AR I, K RRAS e FIWTRRTE, BR T AGFI [EANRERE 1 & R AL,
HANFIE. RFIE. IFI{E. TLI{E. CFIH, AR EIGEERERREMESR: Ao, B CNEDR
FFEERAN, A PGFIE. PNFI{H. PCFIE#REMS & R LG RL R AU BoR s ml g, BAR 6 MNMEE
ERC RO, R AGFIERXAN G e EATT G haE, 4 NMELNER RS, HA CNEXA S
K BT AbRE, (ERHERERBM A St e, 04 . GFI . RMR {ii. RMSEA ti%%
BN T b dE, X RN BB S SERR R o e @i, BRI KA IA B B3,
EA e 2 o i 58 A IE e S FBiedl, DR /MR R R B AL S8 TSRS Re 8 8 A 52, RIE 25 8 R R A
VLR, R TR S B AT A2 TR [11]

3.2. BREHENMEER

BRAEIE |, 58 AR, DU RS 45 30 MUE i KBRS TR IR, R —ERA
ik REsrh, R R bR K MR Z AR T MULE, B CUNET L2 B ThAe, TE45 7 PR Y
B, @A RN BRI RZE RSB E R, HH 18 AR 2228 T AR =
FEARR7E, R EE p Eigm: M@ A RN ERRRZDNIEECRE, Sl WFHH R,
I B E AT RIS T AR S . BRI ALE RCIR bR VP R AR, i R AR AR R I LU 2 1
FRASRERGIA bR, )2 5 M Bt tH 285 SR MLUILE 2 B KR T2 1E, B BB R RUE BLAE A P F 2508
oAb, AEIBIE[12]. MAKTE Y E R eI A, MRS Z, WnT L2 R 7 {E &
EW, S EHEERE, Doe AR bR 2 B 2NERC[13]. ABFAH, WK SRR 2 AR
LA 15 N1 11 el~el5), MIESRARIRZ BTN el~e13. B T 4% & e F8 200 Bir A Gu it A &
HARBEG L B bRk, HR4E Amos Output %t & /) Modification Indices #, A BLiRZ4 T e8 5 el13 (1)
M.IE R, FTUASE DAL Sk 207 e8 & e13 LA R R R, MG W45, JF HE gk irdjufh
TS BB RLE IR bR T S e, 25 R4 ER E e E0h, WA GFI AR, E15R
AEAFIT K BRI IA B bR e AR S b S KR Z R T MULE, B e9 5 e10 2 Al 7
WE LA TR R, R MHHHER. BERIMATEE TIRELT e2 5 e4 MLTRXR,
A7 % —/> RMSEA H 1k B 46505 1 e B Fa B bt o IR AT 78 28 DA JE MPE =R B IE, a3
% | GFI fi. RMSEA . AGFI fii. CN {HIA RIS il R e &b, P DU 9T DLAE A B IE 5 I 4544
TIREREAL, BT ] 2.

% 3 BN IEE BCEAE, R RN REN R H S B 1[5 U S %0y 0.548 (p < 0.001), A3
TR, R RN L0 B R B R B IE 1 B BRI AR ST B R R R A BE
51U 240 0.489 (p < 0.001), TAFE /K, X B/RFERATECCRE R L A RE A IE ) H B2
By SERAT BGRR[0 0 2 30N 0.406 (p < 0.001), IEFEZE/KT, X ERFERATBGER
PR R B I BB . B, AT BOCCRRR 8 B s W UM R 2 R, ]
DU I s M R 20 A Re, ARG AR U F R . 6] 20 % 3 BoRBIE =k E MRS M T
TR R A s 1, R0t M R R DABC2E BT E N R 11 IR IR R S A (PR AL [EA R 50 = 0919, p <
0.001); ZFRATBUSCHRRH DS 14 S 35 1) IR B R B AR (PRt A [0 9 5% = 0.882, p < 0.001); HFaiai i
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Figure 2. Structural equation modeling after revised
2. BIEERMEEHFHTERE
Table 3. Regression coefficient of structural equation modeling after revised
#* 3. BREERGHHERENETIRY
IR R EVEER R?

R LR RE - FRAT B 0.489"" 0.239
FEB R - Fe b ange 0.548"" 0650

REBE R - ERATHOCH 0.406™"
T A S - FRATBOCR 0.807"" 0.651
B R — ERATHOCR 0.839" 0.703
SRE SR — FRATBOCR 0.882"" 0.778
S-S &S — FRATHOC 0.777" 0.604
EEREAE — LE e Calk 0.766™" 0.587
[Z3ERE — LEesEaliE 0.872"" 0.761
HULR — LE e EaliE 0.902" 0.813
TR — LR s Ealik s 0.842"" 0.709
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Continued
— RSN RE — RN ae 0.493™ 0.244
AR T RE — FEBCE L FNBE 0.895™" 0.800
BT HIRE — FEBCE LSRR 0.919™ 0.844
VPRI RE — R AR 0.884™" 0.781
EREE MR — FEBCE AN RE 0.8307" 0.690
"% p<0.001.

3.2.1. BIGHILMIT

TEVPEE T PR A& R FE AT, HEAT REUNM TR €, B 258 0.157 £ 0.780, WA R ER
SHATAE, FREREAE 0,406 £ 0,919 Z 7], A=A 0.95, BoRBARAHIOMITEIER, EHHR
TR .

3.2.2. BEEREMRERTE

A WoRGER 77 FERRLE NG R AR T R, KRG DR E RN AR UE, A SR T R AGFI
f. NFI{E. RFIE. IFIfE. TLIHE. CFI{E, #Ref A G EIREZR: 54 PGFI{E. PNFI
. PCFI . CN {H#SBERSFT & fRILER B RSN ER; MiFR T 4 {4 RMREANRERS AR E R AL, 4 0
AT IERCEEERH, A GFI{A. RMSEA %5 2 TR A7 &2k, Sk b, AT 14 DUEREfabrd, A 12
TR Aads 3 2546 J7 AR Y (R IE IC P 225K, B F0 38 e Ja DARGA TEARE At 9 v B AR T[] () 2254 J7 R AR
2 B IEJG M TR AL, BRI RERC R bR kbR, RIEIE 2 &3k 3, T RLHEAT T AR AL S50
TR E AR T

Table 4. Test judgment of structural equation modeling after revised
i 4. BIEEEREMFIEEE R EFI T

GEil e A bR o5 45 R B BB AL 7
%o e B Fi
P! p>0.05 235.795 (p < 0.05) FikbR
GFI {8 >0.90 LA I 0.943 bR
RMR {8 <0.05 0.493 Kk bz
RMSEA fi <0.08 0.070 LN 7N
B EE AT R F e HL
AGFI >0.90 LA I 0.912 LN 7N
NFI {8 >0.90 LA - 0.964 $y 7
RFI & >0.90 L\ | 0.953 LN N
IFI & >0.90 L\ I 0.973 PEY N
TLIH >0.90 L\ | 0.964 $Ey N
CFI {8 >0.90 P I 0.973 PEY N
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Continued
i 240 L
PGFI 1 >0.50 LA I 0.612 PENN
PNFI & >0.50 LA I 0.729 PEN/N
PCFI 14 >0.50 P 0.736 PENN
CN & >200 202 PLY7N

3.2.3. IRBSHUEITERE

TR RBESHUR IR b, A5 — RGeS R RIRE . Fe B RGeS Iz RI6E
PERAE MRS IANZ I, — B BB U Al 0.493, R2ECA 0.244; RFEBETHANBE M) 74
HE M 0.895, R*{ 4y 0.800; # it Aer M fGit{a A 0.919, R*EN 0.844; I VFAZ AL #17h
i 0.884, R*MEA 0.781; FELLE MIAEM G Ay 0.830, R*(HE M 0.690. i HA —MRr#
KB RPE/NT 0.4 2 FAEFRAE, MR IIIRIK. oAb, & ZEMHER AR =N S5, I
THANRE(0.919) At R 2, H KK T AR FE BT A17E(0.895) . % > V% A1RE(0.884) . I & Jfe
(0.830). —MBCRFHAIRE(0.493) . BLEE R BIR, IR ESE T BUMBIRFZ LML FIRE, W20 EAK IR A &
RS R ARG IR, BEE IR RN RS N R .

TERERATBOC RS E0G 3 b, a0 TSRS Re . RS RE, SERMEscRe . A S RS 21
5 SRR S A HEA 0.807, RPEN 0.651; REME SR S itiiH i 0.839, R*{EA 0.703; SZJi
PR ST A T HE M 0.882, RPN 0.778; HBM SR G 5 HERN 0.777, R*(EHN 0.604. FikfTA
JETH RAMEHR AT 0.4 2 FRAEARIUE, fRRE 1 H0H - LA, B 45 2 T K IR 2% A7 e e LU A3 0, DASIZJof 1432 5(0.882)
NEEERZE, HIKF EHSCRR0.839), 1ML RR0.807). HEMSCRH0.777). MERER, WHf
BT BRI A THCC RS, WA BEAR K EALS M SRR TR SRR 1B SCRE . BB RN R .

TR ARSI L, A5, SR, R, #er%, (PEIEESUA 2, HE
TR A AT A N 0.766, R {E N 0.587; URFEVEH M7 fliH{i M 0.872, R*{H N 0.761; #HEIHHEK)
PG THE R 0,902, R*EA 0.813; PFEAREM S fliHE A 0.842, R*{HHN 0.709. FFifi 2 R?
EHART 0.4 2 FRARbRHE, MR R . MAL, B&Z MR R AA R LB, LB (0.902) i
FEREE, HRKF R HT0.872). PF=IH%(0.842). HEEiH%(0.766). SLaiHER, WHRERA
FOM PR LR, WIZNBEAMRR B TR SRR, PR, RS N &

3.2.4. BRSHh

gi R ETAN, R E A UM R B LN B R BB R B B H E B AR, EEAL
BN 0.548; ATBELF R AR A IE M HEBRUR, BN 0.489; “ARATBUL N
BB A A IE A B E R ROR, BEERCR N 0.406. KR 2 F1_ESR BTSRRI B0 R, 2AARAT L
SCREREIB IS RF AT D RN R0 R OB B A TR RO, RO 0.489 x 0.548 = 0.268, 1111 &L 3L
L4 0.406 + 0.268 = 0.674, fiftF% 71 R? N 0.684. Rr#L W AN BEAE A RAT U F7 SR B R 11 56 R
B A RO .

4. FEVTIL
4.1. i

AW SN, fERIREE. e8 5 e13. €9 55 e10. €2 5 e4 ML E R ARG, HF IR ZITHER2
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