R A& FrFgaadv
112-2 = g1k HAe=s 552 3

5 ERCEEE Y )2
CRCRY R LY

1



o

=

~112-2 = %R R 3
ST R R 4
R ———— 8



R L&+ - pIRFHE
112-2 # 7 & %42 2 4

U/ B LA BT BT

AR

PRARE (AR T BB PR L/ Foak

FLB A B A

73 HIEp WP
Voo AR S E e R I

FA R ()

HoF A B AR X @ 3 ' o
\4 R F*RFL LT Times New Roman (#& =)
#h (Word) R H (TR
340l 1293
V| Edres i FWARRIVER L Aok~ %

TPy

#iE 8-20 5k ¥
;%_53_*%:}_ yoob @A g 420 MB
LR

\ AERFERY (R

o GUTHAI R IR BN - FBERSCCTHE 2 A2
o RETEFTA Z R BERE AR 2 iR i - & LR S R it (S ~ B
8%~ WA~ M) A AR S E
o A HRASER » BEELRMEA DO BB
(#6591 ; imyeee@gms. ndhu.edu.tw)



ZAIEE-RTS EREFEL
- AR/ BAR BB AR

PR A

EHRT LA AT EEGPE LA Ps AR - 0 A R AR R E R
KT ETRAE N BT S AH D B AR AT T KEFT S % EE AR RN
TREWNEPUFIME  AFARBEREL FEFFR T OARPESLZYP AR K
BFo 2 108k 2 A E e AT T HE BN - Br st - BHTHBIANKE K
Fros SRR 2 e en P em % 2 oy KE Y  GlAel@ 258 K F  (Teaching Games for
Understanding, TGfU) ~ # * 224+ ¢ & =43¢ (Teaching personal and social responsibility, TPSR) ~
FH 5 7 (Sport Education, SE) ~ 2414 %4 (Nonlinear pedagogy, NP) ~ & 4 2k 3+ 2528 ¢
;¢ (Student-designed games, SDG) & ° % it "L A By fRio KM T BT HF Ea Renfissb > 7 ¢
fe AT H BA B NEFETVRETET G e Mg poatiE 2 i HKFEOREL L UE 5
Ee T4 T REER D0 o

s PTRLI R/ B

P MRS KEZ P FE A ERgR B A EFEHEE L 2 H S
B Y B ST ¥ B P N ) g FEH
3R R G s AR %*pb¢éﬁwﬂﬁﬁi:ﬁd%ﬁ*kgﬁasw% A ey 8
st o AT E RIS R R U] R R R LT ﬁav”ﬂﬂ%*%ﬂ”1®°

WA KF PO KFAKRL TP T4 > FrRBEEd BT REFETFE A Kk
RE RS > m«éﬁw EENA T - 2§ g ﬁg';?r?ﬁ:}\ﬁpm ERINAAN R
hiEgE g ¢ % P EERFEEREOIE B FEMRL EF Y RS F

Wﬁ?iﬁﬁﬂ%%?¥$’xf?_%é ﬂmﬁﬁﬂ41ﬁwﬁﬁﬁ4iﬂ% Mg A
BAMTHELEEA 00T 3 % o

= REERE /KT

ABRFP AN IS FERNA KT TR AT RITEREEEAKE B A B g
F s O RT S ARSI RS ES ST B M SR 0 R
REHG > AT ARG DR RE G R e R RL Y RGN T AT g
& o
T2 %58 %8 % (Teaching Gamesfor Understanding, TGfU) ¢ Bunker £2 Thorpe (1982) #t
FEEEALFY FHMLE R wIMRLefEd P A T (top-down) )50 > Mg pAat H A
f & BATHS SIS ¥ < TGRU 08 % - BB 71 AONF (gameplay) B4 Bl g E
i (game appreciation) ~ %ﬁvl‘l’ (tactical awareness) ~ #iif § /& @_ (making appropriate
decisions about what to do) ~ ¥t 34 7 (skill execution) » # {é P #_% 3. (performance) (Bunker
& Thorpe, 1982) o 11 3R H 5 b » A TGIU e [t F o 07 § LB 5] Rt F 3
(¢ 7EMEBTFIERY ¢ 455E) TP FITHHRPRPERF 2 L e F 0 RF 4 4
HE R FRPEEAMEN S ATV FER O RFER TG e g2 gk
T I AHEFLEY LA F eI HELE ) & TRIL G KT eI ET D Hryr
TV NIRRT Bl B R A TR F AT K R A rde e
h R RFIEFA B F 2T N AN A AT R E el g A TR
Foraai g At > JEFRERNFEY PP F 0 EXTRERE-H > X T ﬁ%’*
BERY A TR B4 B E il E AT/ S FUEEREL . AREFRE 2E
r‘rlf/‘ 3 raaég: °

—_




F S EILIRN KE R TE Y B A ARG F ERN S 6T B PREET K
- BHEORFIE AEF AP EFR B ALAE S ﬁﬁ*m*ﬁﬁ?ﬁ%:@r
FIR O RFEEETFBS TR ﬁ%%%ﬂ%§4& BABAEF EHEAR
FHFET > LRI E o REFESIFF L RFRPET A HY DL PR
vwwﬂi?@ﬂ*%%i,L_nwiééaJ § AP Befodefe fihd R o SIEF A LT
PRI Y s m;L, FArP R EY 3222 B B4 w S A THORGF
KEFEREA T LR 06— B ABAEF EHN > 288 FF LEHG -

LL

-

~ AR/ B ARAR R A K A 4T

GO R ERE 0 AAEH ] AT A B KR g T o L AT
FOPHES G0 T HOENR RS ko SN AR WY B¢ BB R S 7 A
BADELE S FULS REPRTR  SFRES AR 3 L LS ERpEe o 7
LSRG L s BT SRR ST R 50 R e
Fiid o 7 ERRALERBNERRE -

Ba o FEd BT EE KO S AN £2HTRRNT KE RS SRR

79 Lo RRARRE Y LR RE ’%”ﬁfr} Liais g jc > etk £ EHY ff{%‘f%s—
SR B 5B R R TN  BR U B R R RS plaT e g

¥
A
e
-

‘%]
)§iﬁ%ﬁﬁ*ﬁ§ﬁ*9§$ TR R T 4

(

® Fi4i %kﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁlwmﬁ KERS  r BRES - FLIEY 4
T SN gg@ FPEY CpAFYE D F ARFE R B B
ﬁ’zﬁaﬁﬁlkmkﬁﬁﬁéﬁbiﬁﬁ’o

& Fd AP BKEF AR T LMY PR o AFEE ) EIPR -V HFEfrTES
0 AP P EREWSFEDREFE > T gL hBAECT Ko

® ihFM k?ﬂ%é@?%kmkﬁﬁb’vi#ﬁﬁﬁ#wm%ﬁ&ﬁi@ﬂ’
?ﬁ%F—%i’@%”%mﬁgﬁﬁ IR ABHRE IR o

—
1y
—
4%
|
= »
[o's
=

5 AT RS IS BB )
Fobd i F T HOR IR ok R Ps B ¢ 48T RECE IS A §
EEEY MBS EY p L E YR RS BRS P e R Aok 4 -

o
- 4%

)

g
N
= Zx
“‘t ‘ \;\4

® F4NNNETHAAMT RIS RRLUMKETRES LGRS o

C)FELRDBINTERSN AP LR NI RATHEFTR ORI ¥ 2R3 IHE
SRR

O F4 N SPLIEE A G AT O K2 e WP LR RI Y a7 B
*ﬁ%ﬂﬂ?’%wﬂﬁfp”ﬁ%mmﬁ%fm%%*h& BOERAET T T o

® FiAuHpPHpEuIaE e oBNEMWMY 5 AHEIEY &&pwﬁwiﬁﬁiﬁp
L RA S R G T %WH%P”%@’TfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁP v TR o

® RBEFIRI PEAL IR TROIPENFL BRERFENFAY 22 T EHE

By p el oW LM AER S R MR AL G N A FORAE Rl
3:",% °

[ =%]

()90%crF BR R EFAREAKESRNTHENS -

O WAFHLANEFTEAMYRIH; FA N BZEFTEFT AR IRTEIN Y KF

5




W mE AR TR Y EIREIE TR AFLSOER G MR L 2 a
RE G e RSk c B FERZE 20 LR o

(=)90%:crk B 2T KEH N chiR T 245 o

® FJkRpcnEAEREHE- MY KIS i":}””ﬁ,%i“mr‘ﬁz}%fri;;i : ;‘g’*ﬁ«}(ﬁﬁ_‘\
m%__‘!;,b'?Kflﬁ;J » 4 LII'FI‘E;\*Pi‘ I——F%(?; FigEfF T “F’fﬁ ﬁ Av\’l‘fr "L% AL W 5 e
BieRir ok i - FEWEHoR Kf—%@iﬁ’*%—ﬂ/}’f‘n%% i‘gﬁ,{ﬁ?mgﬂl{" g4
#HiFFw 5 100% -

@)%%mkﬁu LRFIORTREESFLIHEES -

1 ?iﬁ%%%ﬁpiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’@mﬁiﬁﬁgpiﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁgm,@wp;ﬁ
FRORPFLIREORRE R A A SHPERTIF Y S 2 a3k JGED %
s i E Y BRI Y ML B2 25 T e B R K o 2R B L 90%
MEFOHER SRR CFAEIRINEIREIERN SRR BBERE OBILE T SFE LR
L S g AR P S

A~ 5 uEE R

SEMNIANEYHE S ARG R Y T E S N AR5 ks BT KT
* A% HAndh ~ A2R  WT RHEHAY TR & § K
FEEFA AL G AFLRNAS S HRFTHREE EE AR LE P S N

ST AT 0 MR R T A R L AT AR AL B0 ARG T R =R RRI L

=T
EEAEA BB EITRY > TRFRAE ’fﬁ—ij’ﬁtﬁfgﬁ%m?rﬁz\ﬁ,o
1y

SN EA EHALE v (BRERELAE TRV
¥ AR

N RS

p
£

1~ AP S S RE - RFEASMFHETE A

E-D




BEENEAEER  ZRRAEREEEREEEES
EEFILUFTIRE - FEASHS=EEEFTEEIR

BN | SAIENETIEIC IS IR

HEiE TF146

Occupational socialization theory EERREEE
ERISCHNER  BREAGEEENEE Tkl
EEZTEENTE ES -

Lawson, H. A. (1986). Occupational socialization
and the design of teacher education programs.
Journal of Teaching in Physical Education, 5, 106—
116. doi:10.1123/jtpe.5.2.107

iE
%.

EADY M HEEE . [Ezms
SRENSRE

MU PRI

Pax

EAESN 2 uERAE




=N SR Y

1AL BT S B g Y AT A S
b pE 11357 18p 13pF 004 I 14 P00~
B 1 gL AR

R S B2 ow K EF

P I S *

RN E IR S E R AR & ) k) RS ¢

FEFERID IR SMBTHRTDEF > T ARP HE

‘/rémﬁj ’

FEELT E AR e B L O A

EFR ORFFFIFIRG TR cgF A o F AL B R

Rgfrwa o SRR FEFLRFEAT Y MR

® EnEmEHE
YRRETT T SET Y-

ud

F_

H %

N

e

N3

N
\\EI_
-mlt

pengsic iz T ARE Y fokcg > @ F
B 1 *ggg,{ﬁpﬁ;}p1aﬁm§afl °

Dy o
pay
’i't?
Lr\

e

F‘} #mo°

| AR T ST AR chd ¥
%04 SEHBEORTHN A BT MY DR R R

24 fa A

0 i ALBw4
%fﬁgﬁﬁiﬁ%&ﬁﬂwi%?%%ﬁ%

L L

EEHy i

B> a8 RT B AT L Ag v B3 AT 4o

AR R TR R LN N N R

)

S AT S

s SERFEPHBOVAE S RS RAT AR NERZIAT

v LF e




Tk
‘ ~
ya,
s
=
Eid
I
|5
=
=
ah
‘ ~
=
-E
J4:
34
Z
=
(5

EHHFTHRARALE
BT B HEA ) RE

BREZIHR

W 03 445 4]

k%

Sakovey & Mayer,1990) fexs
F

v

Wew N(EQ)

Goleman. 1995

3 & P

A EABEABHL S

3 Ok de
AR LNTRS - ik HE-skd
ARSI KA ANES

Bar-on. 2006)

i g

EASH 37 QRME

LANATEARRAL
IREAGARHE LA

Eh R TR R E RS Y H ]

w

BERENHE LGB F LD F

LA ULE
ENSRLEERL 0

MBS A R -
AEARKSSL ERGHN

AR LRI

© B hinpomeios At R £ A I 6 2 H 2 ) L F
(Wrightd Richards, 2021) HEEARLETHRAE - .
- 2 s 30 e

was0ss R 16

A RFUEEE L 2 5 R




At AT BN RE R § T A 3

S B PR [13#57% 18p 14004 I 15p 00 4
& gL AR

L Py

PR :

® it Rup

AHAFERMAEF AT R TRERYT 20 iREE
e B REIER R T R AR G AR R ER BT RT
FE PR o A RE L R RO B R A S BT
SEEEN R R bt i ﬁfféa‘ﬁv THETOREARE LT &

s

Foed a3 mi s BER TRELBFET OB LA R EH

=

VA BSFREFRELI ERERNY L AR EPRAM]
DA R A BRI T B R kT A A B 2 i

gl

FEARLPREP > T8 AL By A aggpd
A FREERT AT N B3 RE PR e g
AAFABEN G NRE R AL ke F A R v

+ 2 s
~ mim"% }\A o

0 i ALBw4
TENHFE A Gerbos > S AW gAep Foondk (TR
ja o TEEHBAEEFDERLSZIERABE L TR L E R
FEPLF T FEEANKERY R EHT L PRIRE A ko
LR R S heluh SR I S A A I L
BB TARI HHE RN LAHAR A S FR L EFKT Y
PR A RREL S REEFET S S

10




Present research

Qualitative research examining urban—rural
differences in TGfU implementation from a
cultural capital perspective.

Acceptance of
TGfU

Urban: quickly embraced
TGfU, enjoyed
interactive nature and
novel equipment.

Rural: resisted TGfU,
preferred their
previous PE classes,
Struggled with new
teaching strategies.

Influence: Cultural capital

Discussion

Adaptation to
Changing
Game Rules

Urban: adapted quickly to
dynamic game rules
and viewed changes
as opportunities to
enhance tactical
understanding.

Rural: showed hesitancy
and resistance,
preferred stability and
predictability.

Volleyball Skills
and Game
Performance

Urban: Rapid skill
acquisition. Preferred
learning through
gameplay.

Rural: Initially resisted
structured
approaches. Gradually
recognized TGfU’s
value.

and habitus Influence: Cultural capital
> k and adaptability
Wi YT HREH A E TEXRNFER
.

Limitations ar ¢

Limitations:
Qualitative methodology.
Narrow focus on urban-rural | 1
differentials.

Conclusion

Significant disparities in TGfU
implementation between urban and rural
schools.

Urban schools have an advantage due to
better infrastructure and cultural capital.
Educators should consider these factors to
ensure equitable PE experiences.
Emphasize the need for future research to
deepen understanding.

o O

EAR M LERE

EELES

11




