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Abgtract :In basketbdl games, because of ther job and postion, pods deendng ability will dfects defending level of the whole
team. Ddending consciousness is an inportant ingredient of defending ahility. By the methods as records image andyzing etc , from
dx agects such as didrict defend ng consciousness, postion-choos ng constiousness, body-red ging consciousness, cooperative de-
fending consciousness, defending rebounds constiousness, block constiousness, this pgper anayzed the defending consciousness be-
tween Chinese and Foreign men’ s basketbdl pods that atend the 28th Olynpic games Resuts sow that , our country posts com-
pares to the foreign high levd pods, except for block constiousness, there are certan margnsin the other 5 agpects
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