
18

1.   510641 2.   510006

      

G80 K712    A    1006-7116(2014)05-0082-05 

An analysis of the evaluation of doctoral programs in kinesiology in the  
United States and an inspiration therefrom 

BIAN Yu1  LV Hong-fang2

1.School of Physical Education South China University of Technology Guangzhou 510641 China

2.School of Physical Education South China Normal University Guangzhou 510006 China) 

Abstract: The evaluation of doctoral programs in kinesiology in the United States provides stipulations and assur-

ance for the development of kinesiology doctor cultivation institutions in the United States. The authors expatiated 

on the evolution and current situation of the evaluation of doctoral programs in kinesiology in the United States, 

analyzed the index systems and evaluation results of two national evaluations of doctoral programs in kinesiology in 

the United States. The results showed the followings: the characteristics of the evaluation of doctoral programs in 

kinesiology in the United States represented by the evaluation system of the National Academy of Kinesiology 

(NAK) are objective and effective; the trend of development will be diversification and internal professionalization 

of evaluation. An inspiration therefrom is that institutions of evaluation of doctorial programs in kinesiology in 

China should be diversified, and realize the transition from summative evaluation to procedural evaluation. 
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1 2

79   1  82  1 
74  2  70   2 
65  3  68  3 
61  4  67   4 
60  5  62   5 
58  6  58  6 
58  6  58   6 
58  6  55   8 
57  9  55  8 
57  9  53   10 

T AAKPE

1  24.0 0.8 31.8 785 936 189 996 20 149 2.0 0.3 0.8 60
2 23.7 0.6 36.0 601 975 305 791 33 256 2.2 0.4 0.9 
1  18.5 0.3 20.0 590 485 161 799 29 900 1.5 0.2 0.8 50-59.99 2 12.8 0.6 27.6 529 088 331 585 28 794 1.6 0.3 0.7 
1  11.0 0.5 16.9  82 701 115 349 15 153 0.8 0.2 0.6 40–49.99 2 10.8 0.3 19.3 268 865 78 595 19 797 0.9 0.1 0.8 
1   6.6 0.2 11.2  81 575 39 286 6 503 0.1 0.0 0.4 <40 2  4.6 0.6 20.6  45 427 89 721 14 835 0.4 0.1 0.5 
1 15.5 0.4 20.0 388 968 135 805 20 078 1.2 0.2 0.67 
2 12.2 0.5 23.8 360 564 182 378 23 490 1.2 0.2 0.70 
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T GR  GRE
1  527.90 661.20 24.30 0.40 0.80 0.13 0.5 60
2  543.50 673.75 32.63 0.25 0.81 0.51 0.7 
1  505.50 633.20 16.50 0.40 0.80 0.15 0.3 50-59.99
2  501.81 644.22 19.49 0.37 0.73 0.24 0.7 
1  486.30 592.50 15.90 0.50 0.70 0.05 0.4 40–49.99
2  496.80 624.19 13.51 0.42 0.75 0.19 0.5 
1  435.40 487.60  8.10 0.70 0.80 0.03 0.5 <40
2  475.30 581.00  8.63 0.47 0.76 0.02 0.5 
1  494.30 606.30 16.70 0.50 0.80 0.10 0.5 
2  501.12 631.00 16.90 0.40 0.75 0.22 0.6 

1) [6]



86

[1] [EB/OL]. http://www. Nationala- 
cademyofkinesiology.org/waht-is-kinesiology. 
[2] .

[J]. 2009 24(4). 
[3] .

—— kinesiology [J]
2009 16(4): 12-15. 
[4] .

[J]. 2007 41(1) 69-72. 
[5] Hasbrook C A  Loy J W.  Assessment of doctoral 
programs in physical education: Reports rankings and
recommendations[J]. Quest 1983(35) 131-144. 
[6] Waneen Spirduso T Gilmour Reeve. The national 
academy of kinesiology 2010 review and evaluation of 
doctoral programs in kinesiology[J]. Quest 2011(63)
418-447. 

                      


