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Abstract: The authors examined the overall pregame emotional characteristics of canoeists in China, probed into 

differences in various dimensions of the pregame emotional characteristics of canoeists in China, who were different 

in terms of gender, age, number of years trained, level, team cohesion and coaching manner, as well as effects of 

different pregame emotional characteristics on the sports performance of canoeists in China, and revealed the fol-

lowing findings: the overall pregame emotional characteristics of canoeists in China were good; canoeists in China, 

who had different pregame emotional characteristics, had significant differences in some dimensions; some dimen-

sions of the pregame emotional characteristics of canoeists in China could predict their sports performance. 
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T  0.251) 5.142) 0.49 -4.702)

1) P>0.05 2) P<0.01 

x

/

18 11.3 2.90 12.91 1.83 10.22 2.76 7.85 2.81 

18~25 7.25 2.20 12.26 1.88 8.05 2.13 7.63 2.26 

25 5.96 2.54 12.00 2.53 6.65 2.68 8.26 1.96 

F 24.962) 0.991) 10.022) 2.321)

1)P>0.05 2)P<0.01 
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3 10.6 1.74 7.8 2.63 4.0 1.49 7.6 2.82

3-6 8.1 2.19 9.7 2.83 5.4 1.13 6.6 1.50

6 4.7 1.81 13.8 2.05 6.3 1.57 6.8 2.01

F 47.744) 29.373) 7.692) 1.311)

1)P>0.05 2)P<0.01 3)P<0.01 4)P<0.001 

x

5.73 2.20 12.39 2.11 7.63 2.34 9.02 2.36 

 7.36 2.45 10.74 2.46 5.24 1.88 6.71 2.45 

 10.92 2.71 8.32 2.06 4.23 1.27 10.72 2.07 

F 23.301) 17.081) 17.241) 15.331)

1)P<0.01 

x

6.60 1.36  13.92 2.46 6.96 2.24  7.71 1.68 

9.76 2.28  7.73 2.06 4.52 1.02  10.09 2.43 

T -6.021) 9.881) 5.121) -4.081)

1)P<0.01 
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6.01 1.72 13.70 2.23 8.72 2.20 7.92 2.07 

10.67 2.67 6.50 1.89 5.13 1.57 10.87 2.26 

T -7.811) 13.161) 7.111) -5.151)
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