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Abstract: Based on the perspective of policy tools, starting with the policy tool dimension and the campus football 

development element dimension, the authors carried out a quantitative analysis on campus football policy tools, and 

found that characteristics of and problems existing in Chinese campus football policy tool selection include the fol-

lowings: authoritative tools were overused, “requirements” and “instructions or guidance” were used especially of-

ten; the application of ability construction tools as well as symbolization and dissuasion tools was at a disadvantage; 

the use of motivation tools, voluntary tools and system change tools was absent. The authors put forward the fol-

lowing optimization strategies for Chinese campus football policy tool section: optimize campus football policy tool 

types and structures, flexibly exert multiple tool effectiveness; actively innovate on and use new tools, avoid au-

thoritative tool overuse; increase the intensity of usage of ability construction tools as well as symbolization and 

dissuasion tools in various policy areas; actively introduce motivation tools and voluntary tools, promote the mode 

of “government domination, multi-element participation”. 
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