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A Study of Tactical Decision-Making in Tag Rugby Games

Masayuki KOIZUMI*, Ryosuke TSUCHIDA**,
Kei KAMIJIMA*** and Takaya KITAZAWA****

In this study, deference between players’ self-evaluation and teachers’ objective evaluations of
tactical decision-making competency in Tag Rugby was discussed.

A Tag Rugby class was selected for this study. Students in a class were shared with 2 teams and
it was investigated. Students play first Tag Rugby. A team trained approach of tactics. B team
didn't train. Players were required to self-evaluate their TDC after 4 games. Teacher also
evaluated each player’s TDC.

A change in for 4 times of student TDC and a change in for 4 times of teacher TDC couldn't
admit the effect about a group. A change in for 4 times of student TDC and a change in for 4
times of teacher TDC could admit the effect about the class number of times.

It's because the contents were difficult, that the effect of the approach of tactics wasn't admitted
by A team. A team which got many scores was the team which did approach of tactics.

Key words: Tag Rugby, Tactical Decision-making Competency, Visual Analogue Scale, Tactics
approach
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