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Longitudinal studies on adolescents’ enjoyment in physical education (PE) are lacking. This study 
examined students’ self-reported enjoyment and predictors of enjoyment in PE in school among 
students from age 14 to 19, using questionnaires and interviews. From the results, enjoyment in PE 
increases among girls during high school, while students that participate weekly in organized sport 
report greater enjoyment in PE than those who are not, at the age of 14; but there is no such group 
difference in high school. Furthermore, the findings from the interview analysis highlight the 
importance of greater autonomy in high school. 
 
Key words: Enjoyment, physical education, adolescents, student characteristics. 

 
 

INTRODUCTION        
 
It is widely recognized that schools may play an important 
role in nurturing adolescents‟ physical health and in 
shaping adolescents‟ well-being in physical activity 
(Dulagil et al., 2016). White (2013) pointed out that when 
adolescents enjoy school, they are more likely to perform 
better. However, several researchers have highlighted 
that little agreement exists in the research literature on 
how to best define and measure adolescents‟ well-being 
(Fraillon, 2004; Pollard and Lee, 2003; White, 2013). In 
relation to physical education (PE), a major question is 
how well the student “like” or enjoy PE, how satisfied they 
are with being a part of the PE-context – in other words, 
their general attitude toward the subject as a major 
indicator of enjoyment in PE. There exists a lack of 
longitudinal studies on adolescents‟ enjoyment in PE and 
factors that predict adolescents‟ enjoyment in PE. The 
aim of the study is to examine longitudinal changes in 
adolescents‟ enjoyment in PE, and factors that predict 
adolescents‟ enjoyment in PE. 

In Norwegian school laws, enjoyment at school is 
highlighted as an important factor to create good learning 
conditions (Helsedepartementet, 2014). The school is a 
place where youths spend most of their lives, it is 
therefore an important arena to create good physical 
health, quality of life, and to prevent drop out from school 
(Helsedirektoratet, 2015; Huebner and Gilman, 2006). 
The curriculum for PE in Norwegian schools highlights 
that the main aim of the subject is to inspire all students 
to have a physically active lifestyle, and a lifelong 
enjoyment of being physically active 
(Utdanningsdirektoratet, 2015). Research has also 
suggested that enjoyment in PE is considered necessary 
for the adoption and maintenance of an active lifestyle 
(Carlin et al., 2015; Kjønniksen et al., 2009). The link 
between participation in PE and students‟ enjoyment is 
also supported empirically by Wabakken (2010). In his 
theory of flow, Csikszentmihalyi (2008) points out that 
flow is closely related  to  enjoyment and  well-being,  and 

 

E-mail: pal.a.lagestad@nord.no, Tel:  +47 95086305, Fax:  +47 74112001. 

 

Author agree that this article remain permanently open access under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 

License 4.0 International License 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.en_US
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/deed.en_US


 
Lagestad          125 

 
 
 
that human development is strongly related to the feeling 
of enjoyment and well-being.   

Previous research has shown that, although most 
adolescents seem to thrive and seems to like PE in 
Norwegian schools (Ingebrigtsen and Sæther, 2006; 
Kjønniksen et al., 2009), there are also many 
adolescents who do not like PE (Hallum, 1984; Holm, 
2005; Säfvenbom et al., 2014; Wabakken, 2010). The 
proportions vary; approximately 60 to 90% of students 
reported to like PE and 10 to 30% reported otherwise. 
Different operationalizations of enjoyment may explain 
some of these differences. Several studies indicate that 
enjoyment in PE may decrease with age among school 
children (Flagestad, 1996; Holm, 2005; Säfvenbom et 
al., 2014), even if the decrease is minimal in two of these 
studies. In a recent study (Säfvenbom et al., 2014), 10% 
of students reported that they did not like PE in middle 
school, and 14% of the students reported that they did 
not like PE in high school. However, none of these 
studies are longitudinal; that is, they do not follow the 
level of enjoyment among the same students during 
lower secondary school and high school. A longitudinal 
study would use the same questions and reply options, 
thereby avoiding the problem of different 
operationalizations as in previous studies. To better 
understand the impact of PE, Green (2014) emphasized 
the need for more longitudinal research on adolescents.  

Ideally, PE in schools should be organized in such a 
way that all student groups would like PE; although the 
research is limited in this area. Most of these studies did 
not include multivariate analyses, or used enjoyment as 
the dependent variable. The studies showed that in 
Norwegian schools, boys reported to like PE more than 
girls (Flagestad, 1996; Flagestad and Skisland, 2002; 
Kjønniksen et al., 2009; Säfvenbom et al., 2014; 
Wabakken, 2010), although the differences were slight in 
most of these studies. Some studies also indicate that 
students who are involved in organized sports will most 
likely enjoy PE better than students who do not 
participate in such organized sports (Biddle et al., 2011; 
Flagestad, 1996; Flagestad and Skisland, 2002; Larsson 
and Redelius, 2008; Säfvenbom et al., 2014). This 
finding is not surprising, since PE is often perceived as a 
subject for participation in organized sports activities 
(Kirk, 2005; Moen, 2011). With such a starting point, 
participation in unorganized physical activity may not 
predict enjoyment in PE. It is also reasonable to assume 
that students with high level of physical fitness and high 
activity level may thrive better in PE than students with 
low level of physical fitness, as suggested by Bjerke et 
al. (2016). Latty et al. (2007) found significant associations 
between overweight and depression; adolescents who 
are not overweight may thrive better in PE than students 
who are overweight.  

Previous research suggests that listening to students‟ 
wishes and interests is an important aspect of  achieving 

high levels of enjoyment in PE (Holstad, 2012; 
Markussen et al., 2008; Myrlund, 2008; Tenvig, 2013; 
Træland, 2012). Several studies point to the self-
determination theory of Deci and Ryan (2000) as 
important for creating enjoyment in PE (Bagøien et al., 
2010; Ciyin and Erturan-Ilker, 2014; Erturan-Ilker, 2014; 
Holstad, 2012; Jang et al., 2010; Koka, 2014; Mouratidis 
et al., 2008; Standage et al., 2012). Deci and Ryan 
(2000) pointed to three basic needs in all humans: 
autonomy, relatedness, and competence. These factors 
are essential for optimal motivation, integration, 
wellness, and enjoyment, and they lead to intrinsic 
motivation.  
 
  
Research question 
 
The research question of the study is two-folded: What 
are the longitudinal changes in adolescents‟ enjoyment 
in PE from the age of 14 to the age of 19, and which 
factors predict adolescents‟ enjoyment in PE? Regarding 
the research question, these factors are limited to 
available data like gender, participation in organized 
sports and unorganized physical activity, weekly physical 
activity level, physical fitness (VO2peak (mL∙kg-1∙min-1) 
which are considered as the best indicator according to 
Åstrand and Rodahl (2003)), and overweightedness. In 
addition, this study will include interview data from 
students in an attempt to explain differences in the 
enjoyment in PE.  

 
 
METHODOLOGY 

 
Design 

 
The quantitative data were from a larger research project that 
included a group of randomly selected students (N = 116) and 
measurements of enjoyment in PE, VO2peak, physical activity 
level, participation in unorganized physical activity and organized 
sport, height, and weight. The students were tested at six time 
points - at the end of each school year from eighth grade to the 
third year of high school. Interview data from 26 students were 
also included. The triangulation approach was used to identify 
factors that could explain any differences in the enjoyment of PE, 
between lower secondary school and high school. 

 
 
Subjects 

 
The quantitative data were based on 116 eighth-grade students in 
six randomly selected classes (three teams with two classes each) 
in two lower secondary schools in a town in the middle of Norway 
(age = 14 ± 0.5 years, weight = 54.2 ± 10.9 kg, height = 1.63 ± 
0.08 m). The distribution of boys and girls was relatively equal in 
the sample (61 boys and 55 girls), as well as the distribution of 
urban and rural students. The numbers of students with valid test 
data during the data collection were 105 students in eighth grade, 
103  students  in  ninth  grade,  106  students  in   10th   grade,  79  
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students in first year of high school, 65 students in second year of 
high school, and 88 students in third (and last) year of high school. 
Students dropped out of the study for various reasons - illness, 
injury, pregnancy, and relocation - thereby explaining the presence 
of invalid data.  

Complete measurements for all six test years were obtained 
from only 41 students. To achieve a necessary response rate of 
over 50% (Johannessen et al., 2010), students who had valid 
measurements at three time points were included – the end of 
eighth grade, 10th grade, and third year of high school. With such 
a strategy, the changes in enjoyment were examined with 
measures at the first year of lower secondary school (14 years 
old), at the end of lower secondary school/start of high school (16 
years old), and at the end of high school (19 years old). Valid data 
for these three measurement time points were obtained from 68 
students, yielding a response rate of 59%. However, to elucidate 
whether enjoyment in PE varied in relation to the students‟ gender, 
VO2peak, sport participation, participation in unorganized activity, 
activity level, and overweightedness, students with valid 
questionnaire data and oxygen uptake data were selected for each 
of the three measurement time points so as to achieve a higher 
number of respondents (eighth grade: N = 105 students, 57 boys 
and 48 girls; 10th grade: 103 students, 56 boys and 47 girls; third 
year of high school: N = 88 students, 42 boys and 46 girls). 

Of the 68 students with valid data for the three measurement 
time points, 26 students at the end of their second year of high 
school (17 years old) were selected via stratified sampling for 
inclusion in the interview study. Thirteen students (seven girls and 
six boys) had low levels of physical fitness (42.6 ml∙kg-1∙min-1, SD 
= 8.5), and 13 students (seven boys and six girls) had high levels 
of physical fitness (56.4 ml∙kg-1∙min-1, SD = 7.9). 
 
 
Procedures  
 
Questionnaire responses and measurements of physical fitness 
(VO2peak), height, and weight were obtained from each subject at 
the same time. Data collections occurred during a two-month 
period (April to May) in 8th grade, 9th grade, 10th grade, 1st year 
of high school, 2nd year of high school, and 3rd year of high 
school. All tests and measurements were performed in the same 
room, with the same test procedures, with the same test 
equipment, and with the same test leader at all six measurement 
time points.  
 
The height of the subjects was measured to the nearest 0.5 cm 
with a measuring tape that was permanently connected to the wall. 
The subjects did not wear shoes when their height and weight 
were measured. The weight of the subjects was measured with a 
digital scale (seca, City, Country) accurate to 0.1 kg. The subjects‟ 
body mass index (BMI) values were calculated according to 
international standards (Cole et al., 2000), and the cutoff for 
overweightness was set according to Cole et al. (2000). 

Oxygen uptake measurements were carried out on a treadmill 
(Woodway S5; Woodway, Waukesha, WI, USA). The number of 
individuals in the test lab was limited to two individuals (the test 
leader and one student) so as to keep the oxygen level in the air 
stable and to avoid disturbances of the tests. Before testing, the 
students were given information about the test conditions. They 
were advised to avoid strenuous exercise the day before testing 
and to eat 2 to 3 h before testing. The students were also informed 
that they could participate in PE before testing but that only light 
activity was permitted. The test outfits consisted of running shoes, 
shorts or training pants, and a T-shirt or jumper. Oxygen uptake 
was measured with Oxycon Pro (Erich Jaeger GmbH, Hoechberg, 
Germany).  An   incline  of   10.5%   was   used   on    the  treadmill  

 
 
 
 
according to the test procedures. Girls who did not train or were 
obese started with a speed of 4 km/h, those who trained one to 
two times a week started with a speed of 5 km/h, and those who 
trained three to four times a week started with a speed of 6 km/h. 
For boys, the same categories were used but at a 1 km/h higher 
speed. The speed on the treadmill was increased by 1 km/h every 
minute - except sometimes at the end of the test when the speed 
was sometimes increased by only 0.5 km/h. The criterion for the 
maximal oxygen uptake was a flattening/decrease of the O2 curve 
with increasing speed (respiratory exchange ratio [RER] > 1.00). 
The average of the two highest consecutive measurements was 
recorded as the maximum oxygen uptake. The test had a duration 
time of 5 to 6 min. 

At the end of the test protocol, the students answered a 
questionnaire that was designed to examine their enjoyment in PE 
on a 4-point scale. The adolescents were asked the following 
question: “How would you rate your enjoyment in physical 
education?” The response options were “very good,” “good,” 
“poor,” and “very poor.” The following question about physical 
activity level was also included: “How many days a week are you 
physically active that you become sweaty or out of breath?” The 
response options were “never,” “one day a week,” “two to three 
days a week,” “four to five days a week,” and “six to seven days a 
week.” In addition, the following questions about participation in 
organized sports and unorganized physical activities/sports were 
included: “How often do you participate in organized sport?” “How 
often do you participate in unorganized physical activity?” The 
response options for both of these questions were “never,” “rarely,” 
“one to three days a month,” “one day a week,” “two to three days 
a week,” “four to six days a week,” and “every day.”  

Each informant was interviewed once in an individual interview 
at a place chosen by the student. In general, the duration of each 
interview was between 45 and 60 min. All the students were asked 
open-ended questions about their experiences with PE, particularly 
in high school but also in lower secondary school. Follow-up 
questions were asked in relation to the students‟ responses. At the 
end of the interview, each student was asked the following three 
questions: “Is there anything you feel different in physical 
education between lower and upper secondary school?” “In what 
way?” “What does this mean to you?” The answers to these three 
questions were especially important in the analysis, in relation to 
self-determination theory. Other data related to the students‟ 
descriptions of PE in lower and upper secondary school were also 
included in the analysis.  
 
 
Statistical and qualitative analysis   
 
Quantitative analysis  
 
Because the data did not fulfill the assumption of the parametric 
test, a nonparametric test (Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test) was 
conducted to examine whether the students‟ enjoyment in PE 
changed during the three measurement time points, with 
Bonferroni corrections. The following variables were transformed 
into dummy variables for logistic regression analyses: enjoyment in 
PE (did not like it very much/like it very much), overweightness 
(not overweight/overweight), physical activity level (less than four 
days a week/four days a week or more), participation in organized 
sports (no weekly participation/weekly participation), and 
participation in unorganized physical activity (no weekly 
participation/weekly participation). The Spearman rank correlation 
was used to identify bivariate associations between the enjoyment 
in PE, and the independent variables as a criterion for inclusion in 
logistic regression and to identify the multicollinearity between the 
independent   variables.   Furthermore,   logistic    regression   was  



 

 

 
 
 
 
performed to calculate odds ratios (ORs) with 95% confidence 
intervals (CIs) for the enjoyment in PE at the three measurement 
time points (8th grade, 10th grade, and 3rd year of high school) as 
the outcome variables. The data fulfilled the assumptions for 
logistic regression analysis, according to Peduzzi et al. (1996). The 
independent variables (gender, VO2peak, participation in 
organized sport, participation in unorganized physical activity, 
physical activity level, and overweightness) that showed bivariate 
associations with the enjoyment in PE at the three measurement 
time points, were included in the logistic regression analysis 
(Johannessen, 2009). Finally, the Chi-Square test was used to 
examine the association in the enjoyment in PE, between the 68 
students with valid data for the three measurement time points, 
and the 37 students that only had valid data for eighth grade. 
Statistical significance was set at p ≤ 0.05. SPSS version 22 was 
used to perform the analyses. Statistical analysis was performed 
with SPSS statistical software version 24 (IBM SPSS, Chicago, IL, 
USA). 
 
 
Qualitative analysis  
 
The interviews were transcribed and analyzed in QSR NVivo 10, a 
software analysis program that helps structure analytical findings 
(Klemp, 2012). The interviews were analyzed based on analysis of 
meaning, as described by Johannessen et al. (2010). This process 
entailed giving codes to the students‟ statements and then 
classifying them into categories. The data were sorted according to 
these categories so as to uncover patterns, similarities, 
relationships, or differences between the statements.  
 
 
Ethical considerations 
 
The subjects were fully informed about the protocol before 
participating in this study. Approval to use the data and conduct 
the study was given by the Norwegian Social Science Data 
Services (NSD) and the Norwegian Regional Committees for 
Medical and Health Research Ethics. 
 
 
RESULTS 
 
The development of enjoyment in PE 
 

The analyses of the results in Table 1 show no 
significant differences in enjoyment in PE from eighth 
grade to 10th grade (Z = −0.73, p = 0.465) or from 8th 
grade to 3rd year of high school (Z = −1.57, p = 0.117). 
However, students reported that they liked PE more in 
their third year of high school, than while in 10th grade 
(Z = −2.35, p = 0.019); but the significant values were at 
a borderline level. Analysis shows that this change 
occurred only among girls (Z = −2.31, p = 0.021) and not 
boys (Z = −1.07, p = 0.285).  

An important question is, „Are there associations in 
enjoyment in PE between the 68 students with valid 
measurements for the three measurement time points 

(Table 1) and the 37 students with valid data in eighth 

grade but not in 10th grade and 3rd year in high school?‟ 
In other words, is  the dropout rate random? Statistical 
analyses show no association in enjoyment in PE  in  8th  

Lagestad          127 
 
 
 
grade between the 68 students and the 37 students who 
were measured in 8th grade, but who dropped out 
subsequently (χ2 = 3.75, p = 0.153). 
 
 
Predictors of enjoyment in PE  
 
Table 2 shows the baseline characteristics of the 
participants included in the Spearman analyses and the 
logistic regression analyses. The characteristics were 
included on the basis of theoretical and previous 
empirical findings, as discussed in the introduction.   

Table 3 shows that five of the six independent 
variables have bivariate associations with enjoyment in 
PE in eighth grade. Further descriptive analyses of these 
variables show that whereas 66.7% of boys reported that 
they liked PE very much in eighth grade, 45.8% of girls 
reported that they liked PE very much for the same time 
point. The analyses also reveal that 72.7% of those who 
participated in organized sport reported that they liked 
PE very much, but only 14.8% of those who did not 
participate in organized sport reported such an 
experience. Whereas 76.9% of those who were 
physically active four days a week or more reported that 
they liked PE very much, 45.5% of those with a lower 
activity level reported such an experience. The eighth 
grade students who reported that they liked PE very 
much had a higher VO2peak (M = 51, SD = 7) than 
those who did not report that they liked PE very much (M 
= 45.4, SD = 9). Finally, whereas 30.8% of those who 
were overweight reported that they liked PE very much, 
60.9% of those who were not overweight reported that 
they liked PE very much.    

Four of the six independent variables show bivariate 
associations with enjoyment in PE in 10th grade. Further 
descriptive analyses of these variables show that 65.5% 
of boys reported very good enjoyment in PE, but only 
39.6% of girls reported very good enjoyment in PE. The 
analyses also reveal that whereas 64.1% of those who 
participated in organized sport reported that they 
enjoyed PE very much, 41% of those who did not 
participate in organized sport reported such an 
enjoyment in PE. In addition, differences with respect to 
physical activity level were detected, with 68.9% of those 
who were physically active four days a week or more 
reporting very good enjoyment in PE, but only 42.6% of 
those with a lower activity level reporting very good 
enjoyment in PE. The 10th grade students who reported 
they liked PE very good had a higher VO2peak (M = 
52.1, SD = 7.7) than those who did not report that they 
like PE very good (M = 45.1, SD = 9.6). 

Finally, only VO2peak showed bivariate associations 
with enjoyment in PE in third year of high school. Further 
descriptive analyses show that students who reported 
very good enjoyment in PE in third year of high school, 
had a  higher  VO2peak  (M = 46.7, SD = 8.5) than those  
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Table 1. Reported enjoyment in PE among boys and girls in eighth grade, 10th grade, and third year of high school. 
 

Parameter Very poor (%) Poor (%) Good (%) Very good (%) N 

Boys, eighth
 
grade   25.7 74.3 33 

Girls, eighth grade  3 48.5 48.5 35 

Boys, 10th
 
grade   34.3 65.7 33 

Girls, 10th grade  9.1 51.5 39.4 35 

Boys, third year of high school   22.9 77.1 33 

Girls, third year of high school  6.1 33.3 60.6 35 

 
 
 

Table 2. Baseline characteristics of the participants included in the Spearman analyses and the logistic regression 
analyses.  
 

Parameter 
Eighth grade 

(n = 105) 

10th grade 

(n = 103) 

Third year of high school 

(n = 88) 

Enjoyment in PE    

Not very good, % 43.3 46.7 30.3 

Very good, % 56.7 53.3 69.7 

    

Gender    

Girls, % 46.2 44.8 52.3 

Boys, % 53.8 55.2 47.7 

    

Participation in organized sport     

<Weekly, % 26.2 38.2 60 

Weekly, %  73.8 61.8 40 

    

Participation in unorganized physical activity    

<Weekly, % 22.5 31.4 33.3 

Weekly, % 77.5 68.6 66.7 

    

Physical activity level    

<4 days a week, % 63.5 57.1 54.7 

≥4 days a week, %  36.5 42.9 45.3 

VO2peak, M (SD) 48.7 (8.3) 49 (9.3) 45.7 (8.6) 

    

Overweightedness    

Not overweight, % 88.5 79.8 76.1 

Overweight, % 11.5 20.2 23.9 

 
 
 
who did not report very good enjoyment in PE (M = 42.9, 
SD = 8.6). There was no multicollinearity between the 
independent variables at each of the three measurement 
time points. Only the independent variables that showed 
bivariate associations with the dependent variable 
enjoyment in PE, at each of the three measurement time 
points (Table 3) were included in the logistic regression 
analyses (Tables 4 to 6). 

The logistic  regression  analyses  in Table 4 show that  

four of the five independent variables associated with 
enjoyment in PE in eighth grade (Table 3) did not predict 
enjoyment in PE, when the effects of each of the other 
variables were controlled for. Only students‟ weekly 
participation in organized sport predicted enjoyment in 
PE. The ORs in Table 4 show that the odds of reporting 
very good enjoyment in PE in eighth grade are nearly 12 
times greater for weekly participation in organized sport 
than  for  no  weekly  participation  in  organized  sport. 
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Table 3. Spearman analyses of correlations between enjoyment in PE (not very good/very good) and possible predictors of enjoyment in 
PE.  
 

Possible predictors of enjoyment in PE 
Enjoyment PE eighth  

grade
a
  (n = 105) 

Enjoyment PE 10th  

grade
b
 (n = 103) 

Enjoyment PE Third year high 
school

c 
(n = 88) 

Gender 0.210* 0.259** 0.166 

Participation in organized sport 0.514** 0.225* 0.129 

Participation in unorganized physical 
activity 

0.055 0.157 0.087 

Physical activity level 0.307** 0.260** −0.006 

VO2peak 0.268** 0.372** 0.238* 

Overweightedness −0.200* −0.067 −0.059 
 
a
Correlated against the independent variables (predictors) at the same measurement time point in eighth grade. 

b
Correlated against the independent variables (predictors) at the same measurement time point in 10th grade. 

c
Correlated against the independent variables (predictors) at the same measurement time point in third year of high school. *p < 0.05.; **p < 0.01. 

 
 
 

Table 4. Factors associated with enjoyment in PE, eighth grade. 
 

Very good enjoyment, eighth grade 

Possible predictors of enjoyment
a
 OR 95% CI P value 

Boys
 
 1.96 0.59, 6.50 0.271 

Weekly participation in organized sport
 
 11.90 3.36, 42.06 0.000 

Physically active ≥4 days a week  1.90 0.65, 5.57 0.245 

VO2peak
 
 1.03 0.95, 1.13 0.125 

Overweightedness
 
 0.69 0.13, 3.75 0.663 

 
a
Measured in eighth grade. 

 
 
 

Table 5. Factors associated with enjoyment in PE, 10th grade. 
 

Very good enjoyment, 10th grade 

Possible predictors of enjoyment
a
 OR 95% CI P value 

Boys
 
 1.88 0.55, 6.38 0.312 

Weekly participation in organized sport
 
 1.34 0.46, 3.94 0.593 

Physically active ≥4 days a week  1.89 0.59, 6.02 0.281 

VO2peak 1.06 0.97, 1.14 0.193 
 
a
Measured in 10th grade. 

 
 
 

Table 6. Factors associated with enjoyment in PE, third year of high school. 
 

Very good enjoyment, third year of high school 

Possible predictor of enjoyment
a
 OR 95% CI P value 

VO2peak 1.06 0.99, 1.13 0.083 
 
a
Measured in third year of high school. 

 
 
 

The logistic regression analyses in Table 5 show that 
none of the four independent variables that showed 
bivariate associations with enjoyment in PE in 10th grade, 

had no effect on enjoyment in PE, when the effects of 
each of the other variables were controlled for. The 
logistic regression analyses presented  in  Table  6 show 
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that VO2peak had no effect on enjoyment in PE in third 
year of high school. 
 
 
Interview results 
 
The results from the interview analyses showed that 
approximately two thirds of the students stated that PE 
was organized differently in high school than in lower 
secondary school. Most of the students in high school 
noted the following differences: fewer students in PE 
class in high school, students‟ increased influence on the 
selection of activities in high school, and more variation 
in PE activities in high school. Most of these students 
appreciated the changes and reported that this way of 
organizing PE generated more satisfaction, and more 
enjoyment in PE among students. Some students, as 
Vida, also pointed out that they received more feedback 
from their PE teacher in high school than they had in 
lower secondary school: 
 

“In lower secondary school, there was less feedback 
[than in high school] on what you could do better. I feel 
that in high school . . . you decide more what you like to 
do [in PE] – that is, it was a little stricter in lower 
secondary school. . . . Because we receive more 
feedback in high school, I think I have more 
opportunities to develop myself” (Vida). 
 

Furthermore, Vida attributed her increased motivation to 
engage in physical activity in high school to the different 
organization of PE. When Vida was asked about what 
she meant that PE was “stricter” in lower secondary 
school, she stated the following:  
 

“Now in high school, we have been given more 
involvement in terms of what activities we should do. In 
lower secondary school, I feel that there were less 
adaptation and customization according to the students‟ 
wishes”. 
 

Øystein, another interviewee, stated that “in lower 
secondary school, we always played soccer or handball” 
and claimed that there were fewer opportunities for 
codetermination in lower secondary school than in high 
school. Two other students, Oleander and Owe, 
provided similar statements, pointing out that there was 
less variation in activities in lower secondary school than 
in high school (for example, much more soccer in lower 
secondary school than in high school). Paal is a typical 
example of an interviewee who reported to like PE better 
in high school than in lower secondary school. When 
Paal was asked whether he felt there were any 
differences in PE between lower and upper secondary 
school, he answered as follows:  
 

“Yes, totally different in  high  school. In high  school,  it‟s  

 
 
 
 
actually so much better than in lower secondary school. 
In middle school, there were 46 students in the class, 
and we did the same [activities] in every physical 
education lesson . . . only soccer, running, and ball 
games. It affected my motivation for physical education 
negatively. I did not really enjoy physical education at all 
in lower secondary school. My motivation for physical 
education is much better now in high school”. 
 
Marlene, another interviewee, also highlighted that her 
enjoyment in PE was higher in high school than in lower 
secondary school, because there were fewer students in 
the PE lessons, which allowed more contact and 
dialogue with the PE teacher.  

Most of the students reported that greater autonomy in 
PE in high school increased their enjoyment in PE.  

However, some students reported the opposite effect; 
that is, this strategy decreased their enjoyment in PE. 
They explained that greater autonomy in high school 
coincided with a reduction in the intensity level of the PE 
lessons, which they viewed as a negative.  
 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
Development of enjoyment in PE during lower 
secondary school and high school 
 
The first main finding is that, in general, the adolescents 
reported that they enjoyed PE very good and good 
during all time at school. This finding is supported by 
several previous research studies (Bjerke et al., 2016; 
Ingebrigtsen and Sæther, 2006; Kjønniksen et al., 2009). 
Secondly, another main finding is that the reported 
enjoyment in PE increases from the end of lower 
secondary school to the third year of high school among 
girls. The results of the present study indicate that the 
positive change of enjoyment in PE among girls is 
preferable in relation to fulfilling the aim of PE in 
Norwegian schools: to inspire all students to have a 
physically active lifestyle and a lifelong enjoyment of 
being physically active (Utdanningsdirektoratet, 2015). 
The increase in girls‟ enjoyment in PE is especially 
positive because other studies have reported that girls 
find PE to be more problematic than boys (Flagestad, 
1996; Flagestad and Skisland, 2002; Kjønniksen et al., 
2009; Säfvenbom et al., 2014; Wabakken, 2010). The 
interview analyses support the positive change of 
enjoyment in PE among girls, and indicate that this 
finding could have something to do with the way PE is 
organized. Approximately two thirds of the students 
stated that PE was organized differently in high school 
than in lower secondary school. Most of the students 
reported that there were fewer students in PE class in 
high school, that they had greater influence on the 
selection  of   activities   in   high  school,  and  that  they  



 

 

 
 
 
 
experienced more variation in PE activities in high 
school. Several of the students appreciated these 
changes and reported that this organization of PE 
generated more satisfaction and greater enjoyment. This 
finding is in line with self-determination theory (Deci and 
Ryan, 2000), where autonomy is highlighted as a basic 
need in all humans and is essential for optimal 
motivation, integration, wellness, and well-being. An 
autonomy-related organization of PE increases the 
intrinsic motivation for doing activities in PE because it is 
stimulates interest and provides its own reward by 
satisfying individuals‟ basic needs for autonomy, 
competence, and relatedness. The theory has been 
supported empirically by many PE related studies 
(Bagøien et al., 2010; Ciyin and Erturan-Ilker, 2014; 
Erturan-Ilker, 2014; Koka, 2014; Mouratidis et al., 2008; 
Standage et al., 2012). The interview results of the 
present study indicate that PE, as it is currently 
organized, seems to create better conditions for 
autonomy in high school than in lower secondary school.  
During the interview, some students also pointed out that 
they received more feedback from their PE teacher in 
high school than in lower secondary school. Deci and 
Ryan (2000) claimed that positive feedback increases 
intrinsic motivation because humans have a fundamental 
psychological need to be competent. Furthermore, 
feedback has been shown to be particularly important for 
learning in school (Hattie and Goveia, 2013; Zeng et al., 
2009).  
 
 
Factors that predict very good enjoyment in PE 
 
The third main finding is that multivariate analyses show 
that weekly participation in organized sports was the 
only variable that predicted enjoyment in PE – but only in 
eighth grade (Tables 4 to 6). Nearly 73% of those who 
participated weekly in organized sport reported very 
good enjoyment in PE, whereas only 15% of those who 
did not participate weekly in organized sport reported 
very good enjoyment in PE in eighth grade. For students 
in 10th grade and in third year of high school, no such 
significant relationships were detected. The group 
differences in eighth grade are supported by previous 
research (Biddle et al., 2011; Flagestad, 1996; Flagestad 
and Skisland, 2002; Larsson and Redelius, 2008; 
Säfvenbom et al., 2014). However, the results of the 
present study provide accurate and concrete evidence of 
the impact that sport participation has on enjoyment in 
PE, by showing that the odds of students reporting very 
good enjoyment in PE in eighth grade are nearly 12 
times greater when students participate weekly in 
organized sport compared with no weekly participation in 
organized sport. These results support the findings of 
previous research studies in which PE is perceived as a 
subject of organized sports activities (Kirk,  2005;  Moen,  
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2011). As the authors of these studies, this perception is 
also found to be problematic. The lack of an association 
between participation in unorganized physical activity 
and enjoyment in PE (Table 3), underpins this 
reasoning. To achieve lifelong motivation for physical 
activity among all students, PE must offer activities other 
than sports activities.  

As seen in Tables 4 to 6, gender, VO2peak, over-
weightedness and physical activity level were not 
predictors of enjoyment in PE, when the effects of the 
other possible predictors were controlled for. The 
absence of such group differences in enjoyment among 
others are surprising, in a positive way, especially 
because previous research indicate such differences 
(Biddle et al., 2011; Bjerke et al., 2016; Flagestad, 1996; 
Flagestad and Skisland, 2002; Kjønniksen et al., 2009; 
Larsson and Redelius, 2008; Latty et al., 2007; Little et 
al,, 2016; Säfvenbom et al., 2014; Wabakken, 2010). As 
earlier pointed out, the fostering of an autonomy 
supportive environment by PE teachers in high school 
may help explain the lack of group differences at high 
school. 
 
 
Limitations of the study 
 
The study discusses students‟ outlook towards physical 
education, and some critical analyses is necessary with 
such a design. Such a design does not measure the 
quality of the PE, but the subjective experiences of the 
students. Another limitation of this study is that 
enjoyment in PE is measured with only question, not 
several questions. Asking more questions would promote 
a wider measure of enjoyment, as a phenomenon. 
However, it is argued that answering the general 
question “How would you rate your enjoyment in physical 
education?” is the major and most important question 
that seek to find the adolescents general attitude toward 
the subject – a question that is of great importance to 
inspire all students to have a physically active lifestyle 
and a lifelong enjoyment of being physically active 
(Utdanningsdirektoratet, 2015).  

The interview data included only three questions about 
differences between lower secondary school and high 
school, but other data gathered during the 45 to 60 min 
interviews with the 26 students about their experiences 
in PE in lower secondary school and high school, were 
also included in the analysis. Nonetheless, asking more 
questions in relation to self-determination theory would 
have been preferable so as to promote a deeper 
understanding of the differences between PE in lower 
secondary school and high school. 

An important question regarding the development of 
enjoyment is whether the dropout rate of students from 
the present study was random. Statistical analyses show 
no   association  in  enjoyment   in   PE   between  the 68  
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subjects included in the analysis in Table 1 and the 37 
students who dropped out. In other words, the dropout 
rate seems to be random and therefore is not 
problematic.  
 
 
Conclusion 
 
The results show that enjoyment in PE increases among 
girls during high school. While students that participate 
weekly in organized sport report greater enjoyment in PE 
than those who did not at the age of 14, no such group 
difference appears at high school. The finding that the 
odds of reporting very good enjoyment in PE in eighth 
grade were nearly 12 times greater for students who 
participated in weekly organized sport (compared with 
those students who did not), is problematic. The 
discovery of no group differences in enjoyment in high 
school is considered to be positive, because the main 
aim of PE is to inspire all students to have a physically 
active lifestyle and a lifelong enjoyment of being 
physically active, not only those students who are 
athletically gifted. The findings are discussed in relation 
to self-determination theory, where the interview data 
analyses seem to support the provision of more 
autonomy support in high school. There is a lack of 
longitudinal studies and a lack of multivariate analyses 
on this topic, and the present study contributes with new 
knowledge. Further studies should include more subjects 
and more possible predictors of enjoyment in PE. 
 
 

CONFLICT OF INTERESTS 
 

The author has not declared any conflict of interests. 
 
 
REFERENCES 

 
Åstrand PO, Rodahl K (2003). Textbook of work physiology: 

physiological bases of exercise (4th ed. ed.). Champaign, Ill: Human 
Kinetics. 

Bagøien TE, Halvari H, Nesheim H (2010). Self-Determined Motivation 
in Physical Education and its Links to Motivation for Leisure-Time 
Physical Activity, Physical Activity, and Well-Being in General. 
Perceptual Motor Skills. 111(2):407-432. 
doi:10.2466/06.10.11.13.14.PMS.111.5.407-432 

Biddle SH, Atkin A, Cavill N, Foster C (2011). Correlates of physical 
activity in youth: a review of quantitative systematic reviews. Int. 
Rev. Sport Exercise Psychol. 4(1):25-49. 
doi:10.1080/1750984X.2010.548528 

Bjerke Ø, Lyngstad IK, Lagestad P (2016). Trivsel i kroppsøvingsfaget 
blant elever med lavt og høyt oksygenopptak. Nordisk Tidsskrift for 
Pedagogikk og Kritikk. 2:1-13. doi:10.17585/ntpk.v2.259 

Carlin A, Murphy M, Gallagher A (2015). Current influences and 
approaches to promote future physical activity in 11-13 year olds: a 
focus group study. BMC Public Health, 15:1270.  

Ciyin G, Erturan-Ilker G (2014). Student Physical Education Teachers' 
Well-Being: Contribution of Basic Psychological Needs. J. Educ. 
Training Stud. 2(3):44-51.  

Cole  TJ,  Bellizzi  MC,  Flegal  KM,  Dietz  WH (2000).  Establishing  a 

 
 
 
 

standard definition for child overweight and obesity worldwide: 
international survey. Br. Med. J. 320(7244):1240.  

Csikszentmihalyi M (2008).  Flow: the  psychology of  optimal 
experience. New York Times: Harper Perennial. Book Review. 

Deci EL, Ryan RM (2000). The "What" and "Why" of Goal Pursuits: 
Human Needs and the Self-Determination of Behavior. Psychol. 
Inquiry. 11(4):227-268. doi:10.1207/S15327965PLI1104_01 

Dulagil A, Green K, Ahern M (2016). Evidence based coaching to 
enhance senior students‟ wellbeing and academic striving. Int. J. 
Wellbeing 6(3):19. doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.5502/ijw.v6i3.426 

Erturan-Ilker G (2014). Psychological well-being and motivation in a 
Turkish physical education context. Educational Psychology in 
Practice, 1-15. doi:10.1080/02667363.2014.949374 

Flagestad L (1996). Trivsel i kroppsøvingsfaget: En undersøkelse av 
trivselen i kroppsøvingsfaget blant 7. og 9. klassinger i Kristiansand 
kommune [well-being in physical education: A study of well-being 
among 7th and 8th grade students in Kristiansund]. (master master), 
Norwegian School of Sport Sciences, Oslo.    

Flagestad L, Skisland JO (2002). Årsaker til mistrivsel i kroppsøving: 
hvem er mistriverne? Kroppsøving, 52(4):21-26.  

Fraillon J (2004). Measuring student well-being in the context of 
Australian schooling Carlton south, Australia: Ministerial council on 
education, employment, training and youth affairs. 

Green K (2014). Mission Impossible? Reflecting upon the Relationship 
between Physical Education, Youth Sport and Lifelong Participation. 
Sport Educ. Soc. 19(4):357-375.  

Hallum H (1984). Trivsel og mistrivsel i kroppsøvingsundervisningen: 
En empirisk belysning av hendelser i kroppsøvingsundervisningen 
som elever i videregående skole opplever er knyttet til trivsel og 
mistrivsel [well-being and unhappines in physical education. An 
empirical study of factors connected to well-being and unhappines]. 
(Master master), Norwegian School of Sport Sciences, Oslo.  

Hattie J, Goveia IC (2013). Synlig læring : et sammendrag av mer enn 
800 metaanalyser av skoleprestasjoner [visible learning: a  
synthesis of over 800 meta-analyses relating to achievement]. Oslo: 
Cappelen Damm akademisk. 

Helsedepartementet (2014). Mestring og muligheter [managing and 
possibilities]. . Oslo: Helse og omsorgsdepartementet. 

Helsedirektoratet (2015). Trivsel i skolen [well-being at school]. Oslo: 
Helsedirektoratet. 

Holm E (2005). Fysisk skole- aktiv læring [Physical school- active 
learning]. Jessheim, Norway: Kommunalt foreldreutvalg i Ullensaker 
(KFU). 

Holstad H (2012). Fråfall i kroppsøving, motivasjon og motivasjonelt 
klima [Drop out from physical education, motivation and motivational 
climate]. Ei kvalitativ undersøking om ei gruppe elevar sitt fråfall i 
kroppsøvingsfaget. (master master), Nord University, Levanger.    

Huebner E, Gilman R (2006). Students Who Like and Dislike School. 
Official J. Int. Soc. Qual.-Life Stud. 1(2):139-150. 
doi:10.1007/s11482-006-9001-3 

Ingebrigtsen JE, Sæther SA (2006). Ungdoms fysiske aktivitet i Møre 
og Romsdal 2005 [Activity level among adolescents in Møre and 
Romsdal]. . Retrieved from Trondheim.  

Jang H, Reeve J, Deci EL (2010). Engaging Students in Learning 
Activities: It Is Not Autonomy Support or Structure but Autonomy 
Support and Structure. J. Educ. Psychol. 102(3):588-600. 
doi:10.1037/a0019682 

Johannessen A (2009). Introduksjon til SPSS : versjon 17 [Introduction 
to SPSS: version 17] (4. utg. ed.). Oslo: Abstrakt forl. 

Johannessen A, Christoffersen L, Tufte PA (2010). Introduksjon til 
samfunnsvitenskapelig metode (4. utg. ed.). Oslo: Abstrakt. 

Kirk D (2005). Physical Education, Youth Sport and Lifelong 
Participation: The Importance of Early Learning Experiences. Eur. 
Phy. Educ. Rev. 11(3):239-255. doi:10.1177/1356336X05056649 

Kjønniksen L, Anderssen N, Wold B (2009). Organized youth sport as 
a predictor of physical activity in adulthood. Scandinavian J. Med. 
Sci. Sports 19(5):646-654. doi:10.1111/j.1600-0838.2008.00850.x 

Klemp T (2012). Kvalitativ analyse og bruk av programvare. pp. 119-
136. Oslo: Universitetsforl., cop. 2012. 

Koka  A  (2014). The  relative  roles of teachers and peers on students‟  



 

 

 
 
 
 

motivation in physical education and its relationship to self-esteem 
and Health-Related Quality of Life. Int. J. Sport Psychol. 45:27.  

Larsson H, Redelius K (2008). Swedish physical education research 
questioned-current situation and future directions. Phys. Educ. Sport 
Pedagogy 13(4):381-398. doi:10.1080/17408980802353354 

Latty C, Carolan M, Jocks J, Weatherspoon L (2007). The Relationship 
between Body Mass Index and Adolescent Well-Being. Am. J. 
Health Educ. 38(5):266-275. doi:10.1080/19325037.2007.10598981 

Little M, Humphries S, Patel K, Dewey C (2016). Factors associated 
with BMI, underweight, overweight, and obesity among adults in a 
population of rural south India: a cross-sectional study (Report). 
BMC Obesity 3(1). doi:10.1186/s40608-016-0091-7 

Markussen E, Sandberg N, Lødding B, Frøseth MW (2008). Bortvalg 
og kompetanse: gjennomføring, bortvalg og kompetanseoppnåelse i 
videregående opplæring blant 9749 ungdommer som gikk ut av 
grunnskolen på Østlandet våren 2002: hovedfunn, konklusjoner og 
implikasjoner fem år etter Rapport (NIFU STEP: online), Vol. 
13/2008.   

Moen KM (2011). Shaking or stirring? a case-study of physical 
education teacher education in Norway. Norwegian School of Sport 
Sciences, Oslo.    

Mouratidis A, Vansteenkiste M, Lens W, Sideridis G (2008). The 
motivating role of positive feedback in sport and physical education: 
Evidence for a motivational model. J. Sport Exercise Psychol. 
30(2):7. doi:10.1123/jsep.30.2.240 

Myrlund V (2008). Skolevegring i videregående skole: elevers 
erfaringer på vei mot mestring Absence in high school – students 
experiences on their way towards attendance.   

Peduzzi P, Concato, J, Kemper E, Holford TR, Feinstein AR (1996). A 
simulation study of the number of events per variable in logistic 
regression analysis. J. Clin. Epidemiol. 49(12):1373-1379. 
doi:10.1016/S0895-4356(96)00236-3 

Pollard E, Lee P (2003). Child Well-being: A systematic review of the 
literature. Int. Interdisciplinary J. Qual. Life Measurement 61(1):59-
78. doi:10.1023/A:1021284215801 

Standage M, Gillison FB, Ntoumanis N, Treasure DC (2012). 
Predicting students‟ physical activity and health-related well-being: A 
prospective cross-domain investigation of motivation across school 
physical education and exercise settings. J. Sport Exercise Psychol. 
34(1):37-60. 

Säfvenbom R, Haugen T, Bulie M (2014). Attitudes toward and 
motivation for PE: who collects the benefits of the subject? 
doi:10.1080/17408989.2014.892063. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Lagestad          133 
 
 
 
Tenvig C (2013). Gnist i sjela: en kvalitativ studie av hva ungdom 

mener har betydning for om de fullfører videregående opplæring 
[Spark in the soul. A qualitative study about youths opinion about 
important factors for fulfilling high school] MAPO.  

Træland S (2012). Årsaker til frafall i videregående skole: hvordan kan 
en forklare høyt fravær og lav måloppnåing for elever på 
yrkesfaglige utdanningsprogram? [What may explain high absence 
and low performances among students at vocational studies?] En 
kvalitativ studie av elevers forklaringer på høyt fravær og lav 
måloppnåing   

Utdanningsdirektoratet (2015). Læreplan i kroppsøving [Curriculum in 
physical education]. Oslo: Utdanningsdirektoratet. 

Wabakken TV (2010). Et følelsesladet valg: om prosesser og 
mekanismer bak ikke-deltakelse i kroppsøving, dusj- og 
garderobeaktiviteter.   

White J (2013). Education in well-being. In S. David, I. Boniwell, & A. 
C. Ayers (Eds.), The Oxford handbook of happiness Oxford: Oxford 
University Press pp. 540-550. 

Zeng HZ, Leung R, Liu W, Hipscher M (2009). Physical Education in 
Urban High School Class Settings: Features and Correlations 
between Teaching Behaviors and Learning Activities. Phys. 
Educator 66(4):186-196.  

 



  

  Related Journals Published by Academic Journals 

 

■ African Journal of History and Culture  

■ Journal of Media and Communication Studies  

■ Journal of African Studies and Development 

■ Journal of Fine and Studio Art 

■ Journal of Languages and Culture 

■ Journal of Music and Dance  

 

 

 International Journal of 

Educational Administration 

and Policy Studies 

 


	IJEAPS-  Front Template
	Lagestad
	IJEAPS Back Template

