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Tom tit: Nghién cieu nay kiém dinh mé hinh Ly thuyét Hanh vi Dy dinh (TPB) mé réng tich hop bién Tu hiéu qua suw
pham am nhac (TSES) nham dy bdo y dinh t6 chirc hoat dong dm nhac cia sinh vién Gido duc Mam non. Phirong phdp
dinh luong diroc thuc hién trén 615 sinh vién tai Viét Nam, phan tich dir li¢u bdng mé hinh cdu tric tuyén tinh (SEM). Két
qua cho thdy mé hinh dat dé phix hop tot, gidi thich 80% phirong sai ciia y dinh. Cd bon yéu to: Thai dp, Chuan chii quan,
Kiém soat hanh vi cam nhdn va TSES déu tac dong dwong dén y dinh, trong @6 Thdi dg c6 anh hwéng manh nhdt (5=0.57),
tiép theo la Kiém sodt hanh vi ($=0.39). Nghién citu khang dinh viéc tich hop TSES vao TPB gitip gia tang dang ké sic
manh dir bdo trong béi canh dao tao gido vién. Ham ¥ thuc tién nhan manh can tang cwong thwe hanh ¢é phan héi va boi
duwdng ndang lee sw pham tong thé bén canh viéc cing cé thai do nghé nghiép.

Tir khoa: Ty hiéu qua sw pham, Ly thuyét hanh vi dw dinh; Hoat dong dm nhac, Sinh vien GDMN; Mo hinh cdu triic
tuyén tinh.

TEACHER SELF-EFFICACY AND ANTECEDENT FACTORS PREDICTING
INTENTION TO ORGANIZE MUSIC ACTIVITIES AMONG PRESCHOOL
EDUCATION STUDENTS: TESTING AN EXTENDED THEORY
OF PLANNED BEHAVIOR MODEL

Abstract: This study tests an extended Theory of Planned Behavior (TPB) model integrating Teacher Self-Efficacy
(TSES) to predict preschool education students’intention to organize music activities. A quantitative cross-sectional survey
was conducted with 615 students in Vietnam, analyzing data using Structural Equation Modeling (SEM). Results show
the model achieves good fit, explaining 80% of the variance in intention. All four constructs—Attitude, Subjective Norm,
Perceived Behavioral Control, and TSES—positively impacted intention. Attitude emerged as the strongest predictor
(p=0.57), followed by Perceived Behavioral Control (=0.39), Subjective Norm (=0.25), and TSES (f=0.11). The findings
confirm that integrating TSES significantly boosts TPB's predictive capacity within teacher training. Practical implications
highlight the need to strengthen reflective practice and overall pedagogical competence alongside fostering professional

attitudes to enhance students’ confidence and intention.

Keywords: Teacher Self-Efficacy; Theory of Planned Behavior; Music Activities; Preschool Education Students;

Structural Equation Modeling.
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I. PAT VAN PE

Chuong trinh Gido duc mam non (GDMN)
2021 xac dinh gido duc ngh¢ thuat, dac biét 1a hoat
dong am nhac, 13 linh vyuc cdt 161 nham phat trién
toan dién thim my, cam xuc va tri tu¢ cho tré. Tuy
nhién, thuc trang dao tao sinh vién GDMN hién
nay cho thdy mot nghich Iy: du nhan thic 16 vai
trd ctia Am nhac, nhiéu sinh vién van e ngai khi td
chtrc hoat dong nay do thiéu tu tin vao k¥ ning
thue hanh va ning luc su pham. Cac thong ké so
bd ban dau cho thiy sinh vién thuong dat diém
cao vé thai d6 nhung thip hon vé kiém soat hanh
vi cam nhan, goi ¥ mot khoang trong gitta mong
mudn va nang lyc thuc té.

Ly thuyét Hanh vi Du dinh (TPB) cua Ajzen
(1991) da dugc tng dung rong rdi dé du bao ¥
dinh nghé nghiép trong gido duc. Tuy nhién, cic
nghién ctru trude day chu yéu tap trung vao ba
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tién dé c6t 161 (Thai do, Chuan chu quan, Kiém soat
hanh vi cam nhan) ma chua tich hop sau cac yéu
t6 nang luc nghé nghiép dic thu nhu Ty hiéu qua
su pham (TSES) theo 1y thuyét ciia Tschannen-
Moran va Hoy (2001). Trong bbi canh ddo tao gido
vién mam non tai Viét Nam, viéc thiéu Véng cac
nghién ctru kiém dinh dong thoi vai tro ctia TSES
bén canh cac bién TPB gbc khién chuwa c6 cai nhin
toan dién vé co ché hinh thanh y dinh t6 chtc hoat
dong am nhac. Pac biét, chua c6 nghién ctru nao
danh gia muc do dong gop cua TSES trong viéc
gia tang sicc manh dy bdo ctia mo hinh so voi céac
tmg dung TPB thuan tay trude day.

Nham lap ddy khoang trong nay, nghién ctru
duoc thuc hién voi hai muc tiéu chinh: (1) Kiém
dinh mé hinh TPB mé rong tich hop bién Ty hiéu
qua su pham 4m nhac (TSES-Music) dé du bao
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y dinh td chtrc hoat dong am nhac cua sinh vién
GDMN; va (2) DBanh gia strc manh dy bao cua mod
hinh m¢ rong thong qua hé sd xac dinh (R”2), lam
13 vai tro bo sung cua TSES trong bdi canh vin
hoa gido duc Viét Nam.

Nghién ctru nay mang lai hai dong gép quan
trong. V& mit Iy thuyét, két qua kiém dinh s& cung
cap bang ching thuc nghiém cho viéc mé& rong
TPB bang bién dic thi nganh, khang dinh TSES la
mot tién dé doc lap can thiét bén canh cac niém tin
tam 1y chung. V& mat thuc tién, két qua ctia nghién
ctru s@ 1a co so khoa hoc dé cac khoa GDMN diéu
chinh chuong trinh dao tao hoc phan Phuong phap
gi4o duc 4m nhac, chuyén dich tir trang bi kién thirc
don thuan sang bdi dudng ning lyc thuc hanh va su
tur tin nghé nghiép cho sinh vién.

I1. NQI DUNG NGHIEN CUU

2.1. Co sé ly thuyét & phat trién gia thuyét

2.1.1. Ly thuyét Hanh vi Dw dinh (Theory of
Planned Behavior - TPB)

Ly thuyét Hanh vi Du dinh (TPB) cta Ajzen
(1991) 1a mét trong nhitng khung 1y thuyét nén
tang duogc su dung rong rai nhat dé du bao y
dinh va hanh vi trong nhiéu linh vuc, bao gém
giao duc. Theo TPB, y dinh thuc hi¢n mot hanh
vi cu thé dugc xac dinh boi ba tién dé& cbt 15i:
Thai d6 (Attitude), Chuan chu quan (Subjective
Norm) va Kiém soat hanh vi cam nhan (Perceived
Behavioral Control).

Nhiéu nghién ctru meta-analysis d& khang dinh
strc manh du bao cia TPB. Pién hinh, McEachan
va cong sy (2011) trong tong quan hé théng trén
206 bai bao cho thiy TPB giai thich trung binh
44.3% phuong sai cua y dinh va 19.3% phuong
sai cia hanh vi strc khée. Tuy nhién, hiéu qua dyu
bao thay dbi tuy theo loai hanh vi va bdi canh mau
nghién ctru. Trong linh vuce gido duc, viéc ap dung
TPB dé du bdo y dinh nghe nghi¢p cua sinh vién
su pham van con khoang tréng, dic biét khi chua
tich hop cac bién nang luc dic thi. Cac nghién ctru
trude day thuong tap trung vao ba bién cdt 16i ma
b6 qua yéu t6 niém tin vao ning luc chuyén mon,
du day 1a yéu t6 then chét trong dao tao gido vién.

2.1.2. Tw hiéu qua sw pham (Teacher Self-
Efficacy - TSES)

Khai niém Ty hiéu qua (Self-Efficacy) bat
nguon tur ly thuyet Hoc tap Xa hoi cua Bandura,
dé cap dén niém tin cta ca nhan vao kha ning
thuc hién thanh cong mot nhi€ém vu cy thé. Trong
gido duc, Tschannen-Moran va Hoy (2001) da
phat trién thang do Tu hiéu qua su pham (TSES)
v6i ba khia canh: Chién luoc giang day, Quan 1y
16p hoc va Gan két hoc sinh.

Tong quan nghién ctu ciia Zee va Koomen
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(2016) trén 40 nam dir liéu khang dinh ring TSES
c6 mbi lién hé tich cuc voi qué trinh 16p hoc, su
diéu chinh hanh vi ctia hoc sinh va dic biét 1a phuc
loi tam 1y cta gido vién (bao gdm su hai long nghé
nghiép, cam két va giam thiéu kiét sirc). Cu thé,
Wang va cong su (2015) trong nghién ctru trén
523 gi4o vién Canada d chi ra rang tu hiéu qua su
pham (dic biét 1a khia canh gin két hoc sinh) du
bao dang ké ¥ dinh nghi viéc va sy diéu chinh tim
ly. Diéu nay goi ¥ rang TSES khong chi anh hudng
dén hanh vi giang day ma con la tién dé quan trong
cho céc y dinh nghé nghiép bén vimg.

Tuong tw, Skaalvik va Skaalvik (2017) nhan
manh rang ty khai niém nghé nghiép — c6 mdi lién
hé chat ché véi TSES — chiu anh hudng boi nguén
luc cong viée (nhu su tu chi, hd tro xa hoi) va
du bao manh mé sy hai 1ong nghé nghiép ciing
nhu dong luc gan bo. Trong bdi canh sinh vién
GDMN, Almadhoun va Abdullah (2023) cling tim
thiy bang chimg rang ning luc c4 nhan va chuyén
mon cua gido vién cd trong quan duong manh mé
v6i két qua dau ra, du tac dong co thé khac biét
tiy bdi canh vian hoa.

Tuy nhién, vai tro ctia TSES khi tich hop vao
mo hinh TPB trong viéc du bdo y dinh t6 chure
hoat dong cu thé (nhu hoat dong 4m nhac) tai
Viét Nam van chua duoc kiém dinh day du.
Viéc bd sung TSES vao TPB giup bao quat
khia canh nang lyc nghé nghiép ma bién Kiém
soat hanh vi cam nhan (PBC) chung chung
chua phan anh hét.

Tuy nhién, can phan biét rd TSES véi Kiém
soat hanh vi cdm nhan (PBC) trong m6 hinh TPB.
Trong khi PBC tap trung vao nhan thirc vé cac
yéu t6 thuan loi hay can tré bén ngoai (vi du: co
s vat chat, thoi gian, ngué)n luc), thi TSES do
luong niém tin noi tai vao nang luc su pham téng
quat (quan ly 16p, chién luoc day hoc, gin két tré).
Viéc bo sung TSES vao TPB gitip bao quat khia
canh ning luc nghé nghi¢p ma bién PBC _chung
chung chua phan anh hét, dic biét trong bdi canh
dao tao giao vién mam non.

2.1.3. Phat trién gid thuyét nghién ciru

Dua trén nén tang Iy thuyét TPB (Ajzen, 1991),
TSES (Tschannen-Moran va Hoy, 2001) va cac
bang chimg thuc nghiém gan diy (Wang va cong
su, 2015; Zee va Koomen, 2016), nghién ctru dé
xuét bon gia thuyét sau:

H1: Thai d6 c6 tac dong duong dén Y dinh to
chirc hoat dong am nhac cua sinh vién GDMN.
Theo Ajzen (1991), thai dg tich cuc 1a dong luc ndi
tai manh nhat. McEachan va cong su (2011) ciing
xac nhan thai do l1a yéu td du bao manh cho y dinh
trong nhiéu hanh vi. Déi véi sinh vien GDMN,
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khi nhén thic rd gia tri phat trién thAm my, cam
xtc ctia 4m nhac d6i véi tré, ho s& co ¥ dinh cao
hon trong viéc to chirc cac hoat dong nay.

H2: Chuan chi quan c6 tac dong duong dén
Y dinh t6 chuc hoat dong am nhac cua sinh vién
GDMN. Ap luc xi hoi tir giang vién, nha truong
hay x3 hoi c6 anh hudng dén quyét dinh nghé
nghi¢p. Tuy nhién, trong van hoda gido duc Viét
Nam, ky vong xa hgi thuong hoa quyén chat ché
v6i thai do ca nhan, tao nén mot chuan myc chung
vé “ngudi gido vién gidi” (Ajzen, 1991).

H3: Kiém soat hanh vi cam nhan c6 tac dong
duong dén Y dinh t6 chtrc hoat dong am nhac cta
sinh vién GDMN. Theo TPB, khi ca nhan cam
thiy c6 du nang luc va ngudn luc dé thuc hién
hanh vi, ¥ dinh s€ manh m€ hon. McEachan va
cong sy (2011) lyu ¥ rang PBC c6 vai trd quan
trong hon dbi v&i cac hanh vi doi hoi k¥ niang cu
thé. Pbi voi sinh vien GDMN, sy tu tin vao ky

Hinh 1 Mb hinh nghién ctru dé xut

‘ Théi d6 (ATT) H1

‘ Chuén chl quan (SN)
‘ Kiém sodt hanh vi (PBC)

Ty hiéu qua su pham (TSES) H4

nang thuc hanh va diéu kién co s& vat cht s& thiic
day y dinh t6 chirc hoat dong am nhac.

H4: Ty hi¢u qua su pham am nhac c6 tac dong
deO‘ng dén Y dinh t6 chirc hoat ddng &m nhac cua
sinh vién GDMN. Day la gia thuyét mo rong quan
trong. Dya trén 1y thuyét cia Bandura va bang
chung tr Wang va cong sy (2015), tu hi€u qua
khong chi du béo su diéu chinh tAm 1y ma con
du bao y dinh nghé nghiép (nhu ¥ dinh nghi viéc
hodc gan bd). Zee va Koomen (2016) ciing khang
dinh TSES lién quan dén cam két nghe nghiép.
Do d6, niém tin vao ning luc su pham tong quat
(quan 1y 16p, chién luoc day hoc, gan két tré) dugc
ky vong 1a nén tang. hd trg cho hoat dong chuyén
biét nhu 4m nhac, bo sung cho PBC trong viéc du
bao y dinh.

2.1.4. M6 hinh nghién ciru dé xudt

Duya trén cac gia thuyét trén, mo hinh nghién
ctru duoc dé xuét nhu sau:

¥ dinh (INT)

Ghi chii: Tdt ca cde méi quan hé déu dy kién cé tic dong duong (+)

Mo hinh nay tich hop bdn bién doc lap (ATT,
SN, PBC, TSES) dé du bao mot bién phu thudc
duy nhét 12 Y dinh t6 chire hoat dong am nhac
(INT) ctia sinh vién GDMN. Viéc bd sung TSES
vao khung TPB gbc nham kiém dinh vai trd cua
nang luc su pham dac thu trong vi¢c gia tang suc
manh du bdo ctia mé hinh, vugt qua muc giai thich
trung binh ~44% cta TPB thuan tiy (McEachan
va cong su, 2011) trong bdi canh dao tao gido vién
mam non tai Viét Nam.

2.2. Két qua nghién ciru

2.2.1. Théng ké mé ta va Kiém dinh dé tin cdy

Dir liéu dugc thu thap tir sinh vién nganh Gido
duc Mam non. Sau khi loai b6 cac phiéu tra 10
khong hop 1€, tong sO mau phan tich 1a N = 615.

2.2.1.1. Bdc diém mau nghzen cleu

Bang 1 trinh bay dic diém nhan khau hoc
cia mau nghién ctru. Pa sb sinh vién 13 nir gi6i
(99.8%), pht hop voi dic thu nganh dao tao. V&
hinh thirc dao tao, sinh vién hé Chinh quy chiém ty
1& cao nhat (39.3%), tiép theo 14 Cao dang (18.9%)
va Lién thong Cao dang 1én Pai hoc (17.7%).

Bang 1 bic diém nhan khau hoc

Pic diém Phan loai Tansbé (n) Ty 1é (%)
G101 tinh Nam 1 02
Nir 614 99.8
He dao tao Chinh quy 242 393
Cao ding 116 18.9
Lién thong CD-PH 109 17.7
Vira lam vira hoc 85 13.8
63 10.2

Lién thong TC-DH
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2.2.1.2. Phan tich thong ké mé td cdc bién

Sinh vién thé hién thai d¢ tich cuc véi tit ca
cac bién (Mean > 3.80). Thai d6 (ATT) cao nhét
(M=4.58), phan 4nh nhan thuc 13 vé vai tro cta
am nhac. Chuan chu quan (SN, M=4.09) va Y
dinh (INT, M=3.96) ¢ mirc kha cao, cho thiy su
ung hé tir moi truong va xu huéng hanh vi tich
cuc. Nguoc lai, Kiém soat hanh vi (PBC) thip
nhit (M= 3.86), go1y sinh vién con e ngal v€ nang
luc thuc té (k¥ nang dan, hat) va diéu kién co s&
vat chat khi t6 chirc hoat dong.

2.2.1.3. Kiém tra dé tin cdy (Cronbach's Alpha)

D¢ tin cdy cua cac thang do dugc kiém dinh
bang hé s6 Cronbach's Alpha. Két qua cho thay tat
ca cac thang do déu c6 hé sd Cronbach's Alpha >
0.90, vuot xa ngudng chap nhan 0.70 (Nunnally,
1978), khéng dinh tinh nhat quén ndi tai rit cao
ctia cac bién do luong.

2.2.2. Banh gia M6 hinh Do luong (Measurement
Model Assessment)

Phén tich nhan té khiang dinh (CFA) dugc thuc
hién bang phan mém AMOS 28 d¢ danh gia do
phut hop ciia mé hinh do ludng gom 5 bién tiém
an: Thai do (ATT), Chuan chu quan (SN), Kiém
soat hanh vi cam nhan (PBC), Y dinh (INT) va Ty
hiéu qua su pham am nhac (TSES).

2.2.2.1. Do phu hop cua mé hinh

Két qua phan tich cho thdy mo hinh do luong
dat d6 phu hop tot v6i dir lidu: y¥/df = 4.297, CFI
=.902, TLI = .896, RMSEA = .073 [90% CI:
.071-.075], GFI = .714. Chi s6 CFI (.902) chi
vira dat ngudng chap nhan (.90), diéu nay dugc
xem la phu hop trong nghién ctu khoa hoc xa
hoi véi mo hinh phirc tap va ¢& mau lén (N =
615) (Hair va cong su, 2019). Chi sé GFI (.714)
thip hon ngudng truyén thong nhung it dugc
uu tién trong cac nghién ciru SEM hién dai do
nhay cam v&i ¢ mau. Chi s6 TLI = .896, du thap
hon ngudng .90 truyén thong, nhung van dugc
chap nhan theo khuyén nghi ciia Hair va cong su
(2019) ddi v6i cac mo hinh céu tric phic tap va
¢d mau 16n (TLI > .89).

2.2.2.2. Gia tri hoi tu (Convergent Validity)

Gia tri hoi tu dugc danh gia thong qua hé s6 tai
chudn hoa, do tin cdy tong horp (CR) va phu’orng
sai trich trung binh (AVE). Tét ca cac hé sd tai
chuin héa déu vuot ngudng .70 (dao dong tir .723
dén .917) va c6 y nghia thong ké (p<.001). Gi4 tri
CR dao dong tir 0.937 dén 0.982 va AVE tir 0.700
dén 0.806, déu vuot ngudng khuyén nghi (CR
> (0.70; AVE > 0.50) (Fornell va Larcker, 1981),
khang dinh gia tri hoi tu tt ciia cac thang do.

Bang 2 Két qua Panh gia Mé hinh Do lrong

Bién tiém 4n Bién quan sat Std. Loading CR AVE VAVE
Thai d6 (ATT) ATT1 .895 0.961 0.806 0.898

ATT2 903

ATT3 .884

ATT4 917

ATTS5 902

ATT6 .884
Chuan chu SN1 879 0.943 0.735 0.857

quan (SN)

SN2 903

SN3 877

SN4 .888

SN5 723

SN6 .860

Kiém soat HV

(PBC) PBC1 .860 0.937 0.712 0.844

PBC2 .865

PBC3 .858

PBC4 .857

PBC5 .796
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PBC6 .826
Y dinh (INT) INT1 .850 0.959 0.794 0.891
INT2 .897
INT3 902
INT4 .899
INTS 912
INT6 .885
Tu hiéu qua IS1-IS8, SE1-SES,
(TSES% CMI1-CMS .780-.917 0.982 0.700 0.837

2.2.2.3. Gia tri phan biét (Discriminant Validity)

Gia tri phan biét dugc danh gia qua tiéu chi
Fornell-Larcker va HTMT. Hau hét cic bién
tiém 4n déu dat yéu cau khi VAVE 16n hon
twong quan gitta chung. Ngoai 16 duy nhit,
cap bién ATT va SN co twong quan (.862) cao
hon cédn bac hai AVE cua SN (.857), vi pham
nhe tiéu chi Fornell-Larcker. Tuy nhién, chi sd
HTMT (.861) nim duéi ngudng .90 cho phép
ddi v6i cac bién tiém an co lién quan 1y thuyét
chat ché (Henseler va cong su, 2015). Hon niia,
su phan biét vé mat 1y thuyét gitra 'thai do ca
nhan' va 'ap luc chuan muc xi hoi' 1a rd rang
trong khung TPB (Ajzen, 1991). Do do, ca hai

bién dugc gitr lai dé dam bao tinh toan ven cua
mo hinh 1y thuyét.

2.2.3. Phdn tich M6 hinh Cdu triic

Mo hinh cdu trac duoc kiém dinh dé danh gia
cac mdi quan hé nhan qua giita cac bién tiém
an. Ké qua phan tich mé hinh ciu tric (Hinh
1) cho théy mo hinh dat duoc sy phu hop tbt
voi dir lidu: y2/df=4.297, CFI1=.902, TLI=.896,
RMSEA=.073[90% CI: .071-.075].

2.2.3.1. Két qua kiém dinh gia thuyét

Bang 3 trinh bay két qua kiém dinh cic gia
thuyét nghién ctru thong qua trong sé hoéi quy
chuan hoéa (B), gia tri toi han (C.R.) va muc y
nghia thong ké (p-value).

Bang 3 Két qua kiém dinh cac gia thuyét

M&éi quan hé (Gia thuyét) B C.R. p-value
H': Thai d6 (ATT) —Y dinh (INT) 0.57 12.45 <.001
H_: Chuan chi quan (SN) —Y dinh (INT) 0.25 6.12 <.001
H._: Kiém soat hanh vi (PBC) —Y dinh (INT) 0.39 8.90 <.001
H,: Ty hiéu qua (TSES) —Y dinh (INT) 0.11 2.85 .004

Ghi chi: C.R. > 1.96 twong umg véi p < 0.05

Két qua cho thay tat ca bon gia thuyét dé xuét
déu duoc chdp nhan ¢ muc ¥ nghia théng ké cao
(p<.01). Cuy thé, Thai do (ATT) c6 hé sb hoi quy
16n nhit (f=0.57), tiép theo la Kiém soat hanh vi
cam nhan (PBC, p=0.39), Chuan chu quan (SN,
B=0.25) va cudi cung 1a Ty hiéu qué su pham
(TSES, p=0.11).

2.2.3.2. Kha nang gidi thich cua mé hinh (R?)

Hé s6 xéac dinh (R?) cua bién phu thudc Y dinh
t6 chirc hoat dong am nhac (INT) dat muc 0.80.
Diéu nay cho thdy 80% phuong sai ciia bién Y
dinh duoc giai thich boi bon bién doc 1ap trong mo
hinh TPB mé rong (ATT, SN, PBC, TSES). Gia
tri R? nay vuot xa ngudng khuyén nghi cho cac
nghién ctru khoa hoc xa hoi (thuong tir 0.25 dén
0.50), phan anh strc manh du bao rit cao ciia mo

hinh d6i v6i mau nghién ctru sinh vién GDMN,

I1I. KET LUAN

Nghién ctru di thanh cong trong viéc kiém
dinh va x&c nhan tinh phu hop ciia moé hinh TPB
mo rong tich hgp Ty hi€u qua su pham (TSES).
Két qua khang dinh rang dé sinh vién GDMN c¢6
¥ dinh virng chic trong viéc t6 chirc hoat dong 4m
nhac, can su két hop hai hoa gitra:

Thai d0 tich cuc (ATT) — Bdong luc ndi tai tur
tinh yéu nghé va nhén thirc diing dan vé gia tri m
nhac.

Sy tu tin vao nang luc thuc hanh (PBC) — Vuot
qua rao can k¥ nang va diéu kién co s vat chat.

Nang luc su pham téng quat (TSES) — Nén
tang dé van dung k¥ ning Am nhac vao thuc té 16p
hoc phtrc tap.
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Vi kha nang gidi thich 80% phuong sai cua
bién ¥ dinh, mé hinh nay cung cip mot khung 1y
thuyét vimg chic va cac bang ching thuc nghiém
quy gia. N6 nhan manh rang cong tac dao tao gido
vién mam non khong chi dimg lai ¢ viéc trang bi
kién thirc chuyén mon (dm nhac), ma quan trong

hon 12 boi dudng niang lyc su pham tong thé va
thai do nghé nghiép. Py la chia khoa dé sinh vién
ty tin, chi dong va sang tao trong viéc td chire
cac hoat dong gido duc am nhac, gop phan nang
cao cht lugng chim séc va gido duc tré mam non
trong bdi canh d6i méi gido duc hién nay.
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