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Abstract The purpose of this study was to investigate the structural equation modeling of the
relationship among playfulness, teaching efficacy, reflective thinking, and creative teaching behavior of
childcare teachers. Participants were 293 childcare teachers in B metropolitan city. Data were analyzed
by descriptive statistics, Pearson's correlation, and structural equation modeling using the SPSS 23.0 and
Mplus 7 programs. Bootstrapping was used to test the significance of the mediating effects. The main
results were as follows: First, the correlational analyses showed that all the variables were positively
related. Second, structural equation modeling showed that the playfulness of childcare teachers has a
direct impact on teaching efficacy, which then positively affects reflective thinking, which in turn
impacts creative teaching behavior. Lastly, the playfulness of childcare teachers affected creative
teaching behavior by mediating teaching efficacy and reflective thinking. Based on these findings, the

implications and suggestions for further research are discussed.
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Table 1. Correlations among Variables (N=293)
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