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The Effects of Multiple-Choice Item
Formats on Grammar Test Performance

REEZE (KEFSDOENHZ)
BRZERAE

Item formats are a facet of testing that influences examinees’ test performance. In
this study, six types of item formats were adopted, and 55 multiple-choice grammar
items were developed and administered to 608 first-year university students for
placement and diagnostic purposes. The research questions were: to what extent
do items function for placement and diagnostic purposes, to what extent do item
formats differ in terms of difficulty, to what extent do item formats contribute to
the total score variance, and to what extent is the grammar test reliable. Based on
the item analyses, most items functioned for placement and diagnostic purposes.
FACETS analysis revealed that the six item formats differed in terms of difficulty. The
generalizability study showed that 3% of the variance components was due to the
item formats. The decision study indicated that the generalizability coefficient and
dependability index were satisfactory for placement and diagnostic purposes. Based
on the results, implications are discussed.

Keywords: grammar item format, multiple-choice items, test methods, placement
test, diagnostic test, generalizability theory, multifaceted Rasch model
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272, FACETS/ T DfE R 6O L RINAEEH OB IFENENR#EEN R DHIEMN
bholz, — LAl REEFIZE DR R, HEKROEWICE > TECES RS NE THD. X
{£Txl\/\77r~7/x BT LHERNTHHIEBHENER ST, RETFTRORE R, — ik

REMEfRERIZ.81 T, BHERKIL75Tho7z. LIRORREZREZ . BHENREIIOWTH
Lt

F—U—F: GREBERR, ZBGRIER, 7 ANAIE, TLAZAAS T AN, BT AN, —#2
{LrlRRIEE R, ATV a®T IV

13UBDIC

TAPEZERL TWBERONT =< 2 AFMFRENIFERITIL DN, T DERITHE
EHIHEEDONDERTHRLZ THY., FiET ANDS B TIEEDER DML %0)
EEWIHESNTE /2, ZOEROF TS, TANRE, 7 AMER, 1> 7Y T
W9 2%, 127V hEREDOBIRTH ST A J5i% (test method) (FZERE DT A
INT A= AR EFET HH (facet) 72 ENHOIT TS (Bachman, 1990) . FHi9
BIRFITDONTIIESITEFIETURE DIEH (selected response item) &I E AR
DIEH (constructed response item) DD DIKRIT/HT5ND, EEHIEEH (true/false
1tem [T/F]) 2 2R A TEH (multiple choice item [MC]) . B2&IHH (matching item) 72

EWFZBENNDON D LB S Efe —DR S R2O T, BN E DHE
ETEE%)Q Zef & 7 H E (All-in item) . & TEOIEHE (short-response item) . 771
—ZIEH (cloze  item) 72 E 132 BB NI BB EDOSFENZT T N Nk § 52
ETIEfET HIEMNTELD, IWEEEABDEE TH D, ZNSOHEERRIIZHR
BOT AT =X A ET D20, TAMERE T AROHKIZH S &5
EHZUBHRERSIDLEND D,

INEREATOIHE L0BIRFSEDCHEDIFZONARIERT 2HENH S
M BBRIREANY =T —RN)—F 72 EEAVWAIE TR IR SUNENTED
DTROERBITHY, FIEBRNKEZN (high stakes) T AN TH D> F—ilBr
AZEFA B S RN R R RNV NS WREN T ARETEISHNWS NS, ZOHT
HRRENNONRITENDIMCR B> ED RN HNSGN TS, MCIZHZ bk
BN HD, EOMCHBBE AN ZEBFIITH LA >TZNEMCEHAR NEWSE
KNEDRERRICEET HNERET AT ANARE ICEERBE 5 A
5EE 2%, PR HLWEEDNAEARREHWAIETT AN EE [/
0. HBEBANG A5 EEZR/NRICTHIETIDZ S ENEHNT ANERFETE
5EEZH5ND, KFETIISUET ANTH H6FEHEOMCIE B B O R #EE, MCIH
HEANERICTGEADEZZEDOE SV, SUET ANDEEEREZHAET 2221 H
H&ET %,

HARDE =
DHAE DB TEIMCZGDHEERGIEIC DOV TEN NN D S
(Haladyna, 1992, 2004; Haladyna, Downing, & Rodriguez, 20025%). S#&7T Ak

DO TH, HEMERDERITEHITAONEZHEHBZEDEHNL L THE X NH 2
(Alderson, Clapham, & Wall, 1995; Bachman & Palmer, 1996; Brown, 20055%). MC
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2B BFEFEMIEHB D, Shizuka, Takeuchi, Yashima, and Yoshizawa (2006) I, K2
AFABRTEH SN H4RMCERMCE L, SIRMCTH H3 ICHERET D RIZ
U7z, Dudley (2006) {33EH S FfEE L TOMCE L EE HETHH (multiple true/false
item) & LB U2 S EEHEEE IIMCEIFIZRIERICHRE T 2 &R LTz,

HABANZBREOHMBT AT + = P ACEZDHRITDONTOHE
Shohamy (1984) . Kobayashi (2002) 733 %, Shohamy (1984) 1ZMC & HH [EIZ R
IEHH (open-ended items) 5725 F AT A N Z2000 NDFEFITHE LGSR, MC
DEFS>NHHEIZERXEEHIDG L WEWS R EE-, BHEZEXNEEOB G, %
FRERIR LIRNE TEMRIZIRS IR0, FERELBE (productive skill) 233 N5 D
THLNWEDHETH S, e, FFENVEVWZBRELSFZEHABRI N7+
=X AT EINEL, BICEBEBMEWZEREILogEINS L FRLTY
%, Kobayashi (2002) 137 FA S OFEEEEEAB RN HMHET A D/ T+ —< > I
HRZBEEIDOWTHE LR, HEERIIEEHD, 70—X, BHREIEXEH, B
¥1ZA T 4> (summary writing) T FHEMEIL G o7z, FEEZE D LITHERK
DG EZLRLIZEZA, BHRIEXNER, BRZIAT127, 7 O0—XDNEIZEEL
Molz. UL, TFA DA N2> TWaWE S, 70— LN>7z, &
BRRBEL T, TN NOHEBFNILESFHMEE N ZH > TS LS T Bl
BEREHEERNTATA 2 TIEEBENENZITKENRNEZ B LI ZEHI>T
NWHEDZETHHTZ,

BT AMDONRT =X ARG A2ZBICHLTOMELL
C. Shohamy and Inbar (1991) . Yi’ an (1998) . Brindley and Slatyer (2002) 73
# 5. Shohamy and Inbar (1991) Tld, 7 A MEXOAHIZ, TFALOEED—D
DERELTHEL TS, MRELT Za—AMENRBELL, BHRLD
WSS LW ENDR T, £, KXONEFIZH 5 HENE MG L 7=n %M
SHHMEXNEHEI2EONEZHMBR LN ZMS>HBXDGL W ENDM >
720 Yi" an (1998) 1IMC 5725 BEfFT A b 2 Z B L T W HEFLAE IR 5 35
{b#R % (retrospective verbal report) ZHWTT A N ST T2 BROBENGULE 25
Bl #RELT BAMIZIIZFBAROUIREZIT>TNDMN, FEAFREM D72
OIEFBAFNMEDI, MCIFEFB RNV EEENEEREREZRELEMTE
LGEMNH DD TEZEMEITRITSEFEIRLU, Brindley and Slatyer (2002) 13569 5#
& (speech rate) . 7F AL, HERXNIEMR S AV LIHBR#EIC G2 D2 EITDN
THELZ. AnenEHARRIZ= MM E P 785HE (sentence completion) . 8%
FELDIEH (short response) « RIZHEUF AL AT 2 KFLIBNIEE (table answer)
TINRTREBEAOEETH 7, fEmE LT RiGEEELE RS/ ELTHL
WERDNEHBRSLWEENHD, —HHREOHNEEZ#L <T5L 05D
TR, O EEANEHBZ#L <T5EFRLTND,

In"nami and Koizumi(2009) 13MCE HHEIEXEENE—F3E (L) OFHfF. 5
ZE# (L2) OFifE. L2OBEMRT AMNT 3= AT G A BIOVWTE L
56 DIFFEE VYT AS 73 #T (meta-analysis) 217> T %, MCIZL1FifEE L2BEMFE T
AMZBNWTHHEBIZREHELD S LWEWSHERIC /o7, L2 Tl E OgE
& RN T ZET AL FEROF RN ES Nz,

FEHET AROWFFEE L T, Morimoto (2006) 133D 40EHZZ OMCH 57257
AMER (test form) ZHgE NN EZEZEEOND=ZDOD 7 ) — I FERERAMZEH 2
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HMEL TER L, 1 TAITETHFICH S TN NN HEEORKRICH &
HITWIEHEEZ 2 SR T SURI LA (context-independent) THE T, KRN SE
ABBEHBHENVWBDTH S, Y1 TBHHOEHTNERE RN N, TR
771 (context-dependent) THH T, XN SEZEEBZHELZHDTH S, ¥17Cl
HXHIZHHEMETICHoEDD TIIEHEHEZ BRI T, URIEKFEWIER
TH5, =DOTFANMNERDEEEMEIZENENVNZ S, EHENEDEN-ZT ANE
HIZFATBTHoz. DFD, XN SXDERNESNET AMNERDEGENE
iy

XIET ARDOWFZEE LT, David (2007) 13#F 7272 GEEEE R TH DIV F F I
27 (multitrack) #EZ L L., [ERL<HWSNZ3FEOHEBE L THEXHITHH2E
18 % P 4 7EMC (sentence-based) . Z710— ZXMC (text-based MC cloze) . X HIZH B2
Wi — & 4l 7EMC (double-blank sentence-based) DIEH B XK # &2 A 5720
FACETS/ & Fivz, ZOfE R, THE XK EHEOHEEMBDIZSDEEANER
I 53 BiEFE 3K (separation index) 1313.00&720, ZDIXSDENGENERT A _F
ITEBERBUEICRD., IIVFRIvr, 2B & AEMC. ZEME s FEMC. 270
— ZAMCONEIZ R EEEDHEE A E <, HBERXISUET AN T+—< > AT
B LERTHDHIENDINDTZ,

WFDHE

T ANFIEIZDWTOBFEHATIE T THREIIDONTOWRRNETHD, 12
WERGEEREBEXMOEHOH G ELEHAR ANV r—< 2 A5 425
BRI DNTHRFEE . BIRERSEOEEERDIEINLDH LnEDRE R & 735
TV% (In’ nami & Koizumi, 2009; Shohamy, 1984) . £7z, MCOIEH B 5 26
FIDEABLN, TNTNHG EHENDD DI ENETH SN TS (David, 2007;
Morimoto, 2006) . MCIZIZZENT A DI D7 F| ERBRAVNINT AN S A Fik R
DIHBFEREBRNRKENHOETIRLSHWSNZEAEKXTHD., T AD/NTY
F—X A EETHDT, ISICTOHNGADH B ONTHEE T DNEND
B, LU, FOMNIET AN T A—< > AT G2 BZBIZONWTE LU
1FDavid (2007) DA 72D T, ISRHFENNETH D, Ko T AFFEIZLA FD4H
EHFEHMET B,
1. EHRTHNEZEMCIZ T VA AA R TF ANEREZ T ANEREL T
ZERFICEDIEEREEL TNDD,

2. AETHWEZET AN S 26EEOEB BRI E DR E R HE OHEE
EIZIENDRH DD,

3. %E#E. EHEH. HEERXOMISGET AME SO HICH L TEDREDE]
BTHDN.

4. B THWEZXET AMNIEDREEEIEND D),
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FTRIIBE 512D DR KFE TN, R F LT AN2ZBT DHi1IC
MFEEME L TRREZHNWSNAZEICRE L LEMICATE T 52009 A% L
- —4EA T, 608 % DIFERHETH D, HWBEZOHIIIHEHE TEH -2 EN
REERITHRL TORNRENNDIZD, UAT 4TIV IRERBFICH 2 AN T
B Eo T HIFaTADOEELSBEDO—DIZIFEOEM TH L EMHE 2 E T
BIETHS,

XiETFRR

ZOXETANOBRFEEMNII T LA AA S MTFARE, BlEET AR (achievement
tes) ELTHETELTANERHAETLIETH D, KoT FFEHWNICED4AIC
TVUAAAY T ANELUTEmML, TAMERED LT TAPTEITN, —4FERICH
CTANEEEL, HEENEEZE U0 ERETHEHNTRE SN, DED. 20T
ANMIT VA ZAA L RTFARELTHRNSNDS HERUERENLT A I (criterion-referenced
test [CRT]) THBENZ LD, RIID, TLAZALMTFANOREIIHN)F2T7LDH
RICHHZERREEHKLIZDHDONENWEZE Z 7= (Bachman, 1990; Brown, 1989) ,

AT AR

20084 12 H I IT T AN T o7z, #IT T ANDIERTNEIL, ETUAT 4TIV
BHE THERAT2EREICH L GEEACHE M EEA T, AR EONEZHMHE
T AMEREAER L, HEEEL T LTMFIC U, o716 EEH 1dbe
Bhaal, —MRENER. AR, BhEhER. e, 4G F. A&, B, ik, ET. to
AREw, B4 E. ZERE, RS 7. BRF. INEIA TH D, BRELHEIETEL
FANSN=HE R I E R f 7. FLFER, FIEER, WAREFEZ MCRETH S,
AT AN TIIER EICH B GEEALHEAE R ZAWTT ANEAZER T52&
ELE. B2 aiduodn, N2 IEB BRI =M E T FEMC. FFTERMC,
FIFEERMC, FEWRLMCT. HEIZZNZEN32, 16. 16, 16l TH 3.

AITT ANI, L DIT T AEIEEH DT 5 A% BB LT & 53744 D2008
FEEAREL—EEICRENTERBSNZ, ZREMIZ—HERETH. X
FET AR H65BIN S/ 55ER T AR HD, sBEENS IEDIEIZZBR U229
M, ZEFDOHITIIREN B DI AW =EDHESH -7z, LinL., HHEIZ
DWTORERT—HaG55IENTE, DHTORE R, S s1380 s A A 38 5
T HEEN TR ICHoT220nENENor sy a OEEEIZEWES TH-T-
(a=.80,.74, .76, .70) ,

20094 4AHICARBRTH DT LA AA T AR LG LT, DT ANEHFET
270, T T ANDREREZDEICT ANAEZ LR L, £9. HEA S E (item
facility) . THH 577 (item discrimination) 782 & #A) - Z NEEGRICH E D EIHE
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RIS Ea—4Y) T N THAITEMAN [version 3.6] (Assessment Systems
Corporation,  1996)% iV /=, HEDEIEZ D 2 HUEITIHE A 5 EM. 700U TH
HFBI M 200, ETH S, HBHAED ENENENDZEITT TICZEBREIZITOER
ZREFEATHD, FEESGVEHDZOIZEL TWRNEWRD, T2, TLAAA
FFZAMIBEDOIESDERZELCIEZNOT, HEFMNANENWEINL N, &7
T ay 16D GEEBICDE 2IHETOEMRLIZO T, ZDORHEE XD L7
HHZZDDIEN5—DE W, #ELIR 21T (distractor analysis) DFERIEEHSHIC
L. BRBICH DL EEEETTHRELELTHR L, ¥ a2, 3. 31T X
N TIR6DGEEBEICDWTEICIIEE I DER L. MEIE TR EZOHEE
ERNHANSINTWED, 7T ARNTIIRN >0 T, HizlBEOGEERIZD
WTOIEBZESHEMERL., a5k, B a6 Tidya—XAMCZE THER
Uiz, Dt aicd 2 HBEHKII8HE. £2X16HERDOT, £/ aDH
BEEYEITT RERZD, BT AN ESHET A NN/ T, it EERE
8O & Leinolelzsd, v a6DATE LTz, SLHET ANMSMIRER T AREL
TS HESNZD, ABOEEIHNDO TN BRNIEET B,

Yo a NIZEMERT#FMC (k = 16) T, XHDZEMICTH-EDHH TITESHHEIR
fiZ—D@ DT, FlEIILL FTO@EDTH S,

There () a pen on the table.
@ is ® am @ are @ aren’t

ZOHEBEZbeFFIICDWT T, EEITOTH 5. tﬁ/aaiﬁﬂ%Mc&==@
T, WX DERICEESEIFLE B IRFEO~DNSE—DRRHDT, FIEITLLT
DFEDTH 5,

There isn’t a pen on the table.
O RN LIH.
@ RYBHO LI,
@ RUIND EichoELizn,
@ RPBHD LI,

ZNHbeBFICDOVWTOIEE T, EMRIZDTH 5, 77 a3 IFFEFRMC (k=8)
T, FIXDOERIZH 2 EHEIXEEBRPO~DNS—DRIHDTHY. FlREITLL
TOHEOTH 5,

WIFZ <DL R—haH Nz,
@ He is writing many reports.
@ He is written many reports.
@ He writes many reports.

@ He wrote many reports.

U —BBFAICONWTOEHAT, ERIEIDTH D, L7 a  sldRENERL
MC (k = 8) T, FEXHITH 2 SHENC RN Z LB BIUE 2O @h s —DRARE
WOIBIT, FIEIZLL T D@D TH 5.

® My sons @ is @ not at home @ yesterday.
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CNUTbeBFAICOVWTOHET, IERI3QTH S, /a2 53l NEAMC (k =
8) T XHIZH BNy aANDDO~DZEERDED LD I REZ, 3FHIC<DHEIR
BZEO @5 —DRRENSHERXTHY, BIEIILL T OB TH%.

Meg (@ did @ cook @ well @ not) .

ZIUNE—EEFIC DOV TOIEE T, ERIZQTH S, i aeidrzo—AMC (k
= 7T 2FEXTICHLZEMEFTICH TEELEREZO @NH—DRERENDD
DT, FIEIILL T OO TH 5,

A: [ went to Tokyo last week.
B: Really? How ( ) it?
A: It was nice.

Dis @ are ® was @ were
ZHUIbeENFIZDOWTOIEA T, EEIZ@TH S,

I DFINE

T, TAMERZEIET D720SPSS  [version 17.0]12 AW T b HEHENER—
B MEAS#E1E (internal consistency reliability) T2\ 77 IV 77 {%4 (o #7E0
ERDIc, HEANZBMFIZT LA AA T ZARELTE, BEEHBEENT ZARELT
BEREL TWANE T ANRGROB RN S A 520, HEA S E, HE R
71, B-He# (B-index) 2 TV RV TR Uz, B-REREIWNTEREEALEKEL
HAHEEADK L TWENERTIEE TH 5,

JKiZ. FACETS [version 3.41] (Linacre, 2002)%Z MW 2B He i, HE K
#E HARARBEEO=D20MO#EEZRDL, 20V 7 MIHEEISEHEH
D—ETHDLHTv I 2ET)) (multifaceted Rasch  model) IZHEDTNTNS
(Linacre, 1989) . 7w 2FE5)l (Rasch model) &13d 2 IEHOTEHE K E D HE
TEEDDZEHEDEMOREROINEICHEDEZHRFENEEHT T2
EFTI)INTHS (Bond & Fox, 2001) « ZAHT v 2 ET)IVEITIHB K EEE MO
DHTEHEEDIDZHREDELREDEICZREFENEEHETHIHIETINTHS
(Linacre, 1989) . ¥7=. ZOFACETS/HHTIE LD ZBF DRECHEE DR 7 &
WEEINTWHAR RS E O EHEERDZZENTES, —RNZZOET
NI EENZBREORNZRETEIN T+ —<ATANTHWS NS (Coniam,
2008; Norris, Brown, Hudson, & Bonk, 2002; Schaefer, 2008%%) ., L/»L. HHER®
IR B2 23R 5 HHY TDavid (2007) HFACETSMHiztr> T\ 5,

— b REMEHEER (generalizability theory [G theory]) ZHWT TAMERDS
BT L CTHERROHO S BOE| &% — AL ATREMENT S (generalizability study
[GHAZE]) THEE L. WAy T X MR TIAF FEIEFREL (reliability coefficient) {ZHH
295 — AL PTREMEFREX (generalizability coefficient) &AFFEE %L (dependablhty
index) ZHREMIFE (decision study [DWFZE]) THKed7z, —MRALATREMEFEEHICEBIL TI
Brennan (2001a) . Shavelson&Webb (1991) ZMaE 2 FHNT 1D, ZOMERIE—HE)

IV B & B 5 A MR G 75:)15](/Y(ﬁﬂj@_éfnﬁﬁIif-f‘éf(%":A?bt‘tiﬁf&%@
ZENDNTNS (Gebril, 2009) - DED, DEAHTTIIEMHDO BB ZHEE L, T
DRI %S LI RALPTREME R B B R R E %, COMmB /T4
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—X AT APDIIZ L WSS (Lee & Kantor, 2007; Yamanishi, 2005; Xi, 2007
%) , Gebril (2009) 13/87 4 —< AT ANIBITETA T4 2 THI AT DENILST
SEBNAEL, iz —BALTRE MR IR T2 LOMERERL TS, £/, MCHY
TOEFLIZBIIAZBFEDE—SEOEVWNEDRETFA DO #MEECIETNS
INERRFLE T D728, Brown (1999) I3 ZOMFwHEHWT WS, HEHRMEENT A NOF
HEZFAET D0, ZOEGRZEHWZFEIEBrown (1993) . Kumazawa (2009) .
Kunnan (1992) 73% %, A% TOCHZEIIZERE (p  HEBFK (O . HENEHBE
HITHAAENTHO () FAD (nest) LTWBDTEDDMHEMTHRET S, &
ST THAU3p X (:NET%. £z, FHEBBNTHAAEN TS IHEREN RS
7207 INTG UATHA L E7eB, ALY 7 MImGENOVA [version 2.1] (Brennan,
2001) CTH B, DIIFEDTHA Ndp X (LHTHAZERROMAEGHRIZES L
AJREME RS S E TR DB 2 REE T 572017577,

GHES

FUTFERHET O RETL T COXGET ANMIANDO I anb6kzd, &t
Ta iFEaAEAEXOHWSNTWS, HEEIZIE 7 a1b-94<, 16
EHTNTOEEBIZOWTONEZHEL TWS, B g 2h6538EETD
T, I al6DATHEEATH S, B/MEIFZERTEITa>EH0M T, RAMIZIM ST
BB, o EHEHEMNENDIT LI 3> 108.37T, ZIUIFICHB NS W=D
TH D, FHEIMENDIZ L7 3> 6D2.37T, FICHEHBEN DW= ThH D, H
BEN I a Il Bl iss0, SEEETIRIED I a NZBEICESTE#L
MM EZEIRT DOIEARIHETH S, EUERAEIIEEDOESDEERT, bo
EBEMNREVNDIF B a1 TRICEY> 325, B2 a 3DIETH S, ol
TV AZAA T ARE LU THREL TWAMNZHIM T 5O DEELKE T, B
DIZSDEREIREIIERAEIND, B3> 6D a BBl 274K, HIEEAEN
RENTEZRT, ZXUTHEHBE MR D B WONELBEETH S, 7 a4d a il
H.36T. BbLah, LML, 280 afR¥i3.84T. TLAAA T ARELTIZ
+REEEZD, T, FHEEIZTRESIFIFRICD27.14T, BEEREDHERED
HIPHLIN TIRIZEEN 22 LT3,

1. Wb HE OS5 (N = 608)

trar HEHER k &N BK M SD #E RE o
1 ZERE TS 16 0 16 837 318 .13 -58 .70
2 BEFIER 8 0 8§ 517 148 -60 .05 41
3 BN 8 0 8 415 176 -09 -48 .46
4 REVWEL 8 0 8 313 159 30 -39 .36
5 AW~z 8 0 8 395 18 -11 -57 .56
6 7a—=x 7 0 7 237 141 34 -21 27
=5 55 7 55 27.14 816 .17 -55 .84
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FZ2IXHA OO RERL T, HHEBEET LA AA ST ARDEE ., EH.30
M5 T0DFIFHIZH DIEE N IZNEZFL TS (Brown, 2005) . 17IEHHZ O #iFH LIS
THOLLIABWEZRT ., BERERENT AN THIT AN LU TEBINZHEE.
EHHADEIIEWIONEELWL, DFD, —EOEM L2 /R TEB GBI
ZUIFHANIEE B AENDTET, FETHHENTWIEEERD, #EEL T
EHTT, STEEN.T0LA LDEZERL, T TIZHEEBEATHOWEEL T, THE
FRNIANCHBEEHNZBREDRENZFRPIL TNWBNERL, LA A R
ANDIEHELUTHEEEL TWENEHIBTT 25X TEERHFTH, 200, LE2RT
HENEIWESNS (Brown, 2005) . 9IEHOENME<KBOSRMNH 5, B-HEEIT
G557 E) 5 (cut-off score) & FRE L7z HEERMEEN T A NOEEMNE DRRESHKE
EREHEZEDRENZXHL TWENERT K THS. BEDE HE60mELIEYE
& BB 20CL FTHREL T e EBDbNAIHEBIXI3ER® 72, — 5 T, &K
BINZT LA ZAA DT AREFFIZH T ARE L THEREL TWAIEH B Z<H o7,

K1IFACETS 2 #r Tk %8 HER R, HEOH#EMEE T 7L LI=zHD
ThHb, 777DEMMNSZEE, HAKKX, HHOIEIZAMARHD, 7I70 _EI2n
IFEmAENEW, HEEXNEHLL, HEAN#HELNWEWSZI &I S, Z5E. H
HIER, HEHO D EEHEEIITNZT12.28. 8.02. 9.65T. Tvi alsfEERE13.84.
.98, .99, 78577, DFED, HLWIEHTHINUTHLL, R THNIIHETHDHEND
X5 DERHETELAREMENENENDIZEZ2ERT 2, HERAODBHERN S
NWZEMSADDHEHERICIIREE DTS DENHBENITENDND, £/2, &
DT I5T7IMEHLMNEN, HER AR EOHEEMEIZIXIZSDENH D, B a6
Dr7a—ZAMCINESEDHLNEDTH D, /2, TOFFICHEARERRERII Y
2l 2DHEFRMCTH B ENHND,

FACETSO#i&fT R/ IHE W E OHEE M, 3825, 12 T4y NEE R, 7
TRT 4y NEE S ROFERNR2CH D, THHREEE OHEEEIZ—2.79752.10T,
JEHIFORE N ZNE TE2HEEANH D EMS, RIS ZBRENZITET LA
AT ARELTIFZEELW, THHE1DObeB®)EI2 DWW T OIE H O K 5 5 #E F 1T
1.48T. ZNUIHLWEBZ EWA S, beBhFal I TH D H %2 —FITFE TS
HEHT, HLWEELNIERETHIN, HLWERER>/-, — A THEELTS
beEIFICDWT TH SN, THHKEE OHEEEIZ—2.794730. BLWHETHDHE
WA S, HIERZIZ 1A T TRENDEWV, 12T 4 NEE ZRIIEBROT—F &
TN EDOBEE () ZFEK L, .80MS1. 20N THIUIHEBENTTILIZES L TW
5EWZ5Bond & Fox, 2001), ZOTANIBWTIIEEEEDICETIVITHEEL
TWb, 7T N7 0y MEHZRIIITUEICEE /2O T, € LZ#HFN 550,
RiE A (misfit) E72->72HHENTEHS S, ZNS5OIEEHOIEH TR H1 7% 55 Sl D 6
U EW, NI ENDN D, EB5MhEVNZIE, TR 0y NEY T ROEN
1.20L4 L7205 A A 2 (underfit) SRS N /=5 HE N LD RER T RETH 5. 72
VoI EA SN EE R ZBRENCILNWEHBICRIEMRIC /o /2E WD EE TR
TIN5 TH D,
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X 1. "5 74k L7=FACETS3 7 D 5L

2. )T A BB EFACETS 70 2 AW T O H 73 A O R (N = 608)

o LT A S FACETS/Ht
HE SOEEHE IF ID  B-f5%k(6) Diff SE  InfitMS  Outfit MS
1 be®hzd 22 44 .38 1.48 .10 .90 .80
2 — B 64 44 .34 -61 .09 90 .90
3 A 29 32 31 1.08 09 1.00 1.00
4 EHEHED 59 43 33 -35 .09 90 90
5 ekl 67 .18 .16 -75 09  1.10 1.20
6 I(EZED 51 .33 32 03 09 1.00 1.00
7 NE] 18 36 29 1.76 11 90 1.00
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72, i i) A N EER EFACETS 0 e W T OIEH 23 Hr DS S (N = 608)

LT 2 R FACETS/H i
HE SUEEHE IF ID  B-f5%(6) Diff SE  InfitMS  Outfit MS
8 Hefgi il 79 40 23 -1.41 10 .90 80
9 g 53 .39 36 -.08 09 1.00 1.00
10 ET® 57 .45 37 27 .09 90 .90
11 toRE 85 34 15 -1.83 12 .90 .90
12 B 37 .37 34 69 09 1.00 1.00
13 ZEjfE 59 .48 42 -34 .09 .90 .90
14 BUESET 67 .33 26 -13 09 1.00 1.00
15 BAfRE 43 32 .34 40 09 100 1.00
16 K& 48 46 40 .16 .09 .90 .90
17 beBhF 95 .27 07 -2.79 19 .90 70
18 HKHH 140 27 -62 .09 .90 .90
19 EH 18 .06 .05 2.10 A1 110 1.40
20 R 69 38 30 -52 09 1.00 .90
21 g 45 34 38 61 09 1.00 1.00
22 toNER 88 .40 14 -1.85 13 .90 70
23 ZEEE 57 17 A1 .09 09 110 1.20
24 PEfRE 74 37 .24 -7 10 .90 .90
25  —fEha 55 .52 46 -19 .09 .90 .80
26 BhEhE 59 .29 26 -37 09 1.00 1.00
21 A& 67 .39 27 77 .09 .90 .90
28 Pt 73 42 31 -1.05 10 .90 .90
29 EfTE 3119 14 97 09 110 1.10
30 B 50 .32 27 .05 09 1.00 1.00
31 BEET 46 34 28 23 09 1.00 1.00
32 RESE 35 .20 18 74 09 110 1.10
33 beBhi 59 .37 37 -70 09 1.00 90
34 KR 61 44 37 -.80 .09 90 90
35 ek 16 .05 .05 1.53 A1 110 1.60
36 HiE 20 .07 .04 1.27 A1 110 1.40
37 g 32 24 21 57 09 110 1.10
38 toNER AT .23 21 -.16 09 110 1.10
39 Sk 42 39 40 .05 09 1.00 1.00
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72, i ) A R EER EFACETS 0 Hre VW T O IEH 23 Hr DS S (N = 608)

LT 2 SR FACETS/ i
HE  SUEEHE IF ID  B-f5%(6) Diff SE  InfitMS  Outfit MS
40 BafRaEA 37 35 34 28 09 1.00 1.00
41 —iEhE a7 45 .30 -1.35 .10 .90 80
42 BhEhE 40 .26 19 44 09 110 1.10
43 R4 49 44 42 04 .09 .90 .90
44 Hefca 18 .08 .10 1.71 A1 110 1.40
45 TR 66 .50 33 17 .09 .90 80
46 Bt 35 .30 28 .70 09 1.00 1.10
47 BT 55 .40 31 -25 09 1.00 .90
48 RETE 56 .39 34 -.28 09 1.00 .90
49 be® 33 .28 26 41 09 1.00 1.10
50 RGEE 38 .27 .23 15 09 110 1.10
51  BAfRE 32 31 28 46 09 1.00 1.00
52 R4 24 23 .20 90 10 110 1.10
53 B 40 .16 21 .05 09 110 1.20
54 g 260 .01 -.06 a7 10 1.20 1.30
55  to R 44 25 24 -14 09 110 1.10

7E IF = HEA 5. 1D = HESRIS). Diff = HEREEEE, SE = FHERERE, Infit
MS = 1> 7 ¢y M3, Outfit MS = 77 b7 0w hER 5

FIIFACETS iz AW TOHEER RN EOH EMERT . DBEHERES
v a EHEMERE138.022.98T. BWMlEZERLZ, £/2. M ZFHHFERMEEZR
L. HERAREEOH EMEITEZ RIS DENALNT, EEEEB DT T
IZHEEENGESREOHHNSEDHEBE ANH L WHEHERTHZEIETERN
M. FACETSH 2 FANWSET X TOMDOHEEENFE CHIRRE LICH DO THE
RNESTHD, HARARNEEOHEEEZASE, 7O—X, BIEWEL., iEEE
A FITEER, Z2EFT A 7S, ERGROIETHLWIEHE R THDENZ S, HIEHE
HD BEFIIOHEEEDI,

3. JHE TP 2K R D HE 5 fil
trar  HEEX v REEE SE Infit MS ~ Outfit MS

1 ZE RS -.10 .02 1.00 1.00
2 HERNF -.43 .04 1.00 1.00

i
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7<3. B AR EEE O HEE
triar  HAER o a WEgE SE Infit MS  Outfit MS

3 FNIEER -.08 .03 1.00 1.00
4 HIEWERL .27 .03 1.00 1.00
5 MERFEA -.03 .03 1.00 1.00
6 Ja—x .36 .03 1.00 1.00

7E. SE = fEMERIERRZE, Infit MS = A2 70y ME¥ 3, Outfit MS = YU R 74w b
RS, 3

FA4Ip X (DT 2INT AT YA NI K BCHIEDRERE LT ZHE O SEH
DFEZ XS THEUE DB OEI T T ANME H O BURD Z2100%E LIZ5E. 7%
Tholz. HBEFKDEWIZE > TELEDEHRDEGI133% Tholz, HEICLS
TELCEEHAEIRLDELI3% TH oz, ZBELHABRORANEH DS ER D D
HEII%THoMz. DFED. ZREITIS>TEEAESERHEAERINETHD, T A
T A=< AT ELEVWA D, ZBREFELHEOXAEADEIEI1X76% T, 5%
BFIIEEICES> TRARBNTF— U AZ LI EITREM, ZIUIZBRFEORE
DOHEEITH T AEBAREERENSELCTNDEDOTII NN EHEHIEN S,

R4 pX ()T VINTG VAT HA X BCHFEDFER

il 53 B HEE A 3B 53 %
25 (p) 01789 7%
HEEK (D .00655 3%
HH (i:D 03186 13%
ZEE XHEER K (ph) .00347 1%
25 XIEE (p X i:D) 19202 76%
A&t 25179 100%

#513p X RHICXADMFEDMREEL. KIZTDRET T 7LD TH
%, RS 5 (universe score [0 2( 7)) 1 BT 2 MR CIIEAE (true score) 124
T BN, ZDFHIL01789TH >, HHHEMEREM T A MWD IRE TR E
(relative error (g 2(6))) &I, ZDFRZEIT.00413TH oz, BIEHHEREN T A~
IZHW SRR HE AR 2 (absolute error [ 0 2(A)]) EWNDIN, ZDFRZIZ.00593 TH >
7o RS R BEH R EZ HEITE T 200 — AL nTREME £2 2K (generalizability
coefficient [02]) THD, BHFEENT X SOEEMEDOMNOERICHNSN, €D
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RENL 81 TH o7z, RS E N BEHFAEE B EITRD ZOMNEHEE TR (index of
dependability [®]) THV. BIEMREMEIT A SOEEEOHEIUCHNWSN, ZDHE
BX75THolz. ANDODDEIa Eb4HEDR A, —RILATREHEREIL 68T, B
FEEFRIL 63T, BEDBE LRIV KESTES, vIa 1n68IEEZHIRR
L. &7 aeiclBEEBEML, £t 72aEbIl8EETDICT &, REUNL.80&
720, HEDBREBTH B .81ETIZEEDOSIRN, BB 0IZET BITIT144THEH H A
T2 %, ASTHAMS 25T AN TIHFRENZ.8010720 . TNLIBRIEHZEB ML THik
BITIZE T OEFHLNASINRN,

5. p X CE)T YA X DD K OER

DWFZE  Zefimiss TFIER FIZEER RLEWERL Bz yo—X & 3t oz O

1 4 4 4 4 4 4 24 68 .63
2 5 5 5 5 5 5 30 .72 .66
3 6 6 6 6 6 6 36 .75 .69
4 7 7 7 7 7 7 42 718 72
5 8 8 8 8 8 8 48 80 .74
6 9 9 9 9 9 9 54 82 75
7 10 10 10 10 10 10 60 .83 .77
8 11 11 11 11 11 11 66 .84 .78
9 12 12 12 12 12 12 7285 .79
10 13 13 13 13 13 13 78 .85 .80
11 14 14 14 14 14 14 84 .86 .80
12 15 15 15 15 15 15 90 .87 81
13 16 16 16 16 16 16 96 .87 .82
14 24 24 24 24 24 24 144 90 .85
15 32 32 32 32 32 32 192 .92 .86

7E 02 = —fRACATREMEFREL @ = (EHEIREEL
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ARETIIARDWHIEHIIONTERT 5, FEEM NI TEMCIIZEREICE
DOREREEL TWENIIDONWTTH S, HEAR G EDEMNS55HE H17THE N T L
AZAA T AREL TIEREILTESRFZIFHL T EDRENDTEE o7z, UL,
TVAAAY T ANMIBWTIDER T REFHFHIEE RN TH S, 55HHE F9
EHHDBZEF DOIEHEHZ L TWARNENWIRERIT 5Tz, ATIR DL AL TE
YEPLT A SO —FETH HHEEE A RES) 7 A (English proficiency test) &7 LA AA>
rFARELTHWEHREIZDOWTOREAEZE (Culligan & Gorsuch, 1999; Westrick,
2005) ELEEE L TH, 84%DIEHNHEREL TWAAR T ANMIN RN ZBREFICE>/-1H
HMMST ARPHERINTWEENZ S, ZHUTRIDZBFE DI 2 EE LEH
EERL, —ERITT AL TEML, ZDRRE2DHEITKBICTEHE 238K L=0
5THA D,

ZOXETANMITVAAAS N T ARNE LU TEBLED, FEHENEORE
UFaTLNBZFEH L TWLE2ZHI2EMNTHEBL THD, DEDZET AL
(diagnostic test) TbH %, ZOHWEHSHBIIHEA S EOENE 2L, B-f&
BINENWHDNIND, ZOLEBEMHLZL TWRWEEIZIEBLL. 17, 2203EHEO
ATHo. INHiIT T ANDKEREHEICHEHAR S ENEWEBZHIBRLZNS
TH D, WNTHEENH)F 2T LANBOEEHESVWERE L TWINERIET S
WIZBEETF AN L TERT AN EGL ., BET AN TOEZRNSEHRIT AL
TOIEZRDEZFEH T 572 BIFE (difference index) &R DD ENDH 5,

AW EIZSGEERICEASNDEEEIRNBLT LHES TR R, EB5M
EVZITTHEHORKHEIZEDHDENIFERTH o7, #il21L. beBIFICRIL TOIEHA
WSIEEL, 17, 33, 49&4THH & 5%, T H R #EE OHEE 132 N2 411.48, —2.79,



184 JALT Journal, 32.2 « November 2010

—.70. 41T, fHIZ—@ TIE72, T2, beBFAlIEEHOF THE LNEREZE &
BEON, HE1OHEEMIZE<, #ELWEHBHTH 5. Lo T, FUSGEERIZDONWTO
HHTH> CHEILEOH R BEALREDERICEI> CTHREEIZALGSINDDTIE
AN, FlEl, X—=73—RN)—F =S ERBRE 2 ETT—IDHAFTEZD
T AL INWDNTHRBEL TVWANWERE T HIENTERDN SN, 5. ZhE
D HIHELE &R AT %2 Ea 2T 5 BRI THRELE 4T (distractor - analysis) 21T
HZET, KB OH R EGONEB REEIC 52 D ENONDTH A,

eI ER R RNOREEDOH EMIIEDREENRHINTH 7,
70—ZAMC., BEWELMC, fiRFEZMC, FIZRRMC, ZEME T FEMC, 7%
FMRMCOIETHLWVEXTHDENZ D, MCOIHHBRIZLHED D, BEEWTE

(David, 2007; Morimoto, 2006) D#EHEFERIZENZTNREEEITR2DENR
%, Morimoto (2006 1245 LiERETANDERIIXIRMN I DS D, #ittONEIC
DNTDIHFMENL DD oZIEFINEEZRIZ END ES5TS, David (2007) @
EWRTIEIIRIZ DOV TOFEREN LD H D7 0—-AMCRH>EHHLWEXTH
o772, LWL, AR TIZZO—AMCOR B EDHEH L WEX E/xo7z, HHELT
EZZO5NAOITHEHARRICTENTH > EVNIETH S, MEVELMCITEZE
TOEFLIZ & 57208 HADEEKBE TIIIE0HEHLNEVWEAKRX TH S, LoT.
ZOBRITENTWARNZBRENBD, REE N LN SO TIERND, HITiIiR
BZMCITEIR B 2 3ERNICIELWIEICERBEZ WS ER 2S5 NN T, £
DEHRUEENLZNWEBSD, ZOBXIFIAFERBTHEHNWS NSO TEN TV
7207 0—ZAMCEXO G LWERIZAR SO TIdnwhEBbnsg, LML, ZBE
MNEEFERITENTW A0 EOFE R (practice  effect) 2VHB X IR 125
ADHBIISRILP[ENDLETH A,

WIEEPBIEZ6E . ., HERXOMIISUGET A MDD HITH L TEDREE
DEGTHEINTHD. £9 . ZBREBOHHRS OE G 7%% 5Dz, DFED, 7
LVAZAS T AN ZBR U FAEDOIGENIZIBE TEND>I2ENZ D, 21T
55 PR /IMELZ 7. RARMEIZ48H THY . HHENKRIBIZHBIENEDBNZ B,
KiZ, HEBRXDOBEWIZL>TELESBRSDOEEIT3% T, ZHUIEHB BN
DD, TNTNOHSENRLZIENSELEEVWR S, HEHDO S BURD
DEEHZEEEROBD XD KEL 2oz, ZHUd, HEEIZHEE B R EIOWA
%< F-H G EOEBEWNIEBIZLEHHIC/R>TWEZD, KDTFT AR T4—< >
AT EB LI EZ2EBEW® T2, ZBFLHARAOKREEMIZI% T, SIFEREL
B, LML, ZBRELHEAOKXAEMRIZT6%E KEWN, ZHITIH 2R E DM TIE
B WO DHOKREEAMKZIIN T A= ATEEL TWAEEELE
Brindley and Slatyer (2002) 32 #f L T\ 5, #5HIHIE 7 A REH (discrete-point
item) M52 5T AN — AL T REMEEE R 2 W T &2 T o I BEE I DR R &
LT 58, ZOXET ANTHZBE DSBS OF G 7a< HE SR HIEH
DENIGINRKELIZ>THEY, RO RMNES N/, Kumazawa (2009) TIIIEE 1Y
FIERICRRAEICEREZM T AN U TEMLIZ20. ZBE DS BURS OEIGINME
< ROVICEBOE|IENKEL D72, Brown (1999) ORFZE TIILZEE M 17 A
THAHTOEFLOXiE 7 aa2niiLizm, RN AERHOEGINAEHED T
V%, Zhang (2006) DFFEIITOEICIZ DWW T T, HIE L TWAHREN TSR & 572
W, REMEAOEEMAREL 2> TND, ZORXAMEHOEEDOREINZH]KT BT
i, EEBETANTIESHAERNT AT+ —X > AICEE L TNWEENITET
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HAD. o T ZBREREDMDHD D HI T DEIGINELHI D 72<722DTHA
D, Gt KDLLOM CUEEHE. XHIZHDEHE) & T O REL, 250X
TH—R AL GADHBERHET DBEND S,

WRBENAISOETAMNIEOREFBEENH 20 TH S, RUITHDEIar
TED afRBITIE@IERD AL D 272K TIL84T, B EINE WA S, DIFZET
13t a >l EOEBROBEEEZ TS E O —RALTRE MR R &5 B R R
DEBZERGE Lz, ERFFHAEREICH L TEWI Le2EZL L8 i al%
SEHHETH—L. HERZWHS LIZIEZ 52 KW, 48IHAELIZH G, R EFERITE
NZTN8L, TALTRD, FREZE 8O LICHEIR TE S, ZOMIZBEAENIZE (Culligan &
Gorsuch, 1999; Westrick, 2005) O#ERID EEI>TND, bo L FURIEBRE R
DDINHEEMEEFRHCT A b DFEMAM (practicality) DEETHMUENDH D, DF
D, FREBHRTE, ZREOAEZBERL . T A MR MMNITKASHBRZH
BITRETH D, LU, ZOTAMIT AR ORI & I/ v —2
PR =S —TRALETE, HENHELZFNTANIOT, BRZIIEE,N
MSIENWZOERNTIEH 5,

)

AT TIIVAT AT IVEBFO—REL TITON D% R OEF E EH R I
MU= BRI T AN & T LA AR h T ARE L TEBLIFEREDEIIMCO
#ee. MCOEBEEXOREE, »HLD? OEEG, T ADEEEICOW TR,
BT 5L, ZOET AMDIFEALEDEBITHREL TW=Z&, MCOEAKEKIC
WEREEDIZSDENH DS, HEBKXO BRSNS IUGET AN ST 3 —
NOACHETHERNTHHIE, FEEIFIBENE NI EmEMEREREL
THEIT5NS,

BERRMBELTE, LA AAY T ANMIEFFEEENT AN TH D, Fhi
ZWT A DI D7 BERERENT Z b &3R50, £ O =D O ENEH 2 i
ST ANERETHZEITRETHDEANETHITEND, ZORITDNTIE
Brown (1989) THZFF I HHERERL TS, KT, MCOEHBRICIZZFH D,
TNENOREEEIIRIZDD, RFFK TORBEEBEZE T TIIH DN TANDH
P& PE T EDREMAVREI N, FIZIE, SUETANDEBEZE XD LiFeng;
. S LWEBB A THh > ZEME T FEMC T3z <, FEWRLMCEH
NHENDTEE, RBIZ, AV FaTACHELIET LA AA L ST AN EENET STz
OORERIIMEICH)F2TLNEEZREIE ST AR TLIELESE
AB. T DM, WM/ T ARREE L, iIT T AR EHEN L, AR T2 EFNATH
5, MEOTANERMATHHEETOLTRITT AT, TANYZERFITHEL
TWBMREET S Z EMNHEREI NS,

ARFZEDORFELTEFENLDEZ EPEICTONTEAERRICE KL Than
M TH%, Kane (1992) 2 H#$E 9 25%3EE 7 7' 0—F (argument-based approach) IZ
£BE. UM TSI, BlH (observation) . —f#{t (generalization) . #+f
(extrapolation) . ¥i&i (theory-based inference) . YR7E (decision) IZDWTH KT RE
ZEH B, KMFE T, HIEITHHNE MO T A SBAFEE, £ 7%, Ei 7
EITDWTIRAR, ZHUTBBNTH Y 9203, T AMHE (test specification) ZH &1
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WA WIS N KB Y TIEH 5. —RILICDWTIL, DIFFE T—/ik ]
et %2 RD, HENE NI E THRIETED, IMELII BT AMCH BIEH
INEBEOBETITOMBEE AL TWANITDNTTH L, BETHHTIIEE
B HDHE B EOMEREEZFABLIZOATEORRERL., F2E3LZT A
EHEERLZZEEZ—DDRIEEL THNWBIENTE S, HEHEIEUET AR
SOEHFREEL TWDERDNSHRNZ U NENDTETH DM, TOHITDON
TIESRLHE D EITN., TNENOHEERRNED LD EAHZHIE L
TNHEELNDNOBEMRICONWTHETILENH S, IEEIIET A
BEEZDEICRELIZEMNZ Y THoTZNENDTETH D, ZOTANMIT LA A
AURTAREZMT ARE L TEmMINZ, TLAAAXA N T AMEEZDHEITUAT
AT IWBEEZTENEHWTEIENZYLRON, ISRIRANBLETHD, £
72 TVAARA b TF ARME S TUAT AT I BEEZ T D0END L I8
B, FNNREEFEOEESFHICEDIIREER EZIDNDWE KT RORET D40
ENH D,

PG

AREFFENL, B EBE K AR 5B RGP 7 0y =7 b (TIANTHE D ARl ~
HRERETOREIIE) D—DTHL AT AT IVHBMBFE | O—BREL TE
SNTeT AMERZEWE LIZODTH D, BELIAL ML E o/ TR EIE A
DIES . R OB G E DI RIIEH N LET,
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