Computerized Adaptive Language Testing
¢xEF ML A BeE AHS

A

L)

g,] o
(==

£ =

Choi, Inn-Chull. (2004). Development and validation of a computer
adaptive language testing algorithm. Language Research 40(1), 227-252.

In the era of information and communication technology, where comput-
erized adaptive language testing continues to draw a keen attention from
language testers, the present research attempts to develop a reliable and
efficient algorithm of computerized adaptive language testing (CALT) and
to investigate the extent to which the algorithm results in reliable and
valid outcome. Employing an eclectic approach to analyzing real data as
well as simulation data, the research has developed a highly reliable and
valid algorithm on the basis of fundamental considerations including the
difficulty level of initial items, the estimation method of the ability parameter,
the item selection, the test length, the measurement error, the context
effect, the item-based response time, etc. Focusing on the concurrent validity,
the overall research findings suggest that the CALT version of the TEPS
(Test of English Proficiency developed by SNU) accommodating the item-
based response time factor is superior to the paper-based language test
(PBLT) version of the TEPS in terms of measurement accuracy of overall
English proficiency. Furthermore, the correlational analyses based on
test-takers’ performance of CALT, PBLT, and TOP (the Test of Oral Proficiency)
strongly support the plausibility of the test methods of the TEPS in which
the grammar test is administered in a speeded manner and the listening
comprehension test input is presented in a purely oral mode.
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2L, B3%, 4#x%x, Computerized Adaptive Language Test:
CALT, estimation of the ability parameter, item selection, mea-
surement error, validity, reliability
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Az} JiekE A8 {8 A} (Computerized Adaptive Testing: CAT) Eopo
e ol A= B2 dF7) o]Fo oy (=T 9, 1998; Mazzeo & Harvey,
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1988; Mead & Drasgow, 1993; Russel & Haney, 1997; Sands, Waters, &
McBride, 1997; Wainer, et al., 1990; Wainer, et al.,, 2000), ¢10] 8] A& Zo}o
A 53] £RA AFG5ETG A A 2 AANYHY dagede] Wi & AR
8 AE A% Aojg 28 (Computerized Adaptive Language Testing: CALT)
EolilXe AAAQA A7 vl-¢ BE3 Aot (Brown, 1997; Dunkel, 1991).
A TAF B2 B 2olE Hole HEuYoF oz Al U&g AAEE A
3 2o gt o)s)rl RE:smg, £3), Ay H5Ha opa (Test Method Facet:
TMF)e] i $- 283 988 st A2y FoliMe CALTY A1@ w4 7
i A9 AWAALCALTZHY A3 ¥aAd ¢+ (Choi, Kim, & Boo, 2003)% A
AH B3Y He a7/ 879k

old Hojr, B Ao dAAe CATY &3ty #H7 ojlgxoz HAZFHY
1A} (HQ3, 2000; Brown, 1997)¢] AN, BF= 2 A1 Wlat A3
T =& 582 58 24 295 ¥< 4 & IRT (Item Response Theory)d]
AT Wt guEFe o83 Edg AEdHolA WHT 44 Hdx ARE
EdZ CALTY ol83d mds MEsiAch o8 2eAld, F, 1) AlgAR W,
2) 3 dolx o} gy A HAY BY & ¢udF 3) FFH) ¥y 2
3y, 4) 243 2 IRT 249 4174, 5) W&/24 99, 438 2 do)=
23 N4 733 (content balancing), 6) A8 ARG, EF2H o4,
dol R £ NS FHT AY FE YA, 7) F AP AT 2 2 &
A 52 1Ed 8 A9 23 5L 1A AU BgE CALT ¢
&S MEste ATE FI3Ah

ot

2. CALT &tze|Z At

CALTY B1=2g duglge o84 mdg /asly] 93 o 2& o8 7}
A ¥Mag a#sa A9 BE 588 Ad 100089 7y 34 ooz
29 BR FEse AEYOIAN EndEE 58 A A7 (U, 200008 &
etk =3k, o] AEFoH ARAE weoz /e CALT gugjEol TEPS
(Test of English Proficiency developed by Seoul National Univ.) A& &4
2L FET AN TEARE YUt =FE 9 AEAU AA tiEe] R
2 tfEgo] 734 4998 ez Bol AAH 48 AFE 20013 AA3)
o elgdd dudSE 200294 Agrsigaz, SOPI (Simulation Oral Proficiency
Interview) ®F2le] F&A¥Q TOP (Test of Oral Proficiency: <13, 2000;
Choi, 1998) A1g-¢ B3 CALT ¢xel&9 834 A5 478 3 3huch

2 d7E A8 AgE gneE Ay £8 yn Aol giEja FAHL
2D 27 2% 3209 (§959 dol=x), 2) IRT 24 44, 3) 58 =& 74
W (MLE (Maximum Likelihood Estimation: #uj-¢-x%2%), Bayesian (#]



Computerized Adaptive Language Testing @zl et ¥ eldx 7 229

o

o] W), 4) T8 F& W (V1AA 24 24, oo 1423 (Multistage
Fixed-branching CAT Model), 33 A3 24, 424 24, 44 $32 %
w 2x), 5) AE Zol, 6) T8 W (EAHLA, B, £9/87 AL EE W
) 59 MUE AA S mpxgez TOP4 TR} AL} 8 AFHE
ez CALT 813= #AFe a7 27%E AASsth CATY #8373 CATS
R Ak, aea, CALTY 8 uejArde digh AAg W82 Brown
(1997)7 <1 (2000)& F=3}7] vhech

S8 248 2437 98t} EM (Expectation Maximization) #2&8 Egx &

Hx7] %E 2AEY) 5t A= AR Bolx FFEoR B )9
= Aol 71 e A7ME EAsIAch ¢4, 5% AF EAE

Asle], 271 BL 4,5 6,7, SAR S71R] Wk Agelgy, g 52 e
B3e] Yol bgke] WHE -5~+5, 0~1, -5~-15, 1~1¢] vl7kA] gejoz Agst
I, FEA7Y BgE B 80 HAE 4~062 A3l AlEHo)HE AT B
¢ ol B3 Be dBYJYE AHE Ho|EE, <ad 1> - <O 62 F
34,5, 69 37}1] A¢s), dolx= b ghe] WY -5~+5, 0~-19] 2714 B¢
FE 67FA 9 BT AR

A E48 F8 XLLEJ\%_, AA Xk RddA FHsHE o] B
A= ondte A<l RMSE (Residual Mean Square Error)sﬂf,
o ¥4 AEn HE FHEH £3 A9 AEBA AFE FE34A
A Age we & FXE Holn e, ¢1eFo] ARHIUS Hﬂ°ﬂ
A AF7F wS- @A Ju=, ojd J@#A e} RMSES] £4& 9ju]g)
t}h ol <ad 1> - <aY 65 B9, 7] 8571 4,5 6704 7
AT, 7] 2F57t JEFE (5, 78R 2499 F &3
RMSE7} 248 Afel2 A7) vehga, 4gdArt v 248
ok &g, 27 4 ol WME -5~+5 Ajolrt =
ok webA, 7] £ FE )2 3z, dolx P .
FH2 Mg ARE 97 9T du#Ee NdE gk
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estimate

Estimate

Scatterplots: b41
RMSE: 0.033983
Comelation: 0.99945

o Al
initial
28 L AEgold Ay <27 284 4; b 0~1>
Scatterplots: b42
RMSE: 0.033851
Correlation: 0.999459
1

nital
g 2 AEYold 4 <27 g4 4; b -5~+5>
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Scatterplots: b51
RMSE: 0.036531
Correlation: 0.999361

e A

Esimate

Initial
a9 3. AlEEeld 2 <27 #3455 b 0~-1 >

Scatterplots: b52
RMSE: 0.035559
Correlation: 0.999397
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a3 4. A EP o)A A} <x7] B2 5; b -5~+5>
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Estimate

Estimate

Scatterplots: b6t
RMSE: 0.040638
Correlation: 0.999228

REES

Initial
28 S AEH ol A <27 B84 6 b 0~-1 >

Scatterplots: b62
RMSE: 0.037089
Correlation: 0.999355

» nia
a8 6. A EY oM Ay <27 FF4 6 b -5~+5 >
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212, BotEA

O3 Zo] F959 WE FiA RAIEAE sfAske Zlo] vt AsH, F
71A W AelA AFER 2 Aole e AeE yehtam ok (Wetzel &
McBride, 1986). 1) = fixed set size) W& 713 e}Fet B8 45 1
oA Adg 5, o B QR FEIE WHOEA, 3 57 WelAH, 4
57l oXe A7 o] Auk 2) 74 34 (shrinking set size) e
o] Wi F&E wrjtt AA| FFF7t FAH LR A WHORA, A HE
& HSIAAA, 49FE Hzd WstE Itk & dFdAe AgdEe
2uE MAAA 2H1E T2 g Eo HAEA Al isiAe 18 dA
Skt

Mo ol
Mo
o%
&

P A
FE %

O

&2

[\

2. A& IRT 24

B A7 g49 TEPS £A423¢ e 73 IRTe H& 248 98 1A
279 9294 (Unidimensionality)o] Stout’s Dim test (Stout et al, 1991)¢
E3to] AAEN, AR AAZRAL HFHEe EYEE FAEY Ut (Cho,
1994; Choi, 1995). %3, TEPSS] A48 4-& shte] Fa|/3Fs) A&, =& &3/
ol3 BF (stem)d] shite] EFo] ANHE IAF YEF (One Passage One
Item) 988 7024 IRTe A =5 =24 (Local Independence)&
Al A ez &3 =8 Holt (Choi, Kim, & Boo, 2003).

IRT =4 ZdjA 1 PL (Parameter Logistic)/ Rasch 2®& H¥cZE 1#3}A]
U3 dol=vhs ZAR 8] Wi AP FAHLA & AR ¢HA Y
222 (Choi & Bachman, 1992; Hambleton & Swaminathan, 1984; Hulin,
Drasgow, & Parsons, 1983), & dFxE azislA] &sich &3k CATA=
d2Ho 2 YA FEHFF HA 2e@x FIE AFINEE FE5EY
o] mu]d Aong, £PAe JiQ] A8 FFo) FEASA EE Y F5T
BY3A 7Hgske 3 PL 2de 3219 48 FFd4 J3A715 AP CAT
A ugAEA g gugth

AGirte) AGME FEE HAAE AdoH L8 A7 AR #4 did
o3y, 2 PL 29¢] 3 PLEUE Ed-A85 AX=HAA A Aol7t A g&
797} B9rew (Bachman et al. 1995; Choi, 1992), CATA -9 & B2 2
H dao] velg Aoz AddEth g, B AFdxe 2 PL 2d¢ &83 &
3 &4 FAHAXE 83t #2238 TEPS #4123 DBE &8319ch

o

=

23 59 24 374 9

Fa7 T8 F WHdde A oem 2& FUHA Wil led, BT & -
@RS AR Joeu R, At Mg B35 wAlE ans)A s HAS 3
W& Melsjol 3ith (Hambleton, Swaminathan, & Rogers, 1991).
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231 MLE (H$-=+74H)
SEAe) 5 £EE FANE AR, A9 8T ARE AL & G
VO YL HAHE PPOSA, 95 FPe U UAS 49} 25 228

g 949 Bl FEHoR AL 59 ZAV Aok ol 249 sfAF oA
' O 3 887 Hol= @ﬁﬂr @o] sh o] Y& w7hA Bayesian
FARE A3 MLEC 2 d88AY, (2) #3749 $8%F doix Ad3 2
ol st ol vg mAx] AAste £ Tdz FEE AT 27 (d
logit 03)2 Z7IA71AY, ZAAIAL, 3) A8 $8F BERAE b$ =

8 FAXE (o logit 50), FHA AL w$ & 58 FHX (o logit -5.0)
= 9oy HojslE whio] ¢l 4 o} (Weiss & Kingsbury, 1984; Weiss, 1983).
% TFolAE A 470 “5‘° o g, 7] 248 S5 435, £

o r&

&
0
<3

1 U WA, 24L&y 3 dolx 4 (d: 1254 Foq3ien,

= 27} EFAE -52 2A%a, Y% R AYse ¢anYyF

to (. r
2

Te

o o

23.2. Bayesian (#]0]x¢) W)

v’Fﬁij} 599 Ad FHE o83l A T8 B4 F4) Slojx, Bayesian
A} # = (Baysesian posterior variance)g 4/\2} Ao g =5 g A
E“E} “ﬁoiﬁ F EFl W 329 $7& SR Bayesian F%4 Y
oA da @AY T FEo] AFAHI, I AN thA] ofF AEHZA &S
5 AFE WEg A4 & 238 3 "ok Alde] HIE ALEHEY £F
g3 wj7tx] w834 et (Owen, 1975). oo TEFHX| o) AIZSFEE
AAEEE 7R oBAQ] FHLEE, £EAY AA JARE o83
Rt} $32 58] 2o A% FA0] sledith 2l o|&2 02 & e 3
7 (regression) &7} WAste], A7t AL EHE FaHE AYe) FaT @
Hom AFEY gk =3, 4HQ dFo2ME A T 2] AR
YEo] HAZ A EVIE ¥k oz}, H2/ AbH FAX 9 FEA o F u
A HAZ FAX7 HaA8Y JFsAo] =o) (Sands, Waters, & McBride, 1997).

ook

o2l

oJE Yo BYE 3T AUA NFHIA ] UG A8 49 AT Hm
A3, 14 BEE gaeEe BRSHAD

241 71AH £ 24

19708 =714 Bol A8 d 23 & WHOEA, §540] ¥E5T o] A%
3 ZAAHez v, 1) §538 % AA} (flexilevel test: Lord, 1971a), 2¢+A4)
2) 7} (two-stage test: Lord, 1971b), 2) sjz}ul4] AL (pyramidal test Hansen,
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1969), 3) ©AA 71828 7A} (stradaptive test: Weiss, 1974)5¢] 7]*Ho] Qlck

24.2. oA 1428 (Multistage Fixed-branching CAT Model)

ZIAAQ A Rl #A4HE Bostel oA 14 Bie] /sl (Wainer
Kiely, 1987). /NBEF-E shte] B3 (testlet: & W& dd)o = A5},
FTe BE FPANA Y BFEo] A= 49 (linear)wt 3Abe) AbA
of webx 7t @Al A b £3o] AAHE 9AF (hierarchical) oz +
+o} (Kingsbury & Zara, 1989; Thissen et al, 1989).

ok
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o gl
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243. 584 HZH3 v

nj Batoit}y 8219 58 FFo] 2FHW, 2 SEFF 2AMNA £ AR
7t 74 & v B3] FEEHE $383/5413 Zdolth o7]¢lE, Owen (1975)¢]
Bayesian A% w41z}, MLE (H$=541)e] 278 Lord (1977)2] BRTT (Broad
Range Tailored Test) W o] 9ok

244. A%3 =4
B ATNNE BA 299 BY4L REF cldolng, 2451 shiel B,
L wotd A mdE Fgsks And JlE w84 A5H9 Aeue
Aete Aol wiASh WA, Az BREL F2 et AY B4 2y
g guel Fuskstee gl 2AF £344 A28 mde) H4% £HL o
ek 3T AEACY Bl AR, A9 A G Gl 242
Akl 4 dAle 19 7oA Hole npe} o] 9987860 2 A w9 =
5 %+ A

N

flo -l)" o F'iﬂ =L J\N

Scatterplots bet. Given & Estimated Q
Correlation: 0.998786

e ROV

Estimate
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245 AA Fg2 &7 A%

TEPS# o] 452 I+371A Oddt 49 5 ITEEE Hole A4 &
PA} 499 0] & ATl M3t guelFo s +9=+= TEPSY CALTE X7
A Ve 4% ZAxte} TEPSe| PBLT (Paper-based Language Test)e] 4% 2z}
o AA Aol ZF G 4D A F 19 20 74 49 A9 3A AFs
535 AlQslae, BT So)do2A £ £FES Holn, AAHSFY dud
A 042A 433 £ AL ¢ F Aok (A 349 wen AY 2HE
7123 W& “BE CALT ¢xelE 58 B 33 29 o F=uig)

% 1 PBLT $%-CALT 9eig4 A4u

3 chl 4 b =3
PBLT 90 82 83 90 75

Scatterplots bet. CALT & PBLT
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0 500 1000
CALT
a9 8 CALTZA - PBLTZA daaA

25. Alg Ao

A dolg FHtdte B dsiMe 71eHeg £84E 1A e BF
gt WshA7lE F7HA HRle] AL & e, dutFeges E3 A S FHike
Aol B2 Aoz A AT FEAvIT Fold £FT AEL EA 2 F
o, & Axs A | Bel Ao AY wo] ofyel, B&4o] Aol A
A= B2 FFE vAA HolN £ Ayt g2A ygoan F3E g
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A A2 AT AE Zo] e tiste =edoz g HEsty)
oA Ak

ubbAl, v X| A} (placement test)zo] tl ARE A ¢l Alo] Blwd AL Ao
)\1‘— ;\]?‘51 71o]E CAT.,] O]EZ:}O] 541?_11:11-0 _,*laqz‘s]. 7].317_%0] /\]5‘—:1 71o] H]—NO
AYste 297 o, tatE A Fho] 2 AlPMe dRtHgog Age] 2
ol 1At o] uiFAG WHo R Aok o|2HowE, ¥ E¥ AY
Zo)7t 71 F= A Aol M= olelA ZEshe E}%hﬂ 8 R NE
WG/ A WE ANERS, dolE 58 TFHE u8e W8 793 (Content
Balancing) @7} 2A38ld ZAsk= Ao uEFE Ao|rt (Wainer & Kiely,
1987). old A5 THFA B ATIAE AW dolE A RoT 8H
3tk HE (2000)d) <31E, @Al ATWHAF Ay Ze] (20083 = (100
EFP)og E4x A o] YoEE, B dAFdis NEIA B3]
ut (100823: s 3053, 59 2583, o3 2583, =8 2083002 Zo]g 1
Aol APE AFste] A7 “37b_:rLi &34tk

26. T8 Y
Aol Zolg Agse AE F & 3o &

=1 i
7 &7 22 HF - 233, BE9, $EAT 52 3184?‘{}4.

261 4o

273 oxte] 2L RAXNIE WP A, AY 95% A=) 7ro] logit scale
+03 o2 A u) F2T 4 glon, o= Ax (d: 209970)9] FES £
E AN, AR AE R 5E3 BAVL gle ol T S wabA
£ LA HA EolEW, BE IAZE £E%AT 2P A9 dozA ALtE
£ A8 AR (test information)& 7|&oz ANY 23 SIS ALY £5
2 AFGME 24 2271 103 A god, AgARsl vEste A
3 %l—’:— Y EFE FAHNA Rée LR FEy, 29 PR Aede

SAWE e i FrtEas AT 5 flvks FaE AT

A B4 BYFE DRANE PHOEN, NFoIA OB 39, 24, 49, O
= B £5 A BAHE o] HFHT Ax B FY oL F
A BH, AUBOE F £ b FUSE DAL PR A9 5 Yok 2
SRR WAE B dole Be AR Basich AF LoldN A7
# S, A S Agde] 2 APelAE, £8R AN £9 Avel Az, A
24, FRYFE KA AN ERSE SLs ANSE Aol dhEsich
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o A

FIANLE TAATIE HHeEAN, BE E¥TE 2ZAE T4
& AZE DANE PEE BEIT Fo} JE IMNeFEYL &
A7) YeAE, £58X3 (F<4, 1997; Oller, 1995)¢] A4 24
13 228 WMeE 1S Aol e FR3T 2 A7E £
7183t 3 AAd vt gduEe 2A=E, B $7A
@ 73, 2439 A AP ABHL melstd, WA F9Y Aol
AZrE AFatels AEE Aok
AZe Tl 38 Be 2YAE BYi 2ol AQSAN &
W, $9AIZke] TEs) Bt 4 B @+ glE 518 A
Z, Fo)4 2330 FFN 798 BLL K AT
b 94977k TEPS Agmrte] 43o] 9109 (43¢ Ae, &
LT NgeA= 10008 ©38& A HAh &, CALT A geA A
#otd A4E 24 el dsiA Ho] AAHRZ AP
) g P42 9A 23tk ole Aot Ate ALESHS T4}
AP Y ol AP R SAHA de AFIAA By, Az
ago s dolgle e $YE 0 2 SYske CALTIAA o
ATE A E 2202 sNEth o]d ZAE FYE $HAT HFE 1L
CALT®] gz Zo] B33e %A AAshs Rez Folgrh CALT &
g &Y g3l tside & a9 Ll CALT g8’= AFdA Fd AA9
gE

[an

o}

o
&

oft
)

[*]
—

e

4y 2 o
N
oy, H
oo Hi
oo W >
A o > AL e %

E
o

otk
i

S fn o 2 o
do 3 i o

> 9 9
rd
b
(@] )
>l~>iﬂ-¥~
HFQ'TQ‘FIEQ

ti to, o

Rl

L

X

of Wy B ok xR R
mlmh_%
(o}

e e v or

o

gte] o8] 7HX W4E EF BES A1RY F3IY FE HFE3=E st
W e 9]¢ 4 Ut (Thissen & Mislevy, 1990).

3. CALT edx 7%

31 AW SAAES AR AR

F9Azre] 59 Aolg Avht kA WwskeA, CALTY +3 Astet 4
A GAAEE 4ol BBEE A 53 v@se AF FFo] Basith 44
Fol A AESA S $EAY drAE T8I CATY 43 23 dA=
of &3 £4.& dojelav ol 713 a3 CALTY g3x AS5d+olth £
ATE 98 AMEE CBLT A99) U8 eld=e} PBLTe} CBLTY 337ls%=
(comparability)e 4%3] £ Aoz Bz on, oo #@AH B340 A3 A
AR AT oln] o]&olFt (Choi, Kim, & Boo, 2003).
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o) fAsA AWAH] JAAT THE FAI}E Wt =FEAN G¥sUisE
(generalizability; Brennan, 1992) o]&3 x93 849 OFEAS HAse
FACETS (Linacre, 1994, 1999) 2o A A4 ¢lola st A 2 x)
Aol A Ao] L Aoz ¢=5 TOP (Test of Oral Proficiency)E 28314
ok Aloke] B& 43 A CALT ¢xelE edA a7 #4948 $345 Ad
Ble ¥R 354 oaAESES TOPY AF wsS e 299 fojdl
(inter-rater reliability index: .9425)0] £33 A7 el B J-7¢9 CALT 823
9 Z# BAE 2ARFA. TOP<t CALT, &)z TOPe}: PBLT S} #AAAE #
wgthd, CALTSF PBLT A @w-2zke] AwAQ] oAtissdel o Hrhe B
FEE & & Atk T3, A7E, F, B S8 Ake aed CALT A3 w
23} a3 shA] G AR BT AolE v BEozH, o= Hho] A<l
QAT SEE o gHEA SFdeA= ¥ F Atk

otef o] AAAA AFNA E & e nldE, 2EFHS CALT-‘= X]%‘“}i
o HWRHQ AAEFEES © HFEA FAen, &

CALT A3 4ol 6 833 € & Itk o8 A
AHe 2 AHEY &7 2.

CALTs} PBLTZre| 1R =& wlws] B9 o3 2o 28 g9, CALT
o} Aty A2 %5E (TOPY 5717 58 24 HAg) 4daA (Aztxe): 9160;
A1+ Hlxe: 9100)7} PBLT<} TOP 4##A (8192) dsprnc} w74 Jsith vE
ti e Fof gy FJdolrle AT o|2H B AN siddE AFH N
d AE AlEY gagEol AYAY WHauo AWAEd JriEeds Fo B
FIA ERE F YE MeAE RAFE FHE FoldEnt

B3 SH AIZES 1Ed AR oy, ek g CALT A3 w49

¥ &
=9 3 J&r)a Fd T

B3RS v AdE gy 2ok e Az 18 ¢xgFol vluy €3
520 TOPse] 4d A7 tda ok £H B oFdAs Azt 28 ¢us
Fol Hlug gxnFr TOPse] 4 A7 44 o gt ol £9E &9
Azre AT AW $o] mEskA g CALT A7 H4nch it oAles
THE O AHAEMA FFFE BAFE Aotk WY, F3) FYeME Al
-T’—E%?Jr Hlay gxnEEe TOPse) ’2}4&4&74] A4 & W Z Zo)7t itk ol

2 99nd o B3% QAo L 7HE SHINE 2R $F Aol 2
e Ags @7 MES2 AAHY. o ¢ uel Fa4E TofR
Oller (1995)¢} 1@ (2000), Choi (2002)9) A7 Aet Wg o] ok &
AT, AolgS o2 £ AN ATE MPOE Fo] AT WS
g AAs) TS InFe ALY BE BEAT B e A
oz a4

PBLT} TOPZre] 4897 @she thes) 2tk PBLTS] A ge TOPS 2
WY ALEF5ES BAY GERT B 4 BAE Holm glEd, o
AAANE WS BFERY o AP WA B4 (2HAAZR AN 29

o

N
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L5 ?'{, FajAl g TOP A1ge) &3k /}}Jﬂr

55 ¢ F dded, ole =< FFAVE 5%

s ¢ F 9,1‘9} ole HY oA wes 1
E oz o3| 4 Y& AFo|th B, AolUE L5& Bol AfFoEN A
qgg 7)1 ‘i‘al—é’.—E ol F e YT F5 o|EFAE dUFEIT &40
(Gilbert, 1959). PBLT 2] £¥HA1E Zdz= TOPY B QAR 297 =& Ay
AE Bolil e, o Ao rAa%FE e Buige] He FAFHA
58 (Acquisition)}g &33ted £531 A)F (speeded test: Oller, 1995+
B§33E RoFE A9 gk

E0 AREQ F97te] #BAE A¥RE g5 2ok TOP &g9d74 PBLT
AeAE, A1zt CALT Hs), 283 wA)zas CALT %?SHN%‘ /‘}019—1 &
B4, TOP #3349 938 UnA 3717 Ha)jAg Alo)e] ZAAAE 2 o)t
g & 5 9t (08161, 08242, 0.8163; 0.8182, 0.7863, 0.7823). Olt A
dre PBLTIAME ZE EAE 4002 AAste A9 B2 £33 A
B2 FPAZEA Rol7t §l7] WE A, PBLTQ} CALTZYY] 2 ARol7t gle Ao =
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% 2. CALT, PBLT, TOPS} Arat#7) (huts)
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Corr
PTOT
PLC
PGR
PVC
PRC
CITOT
CILC
CIGR
e
CIRC
C2T0T
C2Lc
C2GR
C2VC
C2RC
TPR
TFL
TGR
TSL
TOC

PIOT PLC PGR PVC PRC CITOT CILC CIGR CIVC CIRC

1 9564" 8223" .8680".9485".8948".7934" 7864".8041" 7599".
95641 7866".8342" 8235 .8632".7927".7512" .7870".7015" .
8223".7866" .1 7157 7173" .8067".6845".7199" .7364".7184" .
.8680".8342".7157" .1 7795 8665°.7821" .7179" .8454°.7173" .
9485".8235" 7173" .7795" 1 8128" .6980".7265" .7066".7173" .
8948".8632" 8067" 8665 .8128" .1 9143" 7091" .8457° 8767".
793477927 6845°.7821" .6980".9143" .1 5591" .7783".6385".
7864°.7512" 7199" 7179 72657091 .5591" .1 7535 .5501" .
8041°.7870" 7364".8454".7066" 8457".7783" .7535" .1 63117 .

7599°.7015" .7184" .7173" .7173" .8767" 6385 .5501* 6311" .1

.8889".8581" .8106" .8620".8048".9979" .9101" .7067".8462".8774".
7925 .7904".6846".7802" .6985" 9139" .9983".5546*.7757" .6409".
.7296".6979".7090" 6656" .6652" .6627" .4965*.9783" .7160" .5284*,
7513" 7423° 7200°.7988" 6457 .8048".7265" .7364" 9691" 6061" .
7597°.7012" .7166" .7164" 7176" .8762" .6376" 5505 .6282" .9999".
8137" 8161" .7083".7973".7121" .8497".8242".6376".7738" .6710".
8403 .8182" .7659".7094".7709" 8620".7863" 6805".7103" .7396".
8141”8257 .6473.7040°.7299" 8195" .7381" .7414" .8006".6570".
76687561 7332" 7809 .6663" .8845".7681" 6021 .7811" .8234".
8192, .7769".7236" .7664".7635" 9160 .8716" 6346°.8248".7595".

N of case 35 2-tailed Signif: = -.01 " -.001

NB:
PTOT
PLC
PGR
PVC
PRC
CITOT
CILC
CIGR
C1vC
CIRC
C2TOT
C2LC
C2GR
c2vC
C2RC
TPR
TFL
TGR
TSL
TOC

‘PBLT TOTAL’

‘PBLT Listening Comprehension’

‘PBLT Grammar’

‘PBLT Vocabulary’

‘PBLT Reading Comprehension’

‘CALT TOTAL TIMED

‘CALT Listening Comprehension‘TIMED’
‘CALT Grammar TIMED’

‘CALT Vocabulary TIMED

‘CALT Reading Comprehension TIMED’
‘CALT TOTAL UNTIMED’

‘CALT Listening Comprehension UNTIMED’
‘CALT Grammar UNTIMED’

‘CALT Vocabulary UNTIMED

‘CALT Reading Comprehension UNTIMED’
‘TOP Pronunciation’

‘TOP Fluency’

‘TOP Grammmar’

‘TOP Sociolinguistic Competence’

‘TOP Overall Comprehensibility’.
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¥ 3. CALT, PBLT, TOP¢] AaaA (Furx)

Corr Q2T0T QLC CGR CQVC CRC TPR TFL TGR TSL TOC
PTOT 8889" 7925 .7296".7513" .7597" 8137" .8403" 8141 .7668" .8192" .
PLC 8581 .7904".6979".7423".7012" 8161" .8182" .8257".7561" .8069".
PGR 8106~ .6846".7090".7200".7166" .7083".7659" .8473".7332" .753G".
PVC 8620 .7802".6656".7988".7164" 7973 .7094".7040".7809".7464".
PRC 8048" 6985 .6652" .6457".7176" 7121" .7709".7299" 6663" .7335" .
CITOT 9979 9139 .6627".8048".8762" 8497 8620".8195" .8845".9160" .
Cllc 9101" .9983".4965*.7265" 6376" .8242".7863" .7381" .7681" 8716" .
CIGR 7067" .5546*.9783".7364".5505" .6376" .6805".7414".6021" .8346".
Cive 8462" .7757" .7160" .9691" 6282".7738" .7103" .6006".7811" .8248".
CIRC 8774" .6409".5284*.6061" .9999".6710" .7396" .6570" .8234".7595" .
C2TOT 9123" .6711" .8192" .8769".8447".8617" .8187" .8951" .9100" .
CUC 9123* 1 49567298 6401" .8163" .7823".7339" 7753 .8628".
C2GR 6711" .4956*1 7431 5289 5926 6627 7209 .5972" 788]" .
CQve 8192" 7298 .7431" 1 6037°.7359" .6934".5853" .7814" .7787".
C2RC 8769 .6401" .5289* 60371 6696".7307" .6582" .8217" 7576".
TPR 8447 8163" .5926".7359" .6696"1 .7861" .7456".7209" .8467".
TFL 8617" .7823" .6627".6934".7407".7861" 1 8265" .8253" .8524".
TGR 8187 .7339".7209".7853" 6582" .7456".8265" 1 7306".8233".
TSL 8951" .7753" 5972" .7814" 8217 7209~ .8253" 7306”1 8034".
TOC 9100" .8628".5881" .7787".7576" .8467".8524".8233" .8034"1
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AL 43 TOP AJgollx S48k LT TE 2479 3387 23+,
9 &3t AFWAT A SAANR AAHE FAAE FA Y Bk
dFste Fad Areth 53], TOP T3 34 993 PBLT A3,
CALT 33j Afole) Fa#AE TEPSY HAgoA B2 EAE S4UN2T
AN o] @A TE $8E HHHE AT F e B A
AYE RoFE ZHE fAdrk

o8, §‘r‘“‘ﬂr +4< %3 A== CALT /‘l?ﬁ" PBLT S} A @2 gato] uj
F 3A Felstag, old EEF|Yold WETt £8 A nXE g B
AAA] A7} tivtolrtA @Elrto] 7)&3 {44‘} ofgt (gl
AHE F) V&S HES 2EFY (D), 27))¢ SAsE FPYIL =79
pge] A% AT FA2 FastA HFE Ago|rk

H[o

FaEd

W AN - Fud - AF - e (1998). AFEHE o] &3 FH A AR
AT, #2wSHAR/ Y. 781 RRE 98-4.
134, (1998). Test of Oral Proficiency <] Axk ogred 2, 34(1), 245-286.
H13. (2000). Ho] YrArEEEe Re P& WA (Simulated Oral Proficiency

Interview) A| & w}al ok} el A= 2890138 16(1), 215-246.

Bachman, L. F, Davidson, F, Ryan, K, and I-C. Choi. (1995). Studies in Lan-
guage Testing 1: An Investigation into the Comparability of Two
Tests of English as a Foreign Language. Cambridge: Cambridge Uni-
versity Press.

Brennan R. L. (1992). Elements of Generallzabzllty Theory. Iowa City: The
American College Testing Program.

Brown, J. D. (1997). Computers in language testing: Present research and
some future directions. Language Learning & Technology 1(1), 44-59.

Choi, I-C. (1992). Theoretical Studies in Second Language Acquisition: An
Application of Item Response Theory to Language Testing. New
York: Peter Lang Publishing Inc.
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English proficiency test. English Teaching 48, 311-348.
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Testing, %2).
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20(3), 294-319.
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assisted langnage learning and testing: Research issues and practice
(pp. 5-36). New York: Newbury House.
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In D. J. Mendelson and J. Rubin, Eds, A Guide for the Teaching of
Second Language Listening (pp. 97-112). San Diego: Dominic Press.
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19

AT 12167 / A
Theta : M0250
HE 5k :-025
Value 1 0722
Avalue : 0.562
Bvalue : 0211

2B ASF 0 Sx( -1 )Tx( 1) << o] % (theta) : -0.25 ( M0250) 2 21 10

A¥=> AL : 0 Theta : -0.25 / NextP -0.25 A|7x7

2 ¥

FAHE 11391 / A
Theta 1 M0750
HBgk : 075
Value : 0722
Avalue : 0593
Bvalue : 0774

o2y o Sx{ -2 )Tx(-1) << o] %(theta) : 075 ( M0750) 2 21 4

Ad=> A9 :1 Theta : -0.75 / NextP -0.75 A7kl

3d

EANE :35 /B
Theta : M0625
W3z : 0625
Value : 0722
Avalue : 0.593
Bvalue 1 -0.576

G EAS o Sx( -3 )Tx(2) << o] x(theta) : -0.625 ( M0625) 2 2 1 10

ZAxt=> F ¢ : 1 Theta : 0625 / NextP -0.625 A7x1

49

FAHE 11048 / D
Theta : M0625
W3zt : 0625
Value 1 0722

Avalue : 0.606
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Bvalue

HeBAls

: 0.598
Sx(-4)Tx(1) << o]=(theta) : 0625 ( M0G25) 2 21 9

ZAi=> A2 :1 Theta : -0.5 / NextP 05 A7kl
54

FANE 1762 / A

Theta 1 M0500

Wk :-05

Value 1 0722

Avalue : 0.593

Bvalue : -0.448

GeZAe o Sx( -5 )Tx{ -1) << Yol x(theta) : -0.5 ( M0500) 2 2 1 3
A= B9 :0 Theta : 0185 / NextP :0.125 A)7+1
69

EANE 11042 / C

Theta : PO125

Wzt : 0125

Value : 0722

Avalue : 0.568

Bvalue : 0145

FogAe Sx(-6 )Tx(-1) << do]=(theta) : 0125 ( PO125) 2211
A= AL :1 Theta : 0389 / NextP :0375 A)7+1
79

AT 11397 / A

Theta : P0375

LIk e : 0375

Value 1 0722

Avalue : 0.593

Bvalue : 0.363

FoBAF o Sx( -7 )Tx( -1) << o]x(theta) : 0375 (P0375) 22111
A= B¢ :1 Theta : 0.853 / NextP :0.875 AJzx1
8 H

FAHS 75/ A

Theta : P0875

Wz : 0.875

Value : 0722

Avalue : 0.506
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Bvalue
G2EAS

A= AL

: 0912
2 Sx( -8 )Tx( -1) << Yo)x(theta) : 0.875 ( P0875) 2 21 12
: 0 Theta : 0626 / NextP :0.625 A7+l

949
EAHS
Theta
ez

Value

Avalue
Bvalue
geEAF

AH=> BQ

: 6566 / D
: P0O625
: 0625

1 0722
1 0337
: 0.554
2 Sx(-1)Tx( -3) << olx(theta) : 0.625 ( P0625) 3 21 10
: 1 Theta : 0582 / NextP :0.625 A7kl

10
FAMS
Theta
Wk

Value
Avalue
Bvalue
G2EAS

SR T

16946 / A
: P0625
: 0625

: 0722

1 0241

: 0.739

2 Sx( -2 )Tx(-2) << o] &(theta) : 0625 (P0625) 321 4
: 1 Theta : 082 / NextP :0.875 A)7x1

Z

=

E

2.

ofr

g 2s

-0.25
AV

Theta

o =
3

3 %3

w

BV theta AL PV I\Y

d

Mt

2167  0.562
Delta Theta

-0.211
0/-0.25

M0250 0

Theta -0.75
% AV

BV theta AL PV v
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T

1391 0593
Delta Theta

Theta

o
%

AV

0774
0/-075
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-0.625

BV theta A2 PV I
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Theta -05
7} AV BV theta qQ PV A 2 IV  FAx
1048 0606 -0598 M0625 1 0 0 0

Delta Theta 0/-05

Theta -05

23 AV BV theta &2 PV Bzt 2R IV Fxex
2167 0562 0211 MQO250 O 0431 -0243 0077 0722 1176
1391 0593 0774 MO0750 1 0568 0255 0086 1444 0832

1

1

0

355 0593 0576 MO0625 0519 0285 0087 2166 0679

1048 0606 0598 MO0625 0525 0287 0091 2888 0588

762 0593 -0448 MO0500 0486 0280 0087 361 0526
Delta Theta 0.406/-0094

Theta -0.094
73} AV BV theta AL PV B} B2 IV A%z
2167 0562 0211 MO0250 0527 -0297 0078 4332 048

0
1391 0593 0774 MO750 1 0664 0198 0078 5054 0444
355 0593 0576 M0625 1 0619 0225 0082 5776 0416
1
0

1048 0606 0598 MO0625 0626 0226 008 6497 0392
762 0593 0448 MO0500 0588 -0349 008 7219 0372
Delta Theta 0.211/0.117

Theta 0117
73 AV BV theta L2 PV 24 Bn IV 2Aox

%
2167 0562 0211 MO0250 © 0577  -0325 0077 7941 0354
1391 0593 0774 MO0750 1 071 0171 0072 8663 0339
1
1
0

355 0593 0576 MO0625 0667 0196 0078 9385 0326
1048 0606 -0598 MO0625
762 0593  -0448 MO0500

Delta Theta 0078/0.195

Ea

Theta 0.054
73} AV BV theta #H< PV 22} 2y IV A2x
616 0425 0205 P0250 0472 -0201 0045 296 0.183
1095 0452 -0907 MO0875 0676 0146 0044 30322 0181
1566 0456 -0816 MO0750 0662 0153 0046 31044 0179
1567 0565 0511  MO500 0632 0207 0074 31766 0177
4970 0543 0255 MO0250 0.57 0233 0072 32488 0175
1559 0559 049 P0500 0397 -0223 0074 3321 0173
1730 0456 0689  P0750 0379 0283 0048 33932 0171
364 0328 1172 P1250 0349 -0115. 0024 34654 0169
5751 0425 1025  P1000 0331 -0141 004 35376 0168
700 0532 0755  PQO750 0346 0185 0064 36098 0166
685 0465 0501 P0500 0412 -0192 0052 36.82 0.164
2083 0328 034 P0250 0.46 0151 0026 37542 0163
3859 0569 -0005 MOOOO 0514 -0293 0.08 38264 0161
1619 0569 -0174 M0125 0554 -0316 0079 38986 O0lI6

0676 0196 008 10107 0314
0638 -0379 008! 10829 (303

OO OOOrFOK =rH—=QO
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683 0484 0866 M0875 1 068 0154 Q.05 39708 0158
3329 0.55 0625 M0625 1 0653 019 0068 4043 0157
323 0445 037 MO375 0O 0579 -0258 0048 41152 (0.155
2943 0465 0338 M0375 1 0576 019 0052 41874 0154
13504 0448 0075 MO0125 1 0524 0213 005 4259 0153
6316 0425 0093 MO0000 1 0492 0215 0045 43317 0151

Delta Theta 0.014/0.068

Theta 0.068

23 AV BV theta =He PV 2z} 2 IV F3ex
616 0425 0205 P0250 O 0475 -0202 0045 44039 015
1095 0452 0907 M0875 1 0679 0145 0044 44761 0149
1566 0456 0816 MO0750 1 0664 0152 0.046 45483 0148
1567 0565 0511 MO0500 1 0635 0205 0073 46205 0.147
4970 0543 0255 MO0250 1 0573 0231 0072 46927 0145
1559 0559 049 POS00 O 0401 0225 0075 47649 0144
1730 0456 0689 P0750 1 0381 0281 0049 48371 0143
364 0328 1172 P1250 O 035 -0116 0024 49093 0142
5751 0425 1025 P000 O 0333 -0142 004 49815 0141
700 0532 0755 P0750 O 0349 -018 0064 50537 014
685 0465 0501 P0O500 O 0415 0194 0052 51259 0139
2083 0328 034 PO250 0 0462 -0152 0026 51981 0138
3859 0569 -0005 MO0000 O 0517 0295 0.08 52703 0137
1619 0.569 0174 MO1RS O 0.558 -0318  0.079 53425 0136
683 0484 0866 MO0875 1 0683 0153 005 54.147 0135
3329 0.55 0625 M0625 1 0656 0188 0068 54869 0.135
323 0445 037 MO0375 0 0582 026 0048 55591 0.134
2943 0465 0338 MO0375 1 0579 0195 0052 56313 0133
13504 0448 0075 M0125 1 0527 0211 005 57035 0132
6316 0425 0093 MO000 1 0495 0214 0045 57756 0131

Deita Theta -0.003/0.065

=
136-701

N 4%F A% 57

DS A Joimg s
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