FHE~oER e ZRE L7
7 AR a7 LD ITHITDONT

OB HE —

1. iELoIc

AT, B LI T2 M e 2RZBRLCBAO 227 0% ke Y
DESIEANT Z2REI2ICOCT, FA~D[El (regression toward the
mean=RTM) ([EIJFhR [regression effect] ¥ 5 5) ICHELHZHTTHL
T, FAT—3H% 791 >~ (pretest—posttest designs) DHFZED H 1% 5 1
T =2 20T 2B FEANOEROE LI L Ia e LavEaT
INTHER D 5T 2 e HIL N T3 (e.g., Bonate, 2000; Campbell
& Kenny, 1999), % 2T, AT & 21 ELI NI T 2 b2 2 [FIRZERL 72
marhle LT, RIEAESN: T — 2050 & v 6N LD
IINTRER 2 LS 2 X 2l U T, FE~NoRRZFRE L 2ha e Ll
BTEAMICED LS ICHRPRZ 2002 MF T2 e 2 HNE 5, 3
5z, 1970 FERICHRIB S hre, T~ o (HREIER) oK S S 2 HEE
T2HECOCTHH LT L,

2. FHADEF

2-1 FHAOEIFE I

P~ omlkE (ERRIE) ©id, 1 EE I @2 i s aicha, 2
BECE1IRE LD L ENSEEPBHISNZ ZeP2vr v BEHEY
53 (RRMEFIZYTLEEZEPFE R 3). ZLOWMREFICEY, FH—
AVNEYELFEC D BlzE, 72 r0za7ealb x50 — VEi
) BRE LGS, 2022 7 55%E2HB L T0 2 5ETRWIRD
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HAoERE24C % (e.g., Bonate, 2000; Campbell & Kenny, 1999; Iwasaki &
Kawada, 2007) YIS T 7o fito T RIEWE 7 — 2 200§ 2 %
WA FEE~o &2 ERIC AN TIER L %\ (eg, Bonate, 2000;
Campbell & Kenny, 1999; 5l + {7/ 2007)

7272 L. E#ICF D ¥ Rogosa, Brandt, and Zimowski (1982; Rogosa,
1995) 12 & - T, FE~0 G 1 HHOHEM e Z2{ef5 s (=2R/EC 1
FHOHEMDA) ¥ OMICADOHBEDH 2RHCOALEL 25D T, YO &

GEICLRTAEL 2 LOTERC I EHEIHSATV2, L L, BliK

WiE, TIRIHORPEM ¢ 23 A 2 RT e B2 vz, g
D[l FH RN s BSRe wZ 50 b Lz (Allison, 1999)

DT~ OENHE Galton (1886) & VA SN TLLK, ThETE
FRPEER OB TIRAICHE ST aen (fUk 200D, Hl ZEH=
DEEZE (Nielsen, Karpatschof, & Kreiner, 2007; Yu & Chen, 2015) 2 3 =
= —3¥ 3 V7% (Hansen, & Pedersen, 2014) 7 X' O3 cldbsd L |
FCEBSNTELDITER VDN,

2-2 FHPAOEREHE L S EH

BHEfesnic T 2 bfhcd 3 ¢, FE~oRRE4EL 2B LTk
WD &I WCH SN G, ZRED T R P22 2008 K h ik
FABTEr oz, OB RICBRL CHEAR I LYIh G r o2/ (2
3 D Er ol 2®) REOFESTE VBT TLE o, W
WL 12122 T A NNBO—HBHDNERADDH 2T —<Tholz, H5

NI THERORERSER L O 2B TH oo oMl (D% D EHMSR
PoleB») THEOQU o2 a7xEonl, L L, 1EEIG RCET
e & RT3 - 2D R o 2 8 o, WMSHEDEE D o I E. 2 BIH
LEIL L HWICHES RV 2E N2 WS 2 IEAREME Y LTV, it Ty
LEIHOZ 2750k ) B ol (H20idEr-72) Aid, 2RIHO 22
TRIEEHIVELS 2 (D2 VIREL 4 2) HAKH 2 (FEHT 31 'Y
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AR 3 %)

2-3 FEAOEIFOHREEE

FL TR M2 2EZBRLIGEOZ a7 OZ{LIcOVT, 2 5L EORHH
WCHEADD 38 5 il s 256, 2 ZHRDEOHT CIGdH D XHa
L) L 2EHOZa 7L LEHOZ 27 250 7ic 285 (kv Lid
D ERUEZE e Uiz tivE QB oLE) = 1 ERITHUMT (ANO-
VA) T2 Zenbielwv, LrL, 2L OHMERBHERT 2 & 51,
2 ERITEUIHT R ZAE SR 2 O 12 08U I I~ o Il D508 2 E & L
Twiw (e.g., Bonate, 2000; Campbell & Kenny, 1999) @ SEE A E]IR O
WERIRET 2 BRI Tl opiBiEShTa s, 7F— 2 INERD
FRWFERLE Y LR S CHVOR FEO—213, 1 HEHORIEME 2 H
ZR e LCHC 588 (ANCOVA) Td 5 5 (Bonate, 2000; Dimi-
trov & Rumrill, 2003) o & 7o, OB CHIL TR LS 7EH, 2
NLITMTIEAE S ST (Residual [change] score analysis) ¥ PEE1 2, 18]
HoO RS & BT & - TFRIL 72 2 [ H O v 5220 2 B H Ol
e D& (D% 5E] (Residual)) ZHEEZA Y LTI 2175
T b et ST & (eg, Campbell & Kenny, 1999; MacKinnon, 2008) ',
L. OB O e KT 2 5EE LT % (e.g., Max-
well, Delaney, & Manheimer, 1985; Forbes & Carlin, 2005), AfiTid. I
O DT LU 5,

2-4 FHPAQEFOKRSIIZHET 55X
iz, FE~OEFOK S S 2 THlT 2 5EICOWTHRR S, tH20H
RAI2a=r—varvitHODTHETEHZ VAN TR & I 75,
1970 “4X1C Davis (1976) % Gardner & Heady (1974) 12 & » T~
% PRI 2 HESIRE S Tw 2 GEFomAR e LT, #i21F Barnett
et al., 2004; Gmel et al.,, 2007; Linden, 2013 72 ¥'23% % ),
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T, RSN T A MR 2EIREL 2BV TER b,
FIEZERF D2 a7 &y, ¢ LEZBRREOZ2 a7 2y, €95, /2. wih
D7 A b SRR, REEER 22D IERID RIS CIRET %, pld 2 HO
TARZ2aT7OMHBRETH 2, H2E (ZZTRkETB) 2hy +47
ECREL, k& z=|k—u|/ e TEHELT 2 2. By b A 7l k, KiEDOHD
1 [ H OZEREF O 2 2 7 OFEEE O FHIlE

E(y, |y: <k) =p—Co (1-D
FIREIC, By b A 7l Kk, 2 Z72E O 1[5 H OZEREO FE O TR
E(y,|yi>k) =u+Co (1-2)

2

I C=9@) / [1-0 ()], ¢(Z)=ﬁexp[—%} (@) = J*.p()dx

Ths,
o, IND ORERE ORI O 2 2 7 OPEED TRl

E(y, |y, <k)=p—pCo 72\ L3 E(y, |y, >ky) =u+pCo @)
(D 75 ) &5l icb OB FENOEIFOIEY 75 2.

RTM effect = (u = Co) — (u £pCo) = Co (1—p) 3
— AT R E & CRHEHE R ZE ol d AR A 22 O T HEERICRIH T 2 B3

zhzholtilis vo v v 3.
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3. A&

3-1 DCAWSF—2 DR

AR T, &2 RKFZO1IHELE300 AD AFEBE D4 12 TOEFL %
TOEIC @ & 5 ARHE(b Shic 7 2 P2 ZER L. 2 OF UEAEL HH 1K
CHERL TR 22RO Z2a7 022 llic L TEZTWLY,
Z DB AR T —IRINCEIFR A% 0~100 DI TR a7 2 XRT 57
ZFELTEHLETWL, /0 ZENG 1EIHO 2 2 755 60 Al D2E 62
A (20.7%) (2 ZCl3EE b THGE FAIERE) ¥ PR3 1S3 80% D4
(Tl E L T cren) il —m oMY REYTo Y
RELTEL,

AN, M1~ 2 B LUEL THERHAYT 2 57— 2 DEAREHRERL T
3 o WL 2EODF 222722 NI ATHELELDT, K2
BHAAKTH 2, K20k (Y=X) B 1HHO2a7e2mHOZ2a7
DRI TH-12H5ETH B,

18%

16%

14%

01EEX37 mEHZR37

12%

10%

8%

6%

4%

2%

0% =3 HBE
L Y Y | I B Y | IR - N - - - R I DR N~ - B~ - - - B ]
g8 5 B 8 2 & 2 2 3 2 8 7 g 8 & g 2
L T - 2. D LY | R N -\ W \ S R . I - S - - I - T - B -
N e = A 9 S WY N B e = AR NS W

K1 #HT27—2DLRRT T4
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95

~NUuNmEN

TH~OERFORES

40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 90 95
1EER37

2 1EEHDO2a7e 2 BEHO 227 OFHHK

R1 AWTHEML 77— 2 OFIE, B RS, BHETUE S & O RUEORSR

M SD SE
1EH=2a7 (n=300) 66.38 8.98 0.518
2FE=Z2a7 (n=300) 67.13 9.56 0.552
LD B 2t E £(299)=—2.04, p=.042, d=0.12; r=.76

CDF=2IH L THIEDH B tBRELTT S € 1(299)=—2.04, p=.042 T
HEAEDPR LN DD, FIFEIE d=0.12 ¥ Cohen (1992) OHHEN S T2 ¥
e TS (D,

ABIZAZENS, ZEEH T 2 7 — 2 FH~oRRBER N2 ¢ i
BLTEL, 23 20HO2a725 1EIHO 2 a7 25w ic 215N
(R UIE2SS) 2EE L, K31 HHO 2 a7 v 25 o ifmX
TH2ZD, ZHo02a7 OMICIFADHESE LA, 1RIEHOZ 2 72559
DANBENGFE <A F 2 (D& h 2EHD 2 a7 OHHBEG) 1272 35K
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1EIEDR37

K3 1EEORa7eRa7OZ RO G

BH2ZH5. 1EIHOZR a7 KDDANIEZ, BlEEP TS (02 h 2[EH
DAATDHEBEN) IR ZEMIH Y, FE~OERISELTWE Zed
ATEND,

4. DITHER

3. SFEICHRNT: Davis (1976) < Gardner & Heady (1974) 12 & 3 F5
~OEFOFRXE FACTHRE L TA 2, SENE. By b4 7l k, & 60 51
¥ LOIEISZERE O 2 2 7 55 FAIKI 20% O E 25 A TS, 60 % FEHE(L ¥ 2
¥ z=0710 TH B » 5, T2 +)vD NORM.S.DIST HHEZ - To(z) B &
0o(z) alET2 ¥, 9(@=031 8L UVD(2)=0.76 £ %3 (K4 LBHOD
T¥) WMoT. C=9@/[1—0@)] =129 T, Bk FOLEED F[a15Z 5k
DA a7 OFEED FHIfER

E(y, | y: <k)=p—Co = 66.38—1.29X8.98 = 54.80
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0.9 .7

0.8 4
0.76 //

0.7 /
—0(z) === O(2) /

0.6 /

-
===

-3 -2.8-2.6-24-2.2 -2 -1.8-1.6-1.4-1.2 -1 -0.8-06-04-02 0 02 04 06 08 1 12 14 16 1.8 2 22 24 26 28 3

4 KEHEER AT OO T a e B RS S OB 0 A B X

K2 REFNBRCEI S 1EIH2 a7 2[0HZ 2 7 ofllifis & 0FEE~0
[l T JIiE o LEg

B0 P 1) FHEOFE (2) 1 ¥ @) ok
TR 20% DZERFE (1 [IH 2 a7 < 60)

1EIHD 227 53.39 54.80 —1.41
2EIEDZ a7 56.53 57.58 —1.05
ElFEIEN 3.14 2.78 0.36

[ARRIC, Al MALREO 2 [ H O 3ZEREF 2 2 7 O FHfED Tl

E(y, |y, <k =pg—pCs = 66.38—0.76X1.29 X 8.98 = 57.58

9 EQy, | yi <k)—E(y | yi < k)=57.58—54.80=2.78 ¥ 72 %, [AEEIC,

3) XEHCTEHEL TH Co(1—p)=1.29%X8.98X (1—0.76)=2.78 TdH %,

B 210, BEDRP LB OEAETH, FH~OEICE - T, MK
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20%DZERED AT 2781 C e 3PS E, R2IRT Y
BYH. EEOBMMETIE, B FIEEOIEISZERRE D 2 2 7 011955 53.39
T, HRBIEOFEH 2 27135653 DT, IS DZEHE I 3.14 2
ar7EMELe il s, FRloTHXeticEZ 8. 205 50K
89% (2.78--3.14) DERITIETINDEIFICEZ2HDEEZZ TS 5,
R, FUF =20 LT, w2 B Ghis7z LERD X2 [FHo 7 2+
2a7 (td O ERK) 02 BRI EITo78 24, RAFHPEER
THoiclz® (F[1, 298]=11.31, p=.001, 5,’= .037), AERNC HAMTZNHOM
ExiTo7z KIS IR LT & OIS MIBECTId 2 a7 02 L8ICHEE
RO, SIRELPREORS S TH 20 (p<.001, d=52), —KEETIZ
227 OZCEEAIIR NV, o T, ORI 2R 2 v, B
T 20% DEAEICKTT 2 HE IR E L Twd K HIcRA S, Lol
2 OAHHIFIIA~ DRI L BRI WILTO IR0,

IH, AUF—2ICH LT 2SR e itEmLie L 1 BRSEY
M. 1RIHO 2 a7 &2 28Il A A T BT, 8 & CRASR R ERE

74
p=.750,d=10.03

72
" L °
68 69.76 69.89
66
64 eeOe T —— —fikEF
62
60 p <.001,d=.052
58 |
56 ..,...--"‘o

_“..,...--- 56.53
54 Oeeeetttt .
52 53.39
50

1E@BXa7 2B BRa7

5 2 BB OFER
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p=.001,d=0.47 ORI w—fRE

5 I——_I
4 |
3.15
=.893, d=-0.02

%3 2
£
B
=2

p=.927,d=-0.01

0.69 0.77

-

. I 0.13 |__| 4L Toot
-0.03 1
1
2
SR KA BRE/RIN

6 3 DOIHITTIEDRERLLEL

BB LI B D 3 209 ik e Totiziro. KR o g
P15 TH b,

39, LB E1T S oo ORiESEM ¢ LT, THRRBOFEEDK
L ML T032 9 (D2 VI ORFEROEIHELY) %
MR L TH <o 2SR PEEA e L, AR 2 BE2 M 28, 1RIHO
2 a7 edZsg 1 EHO 2 37 ¢ 2 BEOREEH & € 7 sk &34
AR R T kR, KEFH AR TR - 12 (F[1, 296]1=2.003,
p=.158, 1,=.007), T~ T, BRI DOFEMOME T ST 2 i
Wic& 2,

6IZ3DDFIETHM LI ROEL Y 2 e TEL, FTAAEN
ROCBARL BRI 2 BE R HNTABUC L e 1 BB 21T - T RE R,
F(1, 298)=11.31, p=.001, #°=.037 ¥ HEO LR EETH Y. —fE M =
0.13, 95%CI[—0.62~0.93], SE=0.41) (13 2 2 7 DZALIZ L & #1780 A3,
B FOiEE (M=3.15, 95%CI[1.57~4.72], SE=0.80) Ti3 3.15 2 2 7 # g
LT3 zeicns®,
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—7%. 1EHO 2 a7 % LEEIHAAA DT OMRE H 2 ¢,
IBHO 2270 X REBERETH 3w (F1, 297]=10.19, p=.002,
7'=.033), EERI2BED BRI EETIE R - 72 (F [1,297] =0.04,
p=.95, 1’=.000), ZALFHOHEME 2 v, —MRHEE (M=0.77, 95%CI
[—0.13~1.65], SE=0.45). KK #& T i fif (M=0.69, 95%CI[—1.48~2.85],
SE=1.10) ¥ HIZ95%CLIZ 0»F &N TE Y, 2a7OZ(LIFR L Nk,

AR, B e B e Lic 1 BRI (BT 5 105855
S TH. KR 2 BEO ERRIEEE TIE 2 o 2 (FL1, 298]=0.02,
=966, 1’=.000), ZALFMOHEME H 2 v, — B (M=.01, 95%CI
[—0.78~0.80], SE=0.40). p#i F A7 BF (M=—.03, 95%CI [—1.58~1.55],
SE=0.79) ¥ b2z a7 OZEIZR LNk,

o T, P~ E FEE L T 2 D EHT B & ORI HT OfS
B RS X OB RO VT HOBHC D 2 2 7 O IERED b v
XD, ORGSR IEEA 0O PRI THE S kR
CLELEWEDH 2, o T FE~0ERE BRI AN THONET
S, Moy El AN d 5,

5. ER

ARETIE, REEPEEE T 2 2 2 2B LA 2 a7 0Z1{kic
DV, FEAOEFICHEREH TR TS e, 208, 1RHO2a7
D3RO 20% DA GHHE 2T o B EEINE L, T2 TRTER
EY. FEANORIGOFE L v 2 BRS B HTe 25 S 2 1t
BAB Y Lz 1 BRDEBAONTOFER e, P~ [l o8 %2 ik L it
STHUOIHT B & ORI T OFE RIS E D H 2 2 ¥ A S I
7257z, %72, Davis (1976) % Gardner & Heady (1974) 12 & > TIEIE S
TP~ OREEORS S 2HET 2 HECOVTLER L. 2O TFHIK
(e 2PN I3V ) FE~NORRORSI S H2BETHITIZ ¢
LS I L@,

—173—



SEPHLIc T =21k, HL THRZEOFIZOT, BFEIHT DL I %
FEFIC 75 2 BRGS0, A2 BREICANL O 2T
Y. MEEEORE., B MO 2 BIH 2 a7 2 H 3 FREM T v iRo
SRR E RN H B KB 20 &5 Rl oW RSHE Sh v
27—2bHbe s> CHF -, 2007), Fi—FHEIED 7 — 20
TR BERSHETH B,

BE., TAR2aT7OZESNT 255, BT a7 ofroE:
RO 25 MAL S vOZ e /W35G 0H 355, ARETIiEaTE o”
BOAMLE TS, LrL, 7R FOZEBEMLZANIE > TE, HOD 22
THMHUT O O ADHBEe R, ZOMALVDZELIZONT
3. TEZOEHMERRAE | (Standard Error of Difference = SED or SEdiff) 122w
TEZDREDH 27,

BARIS . AR TRIEDEOT ¢ IR R O BIfRIC D W TE o0
Hik7Zdr oz, e o v 8 BB RUMT O I I3 HE LR 2 /R 3 i
FEHLVBID, TORICOVTUES LTI RETH 5,

pES
(D 1 HEEHOHEM v 23 OB OHB BT o cXe 2 (Campbell &
Kenny, 1999, p. 88).
rS, — S,
J(SE+8; -218.8,)

CORDGENZ TS 270, 1 BIHOHIEE ¢ 21015 5 0 B o MBI R E D 7
52U BITUE, DT LTI ADMETRIT NI S 20, rSy—Sx>0, THD b
r>8,/S, DIFE D H O OHBRED 75 218 9182, 5 &THHL ridl
DF7mo<T, Zhaziicdicid, 2B HOMEMOBEREZ 1 BH & 9 »k
DRSS RZEDDH D,

) 7272L. FHA~oRRHIC O & 5 BRI LI L 2T NER L 2 0bI T
0. BlZE, Bl NET a7 28T 2 & 5 2. AL
A IR 2, 2 OAICOW T, Saito (2019) ¥ BB 3
TC ["ATS

) FEEGEDNI R Y, — YER+AX) THIH SN 2R ERERY 3200
Thd,

4) AFTHHT2F— %3, EEOF R b F— 2 B2ICICEEBER L 2 RZED b
DTH2b, AATIIHEMTIIA <, HEKEHG (Item response theory) 125k
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DVTHEL (equating) XfT-o7cbD¥ T2, Fvs2vT, Bzt
T+ —ALTHEUCNE LTHIRT 2 e nffEe 2 3,

(5) 2 HHNSEAHTOREEH ORI, ZeER 2 EER e Lic 1 B
HroFMROMPE e —8T 2, EBE AP TERL VI CED, Wi
(F[1,298]=11.31, p=.001, 1,=.037) ¥ 7% %,

6 72l ZOTHX»HZ 2D F =22 ERDHL T35 TH 2, Lin-
den(2013) OHHIT, F—2WIEHPHL TR CHEEIE, o TH» L5
5N B EER Y HEROEIFRIR E ORICIE 2R D DX UHEL 2 Z e dbhr- T
W3,

(7)) WEETODLI 7272 Mch NHEOEHERE 2 | (Standard Error of Measure-
ment = SEM) ¥ FEEN 2 D TF(ET %5 (Lord & Novick, 1968; Dudek, 1979)
M., TR 1EOAZRLIBEDO R 27 OMIRIZZDEL Y F— A\
WE—DF 2 b ER2 2B 2 [IZT1GEEDT 2 227 OEIZOWVTR
B9 21013 [EOEHERAZ | (Standard Error of Difference = SED or SEdiff) ¥
MLUEN B BGER T2 08D 5,
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