Bl NS H ARG B, R ARIRIUE B 20750 XHah
WM, PR RAMARE R SC R . P ERE I AR,
RERS AT S HARBE ST 2t 20 . MR T T2 W, A BhShE2 ) F A
HEEHSAR, Bef0mich & R, ur, @S5 iEelH 4
Z G BORCAERR A TS0, & HO9%B Rt —A4> “” 22k 2
B UCER B R , AT SRV IR A e 20K

AT NS W E SRS, A 2R BT F T e, B
Loz FN A2 Wi R AR 2 Wi 2 BO2 B (5 B al A4k, 204
15 HE S W B AR LR S AR PR X SR A B 2K
WEJm, XD RE T A T2 Wi i

1.1 WFZEF 5t

1.1.1 SWifs Sk

“diagnosis” (iZ2Wr) —Ia7E (4 EY B (55 =hR)) ( Oxford
Dictionary of English 3rd Edition ) ™48 EEE i i A e Rt
PRI MR AR AT . e BRI R PR, R —E iy
FEE T ERIZWTE . XHE T 25, 165 W 7 —d, e
fE I T H (assessment instrument ) “I2Wi” 24> HAEE S AN, £
REELRE /) R DT I AL A oL, JFRaxsegi i (HN2IE R ) SUstii
4 (Davies et al. 1999: 435 X . #H5 M 2000: 115 FARIE 2008:
56; REFRAE2011: 15), 7RG HWIAARL, “ZWER7 S22l
“SSJRIMPEAYHE T (Alderson 2005 ), LR WL —HE .
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BRI S, BRZEE RN S A EEE L, ThHZHED
MWF A I1E S % % 0L, Alderson et al. (2015: 2) &45 T H
TR — CHARIEF I bR SETTT AR A K F I
(proficiency test ) Zb FLA XL H AL, TEF 2%, AHL, B A5 & Tk
RAFEE FREN, BUIOCE DI . AN “2kiht” F
NI = TEIZ WA b 4% F SR FH A RAS P45k, il T
T ABOM A > MIEZR SR (assessment literacy ), X 4] 2 il % ik
FHZW ARG, W DR IS WS SR 5 A B i e 1Y)
HHEE .

B EIRISRALAE, AT W) e SCR g i) 7 2 A 7R
Gl HUELZE (4N Alderson 2005: 11) IAKIZWHEMELN % “H
—IR”, HaE TR E . RS IR, E H A M2 (low-
level ) i & AR, WA £ % (41 Bachman 1990: 60; Bachman &
Palmer 1996: 98 ) AW AFf]—Fhif & Z A8 LA S L2 (5 B 1%
J17, X A ARG DA T A BT 43 B L RE B A 12 W 2 Uiy
fE .

SR TE, EIE T WIS, X2 WiE B A IR IBOR B0f W FR ik
Foe — B I ) G i R0 S5 it 7 12 DB 3ok AR B A e 5 — BT
AL BReEiae ) T MAEE R, DI E2 W E B B,
DIALANG ( Diagnostic Language Test 12 Wr 4 15 7 W i:{ ). DELNA
( Diagnostic English Language Needs Assessment 12 Wit 5177 KL ).
DELTA ( Diagnostic English Language Tracking Assessment 12 Wi 1 9 15
BERE ). WA E&, Fsrtny @l H 2 /0 X (i)
AL D) WL GREHAHR) &5 “BE” S MR T E; N
Wit B&, AN AT — R E 2B 450 3 SO F 2T 3 e
PR, QR AR RREUE Aok SRR J7, 5 4AGE F AR
FRIEA—E R A BOFHR T ERER, SEGXLEL “2SEEA" K
2 BTH F BOMRY - O, ) — BRI ANZ WA ( Cognitive
Diagnosis Models, f#j#k CDMs ), RIEHEAEZWr N 2B
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B0 INARS AR R — I FEE AOAZC, SR IR 2 A A o0 O B
INT A R AVEAL, SRV A R S A BN R IA SN 2854, i R X 2
AN NSRS, JF Attt “Bikifk” (fine-grained )
Rz Wi 5 B, LIEdE 41 & J& (Frederiksen et al. 1993; Leighton &
Gierl 2007; Rupp et al. 2010; VE3C X . FEAHLL 2015; % HAAEE 2019; ¥
A4 2019 ),

EAJUE, BEANE AR E s N2 N A5 S
A R P G2 W5 B RIS & I I i A= . i, &I
SAT T F| ] “HLI| % [ 42 71” (Rule Space Model ) #&HUE A= X} 5] 152
RE AR IO, JFTE GRS v o 2% A 5t 0 e o B8 v 1 el 1324
e (Buck etal. 1998 ), A HF5HE (Jang 2005, 2009a; Lee & Sawaki
2009a; Kim 2011) iz “fli&54%#” ( Fusion Model ) #£ TOEFL %%
A BEE . W 3 AN E PRI b SR O DG AR TR S HRE RS I E L,
VEB LW S RSt s R .

1.1.2 @ % PO L% R

150 75 e R R SR A ) T B, TR E IR B AR bR 2
NSRBI . = B AU A A IR i A B, X
RHAE WA R KA EAEM . 5% s — ) 32 8 etk S 8 U1 O .
2007 4 5 H e HIKE 30 AEZ bR, MEFEHEL.0N ChEE
HER ) BRAAATIOAT BN 95% MY R AVHE i i, HARZ AGA
R i B (XU 2007 ) FEIR B 25 Wl lC sy, AT ER A
R 2 1N (B B e . Z OB g n S m) i, %2 aEe | it
R S 5t DL N B O S A SR AR TSy TR [R)
HEEAA

CEZ PR EE SR AR A E (2010-2020 4F ) (LA
PR CHLRINEE)) BIaRE L o3 B S5 8 E B IR AR R R i
WERIESCE, HEEEELERIMEES” “RREHHIFHH 4
ZWRFERWINE, WRIATHSMAH IR FEOR, 20134811 H
e g oG T R VRAEBCE A T ERPB A TE ) 4 CRRINE) iy
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SRR WARR CAMERIHT. 20144 9 AESBRERSG (AT
AL 25 B 2R ) RO A SR UL ), W = B AME R H AR 25
%, JFHBE T “mEEMGHRET K. ORFThE G LCE, B
Kl JZHEE O @i SRR, 2020 4F 6 1, s
TR O 2 51 250 DUk S Gl i i QAR B 1 ik
BT E) BRI T BGOSR, SR RN, PREIE
WA, BRI FEOR SE IR I CE S Rk
Sz BRHAR, T ELBGHR S TR S A B R A

PR SRR E S H RS WEERH, &N @R A RS k%
i (XIPIL 2008, 2017; HAETHL A0 2014 1), ARETFHL, 1EH
— TR R E R, 2 B s E S S e e T Y AR
P Rk (T 5 2004 ), H X 505 HLA AR Ok 4% T
55, WATLLREEEEERE SN AR 2T
PSR S S O A R R . PEREE L CTEA BECE (—4F
ZHBORMNTN ), &% RV ERIR RN FL R 74
¥, EEGEEEESH S e TEREFET S, TR
F AR B, TCN BRI R A0 ] A S I e i As I RE T
X B A G R BNER SR . DAEsCR S, bt BE kB
RIS EORAN, W& L TSGR (=it
FEE R AR R4 ), e m % iEF e S W E Tk
2016 4F 4 At BB HZIRXBEA T b5t X F IR 348 A= il 2 i
BRI ZE ), T RN I SRR, AR, IR
KN AT T Ak

TEZ A A A ERENRE R, AR H AR 5
5y, PR ER)E, HARIHICE T A X EMGE S IR HpEk
RE IR ARG, ZOMIRIHICHE T B O 2 Y PR AR B i 2 > 1 i
S HAR T THAT BT Sk, JCIA R S5 “#hRebE” BRI, TG
SIEOIRI A, BOTHAE BN TG AR TE S A, ik
FLIFMEI A . A, —4F 225 BOR 19006 F1 2% 18 ) 25 1 A8



b, s TCEES] LIS DIERET iR,

FHEARETE T R R ny i N Z R B B iR S e A2 E X
RGBS R VR R (. 5isy . iDL
), WS FATER—BARRE)) (INBREHTEE ) F 4R 24
A (e e T AR . MRS RE M TR IR m ), A BTN A S
R, HENEW2E > 7 m . AT IR RE S 2 LT EIE R HAr
s, et TR PR S R I, a2 EE SRR
Ferestie g1 b IR IE B0 L K A BOR IR 2% A2 X 5 AR kR iz H
PIATRPRAS, TEEAT Bl T BB A 2Dk

ARk, —EZ 5EEUEENEE ML R (S5 2011; 5
MR, A4 2012a, 2012b; 24K 20125 XIPRME 2018; 424K 4
2019 ) G Z R IEIT L GE r G =, $RAB A R AR I
AEAR) . XTBE R LW SR AT IR 5L
FHIA S A AR R R T Y F A E R . R, X E S —
SR CRETT) “SWifE R SRS REBBFRIAZ L, L%
JUEH AT 2T E D SIS RS I SR L
1.1.3 05 50 35 D i 2 i R

RO R — A A IS (AREA et al. 2014: 1), K fp
BSCE, AT TE, SR XU AT SE (Weir & O’Sullivan
2011 ), 3T 60 A3k, A MTRTRIEE BN T T 28 53 28 00 1) R L 174 i 72
T DA S BB AR AT — 28 R, (FLEA s T
X—Z RNk (ehsemt, ZHLM 20135 BELIN 2019 ). 8% AR
S e X X R 5 SR fy (8 AT W T R 1) VR

7 Messick (1988, 1989, 1996 ) #& IR JEHEA (Unitary Concept
of Validity ) FIR(EAAIITMEAR T “H25H” (social consequence )
XA, IR K B T S A SR EA L (construct
underrepresentation ) LA 5HETCC (construct irrelevant ) [ Z Ak,
BRI SRS TUl “28IE” 54T, TR AL SR
S, Messick FY R B AR 51 ke T3 5 L 2% 4 19 5& 73 ( Chapelle
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& Douglas 1993; Cumming & Berwick 1996 ), X ifF 75 il 3 %4 JF #f
WA HE R AEAEA . SR, SRR Rt g, —it
HE LAk 38 3 1 7 03 AR 2 T 4% 52 . Bachman & Palmer (1996 ) 7
Messick (1988, 1989 ) R HE ML & A REA L ER T T Ay A PEA
A7 (model of test usefulness ), PAIEFR T3 5 W 09 FF & R 55
ke WA PR (57 (reliability ). “M& %" (construct
validity ), “H 5Z PE” (authenticity ), “3¢ H.P£” (interactiveness ), “%
W 37 Cimpact) M “Tl 17 PE” (practicality ) 45 75 A~ i i % R 4 W
(Bachman & Palmer 1996: 18 ), Z#xCHIAf 1 MFLL iy i 2 32 75 SEUE 4R
REGUE, A —EBRMEME. (Hi2, FEERZEIMCRIFAYI, ik
P ep i e | FREEQnfaf#84%, Bachman 5 Palmer JfA 45 4 A M5 IR
B (B, ZELN 2013 ),

BB RIS T T A P ERE AR s T Iy s
7 (social consequence ). Az HizZ i, & 7 ML= BHHF & T — R4
KM “BARPE™ (M J1) B9E5E (4 Alderson & Wall 1993;
Shohamy 1993, 1996, 2001; Cheng 1997, 2005; Watanabe 1997;
Wall 1999; JT4-H 2004; Wall 2005; Hawkey 2006; Wall & Hordk 2006;
HEMZR 2007 ) SXEEHFSE KA LA A ik, R T O 2
ARy T P A T s, I BRI 1t sk R B A o s
IR A e] A e A T T S AR AR A (B SR A dk AH A AE
PRIEIA A & BT A RTHE T, dnRe I AE SR HEXHE F R A2 Wi X
GRS (R, 515 “HP” SEMENES . EFER R W
A AT e R R IE T S VR

ARRE R AL PR TS B IR AR AT TN, R TR RN Y b
B, FFHAAAMTEIRE] TSR 2l TR AT
UEHEZE, (HR4G R e R RS UE S 2 51 . 0E 500 3 12 40U i
— i T AR . — 7T, TEHNE S Messick (YR AU F]
W IATT s D3 — 7T, FEREE SR A ST, AT IEA ) TR
S FERTESF IO, ANTZ D T i 28 AW 26 7 T Wi 42 250 R i
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o #EA L2 90 4F AR, Kane (1992, 2001, 2004, 2006) #2 i
B B T8 UE ) 56 AR 2 ( argument-based approach to validation ) EL1E
R EEUESE AR RN TR, ol PR AR IR
5 A7 ERUEIRIEMAY R 5T, Bachman (2003 ), Bachman
& Palmer (2010) 48 5 7 “W i FH 32 6E” HE 42 ( Assessment Use
Argument, fiiFK AUA), FHLME S0 & S0 W e e fg
457 Kane (2002, 2006) AIgIERER, WaEPI R, MIEIFG
il: AUA,

W o#AUAT 28] i & F “J5 7 (consequences ), “# 3"
(decisions), “fft " (interpretations) Fl “P 3 A %i” (assessment
records ) PUJT I ()45 A B (statements ), 045 “F5K” (claims ), “Ff
H1” (warrants ) Al “2328” (rebuttals ), JE S — A 28T B UE 1Y)
HePREE, i RESE (F5K), LwibE, B — MRS
FEM 52 (Bachman & Palmer 2010: 100 ). AUA f) #ff H &% & 75 A% 57,
T BRSO S . i, AU SR AR T — IR SR
o [EfERAYJE, Bachman 5 Palmer 78 [f B AUA 1) 3 5K AT 5],
W 22 U I S i s R DU AR IE T “JS 2R ((beneficial consequence )
T EEAER]; iR T2 W X F R 2 MBI EGE S, Tk
W RHE SR X (Bachman & Palmer 2010: 196 ), iX B A2 W5 B 3518
TR B % AR RE ) (SR BT ) MRS AN

1E AUA WHERRBE Y, .0 m 85 T8 5 R i S e
PR EOR A RE R BB TR (W&, 5 Lakh s
FHLE, R Re R AL A 12 W O G 5 48 S 2 5 = A T
WEHAY, (HARERIN, BIRIFEE S AUA HEHEEA n] BB Ay Ik 48
i BRI, AOFHRATEN SRR, R ESIHER,
B IS BRI 5 A5t
1.1.4 B i e )y 45 i

FEM S Arh, KRR HBH &, Wil X@ k2, HEF
(A5 BB iR B ) AR AZRIRIUE B EEA T-Be, A3k
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INRE LIS SR B 4ERe )y . ETHEEIE SR A RS, ZT0RER],
Be i Nt o — Iy mE TG 3, B AR S KRN E R A
YoAs DIESE, A AR oy B e 5P, BIInTEAE 50
PN 15 U e Ry e R S R, O ) 2 I 3% 2 2 T R Tl
B 57 F 20 22 60 4E AR 1 [ %K 0 F #F i WAl (National Assessment of
Educational Progress, Aj#f NAEP ) NEEEFAHELEHE R, flE
HEBORIRME T AT 5EAKTE . NAEP 32 B SFAN, 782 ENE N E A
TE 4. 8 S 12 ARG AL B FNBCERE T, 1 A ) Bl 1 R A 5]
FERE B NAEP I EZHM ., A, EE NP 2
B (No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 ) Tk WIREHLE , 26 [ESCi6 1Y T
A HINFEIRER N A . BRSNS B (ST ).

HERK | ARBHZWE RIE B E R (JCHIERR) #E HR
SN —FAATHUERN R, XA 2" FER %,
Xpep At — (2 Rb) FHR L BREEAE ) R IF O A A E . 32k
WA S IS B BARE B, T R EEEE A SO AR 55 40O
a AR, Hom, FKESF) 24 “REHE . Mgk g hAMY
E T HEAEMRS, BEEXE AR NEES . TERE, Mok
HINBEEA R — DA A RT3, TR AT PR 0y R 504K
SPEURE S RARE . IR 22 B, e g SR 25 HSC RS
B WSS RIS N PR, 228 FIX YRR SR e
A HAR N AR B =

P20 i e RS VM B =D SN SN D e i MBI = S L8 7oy T e P 513
A0 e PR DG A 0 - B 2 SR s AR R Al T, S H AR 2]
TP (R ARG 2, XTI 5 43 B 8 7 Al T HELET T i Bk A9 T R 4544
FIPLRSTCE IR AAE B (P IE 2012: 134), SR, HARHR
Bz, AIREEA AR G I B UR A, XSG S I
FOBBRTCEIS B MR . ANRE TP A MR 22 5, RV T —5&
Iz E R, IR TCE MBI B . M .

INFIZ Wi 7 ( Cognitive Diagnosis Models ) &5 B % i bff & &



%—$§E|9

SN A AR S B PEAIS T RO I 55 TR AR, R Ak 8 ML) 2
1w, B W H ROV NS Z S R — AU e TR A D NS
(Mislevy 1993; IRAPES: 2012; E96% 2012; 30X, KN4 2015;
IR 2019 ), SEELAER, 36 EAR 2 XU AR A B i b 2
BONAEE (cognitive attributes ), I INFNZWIERIZ ], %4
PEHFHERIZWNE S . ARSI A iis FREUN A =P8R QJ
Pt . BT AL AR 5. Tl Q HiFE (Q matrix ) J&HK
RN A8 2 O H AR ) R — 4GB AR FF (incidence matrix ).
AT 1 FORE/MIE ] TIHARRE (R )®, 0 FR R %,
XF B A, Q HMF R A A g (I HAs ) M EE. Q
FEFE Y T L BSE  S B TR ERR S, Q AR — M A 1K
IO R R A, (RIS AR S AR S AR

XT38 B 8 T SE A K2 B, 2 el 152 1Y) g ) 4E B AT IR A 43
Mro REBOCT i (HME) BELRE S48 I WF IR SCHr “ 2 4
W, [HRIERE T MR LE4E R B, RN F RS RS (BF9E TR
) FEINEEILIFA—FL

HAp, RESEFRXZIHLFMIIR, 85 2oy AR AR G 5
SrEUTIUNGE, IRDRFEA: | AR NS B AR, A
SRR I2 W . AT Z IABNE SHOR, JI R FE AR
R, REARZIK (s, R AREIR . A% %)
o EAT BRI A, LIS AR, TR e EBREA F
A, BRI 7 S R T, 2019 AR TR SO
W, B 1 0 5 A AR AR B 150 435 T 90 435 2019 4FEAE
B IEEE R, ShRE AR e E 2k 85 4y (F
IR 58RI ES ). A0 B i () S A0 B SR e 51 SCR i %

O AMEHFE G CEHEFH S MR FEE 5.0 M Sk XA AR R, A&
PAZIEX I PR GURAFIE B, A7 SCRIE 55 Bt (Arfil) wF, B2 IS (Gl
HEFR) 4 MEIEF AR, EEMIRE . GEJ1A%; W AR, F Bl
e TR,
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A MEBCE EWTER— e BHEAE, BAREE i il
VEHE LR BERE ST, (HAZ AR AR 20, RAENH AR BN (X B
BRI ) ISR PR R % i O SO A 2 ek
B A A BRI UR A “EIYT, AR R SRR R
THOA 2B E IS S o

1.2 WREHM

BTG B e 25 SO R R, AR T B O DDA, 75
RAIRSTIR B RE 4R R FERN b, 1z A2 BBl S A5, DA 132K
0 B4 D R P B EBO 25 A B R A 2 W (A (5 B (BB e E e
ERMR ), B AEMERN, FIE LR SHR S, AR
SRS SRR R Ak . WETER o D DUAN B B AR S B A F Y
(S0 1.1): S—BrBONRERIESE, S b 3l (I TR )
ABEAS e b, o8 e ST fe it S P U T A 2 8
B ZEBONEEMITL. Hh, S B BUE ERST R B RE T B4R
SNHIZ W Q FEFF M AR B TSI s 55 = B S Tz Rl A R A
PR X T e RERY LR IGO0 s S DUB BOW R BIIEE IS, B 7EisH]
IR E SIS A A N A HVE S

BE B EMEE
[ —B B ] BB T T |

L5 BB | iR AT

v
B ] iR |

B ] kiR |
E1.1 HREMRSER

1.3 WF5E [n)s
iz NS W B A A 5 A BRA A ] 152 7K A 25 3 o 1 02 Wy



£-% 3% | 1

FE (B RR I ARG DL ), AN — BT 58 H& 2 F B (Jang
2009a; Sawaki et al. 2009a ), X BBl FHAEAE IS TUiR, — & 5
BERE S (M) 2nlarmy. 24800, N0 G 2 i s a5 o2 LA
DR U (JEbE. D4Lae) WAL el A
WEATE S WA IR . AT DL HDRAE OO & Be 1A 12 W s {5
B XA = S B S A, ARl
FH 222 T Ry 5 2 S e e R A (fRTAR Bl isepe ), H3E
AR A FRE— L B AE, ORI ST 5 — By B e T4 5T A AT
VERWFIE T . 55— B B AR B AR SCHR br BB 5 82098 (AansE
£ T RO S R i I N SR Y T S NI e I e e Wl AR w1
JEAE) IRES M, B ERMERAENZE R T R, R
TR ARG S, TR AR N2 “2kiER”, 015
W AN HEG XTI FEE, XEER
5 “BWiER” —if, e ANE A SIRHS A E A DR
R, BT LAASHIFSE t2s e ] 8 R (s B, sOsoh 55 DU B BE AT 5T
il

ARG B B A 1R 2 TR AN T

S—BrBL: BEERAEE (T TR MR E RS IAR?

) RO o i Ry s TR AR R I 3 B e R R Y I 1 S 4
(UMERE R B, BRiEIR ) 54T A2 i BES A AR vE? /N o
SR CIMERE . X0 B Kb 25 ) J2 AT 6 4 300 1 300 i prf? ]
TERERR I SCAS A BT T RFAE? [ A 0 ) il AT (T R AR 7 25 2 %)
) B RE AT S AR T A B 7 ST I ) ) SR R A S A T
SR

BB (ARWFSEIREE T ) DB B S2RE ) h BB 2 A4 A

T UKW o i R TR ) . (3 v S5 A A 2 5
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— R FUEVGE SR G )Y (IR RIFR (ki (Hhe
Wi ))) X Bl e RE J1 R 4, A A Gy i e 3 ) e H
PRI R? KB AR L PGBy QR , e SR 4
SRSIEEHAERE (00 )7 WA, G REm &I LA4EE it
A, FAANEZARE A I b SR e (SR ) 2 SarE A (il Hir,
BB e e ) A BUMAIAT? 4 50 Rl BRI A S50 (I 2 T 4k )
FFNBT RS SR N —307 WA —8, T R0 RS2 Re 48 A T
B T LR ARSI (0 B UE 4 PR -7 %ot WA (R BB A AR Ty S 2

S BE: AT i FH Rl A AR R PR BB 25 A R RE A 2 W LY
HE?

IR NG A R TR, SR & BERERVE Y Q i FE
TR EE? & 28000 /R ] REE B IEL? SHUETHEER (7. r,.
o fH) REkbR? ARSI SR GA? BEg RN 5
(A~ % Wl gt e

SEVUBYBE : fifer AR R AL S 2 W B G S

) B o A TR R, TR B AE I i v 2
W, BRI 27 WA 7 i ity v 23 R B Il
A Qe PP Al N 2 SR

1.4 A B4

A4y N E

B—wh “olFET, BRGNS BT H B RS

S RN CSCHRERIR”, R Il B e 352 AE O 4E B RO A SIS, DA
BRI B S AETE S P AN, ESEIR S Wi Rl S R A
B GEHREN ) 2R BIT AT o

SRy CWRREITIET, XA ST A B Bk SR T B AL

O (s iy AR 2 E g I B IEREZ U (BHERE)) i il 5 e
WIS f
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FRPERFTEIT LT Rn, MRS S B TR T T8
NVEMBITIE ;s B, XHBHRICER S o b 2B SR T RN R

SR - LR DI B AR T S e

Sy PSR AT, R IR e S e R FE AR
XHAE BT AR, il (SORSER) (RHE, Jf 2B
AR TR R

BIE PR, BN (AL TR
&) O T AN TG W ol e D 4 i ik, JREHIZET
GG T AR B Y R DR 0 A 7 I X A BB AT YL, R AU
BRI B

SEONTEN LR BRI, R IR L B BT B B R 4
{18973 Hr 285 SR LA B B S X A R A A P SE AR 1) 0 A 45 SRR Q LR 5
R T 2R SH AT, &n, RIETEIEEER, #aitiiE
A2 W5 B AT SR

HETN P EEMRIT, RX SR GHE B EE AR K
W . BIVEASATCAR, IR TIEX 2T E R OGRS ) 1Y
Biko

SNEE CHET, R A B BRI R B, I XA ST A B
WML AN LSS Fm, aritss AL, FFxEE ettty
JRE,



— s
LA

GH
SCHRZS I

>

TR NS W TSN “AE 2 Wi (s 2% 9T 1] 15200
W) PRI T X5 A S R B RE A IS W SRR B X LA R[]
A RHRRE: — . SR (38 e LR (BB BERE ST P L
JrHA ), X EAEC R T Q MR, S BINHIZ WT AY SEAL ;
— VA RS W B A SR R A T A AR, R PRI
WSS SCHE . X B I =, Be I AR ) 4R R R L [ 1 I
PSR EARYE , X PR D4R R IE, AEARREE EoRUE, LS
URAER B AT P SRUE IR, RS P I

AT AL i FUE VR, IR LR 5T o R AR (T
W) DERE MR (R ) RIBIESE, JEAE IR e A 5 i £ 2R
Heo R, S EUARIS W B LE ) R, 0T AN XA A T A%
R, MERER G AR AR AR KT [ R S AR AR o 5 R B T

2.1 B O
211 & SHERE

H& (construct ) F§ “— I I3 22 0 12 A R BORRAE” ( AERA et
al. 2014: 173 ). X JE 2014 4Fhi (3 H 500 BN 56 4R 1) ( Standards
for Educational and Psychological Testing ) ( VL Ffaifr {FrifE)) H “f
B OFWE L, SRRA (hriE) MLk, B (haifE) CEM P&
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AL, Horb i B3R R IR G “MSRUE” B
RUOBE, HAD “FRRAIRE” (AN ARUESE ) FAE AR (CHIAA &R
FE) Bk R

FEHE 50BN U, Wl 0% 20T RE R R (intelligence ),
“~fe (aptitude ). ZNHL (motivation ), [f] & fif 7 47 HE ( problem-solving
skills ), JEL#¥AE /1 (critical thinking ability ). i3 fiE /1 ( reading ability )
AT A EAAE S (BRI ). XL ER A AR K2 HLpHA
XFF = =, ASATREX Ee AR b 1 A SR Tl &, I
HIAE, N RN 22 B — O I 5 i N e 7E
AT FFIE BOA & 5E  (construct definition ). WX M AESRE, WY&
BT FUEGF IR ISR BRI T AR M RUE BRI RS A
AMNES IR E, Flan, X AT R APl s %4, AMLER K
CATHENS R, R SRR RATRES . FTLL, A RE A Al
WREERARISARAY . TCIRT I AL, RSP (FEE) R
2, — AP E AT DGR 1Y S

P A& A A [A) Y 27 B B0 B b, IF T B PR R A B (trait ). &
P& (attribute ), il & H 5 (assessment objectives ), A 1fif 75§ X Z1 X
(knowledge ). AE (skill) BifiE )y (ability ). MLEAIRE, ZRIFA
K, HEAA] EHEEUWM (unobservable ) FMEME & EAFE, XKL
BT, S E IR BRE, BRI 55 dn ikl 10 AL, S
SEUSHERE S MRS . AMTICEE A& B, s % A
SEM AT 55 950 W AT A R I FT 4> (Raykov & Marcoulides 2011
2), MRERFTAR 3800 % A E R SRR (T 2 &R 1 FFh
“REDTT CECRE” B CREIT) SEATHEN

ATAETTRN, A0 SRAG) A e B IR — 20t s BRI, NS 55 G
il sz 2 m, AR r B o IR 25 . —OkUE, O3
YA BRI AR A AR P RIS, (U2, AAITREREI & A (UYL
SEHLOA GRS T T, R SR EARRAE . 7RI F I,
B T MR SCTE 5 e 1 ERIR I A FUE iR Ah, ARfHL A “SEBR”
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W&, WEEEE A B E S %" B3R (performance )
YER “R&7. &b, XREERe Sy #E T, 7 SO LUE RS b
PR A . W e = Re T HRTT, A KON ) 13 8 i A e
Jrs

2.1.2 BREBIEBEA S e )

IS EYNESS 4 NP SR I RS 4N o N E NP ¥ P 7 & N
SCFAE B AL A SCAR B X (Rayner et al. 2012: 1), PAFEXT [
B (FRf# ) BEIAYBFSE (Urquhart & Weir 1998; Alderson 2000; Koda
2005; Khalifa & Weir 2009; Weir 2013 ), FEIERIPAM L. —FpE
BeliE (BRAR ) BEILNISEE 5 CAR TS as R, 55 —F Ik 5 sy
R, GEAIAH R Y SCR N B RES, BRfEA kA BrbL, Xt
e 152 R 7 1 e = 5 o A e A2 SR R BRI E 2 DN,
TCIETA% X B 51012, SFHOMREE M LU, Wi Teik
A MER R RE B o A BEWUIAH TAEICAZ R SCARAE B a2
Mz ], SO S BAnTA . A LA S ] 545 SR E ) S TR
B, AJEEIE DSBS A . T B SRR ) N e R
A2 ARAE B (AR [1] PN 5 00 55 45 J2 U RUIN T 2R 1 e 13455, Atk
FHPE TN TR, (AR5 v T e X 2 i O AR B Y T4

N Bl e R R oE 2P AL T =2 ( Alderson 2000: 16
Grabe & Stoller 2002: 31, 2011: 25; F£37.2010), HF A Fif b=
(' bottom-up models ) ( Gough 1972). H LM FA= ( top-down models )
( Goodman 1968, 1976 ) F1H. 4. (interactive models ) ( Rumelhart
1977; Stanovich 1980 ), H Tl FALR AL —ALEBEAL, 325 55
T ERRECR RN -8 HK, SRR AR ¥, RS A
RN ERIRIEA; KI5, SR i P BRI e ag
W AT Bis R R, M2, TEREMEREY, 5E
VAT A, BP0RN, RFHETER E L. Alderson (2000: 17)
IR IR A A5 20 A T T 32 GO ) BRARTE—iR,
7R3 AR N7 () AR R i Besh e
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i R SR A O A R (B 7R SO B R Y
YEM . B BT B BRAR AN — SRR R SRS 5 A 2 R A
FEREZAT, EROSAH T —aME (schema), 415 Al
P, R R A B MR S TSSO R R i e
WiE—Fp OIS T IR ( Goodman 1967 ), X Fisix f SR 5%
TR MBEEIER, (AR G 28 AE B S SOARR R A A
MEgeIE, HEURE R, 20 SR, A
S U S A (Urquhart & Weir 1998: 44 ), H M FAH
T AR Do) SRR B 1) P 2R PR R A B2, BRI, BT ) i34
T 1 i R A AEAE S BR A (A7 2010 ), HL BN IA Sy (5352 2ok PR AE AR
Jo XA, A5 25000 2 AR T 25 R A A B 5. Grabe
(1991) INRFNE EahiX, A G E R, —REHE S5 URE
MH.Zh, — AR R RERIN g, P RE 2 AR E R R,
M AT KR

anfa] e BEE R R RE J1, AT RZIR L T W . —Fh i
SO B2 (BRAR ) BB IR AR, RT3 e OU AR B 5
( Goodman 1969; Thorndike 1973 ) A by ] 132 B8 ) 2 B AR FRAT 19, X
e 2 RE 1 A TR0 4 AR I A T 30 S IR T X — A A, —
SERFFY (Zwick 1987; Rost 1993 ) >R R R 4 K+ 43 H 7 1 K Uk B
el S22 PR AR (), (HIX BRI 9T A 4 R BRI A, i H HCR
THRWEF Ik, Rt 2 mEiuEdE. 5 — s
BeiEfAE SR 4y, 40, Berkoff (1979 ) F Carver (1992 ) MH5 — /3 W
AU, R B EERE T n] 43— B 2B R ARV AE /). Lennon (11962)
5 Carroll (1993) 23 W 5. Lennon (1962 ) A 435 AE /1 40 45
DUAS S AT A e, AR BRI B PR RS R SO BT
(‘appreciation ), Carroll ( 1993 ) WIFE 73 #7 30 43 WiAfF 5¢ i BLaih |, 42
BT DO AT AR — R SRR ). BB ERE ). AL EE )
(decoding ) I (speed ). FELEEFIEERE 4L AT b, kAT
PBERIIET, SRS AECERESN A =AY, 22 LR (5
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fE) 4eRE, (HSSEMFRES AT R AR DU LB I 4R . — L6
PEL % (41 Henning 1992; McNamara 1996 ) ¥ 45 O F 2% (Hg )
RERE X Jr AR AR O IR 2 FIFA—E B2, SOHER, i
Gt ik i JRIBR . LA Berkoff (1979 ) Al Carver (1992) [ 3ZIEMF5T A
B, RHBHEGEIRRIER A =, Xy 8 THE, s
FE BRI AR (AR ) SRR CAnBe 2R ) i 5 — 4
JE ) VEle, Huasd R o W s Bds i R 4t . AR, ATTEE
A T UEPER o0, BITE “Ses R (ELeRik) WETE T, W%
R F25H0 R AT BRI . SEPRERAERT, IREMEREIENEF 730t
M, WRtREit, ABAT N “eRFER” W E IR R
W, MRERACHARR ST, SRIE R BRI AE A AR 734

2.1.3 ifiBEEEA S HE D)

Tl (AR B R R A AR 1 2 AR, Grabe & Stoller
(2011: 34) BRI EGN =R — 255 A TR 225, W
WL R IR MIEARE, MM B 2% R, MEkERE
1. PEESINLANTE; =Rt MBEI N2 S, KA
NG

XF g BB RS, AMTRBOE PR 8. —Fh A S
MCCEERE ) M3 “H R R B, R EZANE Tomie “5eE” el
Pt PR AESNVE ] (WSS ). Khalifa & Weir (2009 ) $2 111
Bz G T R ) A J2 X e — R R i B . 1 i
SRIBFE S iR ) A A R 1, E A 220 A A R o ) 152
5 IR BIE R DO . 2RI T IO B B A T A A, R
A8 5 P 2 I 32 ey Xof ) 350 BRI Tk B2 AT & . Khalifa & Weir
(2009 ) F1 Weir (2013 ) A B BN TAAAEA R A JZ U (& 2.1 Hp ]
A EA)ZER), BRSO (B JeikFsEeF (4531)
AREIRER R, Hod, EFE AR GRE AESE ) RAETERIR
JZ o X CHE SO T B SO A RN Tk A%, A e At B A £5F
5 (decoding ). #4#: U AE B, (text-information building ), ZEAY{E#
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>

XHERERIR

i3 (reader-model construction ) £ (Koda 2013 ), {H 52 B 3] IS &
AJE—AH LA Tad R — EArA L, SRR Rk

— Rk,

diation where

A

\ 4

Monitor:
Goal checking

A

\ 4

Goal setter
Selecting appropriate
type of reading:

Careful reading

LOCAL:
Understanding sentence

GLOBAL:
Comprehend main idea(s)
Comprehend overal text(s)

Expeditious reading

LOCAL:
Scan/search for specifics

GLOBAL:
Skim for gist
Search for main ideas and
important details

Creating an intertextual
representation:
Construct an organised
representation across texts

f

Creating a text level
representation:
Construct an organised
representation of a single text

f

Building a mental model
Integrating new information
Enriching the proposition

f

Inferencing

f

Establishing
propositional meaning
at clause and sentence levels

f

Text structure knowledge ;
Genre

Rhetorical tasks

General knowledge of
the world

Topic knowledge

Meaning representation of
text(s) so far

Syntactic parsing < Syntactic knowledge
Lexicon Lemma :
Lexical access <t Meaning
Word class
Lexicon Form :
Orthography
W <
ord recog ~ Phonology
Morphology

£ 2.1

Y Ah—Fh R 5 DL Bernhardt (2005 ) 3 1

|

als

Visual input

B (AEINT ) ¥ ( EF Khalifa & Weir 2009: 43 )

T P 1 A

| 19
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( Compensatory Model ) At (& 2.2), “ iE B EAMERBRE” MO
VR 20 A R 1 el e (3R ) RE I K Eead B AMERI A =
FRATL AL PRIRFEERE S . IRANR, DL A R
(variance ), Bernhardt (2005, 2011 ) /R¥ELIFEAISEUEITFRZEE, IAH
BRI BEERE 0 AT DU R B BEERE 1Y 20%; 1 i E AR B E ARG
ATLAERE 30%; R T Y 50% EARSFERERNER, WA, 1557
HRL ShHLAE. BT “AMEET AR ARG DU I MR RE ) AT RRb
B R y o “HMET TR AETE RIS MR, WRT DU AR TERR Oy
Z Il s SRR AT BEXT B HRA *MEAE I B m BRI B R )
AT DL—@E R b R AN SR IR R EERE T R IR
PR DUH 35 D A0 A) 3 AR 55 ( Bernhardt 2005 ), AMZERIRY 1 =
g, JEANERIREMER, MR EIES, H5 KSR
HIARAE, A5 2H AR 53 o B 25 AR 0 2l AR AT I — 50 i
LD A A /D48 3 S0, AR ICTE S Bt & N 51 W — 3 )
BN “HAP A" “UB24%”, Grabe (2009: 104) HHLIFiX— “fiik
PERT” BB TS0, B USRI RE I M B R, W Bl e R
TR TS/ DR TT <

Comprehension

Pt 20% "

Emerging L1/L2 Readers acquiring Achieving
readers L2 literacy L2 proficiency

Devoloping Proficiency

B 22 ZiERiEMEER ( Bernhardt 2011: 38)
TE AR Y, AT R e B AR S iR R EERE Y
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FZ& (Alderson & Urquhart 1984 ), XF 3B HIRVE KRB0 s &
T, 5 —FFLL Alderson (2000: 38) MG, A iHEE®H
M IERPUS, BRI R EEEREA BE I i TR, WatE Ul
TERS B “WEHEIIR” 5, B EERE TS iR MR e Xl
55 FHHE PR B (linguistic threshold hypothesis ) AJFEAE L, —Lk
WF5% (Bossers 1991; Bernhardt & Kamil 1995; Pichette et al. 2003 ) 3%
B, AHHCEEA B RE (Al BkE “T” 3 ik ), iR ik
B BERE I WA BR TR, 2R, 1A F IR A X7, TIEE
PRIB e (M) AL AR (SCARTR, SOARTES . WHAR L 552
) T & AEAEAE (Alderson 2000: 39 ). Khalifa & Weir (2009 ) ) [
B CAAUM TSR ) B b J AR R R R 20 S35 —F
WA AE “ B BEAMERE " (Bernhardt 2005) f3EIFE AL, AH
TR SRR BERE I A HAB I R SRR shLSE ) R
AR EERE ST

X B BERE ) AT, AR AR S B R DY e AR L B, A
SRICTEA RO M HAR . Ek, i AR B s e 3] 17 &
REEMIEM, ERRE > — i b 2005 (40 TOEFL iBT, IELTS,
PTE, MELAB ) i %I i 14 72 i) 32 B ) v -5 B 2 45 58 B 4 AR 5C 1Y
&, WA SRR, AR, AR Em iR, HER
ATCESE MBI B 55 . H9e, DY Be e e Y (RN, 1 = i (] 4
AR . SREERENYEE (for) MBFFEARE, KA T i
B2 BE S (a4 ) IBFSY (Carr & Levy 1990; Anderson et al. 1991;
Grabe 1991, 2000, 2009; Lumley 1993; Bachman et al. 1996; Weir et
al. 2000; Hudson 2007; Koda 2007; Song 2008 ) #83ZHFfig /1243 AW
o BIRWFIEYEE RN I8 RS RE ) RS 4ERE () ) MOTRIA
B, AT S B RS & — AR TE R (B 215 /N G
CFA 5 iR R BERE I 4L BE A A ).
2.1.4 DY &R

KA Z L H . ik, DL BRI AR EDL, =
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B MR A A8 & o RBOE B =00 IR 55 MM . B Y
P A7 A0 B2 1 E AL £ ( Enright et al. 2000; Khalifa & Weir 2009: 34;
Grabe & Jiang 2014 ),

— . BEAE S A (reading task perspective ). [ 52 4T: 55 0 Ff 1%
WO R S A B SAT 55 R e M, AR RE AR
B F i MR AR T H . oL g ih 5 MR 5+ 2 )
BN T HARiE 5 3 (target language use domain ) H1 A% e 24T 55
A, WS ST 2R Bs S, JFLIESN
A ] AR HE . AR 25 A 58 AT 55 1Y R IR HE W HOE 2 e .
Bachman & Palmer (2010: 219 ) RPN KFE R LG FPRE A ok FE TH =
DA A, ARG B SN FZE H A2 “f” FokFRM, A~
REXT 25 A T 5 R AT A S80HE T .

. B HEHMMA (reading purpose perspective ). [ H 140
e B3 SCA 1 H B R e #7877 . Grabe & Jiang (2014)
AR W A ok S i 82 B R T 24 9 J7 X TOEFL iBT [ 1%
IR el T 3 A Oy Aok FE M A, B4 TR {F B (reading to find
information ), FEAHA# (reading for basic comprehension ), 40 £3 i 5
2E#) (reading to learn ) ( Enright et al. 2000 ),

= e BELAA (reading subskills perspective ). AR AT LIAR
PP LR | B KN BTT SR A 46 Aok e szl il &, i,
PUNF ST . B B RES . REMSMEREZS L (40 CET %
R F IR ) AR A . DL e i b 4 B el iy
SR, A A A R R W] SRR TR I RE T, B AR RE
1) BEgHATER N E B 2) R HE R 3) A BT
WA S 4) HEWTRR S B X 5) BES SR . WA FASEE; 6) PR
M. BEZEEER; 7) BB ARG (Ll FH
Pt 2014 91), JE[E ) MELAB %, PTE {5t R H LA
BeAk, EARBIHE & 51981l % i (4 KET, PET, FCE, CAE, CPE)
J% TELTS % #8 5 Fr i F Khalifa & Weir (2009 ) (14 5 52 iA %00 T
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i ROk BUE M L 55 il . AEN 3R E J5 T ( Cambridge
ESOL 2007; Cullen et al. 2014 ) LA J2 % & 56 4iF SC#k JC 4 ( Taylor &
Weir 2012) P LUK “HeRERUMA ™ 152 1. HSZ, TOEFL iBT [
BN B R B 12 H R 18 A S A, (BRSBTS P AT R
SARFER I 32 09 LB n) Jr XS BAK B S E REAR XS I (Jang 2005,
2009a ).

Bachman & Palmer (2010: 220-221) A K DLif 5 44 68 (W1,
Y. 3. B) RN WET ATRE AT M 3 BRI B E R,
F ok HIHAR 1 A2 B il 5 RE IR AL rh 1 TH 5 RE Iy (I 5 EURISR
WERES) ) SRAUEM G, S, FHAR S AR T MIRMBERIE RS
FIPUEWIE S, 2/07E Bachman & Palmer AEEF, A B 51
Do A E Wb, R S AR SR ms ok B M e 4 5 AT
RN, HATF A TR — D05

M, B BR KA SE %L (W IELTS . TOEFL iBT. PTE) 1/
PLSEEHGRE” (Wr, 3, 3. 5) EiEF R TS A, JFm
ICHE SR RE R s, B ds s, BARREE RL W, 3
SN Ry A (2 T L I RN A e Nt N A ]
BT BRI W XSRS A E A T AR IR CHRE +
437 (Lado 1961; Carroll 1961, 1968; Davies 1977 ), ™ £ 12 L3S
Prifi 5 A8 /1 (Canale & Swain 1980; Palmer et al. 1981; Canale 1983;
Bachman 1990; Bachman & Palmer 1996; Bachman & Palmer 2010 ) &
WE. BERFRY “Ur . BE, 32, 57 sUETIE S RAER A S (NS4S
BAF) HRPCE L BE S RE ISR ST B WESh e, TR
PULAEAR KIS Y, LA “$0BE” W49 dbATif & RE i & A e il b 32
Sy, (SRR CANBEEEEAE ) © BIPIIA, K LG BRI
1A E R R AT S R A AR

O  ABHEPEEFMBARAFIE B, W EAH B RE I BRI . 17368 Bl AIS
Wil (JUHUE Q JERFAA ) mh, BARy (HRE) Jmbkam .
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2.1.5 CiHBERE AR ( B &R0 ) WRE )y ik

e 2 RE S 4E 8 L DRl e A s (I s il S 4 )3 ) S
SE[f] — Y AR, “4ERE” R TOEE R AR (BRI
¥, ZEE WA R (i, G ) RIS A . KT 4k
JE” Mg (0 2.1.2~2.1.3 /NI ) RAER 743 H 7 2.

EF 5T

BRI =3 AT 174 = 8 i 2R g e o 6T 3 1749 A 5 2 B30 [ ) PN B 45 4
HEAT 3 AT, HE R B A O A i R S A AN o3 O 2, B — 2 R
H =D HF (common factor ), AMHEFHERE TS H5iHHEM
Byl (e TH) AN, K7 MR T
( Exploratory Factor Analysis, EFA ) F15iEM: K434 ( Confirmatory
Factor Analysis, CFA ). #RZEM:HN T 00 =2 H 26 e 0
TERF (&), MR 23 0y =28 B i97E TRk el (K
FTRATRER) 2EE a2 L MEHRE 0 S Fr . WG ER,
YU A - 23— AT ARG & () ZBSe &R, J—
MEIIERUE S T B i &

PRE M A o3 A 0 S T A B R 4, (B &k
(data-driven ), J&—Fh3LAY Y 5554347 ( posterior analysis ), Frf34%
SEASZ FVEAIR AT 2, Nl T m B AR, R AN RE T A5
T2, WREMEH T RGO RAE I (08) XF—Faess (#
&) #HTESE, SRR R BEAA R, MFZ, IR
Forpri R HREUE U SR (B ) BT e R
MIREST (R4 ), HITCEEUE B g R A2 oAb fie 1 (4 ) sk
J7#%: (methods ) AYSZMA, THNAIRERHARIX LERE ) (&) BT
Lo FFR BRI, AM2ECR T “2 27 ( Multi-Traits Multi-
Methods, MTMM ) J5 XASEEVER F 530 . FrilE 2 i 2 o 4a 2k
il CERLAE ) a9y gl i ] —#a 8 CHERT ), JFR AR — i &
AR SR, PhoE il 2 B 255 B — D HHOCHE M . B
b FE R ) Oy ] — AR A I S B AF E R ECRR AN [R) 5 a4t
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[F] ) A O 5 380 P A DG R 0TS oy e s 5 1 FH ] — X AN [ A
AN A DGR BE LA TR 28 R AL

ZIRZEBIREMERN Tt S A BRI . B, iRE#T2
Jit 2R Z WD I 2 A AR TR B TR TR BT R,
Z i 22 5 AR 2 8 T A AR 0 IS (Rl ) B “IX4ar” (fikAH
), P T IA VRS B EE AR, 18 R ) 22 B 2 A b
RELEER ‘X7 WEE, H ‘K49 ZRABEFREZNL, A
A BRI (Bachman 2004: 283 ).

WA, EAREOR 2 1 1 5 T 5% 3 5 ) 0 FH 3 2544
Ty R R TR R A 2, ROTRE D 4ERE L IR SRR . R
22 BRI 9 3 N TR BRGSO AR TP R R M S e Y 2 B, T
AR BLA T HE KA SRR R UL T SE BRERAE, 19 25 T 454 7 e
1% ( Structural Equation Modeling, SEM ) M HFECERFFMH. 45
P 5 R R AR R F A M. 642 20 i1 (Path Analysis ) 14k P [ 15
( Linear Regression ) N—KME= 841, SRREVEE F 4087 Sukr:R
Tordr (G ZRZM) 0 H g a5y BB b (R (12 =
2019 ). X LS A B TR e R Rl Bk, DA KR ) B R
( Bachman 2004: 283; Ockey 2014: 1224 ), 45 7EH728 8 1 ¢ RN,
bR BREAEERSE B RIS (AN e Re ) 4E B A ), XA
K FRTE SEM R R “LE ALY (structure model ) (5 % A%, 2006
78; ZWIRE 2013: 14 ), YOCTEWAS G AN AR & (Bl ) f92¢
R, PR EURTER S SRR (AnbEaAE A BLERE ). 29K,
55T SEM 1Y CFA 745 i HBe BARM SR IR 2 — . WA BRI
DAE B A OC R IUEDT, 76 SEM Wiy Il A8 (\measurement
model ) (FESEK 2006: 78; RWIFE 2013: 14 ),

IIE R F 44 7EIE = ik B A9 Rz A

CFA # Bk SEM B VAT, CFA I3 — e G 10 %
BT P8 B AR AT G U, 7R S IAERE, AT AR
PEE . MAET . 2B O SR e R . bR
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TR EEZ NS (RIS ), A)E, RIS aE, B, X
K TAEF M S, CFA HAESEM EFA S0/ A N A

CFA J7 EAEiE 5 MK iy FH 220 AR — 2R 5E e
71 %5 ¥y (8% F & %% ) (Schoonen et al. 2003; Lee 2005; Sawaki et
al. 2008; In’nami & Koizumi 2012 ); . J2 56 JiF 3¢ W fili FH =038 36
(' methods ) X} 45 i) 52 ( Kunnan 1995; Purpura 1997, 1998; Llosa
2007; Sawaki 2007 ).

TERE, RO MxNEwE (2004) 2 HEMREETINEEN
5EERGZHEPKER #HEM (2006 ) [0 EHNES MR AHT
SEM FEiHFH M rh a0 H o ARHFEZEEI (2009 ) iz &l \ 9% 1k
SRR A SO A & (fh 2 SUIRAHR L SCRRIR . 15 F
HIR) AT SRR R A b, S SRR P AL RE A% 4 7 S
A S SRR R . ERAARH (2012) FR M 5 IEE R 1
ST T BT U A N (S )
TUBRANEEN , 4R on, FiBdE (4adGioralal ) sefg SEAE,
Tk DL SR o0 | BT B i PR MR, 1R S SRR T
o A DGAH SOAH B ST A

WEEREFHT S ZIE IR N EE

VTAER, i CFA 5 EEHR 5T 0k e e 8 71 4 B A A 98 KA S0 4%
ZYERIK . Sawaki et al. (2008, 2009 ) XFHL4#M % ( TOEFL iBT) it
BT T CFA 43 H1, 458 4B TOEFL iBT %Xl LLJr i “Wr. .
B 57 WAHEBE S, ARG WG TUEE . X ER T
[RIRS i I8 Motk C a1 P e s VRN S 2 i I R = L G
& (unidimensional hypothesis ), AN 3ZFF% X IFENER = “KH+7
st e = A (B ERA A S ) FE AT (basic
comprehension ), #EWr (inference ) FINL3IHR 45 ( reading to learn ),
Hrh o e A M AR A &, BRI 5 1 23 T Y B 3 3
fifRE ST, 30 e 5 R AR A SCRY R b A 3R YO R B ) 4 e AR
35 (Pearlman 2008: 244 ).
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Song (2008 ) fii ] CFA J5 i 2k —TiUE X B2 2 A5 e i B A 68 ) 114
CRLFGBE e AT g ) AT 20T o X305 3l in M R 2 P38 A LA
MES ¥ RIk, RITEEE e “HE £ 5 R W& =
SRR RGN AP ERE, IRV R 1A M SR R L
&, BERRNTEIZM AR T B =R P8 (s ie ) i Bk
=MARR ) SRR WIS, Ht o B ERE ) AT PR A
ft TR

FL3C (2009 ) %9 14 Ml 0 25 2 4k 15 52 2R A 1At 1) AL 495 4 i
T T 8R5E. |5, EBENIFEE L R AW H A, ZlE
CEHEPRART CfE B EAERE S R LUK YA RE, T
SRR SRR, 3 R R (TEMA4 [BERe /) ). UK+
A (P A TH PR RE ) AN A AR SR B AR R 2 ), DA K DI PR A
AL (B3R AN AT AW S 0 DU B A ). 25 SRR DU A 5
RERIPAR A, RUA B PR R S A i G R (EA R
A, XU AR e 2 RE 7 ) 0 BT A G S ik 0.83, BRI A
RS ERA AT DA B ST, AHARSCPE S . o, FEACHR A BE T hE
R I Fe /N Ty 26 WU R 7%, e K7 22 IR 21%, S 4R iEERE
JIREfE R0 R/ N 22 LU R 10%, S K5 25 HUBI{h 25%, iXaiF
FTLAUEI A AP T PR 3 5 e 18 el 52 RE ) A fig .

e L2 (B b)) ATRAIX 4y, (HEAR —E RS 15 210
PRI s S 4 SRR, ATRRR ST A E W R, A
SEpf 5 2 Ad IR 2 A 20 Fr (40 Swinton & Powers 1980; Manning
1987), A W FHETELE 55387 (4 Sticker et al. 2005; Sawaki et al.
2009b; In’nami & Koizumi 2012 ), A A9 /8 H $T 41 (item parcel )
RS AE R 2 BT BCE (f Innami & Koizumi 2012 ), £ (1 W {5 FH /] 5
(individual item ) % SifE b2 #7548 ( Sawaki et al. 2009b ). 7 #71 7
AN B 22 5 DL R AR RS A B A P BESZ i BIF 9T 45 2R ( Sasaki
1996 ). T B B IR ST T AN 5/ NS AR R ZE S, /D
RISy, RS R, B SN MHE 4R (W) ZE
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A WX DC R, BT LA/ INELEA A 3% T A B 2 i i T A
B (REiM2013: 115), #4511 % George Box (1979: 236)
WIg i I A RBRUA T EAECRHER), HUE AL T (Essentially,
all models are wrong, but some are useful. ).,”

o 7 SR T ] 3 0 4 ) 5 B ) o i O LTI B H bR (ED A 4E
B, FKBL Rl T A5 2R A L T i . ASHIE IR A AR
2 ] S AR R i S v B BBO 2 A [ R RE T A2 W E AR R
( BPEARF e R RGO ), HIBOESia e ) (&) 22
e/, BT LALE IS ARARIZ Wi sl & SRV T S8 T 2w, s il
XPAHIEEFREE T (14 Bel 132 e ) 4 B -4 740 #T

2.2 ANHINS Wb R 71 () 15 5%

Mislevy (1993: 19-39) A o0 BRI & BHE K HnT ASr
PAABY B . ARy PRIE (standard test theory ) BBt Al — R0 2 B
& (test theory for a new generation of tests ) FfrBt. #% R Mislevy A9 X1
gy, M PRS (Classical Test Theory, CTT), H:-ZIiH i #i
(Item Response Theory, IRT ) #etnifElll M isprEe, J& THe 1K1
7 (ability level paradigm ); 1fij B — 4 I 3 BE 34 U 538 3 A 4400 B i
T e, WHFR AIAHIKEE L (cognition level paradigm ) ( X1 7
45 20065 IRAPAF 2012 15 FHIRAFE 2012), — oAy, Chr—AG
IS ) ( Test Theory for a New Generation of Tests ) ( Frederiksen et al.
1993 ) 1 H RRbR A B A KK e i3 AE o AR E U e v
JELLAFIZ iR RS ( Cognitive Diagnosis Models, CDMs ) At

ZHRNSEIL

AT I H A 20 T 22 50 4R AR, LA EC 3 % B I8 (True Score
Theory ) ARG Z I IS (CTT) AJEME. Gulliksen (1950 )
£ GO ) ( Theory of Mental Tests ) — {5 Hp 55—k /A B 4L
M RGBS T ArEA S R IR A k. CTT M3IRIR R i =
BB, HABCHE . WEEEES SRUEEE, ki Ra
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8RBT 1 53 AR A A i AR VAL BRI 73 (3K Bk
 2003: 12), CTT FZLA—BEE M4 A DA R B B &5 3,
W2 DL/ NS o AN S 1Y S VR AR, st —1E/ NE AR5, A
HA (RROHFRRT ) MRS (ARRT72009: 7).

CTT {uX i@ fats (AMERE . X0 RE . fRREERE) 5%
AEREA (BEJIZKE ) AHEARS . 8T it H b s IR 2 il i 2% 2
AR AR, % AR Be 1 7KT- 1Y SR B i R R 240 (W]
ML, AR e ba e AR B AS, R R ME ) AR R
A Re SRR S8, Ik, Rl — 1l 2 AN R A REA VR R
A5, ARMERIFRSE B BT R FEdn. N8 CTT fETEiE 2 “Bhfa”, (H
THE CTT WA CHE 5, JFANBOR RMEACE, 1 H CTT fif ] 19 £
BREIUAR X ] B S, KRB H WL SETH P (4 SPSS., SAS.,
STATA 4§ ) #f >k HI CTT ¥ ffi 4% 5 (Cohen et al. 2013: 281; Green
2013: xiii ). Brown (2012: 324) fE[RIJE CTT 7£1# 5 WK R4 1
FHEF, AR CTT 76 5405 5 M £ A a1, anac 30 o / 4548 &
X ( psychometric/structuralist testing ) Bf . £5 & PE i (integrative
testing ) A W DL K 22 Br iF 5 I L ( communicative testing ) B
( Spolsky 1978; Hinofotis 1981; Brown 2005; Weir 2013 ), #4731
CEST MMmA. RE L (W ETS. Cambridge Assessment )
HBAE AN 35 FH IRT J5 4805 5t 43 i LA MO SFE 9, (BT SR & fiff
M CTT XFikAs (8 BRat 928 04, i3 CTT =R Y
MRSHE (HERE . XM [RREREL. prifEiR 2555 ), Sawaki (2014:
1160 ) WA AL, AR CTT JE 20T Ayl i & 4 r 4R 4k
WEE, AMEERE AR AR, 32 A CTT X 96 8l #1790 20 43
B A 2 AR OGS THE R, A5 8R BE R U R UE B AS [m] B B 4 it o 22
WEAE

AFAKIN, EHF 50BN (EAEEFRK) iRz
i, %4k ¥ ( Generalizability Theory, GT). I H & v 3 i, U
R A FENFIS WA AR R AW Sk B R 7E S T 5 %) 52 B iz FH 20
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B, T2 &M AR, CTT RS E . MNBE & &
MFMEEEER, AEA CTT MR R, Wt RxESAE . 48 IRT Al
CDMs Y BIS 2 LR W . #8700F5E (Lee et al. 2012; 2/ HRAK 2012
20; Taylor 2013 ) 3R, M2 AEMA B S K HRES R AF AR SR T,
CTT MBS R B A e, 5 IRT. #£% CDMs X i 5T i 1Y)
g Rl

B kAR

7 vk CTT #igny bR, HUH sOWHE (IRT) Wisimisd, —
MBEIA A ETS A3 2424 # Lord (1980) G511 R I H Jz o7 B i i e 5
Rl 56 7] 51 ) ( Applications of Item Response Theory to Practical Testing
Problems ) — 5L, 1EUE A T I H RV ES A (RRT
2009: 16; FKJEERFIZERESE 2000 122), HWiH, EPE, “mi H R
RIS PR E R OB A SRR R B MR 1992, &
TR 2012), 3 [ £ 75 Hiy D0 B3N 1t 50K L LR, A e o B
(RET2009), AFUH T REZ=RC & BRYEEE, BH OV
Wo IRT J&—Fp TGS A 7ERE T (latent traits ) (WS, H %
H 12 RS L5 21 1975 Az F I 157 7E T ULER 3] 1) 08 7E R X — i
SR | (Yen et al. 2006; Reise et al. 2013 ), CTT T i 5 1 4 2 I 56
F a3 (LA B g6 A A 1) JBt et 7K ), T IRT = 28 DA Ay 18 £ K fi
RE G /B0 S W] IRT, — BT AW FE ISR
TE 4 B B 4EPE % (unidimensionality ) L K3t 8 J&3 35 4t <7 7% (local
independence ) fBi% . #AT, BT F LT FrfT B IR AR S A
[ F2 B “iE5 R IRT M FE AR5 (Ockey 2012: 346 ), Ellis & Ross
(2014: 1270-1271) $2H T =FASE k. — 2R3 & 200 IRT A7
R (GnZe 4 IRT AR 5o RS2 vk J RIS, Sl Js 4SS 76 o Al J s 2 5
PERIFR )y R EIS B BT = AT B IE
b, BTG AR A R — R A (RPJ ),

IRT " RE S S B AR TR, BRI 8 25 /N AT I 56
P TTERA RIS . IeAh, AT EHSH (RS . X)) Al As



