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(1. TERBHE B ShEE R, TP 401331/ ) RAMESN K SMEE T 5 R HE S S h 0, ) & M 510420
2. R EEE KRS LM EFBAMEHUIE, EK 400038 ;3. 10 I S [E 5K B4 LI BE K 400031)
W B nEERITORNBEMEERERNEE EE AT, AUt # 4 7kt L4 By PRETCO B X 3T 4347
Ji B A, 33t PRETCO UiRiF 2 RETFE TF B HEUREFHS A THENRER FREETEWRE,
SESEIA T E AL B 0 3%, PRETCO 1% 3F 4 A2
hE 43S H319.3 CERFRAEARD : A NEHE.1674-6414(2021)02-0126-10

0 3

il

HME TERE F R AME AR 1 BRI, B JOif DB ORI SZ B AL, 200 1 % AR R AR 22
NT327% FovF4y B J0 i BB R o 3T 20 45K THEALE AR RIS (R W & 8 Kl &, = 8 T
THREHUAR B % X A OL 8, a5 B v 1 29 2 5 Rt o] RS i TAHZU% (RS IR, 2011) o BRI iR
2N TR RS e b (42 77,2011) 4345 TOFEL HL7% (CET X\ TEM H s DL K 5y 4 2 A%
B FHHE )7 11522 ( Practical English Test for College — Oral , fij# PRETCO i) %%, PRETCO i /& iH
] % e S 2 BB TR I BB 1 %1078 D1 45 F 2005 A1 46 S0 1 11 3525, 2% U UL 1% 7 Rk T
PRI (g 45, 2010) o B Tt pLa B 03 A s SR E A B, BTSRRI T
Wore NTEWIF7 5 IR 22, Bt A A ZEXTPE5r 1045 BE #E 1 798 (Myford et al. |, 2004) , L4k, 3F
73 BLAIPESy ] RE R I 1] A E Ji k2R 72 A (Myford et al. , 2004) , 117 ELITJ0 BORR 2 1 B4 R 10 B I
i P DR , DL B IR B SR A AR GRS 55, 2018) , PRI, X0 20 D3 AR A 1k 2R AT
WF9E B B SCPR A Lo BARIT AR R AT 56 TV 215 FE R I I F 9% H 2538 2 ([ 2%, 20085
Xgik , 2010; Autali, 2016;Kang et al. , 2019) {HIXSEAF5EER HAT BRIK I IE AR T 4007, A XEPF4r
FEVESEAT IR ARSE . Rt , AR SCHIFE T PRETCO M SE TR B PE4345 5, A PF43 B B Aa e 7k, DA
1% PRETCO HIK PP R A — 285 7R, RIS Ay Al e RURS: 1S ML B 13K, G CET 1 TEM H3)
PO EOF R IRt — 2652

1 3CER[E B

FE AN 56 DN R TSR AP L B ), I A I A9 A8 & (Luoma, 2004 ) | 135 I 3 14 2550 8 363k

I #5 B 87 :2020-10-16
BN A ER, B, ERMBFRIIT/ T RIMES TR FW L4, TN FF TN,
FEF, K GEFEXFAMBEFRIMERAZHIF, M+, LZRFETMNRBEBTHENAL.
EEE, X, EERFRSEEFRAM WL, Z2AFIEETLF KT TN,
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(Knoch et al. 2018) | TR AYAE 55 ( Frost et al. , 2020) | R IES 5 ( Fulcher, 1996 ; Khabbazbashi et al. |
2020) Z IR HFEAE ( Nakatsuhara, 2011) $F851 S IF5 536 2% A TR R B R0 ( Kang et al, 2019) |
HX AP35 152 ( Lumley et al. , 1995 ;Elder et al. , 2005 ; Attali, 2016) ,2548, Hojh A ¢ HiE0
AT b 280 BARIEIr DAY 2 3 2 ALY (Myford et al. , 2004 ) , {HIRFRI:0F 58 HO AU T3
HEAT T oM. HET, A S B SCERR BRI D7 v, e an 563301 H F i B8 1Y) 22 J2 T Rasch #8156 [
KAIESF AT T 534 (Lumley et al. , 1995 ; Bonk et al. , 2003 ;Kim, 2015) , $K i X LeBF 57 (45 FAEAE 2%
o Lumley Z5(1995) 23871 T MU 44 PF 4 51 = W HR L e 18 1 i ( Speaking subtest of Occupational English
Test) (VP34 5, R VES3 BLVE 53 (0 ™ D5 BE BE A I [a] e A 1 A8 4k, B 56 7™ 2 728 Ak 1) i 5 JS A ] ; Bonk
85 (2003 ) He TR HEAGA ST CHA P A E 00 45 R 09 20 B, R IVY- o3 LY )™ D B 22 S 80K, i EANER ZE , oF
3 G PR — B PR B o VT 40 25 56 1 AR SR AN W i 5 Kim (2015 ) 5 2k >R F i M 9 BIF 93 07 125, X e T8I
28 PRS0 D =PI AT R I =040 51 P O I3 RE A AE 22 5, B VP40 DL el itk g, vhiay
3 GO ARG YIAS DAl | 22055 53 AR X B RRE o

SR E A SCHROG EHEMN AP 3 BEFT T BF9E (T 332 48, 2008 ; X #ik, 2010) , HIX SEAfF 5% [F] 4
HXPEor AR B PE5r HEAT 40 B AR H AT, [P 8 T SCHR M 77 B 1) £ BE 805 P 40 i AR e ko T
W, A SORE LA R H % 05, 3T 22 )2 1 Rasch IR Myford 45 (2009 ) 5 /R 43 R 0 78 RO HEZE , APF43
U5 RE HERRBE L) R A rh kA = AN T PRETCO R 19 3F 40 R4 8 MEHEAT 40 BT S oY . o 1E43
JD BE AR VA3 0 T B VE43 DL B R AR AR T AT 43 BT A A 1, B b B HGR TR I DR A
AL E] 53 B (Myford et al. , 2004)

2 HARAIE

2.1 RAREZE

H TAWF5EH PRETCO KB 45 s B U B B0 AN e — , P43 L R AN 8, —RAE 10-20 A2
], VP4 G40 R F 1S BRI SRS . ASBIF 58 BT BE B Tk PRETCO 1 e 45 45 SR 2L 95 K 5] 6525 7,
HAEE— A 1493 43, 55 — R 1356 iy, 55 =k Ry 1351 £33, S5 00K Ky 870 iy, 45 LR A 1455 By, 20 )
BALS WS 13 45 44 0 BB A 1 1 HE i P44 P10 5L AT PE A3, PR S0k 13050 10y, AHFSE
P43 ROR1 ORI R2 L2 2N T TR BT 55, ¥F43 51 R4 (RS I R6 JELL SN T 1 IR B ASAT: 55, H A
(INEISHUESE

£ FRERER

B EHREAER % R SR
W3R MEZR | M3 | BR | £8 | Sk | S | £k | Wk | 1K
RO 7% & | mlEE | s vV v v v v
R1 § & % s | 54 v v v vV v
R2 § & £ | #®@ | s3 vV v v V v
R3 9 £ 5 k& 44 vV vV vV vV X
R4 § & 7 wiE | 43 v v v v x
RS TN R % # i 38 vV vV vV 2 x
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2.2 PRETCO &% B 33 547

RRETCO HiBEH LA AN IS, 3250 W52 L [0) 220 Bk (DU ) LA K 11 Sk BR 3 DU 38 43T 55 21
B, FEA AT R LA 20 3k (A5 2E R0 i N e 1 B R M) 1B 1T4H, 2016) . AFIK PRETCO Hix
SR 2-4 BATRME, BRIUTES S 4 4 R ESAE il (0,1,2,2.5,3,3.5 ,4) i (ETHE, ABT
O LN 1,2,3,4,5,6,7 -EANSES. “ BAE” T2 BT R LR R B = 1 R AT P4 (LR
2) )BT R BRIR T BB KK BT I TR (LR 3) o P PESY B 43 g Skt
2 PUITUT: 55 (0 R B TPF 43, 98 J5 FRARBE 19T 55 045 40 30 0 TR d0 o QSR v 38 040 Hh I A g 2%
5, B AL AT B (VR4 AL ) BEAT i, B BT A TR 43

2 HEESTHRE

¥ | ER BEHIER mAEE
4 7 FHEBEMEH, EF FH RHRY B 2 i A V&
3.5 6 FERAEALEAR, EF FR EHELRE Y B 2 b i A o i
3 5 HOEFEFEHAER, BB HER B 2 2 A A
2.5 4 AR L EFRRAER, L6 EH HEHmAERLER
2 3 ARSEFRAER, P HEM HEARA L AERER
1 2 Bl AT T B B 3 AR I A
0 1 WXL

F3 FRidIESIRE

s | %H REEEE S B

4 7| REEERANAEEAAANEEG AR | BRI

25 | 6 |EERTEETAMMETHOEHERELT | puyppany

3 S| AKEEMEABEALSHEERE B A AR A

25 | 4 | RAREEEECL AL EGHAEL AR A — AR, R

2 3 | REBRABEEREREARRS EWET | mapp s maan, 507 #
ST R BT AR BE, EXFH A | opmis o s i

1 2 %]J é’ﬂi{tj;ﬁufgﬁ@ & R 1’3/”74%1ﬁ4§§ JE\;EEE%

0 1 R R A R B A LT R B

(1) BT FACETS sk ] B 80804 , P DA AR SURE T R R 46 2 BUH 5 AR o oy 5 A% 40(1,2,3,4,5,6,7) 5 (2) A
TRE,mHEEE FEA FMFMEARZNNE KK FETZFAHATITFL, ERF WL — AT 24500k
2.3 R HTIRIE

ARG ET £ 210 Rasch ##Y, & A FACETS 244 ( ili4s 3. 71.3) (Linacre, 2013) %} J7¥X PRETCO [
PP G R AT o3 B, BB HG DO R T, 5 A B8 1 PF 4 B1 L R O IUAT: 55 L KPR IR T, ST
PRETCO PUIAT: 55 HARBYPE 53 b A — B, Fr LAAHIESE R H] 22 2 10 Rasch AL v 73310 4345 A ( Partial
Credit Model) ( Bonk et al. ,2003) , 4h, AfEFFE Z 08 T 5045552 ( connectivity ) [ B2 PE ( Wind et al. ,
2018) MHRFE Py 51 D3 PP A AR S PE R 2553 (link) DU ARG . ABESE RT3 RO TLikiT- o
(2 TR b , b A0 ™ D B RUINA S 7 $0-6 B R AE & LAY 1L, i DA BE VT 43 03 18 S AR PP o34 o e 2 5
i, LIRS 53 A A F 43 5t (R1,R2 \R3 (R4 Il RS) ¥4 B9 RR E Mo R, ASBIF 58 45 45 Myford 1 Wolfe
(2009) XT3 43 53 5 AR VT 73 IR RS OF S8 ROAE 22, DAV 43 53 7™ I B | a0 32 LA R 2 vh e 35 = 4> O T
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PRETCO FH AP/ Aa e PEHEA T D I 43 B S S
TSR R RS E P, A% G 5 ik S R P 0 B A B A B8 B ASE AL AR A I R B i T Logit
{8, SR 5 AT 12 A (Myford et al. , 2009) , SR, B T3¢ HALHYAFTEIR & 5 15% 22 ( Dobria, 2011),
T LA A R A B 43 D™ D BE AR PR I 22 , TR0 43 B3 ZE RO A3 th A E A [R] 1R 9753
U, AT LARRYETT 53 03 Y logit B B4 WA IT 43 01 7™ D BE W A8 Ak, LUKk, O& TIP3 D1 VF 43 1 B2 1) g e A%
b, AT LAEE T3 51 5 50 A & R %0 (sgror » Bl Point-biserial Correlation 8, Point Measure ) #£17 ¥ W
(Myford et al. , 2004) , K40 PF-o5 53 ERR B2 22 A 3T ZEAR IR A 20 (— ) #AH 5C R AL ALK Fisher” s Z
85 HHE R Z K 30 (A 2020 SR AW 43 5OV o0 v B2 AR e M2 1 BoA Ge it X B i 35k
(Myford et al. , 2009) ,
LN (1+7sr-zor)-LN (1—T'saror)

ZSR-ROR = > N (—)
Hirp SR-ROR 28143 01 A9 55 B AH O R B Isr-ROR
Z _ ZrSR-RORC'ZrSR-RDRb
SR-RORc, SR-RORb = \/; = As()
Nc-3 Nb-3

H Zrsr-rorsF IR VT53 0L Ise-ror ZHUAE S b WP 50 544G JG 1) Fisher” s Z {H ; Zrsr-rorcR /R W43 IR
IsrRORZIIAESS ¢ RPEAT 5545 1 Fisher’ s Z {8 ; Nb 1 Ne 435I /R P43 BUAESS b RIS ¢ IRy B4 o
2R Zsr-rore, sr-roro FIMER T 1. 96, WIRBHIT 73 BITES ¢ 5 HARPY 73 51 19— 20k B 2 m TS b ik S
FA T 03— 30 (B2 KT 0,05, R [A]) 5 AnSR Zsk-rore, srrors/NF-1.96 W FRAE /3 BLAESS ¢ IR 5
HAB o3 51 0 —BhE B E AR TAESS b IR G HAB P43 51 0 — 3tk

IRE TSR E N, P P23 BIE ( Threshold ) 4R 22 7T LA A ) 7 8 v i R8T 1Y
ZH PR TR AR SR BB AR th 4 i 52 SU(E (Bond et al. , 2015) , AWFFEELT Rasch (YIRS HIA
(Hybrid Model 2) (Myford et al. , 2004 ) , ik 338 AN 43 B3 BRUIE 3 X 25 U 559143 o 1) A 1%
B, SR JEARAE P43 LB DT 53 (L s o 2 8 P LI A3 S Pl S5 e gl I Ol o 43 B =2 1) s (i 5 1l i
JERK , RIAPE IR T o AN ST AE PS04 AU XA B EA T T 2P a5 DR, 35 B )RR © R An e [5)
I/ ()8 B/ WA 55 (9 27 R IA R AR 3 UK 0 7 43 2 5 g 27 WIR L R 38 T i 23 52 A F 3 I AR
P77, IR EXVIRTE T &I 5 N SCF, fidJ5 il Given (2008 ) 1) A 443 X 7 1Rk N 25 2647 40 BT Fl
ISEL

3 MIR4ER

SCE P43 3™ Dy B ER B AR T R 3 = ANy TR A5 I 43 51 D T4 AR e T
3.1 35 0" R

R T ERTVE A3 D™ D5 BE BARE P AR SE 43 B PF 43 1 RO PP o S BRI , LALER 55 A AT
Gy TR, dEid FACETS Bia 8, TORE4r SR TE S 7™ 5 BE logit BXI{E A 0. 41, FRif 22 40. 43
logits, PF73 5% R2 e DU B 1 B 10 22 , logit {E K 0. 53, T4 Lk i logit {Hh —0. 41 (WL 1) ,4H
22 0. 94logits, K T PIARMERE . HWR, PF43 51 R3 25— ORI T3 A D 22 88K, 4353114 0. 551ogits Fil
1. 06logits , 2% 0. S1logits, K T—MrifEL .
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1.2
4106
! R~ S
0.8 072 —

0.6 0,557 Q.72 .
04 0T

0:2 s ) 2%037
0 : I, AN

0.2 F=XK %% P Z ok \gm«
04 =V — 8 -0.26
. v.IJT -U_L',l
0.6
=4—=R] =fl=R2 =4—R3 =%=R4 =i=R5

B 1 {5 RES R ERNIEREMSEITLL (logit)

W43 51 R1 R4 R RS P43 197 I3 BE 8RR , e sh 8/, ™ D BZ o s (B A e AR A =2 22 5303 0. 27
logits 0. 38logits A1 0. 36logits , ¥/NF 1 MRiE2E(S. D. =0. 43logits)
3.2 3R N A E AL M

A roppor FMVFIT SV IE I B 5L S BB, Z srone swror N REIPE0 B3 HEB ERRUE TERY Z
{Eo Tsrror MTLARIWTIT-23 53 AP0 5 AT 23 533770 B —ZOHE, AR I3 5Y rgg op IO ELBOR, WU 2R 7R3
43 B —BOME U ANAFAEBEPLE (Myford et al. , 2004 X4k 2010)

R4 W RETREREREXBERIT

5 IR
e HH R F—x vs ETR vs E= R vs BIR | vs R
R1 0.71 0.73 0. 80 0.75 0.77
R2 0.64 0.64 0.67 0.80 0.59
T'sR-rROR R3 0.75 0.76 0.79 0.78 /
R4 0.75 0.73 0.71 0.75 /
R5 0.71 0.79 0. 67 0.73 /
R1 / 0.73 4.04 1.68 0.94
R2 / 0.00 0.97 6.52 -8.18
Zoronesiron|  R3 / 0.37 1.62 1.23 /
R4 / 11.68 -1.60 0.00 /
RS / 2.93 -1.24 0.73 /

H 72 4 AT, VA B2 RS oppon TEA T 0. 59 0. 81 Z[a] , TE4 5 I R EAN Fp R A 40 51— 35
B AT Zs rore serors T, KT 1.96 B/NF —1.96 BIRECH Tk, HrbiE4> B2 R3 PR (e D% 3h
R, Z (HH/NF 1.96 ik T-1.96(p <0.05) ;75051 R1 R4 I RS 4% H 30—k S 5P 10 0 30 (Z (853531
y4.04 11.68 F12.93,p <0.05) ;374 51 R2 PRI SN , 55 = URIF 41 B Sk s 55—, i 27 DU ik
PO O AR T2 — K (Z {5358 6.52 F1-8. 18, p <0.05, FHILATLIE i, A P45 52 Do i e v
PpAkase , e e pE4 B BT FU I S A, A 1 B R AR 22.7 %
3.3 0 RE TSGR

AASR A 1) 26— AR EESR T 1.0 logit HAEELL 5. 0 logits (Linacre, 2002) , f3& 5 7] W, RZHIF
GBS BB 2207 F 1.0 = 5.0 logits Z [i], BI{E A ARMEZE AL T 2. 1 —4. Ologits Z[H], JJj¥k PRETCO [
I RMRPE BN RE , 28075 U TEE I B A vhoka g SRIM, 1F53 B2 RS 38 —WRIF4 %A 1 ]
SYRUBE 1 RIS EREE 7,1 HL MBS 3 4 5 B ERIRE] 90% |, IR G IZPE40 B35 — IR B PEor 48 A v 5 14
A R3 DIREA 43808 3 4.5 Z I BIE 25500, B/NF 1.0 logit; P43 51 R2 55 3k 5 — ORI Lk
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PR 5 6.7 Z B B BIEL 22BN, [RIAE/N T 1.0 logite IXPIALPEIr 51 Al BEXT ik J LA /0B BodE LA
U4 b A L G 22
RS WHRUBESEEESEE(% ) REE (logits)

F£—R R =k EJUINN R
SEE |(RE2/% | BE | HEE/% | BE | BEE/% | BE | @AEE/% | BE RAE2/%| BE
1 18/2% 9/1% 22/2% 33/5% 24/3%
2 70/9% | -4.9| 33/6% | -5.4 60/9% -4.7| 73/10% | -3.6| 69/9% | -3.1
3 219/27% | =3.0| 129/25% | -3.5| 136/21% -2.9|161/22% | -2.6 | 178/23% | -2.3
R1 4 |262/32% | -1.0| 169/33% | =1.1| 191/29% -1.3|223/31% | —=1.3|241/31% | -0.9
5 194/24% | 0.4 | 133/26% | 0.6 209/32% 0.2 | 184/25% | 0.3 |183/24% | 0.4
6 52/6% | 2.4 | 38/7% 2.9 45/7% 3.3 | 46/6% | 2.7 | 71/9% | 1.8
7 1/0% 6.2 1/0% 6.6 5/1% 5.4 8/1% 4.5 | 6/1% | 4.1
RI {470k 2 3.6 4.0 3.5 2.9 2.4
1 3/0% 19/3% 24/4% 25/4% 13/2%
2 22/3% | -3.8| 23/4% | -3.0 34/6% -3.4| 100/15% | -4.6| 30/4% |-2.9
3 107/13% | =2.7| 71/11% | =3.1| 93/16% -3.1| 180/27% | -=2.7| 79/11% | -2.3
R2 4 [253/31% | —1.1| 153/24% | -1.8| 188/32% -2.1|163/24% | —=1.1|175/24% | -1.4
5 278/34% | 0.5 | 280/44% | -0.4| 205/35% -0.5| 143/21% | 0.0 |266/37% | -0.3
6 126/16% | 2.4 | 83/13% | 2.8 35/6% 2.7 | 62/9% | 2.0 |146/20% | 1.7
7 192% | 4.6 7/1% 5.5 1/0% 6.4 3/0% 6.2 | 7/1% | 5.0
R2 A A 2 2.9 3.2 3.5 3.5 2.7
1 10/2% 44/8% 25/4% 45/7%
2 84/17% | -4.4| 73/14% | -3.0| 69/12% -2.9| 8/13% | -2.9 / /
3 159/32% | —1.5| 209/39% | -2.9| 226/38% -2.5|229/34% | -2.4 / /
R3 4 63/12% | 0.6 | 98/18% | -0.3| 98/16% 0.2 | 102/15% | 0.2 / /
5 99/20% | -0.2| 85/16% | 0.0 92/15% 0.2 | 120/18% | 0.1 / /
6 82/16% | 1.2 | 25/5% 2.0 81/14% 1.0 | 76/11% | 1.6 / /
7 7/1% 4.3 2/0% 4.1 9/2% 3.9 | 23/3% | 3.3 / /
R3 Ak 2 2.6 2.5 2.3 2.1
1 20/9% 15/3% 27/4% 23/3% / /
2 32/15% | -3.0| 80/16% | -4.8| 78/11% -3.4|100/15% | -4.6 / /
3 65/31% | -2.4| 162/31% | -2.6| 165/23% -2.4{201/30% | -2.6 / /
R4 4 50/24% | -0.6| 139/27% | -0.8 | 213/30% -1.2| 149/22% | -0.6 / /
5 35/17% | 0.4 | 93/18% | 0.6 172/24% 0.2 | 132/20% | 0.4 / /
6 8/4% 2.4 | 25/5% 2.6 60/8% 2.1 | 50/8% | 2.5 / /
7 2/1% 3.1 2/0% 4.9 5/1% 4.8 9/1% 4.8 / /
R4 a7k 2 2.2 3.2 2.8 3.1
1 / 5/1% 18/4% 60/8% / /
2 16/3% 36/8% | -6.1 25/5% -2.8| 79/12% | -3.5 / /
3 145/25% | -3.5| 174/38% | -2.6| 102/20% -3.2| 71/11% | -2.5 / /
R5 4 172/30% | -=0.4| 123/27% | 1.0 166/33% -1.7| 158/23% | -2.6 / /
5 198/35% | 0.6 | 102/22% | 2.3 148/29% -0.2|278/41% | -1.5 / /
6 41/7% | 3.3 | 16/4% 5.5 43/9% 2.2 | 21/4% | 3.1 / /
7 / / 2/0% 5.7 1/0% 6.9 / /
R5 [ (i 4R v % 2.4 4.0 3.1 3.8

A AT BIFAT 55 B 204 Al R, B3 53 DR SAT 55 DR P BEL A AR EZE 6 T 3. 9 = 8. 6logits 2Z [] ( Il
% 6) , B T H LT 55 BARTE o BIE R bR E2E . LADFA3 53 R1 ], HBA AT 55 D RO 43 1 I (B A
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HEZ90 0 6.8.5.3.8.6.7.4 F15.4 (logits) . #5353 RLR2 R4 HI RS (4 3R pFo o 2 M ] 1 7%
KB 4 Foy BB S PEr 61 R3 Wit ZHufdi ] T 0 BeBe S Aoy S 6, Lu i 2 8ot 70% , 353 51 R3 55 =
U IR EL IR B 90% o ] UL, 0 53 A6 B 134T 55 19 D R P 20 R R AT AR W] J A B P 3

®6 THRMAEESASEREE

F— X = by EHK
SEE REE/% BE RAEE/%| BE RAEE/% | BE RAEE% | HE |AEE/%| 6E
1 1/0% 1/0% 2/0% 1/0% /
2 8/1% / 2/0% 3/1% 2/1%
3 20/11% | -7.6 | 14/9% 13/8% 17/10% -8.2 | 11/6% |-6.2
RI 4 87/45% | -3.0 | 42/37% | -5.0 | 48/30% | -10.0| 70/39% -2.8 | 44/23% |-3.6
5 75/39% | 2.7 54/47% | -0.6 | 77/48% | -3.3 | 84/47% 1.6 | 76/40% |-0.5
6 12/5% 8.0 17/8% 5.6 | 21/13% 3.3 7/3% 9.4 | 54/28% | 2.9
7 / / 4/1% 10.1 / 6/3% | 7.5
R1 B {E AR £ 6.8 5.3 8.6 7.4 5.4
1 / 1/0% 1/0% 1/0% /
2 / 2/1% -3.5 / 2/1% -10.1 /
3 5/2% 7/5% -3.3| 18/9% 10/6% -8.9 | 12/6%
R2 4 58/30% | -6.7 | 35/23% | -2.3 | 53/39% | -4.5| 58/35% -6.5 | 51/30% |-4.1
5 91/47% | 0.8 93/60% | 1.0 | 63/46% | -0.5| 61/37% -0.3 | 85/50% | -0.2
6 48/21% | 5.9 21/11% | 8.1 10/6% 5.0 | 35/21% 3.5 | 31/15% | 4.4
7 / / / 2/1% 12.2 /
R2 B A7 £ 6.3 4.9 4.7 8.4 4.3
1 1/1% 1/0% /
2 / 2/2% 2/1%
3 / 12/9% | -6.9 /
R3 4 7/6% 30/23% | -4.5| 6/4% 7/4%
5 55/44% | -7.6 | 64/48% | -2.0| 67/45% | -6.5 | T4/44% -7.0
6 57/46% | -0.3 | 23/17% | 3.9 | 68/45% 0.5 | 71/42% 0.8
7 4/3% 7.8 2/2% 9.6 9/6% 6.1 16/9% 6.2
R3 B {5 A7 2 6.3 4.7 5.1 5.4
1 / / / 2/1%
2 2/1% / / 3/2%
3 4/2% 25/18% 9/5% 24/14%
R4 4 43/26% | -7.6 | 53/43% | -8.1| 58/32% | -6.9 | 50/30% -5.7
5 84/50% | -2.3 | 41/33% | -2.5| 81/45% | -2.1| 65/39% -2.1
6 27/16% | 3.3 7/6% 4.0 | 29/16% 2.1 17/10% 2.4
7 8/5% 6.6 1/1% 6.8 3/2% 6.9 5/3% 5.4
R4 5] {8 47 v 2 5.4 5.8 5.1 4.3
1 / 1/0% / 2/1%
2 1/0% 0/0% / 4/2% -5.2
3 12/8% 20/18% 13/10% 10/6% -4.3
R5 4 54/39% | -4.8 | 34/30% | -5.3 | 41/33% | -4.7 | 26/16% -3.0
5 63/45% | -0.1 | 50/44% | —1.6 | 54/43% | -0.3 | 125/75% | -0.6
6 13/8% 4.9 9/8% 6.9 | 17/13% 4.9 3/1% 13.7
7 / / / /
R5 A {8 47 v 4.0 5.1 3.9 7.0
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A Longitudinal Study of the Rating Stability of
Computer Assisted PRETCO - Oral

YANG Zhiqiang LI Zhifang DONG Manxia
Abstract; The stability of raters’ rating of an oral test might pose a threat to its reliability, validity and fairness. This paper
investigates raters’ stability of scoring PRETCO — Oral longitudinally on the basis of the recent five times’ rating results from
perspectives of severity, accuracy and centrality. Interview is also employed to shed some light on the reasons of raters’ ratings.

Key words : computer assisted oral test; PRETCO — Oral ; rating; stability
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