TFZEERPT @ $RES o BEEEHENT R MRS T B

RTWH A ZIZBIFAEBBL—T7Y v 2 OA MM
— ARV RE SRR D BT I —

e mBE  mRREREE EE AR HEAG
(Wremss KK &)

KR, BEREN AT 1T %
B 2T DFEBNCH B EZYMEXR 2
HEEE S D2 HEDRETEEMWE L,
TEAP (Test of English for Academic Purposes)
@ RTW (Reading-to-WriteTask) 2 X 7 (514 7 «
> & X B) @D EBB (Empirically derived,
Binary-choice, Boundary-definition scale) )V —
Ty 7&ERL, BRIy Y2 0mMERVTE
SR & RN RIS DV TEYMARGT &
To70 Z LT, TEAPIL—T Uy 7 (Weir. 2014,
pp. 16—20) & W& L 2 BEDZRTRIEREIC DWW T
HIRFE & 1T - 720
Z DR, ARARICTER SN ZEBBIL—T
Uy 71, (NESMEHERICHNT, TREOEIRD
5 BAEDFEH Z R T & 72, (2) BER#MEHR
ICHEWT, 2EDFMHRD 2 L2E DM £ IR T E
7=, Q) TEAP L =T U v 7R TR RAOFHE
(CHELTW3, EWwWd ZepRE NI,
AMEN, S, EBBIL—T Uy 7k, TEAPZ A
FALTRRAIBIZHWT, (1) RADEEMM L
ICEE5T 3, QFADLPT I PHEABRDOER
DOLXTI[MEICLEET S, Q)TEAPIL—T Uy
TICHERTEBMN T « — KNy 7 22REICSZ
BDICEL TWBHJEEMNI H D EHNTRES N7z,

LI

HEZKEGEFI MW, B [HE], T8

42

T, [EL | DAREEICH W T, EHHEOKS
HERPKRSO 5h 3757 X b0 & (Plakans,
2013a) Th V), BEABRCEET 2EHOER
EEEHTHLAEADDETFMT B4 E, K¥FE
FHELETHTIVvIEBICEWVWTREDL S
fTobhTHY, TOEEHRLECRBHE STV
%, % /-, ATC21S (Assessment and Teaching
of Twenty-First Century Skills Project) IZ & -
TIRIBENTWV3 [21H#H#BR X % JL] X OECD I
EB[%F—-0ETF YR EPEERSN
THY, HEEHENFEIEE 2B TETWVWS
(#87, 2016) o

ARICEWNTS, FEEEEBOBRETICHEV,
[E<) [&E), T587] [E<] 202 7=#
AWML EEEREEFE L ALDI 22— 3 LB
NERDEEMN L W—BE % > T3 (XHH
FH, 2017a, 2018), # I, EEFRFTIREE
BMICHVWTWE, [RE-REIPFHRSABZ &N
REVD, BREFHLTIXEEEC LWL RS
WEESFLVERINL TV, £/, KEAZFE
HERRAENED SN BT, [BAI[FHEINEE
FTINEL| DABEE L #EYICEHET 2 2012, &
ENHRERER (e.g., EIR, GTEC, TEAP) D
ERANBERE S W (XERFESE, 20170), BBRS
CBVWTINRT - AT XA MOEEMN S
BHILEEBRZENEEEND, 1A T, Green
(2014) % Sawaki (2017) 1&, HADERE, &K
WA, XFZ4E, KAFEFREVIFRETMOBEA
BENTHBZEERELTEHY, X7 —7 >
ZEFHHEE L CORBERER T X MMM T 280



PEENDOH B,

ARTERBINTVEHELEE T IFD
flzz 2 ETEAP Y & %, TEAP T I, RE
NEERDIERERE BN L AL THRFER
~N 3, it A TZE < (Reading-to-write, RTW) #}
BERABRIA T T R2ATIPRITISATH
Z(AXREEREHS, nd)o 2THLAEEXY
i, MBS 1 7 1 > % 2 X7 (independent
writing task) £ W H7HF I v VT RFEEICE
% EIF 14 (authenticity) 7' & < (Cumming, 2013;
Plakans, 2009, 2012, 2015), ¥BAR # HWE#
RICEPLPTVEND, TTXADERBR (7
ZAMIEBHE) EHFTE 3,

LD LRSS, HEREE T MIREEDLS
Wo REER SR IHMEDORE % £ & 8 7= Cumming
(2013) IC & hiE, ZDRBEDIDIC, HERE
HBOLOIBNARTAVILRECEET
B & T CIEE (CBEE T B M 4 T
(diagnostic assessment) BERHE N T3, &
WHIZEEEITFTWSB, 2O Cumming D154
EHRADNRTEAD &, RZEAHKAENED
T, N1 X717 X (high-stakes) & & &
U 7= M FERYERAT (summative assessment) »°
TJI7AN—LTHEHRINA TV Z e TFEES
hd, ZO—AT, BADHEEXZFEEAEL
TWwWL Z & & BRI E T % AR (formative
assessment), WH D3 [ZED 2D OFHE] T
EEUIBHRINTULEIBRADHZ, EWVWDH 2
ENEZOND, VT RAI—LIZH T DIHEEFES
HEBDEEZ L) —BRESE TV DI
X, 74 —=K/Ny 7OFMA L & (accessibility)
DEPEL, BEEFBEONACHEREGERE
RT3, SEBEEED S VTS E DR D
BATH 5,

BERICSEWTZ O LAEHEREMILT D720
I, UTD2RICEEITARNETH D, 1018, 2
CONEBREARBRISZEEDRATZBMNELT
WBEWIRTHD, BEEATET X MEEE
DEDICZOEEEAT B &, BRI TR
HEMbEHR I NBZ VTR —LOBEWIZZ S
bEWBIDY H B2 &TH 3, LM% B
MELTWEWL=T Uy 720/ I3, R4
ErLELNZBERODLEE LS, TXMED
IREPZBIFRHINICLCL, ZOERDEY

£530E] FAZEBIAL A FRFCERPT - R

RTW % 22 2B 5EBB LV — 7 » 7 O IE

RAFRAEDZENEZDND, IHI1DI,
AARAFBEOREENERHICENE NI A
THd. AADEALSKIFEE S & 270,000
A E9,000A & MHRICL ZXEFRESE (2015,
2016) DEREICL B &, AEMREDLO% LD
Common European Framework of Reference
(CEFR; Council of Europe, 2001) ® X E— *F
CURRAETA T+ > TRERADERATAILANIL
THo7 TEAP E Vo A EBHBRPHRICL T
WBLANILY, EICAIHPSL5B2THI I EaEE
T3E, BRBEQIL—-TUy TOBAIEBEDL
NIV U T WETREME D % B o Fulcher (2003)
i, 2O LAMAECHLT, =T Uy JiEFR
NFEREDINT =< AUZEDVEHDICT
NETHY ERXTHY, RAMICER S 17
W=T Yy, 2%, F=2ICEDOTERE
hicv—T Uy JOEREHEL T3, FHEE
HEAWE X VBEOI—-TUy VP ELEEILS L
T Wi WK (Cumming, 2013) b EE T 3 &,
RHICER SN AL—TVy VEBATEZ
ElE, BWHHEELZER L ZFHMEOEN L HED
12&LTEZLHN S,

=Ty TDERICIE, ZDEY M (validity)
X (= %814 (reliability), % F ¥ (practicality) &
Wo EREHET 2 UEN & %, Bachman
and Palmer (1996) (¥, L8N ERICEAL T, &
KERE&ILT VR MIADYE L, LEE3EBHED
WY GENT X EBRNTIDENHB, EBXT
W3, 77 AN—LFHAEEVWI AT IR NE
ERT D&, - R -BIROTVLPTEEV S
ERMENERR, EECEHEATHDIEEALN
2714717 %ELDELT, NXTH+—7>
AFME B ZE T 5, SR ICHEREN S
2T EEBL TV DS, RRICETZ2EIBZ
BRIEIHEPHROBREBRSICTSHE
DIRFAPRE]RTH B,

ZZTAMRETIE, £9, RTWHERKER >
171427)227OFFMICH 5 RE L2
M S T ABEFEDOIN—-T Uy VOREE %
BT, 2L BEOLN-T Uy 7 28A
T3HECRKZ, TXIERED/IN T+ -7 >
A TIPSR —T Yy 7 EERT
3HEEBAL, 7 OZYMREE (validation)
T2,
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2.1 E‘B‘Eﬁﬁ_ﬂ5494?7‘919®
7| ERERRICBIIBZHRE

ChET, HEBFEENIAI 71> T 422
JICETIMREIHBSZSES A THY (e,
Ascencion, 2008; Cumming et al., 2005;
Gebril & Plakans, 2013, 2014; Knoch &
Sitajalabhorn, 2013; Plakans, 2009, 2012,
2015), CHARTEEHEDITELOETdRAA
M Eh T3, Bl ZI1E, Ascencion (2008) i3,
RTWZ2 XV 2MRKICLT, ZTOEHEE[SEL
FHEPBEHNDOEDHIC, e eECZ LM
HAEHE B X 7] (Ascencion, 2008, p.
140) &R T W3, % 7=, Plakans (2012) I3, #%
AR IAT A>T 2T E[ZRTRED
7=HIC2DL EDOHEEEET 5 % X 7] (Plakans,
2012, p. 249) ELKEEL TW3B, LA L,
Cumming (2013) I FHEEHER Z 1 T 1 > T &
ATIWCBRIEZCBHECEEN AW 2 EREL
TWwW3, Z s T, Knoch and Sitajalabhorn
(2013) I3, Ch E CORBERER I AT+ 7
227ICETBETMRELEL— L, HERE
BT T 2XT7ICKOD5N2EBERELUT
DESICEETSZEEREL T3 (Knoch &
Sitajalabhorn, 2013, p. 306) .

MERTIAMDSETAT 4T %BLOETS
zE

Q71T+ TERET B &

@B1D, FLEBBEBOERT VXM ST7AT
TERETdIE

MDA>Ty VERTHERSWTWIEELLR
T52¢

B)TAT 4 THBB-ERTB &

B)VTAT«T7EEEDITEERE5IHTEE 0
IRELDBEERAVWDZ &

ChSDRITMEEEIBT S &, HEEREE S
174272271, REZEPBE<CIEE, B
K EEHEMICHAEDEALDDTREL, &L
CERECZEEBLTRABRERET 5,

p=I111

44

595, BE-ERTI VI TOEIIER
TATATEELIEDRKDOENTWVWEEZY
FEVWAD, REHARS AT+ T 270D
WEETOBE, RODFAT 1> T 27D
BILDELER (e.g., Xk, B5) A, HHE
HEN 22X VEETORBMOBERTIVLEN H 3
7259,

L LAENS, HEEHFER 24X 713, Bl £
IICHMME 2T L) HROONDIERPZ
ZO7O€ XN EETHY) (Brown, lwashita &
McNamara, 2005), /87 5 — % > X DR FIEV 4
BMICHPEESEZ TV, REHKENS A1 T 1
CTRRTICETBINT - ADEHDE
WEME L 2R IEEHSH 3 P (e.g.,, Cumming
et al., 2005, Gebril & Plakans, 2013), % M 4%
BEHEECIS U THBY % 8 (threshold) (2
REBELGHDIBH L, HAICH T 2HE S IS,
SHLBTEhhBZXNZXHRETH 5 (Cumming,
2013) .

HERENS AT LT 2A7DRAICH T
SRR DKRWEHDIE, 17 v PERIC
B9 35fi T 3, il 2 1E, Gebril and Plakans
(2014) 13, BERHEFEEZRAVWT, KRBEPSIHAOD
B CLEREROEY & (ST 2 Ik ICRE %
BUTWBZEEZBALSPICL, FRABICEST
EECHMTIWAPVELZERMPI HDI &%
RUT REARORES &, REDZYUM-1E8
MoERAMCEEERIETAESEY S5, T
A, 77 AN—LTHERENIAT1 274
27 EERT BRI, FIREL R Y BRSO R
BEBBLAEN-—TV Yy IEEZLDIVENH B,
Knoch (2011) i, [IW—T U w7, 451>
JEMICE I AEELOT X MERBIEE LT
HEEE 4 % ] (Knoch, 2011, p. 81) &R T H V),
BEHRANT AT A>T 27DV —-T )y Y
BT 2RI ARLS, Th ZhOBEBICKEL
TERINZVENH D,

2.2 W—JVvIDEEEEMTE

| = |

Weigle (2002) &, £H5IL—T U v 7 DO H%E
ELTI#ERIL— T U v 7 (holistic rating
scale) |, [4 4BV — T U v 7 (analytic rating
scale) | & f, T Zh OB EEEM, 8K



B & 22 4 (construct validity), EFHM O &5
PHEEDHT VD, Weiglell LD &, #5895V —
TV J1IDDBEDSHEE LTI EDHE
SPEBENEL, RAErEVEEATVWS, —
AT, ML —T)y JRBEREH T THSAE
T2, RAICKHBEZEET 35, L LEDN DS,
PRIOEREDOEATE, B0V —-T Uy 7 &)
LRI =T Uy TOEY, ZOEERE W
IEHL L, JNFEMLZHNEREESND
(Knoch, 2009, 2011) £ Eh T\ 3,

=TV TDERICEEIC2DDHEEN & 5,
1D REMRDOEBRPIMF D 5 B, FERAYIC
W=7y 7 %R T % 5% (measurement-
driven method) T&H W, 5123 Z2BEH D /X
T4 -T2 REDHEICKAMICHERT 3 5k
(performance-based method) T & % (Fulcher,
Davidson, & Kemp, 2011), BI& O H ik iE, a
priori it A& & & h T & VW (Fulcher, 1996), BE
NERXPEKRTHE I EN BV, ZREEDIN
TH—XRICAESNh VDRI P ZLE
Fhd, EOHH%ZF T3 (Fulcher, 1996;
Turner & Upshur, 2002; Upshur & Turner,
1995), 25 LAl —=T Uy 7%, ZDEENRR
XDMBEH,S, INT+—I > ZADRFNERT &
€, TORE, ERCZHNERERADE BN
PHdZEHNIEEE N TS (Knoch, 2009)
BEOHEEL, FEELPLNT - XY
TIEED, =Ty JEREBEICLZHBED
RESOMICE ST, ¥ T OEBERAL
W—T Yy T EERT 5HETH 3 (Fulcher et
al.,, 2011), COHEE, FIHEOERPRRBRICE
SWEL—TJ) vy VP ERBRIBICETZEH
IEbHVEV S D S5 ERE S D (Fulcher,
1996; Upshur & Turner, 1995; Turner &
Upshur, 2002), 2 ¥ ENCEM® 3> 77 X b
IZIECTHWShZHDTH 3, Knoch(2009) 1,
CDHEERBEDONT + —< IS —T
Uy 7 &ERT 2 &V D EED 5 Z2RAEHEIC
WL TWB ERRTWSE, 2OFEEHWVERE
BBl & LT, Upshur and Turner (1995) (IC & -
TH#EEEI N~ [EBBI— T U v 7 (Empirically
derived, Binary-choice, Boundary-definition
scale) | & %,

EBBIV—TJ U v 7k, [ EFERY (empirically)

£530E] FAZEBIAL A FRFCERPT - R

RTW % 22 2B 5EBB LV — 7 » 7 O IE

ICMERR & h, RmF (2 & 321 (binary) Mi#IR %
PELE L, XTT7 LANILEDOIER (boundaries)
#E#HT %] (Turner & Upshur, 1996, pp. 60-
61 EVIBHBDTHY, INT+ =Y LTI
DEELRED» SER S h 2GR FHAREENIC
ESh, ZORARFICXHLTYeshNobr &
2B ETREABRIPBONS, EVWIBEHYH
5(ER4), CNhET, AT 12T 22AT%PR
E—X> U827 &HlT 5 HICEME TIER,
BMIESNTHY, ZOFEPRENPEAS»PICEH
T W % (e.g., Fulcher, 2003; Hirai & Koizumi,
2013; Plakans, 2013b; Turner & Upshur, 1996,
2002; Upshur & Turner, 1995), Fulcher (2003)
3, EBBIL— T U v 713 8 27 AR (task-
specific) TH WD 2 2 7 NO—#F{b i34 L
WEHRR L TW3 Y, RS, 2 OHERDAE
& L MBIRIE (pedagogic settings) ICH 17 3 &
AMNE & #5FHf L T 3, Plakans (2013b) T
i, $23H VX217 LDFRT, EBBL—=T Vv Y
EREFEREZRL THESNAMEPREERICL -
T REEPREANDODBREE L WRD B FHR
£ XN TW3B, Turner and Upshur (2002) T &,
Plakans B4, EBBIL— 7 1) v 7 D {ER H R A
DEBEEICEENLHES 2z LedfkEeh
TW3,icd, EBBIL—T U v IDFERICEET
3FEELT, EEMEDS & (Hirai & Koizumi,
2013; Turner & Upshur, 1996) X £ & IBEE D
A5 & (Turner & Upshur, 1996), Yes-No @ #
KICL 2R EFEDOLENEHEDOERE (Fulcher et
al, 2011) & &, REEDBFBELEZTZ 57
BPEEZLRENT VD,
ZWHFFEOEAN L BN, FEEDRAX
BHAEREICTEI L, TOROFERBEIC
BEDERLETA—FNy 725232 &TH
% (Lee, 2015) o EBBIL— T v 7 &, /8T # —
TLRIZEDTOVTWVWD EVWS BHL S, ZBED
INT =32 &) E<HBIL, ZDEHAX
BBAHICET HZMMIBEREB/IZLICHEL TW
DEVRDBIEA D, — AT, fERICEAD 2 BIEX
Yes-No D H 5, RITME TINS5 hTWD
HEHEAN AT 1> T2 X VDEAH TS
M S (e.g., 5IAHDOHA, BERMEROEYE) %
BB T AREEM S H D, EBBIL—T U v IDME
BICE&Y, ZBECLREEICHDT I IDERRD
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BRIAECH00EMN H D 2 & SR DMED H
2EEZOND, L LEDS, ZOKRIEND—AT,
ERLAEV—T Uy 76BN ZXOTHE
HERMICHLTEDEEEL TV D, ZOR
TOBRIEEDEREBET D, &V o ZYMOA
BHRAESNETNIEESHEVEBBIL—T Uy
TS, BEEREN AT > T2 X TDEFRED
FA#gES2HEL, TORUMESDH I LT
THAMEMICOVWTIERFOEY H 5, 22
TRETTIE, BYMEMRFEL T WL AR (EYHE
A ICDOWTHER T 3,

2.3 ZIMREEO#RHEY

UMK & 3, FUMIOERN ENRER
ETB3DPELHXL TV TORINDIETH
WINR, 2018), 2 DEfTAIEEGHHEAE L TE
VSN B 0D Kane (2008) (2 & 2 [E&EE (C &
3 < 7 7°A — F (argument-based approach) |
THd, ZOT77O—FTIE, 2FEFEDRIE ICE
DVWTHYMRIATIZEERELTWS, 1D
(&, [EB2IRMEREE (interpretive argument) ] & W
I, TARZXATEZBR LMD LS DRED /=8
D HE5R (inference) X AT $E (assumption) % BA/R
RICHALTEZETHD, DI1DIE, [EHM
swal (validity argument) | &5, BRIRBVEREL D
PRI E, EANLE T — 2 o ORBR RN
ICHERBLTWVWCHDTH 3,

SETAMDABFICENTD, RAICE IR
LHEARIDT7 TO—F PRI ANSh T3 (e.g.,
Bachman & Palmer, 2010; Chapelle, Enright,
& Jamieson, 2008; Knoch & Chapelle, 2017),
Bl Z W, #2770 2ER/L TERS N

WX #REMETSER (Knoch & Chapelle, 2017)

# 3% (Inference) ‘

B =1k (Evaluation)

Knoch and Chapelle (2017) ® #:#8 & T &, 1B
mAb— - AE-RE-ERDRE VD6
DO (R & Z DHEERICH - 23 A, #IE,
FEHLER TR O 7= & D 1RHL (backing) #* BR ¥R AU 5% FE
ELTHRESNhTWSB, &V blF, Knoch and
Chapelle D¥#E#& 12, 7 X MEAICRET 2 AlE
E[RE]ETERDE|D2DCH T THY, 7
ZMHACELZERE LV TEICES> Z &
T&E3&EEhTWVW3B (IR, 2018), KR I,
BEHRANZ AT > 7ORETOEX, $(1C, £
RahAN—T)y 7IC&2BABA0EY S
DEE, 7 X MERNVIEECPFRICHEZ 5 KR
ROBAEICESREH TTWSB =0, ZDKnoch
and Chapelle (& 32 #A4 AW T, a1t
KRR OME (F2, T3) ([C DV TEZY MM
T2

BoeaRes

AMREDOBEMIL, RTWRZ XV ICEAT 2MED
BAHAERLO N TWE—AT, RTWEZIXZEITD
W—=TVy ITDERMEED2MERZ DL
HHEEER L AREI» DAV LB RIS, 2
BRgsFMic S B LARTWEZ X VEHDIL—T
oy Ve TEIZETH D, 2D =8I, EBB
W=TUy TEERL, BYUMRI ZTVWED S,
EBB/V—T Uy 7 DHEREMERZEHIHEEEIC DV
THEEL TV <,

FIEBUTDOEY TH 3, £ 7, Knoch and
Chapelle (2017) DA A IZHE > T, RED{E4E
MAEICEADL 3/ AILHR, PO RTR&RE

F5R (Claim)

FANNTA—T L RS, BEUEEE OBBB S/ 155h2FIEEHWTERESh TS

— %1t (Generalization)

BABAR, FITRTHZ2RY - TANTA—LB®, FRERT-BLAEERTHEFEANEEETHD

itBA (Explanation) HFE A, ESEMEEICHTIEBRABIRICEZHNDTHS
4V4% (Extrapolation) FHEDIBR B EIL, BIZS EERBER TOE R/ \T+—v ADEE+HICFHAL LS

R 7E (Decision)

INTF—T L ZADEDHEEBICEDVERE IDEY THY), LURASN TS

K K xh R (Consequence)

TANDFERIMEREICE-THERETSHS
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£530E] FAZEBIAL A FRFCERPT - R

RTW % A7 IZBI S EBBLV—T7Y v 7 OA4HH

WR2: BRIEDHRICH T ZIEHE AR, SIBURTOZHDRIDFED (Knoch & Chapelle, 2017)

S S{bDHEH 15X 8 81|78 &5 = 5% FH B 5
Bz AR SEALIRTR D 7= DR HL
AI—TVy T DEEMENFIFE | 1. AFEIL—T V7 IMEREBILEICRIZDEES | BIN—TUy I DEEICEDZHMBDEFERTE
HILEHS>TERHINADBDOT | #H-TWVS FOH
H%

2. =Ty IEDIEIRZDLNIVERFITEDICA
NTHD

=TT DELANIV( AT INCBNTHDEE
BIEERYT, 20TV 10, 2OBETEEH
MEXENHE

I =TV TE T ANERITKHSNBL NIV
BEEDIBIENTED

EN=TYUyIDBRICEVWTHRLERBEHBE
R ZRIV aBH 2ENERETE IR H
SRE

B.EREEWFZZXTIDLANILT
SUMEFEMEE RS CEHEL

W3

4 REZBEZIATLANIBTOINT+—T L ZADE
WEBBSDICTES

REENPREBRATLANEFEAL TR EER
TEEIv 10 ZOMROENLENRE (7
ZANRTAKTE), FEEPFETOLANNLMIZENT
REICBERE > (WA EARTHEZE DRE

5 RBME T AN ZIICHLTIL—T )% —8L
THRIRT2ZEnTED

FREO—BMERTHET oM (5. HERT X
EHICHBIBEBEDLIIGFHERZHI V15
WICHI BT HEERND)

B.IFRARERRERFERSICFIAL, REICEEE
HoTw3

EREBORIVTUR=N,; 1228 1 - BRIHK

THREFRN—TVyy (FIATEZGEEESD)
EERTIOICHBIRR, » D ELHICEIRINT
(AF)

FMROLE1—;
BREETANEBENDI2E 21—

8. V=TV DBIREHI+ R EFHEE BN
ENFIATES

XEDLEL1—;
RABEETANEBEAND 22—

9. AE QLY BINEEREF TS

HAEEAXZOXEICETEHECDONTD
EMRDLE2—

10.5Mfi 2y a R A E /N T+—< > REmi#E L
FTRLIT Y1 ENTLB

HEmtyia FIBOLE 21—,
REAHETANEBENDI R 1—

TMARHFTRR AR R E DBERICL ST R T
BB ICEEEL 2R, 7 AMRETEIC
Lo TRHISNTWARBAIRELL NIVEH A
ERAICHEBERIETIEEEW

FATZARFREOHE (. B8BTS 2 5H)
PHREICHEESE ALV, BIEREHEAEL
BEBASHICT B, £ 5E D verbal protocol »
HEEDRHMTOERE—BLTWBIEERT

12.(FIATEBRBEI) HIBEDBRAICHTS
REENITIOLANIVF T ANEAREICL-
THWSNA-BRBAIBELL NIV DE R TH
%

NAT7Z3H (Bl 2RIy 2040) v, =T
Dy 7 DERERBKRDO T ETHAL TSI EZEA
S5PICTB

1. 2R BZA TR T ANRIRICEAT 2R FEREZ
DEOREIHL THEARENIRT/NNAT IO
LA T ANAREICE>THITON-BER
AEEBELNILDHEERNTHS

INATZRH (. ZHEZvS 104D, 2X74%
17RO T INRRE T, BEDOF ETEHE
LTWBZEEBESPIZT D
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BR3: RRIIROMRIC T BIRH AR, SHURTO=HDIRMDFEESH (Knoch & Chapelle, 2017)

N EVEXDY d

EH AR

m
=5 5 25
FH s

FEHLIRTR D 7= DARHL

BRADFSEERT LT HA
ENTWS

RROFIRETAMERED | 1.7 AMERFIRBROIEBEZBOEREFS | 7AMEBAEADI> 42—
FeISIV—=T VUV EREIR G BN TES

RIEH5

2=y (ZL T =TV 7 ICEZEEET S | HAAND1 28 1—; HETOEHR
HOEWBTA—R/INy 7R IEBICTSID KR

Enpd

B3I =TVy Tk (ZLTOV—=T Uy 7 ICEEZEETS | MR T ANZREANDA 21—
HBEWBTA—R Ny T FBICTTIDE KRR

AIN=TVy I IRBE LT FANERDRY 55 | FHEEAD1> 21—

HREDERMICEADI BERMNRHERICESEE
TT, XM TR LAEBBIL—T U v VD
UMRIEEIT O, Z LT, TEAPDOIL =T Uy 7
ESEER LZEBBIV—J U v 7 % SRR EE
DEEDPSEHEET >, SOERICENTIE, &
RN, RAMWICERENAIL—T Uy 7 DBK
BUREEEIC DWW T ZME T v ¥ 2 547 (Many-Faceted
Rasch Measurement) & B\ THREE & 1T - 7=
Knoch (2009) X Story Retelling Speaking Test
(SRST)[E W DEBBIL— T IJ v 7 DR YMARETE
% 17 - 7= Hirai and Koizumi (2013) O 7 B #
EHEMLTWBZ EEBEE A, Knoch & Hirai
and Koizumi DFfE 2 £ &FICT %,

oL ERRET !
BREDHR/ICHWT, SEIOEBBIL—T 1 v
T RLUMICET MM EL TR ENTE
% (5K5),
RZeEERE2:

BRI BOWRICHWT, SEIOEBBIL—T
Uy 7 3RYMICET AR ESL TR N
T& 3 h(5%6),

5T ERRES:
EBBIV—T Uy 7, TEAPDIL =T vy 7
(CEEX, SSHRFAVEEMICE L T W3 » (RT),
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4.1 BhE

AREDHAE L, BAOEILKFISES HA
ANEEBERBHEBR TCH- e TAMENENDE
WIEERET, BT, BUAT, BRAFL EHAT
H o7,

A, EBBIL—T )y JERICE D - 124
BICIZ, REBREFEERT 2 K ERE1SE,
KFEESREMAZ10Z(TEAPDIV =T ) v ¥
Tl298) Tl > 70 LICEBBIL—T U v 7% H
WTIRE X108 T 220 EBBIL—T Y v U T
DIRE & A ZH2BBEIC, AROESEET
TEAPILV =T )y JERWTEREET> /=0 %
DR, EBBIL—T U v 7ERICED - = KFR
HEI1BRBMTE LD >, TEAPDIL—F
oy 7ERWEREREORTIT- 7=, & H, &M
BT, BIL—TUy VOBIROLPT S %L
T30, FROHKSAENL—ZV T &R
BLED- o

4.2 EATAbB

AWFE T &, TEAP RARRE (E3XX4t, 2015)
DIAT1>T2X7BEHKAL . TEAPD S



174> T32XIBWE, T9XRRTZIT7HE
BHOBEHATEEN L, M200F TEHARBIC
Bo7BERXNEZECZEPKRHONBRTW Z X
TDIDTH B,

TEAPDZ A4 7« > T 22 71F, AR, BHR
NDTASK AL ERDTASK BE&H € T704H T
KHEEh 2, RAR T, TEAP OEBEEMICHI-
TTASK A& TASK B%70% T1T\W, ##TIC I
TASK BOYH > TILD A &AW,

4.3 F|g

4.3.1 L—=TVv¥

ARG, BHOEgREEZEE L AL-T Uy
7D E BB E LT3 =8, Knoch (2009,
200N IS S, AL —T Uy T &AL, 2
BEON—T Uy 7BV 1D TEAP A
RLTWBIWL—T Uy I TH3, TEAPDIL—T
1)y 7%, B4 Z & (Main Ideas, Coherence,
Cohesion, Lexical Range & Accuracy,
Grammatical Range & Accuracy) (Z, CEFR(Z
EOWiE4D0D L NIV (B2, BT, A2, Below A2)
PEIFTONTWB, RIARTIE, ZHEFY 22 s
WETI DI, =Ty IDLAXIL%E, B2%
458, B1 238, A2% 255, Below A2 182N & &
F L%,

HI212DON—=T Yy JIEEBBIL =Ty
JTHB., EBBIL—T U 7 DIERIE, Turner
and Upshur (1996) ®EBBIL—TJ U v 7 {ERF
lE # &% (24T H h 7=, Turner and Upshur i,
EBBIL =T Uy 7DOMERICEH S ABICEL T,
[N BN E L <HBE4%Z D 58%] (Turner &
Upshur, 1996, p. 61) #8&HRHL TH W, 2D R %
BELU -, MR E, TEAPIL—T Uy 7 ER

£530E] FAZEBIAL A FRFCERPT - R

RTW % 22 2B 2EBBLV—7Y v 7 OAJIE

#% O i = (Main Ideas, Coherence, Cohesion,
Lexical Range & Accuracy, Grammatical
Range & Accuracy) TTER (CE V) # A 72 D7,
Coherence & Cohesion D&l & TlE, /N7 # —
ROZAY TN ERRTE 2B EEHERT
& & » o /= /=, Coherence & Cohesion & &
HhE T, 1DDESAELTEBBIL—T Uy 7K
EIT o700

4.3.2 BRAE

HETIIEFEDORANDHEE TS 720
S, W98 —-—NF R, >THERETH
7z Main Ideas, Coherence (&) Cohesion,
Lexical Range & Accuracy, Grammatical
Range & Accuracy D JE®H THR= & 7 - 1= #
&, Grammatical Range & Accuracy, Lexical
Range & Accuracy, Coherence (&) Cohesion,
Main Ideas DIEE THR A& 7o -HICHEaE %
EAFT O,

433 775—bEM1V5E1—
HaRTH% REBhHhESRICE2DONL—-T
Dy JICEAT37 > —bNEFEBR L, 72—
b 1E Hirai and Koizumi(2013) & 2% (CfERR &
Nie ZOREE, (D EWBBEEELEL-F
Dy 7dEs5h, 2Q&NRELPTH -
Ty ELESH, (3)1), QOREBFICHT
2IBHOBHG®, &Lk, e, EBBIL—T Uy
THERICED o TOWAEWEREFICIE, (1) D&M
ICEZE T BREICIEEBBIL— T Uy 7 DFHMIEERS
PTEAPIL— T U v ZICHERTIDD HEWT &
ICEBETDLIICIERLE, £/, 7X bSMH
2EZD DB, 28I —T )y IICEAT B4
Ea—%fTo/koe 128 1— I3, FEbmE

R4 TEAPL—T Uy T EEBBIL—T Uy 7 DFHEER R (criteria) &L NILEO HER

TEAP ‘ LNIb ‘ EBB ‘ LNJL
Main Ideas (MI) 4 Main Ideas (MI) 6
Coherence (MR) 4 Coherence & Cohesion(CC) 6
Cohesion(CS) 4
Lexical Range & Accuracy (LRA) 4 Lexical Range & Accuracy (LRA) 4
Grammatical Range & Accuracy (GRA) 4 Grammatical Range & Accuracy (GRA) 5
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ETAbh, AR, MHILb—T Uy vikb
PR FTVDEIDL, 2)I—T Uy 7DOERF
DARTEBBOFEIERTEZINE S, (3)
2DMIL—T )y JIZDVWTDREME, &L 7,

SRIEE

AR TIERSNAEZEBBIL—T Uy 7 35T
BRI EDLNILEFELE B 128, Facets
(Version 3.80.4; Linacre, 2018) # FH\\ T, Partial
Credit & 7 JL (PartialCredit Model) TZMHZ v

4.4

BRS: AFRTRHLZEITSFRIEORIR (FFRERET)

BRAEDHEER: 7 AT+ =< > 2, BRILZEEEF OBABT AN EON3FIEEAVTER{ESh T3

Fit )

AR (AR 2R%E)

FEHLIRTR D 7= DIBFRIR

AIV=T V7 DEEMED RS
HICEHTERENAEDDT
»H%

2=y VDB ZDLNIVEFRFITZDIC+
HTHB [(1) EBBIL—TUyTDLANIVEFHR R
IZ+5h]

V=T 7D strata DB
+Bond and Fox(2015) (C& 2 4 DDA

3IN—=TVy 73T ANEMIZKHONBL NIVIZE
BREEDIIBIENTES [(2)EBBIL—TUyTIE
ZEREERBTIDIC+AD]

- ZB&E O strata DfE

B.EREEEZXTIDLANILT
= SRR CFHEL
W3

4 IREFZFZITLANIVETCDINTH—T 2 ADE
WEBAS I TES (1R EDHERICHITB A2(C
RL)

-Bond and Fox (2015) (&2 4 DDA

5 RME T ANEZZTICHLTIV—T Uy T E—EL
THATHIEN TES [(B) HAEIZEBBIL—T
1y 7—BULTHIATAIEN TSN

EREE D infit FHAF T 1E

bRAFEWRERTEZRBICHAL REICBEE
BEoTuna [(4)REEIEEE%2H->CEBBIL—
Ty 7ERWTLSD]

REEAOEMHLAE B BE0R

NARHFTREA IR S E DEBICL ST, R THE
RS ICEEE L S B, TANEEHE ICLH
TRIIGNhTVWARBARELL NIVETBA /- H%
BICHEBERIITIENEW [(B)IREEELTR
&, A SFHMEE A OIS/ N 7 X ERA
EH>NBH]

B/IMT7IDOEE

12.(FIATEBBEI0) HAEEDBESIT T 5%
EENATZADLANIVD T AR E(CL-TEH
IoNABERERELELANIDEERNTHS (18
SIEDHHICHITEBIICREL)

HR6: AARTHHELEITORMIIROFIR ((FRHRE2)

BRINROHE T ANDFERISERE ICE-THETHS

IR IERAT DLW TED D]

e BI1E (Z0EReE) SRR TR D 7= DIE $RIE
RADFEIBETAMEREZD | 3.0—T 712 (FLTI—T Uy 7 (CEIEMETS | - SBREADILAE 1— R
BADFBERTINTHT | 505 T—R/Ny 7 ) FBIITTADE R
ZENTND BrH5[(1) BBREFEBBL—TUyIhdD

AIN—TVy T FIREEIZTIADERDEN HB
[(2) $REZEFEBBIL—T Uy TDFSEEHELEE
ENTEBD)

FRAENOEMKAEICHIBER
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anET ok, 2Ty T anIE, BERD
Ty aETINEHRLADDT, 22 EDHE
(facet) #MN A, HAEDTEICHREAEDRKL &
EVS EFHBAEERER—ORELTERT 3
CEETEEICL =R AEETH S (e.g., Eckes,
2011) o AME T, TOZHET v L1 H9HICE
BeE, HRa#, STMER = (criteria) D3E & 5471
E®, 3DODHRREBICIIBA TV,

Ty aETIVANDEEEDEEL, KRR
W—=TVy 7 eHK-7-HDTH 37/, Bond and
Fox (2015) IC & % rating scale D £ #£0.60~1.40 %
BAL 060KEBTHNIET v 2 EFILOFE
IC—BLTETWBF—/N\—T 1 v k(overfit), 1.40
FNKRZETNIEZ Yy P2aETFTIVOFEANI—KRLT
WEWT 4 —=T 1y b (underfit) &BBIR U 7=

T EHEVWCODITN—-TIZH T BZHD
¥61E ¢ &% % separation & strata D X 5 (ICBF L
T, Linacre (2018) O XAl HFE &2 & FE IC L 7=,
Linacre &, [FEBICHE W, BV ULEWIITH,
BZLHLEFY, BV ULEWVENDICE - TELTY
% ] (Linacre, 2018, p. 328) & d strata & FH L
THREBEEBIRIRNEZELTHY, KIAETH,

BR7: V=7V 7EROB R (HAFRERE3)

£530E] FAZEBIAL A FRFCERPT - R

RTW % 22 2B 2EBBLV—7Y v 7 OAJIE

BRREIZBREOSAT 1 THEADPSEL 1=
EEZOND D, strataDEERVTERL /=,

4.4.1 ARZFE], ARFTE205FAGE

Knoch and Chapelle (2017) O##8 & (FR2, I+
IR T, BAE L HERIRDOHERICH VT,
ZHRT Y A nHPLEIEETEZHD (RS, &
6) &, MERBEICA-> TEHF TV,

4.4.2 ARFEIDR A E

Knoch (2009) & Hirai and Koizumi (2013) @
ZHWT v 1R MOBRAEZESEIL, TRLOE
BT22oON—=T )y 7 e k8BT 3 (R7),

eI

EE#H~y 7T (1, M2) ik, £» 5, AY v
k(logit) e WO HEBRE TR L ZHTE®E
(measure) &, 7 X FEMNE, KRAF, FHMER
DIEERLTWVWB, HEBHF LN B (FH3)IC

AROE R HEIR

BT

(D) I—=TVUy 7 DRI
(Discrimination of the
rating scale)

ZEE OB BT 5 k& (participants strata ratio) 1,
=TT DFRHDENFRIEELY), SVABEDLEERT
HnE, ZOIL—T )y 7 LVEBRI NP 52,

*participant strata ratio

2) =B DS #E
(Rater separation)

FHBET BIL—T 71, HEIPKLSOER SAICH W CGEHEE
BOEFNENDHN, R EEDBICET 3 =R (rater
strata ratio) #*/N&UIL—T 1y 713 £ RERET LGB D,

srater strata ratio

(3) FEEEE5EE
(Rater reliability)

the rater point biserial correlation index (¥§ 5 & » & &
FExEDRERULIICFMAL AT SR EE) &
percentage of exact rater agreement (¥ & & 1 fth D #%
BHEERUAATEEBI G A D EN—ET—ITRLED
D) D2EFEDEN ST, LWRAERET LTI T
BHBERRT

+the rater point biserial correlation
index
percentage of exact rater agreement

(4) FRKEDEE
(Variation in ratings)

SHRHEBET 2V —T Uy, —EBMDHEVREET 55
AEPBRIC—BLTVWBRAEERSTEEAOND &I
SNHEACInfit FHFHEF L, TRFRE—ELT
=TV TEEZTHY, =TIy Id L) RAEBEL TS,

EREE D infit FEHTFHE

(5) V=TV DiE
(Rating scale trait)

SV BRERET B —T Uy, LIT D2 0% -L T3,
HETE 18 (Average Measures) #¥, A7 L AL LA BIZD
hTENF>TNB,@FXATLANINIDHELTHI0EDIRS
NFEENTNS,

+average measures
counts used
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Measr|+Participants|-R a t e r s|-Criteria

| S.1 |

S.2

| s.3

| .4

| s.5

6 + + + + (4) + (4) + (4) + (4) + (4)
5 + % + + + + + + +
4 + *x + + + + v + +
>k ==
*
*
3 + % + + + —— + + +
ook
Hok
* 3 3
3 3
2 + % + + + + + + +
Aok 3
Aok
Heokok
* 4
1+ +180 + + + + + ———
>k 9
1 2 cs LRA MI
* 0 * * * * * * * *
7 CR
* GRA
Aok 5
=1 + * + 6 8 + + + + + +
2
2 2 2
-2 + + + + + + + + 2
*

-3 + + + + (1) + (1) + (1) + (1) + (1)
Measr| * = 1 |-R a t er s|-Criteria | S.1 | S.2 | S.3 | S.4 | S.5
BE1: TEAPL—T Uy IDEHI Y S
Measr |+Participants|-R a t e r s |-Criteria| S.1 | S.2 | S.3 | S.4

4 + - + + (6) + (6) + (4) + (5)
*
3 + + . + + + +
* S
* i s
*
2 + *x + + * — + +
5
4
*
* 5 i
* 3
1 + + + + + + +
* — 4 —
B i 4
MI
Ak 4
* 9 —_
10 2 3 cc 3
* 0 * k% * 1 * * ——— Xk * ——— %k
7 8 GRA
3 3
* 6
* LRA
* 5 e
-1 + -+ + + + ——— +
2
2
2
ok
*>
-2 + + + -+ -+ 2 -+ +
Aok
*

-3 + + + + (1) + (1) + (1) + (1)

Measr| * = 1 |I-Raters |-Criteria|] S.1 | S.2 | S.3 | S.4

BX2: EBBIL—TUwIDEHIY S




DhT, RREOHETIE, EAP S (EL) &3
&k, HEECTHAESAOETEESRIPEL <
(H)BB3ZEH#RLTWVWSE, ZLT, XYy 7TD
FRICHBS1 »S5SEIEEIL—-TY vy DY
fliEmZRL TW3, TEAPI—T U v 7 T,
Main Ideas (S.1), Coherence (S.2), Cohesion

5300 FAZEBIRL A FRZEERPT - RS T -
RTW # A2 \BFHEBBLV—7Y v 7 A

(S.3), Lexical Range & Accuracy (S.4),
Grammatical Range & Accuracy(S.5) & & -
THVY,EBBI— T Uy 7 TIE, Main Ideas
(S.1), Coherence & Cohesion (S.2), Lexical
Range & Accuracy(S.3), Grammatical Range
& Accuracy(S.4) £ > TW3,

HR8: 3D —T Uy 7 DELiREt (TEAPL—TUvT)

(#gié%@%) BME~BAE (sepﬁa\rzﬁtion) (stjrggta) (rfﬁfm
ZERE 1.73 (1.71) -2.59~5.03 7.62 4.96 6.95 0.96
HaE 0.00 (0.76) -0.99~1.13 212 3.50 5.00 0.92
ST &R = 0.00 (0.25) -0.43~0.22 0.61 1.48 2.31 0.65

W=9: 3MEDECFET (EBBL—T1)v7)

(#gié%@%) BME~BAE (sepﬁa\rzﬁtion) ( ol (rfﬁfm
ZERE 0.26 (1.52) -2.67~3.08 5.75 6.39 8.85 0.98
HaE 0.00 (0.39) -0.78~0.71 1.49 2.80 4.06 0.89
SR = 0.00 (0.40) -0.53~0.57 1.10 4.70 6.60 0.96

5.1 tHARRHA1

(MWEBBIL—TF Uy 7DOLANIVIERFIC+EH
(B = b DETHR A2IC XS, BAICXTAE)

RIS, EBBIL—T Uy I Dstrata Dl % 1
BT BE660EH->TWVWB, KR DEBBIIL —
7 1) w 7 1%, Main Ideas #*6 2, Coherence &
Cohesion #*6D, Lexical Range & Accuracy #*
5>, Grammatical Range & Accuracy #*42 D
ZATPLNNLNTHDIIEEERTDE, N7+ —
RZAYTINDORBNAOEME E U TEBRE
YIThHdEEZD, AT, Bond and Fox(2015)
D=4 N E4E (properties), LI TMD4D(a~d)
ICBI>TEBBIL—F Uy 7D %17 > T\ <,

a). Bl (threshold) ® HEE 73,
a7 L NXIPBERBIZONT ED> Tnd,

x10H» 5,
Grammatical Range & Accuracy D & & (Z &

Lexical Range & Accuracy &

WTE, A7 LN EEHICEEOHEED
ENFoTWVWBE 2 ENERBTE /e —A T, Main
Ideas & Coherence & Cohesion M & (2 & LY
T, LXIAE LXIVEDREICHEEIEC THY),
CORAATEDEBRFICOVWTRAENDET
H 53,

EFREIS, LANIAE L ANILSERE S 3 F
ERRET L TH D (BH4), Main I[deas DE S TIE,
[—HAXICEDINTWEWIERTH 2, BE
EEBHICRRMEMRNZZ ENTETWVWBENVS
FCRFICH LT YesE&E A D & LANIS No&
BEABELNNAEL D, CZTEASNB LN
IR OWERDRE I, Gebril and Plakans (2014)
PR D & D%, BEwICH SN AERISIEHAR
ICEDTVWTWBELPDOFHEIPHEETH -2 & T
BEWPEEAZOND IN T4+ - RICED
WTERENAEBBIL—T Uy 7IlsWVWTH,
HATHRICTHENS W T3 ERRRE OIS
DWTIRBREDE - =

¥ 7=, Coherence & Cohesion T I3, [fX%&3d
ORICEAFRI bR T VW] EVSREBRFICH L
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TNoEZBZBELNXNIAERY), YesEB A D E
[RREFRERT T ADA—ZA~Y—H— &EIC
FEIZENTETWVWB]DEIMFICUY) DX, No
DEIZETLANISELD, 22 TEZLBNZLAN
IEDOFEDRERE LTEZLS>ND2DY, [XF
AOBRICEGRI DL YR T V] EWIERICET
BRAFICLDIBHANDETH S, FEX, HFRET
P —bhORIC, TRICEARGE EOFIFRL D -
FlEVWDRERAERE Nz, CORICEAEL /-
HREEMN —Z2J %757/ LT, BRAET 32
ESEEkD 5N D,

b). B D HE 5 i 1H] D i BE 7%,
LALLES. 0K TH 5 o

#*10» 5, Main ldeas D& = TIE, L N2
£3,3&4,455 56BN IER (HEEDE) H
1.4(27% 7= %5 » - 7=, Coherence & Cohesion
DEATIE, LNXIVAESOREOIEREN1.4(0577:
% » - 7=, Grammatical Range & Accuracy
DEATIE, LNXWVAESOREDIEREN1.41057 /-
BH ot IEH S, Main ldeas DEI R I & L

NIIZHEWT, BRFOARE, LNILDIFES, %
REDPDETCHDZIEEZOND, MMOEAICS
WTh, —SBERECHLELRVWEID H -0,
FHEDOHBERIPKkOOND A I, L LaH
5, KMFEDEBBI —F U v 7 L2 RTAAEEE %
ERL, AW zcEHd32E BN ELELYD,
HEEEOE#EI T A3 EEBEFS ATV
PHELREV, ZTOEICELTH, a) DEED
GEERKOUEREEL A LTERIETS
ENEF L,

c). HESK I (probability curve) 7%,
57 EICiEo &2 ) E LT END 3,

B » 5, Lexical Range & Accuracy THE, Zh
FhDLANIVZJE L #ERR T & 7=, Grammatical
Range & Accuracy T, LNXILADTEE DKL,
THHTH B, [ELIEHRATZ /=, —A T, Main
Ideas & Coherence & Cohesion D&l 12 & W
T, LNIVADTBEEY R TET, SLALD
JEEDEALSDLTHDIEE VWALV, ZDRICE
LThH, BROBFREFELC L THERETL TV

&10: EBBL—7 Uy I DERTEDEE (threshold) #E(E

Coherence &

Lexical Range &

Grammatical Range &

il [GEee Cohesion Accuracy Accuracy
Thresholds Measures

LIV

LAJL2 -1.45 -2.79 -2.19 -2.09
LANJL3 -0.84 -1.04 0.70 -0.71
LIV 4 0.42 0.92 2.12 1.00
LANILS 0.34 0.79 1.80
LIV 6 1.53 2.11

=®11: BEERSHENES (EBBL—TvT)

f& < 0.60 0.60 =< 18 = 1.40 1.40 < f&

(overfit) (fit) (underfit)
FERRE 0.00 100.00 0.00
waE 0.00 100.00 0.00
Bl Eh=y 0.00 100.00 0.00
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KDLENWH B,

d). # & LR R (Lit statistics)
D20LLFTH 5,

KB T 2 RAZ NI FHELEHL S, &
TOBACHWTEEEZmRELTHY, Ty a
EFNVOFRICHR—FRL TWiEEZI SN B,

Bond and Fox(2015) &, EEC4DD4EE % i
& HWHEEE, EdL A& D hkEK (e, i
MFDIBIE, LXIVOHEE, FEFEINL—=27)
PUBETHDELTWD, KIAEDERIE, a) &
ADHEBEICHTIEEERSLTWED, b) ko)
DEHBICHTIEEEZH[EZLTVWEDL o7/ K
E5, (1) DHIRICHT 2ZEEDFNE LT
B+ THBEVNWFEWVES S, 5%, Bond
and Fox i N 2 iEREEL - LTDE 5
LBARIAETODENH 515 5, $(Z, Main
Ideas & Coherence & Cohesion DEl & ICH W
TR LANIVAERE S B FOEIE, LANILEE
DIFEE, REFBRNL—Z T VW HEEEE
BLZETOBERIAI KD 5N B,

(Q)EBBIV—T U v I REIIZEBREERINTID

IZ+49» (B AL ORTIE ASICXTE)

F 9D participant strata ® & (8.85) » 5, &
BERHIDDIL—T RPN TVE, SED
EBBIL—T Uy ZDAAT7LANILH4LD 56, 5F
MERN4DTHBIEEEEBT DL, ERL -
LALLM ATORTVWEEWVNR D,
RFROEN I, BROEEEZERL -7
Dy 7DORNNEZHBZETH 110, 2
DEILRRICLE-7EBDLhB, LA LAENS
W=y TOERICEIERFEOBMICA-ST
WBZENEETHDEEZEADNB LD, 20D
FRICDOVWTE, SHELUEPVVETH D, LIE
SV, RIAEOHERIE, BRIEASORIRICHT
BRYMDRME LTHRTATHBEERD
ns,

Q) FEEFEIZEBBIL—T Uy 7% —BLTHETS

ZENTE TV B D (FR{EDRHETHR B5IC )

Fz11, ®16(4) » 5, FAHFInfit FHTFHE
(0.62~1.36) " EHEDEFHN T H - /=D T, EBB

£530E] FAZEBIAL A FRFCERPT - R

RTW % 22 2B 5EBB LV — 7 » 7 O IE

=T Uy oRVEFERE, vy 1aETIVIC
SB35 FHOBHERAT—E L TITHhh TWhEE
AbNhd,

@) IFE&EIIAEEH>TEBBIL—T Uy &AW
T3 B (B E{EOFIE BICXHIE)
HERBEIHTEIT7or— bOBERD S5 (BHS),

T7or—hMIAELBEDHEAED 2L, £58

P, TEAPIL =T w JICHENTE WS FlffT &

TWEH2P, EBBIL—T Uy Z7IENRTH 5

FmERE LU, £/, BHERDERD 5, £L<

NDREENBAEEHB->TEBBL—T Uy 7 %H

WETHD I EER D,

(5) ZERE LR E, R E & SIS = O (5T
NA T 2EMIE A5 N B D
(B E{LDRETHE B11, BI2IX5HS)

Facets D /N1 7 X M DFER » 5, Linacre
(2018) MDA, t{E P BT E2.00E B Z TV B »
ESNESEICL, tENEE200%EEB A TV
3IGAEREELGNATRERAN H B & L THER
U7

RI2H S, FRELHESAEBFOHEAEGDEILS
WTIE, 0.39% DEELNA 7XERNFR 5N 7=,
WEHEEN—T Uy JOMAEDLEICE VT,
175%DHEE/NA T RERADP RS iz, BiIE IF
ERECNSVWHETHZ -HBBICEESEV
EEZLND, —F, BEEBES L TIEHERY
BVWE2ICEbNhB, ZOEMMICEIL T, Eckes
(2005) Ti3, REF L —Z > T 5T 848
TH, EEmBENL—TVy IOHEAAEDEICIHEL
T3790% EVWIBEWEIEDHFEE/NA 7 X{EAH
BBINTWVWBIZELD, ZOEABHLEDHT
FEEERE VBT H B RTHEM A H B,

T/, EBBIL—T Uy VERE & FEMEREIC
DUICREEBEELN-T Uy TOHMAEDEILS
F3EB/NAT A DNVTEE L =, R13, &R
ADER L S, KRB EN-T Uy TOHEAE
bEICH 3@/ 7 R, 7T{EG6{E» EBB
FEREIPSEL LD TH oo ZODIERY
5, Upshur and Turner (2002) 38X 3% &£ 5 (2,
EBBIL—T Uy JDMERICHET 22 &R
D—BMICHERS 2 LAEEMY H 52 &N R
N, B, EBBIL—TF Uy ZIEFERFEIC
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BV, BRI T I ZNZ DS,
EBBIL—T Uy V.ERTHLETORRE ML —
ZCTDPEMESRRES N,

MAT, SHMABRZ EICHEENA 7 IHOK
5t % 1T - =0 X155, Grammatical Range &
Accuracy DIBBICHE W T, EBHZWEBNA
TAPHR SN o EICEET BFHME/NT T
ZFETHRICEVTHSLICREShZERTH
t) (e.g., Schaefer, 2008), MikEE N ®EH S h
TWHHARDREHBEREIPZEE S5 2 D 0lHE
M H B E SN TH Y (Matsuno, 2009), 5% b

REFTARNZERTH D155, L LENS, %
DO FMELLICENTIE, BENITRIEIE E
AERL, 2FMICHEOLRVWERETHZ WA
%, SEDMRETIE, LEEDBESREERL LD S,
SHENA T ZAOFEMIDOVWTHERS L TV BE
PH31E59,

]/12: tENHEME2.00E2BR =T —IHDEE REBEEE)

ZEBRE X RAE

RmE x FHfiEl~ (EBB)

HEAHE 2.00 Z#BA =%

0.39(1/256)

17.50(7/40)

213 HEAERIE2. 0082 1= 7 —TROES (EBBIL—7 Uy 7EHE)
RaE X FHEES (EBB)

M ASME 2.00E#BA7=%

6.25(1/16)

F14: HEHNEMNE2.002BR=T—IHNDE S (EBBIL—T UV 7IE/ERE)
HaE X i = (EBB)

B 200 £HBAS% \

25.00(6/24)

K15 FHERREDERNTT I

Coherence &
Cohesion

Lexical Range & | Grammatical Range &
Accuracy Accuracy

Main Ideas

EBBIL—T Uy {ERE 1 0 0 0
EBBIL—T Uy 3EMEmE 0 1 0 4
A5t 1/10 1/10 0/10 4/10

5.2 fR3iERE2

(1) ZEREIZEBBIL—T U v ¥ 5 BMERE

BB ENTE DD (AR ORIRSICKT )

TRANBRE2EADA L EZE 1 —RR(BH
2)h 5, ZORMRICEA L THEBL TV 1224
E1—%1T-72280%8B&E, 5L, L TEBB
W=—TVy TICEENTHI2HFIFI>»2Pbh
7=o #%IZ, Fulcher et al.(2011) N2 & 5 &,
EBBIL—TJ U v 7 MYes-NoRIC & BF|5 %
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BRELZITEL, SREDER TR LT ERE
BTCECER, TRICECERLDN S, 2O A
WCALT, 1> 22— DF— 28 &EXITLE
LT, E5L3KAPEEND,

%7/, EBBL—T Uy 7OLAT7 T RDODRX
TSICEATBEREERICMET B, Lee(2015) I,
ZA7LFR—=-PDEBEIP D, 74 —-—KNNy JIC
BUIIRBWBEROEEMEICOVWTREXRNT WD,
EBBIL—T Uy 7ORPTSEVIHRENDR
(CBET 35, SHBMRIEL TV HENF &2



39,

BUT, ZBREBEHD2EDHADS > 2E 21—
BRTIEHY, FEBEGEBBIL-—T Uy I
SEENEABHICETIBMMNEREBEZ
ENFTETWEEWA B,

(QREBIIEBBI—T U v 7 DFH(e.g., HH
DOLXTE, DBRFOEHBOLPT X) 2L
B EWTE DD AR DEIRACHIT)
HEENOT7 75— MNER(ERMZ) » 5, iF
BINEZZERUTDIETHI EEhLN B, 1
MBI, Yes-NoFRICIEBEh H VWEREE D —EB
Ronsy, ZLOREFEV ZOHKXICEL BE
EEY &8 O 838 (Fulcher et al., 2011) ¥R &
NDERMDOF & (Turner & Upshur, 1996) %
mMELTRBBTAICENTEAE, EVWIATH
3, AARICE VTS, BITHR ERAHFEDF S
EREZFLRHR T A ENTETVEENZLD
A5, 2281, BRFOEGRMEICEHATSEIAT
Hb. EHLEERELCHEATSTEAPIL—T
)y JICHAN, EBBIL—T Uy 7 OERTF I3
BIIERPRENTH S /-0, EfEr s
W, ZORBR, MEANORWBEART SICHES
521-01rzEZ250h3%,35B81%, EBBIL—T
Dy 7DOLAT I bADZBRIEESNERTH
3,EBBIL—T Yy VOERAMOZEIRGIIE
THREE N TZ P (e.g., Hirai & Koizumi,
2013; Turner & Upshur, 1996), % O R#L %
EBBIL—T Yy IDLALATIMILEHDTH
B2ELEMRBIECNETEHEL, EBBIL—T Uy
TNERAMESOIHMELBERTHDIEELD
N3, bb52A, EBBIL—T U v 71, 5 E
ICEoTLATINPELELEZDHDD, Yes-
NoFSICE LE B wiad, BT IHL2HZ W
EAHEEALBNB,EBBIL—TUyIDLA
TIRIEATEIERIIODVWTE, SHORILT
DMENH D725 5,
tREOERE T EDH D &, HAEZFILEBBIL—
TNy VOFEERKL, ERTBI LN TERLLE
WA D,

£530E] FAZEBIAL A FRFCERPT - R

RTW % 22 2B 5EBB LV — 7 » 7 O IE

5.3 tHARE3S
=

MEDEBBI— T Uy 7 DESRTAIHEEE(C DL
T,RIOMDPSHGIZEDIVWTHRL TV,

M=V 7OFAMNAICEL T, M1, 20D
BEH~y TERIGDMEHED 5, TEAP IV —
TV 7EBVEBOAENZBREOHEEBOD
HEHEITAZ(762), EBBIL—T Uy DA
WINE D o 7= (575)0 —H T, R16H 5 R
T&3 & 512, TEAP O participant strata®
{E136.95, EBB1£8.85& % > T$H V), EBBIL—
TV IOAEFE)EVWRIIANDEEDEVZ
%o

Q)FSAFICELT, (1) ERABKICHT, R2L5R16
POHMTT B E, TEAPIL—T 1) v 7ITENR,
EBBIL—T Uy VDAPER~Y Yy TEDES
DEH/NE L, F 1, rater strataDEH Z D
TlrHBdHP/NEW, DF V), EBBIL—T U vy
TOHED, KEADELEDEI NS VWIL—-T
Dy 7&ELT, FWRCHEELTWBE EER
5N 3,

Q) HEAEDOEFEMEICEL T, £, the rater
point biserial correlation index % ttE ¥ %
&, ®16» 5, EBBIL—T ) v 7 DA H0.06
S, 2P THHBPEMERMEERLTWLS,
—75, percentage of exact rater agreement
T, EB6DI—-—TUyT7HFvY2EFT
WOFEELY bEVHEERL TWE, L
PLENS, TEAPIL—T Yy IOXIAT7L
NIWHEBBIL—T Uy v &)bdbrnwe
% ZE ¥ % &, percentage of exact rater
agreementiCH W T, TEAPIL—T U v ¥
DAENESVMEEMEERT LR —BICIEVAL
WEBDOLNBZ, CORICEALTI, 5483
REED KD SN B,

(M FEEDESHICEL T, F160 5, TEAP L —
Ty U EEBBI—T Uy 7EEL5DIL—
TV 7 ERWEBATHINfitFEFELE R
HEQHARNTH > o 2F VW, HEF T W
ThOL—=TVy VEHWTH—BELTEZ
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THY, EE5NDI—TVyIbH&)RH
BELTWB EWZ B,

BYI=T Uy IDOBEEICEAL T, R17H» 5,
TEAPIL—T Uy v xREWEGE X327 L
NIVDHEPBICONTEBADOHTEREY £
PoTWVWBIENPHRBTE R, —FHT, 28
BETLANIOFERFEICES T, R70(5)
(ST 2EEFF -IhTnhkhr o7 £/,
F=180 5, EBBIL—T Uy 7 ERAWEIEED,
ZAT7LANILHEN > TWLKICDhTERSA
DETEENI EHF > TWVWBZENEEBTE 1,
MAT, 2BEATELANIICIEL LIRS
PHEBTE, BREZFB L TWEUEDLS,
BEHEADZLANILPEEL TWE L EVWIE
BICHE VT, EBBIL—T U v 7DANF &)
BAHEELTWVWB EWVR B,

L)~ () ORHERL 5, TEAPIL — T
w7 EEBBIL—T Uy 7 & BMRIMEEEE W D
BHarolk® L BE EBBL—-—T Uy 7DA
NEWRSHEAEET S EER S,

I 1

AMZE &, TEAPDRTW % X 7 [& i+ O EBB
W=TUy VEMERL, ZHZ Y P antheBEW
T, BRtHR O R R RERICOVTORH M
MILEEBBIL—T )y 7 DBMBEEEICDOWT
DIRFEEIT 2 1oo KARDOMRRBICH T 215
REILUTOREY TH B,

(M BEEDHRICHWT, TEORRD 5 5418
DEFHL % 2R T & /- (AR ERRE1)

(2) ERZNRDOHERDERICH VT, 2EDFRD
5 B2{EDEIHL % 127 T & /- (AR ERE2)

Q)RR NDEBBIL—T )y 7, TEAPIL—T
Uy ZICHENTREMMETEICE L TLnd
(R %2 3R RE3)

L LaDNS, FabsmD i (S IEFH &+
DICRRTEE P> AP IMEH Y, L—T
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Jy 7REVELETHBRITILEY & 3,
KR CER S NZEBBIL—T Uy 713, 248
Ty anmic & B2 OKER, Main Ideas &
Coherence & Cohesion DE S T L DA D
BENPERIN ZD1DH, =Ty 7D
#R= (Main Ideas & Coherence & Cohesion) (Z
VT, RAT7ILNIVEOFEN HAS5N /=2 T
B3, SHDRIETIE, 2T v P2 0HOBER
CHRAET - FOERDL S, TRFOREY
AATLANILVOE, HmFE L —Z2T %17
LT, APEDOEBBIL—T Y v VDR Y%
SNEOTWKDENHDEEZ D, /-, ZY
MAREE IS 3, SEMREE L =B At & ERHBOM
(ZH, —MRL-ZHEA- SR REDHGRD & 3 /-0,
BRIICISU T, S 5ICRYMMRIAT ZED TV
ENHDEVZ DB,

SEEBIE LT, AARICH B REE RN B,
AT, FAEHR SRR RERBOAMEIC
DWT, TEAPORTW AR XV (ZA4T714>F 22X
JB)BEIDOEBBIL—T ) v 7 DOFYMIRET %
EHBIENTE Z LT, EBBIL=T Uy T
P, TEAPIL =T U v 7 E BB L T, WA
(CELTWBZEERL . EFMICIE, MRE
BINDH,EBBIL—T Uy 7, REBEADERE
M, %), MAD—BEMR LICEST 3 AJEEM
PHdZENRBEI N, MERE2L S, KR
H-ZREODWAILT I ZDERIE (e.g., HRE
DLRTE, REAKROBEROLPTI) 252
BUREM P H B E P REE N, HREE3D
5,EBBI—T Uy 7L, TEAPIL—T Y v 7IC
R, &) F X NZBREOBRAPEHICETZE
LT+ — KNy 728 3EMICELTVWS
RN H D ENRBI N,

ARETIE, EDSNETFA T TDH LT
IWEH28, 1> BE1—DY L TILEF2ED R
, MERREDO—RILICEIF+DTH B, SED
REETIE, ZhZFhOTF—aH > TIVEEER L
T, KMBEDERNERNE DD TdH 3 » LD
LEZREROTWK ZENPEZFINZ, MAT,
AMRETHRE L-ZBEEL, BLRKFORFE
ThH ol ZMETHER L ZTEAP Y ERED
REAZANOHAIrBEI AT IITHZZ
EEEBTHE, SHOMBETHEREETRIC
L{BRIT3VLENHB EVR DB,



F16: 220N —T VY 7HERICET BEHE

5530ME MZEBIRL A FIZEERFT - SR

RTW # 27 IZB 3 5EBBLV—7Y v 7 O T

B iR TEAP EBB
(1) =Ty D57 | participant strata 6.95 8.85
(2)FaFZED DB rater strata 5.00 4,06
rater point biserial correlation 0.44 0.50
(3) IR mEEHEE
percentage of exact rater agreement 52.10% 43.20%
infit £ FH1E 0.77~1.20 0.62~1.36
(4) FREDEED
criteria separation ratio 1.48 4.70

R17: TEAPL—T Vv T OFHEER R & DHEEHE

Lexical Range &

Grammatical Range &

(8) =TT ¥ Main Ideas Coherence Cohesion
Accuracy Accuracy
Counts used (%) [Average Measures]
5 (3%) 2 (1%) 3 (2%) 2 (1%) 1 (1%)
[P2aVI%|
[-2.69] [2.61] [-3.02] [0.02] [-1.32]
59 (33%) 56 (31%) 59 (33%) 70 (39%) 49 (27%)
LANIL2
[-0.08] [0.11] [-0.11] [0.25] [0.39]
63 (35%) 79 (44%) 85 (47%) 73 (41%) 91 (51%)
LANIL3
[1.91] [2.28] [1.99] [2.00] [2.30]
53 (29%) 43 (24%) 33 (18%) 35 (19%) 39 (22%)
LNV 4
[3.20] [3.44] [3.40] [3.35] [4.02]

#&18: EBBIL—7) v T DFHEER R & DFEEHE

Coherence &

Lexical Range &

Grammatical Range &

=Ty =1 i
5) YT D Main Ideas Cohesion Accuracy Accuracy
Counts used (%) [Average Measures]
43 (19%) 14 (6%) 17 (7%) 18 (8%)
P2V
[-2.10] [-1.98] [-1.26] [-1.45]
38 (16%) 44 (19%) 62 (27%) 41 (18%)
LANIL2
[-1.09] [-0.96] [-0.29] [-0.99]
48 (21%) 69 (30%) 93 (40%) 70 (30%)
LANJL3
[-0.24] [-0.18] [1.01] [0.49]
32 (14%) 37 (16%) 60 (26%) 56 (24%)
LNV 4
[0.24] [0.58] [2.40] [1.31]
40 (17%) 42 (18%) 47 (20%)
LANIL5
[0.69] [1.29] [1.85]
31 (13%) 26 (11%)
LANIL6
[2.02] [1.95]
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T, AR THER E L REE D, EBBIER
HEHW4E, FEREIPLNDEEI0RE, NEET
HBZE, RABRATIBEREPT7 7 —
FNDATH -1 EDBRREELTET S >N B,
SHOMIATIE, MAFEOHEE®L, 14
E2—bBWANZIDENFN H$2E VA5,

=B, RMARETERLAEZEBBIV =T Uy Y
IE, SHIAHEEEER L £ D AR EADHR
ERBALUZ, ZhW A, FHMAESRAT & O &Y FM
KEREZREDEAEOLB/O NI BDEL -
720 LD LREIBSIC, SARAERS & 2R IC L
NEBEET % (e.g., Weigle, 2002) =8, 7
LHb TR TOERATHATILEIAVWERD
hd, &7 7 XI—LOEEENICHEL T, :Hf
HEERET D EVW-IERPRkOEN B LA
9.EBBIL—T Uy o0& HEFNEIL—T
Dy VDR ERARICEZTH4H01C, &8I
AN—LTOFHMAEWERAECLALT, V=T
Dy VEERLULERLTWCZENEEND,

Bk

AMRADESEITEELLEEVELL A
HPEEN BARBREBSDELE, &5 IR
EZBOREBSMICESHEILE L EWFE T, 55,
HEPHEE CHIAREZLEICE, KEBRL
CEEEBY F LA, RCBEBBLESET, 2
LT BEXRFOERE—REICE, AARORE
BOSHEICESET, HILLLHELSADE
ERCHREBIPEMELOSEEIEEZE L /=
DEVBHBELEFET, £/, RERTHICE
ATE, BIIFRIRES AICHZL DY R—bEIEE X
Uleo BIS, T—2INEICZH AV VX
FPEOBH, FALCIHAVLELEVEXRZE-X
FREOEHFICHD THILBLETFE T, 1Y)
HEITEVEL 1,
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iE
(1)E5F, MEREHE P HRIENFTMECKHh Y, [#
B0l & [FBOME] & w5 HE
PEHEBICAVWLNZLIILE-> TR (DT,
2015, p. 60) o
(2) AFFZ2 T i, “rating scale” (Z#¢ 2 FHE
RFEICR A, [I—TF U v 7 (rubric) | T#H—
LTHERALTWS,
() HEEMEM A T+ > T 2T Tk, 74
T 7 O 28 K (organizing) |, [ &
F (selecting) |, [ B3 3 + (connecting) |
EWo AT 70X &S, [#REFHE
(discourse synthesis) | (Spivey & King,
1989) E WO EBEBEI EL B EHPRREL
h TH ) (Plakans, 2009), Z DEEAH &, #
ZTVDZBRICDHBELEEATHDIDEShTWVWDS
(Plakans, 2009; Yang & Plakans, 2012),
ZUME R, 77X PERE(T X MMEK
E)NTRANTEY 20 ERSEENEBR
W) P EDREREANTWS D, £/, &
HAEMICEDEESE > TWwWa»](/IR,
2018, p. 38) A RT HDTH VY, ZDER
&, [ A B ZE 5% (content aspect) ], [ £
H i & 3 (substantive aspect) ], [ {59
E % (structural aspect) |, [ — #& 1t 7] &
% #9 E % (generalizability aspect) |, [ 4
B E 3% (external aspect) ], [ ERWE H
(consequential aspect) [(IZ# 5 h 3 (e.g.,
Messick, 1996; /\R, 2018) o
(5) Plakans and Gebril (2017) I, [ X EE#H S ]
DTFR7OEXTH 3, [BE-HER] DOIE
BEHZ — [ /Y% — > (organizational
patterns) |, [— &1 (coherence)], [#5RM4
(cohesion) ] =& 7474 > X237 DAE
MEHEEL 2, ZORBR, B/ -2 &—
BME, XOT7ICEBEICEHEL THY, X
M, ARICEEL VWAV EFER SN
o 2D ENPDSH, KMBEDIN—-T U 7T,
Coherence & Cohesion # #4& L T1D DT
fifme LA e dBBELIVWEEDN S,

(4
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