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[£]8&%H F EIWM & AFER R

[AEME] AXTRRAEASEREERRBLRENF R K FARENE
BAEM, ¥4, AXRE S FZ®MNE &I N #5474 K 4 2] NAEP (The National As-
sessment of Educational Progress, Z BB XR#AFHE T F)NEL L, KE,.FFEERLEN
ERATEREREREFE TELREMNMEAR A S NAEP ENEWE AL T M, K
FHENEMRE - MR HNFERISER, EEMI AL FRFETEERAGZH L HNEN
T ZEARMARLBRENTHEHRAGENER, - RBMNERENBHERE
M T TR RSN RS A2 KA,

[x & R] RSk, eAERE(DPS); K BEH,; £F L4 E; NAEP £ 4
{8 ; NCLB

1. 5]

i}

LET, S MFEZ R RN R EEREEHFT AN - RER. BE(AiE—
BT HBAEEFE) (No Child Left Behind Act, NCLB) , & A] LA BE £ 4 M 1 35 1 - il 22 A M
B RS 5 B R B BE AR , AR E &5 N 2 AR TE AL AE BB [B] P BUIRHC B Y 32 45 ( American
Federation of Teachers, 2006) , &85 B T & —F 7 ik, 1N % B2 {005 168 bR 5
BTER AR, REIARMER R A BRI A BIRGR 2 48 Fr 800 RN iR A EL B8 49 & oK %
FAZE AR E G R BORME ; I 70808 ¥ 822 B RE /1 K40 M I T LA TE B BEA0
LN

RN E R R4 R EFWRAL, 3FRASESERRIFE R, BIREN
FErE S008I € R R BN, (HEMEEIZE, BEnESRE R RITE T EE 1K
I, XFPELRFRNBE SIARHER B ( deviation in proficiency standards, DPS) SR BE kriER ., 5
ZHrRE R, £ 5 H AR E K, 03 H E R H8 E #F R, 1T LR, — e R84
ZiALE7EE DPS(NAEP; Cannell, 1987 ; Grissmer, Flanagan, Kawata, & Williamson, 2000,
Klein, Hamilton, MaCaffrey, & Stecher, 2000;Neill et al. , 1997 ;Smith, 1991), H—1-5%
RERREMALNBSEERERER . IEW Angoff (1984, p. vil) BR800, X FIEH
MrFEARE BT, RSN S RN RRSEERIUEREAE NN SER]E (BERE

EE B : REM, B, XEHF B0 (ETS) FHIRFIA R .
FERA: EW, B ERME R HEEF R,

paiid
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R ER) B, S EFE I RS T2

REFEES S DPS, fln KM BRES R TAKEL MXEANEL.
RHESR A7 8 N AETT S 2 B R 75 25 (Koretz, 2007 ; Madaus, 1988b) o 4R, 4RI
fih B A, DPS AT S 0 R (B ) — N e TR AR . X B BUIRAESS  TER A E
2R F K b, 2SR b DL R S 94 30 (Arenson, 2004 ; Koretz, 1988; Linn,
2000; Potter, 1979) , fE ka3 DPS H)—FhEEL 1, 56 4 F40H RAR BRI 5 HOR ()
FEFF

R GARER W TR RE T MBS EBRM . EME AT HRER T,
B ) T He 3 45 M B L 22 B /8 S22 AL 2 A RB 3 A ME ( Braun & Qian, 2007a) . 7R BH
B, REME - A SR, BERR ARSI ER T REH RN ERERH-1
A4 DPS B9 5 — A DPS M5 AT AR, WK RAFFERTEE WA,
X, FEHE TAFECINES NAEP Bl T R TR AT & A F IR
W, o i 4 B 4R s £ A R BE 4 NAEP 43 % i 48 4k BT 1E 5€ ( Haney, 2002; Linn,
Graue, & Sanders, 1990) , X —HeA5 W B A 10 M AR v AR, BMIEAE M Z B
FHIRRMERL ST E] NAEP B3 |, LA NAEP B R N EHFT L

SERI T, B SR B AR A MR ST B NAEP B3 b, M EARMERISHEAR A M
FEFRAER NAEP S5k NAEP M, B4 RE A ERREMNFIRER AR, A3
NAEP 83 SRR E IR ST R B A28, B NAEP S0 E MBS R BR8P, NAEP g
VE R bR 3R ME , B B T NAEP ZE R RN R CHEITERBS T, A NE
B T EARE, R, MRS RE (S B T B L B A 1R A 2. NAEP B7E& Ml M —py £ [
PRMEL IR, B4 MARE . BA, NAEP B4 th A Z R BIRHEH R WL mH, Fx
NAEP {Jf8i/r, AT 2 I Jones & Olkin Y3 E(2004) , RESCERRW, B T & RE , FE#4E
21 L 2 5 NAEP R 5 £ i R 7 A R — Ml X 50 A 39 8 # (Feuer, Holland,
Green, Bertenthal, & Hemphill, 1998 ;Koretz, Bertenthal, & Green, 1999) ; {H iR iF Z 5%
FH, XFRE AR AE, Q0HE M 25 B B SR AR HE , BR 5 4 NAEP 25 {6 2 A %89 (Braun & Qian,
2007b; McLaughlin & Bandeira de Mello, 2003) , X#:RF 5 & 3, KZHMN % ) NAEP F4H{E
ZRFAEERALES, THENS NAEP A SR B BAAR. JRIMNELE, XFRR
PERT A B F & M R S E R R R 2 R

ABFIBE , X Al —2 R, M %5 NAEP X BIFP B iR E AR %5 0. R, %
R S T LA A RE TR HER G R BUS A BERY R T A8 3. BLANEIRE , M ES
NAEP Bifi i A& Ml A4 0, BN TR, i Bant AR EA AN

M E & TLES T B NAEP SHME 2 BlEA B & RA, XRWAMEEE IR EC WA H
Whh T ER XS TS B A28 A B S R B L T , A SO ICEE RS B I T R AR
LREARME RS, KNS EEFE DPS WER, X480 E T BiE o, THERRE
RERZHEWL.

ASSCHES 2 BRAMRHR B M B I ARME B MG T 7 s, 30 28 BR S BE ) An vE Y 5 B B
Bl 55 3 BRAT TS RS RLER B 2003 5 2005 4E PUAE SR\ G gt 2 A O ) 2 A
Bt M, BRI M B R AR SEIE S R, 55 4 T4 F AR M BRI MNER
SHOZME . %S MR A 5 —HEiR,
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2. /5 &

AESEAN EIENE R SIARUERLGT B NAEP B3R FHERE, SAERGRK KM G I ir
AT

2.1  {EMZEIRERSE) NAEP B3k F M T7AEER

X BN BRI R Braun & Qian(20072) K. T, FIH 2B EER
J2 M R O FE D, X5 il NAEP J5s 9 % M £ 5038 8 43 B L 3 T X AR ST i
AR U0 LU B B BLH) NAEP 24118, N5 J NAEP #UFFF& —EM&IF. 7E2.2 %
B BH LR S HIFMESR M . ARBTG5 & NAEP AL 8T A RUAE ARl
THEHETT, NAEP R AW BAR MR R SRR A M B A . B IRBIABR RN A%
AR EMNREHITRE, BrER A B2 03B T ENNE. ATREMLTT MR
AR ECBIR R T5&E YEOAE, I HRA T R fH . ASCHBE s A B4 T XE .,
PREAETH L R T 2 T I R A

W P FRBB— MR ERHEE E R 2N LA )’ F R %M 7E NAEP Ji 4 #9434

4345, F 1955 (1 - PY SRR £=F ' (1= P) o $B(1 = P)SHRI8HIREHE £, AT LU Epun
7N, H A 4 EE ] WAM AR MALRITTBUET” o M EARHEE ST 2] NAEP &3 L i91f#2 , Braun
N Qian(2007a) T4 T 512 Bitt 47

1. AREAMN NAEP A & R TE M 5 hak b i 2 A (), Skl iz Mk B 5 dm v Y
M e,

BE, R TEIN NAEP B4 b 2245, 3F 5 Ho7E & B 9 1) 245 2 1 M) 058 40 508 338
( NLSLSASD, the National Longitudinal School-Level State Assessment Score Database ) fJi2 %48
PCRC. IR ERABIMEIREREE A, RA NAEP B3R R E , A LR M
18 p, GZE R A BITRUEE A BE AL THE 5B BB SR A B INBCE BT E 2
o) TSR p A THE . BIRMAAE R LR THERR , 7T ILHE A

2. 4K#E NAEP 445 5HE N 2EE REAR  ATH2 M 7E NAEP R P M4 8. X—
HEERGER, W TIETERIK NAEP k)5 ff R R E . & F RR FNER ST,
A NAEP AR5

3. 7E NAEP &% 3| — R, TR A LA BRI 2 A B4 T 25 XA 4

B EEEER L p, RAGTIMNEZ R EE LS p (HABEMNEER L), RIES

B2 11 H NAEP 54805 i 2 )5 , 76 NAEP B3 4R £ 5, B (1 -5, ) A, Im 33k
WEBLSTE] NAEP B35 |- .

EWAM:I?‘_l(l—Ew) (1)

© ZEY R E M R 7 SO R FE (NLSLSASD ; www. school. org) 2B E BT (AIR) h 2 H
HESITFO(NCES) BN, HEERWESRIT2EMNEN AT BN EE, cHEEXEE
80000 AT AT 2R TR B, HEETH .
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B AR R NAEP 26 M B R £ BORH 0, T Epun TR0 QNSRIN (OATRUER I
A SRR AT X AR

4. fEHBEAE T NAEP SR 7 3

BB ELAR B2 NAEP 37 7] 77 %  jackknife methods : — it Fil U4~ 22 B Al 17 2
WIGEH T, BHE) RIBMIR . WAL E R NAEP FEER -, AT 7107 o i A B8 11 40 B
bt H. 722 (Allen, Donoghue, & Schoeps, 2001)

L R T WA AR . 25 BT IR PR AR RN NAEP A4 th 4 Pl 2 3 A 1Y
IV AT N A B A B o TR 3 T A M TR T 3 B B A A A
WER et IR HHE R P 7R e FESERR AR, D, B IUH MBIR PR B IO L. A DA IR
RFM NAEP J380i /0 148, X 238 % 725 i) NAEP 4345 , 3 ] 448 21 NAEP ) %

W 9 NAEP 224 BEA S £ 71, NAEP XM E bR B S £, 2 NAEP B % Ei— &5, 1
NAEP 4M5 BOAI L SR AR T ., o (B M B 4804075 LI NAEP W A% 50 i AR 78,
By AT 43 (R B i B SRR B R T RUINKG €, R ZIRAR

MERR S | - I NAEP B 5%

' ~
l’/pw\

YAl .

] A
”’

,/

1 2 - -

.

NAEP S#4E 4 NAEP 4R Ath
A B g HINAEPR R4

Bl mESIEMTEE
2.2 RUBNBMERENTIEN

N AT B BUBS B BL 6 NAEP B2 [, 5135 FTA, W% 5 NAEP Bi4-flliat e
Ve I, B HE A S B R AN 0 AT 45, G 4R BHE A R I 5
DI R AR T AR, XA R R E R MR A FHI S Sk (a) %
SRR IR B HO AL (b) R AT S, 3 ELR ARG S5 BN B 22
fls (o) k4B 5210 AR AR ] B AR R O T AR RIS BE () S50 M 2 A K T B
BURD. bR A TR , AR TN — A AT 5 AR 4 B A58 ST I 1]

Yz, bz, A BIFRE AL A 5 B BRI, TR M bR Y s 4 O
AR, B 2, =2y B £ 5 €7 BIFRISAIS A 5 B 82, 5 2, OBR. ERIRGHE

W5, P 5P MBS 2.1 R £ B B
B P ORE ] f A R EIRRUE 2, BOEE L, T PP B A B SAPRINRAE U], B2 A2

4



A F G SRR AT MA ARG R LM

TS 22T 2 B T PR ) B A, T B T &1 55 €7 O R s AR B
LER

BRIy
T B&B
zy f‘*
<
Vg

wemx —9EA —H eogs

2 AIHBMEHNREZE

i’ P* =P + AP°, Hith AP® RIRTEM B HIRPRII 4 LB RS, 24 AP® >0 B, %R
FERSIE] 5 B IR BB ER A EL B SE &, AERd ]S B R X BRI ) S A L ) B i T BE IR
FIF - ERFAER  HFERE T AL, 88 58 17 DPS, IR EHFRE
pEA, T LABUE 5 A B S AE M 25 LA AR NAEP b B s AR R B M2

NAEP 4 B0t BRI E I —SuAetE . | F 5 F" 53 BIFRRET RIS A 55 B #9 NAEP Rk
3t orA o WTE(L) FP 7R, B[] 53 A ) NAEP 0B P IBVR, 2 F* 5 (1 - PY) 4
(VX E

¢=F"(1-P") (2)
i P? 3§ F* ABg R
E=F"(1-P)=F (1 - (P +AP")) (3)
B P FRTERSIR] S B 76 NAEP A Bl th 843 J F &' S04 i, B
g =F""(1-P) (4)

B PR BERMNAR, PP EEAET P, EEE B4 P =P +AP" Hili AP B
7 NAEP 8% tET &' SR HBIRES,
5 BE AP° =AP", BIZ BT By A 10 M 25 SR AR E B LA B AR IS i NAEP Sk 4R H 51
v R AR S . IXERE PT =P +AP°, BT (4)A
E=F "1 - (P"+AP*)) =F """ (1 - P%) (5)
B &% =¢'s X-—-E5REY AP = AP" B, BEBTER ) NAEP 25 B AR 6. MIRTHe , &
A — BRI E . B 2 R T ETIHE R BRI DL NAEP Ui AR
Wbt it A8, ERRUMESET , H NAEP BRAE 0 LB A93ME , BB NAEP &4 (B0 R b %%
M T B5 8T B 5 e SI PR HER AN
HW L BE AP° > AP B P* + AP® > P* + APY RN rh ik SRR HES 252 L AR B T
NAEP i AE R L1323, BT
=F"(1-pP)=F "%(1-(P*"+AP")) (6)
PIR FVP (o) BB, T8
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E=F (1 - (P +AP%)) <F (1 - (P* +AP")) (7)
Bl ¢® <& X R BIRTA] & B 1 NAEP S4B L ¢ k. BEE/R T DPS BRI, BEX 68 JrdndE
FIRES. B3 LSRR, MR T BB MNERR S NAEP IAZ B KA IE
B BE APS <APY B P + AP® < P! + APY fEM Ik BIFRAE N 2 A LS BN T
NAEP a0 A5 e B2 5, AR (6) IR F2(g) BB, 7T 78
E=F A - (P +AP%)) >F "2 (1 - (P" +APY)) (8)
Bl e’ > ¢ty XMBEMRSHFAER, RECERT DPS B HL,

— BB B

NEA —
MERRT NAEP & %

3 FERtE R B MESHBERR TR

% NAEP S EESHY BEA R M. EABIIT P, IR 7 RIE R 4 T B & K
FAG R B UEN . Gt ARG IR FE bR e 551 F SIS B NAEP S ER A S, F
BRFTRIEN Hy: £ =¢% RSN TERES B, &T & WELEUFIRTETRTAS
EMER LGP =P, SHTHRATHAZEERT. B -MRARA - RIS,
BAEMANWHIZSR . 5492 log-odds H#(Haberman,1978)

B ng, WEHE S B RERAEARE, RE 5 40N 5 mbitHE. £%1
LB, G g, S RINENET & 5 8 W T np S ny 2B RIABIRRAER A B

B p? =ny/ng H PP RIEHHE, T D2 = noy/ny N P B, ®p=n/n,Tig=1-p, &
X Z. GitaRN
|p% —pu | =1/n,

Z = (9)
«/ipq/n,,
() FHY 1/n, TURFELEME Yates £ 1F ( Yates,1934) , log —odds L HRE XKy
L:log( %2—) (10)
LA R AR R 2= BAG THELR
SE(L):\F+—1—+L+L (11)
ny Ny Ny Np

Hi T NAEP 5% R By Bt 0y s AR N BU0E , fT LR L e A XS R R R AT R K
6
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T, BIBERN T EM R FAEE PR 7k (Wolter, 1985) o A T LT E IS
B Ze TR IR, R P 4G THE 5 B U R e BUR MG 107 2, Uit R BOH U 2 B
Kish(1965) 5|3, Ho % T 5 b Gt By 22 5 SRS R T 2R, RE LU
FERY NAEP 5347, 76 TS0 R A 2.5 #E I MR IR NiAd 1. SRS TEG TR i A o
FH0.05 1) o 7KFs

%1 EHEAB,BYET RiBTE i) NAEP 345

RE JIARHE
bii:pul K 2t
EB iy n, ng
2" L Ny Uz
Bt n, n, N

MR, X R ET B NAEPEM{EE R E LR, BHRAERFHER DPS, &
F 2 70 M EFUR R FHAL NAEP MK o B FE B, SR, DPS JERREM NS T4
WU, F AT AR, AE L RIAA S MR RS LR, Lo SBixEER, R
A M A 7 B Z REBHERR AT, DPS A REAE 9 43 B (B 39— F 8R40 o

SEBRIE AL ROV R (effect size) 0] FIEH 6 B ML BEA MBI AR RO 22 5B, 51
B W B SR E BRI 22 5. BRI B R H 188, N Tt ERE
BARE L, FAF A LG AN BRI ST B S B RSN, Cohen (1988 ) 4R 7R HH
2 SET, JExt I T R E BB . R IE KA B o = 2aresin Vp, HLBIR H H580E X Hh
H=lg, —¢,1o BERFFHAER—A 8 830 &, 75 M B FA LLF 2 Fat, B #5504 xt
B2 /01244 0. 20,

2.3 FEMERER

R KRR DPS J5 , K FBUR S ERNEEBREE, ENRRRSS R, B
THERERAFRERABMNER S X—d BT NAEP # DIF (differential item
functioning ) 2347 BB ZE 2L 72 ( Allen et al. , 2001)

R T HIBTR B B AT B NAEP S AR REH , B NI EAmI BRA M. B
HXAH R GR35 B ilhitss R L WA ] BE S B i BR BE I AnvE IR B 1Y
HE. ¥REHNSHGERERGHEE, FEZBNE R, IHTRs I RERMTEEEE, L
BB, RAHBRT A MEERBEZ IS , 2R A 66+ DPS HIE T80 (E,

3. ZEERIFL A

3.1 #iE

KT HRE I BRI E R B, 2B 0B 7 AR - (2)2003 5 2005 4F NAEP
B 5 D B A PO ARG A AR 2R AR, (D) 2003 5 2005 4 JH 3 5 B 32 2% A B P 4

7
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FRNFLEERA . KF] 2003 5 2005 SN BIRUER A FFE R BN 2B R %42 0
PHIUAS T B8 B2 (NLSLSASD ) Hh 3K, B PESR B F 1994 2248 (7 JL PR A M, &
FROTHM B BINE RAHEREEIELHIE B SRTA, B3R A MAR L. 2EYH
[ A S T U 2 B b0 P S o S B T4 G B H 8 T M Bl o2 B — BB AR M A 2 2k
AT

3.2 BEMER

HILIEAL 2. 1 T BT R ARSI R o 7E Braun F Qian 7T ARG = (2007b) , A it
BRETHE R FAR , Hoh 248 2005 SEPUAEGL ARG B 580 2 X i N B Bt A
FoB A BRE R NAEP SR E B AR MERY NAEP S M {EIFRMEIR 2 . L35 2003 4 Y
FRFEMARSECEB MR R . BARINEIE N NAEP B A 2R 50 B e
SRR ERE . Befa XD EUE SRR 58 T BN 5 REEUIR 2R AN i NAEP #
ASFRE . BRI ERI THE ST XIRE . N T BoR S B J7 7E
FMARHETF BRI, SR B (035 T4 € 2005 48 PUAEZL 4G NAEP [7]53 F0 550235 3 £y
AR NAEP SEHMEEERAGDITKE . & Bl 7] WLUU4E4% NAEP [ IiR K NAEP 4
Ef R MR Z MM 2K 75 532 %, RIS MM EHRAEDE B Z AR A, B B2 ~
B4 iR TR G0, MBI H AR BUE I 2 R TPAE S MBE Sk T WX, ©
1M BLA 23 F-$44T NCLB BUR B — N HERR (Lewin, 2007)

VR BT, BB T RIBS B A 2005 4E 55 2003 4R 25 M Hh 21 S 9%
o O T M5 NAEP [l aTREICES, R MR & FF N “ B/ B S SR AR
BB M BRI TR . A, RIS IR BIBRE 2 A Lo B3 N B BB, 4347 45 3R
BN PN I SO B A A R E SR, XFANIIER?2 &+
RS2 1 A02) o 1R R il R S O B AR M PT RE SR IR AT IR 2, 28 2 PRI R AR
FAEMN A . TR B NS | MR B AR 28 B SR B . 7R 2005

4 NAEP REACHR SEST €8 %A LEBLR 0. 71, i & A9k thBiIR 0.60, 76 F* it p we

8. 60) LARAE F* 1 pl MR (. 71) B/RTERSH B NAEP BB BEIER, XEHHI
TR DPS, BIM B BN HER T ME . 72/ \FRBIEs R, AR T RIBTEA 2005 48 5
2003 4EEHRAY 30 N b 28 NHEVEE . TR BAE LM (MRSH 3 -7) ELITE
B SR BT B AR BEEMER . X I MMERFIER 2 P,

PP R oA, BB T R ELAT 2005 45 55 2003 4E84R A 25 A H 24 ANJH %K
o B—BrEatE, SR 2 FE=TMONRE R 8 - 10) 7R NAEP S EAELIHG
SRR ARERREAREER . KL S0 8 B R BIR A BIHAR R 2 4 L
WEEIN, T 2003 4E5 2005 4E 50 FI 74% F1 85% B2 L IR BIbRAE, FEH 2005 4EH) NAEP

PEARH IRBIHARE £ 1922k Hopilh 0. 76, BIER 1E F* Lt PY BvR (. 71) LIRAE F? F

©  TEJLFHA M, NAEP FRFEAS i — L2 A R , SR WA NLSLSASD , 5 BT a6 R B 3E R 5 H
XY, AT RN T NAEP S RBEA DL, MTE -2 S5EENES FNE
HAFER R TG NAEP A LEH R 2] 0.9,

8



HE Gk B AL BN ERR LB ER TS

i) Py R (. 85) A RREEEN., EEWEMNRS A 8 MMEREE% ARG HER DPS,
SN LRSI R T MBS . EEUERESKF S o R R R Bt AT - 2 MO 3
T B RSB RE R S MBLOAT . 7E/EREEEDPTH, W T R A 2005 45
2003 AERLHRAY 32 AN rh 25 AN AEEE . SITERERE M ONRSH 11 - 15) Gtk
K SRV E P AR BE LR

%2 NAEP FIEMBENRFITHREI H EHRERFREEUNER

2005 ; 2005 ; 2005 ; 2003 ; Z Log-odds | H ¥§% %t
MRS @i & - é:f i & h % AR E{gﬁ i
HeBlRaf | M B £ | HBIRA | B fH £
! 9 fh 1 D Kt HE
PO4EZR 1 «
1 0.71 202 0.60 212 6.61 0.21 0.23
2 0. 80 197 0.67 210 6. 89 0.29 0.30
IR R
3 0.63 244 0.52 256 5.15 0.19 0.22
4 0.82 235 0.73 247 5.24 0.23 0.22
5 0.72 245 0.63 256 5.56 0.18 0.19
6 0.30 276 0.19 285 6.02 0.27 0.26
7 0.57 254 0.43 267 6.48 0.25 0.28
KR
8 0.85 218 0.76 226 5.72 0.25 0.23
9 0. 80 224 0.65 234 6.79 0.33 0.34
10 0.91 207 0.78 217 8.50 0.45 0.37
IR
11 0.61 260 0.52 278 4.35 0.18 0.20
12 0.53 276 0.44 286 4.51 0.17 0.20
13 0.74 | 258 0. 64 268 4.68 0.20 0.22
14 0.70 266 0.53 280 8.24 0.32 0.35
15 0.65 271 0.44 293 8.82 0.37 0.42
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4. —HMRNH - HREMNERNSTBRE

AHFE-NTEEWNARHAREEM BN BOZE, WREHR T3 DPS FHMEA
R4, BEER DPS ERHGFESE M, Hik, DPS BRI 4 B H ) — b
A%

VAR, MRRAEZ BT LA B AR Z HE TYEE R FEMIEE, B EIE TRl #E S
XA S A9 %% /7 ( Bromley, Crow, & Gibson, 1973 ; Hambleton et al. , 1995 ; Rosovsky &
Hartley, 2002 ;Shepard, 1988) . MU E AT LI S EMIELH X, 88K, — 1 F B EE
SEGEBGIFEBEN R, TRSSSEEE, B2, FE - E R EAH RIFRIREER
S, T RE A B (e . SRR B E O B IR B AT B iR 0 B0 1, LA R #F A 2 3 &
FRABEED TIREAERIRE, #2ERIIKEEARE, EIHNEPHRNKESHE
), B, G R B MR A B SR AR . U, E X R IRIE R, B 1K F
BRI 22 AR 3 5 AR5 & T HOAH B 68 1 99 2% 143 3 (Haladyna, Nolan, & Hass, 1991 ;Madaus,
1998a;Phelps, 2005) . iX S 55 3 SR A B8 78 4T & 24 4 B9 RE 1K, BMESR 1 %K
HRB KPR EE 3, IFABEFE 53 Bh 1k X F 2 Y B 43 $00 {8 ( Koretz,2005)

Regs 53 B A ) R B , B 55 NAEP 208500 78 14 8 B2 58 46 75 46 N 9 M %5 2 R i A8 4k
FEEE, B LI NAEP BRI EMEN LR EM. RS, MRHFEAS T DPS, EiFLE R /A
I BURAE 2 A R 18 L DPS IR

76 2.2 7P e T FA DPS I, b — S50 8 ERTfEAESE, 24 AP° >AP" i,
Bl B0k & 7E M % HR AR 22 4E EE AR 3 K F7E NAEP iR rP iS4k Lo A 5, [m] A 32 9 st
A5 B () NAEP SEMT £":¢° <&'s X—1ETER 8 DPS /R T H W 8 & 4 2 s
. EH—BE B AP° <AP" Kt Bok¥ &° >¢'. X—15HEt 8 E W DPS HR AR 2 M
W2 A, TR n ] RER W EARAER AR Z4E T 21k,

BIEREE 8O E, W2t & R E R SXT DPS i 5 F AR H PEAY , LL K XF 3R 43 $iz
BB ERERTITEE, ARBEREE], o, B EXFERATEEME, ENESHT B NAEP &
MERZEAERZERESTE R 50 2H FREER RS RGNS, T2 H
FoliRiE, EMPRBERNFBEURSHEG R, 0HE# -SRI BREFELY
Bk,

722 %t 2005 5 2003 FHIUER 5\ AER K F R BEREE T S04, REIEH
THAREY DPS, A1 AREH LW E DPS M B AR A , 57T BE Ry 4 B AR, R N5 &k
MARBHERBREWHERE,

5.4 it

2 SCA N LA R AR AR R A T — PR 0 85 B B M BRI ik . &
ik TR R O R, AT BT ISR X BR b v 3t AT AR B LB FE T R o, B0 P
¥l NAEP R HUE,

BT R TR B AL TR I SE I (] BB 09 7% % (Thissen, 2007 ) . Ak T B 40, Fili 35 Bt 8] A6 25
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B EEak AR R BN AR ETE NS

I, R BRER ZHERAEE FRLESHNEL ABFBITULRERFH
RABERRES B BURE. SR, MEREXMESEXIREREENTZ, 3 Bities
BAMB A BRI — LG, BT 3% KIRISO VU4E 5 5 {3243 40 S % R #9 NAEP 434
HAR 4k ( Koretz, 2007) . ‘

#&3 HIEE KIRIS 5 NAEP I &5 45 E %K FRIZEL (1992 ~1994)

R p g aid PRI AEAL
KIRIS 18.8 0.76
NAEP -1.0 -0.03

§4R,NAEP 5 KIRIS 82 (b I/DRARRY BT HR LBRARAZ LK, BN E]
VORTEERRER L, REGEEREREXF N E&R, BETRETRNEREITER
Z, U H AT ST B 42 th B 7 % R MR A TR 3R

T e B AIE R B i) DPS MARMES XA S H AT RIE . ERER
SRR R BT I . TEARHEARF T, NAEP S (5 55 i BR 9 S5 SRR 22 57 2 T RE A 0
B ER—FR. SRR, X TRXMTEREN(ZR) BARIT EEERNENTS
R, BT EEFRAMERERRASHERSTHEE, FHAERRETAAIECE, REES
R R AR R, A BB TT AR K TR AL SFAR ol LI 2R, 7 REFE X —
HE ., Xt TEHEEX LA, BRAMBIRER AR KIRIS Fi{ B0 589 Rty 25
FERT E AT I 2 AT R,

IEAN 2.3 W ETRER) , NAEP S5 418 95 i Be 22 5 1 7 A SR B T 88 o JH IR T 8 i 4R 1R 9
AL, W AE T ERE, WFEFRGER S RFEERER, MESHERERERY
BT AR AT T, A0S BOR A, HO0 4 R 4518 B

2 %X X #
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