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o] ojg 7 YA =AE Markov AEHE ol83te] Aeus
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& 24 53 FEAT ogA 5HE g8Fe 24T 4
A7) R HA) 7% | Holi= HapolRolrt,

29 whgol29 e W o $EAU BoR FE E4
LY T 4 YA HEA 483 FFES A SH8A
Eglet, o] WL, HE oA E4E B4E Ak o
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Avdel P 2 BAAEY shie 259 98 Adeot &
92 A maos 49Ae 343 Bdoht ohid g
Z2A2RS LSl AYE 18 4 9lth o EAAEE Mt
HA Aoyl Ztn Y EAEE FEI] AT W] uF
Frigolet, o) WiE +EA} U9 FEE 12E Ao of
Yk AAE BE F7 sl dis $EE U8 Sk W
Holtt,
o] W4l 2 o] Shuford®t 119 FRE] 98] A=
t} (Shuford, Albert, & Massengil, 1966), Shuford 52 &
BAY BE gRo] gt AY 7F549 SIS FEE BAG)
ZE 315 o] 89 o] 10] HEE 3t o] HE EXE
He gge] digt gile] Hmel wigsle Hedaie YL
21 g8 o]fsts upH#olt} (Shuford, et al,, 136%), 1L
22g, g 5o Y At g w 33¥o W HES
98 gAY, g g% HE o] LdeERT W 3
2 QA F Aol olFoAA Hel, ofo] Shuford 52 2
I 3k AMgSEE EASE 78R ofdle] ghe ~1E WEA]Y]
L g AstAt. I F Dirkzwager (1997 & 344
(tolerance—for—guessing parameter) 7§'d-S =U3le] o] B4
£ a8Eog o Jud o sjasig.
Haesk FAF Eo| tF Bt 7pgdA BAHeE 8%
42 AAZ(reahsm)olet, T ofW o] Aol thdt &
Alo] 758} 3px), 1) AAE 758 whEE B b 75%
7t AR Agolsietd o] SAE A8 Aol ojoke
7 o Aol dist o] 75¢d] ARl AEEol oJi i &
A 3 fhg3te S YA BAFAET UE
& UelEr, o} diaAe G4 AF A9 H4lof o
3 Bt QlAY ohd AUAA &8 QIGUF L
FAE FAlo] Azl AR o] ®ol 41 Slgvct o 8
AL Eoln BFHAAAL” B3 2L fEdE S HE
4 3709 AN & 4 U
Agol Bua U 23 Aot 9 150 dodd H,
a2l felA AAFE down @4 A2 HAeE AAst
ojFo} T2 WAoE AEE B o o AR B £ 9%
£ 2udch Dirkzwager (1996)% UAE tjito st o] 4
o] Aoz ALE 4 9182 HA2T  Holmes(2002)
€ o] o] AR MoygEg Agny gerrt ¥ 88 B
A5,

3. HAFEE ol83 WY Ao AIF W4

CMMT{(computerized modified multiple—choice testing) A}
AP Moy golnt vl dgdEE EE ¢ v Alvy
HAE olgsle AP weg A she AlgHlolt (Park,
in press), o] W4l oM A Moige BAHYY, AnE
FEHOE TE = YooY B gXE 8% 25& o= F=
HEE £ Stk ol 9 A9 9AR o] dysiaby ug
o AT (2¥ 5 42), 2EAE] 39 slue] B9 W) o}
2AE 2} ol B4 A gA7t glo] BARkg A4

0% B7be) HAE A6 HaEUAY B

315, AR A7 Bohole EAIE dutEA] £ 4 otk EF
3 B4 (8 EY 49 g3 8T Be 248 g
I AZEE, oleAs 2l BAE AAEE 278,
a9 9x7h e AZE (A9 doju osixe] wht
detdisd, 44 BAY 4% 42) A ANEEY, $8Re
3 Az YelA e whgd o= glek 2 AlZbe} Auk 1 gAe
B BA AX7L sl AR o ol4 we-g 8 4 g
Hep, o] whalel A s 7jEA R gAY 24
g 21, wpAu £710) GRE o]8ste] ZRilo] A3 YE-g
e} vhgshA kAl Aol
ol AlE WAg B JidEHe Atk $4 gAY
Hejgold B &9 doleg FvKIA & Qtke Aot
(], Byork, 1994). AAZ Park (n press)& o] Ao R F7t
AEg Hkg o AE5H Ad¥es $7 AEE BYg g
ot 3F AgojA ] £ FLE 982 2Asd. Parkdt
Choi (2005)F HFHZ Hi ANEE A EA & dolx
CMMTHAOR & w7h 488 A0 W4og & grd J
Z ANgoA 1 5 FpE U Z9E Ak ol A
£ OMMTYE, AHEH MoyEd, J&9 dol=E olFA st
Lgof o] 7l d o 719 o DYAZES uigich
CMMT el & o2 AF2 gAE UFe] g s
2o} AT 7tAa &8t Adshe AE ok AR WA
2 9tk AAR Park(2005)02 AFEE A8E F 7/ ¥
Ao Bu N§ 23] mrdle st gt 494 T o
3 glo] BT FAE A4 dHFoE ui] 4 skgld
of A7 F&&AAE AFHE BYL f ¢ BAE dd
Aoz Horg o oA & BE, § PC2(ChoIich  OMMT
oz B Ado A of 248 HEL 67093 HEH
Augoz B Fgoae 5709k o] Aol BAHORE $9
ojaigict,
o] gt ¥he AAE AEAY PAE A=2E Ao)7]o] Y
o] 41 AWYE AT & e A, 182 HAE UEe
do] AjdoZ HAUA EA7t Lolajdcts A= FHolst &
4 9,

v, W%} 37

BE0 AL gol7] §F L& JopUE AYYHoR ol
oL glrk. U olA WA Fa WEE, 48 £U A
7] 719} Aj4o] ofF Moz MAS=| glon, 3 Fgq
gt AR ofF AoE dAsh=x], i A AL of
A 9L 79 Hole A # ojRoAE A Fof gt 9
+ AHE dEgor @4 gg 447 ojRAE U (4,
Bransford, Bown, & Cocking, 2000). E8 Al8l& ¢S 1
Foke TAH] 9% 9 £ Y dE gz sl (4,
Brown & Campione, 1994) 34> @ & Qo)A o] o] w3l
€ Bt W= 2 e dov)u gt Hrke xde 1
ol miictz Theedh AR g iojEcks ARl Bt
@ 38 APE FHE 5 Y G $RoAR Yot 44
SRR S T 49E A H A o3 W
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