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84 (1980)& NBESHE 915 BAA 710S BEITh T3 AFE RS (1998) 2 ofe]
AR F55 P Agstel ard AR el BedEE 2o A4S AF2A St
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FHE el Aol WMiEAsE vttt WA, dshdd R Ao gt Harel] thEk B
Az} Re) 48 W vk & 313 2ot
£ 3.1 JHshdd BARA0 RS uE
Md e EE=0.000%** FEXES
s3d N M SD 1% 5% 10% 25% 50% 75% 90% 95% 99%
1 467 3.9154 0.3305 3.0751 3.3858 3.5079 3.7016 3.8900 4.1583 4.3333 4.4596 4.7533
2 515 3.9835 0.3527 2.7608 3.3412 3.5517 3.8000 4.0182 4.2154 4.3925 4.4866 4.6812
3 494 4.0296 0.3796 2.8158 3.3200 3.5145 3.8248 4.0866 4.3113 4.4453 4.5150 4.6940
4 263 4.0255 0.4271 2.5686 3.2805 3.5341 3.7833 4.0524 4.3263 4.5261 4.6735 4.8584
a 186 3.9042 0.2844 3.3072 3.4186 3.5228 3.6855 3.9083 4.0990 4.2324 4.4105 4.6188
Hojale]  0.1254 0.1427 0.7386 0.1053 0.0438 0.1393 0.1966 0.2273 0.2937 0.2630 0.2396
a=AFi%, N=%85, M=%37, SD=%F8%, FI&E=24249 F-glo| i3 o8&
iy S by [e] 5 =
£ 310 uj=d AdshdEz gelgrt s SAZCR felst ot gt Aoz vkt
o 5 e = = = 5 [e) o= 2= o
($18E=0000). 53] 33hd, 43hd, 23hd, 130, AHguYe) <o Felrt WSk £ Aow
) 5 2 ) 5 5 =
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T2 ol 7REE 47t Aol v 424 M2 e dae & 3.29 2t

ol 2] 2H8=0.000%** EETSPS
7+ N M SD 1% 5% 10% 25% 50% 75% 90% 95% 99%
a 248 4.0345 0.3183 3.1652 3.4965 3.6155 3.8243 4.0496 4.2534 4.4201 4.4972 4.8035
b 1186 4.0157 0.3819 2.7987 3.3258 3.5398 3.8060 4.0526 4.2835 4.4462 4.5443 4.7342
c 40  3.9555 0.3116 3.1125 3.2572 3.5555 3.7763 3.9596 4.1729 4.3560 4.5267 4.5473
d 375 3.8732 0.2850 3.1793 3.4024 3.5160 3.6894 3.8600 4.0533 4.2205 4.3811 4.6124
e 76  3.7059 0.3484 2.3933 3.0206 3.3100 3.4785 3.7204 3.9902 4.1600 4.1850 4.2937

h

H )| o] 0.3286 0.0969 0.3806 0.4759 0.3055 0.3458 0.3322 0.2933 0.2862 0.3593 0.6185

a=3{7%, b=3%¥, c=3%, d=u%¢, e=F/|2
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£ 3.3 ZIFHE BAEA G AE S vl
Ze Sl 3E=0.000%* CECES
) N M SD 1% 5% 10% 25% 50% 75% 90% 95% 99%

a 376 3.987 0.3883 2.7794 3.0965 3.3582 3.7090 4.0407 4.2989 4.4940 4.6032 4.8872

b 238 4.019 0.4477 2.6786 3.3697 3.5750 3.8275 4.0273 4.2902 4.4857 4.5623 4.8728

c 1311 3.966 0.3291 3.0952 3.4012 3.5379 3.7569 3.9867 4.2000 4.3753 4.4600 4.6259

E= 1P| 0.053 0.1186 0.4166 0.3047 0.2168 0.1185 0.0540 0.0989 0.1187 0.1432 0.2613
a=79+43, b=47], c=¢579

7z §9EE=0.000%** W29 5

F2 N M SD 1% 5% 10% 25% 50% 75% 90% 95% 99%
a 672 4.0430 0.4244 2.6952 3.2700 3.5143 3.8337 4.1000 4.3333 4.5147 4.6204 4.8934
b 813 3.9777 0.3403 3.0240 3.3803 3.5280 3.7673 4.0048 4.2348 4.4013 4.4765 4.6157
c 440 3.8744 0.2656 3.1606 3.3978 3.5178 3.7080 3.8671 4.0680 4.2139 4.2049 4.4162
Hrjxe]  0.1686 0.1588 0.4654 0.1278 0.0137 0.1257 0.2329 0.2653 0.3008 0.3255 0.4772

a=47E, b=37%, c=t71E

£ 349 Aol =@ FAFRAE Fe B AL FALOR f% Aot Yt Ao e
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% 3.5 Fv¥AY 2AEAT NEAFT v

Bd flHE=0.000%** EECES
34 N M SD 1% 5% 10%  25%  50%  75%  90%  95%  99%

a 189 4.1038 0.4196 2.5298 3.3941 3.5750 3.8580 4.1800 4.3658 4.5375 4.6917 5.0000

b 1252 3.9998 0.3510 3.0039 3.3717 3.5679 3.7932 4.0169 4.2494 4.4222 4.5157 4.7090

c 389 3.8886 0.3258 2.9011 3.3822 3.4817 3.7158 3.8909 4.1082 4.2783 4.3888 4.5170

d 95 3.7838 0.3960 2.5636 2.8973 3.2450 3.6074 3.8303 4.0533 4.2453 4.3455 4.5500

Z o 2}o) 0.3200 0.0938 0.4741 0.4968 0.3300 0.2506 0.3497 0.3125 0.2922 0.3462 0.4830
a=ASA, b=B#A, c=0% 4, d=D#A o1
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51 53 4.1016  0.37453
52 333 3.8363 0.25055
153 65 3.6802 0.35028
154 184 4.1127  0.41786
1F5 1,062 4.0263 0.36508
156 176 3.9367 0.26954
57 62 3.8090 0.43636

S
=
off
ot
oL
i)
=2
)
&
>,
o
BN
oX,
o
o M
>
ok
2
2
)
N

b B Aol 798G 1 s
A WSEES B0 DAAAE W FEA) JEAE Exfel nhE FHEY
gtk B APNAE SURAS FEIPY, SARAS 25 P, AGEEH P,
A% F53 P 52 A830l Y7t ARSE AF2A Sk

4.1. #5389y 2

T e orle
i)
B>
)Y
o
oL 10 N

>
>
I

al )
H, A5t o 2 244 o o3t 753 1 a‘% ﬁ%/\]ﬂJ—x} sty & A8
{z1,@2,.... em}, Ny = {y1,y2,-... yn} WA Xo.25, Xo.5, X072} Yo.25, Yos5, Yors S
A= a1, Xo.01, X0.05, X0.10, X0.90, X0.95, X0.992}F Yo.01, Y0.05, Yo.10, Y0.90, Yo.95, Yo.00 8 242t
Ax e Ay Y 1%, 5%, 10%, 90%, 95%, 99% W42} 32},



Jang Sik Cho - Chang Wan Kang - Seung Bae Choi

HYUEIEER)

Node O
hean 3.9769
Std, Dew, 0,3630
n 1925
] 100,00
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| i
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FE(F
Improvemxlant=0.0053

jl_%k'g—‘i_-‘l *—.‘?Ni'g%‘ nE
Hode 1 Hode 2
hean 3.8450 hean 40172
Std, Dev 0,3028 Std, Dev 0,3703
n 451 n
% 23,43 % 76,57
Predicted 3,8450 Predicted 40172
%‘ﬂ?ﬁ(—'?—%‘) = DIEE%(-\E—O') =
Improvement=0,0021 Improvement=0,0015
| [ |
(=t 2309 0I5k »appR(30E 015h <=C|“-'.‘§ e
Wode 3 Wode 4 Wode 5 Wode 6
Mean 41016 Mean 38108 Mean 34,0264 Mean 3.8090
Std, Dev, 03745 Std, Dev, 02750 Std, Dev, 0,3646 Std, Dev, 0,4364
n 53 n 395 n 1H1E n (=4
% 275 % 20,65 % 73.35 % 3.22
Predicted 41016 Fredicted 38108 Fredicted 40264 Fredicted 35,6080
Ol=72(SL) =] QEIR&(-‘?—@) =]
Improvement=0,0007 Improyement=0,0003
| | |
JTl_Léf ‘S—l“—'.‘ <=§R—E(T1‘§-ED‘§) PERRTE-E0E)
Node 7 Node & Node 9 Node 10
hMean 3.8363 Mean 3.6802 hMean 4,0391 hMean 3.9367
Std, Dev, 0,2506 Std, Dev, 0,3503 Std, Dev, 0,5745 Std, Dev, 0,2695
n 353 n ES n 1236 n 176
k] 17,30 i 3,38 k) 64,21 k) 914
Predicted 3.8363 Predicted 36802 Predicted 4,0391 Predicted 35,9367
D}EQ%(—?—%‘ =
Improvement=0,0006
|
{=AEE &R
| Node 15 | : Wode 16
| Mean 41127 || Mean 4,0263
i Sid, Dev 0417 | Sid, Dev, 0,3651
b n 4 i n 1052
1 = X | % B4 65
1 Predicted 41127 | Predicted 40265
2% 4.1 CART ¢28& 43}
= = 5 — = H o] A~ = 5 o) Q . fu [e]
HA AxE Ayl F58A7= SAREA S #5538 & EQy (z:)+ o= 4 (4.1)3} 2t
zi — X0.75)
o (2 — Xo,
EQ3 (zi) = Yo.r5 + Yo.00 — Yor5) 5, Xo.1s < x5 < Xo.90
(Xo.90 — Xo.75)
(zi — Xo0.50) (4.1)
= Y050 + (Yo.75 — Yo.50) ——————, Xo.50 < 3 < Xo.75 .
(Xo.75 — Xo.50)
(zi — Xo.25)

= Y0.25 + (Yo.50 — Yo.25) Xo.25 < x; < Xo.50.

(Xo.50 — Xo.25)
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EQ2(x:)9) A (4.1)014 obeh 4 (4.2)43 F745hd Ak,

(zi — Xo0.99)
EQy (i) = Yoo + (5 — YO»%)m, Xo.g9 <x; <5
(zi — Xo.95)
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(zi — Xo.90)
= Yo.90 + (Yo.05 — Yo.go)m7 Xo.00 < i < Xo.95
(zi — Xo.10)
=Yo.10 + (Yo.25 — Yo.lo)ﬁ7 Xo.10 < x5 < Xo.25 (4.2)
0.25 — Xo0.10
(zi — Xo.05)
=Yo.05 + (Yo.10 — Yo.os)ﬁ7 Xo.05 < z; < Xo.10
0.10 — X0.05
(zi — Xo.01)
= Yo.01 + (Yo.05 — Yo.m)m7 Xo.01 < z; < Xo.05
.05 — Xo.01
I N Gl B
= +( 0.01 — )m, < o < X0.01-
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el
»
(V)
ol
©
o

Bk AR5 AF 249 A5 W

(e KK 23 ol 7l AE 2A4E A5

shd 5 R PR g 935 EQly(X) EQPy(X) EQPyv(X) EQYy(X)
A42¥  BIA g2 ZY¥  £57%9 4.133 4.458 4.373 4.427 4.322
A4a¥ B AR 3Y¥  £$£7%9 4.130 4.054 4.039 4.039 4.030
23hd Detgelst iR A¥ =579 3.951 4.145 4.126 4.126 4.124
A ¥ R R B =57 4.120 4.440 4.364 4.412 4.310
AL F B34 ot ¥ 5o 4.114 4.431 4.360 4.405 4.305
13hd c3 a2 2¥F e572d 4.106 4.420 4.354 4.397 4.299
23td  D#Hol} FAE AF L7l 4.062 4.238 4.227 4.227 4.224
33hd AgR FRR A¥ 579 4.061 3.981 3.962 3.962 3.915
A4LYF  CIA e 2% w579 4.053 4.342 4.316 4.335 4.253
A4RYF  CIA g2 ZY¥  £57%e  4.051 4.340 4.314 4.333 4.251
13hd B33 e 2Y¥  «57e 4.042 4.325 4.307 4.321 4.242
43hd AR ESTA A¥ =TAe 4467 4.335 4.385 4.371 4.362
438hd AT AR ¥ 57 4.242 4.139 4.117 4.117 4.112
13hd B34 2 E7x 5739 4.150 4.315 4.299 4.306 4.232

FHRNA G5 0.10904 BARCE folgt ol7} 92 & 4 Ut B
s W, BE SPASS tlA EQE(X)WEl g3 A% 298 A5E A
Ao bt =, BQE(X)MREel 98] A% 248 ZelRst At

T

A 7ol 7L ARl vsl 433 B e & Atk

£ 4.3 SY0SE) £52 AF23 B4 ARl va
iy =4 9 SHNSEY £3E Ho Aol
W Fa) M SD 1% 5% 10% 25% 50% 75% 90% 95% 99%
EQ{?(X} AdEd 0.279  0.061 0.068 0.371 0.127 0.101 0.080 0.078 0.087 0.066 0.129 0.112
o]#E  0.144  0.127 0.096 0.293 0.251 0.113 0.083 0.148 0.161 0.188 0.111 0.272
Zel¥e]l  0.324  0.032 0.083 0.236 0.249 0.215 0.085 0.026 0.025 0.057 0.044 0.145
Z##%  0.631  0.020 0.071 0.306 0.110 0.082 0.066 0.021 0.046 0.047 0.088 0.209
H#%4d  0.350 0.051 0.029 0.064 0.070 0.102 0.049 0.039 0.085 0.050 0.062 0.154
EQ;‘;(X) Adsd 0.168  0.070 0.129 0.801 0.217 0.127 0.080 0.078 0.069 0.091 0.224 0.244
o]#F% 0.050* 0.125 0.096 0.726 0.312 0.116 0.084 0.148 0.159 0.184 0.109 0.293
Zel¥el  0.160 0.039 0.119 0.521 0.381 0.266 0.087 0.026 0.022 0.082 0.107 0.259
Z##%  0.286  0.032 0.143 0.642 0.279 0.171 0.066 0.021 0.047 0.102 0.180 0.301
H#%4d  0.097 0.083 0.085 0.500 0.440 0.184 0.072 0.039 0.083 0.089 0.200 0.299
EQ{,(X) Adshd  0.326 0.063 0.066 0.520 0.170 0.086 0.043 0.058 0.093 0.069 0.121 0.206
o]#FE  0.113  0.140 0.094 0.428 0.225 0.127 0.094 0.145 0.148 0.238 0.199 0.457
Zelgel  0.389  0.034 0.080 0.418 0.248 0.206 0.067 0.024 0.030 0.048 0.029 0.108
ZA##%  0.952  0.006 0.071 0.374 0.136 0.083 0.043 0.064 0.041 0.056 0.088 0.136
F#¥%  0.329 0.053 0.014 0.341 0.136 0.125 0.026 0.064 0.079 0.067 0.073 0.203
EQ?,(X) AEsd  0.024* 0.085 0.191 0.759 0.381 0.296 0.158 0.063 0.068 0.134 0.244 0.253
o]#F% 0.010*% 0.141 0.134 0.576 0.526 0.276 0.116 0.175 0.154 0.194 0.109 0.299
Zel¥e 0.136  0.040 0.132 0.513 0.349 0.299 0.098 0.024 0.046 0.103 0.119 0.250
2R+ 0.379  0.029 0.187 0.626 0.439 0.271 0.106 0.020 0.085 0.148 0.216 0.339
H7%¥4d 0.045*% 0.065 0.156 0.675 0.373 0.279 0.142 0.041 0.076 0.084 0.183 0.445

471 F53 wpel o3l A% 249 G2l %7 A5k Auht BA
A 25} HYeA FA5) 95 AARYL ot 5, 5
sh 47k F58 Bl ol AF 239 3ol B7 2 !
37] 9150 7SS 8% AARANA AAASE WS A
£ 449 ATAA & 5 U5ol, BBt ARSE BERE, AHAE, 5T Rl
2 RS GFL WE A0 veh oLt EQE (X)) 93 #5/M L BE 59
A EAGoZ o8 TS WA Pt Aoz tehdeh T EQE(X)El €3 A
A5t AReIA, BQE(X)H3 BQY(X)el &18 A% 248 d5t J7F A
)

o8 RI% T2 WS X 5 Yok

of v roh
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olge] AzRE EQY(X) el 98 AF 24 A5 AV BAHOE o8 A 59
WeSd el Ao F5oE 5 9ee ¢

¥ 4.4 253 P HAASY Al

=Y 72l 7t ]
A5 EQL(X) EQY(X) EQL(X) EQY(X)
g 3.502%%%  4,010%F*  3.981%¥*  3.975¥Ekx 4 33Kk
AR d=1 -0.060 -0.064* -0.044 -0.039 -0.059
A shd=2 -0.034 -0.075 -0.073 -0.080 -0.070
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MAdshd=4 -0.044 -0.073 -0.074 -0.079 -0.070
BAEFBH=A 0.274%%% 0.058 0.096%* 0.030 0.055
PAFPH=B 0.197*** 0.064 0.097%%*  0.081%* 0.061
BAFAR=C 0.138%** 0.023 0.053 0.041 0.023
BAFER=2 0.140%** 0.024 -0.002 0.017 0.003
BAFER=F 0.097%%* 0.016 -0.012 0.011 -0.005
Ol TR=_FHI|Z (.330%** 0.066 0.075 0.062 0.060
olFTE=AF 0.232%%* 0.003 0.027 0.025 0.001
ol TR—_7 A 0.132 -0.104 -0.066 -0.069 -0.094
o] H 3y ok 0.187*** 0.005 0.018 0.033 -0.008
Zoldej=74d  -0.025 -0.029 -0.030 -0.022 -0.028
7ol F e =<7 0.022 0.004 0.008 0.012 0.005
* . 5988 <0.05, ** 1 9o 38E<0.01, ***: $9]35<0.001

, o Bol ARFE, B3I, )57,
I e A olE sl 47k &
A 2|3 1%, 5%, 10%, 25%, 50%, 75%, 90%,
= § AeE vlastglen, 1 23 SuEss 253
°] ﬂ_ H“& of ns) Hﬂ%azz FEHYE & 5 ATk olfﬂﬂ WS O ZegrrE NS AR
274 ket 224 okl 473 A ke MR aabell A8 = Y2 Aoz Az
AN AT Pl wet 4°l'=7} gebd oA FrpEArt D‘E}X‘ T en, AHIAL GA] WA
ot | A7) (A% 5ol wet AR gekd ¢ Jlene @yl oAb 24E
a7t ek ZoHrt AR5l that 24 Bado] o 1 AL 2z} B AFL 579
=EYASET DA AE A o] o]FolFon, wWEtA HIHE 100% FAA 2AH = EAl= o
A3 s detr] ol dAleln, & A7 A 28T IARRH {2 ¢ es with ks
F7HQ W] a8e g 537 A4S B3 A w53 WS Btk AT A%
Z uR7])2 Frh
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Abstract

Most of universities have carried out course evaluation to improve students’s satis-
faction for the established lecture and apply the performance appraisal for professor.
But, course evaluation depends on many variables such as class size, type of lecture,
evaluator’s grade and so on. As the results, such variables lead to serious bias which
makes lecturers distrust the course evaluation results. In this paper, we compare some
equating methods for the course evaluation and the efficiencies for some equating meth-
ods. And we will recommend one of them which has best efficiency. Also we give the

example to which the method is applied.
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