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This study reveals the aspects of subjectivity in the test results in a science-specific aspect when assessing
science-related affective characteristic through self-report items. The science-specific response was defined
as the response that appear due to student’s recognition of nature or characteristics of science when
his or her concepts or perceptions about science were attempted to measure. We have searched for cases
where science-specific responses especially interfere with the measurement objective or accurate
self-reports. The results of the error due to the science-specific factors were derived from the quantitative

Keywords: data of 649 students in the Ist and 2nd grade of high school and the qualitative data of 44 students
science education assessment, interviewed. The perspective of science and the characteristics of science that students internalize from
science-related affective everyday life and science learning experiences interact with the items that form the test tool. As a result,
characteristic, self-reporting test it was found that there were obstacles to accurate self-report in three aspects: characteristics of science,
tool, response bias, error in test, personal science experience, and science in tool. In terms of the characteristic of science in relation
science-specific error, to the essential aspect of science, students respond to items regardless of the measuring constructs, because
improvement of test tool of their views and perceived characteristics of science based on subjective recognition. The personal

science experience factor representing the learner side consists of student’s science motivation, interaction
with science experience, and perception of science and life. Finally, from the instrumental point of view,
science in tool leads to terminological confusion due to the uncertainty of science concepts and results
in a distance from accurate self-report eventually. Implications from the results of the study are as follows:
review of inclusion of science-specific factors, precaution to clarify the concept of measurement, check
of science specificity factors at the development stage, and efforts to cross the boundaries between
everyday science and school science.

[. N2 AaAZ17] 913k Hoks thHoe® gAskal Qitk(Bae, Lee, &
Ham, 2015; Choi, et al., 2015; Ferrando & Chico, 2001; Joo, et al.,

T So] 2o A& s} Qlat Ak Ao|A 2 Lxke] 2R 2001; Reise & Flannery, 1996; Paulhus, 1984). AM, 7| E314] A}
TPeAe SRR BB 5 Gl A WHEe] dde] te x]SR ATh el Hol] gz B8] Selelu SAS el
2] H71= gjH5ka thLee & Moon, 2015; Kim ef al., 2015; Yoo, UER=A19] o2 B7He] o] gt £AI= e S a5
Lee, & Kim, 2012). Q1Ad7} 24, 252 24, g Hrle} ke Hy)A] 7% HOH S I FAG SEA] Aeols 54 At
3 Wohel B2 v, whE, Za2 e o] Soz Ay wwe =0 qlof Ae W et of & of Al ME= Sl ni et
o@}dﬁ% ZI%XH AAA 52 & ofe} ol B A = Sl(Rust & G°1°mb°k7 2014)0] Zl of:2e] Sjmjol} FLH o]

09 7| o} SRS0] A7 H A ArloA] A& Hge T2 Hgo|lBgE R
e 2242 ofsfslor 24o] 7Rsslk. A ek ] Hig

o2 Hrslth ol HrloA g AR EE=
Wo 3 HE5 A JI1e] Bod BYE e ohE oo
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Z A rrl $-8(Kim & Lee, 2006; Hough ef al., 1990)3}4|5F 2o Wofshs 8 eAE Yele A9 A0l 2 AvE 2k
Ao} A WSS AARITH: HollA] ol A S} Qlck B8] T ATk

Aol AAY AFE WS, IS P B S 52 Reise & Flannery(1996):= A7 5.314] 4e] HAtelA] EA o=
70| Bl AlEEof| HERS u]x|= BAIR olalEch uheha 5ol HESAL AR GAfollA FAIg Hkgo] LEhhs %le whe

A7) R4 AL} AE 22 223} oA} AHo] o]2ojA | we A=, FA U, EA) EXK(traitedness variation) &2 F 23T}, Hui
st Alefsh Als) Tokat g4 ofsk So] HopolMi ojejst wAle & Triandis(1985) oleie v WA whgel APHE B A,
Hhg- 9], Sek whgo MRk olSel T AT A}
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A e BT S WIS Sl AEE nos
Uk ol2Rt A wAlE BBl F35) - 7 ERke =N 3
e S
AR S sl o5 AR S| A E AL o‘ﬂ(Ferrando &
Chico, 2001; Zickar & Drasgow, 1996). A5t 2}7] Hilof g}

B AR el wele oo HOR A% oo,
Cronbach(1946)+= -2 Wj-gol2ke of2 Alglolu) 2o At
A e S5 dhe AEE B /\ﬂ_(response set) 2 o5l
273 PRUEI gl Ak e ok 4ol ke ok
A= Aol FEc) H-3- 9 2H(response bias)S EA5} e =
543t 19 glo] ThE 7ol ofel Setetei Aol Aot
A7) Bas deisis A2 744 olcCronbach, 1946; Hui &
Triandis, 1985; Schuluf ef al., 2008). Messick(1991)2 WS- of=-&
2ol Aiglo] A 54 wol Ueks 4hg: b response
style) 2t AR Aol A LAIA "sl 20lolut 5714 291w
‘Mok HES A E(response se) 2 BRIk o] % 712 B Ao

ofsb, Sholl QI HIHFE HRS-S uES 9§ W] W] ol
XH}A@L_ Qlek WES AEL S UAISHe Al wet gt
L @Yo|uR PAE dlof & AN 714 Fa A obPeA
HRSSHE T M8, of Wl 7] el BAL TS el
SH HES 52 HES M=o SiIck HhS QRS AHele] HAF A
oAl vl QP Ael Ajele] Sole] 5 AGAT A W
SIh Sreh whg- HRISHe B4 Halo] ofef shgih 71 chiEd

=
Hhg ojmo) Apelis Abeld uherE ol

AFE1A RS ANl Zek hgo] AlEHoR QA
Ak el P e Eelgto ) g YA
2 HARBE o]t Crowne & Marlow, 1960; Stricker, 1963;
Zerbe & Paulhus, 1987; Paulhus, 2002). | @A= A AHA&
wislyuct AEE, A Qo] ReaM Ba) Suetee
ARAE molnR FA Aele] Aokt 541 siofo] ojRizys}
Ul AN SAsTel A A 2 iy el el
=715 g, 4514 v do] Wegel W ok ik, Aal
0439] ook ol B, 4k (b AHolL} ¢1aHd 3 2
SubslA s 2aE == 4= It Crowne & Marlow, 1960,
Cronbach, 1946). < 50 A2 AAL Alg] AARY Alg Hof AddE
3 RG-S 13 <1 A W7E 5 A ATfe] shEEe] 2 Hopd
A9z B o g uke o8 Mgl A|levf S| 3w
9J= 0]5ti(Son, Cha, Kim, 2007; Au, 2007). A2J2 EAIS
A|Raa) A BRE A Sgeke Tk} el oo %

o SHEO) HhS oA 4 Gl ole] 29lS-AlslA ul]
e T WhE AT RES A|Eo] tigt BlsA] aizke] Hagh
A& ok

%hH, Scheuneman(1984)-- Aol A Hke] 1912 HAISH= o]
B4 S5 lehaA et 4 eafo] A Ayt g SR
ZH g 2ES AQRITE A 2y} 32 Eaeluh AR AR
EAdolut Aot ally} wjgdR}t 54 aQles o]fojXitk o= Chung
& Shin(2017)0] TFa}t T Ao B4 7oA wast s
= b Wig % Tk g A Qlsat S e

Q1A]81= 1|37} HIS-S Scheuneman(1984)0] xPH @102 A8k
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B 9 AR A alat B QlaL, 2 Sukga g E3she
RS- fEe mExF Hde] EA Q9lo dfideitt Scheuneman
(1984) e0] A3t A= Egfolut A ARl Qlof =F-wdt
vy, B5gt 2K, 5 g0l T BT S el wiet Apd
A g Ad oF 52 AHIct =1E o] R AdE) vt
el mod o, thefst AEn AAS Ad SES 4

AAL QlollA] mhgshctar AztEle RS wEela e gk
uRg-o AAeict. ulst “§}9} TS TR Y Adoletd

a9

PR moﬂ oS T A iz} sol st

A7 A2 ZARAeIA e AlE ek BRI S
a3} el gel Jﬂﬂowi ufe] 24 o], st wajolA
SolalA] ek BAISS 35t 2874 BN wralof & ol
o 22 B} JurﬁllOﬂHE s} st AR geld o
HAF =75 TSk Al=rh 2ds] 3YEaL Qlnk Chung &
Shin(016)2] 3} 5 %7} 5 QT A B7E sl
A EAK 4% B ohizt o] 2 el Fele) A8ske A A
7 2RI A4S B 5] Bet v JeiA ga w7
Ak 21gelN 2geke FR40] B2kEol wet teket $4
W A al B A7k st B Qua e
EFAS AFeHs WoR a0l B4 B 1 WA B4
23] 9] A= AREFUTH(Shin, Ha, Lee, 2016; Shin, Ha, Lee, 2014;
Shin et al., 2017; Chun et al., 2015). &3} HI$- 0|20 @&
Aok A9 el Bebr A AEY e /)5S Fekn
(Shin, Ha, Lee, 2016; Shin, Ha, Lee, 2014), 7|&EA12} Atk 71 2jo|
24 9 A B4R Bl A-H{(Kim & Kim, 2016)% S13it
Shin, Ha, & Lee(2014)= 13} ¥ A 2J4 Jo HARRA] “gFol
Ot Bl A E S AESIeA, ek e} ) Rasch w3
o Mggh Ay B 715 Bl ok FA B st
Bl =5 &R (Messick, 1995)3}7] €]t HWoto)n, 12 WAl A
= 58l 4 B9 T4 Hee AAls e Jot o) wshel
oA Fo A el T2 A7) HILA0] 2AE FEZF ARG
Ao Hlsl S84 Fowert FAIEHA 2 A 7S B85t
= 497 FHIOM, A1 A4 o] AU el tg
WA TS Ao] el etk

st B WS die 1AL B, A1, g9 5e) 58 4
ohArel Tek Tt TS sPlEe] Ui WS thEtk SIS
© s srsel ABE B9l el ol Ae] P B, Als
2 st Thste] 4T WAl e U] ofsiE tstsia
oIk ol5o] Ayl Tt Tl QlX|A] - HolH QIAlS ZA] I,
A Es TEhE FAOR T TRl Ujeke o AAshEA
ol Wbgahz MY QUALS ATk B Aol T} T
Mot Qe 2gstelet o shle] A4 et £, ol dhat
Q4] o] ¢glo] Hlo] LEfh Whe-g Tfsk Solx] uker o 1ok
o}, shio] Lhel Tt Bold] uhe-e 24 7olu Rk A9
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GOV EA T Yo A9 oAb AGHUA HBA 4F |1, BT 4
< ujd 4 gick et 9 W} il oiigt E AE, Bul, Ha
QA 5& B AR ¥R uf SIS0l A W3} AT} AHE 1. 24 oy
urgol Wt 52712 AR ojy) sio] A et S o}
oo} Zah= Zlo] T3} T A =70] Fag Aotk o A AL ATE 2a wA0] QlBA T TE sk
ek yskat # ofuet 54t ol gestolu Akl 22 1, 2814 1A 649 0|CHTable 1). 0|58 Tka} Tl A o)z EAT}
S galom Sghe M= A el U SRR - g) 2o et Aake WAL AA AT 210, 34 5 %
gl Eo]7 Rlgo] B3] HAF B9 Bl JEE vlH AL 4470 ZALS} THESH g o s wuke| ojgic). aAite] Fojat &)
2 AR s ekt ey et B A7 EArd] kol wkgst NEL TE 5o 34 tarrel 18hd 328wk Al w8 1o
el 7k shgo] A W3k B o] 95le Baol 2otes =y mer we wpo] WSl Eeis 2514 321 Holch 5] 2504
BHolf PRl A o Wb, A7) Hae] WA Adlehs  spge om - s mbgut Aol - ot abg o A o] dely|
Hkgo] ehdthd, S7gstels tidel 54 uheol yehhs 219l WA Thsto] et E7A B} RS B oha} o]sof sl
A oIS st ) e & RAZE A5k OS B EEA gia shmo) 4 A7k ) Aol} e meiuis Melolck weby
T2jo] et H HOH 54E St sh7] dheel A o= Az o2 A2 3L Aelst shSo] Jhste] tiat ¢l4] zpo|ot
TSR @Ak a4l o= 9lok shllo] Uiwsket Zket S0l vhe 4o ojat ukos mael 2 9t
of ofdl WeFor Agsh=A 1 e AuEoof Firk o224 ZAF A ASE A Hgke] Zojst BAEL. Adl Ble] ARrE
578 GOel B SAR NS SASAS B ST B aiogn, oa A7 aasie wg Al wg)] A4skA Felal]
gestal BhgstA AdE 4= s S i da Weke 5S4 Sasl= 103 9] sHIS AR AAL T ek 2ol sHA 34T
- WA A 4} 203} <sfol3h <3jot 3H5-] o1 WS, Aol Bl
= Shols Sl e 8ol 89 AAel S W AT sopx wg AT, 1 whe) 5 FUHOR RN AR
Sol4 Hkgor o33 At 27| Hilol| Yk WA E= Al o}, A oIt 6491 0] SHAIS-C AR} o] W Bl HHE A
S TSR 2k ofel S TBRRE A7) BavS) SIUkS SESE o) oy waale) Bolrg AT, We Wolt W el
ohs Tl HiE gt ST Hheom B OFRs 24 snjol el et W] waak Folig AU Wi o
Q47 MU= o2 7P ke 2 T AWE YEY HeE g sl oj2e mE slmom xalgi
olfgieh. Ago] Qi QXA A =70 uls) ol Qoo st
9GS BRI ofiths ZuelA, S5t Ty 2 0 oi7 a4z}
wge e @A Uehteleke e 27 BatelA] dofud wke
0@ 75 4 9tk olfat ARISRE SAstel T0A o] Sl 20174 119052E] 20181 290714] 2-sgelol o], 2]
ot ik AP sl S SN AEE VOIS et ot 3 4 o
G k= R Il 8 RS AFL 53 yap e srey yaims gk 1, 250 s T33el AR
o1 yigo] ofgt 27k shiEe] AU AT SRS BN W g evmiog ool S AT 5 214 Kole) 1ol A g
AEIRIERE Mokl Thot it % ST ANIS AN 1% Lino) soel wors St a9l RS SAIh A AA]
IR = el At e al7] 2 10%9] SIS AReR AXIT AP WRtelAE AL 2
SV, et 3 O 9 Bkl srel A AR HIT gy gt maae) Q1412 Aol stoliz) 91} S 4] o]
W, 89, ok o] Aot SA0] BA meh ARAEe UEY g1 a2 mig0 o)ob]slEE SITH(Abd-El-Khalick ef dl,
= B 5ol Wk ARl ofufdt e vEherl 2015; Fives et al., 2014; Osborne, Simon, & Tytler, 2009). SHJE0]
=, wfeh Sl Nhge] ool BT A7 IR WAL D oop 151 yhgo Arje) wgEle] 5 - metElgin), 2lAE 44
Fe Al Al ofugl F9Tt Qlow, olemiE =EE o) oA 57 HEE ulte] 271 Uhe-S ol EE HEE 2Aa},
s AR Aol QS TS AR 2292 F7Hiet F 9ol
HOIA - Al B4 52 doprl FAS ANT T, A4 A2
TR 3] W golAs ATk Wek Fof sHye] Mol
Table 1. Research participants
AT IR +(8) A
13hd 2EPARIE - A12) ) 25PA(RIS - Bt 944
4 o A 4 A g o A 4 o A
Aoz EA & HAF 113 115 328 57 121 178 158 85 243 328 321 649
AA A 5 5 10
e} - 26 18 34
AL & 4 3 7 4 4 17 6 23
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e ge) BolE <utel-2 <3} 18>0 2 B uf A
Aol7k AAL Hol7} Gk A9, ABIA] HiFAAe] AL v
79, SR WhgoILk B0 uhgo] SR A9, A B QA o]
Fgotct =t S99 39 58 FH0R Telt g
HE AR A wRe] 49

% ol
Hat W AR 212 ﬁlﬂ%iﬂk 649 g9 Ar P ﬁﬂr X}iﬂ‘r 3“?3
F|= o] o] A}E= PASW Statistics 18.0 ZZ130] oJa] 7|4
Aok Ak 2o Bl At E4S, 4789 HE A I ol
Y 719 e -‘?—Er 2EoiM A S S A A=

3l ARt A7) Hare] @2 vA= et

Table 2= AollA BATH 4] Almel A4 AFao] We-& e
gt 21014l Table 32 HAPIA AREEE 23S 741 B2 ARt Ao
ok A ApEEL= PISA 20069 B 3 26232 o884 HoH
54& 24k 59 °l s % T <dsbolgts §ols <ust 7
%>° thAsiA gof &

o] ‘fshe. A3 0012 Zolth ek w3 e} e
*}ﬁloﬂ frefet Zloltk 2 WA Bk bkl ol & w3

=

A= ARelA] v %*Zﬂ‘*é &2 = E"‘Oﬂ/\i *é?_e qwo

2 Epg3l3t SDS-17(Stober, 2001)S 3-0l0] EF5}13t SDS-9(Bae,
Lee, Ham, 2015)2 &30, 2 AAlA AlF == .692CHTable
2, Table 3). AFSH Hlkal4) Eae] ol e molz o] B
71 dEolA bt B2 el s A P al SHshe
SIS ARRloll A F& QMO Holal 412 A} Zsittal west
1, AP SR SR ) dhepdeh ol AR W 3
Syl oS Meal o] ST 0 5 HEE IS A
s Augor Ao A3

?_i}?é JHE— 20173 15719 s AAHe s S4Th
T J;‘71*“ ket T2 Wi

£ A1) 3 SEE APaEt], el -
23} 114 @yg.gg z‘;_} G194 ] ot =591, s, AafstI, x|Lat
ot & T o ou R o350 T4 T S riTable 2).
ol Q- AF] T SEE o] AEE 2 TS A7t
St o QIAFAL o5 IAZ HAkl ARtk Hkesol Wkt

Table 4= 3HS0] Bata} welst Rojz] B4 A} apA o)A
L7z ofee A, el skl wstol| High A2, Hkgol| HiRt 7H° 1
P = e eSS FET Aotk AR gl
HALIA ARGRE Fel) Te} ThEof tigh ke HEA o= E—E#%
AL, AR Aol A= A 1:-—?‘9} MQNA EXoll 285 950 i
k. l—‘railoi TR U2 AR - 1910] 1AL Rkt U8
& ST HE § ﬁ«IOHH PgolL, dde W 13 s
}20 o] 2~32} o= =ﬁ°1*1 *04 Witttk 24 die 244

3 ol e ek ws AEE 5910 HES 2900 2A
:“RI‘:} 12} Foglofrt= 12} T§§7]' EFFSAl W= A=Al Hlal
W, AEAZE AR} AFAE oA T2 Ao W ojFE

_ﬁ

==

o
il
5

” 4>
o
c

rll

o,

rﬂ r&

24 o k2
- o)A g AAF 26E5HPISA 2006 B & ¥HF)(Lee, Sohn, & No, 2007)
- AFS)A ulbAA] 9F3HSDS-9)(Bae, Lee, & Ham, 2015)
Aol oo} A 2 A1 vkAL, - Gl WA 6RAHPISA 2006 B Fa 5 <web-g <ait 0w A
7t 4 5 - B A B B 914 25
en - 7% B, AR Aol Al B4 9 Ra Age 2
AR - PASW Statistics 18.0, WINSTEPS 3.58.1(Linacre, 2005)
- 6aowo] st ThEast B2 1, sist], Awustl, A paetDe) 18] A
sto A - 1ohde 315k 201 QLHEE A7, 200 Aelskge (e L, oot], Al
At A= 28
- B2} A (TS B4
SR A R 109, A S A e, & 449w A
A 28 sHA) W - AP A e éﬁi AAF =3 =4

- A AR A 3

- 27 o2 Ay st g B

= EH/\]-;(]- AR

-85l /\1 i el

* APA WA Stober(2001)2] SDS-172 WA Alal® Zggi oL}, B3l 7] wrh= oA wet SDS-9e2 A

Table 3. Contents of questionnaire

3% s 3ol

Tt B ol g B4 wst 3Bel ek Aot A, SARA BN, Tetel AU, A, =A 57 elAE 53

8ol 55 9X £ w2 <yt HE-0z W, W} ) £Y F 62 W3 27 E 5%

ALEIA BREE4(SDS-9)” 49w, 99 s 27 E 5%
7Iet ) 5 A Aol Heels dt 9 et 7 AEg

* 7} 31019] A% (Cronbach a)+= .856~.942 o 9JL.
** Cronbach a= .692
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Table 4. Contents of questions for semi-structured interview

4 AE WE
B 0 AL B 49 Yol 98 ¥ §S = 13 hed HAS 49 Yol W]
M 2 wgel T} GO W, AN BT ol off 9 QU BE, AN THE B Ak AR Halo] 7phe BB
AR go] QA EEek a3 A olf, Uk AZSH: Tl st

sfsk} U7k Azke sste) wloje 35, st Wkt Uk Al
.]

W sfefol gt Lt A weto] EhkE PEElE Solst v, AEdM ofele A 5
wo o SO A B3 AAE yjo] A wolt SO SX3 v ofR, $Hap) Wel] ool Bt s,
TOIT et vigwnt 945 B W & B 2 ol A4S S W Sl AN A 5
gol TH QX 74} SelA <sebut <ufel 38> gol BAI QU4 o, HE A AAE YA off
g e <A < skl et Aol Q1AL W7t AZielk Ak sk sstal v Az el Aoleh A, et Aol
Ae ® Heel A% Tk 54 T bl He Be 24 o
Hek N N = N = =
A Apalo) wist Qe 27 LAl Ameh weh Q) ol AFe] St uj Lxgel ojg Az SHsH gl olele:
Aed B4 Eaolt e, SAat venth A4S o W & B 1 olg, A5 AL WA Fi AN 49, A=

A ol A AAEl= i SHse AFY 5

R

Sk 22 gofglollA= 74, ofe

E Table 62 SHS0] RgolA] e W, al9) e, e A2
QA AEslaL ot Bold aag o -

A0 FAjol el el Balol that Azt AL el
Aolth. 53] o] AdEe] AAPE SAstels Tololt Bl
21 glo] Akl Rk T 4 Qlis ARl FEk AR e
AR NES ol 2% 3709 Wa-wete] B4, fele] et

O ok

A9, AR = & 3t Fo] velith o5 Al Wi A7 wst
PSSO olrlal R4S Eaf ASt Wk WHslshEA Azt A S, skEAt S, HAF Bt S Atk 7HQ1e] 1ksh
T}sto] gt Auict EE5 AL A5 7k} o]st shye) ke AE AL AR LA, 52 eakE el WS =
AT} e sk w Hold EAJS ZAS o) A} wpet Als (response bias)¥, AL teh < F4o}2- Scheuneman(1984) 9] X
2gstu] st Bold whS ekl 5= olrk shS0) et Bojy 7 29l 912 F A4 me) Agh B glo} mald
URS-S Sob] Sla) Bek wel HoH SAu Held 54 5
AL oFA ApEe} AL AT SPYS Wust WA RS Se) 1. SPYEe| Rt 27| Haof g2 ok 2ol £
Table 5= AAF A AAIEE ¥4 Ala W Zolz} 1053} AAF =
AAIRE Y FodA} 347 & 5 44T te] HgolA AR 172719 et e GoH Bt Sl Ad et £ =77t
st Aol A =&3t VY 25S #FslRt 5 AR Aol S8l I Fdshe A7t di-RelARE T2 s ekt
LT A2 297001 olF 7719 SH HFE, v 3709] RiFR A7) Bzt EeHeiAl= Al WA E AT o= Heke) B

Sk R ek Al LI S FEE 9l Aokt et

A% A 5 .
24 g — e 52 Mg 4 a9l WE 4 HE 4
A A AL = %l
sl Eolzd 94 58 114 172 29 7 3
Table 6. Categories and concepts derived from student interviews
BF a9l W 7
wehe B T TR 2N S e, AH(AA] JA)EA Q] Bl oA whst
e Aol FARS The sk 3t kel A, B W FAl wst A AL i
5lo] Ex 5 5 5 5 5 2
aete} 54 Astel Eam wa A, skt 7)) oA, skl YA B4, Tste] Al R A, Tt ey,
e e 3pste] el aste] A, Bste] w, Ffshel ujgh - ofwx S, Bstol ot
Z Q14
3t 571 Az Ao 9 A e Teh B gl et
. . . oA o .
Auk Q1A Fo], ol E vs AAE, EF W= digt A A
Bt ghof gt A4 Qg wey
Heh e g =9 54 o Y ReEeld st o), S d Y AR Be

‘_/‘\_ = = = = = =

HAP Tk & e Bot o] B 24 oA R QAL 3 T R 8ol 25, 3 i QA 54 dEeld 2%
b ) i O 7]%/%]
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Table 7. Students’ perception toward science

39l WF A

e AR

oY,

B0z Tt

AL (RS EERE 2 g I o, ofdle 2R 2l 7 Al wrpal el e
A&7t 24 3asiA :ﬂh Y7tk
et Azl e, gk (3

2 972 2F 9e ol 1A AF e A2 14
H s El-q. Zof o 7}7@:}2.

ik AN
TR AR - AR o8 1 gl Uollit A2 B2 /1EsiLt ohE 4] 2 A% Ankslelt 7 Hapol
= uE st ofdzta?
AR Bk BRpEe] Mol Wk Al el A ohlwl 1 A S8l oful Al WS

Ao mAel Tst

BHEAY T3 43 sk AR Azigela.

SERL s AR 2 o]FA| TRl Sl BE A o] HIUE, ofd ¥ EAfsh: AV o Hstolgt
Azlo] ool T 7 AS NS Rl 2 A Yaloleku A2 .

AR (8R2) o] thagota. U
l.—_y.“ }\g71—'5].._ A EHE]-‘"'I L]-;g?j_l 2 Q)T

& FAolARE, B A Aol I7HEel S& gl off Aol

9w 34 FAS W 978 sk 4, @
A=

A& 7k 74] 2_9_6} 7.]70—0}3

st A4 AAe] WA A As)t staolA] e
ISEuS oA

210

)

= S = W

= 47}117P od 1
E O

=0l 2=l EC’W Heoleke 2 55
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Chung & Shin

Table 8. Students’ negative or intermediate response to the ‘general value of science’ items with high affective achievement

A2 HF e SIEN320) 3 ¥4 - 57 38 oM %)

131 149 159 16¥

W Sa} A AAE T 71se) wae A4 Anta oz Hstt 7))

A e T oapele] st wpde] wgol wlp Tt AT RAR AN, g o Uerop ojefo) wink
35(10.9) 29(9.1) 38(11.9) 67(20.9) 51(15.9)

Table 9. Item fit analysis

on ‘general value of science’ by Rasch model

v 285 B ZAA(EHE) o} g JHE= gold =4 dwAsT
12 4.0 -0.92 0.06 1.23 1.26 0.55
13 4.0 -0.74 0.06 1.17 1.16 0.58
14 4.1 -1.20 0.06 1.26 1.24 0.53
15 39 -0.82 0.06 1.46 1.76 0.48
16 4.0 -1.25 0.06 1.47 1.75 0.46

* AgtEeh oARIEE 108 71202 4149 glo] 05~1.50]9 A3et $REOR 7HSHLinacre, 2005)
o] Bak daoh WeA £ ARG 2o WaE A4ek S48 S E(Seol, Kim, & Lee, 2006)
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9% Bl St SPIEe] uho] e kg o]® wao] Auht AR AgIP|w ek ojefat spue] EHOR Qls) PAF At
SojghoAS Tyeks Ba AREg Heidt Zolck 158 169 5] SHelA, 1A B4 SuellA] WS ofto] ek AlE
ARG} 242} 176, 1752 SPS5] Whgol m@e] 7ol el HAOE EEhA Table 100] Feldich. 7} B uhg A=,
U 2S & o ek & WA SEo|u EAo) vlRo] Zehert  3bet AEn AAke] Aexkg 9 st ol gk 9142 WS- R4
ol Baololle M EAgH o R 93-S AN Bk Qlo Fg of sfgatct.
wago] 25t she WA S AR Zgeka gl o
o A7 4 Ak 7. Tt 7]
2. SHYEO| HelSt 27| Huof| gk oR|E= 7HQle| Bt 7 TS A3} Zjod sl 712 2y SIS JEx]| oke
sy st B Aold Brlo) & of T4 WS Bk olE
apySo] Wet e} ol o) sk B4 ek 9 & wet e Aol e Bilo] AhHoE B RS AU

Table 10. Some cases of students’ responses with ‘personal science experience’
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Table 11. Distribution of students in career course by level of instrumental motivation score in science

et 57] W] S %)

skt %7 Z-35} %57 ATk} 57
131 (n=228) 90(32.8) 35(34.7) 103(37.6)
Q1 « A}3|(n=178) 118(43.1) 26(25.7) 34(12.4)
24 - 5 n=243) 66(24.1) 40(39.6) 137(50.0)
A (N=649) 274(100.0) 101(100.0) 274(100.0)

Table 12. Group differences of affective - cognitive achievement and psychological scale according to level of instrumental

motivation score in science

sfet 571 Alse] AoJH, XA ek A A%

o113t 57 -3t 57) -3} 57 i
zo} Ay 2.7 3.1 3.7 115.403"™
[l 4 A% 28 32 3.8 148.343*:*
Aqutzl 74%) 37 3.8 43 53.723
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Alg|d 24 A2 wprR A 3.5 3.6 3.7 9.525™

wxp< 01, F*4p<, 001

371



Chung & Shin

ZAfell 8 o AQle] T AW ORI eabEs At o]
3k A2 Whgol 2] chaw, SPA Afolat Uuk Q14Y Aol
S5 51 54 T5o) e Alsto] Al e 71w

7

f
I
H
ot
i)
N
i)
b
©
i)
X
ox
filo
" <]
>
Ol

FfF
o
o=
i
1o
o,
]
9,
N

52 AZ|gicTable 10).
PSS Ao tOR sk B3 T o A4lo] olde]
o ; 28] Bae] Falolut wekolA 2]

Ae Tk AU Sl
Bego] e A, v Haol et mu AgEr}
etk vreq) S ol “oRk B Az S8 AeAL,

“HiE A AZPe vepdickar Dk w2y A ARk =
of sh= ol A7t woRIAY AlRte] 28 Aele dd=
KA HHg 0 75N B A7) S AR Ty
L of2ich Markus(1977)= 74 @A G495 2] dhat o1z
A QHB}E A7) w4 (selfschema) © 2 elgck 4] EA0] Qi
P2 ARl gt RS wE=A Aelsbal, 27| EAl Hotehs
Mz A= W=7 Aok vhy, Red A9 A =
(Sweeney & Moreland, 1980). webA] HE-S o3l o & Ha)
of -SHdk= AR A7| A1 AAJEHA] o] wiZo]] QIA]A o]
& W ofUe} A Aso] WAskL, ol Rk ARt A|de® UE
UtiHolden & Hibbs, 1995; Holden et al., 1992; McDaniel & Timm,
1990; Markus, 1977; Munsterberg, 1908). &&}o]| AX o2 23 oj
ARto] B e ARl AFs 9 ARTo] B 9SEAL Zlol7}
oh= ARkEl AvlKluger, Reilly, & Rusell, 1991; George & Skinner,
1990; Hsu, Santelli, & Hsu, 1989)= H =Xt thA| 2 f=a} Hk-3-
Ato] A2 AgRte] okl Jlom, & Welkes 2Eshs W
5t A2 AP e]= ZA|thBruntti et al., 1998; Holden & Kroner,
1992). Vasilopoulos, Reilly, & Leaman(2000)>- QWA} ]S al= 7
$ AR AHESL 2L o) Aglo] o Hol Al WSS Sz
wlebq hle] et A8 WakElol A7) PeAke] okt Bekehe
Bake 9 ke Bt Uk AFo] A% tehdomn
A sl a2 412 a”lo] A1) ek

T QYL “ofolek olul A7} Zelrl ek Ae Tt
sgroe AT RIS TisteR Azl WS R Fic. o] o}
Ao oje] Tat ABe FHOR YRE T 4] EAE A
on, olefet Zule] EAIS0] th TR MRG0 el 29
3 A7) AL 71 SIS AL Theke] EA Aol 2o o
Kol g Aol whg ik ofn) Halo] el Ba 7w
2] o] ofEl Ao} At oliavol et vl wapo] Heb
4 olrk oMol Bl wah el Aol w54 3igo
AN Aol SIS she A9 o] BE BB
= oAl uhgshs A9AT) ol ek

g S-S0l A ek} 4ol theh Q141 Tstol| tigt HA|

>

il

o ¢

ok e Al Ul 28] s | R “ero = 491 A dal

372

E efof shuzpeby] Az e g9l Bl mE Fajo]
ok ofu) 28 2 TS A4S B 4 gl 2O AARke.
24 FHOR Ly Azl o)A g
3. SE0| et 27| BTl S DRl T ET 4 B3t
AAL B Sl T8k Bold wkg-e B o] EAfek Fet
ool o) Bustgal O Qg go] E5S theth T Bl
HolA o] Wk mre Ada Ade
o] ez AT Wt BT AAKe) Swg 13K
ek} B AN AL Bl ghe uhe-g ofZofujop
Btk B8 TSR A o], o] wiete] Weksix) Hoi]
U 2P 9hge feEshAL afsld whg 3 o7t ek At
o A7) Bag wa 4 glor, 1 Aukg o] g s 4
RIck 53] Sl 7917 Tl Qs 24 o] mEsta
wjefo] thojslo s gk T3A W] ofulS EAE 4 gl
e}, 2 Q7o) AFETE PISA 20069] st Tl Hold B4 wa
o4 Zgohs F4 e Tt S wpst mho] et Kot A,
kA 7}, ol 74K, w7 71T sPsel olop|a
she Qo] e, st wpl(fet whRyo] EEE|E St of]
o Helgl Wk 32 % st gAIEE Sk & Aol
o Tl Tt sk AR Eae] uelolx tejdoe sl
ek webd shido] mrol ABAHgSHs Sl shio] A
Asket kst Bol4o] uioiEl| s, ofefat EAdo] A7]m
st el Aol wrte] Heel Qe 1= ek
Table 13:& SH50] A\ T} So|2] A7} el o} wkgs)
v e e Ao ol wEsi de A sos
ol 57he] e “aat Pl o) BHEP T Tfet go] B
o] 3hg) W ik ek Bl o) BEshe 24 o i
Q1 Fsk, st whEo] shiol] Thapshl QAIEAL Eako) gl
ches) QUAjEke A9tk 1 Auke st golo] E5o] Lehhu),
A P A AR A9, BESHe A4S, 54 sy
Bk 4950 2t el st
spSo] 2 TEsA] EairIh £uA) ) QIAIshaL vk she
208 24 AL Hsk st BEoltk QEst 4ho] Eow
Belg 32 5 Bajo] At AjAle] Al%o] ue i BEe dig)
L, olxlal Baje] wieold QAEh: THES Audos s
A WRERIT 1 Avke Bl o2 ol el g whgoe
Upeha 4 Qlit, ol Tek wl Aol BAS Sgetel st
B A 2aF ApAo] ot ke Ak Uehd 4 ik Table
14 ZAJolA TP olut i} 3 o] gojrt kg 1 FolS W
2o SHeleA] AR A, S Bste] 24 AA) A
AP JABATL, FA] AoIHE Ak A S
(55.5%)°] Tohe A% TEo 2 fAsIAG Fajuict The TEg
QAL AT, £ AR Sl Tste] Yid 114 A7)
TS A QAN FH O SRR Zlolet olAelAe, SIS
Ao ME, A, T, Ao B B 52 wge wheal]
Sk

0 o

)
ox Mt o
o

ot

022 o

X
E‘{O N\

3}3k

o

= =N

o rlo

ROHT
i

1

4

=

Kt ro w



Exploring the Factors Influencing on the Accuracy of Self-Reported responses in Affective Assessment of Science

Table 13. Cases of students’ responses with ‘science in test tool’
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Table 14. Distribution of students related to specific science area or subjects in science-related affective test

AARIA AR TH8E 39 S SP %) (N-649)

T 2] sfst Aywret X afst st gt ohg A
ka3 37(5.7) 29(4.5) 70(10.8) 82(12.6) 289(44.5) 142(21.9) 649(100.0)
)8} Tp= 37(5.7) 24(3.7) 84(12.9) 87(13.4) 273(42.1) 144(22.2) 649(100.0)
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Table 15. Group differences by specific science area related to groups in affective achievement

AR sk Tt el ntel geld ool 44l

T =9 sfsh Ay gkt At el i 3ttt o F
(n=37) (n=29) (n=70) (n=82) (n=289) (n=142)
2o} Ay 3.6 33 3.1 3.0 32 3.1 2.938°
=A% 3.7 33 32 3.1 33 33 2.542°
kA 717 4.0 4.0 3.9 3.8 4.0 4.0 0.627
AolA 71 37 34 33 3.2 34 33 2.592°
37 Z7) 3.8 3.5 33 3.0 3.4 32 5.078""

*p<.05, ***p<001

Table 16. Inter-item consistency by subconstructs in specific science area related to groups

HAF Bk ol ¥ & A3bA Al % (Cronbach «)

Y A Aol 7 =A% Ak A Aeld 74 =74 57] A
(653 (553 (553 (553 (553 (2653
AE d(n=218) 939 933 891 873 946 966
18K n=289) 939 .920 .839 859 .949 953
Fhutch tE(n=142) .881 .889 838 816 916 929
ZA|(N=649) 930 919 .861 .856 942 955
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Figure 1. Science-specific factors that interfere with
accurate self-report
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