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() IERE[EESS —fEslE G « hERE T
FRMESE —PEEREE - EEAE
T (o e 25 — Pl - AR 1y > &RIE
057 » FIRECFIE R HEHAR - LB E
et 224 RESREN KRB SE T
bt -

N EERER - FEE [ EE T ]
FERY 2 B S o BRET A 22 AR K R
g

(DR A2 - FEm _EEE—IEME
Py )25 RELPH R B2 A [ FE A 28SRGS - 5T
SR e KA -

(O ERER3 B E A =S & EE P40
JERY 2R ERES » BRET A 22 AR K B
e

AT [l A B\ (EE T4 & 0 REHIER

HHERAE AT RERYRIE - G 4FsT H2k B Blgy

HEHA -

fi~ EREEEDHT

(M)A ENME DT
HOEEBLEFaRiE 2 Ui K —2

4 B TCEDUHIE - P & 2 ERHEST

ERSLRES - DIFISET 3T o FrH&ET A8

& PACronbach’s o iz a2 TCEDIG-E

I B — S0 S - W T B B

>

(P) ~ $ 7 FE H5%(D) A TCEDIG RE & RE IE 1
O3 > DA U LB (Ebel & Frisbie,
1991) -

1. sV EE 5 8 (Difficult Indices, P) > P = (Ry
+ R)/(ny + ny) 3 RyRE BT Z A
B ngREm ot NB ) ReR(EREHE
REZ NH s n R NEL s PEAIRER
AEAE S BT 20 817 HEE
J‘g o

2.5 REHE R 5 ¥ (Discrimination indices, D) »
D= Ry — RN > NREANE > D < 1985
SEgERIRESAEE 20 <D < .29 YA 5 30 <
D < 39@E4F ; 40 <DEIFEER -

(O R BB IR A BT D AR aT
Excel&ta L 824 rlREHY B AL - I
et otrE4ny ) (Est s -

A
B ek 5 LD - BB 537 (one-way
ANOVAYGE 7 1t 4 TS S 7] -

{f > AR

— AEmE

A5 % A TCEDIIE =i st fE s 117
A HAIHE 2 R M SRR T R =R
4 o H—E - “PEFI=FEEUET N E—EEE
f&Cronbach’s afE 53Rl & .629 ~ .773F0 .872 »
& LB (Crocker & Algina, 1986; Kane, 1986)
FiTHE CH R R B (5 1 2 BRUTEE (criterion-
referenced tests) °

TCEDINR B IERE S W (P) 1 /1R 26
%= 812 IS (M) = 54 fE
72(SD) = .16 - {EFRAFT 2 2 Z BT
ATERE o A RIAH I 2RI AR E
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TCEDIHYEEEEE 7y FCE T - M TCEDIAYEA
TE#E Bl &5 #(Discrimination Indices, D)RI[}
2 202 597 - SPHHIEEAIE R E 37 (SD =
J0)EF| BT - B E e EUEAE - Bk
RAFHYEUEA 28 - H oA 9 sl S 45
HHE AOLLE - ZEFTEHE B 2 aUEEAE(Ebel
& Frisbie, 1991) °

AHA 7 5 2 s Y A 2530 S RS R
& o PN E £ FiHestenes B2 Halloun (1995)
By > DUEIE(FP)FIR & (FN) Y B 4 5k

<4 : TCEDI #4155t

izt n M SD
2R 492
HEIE 17
P .54 .16
<.20
20~ .29
30~.39
40 ~ .49
.50 ~.59
.60 ~ .69
70 ~.79
.80 ~.89
D 37 .10
<.20
20~ .29
30~.39
40 ~ 49
.50 ~.59

—_— W W N R W = O

— 0 N N O

LN A ERTREEE o 35 A T B o]
figg > Rz 5t 8 0 0 e 1E T (o] B K B 2 M
& o FEAMMIAYBTSE B DAFPRIFNAY /NSRS
PR AL B R AT o (i b SRR B
/N 10% > TEARSE FFPRIFNAY H 43 %
SEIE (M) FF £55.60%F14.70% > TRY1FES °
RS RIJBR ] Cataloglu (2002)FfE @ 1E5
SrEFUE L 2 EOIEREMESE R8EH » Ak
HEaEE 0N OERMESE  SHEE
17| a0 W = e P13 W N A i = g
P15 57 B2 55 — %5 [l FE e 2 ) B P o T
R GET s i aE RAG B BB AT IEAE R
(r= 323, n =492, p <.001) > 2 TCEDIZ} &
s Y RS - Pallant (20015 HE B
it 78 1 00H<F AU B PearsonH B (A HUK B
AN > T B4R ET A SR B E B R
i TCEDIFY & s S B S R B - 7
A1 > FEE3 1o BLEE = PSS OIS B
BER > ALREESSREESERSEL 0 Ik
BREEA AR EMEEE L o B
{BERPAE (TR ok B2 -

Grer B orAT > ABHSE#EE 2 TCEDIER
FBEA SRS B(SEN =SR2 E > #
B PR R BB A B SPA  FEE2

—  TCEDIZ ¥R
2 M4 TCEDIIERE I JE E 735 - 113

6 » WP EIR33.33% » SRR
2 [ (both two tiers) YA ERR15.15% » 25

£5 : TCEDICHEIE(FP) » [BE(FNFIX RIS Mis) BV EDEW = 492)

R

I M 8D
1 4 5 7 9 10 11 15 16 17 18 20 21 22 23 24 25

FP 7 4 5 19 15 8 303 02 4 2 4 2 4 2 560 470

FN 7 5 5 3 8 3 6 4 3 5 305 4 3 4 4 470 160

Mis 12 14 12 7 11 8 12 15 14 14 14 11 18 14 13 17 15 13.00 280
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40.00
o
30.007 o o o
o o o
o
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et o
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» 20004 © © o o
@ o o o o o o o o
5 o o 5] o © o 0 © o
o ©d o o o 6 o o
= o © o o o ©
= o o o o o o
o o 6 0 o o o S o
© 0 0 0 O & O o o o
0O 06 0 6 O O O e) o o ©
0 & 0 o o 3] o ©
1000 © o o o o) o o 0 ©
o O o © O © O O O o o O
0O 6 0 0 0O 0O O 6 6 0 0 6 6 © 0 © O ©
0 0 © 6 0 6 O O 0 6 6 &6 O o o
6 & o o & 6 o © o <] o fS)
0o 0 0 o © o © o o o
o © 0O o
o o o o
o (o]
o)
.00
1 ] 1 1 T
.00 5.00 10.00 15.00 20.00

Confidence Levels

B3 : TCEDI P18 (two-tier scores)¥158 = BE{S /54D (confidence levels)BIETH

6 : TCEDICPELEQIEB DN = 492)

0
REIH e EEEI:EEM) B HIERA e HERE (%)
1 43.29 19.11 15.45 50.20 43.90
4 32.11 21.95 10.98 50.00 36.18
5 36.79 18.90 7.31 55.08 3231
7 67.89 23.78 13.20 40.04 43.90
9 50.61 22.15 13.82 38.61 50.81
10 57.72 27.43 15.45 47.97 36.38
11 34.96 14.84 9.35 55.69 37.20
15 23.17 11.18 5.89 61.79 30.08
16 35.37 21.75 11.59 52.44 34.55
17 19.31 8.74 4.67 66.67 27.64
18 11.18 5.08 3.46 67.68 28.46
20 33.13 11.99 7.52 64.22 29.27
21 13.21 5.69 243 64.84 29.47
22 28.25 8.74 4.27 66.06 27.64
23 20.53 10.67 7.11 61.79 31.91
24 24.19 6.10 3.05 69.31 26.42
25 34.96 19.71 13.01 56.91 35.98

R 33.33 15.15 8.74 57.02 34.23
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—P& ~ B T PEFIEE =& (all three tiers) g%
H<8.74% » HE—&E FREUREUE (RLIT 3 ) 1 5]
AT B2 MERA T S /2 — AHkER(Cheung et
al., 2009; Cordero, 2001; Daskolia, Flogaitis, &
Papageorgiou, 20006; Jaber & BouJaoude, 2012;
Niza, 2001; Voska & Heikkinen, 2000) o [t 83
B 55 = [ o] FE TR TE 1Y -39 B 0 234 % HHLL
B REEEN B2 ISR
MU E P EELBEERE  MiEts
FHEAEL M (Arslan et al., 2012; Pallier et al.,
2002; Renner & Renner, 2001)AYHf745 52—
HHY -

(EFROFIR S HE IS - PR =& IERE
[ 5 o SRR 22 FEE I 2 R = RER R
HIEEA 2 (LK) ~ FE#IF T F L# = (LG/LC)
SR R (Mis)FTEL » 1 TCEDI = [&a2Ers
AR AR AT S THS B 5 7y
# o TCEDISZ HIER A= FYREAG MG A 2 P9 H
TEEST.02% » BUR&FA—FLL B ATE
A EER S - RO EIA24EH P
BOR Pt S 2 PRI > H S
e ERAHEREE - BA REHYRIE
R Z 73 5(69.31%) + REIHO LIS V- #ik
RV 8 H B SR B RS
BA BRI FIERGE = 5 73 %(38.61%) - €36
AIHIAIER A & B o RS fEEEE LSy
A > RETE24(26.42%)FIRETEI(50.81%) A 55
B —452R -

K7 KEBLBVEXBHSERAEBDRWN=1492)

= RBBIROT

TCEDISZ A B 224 B G ok FEE & KT
Hor#13%(H32%5) » sl P EIHETREHE L0
W R 2 2R RS E 7 AR 10% - HER15-H
B 10% o {K3E TanS:(2002)FTfe i E R e
R B 2 2 A RS 10%0 » For ik
S HEE LB AT - AT DA EEAE(E
Ryt BRESIERE 2 BFE - ARG
2 TEFTA 2 E 2 1 TE KBRS hA 15
PR R TR R w2 BB A P i -
SRR PR TRV 2R RS E R
B2 M NBURAIFRT - TCEDIZZERSS SR HA
WFE AT ERET Y 1 S 2K B & rp - i s2 M2
EFTHEAR TARERE 2K EREREE R
0% 13 7 [E (A7 =2 M= 39 A 2. 35 26 J&
) - PER TR ok BB E N
% H A OfE 2k LR A 8536.79% > 1
P BN AR AR 8 5 17.28% - 2Rk BN AR
H59.75% » 3 ~ ofE K ERE S A Al S
7.52% ~ 7.93% ~ 5.49%F15.49% » T{ELL 2
PR TR 2R AR BT A RV EL B/ N 3.00% © HH
AT RIE R TALERE SRR AR FE

Az 2R B AR SR P AH R 2 28 R

F EAEALDT - AWIFRAERIFIT %
rh R HH AR SRR AL > ARG

(M EIEFIREBAVER
LR ISR IR B SR (L 22 ST R XA ik

A

2R — ! 2 3 4 5

7 8 9 10 11 12 13

ANE 181 85 48 37 39 27
P(%) 36.79 17.28 975 752 793 549

27
549 244 264 264 122 061 000 0.20

12 13 13 6 3 0 1

i SRR S B 1T -
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SHv
Hl

SRS T A A Y RN B A AR R
SR R A T3 O S AR ST 88 ¥ B2 4 fi
EAE BRAA AR ST B A UL [ 2 TE T it 44 B
J7 BRI A - PR A A K AR - b
— YR LS R B FOR G S

2BV THRET &N AR Y E B FE Y 2 AR 0L
B SE - BEUEYIEIRERE - ERE
i@ 7 M A AR ML - BAEREIIEEN
AROSE T JFE R I8 Ji 35 T e 3t 1) 7 e A8
A8 i 2R LS » B —r Ay K R 2 B
TERFFEAR S 2 T8 -

32 1 PRET &R ~ BRI DB I i pl P i 1Y
a7 A EA L B4 A EE IR
LT TE e 3t FH JbG o B 20 S T 5 1) Y 2
8 o 2R RS R R T G AL SR T i
(Johnstone, MacDonald, & Webb, 1977) °

4. E23 2 HARAVRIE ~ BE T Bt R
S P B R B 7 m) EE A B ML B
J A A ML A B A IR 0L T & B O E A kR
JoR B T A Y S B 7 (R Y O o [ — R R
Mt 2 B I 5T 1 28 85 B i (Johnstone,
MacDonald, & Webb, 1977) -

&f b AEED VRS ER] | - A2
Hr ey 2k B S AT s 2 B T A St i iE b
SHERAE BV R EME -

O FEEEER

L2058 P Vet R - RS L
R T > BRSPS e
AEEEAVEL > NEA ARSI A2
BRI > B I A R R B L
T3 EYEE o R BRI Y
SRR I ~ L - 2007)

2228 A P E ST RIER - EE AP
i BB ST RE S R EPIRI A

VI B O AR - SRS B T M E R
B L B4 SATE B E IR T 2R HET 7
e AT SBT3 iV i i BT R 2R SRR
& o SRR B R A I IS B A T
(i ~ 22 > 2007) ©

3. E2AFRE - BT RUABE R R TR
AR - (O BN B A A E R
AR TE RSt 8 ] P B2 B A ML 2R B
TEREAVE(L o HE—BS E AR E
HAE T 2 E AR EE WA W) 3 B S 1 s R
HYEEALERAD - BRI BIERSE - HEH
frE EEt RS R -

R EEEEEER L AUEHD
o S R A N 28 T H S idiE tp 3
BRERAH B R RS -

SFETHEZENAR

LA RS S P e KK
JED) e B AR B R - e A i P
(R B 7 A EE A AL - (B PR B E R
8 B4 AT E BRI N HETRE R
UV E B NIMER kS - 1t
— R B R BT o &R R (R
i ~ ZEHHSE - 2007) -

2 ESTRET R T P B B EA N
AFUR - BEAEEREER  (HP B  IKME
e B FOALE I E AR HIETEE T
A R NSk B -
It — 2k B St 2 B T G S A
(Gorodetsky & Gussarsky, 1986 ) °

316 ET i 12 DU R ARVl B SR /N
WE - RE - BAOERNRMEG S
B (BN G T RO
R s B MR RRE T BEH Y
WA NI EECP B B ReE /N - =
BLAR SR A I IR T H T O s
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BR/IAZE - E— 2R B S et
R 2K 2230 4 (Garnett, Garnett, & Hackling,
1995) o

SR EREPEEBIRNZRE L KA
b sl L R S el o pras IR 2 AL B
AR RERE S - BT oe o SRt -

(M) &R RV A
LRGP S B ETHVIB Y - B
e A L B2 - i B o T DL P AN T
EEFE bR TR B Y S 8 R AR 72 1 S e
HIR AR - BV i 8L i ot A 2210
HYBENRE S JE - B2 A i A AE 2 BUAR  3E
FRALER P EI RN T A ple ok R - E
— R BRI BT g &R T B (B35
o7 - BIFE 4t~ Fe - BRE - 1999

Garnett et al., 1995)

2. A2 SERET i PA RS i (L B2 P I 22 AR W)
EHEME S ERIEEFH RN EE—
T - B By B R aETT - (HE4E
JEEATE 8 5 B RO T B fife B 22 V-l ) e
A —EZHMHEA MG KE 5 h—2K
FERESIBIEDT FER 0 S HR 4 -

R - TR T TR R AR

B _E o A HEGETEY A LE B 7 8 &EPRET i

Hy 2R B R A 2 L B imiE

SR B R B R R -

(h)FEFENRER

LR O PRET AL 502 S e P iR RR L A
DRI AE AR AT (R BRf BN AE ~ 2 K e 2 S g R
o G PR > BELEIAE
8 HIROL N TE o B AR AT A e 2R
Wtoesl T HE e h sl 24 F B
(RIS 1 Aol v WY ey = K 6 R
B LS TR AR (AR ~ 2RFHSE > 2007) -

2. L PRET Wi (b 22 -y S B IRy~ ) 2 Y
B NIV ET > DRI o R T 25
OH ZRfE[#(K - BT RATTREH -
AWtse i THERBRE T AT H 2 s
By e SAREEEE IR
NERREOH ZRIERE(K » A 8 Bl 2K 8 M
&0 R RIS R TIOR8
Wi o

WA FERE PN RAVELE L AT

Feaslr T R S e Re o pr s 3R B2 A4 By

2B A& A LR YA LB B LR T i 4K R

S YRR -

NIER R ERBH B FEERIUZKE

R 1 8 S MERAR 1l - i B 2 3%
2 o MR H RS DU e RUR My Rz
[ RERETHYBE - (B2 TR %R
B o IR B RS - 2
A SRAAE B E AR N ER AR LN > AT A
AR IRV SRS R BT TR
S -

Sty BRSO RS IR - BIENDRE
FIFEAER ~ P BVIER ~ 8V
FRIANR ~ LEPHERAIESRY - 28T
B DRI ZR A Y SRR 1 ) -t e s
RESFHMN - A2 EslE S REEE T
S TUE R R R BT 7E G L3R
Y > A 7S DR B 2R S R SR A W B
Hy o RIS A BB S M T R UG P
sy mELS ZRRERSE ~ IIAFE
HEARZ FEVEE AL DU E - I (RS HE D)
ORI - ER-FEEEh T mEA b - A
52 FE HEAE T S R DA ) 501 B~ B
JEE AN S BBy BOR IS (B - R L
[ e 2 V- iy ke IR FET AR A — B B39 &)~ D
N T 5 P iy RTTA T  (Eiy <  FEE 17 2 2F
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SHv
Hl

i@z ARl ~ 1S e TR HE P 3 B
ZRELNEE R

eEAb T BB MR amed 3R - AR
B4 = IREeHY B E b EFA! - BURTCEDIfT
Ty 1 7T{E L2k S e T 240N
ISR B 1S 1 S{EEER- P Hr ok e
FAOERBIENT7E G &3 IE - FHo(EEA
WS T H S AR RS Ry -

M~ EERAERFEEZEONT

DA PR] 7~ 888 52 8 Bl M T2 6 AR o 38 47 BT
GEET A EME A S REIEMER -~ A8 T
L Z) A TCEDIRY S FE [0 BRI B S A
L o BAMER] - ABTTHFIR A b B &
o HE 0 fERAY(SK ~ FP ~ FN ~ Mis -
LG/LC ~ LK)EfTERNTZE 40T - H
GERBRINTRS - NARUATT ¢

DA [ A R Fo (BB 8 B2 AR YA
BRBIHLEHEY  ETHRATSEENET
G3Hr > Hor DAWilks® Lambdaf 888 15 A
LBV - 815k LA Wilks’ Lambda
BRI A E S BB ERE FIREE ~ p
EANERSERENE -

F8HUR H B H p KB4 M I TCEDI
(9 & F& o] JE4E %0 (SK ~ FP ~ FN ~ Mis ~ LG/
LC ~ LK) B[R 78 ST B s - He
T & BB [0 FESEAUSK (¢ = 2.538, p=.012) ~ FP
(t=2.356, p=.019) ~ FN (s = 3.313, p < .001)
FIMis (1 = 4.180, p < .001) » B4 (B4
fiLG/LC (r = -3.843, p < .001)FILK (r = -4.047,
p < .00DAZZLAERFA o HIEL AT AR
2o BAR AR EEENRIEAR > &
iE -~ EfMAE St 4E % - HEFE
BB Z AN B A A
B o BERGSE BRI Cohen (1988)E BB
REME 11 ~.19 0 PV NEIF 2R -

TR AR T AAE 2 KFEEA4AETCEDIHY
& f o] fEXEA(SK ~ FP ~ FN ~ Mis ~ LG/LC -
LK) B[R BT8R - HALG/LCEZR
EEES D SchefféeBIg LB H
BLG/LCH 2 (kB8 H At T 20 (6) R A B 258
(HAEZTTH > BUREHEE A R H A )75
ARG L - BRESEAENERNEREMAENN
/NEHp [ e

LB T2 BTt A FR 2 2 (E
A B B IE SR TCEDIHY & 18 [0 e A 2 5
BEEER - SAFBNABREEE - [
FEFARLS R fREBHL > HEEFURINRS - /8
S 0] E SR A A FPER N T8 SR A R 2
BHEM: > HERSK ~ FN ~ Mis » LG/LC ~ LKE
NSRBI AZREE > #—PScheffé
1% P 5% 76 O] FE A AU SK o 5 SR B B 22 2
ENERRA - BT RFWN R BUREE AR
SARHME R B E EREHE » Cohen
(1998)EERUR E AL 15BN KL 2 853
& 5 [ fESERILK > Scheffé = 1% Lh 635 I 8
SKM » HERSIREH0.46/8 1KLL E
ZRRE - BIEBIIFN T E T A ERE
%~ B % MSEH AR08 254
Mz BURETRRARHMIUEZEL S
ELERENEE  REEEEHEE —TEEE
P R [ > (H LS5 — P e 2 e A
(0 5 ((mental model) 275 ] H55 — 758
PRMRE BRI - 5 AR B IR e [ e Ay o
FERREAE L > FUZ T BRI 55K ] 2 S Y
& > CohenFEEHUIR & fHO.25E R T HE 2
R o FESEIMIsHE T R A -
SRR 2 RSEHE ANRI0ER AFINAS
FEAKEMS  ERSREBEHSIENTE
PlEZ EBBORE - BIESAILG/LCH R
RABENET %~ RTEHE LR & £
10B R AR BN THEHE & > BURNK I B R RS
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78 : TCEDIERF#EEPFE - pENBRURE()BER

N ; . REE
& Sl = FP FN Mis LG/LC LK
VERI(CE ~ 40) FiE 6.752 5550 10977 18363 13960  17.047
plE 010 019 .001 <.001 <.001 <.001
f 0.19 0.12 0.11 0.15 0.17 0.19
AEHR(LEE  2.85% - P 1.219 985 979 2.154 4.043 1.604
3B ABEE - SR - g 299 426 430 058 001 157
6. Fft )30 f 0.11 0.10 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.13
Scheffé 6>4
Rl 21885 - 28888 < 3.8 P 70.647 607 3.565 5313 6329  11.274
; : ‘;fﬁég : zf?;é : g% plt <.001 737 <.001  <.00l  <.001  <.001
« 7R - 8 - 9.
o~ 108 f 1.15 0.11 0.25 031 0.34 0.46
2>1 3>1 1>3 1>2
2>3 3>2 1>6 3>2
2>4 3>8 1>7 4>2
2>5 3>10 1>9 5>2
Scheffé 2>6 10>7 6>2
2>7 7>2
2>8 8>2
2>9 9>2
2>10 10>2

FBET % MTEH AR EM R ER=Z(E
L FRI0EH AR AR T 2 B BB = (5
L > Cohen B BESSUR & {H0.34/8 > E K]
PATES &

R LAl SR 4 IR - =P B L8Pt
2 AN ERE - B -~ F
J& ~ % 5 B | 1 15 B R H A B O T
R RAAVRREAE o T
TCEDIRY Fy {22 P ok AR &Y [R5 M2
TH - ERsUEZE SR ARG O
B X B AR R 1 5 DA R S AR Y (50058
& (e RIEkGh = TP B IR E 8 AR A 2k A
@ HEEEESEANER - AT ARAE
P2 AETCEDIHY £ 0] e 45 7 BEL IR 7 58 B8
i ERZEBENE - W7 REURTCEDI

HEEVHMEE —HEEN=IER2EH T
H o

o=

P ~ R

RUFFFT T " =P ERALE E2
Br T HAYEE - SUEHRIER L o EREER
s BREREE ~ RIERE - a6k

SPGB Py 2k A & T o T U %
af o &R LI TR R - SR =B L
a2 s E(TCEDI) - BEFT & SUEk(Cataloglu,
2002; Ebel & Frisbie, 1991; Hestenes & Halloun,
1995; Pallant, 2001)¥f50E TWERVEK - 2
—HASREEENZEEE - BaRHK
i R 5P B R B E AL 2Pk B ey T
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E. - Cheung, MaFi Yang (2009)5: L) k7 Jaber£i
BouJaoude (2012)F5 77 8 7w 18 5 [ Bl fh 52
FrERVEREANS - B4R SRR - A
Gyig e ik BRI A B2 A WS R
R RIK - RIERTERETHY " =GB LE
Pl TR o 2EE R BT ZNAEE
A HYEEEG HIEA B (LK, 57.02%) » BR5&F
H—FU A G H IEMEN LB
It —4E REURZ B 22 A E 2R
T - AR 2 TEFR2E 217
& 2K FEARE A 1S {18 2K SRR A& AT 5 A 1 =2 M
BAEMpTS RS - B8 LB, SRR
22K BB A th S 2. 3 5 ([ B LB S
A R 2 2K B - R Enas LR
HIBFEAETT - 2K AL 58 B {4 s a2
BN EHEENE ST - & E R G A
B2 A ¥ T 5 g X R RE A B f# (Lenaerts & Van
Zele, 1998; McDermott & Redish, 1999) - [
B EIE R R 2 2 E B - R
ARSI A EEEE -
A ZE HHY(=) ERI TCEDI » 22877
M 2 A G PR AR i 485 G Y P BB [O] FE A A » A
VR 28 TH > BT B S8k
Al o~ AT REIR Z)H » PRETREF A
S TE B BRI RSB R (RIEAIE - 2REMEE
BRIE/MR&E ~ =i /6= B E A
BN ERE T - EREREH R
HIRERL © TCEDIAHE A —PE Bl ~ —FEad
R B R HEE - Hk o WHEE
DAERN TR nvmig g - (e BBav4iat o
MR EEREREH % - MR A
Z e 5 A AT PSS B =[]
JENE & 2 FHRH 12K E8 BH e 2 SRS - 56
= thRE IR PR - =R
T B 5 Reff A B 5P A0 5238 plot R B
VB RV IBE R - TEAIE2E M (Arslan

>

etal., 2012; Pesman & Eryilmaz, 201 0)Ff# 4t -

=[P B2l T B AR B2 E e Bk B2 BT R

i EHER R R EA SRS S -

W KRR SRR
Rk B SET R - SR RFE AL Ty
RESHVERRE - T4 RS ETCEDIE—HE
EHIEEE T H - TCEDIK 57 % 5 4E 4
WP BB 2 - ST T BE - &
IE -~ REMAREMEZNES > AEEEER
ok SEE S - TCEDIE B (LB FIERk Y
e Bk MRS iV ErA R 2 R - BE2A
HIFEA I Bk FEE 2 B 8 B AL B2 i iy
IR - ZNR ERE 2 AY RS IR BRI A 2 HY
Se R RS R EEE 774 B2 2R [F A9 (Hasan
et al., 1999) » PKIEMESH F GRHBEE L H
RN > IR ERIRI B s st A RERE
1E » MFRE&EHEREFTRE K (Fisher, 1985) -

KT A SRS TCEDISE
JE e B2 A BB 2k R a2 B -
BEEREFIUCEZE - 2280 -
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Abstract

This study focused on the instrument development and response analysis of a three-tier
diagnostic test in chemistry equilibrium for assessing college students’ misconceptions. Accordingly,
this research accounted for the following three major purposes: 1. to develop a diagnostic tool
with proper validity; 2. to analyze students’ correct answering rates from the three-tier diagnostic
instrument of chemistry equilibrium; and 3. to examine responded domains of students’ knowledge
categories and differentiated performances. We adopted the self-developed diagnostic instrument
to assess and analyze 492 college students’ misconceptions in the required chemistry course. With
respect to observations in the three-tier diagnostic instrument, the mean difficulty index was .54,
the mean discrimination index was .37, and reliabilities of the Cronbach’s a were .629, .773, and
.872 for the first, second, and third tier-tiers respectively. All results demonstrated that students’
mean answering rates of three-tiers to be 8.74%, lack of knowledge understanding 57.02%, and
their self-assessments from cognitive domains of overconfidence 34.23%. All results demonstrated
that most students lacked chemistry knowledge understanding, with overconfidence in cognitive
domains, and we identified students’ 15 misconceptions from the total 17 test items with an average
of 2.35 misconceptions per student. In addition to nine test items of misconceptions which had been
discussed by other research and literature, we developed six test items of new misconceptions in
detail for the three-tier diagnostic instrument in this study.

Key words: Three-Tier Diagnostic Instrument, Chemistry Equilibrium, College Students,
Misconceptions
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