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o2 o|FoA AAA G dgt 27t F53L AT} (Hambleton, 1994).
ol2]dt F Al o)A & ete] ddojE NEE AAE Ty dojs
& 3lell ”71'7“ A3ty Abg3tE e AEel FUHetn o o§ S0 U
3 AFE BASY s 7190A AHdAE, A4S R, B2 XA
) %c’ ZQ% Aded kA dejzek FAHE PAE ANt
7F8kAL 9=l AHES HAL B Ane AAl O FAPE A e
SHROE I HAFE AL A& dodsHFES HF3A F Zo
ot wEbA olejd BRE wiAE] 5k, HARE AASHA MG
AHg3HE Ado] F7HH 3 Qith oled AEEL2 FE AHHEY 4%,
3, 283 A AHAQA 9FE F LT Dhigh stakes) HARO]
7] W&o, d4 T84 BAE A2 Fodvy ¥ ¢ ok F 7

Aol ZAlolA U FF9 drrt FU&#A? &L AME HI 7ts
& AQA So Ut Ax2AL PES Bojo} g} oleid FHL =
A 2 BALS g AR ¢ A3, FARA AHEE 7 A Rl
wEoltt, ujge A, 53] 22 HAEAYE LT = AEIe
(Information Technology)®-okollA] AALS] AL A FFAol dist a1
7} FEHA DL Uk dE g0, 42 FFE AZE ] 3]ARI NOVELL
o]u}, MICROSOFT EAIS& o33] 7k T Uete) dojz 7450 §l
T AMAEE AR EZ2 AAA el tig ’gﬂ 7§ 8% (psychometric) 7
EE @3] sta Qi

o)NY ATAE] AAIE \_-1?5}01 AHE-EHE AdsollA] WEA] 32fEt
oo} & 2 714 WHEFQ] TAEE S 2ol YA ¥ F 3
(Church & Lonner, 1998). R A, u—r-J 55" (equivalence)oll =8&
A AANE HE F Qs ey g, EA, vln 5 F&d
7t A2 E AMESta s s W E, nRECE HALE Wddte A
o] N} AR #E Aot of FelA A WHA FAle ¥R Bl
A7 st 293U APy E F Y F54Y gy 3
Aoty F58L ZAA AFEe] AR 8 AddA vlad F UEeE &
ArEg 23k RLeE, o]d T4 BAHA gerid Jdt g
3 AulErt o8& Rolth Drasgow (1984)& o8 T35S F3i
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AR 23 ERE AT 3

olgo] wWeeox «FF Hgst I HAPL & 3
ZAY 9 FADEA FYE o FF5 %‘ jo] FojAl& Zrolgta
Ao HHT

8 Yt g2 A7AE0] A7 HAFE U8 AHgste %53
AR, F 7HA] dojol B 5% AMRES o] &3t HA
A8, A BEFETS F54L BEHoE AFeA &L A, FAs
T AMNES 5 Rolgke /MRS wolgoln Utk a3y TARA
2] 913] (International Test Commissions) XA ANME Bt Zo] ZHAF 7LA}
£ oy Ao HKH HALY FFAE AT sty AAS FAY
A wEE AARD FAA P rEA AFREIIE ARt Yot
(summarized by Hambleton, 1994). Yol AL FF53 AAE W&
7] 98t st 271 Y HolA|, o]Re] F FAY FFEE 2R
= AL ofee g Axda Qith

o) AAY vla B33 F5A(cross-cultural equivalence)s % 7}3}7]
Azt AR & e e FAAJ] WHLRE APE7]5 F F(Differential
Item Functioning) 71%°] A7i€ 1 ok 2pd7]5E8©lst DIFEt2
B)eld & HAF 3ol £ uiARIol AR & F Ad (A7 o
A8} G, B B EAAHNA AAMHYES W, 2 FAF %
ol HlEE F HadA ME g2A 7% e ¥R FEg (¢
214, 2001 #1). A& £, 92 FAHA U R HAAFALE 85
o= ﬂ"—?s}“‘:}.ﬂ 7Hgetatk o] B¢ F HAKGoRY dFoWe
E F A Aoj2 FFHAJG R & AGE o] HARESS
2xog %‘?—Jﬁ'} Y& &, E4(mai)ol 7 (construct) S FA 811
< 7P §c) qiek o] AALRE O] ME tE FRlojy EAE &
W7t Arr S8zt gt U /‘15 OE 484s 7141 &
o o] F o A AAte HAARQ AHE AEE Aeltt. DIF 7
T2 199 A AN %
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o] AT BEAL Wy AAQQAA ) | ALY F33L BB
EAA uy-g E3le] Hrhs BaA sk Aotk & J¥FHE 27
T Q= AALAZAL EFEo] E3lg dojrt thE @7 v]F |
M F5A8E AR al—t—ﬂ RABHoz Hrishs Aolch ol& 93ty
B dpoaE AEr15EY F thREE®S tE T Sl SIBTEST(Shealy
& Stout, 1993)2h= _i_lu:% o] &3}3ict.

=
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B 22 AL B34 (Qtem or Test Bias)& 2L HAHEA7E 34 A
A} B8 BE ZAAL Azt s SAC] digte] Fgstn A4 AR
g AFste 7lo] Be EAg BAHA gt HIde “FF dapEe
go)RTE A7 FEFDIFClEE & o FHAQA §4F AHSdhe 7
o] Qed, & “FHA P FL “FA Rdtbe 18 Yv] 2
e 02 EEEYE PEHE Ve e B AT &
ATk (AP, 2001).

HUE 52 AlgHolgy AHVeEF 7S H2oe AP ¥id
Ado L dslA 832 3tk AZ g8 Ao 2 3 Fddel
&3t= JfA o] A Ax JE £4, & TL Y, 44, 2 H
TE /A3 Yuhd o] F Ad FALES YT T3¢ et T
N OZ (eg, TH B FA) SEIVIE Itk =, Wk 1
Eo] Y% B0z wgEx b 1 £ DIFE Uehddy &
F o, 1 4] g AFAHA $£4o] Yo F Zolth DIFY '3
4 B} B3] olgEr] HsiXE AE7FEFEH F¥impac) ] 7N
& AT Yot Aok 9T FAAT Aol2A AnA e EHY A
92k zlolgtay AYE & ok S, AR g SA4L i F Jd A
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2. SIBTEST (Simultaneous Item Bias Test)

Shealy 2} Stout (1993)= DIFE 8 HALS] EFEo)A dxpgdAdol )
Ha e ZAeg /4d3 A7]9A, Simultanous Item Bias Test
(SIBTEST) Z2 1 38E Neegich o] AAle Mol 22X o2 Fd
Te OE F AT AAR U o, dA) u]YwAel DIF (“Crossing
DIF" 2}1% #5)8 28 & U3, U 288 °& & 3oy, T 7
U8 5 e Eiz%‘%-% /Wt g}, o] SIBTESTS
Z3tol A DIFE thad 22 WAooz sty itk &, &
VAR A Y BX Y (target ability), § 2 TS %le“P

q | 3y E& o] 28 24 UA (nuisance determinants),

7ol S8ted 249 o, DIFe] i AAAdol Yehdoin it

o] SIBTEST:= AL 23458 F 789 89 AL £ 1) U2 (matching)
AAF FE& &89 2) A7HRE HAF £& F3Ka studied test or item)
o2 Bt 4 EARGH 2D S APAEL 159 4
& SHAAA Aol mebd i) FAoz UHol An s st @At

oM Z& S 7M1 Qe AR OE F Y Ad (FA EL 23
Ao £& PAEL 74 AFEF) g 189 %‘—?‘%EOE B @3
Roltt. of AAteME g e FrHda drtdg HrbehA "o

Ho: 8, =0, Ha f,+0

By AL shie £Po] A7 A4 ALH DIFY %
GERE B5EA T3 2 340 ael ARkgelar,
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371e1M P& AT jollM, 23 JAQ #AHE vl&S Yehld,
Y %% Ve A3 2330 e J8As9 47 289
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4AANe 28 YR AT 7

HIFS FY @ FYNSBAM, ol 4138 L H Y <4
2} 24 AT2>ERE QAR o] ATAA HPAE BFYL
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o] dFelME A HUS AT WAFARA 7HE BHASA 20
Al AAF F 84l The Sixteen Personality Factor (16PF) Questionnaire
(Cattell & Cattell, 1995)7} AH&-H Tk o] 16PF FAlE oM o

59 2AF90)) Y3t EZHH NN “HA2ARAEE o] FO

ge] ALgel o3 QAR of HAR: Joiw 16PFY sl 2 o 2
F 5, B P4, 223 BRUE 5 AT FE 2350 W) o)
Do 23 Gy TSAEL dolR uR = B A7 EZHo= A
Az oot mEld, B dAFoME J1E AZAQAAA Al
Shaughnessy$} Kang(1998)0] M3t 2% 16PF HALS A dto] AL
St 16PF BALE Al 7HA] 29 Al A9 £F FAE A,

FAHEE AGE UoA 1670 2N 2y, «2 B2 £
T o I%A @n, 183 ca93 %}D}”E} B o) WgFHE 7HA
3 o) 16708 FLAAEL A, B4, BUE, =64

71EA, & S7HA Y o)Ak QJAEE O l =ﬁ°17§ F7F QA o] oja 8

A}

L
7h&d, & AT 517l BFgog FAY A eqliuke A
HE Aolth. &Y 202 OA 71X A ERE FAH] =d, &,
244 (factor A: 1153, HEA (factor F: 1053, A3 A o)gA
(factor H:103), WEA (factor N:10%3), 2811 A7) J&A (factor
Q2:10& o]t

Me & aln



1) &% 16PF A4

Shaughnessy$} Kang (1998)¢] m}&igt $+2® 16PF AALE 7|22 3o,
2 AT AA igrtEA S 71&el FEE] FEEHe F 3 ¥
B SPES A8l o] = 16PF HALY WY +&& %‘ﬂdti
Rt o8] W2 U IYg AT o], o] F B

3% 16PF A F3E0] ¢l Fth

2 %9 HA

16PF AAF Z85L v7 44 2 59 A G7AEFE U A}
o) ¥+ A (Russell & Karol, 1994)¢]] 273t} 7o) o]FiFon} HAgtow
e BEES 2@g, FRIEE 1 282 Unix HEEL 0
grol FoIRTh.

3) 4x¢4 (unidimensionality) 7}

APE7 ST EA o dA A A5 A4 (dimensionality)S % 7FeFIT.
AAFE 7%t Qe #%Eel O A SA%aA s 58, 44,
2o HEg e 3 FALYE AL YEAS Bk BE Aot
Rkel F&Eo] I HAAPE AnAt sk 744891 o]9d] e E4E Al
I JTE JRL EFEGE 4ol s dle]l & £ Q7] i
of o] kA4 FAks T4 BLT AAlolth 7 AF Jd ¥R Z HT
9] 2H44E Bt fAEiA 2 AFeME FAE B4E A
Z} AFRAGEE, P49 A 71R19 Y HEEL /EE o Hrty
3100, ”1A PRELIS 2.0 (Joreskog, & Strbom, 1993)& ©|8-310] THE 3 aAS
(polychoric correlations)& HI® O 2 FAE FHo] AAEIC) Reckase(1979)
o W29, dXAAE 7T e HARE e 8 QAER FAH
o] 93, 1 F8 2919 IFgo] UniA QA J.Trék—iﬂ} Kl
Aok gt dPHA, Aok I FH 2Qlo] AN B4 20%0]44E A
Fajop sttty FAEAT



) A8 7ls % 24

SIBTEST Z213 7hed 37k ke 488 712 e 44844
AL BEEMol A3 PSIBTEST(Polytomous Version of SIBTEST)= A&
33th PSIBTESTOIM = F Y &, EA3Y £ 23 Jd 25
WHat DIFE Yetde 35S 887 989 “e” a7 &4 2
E2Ql DIF ZXE ©]§3}3ch.

B PSIBTESTOIA DIFY %& JYehj= AFEA o|BEEFS 93
A Fel] wt2d grpdo] 71zt E g W, vk | B < 0059 ©]F, DIF:E
FAIE BE AL AR FL “A-FE9 DIF, 9k 0059 < | 8] < 0.088
old, DIF: F3 AX % £ ‘B39 DIF, 181 ek 8] >
0.088 °o|¥ DIFE & AX & “C-+F DIF” &1 3t} o] X3 & g
T3l AAdsA WEA7)7] fstdME, g9 AFE 4 B H
W3] 2 o] 3 "o A, AAQAPAE A Y W &

A 7M1 QL3 DIFS] ¥2 @otrr] At g9 @ "2 ol
Fd 20 & d79ME ol DIFY ¥ &S ¥ ¢ £F9 DIFY
< $AHLE FYvd &9 DIFE HF33ith

V. a7 A3

1. 7|& B X|(Descriptive Statistics)

e AL AFE 4 AFFGE=, 281 oA &4 AUy Ay
ARG nFEEAXE 789 FAAE JIA 1, 69-879 A A
A AT HAE B33, dFEEAME 629 FUXY & 54-879
A€ 7ML ASUTh nFEEY] AHE AFE 16PF AAL virdel A
g AL AT (B9 66-860)ET HFH YAE B F1 QAT
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TEZAM T vluy @2 29 YA dBAHE Bolx g3l £3,
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97 AeE Ak °&% Hlms] B9 t&ﬁ%ﬁ—‘if’ﬂ/ﬂ EHZM OE e A
BEE BolAvh A ¥MA Q9o JejA HEH BAlo] 5748 RE HE
Uebted, R A4 209 ufte] UnA Q9dE
Al %’-—% %} 4 913t} Reckase(1979)2] 7]&of wie},

BFeA o= AE daEAFY MRS =

B 1> FYE EM9 gt

O]} EE(n =844) = HE(n =521)
PC_1 PC_2 PC_3 PC_1 PC_2 PC_3
A | 381%346) 1.62(14.7) 0.97(8.8) 2.57(23.4) 1.36(12.4) 128011.7)
F 3.88(3.88) 1.15(11.5) 0.92(3.2) 3.00(30.0) 1.37(13.7) 1.04(10.5)
H 6.08(60.8) 0.96(9.6) 0.59(5.9) 5.96(59.6) 1.00(10.0) 0.64(6.4)
N | 469(46.9) 1.20(12.0) 0.92(9.2) 2.93(29.3) 1.34(134) 111(11.2)
Q2 | 4.76(476) 1.02(10.2) 0.98(9.8) 4.29(42.9) 1.06(10.6) 0.85(8.5)

ZF: *D S (Eigenvalues); "M 2A12H% Variance); “PC=3:4 £ (Principal Components)
3. 2IF Ztto]| mE XY 7| EIM

Z} AT HAFE dd dSHFEEN AN, JTE W (studied
item)S] AeE d$¥s AL A A AYAZAT PSIBTESTOIA Ao
2 FIHE <H 2>0) Q4HolA UHFYAE +& = 01).

Z 51709 & £ 7k 237 B3AEA 45%)0] = v @

ANM ApEA R 71Fstn Sl WAL o] F 1l o] vZHL
o, 2813 YR 127) EFo] A5 FaA 7 g ¢+ A
Atk FEH 23499 AEE AT Qe #5945 v]Fo] 1H BF

ki)



<E 2> QIFFCO| mE PSIBTEST 84 @t

AAZ3ALY 23} Blgx AT 11

Factor A: Factor F: Factor H: Factor N: Factor Q2:
284 g AMEH T Y gy XIQEY
Mey) (102%) (1028) (1028 (1028
4TH(EH)
b 1]
1BOR | e _ 1430 (0] =) 89801 =)
33t(o|=2) 100Hi(a]2) 736(81=2) 14864(0)2) 12184(81=3)
96 (312) 0 4; #3) 718(0}R) 15; 32) 1524 (81=2)
1598 (31=2) 70; (EI 2) 1058 (312) 5 4; m‘, 2) 123H(0}2)
(8} = = g
9881 (312) T813) 15681 (0] =)

HA 237} DIF &%
S EAIY=EA =

< 72 S48t e 7

2, zt 280N FalsiA JisstE

e g3 eyl 2

o|gsel #RYT | FPVL HEahe
olt}. oleie AN AEr)SEY 71@—3—-&— o 2HE

oig ¥3 o] BAIE.

2 A%, v|2e0] @I} o] TFol thstol B% LA
Beke Aol Yotk wH FAS 5
s

29 A5 gy

ojgQlo] itk & o, 73 el thsto] &

oo pEAC R V)5 UEA
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1 B} o 2, ARt

< FASAY AAE a7t e Zﬂolﬁ}.
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2 g4 e dehis Baoz ¢
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At ER80A e FUAE A2 o2 384
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g3ty M2 T2 ol £3) AddoA] B FRMHY FEAo] #A
H1 USRS AHEQT A7 AHE A, Y HEANM F
45% 2 T3] A7 S HYERUL, 7 A EHE ABRAd, AR
45% 2%, FAES 40%T%, HEE2] 30%7 %, NEE9 60% T3, 12
I QA XS 50% %] DIFE Yehict. o] AdE F3o HAF &
#Hlo] ¥ Z(Zhang & Yan, 2000)2] 16PF(Ellis & Mead, 1998)% UFU¥
T AYAT A o= A& A HE AR o] F ATFAME HEE
A 71 AL 9 DIF £3< AR, NYEAA 7P g 58
DIF %<& 23t webd, HEEE a4 B|uEsawelr ALL
37] 4& Ut Qe E¥EE FAEH AYy £ F AT, O
e 01%6}04 ME g8 do] 9 £33 J4 vuE & g 4

2 A7) A MMt Qe B 7HA e =dstad g A
A, & dFlMe F ¥ DP?#] AAA Gol¥ 16PFE FZE WA
Rt 2= 783, DIF B4 el w29 435 EFEC] F
AeelM pEHo= 1%} A5ol BT ol HAREAY vl
3 dTAEA T2 s AAEE AT T3 Ao F, F L
A AolZ B HAERY FFdolehe AL ded WYY S T3
Mgt o]Fo)d = Qe Aoln, o AL A
Yol Abg ool drs Aolth tlEolM, § HAje
799 g2 9 el A o]F A F Qe A
7o F84de OE T e U Uyl /\}%5101210 3 953
FAgolehs Zolth A, BAE WGdhe AN AFE AT =
& FAstojo} oo, A WY @ JAE ﬂ]ﬂ—"ri}cﬂ?ﬂl *}%5}71011 o
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Fa7t ok & ATFZA o)A DIFE JER R S
o] A &F7Hbilinguals)o Al A ]‘?_} % DIFY 99& :
=9 A £4 Ao m2d, gF TG o] 35 T A
2] & A9 M99 ojEE Fo] /M F23% DIF °JL |3t o]
A G F o4& AlAlSlE Ro2A, Aol AR W 7|H
94 7H“‘91 o4& 7Zzxsta ok 5E3] 4F4HAe} %}—‘—’— A AAHE
Agte TAE AeiFoln, dojFoln, 34 1rt BF IQH of
T 0134 Bgolth ol I& 9 HAAE HGde] AgdeE AL
G3] Ao A Hdukg AFdhs A olgd 1 FAL AR e
FAMge] g olalE vgog JRE 74 B E@H d 5+ U
TE stv BAo] destths AHE AAER Qitt o2 o 7}
o Ao 7PHEY a4 E AES e AEEY dAFso] Aok
&t ol F3 =9 HAE st AU ATl ArgstEie
TFASANA E2& € F AL Aok
B 01?011*i‘* 7 92 (uniform) DIFRHE 58 4 Sl SIBTESTEH=
T2a9E AHREith AR S FHSHIETFE vs. Z5E)
831 Eﬂ'o-‘?i 8 AR PHEAEA vs. BAH A ot th
o apE7s v 7IHEe] EA% a8ln ] g H2 7H3
DIF 7|&& 47 g & éiﬂr?— ¥ A%l stk by, iy A
A DIF7IHE §&&3lc ATFEL 7Ie8td, AZ & FoHe 7KK
Holx % 7} o}49 DIF 71'?3 FEHGACZ ALEEE Flo] nlEA
& Rojr}.
npxgto 2 HA} W o)A DIF 7S $&3h=u)
A dAREel EATTE Holth. &, AR tE £33l L& dojHd
il HA3A AL ¢ e e A9 FAo|h
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AEAA DIF AFIN T T2 A T2 deAS2A AHgstoist
AR, M9 DIF A7ej= o] Fho] AR && 7} vk Aol

gAZoR NE S [ FARN) U8 AAE 2L &
2ol ol $7, FAS WMASE FHelN HZ TE YolEz wdsie
AAH BHE Yehd £ Aok A wgolth melA, AAke £ o
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