1

o
“

Th

=

.

J. Korean Soc. Math. Ed. Ser. A:
The Mathematical Education
February. 2018, Vol. 57, No. 1, 55-74.

T W3 o

3|

S
=

A-A4 AAelA 23

J

CEREIEE

PN
T

o ]

https://doi.org/10.7468/mathedu.2018.57.1.55

2018. 02. Al 574, Al 15, 55-74.

BB EE RS e = A <BEHE>

BETFgRTITRHTTAEATEIR R T WE BT A
o TRH WL P B o s AR R TR
P_wmwdhpe 2kl % B2 wmz on
O~ ﬂmo,WHLl ] %]Iﬂnﬂﬁ E.#‘m_A,mL.ﬂﬁ_uHﬂLeﬂ ofi
Toopan B EKAE Y T o g B
ER T R R TR AL e D
= 1 9= 0" TO —— plat LU —_
ST R g FRELe R e e S DDy T
s EME — X oﬂo#boxzm_@oa ‘mﬁ Or.ﬂdﬂ
) V= 3 o~ o = ERNE RS A= ® et
T Np U]H) 35} B T ok o D = o TR
FEBTEIRIET AT g wo e WR ) e e
KO —Tn [l o —_— o
mﬁﬁx7muﬂr,ww?éﬂ%ramrmm%%%%EEH},P T o M
TP  AERSPRYERY " ey T ER 5o M
el ted s RsZHES LR AL SX
Rl AR APV o T RO i L
CE2rw g odpogMERELToRT SR g
ﬁ7121ﬂﬂoo%~.434u00_81r9|1r1{1rma&lz R A
ﬂ% Zﬁnm:_7Mﬂc€.z|AxﬂﬂuﬂoiﬁLﬁomﬂaAHMMMe ~ o) N
—_— oF o W __ X7 o ~ o NH
ﬂumwmﬂ@mﬁﬂwﬂ?VW&mﬁme%muﬂﬂ%??H mozﬂmﬁ
= -y X B- = — A 5 o=
Bdg ez dal ¥ elan T
WENSTHINERER ybnz  ghBTTw e
ﬂoﬂoﬂ,_m,MquOE.Bﬂﬂ,ﬂo_ﬁA‘qu%ﬂqu%ﬁ17,A| Mﬂh.sy
ol g Ew oW T M BT BTG T
PABESdHRTBTE BT XDT I HBETEDT o
N e KON E PR E Y E X ARG R AR g 8
T W MBI TR W BR R 2R R
< or X = < 3 = = 8§ S ook X g )
ooy W/ =~ X Aﬁﬁ & 143 t]LrH_!,_o ..%U,IM
TG - o <¥ o o = < L LHI o
=y X0 -~ ™ T "o o o X = @ O ®K %o
T E R e 2 L Hmd 8 LT g <
00 = = o o W o O o = o = S ooy 2 wjr
A S o I R o> = BT S el
N R Nk =R - S - R
go R L TZ O V%1JE7.HLCM.§_ =X
g mw T E LT LS EE L R
BWORC sy 1d|.Ur47]w%ﬂaATmuﬂrzﬂaL T X
HHpT LT am RN sl g g
Wn_ ﬂdﬂw_rn_%ohq‘mwﬂ_- I/Hﬂ aﬂ.ol(_nxiﬂri] ‘1%1_@
wor A T Mo F gm BT . O L X #nom BN g ®
Y EL HT éﬂ JH ﬂ To oX ol NOE o} N 1)
— = o kO o ) N v iy =~
i o 5 o M B, % T Jo TN A e
w__.uATﬂnAﬂoMoﬁaﬂu&oﬂﬁﬁAfnT.mmonﬂum ﬂuu._zliﬂuWu
it sa it I AT TS
S oo W2 S =y ) o Jr ® A o - NE By
zﬂﬁﬁoo.wmz,Wﬂﬂﬁoﬂﬂ%i%ﬂ@%ﬂaﬂo%jxo)f
W Lr e ETEY Yo agdTe N bk e
T AR S  mE Pl TRy w X G -
= o . MR T 2 o oy o B NS S
owm N T oo R G N e « 3z
— - i) el ~
= rr R AT RS N g T ey S
AN WS T AR E KN MW Qe Rl A

= 5044

1

A, 1RFE 437449 S5 03 43744 A

5%}

4 29), AA

20184 02

(

)

), 748

o]

415

s9(20184d 028 229)

2018 01

(

=

-
* Jrd



oyl
[@))
oy
oX,
2

A, Zdddistie 518" o4, 2AUstaE 5464 o AN ANz FERRAAIA dutsrlsE A
A, Addistie 136l 4 571 oldelH, &4l T A 2o AR Edste &l 3z
goel Aed kR Amzh-uA TN 307 o] Ag gAshe d7E gdxdA 1dgso grHHA
Fadstus 5724 o), Fakdmojgigus 4 A9 2010, AAS, 1993, AAZE 9 2012, 7, ©]
5804 ol/dolm 1471 4 F 9l Y oA 77t S5, 2010; o) FHl, BAE, 2007; oo} 7)<k 2016;
427 19 A4S A7 FFor A B o[l T, %3¢, 2016; o] 3, AW 2017 FAL 9,
2 ggsta gl ey oy EIHS AAe 4 2007; Lee, 2002; Tindal et al, 2010). ¥+&lol] Qwlks}r}
Ate] A Zwol tiE AgAe #AF glo] ta TE o2& d&ate] FARZHANAM Y AF T 3
ool AY wE HEIFES AFHQ g o et IR AT A4 FEd mdse 244l
1008 whe] kgl 6030y 078 o] & A 24208 Blee dye Ages add B3l
Ad5e gesta ot o (744, 1998; Arce & Wang, 2012; Lin & Zhang,

gy o)xE wYdkAr)Te] EAd wel theksk 2014; Taylor & Pastor, 2013), 9&& ALES B3t

PRASE 49T LR BTAm, AAEQOD  dREY A7Ee AEREAAE AdEnE 48w
of mev 20170 A4 1870 U3 3ugHAMY F ¥ BAY 5 b AR AR dUlEE A4
AAoz AY owAbs oF 06% 20%eletm A ANSE Arkaeld, oli, 206 Au, ol
wela gty FAFeR 2014delE 59 124 F W, 2012, 71448, 1449, 2017, Arterberry et al., 2012;
1.76%%1 8869 o], 20159+ 673974 5 0.88%¢<] Gugiu et al, 2012, Marzano, 2002; Newton, 2010;

o X
559™ o], 2016\l SHHOAHTIIY F 0.7%9] 4357 9] Schoonheim-Klein et al., 2008; Solano-Flores et al,
= A Hl& 2006; Sung et al, 2010; Volpe et al, 2009; Volpe &
=z Briesch, 2012; Webb et al., 2000; Yang et al., 2015).

]
635 meb] B oATE FARRAN w4 A4
=

: Aol dulgltsE o2& H&FoH 9x4Q90S

W 2o Hgtelx] Fe duALE AYUe X9 Boatm, A3 Ayey de BadEg dAd u
awz AA-A ALY Elgieel Ao ek At ofEE AF Yol thgst AL AFEe] A 4
Zaslrhar yhala A FEd EE¥ F gE &9 24 248 @
N2 A7 Ao A4S e e AAREAle = e WS AAlEa, o Wyl usdY 44 s
A WHS BE BEHSTE dAste] 443 74 e BAS A gt 53] 7]Ed wE H4-94 A
A& A A2 AAA vgo Az Aeko AE Nasta Bl glstes Ao s oiRE oAl
2 agdge] 4 F&ste Aol ofgE 4 Atk E w&igh, APt e Wd g o]Fdle b
7249, 2014). v 284 Ao wel wz e AL Yoz F2 o]FAAHNAH, M3, 2014
HetalA] ok ou|aAtl Al azo FAlE A4S F ANg, AdE 2017, A 9, 2012 AAE 9,
FE glon WA Hae dumAlel A wA] FA}b 2013; Z&F, 2014 259 9, 2004 259 9], 2007
g AAS T4 e T e 1HT o, BTG 2714, 2006). ¥y AF 2 stwFde uwel wF
et A Aze] AntalrbgAel e At 2 A 2 AA FEAAE Zol7h UehE & o H (A
3ty & AA 448 gAse BEHG 24 Ad 9, 2013; Z&F, 2014), Yol wA HA-91A
ojl geolEo] Ja¢E AL QAo it H4o] o FEE Gt ATdME wAke el wel 4
TH, Fol= zol7} VebyttHEnglehart et al, 2012; Haq et

AA7HA irsbsr o] 28 &gt HEge & al, 2012; Kant, 2011; Tasleema & Hamid, 2012). £3|
AAgy AEd 0x0908 BAstn, dutarlsst SE5uFAN AAE SYENA S FH Aol B



oulstastel @A A48 BAlA 2EES W

QS vAE FAol, SIS A, WK, W
o WY 52 B Y5 S 4ARE =
Foole wu ohue £a tiE A F, A%
2 bR Q43 e F449 HEE 0 8 4 Ao

ED
o
o
[\~
§

AR, 2013; ¥4, 2007, old%, Hn
g, 2015 dwEls, AAD, 20115 =S4, 2011
Houchard, 2005; Klieme et al, 2009; Kunter et al.,
2008, Thompson, 1992). HE3t FtuKoAE XA
ZHA Y w&T e FAI A, 3
Aol ZrzxuE i JrhAlE= ¢, 2017 Narvaez
Nucci, 2008). Wty Z5a A 488 ga
WAZE wA A 9 QS ZEEa JEAE 447}
24 2 452 delea

AA 7= Ao

Y

=P R

J?‘Jémm

b
!
—z
M
=2

a :‘2‘:’

_i‘)l:t
e
ol
- i AN ng’L £2

ro

of oXx

ot

v

o

=

T o 4y o
rok

2 ooz N K> 2 oo e [0 = ogo (o

2 Ho

lo

i
e
K

B o 4z

|
IR B

N
o,
oX,
o

>~
-

2
o
[

=

™
Ir

o

il

1o
>

=)

o ko
o
)
=
o,
O
oX
N
e
=
=
>
o
)
lo

A, A A4 AN Akl 94
o A G WAL o) U4 Fde
o= AE?

14 44914 e AlE
o

Aoz wA A4 HAIAME A HAL o
&85 wee® ¢ Cronbach o AFE E&3to] A=
wE Rusha glen, A % Adwrkee] 4@ W
SHIE, s o8 v 2 W gHeE g4
A8 94 eRlEM S d&dte] TBEEE g1
shar sl E9k SIEE £4S flaiH s st
Wil A, a2 =k A dig A4

TBEO}J_’— 3= do] Q&
ek w3z A AabelA o] AFEE AvHEi
o3 2o

oH] ol AAE GO R ZLF(4)E AR ¢
(2012)7F st wz H4-94 HA}E ol&ell e
AE AT 23t 7IE 14290 2008FAA 989
M0FFe R 48T As ALaA o|HF +F
oW frAFLALS] WA A AR AF R B4
3} Cronbach o AlF+ 7]3 AAE 21(2012)9014 B
3 AFrel 69-86RTF 2 73-93¢ ACE = Y
et FAF oz WA A5 Age 9601H, 129
ol AZA I} AAA- A e 91, 22919 297
WP M E 92, 38%1¢0 Ao YrAAEFY, A%

ruE i

S

d

A A H A= 93, 4299 AgH Al
A 84, 58219 AR A-FE A= 67, 682191
A4 BE Y 82, 7899 =8/ AFA AN =
78, 889191 A ERIEFAAE 78, 2Ela 989

o el &E&HME 7302 Ehgth

U ZFAANE tiFoR Z2FA 91200471 2003
1 24014 HAHTest for Aptitude of
Primary School Teacher, TAPST)= 44914 ## 6
A 74 PR Y e edE de F 18
o ador FAH Atk 4 el 1070
o Eao] xgEo] o, of g BHE Ak 3
gale o] £3E F 268 F o TAH 9l

wEYFAET woe et ALAEANA
TAPSTE AAeta 2FEE 4% A3, Cronbach
o AFE 63-87=2 wuA s o=yt
TAHCR 22 A7, Wy AdeA = 78-82
AEAT Aol Me 74-87, A75E Ao E
82-87, Ao Aol M= 63-75, 27 ALA =
73-83, =EA AN E 71-77, 283 gPE 49
gAE  63-8=2 Ut 13 AF A4
Cronbach « Al57F 707 ko] AR 341891 oA &
AW 6302 qomvteln] TN =Yy 7zt
J13 742 A" Aow etk 57132006
& TAPST(ZF4 9], 20045 w5Tgte] 4stdd =
TE ALY F ASAE A7 H& TAPSTY E

=2
=
i
o
&l
X

-

EOM e



Cronbach «

[

[

5t

AlolM 205
[Table 1] Cronbach « reporting in teachers’ teaching

aptitude and personality tests

474

=7 YEbs

1+

3}, Cronbach «

2120079 Ao nlsd

AGE 63-83% H]
kil

o8
=

R LD L B e R s . L 0 &
mjnmm mﬁomﬂ%wm %mjwmmm@jomﬂwlowm mj%ﬂ%wﬁ 3 <
TR TR =< PRI Vx| TB¥=x Lol
Prm2™g |[THRYTOIHS wHRT O SHS (g Mg w o
GREETHE (Roied s 8 TGk 2 2 BESPNey  Tyn
& ;nﬂ = o#o7u(\..ﬂa|,m umo,_ou o#olu(\..ﬁﬂ,m n_mo;ou e Y. 00 LN = .
L= WS gy o B TS hy g [HTE FIEER 5T
2K mo W e T =0 e T o 1 T g YV
el oA WrER W gp TR a0 |g e Hrsns Jar
RER 8 MelERTRT My tERCRT ([t o Kw© &
B I~ e e SN o X R o Hpe s N XA
WM &5 T o <X o - ok ~5 - Y - ok o - L o N )
A0 RO 0 mr Tl e s PR oo NE R =5 Bl o o B oo NE R = NE R’ R —
TR SR %(%aﬁ N LT T eNE (B s o xT 8
- B 6Hm#aﬁ2£aﬁﬁmim\ﬂ A R s gy & R 0 e g o 0
S U A i i | R~ SO SRR R eS) Yo~ M2, < %o X w5 o < o : A o i o
~ R X .._uozT . N ™0 X <X = X w0 XL X7 — o X ﬁoll.. ~ N TR
W R R K me e N = R ge e N = =R AT XA B Lo
=P N e Tenwg e Teopoalmy = Hf—H 57 <
SNR GBS AFAT RGN SR OHIT ST NIRRT R
M- < BT D S . )
ob = N ~ 8 Row SE Y PT S = T3
NS NS o S o STHTYR L8
ENCECS = Mo X
T oF 4 kSR e
TAEH T T IRTA A S S P PEE T HN TSR
Ry FT gy TR 4T T AW T e WA
r Ll 0 - = = T To
woa%oﬁ owﬁ_m%aoﬂww@ui%%mnmﬂwwwo%% x%%xﬂmﬂml%
T A B W oo B, W
WEgmo wOBMSEPEW_z _FTRE o op ARy
O# S mur =T ‘.:L [a\EE o ~X iﬁ T M S Wi _ww LE Q T OE ume & Bl O# o
Nrom,Au]L ﬂn\é/ﬂr;&optﬂullE T+ yﬂanoWLt ﬂuﬂﬂﬂL]H._ﬂm_lﬂro.NL
sC0xg 2 2T w3y R TR MERw B O g
I Lo R g X e s L
oﬁ@& - ﬂﬁ‘OI*MMO‘_IL_I‘mﬂ_ An_v.o o ﬁaqo.lbfmmuio Mn_n o &rﬂ Ltﬁﬂ.‘M =5 .#o O#
) o) ! ¥ k o X - I} K = 3 o KO ~
mokwmﬂr Taptmea BT ME L 5P EWAFﬂM%J%
BT R mmﬁoﬁﬁﬂmemww_mmwrﬁﬂmﬂaﬂ S Rl
oo BOHo N o w I T MHE T S T g W
s K oo B < ™o o o) o 4 M Wy T A
o X Tor ER I o B o) W S R (R M
i Nfo i s | s Wﬁou =) o T K0
TN u%of:mmﬂuuwﬁm%am%@%ﬂ.%, shEL T
E] = o o 2 F H o #° o T Ny " o = N S o oo 03
ﬂﬁMHUroU EWOM%%H; utMﬁWmﬂpﬂMu 7.:onﬁbt VLWﬂx%H_._o&.h
I i I By T o Rg
or o o] %° oo gy Mo X —_ 3 LA I N o=z D . =
o B 5 r = R X" o T T X0 = o W) e
A Sk FRHmp o TEL BT O OM L BN Twk s
TR I A i I i i e Y e A TR N SRR
Toag BEATF fgRI®_ ST T N TG Fowox [d
B CRERT = T YT E O SW® T W 5ol g o T
Hap PdodT FTEETBRRFTOTHAT LD T S W ®E oo of

AR, AEH ), 244384 61-8

A7E 1WA QA 24, WA oel:
9

3

A
Ao 93, a2y w§H Adex 872

o

271240l A 86,

Fol2Ql =

0

A3, AAs 9201H,
Ab2lol A 82, =Y AlA 86, Am ool A 85,



dulstage] A 4.4 AAIA RS wsle] e ek A% 94 59

0 A2 99 GH9Y FET F) AFERE of A A= A W ggd A= At
(2013) N3(EF, AraE, ¥H), 3 Al AR o EEE 4 e 2840 A4 =
g BEAA A&, Aol A A9 A B}
HAF Z Ad3H9/26)
o
55 9a% Same e s 2% 2 B 2744 o ngd A9
v aony) SRR SIES ST 13w qnne) AAsl A9 AREe 24 FAS 4
I R s @ ) ol BEASE ke, Radsel
- dee 24 #HE Aosed MY Fag 2AZ 2
AHhCizek, 1996). $AE5E 247 Qe o
A QDT S @A A4S ARE Qg wo] AFsaAw W A Qi v )
FoodE & 7l BYoR THY WAETE AT 942 97 E= BPAoE pANE F2H 24N
F, Ao dwdst mAAg, asuse] A% F gude B v Besn 9= w4 4447
A S dHoR Friere) A 9 BYEE 4 ARk e AAN G AdeA] St duski gt
a3k AFE A5S 98 Cronbach o AFE 4t FRxEATE e AFETD A=y RP=vE s
% 23 d99e WA 9, AEA A4, T8I He o, ofw 54 waxh ol 9P f7d 9
TEAA A4 A7t 71, 81, 1E]a HE F5d 4 =7tz diAE § 1] wiEol th(Sireci, 2005). £ 4
o vEhdth FAHOR WA e PR A AHEG 2L A%EL it BE F oyl 2%
Z12Ae 0, WA AR 62, A%H e 61, A5l B tiate] M EE AR AA
NS QA FHREY EFE 6 ILES 6 A4 2R BAe Azl TS el sl A
e 2%, aela FEAY Q49 FARL &E A Exeol et doRE #BA] wielth wpgpA
of A2 76, Ao 18 AU B2 ey AL 59 FAMNGE SAseAd A A3
T3 B oHlaAtE gide® v A ?l Cronbach o AFE A4dsA &t F, ol2g 4l
TN wA A 845 AT F de 9l 89 = Ages JPAEY 95 AU SHE A
o Fsowdoer 7Y Wt =7E L 9 B3 of 3t A9 dBAE BFY] mEd jFEEzEA
sath o] WUtk AsEE AFe] HH T Mol AR fgsith gl FARERAAAE
Cronbach o AFE 31g A AA M= 9B, A& A didel 235 F5 Aol o IR
A A= 92, wEH Ao E 88, 4o 59 FA-EF4 ool Wg AAe] duht Aol
AMe 90, A7IZEoME 83, AT E 84, =Y Q=717 #alo] fithPopham & Husek, 1969). whakA]
AellA= 75, AAelME 73, Abs oA E 74, ¥ =

ol
: & gL
[ 112 99 Wes 2okt zlojm, AAE vie} ke A E AFEs v,

2ol A AA-QA AAIA AR ASe g HA BRLAY AFE R 23S s AR
ggte] Ak F FAES R JY oA agivt = A AEER YAt w4 54 A4S F9
a gt FAl qtEFEAAl A9 Cronbach o RG] AALE APe ), e AdE BEd ¥
Agirs Rugo 2 Aate] A4 A=EE Fo34 #ke] H&S yehdithLivingston & Lewis, 1995).
& # qve &A47 A7I€¥thBrennan, 2001 Swaminathan 9|(1974)= Y4#4 AFE o g
Shavelson & Webb, 1991). wehA] 1 & FoAl& o]o] 2215 A|9d Cohen(1960)9] 719H(k)E TItoZ #|A|

o e d wgete] shtE asoishde] Ajsh 9
g Ao AES WL

=
S dUlEE oEe AgTemH, FAFEAA

st shgom, A 2



pP,— P,

60

NE BT_,vIAHU‘%
E@LW%,@M
\Aa,ﬂ%m & - =
~ = _—
. . A_MATﬂA_/ ,A_uou,il = = 0
Ml < T & J,T y_o?_ ~ N o A
=S g ﬂﬂa%xuu%_mc . E MWGEUW%&HJ
«~ ™~ —
¢ =3 e B e 4 7 wMQQAMWWMﬂ¢
@ L L o i T ~%  # i <4 < %o ol o
T B 3 x° AR 0 T = = ol = 5T R =) o o o w I
I = AR | & 2 ~ |t o Z TH o o = o ™o
= 2z @R P b~ i Ema;vaauﬁmamgﬂ.aﬂ oF
DT BERE.a; s = S ELLIELEM. 3
N f ™ —~
. 33 ittiay o 7 4 PP OTLY: 25
) s | T = = 9 o = — I b & .Ma > o 28 = T
S a g T o H Z % o W
- = quQE: T oy - T @ (LQ%]H? G
0 = e h . ,._o - B NE o5 po RS M ! o> o =T o
™ “ iy H o —~ | X ~ ) 1__/| X o) 1H o —_
P S ) b g W M= SO WHATMHZ?%WAR:O H mu?
= I \mzurm.ﬂ%mﬂ@rjw RS %p@%émﬁﬁ%dr.ﬂuﬁmoﬁr%@ =
© = zaﬂnﬂ%ﬂrﬂge = Eyﬂﬁﬂiﬂu@@i@@ﬂuc WWH/#
M < T =y Eqiﬂﬂe@%@mei @ B
T T R 7 < Lo L §ar s e o ol %
G e N © E,pﬁm = wp e A ATQ@ = &
3 o X A - - L.1rﬁ| 11
cilsiz. o uwgwﬁmﬁfi:{ = 55
~ o o ﬂ_@wm Uﬂomﬁ?%www%ﬂ _ﬂ,ﬂo Eﬂ%
PEZ N T T W¢_ZT%Q§M AL ok iy Cor i
wm%gﬁm;gu%mo o i ® é@Eﬂﬁ%ﬂ%Eﬁ. T oD
o = m_.Aﬂﬂ ﬂoeﬂa@ﬂ?c A‘_Enextmdr =] o B oI
o AT MW ok (o § R 1 RE = o5 _ )
VY - ' ® m%ﬂang% - < w5
& W o Gy B0 Emi%%ﬂiﬂoﬂr % = K S
ﬁa peTE X i £ ﬂ#o:ra XTIz
L ok J) ®a |= T N <0 oM K =
o oV m AR 3 B : T o P ~ B x o —
mf]xrﬂﬂog = S i%wf%it BT 8 -
wEe PE Gl o Wi T S o a oS i B NN
Y LB o T A ¥R 7 G ) o iy
X 5 — o < ~ ,]HuxﬂH _ A= | g W —_— o)
ﬂ%‘muo oo iﬁ]ﬂnaoa.utﬂ aﬂutmﬁ,ﬁﬁ X i
=0 RO o o PowL I Mﬂ et P EF o s o fals A B3 1H - E S 9=
o2 o < = o % o T o 7 oo I 7 zn A ° o ) W o=
A%E@Jﬂﬁ nummwﬂgwm%.mbwaoarﬂ e 5 WD N
o P OfAWﬂAﬁ%.mﬂﬂMm& %%ﬂ&vt dow o oud
y = o#HcTﬂ,q%Ho S %ﬂﬂﬂ&nmo w ﬁ,mm,u @L & 0,1 Jo ®
| RESARE w2 o & s 7 L,:Jqor_%af Wm.ﬁnllr 5w Do
oo o o Iy B I 2N g§ 0 =
R e e Auuumz%oﬂn@ﬂr@d.wwﬁrmu%mﬂﬁ% =% g 3 < U h FP B W
_owm = ©c 5« <) ®O J =) Sy =
NS #H%ﬂw% o Wﬂnm.mgﬂm Emﬂah.mwnaﬁ e T )
w T o R = /.% o T o Ea o i oo = " oo SRS iy )
WﬂTﬂQ%%uw%mnwgma@%¢ PSP T
N = " T & . L, = ol -~ =
ﬂMﬁ.%W%;m%@ grwZ W %@%@%@ 22 T35 4
e ;o7]b nLﬁﬂ]ig_o Aa%Z = < N >
ﬂaoLoquu ME g o 2T iJT 5 o + B T ®
RO ol ER = W g o wp mR o X ° X ﬂNuUr =28 + - KK Ru
iHutm ?a@ﬂﬂ | 3w z & ENIE s qu@a
gtz 23 Swmm o Z I TRt e o
T = = N =Y I 2Tﬁﬂﬂ|aﬂ
A %emﬂEhm oo §E S
IdEs = 4w B
Relax
dlmﬂaﬂﬂ E.m



61

1) G- AA
2

Ap)el Al 14719

it

570
TuS

=
2E

Aol A =

e
R

ozl

o

(i)°]

1

btk 24 494 ARk ale) el 59 i

9]

&

A
=

oJ£el G-aF

L
o

87}

B
22 A =8 (two—facet

s

0]
=

o]

—

nested  design)

Noug o]

A%

0A5FH 447 = A

T

9], 2012)0l1 4 AAE At whe}

EE

i
—_
o

Jl
)AO
e}

el

3

V7l o] 2oA AR (universe)

o

3n
o}
o
W
~

il

349

5

Folet wheba ol elAo] 1474

0

effects) 2 714

Aol A 14mog o 42%, 11

g oz Aol 4§ 19922 o 58%3iT.

[tem scores and scoring domains of a

mathematical creativity test

[Table 2]

A3 2ol A

o~
T

b
=i

g

o}
H

oo

o
AR

NE

o)

Bo

oY)

100

12

4
3
1
3

2015-2
2016-1
2016-2
2017-1

30
27
3
3

10
9
1
1
1

2013-1
2013-2
2014-1
2014-2
2015-1

=
=
3
No ol
™ %
=)
o
i
o I
0|
o T
B
N
=
2
of B
G
N 0
iy o
o) =
I
o -
oA
_m K
N ofn
oY -
of

1

E

IS

=

=

L

L

G- G- A3

R

o
FA # (universe of admissible observation)

s

@ %

A4 AFD-AHE Ytk FAHCR G-I

s

®

)

hsl

@k ol7)A 3187

of D-d-toll s Uuksl A (universe

i

>~
T
&

H
gul

s

3] 91

:rL

S
of generalization)S TF

oj
s

vzel

N

: d) design

2 d)e G-oT A

[Fig. 1] G-study for the p < (i

(28 1] px (4

5] 9

)

o0 AR D-ATE 5

]

14

%
vl

+3}

H
gl

)

=

o
2001).



w940 A SR AR, 18
o vl A 243 %
& vehih

2 _ 2 2 2 2 2
o, = Up+0d+ (J'i:d‘l’(fpd +O—pi:d,c

n,,

ER T

ny,

= (MSP — MSpd)/nind
(MSd - MS;.,— MSpd+ MSpi:d)/n n

'Y

(M5,

2) D- AA
B Afoies D-dT AAE G-4

q
h=
A Qg9 mE BB UF BRS ASH
hvA
AL

oA EY3t o) 57k 27 n,sh n,olEH, D-

g BP9 g S 27 0 02

=3

(1:D) AANA RS 2l 93

Atk A7IM o= G-AT

Zoit D-A AAS A4
7

=3
%

B
el 2
o

Mrone
oo s

i)
2L

oy
oX,

FE F2 gt FAd0E A etk e?(A))
2 AB)olAM, a8 gEE AG(P)E A B) 2F
ae & ook
0_2
2 a
ot = ——, (4)
¢ d(a)
2 2 2 2
o o;. o Oride
2(A) = 2 4 —id g “pd g Cpide 5)
g ning g ning
0_2
)4
= (6)
¢ ag + o2 (A)
_ 7,
- 2 2 2 2
g 0i: g, Opi:de
o+ — + 4 2 B
g Ny g nng
T3 By NS VFez 3 dER AL(p(N))
© TARLE A 9 A& F Atk A7 pe
57 A48 AAe BEASR B AN 666
doz AEHglen, BURS AL AA o AAE A
$3n Qi S APl AR BLAFE WIse] F
9ol 60%<] S04HHE 80%2l TI6%7HA] thoksiAl W
S AT
o2+ (p— )2
p(A) = 3 £ 3 3 (7)
o2+ (up—N)? + 2 (A)
B o+ (p—A)?
- 0'2 U% 0'2 0'2'.
02+ (=N — 2 2
ng Mg Ny nny,
Brennan £1(199), Lee$} Kantor(2007),

Norcini(1999), Schoonheim-Klein 2](2008), Xi(2007),
223 Yin® Sconing(2008)S oFERE AFE djAldt
o, Z3x9 A& dEhlE EF2AKStandard
Error of Measurement, SEM)E A= AFe dFo
2 3 188 RS ALeATE. SEM2 A(6)e] AA

o) gl ALARMA(A) ol 2EE AFomH
Qe 4
we a A9y AApee AEdel ohie



oulsststel wA A48 AAA 2EHS

AAG BAA AR 3k A @A (reproducibility) S
Hehfls Asle A2 749 9% A (adjusted
dependability coefficients, ¢,,,)& AH&ESISTE ¢,
A@)lM HHo2RE Y WAl AlFS EFHFEEH
o Ax Awow fAFoRA A& + AUrHGovaerts
et al., 2002).

w3 44 79 AlFzl tis] Brennan(2001)3}
Fyans(1983)+ 9J&% Al$=9] %% 70, Norcini(1999)+=
AAL F50) Awglo]l 80o.E, Tz A A Hat
o] 9ol 90(Hopkins, 1997, Salvia et al,, 2012) 2.2
Agtatel] uwrel vhFatAl AL YA, FE A
(high risk test) 855 A% AG7} ook drh= A
A E AAEY Adle EAstn Atk (Numally &
Bernstein, 1994). welA £ AFoM= d4 $39 4l
I AAse oen A9l 8nE Ak =3
SEME wA A4-Q14 ALY #3o] 44 HEolBR
Aol 15 ool A AAES] Aol g AFEe
25 37 918kl 024% Atk G-A79 D-4+
Ao BAAE FAA, AUoAT, 9EE AT,
B ol WE JEE A FAY BESA, 281
3

AE oF% A4 GENOVA(GENeralized analysis

~
>
ith)
=)
o
X
o,
o
1o
)
e
K3
o2

N oo
fr = fOK 12 Mz &= oo ool

* GENOVA Z 27138 https://education.uiowa.edu/centers/
center-advanced-studies-measurement-and-assessment/co
mputer-programsol A 8% thR= Hkg 4 9tk

T
Joby
o
=)
it
Kl
o2
et
2
i)
i
ol
1z
o))
o8

FAREANS B40) 4 g BYH THAEL
wehl7] dRe] B4 2k Aot Atk 22 S
o AN QRS AU, 2000, £F 39
o QA B 45 e TR AR Tk 99
o ol vl g5l sl $uaa dee oy
stol, BAl B A AN s 2e ge o
A aQEC: AY A, AD AL A Fh 59
AoAel B A AR AT 4 o

(B3 px (i:d) M 24 Zo}
[Table 3] Results for p < (i : d) design
pi

Aw BAFAA(%)

a3 AfE Aud ¥

D 32 428154 133719 0.058(5.81)

d 13 236217 18171 0.012(1.20)
i:d 196 2300795 11739 0.339(33.97)
pd 416 525339 1263 0.048(4.81)
pi:d,e 62712 3395777 0541 0541421
AAEA 6929 6886.242 45093 0.998(100.00)

FpE 94, de 99, it £, 193 ot axE e

.

whelel] o

=l o ¥ 120%2 FdHeZ 2A e
WA Y QAT oo doas v 481%E 99
arE 48 3A e o= HA 449 dAA
AF A7 4ol mEl & polE HolA e oy, o

Aol we} ABE welol= MEo] vk sixed ¢
o

o 2712 et 94 v 581%2 UEton]
olE T3l AAF AgolA S AA Ao)7} wE

of slvtar & = Atk

i 319 A FAA
¢ YstA g D-
0058, Adjezt= 0.008
(=0.012/14+0.339/(14 - 15) + 0.048/14 +0.541
/(14 - 15)), 2Ex 9FL AFE  872(=0.058/
(0.058 + 0.008))% YEYTE £ AFolrME A 4



3 dlAe Aes dste] R E F

2 FAEALE &, 24 8408S 71E2E 60%o

5047856 80%°l dlgdhE TI687HA 1384

Z7MIIAA gEE AFE AEET

o] F [ 4= AW Ak 4 5047A JE= AF7E
= 9% 245 AN

[# 4] chst p < (7: D) A 24 Zat
[Table 4] Various results for p X (Z:D) design
QI52 T8 9 10 11 13 15
02(p) 0058 0058 0058 0058 0058 0.058
UAQ (A) 008 0079 0074 0070 0064 0.059
q@ 0405 0423 0439 0452 0475 0494

6 (X) 0243 0274 0300 0323 0360 0389
b (504) 080 0888 084 090 0908 0914
b (588) 0659 0619 06% 0709 0731 0747
6 (630) 0398 0427 0451 0471 0504 0529
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[Table 5] SEM and Adjusted dependability coefficients associated with cut scores for p X< (Z: D) design
PA56 wIF2 4 5 6 7 8 10 12 13 14 15
SEM 0288 0216 0197 018 0176 0167 0152 0149 0146 0143 0141
qzﬁzjj (598) 0555 0690 0726 0751 0771 078 0808 0824 080 086 0840
qs;j (615) 0412 0556 0597 0629 0663 0673 0703 0724 0733 0741 0.747
¢;j (716) 0408 0552 0593 0625 0660 0670 0700 0721 0730 0737 0.744
494100 T2 4 5 6 7 8 10 12 13 14 15
SEM 0224 0167 0154 014 013 0130 0122 0115 0113 0111 0.110
q{;,j (598) 0675 0788 0815 0834 0849 0860 0876 0887 0891 089% 0898
¢;j (615) 0538 0676 0712 0738 0759 0774 0798 0814 0821 0826 0831
QZS;;j (716) 0534 0672 0709 073% 076 0772 079% 0812 0818 0824 0829
PAF12 FFF2 4 5 6 7 8 10 12 13 14 15
SEM 0204 0153 0140 0131 0124 0119 0111 0105 0103  0.101 0.099
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¢>:,;j (615) 0583 0714 0748 0772 0790 0806 0826 0840 0846 0851 0.855
(;5:1]- (716) 0579 0711 0745 0769 0788 0802 0823 0838 084 0849 0853
QAT FFF2 4 5 6 7 8 10 12 13 14 15
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Investigation of Various Reliability Indices of Pre-service
Mathematics Teachers” Teaching Aptitude and Personality Test based
on Setting Cut Scores

Sungyeun Kim
Incheon National University
E-mail : syk@inu.ac kr

The purpose of this study is first to examine the relative influence of each error source and to investigate
the optimal measurement conditions to ensure satisfactory multiple reliability coefficients based on the teaching
aptitude and personality test for pre-service teachers. Participants were 33 students enrolled in mathematics
education in a graduate school of education located in the Seoul metropolitan area from 2013 to 2017. The main
results were as follows. First, the estimated variance due to residual was highest, followed by nesting of items
within domains, graduate students, interactions of graduate students with domains, and domains. Second, total
% items, with 12 domains containing 8 items in each domain, with cut score of 598, and original 210 items,
with 14 domains containing 15 items in each domain, with cut scores of 615 or 716 were optimal measurement
conditions to reach acceptable reliability levels based on the joint consideration of dependability coefficients, cut
score dependability coefficients, adjusted dependability coefficients, and standard errors of measurement. Third,
larger deviations between the arithmetic mean and the cut score indicated higher reliability coefficients of the
test results. Finally, this study suggests ways for practitioners to consider how to apply generalizability theory
for criterion-referenced tests and how to develop future research based on limitations.
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