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ThBrown, 2005; Davies, 2000; Falchikov, 1995). ZANXE XNE2E 715 she AAS B3l A4
o] JFS FAY & Ave 7I3E 2 FTKSol, 2016; Villeval, 2020). H7]el o] HILE
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(Ambrose & Cropanzano, 2003; Cheng & Warren, 2000; Franke et al., 2013; Vough & Caza, 2017).
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o] BZF3ly] wiel], MEVIeHE T2 i 248 T HriE Jdste duzoez @t
AerelA F& A$7t 7] wlEolthAllodi et al, 2020; Seidel et al., 2021). 1EA|TF o] A5
A2, HIRAE7IE stolg 37 Sl FostA] ZepAl & 2AZA AR ETs, e &
Az = vt ok o] EAVF AAdHEE, H7F 5 §F o ode AE 5 e 713
H Asd 5 7] wEelth

AAZ HAE7 ] B AgEs OgUd S Tl =Y 5 Atk dE S0, 68 ol
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ATHAl, Garcia Martinez et al., 2019; Jeffery et al., 2016; Panadero & Alqassab, 2019; Rico-Juan et al.,
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7vel W7t Res d@HA A8A4E Y 7 v W YR 3 ARES Aldketdnh 1 <
< &7 FE UL FEE WU $ s dEolA Y HHETtet AETE Ao AbolE vt
FAE W5, Mg BASe ol
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7} gigoll et TR E Fo] Wb s BASHE Wo] 23E wSs A2Flolth PR Al
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BRI O % S ALl WrF Mo i FuEds wa A He| 58 dAY 25
gt ojwl, RCVE FE TAY HUF Hae o B2 JAIE, RAVF B2 SMES O
2 A E Fo2H H4E BT Balfour, 2013; Price et al., 2016; Russell, 2004; Russell et
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AN AR dFes AHE F e dA BIE 2ol Aol SAFoEZN A H BA
AL HAFE 7He R HAF AFE B Tk AR & A9 AFEE FRra)
A BA FF2 AR HF ASgES f‘%}”*l?lﬂ A PHoET &8d 4 Utk CPR
AR AP AALE kA gHgts, B7ke FAE W A7 3% FEE Zo] B Al ¥
T FEAMY HE AE vEoR FEHoR J47} A4S BAOE s vAEste
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AT 194 F 5089 HIAEIPE MR 28 Wrkeke 7MY B8-S THEskTh 353
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HE FleGitt Z2OHS T do2 AAE soH RIHETISA dM-dol= HE
(Fisher-Yates shuffling) due]E&S &8l FAFeR Hr) o] EEHATE FA-dol= A
2 7 FEE FAY £ER 47 A8l AR dagser, AR BAETE andd e
dagFol vs) anoz ARE BRE7L vol ko] AsE Aok sk AlEdold Rl

A de] 83k QThAde-Ibijola, 2012; Aishwarya & Beny, 2015).
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evaluation A
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7ke} MR ento] 1o AAEATE o W, AEtet viHEvt b Wy wgale] Aol

7b 1EEATE 1 olfre AETket b B 2He ol WPl ol Foldige Ad AT
Fo|thAllodi et al., 2020; Seidel et al., 2021). ©]5 TAHZ B AFME HEVIS} BIHE7}
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(Abstract)

Exploring Method for Enhancing Non-expert Evaluation Accuracy:

Using Weighted Functions Based on Common Evaluation Items

Min Hae Song” Hyunwoo Gu? Jungyeon Park” Jaeseo Lim® Jooyong Park”

"Department of Psychology & Asia Center, Seoul National University
“Department of Brain & Cognitive Sciences, Seoul National University

IDepartment of Counselling Psychology, Jeonju University

Evaluation activities are beneficial for learning or training. However, they are not actively used due to
concerns about the evaluation accuracy of non-experts. Although there are methods to improve accuracy,
there is a limitation that additional procedures or processes are required in addition to evaluation. In this
study, we aimed to improve evaluation accuracy of non-expert by using common evaluation items and
assigning weights based on differences from expert scores. In Study 1, we conducted a simulation with 50
non-experts evaluating essays. Our findings indicate that when non-experts’ evaluation methods are different
from those of experts, our proposed method using a single common evaluation item improves assessment
accuracy. In Study 2, we analyzed data from experimental situation in which non-expert evaluated each
other’s essays. Consistent with Study 1, our proposed method effectively improved assessment accuracy
when non-experts’ evaluation methods differed from those of experts. In the discussion section, we

addressed the applicability of the method proposed in this study in real world settings.

Key words : evaluation, evaluation accuracy, common evaluation items, non-experts, simulation
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