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FETE F IR DIF gF5E ek b R A =, 56
E2FF & DIF iRt s 2 M E S g S Hem =, [
BRI DIF HR % s B AL 5 ,0/1 %Kit
HIE I DIF BF5% B 42 ( Ferne & Rupp,2007) , H
HiE BEXFIEM ™ LR RENRE s TEEZR
ok, #T M H e E AR R MR D, 2RIt
8 B E VR, B 5 Z 3 UL R R R 1
B T2 DIF (5K e , ¥ 4 ,2015) . {H H T E
WA R S B R EZ R4 DIF {5
HEIS B RIR L, X 2900 /8 DIF 858
KA. EHERF, Hrp—A B 1 RS
WS AF DIF BB EH R BB ) K P IC 2 28 4
1, MR i b AR BVFEL 2 PEH SR I PE o L T RE 2=
ST (DFF) 6] &R ( Elder et al. ,2003) , B4 85T
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SRS 14. 66 6.79 13.71 6.20 0.95 0.15
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SRS 16.25 6.59 14.74 5.99 1.51 0.24
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NG SRR RS E NG
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A Study on the Urban/Rural DIF Evaluation of the NMET

Guan Dandan Qiao Hui Chen Kang Han Yifan
( National Educational Examinations Authority , Beijing 100084 )

Abstract ; The purpose of this study is to analyze test fairness of the 2016 National Matriculation English Test( NMET) through conduc-
ting differential item function( DIF) analyses. If the responses of two groups of students with the same level of language ability differ on
a common item,then the item owns DIF values,which means the item poses different level of difficulty for the two groups. The descrip-
tive statistics indicated that there was significant difference in NMET scores between urban test — takers and rural test — takers. The
standardization approach was applied to assess the three NMET papers focusing on urban/rural test — takers by using STDIF software
which can detect both uniform DIF and non — uniform DIF. DIF is also investigated for a single writing item using the conditional P —
value method. The result shows that no DIF values were found in the three NMET papers between urban and rural test — takers, sugges-
ting that the score difference between the groups could not be attributed to DIF.

Key words: National Matriculation English Test;differential item function ; urban/rural



