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Spell-checker

Procedures CALT advantages
Item-level adaptivity

Differential problems

Response processing

Data processing

Natural 1anguage processing (NLP)
Coefficient

Spearman rho correlation coefficient
Discrimination index

Reliability coefficient
Coefficient-alpha reliabilities
Preview and publish

Standards

Rubrics

Standard evaluation criteria
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E-rater

Human rater

Likert scale
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Test constructs

Language constructs
Language test tasks
Computer-assisted test tasks
Test tasks

Academic tasks

Completion tasks

Language assessment tasks
Computer-assisted writing tasks
Complex tasks

Threats to CALT

Threats to validity

CALL materials

Computer specifications

Publishing the test on the web
Data management system
Task development system
Tense and aspect system
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Criterion

Task delivery system

Item response theory (IRT)
Utilization argument
Interpretive argument
Evidence model

Rasch model

Interface

Interface
Communication media
Technology means
Audio/video methods
Multimedia
Multimedia texts
Mode of test delivery
Quick access
Self-access

Communicative function
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Academic tasks
Achievement test
Adaptive algorithm
Adaptive test selection
Analysis of variance
Analyzing reliability

Application of word processing and the
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Applied linguistics
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Authoring language assessment
Authoring language tests
Authoring software

Authoring software

Authoring tools

Authoring tools

Automated scoring
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Automatic response scoring
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CALL materials
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CALT limitations
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CALT reading test

CALT tools

CBT

Characteristics of assessment
Check lists

Class room assessment

Cloze test
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Cognitive psychology

Common European Framework
Communication
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Communicative competence
Communicative context
Communicative function
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Communicative task-based tests
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Concurrent validity
Consistency in instructions
Constraints of technology
Construct validity
Constructed responses assessment
Content validity

Content words

Context

Contrasting groups
Control panel

Controls

Correct response
Correlation

Create

Creating test tasks
Creating the test

Criterion

Criterion-Referenced tests

Data
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Data management system
Data printing

Data processing
Database

Designing interface
Detailed scoring
Developing CALT
Diagnostic asscssment
Diagnostic computer-delivered test
Diagnostic test
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Item difficulty
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Edit
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Educational measurement
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Effective communication
Empirical methods
Equipment breakdown

E-rater

Evaluating CALT

Evaluating scoring methods
Evaluation of CALT
Evaluation of linguistic responses
Evaluative impetus

Evidence model

Expected responses

Extended language production

Extended responses

Face validity

Familiarity with computer use
Feedback

Field trial

Fine tuning

Full-motion video

Fundamental frequency analysis
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General performance analysis

High-stakes assessment
High-stakes tests

Holistic rating

Home page

Human and machine rating
Human rater

Human rating

Human scoring

Icons

IELTS

Individualized class room testing
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Innovative approach
Input

Instant feedback
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Instructed SLA
Instructional technology
Integrated assessment
Intelligent applications
Intelligent assessment
Intelligent learning
Interaction between input and responses
Interactional authenticity
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Interactiveness

Interface

Interface
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Interpretation of test scores
Interpretive argument
Interpretive argument
Item

Item bank

Item response theory (IRT)
Ttem selection

Item-level adaptivity
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Language acquisition
Language assessment
Language assessment tasks
Language constructs
Language performance
Language teachers
Language test tasks
Language tests
Language use

Large scale tests
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Linguistic input
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MELAB

Metalinguistic

Method effect

Mode of test delivery
Model-based measurement
Modifying the input
Multimedia

Multimedia texts

Multiple choice
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Natural 1anguage processing (NLP)
Navigation buttons

Needs of assessment

Negative impact
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Options for feedback

Page layout

Paper-and-pencil test

Partial-credit scoring

Performance on computer-based tests
Personal communication

Phone pass

Physical and temporal circumstances
Placement test

Polytomus scoring

Power point

Practice tests

Predictive validity

Presentation process

Preview and publish

Procedures CALT advantages
Procedures for test tasking
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Proficiency test

Pronunciation analysis
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Publishing the test on the web

Quality of tests

Quick access

Rasch model

Rater training

Rating

Recall protocols
Relevance factor
Reliability

Reliability coefficient
Response analysis
Response processing
Rich contextualized input

Rubrics

Score

Score interpretation
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Scoring complex language performance
Screen

Screen resolution

Screening test

Second language testing

Securely retrieving of data

Self assessment

Self-access

Self-assessment

Self-assessment strategies
Self-rating

Server

Settings

Significance

Situational authenticity

SLA

Software

Software breakdown

Spearman rho correlation coefficient
Spell-checker

Standard evaluation criteria

AR

Laall (g pallf oY) s

FRAR

FRARA R

das jls)

L L1 las)
Sl el
L;ﬂ.l.!l P‘-‘-’Eﬂ‘

FP des

‘_j‘.'l.l!l r.::i:.\!

SN @i et
e

c;l:‘-

(Lal2) slus)

ays

a5 1) LY

LW A olass)
ol 1

et Yo

30 Ol LI Jalaa
S 33l

Lokl o o2 purlna



AR

Standardized templates
Standards

Start

Statistical analysis
Storing results
Strategic competence
Strategic competence
Sufficiency factor

Summary feedback

Task bank

Task delivery system

Task development system

Technical guidelines

Technology means

Technology-assisted assessment
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Test constructs

Test delivering

Test developers

Test developing

Test input

Tesl items

Test rubrics and input
Test scoring machine
Test security

Test tasks

Test usefulness framework

Test validity

Test wiseness
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Testing methods
Testlet

Tests evaluation
Threats to CALT
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TOEFL
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Transformative impact
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Transformative powered technology

Tunnel approach

Usability testing
Usefulness analysis
Utility factor

Utilization argument

Validation

Validity of inferences
Verbal protocol analysis
Viewing records
Vocabulary knowledge

Vocabulary tests
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