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QAEsh GAT AN THAR BT
Z& - 7= - HAHsE A dE5HI &=
Tolth. Ao E AcE AFEAS EXE
=29 A IFE IA|simulation)E P F A
£2 FANSD, B WAL FEsE
"o meh YFS B2 - BHL F o
A9d Are 43 FRRSE BRED
(International Task Force on Assessment Center
2009;
Assessment Center Guidelines, 2015).
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S8 AdHE 7]—75_]11]-51 B39, Arthur
003 AAHeE AAEA G- 3
5 #A%) fold o) 4Re wanm 4
2]3H3A Tk Meriac 5(2008) %A g
WASY - 44 3 M AFAE 5l

71 = e AT olHd 2=

Guidelines, International Taskforce on

(overall

el e sk @,
Hhell M Ac B SF7P7F A3t

st A o

stthel =, An7

I A mEYW FERE 9EE7 #d &
o2 2018 3471, 2019 4071, 20201 457,
20213 50702 Z7heka, WS B
710 EE e VIR 477, 5571, 6241, 68
Ao sojut F 16003 71+ 2327)°]
AFH7} &G0l FHo

fru
Lok
)
in,
2 o}‘
3o
blo
o
f
£
AN
£
o)
o>
o
o
2
9&

18
of
oft
N
g
r.l
i
oo
18
rlo
ol
~l
(S5}
Ay
<l
N
g
N Lol
RlOME 2 oox oM

tjo
Nk
£
AN
&
ril'
e
=k
rﬂ\]—‘
4z
A
2
>
b
T
[
ot

GLE FoIH BHIEZ BEHT glow,
I ARATRE 11719 KASIA B7MIE
243 A APATR HPALI} A2
A o gtk BAEY 2§ 3

1R d 1R o].l,]a]. SIS /ﬂaly $4,
=]

T
N

L
Mo
32 ol H‘l

Mo

#7149, 2014; $A2, 2020). f& LR
T3l Ha| 9EHrL AARE *4%-
ofye}l 7 SFH el ket B
M, SAgol Boh A52o 2 2835t
Jol AR nH} QUrhH&Ry AHZ,
2021). 2y AA SYAEE HEROE AC
A T2 #4809 BB E
U ATE o8] Aotk

ACS Fakmt WA, ACt AAR FoE

F

X
i

)

(r 2 oy rle
on o
ook

g 49 AE

420229 U+ H

1) 20251 d A= ol4FE - AvA
T B el Fahe] B AFelA St &
A3 Asjoltt, U AE A FFHE 9%
7F B FaE AN H, S5 31 2 g%
el Ax #Ho] gle AHIE At A
3=

- 318 -



As|H - 0|FY / BIMMES TANE EFEE: MTMM ABS I CFA 28 BT

Jm
O_A_,

Haherbreke AN
AR o2 3717 =49 eI 271 AC

AT &4 ARL AC7H HFoA 8T ==
G4 o UL A WOl TR - 37
& = A= HASkel, AU H<S(dimension

A% F82

3] $rThInternational Task Force on Assessment

ratings) 2] =93 VI E Az
Center Guidelines, 2009; International Taskforce on
Assessment Center Guidelines, 2015; Thornton &
Rupp, 2006). &Y o]F MTMM 7|%ke] A4
TZ ATt HEREA Ads Y A9
A 3 o] ZIuE AeHA
Y A W 2 3 Aol ’b“’ﬂ
A Udetde Age wEHo
AhaFHe fE HA /Ho]"?j(exerase/methocl)
[8le] A ®Akl 4T Hsor 79e
T ASE AAS SkLievens & Conway, 2001;
Woehr & Arthur, 2003; Bowler & Woehr, 2000).
olel® BN YR ATAEL AC WA}
A9 2k M ARl 3 24 4
(exercise-specific performance)?} T B0 o8 2|3&
o FToE ZAFdhe AvhA 3 8% (general
performance facton©ll sl o ZstA A=HE 7}
=X Fo= xﬂ7]6]—13% Ay Fx 84 4
A5 Bl AFFo] DAL =03
S Th(Jackson et al., 2016; Jackson et al., 2022).
W A A9e HE EReA B
S AEWIINE 2A FBE FH
A askohe wew e Aol g
2011; Kuncel & Sackett, 2014).
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ge= NEoZE ol FKCronbach & Meehl,
1955; Messick, 1995). Messick(1995)& EVEEE
W, 7= &7, 2% 5 A= gE HFY
7S st A eiMe AYAS Bt
e A unified) o2 AAEH T,
o] A BEdE= AA AAle] 1AH
HAolgr|ig 54 He T AHge B
F3lehe =5 A Mgt T3 Standards
for Educational and Psychological Testinge E}g
=5 A a4y Zie sise A9
olge FH& Tl HHHE Aoz AHos}
HA, 53] slda A& mEo] mel 8
P YR AV 9 & Aee xR
THAmerican Educational Research Association et
al,, 2014).

UAMIE - 5213 2 2193 (high-stakes)
oJArEA WA N B =l F84
L2 ©B% 3o} Binning¥ Barrett(1989)2 SIARH
7b HEgo A B EE ST - FE —
AR o7 olox= A Y= g
sk, 1 Aol AN B EE A
At & Hae gt FA7L okt 54
TRANAEGDo N F2& whskH, 1
FES AT - wjx et 2 AHow A
A9t mebA ATt Fole ouskerhl
3k 2A7F SESA @, A 959
| 94 = SEAYSE Y5 Ao 43
At 280 AR FEE 4 AhMessick,
1995; American Educational Research Association et
al,, 2014).

3 7Hd B (assessment  center, AC)A A 7N
B E EAlE “AC A7 AAR Fos
Feterbehe AEoE FASEY. AcE
o] AEY o)A FAA #EE P5S

go2 XU 4Xdimension ratings)2} FTHHST

]

Z lg T ot

- 0|FY 7 HIHMES #g7iE EtEE: MTMM AE3iEar CFA 23 Hj

(overall assessment rating; OAR v THFHE

B, AFIAE AAWSE 2AZ o

s AlE AL $d 5 0§ @,

<X AR A AN T .

o] FAL AdHeTt A=Z AF T4
3

o

o

15o] YHLievens & Conway, 2001; Woehr &
Arthur, 2003; Bowler & Woehr, 2006; Lance,
2008). Wb AC Heel AN B EE
AT ouE drpt ATBEE + Sl=
7PEhe A4 TR (score structure) wAZ FH
HtHHoffman et al, 2011; Kuncel & Sackett,
2014).
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A4 =22 FHEE S(convergent  validity)$}
HHEFY S(discriminant  validity) S A A SFATH
FREEEE FUTE U AARD P
4o A 02 wHoz 2582 W AxS
o] TE3| T TS Ho|=AE Y,
HEETEE AZ o8 AN EC] J=3}
A FE AWS HolA ¥ FRHASAE 9
PRtk AC HElA ol= B APe ME
be Sz 249 WEY Sdold B

1 AR TE el $Y Bl velA T
S @ SHolE deAeld 54-5Y
WHE B oW BHE A
oz AL & acel W4 T2 BAL
AU BA FE BAEEA, FL Ry
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Hoffman et al., 2011).

ddf AeiSAoNAM s A 2 7Rt
g A 72 BACFAESEM )0l TN
BRE 278 Wlee dud wHes
t] &FhBrown, 2015; Marsh et al., 2014).
ol Hze) AHE, 4 AEo] 2Aeld
Moz ZEsd AUEAG PPEAE
ARl s BHn gAHoR Ee F
A, OikA g2 Ve 2y A»RES
ol AF vud & Jdok= Holtth Standards
for Educational and Psychological Testing &A 2
o WA Faoh o@D Rl
=4 55 $83% HIE A= AAEH
(American Educational Research Association et al.,
2014), ACHH & HAAM H A= wt
B @A A - Fk 5 B Bakdol
SAOl 719 5 Q= FrEAA A, WA
T2 4o AT Mo AIEE AT
Al ZA7F B KHoffman et al., 2011; Jackson
et al.,, 2016; Putka & Hoffman, 2013).

oek AcOlA B (method)’ S HFH Al
AArel A e wEs ge gt 4 34
ol ojyz} M= T& %A &7 -
528 M-S X33t B3 A= (behavioral
sample)oﬂ 7V %K Hoffman et al., 2011; Jackson
et al, 2016). FY FFHolet szt T
A e Adrd) AAle 2TEHE FEd el
e, T 2% 3d qF-old A Aol
A #FEEE R olE IZHE FHEE R
Aoz d4srs ofdth & AC e 9
& AAR obdet JFo] WHEHE G
o] E4d3 AdE Uehd 7heel AH,
olglgt AFx el A4S MTMMS| A
2 Y 547 7MY Zual s oy
uebs Ace] TANE BEE =oe ©<edl

Campbell#} Fiske(1959)7F A9+t ThEA .-tk
WHH (multitrait-multimethod, MTMM) A2 &

- é [e]
H(monotrait-heteromethod) 0] FE3] =4
GepeAs Sungie BAz oY

=
E4-5d 9H

ox

i
o
{2 lo

(heterotrait-monomethod)
o) FEa A AT WHER

AR S 4aT £ o]d S4.0)%

bt

(heterotrait-heteromethod) 432 HlWL 7]F2S
g8, o] MTMM FENME FY
Sq0d Wy Aol e F 39 4

ot fo5HAl &4 Yehe Aol 7]t

AC AT MIMMS TR o g3t
o] FAEHE wAfske] BA He A
ZE HHstes o 2 E¢ FEHo sk
HY 24" AC MTMM 9TFES Be

Y dkold FHA o] Z|URtE
2 %3, 238 Y A W AZ O
b o] AiHoR A Yehue A
B3] YTlLievens & Conway, 2001; Woehr
Arthur, 2003). ©|& xtQd&zr} Aozt
WHAANTY Ay Fxo] AL BlToE
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7FsA o thek =4S 169 Thlance, 2008;
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US|HE - O|FY / HIHMES TEIHE EtET: MTMM A2-AZEN CFA 2% B[

Hoffman et al., 2011; Kuncel & Sackett, 2014).
ok AC WAl MTMM 1A E 7R
olffZ weatA ¢tk AA, MIMMOA F
d EQor EREs At AAEs A
o wet Folgk AT FEE XIS F Utk
R A

(Hoffman et al., 2011; Jackson et al., 2016).
=4, MTMM o3P EE A aset Wy

e B4 FRAA WAHoR REEshA
et e A W AR e 97 HeE
o] & HHE HY w, 1Al0] Wi A
HEA Q1K halo) WIEQUA], A A7} o
Aol F&HoE a7t FFS Wol X
gat7) WEQA], T& HA Fxp@EI|= B
F-HBA)E S8 2= AYEA 4ot
o

TUAE dugdnogs 7R oY

E A 2o BA

e fF8skAT, 1 dds

gjste] Awste dHols 723 Aokl )
ThLance et al., 2007).

AR, MTMMS thibd A 72 7P
A T AA A FER Ad-HA AF
T2 SARY FFolA dgstA Hlnst
o Aot e A7]eh Y Bln

=
£ e Ewgel @ ¢ glou, ARy

£ 7Y A= viny 4 7)o FA
2o 2y 7 A2e AFsle oAHt
£3] ACHH AFE g7} AgHoln By &
sto] & AgolMs 4 HEHeR2E A
37 iy Eme cFAEATE Ao
oF 2o AR HH R =Edy] otk
olg]gt o]fr= MIMM AEo] 1A Q&
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A=E HuEHE ol FAS YK Geiser
et al, 2008; Marsh et al., 2014).

Qokstd, £ A4 MTMM FHE
A= ARG AC HF TRl U
-l BYE dAE Agshe §A3
o =42 &89t MM AdE 1 A
A2 AEo| H7|ET=, o|F CFA 7¥F M
T2 23 Hlw A#e} 3 FHH0E 34
2 davt Stk ol W¥al HITE MIMM
o] Algshk= AAA Hd HH(: Y HA

o e 27, WA AR 2% S
WAE, 28 7l NS B AULe
aEste] grha J1olg o gAzHom
ARG 4 vk Hold A% - gyes
HEYE ¥ 5 9tk

ol A —g-?lvt_]—}—‘j'(conﬁrmatory factor analysis,
CFA)S AFAP} o] 2o ZAste] 71A4e

REE O e
ofm A7) 221l o
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o] FTHHoffman et al., 2011).

C A 7z =odlA M 78] He
CFA BEF& AAnd, AARY, 183 2.
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Yol Amel I BHATIY, AC 5T FE

4% Aol o) FxaAH} Y AN 7
ol 94 4% Shuso] At M
& 9lek o) A AURSe BEALD 7
sul Ad AEd 2 A maF
o dgstd + Urh
=4, j’f]'zﬂE'Aﬁo(exercise-only mode)& AC A
7} R A me g od) Fw
HEcE e B of mEdAE
b A BAeceR sk, BT 2
e oy 9F AxFS0l T AL
o] 2dstes A3t FARFo] A
o Ae walty ac B4}
o8 AUBTH= 2k A A
A e wmE A B4 g o
A TR e VeAe AT,
oleia Aske AAV4T} A el Ay

P

ot BA B4 FFE *Jfﬂl.ﬂi =)
R KR
sEme o fﬂ%—sml JESF

AR ZAL-ZA AT 2(dimension-exercise
hybrid (mixed) model)< 2Hd g3} A g7}
Aol EAgTE 2o @A He 7=
728 WY et Hoffman et al., 2011). ©] 2¥
A E AL L8R FA 8RS BT EjeH,
7 BRAEE, JAE AR AT 3
Y8217 Flg FA| 8l Aol EP3ES
AAEY. dgtege] Adngst AAngn

¢ A BHAdd, AC A 72E
2R3 AA7E A s AR TR
oJsksks Zlo] Bt 2A7 Uk o
Aede wde BP9l L AR
FRAL 5 PAxA AEL2 e, T
S7hel met A A 29 Bebgel ¥
A Jorz Y Agdd s oy of
W vast o] dide A
o] Q3K Marsh et al., 2014).
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A3 MTMM Y E e A S
Ao WHERE Bop HAHOR
FEol AtE sk Eﬂﬁﬂoi
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o2 A cr-am-1) ¥ shie
& Wl (reference method)S AA3}, Y™ A
HEAE 1 7|0l iz AdA dAE F
A= WAlo|thEid et al, 2003). CT-CM-1)&
AR W3] ArsEE AE 2 Y
o] B9kg-g sty WHEYE vlwF 5
4 7Fsd FEHlE AANS & dde e
7}t Marsh et al., 2014). A& &9 EA
AL 7 Rz FH & FAA Y
+ 71F HA v o| AAH HA}
FAE THEAR Z8E F e
IR ENTE EARThE dekA 4
Hol Wi ane FeE By 7xF o

A& 57 Al
A verd

23 Asro

iy 42
u

al., 2008; Marsh et al.,

= 157 MT™MM 3

H EYEE A2 &8

Y- ARy - AFEY
o

3= A, AR

9 CT-CU, CT-CM-1)T Z& Wy m3s o
Pato] A F2E HuFoEA S AC
Ago A ALaFel HHEAHT} oj8A FE
sheAol gk Boh Audk SAE AAS
2} gt

e
AT Oy 8 Ay

B dA7E 3l A7l 89 AT

7 E](Assessment  Center; AC) ARE

2 oace BUF %7 A4k 3

7 AR FEReH, AA AT A4

S ABAH A 29 FHAA 1
N

Bus 95e B2 -5 BHse] o
7S H7}3l Y(nternational Task Force on

Assessment Center Guidelines, 2009; International
Taskforce on Assessment Center Guidelines, 2015).

24 gL 2023~202430) AAE AAF
< AC AR F, A ELRAC] 23] o]

& SAE AHDE AQg lde g A
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ot ASA ARE Y A 76 &
A Azgy B Azl 9<%l o3 A
Fol AAHoE W ThsAel o]
T HF FRAYIA EIh AE R
S FEF 5 vk Aol w2} Al9stgTh
HF A ZRS F 324%0lth

B AToA 83 Aae Bt 9 A4

O~
R
H

R

E
=
5
i

e r2 4y ox

A S - 9 AP0 Amoln,
QAT AR BAY AZAE EAHA
Ugith ER ¥ AT AR olg AP
EAZ A4S Agtone dsE myel
29 918 UEhis W7 Huew was)
1By BYINE BF BES ASSgn

ToPAE 2A & 87t =

AC AA 718

2 ACE 30 FAFIR)AA s7H G 2
< Hrtste FESA AAl(overlapping design)
2 TAH °“3} 5 4 9% AR gE
T HA A T 23] SABEHY, 7 A A=
3~474 Oj‘!%‘% Brrgek ol @ FESA A
A @ A 78 WARA A 9 13]
Aol vlsl, 59 dFo]l A= & Fgch
Al A AGA Ueh =R ol ik FRE A
FETE HollAM, TANE B EEHEMAE
@A) g e 72 BY 2o AR 7=

7H B Campbell & Fiske, 1959; Hoffman et

il

al., 2011).
AT 4 Ass AR = o

F FAAAFEAxAF A Ao, F 1078
Ag7t ARG dF x 23] =24) BE
AMe 719 - A - G| U ARE Ha
skebr] flall RSt A7S st Ve
stAth FAl= 47 Seructured Interview(I), Role
Play(R), Group Discussion(D)2. 2, H&L2 1~5=2
®718( . ©] 5 Structured Interviews= HH
To] FxstE AES AAEA, 7B 7EAT}
o] Aol TS dojHoz zes
= g9 Aoty A Role Play2t Group
Discussione IR A3 UlolA Elze] A
ix]—% _g]/\}ﬁ@ e u% sgi "‘83.9. xlxﬂq

Tare AgHold HAR, A Tx 4
Ho“—l A AV A £ Sl ol

%oﬂﬁ AASE, o 1~5E 247t EAa)

718 - #e, AT, g, T
J&%% Aoz ol 4 Utk

Lmi—hﬂllmo%ho

HAxGF wEY2

B AcY HAxdEF EY~FESY T
e F 134 2o % oA A AL S
Al A g GiFo] FrhES on|gith Ol
AANA 2 HrFo] AEE] 234 SAHHE
T4E Ark F 19 WEY2o] w} *M
He 32 AFxe F oo/ed, dAg FA 1

rulé

1M X 92 HERIAEESRT 4A)
=L A 2 A 3 o 4 AF 5
A 1 () () [
A R o [ [ ) [
A D [ ) ) [
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oMol ek HAHL 11, FA RAIML HaEk
B r2, A DAY G HAHLS D3
o] /& 4 Utk B A7 MTMM AT
CFA E¥2 o]gist 107] #& A&

o
=
B 725 7o FyEn

B 74 2 A

B oAce HiAk= AR FA"E BriR)

Fubol UYRL AUl Feisin
ﬂ7}x} & o At w8 Y 5
OH A-384 a0 #E A
/\FiM aA7 wE BEW Y- AYL B
% AR7L, () T ac RN R o
& 59 A9 10d ool 1Y F AEE A
E7t2 FAENG. ol Ac €9 stol=g
olo] Zz3te Bt ARAEAS ARL
2% B SR 9FHe WA o

(International Task Force on Assessment Center
2009;

Assessment Center Guidelines, 2015).

Guidelines, International Taskforce on

B 2 2 A5 A4S 2R

B w&E (1) = 748 A 7R o
3 2 A I wsow FERAL
Hzx 4AE0 2 FHAY, 3A
S Ad Y 147 Y2 AAESA
C3abE wse FE A &2 3 Hrt
7B EAE) AL, B I wEol
BEE T 245 Flon, & A8
oA Bt e 7|8F AejBg ol E3HE]
It g = e R e S R O B o -1 )
datA LFHE 54, IApE wse ¢

2 3 SRt 29 A3 ¥ )

N
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= om

/ HIMMIE Ol LMINE EFEE: MTMM A2t CFA B H|W

2o ARY A5e FARE O 240l I

AC= T 8 B F AA HA)
HH 53] (integration discussion)S 55
= dAsl= AAE 93t B

ﬂﬁéﬂﬂoﬂ HJSH iﬂrzﬂt“ 347}

9 34 Aobh 2A dehie A%

A =B B BAASE 2,

2oz YT &9 -F'Lfd}\l-

1 O

o

<

Al EAE Z
Azold FY el ol WA
Hol7k 154 ol4el A% ol

s, 19 Aol BR A =9

r
Eep

N o N
o -y d

|
4%
o
N

of
=0é
i)
o
QL
3R
,
o iz [r AN
re
-

SA¥Y 74 2 HAF s
B AT £ tigo e dge &
s7folty. B Sgrde SXH7E AlF old
o A719 AYdH Aol AAAAZ H7tE
= FAAE dFeE Ak 7t °IEH:+
5

5 ool gms 7%24 9%
Aot Olﬂifﬂ A ACTt AFE
AR QA 7)) APy PTATE A
slaljof i slol=giole] YH 3} RitgiT)
(International Task Force on Assessment Center
2009;

Guidelines, International Taskforce on
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Assessment Center Guidelines, 2015).

4 A4 He
B AT 24 HAle oA
2ol (a MIMM AP BS

A AlEE AT Ad =
CFA 7%t A4 72 2y Hla
astsh g Este) Yo
AFske 38°o2 FAETKCampbell & Fiske,
1959; Hoffman et al., 2011; Marsh et al., 2014).
B4 A Al HAE FHEnh A,
712 SAET, EFHX
st Ame] B EAE A
3

1071 & A

My
2

o
ol
ol

X2
> S
il

=
QL

M 12

I3

%
i}
Ach
=2,
5
ACh
o
i
o
Ho
ol
o
i
o
oft

gl/i‘lo
Huﬂl

old A vs o]d AT

st £ - HE GAS VeFoR HESS
o AR, L A= s do] crA 71
e 72 Z¥S AFAA 2Y Ad=s 5
gtoE FAS Rludo N, AH7F AR
d, AR, -3 2Ry F oj" 7t
Ao ¥ Fget=A AEskdnh

[
By

4

MIMM 3383d 24

MTMM EX A 107 B2 A 3EFHA xS
%A W% 7 Aole HRE AEHAT ol
T dde MTMME| 718 =gl we} vt
2ol ERa SMSAT. A, BY 9
o] A I (monotrait-heteromethod)S &
Aol AZ t& HAAldAM SHE F
AE ZF e 9519 n-byolth o=
AC Heol A “Fd AFo] A T drprt
A#AEA YetGEAd g 78 9AE
Agdeh =4, o]d A9F-TL FA FH
(heterotrait-monomethod)< &Y A U4 A

<

R2-R3)°|H. o= W
2 3k wgo] ofs}
ok AR, o]d kol d A T heterotrait-
heteromethod) S A2 T2 HFo] AZ T E
HAM SAHE ARE 3 Aotk ol&

A 5y 52

il

Mo Rx AR &89 HLance et al,
2007; Marsh et al., 2014).

CFA 7|9t s 72 23 vl
CFAT AMOS 235 AREStY 9= W
Aoz Y3t By AFPE Hrh= 7]
AFx» 3 CFL, TLI, RMSEA, SRMR A5
£ PO Z IHHHBrown, 2015; Hu &

Bentler, 1999).
2 d7e oA AYd He 72 =49
= SF3ATh

FES v}

(3

AR, AL 2 (dimension-only model)> 571
Fe acler AAsta, 24 AFalle
g dFe 7 #F AFKE GE HAAq
H 248 Mt 2RsEs AYat B
A A 8 (exercise-only model)2 371 IAE
A aoz AAsta, 7t A 8l T
FA oA AtEE oY gF AxE0] 2P}
=5 AASAT. AR, AL AFE3
(dimension-exercise hybrid model)< o

A eQlS Al EFFsta, 2+ #E A
7b Al el g ALl sAll
2 =E AAEH HHoffman et al., 2011).

[e)
Z0ls
2

B R ot
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=0l
=

YA, CcrT-cu R¥ trait-correlated
uniqueness) o 57 QoS HATH

FAM SAHE AxFY FAE FBANT=
waog Wy ZARS WHYE A ThGeiser
2008). °]= HHas
Hate ¢ Ho”ﬁoﬂ/‘i CRia
98d + o=
CT-C(M-1) E&(correlated trait-correlated method
minus one)< 2] HAE 7] H(reference
method) .2 AAsI, UM A| A2 HE
G5 718 Bl JAE FAsE ol
THEId et al, 2003). ¥ ATNAE Structured
Interview A E 7| HoZ HAASIH T
HHHo] T3l HAE

& (correlated

i %, 59

et al.,

L

Structured Interview

/ BIHAEO| I E EtYE: MTMM

HErED CFA 29 Hjn

oA BRIA AAtew FsAgsin FES
Fst= AlEdeld AAZE HoAA FA
7} Aolstct wEbA] Structured InterviewsS
1o R HASHE, U T HAelA
el HEAE Aol 3 2|
e Gz Hakz 2o s ZhsstAl AAl
& & Aok ®Bokth cram) 2Ee A%
B s A7lEe A Z4 2 Y
S 43 & Qe e E AAY

o] $FtHMarsh et al., 2014).

& ANSHL Gt Ale) APont B MIMM AERlY Zat
@S dojHo® ZsshkeE Ao AARJ] W
™, Role Play®?} Group Discussion 0131 7% 107 BEAFE 2 AAPEE F 200 AA
H 2 T2 Bol 7h AEEA A J|eEA
1. 2. 3. 4, 5. 6. 7. 8. 9. 10.
1L AL - 93 -
2. A - I 67
3. A - 9% N A 7 .
4. FAR - 932 277 32" 28" -
5. FAR-9F 0 317 377 30" 8T -
6. FAR- G4 28" 30" 27 66" 5T -
7. BAR - I 28" 32" 28" 66" 767 2" -
8 IAD -9z 23" 237 237 367 367 267 277 -
9. IAD-4Y%2 2" 21" 257 347 3T 27 237 81t -
10. FAD - 4973 25" 277 287 367 3T 287 267 817 817 -
M 279 264 268 248 255 249 254 255 249 259
SD 0.32 3 028 039 040 037 037 038 039 040
. 7p < 01, 91 = BASE, 922 = 7193, 93 = AT, 9FH = JY, g7 = 74

4 A4, FAIL = Structured Interview, ZFAR = Role Play, ZFAD = Group Discussion
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Stk MTMM 314 =glo] wet B AF=
FHE () TY 9Fold FA(THE/AER
W, @ od 9FFYE FAAHE FH AT,
3) o1d dFold HARZ FEl 7|EFH o
2 AESGT olstelA I, R, DE A7 A
I, A R, #A DE YUEHH, A 1~5&
olsld QS udtt dE o 1 #
Al 1004 A" A7 1, D1 FA DolA =
A9 9F 1L grjdit}

AR, Y dFold FA FHL 23~35
He)oll A TEE A

=
o7 19 A A

(I1-DD)L 230103, HF 291 F7F 39 A
Zb THR2-D2, R3-D3)2 ZH7F 34, 352 UE}
ok 3 A7 49} AFF 59 AA| 3 A
(I4-R4, I5-R5)> Z4ZF 30, 282 UERTE o]

= 5 ool WA T #AF S

= =42 &
FoME 4 FEo dHEe Bllde A
= AAsY, el 7] AAe =L Hol
g} B7] olgth AcolA Al g
o] ojle}t ME tE PFr LI A 8TE
X3t B9 ASolBE, $Y A7kold 7
A o] T2 Gthe ARTeE FHET

so] Zelg BRHIE otk dwr FY

Al A ) ool ANT 5
F ymaTh 943 A b

a% T WY B 2

qro] e nHFo R ZAFd JHsAS AAL
Eis=s

A, o]d dFTY AA B w2 T
o2 FAFAG. HA R WellAe 9F 2
o} A 3 7+ ABR2-R3)0] 82, IF 49 o
F 5 b FBRIR)O] 82, IF 37 A4F S
b AHR3R)0 768 YERRTE FA D W
A= A 13 dF 2 F FFHD1-D2)]
81, 9% 13 9% 3 1 FID1-D3)°] 81,

& 29} A5 3 7F ATHD2-D3)°] 81E ¢
=okth A 1 U A ‘1.“] 9 139 9 4
7F A1-14)0] 65,

HH‘ 18

N

AA, OI/Q_ 03‘3*01—4 HA B 21~37
el BEEAT FHEAE 7 od
o old A ABe FY dFold A
AT FARRE FEE 1-1017]* agl=), 9
g 50 Al 19 9F 49 #A R AF 3
b AAA4R)E 3701903, HA RO 9F 2
o} ZA Do FF 1 T FTHR-DDS 3622
UERSTE o= MTMM ZHA o]dH o=z
7= s 5L dFold A ddel gE
A% f¥RT FyRA =grolgs wE
g5 UehA ek owlsid, ]9}
T PHEIE ot FAe 2
FEAOF AEd= 9y}

A EE dukegaclel

Y AR e AR, FA R, A4
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/ BIHAEO| I E EtYE: MTMM

NEER

I CFA 2g H|@

e df Cldf CFI TLI RMSEA SRMR

A =g 978.25 25 39.13 645 361 332 187

WA 23 133.10 32 4.16 962 947 096 033
A% 23 21.98 13 1.69 997 988 045 046
A3 2 cr-cu 13.53 13 1.04 1.00 999 011 016
A% 23 Cr-eM-1) 29.46 18 1.64 996 989 043 030

=

approximation, SRMR = Standardized root-mean square residual.

. N = 324, CFl = Comparative fit index, TLI = Tucker-Lewis index, RMSEA = Root-mean square

A A3RE) Cr-cu B, CT-CM-1) &
< AdAA HE Fx 79 dE B
< AESGY 7 2y AT A= &

o AAJsAT

error of

)

[e]
€

(S8

AR, 2+ E 3 (dimension-only model)e] 7-F-
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APt ol AZ3FAThxe=978.25, df=25,
X2/df=39.13, CFI=.645, TLI=.361, RMSEA=.332,
SRMR=.187). ol&= & Ag59| FEt F2E
A 2k S ozt Aisiylds AI7E
s, Wy FE ke 18R ¥ g
A F2= A x
s o3t

=4, Jj]rzﬂlxj’_ﬁé(exercise-only model)S A
23 o] A3 e APEE BIL
YHx2 =133.10, df=32, x?/df=4.16, CFI=.962,
TLI=.947, RMSEA=.096, SRMR=.033), YW
71FN A FAF HEAHE FFEOE WU
= Ta Aglo] dok JhoE FARFHo|
ALEFHET AAs] 3 A4S Bite
A, MTMM g #EH FY
AW AR A=g A dHd =,

ieh

ttl
2
it
o
ol
M
ol
Jo
o
o r
)

e FxollA B B ajle] 797 At
= e SRR

AR ZAL-FA A 3R (dimension-exercise
hybrid (mixed) model)2 ZHIH O 2 53 &
FEE HYThyxe=21.98, df=13, x¥ df=1.69,
CFI=.997, TLI=.988, RMSEA=.045, SRMR=.046).
olg My FERE AHEY Ee AAEH
shib 2Rk sy, 5 adpt 34 &
Aste Ag 7EE olsishe Zlo] ¥ AR
o 7348 7FsAds AR

A, cr-cu 282 £ Hlu 2y F /M
e AYEE UEEthe=1353, df=13,
X2/df=1.04, CFI=1.000, TLI=.999, RMSEA=.011,
SRMR=.016). CT-CUE 5Y FHAdA A=
AXEY ZAE AR BHoE Wy

v - d
Ao 3 R8s aREoE F58
At} & A=A crcve) At 1§

Aok e, He Trold W B B
2 |

PN

T =t

f4ol ARe avl, olg Hds wd3
W Az el 2 F4E + dee A

PRAROR, CT-CM-) BRE Hlg st
AJEE BHATHx2=29.46, df=18, x¥df=1.64,
CFI=.996, TLI=.989, RMSEA=.043, SRMR=.030).
CT-CM-1) 3ol 7|& WS dAsta v
W2 HERE Gd dAE FAskE W
Aoz WHaENE B 4 s FE
2 AASEME A 9 A S o3}
g 4 Qe HellA AR zAsd= A8 7}
/0] =2 kel

F7IE, AR AR B
Al AEE AYal 9 gHall Bt
F 40 AR AL alle EF3)
FatFe 362~.907 HE YERgon,
e A FE(R2=.905, R3=.907, R4=.786,
R5=.849)l A= HIwZ F Halgo] HEE
AUTh W QIEHF 9 JADEEAAN SHE
ZHAA FE(11=372, 14=.404, 15=.362, D1=.458,
D2=413, D3=438)2 FhH o2 ALY F7t
T Halgs Btk Ul A, o
B 11=.659, 14=.759, 15=795)% FTHEE
(D1=.802, D2=.812, D3=.789) ZHIHO=
Hwd e FF3 Fatdd 193 Cr
< Ueilth 9 gy g adle
3} BalaFo] -092~.658 WA= UERS:
d AR CR #& EF fosA &
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2s|H - 0| / BIMIEHO| 747 BEE: MTMM J&3 Bt CFA 29 H
H 4 Z2EHEo| XaYE X0 X LHQOl 2}
A% 29149 29l s s SE. CR
[QlRa AL
- 1 372 1.000
" A I 659 0.210 0.015 13.566™
2k 1 458 1.481 0.383 3.862"
Pl e D 802 0.307 0.019 15.935™
2 2 905 1.000
R2
el R -092 0.036 0.221 0.162
2 2 413 0457 0.067 6805
P2 i D 812 0.315 0.019 16.542™
2 3 907 1.000
o A R 027 0.011 0.227 0.048
el 3 438 0.478 0.089 5.360"
v i D 789 0315 0.021 15.179™
2 404 1.000
4
e I 759 0.225 0.014 16.148™
2k 4 786 2433 0.570 4272™
K W R 305 0.113 0.192 0.588
2 5 362 1.000
b A I 795 0.224 0.014 16.514™
2k 5 849 3.080 1.457 2.114°
© W R 658 0.244 0.195 1.250
F. AR ®V)oA 1, D, Re 47 Structured Interview, Group Discussion, Role PlayE 27|38}, S2AK(1~5)&
A AFE gttt A& £ 12 Structured Interviewoll A ST AT 1, R2E Role PlayolA 4%
A 22 ouFth p < 05, “p < 001
985 AFollA Ak 8R] Fepo] A AwelA Xe R, AR o=
Ao E A vepd He, 2FEE W A d35d AZES B, Add PHaRE
dadet WhHaRe] AiE 7|7t #AAlek A nHd AFERY 9 HE BRI (CT-CU,
A F wet Fold F UFE HAE cT-cM-1)°] 7H 3 A S Yedls
T, B ATY crA Ao} ZFEE & HojEth 53] MTMM dHsEoA FY
o M FetFE AdRFPEo] ARE T A U o] w4 dEhd ddd A4RE
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o AR R3S W DT W), B AR
A5 PR AULY
= B97)uct AAase P}
Agahs A PR olsishs Aol urt
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Hoq
é‘
b:)‘l
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ofy
o
T

2 A7 3 AVIY Ade 3 Bt
AB(AC) AARE &3], THSA A
A AdEEe IAxAF A o] A
25 MIMM FHFE3} crA 7|9 A
z 2y ¥us T 245U MTMM
ABoAe Y FA W old HFF
F(heterotrait-monomethod)©] AWHA 0 &
A #FE v, 5o F7Fo FA )
(monotrait-heteromethod)= “19] H]3] @& £
o2 yeh, MTMM #HHClA o] o
dE= FY gFold A o] vE A
T IR FugAA m=5olde dde
AP A LUTHCampbell &  Fiske,
1959). ol & A7A AC A T2t &

-+

_,d
o
s

s

H
N

=T HRHAY) FAPOET ZAH| R,
W S50l A Wl fonstA 714
g s E AlARETE

ol g 4 WEe& MIMMTEC 2 2] g3}
o] EA AHE YEFHo R AT ofF
e Ae BAFH(ance er al, 2007), HF
T2 A g3 =017 HsliAe A

b [¢)
Wl 2ol 7Nkl o Ho] 8Eh
B A 3% cra 7|8F 23 vk

2y AARY, 2d-AA AFEE, CT-CU,
CT-CM-1)& ©]&g EAl9fae] ZAS Ao
2, AC e 27} A Edet P ast
A Asdte A FE olsE ARVt
=& sl Ar g Al Z 0| ThHoffman et al.,
2011; Marsh et al, 2014). AT, B =7
A= A7t dEFs A SR Ry
+ AEHRU=, 9FEH) AS 9o W Al
b A GA glels BAeR Ay 72
7F 888 T UeS BAFE ZoE 4

= o] A

bl ® ATA AR W& FxE I
A AR EH® ohe 44 ac 29 I
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U3

A ool M4 B AR FFE B
A wd AY Fsdol Atk B FH
sol= NE Hrixe] #Ey HoS A5}

o HF AFE 4E3he AAolgte HolA,
74 FAlA 4| 3 Aol o A
Aol FEHoE FA - AEHAY W E
2449 & ok =3 B Ace JAT 159
BAAZE 1A BAE FYsHE FRO|EE,
ATFelA Bz “ﬁi#oﬂ% A 543
oflzl HriAt B l"&:*& ]

‘ FL tlo HE FFﬁ

Aol S *%‘ﬂ +% léim 036; 7¥sA 7
A s nyste sid=E %_9_7} o}q A=

oA MTMM T35
AA A5E A

gat= e H2e % e
Agtt MTMM a3 Ee
T OAE FHHo=E
u, Adael a
NHoZ FestA] ZahH,
of A HA - WA Azt A= 54 T o
8%l ofa P Wtk Aokl EA%H
ThLance et al, 2007). W2bA MMM 2=
TG BERe AErolp|Rt A
28] FAE s EdHoE &8st
o]l AW By 7§k H¢ Fx 4%

P FPHOR AU Zo] BPE =3

H.0|3Y / HIMEH AHME EfEE: MTMM Azt CFA 2y HlW

o] ME5¥-g =2 THBrown, 2015; Marsh et al.,
2014).

=4, & A7 A= o Ac AT T2t
AL AF T2 BEFH=AA b,
Aol R Agste] Frow AT
waAA A Thsde AARTE 24
P& A7 AFolA A3 FFS i
A AR dEAser duE & At
AT HEHoR =olHo] gtom(d:
Lewin®] B=f(P,E) ¥3; Mischel, 1968; Mischel &
Shoda, 1995), ACE BHAAOZ “J3std
T 2SS Fste HrHAgE AdlA o]
213k B9 FxAor grEol 9lti(Hoffman
et al, 2011; Jackson et al., 2016). |ZAt] 2JA}
aFolgs 2 qFelzt sriets, Ak
ANE e E A A W =8E 74
8 dgshe= waen A, Faha e
AEARoA AA - AR - AAA ZEo] &
THE Hwdagdsd 49 35 L o
E g Ark ojwf A 3+ Ao SHT o
A5 7171 Het, oW o] ojwl /3t
A dBEA Uetgaus), ofd AelA s
apolE Ho|EA(ERETYE AAHR 1
ofsh= Aol Ace F83 7EA7E 2 4 Qi
5 AY 728 S Adade s
Agrognt WA oda, ko] A} At

o = A

) Jenjs a5 A4S wdH Avz
AT AT AgET
AR, T AT Wl N B ATE FY

g FEZA AC A8 MTMMI CFAS B4
st 1 A3 A3 vusiE e As
BAZ R FRIT= Ao oot A
71E s AFdAE AC A F2E A
YEAS R ET FHA FHSEE A=
7 A o] 7ol vt Atk dlE 5ol AT

oo 2
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%7}%1];‘%‘ OlUr Jé’ﬂﬂ%ﬂ‘déiﬂ} 37 A
o} AL A 13 EFRFPY A
=7t o $5Ee Rty =3 ST
Qo1D= MTMM 43 HEE T ac <
TN Adadet FHEAIL A AF
& 715Ae ARG oled el =
AC HF T2E U AAE
w9 A ane sgs)eg, ¥ ay
g A aEEkie 234 side] dage A
AFgtE Mol 2 AFel WS ol
oot STt A 010)9 A7 TYE 9
ol 0431 AN A HHE SHEA] b= WA
d AHEBER A, ATy HA
B A7AY Y AB0MAH M

A} crA 7IWF AE FE
Pt AF= o HelA, F AFE
ATt YR tf-3AA Blash|ed= A
7b ek wEkd B Ao AL FES
A AAE ZE Y AR MTMMY CFAE
W Agate e 72
Mg A vlaBdsithe g glem, o]
= 73U 719 AC &%F ABNA OF HIol

71 A 2AE AT HolA g

o o
£ >

=

MTMM 733 714t
2y HuE

fe o

Aol AlFst=

2 AR, Ao

A AT Pz rﬂf& ofshe Al AAt
oAF wEY2 749 A4 AA7E Holok &
o de 72t AR e TheAe]
£ AP, Ts) el oY P
kS AR FAS ADsE A E4Ao)
s} @ 7+ W] orEALEY A

[ex]
AT b, 5 AN fUE AEY
o A Mol PEAS FAEE

1>
o
£

EAZE AsE & Aok webs 4 AAle o
A Weto A 1 AiFo] oA FFow T
FHEAE AAZ AAF o s, WjEY
2= AE Y5 a7 AF Fojof ueH
AE B3] cyie Wor 742 29
7} ) THInternational Task Force on Assessment
Center Guidelines, 2009; International Taskforce on
Assessment Center Guidelines, 2015). Yo7} £
Aol AR BalS Ane YT AW WF
QMR Tl AAol et wEse] 2]
% Fep} g 5 AL ANUT o
A ARONE UE, AHEES, Ju5Us)
e HEe MEen 8N L §
Ane, 7 Ak AAZ oW A RES
Q7eh ofE 4Fe dvht FHHOR A
SeeAE WASNA A % Sof o
FAEs WAE 243 Besh U =9

AT AC HAasF F&E w17 Ao

o] Hzak 7, WA b FF FA(Frame of
reference)?] R} 37 AF3of e T
A Aol 7F7CHnternational Task Force on
Assessment Center Guidelines, 2009; International

Taskforce on Assessment Center Guidelines, 2015).
AR ARONE HAY g0l £ FAo
R

73%7F Ba, WY Ao
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25|E - 0] / BIHIE S FEME B E: MTMM 23 Z 0 CFA 29 H[W

% 4 d 847 AFEE A o
HE A 1Y W, HAF FAE 94

=

[¢)

A B4 e, “ofE WFo| of

A, AFE NS 7 1 g 819l
HEstA AL ET A - HHAEAL - D
ko]l 3o g =o/=E HQ7}l JthHoffman
et al.,, 2011; Lance, 2008).

AR, Azt & Sl OARFHHA)
A A 28-S dol, AdxIA A
o] &8 Adehe A54os B4 davt 9l
o 53] N - 4 S @S /Wg/mmﬂwﬂ
Me RHAH R A Rdolghe ©e
HozE s Wk ‘%‘%‘“é% Al
Hot A 7o BHAM B
olgts FACEIHl wet 2 -
2 5 Qlonz, | oA
G50l Bk ektEA g )
Al G E A Ao ARzow [
% Stk ol Ac7h WA A - 579
TF7} opel A3l 9 ARE xﬂ
= WAt =72 7158 5 9
ol2# OARS HEE HASH
3%, OARS WA
HeE 2ol 5 AEske
Fhalo)e] FFE AT AA7E At Thel=

gole] Fzsts BEIISRLF-BH WA
%
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]E
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U

®’ T o1e

7

= :\é

N < rg oft o
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o
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1:1[0
ol

fo o
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r
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o

= xH o]___.

p

_124‘ ot l‘lr
oX,
ol
)
24
o e

yo, flo
]

Y
Ju)
2

¢

o,

4

2HE o, 73 g 2dE 3§
Ll H H4E A, 0AR
E33]ooA e =

e BhoR FYHo i Pao]

ga

& ol40) AL Bolk W fAT & 9
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Construct Validity of Assessment Centers:
Comparing the MTMM Correlation Matrix and CFA Models

Lim Hee Chul Ju 11 Rie
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This study used promotion assessment center (AC) data from a large Korean corporation (Company A)
for managerial-level promotion candidates (N = 324). We examined convergent and discriminant validity
cues from multitrait-multimethod (MTMM) correlation patterns and compared CFA score-structure models
(dimension, exercise, and dimension-exercise mixed) to assess the relative contributions of dimension and
method effects. MTMM results showed high correlations among different dimensions within the same
exercise but relatively low correlations for the same dimension across exercises, indicating plausible method
effects. CFA results showed poor fit for the dimension model, marginally acceptable fit for the exercise
model, and the best fit for the mixed model. These findings suggest that construct validity should not
be inferred from MTMM patterns alone and support a multi-approach interpretation that combines
MTMM and CFA model comparisons. From a competency X situation perspective, we recommend
maintaining an overlapping measurement design in which each competency is assessed in two exercises,
calibrating the number of competencies per exercise, standardizing Frame-of-Reference (FoR)-based ratings
and integration meetings, and expanding the use of dimension X exercise scores for feedback and

development.

Key words : Assessment center; Construct validity; Multitraie-multimethod (MTMM); Confirmatory factor analysis
(CFA)
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