i isiones del
El problema de la PSU de Mateméticas y su agravamiento por malas dec
CTA, descrito en el informe de Pearson
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DEMRE uses this information to remove operationally administered jtems from the
operational scoring process.

In the assembly process of a definitive test DEMRE seeks an Item difficulty lever®
between 3% and 90%, with an average difficulty between 409, and 50%, In the
particular case of the Language test, DEMRE includes a lower number of questions with
high difficulty level; this has been done in respanse to the empirical results of previous
piloting, which showed that same mare demanding themes Included in the past have
shown to be too complex for the students. This is why, with regard to Language, the
questions are in a range of difficulty between 10% and 90%. On the other hand, it so
happens that in the Mathematics test there are not many questions that are very easy
for the population and therefore the difficulty levels fiuctuate between 3% and 80%,
All of the tests are assembled by ordering the items by an Increasing degree of
difficulty,

distinguish among applicants at the upper tall of the score distribution, Given the
persistence of this difference over time, the PSy Pregram should address | as part of |
its test construction and test scoring practices. For example, test difficule targets could !
be better informed by the use of item response theory as the basis of the test
construction process, If this were to be done, the test difficulty could be targeted to J
the applicants’ ability levels and malntained across years, Salk

Another issue that the PSU program shouig address involves the scoring of the pPsy
with a correction for guessing, which rewards applicants who left unanswered
qQuestions when they are not sure about their responses, However, the computation of
item difficulty s done on the basis of right and Wrong responses, where omitted
responses due to guessing are scoreqd wrong. This would have the effect of increasing
the apparent difficulty of the test items,

Regarding item discrimination, the data show that th’e average degree of discrimination
of the tests is aboye 0.450, and in some cases over 0.600, as for the Mathematics test,
Table 14 contains detailed Information of the average discrimination values of each
test (and where available, by form) administered unti| now. All of the average values
are high, The test with the lowest average is Language and Communication and the
one with the highest is Mathematics, "Discrimination average" corresponds to the
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" ANl of the Floures and Tables included In Objective LT show the discrimination and dificulty valyes for
the operational and pikat items. p
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