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The Development of the Academic Aptitude Test for Middle School Student
ZHANG Yue- juan, GONG Yao- xian
The Second Xiangya Hospital, South Central University, Changsha 410011, China
[ Abstract]l Objective: To develop a new instrument, the Academic Aptitude Test for Middle School Student (AATMS), for as-
sessing academic aptitude of middle schoolstudent. Methods: AATM'S compose of AATMS— A and its parallel form AATMS - B,
both consisted of three sub— scales, namely, language, math, figure there were totally seven sub— tests. A total of 1424 middle
school students were tested in the formal study. Results: WThe higher grade was, the higher raw score of AATMS was; @The
difficulty of sub— tests ranged from 0. 46~ 0.54, while the discrimination of sub— tests ranged from 0.38~ 0.52; @T'he test—
retest stability coefficients, Cronbach acoefficients, and G coefficents for sub— scales and the whole test ranged from 0. 68~ 0.
92,064~ 0. 89, 0.64~ 0.92, respectively; @l hree factors were obtained in exploratory factor analyses, accounting for over
70% of the total variance; BCorrelations between AATMS and Changsha— Anshan Intelligence Test in Group, teacher s ra-
ing, and exam scores were substantially positive. There were significant differences between grades. Liner stepwie regression
analysis showed that language and math sub— scales were important predictors for the total final exam s cores. Candusion: AAT MS
developed in the present study attains acceptable psychometric properties.
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