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010 4 6.56%
020 6 9.84%
030 39 63.93%
040 12 19.67%
050 0 0%
Total 61 1
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%5 — %6 | Pearson Correlation 1 528" 775" 729" 7477
N Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .000 .000 .000

N 61 61 61 61 61
%5 — %% | Pearson Correlation 528" 1 502" 665" 614"
x Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .000 .000 .000

N 61 61 61 61 61
%5 = %R | Pearson Correlation 775" 502" 1 736" 868"
N Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .000 .000 .000

N 61 61 61 61 61
%5 U0 T | Pearson Correlation 729" 665" 736" 1 .855™
x Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .000 .000 .000

N 61 61 61 61 61
K4k | Pearson Correlation 747" 614" 868" 855" 1

Sig. (2-tailed) .000 .000 .000 .000

N 61 61 61 61 61

**_Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).



FARBALIL LA EEA™

http://www.sinoss.net

Bt

H13% 6 AR 7 JATT AT AR 238 I 3 ity 7 s A A& AT RO SR UE PE A 1 7 M 5 38— A
ZE R — PAESE T I S5 ) AR S BT 2 9 o JE R AR SR 7 A AT
T 3L FIE B T A R A B S5 R U

LR T, X

K6 SHEREGTE
Extraction Sums
of Squared
Initial Eigenvalues Loadings
Component Total % of Variance | Cumulative % Total
1 3.829 76.584 76.584 3.829
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Abstract: On the basis of studying common task types of oral test, four types of test tasks have been
designed for Computerized Oral English Proficiency Test of Hunan University according to the testing
objectives and the characteristics of the college students. Empirical studies have showed that these four

types of tasks are appropriate for oral proficiency tests and can reflect students’ oral proficiency.

Keywords: English Proficiency Test; Task Type; Computerized Oral Test
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