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Introduction Pilot Study Design Pilot Test Results

We share the results of two pilot studies to highlight the performance of multi-level listening task types for e |n the spring of 2017 we began development of * The pilot tests were administered in late 2017 o 270 listening items were piloted across 10 Results of the two pilot tests were very similar.
a test for young learners, and show how our predictions of the ability levels assessed by each task type the MET Go! Listening test construct. and mid-2018. forms in 10 countries and approximately 2,700 Figure 2 is an aggregate of all item performance
were reaffirmed in our results. We also discuss design considerations made to enhance accessibility and test takers. data from both pilot tests.

test taker engagement with the test.
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Figure 1 features a sample of the announcement item type from MET Go! Accessibility to test takers and
common classroom tasks were considered in the design of listening test item types. —49°
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doing.
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In a picture and short dialogues being less difficult
than the listening question, longer dialogue,

e removed instruction monologue item type:
did not perform at anticipated difficulty level

performance feedback via a score report. The
nature of our multi-level listening test (i.e., multiple
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accessible to test takers replicates a classroom task

one more question per stimulus
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