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(An exploratory study of language ability construct and factor analysis )
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Abstract: This paper starts with a discussion about a key problem in language test validation
study: how to define language ability? Whether language ability consists of different components?
If so, how to define them? As a research background for the present study, this paper explores the
three models of factor analysis and their implications in the defining of language ability. This
paper has put forward that degree of convergence, degree of discrimination and degree of fitness
can be used to characterize the construct measured by a language test paper. Findings of empirical
study show that the three parameters based on the three different factor analysis models very well
describe the ability construct of CET4.
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