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This project examined the alignment of the Listening and Reading sections of the BEST Test
of English Proficiency (BESTEP) with the Common European Framework of Reference for
Languages (CEFR) to strengthen the interpretability and international comparability of BESTEP
scores. The study was conducted as part of the LTTC Teaching and Research Grants program
and aimed to provide empirical evidence to support the continued use and refinement of CEFR-
linked score interpretations for BESTEP within Taiwan’s bilingual education and English-
medium instruction (EMI) initiatives. To ensure both methodological rigor and practical
relevance, the study combined expert judgment with complementary statistical analyses.

A four-round Bookmark standard-setting procedure was implemented with 18 panelists from
two independent panels located at LTTC in Taiwan and Indiana University in the United States.
Panelists reviewed BESTEP Listening and Reading items organized in an Ordered Item Booklet
constructed from operational test data from 1,674 test takers using item response theory
calibration. The results demonstrated strong consistency in panelists’ judgments within and
across the two sites, indicating that the proficiency thresholds were interpreted similarly across
panels with different professional and institutional backgrounds. This high level of agreement
provides strong support for the stability and credibility of the standard-setting process and
confirms that BESTEP Listening and Reading scores reflect a coherent progression of
proficiency consistent with CEFR descriptors.

The final reconciled cut scores indicate that BESTEP Listening and Reading effectively
classify test takers across CEFR levels from Al through B2+. The score ranges above the B2
threshold represent higher performance within the B2 band. These results demonstrate that the
test provides meaningful differentiation across the proficiency range most relevant to university
students participating in EMI programs. Overall, the findings confirm that BESTEP functions as
a reliable tool for assessing academic English readiness within the intended proficiency range of
the BEST program.

To complement the expert judgment process, hierarchical cluster analysis and latent class
analysis were conducted using the same dataset to examine whether statistically derived
proficiency groupings corresponded with the panel-based cut scores. The results showed
generally comparable patterns of proficiency progression, particularly within the intermediate
proficiency bands where most BESTEP test takers are located. The convergence between expert
judgment and statistical analyses provides additional empirical support for the validity of the
CEFR alignment and strengthens the overall evidence base supporting the current proficiency
framework.

Comparisons with the currently operational BESTEP thresholds indicate that the existing
CEFR framework used by LTTC is broadly consistent with the patterns observed in the present
study. While some differences in cut score locations were observed, the hierarchical ordering of
CEFR levels remained stable across all methods and analyses. These results provide reassurance
that the current reporting structure reflects the overall proficiency continuum measured by
BESTEP and supports transparent interpretation of test scores across educational contexts.



Based on these findings, the study recommends continuing the current CEFR-aligned
reporting approach while considering several future enhancements that could further strengthen
the BESTEP framework. Periodic replication of CEFR alignment studies using additional
operational test administrations would help confirm the stability of cut scores over time.
Expanding the item pool across proficiency levels, particularly at higher levels, may also support
even finer distinctions in proficiency should LTTC wish to expand reporting in the future. In
addition, by integrating expert judgment with statistical analyses, BESTEP will maintain
multiple validation approaches, ensuring the program consistently meets international best
practices in language assessment.

Overall, the study provides strong empirical evidence supporting the CEFR alignment of
BESTEP Listening and Reading scores and reinforces the role of BESTEP as a credible and
internationally interpretable measure of English proficiency for university students in Taiwan.
The findings also offer practical guidance that will assist LTTC in maintaining and further
strengthening the transparency, validity, and policy relevance of BESTEP score interpretations in
the years ahead.
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