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Attractiveness of distractors in multiple-choice listening tests
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This study aimed to investigate the plausibility of distractors in a
multiple-choice listening test. Using data from the TOEIC(R) test administered to Japanese
university students, this study examined the characteristics of distractors that could attract test
takers. The results showed that in question-response tasks “ keywords” (a distractor including
words or phrases corresponding to the interrogatives of the questions) and “ word association” (a
distractor including words or phrases associated with the questions) were found to contribute to
distractor plausibility. The results also indicated that in dialogue and monologue tasks, “
overlap” (a distractor including the same words or phrases used In the text) would be the most
influential factor to make distractors attractive.
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: When can you submit the report to Mr. Chang?
: Today’ s weather report.

> When will you be returning to work?
: Please return it by two o' clock.

: Do you prefer to work the morning shift, or are you
available later?
> I' Il be happy to refer you.

: Where did you get your hair cut?
: It was getting too long.

: Where should 1 send the revised version of the contract?
: He' s probably from the United States.
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I Where is Anna’ s apartment?
: It is next to the big department store.
“ big department store”

I Where is Anna’ s apartment?
: Ashley s flat.
“ apartment”

> When will Ashely come to Anna’ s apartment?
> In nearly 30 minutes.
“ near”
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no” “ not” “ never”
. Where is the big apartment?
: It is not near the metro.

“

not”
5.
. Where is Ashley now?
: She is near the light.
“ right”
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What did Ashely find?
Anna only found the coffee shop.
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