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Abstract

Addressing the low pass rate and narrow construct coverage in the HSK writing section, this
study systematically compares HSK 2.0 and 3.0 based on construct validity theory and the
Communicative Language Ability model. The comparison focuses on three dimensions:
construct representation, internal task relevance, and difficulty gradient alignment,
complemented by empirical triangulation. Results show that HSK 2.0 tends to focus more
heavily on lower-order forms and cognitive skills, with relatively narrow construct coverage.
In contrast, HSK 3.0 achieves full-dimensional coverage encompassing discourse, pragmatics,
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and strategy constructs. Its task design shifts toward higher-order cognitive skills and deep
functional relevance, featuring a difficulty gradient more consistent with capability
development. Meanwhile, empirical findings reveal potential challenges for HSK 3.0:
uncertain scoring reliability for high-level constructs, potential cognitive overload from the
steep word-count increase between Levels 4 and 5, and the absence of academic writing.
Consequently, this study proposes optimization suggestions: preventing negative washback,
smoothing the cognitive transition, and expanding assessment boundaries.
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PSR TR T MR %O . B MNF I Gulliksen (1950) 48 Bl & B8,
KIEZE Messick (1989, 1995) G —RE MW, HL T K& 30U AR MR fAERE b 11 S 4 it
A, FFemEAMN “WE” 5 “Lf” BHEEIEN TS S s —8ttt. ImEk,
Kane (2013) # — B2 7 “ B T @ iF 19 2 & 56 UF £ X (Argument-based
Approach) 7, SR RE AR GA By i [ A JE Pk, i A X IR o B R A A FE 1) 02
FEABAE . X —FTVAL A TR AR SR 3RATT, X HSK3.0 1% B 1) MR HET MR, AN REf5
B R R AR R TG R, D OR N R AT S BRI G &7 ,
LM = A HAER#E L AE B .

P E vl 5 R E M E 5, ZAESEMRMMAESE) 7N “ElFE L7 m “%L
br5 2 RINEE” MIRZIFER . Weigle (2002) Faith, AR S VR PEAE AL 87 48 AL 5T
EEATRCHE VR A T Aok, DUHERL. FEAR VARG B E RIS 2y 5] A
BT . SCBRZR S S E R AT S5, s AE 3 SR S R TR 58 v 1 22 bR 1) e 5 1R H A3 A4 4k
(Knoch & Macqueen, 2020) . HSK3.0 55 &7 B0 8 iR M. 11X — E bRk 22E
%,
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TE B I3 5 PESE IR, 2% 2138 11 H = B R IR 52 AT 45 R AiE B I 240
R RINE S #%% (TBLT) 4 HIHiS (Skehan,1998; Ellis, 2003) # B, EHSZAZbriE
FHIA N5 B SO e BT S5 45 BE 5 8 RSO 2% 1 3 I S B i 5 58S 10 Robinson
(2001) 7EF “INHFMBRUL” B “ ZJndHRMESR” BB, S MATE LA
RO i\ 515 R SRS &M (s S BT R) R sE ) &k
SRR R, HAl, SR EERIGE S 21 E B BE R R BIR BB ¥ 3R
(T2, 2022) . %T HSK3.0 T 2026 FEHIA IERFENR S ITE B, MR
RAGANA, BHEFRET HSK2.0 5 HSK3.0 135 & 0 4L 1 R Gont LA 5% i Ak T 2 25
BB, SEEEH BT LR E SIS AT S 4 SRS 51NN B AR R O VR
SR BN, W CLUESR AL (ECDY 7 SEBURINPE AR EE e, DA K
“HEWHNEN IR EHE OHEEEAELE, R AR R IIAAT S PR T R B AR
R, {BLEHRT HSK BF R R EREGRZ N . FF b, AR EITENR RS A
RS TOECIBHESE, X HSK #rIHRAR BEMERET Rg01E, CUA HSK3.0
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PUZ) o X W HSK3.0 HH.. SEafHiA N 7525 3134 H 5 AE S a2

= MRS REONRE A, AR I ERKIRSE T . ARSRE, ARSI
TEAE N BA) RIS BIE RS A p A, (ERE R B A FT ARl . HSK2.0 78
Tgf (it 160 7)) ZBANE (485 400 F) ZIAAFE—AEIE 150%0) 7505 7 .
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Yo ) FM F BRI T HRRI =Ry BRI S, HSK3.0 S8 T e Bk K
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BOUEALE, 2 W G A5 AR /M 0 I S Th RE 5 N BRI R0 0 A2 T B SE Ak H b
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BAET o Bk, BBANEE B AR S —— “POEBHNE F ZbrEe 1”7 I EAAR NI,
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P 78 25 P 2 FR IR Y Bl &2 1) 4 3 2 B A ACER T 3R B AR S i & A4k
o Nk BN e, ARG Mislevy S8 A (2003) 1 “ DR OB %117

(Evidence-Centered Design, f4#8 ECD) EERAE NS 56 55 2 1 & WPE AR -

ECD # w4, ML 5 s sl B 588 /) (Knowledge, Skills, and
Abilities, fil#X KSAs) FFARTAT 704, 2 AL I E RS, HAREE =170
H—H “Z0HP (Focal KSAs) 7, BIINAS B & %O, utErEME; H
TN “SCHEER (Supporting KSAs) 7, B SE RGN AT 55 4 AN T 2D [ S TR 2k A S Al
Hige: H=~ “Z/MH 2K (Ancillary/Incidental KSAs) 7, BIME&HAT LR 145
SRR AEAME L O BIPE B AR EE T
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ES5HR2 SHUHRIN, 4 REA 0T 1 25 1 78 5 58 P52 0 B g 7 b 1 5 9 e W DL = A
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AAERE (VV) GBS Focal KSAs) @ FRIZHMI & RAT 5 B R %0 % H A
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PITREE) K E IR RBOTAEYEE A AT 55 2 Wl ™ =14k 25 58 s B

BEd# (V) GZHEXTN Supporting KSAs) :  f81ZA& & 5E AT &S AT DRI REE S
XM, BRIFEEME—F AR, HEEALIRAZEE ) (T mEE R &
Py A2 A VA A T 5B R AT BD A gere Ak

CHEH/IaMEE (@) "IN Ancillary/Incidental KSAs) :  $8i%AT55 ] G &
BRI R Z M, EAMERGEMEEACER, HAZ M & 1 59 46 Bk 2R AN 52 i 4F 55
PR TE R CAn'S NI 2 B IR S, B8 S S LR EED .
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FESSHFE SR N TERE S : BRE S S AN T B E il R B UE
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B, EANERIERIIREL4EE, A FARKIEESS BE S #¥ (TBLT) XA L br
RS WIR% 0T E (Skehan, 1998) , K HEAE M AP IEARK I WrbniE: £—, 2HE
RFELEEFEME S B, RHUEELMMENHES TR ER. 456X IPRMER
E, HSK2.0 BE#HMKZIEEAE “RERAKI” o Flin, “5Ea)F” FEERF
AT EREREEA Y, BT R EERNIE S, BAZRA FEME X, b
HASHIAZPRSZ k. SR “45E 7 BRI AGER, (AN G EEEidissS
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BEXHEMSHE, X-ET “BXML” 5 “HSESMFRE” WirfE. FiRahrE
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e AR FIIN T2 T B SE s T AN &, TN BR4EEEE— Pk AL,
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2001) AR e M, DLW SEEAT 55 FrioR SRBE AN FTR BE o iZBRRK A R 2 ™
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) 5 20 [i) RO BEE 93 AT 2 15 326 M A R R N7 ZEMMAAN, BIEN K
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