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Difference between Evaluators and Users
in Remote Asynchronous Web Usability
Evaluation
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Recently, Some tools and environment may have applicability to remote asynchronous
web usability evaluation are being put into place. We experimented for comparing
between users’ evaluation and evaluators’ evaluation. At this time, evaluators don’t see
users’ interaction in the experiment for recording users’ interaction data. From
comparison result, it is difficult to evaluate same evaluation for evaluators. But a
usability expert in evaluators has a correlation with users’ evaluation. And his evaluation
only is not over-evaluating.
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Figure 1 Remote Asynchronous Web Usability Evaluation Positioning
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Table | Summary of Users’ evaluation and Evaluators’ evaluation.
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Table 2 Comparison Analysis between Users’ evaluation and Evaluators’ evaluation.

T ﬂﬁi&gié ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁié ﬂﬁé&g&a
k WiFtE p-value 0.437 0.169 0.802
FABI D E p-value 0.044 0.014 0.064
v OMBERE 0.283 0.341 0.261
P 540 E (7 1) p-vive 0.308 6.62e-05 0.008

—YPDA BT arDRELENLL VORI E — & L5235 2 &3
LWZ ERghoT-.

WA — N L 2 Fflifs B & G 12 X DRl ROMBEOFEERE L. BRIE
OFER, FIE A, B OFFM#ERIIWEHRE IC X 2FMER EMEND Y, ERENFT
filiZd A OFHBEIFRERD 0.283, F-AE B OFEBILREA 0.341 L FHWVIEDFBIN A B L7z
ZOZENLIEE T — Y & — 5 U R EE LS, W CE A ORI FTRE T

D Wy oTz.

a— W EFHNE I L DA R IEOMBER R o2, FElE S — L g
LCBKFMM L TWDDO0, FEREEIToTZ. T TIZE 1 OFEHEOMERENSHEK
M L CWAEE A A LD T TS REEITo 72, MEDRR, AEKE0.05
THHiE B, Cld=—Y L L CGRAFHiL TWAZ ENbhrotz. LL, EHK
FTHIFMEE AITBRKFIMEL TWD ES 2N Enbnot.

INLORERND, FHEEN—F LEHEOFE D5 2 LT LW, EEE
THIITHERE OFHEFER EMHERH Y, BRFHIIZL TRV EWIRIELR
7.

6. FE

Z—YIZ K B FRAMRE S & B O FEAMAS R & Lk /0 B U 72 & 2> & S [ o0 3
DOERIZOWTERT S, £ 1 O2—FLiMEIC L 2MOEHFERNSETO
P X — A (1) CREl L7 —T % T1), 12) EFHBL CWAHEAH D, L
ML, 2—H VT A MMOEREE THHIFME AICEBET 5 ERHN#E B, C & #e
Da—HM 13 LEliz Liz_—Tb 2] LFHliT2HERZ. Z0Z EDHER
FERBIT Web = —H U 7 4 -l &2 FEfET 256, EHFETHLIIMME A O [0
FEVMZ W] EFIE L7 Web R— Y R WEONR LT HLE VS TZHIERLETH D &
BEZHND. ZOLE [R0FENIZ W] X=VETEEEOHBIZANT-HE, &
BOMGBLIRD Web =TV & BIKOK) 2/5 DRV AT Z ENARETH B

Web 21— HF E Y F ¢ FETIZ2—HFIT & o THEWIZ WR—I R FIIFE N REK & &
BRNWZENRBEETH LD, —FRHENIZ W E M L72 1PV I2B W TERE 2
MESEZEMARECHDION, Tor— MERNOLEET D, 2 —FRENIZ e
S L 72 Web X— 12BN T, EVIZ S W EFE L2 BRICHOWT T 7 — - & FE i
L7z, FMEE IR, M0 TESLNEWN XMW < W &R L 72 Web
NR=VIZBWTHERICERZIZOWTT U7 — e Eji L=, R3IIZ2—FRHFENI
W EFEM L7z 1PV 281 ARHliE M OFM 072 R A2 /7R3, =2—F eV 7 (3o
FEHEETHLIMNE AICHERT D L, iTHMIiE A 2R LS T — P EE L
RIREIC O N D Z ENbnD., FHlEIC X DaHh A m W=, RIESZERL i
W Web R— U EFRW T2 — R EET ABEANEMAETHS. LrL, EBEET
ROFHEE B, C OHAICITERM L-MEAN 2 — VO EE LIS/ 5720
BANAONE., ZULDENS2—F ) T 1 3O ERE TSIz IR
Web —HE U 7 ¢ FH DR TH - TH Web ~2— 2 OFEM, RIEA O A ATHET
brHLEZLND. LML, TOEDIITHERSHTORBO ST RRSCELED 2 —
P T A MORBRNRSLETHD EEZLND.

— 1095 —



#* 3 a—FiztoTHEWNIZ

WPV I
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