© 2 P H
2.1 Rl&IEwm

# (test theory) (& i?fﬁ—“”’ Nwrmpleesd ) §- Jféﬁ*fﬁzﬁ‘ FLRF R M
n’"*(emplrlcal relationships) i35 & SLenI2mF W v g B o iz 5 ¢ @ 7 PE HIFTR
A

PI%EHEFAF P v o+ A i - S5 L%

? 24 (classical test theory,

CTT)—— i & 129 » #c$; (true scoremodel) 2 ¥ i 7 TR BRL HE > E 7 /»7\39:
B E o ez fr; ¥ - 5 IR AR5 IZ % (modern test theory) —— 1 & § U REE R RIT

(item response theory, IRT) % 2¢ ]éf_ o ip VRIZIH P W T (TR NP E K o LR E }f%
Eemdr o kB - EBFE T L RRERZ L HIEa A L2 (A% R
80[12]) - 'l"fi* L P o TR oIl (PSR IR A i e T

2.2 "-LL/FJEQ' pFTTJF fﬁ

v L PIER TR A~ FL 1% LLp) 5% 123 (conventional test theory) > & & £ B A #cI2H
(classical true score theory) °
TEEAREGOBREL & AR RS B B A RS A A B H ROl o H
a &K f 3=
LR A 300 L3 & Be(T) 2238 210 Be(B) - &
T X=T+E
QA BB E S B AP e
prE=0
3.8 3 IpRlER 2 A A R mAPK i
peer =0
v L RIRIED A ATPE > ERAEP R Ry
1.7 p 5 & (item difficulty )
2.8 4 a‘;q #c (index of discrimination )
3.4p R Fow) 4 a‘;q #c (correlational index of discrimination )
bi Eﬁ&:i&—ig WHERALP A feenp A o j*u—fiﬁ p T 32 ¥ (items mean) ° ¥t & 4p #c
¥ P Ao 0@ FEW 4 ;}ng}u{;g el EFPy R M Bl EFPL ¥ 4D £
T2 o 7RER
D =Py-PL
Hwip b E 4 dp sk TR AR AT RS A HTRISR PN 8- 4 (internal
consistency ) °
1.8 % 7)4p B (point-biserial correlation )
2.7% 7|4 B (biserial correlation )
3.0 #c (coefficient alpha )
SR E A RRH AR EOE LA e R e B eofp AR R Kk ok AL



P EERREaPN - REA(2FH > 184[13]) -
BEAR T L ORISR SGE T i E N EP R R LB RrEy T TR A(E
)

Mtk Atk (blde SRR~ ERIRZ R RE) SRR A R4 E

é&ﬁﬂw Fa At 2% o

2. l Fé AR PRl R HRE SR X3 YR FHDBHULE D HE >~ Ma
4 ﬁﬂfﬁvﬁim). Féif m T o e fEdpiR A ELY A A

3. Pl Bk T ¥ 2448 & (nonparallel form ) 2 # it 4p b RSk TR B 2. 2 0 &2
i’tl— P Rzr Ll AR

4. + 2 PIERTEAH R Bk £ 2 hdf & (parallel form) B8 PR A Bk 0 R

TR AL 3 A ‘%/PJ%%W@L o AF AP B IR R E T A M eho

. wLRIHFEAGBERF AR X Fg o Hivd wdpk > a 37 > Fadpk

FH RN RYEEAIF BRI A RAT R o

2.3 TSP TR

TR RIERITA T B 50 sty L plBRIES A A e > v B T AN HL &
sl § o LR IE A A E £ o (Hambleton & Swaminathan » 1985[14];
Hambleton et al. » 1991[15]; Lord » ' 1980[16]")

1. AP IR 1 * g 4i4 e (itemparameters) (4r @ ¥ER ~ #W R 2 JFRIR S
$¥c) 0 A - A7 4R A R (sample=free) r’v’ﬂa‘*ﬂ o
2. 7&'? ORISR TR R S A R Ffb;‘z HERBEL R R EEL ;}Flv]& s 2L 8 - dp e
EiREE F i sgmde s < pé"}‘mné 4 ptiE e
3$Aﬂﬁﬂ¢ﬁ“di*mkﬁﬂ$ﬁ9*m@ﬂ%’m€%?ﬂi$ﬁ%&ﬁﬁ

40 3 X pIER R (test-free) o I F 43R £ SEE RS TR & &
ENIPL R o
4. F NPl A D 2 EEEA 4§ (item information) % 3F %3 4 £ (test information )

hPLg > RIES J‘)Lﬂ‘ [ éi“fti'\' 7{’?}7\%‘5‘5 Pl R Rt B B L RIS
&J i F"FI‘LF"%'%F\ FR- i(w'#}:‘l;fﬁ’ B3 -

. % MPIRITH Pﬁfﬁy[ﬁkpé"’zmﬁ A B FEAEERM > FP AR B A N4
o A - BROF R R P O R F A AP R R 4 LA
3 i 4 B

6. & NIRIBRIT A TR * chenif £ B 4 S @ (statistic of goodness-of-fit) - ¥ 144k
WA ETRELEER S 2R F BT 5 2AF ¥ (unusual) ¥ 54 4p% -

LORIERILMEE R Sy Y 0 R AR RS f AR BRERFTE (X E
J’Mx—;# ) B BN PRI AR AR BE 0 R AN ﬁ‘i@r*%ﬁﬂ\,ﬂgggy
A AT (A% - R 80[12]) -



2.4 #4 F R 72 % (Item Response Theory, IRT)

TERTRRIRELFEF REHE GRSk R ¢ SF B T R R
56% o ipfEE R N2 AR ”mlz::}%i;é"ﬁ “grpE” (provisional) e 4 B3t iE 0 p B iR

BAGEE RS 2 AP KA R0 2 TR R IR R AATE MM P § M
"h’éfh‘fj‘ﬂ P ATR R S B DR LERT - AR O R REHAS 2RmeAp
BEORFEG L o BRI R 0 R X EE LRI AR AR R p:kﬁuz s ¥ L
B o(Mire > x87[11]) - m &CAT * :a“_sﬁ gy 4 B3t Iﬁjj%;}l"jbﬂ—\b"réﬁ R K
B2s 0 » :T‘lt.{ﬂ\ TR IFEF AR G o

2.4.1 AMLE

RS R HE AS BARIEA L L (1) i;é"ﬁ (examinee ) A% — Pl iF4E
PR RS, T od - B FF KA AR R > S F A A B F (latent traits)
g iy 4 (abilities) ; (2) *):{;é'ﬁ R RArT e B A T2 Bkl 3,7 - Fa gl
Bt ¥E3 (monotonically increasing ) 7 e 3k 4v 228 > 0 S Bl 5 AL ALY A (item
characteristic curve > f§ B 2 ICC) o Efdsd it 4 chE 4 4 R BT o B4 5 >
AR R A RAF A Rl > TE R RS T ORRESE AR
- R DR RS BAER FARE BRI RS - R b aF R F g (&
2% 0 A8I[17]) -

2.4.2 R A BT chA Aigik (lassumptions )

EP - R AT A E R R - B S R 4 g
AT e R e F]PL 0 AR BILHE F T A ST A AR 0 e
e T 0 RALE B A At ke AT hRl S TR

1. %R
¥ & (unidimensionality ) ®4pik|% @ % B AR TR - ik it 4
EEE (A% ASILT]) 4P B z‘i*“ﬁf@&tlh&“” ? R. K. Hambleton, & H.
Swaminathan > 1985[15]3% % ¥ & RISk F A5 — B4 FlF & = i}b?; BEomiERA
BRI QLTSS (2 W A84[13D) o A * 2 LRI v fen 2 e XA R
BAriE oo@m i@ FE A7 ﬁvfﬁﬁﬁﬁ"ﬁ ﬁ;féﬁ'-‘*(? %Jﬁ" » 2 84[13]) -
LT BV E 5okt e & @ % ePIRT BV & G ondp » S e 1% 1% &2 47
EE E?’I“’L #L o
1.2 FHRERS 41 FREFEEY RN AL FER? R 2L RS HRE e
H 1 deig f;"‘]% w4 2 BHEET ﬁ”’“’K’j M E N ERTmT E o
TNk IRT e 2 4>t 58 B2 (strong assumption ) 7 [ 3t o £ |2k 33 B2



(weak assumption) Bl FA A= 2 F & E » PRz > RIRT #3345 H |t
(robustness ) ° ~ i}a FRABAR DEF R Tt BT BRI ARG TR
RISk 4 S en Yy o M2 AL G REP P (2§ 0 84[13]) o
2. Vbt
k¥ 3 = 1+ (local independence ) )T*%Lﬁﬁ'— XREw AP o 3E

METEEHE- BLFE - APHRA TN F - XFERAO0 AT 0@
TP RN > A f]}—km#ﬁ; (statistical 1ndependence) o
Y- BAEPRERE AWM U FF AT RS
SHFE (299 A84013]) -
3. bk ORISR

PlER R 3 A A RV T R A o EH RAEF RGBT A A BR L AR
& e 751323@’3‘ AH e REX (A% R81[17]) -
4, Frig— IFAFR

%%*4W —HHNIEE R B AR ARE EHIRE . BRASE b
Bk (A% %81[17]) o

Wﬁw%ﬁ*o%
EEER R o B
)I}' A - BAP A Ay
Y ohE - fHAP

2.4.3 RALF BTD % o Sl st

BALF I AR A SR R R L eRl % F R L M o Fla i S
PR E BRI VAT AR ARG g H Sl S - S EEC
B B0 B RS 2 R S A Ce e 0 2 90[18])

1

o H Flcii e Pii(gj):1+exp[— D(@—b—)] v
; JUSSE 1

o B Sl Pij(91)=1+exp[_ Da-(H—b-)] -
o = SHH 1 B(@)=¢+(-¢) 1 ¥

1+ exp[- Da, (0 —b,)]

et

v

D=1.702 ;

AR

SR E

B0 % j mRFEHFLAES

a bi voit ¥l ALEnEEN R Sl A S¥ s FRIR S

Pij(0) : v # 0; B4 %1 ey S Sl H B A - S 7

ﬂ,@\,,g/‘%ﬁo pbal Z_RF oo
2R M@G)E A F H 3P F B o F - AR R E R A Sl P

5F k& p o REA Y 32 4 x5 4 (dichotomous) s }fﬁ; FoE (n o LEEE B E
P10 BEF B 20 TR



2.4.3.1. ¥ %35 (one parameter model)

4 20 (D ena sk > 9758 D H SRRy R4cBl1 277 o Fé%\ﬁgli i&bmw
B REEATF B8 50.5 pFii 4 £ ¢ (abilityscale) F enBL; 3T 2 0§ A
Foid iR Ap 2 pF (FO—b=0) > T2 FH X Fé{{mts‘z;g FEALI L . g Asn
AL R Y MA LR A B hn D k20 g E e H Rk
WA ARTE A4 B¢ eha D o RATELAR Sy PR e T2 ¥ Sodkc (location
parameter ) o 32 b o biE ek ) A3 ko0 B R FERF oo ¥ FIij;21FE',‘*E’—ﬁ§e,@ 0
H 88t 81258558 (one parameter logistic model ) 4p i€ ** George Rasch(1960) <3¢ » 7]
$t 2 3 Raschfics 2 4L (A3 % > a81[19]) -

1.0 T —
QA -~ 7
E 2 Elfﬂ.g/ﬂrf//l’ Ve 2;’!/
-h 7
2 e
* 3] v avays
a2 4 e b L by /"31.«*’ by
-1 4 _,-r"'fj /,//_‘__F.--"'{J ‘
! 4 3 2 1 i 1 z 3 H
aa

Bl = 8 Bt g e S
T 1 IR 2811 10] M-
2.4.3.2. B % (two parameters model)
BH SEHAp  BEAEGHN P B S8 3R %E #79) B a(item discrimination ) -
P 2N ()T & 0 A I S EGR L Y RAcB2 YT o

1.0

.0 - -
2 S 2 4 1/ 2"
74

6 ,_,-"/

-5

4 //
-3
g 3| - h._// by | by

.4 3 2 .1 0 1

s ST

o
Lad =4
.

BEAT
B2 = i 5Bt am A iy A
FA KR A% A81[19]R -
A EN R Sla DiE o B4FE Ab BLaRAEF od R AL F (slope) & & fd B o
AL G v (steeper) cF ATt AT AL 0 B B DN R Sl 0



I FH A 4 AR H R B A eoar 4 oK 4 iy 'ﬁ SRR R ‘ﬁ
%‘°#”fmim$ﬂﬁ**ﬂ)ﬁ2f’ﬁ (2% 281[19]) -

2.4.3.3. = %% ;" (three parameters model)

Z BRI A PO R R Sk 0 & A48 3F 43k (pseudo-chance parameter )
SR S AR M BT R AT L T B A F R e 4§ E e
75&—3 o JiRl %&&ﬁ”’fﬁkb ’ﬂ; 4 AR }_"‘Kiﬁ‘ﬁ;z B Z'Lé mﬁ‘ﬁi Iﬁﬂ'f [ A WO A A &
LML gl > A G BT AERIR Sl F AN (D TA - N &
BRI ed RAcB3 7T o

1.0
2
IE -8
i
% -5
-4
= 3
-2
-1
o

B3 v JE= St s A i S
TR kR A AR AL 19] B =

2.4.4 RS SLES B i

ERES SR S SE T T T R S L
1.bﬁ@4,ﬁ,%&%aﬁﬁ:éﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ4&ﬁa%ﬁ%mf’ﬁﬁﬁﬁé
B o i ¥ P K I B 32 (maximum likelihood estimation) i i 2 3 —3>
? #i2 (Newton-Raphson method) k 1 arE > e acE T 848 R ¥4 Sodic o @ H 4
e BT R 2 k5~ Bho kA s RALE W HP hipHcia b, et B kBT AN E
#2 (Baker > 1992[20]) -

2. RS Bitavd Sl A AAP fdkc T o 1»3"»pé‘ﬂ 4 Sdfeen
0 3 v E < P2 5 32 (maximum likelihood estimation ) @ 2 %38 F 2 T acPF
(b 2% 245) > %P2 P B8 PF* L X F%: (Bayesian Estimation )

® a4 %5 ¥ sk Afe (prior distribution) i ¥ S PRI < PEI S Bl i TR 0 45
FI b BEORS AT o

3. WU SEE WA FHIPA T BIRUEE NS S AR E R SR
R S ¥y ASUPEATER Y 0 2 > 3 B S B PRI % 3102 (Joint Maximum Likelihood
Estimation, IMLE) ~ % & + #£i iz 3*/# (Marginal Maximum Likelihood Estimation,
MMLE ) ~ ##% P X i 3+ (Marginal Bayesian Estimation, MBE )~% = j# o L4733 5
S A deE o BB RS Sl B R4 Sl kBB

10



‘:n
i
I

M SR SRR RO B E LREA R - R KR ETREL ) FRE
# Y R R bl 1 (Baker » 1992[20]) -

2.4.5 AR 4 Sl
AR @ﬂ%i&:"— Bas 5% kdy i RAT A RIS ~ PYIE PSR RAL ~ 1 E L EUP| R oD

ARETa R 2 0 3R 2 E & &Y FEE 4 So#ic (item information function) 0 1
SEED AT S BB ETRISRDL R 2 R o
A L Sl T R AT

— [P'i (0)]2 i=1.2
R(O)Q,(0) ’

HoOLO)S £ R Bt 4 50 1 TR EaELL > PY(0) 5 £0 BE eP(0) i
Beo AP(O)5 i 40 GIRAL i I HmRAF Sk > QO)=1- Py(0) -

Nz RHCHEHCN L B0 b G 2 AT L i 3 (Lord ¢ 1980[16] 5 Birnbaum
1968[21])

1.(0) | (4)

D%a,’(1-¢;)
[c, + exp(Da, (6 — b,))]x [Laexp(—Daj@ — b, )

1:(0) = (5)
AR Ay b Bt draihs fole Bl RN L iKY bk 4
l. ¥a ERFFNLES g~
2.3 b EARTO P RLERISF b BHEHE0 P AL TR -
3% ¢ EdRITO PFo ML E R € B4 o
Birnbaumip M - F i R AL AT B EECR S KRS 1E
t ’emax E’ﬂl_gv_ﬁ .

1 1 1
=b+—1Inl—+=./1 .
6,x b'+Da n[2+2 +8c,} (6)

)
ro
)
?m

F_&
= »

':¥ ?;/Qﬁ' Pemax E’ﬁf!ltk'

1345 Birnbaum chdg & - — > RIS it & S fic (test information function) #4p v &
E-BO0 BErovEREGMALE R AERFELE0 B RN L Sz B 3o
% 1(0)

16)=1,6) ™

B0 b Pl LR B 4 R AL T S R s H e i

SE(0) = —— (8)
9) %)

H SE(H) FL1F fz 3452 3% (standard error ofestlmatlon)o’?iﬁiﬂ TR %ﬁiﬂt

ok T TR 2R ]‘\4’19’@'"”“"_;% F':".O’ﬁ TRt REhEBR AT E TR R

0 B anplga L2 AP T LG E afp_ T NKfEEN A B EE A

2% % 81[22])-
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2.9 A SRR B R

#pa 5 e g (Artificial Neural Networks, ANNs) & 47 0o 4d (5 4gch- BT 7
PFER S T T l%s_%gg’\ R G TR U Y myfiﬁ o MpA R A d X §2E
,ﬁﬁ{'ﬁ’_mké‘;ﬁ 7~ (WA g peuron) friztipttiE R H ARl S i 2 (links) A1
A ezt Ap b ‘*m}%@wﬁi A KT F At NEE T R %z%?f'ffﬁ,%,%ﬁ)’;f%
2 ¢ o @ BB ANNs R &7 5 ,iﬁs%rl"ﬁ AFR ek My— B0 F ﬁﬁﬁ g FO R R
kBRI EY (learn) ~ w8 (recall) - &f? Sdiw (generalize ) ey 4 o 3EAY S
. (ANNs) #2253 e (pattern matching) ~ 4 #f (classification) ~ & #ciT i
(function approximation) -~ #if i* (optimization) % ¥ #14 #f (data clustering) ---
Eﬁ‘l‘a"?’ﬁ fdFrck (RE¥EF - &Ekﬁﬂ SR im0 A 92[23]) o RPN B Ak X Rl

Hepl IF HORIE NP F ORI iR Sk (3R 0 A 89[9]) e

254.g$g¢

KO R REE K A SRR S AR S B - R e R R ke
f’/w\JE o MR BB R T A 0 M S RET A L w4 (Feedforward ) #5445
e Bl 1w AR SN (Feedback) BRI R R i‘éﬁ o A AT A A T ALY Eo) il L R

w Bk ,.,me;tk@ Mo H ATl doB 4977 o T LB d = BIMA E
(%E%i; ERAF RGO R 92[23])
Y %EE‘W 3B AR A A A g e 33 o
- ﬁ%‘])‘ WEL A B G R PR P T 2 [P e T e g i g e
3. AT ik (HdESH) A Mﬁz«:w@p 21 %:%cfbm@?]ﬂ: EEE - ik
EiE i 41 (normalized ) m%]“':?‘a‘z A (0, 1) & (-1, 1) »

b1

H =~ >
=

12



%&?iﬁ?’—%ﬁgﬁjFMWTﬂ:%%ﬁﬁxﬁﬁ:
n

net; = Z“Wjixi +b; (%% i “Activity Function )
i=1
Y =F(net;) (3% # 5 % Transfer Function)
(BEZ & ~SEHMA~F 21 2 92[23D

> F6TFE o AR92 & -

(9
(10)

TR A R E RS NS H - S e D B R B L S A e
AR A SR P A K N inArE A 5 e B (multi-layer perception neural
network ) ° B 5 &% K 2L AviA KRR OEHR o (FA o 2 89[10]D)

13



Fg*LpJJI@@E'? ] ;g“

L:xv

5 s ok s ik
ﬁﬁj " gt (R et HET ¥ F U
BbH: % é] 7 BeCia Eﬁd R }g}ix EN2E ’f#-

FA KR ES T A GRESTD FRILH R AT o R o e SR Lm0 ARBYE o

2.5.2 BE W (ko) —EF$ Y 3#k (sigmoid function )
1

4% d S (sigmoid function) Y = T (1D
o bllE=e
Yol 6 4T o AF ke Sl - 0@ g K z‘;&fwﬁ%é S b
1 ‘ I,
f(x):w ‘ (12)
EE R AT o

1.2
|

" a—
0.6 | /
0:4 | A.S
. /
e

-10 0 +10

ra=1

6 S FO) =<

TR PR ¢ IR ':ﬁ IRIFR 'f %Fl?%’ﬂ“ﬁ‘j,r. Wﬁ%"ﬁfﬁ’%ﬂ@%’ 2.16(c), alpha=1

2.0.3. M4 SRR Y 2 N B E Y Ixy 2

A SRR LR S e 2 AR P g d RS RY B Y L i - 0 F
PREA SRR A1 E R R E YRR R - B d W AP L B ]

14



KR AA AR EP553  dok KR PERA EAT RN T Y FH 2 kA %
ARTAFERAEY (supervised learning ) ¥ 2-% 7 EEIEY (unsupervised learning )
By Ry 2RI 2L ’%ff/ﬁ-n/Z’%ﬁdzﬁ-n/z B e FA R el
o RAEDN B GHRE - FEFRT  BEETAFLL L RGP &% “] A1 & (desired
output) E %E‘ﬁ?j»llﬁl’iﬂ o T e gt - IPUEARF] T & 7 B*ﬁﬂr@]ufi*ﬂﬁ”” A
STRSEY R 7’1?B%ﬁﬂi ?“@ﬁ%awwﬁ*ﬁn CITEE Y
Fos itk %92[23])
7] @ R 240 5 e i (Back Propagation Neural Network, BPN) 728 £ 5 5 K ;uv B
(multilayer perceptron, MLP) > — 4ki¢ % e ¥ /7 82 5324 5@ L% &2 (Error
Back Propagation, EBP) - f§ #i s BP (Back Propagation) i & ;2 izfkene & (MLP
+BP) fi2 5 @ iEaa gert & BPN (SRE F C R B A R B % 92[23]) o v
q\B TREA GREREE YR AR R EAM S B R i 3R Y RE 2R
E R R EE SRV SN R g RSP SR R 0 B0 E
B E Y o b iR N AP R B T B2 LR - T AR
ool (M4 o) 208V s (Ehes 0 % 92[24])
1

i
B4 TRNE B A -
Ay 00 et 0

Fl e B Y AR ) SR & bl d | 1 i AR o W B ca sl R 2 (the
gradient steepest descent method?) &k @ igE Sr#He ] (v > = ¥ @: * = B B
B A A S 0] 0 BRI A Sl % A R B AR AR R "”l’i’
WA Sl B RS B ) R T (CE S 0 R92[24]) o

oE
AW, = 14
=, (14)

v B¢ p=58 Y& % (learningrate) » F4|F =t 3 E 2 o] VAL Sfioen
Hig (Efe= o % 92[24]) -
BB S RERETRIL BT A LA G
Lo By : 1% g blam» » ﬁﬂﬁ%» LA
Bl v AR ACERE ST o T E
g
B

feE BB TE R M B S
¥z & RIL - § i EiR
ﬂ%ﬂ*w “ﬁ#w s
"Hﬁfb’lﬁ gliﬁt@;

S

M- F - i 2" “ﬁ% B e 5N 1E‘.rr )
- BE ¥ %% (learning cycle) > — % 1 K-
FY Ak 2diea (Ele= o 3\9[24])

S

¥

2. WEER G RKEY O WY AFY DG B RS A
SN - R IE R IR L] 0 ¥ - IR TS RIEE G RRERF YR
BV EEYSBEY BR “'Pﬂ%hiﬁlléég%tﬂ T R RR R R R L AR R
A E s ? (£l "«92[24])% - fE T 2 TAER ) i AR
Fod e Y A g~ BAR AT - e B R G
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2.5.4.7 A i%lﬂim R =8

2.5.4.1 #A S g - Sliniicf B
CHEA S Hwh NP P ORI 2 S BB S N AR O 0 W L T B SN
ol % oo

. 1
o BEAY AT e iR B E BN f(X):W
A . - . 1
o RALF I B S Hehic B Y P(©) EPSIEE)
e FlHpA G dwirtEEE - BROE > S E DR FE T E LT
£ x=0 > B f(g)_;
o ‘ S 14e WO
. 1.7a=w => a=w/1.7 (15)
1.7ab=t => b=t/(1.7a)=t/w” (16)

(Ex'g > 289[10])

2.5.4.2 A 1§,$§J D EndE A T e R

Sl P EE TR s A SRR B F RIEHhZ - SR A RppR 0 R ER
AR R E bz ﬁ"ﬁﬁtfi;““ CRTR RS EH S o R L AR -
f[%ﬁ?} » Sl LL%?J * Sdefiz. 37 14 ic(Jower-floor parameter) > @ ’}'E:;(\‘,TJ'%U—_V L
EEEEIE e S S %:,i’a’ 2.89[10]) -

FUERIRC 7= 1B 3 *T'*Iﬂ)

i

BT i

ﬁ?”'@( fi= 118k i)
VA iﬁ%] IEgA s

T kR R T A sgad ;EP‘“&EB FRRh$Ekni 2Py » R caffEdm - Ml ARY & -

R U R L
1

T O esE A SR f(X):C”f(l_C')W o
2 P U 1
T S UERY TS PO =c+ (-0 rman
R S E
e (18)

1.7a=w => a=w/1.7
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1.7ab=t => b=t/(1.7a)=t/w
a~b c = 2P| Fd ¥ A ‘E%] 4"7”4?‘?73@ “q_JfS—}\‘ kFiE o F ‘f\x‘* ap ’Qgt\ =
GRS Sl CARRCE S S S I 7o(3lp EEE o R89[10]) -

2.6 a4 w3 ( Ability Estimation Methods )

PR HhF Y P AR B R RGP LR e
T A < PR 5 32 (Maximum Likelihood Estimation, MLE ) ~ B =8 & iz 2+72 (Owen

Sequential Bayesian Estimation, OWEN ) ~ #§ 3 {3 5% i 3+ /2 ( Expected A Posterior , EAP) ~

ot m iy 5342 (Weighted Likelihood Estimation, WLE ) i f§ & 4
2.6.1 &~ #£iL iz 3472 (Maximum Likelihood Estimation, MLE )

Fivd LOMEREY o v B RIB LS H A Slcse S Pi(ul0) 0 FIEE LA R
u=1: f%%é' F 1 FE o Blu=0-e Pi(l,li|9)?:'_I L ,a =N

R(U/0) = R(u; =19)" R(u, = 09)™"

= R (-R)"™

_ PiUiQil—Ui (19)

» H ¢ P=P(u=1]0)T % = % BB i BENPrEnPY0) - Qi(0)=1- Pi(0) -
F 3R amiB R % Kk % (localindependence ) =ik » P IFE & i)

u1,uz,....un153; g %)&3' %

P(Uy,U,,...,U,|0) = P(U,|0)P(u,]6)...P(u_|6)

=f[P(ui|9)
:ﬂRUiQiI_Ui

u AR L EE (45 0) AnBRAATE B P S dGE S

(20)

%ul,uz,....
L(ur,....u0)=[ [R*(©)Q"™ (&) (2D
i=1
# R oA L(u|6)=f[ Pi(ui[0) (22)
Fla PLi SBcE g B A o R R Sl & p ARl
(23)

L =1In(u,,U,,...,u,|6) = Z[ui InP +(1-u,)InQ,]
i=1
BEFLEOF— = i ik
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_ zDa(P CiXui_Pi):Zn:Ki(Ui—Pi) (24)

i=1 Pi(l—Ci)
o w -
Pi(l_ci)
Db FEin 3+ 0 OM > 5 2T S R e
ZKi(ui_Pi):O (26)
i=1

d 30 b N T 2R AR N Ar % R 2 3 % (83 (Newton-Raphson Iterative method)

ffp o FAB LB 0 RENY TREARAEINNA BEE G, o

=3
[alnL(qu
. \ 00 \
m+1 :Hm_ 2 2 :Hm_hé (27>
0” InL(ulp) L, I
ol
» B ¥ m=0,1,2, . %8Sl @900, L6, <0.001 4 ik i

TARAITE A (blas) 4

Bias[MLE(0)]= Za,l,( ) (28)
He 4= Fl)i__cci (Lord » 1983[25])
A R (28)F 1A A Bias[MLE(H)]=ILZZn: Dal, 1+exp[—|;a-(t9—b-)] —% (29)

B Q297 5 IMLER # th 1T R nE £ 82 D @il 4 E R E w7 ALY
PeiF “‘:nl[% PR BRI EEITER R gt Bt (targeted at an examinee’s ability
level) o &F % nCATHBR Y » PRz @B £ FHA S ZR AR BT97) i
BA Y B P R4~ 3§ 0 B%CATZMLER: 4 3k £ Bi%E 5 (Yietal. >
2001[26])

2.6.2 B <& %32 (OWEN Sequential Bayesian Estimation, OWEN)
Owen(1975)# * B X B 7| { v (Bayesian sequential approach):& {7 it 4 S #iciz 3t &
F-d RPRIGH Y U BTN FOARARI YA AR - AR
Ao thT foficfo B fic T 5 W - S S A feinT odicfo B e e T4 B X 2tk
S fic® — Bhenid kb AR R F B A feafis o T 9E B (peak value) IR 0 F] P T UL
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SRR E R g gl o RN LS RS TE & L ) A DE S R I x;édﬂz Higg 4 B3t E

gviWQﬁmlﬁﬁk@’*$%?ﬁ%ﬁ°EQ%7§£$*iﬁ&i%F%&
A AP g G A 4 Rt B g A feanT shdce fF (L4 F E A80[27]) -

E 4

4 =

=
oo

2.6.3 8% {6 % v +# (Expected A Posterior, EAP )
B3 1 i LA B e e © A S e g(0) P 18 S A T 1 (30)

FE T e
L(ul)g(6)
Olu) = 30
PO [Lweyg©)do (30)
© Gets B A fie p(Blu) 0 B 14 Sk A fechT Bl fo s B ke T
E@|u)=[" op(©@|uxo (31)
Var(é | u) =j_°°w92 p(@|u)dé—(E@|u)) (32)

& * Gauss-Hermite ic * BLip T sk A feenT oo £ B0 (31) ~ (32):%
B BT AT AT
q
D X L (XWX @)

0= E(0|u) =+ (33)
ZLj(Xk)W(Xk)

A > (X, -6 L (X (x,)
6%(0) =Var(|u) =*— (34)

2 Li(XOW (X,)

(Bock & Mislevy » 1982[28] ; Wang & Vispoel » 1998[29])
2.6.4 g EPEMH2 (Weighted Likelihood Estimation, WLE )

Warm - 1989[30]% 7 2 i+ (correct) # * #£i2;% #1 & 4 7y 4 i#h £ (bias) » #% 1 —
& WLE 242

L") =L,6)- A1 (0)=0 (35)

B9 L =0 e R PROLE i 4 B AR 0 B AU AR e Lt
x4 et E e (35)5N P B WP A W E

L =L _pyalu-ROIRE)-c))
00 i=1 Pi(e)(l_ci)

19



%M(e)_Ezz (Fl)__cc —%] (36)

HI©O) = Y 1,0) = ZP —iD (1Qc(§) ¢) (37)

AMO0) FMLE % 1 fgiv # &3> i £ o 1995 Warm $a36 A(0) ¥ 119 f#(33) 5% 4c 12

W o AR R R EER B3 E (WLE, ™ ER ) (Cheng & Liou-2000[31] -
2003)[32] ; Hambleton & Swaminathan > 1985[15]) -

g o050 (33) A AR S AR LI R L JE H S S 1 AT R o B e
2 A MO =0V i< 0.0017 & NV nal =457 & N2 R #E R 21 X7 = B

iEiEe iz- g4 (Warm 0 1989[30]) »

BFLR A A Warm (1989) A ety @ » s @ % cnd - B
(hypothetical ) 48 & (/& F <~ §=Fla~b $iiE) - .’ﬂ & AR chdF % 7 MLE & 4 B3teh
W Z EApE ] o o2 WLE enig & 5% ¥ 4 (Yietal. » 2001[26]) -

2.7 RlZ %2k 2P| (Test-Termination.Rule ) it 4 fz 343 a8

Wang etal. » 1999[33 [4p \-e CAT B s ® iRl ¥ L R R] (FRI% £ & vs %6 Rl%
EFR)T R EREFERILNE 532 ﬁﬂéﬁi#ﬁ&(%i BB AR 322 934 ) -
blde t WLE it 4 G302 & 82% RS> MLE i 4 B2t ehin 3tk £ > 2 §_Wangetal. »
199933 |5 7h1¢ * B 2P|k £ B PRI WEE v 5 2t A 5 i@ % Bl R
2 (fixed-SE) # it 0] > WLE iy 4 3t #Z ~ »* MLE (Yietal. > 2001[26]) ¢

Wang & Vispoel » 1998[29]4}? Wang et al »1999[33]cr#= 1 ¢ Bom & CAT %3 ° MLE
fed BINEAREOYE A4 it ot £ (bias) #0242 2% (standard error)#i
= o fl”ﬁ B R AR CAT 3 * FH 2 fi“‘i*ﬁtﬂ'l » # MLE mx;?‘wﬁﬁiﬁf{:l&ﬁ;}"q
At A (outwardbias) > » £ A O & 2 NG 4 it 4 B MG o R)F a4 Hen
Wt BB oo ¥ - AT ER fixed-SE ¥k RPIPF > B MLE chip 3t ih L € T RS 2
AN Z (inwardbias)» » 3 A4 0 £ % M i B3 5 0 BF ot s
it 4 EM s (Yietal. » 2001[26]) °
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