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DIF s 281K : AR = EEE
Thee < Ba s

AR IR MR AL 5 B ok
- . GRS
SiEE K= BN B A T

< o th /\ 5 == N SroEE R "
RIEWFEHANE HEOBEEEER S (TSR L

IFEA - TR BRI ERAREYIAE (differential item functioning, DIF ) sEREIVEET > EF " AR
DIF fEisg 5y [ iR | DIF - DUF$IHA DIF sERVERE » SABENEREMEEN T - 200 - A
REEA BALOITHIEE SN R R EA - v DIF sRINATHIETA FrE B - A5 % 51T DIF Gl
R BRI DIF Z RA: > (R R iR SRR A BT DIF sRAIN S « Kylt » A5
R AT ERS=X (linear logistic test model, LLTM ) FeBEA%R 4R 4 E #8 Hir B =X

(random effects linear logistic test model, LLTM-R ) #3¥5H1Eg th & s Bl BotEf TR s = 2 g i
ThAE (differential facet functioning, DFF) 2 fgoHl - #& AR B DIF Z BAE - BifEoess
IRV DIF 218 2 B3 R DRF SR 2 5288 - Thah > BRI Q FER 2 Feds =i ({3
U1 60%) » FIREAIRI—R7E Z BRI AT S EL IRy DIF 508 5 AR5 55 LB B R B Ao $1
HEUEHETT DFF 2317 FELUH IS DIF ARANEVER L WA RREEEBIEZ T - R84
B RS LLTM-R #{T DFF f&001 > oTA BB E s EEE DIF 2 BHlE -

BAgE  DIF K, ZRHAEDRE ZEEEME. RIEBEHARERN,

IR 5 SR 11 52 8 A B AR X

* 1. R sOBREE « BURE > B8R © chengte@mx.ntnu.edu.tw -
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B 20 oWl - HER A FERYEREE H 45 [FERHE (Angoff, 1993 ) » [RIHLAAE 12T B 1 72
HEEThRE (differential item functioning, DIF ) BYf&Hl - —EsREANSRA DIF > R HAERIRR ERE
e (B0 - FrEREiR e % ) e LA RS - & —EsUE S B AR R & B R i
A mR > RDERGERERAA R E BN EERE T - kM S8 et L
ZEER -

W EE R DIF SEIRHZE 8 X BB HT DIF Rl 538 BREE A R H 7 —sa 7% Type
I error) FYFTFE T > FEWREIEREIREIEIER DIF iRE - 2l DIF sUE 2 (& —P %% DIF
JRRATFE - RIRZATEE] Angoff (1993) $22 NSRS EE & W AR E D52 EME
R T EFAERAR DIF 2 (p. 19) - &0 > £ DIF i iIfE r H SRR Z 2 T » Zumbo (2007 )
F55 DIF iRZEA A e DIF S{RE . TRl R R W H AR Y TR | - Rk i A 2
$1¥%f DIF g [R#ETTHESE (Ercikan, 2002; Gierl & Bolt, 2001; Gierl & Khalig, 2001; Mendes-Barnett &
Ercikan, 2006; Oliveri & Ercikan, 2011 ) » B]{E &3St DIF 5% RA BRI S S0 R B HUE 7554
rza%-.

1E DIF iifge > AEE—E o g T (difficulty) Y DIF » gt B —E s E
AR A R EIRVERRE > JRBIRTEERT—2E DIF Cuniform DIF) o QIR0 DIA RIS RE 2 o7 i
RyEEEUE R (item property ) RFERYAT - BAFTE(H al & 48 DIF BB AR - 0=
ER GRS DIF R o TEs{RE R e am v 4efEh - e M@ iEimHISaE=C (linear logistic test
model, DL TFfETE LLTM ) K EHes 4 MR sa T HIER 5, (random effects linear logistic test model,
DUTRf& R LLTM-R) 0] DL stRE R - R S Ml Ry R U R UG MR & < B
AT e BT 7T 73 7 A LLTM K LLTM-R ¥ DIF G RE 772 522 i D AE( differential facet
functioning, DFF ; 4HEfEFALIAE ) 437 » #ELACLH R ERE =0 SRS DIF shREEL AR IR A -
AR W REAISEHI . — -

[EIEET 20 FEARBNFEEEE R LT DIF Mo rERATFZCRE > #7 DIF SUER R BT
ZERABEMAII T EALFTIIEEET AR o 28 > Ercikan (2002) F5RAREERELSHT
HUES BB R E A - v DIF jRIRWHIETAFTER) - B A5 E A —EEEER - SR
SRRV T DFF il > H=EFEHELAERAEEN  /F B EERE DIF giRTEEE -
AR ENZ Z -

DIF BBV

DIF TR FIPSER R R A [ > KRET&E 53 B —(EHFHH (Zumbo, 2007 ) > s lipBlsEE
174 DIF iA3ERV S8 R im iR A Ry S B mIalal - DU T RS EEEREH . -

TEE—EIEHT - T E BT RERRER (test bias) 3ERETL AT ENM - HLESHARTEEM &,
‘AR BAHPEERY T DIF | 2 Bk HEIE o F SUEIRER | S sl SR T R —(E RS
A DIF Rl — (B4R R LA EF SRR 2 A5 (Zumbo, 1999 ) - 55 — (B HARHLE -

"DIF | —GE#REmE A o et E RS 28 IR 2R E (LUT T8 A impact) B2 DIF 2
1Tl& 5y > RN 2o B E sl DS 9T 7 =59 DIF iRl A S RIS NAREE » Rl 2R
AT — SR N2 DA R AsOR /T (power ) BYEEFF o FHI & 77 AT G0 DIF _ERYZR3RERaR BT ~ X
ZREWEEER - FHILE oSG A= EL DIF FERE - EmmE AL = ERFET - 3
Zumbo (2007) Ffilt » DIF BY55 = (ERFEA s BB AR EUA B DIF BT E4EAYICE » 140 Oliveri
1 Ercikan (2011) #IHARERESERAN PISA (Programme for International Student Assessment ) JHI
R O8RS - SEAERE - SERE A REEIE - B LRREESRERN DIF < fRT DIF &l
VERTIEHESN > WRFEE WO E O JIE S DIF 3RRAYERE L -
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$HF DIF pRINHIERSS - BB A FIHTSRES - o] oy R MR LR AT LR > S5t
WA REE = 53 A s

—. BEfEE

SRR EERABVE M AT RIS T A S HZEE (expert reviews ) DU %74 (think-aloud
protocols ) WfE - G AR £ 8 Fe{E A (Ercikan, 2002) - EAEAZBEEEIRER (LER1E ~ 50U
FoTABESAI,) $1%) DIF S{EEMETHE - 5% DIF B2 F B N ERMmRAM N Z - DAHEral e
R ~ EIESCEMIES: (Oliveri & Ercikan, 2011 ) - £ Drabinova Ei Martinkova ( 2016 ) AyiHZEH »
BB R EEREN SN EE R R A A KEREE R R RN EREI
MZEAW LR - RSN REER AR - SREMERAE (2008) ¥ DIF
AR EETTE T > HEOHIE RV vl se s B IR AR N i A A s P RE kSR
BB TS E X - IAh - BBl THASHETE MRS » 55K DIF AUy h5
FEBNRGER ~ FERIR Sy ~ REERI D R R EEE AT - EslHEn TSR FEE (EER -
B2 > 2012 ; HZ2% 5 2015) - 2R > IR E MR ZEENBEE T T ERERZITHE
BN - FEEEEEEE - DIF HEEEETNEEM A EEEEEERIILEEEEAR DIF
HYEAREE (Ercikan, 2002 ) H 9t 8RB R EF T ReHEE DIF BUARIELFISITE 44% % 80% [ ( Gierl
& Khalig, 2001) -

R B E AR EHR P &FE AN E2 4 TR - FRETR DR B B TR
—IEEENY - EURMMERE S REE CVE RIERREIE - (ERBUE R A5 DIF BRES
T FE A2 e A RE H R AR DL R [E s B T DIF A sEnYREA - BN Esprsiny 7774 > Ercikan
A (2010) PAWHSEAS R - FEREECNEEE 20 2 EN T > B RE T D AMHSGE S ER
5= DIF (YA - L4 R HE TR - RBRTMERE > BB ENEAERAR - fAH
PREBUERES e AR RZEE KM% DIF lAMELHIR ] fe AR B E T B R Riak s =%
B MR RS ReFE 2L U7 A Wl - FREA eSS 1 L ELARERE R 3K -

=, E{tEm

IEAA L E EALLR(ET7AMRE DIF A > Zumbo %5 A (2015) #7755 BsLL I
FREL A« FIREFEN 0y S R R bRy S5 (item response modeling via contingency tables
and/or regression models) ~ 3XFENZ FERE G (item response theory, DL NESTH IRT) » 25 [a FERI

( multidimensional models ) DL BIEHERITTE (latent class methods ) » ZR A ASIRZE FREE {58 B Y 5
AT ERAENE R EE AT 0 RILL N EST P T s K& T 2 W
FHARI4E

(—) AEREE R

TEBEEL A o AR SORF 83 AE SCRR B BR AR R oS 2 722 S EE DA ((differential bundle
functioning )~ 7= EEZIHIHEE ( differential distractor functioning ) DA & 7% 52 & i LhAE ( differential facet
functioning, LL % DFF)

SRR IIRE TR £y DIF WAL - STHEUREEETT DIF fefliss > Ryt oa (I pisRE S A BRIy e
UZE BB A RN - AIREREASE & R - TP AN E— B AR Sl 2 il R e
BRI R (Gierl & Bolt, 2001) - %38 DIF 1 BRED N SVE M E RIS S > ERERH
THEE A o] F DLURESE — B8Ry DIF R IREEL AR ( Douglas, Roussos, & Stout, 1996; Shealy &
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Stout, 1993 ) Bolt( 2002 ) t§i5 7= F AR DO RE VB REAE A BE I 4R gl g B A Bzl — 35 -
Mendes-Barnett £il Ercikan (2006 ) $1$} 12 FFARATEERHIES - DL2E EERFDRE g ia R MR DIF iy
B - 45533 DIF BN SNRHEER » PIOERFRIRIAREER R - slEEaaa A
HFFEAR ~ BEERRERE > [FRF 38R D72 SR ThsE R g DIF il HE A
AR ERIEE -

AEEFETARE X R TR PR B H 2 EEIH - HEHWAEN LB EERE &5
EEEE PR MR E R A AR o B SRS EAN B ARG - (AR DIF R oIRERIERE
BETHIMIER © 281 > RS H b — (B 5 T 2B A R 2 5 > Al DIF X5 m g B has 2 50
B v EEHNE > DT HEL DIF iR 2 Bl i &l (Gierl & Bolt, 2001) -

1E IRT 1yZes s el B LS & 28R ET E A2 i3 T Z i Ky ( facet)

(Linacre, 1989) - i #iiz 2|0V BAESEN 2R E - HEHME AL G /EARM#EE 5 DFF

(Engelhard, 1992 ) - (1j7~ DIF sy #ig flny e et & BEtRE S B E A » [RllE DIF )4 & DFF 2
FE45] (Jin & Wang, 2017 ) = Xie £ Wilson (2008) &1} PISA2003 (/8 E8:t BT DIF 5347 > [EIHE
W DA R e TR 1 = (B SEI T DFF gl > Fe4E 8570 DFF g lin4S SRAE 7 BN RE DIF o 72201
EpdmEliBfe > AN sUER R REVENERE - FiEE sl s EE 8 - B
8 SR ot T DFF Al o] DUE SR 2 SR B S sV B e g - B 2/t & DIF
R RIEEETT -

(2) ZHEEK

%A% (multidimensional ) #=X 3= 2R 2 o3 i [EIEHTE 2 (ERE D ATHIEG &R - Y DIF 93¢
R R AR TR E B T IEFHENYIA 3505 ) FE BB R S0 R SR o R s
E—TEFE (nuisance ) (Roussos & Stout, 1996; Shealy & Stout, 1993 ) - Fl415E = FE JT 52 8% 4= i
B RE SRS USRI RN EES Re N IRBCEERE ST RIE RSB0 A T > BEERES
BE IO R— T - It - WRMHEEEREINEL > ARESE N LN ERESEERE
HWEEHCRATE > EEZL w87 - A0RETRE DIF SUE LAY THE S - (Frl4E2 DIF 58
AMJFA - Gierl ~ Bisanz ~ Bisanz Ei Boughton (2003 ) & F 2% (i) i B 22 BERATE Sy Afrea ol
B RS aathE R M R S EAN BRI LR ZEE - IR SR & MEA DR R oy
MTERAL - BRI RERFHET T T A R 25 [ FE DA R PR RS A2 22 o

BN RIRFZEAEAN A DIF fgifscf 2 RODHER S E e ia et —i > fFREE T 2nER T
W EE B A = UE MR DIF 5t - siE 2 250 M (R Y DIF MR 28/ NEE(E
(3 ~ folBEME - ERCHE - 2014 ¢ BEHERS > 2013 ) - ZALL DIF i IERaT MESARERE Y A S S > 9T
FEAEE R DIF A (FEEE - X2 > 2012 ; FE2E > 2015) » HpSEIRAERITE
HEE SN IVEEHITER UL EMEEATT7E » WEZAHRRE (2015) FRi#ET DIF fHl
ZA o A A R IRE DA R E SERIERThRE (differential test functioning ) ¥ AAHIER YA
FEUHA LI BFRIETZBR AN » SRE A S B (R ) =ENENR
M HAELEH ARG L (2015) fEWFZT T DIF 34 ~ JEESER DIF 5047 DLR S BERE VB AE S8 A1 DIF 4
B o BEETTIHC A BLR BB AR N3P a4 3R - S8R T INERERRYN » INERF IR S (R BTE RS
7= R E g TR R S R B AR -

DFF A&l

Bl Rasch f5i3t (Rasch, 1960) 43 USRI » (LA —(HE (EINENE ) ACHil—itiot -
1 5 AR Bttt E I e s - o B 7 i B TR SRR B R 4
IR 5 RO M S S - Fischer 7 1973 SESR A PEBRIT SRR, ( Linear logistic test
model, LU AES LLTM ) - IéraREEFE FARER 2 SREES B S0 6 - 41 B RETTFAC 5 R DT DFF
) - R AT I bL IRT B iy DFF i HISHT % DIF iR - DRt e
B f - 7T DFF A SR R RS RRIRIATAS TR » FIE b M et @ 0 0B 3 B 8 0
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[l WAL EEA VR s - ARSI ~ A ) ~ s (rater) 55 (Gierl
& Khalig, 2001; Jin & Wang, 2017; Oliveri & Ercikan, 2011) » ¥JH]48 A{E B LLTM fE=C R Ay s S4s
fel > HEMHETT DFF 2347 « LU RF73AEREA LLTM BZhn ABEER 2 LLTM - DUR e {s A A
17 DFF ffll -

—., BRMEBEETRRER (LLTM)

S R MEER 3 DU T At 2 s B T R RV ¥R > DL Rasch R » HOmTREAD
T
1

P —

" Trexpl—(0, — 4] (1
PR [ TESE | SN - 0 BT RS - B R | (RS - 15
(1) iR logit FZ=CHF » AIREHOT ¢

logit=0, - 3 (2)
LLTM{EEzRaschisi = s i st L S BT R R sV R IR M & A T
B = EK:ink (3)
i’ (3) #A (2) A45E] LLTM 1Y logit illlil:;:
logit =6, —kZK;/]ink (4)

Horrn, RalBRH R K AVERE 28, RAEETR > K RolER IR Q, ALES i EalEn
Al K EAVREE > 508 | ERAERME K VRS mIEE Q By 1> RCZAIE 0 FTAHY Qy (%
T RFrEEAY Q HEfH (Q-matrix) - ££ LLTM o » FrfsdiEBifgim (RIEGER ) < HRIRE: - (H2
DL Q HEfdfal » Q Efdry - AHEHlEME BA —(HE B0 e A=EAR 2 (8Ll EryslERE

(A[ZHFRL) -

LULLTM 7T DFF fgdflites - (R T sl R EHVRER 25N - AR ARG E 2R DU

AR BRI SC ELME ] > AIRECOT

K K
logit =06, +Z,7, - > mQ +Z, 2" 1Qx (5
k=0 k=1

Hrfry, By impact > Z; Ry 5l | (VEHRARES - 2ol BB RREEN > Z,3%0E R 1> 2RE
BERIECER 0« y ZHATZM LA DFF BUERE - &y EEEEHAR 0 ForZat8riE kA
DFF H¥FEREHERCA M © & y [EEERE B/ 0 AGGRERE K A DFF EE 2 IREHeRrA A -

FE LLTM o> i SUERHECE P SV A TR E AR (R > B ralRERT Y DFF 54
Fo TR DUEE R DIF UR - B {F RPRaT DIF BARYEEE - 40[E] DIF 28U2R - DFF 54
RiLEETT A SR E - MLIEUE AL - MET5E.Z DFF AYRCREREN - &S
(725 b DRI LS DIF S8R 5 AR S5 Rl YRR 8 AT EHESH - (emHI59a% 80y DIF 358 -

=, BHERRRMEBEEIRES (LLTMR)



172 nHoH O H 2B

A 3 P REERAETH » R LLTM Bt g S 7] DU e HI# el R 20%RE - ZAm
Janssen ~ Schepers Ei Peres (2004 ) 57 Fyad A% i) A58 AR E N E MR - NI LLTM
R A R R B 0 R BB AR S - ME T 2 HH BB R SR 4R 1 TR B £ X (random effects
linear logistic test model, DL TFfEfE LLTM-R) - dGE s EE#E S 0VEZRN T ¢

B :Zﬂink"'gi (6)
k=0

Hor g Foadil | LIVBERAAETE - H 6~ N(0,07) < ¥ (6) fRA (2) 3] LLTM-R 1] logit
AIFORATT

logit =6 —(Z?]ink +¢&) (7)

EALLTMAHEL » LLTM-RER T 5 &2 B BEUER E 2 51 - 4 AT 5E4EEHES (item population )
HIMES: > MR ERE v LA R S E N e AERFAE N (Janssen, 2010 ) - BEZZ 05T ¥ a8 HAPE G
R A B I AEDIFSCER AV ACE (Meulders & Xie, 2004; Van den Noortgate & De Boeck,
2005 ) » HIE &1 B 3 LLTM-R o il Aimpact R st RES (BRI 5 B 1R KR - LA 7 DFF
fHl (Beretvas, Cawthon, Lockhart, & Kaye, 2012; Janssen, 2010;Van den Noortgate & De Boeck,
2005) » # PALLTM-RIEEEFTDFFRgOI ] om0 2=t (8)

K K
logit=6; +Z;7,~ > mQ+Z; 2 Qi +5 (8)
k=0 k=1

FEAF (8) 1o LLTM-REBE(HUZ B HIET v SBURHIETDFFAVEUIRE - B DFFAYAE RS
BRI LLTMAR[E -

&f LFral > LLTM B LLTM-R S5 R](E Y DFF fadfll > kel S i RymlRERT (s apt
e slELEER Eea e - REAEEN N BRIV CEACHET o B 7 RARGTAIl M
EzUHETT DFF fdfliZie i b S USR8 DIF BRI B2 50E - AWk LB R e e s it =
FEAREES N 2R - BUEEERREERIOER DFF fafllFk st R ZEL DIF Bl - i
FAENERE DIF HYRTRERKIA - BRRAWISE P RIS 2 e se B bt > Il EE £ E Y
FEFR IR IER LLTM B ks (20 DIF SUBE 2 RERE - B 7 (F B AV E LU R RiEE A
RIEE LA BT e TR BT Rl i - LLTM 2 LLTM-R BETEEERRE T 5 Ryl bR > s s
RN TERES

Brge— LMEBEERERET DIF 52 DFF
—. W

AFEBER T S B I EER [FE5E - DUEAET AL 3% LLTM k2 LLTM-R 48 DFF f@fl]
PRaT R B DIF 2 B - St - AUFFE iR U(E I - 7 il A& UAR « DFF gl -
MR LUK, DFF S8ORE » 3l

(—) ERERE

{EFH LLTM BUkz LLTM-R 5 A IR AURE 2 A5 B FEE 4 LLTM-R RIS BEE R

RSB IACHIE S 0 ~ B2 Fy 0.4 AU BRI Z FETESCR: -
(=) DFF giiEsX
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(£ LLTM 81 LLTM-R 825053 BRI & R HE Thedll > TR EE AT LLTM &R -
BB G AL 2R LLTM-R TR BRSNS THIFEL LLTM-R #£77 LLTM-R &y DFF
R > AR LLTM ARAG4E -

(=) EEEE

Baker (1993) f5Hi#E#kE Y Q B - fE D BIECH#EA] (matching criterion) E > ZF5{
8 DIF SURAV B K o BB 5 DFF il 2 22 » AW 1 55 4R EH Q
FEfEE S > 2% 1 ZE(AIRTAERH 20T Fischer (1973) HINTSE - 1£ 30 HHE ~ F—E 2=/ VA —EFHE
HYIEEE T R = R e AR 12 EEUET > TREVERE Ty 40% A IRV ERERI 20
Green £ Smith (1987) FYBTFE - 1% = (EABERF I SCE FAER 18 EalE - TREIEREE Ky 60% -

(Vd) DFF ¥R &

1E LLTM 90T 255l (A B — U R e 2 DFF 25088 > Hi] DFF RURERIEE
[ERERY DIF X058 o fLhic R [E DFF 2UR & 7 5228 » ARi o e A FEBERFS 2 by - (N E
— B SR LAy HIRE N = FEAZ Y DFF 2SR & £ 0.3~ 0.6 LUK 0.9 » B[4 SR REHIEIE
A—HIRFIBEE -

RIS MR FTERET 87 AHFTSE ZRIAIIHST (Green & Smith, 1987 ) » (#5877 3 {EaEET
o HE%E 3 E R B 2 AR £5-0.389 > HERRa S EIRIFHRE R [ 2 S DUF B sl - A
WH9t2% Fischer (1973) > # 3 {HAEFHESBUERE £-0.061 ~ 0.388 R 1.75 - HAARIAZEAHFLA
Mantel-Haenszel (Holland & Thayer, 1988 ; DL T fiiif MH) J23#17T DIF f838] - 18 DASCER S MH £
PUKe LLTM 50 2 BE A B A 200 A LA F (Green & Smith, 1987; Mazor, Clauser, & Hambleton,
1992) » (N AWFEAIEEA S5 E Fy R500/F250 » R 81 F 73 HIER S IGEERE K FERE RS » sl
SEIE Ky 30 #EH o SERFRSAVRE 1T FCEt e 2k H T8k 0 ~ IEEE Ry 1 AU R AR - ERLETRS
IR B E980R-1 - B 1 iVERROIC - RERiiEiRae - FrABRNER S EEESE 100
X o

W —IAEETE A TU(E > 435k DIF Rl R —sR 22 Biligol] /1 DL K. DFF fgfll iy il —R 72 Bl
KAl - DIF iRy Rl—3R 2 2k 4 H DIF fysREER A By DIF SUEEMIEER > kil I RIJE RE IEfEdS
HIH DIF 5REERTEEES ; DFF Ryl —sR 722 (XFRKH S DFF mYaUERHEGER H f BA DFF Z B3 »
KR RE IEfERS R B E DFF fYERERHEL b - 32 2 BfR8RIE VST E&F] - ISR T
Fr 23R 2 B — 357 B HI T B By 100 2RSSR T 2 9 EE -

®1 WR—ZQEMRE

Q AEFHEE = 40% Q e /% =60%
AR SR

S 1 2 3 1 2 3
1 1 0 0 1 0 0
2 1 0 0 1 0 0
3 1 0 0 0 1 0
4 1 0 0 0 1 0
5 1 0 0 0 0 1
6 1 0 0 0 0 1
7 1 0 0 1 1 0
8 1 0 0 1 0 1
9 1 1 0 0 1 1
10 1 1 0 1 0 1
11 0 1 0 1 1 0
12 0 1 0 0 1 1
13 0 1 0 1 0 1
14 0 1 0 0 1 1
15 0 1 0 1 1 0
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16 0 1 0 0 1 1
17 0 1 0 1 1 0
18 0 1 0 1 0 1
19 0 1 1 0 1 1
20 0 1 1 1 1 0
21 0 0 1 1 0 1
22 0 0 1 0 1 1
23 0 0 1 1 1 0
24 0 0 1 1 0 1
25 0 0 1 0 1 1
26 0 0 1 1 1 0
27 0 0 1 1 0 1
28 0 0 1 0 1 1
29 1 0 1 1 1 0
30 1 0 1 1 0 1

=, WRAE

AT AT E 1 DFF Beat s SRl DIF AYRE(A - IR TR SiErT DIF il - dhs MH JEREH
ERAE ST RO B - (A _LEREF] > RimhE B AT S A DIF gk —
PRIEABFZEHRE LA MH JEH#EFT DIF £8001 - MH SERRRINE Al g - RBARTTEZLL LLTM R
LLTM-R EAEER > FIL BT s Rt R B S > R4 & - #umsUEny DIF 3¢
R 2R R DFF R 2522 R TEIARE = #5557 > DFF R &340 #(F DIF fgfl s~
FE5 o (#HF LLTM LUKz LLTM-R #:7T DFF fg s » A sl —sn = Bl ke il ) - B AR R (RN
G55 Tl DFF 2 SUAE -

# 2 DIF/DFF #3898 — R Z s iRl h st E &1 51

Sl SR 2 FRH3 EhE4 o s
FEDIF #DIF #DIF DIF B bRy
R E
R 1 0 0 1 1/3=0.333 1
EvEe 0 0 0 1 0 1
37 0 0 0 0 0 0
997 1 1 0 1 2/3=0.666 1
551007 0 0 0 1 0 1
S 0.009 0.99

it Uikl BAADIF ~ 0 RsfEtg HlH HADIF -

MH JZtgdl DIF B[R R BAHE T BEAH AT o By wsiese (PIansd ~ 24 ZlEH
R B AMHERENE  HHERSNZRENS &P LEELEN S EHEILPIHEE - Bl
s B 2R S R A PHY  TRETRZsUESE DIF - 5K 2 FIfFAE DIF B2 - (] MH JZfafl DIF
5 SELABETREATE 23 E 0 R k (B4R - EHEAE R A Al RS IR R S R R AR L AR
il EHYE S EESEEIY - BEZG AR 2x2 PIRERATT R 3 -
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=3 EmESoHER 2x2 FBix
-

HE‘% 1 0 ﬁ%

%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ% ( r) Nrim Nrom Nr+m
%Eﬁﬁ% ( f ) Nfim Nrom Nf+m
/El\g-{_ ( t ) N+1m N+0m N++m

EHARNE RIS - BAESHZER LRI R B SRR SR HE AT s iR
Bk DIF - 55 1 IS > " K (# 2x2 PR hat FA R SE] MH &eat 840

2
|:2Nr1m _ZE(erm) _05:|
P |- (9)
" D Vvar(N,,)
N.. N N_. N. N, N
Bt s E(erm)=le—m,Var(erm)= r,:Imz fzr;\ll +1m_1;0m

it MH Sty BRIEE ERE Ry LA9RITOES > 35 aon > Xy =384 AIZRRERAE By
DIF > 1y DIF HSUCRE ay, AIET B N T T2

erlmeOm ZNflmNrOm:|

/ (10)

Oy

N N

++m ++m

B2 DL 2R R(R Core Team, 2015 ) {4 difR”( Magis, Beland, Tuerlinckx, & De Boeck,
2010) Ay difMH R g5 & s LT DIF f80) > EA”ditMH 1 DIF fg 4 A2 RUFE (scale
purification) 27 > RItAM T & RIF b1k 2 45 FRa T EAAH R RS -

1E DFF fg0HIER oy > ARFFEARIB RTINS (8) A » $HHIER#ETT DFF fgofll - FEABEERT ST
o EREE R Q FEFEISH IEENVSLE o #EE T AILL LLTM K LLTM-R RafEfE=#1T DFF
faoHl » £ T E BB R fYE#“Imed” ( Bates, Maechler, Bolker, & Walker, 2015 ) » F}jA“Ime4”
rhE] i R A MR &5 (generalized linear mixed models) {126 /g2t DA K Rasch #5E={i) — 7T
Bk RILELUE B fhE LLTM DUE LLTM-R iV T A -

W5 —HUEEREEEAIR 4 > R 4 FEIBLA R RI 230 DIF fil ke DFF Aol 2 B — 3z Bfa ]
57 o
(—) DIF il R
FEARIFEHRFFHIESE T - DIF fall 2 81— SR AR » (Bl B e mES - B Q
FEFHE )3 B DFF SSCRE AT DIF fgflH A — 322 (71 - Rl AE Q ML Ky 60% - DFF
RERE Ry 0.9 I - AiwE ki B{REE > B3R E 0.9 DLE - IEEERATRERN A IE Q
beb 2 FEE v T REER Y B oh DIF SUERYE Y EE S - BEGRE(E B R IR 5 Ry - & DFF 2501
BN - GEEEEREE - I ERTEAE 2 PR T R - tha e DECH AT
1B AR B PR TE -
(Z) DFF RlisER
FREREAS AR E iR > RILLUMREER T HERIARE R LLTM 8 LLTM-R it {5 5T
TR -
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1. EERAIEE R LLTM B (4 LLTM 5 LLTM-R #1T DFF fgfil 2 B —sR 2235 m] P28 7E 0.09
DA > £ DFF U2 AE 0.6 DLEES - Mg R IERERN I B B DFF A5 RER 2 BI(EAE DFF 258
/N (0.3) - DFF A thaE2ER] 0.86 LI E - BUnkilss AR T8 E Holfs - Q 4EFHAVEHE
1£ DFF R E ARG 2 > 1F DFF=0.3 §F » il &R iEr 2 -

2. EERIIRE S LLTM-R Ef > DL LLTM #E{T DFF {8 HI{E1E Q 4EFHZ ke H DFF U 88
B > HA—gRze v DIE] B - HAEE Mg 2w E i —RzE - K2 > DL LLTM-R
HETT DFF 1R » RU—sR b nl A7 81 BATIZEh] > EAUHII39E 0.76 DL » BERflIsE B  B g T
H{E 0 MfEE DFF &R &/ (0.3) ~ Q JEFHZE(R (40% ) HF - Al s B A ig -

Ry R NFEBT —RR A28 BRI - BHDAGTH DFF S8(lEt L2 5fR5R 7 (root mean square
error, DN RMSE ) BifitRaR (bias) > #5 LU AR E DFF fafll LAVAERERE - AHF5E > bias
K RMSE fUst8E AR T -

Bias=lZDan —TrueDIF (11)
n=1
r 2
RMSE:FZ(DIFn —TruDIF)Z} (12)
N=1

AT (11) B2 (12) 7 DIF, RfEREA n N lEtAy DIF 3R E > T True DIF | R BiAZeatsT 178
2% DIF 3R & » r BEEEERE /A7 &0 H Sinharay ~ Dorans ~ Grant £ Blew (2009 ) - /5
REHSE—&E T > &8 DIF SUE P ERGT R BEF DFF R E » HIL Ay DIF R &
BT HR B AR 9T 457 2 DFF R & -

DFF gl 2 28 f55THY RMSE 8 bias Z1[A% 5 > DL LLTM ZEA£E R » DL LLTM 5 LLTM-R
#E1T DFF 32 8ftEt » H bias &2 RMSE 712 » Nil¥fit DFF (VR — Mal R
B= > WMEEEEMEM K2 EEE R 2R M 5% > £ DFF XURE K 0.6 DLW
SVEEEHE 1Y RMSE RS 2GRN > HEREARK - CEEEFAINYE » DL LLRM-R E4ER}
F > A LLTM 17 DFF 23 HTHIEE » & DFF 345 & £ 0.6 DL > bias fz RMSE ¥4 2 ¥R AR 2 finey
B W ATRERI b i pl T — SRR AR -

4 HEEER DIF #5858 DFF #llE R
DIF f Ml DFF fg0Hl

Mantel-Haenszel j£ LLTM LLTM-R

T I Y M

FORHEL  LLTM

Q HEp 7 = 40%

DFF 2 &=0.3 0.108 0.121 0.070 0.920 0.055 0.860

DFF 35 &=0.6 0.229 0.353 0.050 1.000 0.050 1.000

DFF 35 &=0.9 0.291 0.513 0.080 1.000 0.070 1.000
Q HEf 7 = 60%

DFF 2 &=0.3 0.135 0.061 0.070 0.880 0.050 0.870

DFF 3SR &=0.6 0.667 0.083 0.045 1.000 0.090 1.000

DFF 35 &=0.9 0.977 0.042 0.050 1.000 0.060 1.000

FfEzL: LLTM-R

Q HEf 7 = 40%

DFF 25 &=0.3 0.102 0.112 0.115 0.960 0.070 0.760
DFF %5 &=0.6 0.246 0.352 0.545 1.000 0.050 1.000
DFF & =0.9 0.290 0.498 0.975 1.000 0.095 1.000

Q JH[H#E = 60%
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DFF %5 &=0.3 0.145 0.078 0.030 0.890 0.055 0.840
DFF 3555 =0.6 0.617 0.104 0.355 1.000 0.040 1.000
DFF 258 & =0.9 0.983 0.049 0.405 1.000 0.040 1.000

G LAaE R - AR EEUER EEE 42 DFF I > 2I5R DFF SCREK ~ H Q FEMZE &I
SUT o e DIF AR Y —352 » AISRAEHH DA DFF Al > BRfiE A sUBER IR A DFF > 1]
DIfRBEOIFE EEONNE - B T A BhaYAS DIF RefIRVIEREN: - ] DUESE M & A B R 2
DIF &R~ IV RAl - & 2 H]ET DIF (YRA - FEHETT DFF fadfliis » sk el Pk LLTM-R > DI
BURHIA AR P B R} - AT {5 DFF Al Y2 —BR 221G 2 > M GE AR 0 4R — E Y ZKE -
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£ 5 DFF 88z 284518 RMSE E bias

LLTM LLTM-R
7, (Non-DFF) 7, (DFF) 7, (Non-DFF) 7, (Non-DFF) v, (DFF) 75 (Non-DFF)
RMSE bias RMSE Bias RMSE Bias RMSE bias RMSE bias RMSE bias
ERHE - LLTM
Q FEfE#E =40%
DFF 25 & =0.3 .081 .066 .079 -.035 110 .091 .086 073 .083 -.025 A11 .090
DFF 2 & =0.6 .083 .068 .097 -.052 .094 .078 .092 .076 .109 -.057 .099 .078
DFF % 3R&=0.9 .085 .068 120 -.079 107 .088 .090 072 126 -.082 114 .093
Q JEfE =60%
DFF 25 & =0.3 072 .058 .082 -.040 101 .081 .076 .060 .085 -.042 .109 .088
DFF 25 & =0.6 .069 .053 .106 -.056 .092 .075 .082 .065 .108 -.062 .107 .085
DFF 3R &=0.9 071 .056 113 -.077 102 .084 .086 .068 115 -.071 .106 .085
ERHER - LLTM-R
Q FEfEEE =40%
DFF 2 &=0.3 .109 .086 .091 021 .083 .067 .100 .082 .105 -.044 .101 .079
DFF 25 & =0.6 176 159 .254 -.242 .205 .189 .088 .070 117 -.072 104 .086
DFF %R &=0.9 .340 329 462 -.456 336 324 .097 .074 131 -.090 114 .092
Q FEfE#E =60%
DFF 35 &=0.3 .079 .067 .082 -.040 .087 071 .089 .070 .090 -.039 .108 .087
DFF 25 & =0.6 133 118 221 -.207 172 154 .079 .063 110 -.066 .099 .077

DFF 25 & =0.9 .143 124 .246 -.236 .188 A71 .091 .073 113 -.079 .097 .078
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B DIEEERERES DIF iX

—. EXERH

AWHge(E AITEEE R sk E De Boeck B Wilson (2004) ( Explanatory Item Response Models: A
Generalized Linear and Nonlinear Approach ) —Z th At > = 54 8 (verbal aggression ) fi& &R} »
T AT FI4EnE (http://bearcenter.berkeley.edu/page/materials-explanatory-item-response-models )
T [FIRF IR R e EERE R TPV difR” DL "Imed RE4H IR BN AR E R B EHANSE
fi{EEF (Choi & Wilson, 2015; De Boeck & Wilson, 2004 ) -

G E RN T ERUIE A  IE R T AT REFEIERY S B e » A 24 1 et iralid »
BHEE "& ) Hee 0o | TEEF, & T2 Hedk 1l - BERPA 316 22al®E » B8 243 UL
LUK 73 L5 - ERPEENHEREREEELT -

(—) frEERA, (Behavior Mode)

R WEAR RNV - BT (Want) DUREFE LT (Do) -
(=) 1A (Situation Type)

Sy BT © B4 A (Other-to-blame) DL EE4EHT. (Self-to-blame) -
(=) fTRIEEI—$55F (Behavior Type-blame )

AIEFHEE T T R | 9 EH T (Curse) ~ R (Scold) DLR MR (Shout) ={EEXK
BT BRI 2R » BHY LB B E R A -

(I0) 17h¥E81-%2 (Behavior Type-express)

BLE AT E R B

KGR EERNE )T =07 6 - H 2+ De Boeck 4 Wilson (2004 ) $Z2t&REEE 76
RRHE > RISREBURAER 7 2 Q FEfE -

%6 SEREBANRESRERSR

s R gmits =0

1T Rt HIE EiEfT=1 REEET= 0
e Frafth A= 1 &G HCD= 0
T RER— 455 sHIE - HE=05 = -1
1T R — 3 SEEE = 0.5 xHun= ]

BRI ¢ Wilson, M., & De Boeck, P. (2004). Descriptive and explanatory item response models. In
Explanatory item response models (p. 63). Springer New York.

=, WMiRFE

DFE—E T EATIERIS I DFF ISR » 5 U] DIF e et HATSH, > LA
E{E R MBI IER 7 - AFEHEATD B A - RT3 B S SR E By
SEEHH R SHARE - o SRR By 10 %5 DFF SUREREEAR 0 HIRZ BRI b o
AR - HEFT DFF 5P > AT T BT -
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(—) BIriB&H Q JERE

JESerERE IR E h 2 SR R E R EIE 0 Q M BN EEZ EE R AN E
b R 3 AR Fra iy ShatE (collinearity ) HYRTRE » WL —2KER T 7] DU Seat BRI T R = AH A
MEELIfERE 2 41 > tnliten B7F DFF 9sUER R B M S e R sUE R E s S8 dhET > M
& RK DFF gyl —ER 2 R AR -

(=) =17 DFF fHl
{EA LLTM 2 LLTM-R #8558 » 73Rzt (5) AR (8) #E1T DFF Al -
(=) ¥HIH DFF MrI&E R » W ARERIEREE DIF Ry #ELS

1. R E DFF sl e - s bl DIF 5 2 YRR E R oA -

2. ZBHHEF R S BUREA DFF : [ o] RES8 4 DFF follny B —sR 2R RRATIRON - o a]
[EIFPEE 1 i E s e e S A LG ERTE 5 ERZEEA LLTM =0 T DFF Al -
RIAT=E 8 A LLTM-R &K

3. B elRER A A DFF @ ml#E— 5347 DIF SAREHL DFF S{REFF I~ ¥ - 24 DIF 3
AR ARRIEER G - T RS TR EL DIF i és RIR LB S & M EEF25 -

W98 — = DIF J DFF fgfl 7 239 B9 —AE1E] » RT3 aaiE R iR S U aies - Autse
% Akaike’s information coefficient ( AIC; Sakamoto, Ishiguro, & Kitagawa, 1986 ) Kz Schwarz’s
Bayesian information coefficient ( BIC; Schwarz, 1978 ) A EE1E - MIEFSENETE AR 740
T

AIC =—2log L(6) + 2k (13)

BIC =-2log L(#) +klogn (14)

FHorr L(0) Fslikelihood » kA= flitHy 2 BE% - nfUREEAE - iifEE S T R ieELLTM
EALLTM-RETE B EOR Y EAC R - SE RGO # @ (Kaplan, 2009) - HABICH{ZIEAICHS
PSRV - FERA SRR - ERE IR BEAUE S -

=, DRER

W= &al 2 DIF & REFHNE T > &ERERG 681416171920~ 22
E1 23 jEEA5 DIF > DIF 55U 5 4Gy 37.5% - FEFRET DIF SCR rTRE 2 B HAE—(lmlRE s s
ISR EE B RN Q 2B - 5 DIF SUEHNE B AR ENEUERHE - BIFTHESR DIF SR AT RE R E
2R R - 2B AYTIE . Q FEfEF] SR - E05) DIF SUE[ER BATUEERE & > %
ELFEH Q FEfHEHESR DIF SR B —(ESE R A RaR M= - #Ut - AW R R A LLTM BL
Jz LLTM-R #E{T DFF Al - DLEEHE 5 2% 81 DIF AHBARYEER -
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®7 SHERNBERW QEMEDIFBARBR

T Q Fhfd s
AR —ermx mawd AW R b EE  we P
= 1 0 1 05 05 0.007 934
A 2 0 1 05 -1.0 0.038  .846
SEE 3 0 1 -1.0 0.5 0.009  .926
e 4 0 1 05 0.5 0.888  .346
S 5 0 1 05 -1.0 0111  .739
S 6 0 1 -1.0 0.5 4.268 .039*
S 7 0 0 05 0.5 0.099 753
SE 8 0 0 05 -1.0 4372 .037*
e 9 0 0 -1.0 0.5 0345 557
50 10 0 0 05 0.5 0.141  .708
=HEE 11 0 0 05 -1.0 1685 194
R 12 0 0 -1.0 0.5 1.077  .300
SHE 13 1 1 05 0.5 2.096  .148
SRHE 14 1 1 05 -1.0 6.274  .012*
50 15 1 1 -1.0 0.5 0017  .896
B 16 1 1 05 0.5 9.667 .002*
EREE 17 1 1 05 -1.0 11.944  .001*
HHE 18 1 1 -1.0 0.5 0.700  .403
S 19 1 0 05 0.5 9.464 .002*
5PEE 20 1 0 05 -1.0 6.436  .011*
HbHE 21 1 0 -1.0 0.5 1419 234
SARH 22 1 0 05 05 3.932 .047*
S 23 1 0 05 -1.0 5.799 .016*
50 24 1 0 -1.0 0.5 0322 570
*p < .05.

% 8 FIt LLTM LUk LLTM-R 7 DFF £ fllsh R - 195 AIC B BIC 512 S9BUREL LLTM-R
fEzUHETT DFF B IE {y BORHA B RE R - DNEELA R LLTM-R BRI T30 - LLTM-R
A AT SRB R RERBL 17 RS MR 2 XX B AR > BT 17 Rt , 2 DFF Ry 0.811
S T RSIL-HET ) Z DFF BURE R 0317 » WEIERE - BHH B E - EmEs
AR AL SRSy - SERTEERIZ - AR 7 #Y Q JERE SRRl Ry DIF AU
R bR T 6 st 8 28 Hofk DIF sl 1T Rt ) LAVERISIG R L(ARE IR LT
BEAN - BRTES 6 REZ 41 > Hofik DIF 58 T 1T R E—I55 ) AU4RESS 1y 0.5 (AREH &) S
FHEATA TEE LT, B TR - B fIEUE - EH5 13 EIRTE DIF - fREE
DIF &iati > #HELsEH B A LA - RS AL E S G S B EE HESE
EHYERR - BT - 2EH DFF fgl] - AT DU R ARy R slRE R f2EE DIF SUERIRIRANS - EMifE ik
GRS LAV - IRRTHERERIRER - TAEE > WP HREHRIE LR DIF A
ZRAE - EAE R BETET AR a2 S > BAREEENESE -
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*8 SRNEERM DFF AR

. SEUEEHE
2B LLTM LLTM-R
[EEXR S
EEAIE 0.312* 0.330*
el 0.039 0.030*
17 Rt 0.859* 0.898*
IR -1.067* -1.096*
TR — 55 -1.294* -1.336*
17 Ryl — Rz -0.739* -0.742*
17 FstB =M 0.790* 0.811*
IR > 1 -0.127 -0.139
1T AR — Fa R 0.322* 0.317*
17 R — R~ -0.122 -0.123
FERE RS
ZEHE 1.810 1.901
Y 0.120
AIC 8202.7 8115.3
BIC 8279.0 8198.5
AIC = Akaike’s information coefficient ; BIC=Schwarz’s Bayesian information coefficient
*p < .05.

[ElREEE A 7Y DIF S3AAIRHoE > S53REEE DIF iR FE RS LAY A M B I R
% > BEORBIP BRI R AR S o Hr > SRS ek ERETEL DIF BRIAA R 2 S - H
RN REMTE > BT AT DIF ARSI A R E - WEREA RS
NS IEEHEN B 55 & > v % DIF sRRYHIETAFTE B (Ercikan, 2002) - (Rlb » Ao i 8 i
77 DFF 10 » SR8 DIF 2 REAURET: - #EDUFR AL 28 DIF s INARINTE R - I B ¥
A AR A o2 DIF sErY B ARTE ) -

DIAEEEET DIF RREE > 2 DI T3 & 8L DIF i RN R AB &2 R BRI U 25
HETEDIRE - BEilEsEE X DIF LR BB RS S EMEEE » ZEERFIhRE i v FH DRSS
—BEEUEN DIF BRINELEEAR © ARl DIF Al - 72 BB DRI T DU i % B MR 2
FE (Mendes-Barnett & Ercikan, 2006 ) - 72 S35 E IR se gl T 2R LLE AN R BFIE (E Sl 55k
TH FHBEE R E R B A AR IR RIS L FEA 2 B B EHeRNZ S > DIF 58]
REELIL SR B BEENIRE AR -

BT AR E A2 AN > A E AR SE AT 48 DFF A 15T DIF BRI © AHEH
ATALWI{E 7572 - FI AR U I #E7T DFF S8 BA DU N &IEEES © ot Ml slEEm - ok
RELRF 12 T B B o T R Ry W 0 AEARON b T RR L EE A FE 2 Sy A4S SR ((Gierl, Bisanz, Bisanz,
Boughton, & Khalig, 2001) : £ » {#F LLTM = LLTM-R #{7 DFF 5347 » 7] DUk B DFF (1
AR AREHE— 45 S DIF fflnv4s SR - EasRE R 2 DIF s{RE 2 Bi: - EE 23 DIF
R EME Ryan S TR 2% 5= BN A DFF 2 s{RERHE > ol imBldn s
HR AR L R i Sy 4 DFF > AR & e dm B R B B B i s D stliE > DIF 3% -
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AKHFEER R R BB R HIM#EST DFF il > BEEEHA Tt R B3R DIF il g 2 250
Hii# > DFF SUSR 8522 » DFF R EEA » DIF M HIay R —iR 2= kAR -y S e 2 ey
1= (B4 60% ) HYFE: - FLAh - MR E R FEEERERE - Eif7E5 2L LLTM =0T DFF 77
Mr > TR REE LopEisE B - 1F DFF U & 0.6 DL EIER T > SHEE28 b5 bias K
RMSE 3470 » it &ridnk DIF kgl 2 B —ER 2209 AR - 55—05m > 5 2L LLTM-R #1T DFF
Tl RS BRI > (Rt LLTM-R 0] DUAR & IEWE D H]Er B DFF By
PEIAEE T 4E R vy S5 PR DL LLTM-R 1T DFF fgrJllNs > fEsm B R IRIE LLTM 302 LLTM-R> LLTM-R
USRI BB R0 AT GE SR o T 5, - FEWFFEE v DASLE RS TR s R 2 - EmSE] Q
SEPEAIEN T o [EIRESTEHEIEREETT DFF €2 DIF A0 > v DUBTR RIS S e DL R RIS /N S A5 5%
FEORREE > g PR a2 DFF 2 s{REFF B IR > M R B

BEEE Y - AR SN R MG ERHE REf] - DECE IR MH A TMHERIEY
DIF #gfl] » 4555630 B DIF BRemystRE S 4sRE 8 37.5% - J& i =bhfl DIF fyRIERES: - &
T EERIERET I E 0B R B HIN A F R AR R o e S B TS B
THEEERMIEE SHESAERELIGBMER - AIZeHEZE S HILL LLTM 8 LLTM-R #{T DFF %
M FEEiE— & RHERC AR AIC K BIC A Ve E - EEMEREREL LLTM-R &2 5y Ehd -
PEMmRTE LLTM-R fUfhET45 5 » HIEr T 17 R DU T T REEI—15] | Mi{E:ERH#E A DFF -
#E— DIF K DFF fglsE S FEE ISR Q AEF# » Ik a0 DIF sREM 1Y ] s R -
BOIME > fEVIR R EE3R > SHEATA "B LT ) B TR R - BE ) R O
BT A 4Rt f 1 HAT B E-—5E MRS A 0.5) tf > 535S 13 BN R 3 DIF > Her 8
#E19A DIF » Higtes{fEdE BALREASEE S5 - Hitism - BA TEE L#ET, B 585
H eI - B FrEUaE - EZ YL DIF 2 BF EZHEREERRE: - 24 EslENRuiEsE
HIRENBAER AR DEBBEEASEEE ) - EEERARERERS —EE 2 DIF (A
b Bt -

R LLTM E¢ LLTM-R B - 0F 5% 35 S A sl R Y 2242 B Ry RIS B0y (Bl DA YRS -
5 7 4 BB 2488 B R B At B R SR CEEARER 2 Ry Q #EM (FkH
fili » 2013 5 HEET ~ HLZEAE > 2009 ) ; WIS E R AMRISUERE O AlnlEmEAm st 7= (40
ot ) WSl E NV EE SRR 112 - FHETT LLTM By (SREERK ~ 55 H ~ 1%
FKH > 2010) © FEAh > HFY LLTM-R RIS CER DAL » 8 g P E TR Rl - (Rl
IR AT EEEE A LLTM B LLTM-R ¥ &L 7T DFF fgoll]

AETT LLTM (Y280 {d 515 BRI A EF 2808 T (L2815 IRT SHISHRAS 41 ConQuest( Wu, Adams,
& Wilson, 1998) L) Kz Winsteps ( Linacre, 2017 ) FJE[3E7T LLTM fY53HT - A HFZE LR SAS 1Y
NLMIXED f27( Xie & Wilson, 2008; & 75~ L Z 45 » 2009 25 )DL K& WinBUGS( Spiegelhalter, Thomas,
Best, & Lunn, 2003; De Boeck, 2008 ) - 55— 5 H » {F{hst LLTM-R A&y » AU B 8 5 - 38
FUGE RIS S (E T T 8L DFF gz Lol ER A SAS By GLIMMIX F2 71T 240 »
WIERZEFEFRESEET LLTM & LLTM-R » BR T 2@ X0 #ikAs MLwiN (Rasbash, Charlton,
Browne, Healy, & Cameron, 2009 ) ( Van den Noortgate & De Boeck, 2005; #£F 1l > 2013) 24} » B
FHECEE R HHYEMF Tmed t A][S]FF 534 LLTM B2 LLTM-R » 72 Sb@i g8 o] {7 Bh it 925 DL LLTM 5
LLTM-R {7 DFF f@#% -

AWFRELL LLTM Kz LLTM-R 2B R i DIF stRE 2 fEVRAR: - 7E APE5E DIF A
HYESRE - BEER Y AEERET VISR A 2 BUMAEAIH S AVESEHA T P E VP 3 (AR
81 30 iERE - EEE RIS 2 s AR - R pTASE B e ETRe A E e NER 2B
IEAWT TGS R 2 HEn M ERAH R B2 IR - EREV R L EsVEMEM BT ERE - & PERF
FEfER A - S - USRS - SUERHE DFF R & 2 P DR R R e A R S
T > DU RS H MU RHEEL DIF 5 RIAIRAR: - F& o AT D RE R B g E ok i
77 DFF 01 » {2 Zumbo % A (2015) JRig 421 DIF B2 ] DUKREE AR BERR4N B FLEE 2K » Bk
Wge & ml s EaCE R Y 8 R4 R B JE I #ETT DFF Al » DUE(S T 2 DIF A& -
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A eI - EIRE (2014 ) T RLERRI S M R R ORGSR | > 55 - UBRERTY » 61 (3 ) 337-360 -
[Wang, C. C., Ho, H. C., & Cheng, Y. Y. (2014). Development of the children scientific creative
problem solving test. Psychological Testing, 61(3), 337-360.]

FRAA (2013) @ oS CaRER ~ S2 RIS 734 © LLTM B SEM HUfA) - R ELOERRTSE - 36 (2)
113-144 - [Lin, Y. H. (2013). Validation of cognitive structures for the mandarin token test: The
linear logistic test model and structural equation modeling. Journal of Education & Psychology,
36(2), 113-144.]

Rl (2013) ¢ R eiv st 2RI I 1 ISR 4R Y - RHEBSKRTAST] » 21 (2) 189-213 - [Hou, Y. L.
(2013). The development of natural science academic aptitude tests for high school students.
Chinese Journal of Science Education, 21(2), 189-213.]

SREGEK ~ T H - tREKH (2010) @ PISA RIERZ R 2 SUBERERIB LT 7oA - SRZEEEE » 13 (1)
1-20 - [Chang, M. C., Hsieh, H. Y., & Shyu, C. Y. (2010). A cognitive component analysis for
PISA science literacy. Curriculum & Instruction Quarterly, 13(1), 1-20.]

R HAEL ~ BRRSEY (2015) @ BHFCAE ST M A A4S SR ELAY ] DABLAER A —ELLHS ? RS
MIMIC-DIF 434fr - JAEREF] » 62 (1) 1-23 - [Tseng, M. C., & Chiou, H. J. (2015). Graduate
student in SRI can really compare with the university student? Multi-group mixture MIMIC-DIF
analysis. Psychological Testing, 62(1), 1-23.]

=T~ EERFE (2009) @ ERERUEiRER 2 SR BTRGRIE R DI RIE B RRRERR MO - BF
WHERBEE —FEHE » 33 » 489-513 - [Huang, H. Y., & Hung, S. P. (2009). A study of
examining construct validity on the scale of creative self-efficacy for students through both linear
and nonlinear approaches. Journal of Pingtung University of Education: Education, 33, 489-513.]

BEZE (2015) @ SCERRHEE T HIBRSE R 2 1 1l REBLE S EThRE DT - IRRINEBERHR » 41
21-59 - [Liao, Y. F. (2015). Gender differences and differential item functioning on the English
GSAT multiple-choice questions. Soochow Journal of Foreign Languages and Literatures, 41,
21-59]

PR ~ AREREE (2015) © FEECE BUERGETE 2 B AR HIBRIVFE 2R 2 H 5T © sUEfE I EisE
SHETEREY T - AT RSB >15(4 )>91-120¢[Lia, T. L., & Yu, M. N. (2015). Response
variation on polytomous personality measures between applicants and incumbents: Analyses on

item-level and item-composite level. Journal of Human Resource Management, 15(4), 91-120.]
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AR ~ RE (2012) @ BT \FE5E AREE BIRFE 2 M R1ERIERETIEE (DIF) 04T - $7T#
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Because assessment methods for differential item functioning (DIF) have been developed and thoroughly investigated, the
focus in DIF research has shifted to explaining DIF phenomena. Experts in this field are recruited to tap possible sources of
DIF. Quantitative analysis results help experts reviewing DIF to locate sources for DIF items. This study aimed to
demonstrate the use of the differential facet functioning (DFF) procedure implemented using the linear logistic test model
(LLTM) and random effects linear logistic test model (LLTM-R) to explain possible DIF sources. The efficiency of LLTM
and LLTM-R in detecting DFF under various conditions was also evaluated. The simulation results indicated that the DIF
effect was significantly influenced by the DFF effect of item properties. Moreover, as the design matrices had a high density
(e.g., 60%), Type-I error rates of DIF assessment were seriously inflated. We also demonstrated the procedure of DFF
analysis with an empirical data. The result showed that most DIF items were related to two item properties, which would be
provided as possible DIF sources in the item-review meeting. Researchers should implement DFF assessment using LLTM-R

to help explain DIF sources.

KEY WORDS: DIF source, Differential item functioning, Differential facet functioning,
Linear logistic test model, Random effects linear logistic test model
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