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s ] Ja"‘;”rYFU%?@*t 3PLM [ et LB = v AR 32 IR :ﬁﬁﬁaﬁgﬁf“ln{@%ﬁ

T RN Y T L'ﬁxy’?ﬂﬁ [RRER e SRS A o

RASEE - ARERMEIESR - BRLE MRS « RIUHRRER
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PEEEE G PRI ERIE 6 PRREPE R B ST f%”?
o SR E I ORIV o R R R S o SRR O R SR
SRR ﬂ*ﬂﬁ FERIPRER » B2 HRH S e pogp s 35t %P@Wﬂ’
5P USRI 4 (11> AR BT W B ORI i TR - R
5“5&?nﬁwﬁgﬁﬁ@%@ﬁﬁﬁL L WE I

Wk e (A 55 Bopy Bedg ) =0 50 1 ﬁjffi 2 [ JE& (norm-referenced test ) %= 15 5 i ] &
(criterion-referenced test ) ° ’F{I?SLNEF;JEU&AEJ 55 QIR RS 4 T [JIEE'H[E Jﬁlh—jﬂr%{ » SFIERAAE U £
PRI | s BRI FIA5E [ - PO TR
%?ﬂfgﬁ'f AR AR S TIb I (@ PNl = SRR WI%S‘F—“%%{EU&W %?“?EH&A (mastery
test) ° FJEU?{ H )BT TIPS | AR R E T E:“Efdﬁﬁ PR R -
et ‘ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ%“ﬁﬁvf%“W%W’WJWM%%?\ SR
(classical teSt theory) £5= » JEEREH N FL bLE IR PURYET o SRR %’ il T?%'Tu

Tk i R R RS 0 D 1 069201@mail fiu.edu.tw ¢



- 614 - Ao R P W

(item response theory, IRT ) £3= (Lord, 1952) > WEIEI'JEUEEA% T[ﬂ IV > IRT ISR J@'&lﬁ}
T 'ﬂ;ﬂf EESS T FIJFT‘HV » E'E :i?fg'pgd—f W TR P %}‘ e =5 }L—qﬁlaéibjguﬁilﬁruﬁj
S TR 1k (computerized adaptive testing, CAT) i iy T4 & e FW-CE[Fii > =15
N (S [URRATIER © o K S VUBROETASS - AR GRE « GMAT  TOEFL -
IRT AT 50 7 T S EWIER -+ BT EORID « R BT IO 2 R S
BB SRR« A O R

%’3};‘,“/ il JJ@P%NF’T Fﬁf%ﬁﬁf”ﬁi ’rngﬁﬁﬁﬁ? FIJ‘*FW&& :r%’P‘JI‘J;ggI;l CAT 'l
ATHF SRR S 4 o 20 F LA 2 FHVIEGEE (Lord , 1971; Wainer, 2000) ©

CAT [k 5 iR qu&jﬁj JEH (1tem bank ) » ¥ JEIH o o S 3==F§,IH1H FRAUAE T
7 SRR Y (item calibration) Py (&> o+ J[] I/F"[E:‘{‘F[’?‘E SRRy IF) CAT O 5 )
FL}%’T‘I [ﬁ F[Lj%%,[f,’ﬁﬁf[j‘?‘lﬁ ‘ﬁ%E‘E VIR e o SRR Y JIH?‘E F[E,HE %{»a:j‘j [f[ i’:;l?*' g¥7[r~[‘§'7pﬁtﬁ“ Fﬁj
FETFIE A P55 “ﬁglﬂ J:#%f’; Tzt (item response model ) o & 2N &7 (1992) }J’[ R f\%@%{l
T”Eﬁ A AR S R /{'_7|—"—E ?ﬁ%tﬂhﬁ & (goodness-of-fit) » JFEJL &0 OO R |
E?ﬁﬁguaﬂ AR SRR [ ﬁﬁf " G IO R BT R @'&egmﬁlﬁ@fp fé;:é& R
Bt~ (item information function ) » }-{—j f{ 1% EEERVER] o T EREY] [‘?‘?LH[ FARE 2 g R LA SR
PRI W B LT [T ORI ™ U PPk (92 50 SR
SR RS r@g;f ,E;F%eﬁﬁ Y 7 SRR P S > B RLREh R R BT 21
ﬁfiﬁ @Eﬁ"ﬂ EJ& R PR R T P (online cahbratlon) I FLI ELIHE&:%EEE/ et
?it%ﬁ?i E' SRR lfti 0 | Ei%‘jﬁﬁﬁﬁ gt S i '*i«gﬁulﬁﬁbﬁt?@gieﬁﬁ IFLIJFEIIE' SE
%ﬁ‘[‘iﬁbj{"f} b T AR ™ o F[H] éﬁﬁu E,g:l{, TRt =C g TN 't @ﬁﬁ[ﬂﬂgu EE SRR o )
BRI 22 R A SR o PR R e SIS SRR B 5 VYR - T L
SRR iﬁ%ﬁwﬂi Jlﬁf{‘lﬁ’?‘f By - LN ,Egg iy A uypugm[ AR T
RLEHEE LR :U*iﬁf\itfg ”'"TlH’?*f VEYEE > W) Z‘fﬁfﬁlﬁﬁ °

LB
— - AR EER

H f*?ﬂﬂﬁ?ﬂﬁ S E IR (item response theory, IRT ) £ (Lord) » 2ol 4 JE[J&*% i il
Vg IRT IJ#Sskp J@I%ﬁ\ T AT FH ) R Jﬁr‘{[ oo @%y TS - PFIJEH%
[QF“I/ [ERE: RN Wﬁf?}%“f{ﬁ R IF“F};% |,|\ﬁ'_'§,]r_}u*;,ﬁm/ PEJE [ E,E:;%ﬁ{ﬁ] gl (item
characteristic curve, ICC) - IRT Z'% @4 M4 R EIU@%I!,‘ }Z':: N ﬁlﬁjﬁlg’méfgﬁ?‘lﬁj\ %'7

SH T FFOTIRELE 2 P SREN % 2 P IR Jﬁﬁwrm’%%T%ﬁ
(invariant ) » G Esfgit I*‘%\Fﬁ' THFEOT RT3 8L 274 55T (multicategory scoring ) Ak
= (dichotomous) B e 2R FE 53] Nominal response model (Bock, 1972) » Graded
response model ( Samejima, 1969 ) ¥ Partial Credit model ( Master, 1982 ) =7; = A F75 ?I%'J‘Ji/[l Latent
linear model (Lazarsfeld & Henry, 1968 ) > Normal ogive model (Lord, 1952) % Logistic model

( Birnbaum, 1968; Lord & Novick, 1968; Rasch, 1960 ) =™ - if{:ﬁ@‘t’}?ﬁﬁf: T E’E%jf‘giﬁjj N 2
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K E%‘ﬁifm[[ » = %Eﬁéﬁli‘?ﬁiﬁj ( three-parameter logistic model, 3PLM ) ,{'L_F{IJ’F& = potghE] (Chang,
2004; Hambleton & Swaminathan, 1985 ) - 3PL @fﬁﬁ‘%i s
Da (6-b)

p (0)=P (x= (1)

o FEREESE T 328y ( discrimination parameter ) » b FLZEEEETE 325 (difficulty parameter ) > ¢
FLESREV I 25 (pseudo-guessing parameter) » EI[[1 D £~ ﬁfj’é(f , ?',D = L7 p (0):f)
£ Normal ogive HL5I™ Wi Vs (Haley, 1952) - x £h 74 ™ @iy » 4L 10 251G 0 -
3PL MBIk o pus &t ﬁéf‘}*%ﬁvﬂ (a,b,c) [ty - i =0 I » Al
B Eﬁ 3-PL AREIMI™ES 2-PL ABLE] S NS TS W SRS 2 0ra K- WIEHE
.e,n;l{ﬁfr"éjfg'éﬁ"g“ TRV - FIFASI B 5L Rasch model (Rasch, 1960) « 442 ¥ ik ki I

Fre=
S PR RUBE ARSI I By -
— ~ SPRT

BN 7F’T (sequential analysis ) V=G i{F B TR B A AR g{ EJJ'I it J’jlﬁ[“ FIAYTE 45 S S
TR U S AL > G A E PR ’}]H"EIVH Iﬁ&i@ﬁ‘ NPVE 35 o H”V\Bltﬁig?ﬂ JTEVF;%
- 74"771“’?}[11‘3?4?5‘?@” ety #{7 IFT' AR f'ﬁ] PR J?Eﬁ‘i%ﬁ ':;ﬁ[r‘ffv&f‘,’
FRFE ST o Wald (1947) HEHF RS SR gt (Sequentlal Probability Ratio Test SPRT) * [T E
Fag oS! (= b%ﬂvup FoFEE B o ﬁl%gil?rﬁﬁ AL 0 R 2 2T {ﬂ OIS > gt

?Jnﬁa‘f ﬁﬂlﬁ§ Ebﬁ! ﬁﬁ ﬁ"”# o SPRT £i— mKﬁ‘{“{%FTIE[F T iﬁ’_ﬁ[])‘[ﬂlﬁ[ jﬁb% £, IEJE‘TFH%?:\ g%—}y
PV (SR IR - SPRT Oseat sy -
H,:0=0-5,=6, vs. H :0=0+5 =0, , (2)

HHTO £ A =R 0" (AT 6, 6 ST R B H R R 6 6, B
0, VG (0 —8,,0' + 8, ) HL 1848 (indifference region) - 1A KR iy
A SRR R I B B BT R 8 (Siegmund, 1985) ¢ B- DT S
HSRE R EE R HIJ,%Jtm Ca=p (BY HI|HSE ) W B =p (B HI|HGE ) o5
Xy = (X5 Xy Xy ) KERAAIZ B e (A ORI - HL [0, POABTY 7 (A B - =
x, R JIIX PO e T e B

_L

L(0.X)=T]L (6:x)

H [f (xsO] [1- f (x,:0)] (3)

i=
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SLF (X530 ) sk x, oS PR e FITe H, S0 POl FB i ATER T H 53T ofpsis)
FrECTRETHE VAl B (likelihood ratio ) £%

T1E (o0
LR (X)) =S (4)

HL (6y;x)

SPRT 7 BIAHE( BT k i [ UGG I -

(1) W LRC(X )2 (1= B) e Ff » Rt - TG & H

(2) JLR(X )< BI(—a) Ff - HIfb IR - ARG o H

(3) #i B/(=0) < LR(X) < (1= B)/ o [ > T WHGY » RN~ [ -

FEd ) FROTGEE FITY L) 1 > SPRT FOTRISE PRI 380 ™ Wpbess B/(1-a)
FRFEE - B) o o Pl LR, S R 1 S0 B
B 20 (EIREHIGY RRE A - ISRy SRR PSP ) 3 b
T Hy W H, t‘*Eﬁ F’?%uﬁfttﬁﬁ¢§1ﬁd

0<n>~#{alog<ﬁ>+<1 a>10g<i>} ()

0

E<n>~—{<1 B)log(} ﬁ>+ﬂlog< ’ )}, 6)

Aow =E[log(f,/f)] i=0 ol Jo ¥ fii W& Hyw H, E@E‘JE\JJ?EU%}G?EE'FH%\'T
(Siegmund, 1985 ) °

i IRT {9fEET thpmé“if@%f (x;0) £i~ 3PL %]« R e Al ST RS S L
AR O RBERID > 0" [NRFRERTEIT PR 0, 6, STl PRI EEEH P AEH
Jofi R R o F"H 5 i E\Jj POt o o S R F‘IH 5 E?t] E[“f‘gﬁtﬁj Sl R

- PRI ¢ Bl RS B a = P (5 0H|| H BV A5 K4 R 0
& FIUIAEERE 5 B SRS B B =(FUH| HELE ) fll3a e ot iuy & 22
EUZAIH] « 4] X, = O Xyuers ) SRR BT e RO (B3 RN » 511 X, o457 4 =
R VRN 1 B0 -

SPRT 7t 7 k FEIFOM G HIOp ™

(1) i LR(X, 205 POl BINBRGEL + SRR H, 2L A -

(2) ﬁlLR (X< B/(I=o ) FNHRRAS L AAFHRPTELEE O H, » 2% 2 2 -
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(3) Ef,’ﬂ/(l —a)<LR(X)<(1-p)/a [ P MR ARRE S - ke -

PRI DAy IS WEWFF ') “"ﬁ’ USSR E ELRIEH DRI - i
F;'“ [’?‘%Uﬁ¢§(ﬂ?ﬁj} NS Iiaiﬁf J.i}?ﬁﬁﬂ;}qﬁﬁfﬁﬂjy HEIJ‘E% El[jr(ﬁ[ﬁf%ﬁlﬁl
RO HY R *IJWS'%%{%F\IM w?ﬁ

Reckase (1983) ~ Kingsbury Z* Weiss (1983 ) %% Spray Z* Reckase (1996) }I‘%]" SPRT 'jE" [§*
(LIS I ko I**‘f’i” IEI S R l@?ﬁﬁ i LR R R AR [ 3 STRIRE - el
BRI a0 ;:c I%ﬁfg} o PR Ul - I S Ty i’%Eﬁ Spray (1993) i
LIRS EITREEIE L g %Tﬁ‘fjﬁfﬂéffﬂ@ » I'J SPRT SRl Sphts » =&~ HH R it 2
KEWIEAE S e 2 ’FE'FTJIH PSR A R AT R i R SPRT FREE O
[l TR OB B 2 AR T R o

= BERNMEEAE

fjjf‘#i EJIF‘FHJ N ﬁ ARE AT E A lﬁ'” #hF  (maximum likelihood estimate )
KR IF‘,E, 3% (Bayesian estimate ) °

(=) BXEBEMEEHE
5 X = (o Xy ) R 2 B T K RO (7 AR ST, *%ﬁri@ﬁw‘e*ﬁr
RER H T R R SR 1 SR 0 [ X, Ol FREEL,( 0, X,) ' 1|3 5120 (3) -
ﬁ*frgmfﬁ,mﬁﬂ ﬁ%@\f@ﬁwlﬁﬁ BIQ - R0 = 01 - TS m@rm X)) S
R E S S U Sl N E R

0. = argmax L(6,X). (7)

(=) BERfEHE
PSR Y23 85 PR BB (maximum a posteriori, MAP ) FIW UL i@k (expected
a posteriori, EAP ) ¢ E'ﬂﬁ, VORI, o (ARG & G YA (prior) 53R 1) ETA)
Frfie e MAP 1) 2 G205 ) f (0) (PRl > HE[S1% (posterior) F ) [l

L(0.X)-f(6)

0| X,)=
ACAP. ¢ (X))

(8)

=& <X">t V8 R i - MAP Rupsis =5 0 [ 0, fﬁ,fg}g,}» 0
W [l IR EC f (o | X)) AT JA

OMA,,:argrglaka(Q | X)) (9)

T EAP 2 MAP B17] + [ FOfi 1 (AL A9t Fraiv ey CApipe 1)
PITALR T PR - BAP (7Bl 51



618 - FoHoe B ®

>

)

:29. Lk(eka>'f(9i>
B Zr:Lk(QnXQ‘f(Q») (10

EAP

LF[lrt,H | 516 R ﬁ:&ﬂpjﬁkg\r f' QEI“tr “’J;kur. @Fw“vglg—

A EIRIMRRIFIRT 1 22 2153 fhlof 0 DS OACHR D) 3 2
ﬁpﬁ*@ﬂﬁ#ﬁ&pﬁ%%]r?%f¢ﬁﬁﬁ;%wﬁw*’ S R R
ALE Y #“(XMEFW%(NM)w%i’ﬁﬁﬁ%% BRI © R
FEE 1% R PORIE VRS 5 2 W R EIESY R TR S R B
i O -

M~ 42U R REARRA SR

T AR ﬁi?“?é?l;‘} 2RI F*fx‘xﬁ‘[ o 55 W EVET E ol U B A ((omitted
variable Y2257 * T Er}’ﬁﬁﬁf_ﬁ%@@ﬂ irrelevant variable )e GuJaratl( 1992 )#ﬁé]‘ = 4s -] 3% Cordinary
least squares, OLS ) |’F‘,§ RUEAV s g > AN TR B wﬁ”@gm il "FL'? Bl L @
f[F‘,*’rﬁ N TTIF‘, £l (inconsistent estimator ) « ~ 1V » 7| 7 TPFE[ETJ]EI iR [ﬂ Eﬂj‘lﬁjp‘
I AE |F‘|5‘{-ﬁﬂx§(f’ ARl ',ﬂJ[Ffl BT |r (unblased) '~ = (consistent ) |Ff,“f£'| > {F!
%‘?iﬁﬁ*}? (SRR WEJH%’??%J*M (e IS fe o f

Pl FEEES ,?QE%‘[‘?‘W JEMELE] A EpFrBe?)=Y (incorrect functional form ) Elfiﬁﬁ?'%?’*—’ E’,’J
T Y e (nonllnear)’ 130 F‘,“H‘i F,[ [E%364% (linear ) » rf?éf“[ﬁm BIE T *’F‘" A 3
(R < R S ISR 7 SRR - AR 13 20 (Gujarati, 1992
Pindyck & Rubinfeld, 1998 ) -

Begg = Lagakos (1990) }%C]‘ riEEfli*ﬂﬁlﬂ?}T PG %{?{Qﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁ%—_’ (score test) F[F5]%

(efﬁc1ency) AURYZE o AN BE o 7 i '?“ﬂ?]ﬂ?ﬁ[%‘%?’ ?%@Eﬁlffﬂ%ﬁﬂ\ﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁé
st Culidity) S M ) DBRNY - DM BTN (057 o
TFIRLE ISV - [F“/ﬂ[ TR R B el U AR WL flﬂﬁmﬂf : (treatment effect) & % | "H
ﬁ@ﬁ S O R OIS i ) S - Begs % Lagakos (1992) i
AP LS - Erel PR R B R L R @@%ﬁ’g}iﬁagmﬁg, JER R
k3 T ﬁlﬁ'{’:}%{éﬁgf o

Attfield (1983) fUpr - %TELF'JF%}‘@?Q%Q ﬁﬁikﬁéj‘ gﬁzﬁ%{,j LU5@g (instrumental variable ) [
A N OUTIW AT - e S LA sy
- B (1993) gt 20 P SRRrER T & VAR SRR > I SR
0 UG ST U T QI B U TR A

THIEERVER | F > Kalohn Z® Spray (1999 ) }%&rﬁ ﬁf“%ﬁn{@? (model misspecification ) ¥}
SPRT P ek » Pk IS i et 15 3PLM I » 71 TPLM e %0
OB BT S U R < B o APHOR T - IPLM ¢ g ﬁ#\mﬁﬁ?fi' BRRIBRREY s T3
[SwLﬁ’[jj\ ) ]EIF' ﬁﬁ?’_"\]&[ Jﬁlﬂ P ﬁzﬁf%‘] ﬁﬁiﬂ\ﬁ SE TR g{ AHIERREEe [fiﬁ’[]j\ (100~200 £ ) > IEI
B ﬁfi AU ik FJ %'* J éﬁﬁﬁ ST 'Ei' H j FEFI Ut %“[Skl%rpmj l%lﬂ.lf**} " ;bﬁirpe
LT JE— Fkpuleak o Jiao 2 Lau (2003) }%&ﬂ‘ﬁﬂ 2. (model misfit) a:‘f}—ﬁﬁll 73 KRRy
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5{4%55 “?F,JT\E? > ’gll =R TPLM Ff‘/ 2PLM Eﬁ ﬁﬁﬁ[ﬁl EED Pl 3% 5 SPRT fts - %555
?}':;u%““yéfé EUNAURYSE o ﬁ' H = 3PLM Ent] U SRS 1PLM 25 SPRT IF‘?F}; ik
f JFJ éﬁﬂ{ |‘1 |F[|F' ﬁﬁ E =" 2PLM 3%~ SPRT lf&fi:’ =3 ﬁ*ﬂi i ﬁﬁ?}{

F}f;ﬁﬁﬂi?ﬁﬁ A J?FE'F};%KT/ ’fﬁ%ﬁ«]‘ » Gleser (1981) %&ﬁﬁ,ﬁ ARG E B f FIE A 2 e
TR | IRBLe R (ROl S o P gD i R IEET i &l 5 Stefanski =
Carroll (1985) FUFA2 [ 1R FI|P % v IR RUE PV 1Ay > 15 Ff"&ﬁ?ﬁﬂﬁ“l@%* » FrH ]
fY I’Flmf ﬁ%}{%’]’j\é’ = 1% (consistent) AU{EET -

) NE3

-

TP ri?fs?,frﬁ VIR PRI I?iﬁ%%“ﬂﬁﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬂ VIR R TR B
gy (1PLM) ~ €558y (2PLM) 7v~‘==*§lr(3PLM) = e T ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ'@” 2 HIJF“H’%LFJH[T@
e U (7’? RIS b 2 e AT 2 R ke underspemﬁcatlon R AR
LU DI ISR 2 WY overspecification ) SHIEETTLR VIS - I 3PLM hlﬂ R
5T Yt L*PE,EF%? (3PLM) W AE=E ,?{[E%% (1PLM % 2PLM) EHJ‘ % f\%g[ﬁfﬁu FILE 5 B
Emp‘,#r » W 7 SR Y (item calibration ) : (0 S = (R S ORE - B i
A7 CAT R - SRETET [NNBRTFI - [RIRFI™ L= SRRt s RS =l - BTt
Wy VYR

— HRIA

AP P O S BILOG-MG 28 MATLAB 7.0 « 4797457 S RYTFS - 57— WIFe sh g i
S [&EP% ﬁ% FEF I P RRRLE TR ST BIES 1PLM ~ 2PLM = 3PLM » I O s
?‘ﬁ 1000 —- HEES IR ¢711“J RS & 5 fr‘ Jﬁi‘fﬁéqﬁ}[ﬁfﬂﬁﬂjﬁ Fi:]} |
N (0,1)> 515: AR kE’TE 8000 * (AL AL IR *‘i e “ﬁr‘aﬁigw,vg:‘i*gr@ﬁ
S 5000 * [+ T i U2 J[zﬁ L) o Y EFP] BILOG-MG 53l T-iffi= o saifsi=" o iy
%j\ % E‘ET?'E VHELES j‘”gﬂﬁlﬁf (}Z\F oo H “f JurERE Al ?‘:JI/ g ?E‘preﬁl* &}F@“; ’F/‘bﬂ Fei
ﬁﬁﬁﬁ, MR ) o 51 WP L ERRRTR - @F' xjfar FETER AT PSS B R A A
IR - FIIP] MATLAB 7.0 i AR 2 = fBRh i 53 47 -

Y

\jl

FREWRELED AP GHIRYRTH (Drasgow, 1989; Mislevy & Stocking, 1989;
Skaggs & Stevenson, 1989; Baker, 1990; Stone, 1992 ) [ gyl » ?E{%ﬁdﬂ@ BHra s =55 wj
U (0.5,2.5) » #8% 5qrp Jygds =5 MU (-3.33.3) R e s =0 MU (0,0.2) -
)78 2 o=l 55 > RS Hﬂlﬁiﬂi THRIEN (0,1) 22U (-3,3) FETH™ -
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T R TR LR R Sy IR S gl R R p e
FR¥ |44 Fisher information 1 [=SR IE 1] « SR ERIERYVEE T/ RN G 0 3 ke »
[ 2 ) BT SR PG ST T R ORI B - R P R IRRRE S D
SEH AR B L G EREEn, =5 o R ERG $ e P
S S SE g R IS FORRIENORS - 92 5 iy MBI pO 2 € (O
S HEARE ) (RIS 2 SHOALE SN $27] Chang T Ying
(2004) 7k AR FHIRE D © 7% o+ POg= s (FHEAH 1 FR 7 RARRRRET A (ks s %
fF > #FEFR"] Chang (2001) fUfdk g™

T,=inf{n>1:1 (é,,)z(%)z} (11)

1 (0,) %% i = il 6, BRI LR T RSN R S 2 S e

oz/2

IHEFHE%F WPENHI o BEHA - FFHFEGTH 0.5 0 Bl SROVTIT S LK

Apsia = =005 -

PR

FAPIST AR B l@%ufﬁ e R (IFLFH IR e e (I8 F”HF;’?*/
,j/ﬁé-?g

— -~ BMEETRORE

AP R R T R ’é”éf”v“'éwﬁ"@?:‘lifﬁé TR R R Y

B F PR TR SR 1000~ o RUREVEREE 100 5 o APERIFIRSUR BE T [R50 P
4 SN (0) =U (-33) -

F 12 3 T H AN D IPLM > 2PLM % 3PLM [ » AP | il A5 A gt 5

o B 4 ) 5 fhEt i poRs s AR SRR 1 P o A 1 st

SPLM ™+ I S A e P SRR T G VAR < [ LR

B R HES TN (O > SR IOES R o AN D FHRSS 3PLM i)

G RMSE 10,2513 » SEERELHFHSY 1PLM » 2PLM | ¢ 7 S9iER 83940 54 JE % 1



B S R By - 621 -

PR TS IPLM ~ 2PLM | o plUFit Ao ol i85 SPLM ) » 7 E{?lﬁﬁ@m L‘FE
5 SRR BT T8 % o G R RS D - oy 5
Cunderspecification ) JFf i ¥ RMSE [PJRET - S5 b s IREROST 1 F 1) HEL% £ 2PLM
RIERBRET o [l P L5ty SR P A T SRR PRI S 0 (] RMSE P ERIET ) TR ER
£ kF“lﬁﬁrlram}%lE“}:{lﬁlr%%éff T (T TR IR = ARt ) - i 2 R
%’TW?EUE?EEE\’W BTN [ [N PR FL PARERL - F{lﬂi P s MU (=33)F

RMSE ’F“fg Jb‘NFJI:géi Jtﬂ:ﬁ{*ﬁ ffEs N (0,1 ﬁu[?‘m R R ’}J;;ij{‘ﬁﬂfﬁ#[g—‘%é& ([5fe )=
PRE 12D LSy > PR P B R | o Sy Ry FOREE AT D [N RMSE
Sy o IR FE T N (O0) 2SR o P T RS SPLM > 2 AR (i
JIfHE3~2 W 23 U ) 9 RMSE S5 /5T 0.2914 5 0.2749» [T HEFE O R H Y RMSE £ 0.2513 5
MAS T4 N (OD) S S » SHRRREHSS 2PLM » fiE ] AR E % (fi2 0 1432
2~3 [ %) [ RMSE T[S 0.9491 % 0.7641 > il 7% & 1V RMSE £1 0.4504 -

&1 AEHER 3PLM T - ARMEEHRX 2R IEEREK
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The Effect of Model Misspecification on Computerized
Testing

Hung-Yi Lu Yung-Feng Hsu Kuo-Sung Hsueh
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Fu Jen Catholic University Ming-Chuan University Fu Jen Catholic University

Item response theory (IRT) has been widely applied in computerized adaptive testing (CAT) with the logistic type models
most often used. IRT prescribes an item characteristic curve that provides the probability of an examinee correctly answering
an item with a parameter of a given ability level. Examiners can develop various tests for different purposes based on a
chosen item response model. However, in actual testing practice, the priori item response model is often unknown. The
purpose of this study is to examine the effect of model misspecification on computerized testing. Using norm-referenced
testing, results indicated that model misspecification has an effect on the estimate of examinees’ abilities. Both the RMSE
and test length significantly increased when the wrong item response models were used, especially when item bank belongs
to three-parameter logistic model. In criterion-referenced testing, model misspecification has no effect on the accuracy of

classification. However, it will increase test length and cost of testing.

KEY WORDS: computerized adaptive testing, item response theory, model
misspecification



