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Abstract

Multidimensional Item Response Theory (MIRT) is the new development of modern psychometric
theories. The psychometric models, parameter estimation and application of MIRT are over-
viewed in this paper. It is concluded that the development of MIRT models should be combined
with cognitive construct, the method of MCMC should be used to enhance the parameter estima-
tion of MIRT, the research of the mixed MIRT should be strengthened, and the method of maxi-
mum information should be used to get the total score of a test.
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R

4T H R SERRIAOCENEE RO AR, EXNSERE RNERKTEEE. SRR
AT T 4R, ANZETE RNBERENITTRN SINMSHWESE, D/RPRERE RIS TRERY
WS L LT H RNERSH T, NMINRESMER., SMEBLETE RMERLESHISHMAETA,
BWHERETEKREERENDS 5 H RMERET T ENR KIS 5.

XA
ZHTE RNES, HEER, S5

1. 518

FEGT 225 LN 36 31 18 (Classic Test Theory, CTT)Ii 5, i H W #L i (Item Response Theory, IRT)7E H
AT T AT RV THEENL R 58 g ) S 7 T VR, OR A SZ BRI 5T K R (L
2010). K, BEEINFIER . HEAFTENRER R R, IRT SRR ERB. BRI A SRR R 4 H 3 —
STk, Hob 2 — ok 2 i DA VE B 4E B R (Unidimensional IRT, UIRT) [A] 5 4k Fil %2 4k 5 AU
(Multidimensional IRT, MIRT)Jf E48 . MIRT 3 /2 1 50 I b 0 4 1K £ 56 Bl — T 56 AT 55 I 75 ZE 11
ZMEES). TUHFHESZ MR 2 0] 1) 58 RBATEAL . MIRT #iA il 20 ARl 56 3 e % e ) 2
Wik —(FBetde, ik, 2010). BaAEXS it —REa 5 B R mr, wrRefEH 7 AR —Frfe s EFE
iy, A rh ) 1] RUR AT BE 7R VR 2 HRE I RE U A REZXT o RE) R I A A I S AR Atk AR R A I B
k. R UIRT £ 50 N2 A H, (Hik2 REE IR IRT B8 DLER S a8 B 2 A AH
HAEFHMIE 2. MIRT BRI AR IERF&IX—RE(F AL, £, 2010).

2. YT E R MBI R ERE

Bock, Horst, McDonald, Samejima %% A 72 T4E, #E3) 7 MIRT K. MIRT (35 RIAK
5 22 A 45 8 W0 56 R 0 4 R N VR R RE D RRAE I S 8, DRI AR X 43 B A H R S 8L
(Reckase, 2009). MIRT #EALIE B IRTE 2 423 8] R A B 5 LI HAEB MR 2 MR R . IRIERE T & 4
f£6,,6,,-,0, Z IR FR, HHETH B EZR MIRT 4,

WIRARIIET 0 S4B LM A, X PR MR & ] FITE IEAS B T R S0 B2 48 0 3 s sk B0, JFi@
T I bR BOR R TR R S B MR o IX R R RE B R AR 2 Rl 0 4EE L 19 3. iR — A o 4
FEMEEAR, FeEAA S S RYERE 0 53R v D R 4E R AR . B IR P M I A 2 — M PRy “ MR
7 (compensatory models).

TP R U, AN E W RN AT S5 0] LA B R LA MR, B — AN VR
A DS B4 IRT BEAYSRIR . 1 IR [0 25 H R R B — 3/ MR R T fl . s |, IEEZR I
HEIME S €A Em TESES 0 MRS, XK T M4 o SHIR4EREE 0 AME . XY
WEFR A “AEFMEAR T ” (noncompensatory models) . {H > ey 4 B2 A5 1) 6 i S RE = A A g i R VE B .,
H—ERERAMEIER, BTLA Reckase (2009) WX FREAIFR N “ 7 #MERLAL” (partially compensatory

models) .
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Br 1 AMRAAEAMEIX R3S, MIRT  thm] DURSE & A 38 73 I 20 o 0 AN 2 AR B . 1 i 4
ERXPIA T, A MIRT BT A4

2.1, =Zakid oy MIRT 8!

BRI o B IR 3R 45 M 0 7 2, B i MIRT A AL I B - UIRT BI04 B (Y ao,
Schwarz, 2006).

2.1.1. #MEER
2 ZRB R IAE TE R (M-2PL) I 2 45 JE T AT R Ny

eaios’jhdi
P(Uij :qej,ai,di ) = 14+ o%00] 44

Hrr, e MR 2> & a, M1 0, 12577 2R

im™ jm

8, 00] +d, =a,0, +a,0,, +---+a,0,, +d = a6, +d,
k=1

o m ORZEEE AN ZIREGR R R @ TERMAMEA S, S8 d REFEDL & a Mt RIEARES
SR, MIRTHIBXZ NI H S8 EZ LRI TEAMUIRTZ IR 2, (Hl TAMEEAL )& 0 TR (A

BHAKRFR, FUAE & 0 mHEMAN— A8, H5HXMEEE S8 U2 40 H 280 E LR
Reckase (1985)# H £ 4 1 H X 43 & (Multidimensional Item Discrimination, MDISC) % 4k 15 H X &
(Multidimensional Item Difficulty, MID) ) %52

no V2

MDISC, =(Zafkj
k=1

MID, = — %

£

MDISC, 1 MID; FI{E A UIRT B4 i) a 2401 b Z80H M A ke . 72 M-2PL 1, MDISC, 2 @ =
[y, AN A R 050 e A il DB B R R T [l A, R S 4R 255 X RE DA, MID,
& @ IR R BOCRNE ST R BIE B A 0.5 A S A BE RS .

152 AE3ZHUE T B (M-3PL) Dl S8 ¢ B AN @ 1) 5 % 4k FE A AR AN 10 2 %
1 (Reckase, McKinley, 1991). M-3PL IR N:

2 06] +d;
P(U; =16;.3,¢.d;)=c +(1-c)
l+e

BeAh, FEZAMEIC I 2 4EY AR, B4 2 4ERaschis ! (Adams, Wilson, Wang, 1997). £ 4EiE
&R AR (Bock, Schilling, 2003). X 48 AERIRI AR AMERERY, o] ] THRR Vs IAE MR AR K R 2
e

2.1.2. dEFMEIREY
AMEAETY (4 5, B S A m— L AN ERE L ERIRAR, i BAEMAE R EAEAR . AR A SR ] LLAE
WH FAIRE R IEFESMEE . (A% H RS FREM,  nfi—E 5y 8 5 SR R 5 b

a;00] +d;
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REZT, Bt HRE IR M NN AR E , R ICiE B H o ARFEX AL, Sympson (1978)#2H 1
N 2 YRR

m o gt 7ak(%k )
P(Uij =]46’j,ai,bi,ci):ci +(1—ci)(HWJ

R, SRR R R 22 BB e A SO, R S AR B S BRI H N
R4 HIMESE, T H (01X L4k FEAT 55 ) N A O, BT CATH H 2SS T e, {H
Sympson AR H WA — AN EHER I R#LL C,, XN E AR 4T 55 K3, BRI “ 0
NS .

Sebr b, EARIESPLELR LAl E R 2 4, JERMAA A TR R, Whitely
(1980)Fr 2 N 22 J 0 8 £ 45 B A 78 (multicomponent latent trait model, MLTM), Maris (1995)fk 2 “i&E4%
zURasch## %4 ” (conjunctive Rasch model), FH LAZ7R 2 ANAH LA ST AN SN A 3 0 — AR H VR I %
sz, HFREXN:

(63 ~bic)

o(U, -10,5)-[1-*

(63 ~bxc)

AMERERURN AR A AR R A N -5 BAE 2RI T S0 E R AN A o AR B R A Y (0 A8 H e A ) F 4
FEARSS R, SX AR R 4 FE AT 55 SO N 4 1 7 BB RE IR, R AR 58 B T 6 A 2 AT 55 10
SeMe AMEAERL NSO EARARIIE R, BrA SR AN AR — X H 1 BT 5 T A R R o 375 THT AR PR
WHstAZ, wmBoltilLall (2003) & BLAE SIS VLI, 2B HodE A& B AR A o AR 2
JE&, A P A R B e T AATIAE S B S S ATL A o

2.2. ZRIBSTEI MIRT 4REY

AR FIMIRTIE R O 2K RE, B2 R0 FIMIRTE AL KW A B . 2 H AiA L,
B RS R T AMEE R ERTT . MurakifliCarlson (1993)4 RS 3 T 2 4ES5 0 x MR, 0 B
FAE—BRGW N I 235 B 1 2 435 808 45 73 SO B RUR 2 4E 40 ) 20 #0F 20 BEY (Yao,
Schwarz, 2006).

22.1. ZHSTITESER
Z Y R AL (MPCM) &K Rasch R A3 i 31 22 4 %2 2% 19 % 3% (Kelderman, Rijkes, 1994), %R A:

{ gl (65 —biuk Wik }

e u=1

K; L%l(‘gju’biur)‘/‘/i“'}

e
=0

P(u; =K|6;) =

=

'/E;EP’
b AT H ILERE us KANKEIERE SR, W, o2 TSR E f 00 HIELERE u. 2R KEIALE

2.2.2. ZYEHRT TEITIER
SRERVESRIIE i, BEAIIIEA 0, IR, 1E MGPC A {EE 28 k-1 I3 (Yao, Schwarz, 2006):
ol(mod] -ty

K:
Zmlzle

Pic = P(Xij =k—1401-ﬂi)=

((m’l)ﬁi o8] -3, i )
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Forp

X =0, K —LHRH j S H i EZ .

B =(Bu, . B ) TRUEFEHCH D MTLH X 43 FE S M =

Bsi (k=12 K ) RS E(FFR a2 %), 2 B, =0-

Yao Fll Schwarz (2006)%f IEAR % 82, Akt 77 2 e A Rasch RE7RYRS 4 (1) 25 LR AR AR A
THCML)AE L T 5 /R ] KB - S8R I8 7 1:(MCMC) . Yao 1 Schwarz 73 S8 ] 7 £ 4 3 808 4 7% 70
FET(M-3PL)FI 2 440 ) 40 BB VE40 B AU 06 2 B e 3 U8 SO H 3R 4T 7 2806l it . Yao Al Schwarz % %
RN ITE S5 THGEE. WREEE. MA TN SR SHT TR,

2.23. BHFHRBERET
Muraki A1 Carlson (1993)¥4 H4E S5 4% g NS ALY e o 2 4ER5 A, T5L H S B R E 8 FH 1) 2 RS B TR AR A
PR, FHERYERII —FE, 2R @ H RS tH— 2P IR A, BRIEIEE k 2, DARTERI)E
FRHT k-1 28 XA AT H T 5 T SR A S AT I A R v E B AR . b, BT — FAEREDE
FHEIRS TR, R — e “H T A7, MEWRE AR T A RS a & E N
% YRG0 R BIB RS THSRRE AAT k2 IR 5 g LR AR DL, HRIAHUA:
P(%==H%)=P*@U=HHJ—P*@u=k+ﬂﬁﬂ

oA P (u;=0]6,)=1, P"(u;=m +16,)=0
SN ISR AR AR A2,

1 aiToej+dik i
P(uj=k|6)=—= [ e?dt
J J \/ﬂ al ©8;+d; k1
H X 1-4-24 FRN 1-4-23, W15,
1 a 08; +di -2 al ©8;+d; ki1 -2
P(u;=K|6)=——= [ eZdi——— [ eZd
' N Voo

R MR G TR AL, W H BV H 2%, BREEAERE MBS . (HL
brgikep, ARG A S, AABAFBUENEESAE—RMEH. HireSH08 R w i
VP AT 2 ZHOB R e B AN A5 G0 I SR A (1 45, © TR G I H 287 (mixed item types)
(14 (Baker, Kim, 2004). {H B AT MIRT [fI 4100 H 258 (K 7880 R 20 W,

10 45 (2010)IA g, DA ORI S 2E A, /b SERRFR ISR AR, #R7R — MO I A R0 5
7m0 2 5 0 2 22 SR S, M AN AR Y (cognitive psychometric model), J& 4 R AL K
Je i e FE b, AT SCHR BN RAMERE BRI AERMERE Y, FE — @ FRRE LRI T K 1] AR e R A
IR 550 BRI B A AR 45 G () i RE R 3 — 2P A5 G BRSO N A A, FRAE IS T R 2
BIHARYE N AR w56, 7E LR EAKIE 50 BRI AT I E . JI4h, AR ALE 3 5 B Ak
TEEELE G, DAR L 2 DA N A0k P A L A AR AR 5 ) 8 o 3 B A 3 ke i 7 T A B B 2 ALY
T A2 15 S5 M P R T ABE 28 50 B 2 A R 2 [ (R I 4

3. ZHME R MIFRRBE S YT HE
3.1 BRKSHMETHEE
A RN R TR T, B SR 1y vk A (Baker, Kim, 2004; ¥ {575, 2003): 4
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PR KAUSR A 11 (conditional maximum likelihood estimation, CMLE). E¢&H K ALL4R Al it (joint maximum
likelihood estimation, JIMLE). 121 Fr#l KALSR At tH/EM 532 (marginal maximum likelihood estimation and an
EM algorithm, MMLE/EM). 14 Fx JUH-#745 1 (marginalized Bayesian estimation, MBE)%.

ERTTE, BT UIRT S EUGTHEH, ARG RZH T MIRT FIZ5hTH Rl 2456 1 MIRT
SIS, 4n TESTFACT (Bock, Schilling, 2003). NOHARM (Fraser, McDonald, 1988). ConQuest
(Wu, Adams, Wilson, 1997). POLYFACT (Muraki, 1999)%%, FHK T ZEIBGHHEARMER, X770
I F MOk Z . TESTFACT RH Il TH 722 U B iR AR fh TH/EM B532:, mT FH 5T H [8] DY 53 AH ¢
(interitem tetrachoric correlations)%f —73&ic 73 I H 34T BRI ZE 04T o AIKAHAE B MIRT B2 245 2 2
FOES B IEEA, w1310 H A XS4, HE DA L LrER, Walgir24 3 Z280ESR
TERRY, (HARFAREA OV RS 2%, [FI TESTFACT HIZEE%R%1 %y 15. NOHARM (Normal-Ogive
Harmonic Analysis Robust Method) /2 MIRT # {148 Z — - NOHARM [ ZHfi it 5 TESTFACT A A,
BRI BRI E AR RS 2 4R R TEAMEME MIRT B8, S &R 2 2 el ARk s — 7k
15, AT IR R R R A, AR IA F) 50./H NOHARM ANEME @ K4k iH1E, T L, vl il ik NOHARM
RENE S8, eI TESTFACT 15258 /1 2 {1 . ConQuest &% H 1111 Rasch #8 — & 1)
ZH8, EAIE Mg S E A T A T AR Geit R . ConQuest BEfliTH Rasch AL MIRT 47 J& T
KISH, A okl s s, R PG T 722 IO 1h . POLYFACT ReALFE 2 203, {8
FH ISR 5 22 Y 55 0 S S ASS BRYBRAA T A 3B VP A B L s B FH R A PR R O AR A T, AT (1 A2 SR 1)
RGN, R E 55N E G AR ORI .

IR ERAE RN BT MIRT Z0tr TR, TRURIL, XS R MIRT ARSI A1
AR [F B I H S BT RTBE IS5l B IR A R 4 B R — e PR 2 B
BB RIS PR R G R H L. XSS R, e R
FRMSEHMATINERGER, 2 IRT B S NEERYEE I 20, RS Hh Ik AT R T Bk
TCVE LI ) ST o AR SR BERBE S R RI& T7E(MCMC) 5L IRT Uttt i e, 2 Bk,
AT I S HUE TR T BE, MCMC 72 — R B S8t ik (Baker, Kim, 2004 ¥R40,
AT, ssfn, EolEr, TR, 2008). NHAMEAT IRT ZE4hTH MCMC 5% K H B 5 tE
o
3.2. EF MCMC 7F:RE 8t

MCMC J7 52 —MENERTHRENE A, ERIRIETE—Z 08 A, Rl DL UL kb o
D22 TC 5 96 AT AU BE M LREAS 19— Fh 77722 Monte Carlo 75 H)— N IEAL B P2 A BEHLEL 52 IRk
M= i n(X) - HHTHHE MCMC J7i%, 4% Metrophs-Hasting (M-H) 77741 Gibbs 77i%. M-H
TNEFRAE L = (X ) PR A 1) S /R BER B B A BRI REAS . MCMC J7 4 5L /& —> Monte
Carlo ZZ& 127, EMBENFEARR A S — K D/RBHEREEA ¢ BT 5120 A (P AR 72 o) /b —Fp B
1) MCMC J7i%, Hrf 4 RReR s oLt & Gibbs $hAE, & BIRHIE & FOB AE (1 S /R B R Bk e i /)il —
RYNGFA ALK (XL, 2007)s MCMC J7 Ak iF IRT SEEARE S RGBS HATE 2
BT B IR BB SRR REE SR 5 R IR A T AR R AUSRVE SRS, R 3T BN AR A
B, RERWKIPIREEAR, HWISERINERMTRE S5, B 7 EM ByEh S aat&, e 71l
THEI R IR (E AL, 2006).

228 WY IRT A SH T, BRERA S K MCMC J7ikmth s . B NSNS SRR
MCMC J7i:H T MIRT 28kt . Jiang (2005)KH MCMC 77721 Gibbs fliff i1 2 4 3 2808 4 i
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# SR I H AR SH . @B R B S T 1 AERE, 2 NEEERT 5 ANEREIITE B, ¥UTHR
%7 (Root Mean Square Error, RMSE)%: 1 5o, MCMC J7iAtiit As 4w . Jiang K¢ EF 4 MCMC F25
5 TESTFACT Bttt &5 R AT 1 HE, KIATE M THRE B T /53 . Zhang (2007) i B4 21—l
THMENE Z QAL H S80S B 77, MCMC 5kl vg5 b, T00E X 50 B ROAE 2 (RS FEAR s OA
RIS B0 BE A BT o (B4 % MCMC J7 ik S g on 7HEE, an— % 1 2655 3% 4C 2 10,000
UL b WHMER R E EEIEIH 25, v et . Bolt Al Lall (2003)f# ] MCMC J7iELLE: 1
2 YEAMERL (M-2PL) Fl 22 4E EAMERL R (MLTM) IS 50 o SR RAULTT 57 2% 2 i P B 2501 iR 01k
W EFFEA%(1000, 3000), i H £ (25, 50), #e/14ERE 2 [A][1AH55(0.0, 0.3, 0.6). 4R B R, KR MCMC
M-H 53 BE 8 ARAIF 7 SRR A (3R L, 1 MLTM B 35 6 0 45 B AH 55 128 18 1R BLIE ARG . 1+ 75 25(2010)
T 248 3 ZHOBE M B Gibbs HhFRVE, BUUSLIGRE, B Gibbs HhFEFTTF Bayes J& i fh
i R HARMEZ S5 BILOG-MG #HATfS &5 B2 A AT EMER s BT T 2 4E 55 X BN MCMC J5 i
XS R A I S E U T, RIUTETE S50 1 R 2 i e 2508 2 7 RAH M KR 22, 1 BRIV R
REVERIBR R B AR DGR aE, MZEMR: RZ, ARG, HAHRSRER, WZE2HD.

Hir, 23 7EH MCMC Jiikfliit MIRT T H S80S 5, — B2 A%y, SUid
WinBUGS #AT MCMC I8, —BIEF — BB D2 4ERA, REESEIE S0 W H KB H 2
A S A A TE, TRRIA R AR R AN AN DL MIRT B [E Al TH ). Yao 28 NFFR I
BMIRT (Bayesian Multivariate Item Response Theory)# {4, Ainl A fF DL ER AL T —Ffik £ (Reckase, 2009;
Yao, Schwarz, 2006). BMIRT Al MCMC 77329 () M-H 503, filiit 28 MIRT SR I5 H gt 280, 7T
WhEE M2 s, JERESEIIR G T H KA 2 A MIRT BRI [RIIN Al o, B AT R A4 .

BMIRT i FH (172 MCMC J7ikH ] M-H 503%, L H bR i it —ANFaoE i i o g 84 . Bl
L IRBLRBE (R E 43 A7 2 45 8 V80 P AR 28 2 B0 )5 38 40 AT o

BT T H S50 FE T R

B=(B BB )T
MALSR T 2 A2

P(x|e,ﬂ)=]J_1P(xj|9j,ﬁ)=ggp(xij|oj,ﬁi)
IR R AR, W 1-4-27 S P(X,|6), B ) FTRE AR R 9 MIRT B 51
P (0| 2) AR BHARE 10 A, HATBECN 1o BN 0 FEESHMI, WA=(uo), uhTH
B, o NITEM TG ZFERE. NH IR, RS R 50,
P(6,B.A]X)cP(X|0,8,4)P(6] 3. 2)P(B)P(2)=P(X|6,8)P(6|2)P(B)P (1)

Hep, oo fiR “IELLT” .

.zz

P(X|6.8)= ﬁp(xijm,ﬂj)

Il
-

=4

P(6]2)=] P(ej|z)

j=

iN

MCMCJ7 79 (16 # 7%t (transition kernel) & 75 N5 18 4 101 S HUE PR A 1 AR5 5% -
t[(ek,ﬂk),(ekﬂ,ﬂkﬂ)J _ P|:(9k+1,ﬂk+l) (ek,ﬁk )}

)
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Hob Rk Ak + 1 RRBT—IRER)GE—IRE . 7E BMIRT W, K RAZ 8 B N 25 HEZR (3R 1
t[(ak’ﬂk),(akﬂ,ﬂkﬂ)}: P(0k+1 x,ﬂk)P(ﬂkﬂ x,0k+l)

RN R ALY BT Ay, S WEE AT DLy W20 . 35— 20 A A R i @ 5 SR 51X
S E R T AR E T H S HU0 S A o A

W] U T BRBEREE IR, AT — P WSREARE N — MR R, — &
AR SR BHEREE A RR IR BIRR B 0 A . B I WG (E I B B s sgmn g5 3. EIE AT I I 5 58—
MM T EFE, X BB “BE)” (burn-in)fr B, “burn-in” BB G LSS, I RAL RS E A
(I H S EAMPRSE oA RS EZ RN S EUS T AR dE R

FT MCMC 77317 4l , BMIRT & w] LS I &76 S RAE I — 70« 2 280k, LU M-2PL.
M-3PL. M-PCM. M-GRM Z5iHAT [ Al it 7EEFE 2% 75 TESTFACT. NOHARM S5 A4H#E47 LU,
A RIFISHOR HME. BMIRT fEABSHE Z M EZ R, @bt REBAIE A L 2.

4. ZHET B R IR TE LR S A RO R A

K56 MIRT S 5AG T o] @15 DA ok, e 2R D58 53 B v (0 2 AN i i A DG A FE AR B ok . MIRT
A BT BRI H AN TSR A XA A, BRSBTS [F RE I EFEII X 4B T, AT AR S w A AE %
ANRE 4R EIERIN(Zhang, 2007) . MIRT JUFiids 7 UIRT AAEAE R BT J7 18, S e 45 1) 2034
TSR s WIS (A5, TR)F2E, 2009) THEALL & REE F & (computerized adaptive test, CAT).
It H e 2 w45 I (differential item functioning, DIF), %655, fR4EASCH HE, X B F LR MIRT £
B A A RO UEYE < D85y PR U7 T AT 9

4.1. B A K MBS EIERTR

fr e S AL, NI e S a5 R B e, JLF- A2 H TSR MIRT B2 55 2 (115 0

Akerman (1992)1A AR I H 2% (40 X 43 [ 250 i 27 1 RN 50 H 1) 8 10 A JEARER 72000 B il &
WEANBE ST AERE . — AN ISR A T, AT LA )& E ORI R T, A AL R S 4E R A
R H LR — AN R R R X, Akerman FRZA “RUERRIX” o

T IRT MIH BZR 8T, 7RFR “ARBIH K ZE2#Hr” (Full-information item factor analysis), HE78 7>
FIR B2 R EE &, ATIR N SR TE R K I £ (Bock, Gibbons, Muraki, 1988), R A2 2 i 7t 3
MM HET, Nk DR R 2 ek, WFA a1 MIRT [ —Fh i AL T 20— WK 745
R (Bifactor Model), iZ#ifH B340 ¢ IIEHE (Gibbons, Bock, Hedeker, et al., 2007). XU T-4> BT B LK .
AN H AE 8 K 2 (the general factor) (T IR R ) 25— F1) L8 A% g (EAEANE HAUE — MR R
(the group factors) FAT AR 6 A s 538 R 35 2 B) L 5 BFIR 3R 2 A IEAS o XU FA8 8L ) — AN 34l A2 RE 5 1]
ABABIER J5 B2 (Akerman, 1992).
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XAHEEAAE O E R I I, S BRI I A A A% — A E B HARB AR AN [F] B R
P AR TR 22 P AR AR BE (Gibbons, Hedeker, 1992) . 7] LA, 5 & 31 f4H 57 B R 205 5 O BRI,
AAEHRAT LB MIRT AR T8 % 8 4k g . i, Fukuhara (2009)3 3 XK F-£45H9i MIRT 4341 1 7
HIBH MG, AU AR B H N LA K DIF B ST SRR 5 m S B . MAEF L O %2 17 A7
P 5 2 4k Samejima ZE R AP BB 45 A, BAR, XA PRt AT LS HoAth MIRT #ERSAISE &, Wnmi S
FRB 2 473 H VP AR AL S

TE 3 A0 56 4 BB, G a0 A [ 4 B 5 A S IS 0L, 2 AR L) I @, Berger A1 Knol (1990)
FBEMEAR LR T MIRT BJLRETRMR, SR ER P2 REHNATE, 2 Z5%. AIC (Akaike’s in-
formation criterion)faAn R IVE LS, AT E 2 B TEifiiN . 3ok, X5 BESHOE FER 25t 2 R 2L
ZEE L.

42.CTT. UIRT, MIRT fE0I&i2 5 b o A ROELB:

TG B 1 R, A RIS A P £ T CTT M kie sy, A NIJTAEME A IRT J59%45 Sl
36407y, N4 A CTT. UIRT. MIRT HEZY, AR/ 7 1 L 72

1E CTT HEZEH, Wi E AN H Erfe o B 218 —F ey, & Fh o Bsehs g
—ANEH RPN R SRS . S EEN O, SRS EMEHARF . Rotou % A (2001) & B4
A0, BB UG I A, LR CTT v RIS 73« CTT Jrikiniifz 43 5 MIRT J7ik153 5y
XFEAH) “IREME” o o CTT BInBUR BRI H 7550 e LA I H 5 5431 2 =l (point biserial)#H ¢ 2
IEER, MIRT FI15 50 AR HE 00 H M R A0 IR IERE S MR Bz i, 45 EoR, T MIRT 7k
IR B R BT CTT AR i AInAL 7 v

DeMars (2005)H Bifactor /772, MIRT. UIRT XJ €43 ¥ 73l % (subscale) 15 W 3E 4T T 7041, RIKL
FITE 7 L AR AR TR &, (2 UIRT A 915 20 5 Hofh 45 SR AR DGR . Fh T il 5
T =Mt %5, Demars SUAS AL RECHE PE A =R Al 175 V5 B T H i 22 (Bias) FH 35 75 HR iR 22
(RMSE), &I UIRT [ Bias 1 RMSE #_ K, Tfi Bifactor F1 MIRT fli THAIRE B i bhisdeis.

— R AR LA Sy B2 SR (subscale) 1) j, - 7 R 5 g il 1) 25 i 45 4 5 DR R 70 i I S A AR AR A
—H(Reckase, 2009), H AT 53 B & =1 158 FH 2% 11 25350 43 B M B4 75 7 3, I8 40 M50 45 43 (1)
Behih BRIy, RARBIAIEM, B EGS BINETE AR ZER K. Yao (2010) 0 LA IRT
BRI LL R, SR A MIRT BRI 4350 (1 73 BRI F R L T MIRT 1 R A5 B i s 56 43
Yao fifl BRI B S8 o PUF 7 AT LU : @) UIRT BE2Y; b) it IRT BEZ(HO-IRT), EI4ERE 0, fH
R RAREIIN 0, ISR EL 0, =40, +n, » FIRTEREA ML AFAEH UIRT #54; ¢) MIRT
B d) Bifactor #5784, H MIRT #7155 Bifactor B[ X Bl /&, MIRT BB B — AN @R E, i
FAR S IIEAE AN I 4E S, G0 Yao {8 FH IR A4S 5 AN rills, W MIRT HI4EEEN 5, A4
FESH R — AN SR FE (T0 H 5 Bifactor TUALHE 6 N4ERE, Hh—ANEW@ R &R, BT En, Brf %
TR SHAE T 2 IIRE R EYE MIRT H HO-IRT W& 4F, HZERA K, Lk UIRT. Bifactor ¥
s Ao TRIR LA LB R B, Bifactor AT UIRT (RS BB, 2T f K A5 B &I MIRT 22 2.2 {1 T Bifactor.
UIRT. HO-IRT.

5. RFKARRE

T H S5 5 B 2 SRS 5 I RFIE 2 T A AR 7 3, iR =3 Rt H VR B AR i A
Mo ARIEITHAC /T HI2E5), T SNERR T 7308 — AL 7 AN 2 GD 2y PR s AR R T ) 248 P2

)
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g, Ao NEYEmH NI Z 4R H N RS BEE AR 2k, BRI EEIMG T Rt E )
T ARG T AR T A BRAAAE T DA TR SR AR L, I 4E SR MCMC iE
fEmdE. ZHMIZZH0 IRT AR ER, BORBSZ BT B (0 20k, g, s, TR,
2011).

ZHTH R NI ERN R R E S O RIS R B A RN TS S, XPEAMAE R
MIRT BEARFEESR 0, AP s 55 7 T AR, 10 ELRE BARS3# MIRT BB BT 25 821 BE 7 45 0 S
W Tk AR, A A E] . AN RIS MRS T R L R S G . X IREH KN
AT R ALY, R 42 0 AR MBS T b “ B Ok sl ” 1 i 52

BRSSO WA, AL 208 H il o BB Z B — 1, Bl AR It p) s Behs g — ik
2R, TEMEZ A, ZF MIRT 88254 128U T 70 2 Ho A BRI & 2 40 7 .

T H S BV 7 56 ()R 22 a0 M 5 T, Gl H R R R AUE A E I H Gl IS B R O R
JE BT ARG TR Z AT 400, RPN DS A THHER I BEATH 4%, X2 4 LI EE R TE R S
JriH s UH B IE AT DLETE MIRT XIS () 4E BEHEAT o dir, AR AEINES 45 MR R Eds s A MIRT
TS A5 5, 1R BRI RE A T i KAE E2VEM MIRT tHEMEE R 25, AR
7R R AL S A T ARG FE o

E&mE
EEHFE R 7 IR EE R E A 2012 2 PR E(DIAL120273).
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