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1. 1. ERSAMBOZERAEHETIHE

MRM (ZB 3 5 FRITE L AT TODH, MRM % ST R EDOMEIL, £y
ZWEITF 220,

Jiao, Lissitz, Macready, Wang & Liang (2011) %, 10,000 ADFART AN (T2l —ay)
F—H 40 HHIZOWT, mdltm EFEINAY TR =T 2o TRBREL 5 752 (BRE) 12
3ETH MRM 3T a7V ERE EAROBRICEI3E, TREOEX (1) »b2 kR
KOO AREHEEX C1~C5 DBETAITAM TIER DA AR AEHELT
W5 (Jiao et al., 2011, pp.520-522; KA -H4F-3%A | 2016, pp.37-38 =5 HR),

W L x;cff)a=wz E e'(;azzz (D
V2na, V2no,

Wy ERRESMEDMEN G DONRIZ I FGAZN R X T2 L EDH DI TR )\ FT R T 2% RE L
DEFIZBITBEE

Wy $BIT7A\ B ETHEVEED LN T TR ) TR T D BRE RO 2EIEBITS
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x: BHET 277 ADOER AT A 2R Z T SR

p1:7 7 R DG RO

U7 IRy DG IR DY)

o ERERLVERN I TR, OFF KOS R R

o EEEBLOENT TR (DR R ORERE R 2

e: BE e IXTBRIEDIET, 2.71828182845904 L7235,

(B) * =2.71828182845904 = 7.389056099

AR Q) O x DEERDBEDIC, UTD (L1)~L3) © BRI OB IZH- T, 3
BE1TH,

In(ab) = In(a) + In(b) (L1)



In (%) =In(a) - In (b) (L2)

In(e®) = a (L3)
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1 1 _ gx—gzz)z _ (x~g;222
In(W,) — In(W,) + In (\/71?01) —1In (\/%02) =In{e 20 —Inle 2n

IHiIZ (L2) OMEZEDIZHTIIHIE, ROXIBRRICBETHIZ LB TE D,
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In (_Mi) +1n (\/ﬂaz) =In (e 20, ) —1In (e 20, )

W, V2o,
w. _ Gempp)? _ (.x..—E1z)3.
In (Wl) +1In (?) =In (e 20,° ) —In (e 20,
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(L3) ANz, (L1) 2EDIHTIIHB L, (2 ORICEBETAZENTX S,

2 2
n() -t s @
W20, 204 20,°
(2) ORERIZ, x DEEZHETHI LHTE S,

x? =2 + 4 x* - 2p, + 4 Wio,
5 - > —In =0
207 203 Wao,

x & 2 DBEEELEDT,

11\ () (M _ ¥ —ln(wlaz) o
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A 2020 ENiFHE Q) ORI B,

W, o
(0f - o) + Quy0f - 2m03)x + (ot - io? - 2020t n (1 2)) =0 @
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b+ —dac
2a

ax’+bx+c=0 DL X x= N2 EIFTBRROARXDEL B0, B) @

REBETHE @) oRizh b

W,
—Quy0f - 2m03) £ J (21207 - 21,022 - 4(0} — o) (o — p3o? - 20703 In (w;%f)) @)

2(07 — of)

X =

@) OXEMH STy by, PRITHIIET 2 2 OEFBET S 22007 7 ZADRKET
TIEBTED,

FEEICKEM (2016) BfTo7= VKS F—F D 2 7 T ABHNGL, FiDIZ T A1,
7T A2DWMEDOLIE, VY, EBEEOEERATS L,

W, = 04485, pu, =—0.043, o, = 0.6276
W, = 0.5467, p, =2202, o, = 0.8566

2 RIGBROBEBIIU T OMEIZR D,

a =2 — o2 = 03399

b = 2u,0? — 2u,0% = 1.799

W, o
¢ = péo? — pdo? — 20%20%n (W1 2) =—-1.975
201

LoT, 2 IUTO22oDEE L 5,

_ —1.799 £ /1.7992 - 4x0.3399%(—1.975)
B 2x0.3399

x = —6.225, 0.9331

WDOXLMMLL7=G)DX2 6, RLKEREB/DIZ LB TE S,

W,o
2 2 Y 2 _ .2 A2
_ (m107 — up0i) 0152J041 #2)? + 2(0; — o) (ln (Wgﬂ']_)) (5)
x= = g2
2 0

Jiao et al. (2011) DEFRIZHED &, py & u, OEIHIEL, 75 A1DIFR2D
ERSAAEBRORZREZRT x OfE 09331 %, 7T5RA1EL7TX2DHBEELER
R ENTEB,



KEAML (2016) 1, Jiao et al. (2011) 1ZFS&, 213 ADFETANTF —Z 40 EHIZOWT,
WINMIRA 2001 (von Davier, 2001) %> TZBRE% 2~5 /7R (2553#E]45 MRM 5%
TV, ZORERERELTB, K1 (FoE 2, p13) X5 7T7AGHD C2 L C3DIER
BRI, K2 (F#ROK 1, pl12) i3C3 L C4DERBBROZZERRERLTNS,
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1 5277A45H0C2 L C3DEMhR K2 5277 A3HD C3 & C4 DIEMBHER

KEM (2016) DFEHT AT —HIZBITBHHT T, 2 7T A, 3 2T5RADOHIFIZEB VT,
WD IZFARNC B W TA DB EERET AN TERN, 4 75,5 ISR T,
K1 oI, 77 ABISER DB R 2GR0 tbdhoTs,

1. 2. MEARLWTEBM

Jiao et al. (2011) DFFFEIIL oL —Tar T —FE&H->C, BANRRER EDOFIEL
AL DTHY, ERRIP B TEDLIZ, RERT —FEBRRERIN, FITRADEEES
FAEDAZ R OALEB BHR NS AMEICR BEN TV 3, Templin & Jiao (2012) AT HL1Z,
COBEREELRA RBEEOT —HXUSAL, BEORRU T TEDOLIRERICL>TH
ST TAGFEBECTLEIDON, SR EGIZHEBRESHAR TS ERH DA,

Kreiner, Hansen & Hansen (2006) & Kreiner (2007) (X MRM BB O FiEEE-THE
BRI AENDSE SR EEIT > TVSA, MRM FBEEIZoWTid, WINMIRA 2001 D R
T —=Z b B8 B R O S TR & B RIS BT DB EE T A0 T A O &M
EIH HIGZ RS (the conditional probabilities of item responses) & &I FAICH R T H%ZEHR
HOBEIGERTIRALE (mixing proportion) D%t HoE R ED FIEERBLTEY,
MRM %@ AL iriE0—oLLTH B &5,

REM (2016) i3FERT A% {# T, Kreiner (2007) & Kreiner et al. (2006) ? MRM 5347
FRELRITL T 2 77 R RET DR EE S TOBH, WL FEARD 29 AL 30 RO
WAEIRERET RETHHILHRREINSRE R/ o72, Jiao et al. (2011) DFEIZHES
T 2 V7RO HaHFELIBRIZIE, MRM BBANRTAZ —EE -S> THITLIS, BROF
BEEEREOELZEICHELLUE T L, oS RICFB95 29.964 D% KLY,



RRATEREINZGEIRT, —BROTANIRFIZE S TRRLL T, AL TWIEH
REBOLNEN, FviatT /VERRY, MRM DFE/8TAZ EIT 5 S &t OBRIZIE
72V, SZEE, Jiao et al. (2011) IZ2F-3< MRM BESI/NTAZ —(BIZ L B8 A1 0.933 Tho
7o, ZOMEIX C2 DR R TIL29 RIIZIEH Y T5, —FH T, ZONRFAF—HIL, Cl DR R
T 32 ;K& 33 KOMIIALE 5L E 2 68, WIROIRIRIE B Tidlen, RERE DR~
KRBT IBITD MRM DREFI/NT AT —EPDHFR RA~DBE DRI FIZOWTE, SHITHREE
ERTALERHBIEAD,

MRM O3> HBLNAEIES T ADRRAIL, BEH LSO BRI L > THBE R A5
FHZERHHIOBDIL, FEOLIREEORKEE+CEBELIZHZ T, EOLOIRFIRT
MRM [ZESHRERELITOZENARERONED, EHITBRL VK LERSHD, FDT-
DITIE. MRM SOk % 2B st I FIEL PR AL, B RICOWTAE R BHRGEE e, —
DT AN RE L > THARZR G RA RS REOHIF TIZIVTH, BN ERE
FTHZENERER, IV BB REREOFREILHBEL QU KIERRDLENS,

&% 3T

Jiao, H., Lissitz, B., Macready, G., Wang, S., & Liang, S. (2011). Exploring using the mixture
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Kreiner, S. (2007). Determination of diagnostic cut-points using stochastically ordered mixed
Rasch models. In von Davier, M., & Carstensen, C.H., (Eds.). Multivariate and mixture distribution
Rasch models: Extensions and applications. (pp.131-146). New York: NY: Springer.
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ASC Assessment Systems Cooperation. USA and Science Plus Group.
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2. 1. MRM & LRT &0 L i

REHPHf A 2016) IBWT, A IX. BAROKTA 213 £ICEHBINTZ 50 BOFE
7 AR T2V T, WINMIRA 2001 (von Davier, 2001) %f£->T2~577Z MRM Z3#7 %17
V), Jiao, H., Lissitz, B., Macready, G., Wang, S., & Liang, S. (2011) BERL& TR0
MICHESE, BET 77 AR CHREBEEMBRPZOOIMRERIFEIREHEL TV
(Jiao et al., 2011, pp.520-522; KA -4+ H | 2016, pp.37-38 %5 R),

- (_;&%L’ 1 - Lx_;EZ;..E o
W, e 9% =W, e %
4 V2no, 2\/21wz

Wi FEIRERIERE NG POIEIC I FAERN R T2 EDHDITA )T R T 5% HE
Bo2EIBTHE A

Wy D77 AR T DIV EHEOIVE NI TR I BT 22 REROEMEIZRT
HEIE

x: BEEET 207 ADIER 3 AR MR SRR 22T S AR

w7 TR DG IR DN

U 7T Ay DI D E

o EHEHEDRIVENT TR () D18 R OFRE R =

o EEMENLVENT TR () DI R OIE R %

e: M e ITHARXEDIE T, 2.71828182845904 L7025,

(B) * = 2.71828182845904% = 7.389056099

F 11X, WINMIRA 2001 OB EDIRE T EITo72tk, KEHEY7hU=7 Excel
S TIZARNCEETHMEHELHEL . ZORBREELDTHOTHD, 49, FiB%
BREBBZBEIFRA(TN—T)BIRIZ, 771, 2, .. .LITRE ST EENDH,
AN I DHAERED BHIT MRM G770 £ 277 ADRRIIHEE FHEN
FNEIZ/2BI002, 75 ADNEBZL ~EZ TH5D, LoT, BEAHEE ERES BT S Cx &
Cx+l D27FAMIZBWT, LROBXOEDERDD x DB —FL T, MIT7ADER)



ORI B THERITOR, RENTZRRERYRGEIRERR U, 2, 37FAZHT

i, T ARTOREES 77T T, SEEDRNALE T 5% S 0B RERE TEB,
4, 57T A5 TiL, BB RARE TERVRIAHER SN, 12221T. 575231 D Cl

& C2 MDA EIX-0.89 Th-o-h5, ZOEIX Cl DFEHE -0.78 LVHIEL, W7 TADEY

ERNZAIBL TWVRWED, 29DI TR BT A% Y A TIIRWEE 2.5,

#1 MRM(2~57FRA)3HT2dD VKS FANT —F D4 E SR ED A&

575 AHT AV TR KT
N % SD | 77 | Al | 57l N % SD | 77 | 28 |
Cl| 16/ -0.78] 063 |C1/C2| -0.89| X |C1| 12| -059]| 136 |C1/C2]|-1.41] X
C2 | 48]-007]050|C2/C3| 110 X |C2| 64| -0.13| 054 |C2/C3| 042| O
C3|10] 033|138 |C3/C4|-058| x |C3|38| 068046 |C3/C4| 091 O
C4| 61| 074|054 |Cca/c5| 125 O |c4a| 99| 1.71] 0.72
C5| 78| 1.89] 0.68
37T 253 27T A3 Mt
N x SD | 77 | & | ZE) N x SD | /7R | 288 | S

Cl | 47| -0.49 | 0.57 | Ci/C2 | -0.13 Cl]| 96| -0.10| 0.67 | Cl1/C2| 0.69| O

O|O

C2| 8| 061063 |C2/C3 | 1.26 C2| 11| 1.62| 0.72

C3 | 81| 1.87]0.69

QOB EEEN S QLOORNMTERN T CLUDRMEEEN cakcsORENEER %

83 3 @

03 s
B ) 01\ 43 /‘\
( \ y‘ \ af \

/&LB\\, g - _._.L\ : Vi . 8

54324012 3 45 5432401 23 45 543210123 45 54321012345

—i —Q —Q —Q —3—0 —U —0

K1 VKS TFAMIEITS MRM 57T A5 D5 EIEFRE (smooth score distribution)

X 11X, S 77RO EOMBEHRLUILLDTHD, L0 (HYoEDEFEDD
x BRE—DfEE T H R 2 EDT-01Z, Excel DT —72—h ET-10~+10 DX [E% 0.01 §°
DR TE X LT 2 —BREMERL . EOEEHARKURATEIE T, BT 52
FARIOWERE F AR TIENTED, LD C4 & C5 DEFERE, HEIRRENE
NTHEREL TORWRBLSREN TVHEE XD,

Kreiner (2007, p.140) DO@EiR%2 252U T, EHIT, #IHIFR E [Smooth score distribution]
DF xo v —2%HL T, BRRD2~57FA 3 EIT7o )3, MR E DS iréth~5E,
RET/ZABIC BT DR E RO EPKELARY, FHERE OB SO RBIN DRI HE
RBENTz, T 2IE 37T ASHTTIE, C1 231104, C243994 . C3 b4 412 5%,
C2/C3IZRBNT, ZEMIZADRGBIRBBRE TERWRERER-T,



728, RUIRLIZAREID MRM 277245347 (smooth score distribution (D &ft) D3Z
0.69 13, ERME THET AL, 0.58 GBAR 29 R) £0.70 (BA 30 7)) OENINLIE T2, #i
FHEDBEIL, 77 RIZESTHEBIRR RS, 7oz id, LEORA 0.69 X ERMEIZHE S
SHBIZEAL O, RICHIFHEICE SEHE T RABF LIS REERLIZE A, B
EASHRSRFHNTARNT TR CLICETIR T2 RE 1T Lo Tk, 2B mUEHE A 29 5L 30 RO
IZALE T 203, SEHES RN E Y C2 IZFT R T 25 M 12> Tid, L 27 He
28 SN BB LD, —FF . BITADZERE D MRM #8171 ERBHES A O
ELEREREICREL T, REERDBE, 29.96 ALVOBEEIEBLNS, SEID275A

434 (smooth score distribution) (2R TiX, WO E THIRELO#E R FEIRI T8,

BIRBRE T Tid. MRM ERI{E, MRM #IRHE, MRM ZRIELOHBRE L /2R LD L DR
TEZBRTINICEST, PRVBERZ DB AP ENNDZELHERBEINET2D, BEL-fE
RORESLIZINT T, EHRRAFRBLETHD,

PAEDSHTIT MRM A7 CRLNMEHEZ EMBICL T, BR LR EEREOR
ROBEHUIZLDTHBN, (A 2014) 23 VKS F—ZIZXHL TIT2 Ty 2 F /V(RM)
LETET /¥ (LRT) 2RE L THEIR%EHESD RM-LRT (B2, ZOHEEFBERLT, H
T —BD2~5F 75T EATV, MRM AT OFE REETHZ LT,

7 VKS T —FDTviatT NMZEDZRERNHEEMEE . WINSTEPS (Linacre,
2014) EFEENSHEEY 7 b =T IC ko THEIBL, BIETV 7ERO I 7 =7 Thd
Exametrika (£ & 2011) ICE> TRZBRE LT 7&fH 5L, Eil> MRM 23 i LRIk J5
O BEBET AT IN—T OMREEBRORREFHE LR,

VKS 7 —Z 32 BRELNB LR, Exametrika DT, o7 VP AL X900 E
THHTTHILHEER, BAEERET VOB ML~y (LRT-SOM) [ZL5H
EEITV, TEDILTEWET L 7 TN —T S RE B E\5T55002, [ BERE
TG NP E DT — 8370 | 2 RN, K2X, ZOIIRFIEICHE ST, £3EIA
REEITOTMEREFLD LD THD, K21Z, RM-LRT D 5 FL 75280 T, Wi
NOZ 7B TOE N B RREBEITIZENFHETHIIEERL TN,

#2 RM-LRT ¥ (2~5727) SHTIZLD VKS TANT —F D43 E R ED A

57 I55¥T 4T I 5HT
N z SD | 77 | 2R | 58l N % SD | 77 | 23 | 5%
RI1|38]-1.62[047 [RI/R2|-1.17| O [R1| 52| -1.46| 049 [RI/R2|-088 | O
R2 | 41]-073[033 |[R2/R3| 040 O |R2| 51]-041] 031 [R2/R3|-001]| O
R3 | 47]-0.03[033 |R3/R4| 032| O [R3| 59| 042|033 [R3/R4| 091 | O
R4 | 46| 065[029 |R4/R5| 1.10] O [R4a| 51| 1.41] 0.67
R5 | 41| 1.53] 0.69
3T 7587 2T 5T
N | # [ sp [57m [z | N | z [ sp [o7/ [ s [ 2%




R1 | 67| -1.29 | 0.54 | R1/R2 | -0.61 R1[103] -0.94 | 0.67 | R1/R2 | -0.06 | O

O[O
o

R2 | 74| 0.00 | 039 | R2/R3 | 0.56 11| 0.88| 0.71

R3[| 72| 1.20 | 0.67

RIER2DEENHETE 1B R RIDRESHEE R3LRAD &E STHEE 1 RALRSDRESHEE 9

a25- a5 5 05
AN L gD : AR 3 /\\ ~
6 -4 2 b 0 123 46 543 -1 0 123 45 -4 21 0 1 23 45 548 40 1 29 45
—Rl —R —R —R — R —Rb S

X2 VKS TAMIII1F5 RM-LRT 5 T2 750 D435 Bk & (— o)

L EDFERD S, MRM 43878 8720, RM-LRT {E T L2 T _RTOTUI7RICBWV T
B DEB RSP BONIZIE PR TED, MRM & RM-LRT Ok R 2 SHICHM<t
I HE, MFEOHHTIE, EWEIBICI N —T (ZTFR) 2 LB ThH, BiE+505
R CRENES REBIERIT 285 B3P Rded oS, BFICBW UL, BICH#ER
BENBOT L 78BEI DT, BIF IOV TIE, Y0 BENBONE7T AR T
Ho>Th, 77ANTREINED S BER LR L B T A M CRERE E RO ERD
FWRENZEL Do, BB, TV I7NOEDEOZEPHEXANNEL T 7 ThE
TMERERBE S D/AIVVERABRLNZ, VP VOZREBNEFNITE ERVIED
HRELTEZLNDN, D7edEd VKS 7R —ZIZHBV T, Jiao et al. (2011) 23428
THHEIRBEEIL. MRM 5347 E0H RM-LRT EIZEL TWD LS THS,

2. 2. BET—FOHRERE

VKS TAMZBWTIE, H#FEFOT7TANEH OBERICMETHEEE SO EIZEMIIC
EDIEB QYR | IZxH T 2B ELABRRE (50720 H> QOB HEE 4— LB
DONLEEE 2— REZEIHEIBEWRIISDORVEEE 1—Ri2Z&6R20L, Bkbbhh
BIRVEEE) T, ZBRFICH SIS TWS (JEA | 2014), ZOBEMEE E CillioT —#
EFRALT, ZET —ZIZHB175 MRM & RM-LRT iEO43 B SR Ex EBRREET A2 LEL
Teo SIHTOMEE £, 15), T4), T2, T1)D 4 BEBER B, 13, 12), 1), TONICE#HL, &
BIZHEE RS ENDT —FER 193 DT —F &3 LIz, ST —F 0O MRM SHTICh
WINMIRA 2001 (von Davier, 2001) %fERA L7743, &8 E D3R —Ek 4 B, [F—FH4:L
RESNDFEEREIZEIZEL TS0, FIHIERED [Ordinal (Partial Credit) Model] DF
xy~—2% [Rating Scale ModelJIZE B L7z, #L T, R1DIER2ET —F 5 OBFLIFE




BRIZ, FIHAER B D Smooth score distribution | {ZF =7 X3 TCWDIRERE, Fow 7 E A LT
REB T, 2~B7F R RAT o1, K31H2~577AD MRM 53T O RE FL Db DO TH
BH, VKS 7AMNERBR2ET —F D3 HrfE R EIZ R 72D, ISmooth score distribution | {2 x>
IOV IE DRBOIEI N, 7TAR TOXBRE A ORMIBIVHE T, 4 77X
DPT OIS, FBREED 1 ALINDRWGIT AR TAR G END T —AbdboT o,
Fxy 2SI C O EATo TR AR R THTLELT,

EIXE %, Tsmooth score distribution) T2V \2~57F R OWT DI T ARNZI VT
b, WURSERIIHRONT ., ZOOHORFIRRTHHFELRVIRILER>TND, Fi2,
ZOHETH-Th, 77 AWM TREABUTH LR ZDFET O, BRI/ TO
BB ASREERGEGHD, VT UL TH, B ESFAOIER B ORI G R ThH,
RN LS DB WITER TEDMEPOBER D, 77 A RITREEL TODATREMN
WEF 2D, KI3iE, VKS BARE T —X D MRM 5 77 ATV T, ERERES, W
NOBERES T ARICB N THEEEL TORWRILAZRL TS,

#3 MRM(2~57F5R)5rHrizdd VKS BRE B CEMOS B AR EDOTR

5275 A5 475 A5t
N X SD | 777 | Z&ZA | 5%l N % SD | /77 | 28 | 5%
Cl| 16]-057 (208 |Ccr/c2| L | X [C1|12]-035] 056 |Cl/c2| AL | X
c2| 5]-053[072|Cc2c3| 7L | x |[C2| 8| 085 1.38|C2/C3|-030] X
C3|45] 0.19[1.00 |C3/C4| 090| X |[C3|95| 1.06|1.32|C3/C4| 523 | X
C4|37] 065[1.03|Ccac5| L | x |[ca| 3| 1.41| 4.06
C5|90| 1.68| 1.49
37T RETHT 277 A5 KT
N 7 SD | /72 | "M | E) N X SD | 777 | 28R | 5%l
Cl|12]-035]0.63 |Cl/C2| Z2L| X |C1| 41| 007] 091 |Cl1/C2| AL | X
C2| 84| 088|138 |C2/C3|-070| X |C2|152]| 1.01] 1.32
Cc3| 97| 1.01]1.32

QEQORIEEEN® QECDREND T GEUORN % CakCsORENEE /%

0 92 &} G5

a1 a1 akd N\ 1/ \\
01 1 % 3 i \
/{ N /'; A\ b
—— . e L 1 0 . .

6543210123434 56 £542210123456 6542210123456 £$5422d10112345¢8

= (3 -—Q —a — — —=C4 (%

X3 VKS B H OBzl 5 5 77 A O LB RERE (4 BPEFEERE)

— ., KADLHIZ, MRM s RT3 BBAIIZ, RM-LRT i#ED2~57F AD 43Tz
T, TRTOITAB CHRRS B ENRE CTEXAIEPHR T, TREF D720

10



728, VKS FAND2UET —H# DI FEIRRIC, —EFFHET NVOERNRTFT7 497
vy (LRT-GTM) IZLAHERIT TEAebole S, BAEEFERET VOB b~y
7' (LRT-SOM) IZ LA HEE L, VKS BEAREE B CEBOSMET —F D 3B AR EICHHENT
HolebZ > TRV THAD (LRT-GTM & LRT-SOM DOEEEEIZ DT, T8 (2010,
pp.92-98) B M),

#4 RM-LRT i (2~5727) H3¥1i2dd VKS BRE H S o0 E SR ED &

577538t AT 53 kT
N 7 SD | 77/ | &R | H%E N X SD | 7/ | 288 | %8
R1| 34| -147]053 |RI/R2|-107| O |R1| 44| -137]|050 |[RI/R2| -0.83| O
R2| 41| -063] 031 [R2/R3|-035| O |R2| 49| -044| 023 [R2/R3 | -0.05| O
R3 | 42| -0.05]| 027 |[R3/R4| 031| O |R3| 54| 036|024 [R3/R4| 080 | O
R4 | 40| 0.61]0.19 |R4/R5| 098| O |R4| 46| 1.48 | 0.86
R5 | 36| 1.66 | 0.89
3T 050 25 T
N x SD | 7/ | &R | 55EI N x SD | 7271 | 22 | %)
Rl1|62|-1.13]/057 [RI/R2| -056| O |R1| 96/ -0.85| 0.61 [RI/R2 | -0.02| O
R2 | 68 -0.03 037 [R2/R3| 055| O |R2| 97| 090 0.82
R3 | 63| 1.24|0.83

2. 3. RNBREL SR OMRE

VKS 7ARDIERR2MET —# D MRM S HTICBAL T, 5, 47 7RG ClIZ 7 AR CTHE R
ROERBRERTERNV Y —APHERRESNIZD, T NOFTRZRAE A 20 A LA T O/ E
RIFAWEENDIRM ThH o, 5%, BB TERIETHHIND S HIEOE AR,
Kreiner (2007) =° Kreiner, Hansen & Hansen (2006) D X572 B2 45E MR EHE (KK H
KA. 2016, pp.28-29) DISH., HERERET AND LR DO RLRDT AN — 5%
ST OEMEZHLORHMEH D0, BMIZHIDLRERZRE I I NEHEST, &
OB EBRTILERHDIZAHD,

VKS B B OO SET —Z O MRM SHTICBIL T, SF SR EDEBEIZH
T R AR T AZ LIRS DI B2/, LnLedis, KBMET —F ORREED
AIREME AR AL L BT, Baghaei & Carstensen (2013) 23 2 {7 —# CE&#L iz L57% MRM
DIFAMTREDOHE B ML ENEE T 55 R HIHRE (differential item functioning) 23,
VKS BfRERET — X OOIIcE DI EERIEL D5, 4 BEBERED 3/2, 2/1,
1/0 D3 2DLEVMEKYE (threshold levels) #RAMNGIRDZENEARFINDZIRAE OBLMRE
B %82 LBERS%, SHLERZAEND, RERE IR RITTERICOWT,
AR AT VKB RBII T DITHBLEXBEAS,

—75 . RM-LRT A28V T, 2fE, ZET —FLbIZHBIL72T X TOIFRIZB W T
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B2 ERBREEITIZEN TEIN, T AP AXH/IEL LRT-GTM (K LBBIET
VEGROHEERE T T HILITTE o7, BH D SOM IZXHHEEIT GTM 128 HbDL
B0 TRLT —FThafr T 272N RBM/MIERD (HER., nd.) | LS TWBiz®,
THREOEBICKEIRYBPLEXDTANOREREICIT., BERBRITE- T,
LRT-GTM (ZXDHEE D ROLNDH3H LR, MRM ST EEIERIC, 4% iITb oL K&
RWRE Y TN ERGEL T, LRT-GTM (ZEAHEEIZ OV T, BAEEATHEE R H D725
Do

BE TR

Baghaei, P. and Carstensen, C. H.  (2013). ‘Fitting the mixed Rasch model to a reading
comprehension test: Identifying reader types® in Practical Assessment, Research &
Evaluation., Vol. 18, No. 5.

Jiao, H., Lissitz, B., Macready, G., Wang, S., & Liang, S. (2011). Exploring using the mixture
Rasch model for standard setting. Psychological Test and Assessment Modeling, 53,
499-522,

Kreiner, S. (2007). Determination of diagnostic cut-points using stochastically ordered mixed
Rasch models. In von Davier, M., & Carstensen, C.H., (Eds.). Multivariate and mixture
distribution Rasch models: Extensions and applications. (pp.131-146). New York: NY:
Springer.

Kreiner, S., Hansen, M., & Hansen, C.R. (2006). On local homogeneity and stochastically ordered

mixed Rasch models. Applied psychological measurement 30, 271-297.

Linacre, M. (2014). WINSTEPS Rasch measurement computer program (Version
3.81.0). Chicago: Winsteps.com.
von Davier, M. (2001). WINMIRA [Computer software]. Groningen, the Netherlands; ASC

Assessment Systems Cooperation. USA and Science Plus Group.

HBA W (2014). TEBEFERE ORI H BEFEIZE SRR ABRNT ANOBFL
BUERTE]. [E/TANORAERE MEEHEIF]. ARMEEALEREHS
REBHE v —FFER. (pp.77-101).

REKEZ - hrE— B AR Q016). [EFBEHEFWR L X —2015EFEFHHFERE
Mixture Rasch Model (ZX2%FERE N OFUERE L, ARMFAEN B AREEREH 2.
HBZ AR (2010). [=2—F N7 ANEG ) B EE - H5%E ZBRER). [8 37 Hr

WiF] (pp.83-111), HAU:HIAEE.

B B8 (2011) Exametrika (Version 5.3) [Software]

Available from http://antlers.rd.dnc.ac.jp/~shojima/exmk/jindex.htm

EBETH (nd.). BET7HR] retrieved from
http://antlers.rd.dnc.ac.jp/~shojima/exmk/jindex.htm
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Mixture Rasch Model IZ X 2 %FEB I ORER E:
LB ORE

T FE— (WREERENKFEHR)
02/04/2017

3. 1. CEFR ¢ DT A b & OBRE-STIZRBIT HRWEREDOF

Manual for relating Language Examinations to the Common Ewropean Framework of Reference for
Languages: learning, teaching, assessment (CEFR). (AT Manual, Council Europe, 2009) 25t L TV 5
CEFR : o7 R M & BhE-Si % (aligning) FMRIE, K& <4335 & Familiarisation : CEFR O
descriptors (2R3 532 Al E BT DT A HEfiiBeBE. Specification: Familiarisation ODEREIZE-JX
T & T 2P OT X FOMBE ZBRF 5463, Standardisation training / benchmarking: CEFR
Level LBAREFDOT R +OF AR R L. BT 5 FL—=17 Standard Setting: BRFEH D
T A MZBITD cut-off scores ZFRE L THIERE LTV, CEFR & DEB-SITZRET D,
Validation: BEE-SITEEDO RSN ZRA DREGERIREED 5 5D “on track” Z2FIH (HDVN
“stages”™) TdD (pp. 7 - 11)e ZOFNRAIZA>T, WL 2DEFET X b & CEFR & OREE-31F 53
RALDNTETVD,

Tannenbaum & Wylie (2008) i%, TOEFL® iBT, TOEIC® TOEIC Bridge ™ Test {Z-5V\C CEFR levels
L BE -3} 7~ “minimum scores (cutscores)” (p.l ) ZHALMNZT BRAAL LTV, familiarization &
standardization of judgments OFNRIZERE HTT (p.3) FEH LT 5, F: L7z standard setting D
JHEIX. Selected-response sections Cid modified Angoff approach (pp. 8 — 11). Constructed-response
sections "Ci modified examinee paper selection method (pp. 11 ~ 12) Th o7, ZDIRMAIL “The
cutscores were constructed following well-established standard-setting procedures.” (p. 28) & ¥ &, Table
18 (TOEFL iBT Test), Table 19 (TOEIC Test), Table 20 (TOEIC Bridge Test) &, —&& LTHRL (.
29), “asignificant step forward” (p.31) TH D EFHHL K< ATV 3B,

HAIZKR T SBE ST ORI L LT, BAIGERERS & AALEEEREUIEMC L 5%
BRAY)728F%E. Common Scale for English: CSE 2.0 BHZSDEY $14 (Brown At 2012, Dunlea. 2009, 2010,
2014, Nakamura. 2015) 233 0 . R BISEEIARIC X 2 REDHEEER A, BEASL - A%
DI Lo TR E R T, RENOMEEE A R a7 REIZEHRL T, 2= — LTl AR
BLRHL, £R%EEIC, 8% Cando YA & CEFR & OB, BMFR XA EFLE L
Basket 7% - Modified Angoff ¥4I X SREERATY, BUERE (HROEHKR) ZREL, CEFRE D
BIESIT &21T-> T 5, £, REAFERIGURBCEICRIT 24087 2 +OER L Bib - THED
LTV DN L ODIY MAMT, 20164E3 H 25 B BRI D FERR274EBESERE i R O 8 iR
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BT DHFEOEH - BIERBROTE AR RE 2B HESIC BV TR SN B R 7 HFE0R
¥ - BERBRIC BT 2 EREERNCE LD LTV D, BE 72 13, AT R S OMBIZ OV TR
RIZRNAEZTLL, FEWTIBIROTIAICE E 508, [EREFEOERK - RERABRD CEFR &0
BIRMERGES 5] O—RARL TS, ZO—EIX 10fBOT R b CRIEREICERN ShIMRGE
FHiEZRZV AT »Z7LTEY, Manual 1IZDo & > TEME] FER L TWAHT X RAS 1 D, Basket
1% « Modified Angoff % - Yes / No method + Bookmark Method & VYo 72, BRRY AR BV
LTWET R I 5 25D, £RIAEDOT A MNTT, BROFELEESHIRIEL TV
EARLENTEY, CEFR &EhThOT A MER & OBIE-SFIZI\ - Thke Ieatas, HEICR
ENTWB IR LTS,

RO XD RRBHDHEEE S LA T, Papageorgious et al. (2015) 13X, 2014452 ETS 2%, B L
7= Tannenbaum & Wylie (2008) @ “panel-recommended cut scores” % FEHRFT L . “lowered those
recommendations by 2 SEM” & L72BEL AR L TWAZ EICER LV, ZOHRETIE
Tannenbaum & Wylie (2008) T cutscores X EDHIWHMBIOOL D& Liz 1 HEHEREEHXE
(SEM) O 68% % . “the feedback of subsequent users and decision makers (p. i) IZESW TR L7 L
T, 2SME® 98% D#if~& % LT revised cut scores % Table 1 (p. 8) {ZF & ¥, “the revised cut
scores (a) are reasonable and (b) do not negatively impact the quality of admissions decisions (p. i)” & f&im%
RLTW3,

VDETORELREE [FEL] T2 LITRREBRTINF—PURELRDTHAD, %
LTReEhD, BRFESCAEI IO L S LFIEBERIE HEE D bOThhUE, 2R
EOBMRI LA TH, EEAMIST DAOEWIC 2V H5 D0 Liv/awy, Lo, Papageorgious et
al. (2015) @ conclusioniZ b B TVND 238D, ., it should not be assumed that the relationship
between a language test and the CEFR levels is necessarily simple, direct or established as a one-time event (p.
14y’ | “..., it is appropriate to periodically review and reconsider the relationship between test scores and the
CEFR” & Ofifii% 0T <& TH Y, WAEDOHREIZ OV TH, THETICR YA ENTE /= CEFR
& DEESIFIZONT, & bITHEZilkiEd 5 LB b 5,

HEBERRATDVEZEITEIT Validation &R BIRT 56D TH D, Manual Tid External Validation
DI ERPBET SN TN DD (pp.89- 117), £ Diimds “may look disappointing .. ., as it does not make
a clear distinction between good and bad” & £ & ® b, £DEEH & LT “there is no authority that owns
the truth” & “ ... it is not realistic to expect a definite verdict in any particular case.” 23411 B3 “It is the
responsibility of the present generation to provide the necessary data and documentation for such a
meta-analysis to be meaningful (p. 117y £#EITNTWS, Z0OHHENK [HIHOE N i, O
EODBBEERES D L. FNCEBT2HERAASRZICLLH LT ERXDBPBEDEET X D
VAT LDREEXUCE N THERZLTRERDTH Y . BRHRREF HEL LR L, Ly v
BYERE DO IEEMERITRA L, B07%E2 L TN ZEREETH D,
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BRI ORBR2EY OOV EDE LT,  THIMERAERE] 1B 2 7 iEimOma 2kt L <
WL BEHH D, Manual & T, North & Jones (2009) b AR E S IR OMEFRAIRFTIA T K T
& % & L. Further Material & LT “the use of scaling techniques” & “item banking”  BAKR)72 51
WCEREY TTRITL TS, E£72, Reference Supplement (2009) &, HUGREOHRN 7 L—2LT
— 7L “still unsolved issues (Foreword, p. 3)” Toh 5 L %% 726 LoD, BI% « & _ EORGRE -
BARHY SRR RAE L TV D, Hl) T LW & ShTW D IRT KB HEMRIZOVTH, “a
caveat to overoptimistic proponents to IRT: using an IRT-model does not convert a bad test into a good one
(Section G, p. 15y LHEBZR LTV 5, ZORE, REREIC IRT OFMAALEERT 2 7k
WICBWTHIET 5 Z LIXHERRNBOTH S, FHZ, “Ifitis qualitative, persons belong to (unobserved)
classes or types (of language proficiency); if it is quantitative, persons can be represented by numbers or points
onaline. Only the later case is dealt with in Section G. (Foreword, p. 4)° L DFRIZH D X 51z, 17K
T Reference Supplement \ZHFEIT STV D HIEMITIE “qualitative” ZRERDEEN T RN EWN
SRR A TNT DBEDRH D, LV EERREREDT- DX, AFROKRE ZBELFTHD
Mixture Rasch Model OiifIZ L V. qualitative 725 % & T latent group ZHEE LR H/3F A
—FEHEL, DEREBREL TN S LT3 HMEORNPERBNLOTHY | HAEREDH
R FEIC ISV THELREDO D L D12 L EZ D HDTH D,

3. 2. Standard Setting & ¥ DR

A 3. TLDHIFT-HFD [Hi#R] %, Standard Setting & % DG AIEOBIFEIZIVTHER 3 &
JHDOUNEDELTHIT 72\, Tannenbaum & Wylie (2008) iX, Z Introduction T, “The study was not
intended or designed, however, to establish a concordance between scores on the series of English-language
tests, such that scores on one test could be used to identify comparable score on the another test.” & E&E L,
“Scores from each test were independently mapped to the CEFR levels; no attempt was made to link scores or
score distributions across the test. (p. 2y & BHE LT3, TOHFZEEN, 5T A bfE L CEFR @
levels & DRFE-SIHE, ENENML L THT 72 b DT, HOT X MEROWIZH 2 BfRMEE R,
WESZ LI LT, RA OIS L TRV EBRR TN S RIZEESLETH S, %< DB
B30T OBFFETIX Tannenbaum & Wylie (2008) & RIEkDT A &AL, CEFR & ZDT A &
DORIESTZ2ERBRE LTS, £O X lIRH 5513, CEFR ZHLRIZRBNEL LT,
FENBIDOT A FAVRSL U CREDSIT 2T o R E S L. T EBIEO0—F& & U TG
505 K5 RFGIEL, HAHERTI T 2SR LT D LTV, £/, hEh
DT R b OWSBES RS SR D LW HBAA B S, CEFR & OBRESIT OR %I L850
7 A MEREIOBEMILBIL, REGRR LD THD EFDLI D22, TORKIZIT, 2016
3 A 25 BB STk 27 SEREIGE RN R CAFE BRI 1T D FGROEHE - RERBRO
ERIGEICEY sEktiEs AT, EREERS) IV TGRHEN, B 71 [3GEORE -
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RREARBNC B3 2 Bl BRRERO T —#12X 5 CEFR & OXFE#E (2016/03/25 fR)1 125

% BRBEEOAFKEL L SCHRFEE BV TER] LWV OBEIC, +OBEETAHERD
HTHAHD,

BEOT R MNEAORBRMEE IR 5 720I2id, FOMBEREREEL., O LDODT R FDT—%
@) DBHI—FHOT A NOER () B TRITBENFK, y=a+ bx (a=FEE, b= EIRMEL) TX
B3 ARAPMTONTE =, BARERERS & B ARLEEFZREWIFERTIZ I 5. Common Scale for
English: CSE 2.0 BHFEOHE Y A4 Tl MBEIRAGRDAHT0, BRSO & BRI 2R3 FEE VT
CSE 2.0 DRaTHi, DT A RDEDL VDR IATIZEYTEDNE WS 2 &1,
Brown fti (2012, pp. 43 -47) Tix. kDL 51T CSE » 5 TOEFL BT OFs%TFRIL T3,

Predicted TOEFL iBT score = 86.517 + 13.898 x (total EIKEN CSE)

7o, TRD TREAR 7 —RIRE OHRENE [EANGESRERIE] & [TEAP] THEH)
OIFFETIL, 357 X FOMBIEMREZRAE L, Lo ¥ —3R - TEAP: r=0.798, o 7 —3lRk - £
FASGERERRTE: r = 0.804, EFHRGEHERE — TEAP: r=0.844 L\ o 7= HBABMRERREEL T D,
—fXEIZ 0.800 DFEBAGRENT (EVEARSH D] L ENTVWEDT, ZD32DF R M, BAEW
ZAEBABAERAS R K . REARHIE L Vo2 BHIE LTE, W07 X F&ZBRL UL, [
R E AW TRIC LY | 3LBRE L CTOHBIIERZAEIROFTREIZR V155 &) BT, A
DIERBTE B0 Ly,

L2 L—FC, it it s -8kt 222 o, 13, xR - mERIc OV ol .
ENENOEH « RERBIT B ERRRE B R 5O TENKET 2 0REEL Bbih s,
... CEFR L O (HHRK) ICBIT DIFROIUE - 1RUZHERE L TIT 5 _&E] LW ORI, 8
RIREPHEDOOL O TH D, BT, WEBERORLRHEHOT A MIBWTRE SWIHEE
FEOO—RRICE L Db OBFETIOHRE VI BB TH D Z & # BT A2 MNEND D, F
7o, RERBROFHIEZEOTE Y F 2B 2WENRH B £18 CER284E12H6R) BE 3 (.
6) BT, MZREVSREFMERIRD 2EFRARONE] 0O b, [RERBRO/ V7L
v MOHPIZEE SN TV D LB TE 2 LS HE] 13, ABEHE (R) OEAT 33.6% &tk
BEHEN TV EAVMEL . [REEBRAEICFRAR L TIZLLZ &) i, ABERE (%) o
HHT 524% EHBMHEERENWEOT—FBRINTRY, FFET R MIBIT 2HHEREH
HIZoWT, AL, BIREICBRR L, S HICEIEEZM LS TV ZE b UERRRTHA I,

SHOWFRBEOO L DiE, TNFNOT A MIBWTRES N RIETHBBEID cut scores
FEMOBREE X 0 EEHICRET L. ERXD D VENICRb B BRE L RO L, Z0ORY
HEREET D Z L ThD L Ebhd, £L T, £OWRRBIZEWTIL, Standard Setting DFEROTE A
BE, TOBMICERL LADE TEEIRINT 2 2 LICHBERVETH D, TARDIZEALDK
FARTIEZ, XRF UF— RERW, Ei, BEROKZAROEL T4 it. BRIZX > Tk
HDONTVAPLTHD, | (RE 2016) L5 X RESIE. AAROKFARTED % HRIC
BIFDEMRE LTHEZBRETHY, 3BT X MIBITSD Standard Setting DFFFEH /7 /3—F
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D Z < —EEBLHBNR 2 72 b D2 T E 20, S ORFEASERIRUCE DR O CTHEED
faxh, &b TEEREHICHIRL bhdiaiany THER) ©X 5 BEFRIc VW ThH, &
LIZ K VEBERBGEPKLETH S 5,

AAFFEOERBLFIL, REINAHEOIEM &\ 5 HIEROILF 2705 L IRERICEET D b
DTIXZ2VD, EF, MM, SFEENZM S 3T X MBI 5 Standard Setting D iEim %
N3 BHZ L THDH, Manual IZ1F, Standard Setting (28 LT, Test-centered (TC) » Examine centered
(EC) * IRT analysis (IRT) &V 53 -2DOH 7 ) —IZHEI N 10 OFERPFERIN TS (pp.
57-87), ¥7z, Manual DR E R CAEIZ, KA BEE 2009) 25 TZvE TOLHEIREREE] 122
WTRE LTV, BN H, FiE7 A MIBITAHERTEIC OV T, YROAARTIIRE 72
WM ITE L o= K 3 IBbih s,

ZHAH D Standard Setting HIFECIVNTiE, ARIC X DRz & ¥ 67, MERYRRMS
KD EBHEORBNEEZ RV AL HIERTZBERTHZLBAEETHY . MRM HEWE, LCA %
WL DT —FRBFIRZ R LT T e OF B, TREEERHT 5 Z LITRERERVHDH L
E2D, ILIKIE, FAT AV ITRAE—F VT DT R MBI BEMEALER - #4554 (partial
credit) DR a7 ZHFE L TV 720, ZEET /L (Polytomous IRT) D7z D7 /L=t Y X LKL
HIBROEE HLETH D, Standard Setting, & Y DITHFEREN OB EICB W TL, H20VE
DDOREZRE LT % bIEGRNIRE - WEL O ZEBRAIRTHY . FHLOEA, FLOE
FHOLE, XY ERECTEBIRZRIERE S HEEZEBR LT ZERNEETHD,
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Levislative bodies sometimes atrempt to legislare a cut

score , such as answering 70% of test items correctly. Cur

scores established in such an arbitrary fashion can be
harmful for two reasons. ( AERA, 2014, p.170)

< WEFURREE >
FhELOMRBRBIL. CKHEICEARL TRFOTAM70ATHNIE, TORBRELZ. FERTIIGL §HELT

FLDM ] LWV EEBZTHEIELNIETT,

CDFEIXIX., American Educational Research Association, APA, NCMENY2014IZHMELT-. HDOE R Standards for
Educational and Psychological TestingD D —&i T3, =X L. TAFAB D 70BIZERLI-LLIE. TNESEEE
HELBRELTVAEMALIELIEHSHTT, LHL. ELEFRADNEBBENICEDONE=2BIATHS LTI, ThiT
ROELSLEBANSHETHD, ERRTWET, TOBAIIL,. BENTHE FOTAMIDVWTOFEHLIMEBRNRENT
WETRIE, FDOESLBLEIRIE, Fo-KEMRELIBNENSETT,

FELDOMRBEL, CHEICOAE, TRFB7ORTHIIE, SHRELTIVDON ? JELSHBREGRIZEALIETS
LDTY . ELT,. ENTLITHE GERLOD, EDBAZEZATHEIENIEDTT,



standard passing score cutscore
cutoff score performance level

= Standard Setting

the process by which a standard or cut score is established
( Cizek, 2006, p.226)

<BRALBAERE>

COMRRBEOPITRLI-TIRE | EES5D, EEETIL. standard, passing score, cutscore, cutoff score, performance
level GEEEDLNTWETN, ChOBEKRZREIZLTHMENRHYET, FRERTE IS, EEE Tstandard setting & &
HbhET . TOEBKIL. “the process by which a standard or cut score is established” (Cizek ,2006,p.226) T& T ZEMNT
EFFT,BREL-ERICEBENIZLLNEINEEZODIFIELSCETT . TLT BLEEKRBEZRTET S 7 E
R J(cutscore)ZESLTE, REBYNRET I EMNTEOINEEZADHIETY,



Methods involving review of test items
and scoring rubrics:

Methods involving review of candidates @ |
|

<HREBEDHE>:
CONRAEZTIDAXICEETIMRITRILITHOhTETLET, M AL, Hambleton & Pitoniak (2006, pp.439-450) T

T, ENhZ 40D RBIZH T THLSEHRBALTWWET , T DB EBAFREL TIX. (1)Angoff Method, (2) Borderline Group
Method, (3)ltem-by-item approaches, (4) Dominant Profile Method, ZENRBYET , K{HIZTHED EL TR, Nedelsky

method, Bookmark Method &M HYET,

SOLEARICHTIERUVBATT  RERTEEICHTIBEMNLZRA. PN ERA. EENRALERLILE
RAHYET, BHIZIX. nobest standard setting ELTLVDR A, T—2URICITEBR/NTERNASHREL-HFEX
BOTERNTEETHLILETIRA. Thdo, BENGRAFLENRBYET,



 mATANER |

H A IGEER : ltem Response Theory Frederic M. Lo (2/5/2000 &)
%l :1PLM (one parameter logistic model) = Rasch Model

[t must be noted that the item statistic or parameter describes not only the test

item but usually the group of examinees to which the item is administered as well.
(Lord & Nowick, 1968, p.328)

< Rasch Model :RM>

BRENADEASWVE, TAFCOEEYERITLERAE . RATERTON., HEIZTHhhTOET, ILEEO R BT,
35ATHIELET . LHOL. ChEFTIITAMNOBBENBELTE-OTIS AL =D, ThELUBBORENM
BL=OIZ85mElis=-0h, EWSHERICERADILEITEETM? TEEEAR, SOLSIC, HROTAFEROE
AZHFD—k, EEBIZESHB B (number-right/correct score) EBEHONBEDTRTENTEET,

CHOLT-MERZEHEH/L . LWL T XN R B IS E 2 ) (item Response Theory: IRT)DRAFEICHE B LI=DIL,
Frederic M. LordEPEIEN DB T, SO AL, 2000F2A58ICELGHTVVET  THMTAMERICHL THEREZ
L= E (T -<EAHYET ., MAIL. Lord & Novick (1968, p.328)DEIE ICH TWNBES5LHRENHYET,

COXSIZ, BEREERRO 120X, BAORENMEEEFEALETAMNIBOREREZEATARILTES
SELTWBEDTE , FDET LK DBEZ SN TULVET , £DS5HD—D1PLM( one parameter logistic model) &&
SHLMOMRBHYET, Chik. Fov—IDFESE Georg Rasch DEELI-ETILERILEWLSZENRDHMY . FhERasch
Model &E— R IZFESRC &(Zhi> =011 TT .



<BHEHS A2 # (1atent Class Analysis: LCA) >

INMSHRARESELTLANEE T Y 1ET LI (Mixture Rasch Model: MRM) (£, ZMRasch Model EMBEIS AR
#7 1 (Latent Class Analysis: LCA) EZRWNM=ETILTHHEELNTWET , LIA > T, CSTIK TEBEIS AT IEIEAT
MELSBEDKRFIRBLTHCENDRETY, BEISRAS] (&, Lazarsfeld, P.E. (1950). [S&k>THRAIN=ED
TY . TOFMICBAL T, CCTIREBLETN, SCHRICVO A, ROBLGIETT,

BEISAHSHTE, GERERD., BENTERRETELRLE BEISRELD) ICERHESATH T, EBI LI, &7
EORBEDEEANDIGEELNREDILDENET S, HBRELHELTOEEBAOREDT—2ERANT, BEIS
Zd)f?ﬂs BEISADEHMLERES, BEISAJNDEEE~NDOREEEMTELEIIETHFETHD, (£E, 1998,
p.370



Rasch Model (RM)

The main advanrage of using thie MRM-based standard setring method is
thar classitication of students into pectormance levels is purely o mainly

determined by item response patterns.

< Mixture Rasch Model :MRM >

Mixture Rasch Model: MRM ((B& 3 aETFII)ELNSIDIL, MO BENLBRAZSALETAM —%%9HY
A1=. Rasch Model EBEISADMET IEMELI-ET LEEBELTVWT, TAM —2EEHRNECEEROHITEELR
BLI-RERTEFHESEUENTELEEZALNTLET,

LOLIGERESYVAETIIENRTACEOERL, TLTEMGRIT, RENKEICEATLIZEBRZEDOS BRI, £IC
MREBORERXNZE>TREESADENSZETT, L. TAVNBEBYICTHhABOTHNIE. ChETOH R
RRTEETICHEITAIABICKDHWELATEH, TONEOREE, M BYRDSNEILIZEDTLLI FF3ESTLE
A, DFED( Templin & iao, 2012, p.390) TEHNTWNET,



< Mixture Rasch Model: MRM®D FJ 5 >

1). ChETHLOATVSHRERTE RIS LTI, BATCHARSNSRENKEICRE TSGR SR XGSh
TULVELY,

2). BREEAEMERBLOZBEEZHERTED,

3). HEIRDEEORUEREINTES,

4). COFIRE. FAMDEICY, ZFEBREDPDEICLEZXS. (Niao et al. 2011, p.514)



Windows-Program

Rasch Model Latent Class Analysis
Mixed Rasch Model Hybrid Model

<WINMIRA2001 > EIZEALYIRD:

MRMIZfEH N BV TED—DIZ, WINMIRAEWLSEDMNHYET , COBFRITWINMIRA ELVNVETHY, WIN [E
WINDOWS-program®WIN, MIRAIX. Mixed Rasch Model DMIRAZHRA B H -+ D TF, EEFI”Mixture Rash Model &
EULELED, 2D K32, Mixed Rash Model EIFESMBEELHYET .

DY IO e E X Matthias von Davier (2001) &L\ ETE S, ZAYHD T AMARBI R THBLRETS ( Educational
Testing Service ) M AW B (Senior Research Scientist) #L1=AT¥, £LT. 2DV ILIE, Rasch Model, Latent Class
Analysis, Mixed Rasch Model, Hybrid Model DA #-BARIZEHIh TETLVET,
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<MRMZEST-HEBRTEEIF>

MRM [CEET BBR I ELFTHONTULET A, MRMEEST-RERFOMRIL. ThIFEBLIHYERA HIZ
(&, Jiao et al.(2011)(X. 10,000 A DHEET AP0 B TEISRIZH BT 5F=OIZMRMZEHSTLVET, Kreiner. (2007)%

MRMZERLE-TEO—2ELTERZBUTWET, F£-. XK. PH. £ H(2016)Tld, BRT AMEFE ST, 50/,

2138 DT —E AP HIZCOMRMEFE>THELT,

COBEE(E, XK. BFt, & A (2016, pp.37-38) (BT HEH HFIRN— KT, AR R/AREFIROEMBTELA TS
HDTY,

11



<% M :WINMIRA [ & D9 >

<.WINMIRA [2&BR > ZITlE, CLECCOFEHENEIZGIES S X1=0.695, C1IEFRBRIRE2IEFRBRER D E A
DETEHHMAX2 =—245435KRHBIENTEET,
DSADFRBBOLLEBE ., HEIZREHEL T TFTINIHRIZ, ERSHHEO L LExcel DBEEEEH>THH O
ﬁé#ﬂ%&‘d’g_& BT IVITHYET, 1D F19{# (—0.100) EC20D F 11l (1.621) DR AX1 (0.695)hSREh
BESIZYET,
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SR AL (Latent Rank Theoey) ] |

HUFTTIN -0 TSRy Sy i1 vT
R A2 Cpolytomous) 7 — 20

<MRM2TTDSEROBRE >:

BRENTWSSHEORBIEIBLN, FOSEDLKOMEHITIIEL, ROARIZEYET,

1. MRMGESBTES VR (LRT) £ LB R EL

R BET—2DORERTE:

SREES. CEFR L TOEFL I EHB O RED LLBHRET: LA L. LIXLIE, “cut scores are constructed, not found” (Zieky,
2001, p.45) EEBEIESBEUICHE->TLAHEEITHRYSVET,

R4 PRIROFAICECT-RERTE:

1R, 28 EV SR CRE MK EDBREICRETIBME L. AR, V53X TREICEATAREICEAT LIRS L

(X ERETIC. R2ICUYBLE-RERTOERADLELTOTLLIN,

13



<BREE1(1) :MRM(Mixture Rasch Model) >

FIZRUIZTSHBROBREIE, B TREDTTH, TO—tHZE. BAUVLLET,
ERRE 1(ZRSEL TLYAMRM (Mixture Rasch Model) ELRT (Latent Rank Theory) IZ& A TEREF L BREILI-LDTT,

=9, FE1(1)TIE.

WINMIRA 2001 > T, BAERAKEE213R1ZEEL-S0BDEEERTAMERE. oL DTT 595X
DHE2DSADHTICEFEEISAON=2BEH M=FEH A, D=RERFE. #RLET, I5IZ, Jiao,H . et al
(2011) AAREL-MKICEDE, BIETE95ABTROA MM ELINBREHEALIZLOTT  HIAIE. 55X A T
DC1EC2ME FIL, -0. 89THo1=A, ZDIEIL. C1DFIE-0. 78 LYHEL MISADFHEMITHFEL TV
W=, 20095 RENERITHRYELGMATEHEWNEEZET, LA T, 2BIIXELTHYET , AL LML, C2/C3,
c3/calzL RonEd,

MRM2OS5 XM DIEHO. 69(1F. EAETHETHL.0. 58(FEH294H) £0. 70(FEH3048) DMIHEEBELET,
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<FR# 1 (2) LRT(Latent Rank Theory)>

RLT—%213AICEELI-50BNEET AL DEERTT , £DT—2DRasch Model &5 ZERERENHETEEE.
WINSTEPS(Linacre,2014) & PRI A48TV 7 TR LEL, Thi, BET VB R (Latent Rank Theory:LRT) DY
T+ THB Exametrika (B (Shojima), 2011)&F>TEZBREITSVED(HELE, ELT, AR =MRMERIL F &
T, BIETES509- -0 pEitELTH-2DTT,

ﬁ:w;#ﬂm (2) Tl COLRTIEDSSUI9 4. 25009V ThOSU IM TCLED R BIRREEITOIENM,
EI -Gl/ Jo
LRTIZEKB29SA DX M-0. 061, BANETHE T HL. -0.03(FERA31R) E-0.16 (FERI0R) DRILKIELET,
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"'1'”'!'-1 MRM (Mixture Rasch Model) 4747
Y }\\/1 H\T'I\l\\h \10\1 l il atent I\ml\

Tl\uvl\ '-:T / P A T AL /“H\ —)‘ T
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<SHRORE(1) wEE>

SHRORBEIL, 40FEBHFTNETH, TOSHEDO—DOOFHEMEDNHBERTT . SEORE . (X HFRE
THENZERBLLSETHBESVIVBRIEVOSERTAMNERGE LOHBREIZOLNTTT,

FOREFERIT, TEEGIVLaETIAMERREGY, BESVIVEBERETHMLEZTRATOSUIBMICENTIE,
BIEABRAPRONDENHERTEIEWVSIETT,

FTORMBERESSICHE-RETHE, HUTILDRBREBAENZFESBAVELBRLLTEIONETH,

FLELELTDT AT —ATIL, liao et al (2011) HRBT AL BIRBREZIE. [ BEEIVVLIETIL(MRM) BHTILYE
EBESVBM (R ZISEL TS ESTT,

BENLISHROREIL, -EABHVET . BE, DH-ZABREPDITRE-HEEHKT TEYET, Skt
CHB-CBA. LBLBREOWELET,
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