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* # % 7 & (Research Method) °

4

=]
ke

DESHE NG R HIEELRNITHA,
BB

b3/ (5 e

(DU 2 i 5 0 BRSPS B, R 610066)
(I FH S0 O RAE T T S S C LRI K D B, b aD 100875)

~¢

#H E RAHA G EMixture Model Method)2 1% 45 k42 1 69, xb 0 22 5 3 F I o 69 57 F A S 34T AL B2 4
Jrik o B RUE B BIA R, BB AR £ kS A vy kA, RABER o7 sk T AR B B R T E R A 0GR A A B A
HAEit, SR, ERBTEEETAEATHEABIFORI, 5 k0 R ARG B 45 Fm 51 VE A 00 45 5
M LB T FORRERN, AL B f B B35 2 RARGER, KA EAS s LT T HLET
oK), ABAR PRI R At XA M ET, XFH@NBT B AR BGIUARSER T &, SHHFLS
B RS, ARFIRTEBRRTRMRER, 28 5 HFFHEEH A TR EREEA F ket
Wi A, BB RSB AK, Wk BARST FXRSRAOBA F 0B R E,

EGR FEAEL, R, FME, RE %, RAOER

SES B84l

1 5l5 S HAVREAE D BRI IG5 UL i,

H Tk Z T 56 (M Multiphasi

FIRE 3 508 R I A I B, 80 I 0 2 VR

i o o e I etal., 1992)H— 2L, AT 50% Btk
T 5 270 2 WA IR O A A (8 A

\ e B R S A EU R 1, MR

PR, AP, A R AU AL SR B} 25 HL 4 (www.nsf.gov/statistics/seind93/chap1/

HODH O S M 1 B R — e S ‘ e P

doc/1s193. htm)Giit, i —2(45%)10 12 442
(non-effortful responses). X#1 H AT T T M AITEZ - o

(preknowledge, Qian et al., 2016; Sinharay & Johnson of Educational Progress, NAEP)IY#-# JI4 JhA
2m9wmg%u%m;&ﬁmwlwmﬁﬁﬁ {17 =M Y L2510 Bridgeman #l Cline
e - i (2004) k& A JLF—2F 8 7fE CAT-GRE (3T
& ANRER PSS HAELSTTREA RNFIM L, 5] FELHLAG 2 E A AL ) S 6 A b
wn, N HEETTRE R A AW H | RS et
S &Cii iofz)g;;%uxﬁ (tpg RO, 53 12 ELA B b B B2
- ’ p B 13 58 /D B RRIE (Wise, 2015, 2017), R, TS 7E 0
guessing, Wise, 2015, 2017)%- Kol BT SRR, T4 f SRR A
AEPA M AL B, & A R as R B, IRE
TR Bk 1 B8 2 A M1 25 1 B 2% (Rios et al.,

ks F A 2020-10-23

* [ AR R4 H (32071091, 2017; Wise, 2015; Wise & DeMars, 2006; Wise &
WAFEIEH: KL Z, E-mail: hyliu@bnu.edu.cn Kingsbury, 2016), #F i & B #f 41 4> $ i 2 7
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(Borghans & Schils, 2012), H:k, 1 H S5 HE
B i 22 2338 K (Schnipke & Scrams, 2002; Wise &
DeMars, 2006), 5 =, WHEARFEFEIARP S HAE
Y LA [R], 3 b 22 R i T e 300 H D) g
S, B XA (] 1R A0 56 3 IR 1) A TE D 22
(Setzer et al., 2013; Wise & DeMars, 2010), P4,
D A5 B | {7 B2 2> Hh B 22 (Wise & DeMars,
2006), iGN, JEA R4S 2K TR S R
BURMAT R, AT RE S A 5 BE o BF T, D36 P ) k)
St R kA A, o AR I B A 22
(Weirich et al., 2017; Wise & DeMars, 2006). /&,
550 95 G Y T S e RN AE R AR B Z A KR,
i A 30 75 B 1Y 45 18 55, AR T RE 2 B I 22
(Clark et al., 2003). %5 I, RHAEEANN L1 wk
PP TE R Bl TR 0 O 22, o 23 AR 36 J5 4k A
RARPRAYMETD R, X br € I 53 H 280, TF &
0 S5 3 M E S DR 5 % H A e
AR SR T, AR AR, N
ANFIFEIR, 53 5 0 S B T4

S i VR AL B B Ry U O B AR AL
TR Y o b B Fh 8 B (Morgenthaler, 2007) . 5 %
Ve AL G b 3 7 =0 R 2R R BIERRARACE, &
S AR TERUE v B e U SR AR, PR
GBI REAT S 1 AR 2B AERE A YA TR (Ranger et al.,
2019; Rios et al., 2017), —FhFEARAL ) ab 272X
JER A A% T )5 1 (Hong & Cheng, 2019a),
T AR r fe il i 1) O 2O B e Bk . TE 57
WAEE WA RKRIEO T, X X202
BUAG TS5 21T LI4%EZ ¥ (e.g., Custer et al., 2012;
Kohler et al., 2017; Rose, 2013), R, %I H ik
FEAEMW A, — PO B, T ]
WEA R, R EE, EEAERRI, —
SETERRARECE Y B, 24 55 AR5 Bl 1 T A
R A DBt (Wiise, 2017), 41 5 5 245 1O Ll A9 4
K, IR B o7 A5 20 00 S 50 18 2 A
o R T EPX — )8, 3T ARk — Se it 58 4
TAEREIRY PRI Tk o 0T TR F AR IR AR
XS AR AR, T AR N S T AR
235 % A R AL R385 (Meyer, 2010; Molenaar
et al., 2018; Wang & Xu, 2015; Wang, Xu, & Shang,
2018; Wise & DeMars, 2006). X Fft i ik 1 {15 A
TREMS — U A e S A 22 U R 2 A T ]
Ao JF H, RIS 1R 255 B e 50 v A R AT

R(EP AL T AR BENL G 2% ), Tk fR7 B 5R FH R AIRAY
WA FE, AR 258 E B AL ARy ik
FE % 15 4 b b B PP B (Pohl et al., 2012; Rose
etal., 2017),

TRGRBAE G 2 VR i A 5T L
SB 13 Schnipke F1 Scrams (1997) FH % 4 iE 251
AR A RN RO, DX 2055 VR AN %%
TR AT B, W R R 44 B 7 Al
BH L BIEBAT R AT AR5 Ak BAE 2 (solution
behavion) BN 8 SIVEZ, JF H, X PMIEZATH
A ASTE Y SR B AT o B84, ARIE S H
1 Y L ) VA N R A s R T
DU G IE 280 A BIR A BRI & ROV i IR
3k, Bolt 4 A (2002) )42 i fiff IR & Rasch FAI A
28 R 7 T8 X437 IS4 T 2R R & e A 724 1)
Wik, ZARAUERTEMN G SR H L, Fn
AT 0 B TR 2 A 1145 31 0 X FE S 05 T & i e
TR A AR T 25 5 . BRI, mT DA R DL e 40
FETT 776 8 Rl S 800 Se 30 43 A BEAT Al 11
SR AT) TR B S R A A O T PR P . — A
e Sz IO st A A0 S g ST TR A AR, A T
A O T S o AR ASSS T VR A A RN
B IERRRARI AR, SOE X E AT AR
BB ROV R TERR RS AR AL, AR BB S [
I 35 T 2 17 B R 28 g ) A JEL A ST TR A AR
A0 BB A TR I 1Ao7 A X SO R R AR, R
BRSBTS . R IR A A 2
ST R X R R Y, HURE 8 R 2 T R
Sl o ARJEAEAEEA MR, W E B VR A
B BPIRZS 0T LI SK [l 7 3 (Wang & Xu, 2015; Wise,
2015, 2017), B 5310 A 55 6 A28 i ik, ] g
FERS A H FIE AR, [z, HIWhIE#1E%
FIBER, BT RETE DB L R RS R, N
T I R B R B A RCEE O 4R e A S A RS
i, RGN AE % S B AR 25 J2 T Y 432K (Patton
et al., 2019; Yu & Cheng, 2019),

by 5 A LA TR AR (G B, S AR R R R
K 11 FH T A 3 S A 2 R A A R AN AL ) 1) )
TN B R RN [ A R AR, AT DL S AR
24 2 TH R 51 (Pokropek, 2016; Wang & Xu, 2015).,
SR, X 46y ik ARG B T AMIF5E #1012 %
TE, (AL T O AR B B, B T O RS
FHE (RS ADUBIE 5 S0 FHAFF ST 17 R DA 2 2 6 0
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LS EE ML P 0 7 H 2 R AR R IS4 IRT
(item response theory, IRT)FE Y (ANAE M B 52, L1
/NER A, 2010), sFT A NG FE AR T (1 4o
TE#E, WIS 45, 2020)% 7 sUab B, BEA A 5E
HRFIRA BRIy b BEE ) S R
F, ASCEAEE T A 4 5L TR A A AL 2
SRRk, O 5 R 0 Jr kAT X L,
SEIF RGN LR BRE R AR5 7 1), DUAR #F %
J7 VETE [ N RIS 5T RN SR R Y A R .

ASCE SN0 S EE W w2
PIAAE G AR Jr s s o e B 3k 2 o7 e 4 22
%o ZIGTEMEIRIEE T IR &R A3 5 5 R 2
J5ik, BB RS . LR LB LK
7L e AL B S R AR R AN i B fd A Y
HEREHT, 55, HHTIR AR Dy vk aT LIk i
D5, FHE AR SEBES )5 ) .

11 KRR EE*

J2 7 B} [ {5 (response time threshold method)
Fr LT R, AR — s e VR S
A, SR B WS /N T U R A B R A BT
T B [E] (Michaelides et al., 2020; Wise, 2017),
IR 27T LA HE i 3 2 g i AR X B 8 E oy S R AR
%o R ARB AR | PR AR E S,
PLUR AR PRt s 3 MR 20 B R ni i 4, 42 4ikiy
O N 2 A B A AN 5 T AEAIE (Wise, 2015,
2017), PR, XFF 43388 H W] LU E — 4> SO B
BIE T, ( R H), FOERIEH VEZ Fbkst = 5 1
BEAT AR AR . iRy AE R Y R R T
B, DCHIE AR, B P 5w AR .

J 7 ) {1 95 v e TR B T R R G — R
(Kong et al., 2007), B &R E TX R H 1 e 58758,
25 FTA B E 1 8 G — 1 BB I (B (A, 3~5 D).
P B e ) G2 A8 A H B A B K Y A,
Gi—RER B E RN G, Rt —se2z g iR
TR YRR H R SR B {E 7 (Kong et al., 2007; Silm
et al., 2013), Schnipke Fll Scrams (1997, 2002)3F
KA R I, A& P 50 VRS 1 s N B 43 AT
IR0 AR A S — DR DN, )
NI AR, s PR S AR . B A (R UL
BR, MBI, FIRIEFAEZ . WIS 1038 1
SR BB 24 P AS 4370 32 35X I 114 S5z o Bsf A Sy 1
{H. Wise Fl Ma (2012)i# i3 Kt WAL B, 4 S ii
P g — I 1 B I ) R =2 5, AR IE AR R 23 A

REBLACT TF IR b 2 T i o 3 1 S 09 I ) A
A IE H AR 28 RV I A 238 PR S o VR 288 () b
R AR S B 4 e, B KOS T 41 8 H
B S0 B 10% ([FIIEAS S 10 A o A6 1 {32
X Ao TS AE Ry SR R, FE TR B SR B E
DR, B RN BB, R E VR E A R RN
A 55 2% A - 34 IE B AR Y AH C R I N TE (R B
(RAHZ) A5 B (RAE ) M 3k, & AR X PG AR
B (RIS B AS A3 R B AH R 0.2) 1] LAFE (5
{E(Wise, 2019), A5 AF 5341 15 02— Fh AT X 8 1Y
54T O A RN IE B R oK BB T s (Ma et al.,
2011; Guo et al., 2016). ‘& [ 5 HL 2 & #1424 1E
RAE T R ALK S B BT L 1 s R B, A R 43 R
FIVEZAT M 16 S5 7 B 4

N B [ 7 K 2 5 T R B R A I A A
PR, B, B 5T, JFH, ERES
N 5T A T B IR (Kong et al., 2007),
PR RA T RN —E R RRY:, &%, S—
o (B R SR 1T B, (ER R TR [ B RRAEAS [
JIT T SR 3 4 B RO — 2 AH R (Yan &
Tourangeau, 2008), X /74 5 B i FHAH 5] 5 {E
RAEGHE, HEGEX —A R, RYEME FRE K
{H VR I T30 B RRE I B B, (2T MRk
TEHf 2 B, A0 o] AR 4% 3 2L R TR 8 (i 0
e A TT B 2530 . LR, WS 28 A5 R B (E
B FTMRRE, ST AR 21500 RN BAS
SRS AT o BN, 4 1EH YEZAT R B T BN A
A B AR B (Wise, 2017, 2019), FFEZ R 0
BB T 23 X ES, SO B A — 8 S WU 4y
Mo FETAF B K BRI R A 5 (E 15 R AR BB A
WL S A0 A AEAE R 55 T i . (HJE, I H %
WX A3 BEREAIR, S0 PRI AE 28 1 TE B 238 A0 228 K
F, T 15 BoR BIE R 45 RS HEh . TR R
5 {5 AN i e e R AR 1y, oM PR R E A
IR STIE IR R A . B e, SRk R
RERE A 351X 43 1E AR 28 R I A R Pk S AR 2
(Guo et al., 2016; Lee & Jia, 2014), {HJE, XAH
RAER 5 AL =AM, — & T sie A
B ALK T IE 8 2R, PR — i L T BRIk 45
M, TR T LA R A AR N R
N7 B 09 43 70 £ 0 B, AR XE AL i A B4k Hl g
TRAGM LS . = R IPR AR K i BEUE R R
M2 5 REPLAC T A 22 s m B O, X AE B0 4n
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fr i 8 BAEATS A 48— A B 4518 .
12 REMEEZE

SN s} 5% 2% 7 (response time residual method)
K SO IS S H R, R TR S 0T
SN B 5% 22 O ER A3 AT, K SR S B B 22 (B
o7 )5 FLBE IS A3 A A, AR I s S A
PO S EAEE . BT EE 00 5 A 4% 25 1k 32 B
A1 $5 3T van der Linden (2006)1%) 2 v B #5576 [ FR
WAL g i 5% 22 75 (Qian et al., 2016)F13E T van der
Linden (2007)/4 22 )28 14 DU -3 5% 22 15 (van der
Linden & Guo, 2008), FHFl 5 ik () X FIZETF, #rife
A I B % 2 1% 2 A B R M A R BT B % 254 5 b
HEEZS A3 A AT W, ACRH T SO B (5 8 o T
DL et ke 2 1 SE B ) A 28 B I R S g B 5 22 2
RIS G, AR5 R S s SO 5 G 06 T 435
JE LRt ST, ) I A DT 2 B A S B
RV =N

SR % 22 R L HATE T8 5 A R e
B (G A ), A2 WA e WE, A
TETCIE IR B W AR, T LARHE R A . (12,
X5 T 1T I 9 e R TR) RBLAE T, v L8 ) P
SHAEE S SRS BT R AR 2, S AR
Fr Ak S5 I Bt 7% 22 5% s o7 s i 3 T30 285 4 1) A 2,
X LAAS B vE R A TR 51 25 5 . 614N, Wang, Xu, Shang
1 Kuncel (2018)WF58 & B, KA P 5 AR L
B3N, DIt sk s Tk RN AR 2% o R e
SRR Tk 2 R R R, A AP
SRR L= AT U0.5, 0.75) 8543 Filtk,
D 7 8% 25 5 I IE AR IR HAT 0.301,

2 RAEWEEE

HPUNIF BARAE B P  Be oy AR L, IR
LAY 3% (mixture model method)BE S — YR M A5
WAEE RN LS E AT R, JFH, D THE
R IR B R4 SRR R 9% (Markov Chain Monte
Carlo, MCMC)S.1 Y A& e, BT i fif e 17 ik 8
ISR T TR, DRG0 A R AN WA B 9 4
ER A IR 5 A A A B 46 v 1) S AR . LA 8
XEET G P HEAT A . SB— 2 E T
N7 IS R T 5 AR 25 BT T BT S G, B 2T iR
W) B B A R 28 SN RIS N 1) 22 J2 R A 4 i
RARBR, RIE AT R 8 H L sl EoR
AN E A THA

21 FRARMEHRNESNMNESER
211 ZEHHERR R

Pokropek (2016) ity FH 55 4% 43 £H 455 7 (1) JE AR,
KRV EHE B IRT BMEE A, I T 5 %5041
4y 2 SE SR L ] R e A A 2

% TE 3 VE25 ) Rasch RIS, Mo s il
VRSB RIHE RN 1, BXHERAT IR N

exp(0; — S

Mm:mqfﬂg)=ﬁ2+@—%2%+éléa?;)
Hrp, Yij Ttk j EBH T RS, Gij RIRGY
A FRFEMAL 2 FRRIEFAD, my, KT
s Z SR, Bk j B H | BRI Sy
B4R, 1oy, R EIAL 2 BB,
(exp(6;, — )/ (1+exp(6; - ) /& Rasch KR, H
Hho, Rk | RN SEL B FREE I X
JES R, AT RN PRHURE WA 22 14 2 6 M B
1, BXAE F A TR PEE . ik
IZARA AN A R B, AR L E 5 R A1
BRI A, T LK 25 S R R 35 R — A 56K A4 A (A ot
Tk, BARILKT),

Ty P LA 7 A R TS,

m.quq:mmﬂ

- P(cy = Iitimey )

Hor, afl b FaRmimeik j EBE | EIESS
2H AR FRLR

AR AL AT LU Mplus 5044, SR AR EARE IR
HIAR R ARUSR AT 5 A 71 2 8L (Pokropek, 2016).
Pokropek (2016)f# FIBLHIAT 5T IE B 1% J7 15 BE 1615
SR A S S R e
212 *SHUMBEAEE

Molenaar %5 A (2018)42 H T S HLIR A1
TR X PR A 2 R VR 25 ISR o 2 2 A
TP AE S 1 BN /N T IE H R A AR A
VRS T B R s R], DU A] DLk T R0 H ) Bk
V25 B O PRl S PR, T A8 o AR 24 O 1E 5 A
B IT IR AE RS P, R B IR MK
BIESS . FHp=1,.., NRAEHER, i=1,...,
IGRMH . Cy sl p R H | BRI
B, B Cy =0 RS, Cy =18 ik
TE% . WA p 76 | BBH Lo C ) =
W5 B AR m i x, =

[Cot:CparonCpp | o Wi

ey

=a+b-time; )



1700 O B R 2 ot B

%29 %

[ X X paoees Xy | IRIHER Ny

P(xpwp,cp):Hw(Qpi)x"‘ o(-25) " @)
i=1

Hrh

Q, :[am (1—c,].)+aucpi]9p + i (1-Cy ) + iCyi (4)
QPZEé}ﬂiiﬁ p MEEHZEL, o() & logistic J7HE,
ag FEMH | 20 s B IX S H(s=0,1), By &
BH RS sASESEL.

s p AR H | b AL N T Ty BE
M B BRI AR T, H:
Toi =2 WERK(Ty ) € by By ) 2=0,1 21 (5)
o, by Fom RN BTG 19 BUE, Z 3 IO B 5
e 5 AL, k() R FA A QAR i JC AR
i dy, FR8 T 28 T2 2 (di=1 5# dyi=0),
A DM R IRT AR R K R

b| E(dyel7p0¢5) | =75 ~0C5 — @7, 650 (6)
va BN H TR R T2 Z 19 O s 2R
ZH, o R, o, B p WEESH, 52
VAR R BRE 6> 0 20 T R 1R 2 31
H Cpy =1 BRI 73 B A SR 25 z Hh ] g
YRR, RIS NIRS A, R C,y =138 i
B, Cu=0 R BHlAEs . AR T PR EEHE
PRAL b(), BRI R BURAE AR S iRk, AT
T B2 8 B SR T AN A SR . T, BB
PRACEAL T AR T A6 (Samejima, 1969), AHABZE
S R AL 43 EB 1T 4345 7 (Masters, 1982), fil 1,
i FAH SRS %L, A

To
\ exp[Z:zoyZi -oCy —q)ler

P(ipup,cpj [ == : @
=1 zji(iexp(z;oyz -G, —(p,rp)
RIS H y, PTLARYE T 20 BR 15 5
Z-1
D -6-pry+7a=0 )
z=0

WGTCUERA, >4 5 W B 48 O 1) 28 S B0 2 o
7. 5 5% 3 B, %I IEHERS B TC IR M S EAG A R,
A LE T B g B YA S S AR T Tk, RS )L
- N 3Z 52 (Molenaar et al., 2018),
213 ETRNEWESESREER

R T R AN S A IR A BB SR B G 4

o AE B4, Molenaar Fl de Boeck (2018)
T T RO I A TR S A 2 S AR AL DA X 3 PR
AR S AR
TE 2 W R4, 2% van der Linden (2006)F)
AR, A p=1,..., NFGERHRK, i = 1,..., &
B, X TR Ty, A
In(Ty)=4 -7, +2, ©)
Horb, 43R BH 0 R EEESR, o, Fa
W p KBESRL, &, RIRZEI,
TEAERE SN BB 43, 43 ol X Hhe A 25 i B A
285 XA A B I 4 4% 8 (Partchev & de Boeck,
2012), Hj
P(Xpi :1|0p’a0i’ali’ﬂ0i’ﬂli):
”pip(xpi :1|6p’a0i’ﬁ0i)+
(1= 75 ) P(X i =110p. . ) (10)
Hor, oz gk p /8 H | ER1EE R T 25
0 MIRER, 11—z, WERPOL p B H | ERFES
JETZ0 1 M. o, By Tl ay, B 53 FRR
o 0 FIZES 1 MR R H | BRI S
MERES KL, SPISECIRT BA—5, F5) 0 FI2k
AL AR AR R ] LA R R
logit[(xpi =116, a4, Byi )J:amgp—ﬂm (11)

IOgit[(xpi =16y, 5; ):|:a1i€p - B (12)

OS5 T RN SR B 51, Wik p
i YRR T 255 0(Cu=0) R logit

logit| P(Cyi =0Ty 4 7,0,0.61:40 ) | =

& [m(T"‘)_M—@J (13)

O

Hrpr, BERESHE [0,00) LUk G br 2 54 7% (45 7
AR RS . ik p e E | B SEPRI
O Hof 55 A TR I A (A LB, T BB o) B 26
B0 o R, 2 0 AR AR, K 1 R
PEAEE . I SEL ) T AEB o B E A%
FENMHIHMEE S H . B FE IR, R T DL e
ZUT Y MCMC 5k, AL RE A 15 BB HER 1 2
Bt Th 45 5 (Molenaar & de Boeck, 2018),
22 ETFREMMEEREMNEEGSEER
221 RESEESR

van der Linden (2007)# £ 2RI 212 4 i
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FT0, T2 S B I 1 22 JR B i
R AE A IR, B — KPR B, AR 1
A8 TN 43 14 TR ASE AU RS2 IO AR 948 1 140 s o 4
BB 5 Z IR R AOKF, il e
S B2 1) VI T3 222850, K AR 225 S I 1S IO e 1B 3%
k.

BARKE, 55— /K FRIRRIAT LR 7R A

G G| I—
1+exp(aj(9| _bi )) 1

In(t; )7 ~ N(8, - 71,07 ) SBIHHR

Hor, P(Y, =10,) FRBkiG = 1,..., DEEREH |
(="1..., ) L IEBEERIBER, ) Fmplinli 758
H i ERRRIN, a flby A BUREEE | 1g1X 5
SHMMRESH, f, R MEH | R 28,
oy FREE | HGRTK A B, B K )
T IRT Houe R MES, IFa) 2 kR, se s A
T ) S ) AR, TR ] X 4 ST IRT
o X A B ROARE A, B IA) X B R, AN TR R
BAE R H AR R NI 25 Stk R . N IE
Ao, O Mg Bk i e SEmBE S
8 AT OMA AT, BB 28 & =(0.7,)
WM =TG5 A & ~ N (g, 2, ), SEh s (i i
W sty = (tigots) » PVI7 26 Ny
2
zf{% %} (15)

O O;

P{1 - )

TR, XA S B A TR 3 B A
Uy = 0,05 =1 XTI IFHLR, A LR o i
SRR BIE B B [ S 80 1{E . Wang AT Xu
QOISR A8 1, = 0 LUE T FIE 25 B g #6  fry
FRERFE —3,

X — RN (4 0 3R AE TR — A5 R A T
MAE I ME R, Wik, fEHE T DU Bl 3¢ &
VB R AR R S H A T s v, ok, 1EE R
7 AR B AL AT LS B s S A S S A T o
4:(van der Linden, 2007),

ML FELAY |, Wang Al Xu (2015)#2H T 3F
B2 ) AR 22 RN IR A 22 2 A (mixture
hierarchical model), FT IR 5 AEZ AR HE IE 5
VEZBAT S B VEAT A B AR i, AT DA B AR 1Y
VB2 IS 7 A5 TR R J52 o7 B AR BB AR 4T 43t o

FARB R AR Ay, ki AR E | AR

HIREAR
P(Y; =11a;) =

(1-45)P(Y; =115 =0)+A; P(Y; =1lA; =1) (16)
Hop, Ay RFIOREET RN KA, Ay =1,
AORBEA | AR RS EAEE, Ay =0, R
JEIEHAES . MR Ay =0, AT =250 logistic
(3PL)RERY T 1E 5 V2B I 28 X HE 2

p(Y”. =1A; =0,a;,b;,¢; ) -

el (48]
) 1+ exp[aj (9| - bj )J

Hrr, ap,b #lc s HIRERMH | WX ES
B MEESEOMBINSE, 6 Fngal i ek

AR A1 0 g P BT RN VE 2SS AL AN TRl At 1
IRT HEHY ] 40 5 240 logistic (QPLYRERY | 733Kit
Sy AR Bl S R AR AL AT LR X — IR A
ZEBRIMAEZT o 2k Ay =1, ki & EH
| RIS, BRI g, B

P(Y; =114 =1) =g, (18)

XY g; 19 =S8 logistic (3PL)FIAL
B C, 1 R . g; F5 Bik 54
BRI T oy R 1R E W AR A AT R
ERER,

TE S0 AR AR 4y, AR BO T 9l | A A |,
SLEE ] 19 J L T T L 2675

T = (1= 4y )Ty + 4G (19)

Horb, T Rl | IEWARE B j P as A,
C; st | FHARE A | BT ]

B IEHAEZEAT A 1 B s B R DX 40 2 43
Aii (van der Linden, 2007),

In(T; )~ N[ﬁj —ri,[;jﬂ (20

Foh, g REIH | MMEEE S, o BEH |
BRI DS AR E B0, o ik | HO T FE 240

e 3 2 B S M 5 7
I

¢ +(1-c 17)

In(Cy )~ N(pe,0?) @1)
AN AT BRI L e )R 22 o )3T AT 1
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B RN R H AR R, T S e S i VR B AR AL Y 0
PN 445 B D B RR AN

45 van der Linden (2007)f) £ JZFE 11—, %
RAEBRES =R R, $—, ETF
B ) BE 1K F R B IE W AEE 128, BB R
N ELAS A ST M . B8 T, BT R A KSR
MRS IEWAEZR S, NI B4 & 2l Sr
o =, BTHASHEE IS8 #ESE
R EEAEZ M 428, X TR0 8 H R UL, 1E
¢S R )8 VA N S L L IVA 9

Wang 1 Xu (2015 R FIEE TR RIEH EM
B (Monte Carlo-based EM algorithm, MCEM)fi
TS X — A R AE bR EM SE A Eat -,
RSB U8 2 E SRR, 7
MCEM WHRER T, TS — SRR IEHEAS
DB 7 2 A I MCMC Bk, 38 £ 45 Gibbs
HhEEEL# MH (Metropolis—Hastings, MH){l¥E . J&
3k, Wang % A\ (Wang, Xu, & Shang, 2018; Wang,
Xu, Shang, & Kuncel, 2018) X B #% M T 03
HEZEF i MCMC BER B S50 5 3040 A, #E i
TG B EAS 2 S50 s Al E . R 2.2.2—
2.2.4 A B ES R T % B M S HAh
XA EMEAFEGEWA T H. —2ER
VB XA [R) A 1) S AR, X R AY v i 28800
ARSI s A0, VABRE S8 THE M R BOE
[l fldn, FATTAT DhRR A2 PR o S 4 280 S g B 1Y)
YA pe h—AEHEAX BN 10, FLFRR I
S B PR R o SN, PR A A 2 A
YR o I Y BR A2 /N T 1E # VR 3PL A A
220 (2 X MERAA, XS H A TR R RN
o MY RRAE K T IR R VR 3PL AT 3 Y
R . X T RSO USRI
A3, T T A S 50 4 A0 W R a5 A T
TTREEMSEI R8BI p {H, posterior
predictive p-value, PPP 4§),

Wang il Xu (2015)EUNT A HAEN], %k
PR A B AEE 5 R EA R, ARG
JE R LT A5 5 22 )2 A BE 45 2 T B 1 2
Bottitt45 5, Wang, Xu, Shang F1 Kuncel (2018)HF
FEAEW], TCIREUR 25 TR G 2 BB 25k 2%
BT P= A TR 22 R B AE IE IR R A DR 4
LRI, FEOE YR EEZEN LR
BF, AT Lb T DO 7 83 25 VAR S TR i

222 MAFEM IRTHWEEZEER

Lu %5 A (20203 8] SCKHE £ 22 J2 AR JRE 1
FHF 5 9 IRT AT, 5 b J 5455 440 S 855 H ] &
YR (I o 35— AR A28 F RSS54SR L 5
By IRT R, B TRt | 764048 1 v(v=1,2,3,...V,
3t Vv
AR ERaRE S 6, At e R

6) =B, 07+ (22)

Hobr, 62 Fmpak i RpRE S, B, %% 00 [
EE RS, &0 %R 00 FRET, S FHImI
(%18, B 6% ~NOD, IFH &) ~N(01-£) .
SSORE 9 B2 R 05 (3T 735 W i ) RIS 9 RE g 76 [l —
FRUBE 10 1y, JE R R0 O TE AR 25 (4R b
B, RN 1 BRREEL, 0 BRI, 4
WK | FESMERE VI H | b IR R IE R
(17 =0), AT U] = S B0E A JH BUBAY (4 7T L
{5 FAHCAth IRT #5815 %4 e, B

P(Yiu =1l = 0. 05, ay.by,. ) =

v s
cjv+(1—cjv)~q>(ajv~(a<v”—ij)) (23)

Hr, @) RIS K%L, a,, by, Flc,
SPRFER Y v EE | XS, S
BORA IS8

LR S T 5w VR B IE WA SR, DL
SR B R A B A 43 i, ¥4 5 Wang Fl Xu (2015)
HIVR G 2 )23, Lu %5 A (2020)7E £ 4k 46,
LA R 1 A, T R A T 17 B T A
PR, A T X — BRI T B4 IRT BRI
REZAEAIN R, S55RIEH, ZE R S5
i F i 22 5 /0, TR A
223 ETRASEEIENASHIE

B XS [ B A7 AE AN 5% ) AR 28 v H A BT
K15 5%, Wang, Xu I Shang (2018)1EIRG L2
RIGG IR L, SR T80 8 5 5 AT s S w2
5o

Bk, 5 RHEUE 5IRA 2 2R
WG BB EER L, #—
B 7 5 B VR R AN B3 AR 2 S X R EL AT 10 T fi
IR .

BN ITIE R, B MTREEE
M E AT, B TR i, IR R E RS

=
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(Ay=DIEABY, o SRR, HARE 4 Bl bR e
5% 22 K Y5 {8 (Wright & Stone, 1979).
J Y, -P (4
YO =5 — )
7R 1-R@)]
Hoh, B () RIETHOR | A S IHE G,
fRA TRT B B0 i | ZEREH | b 1 1
ARV . i TR AT g A
REANMERA, AL Wang, Xu fl Shang (2018)fti i U1
R L B, B P (1)) B (6)
P(1y) =
H%I RO R©@*[1-R@)] ™ g@©)de 25)

keR 3

(24)

Horh, yf FoRgai TEIER B H (A =0) LIES
B, B (0) 53T 3PL BT R B | 765 k
EIEWEZEMEE LYERE, v 2ol i 18
%k BIEWAEEEE EERRES, R, FR
B | IEWAEANBE . g(0) FR 0 MK L,
Hy 2ol i R H j B IESIe R £

R E B v, IRV (0)>v, #IL i R
WARE XS HA TR, RV (0)<-v, Bt
i SR EAEERAS IEE, IR V<V (0)<v,
PO T SRR EEIRE T UL LRI, AT
B 5T (Wang, Xu, & Shang, 2018)4 1+ T HI{H v
BRI R, AT S P e 4 v=0. BFSEIED,
TR A 2 )2 BB WAL Ty B AN RE B A 25 T 5%
F A A i 1 TE A RO BRI ) A R P44
W BERE AT BN BCHER 19 S B 45 2R
224 EZETHREBEHNRGESERE

BEXF R AEAEAN S T EE IR B T 58, J6 T
R ZZHA, Ulitzsch %A Q020)2H T % & T
B BAE IR A 2 R 3k — A5 [ S A HE 42
SERAER Je o MIE R AEE A I, A%
TIVEZE A 22 W 150 ) R BIL 7 00 1 22 P e 2 3

M ATA RS o AT AR B g T AR R B
i BB FERE . ] Rasch 5750 S T o1 2 75 5%
TR IR, ARG 3
exp(¢, —zj)
1+exp(¢, —lj)
Hob, R | RS R EEXERE, 250T IRT

P(A; =1)= (26)

HORS S 58 S, g B, R i 7 K GE R
BRSNS RS
AR (A =1 FRBE RS, Ay =0 FRAL S
VR o MR LT — A RREE A BRI —
SRy, dy =1 FRBt T EEE | AR,
d; =0 FRpk | FERH | B . WRpa i 7
BH j RS IEE(A =1), W P(d; =1a; =1)=
0,P(dy =0/a; =1)=1, BRI EMIA | EEs
YE% . A AT £:% van der Linden(2007)H) £ 21
B A VR OB AN BT o AR | ERE
ERRS I =0), T4 dj =1 R i
FERLH j LR TR, d =0 Fmeit i
ERE | FRERRHUEN ., A
exp(70+718| +727i)
L+ exp (7o + 76, +7,7;)
Horb, @ o R RBER T BBE T SRR
BHL vy My, S SR REE AL SR S50, X TR
UG MIAEZE, 2% ARy
P(u; =1/d; =0,A; =0)=c (28)
Ho, c 224
TRV IEAY, 5 Wang Fl Xu(2015) 558
— 5, B IR RN B AR L B )R 2
(op )HE R XHBUE A4, B
In(t;1a; =0) ~ N(B5,0% ) (29)
WAL, AR E AN B VR 2 I B 1 S B /)
FE IS, Htk, I EE 8 E 1R R % S
BBy VR SS 3 425 19 36 B0 R I 35 B B ) 7
FELLF 36 &
By =Po+ . A =0 (30)
Hor, g FmXTHE j, %7 548% 5
HZ AL R IR
e, BT R S BUR M R

P(dj =14 =0) = @7)

.“P:(,U,paﬂeaﬂf) (31
P72 A
Ty O Oy
2p = Ogy O'é Oy, (32)
O O 0'3
MZICIES M .

gib, BURRER AT DT 1.
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u; =0

exp(¢; +7;)
1 +exp(d + )

P(d; =0/, = 1)1

‘ u;=1

In(t;|Ay= 0)~N(Bp, 03)

B

In(ty= VNG~ 7 €57)

BhOEE

1 FIET Sk BR G BRR K

BTSRRI, 5SS VR LU e 1 4%
T, RIS HUG T AR B R (Ulitzsch et al.,
2020).

23 BEEREEE

TR GBI RE AL B R AR A B B KL AE T
RE A% [F] B 52 B 55 1R 25 I UM AR 2 S 504 11
BkE, &k Bam T RmEN.

B, AFG ST AL SR B AR TR T v A R AR
W, RIS F A E A0, TR TIEE 2
WIHEZR R 1, X SR AR A B . Wang il Xu (2015)
MR G Z R BRI Ib T X — ik, PR 51 8
H S B XER N g HIR, S8
TR A BN 3 1 2 N7 I TR A VR 28 I A AU R
T IX A PUHAE B SR 2, LRI R = 8 A
BB R MR IE , BEAh, X TR, Xk
BT BAG T S Z MR 1 . B an R
EATH TR S E RS, ATiem TREEEMNL
B A/, 1 ORI S BT AR R R R,

M HAS 56; J7 (Molenaar et al., 2018), Wang FlI
Xu (2015) iR 7 2 JZ BRI DL K AR LAl b 4 i
N AT IRT WERIREGHEM, ETRGZ2
BRI P25 T ik A% 8 T SR SR IR A 2 )28
T, S H VR AR 22 I I R B g B RS T 1 T
HH A I REAG S8BT 9, w1, 07 ), RESETE —
TE TR DA DI — IR, SR T 2% A T I ) 3
BT BEATY AR SR TR G S TR 3 38 A7 A 1) SR LI [R) R
AR G ARG 20 Y S A T PR e A U

YEB X BER A L, XA A R — E 59
b, HRUVAE AR EIZAL B, X BB A
S AR B AT O B BN P R DA X A o 2 1 11
XFROEZS oA o SR S B v 5 i AR 25 AT RE A K
KR, 2l aedy, EEEES), SCH 8 H R
ZBInEE {7 #, A% )HHE(Goldhammer et al.,
2016; Lee & Jia, 2014; Molenaar, Bolsinova et al,
2016; Molenaar et al., 2018; Molenaar, Oberski et al.,
2016)0 PRI, X T 57 0 4125 SO st oA 14 A1 3 )
REANG I, X BN, X BRI B 5 W VR Y IE
R g, B TARBOL, ERMEEH B, 55
VEBAT R 2B W RE S 2 A R Y o {HJZ Feinberg FiI
Jurich (2018) &I, A[FIfE 1K 57 8 A& 1
IERREAR, HX RS EGH, 25, iR
G Z E R B TC I B, XN kAT e

IR AT R AN TR 22 B (Molenaar et al.,
2018; Ranger & Kuhn, 2017). BRIk Z 45, % & T &kt
REAEHR G 2 2R 22, S8R £,
FAAERRIYL & I T (B0, X5 1000 AFE 20 36
AEPES, BRUG BT A RITE 24 /L)L E,
Ulitzsch et al., 2020), SHUfH A5 WS & n) 8,

3 EEFENEEIMEILR
31 ZXFEERBBNOAWSLE
T BESRE L, 55T B 9 182 0 53 5 22 1

AR U PR S AR, 5 T R R
(77 AT SR o TR A VR A A
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BB T AFMEE AR, BB — UL AR P 5 AR 2
RO AN R 2 KA 3 1 TRt

MBS UL, SR =I5 kAR B, WRAE
TS WA, AR AE B S s 4 2 B 11 9
BPIRBA MR A I, BN PIREER
ISR AN R AR o 5 107 [ 125 RS2 i 4 22
LB R BT R B S o0 A o AR Bl PR
St W AR A SOV I S A R e, AR AR 23 A R 4
XA, R E 22 A S (TR DAy bR S 1
B ML TR I B S B . TERE D A R
Uit B, 58 T A0 A B HE R R AR R /N
PR F AT A 5 7 14 By 5 3k A0 i 1) 5 L2
BT 55— A A1 AR (PR S5 8 25 94 S L P )
MXANTE SC UG, N I 5k 22 ks 2 18 3o 7R B
I 4 22 s S0 B S IO I 0 38 I (A A )
(. Ik, FEH 2 MR b, R 5k 2 ikt n]
VAFE A —Fifre SO RE I B L3 AR T, 25 38 St v
E 2R A R AR, XL 5 W A X
WSR3 5 R AN Bt S RIS B8 O3 A o i, X A
18 BU T A A0 SR I % 22 HL S T R C 2 AT b
WEIEZS MG T o SR AR UEAL SN IN 5% 22 15 A B 114
AR BB AS BT, 23 18 MU S SR 1 i 22 . Tl
TR R Rk 1) AR REARULE T P45 (9 R A o 15
FARERI S BHARE SO A IERR A, KL 3 A1,
IUEM ARG . MR AA —E

MR IGNE . — SRS A7 A S AR IS DL T,
PIRAERE 23 0 4% [ R 2 A TR IR B,
A BB R RUIRAE, BEH 55 VR A5 L1
o, BERSEAGTFRE KRR R . R
HRAFTE S WA RS, A2 TR R
W IHERARIR), IS b B2 AR R0 AR A2 b P iX
TR HE
32 =EHERREMSTSLILER

R UE, =Mk A LB ORI Y
(B SR B B, (TN AR A, R RFAR A
—2RIiik o IR ITT IR T B2 9 Jn B A
(SR, AEBLSE Gk 5 B (E 18 DL R A KL,
PR b SR 2 P Al 52 BBOR 22 19 I B o SN I B
ZEVRIET N I R AL 3 R B A, B —
A BISA o (HUR A7 R PR S W AR I, 14t
(1% B 7 I A R TR UL R A, A B B A
ST AT BRI, LR (A S IR Y [R]E
TR BRI L T A BRI AR, [R5 8 T
TR 26 R Y R A, R — s TR B R TR
Ty R BRI . JF B, %07k T DL i R
JE S AR B I SR e s A, B TR R 2E
TSR AR RPN o SR, TR SRR Y Y O TR
A7 AR R A, TR R AR, A SR
RIS BBE . R 1 B85 TASCh A A Tr
A0 E 2R BRYE

F1 AXHAEFENTERRERL

BWALZEH WA WAG GEF XME sEES IE U HRHTE Rl

7772: Rk ﬁﬁfj;ﬁuﬁu ®EF O, K JUT# fﬁﬂbf’-% Hﬁﬁum# B RAR— @5%’%‘1’?% Byl
By RN Bl it fEAN 1B A5 M BR 25 ZXMRN iR
R M mERR BuR Wl K OEER i85 AR
5 —B{H % x x x
LSRRI ERER x x x
SN LU 4 A A2 R I (R s x x x x
BB R R (e x x
B TR BRI 1 x x x
¥ LIRS x x x x
;B BT A B Ak 2 x x x
BRZET ISR 2 vk x x x
e G anAing i) x x x
E BB TR AR x x x x x
R 5T R R IR A 1R y 5 y y .

BUBITE 5 R A
BTSN AR A 2
MG Z =R

T RPN <FoR I A TR R
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SR, TRABRE MR Rk A T
SANHE . R LT R RS RS IE
B 2R RSN s 43 A A AR AR, Sk S 34 )
B, PTRETCIEAG R EM AR AL R . R
VRS LB A IR 25 5 BRI 8, o dn, 4 5 % 1
& HG A9 B /N B AR AR BER/INE, A AR HE AR 3
WS Y 25 S (Ranger et al., 2019), 48585 P ARAEAE
S VR, L FE 2 SR B 1 4 5] S5 (Dolan
etal., 2002), = RITHE ZFERK Biln, B
FHULRFHHESE R /) MCMC BvEAi i 2800 )5 56
Iy A, TESCR YA U E A AR LR, W
B[] 2835 B8 T A HLAL B A A 17-4500U0
WK 8GB), XA 2000, &1 HECH 30, =
HWAREHBIZ A 25% M5, T Wang Al
Xu (2015) AR A B8, Ry A DU ok B HE 28 7 3
Gibbs flIFEH) MCMC B AT S 8UE 801, %
M @i A Bt KA NYE A D

i TR A )y 1 A Rl AR, DR e
S BRI O B ORI 56 B o b, R M2 A B
AT 6 ) LA B B AL B ) SR A 2R, R T
BIE W7 BN, AE— e m R E I g b, AR
AERAEENIIL, Zileetbdis, 2
Ve B RS AR D, . 35 5 3 IRy Bl 7 ) 5 e
B F AR . 3B L ] 4 Pk S VR L G
BT SR T 25 R S ma AR /N, AT DAk SR e
B 2230k, BRI B (3 R R S A R AR
AT R ARA R I A — SR p g, B
WAEE R AW, I R BRI AL
VRS o 1A SR A A 2 0k 2 R B Ko 22, W LA
e FH X 1R Ll 81 5 A 2 AU TR A AR R, —
U i DRAFU R S 500 v ]

4 HBERE

HAT, JUTBrA .0 385 208 kA5 7 4 4
SEAES AR AR TSRS T (Wise, 2015), JF
A 75 185 VR AT RE XA N 3 055 3 L T
HIRZHFE R, WG — B R FUE]
A N4 BB %O (ISV, individual score validity),
SEA BT AE 43 BT B Z 1 T iX B R P (Hauser
& Kingsbury, 2009; Hauser et al., 2008), 4bPl5H
VR WA R X BT — ).

TR A B B R AE O 3 5 208 I b LA 1
{ERAEARAC — BB, #RALASE B A AR T Y

3. BEE SRR o I BE BRI B e, DL RO
B A U B TR A R BT SRR kg, SE R
YR 2T W 5y 2S00 T IR AR K & (M L )y )
Z—o RTLEET RN S5VEZE RN £ 2 BR
FIRAMER A N A, oG AFAZTER
PUNFA T AR PRt T HE AR IERY . Wi
DUM-HHEZE N A MCMC B 7603 5 208 Il ik
RSz, AR B 2RI S B S
BAG AR DA S B, mT DL, TRA AL B
W, BRIk R R L RS R, R
SRZITIRAE W AR b b B R AR, B
BERE-REHN T, ABEEA —ENR
B PRI TC T 2y bt il M
ST, 2 A SE bR i P Y SE BRI 5T, #A
BB TN RSB LU XHRA BRI LR
Sk T BE A W5 T ] SR — S, (R R R Y
RESH,
41 HEEEIREIEFEE AR ENE

AN, TR AR B N WF 55 3 VR 9 T
BESA - BE, E2HTIRERNAALE,
AEAGXT o HWE AR B . AN RSN S BN Al
WCRATRE. Wi — i, X B E— TR
JE B BE I T B R (R AN T R B T4 R AN AR
B XU . Wang, Xu, Shang Fl Kuncel (2018)% 7 %1
P 56 TR G R IR 1™ AR R T 22 B R 7 A= 1
FMET, XHRA Z Z B 7 5% 22 1k 4T L
B, IR R —ERE RUEA T RG] fh
WAL= AR B, IR A 2 2R T D sk 2
A S B VR MR BN S B 1145 SRR B R #R
KI MRS, HE, REZEBEAEA
RFREE AN R, BETRTR
G Z R B A R . SR, AR AT R LA
S, TR 2T A B AR A I O B AR (L
HE TIRA 2 2B 56T N AR ) i,
FEAEE ARG R . BRILZ S,
RG22 BRI AL & = A 5 3l S s (L A
X 2.2.1), ECAMIREZZEHEMR T, xR
WA R R I o A5 B EXHR A B 25 A R R
B B BT WS BT R T ALY, %
Ik B Rk
42 BEEDBHBESHUREFEMHITEE

B R FH T 00 HESR R 9 MCMC 333, —
Bt Sy 52 7R TR G RS TH i o5 10 R R FE I K
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AR R, X RO fE AR R b, TR S EO
BN o TR ekt VORI RV & - W 1w i
SRS H 280, B E X AR SR T %
PEAtTE, NS RE S A AR S AT . O T A
HERG R H S 885 R, WM A Liv %A
(2020)F 1 118 %o 1> A 43 2 1 TR A R AR O ik
SE it e E F AR B RORER, T — A
4 van der Linden (2007)1 £ )21 51 15 2 &5 6
R TE B VR 43 18 B SR TH A5 R . PR ax
MHZHAR AR E, RARG Z 2N S
BAbiitad #E, A LAW] g Al T ), 2 S
BAER, XFFREACE 2000, BHECK 30, Pk
SERAEZ B LR 25% B HIEE, RTREGZ
JARAIGEH AR HIPIZHL logistic BAIHUAE),
K HI DU E SR R 56 F Gibbs #FE Y MCMC 5
PARITESEUE 1o A, N XA [ E #Ar H Z
BT, RS T A ] 4 e 3 R oK Y —
LT,
43 #HEHMREMNERNRSAEERMYE

T T4 B 5 R 1 TR G A AR T S
¥4 22 K F K42 van der Linden (2006, 2007)H
N B AR, TR AR TR AT DL N ) R
MR, (HZ, MAREMRER G T —LH
Ml AR, JFIA Sy ix e AR R A BLSE I A0 B
S G M. N, A ST B A TR T =
SRRV IR (e.g., Cousineau, 2009), Sz B )
LSBT (Wang, Chang et al., 2013; Wang, Fan
et al., 2013), 7E van der Linden (2007)# %! () FE A
% BT R 22 M S A B (Bolsinova & Tijmstra,
2019)% , 4h, Wang Fil Xu (2015)H35H, HETHY
Z AR T g rh SR R R R
ISR S A AR, B[R] %S8O e
W EARR AR, X ] B8 T B AR SN I AR R R 4y
FOVFAS ] 28R 1) I ) 25 B 2 80A A [A) /Y 43 A e
Ao B, Gofar 55735 f i) SRz AR R A A
PRSI, WRRRHFR TN Z—,
44 EEZREFFEURSFEHIIE

H i R 2 B T #7858 1A AE —Fh e Al
SEAEBENNE T, IRGBERIEMARE, SR
TESE PR YO BELS 2OE IS rh, A W] REAUAFTE
— R R S AR . BRI e MR 2 R AL
PEIE OB 22, S A il 56 45 280 A4
TR ZR ()8, A R A G ik R

TR . BAR O A — S5 R A A A
T 5 AL B R T — ek, BN XT W A
BRI H AR MBS IR B S 48 85, Ullitzse 58 A
(201948 11 T 2% 18 T B R BHE IR & 2 28 K
RAFFE AL AT LA i 20 B 5 7] i 455 Z U H , in
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RARERL, I 25 G a] fif sk ZRAERY A U050 1 2
b TH (S A ) A Il
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WG B R L B E e,
FHZ 5 L Re e 49 B ER 1R 3 45 R A S5kt
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O BITEAR I, AN 23 5 00 S 85 VR 24 38 73 B L 24
i TH 25 R B R 1, B 2 AT BB AR BN IS i 45
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S R ARFE DG, g PR R, AR
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Mixture Model Method: A new method to handle aberrant responses
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Abstract: The mixture model method (MMM) is a new method proposed to handle data contaminated by
aberrant responses in psychological and educational measurement. Compared to the traditional response
time threshold methods and the response time residual methods, MMM shows the following advantages: (1)
MMM detects aberrant responses and obtaining parameter estimates simultaneously; (2) it precisely recovers
the severity of aberrant responding. Through building different item response models and response time
models for different latent groups, MMM helps to identify aberrant responses from normal responses. Future
researches could investigate the performance of MMM when its assumptions are violated or using data with
other types of aberrant response patterns. The computation efficiency of MMM is also likely to be improved
by fixing part of the item parameter estimates or by using an optimal way of choosing suitable methods.
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