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Classical Test Theory (CTT)

s MHT. TARANT —R2ERZHRRELE:
s BEIEBEHEMBRICH T HIEELER
s CTTORADERKIFEBEMEFRE
- REft
— TRLDMERE FEICIXHETAIEE ) Z A28
- TRAMRET =
- IBEE#E=E
- ZREHEE

T —%475(data matrix)

sub\ttem| 1 | 2 | .. | j | .| J_
1 Xy

Xy  Xp o o Xy
2 X Xy e Xy e Xy
i Xo  Xo e Xy e Xy
I X  Xo - X X,

X ZRFIOIE B39 SR (I B RS item response)
|: 2 E 8 (1RE%E 2 sample size)
J:18 B # (Z & % number of items/variables)

XAFERFITHI
(missing indicator matrix)
sub\ttem| 1| 2 | . | j | .. | J |
1 ERE Z,
2 2z R - z -
I z. z - 2z - IR

Z;: ZREFIOEB|ITH T SR AHERF (missing indicator)
HRShNIE, RATHNITOD2ET—4

(binary data/dichotomous data)

KAETRFIE. TILT—H2ELTHELND

2y

RiEERETE(1)

BIEH (BEEH) -Z.u-1
o &% (number of observations)
 {E1[0, J]: 0ITIELMEE . RBILTLVS

s T 73 _ z;ﬂzij 1,'z
EIERBER) -7
« #3813 (observation rate)

o {BIF[0, 1]: OITELMEE | RAIEAFL

IE%F%& (*D ’?% :'f—:-'\) b=, ZWX =2 (Wox)
* Number-right score (total score)

- HE/ROKBH

J
Iz (wox,)

FH(EFR) *=%- > g, R

* Mean (correct response rate)

- EEEGSIEEEO, 1]
ZREDBEADZODVTOREEEHDID

*gﬁ1t?%u\\ Zi:tl;f

e Standardized score
e Z-score

« EEERDMIHTIMEZHD

{E%ﬁﬁ?? m y; = 2;x10+50
 RELTERDORMER

s WT7OTDH

s BAETIEEDNT

IER#fEE
@%é&(ﬁg%*ﬂ) h=YLz=1

o £7:B1%(number of observations)
o B[O, N: 0ITELFEE . RBILTLS

373 T _5 Zilzlzil L'z
BIZHE(FEERE) 1=7=-=7"=7
o #BI3 (observation rate)

o {EE[0, 1]: 0ITIELMEE . KAFEA S LY




IE%?&(*D) t= 2, 2i% =2
* Number of correct responses (sum)
- IHEFEROBI(EHERNGENIENZLY)

! '
EER(F) np- 10

i=1 i '

* Correct response rate (mean)

o EEFGLILESEO, 1]

c HEOH#ZEICHIINSENEEER

o SFEIFEGRSSOEZE(FEH)ZLDEETAELZL

FRfE (2f8) =-1-ne)

* Threshold

« BRICIREER
DTERE

BB (ZfE) w-1-nw
© Ex) 4R v H—bT—4

« A731J(0123)

- #IRFEp,£(0.20.4030.1)

P (1.0 0.8 0.4 0.1)

VAN - §?2 = Z.I:1ZIJ(XIJ _XJ)Z
J i:12|J -1

7JH

* variance

- EHMBESHOER

Zil:1 % (xu —X )2

EAERE -
* Standard deviation (SD)

« FHMGEAMOERED—L
s REVIFESHEL

IHEETHIEHRE - =—g p, log, (p,)

* |tem entropy

- K:EEOHTIUS

© P AT UKDEIRE

« fELEK[O, Log,K]]
c ENKREVRE . RIGH/NTT TS
« OITEVEE . RIENECHDATIIZES

o B SEROSDEMN SDIFIELA. BHI (4
- ERF) T 2D MDIEIRELTEZS

: L (2, -7)(-)
#AFRMEE @ :Z(IW

Observation-total correlation
fEiE[-1, 1): HTEWEE . FRAEVAIREE
AL, B ANIFZERBILTULS, vice versa

Sz (%~ %)~ )
IHESFAERE 0= s

¢ |tem-total correlation

o EE[-1, 1]: HTEWFE . B EABVANIFEE
BREEAEM>-(EEDHAN )

s MERHENSNEEEZLEAZT

IERY <A % 1
* Item-remainder correlation

o {BHE-1, 1 UTEVEE . BRABVDAZEERAIL, EVLA
[FERAIL TS, vice versa
s ITHBE&VIEDHDIEICES

151 : 18 B 2D IRFE R

IR
1 o | %

| o [ X

i Xy,

2 X X5 Xy Xy 6 Xp
i Xia X X; Xy X,
! Xn X Xy Xy tXp

I8 B 13 R W5 18R

* Item-total biserial correlation

s HEQATIVAINT—HLERHET —2DIEE
c REEBEMATERE

o ITHBLYHIEN KEGEIER

1EBI0.2M2E B IER S

18BI0.6M2EBIER A 1




9(p) = ZLZU {uij log P +(l_uij)|09(1_ pij)} (S-t- Py :J.:C N (x| Z[ipvvl_/’z ))

s BRIZEDSIMEEERT»HMRETE
B EEEILTTHL

3
1 * o0 CEDEEEENNSCD e o c————
0} eese cmsms coamece . 1 et ommmes v 0 ... .
=3
-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 3 [ 1 3

IEE?%I.%%?'J*EE?I

Item-total polyserial correlation

« ZEQIERFATIVAINT—2EERT —2DEE
c 2EBERSHERE
+ ITHEE &V ENKERHIER

af

2 [e———. ; o el

1 enemsemmamm oo | 4 i

0 eecees = e

IE B & 7> 15

Inter-item tetrachoric correlation
« HEQOATIVHIILT—ERITDOHEE
c 2EEERANTERE

- RS B

[N

° 9 ! b B * .
ol ..;.: o o R... e
e ° Tt .
0 1 3 1 T 2 3

IHEEZ 5 1EE

* Inter-item polychoric correlation
« ZEOATIVAILT—EELOHEE
c 2EBERNTERTE

3 YR e
7 4883
y RS
0 MY e

SRR

s CTTO®RXDEMB
c BIEEDDEICEHDIEMBED D EERBAE

Cronbach®af&%k (1)

. NH—EMDEE
- 1oL BRALEEMERY
— 2{ET—4® EZE[IKuder-Richardson M 22 .20 (KR20)

Zn S? J IEE%&
X=T+E » . -SSR ASH
VIX]=V[TI+V[E] (7L, Cov[T,E]=0) S EROHH
v
p:vim (<1) . #E
[X]
— EfRIF1.0, FRRIZER /I
_EEMABLNEE, BBYBTL
CronbachMaf% % (2) Cronbach®af% %4 (3)

553 4T (weakly parallel)Bl E DR 5E
- 1AFOREFHIT, IXTHO/NRZR$EL/nE
BL=KiR
T
2// < \D e

b | T
X3 |[ x4 || x5 |

Lxt J[ x2 |
‘91 ! (=4 1:\3 1194 1195
el e2) (3 e4) €5)

02

HOBIZEHaDRE

- JEBH
n 221:; Z;':MSJ]' } 2. .

=— sHIEBjDER
_ T 2 T i
" 1[ZHS;+2Z,»ZZ,-.,-ASH s, ABjLER] DM

BRI & Bam XK1 : Standardized Alpha

. = ZZEZLMH' JEB#
*n-1 J+2Zi§§2?-zmnj- r, EEBjEEBj] DM




McDonaldDwi%%k (1)

< IRFHEDOHER
- Lo ELREME IR
—1RFFAETILOMFRISHT HREREK

B (Z,-Jj)z w28
T TTg T

A HBJORF 2
MAEER LT L7 by
1L REEPIDRT [V

el (T HjOREN K

McDonaldDwi% % (2)

+ 55[AE] & (weakly congeneric)iBl E DR E
- 1EAFOREFHIT, IRXRTONRFZRENBH
HEETHHKR

—

,

[ X

|Lxe [ x3 [[ xa || X5 |
U 1] T T T
pl p2 3 el =]
S & & &

S greREE%O)

s ZRFFAETILDEBHEDIEIE
— 3 2EEFEEDEUMETEEIREL
—FAETILEEDEITI D —RIESED L

p=l-—
[Z]

VYRR HATH GBI A7)
|W - wOATHIA (KF)
AT

[ ZOATFIE (FH)

SKIP = . "
ZRERERE(2)
 EEREHEH T SRIERHOBFLH

1

- F—AHRBERDAIEITHT S, EFILAE
BZRED KDL,

S _peEraeims

- EEMOBEEZ SO RABEELTE
X
- TAMERZE, ZRE-EHE - RREOEREFICH#
- DEATOEEETIV
 GHfZE(generalizability study)
- ERHEEZAVCEHERERE
* D#FZE(decision study)

- GHIROFEHmEL LIS, BERR(CFIA) TTOE
FEME (—RACFTREME R B 215

15 B RS R

* Item response theory (IRT)
« TAMREIEERDI O—/NILREVE—F

— TOEFL

- TOEIC

- EMERHBRESE)

- [FRALER M EHBREES)
- BABZHBRCRE)

IRTIZBITAHREIE

o TARRZEZE /T AR) Y (parametric)lZ

C DEELEEEOBRENSREERED
EETREEILL

. LT OEREST, FREOMEESY,
HHERETOZE
— I8 B I i B8 %4 (item response function)
— T ARG B %] (test response function)
— [5%RBE #4 (information function)

- S BIX2MET—FIIHTBRTOREL

B1E RE (latent scale)
+ O (theta): BEHNRE o
_E M o
— 5 (—o0, c0)
— £/ L OFE [-30, 30]
. O LILEBEORNEHE
- BEEBNG O LRERE
(DPRZNOFTITA
{REfE| 20 | 30 | 40 | 50 | 60 | 70 | 80 |
0 20 3.0

-3.0 -20 -1.0 00 1.0




2BHACATAYIETIL
2-parameter logistic (2PL) model
1
1+ exp (—A(0 - B)}
o A BEREsIlope parameter GRAI 1 EER )
o B:fiiER % ocation parameter (R & E 50

1.

P(@|A,B) = (—o <A< w=—w< B < w)

08
E |
= 06 P611.0,-1.0)
=
= 04
£ o

02 - P(612.0, 1.0)

P

o} =

-3 = 1 3

3BHADRTAVIETIL
3-parameter logistic (3PL) model

T 1C )
P(OIAB.C) = C + gy (0SCS1)

s C: TAHBEHNEBH (L THEED RELLT
* |ol er asymptote parameter TR

08
B

= 06 Pi§|1.0,0.0,0.1)
=

= 04

=

T 02 P{811.0,0.0,03)

ABEOACRTAIIETIV
4-parameter logistic (4PL) model

D=-C
P(HM,B.C.D]:C'FW 0=sC<D<1)

s D: EA#EHERE
* upper asymptote parameter
1.

08
e
g 06 P#)1.0,0.0,0.0,0.7)
=
= 0.4
&=
T 02 P(811.0,0.0,0.0,0.9)
0.
-3 -1 T 2 3

SEHOACRTAYIETIL
5-parameter logistic (5PL) model

D=-C

P(8|A,B,C,D,E)=C +m (0<E)

o E:IEXFFREEEN asymmetry parameter

08
£

=06 P(612,0,0.0,0.0, 1.0,0.5)
=

Z 04

&

02 Pi#12.0, 0.0, 0.0, 1.0, 2.0)

gPLET ILIZG-1IPLETILEED

KSPLJ&?)L \
D-C

P(O|A,B.C.D,E) =€ v eplA@—BF <P

s EE1.0MS5PLETILHUPLETIL

D-C
1 + exp{—-A(8 — B)}

* DE1.ODAPLET JLA3IPLETIL

1-¢€
PBIABC)=C+ m

* (F0.0M3PLETILH2PLET L

P(8lA,B.C.D)=C + 0=C<D=<1)

(0=C=1)

1 .
\ POIAE) = i =gy (@ <A <@ <B <) j

BEBHORICE#HLHS_ELIEFELE
HIZPERILRE

KZPLJ&?)L

P(B)|AB) = -

1+ exp [—1.74(8 — B)}

s 3PLETIL

P(BIAB.C)=C+

[~ <A <oo,—m<B <w)

1-€

T+expl17A@—B) ©C=¢=1

« 4PLETIL

P(BlAB.C.DY=C+

s SPLETIL

D-C

T+empliiA@—m) C=¢<2=D

£l D=C s
\ POIAB.CD.E) = C+ ey (0<E) j

TAMRIGEE
Test Response Function (TRF)

s ONEZLNT-EEDTANMERADTHRIE
T(6) = Eﬂ:wji—‘;-(e)

i=1
20
15
10

-4 -3-2-10 1 2 3 4

e

Score

wn

15 B &R BE %% (Item Information FunctionIIF)

« JHECLD O DHTEREE
o DTaviv—IERE
— XA E D 2[E M S DB DHFE

62
1,(0) =—E{ﬁ{uj InP, (6’)+(1—uJ)InQJ(9)}}
1 "
i
e I
50.6 [ i ’r\“
go 4 / L \
g A S
0.2 A 4
/ \ \
4 -3 2 1 o 1 F 3 4
a




TAMEERE

Test Information Function (TIF)

« TAMDREABIZH T DHEERE
© O DIFERED2RDEL

i I(e)
1(6) = > I;(6) up
=1 12 /
e £, CDOTRML. -\
020.4<5 0D AESEDY ]
0.333¢BL\DHEE T / ° i
1&'6%%) ..'_,.J 4 ‘

IRFRZA S
IFRS A4S

IRTD K TR BITEIRTE

(. B — Tt DR 5E (unidimensionality) )
—EABT—RLE—RITTHDHIEHERRL
—TH B—RIETTIKATE, EWSERE
— METRIARE (XN D TR E EL TARRKIL

\ - EBNRT AT —SERCENBLDERL

("« B3I DR % (local independence) )

— R/ SELD, Ff-g EB->THAIED

— IRTCRLLLEDONED . COREINGENER

| FORGBEI SR )

R Fr 3R DR E

(assumption of local independence)
FBEIORED— BT ™
po1m = [P(04)" (1 ~p(ada)) ™

j=1

C OPEDEE, BREB ST BRGHMIL
- BHAHTE LS TOHEN SR

- — RIS, B OER (I, W) TR
STOREFRILTLELN,

\_-HPEEOESRN JOREOERHE

FEEHONDHTLE
o NIZDUWLNT1E%E500. 283131000, 333K
[X50000LEBEMKLEDHOND
— NE500 T3 #=>TH-TLLY
— Lord [ZNE1000< 5N T3IREMNE-TLNVD
—SER Tl, 100:HNIETEHTET ILEHTTE
- (BR)IEEBHOHEEREDO
- E20HEEHELTLSHIHTIHAL
- IEEBHO#EETELD. LAMRIZITEL
- IBEEH®O (#ETH) MEIXAERMGEED
- BTV OFEREICRIE T HEERMZN

Sl SET—4

ﬂ)olytomous datallpolychotomous data\
« 2DMDAAT

c BEWZET—4H

c BEFHZET—42

o J

SKIP ZEATIVETIL
EFlominal Categories @ odel (2 CR )

exp {4.(6 = B,)}

14 X8 exp (A.(8 - B.)}
(k=1 K—1; =00 < Ay, B <)
1
1+ Y¥-lexp {A.(8 — B.)}

Pp(8]Ay, -+, Ag_y, By, Bpoy) =

Py(8]Ay, - l-‘!K—l-Hl>"'-HA‘—I} =

- Py(612.0,1.0, -1.0, -2.0, 1.0, 1.0, 0.0, 0.0)

- 08 PyB12.0,1.0, =1.0, 2.0, 1.0, 1.0, 0.0, 0.0)
=06
5 Pyi812.0,1.0, -1.0, -2.0, 1.0, 1.0, 0.0, 0.0)
= 04
= Pyi2.0,1.0, -1.0, -2.0, 1.0, 1.0, 0.0, 0.0)
£

0.2

P4i12.0,1.0, 1.0, -2.0, 1.0, 1.0, 0.0, 0.0)

SKIP s R ISET IV
Graded Response [ odel (GRE )

P (8) = By(8) — Byy41(6)

B,(8)=1
D—-C
{BR(SM'H'C'D'E) =t iw [exp{—A(6 — B)}]F =tk

Bg41(8) =0

B}

>

B9120, - 20,00, 10, 1.0y P

s B

By@IL0, - 10,00, 1.0, 1.0) PyiEy

PROBARILITY

B11.0,00,00, 1.0, 1.0y Py

FROBABLITY

Bu#IL0. 10,00, 1.0, 1.0} 2 Poily

q
i




BESVVE R oI R
latent rank theory (LRT) FEIEFRE “
o —2—7)LTAMEf(neural test theory, NTT)

o ERMEEHmEITOI-O DT AR
— BBy T (SOM$BBUE, £ RTS

- HERICER-HHROTAMNERITEGRE

S IRIE ST (GTMD A= 7 L FI P 2ODERIEE
v /s - =
CE e — FREmAE S
EEREMIRE _ gE iR
 Shojima, K. (2009) Neural test theory.

—K. Shigemasu et al. (Eds.) New Trends in
Psychometrics, Universal Academy Press,
Inc., pp.417-426.

TALDFEE (accuracy)

T ARDHR B (discrimination)
. KEBHTHELELE || FARTEELELE

s KAEFHTRIELEL: | |« TAMCHIELELL
- AEZ73kgTLL= - B, BIF734TLE: - AEZ73kgTLL= - B,EIF734TLE
— f(A)=T3 — £(B)=73 — AEIZ75kgTLL= - B,EIF75ATLE:

o fw(A)#74
. £, (A)£T2

. f(BY#T4?

fw(A)<fy (A) o f(B)<f(By)?
o f(B)#727?

T AL D EEE (resolution)

o KEFHTHRIELEL: ||+ TAMTRIELELS:
— A EBIE73kgTLE= - B,&IF73RTLS:

EZFEETML &5
s TRAMEIKBLHHL S DA E (public tool)

c BULEEORE ISR
- ABIETSITLI: - BBITSATLL
- ARl

kg — BBl . —AERNBEDI10%TRE
5 o TARE, ZHE5~20L )L B BT
FALSLHSELDELY

—60m &6 mED, EWVWEFHRATERVEEHEZ T 5L
ZEDEKIE?

HEHZFRIER
- EHEREO&OAIE

-EfEB1F BR, —RTEEVEREESESD
B TonTng
B FEETE

- FREGEHRREDIABTI—E—BSEHA
l

ETIFAL
ThoUBE) T+ « JEFF RE®DIEQRIE

b _ RESSHE(E, ERE L TOE LY LTER
AtEHR L TEALENE LSS E B
;;'7/7E !hl‘li‘!’é" ' ° T:T£L, Eggmbbjﬁ'::&)Eﬁ®1ﬂuﬁ

- NHED—XIZELETEIFTFLAERT
HAFETIEELY,




LRTIZE TSR ETHIFEE

LRTDAH=X L(SOMDIZE)

* SO0B AH=X L [Porm.2] [Fore2] "o
- BRFEE ® © o o o o o ®
B4 X 1000080 T (2 ¢ s & s s &
_BELAEK : |6 e e e e e o @

: sJe @ 3 8 8 8 o e
— > [}
et j1s8 8 88838 ¢ O
I r=h 3131 ) €
vy o
— ARSI @ © o o o o o @
— A A X 1000051 £ Y XX XX X Wal
— BEISADHbyER TILTUX L :
—RL—TUH Latent rank scale
Point 1: &S 7:#1R Point 22 SV VS BITHIDER
VO Z /D (g jO) (Z(ht)l'o) . (u(ht)l'Q_V(t,h—l))
Likelihood
1) [ \/ 60D 0§ © D ® (t.h-1)
puy [V ) =2 7 {uhi Invy +(1_“hj )'”(1‘ti' )
= ho ={hc(|3} (nx1) * The nodes of the ranks
, to the winner are
ML RM™):w=argmaxIn pu? | V¢ nearer
v g 9eQ p(uy| ) ® :a‘—Qex _(q—W)Z updated to become closer
"N 2Q%c? to the input data
. Jh=:
Bayes RM":w=arg rzli?x{ln pu® [VE Y in p( fq)} (T ey + (- . /1 tension
' T-1 ° (: size of tension
t:M * O:region size of learning
T-1 propagation
Y=z AN (=2 G}
S AT EE ETER
_ ML, Q=10 ML, Q=5
- iﬂIETxl\ Index Value Index Value
- T5096.01 Xioso 2154.61
NF1 0.880 NF1 0.847
HFI Y RFI 0.827
v . = | 2| =
Median 17 400 TLI 0.925 l‘I,_I 0.902
M 35 5 CF1 0.045 CFI 0.914
ax Z 300 RMSEA 0.013 RMSEA 0.015
Yo | 4 G . |
ange "AIC | —6731.5 CAIC TROS
Meai 16.911 & 100 ;'3-[:']'( -.t. ,ql,,J; BIC —6758.44
Sd 4976 o I
A 0 5 10152 2 0% - BESVIBERTES HDIZEF
Alpha 0.704 SCORE
O
IHESBIOJ7M)L s
, N ) TANSERITOI74)L(TRP)
¥ Bl =" Eu
il —— g —— 8o ie IRPD EHFEHN =

T e o BBETLHDHIEE

. i .. nel § o
b (T Bt b 'S
i i~ I— i o NI

. * ? 4 & 8 380 2 3 4 ¢ 8§ 10 * HAREAS R
HI . u::m . i s « BIBESE B % (Weakly ordinal alignment condition)

i i e “ — TRPAHIFHMETE, £ TORPHEETHD b T

Eﬂ-‘ — Eﬂ- = EM i - E’-‘ i » J&|EFFECE 514 (Strongly ordinal alignment condition)
1o o = - — 2TORPHEIIMEM > TRPERIBM

Yamerw e trarww rawr v T TR . ?ngﬁﬁfllﬁﬁﬁfﬁfﬁéfzbllli, DIg{ELWOACE T T=

e s . Pt o T T i A

B8 1049 (monotonic increasing constraint)& 89 Z&H AT EE




S AIN—yT-TAITFAILITIMI]

RMP @ 451

C EERENE DBESLIITHRT SN B o
DWTHEED T R ' e MR
P vg)p(fy) ENI &
RMP TS b v, )e(Ey) g ———— [ I 2 | I
q'=1 ! q a L ninee 11 Bl v
éigﬂa\ 3
SKIP ZEBETIL
Can_DO Chart (15']) polytomous model
ExametrikaT « Z2FET JL(nominal model)

N Y -\q_ff-‘\’

N S

IExIFR = REA(ATRISCAL)
Asymmetric Triangulation Scaling

EX[FEET )L(graded model)

SKIP et .
- BEBEZVIETIL

« BAENTII)T—ED=HDRTETIL

« FEHA
-IEATIVSEIOI7MIL
-IEEZRBIOI7 L
- TANSEITOI7ML
— SV A=y T TaTrAIL
— S AIN— T DT

o BIRMMDLGWATINIET—DLIIESA
KLy

SdY IEEATIVSEITOI7AIL

ltem Category Reference Profile

10 10 10

o8 Z 08 z o8 4
2 o] = 6] = 06 4
z o )/3 3 a 44—
S 04 5 04} _ < 04f 5

S ol —2 % S = S

Qo2 —E—2"4 g 02/~ g 02 2

£ X x_yw & X & —

00 —— 00

2 4 6 810
LATENT RANK

PROBABILITY

PROBABILITY
PROBABILITY

2 4 68 10
LATENT RANK

10 .
£ 08
§Zi<
S

xR Eci x

2 4 6 8 10
LATENT RANK

2 4 6 810
LATENT RANK

Z 08 3 z
20 2
5 o0af < g
2 02 Ag\t_*!\ I}
g & £

0|
2 4 6 8 10
LATENT RANK

SKIP ZDiDH H

« IHE S BT 0774 JL(item reference profile)
— IEZE IR DICRPANIRP

« TAMSEBTOT7A JL(test reference profile)
— IRPOF EETILERIL)
- DKL BIEFREREERI-T L

* Rank membership profile
—2MEETIERIL(BADBIVI~DAETEE)

* Rank membership distribution
- ZREEENEDT VIR TN DDTH

SKIP

EBREBESVIETIL

o RBE()yh—BR) T—E2D=ODIRTETIL
« FEHA

-BRATIVSEIOI7M L
-ERATIUSEIOT7M4IL
-IERESEBIOI7MIL
—-TRNBRBIOT77MIL

— S A=y T TOTFALIL
— ST AN— TN




S EmRATIYSEIOTIrAIL

Boundary Category Reference Profile

10f —6—o—4 10} —g——+ 10f —p—t—%-
T 2 2
E 08f —* 7y E 08 - % 08~
g oo S g8 - P 06~ ps
< ooap 2 / < o4 < o4 3
2 o2 P g o2 3/ € o02] 37
= ool % ® ool = ool
2 4 6 8 10 2 4 6 8 10 2 4 6 8 10
LATENT RANK LATENT RANK LATENT RANK
10} —6—0—p— 10 —— 10
= = >
r o8 / 2 o8 //I 2 g oos
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« IHE S BT 0774 JL(item reference profile)
— BCRPOT
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« TAMSBBTOT7A )L(test reference profile)
— IRPOFI EETILEREL)
- DK ELBIRFREEHERI-T &
* Rank membership profile
—2HEETIERIL(BADB IV I~DAETER)
* Rank membership distribution
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* LRT-GTM
— generative topographic mapping® *h=X L
- —iEEEE GTEREANERLY)
—ZEARY A X H3000L L (BR)
* LRT-SOM
— Self-organizing mapM A h=X L% F| A
- BREBR GTERELIIND)
— RS A ZXH3000LL T (BR)
— GTMDAN=X LELYBONEIRPHEOND
o BEZ2Y#(Number of latent ranks)
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o BEEREANH %9 (monotonicity constraint)

— IRP(BHERETILTIEEZZRFEDICRP, BIEE
T JLTIEBCRP) & Hl R [CEFREMICL L& &

* FEHI% % (prior distribution)
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Chi-square (df, p-value)

NFI (normed fit index): [0, 1] 1.0 BLVE&
RFI (relative fit index) : [0, 1] 1.0 BLVE &
IFI (incremental fit index) : [0, 1] 1.0H'E

TLI (Tucker-Lewis index) : [0, 1] 1.0 BLVE &
CFI (comparative fit index) : [0, 1] 1.0HMB
RMSEA (root mean square error of
approximation) : [0, =] 0.0 RLVE &
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* AIC (Akaike information criterion)

CAIC (consistent AIC)

BIC (Bayesian information criterion)
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Response of PI
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