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A&z Ak 53, A7 Ee Feel 44Udocal fluctuation) &3 AHHA 3

7he} AEHGE 719"]'7} °]-r°iél F e d4F EAdA 25FAY gqeezA
I 997t 3lE F Udth
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Qutx oz FH - HFP&Ho]E9 Al2MdelEezr EHI: FTFuHEolE(item response
theory; IRT)oIME E3to] 7IXm Qe A4S 7122 IAPAY 58E& FAH37] @4 &
23 FYENZTM(tem characteristics curve; ICC)ol 2% HAIAE7E ¥ ICCY nH
% BE(item parameter)E #3317l 943 HHASEFAH(Maximum Likelihood Estimation;
MLE)S Lord(1952)7} 322 AFLAolH 2 ¥ (normal ogive mode)S o2 ALE3l4
tt. 222884 Bimbaum(1968)ell os] o7 AwEHJAEd e MLE EAE {3 1o
ot Wg AAstg T 2EY, o8 A o] felA kgl fle At A HASESF
A (Joint Maximum Likelihood Estimation; JMLE)d X} Al ‘missing’ A2 &£98t%] ¥&

MLEE BlAE SE=uAAS Zojoput 3ty ol WA Newton-RaphsonZ|¥& #&
el A% = ok zEy, o) g E&e &7)(initial value)o W7 =AY o) &)
241re) Z7|gko]l obyH wHE3Z Q) A A el FHIA RIE dHE /A A o),
zZt APt P 2AY A4 P Bt AL AT vs BEFAHd A &
3 A3E 48 F Ak Mislevy 9 Wu, 1988; Lord, 1980; Samejima, 1973).
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1A PAAlol 2 M AR FEIe oy EAESLE FINLO)E(ARDCOM AT 5 dvde
o3 MZF:Z A3zt Bo] BuH: vh(Lord, 1980; Hambleton, 1983; De Ayala &, 2001).
A o] &Y IRTY MAde #AAH F319 FYarYA (unidimensionality of latent space)
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(i+) g»g - a(22%)
: /’ <Y 1> BYWEFU 3845 9,
........ <3 W & (discrimination power) a=1.07;
(3 ¥
A IR & @ % (difficulty parameter) b=0.60;
+ - =
3 2 a 0 1 2 3 F&FEF(guessing parameter) ¢=0.23.

3} Ao = YA (local independence)S 7HA L, HPAY] 58 09 EFETFY] FAE HETSF
2 FAsE EEEAZIANELE ALEEY. ZgdE S8R E4(difficulty parameter), W ¥
(discrimination power) 131 F#ZX 9 (guessing parameter)2 T4 B UH(e]FA, 1990 =),

ICC AFoM o8 B¥gEo] AFdn gloy, dEAHI Aoz HFeAeol® E¥H(normal
ogive)d 2228 Z3l(logistic modelo] led ZAAE g7l A Lxto)® Feuyh o
Flerrondl @ ¥izksl7] W&o ¢ T Fopor LI ti(Baker, 1992 =),
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1
o, odAAH Azt a,, by, c;e B jo WHE, 2R, 2FRFolth 53, <29 1>l

2ol wuE ar wRH (5, 13 Jolae) 71471 0.425a(1 — ¢) S #ALLHLord, 1980).
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Zatulg o] 2(IRT)ol 243 813 =& dSste Wil ok

WA, AP stAe] W BHEEE B3] tid AxE A (factor analysis)® A FHE
4=(Cronbach alpha)24] #%Z% £ 2125 (Reckase, 1979; Hambleton # Swaminathan , 1985),
ZAEYN e YAgPFozRy AZ"TH(Lord, 1980). EF, REY HF= AAHeRE
Wright $(1976)¢] A3 FArEA 9yl m Waller(1981)9] 4-55| HA o] AMS-HTh
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a2 oA BEAL e P NSRS ’**E—‘I?f}" R uwet 74 B39
naz =Rsor sl AW ogE AZY/xA/FH  Fo-$=37 (joint/conditional/marginal
maximum likelihood estimation)® W o] =t 3% (Bayesian est1mat1on) W Eo] ALEE I gl
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Z 09 SdAde wAALY a8y Looney 9 Spray(1992)¢] A7 ZAzte] ostH, o] 27]
24 99 EGANA AARA P 2ed Ayt 2EHIE S, 28 F

S (smoothness)ol = #AETH 281 T4 ¥F(local fluctuation)o] B2
stoh ol8d FHEA Y EAL BAARAAMY 2 ®izs ZeMe 2 ¥R Yedts
ZAoltHCraven ¥ Wahba, 1977, Stocking %, 1973 Z=).

B AFgME ol BISHJHY UAE EAHLR JA¥ By FAHEANAM 53,
MLE ZARdzte]A 9] ‘Newton-Raphson Algorithm’ 9] Z7]gk(intial value)®A& TA &)
(approximate root)& F3te] WHFo2H o FA dAES st AT

3-2. ICC &4 2 _
B AFqMe BFEATHICO)S AP 58 0 -3~3 oA Bostn 202 21Fs3}
(6,) & on ¥ 2AX2E FFE AL 2L 2
712 gAE ICC TAF B4 #ANHL deAdgIAEY S o 88 ICCY A 7 AHslope)
@A, 22 MLE #HdAZ F4€dh

Stepl. (Slope A A)
i) ap: TEHRE §<6,<-<0,,<0,°15 & o, dedFIAHAL
P(6;) = ay+ B0, & FA3 By=qaE Et
ii) a; :4,=P(6,) = P(6y), 4,_,=P(0,)—P(0,_)°1t & o, 4, <4, ,°¥
P(6,) & AASL n—1M9 P(6,)E 71 AEIAAN P(6,)="2, + B0, &
FHsd By =q olgtn FA(HRY, 4,24, ,°1F P0,)& AARH).
o] BAS kW WE g, = B, Y, £9 {q,} lim a,= 8 (HZEA o] 2

AANZ <Y 2> <2F DM dAE F4E AT Ao2AM 2A2EIFE o] &3
1,000749} Aol dhal £=950 3] uhE FAF Folch (A FHHAE A9d Rz, Be
Slope=0.350 ol @31 USS BoAFn Ut
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Step2. (%713 @A)
2229 By AN HoRH BF g, b, c = 33 FZM(lower asymptote) & F&22F c2 A

o= DO HB) P o nauy. w9, 020349 wsge (5, 150

2 Steplol X 7& HHAFA f=0.425a(1—c) o]22 WY B a=mh =

A Fen o, YEeE b 5L o
Step3. (MLE &3 @7 : New-Raphson algorithm)

Step2 o]]}\-] :,’-z:f} _%7]%)\, (aO. bO,CO)=( 0'425,[('?1_0) , 1'56' P(00)+P(3(91)+P(62) ) .

< )& Newton-Raphson algorithm& 24} < 0.1 Ho]A wkE Ajggic)

E@, Byl I0C 24 25 23RN 27188 ol 489e W= 4884 e 29
(% S, bad item)ol & 2 AFHARYL A galo] ICC 2 48 A8 4 Aok
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Zoto] ICC 24332 9 AN 27188 P ANGAY uh, FA skeh, weha
AYHARYo] P(O) =2+ BOZ FAAUAGY <Id 3>3 o] BF g,b, ¢S &3} 2]
aARoz Ag 4 sloh

waE RS o= Gy wolERs b= 1Ee ssns oo H-9).
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<39 4>k BE 2% #4909 190 2FEHIAS| . W) 3 w3k 2



<a¥g 4> EA2ERE &
o]-g3ta] FA ¥ ICC.
Converge=3, 4, 5, 11, 12, 15,
16, 17, 21, 22;

Conditional converge=1, 2, 6,
8, 9, 10, 13, 14, 18, 19, 20.

<E > 349 EYRTY FAF

Item parameter Inter-correlation
Statistics a b o a b C
Mean 1469 -0.131 0.142 a .
Std dev. 0.619 0.871 0.170 b 0.541
Minimum 0512 -2541 0.001 C 0.107 0675
Maximum 2.488 1.028 0.564

I3k 8911=23.08 (92.34%), 8.12=0.944 (0.038%); Cronbach alpha=0.995.
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