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F k-2 o] Z(item response theory; IRT)ol A& &) 711 Y= E4H4L 728
A2 58L& A% Ao & F3d EYEA FA(item characteristics curve;
ICC)& ol &3t FHRLE A A Hot olst ALY EL 0|9 & FolA=
44315 o] F85 I vl FHAA 7HLE Any Assess®] &8 T4 S RAAE S
E3to] 2 Ao AL AFE Bt

zo8o): BRSO, TFENTA, Any Assess

A& Ao A2M ol g B2ls B3 o] 2 (item response
theory; IRT) | A= &% 0] 7FA 1 A= 54E 7|22 9¥ }94 5Y9g FA57 el &
5 Al (item characteristics curve; ICC)¢| 523+ AAIA E 7} H o} ICCY 1
% E'_-’}‘—(item arameter) S %4 3H7] 93 & of % =% (maximum likelihood estimation;
MLE)2 Lord(1953)7} ]2 2 2 AF LA e]H 2 ¥ (normal ogive model)S A} S E ARE-
3Fad k. ‘IU} 2 A A€ R YL Birnbaum(1968)ol &3] A7 74l g, o] ¢ MLE &
2 93 B} ohestd 2 A%/ 2 A /FH A 9= 3 A (joint /conditional/ marginal
maximum likelihood estimation)®} ®] o] 2] ¢t 4 71 o] 7= o A AL =9 EF+7}
HAYG ol A A8 FoA A o] HolA|u], B4R ofg fFAAEEME
%) Zol=d ¥7 A 7] & 3 tH(Craven & Wahba, 1977; Foutz, 1977; o] &4, 1990
Zz).

o]z gk -?7@7]@ Z 53], ¥o)A ¢ ALY EL FAHLERT wi¢ 3}]%}“1 3
Sz WL HEL oS B2 kHo] 3 HLh 8T Ao hEA QA 22 BILOG
(Mislevy & Bock, 1990)5’—} LOGIST(Wingersky, Barton & Lord, 1982) 5] gl+=tl, 2 U0l
Al AA; o] /Hbst 'Any Assess’oll tiafjA B A HE B3t 21 A AP EE A5
Hgir},
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3(ICC)L PR %
& 0,0 ety T iE R

P(uy; =1105) = Pi(0;), P(ui; =016;) =1 F(6;)
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) 9% (Maximum Likelihood : ML) %2
oble] 21 % YL A2 e B4E

A,
24 235 A0
log L(651U;) Z{u” log P;(6;) + (1 — uy;) log (1 — P;(6;))}

23 $E HHAL ofele} 2

rlo

ui; — Pi(0;)  OPi(6;)

0
5o, B LI = 2 BT Ry 00, T

Fisher’s scoring method®l] ]} otel 2] 2o} &=& & wj7}A] A4rskch(Baker, 1992 F2).
gL+ = 9,0 4 [1(,9))~ 1( ‘Z log L(B,V|U ))

A7) A 1(6;) = S ,a2Pi(0;)(1 — Py(6;))°] 2 ©] 1% Fisher®] FR I dot. =3,
ML %% 2] ®2 2 s}(standard error)E S.E.(6;) = 1/1/I(8;) oIt}

a8)l3 AE B2 gt (Maximum A Posteriori : MAP) 7] o}zl ¢} Zo] wlo]=
A 2] (Bayes’ theorem)9] FEjol| 7]Z 3t F3 &}

P(0;1U;, &) o< L(Uj16;, €,)9(95)

9ol Ao logE At T A7t HE SHESE MAP £ X2 3t 2342 ot 9] A&
T3 s ojct.

] B
%logL( 5105, )+ a0; log g(6;) =0

=3 MAPY 242 AYFE EEZ A ALE EF 2 X}(posterior standard error)+=

ok

PS.E.(3;) = /1/J(5;)

olx, Q7| J(6;) = I(0;) - W log g(0;) 5 A+¥ A B (posterior information) 2t 3t

Ao g2 ALZ R Q] J13*{—1’_-(Expectat10nAPost:erlorl EAP)7| ¥ 2 2 F ¢ &5 (Mar-
ginal Maximum Likelihood, MML) "} ¢l A2} Z-o] Gaussian 3 9] o3| ZAIH o E A
Abgtth(Baker, 1992 Fx).
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FsEygL A Ui 23 Z4(item parameter)} 53 2 4(ability parame-
ter)E 7HATH % Bat WUE(e), FOIE(), FFE(c)E LEhIT, o5 RS
FAL OS5 H 22 AR o]FoXrth

Stepl. B3} UhS B2 g, b, oS MML/ EMoz 23

StepZ. 58 24 6,5 ML, MAP &=+ EAPE &7
Ao 24 A F dAE B33y JML(Jomt Maximum Likelihood)g} 2 HEt}.
AAZ 594 0,8 713 @A AT DL U = (u1j, ugy, -+, Uny) 22 Y
Bl o] 2] FE -2 ot e} o] EHHATH

o}

;) =
=H, e @4 Ag %@%E%‘%‘ﬂ% P(U;) = [ P(U,105)9(65)d65 1t} 1714,

S 2 ZAMF o g2 ALY, 714 X F3& FH(quadrature point) o] A(Xk)+E 6,9 U
=3 g(Xi)oll Gt 71F X (weight) o]tk 2EIF AL EA 42

log L = Zn log P(U;)
I1=1
ojtt. J7A & NHY HEA F 22 w3 AefdS 7HA ¥Rl SE TEE =
HEE] 2Fe folth 9 4L Aoisohe Dol 2RAE FUSERD A (Marginal
Maximum Likelihood Estimate: MMLE)o]8}3}a o]+ olg]e] a2 x4 A9 & o|t}.

q 0
Tix — NiPi(Xx) OP(Xy)
2 ( RO FOW) T\ g )

=

i PUXe) AKXk o P(U,|Xk)A(Xx)
A7 A T = Y, P(UI)C Dol Ny =Y, ™ P(Uk) =2 ot}

9 o] Ao A Fisher’s scoring method 2} EM algorithm(Bock & Aitkin, 1981)S
o] F&}=tl] Expectation AN A 7, Nipd A48 & Maximization 332 4138}

o]-§-3}

a3

B3 24 oay b, ;F 5743t} Fisher’s scoring method?) ¥HE A A3 & 3249
#a¥o] 00) H Aol 2HA7} TAUR S7harE Babol vehdeh. oleje AL
213t7] A3 EFE4E MMAP (Marginal Maximum A Posteriori) $74 o] g} 2% u] o]
Z(Bayes) HAE Aot AT o] 2 HAo| M EFRSFE U FEE AT
+ AR (informative prior) ¥ 22 2] 7]-€7] a;+ lognormal £, 313t AZM 24

¢ WEHEZE Z-=t}(Swaminathan & Gifford, 1986 Z=x).
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IRTIA Hga5d 4 £33 34 d1es AL

Any Assess®] @18 &g A3 317) 9131 RESGEN(Muraki, 2000)& ©]-8-3te] 243
o NEGGY v}, BREE 1824, NEASE 1000802 Sk

oS AN K
4.1. 2HRSL FH

1, -2 2 YoM 271%& &3 Zo] AHSdt BEFESE FA AT

b=05-p(A 2Fe| AEE), o= 1—_"’%

g71M b= TAAA)EY p(AHE)E 7IFo2 A3 dolE9 27|, HEHE

2 g9 27\ TA A 0| BN BT HEE 2 A I @A), AE(d)ol e ABHA

A corr(i, j)E o}-&stgth =, 3-B5 EHAY 2752 4718 q, b} HEC] 9

27132 TRAAAN BN 2252 HAFHTHAFENA, 1994; ©]F4, 1990 F=).
1,2-252 804 A 249 BILOG Z18]X Any Assess?] WolTo} ¥ Eg vl &4

[Z 1] 1, 2-2 49 A Real Parameter®} BILOG, Any Assess2| 2R 45 vz

1-B4 2-B 4
Ttem | Real | BILOG | Any Assess Real BILOG Any Assess
Di.P. Di.P. Di.P. Di.P. | Ds.P. | Di.P. | Ds.P. | Di.P. | Ds.P.
-2.291 | -2.227 -2.131 -2.291 | 0.479 | -2.276 | 0.484 | -2.319 | 0.483
0.027 | 0.051 0.065 0.027 | 0.421 | -0.043 | 0.386 | -0.094 | 0.384
1.125 1.209 1.193 1.125 | 0.529 | 1.102 | 0.611 | 1.059 | 0.599
16 -1.500 | -1.551 -1.481 -1.500 | 1.500 | -1.611 | 1.210 | -1.602 | 1.264
17 | 0.098 | 0.131 0.142 0.098 | 1.588 | 0.068 | 1.660 | -0.008 | 1.706
18 1.673 1.673 1.652 1.673 | 1.542 | 1.736 | 1.462 | 1.697 | 1.412

[& 2] 3-E 40| A Real Parameter®} BILOG, Any Assess®] 74 43} v
Item Real Parameter BILOG Any Assess
Ds.P. | Di.P. | Gu.P. | Ds.P. | DiP. | Gu.p. | Ds.P. | Di.P. | Gu.P.
0.479 | -2.291 | 0.221 | 0.453 | -2.408 | 0.295 | 0.469 | -2.871 | 0.168
0.421 | 0.027 | 0.197 | 0.414 | 0.122 | 0.323 | 0.487 | 0.149 | 0.073
0.529 | 1.125 | 0.273 | 0.918 | 1.604 | 0.414 | 0.273 | 1.153 | 0.091

16 | 1.500 | -1.500 | 0.050 | 1.600 | -1.482 | 0.239 | 1.512 | -1.568 | 0.069
17 | 1.588 | 0.098 | 0.187 | 1.276 | 0.219 | 0.220 | 1.544 | -0.145 | 0.111
18 | 1.542 | 1.673 | 0.278 | 1.380 | 1.921 | 0.289 | 1.349 | 1.916 | 0.129

Ds.P.=Discriminating Power; Di.P.=Difficulty Parameter; Gu.P.=Guessing Parameter.
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A, A4, ABE, olFA, A, BAE, old4, oA}

g AT (213 2ok 2 298 AFEY iRy SRS A Bl uis A
2 H 9o BILOGY A AT §AHE 23 X8 Bgth 3} Root MSE(Root Mean
Square Error)& 323}, 1-24 23 o A BILOG= 0.063, Any Assess+= 0.057 ©]3l1, 2-
B4R AE HA, Jdo]E oA BILOGE= 0.128, Any Assess= 0.136 o] lon &3} 3
dE o= 212 0.129, 0.125 2A] ¥ 2A A VEFGTH

(E 2]9] 3-EFRYoA = Wiy Ao AAFHeZE 2HRFE A B8 FASE
H &S Hgen, Root MSE Zto] BILOGE 0.236, Any Assess:= 0.173 2 24] 12-24 1
Pl E T b A Ve B8 dolEAE fARE 478 H =t Root MSEZE
2 BILOG< 0.298, Any Assess= 0.4072 4 tha A4 Yelgtch 281 $&55 8 vxdt
Ao A= BILOGE 0.089, Any Assess®] Z-$olA &= 0.1182 A4 thA & 242 Bt

il

4.2, WERIO| 53 3

[ZH1]2 A3 w8934 ¢nedES A8 A8 F/LFH 27T (1101101001101
10110)¢1 Aol AR 4E 0] 83 MLE, MAP, EAP ¥ 3 A gh(MLEL, MAP1, EAP1)3}
Any Assessol A £33 FF2LE o] &3 A X (MLE2, MAP2, EAP2)E v|w3dl 19
oltt. I A}, HEFESFE o] &3 FHXI}L Any AssessE 0|83 2o )3 AdsH3gk
0.130°1 &6 AR A & MLES] Z-¢-Xtt MAPEAP &1eg]&o] £ ¢A A
Aol ATt

—+-MAP] ——EAPY
—— MAP?2 —— EAP2

Theta

1 4 7 10 13 16 1 4 7 10 13 16 1 4 7 10 13 16
Item no.

(28 1] AE(1)%} Any Assess(2)9] F33-& ©]-83 MLE, MAP, EAP 5333 a;
Real ability=0.130.

5. 28
o]oll A Any Assess®] £l BUY SHESS RFESF FALTIYEY
AL EAT 2F o5 22 2E8S 2tk WA, 9@a s Y2 P A= MLE
PRETE oA G FHLEEFo) T AP FHANE ATATL T+ o =
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3, B B3 2agEdAe 1, 2-BETEY A 2 3-ELEYH oA uEAg
+ FAAFE HoJAE Y% "}7‘474\-1— a]-‘?-'jf-?f"v/\}‘ﬂ' e 2L 5 AU
FEGA R A= AH, errord ZAARAEZA E3E 2 (noxse) A A, data] HA =9

FAE FALREZA TFAAL F Aotk EA, MEL FAHLIAE MLEAZA
0 43 gesty F2o] §oF 22 ZAAS AN LS e FAHe A
shojoF & Zojrt.
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