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BRWELREL R EFEN TR, 2R
FEE AR IEAT MA DR R T e . IR R
AR B i RO E RSSO A, B IZ B T 0
e HEFMHSPUIR. REPRE T DIE
BRIEDREA M EREIRE, (HRH A AR
BEZSHRBERMSIL, KRR & R L HIE
BR B AFET F K 8 # ( Anseel, Lievens, Schol-
laert, & Choragwicka, 2010; Christian, Dillman, &
Smyth ,2008 ; Weiner & Dalessio ,2006) , 45524 T
BRI RTAT  ARERIEET A M E BT E
KEINE 2 5 & (Pauszek, Sztybel, & Gibson,
2017)

B J1VE%% (Insufficient Effort Response, IER )
MHAANESES A A B2 ARSI EEAR
B0 IR BNEMEE , SERERIRE O R E
S i ( Curran 2016 ; Hong , Stee dle, & Cheng,2020,
Huang,Liu, & Bowling,2015 ; Meade & Craig,2012),
B TR B R FEAE 2% %) 50% 2Z [6] ( Johnson,
2005 ; Meade & Craig,2012) , A& IEEH AL H B
A RB L RRTD , WO 5RO e i
HAE G2 AMAEEE (Berry et al. ,1992; Clark,
Gironda, & Young,2003) . A SIVEZ 15 4L %L
i AL MAEERAR TR, iR B RIS
T R AR 22, 15 A AT FE I 20 #7125 R (Crede,
2010 ; Johnson ,2005 ; Huang , Curran, Keeney, Poposki ,
& DeShon ,2012 ; Maniaci & Rogge,2014 ; McGonagle,
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Huang ,& Walsh ,2015 ; Merritt, 2012 ; Steedle , Hong , &
Cheng ,2020; Woods,2006) , AT H], X ASE J11E
BB AR AR RA LE,

I HXS AN S5 MR8 3 £ SR Oy EE AR R KA
AL RS FEE PN BRRIEZ LB
A REH LA S IIEE M5 S, R [ A48
FRIT VAR 45 B3 B4R ( Dunn, Heggestad , Shanock ,
& Theilgard, 2018; Huang et al., 2012; Meade &
Craig,2012) . X AWT Y BRI FEAR 7 85, anif 645
FIRL AR BT IR B TR E K. A
AU R A B BB, PG EA R
T, AR PR R EURR B RIRR 2 (Hong & Cheng,
2019 ;Meade & Craig,2012) . {HE , A EA RN
Zie 2R YRS RIR, A e SRR Z R
R, AR e AR AL T 5T A5 ) AR S5 180 SE B
WP A G VBB O T W . WABTIE ASLER
BRI R IR R A S IR RIS,
TH R HTHE SR B AL (Steedle et al. ,
2019) ,H2 I R XA [ B0 31 8 5 A2 52 BB g o 1M
P ST i o U L0 T

b, MW R K EN BAS IR EEH N
2 R HARCR WX 52 PR b e 2555 B 241
TEAR HEATERL ) S IR R R ST . AR SCEEXS AN BS 4
FRBTEPREE T IR R LA b, SRR R A HE AR
(I35 R — S0 ; IR RT T A IR B M IE RGY
Wi o RS (I P SE B B P BN 55 IR R
IR, eI B BT m 4 1 21
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MEHERRR . 25 RRFE SR, TR

PUEL A S &, A A MRS B E R A
R AREL, LN 25 I ] A2 SE IR . 20 =K
AR TN A B IR E M — R F R EA T %,
(22 iprsiibuna g NaNGIELE: €ing: RS kL 2 [ TR
WEE AL SR Al et ¥ RIS A L.
PRI 1o

x1 FENEEFENE

ik iz 3L
(Coter e ST B N ST ], A TR TS TR
EMER R R TR AR A AR R
B R AR %ﬁ;)@%ﬁﬁ%ﬂzmﬁB%%W%%ﬂﬁﬁfg(l\’[ewe & Craig,
pras = BBk B TEZ/EE S, T8 B 52k (Steedle et al. ,2019) ,
e (e K 52 i BE AT (Meade and Craig 2012) ,

PRt 2=
(Mean Absolute Difference , MAD)
PR A/ 72 LR dn
( Psychometric Synonyms/
Antonyms,PS / PA)

BEMFEER TR
( LongString Index)
MMEAEEAR AR
( The Individual Response
Variability Index, IRV)
HIREE A
( Mahalanobis Distance ,MD)

Al — R

IR

5 1) R T T AR 2 e B3 4322 B e % ( ACT, 2016)

F/ AR RS HER AR 30 SHE B4, RF BB MRAEE
7 30 X8 B Xt i AH 26 & %7 ( Goldberg & Kilkowski, 1985 ) ; 2% i
A RBUET - 0. 6 BYRE B X2 A H 4 ( Meade & Craig,2012),

R RIS SE R FAR R & R AR F 402 (Johnson ,2005) o
YE&FE B R IG 20BUH AR T ZE ( Dunn et al. ,2018)

TR B BCRE B 2 (B RN A SR 2 BB

(Even Odd Consistency Index,Even Odd) AT F AR AU H AR — S0 (Jackson, 1976)

FREALXT AR AL & 4615
( Standardized Log — Likelihood ,1z)

FET 0B RS — BN AL (person — fit) GEitE AR, A Tt
%ﬁgﬁ‘?ﬁi@gsﬁ)ﬁ,ﬁﬂ’éﬁ%ﬁﬂi%{’ﬁ%‘%%ﬁ ( Drasgow, Levine, &
illiams, o

3 #MREESEIT

FEER RIS AT, BB E s A AR A
HRERS , SR R T RSO
3.1 BrRF %
3.1.1 NImTA

T 3 — ST PR A 40 ) R AR AN , R R
¥ &= 5% ( Humor Styles Questionnaire , HSQ) , % A% f;
YRR TN 5 i TR #4798 . HSQ J& B Martin
GSENTF R Tl BB S S8R
( Martin , Puhlik — Doris, Larsen , Gray , & Weir,2003 ) ,
HEA4NFER, BIMERSEHH,
3.1.2 ¥R

BT R BCE >k B T 0 B R T H A S R BRI
( https ://openpsychometrics. org/_ rawdata/) , 1071
LRAEEES SEE, Hh B 1% 581 &, Lotk 477
AL RR 13 NGEIRTEREN 14 -70 2 ERERE
SRR 7 VR B 8 (Accuracy ) , Bl XS H
CAEE MR AT 0 & 100 WPE4S” . BT4E
WARN NIRRT G, (R Z HER R AR A

BB ook, R FHAEA M\ ERRBEAR O, gk A2
FICIRAERS AT S R T A PR A ER R
3.2 IRAFRBBTEEG H R

TEFATHRPR IR B Z B, B T E R E SRR
BT A ( Cutoff) o XFF FE 3 i i FEE I R EOR
fobm, A — I BRI EN TS, X B
HIFAERERE T 50% B 8 RS SRS
L H B2 2R (Missing ) 7] 2% BRI BR2E 1 JEAI 2 3H
R PR AR A RE o

X TR AT R I 2885, B0 E BT Y
T3 A (438718 ) W hitps://osf. io/wgthv/) o
LongString f Wi {E % A Johnson (2005) 32 H fI#E 4
gk W TR VR A A T b A RS BE 1%
SR R ZR AT OB, F e B i 4 S Ay B
{8, BRI L — BT (., HRAE IR 1, 2R 2
— 4 [R5 RO B R B ECE Dy 4, T 1 AIETH S 1K)
PIAAE 3 5 4, R 2 1 DU A AR T, 43 51 2
(3,4,4,4,3),(3,4,4,4,4),(4,4,4,4,3) (4,4,
4,4.4),
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5, RS AR () 0. 01 57 0. 05 Frxd 5 1l
FAEAE & WHE. FIH R &S T ) PerFit 43 (Ten-
deiro, Meijer, & Niessen,2016) 3+8& &4~ g W~F
WK = H, 7% Hong 55 (2020) MBFSE, HHH
— N FREN R TEREEER, BIREELENE
ZETHERNERAST LB EN, RFEHLR
A REBCA A B Bl FEALYE 2, IR I il e e AN
BIEE . YT MD #8475, #ie b vl LURFE R
W B E T, HIEL PR, MD #9575 7 B i
BT HLRI A, BRI ) T ge & e 8%
KA Z= (Hong et al. ,2020)
XtT MAD, PS, Even Odd. IRV #1 MD $845, #
WHEL B E F AP, F—FrkEraE
N, 3205 s B D R A UL A 8 B B AR 4 A o

IR | EIED S KRR E

B 08 o VE B AR BRI TER (IERE IR o, R G
BEFRGIE M IRT ARG T5 2 5 M0 56 048, FAR
& IRT ZHCFIRR T 40 A B AR &, iR AR BE3UAT
AHE LN, ISR BRI T R A
A0, =0.05 F1 0. 01 XF W (R {E 0 B T B ( Steedle
et al. ,2019) , 55 FP Ik LR L, R L HL B
FEIEANEE VRS, b Dunn 28 A L) 10% B B 51 57
EATE VR W 2 (Dunn et al. ,2018) , Huang
ZENN5THI A 1% F1 5% 1% B BT {E ( Huang et al. |
2012) ,
XEFRAE Mkt E8WE, I RiES

B mirt £ ( Chalmers, 2012 ) # careless 14 ( Yentes &
Wilhelm,2023) , 35 WLFH 5% 1. £ TG AR I T {E
FHFIABLE 2,

x2 HiEmEEEENRSR

Eiitn BENEBWE T WE a BT(E HAASK A
0.01 1.340 43 4.01%
MAD B4
BlBR 0.05 1.153 102 9.52%
0.01 -0.155 33 3.08%
PS e
Bl g 0.05 0.031 133 12.42%
4.4.4.44 90 8.40%
Long 3,4,4,4,4 111 10.36%
String A 444473 122 11.40%
3,4,4,4.3 142 13.26%
0.01 0.984 120 11.20%
IRV i3
BlBR 0.05 1.086 206 19.23%
0.01 53.002 98 9.15%
MD B4
BlBR 0.05 46. 872 152 14.19%
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gR2

FER BR R E A BWE « i RAAS firia
i 0.01 ~1.000 50 4.67%

Even 0dd BRDLR 0.05 0.108 102 9.52%
0.01 ~2.330 109 10. 08%

TEIES

s PREIES 0.05 ~1.650 197 18.39%

o - >1 78 7.289%
Missing SO =2 11 1.03%
AEFEEE B <50% 16 1.50%

4 FAEFENRIENEEIRANER &L
4.1 HR— IER ARERH AEEHX P Ak

ABIHEEMR AL B, X B AZI1E
B HIRBUARSE S LT 10

(1) ZEZARRIEE . BESEBEHRER,
m“3,3,3,3,3,3,37,

() ZMEA B, ZW T HET8 B AR
1], AT H BRAE S 5 Wl S IR A L

) EE. TERANENEHHKELR
T ESEFES TG AR DRI E R, LIS &
BEEPHMAE“3,4,3,3,4,4,4,3,3" B
1E%

(D) IFFPEZ
CDABCD:----- ”

(5) E2FNAEE . EARFIIEEN, 81
IR E A W FE TR A S IEEEE
(Huang et al. ,2015) i@ % Z T,

R T WA REIFEFR X A [R) TER 25 13 A4,
XA B IR SS IR MRS, X REAT A
RUFFRHAT TR, RS T HABE 2 LM
FR L

XF Lo AR R H (NS ) VR R8s D1 4
BEE AR BT R RS L RAE SR
BEER, NTTHIBOA 8 AR S . R
F5HF MAD( 0 =0.05) .PS( =0.05) ,LongString ( #{
Wr{E 3,4,4,4,4) IRV(a=0.01) MD(a =0.01),
Even Odd(a =0.05) il z(a =0.01) X4+ B B AR
JIWEERHAM S IR B BHRTE LTAT h LRI,
PIAHBHER P I E M E AR R R 2 h 2, H
AR AT A

(1) XTFELA RS, EEMERESFEEK
FEEMR K, R A 5 L EFEAMF A S, Long-
String IRV R FIRCRE LT, IR A ) A 1R
# (IER ) B PR BEBKR, 5 AR B S H
EHE(ZEH)MHELZEHEEE (p =0.025,cohen’ s d
=0.266;p =0. 043 ,cohen’s d =0.223) ,

(2) % T Z g AR SRR, [] —4E BT 1) L ( e 4

B e e R4, i “ AB-

BAHF 7 )5 ) 5 1E w8 A3 0 AR, R Z
WEAH I 1) ] BEVE R K. MAD.PS . MD . Even Odd
Lz FREEN Y TER HZBS R IR E £, 5%
SHMLEEARE (p <0.001), RIFEEMAK
B/ IMEIR Z MAD MD. Even Odd..Iz il PS( cohen’s d
M h 1.589,0. 604 ,0. 528,0. 547,0. 403)

)X TR IES, EHE3” R, 3]
BT YEE IR . IRV 3555 K40 H BP0 A B ik
BRI EZR R R, IER A58 —HAMEHEN
5.340(p <0.001,cohen’ s d =1.493) , i TRV X}
R YEE IR AR BT

(4) XFT M Fe R 28, AR 28 Bt P DU PR 2 3K
A, U] A% HE P 8 32 8 P 1 1) 35 3 B
i, TRV RBIBURBAE, TER 455 — A0 A E
27 2.140(p <0. 001 ,cohen’ s d =0. 558)

(5) BP0, LS P R AR ZE
KRR, B ERP BRI PEREN IR E R —
FE AR , bl dm e 6] 35 TBE 328 A0 UGE B R B IR
eI = — 28, T e 2 BEPLIE B MEHR A 2= 2 U
A, B RED LB 52 11k A 2 2 B S B T3 3R
VP EERWEHEBE R, HPEZHBERKNEZ
IRV ,LongString MD . /z #5845 (p <0. 001, cohen’ s d {K
YK 2.393,1.045,0.265,0.262)

HRIEF 3 7] A1, IRV $547 b LongString & JH &
I, fE— R A DI LongString( Dunn et al. |
2018) , fE“ZMEAHR A, MD Fl Iz B AEER R
W, HIAT 5 IRV 45 B 5 &7 IER B, I8 B HL
KA RICR

XA R RCR Z 8] ) — B AT 24, KER
SPHEZ R R B A B, (HEHMNBUR T
HA%E ., BiEFR4 ATH,MD 1 Iz Z A 2B
SRAHSK(r=0.528,p <0.001) , PERA —FH | 45 R 1L
8 —3, —F 5 MAD . PS fi Even Odd B3 23 1EAH
X5 IRV Fl LongString 2 [H] 5 B85 B AH € (r =
0.161,p <0.001) , —F 5 HAFRIRAHX R RIHA
i&, % IRV 5 Iz 71 MD 2358 1 FAEK
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%3 AK[E TER $E4Ra0ERER
7 e
7 —
T SRR AR BREE RS BUEX
MAD EA
PS A
LongString & FH &
IRV A EH EH EH
MD EA &
Even Odd EH
Iz eyl WA
F4 [FEIER H5iRR B R AIHE X RE
MAD PS LongString IRV MD Even Odd Iz
MAD 1
PS 0.129*** 1
LongString 0.046 0.104"" 1
IRV -0.065" 0.073"" 0.161°"" 1
MD 0.272""" 0.254" "~ 0.147°"" -0.092"" 1
Even Odd 0.166" "~ 0.408" "~ 0.109" "~ 0.117" "~ 0.184" "~ 1
Iz 0.272**" 0.184**" 0.161"** -0.089""" 0.528" " 0.145**" 1
H:"p<0.05;""p<0.01;"""p<0.001,
4.2 MR AEAGEEGRAANZLAMNBEHE  FEEEPEEE;
MLk BB FSIR AR S A R . AR A TS

Herman F1 Hilton (2017 ) A N B R BIEFEE S
ZAFE, 20 g T B A& IR AR Y 23 17 7= A AN 7T &
IR, B AR BR A G MR ESIRZG, &
X g g AT 4R AL BE HERR I T RARAR TS R . fEid
AR HSQ SR A BT HERUE, & — MR
ERMHMME TR (EWE, GFE&, SRR, &
Martin ,2011) o % B 1071 4y 54 4647 904, W]
Ml =0.862,CFI =0. 842, RMSEA =0. 060, J4-~&
REFHMHL R r=0.278, 5ET AP R G R 3%
Vo HETRZUL HSQ WEHE N, WA % 18R
TERAZERR, T B BRI M TR 8. |G, 3
IS BB TE

B2l ES AL BEAEIMEE. &
BEREARENTTE MBI, RE 3 RICIRAER
B THERRAR T 50% BT EH ;

20 A R EIREEIORAES . B R
YR IR B BR , REEE IBAEE Bk MR B R TE

SR, % B IRV 38hr 45 & MD =X Iz 3545, X A 5%
T AT, BHE SR — 3.

ERERRERT N BRI B A S IE%
FRITEUA) B Y ) A 1% 850U ( Meade & Craig, 2012)
PR X B TR R W 25 B 2Rl &5 558 = 2B e hn vt
AE TG HTRN, LG MRS HE 1 &
BMAETERR, £ B iR + B R ICHRHER
R OHA2 BB ETEE + A RIS R +
IRV’ 1 &3 B8 HTWE + BRICIMEHE +
MD” 4G 4 2“8 H S E + BRICIRAETRE +
B 4G5 BYMEEEFE + HRICHER R + IRV
+MD” A 6 Z“HH R + B RILHMEF R
+IRV +12”

UG ER DT B T B8RS SRAE B2k
BRSPS TERE G & TAEERNS
FLLERRI I EE

®5 BRBENEHNE TRESTHERTHH (X ER)

_ _ BRI CFA #5383
e ER ) er%%ﬁ%ﬁ ﬁfﬁ%@iﬁ CFI RMSEA
A1 2.24% 0.862 0.279 0.843 0.060
A2 12.98% 0.865 0.298 0.854 0.057
A3 11.30% 0.871 0.280 0.841 0.064
A4 12.04% 0.869 0.271 0. 866 0.057
A5 21.85% 0.875 0.304 0.844 0.063
A6 22.50% 0.872 0.292 0.873 0.056

Ui . FERBIEI R Cronbach’ s a =0. 862, CFI =0. 842, RMSEA =0.060,7 =0.278,
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WRIEER S T SRAEAML, BERAGTE
BRJE B T A5 BT — B0 R HOM CFT {HEA B4R
B, RER - 45 B9 RMSEA #/NFRAHM, K
TR A B BRI R A s T Bk, Xt
MR T A IR BIE Z )G  HoR I 6 B 7 A
KB THEVS R TS EI P AT A %ﬁfﬁﬁ‘i
HER, TR IE R MMUE 18Rt R 4
A

AR AT IO, HAE 2 Fds 6 WG M
Bl , AR I o BB G TR K R
RS T R, AR HEE R B RICRE
By L M IRV I A S B RIRE G, B3R
135 BE S5 A 200 T[] it 235 B2 AR REAS 81 B8 4 ) 463
5 WigFARRE

BR T I A S TR B D5 i e, L R
{EITR, 5 UERIEA Iﬁlﬂﬁ%,Xa‘?ﬁ%‘jﬂEﬁH’Jﬁ%
B A WIEAT T 228 Mo, I ER R —F B4
TZMPUIEMER A ISR, 45RERH
IRV J& T LSRG KT I , DUTE 2 W5 A S BB 85X
ERAARE, N AT 58 78R R B
MAD \MD [z 3845 AT 45 i 7 o a4 & 46 Fn iR
FSR B —F 3T, IRV Al MD Lz 2 BUAAHR, X
FIREZ A MD Fil le F2ETX RIS TIEE
X, 1T IRV A1 LongString W 3= 241X 1 22 4 3 5%
HRRFEE XA MR KA S DR, HI, &
IR AR AL IR ET RS A BT, B 206 2

MR A AEUS RAEERIRR . PR R T
ABTEEBIEE R NIL TR, SR BV S R4
EEEE NIRRT KA H SR BIFAE
FRE IRV FI 2 TG B3] T 8T BB AR

AN TNEB BN S G A4 R 7 LR TR
M, X ELIE AT S AR BB TS I1EZ W
ARSI B CFL B, RMSEA ARG, #R—
HHRBELT, FERZHPHMHCRBBE S, X
SR ANES S22 B0 % I 56 T 2L (15 BE L S5 R)

FERITFE T R . B RSB MR &1k

MR It E, Hig B ir Pl & BRE 5 WHER
ghM , G5 RAB B R ) R R

XARES FIVRE SR AT IHAN, 4nk 6 iR
BB AR IR 5T P AT AN B ST BB Ve e, ml fE5E
Z 8 F AT AL RS SRR, B X E kR
TR A F AN, B A RN, ik
BRI AR TCESS IEE I HIX 2 EER
AT B Bk AR, i, BT
EEBERBE R AGRENE A, RBOTER
B, PR A AR B AN S VR 28 5 AR X A
FiE# b (Meade & Criag,2012) ; [F]BH/EZ Bt [E] B
Rk PURAEZ 3, JoVE TR 51t VR 28 3 B IE 7 AR
BIMEER . M Z X E B aUE nR 5 77,
R B F 28 IER $E AR AE B B4R 1T H )G 4
A Uk o

R6 AENEBRERIRAFTEREEEY

Frek FESAR AT s Bk Y
%@MWKﬁkﬂMﬂﬁlﬁAﬁaw%gﬁxg
1 B TFHRRH GEE | ARG 2R HAMEER A B LA Xor A
ROEEAEN By IO e s R e
BRAGEN - RWAREE 2S5 5. FSFULSRIEN 06 o
g
1- M%U—L ﬁi/u\ >3 H; P ~i=| /N
K - P E AR E LS
@%%E@%Eﬁggﬁ” AR %ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁhﬁ&%néﬁ%wﬁﬁ%m%%%
J&ﬁﬁ{ﬂﬂ ’ﬂz =) mﬁﬁ% 2. ﬂlﬁ@ﬁﬂ?/\,\ I:J@H %ggﬁ%mﬁgﬁﬂsmxg ﬁ?&%iﬁmﬁi@%?ﬁ%ﬂ?\%
| BB AR TEE, N
MAD Z B 1 iTESEE 2 o
2 B EEEFOAWR, X i 1. 556 SNSRI 1 M
P B 2 SRR R RN g o
3. @Fﬁ%!ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ LoneStrin 3.ﬂ$ﬁﬁiﬁﬂi‘%@i{ﬁ‘@ 3 Z&ﬁ—%‘?‘ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%@*ﬁﬁ 2. ﬁ@(zﬂﬁgﬁjfwﬁ‘ priga]
%@ﬁiﬂ:ﬁﬁ@!ﬂ MDg g %gﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁfﬂ@@#ﬁﬁﬁ ﬁﬂ@X%jﬂ’Eﬁ%iﬁjﬁz " ?in E*ﬁﬁ%r IEE{REE %ﬁ
4 x 2y 7N e
Even Odd 4 /_@/I\*a %ﬂﬁ@xﬁﬂ@ f}ﬁlﬁﬁﬂ@@m&ﬁ?ﬁ *T I&EE
VAR,
IR 6 A, ARTEE & MR, I 0dd 3555 E Wb 72

LG BRI bR I A S IR E B, ﬁ?]%
HEBRBR . EVCRA“MD/Iz + IRV 8454 A
TTELH], 78 B B Rl o 7] DA F5-2% & MAD . PS. Even

AXEEFEUT R L. B, 01
BB AT SRR IR BICR A AT WG . A
BB RAR S REEE R B LR,
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6 NG
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=AML

B BRI B S IEEAT O, A RS IR
BIRRIFFA—ZL, X L H A R85 A2 LA A 7]
IER T MR BRI

B A RS X B A R A R
SR, NG R R & S BUR B SR F IR
HEREP,

= AL B E R B B G e R 2
T7 M Z A BRI RR R A 55 DB Bt AT iR B A
B,
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How to Detect and Clean Insufficient — effort Responding in Scale Data

Wang Dan Liu Hongyun
(Beijing Key Laboratory of Applied Experimental Psychology , National Demonstration Center for Experimental Psychology Education
[ Beijing Normal University |, Faculty of Psychology, Beijing Normal University , Beijing 100875)

Abstract ; The current study summarized the methods of insufficient — effort responding( TER ) and focused on how to apply these meth-
ods to flag IER data in practical research. Taking the data of Humor Styles Questionnaire as an example , two ways of calculating the cut-
off of each method are introduced. In the first study,five TER patterns were defined. Comparing the difference between the flag data and
Unflag data identified by 7 IER indicator in five patterns,we explored the applicability of each indicators for different IER patterns. In
Study 2, we demonstrated the three steps of flagging TER data,and then the negative effects of IER data were investigated by calculating
changes in coefficient alpha, correlation coefficients between scales,and confirmatory factor analysis model — data fit. In discussion, we
summarized the advantages and shortcomings of every method and gave advices about choosing and using these methods. In conclusion,
insufficient — effort responding is prevalent and it can obscure the calculated result of psychometrical indicators. So, it is necessary to i-
dentify and clean IER data. This study could help researchers realize the importance of removing IER data and get to know how to iden-
tify the TER data in their surveys,mainly including how to calculate the cutoff,and how to choose and apply IER indices.

Key words:insufficient — effort responding;scale data;careless responding;data chean
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