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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

[l I 5 1 e 23 R il MW U SR
feal B B R AL & e TRy PEREES Y

21,2 € 1
RSk A L
(1. ARG B, OB FRICF L, M 51063152 T TR @REA ., 510530)

H EBEEAEAEFRAKESI TS FERAMERE, FRAHLEEZHE, AR ELH
REBBEAES EB I ERAED - BB R ELH THREAR, #mehEEFRILPLE
MEBBHZF ik, EREF (1) MAEBERREE - BH ERL4EBARE;(2) MK
BREBELHRES SABRSRBEAAR I MAZBERNGEL;B)ERT, LEEZGHE

RBREFHATLEBHABBRBET &,

KEWR E B RAGRE TR A RS BE LB TR AEER

HE 55 :B841.2 XEARERG A
1 5|7

FHEENKFERRER, ZE NN E RER
MFR T — T E A LAE. I E &R (vertical
scaling ) B A T LUK X BEAS ], ELST 4 2348 1 14
BrEE T —WER L, # T I & A 5H 50 6
SR K 7K - (grade — to — grade growth) (Kolen &
Brennan,2014) , HAT E 5K AEE T30 H S
(item response theory ,IRT;Baker & Kim,2004) fJ7
BRI AEERRAL, HILSEAE TR RS
R AMEER R RZ RENREZ—,

U KRB RAER B ERR (4 MEH) B, A
ERMM R R R N 451, 75 E TR
FHE ( construct invariance ) B 1% ( Reckase & Marti-
neau,2004) , Martineau(2004 ) %1% %5 B ME AR E
PRI B (construct shift) o A [ S B U B B9 45
RS EERREARAMNAESR . ARV Bn
W F 6 MERH (3 ~ 8 £ ) MBS 5 I BLEL
SR S R (Martineau, 2004 ) , T3 & 8 4~ 4F
T (3 ~ 10 £E5% ) B R TY B B2 46: 0] REA8 175 2 [R] 4
PR (Wang & Jiao,2009) , Martineau (2004 ) & 31
HEEREERN TREEE RS MR, TS
BEFAMIERPIBE & N FARLMER PR, 3
B RIS & —REMEYE, AL
PE R B8 4E IRT ( unidimensionalitem response theory,
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UIRT) SR S S ERNEUR, #FHER EM
b 29k i F 4 i ( Martineau ,2006) . Li F Lissitz
(2012) #2497 AR BE , & B (E 1Al
THRZENEE SRR KT, M A 7
F7 ( bifactor model; Cai et al. ,2011) Xf 4 /& EH
UG BN B SR 5 — AR RE D 4R o35, dE T
DA— M RE S 4k AR PR i RO 2Rl . IE4ER,
Strachan % A (2020a,2020b) 254 Ip il Chen(2012)
HIBFT $2 ) T 5 TRT ( projective item response
theory, PIRT) J5 1%, B /5 #% 2 4 TRT ( multidimen-
sional item response theory, MIRT; Reckase, 2009 ) 1
RUHATSHUGTT, FRR A [A) 48 B 2 B0l T 4R 5 i i
B[R —HERE b2 B 1 S PR SCR OB T 2 A
T 1E o

SRR SHARME T EA MR, HATBEE
AT, Li(2011) F1 Eastwood (2014 ) FF R T4
G SER, B T [F & A HE (concurrent
calibration , CC) , Koepfler(2012)f# 3 T Wi WA T
A, (A2 MR TR, 73 5 HE (separate cali-
bration ,SC) . [F] B 4% #E J [B & 2 B R HE (fixed pa-
rameter calibration, FPC) ,{¥¥E UIRT %I #4777
HoAR , SRR SEE80R , Tork LB S IR XL
WET B IR W, 3 4 SR K P S E #F R b, Kim
(2018) bb# T AU FHEAY T [R] sf A8 o 0 4 S0 G

« BEWE ) HREEFHSR IR 2024 4R 2AR3EE0 B (GD24XXL03) , )N T-H8A1A i B rp PR (JGZX20230304) o

BEEEE YL E - mail . Lgm2004100@ sina. com,,



64 gt

2025 4E

IR, G5 R R R RS E S R BN, A
B RO AR B . Kim(2019) B —28 O BE
T FPC fJEYR (one prior weights updating, OWU ) Fi
%2 K 46 % B8 3 ( multiple prior weights updating,
MWU) SR , 35503 BIACHEXS [, 45 R WoR 2 S 40 A
FEFHFGT MWU WSEBR AR T OWU,
HEfA 11 5 Haebara VoA, 7E2 40 B9 F S5 240 45 1
%1t (non — equivalent groups anchor test, NEAT)
T, Kim #i Kolen(2019) #1522~ , FPC - MWU 7E8E
FISHCRT H S8 WA TR PR LT R A,
BRI F R T AT

FPC - MWU $¢40 Pk ik i [ A5 7 ( Kim,
2006) ,{HEOLH B AT AR 2, B BERE X SHGH
TR Ah AR, SCREFI I E MM T B S8 Z K
FR R IA TR, B RN w A LB B &
ERITSRNSHGTHRE . R E MR
TG S R B , R 2 AT — B4 AN DT
P (misfit ) PRy IR) 8, [R]BP A HEZE AR IE FEAB B0 T, &34
& R W45 ( scale shrinkage ) ( Bolt, 2014 ; Briggs &
Weeks, 2009 ; Camilli et al. , 1993; Yen, 1985) , %
b A DERRTEN S ER MR - HAR AL A&
5, FPC - MWU 71 [] B 4% #E (¥ 5 B v T B 22
5, AN I E B RAL I 2 B gh 1 —E S5 21
2 NEA-F IRT &3

Gibbsons F1 Hedeker ( 1992 ) X} Holzinger Fi
Swineford (1937) AR BY AT T 40 %, LUIE 28 BURE
R 3ERt 3RE TEH T 20t 8RB0 A
TR (full - information bifactor model ) , ZFEAIA
PSR AF R : (1) iE & B WA — BN 7 ERdE
FHHEHRE MR EF EAETAE; (2) %
PR F R Z A DL e i — AR R Z (R E 22, B
ETEEMIL K, Cai 58 A (2011) 7EULAERE |, $2
THET logistic 1 &L 1) P Z W A ¥ £ 2 ( bifactor
two — parameter logistic model , BF - 2PL) ;
d) = L

71 +expl —D(ayb;, +a,0, +d;) ]
(1)

AN W, Fhn i M 2 BIERAATER . D2
BERALHE B L 0(logistic BEE) 37 1.7 (IERAL) ;
b FT T 0, BREHRE T afl 0, B
R FRFPBRE T I H X ES4G d RBES
B, ERESEH R,
3 TPC &%

FPC 3 i (R4 R 2 505 T 6/ 7K ~F- A 28 R 5

P(0,,a

s Wi

PIA FE e N R/ K- i ERGE—. &
NEAT $¢3fF , P g6 K- d =20 2 R R 48
—: (1) &3 — U E/ 7K Al R H S 8ORIRE )
S8 (2) Kz B/ K- F0 575 — T g/ 7K Y- 1 5
SR E R 1 BBB NS EE; (3) it s —
B/ 7K L ARER R I H S8R BE 1 S8 (U,
¥,2014)

Kim(2006) $#& iR EM B L Ag A & /i i
BEE,FPCH =M TLARMALE B (no prior
weights updating, NWU) .OWU } MWU %68, NWU
FESE— IR EM JEER {8 A0 4R 98 A I8 28 = S5 0 43
i, ZJ5 58— K EM JE A EA T3 431 ; OWU )
% 11K EM (B3 5 R BB — DR, Z
JE AT s MWU 7R85 2 R EM JGERFF 460 W B3
Femo A, ER RSO L. R EEE b
BRI KRB SEE B FET R, B R T E
I3 BRI B O B R o s 2 B S o B Y
ZHBE, MWU A5 TR 5 1 FAS fd 1 i s T At
Wi, (EAE ST A — 2 XU, AR A H
R S AR R S B2 W TR AT
WH Z A & % E KB 51 AR 2 (Kim,
2019) ,

TESLP FPC %t |, Pack FlI Young (2005) 45
i BILOG — MG &4 F T By 1 = R4k i) NO-
ADJUST a5 2B 55 T B2 B/ i i) EMPIRICAL
e, SEEEA RS EM JEH ] Lk
TR IRAT I B0 A , A1 24 T2 FPC - NWU, H.
HEEHH 8 - 8ds . PARSCALE B {304 X Fb v
%, K& FPC - MWU, HXHFRG@BEHE, A
UL P B . MULTILOG 34 3 45 2 40
Bolg , N ERZH M 22 R R M. Kim(2006) 7
Kim(2019) 735 5R F B A RIG 8 ICL 3 AF R R & H
ARSI T KPS {E Y FPC — MWU, Kim Fl Kolen
(2019) {8/ ICL 332 L T & T2 4H 7 R BUR
(%] FPC - MWU, {H ICL FI R % 5 A8 X S 1500 P X
ER,IBARMEIfE, FlexMIRT ( Cai, 2017 ) 84 3
FIRGEB M2 H 7 L POR, H A FPC - MWU,
IBHE BRI R HAE , fr SRR 5 2 8, 5 H A M
REAMRBEFFR M P E M flexMIRT 45 1&
RATEERRALK FPC - MWU 4,

4 ik
4.1 HFR&EH
R NEAT it , A FEE 7 58 H 1
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RBRARME 1 PR, G—1E8 B 25 ARSI —
W7 G FEX MR FIRIN T S b SFREE
BUE 4 MEYL, DAL 85 B 3 B R AL ™ A4

TR AR B E DY 3 R E 6 FFgL. FhEUK
AMEBIR RS By, 3R 3 B/
(G34.,G45 .G56) ,

1 ETREFHEEE NEAT &3t

FEERBEN 4 FR . BEFRINEFESY
ni & RALRI SR TR BE, — AR LA b (] AR R4 g 4k
HELESR, AY D Kb 98 /0 iR 22 (Kim et al. ,2009)
TAEFN K B 40 &, 7755 AT AE 40
~60 85 2 [8] B 18 15 ( Eastwood , 2014 ; Meng, 2007 ) .
BRI LG R 25% , BRAHARAE R 2 [A] 4 10 B4, 4
FRRE NS . BEI S UG I e A DM 22
JG B A1t (expected a posterior estimation, EAP)

BYLRIG =1, KB BK I EMR 1
No MEEBRHIERET BF - 2PL 4 i, NERYE
B - BRI A&, R A U2PL Bl RA
MR SR, £/ BF - 2PL ##17 S8UlHE
IR - BARIC AR M EEBARREREAE 1
BRI EE @A BUR R IR 1 1 05 22 RN, S
Li(2011) & =4k T M EF 87 2 [ &
7 1.0, 5k E T 2R 0.25 MXBUN, TEN 0.5
1.0 B RFRR 1 0 — R - A T A R
HWTH. REABRTENERNEEHE, %5
Kim 1 Kolen (2019) 7 £ 4 FPC HJfhiitHiX & T
500 F1 2000 PR AEAS &, o HIRADFESR, hiEAR
Frh S RAEA o

x1 BRUETE

T KV E
HEED - B4R L ie BF —2PL( LKD) , U2PLOAIEED)
M EEBRE 0.25,0.50,1.00
AR 500,1000,2000
4.2 BIBER

B % R EFBT7, B4 e S
A HE )y 0/1 ity . A 3(MEER) x3
(FEAE) =9 R, R AR B 2 AR U AL T
500 &, LIRS ittt .

£ Kim(2018) ¥5— N 115 B X 70 S5
ay ~ log — Normal (0,0.25) , fRi#E (0. 5,2) (17 B
Mo FEREFIE X ESH o B2 HE 1.7,
ETEEEG e A RERE T &, D
B1.7,

X FARGRE, HAE B4 b, B4 5 ML AR R
i) — AR B R AR AR ], % T 4 SRR H L b ~
N(O,1) ., BIESH d, AR (2) 53], BREH R
EEE -3,3] . X T8, G34 FERESEURMN U
(-1,0.5),645 KXERESBHURM U( -0.5,1) ,G56
MIXERESHURM U(0,1.5) , LAPRUE 5 B 7L #5148
SRAERIWHEREIE o

d;= -b, a;)+a; (2)

XFFHE IS, R AR HE AR R BE ) o A 5k
PRUEIEZR A N(O,1) , AR EFRBE S W2 N
0.5 fr#ELEE N 1( Gotzmann ,2011;Li,2011) . H
THHEE TR ZRBNER, KRk E 7B ER

ENO, TEINMSEBRE 4 MERNFRHRE T
SMEBC AR, LA S E R R g 0. 25 Iy i, B
rE R 2,
®2 BRASHRE
FEHAKF — BT FrRE T
B 0570,/ 0.5/ 05
3 4R N( -0.5,1%) N(0,0.5%)
4 LR N(0,1%) N(0,0.5%)
5 4ER N(0.5,1%) N(0,0.5%)
6 £ N(1.0,1%) N(0,0.5%)

4.3 BEAEHERAE

KA flexMIRT 3.5 449w WA, LISER LA
[ HERI FPC - MWU, 52 Li(2012) ) IRTPRO
A ) AR D B8 B A 5 4 (flexMIRT
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IRTPRO [F¥5 , &5 & I R4 ) . BRI X
9, B =E R H S8R B E B, B
TEA IR , 3% 5 F BN 1) 7070 iR 8 B
PURHER, 7E B A i F FIX fil VALUE 45 4 TR B
i# 1t EmpHist = Yes )} FREE 4 #f{R /064 &
BEELEH.
4.4 FHIBAR

TV ST TR I H S8 Al
THEE , TR 2= ( Bias) AR 22 75 HR (root mean
square error, RMSE) , Bias J:i5%25 i) B &k 277 A1,
EAEF AR, FUER R R ARAG . RMSE 2 B 1%
REMVEN TR, URIRZ M Kb, HA R
AN AR RS . WEHEARIT

5B, -B)
~— R (3)

Bias =

RMSE = (4)

AR AR (4) .8, W r KA SHEH
TEHHE B BB, R HEHEIEL
5 GR
5.1 MEEBNGFH
%3 M1k 4 4RI TR - R ITRL (BF -

2?:1(Br _B)z
R

2PL ABHY) S BERY — i AN UC g (U2PL BERY ) S 44
T, PIRS RO ET5 1 B8 1 2 B A TH{E B Bias Al
RMSE, SMARE,BEEWSEBRY K, sEHSHM
Bias il RMSE 34K, Mt aa P T i, 5 4R 9N 3t
RREE(FFRIREZKF) BH B EEL. T
i HZ%, 4 BF - 2PL B, Bl A0 & IR R 3
K, K5 BEAIMEBE 2401 Bias Fl RMSE 7K FEAIR,
At TERT . K ESERESFRAMATRE N
WbEZ R WA U2PL B i, BE& &S
BRI H SRR TE T R, LR B4R
R A THRZE R . K2 BES B Tu R A 2
i FHR
5.2 HAENHYW

MK 3 1K 4 Wl L, BEERE A B K, BRI SR
i Bias fl RMSE 7KFREZ A BT FEAIG, Al 1Rl k48
L HESER M THR 2Z KRR BE . X T
T HZH, BE FA B K, ANETE BF - 2PL AR
A U2PL KBS, 240 Bias £ RMSE /K- 1
Z A X oy SR BF - 2PL AT B4R 4 iR
ZEKV-BEZ WAk, XEBE S BN e U2PL AR EL R 5 4F
FH AR B SRR

F3 —HiREE 1S % H) Bias F1 RMSE(BF - 2PL)

. . Grade3 Graded Grade5 Grade6
PR MEEE ik Bias RMSE Bias RMSE Bias RMSE Bias RMSE
CcC -0.01 0.57 0.00 0.55 0.00 0.55 0.01 0.57
0.25 FPC 0.00 0.56 -0.01 0.53 0.00 0.57 0.01 0.63
CC 0.00 0.64 0.00 0.62 0.00 0.62 0.00 0.64
500 050 FPC 0.00 0.57 0.00 0.55 0.00 0.58 0.00 0.64
1.00 CC 0.01 0.72 0.00 0.68 0.00 0.68 -0.01 0.73
FPC 0.00 0.60 0.00 0.59 0.00 0.60 0.00 0.64
CC 0.00 0.62 0.00 0.59 0.00 0.59 -0.01 0.62
0.25 FPC -0.01 0.52 -0.01 0.50 0.00 0.53 0.01 0.57
CcC 0.01 0.62 0.00 0.60 0.00 0.60 -0.01 0.62

1000 0.50

FPC 0.00 0.54 -0.01 0.52 0.00 0.54 0.00 0.57
CcC 0.01 0.71 0.00 0.66 0.00 0.67 -0.01 0.71
1.00 FPC 0.00 0.58 0.00 0.57 0.00 0.58 0.00 0.60
CC 0.00 0.51 0.00 0.50 0.00 0.50 0.00 0.51
0.25 FPC -0.01 0.50 -0.01 0.49 0.00 0.50 0.01 0.53
2000 0.50 CC 0.01 0.60 0.00 0.58 0.00 0.58 -0.01 0.60
FPC 0.00 0.52 -0.01 0.51 0.00 0.52 0.01 0.55
1.00 CC 0.01 0.68 0.00 0.66 0.00 0.66 -0.01 0.69
FPC 0.00 0.57 0.00 0.56 0.00 0.57 0.00 0.59
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F 4 B8 15% Bias 1 RMSE( U2PL)
. . Grade3 Graded Grade5 Grade6
PR MEEE ik Bias RMSE Bias RMSE Bias RMSE Bias RMSE
CcC 0.00 0.51 0.00 0.51 0.00 0.51 0.01 0.51
0.25 FPC -0.02 0.50 -0.01 0.48 0.01 0.49 0.01 0.51
CC 0.01 0.64 0.00 0.64 -0.01 0.64 -0.03 0.64
500 050 FPC -0.03 0.64 -0.01 0.61 0.01 0.61 0.00 0.65
1.00 CC 0.01 0.81 -0.01 0.81 -0.03 0.81 -0.07 0.81
FPC -0.03 0.82 -0.01 0.82 0.02 0.80 -0.03 0.80
CC 0.00 0.49 0.00 0.49 0.00 0.49 -0.01 0.49
0.25 FPC -0.01 0.49 -0.01 0.48 0.01 0.48 0.00 0.50
CcC 0.01 0.63 -0.01 0.63 -0.02 0.62 -0.05 0.63
1000 0.50
FPC -0.02 0.63 -0.01 0.61 0.01 0.61 -0.01 0.63
CC 0.02 0.79 -0.01 0.79 -0.04 0.79 -0.10 0.79
1.00 FPC -0.03 0.81 -0.01 0.81 0.01 0.79 -0.04 0.79
CC 0.00 0.49 0.00 0.49 -0.01 0.49 -0.03 0.49
0.25 FPC -0.01 0.49 -0.01 0.48 0.01 0.48 -0.01 0.49
CC 0.01 0.62 -0.01 0.62 -0.03 0.62 -0.06 0.62
2000 0.50
FPC -0.02 0.63 -0.01 0.61 0.01 0.61 -0.02 0.62
1.00 CC 0.02 0.78 -0.01 0.79 -0.05 0.78 -0.11 0.78
FPC -0.02 0.80 -0.01 0.81 0.02 0.78 -0.04 0.77

5.3 R B AR FPC - MWU #9558 Hb 3%

J T HWABEARRRMET , WA S8R
2:(CC #IFPC - MWU) ) tRE2Z R, B 2 ~ B 4 7051
BERTENERGESH EE SRR SHD
Bias #1 RMSE $74k &,

PR — B UC il 454 (BF - 2PL) T, % T —
HFRXESH,FPC - MWU 7EM & RE R 0.25,
FEACEH 500 ~ 1000 I}, Bias 1 RMSE #Zi8] & /]
T CC EAHAMZMGHG T, PR S RiRZEK
L, LA RMSE /R AR &, W& ES SRR
JEANT R, T =R R T RS DRI R T
BHARIZER, S LR SER 8 RMSE
FTRBEER(p=0.184,7" =0.033) ; TERFFRE F IX
AYESE L, FPC - MWU ) RMSE B2 ¥ /N (p <
0.001,7° =0. 640) ; Xf F X B S H M1, CC i
W, H B EHEE BT Bias K CC 1) RMSE &}
FHRTF FPC -MWU(p <0.001,5° =0.247) ;% F—
MR 1 28, CC MR My & R, B R EFE K
BT, A IRl %, 3 H CC /) RMSE B2
K(p<0.001,7° =0.718) ,

B - R AT EL A& (U2PL) T X F X4 B
S, WIFPRHE Ty 28R i = i, (H CC 1Y Bias WG BETE
Ko FPC - MWU ) RMSE & H/Mp =0.011,7%°
=0.114) ; ZEXEFESH E,FPC - MWU 2 LR,
T CC 29 5L i AR 9 BRI B AF- 4% Bias K, RMSE 1,

BEFEH(p<0.001,n" =0.945) ; X i 1544, CC
A B A, B B T — e AR B R Rk B
7 RMSE FWFMSHE T AR BE 2R (p =0. 135,
7> =0.041),
6 itig

SRR TTBOR IR A i ik 8, ~HREH
BRAWEZE 3, HEEBITZmE SR
KR EMERRR, Z0HRMRIEHRZ. B
Aif 2 Li(2011) $R5% TS EBX CC K, &
PAERERY - Bl AL ECET , CC X &R RE 1 S B IX
SESBETHR 22 B8 2 1 K, T 55k BE AR 26 AR
PSRN Z R, P9 E @S ST, 3™
PSR L IR T TR RGBT .
6.1 FPC-MWU FZRY THEEBFTRGEE

FEARRY - BRI R AT, PR 7 B X — Mk R
HNBF B S S ER KR T
W,/ FPC - MWU A% CC Z 2 (i REEE B /), A
T EE R, 5 R MR ZEACFE X —8, #
B - FARA LI T, B 2 & EE W
FE K. XEES 24, CC [FAFETE SRR R
I A , 1T FPC - MWU 8 & 5% ) 2=
ERAHX TN X TR ESE, CC 2 EEB M
T KIERE R, EEESH L, CC BT
MR FPC - MWU B 5 — SR 7 £ T0AR IR
Ao [FHS,FPC - MWU $35 H S50 A 118 5 1 B 45
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FERR I W4 75 5

method BG-CC 3% BG-FPC:#:U2PL-CC :7; U2PL-FPC

FEARBE(1.0) T L REHE X R $5

method % BG-CC i/ BG-FPC:# U2PL-CC

4 U2PL-FPC

: ; ] 4 : ; : v ; : i i
srateR oraded graded oradet  oraded oraded graded gradel  graded araded gsadef graded

2 RS ESH Bias(

method BG-CC :# BG-FPC#: U2PL-CC ij: U2PL-FPC

¢ i i ; : ; : i ; :
graded praded wadeS gradet  wraded giaded pradeS graded  graded graded graded orases

ﬁw il @.’,f' $ Bl g
mraded gradei x;mdi.‘ st gr'mﬂ friz 3554 iz 3def G a:sa&: et riﬂ graded grades grrded

Z ) ¥ftb 5 RMSE (&) ¥fLk

method % BG-CC i%: BG-FPC:#;U2PL-CC i7; U2PL-FPC

3 MESH Bias(Z) X5 RMSE(H) XL

method ;% BG-CC :%: BG-FPC :#.U2PL-CC ' U2PL-FPC

method % BG-CC :4: BG-FPC:#. U2PL-CC >+ U2PL-FPC

S v g i i i v i i v i
waded graded graded gradef gradel graded wraded graded gradel waded grrdel graded

i i i g v
grmv-l g(udeli grades wadel  gradeld graded gdd&.b et sdee fradeld graded graded wadeb

E 4 RES15% Bias( &) 3L 5 RMSE( &) 3Lk

WA R —PUESE T FPC - MWU £E14 G 8
BTRAEFHRN, XL EE T A M
R, —72 FPC - MWU 7£ EM #E3h AT T 2RI
BIMHRT, X A T AR A S E SR
B CRFIRIN 775 22) 3 K B3R Al 22 5 — = FPC
- MWU i3 B A E S8 B0 T R B R,
1 CC W RAEFEHEE R BT B R, RV [R) £ 4%
HIZBUE R AT 80, R R 20 A R i R

¥ SPEHIEEFEFNER |, X BRI AR
2. PRI RARBE WA RAEHT L, H
A DA BRI 43 BB HE 2 RS S M B T AR R
wE, EAFEHEEBMZARENTRT,C
BRRVIEAKT-SFEBT, 3 BB HEIFRIE T CC
1 FPC — MWU ( Kang & Peterson, 2012 ; Kim, 2018 ;
Kim,2019) , [AI#%,FPC — OWU i FPC - NWU %
AHMALEFE IR, HHE AP R BX W E IR
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TR B #EFT FPC — MWU ( Gotzmann , 2011 ; Kim
et al. ,2009) .
6.2 FlRAERILERMEFEEFRIERIL

WHRLiE U2PL AR BAG B A W & BB e,
PR AT - BB VG AC 551 S5 A CC I
T e R B RO , BREE S S8R 1 T4 kA
RET M2/ TBOE I . 1A & B A UIRT
ARG T 2 48 B M B, CC oo 1 L RO 48
(Bolt,2014 ; Briggs & Weeks,2009;Yen,1985) , 5%
HERANFE T CCTEM S BRI RS - Bdla A It
ECT B HERER B, Wehh, CC TEXEE S HABE I S8
BRI, HE BT B Y ) B M AR 4 BE B UMY ( Briggs
& Weeks,2009 ; Gotzmann , 2011 ) , B Xf L /2R 1)
fhTt B ER , T 7E IR B B 4R, AT HR 22K

PLERFIAIRE CC NENRHEZBBAHRKRK
R EEER B BOE RN 0/1 FrrEES 10, H
MAERSHLMBE LR BX - BER b, BRE
BOEL B ER M S BRI EG L, FRs E
HEFGBIT , HFES M FR R PR 2, #m 2R
HEEMRE, WILEH CC B, — Rk E i E
PRGN B UE, DL RS B /)N 1 5% 3 OB (Kim et
al. ,2009) , Z5Hrh FPC - MWU JE30A B B 3L
IR, N S E E TSR EE SRS
EHESHA R, RS E0E A R R
FEIT H BEALIRER , 72 A BUVE 287 0 e g h [R) A
TR—ESH R T BN AR EEER
KSR B PE . A AL R REER M, T
THATA T iR 2, HE T R A T R R iR 2
WalA, A ERENE R T H#TEEER,
FPC - MWU R E 18,

F— R HHEARTE 500 ~ 1000 Fiiy &5
FEEETE 0. 25 I, U2PL A g i Ag B M e i s T
BF - 2PL %A, X—HEHE MR 55— AT
BERIE Sy —Fh MIRT A, o T3R5 5 € FHER 1Y
SRR WAHER — WA R, AR
BS54 E B E W IE b ( Reckase, 1997 ), 7F Li
(2011) W#F5T T, & /MEAE 1000 A BF - 2PL
BRIAH R U2PL B S A8 Bl B, 7 22 3 B il
MIRT #) ¥t 4~ & & /0> 25 2000 ( Yao & Boughton,
2007) o A WLAEAS B AE A XA B B 2 T 2 20
FIRH . B MEEBRE/NT ERH HEA
S AT B, f A BF - 2PL EBY (K306 B R T
B Ip(2010) Fl Carlson(2017) FBFFE - H T 4H[E]

MITLAR . Li(2011) SR R EB /N T 0. 25, ff
FiU2PL AR RS RS . w) DA S B HAE 0. 25
DI, HE)ARRZRAN, TR T T8,
AT BF - 2PL BIAE SRR E N /DT 0.
25 BHETTHERE I IETE , B W] DL RS A WU R 11
UM PIRT J5 ikt 1124804kit. PIRT FIEA R L%
W TR T )RR A S AR B UTRT (Tp,2010) , A
LR Al P F B, B IR IR B TRk A F 1
ZHRIE R
6.3 FlexMIRT By A A 2kt

] flexMIRT 2B 4L F BF - 2PL i ) FPC
-MWU, M8 F ICL MR IES ,WEER L5, 5
T EFRAE. SRR, BB R
(Cai,2017) , AT RUEZ A A B0HE, X LA
RIBFFE G5 2R : Kim F1 Kolen (2019) 5% A ICL 244 H
L4 FPC - MWU, $4ig A& At 11352 A U3PL A%
B BEARBE J1 B4 Bias 7K F K 0. 01 ~ 0. 02, RMSE
K47 0.03 ~0. 08 (BEAE 500 ~2000) ;Li(2011)
SR H IRTPRO SEBUM R FREM ) CC, #4881 33E
Bias 7K F7E - 0. 04 ~0. 01 Z[A], RMSE 7K -4 0. 56
~0.79 (FE4<& 1000 ~4000) ; TEALAY — BRI AL 5%
# T ,FPC - MWU [ Bias 7K F-34 0. 01, RMSE 7K -
37 0.49 ~0.64,CC [ Bias 7KF# £0.01,RMSE 7k
347 0.50 ~0. 73 (BEASE 500 ~2000) . B] WLAK TR
7= 5HT AR5 2R K,
6.4 XBMEZRHB =Tk

ZATTAMPIR R, I_ i b TR R A H
HEEBN =2

F—2 MEHENHSEERR. £RERR
o NI AR E R TEA S IR . B TTESL PRI
A AERBIE N S ER R, taa] SaR R
PERUE F RS B . Bk Li(2011) Lh# &4~
FRAIFEEE /0 B 2 B3z W F ARG R i
2, B E B R ] e /)N 1 B A R XA AR
A BRI R e O 1 s — R X4 B
SEEME, DMER T Rk B O 22, B iR
B

F8 RIBENEHNHEEBEUREARAER
AN EBRIE MR AT AL, SRR MR
FEEE/NT 0,25, W s] DA UIRT AR H & R4k,
RZWETFZBFEA R, IRFAE /DT 1000, 3
NP R B S50 R Rz, R
I Ao i EEE BB ) 28 B MR 1, T AR S B R
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ARG

2025 4E

AR 5) . RIME I B SEBAER T, W%
B UIRT A (R 6), WRFEABKRT

1000, I 2 B £ XU R B

£S5 BEHERURARRAEFZEESE (REENSEERHNE)

FrAf 0.25 0.50 1.00
500 UIRT ## + MWU A FHEE + MWU W EFRER + MWU
1000 UIRT ## + MWU A FHEE + MWU W EFRER + MWU
2000 UIRT #£& + MWU/CC  WH FRER + MWU  SUHE FHER + MWU

®6 EHERURARRAEFZEESE (REWESEERNE)

A 0.25 0.50 1.00
500 UIRT #/I + MWU UIRT #/I + MWU UIRT A + MWU
1000 UIRT #/I + MWU UIRT #/I + MWU UIRT A + MWU
2000 UIRT #£& + MWU/CC  WH FRER + MWU  SUHE FHER + MWU

B RSB RRET . LR P
RS, B 1% FPC - MWU #1283, 7511
FMF P WA R CC,

7 &t

F— MR A HE, FPC - MWU B /> 32 Fil 4
SEBIE IR, 2 UCE B AR R A A X T
RS BRI A B IE

SR AR - BRSE TR IL AL 58 S ERB IAE
FITF, (RIS i i B T 70 B RO 4 MR HEAF- 4%
FRBZON, T FPC - MWU s HER P RE A X R
FifeE o

F=, LB A G S ER R AR R, &
BRI SRR T i o XA T ELE R T
R GEBE0.25 LI EFIEEA# 1000 LU L, H
T UIRT &2 SR C 2 .
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Comparison of Concurrent Calibration and Fixed — Parameter Calibration with
Multiple Prior Weights Updating under the Impact of Construct Shift

Chen Zihao'?, Li Guangming'
(1. School of Psychology,Center for Studies of Psychological Application,South China Normal University , Guangzhou 510631 ;
2. Guangzhou Cadre and Talent Health Management Center,Guangzhou 510530)

Abstract . Construct invariance assumption is violated easily when conducting vertical scaling for more than four grade — groups. Con-
struct shift can distort the developmental scale and lower the accuracy of parameter estimation. In order to find a better estimation meth-
od , this paper compared the performance of concurrent calibration and fixed — parameter calibration with multiple prior weights updating
through a simulation experiment when construct shift exists. A 2( model ; matched , mismatched) x 3 ( construct shift;0.25,0.5,1.0) x
3 ( sample size;500,1000,2000 ) common — item design was conducted, which including four grade — groupsResults indicate that con-
struct shift has different effects on two estimated models. The FPC — MWU strategy effectively reduces errors caused by construct shift
and has fewer base grade distance effect than concurrent calibration. In conclusion , practice reference is given for choosing most appro-
priate model and calibration method by considering the construct shift and sample size together.

Key words ; vertical scaling;bifactor model ; construct shift; fixed — parameter calibrationitem response theory



