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W OERINEERGNREEAAASFEESNTNE R, AL TR FHFHK
Pt bk, 5 BOM B R KR A F HLeG A0 A2 R A5 R 5 B30 R Bl SRR A e B8 - S H
AR A RATIE P A S LB, AXRBEABEH(FRAEHE, LREEFH)T
eGSR A, 5T A R P R B T kAR R AT, QR MEA 3k, A TR
NGB T k5, B 89 B R B F R 6 A R fe R B PR R R BT R T AT T R

SRR A M AL A
hE 5SS B841.2 XHERFRAERD A

1 5|§

Mj564% 42 (linking ; Kolen & Brennan,2014) 275
5 b8 B R S MR B TR E
RE, B MG, TR RRA A [F
T2 I 55 53 BT DASEAT LU B a4 . T i 122190
AT Lhar = K28 F ( predicting) | & ROBHE
(scale calibration ) 12 {H (equating) , Z%/H ( equa-
ting) 2 H A — B EHR, Bl — & i %
T, BT EE MG T, LA R0 iRAs H 40
Bl S EE R, I T 52 BUAS [R] I 46: R A= ] 4345 e
ZHUTT LG TR B SL B BT, BTS2 3
MG A SRR (B =, 5 R, 2012; X
], 4L =, 2015a,2015b; Kolen & Brennan, 2014 ;
Lord, 1980 ; van der Linden,2000; von davier et al. ,
2003) , R4 Lord (1980) WL, BEEE HE1T 5 {H Y
P T 57 0 A AT B 25, 2 52 (1) SRR A
45 FE) (same construct) ; (2) {5 B ZEM 14 (equal reli-
ability) ; (3) X FR M (symmetry ) 5 (4) Ff KA 28 1
( population invariance) ; (5) Ak (equity ) o

2056 AR IR A Z 8 o B A 42, It B S
XA S0 R A (1) 75 LR BB TR LT AT 2E ,
e T SO R B B o i, X TR ML T 8
I 35 56 {5 BF 5¢ AH X B 2, LA )/ Haberman
(2015) ,Longford (2015) , Xin Ff Zhang (2015 ) Z: 4}
FiAT T 2R, HEMEE —5ip KB W5, ik
AHI(2015) Xf —4F ZH T 7T B E R B U
kTR (HRECE R i e T BRI 45 X
BIFXNLL = (2015b) SR R #) 38 5 10 46 1) 5 v % TC 5

MEHS 1003 -5184(2025)01 - 0072 -06

Bt TS EIRER XA T e LR A A 5
T ZEE BE (2016) £ TN F2 Wl 56 o 1R B AR
B, AL IRT AR H AR [l 205 52 B P B
DX BE R s R BRR (2023 ) 5 B IN A 2 ) i el )
T A SEITCH BT 9 SE(E, XA 77 2% T 15 XU
g R W] AT AR o

TESERR B R AR, JE IR 70— £ i XU Y 0 3
R, S ) B0 36 WA ) SR P o 3l it T 9 3 = iE
RARZH, L nFRNTHE K M5 7% , AR 1
B H AR, A N BE I TR WAEZE 5
WA SEBIXAR 875 S BR P 2 B LU, T EIRA
PR ARR , B gk TEEE AR KPR R
s w2 AL SFE R R EE (B, 2019) .
T ENGE, T ORI 5 1K A Rl R A Z [ A AR ZE 3
[FIRE , H.2350 2 s 2 00 56 R A 19 %5 A2 BB ) 20 A
AR [R5 B <8 B DU 36 15 190 R 0l I 3 A S 4H
(non - equivalent groups without anchor test, NE-
WAT) B3t fa pr o Josliise it AHx T8 gy 4R 55
A48 M 56 (non — equivalent groups with anchor test,
NEAT) 53, NEWAT £ T A [R] 30 36 i A 2Z (8]
RESA R S A, AR RIRE E , Ao R
FARHLA 5 s (N 28 B0 2 3098 T i 8 =X S ME,
H BRI B 7] o g 7 1 5 ) O SE BN 36 JlR A =2
ARSI

FEX) NEWAT $23t, AR E R R AE LW
ANBAEERHITHE, B2 T A P12 3 k5
( Holland & Dorans,2006) , Haberman(2015) £ T &
NI B E B 78 3 ( minimum discriminant information
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adjustment , MDIA ; Haberman , 1984 ) 5 JE &5 41 fr) 2% 4
E A L IASCRE At A 155 45 B DL S5 4 ( pseudo — equiv-
alent group ; Kim & T.u,2018;Tu & Guo,2018) ,ix B
FRINALUS 175 HERE AR S 4D 55 21 1 [ IR R At AT R AS [
Mg b /8 B 15 4 L3R T 7 # (Kolen &
Brennan,2014) , FEFEAT A% ST S %
A g6 A BOR TR IR SRR, T RO B REAE B M
M/ NMEE . FERA T ABRMESA, EFGE
XI5 A S - BUE AR R T RSB R R
JEH A, Longford (2015) £ H 1 7] 45 43 V& Aig
( propensity score matching) B 5 ¥, Hid B =42
(WA 25 1E B &) g 45 4, 95 17
S IRVEECRIE BURFRAHE T #E A, BT Esl 5%
TEALORTE B4 43 A ) JR PR, Xin 1 Zhang (2015 ) #7
T IHE B R #8518 (Tocal equating ) HESE, 2%
B 17 U 3 i A [] B A AH (] ) 1 S 4R R 2 A
fBJAH [F] 9l 3 ( Tatsuoka, 2009 ) , $2 i J6AF 55 H 43
PAEEB Y, R A B A S (I ER R
A CRERILRE Bl FFHHA) WSEH R ARSEE, 4551
R RFFHEAABE TR 2 REE (NEXEHE) ,
REWR /BB 19304 22 R R BN S AR 2

KT SEBRR T H NEWAT 31 -5 4 F NE-
WAT 3T S EFR K8 U, B LZEXTBLA NE-
WAT 3T SER R T, XA =
A~ WL BB 5 ( Haberman , 2015 ; Longford , 2015 ; Xin &
Zhang 2015 ) " B I FNIE B BEA T A A AT B B
7R I3E AR A AR B R, 48 T R R N L
BFHRF TR T LESERORRME T, FER
TR, BRI R IR B HE & ROt T
MIEETR BRA T R 5k W FE F R AT
SR, X B X = A BB AR R S AT
S e .
2 ZTHEBESFHIGTTH=MEESIN

TCRERBAE S A BT T M E RS — B D RZ 2
DU 45 B 1 50 1, BRSO B AT X & sl & 3 b
(CTT) #090 H 2 p 15 (item response theory, IRT;
Baker & Kim,2004 ) 2} 7 — e f# e 5 ( Kolen &
Brennan 2014 ) , {HJ&3X 2 )5 57 SE B B A T e
I, b Qn e A 408 1 S T AR 2 B0 R W) L
IRT N ESHONE BN T8 S 1 R B HESR, %
O SR R o R [R] R 5 AN R T 3 iR A R 28
B 2 Rl — B R St Lo an 6] B A% #E ( concurrent
calibration ) 2,

XUPIFIXLL z2 (2015b ) 25 B T — 7 #4035 5 ) 46
M7k, Bl R 088 B TR T R G
MR TR] Rl As (1o 300 36 HH -5 H X BE AR (1 8 B ) e )

TS E, SZARKE, BEEH(2019) NjNFH
AR FREZE R T R e [R EHLN  J ik SEEE, B
T A W BUA BOE A L R R RN, 18 1
WAL, LRERE, XWA T ESAEERM
Vs BRMAAAE—BRER, L HMNL s
(2015b) I T TEBRIELEE R HREZR K, M
BHEEHE(2019) M R ER KIS &, /MER &
TEEMPRFTREAL . T 4 HIR R 2 5 =
MR HTN A
2.1 EAF&AHAANAZEAZE(MDIA) i tg 5 ik

MDIA ( Haberman, 1984 ) 2 —f3E &5 4 i+ 89
A, T RERAR € MECE S ENEA, &
RS E R ES , B AR E LI e
KRG, HoAO BAR R A 4 e e S0 4E (e,
FEF)FET, RG22 B /DRFTR
oA, AT SE B SR MR sk 5 {E

THEX A RYFFSHITUA, FE - TRET
ARRAS RIS , BB RRAS ¢ (1 <2 < T) 30 R il
—IR, S RA ¢ % ABCON N, (HE2AH
FE SN (AT RAS B 22 A R A i R SR G AR, B
SR A 0 56 19 25 A= (¥ RE 7 4 7 BT RE 2 A ]
Mo TERRA 1 LRI i B8N, € (2,25, ], HoH
20, K0 20, A B R B0 BN AR, 8 H 4y, =0, 4y, =
100, SEBR I 3 «,, FECA B BE/NT 100, FI—4
JHR R E Z, R AU ¢ ORERC R .
BoEW hEE i WERGE(X,,Z,) ZMSm, B 1
<i<N,,1<e<T X FEEMMIEIRA ¢, (X,,Z,)
BIEFBA(X,,Z,) , X, BRI [ 2,2, ] HETBEHL
AR, WZ, 2 J RN &

CMEGRRAS ¢ ALE R W,, W, =0 HY_ W, =
LW Z, BIREAE 2, R

étthilzévilziz’ (1)
20, 2, MIBCE-3B1E 2
zzth:thét. (2)

T A ¢ LBOR § ALTE w, o XTTFIBRIEA ¢,
K2 BAE w, TIE N SN w0 2 RHEE R
EIIACER N, 2w, Z,,1 <i <N,, HETFXLes
W, &2 & /M B KL ( Kullback — Leibler, KL;
Kullback&Leibler, 1951 ) #| 5I{5 B N, ' ¥, 1;1# log
(w,) o

ST P R R, 75 SE IR 1 3 R R A RE 36T 901
S (R E R B A AT, (E X F ) FIRE
AR A LI A B e ) B AR A W, 1
HORAEFREAR 5, 7B PP, — M P
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T 2025 4E

WA EH N TS EH B TR—2R E
(Kolen & Brennan,2004 ;von Davier et al. ,2004)

Haberman (2015 ) DL — A~ B {4 52 1) > PEAR T 42
A ERRR ., B IBHEAHE M, B I 125
THAESETE 7% L S/ B AE PR 43 W ) A
B2, B IEAE 29 N RAS . T B WIS ER A T
NEAT( B\ 4E S5 20 FRdh i 30 (13503 ) AT R0, iX b
—2R, XM T BE AT LA SR G S B S5 7 i Rl
SRR e, W LR ] MDIA 4 3 0155 43 47 5%
185, IEXTEATNEE RFET L. BhhZEERG
BB RERNE, ERWEHEF BAHY R
EEINET  TAERE, 3 16 AR5heaE. &
L, BRI RPN 76 ML E

it MDIA #)iR% 1538 T &R EM
3. TS A T 1975 4= ANBEEH £,
HE#t T 31000, AHCh 54000, MEERKE,
T MDIA ({07 B AE KA A B BRI BUS B AT 1 S5 E
SEF . ARG RRAS [H] A 1 Y BB, WA R
THAWNEEFR , 138G 54 50 B E 0 802E
8223, BiE i MDIA X9 1 47 A ZE 1A B M i 4
SER2F AT S B [r 00 360 ROAS [+ 2 B B3R
2.2 ATFTHFERBERGFT®

TR B TR S B R R s i 3ok
T8 T B B3 AL R 39 05 125, I SIS TE S5 R HEZE (po-
tential outcome framework, POF; Holland, 1986 ; Ru-
bin,1974 ,2006 ) #1355, Sinharay #1 Holland (2008 ) 4|
X Rk B4R Ak B N TS (A B IR BEAT T 1B
Dorans FI Holland (2000 ) $5 H {5 B A~ 7] ) U 56 it A<
ZI A BB AT S, A6 T I A i
BT SEEATT USRS NI T R G R

Gzlzcl(Gzil)- (3)

AHXT T NEAT % 11 o 77 76 3t [ &, Longford
(2015) % B HYJE NWEAT i1, BN FEAEILRIRR , 4,
AFTESFARNGR, HEFE - RIIFREE, T
4% 220 ( chain equating, CE; von Davier et al. ,
2004) M J5 4 /2 2 {H ( post — stratification equating,
PSE ;von Davier et al. ,2004) 8 A& FH T NWEAT 1%
Fo MmO BEREEREEHRED - MEE
( Rosenbaum & Rubin,1983) , f| %A E w2 & (0
AL BEE R AASETFTRE) W28 B IHE
B, BN A R TP BRI R (e 184 ) , B
R ESTE N NWEAT FA R RRAS <467

X T CE fl PSE, V- (& & 24k ) #B 2 H
WEENE., BRKAWERBRARS A B, N0
S%F LT & TA 1 TB, IF BX BLARER T F SRR
. XENERTEEMAERMVAGHE, IR—1

R AE AT R G B WA B2 B A ] At
LT IR PR B 52 0, V)22 728 BRI AR N R
B R, £M% NWEAT %224k, , Longford (2015)
T POF 211 T R T &I s g2 b7 , il i X —
S R AT L A ) A543 0 % A AT UL IS, TR A
K B IR WA AR 4, SR 5 1 X P4 5 A= 43
BHATSEEA I, BB . BhE - ~
A [ AT FR G0 B AR 8 Al T 39 46 1] 3 B A7 BE X
TEA ) S0 B4 B, SR logistic [RIEXT T 548 &
159317 X—2 8 H BRSO A K/MESE R4,
EATRA LA RS AR50, B ENT LA
BVEREBEVAIE R A, BV AR B S5, TR
5T RS T A SHE R AR X P # 1T
FEH., FEFENRE BT RTENENERNT
RN, B PR REREE,

2.3 A THERAEESMANESIHFA

T EA TR Z R, Lord (1980 ) #2174
(LI TP HE N, 3 > E U B2 SR TRE IR W 51~ %
AL TEL BRI IARE T , TEA RIS RRAS B 43k
SYATARIA] o SEE PR PR UE T A RS R4 E
)43 B0RT DL s A 1, X R S 5 B RAL T
m & X 5] ( Holland & Dorans, 2006 ) . #R # Lord
(1980) , SE PR & T W R A =4~ 5 T B &%
S (D) AR B (2) AHIFRA RS54 5 (3) BHAA AR
{£(van der Linden,2010) , i TZ&EAE1ES T™
¥, JLP B T2 vl AN R X it , AR 2B E A
HEEE T E{E G E MW A B (Dorans & Holland,
2000 ;Kolen & Brennan,2004) , [FIt, X MRELE K
ZREE T EP AR AASE R RN T %
(Kolen & Brennan,2004)

IR HEN R ] T SR E B R B &A% B AR, B
SE TG R 22 & (E ¥4 ( van der Linden &Wiberg,
2010) » EARSEHL, X THARNEE S0 0 PR, &
MG AN IRAS X F1 Y B BORRE R 2 —
(G AR | T R e B 38 2ok — 2R 5] (5 B0 ) o 528
B, BP

QDe(x) =F;|}9(FX|9(9C)),0€R, (4)
e Fy o Fy 53 AR B IRA X Y ERED)
7 0 WIS S B BN . van der Linden
(2010) 5 Hy , B — W% B AL A RRAEL R R 5 e 4 AL
WR] DA 2 S A TR UE, A2 4 T3] I 3 /2 X
PR IR R AR HE N

7 18 3 S A PP SR B A R LLSE R, van
der Linden(2000,2006,2010) 5] A T R#&E, £
AT RS E 1 AR o, B R Bk GRS BB
(BB S IEFARRL T84S , X R T E R R i
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PORE T AT SRR, R, RN B
MR8 68 51 K F #6147 43 41, van der Linden 7
Wiberg(2010) [FFR R DRI 2 “ MBI 43287 ,
S A G I R R B A SOR 0T . BT
TRT 1) )= #8 S5 ELAHORSE REATL A RS , DRI 17 be o B o7
EE R BRH TE AR NSENE B S5
HI R 2 TR R LG —ER, EM WA g
P NEWAT T S5 E 8

AN [R1 I 56 R A 25 Z2 AR TRl A N G54 2 S LI AT 48
FbZ— 78 CTT B84t IRT TIAMZEH 2Ed E
SIS TER FOR € 1Y, (HA2 BEAEA 2 UAE
X B R AS B B[] W] DL #E AT SR A (Xin et al.
2015) , T TA R 12 W BB 6% 42 41k 0o 3R & v B9 A &%
=L ( Embreston, 1983 )

HT B K B 4548 , Xin F Zhang(2015)
X AR W I 3 Hh B 2 B R R SR T T R
Ko ANENE, THAENFHLHFFS. RXX
ALY IR A RAS, IAEREH X UR FHE
REEHEY 0N b AU 4 80453 5
x Fy, EATTR L K B DGR AR B R IRJE B Q JH
M ( Tatsuoka, 1983 ) 73 31| Ky Ay ML Ay Ry F1 Ry Qy H0
Qvo TEBYEKT- b, T 56 (¥ A T30 55 44 A P15 B 4
IRT FARMEAN, BB =T EMANE: (1) B
B (2) BHEMIMEZER K FR (Leighton et al.,
2004) ;(3) Mg Q 4EME, WL MBI RA % 254t [F]
NS TR Z AR ETIE TARNE
S5, AEHFIR A SR R FE M, 7R A2 H
B AR R v R AR R T 56 1A [ R A (] B
AR )& X (Tatsuoka,2009) . [H itk , HAG HH[E &
PEEARIE T (attribute mastery pattern, AMP) 2% 4=
ATDMERTENIS: X ALY R4, T S8 B S5 E.
& Xin 1 Zhang (2015 ) , F[R] A K45 14 1) 76 70 b
KA RAHF B Q FEFF, Fo 0 A5 2 ALY Q ZHFE
(AR A B 2580, B B A PER A& X R
A o

255 AMP T X A1 Y FIER AN e &0
ATLARTA

Fp.(y) =F ni(e(%)),acfd (5)
;H\:':F' Fym(y) %i‘ﬁ(ﬂﬂgﬁ Y I~ AMP ﬂﬂ o E‘J%ﬁiﬁ%iﬂ»
OB XA WSS S B0 A I B | 4 3
B ERIRTN Fona(e(x)) o MTHHK AMP,
FEMRET LITELT -

e(w;0) =Fy,(y) = Fyni(e(x)),ac2 (6)
MPEl R AMP F)SEHEIRZR O I, X Fy KR
B, AL vo

y:¢a(x) :Fl;llF(a(X)la(gD(x))’ae'Q' (7)

5 2k bR 2 (%) B, BT LA F¢<x)|a(€0(x)) =Fy,
(x) , ja] i — 213 B S e A X8

pu(%) =il Fpulp(x) acd  (8)
3 XM= NEWAT it TEHEEKAMITIE

SEENNE PR CREARZ —, BTERRA
[Fe) 00 35 A ) B9 - AT G [l R, SR T, A% G S5
7 VR R OB R ST B BE 1 20 A AR R Y 9t ik
B TEAREARE ST (AN To A A = o 1 v
HHARZ4EL) Tk 22 PR, X R S B A
R ARG R0 B S AR AR AR T B R A
B, AR T TESE PR ST b, PR B Bl 83X T B T
25 INE, QARAS & B DU B A AR 52 PR AT, BRI TG A
W56 B BT g U B S fE AR L T BT J5 [l Haber-
man(2015) ,Longford(2015) }% Xin Fi Zhang (2014 )
(1 =TT AU SE A E A FS R B Rl 6 454
BERBALGTER,  E IR PF g R 4L T 0 5 ik
HE.

Haberman (2015 ) £ X £ 5t S48 v “ SF R ¥
XE LA R IR (R, 42 H VSR 2H (A BB L Sl e T
TR T RE L 4 SE BRI RE ) 23 X 5% o HoOT sk
MG R EBARIAE . (1) UFAM T A UFHIFA
BRI, MR E—ES T E X EREA AR
PR TR, W@, B MR AE b
MR R, EREETEZRGRE, (2)3IEH
BB 3 W < 1 P38 R (AN 224 AE T
RS ) AL A 1] A5 S0 AL, AR A A S5 4L, BRI R
FREFNEEP TR (3) WERMEME: 455 0H
PARE SME IR IAT, B A5 {05 e 45204 20 B i ) T AL
TIFFTE DRI, VY AT S R B R AR A T4 SR B AR A
XA T B AR R 1 SEBR R S, RIVE R DA JERE S
FEFAAL 43 20 0 R HAE 3K (AN R R = K %
W) AT R, B2 XA B WA —E K
JIRR, BN e B b B v B R R, A i O
S (IR SRR B A sh L) , #3115
HHAMMET RS ZM. JIIME -~ HERGET,
W% A BEACRHE B TR R HAFTE 2R s 5 A
R, J7 B A R AT BB 32 BIPk AR, 3t TE S PR
P 7 R BB SR I TH .

Longford (2015 ) 75 [ AR A% 5t 5 (B J7 15 %o i R
M, $2 0 — R A PO I S E T 3, MR T i
LHR BB R E LR TSR, A
g6 (¥ N FE S5 HH 3248 15 L, LASE A [R] 0 56 hi A
ZIE R AR, X — TR EAE TR T X4
BIHA, TR BB T, ek T
35 S B LU A o B0, AE— SRR BRI 36 3 R
TS TRV AN [R] i DX (00 56, 3 DA 4R 36 38 1 4
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T 2025 4E

Bz 5 R E A L N E. AT, 2R
WIAE—EREE. 5, ERE—LERBFEEW
BRI EREFESEIHREEN, Wik
UL, BN AEFHA ST T A4, A E—A
AR B . FLIR AR BRI SR A T A, )
PR B BB SRS , MR AR A LR 2
VERE, ZESEBRpIA R, BAR A0 DL 58 40 R ax gk
Bk, XA RETHEHAER MR, BERERMY
FEAT] BT R ITE M5 AR B, IRAEA
Rz, Ol HE I T R i X R R H ok
FEERRIIACEI% & IR A5 B W S E 45 SR T REA
BREZWERE, TEHEJAEZREER
A,

Xin Fl Zhang(2015) B JCH A FI2 Wi AL 500
B EHA G R RS EER, XM FERD
BV IEATTER, — 2@t COMs {1t &= 7E 40
PEAFBYE LW ERRS, BRIEE LR TS
B, ES R R BRI E R, SIBERM
B AT IHEMHEERER, ARG ER B
FAEG I ERMFENE, BRI B S50 BF
fERE R . Ry R I BITERE TRk, R AR AR 5
gt Iy (anBEsRAE) WA 2 15% SR 2
Xin Fi Zhang(2015) 7] BRFFTE BY R BRTE TX 5 75
HT QM (RH - BIEXREEXR) & Q HFEAETE
ANETE(ETR 2,2018) 5LiR % (de la Torre 2008 ;
de la Torre & Chiu,2016;Qin et al. ,2024) B¢ )8 142
Rk FRE XA EM (B ER, 2022; Yan et al.,
2025) , A REFBEHR AW E. B ET CDM
B SR RSB Jy VA B T — LR 8 BB R %, X
S A SEbR P A I A B AT S B . B, Xt
INFIS TR B )R 5 AT BB T4k T bR B AR 1R
N BRI BT, SEbnE L Al R A B AR EHE,
TS EZE R M ME. JFE, ZIR TEE
HEEEHE R FEIE |, B = ST PR EE (1 5
PR, T B — PR HAEA R AR A R
PRI AM T IS FE AR E .

LERE X NEWAT %31 N W& ERIED
SZIREHRENER, BT H M L EER
A5 FH BB T B B T YRR B B RE ORI £ 1
B, NITEFEG G M. AREENHRENGE T,
BERAFR AR EGHEHFUSRETRZ TN
BRI SHE T R TETR
4 HE—THHAR

TR S A S E RO E N BRI AE 1]
“RBIEL , BARC BRI RS 3 LI &
TEEBAS TR ME R (AR X o (& B 2

i) Bt N A g LB s B S B AR B
ZTETREN R, BRI RTEHR LML
IS A T i , R AR ] AT AU, 4R =
PTR R E. AN 4E 3 TE 2 08 7E B BE R AH LT AR
A, DATE R0 b 0 BB R 2 A I % AR R (Kim &
Lu,2018;Lu & Guo,2018) . [EMf, BT LKL 25 2H M
SHRAE ZHF MRS, WERETFO . 8388
AR, #F— 20 B ik N9 R HL R Ve . 5504
RREFREFF R, 5B S50
HHEEG , WASRI £ BRI 35 48RRI R, Sy Todiml
95 1) R JRIE A RIS AL . RS ETHFE R
SEHFEFSE ( Albano & Wiberg,2019) , ¥ JG 48 I 56 1)
FENABIEZ LR RS, LR EEE
AR H BT RS, TR R LR AT, Tk H:
BRAEFIA R,

HWRET DLt — B AL B BT T 5 3k, 8
of B 3k & ¥k (Filonczuk & Cheng, 2025; Hong &
Cheng,2019; B R 4,2022) , BRARXT £ 8 4 75 1 7™
LR A AR e, BN, AT AL S PLass
M — BB EOR , RREE A2 2] X BB AT B RN
FEHE ST , DA T B o 4 #1b S B 36y 554 (Jiang et
al. ,2023) , HEZRAKRFHRRIFZHEI LS
RUIRVE 7, B NS5 & % R A A Tl I i 2R,
DALk — 2 BT A A R A . IR, 35 D0 T B ik 2=
FHSISAMEILG], T A E (gaAE =R
IE) B IER R RE 1 o i 25, /A A FH I T 1
Z ERE 4 (He & Cui,2019; Leoncio et al. ,2022)
G RBEE TELR AL T 36 Ok 2 B B, R R
B TELIN B A/ NEA S 5T BB ( Babeock
& Hodge,2019) , BT 4R 98 (-G g £
B BIEREAF 2) AEE I, LARRAIR S B F I o

S 3Lk

Bl n, B (2012). f B MR 7370 FEE A 28 = % B
CTT A R RN, L B #5557 ,32(3) ,246 - 251.

FEER. (2016) . K T4 /E M IEFLA R BTN FL W EE T
EBFTE : JB PERFIE B 46 S5 (B (T2 A0 30) - TLPG UG
K.

XA, XAz (2015a) . Z4E80E IRT E 45055 E A IRT W
ROV PR EBTS. O P55 ,35(1) ,56 —61.

XU, XL 2. (2015b) . THEEIE B T 156 7 505 (5 7 LR
R AGEIIN Ik LR ,38(6) ,1504 - 1512.

R, T REE, Fm, mEFE. (2018). AR A R0 459k
RIS, 0 B4R ,50(1) ,130 - 140.

HE WiBE,ZHY, ZTR, AN (2022). Z&iT4500
B ETFRESITRASRIER. OBER ,54(9),
1122 - 1136.
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FOA, TEGE, BIETE, XA (2024). ZHAMGHIREN £
FVT o RER N B 55 (EL ) B W L0 BE 2 R , 44 (6) ,550 —
558,565.

T, %0, F. (2017). oM B FE R T B R
HREF B, (3) ,48 -54.

BUERL. (2022) . HE/FHETE A HIL T A 4 B #r o 1B I 2R
KR B TEPERK S EFEM (L A0830) . LI IiTE
R

WEETE. (2019) . A [al SR BB T 52 T B A B 56 1A F
F (MR 0) - LV 4R

&M, (2015). — 2B TR T o BFENE LT E.
HEMESIFH (BEAR) ,(12) ,58 -61.
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Validity and Reliability of the Rotterdam Emotional
Intelligence Scale among Chinese Employees

Li Chunxuan',Li Qirong'”
(1. School of Business and Management , Jilin University , Changchun 130012
2.JLU Research Institute of Innovation and Entrepreneurship, Jilin University , Changchun 130012)

Abstract ;In the context of Chinese culture , the Rotterdam Emotional Intelligence Scale( REIS) was revised to improve sample represen-
tativeness. To test the reliability, validity ,and measurement invariance of the scale,employees from both sides of the Taiwan Strait and
three regions were selected as samples. 1021 employees from the three regions across the Taiwan Strait were tested using the Wong Law
Emotional Intelligence Scale and Work Performance Scale as the performance indicators. The results showed that the Chinese version of
REIS had good reliability and validity in the context of Chinese culture ,and had the measurement invariance across gender, age , seniori-
ty ,region groups,and the time points. Therefore,the Chinese version of REIS can be used as a suitable tool for the research of emotional
intelligence.

Key words; Rotterdam emotional intelligence scale ; reliability ; validity ; measurement invariance
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Equating Under the Design of Non - equivalent Groups without Anchor Items

Dong Shenghong' , Qin Chunying'”*, You Xiaofeng” , Yu Xiaofeng'
(1. School of Psychology,Jiangxi Normal University , Nanchang 330022 ;
2. School of Mathematics and Information Science , Nanchang Normal University , Nanchang 330032)

Abstract : In many testing contexts,the design of assessments often lacks intentional consideration for equating purposes,or the high —
stakes nature of assessments inherently precludes conventional equating designs (e. g. , those requiring anchor items or equivalent
groups) . Nevertheless , there remains a compelling need to compare scores across different test forms or evaluate examinee abilities under
such constraints ,thereby necessitating equating solutions. This study focuses on the equating problem under anchorless designs (. e. ,
scenarios devoid of anchor items and equivalent groups). We critically evaluate existing methodologies and techniques in the literature,
clarify the applicability and limitations of different approaches,and propose future research directions.

Key words: equating ; anchor items ;non — equivalent group ; construct



