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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION

T BRMRRGEETHRRR
eI B P Iy LB 5

REW, &

DR kAR

(L AREAITRERFBERRBE, T M 510665 2. HERg ISR BB, 7 510631 )

 E AR RBES & (de Angoff 35)RMF R ENFI T, £ M E KRS N

YRR, AR EFAREF &

A TR R % Modha — Spangler R £ 5 KAMILA

AARSAEMBE TR AR TR, B EAN, LA BES LB LERERAREY
o1, Modha — Spangler #= KAMILA 75 ks 2k M35 /LM, M A FHEAG FRE N LREDLSFH
RABR AT FBE P, FEMRTE T, KAMILA £ E£8 A B R A R 5 8T SR @RI
B BNARSHMANE KRN KAMILA R £ S AARE R T 69 BIE S RN,
KW AAR AR RS MA N % KAMILA 3 % ;Modha — Spangler 3 %, % TR R £

HE 525 :B841.2 CHKERARTS A
1 5|§

FIHRAE ( performance standard) = BFIEN 5
o FR I B AT B A O A, PR KR AR E I 3
HZBR RN, 0 HL R 7 3R B R B 1 K T sl E R T
AR5 5 BB T A€ ad 72 ( Cizek,2012) . R I
FRUE RS B 5 A R I F R BRI A, HA5 R
RN R EREEETRR, BEFERNAES
L AR IAE BTSN B 2 S FHN T, AR PR
SRR E SRR AL

TESEE , RS HE B e ERARB L KA
Wr( Binici & Cuhadar,2022 ;223 2£,2010) ., D An-
goff 77 ¥5 WA, Z T BB SRR & 4 (subject mat-
ter experts, SMEs ) & #84b T 68 7 i1 7K F 1 “ Il 57
FAE”  FHATT AR B R L X #E 3R ( Bruso
et al. ,2017 ;47 WL, £ HEE,2023) . 2T, KEWF
RV, ARRERE T EZE, LB/ - RKAE
AFEHER T, S B 2R W R 05
(Jacger, 1989) . M2 Jr v L B B 32 516 2 3.
Glass (1978 ) AN HAEA R E B AR MR Wi,
Shepard ¢ A (1993) Wi#5 i, B3R | KX X EZ —
BEATRE I W, SEBr B AR T — 30 35 R W] B 5
BHTARES” . B S AAF A EER TES
RIARER E T EETERE® ARV 8E
]

IEANGRIE PE A TR R (2024) TER B AR HES IR
HEBES IR S TR IR, MR R

MEHS 1003 -5184(2025)06 - 0564 - 11

B2 A R I R 3 B LA A g Hp o e 3
SEMAFGIARBEFE AN SEEZRBENTE
AR, 3K WA S B R WA Y
G pnERCE B IR T BB W EISTES]. H5iE
I, A AT 56 ) R B S5 44t TEAE R AR TR % 4L : LA
AR RS (multiple — choice, MC) 2y £ H) I %, 1E
T % 1) ) e 5 A R A ( free — response, FR)
(HAnEZS R FIER ) BIE G AL 56 (mixed —
format testing) ( Ercikan et al. ,1998) . iZ 2%
ROB NAEP AP H LI KRR EH &HF L ME L
UENTET 2R,

JUHAERTENE, EREFEERHEETRT,
IR SR 1 8 R R & A A i, T
ALK FR RS TIES RS EES R NEE T
(BKBIER 4F,2025) , SATH, $E XX BFHEH @R
G54 5 W E S RAME R IIRIES , H EH Sz R 458
BB MR IIEVE 7 B 5 AN W G T AR SR,
XE—ERE ELHA THEMERNBEES A
Pk

LTI, AR —F T IR & BB
(mixed ~ type data) RISHETY 1 K B TEB EHEDL
G EIUR 5 R, RAZ R AR RK
FETESTERBE Gt Rt B S bR rT AT P46 5 T W
R, BRI ESCE M ENE W FEES
R HEE R W R R AL I R 3R
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L1 RESH B RIFFAY N AR

WA HFE , AR BOE A B —Fh 28
12 (Cizek ,2012) , RIRS i SE 45 R A8 5 (402
8O AT E AL B ERAE . R R SR
FiEie EEANE—-BE—RES T RIENEA 8
B RFIE S0 38 R G T HE TR FL R 43 A T
K5, A5 [F— 2B A A Z T i 22 53 /MK, A TR
5N IE] A 1] 1 22 5 B KAk (3, KRR, 2010)
TERDARUEBE H , IS0l DA% A Y PR B
FAENRETT RAE, X B M PR H#EAT 2K (F
R, RFT6,2010) . HA5E2 HHERIH 8
TR TR MR, SR EELES
HERME (IR 55,2024) , RMFHER, HERMW
FRRERI I RSB AT e MR T B A B B N 805
HEMBE

TEHE W ESR, O A B 22 0 IB TR 20 2
#7( Templin et al. ,2007 ; Binici & Cuhadar,2022) 1§
A1 H AR ( Jiao et al. ,2010; Templin et al. ,
2008) DA B tAHIZ WA A ( Henson & Templin, 2008 )
B TRARMEBRE . #1140, Brown (2007 ) HHH
TETEZE ) 437 I F % #E 1% E 5 Templin 4 A (2007 )
BB RIWIME R R B iR AR TR, 21
“ e R v 7T 2K 5] 0 7 (the augmented LCA meth-
od) ” LAHEATH5 #E B SE 5 Templin 55 A (2008) FF & T
FTIR G Rasch BB WARMEBE AR, I LUk 541
2 5% b B MR SV A DU T 4R b B9 5
Kf5 B ; Jiao 55 A (2010) W fi5 BYIR-& Rasch H A%
TEFTHLE M RE 28 3 8 B , A5 THAR L 1) 28 S o
RIF I

REFETHRIHMRBI R C e ERCE
BB 2RV, (H 2 H A R A R A 56 b Ho A 3R
KHE(INETHESWREFRE) WERENA
R (RIEYF,2023) , BAFfE— L RERR
1.2 # A TRAME NI REDHF ik

ERESWTEERRS, EATRS AN
SESRE A EE AT g =2 BRI Tk R G HE
BTEURGHHER I . Hop, SR 5 5 B Ar
TEH] B R R B 5, A B AU A s A A 2 8
SrELR, AT B B S ME A 1 3 T % (Kerber,
1992) , HR, RE B B RS B B AL 2 # A
(Dougherty et al. ,1995) ,iZJ7 EEEI vl BE5| Z1EIF S
MER 7B R/ (Foss et al. ,2018) , %T EiRJRFR
M, PSR RASUR B . T EE M AE
WIS R AW 3 FhorEk.
1.2.1 Modha — Spangler 251

TRA R B Bk A% O B BRAE T A Ae) S A [R1 B

KA EE WAE, DOP S AR B NHh 1E
] , DA TR £ Fpc 25 A 3 PR 218 31 5 ) L 8 S BR B8R Y
FERHE, T 3F B — 28 T B4R fif 2 5. Modha Al
Spangler( 2003 ) £ F K - prototypes #2232 H Modha
— Spangler .75, B PHE o B I RIEA A E
ST REPATRE, IE &I 5. 5
FH BT 28R LT BBA AR A R 4 2
AV TR, R R4 19 R R BB (Markos et al. ,
2020; Velden et al. ,2019), Modha — Spangler 25
HEMEAP R

(1) FRAE AL ] —— R B 5 o AR SR &
FEE—NESH o, ZSPREEELTR S
FABTEREABT AT ZM )] B3 RERE
o 8, AT B BT 45 A [ B30 25 B X SRS 45 SR ) o
HREE

Q)EEEEARR—Z T EEGWMEEE
27

FFRRIGERE G TS R, TR
WA ST I ERIEE, HitEA
EWoF

déud(xW) =Z?:l(xi_ci)2 (1)
Hepw, e, BRIRRETES x« SREPO £
5 MESAE R EIUE.

RVZBEES SR TR R, i TR oo
1) 55 25 ] T BEC0E AR I AR TR ARDR B RECAR AR
B, R RAE TR BUE X [HIFRE T [0, 1] FERE A
R BHRIZIEEITTEARUT

doe(,) =1 = (2)
F= 1 lell

Hr,x - ¢ RARBIES « SREDPO c 2L
A PR R o B AE, (%, | e | 2335Rw
H L2 g (BpR LB E) ©

(3) ANALFR B B & ——Modha — Spangler J5 i
TEIASEL o V451 7 B IGIE 5 R 7% IR B 1 o1
BREE ARG PR ERWE G ERHER. HiES
x 5RIHL ¢ ZEME AR D(x,¢) AIRRA:

D(x,c) =a-dy(x,¢) +(1 —a) +d,(x,c)
(3)

(4) A ——E L RE RN ESE o U
SEIA ] B R AL . 2 BRE R R I RK
e, EAPEAEARE o (B FMRERE, BRI
BAERESORWSEE , LA H b2 78 BT R FR1E
23 18] P [a] B 52 3R 28 P9 B S /N 1k 55 288 1) BE S 0
Ko

() B E—RIBEBRESSERLEP LI
BNEAEEHTEANEBHE.
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1.2.2 Model - based BB HE

GRS BB B g R G A TR P B
E BT R 3EETHER, HBELHFREN
&, HEAR E SRR A BIEHE M B R, Ik
BT e 4 B A AL Ak B H SR (14 3% ( Choi et al.
2023 ;McParl & Gormley,2016) , JZAE A GE4Z 5 U
PRAR B N ER S B[R] O O R, R I BRI IS
Nk, X —RIGHEFEERCAENT 2RSS RET
B T B ( McLachlan & Peel, 2005 ; McNicholas,
2016) ,

HETRIA BRI IEUSEALER S 4 SR
pEiiNow - IR BN WG v oS b W v i I
USRI E IS [ f B ] B e T Y
MEBRFELBIES - ZTIESHEE (Fraley &
Raftery,2002) , AR ELE B -RAUT

P(X|@) =

| RO LIEH IS JDY | R C)

WAL X RREE o MIME N ESE T & 2, 5
IR x; HREREEIRE SIS 0 8F D
TN ER S IR A T A, (PR R E B BE AR
HH b)) ESRAE R, SV 2EAERE Y, .
DL R K ANBRISHN J RN 5 278 8 24 AR
By, BRI BIRASEN w, =
B Y, KIEAS o
1.2.3 KAMILA Kk

Foss ¢ A\ (2016) T —Ff S5 h—
KAMILA ( KAy — means for MIxed LArge data) 283§,
BHEMA T K - means REHEHT - TR GE
T A B % ( Ahmad & Khan,2018) , KAMILA §E
BTEMMMIESE 5 70 2878 B R M 1 [ I, T BE X 2 4
BB . SCIHEDF ST W , 2 AL B R A F0 S B 47
A, KAMILA 2840 HA% G m IR & 2 A 2
HATRAERIL (Foss et al. ,2016) KB & H X &
PR RA RIF R BB, TR A L&
FRE LT RE IR R = B 16 B S et

KAMILA 58 2 3 AR Ak Rt s ik T S ot
ST SR RS B R IR AT s, 5
PN 1 SEBAE 737 WAESHERIE W T4 278 7,
R T RES A S50 AN ) 28 55| MR 358 1) 22 T 3 A A AL
KAMILA R R EAE N (P + Q) 4k FEAL ) 7
(VW) T i N ANREAS . Hop V2 P YRS
RIFEHL &, IR H G A IEZS 7046 1R & T8 e
REG, G RN, HAR IR R

) = X mhow, X)) (3)

Hob, m, RRBUER B ¢ PESHHIRS
B S, () R g MESH NI EH , &
A g BIMPL, Y, AR g I 2B R W
JB Q HEBS BB I B RO & S50, W 15
g AN B IE B 11,2, Lg| L BURE
B
folw) = ¥ @, TI0 mlw,:6,)  (6)
o, m(w,30,,) ZURMREEE0, &
TR & MRS ¢ MIITE RIS TR B AN
e @ MR RICREAR , 4R B T
(VW) BB A BB
fv,w,g(V,W§Mga zg’agq) =

Fraoip, O TLL mw,38,) (D)

ISR H R A R 5 E BRBON
FonVW) = X7 mfuw (VW Y, 0,,)

(8)

545 1A RIEA R EIAT L, KAMILA 51 F
A X [ 2 S B2 R 6 S A R T L
KAMILA B3 19 5 3% 1k 2 U4 BE A< 2 B D 1R
f, A B A EL S 2R T, RS P TE Af 1
A
2 S
2.1 BFR&

AR S R AT ¥, R 4 ot =
5y Y NI SIS i I £
R BHCHFIR (I BAk/ R BAe”) 3 B B2
LDTFATE KHNER(P=0.4/0.6.0.5/0.5.0. 1/
0.9) FA<E (N =600,1800,3600,7200) L K 2K H]
¥ (D =18D,28D,3SD, H: %t i 8 & 3415 9%
20% F140% WK 2) o Hi, AR S Brus-
co 45 A (2017) HUERIBF I, AR 52 19 = A4 31
HER(P =0.5/0.5.0.4/0.6.0. 1/0. 9) 4B % i ¥y
5317 IR % 1) R BEA P-4 (AT ¥
HE ) R B R T U TR R 304 U )
SRTSNEEE . I S R AR 25 5 A, T
TR BT 5 A S TR SR 0 (AL L
BEVRBOLSIRE S , BV SR V6 2 5 2o /N B
M7 (Foss et al. ,2016) , Z5[a|BRiZ N 1SD.2SD
3D, 4 BRI [X 43 BE RARG o B MO BLS 1
B, 'S TER I R L FE K B T BN A
B I B RO PR

HRFTIE AR, IR 254 5% oh 3
BRI S, BE SR 22 [, B 5
HAME R 12 8. SRR 4 ERAGHAE
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6 B, SLIBITILT 3 (FAIMA) x4(FEEE) %3
(ZBEHR) x3(RAHHE) =108 fAVFHE, FF
HEEHA 500 R, BIRELE R SR
HEIRI ( Generalized Partial Credit Model , GPCM ) A= %
=AVBAEER  FSE S BUE & PR AL A AR S
ARG (SR 2 58 1) . EEIEERS 2
RS R 15T 5, EEAH mirs 42 ( Chalmers
et al. ,2012) . kamila fJ ( Foss & Markatou, 2018 ) Fi
fpc f4( Hennig,2015)

®1 BSEEER
BEE #ASE(0) XioE(a) MERE (D)
0 ~ normal b,, ~ normal
Setl ’
© (-1.5,1.0) a, ~ unif (0.0,1.0)
6 ~ normal (0.3,2.5) b, ~ normal
2 (0.5,1.0)  a,, ~uwnif  (0.0,1.0)
0 ~ normal (0.3,1.5) Ab . ~ unif
Set3  (1.5,1.0) (-2.5,2.5)

‘Y_:E 1Qy ,bbjil:?ﬁi‘l‘ﬁﬁ‘“mﬁfzﬁfg \iﬁfgﬁﬁl H ;bpalyﬂﬂg
BT EX 5 EESEG AL, BRI BEREE
S

F&2 EEFEKER

x Setl & Set3 9% 38D
G2l Setl & Set2 20% 28D
AN Set2 & Set3 40% 1SD

B B B AL B g i B 22 P48 4 ( Adjusted Rand
Index, ARL) , FHFPPAL SRR EE R 5 H S22 2 16 9
—% 14 ( Brusco, Shireman, & Steinley,2017) , Hif
BAKMT

_ RI - E(RI)
ARL = ax(RI) - E(RI) %)
Rl = [P+ TN (10)

(5

Hor, 288 8(RD 2 THEPIFRELR
—BERETR . E(RL) R TEBEHLIRAE S0 B0 T 22 08
TR, H 2 TR R ARG R L R
fii o max(RI) 2 22818 0] SRR BB KA, S Ff
A FEA S TE B R 2 AT T R — S 0 i U D
1, ECFHYE(TP) fa e A A o g fl 73[Rl — 26
RS X B0 ; FCFA R (TN) S5 AE PP SR2E 23

ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%%%#$ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ@)@%ﬁmﬁﬂ

REREA X R A%, ARI MIRERERE Y -1 2 1,
HAEMR , RPN R 1 — Bkt s A E N O,
W8 B — B AT RENL R AR

msetl ® set2

0. 50
0.40
0.30
0.20
0.10

setl @ set3

0. 50
0.40
0.30
0.20
0.10

@set2 ®setd

B 1 HKEEkEE
2.2 HRZR
%3 54 PRI TET ARTIEHR 10T M7
FEMIER . GRS BRIk (A KAML-
LA %2 Modha — Spangler 382 il 5 F 45 5 i) B
)AL R REREA R (V) KB (P) K2k
[FIBE(D) o M HTEE SR B, BKITh FEA R 25
AE RIS Y AR 3 B, 340 A H IR ik B
Gt BEPKT ., X724 A5 B A 2 e SR 2o
A ELAE T , 2 I (0 30 A R v 43 3 5
SR T ANE] A SR R
TR AS B B AR 40T, 2K R BE (D) B%K
PIREA( 7 =0.961) , BEZERLEBEL /D, 452K 0
B BB REAT, M2 1 MR (B E
BRFIK 40% ) B, ART H{EIUN 0. 063, SSHI|HER
(PYBIERBIRZ (7 =0.758) , o 7E = )y



568 IS B2 2025 4
0.9/0. LHf 5 X MR FL SR (ART = 0.25) fEARRE BB B,
(N) 3R BARXT /N p® =0.009) , Hoxd g As MR R (RETE)ME, HERLRE,

SEHITTRRR T 1% o X A R R, A &
XAE 600 5 3600600 5 7200 P L R BGETT
BEER. RABRABRFETAMET 600 Bl 5
K- AT % BUEL AT RERE Wi 7 2R R HE AR AR
TESCH AL J5 T, B A 20 PR S B 58 . I B9 38051

B( 7 )HKFO0.01, KoK (P) 520 H
(D) BT AR i, ELRT 3, 2K AR R 15
(0.5/0.5) SiME A H5(0. 6/0. 4) , BRI R (3
SD) i, A3 MR PE L7, ART A3t 0. 70; Wi £ 25 3
TSR AR 45 (0. 9/0. 1) e, B i 285 [A] BE 1 3 3
SD, ART 3% 3y 0. 45 , 156 F 25 B M 3R 2% 485 % 43 2 4k

HBREBEA1. 7% R R, B Methods x N 5 Meth—
ods x N x D #p, AR B M &K T 0.01, H
d1 Methods x P(n =0.368) 5 Methods x D(n =
0.359) A2 B30 Fx 2 Y, Methods x P x D i =
TCHAAN BN 0.242, HFK S FHLTE 1 SD 2K
T &k Rt LR 2762 SD 53 SD
MR AR S HEZE AR AR T 5 e
¥i#7(0.5/0.5) i, BT HEEEL K R 2K T7 B A, KA-
MILA IR 2 ; HEZRBE A E7( 0. 6/0. 4) B}, KAMILA 32
PR R = BEA A (0. 9/0. 1) , KAMILA 45
RIFIR A, Modha — Spangler 7 EEMIFI 4 —,

R3 HNEEEENEFEHTER

AR 5 AR SS daf Ms F P 7
Sample size (V) 0.07 3 0.02 3.47 0.02" 0.009
Cluster Probabilities( P) 22.34 2 11.17  1722.85 0.00"** 0.758
Cluster Distance (D) 173.13 2 86.56 13350.17 0.00"*" 0.961
NxP 0.48 6 0.08 12.35 0.00""* 0.063
NxD 0.11 6 0.02 2.84 0.01*" 0.015
PxD 4.93 4 1.23 189.92 0.00"" 0. 409
NxPxD 0.63 12 0.05 8.16 0.00"" 0. 082
H:"p<0.05;""p<0.01;"" " p<0.001

x4 HAHETEESNEFETINER

AR 5 AR SS daf Ms F P 7
Methods 0.05 0.02 18.90 0.00""" 0.017
Methods x N 0.02 6 0.00 2.18 0.04" 0. 006
Methods x P 1.54 4 0.39 319.96 0.00""" 0.368
Methods x D 1.48 4 0.37 307.60 0.00"** 0.359
Methods x N x P 0.04 12 0.00 2.51 0.00"** 0.014
Methods x N x D 0.02 12 0.00 1.50 0.12 0.008
Methods x P x D 0.85 8 0.11 87.73 0.00"** 0.242
Methods x N x P x D 0.10 24 0.00 3.56 0.00""" 0.037

T p<0.05;" " p<0.01;*** p<0.001

RS BKEFEEHME(AR]) R

Tk KA

MB MS

N P D
600 38D
0.5/0.5 28D

0.6/0.4 28D

0.9/0.1 25D

0. 760(0. 041)
0. 432(0. 040)
1SD 0. 137(0. 063)
3SD 0.768(0. 047)
0. 514(0. 060)
1SD 0. 074(0. 040)
3SD 0. 599(0. 070)
0.386(0. 092)
1SD -0.027(0.009)

0. 765(0. 035)
0. 462(0. 068)
0. 188(0. 119)
0. 750(0. 080)
0. 514(0. 088)
0. 135(0. 074)
0.356(0. 109)
0.318(0. 135)
-0.002(0.014)

0.752(0.032)
0. 424(0. 041)
0. 135(0. 064)
0.761(0. 045)
0. 504 0. 057)
0. 074(0. 038)
0. 548(0. 063)
0.352(0.097)
~0.027(0. 010)
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KA

MB

MS

gxs
ik
N pP
1800
0.5/0.5
0.6/0.4
0.9/0.1
3600
0.5/0.5
0.6/0.4
0.9/0.1
7200
0.5/0.5
0.6/0.4
0.9/0.1

D
35D
28D
18D
38D
28D
15D
38D
25D
15D
38D
25D
18D
38D
28D
18D
35D
28D
15D
35D
28D
15D
38D
28D
18D
38D
25D
18D

0. 763(0. 046)
0.481(0. 052)
0. 122(0. 038)
0.771(0. 044)
0. 529(0. 049)
0. 042(0. 022)
0. 520(0. 046)
0.350(0. 072)
~0.035(0.009)
0.799(0. 020)
0.528(0.033)
0. 112(0. 040)
0.750(0. 030)
0.459(0. 038)
0. 050(0. 025)
0. 510(0. 070)
0.348(0. 071)
~0.035(0.010)
0.776(0. 034)
0.492(0. 052)
0. 107(0. 045)
0.758(0. 033)
0.515(0. 042)
0. 057(0. 048)
0.531(0. 069)
0.343(0. 054)
- 0.032(0.007)

0. 801(0. 068)
0. 512(0. 063)
0.221(0. 100)
0. 754(0. 055)
0. 550(0. 079)
0. 044.(0. 030)
0.316(0. 119)
0.301(0. 158)
~0.007(0. 014)
0. 803(0. 029)
0. 563 (0. 048)
0. 183(0. 084)
0.732(0. 042)
0. 441(0. 065)
0. 110(0. 067)
0. 275(0. 076)
0.257(0. 155)
~0.002(0. 010)
0. 766(0. 046)
0. 545(0. 063)
0. 193(0.231)
0.745(0. 051)
0. 517(0. 072)
0. 078(0. 076)
0. 302(0. 080)
0. 250(0. 077)
0. 000(0. 011)

0.758(0. 047)
0. 476(0. 054)
0. 117(0. 037)
0. 760( 0. 040)
0. 524(0. 048)
0. 040(0. 023)
0.481(0. 044)
0.335(0. 075)
~0.036(0. 010)
0. 784(0. 022)
0. 500(0. 032)
0. 110(0. 037)
0. 740(0. 028)
0. 450(0. 029)
0. 051(0. 025)
0. 468(0. 063)
0.329(0. 074)
~0.035(0.011)
0.766(0. 029)
0.467(0.041)
0. 104(0. 043)
0.749(0. 032)
0.517(0. 044)
0. 056(0. 049)
0. 494(0. 056)
0. 324(0. 050)
~0.032(0. 007)

;KA = KAMILA 225 ;MB = Model - based Z82%; MS = Modha - Spangler 325

3 LiEM®R
3.1 BFRikit

FE TR BN S5 R, B 2 bR B
AEELIRT 201 5 18 I R SRR AT R . SRS
Pk B ENFRBEIE R, 146 S5 150 7, B =5
TERRRE s SPGB A F 22 18
BE, N aiE 12 B8 A8 4 8 =R
381 JE BT 5 BT

PR R R 53 J= FERLARE O 125, N4 2% A= bl
B 80,000 AMEAFEA, ERERERER, FHAS

BRTEXEE E LB E R, BHA R IAEE,
% & Modha — Spangler 3277 1% TE R BT IE B
B AT HRA R M AT, B AR 8 25
B AEROREMS, SCUERT I (B T KAMILA 265
RETHRB R ITE CR ARG B IS H
7, MixIRT) 75 SRR H B 23 SRR0R , 5090 5 445
RN 2 I3 R AKWITIE. i ot
FERIEFHEF W, EH T mirt, kamila 1 fpe
.
3.2 BIR&ER

F6 WRAKHT KAMILA RIEF MixIRT BRI AL 2 iR 5T 458

RS el RAAZL  KAEE % PREE
class] 38095 47.62% 77.54 19.30

MixIRT
class2 41905 52.38% 34.80 15.42
class] 46098 57.62% 74.10 19.22

KAMILA
class2 33902 42.38% 29.38 11.55
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A Comparative Study of Model — Based and Distance — Based
Clustering in Performance Standard Setting

Liang Zhengyan' ,Li Hao® ,Zhang Chao’ ,Zhang Mingiang’

(1. School of Education Science ,Guangdong Polytechnic Normal University , Guangzhou 510665 ;
2. School of Psycholog, South China Normal University , Guangzhou 510631)

Abstract ; Traditional performance standard — setting methods ( e. g. ,the Angoff method ) rely heavily on subjective expert judgments,

which often raises concerns when applied to tests with complex structures and mixed item types. This study compares the effectiveness of

three clustering approaches—Model — based clustering, Modha — Spangler clusteringand KAMILA clustering—in performance standard

setting for mixed — format tests. Simulation results indicate that both categorical probability and inter — class distance significantly affect

classification accuracy. While Modha — Spangler and KAMILA methods are sensitive to changes in inter — class distance,the Model —

based approach shows greater adaptability when the class distance is small and distributional assumptions are met. Empirical analysis

further demonstrates that KAMILA clustering outperforms the others in terms of within — class homogeneity and the interpretability of cut

— off scores. It is recommended that KAMILA clustering be prioritized in mixed — format testing contexts to enhance the objectivity and

robustness of performance standard setting.

Key words ; performance standard setting ; mixed — format tests ; KAMILA clustering; Modha — Spangler clustering; Model — based cluste-

ring



