27 2007
101 PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION 1

HSK Rasch

100083
Rasch
Rasch
HSK HSK
Rasch
B841.2 A 1003 - 5184 2007 01 — 0065 - 04
Rasch item response
theory Rasch
Rasch many — faceted Rasch model
3
Accuracy/Inaccuracy Harshness/Leniency Rasch
Centrality/Extremism Rasch HSK
HSK
intra — judge reliability 2 Rasch
inter — judge reliability 2.1 Rasch
rater effects ! latent trait
Rasch
0/1
1
B -D
ni — € B -D 1
1+e ™™
2 B, n
; i
P, n 1

* 05YBO1



66

2007

1 2
Rasch 4
log — _p _p 2
0g 1- Pni — “n i
Rasch
nki _ )
log P, B,-D; - Fy 3
Fik 1 k k-1
P,k n i k
Pni k-1 n 1 k-1
P nmijk
log =B,-A,-D;-GC - F_ 4
anij k-1 !
A, m
Fmik m l k
k-1
P nmijk n m 1 J
k
P nmij k-1 n m 1 .]
k-1
Rasch Rasch
2.2 Rasch
Rasch FACETS
logit
fit
statistics

Rasch
Rasch
6
3 HSK
3.1 HSK
HSK
400 600
HSK
Rasch
1
anchor
Rasch
2 fit
3

Rasch



1 HSK Rasch 67
3.3
HSK
4 HSK 406 1
406 8 1 8
3.2 0 5 2+ 3-
Rasch 12
0 12
1
HSK Rasch
10
2 Rasch
Rasch
_ T RS T Raser PO TRIAREE
Hum e, = 5 i 3%
| ;;hh:- . e "W
B l-l-‘ﬁ;:l = * : L l
S A 1
£
: S 4 e
? oW, E .?uf_,z!u'
; K Ay
" EnA, ' At
5 k]
: - ! "t:l{rﬁ- '
4 Rasch
Rasch 3 2 1
1 6 5 4 5 8 7
3 Rasch
Rasch 4
2
5 1 InfitMS Rasch
information —
weighted mean — square fit statistic ~ OutfitMS 33 70 Rasch
conventional mean — square 10 4 Rasch
fit statistic 5
2 Rasch
Rasch
5 1 2
8 Rasch



68 2007
10 1 (PR NER wed BRI I-tifet i o |
. + T+ = ¥ +fAZ) +
-0.19 logit 40 | I I | i
2 3.39 logit il * el
08! L0 | LY
+ B & @ _ & " &
| | | | |
3 Rasch - F + & &
| | I I |
logit InfitMS  OutfitMS = 3@+ * =g =
| | == | | |
2 2.05 0.39 0.75 0.74 - LI vo2 i i
| I | S I
8 1.50 0.49 0.49 0.44 + 14 sesm ¥ $ +
| | - | lr===il
3 1.28 0.35 0.72 0.70 L BR =N L ET
I I AN, | ] | |
4 0.22 0.35 0.50 0.47 by b amemkan, b F ! !
| | - I I I
6 -0.40 0.36 0.61 0.57 bl Sl +5 o "
| | o | | i |
7 -0.83 0.33 0.61 0.70 o i A ; ;
| | |
1 -1.59 0.49 0.42 0.41 i B L L 1 ! '
| | memssss, ] | |
5 -2.23 0.34 0.26 0.28 ] = b 2
| | R | | |
P “f & #w " # E ¥
| L | | |
4 Rasch ¢ T 4 memew, i IR
Rasch IME ] =L s i s )
logit _“—_"_1_" T
2 33 5.45 1.371 2.05 Jogit - 218 -3.29
1 33 6.42 1.173 -1.59 logit =0 =1.44
6 61 6.43 1.408 -0.40 2 Rasch HSK
5 6 6.8 1.3 ~2.23 HSK
4 55 6.3 1.763 0.22 Rasch
5 55 7.16 1.686 -2.23
8 70 6.00 1.274 1.50 3
7 70 7.10 1.625 -0.83
5 Rasch
Wolfe E W. Identifying rater effects using latent trait models.
* logit Psychology Science 2004 46 1 35-51.
10 1 8.00 7.02 -0.19 Lunz M E Wright B D Linacre ] M. Measuring the impact of
40 > 3.00 912 3.39 judge severity on examination scores. Applied Measurement in
Education 1990 3 331 - 345.
* logit Linacre ] M. Many — Facet Rasch Measurement. Chicago IL
MESA 1994.
5.1 Rasch G. Probabilistic models for some intelligence and attainment
tests. Chicago  University of Chicago Press 1960/1980.
Rasch 5 Linacre ] M. Facets — Rasch measurement computer program.
Rasch Chicago 1L MESA Press 2003.

6 . Rasch
2006 1 70 -73.



1 HSK Rasch 69

Rasch Experimental Analysis of HSK Performance Test Rating

Tian Qingyuan
HSK Centre Beijing Language and Culture University Beijing 100083

Abstract In the performance rating reliability is bated by its subjective inconsistency. Based on the item response theory many — faceted
Rasch model provides a framework to improve the rating reliability by identifying and reducing the rater’ s effects. In this paper the theory and
application framework of this model is introduced. Based on this model a quality control framework is designed for the HSK performance test
rating and an experiment is taken using the rating data of the HSK composition test.

Key words item response theory many — faceted Rasch model psychometrics performance rating HSK test
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Perspective Effects in the Wason Four — card Selection Task

Yang Qun Qiu Jiang Zhang Qinglin
Department of Psychology Southwest University Chongqing 400715

Abstract Perspective effects in the Wason four — card selection task occur when people choose mutually exclusive sets of cards P — Q and -
P Q depending on the perspective they adopt when making their choices. It has been a robust phenomenon in both deontic and non — deontic
reasoning and explained by different theories. A debate focuses on the domain specific or domain general procedure people use in the
reasoning. In the present research previous studies were reviewed and debates on this issue were analysed which was expected to contribute
to the future studies to further reveal the mystery of human reasoning.

Key words Wason four — card selection task perspective effects domain specific domain general





