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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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(PJIITE RS BE P 2A22 5, AR 610066 )

W F.k MCAT PE L wH R B ABFHAFEAABRALEHNF I THRAEAI, R LHEH
A A (1) W et 2785 D 4L F % (D - optimality) . & B #3% Kullback - Leibler 75 # (KLP) (& F
HERFE S5 HHE AR EF £ F ¥ (the minimized error variance of the linear combination score
with equal weight, V1) o 2k T R E H 4 4309 % i £ 5 £ 75 7 (the minimized error variance of
the composite score with optimized weight, V2) , 4t 2A 40357 CAT 7 B Uk K35 %) of 6f FR4) B4 5
#% (Restrictive Threshold , RT) #= & %) i & ( Restrictive Progressive, RPG) 7 ik . 3£ 4 CAT ¥ ¥y & X &
3547 7 % (Maximum Priority Index, MPT) 3z S~ #] MCAT, B AF % &8 . (1)KLP,D - $t4LA= V1
SRS AT A, R B A V2 £3F, (2) R4 V1 2 V2 5 k4806 KLP o D - AL % %
RETHEANRAER 2 X AMBAARTETHIGTERAES A, Q) ZHABRABNKS
ABRRARHAAGAH N, AXAAE KR EHE, (3)MPLE RPC 5 R AR AHEH T ER

PEM, Br6 RT 8975 e R FI4F,

KB : 5 4R B RS I B R B A0 o W B R B R &

5y 35 :B841.2 XERERIRAG : A
1 3|8§

HE WL B & M5 ( Computerized Adaptive
Testing, CAT) HR 45 B A 745 BUK - H i V7 3l 8 45
MHEITH T8 T T A B EIEE T
Mgy fy “ BARERAC” , MR HEAR R T M S0 . CAT
SEGAREE I B AH HE , R H AR SR 0 0 36 o ] B
S5 562 ik B D i e S SRR A L2 B RS
BEMPT S E R H K. CAT B —MREZ ™
1B AR IUE SO AR R g, )40, B 4RI B
J N B 5 #E A ( Unidimensional Item Response Theo-
ry, UIRT) . Z 4k T § & M B 8 ( multidimensional
IRT, MIRT) #54 GAFIS WA I DA K FRIF AR S5 3

MCAT 3£ H MIRT #1 CAT Wi &, fEL P R
B TR RS RGEFIZEIEE. i, A TA
[EISRA K R BF AR — SR ] MCAT 5 4% CAT
A BG B B R I G B R A B, e R A
IXB AR EAS B B2 1F T BE R R A B
ARG E] o fBIAN, Segall (1996 ) Z&T % FAHR 55 BR
Ml Ao e R4 0 Bz ( ASVAB) B4 19 9 A~ B 1 R AR AL

« HEETH:EZEARREILLSTHW H (31400897) ,
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W K I MCAT 5 5.4k CAT 13X BAH =58 =
ERENER TR TA=Z02Z —~HlEmH, X
1, Luecht(1996) BIE R EA AEARMEFL T,
MCAT 7] Ly 2 25% ~ 40% )il B H . F-40,
Wang Fi Chen (2004 ) 75 A~ [R]85 4 5 AH € | 95 e Il &L
BAPEIR K B IE LT 3R 8] MCAT #9036 303 L
B4 CAT B F, 74h, MCAT [Rlef A& T ik E 21
#eRE b RYRE J17KF, SR AL T AR AR ) ALV BE T
MWHEMZHEE. IEZKN MCAT EF R ME
VLA, AR B g CAT S3E M T il % .
R, 172 MCAT B 5T ER2E TS BRI 46 40 TerraNova
(Ya0,2010) , 2 [F k2 A %3 ( ACT) ( Veldkamp
& vanderLinden ,2002) 1 ASVAB ( Segall, 1996 ; Yao,
2012,2014a) %,

H Bloxom #I Vale (1987) ¥ UCAT #E) 5| £ 4
DASR ,MCAT k82 ZIHFR & 121, ARSI
e JUAEUR T et R o b T R SR e el
5 Jo 2 O B A BE LR IR B R A, AT 2 T
TS B, REHWF5EE G 18 3T i 0 H
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FEIEIR LA BE 1A 1T IMiR 22, Yao(2014a) BFFT
FHARAR I H 18 5 v i ] T e ee g 258
BE , FEEBEEA RS, g L Kullback -
Leibler $545 1l , & t 2 Jy v i 1] T 3L £ G 48 &
HA X4 BER5 H B A R 4k BE =2 J8] DX 43 BEAR 25
BRMTH . X, D - by ke T B
—HEEFR XS EMIE (Wang, Chang, &
Boughton,2011) . B, CAT & Z . i T £+
B R, FEHI0UE BROLATE MCAT i i H &
B, UH R R RS IR R o EAh , 78 MACT
HOCT RS B RO R BSRAR D, B, A SCH)
H 2 L4 MCAT s R BotiE 5 B R I

Z4 By CAT Wi 20 B LRI T kB
ZHET 2] MCAT 15, 1 U0, Finkelman, Nering F/
Roussos (2009 ) ¥ Sympson — Hetter( S — H) ( Sympson
& Hetter,1985) F1 Stocking — Lewis (S — L) ( Stocking
& Lewis, 1998) JriiHEl F MCAT, {1’ 3L SH J5
2 HE)TI SH 5 HETT Y SL 7 AR BRI
TR H RO, (HIE R 2B A R H
AN, EATERFRERA (1 o 8] o B 3R A B Ok
REH S F35h, Yao(2014a) FLEL T S - H J5ik
MEEBOCERT . FEEBOGREF AT Cheng
0 Chang(2009) £+ XJ B4k CAT w42 Hy iy o5 KK SE
FEbR T (MPL) o Widg i, S - H FEE N EAR R E
155, [ 8 H Ty vk R R R 3R B e, T H B Y
o

Lee,Ip #0 Fuh(2008) f&5 % UCAT ¥ a - 43 )2
EREAE, RIMEK D EN R a = (a;,a,) FEH
- a, | PRI B H R, 2R R
BITEE RESR R KER B AR B i R, W
BRI B I A BB RIE A 1 BEREOL 11
I H, A L, Huebner, Wang, Quinlan f1 Seubert
(2015 ) K%z I ¥ 55 H 548 77 ¥ (van der Linden
& Veldkamp,2007 ) 45 & 38 98 B H B %P 7 4
XN A T R R IR G ARBAR A T B 14 A
R, [Fm R R ORI H gL ER (HE RIE T 46
J1zS ], X R 4R R R E BN A T B X 4
BRI BB S R — N EEPSE R,

AR, T BT AR X S R B BE RO A
BRGA RIE BE W, £ FREORIES 7%
HOS-HGE MM S-H e M WS-1LJ
125 [ FE BE OB R A H & 48 My TR Hl R K H
BAERGHRHRL HZ | 0y - ap | IEESER

| a;

Til B YRR J7 ¥R RE A AR R RO R BRI B
F, B Huebner 55(2015) 4G ITEEWA
FEAER B HE HEa T4z,

MCAT TESZERL A, R 501 R B T e XU RS 3
S, T E BRGSO B R TR BN
ANEZERE, FHR & BRI, LREAE
HF Be SRR ok B2 B AR V-5 70 B 3G 5 M T
Hik$ET . SR, BOA AR GT B9 U5 5 BE A S B -
5 4E ) 56 {1 T B B %% . Wang, Chang 1 Huebner
(2011) $z 44 BR 51 33k & ( Restrictive Progressive , RPG)
75 A0 B 6 3 {8 ( Restrictive Threshold, RT) J5 5 4E
N2 CAT wh BRAR T b - 800 H Bt . J4h,
HETBAE TR E S EANIE MCAT R, Hit,
3K H KR EZZE EATTE MCAT S i B4l F ok
T H BROEER HAR m BROGN R H B R, R A
BETRRMERE, IFHE— 25 LBCE 1R MPL )5
HHE S

S AR THA SR T B MIRT BERURIBE ) A3t
B, B =HRar i A0 B B B ts b At R = Oy
2L TR =R a0 e Bt i it 5 R Sk
Mg
2 EANSHETHREBRERNFEAMEITHE
2.1 ZEW/AHFEENF FAEA (Multidimensional
two parameters Logistic Model ,M —2PL)

MIRT MR 52 52 AT 55 B B — BE T 46 FE 1 IR
SR AT LA B R BE T FiAMEE 2 A MBS BRI
ERMEAREL . Bolt 1 Lall(2003) 15 Hi — & REAR 474U
SAEAMERE A R, (B RIEAMEB B A BER
Ut S R MBI P A Bl . HAD, RER 85T
e AME B — 2 P43 #5578 ( (van der Linden, 1999
Veldkamp & van der Linden,2002 ; Mulder & van der
Linden,2010) , % THMERSAIFIPLE, M - 2PL KA
KR TEIDBOMIES .

M —2PL #5I ( McKinley & Reckase, 1982 ) H1351
HiaFERR(EE) S8, AIKSENE o =
(ay,ay,,a,)" ,EP T FREE,D LRWEN
HepE, A4, BAHN 0 = (0,,0,,-,0,)" MBIRIE
BRI j BEERTT LIRYE (1) TR

P() = Py = 1 | @6,a,b) =

1
1+exp|:—(ajT'0—bj):|' (1)

bR A 9-b = X a0, - b FR L
SEPHEL, ERAAE of - 0 AN N
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0 HAMFMIEMIEZ A, (R TR A
FHE .

2.2 | KJEBE A4 F % (maximize a posterior
estimation , MAP)

Yao(2014b) #5¥ LA T MAP JHER R fl it
1 (expected a posteriori, EAP) F1#Rk KL SR i1+ 07 &
(maximum likelihood estimation, MLE ) , 3:45 H (1)
MLE J5 37 4 BB /NI 22 FIEE R 3 7 IR AR, AR
T MAP Fl EAP iz FI3R Se i aiAn G I AR5 3 38
K EERYBE S A 3T (2) MAP I EAP R BIEA, (H
& EAP [i347AFE] Eb MAP K, f%iT, Huebner %
(2015) 7 MCAT R LA T EAP fii MLE 5, 3F3F
B} EAP ZEBE 1Ak 1T 07 B2 T A AR E M EE e
FRMBE TR, BT ERPFR AT EE LSO
AR B, 4 SCR A MAP Jrisfhit e .

% 0 BRI B R A(0) IRANIIMER po T
FZEMERE S, MEERIESSN., IEWH j WEZ
RWEH x; AR k- 1L ATEHB RN X, o
T IOMHEER, A 6] X, ) < L(X,,10) -f(6) ,
L(X,, | 0) FRELIR EH . MAP ¥ BRI R
RS R (01 X, ) BIARE. Batieii, sk
flitHE 0" S Tk

log f(01 X,.,)

96,
— Raphson 3£ 5 B 7] LUH TR B iX A4~ R4, 3
HITETES I Yao(2014b)
3 THEFISERFIR 5 R

TG N Rrpad A8 L RN B E,
MRBRRBERE. S,y = b, i, BACH
mjzi B E‘J%ﬁ, R, = {1,2,- aM}/Sk—l %‘%/_‘l—_\‘:‘lﬁj’%%
k-1 E ZJ5 MR
3.1 =3B ®BHAE

T HEE MRS ] 8 2% 08, 48 3Gk
- D - 46 = (Mulder & van der Linden,
2009) . J5 % 8] B8 KullBack - Leibler 1 B 77 i
(VelderKamp & van der Linden,2002) .3 T4 E
HAERN B/ MRET ZFENETRINERZ G
Tt/ iR 27 22 J5 ¥k (Yao, 2012 ) PO Rh 5 H 6 %
R
311 DT D - fEfedr ik

MIRT #1351 H Fisher {5 8 & FJ&— L4,
R FRH,M - 2PL I H j [ Fisher
REEN:

=0(l=1,2,-,D).

- Newton

L(6) = P(0) + (1 -P(0)) * (a/a). (2)

Hll k - 1A H 5, B8 AT HER B — 1R
(BR) Vi o TR, NEENE kK ~BE)E, V, KE
FROAAR) TR B tR, Segall (1996) 42 Hi 36 #2815 1
M5 Fisher {5 EJE K47 51 A AB B KM I 6, XFRA
D — 46 s (Mulder & van der Linden,2009), B
KIS , 207 B AR AT LIROR A

Dy = max {1 L, (6"") +L,(6") +3,'1,j e
Rk*l } . (3)

Ho, 1, (6") SR MM B 48 5 RE 1 1
THEA B B, 1,(6" ") Fom kT A 7 i
FAETHEAT B R =
3.1.2 J5Is R KL /5 B & J7 1 ( Posterior Expec-
ted KL information, KLP)

KLP J5 {2 38 i AR 3 B8 1 B9 )5 B2 A 5 Bk
WH KL R T miRE, Wi, 5% kA
HARSE T 2ok

KLP, = max {LKLj(ék‘l,a) -f(01 X, ,)do,j e

R, .| (4)
L,

KL(6"",0) = Ejlog [

M

P.(x1 0,a;,b;) _
P.(x;1 6! ,a;,b;)

P,(6)

P. lo - 1 - P. lo
onoe 0 ( (6) ) log
1 -P(6) "Pfgf_?) : (5)
(I_Pj(e ))

RAGTHR. ER R/ X ] A8 (1) X
KLPk - {fﬁ +~/jm job +7jKLj(ék—l ’0) f(0

0f~1-y; 0h -y,
| Xk—l)dol'“doD’j € Rk—l} s (6)
Hdy, %F 3/ o FL,KLP ke, 8 k A
it H ¥ B (10) B KEMTE o
3.1.3 EFHENEEGRIIR/DMRESETIL
(Vi)
van der Linden(1999) %5 H — #Efig J1 =3 [B) A it
HEAGRIMEII A ZEZN L, RERNE K ATH
MIEBFEE G EAR/MRAZEFZRTH, Yao
(012) FE—FE B X D gLk EEEE T 0, =
S O, T TEHEW k —1 ATEJE, 6, Bk
FREIR N SEM(6,) = (V(8,))" = (wV(9)w")"”
JHr V(o) MR B 1 (0) " kil T,V
FERERANEw = (1/D,1/D,---,1/D) R4
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5k AIUE R AR TR AR s SEM(6,) HUE
= ZIN:ORERS

3.1.4 ETHRUENERGRIB/NRET ZTE
(V)

V, 5V, IEARREE, V2§ 6, AR SuEE S
MENERNLIEA G, TR T RN ENSEH
o MBI EFERHEME SR MbITR
ZR/DME, FARMME. BRI F, Yao
(2012 ) i i % 3 3 B T SEM(e,) =
(wV(6)w") " B/ MR EFFTE, T HIZALE Ny

1
W=7 <0 . [1’1"“71:|lxD : Ik—l(o)
20=12l=1b01

(7)

Hr, b, RR 1, (0) W o fT1FIMILE,
I, V, JETEREE N H Z AR YE T H 1
BTE L HETRR I A THEALRY Fisher {5 8 BEMIIHTH
A ; SR G TERI AR h e SEM(6,,) 15
/NTLE o
3.2 BEBRAREHR%

Wang % (2011) $2 Hi 5 BR 4 B {1 J 5 (RT) i
MRk BE3E AR 77 5 (RPG) BAE N FI L B CAT 3k
IEIF P T B BRG] O s, N R e AT
Fl| MCAT 1§35,

3.2.1 RT F&

B BRI S IR 2 R BROL R R T
T 15 € BB KA AR SR 0T H AR P h 254 JE B A
— I RTRE RER R(E=1,2, L) M HR M
TR T H S R AR E R ER K (/D)
R —A~ /N DX ] A T B T R B R T ) A b AL
W, N, Z¥#% D - 47 M KLP J5 gkik &
i, 458 H 4 15 B B TE X [H] [ max(Index) -
8, max(Index) ] W HAB N 2k V, FV, J5 ik
I, W 4 % 4R bR A 7% 78 X ] [min(/ndex) ,
min(Index) + 8] K3 B HUE—EM BUEEDH £
H i 6§ = [max(Index) - min(Index)] *
(1 - k/L)P LGSR, B IERR K, & B/, i
HEEERT , I E BRI A RS . I, B BT
I B 200 I oK B A T, L T AR 40 I 6
RRWEGBCE AL BET 0.5,

3.2.2 RPG K&

MCAT s 2R D - {iAbd6 45 A1 KLP $8hRitd
i, RPG J7 ¥ ¥ AR 455X (8) #4558 k& (Wang et
al. ,2011) .

i, =max { (1 —er,/r™) - [ (1 =k/L)u; + Index;
xBk/L],j € Sy} (8)

XV MV, s R (9) B

i, = max {(1 —er/T™) - [ (1 —k/L)u; + (C -
Index;) x Bk/L]j e S, 1 (9)

er; 5 ™ A RIRARTE j MERGREMBEDH
BOER, N T G —J7 i, B C AR T AT A
HER GRS MAETHR 2, &304 C 5T 10000,
g K SEM ERERTLATH B R, R MR Pk
TRERI1000 AR . R, SR C MEREAN KT
1000, 4 H" S THRIKBES AT B FS &M E
KAE, A4 uw, SBUETIXIE] (0,H™) , Bt P
BT 228 1 A B A PR AR, A ST B =0. 5,
3.2.3 EmARIMScHER I

HRAE Yao(2014b) , 555 2T H j £ D - {1k
T KLP J5 22306 8 ) 8 ) A6 S5 46 4 ( Priority In-
dex,PI) Wy

PI, = :

(10)

n; %5 ) I H BRI BIREL, Index; R D ~
PuAksk KLP 4545 , MPI J5 1 B 4255 st 4R B PL{H
BRWIE . XV, AV, 58k, PLAEAR AR R H3E0h «

max an

™ - n/N
rmaxj * (C - Index))

C K& RS RPG J7ik MAHI, Inde, 7%
Vi 3LV, $815.
4 FE

Z3C K Fi MATLAB (R2010a) A T E % H
MCAT 085, BT ST
4.1 BB R F ik
4.1.1  RHPERR

JR4E Stocking (1994 ) B ISCR PR i A, & I 36K BE
12 54 ERTE , MCAT ¥ KR BF SR B R T 4%
HTEAS R E . 40, van der Linden(1999) {5256
rhEF XN B By S0 B MCAT {5 Jij 43,7 500 M5
H BRI ; Lee 55 (2008 ) BB 5% P 2 AU 75 480 4
WH , W E S 30 A1 60 FiFE L ; 7E Veldkamp
Fi van der Linden (2002) FBTST = X1 46 K B 4 30
[ MCAT P 3458 A A0 & 200 NI H iR R, T
1M, AR SCIE S P B 4K B O 30, 0L AR A A 450 A
TiH B

S TRSETR AR , RER A SR B 3 7% 5 2
B3 MEEA A M - 2PL B, M - 3PL A= 351 H S50

Pl =
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& v (van der Linden, 1999 ; Veldkamp & van der
Linden,2002 ; Lee et al. ,2008 ; Mulder & van der Lin-
den, 2009 ; Finkelman et al., 2009; Wang, Chang, &
Boughton ,2013 ; Wang & Chang,2011) , i, A~k—
SR, At SR B S g0 28 = AR RE, I M - 2PL
P B AR, IS % Yao FlI Schwarz (2006 ) , Wang #ii
Chang(2011) S AT ERET H S8, XWH j, 5
AR X 5 B A BOE S 2 = AL, B (a4,
az) j(j = 1,2,---450) 5774 F log N(0,0.5) T
HMERE 6,(j = 1,2,---450) WARifEEZS 7 A AL
AL B RIS ESECE R 0,
4.1.2 BRI B SERE 1K1 AR R

fE% Wang H Chang(2011) , Yao, Pommerich /I
Segall(2014) , Wang %5 (2013) BF5% , IR N L&
IEZS AR AN ™ A 5000 24 glike HAr BB ) ¥9{E
29 10,0,0], 7% B=FEKK, IMRBOT 2= 05 2

I pp
Ay SE [p 1 p
p p 1

M2PL B0 | EMMEZTE j MR P,
F=A(0,1) KRB BELE py o J02R P; KT py s
Mp i BT E j BRI 1,/ 0,
4.1.3 BRItk

HIHE R 1 AT HE A £ 78 R bR IE 25 2070 P BEHL
FeAE o ARIERE I SE B o A O 2L BARHE IE S A0 A
FIF MAP J5EEAGHHRES11E
4.1.4  JH Ty AN ERZE 1R

AICER T R E ISR : D - ik r
KLP, V, §i V, 76550 H Bt i ARG & /5 Y
WEESIR . Wi H BOGIEH 75 % & MPLLRT A RPG,
IBA< B 1 2 2 30,
4.1.5 TFMIRRR

(p = 0.3,0.6,0.8) , iz

FIETREEE e T E

. 1 -~
Bias; = v 21:1(01 -6,)(l =1,2,3) (12)

1<V 2
MSE, = NZH (6, -6,)°(l =1,2,3) (13)

I I MRS 3 BIOTE [ A B AR . A% SCde PR A
FRAGTIE A8 i B B O 1 T E A8 BB G Rk
F0.20 FT HAED) x° GeiHB AT T B P4
&UBE ML R MG R K, P =
3 [Cer, —er,)™/ or,] FR0 H WS A
PHBEE 2 A (922 5+ ( Chang & Ying,1999) , Wi H i
ISR or, SFWHKE L RLEHERE M,
X B, Btk I E TRER BRG]
2 BB, TG TE B R S BEHL I PR AN
e I E S N E AR K B b, iR
B N AALS IR E N L %, & LLE AR
(21) (Chen, Ankenmann , & Spray,2003) {5,
. N . L
T = fSer N

Ho, S2 FORTEBOCRIT 2, MkESR
BN, I H R RAT
5 ERIBERE R
5.1 A4+ 4

H TR 7 B AEAT AN B A R R 22
£ B BRT SRR GTME, B2 R
TR T RIS AKCOE F 44 B I MSEs, MR 1
FIPE 2 FRAS S A4 (1) D - Pidk V1 7k v2 Jy
WAEFA M A H R 2E, B I KLP iR
s (b) XA JE 9 MSE, KLP Jy 3 B 5L/ , B2
THED - b V1 FEEM V2 Fik, Bk b, KIP
i B RG  BE B T S M Or I AR, D
~ AR, V2 R,

(14)

FABE 4R B R 2 5T 2 TR R

Mean bias

—4— correlation=0.3 [ ..
~—s=—~ correlation=0.6
-—-&-— correlation=0.8

D D-RPG D-RT D-MPI K K-RPG K-RT K-MPI ¥1 V1-RPGY1-RTVI-MPI ¥2 Y2-RPGV2-RTVZ-MPI

Method

Bl BEWHIXBRRETESNAEESIMEENTHREME
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Tt B Bl 7 0 U R BE AR i AR
JUATr AT . e, AAET 1 AT, R H itk
B, B A REOEE G L4 6 R 1R
ZILPFEAESR. FIL, I HB R IEA 2R
R R HK IR 2, LA e bn 5 g

B V2 77 5550, B A DI E B o4 ) SR AR i T
MSE Bffi. V2 J53:H9 MSE Eb V2 - RT J57:#) MSE
BER. WRHESERA A V2 i 5 e
FHZRF H BRIE 51, XA HIE —ERE L
AR TINERGBE . BMA LU, 456 B % ] SR Ng 1
R PR G

0.6

FeAE I T AR S G R R R R I MSE, AT & B

T T
0.5

L
w
w
s
0.3

0z

0.1 i !

~—4— original

D-1

i
K3
Method{correlation=0.3)

1
Vi

(8-

0.5

va2a

K-2

va3

Y12

Method(correlation=0._&)

B2 SMAEESMHIREGTESEEN MSE#
i :Original = % A 25490 B W L3541 F % 09 2 M35 47;D = D — opti-

mality; K =KLP;* =1’ ,” =2’ ,and

5= UBBOREEH A D - if i KLP Jf

BEE V2 FEAES G, AT RS R

BRER. A, M5 V1 FIEHEGH, FrE Bt

P AR AR BAB . BRI 2SN, BB

AHCE R, Pl — LR te tn 5 H Bt R k4 &
TG 2E I RAE B 1 2 SRR

w5, B T H Bt sy i a5 R AT A

RT ik B2 4 &K MSE, I, B Ik RPG I

MPI J7 ik I &4 B S . RS RPG Fi MPL 7

TV REAF—F AR R

TEAS R H B8 18 45 T RBUIIL % R F A B il sh,
BAR A MERIALM. RT M RPC kR
BRI Wang 55 (2011) TEIA RIS WHINER T B0 B 25 R
— 2o — B, A R MRG0 RO BT
MEEUEHEF v RT\RPG A1 MPL J5k
5.2 BEHBARSHER

BRI H SRR AR TE S IR H kS 2 Rl
MFREIAER 1,183 ME 4,
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x1 TRAKGTEEEFENNREERNFHE
BRI EBR X Pt RS HBR X

D 0.408/0.23/0.23  152.6/75.14/75.14 \2! 0.253/0.241/0.237  83.5/78.78/76.29
D - RPG 0.067/0.065/0. 068 3.78/2.53/3.97 V1 - RPG 0.124/0.124/0.124 25.90,/25.95/25.83
D -RT 0.123/0.122/0.123  25.63/24.89/24. 86 V1 -RT 0.099/0.101/0.098 14.76/14.72/14.84

D - MPI 0.075/0.073/0.069  0.97/0.974/0.96 V1 - MPI 0.072/0.073/0.072 2.52/2.59/2.55
KLP 0.145/0.238/0.325 42.02/78.54/96. 15 V2 0.114/0.113/0.113  21.37/20.83/20.81
KLP -RPG  0.078/0.074/0.074 7.23/3.40/3.45 V2 - RPG 0.124/0.125/0.124  15.89/25.92/15.90
KLP - RT 0.121/0.119/0.118  24.45/23.47/23.10 V2 -RT 0.092/0.086/0.093  11.64/8.61/11.88

KLP - MPI 0.087/0.098/0.098 10.35/14.29/14.19 V2 - MPI 0.074/0.077/0. 074 3.29/4.44/3.29

EREANRAS T REALY 0.3/0.6/0.8 #5 4R,

BT, RYE RO (4 B AR R A AR
3 B IRIEIR H EL AR 28 2 R DU AR I H e B4 AR 59
T H R A A KA. Hop D - f 4B AT KLP
Jr ik BRI ZRAS A2 50% 5D — il JKLP J5 35 A
V1 J5 85 BERR G R T B LR S 10% KA Eo R
B V2 I WORBRIE I H ELBHE 0, i &

&

My W E =R R ED, A RRAE L
BRI H IR e R4 . B 4(2) KA H ROE
I 77 R T AP B SR R AR B R
SR B o ANEIIE 4 (a) W RIDUARIR H 2L 15
PRI B B A ER A S

&
i ¥ % T 3
| H i H I

Item pool usage
o =
o =

o
i

o
[

& 8 P
¥ ¥ i t ¥ F

——#— correlation=0.2
~~e~~ gorrelation=1.8

D D-RPG D-RT D-MPI K K-RPG K-RT K-MPI ¥1 W¥1-RPGVI-RT ¥1-MFl ¥2 V2RPGVY2RT V2-MP|
Method

02 T T T T

overexposed item rate
[=]

=
(=}
[

[=]

[
T
L
L

[ —— comrelation=0.3 |---
H ~¢~~ Correlation=0.8

: ~&3~~ corelation=0.8

NG
T N |

e S

et

s

D DRPG DRT DMPI K
Method

3 BEMXBRETARGENBENRARNTERLTE LG

g

K-RPG K-RT K-MPI Y1 VIRPGVI-RT VI-MPI V2 V2-RPGVZ-RT V2-MPI

5, AT E IR sk ER G 0 T E A
FHER, B T 13 BE OB IR H A9 L U 36 EE B R A
FE, AT T Bty sk, BiER 1L RE
RPG J5ik 5 MPL LR B, FE KB4 41 T 4T
L e FERIE G, & 1 o5, 4 R E B
FEAEH I EAE S AR H L BEHE B AR, & f H 1R
HRN M EA HLURFAE, F i, B 4(b) LI KLP %
BEhR B, 4 T IERE I A R 0.6 MIEHLT,
KLP 557K [Reg s il 45 6 i J5 gt 4 1
ik,

F5h, B 4(b) Bl LA AN R T B Bt 126 7
HERIH B RS A BA A RRHE. 45 B 3,
HPHIBR T KLP - MPI J5 3640, HE 77 ¥ AR 2 F A
FRINF| 100% . Feayid i, BT A O H i1 7 ik
L E RS TEEA AR, A RO E K
{9, RPG J5 ¥ A1 MPL J5 37 Az rp it BE IR BT H 8%k
BRI T I RT HERWE L, — B, RT
BEHE I H B e R R 7E AP i R R H ot R 2
', i RPG il MPT J5 g R4 > Rid BEB LTI E o



T 2019 4E

54 T
0.8
o7r — D 4
——————— KLP |
06l = H
....... ve | !
o 05f I
B
S 04 b
5 04t e
@ o
g [
8 oal R
R
Sy
ozt Fa
o5 .
o I:'. f e '
o i P R A .
0 50 100 150 200 250 300 G50 400 480

Itern {a)

— —KLP
»»»»»»» KLP-RPG I

-~ KLP-RT |
------ KLP-MF|

exposure rate

. L L T .
160 200 250 @00 360 400 460
ftern (o)

B4 AEFEERENEXN 0.6 HPBRERSHE
E:H a AW A ABHAFLA LA ARALEN G ELE S B B b AL KLP B4, 5 B4 k2 owt

HREBREESFE,

WiER 1 AE 3, B R sk, |
56, 5 MPL 5 D - fjifb, V1 1 V2 Jiikghamt, B H
BRIEFRIMA HLE S KLP JiiE S & I B IR e R 4y
X5, HIR, 3 RPC k5 VI & V2 J7 A
Ziant, BeA L2 AT R M 4 PR B,
figE V1 - RPG 1 V2 - RPG Iy NERI R, S B4R ik
B —BGE AT E MR, IR ETT ZEHE R AR
“NaN”, #4353, V1 - RPG il V2 - RPG F i
i BEROLE B EER M T B R SR EEE
B BEAh, VI - RPG 1 V2 - RPG FII K & &
IR 7516 AR HOARE I 3 32 55—~ BT P~ E
A

SRR, AT B B SR I E oL
ROPAFHEA R AH 7], B A TAR BEAR R Ml 32 vy 200 H B
RIS XL O ERE R A
4(a) FIE 4(b) KT, Proas RUAB T BN E
AT H R 20 A 2 [RI7E — RE A2 B b AH B4R T A
oL
6 LSt

WZHr e &R CAT RGN T P&P LA
TR A0, 1 a0 e e 0 I 36 K BE , 32 e
BN ARG T R AR . S RARE
LB MCAT i & , I H 2645 7545 0 MCAT 530 R
AT R Z —(Wang & Chang,2011) , RE
EA U E PR b RE 4R = U BORS BE , (LAl AT T e AL 2
1o BERR L I A IR 3 IR B I H A 2 45 e 59 G
J1o FRDREAN TR B 8807 1R I H B A
RS I H IR SR . BRI, AN SO TR SR,
FEET DRI H B PEARIRTE S I H IR ] SR 4
& HiJA B RR B

BrRRM, V2 AR T D - 404k s, KLP Al VI
BA w0 H R, R BRI H A
BARHINAE SR, @, B H L BEHEARTEA ]
T B A ) g i 7E T H OGS Oy T A A
B0 EL % R0 BRI AR BE I R R T AR
KLP,D - f677%E, VI 1 V2, hAh, 246 AT E i
DI VT, 22 TR T E 4538 b 1T SR BE
TREAK

T2 LA [R50 E B 07 67 2 T A BB
o AR i, R RPG J5 Bk F0 MPT J5 Bk R IR AU,
RPG 7 EAE RZHUEL T R T HAB T ¥, RT
FERAEE . WA, AT BOCER  BER
&) (15 B AR iR T A AR R BROL R, S
B FORG BE I, A [R] B G A5 16 5 5 P LAHER Oy RT,
RPG Fii MPI, Chang #1 Twu(1998) ¥ 35 i 74 2 0F
FTH LS SRR BE AN B BOGA Y S 2 1] B
RANEHN . BT T, AR B 86 A X 21
BE, DR E R I B

TEABTFE A Wang 56 (2011) BIBTIE —BUR M,
EAE FE AR T RT J7 s il @RS LT RPG
J5EE, TET B G A RS A M DT T, RT J5 sk g 22
T RPG Jrtk, EZ,RT 5 RPG J5 i 6E-F Al & 4%
JE AT H BB 5, JR T MPL J5 :7E 55 H Bt 43
AT RIS . EIENEREE T mRIEE.

XKT MCAT ByIR H 4807 1 1) LA [ A 15
#—BWE. B, B D - Pufed, VI F1 V2 1
KLP RG22, (Hiz 47 i [R50 2 i D0 14 B 1 38 m
T3 B, FEM BBk A 7T BB i MCAT 4L 3H
REMALE M B, FE b, MCAT 4 T 54k
CAT W5l EZTE T RE M 248 [ 3R 45 B TE 40 T



FEIOBHIM

EBHEBE ZHUHHVEAERINE I B G R A Y e 55

MER. B, TEFELZXTH DT EEEFEN
B [a] A S R B B ik LT A,
P2 A RO B BRI RNG . 40 Wang 48 (2011) $2
RPN KL 4847, L7k, MCAT 5 H it B 5
25 EAR AT DACRUE &~ 4 B f IR P I R B, R
SRR BB 2 H A AR . H L, B 5E a4k
P MCAT eGP RER EE,

2% 3k

Bloxom,B. M. ,& Vale,C. D. (1987) . Multidimensional adaptive
testing : A procedure for sequential estimation of the posterior
centriod and dispersion of theta. Paper presented at the meet-
ing of the Psychometric society, Montreal , Canada.

Bolt,D. M. , & Lall, V. F. (2003 ). Estimation of compensatory
and noncompensatory multidimensional item response models
using Markov chain Monte Carlo. Applied Psychological Meas-
urement 27,395 — 414,

Chang,S. W. ,& Twu,B. Y. (1998). A Comparative Study of I-
tem Exposure Control Methods in Computerized Adaptive Tes-
ting. ACT Research Report Series 98 —113.

Chang,H. H. , & Ying,Z. L. (1999). a — Stratified multistage
computerized adaptive testing. Applied Psychological Measure-
ment, 23,211 —222.

Chen,S. Y. ,Ankenmann,R. D. ,& Spray,J. A. (2003 ). The re-
lationship between item exposure and test overlap in comput-
erized adaptive testing. Journal of Educational Measurement,
40,129 - 145.

Cheng,Y. ,& Chang, H. H. (2009 ). The maximum priority in-
dex method for severely constrained item selection in comput-
erized adaptive testing. British Journal of Mathemaiical and
Statistical Psychology ,62,369 —383.

Finkelman,M. ,Nering,M. L. ,& Roussos,L. A. (2009). A con-
ditional exposure control method for multidimensional adap-
tive testing. Journal of Educational Measurement, 46,84 —
103.

Huebner,A. R. ,Wang,C. ,Quinlan, K. ,& Seubert,L. (2015).
Ttem exposure control for multidimensional computer adaptive
testing under maximum likelihood and expected a posterior
estimation. Behavior Research Methods ,DOI 10. 3758/513428
—-015 - 0659 —z.

Lee,Y.H. ,Ip,E. H. ,& Fuh,C. D. (2008). A strategy for con-
trolling item exposure in multidimensional computerized adap-
tive testing. Educational and Psychological Measurement,68,
215 -232.

Luecht,R. M. (1996 ). Multidimensional computerized adaptive
testing in a certification or licensure context. Applied Psycho-
logical Measurement 20,389 —404.

McKinley,R. L. ,& Reckase ,M. D. (1982). The use of the gen-
eral Rasch model with multidimensional item response data
( Research Report ONR 82 —1). American College Testing, I-
owa City, IA.

Mulder,]J. ,& van der Linden, W. J. (2009 ). Multidimensional
adaptive testing with optimal design criteria. Psychometrika,
74,273 —296.

Mulder,J. ,& van der Linden, W. J. (2010). Multidimensional
adaptive testing with Kullback - Leibler information item se-
lection. In W. J. van der Linden & C. A. W. Glas(Eds. ) , Ele-
menis of Adapiive Testing , Statistics for Social and Behaviroal
Sciences. Springer Science + Businesws Media.

Segall, D. O. (1996). Multidimensional adaptive testing. Psy-
chometrika ,61 ,331 — 354,

Stocking,M. L. (1994 ). Three practical issues for modern adap-
tive testing item pools ( ETS Research Report No. 94 — 5).
Princeton,NJ; Educational Testing Service.

Stocking ,M. L. , & Lewis, C. (1998 ). Controlling item exposure
conditional on ability in computerized adaptive testing. Jour-
nal of Educational and Behavioral Statistics ,23,57 —65.

Sympson,J. B. ,& Hetter, R. D. (1985). Controlling item — ex-
posure rates in computerized adaptive testing. In Proceedings
of the 27th annual meeting of the Military Testing Association
(pp-973 —977). San Diego, CA: Navy Personnel Research
and Development Center.

van der Linden,W. J. (1999) . Multidimensional adaptive testing
with a minimum error - variance criterion. Journal of Educa-
tional and Behavioral Statistics 24,398 —412.

van der Linden, W. J. , & Veldkamp, B. P. (2007 ). Conditional
item exposure control in adaptive testing using item — ineligi-
bility probabilities. Journal of Educational and Behavioral
Statistics 32,398 —418.

Veldkamp,B. P. ,& van der Linden, W. J. (2002 ). Multidimen-
sional adaptive testing with constraints on test content. Psy-
chometrika ,67 ,575 — 588.

Wang,C. ,& Chang, H. H. (2011). liem selection in multidi-
mensional computerized adaptive testing — gaining information
from different angles. Psychometrika ,76 ,363 —384.

Wang,C. ,Chang, H. H. , & Boughton, K. A. (2011 ). Kullback
- Leibler information and its applications in multidimensional
adaptive testing. Psychometrika ,76 ,13 - 39.

Wang,C. ,Chang, H. H. , & Boughton, K. A. (2013). Deriving
stopping rules for multidimensional computerized adaptive tes-
ting. Applied Psychological Measurement ,37(2) ,99 —122.

Wang,C. , Chang, H. H. , & Huebner, A. (2011). Restrictive
stochastic item selection methods in cognitive diagnostic com-

puterized adaptive testing. Journal of Educational Measure-

ment ,48 255 —273.



56 i BEE R

2019 4E

Wang,W. C. ,& Chen,P. H. (2004 ). Implementation and meas-
urement efficiency of multidimensional computerized adaptive
testing. Applied Psychologica Measurement ,28,295 —316.

Yao,L. (2010) . Reporting valid and reliability overall score and
domain scores. Journal of Educational Measurement, 47,339
-360.

Yao,L. (2012). Multidimensional CAT item selection methods
for domain scores and composite scores; Theory and applica-
tions. Psychometrika,77 ,495 —523.

Yao,L. (2014a). Multidimensional CAT item selection methods

urement ,51 ,18 —38.

Yao, L. (2014b). Multidimensional item response theory for
score reporting. In Y. Cheng & H. — H. Chang( Eds. ) , Ad-
vances in modern international testing ; Transttion from summa-
tive to formative assessmeni. Charlotte , NC ; Information Age.

Yao,L. ,Pommerich, M. , & Segall,D. 0. (2014 ). Using Multi-
dimensional CAT to Administer a Short, Yet Precise, Screen-
ing Test. Applied Psychological Measurement 38,614 —631.

Yao,L. ,& Schwarz,R. D. (2006). A multidimensional partial

credit model with associated item and test statistics : An appli-

cation to mixed — format tests. Applied Psychological Measure-
ment 37,3 —23.

for domain scores and composite scores with item exposure

control and content constrains. Journal of Educational Meas-

A Comparison Study of Item Selection Strategies with
Item Exposure Controlling in MCAT

Mao Xiuzhen Wang Yating Yang Rui
(Institute of Educational Science, Sichuan Normal University , Chengdu 610066 )

Abstract . Four item selection indexes with and without exposure control are evaluated and compared in multidimensional computerized
adaptive testing( CAT) . The four item selection indices are D — optimality , Posterior expectation Kullback — Leibler information( KLP) ,
the minimized error variance of the linear combination score with equal weight( V1) ,and the minimized error variance of the composite
score with optimized weight ( V2). The maximum priority index( MPI) method for unidimensional CAT and two item exposure control
methods( the restrictive threshold ( RT) method and restrictive progressive ( RPG ) method, originally proposed for cognitive diagnostic
CAT) are extended to the miltidimentional CAT. The results show that; (1) KLP,D - optimality,and V1 perform well in recovering do-
main scores ,and all outperform V2 in psychometric precision; (2) KLP,D - optimality, V1 ,and V2 produce an unbalanced distribution
of item exposure rates,although V1 and V2 offer improved item pool usage rates; (3)all the exposure control strategies improve the ex-
posure uniformity greatly and with very little loss in psychometric precision; (4) RPG and MPI perform similarly in exposure control ,and
are both better than RT.

Key words: multidimensional item response theory; computerized adaptive testing; item selection methods; exposure control strategy;
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