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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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YRR IS — H 2% B W E SR, %
B RESRAZ AT T ZJBT (S %,
2020; 5% J5 %5,2020) , %0 T F B ERUE , T
IS A% S R 2 (Sinharay,2021) , T Hi# & =
KA FEZREREEM (Crittenden , Hanna , & Peter-
son,2009 ; Z4EH],2015) . —H LK, REWBFEE
R BT 2 Go i AE IR T s B 4% b AR
P& (Cizek & Wollack 2017 ; Sinharay,2017 ;van der
Linden & Lewis,2015) , #E4E3k, MEE 2 T ENLK
PR, ( computer based test, CBT) Pt & & , 2 4= 1E
i I E AR R 8] AT DA AR R A
( Zopluoglu ,2019) , 1FUN van der Linden A7i, 3 H
YR BN 18] — B LASRER BB VR IR B AT 0 1
HEE B, HRATER TR RIS ), X —
{5 BB A REAS 2IA# A% A (van der Linden,2006) .

I 10 4R JH] , Bok B BT FF 2
5 M (R T B AR S B TR B 510 28 A K S AR IR O
(Man & Harring, 2021 ; Nagy & Ulitzsch,2021), 42X
1M, AW I E ST 5T & MR 7 B4 %2 , T
MBFEE R TTER D . WE RN X
MR I, A SCE e B IREM AR H TR ES
I3 HEE A QT I H AR IORE I TR) AR A BF 5T
R BB SRS s R G HE— 2D
BEA R 1 UG T IETEA R SRR BAT  ER
S e o PR S R, S5 ST Rk A VR BB B O ik v AT
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2 HIHE SR [ AT R B A5 T
2 EREEAKHRESHE

FIAIEE 2 A% (ZEH,2015)  /EBIE
BT, FE TR TRl AT m
A tkAE R AL R AL Tr 13 K 8, 5 AR g Wi iE
SR L i (R A . X TS5
RARBIEBBLR , B 2T — MBI I ik B E 4 it
BRI A2 EE M . I, T RE IRAE RIS,
B PCEX A AT D #4752 L 40 2K (Sinharay,
2020) ,

HTERERNIRED . AOIRELTIRE
EAR M ARG AR BAT A 00 0 NAEBAT o R AR
AT oy (BRI 45,2020 3807 25,2020) o k= B
JREXSVEBAT N REAT 0 28 EE R TR B T AT
JRHY . #E AR (EREE S SR
HEY ST 3 RAEMAT N, o 5l % (AR Bk AT
N FEIBTAR NG B4R 84T o A PR BB AT oo
CRREBIES (JU) ) 1R B AR 7 A H 7R L TR
ROALTIRURE , Fe A S 4 SRR B Y AL AL E - 78
ERMENEZE RS, HLUERK, e =4UTEA
W B 0, H AR B BRAL T 5 1R 1 M L Y,
A =45 BB LU NI, T 2.7

LR, WA BEFE RTAREAT AR R 30
WU A S Blb AT T 5026, Cizek $2H} 3 KIE 59 Fb
VRBEAT g, ForP B 6 B 9 4038 (Cizek ,1999) o A
TEBRBIBL 1K £ BE, Cizek 2 — 2505 1R BAT 9 40 o 2



FEABEHIW

RIS AT E (R SR H R B R St 279

R — LR HIHAIKIE (test cheating) , REETRES
219 R ST I N B A AT B 1R B AT
N A—RKREIRIEG (test theft) , TEFG/ERE T
Tl AN AR B b 2 17 2 (Cizek &
Wollack ,2017) , Wollack 254 Fi/E B & 1k 37 500
VEBEAT N 3 25: 50 — KRB R R 5L EIEK
(answer — copying and collusion) , ¥5 & YE & 4 B
MBS HARE R UME, T ERP RIS 56 2K
ST (item preknowledge ) , 75 ) 52 7% 4 i 1L 45
FERIECEREBE AR HE R RE B =K
FLHE S (test tampering) , 35 &5 4 EUH 5K
U TAE A 5L S8 B s A B R W Iy sk AT AR
#4475 (Wollack & Fremer,2013)

ASBIFSETE | R A B2y 28 07 R ALY B HEAT A
G PR PR =27 MR RAT N R TR R
PR VR BE A, Rt N AR AR, B
YEBRAT N« =287 W45 38 1 2« AR Fh 22 Fn ek
ER.

3 BT EEE R ERIEERBS T %

FET T B AR S BT 8] ¥V Bk 30 Jy s Ak )
PAorh 2 25 K240k, LS8, 28
B IEEAMRBN « fBUE T B VR I ] B — 1~ 3%
S E , B B R & FER AR E AT, anxe
BUIEZA 417 (lognormal distribution ) ( van der Linden,
2006 ; van der Linden,2008 ;van der Linden,2009) il
4347 ( gamma distribution ) ( Verhelst, Verstralen , &
Jansen, 1997 ) . 35§ #% 43 it ( exponential distribution )
( Scheiblechner,1979 ,1985) . IE &4 10 ( & FE0,
2016 ) 45 , WY & B F 35 H A2 B o 18] B 3 b 43
TR R AR E, N ARG, BHR & B
RN T 5 52 PRV I B 47 O, 2R — M
2K R BE LR B R R R s it 8 ( Qian,
Staniewska , Reckase , & Wo0,2016; van der Linden &
Guo,2008) . ESHEEN 5 M e & A 13 B 1R
B RRL I ] B RV B, B R R I H AR &
S [ 1) 43 A BT DA A A i I VR B B
FHEATXS . BT RXMRE, PR ER T E XS5
ERMLR, BRI KL SRS % %
AP LR B B VR 28 B B P TRI R, JEA T/ B
), IR T ASEMRCE (Man, Harring, Ouyang, &
Thomas ,2018)

3.1 Sk
SHERETER 3 XSHHER . — I TE

% BV ] RSB , 3 AR TR L %) B80T A8 A8 B i )
TR IR BT H AR R ] AR IR IR
TH UL & FRLHZ A LR ; = 7R 48 — iy
SRR o AR 2 48 FL At AR EEE KA B
3.1.1 WHOESRE

van der Linden ( 2006 ) % FH %] #7 IE 25 #2 BI %f %
TR T B AR SR B B] AT A, 3k i AR Oy vk
A RBRR 2548 T Al s EEH R
I B AR BN B [A] BT BEALE , B2 X BUES
414fi (lognormal distribution ) , & MY £ %351 H = i B
WIS B 1 AR I i, 32 1 T B 7R 2 R i s
[F] B S 5 T 785 A 70 ( Lognormal Model ) , #4521 7%
AR E S T RSB, o, UG AR
B IR TB) B 3 AR B L, AT

Atis7,0:,8;) =
. jz_wexp{—%[a,-um,-—</s,-—v>>12}o (1)

Horr,r, R A ¢ TEFATREIR @ MR BT
W], 7 WARR T 25 A RO B, 7 BRUELBRCR, =%
AETEIZRIR LA 3% B i () B B, WIARR T R Y
WA AEEE (time intensity) ,8; FIMUEBKR, FA47E
A EAE B B R R 2 o T o, G0 (R TE S H SORE
High—FE , B—MEZ A X S8 47 , BUE R T
0, ELIRERR, 5 LR ZE5E @ ™ FR) V2 e 1] Fry % 4
Sy ARRER 5 BB/, 88 T G, o X — 38 HT
A DASE B DARR DAy A DX 43R Sk B AN ] ) 2% A

KERIE J5 W SR B AT DX B BOE SR B ) 22
(~302) FTREEE:

fx,p,0) =

exp[ - Zl—z(lnx —M)Z],x >0
2 ’

x0 V2w (2)
0, <0)
Xof BEAT 1, 350 H AR 287 B L B R] X 50 1E 285 40 A 16
B R S E AR VE 22 A -
M =8 -7, (3)
o=, 4)

A B, (A 75 B B [R]) BReE
B Ine, AR IEZS 4370 « A48 iy RT3 14 BsF 1) 304 6 BE
B: R A B OB B 7 g (AF3) shniflizs il
MIVEZ TR XA o HEEIE (A 4) o

KT 8RB A E I F M, van der
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Linden(2006) Xf/A50 1 PHRE WA RIFT T AW,
BESH 7, BZFEAKS:

z} T; = 0, (5)
MR, 26 7 A~ A B 08 3 R AT DABCE fH 8%

BRI NSRS E Z FSET 0,
LA 3 AL B ETES (ME E Y
YR SR (] % o AR B R I E 6 5 5 0 1
TRE I TRITE FEIE B, IR K50 /5 A BB . 7, 24

AF .
Bi =T = Wy, (6)
HT G TR

WYE N Y = (S ). ()

FARTS WAR, TLEE:

' X = (M) Y, Fo)

(8)
KRR T TR R R )V #E BE I (e
ST A EARE PA & H Frds i 5 L ) 5
X OE a0 R
van der Linden(2006) A NFLIEF MCMC J5
B (EMIRAE) M MEEET S BT EE,
o H e —, E S BT R B R HT R
R PEABR B : — 2, A MAZ R R A R FR Al S
M TR, e AR TR IS M T B 1R RN BT
W) Z W) B SRl S M o TE SRR b, E A IS4 7
A IERA
7~ N, ,02) o (9)
Rl At i RS B i 1) K 3 B o, AR A
LA (A3 10) R [T FERE B, IR IEZS 70 A
(A11):

o ~ c(%z%) (10)
Bi | a; ~ N[,Uq;a(a? K)_1:|o (11)

WMAR 11 FirR,B; WIES A HtriEE T EE S
Ba, H o iR gamma 5375, I, (B,e;) HRA
normal — gamma 4} 4f .

£ Gibbs KMt H , TR HEEZ LS - MIAES
¥ (a,p) HBARK(12) HITSHET

f(T,OL,,[)’ | t) o< an(tij;Tj’ai’Bi)f(Tj;Mfa

G By | sty i) fagivad) | (12)

n

;H\:EP, H Hf(tij;Tj’ai’Bi) ﬂﬂﬂl?ﬁ@ﬁﬂ%,

=1

M50 ) (B | a, sMg ) fCasv,A) RSERIHE X A
25t ZYGE AR FE WSS BV A] 58 IS Al
AR LA 0B, W AT LAGE i A6 3 A
PSR WM B s 22 AT Ak BE TR
S , 7T ARSI i 55 28 LRSS ¢ M

T B P PR A& Bt it , ANSE BRI AR I, 34T X6F
e, T E A SR
3.1.2 JRRHELUETY

van der Linden(2009) #2H 2 A= YE /R4 3 B Hl
YR IE R 15 L 2Z 18] 2 Al Y AL (speed — accuracy
tradeoff) , H-F2 R B -

%

o Probolbilty of sxcess P

Ddfpsty O F

1 BWsRERREETEE
( Thurstone’ s response surface )

P rh Rt D iR X B T DA V2 o )
YRR IR, BURTEZ B AR, EA Rl &
BT BT T R H VR 28 BRI T] R H VR 28 IE
WRAF B KA @R 73 #T. De Boeck F Jeon(2019)
AR ER & B — R TT LA 23 D 2K 58— 2k
T VR S g B TR oAy PR 728 &, 4 A0 1 iR 15 A
i H R B AR (Thissen , 1983 ) 5 55 — 25 U 246 it
BAEZE IERFOUE S K28 B KI5 B 1R 2 SN B[]
YR B 25 & {25 (Roskam, 1987 ; Verhelst et al. ,
1997) ; 55 =2 N R¥ 3t B 1R 27 [ it i |] A3t B 1B
B IERBOLRIBHE A R B — 8 Z R TCH R KR
(AT van der Linden (2007 ) ; 55 PO N 2K 35
B VB Bz Bt () A5 B 4257 1E U A5 0[] f A Shy PR 2
2 HH 8 Z I 3 R R W R B BIR AL T iy
#A8 J7 ¥ (dependency model, Zs SUFEAE “ AR 7 4K
#1” ) (Bolsinova & Maris,2016) , 7E Fif 45 i St 45 7]
1, van der Linden (2007) 12 H} (1) 2 AEZRFE R B Al
% HEh T2 BIBERY A SCHE R 15— 1

YR8 I 0 B (8] 22 5 A PR HE R R — AR IR
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B XD A B A R SR « % A FT DA R
TSI TR B TR, 0 P DA R AU e v R A R
HAp R AR, MEMR R R R ARPEE
REERIE, JATTRT LA+ BB JIMH 0 7E MG AERY -, van
der Linden (2007 ) T2 52 i i 8] F2% AE 1) HER
FRFATER GBI T B R X Py
KREBERETUT S Bk — 2 MMEH LM
FEL I 5 AR (8] 5 5 e MAE AR TR B U
HABE R BEFEE X 45 IR 0L R TREDLE & =2
TR ) 255 (0 P TR YR R B | e 1) X 20 B L R X
GrEE) M AESH (B (RE{E) &0l LIgrJF
THEE 5 DR 7 25 5 AU o B2 AR RE 7 W RT4R T L4
BN EE NI H ORI [R] 2 [B) 25 A4 0k 57 5 T2 AT DA
RS A I N 25 R AR I V2B B IR R 43
FHATAET

FEWER E,van der Linden(2007) #2112 B
R — R =S IRT A (R R IE A
Normal Ogive Model B, logistic #A1) XH/REZ BIXT4LE
B BET T A, [R] A 328 %o B0 S A TR %o 1 H R R
W R EAT AR, A

f( uj9tj;§j ,lﬁ) =

I
Hf(uij;oj’ai’bi’ci)f(tij;Tj’ai’Bi)’ (13)
i1

Hoh B4 j B ESE A 2, a3 S
B (7,) FMEEHE(6,) s iIRBSE . BS54, 00K
X535 (a,) KEBE (b)) TEIHEE (c;) BT RIVEFEE
(B) IF R A B () o

B RERIEAEAL 2 AL, AT

flu,t:6,4) =

J 1

H 1f( uj,tjifja‘/fi)f(fjiﬂp ,zp)f(‘/fi ;Mi’Ei) , (14)

i=1 i<

Hi, BAESH e WA THAERME P, LS
& ZICIER AR, AT -

& ~f(§,-;,up,2p)o (15)
BRSH g, FIFBUE T ZI0IES 0
b "‘f(‘/fi;,ufwzi)o (16)

B R EAE S — R R WAL XS A Bk
B ZBCRIRT H] B 96 R FFAT T Al JB BB 4L
(hierarchical framework) FFEFRH T S AR
I TS

HAALISR, R UHESEEL ) 24 DF, St ed
IR B R AE SR 2 — B A BB (plugin

model ) (Bolsinova, Tijmstra,& Molenaar,2017 ;Molenaar,
Bolsinova,& Vermunt ,2018;Molenaar & de Boeck,2018),
WEIEE T LK R R B R SR B BR AR 0 H S AR
e 2 4 Wi B e AR B BIA R0 2 W AR B (Zhan,
2022 ;Zhan,Man, Wind,& Malone,2022; £ iii 3%,
2019) , X E& Z Rt BB (ERE), BEE,
2022) , 4 AY LA Ky T E 1R T 52 ;B (8] 1 % $00E A48
T 4 25 4 57 L Zhan, Jiao, Man, Wang,
& He,2021 ;Zhan, Jiao, Wang, & Man,2018 ; &1ilii5,
Jiao,Man,2022) , 38 A] DAYERLEY A3 i As & ( Qiao
& Jiao,2022) ,ER/NEEE(2022) it — BRI T £
AEVETER I B Z (B Al BEAEEE R R, JRR I T
15 X BT S AR A8 o R A 55 U X B E S AR
A [RJ A5 A  Ranger(2013) AN van der Linden )2
UAE SRR AR v A 3 A 8 A B RIS AR AR
& UL B b v B AR R AR W AR, Wang (2018) S5 5%
AR X R R RS TE 5 AR VR R A A
B T 2 Fh G T AR b R B TR AT 1 —F o TR
S5(2022) WX A BB DT BN B T 2 4E AR T
Ll o

LR, AT 1 B BN AE R R HESRAE AL LAST ,
AADUIFE 2R ) H A B R B, Horp LR
B ] 5 AR (two — way outliers
detection model) ( Chen,Lu, & Moustaki,2019) FlIZk
£ # & (Molenaar & Bolsinova,2017 ;Molenaar,
Tuerlinckx, & van der Maas,2015a,2015b) , JhH 2k
AT R AR R R E ST LL R b R Tk o
3.1.3 5 H A FREEE B SR

BEE R THEYRH IR (CBT) #E—BE R, %
AR Z YR B (IR gh ki 03 TFE
POREE LT, Man Hl Harring(2021) TELEE
Xf HL A U5 B AR S G B IR kT
B, $2H T —Fh B T 00 H RO YR RN ] | A
SABURER & AL, SR R RSB 0 T AR B
10 AbATE L XT 335 44 K24 IR B S2 5, JoiE T
BRE HAR B IR U6 1, e RIL 2 AR 2
TR VE B ER R MEBRCR AR S 5, I
Wi SR R ALRYE AER BRI T, X — R
AT Rk 2B R MV BB SR A T — R A
RIT R BB W E WA B SN [ B A IE IR
Bl LA AR b RS RSB TR S i SRR TR S
i (Liang, Tu, & Cai,2023) , g /FEE |32 1L T
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— MR ST 0T B o
3.1.4  PAREH

A SCHA B T B AU G S T B A
W28 e R VR A B IR, 2 T X R E A A
HZRAEZEEEL A N3UB T7 862 51y« DIARHESE
& Ny A m ) & 5] ¥ (Marianti, Fox, Avetisyan,
Veldkamp, & Tijmstra,2014) Fi D J2 YK HE 2R AL
HAE R DL nf 7 22 /0 37 5 (van der Linden & Guo,
2008) .

FREFEA & 5] (Marianti et al. ,2014) 2I54E
YEZE I RIS ] X I E S AL Y Bl |, BT 12 G2
F1% ( Drasgow, Levine , & Williams,1985) #4714~ A
P& AT, A WL B B9 25 AE I H 1R IORE I [R] £
PEAERE AL T AL 2] ¥ T 1R 27 52N B 5] 43 7 o K B
I ZMER S TTARE C AT X L, AT 5 17
UL, B R OHETE B LT AN #r s
AF .

1
I(T") = Y Zje (17)
=1

£ty — .
sb,z, = B (R e -

pi) B— M RMIES AR, ;" = In(e;) MR
FTH TG EAES AP R AR 2 B

RISy = B, - 700, = ol WAEA THECT AR

RIVBHEE) K74, A8 tn il o B, 7, 55
B fE i DS T8RS o I EDRROR , R 5
BOVRBE P AT BE o AR T Dy 2 3o R/ B I, 3K ol
J7 i R AR, I B ) SR R A R 4
TR .

DU R 22 TR RAE SR RHE SR I Al T 4R i
2 AR AU E S A j TR — T RS
BRI 52 7 ] B LI 465 O B 22 e, O
THELAE DU 507 5 36 A o 0L L B BB R 4
R A BRI A 25 S S (R 3 T4, 47 5
ZE A F AT ORE R AT K O I, A7 £ A
(preknowledge) AYIRIE; Q155 A 1R 5L B A
B RSLIS TE] 5 T, WA 5% 7% A2 7 T BE R AE T I
B, A LA S S 154

BERITHE AKXRH T K% B2 (Improper
Integral) ITHIET7EE , 5 A2 78 3R 4 A b 1) 2
F R R BEZR ) AT -

o 2023 4
) =
[ /ey 1 yodi; s /5| i
(18)

5 A EHE AR IUE R [B) 4 T T O A 2R 1Y)
AT

mypo= [ G| godiy S [ G5
uy)de ] (19)

H, e AWBIE A 5 B E TR
BT RIS BRI 1) 2, ¢ JUDRAR SR P T 81 (¥ 1
£, W E 375 4 j 7ERR T 56 © M 22 Ah i R
T (PR B 1) (R X ) o B, TR IR ) 7
BT 55 i SIS N At B A8 T L VR RO .

X EAMUTT DL#EAT R B8 A= R 0, 38 7] LA
PEAT M B AU 3 (Wang et al. ,2018) o 7546 I 1
B At P Bl 5wy Ay W RE p (HL K p
H 52 XK o B, IR p E /D, MRRZE A
TEZRE I b BVEE1E OUFFTE [0 R 70 10 itk 5% R
W, FFFEE R G 25 tETE R @ b B4R B[] i 2R
& SR | AT ., FIRER o, BB TTHE, IR
AL TAE, MARR T E S EE .

LR R ER S T HAMABKA NG
T IE =240 H R R R R H AR L
PR 1) B %o 00 I 2SR AU Y LA 4R M IR S AL
( mixed hierarchical model , MHM ) , #4%& R VE& S
B A (5 V8T A F RS EEEIER) JF
XIHEHEAT B H (Wang et al. ,2018) , X Fh L&
TE RS ) — PR FIE I

MRS JAE LR A, R E AL H &
BAETHER S IRRRR, X D14 (2022) FIARG
AL (MHM) X R A 3R 22 115 07 AT Ak, 12
BT &S 80br 1k 78 2 35 (conditional estimate
standard residual,CSR) ,iZ 5 L4l B SR A
(MHM) Fi6 IE# VR 178 A=, 3 T AR5 45 YE
SRR THER  OR BN EBIE TS B o B,
T ERCR LT Hofth I

WHPREEN AU G R IZEM E22R0
FBAE 541 ¥7E: (change point analysis, CPA) #4T R
WS ok e €5 (2020) X XA EEHAT T &
G, AL KO HTIY IR BRTE T A ALE 2 5e
it5& (person — fit statistics, PFS) H[Wi{E & 5] h 2
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BAAERNRZT IR o BA ARG T2 R ™
AERIF B R, W ST 0 7 1A A TR Ho s
B L, 35, 2T Wald K251 W, 25, TR0
I S, AR T AR ZW R, B P/ NG %
(2022) B2 53 23 ¥ A 9 B B T 428 i [R) 4
AR, R By BT AR A A ROR B
I, TRV

H Al , A K8 BB 6 S 805 g4 7 AR
A AIUE R R ARG 7 HAREUE T AR
R (Qian et al. ,2016;Zopluoglu,Kasli,& Toton,
2021) fHAZ , AR E X SEEE T B TH#H
PF(Man et al. ,2018;Meijer & Sijtsma,2001) , fiif]
INASPEFEERBRZNRE: - RREELTE
Z, GnfE F MCMC 31T S8t 1 I i < P S 4R
HOELHA SRERESSHWREERAR; =
RURAEEENEIRR L, R R T R
P& BIXERDR SRR R
3.1.5  ZHUETE/E R b B

SRATUT AR (1] K18 T I B, MBS
FER 227 FEBAT N & XM R R i TE
MR FPZR2E VR BEAT o BB h L SE 2 H A
R B TE B MU RN BB b B D X £
Tt W EPIZRIEEAT =B R Gl AL R
e £ 25 B2 L ) 8] ( Sinharay,2021) o AR 3CH 2 Y
“PIRRT VEBAT O X R R R ER TE B AR
BAT A AAEBRAT BB Fh RS T 48R3
R, It BAE B BAT B M RCR AR

) 2 25V We A7 B 51 o 1 B B ovan der
Linden 35T fi 24 52 57 i 1) J = 70 B F 4 A0
(bivariate lognormal ) B, HEATIHRRAEBEAT N 1)
B AW (van der Linden,2009) . — JGXF 4 IE &S
Bl R RN SUESEBINEA ESIAT 2 ML
TEA 5075 R E AR L — B4 oy, IRE
pp = OCEP 2 NEARIEEEA M) AHTEN
ML AR E M, > 0, HARTTIMME C, WX 2 4%
A Z A AT REAAE R 2B R 10 B0E R BRI 0L
TR B AR B M5 T, van der Linden(2009) &
T LM #¥:56 B 7 s ( Lagrange multiplier test, frA%EH
Hfe$om) s Hh2 Bk R e R B, 2
T T GOE A bR A6 T 7 S B
PFAF T AEBIROR, JUH LM A6 B b 5@ A G
6 36 BB S AT A RLRE 2 285 AR 22 ) B ARBLEE o

TN R BEAT B v 1 o o 25 i L 2%
A SRATIRIBUAR O 2 8 24 i =% 1 52 B T s ) —
ANEE B [0] {5 (Zopluoglu et al. ,2021) JEckerly(2017)
Xof SV BRE S 1 4328 s — R B X R 2 1 e
A FF R AT 5T 5 R ke vt R R ) M )
FT 5 =R (R B0 A B L R ot RO I ) B 5
VRt o) A AR B 2% B R B 5T o Eckerly (2017) #8
H, TS . e TR (1 i R 2 P AT S F 5 2 v A
HEHE =R AN AN 2 FrSBORR T AE E2K
VERETE 5| 3976 B - SRl B T 05 5 S L P [ B
PETT R (it AR VR BB 5 B 5 A AR 2 (Qian et al.
2016;Van der Linden & Van Krimpen — Stoop,2003 ;
van der Linden & Guo,2008) , 3T 30 H [ b By [7] %
A AR & AL TR B B S A A
/b (Meijer & Sotaridona,2006;Wang et al. ,2018;
Zopluoglu,2019) Ui, 7F — 0 & T B 52 F0 8 5 i
F|BFFEH (Qian et al. ,2016) , BF57E I H 1E%
S5 07 B ) £ BE T ATk B Bk 5 i A T i R
M ZBFFIERE 4B TSR TRATIL 2 M7k
AFZ R, T E K HE ZEHE B (hierarchical
framework ) ( van der Linden & Guo,2008) #Hf7/E#k
B S5 R RN, X AP ARG D AR R R e 8
HERRAR T BT AR I Y T 11 AT 2
A T RERO R AR 1 172 MR R 2 MR
Al REER MRS A

BB AE AT B 5 o I P . T
RAEFIEE R H AR S RLI 8] B 7 5% ik
BEUERBRHFTE X FREER A LB YE
FATH, WE SR ERE, BT RA KR HEE
S BB , AN G R o

TE AR VE AT A R 531 o B IO o AR 908 AR SCHY
32, BIRR RN R it o ) SR A& R 10 22 P dkift
{E #& (answer copying and collusion) . jft B3
(preknowledge) iR B & & (test tampering) %5
REEPRERL T —Fh S48 & 2R W7
ATT R AR EREAT Jy v (i i AT SV LA, IR S T
B PR BB BOR (Man & Harring,2021) o A
WHFE & BB 1 X B E 54K B (Cengiz Zopluoglu et
al. ,2021), R F T 8% 177 4% ) AL ) (Gating
Mechanism ) X 0E 2545 2 (1 75 1 0 [T {4 i1 28 2
RITEBEBAT T BB 5 o 1 45 R B AR BB A BCR
BT (H R W IR T AR 2 Y [R) R o BB A [
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HAEEN:, P& w2 X PR R A e B g iy
ARG AT I o
3.2 AELMERER B

FESHCEEEN FERA K - LHUE (X))
R EE AT A, AR BT A e s AH
MAEZ R, PR vl 4 5 4 i E A A 15 R
&SRB SSBENARARET  ESHEE
FHREERNRRERT - MEREE, TSN
BB EREENREET Mg, HHH
B N IE 24370 o JE S B F A 75 5 AE AR 100 B i
R SEHE H AR IR T8 AR (Man, Harring,
Ouyang,& Thomas,2018 ) , Ji; H J& 75 Rl #: ) 5048 7
e, BUAR T AR HEAE 2 & 5] 1 (Marianti et al. |
2014) AHXT B AL BIOR Man 057K (2018) &%t
SHEBE B R, A K - L # & (Kullback -
Leibler Divergence, th FRAH X 1) #47 T H T T H
YR I R [H] VR BB BB Y K - LR T LA &
PR3 Z 6] B 22 53 AEBE SE D, W08 o P AR X 0
T3 YRR 5 A A N VRS SR I [ A1 1 DRI A
SR A 2 B B ] 0 A B B HEAT T LG, K
WF s
(20)

- S A ( LD
Du(fle) = TADm(L5),
Sof f) RFT A R R ] B A
SRR, T £ (3) MR T /A A A4 RO
P B3 R R 4128 A 25 R T
S R PR PR IR LI L5 8 T — BB

19%,5,(% BT |, FOROBIE T 0. )% 2 , AR HE A

PR XHES 0 MHZE B R, W0 I8 AR AR B
(AL IR, B — 20,

AR EEIESHBEE DI TEZ RN
Bl , X 5 AEE R L R HEAT T 4040, 3R T K
RS I [A]” ( effective response time ) B &, F A
TR AR 255 2 285 %ok B — R I3 T AL %% B9 B[R] ( Meedjer
& Sotaridona, 2006) , W37 & B E, F15 i ( pre-
knowledge ) $4 05 A= AE & I i) 5@ H EHER
E, PR T K5 528 L K% R FES
583 P % 12, ( abstract reasoning test, ART) ¢
WA TR T . BRI R, BT A R R i H]”
BRI R KGR (type T error) Mk, BEJG , fl11] (A2

B HAE A AR R T R BB, A B R
P AR BOGER 075 A=, SR 5 b TR SRS =5 R T
H LB 50% B3 75% R REIR L B4R R RN [
BONRIGEE R 172 BUE 174, R BUR: R LI
MR T RIBIRRT, (HRWMZERS, X
FTHR AR SRR 15 B0 85 O 1 g ( Meijer & Sotarido-
na,2006) .

4 BESWE

4.1 30 B AEE R R B TR B8 R AR AR T S

A ST AR SN B 1] 25 i B R T 5 R
SEH AR FHERAZ R A CBE
BT o fHRE, WURAE RS A T R 3], DA 1R BT 5
AR R R W4 A2 B TR S AT VR B A 1y, % A
A ReaZI =S B C WU E/EZ BE, 30K )
FRRARE R A, WAXE D], ZHTE
ZI B RIVEE ] [ B, IR 3048 HAth A= M) (5 B, LR
THENGRESSHBIELNE LR T AR
(Nagy & Ulitzsch,2021 ; Zopluoglu ,2019) , fif DL ¥ %
AR S N BT TR 5 HoAth o8 A= 5 B AT IR & R R
FIIEHET R B AL AR 7 s SR TR AL 5 B (32
o VE B B 0%

AN BFREERD, MAEWRE (FNE,F
HE% 2019 ; Domingue et al. ,2022) X 3 & 5 vE#f %
Z IR MR AT T 20T 5 1He, M ATA AR R
B B SR B ER M Z E Al BB R E R R, B [
VL [ RS, VR R 4R R B AP R 2 S A
BE R X BTN ST E AR BN ]
PR T —E HhiR
4.2 S EAAIBHIBERSEMER ALY

& 3 T HE WL A %R, ( Computer Based Tests)
BB N HEE ARG BB A MR R R
1k Rl & e, 25 T P B & 285 BT LABsE
{4 (Man & Harring,2021) , 33 2615 B BEAL 5 0L
WAR S A0 2 52 L B T Gn o B8 92 % ( keystroke
logging) ; A0 5 AWy 15 5 AN AR 236 B A s 4K
7 HR $5 2 ( blinking rates) . i 7L B %2 ( pupil diame-
ters) \ Ifil 4% J& ( blood oxygen level ) %% ( Liang et al. ,
2023 ;Man, Harring, & Zhan,2022) , 3% 26{F & 0] DA
FOI B AR SN I ] | 25 RV B s S5 E A B
TTRRG @B, BETT R AL % A 59 BT 00 , AT 22 T Y
R SRR IT AR IR 5

TR 2R BIGR B -& DL R, AR
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Advances in Cheating Detection Research Based on

Item Response Time:A Review

Yang Zhiming Xu Qingshu
(Foreign Studies College ,Hunan Normal University , Changsha 410081)

Abstract ; As Computer Based Tests( CBT) become more and more popular, it is possible to collect,record , and analyze test takers’ item

response time. More and more researchers have started to conduct cheating screening studies based on this data. In this paper, we sort

out the cheating detection researches based on item response time from two dimensions: parametric modelling method and non — para-

metric modelling method. At the same time,this paper proposes “two kinds and three types” of cheating behaviour classification crite-

ria,and introduces the application practices and detection results of parametric and non — parametric modelling methods in the detection

of various types of cheating behaviours , which provides a reference for related researchers. Furthermore , this paper also points out the di-

rection of future studies in this field.

Key words:item response time ;cheating detection ; person fit analysis



