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(" VUSRS O R 22 B 2 DU R 2 B 5 0 B4 B, AR 610068)
CALHBE R B [ BT o0, JE5T 100875)

H E 2FELRAREFoNES TR % T 7k, SFRE FAEA £E 20 5473 SRS 20
. BAFEANBT EF 8RB XA F oM FEMAe. FAE. AR KL BASAE 1 PRI 69 4 B % RS
A, REBIALEEREREFoMAEIMRILEH . HHMERTEVA G EF N F G EA, 212 8R
BREF oM B FHEEESRFCE., HFE5EF NG EMEIE, L9 E%ERF kiRt i,
B m A B L R, 44 SR Ilkat 12 63 B B F oAt R, 4o AHAE. EEHS
AE. AR, BAREE. TB hi £ R A AT AL B E N B 6g B 4R — e B e i,
EEE WEFAEE; AFELREWE T4 B TR RLESHER Y %R

SEE B84l

1 3|8 order factor model) FI AL F T #5275 (bifactor model),
T e N T ok, BABHOLE 1)) IR i % 7R
\ bttt e o e EER BT R R,
5 S T LR B R A5 2 B () T 5 "
o0 o o sy, gy TFOELRBIAOU I 22, 1) FICE) B 7
;%WT%(%%;%Z%E@EE*W‘%;g* $’3)§J:, i 2K 101 H [6] £ 4E# R (between-item multidimensional
SRR TR RIS e oo R T R AR,
o MEREEEZAHET, BETHREAN FRE,
B4 SR AT R R H . pild, feg \ \
H A0 TR R BFS M T AT It F B4k 5 5 FRi8 (Item Response Theory,
%@%%%a @ﬁﬁﬁA¢ﬁ§g¢ﬁ@£ﬁ IRT)RR LA T, B 10 BEE T2
20T N = N S BER ok 4 8 "
BERLEHTUE . SR B R, e ARATR, AHuB I KR
5 AR 5 M ] A 5 [ 5 1 R, H e AR D AR I S E B A T R 4
S ) A [ b g T T TRV T, R it 2 e
ﬁ%¢;mﬁﬁéggh ggﬂ g T SERAPULILIE TR, 1
0 25 T e b s g TOCREPUBULI (A R AR, A T B
(uni;lime/;sional model) g, /I\ EF‘_ Q/ﬁf*ﬁ ﬂ:';(mul:li: % *ﬂ % FJII\ ?‘ 5 ‘i/l {)fllJ Eﬁ(lﬁ H )fﬂ’% *ﬁ%?ﬁ% Hj‘,
N “H 4 - \Abbll éj:A\ N . R
unidimensional model), FH &4 Bt 2 4EAR K (correlated ;;ijzz f ;gﬂi‘g(?eﬁ;ﬁgﬁ; B pa;jl/\(i)
traits multidimensional model), A F4i%(second- P . ! /il# ) !
B TR — A B T mE R, R TS
LB AR B A O, T % B I A il 3t

ngaéfgy9¢ﬁ oy T AR, SO B 7
*ER AP R FAEIE 2R I — A . . . -

WA 41 L
o 4 W 4 L9 5 11 (31400897): 2 4637 F 1 B A7 A9 5 2 A LE 1] (Seo & Weiss, 2015)
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TR, M, ZBrE S EMS B g
G548, AR 5T X — B B 0 B AT R By
H R R e/, B 1 ()T B 152 2
Hr, — B K T (general factor, G)FI4F i 4% dsk [H 1
o, FK A 41 Kl F (specific domain factor or group
factor, S)5WLEAS i FH ARG, AHEL M N7 b ik B¢
MRS /IS 5, Horh, — TR TR Wil H
EEAESE, 24 “HRF” M F—HE T, 7
FETi H 21 b 4w — R T A R IS 9 43 A2
HMFE AR S A T REAR T R S H
D R IR R BT, L mT RB S JC DG IR (i an i B 7E
Ik FAFTEIEAR DG AARDC, il WAL & 32 5
L[R2 R BRI )

FRTE 1 FRmzEssr, LA DA R R
B B IR . WA TR S — i R F 1
B3 3R T4 A ¥ iy S, — R AT D fig
PN AR T b S BRL AR A TR BT ) 8 (9 Y A FR T Yung,
Thissen FI McLeod (1999)iz ) iy Schmid-
leiman #4277 :(Schmid & Leiman, 1957), #ERH
TEANG AT G HL A 1 24 TR 2% A I — o R -1
BT RUAFHA, S0 b 2T Ho il 1 29 2% A i
XUPR AR HUFD i R AR A S A, 3k L L i i 2
PRARAFALHE (D) XA A — e R eI H i
ARG F B PR AR A v i R AR X R — B R
TS Z R FAEHE ERises;
QYWUN FRERI - — e K5~ R 1o 21 P97 1
T H b 05 L5 A6 55 (Chen, West, & Sousa,
2006), —fBdth, 44 E 2 [A] R AH G Bl 56 4 55 (1
KRAEBAE 0.1 LIF), #HUCRHZA RYEpial; Y
Y 22 A7 AE TP AIRSFE A OGRS (RS T2 0.1 31 0.4),
T H AE— R 1 SN T A i gk, @il

(a) BALEHIR

(d) ZHrEFHER
B TR () 45

Ry
7 EREEY

(b) ZABYERIR

A OCHRR BT MIRT #58); M4EERMIfEfET . &
SEFH BT (R R BUAE 0.4 L), #UCRAANA T
F&#I(Reise, Morizot, & Hays, 2007).

BB R A SRR A U R B 4R AR Y
AHLG, WEF R BRI HoE, WE T
FUARZS Ty ff g — P LR -6 30T 5 |y 52 e, i o A 6
— AT SR X E B EEEE W, 7L
ASTA] R F 1) B B M (Canivez, 2016), SRT0, —BriA
TR P E B AR, e
A 3 v I IR A H 2 ) OC R AT, R,
L] A A e s AT LS 5 2 A — i R (9 5 e =2
Ja, AR F I S TE P A 2 DAl 2 18]
BAEM . R, Y45 R KOT B AR
PR, BRE LA AR 4 7 — B R T A4 57
2R R, B AL R BRI B
L 0 2 A 728 R L A [ i A AE — B BT
2R R, 52 PAERAIAR L, BUR
RUR] DL AR AL HER 09T H S50 R TG R
{5 B (DeMars, 2006), ItAh, XUHE FAERLA A] DL
56 B AR TR FE 40 B 22 2R R 5 A O LI O

Holzinger fil Swineford (1937)4% H XA T
BORIAE I 20 AR5 T EHABIRE N —Fh 2 4k
FEBURIR T N T . DM E =W
B, NHEE AT A B XA R,
SRIG IR A7 B0 H XA T4 B i) SRR, Jf
N BSR4 B 4 AR, 5 2
25 DI H XU F T e Al B 454 . 35U
BERHE YL B 35 B 55 (Computerized  Adaptive
Testing, CAT)H YR, e Jm x4 {5 B H XA
+ 43 B 0 B30 B 90 R0 S B 0 4R S — 2 SR B
2,

(e) XA FAERY
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2 ZFEEWENETF SRS SHHE

X PR AR 10 5 4] R SCAE 46 7K - (Holzinger
& Swineford, 1937), /R 2/~ AR A0 2L 7]
W — A — e T 1) R R 25 PR B I T v i B
A IELL AT I 5B an Ay, B AR
N ENI E K, FEEE FHE 1e) i i1 E
e FRn HLIN 24 . BT, OB AR AR
FEA SRR 0 — A — AL, 24
AR e L — A T E 2, AR
BB HE T — TR A%ET o,
P 1) R T AR A, KR A,
Ao Ao Aoy Ao Aos Ao
Ay Ay Az 000
0 0 0 Ay As Ay
Qo (J =1,-++,6) Fom — K F7E57 | ST H i1 f 2K
Juj R 2y (] =1,0-,6) I R B — A M A2
e | N H i T 2ok E .,

S B H A F -1 2 LS 155 70 0 36
filh, NI E RN B TR RN, R E
WE MR B T k. BERA
WFRHAE, 55—, 2585 H A F 4587 H 3UA
TR SCAET H K 1o 25, 4 fF B3 H M
B 43 H7i2 FH SR 1300 B 2 b7 BSR40 B ik
FETE b0 AR VR A . AL Gt WL 43
B 7 1 X 350 s I A (a7 3R B ) A G
S Uy A BRI AT AT o T R AR B ok YR
HKY, WAL F A S T 80k 5 238
B, BRI <2 E BT HWEF 448 2F B
50 H XA 2B R UE AR U [R) B AT L
HAEFH<4E 4508 (dimension reduction) 72,
W R — T SN P ES, AT
ST E T VAP < 3 i TR e o (= = E DY
For BT B EARRAE . PR JE IR 4 2 A g
F1HERE, B AR XU T H BN AR T R H 24
IR ABAER o B FR A AR TR Ol 24 4R AR Ay
HAL L, AR XA )8, P AR A
VAT LU B 7 — DR - 2 A R U 7 22
)35 /& 4% {420 37 P (Rijmen, 2009).

3 2FEERWMANETFSTAEMELR
MSH AT

A I XU 70 B A 1 B A2 XU

>
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o

Ay =

T H s B BRI AR KR R R X R 1 H
SO — g R A — AL T R e £ i it H
S i 12 (multidimensional item response theory,
MIRT)# B k47 20 5 7 LA 345 WK 1351 H Sz g B
WAL, H T, BB A SR 5 H R R
4G T AT 4r T H Y E B T B R A
logistic B! | & FF 2R IF53-01 H 195590 DR
A S RPE AR R R 2 S AR
31 NEFIEREEIEER
311 ZRITFHNEFHERMEE

Gibbons il Hedeker (1992) & UK WA T [H %
551 A IRT, #2100 FIESHIEREL, Gibbons
N (2007) DA WU T IE S JE TR AR
FIBUH T3 R AR, TR 2 AR R AL SR
T I7 i S I H S G THE R R, SR
BB RE ST H LA ST, AR R Hh & Ak T LR 7 IR Y
TER . A AT A 4 S AR T U R AR
AT 45 00 5 780 R ) A IE AR JE SR . Rijmen
(2009) 3z FH P HR 3 IF A B0 PR A5 750 A1 15 A B —
ft IRT #581F [A)RE RE fa7 £k 320 Bl ok sR A 13143
Cai, Yang il Hansen (201 1) 3 — 25438 T XA 1
logistic 41 | 217730 H XA FALH DL K 250
it ke Hp, WHEF =S8 logistic 1% Hp
W1 IEMBEETH j MHERERR R

P(U; =11 65,605) =¢; +
I-c,
1+ exp[~(d; + 80y +2405)]

L, ay; Flag Ml FoRIH | 75— 7RI
HF ErRlES8, RETHH RS EFZH
BCR BB, sOH U E e N A R R
DXOPEE . ¢ FRon WA, Z Uk FEIl H il
R R R TN MR, O B A 00 H 38 S e 1 3
AR SRS . d; = —(ay;b; +aghy) #Fm
TR, e S5 RXMERE S E S8 b, TG,
312 BRITFHVNEFRERIEE

X EZHIFrHEM S, & K RRTE MY
FAE, Uy (U =0,1,2, K 1) R I H K,
de(k=0,1,2,--, K1) F 7~ 2& 3] #& 5, W %
Samejima (1969)42 1 A543 9% S I AR T8 SEfith b 45 &
WA PRI R, FTA B A g R hARL, B
BT RS O KT AEF 2 k (k=0,1,2,---,
K-1)HE%, B .
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P(u; = k| 6y.65) =
1
1+ exp[—(dy + 890y +a405)]
FERIHE Pu; = 0)=1,P(u; = K)=0. T2, % k4

Je) b AR AR A T AR AR AN I 5 B AR A

: 2

Rz, B
P(U; =k|6y,05) = P(u; = K| 6,,65)—
P(u; =Zk+1|6,64). 3)

SOy VR RS R I H Y R EE 28 d,,

dy_, TP 1E, BRSO 2 HE B (7 ) S
G .

SR R A N BB AR Y R T2 R

i = TS 2 5 B i N R 1 o/ A T

R H T AR BELE AR T divide-by-total

R Horp, PRI Z RSN RN T, 1

SR TR TR 5 TR X Muraki (1992) 1 B4 43 38T

SRR R, A5 20 WA TR R .

P(u; =K | 6,05) =
exp[Ty (8y;6hi +a40s) + di]

K1
ZeXp[ﬂ(anam +a46g) +d;]
t=0

“)

b, TR P B, RN 4
BC s B 250t A, TBEUE R tFE ],
RGHA d I FEEC m, 2800 B SR R R AN
A%, R ASRE AN T 20 . O R e S U
THIRIRE, 38 B A 280 (40 dy )3 T 0.

G HB VT3 A5 R v g S5 SR A T 43 bR
B e, M K ARSI — & M4 R
FPo SEBR b, BEEETiE RN 52T G, T
B R A HLAS T2 T o 3, BR 4% R0 A5 A
MAEEEAR T, BB RNBERIE @)X, HIE5 %
B EE A T A, R T RE Rtk & A
T N ZE B IR T o Thissen, Reeve, Bjorner £l
Chang (2007) % 14 1Z 5 8 TR R 9w A A Ak &
Bt b BN B SR ORI o AR b, BR A R
PR R TG B IRT SHER > — B RER T
R H RN SR . [P B — R, it
IR 4 B2 i 8 760 114 28 S0 98 B 2 o 58 o A 4 —
FRIERE A 0,
3.2 ST

PSRRI EDrame: Vov: BR(SSE oan e RS NES
Z AR, 1] 55 B Mplus, NOHARM ., IRTPRO

FlexMIRT 254l TR RIS 4, T DIARYE /R
A 5 AR 1 T ik e Kt B RUAR Al O TR Y
B GRRE  RATHR S 4. 450, Gibbons
' Hedeker (1992)7£iz FH & R BRUERAG 11 12
AT H S8R Y 2 A s R e fE R
I H OB T4 BT B B ERRAE . T T DA R B AR
SRAGT BN e B 4 AR
1207 1 SN e R T e S 80K FE LR
PREC B R, A5 3030 B S 5009 31 BR U8R eR 2L,
SR FET H 2 800 B T 21 R 481 4R R B0CKR AR,
T ERAG H S HAITHE . LB 1) TR 1AL
HyBARf, WH 1, 2. 3 HE—HKN T
—MNMAETF, WH 4, 5. 6 HE—BRETHE A
T, FBHE TR ge J A sy,
%*@%%;ﬁ%ﬁﬂf’ f(@o,ﬁl,ﬁz): f(go)' f(@l). f(gz)o T
&, T HZSHES . S HESEMREMEE T
R o3 A AT A SO y BB oA, BRI
typ =] [ P(y16,6.6..8):
f(,,6,.6,)d6,d6,dé,. (&)
S RSN AR P 3 VA ¢ i
P(Y 160,602 8) =T T|_,P(Y; 160,6,,6. 8) =
P(Y1, Y2, Y5 160,601, 8) - P(Y4» Y5, Yo | 05,65, B).
R 4 PR Ak ST, R A 71 A R - 4 3 S
SRR A Ry, SRIE X — TRy, R
P10 =] | [P Y2e 516,09 (006,
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AL e AR . R b, 7 5 o
[ 5E 20 R4, X HTE S 800 A B %K
(MR, T BRI 7 A 1 8000 A~ BRI
FFARAERC AR, 7T LAE B 3 B b4k 3 et f,
AR BRI BR UK A THE B -

O T UL, 4 DR SRR X T B B
TR AL B BCFE XD TR 5 AT 385 24 T 4,
PEMAL AN HHGS). — M, #4 Q AMwk4l
P, WA P AU R, U4 B i
R QPP AN MBI, 1 B AR
PO A SR ., G RT L, 4 Uy ik kTR
1T BB 2 e
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WA F R BT AR IE R, BA 24801 H I
7 AT ) — R RRAE o BB, LR S R S g A AR
rh 24 500 52 M SR BE ) 13 eR R, XU 4R
GRS RNFR 45 2 oy 455 50 U] pl 248 S50 43 R S ) 1 T
FE o A R VE S R A (I 1, U 2K 5] B v Mg
SR MIG R R, R ZBE T O AR RS A 2
) b B BN ME AT RE T R, TE R AR A SO S i Y
A S MR /N o AN, 433 PF 43455 80 58 it 5
e 8 VA BRI B A, BR BR 44 B v B A Y
B o R b, S EIT SRR 5 S S AR 1R X T
H B ik A AR B AN ], AH 35 130T H R 2k
BeA W 22 5, N2 00 i BEBIAE S divide-
by-total AL T AT, RN W W AVE FR
SRR AL 5347 S bR A

RS I H RN A GRS 4 B g
gr . BTSN R M I, FRE %
PN 3 RVE4 FIFR 44 S0 AR A 5 i 25 4
e OB R A Y geit B UE, XUE
BB T3z 1o FH N IH B T 4 3 4 e SR AR AE S A
A RPN e B S R iU R = L VA6
B A5 X BE ) AT B B TR AT LK Q A
2H K- RE 4 B Sl sr SR By, SR — A
THEERY, WK Q+1 ZEBUfRifb h Q 4~ 4k
AR R T30 H 0 B AR  5 A
TR e R T A U 1 ) S B A R e A 2 L PR A
RN FH o BAb, Cai, Yang F11 Hansen (2011) DL &
Cai (2010)7E XK FB 1 (% KL ik B 4™ 42 AL 3
R AR | 22 2 WU 43 B FR T J2 A8 e, Bl
WA TR AR VR H R — AT LA EF
TR, 2 A0 H U T 53 A A ALREA T4 H Bt
TR BT BE AN T 22, M REFIWT I B AE A [ 2
B2 A5 A AE T H PR 22 5 46 m) i, P 2 AL )2
FEFE T WA TR 24 IRT BERUF B 5 AR
TUTE N R R — e i 200 E S AR

4 Z2ERHMENETFSTINEHA

KA W 5T R WD A FRERAF SN ABE ST L O
PHARTT . R Pl B4 22T 50 1 25 M RRAE . B AT,
5 BT H AT e T2 W FHRMRIE
Mg sl B R 4ERE S5 . R — A T 5 AHE T
XI5 E A TR A R A BE 17K L& CAT H,
41 TESHTINIE LS R A

FARTI H R S — A 32 WG 1 43 A

REEM M T, ERREN B R, TFREJIR
iR GG AME R R T . i, Watkins Fl
Beaujean (2014), Dombrowski, Canivez, Watkins F/l
Beaujean (2015)43 51 {1 35 ik 4 FIER 2 14 XL R+
BRI =5 (O S R R K 454, WFsT R —
e TR T ORE A A g U 2=, AT
R0 7 22 Ee B ] DL Z RO T, U T 454
Wechsler (2012, 2014)42 H (14 & Y& F1 450 A5 A
BAEEESL, XN, Colwell, Gordon, Fujimoto, Kaestner
F1 Korenman (2013)L) /& Hindman, Pendergast Fl
Gooze (2016) 47 I} I8 il 3 3¢ H. & 3% (Caregiver
Interaction Scale, CIS)ill & T —A~— it K F F ¥
MIERTF . Ao, BERNETHE S riE AT
S M B 32 40 5 45 K9 (Furthner, Rauthmann, & Schse,
2015) . 55 00 5= 35 ) B RH OGP 1) &5 A4
(Deng, Guyer, & Ware, 2015), /3 H2# RGN A B
47 (Wiesner & Schanding, 2013). # & Mt shHl
(Cham, Hughes, West, & Im, 2015)LL & FEEVE
AU RE(Power, et al., 2015), X LLAF 5T R BA XA
TR GV 208 | RE S AHE = 5k
fiE, BA Tz B0 A S .

JEAR GE L M R 24317 U7 T e i P 3 Ak 38K
W, HeE R H S kR TR LR R
SrpTrb R A GRS | ARAL R R BB, JTREFER R
G3HT 5 A I S HCE L (AT K, 2005) . RE
i, A7 BOSUR T 43 Hria F <4 B 40080 J7 iR ok
AR T oS A A T A ] BB
A5 B EH T34 Bk £ s gk 2 80H
I B 65 24 5T . AN, 3 B R AR R
845 (Consumer Assessment of Healthcare Providers
and Systems, CAHPS)%{¥E i) 43 T (Reise, et al.,
2007) A5 #9512 W i 146 I 562 (psy chiatric diagnostic
screening questionnaire, PDSQ) K & &5 #4 19 7 ¥t
(Gibbons, Rush, & Immekus, 2009) . barratt iz}t
2245 FY 1) 43 B (Steinberg, Sharp, Stanford, & Tharp,
2013)LL K State Metacognitive Inventory 1) 4 & 3
fii Immekus & Imbrie 2008), H:H1, Reise %5(2007)
KB, SRAG e IRT B8 AHOCHR T2 4E IRT
YR AR %) CAHPS #2448 T A {485 B,
EBUR B T80 43 A 1 245 SR R W I H S g i I T =)
ST PR, I H 2 R di— e B 0 25 R
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Fio XMIEA T, MYE IRT 159045 S 7 AE R
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2, BRI BE h 8028 dh wlr ¥ 4, 2 4R o pr
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18 46 DXL 14 5 i) B A e e — ORI 491,
Rijmen (2010)7E 4587 F FRoe i VAL EiH0E B 351 5
ST 1A FE AR Ry e R DR 4 1 S o B S A e o
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L WA T e, IR B 2 B AT R LA
HIBES, WS XE R SHREAR
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DR 225 R R A B SR . fln, 7E—
Wi L PFAl 1, Betts, Pickart Al Heistad (2011)
RAEFE ] — e R 7 2 5 48 T SO R T I A2
PR 75 R % TUI 45 i 1) e 152 RAR 2 e o el
Hi, DeMars (2013) Y IEG— B H 75 RA 7
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BAABEX, EWAEEHF =R
4.3 7£ CAT HHY[

W AT, 45 B3 HBHE TP e ) 2 b
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B DR VEAG I 95 4R 15 1 BiE, Iz CAT HiAR
18 B RS2 B, BRI PR CAT 11
IS AR RS T A AE B H 5 E B T
Sy BT RS . B AT, A3 WA AR CAT
MR FEAR D, FEALHE WA TR CAT Ay SEEL A
TG R R WS (AT 5

5, Weiss Fll Gibbons (2007) LA %R 55 71
R R FE Rl CAT 43 2B B, BB Bl
—FPRE ) SEBL TR 0 A 2 AL 7E B CAT i)
NH o BARRYE, 58— B BeAEr A I H ik R
H, 345 —6e Sy sk 68 S Ak HE, LUG 4B
B4y LSS — Wi B v AR T Al T HELAE A BE )
HAESNTREMRERTH, KE£AT46E
JIHAEIHE . MfTES 2k A 615 A ARl &

T A4 s 4 UE WA AE A4AIE CAT BE I AfiHE S 4%
FRESATHEMAM KT 0.9 BF, BHTF CAT H
— MK AR T 95%, SN
A5 G 0 56 K FE UL T 68%31 90%, AR FE, 5
ACEED AR e, WU T CAT AYF- 200 56 4 5 v /b
T 80%, SEPRTE 2 82%[K I KAt al, FLUR, Zheng,
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MIRUE F CAT Jrik, 58T N LU x il
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it Z BB CAT S L4k 8 11 1EAL, JFRA L
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Ik, Seo (2011)1E4E £ 4k CAT I H % £ 77 1k FI fig
FiAbIE i N B RUA F IRT FEA, ST £ 4 XL
F T CAT, Seo F1 Weiss (2015)i#F — 5 7EAE M
PR P 2540 . e LR - 25 AL DL SR - 2540 R bR
T D-fitfk. Dgiffk, A flifbF E fi Ak b6 H i
P, Seo (2011) (Seo & Weiss, 2015) 5T 2
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R At A 38 A OB AR U Y B o
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Full-information item bifactor analysis:
Model, parameter estimation and application

MAO Xiuzhenl; XIA Menglianz; XIN Tao®
(" School of Educational Science, Sichuan Normal University; > School of Teacher Education and Psychology, Sichuan Normal

University, Chengdu 610068, China) (* Collaborative Innovation center, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)

Abstract: Full-information item bifactor analysis is an important statistical method in psychological and
educational measurement, which can be seen as a rediscovery of the classical bifactor model and has seen
wide applications in the past two decades. The item response model of full-information item bifactor
analysis is described upon the introduction of the conception and characterization of full-information item
bifactor analysis. Further, we introduced the dimension reduction method used in parameter estimation.
Then, examples are provided for applications of the full-information item bifactor model in test
measurement structure exploration or confirmation, score interpretation, and computerized adaptive testing.
The measurement structure of full-information item bifactor analysis is accordance with most tests in the
areas of psychology, education, and medical science. With the advantage in dimension reduction, it is
believed that the full-information item bifactor analysis could be valuable and useful in various situations.
At last, some future research directions and suggestions are put forward including parameter estimation, test
linking, differential item functioning, model fit testing, and application of bifactor item response theory to
computerized adaptive testing.

Key words: bifactor model; full-information item bifactor analysis; bifactor item reponse theory model;

dimension reduction



