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* # % 7 & (Research Method) °

REMLERMIBISEE. BEtENA

hEF B F
(AL BT IHE A% b [ SE A 20 o & W P R  Fhots, JE T 100875)

W E MW A RS (Explanatory Item Response Theory Models, EIRTM)-Z 35 X T 5 L& M R4
BEA Fa dE MR ABE AR M 09 R B R 32 3 (Item Response Theory, IRT)E A . EIRTM #t /2 IRT A& 69 K ah b
HERATMNEE, A kS LN ERA, 4 4EAN% EIRTM 848 £k A e R 3AE 3 7 %, KRG R TLofTiE
A EIRTM 2224 B 12 B A0 . MBI XA . A B St £ 5. B 3RA0RAR Hife By 3048 B AR B, 435 R4 5 41
*F EIRTM #94% /8 #4750, %6 5T EIRTM ) R 22 & fe 5 A 67 & #4738 38

XEIR MAMRA LR LR BERAEE,; FRMRSER; MF R, HERNE

S%ES B84l

1 5]

LA Binet Al Simon (1904) i FF A T4 Ay i o5,
i B & b BE (Item Response Theory, IRT)Z 3 H
RERRE, O ZHTERWRES . pik
PG 5 TP4r . Mg ATt DL R R 1A
ZE453 HF (van der Linden, 2018), &.UHS5HE M
RN EENINITEZ — BRI E
KRB A . 056 4 B8 L) K2 B8 (hierarchical
data) 55 55 by 0] LS ) — F2 51 A 5] (4 4 0 5 40
IRT (I 5E, (HZRLERFR > IRT FE8 HAEZ]
PR 58 H Z MR, BRI T IRT BAAEC
WEHFORE PN

AR SOK 3T T LA TR A 1R (Generalized
Linear Mixed Models, GLMM)F13E£k TR & # #Y
(Nonlinear Mixed Models, NLMM)#4 #t i) IRT #57Y |
FE SUN R R H RN ISR (Explanatory IRT
Models, EIRTM; De Boeck & Wilson, 2004),
EIRTM & —NER5 B MR PR RUAE 2R, & fe i 7E

jilll

IRT MRS AYFEAN o A S50 A8 &, 76 20 i 4 F
FOUH 8] G AR el o, 3 — 20 il A D8 5 52 ),
PRI 1 € TRT A58 f) 13 HIYE il . BIRTM 2 Jir LT
2, FEALUTIU AR

56, EIRTM #2848 IRT SRR IRE, &
AN AL R IR AL T H A BR O R M
(explanatory measurement)f< %), EIRTM RENE 14 81
FI AR 8 1458 1 2 A - fifp AR 250 S A
Z R LA 1 s, T L) EIRTM Af P AR PR
o D00 2 A R R Lk, A A B AN (Ttem
Position Effect, IPE). il %*ﬁﬁﬁ?‘iﬂ(%st Mode
Effect, TME) . @i H I BE 2 5+ (Differential Item
Functioning, DIF)LA N R (Local Dependencies,
LD)%545 .

HUK, EIRTM £ 1 — 25 iR A A 0L A
A 1Y IRT BEAU R FHAS 8] ) A T b 1 AR 7 3k,
AT 2 AR M B IR B IRT B 2 o) 7775 i ek
(Rabe-Hesketh & Skrondal, 2016), {HJ&, i KB4y
IRT RIS AT LAAEH Ay GLMM Hl NLMM
K |(De Boeck & Wilson, 2004, 2016; Rijmen,

Wk A Y 2018-06-07 Tuerlinckx, De Boeck, & Kuppens, 2003), #4h,
* [HK H KRB E RS ARSI H (31300862), At EIRTM &80 IRT A SIS —, AT
W2 T B R B T S % T R A CoE
(KLAS130028732) 1 [ FL Tl 07 -2 W 0 B[] 1) 3

HuL i gTA: A EIRE(BISM-2016A1-16004) % Bl ' ORALHE DL = S50 T4 ST BT (Birnbaum, 1968) KR E
BEVEE: BRF-, E-mail: pchen@bnu.edu.cn B9 IR A AR T (mixture models) .
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T7 SR HTHESE . T~ LR AERETY(Generalized Linear
Models, GLM)#i 55 L) logit [B1IH . probit [A]IH F1FE
AR VAR (basic linear models) A H H 0]
IR (Gill, 2000), 177 H. GLM FIR# 4> IRT #%
#BE GLMM FI1 NLMM HJ4545 (Stroup, 2012),
IEi 51 A EIRTM MRESR, FF58 % BEAEHE a1 )5 45
RUFN IRT RERYR 35 78— TN T U A BT HESR 2
T, MR B 58 4 9 e 11 2 08

B, B EIRTM A9 e KA 384 T X6 10 25
BB T, Ric—2Bk BARTE PRI
FH A AT LR P 2 1 R A 4 AT (B A — 26 0
U IRT A5 A5 S A [R] 00 560 155 B2 29 2 504 11
5 L TR [ A% 549 B 00 S B0 T HE AT
PERT S, SUE LSRR T D B AR dE AT )3 43
M), (RSB B TR (D) PR
oA R 25, JUHRSE — b AR
MR ZE LT S AWM, I FEOLE —HKH85R
MIRERIE R (X =, 37, 2008); (2) tHIL T3
SERHEH BT H G RHZH R W%,
K “— 4171 BIRTM B4 8 | i Ak B0 0 42
Z% 1) 175 L (Debeer & Janssen, 2013); (3) f# H
EIRTM AL FU 0 AR 5t 20007 5 20 B e | gl fig
1438, XA Bl 1000 AR S AT AT R R (B
JOR, B, skAba, 5141, 2018),

Z5 I, EIRTM 2 {t—4R % HER G Ml Btk
PIAIAELL, 7F EIRTM 9, #5538 T DL H 3= b g
WFFE T 2L IRT AL, DT 5 deg b e A 254 -
Y5F EIRTM ARS8 S5 R HANE, A SO faf
44 EIRTM RYFEABIE 5 B A4 EIRTM [
FHTEBL, LA RERE 1S Bl 52 2 5 I A 1 ik Aol
FH BIRTM, A SCE% LA TP A T4 2 56 2 T
it BIRTM BYFEAME & L) e S EAh ik, 55 31
28 Gl il FH EIRTM fif DRl 2 6 1 [ R 565 4 49
WPt — A B %) EIRTM B0 R4 T 1569 ;
55 5 I EIRTM AN B Z AR L) KA JE RS 7 [l

2 EIRTM BYEXBX5RE St

P GLMM AR 57 Je [l E A BY A 4 Jig, - Jiir LA
N T AP GLMM, SEfi 8y | AL [n] 19 4k

2 O T A 00 567 5 4 A T A AR AT A S A
AR I XSS, AR R IRT BF5E P i 24
(multiple group analysis).

B (linear regression model):

Y,=B+BX +¢, (n
Horpr p AU, | FoRAEHE, B NEUEE, B AR
R,X AT R (E, 6, FFkZE. GLMM 2
LR AE WAL R R — OB X R R B AR A A
GLMM J NLMM,
2.1 EIRTM B9E%A: GLMM #1 NLMM

T TN A2 55 00 I (2 N7 3 e i T
PR (link function) AT AL AL, Rl GLM,
GLM PR a2 28 [l 9 A 1) e Ak, 2 i LA
PR« L (generalized)” 2 [N hy % 12 o8 B 0] LIAT:
BRI, AT AL Il IT AR A R 24 pR
B% TN AR B RO B, B A B % 2 oK AL
(identity link function), WA GLM Hid A FEHL
BN (random  effect), BB AALRIFLHAR N GLMM
(Stroup, 2012). FfHLAL N &8 T AL & 5RO A
DR MRRET — R, AW
BRIy 22 5 2 B A [ 5 BN (fived effect),
AR TN AR B (N — N, WA TR
TEA (D), #REE By MR B # 2 E E R

GLMM 1 =4~#B434H i(De Boeck & Wilson,
2004):

(1) HEHLELSr (random component), BIVALMNAZ
B N IHAEE ) 73 A0 bR, XN IRT il p 7ER8 H
IR Y, B, WAL SR
i [ ey 5 WS W o (S o VAR (R B =3 I
(Bernoulli distribution), it M Y, ~ Bernoulli(z ;) ,
Hob 7, FRMR p (EEH LR IEE R
P(Ypi = 1) Houp, =7,

(2) FEH R KL, RV T 34 0L A2 ) 4
7y ARG IY 0, . LN 7, =f,,-,,k(7rp,-) , Horp
S () TR R fE IRT WU, T L

probit HEHEREH logit FEHREL, TAT153 % R
EA R BRI (normal-ogive models)F1i% a3 3% 7i

P IRT AP S| A BSOS B RN L, {5 EM 50k A
K BRABLR AR i (Maximum Marginal Likelihood Estimation
with EM, MMLE/EM)sit /245 £ 6 2 ¥ (incidental parameter,
B fiE )1 B B0 M N BEHLAL R (Bock & Aitkin, 1981; Bock &
Lieberman, 1970),

XSS 2 W T T £ )2 4 P M R (Hierarchical Linear
Model, HLM)H o AJ5 1, BEALAR IS X0 17 () B AL 28 % Iml I3 7
(random coefficients approach) W FK K43 JZ 01 V3 75 3k 8k
ZIKEEA F i (hierarchical or multilevel regression approach).
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e

WiHY (logistic models) o

(3) RGNS (systematic component), BRI
AR BN REL, iCH n, o7E GLMM H, il A2
Al Ao NP E, HA B E RN B, 1 T g
X, MEAFEYLL 0, i BN & Z, -
P(Y, =

=1
ny; =logit(7,:) = log[l“”(p’l"z)l)] )
pi
; 4 2)°
zgpizfj 7Zﬂquq *
= !

Horp i MR p %R O #5300 2 [
RS g, MEEHLEY 0, 4%, X, H Z; S Bl
ARt WAL RBE X, U H 845 8 AL R (indicator
variable), BB H (14 58 U 5% (dummy code)”E i,
Bi=qht, X, =1, Hi = q. X, =0; Z, 73,

f16,~N(0.X), ’Io,RMIMEE S 0, P52
FEMEN M ZICIES A, 7E GLMM i, 5, B
M2 PR H L, X R Rasch #SEEI%%E , (H XS T
85 XA ESHE) IRT BB, S5 IRL
WA ST, BT NLMM' ., [Hit, #id GLMM
A NLMM Hjgt EIRTM, #tfEME — R H 3
J& IRT AL, ULES 4 35709 EIRTM SE 15843 -
2.2 EIRTM Y& #f4it

EIRTM S5 kAR %, (AR R E

TR R A JE F 38R 10 0, =(6,,0,0-0, )

9
QBT IRT BBCS I : (1) S ), X, M

g=1

[
FiBOIE B (D Py Xy = ). B0 B, = o LA RAT I
g=1
B, LR 2R B, MIME By (2) T LS kR
J 4 Q0
D 0Zy+ Y P A g, DL
j=1 q=1 q=1
259 V¥ (item easiness); (3) WA —F'E kB 5H —BIEN
S, WK By, FARA 0 JFIREF ¢-1 455, TMiH
Bo+ By =B, XFEERZHIT ZKF IRT #E58,
O PRk, AR Q)T BLR R CE AR g, =
Xp+20, o BIRFEFEIL TGO 3 W, 025 18 5
il o 15 R R 52 1 S B, AR ST — f R s 2 ik (R 4D
AN,
7 OHST AT RLBE, GLMM J& NLMM (#9450 (Rijmen et al,
2003), 2 NLMM BEREZ] iR L 56 22 SCRERRLL IR R

F G RN, AU A4 . (D) RUSR
B (full-likelihood analysis), BN} EIRTM f)341 R B
SR PR B AT BE B VT (numerical approximation)l)
SRASAG THE A 2 BRUR sRBGE B iR KM, 207
PG RITRRRER B Gauss-Hermite quadrature)
55245 K ¥ By (Monte Carlo integration)=5 B 1%
RIIERRLISET T F(EL) A SAS PROC NLMIXED
(SAS Institute, 2015), STATA [) GLLAMM (Rabe-
Hesketh, Skrondal, & Pickles, 2004)#1 HLM (Raudenbush,
Bryk, Cheong, Congdon Jr, & Toit, 2011)] A K fifi F
EM 575 54 ] 22 5 K12 [ 17 B9 4R A7 MULTILOG
(Thissen, 1991)#1 ConQuest (Adams, Wu, & Wilson,
1988)]; (2) 4 M 4> M7 i L) (linearized analytical
approximations), BIX} EIRTM 134 BR{l 2R ek %
B RS RGE AU, R AEHE R (Laplace
approximation) . i 1E 51} B9 AL 4R ¥: (Penalized
Quasi-Likelihood Method, PQL)FI 1 Br Ll AR 1
(Marginal Quasi-Likelihood Approach, MQL), X}
RN EAE () A R 1ES [ Ime4 £ (Bates, Michler,
Bolker, & Walker, 2015), HLM #I SAS PROC
GLIMMIX (SAS Institute, 2015); (3) 01 -7k,
HISR S /R B RBESRFFRIE (Markov chain Monte
Carlo, MCMC)J5 %, WA HT IR OpenBUGS
(Spiegelhalter, Thomas, Best, & Lunn, 2014), Hif
A B IR 5 e B T L2 WL Bolker %5(2009)1Y

ERINCE -E VN DR =L iy et e ]
SRR £ S . De Boeck il Wilson (2004)%] 6
PG TH A A 25 R AT Ho AL, K EFAK,
M HLR 6] — 2 Ak 105 125 0 3R (R Al 4 2R B
$3E , Jeon, Rijmen Hl Rabe-Hesketh (2013)3% T-#5
PLEAEXT WinBUGS® . PROC NLMIXED, GLLAMM
DL B 38 4R 3 A ] 09795 05 09 DU Hr I 4% (Bayesian
Networks with Logistic Regression Nodes, BNL; Rijmen,
200647 LLER, SR A ANFEEAEM TSR
AHARL, 225076 F BNL 4G 1138 3 J e H A
. H 4k, Jeon, Rijmen Fl Rabe-Hesketh (2014)ifk
7E BNL fyJ&Al 1, JF% T R 8 9 FLIRT £, &
2, BEIHT/Hr BIRTM MRS % L2, (12

$ 3CHTIR I OpenBUGS J& WinBUGS I /5 2L FF R A<, i
FJLTFAAIR, PRI https:/www.mrc-bsu.cam.ac.uk/software/bugs/
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AR AEAG 45 R, BT al LURHE A 2 1)
ity AT IEHE

3 {£M EIRTM Ab22 N £ A 7 1 (5] -

3.1 i B E %N (Item Position Effect, IPE)

IPE 24 [w]—A 8 B 72 W] 0] 46 18] A1 A2 H Ao
SRR (AT CTNE = QiU A=) N N
2018). IPE 5% I IRT WIZECAZE M (parameter
invariance)FHE, LT IRT BINEE AT |
ML B &N NS (Computerized Adaptive Testing,
CAT) UL BB M e BE T (matrix sampling  design)
GETIN A Z B, Hik, RAUNEX IPE
AT RS i A

FHTFHM IPE A9 EIRTM 1] L4y g =25 (S8
MIZEN, 2018): 55 1 2B 94580 TPE-1 (Hohensinn,
Kubinger, Reif, Schleich, & Khorramdel, 2011):

Q
My =0, —[ 2 B,X, +7(k —1)} 3)
q=1

Fobt p FORBAR, | FARMH (1=1,2,0+-,1 ), g #8
Bht(g=12:.0), B 0 = I; 6, hith5H,
0~ N(0.03, )i, BHAR R, Yii= g, X, =1,

Q
WL 05 A3, X, WIRTSCHT i, X0 55 A
gq=1

y FRMIJE IPE. LB y A EERON, E R 5EH
P kAR, BT R E A R — 7 5 X AR (LR
AHIED . IR TR AS B 2 ok R W 3 AT 20 i, A
M3 IPE,

2 2 JSFAYC Y TPE-2 (Debeer & Janssen,

2013):

Q
npi = epl \J [ZHquq + 7/1' (k - 1)] (4)
gq=1

HEREILAL v, =y +yly B XN BENLRLRE, y) ~
N(0.07, ), HARZEE XA 1. BRI TPE
ZHE R, BURE S E 7R R — 8 R
AEAEAN]

%5 3 A0, IPE-3 (Hartig & Buchholz,
2012):

O MAMUIREE IPE N PEAR (L, B4 LA AR LR M L AT L)
FIRN k IR EREE(S L Kang, 2014; Trendtel & Robitzsch,
2018)

Y
Mo = O + O (K=1)= Y X, )
q=1

Horh 6, EBEHLAL, 6, ~N(0.05, ), #m IPE.

UL, TPE W AREAL R — B i 4E 2, A WF 98 & 44
B i BN B T (persistence) B % 4 %% J1 (examinee
effort; Debeer, Buchholz, Hartig, & Janssen, 2014),
MR IPE 5904 56, BIUR AL & 8 H
XE B 2 B 87 i 1Y % W (Weirich, Hecht, Penk,
Roppelt, & Béhme, 2017).Debeer A1 Janssen (2013)
Xf bR = 2RBERFEAT OB AN 5 = SR A T A
P, BIVKE IPE fif R w2 ) J& P SE AT 5 9B o

IPE-1 fli& p fy 80 B Y& 20 i 45 3], B4
[ H )y AR o AT,y 2 AR i X Y[
FERUN s X0 X T A7 HARIR 1,y sl A A
H IPE ¥  IPE-2 MILA M y, 25 T8 H 1 BEL
BN, Fon A E R IPE 7T LAAE], IPE-3 A
(96, , WIRFET AKX BENLALNY, &R AR
LAY TPE AT LAANIR] o HCsi, [ 7 R0 A BEHILAR N
M REFESE A THF R E T 2, 2T “HLM
TRE R AR 2 [ I 2 BE AL o A RAF 7T 5 A
J9 IPE HAT B 7 H — 20k, sl ds IPE BE A [
FERN; AR TPE AR H _EASTE, AT LI
—ANHE A3 A (BE LR ) R 3o IPE. JIF LATE
EIRTM 1, 505 R0 [ sl Bl pL I AR 7 R T
FY 3 AR A I 0N A B Y s T LU A
ML (De Boeck et al., 2011), X% FHiimZ= I
284 18 5 17 7 s N IARTY (Linear Logistic Test Models,
LLTM; Janssen, 2016; Weirich, Hecht, & Bohme,
2014),

3.2 MIEE KL (Test Mode Effect, TME)

] B KA 7 350 H F A 25 5 fR 404 T 3
(Paper-Based Assessment, PBA)JE R [a] 1A HLAL
15 (Computer-Based Assessment, CBA)EZCAVHEAE .
TEEFR2=AE B PRSI H (Programme for International
Student Assessment, PISA) 2015 BYH KRR &
(OECD, 2017a)¥s TME & XA . i AE — Flilll 46
B (G PBA) BRI S FE R — I 45 19 55 —F
MR (I CBA) YR BLAHLL, IR DI E]
225 o TME 2 WY 2 [7) — I 46 76 AN W) e 485 R
B 25 SR ANTT L )8, B A B b o2 o ) o A A8
(measurement invariance) AIHFST o

5T TME 32 Brst i, PISA 2015 T 3
A EIRTM #RL, #5018 TME-1
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0 0
npim = [zaquqJ[epl - z %quq + 5mM{i>I} (6)
g=1 q=1

Hrh i fREBE(i=1,2,--,21), Mi=1- 10, F
ARSE PBA FRUEIH, Mi=1+1,1+2,---,2] i,
FoRBRSET 1 EEAERME, HENRIE X
A CBA; q #amnZ®E(g = 1,2,L,0, 0 = 2I);
M RARRAS S, > T M, =1, &R
0, BINM & AN IR I S0 A5 AU R DA G 5 228 s m

Q
R, 5, W TME; ) a, X, = o, WIS,
q=1

FRMA X RS HS A L. B e

(T+1L1+2,-21, FRREEALA g.=4._,-5,,

BB oy =ap o WIS RAE R PBA i H
4 CBA JEUs, B H iR A8 AZ 2 AH R 1Y
TME ( 6, )M, {HRH X5 BEARZ R
5% 2 MRS SN TME-2:
M pim =

0 0 Q 7
Zaquq 0}11 - quiq + zé‘miM{bI}Xiq
q=1 q=1 g=1

Ho s, Zhes,, MTREHANS, 5, THE
0, BIASTRIIN gL i MERE R4S, NAETE TME; A
EHK 5, WA KE, HfFEAE TME, HRSE
A b X 7R E O, B M, =0,
0
iju 5miM{i>I}Xiq :0, ?%ﬁﬁ I ﬁ@a*ﬂ/ﬂﬁﬂi
gq=1
H j RSN 1,y = (6, — B;) s X TR 138
RS, O My =1, BrR S EE ok
YER R 1, =o:j(ap1 -8 +5mj) o LA A 15
PBA 8 H %4 CBAIE RS, AFEEHEA
AR B TME,
3 AL E ) TME-3:

Y 0
M pim = [Zaquq][gpl - z ﬁquqJ+
gq=1 gq=1

0
Zan1i0p2M{i>1}Xiq (8)
q=1

Horb o, 25— DRRSEL, FRONBER R (mode
slope), JBRGIRA) TME 764 W8 H b 85 A
[l 6, JEr— ML, 38 TME, NBEHLIE0T &

B PIABENLEUS G, B cov(6,1,0,,)=0 . Zf
Mo, YT G A R, P EH j ks A
M pjm = aj(ﬁpl —ﬂj) ; MTEDESENE, Hd
H j BIEIER YN 1, =t (0,1 = B )+ @,y0,5 0 B
FEARUR B TME 235 TR0 s, o B [l B ik
HARFN TME,

£z |, TME-1 #l TME-2 %3 F8 H 1Y [ 2
BRi( 8, T 68, )F /R TME, 1fii TME-3 W {fi J] 3£ F
BB (6,, )87~ TME. BN My,

R AN TR0 3 X 3 2 A e, TS T L O A
¥ 0, 7 SNBSS B RN . 5 TPE
BEAUAR L, @il TME #8580 i) SEUE R 3 244 . TPE-1
1 TME-1 &R ANA—A™ 580 B — 2000 [ 2 R0 1
IPE-2 Il TME-2 #R/2 M H i BE i %, A3k
NS EH A —EtE, HORRE IPE-2 8 L0 i
BEBLARNE, T TME-2 5E Y S [ %€ 200 5 TPE-3 FI
TME-3 IS B i B Hh o, A R 2
BB TRl i B AL RN A9 5 1

PISA R ECI R X [ 3R = AR AT
B, AEREBL: TME-3 (ARG HEbRE S, TME-2
L5 B TME-3, TME-1 (LG IR 2, 2R 5% 18
BERL A ST R P FEIE LA 1 0, TME-2 11436 iR
o T TME-2 BI45 G0« 4R ZH0 8 A W
JE 5 B AR (strong measurement invariance),
Bk S R o S TR AN TR 3 A X A R 43
U H 5 5 AN YE (weak measurement invariance),
RIRERESHORAE | MEEESBUR A2k T, CBA
FA) (5 P 52 2% DA 22 A it 1 )32 TR (Cosgrove
& Cartwright, 2014; Logan, 2015), B34 & M2,
Jerrim (2016) A& ¥ H [E_F 1 1~ E 7F PISA 2015
L RS REAR, JF HR AR AT RESL S CBA 1Y
i JEaA s, BV 2 HE W R 52 (New
Zealand Council for Educational Research, NZCER)
Xt PBA Fll CBA #EAT HEL, kBl Az s il 3
I3 2 F % (Eyre, Berg, Mazengarb, & Lawes, 2017),
M2, TME MAEEC BHIESE, % 18 TME M LA %
EAEIE TME BE % 58 45 b $2 T 90 56 T i (Jerrim,
Micklewright, Heine, Salzer, & McKeown, 2018),
3.3 [ BIhsEE K (Differential Item Functioning,

DIF)

DIF J2fi5 B A AH A fE 1 59 gl (4 7E 1125 A1
[ 20 H I A DR PR 25 5, 3X A 2 e iy il
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PR AN ] 1 B AY o DIF )@ AR AR e )
M, S R A7 3 5 56 JE G TR R 15

FIF DIF 2347y EIRTM #iRINF, ich
DIF-1 (De Boeck et al., 2011):

0 Y
Mpi =0, = ZﬁqX ig + € ocaZg Z‘ngquZg ®)
q=1 4=

Horb Cpp 2 B B8 4 (focal  group) #1 2 [ 41
(reference group)f) UM, BRI 2 4% i e T35
022 g Fomtll, Z, Rpakdliiiis s, 4
Wik p BT SRAl, Z, =0, Mk pJ8 T Hix
AR, z, =1;5, BEH i I DIF (00 ik, 5, 4
Wb B 2 R S, T L S, RUEAE
THARAEEWEE @ -, WAXE X, =1 H
Z, =1; HRZHE XAVE, 450 p J& T HRN,
B j RZAERI R s 1, =00 = B+ oot + 6 5
MR p B TS RAN, BH j MmN
Npi = ‘9p1 _ﬁj B

T R AR Y [R) B A B A B E AR (1)
¢ toear FITHET HARALAN 2 BRAL IO BE S 9 {H 22 57,
B Bl X #F K W) A9 B SEBE J) 22 5, Osterlind F1I
Evenson (2009)5Z 3“0 (impact)” s 1T ¢ fu
FET AR AT 2], BT LLE I TR0 2
BERE o ANSRAT IR R A 2 A fiE 25 ek
O G T VT e 55 T B AT # o, a) DEBS B
RUNL; (2) 6, AR ZH ) AR 1 52 T 14 o] 400,
LR M B R0 AR A A SR (12) e S R
L T R H AR AT REAFAE DIF GRS R 8 i X,
FE ), bR BT DL E R AT DIF (198 H

o
(WRAT AL H j 9 DIF, WM Y §,X,.Z

igig”=p
g=1

HESER A X, ATTEIAT) . ANl IR A B4t 1T DIF
HIAR B LB 75 B2 A DIF @i )8 H VLR
FruErbHERR, W& T4tk (purification) 1 [

— SBT3 JE T DUt A 5 il 3t DIF-1 A8,
WFRZ R A& B DL DIF A& (Integrated
Bayesian DIF models, IBDM), IBDM H)1fii1-45 4t
T4/ DIF J7#:(Gamerman, Gongalves, &
Soares, 2018), i A WF 75K 12 DIF #5815 F 1
[E] 15 S A v, i s OR [R 4 590 22 [E) 9 DIF
UV (Bechger & Maris, 2015; Tutz & Berger, 2016;
Tutz & Schauberger, 2015), 22, HEIKILIE DIF

RRHY 4 L1 BE A BT AN, {Ho2 DIF-1 B R
AL 2 BB A8 I eh Al TR B A [ 280 (P 72 )
{1y DIF %) .

3.4 BEMKF(Local Dependence, LD)

JRy B M AL M (Local Independence, L1)Jg& IRT #
WHEAEEZ —, 5 LI &E LD, LD
AL 53 R R i KA M (Local Person Dependence,
LPD)F1 J& 358 B K Hi%: (Local Item Dependence,
LID)., LPD JE4R7E4 B AE I, #akfE AR
UH VRS IOV Z [ AFFEAR P, LID $58H &
B A, ANEBET TR IZA H E RS R
IO [ AEFE AR MR (B, T30, T, 2013),

FE IRT 4U3h, LPD #4252 ik
BELL SN (Person Clustering Effect, PCE), 1Y
BB T AR A, 8 T R — AR Y Bl nT
AESZ BIAH A B9 SR SRR T . HA AR 2 ]
AL R AR [ %) fige AR s, A1 T A 38 e oA A Al
fITRIVEZ AL, BNFFHE PCE (Jiao, Kamata, Wang,
& Jin, 2012), PCE MIFELE(HATHEA & A5 1 2R /)N,
T BOA i 19 2 Eefhiih . ab B PCE F:20i)
LPD, Kamata (2001)#2 H = /K IRT #81, X [ Y
JECE A 1R 76 EIRTM HESE R 67T 508
A A5, ATEASE] LPD-1:

0-1
Mpi :apl + z quiq tEpg
q=0

0-1
Joh > 8, X, B R KA, k2 )
q=0

(10)'°

q

B30 U 2 BB (— Ui i — ), A 2 H
W Bo, p1 BN H 1 52 BB 2 22, HAR
VLIS e X, 1 D A0 H A80BE A9 45 78 A2 4

0 FUHR AR T 22 LR R (Hierarchical Generalized

Linear Model, HGLM), % GLMM #4111 F i 5 14 5 A 15 3]

HGLM (De Boeck & Wilson, 2004), MAMEEE T HGLM {iff
0-1

I+ R F SR, X, WA F 45
q=0

Y, AL — A EEN SRR 0 i,

O -1 ZEHOIN ST, BN, F 6, Biife T S 7% PCE 1Y

Ogg o AL A H AR A BB H RES B EIRTM HEZE

M HGLM Ryt AT 5 1 B A4 425 5 . i T HGLM M
J&T GLMM MWHEAL, a2l 27K T IRT B8 (Multilevel Item
Response Theory Mode)# 7] i1 EIRTM #4 %
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1 BH ., BB 2R R K
T EA#IFEA Jiao, Kamata Fl Xie (2015, p. 145) & 5.3

0-1
HHIEES 1, AR D X, SURE, &, 2RI
gq=1

Wik p TEREA ¢ Py PCE, My REALEN,
£ ~N(0.07 ); HAZRE XA, TR, Bt p
TEREH j(j# 1) BRI R 0, =0, + B+
B+, (ERRG—H 1 -I&HERS N 7, =
O+ B+ 2,y )0 ML 22775 8 ik 52 3 57 I B 1
PCE IR, 1M H A —FER b A 852 F ) PCE
AHTA]

FE IRT S5k, LID H B 32 2 J5 R R 4 4L
Vi (testlet effect, TE)o & 2H J2— 2H L FAH [R50 34
B H (Wang & Wilson, 2005), B I #a X} [
— R AR H EE AT LL WiAFTE TE. 2
M TE SxHMEER . plae )y, BHMEE ., &
FI DX 73 B 250 K DIF 53 BTt R R (Bolt, 2002;
Ip, 2000; Lee, 2004; Wainer & Lukhele, 1997;

Wainer, Sireci, & Thissen, 1991). 17 TE [ IRT
FERE 2 fA =5 R, 2 LID-1 (Jiao,
Wang, & Kamata, 2005):

0-1 D
77;”':6;71“‘ E ﬁquq-‘_ z ,;pdz;d (11)
q=0 d=1

0-1
Horf qux. {30 (10); d FAREA(d =1,2,-,D);
q=0

q

SIAFERAER T,, M8H B TEH, T,=1,
BN Ty =05,y FnBOK p FE8H d HI TE, 7,

D
SEREHLILRL, A 7 NN(O,crfN);Z‘]pdTM DEYES

d=1
NREEEH L TE; HASHEE LR B, R
Hji(j=)ETEA 1, BH k(k=1)ETHEH 2,
MR p 2 1, =0, +Bo+ B+ 7,00 =0, +

ﬂo +ﬁk t7p2 0 A I 38 5 i T;-d, 9T vl LAfE

B2 Wz, BH. gl ABArER LR E
KA EE A Jiao %2015, p. 148) K 5.5
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EIRTM H R 2 M Be i 4548 . Tei &R A 8 H
HHE TR A A, A FA R E TR A
o WRIRISRIR TE B3 T80 LSO, BIAS
[ TE FEEZE R
AN, #EAL LID (YR BRI A A] e AN R H
SR FH A TR) A 0 58 2%, BIAE A DY TR A RN
(Content Clustering Effect, CCE), K It, & 2 fr
N, AE AT DN B T A i E TN A,
B 22 X 532 (cross-classified) . 2% [E 3 B A5 PR~
R LID BN, WFRAE (dual) LID, Kl
KRR LID-2 (Xie, 2014; Xie & Jiao, 2014):
0-1 D c
N =0+ Y B X+ Y Fpala+ Dyl (12)
4=0 d=1 o

0-1 D
o Z;ﬁqx,.q Fil Ed 1y,,dT,dEJzt(M); ¢ RARNE
- -

(c=12,-,C); BIAIRRAER T, MBH i BT
WA e, T, =1, B0 T, =07, FABER p 725
¢ L1y CCE, ), EBEHLAL, 4 7, ~ N(0,02, )3

HARSHE A, [RFEH, WaT LU 7, 206
E SCI B (1 N850 . BIH j (j=1)8 T
41 HBETHEL TR pE)(j-1) L
YERLIY 92 10, =0+ By + B+ 7y + 7 o TEREHR
#Irh, CCE I TE #J&5 T ROl Y BEALALN, AN
Bl AT DU 25 5

feJa, WA LLK LPD A LID A4S G, BIAE
2 AT R b AR, AT A R 7 1Y
LD ##, §¢4 LD-1 (Jiao et al., 2015):

0-1 D C
npi:€pl+ E quiq+ E ,;pdT;d+ z ;;)C];:)+gpg (13)
q=0 d=1 c=1

Hps8s LR L. REEEE j 8T8 1 H
BFNEL, TR p (521 LML HERSD
Hs My =Op+ Byt Byt 7y 7+ Epg 0 £y FIFOR
57,0 M 7, WA ARIE, X ZFN PCE 5 TE .CCE
AJETFFE—AKF(Z0): (1) XF PCEMIF, —
A A SRR BT AR 2 Bl I e i R T
BEUR, M55 b — S g R & TAT (] B R B 1 I,
XFEAR B it 23 il i S5 M, () X TE i
CCETMiH, — Mok a8z 2 £ TE M1 CCE ¥
R, UL A S AT RAS R T, AT Ok
TR H L FEZ 2323 TE Ml CCE B2 L
Bz BIRABRAA B N A R R . 24K, F A

5 R B — A AH M —AWNE, 84 LD-1 "L
0-1
IR 1= 00+ D By Xy + 7 palia + VT + €4 o

q=0
Jiao 25 A (2015)%: T PISA 2006 H9%cdi %t LPD-1.
LID-1. LID-2 DL} LD-1 #1T RS ILER, 455
KBL: (1) LD-1 BERUGAHX L& Febn fc i ()
PCE.TE #1 CCE Y5 mit, TE 5ZMif K, PCE /).

L LTIk, AT R 5 T B AL A Ak 3
LD, Joigj& LPD-1, #/& LID-1. LID-2, £Br I
FR A T AL A AR A LD, XA LL$R
i IRT FERY S B0 T MER M (Koziol, 2016), 52
B b, AT LA A [ A Ah B A A 7 W LID
(Z U Hoskens & De Boeck, 1997), b, #Fss#
W AT AR 2L 3.1 F0 3.2 5 R PRAY =26 D)
RYHITHE TE BIFEMH

e, X EAUER T Rasch B EIRTM,
LB b LID fERVAT LU 5 ¥ R E P S 08 R I
i.(two parameter logistic, 2PL)f % (Fukuhara &
Kamata, 2011), £ % ic 4> #5 A (Jiao & Zhang,
2015), DA K Z4ERE R (Fujimoto, 2018), Ik, A
FE RS T LA 4G, LD-1 &%54 LID #
LPD 1Mif%%|, 7 LIYE DIF-1 LA TE 8§ PCE,
IK2% EIRTM #H [ A2 55 DIF 7 38 BA {3 (Jin &
Kang, 2016; Teker & Dogan, 2015), # Z A[ {15
/K F-H DIF (Paek & Fukuhara, 2015; Ravand,
2015), ULk, CARFSREE T B SCHUR AT 4B o8
T IE 25 Fl ] 152 ¥ 4% (Baghaei & Ravand, 2016),
Z, EIRTM MR HIE# RiE, A& T LI T A
BEE SR CIRAIN IPE, TME, DIF RBERUA4E
H, MDA R R A

4 I

AR 5 18 B 04 (Vansteelandt, 2000)
X§ EIRTM (9 FH#EAT UERH o Bdla 4% 316 4424
(73 253 4= 70 243 Z A ) AE 24 3E LA EATES
B E X R —AME BT, O3 AR R B
FAIARNTHUE, MATHE) AT HEBOHI, 54,
REFAT AR, A, A 2x2x3 =12 FhiiF
i, BAMEEA 2 B, BAAmE 1 PR,

BRI 0 ZRAEE A WIF” B ),
FeAi o OCA” 5 W) (R E, 5T
JAGS (Just Another Gibbs Sampler; Plummer, 2017)
BWpE, R R 185 “R2jags”fi(Su & Yajima, 2015)



%554 PRI T4 MRtk 00 B RO BRI . BIR 5 945
PR, o RBCHR AT ST . 7 4G AR, T Py, =1)
SRR TR A, AR T %Fbg;;g:§=
Rasch #0845 R4 2 Fi%.
BERL 1 B B Rasch BEAY, X 14 0,~ ) fXiy+6,My.py (15)

EIRTM .
P(v, =
npi:log[l—P(Y_l] Z‘ﬁq g (14)
RS A& L SHTC— ﬁouﬁﬁpf%I
Y
%L%%%ﬁ%%%,@ﬁ@—Zﬁ&ﬁ@—

@:e—pu&)ﬁﬂﬁﬂ‘%A“Bmmﬁ
FEE 2 25400 3.2 ) TME, X B ALK 11T
BN . R 2 5 TME BN &4
AR, H2RALEEMR . ERMAT 12 B
Hig i, J5 128, x B EEMmt iy
B RN S —0.465(0) i TME-1 #i751), EIRTM

W SR ﬁoﬁﬁpf%1@L%§%
WA n,=0,- B =0,-(-1.148), Ttk p 1&
B3 EMRGEWIY Ny, =0, B3+, =0,
(—1.580) +(—0.465) o Gy %1 &, %R A [l A8 s 1l 11
RO

B 3 X658 3.3 Hh A DIF B, i1 T 7
i, X A IR 53 L 2 AE ) B AN TR s 0
XF ML EIRTM A F
P@;:Q]_

Mpi :log[l—P(Yi :1)

. 5. X7 (16)
mF. Z‘ﬁq q qz g ig=e
R1 MEFTEWREM
HH (P L SN TRl Tt

— A S BAT B S, TRARIASE il fib A AT iHYE
A B BT HE P, TRA R A il fL AT AT #
A B BT HE A, TRAIR il fL AT AT r
PR TAE A DA TRAS IR R, Tt T %, RAUHIE. il fis A 1T i
P AR A B A TRAE IR A 1, TR I T k%, okl % # L AFAE B
PO TAEA AR R IR, Fof T, RERY il fis A 1T b3
BIMIEARTE, BEPOCTT, FAHR B HEsHE HE
MR ARE, BN T, R A 1 O E B
MR ARE, BN T, R, 1 EEh b
Fo 565 (0 T T, DRI SE TIE SR, FRALIHSE il A HAE I
Fo 56 Iy (O T T, ORI E TIE SR, AT A il CHAL g
o 5y BT T, RO TR SE T AR, A, # H O AT bt

— AN B TR VA B R, FReHE % fis A 1T i
— WA ST A, AT % b ATEE T
— WA STV A, RaRE, % b ATEE fioke?
W TAEA B A IREARIOE S, Tt Tk %, RaEN. % fib A AT iHYE
W TAEA B A IRBERIOIE S, T TR %, ReHE. % fib A AT B
D0 AR A B A TRAR IO, FRA I TR, RS, i fis A AT r
MR AR, BRI T, R i CHAL I
HIRNIGEARTIE, BIERRNT, Hasisk. % H oL A
MR ARG, BERETT, RARH, % H O AT bt
e 5% 07 WO T T, EONTRAISE TS, FeiH . % A E ST HE
FGXI I HGE TR T, ROV TR, RaviE. % HO3HE T
e G IE T T, O SE TR, KA % CAE b
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R2 MEEEWEMEMEERE
o A ] A 2 R 3 17 4
By B, (WL 5N B, DIF 95%HE 17 IX.[1] By
1 -1.162 —1.148 -1.196 —0.101 (-0.723, 0.549) —1.248
2 —0.546 —0.531 —0.574 —0.104 (-0.717, 0.505) —0.584
3 —0.091 —0.074 —0.134 -0.171 (-0.777, 0.431) -0.101
4 -1.657 ~1.641 -1.727 —0.261 (—0.934, 0.449) -1.800
5 —0.681 -0.667 -0.729 —0.182 (-0.800, 0.433) -0.746
6 —0.026 -0.011 —0.184 —0.684 (-1.293,-0.070) -0.031
7 -0.512 -0.496 —0.495 0.103 (-0.507, 0.721) -0.617
8 0.630 0.643 0.751 0.535 (-0.067, 1.151) 0.689
9 1.430 1.451 1.338 —0.455 (~1.153, 0.240) 1.610
10 -1.014 —0.998 -1.071 -0.221 (-0.853, 0.415) -1.221
11 0312 0.329 0.362 0.231 (-0.376, 0.826) 0.354
12 0.963 0.982 0.866 —0.454 (~1.104, 0.185) 1.132
13 -1.145 -1.580 —0.465 -1.066 0.426 (-0.251, 1.108) -1.225
14 -0.383 -0.820 -0.465 -0.215 0.792 (0.156, 1.420) -0.412
15 0.820 0.381 -0.465 0.786 -0.133 (-0.767, 0.487) 0.885
16 —0.822 -1.260 —0.465 —0.618 1.006 (0.352, 1.706) —0.895
17 0.035 —0.404 —0.465 0.263 1.019 (0.409, 1.648) 0.042
18 1.372 0.933 —0.465 1.422 0.222 (-0.417, 0.879) 1.498
19 0.200 —0.240 —0.465 0.393 0.864 (0.280, 1.481) 0.199
20 1.390 0.956 -0.465 1.579 0.750 (0.093, 1.390) 1.563
21 2.711 2277 —0.465 2.775 0.244 (-0.615, 1.062) 3.034
22 —0.660 -1.106 -0.465 —0.548 0.568 (-0.068, 1.205) -0.801
23 0.363 -0.080 -0.465 0.488 0.546 (-0.059, 1.146) 0.416
24 1.867 1.427 —0.465 1.799 —0.359 (~1.138, 0.375) 2.202

X R AR A S A (Z, =0), BEAEN HR
H(Z, =1) STV E p 72 1 LRGN -
Ny =0,-p=06,—(-1.196), FHEmTEMH 1 1Y
AEWRTH: n,=6,-p=0,—(-1.19)+
(-0.101) o &, X/ H 9 DIF i, 255 424t
(4 95% 1 L A5 X [H), gt n] L E KW 6, 215 12
=, Ak, 55 6. 14, 16, 17, 19, 20 iy DIF
L OATE

AR 4 % BRI 3.4 TR EIRY CCE, XTI
EIRTM 1°F .

1-P(v, =1)

0 C
0,- E B,Xiy+ ¥ 7T a7
g=1 c=1

2 4 53 R A0 25 LT RERS Iy 4 2%,
4 AN 7, o RRBGRAERTINE L0y, HR

[, LIS 1 AINERG, 7, ~ N(0.004,0442) .
HARBIBEL 1 7R H 1 LR RS, TAGS 1T LI
P B R -0.398, REMA N =6 -
Bi+7i =0 —(-1.248)+(-0.398) ; #ik 1 £ H 2
LR, TR TR AN, RGN
My =6 — B+ 71, =6 —(~0.584) +(~0.398) .

wn, HR—3ME JAGS SR DLt

Jride, A LA B 205 BARE(Deviance Information
Criterion, DIC)NITANBIRL (4% (A48l & 1% 5, DIC
88 /N U AR TR B 00 8 R AT o3 4 MR R, A
3 ) DIC £/]MDIC = 7855.3), HI4UE flf .

5 HitERE

5.1 ¥ EIRTM A TNEFRTEMR

ARSI 3 FRATVEAA 4 T il fifi i EIRTM
¥l IPE, TME DL J% DIF, iX&0#E)7 it EIRTM E
i 7 (8 b AL BN B R AR PR ()R . TPE 2 H A
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Xep i ANAS P B2, TME J2& 0 5678 =X 5% & AN
PR SZ R, DIF J2 32 MR X I A28 M 1 52
Wi 3 ek BIRTM Ak 350 5t AN A P ) T DA fie e A%
GEART J7 1% (BRI <P AEIE™) I R 58 - Q2R AN AR 1
AW, A4 IRT 15350 SHUAGTHA B gt 24 D
s HET A S8, JEARRRTS B A {F 04
o P RIEEEE T WDk Ik W R Bt A2 0
A, A AT RN HER 9 S 50 T R .

1Ak, EIRTM AT LA A4 17 A0 AN A8 PR A
R, 3 BRI REHER Y S B THAE R . B T RE
C4EINE, %XTF EIRTM R IEM, iTRUKE 3
R R B AR B HE TR, BB BRREAL T
IPE . TME #1 DIF, X %J& LD iRl 45z, H
WG WITE LR, WFE#H v LA — 27, ] 4b
TR Z AN 7]

FJ5, EIRTM ] LG I AN A8 4 ] 45 e
PO AESE &, WEIFEA T IPE. TME & DIF f)
R, A 2% JERE B R AR A2 e, I 2R
FIE #8388 o 42 ) D00 5 AN A8 P A DGR, AR 3 TE R
VB 1 Bl R H RN R Z IR . SEBR I
DIF-1 st &7 7 i 410 09 8 2 20 J5, FAl T DIF
BN o
5.2 J&id EIRTM MRS R 5 HTIESR

EIRTM 4 —58 — il 22 {5 1 IRT KEARIAE SR,
It HBORBZ B H B, ZRTREMTES,
AR SO VAT 4 1 b e 7R EIRTM 5 B4 IRT AL
WeHOCR, BRASCE Ky ERLSL, {fi ] EIRTM i&
A LU 2 90050 (1 IRT BRI AN Z 48 IRT FR
h 2% Rasch B 5 (Dynamic Rasch Models) 9\ 1i] IRT
WL DL Je & BN A IRT B 4545 (2 1L De
Boeck & Wilson, 2004; Klein Entink, Kuhn, Hornke,
& Fox, 2009; Rijmen et al., 2003; Wilson, Zheng, &
McGuire, 2012). I EIRTM R E ) L7
1= (Generalized Modeling Approaches) A5 #2141
Bk, HRTC 2520 ARFRE W E . 128 %
FCT H RS FICE—4) : B8 ) Handbook of
Item Response Theory, Volume One: Models; van der
Linden, 2016)f)& )i —#Bsy, L1147 4 F)”
SCHERE )T 5, X (A3 E IR AL

AR, EIRTM S& BT IRT A5 20 A [l )5 450 41
e, AL GE RO BN R DI U, AR
WH5E # i B BE A4 . GLM . HLM il IRT 244
ZIEEER . 7E R YRR B, i ABEPLAL

N, ATLAHE)TE OHLM; 5IA R REL, vl LIS
GLM; [RIBHIn A BEHLASOS A3 $2 pR g, AT LA A5 2]
EIRTM. X —Z8 & MAIHESR, ANMUA B TR
FHWRAINRLL IRT S0 A 5 2 5 20
AT IR 2R, AT )T AH R Y 0 RIS BT 2
53 EIRTM MR RARIR5TRE

EIRTM HA T RN AT 5L, o7 LA 32 1 H
T BRI R W S BR T SO i 5
EIRTM 44 BRI AL T ISR, EIRTM i 7]
T M B 4K PAT 55 (complex performance task).
Xt I RIMAT 5 AT, S E 50 H
A5 1 1 1f B 38T Bk AR (Miislevy, 2016), L&, PISA
2015 Al A VERIR R IAE 55, DURR2EAEAES)
A L EFRPREI(OECD, 2017b), EIRTM LA
HCRE PIRESL R PP B 2 R IUAT 55 $2 it T —Fh fi
PeE Bk, JE i EIRTM AT LUK B K AT 55 1 14 4%
TENARERL, A BBl A8 ) R Al ]

244K BIRTM BAFE— S8R . (1) Bk
R, BRI AR . XTSRRI (Monte
Carlo)BEAUHF 5T LA K [ 35 B 0 56 1 7, H A2 iR
ETBUE Y =R a =R IN b W20 Gy & S (EP=0)
TR S N SR U, A A B 1T
R FEAR AT DA% 3Z; (2) EIRTM (9 i FA G 402 BE
R RE 1B R, XA KA T — B 58 4 1
ffifl. EIRTM ¥ R WEE LR 2%, JEgiit2¢/
BeE Ll T 98 3 R 25 5 B i HL B R A
5 W& TR, TR E A C
WEFY, JFREMM S, B2, R EIRTM
WAFFE— LA L, (2% & F] EIRTM (1) & 2 5
RSN FME, A RErE AR KA 1ER o

Bigl: At EE FAN K SENEE L AR
- FNFRRT R TG F LA ATIS B AR €, Bl
AFIFE K F F EAMEEF R E LN F ) # P
384 B B R F A it F IR AR F L FEA
G IE,

5% 3CHk

XLz, W77, (2008). 2 /K100 H fe 87 B 10 A5 1Y 76 T 56 K
SRR, O F#7R, 40(1), 92-100.

FIRNI, BRP, TR, 5140, (2018). 8 H A7 B N1
RS R, O BEF, A, 26(2), 368-380.

ik, £, EE. (2013). HH R NEIEHEREZ
W R BRI, O PRI, 21(12), 2265-2280.
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Explanatory item response theory models: Theory and application

CHEN Guanyu; CHEN Ping

(Collaborative Innovation Center of Assessment toward Basic Education Quality,

Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China)

Abstract: Explanatory item response theory models (EIRTM) refer to a family of item response theory (IRT)
models that are constructed based on the generalized linear mixed models and nonlinear mixed models.
EIRTM can be utilized to address various measurement problems by incorporating predictors into IRT
models. First, the relevant concepts and parameter estimation methods of EIRTM are introduced in this
paper, followed by the procedures regarding how to use EIRTM to account for the item position effect, test
mode effect, differential item functioning, local person dependence, and local item dependence. Next, an
example is provided to illustrate the use of EIRTM. Finally, the shortcomings and potential applications of
EIRTM are discussed.
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