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# 2 Hou, de la Torre #1 Nandakumar (2014)$2 1} 7] DA{#i F] Wald 88315 DIF, {HHEE5 R — 48R %
FEAES BE IR A ) 80, ASBIEFE v B b 17— A PR AR R R AT A G JS 19 Wald SE it i, 45 53R 0T .
(D AL B 115 003 — it 5 19 Wald SE i 7 DIF R 50 h B RAF i) — SR iR Pl %, JCHE AR
I B X A3 Re ) BB, S T ARG 2R AR R A BRI K 0 [R) R, (2)BE B FEAS B R N DL K
DIF st 3K, iSRG BAE IR Wald Sttt St s w3 .

KR Wald Giitie; WHDIGEZE S, INENSWR T, LS5 S AE P, 2200 28 SURH e {5 B FE

S-S B84l

1 515

AN WS AL AT LB A OC T 52 I 2 1R B4
RS ANRLE 1 . Z4EI2 W RS 2,
I, SHER T2 FOm ORI A K DL R AL B
AR AN (Greeno, 1980; Leighton & Gierl, 2007),
2 M IO I S U AR Z — . 124 M Ik, B
FEPM TVFZ NS W, X e n] LUyl o
g — e BTN IZ I A5 A 2R DL R e Bk Y A RS
WA — B RN N2 AR B HE R, 2 B A 45
von Davier (2005)/)— 125 8(General Diagnostic
Model, GDM). Henson, Templin A1 Willse (2009)#2
HE P R B 2 A N RS W B B (Log-Linear Cognitive
Diagnosis Model, LCDM)LJ } de la Torre (2011)f
G-DINA A5HY, 5 UL R IR 1 TA RS WA B AT R
PRI, Y l‘j*ﬁﬁﬂ(Deterministic Input, Noisy And
Gate, DINA) (de la Torre & Douglas, 2004; Haertel,
1989; Junker & Sijtsma, 2001), #MAYTE S EibS:—
Wi (Compensatory Reparameterized Unified Model,
C-RUM) (e.g., Hartz, 2002)%%
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MG FokpE, DL e — e i A RIS Wi
A5 RRR A N A2 WA RS & T A 2R T e 2
AR (von Davier, 2009), 33X b2 5> 42 B i
Q FEMER LI . Q HEFERE— NI, by
JLE—BIE<0"541”, HEIRA WIS (Chen & de la Torre,
2013) L4 Q HFEY AN ZHN, (B4 KEZH
B S B o FH FR AT e HOZ: a0 8, AR i 52475 i
FE Q HFFEIE A1 1Y o FEIN RIS WA A rh— Bt 52
H I FH S RGP IR e R 1, fIFRE e, Q JH
P 1Y D REAE T 1 AR Wil e rh 1 B 5 8 Pz
[ XS R G R, Q AR e R IBUE Y 1 AR IEHIfE
NI B R X N B R, BUE S 0 ARER
AT NN AL S Q HEFEAENT H K ik
AT A, AT LA S AF 58 35 % T A2 00 e AR i H
I A P TR R R B R A R fBE -

FEAS FH A 192 W 0 56 X T 52 0 2 1 1 A 8
IRGCHATIS W B B, AF 5835 THI G ) — > S5 22 Y 3
Ve N B ) U an ] #4750 H D) B8 22 5 (Differential
Item Functioning, DIF)F; 5 o [k 25100 46 b 2 45 Dy fig
255 W H I, A2 77 A 0 55 27 PR Y Tl A, T
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H A 235 ) 21 52000 27 T 1 2 A AR = 0 1) (LR,
NETF, A, 2015), TEINFNSWIAH dh—
ZAEZ W DIF & AR H BA M E R
A5 2 A 52 0 5 A AR 22 A — i B9 HE A W] (Hou
etal., 2014; Li, 2008). 4RIMFFTE AL H T —LAK
8] {7715 T PR S A2 AL o () DIF (Hou et al.,
2014; Li, 2008; T R4, 38, 1EIF, 2014; Li &
Wang, 2015; Zhang, 2006). Zhang (200642 H: i Fff MH
#:(Holland & Thayer, 1988; Mantel & Haenszel, 1959)
DL J% SIBTEST {%:(Shealy & Stout, 1993), JH=Zill#
) ) 355 A8, 4 D R i e 2 AR AR XA Sy D AR 4 S A
¥ DINA #5d1 ) DIF, Zhang (2006)f742 H i J5
B A R ZANTE T BARA LU BRI H 2
UL & R AR S BURAE Sy — D AR [R] )
sk, e S AT E A HER; 5558,
MH LA f SIBTEST i HGEK: J%— 214 DIF., Hou
(2013) (Y WF 5 45 H 32 5 W7 % 52 [B] U9 1% (Logistic
Regression, LR) (Swaminathan & Rogers, 1990), MH
%L K SIBTEST ik (9 48 146 3 71 48 32 21 ) 5
DIF T H FL B9 82 md . Li (2008)fd FH ekt i85 B
DINA 57 (de la Torre & Douglas, 2004) 2= £ 5 DIF,
SRIM, Li WFFCIAR R Z AT 7ERE SRR T,
28 00— AR IR R (T 1Y A TE 2 B AR AU i UL 3 1Y
— R ECE A A — s HE T
fe AR A — A AL . Hou 458 A(2014) 42 H
i Wald et 8w HYge2 5, - HIAH
Wald Zeif it 6 55 J7 i5 i B8O R 2 i sl 2L T
MH LA} SIBTEST J5i%, 4K, Hou & AFrfg i iy
Wald Gt EATELUL T AR : Bk —RaRE
L, AFFA TSI E W B KO Hak, it
ROBFFE R, IERRE 48 3 A T A BB T Y
10,000 YK H & PR Ge Tt 1 256 53 A R TR,
XA AT A ST A5 R TC e B — MR A L) K
SEBRI . Si4bh, T B4R Y, Hou 58 A (2014)7E 1
B Wald Ge it g i 9 )2 de 1a Torre (2009, 2011)
4 NS W RS B R 5 s . FRk
G NQOIYMFF & BULAE Wald 7 H R 50 ) 2
T LR 55 MH ¥, (H2 A7 — 48R Rk
AR, Li Al Wang (2015)He 48 7 i FH T /R nl Jedi
5K P (Markov chain Monte Carlo, MCMC)E: 1A
i H 245k, LCDM-DIF J5ik Pl & Wald ik 7E A
T HY)he2E SRR, Li F1 Wang &3, fibfi1or
FHf) LCDM-DIF J7#: LA K Wald 48t B 54 1)
— R DRI HR (B R I IK), JF 5 28k

LECh 3 B, Wald it & WSt s M+
LCDM-DIF,

WL DL SCHREEIRFRATT T LR B, A
1T—BHiAly Wald et 7K 50 DIF WA %5 55 1)
GRS F1, (RO AR R T Wald Siita i
— BRI R RIH A EAF LR BEA
6] B 5 MY Wald Ge it b a e — 2848 iR
il 2 1) R AR RIS A [, A AE RS - HAT %
BN, T X 0 S B A AR . Hou A
(2014) L) K F 514K %E A (2014)F i 1] Wald S5t 19
LT de la Torre (2009, 201 1T H ay T H S50y
20085 8 O T B MR A L 1, iR T A
BRI S (AR e s AT 280 . SR,
AHSEWE5EF8 B (Tian, Cai, Thissen, & Xin, 2013; Paek
& Cai, 2013)if 3 X5 BRI H IR 22—y
ZEAE R, 5 B MR G A R A S8, T
AT B 250 I HAFFT K BG40 A S0
i# it EM (Expectation-Maximization) 532 (de la Torre,
2009, 201 ) IrfliTaRAFIE, 071238 1 % g {5 B
W (i TR A I R B0 B 3 {5 BV RS, A e
5 Fp -t L TR R A R )R 3 A O vk A R 22
— P 7 22 %8 % (Kenward & Molenberghs, 1998;
Louis, 1982), & A W55 & BLAES H [ vy 3 b g2
175 JEUHE 2 %) 338 T L AR %) 9 15 22— Iy 2 R
(Paek & Cai, 2013),

EEXT LLAERF 9T oF Wald GE i Wy 2k 19 R BR,
it DR AE DN HIZ WA A s e af b A 1T Wald Geit
R — RS I, i DA N2 i 46 7 S
(32 1, AT B AR A5 B MR R is g A
FAFIHS W A i AR A — AN iR 22—
PRI AT ik, MnTecE Wald Geit i 7EA 5
DIF A (R, BRI EEAFELLT 3 45
HE, NAMHTREINAZHE R Y DIF () Wald
Goitm AR, H R E R 25—V 25 A )
Hh TR ) EE B R, A GHA NS W A Hh 22
6 58 SUAH e {5 2R M LA B WS4 B I
P BT, CRABA ik, BERAWE I AT
Ok 9 Wald S84 638 DIF g — 8RR
(i SY Y EE R L oAl 0.5 NP I HE RSP BURZY 478
AR A SR R i i () Wald G4 i 3145 (0 45
PEAT HAE; A T B Y U B A B 5 P A AF S 4
FRAT G A 5 10 285 5 15 oA R AR R] 92 5615 31
WFFERY45 FL (N, Hou et al., 2014; Li & Wang, 2015)t
117 M g
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2 Pk Wald GE it a1

FEABETEH, AT HH LCDM 1E M, B
A AE D IS WA A efodn o] i ek 5 1) Wald Seit
T DIF £2%0, LCDM & —N A FHS WisiA,
YT HA R SHOHATAR, (F0] LIRS — Rk r s
7. 41 DINA LA C-RUM %§(Henson et al., 2009),

FATE e, FEINEZ W% A3 g A0
HU K KA J@YE, It H AT 55 DR 2
HEAT FL 8 (Hou et al., 2014; Li & Wang, 2015)i%E )8
PEZ AR R R, HIL, Q MFEA 4R
Jx K, FiA e E Rl L =25, WiT3C
Ty, FRATLAURE 0% 8 SC sl A it 7 Bk R 1) 1t DL
HFE, BB =(B),....B'.... B ) AR o BT A 5 1 BT
FHIHSEL KB, =(40.4) 2,0 BWIH j 19
FESH, 0, I B R RN LK A BN B4 6]
o EME I N AW, X, Rz
i(i=1...,1)TEHH j LIRS, a 3205 11 JE v
HIRB Y LCDOM, JEEERE RN o, (1320
H, XTI H AR IR AT

exp[kj’o +}»’jh(ai,qj )J
1+exp[7»j’0 +)u'jh(ai,qj)]
)]

B R b JE R BEE o, 5 g, Z MR R 1Y
(Henson et al., 2009), HHn & q; ERTH j BT
N Q HiFEICER . X T LCDM BERL T 1A [F]
L, ] LSRR —SERRaR N HHS Wi B A, FEAR
WE5EH, AT LCDM i o S8 800 L K
TRB 38 LA A BEE R 0, R BE i B A8 AR
B MR, =Mook 0 k) BAFRAS DINA £
%1, LCDM ‘5 DINA 8 Z [0 {25 M e R, LA
RAF,

P (0,)=P(X; =1]0;)=

~ exp[kj’o}
g = 1+eXp[7y,~’0J 2)

exXp [7‘],0 + )\‘_j,K/,(l,...,Kj):l
1-s, = 3)

1+ CXP|:}\'j,0 + A‘j,K‘,,(l,--~5K1’):|

Horh, g, AT H j RIS, RS20 B %
PRI H P ESR A AR R, L RESE A I 2 X X — T
Hss; Ak —I0H B M sh 28, AR RV 3200 3 4
18 7 I FrESR AR EE, (H T2 AL 04
R, Pyl REAEDTH j b SR R 0 SO

K
K; =Yg WIEZETUH j B8 o . B,
k=1

DINA #5424 5 1 F1 LCDM (#HE &, ) 5 e
NSRRI SR

LCDM fBELE 45 52 Ja M AR B o, 95K 1E T,
S i A A IUH A VEE I AL Y, HR ) ff]
X, M RUR R, LRSI,

J
L(Xila;) =17 (e ) - Py (e, N “)
Jj=1
S ) X I PR, v DLRIR o
L
L(X;)= ZL(X,W[)P(“[) (5)
=

TENG)H, p(o) 2R MEEREB o B, 72
LCDM i, Frfy @SR BERZ Ay 1.
R X —ZAH, AW5TE% Rupp, Templin 1 Henson
QO10)FF i FHAIREE:, B n=(ny,...,n,) ABERLAY 45
Y Z K (structural parameters), I VIHE AT — 32
Fok AR RV RIS, (LI RB,

p(a) - i) 6)

Somin

I A SRS E R, e i —2800
0, —MBeimi e, nfLASEHE [ E fieJm — MR AL S,
0.

PR —ABOE, 5200 Z 8] AR 24 A A S 1,
DRI BT A 32 0 5 24 XA BU AR pR B AT U R
NFEOKRFR,

N
L(X)=T]z(x;) (7
j=1

XA TR(T) B EAL SR PREL, XS HCR— B 458, SR
JaiEat EM Bk, TGRS PTA A mAG s s =
B A SRR, BOSGBIIRE T LIS % dela
Torre (2009, 2011), HEIRTEX Pij KR, 20 50&
Pl DINA D} G-DINA Rl st S0y, (HH 5
B—E . A6 5T UL, VA2 Wi
AR THESHB I, BRGNS En, WL,
AT LS RS W R R S R y = (B)

@ﬂumM$ammﬁm¢ﬁﬁF=ifw@—m

Jj=1
FERR] DINA BRI [ Al B R S 5O Bk
F=2J+(L-1). Kk, #EA LCDM {5 B A (8L
FAEHAR] DINA SFRRY), NiZE Fx F 46,
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AAEALE T HBH, 1 iR B S iS5, m
JE de 1a Torre (2009, 201 1Ak M AL H S8 p
T &,

B B 1) 30 R R AR AR e O Ty 25— T 22
R, BB, = (Lo (o))" DINA BER
rh H S 8l T, i,. RIH T 22—
Py 2250 1, SR H [ ECERALN I 25—y 2%
TR R R . i, AT LRI H KOS R g
HT DIF #3019 Wald 4t it (Li & Wang, 2015),

W, = (ﬁRj _ﬁFj),(ﬁ‘Rj +ﬁ“Fj)71(l§Rj _ﬁFj) ()
TEHE AR T, Hy:Bg—Br =0, 244 DINA A
) Wald Geitat w, RN A S 2 MHTiE R 75 4
fio Bry FXHBRATIE j S8 By 4 HAREL D
WHBHG Ly 5 Ly 00X IS H AR b H
7 BB X L A0 7 25—V 220 . 30
H j By 22—y 22 5 B ﬁjﬂui'%iiiﬁn?,
2

6
Ao }‘,f-o’xj‘Kj.(],,,.‘Kj)

)

}\j‘K/,(I,...‘K/)

X =

(€))

6
7‘/,0 ’}‘j‘K,v,(l,...‘K/)

SR (8) AT LA ke 8 5 25— J7 28 0 MR A T 1 ME iff
P, XF Wald Geitit ™ s RN, XU
U LCDM H {5 HAE MRl 234 Wald Ge it i)+
SN

EM 5.7 (Dempster, Laird, & Rubin, 1977)%fF
OB R 7 A T AR R RIS, e E A
AW 6 1 B BL SR PR S e AL o) A 2 48t Ay 5y T L.
1) — FR I b e B ARG 0], 7RIS WS A 43 B 4k
P33 Tz N . AR, R EM Bkt
B, A7 B B (B R Y Ty 22—y 2250
FEYIF A ZERE ™ A 0, Bk, S LT &iIm
. BB, SN —s o R It
BRI KA SR A BT, R USR5 B P fig

AR AT 0 2B B R )y 25—y 220685 (Louis, 1982),

JERLER I IFIE T LIS % Kenward il Molenberghs
(1998)AyHF5E. XFF LCDM 15, & A A mfh
TS0 48 50 58 SO AR B B iy A 20T LR ik
wr:

or(X) ot(X)

oy . oy’

0(X) =log L(X) 52 WL5< 3| 1y 52 I 2 Sz o A5 =X AL 4%
PRETII X B o X T Zyppy SK30E, B 0] LLARAGA5E AL (10 7
LT 22— W7 EARE, £, I E AR Ty % —1)
J7 A WE R I X RISy, AR £y 5 2 R,

Zypp =

(10)

BHARAAXA)H AT I3RS Wald G2 {E . 0
A5 B FE B~ =X ] DL R 3K W0 R (Kenward &
Molenberghs, 1998; Louis, 1982):
*(X)
Obs = oyoy’
X T Zope K380, AT LASRAFASE Y (1) 387 30 Ty 25— 7
ZHEME MAGTHE, £, MBI E AL 9y 22—
Jr SRR X RSy, 3R By 5 By R, WTLAZK
P USRI I ) Wald SeiF A
3 ik
3.1 MREit

X Monte Carlo B A E#EATHFE, ZME Y
YR RN . BRI ST DL & Wald Geit & it
BRI R #55 (R Core Team, 2015)4m F2 52, 4
PRz 25 B R 1000 R, LIGKIFRRE LR
TAET 5 DIAEME SR 45 R T 0 L, A9
K Hou 55 N (2014 TS S8 251, 1X 3080 4%
Ak Li A1 Wang (2015)F7K% F . 5 Hou 25 A (2014)
WFRAFR AL, AW Wald S8 A5 28
I AR A SR RS B R S A
2& SUFH AR B B BT B3Rk 1 o

ABFFE IR Q FEFE AL 30 NS H
5 ANEPE, Jf HER A0 H B & i e g e
2 3.Q FMER VAT, B w0t H T
FIRBANZE, FREfILS 1. 2. 3 NS H
WAHEREE 1. 2. 3N &I E 54 10 4~ B
TRRY Q FEMF BT ILEE 1,

Ry OTAE 5 DAAE ST 45 AT BT H, ARIESY
Ve B ECE A SRR A [R) RSk ] DINA FBEAY, Xt
HEZH T A5 DN DA Bty sh 280 A SE, HA =4
K 0.1, 0.2 DhJ 0.3, 55 LI K sh S EUE B B 1Y
FN, BEBH I H B RE S X 53 22 I 3 R A AR T T
%) Jg& 4 (Templin & Henson, 2006), DIF Z$RIA A
K- —2tk DIF DL AE—3: DIF, —Z(PE DIF
T80T F R AN, IEREZFAT1 H i
AL A 7T RE A P AR U 1 — 3obE b s 5
HAEAL; JE—FME DIF 48 2 IE R VEA A0 H 1
RERAE — L@ R AT /=, TED0 b — L Pk
PR AR, s A, B IERfEZ R B A
JE—%tE . DIF K/AME PRS2 0.05 5 0.1, 24550
HZSHUE N 0.1 BH{UCEET 0.05 X —7KF-Y DIF X
/N, LB H S EESE T 0o AT/ N A /KT
500 5 1000, TEINFNS WA rhREAS 1 /N e X AR

(11
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Fz1 QM
i H B B2 EH3 Etk4 JRM S
1 1 0 0 0 0
2 0 1 0 0 0
3 0 0 1 0 0
4 0 0 0 1 0
5 0 0 0 0 1
6 1 1 0 0 0
7 1 0 0 0 1
8 0 1 1 0 0
9 0 0 1 1 0
10 0 0 0 1 1
1 1 1 1 0 0
12 1 1 0 0 1
13 1 0 0 1 1
14 0 1 1 1 0
15 0 0 1 1 1
16 1 0 0 0 0
17 0 1 0 0 0
18 0 0 1 0 0
19 0 0 0 1 0
20 0 0 0 0 1
21 1 0 1 0 0
22 1 0 0 1 0
23 0 1 0 1 0
24 0 1 0 0 1
25 0 0 1 0 1
26 1 1 0 1 0
27 1 0 1 1 0
28 1 0 1 0 1
29 0 1 1 0 1
30 0 1 0 1 1

RS R RS B P P A S i, 1 i 25 5 i )
Wald Gt AOTHE, L, REAR KM R — AT 2
HENEERNE,
3.2 FNIERR

A FE TR B RN H6 A o 4 50 — 2 A R
R RGR R T, 45— SRR gL 1000
YR, 4 15 b AG 56 H 4100 H 3 B DIF (195 45
b, SRJ5 S MU T 4SS0 S8 U (Hou et al.,
2014), SrRlXHEL S —A L BN A R =A@ v p i 5
ROV, GRS 148 IR AR 1000 YAEH I IEH)
P B LB AR W 5 AN fEAE DIF
B, SEFRATITASEE Wald GoitH 2l R4
(1, B4 e WA B — RS BRI Z AT & BRI e
MELS ) — AR IR, 4 0.05; ARAENHIS

Wil 45 A77E DIF, Jf4 Wald Geiti EfifELa Y L
B, SV ERERS LR H DIF 10 H Y E 1R .

4 WEHRER

4.1 ZBR—HRBIRE

T2 BT HA T T B USRS BAE
FEARTT TR Wald Se it kA58 1 -3 2 50— 2548
B T R T R Pl 0 S B A o
M BER 2 R 7oA a2 2 v LUK B 24550 H 1
T LA R sh 28R Lh /N i, BRI H Re g 45
A R DX 53 A2 0 2 e 5 AR O M B, — 28
i TR ) 2R B A5 AR i 1 230 TS 1 Y I K
Vo BEEBEFEAR IR, —RERIE TR R A
At SAh, RNERAE—A . e = EH
M H, HIEE— SR R R ) H23 0.05 31X
—WEMKT . AT ERE e, RS YA
HER/INN =500 ) H I H 955 0 S50 0L K 3 280
BRMTEL T (g, =5, =03), FHRHEEH—HKHHR
R, B Bradley (1978)1dH: F5 4 i
WY B ZEK TR 0.05 I 28— A5 45 ] R AE
0.025 5 0.075 ZIu)), SR 0T LAy 245 3 T 54y
B o T DA R, AREESE et pg e ) Wald
G A ik B AR AR I 45 SR T AR A7 A T B I Y
P4, %5 Hou % A (2014)LA % T HLAREE A (2015)1
S5 IR, UERAASIEZE A R Y Wald et i
A5 1R B B A F DL PSS Al Y Wald
G A . Wl R 2 5E 3 h—2%
R P R T DL R 3 O AR AR B AR A
Wald Sttt ()R IEAL T35 T 25038 AT B
FERE A Wald Giitit . T 2808 AT
MR ARAS Y Wald SEit i i — 2845 DR 4 il R 4 A
SF, AR 3 MRS REE -1 ALK
AR E ) — SRR R AT KRB A

Li f1 Wang (2015)7E MCMC HEZ T % H]
LCDM-DIF Ll & Wald Ztitim X} T DIF #5677k
7705, FEHBEE — P AR T Hou 45 A
QOIHMBFFTBETT, TR A 52 1 AF 58 45 S R B
N DVEHHEES Li % ASE SR T R . Xt
TR LEFRT LU AZ BE, ARWF 58 op 2 3 T AR 1B
FERE LAY Wald Geit 5 Li 48 A RBF5E H Bt
) LCDM-DIF P K& Wald Gt it 2 HAT 84— 28
PRI . — R A BB R AR
) — S5 86 254 (L3R 2)Wald GE i — R4 R R
A BRSE Li 58 AWF5 45 5+ 1) LCDM-DIF
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#x2 ETUEREERERNFEHHNEE —LEIRE(a=0.05)
e N =500 N =1000

Wi H S48
K, =1 K, =2 K, =3 K, =1 K, =2 K, =
0.1 0.043 0.046 0.051 0.047 0.048 0.048
0.2 0.044 0.047 0.041 0.053 0.050 0.047
0.3 0.032 0.039 0.037 0.039 0.046 0.042

3 ETHEBRTNERESEENEHNEE—EEIRE(a=0.05)
\ N =500 N =1000
W H S50

K, =1 K, =2 K, =3 K, =1 K, =2 K, =3
0.1 0.023 0.023 0.034 0.036 0.036 0.037
0.2 0.026 0.022 0.019 0.039 0.037 0.034
0.3 0.024 0.024 0.020 0.036 0.038 0.031

DL Je Wald Seit e 7E SR s 5000 25 rh— 28RS R R AT
HHFERK . ARG AT LIR I Wald Sttt 11
HERR T, AR A SRS THE R T . 52
HRCE D (A0 N =500 ) B S A5 Y g g
i KEF I B 550518 sh 280350 0.3 Bf), 5
RIS BT HE R HER 1 232 SRR 152 ),
e, TEARRFFE N =500 LUK g; =5, =03 X PP 4
T Wald G it it — 285552 54 AR PRAF o
4.2 it H

4 SRS SN2 Wi 56 v A7 AR — 2k
DIF A i % 88—~ . AN LA K =N @ M350 H 78 1000
UCAEIR 1 3 T8 A B B 151 Wald et
(RS- H 2 S0 4R 2 L ), T 8 FH A 2 R0 A1 [l R Sk
MR 2 R 750 Al o N 4 FR AT LU Y, FifiZ5 DIF
HER, Wald Geit it G T4 50 ) th 2 il 2 1K,
It H 4500 B 550 DL S E sh S50 0.2 B,
ST 2 B R 48 R TR 0.3 BRI H SEUE A%
o X EH T HZS5E 0.3 Mk, DIF X/ 0.1

i, X—{EX T HSEUE 0.2 MmN E A, ME
FEAC R 3G N, Wald Ge it i ST 56 S e AR K,
RIAEAS 42t () R /N6 R85 DIF 1) Wald St vt i
FUR-AEENE, G REARIm, 5
RISHAGTHE R ET RS0 n, #E i 2815 S50
fETHE AR RS /N, R, 7EXT R4 5 H bR 20 50
HZH2: AWML, B K8 — 1K
Wald Gt i F A . 53 41, 3 i B YA 7T DA & B,
M HbRHEA TR DIF B, [ IE[ DIF AL,
Wald ST GRS R, R 4 5% 5,
AT DL IR T8 B Y Wald Geit i i geit
K65 56 77 24 BB A TR T 2 00 58 U IR A B Y
Wald GEiHE SR ). XM BT 23X
HHFRAE B MR Wald GEit e AF 7 AR ST 0 [l

6 2R AE—3E DIF 040 F RS
M) Wald SR Y 1000 URBEHELEE R, 1153
G TG 56 1 BT (8 A 2 B84 A [ RE R A R R 2 /Y
K oA o N 6 HEAERT DL &k BLFf 25 DIF A3 K,

x4 HETWRESEIEMRFN—HE DIF WEHZE SIS F1(a=0.05)

DIF Z$#1 N =500 N =1000
MAZH DIF K/ A, K=1 K,=2 K=3 vy K-1 K-=2 K=3 mvH
¢ ; ; ; pe) ; ; ; pe)
0.10 0.05 + + 0.579 0.567 0.565 0.57 0.890 0.889 0.883 0.887
- - 0.583 0.699 0.778 0.686 0.897 0.951 0.968 0.939
0.20 0.05 + + 0.268 0.321 0.361 0.317 0.518 0.599 0.639 0.585
- - 0.284 0.358 0.419 0.354 0.529 0.645 0.724 0.633
0.10 + + 0.851 0.888 0.905 0.881 0.990 0.998 0.998 0.995
- - 0.852 0.943 0.975 0.923 0.992 1.000 1.000 0.997
0.30 0.05 + + 0.118 0.171 0.224 0.171 0.237 0.347 0.465 0.350
- - 0.115 0.193 0.257 0.188 0.241 0.370 0.488 0.366
0.01 + + 0.428 0.592 0.718 0.579 0.795 0.913 0.968 0.892
- - 0.447 0.663 0.815 0.642 0.810 0.943 0.988 0.913

. +3 /R IE A DIF; %R 7 [[ DIF,
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=5 ETERATNEREEEMEFEN—HM DIF WEHEBRSEHERSI(a=0.05)
DIF 257 N =500 N =1000
BHZ%  DIF /b
A, A, K, =1 K, =2 K;=3 pEn ] K, =1 K;=2 K, =3 BT
0.10 0.05 + + 0.469 0.461 0.465 0.465 0.871 0.863 0.860 0.865
- - 0.476 0.621 0.730 0.609 0.873 0.941 0.963 0.925
0.20 0.05 + + 0.197 0.233 0.270 0.233 0.478 0.553 0.598 0.543
- - 0.205 0.274 0.323 0.267 0.488 0.603 0.684 0.592
0.10 + + 0.790 0.830 0.851 0.824 0.988 0.996 0.997 0.994
- - 0.796 0.913 0.957 0.889 0.989 0.999 1.000 0.996
0.30 0.05 + + 0.099 0.133 0.167 0.133 0.222 0.323 0.429 0.325
- - 0.093 0.150 0.196 0.146 0.225 0.343 0.452 0.340
0.01 + + 0.406 0.544 0.651 0.534 0.786 0.903 0.962 0.883
- - 0.396 0.607 0.758 0.587 0.797 0.935 0.985 0.906
#z6 ETUREEIEMEAIE—BE DIF WEHZE G0 TI(0=10.05)
SHSH  DIF %/ DIF 2% N =500 N =1000
g, A, K, =1 K, =2 K;=3 STy K, =1 K;=2 K, =3 BT
0.10 0.05 + - 0.698 0.748 0.791 0.746 0.959 0.969 0.976 0.968
- + 0.441 0.516 0.562 0.506 0.764 0.822 0.857 0.814
+ 0 0.362 0.172 0.083 0.206 0.694 0.392 0.196 0.427
+ 0.245 0.418 0.520 0.394 0.470 0.730 0.821 0.674
- 0 0.251 0.140 0.089 0.160 0.491 0.260 0.155 0.302
- 0.360 0.619 0.748 0.576 0.693 0.914 0.960 0.855
0.20 0.05 + - 0.305 0.370 0.418 0.365 0.561 0.652 0.732 0.648
- + 0.216 0.276 0.334 0.275 0.383 0.503 0.603 0.496
+ 0 0.175 0.107 0.072 0.118 0.325 0.177 0.113 0.205
+ 0.133 0.238 0.308 0.226 0.233 0.449 0.580 0.420
- 0 0.147 0.092 0.066 0.102 0.256 0.147 0.096 0.166
- 0.160 0.298 0.383 0.281 0.298 0.545 0.670 0.504
0.10 + - 0.923 0.964 0.982 0.956 0.991 0.998 1.000 0.996
- + 0.534 0.697 0.834 0.688 0.832 0.948 0.989 0.923
+ 0 0.631 0.349 0.170 0.384 0.920 0.656 0.385 0.654
+ 0.382 0.706 0.842 0.643 0.675 0.953 0.991 0.873
- 0 0.413 0.230 0.138 0.260 0.725 0.433 0.245 0.468
- 0.604 0.904 0.970 0.826 0.903 0.998 1.000 0.967
0.30 0.05 + - 0.144 0.205 0.265 0.204 0.254 0.370 0.484 0.369
- + 0.125 0.166 0.214 0.168 0.148 0.239 0.360 0.249
+ 0 0.088 0.068 0.052 0.069 0.154 0.099 0.069 0.107
+ 0.067 0.146 0.208 0.140 0.097 0.248 0.383 0.243
- 0 0.068 0.062 0.048 0.059 0.116 0.082 0.064 0.087
- 0.084 0.168 0.247 0.167 0.132 0.303 0.462 0.299
0.10 + - 0.530 0.708 0.836 0.691 0.847 0.948 0.989 0.928
- + 0.360 0.481 0.610 0.484 0.420 0.588 0.791 0.600
+ 0 0.299 0.166 0.100 0.189 0.568 0.318 0.192 0.359
+ 0.181 0.408 0.601 0.397 0.255 0.650 0.878 0.594
- 0 0.195 0.129 0.088 0.137 0.304 0.160 0.105 0.190
0 - 0.271 0.608 0.798 0.559 0.501 0.893 0.982 0.792
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®7 ETRURNARESEENE—BE DIF NFHELEH TR (a=0.05)

DIF % N =500 N =1000
TRBEC DIF SR A K,=1  K,=2  K,=3 ¥ K,=1 K,=2 K,=3 JAFY
g S J J J e J j J o
0.10 0.05 + - 0.592 0.669 0.740 0.667 0.947 0.961 0.972 0.960
- + 0.343 0.414 0.476 0.411 0.730 0.787 0.833 0.783
+ 0 0.258 0.097 0.049 0.134 0.646 0.335 0.148 0.376
+ 0.177 0.332 0.439 0316 0.429 0.693 0.794 0.639
- 0 0.168 0.088 0.052 0.103 0.438 0.218 0.124 0.260
- 0.266 0.541 0.706 0.504 0.653 0.898 0.953 0.835
0.20 0.05 + - 0.227 0.278 0.326 0.277 0.517 0.611 0.695 0.608
- + 0.160 0.206 0.245 0.204 0.345 0.461 0.560 0.455
+ 0 0.115 0.061 0.035 0.070 0.284 0.144 0.084 0.171
+ 0.093 0.173 0.227 0.164 0.202 0.407 0.538 0.382
- 0 0.096 0.052 0.032 0.060 0.219 0.117 0.074 0.137
- 0.109 0.221 0.298 0.209 0.263 0.500 0.631 0.465
0.10 + - 0.883 0.941 0.967 0.930 0.998 0.999 1.000 0.999
- + 0.480 0.635 0.779 0.631 0.818 0.940 0.986 0.914
+ 0 0.531 0.237 0.092 0.287 0.903 0.605 0.324 0.611
+ 0314 0.628 0.778 0.573 0.647 0.944 0.987 0.859
- 0 0.324 0.148 0.073 0.182 0.684 0.376 0.195 0.418
- 0.522 0.864 0.950 0.779 0.885 0.998 0.999 0.961
0.30 0.05 + - 0.110 0.155 0.193 0.153 0.236 0.339 0.443 0.339
- + 0.110 0.139 0.169 0.139 0.168 0.244 0.348 0.253
+ 0 0.064 0.042 0.030 0.045 0.139 0.083 0.054 0.092
+ 0.062 0.113 0.157 0.111 0.098 0.236 0.355 0.230
- 0 0.057 0.042 0.026 0.042 0.113 0.073 0.052 0.079
- 0.066 0.127 0.187 0.126 0.123 0.277 0.424 0.275
0.10 + - 0.478 0.645 0.780 0.635 0.835 0.939 0.985 0.920
- + 0.360 0.462 0.576 0.466 0.470 0.641 0.828 0.646
+ 0 0.247 0.114 0.055 0.139 0.540 0.284 0.154 0.326
+ 0.170 0.381 0.561 0.370 0.283 0.675 0.889 0.616
- 0 0.168 0.095 0.052 0.105 0.326 0.166 0.096 0.196
0 - 0.232 0.544 0.739 0.505 0.483 0.880 0.977 0.780

Wald Seitit geitk e S WAe K, BEHEA G
(3TN, Wald 48t 0 Ge 146 56 7 Rl RE & 7E 3 K
(o T EAE DIF K/MHFEZAET, 24500 B A9550 L
K Wt shZ AR5 /N, Wald G834 0881656
SAHME R . R 6 53R 7 MM LLR B, 7E4E
— 3 DIF 540, SRTIWE S B B8 Y Wald
St R I B R 45028 A I(E B
FE R T3R5 09 Wald et g e 1,

5 e
I WAL T G 8 4R 08 5 T 52 W0 3 R 1 4R

BB TR SRS B, B EE N 2 I
FUL R B R AT T X, T HA AT B

THH B RN AZ 0 E OB ZEfH X —
TR Sf e R A2 M 5 VR 28 22010, DF9E 3 T 2 aff o A
PS8, 00 ) 2 KO0 1 I A 52 100 3 0 AN AR
(Y, 75 W2 X 22 0 2 1) i P B AR A = B A T A
BRI (B8R4, 2015), I 9 Bk 112
A5 B o DIF K56 nT LU DU A [ 25 i 32 0 & 7E
[ —3 H RS RS2 S, BB TR k%
PRREUAN, A2 B e i 40 255 B AR T 100 H
IR o A DR TIE I 56 R 35, A fof A HTS WA 7
HANG A2 D AR, 75 2817 DIF Kuik .
JCHTHESE & & B Wald Gt EK K DIF i, A%
VP2 A g i e AN B MO0, SR AFsE
X F Wald et e 56 DIF B () — 284 R0 %
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W, FAEP LR PSE. W, Hou 58 A (2014)LL K&
T ARG N QOB 5T & B Wald Siitmss
FETE— R AE I 02 ik i 7] &, Li A1 Wang (2015)
(R RALATE 5T 30 & B, HF 5% o BT I ) LCDM-DIF
DL Wald 4t i1 7264 Ff MCMC 3 A 5 R IR
—RES RS . ARF5ER A Hou 58 AL Li 5§
NG BT P 0[] S5 45 Pl A AL R R, 3 2 2
S EZIEHR T Wald Gt s E A2 F5E
o B, AT ARBIFEEE R Wald 4t
TR E DTk T DIF BF5% b — 1 R ST
H ) Wald GEiHR KK DIF B — 284 R0 %
AR X — 2 ), HoA E RS E L,
5.1 Wald it E7E4858 DIF B A9—8$E8iRITHIZR
R E B BEE I RTEE T, ARG R RE IR
U B IR T 20 A1, TR, & A — A s il R 1
X RSB AT () 230 T 56 18 I 1 S 3 PR KO o AT
e A kY Wald Geit i sk oA X
—HRHE, ZE R LR B, ASHIFSE B — 2 iR
il I8 g M A3 WS E 1) 0.05 X — i 2 K
e, I, FRATIAHTE Hou 45 A (2014)) Bz T 5iAR 4
ANQOIMYWFFE =Y Wald G8i T — 258 1Rk
IR, S B AN 2 B AE AR AL T sk ni o i
), ASHFFE X — 25 S W s i B T 4 Wald
Gt AEAS T A R TR R B [R]85, % FIA 0
WAL IS B R —E ESIER . 5ok,
XFF MCMC S 5451177, MMLE/EM HA 28 5
AN FERTE SR, ARWEIE TR 2 Y Wald
SGiit i E 2T MMLE/EM, Wik, AR5 ALE
HERWBLEE X, 1 TS Wi i A
FEE IR L,
5.2 Wald Ziit 7425 DIF RTS8 h
MR IANGE T o  — 2SR R R R A AT Y
P W8 B 0 K, 4% R ORAIrEE % &
T3 A~ T L [A] R Y A TS W 56 v i 15 H
FE1E DIF B}, X —Ztit ik G 75 A &b 46 246 A 7 AE
DIF ()RR kB ek, Hidk 4 5& 6
25 R, Al LLR BAEREA B KB (N = 1000), 2
5 i) Wald Geit it fE K25 DIF B I Ge i H A 50 1 34
B I 0 8 T REAS B ELB/NE(V = 500) 9 GE 1A 56
J1o I, ARWFFE @ IAE N ] Wald GEit i iE4T DIF
R 06 A Bt i, G SR AR LR BB I GE TR T, I
PRIER R IREAEE . 4 Hou %5 A(2014) % FE, HAHF
FEHFITERAE Wald Geitmit o=, &S558
BORIZMK, B, 7RG R 5 T R e, b ]

KT PR T, By R Wald
et Y Ee oA BY iR 2 09 -RO7 40 A B RS
fERITE, mTHIFAR Wald Goit it 5E =t
1) — R R R IR S R A ANFEAE DIF (5 H
PEARFI N AFAE DIF, TS5 A T 5, ]
iR A EE A 7 SR TR Y AN AE DIF i H i
Wald GE 1 2 7E BRI 25205 10,000 YRASALLAY
LU0 A, ARG I RS 0 AT I B, Sk
THE Wald Geit s rIgeitsss /), XFhitar L m R
PRAUE T A0S 50 25 R B B s i A SE P, HE AR
PSR AT A EYE, Rk, X HEAF B AW R
REEE — PR SE R i Y 7 58 - A2 Hou 45 A(2014)
28 A7 S EA B 1 3ENE A ZE AT S,
PRI LIRS 45 R B — 2%, il e s
XIRIRATT A, SR R H R 2 iR J7
A IS EPTIF R R MR 45 5 Hou A
(2014) M55 — it 5 )y U ke R B A TR i iy — B,
XL BB A (] 42 1 FR WY, ASBIF 58 T 0 ) A T80 S 1
Wald Gttt i1 55 5 AT MR B T SRR
53 LKUEHMIMIRAE

AR CENE S ET, £ EM FkESR
T —AME A Wald GeitRaoitE R, L
THE A A5 R0 Hb R AS 56 DA 012 Wi 46 Hh Rl BB A7 72 1 DIF
WH, U BT de 1a Torre (2009, 2011)
e PAE B RE 75 1A Wald Seit i o A
14 NIR R Z5 5, PRI, AR CR A T Hou 8 A
(014)IBFFT T, 8 25 X )y =Xk B A
F% AT A GHE Y Wald Bt T 78 K 56 DIF s HLAT 1
B T AR SR . BRI, SRR E T AR LA T
JUDT AT RS o . B G, FEAR R/ T Wald
Soitaf EE g, F, J5EsE b al DU A
WEFE BT Wald Seit 2 %485 — I R 4T DIF 1Y
some; HR, HETROESE kR ] DINA B35 /2
B DINA YRR BIREAA, AF5E 455 e
EHE, WD) DINA BB, A A Wi
A Wald G i1 H LAKE 5 DIF B 6 81, 2 —A>
w A B EMBIF T . B TAIEGE TR A 1 2
T LCDM B AUFEA T 29 M 145 19 DINA #2584, [ I,
TR AT, 56 =, ARWF5E iR 0 55
H¥ce R 30, HZ& A h 2, EARDH
B T DL AR 52 00 5 B AT, Wald Geit i
R BLLAEAR I 5C T S50, AR A RIS Wk 1Y
W, BR T Wald G it v LLiEAT DIF K50 2 A6, 4
— S H ALY STt ] LR AT DIF K256 (Li, 2008;
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Stinbiil & Siinbiil, 2015, July), F4X HRTHTIT R,
Wald Gt 7ER 50 DIF i, B —se oAb g ih & i
ANHA W, B, 725N R G 5rh, X
DIF #5535 77 3 AR B S, AR AT 52 4 1 Q1

6 45t

ASBIETE TR R Y Wald Gt TR
Tk, N2 W B ATEAE DIF BH I, A5
RLAF 9 — SRR R, RERS BN i ff e T e
BOE IR F MK, RIS IARIZ S 0 DINA B,
et Wald ZEdH AR A S 2 f9R D500 45 AE
INHISWHN G R A7 DIF i, Bl Wald Siit-ithg
UEUERHAT R S I AFAE DIF RITH o ARWTSE AR
RIFEAFXS T Wald GEit iy — SRRz il 5 e
GEIS Y IR S . 53 h, ATHEBUAAE
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Abstract

In cognitive diagnostic models (CDMs), differential item functioning (DIF) refers to the probabilities of
success of an item being different for examinees with the same attribute mastery pattern in the groups. The
detection of DIF is an important step to ensure the fairness and validity of results from CDMs for all groups.
Hou et al. (2014) proposed that the Wald statistic can be used to detect DIF in CDMs. Unfortunately, their results
revealed that the Wald statistic based on the information matrix estimation method developed by de la Torre
(2009, 2011) yielded inflated Type I error rates. However, Li and Wang (2015) found that the Type I error rates
of the Wald statistic in which MCMC algorithms were implemented were slightly inflated in their study under
the same conditions. In this study, we proposed an improved Wald statistic based on the observed information
matrix for DIF assessment. As a general demonstration, we took the log-linear cognitive diagnosis model
(LCDM; Henson et al., 2009) as an example.

In this simulation study, in order to compare the results with previous studies (e.g., Hou et al.,2014; Li &
Wang, 2015), we followed the simulation design used by Hou et al. (2014), except that we implemented the
observed or cross-product (XPD) information matrix in the Wald statistic computation. Parameters set in the
studies were: the test length at 30, the number of attributes at 5, and the maximum number of required attributes
for an item at 3. Binary item response data were generated from the DINA model. Three sets of true item
parameter values were considered (g; =s; =.1,.2,0r.3) for the reference group. Two DIF sizes: .05 and .10,

and two types of DIF: uniform and nonuniform, were manipulated. Two sample sizes were considered, 500 and
1,000. Each condition was replicated 1000 times, and the estimation code was written in R (R Core Team, 2015).

The simulation results showed that: (1) for the relatively discriminating items, Wald statistic had accurate
Type I error control when the observed information matrix was used in its computation. However, when the slip

and guessing parameters were large (s; = g; =0.3), the Type I error control was slightly conservative. (2) When

the XPD information matrix was used for the computation of the Wald statistic, the Type I error control was
conservative; that is, the performance of the observed information matrix was better than the XPD information
matrix. (3) The number of attributes required for success on the item did not have a notable impact on the Type I
error control of Wald statistic, irrespective of whether the observed or the XPD information matrix was used for
the statistic. (4) The power rates of Wald statistic for detecting DIF increased as the sample size increased.

We conclude that our improved Wald statistic provided follows asymptotically a chi-square distribution
with degrees of freedom equal to 2, for DINA model. The improved Wald statistic is a useful and powerful tool
for DIF detection in CDMs.

Key words Wald statistic; differential item functioning; cognitive diagnosis model; observed information
matrix; cross-product information matrix



