IBH InEIEH

—TOEFL - TOEIC FOD{LHEHIH—

Principles and Selected Applications of Item Response Theory

"Abstract )

KKE

AFTIE, feko WL s A NEG | ORES 2L, Lo [HELEER ] OXEKNEZ 2B+ 4. N
HELTE, 1. [TAMNMREOAREGE] & LT, WHEE, HSAEH7, logit score DEM, 2. [HHAYT A MG

LLT, ERETV, FEE

w4, 3. [HHIE

Bl L LT, ZORE, 7V, NEMOGENZ E2 ) B

%12, 4. [TOEFL - TOEIC % «@(ﬁﬁﬁj L LT, EbE@EIni s A b, CAN-DO statements, & B 7 %&klﬁ

HIBE B ORI O FA % i

F—T— KT 2 H?Eﬁm, IEE[B%?EE%%,

1. 77X MERADOARE:E

1.1 7R MNORHEEE

TR 130 2, 6,000 DL b o RFETHH S
T\ 5 TOEFL (Test of English as a Foreign Language)
K60 A, K450 TAIC L o> TZEBREN T2
TOEIC (Test of English for International Communica-
tion) % B % - FE i L Twv 5 » &, K E O ETS
(Educational Testing Service) T&H 5. LT OH LI
Z® ETS T7 A MFZEOHLEIRE Z K72 L, 2000 4
2 A5 HIZEL 517 Frederic M. Lord &\ 9 /D
FEEOFOIHTH 5.

Proportion of correct answers in a group of examinees
is not really a measure of item difficulty. This propor-
tion describes not only the test item but also the group
tested. This is a basic objection to conventional item

analysis statistics. "

TAMHHOWREE I ED L H I L TROLNT NS
DIEH D2 100 LDOZERETNT, 2095 85 AN

ALETIR, OHE CUFEE) AR ERER LER], OF%
i Fmﬂ"lﬁiﬁﬁ{uﬂﬂ;uﬁﬂlj, QRS [Ty A4 7 axF 1 7EFER
WENY FTy 7] 12#ESEHELZH L TBY, [Item Response
Theory, B&FRIRT) | (% ERE@IZHE > T [IHH RIS J ELTWBD,
AR CEFEOMLICL Y [HALEHER] ciBfkL 2.
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logit score, Ak, WILH T A, ZE 5

EML72SE1E, COREEIZ0.85THY, &L
%k%ﬁéﬂé@ﬁﬁﬁf%é bL, 3B5%L»IEM
TELhoBGEITE, LWHEEBRENS, Th
bk N TZFEE®.#F@ Z0LEHT, BEZHE
FEMICB &éﬁnﬁmﬁék%xfiw@téo#,t
W DR OMEIGETH L. FOEGIE, TAMEH
DZELETTIREL, 7R P ENLZEBREERIZONT
DERLFELTVEDTIZZWVRLEVIDTHS. [
HETYH, ZBEERAILEDLNE, FOREEEIZED -
T2 TH5H. COREREIL, ChETTbTE
72BN T ARARN % SGREBEERT 25D TH 5.

1.2 BREEEN

TA MR E IV DRTVDE b DIE, TR Mk
OFO [#OOEHICIEH L720] vy Z e e iiEr
LTRoOLNTWE, T, TIEEHIZED CHEE]
(NRS : Number-right Score) ZIFIENTWV2EHDTH
OO F 7 [FEE] (raw score) & BTN TW5D.
LaL, ZRPMCT A MFRE LTHRIRTE 5 b 0N
BHHEDH) DI, ZTONRS BREZDZ L vwbh
Ty, BREMELZOD? LW GERIZEZ AT L3
THHEETH 5.

NEEBICHES KRR 1, BO0HEBIZIEMR L 722
EWVOBEDERITH- T, TN LOERITE > Tw
v, TOZEICEFEALZTEZ S v, ThiE, %
ANa 7T AMDMENEZ/RT 2L L SFEENT RV, 1
MAZ2f2 &), 2603 3L ) ARERTHEARE N
W, 1fi& 2 nEL, 2L 3MEDEIZFELVE
BRSO 2w, 2F ), 3ADELIDERF, FLniwn
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IRFEZ EZIZD VD TH D, L7zh> T, 1550585
HEwoTh, ZNARTRIOKE S1F, EMHICIER
HThsb., I, BMEREDSY 4 7TwziE, [HF
RE| Lhsns, MEREE, KEEES [43%
REEL], XA R 2R8> TR RS, XA,
ek, SEWEET RO [MBRE] 2L T, K%,
MERE, SRR, #ddE o i fEo [WBIRE] 256
B0, ZOHOIHERELEZ LN,

1.3 logit score MEmk

FHD LEDY D2, HUT A M2iTo 284,
RKADT AN TEVEREEZ N> T b 25EE, FHk
HbYDOT AT, THEAEMIHL EVDILTVS,
CHICET A FHBO—2 L LTIE, 1 ¥ AD0MKeHER
% Francis Galton (1822-1911) 28EE L7z, HEH D}
WEIZED 29 &34 [HJaRE] (regression effect)
BRI AH L LWEETH 5.

L2L, B, ZxRiTNELeohnwz id, [EE
IS CEE] O > T AIREORATH L. Bl
&, 100 e vy RIS TR S [TRHIFR]
(ceiling effect) LIFIENTWDEHDOTHSD. 100 LW
I RHIDD B 72012, 100 FABTIE, BlzIE, 1200
BEJITH 100 LoREN, REF@HFATLE) L) 3
LTHAH. ZOMEBIIIE, FEEEMBEEONYE %
Fio [HRRE] T3 228 PRETH 5.

DN/ REX AT NRS Z1E L KR 5729
121X, logit score (In(7/(MS—r)) LIIENTVDLH D
MWEZHLNTWS, 2L, “log odds units” %0 L 72
bOTHY, ZOFEL, XE(4)TRENTVE L)
12, [LOHjits] & 45 1 HHilC#NzH 5. 22T, In
=HRNE, r=FH, MS=@E%mRL, 20 logit
score &, [HIBRE] O Hb, Lard, RAE -
RGN RO DA% 8T 2T %O DTH 5.

BIZIE, F&1TlE, s AL2mLEPR SN WILHE
® NRS % logit score THET &, 0.462 DM LETHAHZ
EOPRCTE L, EBERD 40 H 5 50 HETO 10
D NRS |2 & A1 E AL, logit score T:RDILE, 0.405
LW edynsb, 2F ), NRSTHHLAME
Lo zIlHE %, 10 mbm b LEER & IR T,
BNARR EEHWT 2 D13#EY) TR nwZ &R T X
5. NRS O, ArF ol eThsr il
EMCLTWA, XH(5) THHERTWBE LI, 20

£ 1 NRS & logit

ek I
NRS logit NRS logit
50 0.000 90 2.197
40 —0.405 85 1.735
7 10 0.405 5 0.462

2o, [EFRICES(HA] LEITwEIRER
FEEO—2 ML Twb v L),

2. HHEYT X MEER

2.1 EXRETFI SAE=EE+EE

—HLTHA—OHBEPEONLESNET A MEEOD
[EHME] LIFEN T 5. Ry 2 M EEG (CTT !
Classical Test Theory) D EZPE.LHIX, ZOEFEMEIC
Holbwz b, LT, FTADP [7AMEAE] (test
score) EWVoTWVALHDIF—REALLDPEVS S
CICHET A ME S [T A MR ] OBISEIRMG0
LNz, FOHME L STETNVIZUTOLDOTH S,

X=T+E (1)

X & [7 A MEA] (test score), F 7213, [HIHME,
HEfE] (observed score) EIEIENBLLDTHAH. T
I TEAE] (true score), E & [§87%] (error score)
EIFIENTWA DD THS., 2F ), 7 A MITITEM
ERENLTETCWDL ET S, 29 Lodsmyr 2 M
ST AERIL, ZIEIChIzo TWDE Y, ERHIEIL,
SHK(6) THRENT WD L) IS, FATHIEET IV, K
B e, FRNE, SEEREE o 5 R
(FATroRES, HHOEND, FHHEOGH) 2%
BIFHZENTES,

2.2 TAXAMDEFEE

RN &) DI, FEFICHHICW L, 7 MR
DLEEWETRLTWE. 2F), 5T A MIBITLHE
ANOWEFERO—EHTH Y, FEMERE (reliability
coefficient) TEFDEAVAREINTWVES,

AT 2 MNEERDL {1, FOEEUSEEL Lo
TEZLN TV, T 2 PEGO 15 EHME]
(reliability) & [%E7%7%] (error of measurement) ®
BHE, DToRTEZ o TWw5, [EEERE] 1,
HAED 3 HU ST 5 BUAED O TRENTE D,
BT 2ET VI TOLEBY)THS.

B = (BEoSE) / (BEMEDSHD)
BEO s #i= (BEOS#H) + (HERZED S #D)

LX) IZEOR IO L BIAED 5 & % iy
e 2L, FBEEOBEETERST 5123 &I
2, (BB, HENERDLZ L3 TE L.
ZIT, ZLOFENHESNTETNDD, ZOHT
b, LX) LRI OEETH ML TS 2 ERMERTUE
[7 0>y 7 dO7 V77 4#%] (Cronbach’s Alpha
coefficient) & FEIEN A S DTH 5. 7L WEBEERED
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Kok, BHEMERBOMN, 7 A NEHEKEEEERT
LTI, (7)) EIORENT WA,

2.3 TZXMDOEYM

7 A PDOEBRBBET LV 0lx, T ISV R,
[HELELHELTWB I L%, Z2OT A MHALIZH
ELTWANE) ] ZRETAZLETHEL. TOESE
Wi, L2LAYL, EOLHIZLTERDEILENTE
ZTHHIN? TNFE T, BUME ONFMZ LM,
@HEMERS UV, DR &2 1 1%, ORI 41,
LEHELT, 2OREE, ThEIUT-oTETWD
DHEBTH 5.

JESEYIZIE, 29 LM OZ LM% XE L TR
Weo TWIFS O TEW, LaL, HfETIE, 20
DA DEBETIE R, RYUEMZRE—O &L L
TEZLILVIRNII Lo TETE., 20 LG,
[Standards for Educational and Psychological Testing]
DRI, XHEL(8) TOHMP L IWSENTHE. OF
D, LU, B—ofaThrlwIbiIThs. #
BPEE V) DI, FRNTOFRM S NGRS, RESH
T2 HMIZET 57 A MERORER SN R E Eoft
EXHT LD TELPLEVIIERFDI LEIRL TV
W) ETHA.

3. REWE®ER

3.1 EBERZEROEFH

[T H o425 | (IRT . Ttem Response Theory) (&,
WMo, [ ] (Latent Trait Theory) &I
BENTWLDTHE., ZOHBFDOIERP AL,
Bk(9)TREMN, SCHK(10) T, s 72 BiEm AR A 7 &
n7zbwvwbhTng, 72, IhkidedMrLc, 7
VR=VORFHRORFETHLLWAD L, HE [TV
YaETNV] LT, HHIEHERICHAAT N THRD
NTWwb., INFETTAMORERZEFEHEZRT/-Z L
D—21%, UTOXE12)D%EETHAH. Ziud, b
9, S6AEDFDT LIk 5.

Ability scores are more fundamental because they

are test independent whereas observed scores and

true scores are test dependent.

DF N, ZEEORES) %R T [HEJ)MH] (ability scores)
L) DIE, TNITHMEWT A MR TR TW
A OTEME] 2 TEE] L, B22530THDHE0)
CETHL. BUIMEREMIE, ZBHTATAMILST
EbbLDTHAH., ROBTFER S RWESIZ, [%
B9 57 A MHAE L2 WREDEICTHRITIE R 5 2wy,
LWV ETHD.
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#F2 CTT & IRT DLE#R

I W 2 MRS | HE A EE
TA MRS | EFREE 1IN
SR 7 A M HAE BIFL 2w

TH H ZEEEMKE KL W
HEORERE | ZERE R FZEREMAT
AL - CAT | 0 T K T RE

COMED, HHILEHROMEZRT SO TH 72
7%, AT A b B S HEIOE PR 2 L T E
AT ETE, R2DXHITh5.

3.2 EF IO~

AT A MERICHVW ST D [EERICIESC
fFrl 12id, Z<ORRPEONL. BIZIE, NRSH
BJBHTHo e, FORKEIE, ZBE DR IMLw
WO HOD, Tk b T A MENIEEICEH L 2o 72h
SBROPDVGHEHRNEN) T ETHE., Lizd->T,
COTODOUEFE, I EWEELZYDEEL THREITE 5
EORFEPLIETH o7z,

ZZT, IFEFICHBICWRIE, BED%E 0, THHRHE
b, EHWERE P L LIGE, P=0—b DRI
VA LEHRSRTNI LS o7z, REAIEA
RS &) b RE T, EEMERITE. #2, HE
WEEEEAE ) & 0 R&E UL, IEEERIIEC 25 v
IR ERTETVRRDO NI -OTH L. 72, il
HIRAR7z L )12, BHORIERIRARIRE % L,
HRKICREN A KT E DL L) IBAEH VL R LD
D LETH o 72,

A GRRGTOREER, RO L) RETUDHESINT-D
ThHb. T, Ou VA7 1 v 7 ET I (logistic model),
@RI T 7 (graded response model), @E R
£ 7 )V (partial credit model), D% FIL % € 7 IV
(nominal response model), 7 & Tdh 5.

T, ZoOHb, UVATFA v I EFILDOAREL
D EIFTHB. 4, (P)% probability ;| IEAHER, Cexp)
1% exponent . (RIFED)IEEL, <(0) 1L theta : FEJI/NT A —
%, <a) ¥ item discrimination parameter . JH H 4l JJ
NF A =%, <b)lZ item difficulty parameter . JH H &%
JEXT X =%, L) 3BT v ¥ AREEIST X — 5
pseudo-chance-level parameter (Wb W 5, [ TH=
N A— %] guessing parameter), <D)IdREMREL
scaling factor = 1.7, Z/R$TdD LT 5. LHL(13) TZ
DT LI ENTELD, L{fEbhbETIVI,
DFDEHI%dbDTHS.

1 RNFRA—FUIVRATA v IETI
IPLM : P=1/(1+exp(— (6—0)))

C2 O RNFA—FUVRATA v IETI
2PLM : P=1/(1+exp(—D%a%* (6—0)))
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-3 NRFGA=FUVATA v IETFI
3PLM : P=c+ (1 —¢) % (1/(1+exp(—D*a*
(6—0))))

3.3 AEMDFA

IRT DO RS EEZFHHO —DI1%, AL
(invariance) &N TVWAELDTH AL, T HHIZW
Z 1%, test-free person measurement, 2 F 1) & A 75
ofzT A MEHWTYH, Kl RETRESEIE AT RE
ThHhhbEWVH) T L THbH., HIZ, sample-free item
calibration, 2 F ) KA SZERELFICERK L TD, H
HYFEICET A EOELZROL I EDITELEVH
LTHhHb. CTT TRRIOAREERDZ LIEATRET
Hotz. L2L, IRT CEHEZOREWEREOZ LHTE
ILCHRELRDTHA ) 5 ?

CITIE, BHMSEMIC LAV E IS, kb HHZ
IPLM WA 2L ET5. 4, DT AMNeEL 72
L, ROT—=F%RDDLIEPTEIZLT A,
CFESITFALV—F 6 —3.000, —2.500, —2.000

P . 0.119, 0.182, 0.269

VAR VA7 e ] 2.000,  2.500,  3.000

P 0.953, 0.971, 0.982

IRT DREN DI E VS BRE LT H IRV 2B L[ T
b, TOTFAMI—FEDOWEEEINT A —F Z{EOT L3
TEDLDEBIET A0, BlI2lk~72 IPLM O£ 7
VBT HE, ROXIIH5.

In(P/(1—P))=1% (6—0) (2)

TR V=7 TLRDEHOBEZRED T — & %4
&, m(0.119/(1—0.119)) = (—3.000—b)
b=—1.000
7 V=7 CTORDENOEHZRED T — & %A
5 &, n(0.982/(1—0.982)) = (3.00—b)
b=—1.000
2F Y, BAVEVZBREEITY, BEHPRVZER
FHEMTY, 7= 72 IRT DEFNVIEAS L T,
THHWNEERE/SS X — 713 —1.000 £ Zb 5§, NEMZ
RO LIITMRETH B, EALRLZ T AN EHVT
b, LBORE L TRIMENTHETH S Z L DI D,
INERUFETHRETH 5.

4. TOEFL - TOEIC &~NiEH

4.1 ZEibE&@EERT 2 b
F—D%)) - BE % B b2 BgEEc, Beb7A
FCHIET ABEICIET A MRS H WIS REIC 72

LI HEREZ ZTNI RS R, ZOHEE, T
A S E D [%1b] (equating) EMFIENTWEH DT
»HbH. CTT Tld, 9 L7-MEIIMHRT S LidHmo
TH#ETH 575, IRT TIlE, THETH L. TOHEHIE,
HHEFEEAEL, BY 2 ZBE R L3Ik s
L5 TH5LH. FIZIE, BBIFFEHEDZBRT LT A ML
WBMSZIZRD B 2 EDWREZP O THD. LIz > T,
B o/zT7 A ML TH, HEFEED D> T
5O THIUL, ZEHE ORI —ORE FIALER
AZENTRETH 5.

B2, IRT # iU, [y ¥a—y@oks 2 -
(CAT . Computerized Adaptive Testing) %479 Z & 7%
WHETHH. COFAME, I ¥a—FEERAY
74 vEBLTTAMAHZIRL, T—F—-FPovy
2w HWTAT - 720 %5012, RS2 ERE DR )) %
ETAHDTHAH., LT, HHT—irb, ZEBEOHE
JIKHEIZH L 7-THH 2RO, ZNnERL, MEsSE5
CLILL o TEHBEDRINEZET LV EDTH S,

PDLEoZA toFH L, TOEFL & TOEIC TIlXEEIZ4T
b TWw5h, CAT 2B L Tl%, Computer-Based
TOEFL O Listening & Structure D5 THIH S LT w
5. L2 L, 347D Internet-Based TOEFL (2B W TlZ,
MR HEOFE I BT 5 3 v ¥ o — 7 F R, o
REESERIHE 2 50 MEEN, FoREL ML,
CAT OFIHIZ H THEEMB OBKTH 5.

4.2 CAN-DO statements

HDHTAPTIDLBEVWDHETHo2L ) L
&, FHliORMED—D1213 %5, LrL, ZOZBED
REN TRV o 72T E L DN L) 2 LI L TIE
HOEATREY, 22T, 2OTFANTIOHETHNR
X, 2IVITENTELTHAI LV T aFllT
%720 OH WM E 2K L Wb IFTH A, CAN-DO
statements (¥, ¥ D722, Common European Framework
of Reference for Languages, H ARJEFEME 2 D Pk 7
E, B OFANTIHEE LTRY EIFshTw s HIH
TH5b.

TOEFL |28 L T, BAEAITHN TV % TOEFL iBT
T X, Z @ CAN-DO statements (&, competency de-
scriptors &V ) KL TR SN TV A, ThE, ZBE
DOHCHHbEiZ L LTHER I TWS, ke LTo
HEJJ1L, Overall Language Competency Descriptors @ %
NZFNIZE LT Score levels (0-120) 7, S5 T L 12X
G, ENENOER TR - 72841, very unlikely,
unlikely, borderline, likely, very likely @ 9 & & 4L12
BCTIFFEL2%E/RLTWA. TOEIC IZBI L TIE, 3Tk
(1) ETHHE SR TS, T, REOMZER R,
THR(I5) ICZ DR E L Z LN TES.
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4.3 HEIEADHRE

» B ARENFE SNIHE, TNERELrED %
PETHIENEETH L., TONHEEHKE (standard
setting) 2 BHZEIE, FAE T TRV,
SAEITOMEICHET R0 EAVIE, BHET LW, #
Db T L F o TWDEFTO WL CH(16) TH 5
B, ZOHT, FFIFEHEZBT W20, TLBDIH
1| (Bookmark Method) ETFIENTWAELDTH 5.

COFFEORFEEIC L B, XA IR s 5
B, ESHEES, FANMEHEMTIC [LBY] 28
LZEIE>THEIREZZEDDLIDTHY), FI0b,
[LBOHEEE] OXMPET NI W2 D, ORI,
OIEDDREETIIR S N o 72 [H B ISR OF H
%, ¥, BFLI e TEL. OBBOGE S EZRET
% Z EHNRE, QIBEHEFINIEE T b ILEHESEAIHE T,
WENOBETHRIHT A 2 LATThE, O ElFEIIfmD
TFLT 5 2 L2HE, ®FT A NEEONEDS, 43Em
PREDIEEICO T E L) 2L THB.

T A MEHTEDOREDIEERN D Y25 % Bkt
OHBIZHE L2 HWT 5200w 2 &1L, DT
BURRVERETH 5 4 R ERIE R TSV 5 T LI,
0.67 DIEEMER % XT3k TH5H. Lal,
FOWA, EDXD R OZBEDIESHEREIEL T
WEDP? EDLERZHHEOEINIIE ) LI5KRD 5
CLENUFETHH )N ? T LIiEEOMIICD, HE
IBEHERIMOTHEN 252 TIN5,

29 L7IEE MR 2 RO G O BE OFF O &6
[ZDOWTIE, A8 IC I UL, ko2 Eedwz b, D
F0, IPLMTIZ, BEERAOEF NV ELEHT S &, 0=
P/ (1—P)+bkhb. LihoT, PZ0.67%T
LHEk, 0=0.708+b&%b. O2FV, ZEEED0.67
DERTIDEBINMIEH ICIEMR T 5 720 E R hE
2, MEOWEEE LY 0.708 1Y v PAREVWETH B &
Wy Z kil hb, T, 2PLM T, KO ETFTLVE
T B &, <O0=n(P/(1—P))/(1.7%a)+b) L 72 5.
P=0.67, a=0.5-35%%L, 6=0.708/(1.7%0.5)+b &
b, L72ooT, MEOWEELD 0.833 Yy MK
EWEDS LB RGeS & e B, 3PLM T, A0 EF
VEZERT B L, O=m((P/(1—P)) % (1—c)—¢) /(1.7
ka)+ bbb, P=0.67, a=2.0 ¢=0.30
BaE, 0=m((0.67/(1—0.67) % (1—0.3)—0.3) /(1.7
*¥2.00+b&%b. Lo T, MEOKREE LD 0.034
0Yy PREWENLELRENE V) 2Lk 5.

DiED X9 IR BERBEII D% KD L 72D DEERET
VOO H L, 1PLM KO 2PLM (2B L T, 3k
(19) % 20) IZIRENT VB, ZDEBO M 7 B2 )
IRENTWZRW, LarL, ZOEMBomfE L, HEIDE
FEFMAO-0I2h, MO TRELEREZFOLD L
ZAbib,
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