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o E T — 2 ORTEHEOIEICEI L ¢, order analysis & BRFHH OB X177 - T\ 5,
iz —RFoBE L CRFOBAFROVWT ThZh HEREEOH LXK, &, /)
B R RIATLT — 20 FRFROE IOV, Krus & Bart (1974) 0Fk, B X
o Cliff (1977) © Cu & Cis %\ 7= Reynolds (1981) oFEw# @A LR, Krus
& Bart OFEL Co #AVEHRRT — 2 ORTFHEL R LA LRRTEIeh 2 120,

Cis #IBWEFERTRCOF— 21y P ORFHEEL 70 EFRECRBLC SV SRR
#EBT5, Ll Cs SRTFHETHELS 5B E IR > RFORTFARMZEAIT
ERZ LB EEIND, ok Krus & Bart ok s Cu AV HELRFEEY
R CcEicmotcBme LT, BEMCEEE NELUL TV 285 =20HA R~
KRIETHoT b LTHFOLEBEFRYERTEY, BEEEI FECRRIHETIE
HARTLTTHHE L1 bLTREBEFREREELCTWEARSLZ1LELL TS, Zh
i3 order analysis ¥\ 2EARMEETLH P, Wise 2 Krus & Krus (1980) 2345
BT5X 5020 EHXRBCESH B VIEEETS L\ 5 BBk proximity rela-
tions A DMIC 5 FLEVRALC EN SBOFELI VX5, Eie, Wise &
Tatsuoka (1986) (X EEEEE b9V E T 52 L8 X » T, order analysis & R4
FORRBFEBEC—HTHZEERL T D,

6. BHERKER (IRT 530\ IEBERHHEER CEI(HE

“MEF — 2 HBDBE, HABAOBEBEENE I ~OEIRMETH Y 1 OHE { ITHL T
F&3 AR Bt thi (item characteristic curve) Py(f) 1, BERMEN—K
TOBETEEBOER 7 2 s 2 HETHH AL, R 7 H2WITKX B) TRI b,
R(MDIEZRTAERCRAT 4 v 7EFA, KR Q) B3A~FA2EHRE (BH 34—
7)) =FALEER, RED a;, by ¢ XEFRLHEH i OFF, REE, BRES
(guessing) DR ETEHE T 2 2 ThHb, ¥R (7)) O D FERTZOERLTD
LE, R ERQ® DERFIEALFALT, 0 D&BRiIchic->T 0.01 EDEIAET
eI Nb,

P0)=Ci+(1—Ci)[1l+e 22020 (m 27 4 v 7 Hif§) (7))
a (0-bp 1
PO=CH1-C)\  h—e iz (-7 i) (8)

-0

ZHEDEEB 7 2 20D c(guessing A5 2 %) KO0 LRELTETAR2RFAXET
A ERRER, FOEBEEEEER 7)), RO »b CG+1-C) OFIRETEERGIK
THEHIND, Ehcw 0 LR TRITRL, BHHAF 22 aDERLTEDHEAD
BAULTHDEELDETALL AT A ZEFTAHDH VL BEED ZHNCBHA T Rasch
=FAEPER, FOEBEEHEIR (), R @) 15 CG+(1-C) O#paLazlh
BLWiRTER SRS, 20 L3 hk—%kTD IRT = F Lkt ERME R,
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RFTHSIOERETH Do RFTST & 13 Lord & Novick (1968) ic X yuif [+ D ei: 12
GHHE—DEELEF TH-C, HBREDLDME brIIEEEAE OEB 2T &
WOBKRTIVFARE->TLED | EWVIRMET, EERICEBEREY —EOHEIE
EBLIcL ERERBDOEE i ~DOEZ LEHE j ~OEEIHIHITIIIIC/LSD & 5 BIRT
Db .
BEDXS5%—KRED IRT 2 FAREIET A+ F— 2 D—KRTHERFHET 5 fodD
ERWLHER, F—2rebs#mT IRT 25024 CRDTFOEFADEB AT 2
EBIOGEHRE T 2 20 OWEELXRD, ThireFrRERALTESNSER
EEBRLBUEELOAVHDVIIHEESOES % summarize §5 2 L Thb, 7ok 2
EHEEI N 0 DERE SO THREY W OLOBIAHEL, FECOWTKEROE
BB ohicEERE, Buie IRT sF A0 bFRINIEEREZRETHEVSF
B X {fHibh b, Wright & Panchapakesen (1969) i3, HE Dt » = FAICHE L
THRLIELTRI—RER A RTEMTHH E LTS, BRI OREAEHE L
Bl& LT, Lord (1953) 3k 2B AKEOHBRE L TN CEOHLT, Wik b HBK
HNTHEELHITTHENE I LERETHIDE ¥ ErRD, 2ORRLILY ¥ 4
M52 Le2FAL CRIBLOREXARD HELREL T 5,

7. ¥ & &

DERRTECI R, RELDWILT A FO—RITHEDIMHCEH 5 HiizEictk
BADBEND DL Z Lok, LBLEDORTEDHENRDL T SR TV ENIEDNT
1%, Stout (1987) H#EHML TV 5 X 5 KOBREFZE O T —FK Lic RFEN e, EBE
HSELDOANEHRIREFELLZVERLTCVWBHDTHS, ZORRKOBEAIL, “h¥ T
ALABREDOHEN LN ENDIIE» GIHELXEBREL Tl L LR L S I,
—RITERE LD DBERD Y, ThIEFT—RIGHE &\ 5 BEESI AR HRE T
WZERIBDTHH S, LA L0 bT—RITEDREMIL, —FTik IRT ok
RREDMBEBRD 7D, FIfF TIIRENHE 2 5 XX ERPYEH DB L 5 BT,
LORBEEDNFECH D THE, TheBikT 2 —20K kL, Thihii—RIk%
PS5 B BRI LA kT, 22 CERINBEEO—KRITHIC T 5 iR ik
PRHWEZETHA S, te i IRT oA REDOUHRMLEHB CTHIIE, F— 205
DBE—KRTHTHIIE (BDVRERTHTRIFIIE) TF 445 2 2 DIF LUHEEN
WEED &\ S HEE D robustness OB SO HEEX RS LAY, FRERMO—)k
T 7P By RV 2 2B chiul order analysis, —k TCRIRBRR O 1=
DEEEOEZDEHSENTCHANERFAFNHENBITHS 5, £D—FT, HE
R ELIIES T I CHIEBECLTWALEEECH AT, BRc—RITHREIXRELL
CTRYURREL VXD EW) REWNHEL 55, &2 XA L 5 BR% AR
BDERE-RTER L LDREL RBDOTHD, LHLIDI I IRENEYLLRET
RN WS ETHRVWTHA S, LEHEORECEA—IRC, ThxER+5HEE



ZEF — 2 e ES L REO—RITH: O i 0 Hk: 147

(XIR AR TR AR EOHBREC L OLWEL TR Y, HIBEBEIED
S TUBDOIHYTHED, COIOIRELLLHIBETSRTHTHDERECHL
T—RILETHET D Z L, RRMEEEINE IR TLZ E8EBBEINLD,
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