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— 5T, NT 4= AFEMOMEE LT, B
EDFEENFEMEB /8T + — < ¥ AEEO K2R <
WAES 5 EAHER SN T & 72 [5]~[14]. Z ORE% #
BT BFEO—D2L LT, W, Gl L REOE
INT A =8 BTG LB S E T VOSSR E S
nTws (eg.,[6],[7], [11]~[13]). ZhHOEH K
EFN Tl E & RRE O 2 R L CRBRE O
RENZHEETE 5720, RHOEFERTIH LV o7z
72 A5 RTALE S He TR RS BE 2 B M 2 AY AT RE & 7
% [6],[7], [11],[13]). ZD 7@, HEDNT =<
FHES BT, INHDETIVOFER LA E I
FENTWA[14)].

)y, BHEOFMBGE T, B4 ZHE I2HEMHS
NTBEBNTF—~< VAT A POFRE T 5
S AR LIELIREL 5 [15],[16]. 0 &5 RBEIC
HHEKIBETFT LV EFHT 5 720120%, e DT A M
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W LB ENDEFININT A —F &[5l —RE I
BT 5 L] LR 5.

S, NT =R VAT AMNEENT L0121
SR - TE - RO HAET A L) ILK T A
bR EETT 2 LED B B [12), [16]~[18]. EARMICIE
ZEE B - B O=20MD) b, "ol E®
HZDOWTHEI G A TEDL LI T A M EERTT A
WEN DL [16],[18]. 72721, HmZBEFHELL
7 A MigER R, Bk o REEHE OB E
WREOYEPEE 2 b0 [19], —fI2iE, HmET
filigg & IWREE W THEEAT) SEEE LWV E
N3 [16),[18].

ZOLE, FLPEREICITZ A, il
& SLEE O KT AKF T B [18]. — i@
FEAliE & B E A 1T E S Lo Rk R T
S, L L, J@arlis o8 sris om a8
o¥gMEGI &R L, LBREHRORINIIEENE
DREFIZE DT A POBEERTOERLE 2015
(e.g.,[20],[21]). L7=%5> T, FEEEMICIE, @S
WA ML DD, T& AR HmaEE L Fomar s
WLRLBBE)ICTF AN R T AL EEL
5.

L, SNET, EOREOL@HE & Il
HE AT TSR E R ELATTRE & % 5 36 A
IZSNTZ %h o7z, Linacre [18] 1%, T4 %% bk
JERASD 720 IR T D 5 oIl G & LoD
WSV IETH b EIRRT VB A, T DHHEEE
BT BT EN TV AW, 72, FEXT A b
CTEH RGBS @ L 758 0% b IC BT 558
1TEE (e.g., [19],[22]~[27]) Tl, LOREDILE
WA DLIETH B 0E, ZEE ORISR BRE L,
INT A=Y OWETEREE 5 SRS H I L2 BIEL T
Wh, ZDIEDNL, RTF—< VAT A FDEALIZ
EOFLEE DI BIE & LB L ETH b (1,
ROBRIARAGFT 5 L FHTES.

(1) %7 A OB - Gl - R ORI 3A

(2) BB - G - REE

(3) 7—%DKRHHE

(4) FHTHIEEGET IV
ZZT, TR EFRAT AEHE BT T VG
T X =5 OIEREITR S BET L7720 (6], (7], Lk
DFATIIFED I & FAUIE 2B 2 52 5 L3
T&5%.

D EoBEE2 5, RiFgecld, HHKCHR 23D

=
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{8 T 5 =<V AT A bO%AL % FlEHE & 3wt
BEHCTUTY) AR, LRLo 4 ZERAELR
52 BB 50 L, ZOREIESNT, &k
JE 7 SRS L B 7 Sl AT & S E OB E B S 2
2T 5. BARMICIE, BRLo 4 B @R -
BB E LR D OO E LRI T 52 I 2
L= a YERET). TOGHERED LI, KE
HWOBESRMNT LN, ERE RSB EE 2 53k
FPAE R & S EARE R T L, FOMMEEIRT.

2. NT74—-XCAFHET — %

K7 TIE, 74—~y AFTHINLETF—F
U#k, X74+—x A#EieZ={1,...,1} 12
Tor%EE e T ={1,...,J} DT F =TV RIZ
FiiE r € R ={1,..., R} #5255l 7 T) —
ke K={1,.... K} DEFLLTRDLIHIIEE
5.

Uz{l'ijTGK:U{—l}‘iEI,jEJ[/‘ER}.

ZIT, zye € KIE, E ST 25T j 08
T A =< Y AFHIE r 52 5 T T — 2k
L, ziyjr=—11KHFT—% ERT.

F70, BEONRT +—< v AT, FHE O
WEAHEZERRET 5 72012, \4 OFfict 54 125
ZOFMEEEY) BT TREEZTDLDELZENS
W [12], [16], [17]. BRI, 4 OX G 2 B ORHiE
ZED MTE T U, FlERT T A (Rater
pair design) &IEENS [17]. 22T, FHliEXRT T
YA OB ZR1TITRT. £1TlE, Frvrvx—7
IR ENTMEITIRE T~y AT A L2 KL,
ZEAEPTII R T — 7 2T, £ 1 oBITIE, B2,
M1 ICBIT AT 1 O T —< v AR EHEE 1
E2NERE L, SEE 2 DT —~ v ARG 3
EADPTRET A EERLTVA, FHEERT 7Y A
YORHIZEY, BTONRT §—< v AR 4L TOHT
EHHRET BYA L R T, Bl O S A E

£ 1 FHEHART FHA 2O

Table 1 An example of rater pair design.

T 1 T 2 A 3
FEEE |1 2 3 1 2 3 4 2 3
ZHE1| v v v v v
ZEH 2 v v v v
ZHE 3| v v v v
ZEH 4 v v v v v
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WZHER S D .
AWFFETIE, TOLHIHOENDB T + —< ¥ AGF
fi7—% U ICHEAKeEmr AT 2%2 5.

3. IEERICER

THH ROe# 5 (Item Response Theory: IRT) &
i, av¥a—% - FAT4 v 7OERELE LD, &
FEfk 4 B CEMEAED SN TV A KHET V%
w7 A MEFO—>Tdh 5 [28]). IRT T, SHR
HOT A MHEANOKIL %, SZEE O LEHH 0%
A (REEE R 22 &) TERESNLHMERET IV
T#EBIT 5. IRT T3, HEDRME L ZERE ORI %
DEEL TR S TE L0, B ZHEAFEICEE
L7z2Bpamone) %, MEHE ORERLNE IR
FTH—RELTHETES. $7:, 7AMRHEHHOH
TEREE %, NG BRI R v T B
DRSO E LTRHETE 2FA b HT 5.

O &) RS, IRT I, WICH T A b %Y
TANHEHER G EOBIEDT A P HEOREFEL L
T, THHLEEMR ERBEO D2 TH D IT /XAKR—
SR [29] R0 R MR RS [ 3t FH BB it AP A A L & %
BRRSEE BaART O L ABR [30] 212 LD LT HH4 %
T T ST & 7.

IRT &, THET, L e rER 2 BRI
MO L) ICERS—BIZEE 25BN T A FICHH
ENDZEDN M TH -7, —HT, EETE, £
R H RS E 7V & Rk a7 A b £ R &
DINT == ¥ AFHIIZIEH T 207 b #ED bt T
% (e.g., [15],[31]). ABIZETIR) &%) v — A
T YT E A SMEREAUCET IV E LT, B
FESULE 7V (Graded Response Model: GRM) [32]
AL R E TV (Generalized Partial Credit
Model: GPCM) [33] "6 Cw5b, LaL, 2h
SDOETFNVIE, FEEISHT 2 2EE O KB THIK S
b [ZB#E ] x [FE] O M7= ~0#M%HEL
THY, =] x ] x [FHiiE] o=M7—%
ERBINT =~V AFHIIT - F ICEEEH T A 2 L
FZTEHWV[7. COMBELFERTLT7T7u—FL LT,
VLR, FMIE AR E K9 8T A — 5 R4S L2EHE KG
ETNHFEEREIN TS (e.g., [6],[7], [11]~[13]).

4. FHEEHM/NT X -5 &5 L ER
RIGET IV

RETI, KUFETH 2 G E ST 2 —5 %

G- LZZHBRGETVE LT, ZMT v v aET L
(Many-facet Rasch model: MFRM) [34] & 5245 - fi#
BOETIV(I] BT 5.

4.1 ZMRI v 2ETN

MFRM (3, FFliEHME ST X =5 2645 L 72k
bHMZHARIGETVTH Y, N7+ —~< v AR
M7 =% OaFde LTHLS AOEHENTE L
(e.g., [9], [10],[12],[17]) . MFRM 23D 2D\
I— 3 YDFET A75(12],[35], mbRENLZET
WALTIE, zijr = k € KBRS NDHER Pijr, @ KK
TEHKT 5.

exp Ym0 = Bi = Br — ]
S exp Sy (05— Bi — Br — di],
(1)

ZCT, 0; \I3EE oS, B \$IRE  OREEE
Br \ZEHE » DL &, di \SEHEA 7T T) — k—1 2
5 EkICERT LWL Z T, NT X — 5 Ok
72DV Brer =0, di = 0. Y5, dp =0 FET 5.
MFRM O¥#d, e/ REOEEE T 2 — 5 b
SIS T A= DARZHRHLTWAHETH 5.
—f12, HHRIGET IV O/ST A — ¥ HEEREE, /3
T A=IRDL R NNIEEL R D720 [6],[7), MEFRM
FHBLE TV O T b SR /8T X — & g H3
FCTED. —J, G RCHEED LR ER DD
MEEINLE4E, MFRM TIXZN5 0% 14012
FHTERWIORENNEREK T % (6], [11]. Z
D7z, JAETIE, FREEFME O L) SRR
LZETEDLETVDVELHREIN TS [6],[7], [11].
REFTIE, FNEHDOFETNOH TR S SR S5
PEx RKBTE 25 - EFOETN (1] 24T 5.
4.2 SHELFMEEMCEREEMEEZE L B
RISETIV

FHE - W OE TV [11] 1, FMEHEE T A -5
5 L7 GPCM & LTRATERENS,

Pijri =

FBijr =
€xXp an=1 [O‘Tai(ej - Bi — Br — dTm)]
Sy exp Y,y [arai(8; — i = Br — drm))]
(2)
22T, oy \FFREE OB, o EEHIEE r ORI
O—EM, dep FEHE A 7T — kAR B EMEE -
DiFLERFT. 72720, XTI A—=FDOHENEDT-D
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2, ar=1 =1, Br=1 =0, dr1 =0, ZkK:z dri =0
ERET 5.

MFRM TFFliE Ok L & & IREREER L »#ERE
TERDPS-DIIHL, TOETIVTIE, FHESE
&L TRl o — Bk & REEF PO (REE O RFAl 7
T3 — AW A EN) ORI TE S,
HIZ, FERRE L L CRERBNIOERBIRRZ L L
MNTEL., Z07-0, TOEFNTIE, SIS
- RER RO AR SEE SN DA, MFRM
L0 R 2 RE e & FEBT & 5 (6], [11].

4.3 FHEEEMNT X —-2%5 5 L-BEERICTE

FILDF &

ARIECTHN LB S ET IV E 8T + —< 7 AGF
M7= % IEfd 52 LT, FRiliE L RO %%
& L7 Bt ORETIEN B L 7 B 728, FHOF
Yy a5t e O B 45 A X0 SRR 2 el
AN D [6],[7],[11],[13]. F 7z, #@% D IRT &
[k, SNSDEFVTIE, ZEEORE L FFhE
ek, PRREERMEAEE L CRB SN 0, FElE R
AENZL L C O A RE R TR ORI 2 HlET
Eh. MAT, FHliELHED D ORETIMERIE % 1
WEMER ETHFETAZ L METHLE. ZDL)
BRIENS, TNHDETFIVIE, BEDINT +—<
AGHIIE T OEMALAE CHIFES T 5 [14]. £
7o, Bl 2 FEATE O E Y 2T [36] R E O 5
#r[11] % LDk A ZICH b ED SN TV 5,

—J5C, WMEOFHMBE T, B2 25EIZFE N
ENTRL BT =<V AT A DOERZ LT 5
S A LIELIEET S [15). 20 L) efAIcHE
FEEF N EBAS 5 720121F, He DT A MERED
ST ENDETFTNINTG A —F & [[]—REE R
5 [k »REE RS,

5. INT4—< X5 X MNDZEAL

87 F == ¥ ARl — & (2 RSB R L
TEALZAT) HEO—2 L LT, SBEEMORE
G, PRAEMEG ORFEESAG, FEIGE B O RS
TWELL A L)ICET A MG ET 4577
O—FHE 2 5N5[18]. &TORMEMSAHAT A b
BCHELWEE, 72 T EDFliT— & 2 St &
NIZETNINT A= FIEHICELIN TV D L AL
b, L, HEOTFTAMEETIR, LFLD 0K
ERMZT X9 BT A PERATRE LIRS e,

BEE AT DS T A b T e TR DA ICE L2 4T)

898

HIBRRE - HEE
TR LA //"///
iy
TAX B
B
ZHRE

1 FEEHES - HEBE 2 V7238 07 1 e
Fig.1 Equating design using common raters and
common tasks.

Jigl LT, 1Tl L7z X912, 7 A bRl
FHEHEO—HAEWT L LT AR AN
DRI TDH 5 [12], [16]~[18].

SZT, M1, ZOoDNRTF = ATAL (F
ZMA, 7ADNB LR &@EFiE & mE
HWTELT 254607 — s fihEoMaXz Ry, 2.
TERLILLIIE, N7+ =< AFMT—41E [%
B x 8] x [FHii] o=M7r—% %57
DZRICES E LTRIRTE S, T, Bffirsh
ToRHIRIC 7 — & DFAE L, N DAE o FEISIE R T —
YThHILEET. MO LI 2, HELFMBO—
AT A MNETHET L2 L) 772 IUEL, 55
NF— I DSETIUNT A= &HEETHI LT,
B FRE & LTS /85 X — SRR SRE L L
T, ZTOMDINT A — & HEg i % 7] — R L IA0E D
A EDREL 2 5.

oL E, FEALDEBEIATZ B0, FEEEME
EILEIEO BT ARAET B (18], — M1 M EEAl
e SR o R e (A7 =353 B |11 o S/
1. THRR72E 912, INSDHIL, SboREZEs
DOTELWY DL T 5 EDPEBMIIILT LW
LoL, INFET, BHELZS I OBREDLER
LB E AL ETH LRSI ENT IR
Mofz 10 Tilkam L7z & 912, SIS B2 e
B mEHiE 5L, 1) &7 A N OERE - Gl -
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6. FHLBEEOFHEFE

AT, THOBETHR SN ZOD/NT7 5 —
<~ AT AN (D, #nEnxt T AMA, 7ALMB
EIER) &, ZhENn J NozBERZEBL, R A
DFHEERAAR T T 25412, JLmErilis & Lamag
HEEAHWTEET) L2 E2 L. RHIETIE, =
DERED D LT, FEEUEEZ DO ELRE % 5
T5.

SALAEEE OFEMIE IO F Mo T 548
(B 2 1E, [17],[23], [37],[38]), —#kICid, Sfbaiss
EFRL, FOBEIVNIWIT EREIE W L EEHT 5
T —FARHWLNS, 2 TIE, SEEoB T
FHEELT, Than[17] 7 70 —F %M 5. 2
DOFETIE, WTF A MIBW TSRS - JL - 3Hii%
DY AEE LS, LBEla oG IS hh b
STETDETIINTG A — 7 PEALER L A8 D1
BEMBEL, 2Ok ED/8NT X — ek LS5z
Tol EONT X — S HEREZ KT 5 2 & T
{LEZEZ T 5. SO DINT A — FHEEIEE D%
HEAVNESWITE, FEEREI NS, Thbl, HL
FEEEASE O LIRS 5 .

COT7 Tu—FIcEOE, RIFFETIE, KT 4 —
TUVATAMUEBEORLE DL NTG X =5 5hix 5272
EEDEAREEF DT OTIETERD 5.

(1) FAMAETAFBIZDOWT, EFIINT
A=Y DEER T VY AAERT S, BAMIZIE, T
HOME, J NOZEH, R NOFFHMiHED /T 2 —%
T, UiGE L7z 2 DT X =I5t T2 7
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(2) FAMZ, Nop AOILEFGHE & Nor 1
DIEHRE BT 5. BAEMIZIE, TANADPLE
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Bl & O 2 FiiE (RMSE: Root Mean

2 8T A= 5%

Table 2 Parameter distributions.
loga; ~ N(0.1,0.4), loga, ~ N(0.0,0.5)
B; ~ N(0.0,1.0), B, ~ N(0.0,1.0)
dy, ~ N(0.0,1.0), di ~ N(0.0,1.0)

0, ~ N(0.0,1.0)

Square Error) %K 54. 2 I T, /87 A —FHEE L
<)V a 7 #ENE 7 v e (Markov chain Monte
Carlo: MCMCQ) [7], [13] & 7= IFESE Attt e
(EAP: Expected a posteriori) T47\y, DD 7 &
FOIRT A= ZIEFERFICHEET 5. FRIDAMITIEEK 2
DA E VD, 2T N(p, o) (&P g, Rz
o DIEHIIAR 23T

(5) FhE (2) 256 (4) LFEMKOFIEE, 72
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BAEGHT 5.
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J =100, I =10, R =10 THi SN b DD F A
MZ MFRM %#H L CHE(LT 25564552 5. /87
A= FGMHILUTO LI ICG 2 oN e ET 5.

7TAMATRERENNT XA =% 0
75 N(1.0,0.5) I2ft v, 7 2 F B Tl
N(-1.0,0.5) I2fit ). ZDhD/8T 2 —%
EEEMEIE MG N (0.0,1.0) 126E9

212, FLRREORTHETFIE (4) % 10 [ K&
L5172 RMSE %, Nor & Nor D&M R
AL7z. F72, W3S, FIE (5) & 10 m#EhEL
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A ZENHADRE DEEITIEL, M3 2T A
MCF— D5 2R E L2 8& 1B LTwa. &K
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LA e ST LIRS 5.
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Fig.4 Equating error calculated from Fig. 2 and 3.

0.00

b EN—ENTH S, HHEERSMAEIRET S &,
HEZMED 95% 13 —2 25 2 DX 5. fEHNT
A— & OEFEMFA 0.04 £1F, BESE —2 LT % 0 A,
REJIME 2 DA% 100 B & A% L72RIRARIC B Vv TG
BHOFERMN 1 SR E A L TR Y, Lk
HO—DL LTHYBTHLEMMTE 2,

ZIT, K41z, M2 L3 bRk LiAE
R L7, ROKMAREME R L, B EIEmE
§=0.04 %KL TS, M4 Xy, F@HBTOHENMIC
PEWEALBEDSHA L TWB T E Db, T2, &
DEMIZBVTIE, EEFIE L Nor > 2 203k
I Nop > 2 128 W T iR EZ Tl - T
BY, THEREETEMI L SN LMRTE 5.

Do ERBTIE, FRLO ) TELBE DR = 47
W, M4 EFEBED T T 7 TEORRIZOVTHERT .

7. Rl X B

5. TH7- & 912, RIFFETIE, FLREICEREE
5.2 5 L HESNBRD 4 TR &Sl - i
B EEALSE LD S 6. D HETEALKIE % 34
5. (1) HADT A MBI L2EE - FHIiE - FRE
DOFFEES AT, (2) ZHEE - FEliE 5 - 38, (3)
T—=F ORMEE, (4) FIFAS2HEKGET V.

CO X9 HRHIERIE, EBICT A M ERE - Kl
LCPELEZETFT =72 HWTIT) 2 EDET L
W2 517, LaL, 200, fiA T
BLTAMEERT A2LESHY, BREI A LE
WEET 5., 2070, SLICET 09T, T A
b DOHBER I TTi:, B OYREAE A6 7 &R B
WCIEWEIFICHRELT, Y Ialb—Y 3 2k )b
AT T NN TH B [22]~[24], [26], [27], [37].



SO FHMB I ST A — 7 B G L B RGE T VDN T + =< Y A - F X b OSALKSEE

11

| "NGID "NCI1 ®NCIZ "NCI3 " NCI4 " NCI5]

— =l o= ol o B
\l||,//\||| | "THN |

NCRO NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCR5
Feftk3
[=NCIo ®NCIT ®NCI2 *NCI3  NCI4 -~ NCIS]

li

S T s
Il/lll ({170 1T (T

NCRO NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCR5

0.40

0.20

0.12

0.08

0.04

0.00

0.40

0.20

0.12

0.08

0.04

0.00

ESES
| BNCIO ®NCIL ®NCI2 = NCI3 " NCl4

I8

0.40 NCI5

0.20

Lol o

0.12
0.08
0.04
0.00 i 1] Il 1] Ll

NCRO NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCR5

Gefk4

0.40 [®NCIO ®NCIL = NCI2 =NCI3 “NCI4 -~ NCI5]
0.20 |

0.12

0.08

0.04

e N S N
l’l/m ! Ui e L

NCRO NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCRb

0.00

5 FiBNT A= 55w 7z E O RE
Fig.5 Equating error for different parameter distributions.

IRT %M\ CTEBIT A b OS LIS % 3:4M L 729647
BFFeTlE, CoXHI Ry 32— a vl X5k
R 22] BET— 5 & HC IR (19 L BB LA
FR DM 2 ENTBY), YIab—Ya ViFlioR
LA Z S, DEOBEANS, RETL, I
L= a Y28 ) S UBEORHE 2479 .

7.1 DHOERVEMEEICSAZHEOHH

ZITR, TAMNTLOZEBEOREIIS, TG
FEPE A, FRREERVE A & AL S e 5 b AL RE I
REHET A, BARMIZIE, KT A MIBITAE/T A —
5 53 & F 3 DO OGS & % HY 5 SRR
ZaERODZETHAM A T/, 22T, KM 1ET
A N ETZEBRE OBEIIE A DO BNED D DY
FL, &2 L4031, ZHEDREIIMIAII
Z, PHili#E F 72 EE O RS AT ST A P TR
LAIHIE LT WD, F72, &th41%, ZBEO
REIMESM, FRME R, ARSI D& TS
TAMITEZLSHEEEI L TWD. FLORE
BT B BATIFFE CLE, A OFMEA T A T
05~ 1 ERLLILEABET LI LD —ENTH
572 [19], [22], [24], [27], ABFFET b 54 OTFHED

F#3 KT AMDIST A= 5T

Table 3 Parameter distributions given to each test.

TANA 7 A M B

k1

0; ~ N(0.5,0.5)

0; ~ N(—0.5,0.5)

St 2

6; ~ N(0.5,0.5)
By ~ N(0.5,0.5)

0; ~ N(—0.5,0.5)
Br ~ N(=0.5,0.5)

3

6; ~ N(0.5,0.5)
Bi ~ N(0.5,0.5)

6, ~ N(—0.5,0.5)
Bi ~ N(—0.5,0.5)

F !

6; ~ N(0.5,0.5)
By ~ N(0.5,0.5)
Bi ~ N(0.5,0.5)

6, ~ N(—0.5,0.5)
Br ~ N(=0.5,0.5)
B: ~ N(—0.5,0.5)

LMD NT X — 5 DAiIZIEFR 2 DA R VD

HEERPTAMITLICR A L) ICEG ik L.
ARFEEETIE, J =100, I =10, R=10IZFEZEL,
HEIGE T VT, Reb)L M &5 MFRM % H
W7z,
REBROFEREZK 5 ITIRT. Mh5, &2TOERMEI
BV, LEEHiiE & LEEO WA — T O
L WEAIEEGREDSE L RE WD L% Hh
5. HiETOHMm LIS, 7 A MNITHMARA
DAL, FRmERIE & 3m IR E A R D DL B A
ELRWESAED L ENL W LR TE 5,

e ETmE L i A — oL RGE L22a Tl

901



BTGS2 CEE 2018/6 Vol. J101-D No. 6

)

J=50, I=5, R=5 J=100, I=5, R=5
0.32 [ =NCI0 =NCIL =NCI2 =NCI3 “Nei “NCis] - 0.32 [ =NCI0 ®NGIT =NGI2 =NCI3 “NGI4 NCI5
0.28 0.28
0.24 0.24
0.20 0.20
0.16 0.16
0.12 0.12
0.08 0.08
0.04 I | D B A ————g=—=—= 04 CIPISE pp— L ——ee .
0.00 I. - LB L e 1 0.00 III III | | N | | M -
NCRO NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCR5 NCRO NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCR5
J=100, I=5, R=10 J=100, I=10, R=5
0.32 [ =NCI0 =NCIL ®NCI2 SNCI3 “NCI4 “NCI5 032 [ ®NCI0 =NCIT ®NCI2 SNCI3 “NCI4 ~NCI5
0.28 0.28
0.24 0.24
0.20 0.20
0.16 0.16
0.12 0.12
0.08 0.08
0.04 ——————— s e 0.04 ——————. _— -
0.00 | [ [] | [ — o | | 0.00 II- = i _ | | .

NCRO NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCR5 NCRO NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCR5
6 B DB - NER - BHIE R B B e oS LR

Fig.6 Equating error for different number of examinees, tasks and raters.

By 5L, SlRHiig L ERE T T hEh—2 ¢ 7.2 RREH - REH - HEEBEMEECS
AL 72 i CHALRAAE DB IR T L2 2 L3 A BDHEBDDN

b fERELT, Nor> 122 Ner > 1 D&ETOY;
BB WT, SN EMEf § = 0.04 2 Flal-> T

KETIE, 7A b SEOSRER, B, i
AL 5.2 2 B 0+ 5. BKIICIE,

Wb, ZOZ ks, TANEDINT A —F 5AiED ROWDN M % Z T H O S LR % ik L 7z,
— iz Ch IV, HEFHNE & ILEEEIE D (1) J=50, I=5 R=5
FTOTHFIZELTRETH S Z LATRE N, (2) J=100, I=5, R=5

77, 7 A FREIODINT A — & 534 DFE DRI K (3) J=100, I=5, R=10
EWHEAICIE, ST 52 2 LM s Tw» (4) J=100, I=10, R=5

5 [19],[27]. 6. THALRAZEOMBII 72K 4 1&, /8
T A= AT DOFIMED T A M T 2R TEBY, o
MDA R E VBB LTS, X5 O4E L
FEY, K4 T, Il & LERES o
DDOAKRTIINLS L OGRS IIEM § = 0.04 T
Mo THE5Y, FRREIBML:Z EPMRTES.
ZOBIDLE, FRERE L SAUBRE & 2T % 729121,
B & EEI R TD ZOoTOLETH 5
ZLDEHAIMND.

902

BB, TANITEDING A—=F 5013+ 3 OEM1 &
L, EFVIIAIETOFER & R MFRM % Hv7:.
BRI BIT B LREERX 6 1IRT. M6 25,
J =50, [ =5, R=5DINDOFEHTIX, Nop>12
D Ner > 1 D&ETOWETEEAIEE § = 0.04
o722 2505, J=50, I =5 R=>5TI,
gt & #8740, Nor =1, Nor =10 & EI25A
FENIEH AR TBY, MNTIEd 20D %M &
DALV IR T E 5. 0oL, 2
BEBs Lt X 2 viiicd b, IRT 2 Hwizg
BT 2 T OSLIC RIS 5 56ATHTSE [19], [22], [24], [37]



F O RHIE R ST A =8 BAF G LB RIS E T VSIS (ST =< Y A - 7 A b OF{LKEEE

Th, ZHREHDD R E SICEUBEMET § 516
M35 2 L2 WELTBY, AEOMEEL 5T
H, ZOZEDNDL, NTF =X VATAMIBVWTE
WEALAEEE 2185 720121, — R LOZBREEH
WEE e B T EHIRIE SN,

b5, RFEEIZBWTIE, FREE L GRS £ 5
TS ISR E B BIIE 2 TV R W AR T
5. 72721, BH22 1), FEATA Mook
W, T A MEEEANEEICHINT % & S LYK
THAEAPH LI EEMELTVE. LA oT,
INT k=< Y AFHIICB VT D, AHEER RS K
WEEIZHIN S A S AR T % & Tl
s, Lal, N7+ —~< AT, FRENMD
DRZGAHEIREN LS, —EDOF A MMIHET
ELMEBIORTHLZ ED—RNTH L. T,
#T A M ERFET HAHIEES, 7 A N OFET M
OEBENPOMIFIIRKELT LI L L VLANS
WI[39]. Tabb, BlEONT s -3 AT A PTIH,
AR - RHMIEE AR C  Z E3 LR, O
£ BAMT CIEREEL - BB RO AL LR B
252 BTN SV ERINTE 5.

7.3 TAXRANEEEICEZDHEOHR

INFEFTOERTIE, ETAMHICBVWT, £&ToO
T A ETORBEDNNT + =< A% ETD
FHEEARE T A 2 LR MEL TV, —HT, 2. T
AT &N, EROFHISTE T, FHliE o E
W & D720l & DS T 5 —< ¥ ZNE 4 O 2
BHOREE) BT TRHREAET) 2EHL V. TDLH
LBRETIA VTR, F=F IS BORANPEL S,
— I, T BOWNZINT A — S HEEOREEAT
FHIERI L, /8T A — 5 EEREE OB T IIEALIBIE
DIKTERDO—D LR DI EDHLNT VS [19].
FIT, KEITIE, TOL)BHETFAL LY
AT =7 RIMAS, /87— v A5 A b D%k
JEIZED L) ICHET AR 5. 22T, 4
DINT =< A2 Nrt (7272L, R> Nr > 2)
DB AEN YU TLI LA EZ D, ZOEY YT
179 72012, REFZETIE, 2. THA L7ZFHMEE )T 7
YA %, Np AxE ) B CTEHFHMEESTHA V12
5T 5. Than[17] 1%, FFlET 791 > 280
REZR Db & THET 5720 OFFEE ) B TT IV
TNVALZRELTCVE, ZOTIVIT) AATHE, &
TOFIHENRT ZFNIZE L, il <7 IR OGS
=D FONHICE Y BT, A7 Fu—F2&ko

Algorithm 1 : FHliEES T 1 ~

Input: Z, J, R, Nr

FEMEEYS Z = {2, € {0,1} |i €T,5 € T,r € R} &%)
LT 5. 22T, zijp EPNE § I2BWTHHIES » A5525RE
JRENSNZZEE 1, TNPHOLE 0 & LD EHEERT.

MGG R 2915 L LT, Np ACHR SN2 MEks
DETOHEY C = {Cy, - ,Cu} BERT 5. 727°L,
H:RCNR-

h = 0.
forieZ,j e J do
for r € C), do

Set Zijr = 1.
end for
h=h+1.
if h > H then
h=0.
C DEfF%E ¥ vy 7).
end if

end forreturn Z

= FFiE
g 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 (10111213 )14 |15
(1 |v|v]v
2 I
" 3 oW
72 LA
< |afv]|v M
o
e 5 v|v]|v
3 v v [v
7|V oW
3 V[V [V
9 VoW
P — 0 FlIEE
S
LV - 11 V|V i
DT E
R 12 TG
13 Vo[V
1 v v |
Y Y
) 7 = FBOFHIE
7 7 ADTHE e
HeSE A A

B 7 B S BRI T — & oM

Fig.7 Example of rating data for a common task.

&, 3HL EOFHHEOH ) B TITHIn ST v T
1) X4 % Algorithm1 12787,

T/, W7, KRTNT) XL X BEEEEN Y 24
Tofl%RY. [iE, R=10, Ng =3, Necr=5 &
L7zt &0, BRI 25HIEE D) L ToslT
b, T, Frvr~—20DFoRSNEHFE
MHBAE Y B THNTVS I EEET. b, &5
BRI 3 HORL LEHEESE Y K THNTEBY, %
TAMD 10 HOFHIHZ DD B 5 457 A T Hm
LTCWB I EDGhA.

KREBTIE, K7V T XL THS N EMZE )
BCEPGE LT, FLRAEORITFIE (3) THER
L7227 —=2122o0WT, GHMAEDH ) B THEN TV RN

903



I

BTGS2 CEE 2018/6 Vol. J101-D No. 6

a(ll

0.28
0.24
0.20
0.16
0.12
0.08
0.04
0.00

0.28
0.24
0.20
0.16
0.12
0.08
0.04
0.00

0.28
0.24
0.20
0.16
0.12
0.08
0.04
0.00

R=5, Ng=4 (X {lll= 20%)

| ENCIO ENCI1T BNCI2 FNCI3 “ NCI4 ~ NCIS |

NCRO NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCRS
R=5, Np=2 (XM= 60%)

| ENCIO ENCI1T BNCI2 ©NCI3 © NCI4  NCIS |

NCRO NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCRS
R=10, Ng=3 (K|35 70%)

| B NCIO BNCI1T ENCI2 FNCI3 " NCI4 NCI5|

NCRO NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCR5

R=5, N;=3 (Xl 40%)

| ENCI0O BNCI1T ®NCI2 ®NCI3 © NCl4 NCI5|

0.28

0.24

0.20

0.16

0.12

0.08

0.04 - =

0.00 o I T 0
NCRO NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCR5

R=10, Np=4 (/I 60%)

0.28 | B NCI0O WNCI1T ®NCI2Z ©NCI3 NCI4 NC|S|

0.24

0.20

0.16

0.12

0.08

0.04 - - -

000 ||I | (1 I | P B
NCRO NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCR5

R=10, Ng=2 (/xilll% 80%)
0.8 | ENCI0O ®NCI1 ®NCI2 NCI3 NCI4 NC|5|

0.24

0.20

0.16

0.12

0.08

0.04 - I I II I ———————
| i .

0.00
NCRO NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCRS

8 F— I RMEEELSE L EO%E LA (J =100, = 10)
Fig.8 Equating error for missing data.

&P 2 RHMEICAT L7227 — & & v TRz ok

D5,
&5,
% RD

ZoEE, KMlEIE 1 - (Ng/R) & LTRIEET
2T, RUEHIZEETL L1, RE Ng
NODAEITZE T S & CE LA & 3R L 7.
R=5, Np=4 (KilllZE 20%)

R=5, Nr=3 (KHllFE 40%)

R=5, Np=2 (Kl 60%)

R =10, Ngr =4 (Kill% 60%)

R=10, Ngr =3 (XKillz 70%)

(6) R=10, Ngp=2 (K= 80%)
B, RFEBRTIE, ZEEK J =100, FERI =10
EL, TANITEDINT A—=F53AI213E 3 DEMt 1
ZEL, HARGETF IR E TOEBRE [
MFRM % v 7z,

REBOMEREK 8 ITIRT. M8 HOKMA 7y
BEORERE (K6 OFET) 25, KEFEA—ELL E3m
T 5 LELREDINT A EM AR T E 5. AR
121, KR 40% F ¢, JLlEHnE - JLmE s b



SO FHMB I ST A — 7 B G L B RGE T VDN T + =< Y A - F X b OSALKSEE

J=100, I=5, R=5
0.80 BNCIO BNCI1 ®WNCI2 ®NCI3 " NCl4 NCIS‘
000 §!¢2£;?§L¢Q4¢?slf§¢L=§
0.28
0.24
0.20
0.16
0.12
0.08
0.04 - I ------ I ------
0.00 [ I
NCRO NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCR5

J=100, I=10, R=10

| BNCIO ENCI1 ®NCI2

NCI3 NCl4 NCI5 |

0.60

0.40

0.16

0.12

0.08

0.04 -

by Wl
NCRO  NCR1 NCR2 NCR3 NCR4 NCR5

9 TR - AHEFE TV OEALRAE
Fig.9 Equating error for Uto and Ueno model.

W=D T DD TEGREDVLMEMEL THoTHY,
SGEOW S P EINEAD SN, Lo L, Kl
60%LL 1T, A% Tl 5 720 2B EHLE - 2t
HWEBEOWET N, TR W A~ =R ELE
o TBY, SLREIHEINL TW5 2 LR T
&5,

HALRRE OO ER & L Tid, KIEEEOBNIZ
PR IRT A= S HEEHBEDIRTNELZ 5N D, FEEE,
J =100, I =10, R=1012BWVT, E&F—F»
LIXT A =% & L7234 RMSE 28 0.103 T
LD L, KillE 80% Tl 0.240 THH7z. THDZ
b, KAEEORIGRIEMD ST A — & HEERED
BFA5I&SHIL, TNPELBERTOERNE 22
DG A.

7.4 BERICETFTINVORRIEIEEICSEZ 2F

BOH

FROFERRTIE, FEMEEEE ST X — 5 A L7
HERIGE T VO Tl S Hifli s MFRM 2 v Tw»
72, —HT, 4. Tk_7- k912, TETIE, EE
S DR X D RIKICETTE L EF L LIRES
NTWV3., TNHDEFIVIEZMFRM L)% Dss
A=F oG B, T A= EIFTHTF— 8
AR Y, MFRM ICHART/8T X — & g5
T MM D 5 [6]. REITIE, ETNVOBHEAL
ZHED /3T A — F RS R DA T 2SS AL RE B 1 e B e
525 0% 590 5. BARNICIE, 4.2 TRALSE
# - HHEF O E TN F W TEALBE 256§ 5.

CITWE, BTFTAMDNRG A=A ELTEID
1 REL, KD 2 ROV TTES - fliF o€
TN EAWTHEREL R L2,

(1) J=100, I=5, R=5

(2) J=100, I=10, R=10

FEEERZ X 9 1R T, K9 %, MFRM 05 (11
6 DA LA R (1) ICHml, M5 058125 i
(2) 1ZxfE) LB 2 &, THE - SO € TN Tld 4
fR& L TEALEED ML T b 2 EW5h 5. BAR
B12iZ, MFRM T3 &EBE 5054 T T, Nor>1
D Nep > 1 CEAbED M § = 0.04 % Tll-
T2, THS - HEEFOE TV T, § =0.04 % Tl
5729012 Nog > 3 702 Ner > 2 18O H@Et 5553
VL 5B L HHATND.

SALIREOBINEN & LT, KN I L 7235
G EFRRIZ, NI A=FHERBEDRTIETON5.
ZZT, J=100, I =5, R=>5I2BF%FH - il
DETINVE MFRM ® RMSE Zffgl L7z 25, £
NEI0.149 £ 0.103 TH Y, T4 - EFET IV OK
A RMSE VK EHD o7z, COERNS, SR ET
VERH L7ZSE, 7= 5B $ 589 A= 5o
B LD 8T 2= FHECRESMERT L, 2051k
WEOIRTER &2 ) B2 2 LAVRIRE T,

e

VL EDERRIC XY, S0 4 i EE i & 4kl
HEOIZOWT, UTOENHLNE 57z,

.‘?’A‘ AN
me 7

8.

905



i

BTGS2 CEE 2018/6 Vol. J101-D No. 6

a(ll

(1) MFRM @ &9 Bl ET V% HW2545,
T A M H OFF A AT D7D, FAIZBT 5
TR CHE SN A THhIL, ILmE - LlsE
i & b IC—D2FOTTHH R LBEIEONL. &
i DAEFEDRRIGIIRKE VAT, el & hEar
i OREE CEALRET S 5.

(2) HMEZREBKIGE TV EHRHAT 256121,
£ 0% oIl & LBEHME AT L 2 5. B
M, b SRR ERE N T A — 8 A5 L7
FH - IO TN DA, Ml & JLEETE L
2~ 3 ORELETH L.

(3) 7= OUMARIR T %401, 3t
S - LEFE TR R IS AL ES D B, AR
2, MFRM % H\V 2 55612 RIFEDS 60% % 2
% & IS EEHIE & A AED 2 ~ 3 OREL T
L b,

(4) —WEf7e/87 + —~< v A5 A NTlE, i
BT SAUE RIS 2 B BN S WS, ZBR
BROBIMIKEOUHFGFTH. Lizh>T, K
HIEREAIEN T B G ER MG ET Ve R T 25612
W&, ZEREBDL L BB EIICTAMNEERTAI L
T, FHELWET LN TES.

9. ¢ T U

ARWFZE T, HHCHEGRICED N T 3 =<V A
T A b DAL A IR & mIEEE VT B
BT, SR ICEELY 5 2 2 ERICOW T 24T
W, B A S AL B A S & B ERE O )
IZOWT—DD MR IR L7, BARIIZIE, /87 4 —
YUATANOSULIEE ISR 52 5 L EESINDS
EHE LT, (1) &7 A MBI B28E - s -
EOR S AT, (2) BB - FIE K - B,
(3) 7= oxilE, (4) AT 2HEKGET L,
FEL, NSO 4 R & ImEEME K - i
Ba B2 R EOREYFiT4A2y I -2
VEBETo. ERERICEOE, FEROLME
FET LIS, BREERSICOLE L 2 5 mFEiiE %
el RRE R DV T IR 72,

KFFEDRER, MFRM O X 9 7 Hifli 2 16 H s &
TN xR, KEFESBEIZEL  RiFUE, @
TR - EEEBIT L D I T O TEWEALIE A
BONDLZEDWSE o7z 72, XV ERGIK
MatE L7-GaTd, B & s
EB I ~=oFoRETEBUR T LS UBED

N T

906

BoNsd I EIIRENT. 1.2 5. THRRZL I I,
FEEIIIE, —EOFLEE MR LoD, HmETH
BHRELERER E CELRND LT H LT A
MEBRETT A LR END. RFTEOMRIE, AT
RS [18] CREMII B E S N7z 3@l & ¢,
KIFIZA W TH T IS b fETh b I & %
T TRLTEY, EEWIIERZMLES 2L
ExD.

ARBFZETIE, mEHhE & @ 2 v 72556
AH LA, LlZiE & Hve 25 (Lo 791 v 120
WTHHFHIWRETH L. 72, AWfETIE, Z20
TAMREALT GG EE RN, BIND 5 0wIiEK
BB T A MIBWTIE, L0EL{DTAMEHT
LHEOREETE L. 4RI, 0L TS T
DHEALIZOVTHIIFEE AT 2\,

F 72, KBETIE, SLREEEICBIT 298 T kA
HyIalb—a X BFHliAEERA L7205, 4
BITFET — & & 72 ALK OFHI b 1T\ 72w,

HEE ARBFIEIL JSPS BHIFE 17TH04726 OB % %
J7zb DT,

X ik

[1] R. Schendel and A. Tolmie, “Assessment techniques
and students’ higher-order thinking skills,” Assess-
ment & Evaluation in Higher Education, vol.42, no.5,
pp.673-689, 2017.

[2] Y. Abosalem, “Beyond translation: Adapting a
performance-task-based assessment of critical think-
ing ability for use in rwanda,” Int. J. Secondary Ed-
ucation, vol.4, no.1, pp.1-11, 2016.

[38] Y. Rosen and M. Tager, “Making student thinking
visible through a concept map in computer-based as-
sessment of critical thinking,” J. Educational Com-
puting Research, vol.50, no.2, pp.249-270, 2014.

[4] O.L. Liu, L. Frankel, and K.C. Roohr, “Assess-
ing critical thinking in higher education: Current
state and directions for next-generation assessment,”
ETS Research Report Series, vol.2014, no.1, pp.1-23,
2014.

[5] H.J. Bernardin, S. Thomason, M.R. Buckley, and J.S.
Kane, “Rater rating-level bias and accuracy in per-
formance appraisals: The impact of rater personality,
performance management competence, and rater ac-
countability,” Human Resource Management, vol.55,
no.2, pp.321-340, 2016.

[6] THERNHEME, MHEFELEL, %7+ — 2 AFHIO 720 H K
JBE TN O L Y HART A bEAGE, vol.12, no.1,
pp.55-75, 2016.

[7] M. Uto and M. Ueno, “Item response theory for

peer assessment,” IEEE Trans. Learning Technolo-
gies, vol.9, no.2, pp.157-170, 2016.



F O RHIE R ST A =8 BAF G LB RIS E T VSIS (ST =< Y A - 7 A b OF{LKEEE

(8]

19l

(10]

(11]

(12]

(13]

(14]

(15]

(16]

(17]

(18]

(19]

(20]

(21]

(22]

(23]

(24]

N.L.A. Kassim,
rors: An application of the many-facet Rasch model,”
GEMA Online Journal of Language Studies, vol.11,
no.3, pp.179-197, 2011.

C.M. Myford and E.W. Wolfe, “Detecting and mea-
suring rater effects using many-facet Rasch measure-
Part I,” J. Appl. Meas., vol.4, pp.386-422,

“Judging behaviour and rater er-

ment:
2003.
T. Eckes, “Examining rater effects in TestDaF writ-
ing and speaking performance assessments: A many-
facet Rasch analysis,” Language Assessment Quar-
terly, vol.2, no.3, pp.197-221, 2005.

FHOHEHE, MEFELEE, <Y 77 RAR Y MIBISLREF
i (2w A 2 T B RO, 5% (D), vol.J101-D,
no.l, pp.211-224, Jan. 2018.

T. Eckes, Introduction to Many-Facet Rasch Mea-
surement: Analyzing and Evaluating Rater-Mediated
Assessments, Peter Lang Pub., 2015.

FHERE, R EWNEZBREMNDONA T AEF DR
% [ IZREI S 5 ZERIEH LT 7V T MCMC 7 v
T A LIS HEE,” B GEAETTE, vol.58, no.2,
pp-163-175, 2010.

FAEEE, Gk T A P OERIZB 2 MERIREE
ZOXAL” HAT A FFEREE, vol.9, no.l, pp.145-164,
2013.

E. Muraki, C.M. Hombo, and Y.W. Lee, “Equat-
ing and linking of performance assessments,” Ap-
plied Psychological Measurement, vol.24, pp.325—
337, 2000.

G. Engelhard, “Constructing rater and task banks
for performance assessments,” J. Outcome Measure-
ment, vol.1, no.1, pp.19-33, 1997.

M. Ilhan, “A comparison of the results of many-facet
Rasch analyses based on crossed and judge pair de-
signs,” Educational Sciences: Theory and Practice,
pp.579-601, 2016.

J.M. Linacre, “A user’s guide to FACETS Rasch-
model computer programs,” 2014.

OB, WEIFEE, INHEREE, SRR, B, <t
WBIEH B EACORE I RIZ SRR KRES 7 A+
T =8 B TR, BOF ERER R, vol.13,
pp.49-57, 2012.

W.D. Way, “Protecting the integrity of computerized
testing item pools,” Educational Measurement: Is-
sues and Practice, vol.17, no.4, pp.17-27, 1998.

T. Ishii and M. Ueno, “Clique algorithm to mini-
mize item exposure for uniform test forms assembly,”
Proc. 17th International Conference on Artificial In-
telligence in Education, pp.638-641, 2015.

BER o, CFIRERPBEREEEIC & 2 EWSLoBE,” A
MIRFEFZ2, vol.20, pp.34—47, 1998.

kI, HiNE—, “OHESHEGIZES T A Mis
FAEHEN Y 7 REEER OGN EORE, HAT A M7
25E, vol.8, no.1, pp.31-48, 2012.

S. Kilmen and N. Demirtasli, “Comparison of test

(25]

26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

(30]

(31]

(32]

(33]

(34]

(35]

[36]

(37]

(38]

(39]

equating methods based on item response theory
according to the sample size and ability distri-
Social and Behavioral Sciences, vol.46,
no.Supplement C, pp.130-134, 2012.

M.J. Kolen and R.L. Brennan, Test Equating, Scal-
ing, and Linking, Springer Verlag, 2014.

A, SJLEHE O ENET VL AT X PO
4k, NBRHERFZE, vol.27, pp.77-81, 2005.

S. Uysal and I. Kilmen,

sponse theory test equating methods for mixed for-

bution,”

“Comparison of item re-

mat tests,” International Online Journal of Educa-
tional Sciences, vol.8, no.2, pp.1-11, 2016.
F.M. Lord, Applications of item response theory
to practical testing problems, Erlbaum Associates,
1980.
HRAZAT B N HOL PR AEAE R R, 1T /¥ 2K — b atBR,”
https://www3.jitec.ipa.go.jp/JitesCbt/.
N Fu A B N R 93 R K 2 ) 3 P BB 5 Jta AT B A, <<
IRFEB IR O [FOHERER] 5 14 i) CP 28 )"
http://www.cato.umin.jp/e-book/14/index.html.
S.P. Reise and D.A. Revicki, Handbook of Item Re-
sponse Theory Modeling: Applications to Typical
Performance Assessment (Multivariate Applications
Series), Routledge, 2014.
F. Samejima, “Estimation of latent ability using a
response pattern of graded scores,” Psychometrika
Monography, vol.17, pp.1-100, 1969.
E. Muraki, “A generalized partial credit model,” in
Handbook of Modern Item Response Theory, ed.
W.J. van derLinden and R.K. Hambleton, pp.153—
164, Springer, 1997.
J.M. Linacre, Many-faceted Rasch Measurement,
MESA Press, 1989.
T2, KRBT, 7 AT 4 ¥ 7 ORERERG, Woett,
2014.
M. Uto, N. Duc Thien, and M. Ueno, “Group opti-
mization to maximize peer assessment accuracy using
item response theory,” Proc. International Confer-
ence on Artificial Intelligence in Education, pp.393—
405, 2017.
S. Arai and S. Mayekawa, “A comparison of equating
methods and linking designs for developing an item
pool under item response theory,” Behaviormetrika,
vol.38, pp.1-16, 2011.
W.C. Lee and J.C. Ban, “A comparison of IRT link-
ing procedures,” Applied Measurement in Education,
vol.23, no.1, pp.23-48, 2009.
BTFEAR, AT, SEEY, LA — MBI 2
V=717 ORI L T OBEEOWE,” RERFER
#&, vol.35, no.1, pp.107-115, 2013.

(CPHE 29 4F 9 B 29 H3ZfS, 30 45 1 H 10 HE2A,

3 J1 6 HEHIZAE)

907



BTRBELS

i SCEE 2018/6 Vol. J101-D No. 6

908

FH OHE (ER)

2013 FEAGBERFRFBRGHR S 2 7
L FERSE R AR T i (4.
FRBAMTF SR 245 T, 2015 L D&
SRR KFEINEN AT, BAEIED. e T
ATA YT, e T—=r7, NLHRE, N4
Rixat, HASHELIEZ & ORI hESE.



