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New Approaches to Psychometrics

Part Two : The Basics and Concepts of Item Response Theory (IRT)
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1. Item Response Theory (IRT) 4. common factor 7. residual
2. latent trait 5. unidimensionality 8. monotonicity
3. output 6. local independence 9. rest scores
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1. Item Characteristic Curve (ICC) 2. logic function 3. invariance 4. sample free

L00Z Iowwng /71 9nSs[ /€ "[OA- SISISO[0Y0ASq UBIURI] JO [RUINO[

YA




293 2 Sy9m

Y59

| VWAS 3Ll /Y 0,bow /pmr JUo — ol ol yloolintily y Aolibiad

g0 65,5 5 dil Cond g Jlow saiS oy Jlow slrdasuin b b yiel)l a5 5 b seng Hlasl pl 15 .cuwl Fwl
9 I 865 4]y Jlhw o arw (oyp Ol ol (9 e g aogs Ul syl )b I toxi

10 10 10
=2 =1
05 - s | 0& -
=5
06 4 O& 5
=5 o8 1
04 0a 4 04 4
=26
0.2 4
0z 4 = 0z o
oo
oo T 00 T E] 2 A (] 1 2 3
3 2 1 o 1 2 3 a 0 3 Theta
< )‘.!,‘w < )‘.!,a.i @l )‘)94)

BliSeo (s g (awduid )08 ¢ 6,lewd da 40 s pel,b b w Jlew dw 0ug o> SW,13505 1 ) JSUS

sy bl 5o sl it gy 00 4 ol 2yl sl &5 lRlBe & s (5 Saseil Ul el 0958
sl 385 YAY s (eg, 1y 8509 @133 yiomiw g0l 93 30 39 o,Lsl (VAAL) 5,) addllas 4y cowl yips cdbae b oy,
355 8 gl Cond 95,81 el Conly bt K Ly 90 ol Jols slawillys (sl pes oy abasly 45 3,8 oamlis
85 Loisgojl (Ul (im0, o talod ) JolS laly Ly ol b Sy aomi BaslB iS50 Sl Ul
Dyl e S 93 sledlps SlaeS 2 51 laiz ;b sl adal Casd 4y gy g 4k ulsl

5 lpee) S ol cds 4 el i 45 4 ool Hlisl popie IRT ds p leuS s j o ¢ BT (&
Wgad (gl s (eSS s slaoyes aloly po jd €8 JRT @l 5 Lol oyl o)Lsl (canllas 51 oy oS (5556 510
Dl i slbd IS 668 4wl iS008 Slee dield 4y aST Sl ped 4y Cund Cand (5)LST slaaiold )0 Lao yed
@) 2T porte dRT o) cpl 5wl ol G 05900 5 ey oline blie porde sline 4 (gylo] Llsd 51 15T
evr cgmly 5 ogiwpel) Canl 03,8 Hlisl piSols 5 03 drwgs ) Cond 5 Jliw ((Cleis pae LialS liae
ol aliy) eise o s sllaw 51 G e alai opl )3 ez (VAT waly DNRAY (LS5 5 silieln
aplre Ul sk 1 G sl |y Ol plee 5 ol 2jite Sl S (tie (5T i i )3 0,5
Tok 31 S ym 0 s ol &) 2T Hlade g0 )8 4 Sages] Ul y5ly sekate 4 s b sz 3,8
Ol el Jlgw dsgame o Jolid cund o (g2 ccnl 2 09538 255 dnsle lei e 8 A3 oo Cund 4 Ul
g anls adaw o] )5 g lealsT ool gax b il Ul 5l imo o y )3 ces al5T

IRT 3,55 ¢ L5

obae don (sl 3kl (slas bawgte 4 5 cns a1 @b sline 5 1) (s pSojlul 3wkl slas IRT ()
&S 1u S ey oldlpe B ams o ojla] laaste 4 cdlae opl iS5 )91y (680 5105] SKwMS au,)las (> SUlgs
LS gy Sojlal ey oyt b ]y dapas | oUlys 5] ols asels 5

& o8 il clopg)S T ilen xS0l lp (B sledsail S 31 sy lSel o IRT wl (¥
wilises (glang)S 1> (5S03lail 3)90 duapas 39) o0 il 45 (Simd oy sloimgfy ) 029 4 oISl pl ] os
ol 10565 1 (00b 5 Caedl 51 ail azslb Sglae Sl

1. information 2. reduction in uncertainty 3. equivalence
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1. bias 2. Tailored 3. adoptive testing
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