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1 D6DDRERREFR I > TRIE ST S (FKIL,

2010). LRT-CAT IZHBWTiL, LRT OEETHD

IRP & RMP ZF| 352 & T IRT-CAT IZIF72  AY
v TLS.
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[TH H 8N IRP DT 7RI D755 L RMP D%
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A H %33R 95, IRT-CAT TliE Maximum
Expectation Posterior Waited Information (Van der
Linden, 1998) {ZFH S $ 27 VAV X LA T
(RAT =7k, 2011).

TRENHERE ) - H & LRT it Maximum Likelihood
Estimation CfE &, 2007b) Z £ 5.
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LRT-CAT O3 alb —ya M REIC KD ET —X
DR D RMP &7 A7 LD IRP Zffio T I=l
—araEhalLic. 7T —AIZRELN=117, 71
TAT 104 TAT LT, NERIZHEFEORF YT 7V &
SHEDT AN THD. B 1424720 100 [E1#:0 1K
Liab—varadEllz. v Iab—arofk
ReR—1UIRT. K Fe, tITHEEM, EiE)
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Items Re-Rt
mean sd mean sd

RMPe-RMPt
mean sd

Casel 32.1 12.0 -0.07 0.61 0.31 0.20
(N=117)

Case2 32.0 12.0 -0.05 0.61 0.30 0.20
(N=117)

Rt=1 455 9.7 026 0.52 0.32 0.24
(N=10)

Rt=2 49.6 52 020 0.82 041 0.17
(N=3)

Rt=3 46.7 8.2 0.27 0.80 0.40 0.16
(N=12)

Rt=4 33.9 10.6 0.32 0.67 0.29 0.16
(N=19)

Rt=5 26.5 85 -0.25 045 0.28 0.20
(N=73)
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