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4 & 4 #7 % (change point analysis, CPA)E 8 5 4 5] AR 5 HF M2 F, MR T4 5 %, CPA ML

TUMEFFELAR, TRADHAREALTELE, SRFRMELE. LRBET: ABHELFI TR
E BT RHZ P R0 K B RRA G F B AR & (B R L), JFEE LA BRK S % Z (person-fit

statistic, PFS)R B AT F 3 XM t) 257, REATH LR ESMERES T E, SR BNFEE,

3 AF

BAEAAGATABF A 15AFHBREE L Bt R S fENE, ARG CPA (YA T BEAAS.

KR
SES B84l

1 3|

AU BRI 56 vh AT B W] DL B3R B B
% Fal e m e A BEAEE, HREIA L
TEBRNE, TREMEES . flit—E, W
SEHE R P FE RN X AR
e R R T AP T (AN A, TR S 4 b
e, AN AT, S B0 2 A SR BRI
BHIERESS T o PR EH MR GRS H
JZ ¥ (aberrant response), «[»3 5 2 H M 45 48
I RS FER o R, FEAARE. B
¥ (warm-up effect) . JHAE% (speededness) . %57
(tiredness) , ¥F & 144 1 (loss of concentration) 1
X H B 1T i (item preknowledge) 45 (Sinharay,
2017b)o LA“Xd 8 H BT g B A, an Rk
RAEZ AT SR T A NFER, BalEds
W A4S0 T (Zhang, 2014), R, 5% BN H9 A7
e T5 YR EUE, R BHE =25 Y g™
S S RG TRE RE OS2 5 e O R AR ) 30 R0
(Shao, 2016), DAMEAR, .08 58 F R
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FH B, T ESHE, RABRAE, KSR E

TR S i RN R s TR S B E ]
401, Meade (2016)%& JLI 55 >4 v 47 7 FHLO 1 2
(careless response)fT A A4 IR — M 24 o S A9
10% . ASRAEBEFE B0 F A 72 57 0 52 1 41
AT AT, Sobb 23 ARG 4510 1 7T Sk R0 AT
el B o YATX T 58 RN T ik E AW
B H-MEANTE - s, HEX Mk
LI 564G PR 2R T SR N XTI B A A, Bl
et 2 Iy, TE T Ay B B IR Y L,
Fr LAt B v M AT B8 S MO R S
THa T B B s R AT D e, X Rh 7 RCRAR
&, AT TS AL R A ST AT, SRR M, B
AT 1 MR BEAROBE T e i T By S .
I, R I 58 B A AR S 5 BN T G 32 O ik
FEAEEWIEIL SLRE L,

ST RN T R BT I R il (statistical
process control, SPC)H i) —7Fp, 44 I~ SPC R
)2 BALUAIE (cumulative summation, CUSUM),
CUSUM & i 44 1& #% i il & 45 11 & (person-fit
statistic, PFS) S35 S ATl . FEF CUSUM
(9 PES 3 o 4R 1 o6 45t 1 W6 5 1 B2 03
] (1 5% 22 B AFOR AR 3], 4 H8 b — 2 I FE,
I 7% bk % 2% $81 (Sinharay, 2016), BJiAN777E S5
JRE o 33X A IR B KA U0 AR T T L AR
EA AT R R, XA VR T 51 R A T BT
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EDVLRT AR T AR o H R 2 AT 55 A AR
1 (change point){y BB, 5 A 53 2AJ0E B K
R A e X ) R 250 P 9 A ) R LA E 7 i SR
T, L 305 208 I 56 ) 5408 sh B il i B T 44 1
AEZA R, f£5 0 CUSUM J5 i I e 75 4
BEVLIRE T o B — AR S i SO A A b ——8
/M (change point analysis, CPA; Page, 1954))]
B4, AT LASE IRAE G 7 i s B, S N T
OB 2 I PR

CPA J& Hif SPC "8 AT 5%, Bl LA
AL Hhy — 2R 2 B AL AR A8 J 1 7 81 vh o R A —
NEREZAE R, IFE R SR E . SRR
B FRAR BIR R R A i L R R AR AR AL
Z R (WA s, 1991) o 1672 jUHT S, BEALAZ 5 L
A B AR R AR B B AR IR S 80 & & A2 B2 (Sinharay,
2017b), B3 Ui & T 45 PE Y 48 4K (structural
change). CPA & B TAY =M, HFRER
T Page (1954)7E Biometrika | /& FM—5 % T &
SEHNAE AR I A S0, JEoRBT I N T B
(Aminikhanghahi & Cook, 2017; Kass-Hout et al.,
2012; Nam, Aston, & Johansen, 2012). ¥REE< {5
(Abahous, Ronchail, Sifeddine, Kenny, & Bouchaou,
2018; Suhaila & Yusop, 2018; Yu & Ruggieri,
2019) . 4 fli(Allen, McAleer, Powell, & Singh, 2018;
Thies & Molnar, 2018; Ye, Liu, & Miao, 2012), T
. (Maleki, Bingham, & Zhang, 2016; Mortaji,
Noorossana, & Bagherpour, 2015; Nigro, Pakzad, &
Dorvash, 2014)28 8N4, T AE T LA 5] AL
M HHE W,

CPA 7] DL T i 0 35 07 56 A A = v
SOV B4, S BOn B AEAE A B v, e il
WMAEE R BE G RAERTNRE, X
ME¥E X FR2E M. CPA MILHAET, EAML
LA 51 BB R A AP AR S SO, 3 REAS I AR
ISR BARAL B (Yu & Cheng, 2019), [Hith, 7EIE
SIATef, I T Rk R I 56 A DX B Y S A
B PE B JF 47 75 B (Embretson & Reise, 2000;
Shao, Li, & Cheng, 2016), i JoT5 45 % 4% X 1 Jir 45
B M, DR S SN P52, i AR B
B AR T 4R T S8 R B2 (Hong & Cheng,
2018; Patton, Cheng, Hong, & Diao, 2019; Yu &
Cheng, 2019),

T SEMEGE I CUSUM iR 2372411 CPA, #T

e ZE I IE PFS 977 AR SEB i . AL BLE
HOR MBS, CPA H3 PFS EBMRKIEIH S
FIi& (item response theory, IRT), HWIEXEE (HF
FLOFRIN B FRE ) (Standards for Educational and
Psychological Testing; American Educational Research
Association, American Psychological Association,
& National Council for Measurement in Education,
2014)4 4.10 ZHLAE - 24 IRT A8 FH T 56 HF & 1,
N7 SO TR AU A I UESE . 10 PFS AT LA
HAGIA A XS IRT BR8N EL5 5E
(Bradlow & Weiss, 2001), P al ¥k (krife) Fr
TR —3B 5 . B PFS #6845 0] L4y A2 &
Bk Y (parametric) Al HE S EUAL i) (non-parametric).,
AR EFE ) CUSUM M1 CPA BiFh )y 74 (1) PFS
HRSEA MRS, BIBET IRT #AT7HE . Bk
R b PRS 5 H7E R — 3 MK
TR FHE AT LR, DL AR B A
A

i, CPA WWIRIELH S HF W ESEC
MR T e WEEERE . CPA BERT T TE
0 58 (% Ge AR AE T A, L mT AT T H 3
W% (An T+ HL [ & N %) (Sinharay, 2016),
Zhang (2014)HIF CPA Bl A B ML, AHITHE
HLAL H & W I 56 (computerized adaptive testing,
CAT)RY IR T i i 2 5 AF e C i B2 A H
Shao % A(2016) I H 3T ISR HL K %2 19 CPA i2
FH A6 U Bl i AR 25 A7 S, DA Bt i g
(B2 75 77 78 AN 4K P (intraindividual) 28 4k, I3k 2
ALY KA B . Shao (2016)i#E—24% CPA &
B BN (warm-up effect) i) {5 & . Sinharay
(2016)I444 T CPA W) =Fh PFS f&tr, HNIVEAER
SCXX =F PFS AT A . JFH, fbifds CPA JH
TR EH T Mg, JFHHET CPA
T FLAA N Hh A4 4% 350 40 75 7] 8 (Sinharay, 2017a,
2017b, 2017¢), Lee #1 von Davier (2013){;@13] CPA
HORTE— I BRif 5 PEAG I D 4814 43 E A
WL T S 028 3ly, 3 AT R Ay i) e 487 3 3 42 AR )
R AR

AR SCH B SN 40 LS HOE I R LY S
N S A AR A, AR JE TR A LR R DA AR
3 B9 3T CPA Fil CUSUM Wl 5 1Y PFS J H:
Il S{EL A 1 7 %, & CPA Fll CUSUM Ry #
Ve, Z )5 2a OB MR 7 10 53 o L B i A



1464 O B R 2 it B

%28 %

R R PR Bl B B TR R I, SRS X T
IS AT i A 7 04 ) RIS AT 23 B 9418 W R ok
AIBFFE T 0] . s S HE ) CPA, LIS HE
e A AT L P v i Ak PR A R, 4R
R SE Y B, AR SCRTE T A MBS Al 2 b R
H—LERHT LA, Y B JE A Jn SR 5 Y 8
Iz CPA BFFEHERE

2 RERNEE

UL B SR RN 2 R SRR B AN L
WA, BT . R IIANE RS H 0T
Mo XS H RN A H B2 AR I IR A R I B
WIS e T SN, N YT — s AR
BOE R AR B e AT, DR AT BRSNS R N
o 0 B AR o AT B AR R H LAY
W R Z ——— T A (speededness) Sy i)
ek, &\ FINEAEZ A EHBA ik AE
CE LI RT i b A R B LB R RO R AR
WK 5 54 )% (Shao, 2016) F1 5 I Rl HLAE 24 (Yu &
Cheng, 2019)3% , HBLHF 5T BE M AANTIR A SR 534
JZ i B P TEHL I (Shao et al., 2016), X X fyi il 45
B R AE T xS SN AL ) A B
B W) T RN 58 35 S0 S AT B 5 ik T e
B o
2.1 f&% IRT 2 H!

A8 0 VAR, R T MERN
IRT #ER, 50 H & B R 5 IE A B
i # (the normal ogive model) . Rasch A4 %I Al
logistic #& AU, H Fir2% S8 S L 2 19 /2 J5 P il
BERL, ShOTE YR, TEMLLIPISEY logistic 51
(2PL logistic model) N B HEFT A4, BERIA] DL
KA

eXp[aj(gi _bj)]

1+expla; (6, —bj)]’
Horp, X, YO8 ) BRI, 6 gk i iEE
DBH a, B by 5 BRI F 1K A RO
B, By(0) Mol i FERH j A XTI
22 IMEEERHER

JIEAE 2 (speededness; Evans & Reilly, 1972)
JE R R A AE R A AR I 2 ) % 1 R ) 56 ) — e
RO o R TE TN 4 s 30 198 i S R 2 i R 2 T ]
AN, 8T )R R R, S BOHAEE

Fi(0)=P(X; =116,,a;,b;) = ey

FIFFLE T RERIM 25K, B TR AR %,
AR B IR AR 3 Ry =26 - R AR (mixture
model). 2% (hybrid model IS4 % (gradual
change model),
221 SREERHE

SRy U2 000 0 T M A B AR R S B A T
Y5200, Bolt, Cohen F1 Wollack (2002)7£E & Rasch
i 7 (mixture Rasch model; Rost, 1990)) 34l = |
ol I A 20 S e AR, A R T A A o B
AN B AEE I E, B R0 R TH
h—28, AR, A& E A& RS
#R A5 A Rasch BRI (D) a; = DHAPIE, T
RRERAE P ZE00 L i B A AR S 4, @
Tt % E BERE S BUE I — RV, LUSEIXS
TN AEZ A B Ban, 0 R A2
V2852 ) )L 0 R AR TR 2 i R 1A D A
A, miX TS M H G2 B AR R ), ik
2 FAXE SR AR BB, A X AR
BRI . B

o exp(G, —bjg)
"¢ 1 exp(G, — b))

Horh, g FORZE, FTH 1 5 2 (FRFn sl n
). 0, WTEZEN ¢ PRIFOK i BEI S, by, 2
BH SN g LS Q;g SRR i R
H j ERZ XA, 2 RB E IR T BT A
TS S E — B

A T35 AE T 36 5 T VR 5 A2 IR 2 52
M (Oshima, 1994), JH-EEAEZI5 %, F I, Bolt
45(2002)FK FHIR4 Rasch AT Sk 4& 1F I 36 ) 1775
HEyZSHhit . 2R RY] . BB B5G 2
BAGTHRRE B, R RGO 25 I,
EFENNRABF I 2 iz 83 R e,
WIRE M SEL logistic % (mixture 2PL logistic
model; Bolt, Mroch, & Kim, 2003), PH4EIR & MHZS
H logistic # % (two-dimensional mixture 2PL logistic
model; de Boeck, Cho, & Wilson, 2011)FlIE& 22K
F57 (mixture hierarchical model; Wang & Xu, 2015)
£
222 HARR

Yamamoto Fll Everson (1997)}) % T P2 %4l
A HEAI(2PL hybrid model), FTFEEIIE I
IR AR S N B S TR B . AL R
YEBEWOR 2SR, MR R A 2 NS &

(©))
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AR N REDLRE I . BRI T R
1-1

o exp[aj(@,. _bj)] . % -1,

il _|:1+exp[aj(9i —bj)]} () (3)

expla; (0. -b,)] . , -
— J 4 2PL AL,

[+ oxpla, (0 b)) ok i g &
RGN, BEIRABRE T AWK GURFE, I
BV RN e IV el i R AP S A S 5 AW =)
—2. 1, 24878 R (indicator function):

1, =0, FmIEH g WBHALES j 8l L IEW RS,

O (G ) EUR
A L S el R

F0 g BB IR FESS j R L AR MR, X HER
N ry, BAESE T AR j BRI H A B R Pk
RAEAR ST E EEE AR, M7EE G5BT
B S BENLAERS, A R 28 o AR 3 [
BfE, BT AR .

Yamamoto Fl Everson (1997)0#F5¢ M . #H
TR G0 IRT A58, 2PL 41458 50 REAT 25 i 12 T
B A H S8R . I H, TR R
Bk, Yu F1 Cheng (2019)7E RSB FE ol Hime hy
2Rt e, DR TAL O S
BEAILAT 2 0 B0 o
2.2.3 HTRE

HERRYCN RGN 2 G, FBE
XA 23 A8 BT E BB . SR, B AR A 28 1 AR
TR Sk A i i 2 T AR 3R 1 T R AT B R A T
iR A TR BB 7 A A5 5 AL ) 2 ARk
W2 B Wi T . Wollack F1 Cohen (2004)7E 5%
TR R ST T AR R, H AR A RO B R
¥ )5, Goegebeur, de Boeck, Wollack il Cohen
(2008) T S HL T A5 AL A BHR AL Fn S Bl T o 0
Z: B0l A8 LAY (2PL gradual change model; Suh,
Cho, & Wollack, 2012)4 :

. l’
fgz@mwﬂ@‘bﬁ]*nm{hﬁ_[f_mjD @)
I+ expla, (6, —b,)] J

(6. —-b. R »
pp, PG O D) o opr i g
1+expla; (6, —b,)]

HEHC 7, (0<p<)#idgak ¢ £85Itk
TERAVEZ R AL B, BUE 5 T a0 i 2R 51 58 B
B o SRR L. AN, = 0.8 "R X
A DI Y 80% s B 2 J5 FF IR AR . A, =&
i3 K (speededness rate) S %0, FH T2 il 25 % #E

L,

M

&

M

HP R . A R, A X ER R R A
P, BRI IE 100 B, Mg sk BE S 0 AR,
n (AR 0.8, BRI AESTENL G 20 B A7 7600
AR, WA =1 4,=3. MW AFESH 90 8 F1E
ARE, XTGBT

P explagy (6 — byo)] *

1,90 =

e 1+ explagy (6 —by)]

1
min[l,{l - [ﬂ - O.SJD =
100
0.9 % explagy (6, — byy)] i
1+ explagy (6 — by)]
it 2, AT
o explagy (6, —by)] %
201+ explagy (6; — byy)]

3
min(l,{l—(go—o.SJD =
100
73 % explagy (6 — byy)]
1+ explag (0, — byy)]
R 1 4% 8 7 A0 25 FLAR 354 i — 30 il &
T A BUE 25 5 5 300\ TE ] — RL (10 28 X A R
AHEFE  Hk 1 7ES 90 BB & W HE RS2 IE
SRR 0.9, T 2 M2 X HE R 2 IF 3244
WEZEAY 0.73. WL, A BUE X T4l A n el A 2%
WA BB ST MR MR K . TR F, g, =15
A4 =0, BREMIX ¢ I P ATELE AR,
A 208 A% 4 2PL BT
Shao 55 A\ (2016) £ 55 i FH 2PL i A8 A5 Y
A UM AR A5, BfiJS, Shao (2016)7F %%
RV ity g A sl, A8 T HA B AN (warm-up
effect) 1B HAR, A0
2
]3;: exp[aj(ei bj)J *min[l’{l_(@_fjjﬂ . (%)
1+exp[aj(9[—b/)] J
IR RN SR 4 R AR A I 5840 30 ) — D AL
B3 R TN R 50 P 2 T Tk A D DR S0
BRI EA AR B R I SR Tl A SEBR KT 2k
AR5, HARZ KRS E I e S
e &R iE, b, s0<s<)iidRpaL
T 00 56 o] ALk 432 B B B N BB ), B L S T
) A7 6 B B S 0 R R R R L
Bl BN, & =02 FRPIR i TEIEA 20%07 B
ZIEEBA G, FRIEHES, HAFER
N5 @)X FA—, RN,
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2.3 RERNRBEIT

AT DL B 20 D09 b e Ry DL S RO
Z——— AR AR, TEALR T S SN
AR RS BEASCRY s AR A5 A5 AR R ] LUAR D7 5 3t 4
B HE S W RN AR R G S0 BE LA A A
B RO0 A g AR AL AT AR, A BD T
TR S BN N ER AL A LA, DT Sy 53 5 B g
T 7 R & 75 LR R . SRR M S,
W E AR T =2, MORIRIff R dE s 1 =Fh
BAY

TR BAHE i A Bl R 43 1O 3 A 3R o ik i
AN, R P T H 2R 2 ROk S
PR IR AVE A AR . E AR ST, PRI S
—2 MTEAE RS, PRI SRS X TR
5, A s AR 25 ol ) 728 0 A — R
o AR ARURBN A EE B2l 2 2,
A2 R W g TR SEL R e A R B AL I, 3
BB 43 oM o IF H, IR RV A AN R Y
AR R o TR A 28 A R A T B T R
WAL BRREN R Z R, Bkny 2% i
OB WHREAR . IX — i b, WA AR T
HE AR 5 2 SENAT 5 SE PR T (Goegebeur
et al., 2008; Suh et al., 2012): WRFEREN L5
LB T 5 TR AR B TR AN I, 88 2 fim R Atk
Tt 7 T A B (DR B, Sy, S 3t
TEBRIE L AR TAERT Bk i /b, X
WO BRAR, 7EdT R A, A — DR A
SR A, BTN RN W XA R Y R
TERAY PR PR RN AFAE . B R IBUEXS T2 X0 5
MR, A{EBR, ZXE N AR, &8k
9 A BUEA —, R L 52 2000 52 i 7 B2 R
S SR SZ S AR BE /NG X ALAT A S BREE o B
IAEE AT LIRS i B ) %23 5 4 BUEAFAE
ARG, PR IR — e 4, B8 ) o i il L T
I 1 55 (4 2 T XS (7] R e 7 B A MR, Bt
TE D56 7 AR AR Z RS BL T, AT BE AR IX
TR, e W SIA R ST R AR DR R) R SR, FEEE
FPRIE LR SR 2, AR L IIE,

3 ETRERMENFERNME

OHESHE MRS, CUSUM #Xf CPA
MR TR DIEMIREE L T 2MET CUSUM
Y PFS (Bradlow & Weiss, 2001; Bradlow, Weiss, &

Cho, 1998; van Krimpen-Stoop & Meijer, 2000, 2001,
2002), HFAT B 7E MR L iR B, kT
X AN B R IEA ) CUSUM By PFS $5Fr——3&
T H S InAUs% 24 (averaged weighted residual)
1 PFS. firif sk 25, BIEHRALEA 0K S
WIEEAR 4 (l TRT ML) =2 [ B4 i 35 7 B (Yu &
Cheng, 2019)., [Hilt, CUSUM HyHA BARLET .
i IR L LA s 1 ) L 4 5 A BB A5 43 1
2 B PFS, DI IR R A7 7 W X
Mo BB PFS F8 4R 8 BN EZ 7 4l i —
YO AR B, IF RN E B IRUT 8 A
X2 FHUT ) AL B TE (5 R 2 85 07 — AL i 7L (IE)
BR2ETRAN, NIRRT A% Ge e b B R IR o T
CUSUM 7 PFS M@t 454 T/ B3 IF 15 B .
B AR bR R O R Il FLE T, R R I
I o ARV IR FE RIS B VR, e 0-1
oy, HHE T, HE TR, e
W 24 R AR o
31 ETFHEMgi+E/REE TN ER PFS
van Krimpen-Stoop #1 Meijer (2000) LI J
Meijer (2002)xE X T 3 F B Al (one-sided) 45 i 1
IR H SN A% 22 B P FD PFS $5 b, X HLAG«2f
- 2 4e gt = IR T P R A R B 2
AT7 1) ) b AR AL B R R i VR KO AR
N AL B R B B VR Z K AR . ST
H 35 0 A B% 22 16 W B0 B i ——< e
(upper) G Fl“[a) T (lower) Gt i AU AT AN T -
Cy =0;Cy =0, (6)
Cj =max{0,7; + C;_ };C; =min{0,7; + C;,}, (7)

Tj:%[X/—P(Xj:1|«9A)]~ ®)

e R, C; M C; MHILGIEHEA 0, tha(7)
AL, Oy tECRAR SR, O tECBARIE S, BE X
C; F C; PiA~ PFS [l FHE 5390 UB A1 LB, 4
C; ZUB B C; < LB I, FIEHAA I 1 575
o AE 0-1 3o Nge b, P i, T
HEHEG AR j I, TO8IE . iR
Tt — EA X CEAE), W& FET, —HNIER
(505D, ISR C) (C; )& — B RO,
I SIS, FEER RO S N, BT
CUSUM ) PFS 1 R H it 16 45 5 24 Hh B Y — B
SEFIRE TS (I —BAS 2 280 0 K00 1
B PSS o o — B =, X DL R
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WAV E B R AR AL 77 24 T SRR A8 Ak, X AR
T REE R T 57 . IR . R I AE
WG T i 45 R i 2 (Sinharay, 2017b), - H.,
MR E A T CUSUM FEET
BB A 2T R R T B AR B9 48 T 6 S5 T
AT S5, R A B A A DU AR 25 4 Hhon] i L B

2T S RN I RE T
3.2 ET RIS 2R B FH MR ER PFS
TERM S A9 SRS [, Tendeiro 1 Meijer
(2012) 42 5 T 5 T XM (two-sided) B8 1= 19 5 H

SR INALER 2219 PFS:
C" = max C' - min C;. 9)

1<j<s 1 ==y
MM Gk CT R AT ¢ R Cy iR R, HAE
ST RAEE A e gttt ¢ em R
Goiti C; iR ZM. 4 CT R TR AER, F
W% e 51 5
BT AR TOUH P AR 22 (T, =
SLX, = POX =160y PPS, BR5E# S5 T

‘B CUSUM #iit#, (HEAXMFRLEAEE—
FERY, FURREETE PS4 A 5% 25 8 e ol LA R 2,
Ui X Bl 8k e % (Armstrong & Shi, 2009; van
Krimpen-Stoop & Meijer, 2001), AN AR,
3.3 CUSUM BRI &5

R TR, A LL—S B KR CUSUM &
GBI A BIHAT M S, B 1 RN
T =2 HMEEFH CUSUM Bl stk 124
IEFEEZENEL, gk 2 Mk 3 S EAEE
o FRBPIE=MIEER C), B=MiLEn ),

FLA 9B ROKOT S22 A B IRER C C RIG RE,

B UB F LB, B LLE H, PIA#AH PFS 48
S TEN 56 A FE A0 G A, PR AR
BB E R S, WEEEMNZE: CUSUM M
PFS J&—Fpdt T ZR MG, Lol 5
Ab PFS M TG FHE, JEAS B A 120X
MHE BT 5% . CUSUM 1Y PFS 2R M 24t
B, NYICE A R FHEZ AR PFS = 0
FR R Az R 8 Al T HE (Lai, 2001) Fean gl 3
9 C; BARAESS 53 BUAMET LB, {1 PFS M5 31
FEALFE i AN, UL A 7 S R BT T B B R
PE% . IFH, R 2 AR 3 76056 1A W) 47
MR AR, YRR BN EE A

JEAS AR AR IR VR A HE T, Ak 2 £
BTG M H AR T, FECHBL T T
50, ZJn RBLEAE, D AT AR I 5 W1 T B
W AR AN IR A o M 3 7RI 565 30T B
S AT BRI P 55 B A4 P sl

k1
021
UB
0.1
g
] ol %AWAA% Mﬁwwm
:fﬁ.: %VVVVVWWVWVVVWW
—0.1F B
=020,
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60
BEFS
a2
02F
0.1+ LB

@ MMAA&
Eﬁ or MMMM
8| e, B

o1l = -
LB W“VVVVW
=02F, oy
0 S5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60
BHFS
BA3
02 Bk
01| == =
AT mqm%_ TS b <YAY
i ﬂdﬁ%ﬁ o,
I - Al
G | IRUERRR RN
8
—0.1+
] LB el
=020,
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60
BHFS

B 1 =&#80 cusuM E%

3.4 #FH CUSUM By PFS f&iF

CUSUM E—Fi3tF/p il AR, #4188
Ja LAV S R AE, TR R, %O
DA AL RS W EA, AR
W S5 B2 % A B B (Meijer, 2002), FEfE X Fh
PiF, CUSUM i AT 75 3 F 151 (computer-based)
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4 00 36 Hh S o 72 W 45 (process monitoring) : i i
THEVLER )T A I g A E S T R, M5
B LR I A 5 W A R, DA T B S
T, (HRAEAREN R (P&P), W TCikit T,
PiFh CUSUM (¥ PFS Hr, B&F Sl st iy
RS A K. BHEMERL, WIS BEHEX T
e T 1) S SO SRR AR IR, R R
TR PFS. filn, 47 ZH a2 5 11
TOmEAES, T E R R 78 PFS, 1 0 5
I8 N 1Y B bR AT O e AE S AR 1
BN, BRSO T 2 00 36 v ) S o AR 28
JEOGHR, R RUR PFS 23 LL Bl PFS H3E Al Jf
H, SEPri g i xum g it C7 A4 H B St
iR C) MG AR, JRRTE T BRI
fie 1 FLAH O, TCIEIREN, Fr (A 0 2 Be 0 Ak e
Orsyimare o TRBHER @ 76D LS AT 5673 LA HL S fg
H1 O, VEZE, TAE G 2238 43 LUE =5 (R AR ) 1Y B
O sporram VEB o BLETARARE A2 P S0AG 7115 21 1
E T Opyimare » FLIBUALNTF 0o 5 Osperran
ZIE, ntk—k, FBRMSEiE R PFS 73056 1 P
PSR R IEFEREREH M SRABR
W SR ) B R, ks
FIL <] B R H AU PFS B T45G T 28
M PFS W15 8 1T 5 R0k G X A i L & 2E (Armstrong
& Shi, 2009), @i %+ CUSUM [ PFS #5845, Al
VAT W T M 58 S BEAEAE R 9 TR AL E . AR,
MAGTIN AT 55 75 B0 8 AR A AL E AT, W8 A B
ME A kA CUSUM Hi i KR LA AR 55, thig
WA S, B ORI CPA T LAk A Tk #r
FIRRIT, MBS AR E N AR S, AT A A
1%

4 EFCPAHIRERNME

CPA LI—Fh5¢ A6 T CUSUM MRk B
RF 5B BN TS A (] R, R LA B AL AR
AR FIIh, BEAE AR DL TE
8 AT JE AR B A S BUR A 1 /B 5 CUSUM
—F, CPA TEME I 75 83 PFS LASE BEAGTIN
4.1 CPA M#E MK PFS

MHIEC S HUE W 2 R R 4 B CPA 1Y
PFS FEAHFETRUR LS L, , 55T Wald &
BRI W » ZETAHITRGIG Y S FIEE T INAL SR 22
B R oHT 3 7 PFS (i Shao % A (2016)F0 Sinharay

(2016, 2017a, 2017b, 2017c)4& i, ifife /7 —Fh
Yu Al Cheng (2019)#2 !} . 4 Fh PFS #3& Ay AR
PRERTE T . A WOl VE & 7 9 A e AR a5,
FEHNRELIH n B850 IPAST IR 5 750 1
H X, Xy X, J¥51 2 Xyits X s Xy o X
PIA TP OIEE SR G2 @ 1 b BT R APE 25 572,
CPA [ PFS Al b iX Fh 25 5. #7 PFS 7E248 il n
AE 5 e K HLAR B 2 W R A SE o R A S5 A
B
4.1.1 EFUSALL 1 16 (likelihood ratio test)fY
PFS

TS R 5 R TR K 6, = 6,, I HL3E T
RICK IR SR, 24 o BOEC MR ER, X5
fRAb B 5 I GE vt i R IR

L, ==2{L(0y79: X ;) =1.2.+,.]) -

Lnl(é1n7’?1n;Xj7j =1,2,--,n)—

LBy s X ;o j=n+ln+2, D)}, (10)
Hop, ¢ 2B HS B A M b R ES .
6y 1§ FE7R HIZ WK B R A& B Al T 19 S 8K,
Bros Tin T By, 700 53 B 27 1 78 51T 25 1 51
il 28, iR SHGE L 5 IRT #ERE T
350 UL L,y R, X ERIER ek Ei BLAR R IF IR
Kh:

Lnl(élna?ln;stj =12,-,n)=

n

21X, logPy(4,) +(1- X )log(1- P,(4,)]. - (1)

=
D77 AR, Ak A B 8 — AR s AL, H
I<n<J-1, 16 n PUETHEN, & LFETLIRIT

L= max L,. (12)

M <=1
Lo K500 04 18 TC AR H 2 ISR 9 AR AE 7S 5
(EISS T BUE S AT 0, 6, =60, TR R,
X A PR H, e B 2 AR E—Ab s
XL, M5, 7EHE T T IR B 1 i
T 2 A0, BCRD A  RUR HO R 1 e T
FFhE S T S A T R B B B 25 1 W O
2 AN, LA R 24 SRR 7 (R T RS TR 5 TR 24
TR (45 PR IR BB A D 2 T — A 2o S AF
(6, =6y,), PIHIRIb R SHA B 1, Fik
LA AR 1, 5 SO AR EET Wald 5
(RSP R B 1 PES [ B8, SR, D Lyue BR L, 19
BRAE, FELA Ly ATRMEEAS i E AR 7



FEoM

e & AR OB ORI P R R AT BRI 1469

/3 (Chen & Gupta, 2012), FF ALK HTE, ©
Y B JCAR 1% 434 (null hypothesis distribution)§E i
It SRR RIS BAUARAS, JF T LIAR B B TG % A
R34 10 AT B FAE LeoLe VR MG FHE,
AT AW TR LRI L, 2 SRR, A5
Ly > Lo, WIWCHIZAEE P ONAEAE S 1L, IR 3
AR S ELAR N B e, BIFERE H o 590 ES R4
AR Ly < Lo, WIVCHIZBHAMER IEH, ANTF
TEAR
Lo 38 T UG 56 (two-sided test), DIKGIE
BICBRE Hy MIERIPE o i B AR U2 kil gk
VR 9 v 2 A A7 A6 AR ST 25 i Be 1 28 4k
Jym, SRS GE W, R, i
1E: 55 2 K 30 PR BE Al B AR 808 (AR 28 T 80™
A 78 U, DGR Ly, HEAT S48 120, 254G DU
AT BEFELE MR B W AVEZ TP BT, KT i)
Tl Hy R 5 TRUEE B NAEE n, 6,<6,, 18
LT . XFEOLT, B Lye MEMIK 50 TE 5K
(Sinharay, 2017a), EEER
{JZ 0,20,
L = A
L # 6, <6
o, 0, R T 32 5 RORE R W A5 SA
JIfl, 6, RIEHAEE T IV S L, 25
Wigit s, HAEXNHEET L, R, JFHAE
i TC AR B T A DT 3T B A o IR S A3 A, R IR AE
T BEELBKT 6, >60. 50, <6, ZEm g M
By, Btk L BOE S5 455 R R @Ry, H
T L, AEIHEST L, P 5, L, IR E
FER 1 BT o 406, BRI, 76 B T R
MHETEFRHEIE ST . Y58 F AR he Skt E
TR R A THE RS, fEHIE R ST AT
5, ARSI
riik, B PFS $84% L, ARk K .

= max L, H: ST EAHH 6, = 0.,
L=y "7 (14)

* |= min L, Hy: WEER#H O, < 0.

1=n<J-1
BN, 24T TR 56 B R A A N AR
ik, Y PES 848 M L, = min L, WIS L
EACT I B, WHE 4 R TR, A AR
TESNERAEZAT A IF T e 8 A
4.1.2 ET Wald #3(Wald test)# PFS
HF Wald #5609 SE T T TR 56 B TS

(13)

B 6, =0, WITEBIPE, 4 n B4 EI, Goit
R ARI T
6, -6,)

W, = —, (15)

1,6 " 1,@)
O, 1 FR AR F A 1 1R )B4
Fisher {3 LA, B F A0 {5 B AL IRT oftfI
S 5 O 4 T 4 R 1
B, (5 B, S X T R ) B
W CR T . VERE: AR (2 R
82 B T RE AT )«

B 005 B AR

2.2
1.7 a;

L= — = - s (16)
7(0) 74 b,)[1+e 1.7a;(6 b])]z
l:l" Lmax %'ﬂy\ﬂﬁ, Wmax i’%i—\‘y‘j
W = max W,. (17)

1=n<J-1

[ b, IZAE AR I B R ORI Hy o ILRAIIR
FEEAR S, &BMIR H, N BRI — b
H.o Andrews (1993)LA } Csorgo Fl Horvath (1997)
BRI, YA AL TAEZ T 5 B sl & fJa JLBRT,
Wonax WIDTN AR T (power) 4 252815 143/, EH I,
Andrews (1993)EH n BRE7EIEAMES 5 Y
HEI 2 T0%5E L, BRI w,, = max W, ,J B

Jy=n<d-J,
I 0.157 WA, DI AS IR T o XT FRIIR Loy
AT LATEAS P A SO B, 45 v (i 3807 o
FEF Wald /255 ST W, 18 T 85U
I, MR T MR I, HE X (15) 2 I AR
5, AR IR ST i W, (Estrella & Rodrigues,
2005):

W, =———a2n (18)

— st
1,(6)  1,,(6)

SOy, BRI TR AR W, RIBAR
{= max W, Hy: MEERHEA 6, < 6,,,

= min W, Hy: XMEEnHH O, = 0,,.

I=n<J-1

W =

s

(19)

A Wl SHE R X E R b, 4 W, R Tl
FAH h B, ATELE RN Hy RAEE 0 A
0, < 6,, o RN Jp 5 P e A8 35 H A AE AR A5
B RE ) = A8 SUG AR Ty, 0 4076 0 56 v s B
AR 24w B B2/ TG S A i, AR
A A Hy: WAEE n 4 6, = 06,,, BHANF
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B FRAEAEAR st HL R AR A8 A T R TR T8 AU BE
1, B B B RN
4.1.3 EHT B 571G (score test)dY PFS
PR E NG S, TR R TRk
0, =6,,, 4 n WL EMRM, RikX .
g VO, =12 )]
' 1,(0)
V@ X, j=n+1ln+2,J)
L, (6,) ’
Hob, V(0 X,,j=12n) I V(@ X,.j=n+],
n+ 2,0, J) S BIEE RS F 51 1 R 2 78 6 = 6, ib i %K
BISRBRBI— B FH V()3 X, ) =1,2,,n) [
FFR I Baker F1 Kim (2004, pp. 64-71)
2 {pL i,

2
+

(20)

S = max S, 1)

max n
I=n<J-1

Sax K2 52 04 HE T AR N < WP I AAFAEAL 58 T
BB PO EDAAAE A R X Bl A
n (U R BR S A gy 3 — J, ), DA 5o
1.

Smar T Ly —FE, & T XUAG I o 76 H 0
Kb, it AR e

Sy = {‘/Si”’ﬁe‘l; o (22)
~S,. %6, < 6.

S MG, AR5 E NS 4.1 i

gt L, —3L.

ik, $00 PFS #6845 S, vl 3Rk N

{: max S, Hy: MAEErEH 0, = 6.,

1<n=J-1 23)
= min S, Hy: XEEAHF O, < 6.

sn?>

S =

s

1<n=J-1
i FH 5 1 SR L, — 3
4.1.4 ET Nk ZE (weighted residual)fY PFS
Ry HR I 3 7 0 B 56 R i S B RE AL VE &
(back random responding)fT >4, Yu Fl Cheng (2019)
T HTF AR 2B PFS $845 . XF T 56 1E
WO PR T, AR AR B & S EEAR
SR T . AT T 5 RO A, AR5
R 2 ) 257 AR R IR 8 o i T A
5% 2= PFS WYJR BT RBIFEA AR as g e iR
FEANR 53 R AT IR0 s, IS A R AT
B {25 268 X AL B 22 (ABWR; average absolute
weighted residual)Z [B] (1) 25 {H i KAk o B 3 i

UF .
Yu Il Cheng (2019)AYHFFT HE T £ 2343 1.0

R, WALTEE r,(0) AR -

. X, —E(X,|0)

(=227

(& P(X,|0)

Ko F R SRS k2 MRk, &R
SR SRR 2 MR B AR . A3 BT
WEBETT R 0 IR, eSS B LIRS X
PIMER . £ 0-1 T4 F, k2= LIFRR N

. X —P(X,=1]6)
(O) = J J ~ .
(&) P(X,]0)

24

(25)

HE—2D

J
&:7%@§jﬂim‘%;“ﬂ@”’(%)
T Yu Fl Cheng (2019) i % 2 5 S Bl AL AR 22 B0
o PR I LG b 1 T 2 51
SRR I 6, T EL AR T IR BB,
U A 5 0 B S, 1T R
F26)3t . T RIS, 545 T A
B R

R =L@ S k@ @)

nio J-n 55

W2, T MBIRZER PFS, Bl R, AN
R,.= max R,. (28)

max
1=n<J-1

5B Lyars Winax T Spax = FHHEFR A IS, Ripax
TE n G TSGR R, AT R LR
0, = 0,,, MZFIE AT UG RS KA =5
KR ¥ F R, M5, HTFIFFIAH ABWR T %
T 75 W5 5 I R AR A B 2 () ) A 2 PR, Y
S EATE TS ABWR BB T — &L,
5T U W2 A A 56 T U5 0D BT S
N o 5HEIRFRAHLE, Ry B35 G FHAEAR XU 190
JH 5 2z v Oy RN B8 v R TR R S Bl
RFEMIUEZ A R, MIWEEARA—EE
R 1URE K B A8 Bl AR B R b ST W AR I ik
(AP O {EAE O BRI FEREALIE S I 1E 6L T BE 14T
THATREA S R A UL o B R I S A HE 1E
Boh, MASFH R HEVR R IR R, B3
KT b, XFQ6)ATM S, BEIRTEN S5 13
TR, mXFEn, WEHRE SRS .



FEoM

e & AR OB ORI P R R AT BRI 1471

4.1.5 CPA TUFE R PFS 51T

CPA [ PUFh PFS A EEAJFHHAE T FIWr 2
BAFAE AR P SR o o Ge it 24w o R
A HRAR 22 5 R A3 00 8, I OIS o Ly
Waxs Smax T Ry WAFHE AR EA A [FRFME, Ly s
Wax T S IS L, . W, F1 S, FHT ¥ i TG
BB 6, =05, BIE L s W FIl S TF 7 SR
W ARFRMAATE . B Y s B AR OO I 512 7
TEAE S RN, AR5 H A B B i),
R P 3 BB S A 2 LU A 1 . 48K, X = AR AR
WA BRI X, 24 H AR 2T HLAA Y S R 2
BICAINER VR RS, & A R MIE bR JEH, #
LR R L, Lygx s Wiae B Spae = Fh 8 AR 1
JHF & KU (high-stakes) . KH#LAR (large-scale) ) #L
BN o 1M Ry BILAG R, ERSITE R,A
FHF 50 HE AR 6, =6, , 1M 2 K6 50 00 56 7y 10
U R B AR S R o SIS B X AR T
1) B BRSO AT B T AR, 0 © B A T A B
PR WIBE LIRS, BEEHE T R, R AIEN . 7E
N HJEE F, Ry BB 38 FLEAR KU (low-stakes) 19
O FR Y v

Sinharay (2016)7E3T5HL 5 & I I 50 (1) PR 5%
TR Linaxs Wonax T Sy =Flt PFS 52 1 BLMIFE
LEREH . =Fh PFS W, T Wald K50 W0
S B, FET R LRI L, SR, i
FET AR RISy BT BAR o Yu I Cheng (2019)
B4 Lysars Wosars Smax 1 Rypas PUFH PES — [7] T30
JE WIBEALYER, JFXT B TR 4RI RE R AT LA .
ZEREIL: DURN PFS XF T WiNAE 55 1 — U p R
(Type-I error rate)&R¥E HIAFAR LS, (HZ R, BB
L HA =l PES &5 L 17%3) 42%.,
4.2 CPA 9 PFS ISR EMRES =

FEAH ] CPA F47 5% SN VTl s, o2 i By
PFS, [X it PFS ilfi S4B A8 & 4> B2, 1SR PFS
4 I SR 8 JBCA AN 5 3, Ao 00 1 o A 4 2 DR
fiX, F3 CPA WM ERITH . HETXT Ly
Winaxs Smax T Rypax W FHH Lo, We, Sl Re HIARIR,
WESEE AT T 2R 5k . 76 A28 W R il FH
RO JT . Worsley (1979) 324 19 52 45 -k & i)
(Monte Carlo simulation) ) 77 ¥ A & Storey #
Tibshirani (2003)4% i1} ) FDR #5149 77 .
42.1 ZEHFETEM

W7 BAR B BRUNT

DL 10000 £ 8K 1E, Bl se ) 7
AN (0, Dyl i 58 ) 280 E i H
SR X S VR 2B AR R, DR Ik 2l
MM IE R AR, & —3LEE B (W B =50)K.

2)HR A0 g YR R S g 4 B VR R T LA
HWE I Ly Wiars Smar B Rparo TER: BLARTT
B A2 AT RE I E Orgimare o

3)RE—RKEE T 10000 4> Lygxs Winaxs Smax
5 Ryax TR TR 31, A5 BE W K-
0.05, M rhgs 500 JCAYECHE Jhy FH 0 I 0 O Al
A, REHEdt B IREE KM TR MHERN
FEPEAER Loy We. Sc il Re Y54 BUA
4.2.2 FDR i##E

E—WALE N A8k nyi g b, 752 F A
5 N A (RO 44 Bl AR A e i EA T A
5, 5% L N IR PFS il FHE M KN, XET
% ¥ L (multiple test), Shao %5 A (2016)IA A, 1t
FRF Il S ) 350 5 AN BE e i A& 2L 0.05 5 0.01
9 MK, TN AT R IE . — A AR
#IE 2, —Fh & Bonferroni #% IE (Bonferroni
correction), ¥ i #F PE /KSR IE A 0.05/N B &
0.01/N, {HH T IBrI g hAEAZ B N ERK,
B LAk 5 255 T A RS, A B — R B B
Hh AR AR ME FE 268 1 TC AR 53 Ah— T 5 2 R A
1R & B * (false discovery rate, FDR; Benjamini &
Hochberg, 1995), 7FFEH W58 X fh 5 1k &%
H T £ & b % A0 £ 1E (Benjamini & Hochberg,
1995; Genovese, Lazar, & Nichols, 2002; Li, Witten,
Johnstone, & Tibshirani, 2012; Schwartzman & Lin,
2011), FDR F/Ri5iRAmic A B bbsic B4 )
LG, Ty A O EURRTE TR B R R IR A
TE T2 YK o 1 INAE — Y g b, 2 fiide 5
H 100 ZHALARICN W AR, 7EIX 100 480
Hh, 90 &% ELIE S AR BMA, S350 10 44 052
RAEWAEERAE, B TR C, R B
FDR{E 4 0.1, 7E I A28 Storey Hl Tibshirani (2003)
AL L YR, A TUMR, (XL Lo M E 72l
BIHEAT M, BB ERNE

DIEC A SHEE SO, R R4
BRI, AR5 TR SRR R
AN Ly, SILEHE B IR BIXEHT G A B
I Ly 55 PR HE TR 531

2) T Hlm A Lo WMUE, RARME . 1A
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wrEA:

M=

B Y 1Ly >T)
FDR = Li=l , (29)

> I(Lyy >T)
i=1

Hrh, b BEHFWIFS, I HiERRE, 4
L.>T B, I=1, BB 485580 FHE b i
RSE, I, I=0. FDR BUE AT LIARHEHF 58
MR TN E, Gl R — I BN
0.2, TR /MY T{EWHE FDR<0.2,
WA ) TGRS Lo ME.

FDR #HilVE M R HEAE T iR ghsid 7
B RN ORBEL, AT RN T AL B REHEY
&, Phnic = w 7 F 4. Bk
FHET G A PO R 7 SN ESAE IE AR Y
B, WA R EHEY T A PFS A4 AR TG IR 43 A,
I3 R TG FAEIY Ly BN EEE R BRIC . P
M, AXQHFEAFRE T “FDR R45IRFRICIEH
A bRic B R L X — R X,
4.2.3 CPA 1 PFS e F BRI E 77 % B 1T

SRR AHLS FDR HHIE A K . S5
R A R BIR S 0 e A EH 2
B AR, SRR A — R B M KCOF T B0
Wi TR () 7 B BOVE S s SR, 3 Ry vk 3k i fiE
AT, (A4S LERRE 1 FDR 861k % 183 T
Z H P W K AL I, X — A SR
SN eI P TP iy e i T o 8 S A
WO A A AR R A, AR R R AL T AT 43
HIZKF, X AR A SEBRIE 0L, B Ik, FDR 46 2% 558
B IR 0 B 2R I SR

>
]

5 CUSUM 5 CPA HE & N SR

5.1 CUSUM 5 CPA EAXBEM TSR
CUSUM 5 CPA [Rl & T~ 58 52 B il iy 5 1%,
ATl e E o R S AR S, WE
KHIZWZE BWE, A AT A AR S
FEE . (R P AR 7 ik WA BB 5 2 A
], CUSUM i B8t 5 TR Uk — R 51 1E 5% £ 1Y)
k22 W22 55 0 R 15 43 o] i 5k 22) Bk, AR
F B AR PFS, 448, CUSUM ] LL B iy it
ABRF o2, BT LR ERUSR LS N2 . I,
& AR B BS AR AT B PRS AO{H . 1M CPA (3
A% EAETE T R Wit i 4 A 1R 25 7 4 S 15 1T DA TE
TS AR R4y A TP G, X WA T35 ) 5 el
Guit i L2 E S RIP K, CPA 1Y PFS 1]
fEX P20, I EURE e RE A8 s B
52 CUSUM 5 CPA LRSI S SELE
CUSUM Al CPA A T#k, & 1 BR3I TX ™
BT E A R . CUSUM (i RIEHTET &
PRAE T —F TR AR, BB R I A AR R
WO AN E . JFH, 7E CAT Hillgh A 5 ik
A CUSUM SCjifiid Fe s, J i b+ it i
2. M4, B HA AR @i
ZZE&, CUSUM T LLVEMT . B, it £
7% /5 (multiple change points)s3 . {H&, CUSUM
FIB S AET . BN TR A B A R L g s
AR5, I HLE R AR CPA B 25, 522 X,
CPA FOPE s S B AN AT DT 3 ol 3 2 75 1 R
SRR, WREH SIIAEH b E A S, CPA JBF
1§ CUSUM —Ffil i W8 KGR SR8 55, i

#Fz 1 CUSUM 5 CPA MEEAELE

CUSUM CPA
TR IR OO IR UCR 45 R AR A O T 5 ) FEAN AT K 4 Ky A R T e I 7
% BBURAIL S
PFS TR P AL SR 2 SN RR €, R XUUE R T AR IR L, BT Wald 25
e 1 Wi o ST AN S, BT ISR 2 1

BN i

s R, WH T R
B it N T2 GRS (S AT, YETR PRI
T B R R R SO A

R o DAJA F1 OIS

FEMTIN G W00 E AR SN bR, R DT H A5 sxd B AR 2800 A BAAZOR AT R 1 o

A BRI E (2 45

R R TR 9 B AT AR S JLASIRE X LASE A3
BRI SRR, HoP L, W, RS, iG]
TR AU CER IS, R, 38 TARME (O BRI




FEoM

e & AR OB ORI P R R AT BRI 1473

Himal PFS ME SAFES S NI, R
AR EAETE, HEEEN R TTREMAE . XAEKR
B 56 b U H RS, CPA FER K E T A
JIBRIR, R T W —KOLH SR, CPA A BLFE,
AR AT B AT s s J LB, CPA AR
BT 2 K2R, S AR X S I O S it 0
W, DR B0 A7 AR A R Tl i
To X B AR I A 0 T8 B IE B Ak T, B L IE n
4.1.2 PAFR . Andrews (1993)FLUHF AR S I
T IR S 7R B AMEZ P R 2 70% T . 9%
M FESE PR R FH R, 28 s 7 B 5 AT IS 2 b

Sinharay (2016)7E CAT RY¥F45E T SCiti e,
RILT HT CPA B PFS (Lyy « Wy F1S,, )T
ML THT CUSUM 1 PFS, 15X T S2brM
FH R R 3% 3k FH R Rl 7 2% A9 ) 85 1, Hawkins, Qiu
1 Kang (2003)TAN = 478 g Fil J5 B (14 1 B AR
MBI T, SRAFET CUSUM /) PFS 2N
G R — D E RSO, W3
T CPA 1) PFS 4k 7E.O3 5ZF M Eh, HA
SRR LIRE B AG T, MRS AL K S R B
) R AR VR B T AL TP S EOR AN T S . B
W, 7ESEBREGMIG, CPA TR THL8EH CUSUM,
JIT LA 478 0 3R 5 208 W 2 i B 9 55 0 rpofe
TR

6 mES5RE

A P55 20 0 0 3 o 0 36 £ A% L
W LMK, SH RO B s — A
A 2R R, JF HORA R e S SR
S DS E ROV T BT S R B 2 B,
AR AR BT R FIRA o 50 S B AE I 56 v+
OrHOL, S BRI S AE R 0 Al SR G AT
Tl Shao % A(2016)I\ 2, Kds s Hr v 17 1k
T A 2 Bt 2 8 AN 2 Al ™ A i 22
A i 2 002 5 S0 36 4 B 2 o 7 A o R R A
RERE S AN RS PSR . I, 4T R I kI
SEFAT AR 5 W LA T5 9k o CPA FERE 7 |
G AU A R — Bk, {2
JEAE T SEAR A T <R A 20 LS B0 - U
EMBTEGETERA BRI, G4 A
B A A1 AR AT, A RO N B CPA
g5 T — A e —— F R e,
18 F 0 B 0 D A, ] D g A B AR I

PR B, 5 Bl s 20 o B b B 550 o S oy 3K
IR VEZ AR A TIE UE LU = SR TR B
HAR CPA TE 5 SN T A i HA Fh A AL 5,
{BAESE BRI B N A B . AT BT
D7 XA T2, CPA IHARBE R 2 —Fhgt
T, XTI K ——R R BT S
WARE —— R E—Mgert e, HaefEhy—fb
Y S R BB, BR T CPA LIS,
I e LA AR R R AR S, AR A U TR
PG . ZOMIPAN 5515 B, A AT LUK N EIE
BLRE R SR RN o AR A CUSUM 5 CPA —
B et 0r ik e, IR, X — m7E
RS Iy EEE . AUET CPA Tk R A
A VR R TR AR AR B, X b 2 Y 18
W& WEAS A BRI AS RO IZ W o IE 40 2013 42X HBEH
#8(United States Department of Education, 2013)ft
HE: GRS, RREIUEI T &
ZUEIE, WL, SMEIEM CPA MJRRRME, AT
Phask B2 4 RO i, & B (A T8 22 M A T 5
VS H B R AR B S UG TR B, B
S50 AT EE M, fil4n, Shao (2016)K+E CPA &
B T MR AR PR AE TE AR 2 R R
ZHAbE . ERE R REAR T 24, IS
BT B9 SE FHAE CPA i s VR wiiak, 4%
JE B BN ER 43 51, T HLE i s R
it S48, LR PRREHT, HEWHELIEHN
Wy, AFFEAE R RN X IUE AR T AR 4%
FSEAG TR R . FEHE, @A i AR 2
MRAR L, 0507 AT A A T 55 ) RIEL
BT, DA/ 52 B ) He 0 5% i 6 30 55 5 4 o 3
JISE AR i A B8 (Shao et al., 2016). 24 HT CPA
ELHSHEFR IS, HERNOCHSHE
M4 X CPA TR AL T — 2 [, itk
KRBTy N1 o BN CPA W58 P A4
) — L ] R % A > T i BB 5% 1) R it — e L,
WEEMRESH .
6.1 ZTLABERATEEREME
ASCHGTIR T VR 79 AR A — AL A8 15 1
o, KX 22 S AWIIT N A T, YR
HEHEFEWESR, 272880 NPF it 40,
B h 22738 s R I R B, S B ) 4 v v g
HH B A D 2 AN BT R — 42wl A A
MRS, a0 B 7E DU S0 S A7 A8 R T 30,
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Change point analysis: A new method to detect aberrant responses
in psychological and educational testing

ZHANG Longfei; WANG Xiaowen; CAI Yan; TU Dongbo
(School of Psychology, Jiangxi Normal University, Nanchang 330022, China)

Abstract: The change point analysis (CPA), as one of the most widely used methods for statistical process
control, is introduced to psychological and educational measurement for detection of aberrant response
patterns in recent years. CPA outperforms the traditional method as follows: In addition to detecting aberrant
response patterns, it can also pinpoint the locations of change points, contributing to efficient cleansing of
response data. The method is employed to determine whether there is a point so that the complete sequence
can be divided into two parts with different statistical properties, where person-fit statistics (PFS) is needed
for quantifying the difference between two sub-sequences. Future researchers should pay more attention to
multiple change points detection, making full use of other effective information like response time data,
developing non-parametric indices as well as reforming the exiting person-fit statistics for polytomous and
multidimensional tests, so as to enhance its applicability and power.

Key words: aberrant responses; change point analysis; cumulative summation; person-fit statistics





