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=r = 1
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CITPEIRTE R 2R O BB, B S 330022)
C B IRL AR B 515 BRA20, B E 330032)

=

F FARGE B B R R, A& o i 2t ol IR LI 250 . U2 550 (change  point

analysis) 5 A7 BURIZE SUUE — A UBSHT I HER o A8 30— 7 TR AOAE i 70 B i O B Ul ) AT 17—
LRG B RES O, S5 — 7T, KL TR BB B PR SO s T ST T R I ) K, RO T
AR BN S H AR RS speededness AR 1o SRATMIAGER Tk UK LLIGER AT Wald K256, 7>
BITEC IR I H SR AT, B AR B BRI o G555, iR FH B 7 100 T gV 284 b A
HATR BT, [ RES R P 1 2850RA . SSuEBd it — LR BASO R Bl s ik A BB
KR R EE, SERAREAT N, YR, AR, Soitid EE

2ES B84l

1 55

R O A 0 K R O X 2 A R ) i RS O
PRI o SRS PRAE O h S 2 R GR
25 1 PR 2 B30l 1) Jo et e AR s e, P R DL TR
REFENREEBAT N R R w0 55
VEZBAT A AR IR AR AR (B8 T 45, 20205
sk e & 4, 2020), BA SR WAESAT NI, HAE
BRI R AR B B EE AN
A IS AR AT i A B BUE RR R AR
B B S AR AR I B A R AR AR
it SRR L [ B B A 56 50 1) o i, DN J5
S BT A S A — RGN 5, 5 0 v A
RUSHE A LE . #0580 H S 80 T 0 e 22
(Stefan et al,. 2016), M2 X 115 B FIELE (Guo et
al,. 2009)5555, KU, G g b 0 S5 8 AR
SRR B CHE Y, BFOTE T — EAE SR A

W H 3: 2021-08-25

i TR 5 V5 (10 Bejar, 1985; Evans & Reilly, 1972;
Shao et al,. 2016; Bradlow et al,. 1998; McLeod et al,.
2003; Wise & Kong, 2005; Yu & Cheng, 2019, 2022),

PR 55 43 F1% (change point analysis, CPA; Page,
1955; Shao et al., 2016; Sinharay, 2016)2 K 5=
Bdl h AR e S iR 5 s, 2T 90 B s
R EAFTE TR S, RIEHE h S Ar ek
R BRI E—dF IR T, A
Fig BRI ) 56 S5 WU RS, AEAS TR A I [ A, REACAT
ANTE] B HUE o AN 2R A SEAS B Z05F 46, T s 1) 47)
AR REASAS-FE IR M A 8 o A sl R AR R AR, dn Y
EEC)y 2255 A T e B e AL, RO W EHE b b 3
T BUZE 5 (Hawkins et al., 2003), 248 5 09 H B8 IH
FY R T B

PRI EATH CPA FI AL 52 5 I
USRS 000 55 v 68 S AR B AT R B AR AR S
(Zhang, 2014; Shao, 2016; Shao et al., 2016; Sinharay,

* S EHEF R H(BGA210060); LPGE SR AT H 21IY06); E KA E 2 b0 RHF 215 8(GIK2021025); 1T
PHA A A SCat 2 B2 3 H (XL20202); 7B T #0HE RAHE & BB R #5505 %= (2020-NCZDSY-012); VLV 4 # H TR0 H

(GJI191691, GJJ191128)% Bl .
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2016, 2017a, 2017b, 2017c; Yu & Cheng, 2019,
2022). Shao %(2016), Sinharay (2016), Yu #l Cheng
(2019, 2022)%WF53 R T CPA FEKG I SF 4 VE5 4T
Fy AR BRI e g R, B A
TERIES H R EZIE R T M i e 90 8E . —
T 00N 5 A VR BE 2 IR IE P o3 A, 1] 4n 2% A=
R A28 I T B3t 30 2 IR A TR BOE 2R A0 A1 . 2475
MBS EAEEAT MR, BT AR T A
FIEFAEZER AT R, HIE A NEE R b Sk
AEPERT B RS . SR AR AT O R A AL G 5
R 5 g o) B R B A AR AR AR A

fdi 1] CPA AG I 46 v (4% S i VR AT Bl 53
WAEEREEC, AT RS AT, — M2 E R
VEZE A M (response), 53 —Fl R VEZ BT M1 %4, RI-%
A VR 28 1B R T IS A] (response time) o /5227 i []
B E— RS s, RIS T % A fe 15 B
i H {5 4 (Marianti et al,.2014), X T35 % 4E fE
Fliv T BRE B2 5 A0 A I 56 BT F A AR A B an 4 bl
FRHRB A E, THENLING 5 7R PEAL ok i 2,
V7 I (8] B84 1 AR B 28 A5 AN A, 88 R A
FAIRYE . #4An van der Linden I van Krimpen-
Stoop (2003 )it A1 2¢ et [ 4 A5 0 =% A= Tt e it
DA KN #4245 ; van der Linden 1 Guo (2008), Pan £l
Wollack (202 1)%5 {8 FHAE 227 s (] H50H08 Aoz I 0 565 v =5
A TR () 18 0 45 55 o I A BIF 9 38 25 T A [ 1) i
G S AR i R B, 255 R 5] AVEZR Ao ]
B B TR ST A, R0 T VR I )%
i 4 4 P BBl (Wang & Xu , 2015; BB/N%E, % BRUE,
2019; £iiliik, 2019; BEilik %, 2020).

VIAEEET CPA Aailll g vh S w6 AR 2047 B 0F
2RI TAEE B R, AR u BRI R T
22N, TEBHE T oI EES S 1A I TR B
A HEERN KSRGS Ji5b, BT ImEEE ERZE
SR AVEZAT I B IR 3 19 (Goegebeur et al,.
2008), X I 56 K 4 S5 A 3R B O £0TH 5
Z FR Z 58 # B9 LT (L Bolt et al,. 2002;
Oshima, 1994; Suh, et al,.2012; Yu & Cheng, 2022
85 o PRI ASBIF ST SR £ TR I [R) B, 7 2 03
HZERARFNIH 8O, 43T CPA J5
A I H AR B A T A B AR R R
TR, CPA J7iEAS BT S A6 ) S5 5408 1)y 1%,
PRI I [ A ] P A6 0 ey HG A S o VR 2547 Dy dn
H AT, A 250 A5 3 ) S AR AR . NI
JeN4 CPA iR,

2 AR ST HT CPA HiR

CPA 3z b i T2 BeiT2f M B 2440,
BARCAHFHH BT AT 508N RS, (AT
WA ERI I &, FET CPA il 55 fEZ
TN E AW EEA . Zhang (2014), Shao %5
(2016), Shao (2016), Sinharay (2016, 2017a, 2017b,
2017¢), Yu Fil Cheng (2019, 2022), H:#, Zhang
(2014) 56 1 1 J 2 A T £ e i ) R i 2%
A, FE4E T —Fp S R W T

Shao Z5:(2016)JLT CPA i FFILLAR LLAG 3644 01
INEAEZAT R, KR EEAALAT LUK % A= 43 A ins
RNAE IR LH, A B b v B R 3 2 A TF 4R R
SEEARBATNINLE o S EAT R R A B E A
64 BN B33 a2 B T A e S 1 R 4 S i
ARG A, I EL R SEBRI56 v 5 B 3 40 56
KEHAES %, Shao (2016) KRG I 5K

AL = 2(1« — 1Mo (1)

B, e A oy SR % A
TGHEAEZ AT FIE B VR I X BSR4 45 2
e i A A, FTLAME ] MLE (Baker & Kim,
2004) S EAN I B AR RE ) 6., i — 215 3
;o S Wi 1 =17~ + 17 - W p BRI T Ry
FERBASTFIRGE 1 ATFRASEE 1, -,
BH G B2 AT AEEE j+1,--, 8H )T
XiF R AL SR R, AL 3k B 5 K AB I 67 R 2% AR TF
LR IEAEE DL, & R A 55 I FUE AT DA 3E i
¥y (Shao et al., 2016) . Z343 4 (Yu & Cheng,
2022)8 PRI T Bl 53 41 (Sinharay, 2016)3k4% .

Sinharay (2016)f#i Jil 3 Ff' CPA S5 i1 % %< CAT
FRIBERILE, IFTE 3 PG m Ay T SRR A
K g o BFSE A AR AU 43 A K B CPA Seit i,
R LE H s CPA ST Ae kAL & 5 7 MR AT
Ry A BRI MERE. T2 3 4> CPA
SR

6,;-6,,)
Wy=—r — 1 2
—
L,;6)) 16y

L; ==2{L(0y: 1. Yy, . Y,) —
L3, Yy oY) -
L(Dy;3Y;.0, Yy, ., (€)
(V(Oy; Y, Y, Y)))
Sj = = +
Ilj(eo)
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%10
(VO3Y 1Yy, 1,)) @
1,;(6y)
AL AR A, 3 MRS UT
Winax = 1%’12);—1% ©)
Lmax = lénjl‘lg);—lL' (6)
Smax = max S (7)

1<j<n-1 /

1;(0y) R 1, (6)) J=24 0 = 6, 1, 43513 T3t i
1 208 j A j+1 2= n AT Fisher 15
o V(0. Yy, Y) 2 0 =0, 1 1Yy, Y, X HL
USRI — B 3 R %L, HEAh, Sinharay (2016)i8 1
ROC (receiver operating characteristics) [ £& H 4%
CUSUM F2J7Hl CPA JrikmyaREL., B4R,
TEARZ 0F F 3T CPA BT EEELIET CUSUM 1)
BT SR

Sinharay (2017a)#&H T & F ISR HO A 56 (L) Al
PiAg B H IR0 56 (W FR1S 43K 56 score test) ISR TT
H(R) KM % A WU R S B SR W AT N .
Sinharay (2017a)RHl 555 K PHER 5T, 4300 s s,
IEH A OB RS S ik s )T s fils
AR 2 ) I 56 43 A LA R R T A B 3 2 Y,
T 24 2% A4 i 0 e R (5 B, X PR o9 19 )
O34 L CBE A THE RN Z B g 225

L=2[L(0,;:y;.j€s)+ L0y, j€5)-

LBy;y;. ) =12.,m)] (8)
RJW%J&ESFJW%J%WEW ©
1,0y ()

5 E—BF5EKM, 0,.0.,0, 5 M T 5,5
B (j =1,2,-,n) BIBE I AGTHE, », FR1G4T,
Lysy;.jes) 9 s T4 ik 575 43 9 Xob 5 A0l 4%
V(y:y;.J € 5) M X BUBLER A9 — B 5 R 5L (Baker &
Kim, 2004), 1,(6,) Fa5HET1H 00 I s 843 1 5 H
SEEZ R, KRR, WICEY, KPS
T T 5 A B I B, R
F, ELARA T AT (0 b ol T A5 40 A, 3300t S 5 v P e
WAR ., FAMIITLE SRR, G R
() T 25858 B0 FIURF X 45 25 (R 6 1

Sinharay (2017b)$2L T CPA A5 () — it i 72,
S VAT 0 6 A 3 (R G L AR I SR (L 3 O
Fl— 65 e R HEAT 70, 30 T ko, Jf
HET Rasch B8, Sl it 3 A FLSOBOR 9 ) 7 T
QO] 7 0 BRI 4 DA P S CPA R A T Y
S

T =S % Logistic # % (3PLM; Birnbaum,
1968), Sinharay (2017¢c)Hb% T WiFlh CPA Giita, —
PR FRUR AR ST & L, 5 —FEER
W51 PSS (Belov, 2016), 75K L FE7E T
AR BAT N AR, X A G0 T ARG
FY Sinharay (2017a)28M01, 247% A= A FU0 8
ARas B, A/ A5 ¢ 53 (B 7 i B U Y R 4
BRI ITHESUS R0 A S u AL
T 5% 3 AL P 8 40 A BB A T B 55 0 A7 B R
B, H e #BREIIME S T u W8 ¢ B E R
GIAAE u T3 JE B A AT . Ly A RHESSE T L
(Sinharay, 2017a)f)°F iR . JE KW S it mmik T
PHRR 5 5053 A B BE B o 455 BRI Rh e it i i — 2%
TR RIERIN R A 20

Yu F1 Cheng (2019)4& it T —Fh B T AL GR 2 1)
CPA Siith, JF5HAth 3 b CPA %1l {2 (Sinharay,
2016) bk 5 7 76 ¥ 0 Ji5 72 Fifi HLAE % (back random
responding, BRR)1T0 LRI . 5 Wor, FETm
BHRE 2219 CPA GE it vl LIAE 20 N8 H & L _E A
B v A R BRI Y BRR . FUHCAL 3 Rheit-EAH L,
I R BABRERAF MR, A58 1 il 17%~
42% . SEUFEHFGT B 45 SRR R T ST AR 25 1
CPA it 7E#: I BRR Y52, Yu 1 Cheng
(2022) A T 12 F CUSUM %iit# 5 3 i CPA 4¢
T eI AR AT R B PERE o ARSI w2
J5 gk B Radd vk S R G, WFoE RS R T PR E Y
JSHAIL ] R R AR 5 R AR, RIVRE i AR A A
(graduate change model, GCM)FIfE 71 745 AU A1
A (hybrid model, HM) AL . BRI BEAR, 8%
ST I S B AT AR s AT O i B A A
A A B ) L), R AR R S BN A T S Y
2 A A I 56 P2 IERA T Ry 5 i R E L ) S

R T X HETF CPA A7 vEAE O BRI v i) g FH
AR T, A TR MER 1% 1
RS T A OIS, I H AN R A £ BE XX
SR GE AT T — AL A 1 g, MWL IRATar Ligs
WARZA HREE . B, MASHFIE 3T 15k
WA, A pEss a5 TR EE, Ml FHE a4k
W UE, RA MBS, 202 Shao 4%
(2016) 2 K T & #4311 4845 Im FH{EF1 Sinharay
(2016)72 K AT Rl S, oAl AT A AR 2 2 40
FHE . R8I FHE R G A& T S B L, il
FRITA SR, AGERE A E R3S T84
T, WAGAE T & 4 o3 A IR A AR S 4 B B[]
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ik %i - jﬁg g K ;ﬁ PEARE o8| Gtk i 51
Zhang (2014) A S&E R 40 2 10,000 3PLM Z, ZEI I FHE
Shao, Li & T B AR

’ \Z
Cheng (2016) NA S&E R 50,80(S)32(E) 2 500 (S), 5000 (E) 2PLM A A
Shao (2016) NA&A S&E R gg%ﬁk‘)‘o’s 0,60, 1000 (NA &A) EZS;EM Vi, W 285 I P
Sinharay 20,40,60,100(S) 100,000 (S) NS
(2016) A S&E R 160-250] (E) 2 70,000 (E) Rasch W x> Lina s Sima T ARAING FAE

. 1636, 1644 (E, NA),

Sinharay 170(E,NA),170 Rasch (NA), LA
(2017a) NA S&E R (8,NA)S0(8,4) 2 }38’0023 [gs)’NA)’ 3PLM (A) Ls: R L4
(Szlglll;{j‘)y A S&E R [60,250],170 2 70,000, 1644 Rasch Ta> Lo s Wi 250 15 il
Sinharay 170 (E,NA),100 1636, 1644 (E, NA), o
(2017¢) NA&A  S&E R (8,NA)S0(S,A) 2 1000 (SNA&A)  °PEM Ls L4
Yu & Cheng 20, 40, 60, 80, 5(S), -
(2019) NA S&E R 100, 120(S),19(E) 4(E) 10000 (S), 6457 (E) GRM W s Lina > Stnas R 2250215 FH
é“o‘zg‘z)Cheng NA S&E R 40,60,80(S)30(E) 2 1000 (S) 3000 (E) 2PLM W,oir Lo s S 2500 I Sl

e A FOR FENIE, NA FoR3E [E RIS S FoRBHEITY, B SRR SRR, A H KR i B BGE 2R i K CAT

B0 Fre/INFILIR ORI BE s R SRR AR 4, RT 7 A2 I (e 4508

A kAt

1 P ESRECH T EE R RS R A CPA
Tk AT R 5T, (H AT A 5% 3 T2 i
[ 50 A 00 00 55 v ) S 35U H 5140 Choe 4(2018)
P 5 4387 5 2 00 0 38 TR B | VR25 i Tl 4L
Tt DA B 235 4 W A i o Sk 8 R A T A o TR
SEHRUE T EMIE R 1 5 RREN T, Ik
95 1 BB () AN 3 TR 250 Aot ) 250 B0 A A6 56 77 728 A
i VR BRI R 00 1 545 225 ()26 PR ECHE XoF
T 525 U A ARSI 4 7 YR WA, e — Ry ik
x50 77 W R AN TR 28 B Tl B0 R R 3 7, 38—
Tl 7 5 P A 56 1 DU 328 38 /I (035 1A 225 e T 504
I H B T 225 BsF [RD B0 1A 47 R 0 g 0 7 000
SER J& Choe Z5(2018) T A J5 i fi/Miy . ML Choe
ZE(2018)AYMF 5T 1T LA & BUAH b TAEA $dl, 1E2 it
[E)E5CHE Y ff mT AR T 22 I B0 (5 5L, DT A 6
VARSI ik T

WA B T SO AR I ek 45 5, JF
A28 B 0] 50008 A A I 2% A6 1 Sl VR AT O B
VEZEAR S BRI A e RIS Lo an > 507 7% A= 1
PEZHRER R [1111101010]8FH (L M 2355 A 25 55 1 7
R B TOINEAEE, HE S G VR I A
[57, 48, 51, 36, 42, 23, 18, 13, 7, 6] T 25 5 | b,
PRI SR I A 250 1) L e R R A VR 2B e ) o PRI
S N (N PV €L Al B N R (T S | e

- TFFE AT B
3 3T CPA MG IR

MR g, H B CPA Geit i KECH 4 Fh,
O BRI TR AR I A G T it (VI Ly L) 5 3
T Wald K B9 GETHik (W W7) . S TR SR
G (Rg, Sy ) FIFE TR 2RI B G0 T (R ) o
X U G 440 2 30 e A 06 5 i 4 46 i I %
(5 A BB IR A R A 8 3 A R A % A i
BBAR A S AAb) R H T AR A A A
BAT R o ARG S TR0 F ) 5 A 0 5 AR 2%
X LI 3L TR LR 30 1 Wald K25 ) Se i

AR5 S T8 0 52 0 VR AT NS AR 54T R,
PR AEAF 5 A SRS 56 o 25 2 s B AR 80 7
NG, A M K . AR Ak EAT,
WA 15 10 TO AR o % A i FETT & S E B
HESHETR - ANEE FWEE SR, W
Tik- =Tik+ o W PRI R H A § FERT k8 E i3
ESHNTE -k B H EREES K, W
Bope < Ty o T THDGE RN GE T2t 5 1 220 B ) 400
ik I AT 4
3.1 AR bR

van der Linden (2006)4% H % X% iFE 2545 A 2
IS R )iz BRI ] B A, FEAR 22 SR 5 b,
B A B s A AR AT o AR T i
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PR, i B A i e H A VEZR IS TE] ¢ AR LA
TEE AL
f(ti/;ri’aj’ﬂj):

“’aw{h%m%—wfﬂmﬂ (10)
t 2r 2
A4 F

In(t; )= B; —7; +&;.6; ~ NO0,a;7) (11)

Horp B, e (—o0,00) I ISR ESHL, B, fELBRC R W]
PEARE A T AL R B 7, e (—o0,00) S
i SR, TR BUE ¢ IRNER MG, o) R
W] X7 BE A, AR 2L TR S A 2 v g
XIS

FETAEZ I BRI (I ASK 10) AT 15-75 42 i A4
PRI TR o) B RLSR eRECH -

a

L(z;5t) = /
Htij\/ﬂ

Kb g, = (4.1, --,1,) Je R D RPN A B BPE%
B RVECE . PR L(zys0,) BOXTERUSR pRESCH

n a.
I(z;3t;) =InL(z;5t) = E S _
= t;N2m

exp{_%[aj(lntij _(ﬁj _Ti))]z} (12)

3l (ns, ~ (8~} (13)
=1

UK FEAS B8 1 23 205 Shao Z5(2016)2514L)
AL = oMo 18 (14)
1 = 13, 3t;) sl (0 FH % AR FE BT AT R H B 1Y
V25 I ) R A T L 1 B 28007, T3S B R X
AR, BREZAENEES S H k2 )53 A
He T RAE, YT A kB, I X BB AR
Zi(k) =17, j_stihoy) U s tieny) (15)
2 R A AR kS E B R ]
B Gy = tistigor o ty) MRS E SR, 7,
SRAU T A TR k+1 28 J /N8 E VR ) A
TS5, R FAESEPRIG B, B8 s 7
BRI, KR I8 S 15 1% 8 T A AT BE 4

5 ALE ) ALY R A

Al .= max ALK 16
max,i k=12, -(J-1) i ( )

2 Al TEFEAN BAF AP AT 452 B
Ao & jf OB 5, AR 5 2E i (R VE 228 BsF R) 2580 b o
BT R
3.2 Wald 1§

P Wald K55 Ge 1 E & AU F

(Z:i,k— B fi,k+)2

1 1

~ + A
I (Ti0) 11 (Ti0)

Ho L_(2,0) L, (F,) S0 AR SET % A4 i ERT
kA H FAG (J—k) A8 E R/ s ) Boia 4k
P11 Fisher {5 Bf . 4 k ARENNE, 51N

W .= max W® 18
max,i k=12 (1) i ( )

2 W TEFEA EAF AT B T T2 1990
Pl B 4 240 i T (B s, Ul 5 2R 0 B 1R 28 e T 25
ST R A

ABETEORE 15 F w3k B i KAB T — A5 H
FE R I S Ak T HE, BRI AR 0 RIBANI00 5 I fi 2
B IEAE AT A -
3.3 CPA FitElERERIKE

L FAEZEE UK EEAS B 2L, JEFAEZ
B TR]H3CHE 1) AT W0 T B — A 3 041 14 53 A B
Bo ZHE 1VRMEL, Goitaim A8 v i g6
G3A . GBI FHE ARG FAE RS . TS sy
kTR R IR K, T EAR K A ] 3R A5 I 5
B T 3T ARLIG SR 5000 - i 2 A A 0 565 v ]
D7 B (Fe U E 70% 89157 B ) A5 0 (Sinharay, 2016).
FE S BRAR B0 Hh s A 227 5825 S B A I 55 v e 4
BB, PRI oh 2 AR R 56 1) v i T B B B 4 ) IRk Az 3]
B IRT AR FE 7 o PR AR AT 5% 2R FH 22 50 s A1

g B WO RN E R 1R,
Mk LU WO R, W WARREIE B — >3t
(545 . Sinharay (2016)46 i, W, HIHTHETE
3 A AR LG Tt (4 7 0 28 A e A R A o 3k B
Wald 55048 15 Al SHE Wk &2 Sl SHE . B
(SUR S

27 Worsley (1979), @it /Az0 11, 7RI K
J&°h 40,60,80 9 5514 T BEALAE 5L 10000 4~ 1E 5 HAE
CE R RS o 3 T T A 28 BB R LSS T T AT Wald
giitm it E A K, A B AL W
10000 AMA; B el NRBEVNET, BT
50055 100 F1%E 10 M KAE o5, o1 M co01» 57
SIS AR A 56 7K -4 0.05, 0.01, 0.001 B (11l 5
{H BRI AR 100 R, BOFIIM ¢h0s, Coo1
1 ¢ g0y TELAE Ry I THT S92 360 v FH 380 1) 22 560 s 1

4 BT NEAREAT A VR R Rl A

T A5 AT 308 e A A AT I [ BRI A4 2%
o ME IR IE LR, REBIEERE A T2

w ) =
1

A7)
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1) ik 7] PR 2R B 52 0 23 (0w T4 e O RS R
HRBUIGEAER o 5 A R B E AT I, A
HEE RYBE I, AR I ] 23 20 1 IR A 22 ]

REAUTE LA 2 A7 o R AR 1], DAAE
ORI R Y L R R PR R A B B Y (S
AT T ROVERE I ) 150 A T 5 Y JLAS/KF, bt
10's, 20 s, 30 s (van der Linden & Guo, 2008); %5 .
T2 T X B8 T S AR 24 I (R AU 1) 240 7, b3 —
ANTERC L, s B AEE X 2 A 28 G B 7 A i 5
M, 7E van der Linden F1 van Krimpen-Stoop (2003)
(I, LW E A 0.375 1 0.750, X i Fp 7 =X
HRAG AN BB B T [ SO, BT A A
18 755 A 0 2 R[] A9 A 250 P ) 8 52 210 ] /)y
SR A1 S O R W N N M L7 [ T

Yu I Cheng (2019)% [BlJEi 1 sk £ 24 2% A= ]
REAFE A PRI 7E AR A B, RO 25 B e 72
ROV R B A, I FH P R A ok 27 5
PR B, 7050 2R 5 158 (the hybrid model,
HM) Fl & %7 A8 fE # 5Y (the graduate change model,
GCM), —J7 i, KT IEAEEAT XS T 2% A st
RS2 AL, HM RS A B2 i VR 25
W2 R AEGEAR; T GCM A H AEFE N pi 2 e
A R R R 2B N R 5 —T5 L, A
HAEEAT I A, AT BN AE AT S o
SRR I, RIS A A

TEAWTFE R, FRATTHEAR 5] BE H B A4 2
JE B R B 5 AORAEAL B - Wollack 1 Cohen
(2004) 4 A 1 R TR KU Y B AL, AR AL R
BN E AR 2% 28 AL 7R R B 00 IE B 3 Az <8 Wi
BUE (R R, I Ho A A IR 2 2% A= A H M Ry
JnE R, Goegebeur %5 A (2008)i— %42 T 1%
BAV S HUAb T BE TR BT kL 1) = S
By

P =

ij

RN AN
P L expla, (6, -b))]

wlfl]]

e ewla(6,-B))
sop, o, wmm sy, SAUGE G
[+ ewla, (6, b))

2PLM, 7, (0<n, <1) F£/nH KA I HAES WAL
B, N g, =08 FoRFH A fESE 20% 8 H
B AEE o A RS IR T S A, P AR
TR R IERVE S RE R T R TRE, XA &7
I Z2 W 5 v FH e AR 000 3 AF 25 248 (Shao et al.,

2016; Suh et al., 2012),
ALl b, ARG b R T XA IE AR ) 1]
Y ) V22 ) [ 28 7 I BeAs R, T X

In(z; ;) =(B; -7, +&;) %

. li
min(l,{l—(%—niﬂ} JEy ~ N(O,ajfz) (20)

XN g, M4 285 EmAXH S
W SOMIRL 5056 8 A 2EAT 5, BT 278 1Y B BE

§%¢Tm,ﬁﬁﬁ{§ﬁﬂﬁﬁ%kTh

. A
mmﬁb{§ﬂﬁﬂ 1L B ]
T PTG 25 RO 6

S
ﬂm%%%%%&ﬁ,%%mwwm%{h
i

. 4
G—mm ANT 15 BERE Ing, ) B FECHRS /N T

PRSI ), R LA n, T Rn B B BB T
SH AR ST

5 UG

R T SEER R CPA 5 ik By It AR LA K
v CPA JriEAEAEZ I RIS b A I S8 VR & i
R AT M LR B, BATT RN IEA TR HELAF 52 AN
SEUEEE S BT o W E R UL, SCUEEE T H 28
A RgSE O AR (Hean [ 38 B8 R 4e), A T RE
SRR . KL, FRATH BAE T H S EOM AR F
U H S E AT o BRI B ST o X B0
HZH, SLih R ZAN 5 A el B S8, R
EAP 5.1 (Shao, 2016); XF TR HS4, HWiHS
BOET 2% 48R, R MCMC 5% (Fox et
al., 202 D)fli 1152,
5.1 HEREFRIEIT

BT 5T H 2 Az (Bt [ 5 2 1000, 5 1 3 A
56 HE 43 31] 40, 60 1 80, B AT k0 56 i i [v1] 43+ 1)
WA 60,90 F1 120 434 (Shao, 2016), 25 A= i 1
TEEAT Y HE R 10%, 20%F1 30%, 43312850
HAEZAT N 3 FRATRREE (IR, PR ). AR
I8 K N 4 Tl oA p A iR, AN B 2 IR E
ARG o B IRAE R, AR IR 5 U Y
A0 0 B2 0k, A S B R ARS8 I [R] 15
0, A E R IC N BA AT R . BAURESE
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H3x3x4x2 =72 Bl ZRAF, BRI ARAFE I 50 W (B
FMFULER 2) BUUWTZEE I R B 58 o

x2 BREIEH

iSES 7K
56 B 40, 60, 80
AR 25 1 L] 10%, 20%, 30%

BUE S AL E Sy,
RISE

Median (0.6,0.7)x o; (0.04,0.001)
S, KA

52 HIEMERK

%% Patton (2015)F455 H X 53 B S50 o FIMESE
B b % E N a~InN(0,0.5),b~N(0,1) , IEH %45
A IEEAT % A e el i A =0 (11) 5 (20) 4
B, R )X S B o RO X2 g A
U(1.75,3.25); WHERESR g, MEE S 0, 2%
Patton (2015)AYIE: B, WfEHN 4, brifEZEN 173,
B; 5 H X 53 BE S H a FIXERE S Kb MG R B
BCEN 0.3,0.5; 7, ~ N(0,.25) o Xt T HAMENEEAT
HEE A, FRATRS Suh %5(2012)H [F] A4 ik sk
ARG FE R S8, B A, ~log N(3.912,1) o Bl ZE 45
L E 7, %08 Shao Z5(2016)AYALHR, RIEE 7, IR
beta 534, JFEPEN 0.6 1 0.7, HEN o, =
0.001F1 0.04, X}/ 4 Fl beta 404 BARIE N -
beta (143.367, 95.689), beta (2.970, 2.091), beta

151
10
i
&
5 -
0 1 1 1 1 |
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
AL E
15
10 -
2
®
5+
0 I L ! )
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

i A s

(146.345, 62.910)F1 beta (3.033, 1.490), XFE—3k,
OSSR A R B 1 R o T B A g, L
T 43 bt SR I AR 28 A B o IS K 40
PSS, 77, = 0.6 FnH AN 25 T b ik AE
L1 RWIM op =0.001, AR RN AR
HEHEIE T (i, 124 o) =0.04 B, A 25k 45
SN EL, T RE S BLAE I AT T )y, B ]
Al B LE B2 B0 S5 TR A T o AEFRATT BB AR
5 JECRE 12 30 I 38 v 3 %) M A SR A 2 1
ML EBEEA WA e AR A
100N T2 5yt BRI 36 b 5 1 L RAS F 5 A 22
25 5 PR g RS A R 3 T 56 H i) B 45 A, 3 AR
Il SAE A2 75 7T LA B 32 10 FH (Sinharay, 2016).

PR ARG T2 04 i 1B B 2 38 i 52 4R R 1S AL
AR, TR A, TR I H SR SR A A,
JITA BT 25 AR T B SR AR B, 7ER
I H SR B SE I A, A BTSSR R
T HSHAIHEM 2], Fif5 5 Sinharay (2016)
Hh SR FH A AL B A T EE A, e A 3 I L
FHF AR ZAT R R 56
53 REEFHEAKNTE

FEFRISCH CPA Geit ity o3 #r, WF5 L H
PRSI S Wald SRR OO BE % A i1
S TRV BAE AT R . REGIFEWN R« (D)IHE AL

151
10
i
&
5+
0 1 1 |: \
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
T B
151
10
s
e
51 '

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
A B

B AR S o A
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L

5 54 4%

25 A A B TE S W RLER H A 35 BRI R ) LA EUAEL
YEMISR L GE T M, Wald K562 4Rl (2)Ks i f
TG 54 A RS F T B IE FUE T L
B, MGt (E e im FUE R, B A R B
PRic s W AR SR 3)M 5 A R BB bRic
SRR, G A SR AEEAT IS E (HH]
TRE PIPEN FR AR AT CPA J7 1 PRI B8R R A T P
5.4 EMIER

il 1 T 245D 3 FNRG 50 7 PPAN CPA J7 AT BE,
I RESTRR TR ) 0 B A a5 J N B R 44 T 3
B o JFIFEAE 45 28 W 1A] P9 R 58 BN 35 19 27 A LE 4]
(%NF) LA KA 0 1] () o028 o507 B 5 LSk A8 i o
Z [0 48 %1 it 43R (absolute detection lag, ADL)#g#5
M BEFIAREZE o T B IRR | R g0 J1F AL W5
aswaipinn
B R bR IC I E A i H

AR R = 21
R = e B @1
R K
\T,ﬁ = 22
W = e E R AR 22)

N
Z|i’i‘l’i|
_ =l
ADL= (23)

Horf, p, N p, Fon %A i  CPA T k444 1) 1 e 28
SUPYALE AL AL, NS A ANBL

TH 5 AE 25 2 W) (8] P A 56 18000 56 1) 24 A L 3]
(Y%NF)J& R 1 25 8GR I fa] | 0 564 B 45 34 1 1Y) S
A, MR H NS EE R
5.5 EHHHRER

23 d g T BV NI H S HORER N H 2
BRI A, S A S R S A I AU Y
FIEAIARER . TR LR R ST T Wald
K96 ge it s i 2 R IG AE L AHR, 23 HGH T
A LR I g i Il B . — 71, MR 3 AL
F i, AREIE S BT I S E RN 53—
T, 2006 I PR R 25 46 56 K AT B i A8 fk, X5
B 564 B2 A AR ] o Bl DU 90K BE 34 m, 1ifs
FHE R AR, 4506 FEE o=0.05 Fl
0.01 By J7 25 LB/, SR IG FE A 2 iR FR e
B o XFF a=0.001 0, J7 2%t KJ& v DUAR R 1Y,
AR I B LT 10,000 (9REAS, 43R 1A 3,
it E N %A RIS .

Sinharay (2016)F 0 1 (p.531) S T4 B 5
AT BT ARG FAE, 24 o= 0.05 HF 51 H )il FLE
M 8.45 F| 9.84; Y a=0.011F, IFHFMEMN 11.69

13.01, 45 Sinharay (2016) T LG SEAH EL, 2=
3 P AR = RN R ROR, (HIR A SR A
A TR T A R, ARAIG AR T R IS A AR A
S, JF B AR & AR A B ) A
JE IR, AN S BFE I g0 . ZEFRATT AR
I, e B AR X AR, I B BRSO
AT LA BRI 56 AR AT 7, 3K N i 2 2 i B
[ERSEUR NS (B N = )N P B 2o N i 15
KR A S0 b IR A AR Y 42 0 i (B 2R
200G AR AE . I, MR 3 Brsilm
HUE 53 5 R AS [R]85 4 BE TR 01 5 0,01 F 0L 001 HY
I S
£ 3 MALKRBSITEXNHHZEIGFEHHENR
HE

WHSH WK .05 0o.01 ®o.001

40 8.068 (0.08) 11.214 (0.21) 15.702 (0.58)

B 60  8.261(0.07) 11.470 (0.20) 15.885 (0.58)
80 8.352(0.09) 11.732(0.19) 16.247 (0.61)

40 8.247(0.12) 11.389 (0.30) 15.824 (0.65)
8.353 (0.10) 11.517 (0.36) 15.889 (0.66)

80 8.366(0.21) 11.798 (0.34) 16.456 (0.73)

A TE S BIA T EAAA A B 250t
I AAE T B L GE T i A 56 AN T 2R AR R
R, NGSRTTLUE 1, PIFG e 2 H 250
i 118 6 B LW - — 2, (R B IFEA R L8 2540 F
TR i —3
551 BHTESHMER

FRA 0T, B TES K By 80, WK
2R 0.001 B, HE AT T SRR RAR U FY
(CONSDOITAORTE 3 Vi G R 1 AT 5 7 N e 5]
KBE, B8 S A, DL 2 s A 255 i) ) 3k
Lo, R T IR 30 AR AR =, AR ZAE L T AR
FEET 1o Hedn 056K R 5T B2 s R 225
(A E BB v e, A 56 T A X 2 B R L SRR U,
ST R BRI UL, T 2 i [ B e o sk 1
BRI S S ARZ, Hin, Shao % A(2016)4f45
(1) 35 F A 25045 43 BOHR A4S 36 S AT S 1) A 58 ) HE
0.60 F| 0.90, Tfj Sinharay (2016)H% ka6 J17E £
BEAE T XTI, Yu Fl Cheng (2022)3 45 B K6 56
TR T AT KRR T7 o X EEERUEI, TR
B (RGN S8 VR AT A LA o 1 SR
Heifh, REFP A T ARBEA R, R R AN
PN RPN ETE 2 Y O
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x4 BHUMRERCEHTIESE)
o % TTnedian Thvar Power Type-l-Brror %NF 4DL,,,,  ADLg,
KB 0.05 0.01 0.001 0.05 0.01 0.001
0.6 0.001 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.053 0.012  0.0013 4.84 0.75 0.68
0.7 0.001 0.97 0.97 0.97 0.053 0.012  0.0012 481 0.96 0.97
10 0.6 0.04 0.96 0.96 0.95 0.055 0.013  0.0014  4.65 272 2.95
0.7 0.04 0.94 0.94 0.93 0.051 0.012  0.0015 4.80 5.43 6.45
S 0.6 0001 098 097 096 0054 001l 00015 451 080 071
0.7 0.001 0.96 0.96 0.95 0.052 0.011  0.0016  4.56 1.04 1.15
40 20 0.6 0.04 0.96 0.96 0.95 0.052 0.012  0.0014  4.49 4.07 4.95
0.7 0.04 0.94 0.93 0.93 0.053 0.013  0.0013 458 6.68 6.99
S 06 0001 096 096 095 0056 0012 00013 390 086 088
0.7 0.001 0.94 0.94 0.93 0.052 0.013  0.0012  4.00 1.11 1.08
30 0.6 0.04 0.95 0.95 0.94 0.054 0.011  0.0013 3.90 5.20 6.12
0.7 0.04 0.93 0.93 0.93 0.053 0.012  0.0012 425 8.08 7.77
0.6 0.001 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.057 0.011  0.0016 6.78 1.05 1.62
0.7 0.001 0.98 0.98 0.97 0.056 0.012  0.0015 6.88 1.34 1.39
10 0.6 0.04 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.055 0.013  0.0014  6.95 5.67 7.55
0.7 0.04 0.98 0.97 0.96 0.056 0.014  0.0013 7.24 7.86 9.48
o 06 000 100 100 100 0058 0012 00014 665 138 175
0.7 0.001 0.98 0.98 0.96 0.057 0.012  0.0016 6.57 1.64 1.82
0 20 0.6 0.04 0.99 0.99 0.97 0.055 0.013  0.0017 6.64 7.05 7.67
0.7 0.04 0.96 0.95 0.95 0.054 0.013  0.0014  6.82 9.12 9.91
S 06 0001 100 100 100 005 001l 00015 619 188 183
0.7 0.001 0.99 0.99 0.98 0.054 0.013  0.0013 6.08 2.09 1.92
30 0.6 0.04 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.055 0.012  0.0013 5.99 9.21 9.46
0.7 0.04 0.97 0.96 0.96 0.055 0.011  0.0018 6.25 10.78 10.71
0.6 0.001 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.067 0.015  0.0025 6.94 1.75 1.96
0.7 0.001 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.076 0.017  0.0023 7.48 1.83 2.24
10 0.6 0.04 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.071 0.016  0.0024  7.17 5.99 7.08
0.7 0.04 1.00 1.00 0.99 0.074 0.015  0.0021 7.88 10.98 10.32
o 06 000 100 100 100 0072 0016 0002 642 187 199
0.7 0.001 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.073 0.017  0.0026 6.46 1.95 2.36
80 20 0.6 0.04 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.075 0.015  0.0021 6.71 7.05 7.49
0.7 0.04 1.00 1.00 0.98 0.074 0.016  0.0023 6.85 9.33 10.38
o 06 000 100 100 100 0073 0016 00023 633 176 228
0.7 0.001 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.074 0.015  0.0025 6.30 2.26 2.49
30 0.6 0.04 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.077 0.017  0.0022 6.54 12.64  12.49
0.7 0.04 0.98 0.99 0.98 0.073 0.016  0.0024 6.75 13.95 13.71

46 %0 4 IR (ADL)F8 b 1) Y (H AR HE 2215 1, =
0.001HHAR/IN . 5 7, = 0.04, FFHLINER ANy 80 i,
XA E IR AR AR, o R 14, WK 1 B,
M Dy R, TEWRAE UAE 13 % HE A7 AT LATE DN 46
M AR B, AT DL IR DU 5 i AR B, X R LT
AT BEAR ME B b A I 3 & B S R AR AL E . A
5% (Andrews, 1993; Hawkins et al., 2003)32H],

T CPA Y7 T 38 45 78 H A5 B2 B D0 46 A A ] S
WRAERNE ., L. Andrews (1993)& SUKH R
BYE BRI = ji gy + 1, on— iy, Horp jy KBS
T 0.15n A m)ii U, WOE ASUR A A R BAS TR
AN 55 A R 43 1 70%, A T DLARE i e A ) el
AR SR A A AR

XIF %NF, WLUE t, FERTA AT, T
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x5 HUMRERCRETBEESHE)
o % TTnedian Thvar Power Type-l-Brror %NF 4DL,,,,  ADLg, .
KB 0.05 0.01 0.001 0.05 0.01 0.001
0.6 0.001 0.96 0.97 0.97 0.0568  0.0128  0.0013 4.99 0.76 0.71
0.7 0.001 0.95 0.95 0.96 0.0570  0.0131  0.0014  4.83 0.97 1.03
10 0.6 0.04 0.95 0.93 0.93 0.0638  0.0147  0.0015 4.72 2.73 2.98
0.7 0.04 0.93 0.94 0.93 0.0513  0.0127  0.0015 4.83 5.55 6.49
S 06 0001 097 096 095 00625 00112 00015 471 08 076
0.7 0.001 0.96 0.92 0.93 0.0530  0.0114  0.0017  4.57 1.04 1.18
40 20 0.6 0.04 0.95 0.93 0.95 0.0531  0.0123  0.0015 454 4.11 4.95
0.7 0.04 0.93 0.91 0.89 0.0584  0.0135  0.0013 4.60 6.76 6.99
S 06 0001 094 092 93 00588 00128 00014 396 094 090
0.7 0.001 0.93 0.92 0.90 0.0626  0.0149  0.0014  4.04 1.14 1.11
30 0.6 0.04 0.93 0.94 0.93 0.0655  0.0111  0.0013 3.97 5.24 6.13
0.7 0.04 0.93 0.92 0.92 0.0589  0.0120  0.0013 426 8.15 7.80
0.6 0.001 0.99 0.99 0.98 0.0600  0.0116  0.0016 6.91 1.10 1.64
0.7 0.001 0.97 0.94 0.95 0.0581  0.0136  0.0017 6.93 1.34 1.40
10 0.6 0.04 0.97 0.96 0.97 0.0589  0.0143  0.0015 7.07 5.69 7.59
0.7 0.04 0.96 0.96 0.94 0.0590  0.0146  0.0014 7.39 7.88 9.51
N 06 0001 098 099 098 00628 00124 00015 667 141 176
0.7 0.001 0.97 0.96 0.95 0.0601  0.0120  0.0017 6.59 1.72 1.84
0 20 0.6 0.04 0.96 0.99 0.92 0.0600  0.0131  0.0018 6.65 7.06 7.70
0.7 0.04 0.94 0.92 0.95 0.0595  0.0145  0.0014 6.86 9.13 9.93
- 06 0001 098 099 097 00632 00114 00016 627 193 188
0.7 0.001 0.99 0.99 0.97 0.0594  0.0136  0.0014 6.12 2.20 1.94
30 0.6 0.04 0.97 0.98 0.99 0.0599  0.0135  0.0015 6.03 9.22 9.46
0.7 0.04 0.95 0.92 0.95 0.0585  0.0114  0.0019 6.26 10.82 10.74
0.6 0.001 0.99 0.99 0.97 0.0715  0.0160  0.0026 6.95 1.79 1.96
0.7 0.001 0.96 0.96 0.97 0.0817  0.0181  0.0024 7.49 1.84 227
10 0.6 0.04 0.98 0.99 0.96 0.0777  0.0161  0.0025 7.19 6.00 7.10
0.7 0.04 097 097 0.96 0.0742  0.0170  0.0023 7.97 11.07 10.39
o 06 0001 096 098 099 00776 00169 0002 646 189 201
0.7 0.001 0.97 0.96 0.98 0.0745  0.0182  0.0027 6.49 1.98 2.39
80 20 0.6 0.04 0.99 0.95 0.94 0.0758  0.0165  0.0023 6.78 7.12 7.50
0.7 0.04 0.98 0.98 0.96 0.0788  0.0175  0.0024 7.01 936  10.42
N 0.6 0001 094 099 099 00757 00164 00024 655 178 230
0.7 0.001 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.0745  0.0172  0.0026 6.40 232 2.53
30 0.6 0.04 0.96 0.97 0.99 0.0798  0.0182  0.0023 6.64 12.67 12.52
0.7 0.04 0.95 0.99 0.97 0.0787  0.0162  0.0027 6.78 14.00  13.71

KN 40 B, B 3.9%~5%F % A5 1% A 16 T E /Y
B I) PN 5 B 5655 AR A K B 60 B, Ar i
5.9%~7.3% 1) 25 A= AT #E TIUE 14 B[] R 58 S 0 2565
214 27 AR 25 5w g ak EL AR B 30%, KE R
80 MG P 5.9%~8% MY % A= A 76 T 5E FA Rk 1a]
PR JIM 556 3K 3 T ) 26 s 1) 1) 4% S He e A B,
2N AR 2B 5 W 1) 25 A 22 B0 2 BB AE T 1 B[]

WK o ABEGEH, TS B AT 42 ) 5 B 56 114
T e TR A, R 4 PR R T
1 FRIAFLT CPA 15 L REAEAS DU B TS S AN TR 4 ™
AR % A, BB S AE e IR 24 AT 2R, (HE
ATy SR AE R E IF ] PN 58 B30 55 1) 2% A
552 KRAMBSHMWER

5 G T AR HSEE, PUR LSRR
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B/NGE A BE TR )R A AR 2 B e A I A AR rh R R 1287

AFEZFE TR, Bk, 3R 5 iy St s
T gtk s SRR w, mAE N 0.89, —%K
BRI TARGF A4, (HUZARXT T3R8 4 thid4h
WA, VLA NI H S EEHBA te g it it i 3
58R AT 5E, HUEREA TR

25 RSSO 4 kg AR R Y
R, RIEEE W5 B B3, St e A
Tt tehn 40 BERT, 50 FFRIARES I 0.94
(0= 0.05), 0.93 (o= 0.01), 0.93 (0= 0.001), 60 M},
B R IKEE 718 0.97 (a= 0.05), 0.97 (o=
0.01), 0.96 (a=0.001), 7 o &7 0.05 1 0.01 B}, £$5%
PR B — 28451 R B0 B K. 24 o R 0.001
B, BT T AR A 1 T A5 2 1 2855 S T 3045
ZME T 1) — JEAE TR BN o KT IR B &
AAL T, AT LAE S B 3 0 2 S B B AL T
{H B 4% B IR (lag) 28 K, M4 BE M 40 03] 80
W, Y ADL,,,, M 3.19 B 5.99, FHfE
B HE pegian FITT 22 1y, WASFE M HAGTHE, JCH:
K 1,y 315 AG T B A BRI IER .
Tyar N 0.04 B}, T AE AN B 246 5% 2B 3R At 311197 3
AT 22453900 7.92 Fl 8.44,

GARE, AT &M Shao A
(2016), Yu il Cheng (2022)H3T, HIRE5FHE 4 MK 5
RS RANEE B LA, R IR A —E TR R
ER . i H S5, WK 40 B, FET155
BRI ISR LS B RN Wald K 3648 R 36 S 7E AN
[ 451 1 B /N R R AL 43 53110 0.50 10,94, /N
FARWFGEH Y 0.89 F10.97,

6 SEUERHE AT

KT JEREET CPA W5 I AE SN B Hh i fff
FH, FRATTHE T 18T A 28 00 PR R 1k R 3 S UE £ 0,
B 2 M DR Rl 0 D S v ) DU AR G R B
BHH, ATE TG — DA, I8 1 I 56
IFI] 2 45 20%d, 4045 36,000 4% A 7E 30 58 | i 4k
EERFI] BT AR AR 2 0k R, 7RI AL
SERN . FRATTE e X B AT T R B, R TS I LR
B ON T 5 20 a5 AR R M B . IRl 1
ZE¢ CPA 7 IEAER I AR A2 0 % A B
FEHL, FRATHLM Gk T S L I 56K 18 - i 2
BFTE A 0 BB A . Fe A 33, 000 44 7% A i 50
PREA TR, AT EEHLIHEL 5000 £ %54 11E
O T KA A T 53T o

HTIX 5000 2% A4 AEA A EE, & 5EH

YRR i AL AT LG, S8 T T 3 Y K
442 R 4 LNIRT (Fox et al., 2007, 2021)., 5514 i
HEZ 8 a; M1 g, UK FE LR HES B 1,7, F
T, v 0 5000 ZFEAERHESHIIEN 0 pRifEZEN
0.267, X1 Y BT AN 2 s, Bt B 52 67
%&ﬁ%ﬁo
800
700 [
600
500 -
400 -
300
200 +

100 -
0

K2 dESHOME T

F A5 20 0 S BOH T H B RIER LA 30 Ge 1 ot i
Wald #3050 12 0 . XPHAGET s e Rk w
i, Bk, AT HE HGHET Wald Kgit
ISR, LT H{H 8.068, 7E 5000 44 % A= rhdt Ay
675 i A AR Hh AFAE N AR AT R BT E
11.214, 245 361 75 A Al th A A AR 24 7
Sy FEFBIE 15.702, 3645 271 (75 ARG I H A7
TEMEAEE T M. B3 B8 T495 N 1034 A
PRSI, XA AR IE 5, DL
CERFA] | FEAS SR S A 0 T VR S (R R AR v
Fi A 2% A 0 BIEA ra) , Horh il (U R 1 2
1034 5% 4= 48 H AEZ I R], 20648 FRR 12
W55 rh 45 850 5 BSF-IEZBS ], SR 04 RN 21X
T IR R TR], T LU %% A AR A S
FETTTE 18 MUZME = TP, (HEAEXZE
P VR R AR TP s B Y . KRR
NP S SRS F NI~ b e Y DR G ol (S 2SR [T
ME AT LUE 1 1034 5% A7 i 12 38 8RR
AR AR 30 B2, A LI 10 #0447, FATiH
() 18 H 8 H A AR I A R KB R 53 4h A
K EATLAE H, iR 1034 S 4 b ik %k,
D55 J5 WA R B B - BB B A R Rk, BiH]
5 R A0 R 5 SR s A AL E ) T 6 T 2 B B TR
SER, JFHETA CRET AR R A
6 i 3T R 1 i B K

T B e B8 A E (B T SR i —1E ) 1 1Y)
SR T IA] N 30~65 Fb, fieJ A — 38 MUY S 344



1288 L i 2 il %54 %
100
80
= 60F %
=
0
£ 40t ] ® g
—o— “RHHHE 10344 TR H A T ]
oL T R E A ]
A CREE AR 103445 T B (R VEC I ]
—o— BTS2 A I A [A]
0 0 I5 1IO 2IO 2I5 3I0

K3 <28k 1034 B4 00 H BRI ) | SRR 0], A R28 A~ 25 00 F AR ), BT S 25 2R P 2 1

YEZ&: I i)

AT 26 Bbo MIEH AT LA %75 AL e 46
TSI R R/ 250 S TR S 2 A0 R T B2 e [ 1,
BRAE 18 MZIE, #mAYVEE W EHR/ N TP 21
], SRR R E I B AR T . XK
WK 4 o 1034 B9 HEARIC N S+ B AR B IERY .

7 gieAiie

ASCHET CPA WPIFM R S S it aE, FIHA/ES
IS To] 50 e A I LA AR AT 8 A GBS A
UGN SCUEE S 7 Xt CPA kR AT T
VEAN, S5 R PR 56 48 T i HR B AT R e R
577, I HRetARGr il 1 2E0R5, RIF5RER
WY 2 1 AR 280 Ik Ta) 580 7 S i AR 2 AT i il | B
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Abstract

In recent years, response time has received a rapidly growing amount of attention in psychometric research,
likely due to the increasing availability of (item-level) response time data through computer-based testing and
online survey data collection. Compared to the conventional item response data that are often dichotomous or
polytomous, the response time is continuous and can provide much more information. Aberrant response
behaviors are frequently encountered during testing. It could cause various negative effects. Change point
analysis (CPA) is a well-established statistical process control method to detect changes in a sequence, and it has
provided testing professionals a new lens through to understand test-taking behavior at both the examinee and
item levels.

In this paper, we took test speededness as an example to illustrate how the CPA method can be used to
detect aberrant behavior using item response time data. Response time under speededness was simulated using
the gradual-change log-normal model for response time. Two CPA-based test statistics, the Likelihood Ratio Test
and Wald Test, were used to detect aberrant response behaviors. The critical values were obtained through Monte
Carlo simulations and compared with the approximate critical values in a previous study. Based on the chosen
critical values, we examined the performance of the likelihood ratio test and Wald test in detecting speeded
responses, specifically in terms of power and empirical Type-I error.

On the one hand, the critical values are almost identical for Wald and the likelihood ratio test. They vary
substantially at different nominal a levels, but do not differ much across different test lengths. On the other hand,
compared to approximate critical values, the critical values are not too far away from them but are different.
That may be because the approximate critical values are suitable for situations where the change point appears in
the middle of the test. Results indicate that the proposed method is much more powerful based on the critical
values than conventional methods that use item response data. The power was close to 1 for most of the
conditions while keeping the type-I error rate well-controlled. Real data analysis also demonstrates the
performance of the method.

This study uses CPA with response time data and offers a very promising approach to detecting aberrant
response behavior. Through the simulation study, we demonstrated that it is possible to use fixed critical values
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in different test lengths, which makes the application of the method straightforward. It also means that it is
unnecessary to reconduct the simulation to update critical values when small changes occur in the test. CPA is
very flexible. This study assumed that the log-normal model fits the response time data, but the method is not
bounded by that assumption.

Key words change point analysis, aberrant response behaviors, response time, test speededness, statistical process

control





