R B AR PR BE N B do- RASCH B X 2 & A
EaT ! g ’9‘2 g’
RS

d B RRAARAERST D RZTHRE SR CRETF L BER
FRGIFL - ST BESARRR NI E o A2 44 54358k br f B
BB A o Je* Rasch#icst &4 45 2 i@ B 24472 5 4 I ¥ (Traffic Police Enforcement Ability
Questionnaire » TPEAQ) » T =R ERIG R B 7 2 iz a4 - A% F R
FHMan 2  FHPSF B @B FRBCEEL o NEELY v 4 0 A E
WERFIPHEIED o V- 25 FEFHRIEILEDBFEFERE S 2 4 L
B A RGFNER L W R ERE R e ER T B AR a4
7& > a 5DIFteR > LERARE AW AN Rp 0 sidkihitd P FREE Lo
EEZLELERN N G- HA T Ml R | EEN2R ) P
PG AR A I €5 ERFFRE FIP > HPERG R AALE S L E o
@%ﬁ%@%%mj’ﬁgm%ﬁ%iQﬁi%%@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁ@éﬂﬁ°ﬂﬁéﬁ

F 28R AE REFLRFERSEB AU RXEFF B mEIE LA R A
Fragsdh NPERi hR3EFNZNS > ERVREHRL 2ERY B
B fiid ~2PVREEATFA URIRT O ERIT o ARG B RINA o K
By e 4 LA (Mental) 232 (psychological ) 3 fic # > @ § & g4e 33"
RH w32 33 (Physical) § fit 4 5 B8 A ¥ 11T 2 {rdg (DI Sum of Squares Indicator )
BIE > L 2m358HERIE EY 5 FT5B R (2095%) WA E LB L w4 K
FHNTIOE o ARl B ERBALS G KT EV RS

b
(&
nn\w

Keywords: red light running, enforcement ability, Rasch model

ol

BBl g¥ 82 diERi7 5 > Retting & Wiliams (1996) # 3 # mp v & /|
L 3w %fﬁZ%%.&:@iiﬁi%f%é[ﬂ Porter ¥2 England (2000) L% LT & ik
= :é PiE- i d o B P ET FRI0B B BT E R F 5 [2] - Retting® 4 (1998)

1% F1992F 11996 L i Feadp dh o F 3% = LA BB BT LG M ER

RERE TR P rah R
ziiﬂ’?@ﬁiﬂ*’vfiﬁ? EE G L R A
TLAH WL A R ek
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I FRALF G 2% B RERE LN M SERABEABEEE LY
RALEMTBRAPS + FRAFRER2 - o d WERA S o BT -
Vigﬂﬁ %%B"kﬁ » ¥ %%%ﬁ%# - L%#@TE ¢-,—JA>%§§%,Am‘ B ROR R T B
B 57 24t - Porter ¢ Berry (2001) wwﬁ T ohd ERREET 0
R EE AR FRG PEEF T A o 2R B o R FRME TR
T PR ﬁ;‘za\i;‘; ' 5} ﬁ;:gg,;p.@‘gﬁﬁ;ﬁﬁ G .

B A PP FNE R St S R B gR02E TO6EAIZ A2 (2 2 K )
ﬁiéizazm\qlfwﬂﬁgf« B s (s4a8F HmF ) Hr ¥ o ok &4 11,258
o HP Fm o A FETIEG 1364 5 HAZA I B kA S 0 B EE R Flah% 3
Ti:i%?r%ft%iﬁﬁJﬁr%ilﬁﬁ DRl B AT RT MAEETE RFA 2
W TippsEmidr, ~ TR ) ~ TRAERRGED @ TR w ki, ¥458
ﬁﬁ? & ® A F1% (humanfactor) » & E¥ 5= R Flsbiz > ¥ L S #E L BERE L O
FERAER A Fl2 - 0 3 R4 BIG o NAEIE X > o BPCREF LR
fgﬁ%ﬁﬁj,511;¢:§€ AREERIE R A - RO PREF T A- FHF AL
P EE R BERT ~F - 2w kR E o F E:”ﬁ BT A 1’5)3 ip

52 3

1
Auﬂﬁiﬁf%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%’ﬂﬂ*uvrﬁﬁﬁ’é%
2 g

pas

N

o VK &

_oﬂ&»ﬁﬂﬁéatﬁrﬁr%ﬁ%“%u*’ﬁ*% LB REA S L

oo B- W ook At o SRR EAE G

i d 2R RFT R DR UFR- 2 xR R ERZN g RS 0 A
B- T v RERGBEEREN S ML DA R ER ARG

£
ERERFIRAZNS NG ARKTEVIF AT S e T RGAPMIZRE R
%

rEY G R ERIE i 4 0 @ 4 sc (Performance) it 4 (Ability) 2 6 4
(Motivation ) endnfie » Fi»c = 5t 4 x #8[6] - Schmidt® 4 (1986)F 7 1 15 »xF %
#-;¢4 (Causal model of job performance) o B vk E R R FLR AT
(cognitive ability) » ® #i 4 g »ciE ¥ RS gxuga;ﬁnrﬁg #[7]  Libby#2 Luft (1993)

e oae t kid 4 3md %[8] - Hunter (1986) VAR S E A fsdpdt o - AR A
it # (general cognitive ability - GCA) Fgipl1 i74 22+ '13§,—K L hF %9 F AT o0 - AR

iy 4 2 MTIUE I TR B R DIERIPRE 0 K FIH T UIERIE Y (Leaming) £ 1 it ik
% (jobmastery) » ¥ it # B3 Ty RARM 0 @ 1 f%ﬁfr?a'“* B ivigreg RAp k9, p.
354] - AronE 4 (1998) 176 Wt 1 £ &7y o @3l 4 5% (experience) E 3R
1 1T s ® & 47 4R[10] - Campbell (1993) $f1 feis 4 5§ i i %;mﬂ RN
FERE MM ] 58 ] > A ERERBG R BT 5 g e 4 o
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Kfjfi/;“%*iﬁsﬁuégéi E’ﬁ% # F&g ¥’£3§L“E"u§r§$~§,i,é§‘b7‘ ’|’I|F']sf*#\j\g— i
B TR HMARPRC v R

e I E S S ;L%’éf:ﬂi“ £ B R IR E I AR I 1o 3 b A (factoranaly3|s) =3
= 4 45 (path analysis ) - FH A ] (structural equations model) o R T2 E W
Bt R4et8 A (rawscores) 344 T 0 SR Yy 0 B B A 2 A A VUG 5 F

- B3R 4p e i £ (equal weight) - » )J-}u{z RlE - BV E Ry BT
¥FrM/E, 8w ¥- BRREREOEL > 3R 1e 0 e a8 FAEHRA O AP
oo SRl A DT X AR o HNFE R > B Ao 0 THEPT AR T
MRE ) G HWHE R FAMA AT THYHE TR B 7 8
IR G o gL oh o AT BB RS LEEOF B A ER G 7 B RE (latent
bias) - ~ ff‘w@é%" BB A Rk o RGRAET 2LE R RN R i 4 G B Kt
[12] > Fpt » @ sicrip| 8 5 2 Rl B a0 4 P x 2bo d ehs 2 o 5 0 R AL 0 Raschic
ﬂWWﬁé@“*%%i&ﬁ&ﬁﬁ%’%WWﬁmﬁiﬁiiﬁﬁﬁi’iﬁﬁﬁ
4 BRI R PR E T A o 7} H_0r3) ehaF 2 E B (specific objectively ) » Rasch
BN B Bt e SR AL (logit) chEgesficr 8 25 ¥§E2 f§ H L >4 (simple
sufficiency ) [14] > ¥ * M RIF L ZF P £ HEw Rt > ¥ b s Raschiist @ #4218
# . (differential item functioning » DIF) » ¥ * rzeig £ RIE A A A% 7 e F A o A
Boo F]gt o AFEF 0P hh it Raschiicst (1) =R f 0B cnihi (2) #E- § &

ERERRE A DL (3) AR BERNZ DA O NG RT PR H e
ek S

A ERMGEHBRERITEEN BRI AMN R

1 iFqe 4 (workability) 2 H - 6o @2 FREESBIE A FH LA Faoe kT
£ as Py d o 1 irad :}]‘q £ (Work Ab|||ty Index ) AL R iZ g * > pl £ 1 (Fay 4
[15-19] » 1 fFax # dpifp F B L& cndpih 2 3 M w2 17 £ j= (mental job demands) ~
12 ¥ /R (psychological resources) ~ % # 32 § j= (physical demands) % [20] - Markku (2002 )
1% A1 iFi 4 2 F M2 I TR Z BB FF FAFRGPT (FF o

i Py 7 7 1988& 7 % 2 %ﬂ%‘%ﬁ%&/z (Medical Examination Act) » ¥t 3 w1 iv§ j7
(specificjobdemands ) @ & 5 : % ZRIE P+ 4 #3142 (state-of-the-art or ergonomic) %
it ARk B % -k (exposure safetylevels) 4 A #FT o 4 2 1 1T FR - B R E »f\?"
TR &G Tha TR o T 2 HEE T AL G **3 3 [22] gEua
Thime? » FHBRLFLITNEFETRBEIE B ED IF%%’%\%E[%] o 4
WP jme x4 4 f im £ (energeticdemands ) ~ 22 4 3 4 B § j= & (biomechanical demands ) -
He M4 fimede7 ¥ (aerobic) 2 &% (anaerobic) fim: A4 4 B i g & Fprep &

\_1
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e % L g (static) % # & (dynamic) f 47 5 < 4§ /=& % ;1 4 (concentration)
AR 4 (attention) -~ =&+ (memory) -~ £2;&- 4 (decision-making) 7 B ; <32 f j7 R
d 5% f j= (emotional demands ) ~ * % i# % (interpersonal relations ) ~ p& F& & 4 ( time-pressure )
% % > (safety) & 7% 4%[23] -

B F] R A S gy

INNY = I

HBIRAEN
2 B-E
AZEAN
A FE A G
A S E R e H
BIEHE &
RAE WKL 2EH

HELUmER GG R #
@it S FrERtm o RUERARFE
THRFRNEHERGFLIA RS R SRF|TL - EE

TS T S PR E T SRR I R B SR
_,_5 lu%ﬁj%}igﬁél f/‘[:‘o

ERAZ o RTR/ALA NDER A F[24] 0 Sk RFL TS [25 26] > Robert £

David (1990) [27]+ 4p 1 ¢ TH3# AR FF A R ' RE L% L E a2 b o B o

9?“§%Wﬁﬁw’?ﬁ%%$+§’?ﬂ%@gﬁ?(amg\mm%¢?>,a
Boamfs  Flpt s A I ERPFRF N ERTM
"

# :
B SRR S ALY X gskw (weather cond|t|o ) ¥
- ffjfa}i E’v’ﬂ%fﬁ‘z‘ o @ Az & (perceived congestion) ¥ =i G~

i gk ﬁ?}}% B E 1 Fp AR i 4 R e F2w A f 7 (mental demands )
7@ ¢ j= (physical demands) ~ 32 f j= (psychological demands) ~ 4 it (competence) %
%5 F1% (environmentfsactors) - Bl— T i 8232 1 iFa 4 g AoRcF[29] -
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3.1 W AR

AEE- GBI R ERRGRE CBEHNER S

% ¥
BE > TRAFLRENAPNF > RERIG R CERZ AR AR BI29TT o

E AR iEEF g B el A
yes $§¥%§-«¥§'$ﬁ5$f’iﬁiﬁ"fﬂ
4 v v
9% b it Wisx e h R R ] I 4 22
R TR N T SR T & T
A
. ES O ]
oupragse
B 2 AT R B
FRIFEPAR R APERTABLAERRENE Y S o B
T%%i,?‘ﬁ%ﬁﬁ ERIF oA PRI FETRILE 2 0 Y TR
RAGBRIEFE EWUE %Eﬁ%’Pﬁ@4ﬁﬂ$%Em@$Wﬁﬂ’@@%ﬁﬁg
ECARBER O MEFALARPLATLY o FERIFLHF LT BLLF %
Fﬂ%ﬁék%ﬁ@iﬁwﬁﬁﬁ’—&u%wﬁﬂ(T BEE) B NEERS
PRI -

AT RBRBI2RGE A R ERPRPoEER TR AR, RO R
HAL204E > 20424 0 OB TR ERHE A R AR P A AERY S IR
* % 5,477 B (T7-pointLikertscale) - 12 5 #r8 ~ 3-8 v X i B o

m%$%ﬂ$QEGM6%)ﬁ%%“?§Eﬁ Wt B ALR Y R R E RN
EPE AR B4 e AR i :%6-13%{%8&3’ i ik :}7;,»,—;4*5;;%
W PR }_]vjt\.iﬁ Bodm s A VERE TR s PR R E X AT 4 ) % 14-16
$340 0 BRGAILE dra R P LRI EHE PN § FEFOR Y RPN 4 Bisd
3L (17-2082) 5 Ry ERAZPEFEI F AL RREF > FEERD 2 X FREF >
2 i

~

4 1T1>EAQFM§*~L X

Nl W
ItemO1: 2\ ¥ 1 35 3| B~ % E R i W 5 1“'_51'_ °
Item02:— 7 E.?:’%Lii*ﬁaff oo NP ERT U TER
Item03: A 27 2 P U AF B BERA LT F 2 LLLH -
Item04: 3\ 5 y#2 3o 4™ L ik B §mend WM ELAE o
Item05: ¥ Jﬁ ARERIFELRLD fREF AN ANIREE A K o

L T
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Ttem06: 7 7 11 % 2 A fLR = 3 fm dif b 3 o
Item07:% 2R 4 & 3 & b3 pr > 7 P BHIFT o
Item08: 3% 7 12 il i ¢ b 3;«3};6 (2 ) g FLgdgmeo
Item09:5% 5 ¢ 4 H & RpiE R P d §m2 1 o
Item10: 2 e EQ %4+ » 7 g&ﬁ;ilﬂa’( R o
Itemll:§ & 4 A T3 30k 3% iy P AT e ke d R FNEFLL L o
Iteml2: B 2 FE R A 7 € LIRFF R N FB-FEAE o
Iteml3: % AF D EFHPF > ERA LS/ DY 27
AR A
Item14:3 (7B~ #7552 /] P > A7 € L ~ F 7 o
TtemlS:#L (75~ i 4 | F5 » A3 & AL~ F o o
Iteml6: 4 (TG B ' B8 is 2 > A7 € R o

¢1§I% )"tm“ 4
Iteml7:5 7 v b p nﬁwm;‘ Fparo 2 FR B REFE -
Item18:% % X — ¥ 113 22 F B REFPHE FPIE -

% %
Iteml9: A Bk % iz v ¥ IJ*}E PR TG R L E R o
Item20: e & PFRF 3V 7 10 5 PP B A BE A o

3.2 F@FY

AFT T K TPEAQR® £ 3-2048:8 48 - »t05 297 (B (R SR 4 » 3> S ~ 7
2 RN {8 E R TN A AP MIBRR ERFD A S HNER 1200
TR SHNER MBPR SRR 3 P E R EREAN G p 2% 155k
T 3oE 4374519814 o A ¢ § 2200 (614%) 5 BR 871 (243%) Lz (¢ 3
JHEE) 511 (143%) 5 2 H (& 354 TR B2 A S i 9r9r g ) 5 55% 5 2 d W5
45% % {7 Fc ¥ 52 5 3331 (90.2%) % 9 & > 251 (9.8%) L ¥ .

3.3 Rasch #3¢

SRR - PR IR e 8§ - e 2 v w28 (quantitative
psychology ) ~ % £ £ (individual differences) ~ o Iﬁ‘lliﬁll,ﬁﬁii‘l'_? (mental test theories )

EPLERDER o RIHRZW% (test theory) & - fj#fipla 747 7 M % (empirical
relationships ) 7% & Seenf@ 53 o P T (7 onid TPk S E‘L LA /F‘JE%EI“’ BRI S AN
- Bkl - 5o L plsk@ i (classical test theory) o A & § o EF 4 Bl (true score

model) % ¥ i%; ¥ - 5 4% Rpl% 2% (moderntesttheory) » 1 & & R4~ B2 % (item
response theory ) & 7% 1§

Fosb it e B2 F 2 R R R R IE 4 (item response theory ) & 2 #[13,30-31] > &2
B RS A AR DF R ATHGNE G I A o a d o LRI
If‘!.;éa/mﬁ.x giuz ﬁwgﬁggﬁ J& k23] (itemresponse pattern) » 30 i R 418 A 4R e X iR K i
At o -F BRI R TR AL FLAPROIRH B F BT LFE R

—ﬁ,rﬂﬁb,;q,,g me}@ €3 A o
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WA REGZE A BRAAMEEY ()T A R - -JE‘J%E?&‘%EJ d A0 ¢ oo
- B F)F kAo IR PR ;’1’ o pe % E e T AE T (latenttraits) &4t 4 (abilities)
Q)% 2 hi RIF B uFb %?meﬂ’?zﬁ—@iﬁwuwﬁ&&%ﬂu&
2 5B SRy v TR ey s (item characteristiccurve ¢ f§ B 5 1CC) o A s i 4 7
ey 4 18 4 ghid Fede KT S chd M BG4 F e eh Y 2 Bk - RIRGEALD oAl
Fed o P LR AR AR e B S ko IS TR R 8 B W (test
characteristic curve » i & 5 TCC) o R Hfcd AT H - iER501EF A i 4 Fl & orivone
Eﬁ*‘»‘il IR Eﬁﬁ G~ EZLE Reno 2B ARGRER Y AL S T a0 BARAT
F O AARE K R (item response model ) @ F_o o F|t o ERAE A M AT H - iER4E
g 4 Bl R AT IT o A R R AN AL E MG B E ﬁmpéi#ffﬁw
B G F oA ARATIE P aER R BB (ltem response model ) @ F_o IREE4F
MATdorihE o TEFREBFAFTOREAEE A - gD Fl@é’ﬂﬁﬁic i
enhl 0 ERFLFTORELS (N g%) ;a bk BAL DR BT g
Ko AFRALE BRIEH Y o F - AR RS q* HAp ¥ - PRI A R -
VAR K e - BRSSOk R

IRT g eh @ > x W RBCRI = 5 WHR B 4 a4 (ability) 245 p 2R (difficulty)
24P HFBAAF BRAPRA L LB 2Rasch W4 5B R F R L HEH -
4cStrong & 4 (2005) 4p 1 - M2k % 2248 F RH-;% (item-response models » IRM) & 54 4] »
A 2 FRRMISE B S st R R AR P R B iEe L EeR B S 32
M Raschic;V TR E AR T H - » RF4 > & 7 B dos Hcidf 5 54 H = (linear unites )
R R Y mHE o o Raschiitst 1 FpE A (logit) = B Git# - ;H?'Jifmﬁﬁ
2ok (doir 4 g%ﬁ)’vuﬁﬂ~@éﬁmﬂﬁ& £ Ip A - LR R
HiEs f'ﬂﬁ‘—@—r [33] - s #4) 52 Rasch #7#% 1 » H3®h % 3 B4 2 56 5 (Logodds )

ZoELE o KE BAEP (|tem) 2 & B (category) b o d EFFEML vk K
AR 2§t (difficulity) o322 > F 5 A A BT (& 5 CEB A RN E
) o TEAAA LR LIART o FF BAP T SR BRE - PIT A

AR AL RIS A PLATP F AR WY A PR 2R Ak ek
AL+ & Raschet 2 4 B enfitst » 3 i 4 BRI A O A T fpib o Hord b
T oo i&ﬂ 3 F e (interval) 2 f§ ¥ v (> 2 (simple sufficiency ) [34] 432 & # #3¢ (rating
scale model ) [35] % % i» % 4 5% (Partial Credit Model ) [36] o 4% F 4L 7 & & B 455 >

ek ‘“‘5&

TETFAALE SRR o - A3t 2 Rasch 03] a T 0 B B0 R A
A L L L LR T T T TR S

(6,=by)

e
Pi(‘gn)=m
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SRR SR

=

Y .
‘i .

™% g IE 2z Rasch #4)m 3 » i i T &
P

ln {LJ = gn - bix
Pni(xfl)

2 by & 3RATI% Y2 (rating category) FEEA o Pux z Pricen vz ZExFrx-1e0
W oo

Rasch #3234 & 5 3% 5 ¢ B 8L cnig 8 ¢ 4%
-~ H-BRPE I AT AR B ORBES RO HR

AN BRI A i 4 R E R R £ R B R R
R E e T A ERE BRI Fi Eit %\F o Bo Ay 4 F)
% 4 Ara- BT H AP FEI RF BFE oo

Ji

CFE R AL G - AT EG AR PR L ARE S F LA
BT REME AT SR L R e FRY R SRR
i*RaSCh B2 flcm = 5 HE TR AL SR o - AR T E L
BAERY > 5B ETIONA 2 Ty 4 ﬁ%q\:rzk;ég\;; }@,;Fm\Fég\_l SRR XL HE
E— # 123 rﬂ"""‘;{ ]E_i # {p O |Og|t ’ 1[% ‘;—JJ Fé‘i\ﬁﬁ‘_}i I‘/t;' )1 /?J—‘%IJ g 4 EIJ*Q‘EZ’?F'_?‘;Q I_EJ‘_@ f:"
Rilg ¥R & 4 i @77 logit 2 H o 1% B 4o 47808 A & o 4% 5 7% A (logit)
SUFEES O RET AP ELEPRT > VRE] L e {UHmalip iR
3.3.1 Rasch #:‘i & & (Fit) =&

{d

Infites Outfitst3 & % Raschs% * 1Bl T £ F 4 2 555 - o & et 2 - Infitsd
= (MNSQ) ¥ & 7HiTXFEEn PR F B2 arp B > Outfitss > §_& 7 3
A B A A g2 2 R F s Ban R (Linacre, 1994) [37] - 357 7 # B 5 tinst
PR ZE (ZSTD) 470 1k o 4o SRV aE & B > T R HEE ¥ A e o Infit
L R B H (O ) @@ ko /LIS i > 025
0"/ X0 ) = XX —EV/X(07) 4 2 OUtfit S S4B i (v T % chise S 18+ o JBE
g gaa (XD potitg ZCIN L pxXs ma e By e O
I YRR aNLBEREREBEK -

% 7R £ Raschiicss px > Infit (Zstd) 2 Outfit (Zstd) i3 @35 415 7 & X e
FI[38] > %% " % % ’éﬁ—*‘ﬁ,ﬁ") pE o w0 g nfite OutfitsZSTD » & A S T2/ P » ¥ 11 3n
T_f+ £ RascheniB 3k [39] » & # & B~ »+5002 + pF > 7 r2infit MNSQ % Outfit MNSQ 4 >+
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0.6-14FF 5 HEIF[40-42] » 7 3% + 5§35 %7 o
3.3.2 H-nm RE KD BiFR

BOROR P AR BB SR Y A Boehs £ e (residuals) i 2T A fe[43]
ARRFFLAPFARFEAECY AT AP A E - RATAEY XA L3R H
- » B (unidimensionality) #Raschi;t 4 47pF » 25 d 4 X ixF|Z o477 » @ % L1
ivis ez 3 % @ (dispersion of standardized residuals ) & i 3+ » #]% 4 47 A Raschi# 4%
{6 s B 0 Bior A3 A F %1% (dominant factors) 5 % o Smith & Miao (1994)/5 ¢ 3%
F 3 4 80 T A £ F]4 (residual factors ) fioEigenvalues | *+1.47 32 % & § SE s | [44] -
Linacre (2004) { i&— #Hdpdh: T3 - FlE A ERE | > 3logitsF » 27 2 H- »

;[45] - Rascha 477 $4> W R B & B I 3E P §ARARL 5 3 Fe03Ep » F] 5 B P
Frd B RAEAART > ERARER R @ HIBE ERT @f“ﬂfj‘&% FRE R - B
GE e R e Infit A & R R AT R R B TR > 4 H - e B B Infits o)
o AR EERE > 1R (local mdependence) Bk e

3.3.3 #4E AL B # i (differential item functioning, DIF)

U ORISR OB (Ao A 3 R R R ) RES T iplk o 4 AR
- R R HE R M S LB BRIRA S H R
B 7 s i (Holland & Wainer, 1993) [12] » 7 #3804 B #4338
H? PR RED A RaEi > FROA KR BB > K407 R Eb #
B o TR E TR S FO VLD B Pl o R RRISR DD T o — g
Rlae > TR OR 205 0 T AR BRI o ok S EEFE o BREEOTIOAR
TR A AN G DIFIR R o [46]c AL ABBFE - By Ee
LEERLEQK AEROETOR L TR AR ERERET AT
FHAR N  ThRTLI R TEBET LT L 2L R #a[3947] 277 LB F 2
R SR Pl 0058 ¥ £ 8 > » 2 £ B @ 4.05logitrs + [37,48-49] > znw 2 £
AL R i DIFGEAEN L -

B 5 RO

4.1 »cg &~ 45

7. 2 Rasch 4= B 58 FISL B &1 22 B & 17 &
FAL FEE AR (logit) Infit MNSQ Infit Zstd Outfit MNSQ Outfit Zstd

18 0.28 1.09 1.3 1.27 3.4
15 0.38 1.23 3.0 1.25 3.1
03 0.18 1.13 1.7 L.15 1.9
01 -0.35 1.07 1.0 1.02 0.2
02 -0.85 1.07 0.9 1.01 0.1
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09 0.59 1.06 0.9 1.05 0.7

08 0.38 1.06 0.8 1.04 0.6
20 0.42 0.99 0.1 1.04 0.5
14 0.45 1.03 0.5 0.99 -0.1
12 -0.49 0.99 0.2 1.01 0.2
11 -0.46 1.01 0.2 1.00 0.0
13 -0.6 1.01 0.1 0.98 -0.2
16 0.31 0.99 -0.1 0.98 0.2
07 -0.84 0.96 -0.6 0.97 -0.4
05 0.33 0.92 -1.1 0.94 -0.9
04 0.17 0.94 -0.9 0.88 -1.5
19 0.54 0.90 -1.5 0.91 -1.3
10 0.05 0.90 -14 0.84 -1.9
06 -0.08 0.89 -1.4 0.87 -1.6
17 -0.39 0.84 2.3 0.85 -1.9

~#2 7 i@ * WINSTEP#: #8[50]:& {7 Raschticst » 47> H B* £ 7 & » 7~ 4k ~ 17 & (Person
reliability ) % 0.89 (4p iz**Cronbach’'s® ) - IRTE TR T H L H - » B Z ANjH M4 4
25 {7 deRascha 47 » LR ARFIEER B % » BT " 51517~ 2 1852 53587 » H 4
1538 (859 ) 3# 3L Ainfit2 outfitsoE ++ L2+ &= F=HIA - A infit2 outfit-AMNAQ= 7% *+11 0.4
FE

= 'J“ﬁ%iﬁ, LR F A3 0 L F % - =tRascha 47 » & B Aginfitz outfitys iz »> £2
FREERR o ainfit2 oufit:iMNAQL 35551 £ 048 R - FlE A TR B - FlE R
27%7% ERE > VA S8BT 2 - FookE - v B TN
4.2 B ¥3mL RS (DIF) »4%
4 3 DIF iht# 2

Eig t-tests FlEt & % #c (parameter estimate )
Panel A: Bhi= (¥ F ~ iz ~21g)
1vs.2 1vs.3 2 vs.3 group 1 group 2 group 3
11 0.85 2.11* 1.23 -0.35 -0.47 -0.71
19 0.61 -2.32% -2.49%* 0.56 0.5 0.87

B d B 1vs 2tests=307 ; 1vs.3tests=271 ; 2 vs. 3 tests=138.
group 1: ¥ H ; groups 2: iz ; groups3: i § ; *p-value < 0.05
Panel B: 1 ivg% (& %)
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