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Abstract: The item response theory (IRT) can estimate the parameters for the items of problems and the
abilities of students by using the matrix of answering pattern. The conventional IRT is applied to the com-
plete matrix in which all the students answered to all the problems. In this paper, we have proposed the
EM-type IRT method which allows the vacant elements in the matrix, i.e., the incomplete matrix. First,
we showed the validity of the proposed method by estimating the parameters using the incomplete matrix
in which all the parameters are known in advance. Then, we applied the method to the real data case, and
compared the estimated results with those by the matrix decomposition method (MD), where the MD is,
in general, applied to the prediction for the incomplete matrix. The proposed method provides the better
prediction accuracy than the MD does.
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HH o (IRT) &, 47 A b ORMEE ZERE )
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PISEIE BB X VS BRE RN A A T 5 L AT A
% [4], 6], [7], [22]. B ETRTORMBIZEBHMHE LT
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WD H 57, 22T, W17 TiE, 0/1 KFlTRLZ
TAMERDO EXCEL 77 A VEHIZN T v 7 - TV -
Koy 7422 T, IRT DT A—FHELTRECT S
VAT ARG L. T2, AhwEERT VL&D
RENEEMOFEFE 12D W CORFZE b fTh LT 5 [10].

MEDINT A= D3H L Ldsrh->Twitld, IRT %
MM L7-@InE 4 > 7 4 YReEHIy A7 4 (BT, #io
B2 AT L ENR) 2T 22 E0CE 5 [13], [18]. &
L, ZEREDORRIIICEDLE LV OREZ HEIZH
BTV ATLTHL, WESNLIMEOHEBHYIHE N
Y7, ZEEOREN Y AT LI ATNE T L
ICZDZEREDORES) R BRFHM S5 2 &5 T& 5. HET
BRI ZERE DR ICRIBIZEDEDLZENTE L0,
IV VRECRDTFMOBEZ B L Z LN TE S,
TR S 2T MIZABRER AN LA - AR L Y T AET
W ERBEEEMAGDEE 8] b H DA, T
EENLMEOHEB LS T AL ERH 7. %
D7D, BATICFHT A P E2EfET 20— TH
B, FhET AN &L, HENY 7 IZHE 55T ABICHE
Ji SN BRERTH S

T T A b 2B 5 BREEIISEICT Y AT A
By M E 3R D20, B AT LSBT 5%
BRENL UL, TT A M X o Tl LT /-THH
PRI Y AT A R ZERT 5ZBRE P SO NS
HEMEE §¥NCL Bl fetEh d 5 0T, 8B FEREL
(F¥Y)TVL—vay) PUEIIZ->TLA, ZOLE, @
HWOBIBT T A N TR L 7-HE2 T C2BRE R
ENMFETHo72b D25, HERE T THE L 2%
Ll blz, FOFETEATEY N 7 AHET
ELWHEEEAEET LLENHTL S, AL TlE, 2
DEHIIAREEY M) 7 ADRE/NY — U AR
WETLHHLWHEELTEM 4 7IRT 2488 $5. 2
DFHFEE, Ty OBRICT I AT 1 v 7 ET IV OMERKE
BEMREL, NEE~ M) 7 ATOBM SN EZOEE
AW TB SN TR WEEROMHEZHERIICTHT 2 b
DThA.

REET M) 7 APLEE~Y M) 7 A%HEET 5 )7k
D 1212, ¥ MY 7 A5fEE: (MD; matrix decomposition
method) 75% % [9], [21]. SN, T — % OEICHESRH
BEME LB 8T A M) v 2 RJiETHY, HEEY
AFLDE)BBDICHWENT WS, LHALEDS, %
BEOBENHHEETFUTE T, MEOREN Y-
HLRERE SNIWERGHO T TEHTLERETES
L9 BGE, WRIHERGA OEE 2 IKE L 72 5 05 HEE K
EFREL LI EZONE. 2F ), EIFHERERD
L9 L ZBE ORI KL ENEAELET M) 7 AD
Y4, EM % 4 7 IRT {& MD X 0 &A%l < T heMED
H5b.
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ZZT, ¥, 7TANOMEHEBEL L OZBRERE
NHGFHo>TVD L EIIAREEY M) 7 Ae L7z 7—
¥ ERAWT, BEENTONRT A — Y A FHHETXL2 %
MR L, KRICEBIAT o727 A M L TIREEICL AT
W4T o7z, HEEENTIST A= ICHEMEZ 52 5720,
I TCTREBICKRFENTIT > 2 BFEOT A M55 17z
[RENT =R L. 5612, REEZARELE~ MY
7 ADFMED 1D THAH< M) 7 A55E L L7,

2. IRT

IRT Cid, £HH j 12X 3 2 BE i O FFAMfE R
Pj(0i;a;,b;) 25289 A =8 B I AT 4 v 75 AIHES
TV ERET S, ZDLE,

1
14 exp{—1.7a;(0; — b;)}

ERJEIND. a;, b ZTHE j ORI EWEEZ, 0,
IZBE i DR ERT. BE i = 1,2,...,N LIHH
j=1,2,... n T BELELIZ

Pj(0i;a5,b;) = (1)

N n
L=TTT11I Pi(0is aj,05)" (1= P;(0i3a5,b)) % (2)
i=1j=1
L7k, ZIT, 60k, 6 =(0,1) &5 2L FE
L, 0=11FE%, d=038%%4£T.

WHEOOUIAT A4 v 75K BIT 587 A= F{{EET
(&, X (1) TIE0; PHEREET, ZOBMEIHFLNS L,
aj, by ERHANNT A—=5 L LTHEET S, L2L, IRT T
Eaj, b, 0; TNTHRAEII R B L2 AHHRIEE KEEIC
LCTwb. B 1IZIRT 2B 5785 2 — & fiE FIHOK
Errd. BEOLEZE 10545 6,; X (2) OLEH
BISRAL, ZRERKICT S LD % aj, by, 6; ZFEFFIC
korZ il s,

T A—=FEEk e LT, R L N A X
7z 2 BERET L T A4 (1] R, vV THEHE ST
v (MCMC) #IsH L7k [16) BFIHT& 5. X
WK [17] DY = VIZEWHEDOTED AL TN, T4 2T

1
1 +exp{~1.7a;(6; — b))}
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Fig. 1 Item response theory estimation procedure.
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FIFHASHHETH % (http://ume98.ces.kyutech.ac.jp/score-

service/).
3. BICEALTA EEANFHES X T A

WIEH Y AT LIZHREORIIAEDET LAV OHE
HBICHET 2 Y AT ATH A, ZHREOWENY A
T LI A FEND T L E OZERE ORE)) & BRI
BT ENTEL0, WET HHEE TG OREI Rl
ICEbEDLIENTES.

T2 ZE, ZBEDA S — kv bEELTHIEE Y 2
TAEZELIEE, b LZBREPRNOMEICIESE T
£, VAT AEEBREICRICEVELVEEE 525, 4
HETorhiL, VG LVHEZSZ 5.

BEAI O B RS A W AUE, SICE S R T AR
D 1HRES 5 L ICREIMEE kD, 2D L EDOZERED
BEIMEL VISR S — T AHE A ROEB & LTEAS
ENTE D, HENY 7 I28H SN IHE RO S AR
ThLHAHIIE, ek dE L-EEINE TN T <
B, L0 AhCIEHERCIEM RN S 2 2.

4. ¥ M) XFRE

4.1 EM %1 7 IRT [18]

EM % 4 7 IRT &, HH j OEH M a;, b BEO
ZERE G ORENME 0, FARTEEY M) 2 ANLHEET ST
LIZEY, EEMEE P0) ICLo TAREEY M) 7 AD
RIBBERETUTHHETHD. 20D, § #HEK
FTHIEL, RICEM # 1 7 (expectation-maximization
algorithm [5]) ZH 5. DUTFIZZ D87 X — & 4% T
ZRT.

4.1.1 § DHEBEEADHER

X2 BV, JRIEEDLE =1, fBEDLE5=0
PRT2MEEMCTH 7. TITIEINE, ZTBREHNF
U Ao R 2 2HE m MpCIRIES L2 £ 2
§=1l/mERETILICLoT, § I LARKEE D Y
TAIENTEDLL)ITHIET .

4.1.2 REERICHT ST

I, MERI - DT P 7 ATHEEI N TR W
HFRIZHL, 67, € [0,1] 22 SHEROMMEE 5 2,
5, =0,1 0BMEIZZDOE KT, TOLE{ELNLY
Wi~ hU 2 A, 0<6); <1 &MY, 6 omilifEe L
T, HH j OFHIEESR u; R, ZBE i OFEIEESR
i HEBBIFENDL. £8T A= 5 OMIMEE oI, b2, 09
L, IR L0 23X (2) TEFKT A.

W~ b 7 2 {60} VT, X (2) R L ZEK
29587 XA =% a), b, 0] THEL, LEL 2155,
COLEDNTA—-FHETL, 2BEET VT AL F 7
EMCMC DO EL LD EHVE I ENTESL. ZOTFEE,
EM 7V T X 2 ® maximization AT v g 5.

© 2014 Information Processing Society of Japan

50 S0

|
It
W
P

() )| (2)
4
/

4, b 070, b @70, i @), by, ;)
Ve Ve e V51 o Pl Ve P g Poi| Pl Prs| Pl P
P(lv PH) Pu) Pu) P(I) Pll) P(Zl P(Z) P(Z\ P(Z) %/\7)< _g P(' Pfl P ) P(' PP‘!

20| 22|23 | 24 725 20 (22|23 24| 725 z)\"?ia— ZJ i 214722] 23724172
ol ps| s P | (Pl P[] P “@B0ET P51 |Psa| P | Pl PS5
P\ PolPa| PulPE| (PP sl P P P\ Pl Pis| P P

| IXE Y DHRRHE
~—————

Pi) =17 expl—1.7a,(6; — b))

2 EM %1 7 IRT I & 2 FilllFIE
Fig. 2 EM-type IRT prediction procedure.

RIZ, |BoHNT8T 2A=F EFWTRK (1) 55 EEHER
P;i(0;) € [0,1] BEIETE B, 22T, 6 = Pj(6;) DBR
WY ADZ ER,G, BHIMES L0 P(0:) 12L&~ T, 4§}
1A, ZOTFNEIE, EM 7V 3T X LD expectation A
7y TR T 5.

ZD2ATy TOFREKRYEL, LF, &, af bk, 0F
(k=0,...) #82. k— oo & 4L, WFEIN2IHH
L=, 685, af°, b, 0 4. 72721, @EOEM T
VT XLD L) HEFEIMEEHE SN2V, EM 7
NT) AL E LT EE DT, T2 TIEEM ¥
A4 7IRT LR, ZOFH:, limiting IRT (LIRT) & %
NS [12]. IURIED D RIC—FIC 2 2 L IHREES Lt
V20, [23]. LA LadTS, BERIIICIE, £ < OHETH
CAEICIURT 2 2 L% roTwb [11]. B 212, EM ¥
A7 IRT 2 & 5 TFHRITFINEOME 2 7R 7.

BoND T~ M) 7 AOREEHINIZIZ TRLO Sk & H
Wa, i, KATRINLBUME L 2T 5T
WAE 0F ; D 2 FREHEDF IR CTH 5.

T J NP 3)

(i,7)eA

2T, |A] BBIMEICHIC Y 2 EFROBEERY. KIEE
FOTFUEEE SF ICEHEEINEWT LICERELTB L. UK
foe e LT, Rz L2l ORe Bz,

|S% — skl < 1.0x 1078

CZTESOREEH[0,1] THAHILZEELT, WK
Sl 2 AR T2 CHERREZ T JwEeER 72
PHTH5.

4.2 < hUYRBEEE (MD) [21]
~ M) 7 A43f#: (matrix decomposition method; MD)
Z, HEED AT 2BV TILLFIHENR TS HETH
b (2], [14], 18], ThzxEHE LHEPOESNL < MY
JASHEHTED. < MY AGETE, REeT
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Fig. 3 Estimation procedure using the training data and the
test data.

VI2AVIII2ODORATN) 7 AU & MO P THZ
N5 L)% U, M 2/ 2 EICL o THERT S [21]. &

/N2 FRIETIERD &9 12 2 FFUEIZEHRIEZ DU 72 5R/ME

w179
1 m n
E= 333 16,0 {(VG.4) - PG.)Y
i=1 j=1
k m - n
+ Yl + 72%\\2 (1)

=1

22T, I(i,5) FEIMED A ¥ 7y 7 AR, ky & ky 13
WEBR 2O EANLRETH 5. KB~ b)) 7 A
X9 B AL B TR A BLE AT S b A3,
CCTIEFRATER SN BHFOAREEZFFL T b

UWUHWW+§fm (5)

MO ) 4 j{: 6A4 (6)

ZIT, pldFARTH 5.
5. FRIEDFFME

FHEMEOFHi 2479 729012, b EDAREEYT MY 7 A
7' — % % Training B & OF Test 12431F, Training Tl &
17V, Test TZ DR 27T 4. FFMEIE, X (3) 12
A9 RMSE #H\»%. X 3 12 Training & Test (24517 T
G %47 9 A 7R3 . Training & Test 1 T & v MERK
T5.

6. EF—2DINE

EM % A4 7 IRT & MD Ol 25§ 5 729012, &
CCIEEBICREN MR ZITH) 2L THROoNEY M) 7
AT—=5 A5, RENFHIAERE LT, EkOFERER
CHWIE Y AT ML AR AN R ET S,

6.1 ERRBRILIELYRIIX
e~ M) 7 AL LT, REOFEAIZE L 72450
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Fig. 4 The result of mathematics examination (data A).

BRiC X 2 HFoRBREE Z08E (LT, 7—% A) %
FIHT % [24]. D& ZOZERERIL ST A, BRI EIH
HEIZAOMTHE., T EOMERBRER 4 12R7.
THAIEMEEE >R L TBY, WM& EHE £
LTwWa. £/, 7HAIFIRT 12 & » THEE S5 R
H OWEERE % FIMET, FIHIIEE L < IRT 12 & » THEE &
BB EORNEEZEIETY — L TW5A., ZD720
< N7 ADRE EERIE, BBIOEWZERET, o5 Lw
MEHE IC 22720, 1EE (HB) #% < koTwh, b
2, ¥ M) 7 ADOETERE, REJI DR ZERE O L v
MEEE ISR 2720, =g (Bf) %< hoTwa.

6.2 BRI ITFTLIZEEDAZTEY NI
IR Y A7 AT, HENY ZICEH SN TV LIEE
SRECHMED L3 L, X0 IERERBEN G2 RELS 2

5. JCHK (18] TlE, BMREFORIFHEiZ 5 E L, HH

Ny OEBBIE30MTH 7. F2T, SHHICE

BEF LNV OE % 66 xBML, & 96 HOEE NV

JERERL, BEZ L VRERGHECTE 2 A7 4%H

L7, COVATAZEBICZREISHAL, HilziAr

TV N 7 A RS

6.2.1 BB/ UDHFE
HENY 7 IZHB #BINT 57201213, Bl 7zwiEH

T CEIIEETR) 20MBE SN FiHT A M E#EL X

T L OZEREEME I OERMIZZEHRL TS 5\, 20

EAERD O HA N A ET 2LENH L. 1272, T

TANOHEHEEE N 71T TICBFLCHALHEERH

(IHEH#) T3, HEBMEOREN ELZ>TWE 70,

B RN Z B EEDL B Db, IEkELE ).

— R EALTIE, P A D AR T AHERICIHEE

FEOWEH # BRETHBL LT, IHEEHO D L 0IEA

FE L T T A N OFERED SR SN L HEH ML % s

REFICERLTYS, REZRICIETFEY Y 7~k 3] &
EDBFHENTWA, 72720, FHT A NOHEBEEN»ST
Kok, THTANZBE T LAMMIRELL LY, E

MR RPN R D720, FH7T A MHEE
e T ALRPLETH .
NIRRT B 1 OOFRIZHEND 5. 5L,
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Fhii T A b E2EBEO/NMETI25E L2 FIl 3l oEE
HEEAIML CRERZAT ) S TH 5. /M1 O RS
RPN L ENETNOIHE FeEfEX, @B H QR
% b L ICBREICE LS NG, K 5 IS & 55
{LEOME L IRT.

ST FEY, IHEEE 30 MISENT 5 66 % 320
MBI, HEIEE & LCIHEEE2 S 10 BhEA
72, HAFomEB T ENEN 30 MIRE S Lz, Tl
T A MIZEE 51 N &G, 155 N7 A F
S5IRT IC & - CHAMSME M HE L7z, X 6 (25 MfHEIC
L2 HHWEE DS LERERT. Mhomfiidehesh
DIFEEAER D B KO 7= T H WP DBEE A, FERRITHL
BOHHKNBEEOHE MR L TWA, I 2 TE/MMET
2 DA HMEEZILEICE(L L. 200, MMET20
THH R EERE AL & bId e v, F 72, RIS
AR CTOEIITNES W L5, METMIZBWTIHEARK
WEICZENIEIEDEI L P o EEZLND.

6.2.2 #EICHE A>T DEEAFHE Y X T LDERE

T, EBRICHERK LB Y AT LICoWTH
{95, 1 ASHOEMT1IM1IMICERBEST S L9112
o TWh, ERL-HENY 7 I28ESN T\ A RIEIE
GaF 96 BT, IRXTEREFLAVTH L. ZHEKT
138 ANTHo7z. COLE/OLNIAEET M) 7 AT —

IVF IVF2 IBF3

SEOFIE

1) I F1~3%FIR DE=
§—F2 N BREERIC
[k

2) ETREEFOEEHER
h5. FREhOMFIC

#rfzicm BIBEB/NSXA—9%

3’6[&@2{ AREIEE2 e

3) FEHEBHOER/S
A—FEHEI, TAT
DEB/NS XA —5 EZ(

HEERR

NEBE

INEER3

5 kI & 55
Fig. 5 Equalization using the booklet method.
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Fig. 6 Difficulty parameter after the equalization.
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y (LLF, =% B) 2R 7 \2R7. b oL AT
A b OFER, ARDSEIER Y AT AOREREERST. ”ho
FEOERITESE2RLBEMOIEIHEEYET. IKOOERIT
RIELTWAEZEHET. /2, M8 TlX, METLT
CAZZBREDRNENIZAL L T B0 5. Kl
fREONE, HEMTEENEEZRLTBY, Wi 1A 1 ARSZE
NENOZEBEZET. H£XBEIGLT, 1MHEED
D OZEE EERE LWL ) ICHEH N Y 2 Ohh S HEER
ML TWwa, 20Ok, Wiglc# Ly, &5 WIdHiEics

LWHEFEE SN2 WX )12, PN ZRED SRS

M 1% K%
student i

problem j

] o
Y —T A MER

I > 7 4 > I 2 7 5 K
B 7 P A MR EEIEH Y AT AR
Fig. 7 The result of the monitor test and the adaptive online
test.
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Fig. 8 Transition of the ability parameter.
1 1 1 1 1

30 =

25 -
©
=20 L
°
o«
2 154 =
c
8
s 10 7 L
a

5 L

04 L

T T T T T
-2 -1 0 1 2

BENfE

9 5 M TROENEDOLA N7 T L

Fig. 9 Histogram of the ability parameter after solving five

questions.

21



RS 2R

LWIHHOMAHEINSE L) ICTRLTWE, B9IZ5
MK THOREIMEO A N7 T L %KY, EIEOE—F
0 LD RRAMIIH Y, EMIHEIRVWIGAICR>TH
D, WEOREL VL) b ZEREDREIEN SN o722
LD B

7. Yalb—v 3>

22T, EMZ A4 7IRT BIELSHEREL Cnwb 2 &%

Iy V¥a—%3Ial—3a AL VWHIEET S, BIAFFIE

ZLUTFIRT.

(1) =% A25, IRTIZE->T, BEN/8T A =% 6,
(i=1,...,N), HHXI A =% qa;, b; j=1,...,n),
TRTOT MY 72@%?2@1’5%'{5@2%%,]‘ TEHET 5.

(2)6;, aj, b; 5, T—% AxKMfL7z~ ) 7R A,
(m=1,2,...,M) 2F>FH)IVOEICL > TER
5.

(3) MED= }) 7 2D ZNZFHIZONT, PF2479.

R1 ¥Y3al—2aYIZXBRAMHED bias & var (K =2784)
Table 1 The bias and var for the missing values by the simu-
lation (K = 2784).

K = 2784 EM # A4 7 IRT random

m bias var bias var

1 242 x 1073 7.22 x 1073|—1.54 x 107! 1.94 x 10~}
2 1.53 x 103 8.93 x 1073|—1.85 x 10~ 2.06 x 10!
3 —6.18 x 107* 9.35 x 1073|—-1.48 x 10~! 2.09 x 10!
4 8.62 x 107° 8.24 x 1073|—1.66 x 1071 2.12 x 10~ !
5 —3.21 x 107°8.24 x 1073|—1.77 x 10~' 2.01 x 10!
6 —1.95x 1072 8.33 x 1073|—1.74 x 10~ ' 2.13 x 10!
7 3.97 x 1073 9.99 x 1073|—1.73 x 10~ 2.02 x 10~!
8 8.83 x 1073 7.50 x 1073|—1.84 x 10~ 2.03 x 10~ !
9 1.56 x 1073 6.18 x 1073|—1.66 x 10~ 2.00 x 10!
10 1.08 x 1073 6.95 x 1073|—1.70 x 10~ 2.01 x 10!

T 1.69 x 1073 8.09 x 1073|—1.70 x 10~! 2.04 x 10!

£2 YIalb—Tar IZXLKIBHED bias & var (K = 696)

Table 2 The bias and var for the missing values by the simu-

lation (K = 696).

K =696 EM # A4 7 IRT random

m bias var bias var

1 1.37 x 1072 2,71 x 1072|—=1.74 x 10~! 2.00 x 10!
2 —4.16 x 1073 2.32 x 1072|—-1.71 x 10~! 1.96 x 10!
3 8.96 x 1073 2.09 x 1072 —1.69 x 10~ 2.04 x 10!
4 —5.13x 1073 1.97 x 1072|—=1.81 x 10~ ! 1.95 x 10!
5 1.45 x 1072 2,42 x 1072|=1.74 x 10~ ! 2.04 x 107!
6 7.87 x 1073 2.29 x 1072|—=1.71 x 10~! 2.01 x 10~!
7 1.47 x 1072 2.39 x 1072|—1.66 x 10~! 1.97 x 10!
8 1.11 x 1072 2.85 x 1072|—1.69 x 10~! 2.05 x 10!
9 —4.31 x 1073 2.05 x 1072|—1.67 x 10~ ! 2.07 x 10!
10 3.35 x 1072 2.63 x 1072|—1.76 x 10~! 2.06 x 10~*

SEY ] 9.08 x 1073 2.37 x 1072|—1.72 x 10~ 2.02 x 10!
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(a) A, % Training (K HO%HK) & Test (k fHDHE
) ATEAERIZT .

(b) Training 2°5, EM # 4 7 IRT 12X T, #JJ
NG A= G, HENRT A—F a5, by, BLUK
HfE (Test 1M1 A %050) DIEERESR ¢, ; 2K
5.

(¢) bi, aj, by, ti; DFNEFRIZOWT, bias & var
TEtHT 2.

. 1 . 1 . 9
bias = n—zZ(xfx), var = - 12(1 — 1)

(Z,2,n2) € {(Dijtij, k), (05,05, N), (aj,@5,n), (bj, bj,n)}

EFYTANTEIZE S~ MY 7 AR [25] 12 & o
720 Fh, AMETCIEM =108 L7, K+k=Nxn=
87 x40 =3480 TH Y, K = 2784 (&KD 80%) D&
&K =696 (&R0 20%) OWGAETREEZIT-7:. 2ok
EORMERRER 1, R 2, ®3, X4 I1IR7T. #EED
TR 2 5l § 5720, KEEFRIZ[0,1] 26T ¥ F 4
AT ANTGEOME LI L. ETE3ZEN
% random & F L T,
F1BXUE225, EM %A 7IRT 12X 5 FHMEIE,
T U NIRRT D 725 AR, bias, var & DTN
SWHERLTWD Z Db, F7-, £33 BLUEKA4
WE, EDOIRT A=%D bias, var £ DITNSWHEEIRL
TBY, TONT A=Y EZHIHEL TWLIERTH 5.

8. ETF—XDFH

F=F ABLIOTF—F B LT, EM% 4 7IRT B
JOMDIZLB~ M) 7 ATFUTH2EHA L, ZOTHlk
JEE T 5.

8.1 F—4% ADFHl

ZITE, BEXMN)IIATHLT—F A»S—H %K
HiE & LTy, RIEETOEZDGHhoTnbr—A kL
LCTFSEO B AT . 72720, Y~ NI 27 ADKTH
LI WT, ERREL LR LD 1 DIIFET S
12T 5. KIBEOEASIZOWTIE, ¥ M) 7 A8EKD
20%B LA KIELTWE 20D r—A%#25. K
HBAED A REICOWTIE, WEAHHBICX 5.

K —ABVWT, bLOREEY N 7 ARLKRIASE
2% Test 77— 4, g~ M) 7 A& LTH - 7284
% Training 77— % & L Tk . Training 77— % % 5 KA
Hoyo< b)) 7 AFMEITV, F0OERTH S Test 77— %
ED RMSE #3 (3) 10k > Tk b, Zh% 3087 —
AT, 15515 30D RMSE OB X OHE (R
WX o TTHMEL T 5.

T—5 AP IAERIC 20% % RIS LG EO—H %
X 10 (a) (2”9, UL, MAERIC80% & RIS 6
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£33 vialb—varilkb 0, aj, bj D bias & var (K =2784)
Table 3 The bias and var for 6;, a;, and b; by the simulation (K = 2784).
K =2784 0 a b
m bias var bias var bias var
1 1.42 x 10~2 8.62x 1072 | 523 x 1072 9.65x 1072 | —1.14 x 10~* 1.17 x 10!
2 1.23 x 10~2 1.33x 1071 | 1.64x 1072 5.75x 1072 | —=1.07 x 1072 1.02x 10!
3 1.70 x 1072 1.24x 107! | 537x 1072 7.03x 1072 | —9.43 x 1072  9.99 x 102
4 1.08 x 1073 1.05x 107! | 3.35 x 1072 828 x 1072 | —7.09 x 10-2  1.13 x 107!
5 2.51x 1072 141 x107' | 3.56 x 1072 7.55x 1072 | —2.45x 1072  1.00 x 10~!
6 —7.16 x 1073 1.20x 107! | 321 x 1072 747 x 1072 | —2.05x 1072  8.86 x 10~2
7 521 x 1072 1.28x 107! | 7.13x 1072 6.84x 1072 | —7.06 x 1072  1.04 x 10!
8 2.97 x 1072 1.28 x 1071 | 294 x 1072 6.48x 1072 | =321 x 1072 7.54 x 10~2
9 1.67 x 1072 8.32x 1072 | 6.80 x 1072 6.47x 1072 | —3.84x 1072 1.52x 107!
10 8.63 x 1073 8.14x 1072 | 2.03x 1072 721 x1072 | —1.02x 10~* 1.40 x 107!
mean 1.70 x 10~2 1.13x 1071 | 4.13x 1072 7.27x 1072 | =578 x 1072 1.09 x 10!
K4 vIal—v a3 ilkb 6, a;, by D bias & var (K = 686)
Table 4 The bias and var for 6;, a;, and b; by the simulation (K = 686).
K = 686 0 a b
m bias var bias var bias var

1 1.58 x 1072 2.74x 107" | 7.80 x 1072  8.66 x 1072 | —1.01 x 10~'  3.97 x 10!
2 5.87x 1073 242 x 107! | 3.56 x 1072 838 x 1072 | —4.08 x 1072  2.55 x 10!
3 581 x 1072  345x 107! | 7.67x 1072 856 x 1072 | —1.20 x 10! 2.04 x 107!
4 1.09 x 10~2 2.82x 1071 | 7.80 x 1073 841 x 1072 | —8.66 x 1072  2.27 x 10!
5 7.51 x 1073 3.07x 1071 | 742x1072 7.49x1072 | —1.36 x 10~ 2.12x 10!
6 1.72x 1072 355 x 107! | 8.13x 1072 6.99 x 1072 | —1.50 x 10~'  2.05 x 10!
7 1.58 x 1072 3.10x 107! | 9.80 x 1072 948 x 1072 | —1.71 x 10~'  3.19 x 10!
8 221 x 1072  415x 107! | 817 x 1072 7.53x 1072 | —1.97x 10~! 3.34 x 107!
9 —1.23x 1072 275 x 107! | 590 x 1072 654 x 1072 | —8.32x 1072 2.28 x 10~!
10 298 x 1072 365 x 107! | 3.61 x 1072 6.62x 1072 | —2.33 x 107! 2.99 x 107!
Sy 118 x 1072 3.17x 107! | 628 x 1072 7.87x 1072 | —1.32x 10~' 2.68 x 10!

X 10

T—=5 APLERLER
Fig. 10 The incomplete matrix generated from data A.

(b) 80% K
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SEET M) IR

w5 T ADPSERLIEAREEY M) 7 AD 307 —AD RMSE

DIFH

Table 5 The mean of RMSE by using 30 cases of the incom-

plete matrix generated from data A.

EM-type IRT MD
Training Test Training Test
Training 80% 0.3578 0.3818 0.2147 0.4542
Test 20% 0.0022 0.0087 0.0046 0.0138
Training 20% 0.3270 0.4037 0.0299 0.4518
Test 80% 0.0116 0.0062 0.0025 0.0073

FIFP, TR

O—F% 10(b) IZRT. ZOLEDOFHFHREER 5 12
RY. Test ® RMSE OF¥iEx A&, EM ¥ 4 7 IRT
D RMSE 2VNE L FUMRBENRWI L EZRLTWA,

8.2 HECE I XTFLIER (F—42B) OFHE
F—% BIZAL, EM %4 7IRT BL UMD IZX 54
SEL M) 2 AT ELT .

S =

Training & Test |2 9 X 1 12501 CEFAi 247 ) .

ZITE, bEoT—4%

T,
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£ 6 7—% B % 9:1® Training & Test (257177230 ¥ — A D
RMSE O
Table 6 The mean of RMSE by using 30 cases of the 90%
training data and the 10% test data (data B).

EM % 4 7 IRT MD
Training Test
7 —% Bl 0.340 0.521

Training Test
0.0133 0.523

0.00440  0.0299 | 0.00116  0.0295
7 —% B2 0.380 0.443 0.145 0.501
0.00162  0.0154 | 0.00410  0.0178

FI3PYy, T IEE R

MAELIMIC X 5. 7—% A DA L FERIC, Training &
Test # 30 £ v MEWT A, 72, 7—% B2, P
A b ORBAEREFE TN T VD720, #MIBH Y 2T L DR
Roih%xT—% Bl, FHTANbEbEb0eT—%
B2 L EHRT .
R6ICZOEEDRMSE #7873, 6 x5 &, Test
D RMSE X LTIE, =% Bl, B2 bICEM ¥4 7
IRT DS H/NE N D505, FiZ, 7—% B2 D%
WEEM % 4 7 IRT DR LN /AEL, FUBEIRNC
EERLTWA, /2, 77— Bl &7 —% B2 D Test O
RMSE #H#4 5%, MD IZH~_TEM % {4 7 IRT ®
Test ® RMSE O ) BEALRKEW, =% Bl L F7—%
B2 ORIEFE (7 M) 7 ASEROERFNGT 5 RIBEZD
EHE) ZFNZFN95.1%E 85.7%TH VY, EM ¥ 4 7 IRT
ERIBED/NEL BT L o THENB  oTHED
T ROEEEZ T TVWDLEEZOND,

9. RMEDIRES

EM % 4 7 IRT &, 2O TUTFIEOWE 5, Tl
PNHIZED FTO RMSE OFBIHEFTIE L VWEE 2
bIb., FZTARETIE, F—F BIIBITAH307—AD
Training (239 2 THMEOIRZ L5 2 & T, ZOI0RM%:
IZDOWTHE T 5.

11 (a) 27— % Bl W7 5A1220W T, K 11(b)
27— % B2 # WA D W T, 30 7 — AP Training
I2& % RMSE OIROMT R d. EHE56086%, 30
T AT RCHOHRITHES LT 5.

A2, 30 77— A D Training |2 & B % EE log L ONUE
OFEF-%, 7—% BLIZ2WTIER 12 (a) 12, 7—% B2
DWTIEE 12 (b) IZ/RT. 22TV ) W EOEE &1, B
ENFABHIE L2 BMEIC X A EETH L. KIEMEE T
WLEREIA AV, EE50BE5D logL b, 30 7 —
AT RCHHEFNEINML TV 5.

EM % 4 7' IRT T, Fl&E O\ T, REEHEx FHlMHE
THEEMWZ DHBEEBRVIEL, 22 THONLEIEE T
HMEZMAGHLELT M) 2 A2 ROMUPEE LT 5.
DFN, FHEOEHT LI, )T I RRE-TVWDL T
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11 9:1 ® Training & Test 1247177230 7 —AIZEM ¥ 1 7
IRT ##H L7z & &0 Training 12373 % RMSE DZAL
Fig. 11 RMSE trend by using 30 cases of the 90% training
data and the 10% test data via the EM-type IRT.

XD, FORD, FHEOEHIT L IZESNS RMSE
BELWlogL DfEIE, HFIEAD L7238 5 & I3RS
v, FEBISICHL [11] OBAICITHEFAEE RS e 2o
7z, LA L, 4RO L) ICRENICIES 04 TH UIE
IR L TWw b,

10. =

10.1 #l#ftE MD (DWW T

RIFFETIE, AE~ M) 7 AT 5 FlTEE LT,
EM % 4 7 IRT & MD Db % RMSE |2 X A5FHilliT/7 -
7. EM % 4 7' IRT TlZ, FillfE T (3MEFEMEE L THS
No57zd, 0<T<1%W7z3. —J), MD TiX, Tilllfl
F 1L EDER 0RO HEN b, 22T, MD Tl
0<T<1%xW73dLIZ, PUMET 250 KMDOEHAEIZO
12, 1D EOBEE 1 ICHB 2T 5852 T7hNI s, 2
T, WM RLOEGEEZL. RT 2155, HlELO
BA, LD TFHRBEITEL 2oTnh. AZE~T N
7 ADRIEER T % TS B4, 0/1 OFPIZHIF Z D1
LEEEARTH 5.

10.2 FRNFER(C L B
LbEDI P I RATFT—FIR0/1 D2ET— 5 THbHT
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12 9:1 ® Training & Test (247177230 7 —XIZEM ¥ 1 7
IRT #%#JH L7z & & @ Training 123§ % log L OHER
Fig. 12 log L trend by using 30 cases of the 90% training data
and the 10% test data via the EM-type IRT.

KT WD LEEEBRVEAED MD 128175 RMSE O
Table 7 The mean of RMSE by using 30 cases of the con-
strained MD and unconstrained MD.

#l#fd & MD | #l#7% L MD
7—% Bl 0.523 0.557
0.0295 0.0287
7—% B2 0.501 0.575
0.0178 0.0178

R, TR R

W, P~ ) 7 AL T 2MEICHHTAMEE L5 2
HIENTEDL., 22T, HAO5NL T~ M) 7 A% 28
T YL L EORGHERIIOVTELE TS, fijH
D7z, BUME z; ; (xS 2 FHE 2, ; 20T

o (2,;=0)N(0<d;;<05) = T=0
o (2,;,=00N(05<3,;<1) = T=1
o (7,;,=1)N(0<d;;<05) = T=1
o (,;,=1)N05<3;,;<1) = T=0

EGHLAEEEZL. TIZ2MHEETHY, T =1
DEEXBGH, T=00L X ESHEERT. ZOLED
30 77— AD Test |24 HAGEROTIE 3, T/#T 11,
R L4b, ZOWMEERL L, MD DIE ) R0
BnZ ey hsb, MFELDL, T—7HEOEMIL>T
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& 8 Test 77— ¥ DFRGHHZ DI

Table 8 The mean of misclassification rates by the test data

results.
EM % A4 7 IRT MD
7 —% Bl 0.390 0.337
0.0608 0.0491
7 —% B2 0.287 0.259
0.0247 0.0239

FEY, TR R

MOERIIETLTBY, 72 2L 285EE0IELD
XLNENZ LD D,

Doz ehs, WFEOTFNMEE @bl s L CaHiliy
%L EM % 4 7 IRT O3 AENL TV 525, 0/1 OBEFE
235 & MDDBENTWE ZED g7,

11. &

HH K (IRT) &, 57 A bOMER ZBHED
R LTz EDMEIIRY = DI ) 7 ADES, TALD
M H DS L OB IRriiE 2 #e 52 2 &8
T&5. IRT 3%, TRTOMBEICEEDPHBEL TV
S M) 7 ARHVED, I TREMERS EEUA
EE~Y M) 7 AIZIRT MEHATE %5 EM ¥ 4 7 IRT % ig
FL72. 9, 7 A MORBEHBREL L BB
FHoTWhEXIREEY N) VAR LT —-% %
JAWT, IREEDPTEONNT A—F EFHTEDLZ L 2R
L7z, RICEBIAT 5 727 A MO L CTHREEIC X A7
ATo7z. EH1L, REFEAREE~Y M) 7 20T HIED
12CTHAHY M) 7 AGREL B LT, ZOM%E, RE
B~ 8 7 ZA5REE D S BT E L I3 2 &A%
o7z,

BE AR W AR, A, b
AW, ZIEEAT, BOMASASICEET L. KiFsED
— IR TSR (FRER AT AT SR 23650543, FERTAE]E)
No.25 - 5474) 12X - 7.
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