THM2EE BREEIZT 0TS LEKRXBE

TR 29 FE A% 2gEgs 1710003
mugs Y BHE K% AR R

WEARZ AW ZEIRE T A S DL BEREAREHMEIZ LD
Azl R TR HI R

BE

AL TIE, PEAREFAWZHEIGE T 2 N D72 D% B RIEHEIZ & 5
AR TR 2 RE TS, @l Aheld, avEa—& -5 A5+«
VI FED—DT, ZEEDEEDCITREN 2 BRI HEE L, TOHE
ERESMEICH UTHBRENREEWHEH A HET 2 FIETHD. ZHED
BENICIGUCHBEZ2HET S 2L T, ZHMEDHIEHEZ B IELZ &
7 <, HEEHEBCZRFMZBE TS 2 AT E S, HEEFIIMES
BRI B R C 2 R Z R U 2 ESH T A D BMRRINT VS A,
TS ORFIA & FERIFHEEROF R ICKH 2 29 5. 2 OIHEZERE
Mz HIKT %7212, Ueno 5 (2010) IZFHATIC R TDZIMRE D[FE /N4 —
VI RHEREAREEKT D FEEZRELUZ. ZOFEETA MO
TEHEIRIFE 2 B L, ZEREFICHORMEARKEEZ2HETE 2805,
MEZDFEEZFICUZEG T A MZ KIREINTWD. ZTD—D
& U T, Rodriguez-Cuadrado(2020) SIFPEAR 2 AW ZE I T A~ DOFf
BTHD, HHEEOEBEAIEIMIAES R - EEEHEEOMEZENT 5
72, REARDIE—FEE DD S b HEERESIME & F DA DFELT B
tE D% Y —TF 2% Merged Tree-CAT &\ FiEE#REEL 2. ZOFIEE
53 E D HE N 2 8 U Ve AR AR BRI B 2 IREff] &2 HIgk U 72 2%, TRl — RS Jg oD
AUMNMY =V TERNZOMEEEECT A T LNV IDREIIZEST
KR & U CIREARD AU 2 9 6. ARG TI, REARAEKREH
DN Z HI X LT, Merged Tree-CAT (2B 1) 2 [ —HE OO DY —Y
WA, BEIZERL7Z EAOBEEOTERADY —Y 175 FIEEREL,
AFIEVNBENHEHEE 2L DD, IREARERRMEZHRTES 2 %
VIiIal—YavRUETFT—RERANTRUZ.
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1 FANE

LAE, e TAT A VI OERAMPEEINTNDS. e TAT A Y TIE—RHIOT A D
EREE 2 mODEITTRLS, BRI T AN EZRLU CHHE—RE L TZHREDEN %
T E2 L WD FEDRH DI enD, T ANDKERNZERE IR I LHEL LT ERK
AR AR Z GO 2 2T A MNGHICBEWTEANEA TN S.

FreT AT Y ITDOHERO—DL UT, HWnf 5 A~ (Comuter Adaptive Test:
CAT) PHI6NTWS. #EILET A NTIE, ZMEDMEDZCIZRNEZHEL, TOHE
NHEEMEITH U THERENRD HWVHEZ HET L. ZOXDIIZMEDREIIZIL L TH
H%ZZRWIZHET S I & T, ZREDONEMEZBAIEL I 4L, HEHEE R
BRI 2 BRT XM AAH S, HEBEFUIHES I CHE &L 2 Shk 2 Bl 231 U 72
CAT FEMREINT VDA, T o OHFilffT F FRIFHEEROFHEICRME2 EHT 5.

Z DA HEREE % HI38 9 % 7212, Ueno and Songmuang(2010) [2] 1, FHHTIZTRT
DZRE DEEINE =N T DHBERERZ EKT D DT L WD FEZREL . KF
FEIFTFOREREZEKLTH I LT, 7AMOHEHEZERNEMZBKL, ZBREICAD
B <HEHHZHETEDZ Z 0D, HEIOTFEZEIZUZEIGH T A N2 L R
INTW3 [3-5].

HARRIZIE, Ueno(2013) [5] 1%, Expected Value of Test Information: EVTI &\ 5
WwEEZHFEL, DT 2 HW2 FHEEREL 2. EVTLIE, kD CAT T VSN TW
574wy y—IHREICHAR, HEERORD P2, 7 A MNPBOHEREINI N
LEOR MM DHZH, FHRICEFICEVCRMEZET LS. ZOFEIEXDT 2 HWS Z & TRER
FORFLIM 2 R>72F £ EVTI 2 W/ CAT 2 E8IL /~.

/-, HHZHE Z2HIE 9 % CAT T & L T, Restricted ¥ (Revuelta and Ponsoda,
1998) [20], Randomesque 7% (Kingsbury and Zara, 1989; Shin, 2017) [18], Sympson-Hetter
% (Sympson and Hetter, 1985) [12], Eligibility {% (van der Linden, 2003) [19], Shadow
test(van der Linden and Veldkamp, 2005) [10] &\ 5 72k % RFEMREINTWDE R, Z
NODFFEITIFZBHREDORBRMMSEMLTLUES. /2, RIZZ ?}’LBOD%':&O)L\ <O
1, CAULEOZBEICHEHKIZT AN ZEBTLE I EATIRVEWSIMERHD. Z0
&5 BRFEIZA U, Delgado-Gomez(2019) et al. [3] 5, E‘éﬂj’ﬁgéﬁmﬁéﬁﬁb\f: CAT
WCHEWTHHZEH 2§l 2 FiE e UT Tree-CAT 22K L 7=,

Rodriguez-Cuadrado(2020) et al. [4] 1%, REARZF]H LU 72 CAT DFETH D, 7%
BOFEE AN AE S e - Z=HEHEROMEZERN T 572012, REARDFE—FEED D



FD> bHEERNEE TDORHENEMT S E D% ¥ —YF % Merged Tree-CAT &\ 5 F
BERELZ., ZOFEE, BEOEmMEREL, REAERIZET DR ZHIEL 72
D, FA—HEEOALNY =Y TERNZOICHEEABR 71 TLAN VORI XL
TIXRERD BRI BT 2 I DOREIXRIR & UTHAET B.

AL TIE, Merged Tree-CAT (ZBWTH—FEEDSFEE LD~ —IJITMA, BEIZAR
UZBSEDOTEHRANDY =V %175 FIEERREL, ROHEREZMRL DD, REKREZE
MU AR Z I E 2 2L 2RT. AFEOEMEEZY I ab—Yaryr—& &2 Hu
Tl

2 IHHERIGERm

AETIE, AFFEOREBEHGHE U CTHWREERIGHEMIIOWTERRS, THEKISH R
&, AV a—XTFANEEFTTIRICHAND T A MERD—DTHY, AFD LD Bk
Wz .

(1) PIEREE DR REIHE D2 % D72 < U TEZERE DRESIHEE B EE.

(2) ZZ2DHEANDOZERE O Kt % [l — RE TRl A AT HE.

(2) RMFT—Z M5 I8T A — R DHEFE D ATHE.

EH RS HEERISEIS T A N PEET AN WS EBED IV a—& 5 A MEH DR
R 22HMTHY, HREMEAER (1T N AR— b DA HRBRE O FAli 51 T
IRKFHINTVS. KX TIRHEKGEGROTF T REASFHINTNS 2 B D
VAT 4w 7 ET IV (2PLM:2-Parameter Logistic Model) % fA\ 5. .

QRBOTVAT 4y 7 ETIVIE, ERHEMEX S BERMER Y, 77— 22 ERD
2L BB HIGT —AICHEATERHEAKBET VT, H<ASESHMAINTVS.
2PLM TIEHESIME 6 € (—o0,00) 2 H DZERENT A NEHH i€ l,... . [ ITIEEXETHHERE
AFDOATHRT. .

mm=1W)=1+apanme—hﬂ Y

ZIT, w \3ZBMENEE i ICIEETDIHE 1, RET2HE60895. £/, a;€0,o)
& b; € (—o0,00) IXTNTNIEH | DHANH/NT AR EHGENT A =R THD. HHE
INTGA=R b IFRESMBELEFELWEE, §R8DL D=0 D& XTDIHH | NOIEEHEERN
0.5 L72Y, BEIIMEN 0 =b; DZMEBEDREIIEMRER TGS Z N TED. 72, i
MITINT A =B a; PEWVEHBIZE 0 =b; (EDOZERF DR 2 RER FHMiid o 2 LA
TE5.




3 @B N
512, BERE DAL F— X % 3

HH OGERGE 2 V72 — IS T 2 MEB 1 D & S
WZHEN 2 BIRINICHEE U, TOHEEMEIH LT, 74 7T ANV 7 & Kidnd ddEm e 2.2

HEHBNOMIMEOSWVHEE 2B RUHET S, & WD 2 2 HEERIENPERT S ET
YR

BEEEACTIEEE
AT L)L ORE - HE

FRESFEEAD

BREOEDEEEIDE

BIETIEEETEE ~
D-SEmEH EEEIDES
FHTIEL ?

NO

T

1 EGET A NOTIVTY XA

5% BR & D RE S #E 7€ 121 EAP(expected a posteriori) #£ %€ (Bock & Mislevy, 1988)[] &,
MAP(maximum a posterior) #5Z (Lord 1986, Mislevy 1986)[] #3% < W65 A3, 5[0 1%
BEFIETEHOTWS EAP HEIZDWTHIAT . ZBEORUNE m—1 fHEZTD
HAIE E AN DRSS HEE X N EIMEZ 0, L U, ZBREDTNETDTAMADK



INEEZ ki, .. ki, £ 92, EAP#EIZADEL S48 (2) TRINS.

b= |07 (81K, ) dE @)

ZIT (O] kiysnki, ) \FHEEREMEDERIER DA EZR LTS, f(0) 2 HEEREIIHE
DHEFTHERDH, P (0,k) ZHEKCHZRN SR OND B84 0 OZEREMNHEE i 12U
THE k 2B NMERL T L, XA ZDEHELY, X (3) THALND.

)= P,(6,k) f(0)
Kiy, Jo P (0,ki) f(8)do

f(8 ki, ... 3)

HEHERIZANVONLSEREIIMHHI NS HEEREEIC L ->TRAY, HE#
PREEHE (21X FMI(Fisher Maximum Information)(Lord, 1980; Weiss, 1982) [14, 15] *°,
EPV (Expected Posterior Variance)(van der Linden and Pashley, 2009) [9], MLWI(Maximum
Likelihood Weight Information)(Veerkamp and Berger, 1997) [16], KL(Kullback-Leibler
information)(Chang and Ying, 1996) [13], MI(mutual information)(Weissman, 2007) [17]
ENHD. ZTNODHHEFEFGEE I IS, BIEES 2 G EFRVEEIA NDENE D
i, TANDOFRRIZE TSRS BHEHRER, HEEROKREI LR Lo LHlEZ S b,
INODOMEZEZBZVEDIE, BOVEHHEIARNEZEDEWVWSMHEARDH L. TD-D, Eild
JECIHEZERIZR YD OB WIHEEFIEEZ V256, ZEREDOEZE DR, IRDIHHE % %
R, BT D ETORBIEMPIESZ>TUESEANH 5.

7 BICEITZHEEREETIE, 74 75NN 7 NO—EOIEHE WL #FH O fE
JEIZH U TCTHRRKDBEHREZE DI LNH, ~HMOHEHE O @R ELAAMEE 2> T
Wa. ZOME % fEPT B 72812, Randomesque % (Kings bury and Zara, 1989; Shin,
2017) [18], Sympson-Hetter 7% (Sympson and Hetter, 1985) [12], Elegibility 7% (van der
Linden, 2003) [19], Shadow test(van der Linden and Veldkamp, 2005) [10], Restricted 7%
(Revuelta and Ponsoda, 1998) [20] ¥\ > /-THH ZEH % HlHI§ 2 FEIREINT VS A,
INHDFER, TTICHEE R TODIHEZERICP» DR Z I HICHNIETL £
) (Delgado—Gomez Laria,and Ruiz-Hernandez, 2019) [3]. 7z, 25D FEDANL D

BT AN EEMT L0, KEHBOBLRZHAEUVETHENRD D
t&b ?ﬁéﬁ(@ AU CHRIZT AN R FERTD2 LN TIRNVEWSEE D 5.

4 REKRAEHWEEGRET X b
ARECITIREFEICEEOH D FELZ BN T 5.



41 DT

Ueno & Songmuang(2010) [2] IZ& > T, §RTOZERE DEE/NE — 2 IZ0d 2 HE R
EARE T ANEREINZAERT D DT &0 D FEMREEINT WD, ZOFIETHE S ER
XX 2 D &S BEEE £ D.

2 Ueno & Sonmuang(2010) THEER X N 72 P E A& DH]

im (”i1>--~a”im_1) &, m—1 B ETORIZENE =V wy, .. u, | THLIZREIT m &
HICHBEINDHEERU, w, (wiy, .. ui,, ) FIEE i (i), u, ) 8T 2 HI% %2 F
U, TOMEIXEZETHNIE 1, HETHNIX0 2 L D,

ZDOFERIFMERDE LT A S 238 D, ZEREVHEIZHZE LU TH 5, RO HEEE 23 H
BIND EFTOHFOLFMEZRIRT DI ENTE, ZOMIZE, BWEEREEEZEDZ 15
REHEE I ERIHEBP DB THD, HEZERORY 28HdT205 2 LA TELH L 0o
RN %EE D,

F 77, ueno(2013) [5] 5%, RERDFEIGTL T A N T—RIIZIEEERFEHE L U THW LI
% Fl(Fisher Information) (Z b, JHH DERIZE VTR YD B4R L, TANDOFREIZEIT
BHEE R IRN W2 7R i d %, EVTI(Expected Value of Test Information) & >
D IHHBHUILED R E LTS, EVTLIZIZEHR I A M SRR IZE 0 &0 D K3 5 23,
DT 2% Z & TEVTI Z W@ 5 A 258U 7=,



4.2 Tree-CAT

Delgado-Gomez, Laria,and Ruiz-Hernandez(2019) [3] &, /R DEIGHL T A N 238 D7
AT LNV 7 NO—EBOBEHE O H % H ORE % 5 X85 72012, Tree-CAT &5, IH
HOZBHEZHIHTLI2HREREZ FHWZEGE T 2 NFiE2 R L 2. Tree-CAT TlI, X 3
D& D BIREARZERT D,

O xtiy ) ktiz)

3 Tree-CAT THK I NDIILEARDIEE

RIEAITE) M THONAIEE § L FOEACEEL - ZREOHEENIME O 2+ 0. &
DT ETHFZE ) B TONZHEANDEE k £ TORIEZEA LGS OHBHERS A
NI d S, FRERSAIEX Q) OL SR TROON, The &I, #HERIEZ X (2)
TR U7 EAP #EE 2 IV TEMAE S 5.

PERDEBITE DRI ICT DM IMEZ KDDL IANOIHEED. O TED
B SEDTERIZH UTT A T ANV 7 NDFZHEE LS DI HE 2 5H5H T 5. Tree-CAT T,
ZTOHEMHEINDHOHERIE L, HEIN/ZBOK DTN IS T 5 HEE R HE
DY — i % (MSE:mean squared error) DG FHED/NI WE D % EHREN EWIHE &
#7329 . Delgado-Gomez, Laria,and Ruiz-Hernandez(2019) [3] THE A % 72 8 ) 7
ANT, B fEima % fMbd 5 2 L%, d@HE D@L 7 A MZEWT, EPV(Expected
Posterior Variance)(van der Linden and Pashley, 2009) % f/Mbd 2 Z £ IZFE LW Z L AVR



INTVS. BB DOTHFMIAHE 2EH ) L TLGEVE RRAEDEFE G 24T
XA DELIIZEDD.

{f"‘;, (E5,(0-08) o) ) @10 (i) “

G —
o (ieAp)

1

ZIT, 08 2 EO M TONAER 12 UTHEE k2B U 25 E OHEERESE, P (0, k)
U 0 OZEEVEE i IZH U THIE k 28R, f5(0) 2 THm n TR HRL
ST 2 HEERESIME DML 46, AR % TES n ICBE U 22 2ZBRE S £ TICRI% L 2IHH
EHETD.
AN B ENBHED G 2 FFEIIRERMEEFRELTES LT, =DDTAMIBNT
I U RIREAE SR X RV & 51255,

RIHE BE DS DT AUTH U TH DIEHE % R 724, DUF ORIV Sl AL % 7 <
ZET, HAEAOBLREFIRU RN S, ZIEAUCEY) Y THIEE % BIRT 5.

-
~

N Zn
minz Z oG}

i=1n=1

S.t.
N
Y o =D n=1,....2
i=1
Zm
Y o <cff i=1,...,N
n=1
a' >0 i=1,....N n=1,....7,
T, of 2TEA n \ZHE i HYEID ST ONDHERE, DY & ZERE D TEA n OBITEA u

WCEGEUIHHE s (W URIE &y &SR, o 2R m ETHRERZEKL -BDOKIHE
DOFHMEER L T5. ZOMEREAREIE, HONUOBRE L ZKEHEOMHAMTRER %
AWK S IZHIRIE DT RAS, ZIEAICN U TEIEDHE R 8 & HEIZHE U 2%
DHERENED T~ FEHENTE B LN I <R LS REHEE Y Y TSI L& HY
LT3,

BIERADOEHEDE D M TH5E T Uk, D Y THIEEDEZE/SZ —> OB T
I L, HOBDBANIS T 2 HERE B2 3T 5. BLED & 5 2 T % RE kDR
EHRD SNMEM L7525 £ THRY BT Z L THREADERIND.

D& BPERE FENERT D Z & T, HEZHZHIEU 205, ZERE DR Kt
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ERL, BREERMEIGIT A N2 ERAREIZR 52, ZOFHEIE, /REROESE T 2 A%
25, HEBERICMAED ZEEORBRHOME L, —#HOHHE OB E#E H ORME%Z &5 L
2. UMUZED—FT, KMo DRERE NI T A NDORERTH D, 5D
FRECASE A AL S e[ - Z2[RIEH R O JEFEMIEANIZRE LU TUE, kR & U CHIED H 5.

4.3 Merged Tree-CAT

Tree-CAT 2482 TW 5, BB DR RGN AL S IWF[H] - 22 [HE15A & OO R & 283
% Z &% HM & LT, Rodriguez-Cuadrado, Delgado-Gémez,and Laria(2020) [4] {2 & > T
Merged Tree-CAT £\ 5 FIEMREINT 5. Merged Tree-CAT Tld, Tree-CAT (25
WTCEDIBSEDTERIZEHI ) BT HIHEERZ T L1, A—REREOSED S5, XInd % H#
TERESME L Z DA DPEL L TV EDEY—VF D Z & THXY 2170, REARDALK
b2 MHId 5.

EARBZIE, AR DR (5)(6) 721 (6)(7) 2723 DT 2 HEERIIME L T D5
HARELL THBEDL LT, K4DEDBETY—IVT 5.

ZZTC, Zy 2@ m—1 ITEETDHEE K, Z2F5/E m—1 NOTHA n (25 4T
LAIEIEE ST B EESE — B, 6, & BEE m— 1 NOTEA n 128D 4T H NI H
PIZH UTRIE k 23 BAZSGEOZERE ORERREME, L& Ly, 2 FHiioM0 LRE VR,
IX(0) W m—1 NOTEE n (ZE D S THENAER (12U THSE K 2 BAZBED
ZERE OWEERESMED R BRI, 6 ZHOMUDBRE L 2m/NELE L T 5.
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FMER (5) IEFY =Y URWVIRIETHEE m (2R T 2 DD EF N H 5 U DREL 72
INT A=K K* BAETH B h, MR (6) 1E DD IS 2 HEERESEASELL L TV
B2MEDD, MR (T) E = DDARITNIET 2 FEMERSAPEUL TN ES %
TNTHHELTWS.

BB M (5) 135 (T) ORI DRI A N Z BT % 72O D&RMT, IRERDT
DT ET 2 ETIEEMEG) & () 2RI =V RV, SHBDH 5N UOED R
A= Bl %A GG I TRERPHDITRE L2 8 AR L, TORITEM (5) & (6) 2 HIC
N—U%TD. T AR K* 2 RESRET 2 I1E EHEEREEIE LAY, FH8 a2 MR
T5.

Merged Tree-CAT D~ —I 7 )V IV X L% Algorithm 1 (2779 . nodes(m) 1&FEfE m T
BRI ND FREDIEMDY ANT, TNTNHHEE m— 1 OTERD» S DI R U T
W,

Y=V XIND ARG T B HEHERNG L5 13D & 512, BRENTNTNDS
FSED ) — NIZHET SR HOTEEEI 5.

ks k
kS 7kt — Du _|_ DV’
uy Dﬁs + D]‘St Dﬁs + D}ISt

k72, BRENT —IBROSBICERET BHEE DN L, v —IBOABICEE L 225
EHEE U AHE R AN 3RO XS ICEH I NG,

Dlyh = Dfy 4D}

keke _ Ak k
Aujv’ =A; UA]

INLDEMETROEEZIHT S Z & T, MR FIRICH AR - 2GR EOHITHIC
U7z, ¥ — IR R LR S DO DTHRDORRIMER ML, HEEDTNTNDHIZ
FET HMERTEIMINDS. HEERIIMEE ¥ — VRO FRMERD MM > TEHFIND.

5 REFE

Merged Tree-CAT (& —FEENDO D S5 b, HEREIMEL TORHENELTLEE D
EX—UTHILT, WERERIZET DR ZHIIL 722%, KT 1 7LV 7 % H
WG HERPHRIHE DRI /SE — VBB LNGEIZENT, F—FEEICHEREL THE 2D
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Algorithm 1 Merged Tree-CAT D43~ — Ik
Require: m, nodes(m), K*

Ensure: nodes(m)
1: Initialisation
2: length(m) = X — 9 S HIDEE m \TAFIET D K
3: LOOP Process
4: fori=1,--- ,length(m)—1do
5: for j=i+1,--- length(m) do

6: if nodes(m); DHEERESIME L nodes(m) ; DHERERESIEAKHLL then > ¥ — V&AM (6)
7: if length(m) > K* then > ¥ =Y%M (5)
8: nodes(m); % nodes(m)jiZx—%

9: nodes(m); % nodes(m) 75 Hilfk
10: break
11: else if nodes(m); DHEERESIMED /345 & nodes(m) jDHERE REIIED 4345 HVELL then
12: > ¥ — %M (7)
13: nodes(m); % nodes(m)jiZx—%

14: nodes(m); % nodes(m) 7 5 Hilkk

15: break

16: end if
17: end if
18: end for

19: end for

20: return nodes(m)

PABT & U CHERE IR 2 B3 5. T2 CTARIFETIE, EkbOREO EALED S
B UTEY—Y %175 LTI HICRERZ LM L, @R LRE %2 BH 9 2 Fik
ZIRETD.

BRI, AR OBEO N L TD EABEODK DR D>, ETHEHUZ
Merged Tree-CAT D~ — V5 (5)(6) (2l &z, HEIEHOEEZ7ZODEM: 9), %
HEOE LW RERZ LD 72O DM (8), RERNDIN—T %L 2ODSEM: (10) % 7z
FJHEHSAELZHSDODLSIZY—TVTF 5.

cr > pl (®)
iy ¢ A% 9)
v B, (10)

12



ZIZTC, 0, BWEE m—1 OTEA v ICE) Y TONTWDIEHE, AY 2HEE m—1 OTER u
THIG ky 28R U 72ZBENS FTIZHE LU -ZHEHES, cf! ZEEm—1 ERBOIEH
i, DFTTHER, Db 2 ZEREDHERE m — 1 DTES u THIE k, 2 BT DR, B, % THK

uDEMIZH-2THEESL TS,
T/, SRENPY—IBROES v IZEETIHMED, &, x—IBDIES vIZEEL T

1% k % BINT DR DN, ~—IHBOTHS v IZEE L 2 2Z5E 2B U2 HERE A,
— VHBOTEN v THIE k, %8R U 72 ZBRE WA U2 HERE AR 2R & 5 12X

ns.
D, =D, +Dk

k K Dk’Dks
sz — th +
Yoy D
A, =A,UAk

k k, ks
Al = Ak Ak

ZT, D, 2ZMEMDHEHM v IZRETIMER, A, ZTHS v ICEEL Z2ZBENRIZE L
,\Eﬁi, K, ZIHH t NDORIZENZ—2VEET5.
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level =1

level =2

Oy} btiz)

level =3 FHERTIER

level = 4

EHERTIIR

EAERBETOE
FEEAN—
by
level = 1
O1) Ot O ktay)
level = 2
Otiy ) ktiz)

—BROES
level =3 Y—IHRMIER
level = 4

X5 EAOBEEOHES:DSY—Y
REFIEOT N TV X0E Algorithm 2 127779 . Merged Tree-CAT & [FlkkD [A] — B & A

DPEDY =T % 757218, TTIZEKUZBEE m—1 OTESOF»S ETRUZSHER
M2 TEDEBRBURODN 258, BE m OO0 E2 ZDEHBPAY—VT 5.
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Algorithm 2 fREFED S~ — Tk

Require: m, nodes, K*

Ensure: nodes
1: Initialisation
2: length(m) =~ —Y§ S HIDBEE m \ZAFES % /3B
3: LOOP Process
4: fori=1,--- length(m)—1do
5: for j=i+1,--- length(m) do

6: if nodes(m); DHEERESIME & nodes(m) ; DHERERESIMEAKLL then > ¥ — U5 (6)
7: if length(m) > K* then > ¥ —I%M (5)
8: nodes(m); % nodes(m);\Z~¥—3

9: nodes(m); % nodes(m) 7 5 Hilk

10: break

11: else if nodes(m); DHEERETIMED 7345 & nodes(m) jDHEEREIIME D 7375 73K 2L then
12: > Y =Y%M (T)
13: nodes(m); % nodes(m)jiZx—%

14: nodes(m); % nodes(m) 7 5 Hilfk

15: break

16: end if

17: end if

18: end for

19: end for

20: fori=1,---,length(m) do
21: lengthim—1) =B m—1 IZFET D/ — REK
22: for j=1,--- ,length(m—1) do

23: if length(m) > K* then > ¥ —Y5AM(5)
24: if nodes(m); DHEEREIIME L nodes(m — 1) jOHEERESIEA KL then

25: > ¥ —IEAM (6)
26: if inodes(m—1); & Anodes(m), then > ¥ —Y5M9)
27: if C;zodes(m—l)j > Dyyodes(m), then > ¥ — %M (8)
28: if nodes(m—1); ¢ B, then > ¥ — V&AM (10)
29: nodes(m);%& nodes(m—1);~N<Y —

30: nodes(m); % nodes(m) 7 5 Hilkk

31: break

32: end if

33: end if

34: end if

35: end if

36: end if

37: end for

38: end for

39: return nodes 15




6 FFMm=RER

REFHEOEMMZRT D 3 DOFMERZITo /2. Ehj 1 TlE, sEOHEREE L
PRI, 7 A DFEMHOIEEZEREEFNIZE U TRERFIE L U 72, o4
Ik, REREHW/ZEGE T A N Tdh D Tree-CAT i [3] & Merged Tree-CAT % [4], &
ITIFZETHI I N T WA RO T A N FIETdH B Restricted 7% [20] D 3 FiEke U
Jo. FEBR2 T, RERDEMER L ZEEORIHEEREE, RERERFEIZEL T, $#
ETFHELEU S PEARZEMT 5 Merged Tree-CAT £ & iR U 72, FEER 3 T, EER2
DFERIZOWTERKNZ Uz, Bd, FEERIEEEIX Windows10 Pro & OS & ¢ % &
(CPU:Intel Core 15-8400 2.80GHz, RAM:48GB) TH 5.

FERIZIE, KEIAH500,10002000 HHOY I a2l —Yav7A 7LV 7 L 978 THH
DET—=EMWOBRDTATLINY IRV, ¥Iab—2avTA4 7L\ IDEEA
DB /8F A =% ald a~ logN(0,0.1225), R#EEE/ST A =2 bidb~N(0,1) LT
B U7z, BT AT AN IDOHMIZER 1 DOEY THD. TOMODINT A —ZIXHLITH5E
W, 6~N(0,1), p=0.9, 6=06, =03 &L/

1 ETAT LNV OFM

Pool Size Parameter a Parameter b
Range Mean | SD | Range SD | Mean
978 0.12~3.08 | 043 | 0.2 | -4~4.55 | -0.22 | 1.16

6.1 3EBR LIERFEE DL

1000 HHDY I 2 b —Y 3 v s —anbR37A 7L\ 27 %H\T, Merged Tree-
CAT 7%, Tree-CAT i%, Restricted 7k & DT %175 . Restricted &%, THHE D
ZHHY 2@ D CAT FED—DT, RRBELREZBEAZEHEBZT A T LNV INHH
DR FIHETH D [20]. HEHOREIE/IRZ —VIXIERD 2 DT, @A T A=K a% a
~ logN(0,0.1225), FEEE/S5 A—% b % b~ N(0,1) &£ UTHKEX U/ [4]. ZHEEOD
BRRBEEE =03 L, &ZBRECHETIHESZ 10M& Uz, £72, BBHHER
BT 272D, 6 ~N(0,1) 54U 72 500 AD3ERE D Ll DEE ANDEZE /S
A=V RFEXE, ERERE2X 6 IRT. Hitlh % ZEE O HEERE HED - —Reilx
(MSE:mean squared error), il % HEHEH# L 95.
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—— Proposal Tree-CAT = = = Merged TreeCAT ====- Restricted

IMSE

Number of administered items

6 HFEEOEIHEERHEDLE (Y32 —vayF—4)

6 # 12 &, Proposal, Tree-CAT, Merged Tree-CAT O 3 FikIX[AIFEE DHE S HEE
WEND DL nnd. £z, REKREHW 3 DOFiEIL Restricted B2, #EE
FENREWZ X005, 3 DOFEDOHR TIEHERE X Tree-CAT, Merged Tree-CAT,
Proposal DIHIZ A2 7=,

TOXR2IFEFIEDT A NEMERTOPEALFRFE &, 7 A M FEREH OIHEHERRH %
RUTWS., REREHWZEEE T A N Tdh S Proposal, Tree-CAT, Merged Tree-CAT
D 3 FEFE, 7 ADMNEMBNIRERZERT D720, 7 A NEfMF OB ERER-A 0
sec RO T WD, THUIHK U Restricted E1F, 7 A MFEMEFICHEEE 2 # R 25 720,
TEHGEIRIZEY 11.6 sec # B L 7z, F /2, Restricted iEIFIREARZ EKL BN 28,
EARAE R IE None &R U 72, PREARE KM % b9 5 &, Proposal, Merged Tree-
CAT, Tree-CAT DJEIZ A RIFHEIAE A, £/2ZDHRTEH, REAR%ZEHMT D Proposal
& Merged Tree-CAT &, JE#f L &\ Tree-CAT (Z LA EFIFIZ AR KRN W 2 & 230
Nd.
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#£2 WEAERHORE (YI2ab—Y3arvr—4&)

Method REARDAERKIFRH [min] | T A b SffE O H R [sec)
Proposal 24 0
Tree-CAT 27.4 0
Merged Tree-CAT | 2.8 0
Restricted None 11.6

BT ITSHHDET —ENORE2TATLNY I EHANVT, EEFRAKOEREZT-
7o, BENMEEREEEX 7, WERERRM L 7 A N FEfidh OIEE#RFF %2 £ 3 1280
o V2l —yayvr—RITHART, EOFEEHMEREITEN 720, ZTEET—
ZOWHIIINT A—=EZNY I 2L —ra VT —RIZHRTNIWI ERFEKRTHD. D
HIZB L TRy I alb—ya vy r—R LRAKDOFERIE LN,

— PrOposal Tree-CAT = = =Merged Tree-CAT  -===- Restricted

MSE

Number of administered items

7 HBFIEE ORENHEEREE DI (KT —X)

K3 RERERFE O (ET—4)

Method REARA BRI [min] | 7 A b SEfE R OO SE A IH H R RURE [sec)
Proposal 2.6 0
Tree-CAT 33.5 0
Merged Tree-CAT | 3.1 0
Restricted None 11.5

18




6.2 B 2: Merged Tree-CAT & DB

PEAR % JEAE U 82\ Tree-CAT 13, /3B DO FREFASEANT & B R - Z2[HEHE A YE
FEHNZIEINT B 726D, HEEHEBIZRANR DD, TDOER 1 OFEDEE, Tree-CAT
X 1I3EHOHENRRATH -2, TIT, ILIZTATLINY I PHEEAKZ YL
T ZITD 728, FEER2 TIRBEEFELFAU S PRERZ LM D Merged Tree-CAT D
ALIT D, BAEKIZIE, KEIH500,1000,2000 HEHDOY I 2L —> a3y 7 A 7 AN
VI 9IREHDET A T LN 2 LT, KF =200,300,500, HEEH%E% 10,30,70
fl& U 72858 D Merged Tree-CAT (239 % PiE RO 3 & #2581 H D V-1 — Fegh 2
(MSE:mean squared error), RERAEFKRHZ kD7, 2T, N, %= Merged Tree-CAT
THERINIZRERDERE, N, ZREFETERINZRERDHEHLHE UL &,
N,/N,, % Merged Tree-CAT 2N § D IREFLDOWEARDEMT L T 5. fERITTNTH
#4,5 60DLDITB>7.

® 4 PUERODEMEHR

AT H 4K 10 30 70
K™%
500 | 200 | 0.857 | 0.767 | 0.797
300 | 0.899 | 0.734 | 0.788
500 | 0.926 | 0.788 | 0.789
1000 | 200 | 0.857 | 0.738 | 0.782
300 | 0923 | 0.725 | 0.725
500 | 0935 | 0.728 | 0.711
2000 | 200 | 0.877 | 0.746 | 0.786
300 | 0915 | 0.726 | 0.721
500 | 0.940 | 0.740 | 0.703
978 | 200 | 0.839 | 0.749 | 0.738
300 | 0.922 | 0.727 | 0.726
500 | 0.926 | 0.719 | 0.715

Item Bank

T UDITIRERDEMBIZEHTERKA 2AD L, TATLANYIPRIVIFEREARDN
FEMiINTWE Z e ns. THEHARAHEENZWGR, RETFEROY — V&S
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@®)9) 2l LP T RZLOTHS. HEEHHBIIELTIE, 2TOYFIAITENT
A E B 10 B OG AP ES EMEEME» > 72, TN T A MDOFRIZENT, R#E
FHEOY —V5M 5) M INBNI ENRRTH S, £z, HEHEED 10 D%

&, K* OEDNNI WP EMED G <, HEEBEA 70 B D5E1E, K OEPKE
W ISERER DS EMEAT D o 7.

*5 BESHEEREE O L

Method Merged Tree-CAT Proposal

HREIH H 2 10 30 70 10 30 70
K™%
500 | 200 | 0.247 | 0.117 | 0.083 | 0.249 | 0.118 | 0.083
300 | 0.245 | 0.115 | 0.080 | 0.246 | 0.116 | 0.081
500 | 0.243 | 0.114 | 0.078 | 0.244 | 0.114 | 0.079
1000 | 200 | 0.234 | 0.104 | 0.062 | 0.235 | 0.104 | 0.062
300 | 0.233 | 0.104 | 0.061 | 0.233 | 0.105 | 0.062
500 | 0.231 | 0.103 | 0.060 | 0.231 | 0.104 | 0.061
2000 | 200 | 0.226 | 0.099 | 0.056 | 0.227 | 0.099 | 0.056
300 | 0.224 | 0.097 | 0.055 | 0.225 | 0.098 | 0.055
500 | 0.223 | 0.096 | 0.053 | 0.223 | 0.097 | 0.054
978 | 200 | 0.325 | 0.178 | 0.108 | 0.329 | 0.180 | 0.110
300 | 0.323 | 0.175 | 0.105 | 0.325 | 0.176 | 0.107
500 | 0.320 | 0.173 | 0.101 | 0.321 | 0.175 | 0.104

Item Bank

ZHREDRDMEREICEHTLIRS A5 L, 2TOYFHY AITENT Merged Tree-
CAT WRETIEIVEVHEHEL2E > TWVEH, TOHEFIEFITNI L, BETFIERX
Merged Tree-CAT & [FFEEDHEEME ZHFF CITVWD Z L3005,

PERNERIFFIZETER 6 2 /1D L, §NTOYF Y AITENTREFED N
R CTT A NZAER L TWD Z 2075, HEFHEHBNDZWIGEIXHFE L © R
THEBL TS 720, REFEOMRIED VMR T IRV, HEEEHENS W GEX
T AT LNV TR EVGEIE Merged Tree-CAT % FIWT & B AR D A I HFRE % 2L
TWBZenh, HEIEEZ X SIZHT X 2 IRETHEOERMVMRTES. £/2, K*
DIERRKENFEMFELE AR ZZEL 2. ZuE, &BEEITER S NS HAED
WZ25-0ThHs.
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#£6 T A MAERSKFHE (min) DL

Method Merged Tree-CAT Proposal
HEIE H 2 10 | 30 70 10 | 30 70
K™
500 | 200 | 1.4 | 84 | 269 1.2 165 | 214
300 | 2.0 | 124 | 40.3 1.8 | 9.1 31.2
500 | 2.7 | 195 | 663 | 25| 154 | 52.8
1000 | 200 | 2.8 | 17.2 | 53.6 | 24 | 12.7 | 419
300 | 4.0 | 25.1 | 799 | 3.7 | 182 | 579
500 | 5.2 | 393 | 131.0 | 5.0 | 28.6 | 93.1
2000 | 200 | 5.7 | 35.8 | 113.2 | 5.0 | 26.7 | 89.0
300 | 7.1 | 52.0 | 173.8 | 6.5 | 37.6 | 125.3
500 | 9.3 | 794 | 2769 | 9.0 | 59.2 | 195.8
978 | 200 | 3.1 | 183 | 614 | 2.6 | 13.7 | 453
300 | 42 | 265 | 86.3 | 3.9 | 19.2 | 62.6
500 | 5.7 | 43.1 | 1435 | 53 | 31.0 | 102.6

Item Bank

6.3 RBR3EMEICEAT H2ERDIN

FER 2 DPEARDEHEHRIZ 5@7’3‘5%*%“6 K* OfEIZ & > THEMRIZEAD R SN,
ZDHERNEFNRD 20D, K* =200,500 DHEICEHL T, WERDKME TERI N/TH
REEIE L 72, FERIZIZEEK 1000 DY I 2L —avy 74T LNV 72 /L.
8 I K* = 200, 9% K* =500 DFERTH 5.

8, 9%&ADL, K*=200 Dk XDREE 7 UL, REFIEDOHNERIND EHEH
475 <, Merged Tree-CAT be"‘%@i*%ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ“&*fk\é:tfofﬁ?b‘é. 72, & (5)
2T E T, BEFEOY—VIFBEZEORWAO, BEBROBETIXEMARIEE<AED
22> TWa. K* =200 DOREE 7 “CWM’*EI'J Merged Tree-CAT & Y £ THAHEA L < &>
TWbDIE, —2HIDOME 6 ’C“Tm%??ﬁOD?——‘/’éﬁ’) TG, RO T TORREK
M, Merged Tree-CAT O — I 5 (5) 272 IR <2, REFEDOY—I»TFbE
MOZDOMNRKRTHD. K8, 9%HETDHE, K* =200 DGEIXHENES KRBT
N, HEBOEPZEIMEE > TVDDIZHL, K* =500 DHEIEHENELS Z->TH
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—TEDEEMHE>TND.

— PO pOSE — [l Erged Tree-CAT
on
-n
600
500
300
200
100
1 2 30 £ 5 & 7
FEfE
8 KR DIHAE (K* =200)
— Proposal | erged Tree-CAT
on
-n
600
500
g
i
=
300
200
100
1 2 30 £ 5 & 7
FEE

9 &REEDIHFE (K™ = 500)

ZITK" =200 DEEICTHRBMDOENZHIHHE S HINZEET L. RETFHEOY—
V&AM (8)(9)(10) DN, PWEARNDIV—T %[ < 72D (10) %72 3 72 < 7R 5 BN A
BUCH 2 2 L 13F ZHN 2D, &M (8)(9) IZDWTHND.
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KRIEHOBHENZRE U ZRKBHREBEZBNE DT D200 (8) iz L+
KBO>TVWBHEEEZFANRD &, WFIEL EHE 70 DIRERERRE LT, 7147613V
JHND 82% DIHEMMNFHH I N, FHEOEIETHIF 0.07 T, RKRELE =03 121
BEoTELT, &M Q) WENTIEARNWI Lhbhd.

BEWN TR (9) D2 INTOWARWATEEME 2 RS, X 10, 11 1% K* = 200,500 D%5E
IZDOWT, R THEERNIDELUL TWS Z e 2T 550 6) £, —DODTFTANT
HEIHEWEE T D 2 L 2B <ZODEM (9) 272 UZBE, ERIZY —Y Iz EEK
ERUETITT7ThHD. EB6DTTT7EEM(6) %z URIBIXERENES L512o0
W2 ZTWD. HBOBRETERM (6)(9) ¥ —Y I NZEED 0 128> TWB0DIE,
Fe g DR JE TIE BB R (5) 27~ I RNV THD.

T/, DT T7E5M ) 2 UZEEE =T XNmEIFIZEAY L
TW3. &) 2§72 UZEEIZOWT, K* =200,500 D&% T 5 &, K* =200
DIGEIIBEE 30 34D DSR2 IZIRY, BEFE 60 MUBRIXIEF AR R, 2EULAY—Y
PITONEVWEEE H-> 2. THIIHL, K =500 DEEI, &M (9) %723 [HEI
WA TN DEDD, BEEIESBR>TE —ERODERY—IINT V5.

e S (BRSOl FtF(OFERILIZOR  aeeens 7ol

10 ¥ —Y%M%E7 U7 FE (K* = 200)
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—— Zih (BT Ol FHOERCLLEED aaaees 7 —ULTEE

FefE

11 ~—=I%M%M7- U7 RE (K* = 500)

X 10, 11 T, &M 9) 223 BEBED L TWD DI, SoRIZEEL 2 Z8E»N
BELZ A U - TEEBE A BSEEESEL BB IZONEEZ ENERTHI EEZLNE. —
ODTANCHEHEHENEET L Z L 2l D720, SORICRELEL 2258 0 I [0]%
UZHBEBPRE LSR5 L, ThlBRORE CHEMRAEHEBEN A TL. Z0L54R
HETBEIEH B OB IZEENELS 2D, Y—IUMMRDIRIND Z L TREX NS, HiZ
HEXNAZEHEOEENDRVARA L2 Y-V T 213, v—YBOOKIIH U TH
B RHBE B HA TS, ZOXSBHEHANS, BENESZRDIIONREFIEDSR
) M- LEHE<S 2D, FERELULTY—YEEDE> TWDDTIERWNEERT S,
K* =200 DHE XY K* =500 DIFED ST — I EBOBAPRER N EDIL, &HEIC
FAETDTEHEEN LN 20D, &M 0) 223 THARERON) GunzozeBbhg. 2
NIEEAE (6) 2/ U2 BBOENP SRR T I 5.

ZOEDITRETFIEICIE, BENES RS, §8bbHEHEBENZ L 25I122N, &
AR U CHEMREREE B U, #ERIICY — VBN S &0 MERH B Z
ENROMo. ZOMBEOWERE LTI, 714 TLNY I 2EBOEET A T LNV
WZHEIL, —EOBBEREICHFEATEITATLANY7E2YVBEZRDL LW FIENREZ LN
5. ETERBRRAZEDI, BREFHRIFBEEHOBEEI DR VAHEFELIZYE, v—IHOD
SRR U CTHEMREEE 2N LT L ES. £2C, —EOBBEREIZT A TLNY Y
NEUCHAL, SEECTHEINIEAZEMNIHOED LT, ¥—IVHBDNH
R U CHE R REIEHE SR AT S A BT .
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7 TIV

AL TIHPRERE HONZHEIGH T A NDZOD T A N ERRFREIRFIEZREL
7. HE—BEEOIONREEREIHE L TDORAHEPEML TWEEDE Y —VF 5 Merged
Tree-CAT JEIZH L, AFERIEFE—BEANDO Y —IJIMZ, BIEERPORED S %,
BEIZAER Y N2 A OBEOTHRAY -V 35 28T, RERE X HIZERHL 7.

FEBFER NS, REFIRIFREARDEM 217072\ Tree-CAT ik & IS 5 &, HiE
KREFFEMZ KEHIRTEI TR Zebhro7z. 42, A—BEBEOHFEOY—ID
H %175 Merged Tree-CAT L & bR TEBIN B RII/BONZR N2 DD, ZERED
RENHEEREE 2 D DD, REARELKEHE 2 BT 2 SRR T X /2. KT Merged
Tree-CAT ETHAERICKHZ ET D, 74 T7LN\Y 7 RRIWGEEXHEEBHENZ W
BEIZBOWTIHAFEOENPRETE D Z Lo 7.

7263 T, REFHRIIHEHEBI R 2L, Y—YRENHE>TLUED L0 %
Endpy), Zhiuk, IWEEBOEENDLRWAKELEY—IVF3I1FE, ¥—IBRDOSK
AU CHEBEIEHE N T B L WO RHENERNTH S & FE U 72, SRIFEEEBEK
ZE Y —VEBOBDSEWET DD, TAT LNV 2 EBOEETA T LNV Y
ZAEIL, ~EOBEREICHHATEI YA T ANV 7RIV EZD LT, KERETHE
INDIHEHEZEHNIHSE, HEEEHOEENDRWAKE L E2 Y=Y UG EITED
%, X—VBOSEIIK U CTHEMRREE BT S MEEBIRT o FiEE2 R 5.
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