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Tt o A5 (E 3 LE K0T P 25 [0 70 HE S AN [R] PRI INE: 7 45 DO FH ok Ak B pA) 5 R0 ¥ 82 S AN AH [ ¢ 000
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Objective Measurement in Psychological Science:

An Overview of Rasch Model

YAN Zi

Centre for Special Needs and Studies in Inclusive Education,
The Hong Kong Institute of Education

Abstract: Rasch model is a latent trait model which has drawn international interest among
researchers. It provides a promising solution to ensure the objective measurement in psychological
science. However, the research and applicatoin of Rasch model are not as popular as expected
among domestic scholars. Unlike more general IRTs that adopt a “the model fits data” position
and use different parameters to accommodate the idiosyncrasies of the data set, the Rasch model
requires that “data fit the model”. Its unique features including the same metric shared by persons
and items, data linearity, and parameter separation ensure the achievement of objective
measurement. The foci of future development of Rasch model include multidimensional Rasch
model, test equating and linking, computer adaptive testing, and Rasch-based measurement system
such as Lexile framework.

Key words: Rasch model, latent trait model, objective measurement
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