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Since its launch around 2023, the Intercultural Competence Test (ICT) has gained increasing
attention; however, supporting test item bank resources remain limited. This study hypothesizes
that Al can empower the construction of ICT item bank resources. An experiment was conducted
to test the objective items of an ICT simulation test generated by Doubao Al. By applying the Rasch
model to analyze the overall quality of the experimental data, Wright Map, test unidimensionality,
and item fit, we found that the simulation test items generated by Doubao met acceptable quality
standards. Therefore, Doubao can be used to empower the construction of ICT item bank
resources.
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1. 5l

5 AL A FREE S (Intercultural Communicative Competence, ICC) E R 21 4 AMEZE K% O H b5
o NRGMEEEIRZEES, A8 RICPEERE 7 “CAK &MY, K ICC X7 s U AT
HifE (Communicative Skills) « E53CALiNEIHAE (Cognitive Skills) « B AL (Attitude) B AL
P (Awareness) + A [E AL %1IH (Knowledge of Self) & #ME SCAL AR (Knowledge of Others) 7NN .
A 5 Byram[2] 51 [3] 46-50. Deardorff]4] 247-250 25 [F PR 2 A ICC MRE &R GES Hife. ik
HURL PGS E S B mEREA . WG, KOS REFIR[5] 6-7 W T SUILRE I - S HHELE,
X /IS B R 2 5 2 B A P N BRI ST A RE D K EAT B B (AL, s SO RE 085 R IR T RSk
S, 2023 4, EECILEE %R (Intercultural Competence Test, ICT) 1EZUHEH HFHFEETHE, SR
CAK HERIfE— R HE S b ) B4R A T RSP By, $r R B & R SR G B, 5 S0 301k
A8 705 i B B AR TR AN A

FEHT N TR RERA 2 8 MRS 5T, Al TREORERNEI S TGS, ($8) Al #2754
KON, FT I, AR 20k AL T80 be a8z d %, KA G AaE ik
TP RIS . R T AN T EREREET, % LRSS AR SRR, R BR 2
BNThRE . 1ZE5WIRT — WU AT 7T B RAE T QQ A FAL 2025 4% 10 MTBEEH (R AEUE 400
N KIsE A GRBFN A 2026 451 H 3 H) , EEIRCARLAS 165 4y, MAGNIEEA 187 K.
FEs R 1.

ik
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Figure 1. Diagram of frequently used Al tools

1. BEAB-RELERM AI TRZHA?

v 5 dhs SCRE T AR A R TR AR A S HER B AR 55 T R, AT T HIRA B Se i 2 Rk
TERATIR, PRHA TERCRM MM, A (D 2 2E 15?7 (2) H42 CAK A2
(3) BRETH (BEREFE XA (2023 FIRATHO ) 2 ZKRPREEEE AR E e ?
TR BEEBIA B Ho—, 51 SEaE AP fRmt N 7, e S AN a2 B AAE<L)
W ZX, SHUMEEEWBEE B, KU Bt TR . B S b AR UL RE
FRWIPAEE (BT (BCRe IE RN (2023 FikATHO ) O K “BESUbie I E R4 (3
TS (BRI #1651 ) M6y PDF 3XfF, JIF FikfR2:

“ B OEE A F I BIRFEERGG, RO E L —BE G2 BRI E 5, M K™
I ETEE . VER: BIEASHFE R P BIEGE ) Z RN 5 Z, 8 T18m L& H
HIpE .

AR R AR T B & S HE AR BN L BRI H B R, R RIS
SEVERR R ORI, RIMEEE N LR R, AT ST A R I R AN A B S —— YR, IR H Y
BB i), B HIEA T BRI B A 4T, Mz SHEKIE . SyRINIX —5EH, A
WHFCIF R 7 IASESs:,  #M B) Rasch BURUX FrAS B0 2EAT 40 A7, A6 00 ¥

2. MEkERIR
2.1. Rasch 287 30K 86 FIVEF IR B

Rasch B 2T H e M EE S (IRT) %O 2 —, B Georg Rasch T 1960 442, FEH 5K,
BEREOHESHFNESIR. RN OMABET K “golae)” 5 X8R BT [F—50E
R (logit scale) L TEALILEL, M SEILE WM E[6]15 [7]44.

TE#E SCALBE J7PEAK, Rasch R /S BIN . 341 RAES[813E HiZ AR AT 2021 45 4= [ 5 S AL R
i (ICT) WIMAEAR AT /08, MWINRLERE . (SR, LA BRI H &R 5577 1 R gk e 1 ik
Jii& . Garzén-Umerenkova %5 \[97EFL T £ HAEFK I EMIEL L 1M 4E (ECQ) 5 TALIRUERT FLH,
B A IO K 3R 70 M« Rasch EBAHRZR AL B 0 =Fh 71k, 455K W] Rasch 70 HT e 8 RorAil i H
ThRE. K056 Likert ERILEHM, HIRANEERIFE L Z R . Kianinezhad Z5[10]7E C-test & 5 g /71K
HIME L 7, L S FEFR S Rasch #i7. Mokken fERZEIULOHINE LTS EL, R
Rasch 7} T Re 85 B2 (5T 100 H e FE AP 305 B2 RS A0S 2, AT 5 4 T R P 000 P o B 00 2 o 12k o
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RS Rasch BURAERS SCHHE /I P OB AR 0L T 76 S0, S Rasch HUBFE IR A
GUBLFAZ, (ST A T4 B, FERS SCURE D ATBRA S IERT 52 R % . ABFS0HS Rasch
TSI AT ZE U5 SCALAE RO R B, R BRI 2 .

2.2. Al £ IR R E IR

BEE K S A P POE R R, AT 4HBh B A B O RO BOE T VP4 R AT AR 8 . Polat 2611 ]7EER 2%

HEVEF T, REFHEE T ChatGPT 4o A R 2 Tk B 5 2 450 5 1540, 22 i B i dis () DL BC AR 2
SRR, AL A RRIAE L SHCS R 2 AR SRR FE RO G, H AT RGPt il o 2
CPEIRZE 0.240 logits) , HXFZ8 58 HAMEEEAGTH U AN E. BHAETR I, R ChatGPT {E AW I
AR T LR B N 7, B AESEBR B AT R S IR e L K &%, A RGERZER ] AL 6= B
S RIBIE I . SURFER, 2R, FREEPLEE[12]2E T PISA 2022 B3 B4 VFAESE, $REFIHK
T ARG Bh A S AT S5 I H AR B4 . R FE R B AT A A H B R X 0 0G5
RUBE, HNRIE SR A A TG B A dr Rk, (H A 8 B AL R O LR S5k, Bik
WL AL ZE R ER BRI — 7 RILARG M2, SRR S F % AL B[ 1] 11; 5
— AR T R E =R AR, A RN T AT EER12] 84, “HEEIZA—” MIBFASRNE T
¥ AL BA BIZ0E VPP i AT PRSI E IR LB . 1245 AR, BATHAR KUK Rasch AN H T
AT AR SCAGBE R SE R I I T . AN E FIX— R [, 51N Rasch B, S AT AR Rk
5 A 8 7 28 SO P 288 P AT R

3. ARFAE
3.1. FFRMR

WA G FE RS AP 2 B 2 T8 SUiRE 1153 (ICT) WIRBUBHE S, ] AT TR
CEAL” AR 75 EEMA, MHHE 30 BRGNS . BER A Rk B AR ZAR T R R
L LHIZG . 9 TR BN 514 4 K—. K24, WRRARESS5INRAEER.
3.2. B

AR FCEERIZ LU G SR S SO R 0 AL R A O T S 0 i 5 2
BRI HbR: (D 50 ALESEAGE R BA R E, MEESSE: () @R E kit /)
i EEE M ITRREE: 3 RRiEESHEREN: b ol S g EE.
33. EEWTRH

Rasch 7M1k Winsteps; Z/8; ML iTest e = F & (HFRRE KA S5EIERE) .

3.4. YERSTE

K H Rasch BRSO B HEAT 2041 BAKERIEAIT: 8 H Winsteps BT BAA BT /00T MR 4
il VAR IS S I H AT, AR R DG SE T FE AR . J2 ) Rasch FEAUZ OIS HESE (Bond & Fox, 2015;
Bond et al., 2021; Linacre, 1998) M2 IMHAIBMERHE T (32420055, 2022) 450 5hndE, XEERETiE
B, VPl AT A= st (o I B 24 e

4. KWSREF XA
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F—B: LS

A G BB S RE I WA R . A Rl 2 R S B AT
AEH., TS BT H K SES TR, Be bAE (B SO 0 (2023 SEATHO ) )
PR, 2SI 250 5 A sl JFR SR

FEP WENMARE

MEBAR 75 18 2 W8 BN 30 38, AR IME, S8 1 72, #2030 70 G
W T UL R AR AR T IR, BHFEr £ 120 78, SR e xE DL AR R R
el HACE DT 30, MIFEARSERMEA R, MUARMERIKERE. 30 EEKMAEREE 15 8 A h
FER, BERECRIEIIE AR, AR AIEs7 . BN (R D R C 4 (FEe
18, MEE AR RS A IE . RGNS ZER RE S A dEE GSEE/EIRS) 3t 4
L, RH AR AR O ZE R B SRS B s K 4R CRIRZE) 36 15 R, 25 A AR KA B ST il

Table 1. Distribution of CAK Model Dimensions in Simulation Test Questions (N=30)

1 EIIRRE CAK IR 27 (N=30)

THE | TRE 3 WS RN
Cognitive skills 5 Q18, HAZ Fl#NAM; Q20, Fh{A% " HESER; Q24, WAL
Fhs Q27, H-hEliE IR Q29, i E SRS R
C Communicative 6 016, EERTIELYEMAAETT: QL7, MERELRESITIE IR,
skills Q19, VHPEF FKEEMEE M2 tasl: Q21, MRPWid &k Wmalis 22, ¥
RS PEF AR Q23, R IEAHIAL A B
Attitude 1 Q28, PG A By RH il 5 A
A Awareness 3 Q25, WERINZE R Q26, R REEWZE ST I Q30, RIRZEEM
R Bt X
Knowledge of self 6 QL, BFURIZWAGE TR, Q2, AINEIRRT 1919 4 @4, Wirks54e
MREAE B @5, (&) R E R FIFEE; 06, WFENHEHE; Q7,
Uity A1 40 A e
£ Knowledge of others 9 Q3, MR Q8, FEEMALEKS; Q9, TolkFaRIETIHE; Ql0,
BB SCHRET R B Q11 WA Q12, M 65 K Q13, %
EARNZEZR; Ql4, BESHATFHEY: Q15 REZEREE

=% HFMR

¥ 30 EIXE SN SMIAL iTest B EEMPE P&, T W ik e M IEg R At M HT ) 22 A2 i
BRI SEAE S ORAE R FO A R M B B S, I B AE LA AT L& R

P BHREE

Xof [l A PR 28 BB EAT R S, SR CFEA . TERFEAR R E e (1) BUTIEE, BIpiooh
W HEHEMET 6 70 (2) Sefh AL SEIMES:, BRI+ 5 BAg0 & T 24 2. B2 9 30
gy, Ho 0-6 73 FUE MK B, 24-30 S MR B &gt LR 514 1, BIBRTERUREA 91
B, A BEA 423 4.

FhP: SEE

T 5L 1) Rasch 23 AT Winsteps R FEARZIR AT 04T, FBGAERAATTE . MRFEL Pt
KI5 H 3G S, 314 FH Bond, T. G.FJ Rasch #5140 M1 H8 F5 0 BOHE HEAT 52

5. RERSHR
51. REBERERR
A6 423 (A KRR A (R AL AR 5\ Winsteps BCPRIEAT Rasch R AMT, 79880k BAG IS, 4]
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Standardized Residuals N(0,1) Mean: .01 S.D.: 1.01
Time for estimation: 0:0:0.197

Processing Table 0

ICT test data.xlsx

PERSON 423 INPUT 423 MEASURED INFIT OUTHT
TOTAL COUNT MEASURE REALSE [IMNSQ ZSTD OMNSQ ZSTD

MEAN 147 300 -.03 A3 1.00 -1 1.01 .0
S.D. 57 .0 .95 .07 14 1.1 22 11
REALRMSE .43TRUESD .84 SEPARATION 1.94 PERSON RELIABILITY .79
ITEM  30INPUT 30 MEASURED INFIT OUTHT
TOTAL COUNT MEASURE REALSE IMNSQ Z5TD OMNSQ ZSTD
MEAN  207.3 423.0 .00 11 1.00 -2 1.01 1
S.D. 50.6 .0 .59 .01 A2 2.6 .19 2.6

REALRMSE .11 TRUESD .58 SEPARATION 5.21 ITEM RELIABILITY .96

Figure 2. Overall Quality Assessment of the Test Paper
B 2. AEBERERN

T, MIEBIREARILARE, HREMAENEIEN 001, FrilEZER 1.01, FEEETFRE RS0,
F B Rasch B SHARBAAILEG RIF[13] 7. HK, POl radi R Es: glae /it E (Measure) 3
{8 4-0.03 logits (SD=0.95) , 53 H P (0.00 logits) FEAVLAL, BiIFEAREIREE ACFES . #
RIS (nfit MNSQ=1.00, ZSTD=-0.1) FI#MH#lA (Outfit MNSQ=1.01, ZSTD=0.0) ¥J7ER] 2
ZIEHEN, ZSTD ¥fE#ER 0, RFBKIES B S BR TEEA —8 (MNSQ n#E2i5Hl 0.5 - 1.5,
ZSTD Al #5275 -2 - 2[7] 60) « HIREHE N 0.79, 43 E N 1.94. RHE Bond %£[7] 60 (2021: 60) [HIhx
e, BEERT 0.7 MATHEeZ, (BT 2.0, BB KR /1R AR X A A REAFRRZR . X—
ZERATRE SRR AR R AR A K GRERAE SR AKTFRONZI) , MRS B R BA Y rE. 205
[8] 15 #E#5 Ak e /1% 1) Rasch 73 A gl it 1 RS BE S5 40 B FE (B4R B BE 2.49, ik Tk 7y
BIRE11.93) , IR SRR R — P AW S 8 H VLRSS L. 28 =, TUHAEEESIL 0.96, 7B
521, R MERE R IR B (B TTIX 4N R 5 A UERESE S0, Beiig FasE X 43 7 a2 7K P 85 H [7] 606
T H ) Infit A1 Outfit MNSQ ¥J{E 23514 1.00 A1 1.01, ¥EBAETEE P, (5 ZSTD Mk ZE K (2.6) ,
PRDEGE B T RIS T GEF|ZP>2 FRvE[14] 124) o MFIERE BB it— 02k, =4
G0 H FHE T2 AT 7 18] 17 45 b, FEBE AR AL HAT B 1100 B S AN BRI AE R 4 A, AL
A Ik B2 AR

5.2. #A-T0 B R ERE 54

Winsteps FAFA BFRIHR-100 H PR RR U T DU RS SL: %%, #0ae 1A . Bikee i vHE oA
1E-2 Z43 logits 2 [8], ZHlE L. W/ briL eSS . GEIME (M) AT 0 logit fitix, RFEA
BARRE KGR, ST0H FMEEFEAVCHL[7] 59. KB R TE-1 £+1.5 logits XN, FH
HHEEGE /KRR 5 2 8. JLUR, TUHE XMERE A0 A o T00E A THE B 51,5 Z42.5 logits HISE R, S5k
RAESI DA EIEAE S MEEHME (M) FFAALT 0 logit BT, BEHRARE -T2 HMEE SREAR KT
YIfe SJULHC B AT, AR T A5 m &5 (Boone et al., 2014: 139) o 75 H #54E M s BUKHEFE N9
Q18 >0Q20, Q27 > Q19 > Q30 > Q23, Q22, Q28, Q4, Q7 > Q17, Q29 > Q10, Q21 > Q11, Q25, Q26 > Q1, Q8 >
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Q15,Q16, Q24, Q9> Q6 > Q13> Q12,Q3, Q5> Q2 > Ql4. MEEJZ VAR Sk 1 B AL BE I ARRIZERE (n
WL HRE B A HERE 2R, WA SR SRR E A AR S (8] 18. BB =, TiHSREAM
VCRCRRNE . MAEARSRE, I0H M Bar s o5 7 B AE UM R ZEIX A (-1 £+1.5 logits) , XM KZ
AR RN 5 H CREIACEA S H , B EA RAFHIIX 768 71[15] 126. 2R1M, TERE )M (>2.5
logits) FIFE /KM (< -1.5 logits) fFAE—3E M “AM” —— LT R0 B BERS B &1 e AR vy s 12X 1) R
7o IX AT RE S EO TR 2% A AR 55 27 A6 (0 I RS FE g G AN 2, BV PMR AR ALY (ceiling effect) FiI
AR (floor effect) [16] 37. A GEF[8] 16 1EFS SCAL AR 7N A) MRr B 20 B b o R B 1 RIS,
TR AT G SRR A LA B e oA, DA SR T 2 HIRE XAl BB, ARdEEAT BT AN S
LR T R MR NS RE I — MhRUEE (4 1 logit) RIS MrHEZ (29 £2 logit) HINIE. A
HHMERER S £6F0 T 2k 8, KR H8 HIEAHEMIE— MeEZEN, DEMoREH (0 Q18) #H T
AMbrHEE, XFEBIAE T RTR T E SR8 USRS58 .

TABLE 12.2 ICT test data.xlsx ZOUT18WS.TXT May 02 2026 09:09
INEUT: 423 PERSON 30 ITEM REPORTED: 423 PERSON 30 ITEM 2 CATS WINSTEPS 5.11.0.0
MEASURE PERSON - MBP — ITEM
<morel|<rarel
4 +
I
I
|
I
LI
I
I
|
|
3 +
|
I
|
I
|
|
F
|
|
b4 3+
TI
I
-F
I
SEEE
|
SEEEE
IT Qis
SEEEREE |
1 + Q20 Q27
¥ 5]
I
FEEF£22+ | Q1o
FREFEEEEE IS5 Q30
| Q23
SEREEEEEEE | Q22 Qz8 Q4 Q7
FREFEEEEEE 0 Qa7 Q29
| Qio0
SEEEEEE O Q21
4] CEEEEE MM Q11 R25 Q26
SEERE
I
FEEFEEEEE ) Q1 Qe
SEEEEEE | Qs Qie Qz4 Q9
I Q6
SFEEREEEE IS
I Q13
SEREEEEERREE | Q12 Q3 Qs
SEEREEEERE | Q2
-1 S+ Qi4
SEEREEEREE |
IT
FEHE: |
|
#2+
|
#
I
TI
-2 EF O+
<less>|<freqg>
EACH "#" IS 3: ERCH "." IS 1 TO 2

3. ICT #BHIE M-I E X B P
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Figure 3. Distribution of Person-Item Relationships for ICT Simulation Test Questions

5.3. REEMRNTHT
Winsteps $CfFA BCT SAEVERY LR, RIURC 0 AR IR 2 FiR.
% 2. M LA R BIHE

Table 2. Summary of Unidimensionality Test for the Assessment

Ei=pa Hof Vi
o JRAGHHE AT R CRRAE
SO T5 7 37.8 Ry
W5 3 )i . Rasch 45 (BE F7+XE
F 7.8 (0.6 R 15>
*%ﬁg R 500 (79, 4%) BUOR R AL 5)
ER i ACT PN 9.5 (6.7%) KRR 2.5, MR ZE
R 2R FrEM 6. 7%
TE (5138>0. 3): Q12(0.50), Q9 (0. 50), Q5(0.46), Q13(0. 38), Q8(0. 36),
Q14(0.35), Q2(0.31), Q3(0.29), Q6(0.25) , Z NHIHEEH
e Ek (K-self/K-other)
Wik 151 H Bibl (5138<-0.3): Q23(-0.40), Q20(-0.40), Q30(-0.35), Q19(-0.35),
Q29 (-0.34), Q18(-0.33), 26(-0.29), Q17(-0.28), Q28(-0.26),
Q22(-0.23), Q7(-0.22) , ZNHHE/EIRISEH (/D
2. 1.8 (4.8%)
. , #3: 1.6 (4.3%) BT 2, fRRDTZEAR
JREER AT #4: 1.4 (3.8%) T 5%, JBEEHLEE R
5. 1.4 (3.6%)
T ZE M EMX: Q55Q9 (0.21) AN 0.3, &
Iy H % FAESG: Q4508 (-0.22), Q95 Q29 (-0.21), Q125 Q23 (-0.21) E e

LM (unidimensionality ) B >R IUEE BT 8 B 32 2200 & [/ —FBfE R B[ 7] 35. WU R ZE £
FAr it (PCAR) RSG50 A B4, AF 78 R B

e, WS BRAETERA AL . S — X b (Bl RFRZELEED HIRHEE N 2.5, MR ZETT 211 6.7%.
ST YRR (I bR v, BESRS —F BUAFAEAE /N T 2.0[7] 255, LSzl 5 A rh i A\ B B AA 1 2 56
WSHEE (Pl <03) , ERXIFAEERG BREECE 7 #EYE . Bokhary 8[17] 10 7EFF 4 ) L3R5 A= 3 i
EER (CVLS) [ Rasch 7, i 1 58 A0 RIS — X LURFIEE——2.5, IR AIER A AR
FfaE e (JESCN “... the first contrast of 2.5, which demonstrated good stability” , ZE3# K ML FRIAEE A
BRI o OB RS R ML T — N SHIES . Bakhary MEARRIEEAS (5956 )LE) 101 A,
AR T A RIS 423 N ABRHEE R T 2 (S SEIRIRATEAG P REAETE S —4EfE . AW A s — Xt
ELARE(E A 2.5, BIEE T 2.0 ™ kArdE, (EAKT 3.0 MISEiabauk. JEEF RS IEE I N T 2 (52 &
B SKELNN 1.8 1.64 1.4, 1.4) , BT EBKT 5%, RANFEER B LRI Z4EE[7] 284-286.

HR, Bxt s e N FE =R, X, EREIE (Q12. Q9. Q5. QI3. Q8.
Ql14. Q2. Q3. Q6) JLFAH NAIRIMH (K-self/K-other) , MM H (Q23. Q20. Q30. Q19.

DOI: 10.63313/LHP.8058 35 DR URTEYN



H

Q29. Q18. Q26. Q17. Q28. Q22. Q7) FE NHHE/BMIHKBH (C/A) o X—MFMA B THN
BHRR R vs, FREEVD MR BHEM (2.5) B LU i gt (ERoR AR KT —
oAb H IHEREVTES, DAL AR 2544 [8] 164

B=, RS R . R (local independence) A& Rasch #57Y [1) 5 — B BAR 45, BRI
FREF G, 8 H R ZE Z RIS BATE BB IR[T] 256, FRZEMIKREE R, Fra T H X2 18] A S 45l
AN 022 (Q4 5 Q8 AR o M Christensen Z5[18] 4 W 7T, FRZEMICREL 0.3 AP HHE
AR R ST bR e, BMIRT 0.3 RP eI RS . DRI, A0 569 2 S i 3 S AR R [ 7] 286

zi b, ATLLHI A GG FE A . Rasch B () B g ER %, AT T8 SCABE I E ROl . S —xt
FE AR R e A B R N AR ZE 5, (ER TR B R 58 4R, AN RS 56 A4 R

5.4. MBEESH

T LA 4T B ER IS A E &5 Rasch BAIMHUHE—80 VPSR R &M EEAT . 24
AMAERIR H, T H ARG RE S A RO T ZARAL I, ST SR A SRR . LA W AR R
25NN 2 %A : Infit/Outfit MNSQ RI#E3Z{5 A 0.5 - 1.5, ZSTD ] #2532 Ju [ -2 Z+2[7] 244-245.
FH AR (InfiYOutfit MNSQ #EH 0.5 - 1.5 80 ZSTD #EH £2) , FREREH A . ME T
ANFITELERE BT, BUAFAERE AR 7] 64-65 [13] 3.

Winsteps SCEFA 1) 30 388 H 00515 D% 8 H HEFEFES U~ 1«

ITEM STATISTICS: MEASURE ORDER
ENTRY TOTAL TOTAL JMLE MODEL | INFIT | OUTFIT | PTMEASUR-AL | EXACT MATCH|
NUMBER SCORE COUNT MEASURE S.E. |MNSQ ZSTD|MNSQ ZSTD|CORR. EXP.| OBS% EXP%| ITEM
18 112 423 1.16 -12]1.02 -31]1.10 1.16] -5 .38] 76.6 76.1| Q18
27 121 423 1.03 -12]11.41 6.57[1.66 6.79] -.04 .39] 64.5 4.7 Q27
20 2% 423 1.01 -1211.06 1.02[1.11 1.38] .32 .39 73.5 74.4] Q20
19 144 423 o U8 -11]1.03 -95]11.12 1.74]| o5 .39 71.2 1.2 Q19
30 154 423 .61 -11]1.03 -62[1.09 1.42] .36 .40 72.6 70.0] Q30
23 165 423 .48 -11]1.06 1.30[1.07 1.20] -34 .40 67.4 69.0] Q23
4 le8 423 .44 11 .94 -1.35] .91 -1.56] .46 .40 71.9 68.7] Q4
22 171 423 S41 11 .96 -1.03[ .97 -—.47] .43 .40 71.9 68.5| Q22
28 172 423 .40 -11]1.00 -.09[1.00 -05] .40 .40] 69.3 68.4| Q28
7 174 423 .37 -11]1.04 1.02[1.04 -80] .36 .40] 66.4 68.3] Q7
29 178 423 = S8 11j1.01 -26[1.00 .06 -39 .40 68.3 68.1| Q29
17 181 423 .29 21171.07 1.81[1.09 1.54] .32 .40] 66.7 67.9] Q17
10 192 423 .17 -11] .98 -—-.55] .97 -.55] .42 .40 69.7 67.5] Q10
21 198 423 .10 -1171.10 2.53[1.11 1.99] -30 .40 61.9 67.4| Q21
26 207 423 .00 -11]1.06 1.54[1.04 219 -34 .39 61.7 67.2] Q26
Z5 208 423 -.01 11 .91 -2.49 .89 -2.18] .48 .39 71.9 67.2] Q25
11 209 423 -.03 11| .86 —-3.92[ .82 -3.50] B3 .39] 75.9 67.2] Q11
8 229 423 —.25 1171.19 4.72[1.42 6.53] .17 .39] 59.6 67.2] Q8
1 237 423 —.34 -11[1.15 3.80]1.29 4.53] .22 .38] 60.8 67.3] Q1
15 238 423 =35 -11] .99 -.13] .98 -.38] -39 .38] 69.5 67.4] Q15
16 238 423 =35 11| .88 -3.26[ .84 -2.89] .50 .38 71.9 67.4]| Qlé
9 240 423 -.37 -11] .89 -3.00| .86 -2.43] -49 .38 74.7 67.4] Q9
24 246 423 —.44 211 .90 -2.55] .90 -1.57] .41 381 74.5 67.6] Q24
6 249 423 —.48 -11] .87 -3.37| .85 -2.48] .50 .38] 75.2 67.7] Q6
15 264 423 —.65 11 .88 -2.94] .82 -2.69] .49 .37] 73.8 68.5] Q13
3 274 423 —. 77 -11]1.07 1.64(1.08 1.08] .29 .36 68.3 69.2] Q3
12 274 423 =77 11| .88 -3.04[ .83 -2.44] .49 .36 73.5 69.2] Q12
5 276 423 —-.179 11 .91 -2.12[ .89 -1.45] .45 .36 74.9 69.4] Q5
2 288 423 —.94 -11] .88 -2.63| .81 -2.41] .48 .35] 73.5 70.8] Q2
14 289 423 —.95 .11 .89 -2.54] .80 -2.50] .41 .35] 75.2 71.0] Q14
MEAN 207.3 423.0 .00 -1111.00 -—-.24[1.01 -05] | 70.2 69.1]
P.5D 50.6 -0 -929 -00] .12 2.55] .19 2.57]| | 4.7 2.3]

& 4.30 BREBUATE
Figure 4. Fit Statistics for the 30 Test Items
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i LR 22 I NI S 5 RN 5 H A% A B & 208 (Infit MNSQ) K/NHEFP B, LR 3:

F3. MEREEBHF
Table 3. Ranking of Items with Misfit

e (szfre) e, | mezsro | ouf Quift TR CAK 41 Ak
MEAHEE
Q27 1.03 1.41 6.6 1.66 6.8 C-Cognitive BRW
Q8 -0.25 1.19 47 1.42 6.5 K-other L3
Q1 -0.34 1.15 3.8 1.29 4.5 K-self R
Q21 0.10 1.10 2.5 1.11 2.0 C-Communicative RE
Q25 -0.01 0.91 2.5 0.89 2.2 Awareness L3
Q11 -0.03 0.86 3.9 0.82 -35 K-other RH
Q16 -0.35 0.88 -3.3 0.84 -29 C-Communicative RH
Q9 -0.37 0.89 -3.0 0.86 24 K-other W
Q6 -0.48 0.87 3.4 0.85 2.5 K-self L3
Q12 -0.77 0.88 -3.0 0.83 24 K-other AW
Q14 -0.95 0.89 25 0.80 25 K-other
Q2 -0.94 0.88 2.6 0.81 24 K-self
E¥SRER
Q18 1.16 1.02 0.3 1.10 1.2 C-Cognitive E#

NGEFE IR AT, K e H A 0 di b AR 4 1T, 30 EH A 12 18 (40%)
HiebrH, HAh K 4EEH 818, (HH 67%; C 48 318, (L 25%; A 4% 138, Atk 8%. %%
BRI K 4 GRS BHZESEE R “AE” , kS K 4EEH (S50 15 8 HilEE
i (50%) B K, AN K 4EEE7S 5 Hh IR o 4 Rt m) , BB SR s A il 42 2 IE AR 2
T A B4R R AR SR 2 R B LG IS P 2 . ISR FRAT T ARS8 B s R T 5 X 00 B
B db4h, CY4EEERA 3EMA T, (H Q27 A 2 M S s I WeH REISRR H I s b AR S MK

M MNSQ EFRFES T, FERY “RPAE” 5 DG WiFpEE[7] 243, TH G508 32 B
Infit f1 Outfit MNSQ i1 & - #R 4 Rasch B [ HEIS, 24 MNSQ > 1.0 i, 3R 81 8 H 774E K $U A (underfit) ,
B K50 s i A 5 L AR R A o LB AL L e 225 24 MINSQ < 1.0 i, R BAR B A7 7E L4 Coverfit) ,
B HiiE s AR 3 AR TR SR o L T T L ok ERARAK[19] 5. SASUEE KA MNSQ /v F 0.5 - 1.5 1R
ATEERz i, VS EN TR S5 S ZSTD it — P2 W[ 7] 244-245.

B, MNSQ>1.5 N “R#WE” @H, RIRNMARTMN. MFES % Q27 (H-rhfleikid%) 1)
Outfit MNSQ = 1.66, ZSTD = 6.8, ;=& iz FI B, B2 G PO T Q18 HISE M@, 1 121 4
FEA A 28%) BT %AW T
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Q27. You are a Chinese translator working for a Japanese company. When translating for a Japanese leader
and a Chinese client, what is the most appropriate way to communicate? (F]Z%/C 4% ) (& ZX: D)

A. Use direct and concise language for both sides

B. Use indirect and euphemistic language for both sides

C. Use euphemistic language for the Japanese leader and direct language for the Chinese client

D. Adjust the language style according to the characteristics of both sides

R SN RBRELE L, BRI B AR 15 SOA 3 o 75 AR U5 ALY RO BV 8 XU . & A
FERFTRE R EAE: 1 @ EE S s AR TR 2) IR A BRI, AR 2 S8R A
@8, U “euphemistic” F1 “concise” {RXEAEINAEFTAZE, SEHERFEM[7] 64-65; 3) Fk AL
MAZIREN S, SBUNBER T . 2055 8] 17 K, INFIHERER R H 25 5 PRI TPtk A /& i 7= AE
Wz, AT Q27 B Hta e, Hak I T4k o8, WikBEl e priE M .

MNSQ < 0.5 A“IHE7EH, KMol il . 2388 H (Q11. Q16+ Q9+ Q6+ Q12 %5) I Infit/Outfit
MNSQ 7£ 0.86-0.91 Z[f], ZSTD f£-3.9 £-2.2 Z[i], XKW HBERMKT 0.5 B NR, (HEZEmMKK
MNSQ Hffi[a] ZSTD #7~8 H nJ g id T 8] B EAEE TUAR 7] 244« X B H F 2734 /£ K-other (Q11. Q9.
Q12) Fl K-self (Q6) #ERE, 5K FIIR IS H ¥ ik i &) IS —EK

BUHMA TR, Bk EaTHesz, B 12 88 H (5 REE 40%) i Q27. Q8. Q1.
Q21 FTARSAA—— Tk & T FERTE T AN AR 1) R« AL Dk D B e Tt . Q11. Q16.
Q9. Q6. Q12 Z5RH H #Uh 5 i 1 AH A ™ H i 12 ——— 1] %5 R o e P2 B Ok B A gt L o) 40L& IR A
I H (Ql4 x5 Q18 fexfh) , TAIRYEMNILG H i thg & B R B —— 4 W s il & rh AR e e A, w1%
B ARV RIMEIEE, WA {RE . Wu fl Adams[20] 85 5, #MAELiHERMIZE “HXHLE”
AR “Hxa” , ARSI R H , BFOIX AT R S B RE H A, 1 NAE 92 WidRbr,
G55 WA T A . AT AR8] 18 AR /A BUE H RIAEEE S H AR AT B 17 7™ A= 9005 i 22
4G NE D HTHEATAET .

6. &t

ARWFFLIEET Rasch B4, MARGEATE . TUH-HHACE CRRRED  Bgifk LI H B4 FE P4
R, WAL (A AR S RE 715 B SR - AT T Rk . KIMTR: H—, Hif
BARA RiF. BREMRMEIIE N 0.01, taEEN 1.01, ShEESSAREEME 0, D JIFxEe—
U, KW Rasch M 5sLI0HE 2 [MIANFEE R Gz, BAVEMEE. B2, G0 E Rk,
BRZEFE R TN, BB EURRIEEDN 2.5, (KT 3.0 ARG FHE, Je4nt LR EE /N 2, R
T 2 B R R — I R —— 5 UGB T, IS T2, =, Pl UL i B kv 42
%, AAEEMRAE R MHREE AT B, XG5 AV B B AR G, (HRE ) i 5 Ko X
AT “2BR 7, BEIAE 5 SRR R i W o 43 Iy M SRS H , DA a5 58 2 I Re J1 X [,
PRFFIMEREEE . B0, THE AT 12 E8UERHEH, §E8E 40%. 5T FRIY A, mTROA
N LRI R IR R A R 70 5 A R R ) R TR B A A KT

[l A A S5, RN 5—, FRE SR EoCE B, ARSI 91 (1 ERFEA
(HE17.7%) J5, BB IRPRIS B G HE KT, B A I E0E 57 25 2 Rasch 208 Rk 1 L AT 2
2, WEREMN BRI ARG W . ARG 30 EREH T K 4EFERE S 50%, bl
e 818 K 4EfEH LA T, G FEEH SRR 67%. HILAT AR C. A K =/ MERE S H 1)
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o BRI AR SO BT Y, T AT SR AR 4 R B . BT BIREE, A — M. ALZERK
R ) o B e B R A LAZ LK AT S B R P S R (AT 2, e A Bk T P 3 2 7 L 4 B 2 2 B
AL [ —— R E ARG HE (R v AT R R0 AR e I N TS, A REFEr KA AL 4
BB R AR R RE TR -

AR IRVEIR F B8 28—, DKSLIR UGS 2 WAy COE 5 1 E 70%) , R
LB CEHIRIME 30%) o 55—, B (0 FSEEXE BLIE R 100%. LRI AR A+ R R 224
SRR S RO T BEAT SR B, (HAHERR D Bt AR DN AR (5 B T AT T RZ SIS

E&UH

2025 FEEVLI E RS A R E R E “HT CAK BRI mERSE ‘B A Br & Bl g ik
W5 (BH%S: 30230100125023) 7 BB, 2025 4F5 M TREEO R 2B e « AT fboN K
SEULEH: B NSRS (Ji'5: 257Y025) 7 BBEERcR .
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