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The Comparison of Item Selection Strategies Based on Average Type

LI Jia DING Shuliang FANG Jianying
( College of Computer Information Engineering Jiangxi Normal University Nanchang Jiangxi 330022 China)

Abstract: A new item selection strategies named MMPI with four kinds average types on 3PLM has been put for—

ward. The results of Monte Carlo simulations of fixed length tests and variable length tests show that the MMPI with

four kinds average type approaches are more ideal in the performance of improvement the test precision control the

exposure uniformity reducing the average number of violations and improve the bank utilization. Especially the MM-

PI with root square of arithmetic average type is the best one.
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