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The Comparison of Equating Methods in Non-Equivalent Group with

Anchor Test Design Based on Item Response Theory and Its Application

LI Guangming WANG Xiaoting

( School of Psychology Center for Studies of Psychological Application South China Normal University Guangzhou Guangdong 510631 China)

Abstract: Two kinds of methods in test equating has been commented: concurrent calibration method and separate

calibration method. The second kind includes linking separate calibration methods( e. g. the moment methods and

the characteristic curve methods) and FIPC( Fixed Item Parameter Calibration) method. Taking equating accuracy as

the criterion the effects and suitable conditions of each method are summarized and corresponding comments are

provided. The reference for users will be prouided in selecting the appropriate methods to process test equating.

Key words: IRT; test equating; non-equivalent groups with anchor test



