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Stan
Stan wr
Stan " MIRT Stan
Stan . Stan
MIRT . Stan IRT
Data {

MCMC Stan
MIRT

IRT
R “rstan’

R Stan 2 Stan

)

1 Stan
R “rstan” * R
Stan
Stan Stan
“ stan” Stan R
R
Stan . Stan 2
1 Stan C+ +
( Block)
( Data) . ( Parameters) .
( Transformed Parameters) . ( Model) .
( Generated Quantities) ; 2 R
R R Stan
Stan. “rstan”
Stan ( http: //mc-stan. org/inter—
faces/) . R 3.6.1 R
2009 7 9 v2.19.2.

[13 ”»
rstan

1.1
( Data Block)  Stan

N . Stan
{}” Stan {1}
Dat{ }; “//” Stan
; Stan “”

Q4 ”» 2
lower =

[ 2.
upper =

“ ”
’

int {lower =1) J; / /number of subjects

int {lower = 1) K; //number of questions
int {lower =1) N; / /number of observations
int dower =1 upper=J)jj N ;

/ I'subject for observation n

int (lower =1 upper=K)kk N ;

/ I question for observation n

int dower =0 upper=1)Y N ;

/ / correctness for observation n

}.
“int”
“real” J
K N
( JK) . Stan
i kk
1 000 10
yii 1 ~1 000(
1) 10 1 000 x 10 s kk
1 ~10( 1) 1 000
10 x 1 000 Y N
1.2
( Parameters
Block)
Stan
Stan
IRT 3 Logistic (3pPL) *
(6) 3
( (a) . (b)
(¢)).3PL



284 ( ) 2020
i j 0 1 beta ~ normal( mu_beta sigma_beta) ;
1 gamma ~ beta(2 5);
3PL 1PL.  2PL. mu_beta ~ cauchy(0 5);
3PL sigma_beta ~ cauchy(0 5);
Parameters { sigma_alpha ~ cauchy(0 5);
vector (ower = — 3 upper = 3) J theta; for (n in 1 :N){
/ /ability for person j real p;
vector (lower = 0 upper = 3) K alpha; p = inv_logit( 1.7%* alpha kk n *
/ /discrimination of item k (theta j n —beta kk n ));
vector K beta; //difficulty for item & Y n ~ bernoulli( gamma kk n  + (1 -
vector ower = 0 upper = 0.5) K gamma; gamma kk n ) * p);
/ /item pseudo-guessing for item k }
real mu_beta; //mean of item difficulty }.
real Jower = 0) sigma_beta; 2 1
!/ /scale of item difficulty 2
real (lower = 0) sigma_alpha; 3PL theta
/ Iscale of discrimination 0. 1 ; alpha
1 ; beta :
Stan 3PL gamma beta
sigma_beta  sigma_alpha parameters
theta -33
J
beta mu_beta N
( real) mu_beta
X alpha
sigma_alpha beta
sigma_beta 0
1.4
( Generated Quantities Block)
( Model block) Stan
( Model block) Stan
2 ;
LOO( Leave-one-out cross~validation) > WAIC( Widely
available information criterion) >
IRT Stan
Stan BUGS
(DIC) *
theta -33 Stan bIC WAIC
theta Stan theta LOO 2
-3, 3 .3PL
Stan
Model { (AIC) * . (BIC) * DIC. IRT
theta ~ std_normal() ; Luo Yong 7 WAIC
alpha ~ lognormal( 0 sigma_alpha) ; LOO 2 IRT
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VAIC.BIC 2.1
DIC .WAIC LOO N
o . ., R ( Myers-Briggs Type Indicator; MBTI)
loo rstan 1962 4
WAIC LOO2 . _ _ _ _
“rstan”  “loo”2 R IRT , )8
Stan 1 - 21
Generated quantities’{ 773
vector N log_lik; 3 IRT ( 1PL.2PL.3PL)
for(n in 1 :N) { « »
. . . csV
real pY, Stan R R
pY = inv_logit( 1.7%* alpha kk n * 3
( thetla ]]I.kn - beta likln ) Stan “IPL. stan” ,
og lik n = bernoulli_Ipmf(Y n | gamma kk n  + “OPL. starl’ . ‘3PL. stan”: R
[ * .
(1 }gamma kk n ) * pY); 3 stan MCMC . ‘3PL.stan” R
b library ‘rstan”)
1.5

( Transformed Parameters Block)

beta_ j
beta 1 0
beta_ j.
Transformed parameters {
vector K Dbeta_ j,
beta_j 1 = 0;
for( i in 2 :K) {

beta_j i = beta i ;

Stan
IRT 2
3 2
IRT ( 1PL.2PL.3PL) 2 IRT
( M2PL.M3PL)
Stan R

i

“rstan’ “loo

( https: //www. r-project. org) .

”» R

library ‘loo”)

Data < — as. matrix( read. csf{ ‘C: /Users/Docu—
ments/R /Y. csv’)) #

J < = nrow( Data) #

K < - ncol( Data) #

Y < - as. vector( Data) #

N < - J* K#

Jj <-rep(l K) Y%x%c(1:])

kk <= c(1:K) Yox%rep(l J)

data_3pl <-list(J =J K=KN=Nj=j
kk = kk'Y =Y)

fit 3pl < - stan(file = “3PL.stan” data =
data_3pl chains =1 iter = 5000 warmup = 2 500

cores = 4) .

2 R : ‘rstan”
“loo”; Y, Y, Stan
Y.
Stan
data_3pl Stan
“rstan” Stan
MCMC ;
1 5 000; BUGS
( burn-in) Stan
( warmup ; ‘warmup = 2 500"
2 500
1/2; “cores” 4
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fit_3pl traceplot
Stan S4 : inc_warmup
object o class
bj fS4 cl
3PL ( 1).
02 Ls 6 , 0.6
s 1.0 4 ) .ol
-1.0f o2 g ? i et U 0 ) 0 ‘ )
0 10002000300040005000 0 10002000300040005000 0 10002000300040005000 0 10002000300040005000 >0 100020003000 4000 5000
beta[1] beta[2] beta[3] betal[4] betal5]
0.5 1.00
15
or 0.75
10 0.5} 0.50
° T ] 0.25 L "
0 1000206030004000 5000 0 0 1000 20003000 4 000 5000 0 1000 200030004 000 5000 0 1000 200030004000 5000 0 0 1000 20003000 4 000 5000
betal6] betal7] beta[8] betal9] betal10]
0.8
0.75 0.75 0,51
0.6f ‘ )
0.50 ’ ‘ 0.50 1.0
o.95L Ll 0.4 ‘ 0.25 15
(il 0.2} [ ) 0 s " " L " L
0 T0002000500040005000 O 10002000300040005000 O 10002000300040005000 0 1000200030004 0005000 - ° 0 1000200030004 0005000
betal11] beta[12] beta[13] beta[14] beta[15]
3 O frmsmrermecsmmmsmmmscmspermmnns 9 0L 2
, 2.5 sl 1
-5.0
1 1.0 0
e ———— 0.5} 1 .
6 10002000300040005000 0 10002000300040005000 0 10002000300040005000 0 10002000300040005000 0 100020003 0004000 5000
betal16] betal[17] beta[18] beta[19] beta[20]
1.5}
1‘0-‘
0.5
0
~0-5%1000 20003000 4 000 5000
beta[21]
1 2 Logistic (2PL)
print R 1.1
fit_3pl traceplot( fit_3pl par = “alpha” inc_warmup = FALSE)
1 WinBUGS traceplot( fit_3pl par = “beta” inc_warmup = FALSE)
OpenBUGS traceplot( fit_3pl par = “gamma” inc_warmup = FALSE)
tand deviati « (mean) | print( fit_3pl par = “theta”)
t t ; . . »
(standard deviation) n-e print( fit_3pl par = “alpha”)
; Rhat S. P. Brooks . . « ,
i ) print( fit_3pl par = “beta”)
Gelman-Rubin ] ' " Y
A print( fit_3pl pars = “gamma’”) .
R <
1 2 Logistics (2PL)
alpha mean se_mean sd 2.5% 25% 50% 75% 97.5% n_eff Rhat
alpha 1 1.54 0 0.16 1.25 1.43 1.53 1.64 1.88 1903 1
alpha 2 1.03 0 0.10 0.84 0.96 1.03 1.09 1.24 2 492 1
alpha 3 0.97 0 0.11 0.77 0.90 0.97 1.04 1.20 1 7% 1
alpha 4 0.72 0 0.11 0.55 0.65 0.71 0.78 0.97 1 560 1
alpha 5 0.85 0 0.09 0.69 0.79 0.85 0.91 1.03 2 389 1
alpha 6 0.77 0 0.10 0.61 0.71 0.77 0.83 0.99 2 643 1
alpha 7 0.61 0 0.08 0.47 0.56 0.61 0.66 0.78 1 890 1
alpha 8 0.81 0 0.16 0.56 0.70 0.79 0.90 1.17 1781 1
alpha 9 0.81 0 0.09 0.64 0.75 0.81 0.87 1.02 2 519 1
alpha 10 1.30 0 0.13 1.07 1.21 1.29 1.38 1.59 1710 1
alpha 11 1.30 0 0.13 1.05 1.21 1.29 1.38 1.57 1 980 1




3 : Stan IRT 287
1C )
alpha mean se_mean sd 2.5% 25% 50% 75% 97.5% n_eff Rhat
alpha 12 1.39 0 0.16 1.11  1.28 1.38 1.49 1.74 1711 1
alpha 13 0.76 0 0.11 0.58 0.68 0.75 0.82 0.99 2 281 1
alpha 14 1.13 0 0.14 0.89 1.03 1.11 1.21 1.45 1 546 1
alpha 15 0.85 0 0.12 0.65 0.76 0.83 0.93 1.13 1581 1
alpha 16 0.27 0 0.10 0.12 0.20 0.25 0.34 0.50 1209 1
alpha 17 .00 0  0.12 0.8 1.0l 108 1.17 1.35 2079 1
alpha 18 0.92 0 0.15 0.69 0.82 0.90 1.01 1.26 1 536 1
alpha 19 0.75 0 0.08 0.60 0.70 0.74 0.80 0.92 2 440 1
alpha 20 0.45 0 0.10 0.31 0.38 0.44 0.51 0.68 1 388 1
alpha 21 0.97 0 0.10 0.79 0.90 0.96 1.03 1.17 2 347 1
WAIC
LOO R “loo” 2PL
Stan ( generated quantity
block) (logdikelihood) 2 3 2 WAIC
S4 ( object of S4 class) LOO
extract_log_lik 1PL 2PL 3PL
loo waic LOO 18 576.3 18 084.9 18 117.7
LOO WAIC WAIC 18 571. 1 18 071.4 18 105.3
log_lik < — extract_log_lik( fit_3pl) 2.2
loo_3pl < - loo( log_lik)
waic_3pl < - waic( log_lik) . 1T P. A. Carpenter
2 3 IRT 36 25
2 2PL 2 25
1PL  3PL2 3 IRT 886; 15 .
2PL ( MBTT) - 2
1 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 12 13 14 16 17 22 23 26 27 29 31 32 33 34 35 36
61
62
63
64
6‘5
2 0
2 IRT exp( - 1.7(aj0, +d.))) (1)
(2 Logistics  (M2PL) 3 0, = (0, 0, 6,)" ik
Logistics (M3PL)) ‘a = (a, ay - a) T ik
M2PL  M3PL ; ajT0l- = a0, +aply + +a,0;, ¢
;d,  MIRT IRT
M3PL. b, 2
M. D. Reckase ' [ X R
Logistic MDISCj = ; ( a,'k) b/ == d//MDISC]-
( M3PL) . MDISCj

P(U; =1]a; ¢ d 0) =c;+(1-¢)/(1+
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b,  MIRT
UIRT
k MIRT k
k
¢ d,
R  Stan N
IRT Stan
“ stan”
R . 0
R (
)
IRT Stan
IRT Stan
( Data)
K. N. D.
I~ kk- Y-
0 ( Parameters) (1)
(1)
0 a
IRT
0
matrix {ower = -3 upper = 3) J D theta; 0
-33 J D
a matrix {ower = -0 upper =
3) DK alpha_ j; a 03
D K ( Transformed
parameters) alpha
0 alpha_ j
alpha. ( Model)
IRT 2 : (the
prior) ( the likelihood) ;
2

“to_vector( theta) ~ normal(0 1) ;to_vector(alpha_j) ~
lognormal( 0 0.5);”
0. 1

theta

alpha_ j

(1)
inv_logit( X)

exp( — X)) ;1.7* (theta jj i

“TI(1 +
* col(alpha kk i ) +

( ) 2020
beta kk i )" 1.7(a/6, + d);
( Generated Quantities) 2
vector N log_lik
vector N p
N “bernoulli_
lpmf(y i [pi);” y
p (pmf)
2 2 IRT
M2PL.  M3PL
3 M3PL 2
M3PL
M3PL
; Stan
R
“shinystan” " Stan
M.K. Cowles 7%
MCMC S. Sinharay ¥ IRT
3 4 M3PL
3 4 M3PL
d Rhat
1 d
2 R
D 0
3PL .M3PL. R

0 < -read. csY “Data/Q_matrix. csv” header = F)
Data < - as. matrix( read. csy{ ‘“Data/GJRW.csv”))
Y < - as. vector( Data)

J < — nrow( Data)

K < - ncol( Data)

D <-5

N <-J*K

Jj <-rep(l K) %x%c(1:))

kk <= c(1:K) Y%x%rep(1 J)

data_m3pl < -list(J=J K=K N=N jj=j kk =
Y=YD=DQ =0)

fit_m3pl < — stan( “M3PL. stan” data = data_m3pl
iter =5 000 warmup =2 500 cores =4) .

3 2 2 WAIC
LOO
M2PL M3PL
LOO 18 136.3 18 082.7
WAIC 17 948.8 17 890.0
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3.0 3.0 3.0 " il
2.5
2.5 - 2.7
. 2.4
2.0 M Ls 2.1 Ui
X ) 1.0 1.0 1
0 1000 2000 3000 40005 000 0 1000 2000 3000 40005 000 0 1000 2000 3000 40005 000 0 1000 20003000 40005 000 1.8 0 1000 2000 3000 40005 000
beta[1] beta[2] beta(3] betal[4] beta[5]
L ‘ .00
¥y .75
.50
.25
. 00 L5 L
0 1000 2000 3000 40005 000 0 1000 2000 3000 40005 000 1.8 0 1000 2000 3000 40005 000 0 1000 2000 3000 40005 000 70 1000 2000 3000 40005 000
beta[6] betal7] betal8] betal9] betal10]
3.0 2.5 L2
. " y ; 0.8 1} WA
i il 2.0 -0 0.4 0
1.5 1.5 0 a0
| 1.0 1.0 04 . - N
0 1000 2000 3000 40005 000 0 1000 20003000 40005 000 0 1000 2000 3000 40005000 0 1000 2000 3000 40005000 0 1000 2000 3000 40005 000

betal11]

"

betal12]

betal13]
0

-0.5
-1.0

-1.5

betal14]

betal15]

B

0 1000 2000 3000 40005 000
beta[16]

1000 2000 3000 40005 000

beta[17]

0 1000 2000 3000 40005000
beta[18]

. 0 1000 20003000 40005000
betal19]

0 1000 2000 3000 40005 000
beta[20]

01000 2000 3000 40005 000 0~ 1000 2000 3000 4 0005000 0 1000 2000 3000 40005 000 0" 1000 2000 300020005000 " 0 1000 2000 3000 40005000
beta[21] beta[22] beta[23] beta[24] beta[25]
3 3 logistic (M3PI1)
4 3 logistics (M3PL)

beta mean se_mean sd 2.5% 25% 50% 75% 97.5% n_eff Rhat
beta 1 2.47  0.01 0.24 2.00 2.29 2.46 2.64 2.95 128 1.00
beta 2 2.54 0.01 0.23 2.08 2.37 2.54 2.72 2.96 1904 1.00
beta 3 1.84 0.00 0.15 1.58 1.74 1.83 1.93 2.15 2790 1.00
beta 4 1.75 0.00 0.16 1.46 1.64 1.74 1.85 2.11 1898 1.00
beta 5 2.55 0.00 0.20 2.17 2.40 2.55 2.69 2.94 2240 1.00
beta 6 1.71  0.01 0.18 1.41 1.59 1.69 1.82 2.13 854 1.00
beta 7 1.27  0.00 0.11 1.07 1.19 1.27 1.34 1.49 2978 1.00
beta 8 2.44 0.01 0.24 2.00 2.26 2.42 2.61 2.92 1632 1.00
beta 9 1.20 0.00 0.11 1.00 1.12 1.19 1.26 1.42 3000 1.00
beta 10 2.15 0.01 0.24 1.72 1.98 2.13 2.31 2.69 1366 1.00
beta 11 0.26 0.00 0.13 0.00 0.16 0.25 0.35 0.52 1123 1.00
beta 12 1.86 0.01 0.20 1.53 1.73 1.84 1.97 2.32 988  1.00
beta 13 1.48 0.02 0.24 1.15 1.33 1.44 1.57 1.97 202 1.01
beta 14 0.79  0.00 0.09 0.61 0.73 0.79 0.86 0.98 2626 1.00
beta 15 1.35 0.01 0.22 0.96 1.20 1.34 1.49 1.81 1078 1.00
beta 16 0.96 0.00 0.13 0.72 0.87 0.96 1.05 1.22 1358 1.00
beta 17 -0.35  0.01 0.24 -0.89 -0.49 -0.31 -0.16 -0.01 286  1.00
beta 18 -0.57 0.01 0.24 -1.11 -0.71 -0.54 -0.39 -0.20 553 1.00
beta 19 -1.22  0.01 0.32 -1.94 -1.40 -1.18 -0.99 -0.70 735  1.00
beta 20 0.15 0.01 0.15 -0.14 0.04 0.16 0.26 0.44 708  1.00
beta 21 -0.07 0.00 0.11 -0.31 -0.13 -0.06 0.00 0.11 1132 1.00
beta 22 -0.31 0.00 0.16 -0.60 -0.43 -0.32 -0.20 -0.03 1099 1.00
beta 23 -0.12  0.01 0.17 -0.46 -0.24 -0.12 0.00 0.19 608 1.00
beta 24 -0.16  0.00 0.15 -0.45 -0.26 -0.16 -0.07 0.13 963 1.00
beta 25 -1.64 0.02 0.39 -2.55 -1.88 -1.61 -1.36 -0.96 555  1.00
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Using Stan to Implement Bayesian Parameter Estimation of IRT Models

LIU Siyang CAI Yan®
( College of Psychology Jiangxi Normal University Nanchang Jiangxi 30022 China)

Abstract: Stan a new probabilistic programming language for specifying statistical models implements the powerful

and efficient Hamiltonian Monte Carlo ( HMC) sampling algorithm which is significantly more efficient than the tra—

ditional Gibbs sampling and Metropolis algorithms. R package "rstan" links R and Stan enabling Stan to run with R

environment. First this article introduces the programming language of Stan through the three-parameter logistic

(3PL) model code. Secondly this paper administrates Stan to calculate two new criteria of model-data fitting: WAIC

and LOO which provides an effective reference for IRT model studies. Finally two types of real data are performed

to investigate the performance of Stan in parameter estimation of one-dimensional IRT model and multidimensional

IRT model respectively. In conclusion this paper utilizes a new Bayesian statistical software to estimate the effective—

ness and feasibility of this method through two empirical studies which provides effective references for domestic

scholars to apply Stan in IRT model research.

Key words: item response theory; HMC; Bayesian estimation; Stan



