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The Subscore Estimation Methods for Score Reports in
Criterion-Referenced Tests

SONG Lihong' WANG Wenyi® DING Shuliang
(1. Elementary Education College Jiangxi Normal University Nanchang Jiangxi 330022 China;
2. College of Computer Information Engineering Jiangxi Normal University Nanchang Jiangxi 330022 China)

Abstract: Criterion—referenced tests focus on mastery statuses of students in different content knowledge or skill are—
as by subscore which can be beneficial for playing the learning function of the examination. Subscore only estimated
from a small number of test items makes it difficult to establish high reliability. Subscore estimation methods can
make full use of auxiliary information on associated test data to obtain subscore with higher reliability which is cru—
cial to remedial teaching. After a review of measurement models is briefly introduced the seven subscore estimation
methods and their detailed computational procedures are explained. And the application and performance of each
method are analyzed. Finally subscore estimation of group-evels and individualdevels or under complex structures
optimal test design and test administration needs to be focused on.

Key words: subscore; objective performance index; augmented scores; regression method; item response model
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The Amide-Directed C—H Functionalization Catalyzed by Rh-Catalysts

LIN Junyue' YANG Jiefang” DING Qiuping'" HUANG Yaru’ GONG Chun® LIN Hong’ GAO Wei' >
(1. College of Chemistry and Chemical Engineering Jiangxi Normal University Nanchang Jiangxi 330022 China;
2. Jiangxi Academy of Forestry Nanchang Jiangxi 330032 China;
3. The Attached Middle School Nanchang University Nanchang Jiangxi 330013 China)

Abstract: The direct functionalizations of C—H bond catalyzed by transition metal is a new strategy to construct
C—~C bond and C—X (O S N etc) providing an alternative environmentally friendly and efficient way to con—
struct C—C and C-hybrid bonds. Among them Rh catalyzed C—H functionalizations of groups directed by amide
group has attracted extensive attention. In recent years the research in this field has become hot. The research pro—
gress of this strategy in the field of organic synthesis is provided for readers in this review mainly including the
alkynylation arylate activation/ cyclization and amination of C—H bond.

Key words: Rh catalysis; amide; C—H bond activation



