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ITEM RESPONSE TIMES IN COMPUTERIZED ADAPTIVE TESTING 

 

The paper describes the ways to develop a computerized adaptive test using item re-

sponse times as collateral information. The paper shows that introducing item response times 

in the measurement model has the same effect on the reliability of computerized adaptive tests 

as on the reliability of linear tests. Nonetheless, the presence of missing responses may bias 

the estimates of the ability. 
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item response theory. 
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