35aneENnN17348 35

a € a0 g @] aa
myIazvariUsdaudnianifvasuuugoy
[ 7 ]
mulunalassasvanaudsdsinsan:

gIua Aanmiun

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to analyse the quality of
unidimensionality indicators of test by means of exploratory factor
analysis (EFA) and confirmatory factor analysis (CFA), using 4 differ-
ent matrices, namely, tetrachoric correlation matrix, smoothed
tetrachoric correlation matrix, tetrachoric correlation matrix corrected
for guessing and variance-covariance matrix; under different examinee
size, test length and item difficulty. The indicators were compared to
detect their sensitivity and consistency. The English AB examination
test scores of the University Entrance Examination 1993, and
Woranuch’s English and Mathematic test scores in Prathom 5 were
analysed by the computer packages SPSS, LISREL, TESTFACT,
BILOG.

The findings were a follows:

1. In EFA, ER and ERR, calculated from variance-covariance
matrix were more appropriate than those calculated from other
matrices. In CFA, AGFI, NNFI and CN, calculated from variance-
covariance matrix and RMR calculated from tetrachoric correlation
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matrix were consist; G2, calculated from smoothed tetrachoric corre-
lation matrix and x? calculated from variance-covariance matrix were
more appropriate than those calculated from other matrices.

2. Interm of quality, NNFI was consistent and sensitive; ERR
was sensitive but not consistent; AGFI and ER were consistent but not
sensitive; while G2, %2, RMR and CN were not consistent and not sen-

sitive.

Besides, it was found that when the test was mixed by other
dimensional test items, the violation of the unidimensionality assump-
tion resulted in inconsisty of parameter estimation using BILOG. The
item discrimination and guessing value increased while item diffi-

culty, item information function and test information function decreased.
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@78 tetrachoric correlation matrix 3 9@ A9 LWAINTUUULAY
A €da o a4 % a cda @
waindAflimsTutuudeys waindhdnsuddinisien  uaz
variance-covariance matrix N18leNITIUTIULUAIVRITIWIY
REGH ii"lmu;‘;]Taau LRZAIAINENNUDITAREL ARDAIWINANE
ﬁaqmmwmaoﬁwﬁﬁmmmmﬁLLaz@Ywumwm"la'l,umimnaaumw
WwlonDAVAILULURAY ATUUUIINBULFILAALRBNITIUAIINLIREY
A1 w18dngy N2 U 2536 WAZATLUUIINULUROLITINIEN
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p A A o o . . .
L8z CN Janunsnilaswitalédann variance-covariance matrix
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drth x? Fenumanzaulilaawinaldain variance-covariance
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matrix @%% G? Januinancauiasiuinsldann tetrachoric cor-
relation matrix ﬁﬁmsﬂ'{uﬁuuﬁaga fUaTH RMR fiauain
A o W . - . =3 U
oA uIIAlaaN tetrachoric correlation matrix WUULEN  &@7ulu
o o o @ addea A a [V o A
MuammMwredai ardnianuasnuaziiannly laun aoil
NNFI eniinhidanuasnuadaoaly lédun éoii ERR ¢vfind
ad m o Y s [ v
anuasnud wdanul ldun duit AGFI usz ER  duaaiifl lui
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PIUUURBUMNUWINO ) NITeauresay (IRT) erunsivatu
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PINNIBYBINIRA W UL UFROUTAHANINTAN ANz af U RUNING 1
YOHAUUUAIAY (Classical Test Theory : CTT) wssngwinisaaudiosey (Item
Response Thoery : IRT) Aansiaanuaaninianicans lauanusansnnaesns
il D <) Qs . @ o o 1 1 tﬂl v J/
Todianwaziluguanwazuds (latent trait) dnfienmnagianain uusaunaindu
e 4 A3 L Y [l d . 3/
Jaanumunsalumsdasaulanizdunialal 49 Lord uaz Novick (1968 819lu
Hulin, Drasgow & Parsons, 1985 : 155) lana1291 IRT asaguudoanasfiiduiie

. , - . X

(strong assumption) uazlifluunreuyalafiazdguantdasuawdaanasfiadsauysnl
o o = Y P A P aad 1 a4 aa a . .
snuazdulfldunniige o maRansan AdNEwiResiAdEYY (dominant dimen-
. °© el o d’ 3/ d’ ] =)
sion) vWidgwoeuassllsoanasiiounauas (Stout, 1987 : 589-618) o
TWuwuseuduiaquanvuzidesmsiaduiulng  uazensliouanwusduiiifisatos
P o A A A M o & PN ¥ g . an a .
Wosudadeninidoeldld audwenidlusnwusiifonit laniidddn (essential

unidimension) ué Hulin, Drasgow & Parsons (1983 : 40-41) JaulAuIGaanag
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PDILVURAUINLIDENI A9 IR sIna  wazadsinmsamvaavlddalaniaunazui
IRT 115

Lumsden (1961 8191w Hambleton & Swaminathan, 1985 : 155) lanunin
@ PRy = aa ' o 13 (3 @ °

MIFTNLUYFaUNAMuduaniauacazlin myinnsieasalsznaulBisnsin (Ex-
ploratory Factor Analysis : EFA) ihaziluismsnangalunimaseuanuiuweniia
aa [ 7 a [3 6 a & % A o & [
33n13209 Lumsden Jumslinmsiiamsvssndssnaviiaseidesaunainadu 3o

P ' ' . s < o o A -l a [ (3
savlafiliaglu dominant factor azgndmesnly anuwmidafiinienniiemzviasd
UsznaudalyiSes 9 auldnaiuinela uazldaaaruves first factor variance @e
second factor variance \JuarshisTonuiduiani@ (index of unidimensionality) ua
ad o a [ o a P
35M3289 Lumsden a:idfgymiisasaupsuninvadiiont Danszvu Hambleton Uas
Traub (1973 814lu Hambleton & Swaminathan, 1985 : 156) HIAILEWDIKLTNNT
=3 oo [ e A’V o Qs Qs
AnTeveaddsznavlumsasissunnuiiluenifisuidenu  wananidifivniona
a , P @ a 4 ¢ (% . .
Snuanoviuiiauslildnisiiezviasdysznau lasld principal component analysis
nazRITINAIANILLTTIUGIFRINeIAIznaunaANa U (first major component)
(Hambleton, 1988; Hambleton et al., 1991, Knol & Bergerenschede, 1988; Lord,
1980 81911 Roznowski & Tucker, 1991) WonnuudsUsiuluasddsznouusniidasin

WnnIasRysznaudu 9 ann Auude leuuuaaunuluwiliuiiuieniia

atinglsRany ms’l,"ﬁ"?%mﬁl,ﬂﬁ:ﬁaaﬁﬂiznauﬁawudwﬁgﬂdamﬁmﬁu corre-
lation matrix N4 matrix (SUTUVIINITIATIER 18 correlation matrix A lFAU

wuugauNlfnzuuuLLY 0 use 1 il (Hambleton & Swaminathan, 1985 : 21) fa

1. Correlation matrix fifMWIMN phi correlation uansfinamianan
Pearson Product Moment Correlation 35m3iazlisnusuasdsznay (factor) Aiwn
Auanuiuede  sefdusznaufiAinaniionin “Difficulty Factor” \Junaunanngas
pasiranaen (b) ndwann msudlevildlasnsinadn b lalwgosuanld (ex-
treme ) %amsa%aﬁaaauhumuqummmﬂvl,ﬂ@“aU’Lummuﬁmﬁ'wﬂuéaﬁﬁﬂﬁmﬂ

(McDonald & Ahlawat, 1974 6191u Hambleton & Swaminathan, 1985 : 156)
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2. Correlation matrix NAIWIUAIY tetrachoric correlation 1@y Lord &
. & v o ad & v ada o '3 . - o o V& o
Novick (1968) HiumsnuITnsh udinithacliasdusznauinioadnden uane
1 L » s J L v Y n‘d :: v i "
‘WU Rdmsieniedu m'IMpdammummmmmm@mwaaauﬁmnmumm
v . P Qs L Ad [ v g; o o ° lﬂ W
mmmvlmL’nummnugaaummmmmmgsLﬁumalumaaauuuummamuunmvlﬂmU
° [ . . i % 1 . ~ . A &« o ar
wszvinlW correlation matrix laonvazlaiillu positively definite Faiilutlgywidragy
YaIniTIaTsiasdsznay
v o o a v A w A a & ° v . . AV o
NNYNNAT G ULt aRDUTNAIMTIOAATN YNl correlation matrix 716
V& - .. A da \ . . 4 « a v
Tiiilw positively definite w38i3un1 non-Gramian matrix Saduinaingnlu
wanzavlumsdianeissdlsznay (Lord & Novick, 1961 : 349; Roznoski & Tucker,
o Y a '3 & ~ “ ] A A\llv
1991 : 109-127) MKamIIinziasdlsenaulianuasainfan SalgniIesitle
ﬁmsn.Lrﬂm'lu‘[ﬂmnméwL%EU NaTTia9nUIznauaIL  tetrachoric correlation
matrix toun lUsunsy TESTFACT uwa: LISREL ‘[@m:ﬁ@iﬁwanﬁ‘ﬁmﬂ%’uﬁaga
R
) A e =y @ Qr v o
fulniTsaImIniBnswaraImsian fMadsnusuunenmsanlunseiwim
f1 tetrachoric correlation vz awlAUAYYWY non-Gramian matrix WazYNIANENT
o ¥ J v .
AATipadUsznaugnaanindu Carroll (1945 81914 Hulin, Drasgow & Parsons,
LY A A 1% Y g tJ . o "
1983 : 249-255) \Judwnibinldiausitmiudladinsianiduadanisdwinie tetra-
choric correlation coefficient
3. M3\% variance-covariance matrix U correlation matrix G4N81ITIIGY
. ' AV vt P ' . .
(Roznowski, 1991 : 109-207) wazwuIHan ldianuaInuInn i phi correlation
matrix W8z tetrachoric correlation matrix LWA1ITILATIEN BIRUTZNOVITIRITR (EFA)
anaaniimsiaualilinisiinnsiesdlsznouBeiiugu (Confirmatory Factor Ana-
lysis : CFA) UNUNNTILATIER 29U NBULTIRNTI9 (Joreskog & Soérbom, 1989 : 230-
232) lunmsarageuanuiduienid
lunszuaunisasrarauauiuonid azinlai195mnlesuanuawlale
s -l a § (3 a o d | ° ‘:i (% ~ ¢
ﬂaguu A9 NMITIATIEHRBIRYTENaULTIANTIY Fadunisuiuan laannni1 e TIsRan
s < o o . g & aa a ' ¢ a o A o
waniduasiusmanutwenid laslumBnneiasdUsznauidigna  wanuwiun
iduawt ldun dpiidandiwlainw (eigen ratio : ER) ldndasaiusznitedn

. 3 - ' . I3 a
eigen TIDIAUTZNBUN 1 UK AN eigen VoIAIAUTZNAUN 2
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FIUNTInsResstsznouBeiuiu  FeRvsonenudwendd innas
negauANFeandatsznitedayaiuluies ﬁﬁwnumlﬁﬁﬁmﬂmmLﬁuaﬁuamﬁag
Lﬁamé’oé’aLLﬂiﬁé’amm"l@Tﬁv'q'q@ myensiuuuilslunsiensilaealaseaa
(structural model analysis) mﬁwﬁnmiﬁugmmadmﬁmﬁ:ﬂuma'[mms”w
AMALLTUTIUTIN (covariance structure model) MMTAATIEW structural equation
model Jluaalumsianed 2 luiea Aa (Gerbing, 1979; Jéreskog & Sérbom,1978
#191u Anderson & Gerbing, 1982 : 453)

1. Measurement model 1{uluinafiugasnnusunusssnitsdudsidanalea
(observed variables) w38 62097 (indicators) AuduUuy (latent variable) #3o
nzRuilvgu (construct)

2. Structural equation model ifuluiasfuaasfionnudunuszninaduys
Wy n3a nazauilngu

1% measurement model lagfsauvsudaiugofldsusodnald Fadas
1T TuT TRl Sudsudsudazdazfidaeifpedden
ﬁ%aawﬁﬁ'aﬂa%tﬂwg@ﬁ"lﬁ \3n31 multiple indicators Qmau%ﬁéwﬁmﬂaa’g@ﬁma%
fio msﬁnné‘;ﬂa%ﬂué’qLmumaaﬁauﬂmcjwﬂamﬁu wude anuueniiduasgaa
ﬂo%ﬁqmsﬁmsm’maaummLﬂutanﬁamaaqméﬁm'ﬁﬁuﬁau fivzasremovulutaalam
aananae lué’nwmnﬁmﬁ'uuuuaauLwia:’q@ﬁﬁmﬁwﬁLﬂu’g@ﬁma%ﬁmﬂmmLﬁ'm
ﬁ'ummmmm@?’mlﬂﬁwwﬁwaag’aau Tasm lUfisunimegaunuasandaizas
luaariudays wnWuiiaureansesiein toamunoaain q@maaﬁma'ﬁfmaa
dudsudiudazanlu measurement model 1Huaaunu (represent) aauysuna@anu
msasgauaMuLduionfdvasuuugsumunsinsvesfdsenouiBabudu 39
nareuANNIeansodaidoyaruluiaslugIuyes measurement model et

"‘a%‘msﬁl’ﬁmaaummaaﬂﬂﬁawaaIuL@aﬁuﬁagaﬁ‘ﬁ%ﬁa Ap T x3-test
ifiaand '«J:ﬁﬂ'ﬁLﬁu%umwmmaonq;u&aazm Wunaldmmesauiuwi liuar
Sivddy Toldminsfashaniiudriifenuniwentd iliimmwaudoiau 9
A 'léuri Goodness of fit index (GFI) uaanih GFI fenRfamadunusiuen x99
Maiti & Mukherjee (1990 8141w Joreskog & Sérbom, 1993 : 122) Wuin @otl GFI
HANUANAUTAVAY %2 WUY monotonic relationship 398N IWaIW adjusted goodness

of fit index (AGFI) lasifun15USuanil GFI daud degrees of freedom (df)
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lutaaunuindidriiueninitearn GFI uaz AGFI Snnaudaf ldsumswau
TwRoasvgaunNaannsasraslalaaiTudnaniu (Joreskog & Sorbom, 1993 : 125-
131) 'leun Root mean square residual error (RMR) Normed fit index (NFI) uaz
non-normed fit index (NNFI) 284 Bentler & Bonett (1980) Relative fit index
(RFI) waz incremental fit index (IF1) 283 Bollen (1986, 1989a) W8z Critical N (CN)
289 Hoelter (1983)

wonanitlumssouudasaiefodtaivau 9 Mifsdastunanzuuusauiile ldun

1. mﬂ'ﬁwmuﬁaaamm:afwmugaauﬁLmnemﬁulumsaauLwia:ﬂ% CFAAR
Touassaann correlation coefficient ¥ldarfiswindduandratiuaslldae

2. danusnvesderey tlgasnisuinasyinliife difficulty factor lu
myiaTeiendsznay

3. mydenlsluealunisiemedt I IRT Usznaudae 3 laulea Ao 1, 2 Uaz 3
wiiwed denduafuandrsrueonly lagawizlulues s-windmed Jeinldnu
wwuseuiananamsfine dafdininen (c) iadueziinadenisiuamdn tetra-
choric correlation uazsInadalUdInsiazhasznay (Carroll, 1945 8749lu

Hulin, Drasgow & Parsons, 1983 ; 249-250) @3 l@N§181LIIT 196U

- o Y /X = Aa o o Adn o A A
TwSasvasanitnlFluntsustanuduanid SNy Iawin laal13da 1NN
v A Qv ' 5 L7 Q- Qr
muldmsufsuudaizesfidveng 9 iwsznasiidessuiananinis@nmludgu
a v A 9 = o« 9 . . P I ™ °
fumlbufezsialuadsdosau (item bank) vwialwnl wszifenltTesauiRosinuwiu
A A o 1 L 1 5 )
nie Salsmmnandranwlilunisreuudszas nsasarauaiduwionifues
Tagounanualuasitoravluaid@oinuiadulyldoin  fasuranawindaray
o of o as A “ & o I~ d' o ¢
Usznaunufiadniavesiaasneaiaimefuazlsunsudnsagunlslumsiienzyd uen
o adv o v . A & Aaa A A
ANNRaTIN laarTezdasianuhdamsufsuudssnnuiluanifnasunds Walims
-l W AAA .l [
Batuwyastaravlulfdudndls
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mqﬂs:aaﬁwaamﬁ%’u

A a co a4 [ aa Y a [3 (3
1. Waeznarhiiranulweni@vasnuugay Ylvl@‘ﬂ"lﬂﬂﬁi’nﬂiﬂtﬁadﬂ

UTTNoULTIEITIY WAZNNTIATITR AT NaUITIEuEwW @28 correlation matrix 4 Tie
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13£noaudIn tetrachoric correlation matrix 3 3fia Ap WASNBEY LWASNEATNISUSY
Foudaya SNSRI UUAAIN TN uay variance-covariance matrix nglet
mwAsnudasessuindasey NWINLRDY UaziaNuInUasiasay

2. Wadanmisnnuhuazanunifivessriindszlssinn lunsamageuaiy
Wutanifvasuuuaay

Qo

o\ -~
dAuyAgINIvY
P Y ° o ' Y P

1. WH2IMUINVDORBU QW%’JNE&DU LRZATIANIUUINYDITBRDY LﬂﬂUuLLlJR\‘ivllJ
nsle variance-covariance matrix % EFA ua:z CFA ﬂﬁ%:lﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁnnﬂiztnﬂﬁ

A o s A . . . a .
ANUAININANINATIRNLT tetrachoric correlation matrix WUULAN  tetrachoric

R . oo o 9 . . . Ao
correlation matrix ﬂ&lmiﬂsmiﬂumaga (e tetrachoric correlation matrix NINII
uAaINIsIaN NIz

A a an o ady e P & - B '

2. Luawmszmqmauumad@‘nun%mnmnLfmzvx m%:uum'nu"l@ 4 ﬂi;}JJ
@aaunuU fa
A lusranunsn Usznauey NNFI wae CN

Y

2.1 OF

4
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i
2.2 aaindanyludbini Uszneudiy AGFI
~
v

aowmo 9
mmmmmvluﬁmmvl’a 1sznavuass RMR

=

2.3 @7

€

¢
b= WR ) W =4 W)}

=n

2.4 eninlifinnulazlidanuadd sznauens ER, ERR, G® uaz x°

F5aiinn1sIvn

[ 3

agaﬁ'lz?‘lumﬁmﬂz i

9 ] £ 6 & L3 a A' ]

ToyanlFlumsiianziiilu dayanduni (secondary data) 990 2 unds

1. AzUUUTaROUAGRENITNUMIINGIRY ITINTHIDINOE NT IIUIU 100 DB
A L% L5 s Lad ) P9 a (v L7 o
ayldnnmirevveadasseudaiianidraminmdulull 2536 Usznaududasinny
A [ Y R \ o
mmnummflumu grammar comprehension Wae vocabulary SNATUUWKIDINRAUNN

& Xo o v a i a
1FunAnmASIi N 1,000 AU FRTUAATIEZRANUAINYENNAINT  UazAIY
P “ a

ANV DI T

2. azuuudosavimadiamaniuazizinmaingy fulizondn 5 1895uT

a v oA Y “ a & Ay A -

WwiguLad 31a: 20 T d9ldanmssevvesiniSoutudszandn 5 lssFoulszon-

Fnw Iudanaau1enst] 9119% 13 13958% 312% 1,000 A @ wmudiaszianuha
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o o v A o a o A a < an
vayari  warmsdhHudaanssvainquiniseeudereuifeanuanuiduianiifves
é‘: a o v 7= &) = a v "
WUUROY WUURAUNI 2 ’g@m@1qﬂszmﬂ"lumsmn'luwmwmﬂmanm T.m'lmma:q@
r.) ° @ J v a J
Insanataniliuauasd
=) o) Q ;; [~ d r—Y o
2.1 LWUURBUITIADAMIAT Jeauti 1.5 1uluugauiIain1saaa uio
araviasduliiiu 2 nan dnswan sy gon uasmdaadu 9 laslidilang
, & o A
ﬂtymLa’umumsmwaaummmamumam‘[mgt.%mmng (FTUT UNDAUURY, 2537
' o | e . ' . e
127) FAONUALUVIND 0.81  AININEINTHIN -1.423 119 3.149  UATAIDIWIY
FIMUNTENIN 0.655 D3 2.856
2.2 WUURALATINM18INgE s2auTu U.5 1HuuuusauSesmanyians
fudmaiannudnlanaranuinluanunanureIaIANNeas 9§ fiunsaTIeEauaIu
A/ VA U A [ Qo ' 1
mammuawﬂmgvmww LR UAIANNINDIYINND 0.88 AIANNLINTENING -1.584

A9 1.857 WAZAIEIWIITNUNTINTING 0.388 119 2.864

daudsnlElumsdnen
Anidasy
1. YasgmIsnasey
1.1 wIwaw wustiu 200, 250, 300, 400, 500 LAY 600 A
1.2 WInTe wuiadu 20, 25 uaz 30 U9
2. fanuen (b) wiadu Lisnatesanuein wazsnasiedinNNeIn
BUIZWIN -2 T3 +2
3. ATmMAeTsiaIsUsznay Uszneudin
3.1 wuy EFA s&mwiuafeesi ER usr ERR uwasuuy CFA &5y
§¥19608 x2, AGFI, RMR, NNFI uaz CN Siansiens
3.1.1 tetrachoric correlation matrix WU
3.1.2 tetrachoric correlation matrix ﬁﬁmsﬂ%’uﬁmuﬁaga
3.1.3 tetrachoric correlation matrix A%MTUTFAINITLON
3.1.4 variance-covariance matrix
3.2 Wy CFA awiuaiiash G2 Siasnziens

3.2.1 tetrachoric correlation matrix msﬂ%’m‘%uwﬁaga

Aa
TH
. . . 4 @,
3.2.2 tetrachoric correlation matrix AUAITHLAAINITIAN
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Aandsaa
soilusTanuduwendfinnmsiinrciasdusznay Usznaude
1. dofivsienudwenidenmydinnevesdUszneunuy EFA
1.1 @7#h ER uaz ERR l@dnnmsiieinzwals tetrachoric correlation
matrix wuuldn Wwldsunsy SPSS/PCY
1.2 @u%h ER uaz ERR lédnmsiasiziens tetrachoric correlation
matrix ﬁﬁmsﬂ%’m’%‘uuﬁaga Tuldsunsu SPSS/PC*
1.3 @u# ER uar ERR 1danmsiasizhens tetrachoric correlation
matrix PEmsuAsmsien Tulusunsu SPSS/PC
1.4 @7% ER uar ERR le#ainmsiiainswérs variance-covariance
matrix wlUsunsn SPSS/PC’
2. silistanuduonddnmsiaziesiusznauuy CFA
2.1 ¢aft G2 ldanmadiasefene tetrachoric correlation matrix 7151013
USuiuudawa luldsunsy TESTFACT
2.2 g G2 ldanmsievians tetrachoric correlation matrix ‘ﬁﬁm‘s
unemsian lulusunsy TESTFACT
2.3 awfi 2% AGFI, RMR, NNFI uaz CN ldanmsiiaseieny tetra-
choric correlation matrix lulysunsy LISREL
2.4 §vit 2 AGFI, RMR, NNFI usz CN ldanmadianzsiaie tetra-
choric correlation matrix ﬁﬁmiﬂﬁ”uﬁuuﬂaga Tuldsunsy LISREL
2.5 @v# %% AGFI, RMR, NNFI uaz CN ldanmsienzieaae tetra-
choric correlation matrix AxN1suiAIN1I5e7 Tuldsunsa LISREL
2.6 @iy, AGFI, RMR, NNFI uaz CN ldanmsiienzhaas variance-

covariance matrix lwlUsunyy LISREL

gasnlEAmImani
arioasrdmwlainw (Eigen Ratio : ER) wansils drdasdiuvatlainuues
3 P 3 d'
238Usznaun 1 wazleinuvasasdlsznauf 2
aridnTdmvavanamlainw (Ratio of Eigen Ratio : ERR) wangi

o

ANDATIEIUVDIDATIEINYDIAN latnuvBIaIAUITNALN 1 wazal latnuvasnInlsznay
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Pl . e ) ' I3 - , < P
n2 u.a:mamwa’mmaamvlamumaaamﬂs:nauw 2 Llﬂ:ﬂ71aLﬂumadadﬂﬂ5$ﬂaUﬂ 3

L n o Q . . . Qv A
ArANMIIMAADY (chi-square &3V likelihood ratio (G?) wanufaawitn
lslunneseuiwinesdusznovsasgadays 1unsldnimasey chi-square
0 . . . 4 A - o o
Yszanman likelihood ratio tWONARDUAINUANIZRNTDILULABLLBTNIIAIARAIILIN
'S [ 'Y A 2 AT o v a o 'S oA
avndsznauiaramin 1ed G fdpaaguaasindoyalinwinasdlsznauiving
Mrua M Imaaay dﬁmm‘lcﬁmngm

1
G* = 251 In —

NPI

o a
l TuaNudln pattern |
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330, 2537  48)
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2. Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index (AGF]) amuisaine GFI uazusuun
~¥ q d' U A v A A‘ 1 Qs ) Qr
aua1 degree of freedom LwaLmul'im’mvl@mumaw’mwmmaangumamamg«m
(p+q) (p+q+1)

AGFI = 1- ————— (1-GF)

° . “ad & e o
= 977U observed variables Iufiinunafivwintosay
= 91wu predictor variables lumsAnwaaunuianila

voswvumaulalanwmualuluies daiu g = o

d = degrees of freedom LRIETCE
(s - 0) W' (s - )
s-0) W' (s-0
GFI = 1- -
SW's
s = variance-covariance matrix maan&jwﬁ’aaﬂ’ld
a3
O = variance-covariance matrix 283U3sTINIANNNG 1)
W = wesndiminaltusuanluniseiuam

¥ & | A A 4
3. Root Mean Square Residual (RMR) Liusnfidannuaaiainfonadsues

3 1 @ 1 A § - .
may)amnnqumammﬂm@Lﬂﬁau"lﬁmn‘[m@ammqwﬁ (Average of the fitted residuals )

AU UIMNFAT

p+yq i A
RMR = [2 & = (S5-0)°/ (p+q) (p+q+1) ]

i=l j=1

4. Non-normed fit index (NNFI) fua9ngas

NNFI = (f; - f) / (f; - 1)

f, = nFy/d,
f = nF,/d,
F, = ﬂ"\@iﬁq@maa fit function 38 F[s, £(0)] #wmivluias
ﬁgﬂﬂs:mmm
F, = m@f”xq@maa fit function w32 F[s, £(0)] amsuluian

Niu baseline
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5. Critical N (CN) funaIngas

CN = +1

mTiarsifamdarit
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Sanquswin 100 98 dulusunsn SPSS/PC' iaasvssunnuiiwendfvasuuy
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Jiezideseudslysunsy BILOG lapdiaszvifiaz 20 4a Lﬁalﬁmuﬁvlﬂﬁ'ums
Sinsvdaraudelusunsy BILOG luiuf 2

Tufl 2 Aeseideseudslisunsy BILOG aldandesauflinanzauny
luiaa 3-parameter lasldTamoudiaz 20 Tadadmiuday 1,000 AU @WATUUIN
284 Mislevy (1986 8191w Harwell & Janosky 1991 : 281) lumsl#lusunsy BILOG

Ui 3 faiiendasaudiinaumn (b) atf7zning -3 D9 +3 uazliAonun
U (a) BYTININ -2.5 fia +2.5

Sud 4 gugavestamaudlaIaueIn Wil 2 7a ’g@ﬁ 1 ’qﬂﬁaaauﬁ
Lifinnsanadianuen ’q@ﬁ 2 'g@%aaauﬁﬁmsai’ﬁﬁ'@mﬂmumn loudadamauiiil
mmmmnaglwﬁfm‘szwjm -2 fla +2 Jadomauilu 3 70 ANNET 20, 25 LA 30 TB
I@Ufm"\mugaau'lwma:'q@ 1% 200, 250, 300, 400, 500 WAT 600 AL AIUFAILYH

NN
U



ey - e
48  AGINEYINITIEY

A
A 1
laisnadrainuen
a
yaf 2

ANAATAIINEIA

< 4 o o A a & - o v o« .
PUN 6 u’}’q@'ﬂaﬂaﬂl(ﬂsﬂu‘l'ﬂumu@auﬂ 5 VIO WIMLAZINLUW  correlation

—— 2098 —+——

—— 3098 —+———

200
250
300
400
500
600
200
250
300
400
500
600
200
250
300
400
500
600

matrix 4 WUU A8 tetrachoric correlation matrix WUULAY

matrix ﬁﬁmsa.li"m‘%um]"aga tetrachoric correlation matrix NUAITLARINITLAN LS
variance-covariance matrix
& A a & & ad A % s fv ~
JuN 7 NaTeHaIfsznay 2 35 s EFA uaz CFA @1uiuasngnd 4 oile
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d i A g . . . =
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WasinmseAadn m'l,md‘nummmmmm@aumaaauvlagnmaa Wuuals be
ilomawinny o w3e adsbe Slamaviniy 1 vl r, Jandu -1 w30 o Duwalw

=y (‘ﬁl Yo P > / » L Qs Qdd’ =Y !

wasngnlaiin non-positively definite UWan1IUNAINIILA1AI8ITN Carroll Aadulu
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2. MITanih NNFI emasausndiduianidusisvusay wainesih NNFI
wdanunIn Lﬁaﬁmitﬂﬁﬂml,ﬂaaﬁhmu;jaau IWIUTORAY UASAIANINEIN UANTT
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