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T&l lﬂﬂﬂ'ﬁ@li)ﬂﬁ%ﬂ\‘i{l’aﬁi)ﬂLL!JUW‘P!I]']ﬂ

W @

(Polytomous IRT Model) uaz m3dszanaleiy

msnmaammuﬂ%’ummzﬁ"mnauﬁuma%’

(Computerized Adaptive Testing)*

Aay zg%':z

1. ANAUN

lumydamsiaingt  suwpyvestadnulunuuiadulngaziludediny
wunagsifenaila 5 dafen wielifiunasdszanmen (rating scale) uuy 5 yan3e
799 TwsmeAlumansaavauastosau (Item Response Theory; IRT) sl Rasch
model, two-parameter logistic model, normal ogive model W38 three-parameter
logistic model a:1%léuTamauilwazuuuiuninig (dichotomous) #3auuy o-1
winin soiuidlaldTumantsaeuauasdosausansn (Fa3oninilu dichotomous IRT
model) Siarsdtogauuuunarsdiianniauvumnaslsanasn asawneizany
mwauauaa’ﬁaaauﬁmmﬁm:gnﬁ@ﬁﬂﬂ lastidunAensidessuuuunaiuea
\Ran ﬁa:ﬁaoﬁmumlﬁﬂ:u.uuahﬁué'm,ﬁanﬁgnL*ﬂu 1 sufenuantiwldazuumiu o
vwwwe  wiadsdiensiteidunnaslszanmenfansiwualinsasulusons
(category) 7t 1, 2 waz 3 ldnzuwmiiu o swnsaaulusiumsfl 4, s, 6 uaz 7

sunanaiiaualumiduwguiimde meinidunmsdnw Insfinw 2539
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1anzuunviiny 1 Wudu Seeermsinsedlaslsluteanisaouanasdarouuuy
“ . v 4 o o A @
n3n19 (dichotomous IRT model) ¢ fmmlﬁqryLﬁammumﬂmmnmmmmum's

. o] , -
QSUR’)%ﬁ%ﬂ‘UE}U‘NLaU@’]U

Tugreszoz 25 Drunn  dinsdaduuaziau luasnisasuanssdosoy
uyuwrnia (polytomous IRT model) Tuanatudalilos polytomous IRT model
hangrsuidgmanylimnzauszaindeyaiuluesmyianzyd lavvinldnis
aavLdazafaniiWaifuntTnauauas (response function) vasudazdaionias Aisen
1 operating characteristic function §IRWNAALAIRUNMIREUAUBITERELTINIG

‘3\1ﬂ'amaij‘lumﬁLﬂi’l:ﬁ@laa@ns:mumi

polytomous IRT model fununnlunisiantsdainsuiniu lesindsunae
Yhu"l.é‘l’ﬁm%'aoﬁai’aﬁlvﬁ"ﬂumummauuuuwvzmﬂ nnIuuuniInialunisie
amansuznoluvesynaa 15w Bock (1972) Thissen (1986) Usiuald1 polytomous
IRT model wfszslomintozm winawinudmaufvesluesilylddin
dichotomous IRT model uanmn&umsﬂszqﬂﬁ polytomous IRT model Tuns
UfiaReuitymnmmaseufiddn 9 fdlianinlugrameaisse 1970 uaz 1980
wsitiafimawawilusunsy MULTILOG lay Thissen (1988) un1sld polytomous
IRT model ﬁﬁfmmﬂuvlﬂvlﬁmn%ulwgﬁfﬂfwaLLa:LLmMumomsﬁnm'lmJ 9 7%

. 3 3 o a e v J
authentic assessment ﬂlV\ ANRINYNUM 511’1 ﬂZLL%%LLUUWVgﬂ’W ANINVU

g
o

ailsluias polytomous IRT model # ﬁmmLﬁuﬁ%mn%mndwmm:‘l’ﬁﬁ']‘h
polytomous %38 polychotomous 343qndaaruuy ?Taagﬂﬁguﬁulumauﬁ lé9nen
8% 8989 Gideon Mellenberg (8198414 Weiss, 1995) 7141 #1791 dichotomous 197N
mun3ndn dicho Sauain xas Ay tomous Foutainida uazd131 polytomous
ANIINMEININ polus FIuUsdn N AU tomous LT GITi% ﬁﬁﬁgﬂﬁaom

o~ “ g '
9¢1u dicho-tomous N poly-tomous 471MN77

2. Tumammauauaoﬁ’aaamwuwn‘mﬂ (polytomous IRT model)

vl ar 1 A .
polytomous IRT model lofinmswauinsuinit 25 ¥ @9 Thissen uaz
Steinberg (1986) la3aa1uuduwn polytomous IRT model 13 3 1ums suldun
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difference model, divide-by-total model was left-side added divide-by-total model
Byvsznaveay multiple-choice model w83 Thissen and Steinberg, Samejima’s
multiple-choice model usz Sympson’s model VI ualuaamaniilaleldluns
naFeuULUUUTUMINzAIABNRILaDS (computerized adaptive testing : CAT) 349 laive
nEY o AR §uessiBuaves difference model uas divide-by-total model &31

v o ' A & e & A o o
1aaan1wa 1 Tﬂuluuma:ﬂUmﬂmrﬂa‘naguuqmuﬂﬂuL@mwwmmmvlﬂmnﬂq@ a9t

Hierarchy of Polytomous IRT Models
(*Model is a member of the Rasch family of IRT models)

Difference Models Divided-By Total Models
Graded Response Nominal Response
(Samejima) (Bock)
Rating Scale Generalized Partial Credit
(Muraki) (Muraki)

Partial Credit*
(Masters)

Successive Intervals*

(Rost)

Rating Scale*
(Andrich)

|
NAN 1
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2.1 Difference Models
1w difference model a:l435n 138y omrdlamavasminavlusons
@ 9 Fa'leun Samejima’s graded response model (GRM) war Muraki's rating scale
model (MRSM) ifluéu lu difference model 9 GRM usz MRSM lamawasnis
aavlumemmils 9 dwnasnmsulemaveimsasvlusismsiimnueannlams
vosnsaavlumomiiten sunisfiuaaslamavssntsaevlumonimits 9 a:ld

: . . - . o
operating characteristic function (OCF) lasfispazidoalundazluian aeit

2.1.1 Graded Response Model (GRM)

P o A @ o P a a
GRM wmanzneslgilonsasuludaniis g UYUNIINFINTOLIEN
o Qs 9 1 J A 1 Qs L = g
saulduinnin 2 emstnll Feudazemsuaaaieszauaasanuaiialunisud
Tyrinlaszavrasnnuidumonudaauiuaamawnd  aanunseasulusiomsng

o Qo .0 0 ' =1 Qs A 1 Q W g: L% » A
sauandevuaasfisnsfiguansuznysialasdanuiasnitnisaavlunensid
swugend azuuuililuudaznomsszidudmamdy unudi x lav x = 0,1..., m,
- @ a & . a i o o @
Samejima léWauinizuumsaasiuaauluni s lamafuaaaiiiszaunisazle
o .

nl o @ 5 i A A 9 -] 1 L%
AZLUUNI AU 1A I UANT Ianwawqﬂﬂaa:"lmﬂ:uuu X magomﬂummawaw i

uaas laasgunny

exp[Dai(6~b|x)]
I+exp[Da (6-b, )]

*

P 8) =

& \ a - , e
lagy D o f1aaNT8INI@IBILYIINY 1.7
a o ° o d .
a,  fa WInfiieasowanuunvesten i
R wwswﬁmai‘s:é’umaaqmé’nwmx

b, @8 winfeasanuuinvessums A x luded i

lundazdorziinsUszunudn a; 1 AUAZITATEIANNEIN 1 TR UUNRDI

9
& o
Wunsmilamavasnisasulumeniswii 9 (p,(0)) laumssvulamaszaurainis
aauTunIfagdaludiaunis

P,(8) = P (8)-P]  (8)

LXHS



8ANeINTIRE 27

2.1.2 Muraki’s Rating Scale Model (MRSM)
Muraki  ugasl¥ifiuin MRSM (dunsdiawizuas GRM & wsu
NATIANABAG Muraki Truwiniimasanuenn (by,) 189 GRM Auwinfiiaasaiumns
293981UUINA3 (item location) LAz TAVBINTHLA 3¢ threshold vasanas (t,) lu MRSM

d A A o d e P - . v A, &
Iaﬂqaﬂﬁdaaﬂeﬂﬁusz@u 8 NNINRUAITH aUluT‘lﬂﬂ']TYI X Vﬁafﬁﬂﬂqq 1%’11871 i tfuasgunns

exp[Da,(6-b+t )]
l+exp[Da(6-b .+t )]

*

Pix ©) =

dauu muld MRSM dafifinnems my+1 ssgninuaguansus
lageuniazasdaiuuunnas (b;) 13T uun (a;) wazgazed threshold (ty) Vo9

& [ A m| v & [ [ a . @
N1Nay Faanasiin t sznsinndanusanadanun13iasiey rating scale 171

lunsdives GRM lamavasnisaaulusienisn x vasten i wile
lagmsaudsridu P’ (0) Aidewn Wiatedinudud 2 mans (aniufle) GRM uaz
MRSM aznatuiiuluteagainisiidiaas vl GRM saisnlfleanuuuusaunls

ATUUUNT LLUUYI%J’HF’ILLE]:W‘IQJYM

2.2 Divide-~by-total Models
A’ A o L7 Qo
Tulutaalaniavadn13aaulusngNITNIIRUARI IS INNNITRITAI LA

GT’)fJNRTJN’UBJ&]")L?TN’UENIE]TY]N?JENﬂW?G] E]Ullquﬂi’]UﬂTi I@Uﬁi'\ﬂﬂnﬁﬂ@@ﬁﬁ

2.2.1 Nominal Response Model (NRM)

NRM wWawlas Bock (1972) Lﬂqumaﬁﬁmmﬁ"ﬂﬂmnﬁqmlu
divide-by-total model usz luaadufivznsndelufidunsdianizues NRM lag
NRM ¢9ann difference model @537t NRM swnsalslanutefifidndon viasoms
ﬁvlajmmmL‘%mﬁ’lﬁummzﬁumaamwugnﬁam%ai:é’waoqmﬁﬂum:ﬁﬁaﬂfmjﬁ@m
NRM vfuwmmuﬁa:Lﬁummuﬁuz}ﬂumiﬂs:mmmmmmmsnmaaqﬂﬂahU
lawzauddnmusunsnluszauen S)I@U’lvﬁmsaumﬂmnmnﬁam"ﬁmwamﬂﬂammﬁf

NRM ﬁmmiamaﬁgaauﬁﬁs:ﬁu 8 finvua azaauluensf x

v d‘ . ¥ W
P97a% i eIaNMT
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exp[c, + a, 8]

Pu\(e) = ni
2 explc, +a, 0]

ih
h=1

h.

A Al o ° A' A
lagf a, Ao slope n3a BIWRIUUNVBITIENTA X Tof |
a o P v_d .
cix A8 intercept VoININTUNIIABLTIONTA X Tad i

a o v o
n, A2 NUININLNITYaIVON 1 (X = 1,....00

mwmmsn'l.umsihu,uﬂ;Eaaumaou,@ia:swnm,mmﬁsJ aj, ®IU Cj 92

v

a ' Qs ' =) o o A
a:nauﬂgauwuﬁs:mnmmmnLLa:ﬂszaﬂﬁmw'lumimLLuﬂﬂJadimmwm ) HEN

a & a & o @ Y o ° a . PR
INaTU D Wdﬂ‘ﬂumadma’\lzﬁiznaUﬂ’J?JEJ’]HW%LL%HLLG:QGWW] (mtercept) LNDVUDRDU

a ' gt

Juel 2 d18on (WazuuwuuugnAufia) NRM sznatuiilu 2-parameter logistic model

(2PLM) lapanauennuaidassivinny ¢, w1Iaie a,

2.2.2 Partial Credit Model (PCM)
Thissen and Steinberg (1986) uaadlAlAwINAIAIINTUIEI NRM
ﬂl A/ =~ s Q‘; =3 « ‘/‘ﬂl A4 Q ar L4 d. % A ~ o s
Wndufia: 1.0 asundainldnazls NRM damsudenldazuuuaunuminisusau
WV v A « 8 . A =3 g a Aﬂl
& Master (1982) J9leWarunilu Partial credit model Safindonu GRM as3fi PCM
° [ 7 A' v L 5 L% o dl 9@ .t-'-i
wanzdamivdeilwazuuuldidudu 9 ewdaien Semwrsouaaslomafigaauis
Qv :J J R \d d' . J
szau 0 Anwue wldsuazuun x luden i it

X

exp[ 2 (e - bik)]

i=(

P,®) = — h
2 exp[ X (6-b)]
h=0 k=0

Tog by 1uanuendszinnemsi k vasdod i Faazilsruaniu
ANBINaY m; frEmiuTaf i uanioliinedu Master mmualst by, indu 0.0 e
k = 0 lu PCM tusismsluudaziulisniudasdomumnnuen (wnensm 2
NI TIEmMh 1) T@UﬁﬁamnmLﬁaaﬁudmnﬁaﬁmd’mmaﬁuunwﬁtﬁuuﬁu i
doldazunuuuuninie PCM aznaneiilu Rasch model daldlanuuuusaudivsznau

1uén uﬁaﬁlﬁﬂ:uuuuuu*n%mﬂLLa:wv;mﬂvl@T
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2.2.3 Andrich’s Rating Scale Model (ARSM)
A s Qv L2 o . r.‘ = ~ dl
e PCM l5ldnudasmauuy Likert Fofigsvasnsvsziiiui
‘ [ & ° [ & o & . .

wduaw (Low 7 qﬂ) PCM fAmansamviredulasvinilu Andrich’s rating scale
model (ARSM) Master uaz Wright lanan1ilumis@a Rating Scale Analysis 91
) . o A [ € a
AANNLN IUARL BN TV TN 9370 PCM sunsanenlailu 2 asdilsznay fe

bik =bj + ti

Qe 1] A4 A . ‘
lay b; ADAUNUITEITEN | LUUIAT (AINAT) WAL t o threshold
L Q A L7 é‘;
FMTuTunIn k ludeninue
ARSM ayWusanaIn PCM Iﬂu’[amaﬂgaaumsmu 6 NAIMUA

A 3 A . W A ;
wldsunzunn x ludaf i uaaslaah

exp[K _+ x(6-1b)]

Pix (e) =

nZ“ exp[K, + h(6 - b))]

h=0

lay k, WNALAUVDINRTINTDY threshold

a ﬂ‘ ' A’ o Qur (%
ARSM nilauny MRSM asefi an 4 Uszanuduaniuvtarey
ﬂ‘: ‘J 1 ' ; . o Q. 0 4 )
WL Tuwptusfidunasuasts (b;) UTTAUTUANIAINEIATUUGASETD UAA1997n MRSM
d o v & [V v o . o ° oA [ A al v o
AW ARSM  {78aNn83lUaIawINNTaUAITWIINUUNINUNBUNY  TIRTBUNUVE

X .
anadtuasaunas PCM

2.2.4 Successive Intervals Model (SIM)
9 Qv J L7 ° Qo Qr Qr ~
Rost (1988) lawaur SIM Jumnlinunzamiumsiarauad Loy
d o Aa e A e o d . 1
lamafigaaudil 6 szauninmue axldiuazuun x luded i uaaslddad

exp{K_+ x8-[xb, + x(m - x)d ]}

z exp{K, + h6 — [hb. + h(m - h)d]}

h=0

P.(0) =
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- a 6 )
las b, fa windieeaunas (scale value)
.l +v A . A
d; fa wanfwaimIniznevesden i Fiusasdlerzuznavad
v d & [
threshold v83Tafitdosiunlyann threshold VaININNAT UL

2
k, fi8 aUv8INaTINDAY threshold MNTI1BNNTNA 1 D9 X

SIM unsdlianizves PCM 11uwi@einy ARSM laoussunmuaanes
-l ° 1 A3 1 9 = 5‘; ' 1
MIBAUAIVNVBUUINATUARETD UBZUTAVDY threshold v24viN1a3 ue SIM @14
A U o =l s ‘4 ) L Qr
99N ARSM @549 SIM fdwinfisasanainits fe d; vaIuansYD DUWLRAITITUNA
ANVLANAIITEAINITEOEN threshold 81W5UTD WRLILHZNNY threshold VDININIGT

cd e Y ] v | s = . & <
UALNDNIMUATEANEINAN d; NNTBININY 0.0 SIM NIzNLRINAIBLILK ARSM UuLad

2.2.5 Generalized Partial Credit Model (GPCM)
Muraki (1992) ldWamn PCM lassniindeansaiasduiiinge
sounndaiiiamaTiuuniriniu GPCM lédWamunguuuiy PCM lagld 2-
parameter logistic model unw Rasch model WariTupa9 GPCM Laaaldaamuns

expl 2 a(0-b,)

POz —
z exp[ Z a;(e s bik)]
h=0 k=0

P “ PR da o d o war o A,
lagf Py () fio lemangdmaufifiszau o Arwua axldiuazuuu x Tudof i
2
T8 m+1 M

WITLAD TRV NNV DIT N i

©

q;

bix

3k b
©

a [ 4 A
WITWLaaIANNENVaITNYNIN k (k=1,...,m;)

. e 9 A A a P
Muraki nwualw (-by) = 0.0 o k=0 Tuniiewnu PCM asafi by
« WV a &« v o Qs A Qs
LidassniludoaGosauaray unsdlft a, = 1.0 GPCM azimillouny PCM uazann
L3 A [l v g § A o ] g . .
YAGNKININ by, unsauusldiiu 2 ssfilsznay Ao aunisvasde (item location; b;)
uas threshold 123MIM1AT () GPCM znaeiilu ARSM  uanainuw Muraki £19
v w . 1 o Qv 12 A =

ugadliAudna2891 GPCM iunsdliawizues NRM s wsutenmonisanuisaes
aaulisae
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-~ L 4
3. mﬂaan‘hﬁumamsmuauawaaauuuuwvgmn

mufanld polytomous IRT model @aimilsfisasfsznaunanseing 15w
Uszinnvasdaya fmuaaﬂﬂs'faaszmnﬁa;&aﬁ’ulwma WA luMIIaTEA Lazaw
Usznda frdermmudidnfonitlimunsndoemeuldfimansiiezld NRM udddasin
fvumsuinnin 2 :nums%u"lﬂﬁmmsm?mswumsmm:ﬁumaaqmﬁnumzﬁﬁaﬁv‘u
jadald fenvezld GRM, GPCM, w3a PCM LLsirT']’i'l'a;‘JlaﬁﬁmﬁwTuﬁLﬂu rating scale
Azl luieanidendrslanizianzasatns MRSM, SIM n3a ARSM nieanafenld
lutaaannisanuans likelihood ratio w‘w‘am’maaummmmmm:v\dnﬁagaﬁu
Tueaudazluias LAzRINIDNARBUANNLANG1TEWINY likelihood ratio 28Iudas
Lueald winlaes 2 luesilanumanzaniudayaliuandaiuainlioddy 50
madenltluaaiiienin uedw

4. WMIVBIAEIAY CAT 1% polytomous IRT model

MInasauLULLILMINsaunanRIaad (Computerized Adaptive Testing:
CAT) Huwianvsulnivesmsianalaverdunisyszynd IRT Feiteldiusouns
souluulinszaty-Guse (paper-pencil test) agnarydiznis figdwfe CAT azld
mIuinisuuussulasaanuuuaaiiontaseu i iinunuizannineszauaueIn
ﬁus:é’umaaqmﬁnwm:’uaasgaauﬁﬂizmm‘lﬁ CAT RlFwindssautosniiuas
anunuglumMITainAumIagIniuuseuaudy CAT &UNWAIKINNIINLLY
gounauaaldoniiliaziunuuunima  Sydulduninaolumisnunmemmesay
614 9 vataw3Inn 1w ETS ldwWaiur Graduate Record Examination wuufiiiu adap-
tive test Fuanld American Society of Clinical Pathologist, National Council of State
Board of Nursing a8z American Board of Internal Medicine fle3duifeafiezin CAT
inlFlumsreuifaTutlzmainias wiansznannmingwesanizawimalda Armed
Services Vocational Aptitude Battery uuufiiiu CAT st uazluns3suifionniu CAT

[% al v @ A A
Tuszoznas 9 Suwrlsbunazld polytomous IRT model anndni3ay

CAT fasfusznaunanfidnan 4 asnvsznay laun assdagoy NszuIumMs

~ \d

Aaiiandagay nizwIUMTUIIANMAIAMAN YL ULAZNMInga (stopping rule) U

P

a e v A Py ' = ‘ @ ¥
SuiAgnuSoInIutsaaniiy 4 nqumuaaﬁﬂs:naumm CAT asdialuit
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41 NWisuAtURsTaaey
1aveInfITaRBULAEAUAN Uz TaITara U luAR finadanmunInyas
manasauluuUIUmanzann fdsmauiimsiiazuuuuuunine wasldmidemed
@4 3-parameter logistic model NaNFITLUUUIIIMITATIWIUTEROUBENINRY 100
18 (Dodd, 1995) fadufunsaauifinnuidyouianidaseufiniszfaualng

YIzu14 500-1000 U9

Jymiinwpyesluadsdossvawaidn fa msdszumizlisniide
Uszunoulasld maximum likelihood w3adszinalléfvzfinnueaainfaunnasgiu
g9 weidiiu polytomous IRT model HamM¥iaazwuuane1vll laswuinndsdaseu
Afidomouiins 30 Tafimansndszanmildadefiaawing deldluies GRM
PCM SIM uaz ARSM uaswuhluuSunvasnisianauaduuy Likert asidaroudiil
Jogauliey 24 dafawsovinnuldainfuszininalosldluea PCM (Kock and
Dodd, 1985 ensfislu Dodd, 1995) uaz ARSM (Dodd, 1990)

athalsfeudarunuindriildusesin  adstesaunisidosou 30 7o
wiannnin udranfuinedwit CAT filF polytomous IRT model ATAANWUE VDY
forauivsnouiutwiundinsiinadonnusiFevasszuy CAT snni Tull 1903
Dodd uazamiz (81985l Dodd, 1995) Munwinsitessufifidossy 30 7o ldnad
gmsu CAT 7l PCM st fussauinauesnsiteseuiivaganading 9 Ay
Funa 0 = 0.0 uanIINiu AdsaavTIaEna Ty lumaliuRiAs e
asuBaflom mafadendesey waraudsendurasadidosey eoiulumsseud

§100y 9 MIlTAssTasauswialngianin

mfnuasiteseuviadnlilanaidmi polytomous IRT model
Lﬁaamnmwm‘%oﬁ‘hms‘lﬁﬂ:uummuwvlmﬂa:'l,ﬁmsaumﬂmnmfwms‘lﬁﬂ:uuuuuu
ninasgudd "éavlmﬁmLwia:'lﬁi:é’umsaumﬂgandnmfu ayawnan lafdidinng
LLimLma‘ﬁ'ﬂ%amamquﬁz?waaamé’nwmzﬁ&jﬁm smmsﬁagamﬁuuda:g}"uaa‘ﬁaﬁlﬁ
ﬂ:LLuuLLUUW‘t’]‘ﬂ’lﬂ’ﬂ:Lﬂﬁauﬁuﬁaﬁlﬁﬂ:LLuuLLUUﬂ%fl’lﬂﬁaﬂ‘l‘id goiuasawinanle
awnﬁaﬁlﬁﬂ:LLuuLLuuwvgmﬂ%’iaﬁshus’m'luﬂaﬁ'Eumsaumﬂmaaﬂﬁa'ﬁaaamwmnmﬁ

v A9 e a
’UE)YII%QSLL%%LLUUYI’JN’M
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@ o a Ao a P | s a o

mamn@ﬂmmymaamswmﬂmﬂuaawaaaulu polytomous IRT model
3 Q' Qs A L d Qs ° J U d‘ v o Vo
nﬁaﬂawaaauwﬁnmuﬂvl@mnmsmaawummnmwm:Lﬂu"uagmn WyI1N13
ihaaaﬂa”w“aaauma:ﬁﬂs:‘[wﬂumﬁ@ns:ﬁ"n@iawwswﬁma%’ﬁjﬁmﬁalumsﬁnm

- ‘J v & a ¥ o L o v
@7 LLﬂiﬂﬂuli)vl@lathﬂ wENAI59:inN1TI9 UI@ Ul’ﬂ’ﬂﬂﬁﬂ‘ufﬂid LLﬂ:E&ﬁaU’ﬂidﬂ'}U

4.2 NWSsuRsatunsTIuMIRaLEanToRoU

Wvangussnsiadantosoulu CAT fenisdadasaufiesliasaunea
GRGCER ST ’uaa;gaauﬁﬂs:mmmvl@“'lmm:ﬁ?umnﬂﬁaﬁaaau lagszuy CAT
fulngacldWoriFumsaunaasdosoy (item information function) iluAnguzes
mifialianda annsfnsnuinlu CAT Al polytomous IRT model Uszinn GRM,
NRM, uaz PCM mssaifandasevlaglswenduansawinavasdosauaz ldnaduin
MT398189 De Ayala (1992) WUINMTITITIMNATEY “TIHMT” UNUFIITFUINAVA
“fa” lunszuauniseaidon s lilddosoutanss 1 Talapiads lagld NRM-CAT
Asnasiu auﬂaqﬁuﬁﬁﬂzjﬁmsﬁnmLﬁamwaaun’\ﬂ%msaumﬂma\mum'ﬂums
sadandomavlu CAT wenmmiuAdslild@nwnszuiumsiadontoseuuuuiu

r-1 P w 1 ;
wanwia lUanasauwnearasiunisvsazesaluluiaainaii

madanlnivasnisealiantazaulu ARSM uay SIM leun niseaaiaen
Y . PRt [ [ P 9 a a o =< P P -
MBANIAININANUTEAY O ﬂﬂszmlmvlwaagaaumnﬂq@ in15anw 2 SasnSuu
I UTETHINNTZLIUNIIAAL R aNA AN ININENUTZAY 0 ﬁﬂi:mmvlﬁmaarjaaumn
{ @ o @ ar @ - i ) o o
ﬁq@ numsmﬂLﬁanmnﬁaﬁ’numiaumﬂmaamaaauwgaﬁq@ WU nealiandalay
- o P [ @ [ ™ a 9 , \ ad e A
fananauiaInlndlfesnuszey o YRAEEHNED lenaliuandsldannisaaiian
MUITRUNADDITEROUFIFA Ue Dodd (1995) LRWDTINITAALRDNATNATNIATIN
1 A’ 1 ] i v o e " = L% Q
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