Journal of Research Methodology, Volume 24, Number 2 (May-August 2011)

aoa a s - a o -
MFANFIEMEINITINE TN 24 AUUA 2 (WOBNIAN-AINIAN 2554)

Analysis of Items in A Mathematics Test Anxiety Scale
among Hierarchical Linear Model Partial Credit Model
and Graded Response Model

Sirirat Sukuntapuek’
Shotiga Pasiphol?
Sirichai Kanjanawasee?

ABSTRACT

The objective of this research was to analyze items in a Mathematics Test Anxiety Scale
among Hierarchical Linear Model (HLM), Partial Credit Model (PCM) and Graded Response
Model (GRM). The samples were 1,715 Mathayomsuksa 6 students who were studying in
Math-science classes in the 2009 academic year. Samples were drawn from 29 schools under the
jurisdiction of the Pranakhon Sri Ayutthaya Educational Service Area Office 1 and 2, the
Angthong Educational Service Area Office, and the Nonthaburi Educational Service Area Office
using cluster random sampling technique. Data were collected through The Mathematics Test
Anxiety Scale, The Perception of Parent Expectation Scale, The Social Supporting Scale, The Test
Preparing Scale, The Strategy Testing Scale, The Attitude Scale towards Mathematics, and The
Motivation Scale towards Mathematics. There were two steps of data analysis: 1) the estimation
of item and person parameters, and the study of effects of person characteristics on the probability
of correct response from HLM using HLM program 2) the estimation of item and person parameters
from PCM and GRM using PARSCALE, then the comparison with the result of HLM was carried
out. The major findings were 1) The item analysis by HLM using HLM program estimated
difficulty parameters consistently. The mean of standard error of estimation was 0.074. This
method also estimated person parameters that are stored in the residual file. The results of student’s
characteristic study found that gender, perception of parent expectation and attitude towards
Mathematics significantly affected the averaged probability of correct response at .05 level.
2) The correlations between difficulty parameter estimation derived from HLM and PCM were
.899 — .929, between HLM and GRM was .996 and between PCM and GRM was .908 - .918.
The person parameter estimation using the three models yielded that person parameter correlation
between HLM and PCM was .390, person parameter correlation between HLM and GRM was
.437 and person parameter correlation between PCM and GRM was .798
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AAANSmalunsaeuadamanfdusawsmeamnenfaudsvile Tedanauasia
Tnomsdlilly sududaciiriedefldlunisin iAo uULSA (Scale) Fuuuimiiiu
wuUwyAnA (Polytomous Item) Aedinisnraaliiazuuuxinndt 2 A1 Intluudaziuuin
Usznaudng Temomae fnsuiaiiasdnanudaniaalunisaauadinaans ddums

Apzidarmonusazde azdirsinniimesiadeasy uszwindimeiiasay

Tumsiaszidamonstiu Taaiiildnisiiameit 2 uuanne Ae nsdAseisiag
vefjnsneuaussiasay (Item Response Theory: IRT) uazmidiasevlaeldlasiaas
adfleslues (Hierarchical Linear Model: HLM) dsdansiiaszifiamanusaengu]
naneuauasiesautuilunaildiiased My widaarsasama (Partial Credit Model:
PCM) ﬁﬁwuﬂmﬂ Master (1982), INIALTANDUALNLAR (Graded response model: GRM)
fwmuilag Samejima (1969, 1996) flusu daudgnstiassidadsonaledld HLM
HfiaununAslaY Beretvas Uay Williams (2006)

o a 1% a

annsAnEnEuazuidaiAaodaeenud TnmsAnmnuddeiiniasiess
PCM (De Ayala et al., 1991; DeMars, 1998; Kim, Cohen, Distefano & Kim, 1998;
Luc, 2009) T saameidama uuLLAsaaiAshuuaInnd 2 A1 MInadauluuliumang
Frupenfiamas uarnisaTasaaun T Tiseiuredesey uidiuaiy GRM
(Ankenmann & Stone, 1992; Kim & Cohen, 1997; Seong et al., 1997; Cohen, Kim &
Wollack, 1998; Bishop & Omar, 2002) luFewainslszanusminiveiredesay
wazwmeiresaan nnlssfurmufienain1edn waznsrmasaLmMIimMT IR
spsdaseu MudsuReaiunmsfauiioulamaszning PCM use GRM (De Ayala et al.,
1989; De Ayala et al., 1990; Hennings et al., 1996; John, James & Michael, 2000)
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79 HLM uaz PCM iiluluinsuuy 1 wisfiweiaguan ludouwas GRM twilulass
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_ 1 e J ] )
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Raines, 2000; Frenzel, Pekrun, & Goetz, 2007; Miller & Bichsel, 2004; Lucas &
Fugitt, 2007; Ghee & Khoury, 2008; Van Dam, Earleywine, & Forsyth, 2008;
Orpen, 1996; Hembress, 1990; Sarason, 1994; Hazirlanan, Depresyon, & Sosyal, 2007,
Zakaria & Nordin, 2008; Kim & Mclean, 1995)
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2. WaFouisuuarAin®ANNaanAR I INaNTTUT TN LA SRR B S
JamouuazwiAmeivesgaaussuinamlszanuAnsay  Hierarchical Linear Model,
Partial Credit Model waz Graded Response Model
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1. Uszanneildlunisdsussail Ae tnFaudusisanAnmiii ¢ wnunirBauind-adl
tnsfinen 2552 SmdanszuAsATRysY AMIRENNDY Wardamdnuuns &aindninau
ADIZNITUMINTANINTURUTIN AUIU 3,629 AU
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2. NANAIAEN A UnFautulsanAnNTN 6 unumasiTeumd-ada InsAnemn 2552
AMIANTIUPTATOYEEN AINTABNNDY UAZAIUIAUUNLT EANAITINIUANENTINNINNTANEN
< & ° al | e ' ' .
FUNUFIU UIU 1,715 AU wvlr;ﬁmnn'mgum@mmuumnqu (cluster random sampling)
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1.1 HaNTUTENN AN RIRaTIaIa AN NAYE Hierarchical Linear Model

NANIIIATIEN AIANTIY T

NANTUT LN AN NITIALA BB DA DNNANNAANTIG L UNTAR L AT ANART HNY
Hierarchical Linear Model 1atildlilsunsy HLM

M99 1

. . uamsissannAsiineaduastianionu
4aANDN

threshold1 | threshold2 | threshold3 | threshold4 S.E.
1 ~1.767 0.077 2.335 4.500 0.076
2 ~1.766 0.078 2.336 4.501 0.075
3 ~2.643 ~0.799 1.459 3.624 0.078
4 -2.754 -0.910 1.348 3.513 0.078
5 ~2.257 ~0.413 1.845 4.010 0.077
6 -3.196 ~1.352 0.906 3.071 0.081
7 -1.504 0.340 2.598 4.763 0.076
8 -2.554 -0.710 1.548 3.713 0.080
9 ~2.670 ~0.826 1.432 3.597 0.078
10 -1.463 0.387 2.639 4.804 0.076
1 ~0.091 1.753 4.011 6.176 0.074
12 ~1.224 0.620 2.878 5.043 0.074
13 -1.726 0.118 2.376 4.541 0.075
14 ~1.603 0.241 2.499 4.664 0.074
15 -1.816 0.028 2.286 4.451 0.076
16 -2.851 -1.007 1.251 3.416 0.078
17 ~0.987 0.857 3.115 5.280 0.073
18 -2.049 -0.205 2.053 4.218 0.077
19 -2.143 -0.299 1.959 4.124 0.074
20 ~1.994 -0.150 2.108 4.273 0.073
21 -0.868 0.976 3.234 5.399 0.073
22 ~1.11 0.733 2.991 5.156 0.075
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ADAIDIN
threshold1 | threshold2 | threshold3 | threshold4 S.E.
23 -0.798 1.046 3.304 5.469 0.070
24 -0.953 0.891 3.149 5.314 0.072
25 0.796 2.640 4.898 7.063 0.075
26 1.011 2.855 5.113 7.278 0.073
27 2.102 3.946 6.204 8.369 0.083
28 0.367 2.211 4,469 6.634 0.075
29 -0.632 1.212 3.470 5.635 0.071
30 0.635 2.479 4.737 6.902 0.073
31 1.299 3.143 5.401 7.566 0.073
32 1.548 3.392 5.650 7.815 0.069
33 0.831 2.675 4.933 7.098 0.063
34 2.444 4.288 6.546 8.711 0.076
35 2.269 4113 6.371 8.536 0.073
36 2.592 4.436 6.694 8.859 0.074
37 2.116 3.960 6.218 8.383 0.070
38 1.132 2.976 5.234 7.399 0.068
39 0.000 1.844 4.102 6.267 0.063
9ulaAY ~0.623 1.221 3.479 5.644 0.074

anmse 1 wudn dlediessitednnudny Hierarchical Linear Model
Tnel4 Wsunsu HLM Awa@s threshold1 Winfyu -0.623 At threshold2 iafiu —1.221
Auaae thresholds WAL 3.479 AL@AY thresholds WAL 5.644 HAIATINARIALAREL
mmgmmmmiﬂi:mmml,@?iﬂ 0.074 HaRasturedie wudn A threshold1 sdnagszuing

-3.196 T8 2.592 threshold2 {ABEIENINg -1.352 D9 4.43¢ threshold3 HAegrzning

<2 = [ T =
0.906 TN 6.694 WAz threshold4 HANBEITEUING 3.071 DN 8.859
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1.2 wansdszanniAwislineivedgaausos Hierarchical Linear Model
Inelfllaunsy HLM

NEAANERAIMITIIABTIBINABY  @1NT0RATIZLHAINNTELIAUNNTAEY
o a ¢ PN ey \ A Y <
nuMsmsinimeidaday laelusunsy HLM Assauawislinasgaauviaune

U residual file HANTUTZINUIAWINAABIVBILIOU AINITN 2

QAJ [l a a ¥ v . . .
A9 2 aDARUFIuIeNan TR Rinesteaatineld Hierarchical Linear
Model satlilsunsy HLM

ﬂﬁﬁﬁug'\u AZLUURAL wisdipasrasgaauain HLM
Min 40.000 -4.720
Max 174.000 5.158
M 95.279 0.000
SD 20.565 1.272

RINANTN 2 WuATWITIRIReiaauaInnITATuausntllsuns HLM

fAwsRmesianumgavintiy -4.720 UATEIEAVINAL 5.158 ANAREWIATL 0.000

(A deUUNIATIIUYINLY 1.272)

1.3 WaMIANEIAINGNNUT BRI sauaneslussneunTnelania
neaeLdaAnIN NAN1TILATIEIAIAIIN 3
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faayu (Hypothetical Model)

Fixed Effect Coefficient S.E. t-ratio | Approx. df | p-value
Intercept; 7 -0.411975 | 0.070412 | -5.851 1706 0.000
ANNITUWAKLY (Female) ~0.141357 | 0.064774 | -2.182 1706 0.029
o Y e v
NIFUTANNAIANTTBNLINATEY (Take) | 0.014680 0.002386 | 6.152 1706 0.000
MIAULAYUNNAIAN (Support) -0.001844 | 0.001575 | -1.171 1706 0.242
mMaATENFaaey (Prepare) 0.003810 0.003544 | 1.075 1706 0.283
naqwé‘lumm@u (Strategy) 0.005605 0:004146 1.352 1706 0.177
@AARNIINNTBHUANIAAERS (ati) 0.022250 | 0.003809 | 5.841 1706 0.000
i o &
ureqdlalddunnavng
. . 0.004487 0.002482 | 1.808 1706 0.070
MILTUUALRAYRRNT (motv)
Random Effect Variance
SD df x’ p-value
Component
u 1.20570 1.45226 1706 |25331.80671| 0.000

INENTN 3 WafBsuANFuL I uEsTALUSaaUa 7 sadigannis wudd

ar 1 i o 1 ar ) J o [ 4
apsaunuIBdA@atiantaninaudarniN AdNlsz@vsnsiuiannaianiwaiinases

1 o = J a1 = ] = 1 1 = e o ar Qﬁd
LL@5ﬂ’]ZQN‘]J??J@'VIﬁLQMﬂﬁlﬁl'ﬂﬂ’ﬁLﬁ‘ﬂuﬂmﬁlﬁ’]@ﬁli{ Nmmqmn@uﬂ'@mwuﬂmvacymmnrfm

o 1 Ve a o o o = a1 ] ' e o a aa
TLAU .01 dauAdnsrAnsiudsaniwandy HAdanaudednadidudAyneanian
ar d 3 ] i ° o a &£ ar ar
LU .05 Tuanedn Anadtlanmalunsnandamony dulstdns nsfuiannaaniaees

v o a J al = a 3 ar =3 Jtv ar al' a al
Eﬂﬂﬂ?@d ANUTLANTIARATADNNTITUUAIAANARNT LaraNLTeansAIULIANN PNAVTLNNAINN

ANNUSADANDALTINTDABNIFLUNITAALIDADINTDIUNGTEU ATNITOUAAILAAIANNIT

B, = -0.411975 - 0.141351Femalej* + o.omésotakej” - 0.001844support +

0.003810prepare + 0.005605strategy + 0.022250ati ** + 0.004487motv.
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2. nanauluuiisuwnivesiaddemonuusrninilinaiaesgaassian Hierarchical
Linear Model 1atldlisunsy HLM nu Partial Credit Model uaz Graded Response
Model lnellilsunss PARSCALE

2.1 wansUszunuAwiaasaesiemniusng Partial Credit Model uaz
Graded Response Model Imellltlsuns PARSCALE wu fnnsiviusleien slope Ny 1
1 Graded Response Model

AN 4 WaNITUTENI AN aTIaTaA 0 Nl uLLLIAAINARNAYARlUNNTRAL
AMAANERT Aoe Partial Credit Model uaz Graded Response Model 1melld
{isunsy PARSCALE

wansilszanmAmnsmRiinasuastiason
AaAIN Partial Credit Model Graded Response Model

threshold1 | threshold2 | threshold3 |threshold4| S.E. |threshold1 |threshold2 | thresholds | thresholda| S.E.
1 -6.889 -3.087 0.134 4.378 0.107 -3.342 -2.457 -1.264 -0.059 0.000
2 -6.879 ~3.077 0.144 4.388 0.100 -3.268 -2.383 -1.190 0.015 0.000
3 ~9.084 ~5.282 -2.061 2.183 0.025 -4.910 -4.025 -2.832 ~1.627 0.000
4 -8.428 -4.626 -1.405 2.839 0.020 ~5.062 ~4.177 ~2.984 -1.779 0.000
5 -7.727 -3.925 -0.704 3.540 0.098 -4.282 -3.397 -2.204 -0.999 0.000
6 -9.229 -5.427 -2.206 2.038 0.147 -5.808 -4.923 -3.730 -2.525 0.000
7 -6.377 -2.575 0.646 4.890 0.096 -2.781 -1.896 -0.703 0.502 0.000
8 -8.272 -4.470 -1.249 2.995 0.117 -4.700 -3.815 -2.622 -1.417 0.000
9 -14.247 -10.439 -7.218 -2.974 0.059 =5.037 -4.152 -2.959 -1.754 0.000
10 -6.451 -2.649 0.572 4.816 0.095 -2.844 -1.959 -0.766 0.439 0.000
11 -3.859 -0.057 3.164 7.408 0.140 ~0.776 0.109 1.302 2.507 0.000
12 ~5.907 ~2.105 1.116 5.360 0.104 -2.347 -1.462 -0.269 0.936 0.600
13 -6.737 -2.935 0.286 4.530 0.095 -3.084 ~2.199 ~1.006 0.199 0.000
14 -6.632 ~2.830 0.391 4.635 0.096 -3.078 -2.193 -1.000 0.205 0.000
15 -6.925 -3.123 0.098 4.342 0.087 -3.449 -2.564 -1.371 -0.166 0.000
16 —8.285 —4.483 -1.262 2.982 0.010 -5.754 -4.869 -3.676 =247 0.000
17 -5.358 -1.556 1.665 5.909 0.088 -1.532 -0.647 0.546 1.751 0.000
18 ~7.245 -3.443 -0.222 4.022 0.115 -3.823 -2.938 -1.745 -0.540 0.000
19 -7.380 -3.578 ~0.357 3.887 0.092 -4.034 -3.149 -1.956 ~0.751 0.000
20 -7.228 ~3.426 -0.205 4.039 0.090 -3.668 -2.783 -1.590 -0.385 0.000
21 -5.405 ~1.603 1.618 5.862 0.114 -1.793 -0.908 0.285 1.490 0.000
22 -5.804 -2.002 1.219 5.463 0.130 -2.309 -1.424 -0.231 0.974 0.000
23 -5.309 -1.507 1.714 5.958 0.107 -1.620 -0.735 0.458 1.663 0.000
24 ~5.543 -1.741 1.480 5.724 0.092 -1.724 -0.839 0.354 1.559 0.000
25 -1.367 2.435 5.656 9.900 0.024 0.882 1.767 2.960 4.165 0.000
26 -1.649 2.153 5.374 9.618 1.317 1.305 2.190 3.383 4.588 0.000
27 0.074 3.876 7.097 11.341 0.052 2.702 3.587 4.780 5.985 0.000
28 -2.291 1.511 4.732 8.976 0.209 0.242 1.127 2.320 3.525 0.000
29 -5.005 -1.203 2.018 6.262 0.103 =1.447 -0.562 0.631 1.836 0.000
30 -2.636 1.166 4.387 8.631 0.030 0.389 1.274 2.467 3.672 0.000
31 3.758 2.037 5.258 9.502 0,175 1.268 2.153 3.346 4.551 0.000
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A5 4 (FA|)

uan1sUszanuATsITiiaadasiasnns

daAaH Partial Credit Model Graded Response Model
threshold1 | threshold2 | threshold3 | threshold4 | S.E. |threshold1 | threshold2 | threshold3 | threshold4| S.E.
32 3.634 1.913 5.134 9.378 6.512 1.654 2.539 3.732 4.937 0.000
33 0.723 -0.998 2,223 6.467 1135 0.276 1.161 2.354 3.559 0.000
34 8.860 7.139 10.360 14.604 9.501 3.293 4178 5.371 6.576 0.000
35 0.000 -1.721 1.500 5.744 1.095 2.837 3.722 4.915 6.120 0.000
36 6.893 5.172 8.393 12.637 0.088 3.582 2.467 5.660 6.865 0.000
37 6.119 4.398 7.619 11.863 0.082 2.687 3.572 4.765 5.970 0.000
38 3.216 1.495 4.716 8.940 0.040 0.900 1.785 2,978 4,183 0.000
39 1.339 -0.382 2.839 7.083 0.549 -0.677 0.208 1.401 2.606 0.000
URRY -3.834 -1.307 1.914 6.158 0.593 -1.567 -0.682 0.511 1.716 0.000

ANANTe 4 Wodn edieseiiadianudan Partial Credit Model Tneld
{usunsn PARSCALE #n threshold1 dAn9¢jsening —14.241 019 8.860 threshold2 3ien
agsEndng -10.439 19 7.139 threshold3 HAIBETTNIN -7.218 T4 10.360 Uz thresholds
fAnagszning 0.059 T4 14.604 aztiudy Lifidernndels dnaseuAquyngIALIRN
fisnn iflasanan threshold Taildagludas —3 4 3 dadondiedl o aunsadsladluaud
fannaiantuatien q demnuded 34, 36 waz 37 awnsndaldRTUALTANARRNAIAG
el idernindas Graded Response Model laeld lusunsu PARSCALE
A" threshold1 HANj7eudng ~5.808 14 3.582 threshold2 HANBETENINN —4.923 T4 4.467
threshold3 HAN@E7ENINN -3.730 119 5.660 UAE threshold4 NANBEITNING -2.525 T4 6.865
azuiuin damnadiadl 7, 10, 17, 21, 23, 24 uay 29, dalARTEUAGENNTIAIRAANTIIA
ilosnmn threshold atlutas -3 s 3 fafnadied ¢ uay 9 awnsodalFFluauiil

padaniaatian demnndan 34 uar 36 awrndaldAluALIRANKNIANRIIAG
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Test 1; Name: TEST 0t

04t

information

Teat information curve: solid line Standard enor curve: dotted Hns
The total test information for & specitic scale score is read from the left vertical axis.
The standard error for a specific scale score is read from the right vertical axis.

2N 1 Total Information Curve a1nNN15atATI¥MAne Partial Credit Model

AN 1 AN information UBINNTALATIZVIBAIDNNAGE Partial Credit Model

=3 1 a Y o Vi 3| 1 =5 1 ::l'
ALIUIN ANNTONAIIEMTaAINIAR (Tludee Aalutiauad threshold Mszans -1.0
04 -2.0 luwwa PCM mmmimmmﬁmnﬁma‘lﬁﬁlumﬁmmémﬂuﬁﬁmm?mnﬁmﬂlwﬁqq

= o 1 Yl o= ar &
-1.0 N -2.0 M?'ﬂ‘lunQNQNﬂQWNQMﬂﬂG’JﬂW}

Test 1; Nameo: SCALE?

Information
@

008

Scale Score

Test information curve: solid line Standard emor curve: dotted line
The total test information for a specific scale score is read from the isft vartical axis.
The standard error for a specific scale score i read from the right vertical axis.

n 2 Total Information Curve a1NNNsalATIEiAaY Graded Response Model
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AWM 2 AN information 2BINTAATIEVIRANINANE Graded Response Model
audiudn information HANgeNTueIAT ability wamadiluea GRM @18170l939A9IN

a as 3 ) 1/
AANMaAlRAALUYNNgNT e

LHDUNANITUT N IR NN RLAB IR ANDNINTNAINAT Anldsinsy HLM (A1519 1)
waslilsunsy PARSCALE (a3 4) ’nuSauiisusmnisimaiaadesay wudn
1. NANSUTENN A NI RIAE ST AN DINYEY HLM Lag GRM liinanisUsennnimn
a o« v e = o = v o v o a a «
mRrefrataAmimiaunuluFaweadasoinden 6 HAwIHmes thresholdl
g uazdamoudan 36 HAmnlaes thresholdl gagn
y =Y 1 d i 1 )

2. WARATUIAIAMNARIALARBUNINTFIUYBINTUTENIUAT WY AR
= ( as' av v a 8% a0
ﬂmmmaaummgﬁummmsﬂi:mmmLmaﬂwimmnnmmmwma HLM @1 0.074

' E ' o awy a v P o)
ANANARIALARBUNIATEINIBINTL TN AR BT FaNNsAATIEAae PCM HA1 0.593
1 d ) a Al v 3 cv a0
ANAMNARIALAAGUNNATI UIBINTUTEI IALaRE N LAAINNITIATIEISaY GRM JAY 0.000
-1 1 1 4‘ t :i' d' v o Y

RLLIAUN mmwﬂmmmafaummgqummmiﬁi:mmmLmaw’l,mmnmmmmwmfm HLM
a = o \ { ) P
fiadenuiniflafigunuAiAnNARIAAARUNIATFINIBINTTU I AN LR AT LAANN
nMsAATzRag PCM wanedn mstsssnaumnnmiinesvesdaasuss HLM liuanis

) d v ] ) =Y I3 v v ]
U UAINAUAUAINININITUTZNN AT NN ARSI e dBUA9e PCM daunisiseann
1 a I's v v ] o = = d
AMNITINIABSIaMBaaUAIt GRM TdatnisavinFaudisulunsditasnnnimainnasn
aasgueasmslssannald lasiniinsivuslien slope Wiy 1 viliANAYN

o | o {
ARIALAREUNIATTINLBINTUsE NN AT NTEAI KA AN AR ALARBUTBINTTUTENNU
1 dl < ) (-1
ANRALNAILTY 0.000

LHBUNNANITUS LN AT IR FIB ANONNYREINAT anlisunsn HLM (A19749 1)
uasllsunsy PARSCALE (N4 4) mmmwﬁuﬁuﬁﬁaﬂgmtﬁm‘ﬁu LNBATIRADLAINN
ADAARBINU WUIAIWITISHLAES threshold eI Hierarchical Linear Model 1meild
{dsunsy HLM nu Partial Credit Model 1mtlldlisunsn PARSCALE AMNANWUEH
dndAtyveatianszay .01 vng Iauwudn ANNANNUSTZUING threshold1 HAn .929
ANNANNUSTENING threshold2 HAN .899 AMNANNUSTEVINY threshold3 HAN .899 WAL

o ar & 1 = d a a [ %4 ¢ ar v v 1

ATNANRUSTEININ thresholda AN .899 TaRlAMNANWUEIUGUETING 1 wanedn nsdszanm
ATNNTILARTYBANIN 7oW9ne Hierarchical Linear Model latlldlusunsy HLM nu
Partial Credit Model latlllUsunsn PARSCALE finaiszanuanlalnalfssiy iaianson
ATNNINLAAS threshold sewqna Hierarchical Linear Model 1atlldlisunsy HLM nu
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Graded Response Model nelldl1sunsss PARSCALE wudn fvitdnAnyvnealiniszsiu o1
g laewuen ANNANWUETENINN threshold HAY .996 AINANWUETENING threshold?
HA1 996 AMUANWNUSTEUING thresholds HAN 996 WATANNANWUSTIWING threshold4
760 996 Aaanuduiusiugudnlng 1 wansin medszinuAmnmfivefemony seudng
Hierarchical Linear Model latilldlisunsy HLM nu Graded Response Model Tmnelld
Tusunsn PARSCALE fnsdszunmualdlndifasiuduiy iWafansandimimiines
threshold #ae Partial Credit Model nu Graded Response Model lngldlylsunsa
PARSCALE wudn Huaddynneadiiisssiy o1 nng laawudn ANENNUSTENIN
threshold1 HA1 .918 AMNANWUSIZWING threshold2 HA1 .908 AMNANWUSIEZUING
thresholds fAn .908 WALANNANRUSIEWING thresholda HiA 908 FeflAanuANWUS UGS
Wlnd 1 uanedn nstszanuAwnmimeiesdianionn Ao Partial Credit Model AU
Graded Response Model Inellililsunsa PARSCALE finnsuszannimlalnalAeaiuigui
QUGN ANNANRUSTRIATWIINLABT threshold 39914 Hierarchical Linear Model 1msl
14ldsunsy HLM Ay Partial Credit Model 1agl4lisunsy PARSCALE fAnanudunus
UaaNINANNENAUTIBATNI9NIABT threshold 5¢w9ne Hierarchical Linear Model
{aelgllsunsa HLM nu Graded Response Model 1melldlilsunsa PARSCALE uamin
msaAedeaAn Al Hierarchical Linear Model latlglilsunsy HLM U Graded
Response Model Ineldlisunss PARSCALE lvimsdszannuanidaonulndideasnnndd
mMsAzdaAn NAlY Hierarchical Linear Model lmelldlusunsy HLM nfu Partial
Credit Model 1melldl1lsunsy PARSCALE FUARAIANTN 5-7 WAZNIW 3-5
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M99 5 HANNTIATIEHAMNANNUSTLMINNANNENYIaa A ONNA2e Hierarchical Linear
Model 1asldlidsunsy HLM way Partial Credit Model lmgldidsingy

PARSCALE
s Threshold1 | Threshold2 | Thresholds | Thresholda | Thresholdt | Threshold2 | Threshold3 | Threshold4
(HLM) (HLM) (HLM) (HLM) (PCM) (PCM) (PCM) (PCM)
Threshold1 ]
(HLM)
Threshold2 1,000 1
(HLM) )
Threshold3 1.000" 1.000" .
(HLM) ‘ '
Thresholda 1.000" 1.000" 1.000" ]
(HLM) ' ' '
Threshold1 929" 929 929" 929" 1
(PCM) ' ' 4 '
Threshold2 899" 899" 899" 899" 924" 1
(PCM) ' ‘ ' / -
Thresholds 899" 899" 899" 899" 9247 1.000"" 1
(PCM) ' ' : 4 . :
Thresholds 899" 899" 899" 899" 924 1.000" 1.000" )
(PCM) ' ' : ' A . A
“p<.o1
3 5
, 3 A o w
i Z s
o 4 & ‘"
. @g' 3 Eﬁn
2 ﬂn) @ ME;
3 " i "
£ f.
2 10 ° 1 2 10 ° b
PARI PAR2
7 S
&
a s o
. b ) E
& ) )
3 5 1
$ : 4
: 8 J
3 . s
10 0 10 » -16 0 16 n

PAR3

PAR4

MW 3 NTINLARAIANNANTUSIBIANNEINTIANT AN DNNANNTUTE NN TUANA9e Hierarchical
Linear Model lasldlisunsy HLM Ay Partial Credit. Model Iseldlisinsy

PARSCALE
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a o ar o & ] 14 J v . . .
NANMTAATICUANNANNUTTEUINANNENIBIIDANINALE Hierarchical Linear

AT 6
Model 1meldlusunsn HLM uaz Graded Response Model 1maildlusunsa
PARSCALE
foudls Threshold1 | Threshold2 | Threshold3 | Thresholds | Threshold1 | Threshold2 | Threshold3 | Threshold4
(HLM) (HLM) (HLM) (HLM) (GRM) (GRM) (GRM) (GRM)
Threshold1 ;
(HLM)
Threshold2 1.000" ;
(HLM) )
Threshold3 1.000" 1.000™ ]
(HLM) ' )
Threshold4 1.000" 1.000"™ 1.000"™ ;
(HLM) . . .
Threshold1 096" 095" 996" R ;
(GRM) ) ’
Threshold2 996" 096" ok e o0 ;
(GRM) z
Threshold3 996" 996" s 006" BT 1.000" 3
(GRM) ) )
Threshold4 996" 996" 996" 996" 1.000" 1.000" 1.000" 1
(GRM) ) ) '
"~ p < .01
2 . & o
1 N % 3 o
0 ) 2 » *
4 a oy i &
L]
2 Dn“”ma g urﬂmg!
-3 M IF“ -3 o H:u
% -+ g -2
-6 -4 -2 1] 2 4 -6 4 -2 L] 2 9 €
GRM1 GRM2
7
L] Y 8 'ﬂ
s w0 R :\v
4 * ®
o [ £
i
3 8 o
d-nsm 5 =
2 . 5" o8
. B
1 o * el °
L
-4 2 ] 2 4 6 -4 2 ] 2 4 6 8
GRM3 GRM4

MW 4 NINLARIANNANRUSTRIATIANNNLNNTIBIIBANDINAINNTUTENUANARe Hierar—
chical Linear Model lngilflisunsy HLM fu Graded Response Model {meild

{1Jsunsn PARSCALE
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AN 7 HANNTILATIEWANNANNUS TEUINATIAIINEINUAITBANDNN 79M979 Partial
Credit Model U Graded Response Model annlysunsy PARSCALE

douils Thresholdt | Threshold2 | Threshold3 | Threshold4 | Threshold1 | Threshold2 | Threshold3 | Threshold4
(PCM) (PCM) (PCM) ®cM) | (GRM) | (GRM) | (GRM) | (GRM)
Threshold1 ,
(PCM)
Threshold2 924" T
(PCM) '
Threshold3 024" 1.000™ ]
(PCM) ' '
Threshold4 094” 1.000" 1.000"" ]
(PCM) ' ' '
Threshold1 . 008" 008" 908" 1
(GRM) ' ' ‘ ‘
Threshold2 918" 908" 908" 508”" 1.000" ]
(GRM) ' ' ' ' :
Thresholds 918” 908" 908™ 908™ 1.000" 1.000" )
(GRM) ' ' ‘ ' ' '
Threshold4 918" 908" 908" 908" 1.000" 1.000" 1.000" 1
(GRM) ' ' : ' . : .
“p<.o1
10 10
o a e 8 ’
. fen
o - m‘”" “ ‘
e antt o ap
aw0d® ° -10 s
g . g a
% 4 2 2 4 -6 4 2 0 2 4
GRM1 GRM2
2
20
g
10 1 W a®e
g o k3 a
o 0% o8 ® - ’
w:\ by o o Dﬂa :
[ sanwwe® * ’ e
o =
by s v M M -4 2 0 2 4 6 8
GRM3 GRM4

AN 5 NIINLAAIATNANAUSUBIAN AN EINUAITBAIDINAINNITUTE NI AN TENAN
Partial Credit Model nu Graded Response Model aaglilsunsy PARSCALE
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d 1’ ~ = o bl =
mafFeuniisuseuilantaeaddesivnn WiuTuaarAnles UALINTATANDUA NIAA

4.2 wamIUszanuAIITINIResaaL

NTUATIEAATNIINIRETEERY Aot Partial Credit Model fu Graded
Response Model 1azldlilsunss PARSCALE aunsoiimsizvilaainnazuiunsifaaiu
msdanzinnmdineidamon Inelusunsy PARSCALE azmeuawisdlinesgasy

VUuALY phase3 NANTUTENIUAINNINTIBTLADL AIANTIN 8

QQJ | a L3 . .
MA1519 8 zmmwugwummmamiﬂi:mmqu?mmemmém@uﬁw Partial Credit Model
fiu Graded Response Model lagl4lisunsy PARSCALE

adANugIu AZUUUAL | WisdiasdaauaIn PCM | washdiimasdaauain GRM
Min 40.000 -2.472 -4.987
Max 174.000 3.945 4.851
M 95.279 0.000 0.000
SD 20.565 1.000 1.000

ANANTN 8 WUIAIWITIRLABT AR LIaINNTAWIMAYY  Partial Credit
Model TnelFl1lsunss PARSCALE SAmnailimesfantgaqainii 3.945 LazAngainiu
~2.472 ARAEYNAL 0,000 (douifleautanmsgiuiniy 1.000) AnsiiAesaey
289NNIAUALGNE Graded Response Model Lagld 11lsunsi PARSCALE fawnilines
faaugugawindll £.851 UATAGAINTL -4.987 A@RWIATL 0.000 (Fawflaaumnnsgiu

WINAL 1.000)

Yo o [ 2 o o &

EIREUNANANNANNTIIBERB LN AATIERANIL TSI LILARTN (Repeated

. o e ' 1 @ v a ¢ v .
Measures Designs) LWaAN®1IN mmwmmmmmgmuﬂmmnmmmsﬂw At Hierar-
chical Linear Model Ingldl1sunsa HLM iy Partial Credit Model uwaz Graded Response
Model 1aeldlisunsy PARSCALE flanuuansnanuvidali Nan1sdnmeyt Aamnsg 9
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AN 9 NANTAATIZRANNLLTUTIULLLTATILIAIAINATNITNTRIGAB LT LAAINNAS
AAszviang HLM, PCM usz GRM

fiauile N M SD
HLM 1715 .000 1.272
PCM 1715 .000 0.985
GRM 1715 .000 0.984
Effect F df sig
Pillai’s Trace .000 1713 1.000
Wiks’ Lambda .000 .000 1.000
Hotelling’s Trace .000 .000 1.000
Roy’a Largest Root .000 .000 1.000

AMNANTN 9 HANNTIATIZUANNILTUTIULLLTATNIBIANAINANHNTOTE
gaauilaainnstiaseisos HLM, PCM uaz GRM wudn yRaudslikamsiipszm
AANNENIINIaanUliLANsnIiu

o ° ] o [ &% ANy v ~ 54 . . .

giduhAmaslineijaauilaainnisiiasizianas Hierarchical Linear
Model Ineildlisunss HLM uay Partial Credit Model fiu Graded Response Model ngild
Tulsunsu PARSCALE limsiaaaunniuduiusfougnalieasdl nansdinsisiaemse 10

o a -:( o ar 1 1 a & 1 _a

M98 10 auﬂimmﬁwauwuﬁixmwmwwmmemmQ’mm:mwmmmm:ﬁﬁfm
Hierarchical. Linear Model Iagll4lusins HLM nu Partial Credit Model nu
Graded Response Model lagilflilsunsn PARSCALE

siands SUUUAL
HHLM HI’CM GGRM
ATULLUAL 1
9 465" 1
HLM
0 864" 390" 1
PCM
g 923" 437" 798" 1
GRM
** p < .01
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mnFeuniayseninlamiaeaidafiine WiSuaArAnlNAa UAKINIATANEURINIAR

AINAITN 10 WU AN HHLM GPCM

L% o L %4 d ) 1
'lu?:muﬂ'\unmma:@qmummu (.465, .B64 LRY .923) LNﬂW‘-\'\TmWNﬂﬂ’]i‘ﬂi:ﬁN’\mﬂ'\ﬁ’m
Hierarchical Linear Model 1a¢ll4l1lsunsss HLM iy Partial Credit Model U Graded

WAy HGRM HANMNANNUSNUAZILUUAL

Response Model latllflisunsi PARSCALE wudn 6 fiaowadusiugiy 6, (Partial
Credit Model) BthafiitdAymeadanssiy .01 Wiy .390 0., HANNENAUSAL 0 s
(Graded Response Model) athaiitdfityneadnfiszay .01 wiafu .437 0, (Partial
Credit Model) HAMNANNUSAL f_.,, (Graded Response Model) AN THANATYN AT
frvdu .01 Wil 798 wanein nstAmdAwaTimestaausdag Partial Credit Model
fi Graded Response Model IWmrilszmnammnmiimasldlndidssiusnniian sasaan
Aa mMdtasziAwlitaestaausin Hierarchical Linear Model iU Graded Response
Model mmmLLammmﬁuﬁu%mmmmﬁLﬂ@ﬁ?@r-i’wmuﬁﬂizmmﬁhmn‘iﬂmmu HLM
waglisunss PARSCALE #ann 6-8

HLM

“ o & o « [ =l v . . .
M 6 NVLamIANNANNUINITRIReTIedauNlseunuAIne  Hierarchical Linear
Model nu Partial Credit Model
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+ o a 3 v = Vv . . .
MW 7 NIINLARIANNANWUE W TIHIRT1BjaauNUsTauntuAInIe  Hierarchical Linear
Model Nu Graded Response Model

PCM
o

N 8 NIULAAIAMNANWUS WA RIRBTHaauTssinuAnsing Partial Credit Model fiu
Graded Response Model
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anuUs1ean1s298

AINUANITIRENITALATIZNT A AN UL LLSAANNAANTS I UN TR LATIAATARS
nafFauausendndlanmdresdaiiafluing NUTUALATARLNIAS WATINTALTANDUAINIAR

Amrandmely 3 Ussauw Aell

UsTiAud 1 NITAATITTaAIDNNLLLAAANNARNNNALUNNTAOUATIAANEART A0E
{dsunsn HLM

RINNANNTIAELNTIN NITALATIEMIBAINNLLILIAANNIANAALUNTRDUATIRANGRT
ansntszanuawindimaidemoinliaaidunin lnogainmanuasaraaunInIgIy
reamaszanaaatinadiatligs Ae 0.074 winuFewauiy NFALATIEITRANDNAE
PCM 1atlldlusunst PARSCALE wudn HAIAMNARIALAREUNIATIINIEINITUTENN0)
AR 0.593 MINAIATINARIALAREUNIATTIUTENMTLTZHANARELYBINNIUATIZN
damonsiatlsunsy HLM Henldgenuilusneaznfaeddsunsy llsunsy HLM
=2 A ° [ 5% A vy o =~ a [
asiAmnnzanlunsinllEaiA s viasauvdadarinin  1HeIaInaINITnATIZILA
MPRResIedam N Winitrefaaay yREaRnsnisulsauaneusmMelutes
9/ 3 o Yal v as ° YV a =\' a‘ J d = cY o
fABUNNTAATETLAGNAY AUAYIARARITAUARNNNNENTY TIN1sAATIEITaAIN
winldlysunsuaulunisiesei azldansnsniimudsaudaneuznigluregaeuidis
Y v v ar o e a a J LN o ¢ n:l' o =1 4' a s
WATZILA 4aAARBINLNNUIAYIR9BYBONTE WaElazImY (2551) MINNNIANENEEY NTAUATIET
{asauuaznIIRTRaaLNITIMEINTANAuIedagaL: NTIATIEINYTZAL  HAN1TANEN
WU nATaATztaaausnyg HLM lasldlisunsyd HLM %9 2 T2AULAY 3 TEAUAINITD
Uszanurwinilineiaedesauuaswiniimeiveaayls miianuduiutaanraaaiv

nsaATIEasausiallsunsy BILOG @nsns

UL AUR 2 ANNIUE AL ANNNLANANN TEUINNNTAATITHIAAIDNNLLLIRAINNIRN
ANBIUNNTAAUANIAAIERT eudne HLM Iaeldlilsunsy HLM Au PCM way GRM
{neldllsunsn PARSCALE

ANNITAATIZFIR0NNULLLTAANNIANANALlUANTAaLAGIAANERT T¥Udne HLM
1neldlsuns HLM iy PCM uaz GRM 1atldlisunss PARSCALE wudn nmsaiAsney
daouuuudnanNIanimaluniraauAtinAansLUsunIn HLM nu GRM lasldldsunsy
PARSCALE fiaanuduiusiiginiimsiameidanuuundaanudnnisslunisaay
adinansdas HLM laeldlusunsy HLM fu PCM laelldlisunsu PARSCALE waii
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iesanmsiemsidamonudauuudanansdaniealunsseuatinAanifng HLM
Tneldlusunsa HLM iflunsiiassiladldgiuuuuuy 1 wisnilised iwhsaiunmsiimeei
damoudrsiuuinanudanimalunisdeuatinmaniate GRM lasldldsunsu
PARSCALE Tefiénmnuzilugtuiuuny 1 wisfines losnumsiduaisdl Snisimun
A" slope TYinAL 1 wAluMAFaUP s URNANNTHATIEAMNAANNALUMTADUATIAANART
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