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Detecting Local Item Dependence between the
Test Item Pairs Using Q3 Index

Dr. Iyad M. Hamadneh
Faculty of Educational Sciences
Al al-Bayt University

Abstract

The present study aimed at detecting local item dependence (LID) between
the test item pairs using Q3 index; identifying the percentage of item pairs
that appear LID under different levels of examinees ability, and identifying
the relationship between two Item Response Theory (IRT) assumptions: Uni-
dimensionality and Local Item Independence, according to the 2—Parameters
Logistic Model (2-PLM). To achieve this, the researcher used data available
about the Computer Placement Test prepared by Al al-Bayt University, which
is used to measure the freshman students’ level when joining the (BA) pro-
gram in 2007/2008. The test consisted of (50) items measure some computer
skills. The sample of the study consisted of (1108) examinees, distributed into
five different sessions on the same test. To analyze the collected data, the
researcher used three statistical programs (SPSS, Bilog-MG3, LDID) respec-
tively.

The results of the study indicated that the percentage of item pairs that re-
veal LID, using Q3 index, estimated at about 0.135. The results also indicated
that the percentage of item pairs that reveal LID, using Q3 index, increased
with increased examinees ability level. Finally, the results indicated that the
two item response theory (IRT) assumptions: Unidimensionality and Local
Item Independence were equivalent assumptions.

Key words: item response theory, local item dependence, unidimensionality, Q3 in-
dex.




Wales 2ot . LCE 1 S 538 21 95 () o oll oLy (o ST

JLCN Ol 558 1 93 g,u (29t do L W1 e LS
Q3 s dige plddiwly

ddales desme 2L 2D
J3al g g 3301 55151 @
o) T sl —aag0 30 aglall 2

Aeuaty

Ay gy ) il g S Las NI Ol g Bis e il LA slole (ual
1 sl g oY) B Oy (S g1 31 s o) L)) 85 > ol g OF die 3
Of dsls 5 ol LV el 5 Bl :g;,,zji\ o B el Gad s alenaY)
e J s Sl )l e dpdall oy 2T By 13 jlas) ol b awla) s )l
oyl ¥l o) i L) b (CTT, Classic Test T};eory) J»L,-EJ\“L; el 3 Ll
Clarke, 1986; Duff, 1997; Entwistle &) ple Koy &5 )y il oglill
laal & S atlad) s IS e s o(Kozeki, 1985; John, 1990
el OMalan g & gl OMalas 1 e Lol )l oda § cadsn) I Gl
U e agde et ) s il wumum,u Ll ‘QL;S\) Gzl
o B eSS pallas I i atel Sor eplie ka5 ) 3L
L) O st A A8 0 8y et 8 50 50 6 5 s 31 YT 8 i g o) 3Y)
.(Frisby, 1991)

A Jl 5 anad SN an o b s pedly SllemaY) sl G

Response Item 55 aoll Llaza¥) & a5 SLEY) ol 0y s 0 ) £ 533 y

S a2t () des Gty (5l sedly (BIS 6y AT cpu) (IRT) Theory
sds »55 3] «(LTT) Latent Trait Theory &Sl cland) i a3 Gl ke sl Lo
o sl ol il S ail 5 25 3] ((CTT) Aol 3y o e Uik Lol 12
Mighs st jailas slaols oo b e i ol i jlas) b 0 gllal ki S5 ]
Slond) ol dla=Me Cozy iiid by (Traits) olewdl ol ) )@l o 15V
o A8 seg e o il ol L@.c IV ol (s i oy O 655800
.(Embretson & Reise, 2000; Skaggs, 2007) L& j LY oz

2011 pujlo 1 22c 12 ataal E



2011 wolo 1 2acil 12 alaal H

éumdillg &ygupill pglellalag

Latent) sl Slendl 73U ol O3 5 - 3Led) 0 e ga 2 Jaill odn 0 s
oSS aendly LI b 4l el B ad 1) g (Models Trait
Cirall a5y (Ol 236 1) 23l ds Linss oKty o5y o151 1 o
bVl b s G () Ll ((Dichotomous) 5Ll & blmzwVL Lgzs J oY)
S0y s J oY) i) e as 06 () el o(Polytomous) 53l
By Credall s (315 2358) Al gl Wl ls a1 =500 OF ) G5
oA Ll st § =3l o il y eV aul g 2 3Led) ool e o L
oz 6N gz o) Slaall plad) K0 ol Y6 e ) 3 gl J203) a5
(A e (,a;,b,) Cre I s ool g i panal) s a5 AN RSI N L W)
o ol Al el o3 e OF o b todall S e ) 25 0l S Ll
A o) 08 e OF 2 s | ) Jall (63 o 1 25 00l g ¢ i
& L L WS ) 3N G ol ey f A e Ol il e o S
sie b Al led) 23U FSToumt Jldalall 33 soor I =5 sedl dm g (g a0
.(Gruijter & kamp, 2005; Lee, 2000) <UL PSR SRRSO

LY Je Slam) wlof aor s ¥ &l I (Hambleton, 1989) O sdala sty
L5 (UL e e e 15 n i W5 Lo 2550 LBV O W ey
SLol BY Bzl on Lo jdiry (e (2,8 d b Jlas] 2548 v UL
B9 - SULd E ao 5 el o 4 5 e il o AU $ 35l
ULy oY &by ¢odall S e 0 5 gl o U sl (2 JUH) 2l )01
bl G e 1 25 el S B e Lo J sad) @ 1 L)

Bl o) 531 tlgenl SLol Y1 e de sa2 Lo 83 a0l lena V) &l 5550
QLY b o ol slsl a4 55,5 5 x5 2y (Unidimensionality) AxJ)
O g2 (Local Ttem Independence, LII) 5 2ill i ol Szl o 73
Yol o8 Wlas] it o) b ikl ol il L2 sl Sllzal 0555
Fennessy,) gsf'f}[\ ol aa))l a=Y anlial & ol aal) Y o2 sl dyloenal
.(1995; Hambleton & Swaminathan, 1985

& Bl VI Lol Y1 a5 Al a L ISR 5l 51 OF ¢ SUL ) ey
2545 3] L(IRT) 85 el &NV 2 a3 o ((CTT) #8225, 1o e IS
Statistically) Libax) dizas wLdllslasiole aad (St ol pRatadlz, b




Walex ala) . JLCE 1 S 538 21 95 (i o oll oLy (e ESY

& LI .(Allen & Yen, 1979) ;LMW & S aslisll o 24! oo (Independence
O cape Sy e 340 o 511 IS o1 731 015 85 jied) 2l ¥1 3 s
i Lgiamy oo Wil it O S5 OF Gy cniliz o0 3 Y o sl ol
ol (515 84l o gl Blo) Jan ¥ O it 5T nsis L cpm 5,05 5 s
.(Lawson & Brailovsky, 2006) s ;515 & -2 axlnzul s> (Clues) Y of

Lo Jlazt OB QLY ol 35 g5l o o ) JDNT o) 30 oy Lokis
o Been Bl o gmedll Bl Jlezml o Lol (5 5Ll o il s iloenad
Blor) (1) 8381 et o smedl) Bt Jlozml 5 (8) Cinn 8 )8 (5 s2mn i (1) 5,240
Ol i Jo SblnnaV) de seml s 1 IENT o) 81 Gimy (b ses y L abls
Hieens 5V AR SIS 13) (B) e 5,05 (S sts dien) ) asds diliz

L(ul,u29u3 ..... un/ e )zlli[lp,(e )U Ql(e )1—[/ M

Jlaml: Qi g.toemes Bl () 5,8 Bls] Jlazs) 1) 55 :Pi(O) O) o
Leted 05555 (1) 5,280l Lo o soeall ylomnal 1ui g cbls 2] (1) 5,240 2l
ozl 1)1 i g B Bzl 3280 e o gmedl) ooz 13] e 1)
bV A 23 i L(u, s vy, oy a7 0) 5 bl Bl 52401 e o il
.(Hambleton, Swaminathan & Rogers, 1991) 2 s>=all &lzsl laodd b g 2l

Mz s Ole 53 d 5 45T (McDonald, 1981; Dresher, 2003) 06 548U o 9
Dbl Gaf wie 0, el szl o IV tles ((LID) 5280 as )
GEEAURw g)&umwgm (Caonall s ) I Bl sl (1)
14515 ) sy i gmy “f‘*” (S 3l e 8505 (S tmn i (5 35 (61 e

Cov(uiuj/0) =0,i#]j

phe o s 1igh oo (5 3Lad ¥ o Y 822l ) 2ad 1S 13 L
2 M BEVL o b gay cplomall w3l Cp a2 ge SR 3 g g
.(Local Item Dependence, LID) 5 2l

Ol (Zenisky, Hambleton & Sireci, 2002) ey O skl g éw Jom b
&Y ¢(Undesirable) 43 & s& o s | ol oy SLas) ol b o B3,V Lis 05 4o s
DY Slslas| g G il D)8y o) 28 Ll dids jf ol i () o35 s,
ol w0555 Bl il ) gl 0L Ll (s 2T g g e IS

2011 pujla 1 22cnt 12 ataal E



2011 pugto 1 32cll 12 alaal E

éumdillg &ygupill pglellalag

oL S 1y, 0y chadge 8ol 1) Al e o ) s oo L V) e i
ooy OF o gl o s — NS ey dibal) G5 a5 — ol adll am,
sbae s ol 0B Jl il ey bl e ol s (S e 2 s 5 AT
ISty ghon S B eS Ul y calad Ll 2l e aldl B oS Y LY
Up D 50 LUyl asn ¥ ey (ol )Yl ol |2e (Properly Model) <l
o8 S sty Sb 0L ey (S Wl LSl ey Lol 2l
35 42 3o (LID) ol ai)) o n 5l B3,

on ‘_sx..,pjl‘ LLQSJY\L;;M\ gf.b'umj u;J\ c;\j&‘jl‘w.)\ibxx}\ o b s
oy e A e ) el s A1 ol L) L S (LID) 3
IS LS g Loy @35t 5 L i Gy A e ST G2 e 3500 ol
Contingency Table 2! 5 Jador Jos oS8 Gy (0l 24 e T oF ol
Chen &) <l ad) oo 95 Y 335l 2SI o)) S OLS s a0
A o ao M LU e xS b s N ol a5l ey (Thissen, 1997
Ol iy s v skl a2l )3 S (Shen, 1997) b asdseand s (Fisher Z) jid y8%5e 52
st D= 2 &5 529 “Quantifying Item Dependency by Fisher’s Z”
i e o8 55 OF s ctllb el o slill s i lns ellas T ) 2SI ellas Y
G A o e b sz Ll Ly S of (S dazd) o a4l (Fisher Z)
ol ol s, el SIS 13) ool 4l (Fisher Z) oo jsn o3 oo Ao o OB 05
L g Wlinas 18 o i s jLze) S (Flisher Z) b a0 0o G jlas

2 ool ad) Gy o DL e sSl it ) olasll ol ey
s )L s»9 (Yen, 1984; Kim, Cohen, & Lin, 2005) - 4« ;3! (sl Q3 ;&ss
oy DA e g (Bl o (BLEYI Jales) B 0 oy Jlam] s800e 2
ST s 5308 (6 gt dis 050 (6T o DLV Jalas O 1306 (6l Al Lo
(25 DD @I A Gy e 50 Sl 3 gor g oo Jo e Mg il e
TSN ol bl L QB e e
2 sde JS3(0) 5,48 s e —
43 520 D)l 5 Ao S 2 o B4 AL (Residual) U ol o —Y
RN VN PIURS D T B RN




Wales 2ot . LCE 1 S 538 21 95 () o oll oLy (o ST

d,=u, T ®) (v)
\J}\ju\M.x}uj(1)0,‘;&}\&;;(])&?&&15@&\1\4;&3}\&;((1 )
Jl~ T, 0) J 5. LLL;\MWY\M\M)\MA\MMY\MM
»UJ\NMMUU&mu\}ujg)u@xﬂ\ywwm\}\(l)o,ujmu\

. \
«(Pearson product-moment correlation) O g bL3,1 Jelxs r\bi.\,h:“
1(dj 5 dJ) O il B dsy SRS e g5 S S5 o B0 Ol
S e ) S8 (e ) o8 AN QY sl sl Aol 4150, 0,56 s U1
oV aAslell
Q3jj, - I‘((%j ‘ dj, ) (%)

(-1/n-1)co i glom Jamw 26 Lioe a5 o QY 5 OF Ul 02 o jLal SIS
D & S o Al sae () e (1/1-3) 01 e (5 jlan B il

2 LY e (i8S & iy Sl jlll e sde 3 Q3 i pdsend
Balazs & Deboeck, 2006; Chen & Wang, 2007, Killer,) < ,2a)l o
:(Swaminathan & Sireci, 2003; Lee, 200

o ad) sl LY ST O 8 1) cais aul s (Yen, 1993) op o ol Ais
E L”;)L“;L\ Loy wloglall dls a5 5 odall W oo 51 =5 pel) 2 Uas
rooleY (o U BLYT e sS Q3 e coadsital el ddnany 2
DL O 2, l) il o gl s . olbob Sl 3 5V g 6o g Al Olagzd § Londs
Bl ) )L oS 63 3l srad) Bdne y Sl shall s 3 5108 o) 34 g e )
L2 BU I L ol A8 2y e xSl S Q3 e e dedels U

Zenisky, Hambleton, &) o s s O sdoala g S oo S L ol 2l )3 S g
Byl e tlens o LUV e (atSW 8 plisied & (Sireci, 2002
G BIST 5 J s el plasend @9 .Q3 ey Ll alal (rils2 ) puE oy
o sl BV e sl B el 5,08 Al s oy L(MCAT)
2 MUY e asSG O g Uanal (601 QB ol akasl e ST 5 ¢ LVl ool a8
.T%ENMJQ\}U\JWJJQSTQH

L pasinad 23 (Killer et al., 2003) oo vy OUlual sy IS 0 IS5 21
Y A e re 55 O s sl 3 ns M BLS Y e (225U Q3 e

2011 pujlo 1 22201 12 alagll H



2011 pugto 1 222l 12 alaal E

éumdillg &ygupill pglellalag

Vo Lasde i g sdaze o )LVl g g5 e ol 25 J V15 5 1l e 50 0 55U (CPA)
iy Ol G by 6 A B e ) DU eiad ol B G A 6 o
S gl ] b n g W) gl L1 o S8 g 0l o s of e
Al S 2R rr B g ) o ) 5 B8 ¢ s e B ST LY e W6 )
co VAT e VY O QB e da gl 2l

ins,f Lgd Lkl 2l 45 (Balazs & Deboeck, 2006) & 505 9 oYL < LS
pdsial 5 Q3 e Lo pa e A p s ) DLV e xS 5 ool e
35y el @ gbly L dall SO e ) 25 50l by Ladd 5 @ UL Ole-L)
oF S 3 VI sl e i (oY Aliadl 095 (ol Al G 50 BLS )|
” .wybu)\%gw\,iﬁ\csjjgw

& QY o &lels 2l (Chen & Wang, 2007) &l g5 op5 ) ol a5 3y
T35 g b 5 @ UL I e el ) o g0 BLS )15 5 5 e )
oo S e K8 Len QY ose O L) el oLl L odall S e U1
co A ST G s g B0 5

sl e GeaSd 3 b el L s (Y4 2) ol Wl T il )3
ULy plasea) & (Q3, Fisher Z, G2) @ o 3kl oda g ¢ o o) JDanaNI o) 3
PO giall Jo jlas VI ds 3b 6 o;jy\ & pbnd a,;jsh@g;bjj\ Sy
el oo s 5 ol el ) U] el oLl Ll el
SISy ) ) Ems 3 eSS g m ) a1 ol BY Sl e L
Mz o1 73N S sl o L BT e (22831 3 Q3 5 (Fisher Z) oy sl ploens]
EAPN AN E1 RSP SO L PRI

LUV ¢ 3o ge b bl ad 5 ol oS plesa¥) ot it Lo e ol
B R e T S RUIP RERC S I BIC (P F AT
PV e i Lol gl ol )l gl i oVl (a5 ol LY
(il e pa L Ly (Ll g Lo Lge g codaze pa LWl g 5 g 8 Lo g
53 iel) Bl V1 8 Ja5 2 3L Lol 51 df (53U (sl ULy WS 5 & Lo Lgay
oo s B Q3 e alels J o olal )l Sl A wdd) s H dgr ey
Bl 53 sl g IS7 5 Bacsndl Al ol ol gl o 2 1 o ST o mo 1) LS Y
Ogs sl aladl (ol o ¢ & (Balazs & Deboeck, 2006) &k sy YL




Walex ala) . JLCE 1 S 538 21 95 (i o oll oLy (e ESY

A el ) ol w50 DU i Il Rl 1 s e a1 3 5T

RS TN FCYRNRERCA EE BCRR N E USRIy B WA PO
oo Sl Ayl bl eds GG e e ol il g5l n o L BLSY
IV s a0 O gl 6 (6l L) ) 35 o 5T o r L1 BLS Y
Al Y A YV el plal) gy S s el el

-Q3 5%

AwlyAl) WS e

Sty by b pusnd AN LN e [l VI gl G g e 0 g coiad
DY iy ) 8,00 CILA o Caoy b SISy camils iy 46 58
Killer et al., 2003; Fennessy,) oLl > & L) e e Ll LoS g — 4] &
Aas o b e i e Al N1 080 OF Qs VI ol b Ak e (29 4ll s (1995
Gy cLgiany e Al ol L2 0S5 O dagdd ST sacies 24153 e L
A 3 aad) Sl ) plasand 350 ey o My L edadl Ca )
BLENG (Lol ) 355 Sy 35 piall BlnaW1 3 Lo b lltedll g (s 0 U1 5
55 gl s o 51y BN 344 Wl g ol & o) el ) el Wl )
%ﬂyﬂ\}W\(ﬂ\g

2y o) JTanbr B degll WLdll ol gl e Basly LY Ul mis
b p b s e ol bl Al ol ) O gl b s nnd) L
2 ) IMENT 2151y cdadl sl o151 e il gl g (e s SIS
(LID) x5l BLS VI e (2SI 3 Q3 vy Blels y il jad) adlenll 1 g5V o
ﬁu\)\fwu;ﬁa@wjho-\[\\.uu\wu)m\ﬁ.du.bd\cjj\[\w
b;u)u;mww;ww}fgdw\uww

Ayl Gl

F ol i an,ull Olual el Sg
N el a0l O sl L";’ng:...:l\ Slas Q\J.E_éc\jj SA8 B OB x5 —)
Y AT Y B AW Y ey S Ul e o) Lgzdlad =

2011 pujlo 1 22201 12 alagll E



2011 pugto 1 32cll 12 alaal E

éumdillg &ygupill pglellalag

Q35 355 (LID) s o L3 ) gl

& sl JLam Y 85 aald bV 3y o dadl aolsT o) 51 384 (cie 2 a0 —Y
I s SN e e il Ll L T a4 Ul O sl
Q\ﬁj&oh\)ﬂ\w:\}iobm\&gjwwm EPVARRR QPP E A
Bl 120 s ) Y1 2 5L ol BN s @M Oy L Las Y
REYENY

Ayt ALl

Y Al e DU AU )yl and sl
ign by ns g Wb gl 31 eV ol s g e A il =
Saul ) de ;\Jﬁ M 5,48l (6 grens 2L Q3
Loy Sl )l UL ¢ (Unidimensionality) da) dgals| 25 3 gl L —Y
€53 jhadd BV 3, Lo s 11 Sz ol 7L o) Y s dls

Ayt dced

(gl § i) o\iwmm;ﬁo\ﬁu(@oic@mww\ JIRERNIN]|
0L (23 o WS ey 230l 8,0l (6 33 o smitall 2 lelo s 500 ST 50311
I CLall 8508 Sl srn die 33 ST Sl shae oy OF &35 o rall LY
L@Uzwﬂwyjud\/wr;;\‘;@.uaj\s)w@sWMs.uu;siﬂj
oy ¥ 10n OTYY cad U s o ol Sy 01y (Ll Alitocs ol 38 2S5 0 gt L)
u\/jﬁ‘:)ﬁtwp&u\ﬁ_ﬁ\&Wﬁﬂ\ubmywb}\d)@mwgﬁi
55 i e AU Al ull (o el SN IV e e ST S5 g ¢ Slam N1 Lol
Jurlilde 53 Ul ol il e~ Ul e s Jo— L 57 ';w:b.ﬂ\ s don|
g's3l o (LID) (o 51 DLV e S J glisms 1y o)l 51 6 s e
Pl el Al - sl el s 1) SPESRP FEFSMURIICHPCIR
by doey > ULy WS M e Q3 5 plsazaly oY o dA/Y 0V aald
5 ) shate g Syl Bilax| L2y 504 ‘@\JT:«,M\#WV_@Q\)\;L@_?;G&
2l Ol Al y & s )l (6 smms Lo plasaN) ALl (LDID & Bilog— MG3)
s Jpadl 2oy gyl




Wisle> st . LAY Ot 538 71951 (i paud gt Dol ¥ (e ClST)

A0 N1 Olay yaitt

ic gost I oo 091 g dew iy jL3s-) ¢ (Unidimensionality) dadi galsi yLcis
LN (e ksl ol jadl)

chLa:—L et 5 @l oL Ojgj of :(Independence Local) ad st! JMEiLY
M\MQ&M&TJ&

(€) e POY=TE oo 0K, A 5 ke o () Rpgmat i
wubu\.\}fy@\gu\wy\cay‘@ﬂj (el fas a3
&J,\J\wﬁj\uu&ﬂc((:— )\ngwwd\leﬁwo\@; e
o sl Al Jleam) oo 0S5 15,030 i g BJU 2l )0l 5% gnall olal
S0 (el

LN lemt 8 dly i) Bl Gn by e 58 i(a) St elae
g gmea)) a9 8 )08 s L (6 gl ) alid) e ot g o)

S 5bd A 251 Q3 e Ao Lgd 05ST 1 a0 LI 3 g g pke Bl
DUl e (A ol i) o1y n fobs umS oy w0 dad) slazel ¢ 0B) 00
(SR o g 2 2o 50

vyr o sl aallll e il e el Q3 03 0555 OF L Ay lons®1 ad gt dals y¥1 At
] 3 Uloms) 355 L8 ) 0 QB apeld o gl Bl iy ol 2 138
REEARR

pro sdal il aed) e 51 Q3 3 5SS O it adssti doli,¥ 1 Al
Blr) 3 W 55 Lo 8 2] OF Q3 el ALl dedll iy el j2dll 1558
(S A b

i i on a2 sl DLV e (a8l pisnny Sl j8%a o2 1Q3d5e
o) oo dmy o) 231 s C)J'S L;B\ﬁﬂj\ Ow LUV Jelas e g LasY)
5l

Ayt Sl ke
Y @lsdsll ) b AU a0l ey
O;q../\/y..vg,uu,\fuus,x;\&gﬁmw\&u)mwoﬁm‘—\

W ol JTanslr b sl 3 sl jlast o Al 5 50l i Jio | gods

wn
<

2011 pujlo 1 22 12 ataal



2011 ol 1 22ell 12 alaal H

éumdillg &ygupill pglellalag

gronst o ) Al )l S el e A

(i g cilaw gte g (B 1a) 8 )il Ol srs O e Al ol @ il —Y
2-Parameters ool Lo oo Sl Tised) i) e dnl )l sl -y
&y 63 iel) Blnsa) & a5 ooalis Je .l Logistic Model (2-PLM)
Sl e aaldid @ Ly z3gadl la Slol B e L) Slly s
.(LDID & Bilog— MG3) 2 diecll g chzascns g 3434 45la>)

o5 S 3 Q3 e el J 1L Sl s 4 WY | ks —¢
@l A g S b matndl Ayl o ol ol a8 g5l o s 5 LS Y
3 il o o N BLY e Sl Q3 e plasnad e U dul , )
k=Y

g 0el pon 9 Al yd | Aimgio

Aty | dmgia

Dbl dabedl g — AU Al ) 3 deasnd) LYl ol gues & Ul dessl
Lol 3l e STl s Lo —c ) JTrelsr andis ) o suld) b s szl
Azl cda il o) ) &v—@*‘ el ezl 33 il Blonna ¥V gy o 31
(ol G o 1 3 sl SULS AR ae e e 0ST) & LS (SPSS) 22
& S 3 Q3 sy pldsnd ol shas ¢ Ll & UUS 5 ((MG3-Bilog) &2 » 349
((LDID) &% » b5 LV ol b =gl o o 511 LUV

Ayl patione
aMb'.gdﬁ”ﬂ'{?ﬂ@uﬁ@dﬁjﬁ”a&b*’[’\w‘@@ybbﬂ\@&.&ﬁ
andd I O gl 6 gl LY ikl 3Ll e | gadis )y o) g
U3 g il [-Jl.b (YATY) R 'CSLJ\j Yo oA Yy gs”u’f‘ (LgU sl

g malnll el Jomenl g J 53 > B Lozl a1 ) S

Awlydd e
@\fw\w\q,utvﬁ)w\g@%q&(w./\)yujﬂ\a;,pq,.s;:
ey ol T sl 3 oy SN s 3 ol sl sl 2l e el




Wales 2ot . LCE 1 S 538 21 95 () o oll oLy (o ST

ol ) e e dalaiie Sl by 3,8 (00) 1S 4y 50 0
XorAIY Y

Ayt 31

) el el ) Jlamalr e U O sl 35 sl Ll Em Ul p s
B ALV 5 (693 e ik el elg (Y 4 AT Y el pla sadd
PSP JUN (U RPN P ) S ARV PP g
@ sl 5 Blae o py O ozl (Il oy OIST15) e il s 50 3 o U1
N g 5 e b (00) e 058 SV e Of SL pad) ey Y
S 5 o gl plasnaly W ey 5 ool 5 51 1o L) Ll a1 0555 5 i
333 O genes L S 00 cilliaiie ko suS JLas

3121 o

Bl slas (Baall OVYs e ol it slaiialy LY Bds e asT) &
Principal Component) &Y U S b alasealy cul )l ULy o el
sl ol ds > g ((Eigen value) Qr‘&-}\ A o= <l 9 «(Analysis
ST o) L) 2 SISy ¢ ol ol e ele ST (Explained Variance)
(V) 035 g 5 e 92 LS (SPSS) &2 1 39 ¢ ol sall 1 ke ST Al

(1) a2y Jgutt
SLERY le 358 (V)2 A) Aalaviu¥ lelalt St L5 Ao Dl
O 5,a8(00) (e AipSIY A Houe 2.

7 AaS 1 HId pulll (yabid  deady e e OolSd Hhd ! ded Jolall ol
ALYy ALYy £, !
VY, Voo §,0YY Y, Y
V0,40¢ v, 104 v, ova v
VALAYS Y,a0. V,400 §
YV,TY Y,VAA y,vae °
Yo, YY1 Y, VLYY 1
Y1,784 Y, vy Y, YY v
Y4, +AO Y, YAV Y, 4t A
TV, ETY Y, YA YV, Ve 4
Y,V Y, YAV VL8 )
Y0,4AA Y,Y4 VLT VY

2011 pujla 1 222l 12 ataal E



2011 wujle 1 32ell 12 alaal H

éumdillg &ygupill pglellalag

(V) pdy Jodat a5
T BeS 1 yaail) (ol A sl 2L s RIS it | Zosd Jolad! o,
YA,YYY Y,Yve Y,V \Y \Y
£, YAY Yo YV, AN \Y
£Y,ova Y, e Y, VY V¢
£e,0Y Y,\YV¢ y, Y Vo
£1,VeyY Y, ¢4 YV, V¢ "
SAL VY Y, vt Y, oY Y
0+ ,V00 Y, )4 Vo). VA

2 67T il JoV Ll S A aes OF (V) o) Jgdl e
3 o ey 58 Lo I3 B e Bed n g ¢ IS Ll e VAT atd Lo ey
Loy €50 YT el 0o s iy i G ) LT Ll st 2,2 2lS3)
bl o b Lo oo oo i Lo d JoV) Loladl OF cmst e cpld) p 7650 YT ates
U.a:uj_ﬁ\JJQQJ@BUW\QJBT&\}@\&};&J&}«MM S e )
Hulin, Drasgow & Parson, 1983;) si>! g dew oy ;LY ol L”;T 6,45 (04)
.(Hambleton & Swaminathan, 1985; Hattie, 1985; Lord, 1980

“Aag)l” Ll O b plidsenad IV e da ) BT o) 31 e ) Sl LS
(V) 3, J-i»ﬁ\g;’f@-l'aggsu'\ﬂ (Scree Plot)

Ak 8 )y St e W) ol ST LA O (V) o35 ISC2D e Lo
G el b bl g 1 tonst Sem O LS LS s 291 el gl 22alS31 5k
CJJ\},J\z.,aga".utﬁ\ﬁjé,\(.gglju:ﬁ)\p\sz)c%ggﬂﬂjﬁ\&w\w
DV bl ) aslT ol 51 gad asy,

Tosgh lassy

o o1 A |
W

4

(V) pdy Jsad
AU OB Gl HL M A39SE1 Jal gall AtelST ygitant ) @@l ibedd) Juciait




Walex ala) . JLCE 1 S 538 21 95 (i o oll oLy (e ESY

31a¥1 OLS

= =3 st oLl y ((Reliability Theoretical) ¢ 2l jlas¥l ol 08 &
olad ) 3V g ol sl ailas |33 Y1 & sz LU (Reliability Empirical)
Sl i ¢ IS’y (MG3-Bilog &2 » plassmaly flall S o Ul 25 50
i p el LU (KR_20) 20 =0 5ws )lid;y 3,5455) Jsldl LY
Ol 2l aales da Sy Lends L) Sl Ol jose pldsezal g@i@ «SPSS
(V) 35 J b B o 98 LS a3 gl i 53

(Y) pdy Jout!

G289 1AM BLuTN g HLEAS Y| O yAaY s sl g (6 ST SLEH Ololae
33 paelt Aslaniu¥! A a1 mlall LD s gl 73 g0

GLad! Jalae
KR_20 (A1 Blua (o pad ) L_;)"‘:'-”
c S ATY +,Ad0 C LAY

S 448 e ez ) cgﬁﬁd\au\&woh(v)@@.@\w%
5,40 e ol g e dozmy g (g ol O Jalas e el 6,0 oLdle
G5 4t Sln OF LM LS ol S e 1 23 ) a5 38y LD
oo i L S GLSYT felae g S (6 o) ol alae 2od o
o2 5o Rl a3 5 W ke By ey Sl VI OF ) o) ods iy o Al ager
Lozl

Al el g

Al ol O gl S e 3535l UL e o MBI E il ads ) 2 —
b @ sl sad) allll jes o Sl ol ULy e ) e Jr
& 6 bl eV ikl =5kl e ol )y co ol Mol sy SIS
YouAY PV el plal) dxald ) anii AU O sl

s G g8 2l o medl] 0 S 300 ST e J padd e e U SE
A )yl de ) glas A UL?:;Y\O,«C';%J\

@ Esll Ol Je oVl Gany dikdl ol Y e Jpad) @ —
b o Smd 13 LV 080 ¢t e co ol STl Lol ) o sl

W
=

2011 pujlo 1 22 12 ataal



2011 pugto 1 222l 12 alaal H

éumdillg &ygupill pglellalag

?cx@ S g ?uajzfu.u i S 9 Soslaely
ol sl Blas] SUL) e d e U au )l aled e 1Dy —
LA

Adlas W) Anslalf

,MG3-Bilog, SPSS) &ilax| wls 5 & aldsl é a0l alend o Rl
t Y ) e s g0 5 A e (LDID)

SULU le b2 s ] I e LS dadl Zsll o) 30 e il &
e 21 e il @9 L(SPSS) 42 alenl 5 A )l U S LS alisesaly
(,_1,.1\ 6,\,., w:ﬂ‘ C';}A;J\ G 9 dwl )l ©ULJ (Goodness—of—Fit-Test) 422l
VI (5 g iz (YY) SIS o o )l plsenals 5 (Bilog-MG3) a2t I 4
plsaly (o sl 108 g et (gl O A8 d e 0 LS (@ =1, )
(Marginal Maximum Likelihood, MML) &iulg)l olanl a1 25 b
xS 5 Q3 saye oled y (Zimowski et al., 1996) L &2 1 IS a
DU o e &2 szl QLY ol 35 g5 o o sl LYY e
(A Computer Program for Local dependence Indices &5t &l ;23 2 B
for Dichotomous Items, LDID) (Kim et al., 2005)

Ayl gL
J9¥1 I auad by AalaT 3 LS Y g

Liu)\ﬂﬁgd\ QLY ol 35 g3l sie i Gl a7 e Jsdi Vs e
S0l ) a5 3 ) b, (8 stans OOVl Q3 8 35y (Lns 4o

V) ol N Gkl s g L) # V) s e 20D

<UL (test— Fit—of —goodness) a& ULl s 51 731 -0 Gl & '&ﬁ[\ al> 1
i ;,JLE VY o A) Wl ae ;\J.a\ Lol Aold) UL g_,Ja-.)\ 3] ¢l )
u.;.\.x..ml\ bl el JT drals el S guld @6}»%1‘ )L..;-\ ol a8 e
5 (00) e S g (Yo ASY Y el ) IV gy S Ul e
ods 335 5led) ) Sl €5 «(MG3 = Bilog) &2 s ¢ Bl i)l o LVl g 5
V) Ol gl s 42 )




Wales 2ot . LCE 1 S 538 21 95 () o oll oLy (o ST

IV g ) DL e 35018 o) el 1 sz e ko) oSl oo 31—
bl dnlls pde (a0 = vy 0 V) VU (6 gt die (2y) gs\-f@f she>
i O e ((2-PLM) whall G ool 25 sl Slad 1 LS g (YY)
Lok} jlde O G 3 . (Fit probability < 0.01) +5+ ) oo 3l egiand 3Lz
Lt ol 3 i ) el ke 1o Lo ldng o) S 231 vgiand 5,081 4u85 3
Sl F 1A (s e sa5eS (¥4, v 0) Redll sllasl IV e 03 )0 (5 Ll
LS smin (V0 V1) o sl g g lilonzad
ol S o ) 5 pedl] L VI ol alae (e LY ol el o5 -
aillac 2oy 35U 5L 3 Lol s o gl 3 U du ) b s
(‘\)Z\.SJ.leﬁ.Lo(a= vy )) ﬁYJJ\djwwgngcgf)L;}\J)’&-wu\Jw\
S A 2y vy e B L (ST 8l Al 20l S S (5 el ol a8
8V 88 Y Y VA OV Y) ALl o8 N ol
sl ol SU o sl 25 el AR e ) ol Rl O sy —
Sl pds g Ol A e e (S35 Ol gl e J gaml) L) ole] & cail)
i)yl s ST SLW L) ol 8 3 sleel & 1Sy (o il
Sl el i IS sy 5,88 (£8) e blarall B3 &) 50 B LV O ST b
ool Tl b gl b s szl jlas) o\“,a;w LN 3dazall
5501 flan s G e sl ) ) e o IS 8 2 2l 2l
o D e (MML) ol alanll dmon V1 i b plisialy (o sovioll
(V) 0, J gl 8 e 52 LS iz Al

(Y) @) Jot!

TAgad) (389 5 poalall HLAS NI O p32Y el mlneg Aygaal! mlae O padds @id
5,48 (£8) (o A0t A )90 2 (19T g (mlall LS uas ol

e plao Lgrall glas 85,4411 @8, eaid | plao wgaall glas 5 aall @3,
LY CLYYA i\ ©,ev CLEY )
©LYAY VL, ATY \% 0 TR Y
©LYVY V,Vee— YA <,ov) ., 00T v
CLYSY . ,40Y Ya CLYYY oY §
©,av. VLY Y- <L YYY IR °
©,aY) ©LYYY 3 CL 88y V,VaY 1
CLve V,any Y CLYY ©LYYY v
LYY Y,Y0) Ty AT <,Yo0) A
©LYVY CLVeY v 2 ©LVVY- q

wn
(=)

2011 pujla 1 222l 12 ataal



2011 wujle 1 32ell 12 alaal H

éywaillg éyguill pglellalag

(¥) @3, Jot) a5
seeiliplas | Ggaalioles | 5,3410@8; | Goeiligles | dsaaligles | 5,340 68)
<, PR Yo L, LA VLA K
A o, vy Ia Cete R V)
Y, ., ovy- 2 <0 cL 00— VY
,Ye .,eva YA CLEYY CLYVA- VY
S V,YAT- 4 C,¥e0 1) B
., ovY V,Yev— 5. V,6eY CLavi- Vo
., 0AY V,Yev— 6y ) <, e- Vi
©,80- f,0Y— LY L, YYY DR V4
< AA- v, e - L0 CLEYA +,YoA \E
V,ETA C LAY 61 Y Y, )0 )
V,YVA Y, VY- $A Ceve ©,a0) YY
+,YVo VL, A 4 +L0VA V,VAA Y¢
V,YYY + L, VYV- 0+ Y, YNV T= Yo

Lesd (Y, Y0\ 3V, FAT— O = 90 & smaall las o3 OF (9) 03 J gl e
UL A ) el OF ) e N 5 8TA 8+, Y EY G el odan o3 o ) 5
RAPWIS CRUPEICE A AR MPRY]

o) alanl) B Y183 b pltsinaly () e pi® Loyl ¢ 12l il )
o sl ol 418 ebu (£) o3, Jedd) Camy gets &2 00 D= s (MML)
5, (£8) serall W) &) 50 B LV O a8 s i b g ,Lall clas I
o 3l Doy plB e L ot@lmvm\ EEEREEY Cs}d\ ol 5 eyl
w\wywxrwwe(\z AT AY Y O D) S e pls oldle
LW o) (Bilog — MG3) &2 ; I e b )0l i (s ,Lal)

(£) pdy Jount!

& ;e 2 A0 Lt o as ¥ g Cruo gamal) O ydd @flae g platt Sledlatt
5,28 (£¢) Subaiall AL AT youo 2 HLCS WY Ol paat

‘fj‘;f_:wu"“' 5yt AL e Shatl ‘-5)‘3':‘_:2_“""‘“' 5ol “:3;' '
Ve o YAY v C,0e- V,aY)— Vo
CYAS Y ve V) Vo Ve )1
,7a) L, 0V Yo +,80) \,0V.— N4
g © LAY 1 T VL eNY- A
Y- - AAY v TS VLYV \a
c 880 v, YA L eYY VY Y.
“,40- V,4- e Y VoV — Y
<8 V,YYS § coee) AT Yy
CLEVY VL,V £ <, YA L, VYY - Yy




Wales 2ot . LCE 1 S 538 21 95 () o oll oLy (o ST

(%) pdy Jountt a5
‘5)‘:':‘_:3"” 52! RERTPWYRY ‘5"3':‘_;_“”“"‘" 55a!! “:&J“" :

.44 V,0YY £y ., vay ey Vs
oYy VY,V LY <, YA c, et Yo
L, oY) ), AAY 123 YA c,YVe- 1
©,08) ARRE ¢0 YV <, Yo\ - Yv
+,0T. Y,y ¢ YV SNV YA
., oA Y, oY sy YV Yo v
R Y, ALY ¢A <, YV RPRVA A\
s, Y,V £q <, YV c,\Ye Y
c,YVe a0 Yy

&) par YN e o smiold §,3 Jlae o3 OF ((8) @3, J g e
e g0 ald el oY Y s VLAY YT G el s e (88) Al
Sl stn oo LS LIS (g lall Wad) o3 23l (Jgud) e LoD LS L5 )
3 ) Sl a3 e 830 U S s Ty o Wl 1) L1 5 530

<l g g5l e 228U (LDID) &l N 42 5 plsad ¢ il )l
O jash ek 48 a2y 2y Q30 3y b e LU gl I jLasY)
302 Olend 3y died, olile W 1) Lhass we Cu;j (FORTRAN)
b ke (S22 01 Ll 55
346y (e sl Sllnial) ) OUL) vz (o) (LDID.DAT) cale —)
@ pasd) all S o 1 23 el Sl o ARl 2kes 5l ) s () 34
A Al
ol o 5 ¢ sl (dae) 8,03l ) 2401 L Las 2y (6 4J) (LDID.PAR) ik —Y
il Wl U 8 (Bilog-MG3) ci2 » I e Lpplus) & )
(Bilog— 22 » IO e 8 il o gedll ol 08 o2, (U1 (LDID.SCO) ke =¥
AU el e a) Al L) e MG3)

ybwécwav\,éwvb\[ulf(LDID)wjL;m’)U‘uLall\rIa.;ij

Wngu)\g_wby\.fgsu%‘wfwu,\,@@&ﬁqﬁﬂ\cﬂ
A (vyr0) .oJMM\M\;W\fA,;,J\mL;p\JW\)C(M)
Q3)«~y(,.,a.a.u\ﬁd\wuﬁ&fg’.:ayla@)\L@..ﬁ‘_;}\u\fu.f\cj)\ugyb
o A S s 1 DL VT o Ve il o Al g5l e ey 0 e N

wn
(=]

2011 pujla 1 222l 12 ataal



2011 wujle 1 32ell 12 alaal H

éywaillg éyguill pglellalag

L;;x:u:;céfis,&aulgluqy?:us,aabioi‘;;x:Q3j&31aﬁ.>,ji\w\)
Lre O s 516w ylsr) b Ll 3505 adll 1) 01 Q3 ol aJludl ac )l

i B me (W1 (L 5V 08 J5Y Q3 e o i () o3, Jsd
B & 50 3OSy ool JTaralr aedis ) O guld) 3 s sl jLas
.M\guwy\csw\oszgkb‘s,s.a(zz)wsw‘

(0)pd) Jgixt!
AdET SN Crgulond) 2 (5ol HLCiS ) Oif 430 Cpe (15 538 J 9% Q¥ 130 @id
‘C129a=:%7C1951[9QJLfiﬁnﬁf‘CQ[)JEBQ?ElQ‘EA¢Cﬂé{J"Ji:Laan-
5538 (££) (e Sbaliall AG g

ks e 191 B,EA1) SRl 19l | sdde md | G pe RSN 5,8401) OLEAN Elg3l | de mdd
(Las ¥ o yad Q3 (Las ¥ o yaid Q3
(¥,1) Y- (¢,7) ,va-
(v,V) SRR (¢,Y) CyrA—
(¢,V) c, Y- (e,Y) c,ee0—
(0,1) ey (1,Y) cyeA
() ERAAL (v,v) R
(V’\) c, 0 YV- (/\,Y) c, ety
(A,)) ©,000 (1,Y) v
(a,1) R (-,Y) R
() e - (VY,Y) c,eNY
(,Y) AL (y,Y) et
(v,) <, cN0- (\r,Y) <0
(Or,) R (V¢,Y) CL oYY
(Ve,) R (Ve,Y) <=
(Vo,Y) TRAA (O1,Y) ©, 00—
O1,)) ©, Ve (V4,Y) c,00A
(O14,1) - (Y+,Y) RN
(v+,Y) ©, 88— (¥y,Y) ©LeVE—
(a,) c, Y- (vy,Y) ©, e YY-
(M) A\ (v¢,Y) e
(ve,Y) R (vo,Y) cyee
(vo,V) c, - (¥1,Y) ERYY
(v1,Y) R (Yv,Y) SRR 4
(vv,)) c,rte— (YA,Y) AL
(YA,Y) cL A (va,Y) Cyeet—
(va,Y) ) (v+,Y) A
(v-,)) , Yo (vy,v) Syt
(vv,Y) ©LeYY- (vv,Y) PRREY
(vy,") cL Y (yv,v) ©, A
(vv,)) cLeN - (ve,Y) ©LevE
(ve,Y) PREAZ (vo,Y) ©,eYV-
(ve,) <0 Y0 (v1,Y) A
(v1,Y) CL Y (vv,Y) C Y-




Walex ala) . JLCE 1 S 538 21 95 (i o oll oLy (e ESY

(0) pdy Jodntt a5
Wl e (N9 W1 3,a00) O,RAN g3l | pae e | Rl pe A5l E,R4) OEaY Ele)l | rae mud
(s ¥ o pad Q3 (Las ¥ o yad Q3

(Yv,)) CY— (YA,Y) ©, e YaA-
(YA,Y) cyYV- (Ya,Y) EPEAN
(Ya,V) c,e0) - (¢+,Y) © L, 0A-
(¢+,)) R (¢V,Y) , 07
(¢v,)) s, (¢v,Y) PR
(ev,V) B (¢0,Y) DAY
(¢0,Y) ©,t0Y- (¢1,Y) +, Vo
(¢1,Y) © 0N — (¢A,Y) R
(¢A,)Y) S, Y (¢4,Y) .
(¢4,Y) c,ee0- (e+,Y) RIS 4%
(0+,Y) ©, e YV-

e Mg 4Q3 el Al (s 2Ty i e 15 5y 1(0) (B, Jsdl e
u\jujxumaqubsjcsf\o,umw@ubu\jfu\ﬂj\umjuo\
Q3 ;e Sl & an L]l 4s, L) )L;f\o,umu\@uw, L“;J\cda.gjl\
B (£8) e A 6 5o 30,8y QLW B 1 gl k]

(LDID) &2 1 3oy Uz g0 L5l glad I ol 2l o1y se as Ol
HGY) sl slezel @ <Q3 jose plbsinly

J.g_)a_:‘_sJ\u\J.u.S\ \)J\J.LC Wngu)\,@mwj\u\,uj\ \))\.s.x_cw
7 oSl sae ds OB cade s o,u(zz)uwxu\,w\cpuv\;/wywu)\
Lo VYo il Q3% 3y a3 o BT o) Jadl

OB oyl ol s @ ’)’u&lw\)ﬂ\ubgwf.wu-\d}}\
E oS s (08 S oo Yo v fls e ol By il gte Dl By Cadl e
£ o8 I3 Sl s a8 smme IS e ) A 105 o Q3 e Sl
Sl st o (S sn [Ty ¢ a5 50 DUl Ly ol A8 1 g 51 e s Sl
(D) 035 gt 3 e pa LS (@M1 5,3

S5 s 2 3Bk s 0 (1) 035 J padl e L
¢l y 1 ae 3l 3 (S0 8,0l (6 gras ML (QY S50 325 (s 9o LS ) glas
B G O et WS L s smeiald §,0)) (6 gt plassil Al oda 2dss 3
éb,.xéida_wj:l\Q\)J\ﬁ\gw&lﬁgﬂ\Q\JM\gwa&ﬁY\mwﬁ\
) s gl O ) (6 st e JUaY) e ) 3G Ay G b (v, 0V)

2011 pujlo 1 22201 12 alagll E



2011 pugto 1 222l 12 alaal H

éumdillg &ygupill pglellalag

. ~’~Y\)3\:Jw\g:)\)w‘6w

. (Ve Jeaxd )
Olygiue (pa (S giuwe JSI Linid ga oLl )l Lgiw 01 O p2a1 21 93l dde dwd
Q3 190 pt by (AT 3 yial

L0 S yaadd PAZRP i I PRV PEE RPN pupNe:i]] 558t Ol glue

PR T2 P AR C,YYY Al

U 15ty ABL) L < LA

& (Unidimensionality) x| &3>0 51 5l 344 s L7 1 Je J1gdl s 25
Bz i lad s ) IV o) 5l o) Y1 s @3s Ly S 0 bl
” RPN

Jehd sl IO e 85 a0l Al 2 o0 aadl AT o 31 e i) &
Sl 5588 (00) e o smie (V) ./\)uuwpw&ﬂ\b\)u\oug&u
(V) o3, Joddl bames 5 @ LS ey cod) JTamlr 3 Csnldl b s 2l
Principle Components Analysis,) 4w JJ\ Jol sl L ady oy ca Ut an) ) o
(Eigenvalues) ;5! e i 3 s Sale (VA 35 5 ¢ bl 5 30 3) (PCA
.L;Kﬂu__,t,ﬂu,a/,o aV°°J»‘;’5‘¢.-~.~JM; c@:p,a.b-\j)\wﬂf

s 6 sk JaV1 bl oS A 23 OF (V) o) J g e ol s
3 B ey 58 Lo 13 Bk e Bed n g ¢ IS Ll e VAT atd Lo ey
Loy €51 YT el 0o s iy s G ) LT Ll st 2,2 2SO
Jeladl o Lo e ety Lo d S5V o) OF nt el n 76,V YY a2
oo B &) s LW dadl sl ol 30 Gad Lo e iy L ld e G
Hulin, Drasgow & Parson, 1983;) si>! g dew oy ;LY of 95\ 6 2 (00)
.(Hambleton & Swaminathan, 1985; Hattie, 1985; Lord, 1980

(g Sl by 2o Lo plisenad IV e dad) Bslf o) 31 e ) Sl LS
L) o) IS gl U1 (Scree Plot)

LoV Y ) Gns e B ) ] )l A iy U1 26 (A5
2 LUl L Aol A8 sae Led 00 o ) a5l DL Y Al
L A A sue L 0S5 o cilan Al jiwumm}jc\ S 3l
sde L 056 G ks U as L1 LY Ajtﬂ V0 ol a2 ge BT




Wales 2ot . LCE 1 S 538 21 95 () o oll oLy (o ST

DUV eV Lele B2 sl o @9 Y 0 (gl o g0 DU g ) ) 2401
Uy -(PCA) B JI ol gl LU 44, b plasenaly (o5 29 cdams 520 ¢ o) Lalescl
ELs W bl g J 5V Jalald judll Ll s g ol SO A1 03 (V) o3, J gt
SULy Ailas day (U Ll WS A e JoY) alal) ST S 23
S 0d Lo gra J g SISy odal) U e 1 5 50l 0d 5 )

el LU LY oV Q3

(V) a2y J gt
LAAC Lol W1 C Lt Q3 pi 3o uusd Bagin g ccololat ulowitl LS Bua i
Dol ¥ oYl
._ N ~ Jolatl @8,
e daw gie [ XBe g Y
Y,Yv) Y,0¢) Y, UAY Y, Qa\SJ‘)J._?J‘ .
Jo¥! Jalatl
V1,008 VY, vy VY, AY VY, VVY el bl
v, 080 v, 041 V,100 y,avY el sl
L Jalatl
0,YV4 0,:Y0 0,0+ 0,\1Y eaall ol b
YLYY Y,vyl Y,YYo Y,eY0 3.4......4.‘"‘6_1"5
23 it 23 23 (M)l yzal sae
L AY- CNe- CNY- Q3 ;250 @ dacusie
(.’.n—_) (.’.n‘_) (.’.n—_) (.,.yy_) *(3\.-3511" :H)

(-1/ D) oo Qr a3t agatl aean™®

SV rood adle 3 Y1 Jalald i) ol o3 0T (V) 03,5 J g e
I 1 o) o ks Lo a5 e el 3l ns 1) ISV AL 5 (5 L3 Y
el ol £U) G SO A U] J g W1 S A 48 e olS LS oYL
SV e sl Bl o 78 gad e Jo5 ol il oy (oW ek ¥ s
.(Hambleton & Swaminathan, 1985) 4kl

Boall oy 5 IS Q3 e o8 ol e OF b e 0t e5 AT g
o sbl VAN i K2 56— Y Y =() /) )35l 1) e sl
sy ple e s @l Sy Jall s e Q3 jte Sl a1 LIS
e Sy (Lilax| Az o Al OF (6T (LID) (o 50 b1 i o) i
ez 21781 33 Eo ) ey dad) sl ol 51 i OF s O g
OB o) BV VST OF pak (L) nz 51

(=)
N

2011 pujla 1 222l 12 ataal



2011 wolo 1 2acil 12 alaal ﬂ

éumdillg &ygupill pglellalag

Ol g1 9 73 L AlBLie

DRTE WIS U VA S P B Jjw Jgedls Balasl) piled) 223ls 2 f
(S s Il QB By ln g WL g3 I LVl ol 8 o)y f
“Qanl yl de ;1,9\ EBIEPRv]

Amalor S (Sl gl L) ) 3 g5l ok s OF il 3l o g
8l 8 s OVl e Q3 g 38y (Lno o B3 g5 A o) T
(iice) Sl gt B L] o gl 505 o i Uy ) e 3131 (s
¢ o goiol) 8 A (6 gt oLl st Al oda OF o 31 . (R 0 9 o 5o
A ) oda b Waslozel & ) aladll alads 2ad L) MV b o) 3 5 6
Lmed iy 1y o) JLas VI ol 1y o o 11 DY o] lneS
g 32 Mad s e ol Jaildl ol jll b ey (LDID) &2 2 o + 50 0
Balazs & Deboeck, 2006; Chen & Wang, 2007; Killer, Swaminathan &)
a Vo5l o ;s""")’U LUV sy pid & Ledseznd) ulall (...3 <58 (Sireci, 2003
& el LAl e L6y ) sa ke Ll 0lS guufmfw\,w\
Ca) By L L) u\,ucﬁ\uuW}\Lu)\}m,@@ywuwwbm
Bell & Pattison & Withers,) 54l 59 O smiliy o 2l s ae sl jl ods 5L
Pl ais oo 3 gl o a1 DL Y1 Ll 4T 15 (1988
o il 855 (S g

An) dysl 2V 3 5 (Sl e taal L5L.5\ IVl dalacl) C’L"'“ disle L.’b
I ol 8l o) BN s 83k Ly $aul) a0l ULy b (Unidimensionality)
?s;,uljﬁu.\aww iy bl sl

Sale &l ol (PCA) gl el S a8 Ly Lol ol il c);e_bi
() A)uuwy%;f%/\&\jm@m)muﬁxduﬁcwrucuuau#)
Sl (YA) 3550 ¢ bl 330 o 8,38 (0 ) IS L V1 0 8 e o g
A aes el (eeal) dl 5l ST (Eigenvalues) -l Ls i CECALY
Bogd 2y ¢ IS Ll a TALTYY annd Loy £5,7) T JY) Jalald ST
ol s du‘ el L el gl 2 2l a8 e 258 L 13] e
e e My (ald) e TEVTY ws by 6,0 YT el oo 2l




Wales 2ot . LCE 1 S 538 21 95 () o oll oLy (o ST

NP W B T NUCSS (RES P SAURE TP WP AT WO PNV REH {0 & il ol 0l 52
13 el anlT 0 4SS ool Ladl of 31 (Lord, 1980) 5,80 jLsl 464 ¢ I ol S
(G Jolall SO S a3 e e 555 J GV falal) alST1 0 e oS
LS el A a1 ) i) 4 e 2y 3 W) Jlald SO 0 263 0S5 oy
on B 4,..,., CSST13] cdadl ol 0 ST @l as)) Of (Hattie, 1985) Sl oy
Iy G el dd e o 8,40 1) Gy J Y1 el i) e
el sa el o A el e sy iy 63 S

830 b kW (KR20) J101 BLSYI ol alal AWl 2a @) 0B SIS
a3l L;\JJ L 5 Al AT ol B i 1ae @ bl 6 (04) ST
m;u\ow‘m\ﬁvauu\&w Ol 23 (Cronbach, 1979; Hattie, 1985)
(Split-half Coefficients) «aSell daadl oMbl o |8 Jow e a5 4 dr)
1S fd) fal gl e il plal) deddly b ) degd) 1 (KR20) Of ) 6lsN
ol a4l @,4 o o) sie s BLS ) die ol 24l oy (Factors Common)
Y

Jﬁuupﬂ\&u\rgahw\éuaﬂihmwuﬂ\o\jwd@@j
S G bl 0 ks Lo o 255l ikl BLS )Y oV med Ale 518 J Y
Hambleton & Swaminathan,) OULs! s g O sbals Sl Je slazeVl 5 oYL
I A 13 15 cadl AT 0 S5 LY o) i OF e an (s U1 (1985
Y o sl (e a2t S A 41 Y

\A@w%\@\wuﬁuGQSJﬁﬁr_&umyu\M\)M\Cuujg_b\b,f
Sl 52 Sdazl LlSS ¢ vz Sl JM\)\ODJ&;M S (e YT sasll
(o A gl SN 32 e s e 1Sy Ll s e Q3 e
.(Kim & Cohen & Lin, 2005) peoes -S4 4

ol ey ) 23T ol 50 i Of 1) U Al )l s coals 5 ey
B a5 OIS sl BYIOIS OF pak ((LID) a1 ISz o) 30 32
oL (Hambleton et al., 1991) 5 > 555 OUlsl g g O gl 0,53 Lo s sl jl) 0
Ll b ma ) SISy (L) s b1 DT o 381 ¢ SIS ) sl o) 55
2 5N I ol 51 332 Ol vl 8 5 (Hlulin et al., 1983) 65355 o,ls 4]
PR GEE e dadl Bl Oy )y B ) R £ pe o OF e

2011 pujla 1 222l 12 ataal E



2011 pugto 1 32cll 12 aloal E

éumdillg &ygupill pglellalag

Crocker) LTy S5 S0 85 Lo wa i jlll oda il i) LS o 511 JoaY!
L) g cdad) 3106 o L Y oale) sl O (& Allgina, 1986
SNV O i ST ac Jadh s g B ) 12 )yl o 10 BLS Y1 56
(e goiell LIS s pemel) (s Lilias) alad o &) a0 318 13) bl (sls-T 0 S,
)M 5 (B 05 i plll G sl e B et S i Uilas| Al 45,38
Meara, Robin) o9 29,9 uﬁweaﬁjwu)x\@u calis) Lo
Al apal=l o) )y o U Iz ol 61 of 3) el 5 ) (& Sireci, 2000

” u\...elﬁm}& OLo) 31 Lan

Ol gl

rk Ul oy il sda Ll e o A ildls s

ol I sl o galdl 5 (s nad) Ol el slie] o o) pleal 5555 —)
O daad ST sastlgiam o Alitene o) 21 0585 0L L V1 o) 38 4gebles dis
Al S0 o o o 5 2183 o BN il o 8 L5 80 s 1 N1 0550
2 G eyl die LI Lo 208 5 ol o 3 0 &y siall e i
o s )y O sl ol J38) Sl LW e s 2T g 1l e alile il j3 6l ) =Y
& 2kl L1 38 g enlns 2r 5 0L 6(Ls g o gl 50 ) 35 o 1,40 JLes]
L2 B BLY)

AL s ) LN ol B 1y e Sl die Q358 plisunal —¥
Ll g &ls) o) BT L5 ¢Uas 4o LS )

Lol D) s AV ikl e 53l gl g ((LDID) 22 e slza¥ —¢
ng\@umm. VA o5l A DLV e (281 5t )l ods
RHISNFN AR W TP JEP JEiE ST

&-b&!

w g;‘,.gjgj\ éyﬂ\)‘é_nﬂ\ww\@dd\yl&aa‘)# () O‘AW)U”'"\J‘ C)A,,f cr}’&.&
q‘JY\

S (Y227) 23U ey Oledow citdly gl (g8l y el (o BIS

Ay pal) 2V 4 15 a6 ATy ol g sy oLl B8 oo




Walex ala) . JLCE 1 S 538 21 95 (i o oll oLy (e ESY

IV o)) gl e CaaSd B b @ &l (Y e a) el e ol
Aol gl e 03,91 kel e g Lol 2D ) S LY as
VoY (g

Allen, M. & Yen, W. (1979). Introduction to measurement theory. Monterey,
California: Cole Publishing Company.

Balazs, K. & Deboeck, P. (2006). Detecting local item dependence stemming
from minor dimension. Retrieved from: http:// www.stat.ucl.ac.be/IAP.

Bell, R., Pattison, P. & Withers, G. (1988). Conditional independence in a clustered
item test. Applied Psychological Measurement, 12, 15-25.

Chen, C. & Wang, W. (2007). Effects of ignoring item interaction on item parameter
estimation and detection of interacting items. Applied Psychological
Measurement, 31(5), 388-411.

Chen, W. & Thissen, D. (1997). Local dependence indexes for item pairs using
item response theory. Journal of Educational and Behavioral Statistics,
22, 265-289.

Clarke, R. (1986). Students approaches to learning in an innovative medical
school: across- sectional study. British Journal of Educational Psychology,
56(3), 309-320.

Crocker, L. & Algina, J. (1986). Introduction to classical and modern test
theory. New York: CBS College Publishing.

Cronbach, J. (1979). Essential of psychological testing. New York: Harper &
Row.

Dresher, A. (2003). An empirical investigation of local item dependency
in NAEP data. Paper presented at the annual meeting of the American
Educational Research Association (AERA) and the National Council on
Measurement in Education (NCME) Held Between April 21 to 25, 2003,
Retrieved from: http:// www.ets.org\legal\copyright.html.

Duff, A. (1997). A note on the reliability and validity of a 30—item version of
entwistle and trait’s revised approaches to studying inventory. British
Journal of Educational Psychology, 67(4), 529-539.

Embretson, S. & Reise, S. (2000). Item response theory for psychologists. New
Jersey: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

Entwistle, N., & Kozeki, B. (1985). Relationships between School Motivation,
approaches to studying, and attainment, among British and Hungarian
Adolescents. British Journal of Educational Psychology, 55(2), 124-136.

2011 pujlo 1 22201 12 alagll E



2011 pugto 1 222l 12 alaal E

éumdillg &ygupill pglellalag

Fennessy, L. (1995). The impact of local dependencies on varions IRT
outcomes. Unpublished doctoral dissertation, University of Massachusetts
at Amherst. [Dissertation Abstract International, 65-03A, 899].

Frisby, C. (1991). A meta-analytic investigation of the relationship between
grade level and mean scores on the cornell critical thinking test, Level X.
Measurement and Evaluation in Counseling and Development, 23(4),
162-170.

Gruijter, D. & Kamp, L. (2005). Statistical test theory for education and
psychology. Retrieved December 30, 2005 from: www.leidenuniv.nl /~
gruijterdnmde.

Hambleton, R. (1989). Principles and selected applications of item response
theory. New York: Macmillan Publishing Company.

Hambleton, R. & Swaminathan, H. (1985). Item response theory: principles
and applications. Boston, MA: Kluwer Nij Publishing.

Hambleton, R., Swaminathan, H. & Rogers, J. (1991). Fundamentals of item
response theory. Newbury Perk California: Stage publications.

Hattie, J. (1985). Methodology review: Assessing unidimensionality of tests and
items. Applied Psychological Measurement, 9(2), 139-164.

Hulin, C., Drasgow, F. & Parson, K. (1983). Item response theory: Applications
to psychological measurement. Homewood, Illinois: Dow Jones—Irwin.

John, R. (1990). Reliability and replicability of the relationship of the approaches
to studying questionnaire. Studies in Higher Education, 15(2), 155-168.

Killer, L., Swaminathan, H. & Sireci, S. (2003). Evaluating scoring procedures
for context- dependent item sets. Applied Measurement in Education,
16(3), 207-221.

Kim, S., Cohen, A., & Lin, Y. (2005). LDID: Local dependence indices for
dichotomous items! [A Computer Program]. The University of Georgia:
Scientific Software.

Lawson, D. & Brailovsky, C. (2006). The presence and impact of local item
dependence on objective structured clinical examinations scores and
the potential use of the polytomous, many- facet rash model. Journal of
Manipulative and Physiological Therapeutics, 29(8), 651-657.

Lee, Y. (2000). Examining passage-related local item dependence (lid) using
g3 indices in an EFL reading comprehension test. (ERIC Document
Reproduction Service No.ED458244).




Wisle> bt . LAY Ot 538 21951 (i paud gt doLG ¥ (e ClST)

Lord, F. (1980). Application of item response theory to practical testing
problems. Hillsdate, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates.

McDonald, P. (1981). The dimensionality of tests and items. British Journal of
Mathematical and Statistical Psychology, 34, 100-117.

Meara, K., Robin, F., & Sireci, S. (2000). Using multidimensional scaling to assess
the dimensionality of dichotomous item data. Multivariate Behavioral
Research, 35(2), 229-259.

Shen, L. (1997). Quantifying item dependency by fisher’s z. Paper presented
at the annual meeting of the american educational research association.
Chicago, IL, March 24-28, 1997 (ERIC Document Reproduction Service
No. ED 410241).

Skaggs, G. (2007). Bookmark locations and item response model selection in the
presence of local item dependence. Journal of Measurement, 8(1), 65-83.

Yen, W. (1984). Effect of local item dependence on the fit and equating
performance of the three-parameter logistic model. Applied Psychological
Measurement, 8, 125-145.

Yen, W. (1993). Scaling performance assessments: strategies for managing local
item dependence. Journal of Educational Measurements, 30(3), 187-
213.

Zenisky, A., Hambleton, R., & Sireci, S. (2002). Effects of local item dependent
on the validity of irt items, tests, and ability statistics. MCAT Monograph.
Association of American Medical Colleges, Washington Retrieved from:
http:// www.aamc.org/mcat.

Zimowski, M.F., Maraki, E., Mislevy, R.J. & Back, D. (1996). BILOG-MG3:
multiple group irt analysis and test maintenance for binary items [A
Computer Program]. Chicago: Scientific Software.

2011 pujlo 1 22201 12 alagll E



