&R
The Journal of Curriculum and Evaluation
2013, Vol. 16, No. 2, pp. 149~174

RS2 e 8Tt RT SR
STHEAY| DjAls 9%

gt O S(E=n|uEEIY SR
<2 2>

E3k20] 2 (item response theory: IRT)l| 7]Z&t] XA TS sdslo] AR 749 7l
oA By, 7] FFAE, ARSI 5 B2 8950 FAAT e J&S 71x]7] 9
ol 2 dlAde frefsliok gt o] A e TR FAAE HALA Y] AR g
g} [RT WS 485t =8 /e o 7‘]—1 =94 7] v FAE e B F A

=AY PlAE GBS At RRE B FERY 47
SRR e, A7, AGEYR el 35AAE A FAE AR 2 A
% EI‘,:_

ol

A

£40] sl 4EHE A2 BladT. @, Aol PNHAE B9olE F ARSDIY
oA HE4% Dol = y AL B
o webd Ad5dy el et 4
AR o] DG B wAlel oIS Gk 2AE YA LG o

il

Pn
)
k1
g
i
ofy
o
Sh
°$L
~L.
&Y
@
i
>
Y
RY

FAlo] - AGEEY 71, @RlHAL IRT 5%

SJAHAE HHE B el A% AR Adel] 2geb) deide il AHs

* A1AA E wAIA A} iypark@kice.re. kr
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S|

SUFEIIAT M6 HM2& (2013)

712 B4 25 AnAGE0) N2 o2 el 34, 24 O 29 e Anded o
e e Mok e 4 sdolet 9o, oIF AaE SR A A2 o
bl A FEARS AR 4 S A% B ASAEE ¢ A ALE T4
£ Aglo] MaiElojo} FTH(AAE, 2000: WAA, 2010: FAIE, 2005; o7 ¢, 2006

ol4f%l ¢, 2010). °l#fg #AE 42 H =3k (vertical scaling) 2t g}, 2 &gl 22
T2 (construct) & SAshe A= e o] HAE FEHER Wdste 439 Ay 2
ot (Dorans, Pommerich, & Holland, 2007: ¥<1&, o]7fR1, 2433, 2012), <]21g 2}
A= Bl AEHe HEE FHHEY

FAHE NS WdlE oA 7A7E e, #d 23

2y A A ¥eH (Yen, 1986), 7HE Xﬁa—l o

Fol= glol(Tong, 2005), FHHES &8ate] SAES Aol dial A o - =
o] /Mg -& FE3] e stedof dhar(Briggs & Weeks, 2009) A|AIgH} 53], ik
o] &(item response theory: IRT)l 7]Zst] FAHEES JEdele e AHeE e 29,
N Aa 5 B 8Q1E0] FAAE g F3d= 7X7] Wl 2 Mol fFefsiof gt
(Andrews, 1995; Bishop & Omar, 2002; Hendrickson, Kolen, & Tong, 2004:
Hendrickson et al., 2005). °]#g o]f2 1970dtFH 80dd] SR7EA] IRT 7I8ke] 7t
ARAYEC wet AEEe FHHEEY] 58S Sdste dFEC] AldEHATHKolen,
1981 Marco, Petersen, & Stewart, 1983; Skaggs & Lissitz, 1986). 1980dt] 1t
d& IRT Wie A&ste] Mgt AR 54 Fo ghd W Z5dAte] Hsk]l =i
ol FEaIF T (Camilli, 1988, 1999; Camilli, Yamamoto, & Wang, 1993; Williams,
Pommerich, & Thissen, 1998). shde] &epgtel] whel ehd W FFHAP} Folee A=
HE4Z(scale shrinkage)olgt skt B2 shaEo] olelgh A4l Al &l =29& 3t
ATH.

Camilli(1988) 3hd ETHAL SolEe HEFSHe] hd 1t 4 oAt vh27] o)
ol WAet= Aol aklal, Camilli €1(1993)2 58 ol W% =AY vl§ 32 A
o= glste] Aty s th Camilli(1999) 9 Williams ¢](1998)2 245 F4T uf
AFH = (oint maximum likelihood: JML) W4 7]¥kQl LOGIST #5FE Z2aiE&
AHESHAl B ghd ] B} SolEe HEgSo] BT siglen, o] % FHHY ¢
%= (marginal maximum likelihood: MML) ®% 7|4kl BILOG 3 #HAFH Z=Z1#H
(Mislevy & Bock, 1990)< AH8-& wj= 2ASHA] eghtha Hasidct, A ek, Tong(2005)
< Jowa Tests of Basic Skills(ITBS) Form K& &AW IRT BWHS 283}
of FAAHEE Mdelsls W, MMLWY 7|Rte R R4S SpdAT A9 53"‘3 719l
iR Qlste] @7 HAlelA dhde] wWE dhd W EFHAE SolEdvn

o]} el Fol Al 4%

2l 5
FHHE AL PEolt AR 4o

ok
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fal
19

S2ld JHEo I IRT 2XHTO| X

H

HESdol 0Ix

rr

&

0o

Tong¥ Kolen(2006) Hg+ [RT 2&°] dxkdAe] 7HdS et s wole ehdo] &b
5 3 ] 502 Solee HEgS o] YeuA| ExR, Ao 5714 7P 91l
alls welle HETHe] EAgttn Husgitt. 3 Kim(2007)% #7119 Ak A
Al =14 7P il E Qeke] ghd W BFE }7} Aashe S Helvka it

Lee, Brennan® Frisbie(2000) = @14 AHtestlet) & A 4, Al = 4] 3
oA SHEHZ thFolA = shte] £, S Ae 25 Fjtolzt FoshH, o< #H
sto] @AY Jd2 IRT 299 Ao 564 7Pg3 v 24g ddo] dva it
SR EEo] &3l e TEE AAPE 0] Hol s w AEA —Erf%} =79 &9
2 ALgE AL 29 =84 sbgo] YulE iy R usln Tk Tong(2005), Kim(2007) S
FAAEE IS wf AF=HA 7P fulE Qe ehd o EFEHAp) fdhdte H=r
% o] 2AE AA dHolHE Fall dde F5sta Aok wekA, A 5964 7] 9l
BEe} FAHES] 5T HAl gk F7HAQ1 A7 Bad Aol

FAHE A WA Hme) Be) GRS FE 20 89 F shie ARSI

rlo

i

[¢]
=

H(Andrews, 1995; Kolen & Brennan, 2004; Meng, 2007) Atz oz FAHE s
Al Oﬂ‘—:— 7“1-:_74/\]'” AW ‘ﬂ*?)r T SAAH S /\}9’0‘}*31 WS B3l AkeE e RH Y

QAR SR AR A A S ) EERA ZIEe] Ao

L
— =
v, FERGAAPEOR AT FAHANE o] LeHA4S S ) BEBA da

O

st diEls Holvta H3skglth HESH Tong? Kolen(2006) AlEd A AFE Sl &
FESAATHY AEAAVAAN RN FAXHES JNEete] 1 58S Hlwsiith. AT A
3, FEEFEAATH R g FHH A = Thd | EFHARY] diRlo] sl on, A
SHAMEAH 02 JEE FAH R e o]Hg sdo] UehA] &3k o]9f o] g
Aol wet e FAAHEY 540 e olfe ATl "3%9] 7ol HHst
A AaEo] glom, Zzke] Alg el A FoE vtdsta 7] wiEelth. A=A
£ B3l ARE FFske A=A AMAHAME BE oA dFe dEddd] g 4%
= Wgdsta e, dhd 1t 3R AuFHd e T T dEANHAAAE 54
Shdo A e W&ol tigh A4S vkdsta ok oy A4 o= HALE TNk Al
AollA RSl Aol thek FaE 7HA] AL o] & Rtdete FHE HEE JiEetr] S8 A
25 Tt IS gt wepd, AasiHd wE FAHERY S4S duEotof
g Zlo|nt,

o] AFM = SAHAIE FAE HANA S AlgF3 Y A9 wel IRT W2 283t
of FAHAEE /LS wf A SHA 7P 9l FETt FAHES B T HEEAl 1
e Fas FAshe 3le SH R oo jlon Hop AlFAQ] AFEAe thad Zr
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WSHHBIIATD HM16A HM2s (2013)

(1) w142 99 A2l IRT FA924 A9594 1ol 358 A5 352
GRAPHS ol H2H AR ARNFHE oHT FHL Hol 77

(2) B TAE A4k IRT FAHEAN G544 7hgel 358 25 4
AEAEE el AEE FAHEe] ARUEAe oue 54 HolkA

(3) ©AAZ THE A IRT FAREAN AGEQ4 4l Ag=e] tet 35
BRUAMES Bl A2 FHAEY ARUEHL oW 54S HolEl

(4) S9N PHE Ak IRT FARENN AG594 499 uged beh 2w
AAEAPEE B9 A2E SAAEY AEMEHE olm @ B4S HolkAl

SRR E

1. IRT 239| 7tH

IRTIAE Al Aart she sigael dh4el 54, & 53t 2gol oja et
o] IAZS Z=g]F0l 4= %6 wEglgitt ArlA A she F@ate] ZAACl EA
Fe elo] OAUNIA, FL TAAA G we} IRT 2ol nig AFEe deian aAe
TS IRT 28 A9 34€ ahedl 2ol v 23 aiel s SolaA gho} 5

HAE el A Aol wol AgHER 94 gk mebd, o ATAME AAlelA Aas
she Sgae] AA 54, B 5] BUANY A9 nelsidon], RE shdel Zabt
lgoz Aol HQntm 71l ol Ry AW meisgct

al
ERED ol« IRT B3 5oz zuﬂ QAL A FH F A e
ol T AR Sl wedsof
AL Bl ole) 24 shiel
£e ST 24A0T PgEE, o o4 shiel A 54, L Helol

=
AAL B U3k adxe] s At 9ot (Hambleton & Swaminathan,

rr o
s
E)
by
=
oX
Jfok
rlo
g o
1B
s
ofr
ol
Lo
L‘i
&
N
N
ox,
ofr
ol
rir
pas
s
0 F
I

A9 B9 ME o 58S /R B 59 B9 il $9E W e 29 o)
B ol GRS A etk ARl ok NEA 59 Bad] $e 21 985 g
2go) B2 By B8o| BAMCER 59 AL @t €2 59, A ¥ i, j, kel U@
o BPWEL A7} u,, vy, w et 33, 7 el vlal Yo $uSH 1, edow
SES 09 b 2Etin e RT 230 A9 594 sHgl 329 A% 0,9 5
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RS2 IOl SI0H IRT 2XETO| HTHEHY 0IXls 38

Ll
N
R
!
30,

T A Al 2 0§, kel 2F Ader $HE e vee A &2

P(u; Lu;=1,u,=1]| 0,)= Plu;=1]| GZ)P(uj =110,)Pu,=1186,) (1)

A9 594 7P o4 Azt sEFE(9) W] T FHom SHE FEd JTgFS
e oujolH, ol dAdd 7ol o2 shue] A 54, =& Yol HAF &3l
g @ty FPaEe Aidvte onler dWdEditt IRT B39 dAtdA 7ol &=
ol B A S 7Hg w3k o] HH, [RT BP9 LA A9 9649 F 7P
ZRA R 2L oulE 7tk (Lord, 1980). IRT 23] vl e dardAds Ao =1
dol T 7HA] 71E7Pg 0] F5ol HW AEEE YRS AL T80 S o dEE
7 e RSy B S EdREse A3 s o8 WekA] ¥v EEET &
e S4e 7 Eoh mebs A HESE VIRte R FAHEE s W o
AR 5T F de FHol Aok AR AT A YA F 7] 7S el
B B AL 2AE vk 59, A9 534 7S s Ay £ RT 74
BEIre 34, 2317 SHAHCSEM) 4, A2e 34 T B8 TAVE A4S o

(Lee, 2000: Lee & Frisbie, 1999: Wainer, 1995: Wainer, Bradlow, & Du, 2000:
Wang & Wilson, 2000; Wang & Wilson, 2005). %3t F3® B R4S 7|dto g 43
He A Feshd FAHE Jddx FA JEFs nIXA "oh(Ayala, 2009; Lee,

Park, & Jeon, 2009).

2. EHRIZIAI} 2XIAE

SR shel &3, 2 o 1M, ol& AR #3, A8 Ee A3
WA SHE = thFolxtk(Lee et al., 2000). TIFAALR o] Folzl ALY tfEA <]
dze shtel AR (item material) & 2] F°] Tfotal Sle FHE ot Fof A
AbEol glem, oHj HAE S agdAelA dRtAor e ARSE AL . WESA ok
dAMe S el TRt olarE 1990t FH vFoisitt. IRTS] Wl dedAE vie
A= deA e S TRANTY ARG DALl ST shte] FEE AR
o &&e] WAEe e Fx0]7] wEel IRT drtAQl Ry ozl Ao deldrte] S4+
oA Fahs AIZE ek oleldt ST E AN WAlE Sl w3 7
& BT Q7] el EdRkeel 2ol 71E 7R Aq=HA 7P E SEskA HH

| 2 F4olu Alee 34 Sl EA7F 2En.

Ay
Mo
ok
il
1o
N,
ot

(e}

At BN
b oo®
o i ot

L
ro
ol
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WSHHBIIATD HM16A HM2s (2013)

Bishop® Omar(2002)= @97 = o] 43 AALE &l A9 514 719 <airt <
AT Jdbd]] m|x)= gkl tis] AR 12} 8139t Bishop® Omar(2002)+ ITBS Form
Kol 8171 &8 Ak 33hdellA 8shdel thgh HAF 55 o] &ste] FAHEE /et
A =91 7S Auiske gkl Haske ol wiet IRT 23& o223 3 vl
tol & 7709l IRT 285 A&ste] FAAs st 7T 2% o)A <]

Foz FEI
TEAS B 5L AVEYT. 3 o|RRFY A4S BAFEYHY Ry A8
gto] FAHEE el d7EY 7t YU JdE FHHzoM e g HE B2
ETAAE ghdo] SHASE 7t RYPUR sjde] Ao} Yeith 3RS 2x2Y By o
R ENSRY SRS RYe A9 BFEHA) Folse HH S Yo gHny 2R
ArRy, HHAERY] A4S S Hee] dFskA] It e, SAF M Ees
s Fel e AR BE dhd ] RFHAE At 53], BYFEUHE
ol e FAH A A F =t AlsATh

BishopZ} Omar(2002)& °l&1g #3-5 IRT 239 A9 594 7Fg<] ul=z Q13 A

Flf
m>~

2 A8ttt sAIRE, o] A= Al HolHE AMESte] Ao SyA 7Pg e Al F = wf
& AR 54 Aolo] gk FE= AFehA| FKoke Al Aok Hendrickson ¢
(2005)X = ITBS Aojek ¢17] AAtell 3R 2A2H Y& @%6‘}04 eFYERe F
el FAHEE JhEell =, Bishop?t Omar(2002)9 22 23= skt

Tong(2005)= ITBS Form K<€ Vocabulary, Math, Reading, Language«] 471 2=
o] FAHEE IRT WS A&ste] /idaiint. A7243 TS ANHAA Add 72
HolA VocabularyE A||gt Um 2] oA shdo] Eepadas shd Wl EFAxP) 4
she HHe Hlor, oleld d4de] Qe IRT B39 A9 =44 7Hg9 Aui= Ag A
olgtar sk3lth. Ngudgratoke(2006)E Algdold A75 Fal A9 =HA 7Fg<] SAuizt
FAHE o) mRe Gkl tlal] AR At slth. Ngudgratoke (2006)S ©h A AR
253 (testlet response model: TRM)S &3 X9 SA 719 ¢u] =S w2 o&4

0, =1.0)3 e g2 (2, =050 TRl 374 ol et HoleE Y

Vik()

—~

g AL HolHE 3R 2AxY BY, SETERY, @RS 47 A8
oto] FEEAAYH oAl A —’F—X—‘;Z‘i‘ia‘ st A723 71E] d9AAE vFe Add
T Adekes v Aolrt JISledl, 3RS RAAY Ego] SRRy dejAnt-e Y
Hoh et A3E Aot Ngudgratoke(2006)8 A HALR o] FZ1 A A 422
HEE e A9 S-HA 7}@4 el Gl weh EHAE tFe B E FAR e
o] 5445 Ay Esv= oozt itk AR, o] ATtellA HlolH "3” Al /\} =2 s
g9l kol AA= A FHA 7] S A=t 2 #kdA el ] Forf 371 ghde]
HolHE o]&al F2H s Jdste] 7235 dutstelr] o= 317} . EE3 Hlo]H A
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AR} AR Pol dAAmEEREY R B A9 thE BES HEol
S NS o Ho frelsikl A8 27 o

Tong¥ Kolen(2006)< IRT =32 L3 A9 594 F 714 79 w7 4]
AL ol wAle = AuET] 98 AlEdeld AFE sttt ITBS ©3 HA 2
IE 7o 2 sto], SHARES R A A EY (Reckase & McKinley, 1983)&
ol 670 shdel Ao 5314 7= -‘H‘jﬁf}h tlolEl ¢} tiatel tlolHE At o 8k

)

GAAPR ASGAIAPEANN FHAEE AL, A7A A9 Z9 49 )
H9E A3 FEEVALOD ABE FAAEAA i o TEAAE 1 FRGR00,

dAtdAd 7P S flslslE 7ol oldld siElo] WA &skrh. gk, Kim(2007) % ¢
PaAtellA A1 Z134 7Pg o] = lste] shde] sebadas RFUAE %015"/}
w3tar Aok, o]y gk APAFEL Tong® Kolen(2006)= AlQ)stne 25 Al A=2E

o]-gato] HErEqYe AS F53kaL At Tong™ Kolen(2006) Al&#old2 539

IRT 23] 7127hg0] d o pge F34%e] vae 9% Asngeke o <o}

At sA|vE A|EY o)A BHENHS gHo R Adelgn, YA Ae BRI FFHAE =
E dhdo] & oz AAste] Hoover(1984)7F AAR shd W EFHAT Z7ele e
Ndggol| Aol HHE A FakA] Fste Algxde] o] Axs dutglslrlo = o2 & Ut

o] AFollA= Nandakumar(1991)7}F AAg takel HARE S Sal A d=5H4A 719
Sl A28 2ol Hredslie] Foldd AGE Akt Nandakumar(1991)7F #A|A gk o
AARFRGA M= dA@Ae] Sl F 7 sEESFIF dFe T, shve B 23
et e X (general ability:f,)ola ©hE shbe SAF G9HA ] dig SH=®
(testlet-specific ability:d,)°lt}. o] 232 £ id gt gdx g7 & =2 2
2o gt

5

rlo
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WSHHBIIATD HM16A HM2s (2013)

1—c¢

P’( eg’et) =¢ 1 + GXD{— 1.7[a1i(9g - b]l) + a?i (ef - b27)]}

N (2)

i

9ol 2(2)A P;(0,0,)= AAIA Al ke FHX7F 6,01 5% A ol o
SEA7E 0,9 JAATE 5 GAHAR tol] e &3 o] FEeR IEE dES onldtt
ay; = AAMNA Anaske s At 3 19 ME R, a,= 53 DA e
YA & o] Wl ot by, = HAIA Anaste sEALAA Y £3)F 18] dol
o, by,v 5% S tig sk £33 19 dolkolnt. ¢
Lot} fo] BEge Faf AP S HelHE A feide £ il AHeE &
& g4 JFE T BFES Ao st

Nandakumar(1991)elX = b, ¢ by, 9 735 ZTATEEANAN SHHCZ AAdste] AHE

[}
S0, 0y, 0y, AS T A (3)3 2 BEAIA Aol Argatit

a, ~ N{(1— &), (1—¢)o*}
ay ~ N(€pE0”), (3
a, + ay, ~ N(p,0°)

sle) AN o o BT HAT BFAAE uial], (@S NG o &
e BAPAL FESE0,)0] AR e FURE 5, 0,0 MAE UAL Fgeltt
ot welgAlel &3 Bl o2y Amelm A9 5Y4 4 A PE ANE & 9
. g Eof, ¢giol 0019, IRATE PR $HT BEE 6,0 JaT o] BT,
gakol Z71EW 9,9 ghol F7ksle] SIQAe] gel ¢, Beke of@ 54 welPAl] e
SelFo] MAE Gl AQS vtk

Lee(2000) 914 A=g4 7ol gujg A4 dolE 2 428 wdaie cahe Ads)
7] Slal egke 178 671 Z7MAIR HolElE 4ste] Yene] Q3 A4S AEdte] vl
stk 7 A} ¢gtol 3 2AY W AGEDY hgel e BA) HlolEis W e ke A
Zoto] ke 2014 Axlelel ghom AHelith 3 Leest Park(2008)9ME ¢
25914 359 © A HlelHE A4e wdetn Utk Rustdith Lee(2000)914E
o 259 A% ALEHA AEE A (mild) g HEE Jeple] 359 A9 A
4 e W2 (severe) 9% AES epitka Bngt Hed, o] ATelNE
£ .00, 25, .30, 35% AAele] TALANARES Bol BelPA] S B 3 o4
2ol We WUz % HelEE AHals

1—0]

g:\l

O_um -lm«/‘ﬂ
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JHESl AL IRT
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3. AATA

=3t AAE &8l ARE

o
e 4

Es

W5 FEACR A7

ATt

S

15 o] Axsl @A FEANE 74

st
st
st
st
st
st

Aol T

4

= YelH, a, b, c, d, e, f, g

st H =3t AAF

atdd
by

!

i
&

el

;O_v

N

Ads

13 2 F2= HolgE

(2"

i o] ATl

3
<

=
o

=

HlolH &

i3

=3} At S

=

N

o

Ho
)

£

—_—

S

=
=

AN A w3} A

st

28

28

25

24

24

20

20

16

bl S5 2 5

B

¢

ﬂu.o
Akl

o

tolH,

34

M a, b, c d e f g ste &

3T
ar

9]
ay e A

4789 SfALRE T = o

ac &+
b

g

57he] eef AR T H

o=
- O

A

fbel wglAte] 484

9

o,
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El

SUFEIIAT M6 HM2& (2013)

o] glew, shte] TfAALe 47 o] E3kE o] ot 18hd AN A 28-S a%t
B bR Aol "ot webd, 18hd A F 9l SRAAR Ao
), shte] Tt 453 E3tE o] F 36w R FAEY Ao 28hd FE
A% b THAT 2 FAHEA der, 3Thd A BT o T3 dE T
Hol Ao}, o]y 3 E3z ]%9] 743 671 gdel| tigk A4 ITBS Form K2 Reading
Comprehension HAF F2E 7oz dto] @9 AA &3l e 3 78S ndsi9e
, Kolen?} Brennan (2004)01]/\1 AN G H=HARANH S A2 aelste] Akt

o 2 o SgA g

o] AFofM e Ad=HA 7ol g =ol thet FEI7 x3Eo] e Al BARES
3 dlolHE Attt wehA], A EAE Y 28E ] e THRESFES PAsE 2
87 g, 24 EpEd B Rase] EXE [TBS Form K@ VocabularyE 7|¥te g A

et em ol (& 2yl A8k

2= a b c d e f g st
Bt 0.95 1.07 | 0.94 1.16 1.14 1.13 1.19 | 1.28
o 2 FFAA 0.13 0.31 026 | 033 | 0.33 | 029 | 041 | 042
b b, Bt -0.90 | 0.08 | 0.59 1.42 1.37 | 2.02 | 213 | 1.00
FFAA 0.74 0.67 | 062 | 047 | 064 | 054 | 0.60 | 1.19
Bt 0.15 0.17 | 0.18 | 0.17 | 0.18 | 0.17 | 0.19 | 0.20
¢ FFAA 0.04 0.06 | 0.05 | 0.04 | 0.04 | 0.02 | 0.06 | 0.05

2o0Y ARE PPSP] A A NP SAPS RIS (E )7 2
ot shdol SetaE BT FEFEe FBH FHE ML, BEAA £d 2] R
SR Aol R FHSEY YR APHEot A ek A nddta vk

b 251 3t 4344 53t 63t
Bt 0 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6 2
EFHA 1 1.1 1.2 1.3 14 1.5

- 158 —



RS2 IOl SI0H IRT 2XETO| HTHEHY 0IXls 38

T S (F DI 2ol Hel. B3 2dHEE £3ETY £EE (R 2
o} o] Asta (& 3)7% 22 hdd T g
THESFE Al AEd RS, sEEF A
.25, .30, .35)= A(2)¢F 4 (3)l ;H%-a].o:] AEVPﬂ =@ JHez SHE FES Tl &
HagE Al 74 shdd = '
olg g HAtE 100W "HEsi] A4S @XP SHARE AR w2 HAEE )
Weto] O 545 Hlaskitt

ol ArelMe FeEdAANYS A5 (2™ 1)0M HEg Hike] SHAEE Al9lstn
SEANDE o gdte] 2} A EYRSE MMLE W 7191 BILOG-MG (Zimowski,
Muraki, Mislevy & Bock, 2003)Z2a3& & 2] Fgslien, AdHshd 3t T5&
&2 Fall Stocking-Lord W< 3l 13 < 7IS3 2R ot 38HEE /dsisitt. A
AAPAAES 5 (28 1]9 BE $HAERE AHSste] FHHEE st 1A e
ghde] J@A7E A=} HAbel $HE AmRke o83l BILOG-MG(Zimowski et al.,
2003)5 &l 1ehdE 7|EH == sto] 4 (calibration)& A3 &, 7} ghde] 34

i
o 4 1
EN
\1
_,>L
jg
N
1l
l?i
Y,
_,>L
ES
=
o
ofl
_)i,
il
Ll
o
oXx
Q‘L
8
o
=3

I~

REe| i3 EFANS BE3] 7 hde] SR U B4FES A of
e AAw AEEE 994 $HUS B RENAS B AENERd Ud FEEE
Fahict

2. B7t&A

o] AFollAe AEIHERE NI FAH oMo HEEdel dg dSeE AvH]
Sl Al 7] A EE /\}&0}911:} RMSE(root mean squared error)x F3X]9} AA| 2]
ztolE UEhliH, BIASE 4219 Haat A 2ol zols ek ‘ﬂr. SEE (standard
error of estimates)= F821¢} 42 Ho| Aol5 YehliH, Al AE= 4 (4) 2 2H=d

R G
RMSE,= % > (r,-1,) RMSE= iG Y RMSE,
’ r=1 g=1
— 1 G
Bias,=(7,-,) BIAS= 5 |BIAS) ()
SEE = 4|+ XR]( -7) spE= 1Y) 58
. Er:1 " g - Gg:l !
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(E 4) SS=LLAILHIM (gtol e ot FFHA}

£ 1341 25t 35t 43t 55t 63t
.00 1.000 1.100 1.206 1.324 1.399 1.500
.25 1.000 1.090 1.181 1.286 1.373 1.456
.30 1.000 1.087 1.186 1.286 1.375 1.457
.35 1.000 1.097 1.195 1.294 1.388 1.462
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A=l EAe] ghdd RMSE, BIAS, SEE ¥ Hi 43%= FHe (F 5 A8
(% 5y SE2FMAHoIA Q] (3ol e HIEwSMol RMSE, BIAS, SEE

mWokEA | £zb | 18hd | 28hA | 38MA | 48Md | 58HA | 6SHA L

00 | 0.000 | 0.000 | 0.006 | 0.024 | -0.001 | 0.000 | 0.005

BIAS 25 | 0.000 | -0.010 | -0.019 | -0.014 | -0.027 | -0.044 | 0.019

30 | 0.000 | -0.013 | -0.014 | -0.014 | -0.025 | -0.043 | 0.018

.35 | 0.000 | -0.003 | -0.005 | -0.006 | -0.012 | -0.038 | 0.011

00 | 0.000 | 0.025 | 0.042 | 0.056 | 0.065 | 0.080 | 0.045

- 25 | 0.000 | 0.031 | 0.049 | 0.063 | 0.078 | 0.081 | 0.050

30 | 0.000 | 0.031 | 0.053 | 0.073 | 0.086 | 0.100 | 0.057

35 | 0.000 | 0.041 | 0.060 | 0.077 | 0.091 | 0.104 | 0.062

00 | 0.000 | 0.025 | 0.042 | 0.061 | 0.065 | 0.080 | 0.045

VSE 25 | 0.000 | 0.033 | 0.052 | 0.065 | 0.082 | 0.092 | 0.054

30 | 0.000 | 0.033 | 0.055 | 0.074 | 0.089 | 0.109 | 0.060
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HAEHAEA F4 A4 JEE HolFE BIASE RE dhdd el Haaez < 0.005
~ 0.0192 A==, ikl wet hdd s e o2 Jelyith Aewsy F49 <
4E HoFE= SEEE EE dhdd i8] Sy oz ¢gtoll wal oF 0.045914 0.0622 Y
ERkom, ¢gkoll whel 1 gro]l Hak A AF5HA 7P ol At E45 AR F
g BE hde tigh FEA AL “*om—t— Ag BofFa ot AEHEAE 49 A
Aol w2 HolFe RMSES Aued, RE dhdd fis] Hdzoz o 0.045 ~
0.0632.= yepstom, 3o kgAell ogk JaFo®m ctol whet HAF 2 gho]l 74 Rk
¢l Fowrt AgEdA] 7P e met dadte Ae & F AUtk Al HEwEA
o] BIAS, SEE #j&& (& 2]9 [(Z® 3ol AlAISHAT.

(29 2)9 X&& hdS Yehlin, Y& BIASE HolF1 ot ZEEFAEAAMHES 5
g 2AsE T8t ‘45% MataS wel ¢zbd shdo] w2 BIAS #HS A¥EH, A|Y
Y4 78S 3589 S A$(€=0.00) BIASE shd® & <F -0.001 ~ 0.024% 2&HA
3 3 BIASE <F 0.005% UH'I‘ A vehd a2 Aol skt <kgte] Z 3% o

A AE E 5 Utk v 9584 7ol fulENE A-(€=0.25, 0.30 ,0.35)°l
= BIAS7} °F -0.003 ~ -0.044% 2% F}Ah Z2FFE AL B 2= gl9len 1 Ar: dhd
H 29594 7P An AR g2 ey o]y e M TEedEANHE 53
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8-S Mol gt Xl%ﬂ HA 7S 2599S 2 $(£=0.00) SEEE shdd= < 0.025
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£ 0.054 ~ 0.0632.% Uehith oleld e 19 AR o] FERGAATNES
Fol AEE ARABY FN 3 S0 ek el wet FAs] Yehte @90
= puEc =3 954 bgel e Yol JFoE 8 F3Ne Aol uk Hol
A3 e BAF ek, HENEY FAe] ANA FEEE HolFE AE9 RMSE
£ SEES %@ A9e Holn gov, AGERY S $ERGL Aeunt Ausee
Aol BE oA AWAL FEst Wl ek,
2. MEAAMIALHS S5 SRACOMO HEHEN USE
ASPAPHANNE AEGAE B SRS Al oF WYl AG5Yy
el ulgEe] Weh AN ARE 5 A FAAEA NS HRUEAL (E 6)dl A
A8k
(E 6) HzdAEAIGHoIM (gtol e St FEHA}
£t 131 284 35H 484 55t 63t
.00 1.000 1.104 1.208 1.308 1.403 1.483
.25 1.000 1.104 1.206 1.316 1.425 1.528
.30 1.000 1.103 1.202 1.314 1.412 1.507
.35 1.000 1.100 1.193 1.286 1.388 1.482

A VAN Ball A9594 7P i eel e A8E 7o R FAHEE
WEsAS W shdo] Sebztd wheh FFEAAE Trkelke dH S Blon, ol Ade ¥
TEAANE S B3l AEE 2R} sl ArnEde] AARTE Sk HYHE vt
A3 7] wiiEel] Uehes 9 Aateltt, A=K AN S S8l AtEE AxwEde] o
W RMSE, BIAS, SEE % 3¢ ¢3% JH= (GE 7l AASHA

(F 7) HAAEAY oM S| (ghofl e HEESdel RMSE, BIAS, SEE

WAEA | egt | 18t | 2shd | 3std | 4shd | saMd | ead | mE
.00 0.000 0.004 0.008 0.008 0.003 | -0.017 0.007
.25 0.000 0.004 0.006 0.016 0.025 0.028 0.013
.30 0.000 0.003 0.002 0.014 0.012 0.007 0.006
.35 0.000 0.000 | -0.007 | -0.014 | -0.012 | -0.018 0.008

BIAS
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ABSTRACT

The effects of violation of the local independence assumption on
scale variability in IRT vertical scale

In-Yong Park
(Associate Research Fellow, Korea Institute for Curriculum and Evaluation)

When IRT is used to construct a vertical scale, there are many effects of many factor
which are model, assumption, data collection design on vertical scale. The purpose of this
study is to examine the effect of violation of local independence assumption on scale
variability in IRT vertical scales for tests composed of testlet based on different data
collection designs. Data collection designs used in this study were scaling test design and
common item design. The data were generated in two dimensional compensatory model
incorporated testlet effect. In result, when the local independence assumption was satisfied,
scale variability yielded different patterns between scaling test design and common item
design. Scale variability under both of data collection design showed scale shrinkage when
the local independence assumption was not met. And the magnitude of shrinkage in common
item design was more than those in scaling test design. Therefore, in practical, when IRT is
used to construct a vertical scale with sever violation of local independence assumption, it
must be controlled testlet effect using testlet-based scoring or testlet model incoporated
testlet effects.

Key Words : local independence assumption, item response theory, vertical scale, scale

variability, common item design, scale test design
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