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Abstract

The purpose of this research were: (1) to detecting of the efficiency of differential item
functioning for polytomous scored items by using IRT LR, poly-SIBTEST and multiple-groups CFA
method, and (2) to compare the Type | errorrate and the power rate of investigated differential
item functioning under a variety.of three factors differences 3 factors: two levels forms of DIF
magnitudes (small, medium), two levels forms of length test (9 items, 15 items), and three levels
forms of sample size (200, 500, 1,000). These data were simulated under the unidimensional
Graded-Response Model, and all items were in five response categories scoringas 0, 1, 2,3 and 4. A

total of 12(2x2x3) conditions were studied.The data were replicated 100 times for each condition.

The research results were as follows:

1.The performance in differential item functioning (DIF) for polytomous scored items
detecting under a variety of three factors differences 3 factors. Type | Error rate on IRT LR procedure
was less than nominal limit and power rate was higher than nominal limit under medium magnitude
of DIF. For Poly-SIBTEST procedure, Type | Error rate and Power rate were not nominal limits on
almost conditions. And Type | Error rate on Multiple-groups CFA procedure was higher than nominal
limit on overall conditions and power rate was higher than nominal limit under medium magnitude
of DIF.

2. Results of the comparison of Type | error rate and Power rate by using DIF procedure on
three methods found that Type | Error and Power on overall methods was statistically significant
(O = 0.001). Moreover, result of methods depended on Magnitude of DIF, test length, and sample

size.

Keywords : Detecting differential item functioning, Type | error rate, Power rate, IRT LR, Poly-

SIBTEST
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ANNAUYOIBaRU AIE35 IRT LR 35 Poly-SIBTEST
wazd3 Multiple-groups CFA nmelddeulailaded
wan@ng 3 Yade wuan lnenInsineesn1snsivaey
nsviumiiifafuresteaeuifizuuuunisnga
Trzuuuwuuratealulunanisnevauesdaday
wuUdALAYY A2833 IRT LR wagds Multiple-groups
CFA meldidoulaiiadefiunndng 3 Jads fenade
Y9I9NTIVIUIANITNAFOUYDINIIATIVFBUNITIN
i disnsiuvestorny seflunasifidinun (genin

0.80) il 6 Houluiady Ao Houluiededl 7-12
(c7-C12) neldidoulaiiadovnameimihiisneiu
vyostaaey vuanas 0.50 lunneuluiiads dwsy
3% Poly-SIBTEST fifadevessnssrunanisnageu
yesmInTIvauMsymifissiuvesdeaey o
Tuinassififsun (gan1 0.80) 1ies 1 Feuluilade
fio Foulvit 9 (C9) melddeulatladerunnisi
yiifisnafuvesdoasy vuranans (0.50) AMEN
VBWUUADU T1UU 9 U8 WAZIUIAVBINGUAIDENS

500 AU:500 AU
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M99 1 NANTNAFDUTEEARYUITNIINUAAIALAADUUIZLANT 1 LAZERTIDIUNRANIINAFDU AILID

IRT LR 33 Poly-SIBTEST a3 Multiple-groups CFA melditeulutladefiunnsng 3 dade

UIANTIST WYY 8AIANNAAIAARDUUSIANA 1 ANTITIUIINTNAGDU
o d e AUY12
RUINAIINU ﬂa'u;:{qggjqq
oy YIUUUEdY ! IRTLR POLYSIB MGCFA IRTLR POLYSIB MGCFA
YDIUDEIU (N:N)
E R
100:100 -1.606* 0.401* 2.810 -20.000 -18.750 -18.000
F1UU
94 250:250 -1.606* -0.115* 1.376* -17.000 -18.000 -11.000
ih)
AuNaEN 500:500  -1.721*  0.057*  0.516*  -15000  -14.250  -181250
(0.10) 100:100 -1.765% 0.497* 3776 -17.125 -18.125 -13.875
FIUIU
154 250:250 -1.059* 0.038* 3.105 -12.625 -18.375 =15.250
Eh)
500:500 -0.248* 0.285* 3.048 -3.875 -17.750 -8.500
100:100 -2.065* 0.115* 2.638 5.000** -19.000 3.000**
FIUIU
o4 250:250 -1.491* 0.000* 0.516* 5.000** -14.750 3.750**
Lk)
PYUIANA 500:500 -1.204* 0.688* 1.032* 5.000** 2.250** 5.000**
(0.50) 100:100 -1.553% 0.850* 4.799 3.250%* -13.750 1.625%*
U
154 250:250 -1.200* 0.497* 6.387 4.500%* -8.625 4.500%*
k)
500:500 -1.236* 0.002* 3.071 5.000** -11.875 4.875%*

*205 < 1.645, **205 > - 1.645

NP5 TN 33 IRT LR wazds Poly-
SIBTEST mmsamugumwmmmLﬂﬁauﬂmmﬁ 1
e silddymsadifisziu 05 Tunnieuly
U238 dmSuls Multiple-groups CFA a@13nsamIuAl
AuAaIanAeuUsHIANd 1 ldegiadiduddy
eadRfisEau 05 Wiss 2 Heulededy wamdle
NANTUIDIUIANIINAFDUVDINITATIAADUNITIN
wihiisnsturedeseu meldideulaiadevunanis
vwihitvesdesou auinidn (0.10) weanadd 1l
grunan1snedey wililovuianisviminfisneiuy
Yeadoaey iy Ao Yuinnans (0.50) 33 IRT LR
wazAs Multiple-groups CFA fignuranismaaeulu
nntteulaiiady edsildoddynsadinviszsu 05
d1m5U35 Poly-SIBTEST H81U19n15NAdoU LiNes
1 douly Ao Feuladaduvuianisimindisneiu

Y83%RApY YWIANAN (0.50) AIUENIVBILUUABY
11U 9 T8 UAZVUIAVBINGUAIBEYIS 500 AU
500 Ay

2. nan1si3euifisusnsiaanandou
Uszinndi 1 wagdnsnsIuIanIsMAdauvaenIs
AsRdaUMSvtidnsiuvesteseuiitiguuuy
N157529 AZLULLUUAANEAIRI87ENN5ATIAEDU
nsvimihiisnsiuvesdasauauis meldeuly
Jadefiunnsng 3 Jasendn

2.1 namInziUTouiisuaeassns
AIUAAIAPADUUTEANT 1 wazdns181u1an1s
VAFBUTDINIINTIAOUNITHAINETiA1af uT9
Toaoudiiguuvumsnnaliazuuuluuvaise
fe3TnsnsraaeunIsimidid et uresdedeu
@375 (Tests of Within-Subjects Effects) Wui1 35
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M3nTIREUNIYuTissiuresdedeu Suase
Snsanunanndeulseand 1 sgediduddy
eadffisziu 001 (F = 408.973) uazilwasae
§ns181unan1snadey egelitod1fyniadndg
seiu 001 (F = 858.326) tufie 33msnsiadeu
Arsvinifidneturesedounanaieiy Sualy
Snspnupamedeulssand 1 uazsnsisiua
NITNAFOU WANFINIAU

2.2 nan1siassilseuiisuaiaie
Snspupamedeulssand 1 uazsnsnsiua
N1SNAADUTBINITATIVADUAISTINY A TIA 19y
vosdedau meldideulataseauianisvimdad
FNAUUDIREDU AU NIVDILUUEDU LAzIUIN
maﬂﬂq'méf’ma'w (Tests ofBetween-Subjects
Effects) wu31 euladadaninueigeewuuasy
finasiosnsimuraInAdoulsEAni 1 8813l

Todfyneadafisziu 001 (F =64.604) d1m3U

=

deulvdadevuianisindfiasiunesdaaeu
wazdaduvuinvesnauiled e lulinaseniny
wAouUssavdi 1 JUfe AN 1IvesLUUdDy
weng 19y Sinaliariunaimadeulssani 1
wananeiy Tuvasfidaseuunnisyiwindisnetu
Yaatodoy wazUaderunnveanguiioga uanm
fulifnaliauaainpdeuuszanmi 1 unnsieiu
waziflefansandusiunanisvagau wuin el
Hadpuanmsiminfidsfuresdedeu Anuend
VBIWUUABU LagIUIAYDINAUAIBE faanuilade
IHanDdRII9IUIANIINAGDUVDINITATIVABUAIT
Vi dianstuvestodeu tufe awnnnsvucii
FNAUYDITREDU AU NIVDILUUEDU LAZIUIN
vosnguiega ailade fualiswansmaaey
LANAINAY

2AUS1INANISIAY

1. NANTITATIVEDUUILENTAINNIIATID
saunsimiiiidnefuvesdeaauiifizuuuunis
A2 IRAZLULLUUNANEAT A2835IRT LR 35
Poly-SIBTEST waz35 Multiple-groups CFA A1
ESeulvasefiuandne 3 Jade

1.1 21nN19AT1989UUIEANTNINNT
muqmmmﬂmmLﬂﬁauﬂizmmﬁ 1 9990157529
asunsimindisaiurestoasuifisunutnig
araliazuuusuunansan naeldileulateded
wanene 3 Jady Ao awmnsfiviafisensnet
AINUYNIVBILUTEDY UazIUINYBINGUAIBYN
A5 IRT LR 135 Poly-SIBTEST a1u150AUAY
muaninadeuUszind 1 dRlunntouluiiade
aanndastunan1sAnwinulyuusivdouly
mMyiaLuuasu laensiUseuliisunieds Multiple-
group Categorical CFA (MCCFA) Au3sn1svagau
Likelihood Ratio Chi-Square Difference (IRT
LR) w94 Kim & Yoon (2011) WU N159519d8u
nsvimidisafuresteasuisuuuunisnga
IAzuuLLUUTa18AT A838 IRT LR J9ns1adnu
AsAAUlsELANT 1 FNITIE MCCFA Rauyn
ﬁ'auim e Lopez Rivas, Stark, & Chernyshenko
(2009) WUI1 NITATIVABUNITHINE TR 1Y
yosdedeuiifivuinnisyuindiaetuvesdedau
YPUILEN waTAI8IUITMUNTIART (@ = 0.6)
#1878 IRT LR a11190AUANAINARIALARDY
Uszbanil 1 167 uagdrunansvaaeugs uenan
duansdnwinisnsiedeunisimindisneiures
Jeaaululuina GRM w9 Cohen, Kim, & Baker
(1993) wuin lemnueveLuvdeuLisdy 33
Poly-SIBTEST f8ns1mnunaiaadoudssiani 1

WLTUAIE F1USUNANITATIVEBUNITYINATN TR Y
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Y999088UN 1875 Poly-SIBTEST @onnandnu
gy Aneimly (2547) wud1 35 Polytomous
SIBTEST fiuszan3nnlunisasiadeunisyiming
Aeiureateaeuganinic Generalized Mantel-
Haenszel 1ag 93uns Uamoausy (2549) na1In
AsasIERUN SR i uesdedeusieis
Poly-SIBTEST fishsnauaaandeutssunnd 1 6
\{lowna1n33 Poly-SIBTEST Wiweilanisnsavaeu
wuumanefin Jadeiieatudndiuvasnisyiiming
FNNNUTDITOEDU AIULANASYDINITUINUIIAI
#1150 WATIUIAVBINGUMBE1N FINaNTENUsD
Sasanueaiaadoulssandl 1 esuan sauded
mMsfuniie lidudeu uazlidndudedingy
Gﬁa'&hwu’miﬁaj (Chang, Mazzeo and Roussos,
1995 cilted in Potenza and Doran,<1995, p.31
91afialu aviedTsy aneaue, 2547, ¥ 19)

1.2 9101950152980 UUITEANTAINEI1UD
NNIVAFBUVDINIIASIIFOUAN ST WIS a0
Toaoudisiguuuinisnsialvinsuuuluuvaiee
melgeulndasefinpnse 3 Jade fie auranisvi
PTG AUETIVBILUUADU WATUUIATES
QU813 73875 IRT LR wagds Multiple-groups
CFA fidrunamsvadeuvesnsnsinaaunsyuid
safuvesteasugs etladsvunansimiiisng
furestorouifintu uasdisiuanismeaaugeniy
35 Poly-SIBTEST Lieunniiouly Jsaenndesiuna
MsANWIVI Kim & Yoon (2011) finu lun1snsia
aoumavhmihishetuesteaeuifisuuuunisnga
TiAguuuLUUa18A1 #1835 MCCFA uagis IRT LR
ﬁé”mwmswmaauqaLﬁamumﬂ']iﬁmﬂwﬁaiwﬁumaa
Joaeuilvwnlvg) (0.04) uagdvuinvedngdusinegns
Lﬁmnﬂ%uﬁaunﬂﬁ'auimﬁﬁa LaTADAAR DU
HANTSANYIYY Moty anse (2543), 1aune TR
(2543), French & Miller (1996), Krisjansson Lag

Ay (2005), Narayanan & Swaminathan (1994,
1996), Roger & Swaminathan (1993), Whitmore
& Schumacker (1999) 81s8idlu 83UNS Uannuou
(2549) wuln \flevunvesnguiesiafiuiud
Havinl#as Poly-SIBTEST H8nT181U19n159AdeU
\fuTuge uenand Kim & Yoon (2011) Wuin
3% Multiple-group Categorical CFA (MCCFA) &
$IUNINTVAFOUVBINITNTIVABUN ST TR
furesdeasuldmievuianisimiinfidvinalveg
Wil Chang, Mazzeo & Roussos (1996)ldusuaeney
7% Poly-SIBTEST 1191n7% SIBTEST @84 Shealy
& Stout (1993)/ifialdlup1sasaadeunisiming
Gmﬁ’uﬁuaﬁaaauﬁﬁgﬂLmesm’;fﬂﬁﬂzLLuuLLUU
wateen dalivesinfellaunsansianudeasu
ﬁﬁmﬁwﬁsﬁﬁumaﬁaaauﬁhjLﬁugmwmﬁmﬁ’u
(Nonuniform DIF) 3sdsnalens181unanisnageu
Y94n159 590U s issTuve ooy 1
A1 urideliuTouie awisnauauAINL
AaaAAauUszAnil 1167 @3uns wnauew, 2549,
W1 143-144)

2. nan1s3suifisusnsinataadon
Uszaanil 1 warsnInsIunanIsmaaeuveenIsnsia
aauﬂ'151/‘1"11/111’11‘71'm'wﬁusuaw’faaauﬁﬁgﬂLL‘UUms
ASIAALUUULUUNAIEAIAIEITNITNTIIEOUNT
Fmthitssiuvesteaeuansds melddoulaieds
Fumnsing 3 Jade

31nn15IAsITUTuTisuA i SR
auaamadeulsyiand 1 aelditouladade
Fuansia 3 Jade fe Jaseaurnnisianiig
ANAUYDIUDEDU ANYNIVOILUUEBU LAZIUIN
‘Uadﬂa;m.haﬂw (Tests of Between-Subjects
Effects) flupnaneiy fnalisnsianunainaiou
Uszianil 1 flaedounnsdieiu Tnsianisdade
ANILENITBMULEDY Salidnsimuaanadenu
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Usziand 1 fanadounnsiaiu denndesfu
NaN15AN®IUY Cohen & Kim (1993) Wuan
dlonueveuvasuiinty 33Iwa-guman
fignsPnunanaedeuUssanit 1 1iistugae Tne
Potenza & Dorans (1995) way 913ns Urunes
(2558) Wui1 18 Poly-SIBTEST a@1unsalslanny
wuvsedLTiideaauniatorawsuiutos ua
Chang, Mazzeo & Roussos (1996) anuan
dlevunvesnguiesiadiiniu ludnanodas
AUAAIAREIUUSTAVT 1 Fedenadostunanis
#nw1ue4 Bolt (2002) wu ilevunemesnguiiegng
Wisuann 300 Au L 1,000 AUFENEN N15ASI9ARY
st disnstureseaausieds Poly-SIBTEST
fisnsimnuaanpdoulsziand 1aeud 9aadi
duumsleszdiilseudiouaeieshsisiuie
NSVAADUTBINITATITAOUNSIMNTIAeRLT8
Foaou melddouluthdefiuandne3 tade fle tade
YAt fisnsiudetBaeu AL 1Ived
WUUARU LAz ULAYRINaNG0es (Tests of Between-
Subjects-Effects) fiufiannady fualwsnsidiue
ATSNAFOUVBINITAIIVFOUNI TV Tid 1977
vesteaeu danadsunndteiy lunniteulyiade
Faaonadesiiy Lopez Rivas, Stark, & Chernyshenko
(2009) WU31 N13ATIVEDUNITTNTTIAeTuveq
Yorousyds IRT LR anansamuesanuaanedeu
Uszuanit 1 167 Lzl IAaaUge dlowun
msvmthfisnwesteasuiivinelvg wasuuiaves
nausegnfisdu uaznan1sAnuves Narayanan
& Swaminathan (1994, p.315-328) Aladnwinig
e UMVt iisnatuvesdeae uiiduguuuy
Wendu wazliluguuuufeniu seinaisuuuma-
waudwa AUTBTUWaY wuldn Jadevuinvesngy
F0E19 NTUANUAIANAINTOAAAIUVDIUDEDU
vt Tty vunemsimihiisstusesedeu

LA UTELANTOITDADU SNaFDENITIEIUIINITVIAGDY
Y0INIITIRARUNMS iRt uresdeaeuse
WIUan egelitudiAny Lasnan1sAnwIe9
9173300 Aedaiuy (2547) WU VUINVBINGY
fegelinanoUsyansninlunisnsiageunis
wihfisnatuvestoaau tnataueuuyn TunsAnw
Bn1snsivaeun simtdis et uvesdeaeudidl
sdnvunsliagiuuwuunatgan 1833 Poly-
SIBTEST mslnguiegnanfivuelsininii 500 au
venguieesiitivunslug axvilingnisasaaat
asvmifisnstuvesdeaetiisamanismeaey

g9 DaugezlianuadanfiouUselany 1 aedume

VOLEUDLUY

Jarauauuzainsunisululy

1. A5RTI9E0UAISHINT A 197 Uv04
Foaoudiiguuvumsnnaliazuuuiuuvaise
Tuluina Graded-Response wuuliatien n1ela
Feoulathidefiunnsng 3 Jade Aevuianisvimiii
F19AUYDITDEDU AINYIIVOILUUEDU LATIUIN
veunguAIeg1e Tumeufifaniunisalase ans
1938 IRT LR lun1sesrageunisviandndisnsdiu
Yostedouiiesaniiusedniamnisnsisdeunis
vl fisnsfuresdeaougs Tngauisaniuny
aupataedsulssanil 1 167 waviidunanis
NAADUVDINIINTIADUNITIMETiA 1 uv 9
Gﬁaaauqﬂumimmaaumsﬁmﬂwﬁm’wﬁwaa
Foaouitigunuunsmsraliazuuunuualuluieg
Graded-Response wuuiifiiien nmelddoulutladei
uanF19 3 Jady Aae75 IRT LR 38 Poly-SIBTEST uay
75 Multiple-groups CFA masenilsdstadeninue
YosuuvdoUTinzandmsunsihlUle desann
nMsAnwATeRsiEinuI ANeTIveILUUEARY fiNa
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THSnsIAINAAIAAEIUUTEANT 1 wanenady &
iﬁmsmwaaumsmwummmumawaaaumsJ
33 IRT LR uagds Poly-SIBTEST %1 2 38 anwnse
muquamwmwmmmmaauﬂizmw 1 ladnne
Tdeuletadennueniveaiuuasy sauu 9 Je
waz 15 9o uidnsiaunaiandeudssiand 1
30938 Poly-SIBTEST fuuwsltuiiuauy denrwen
YoIUUEIULRLTY SuEisuaneguTeq
n13R519d0UNIYuLTir s ured adausia
TursfiaEn15ns198eUnISH I e 197 uYe9
Toaaua1875 Multiple-groups CFA luaunsa
muqué“mﬂmnmamLﬂﬁauﬂssmmﬁ 1 e
AU UADULANTY Fatfy TunnsUFoR
WINTINISATIVEOUNSVIUTTiAsure st odeu
fidruenveuvdeudy Svedaunioderinn
$rnutios wavvuansvhvihiissiuvestoaeu
Hvuadnvsevuinnats 3erastaentdds IRT LR
Tunsasvaeunsvninvidasiurestoseu ey
Flnsasasagunasiimtfisnsiuvedeoaeud
UseandnmeN

Jarduauuzlunisiveasenaly
1.371NANSANWIASIUNUIT NISHTIFDU
N1TINUINA19AUVDIT 0@ UA 875 Multiple-

a a

groups CFA fUs¥anSnmsnin3s IRT LR uaeds
Poly-SIBTEST u@ilgnunanisnaasu lnatAssiu
3 IRT LR FsmsyinsAneluanwazifeniu 1ng
Anwtasedufinininasiinasenuaainadou
UszLanil 1 uazdunansvegeu W sawitidedeu
fivanifidneturesdodou A181u19sIRUN. A7
ALY EOU Ussianvedaeuiiviiutiad
fneiuluy Uniform wagudu-Nonuniform 1Judiu
e llitoyamsaumanasouAgutazilunde
fedmiunnsthlvlilgasanniy

2. msinwadaiifunisanuilagldlua
NSFOVAUDIUDEDULUURALALT (Unidimensional)
dadu leliAneuvannvanglunsfinundeya
@edn Jemsiinsd@nenlagldluinanisnevauss
Foaeunuunanedf (Multidimensional) wiefinw
Fosrinuazarundululglunsinluidase ieludn
Yo dunndfniglunuuasunsoaunduny
ffszautoaeu iiisliflauaenndestuaniunisal
msldtoaeuiiduaswandulselovidonisiana
namsAnwlanawnenniy
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