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ANLINEIvaINITUTINANAMEAN Bz duUAAaLlaglYd GGUM
ACCURACY OF ESTIMATED INDIVIDUAL CHARACTERISTIC USING GGUM
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ABSTRACT

This research aimed to study the accuracy of estimated individual characteristic
using the generalized graded unfolding model (GGUM). The researchers used simulated
data generated by Monte Carlo sampling under the following circumstances: (1) all Item
location parameter on the characteristic scale were positive only, and both positive and
negative, (2) the number of items was 10, 15 and 20, and (3) the sample size was 100, 300,
500 and 1000. Consequently, there were 24 simulations, and each simulation was repeated
100 times. The accuracy of estimated characteristic was measured by the mean correlation
coefficient between individual characteristic estimates from the GGUM and true individual
characteristic values.

As a result, it was found that (1) tests with both positive and negative Item location
parameter possessed high accuracy of estimated individual characteristic than tests with
only positive item parameters, (2) when the sample size was constant, the difference in
numbers of items affected the accuracy of estimated individual characteristic since the 15-
and 20-item tests tended to achieve higher accuracy than the 10-item test, and (3) when
the number of items was constant, the larger sample size tended to increase the accuracy
of estimated individual characteristic since the sample size of 300, 500 and 1000 provided
the same level of accuracy; however, the accuracy is greater compared to the sample size
of 100.

KEYWORDS: Unfolding, GGUM, Item Response Theory
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TainanisnevauesteasuLuusaia (Traditional IRT) 19U One-Parameter Logistic
Model (1PL), Two-Parameter Logistic Model (2PL) glg\‘iaQuuauuag’luﬁ’j’lmmﬂ’l%Lﬂuslum'ﬁ
dendimouldagiagndesnzgauiniu ieszduvosaudnsurudafiuuiniy na1afed
aruduitusszrinamadendmeuiussiuvesnndnuusidaiviosnsta Aduilsiduuuuidiudy
fnaen (increasing monotonic) (Scherbaum et al, 2013) Iﬂ&Jﬁgﬂﬂmmmﬁqﬁsﬁ"umimauauaq
Yooy LU “s-shaped” fanwdl 1(a) FelumanisnevaussuuudinanansaSonlainduy
dominance model (158 cumulative model) InglugAusnueinIsumgunIsnevauastodoy
drsnldfunistayadnnimnisiadudsdenld dominance model ualunzifsafunuia
dominance model Tufiaumnzaufiunsinauaunsafiiedfunssuiunisan (cognitive
ability) 110091 Lileannymaiiuunliiufiaznevteasuteioingnaziiuunliuiiozneudeniine
niuldgnienduieatu lurueilyaraitliaunsoneudoasudeitelfesragniosiasi
wnlthriaghiansanoudeasutofionnninldesnagnioatuieniu seaumigiuuasndnms
flugumes Traditional IRT %13 Dominance IRT dsfinanidnsdudslivmngaufiasiinanyssandls
MuNTIAlATEs1an19dn (Oswald et al, 2015)
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Tudndunils lumanisneuaussdoasuiioglungy nonmonotonic IRT model Huify
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ANANBAENIITINTREYIIMUUTA ANUFUTUSTEnIaNTsIeNAMEUAUTEAUTDIAMAN Y ILHT
foen1in Falinstu-as lduwuuiindusaen Inedsunsmivesilsidunsnevaussdesau {Uu
LUU “bell-shaped” Aann 1b
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AN 1: (a) s-shaped curve U84 Monotonic IRT (b) bell-shaped curve ¥84 Nonmonotonic IRT

‘ﬁm : Stark et al, 2012

Tunanisnevaussteasuiioglunguiifu nonmonotonic IRT model 8819 Unfolding
IRT ﬁa:u:uﬁgmuawé’ﬂmsﬁugmﬁ’iwmmé’mﬁua‘swdwmstﬁanﬁmauﬁ’mzﬁwammé’ﬂwmz
wiaazgnaiuielay Ideal point response process Na1AD HrihuuiakfazAuIzdsEAUVDY
AN Yz AREIN15TA (individual’s level of latent characteristic) ALAnsnsiu Felufidly
#11 gagauARvauiazyana (Ideal point) uandaniiiosandeauiiiunldlunisiaudas
fomnuenaiitmiindiasioufanadnunsuddlussduiivandnatude fuiuludasdoruiiasd
izﬁumaﬂ@mﬁﬂwmmmﬁgﬂazﬁaumﬂsﬂjam’mﬁ?u"‘] (level of the characteristic reflected in the
item) uaneinaiudie ﬁaamqﬁﬂismumi Ideal point response process Fauhoia Ideal point
VBIYAAA LLazizﬁumaﬂﬂmﬁﬂwmzﬁgﬂazﬁaumﬂ%’ammﬁduﬁ] (level of the characteristic
reflected in the item) TnUsIngoguuLdU continuum Yespadnyuziidosnsiadaiu Tng
Tuustagdetiu foruiifisrosndlndiu ideal point vesyaratuinniignisiloniadiazgniden
Thdufmeuuinnds fadupnuhasdulunsdudetudeninleq unflanasintude
FTYENNTENINTEAUANANBUZILNIVBIYAAA (individual’s level of latent characteristic) U
izﬁU‘Ua\‘iﬂmﬁﬂwmzﬁgﬂazﬁaumﬂ‘ﬁ@ﬁuﬂ (level of the characteristic reflected in the item)
Tndunnilan nsld bell-shaped curve FsaBuneiduldsasimnoulsd

nmsfitatuinisilunanisnevaussdoasuindssgndldfunisianisdafiuiy
ogsdaliles Usznoufufiamaludagtiuvessuuvulumaiihuildfunisinnudnuasmedngn
Wuluinafieglunguiidu nonmonotonic IRT model 8814 Unfolding IRT Taetaniy
Generalized Graded Unfolding Model (GGUM) tu nsfinwluassi3sjs@nuimdssansain
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199n15+% Generalized Graded Unfolding Model (GGUM) Tun1sUszuraia1ni1s18inos
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NSBULUIANNITIVY

ANTIILADSATLULSUDIT0A I (d) . ,
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Graded Unfolding Model (GGUM) aeldaaunisaldeulaiawls $auau 3 anruniseiiiouls
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2. Goulvsusuderuildluwuuin G 3 Seule: 10, 15, 20 1)
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1. inseailotldlun1sade

nsdnwluadsinuilneli3snisdranstoya lnsldlusunsu R Saufulusunsy
GGUM2004 dwdunisléaulusunsy R du Suneinaiawizfinsinuiluadsiiunldidundn
S0y 2 umarna 18R wnAne “ScoreGGUM” wasumaina “psych” Tneiisteazidondil

Package ScoreGGUM — tHuuwainafilddmiunsuszanawisiinosvosyana
o4 Generalized Graded Unfolding Model (GGUM) 1ulsiimalunisuszunnen Tnglddeya
N13MBULUU Disagree-Agree wazn1515no303de (item parameter) Ludayatndinouns
Anedt dwsuilaitudesveaunanaiiuszneude 2 flefdu 1iun read GGUM() Fafuileddu
llunserunadwsifsafumsimesvesderildainlsunsy GGUM2004 uduvalveglugy
wasndiielvanunsaihluldnusie venaniddediladdu score GGUM() Faduflerduiivhmii
Uman1sneukaznsilmestenssuianauaziilugnisuszanainisfivnesvesunanadulu
fngusvasindnosunainail

Package psych — Li‘;JuLLwaLmﬁiﬂumiﬁi’ﬂaaﬁazﬂaLﬁ'mﬁ’umamﬁmm%m%wm
Tasiame Tnefifladdugosvansiledidu Tuudazilsrduiinsihavlusuuuuiforfudenisinass
WelildnGanansiamedninet udfianuuandrafuilunanisussnaafifuiugiuvesns
$raestoyaluusiagilerdu wu flefduy sim.rasch, sim.poly WWudu dwsumsAnwiluadaiivinng
draesteyalaeld unfolding IRT Duitugiu Feldileddu sim.poly.ideal.npn Wuilafdundnly
NsANYY

2. m3iusIvsIudoya

2.1 YnNsaeetayan1sneuluuInLUUaBILaNYeNERaUIIUIN 2000 AU d Sy
mMsleseiamnsfinesvesteiitunlfifudeyatndivesileddu scoreGGUM Tngldiladu
sim.poly.ideal.npn Tulusunsu R Uszneudieaniunsaimsiwesdumisesiesianu (d) i
AN asA L rUsestamauduuInLazau (d ag/lure (-3,3)) UagninasHIuILYes
fornmduuinifissernien (d egluras (0,3) Feudazaaiunsaivesmnsiiinesduns
fonruniu azdsenoudie 3 anunmsaldesldunaniunsaiidemauiisunudeniiu 10, 15
uay 20 4o Tauviedu 6 anunisainas Yyavesdmeuiisiaadldunlinsgmamnafimesves
Toluwsavaniunisal Aglusunsy GGUM2004

2.2 ﬁf}ﬂﬂﬁﬁi’ﬁ@ﬁ@;@%ﬁﬂﬂ%ﬂ Tagldiledu sim.poly.ideal.npn $1uau 24 daunisel
audildimualluiuusdase Seuszneumeeuluiuamniwefiuniwestoauily
Tuwuuda (d) S1uu 2 Seuly @Ewnsfwediumisestedanuduuinuazay uagiduuan
favan) drudraudeaudldlusuuta () $wau 3 Jeuls (10,15, 20 o) uasileuludnn
$1urudiegns (n) 1o 3 Heulw (100, 300, 500 uay 1000 wiae) InsvimsiAuAnudnve
dnynaealilasiednaiiduriaudnuazdinyanasts uasnanisnouveILAazyARAd MY
inllfiduteyaindlunsinseitusely

2.3 dmansneuluwiazaniunisalluyiinisussanamaudnyusdIuunnaaINLung
(Estimated theta) #il#a1nn1suszanalagldluna GGUM f1ds read. GGUM uag score.GGUM
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Wialsiléd Theta vosfnauusazauiildainnisuszana Tutuiaslifouaiiddyfe f1 Theta
vosnauwsarauluusazan unisallagmsUszana1anlueg GGUM (estimated theta)

2.4 A5IERUAMUKLUEITDINITUTTUUAIAMNEN WUz dIUYAAALAETIINITILATIEY
duszdvSanduiusseninsmaudnuazdiuyanaiiliudads uazandnvazduyanailédan
nsUsEINUAIElIna GGUM

2.4 1141 (loop) Fumeuil (2), (3) waw (4) $1uau 100 seuluusiaznsdl vhmafudeya
Aruiuglunsusznumaudnuasd iy arauias At nimAadsuasi M tufinga

3. M3ATIEdaya

dovhnissiassteyaniuaniunsaifidmualiie 24 aomunisaiagiinisimun
msfimeitenunsdis 6 naditefuiiaenndesiuusazaniunisal lwldmandnumenin
vesf{nouiilsiannn1sdiass (simulated theta) uaznasiasinIsnouvegRaULiazA Woliwa
I1909N1INBUVVBIENBULATAUKAITIINUTEN A AaN vl Rnlaeltlauea GGUM vinlv
Ienadnuazmadnvesineudilsininnisuszana (estimated theta)

dmsunmsfnuluadsiiifagusvasdifionsnaaeutssansamiunnuusiugivesnis
Uszanairlagldilung GGUM Bsldadussansanduiusiduinast aannslivihe 100 seulu
wiazaniunisal Tnedmuninnieldaniunisalladild GouM Tunsuszanaeilddnga
AudnuALMainYeneuilsinnnnsuszana (estimated theta) LazAIANENYALNITATDS
droudiléiarnnisdnass (simulated theta) azdpssininuaenndosiunazdiwalianduyszans
avduiuseglusesiugs

dyUuazafiusenansIvg

#3UNan15Y

defansanainuuuiadidnsfimesdundsvesdodniudy wuuiedinsfines
si’%mﬁwaqsﬁaﬁmmﬂuﬁu’qmnu,azamzﬁmmLLajus‘J’ﬂuﬂ'1'ﬁUwmmm@mé’wmzmuqﬂﬂaqq
nuuuiedifidmsfwefiuvisesdedanuiuuinedrafen Wemumilvivuindoginad
funudefnuiuanssiudmasiomuuiusilunsUszinumandnuurdiuyana Taguuuia
Afdoaudman 15 uag 20 do fuwliiuflazUszanuAaadnuuzdiuyanaldusiugunnni
wuuinfifdefnimsiuau 10 4o Wemueulisunudosinua auadegafifiuduiiuuli
wlinsusssnamaudnuurdnyanaiaudug ity Taensdiivundednaisiuu
300, 500 uay 1000 viie TuurliufiazUszanumaudnvuzdiuyanaldusiugliwansaiu
wagianuuiudunnnilunsdiivuadogiaiisiuau 100 wiae fausinglumsed 1
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wwswﬁma%ﬁmwﬂwaﬁamwﬁﬁy'wanu,azau (d=(-3,3)) wWinasmunisvasteaulunsuin (d =0,3))
Anud A
N | gann ge  twnane fiee  fesuin| Mean  SD N | gann g thunens ¥ee  dosuin| Mean  SD
0.8-1.0 0.6-08 04-0.6 0.2-04 0.0-0.2 0.8-1.0 0.6-08 0.4-06 0.2-04 0.0-0.2
Case =10
100 a7 53 0.594  0.066 100 24 74 2 0.545 0.073
300 a3 57 0.593 0.037| 300 9 91 0.545 0.047
500 44 56 0.591 0.031 500 [ 96 0.545 0.032
1000 43 57 0.593 0.020 | 1000 100 0.547 0.023
Case 1=15
100 3 92 5 0.703  0.059 100 76 24 0.654  0.061
300 100 0.708 0.031 300 83 17 0.632 0.032
500 100 0.709 0.022| 500 84 16 0.632  0.031
1000 100 0.709 0.017 | 1000 97 3 0.633  0.019
Case =20
100 5 95 0.734  0.046 100 1 93 [ 0.693 0.055
300 100 0.740 0.028 | 300 100 0.704 0.031
500 100 0.739 0.022| 500 100 0.705 0.025
1000 100 0.740 0.015] 1000 100 0.710 0.017
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1. nsdldouladuniniwesdiuntsvesdomauililunuuia @iy 2 Jouls:
Fomnuymsuinienun uazdeanumsuinuaznsauludadauuassumisfiviniioni)
nansAnwnuiTunsaauuinaadnvagmadauuianis msadrstednmd
Usgnaudedodouiidnmiwesiumimesdemautmisuinuagnsauiidadusindiey
fu wagsumbsaiaueunaeadusuiu (namfederuitihuinuasauanlrsnszaiesii
ynseRvesaIeiisuInagisay) asilfaunsold GeUM TunsUssanaenldusiugn
wnninsiuuatsaduidennumeauinifisses el aeandesiumsfinuues Carter et al
(2016) FvhmsnageulsransnmlunisUszanumaudnuvaznadnvesyanalasldinaiaie
Fansuszanaleeld GouM 1unilslumaiiafiignuaaey Weinrsuamznsddild Goum Tu
mMsUszinuAmuItaaumsaifutefamiannsold GGUM Usganaldegrausiugriian fe
401UN150I7ISENTY “Strone Ideal Point” nanife Teranuiinisnszanefiegsadnauauas
AsBUARNT -3.00 B¢ 3.00 Inendloluuuutrnilagaiiadedemauldludnumesd msdssanuen
wlidmnuaaadoulssnnil 1 ditan waglisunanismeaeuiigeiian uanaini Brown &
Maydeu-Olivares (2011) in1snaaeudsednsninlunisimguinisnevausstaaouunldiv
LLUU’J’ﬂiugﬂLLUU Multidimensional forced-choice Tngldf Thurstonian IRT model #agaulng
nsdiansdeya (simulation study) aeldaaiunisaitteulusineg Tnefiseamnsniimesmuna
vosdammulunuuiavietivesteruluuuuinduniisudiulsdass sansmeaeunuins
AvusliusasdofitamodemuiunastuagrilissavBnmgerindaioaiulunndovemuuin
2. nydideoulagnusnutorudldlunuuia ($uau 3 [eule: 10, 15, 20 19)
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Frunudoruilflunuuianienuenvesuuiabafiuinndy asvhlieuulug
TunsuszanmAIves GGUM a¢Begetu Tnslawglunsdifienusnivesuuuiadiutuain 10 4o
Ju 15 Fedunuitvsgansamdniuegiadaiay daduldlumafsrfufunisnaaoy
UsgAvsnmdnuanuiissosuuinneldnguinmeaeunuudaiuilidoasuidiuuuiaen
Puagiilendulssaniamuiismouuuingstunalude @3 maaund, 2556) uenani
aeldngufinsnevausstoasunuinilonnasslduvuasuatiuiill 15, 20 uag 25 4o azwuin
wuvaeuidiuu 25 deiduatuiifsUszasdunniigaifosanlyiasaunmveauuuaouldlnglass
fuanilsituansaumavestimmneuniign Tasannsadluldfudaouifanuannsaegluraa -
3.00 f4 +3.00 Isegnaindedeuariirnunainndouvesnsuszinuaieglutsisonsuls @de
NIEYAUE, 2555)

wilursieafurnmsdnwluadsinuinsfuaugnvesuuinan 15 4o 1y
20 FotufusiussarBnmasfinniy wioghdlsimunuiiinvessavsnmiliutudy
felaifanudaausiniians femgiluniseenuuuanunisaidedsdminensiidedd 3
weusuurIlumsinaudnuarnsdndividuiuuianis nsldmnuenvesuuinduau 15 1o
fanunsalsyavamgauazfivsmesonsuszinaumiuiugud Jwaagulufuaiueniuuy
fnvoruddetuiidululumaiendu msfinwives Baur and Lukes (2009) Aildvinisnazaou
UsvAnsnnlunisvssanuadlelflunanismevaussteasunuudaiy (Traditional IRT) wansd
1,2 uag 3 W1sdlwas (1PL, 2PL, 3PL) lne@nwiannnisdnaestoyaiuuneuiniila Fermuals
anugmveauuiadunilddusaudsiidne Tnefmue 5 Reulvdes ldun wuuinilddedany
$1uau 5, 10, 15, 20 uag 30 o wansAnuliteasuinteuludiunnuenveswuuiailiuad
fgelunsuszanuemegausiugdensliuuuinfiinnmen 15 detiues

3. nsdlfeulufudurusiedis (§uau 4 Jeulv: 100, 300, 500 waz 1000 AW)

MnHansageuiinuITlumsUssnanudnuurdnvesyana malddruauauivh

wuuiauaziedinTesuan 100 au Selaifanummunzaunnin anduldandadiaves

a

UszAnSamilauudsusiudeudnegs luvainedtunuiilsedansamisuasiegieniinseglan
dy dll Ql o I3 a a a dy I3 v dll Ql ) I3

YU AN IUIUAULTY 300 AU warUsEaNSAIMNTUANTaeL oL UILALLTY 500 kay
1000 AW AuEIsU Memgllunisesniuvaniunisaiillormifmsnensidely Jaausuiugin
Tunistngaudnvaznidalfniduiuuiands nslddruruaudiuau 300 aufaiunsali
Uszaniamguasiilsanasnanisuszunanailagld GGUM ldegrsutiuginas dadululumis
Weafun1sdnwues Wang et al (2017) fildnundauszansamlunisuszunaelagUsy gNALY
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Multidimensional pairwise comparison (MPC) NammﬂmwmﬂLuaimﬂqumamqmmumuaa
aghlifiamdeauilunsuszanabegs vienandnonildldindleldnausegnadiuaudann
agglansnsolilumalunsussanaildognudunnnddutiues vonanilumsinyives
Baur and Lukes (2009) fildvin1snaaeuuszansanlunisussanaandeldlunanisnevaues
Yedounuunadia (Traditional IRT) sansel 1, 2 war 3 wasifwes (1PL, 2PL, 3PL) Inednwann
nMs$rassteyauvuneudanila deimualidrurufiuuuiadudanislusudsidnw g
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rep<-100
I<-20
n<-500
low<--3
high<-3
corRes<-matrix(ncol=1,nrow=rep)
for(i in 1:rep){
data<-sim.poly.ideal(nvar=I,n=n,low=1ow,high=high,a=a20,c=0,z=1,d=d20,cat=2)
Ans<-datag$items
theta<-data$theta
Numcat<- c(rep(2,I))
write.table(Ans,file=" Ans",sep=" ",col.names=FALSE)
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AnswerCon<-as.matrix(read.table("Ans",header=FALSE))
ItemparaCon<-read.GGUM("ItemPara\\120 N2000 -3-3",I,Numcat)
ScoreCon<- score.GGUM(ItemparaCon,AnswerCon,Numcat)

theta<-as.matrix(theta)

EsTheta<-as.matrix(ScoreCon[,2])

corRes[i]<-corr.test(EsTheta,theta)$r
}
mean(corRes)
plot(corRes, ylab="Correlations",ylim=c(@,1), xlab = " ", pch=19,
col="darkgreen")
abline(h=c(.2,.4,.6,.8),col="gray",lty=2)
recorRes<-ifelse(corRes<.2,"5-VL",

ifelse(corRes<.4,"4-L",
ifelse(corRes<.6,"3-M",
ifelse(corRes<.8,"2-H","1-VH"))))

table(recorRes)
mean(corRes)
sd(corRes)




