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Abstract

The Multidimensional Pairwise Preference (MDPP) format is a sub-format of the forced
choice format. Its important property is to present respondents with two statements similar
in social desirability (SD) but different in dimension. There are now research-based
recommendations for constructing MDPP measures in order to score with MUPP IRT Model
efficiently. Construction of MDPP measures is divided into 3 phases. Phase 1 deals with
developing many statements representing different personality dimensions, administering the
statements to a group of judges instructed to evaluate each statement, administering the
statements to a group of participants instructed to rate themselves, estimating item
parameters for the individual statement, collecting and storing the statements into an item
bank. Phase 2 deals with developing measures by pairing statements similar in desirability but

representing different dimensions. Phase 3 deals with analyzing the scores of the respondents.
Keywords: multidimension construct, forced choice, pairwise preference
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wiazdamuiignausidundugiiieuluusiasdevenuuin Viansimesues Generalized Graded
Unfolding Model (GGUM) 183 waznis1iinasiinansanuudugilunisussanaen (measurement
precision) #481a#1915011910 Item information function (IF) 53RN inesuanseuaenndes
vosdoyatuluian Jsonafinrsanaindradfleauand lneomueiifuteyaiidesdmfuidgnd
fomuiiievluldiUsslovddolutuneudaly
1.4) swsmdennudngaaetoniny
Faidendenrunanizdenruiidauaindiunrunssudonidulununas
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M99 3 wanaseg e snduiindeyadmiuteaulundadeniny

danu dayavngiiedviny dayannnguiiagieUsziliuauias

loC SDS a, T, | 6 IF | x2

nsziinSeuvesdudussideusausas

Sudnlulsaseuans

]
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B Suygil 2: WRIUILUUIA

Wawwuuinlagldnisdugvennuiiatdusenauwnnd19iuusiiseAuAUIISaUIVes

depuluseautiennuNneiy INNNSANEWIYY Stark et al (2005) WU NSIEUDAINNINUIY 10

vi3o 20 Tomusoniliosdusznovanmsalinslilunaivssavsnmgaiissouds usiilen
p1av09kuU T ud uazvilvussans nmvasluaagsduld SnitslunsAnuadafeadudlds
nsAnwIeumgun1sIudLUUNURUMNANNBIAUTENaU (complete dimensional linking) fiuA1s
JuauuuIguasAUsENeY (circular dimensional-link design) nuinnsasauuvuinlagldguuuuiou
osdtsznavtu fussdnBnmlndifsstunsldsuuuunmstuduuunuiumaynasdussnay vl
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(unidimensional pairing) $o8az 10 n38 20 AesuIuTesanunsrirlinszuIun1ISUsEUTAIA
wrsdimesiuseaninmuindsdu egelsfiniy defidugdeninuluesdussnouisady
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ae9l3AA YagUudaluflusunsudndaguiildlunisuszananalagld Multi-unidimensional pairwise
preference (MUPP) IRT model {Usz11anad s oaimiungad1auaunsa (1), (2) waz (3) Yuan
lnaidenldnrwineuiamesivinzauson1sussinananeata WoUssanaumiinesuedgnoy

PR PR AN GALLRIRY

UNEFULAZAANINITANEIAIUNITIATIZRMEN YU NI RIAIEAIDNLUUTSAULEDN

faugdfiansvesnantsAnwludayduadvayuinnistduuuinguiuunvifuuue ey
muaiunsldAnA1ATLULLUY Model-based normative scoring Az aunani1slyiania
Infidolunsrurunisdmden esmnaunsatdestunmsisladadeudnouvesnouuuuiauas
TnanzuuuiansaieuiisuseninsyanalaghineliAntgmnsldamisniwnanzwuululdin
ALLANANIEINsyARale (Ipsativity) wiagslsimunsfinwdnlvgdmadunsfneidisiass
(simulation study) wazn1sAnendsusednefiniunisiudulssansameunisdestunisiioves
AzluY Wilurngfeiumnuuamdananivssdnsamlunniluldats emsiinans@nuidudu
fenmnndnueuass (Validity) dslutiagtumsnwidsUssdnslulssduiddadifiome (Lee,
Joo & Lee 2019) wiedsliannsnduduldimaiildisiogninluliluaniunsaiidnisddladadon
ﬁmamﬂﬁmmmmqﬁmmdwLLUU'B’@"LuEULLUU%u (Huber, 2017) ﬁﬂﬁumsﬁﬂwuﬁaﬁué’uﬂmmw
AUANATILABIANIEAIUATUTUNUIFUTUS (criterion-related validity) ¥oan15lguuUTANys
LL‘U‘U@JILﬁEJULLazllizmaNaImﬂ% Multi-unidimensional pairwise preference (MUPP) IRT model

o w 1

msiuideiiddgysdonisfineg (Usami et al, 2016) wienadaulssa@nsninuasve1eeddaninug
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