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Abstract

The objectives of this research were to 1) construct mixed format of mathematical
literacy tests with different test lengths and proportions of items, and 2) compare the item
information function of the mixed-format tests for mathematical literacy with different test
lengths and proportions of items. The sample consisted of 900 grade 9 students. The research
instruments were mixed-format tests for mathematical literacy with different test lengths and
proportions of items. These tests consisted of the following models: (1) Model 1, with the
length of thirty items and the proportion of multiple-choice items and subjective items of
30:70 percent; (2) Model 2, with the length of thirty items and the proportion of multiple-
choice items and subjective items of 50:50 percent; (3) Model 3, with the length of fifty items
and the proportion of multiple-choice items and subjective items of 30:70 percent; and (4)
Model 4, with the length of fifty items and the proportion of multiple-choice items and
subjective items of 50:50 percent. The statistics used in the data analysis were frequency,
percentage, mean, standard deviation and one-way ANOVA. The findings were as follows:

1. In the construction of the mixed-format tests, 4 different test lengths and
proportions of items were obtained. Model 1 and Model 2, each with the length of 30 items,
had the reliability of 0.842 and 0.803 respectively. Model 3 and Model 4, each with the length
of 50 items, had the reliability of 0.876 and 0.872 respectively. All 4 models of the tests that
were created consisted of a combined exam of 11 items.

2. The result of the comparison of the item information function between different
models showed that there was at least one pair of different means of item information
function. When each individual mean pair was considered, it was found that there were five
pairs of different means of item information function. Model 1 had the item information

function higher than model 2, 3, and 4, with statistical significance at the .05 level. And Model
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3 had the mean of item information function higher than models 2 and 4, with statistical

significance at the .05 level.

Keywords: item information function, Item Response Theory, mixed-format test

uniin

adlamansiiunumddysoanudnialumsisousluanissud 21 1iesanadaaans
dueesdolumsfnwiduingimans walulad wazmanidu 4 sudusingrulunisiann
yaansvesuAlviinaniw deieindudsdududmivmstauiuagnsudsdumansugiaves
Uszine Wlsnnnsusediunisiizesadamans (Mathematical Literacy) Saidugaituvedlasanis
Uszldunatinis sus A vUIUIYIA (Programme for International Student Assessment: PISA)
andunislagesdn1sii onusaudontaiAsugiauasn1saun (Organisation for Economic
Co-operation and Development: OECD) wiaaziiouinszuunisinwvesuseinaldnsauenimy
e biaunTeud miunslEdiauaznisinauluouien nTenuNanIsUsEiulaTanag

PISA Tuuseinelng daws PISA 2000 fsllagiu wuirdnSeunaunsAnwiniadeiu @nSeueiyls )

'
[ 1

fazuuuadsnsdidesadamansinitnzuuuiadsvesmnuszimanuiuagdiniissduiiugiu
(Institute for the Promotion of Teaching Science and Technology, 2018) ﬂij’? Judsauladnen
sUuuuteaeuYes PISA FsUszneushedeaeunuulsiouaydmissamogluatiuifentiu
Jagdunisuselug T euaunerenlunisinineeauaiunsanisAndasig
Andaiasigy Anadieassd veafiFeuninniinisiaaud anud wasanudlaludonuvindy
win1sidenlideasuguuuuifenivedinlun1sin Iyaudiuazqnsou (Kinsey, 2003; Kim et al,
2007; Reshetar & Melican, 2010) Manaaausnfuseslduuumaaeuiis 2 sUuuuaugiuly Feondn
“wuunagaugUluuNan” (Mixed-format Tests) Usgneunletadeuluuystsiazdoaaudnily
FauvunaaousUuuUNaNansnandediinveteaoulsisuardeaeudmie Tngamisainle
AsoUARILoMTiFaINT I TuLar Tassduauaunsnvesiaeulutugdld uenanidaulalena
WiaauuaninuiauaunTavesnulesuazisanlantdlunmsindeasuusiele (Kinsey, 2003;

Reshetar & Melican, 2010; Srikolchan, 2009)

o

IINNISANYINONAITHATIIUSTHTLA EJ’JGi’JJENﬁJULLUUVIG]ﬂE]UEULLUUNauiuUizLﬁuLﬁlﬂ’JﬁU
ANLEN WU SNTE L UUNAER UTIT ALEILANANs TS LS 10 48 A9 80 48 (Nansombat,
1999; Kinsey, 2003; Shin, 2007; Jurich & Goodman, 2009; Saen-amnuaiphon, 2012)
Tagnan153ds wuin uuunaaeusUuuuNatlidmnzaufuLUUnageuifiametesnin 30 4o
esanazhliauiisiwazaunsavesuuunaaeuil Amias mmmaﬁmmzamza;ﬁzm’w

30-50 U8 FIAIUNYILALAIUATIVBILUUNAFDUILTA INALAEIIUY



U4l 29 atfudt 1: unsIAN - Tquieu 2566
Vol.29 No.1: January - June 2023 87

defnwenansuazaidifsdesiunuunaaeusuuvunanlulsifudadiuvosteaoy
wuin fnsadrsuvuneasusunuunanifidaduseninadeaeuusiouagdatd unndneiu i
(1) 90:10 (2) 80:20 (3) 50:50 (4) 30:70 waz (5) 20:80 (Bastari, 2000; Shin, 2007; Saen-
arnuaiphon, 2012) Teran1siasey wul wuunadeuiiildndiuveseaausniouinninazlien
asauwmresteaeUgInuaz LU UTiTidnduteaeuUsiotiesnindnte aglviszavinmues
LUUNAABURD ANLITIBY LazANATIgeTIan

MnnsAnwIenansuazuidelusfniiinisnsisaeununmsaLUUNAZE UTULUUNEY
finsfnwnuantin1dedialaglinguinisnevausitaday 1y A181419914UN (a) AIAIINEIN
(b) Alenalunisian (©) AAsfies (reliability) A1amss (validity) Aransaumnavesdedeu (item
Information Function: IIF) A1ansauwmeuedkuuaay (Test Information Function: TIF) Aaulaiantdes
VOIUDAINY LAz BNENaueIInIn (Chaisuwan, 2012; Sawangsri, 2015) mim@mmwm%ﬁﬁaﬁmﬁ
mMsnsvaeuAIiisaate Senuitsuduguantdniaudify duuuialadamiuiegs
waneiuuuiatuiinunmasne cuiddedlujeheuuunaaaunisiiBesndnmansunuunandis
ANETY 30 U8 uaz 50 Yo Tudulldndruterauusibuaztoaaudnly 2 wuu fie 30% : 70% uay
50% : 50% lpofinnsanAtmnuisssuisiiamsaumavesteaoulnaiUSouiiisuitameuas
dnddeasuuuulaiorlrimasaumavestoaougegn TnsthosdusznevveansuseiiiunatiniSoy
sefuwIued PISA ufuasdusznaunislunisadauunaasuluadaidne wafildanniside
sniduansauwmadidglunisdenlduuunaaeuguuuunaulnefiansan AN Ive MU UNAFa ULAE
dndwmestoreulsiiuasdniy elrldiuumnaeusuiuunauiianugndesusius lunisussanaue
wazannsnUszanamldlndifssiuseduemuaunsaiuisieesgaeulsinniian Sntauuuama
uimheuiiededdaauuuianadugriniinisGeou wunageunsdizesadnmanivesfiFeou
AilgUnUURan T nua TRt ATz auso L
AN MY VBN

1. iloaduuumaaeunsdiesndinmanssunuunanifimmeniuasdnduunnsineiy

2. dlesuiisumansaummesieas UlunuunaaeunisiiBosadnamansgunuuHau il

AUYTILATAAAIULANANGAY

N3OUKUIAATUNITIY
nnsfneenaisuazauideiiieadesdinan awnsadmvuadunseuuuiAnniside
nswSguimeumansaumavesteaeulunuunageunsiisesndinaanssuiuunauilamiue 1uag

#ndruumnananu Taseniw 1



MIEINTIANANIIANY UNTINYIINNIEIIATY

88  Journal of Educational Measurement, Mahasarakham University

WUUNABUNS3L09AMinANENS

FULUURNEY

lua 1 : Jedeaufianued 30 98 dndudadau
UstlouazUadausnily 30% : 70% , Y
ol B ANANTAUNAYDITDEADY
luLa 2 : Jadaufianued 30 98 dndludadau
Ustloastadausniy 50% : 50% (Item Information Function: IIF)

luea 3 : JedaufiaNued 50 98 dndludadau

Ustloastadausniy 30% : 70%

luLea 4 : JadaufiaNue? 50 98 dndludadau

Ustloastodausniy 50% : 50%

AN 1 NFBULWIANLUNNTITY
ABAnluN1IeY
1. Usznsuasnguiegng

UszgnsfillunsideduiniFeuduisondnui 3 Un1sfne 2563 Aidadnueylu
Fofauasunen Ssfaddnmuuaiiuiins@nusdseudneian 7 Tufmiauasuen S 11
T5958U 949U 1,849 AU

nauiegdlunuitoduinFoututssa@nuidi 3 dsfaddinauaeiuiinsdng
lseudnuien 7 Tudandauasuian Un1sinwn 2563 lengueiegnednuiu 1,020 A WWungunaass
14 §1uu 120 aw waznquldasa 9191 900 Ay wuwdu 4 nquees 9 az 225 AU FILUNAIUTWIA
Tsa58u wuan WulseSsuasuinlugireAndusosay 62.22 auialug 17.78 au1nnals 17.78
gundn 2.22 uazdleswunaumenuitdlvg dumendsdaduiovay 64.78 edeaT'lmumju
fegafivnzandmiunmsiinszsismninosvesteae ULALLUUNAZOULUY 1 M Tinosaas
71U 200 AU (Kinsey, 2003; Srikolchan, 2009; Saen-amnuaiphon, 2012) lesananisedi
ATNN1TLABSVDITOADULAZUUTADULUY 1 W1513 a5 11U 4 Tuna Faldngudiegne 800 Au
waziietlaatunisgamedeiuiiunguiegnadulunans 225 au léngusegisitanun 900 au

faganlauNMsduLUUaetuney (Multi-stage random sampling)

2. \p3eslienldlun1sidy
w3 oadlefldlunisideidunuunaaounisgisesndnmans JUnuuRaun Iaue1iuay

[ |

dndrudoaeuunnaneiu Geuszneumededeu 2 sUuuy fie dedeudsile WWudeaeuwuudonnau 4
Aden uasdedeudniy udodounuulisunou uuunaudu 91uau 80 do Andanwde 67 Ue
Feteaeuisiouazdnivavilusuunageuiinsinlinzuuuase (mougnld 1 AzuuY uazABURR

wsolunaula 0 Azuww) auegluaduiiediy 91uiu 4 Tuaa laun (1) Tuea 1 Jedeuniaiugn?



U4l 29 atfudt 1: unsIAN - Tquieu 2566
Vol.29 No.1: January - June 2023 89

30 90 dndruteaeulsionazdoaausniy 30% : 70% (2) luea 2 Tedeufiiai1ue1 30 40
dndrudeaouusiouwasdaanusnily 50% : 50% (3) luna 3 Tedeudiininueny 50 do dndqu
Foaeulsiouazdoaausnily 30% : 70% way (4) Tuwa 4 Todeudifiauem 50 40 dadruteaeu
Ustauaztogausnie 50% : 50% I@i—JLLUUﬂnmaaUﬁa%fwﬁumﬂmﬁﬂizﬂausuaﬂmiiﬁamaimmam%
Usgnausie (1) @aarunisalnsoviunasstyn aun usundiudi USundean uTUNNITIIUDITN
wazUSuviAvenmans (2) Wemadamand loun Lﬁamﬂ%qﬁuazgﬂmaamﬁa iemnsiasuutas

s

wazANENTLS WeomuUsuna way Weomanuliuiueuy was (3) nguanssousvvadiamans laun

¥
=

ausTaugnsviug aussaugAsielden way aussausnsazieukarn1sdeans Tundyide
laulauetaaaus L lA1A11L81n918 () LazAIBIUIAIILUA (1) MUNZEN S18ax1B8nf10879

YDADUAINNGIG 1

M99 1 fegadeasunisiisesndinananssuuuunauninueuazdndiutoaauwanseiuy

Yagausily (Jaaausw) dagaudnily (Taaausaw)

UTUN : daAy USUN : N13UBITN
dlovn : mswAsuudasuazanudinius o - USwes
ausIOY : MIavTieuLAYNSAeANS AuTIuy : M3l
p= .65 p= .53
r= .30 r= .72
N13AUNA $ruine3

MaAun1nuATen lngamne anunsaden nsefioamsazlindruuined Tneneluitudl
dumals 2 33 il NAAANING 9 19U VLA YUNT @ﬂﬁyLLa:ﬁIiﬂﬁ@
Bt 1 unalagsousedme soazamng 10 A way | noedesdadulacianiuiiiiediainiuines tned
Tdnalunmsiumslufangamn 2 Wuaan 80 widl Hoyaaniuiiva 3 urs il
B2 Wumdlagsag saazamne 15 w1 wagldiaan o 3y n AnAdieuay 5,000 UM
Tunsiiunaludensamn 2 WWune 75 wii SEANEIETA 3 ey AU AU A

019aNSAUMNINUATIIEN LUEINTIWMNT Fiag 1,500 UM
Fonlaganssouuuiieuiniu uazsaazeaniiivausn o % v fnAuday 50,000 UM SreANT

wipuiiuluian 08.00 u nauAsUUNTAROU AUTEAUEILAN 10,000

1. finddpaAunannuasnendieluiseulunganm « um
L5u09850USEIMNE 1181 09.10 U. L58ILLaaNTUTE ® 31y ARALYILABUAY 8,000 UM F18AN
Uszd e v3e 30¢ Igldnarlunsifiunidesiign nndAudeu ldAnAUseiudum

waziilasusraznanlunissasafnlusseziiatinle . o i . 4.2
2. mnandanaanlganglunisinan unvingy nsieaas

. 5aU5¥I M4 TvIan 85 u a e Vv o o i aw
zdonydygdiuiuledsazussudaailding

o v =1
2. 50U52911149 M@ 80 W v g Couw
lounndian wazdnelulaziinle
A. 509 14an 75 Wi

1. sauszdve wie o Al Tan 80 undl wiiy




MIEINTIANANIIANY UNTINYIINNIEIIATY

90  Journal of Educational Measurement, Mahasarakham University

3. Mmaiusiuswdoys

3.1 uuunadeufiiiunisdadendefiniuiifien 10C daus 50 Tuld $1uau 80 4o
lunaasuiungunaaessld (try out) $1u7u 120 AU W evNAMAINYBILUUNAZEY Feiidoay
fimauncust 67 4o

3.2 Mnuuneae U dnyadeaeudnnu 4 atu Tuvegeutungusiegns 900 au
gelumnaaeuldngusnegilinnaay 225 au lasiwusliliszeznailunisasy 60 w1l

3.3 WuunageuinTlviazuuy lnelinaeidmiunislinzuuy Ao aeugnii 1 Aziuy
waznauRavselinauly 0 AzuuY

3.4 YWalfanNITegoud AT IEimIAMNNYBITDHD ULAL AENTAUATDIUR AR

4. nMFiATIidaya
4.1 NFIATIAAUNTNVBILUUNAFDY
AMNINYBILUUNAGDY 21581910 1) A1FvTAINaDAAdB (I00) FUAILLA B9nTs
Bailen (content validity) 9018wy 3 v fid1 10C dFaudt 67 Fuly Fodrsnunasiuag
Iadmdenly 80 4o Amdudesay 100.00 2) Apuen (p) wavAguadiwun () et lunagey

(Y 1

fungunaaesld (try out) InsRansandndendeaoudifidiaiimenn (p) egsening .20 s .80
AU N (1) faus 20 Fuly Fedidoaeuiiiunaeiionun 67 4o Anduiosar 83.75 uay
3) AAnaLTies (reliability) vesuuunaaey 1935veaqines-39135adu (Kuder-Richardson method)
KRy Bp1etoyalngldlusunsudnsagy
4.2 N3IATILRAUNNVBITDEDU
ANAMYBITBABY TA1TUIAIN ArENTaUMAYEITaRU (item information function) lagldy

[

LUsunsy MULTILOG 7.03 M5 A gviAansaumaAvestoaay (Karnjanawasee, 2007) fagns

'
1;(6) = M =123 ...k
P;(6)Q;(0)
dle 1;(0) Wl mansaumd vsemansaumailgsuaindedeu
fof | dmsugpouiTanuaansn O
P/(0) =P/ W anuduvesilsidunisneuteaeuded
o ANLMLIAINEINNTH O
P;(6) = P wiu ey duiigeoudelianuanansa 6

gnautodouded i lagnses

Q:(0) =Q; =1—P(6)



U4l 29 atfudt 1: unsIAN - Tquieu 2566
Vol.29 No.1: January - June 2023 91

NN

1. Nan13aIIUUUNAABUNNT B asndinmanssUnuUNsTTiaNE1uasdndudasey
wANA1SAY

1.1 wamsinyndoaouuuunageunsyidesndnmanssuivunauiiselddndenteaoy
fiunasinsmaunndoaey $1uru 67 48 91nvianun 80 4o tundayadeasusinunaiy
anunsaluazusunidanuenuardadiudeaounand1aiudiuiu 4 Tuna deusazluieg
Igmuslvidoaousaudian 11 4o Andufesay 36.67 uavFosas 22.00 A Srikolchan (2009)
5271 wuunageuULUUNANAIsETedeUTIneg wilanpsay 20 vosteasuitiun Tedeutau
fananiiAmnuenn (p) ogszaring .40 s .69 uazAreuagIuun (1) ogszming .30 fe .72 Fafiodn

agluinaeinunnivingay Inenanisasisuunegeuasulananin 2

@597 UTIVIUA 80 U8

o A 19 A ¢ A v
ARNLADNUDADUNNIULNEUNLIARD 67 UD

[ v < a
A AUNYDERUDDNLUY 4 USUN

v

v

v

v

YSUNEIUA

71U 15 VD

YSUNdany

U 16 U8

USUNDITN

U 20 VD

USUMINFAENT

U 16 U9

Ustie 6 98 Usuie 6 99 Ustie 8 98 Uste 7 99
Py 9 Vo 9RUe 10 U9 aRUY 12 U9 S%e 9 U
udngntedau 4 luwa
Tuwea 1 lana 2 Tuna 3 lana 4

fAnue17 30 U9
dndrutodau
30% : 70%

TPue 30 U9
dnaiutegnu
50% : 50%

TA1nue1 50 99
dndrutodau
30% : 70%

fmnue17 50 989
{ndutadau
50% : 50%

Ustie 9 99

Y

S%e 21 U8

Usie 15 99

v v

oMUY 15 U9

(ol
e

11

2RUY 3

U 3]

5
5

e

3]

Usue 25 99

IAUY 25 U9

AN 2 M3IYRTadaUNITIToAtnmanTULuUNaNNTiALE LA dRd

YDADULANANGNUY

[y £ g = ¥ ! o v & £ 1 a 1 Y ¥
N1IAINYAUDADUYN 4 luwa Aveaeusin 91U 11 vo Wudeaeusiuluusundiusi 4 9o

USUNAIPAL 4 99 USUNDNTN 1 99 hazuSumiInedans 2 19




MIEINTIANANIIANY UNTINYIINNIEIIATY

92  Journal of Educational Measurement, Mahasarakham University

2. nan1sissuiisuatasaumavesdodeulunuunaaaunisis ssndinAnans
sUnvuRaNTisianuuazdadudeseunanneiu

2.1 AnansaumAmBILUUMAGBY (test information function) N33i3esadnmansguLuy
nENfiT A mEILazdRdLUANA1TY $119u 4 Tea A F2sANaNanTaegTENINg -3 B9 3 U
(1) Tuwma 1 dA1asan windu 7.652 o sEAuANausamiiiu -.40 (2) luea 2 daasan wiiu
5.774 4 5EAUANANTA AU -.20 (3) laea 3 HANgega Wiy 9.150 &l SEAUANNAINITA
Wiy .00 uag (4) luea 4 AA1asaumnaAvesLuunAgauadga Wiy 8.999 o ¥AUAIINAINTTH

WU -.20 lagfNan15IAs1eiANESEUNATDILUUNAZDU AININ 3

Test Information and Measurement Error Test Information and Measurement Error
Model 1 Model 2

Jog piepisis
info

O [] i
Scala Scare Seale Seue

TestInformation and Measurement Error Testinformation and Measurement Error
Model 3 Model 4

9 ——— X

Josig prepueis
o3 piepuns

rrrrrrrrrr

AN 3 AENSAUYNATDILUUNAGDUTE 4 LR
2.2 MTATIEIRaLUSsUgUAIENSaUWAYRIYeaaU (item information function) 5E1IN4
TUAANLANANNIY F9tANUEILaTdRdINTadR UL RSN INAULe 4 Tuma 1nen15IASIEAINY

WUSUTIUNGLAYY (one-way ANOVA) HaNITIATIZY ARSI 2

M99 2 NANTSIHATIEVALLUS S U UAENSAUNAYDIUB @D UTE NI LLAATILANAN AU

wrasAULUTUTIU SS df MS F p
FEMINNGY 210 3 .070 19.457 .000*
aelungy 562 156 004
594 772 159

*0 < .05



U4l 29 atfudt 1: unsIAN - Tquieu 2566
Vol.29 No.1: January - June 2023 93

PNAITN 2 HANNTIATIZILAZLUS B ULNEUAIANS AU AYDIVRADUTE NI LULAANLA NG9 U
WU danefsansaumavestaaeuradluinauananeiuegetey 1 a egreldeddnynieadia .05
(F = 19.457, p = .000) fadufovinnIsIAIIEN Post-hoc LivalUSeuisuanaiesedlngldizves

o

Tamhane WSIZNaANISASIVEBUVBY Levene’s test WU LAMULUSUTIULANANA Ua g9l dsd1Aey

o

N9a@hR .05 (Levene = 6.251, p = .000) AINITN 3

M1919 3 HansWIBULTIgUSI8e (Post-hoc test) Ingi5ued Tamhane Tunisi3euiiiey

ANENSAUWATBITREDU (item information function) S¥INkAALIULAATILANAIIAU

_ luaa 1 luea 2 lupa 3 luwna 4
luag X

2630 1670 1770 1670
Tuwna 1 2630 - .0960% .0860* .0960*
(.004) (012) (.004)
luwaa 2 1670 - -.0100% .0000
(.000) (1.000)
luwaa 3 1770 - .0100*
(.000)

Lo 4 1670 -

o w a LY

favululadu e A1 p-value * TdadAynsatansgau .05

<

31NM1919 3 HAN1TLUTBUWEUTI8E (Post-hoc test) lagd5uad Tamhane Tun1siuSeuiiiey

ANENTAUMATDITDADUTLMINLULAA 4 WUU WUI UANLRRYYDIESAUVAYDIVYDFBUBANANAUDY 1

LY [ 1

a o o w aad = Y1 a0 N 4 !
HUYAIAYNWNEANTEAU .05 MUIU 5 7 ‘(Nﬁ?i‘lﬂﬂ'l'] Tuiea 1 HANRAYANTAULNAYDIVBADUGINI

a o

Laa 2, 3 uag 4 egrelltuddgyneEnAfiszau .05 uarluea 3 dAnefsasaunavestonouginii

Y]

luna 2 way 4 ag1ditpd Ay eananszdu .05 Fegenndesiunalunn 4

Y

2007

M agIaUINAve Ve aOY

175

Tuna

AN 4 HANNSUSIUTIEUANLRAYENTAUMATDITDADUTE I LUMATILANFNG Y



MIEINTIANANIIANY UNTINYIINNIEIIATY

94  Journal of Educational Measurement, Mahasarakham University

anuTeNa

1. aﬁﬂsqsmanflsa%w,l,uwﬂaaumsj’;ﬁfaamﬁmmam%gmwuwamﬁﬁmmm'sLtazé’ﬂd'su
LANFASNU

mﬂmamﬁmwﬁmmmqL%«f:amﬁuaaquaaugﬂmau%miit%'aamﬁmmam% U 80 o

1 v a ¥

mummeﬁmiﬂmimmmmqL%wﬁammﬂ;gﬁia’mw lnedlAdiyiauaennnedagsenin 0.67 89
1.00 dmdonlisuan 80 98 Fuandliidiuin Fedeuiiadretuiinnunsaduiion aonndosiu
Saiyod & Saiyod (2000); Pasiphol (2016) ilénanalid1 dudaiuaenndesiimuinlddesdag
1131 050 Feazdinrunsadaideon Aidududingzifiselddnuinseuuufnues PISA
iarmuansaulaseasns (Test Blueprint) Adaau Anwia1uddeiiiendestunisasauuunaaey
sUnanvosteaaulisuardoaeudatle uarasaaeununsadaien lnedidsrsgfiansan
AruAenndesinstamanuiuilonuargausrasddmgingsy 2 afa wduduugaudloni
fidemapausuuy dsaliuuunnaeuiififvadstuuwuuneaeuiianunsnilU4Le
PNNANITIATIEEAT ssveLUUNaga Ui uand st uly 4 Tuea wudnfianaduiies
Tndifesiu ol Tuna 1 uasluma 2 Faflanuens 30 4o Seuiios 0.842 uay 0.803 AU
vuriluea 3 uwagluea 4 fafinanuens 50 Jo FAiauiies 0.876 waz 0.872 mudRu aziiudl
Srunuteasuiiinnd udssaliuuuneaouiidaudissgsiu aonndosty Kamjanawasee (2007)
finaniAnueNIveILUUTAFR UTldeHasaALITiBIesuUUNAdeY kuunadeufifininue1nnaed
walviAAT BaresuUUMAdeUgInIuUUNAdeUfia RNy uanNi S sEenndoeiiu
Bastari (2000); Saen-amnuaiphon (2012) fina1in WUUNAABUAITIAINY1I8Y5ENI19 30-50 U8
wseazdannufisaarAnunswewuunaaeulndidesiu uiwuunadeudiianinuens 50 4o

Huwnlduniusgavinmasnitanuet 30 Jauay 10 9o

2. sAuseranSsuiisuAasaumAvasdasauluuuunagauN sl Fesndinanans
sUuuURENTTiauILazdnduuAns1aiy

NNHANITIATIEVANTAUNAVDILUUNAGDU (test information function) WUTWUUNAGDY
a4 TpadAaN AU ATOILUUNAAE LTINS 5774 §9 9.150 Q1 AINLAINTNY -.40 B9 .00
agviouliifiuiuuunaaeuiiadrsiumngdminhldldtudasuiidenuannsouiunadllaus
Auanunsan ezl saumavesteaeuiiifisane aoandosiuiuisoves Kawmanee (2002)
flssuiflsuaArasaumaresLuUvadeUIdenneUITIAdaManT deran1ide wul uuuvadey
flasratusmngdmiudauiidauaunsotunatsldaudssi fanuaunsnsening -40 f 30
winghalshmdlefinsanmasaumnavosuunagou wuindia1s1n31 10 9 Kamjanawasee (2007)
I¢indnvin AransaumAveskuunagouAsiiaunnndi 10 fasuenafinindnvuzvssguuuudedny

= o (Y I~ ¥ = v v a ! v (Y I~
FIUNIANWULVDINADNYDABU YIFBDAAABINU Kawmanee (2002) NWUIT aNWULUDIAILABDN



U4l 29 atfudt 1: unsIAN - Tquieu 2566
Vol.29 No.1: January - June 2023 95

TudeaeuustalinanamansaumAvealuunagaulnaanizmidaniuularandsnalimanansaune
YDIUUUNAHDUGIN I UFBNLUUUNA

NAN15ILAT TR LazLUS s UL B UAIEIs AU ATRIT o g UTE NI 9 luLnaT LAN AT UN UL
fiaaduansaumeavasdodaunananeiust 9oy 1 A LﬁaLU‘%EJULﬁaumm?{mw@%ﬂmmﬁa q
nuluea 1 AAIINENT 30 98 dadiuseninaledeuusuawarenty 30% : 70% dANESEULNA
gandlaeg 2, 3 wag 4 uagliing 3 A AINE1 50 Y8 dndiuseninedeasulsieuazdnty
30% : 70% fifansaumaganitlinng 2 wag 4 azvieulviiiuin lunsaluuuneaeuiifiannuen 30
18 warfidndrudeasudniuinnindedoulsty denarsaumaresdoaougenii eradumsiz
Foapusnielun1sidondsiudozidunuuidudnoudu uwafnldennindeaeulsiy Jsausiou
ANNENNsaveraaulaAnIUTY Feillonalunisian Fedenaliaransaumnadofidoaoudnie
g9ni1UsEale aenafesiu Nidehah (2000); Kim et al. (2007) fina231 Srilnisienanasayinle
AansaumATe I aEDUNTY

ilofiansanenuenvesdeaey axiuin lusnuiseduuuneaeudidauen 30 4o da
a’liaummaw’faaauqaﬂdﬂwamaauﬁﬁmmm’g 50 40 Falinaunni1991nnIsANITT Kinsey
(2003); Saen-amnuaiphon (2012) finul wuuned@eufidaue1n 50 9o dANasaunegIndi
LuUnaEBUTiTinNe 30 4o Talenauesunann anwarvesULUUladay wardnUsziiunile
aungufnisnevauesteasu feadunsasudiliudsdusuna anudalunisneuagsedlid
NS NARBNANIINBU mﬁmaauﬁqGT@@lm'aq'IuamumazﬁﬁaaULLﬁdaﬁzTuﬁué’wnm WH b UEAIN
navngevassldannsodanisaevdiliutstudunaildlunnads deonafinadorminimesves
fodou donndetu Karmnjanawasee (2007) finanin Aransaumavesdodeuiinudonndesiua
ATLEINGIE NaRe AansaumArestoaeuIrgaty e wansagearlndtusaueIndte

dlofasandndiuresdodou nuin wuunadeuiddadiudeaeulsiouazdoaeusnie
30% : 70% fAasaumavetaaouginiiuuunaaeuiiidnduteasuusisuazdeaoudnie
50%:50% @pnnaadnyu Kim et al. (2007); Reshetar & Melican (2010) ﬁﬂdnﬁqqmﬁmm%’aaau

v v

mlpfvsantanidlunisianmnesugnuedaeu viewleliilendlunisian masaumavesdtodey

YATUY

Y

2

JoLaUDLUY
1. Yavauasuzlunisiinaldgldly

1.1 1INHANTITENNUI WUUNAABUNNAINEY 50 U9 IA1AMTIEIEINTIAINLETT

' '
Yaa =

30 U8 dsuuluusunvesnisiuunaaeululd asvsednddiunertesmniluldlun1sidevie

Y

Y} a A a v Aa v ~ v
ﬂqiﬁﬂwauigﬂgL'Ja'ﬂUﬂ'ﬁVl@ﬁ@‘UV]LWUQW@ f"’n3La@ﬂIGULLUUWWﬁ@UWNﬂ?WNHqU 50 U9 Lu@ﬂ‘iﬂﬂiﬁﬂ’]

ANUBSNEINTT 30 U8



MIEINTIANANIIANY UNTINYIINNIEIIATY

96  Journal of Educational Measurement, Mahasarakham University

1.2 9nnan1siseduunmulunavesuuunaaey nuin luea 1 fflanwens 30 4o
fdnduseninaUstonasdnty 30% : 70% dA1ansaunAvetdodeuainindndiusenindeasy
Usifsuazdeaoudniy 50% : 50% feiuluaniunisaififiszernaisiin azenauseudananlasaiig
Tadaauies 30 Jold uradslidndiudeasudniegenitteasuustedeaslvirrarsaumneves
RGLIGN

2. dorauauuzlunsissadedaly

2.1 msfimsfnwquantinedadfvesuunaaousUiuunauiiiinnuenuazdndiu
vosteasuiiuandeiu Tnsnsuszyndldlaunanevaussdeasy 2 msdmesuas 3 msfines
idesnliansaumeiiuusslonilunisairsndsdodeuvosiuunnaeunisdiFosndineanssuuuy
was deUszneumeeguadiuun (a) uazalonaluninm (o) FesinisAnuiungudaeesii
vwnlvgiu ileanarmeaaindeulunsUssnusmniive foseunararuanninvesdeu

2.2 ensfimsfinwinisairsuuuneaeunsiidesadnmanisuuuunaulngUszandlingud
povaussdeaey fillzuuuuNMInsITliAzuuLINANINaRIA vionsnsaaliaziuued Lesaan

Y Y a =

WWamelwmamaaansusanseandunazdeslitissusulaniisandsanuisonsialiezuuule

Y

PANYAT

AnAnssuUsENA

unANLATEITes s suiisumamsaumavesdoaeulunuunaasunisiiiesndnmans
EULLUUNamﬁ'ﬁmmm’aLLazﬁmﬁau%’aaaULmeqﬁ’u JudruniwedinerdnusseiuiSyyindes
nsissuifisunuantAniedafifveauunaaeunisiiiosadamans sunuunauifianuenuaz
dadrudoasuunnsinaiuy dududiunisvesnsdnionsdnulundngnsfnuvimansumsadin
a1v3NsUTTEuLaENTIRENTSANYY W Inedesiudum aedl fYiemansiansd asgmasel

Ly = [d A e a a § v g a a o I A = a a 61
UF@UNEY LUUNUTNEMINGTUNUSTAN LaEDI1158 AT.WUAT WILYIRUE L UUNUINYMINSIUNUTIIU

References

Bastari, B. (2000). Linking Multiple — Choice and Constructed — Response Items to a common
Proficiency Scale [Doctoral dissertation]. Massachusetts Amherst University.

Jurich, D., & Goodman, J. (2009). A Comparison of IRT Parameter Recovery in Mixed Format
Examinations Using PARSCALE and ICL [Poster presented]. The Annual meeting of

Northeastern Educational Research Association.



U4l 29 atfudt 1: unsIAN - Tquieu 2566
Vol.29 No.1: January - June 2023 97

Kim, S., Walker, M. E., & McHale, F. (2007). Equating of Mixed-Format Tests in Large Scale
Assessments [Paper Presented]. The Annual Meeting of the American Educational
Research Association (AERA) and The National Council on Measurement in Education
(NCME).

Kinsey, T.L. (2003). Comparison of IRT and Rasch Procedures in A Mixed- Item Format Test
[Doctoral dissertation]. University of North Texas.

Reshetar, R., & Melican, G. J. (2010). Design and Evaluation of Mixed-Format Large Scale
Assessments for the Advanced Placement Program (AP) [Paper presented]. The
Annual Meeting of the American Education Research Association in Denver.

Shin, D. (2007). A Comparison of Methods of Estimating Subscale Scores for Mixed Format

Tests. Pearson Educational Measurement.

Translate Thai References

Chaisuwan, K. (2012). A Comparison of Psychometric Properties among the Short Forms
Developed Using Different Methods: An Adversity Quotient Test Study [Master’s
thesis]. Chulalongkorn University. (in Thai)

Institute for the Promotion of Teaching Science and Technology. (2018). PISA 2015
Assessment Results Science Reading and Math Educational Excellence and Equality.
Success Public Company Limited. (in Thai)

Karnjanawasee, S. (2007) New Exam Theory. (3th Ed.). Chulalongkorn University Press. (in Thai)

Kawmanee, K. (2002) A Comparison of Test Information Function of Mathematics Multiple
Choice Test with Different Model Options [Master’s thesis]. Thaksin University.

(in Thai)

Nansombat, U. (1999). A Study of Item Analysis According to Item Response Theory
Calculated from Various Sample Sizes and Test Lengths [Master’s thesis].
Mahasarakham University. (in Thai)

Nidehah, N. (2000). A Comparison of Test Information Function of Mathematics Multiple
Choice Test with Different Type of Choices [Master’s thesis]. Songkla University.

(in Thai)
Pasiphol, S. (2016). Learning Measurement and Evaluation. Chulalongkorn University Press.

(in Thai)



MIEINTIANANIIANY UNTINYIINNIEIIATY

98  Journal of Educational Measurement, Mahasarakham University

Saen-amnuaiphon, R. (2012). The Efficiency of Mixed-Format Achievement Test: An
Application of Partial Credit Model and Generalized Partial Credit Model [Doctoral
dissertation]. Khon Kaen University. (in Thai)

Saiyod, L., & Saiyod, U. (2000). Techniques for measuring learning outcomes. Suweeriyasan.
(in Thai)

Sawangsri, P. (2015). Comparison of Psychometric Properties Integrating Indicators of Reading
Analytical Thinking and Writing Abilities and Indicators of Content Science of Nine
Grade using The Different Iltem Review Methods [Master’s thesis]. Chulalongkorn
University. (in Thai)

Srikolchan, A. (2009). The Quality of Equating for Mixed-Format Test: An Application of IRT
Equating with Characteristic Curve and Concurrent Calibration Methods [Doctoral

dissertation]. Chulalongkorn University. (in Thai)



