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Abstract

The purposes of this research were 1) to compare bootstrapped statistics of equating mixed-
format test of nonequivalent groups with anchor test equating design among scoring methods 2) to
compare root mean squared difference (RMSD) of equating mixed-format test of nonequivalent groups
with anchor test equating design between Levine method and CLE method. The sample were 1,607
students from Matayomsuksa 4. They were used for data collecting with 1) two parallel mixed - format
tests of the Physics. There were new form and reference form which consisted 16 multiple-choice items
and 8 construct-response items. Those form had 12 items in anchor test 2) rubric scoring used for
constructed-response items in Physics test, new and reference forms. 3) two raters. Three scoring
methods were 1) constructed-response anchor items scoring methods with no trend scoring method 2)
constructed-response anchor items scoring methods with full anchor test trend scoring method 3)
constructed-response anchor items scoring methods with half anchor test trend scoring method.

The results of the study revealed that 1) constructed-response anchor items scoring methods
with half anchor test trend scoring method with CLE method resulted in smallest RMSE , Equating error
and Bias were .802, .251, .840. 2) CLE method had RMSD from scoring methods of 1, 2, 3 method were
1.421, 1.481, 1.481, which lower than those of equating with Levine method were 1.717, 1.804, 1.793.

ANEAeY : NMseenLUUNNTUTUMEY / wuudeuuLuuRaL / adfynaunsy
KEYWORDS : EQUATING DESIGNS / MIXED FORMAT TEST / BOOTSTRAPPED STATISTICS
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(Levine method) fiAN1n#lanegfiisn1ms1a 57 2: Full Trend 0985 fie BMIM5I1A57 3:
Half Trend uaz 1: Non Trend mugddu TneilansnfiaewasAnadoauuansiseninddes
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(RMSD) w1y 1.804 1.793 wae 1.717 suddfy daduisnisusuifisuasuuuiionngaudmiums
a'emqumsﬂ%’uLﬁsmﬂ“LLuuLLU‘UﬁanULLUUNamimﬂ%’%@aaui’mﬁm%’umjulﬁwht,ﬁsmﬁ’u (NEAT)
A9 35 CLE (Chain Linear Equatmg) ﬁaaul,asmmmﬁﬂ 1

MIN 1 HaMTIATEsiAInTidearesAadBnNLANAIEnf1dsaed (RMSD) 5eningdsns
YFuiiguiliadunse 2 35 dwsunisesnuuunisuiuiiisuaziuuwuuasuuuuunaulaglideday
Sadmsungulaiviniiendu (NEAT)

FBNsUSUBUATLUY

/NN 35 CLE BN R
(Chained Linear Equating) (Levine method)

337 1: Non Trend 1.421 1.717
359 2: Full Trend 1.481 1.804
359 3: Half Trend 1.481 1.793

nan1silTEuLiguaiaynaunsU (bootstrapped statistics) ¥2435n15533 3 8dmiu

n1seanuuunIsuTuiisuazuuuluuaausuuuunanlaglddenauitudmiungulvinieuiy
(NEAT)

nsUSULBUAZILUUAIETS CLE (Chained Linear Equating) @uiuni1seantuuy
ﬂ’]iﬂi‘umﬁl‘Uﬂ LLuuLLU‘UﬁanULLUUmaaflmaimaaaummamwﬂauluwnmamu (NEAT) ‘W“U’J’]
FBnsnsnfidasniiaewesriadsanurainedausniidsaes (RMSE) mmam Ao 38n15n59339
3: Half Trend, 2: Full Trend wag 1: Non Trend $nua1au mmﬁmimmmmmmmLasm (bias)
#iian Ao 351159599359 3: Half Trend, 2: Full Trend wag 1: Non Trend awdfy @3135M3
asrafifiananunamadeulunisusuifieu (equating error) G‘?’]ﬁqm 1gun 330150529359 3: Half
Trend, 1: Non Trend wag 2: Full Trend snua1au

NITUSULNBUAZLUUAIBTIDU09aDTU (Levine  method) @115UN1500ALUUNIT
USuisuaziuukuvasuiluuunaulagldteaausiudmsunguldviniieudu (NEAT) wudn 38013
an1afifidsnidesvesAadsauaaiandousnidsass (RMSE) ffign Ae 330150529354 1:
Non Trend, 2: Full Trend wag 3: Half Trend A1uddyu d3u38n150539357flAAua 1889 (bias)
#iign Ao 351159599359 2: Full Trend, 1: Non Trend Wag 3: Half Trend sud1sfy @353
pyeidmnnueaaedey lunsufuiiisu (equating error) dniign loun 180150929387 3: Half
Trend, 1: Non Trend tag 2: Full Trend mugdiu LwifhuﬁsmLﬁwmaﬁawmmﬂﬁ% 3 61 ildt
MnsnsUsueudadunsane 2 38 wud maaaymmm«ﬁq 3 @ fildanniSvenasiu (Levine
method) lulAazisn13m5298AILINA115 CLE (Chained Linear Equating) $188zL88aMINNS1Y 2
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M1319 2 Han1TIATIeadRyNaunsy (bootstrapped statistics) dmsuniseenwuun1susuLiigy
AzluuLuUaaugULuuRatlagldtoaeusmdmIungulivindeniu (NEAT) sedsmsusuiieuids
1HuRse 2 35

. 35 CLE (Chained Linear Equating) Bveuasiu (Levine method)

- BIAS EQUATING ERROR RMSE BIAS EQUATING ERROR RMSE
Non Trend 0.818 0.260 0.858 0.976 0.274 1.014
Full Trend 0.803 0.261 0.844 0.975 0.282 1.015
Half Trend 0.802 0.251 0.840 0.988 0.271 1.024

anUTMeNaLazUaLaUBIUL
nseAUseauaNuRgiun1siITedadl 1 n1seanuuunisuFuLiisuazuu (equating
designs) fifimsnsaalinzuuuunnsinaiu
nmIeluadsil wuin F8USUReUALLULEESS CLE (Chained Linear Equating)
TArsndiaesvesAiadsnnuunnsaeniidaass (RMSD) A1ni1iSvouasiu (Levine method)
é’ammﬂfﬁié’aaﬁﬂiwmsaaﬂLLuumi‘U%’ULﬁemé’h&ﬁ% CLE (Chained Linear Equating) tJuundnain
nsiSguLiisuataynawnsuvesniseeniuunsuiuiisuaziuukuvasuUkuuralaglddoaay
Saudmiungulsivindiendu (NEAT) wuin aenadesiuaunigiuden 1 tufe F8nsaadeasuson
wwuatidney tnefimansaliazuuuiunguis 2 Bidadfynaunsudnlngjdiniitems
Toaousmuuvaidnou Tnglifimsnnalviazuuuinungy ffinnsandsinilaesesaiadanny
AnmLAABUENi&aes (RMSE) SudurianunainadouiiininAimudides (bias) waganm
aaawadeulunsuSuIiieu (equating error) wu31 33n159539357 3: Half Trend TensInTiassves
AledsmnuAmALAdBuENiNdsans (RMSE) fitgn Fadunainaindimiud e (bias) uazAiAdm
aaaLadeulun1sUSUiBU (equating error) SiAne vausfiisn150579357 2: Full Trend fAns1nd
apsuasALRAsALAAIALAARUENidsans (RMSE) Andudifui 2 Fudunasndimnudides
(bias)  fAnandudiuil 2 4118139387 11 Non Trend  dld1sinfidesvesAniadoniny
AnRLARDUENMAIADY (RMSE) 3nnfign Lilesanilaauaides (bias) fenunniign uwiegnalsfin
AsnfiaesvedrledsauAanAReusNidaes (RMSE) uazAaudwdes (bias) filda1nisnis
7379359 2: Full Trend uag 3: Half Trend flenlndlAssdu Saldnanain lunmseenuuunsuiuiioy
AzuuukuvaauUwuunadlaglideaausimdmiunguldiviniieniu (NEAT) de35 CLE (Chained
Linear  Equating) #l#33nmadeaeusimuvuatisdnou Tnsdinsanalvazuuudmngs viils
UsgansnmlunisusuiisuaziuuaInninisnsiatedeusiuwuuasadney lagliinisnsiali
Azuuutungy Ssaenndesfunuideves Kim et al (2010a) AldAnwiUSsuiisuaifynaunsy
Y94N1598NKUUNTUTUIgUALULLUUaR UYL UUNaNlngldTaapuTind msunguliminiieuiu
(NEAT) ¢35 CLE (Chained Linear Equating) Fanuin nmsufuiisuazuuniiléisnsadeasusau
wuvatisdneu Tnsfinsanalieziuudiungy Sasniiaeswssdiadsanunainaieusninds
a0 (RMSE) srflan vaiziinsuiuiiteuazuuuiliisnsedeasusimnvuainadmou Tnelsifing
nsalinzuuuinungu Tasniiaesvesdnadoanunainadeusnidsass (RMSE) Laga1am
S04 (bias) nflae Bnvisdsaenndestuamidforss Kim et al. (2010b) ldAnwnadAynaunsUves
nseenLuuNsUTuLiisuasiuuluugeukuvasudneulagldtoaeusiudmiunguliminieudu
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(NEAT) wuin msvfuiisuazuuuildisasiatoasusimuvuaiisdney Tnefinsmsaliazuuud
ngu fszduauAaInLAdauYDINITUT LB UAZ LUUTEnILULABUAY LansliudiAaL
aaaiadoulunsuiuiisuazuuulazauddoslunsuiuiisuasuuuainsanueuliegnis
nralvnzuuutuuirungyludeasusuuuuainsdiney (trend construct-response anchor) &4
TWAAudes (bias)  uazA1sIniaeavesAladsnunaInAdousniidaans (RMSE) Anin
Yeaousrnuuvaidmevilifinisnsalvazuuutuudiungy (no-trend  construct-response
anchor) uazilelFeuifisuseninadsasiateasusiuuuuaindneu Tnefinnsnsaalazuuudn
naw e 2 38 wuth Bnansaa3Ed 3: Half Trend Sienanudndes (bias) wazAnsiniidesvesaiais
AmnuAaALAABUENAEsEes (RMSE) Ani38m3ms1a387 2: Full Trend o1atduimsnznsignsia
Iazuuuiia 2 ausiufunsiadoasuiuuuadmasuvesiaeuis 2 ndu lasutstunsianuas
Aswilsesdeasuiiufumsanaudides uazanuilosdlumsnnelinzuuuiefisuiudnis
nilsgmsalinzuufissauioifoshminflunisnnaliesuuutoauiuaisdnoui 4 daves
Haeuvia 2 nduaNLUUADUIILAY 1,609 2ty Fsaenadesiu Johnson wazame (2009) fina1ain Tu
mMeUszidiudeaunuusie (essay test) wagiinwrUfiRnneg msilusiiiu (ater) vanoau ol
pzuunldnmsUssfiudanudisanntu Somnifussdueufomasivsndududoondeasy
visormunnuildlumsuszdiu fussiiveniinfedineuiidnieaaasliudaviasfneudugiduly
1 Fetunsiusndudnuisaudiolfldyunesimevdn 4 AUl wavannsoldtoyalunis
mmaaummLﬁmiwdmﬁﬂsmﬁu%ﬁw (Lenel, 1990 cited in Johnson et al., 2009)

wiod1elsAnn lofansunadfynaunsvvesnisuiuiiisuazuuuiildann
Bv0uaniu (Levine method) fANADAAADIAUIS CLE (Chained Linear Equating) nanife
3BM13M929387 3 Half Trend famnueaiaiadeulunsufuiiiey (equating  error) f1fign
Turasienfuiiaudaudatussrimaldannis 2 33 ndnie luitvenasiu (Levine method)
Bnsafifidsniiaesesainisanuaaaadeusniidans (RMSE) dilgn fe 18150529357 1:
Non Trend @ugunuudiiianauddes (bias) i1iian fie 35130599389 2: Trend vauediis CLE
(Chained Linear Equating) 33n15n5797iflA151nTidesvesaaieniiunainadeusningsaes
(RMSE) uazfnnmddes (bias) fiige Ao 350139529357 3: Half Trend uandliiiuin wonan
mMstoaeuiiuvvaidneuifinasomaifiynaunsuudy Bnsuiuiiisuilddouiinasearada
fananuiu dulunsuiufisvezuunisedddismannaesiinuiudfisuasuulviani
wnzay Fsdmiuusunvesnsideluadsil 33 CLE (Chained Linear Equating) firmnanmangasily
nsUuguAzkuLINNNINISveae U (Levine method)

fewmail lunsusuifisuazuuudiniunisesnuuunisuiuiisuazuuuuuuasy
sunvuranlagldtoaeusiudmiungulsiviniieuiu (NEAT) a9g38 CLE (Chained Linear Equating)
msliisanateasuiimuvuaiisdney lnofinmsnnaliazuuuimnguaimisvesteasusan
(fnsravis 2 Au amadempuILUUanoUvesauha 2 ndu Tnsutsiunmanuasaimiles
fodeusam) vistsanatereuimuuvainssiney tnefinsesalfnzuuuiunduimuavosdeasy
2 (sraaunils amadeasuiuuuvainsmmeurasiaou 2 ndu) esnmansaalinzuun
9131ngu (trend scoring method) Tudaaputiniuuaiumneutisanauaudedunisuiuiiey
Azkuule (Kim et al., 2010a) wagyininisusuisuassuuluusunaananiussansnin
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msaﬁ'ﬂmstsJasmag'mmﬁ%'a?’iaﬁ 2 A8n1sUsuiisuldaudunse (equating methods)
MNMFTATEAATINTideswesAdmNLuAn1senidsaes (RMSD) wudn An1n
flapavasAnadauuandseniidsass (RMSD) vad33 CLE (Chained Linear Equating) Sdnnnan
TBveaaoIu (Levine method) Tuyn3sn1snsiavesnisesniuunsuiuiisuasiuuiuvaausULuy
nasilaglddeanuimdmiungulivinfiouty (NEAT) fefuisnsusuifounsuuniiangadlunis
thinldlumsusuifisuuuuasusuuuunas Tnelddeasusiudmiungsluminiiondu (NEAT) Aifinng
npgeuTsludusey Ae 35 CLE (Chained Linear Equating) uaﬂmﬂﬁﬁaﬁmimmaaawaLLmU
19938n13m1ata 3 33 vesnsvenuuunsUiuisuasuuLuuUasusULuURaNlne i oaauTa
dmfungulaivindiendu (NEAT) wuin Aranudndes (bias) Aranmaaiandeulunisuiuiiioy
(equating error) waz A1sINTidesvatALadenuAaIAIAAeuENiIdsdas (RMSE) #léa1nis CLE
(Chained Linear Equating) fifnsninadfunaunsusenaniitéainisvenasiu (Levine method)

Y
(%
LYY

Fawuin daudeivannigiuden 2 A3dedaliin Asndiaesvesdnadsanuunninsenindsans
(RMSD) vas33msviuiilsuidadunsssneisveaiasiu (Levine  method)  A191nin35 CLE
(Chained Linear Equating) dwsuniseenuuunisuiuiisuaziuuiuvasujliuunalaglddoaay
Sadmiunaulaiminiientu (NEAT) Alddeyaninnismeaeuass Jadlefiananauddoves suh et al
(2009) filsiUseufisuiBnsusuiisudadunsineldguuuy NEAT Ganudn Bvoaiaeiu (Levine
method) TAMsnTidesuesAadsaLuAn1senindsaes (RMSD) Ani138 CLE (Chained Liner
Equating) usiagalsimusuddesananldngusiiagisuialg fie 40,000 AU 9MnA1SVIAdU MBE
flduvuaouuuuraednden lunsinifeluadsdldnguiogwmadnidios 1,609 au uazuuy
aouilfifunuuasusuuuunay Jsudunvesmanaaoudenanliiazduduiunguiiedns uas
sUsuvresuvanutuisneifeluadsd  Fudululdimanisusuidieudildenaunnsistu
venaninuAfedinandsldoiumefiuiuii fudhdnniiaemesrnadsauuandaendids
@83 (RMSD) 783331088974 (Levine method) TAsn1355u 0 w35 CLE (Chained Linear
Equating) ﬂmmsaumﬂsﬁlmLmamammammmmLmﬂmmu ‘mameLmusuawaaamawwm
fudeanuitavmniinuduiusiugs uas Lma‘wamwmamﬂivamawamwuﬁmam wuuapUTatiuLaY
pzunurastodeuT MU mInTate 3 38 wuh AswuuseuatuazeruLuTesTDABUT N
Auduiusiuge laeen r fidnegszning 91 - .94 alululedn38 CLE (Chained Linear Equating)
frrmmnzaulumstanldfuuiunvesmafedildtunuuasusuuuunan wasnguiegiedivunn
An Bnvidluauideuns Suh et al (2009) lalldldnisamateasuuuudiungy wudeafunuide
93 Mroch et al. (2009) Alsvinsuszidiuismsuiuifisudadunsafenmsiiesginnienaisuas
ATeTiAedes FsliildfimaiAudeyaats nuddessnanuin Busaasiu (Levine method) fien
sInfiaeswernadeninuuaneenidsaes (RMSD) #1133 CLE (Chained Linear Equating) wae
e Tucker (Tucker method) wiegdlsfinmuiilefiansansuidees Puhan (2010) Tilddnw
HAaNSVRIIsNTUSUWEUTRdUnse 3 5iunquiiegsvuinive laglduuuasuwuuvaiefiien
anelinguegafidanuaiuisauansiadu lagléinasilunisiIouiiiou Ao A1sniiaesues
AladuALAAIAIAABUENMAIERY (RMSE) AAaudndes (bias) wazAimmaaimLadeulunis
Uuiiteu (equating error) dawan13denuin Tunsdlfinguiiogisiinuamnsaunnanafuagienn
FBedaniu (Levine method) Tnsufuifisuiidniniesaniainudndes (bias) uazarsnd
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aoswesARABANLARIALARBUENAIaRa (RMSE) ¢ Tunsdifinguiessimnuanansaunnsiaiy
seivunanslUauiaunnanafuann 8vosasiu (Levine method) Toinansusuiileuiid usd
Tunsalingusegnaimnuanunsaunnsslaisnntin 38 CLE (Chained Linear Equating) fA1s1niiaes
suawhLaé“'am’]mmmLﬂﬁauaﬂﬁwé’aaaq (RMSE) Aanudi8es (bias) wazAmuAanaaeulunis
Ufuifley (equating error) siindisaesisdandn uenainid Punan Ssldedunefisifisin fifaey
A03aNquIALAITALANATY Tneasuuuanuuuasuiiatuasasiuuandesousniund
mmauwuﬁﬂu@a 38 CLE (Chained Linear Equating) Way 3598a1a07u (Levine method) @naidu
Basivzauilunsianldlunsuuiiou wasdefiansmuideves Puhan (2012) fildusziiiu
WsUTuiguAzuL 2 35 5811935849 Tucker (Tucker method) wag 35 CLE (Chained Linear
Equating) neldanunisaifiaunitu fo Lﬁ'amimaauﬁﬁmawmaﬂu LALAZLULTBILUUABUIY
atufuazuuIndeauTLiuniinuduiusfugann wanisidewuin e Tucker (Tucker
method) finnuudugilunisusuiisuavuuudini’3s CLE (Chained Linear Equating)
nuAToRiwndlaiinsAnuieUssansanvesisnsuiuiiisuazuuy
Fadunss wuin denduiegediauaansounnaieiu wasaziuutesULAs U AT URUAZILLL
voadeanusiuiauniinuduiusiugs 38 CLE (Chained Linear Equating) was33veaianiu
(Levine method) Ansiiannamsnzaslunsihunldlunns Yfuiiiouazuuu wiegrdlsfnmanuiden
Husndulugvinisfinwdungudlegisuunalg Sneddlduvvaounuunaneiaden wazluu
AT AinsAnwiainnisiiassdoya antumsaiaund uazaniienzilenaisuazuide i
Aedos wilunifeassiifunsfnutungusedianunndn luanmnisvaaeuaiiilduuuany
sUnvuRaNATTeaeusmgUuvuNanNfunsanaliazwuuuuuimnguludeas uiruuuaiig
Fnou Fedsliflnuiselaiinsisuileuiimsuuiileudadunseis 2 35 Tuusundnan wae
defansannavesnsiseluadsifinuin™s CLE (Chain Linear Equating) TAnsiniidesvasAiads
ANLUANAN9ENATIERS (RMSD) fntABuanaeiu (Levine method) Fsfimnmdululéfionaifniy
Luaqmmmmwmumwmnﬁ CLE (Chain linear equating) il uwnzaulunisthanldiiunga
fhegnafifiauannsownndisiu lnefiaguuuvssnuvaeisadulasaziuuresteaauiutiound
aduiudiugs Fudefinnsanesuunvosngulnduasnguénadeildnnmuitedluuiayisnig
#5729 WU ArkuwRAsYeAeUTAINguTAuANANaY uavAdutsEAnanduiussening
AzLULTBILUUARUT AT ULz AYLLUYasTadD U IRavInRTA1ge FetuFeanunsoaguldinds CLE
(Chained Linear Equating) AAM3t¥Ng@NN1INNI13594a07u (Levine method) Tun1sunanld
JFuifiguaziuunielinisesnuuunisuiuifisuaziuuiuuasuUwuuraulaglddeaeusiudmsu
naulaivinfiouiu (NEAT) Tnenguiegisiivuiadnuasiinnuanunsaunndisiu 1iea91nds CLE
(Chained  Linear Equating) fidnsnfiaesuasaadeaiuuansiseniidsaes (RMSD) #1nan
vouasiu (Levine method) Bnvlenafifynaunsuresisnmansiars 3 38 Wi manududes
(bias)  ArAuAa1aAdeulun1sUSUTiEy (equating  error) uarA1IINTidesrasARAEAINY
Aa1AAABUENAI&tdes (RMSE) 7il#1n35 CLE (Chained Linear Equating) HAnsnnindAnadd
ynaunsussnandliannisvesasiu (Levine method) Snde
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datauauugdmiun1siluuuR

Mnuan1ifedenan fiteddoausuusdel

1. Tunisudamnuvaneazuuuiiviuiiisunds msseidunisdennuminevie
msthluld81989 esnarimansveseruuumaililfuanmmmnemiiouainnsdey wse
azuuudilidudanuduiudidessouiugasudnnguvis Annsaeuauazdisianiu usdinnsld
URGLIERHIY

2. wamsiveluadail nuin AEiRyNaunsU (bootstrapped  statistics) ~ v@4
Banateaeuiuuvuaiidney lnsfinmsmnaliazuuuiungueimiliwestoasuiauiicdiiign
lunmsudaspzuuuaindasungulaludanguseds dwunisesnuuunisuiuiisunsuuuluaey
suuvunanlnglddoaauiamdmsungulivinieontu (NEAT)  Feifuluniseenuuunisuiuiiiy
azuuuLvUauULUuranlnelideaauTdmiungulsivindentu (NEAT) mslignsaaiiaesay
yhnthiinsadoaousiuuuuaisdineutesaeuriasindy Tnsutstunsinauazasmile uagdn
#eamslinisufuiiisuazuunlusuuvudsndniAmsiniiaeswesAnadoanuuansiiseniideass
(RMSD) #1 ) m518onl435 CLE (Chained Linear Equating) Tunisuuasazuuuvesiaeulviegluaina
Ferfudmiuuuniingusegstivuindn meldnseenuuunmsuiuiisuaziuuiuuasusULuy
nanlnelidoaouiudmiunguliviniiontu (NEAT) fivinismaaouaddludubeu

3. wamideadsd nud Azuuwaievesdaoutt 2 nduanuuvauFesLLaY
wianu fezuuuadomninaimils uasfasudulifosiilivhieaeunuuaiiadimney Tnsidenii
amgdoaouuuuliouitu fuiuasasinisdanisieunisaou vionsmeasulufiedoud
duaSuliiinSeulduandiivh viodeufnauresnuesindedu Lﬁaﬁmﬂmiammﬁlﬁmﬂﬂm%u
MBUVDITNLTHUIY mﬂmwummiumwawﬂLiauwlmﬂmaammnuLiaauuﬂ aagarunsoth
miaummmﬂaﬂﬂﬂiﬁé’ﬂumiﬂiuﬂsqmiwmiLiaumsamﬂmﬂiua‘wﬁmwmmwu

Farsuauuzdmiumaidslunsdaly

1. msfimaiusufisuadiynawnsulunisesnuuunsuiuileuia 3 sUuuy
Tusedndu g1y Jnawlng Juaivet wazivinndingy Wusu ieflaglimsuiinig
genuuunsUsuiieusuulafiunsfivziluldlusedesieg  egratu Juniwlng Judine)
wagdmnudangy Wiy WeflwglimsuinisnsesaislafivneanlunisilUldlusedvsing o

2. A25EN1590NWULITN19MII9 warISnsUTuisuATLLY dIMTUNITRBNWUUNTT
UsuifisuazuunnuvasusUuuuralaglidoaousindmiungulsivindiondu (NEAT) Tunuuaeudiil
Snwaugvanedd (multidimentional) 1iesanlutligtuinislideaeuiifidnunsdonvareifun
3

Yaaa

Fu winflaudesnsyduiisuazuuulunuuasulsziandanann 9:lda38n15n57948:3303
USuiflsuasuuuiifianumsnsaunasiiusyans nm

3, m'ﬁﬁm'ﬁﬁﬂmé’mmu/ﬁwmmaq%’aaauémgﬂLLuumauﬁiﬂumiaammumﬁ
Usuiisuazuuuuvuasuluuunanlaslddoasusindmiungulaivindendu (NEAT) 1ilel433
nvatompuTmuuaieinou Tnefimsnsalinzuuudiungy Faainns@nwienansuaganuidod
Autesdnvariardndiudegausay wuin TedeusinnisaddliisvazSenndendeiuluudeu
watu InedodeusiuaisinnuennefiosdusiunuiieniluLuvaey 3 Hambleton et al.

g o 1 14 1 a o [N 74 1 O _ O b4 o U gd n O e
(1991) wuzuUIN JogousNAITHIWILLITEENIN 20 % - 25% YosUodaUNIRTU Vg A goff et
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al. (1971) wugihin duuvdeuiisnaudeseuiomn 40 do mslideasusauetiom 20% warlu

nsdiiuvuaeuiifoaeusiuauann s1uaudeaeusuiiiieane Ao 30% Fensivelundeifldade

fomousulinszaemugalszasdidanniingsy wieglsinuuuuaeuisassatiuiistuudeaey
mziardIuteEeUT AU ATeves Kim et al. (2010) Fsenavinlvigaeuldinatlunisvi

Feaeutrunniull ddulunuddoadiollenfinndadivvededeutiudmiuuiundenanily

AndIUR199 981911 20% 30% 40% WAz 50% d1m5UN15ERNRUUNISUSUIBUAZLULLUUEDU

sUuvuranlnglidoaeuiimdmiungulimindientu (NEAT) elii8nsiatoaeusimuuuainedney

lneinsnsaalvinsiuutungy

31811591989

Auing

A3% nyaua. (2555). ngwinrmaaouuualy. (Faniedsd 2). nswmamnuas: Tssfiuriuvia
’qma\‘miiﬁuwﬁwmﬁa.
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