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ABSTRACT

This study aimed to develop and examine the quality of an item bank for assessing management
and responsibility competency among upper secondary school students, as well as to establish cut scores
for accurate competency classification. The instrument was a situational test with four response options,
polytomously scored, developed based on the affective domain framework of Krathwohl to reflect
authentic behaviors in real-life situations. Data were analyzed using Item Response Theory (IRT) with the
Graded Response Model (GRM). The sample comprised 832 upper secondary school students. The results
showed that 1) The measurement model consisted of four sub-competencies with a total of 14 behavioral
indicators: (1) self-efficacy (5 indicators), (2) stress and uncertainty management (3 indicators), (3) planning
and organizational management (3 indicators), and (4) responsibility (3 indicators), totaling 84 items.
Confirmatory factor analysis indicated that the model fit the empirical data well (X2 = 73.874, df = 57, p-
value = 0.0661, RMSEA = 0.019, SRMR = 0.016, CFl = 0.997, TLI = 0.994). All items met the selection criteria
for discrimination (Q1) with a mean of 0.904 (range: 0.516-1.891) and threshold (B) parameters with means
of B1 = -0.281, BZ = 0.906, Bg = 2.122. The overall reliability (Cronbach's alpha) was 0.925, and the test
information function demonstrated high measurement precision for ability levels in the range B=~-10to
+3, this is suitable for students with intermediate to high ability. Competency cut scores were established
using the mean threshold parameters and Wright Map, dividing competency into four levels: 0 < -028
(insufficient), —0.28 < B < 0.91 (emerging), 0.91 < B < 2.12 (competent), and B > 2.12 (highly competent).
The validated item bank is appropriate for accurate competency assessment and is ready for integration

into a computerized adaptive testing (CAT) system in the future.
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ﬁ']é”lu’lﬁ]ﬁﬁLLuﬂGﬂlJVli]waﬂ’]iWﬂﬁEJULL‘UUf%&Lauﬁq?ﬁl,w]‘ 0.2 uly nde

6) iwazBuavasnmeasdldiuldiunguisifedtuiunguiiegnnss umiauw Ysuussdeiaiuau
nsldnw aounisalmany wazanudaulunisdeuiidenliannsawiaseauvemgAnssulaagadaia 1an
fldlumanoutosinny WelAnanudaaunaranysal mnduiilulienassiivinvinmaasumnuauysaisn
%1 udriavinadsdarnmanssournisdanisuazanusuiaveuatuauysel S 84 To ethluldifudeya
soly

nsATIEidaya

1) Tiesiguninvenaiosfleniatiu fuarunsaidasaidasnnseaeumiunsmulunaainms
ATz IAUTENOULTIB U (Confirmatory Factor Analysis: CFA) aaelusunsunisitasizs Mplus 8.0

2) Ainnghgannvestemaiusete iedadendemaudariadadorau (item Bank) faen1smen
S1unaduunssAnfiesanuiusmvesteram (o) menuenseAniivesmsaleas Mdulua
WN9INISARERN AUKLIARYBINg B NIsHoUAUBIteAnl (IRT) luina Graded Response Model (GRM) ¢
1Uswn3u R Studio version 4.4.2

3) Tinszsienudesfurenaiosdionatuuazsesduszneu deismsleneidulssaniuoanh (a-
Coefficient) ¥83A58UUTY (Cronbach) Taeldnguiuuudsiu daelusunsu SPSS version 28 wagdiAsieria
\Fosurenaiesiionsatufenguinmsnouaussteasy fensiameid faiduamsaumeveauuunadey (Test

Information Function: TIF) aalusknsu R Studio version 4.4.2

4) MTNATILVNUTYARNTEAUANTIOUENTIANITUAEANSURAYEU MemATiaN1sAvuAAzLULYARALAY

a

'
aa o

Hinausifiufiannmnsiines Threshold i Wright Map LiiesuunsesvaussauzvsstiniFoulioglunguiiidnuasy
wonAnsunusgduitmualy ngldvguinismeuaussdoaey (item Response Theory: IRT) fiun1siiasies
foyansnouvesinFeudielusunsy R uiinina mit evaAmnfiwes threshold vosusiazde Intuasig
Wright Map BWHUATWLAAINITNTEAIYTEAUAIILAINITOVOIUNITOUTINAUNITIRDS threshold UlaLnaLRgaiu
viliiiuiusaznginssuvesgreuduiudivsefunmenuesiaidenta udrAnaradeves threshold usias
seuthamsfiaes threshold 71 1 (b1), 71 2 (b2) “a vesnte wwnALadeiefnungafnszninssediv

aus50ur AaelusuAsy R Studio version 4.4.2



Journal of Inclusive and Innovative Education, Vol. 9 No. 3 (September - December) 2025

NAN1599Y

1. wamsiannedademuaussournsdanisuarauiuiinveu vesindeudutsesfnwmey

Uay

1.1) adsdamauanssnugmsdansuazanuiuiioveu vesinidsutuiseudnumneu
Uany

adadamnIuanssaugn1sIAnIsLazAusURRToy TeainiFsud ulseuAnwneulay
Usznausae 4 esfuszneu 14 ngiinssuued toud 1) N133U3AINAINNTOAULS TIUIU 5 WeRnsIUUT I
SE1) msUsfiunuioanuaningse uazirfunueaiioliussquanuidmanedldfmuald sE2) annsoitufiug
anmzauna (Resilience) telugaudniavondimuneg Se3) fussgsla nsfedefunazifiosneromdiaziamn
ATUANLNINTBINLLDS SEA) AnsaguanuLesiaIansuardalaliudausuariinnugy uay SE5) a¥euyud
durius shawdmfugdu Idmnzanivunumuasniii 2) msdanmstunnuiaedoauazenalsivivey S1uou 3
wgRnssuvst WA TU) manisainnudeuarguassn uasseuiummmisnianduiionniatuldueninileainnis
MaHY TU2) annsaludanis nngiinduliidiaeliesn uaz TU3) damstigmuazanzingaldenanseungy
NAUTUN 3) B9AUTENOUAUNTINUNULAEIANSIELTEY F117u 3 wgRnTsuned Tdud PO1) n1sunuaszU
nsvien PO2) AmuauuvnafiRiiduatuandussuuileliussainguarasd uag PO3) aunsauimsdnnis
ninenslieeneduszansam uazs 4) esdusznouuauSURnTe $1uan 3 neRnssuued W TR Sulinveu
sonsdsueunadwsiiumng TR2) aunsofiasanxaiiazauinlusuianyeansnszsh WleUssiiiuauides
NaRULTY Laziiiegeniuniuiinveulunanuyemy uay TR3 SuilnvoudeUsiiunioaniunisalvesiesdu

P ] Ya v

Ton wieTmusssudiunndng uazdidrusaulunsufulsesiam Fefidulihosdusznounasngfnssuusd
sananundudeyalunisaiieadadamauaussouznmsdanisuazanusuinveu lnvasndedan 6de se 1
woRnTIuLed Weannsaimuduadsdamanusiuton 84 4o

1.2) HANSIATIERANATUTILATIESS (construct validity) Tnansiasizsiesnusenauldesdudusunu
@99 (confirmatory factor analysis) U84lULAANITTAANTIAULNITIANITUATAIIUT UL ATOU yoadniSouty
fheufnuneutats uarmnTziiauemuseanden il

°

1.2.1) nansAnduUsyavanduiugseminsinulsdunaldimusiinuduiusfuodedioddy
nsaddnszau 01 Tneduusdaunaldfimnuduiudnisuinyng fanduid Kaiser - Meyer - Olkin (KMO) uag
AEDA Bartlett’s test of Sphericity Wui1 dawyinfiu 1955 way 4867.196 (p < 0.01) Ay wansliiiudd
Suunguihegeilifanumnzanlumsiinssesdusenovvestoyaad fulsusasiadaruduiudiu uway
wzanfiaviludlunmsiWaunuazamsgeuanunsadddasiaivenddormaiudely

1.2.2) NANITIATIERAMUATITILATIASS (construct validity) lnan153tAsiginsAlsenaulds
gudu (confirmatory factor analysis) 994lULAANITTAANTIOULNITINNITUAZAIUTUHAYDU yoeinis sudu
Fsoufnuinoutats wuin & 4 asdusznay Sandudseansiniinesdusenouag sewing 0.927 83 0.972 uae

#1110 UNANSIOULNITIANSHAEANUSURAYEU lnspear 85.9 9 94.4 A Tablel
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Tablel HaN5IATIEYBIAUTENUTIEUTUVRIUAANTINAUTTOULATIANISLAL AU URATDY
asAUsENavdaY wnsndutviinasausenau R2
B SE t
AFIATIETRIRUTEN BT TSRy 1

msfuianuaansanuled (SE)

SE1 0.698 0.021 32.021 0.488
SE2 0.639 0.024 26.811 0.409
SE3 0.653 0.023 28.627 0.426
SE4 0.624 0.024 25.801 0.389
SE5 0.680 0.022 31.146 0.462

AsIRnsAUANLRLAsEAkavaA llLUueu (TU)

TU1 0.583 0.026 22.556 0.340
TU2 0.770 0.018 42.185 0.593
TU3 0.728 0.020 36.662 0.530

MMINNULAEIANSSELde (PO)

PO1 0.435 0.032 13.693 0.190
PO2 0.603 0.026 22.838 0.364
PO3 0.739 0.023 32.441 0.547

AMNSURATaU (TR)

TR1 0.775 0.018 43.622 0.601
TR2 0.739 0.019 38.256 0.546
TR3 0.735 0.019 37912 0.459

MTIATIERIRUSENRUIBE udus U 2

N133uANNENNTaAULDS (SE) 0.958 0.014 69.512 0.918
nsdnnIsiuARLeseAkazAL ke (TU) 0.969 0.015 65.788 0.939
nNEuLazdansszideu (PO) 0.972 0.022 44.132 0.944
ANSURAYeU (TR) 0.927 0.014 65.378 0.859

LWIANINTUIAINIRANUADAAR DIVBILULAANITINAUTTAULNITIANITHALAIUSURAYDU VBIUNLS 8UTUY

v €

YseuAnwineudats nuinlueaiinuaenndesnauniuiudeyaidelssdng (§°-=73.874, df = 57, p-value -
0.0661, RMSEA=0.0019, SRMR= 0.016, CFl= 0.997, TLI = 0.994) #118ANUINASIANTTOULAITIANITUAZAIN
Suiinreu danunsugelaseasna

1.3) NANITIATIZAAUNIMVDITEAININTIETD FIEVUN1IRoUaLSITdEY

HANTIAT VIR NYRITMMUTIedevetARalaAInINANTTOUENTIANTSIAEANUSURRYOU
AILNTIATIBRRAUNINTBABUAUNG B N1SaUaNasdadaU (IRT) Tuina Graded Response Model (GRM) LUy
A5IAIALIULLNNATT 2 A1 (Polychromous IRT models) 1Jun5UsEanamnis1inesuees1en1sAnILaInuIng
USEUNUAT 4 SEAU AINTUIA181UITUA (Discrimination Parameter: a) A28AINISITABSANTUS VD
Fofau (Slope Parameter: Q) uazAIAMEN (b) FaeAsdmesinstlead (B: Threshold parameters) i
Julumunaminisdnidon nuin adeemeauaussauznissnnisuarausulingey Sfomanudiniunms e
Andenngadsdadniu (item bank) 91uu 84 U8 Anduiosaz 100 nenuin Amsidwesanudusiinvesde
#1073 (Q) fTAndaus 0.516-1.891 ﬁﬁ%a?{ﬂaq'ﬁ 0.904 wansliiuiwuutnfideaauiianunsasuunsydiv

ANanTavesaeulalusEAuna Insanglugiseduanuaunsaliunanisaasiiminiivesinselaad

10
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(Threshold parameters: B1, B2, B3) wauog -0.281, 0.906 uaz 2.122 AMIAIW ATOUAGUTIIAIMAINTAVES

Hapuaghavgan (-3 4 +3) Wnaueds Table 2

Table 2 uansAmiimesamudusinvesdodiaiy (Q) uazamisdmesinsalean (B 1, B 2, B3)
91NNFIATIZINGuUN1INBUALTadaU (IRT) luna Graded Response Model (GRM) Agstarani

AUTIOULAITIANTWAZANUSURRTEU

JaA1au a B, B, B, ANYIN NULNEUTILINARa
ltem 1 0549 0275 0958 2.776 Urunansaoulunisen MU

ltem 2 1.143 0.983 1.868 2.745 8N WU

ltem 3 1.488 1.133 1.921 3.709 g1nuIN WY

ltem 82 1.606 0580  0.977 2.167 Urunansaoulunisen MU

ltem 83 0.635 = -0.398 = 1.132 2.108 PApulumsdiuna WY

ltem 84 0.672  -0.360  1.368 2.134 Peroulunsiiunans HU

1.4) mamﬁLf-mzﬁﬂmmwmaﬁaﬁwmuﬁ%aﬁuﬁwmwﬁmeizqLﬁml,awqwﬁmimamuaq

Jogeu

1.4.1) M3nTIvdeunudioiu (Reliability) 709ndstamauaussausn1sdanIsuay
aufuliatevvesinidsutuissndnwineutats denguiuuusaiy Taensienegdulssansuean (o-
Coefficient) ¥99A58UUNY (Cronbach) WU ARITEAIILENTTOUENITINNITUATAIUSURATOU 11U 84 99
veuinFoudussoudnwneulats dArnudetuiatudy 0.925 Weiansanseesdussnaunuindaniy
\Wesfuszning 0.674- 0.824 Table 3
Table 3 wanrAEesiure ISR WALSSaUENSTANTSILAEANLSURRYEU TestiniSEuty

TseUANINOUUANENIUNUANTNAFBULUUALAY (CTT)

AUTTOUL 29AUsENaU AAuLdasiu (o)
ATIANITUAZAINL 1) M3FUIANNENTANUDS (SE) 0.824
Julavou 2) MsInNsAUANNALASEAkarAUllLLuau(TU) 0.755
3) NMTINUNULAEIAN13SELTEU (PO) 0.674
4) AUSURATDU (TR) 0.806
33U 0.925

1.4.2) N15A5I940UAIIUT 037U (Reliability) 1090838 8F1011ENTTAULNITTANIS
thiFeutuiiseuinunoutats fenguiinismeuausstoasy (tem Response Theory: IRT)

defansanainud euvewad ssilesisatuannnsiilad Fuansawmne (Test
Information Function: TIF) Anun153tA31eviReng efn13navaueddeaau (Item Response Theory: IRT) luaa
Graded Response Model (GRM) 283adsdafauanssauznsinnsuasanusuiavey ana il 4 nuin wuu

Tadanflarduansaumegegauszana 55 niie lneligavenveinsieyiian O ~ 1.5 uanainasesdedfianu

wiugnnigalumsintneundaussouslusedvgeaninaaie lnsansalideyanfiaunimlugisaauauise
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faus O ~ -1.0 fia +3 Fr3vesen O Alasaumegeiaziowdn adsomanuatuidmnumngausgededmy

nsldanuiunguiniSeuniuulbinansnnusuiaveugs uanslads Figure 2

Test Information Function (TIF) - Responsibility (84 items)

50
40

30

Total Information

-4 -3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3 4
8 {Ability)

Figure 2 n519L@naflentuasaUMAYTBIAR AN INENTIAUENITIANITUALAIUSURATBY

2) HANITHAILINIIYARATEAUANTTOULNITIANTITUAZANUTURAYAY

HANIWNALINUNIAFATLAUAUTTOULNTIANITLAZANUSTURATOU MemAliANIINUAALLULARAT

Idinausiiuann1sfiwmes Threshold ULUHUAIW Wright Map Litelvidiuunsgauaussauzvesdniseulveyly

'
| aa o '

nauiiddnuazuanafususeduiidiualy Tnedeuseduanssous 19 4 sefu léun 1) faussouglidifome 2)
Suflaussaus 3) faussous was 4) faus3nuzgs (Bates, 2019; Colby, 2021; Hess et al., 2020) 7 wazrun
mesueliaunsaasieunginssuvesinseuls livguiinisnevauesstadsu (item Response Theory: IRT) fae
Tana Graded Response Model (GRM) @sanansauszanasanyanansawds (0) vesinSsuldognauiug Ingld
WKUATMN Wright Map Safuununmiiuansnisnsganevessedunnuannsavestiniouasnmiwesvesioaou
vuanaieiu Tnsthamisiiwes threshold wymAads waglinsnedludanmuuieunin Wright Map ikans
n15n3¥18784 threshold Ta 3 syeu (B1- B3) lauansszduanuannsafisndudmnsunismeudanalusedu
ﬂzLLuuﬁQﬁu HaNTIRTIEA Wud Amsfiees threshold Taewadedien B1 = 0.96, B2 = 1.59 uay B3 = 2.73
FeannsoliilugadalunisiuunssduaussouzvoainFoulfidu 4 sedu éun B < —0.28: sedui 1 - aussous

Talieane, —0.28 < B < 0.91: s¥uT 2 — Sufaussous, 0.91 < O < 2.12: e 3 - Taussauy, waz 0 > 2.12:

'
v

JEAUT 4 - Taussourad uana Figure 3 Lay Table 4

Wright Map of GRM Thresholds - Responsibility

% Threshold bl
x  Threshold b2 x
x  Threshold b3

3} --- blmean=-028

%
=== b2 mean = 0.91
=== b3 mean = 2.12
B ettt mieiniletetetstlletntettintetet ettt -
x
X
X

b 8

6 (Ability Level)

bl b2 b3

Figure 3 n3WlW@nIn1snszaneueIAmnTIimes threshold (B1, B2, B3)
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Table 4 N15TUUNTEAUAUTIOULNITIANITHALANUSURATIUVDIN NS HU ANUTIAIANEINTaNE (O)

31N Wright Map

arpuanunse (0) STAUANTITOUY AnvazngRnssuvastnEau
0 <-028 Faussougliiiiame llgnnsonaauniodanisnisyauld 1ansaIuAAULea
—028<6 <091 Suflaussous SunasruLasSURnreunuUsE widtliaiiauendedaiau
091 <0 <212 fanssouy anunsadanisauegrafusyuu dnaulawazussifiunanisyinaulaa
0>212 Taussourg MUHUTNALNS T8 wazSURATEUREUNUTTIAULD AT A LTI

aAUs1y wasdarauaunu
nsideatedidunisiam asadeuanunsadilasaadis (construct validity) vosluinanista faenns

AATIwiBIRUsEnauLdagudu (Confirmatory factor analysis) WagyIAMAINUBIASITOAIAINANTTOULNAITIANIS
wazaufulinveu Tudinslengiinusigadaseduanssournsdanisuarauiuiavevvesinisuty
Yseudnwinauvaiy lnen1sussgndldnguinisnovaussteaaay (ltem Response Theory) lutna Graded
Response Model (GRM) afis1enanisisenumanisineideyanafiaenndosiuinguszasinigise Tased

1. MINAUILAZATIABUANILATUTILATIATN (construct validity) vedlunanisin faen15AsIen
29AUTENRUTSEUEU (Confirmatory factor analysis)

nM3itendailidimulunansinaussauznisianisuayauuiinveu vesiniSeutuiseufnumnou
Uate neldl 4 eeAusznevges laud 1) mssuianuaiunsanuies 2) n1sdnnisiuanusuaisauazainulyl
WUUOU 3) N3N ULAZTAN1TIEL08U wag 4) AuTURATeU (OECD, 2018; OECD, 2019; European
Commission, 2018; UNESCO, 2015; World Economic Forum, 2020; Phrommmaboon et al. , 2020; CBE Thailand,
2021; Tuksino et al., 2016) 71U 14 ‘wqﬁﬂiimﬁﬁéﬁy ﬁwwqﬁﬂiimﬁsﬁmﬁ’@umLf]u%'aﬁwmﬂuﬂé’nﬁﬁaﬁmm
ansTnurnIsIIMsiaraNSURnveu vt Feutuliseudnunoutans stmun 84 4o THalumsvhuuuta
Uszanas 30-40 w9l

HANISILATIERANATUT LA 19 (Construct Validity) Tnan153iasigiesAUsenould sd udu
(Confirmatory Factor Analysis) vondtafanuaussaurmsinnsuas AL SuinrouvesinS st ulseudnwm
poulmeiiaLty Sidviauaenndowedunamsiadulumunasiuinsgu Wundngrud fyiivimiu
Tassadsaussougfiiaud uilanuaonadestudoyaiBeUsedng nalaonadostuinmsinigd sediud Hu way
Bentler (1999) wausls Tnefi CFI uaz TLI masiiA1nnnin 0.95, RMSEA mastiesnin 0.06, uas SRMR Aastiosnin
0.08 uazifiefinnsanAtminesdusznau (Factor Loading) vesyndadiniuiian> 0.50 sgeninnausiii Hair et
al. (2019) wauely uansliiiiuindomanuusasdofauduiusivesdusznouiifuualfogredaiau warliifide
Sowiildifendenoduainuesauemandeulumsindawiliansaldaddosnmilunsinuaussous
nsdnnsiazausulinreuvesiniseulussaulseufnulasgnanunzauy

Tumanis¥aaussaugnsdanisuazausuiiaveuvewinissut ulssudnvimeudanedienduuszans
ininuesesdusznousia 4 ssduszneulutag 0.927 fs 0.972 1urnfigauasuandiifuinudazeadussnaud
Arwduiusfiudaundafuanssousddeanissndu eesdvsznaviidetmingsgnio n1ssunuLardnnig
seifyu (PO) Fafienthmiin 0.972 mamﬁmeﬁwudﬁaqﬁﬂﬁxﬂauﬁﬁmmﬁﬁzyqdqmiumiﬁwmaamiauzmi
Tnn1suazaNsuiareu lngasioudsnuaiuisavesinissulunisdnseifounazuiniseuaig o oyl

°

Usyandam nMsAnwves Zhang & Liu (2019) wui Anuaunsalunisnaunazdnnisseisuduinueddny

o
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Tunswaunniseulusunisannisainsenisyinauluaaunisaininnududou F9@enndaatunNanISANEILN

Fiuinesdusenavilfiunumdrdglunisiauiaussourlaesin sesaunfe NsdnnsiuaANNALAIEALAY

' v
< o 1 o

Anuldniuey (TU) Galadmin 0.969 Msfnwives Kim (2018) wudn msdanisiuanusesentazauly
wtneutsliineuiivnuelunisfusieduanuimesas q ludinusesriu Ssnsfinwives Johnson (2017) f
spyI1 msdansfuanueIeanazauliniueudmiuddgsonsdadulauasnsianne suaiaunalugag
fosu dusiean Ao nsfudmnuanusonuies (SE) dafldnthmiin 0.958 Msfinwves Lee & Choi (2020) Wu
nssumnuansoauesiiunumddgylunmstmuaruiulaluieuasinwensdanisifdu nisAnui
agvieuliviuidetinGouianudeslusuainsavesmuies mnwsinazamnsavienlfedsdiuszansam
wazdanstymldftelu uazgavefe emnusuiiaveu (TR) Sslidmimmdn 0.927 MsAnwives Brown & Miller
(2016) wuth mssuinveudugidnuaeiitielitniouausarenl daduidudunadouasnisieungs
mnufuRnveusudusirdssnavdflunsianinuemsinnisiaesa Tnenansinsieilundidamsassue
aussnugmstansuarAuURnseuldRuAsoray 85.9 Bt 94.4 Fuandliifiuinedidernuifanuuiugigdly
nsinaussougAIna waraunsaldnuliegaivssdnsnmlunisusslivanssousvasinseulussdudsenfnm
noulang

2. MAATIIMAMANYRIARITeAI tnensUseyndlinguinisneuauestaaeu (Item Response
Theory) Taita Graded Response Model (GRM) iununnisiiviuasiouazlidoyadifiusslovdinnninnisiiasss
wuuRady Tasnanisiineiedstamauanssnuznisdanisuazanuiuiaey vesindsutulisendnuinou
Uane fdnvazdutuuiadaniunisalvesnisujifnanssunieldaniunisaliiassvesanssaus 4n15n599l9
AZLULLINNTT 2 A1 T52AUNTIARZLUNAINTEAUNGANTTUAIUNG A NIAIUIATFT09 Krathwohl uasaoie
(Krathwohl et al., 1964) laiuf seAu 1 anumseniing (Aanedun1ssy) sedu 2: anvaula (pdedunisneuaues)
58U 3 ANEIAY (AMeiunsinuA) wasseau 4 MInseih WaunaIunsdnseleulagnsivundnye) &
Fonuiiunusitevazay 100 iledmidenitrgadstornu (item bank) lnefmsifimesmanudusiuveste
a1 (Slope Parameter: @) MifisuiAsslddunisfitaesA181u19duun (Discrimination Parameter: a) ¢
531319 0.822-2.681 @eandeafuinasidl Baker (2001) tausliindemanumsiaianutuminnda 0.7 wiels
awnsaduunawansavesaeulfogramizan Tnaidudfivaveniwuinanudusiudsevinsdodiany
aunsaduunnaaeunduifindnuuzursisjsin Ao aussous eglussiugeiunguiiiinadnwazulsiiseineglu
seauldd 1 suansdmanunsalunissungasuiifinuanusasiaduldogausiuga (Baker, 2001;
Hambleton et al, 1991) Fafunuitddaydnusenisuils fio fefauanlngdranudulutg 1.0-2.0 Fadugas
17{mmzauﬁqmﬁm%ﬂmﬂ%‘lumsmaauLLUUﬁ%’iJmmz (Computerized Adaptive Testing) a1l Hambleton et
al. (1991) ldesungliddamanuifdarusulutasiiaslitoyageamieituaruansavestaoy wastaelinig
Usznainuannsadianuudugnannty wasiidmnsfiwedinselead (Threshold Parameter: B) fiiflousiosld
funsdiwesairuein (Difficulty Parameter: b) lagen B fosnszareaseunqudae B linsauais lnousas

sremsamauianselsanisesswuainteslvunn faduluaudeulavesluina Graded Response Model (GRM)

=

Fausuenisrmandnuuzwlaidiiansen1sAneuresdeinuuiartaau1sa Inlaaintdiern s n vzl
Visvg finsnszanevesnmisfivesmsvlead (B) fnseungudranuanunsafiniig (3.2 s +3.5) iWudnvued
faszasddmiuagederauiiaziluldlunmmegeunuuysumug Wesnnuansliiviiaddemauaunse

TanFeuniisgduanuansasnnaiuliegumingay dudszauiluauiseiugs Jeaenndeiunannisves
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Wainer (2000) 17'iLﬁummﬁ'lﬁﬁgmanﬂﬁﬁ%’aﬁ’lmmﬁwa’mwmﬂuizﬁvmm&nn‘[magﬂuﬂ’m -3 fi9 +3 Wlonszanes
ﬂiauﬂqm}"Nmmmmm‘uaﬂ&gaauﬁwmﬂ‘VimEJ (Samejima 1969; Embretson & Reise, 2000)

3) i osTureaadesilonaty feiin1sinsevduuseavauean (Q-Coefficient) ¥94A5OUUY
(Cronbach)Imaﬁmw{jLL‘UUG‘?@Lﬁmaﬂﬂé’ﬁaﬁwmuamiauzmﬁmmnmzmm%uﬁm}au fidnaadesiu 0.925

Fegendnunaut 0.7 1 Nunnally Uag Bernstein (1994) tausld uansdt azuuuilaanmsiuuuindaniuaadung

P

M wazivnzausenshluld aenadestunisinuives Streiner (2003) inuiniaiosdeTndifaanudesiugeas
Tiinansindiesfiuazindede Wunauiannssuiumsfinwuasiann daudmsmumunged tenans suided
Udeiie atnanseunqu msfmusdewdfiinisiidaay msaiedefauiiaenadosiungu waznisvaaey
anutlafunguitivne deaenadesiuuuamail Devellis (2017) lauslunsianiniesflotaidnunw {3
Fesmsevinuaglinnuddyiunszuiunisidinvesteyannvansunasiindefeuaznisnsrsaeunaninlunn
fumeu Tnsuuuiaidsaniunisal dSuenudsannty esmnannsanaussoundmgRnssuiidudouldednad
UsgdnSan wu Anuaiuisatunsdnduls n1sdanisanudands wasrinwenediay lnedigamulusiuaiiy
AUITI ANUYATITU WAZANAINTALUNITVINUIEHARNEN NG AT (Lievens & Sackett, 2012; McDaniel et al.,
2007; Ployhart & Ehrhart, 2003; Weekley & Ployhart, 2013; Whetzel & McDaniel, 2009) ﬁﬁgﬂwﬁuﬁmﬁmizmiﬁ
witeniuuutanaly seludueuansse anudusssy wavamnuanunselunsyhuenginssuluusunase
aonAdnariu Chanchusakul (2021) 7wy edesdieafiinmsliazuuuinnnii 2 f1 asdanadedsiunsgiua
\Fortuganiy inTeailedaiifinnsliinzuuuuuy 2 A1 wagainnisiesgianuidesuvesndsemauanssougns
Jansuazauiuiinveumenguinsnouaussdoaeuluiaa Graded Response Model (GRM) wuinia3esile fien
flafduansaumeasin (Test Information Function: TIF) geanUszanas 55 wiae Aiusiae B ~ 1.5 Fannea
Tad esilod fsefunruuiiug (measurement precision) 497l galun1sUssiiuanssnurvasinidoudi
AuanIsaduiiganiiAtade uenndsansalideyaiienuidedeldlutiedn 6 daususzana -1.0 f
+3.0 Fenseunquiinoussiviiunanigeldegadiussansnm f1 TIF figauandie Arnrandosiu (reliability)
vaauuinluidazseAvaussaus lagnuuuifnves Lord (1980) uaz Embretson & Reise (2000) AU ug Y
nMsinasfindudion TIF geiu SasioufeinnnuuUsusiuresainuaiunsafisnas ndnfe adsdaniu
anunsosuunssuausTousvesinFeulddaauisiuien TIF agluszAuas InuIunvestinSeulseudnwiney
Uany nafindedamanliasaumagdlutdam 8 daus -1 f +3 fedumnzandunguidhvne daluulduuans
anusuinvouluszduliunaaiisge Susenndeiugausrasdvesnisussiduiodaaiudnenmdiuniiy
SunreumuNToULIARlUNMSHRNANSTIUEAUMANgRINSANYIUSEWAlNELa NTOUALTIOUEYRIUIWIYIA

o o o v a

4) MINATIZANUTIANTZAUANTTOUZNITIANITUATANUTURATEU MIENITIATIZAAIAILAILITOUNS
(0) e muanasigadnvessziuanssauy Twnudded B Awnadevesnsiives threshold (B1, B2,

B3) fil¥ainnisUszanmuandneluiaa Graded Response Model (Samejima, 1969) 1asnaufin1snauaussdoaou
FaannsalidunaeilunisulsedvanssousvesinEeuldegditedfay Tnsendenisulannuneaugiaves
AANATNTaMES (theta: ©) Ul Wright Map nnsuUanasana18198 suulIAna1n Samejima (1997) uag
Embretson & Reise (2000) Faiauedn luina GRM anunsnszynginssuniuseiuansaunsalaogausiug iy
w1s1filnes threshold waze1 O FsamrsnthuldlunissuunngudniFoudmgings ielfifugadalunis
uuNTEAUANNANNTIvRIINS Y Lmeqﬁ"Lﬁ%’umsaﬁfuaqumﬂmwuad de Ayala (2009) uaz Wilson (2005) 7

WEUDI1 NSEIALRAYYRINTSITMeS threshold Tuksazdamanuunldanunsaastunasiawunseauanssausla
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pgndmnumngludmginssy Tnslamsideldsmiunisingevisng Wright Map SauansiuvtwestiniFou
wazszRUALEINYBILIarYAruuLag 1l ussuu Tnenisldaade threshold vl o sseduanssausdl
ANudAysen1sUanaluseaulUang F9n151d Wright Map Tumiﬁ’mummﬁmgﬁuammuzLﬂuLLuamnﬁ
Iasunisvansulunnisiananisfner nsizanusaudanateyaidadalmdlaisuazaonndasiunginsy
Tndeuluusunass (Wilson, 2005; Bond & Fox, 2015) uanannil nsiiasevdnuarisuansderulusslauay

v ¢

FFusssulunsinung Wesnudnideansinnuiudeya warldinaeigalsedndingvaeuld nssenuna

@

meanuansedeyauasgnusuiluiieidundnasesssuiiuglunseuiunsidediun sTanauazyszifiung

n15@nw1 (AERA, APA, & NCME, 2014) uenandl Muuanneiqadnuesszdvanssouy 1508swaeliaunse
ponuuUTEUUMIUssuianguilevlugnsiaunsyuumsyseifiuanssauglaonsuszgndldnsmaaeuiuy
USunugaeauimes (Computerized Adaptive Testing: CAT) G“zfqai’wL{‘JuéfaaﬁLﬂmsﬁﬁ;mﬁmxﬁummmmmﬁ
wiuguazienlosiuteyadangnssuvestiniFoust1suiase (Embretson & Reise, 2000; van der Linden &

Glas, 2010)

Faauanuzlunisiinaddgluly

1. agfiaeuldadsdomauaussouzmstansuazauiuingeutuiinFeuieuvanssi 3 9a—roudeu
(diagnostic), sen3naiseu (formative) warUa1una (summative) Ingeneds seAvaNTIOUL 4 STAUIINIAGA WAL
14 Wright Map #muisgnseu-aubaiieoanuuuianssw/unuinunseynna

2. fusvnsanufiny annsoldnansUssfiuaussousfiasunassdudu/meres Adudadruusassest
ausTUzLarsAUszno 4 sy ilethitlunseonuuulassns/Aanssy TuusuufiRnsussdl waginauna
NoU-MAIlATINITHRIUN

3. mhsnuszdulsuansalinaUssdudedadmnsuazeenuuuwmaaiivaylsaiou Tae
FvhmsnuFouisukassvinlsaiou Weliduraudaazaaiinisian felimauitomuazenssdu
uamsAnuluiiuiiuluegunsgn

4. 'ﬁs‘U‘U‘UizLﬁuﬁﬂ%qnﬁ%mi%ﬂﬁ@ULL‘U‘UU%J‘ULWJ’]% (Computerized Adaptive Testing: CAT) @131301in
adsdodnumssournsdanmitazeuiuinveu Suu 84 9e iknunsnmvdeununasinuaIn liszuuile

Wudiunilswesnsyuiunsvaaeuwuuusumuny (Computerized Adaptive Testing: CAT)

Forauauuslunsiissadedaly

1. msasaoumuiusssuvesteasy (DIF/Faimess) sensnsamsimihissturestesey (DIF)
pana/dssavlsadew/menaiiou Wefiumnuiifeievomantsindsiu

2. msimndeanunisaifiuuazuiuiauden Tnon1svi cognitive interview/think-aloud fungalngiAes
feghaiteairieusududentviauais irseunquiaseuannn (0)

3. msfnwIMslinseiendnszduanssnuzmeTs s Iuivanmany WelSeuifieulazUssiiiu

ANNYNABIVBINITIANGUTEAUANTIAUE

16



Journal of Inclusive and Innovative Education, Vol. 9 No. 3 (September - December) 2025

AnRNIsUUsZNIA

o [ 3

av &g | = = v a M v ao v a =
NdeiidudunilsesnsanwluseauUsgyeaen ‘1/1161'5‘1.1‘1/1‘14%]EJﬁ’]MﬁUﬂmm’liﬁmm%mﬂﬂwﬂ
P v o o = Aa o Y = Y] o aw = 6
L‘WEﬂmmmiaiuuﬂﬁﬂmwummmmmLLazﬂﬂEJm‘W&jﬂLﬁmﬁﬂwﬂuwaﬂgmiLLaxmai}Eﬂummmawww
AULTEINEY (Research grants for graduate faculty to attract highly qualified students into their

programs and conduct research in their areas of expertise) INVUTNRINGIAE UNIINYNGSVOULNY
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