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mﬁLﬁ&JUﬂzLLuumaqLmeaaUﬁa%n%ﬂmr°f°uLL‘UUWmaaummﬁgmﬁﬁﬁﬂmuﬁﬁﬂLﬂuﬁqﬁﬁﬁﬁzymmﬁamm
Uaonfevesuuunnaey uazanutndefievemanisdeu ﬂﬁ%’aﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁi’mqﬂixmﬁﬂa%’ma%ﬁqmemaau Engenius
Enclish Language Test (EELT) dnsutinBoussiudsonnuduii 1-6 Tiduwvunaaeuuinsgulussavaina
U 6 sqmﬁ@'mmuﬁq AUKUUNAADUYALALAD WUUNAADU English Language Test for Intemational Students
(ELTIS) wagiioasammaiisunzuuuveuuvagouiaessae 2 35 Ae Weumwnwesifudlng uazisnsanney
Baudunss Nusegeie HaeuluunaaaULazYail 300 AU NG euusorseiuiu 50 eu sanduieau 1,800 au
falfunmnmsduegneineanginasinsaoulaglshAsalddne uuumasey EELT galaitta 6 gaassmnmsersavug
SNzl zuoIUUNAgaU ELTIS LLazmmaaUmmmu%mﬁammLLﬁadwﬁﬂmmwasﬂussﬁuqamﬂimaﬁﬁmmag
fumaseunsaeu warmsinwasUsufiunamaniwdange 5 vinu uaziiudeyannmisinaeunuuldfaeunguiien
WATARULUUVIAABU Wi TIATeideyanae Independent Samples t-test F8ieupviuuTadunsweNaeIY anduius
uuuilesdu BBivsuazuuulesliiumntmosmzuuy uazisiisunzUUTIAUATINNTONNDY NANTITENUI LULYIAFDU
EELT %0l 1, 2 wae 4 \unuumaaouguuiuaisiuluunazaoy ELTIS uiwuuvaaey EELT 47l 3, 5 uaz 6 1Juuuy
nnaeuAUIUeN uarlanaiieunsuuussnIuuUnAgeU EELT AU ELTIS 37143U 2 M5 19ANHAN1SHe Uz
238 navesmsifulduuunaaeulia 3 yeiaunsaliumuuumeasuinnsguld dudn 3 garsiedldiunsusuuss
uAlvunsegineuiiaztiluldaeiely

AdnARY : MIiBuATLULLUUYIREeY Tauisuaviuulagldiuivesasiul FBilsunsuuuladunsinisonnsy,
LUUNAEABU Engenius English Language Test (EELT) wuunagau English Language Test for International
Students (ELTiS) nsasuwuuldiasunduideiwasaduiuunagey
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Abstract

Equating the scores of a newly created test to a limited number of standardized tests is very important
for test security and the reliability of the test results. The purposes of this research were to construct six
true parallel forms of Engenius English Language Test (EELT) for Grades 1-6 students as an international
standardized test with the original English Language Test for International Students (ELTiS) and to construct
scoreboards for the two tests by two equating methods namely Equipercentile Method and Linear Regression
Method. The subjects taking each test form consisted of 300 students, 50 students from each grade level,
for a total of 1,800 students. They were randomly selected from candidates for taking English tests for free.
All six new forms of EELT tests were constructed from a test item specification table of the ELTIS test and
were verified for content validity at a very high level by five experts in the fields of English teaching and
learning, language measurement, and evaluation. Data were collected from the Single Group Design with
Counterbalancing and were analyzed by means of Independent Samples t-tests, Levine’s tests, Pearson
Correlation, Equipercentile Method and Linear Regression Method. It was found that EELT Forms 1, 2 and
4 were true parallel forms with ELTIS, but EELT Forms 3, 5, and 6 were pseudo-parallel forms. Two tables
to equate the scores between the EELT and ELTIS tests were constructed based on the two equating methods.
The results showed that three new tests could be used in place of the standardized test, while the other

three should undergo some revisions before they could be used in the future.

Keywords : Test score equating, Equipercentile method, Linear regression method, Engenius English
Language Test (EELT), English Language Test for International Students (ELTIS), Single Group

Design with Counterbalancing
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1. NENNITUALAANA

omnddnnuenznssumsmsineduiiug Sulsnesnssiunesyunusnguuenindedlulsageu
fsendnwiuszmdalidug@ifinnamionmannsuazvinuznisdeasnwsanguluszduildnuliduegned
ﬂy’qﬁtﬁaLﬁ%ﬂJa%ﬂqamiﬂuzLLasmmmmsaﬂuﬂwﬁamsmmé’dﬂqwadﬂ’ﬂL%'&Julwa TnetwslitniSeussduduisen
U 1-6 neudifanmsAnulvdsedumnuausasunisldniudnguniuinne Common European Framework
of Reference for Languages %3efii38n1 CEFR (Council of Europe, 2020) 71 B1 waglvingaounwdanguluseau
UszauAnuinazdiseudnuiininuaiunsalusedu B wag B2 (ATANT, 2563) LazUHUNITANY WA W.e. 2560-
2579 I&fmuniat ianandmanevesusumsinvwianilufunindingsly TaeflitmunefasimundniSe
TidniFeuszaudsoudu slsenvats wazUSygnineudusansanelillssauauaiunsanumslinieisingy
munauel CEFR Tussozgavinevesunufio U w.e. 2575-2579 Tieglusedu BL, B2 war Cl+ auddu (d1inau
BYTEANTANINNSANEY, 2560) UDNAINELTAUTHUANS q dafiuleurglunistauinwenisldniwdaingvusstnieu
Tnsivun Milin1sdaneaeuainuiniwdenguuestnEeuynUnisdnw wadieliiniSeuldnsussduinee
ANIBING BUBIIULBIUATANUITANAIUYINYEA 18N wupsnes Ul

Fommillasimsuandsunvues Tausssuuuiduiidea Sumesiutuuua (Engenius Intemational
Student Exchange Program) 34ladin139nlAs9n15aaulseiliuauaunsanienIusangueuuInsgiuves CEFR
fldosureseiuauausaneninvesiniSeuseiutuliosufing Fslutlagtumameaeuliteasuntwsdanguy
%o ELTIS (English Language Test for International Students) L‘flul,mwmaaummgmtﬁaf@ﬁﬂwﬁﬁmmmé’qﬂqw
seusTseudne lamzdmduiniFousinend @lildldnnsnquiundn) lnevinmsussifiuaruaansafiudineg
msilauagmssunwsange WelviinFeuld S ummeaeurinuamndngues wldnasguantesouiildumsiuses
WNIFIUEING UNEEUIElANTIUTZAVTINBE A ISINGUURINWDY Wazau1TawNUluNMSHRILITINYENMwSIngY
vosuawiolulueuanld uingasudngliniuseiuinuznundngulassuvesindedlulsaFouse il
wielsiannsanaunuvdodaauinGoulurinuennssnguiuiidanneguesinGsudeluldlusuan

faiimalasenise Sanuddlafiesdanadeuiaauannsanmenwdngulsituinieulussdulison@n
ANUANASTILANANTON WA TSN uABLAATIVEY CEFR Wifuinisewdudszdmnl uimnlduuunagey
ELTIS @efldnunuiies 1 Snmezﬂmwﬂwwamiaammumiauwwmimmaaumw 2 Fuduluransswuomn (Carry-over
Effects) mﬂmiaaummiﬂ Fsonaiinainanvnmansee 1wy nsidous n1sandrdedeu nisiinden nalan way
anmundeuiisnetu iy uavenaiinaideseanunss (Validity) uazannuiiles (Reliability) voIuUUNAFOU Wy
wﬂ‘mami‘wmaa'ulumqﬂum’mmu%ﬂm (Kontos, 2007; Shah &Brown 2020) Frdumdasins Sedanadosns
muﬁmaﬁmmwmaawa Engemus EngUsh Language Test (EELT) mu‘mawm uazyiN B UAZLUUAUAZ LY
YBIUUUNAFDY ELTIS iflogudn mut:waimmumaamgmimummLﬂummgmuawLmﬂzymmnwaﬂimumm
(Carry-over Effects) mﬂmﬁaam%y’qu.iﬂ AINAILED

2. MSNUNIUITIUNTTY
msifiguazkuwvesuunaaauiinannate s uwaaimisadwuneanidu 2 $iwanlug (Kolen & Brennan,
2004; Brennan et al., 2009) A
1. FFluasiuuluUNIAsg I (Standard Methods) Tngldnzuunuiiusing (Observed scores) Bsiii5tan
8n 1375 Ao
1.1 Fieuaswuilagldnzuuueds (Mean Equating Method)
1.2 IBisuAzLULTAEURTS (Linear Equating Method)
1.3 DIgUATUULLTNLEUATINTON0eY (Linear Regression Method)
1.4 WBisuaruuududunssuesinnes (Tucker Linear Equating Method)
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15 Wisuasuundudunsmenasiulagldnziuuiiusnng (Levine Observed-Score Linear Equating
Method)

1.6 Bisunzuudadunsivesasiulaglinzuuuass (Levine True-Score Linear Equating Method)

1.7 Wisvazuuulagldeiunisvesnziuu (Equipercentile Equating Method)

1.8 Fflurzuunlaonisuszanamanud (Frequency Estimation Equating Method)

1.9 BiflsuaziulBudunTIUasUTILLa 8Ralaun (Braun-Holland Linear Equating Method)

1.10 Fitsuazuuilagldmumisvesnzuuudeiiies (Chained Equipercentile Equating Method)

1.11 agLﬁSUﬂzLLuuUﬁﬂgiuﬁuﬁ (Local Observed-Score Equating Method)

1.12 Fiflsunzwuulnensussnamanudivusd (Modified Frequency Estimation Equating Method)

1.13 Wisuaziuulagldnannisnszateunid (Gaussian Kernel Equating Method)

2. Fiitouaziuniuuamsgu (Standard Methods) Ingldinzuuuiiusng (Observed scores) viomzuanLase

(True scores) 3iiiSgoedn 7 35 e

2.1 33wAsuAads 2 a1 (Mean/Mean Transformation Method)

2.2 TBwasuradsuazandouuuannsgiu (Mean/Sigma Transformation Method)

2.3 Fllumsdsuanadouazaideauuinnssu (Robust Mean/Sigma Transformation Method)

2.4 FlgmanvaeaulAwewguisi (Haebara Characteristic Curve Method)

2.5 ’3%‘1‘?’1'?1'Wéjﬂiﬂmxﬂ’mﬂﬁwadﬁﬁaﬂﬁdLLﬂxﬁ@%ﬂ (Stocking-Lord Characteristic Curve Method)

2.6 TslanwagaulAaLanig (Characteristic Curve Transformation Method)

2.7 FldardnwaraulAtuus1y (Rasch Characteristic Curve Method)

wiazdBmuziusULuY (Design) ¥@4n153deLian1siguLand 19y waziivennaslosiuunnsnaiu

v
U Y

FWNsToRALazURLEILANA9Y Lwi‘fjﬁ]ﬁ;ﬂ’uﬁé’ﬂﬂLﬁuﬁaau%“uﬁ’uﬁalﬂ’jﬁﬁimﬁﬁqm
dmsunsifondel] Afvaulafiazifisunzuuuveanuunaasulae Equipercentile Method uag Linear
Regression Method w513 8uiEilesuanufisntumlvegrsunsvans ewnduisilidudou wildnadwsa
MFlsuvinfunangiansuseunnnn (Phillips, 1983; Rapp, 1999; Heh, 2007; @3tysy1 Junsyana uazany, 2560)
TnefamAdefiafuayuansansfnuiIeuiieuiuising 4 egwdeliowmnuuds wu anmsAnvisisuliou
mavisuaziuulag Equipercentile Observed-score Method fiu Item Response Theory (IRT) True-score Method
Tunsdlflduuunageusa (Anchor Test) uagnsnszatevesnzuuLAUld SUMsUS UG BUMETE Tumnzaudeulidu
THaUni (Normal Curve) uds msiteunzuuuwaia 2 33ldnarigwiientiu (Lord & Wingersky, 1984) nanisanwnil
#onAABINUNANITANYIUBS Kolen (1981 91sdstu Lord & ngersky, 1984) 91 Equipercentile Observed-score
Method HuABifisunzuuuiifigaislowTeuiouiuisausn 9 3 RINIININ TV LUUTDIUUNAGEY
wuwmmwmqmﬂmﬂﬂm

soulul 1987 ladinsAinwSeuiisunanisifisuazuuulag Equipercentile Method 91u3u 14 JULUY
Aumneinaifu (Fairbank Jr,, 1987) uagdl 7 sUuuuivhmsusudnuasldsoimsnsznevesasiunion (Presmoothing)
wielmdildsund mnranmsfnymuin Mafleunzuuudes Negative Hypergeometric Model Sanugnéosnniian
dlefinsusudnuasldweinisnszaevenswuuan o (Presmoothing) ta¥38 Orthogonal Regression Model
waz Cubic Splines Model wisngaslunsdifivhnsusudnunslfien1snszneveInguuumends (Postsmoothing)
waz§anuITID Linear Regression Method Wag Orthogonal Regre55|on Method Lﬁmﬁwlsmml,muwmaﬂ dlesaens
B UAZLUUTDILUUNAZFDU X iﬂml,wwlmaau Y namsinunssiiaenndesiunanisAnuniiilunneuuds ves Lord
LY Nowck (Lord & Novick, 1968) ‘VIW‘UTl ALLUUVDILUUNAGDU 2 ‘mmmmm&mﬂulﬂma Llnear Regression
Method L;JamiﬂiummmLmumaaumﬂmaﬂwmumuauﬂu wiAadevosnzuuy wazAdonuunIgIuLY
WANFNAY YIDAULIN-41VDIASLUUANAY
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afls MnnHTveninifenansaulussozsainuin lunsdvesrsuuufvreuuunadeuiideinisinzuuy
uiisuiu fsuuvunsnssneiviloutu Aliduduiiesdesunsnsznevesnsuuuliniuldsnineu vionds
mafleuasuuuudiagldnadnsadiendatu wilunsdfinenssaevesrruuuresuumassuiiduandaty msusu
AZWUY (smoothing) Seflanusnduiiavdowi (Livingston, 1992; Hanson et al., 1994; Kolen & Brenan, 2004;
Cui & Kolen, 2009) wananni Hanson (1991) §elsAuuzainin dawInreenguiteg1sliawInin AIsazYnIsUTy
anwaglAIweINIINTELYBIAzIUNBUNSHIBUALWIL ag Equipercentile Method wsidngusieg1aiivunlviey
Timshnsusudnuaslfeinsnszaeresnzsuuiounsifisunzuul mszaziliasfiaunainndeunuas
WUETIASIZTIMNSNAAEUNINSY A TB AL MIUADUTDIULUUNARBUS 2 yadonoudienuuilase Fit statistics
19U Goodness of fit {ufuy

sionild 2011 Moses and Liu (2011) l¢insnwiSeudisuismaifisuazuuuvansguuuunasvansitenly
wagnuinsiisuazuuulay Equipercentile Method il Loglinear Presmoothing Model, Kernel Equating Model
LAz Cubic Spline Postsmoothing Model Tiuansifisuaziuuiifuazadioadaiu uazazudn f1nsnszaneves
AYLLUTBUUNAdBUTIR BN TTsuAzLIL Sdnvaizadeiu n1sUsuaTuuLiEIEen 9 agldnanisifisunsuuu
findneadatiy winninsnIzanevesnkLLTBILUUTIRdRUTIR BN Sie Uavuuuiidnvaswansatu A uludesd
NMSUSUNIINIZALVRIAT UL LLaﬂsﬁgﬂwa%i'ﬁmil,ﬁwmLLuuﬁmmsamdﬂ

wenant 1l 2017 a¥yan Sundyana warene (2560) IEAnvisuifisunua e sieuazuLaoy
N8N YIENIN Equipercentile Method, Linear Method wag Linear Regression Method Wailsuazuuuaeu
ﬂ’l‘lﬂ’lé’ﬂﬂqwizm’mﬂwﬂu SEPT (Silpakorn English Proficiency Test) tagaziuy TOEIC LLaxLﬁaLﬂ%‘ﬂULﬁSUﬂmmW
vasisUsuilioustning 3 Faenam namsidenuimsiileunzuuia 3 Blduarldunnsietu Sreueaanden
luiumnaneiu wagdivse@msnmlunisifieuliunnmneiy ua Linear Method wag Linear Regression Method §iAnal
azmnlumsldauunnnii Equipercentile Method wsnzdvisndsifliaazuuuuncniliiouudaganiule

glelivunt feasesunmslduuumegeusaa (Anchor Test) ilemsAnwiaieuiisuravesmsiien
Azuu 4 35 Aunguiaeudnwiuties fie Useunn 200 Au Tusyduda Grade 8 (Gubes & Uyar, 2020) A® Tucker
Linear Equating Model, Presmoothed Equipercentile Model, Levine Linear Equating Model wag Simplified
Circle Arc Equating Model nan1s@nwimuin ldindeyafiuasiinnnuuwansiaveansnsgaievesasiuu (Differential
ltern Function : DIF) v3elaifinu nadwsveanmsifisunzuuuusiazsULuvazadiendsiu uazlisaunainiadeu
ey ilunsifisuagiu (Standard Error of Equating : SEE) tiey wsiiilefiansananend (Bias) uazAaramaiaindou
fidsaeaiade (Root Mean Square Error : RMSE) Usgneu wuingUuuumsifisunsuuuiignifesnniign fie Presmoothed
Equipercentile Model

soun SasmAduananiiintulull 2021 Aerfunadleussuuuiiusng (Observed scores) lay Traditional
Equipercentile Method fildfazuuufvannisnaaeulnenss fusuulmifidsunzuuufuiivenUssnn (discrete)
Tiduazuuuifienuseliles (continuous) wdwilvazuuuiusng (Observed scores) TBILUUNATBULNMS LAY
AzLULTDILUUNAdRUNgINsaiinsnszaedulAsund riauﬁmmuuﬁa&ﬂuﬁ%mﬂq Percentile fiifusnifisuiiu
WaTi3enin Kernel Method msideadsiinuin msfleuasuunlag Kemel Method ﬁmmgﬂﬁmmnﬂ’jﬁ%ﬁqlﬁu
ws1zidimenunaiaiedeusasgiulunisifisuazuuu (SEE) desnin (Wiberg, 2021) Fsdpudafunamsiteves
von Davier wazanizdivinl3lul 2006 (von Davier et al,, 2006) finuin msiisupzuuilag Traditional Equipercentile
Method wazliuu Kermnel Method lenafitutfeaniu Lﬁ@ﬁﬁ?U’Juéﬁ@ULwUWﬂﬁaUﬁG 2 Yoy iseunnsnaiuiny
waziluuunagousuneuen (External Anchor Test) waamelu (interal Anchor Test) Tavededinudafunansise
gosinidenareriuiivhnsAnwuineuudiiisnafinudi miLﬁﬁmﬂsLLqumEJgULLUUﬁy’qamﬁm&mLLé’ﬂéfNaé’wé
Laiwmnsinafiu (Liu & Low, 2008; Grant et al., 2009; Arikan & Gelbal, 2018)


https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/action/doSearch?ContribAuthorRaw=Liu%2C+Jinghua
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/action/doSearch?ContribAuthorRaw=Low%2C+Albert+C
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MNMIMUMUTIANSINTIAETes aunsaagulein

1. mailguaziuuiiusng (Observed scores) mmLLUUWaawiwqmﬁmaaumwmﬁw?mmfam (Content
Validity) fwsloufunasfifinsnszaevesesuuiludnuagadeediulngds Traditional/Conventional Equiperentile
Method lenaflisnaa1niziiduiidudeuninnin 1wy IRT, Presmoothed Equipercentile #38 Post-smoothed
Equipercentile Methods, Kernel Method 1{ugu

2. mafiguazuuuiiusIng (Observed scores) mmLLUUWaawiwqmﬁwmaaumﬂmm%mfam (Content
Validity) fiwilouiu uasiinsnsranevesnzuuludnunzadondaiulng Linear Regression Method lénadlalsneann
38915 19 Traditional/Conventional Equipercentile Method wag Linear Method 1{usu

3. maiiuaziuulagldazuuuiiusng (Observed scores) TsuuunageUifansiAzLLuN By
ﬁgULLUUﬂﬁﬂizmaﬁmﬁauﬁu Alisnduiiagdeausunisnszaevesasuunliiuldnniideu wiendenisdieu
AvBULLEIA Y i Nadnsindnad ety LwﬂuﬂiﬁﬁmﬁﬂizmamaqmLLuummLmeaaUﬁQ@Lmﬂsmﬁ“u MsUsuAZLUL
(smoothing) fafinnusnuduiiazdoni wazinquitegadivuindn aisasyinisuiudnuaelAwenisnsyae
YDIAZUUUNBUNTIBUAZILY (Presmoothing) Ty Equipercentile Method usitnnguditagsivunalvglainisyi
M3 Presmoothing NS zagliAnTAuARIAAEBUINN KaYASILTNTVAGEUNSNSE TR LA U oY
diermuudlainisnszansresnzuunresLuuadeuinsihaswuun s uiuiinisnsyanslud nuaeildunnsnaiu

4. maflsuzuuilag Equipercetile Method i01As7lFuAm eI issdhisilidudou wagldnadns
ﬂé’ﬂﬂﬁ’uwmﬁ%ﬁﬁmmqu&nml,ax%’u%’auﬂ’j’l \u IRT, Linear, kag Linear Regression Methods uasindUeymilunisun
Tz hensldmazuuuusAniign i

3. InUsaeAYaINTITY

3.1 iflednarauuunaaeuinseduinuenrudngudiunsiliagnisenude EELT dwmdutiniFousedu
fseuAnuniui 1-6 Tdunuumaaeumasgiluseiuanadiuim 6 gafiduuiuass (True Parallel Forms) funuy
VAdRUYAALAD ELTIS

3.2 liteifieuAzuLuTeUUYIRgBU EELT Tiad vl funsuumouuunegou ELTIS #e 238 Ao Equipercentie
Method @ Linear Regression Method

4. FUNAFIUNTIY

4.1 ATLUWADUDY EELT Ynlnsudasyniuaviumaouead ELTIS gaiiuiianuduiusiuegiaityd Soydi
p=.05

4.2 Anadsvensiuuaaues EELT yalminsiavyadunsiuuaeues ELTIS yauiussfuoesliflioddni
p=.05

4.3 ANAAULUTUTILTRIAZILUARUYR EELT Yatviaiuwsiasyniurensuuuaauved ELTIS gaiiunaiuagnelid

o o o o

HydrAgy p = .05

5. AI0NUNSIY

5.1 wuunadey EELT wsiihe 6 o UULUUYIAARUAULNLA3 (True Parallel Forms) fukuuvnaauyady fie
ELTIS ol

5.2 wuuAEoU EELT Ivalvis 6 U L“ﬁluﬁQmmwmqéfmmmmq@qL‘ﬁam (Content Validity) uagsinansifles
(Reliability) qﬂuaxﬁuﬁmwdaﬁﬂﬂ

5.3 M9IgUAZMINTENINRUUNAEDY EELT yaluiliu ELTIS Sududeaiiniss

6. VAULWANISIAY
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6.1 a1uwuunaaey EELT Tydduiu 6 galvilldnunisduunuass (True parallel forms) fuluunageu ELTIS s
Fuiiom Anuen-elagdsveuunnasy warAAILUSUTINTRIATILY (Variance)

6.2 Wa e (Subjects) e Tnideussendnududil 1 8 6 deunuunageu ELTIS uay EELT YAy 300 AU
WnnsEdutuar 50 AL wazdlANEINNTONNISINg BVaINYIaNe (Heterogeneous groups)

6.3 VT’]ﬂ’]iLﬁEJU?]SLL‘L!‘IHJENLLUUVW]EE]UI@HI%ﬂSLLuuﬁﬂi’lﬂg (Observed scores) 2 3wty fio Equipercentile
Method W@ Linear Regression Method

6.4 M3 MBUALKUNTENIAWULUNAERY ELTIS aiiuiuwuuvagey EELT galdionafiiiesyniied vise
VaneYn ﬁy’qﬁﬁuagjﬁumammmﬂﬁ&JU%LLuumazﬁqm LaTUWAAIDINANwATLANANSAU Y3 BRANEARITUINNTBELBdA
ssmazaanlunisi lulg

7. doanaadosdu

7.1 wuunagau ELTIS °qfﬂlﬁuLﬁuLLuuwmaauuﬁmigﬂuﬁmmmﬁ (Validity) Az (Reliability) gﬂuizﬁu
fiwela

7.2 ﬂ'ﬂﬁ'&lunﬂﬂuﬁLﬁﬁﬁ%’umiaamwumaau EELT ynlvisiusiasyauay ELTIS fanusdlagsslunsaeu Wesan
aziuunansaeuldifieTnadviniwmansdangy (English Proficiency) Q’aauLwiazﬂuﬁaﬁﬂﬂﬁ]maamm

7.3 Awndeuuarussennalunsasuluunagey ELTIS YA uwUUNAEDU EELT Yl maqﬁaaﬂuamuﬁ'

winsafiuiinasiepzuuunsaeulngRiswnnsaivegalifided Ay Wesmnuuunedeuwsazyniiiiies 50 Towaz
Tdanaeuliunu

8. 19911AVDIN5IVY

8.1 fuUsmssnuneninuariningiuegrsvesindeuiidirfunisuageunuunadey ELTIS ALY
WuunNA@eu EELT ﬁgﬂiuzjﬁawﬁwaﬁiamLLuuﬂﬁaaUMmﬁ]mU@ﬂﬁ W AN Auiendn Anuddonng
Fandeuuazussennalunmsasy Wudu

8.2 ?ﬁLmé'auLLazUﬁmmﬂGLumiaauLmumaawmmqamuﬁaauiumwmxL’;mmﬁmguiuaﬂmﬁamsmuaﬂéf
vawailiunisaey wu Sidesieuensuniuandiaeu viienseualninnviedy s

8.3 Lﬁaqmﬂmﬁ%’aﬁﬁwLﬁumiLﬁU‘;ﬁaaﬂaiu?J .A. 2565 %’Ha&uis[,uiwfmmaaxmmaﬂiﬂiﬂ%—19 lalaunsa
fnaoulifuinisudungulvald Tefesaouidundudossiuumaneady

9. dgudwiideufjianng

9.1 LLUUWaaU’i@aﬁw%ﬂWwﬂl”ﬂﬂmnmmé’\‘mqw (General English proficiency test) #1889 LUUNAZDU
fisjeinAnuamsaman wsanguiuvinuy Listening Comprehension $1uau 5 ¢y wazdusinys Reading
Comprehension 811U 3 AU B LUUVAARY ELTIS YaLfisl way EELT ﬁ@'ﬁ%’aa%’wﬁﬂ% demeng 9 vesuuy
'1/1maauG'fqﬂa'nﬁlﬂﬁtﬂudawﬁwawé’ﬂqmﬁlumﬁﬁ'aumiaaua&hqL“flumqmiﬁ;jaaumﬁlL%'&Jumué”ﬂmmawzf\nﬂ
vdngmslavdngasmils mmwiLfluﬁamﬁ@'a%wqLLUUWaausaumwﬁumﬁwﬁmmLﬁudwmqquwﬁLLaxLLmUaﬁ’a
Aunusives CEFR

9.2 InausiInsEFUMNANNNTININ W IVEs CEFR vl inasifianiuvisglsy (Council of Europe) fvuaty
Tl e, 2544 TagLUasEAUAMNEINNSaNIINIENlU 6 SE6U Ae AL, A2, B1, B2, C1 waz C2 mus1uaziden
Tunilsdeda Common European Framework of Reference for Languages : Learning, Teaching, Assessment
(Council of Europe, 2020)

9.3 M3ileuariul (Score equating) fig NSxUIUNIMERATIFNMSUTUATUILTRILUUNRdeUis I AZILY
YosuuunAABUYAMsanansaltumuez LT suunasUSnyamisld nsUfuazuudunsuuszduanuende
VLU UNAGDU hﬂ‘*u'mﬁﬂ%’uLﬁawwamwmaau (Kolen & Brennan, 2004)
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9.4 M 1afisuAzILL (Equating score table) manefis myiilfifisunzuuuvesuunaaoy EELT LIV
fukuunegey ELTIS yadulagUssann inswinnisiieuazuuulagisle il nmum%ummmmamLﬂaaummmu
TunsUszanaA (Standard Error of Estimate) 99nn15éusaiiagias duuuinvesmiuaannaeuiotaiagn
Hadevangedsieguonmilensmunuuesidels wu anallivinfisutusinauvissweuumaaeuyslvsifuuy
neaeuAAN Msengudiegslunmsveaeulissiuanuanunsaunnanaiu s

[N

9.5 wuunadey ELTIS yaud NUBD memaaummmumummﬁwuaq CEFR 7ifduilogudn waztduuuy
NnABUTTnAIA NG sUANANRTIazAANLLTIBY 1Tudy

9.6 WUUMAADY EELT Yalval viuneia wuuveaey EELT 911U 6 ﬁmﬁﬁ%’nqﬁumﬂmqa%ﬁq WAEANTNANYUE
WRNIZUBITINAABU (Table of test item specifications) YeauuUNAgaU ELTIS YALH Imaﬂmzﬂﬁm’ﬁ@:ﬁmmw
ARFoTgunanaatunsfinusing o S 5 v

9.7 LLUUWW&@U@;%UWU%%Q (True parallel forms) BuNBEI WUUNAGDU 2 ﬁmﬁﬁmmmm%ﬂLﬁammﬁauﬁ’u
finzuunAadenseraNeIn-Ny wavAmeuLUsUTIueIAzLus uegalidTuddy

9.8 WuUNARBUAYNUTEY (Pseudo parallel forms) anedis Wuunagay 2 quﬁﬁmmmm%miammﬁauﬁ’u

LATAZLUUANRAENIDAIALEIN-118 SDAIANLUTUTINYBIAZILUA S UDE sl T d Ay

10. Usglewiiimainagléisu

10.1 Tasams lfuvuneaeuinasgrufiannsnihluliveaeuiaanuiuazanuaansammmsnguues
tndeuluszduiuennviftetranzuuuannisseusndunasivssneumsiissanliumsinuedasins
uanasunwinas TausssuuunnAlsogamsnzas

10.2 Tasams= ldwuunpaeusnpsgudmiulassmaandsuntviuas Sausssnumnaduiidea Sumes
wiuuuafisdy uazuiamiZeswanssnuriin (Carry-over Effects) 16

10.3 ¥ilinsmnaeuiinendusss (Faimess) dmsulaeuiifesaouuuunadousnmsguvansnss i
LUUNAAE UABYAANIN e UATLLURAN AR URULY LWy ilemniiaeu annuen wageuiflssesLuunAdeY
Wudu (Baghaei, 2010)

104 Thl¥nsvagevvedasinisaiinnuinieds (Credibility) 1ndu wszduuunaaeufisiludodd
viangyndmiuthmansaouslduszneunsiadulaunaszns wu nmsluns@nuvedlassmsuaniyasuniw
uazTmusTINUILNNA vi3eieonsAnusie 1udu (aiand anuadud, 2560; Albano, 2010)

105 shliuunaaeuiieuaendy (Security) wziuuuageusnsuiisdudedivans 1 asy sudy
zARiinany 9 ﬂlmwmﬂwmmmmuﬂwmuam WaEA1UEINIIY (Dorans 2004; Albano, 2010)

10.6 mwaﬂLammﬂfm,l,wwmaausqﬂmewmmﬂuiﬂ (Overexposure) Fsazidunaidesionansaouingzn
mmndetiolunansaeusuinannaresnsilndunisaeu (Practice Effects) iaransynutim (Camy-over Effects)
weiliuuumegeufumareadatugaouiiu (Albano, 2010)

10.7 TA5sms= anansaldazuuuiiiieuiuld (Comparability) amnmsaeusianan wiesangugaeudmiu
THuszneunmsdmaulaifsafuomnanesiaeudeazlffunanszvuainnisdadulasnn (Shin, 2015)

10.8 1a5emsv WsuUseaun1salnslunsas I uunnaaunIn ST LA NSHIBUAZLULYDIMUUNAZOUYA LAY
AULUUNAROULIRTEY

11. 3511593y
11.1 Uszynsuasnguflegns
11.1.1 Uszans (Population) leiun nGeutulsen@nedf 1 8 6 Wausanaludmsanm we. 2564
FIUIU 625,487 AU 619,794 AU 602,565 AU 391,167 AU 362,530 AU WaE 333,632 AL ATUAIGU (ﬂamw,ﬁamm
LENBNIANINISANY, 2565)
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11.1.2 wa3qevsengusiaga (Samples) laun Snideututsendi 1- 6 Fuaz 50 Ay nmﬁu 300 AU
iledsulULMAdBY EELT 9almiudazyn (Form) Laguuunaaou ELTIS yaifsl mauuﬂammamqmwmmummu
1800 AU mamammulmmammsauLaaﬂuﬂLiausuammauiummmmaauwummaaum 2 YARTUIIUAETBE N1
(Simple Random Sampling Technique)

11.2 1A304ii933 n13a319 wazn1sMIAAAW

11.2.1 1Resfloldslduduuunaaoy ELTIS yaiiuiifogudn Sadunuumnaeumnnsgiu uasiuuvagoy
EELT %aln 6 quﬁa%ﬁq%u Aeuflazadrasuuunaaey EELT 1a5an159 Anwidnuwaiganizueuuunaaau ELTIS Faf
il

1) Vinwedyjsnaey
WUUNAEBY ELTIS wudniinweaiu n1sils n1seu lassadnsusylen wag Adnyl uagimany
dmsutinidoueny 13-18 T (szfudutioafnu®i 1-6) Wanntulas U3 Ballard & Tighe f¥mvimilsdouuuidou
mwSangesnnii 40 9 desslay Wanda Ballard wae Phyllis Tighe Qﬁmmajwmaﬁ%ﬁwmLmuﬁaummﬁmw
Ifiussavsnngeaalunsiaundneninnennudnguuesisey 393uileiu CSIET (The Council on Standards
for International Educational Travel) fadumiisauiiguauazmunumnnsgiuvestassnisinGsusanivasuie
W wUUnagoUity
2) sUwUUvRILUUNAGARY ELTIS
- wuuvegey ELTIS Wudeasuusiy $1unu 50 9o wualu 2 @ fe Listening Comprehension
41U 24 U9 wag Reading Comprehension 8n 26 9®
- Manlunisneaeu 1 $lus 10 undl lnsuvadu Listening Comprehension 25 w1l
way Reading Comprehension 8n 45 u¥l
- Tanahevesuunageu ELTIS Usznausae 2 daundn deil
il 1 Listening Comprehension wvadu 5 du e
Fddlududounosns
AN NALNAERS
UNEUNLNULNAAY
UNAUNUITUIREI U B
demluunGeuwinitusig
d il 2 Reading Comprehension wuadu 3 ¢u A
1. AmAwA

kR LN e

2, ‘Vié’ﬂhmﬂsaﬁ
3, U‘wmmmmuamaﬁmma 9 L“U‘u N NSINGY TINEIEEns wazdsauaans
11.2.2 1A39n13 LGUZULLa“LmeﬂmuﬂiimmwLGUEJ’JGUWZUmuﬂ”ISLiEJumia’eJu uazninnazUsziliung
AMSINguINU 5 iuananTumsAnwikainTIne1duunaus ieadsuuunaaey EELT yalmi 6 4 yana
mmﬁﬁq@miﬁﬂmﬁLﬁaasﬁaﬂuizé’uﬁmmﬂw 3 yimuuazd3ayien 3 i wasiivszaunisallunisaeulneiads
AuazUszann 10 U wasfionansdunilve ins@nunsedusyynen) Wudasnasudedeunariigaisnus 1 au
ware1sdyienEiu (dins@nwssAudIgeyien) 8n 1 aududnsaniw Maewihuiiuszaumsaiumsaou
AN UIETNITENTDEIUNININAT 10 T
11.2.3 AfNITUNNTY I0VeTNanuazianzuesdoaau (Test item specification table) mudnuag
YDIUUNAABY ELTIS uazadrauuuvaaay EELT yalvad 91uu 6 90 Indldnuazguunuiuwuunaaey ELTIS oAy
Tushuilomijmaaey
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11.2.4 Maﬂﬁ]’]ﬂﬂmuﬂﬁmﬂ’]i“’l aS1auuunagou EELT 91U 6 ‘tjmaia]um 1A59N159 L‘Ummmmmm
U 3 YU memL‘um‘mmmumiaaummamquLa msUsdiunasidunismanuaenadevosiom iy
mqﬂizmmaqmimwaau (Item-Objective Congruence : 10C) szNL'LJu‘i‘Ja]ﬂwuwmmymmmmmmmammam
(Content Validity) Tag14gnses Rovinelli and Hambleton (1977) waus1ngin wuumaaay EELT yaluiia 6 90
A1 10C a&ﬂumq 0.50-0.79 muuﬂmvmmmiwamqmemaamﬂmﬂsmLLf’ﬂﬁUﬁuaaaumumLLuvuwmmmmmm
waqmﬂuuaﬂmmmmmm 3 mummmmmqLmuammaumumaaum 6 waﬂmq LLa“’ﬂ’] IOC maumwmaau
‘m 6 4n aglumaq 0.90-0.95 GUJLUummqqmﬂ (Turner & Carlson, 2003) L@ng31 LL‘U‘U‘wmaaum 6 éq(ﬂmmammuam
Widgatuuuunagey ELTIS yafisla

12. msiusausiudoya

121 Tasamsa UssmadguliinSeuiuisenfnusudf 1-6 vedsaSousig 7 Tungammavnuns fiala
gnndaUinszAvalvsn N wSIngussnuadasiisunmageulalagldideldineniuszuy online

12.2 Tasamss sufunsinaeuuidadasaeuilsadouvesiniGoues Mesuuudldifaeunguiisuazady
kUUNA@aU (Single Group Design with Counterbalancing) (Kolen & Brennan, 2004; Yu & Osborn Popp, 2005)
nameie wiaznguinisaeulu 2 dnvug Ae 1) Inlvidnisaeuwuunaaey ELTIS yaliuuwadsd@ouwuunaaey EELT
iyl 1 90 uaziinsdeunuuvaaey EELT sl 1 90 ud Ssaounuuvageu ELTIS gauiy vabiiewttymitens
\An9nHansEUYesaduiveIn1saeu (Order Effects)

123 fudumsduienuuuiglunsdendasuusasiulfiasunuuneaasuriaosnsuiudmiuuuumngey
EELT splvsiusiagynunduay 50 au s 300 audoyn vidoriavmn 1800 Au

12,4 FTmAzLLUUNansaeuvesiaeuLAarau TunsaeuLuURaUURazYaLilanTIAT zsise U

o

13. mMseszidaya

13.1 Anszimaarnuasadaiiom (Content Validity) vesuuunadey EELT Yalvalusazynfiuves ELTIS
Ingldansvas Rovinelli and Hambleton (1977)

13.2 yngeuANLFUNUSURIALLULABUYDY EELT Ynlnalusasyniuaswunaauas ELTIS gaduindiunnioy
wWieslasne Pearson Correlation

13.3 VAABUATIILANANYBIALAABYBIALLULADUTRS EELT yailvalusiazyniunsiuuaeuyed ELTIS yaiiu
InidpdAgrselinie Independent Samples t-test

13.4 VIAFRUAMLLANAINYRIAIANULUTUTILVDIATIULADUYRY EELT Ynlyslusiavyniuvasngiuuaay ELTIS
YohuInfituddgyvielinig Levine’s test

135 AuumAAnuiies (Reliability) veq EELT yalvalusazyn 10T KR

13.6 WlguAzLUUTDUUADY EELT Yalnsiusasyniuaziuuaauued ELTIS gawiunae Equipercentile
Method uag Linear Regression Method Ladnyias1 718 UTINUD LA ID

14. NAN153Y
14.1 ANUFUNUSYRIRTLULADUYDY EELT usiavyniunskuuaaueas ELTIS

10
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M19199 1 AudniusuasnzuuuaaUYed EELT uiasyniuazwuuaau ELTIS

Test Forms ELTIS R*x 100
EELT 01 0.971* 94.28%
EELT 02 0.990* 98.01%
EELT 03 0.982* 96.43%
EELT 04 0.943* 88.92%
EELT 05 0.956* 91.39%
EELT 06 0.946* 89.46%
*p < 0.05

5197t 1 wansliiuinazwuuEeUYes EELT uAagyANUALIUUEBY ELTIS ﬁmﬁuﬂiuﬁwéawﬁmﬁué (Correlation
Coefficients : ry %39 R) 5813719 0.946-0.990 smaqmﬂaumauaahamuamm (Hopkins, 2002) Fsuansimmanisdeu
YBIUUVINFOUILS 2 U ummaamﬂamnuaqmﬂ waLIINAT R* x 100 fuymulmmwmaauLmammmimmuam
faonndesiuliuszunusouay 89-98 szmuumgqum Wienandniunisiite wuunedeu EELT wiazyAlAUATe
(Validity) fuwuunageu ELTIS ge11n

14.2 MIVAFBUAIULANANSVOIA AR VDIAZULULAD U EELT iz YA uALWUUEDUYDY ELTIS

M99 2 NMITNAHOUANILUANGANYDIAT mean Uag variance YosAzUU EELT usiagyafivvesnziuy ELTIS uay
ANAULTIENUBILUUNAEBY EELT Usazyn

t-test Levine’s test KR2;
Test Forms df Mean SD t-value Sig F-value Sig
EELT 01 598 | 33.61 | 11.147 | 0.467 0.641 0.005 0.942 0.930
ELTIS 33.19 | 11.228
EELT 02 598 | 31.50 | 11.113 1.532 0.126 1.830 0.177 0.924
ELTIS 32.84 | 10.358
EELT 03 598 | 34.09 | 10.771 1.814 0.070 6.248 0.013* 0.925
ELTIS 3560 | 9.637
EELT 04 598 | 37.85 9.285 1.185 0.236 0.156 0.693 0.912
ELTIS 3697 | 8964
EELT 05 598 | 3797 | 9509 2.420 0.016* 0.056 0.813 0.917
ELTIS 36.08 | 9.686
EELT 06 598 | 37.29 9.855 2.427 0.015% 0.001 0.999 0.921
ELTIS 3534 | 9.824
*p <0.05

A197 2 wansliuIALeasLarAANLUTUSIY (variance) YesnsiuLEaoy EELT ‘Tﬁ]‘ﬁl 1, 2 kg 4 WANANS
PNATINEvBIUNAgeU ELTIS ag1dliiffudday (p = .05) uiAuadevasauuudeu EELT 61461'17‘1' 5 uaY 6 SN
AAULUIUTINYDS EELT ‘74(51’17]' 3 LANFNNINAIINANVBLUUNAGDU ELTIS agaiitud1fgy (p = .05)

Faifu 9nuamsIfelumsedt 1 uay 2 Ssaunsaaguldduuunageu EELT 4ol 1, 2 uas 4 \uuuunagou
A3 (True Parallel Forms) fusuumeaey ELTIS dauuunaaey EELT 4afi 3, 5 uay 6 uuuuvnaeuguunuidion
(Pseudo Parallel Forms) fiukuunagay ELTIS

11
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14.3 MsWlsunAzLuLTaMUUaRY EELT galiilngsiuiuasuuuaauved ELTIS ¥aAua1n Equipercentile

Method

M990 3 ANTITEUAZLULTRILUUADY EELT galmilaesiuiunsuuudeuved ELTIS ¥aANann Equipercentile

Method
EELT ELTIS EELT ELTIS EELT ELTIS EELT ELTIS
11 11 29 29 38 37 a4 a4
12 12 29 29 38 38 a4 a4
14 14 30 29 38 38 45 a4
15 15 30 29 39 38 45 44
15 16 30 30 39 39 45 a5
16 17 31 30 39 39 a5 45
17 18 31 30 40 39 45 a5
18 19 32 31 40 39 46 45
19 19 32 32 40 39 a6 45
20 20 33 32 40 39 46 45
20 21 33 33 40 40 a6 45
21 21 33 33 41 40 46 46
22 22 34 33 41 40 46 46
22 23 34 33 41 40 a7 46
23 23 34 34 42 a1 a7 a7
24 24 35 34 42 a1 48 a7
21 25 35 34 42 41 48 a7
25 25 35 35 42 42 48 a7
26 26 36 35 42 42 48 48
26 26 36 36 43 42 48 48
26 26 36 36 43 42 49 48
27 27 37 36 43 43 49 49
28 27 37 36 a4 43 49 49
28 28 37 36 a4 43 50 49
29 29 38 37 a4 43 - ---

3197 3 1ARAINARABYBIAZLLULT B URUSEMIILUUARY EELT walviiusasyafunziuuaouyes ELTIS
1n® Equipercentile Method LﬁaamﬂﬂzLLuuLLsiazmﬁaeﬂu Percentile Rank fiwhAuilelndidesiuunn Fadeein
ﬂ?ﬂuﬁuﬁué“ﬂaﬂﬂuLLuu‘UENLLUUﬁ’e]ULL(ﬂlauﬁiﬁﬂll’]ﬂﬁlﬂLLﬁﬂﬂIﬁLﬁuLLﬁ’ﬂuWﬁ’Nﬁ 1 Lﬁuﬁmﬁammﬁ ai’wmuml,muﬁaaﬁam
1umiwlﬁ,ﬂftj 1 Azl mmmuﬂu 11 ﬂuLLuu‘ljﬂLﬂUﬂuLL‘N‘NG]’M&G]‘UENN&@‘U uaz o Percentile Rank i1 LazAzLLY

E‘N‘V]ﬁ(ﬂﬂ@ 50 ﬂ”LL‘LJuﬁNSEJ‘V] Percentile Rank ‘1/] 99 ‘LJ’P]ﬂ’i]’]ﬂu’i]”WU'ﬂlJﬂ“’LLU‘HWa’]EJ‘ﬂ’]u’Ju%lJﬂ’]W]’]ﬂu ‘VIﬁE]“U’]ﬂ‘L!

14.4 msSigUALLULTRILUUEDU EELT ﬁﬂiﬁﬂiﬂ&ﬁ’]mﬂUﬂuLL‘LJ‘LJE!E]‘U?JEN ELTIS ﬁﬂmll’il']ﬂ Linear Regression

Method

12
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A9 4 Msadiguasuunvesuudey EELT yalwallaesau (EELT) dumsuuuasuves ELTIS aiduain Linear Regression

Method
EELT ELTIS EELT ELTIS
1 3 26 26
2 4 27 27
3 5 28 28
4 6 29 29
5 7 30 30
6 8 31 31
7 8 32 32
8 9 33 33
9 10 34 34
10 11 35 35
11 12 36 36
12 13 37 37
13 14 38 37
15 15 39 38
15 16 a0 39
16 17 41 40
17 18 42 41
18 19 43 42
19 20 a4 43
20 21 45 a4q
21 22 46 a5
22 22 a7 46
23 23 48 a7
24 24 49 48
25 25 50 49

M54 4 1RnanARABYBIRZLLLLTBURUTEMIILUUARY EELT welvilusasyafunziuuaouyes ELTIS
1m® Linear Regression Method PInFuNINEINSFlFRn Linear Regression Analysis ﬁﬂ&i@lﬂ‘ﬁ R
y'1= 0.323 + 0.978X, y's = 3.781 + 0.923X, y's = 5.652 + 0.879X
y'a=2.508 + 0.910X, y's = -0.910 + 0.974X, y's = 0.155 + 0.944X
510 y'1 .6 = AzUULNEINTRIYRY ELTIS Wolfiouiiunziam EELT 9afl 1-6 uaz X = Azuuuved EELT lngauns
F198unaIn Y = a + bX iilo a = AT b = AdulsEavsnsannes was X = Adaudsiu Falufitae Asuuy EELT
usiazyn
ilesanazuuumensalves ELTIS ieifisufuaziuu EELT uiazyadialndiAsiuunn Safnanenudiius
Y0IATLLLTBIUABUAA Agandaandlfiuudaluneed 1 fudu Wemnuasmanlumahmaaiieuasiu
ldsioly fideTsiddsnanumanadsiddmnuiiusngeglunsai 4

13
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15. d5Unan1339Y

15.1 uuuvnaey EELT fiadatull 6 o {unuunageuAuIUS (True Parallel Forms) fukuuvngey
ELTIS 9743 3 99 ﬂa 6(1(51‘1/1 1, 2 uaz 4 uwazdunuunageuguuiiey (Pseudo Parallel Forms) fukuunagay ELTIS
71U 3 YA Y Gum‘w 3,5 uay 6 wuunedeUlvTa 6 GumJﬂmmwaﬂumwummmammam wazAnLfieslunsda
lagUszitiuna

152 as1aflsunsuuusyning EELT fadraulv 6 ¥n lgTiufuazuLLUUNAaY ELTIS & 2 A1319
pusEazdenlunsd 3 uay 4

16. aAUs19Ha
NavRINSITAsslTUsuuuaulafe nadnsiuansnsTuluueusEIINsRs Ul SRR EUINLUUNAEDU
Yoy AdiseaziBeanunissd 3 wae 4 Iduuioradumsizi

1o

16.1 ﬂajmc?haehﬂuﬂwﬁé‘]’aﬂ%ﬁﬁm%ﬂﬂﬁaauwamaammaz@mmmuuaa Ao LB 300 AU Wagk@aBy
wianidlaliifuarudmenndinguluynasdunnuanss tesnmzogaddussdusun Tuiihresuuiovly
mswﬁ 3 L'%':uﬁ Percentile Rankﬁ 1 ﬁﬂzLLuu 11 Lmuﬁﬁmﬂuﬂmuu 14380

16.2 msfrzuuulunnsd 3 Fuinennsiieursiuulag Equipercentile Method fignfusuaudeudhann
8193AANTEY (range) VBIALWUUAUTDILUUNARDULAAZALTIBULAY A 0-50 W Percentile Rank fifdefiunnnin
Ju 2 wh A 1-99 uena1nd Msnseviinstanzuuunadodlidusuiudude Jwihliandiaazuuusiy
wangdIuu Namsisundiaonadasiunyitoves asyayn Junsyana wazAe (2560)

16.3 NMSBUATLUUTEWINNULUUYIAd UL AN s Lmmuma’immwammv’bﬁlﬁlumﬂﬂsm uRazIsdAn
mmﬂmmmaaummgmiumimUUﬂzLLuu (Standard Error of Equating: SEE) flunnu3etiosunnsnaiu Seliiiisla
Flviefiuueu (absolute value) 1¢ wazinideunsausliidalsf Linear Regression Method uwisudldlunisiieu
AZLUUAUAITINAAIINYBINISTEUALLUUDEIULATIAR NANIAB NISIUATLULTDIUUUNATDU X Uay Y AZLUU
YOILUUNAFDUNIADIENTALNUALLUUTDIFULazFUlE (Kolen & Brennan, 2004) L#11 Linear Regression

Method ¥lARzkuLYed X wnuashkuuyad Y aiaaagnananingy

17. daidusiug
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17.1.1 msarldaazuunlumsd ¢ iilonsilsuavuuy EELT fiadrstulumiis 6 YniuAzwIY ELTIS
Liflenudnduseddmmaiisunsuuuanesening EELT wiagyaiu ELTIS Ald idlesandainasedananumansing
Mnatumsesanlilinn sebwsneinendulsyavisanduiug (Correlation Coefficients) S¥WiNASUULYBILUUNAGDY
sz (@mﬂﬁi 1)

17.1.2 dewinmsfisuaziuusswisuuuvadeuiinainanss LLﬁiéJqﬁﬁﬁ%"Lmﬁﬁﬁammvﬁlﬁlunﬂﬂifﬁ
uiaz3BtiAAnuamaedsusnAsILlumsfisuAzLY (Standard Eror of Equating : SEE) snnvietiosuansneiy
Tafllsenfusiuou @bsolute value) fatis Weldrniounzuuumumsed 4 udfonasmsinaeumAzuuLfiviniy
nA5197 3 eflsiiennuudla

17.2 éﬁaLauaLLuuLﬁamﬁ%’wiaiﬂ

17.2.1 iflosanuuuneaeu EELT fiadstuluslis 6 yndlalariunisnaasdld (Pilot Study) mmu
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Uszinaliley (Traditional Models) waghuumaufn1snauauesraslanaaay (tem Response Theory Models : IRT)
ImﬁlLawwaﬁhd?jdl,l,uwmaawqmﬁ 3,5 uag 6 Lﬁaﬂ%'uﬂqqLLf’flmmﬂ’lwmmmemaauﬁlﬁﬁﬁaﬁﬁluﬁ’m ANAMNYDITE
VAFADU UAZAMNAIMYBIRUTRN (choices) WU ANAINLIN-418 AIEIUINTIRUN AIAINATITIEUD LAZAINITAGN
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