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Exq0] we} vAA etk olda Bwge
SRR A Y8 ARe WA
0] 0] 2 tHHambleton®} Swaminathan,
o] Uldt WS FE3 SHrle 58 @y

S47 P45 wAE

MoK

(ability parameter) 2 -3}
BdFE 84 52l (mathematical
(Baker, 199291 &% W&
model)—f} FA8= B
&1 PL), 2y
53(3PL)2§ TR 3T 12 2
) 25

g}o] %olaﬁ)‘ﬂ—a— DA

equation)

E &(item response

. 7
©
>
-3
k)
=
i
U

PN
P

>
1r
=
ro
A
i
et
é
fo
we
M
o
E
i)
it
Q

ke
o
&
i
_E
=3
B

12

o
l'm
olo
A
X
il
©

ot

oft ol

o J(l}
&
:)
Fi?
o
o
ta
A
VI eI N

=2

&(polytomous models) .

2ZA 2844 By = Samelma(1969)7]- 7iaksk
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stgol s AFEHe AR ol 7]x3}
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2 A" ¥94 A5 2 E(Equity Preference
Questionnaire; EPQ)7} AFE-E|loH, £ o=
e el A8 @ W, ALEs HE &
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3 14
3 1 0.320
3 12 0.606

13 0.937

27 0.432
738 0.342
39 0.535
0.434
0.558

0.474

Arg B4 0.519 0.241 0.241

B 3.130 1.452 1.451
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IR AAEATE 2004 BRo] A FF 29 A4S AREIE "ole Al R
WA QR AW ARl 294%F Carmines®}  2%10] EFHUOU, FAEE 4 ARRSE
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E 3 FME 2A HADALmsF: oblimin) E 4 28y o gl MR Alod
29 28 q 3 3 8,
EPQH T
1 2 3 4 1 101 (0.09) -2.02 (0.17) -0.92 (0.11) 130 (0.14)
B 0.619 2 150 (0.15) -1.80 (0.14) -1.14 (0.09) 0.58 (0.09)
B3l o 0.735 3 0.84 (0.08) -2.58 (0.24) -0.89 (0.12) 1.08 (0.14)
23} 3 0.581 4 072 (0.07) -155 (0.16) -0.24 (0.13) L72 (0.18)
B4 4 0551 5 162 (0.23) -1.55 (0.11) -0.98 (0.08) 0.49 (0.08)
s s 0.846 6 152 (0.18) -1.84 (0.14) -0.98 (0.09) 0.70 (0.09)
. 042 (0.05) -0.22 (0.21) 1.78 (0.25) 4.25 (0.4
. 8 058 (0.06) -2.58 (0.25) 0.13 (0.16) 3.45 (036
2 14 0.549 (0.06) (0.25) 0.16) (0.36)
) 9 0.64 (0.06) -3.09 (0.30) -0.81 (0.15) 2.44 (0.24)
F3) 11 0.456
) 10 071 (0.04) -2.81 (0.27) -0.85 (0.14) 2.00 (0.20)
£33} 12 0.862
11 095 (0.09) -3.55 (0.47) -1.90 (0.16) 1.02 (0.13)
23 13 0.859
12 041 (0.04) -4.35 (0.45) -1.26 (0.23) 3.44 (0.36)
£} 7 0.724
13055 (0.05) -4.10 (0.45) -1.81 (0.20) 1.59 (0.20)
o5
T 8 0492 14 097 (0.08) -2.37 (0.21) -1.50 (0.14) 0.91 (0.12)
o 5]
o9 0.603 15 049 (0.04) -3.84 (0.39) -0.97 (0.19) 3.4 (0.35)
+& 10 0.398 16 0.56 (0.05) -2.61 (0.26) -0.07 (0.17) 2.83 (0.29)
R 0751 * 1= SRR %, 4= W$ @
23 16 0.471
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23} E7 4F(Trait Level)
HE 4 32 24 16 0.8 0 0.8 1.6 24 3.2 4

1 0.092 0.302 0.676 0.847 0.795 0.593 0.680 0.688 0.334 0.105 0.028

2 0.024 0.173 0.963 1.909 1.484 1.197 1.517 0417 0.061 0.008 0.001

3 0.211 0431 0.562 0.564 0.573 0.524 0.547 0.455 0.235 0.090 0.030

4 0.068 0.155 0.292 0.409 0.445 0.431 0.410 0.403 0.318 0.180 0.081

5 0.009 0.079 0.608 2.048 1.946 1.524 1.580 0.322 0.039 0.004 0.000

6 0.025 0.187 1.035 1.874 1.687 1.145 1.655 0.537 0.080 0.010 0.001

7 0.030 0.049 0.074 0.104 0.131 0.148 0.156 0.157 0.156 0.152 0.146
8 0.153 0.223 0.257 0.254 0.255 0.263 0.246 0.223 0.231 0.250 0.226

9 0.237 0.312 0.323 0.323 0.324 0.285 0.253 0.280 0.306 0.253 0.155

10 0.228 0.356 0.402 0.402 0.399 0.344 0.323 0.369 0.348 0.225 0.110

11 0.587 0.704 0.698 0.648 0.414 0.432 0.649 0.532 0.229 0.072 0.021

12 0.135 0.137 0.138 0.137 0.131 0.120 0.112 0.113 0.121 0.126 0.119
13 0.243 0.251 0.253 0.244 0.219 0.207 0.223 0.230 0.194 0.131 0.075

14 0.161 0.445 0.760 0.794 0.587 0.535 0.697 0.504 0.198 0.059 0.016

15 0.183 0.192 0.191 0.193 0.188 0.168 0.147 0.145 0.164 0.179 0.167

16 0.152 0.217 0.255 0.264 0.258 0.233 0.207 0.211 0.232 0.222 0.168

Aoz vre Wl Bia=04DE 23 3l dwrd oz ¥k s A ¥ ol &
o ometA £ 2E HRdA AYsAY,  F AR FHS Adele A B daHY
HEHE S zoly] M B3-S A "o W] Zof| (Embretson®} Reise, 2000; Hambleton¥}
= Swaminathan, 1985), 167} &&o] tjgt =34

Baker(1987; AJBA <, 19)= £3 WEE Aok TR e I AR G
9 dofd med dleHe FdHEE By 55 AR A8 1l 54 £E4 ~ 9
Aol MS Ao, 01 ~ 340 F & AHSUTGE 5, 3 6. 3 5olA HXo
%oﬂi A9 QI 35 ~ e HO, 65~ BF5E 54 FF - L6l M Ee R

e AFG, 135 ~ LOe EFPR T @5 ghe 2l dlew, 54 e wE A
ff} HEE ARS AASAT: o Askell wh Hge} gro] Aolrh A MR F RS
g BgA7E 65 oldQl Aol wmH=s W Za AR #F 2v S T gE A
TodEE Aoz siAst T, EHed] folM & Aoyt glow WA H
2013) BE FHE HAFA 9ok Hso] dA )



5 Ated gl =%
E 6. AAYE sl a9 29 # 6ollA Ho] ¥ AR}
4 FF 167) &3 10%-3} 22 6l TS Al F HAEE
4 0.16 0.16 o] #2 5A % -1.6914 EPQ HE&] A}
32 0.26 031 AR 37t 694 98F  H T (kurtosis) 7} =
24 0.47 0.63 7¥atdnh ol= EPQ7F 1670 FAEAS
16 69 0.98 Hoh 10709 FFgoE FA4H s W o
08 0.61 0.87 HEgo] 2o HArge AL HAFE Aol
0 051 0.70 ok TS0l AR FHE AEE JHE
0.8 0.59 0.83 o]FL glom, -1.69X BHE oFiL o]
16 0.35 0.45 EPQE ‘XM Hue= < EF 3] A T

2.4 0.20 0.22 ?‘]7]-6]- %EO]Q OL }\ O]q—'
3.2 013 0.10 olgldt AAE EUE /)9 IS AA
4 0.08 0.04 d F 104e) FPeR 9 EPQ HES
AHEsle] EARE EEE 248 AAET
10718 £33 F MY THEY 2, F 5,
o] F4E HmA AAT w, HAT A5 FF 6°] & 7T WHEE Z5e T34
o] P 84914 L0SE F75kATh B s Za don, oY E3EF 3, &
ol ¥4 AAES TF w), EPQolM &4, &3 9, B 10, ¥F 11, F b= F
X e EHEF 7, B 8, £ 12, FF 1 FFY wWEE el 7Y AH @S #
13, £ 15, £ 102> HEZ7F @S B oo} 1 AT 3 HELE AFAEHA, 1991
Ual, ARE2 gho] 2H7] wjiEo] A A7) A Baker, 1987)0] WEH F3} 9= 0.640]7] &
U 3 W8S F4s= 2o ottt of ‘e 7] W oAt (5

Information
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Z 9] M7} 0.659014 A12}s7] wjiol], ® A
TolA e AR 2 F 10709 &
S BAo| TIAATH

B9 A G el Lz
2 XL Sauley®} Bedian(2000)0] 7i
St A} Zo] shte] 88lo] Y EAE A

Bl g8 FH520E4S HAAEAL & 7
oAt o] QA 27] ghellA gl
WA Eo] 822% Tt 9l dwetal
Jom, F WA 2o afFA7F 76302 I
wHo g g9le] s AAste 1Kt v
S 27 w7 %Fxé% EPQ HEE 31t
Q OoJFT, olEH, 1993).

r'O
o
fru
s
X
0 0,
H“ %

TFA9E EPQY A%
Adramshe A8 A Bt dep 2
AFN A= Foote®} Harmon(2006) L Shore2}
Strauss(2008)] AFAA A7|E ZPA 2
BPQe] A SHolH FAYS £ o B
s sastact

Olﬂifﬂ 272 EE BSI I=Z ALE3
A AT AFoA FHoZ RiE I

Gl =2
tHE 9. ©A 16709 £de2 F4H EPQ

k=

T HEEY %?_%74]:‘2:'— ASsHA. E 7
oA H5o] EPQ %9} Bl WFETe] A
S Huds fEARE =39, BN
r=.16, ZAEY] r=37, p <05, FEE HE
o} ApukEa 2259 FHe A
W(ZH2} =238, =33, p<.0l), B utEa}te] A}

e =75l thr=.16, p<.05). EQP H%=
HE WESo] BF AR Ads Hot:
A AUPYFE AR w5 9 B BEo]

51/
AL onsitt. 167 #3302 FA4E FH
FAE HZo| AIASG Aolr7t AAHQ
AQA ARE AuE7] S
ZAZ(Cohen¥} Popovich, 2002)& AA]
& A BF {3 Afo|7t YEhA] %l
M, ol FHE HZ7l d¥=8 Y
TAHE HIEE FAEL dde A B
ottt et £ HAxe o)d ATE
Shore®} Straus, 2008)14 B E A} IFE
Al EPQ HE7}F GSHFEA EFEeiTial &
A% 4 9ok

89 IRA Aol EahlE FHEAE
1 3528 2765 0.822 0.822

2 0.763 0.467 0.178 1.000

EPQ (163 3.73 043 (83)

EPQ (10%3h) 3.87 055 937 (.83)

%

ABUE 331 0.61 397 387 (90)

HATE 289 056 157 .16° 247 (92)

*

ZABY 340 053 377 337 277 267 (84)

*p <05, #p<01, ZFQY] Zhe AT ALY,
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A preliminary study for refinement of Equity Preference

Questionnaire: Application of Item response theory(IRT)

Seung Rib Park Yong Won Suh

SungKyunKwan University

Equity Preference Questionnaire (EPQ; Sauley & Bedeian, 2000) was developed as an alternative measure
of Equity Sensitivity Instrument (ESI, Huseman, Hatfield, & Miles, 1987) assessing the construct of
equity sensitivity. However, EQP appeared to have sub-dimensions, making it difficult to explain which
the sub-factors are relavant to the equity sensitivity and causing the dispute on the wvalidity issue,
including the multidimensionality, of the measure. Current study, by using the principal component
analysis, was able to confirm that EPQ was unidimensional. Besides, with the use of Item Response
Theory (IRT; Embretson, & Reise, 2000), the EPQ measuere was investigated at the item level, which
was unable to precisely estimate, in the classical test theory, the trait of both ‘Benevolents’ and
‘Entitleds’ comprised of equity sensitivity. Based on the results of both item and test information funcion
in IRT, 6 out of 16 items were dropped from the measure due to the lack of the item information. The
modified EPQ resulted in single factor as originally devised by Sauley and Bedeian(2000), and the
predicting power of the revised measure remained stable. Implications are noted for further inquiry into

refinement of modified EPQ.

Ky wads : Equit Sensitvity, Equity Prdaene Quetionnaire Equity sensiavity instrumet, IRT, tot infammtion
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