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Abstract

This research aimed to: 1) examine the inter-rater reliability of alignment between
science items and indicators at the lower secondary level; and 2) evaluate the alignment
between science items and indicators at the lower secondary level. Research subjects
were 1,089 science test items used at the lower secondary level, chosen by using a multi-
stage random sampling procedure. Analysis relied on 20 expert panelists to evaluate the
alignment. The data were analyzed for inter-rater reliability by Fleiss” kappa statistic and
the intra-class correlation (ICC), and mean scores of alignment between science test items
and indices were calculated.

The findings revealed that 1) in the cognitive complexity evaluation part, there
was good inter-rater reliability, as demonstrated by the Fleiss’ kappa statistic (Kf = 0.510),
2) in the evaluation of alignment between science test items, there was excellent inter-
rater reliability, demonstrated by the intra-class correlation (ICC = 0.954, Sig. = .000), and
3) 92.93 percent of the items aligned with the specified indices by mean scores of 3.20-4.00.

Keywords: alignment, inter-rater reliability, Fleiss’ kappa statistic, intra-class
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dosndeyaludniifudoyaseiudedudu (Gisev et al, 2013) avdiiusngly
Fuiiiszsianluma two-way mixed-effects model Inefguseidiuinuiy 20 au
(dddnwal fie ICC (3,20)) fissiuanudoriu 95% Tnesmuninaein1sfinsan ey
ALAENARBIALLLINITET Portney and Watkins (2015) fail

ICC > 0.50 g JUszilluiianuaenndos
Tunsuszdiusedusn

0.50 < ICC < 0.75  weie JUszluilanuaenndos
Tunsuseifiussaune g

0.75 < ICC < 0.90  vwngis FUsziliudnudonAdes

[

Tunsuseuseaun
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ICC > 0.90 mneie JUssdiudanuaenndos
Tunsuseiliusgaununn
SEM =S x+1—-1ICC
AuamAeaaAAeLAssIulunTin (standard error of
measurement: SEM) 91ngA7
4.2 Ainsevianuaonndosluluiiefusyninedoaeuiuid Safisvun
TnemsAuiaatadenzuuuauaenadadluluIfeatu vesnzuuunsUssiiu

MneIviyudazaulusede vl Avualidedeuudasdoslanafionzuuu

(%
(Y |

AMNEDAARDI Faue 3.00 Azuuuduly Jsazdoidedeudol o dANudaAARDY

Y

TukuRerfuumTInAn1ue (Anderson et al., 2015)

NANITIY

1. wansiasgsinnuissseninagussidliu Tudinveanisuseidusesu
aududounlaa lneldadfuaudivomaa (Fleiss’ kappa statistic: K) wui
fleh K wirffu 0510 fiAANARALATILIINTT LYY K wihifu 0.017 uaneanilen
AudenAdeIUTEnIEUsTuaglusEAUA S18avBunfn1INg 2
M1919 2

AIaaAAYYIY0INEFYDINISUSUAUAINTONAADI UKL AL INUTE NI NYDFOUAUSITIA

uudedey (Ua)  FuiunUseidiu (Aw)  Fleiss’ kappa Var (K) SE (K)

40 20 0.510 0.0003 0.017

2. HANTIATIEVIAUIETENINE U Tudiuveanisuseiliusedu

ANNaanAaadluLILReITUSENIITaER U UMY TR NHanwuziduLInTUTZUeN
5 seau (0-4) WnelgadRandunusniglutu (intra-class correlation: ICC) AelUswnsy
SPSS AT IzsANluLAe two-way mixed-effects model NszAUANLTDLIU 95%

WU AAnandunusnielutu windu 0.954 syndidedrAgnisana (Sig. = .000)

wanedn danudennaessevingUussiliulusedudunn dannurainniousnigu
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Tun1s¥a (standard error of measurement: SEM) iU 0.02 518800 ARAAIA
MN199 3

M99 3

£
o o

andanaunsn1eluTUYINISUSUdUTE A UAIINADNAA DI UKL NALINUTENI N UA U IT IR

FsIfuAud MEAN = SD FUszdiunud MEAN = SD
1 3.68 £ 0.57 11 3.83 £ 0.38
2 3.40 + 0.67 12 3.88 £ 0.33
3 370 £ 0.72 13 3.88 + 0.33
4 290 +0.81 14 3.85+043
5 3.43 +0.98 15 3.83 + 0.55
6 330 +0.72 16 3.63 +0.90
7 3.83 +0.38 17 375+ 0.59
8 375+ 0.59 18 3.33+0.83
9 3.80 £ 0.41 19 3.43 £ 0.96
10 3.65+0.48 20 3.48 = 0.75

ICC (3apnandiosiu 95%) = 0.954 (0.929 - 0.973) Sig. = .000 SEM = 0.02

¥
Y [

3. HANISIATIZNAIUEDAAA DI L ULUILASINUTEIINTDABUAUAITIAT
ANNUA ITINAITATUIUANRALALBUUANUFDAAR DI LUBUILABITUY UDIATLUU
n1sUszlivangweiviguiazaudusieds auwnuiinisesnwuunisuseiiiu

AMNEDAAGDI TUAII9 1 WU 9nTedeu 1,089 Ue Tedeudiulurgiimiudonnass

(%
Y (Y]

TuuuaReatutusdintissy @auaiesaud 3.00 ull) $1um 1,012 4o Andulesas
92.93 TnefiAadunzuunmudenades agszning 3.20-4.00 wagiltoasu 1y
77 4o Anudufenar 7.03 fllaenndeduuuifinriuiuii infissy @anadedeunt
3.00) TneilAnladonziuunnuaenaded agsening 0.60-2.90 fI9t13984

HANTIATIERUBaRUNIASUNITUIRUEWRTIUIY 10 U9 kandianIsne 4
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f1319 4

AIAaANTIIYEIA LA INTORAA B UL LAY I UYeITadDU (FudaeNtadeu 10 Yo)

o @

0 w1nsgIuuaiitin wdugusediu () Min Max  MEAN(SE)  SD

1 1123 5 200 400 320(0.37) 084
2 1233 5 000 200 1.20(037) 084
3 2131 20 300 400 395(0.05 022
q 3111 5 300 4.00 380(0.20) 0.45
5 3111 5 400 400 4.00(0.00) 0.00
6 4122 20 1.00 300 230(0.18) 0.80
7 4131 5 000 200 0.60(0.40) 0.89
8 5131 5 200 400 3.40(0.40) 0.89
9 6116 5 300 4.00 3.60(0.24) 055
10 7131 5 300 4.00 3.80(0.20) 045
anuseNa

ISP

1. MnnanTITennuN ludruvssnsussiliussauanududeunislayg dm

o

ANILNEITENINRUTEEIY MlAssvmeaiiuaUU1vesnda (Fleiss’ kappa statistic:

K) aglusyAud (K =0.510) (Fleiss et al., 2003) LATNUIN MUEILYBINNSUSEUSERU

Y

AuaennnadluluILAgItusEnIUeaeuAUMTin dA1AnueasenInagussiiun

IpzvimeaiRanduiusnelutu (CC) NseAuanuesiu 95% agluseAudunn aend

a o

EGER

[

unsaia (ICC = 0.95, 2lig. = .000) (Portney & Watkins, 2015) wanalsiifiuin

=

finuaenns oengluvenan1suseidu fUuseiliudainuaddunedn wagd

v ¥
v Ao A

asnideielunisusudiuanuaenndasseninsdoaauiuidin Miduwuilenad
awmanvanetlads Fsagulu 3 Ussiiuvdn il

1.1 nsUszidiuanududounitslaygilavidanlduulfn revised
Bloom’s taxonomy (Anderson et al., 2001) FenamITenu wuuUssiduy den
AwaenarosiuszriteUssiliulusydvd (K = 0.510) @enadesiuauideves

Nasstrom and Henriksson (2008) N1%11N1536AS1EMNTBULUIAANI AP UTULY
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ns3sunaMugudeunelya1anwuin 9 wunde tngldiussdiuaiuiu 2 au
WU MsaunAudugaunsyglagltiui@a revised Bloom’s taxonomy
fmnunseuaquuazdmig naoaaulianuLfiBssEnInegnsIafigandninmel
NMSTMUNAIULLIRABY ¢ (K. 1111y 0.36-0.46) ) aghslsfiny nansHdeiiiien K
GAIAL U84 Nésstrém and Henriksson (2008) lantiae ‘VlLﬂuL%uuaﬂﬁ]LUULWi%\‘nmﬁm
aSiifiduau AUsEIEuINATY Wil Webb (2007) namain f\i’wuau@,ﬁ?ﬁﬂ’mw@amn%
yhliansAnudsdiamudisadivanniu lnevtlumsigdemalunsfinsandnu
audenndoslukuIREIiY S1uau 5-8 AU uenaInt NMssIunAMETUTouNIs
Hoyauleelduwafn revised Bloom’s taxonomy a1adesiensdeanuliiuiidila
nsafulungasuaztinivinmsvessemelng lesanianuduingsnnnitnissuun
feunAndy 9 JedwaliiArauissszrineussidiuegluszdud munasives
Fleiss et al. (2003)

1.2 mLszjwmauwmmmLﬂumﬂivmummauﬂ’aﬁmm $aU @90
Usuiliuaudenades lusuaieafuszninadedousuid inldog1snaudune
FHasenndeaiu Davis-Becker and Buckendahl (2013) uaz La Marca et al. (2000)

findnig@enmgazsosiiruiuasduinsluiomvodivfifosmsussdiu dnwme

Y
YDINABY WANGNT MAOAIUNINITFIUNISEUsTIFRINTUsedn Falunmuaudfives

Y 9

d Y

& 1N Yo I3 o A v ] % =
3 EJ'JSU’]EUIHQ']U’J"\]EJU IWEJQ’JR]EJVLWMMUWLﬂm%miﬂmLaaﬂﬁ_jmm%’liym‘l/!ﬂﬂummmu

fidusansdnwegnaferlusedusyyrsnaiunsaeuineimand uazdise

dze ey

nsfnwegsleyluszauuTygyvavivnsiauazUssliun1ansfine s o
a A a 1% A A ¢ ! = va ¢ v &
FTAeITee wag/vMIelluszaumsalasunguansen1sSeuiIngImans seauty
SspuAnwnauay lisnd1 3 U

1.3 fimsuszyuuazinUfURHIR e gnousiinisUseifiuaie Taed
Aanssuileadanudnlainssfuszninegdidongludessins 9 Wy nmsvuniu
Houvesszauaududoun1slnu) AuluIfa revised Bloom’s taxonomy
N5TRaMIN LU S vIeE@eIey NMsnaeedliRleIvINAaeRn U UR

NIPUIUNTEUINLA wagiinUseliunnudenmdosseindeseuiuimdinluneynaa
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waziUalenaligivevglaefunelunglunguinelildnanisiiansanignasuay
nlansaiu Beaennaediu Webb (1999) Ainda1yinnisinuifneudiiunisusediu

AMEanAdadluLLIAYIAUY dnudAgydenisfnwiamudennasslutufe iy

= v

Wesnn1sinufiRasdelieivngnnaudainudilatanssuiunisuseiiu
ANNAnAR BIlULUALABAAY W1 ladsndnn1sTnUnsEAUAMNTUT DUy
naenIuITNITluNITRAIsTANARFUAU@DAAd 090 LTIl uN1TUTEII NS

delianusavimdiussdiuedvdasziluseyana uonanll wasainnsuszyy

' ¥
= v A

AT §lT8avey wiazauazyiminfiusziliuanudennnedsenineiidiniu

Toaeuliegidase Inglunyiduassll fidernyazlasuenanseleusenounmsaniu

U

' [
a Va v v o =

nulszidiumuaenadadluwuufediun dmsudleiviy 1§ TavhIu Useiu

U o

a Ly 3

Y] |y v o & o a v
‘Viaﬂm@ﬂ@ll@”l U52nNaun]e 1) ﬂ']GULLQ\TGLUﬂ'Wi@']LUUQ’]u%@QHLGUEJ'J"U']QJ 2) UYUANY]

<

a 4

A105U18 WATAIDE19UBINITTIRUNNEANTTUNITITEUTATUNNTANTA1ULUIAA

q

e

revised Bloom’s taxonomy Wag 3) S18azideAve I InLara1TEN1SREUIINUNA1

(%
v v W =

NANAITEAITREUIINYIAENT SEAUTUTTEURNYINOUAY AIUNANgATLALNEIN
TUNUFIU NNSANTIY 2551
2. Nan1TINNUI Todovdiulng (Fovar 92.93) darudenndsdlu

[
[

LaReafufufdindisey dsaenndosturnanisnsaaeunmunnvestoaouililu
nsfauazdsnidunaluduGsurosaonfnwesdiinmageunsnsinu dinau
AENTTIINMINSANY TSI (2559) Tinud Sdeasufililumstauarysuiduna
TutuSouresaniunuinssrannasguuasiad ianduansy nsGeusineemans
sefutuisondnwidfl 3 fevar 98.54 Aduuieradumselsadouldsu
ﬂﬁiaﬁuaﬂgué"]uﬂ']ﬁ@LLaz‘dizLﬁumamsL'%Suimﬂé’wﬁmmlﬁumﬁuﬁmsﬁﬂmﬁa
mhsnuiudain wu nmsadrsanuianudlalituyaansluaaudnuiiisdtu
mstanarUspdiunansfoudmmmdngnaununasnsineduiiugu nsduaiiuay
atvayunisseuslunquansemseuding 9 nmsdeasulviagurainsluaniufnui
AnuianunlaluuiinisiauarUssiiunagunuuning 4 lnewdunisuseiduny

anmase msduasuatvayulianufnuiamieiode wagn1sUIMITANIIAI
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msinuazysediunanisBeus sauamsliduinwm wugiifnrfumsiauasdsaidu
HAN1338U3 (NTENTMAnwIBNg, 2551)
dalauaLug

Pareuauuzlun1sinluly

a PN v o A v Aa v = Y
1. IﬁﬂLiﬂu%@@ﬂmaa@‘Uﬂ?iﬂﬂLa@ﬂﬂ]@ﬁ@‘U‘Vlllﬂ'ﬂqﬂa@ﬂﬂaaﬂiu%u’)L@EJ'JﬂUﬂ‘U

1
Y [ v &

a Y a v gj a o
wnsgumwia Sanulildlunisiauasuseliunasedutuiseow saonauaiunsatily
v [ ¥ =) v v 1
Waudugudeyavisendsdaasusialy

2. lunsusziiuanuaenAdosluluIlAg I UsEnINeIRUTENaUnNeN1SAny)

o Y I =

& v v A o Y a v Aa v &
AUYUADIAAL EJﬂzjL%UQ%W@V]V]WMH”]V]U’iBLﬂJU“UEJﬁEJU‘I/laJmmgmmmmiﬁiumawﬁ

[
o [y

YoWTInkarIEAUNANY warnsinkarUsediung In1seusukasinUf URnaeivay
A o v A a % o ~ Y3 o a = |
Miminusziulianugnlanassiufuuamslunsaniduu egisantymm
é’umﬁ]Lﬁmmﬂﬁmﬁwa%qsﬁﬂimﬁu LALYIUNUANULNEIVDINANITUTEIU

174 a o g 1

Jarauanuzlun1sideasenall

1. AI98N13LATI8Neads Wi n1sUssyndldnguinisasudneds

1 d‘ S o d‘ = o a dl

ANULAENDYBINAN1TIA (G-theory) liteANWITIUMAL FULUUNSUTBLELTLNE
anlunsusziumLEDAAABI UMY gy lvnan1sUseiuinuU @ ele
lgoguuNugIUYaINITmMINeINs Mamuna1 usauy wazAlidelinsauuag
fiarudululaluniaujus

2. A5HUANSANYILUNAIANNUUTUTIUDY 9 NID19dsmanonuLTesly
N15USELUANNADAAA DI MLLILAEINUTENINTDEBUNUFITIA WU INUIUVD bULUU
Usziliu Bvswaveuseiiu vsenadugvavndinermansvadlseSeuildlunsfing

Wuduy
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mMenlng

NIENTNANWIENNS. (2551). wwIUJuiinisinuasUsadunanisisouy 9uvangns
Lmuna7m75f‘7”nw77‘fuﬁ}u§7u WYSANTIY 2551, YUUNAVNTUNITNYATUIG

Usenelne.

2
=]

nsENTNANYIBNTS. (2552). wangnsunuUnNanIsANYITUITgIY WYsANTIY 2551.
YWILAVNIAUNTN BN TUNIUTENA e,

drsal dansglnn. (2555). N15IAAINARAARDIYOININTIIUNITHEUIAUNITIA
m3Beumsaeularn1sUssiiy. Tu tena1sn1saeurndv) n1sinuazUssidy
Sa1m5g1uMISEUE (Ml 6). uvTinendoaluviesssunsie,

diimeaounamsfinun diinnuanznssunssAnyduiiugiu. (2559). n5AaR
UasmyIvaeuRanImYesdoaouiltlunsiauasUssiiunaluduzouyes
gAY denainaIuealnTINNIINISANMITUR YT I, SuyNannTal
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