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FAo A F23 A5E FLAKIFA, A
Al, 2004; olh&, A4S, AU, 2014; W
<, =-8F, 2019). o]H7 JAPEAA S QI
ol Alg 2 A= Atz Z YtS v
T Aok mEA HAAe Bt A8 $
Aofok A, AEA|, 2004), TSR
7} FAo] FASA o] FoiHof dirh

thoF EA% S48 7H A@Ag Ad@A
Aol A AAZY freletAY Bt 2Hed
o4, i AAae 3RS 25 X

2 4 glon, ARHon gule oNAY
2 WelE o 7lelska 23 Slolthetd,

2022). whebx] Ak A= 47 Hrke] 34
< gHsy] 98, 54

FHo2 A8st= FIo
B3 g9y} ok ol HFS s}
Are] 3RS Adlse B8-S AEIsE
HDifferential Item Functioning, DIF)o]2}1l gic}
(Mellenbergh, 1994). ZAA} E3}ol] DIF7} &A1
Ae, 5L T8 7R Holg sEEs

lo

£ i i oox

A5 9 PHEH &S TS AFA
S % DIF £42 A, AF =< 7|8 &7
7Fed Ad ol DIF7L EAst=AE T4
L2 FYHUY. 71E DIF YoM = T
g #ZE A, o5 5o 2L oy 2
2 Aol &3 NAES BT 523 54
< 7RIga 7Hgsket, ol 43w
571 ol 7HEoItt o= LT el
Sajrigts 7iQl Ztell #EHA A= o]EA

o] A& 4 ¢47] W Eo]tHDe Ayala et al.,
2002; Cohen & Bolt, 2005; Webb et al., 2008).
w3, ole] AFOIAE DIFFF TAsHE A
o] FUF ATl &3 YHAE ZE 73]
oA QBEA HEHA ow], A9l Tt
A oT <3| BF APed FHRORE
DIFS] WA 991 i3] AWy ofele
T ULS HAFYTtHCohen & Bolt, 2005;
Samuelsen, 2008).

Hd A7 w2, AA HA A A
DIFS| RIS Theedl B F5T SR
ofyz}l HAH EAME vEE & Utk
(Meij et al., 2010; Tay et al, 2011). ©]=]3+ Z
She DI} Aol 9ET e B b5
@ SABY ohyet 47, We T o)
SHEol HHA Aolg 4o e A
o Holn Rt B9 AudE dBE &

ALL AASTHDe Ayala et al, 2002). T
Uolk, DiFe] €%l0] 2% A¥E A DI
gxe] Aoaol G v1A & s UE
ahob 5] 9 THMeij et al., 2010).
Mantel-Haenszel(Holland & Thayer, 1986)3}
SIBTEST(Shealy & Stout, 1993)$} 2+ HEZQ
DIF &4 W a3 AFY T shie
Mle] HolA = Azdel A3 Ar

AEsHA Xt olth ol AE =

Fri
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37| 98 dFAES dgte g 3 B3
(mixture modeling)2 o
T myL riHoz #FHA e

AR, S A A Satent dasses)®] EAE 7}
Atk olgd AAASES B ZFFO
24 dFAES AAHA S
Ao w zAste JiQlo] &dh= AA
e Bt AUsA #AHT & s we
ofyel, oleldt FAAZ el LAYst= DIF
& AT 4 Utkeg, Cohen & Bolt, 2005;
DeMars & Lau, 2011; Maij-de Meij et al., 2010;
Yalcin, 2018). RFef A Aol wE DIF(atent
cass DIF)7} &Asthd, A= o2 ZAAA=
of &3 7QIEe] &l tis] thEA HkgE
7hsAe] woH, £ B3P o3 latent
DIFE &A3t= o F8&3 =78 482 +
AT

DIFQ| £ Joloj & &

4

DIF &l i3t <
< DIFS] A lol wel B THs
(observed DIF: ODIF)’'%} ‘ZA] DI
LDIFY & &3¢ty 54 &

7Hs %k Aol w2t gEiitkd, &
‘B#E 7hs3 el 9§ DIKODIF) &
oldnt. W, 3F whgo] A E4E
BAZ e A FAAZY Ao of Rl w
g} ZpolE HRITH, ol FHAAZl of%
DIF(LDIF’ 2 7FFE )

YR AFEL DIFS A YQlow x|
AT #F 7bsd JAes BF aEd Z

=
27} e AEYH. dE =01, Bilin(2009)

=

£ BAstd FAH 29 H3K(parameter
bias)o] HAT F A5S AASAT E3L
Tay et al(2011)2 DIFS] HRl& Ho} At
Al olsfatr] Haide FAAZTH #F b
g EAS DIF &4 HAA A 1T
Ja7) Adoka AeretgTh

Oliveri 5(2013)8] A= =4 H7} oy
ANA FEEE DIFY AQlS AFHo=E &
TFaATk o] A= A5ZQ] DIF §4 719
of FE A, ¢o, 77} T B#F I %

H
HAAS A

o EAd oEste WY,
S g Y o)A S Htgse AAA sk
Ao 24 7MeAs AAR = HE F
Z3l49th A= PIRLS 2006 =A] %7} A8
£ EA3te], DIF7F 3 7Hee Jd Bt
A Y AFH FEold wAbe] wg
2 A a]ld o8 49 JdHt o
R #EE F A5E AFHE YF
sty 53], DIFE #A"E EFE T AT
Fe W AF JAdY =2 AF Hdol A
ke Aolgk 1A A fFE A 7)1 AL
2 Yepgon, 9% I HelME 3
e et ojdAol EAFS S
o dg A7 A= V1EY #E b B
goll o]&3 DIF &4 o] A 81Es
5] HrdskA] XEgo =M Hrte] FA A
FAAR 9FE vE £ deS AAETH
ol we} g ATelAE DIF £4 A &
HAd Aol @A ¢a, AAH SR
SH e o]dHE FAd 1Hs= B4
A AW de4e st

o] AFAEL oleglg oldAHA 7
F2AE 7HR B9 F el A o £33
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.9 E 9, Tay et
al. (20112 EFEFT-S o] E(Mixture Item
Response Model, MixIRT)-& Z-&38}o] ] 7}A
32 DIF-7¥¢Z ODIF, H#¥3 ODIF,
797 LDIF, HI7+Y3 LDIF-& I3 o
H, AA ©vlolHE &&3% DIF ¥4 A
AANEFHATE. =3 Lee et al(2021) FI}
(zero-inflated) TJO]E] EAloA] MixIRT Z3
=2 AAYH 92 1% 2/FES HYs 4
Z# o8 3kl MixIRT 29 DIF &
A& SEAsHAT

A

ﬁg
0% i

[¢)

—

7|

DIF EIX|0|A FMM-MIMIC 2¥9| &8

DIF &719] = & titd HIWHozs
L2153 &(Factor Mixture Model, FMM)3} T}
ZA Fh5-UA(Multiple Indicator Multiple Causes
Model, MIMIO) 23S T3 2JEF-0H5A)
E0599 E3(Factor Mixture Multiple Indicator
Multiple Causes Model, FMM-MIMIC)®] It}. ©]
23e] 7P & AL sk =¥ dddA
T A deld AlEAASH #E T
£l o3 w3 DIFE Ao BAT
I k= AHolthlee & Beretvas, 2014; Lee et
al., 2021; Tay et al, 2011).

Lee9} Beretvas2014)= THT F2UA 4] B
& (Multiple-group Structural Equation Modeling)
HZE 7|2 DIF &A9 AS=S AT
@ ok Stk 15 Aol mEH, T FH
DIEZ} B AAlo] 238 A%l LDIF %

x 5

A€ o)y s DIF Y& AHAsA A
A% MM 239 #gS AT =T,
Wang et al.(2021)2 & (covariate)S E3,
FMM 29| DIF &4 A

2% 449

[ex
I-
of
[R5
l-«O
o

T A&S AHET
(Tay et al, 2011). & E°|, ODIF®} LDIF7}
25 ZAEHE Al A ATaEoe] ¢ DIF

e = o - [SRR=1 [$Re] A
or], W= 97 shiel DIF YT L4
AN AFAE] Bl AE wS
DIF 94 28& A48 F gtk olgd 4

7F ¢F 200079 iR HES JHtog o

E 7Y A g, A2 AT7EL vF
ot B8 77} B A Ao Ae] DIF
22 A7t Sk A ok ol &
3 P Aot 22 B A datE
FES FHske Zlo] ddHoR ofue
As 188 o, o 22 28 718 gt
2 3 A7 ool AxHI s HY
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2T § 7/ NV s=ee U ML BA| ol OjXls dgh QolEgay J|d A|lg ol A

Foh ER, AP g AT 9%
Bopl N £% 107 olste] £Re xPs
£ 4% Agad, o 4% 2 4
ot
3

A

& (structural equation modeling)2]
Aol geshe Aol v

B ol sl Be Aol 75
L H#YA ODIF(uniform observed DIF)¢} LDIF
gA gt Ao 23E

Rl

(uniform latent DIF)E
T3 YA WkoLee & Beretvas, 2014; Lee et al.,
2021), 2% AFE2 @Y HA YA 7Y
Z DIF®} B]#¥YA DIF(nonuniform DIF)7} &
Aol AT = Slge AAMTFATHTay et al,
2011). °o]& T 2HdA F 7HA F3 9
DIF7} 3&ste 499 &4 =9 3

AEE AAXCE =AY a7t dee A

ARHCE

ot AFEL FE ODIF £+ LDIFS 7
HHog A= ° FHe FUeU F
7HA] Zolgk DIF €glo] FEdhe ol A
o] &4 QfFol A3 AAZA AFe vFS
AAolt}. olo E AFE= FMMO] & QoA

ODIF$} LDIF7} &3 27
)l 2%AIs7F DIF ©3]9
of mMAlE 44 9FE £

Slo| A DIF
N3 Y3y

5 r*

(a)

[y.] - [v]

A = e A AHE sk
THE Tk ol Y3l AlEHIAS T3l
#+Y A ODIF®} LDIF, ®]+#<¥Z ODIFS} LDIF
7t SNl EAshE d&olA, @ DIF ¥<l
(ODIF E=+= LDIPDTHS 133k &2 w2l 4
s Hristdoh ol HES s DIF
Ade HEA = 715— “J 91 UPﬁle

BHegh FAldl, 93 D

£ gAste] B9 3 DIF ELX] of #Al

© d7AEIA dFH 2AE AT AL

2 d7e ded 22 AR IgHEn
WA, FMM-MIMIC 2&o]A DIF &% Hi}
=

2 ATl 2§ ABAN 27
g AN,
2 744 DIF 94 479 =9e A,
4% AFo|H DIF YAE AT A4S A
e AT,

8755 &4

DIFe| ¢<le] we} FE5= ODIF} LDIF
= ZZF MIMIC 28 =& FMME 53 =25
siek 4 ok ¥ 19 AAE ubpe} 2ol
MIMIC 282 A o] ZolE HAsta

(b)

v ][] (v, ]

J&8 1. MIMIC 281t FMM 23
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D’Amico, 2009; Woods, Oltmanns, & Turkheimer,
2009). ©] 2¥2 g I9H @& s J

¢

HHSEXE 26, ol A Wt A%
Mg 2ol S AL BUNCE A
gty 29 2y o3 MFE Rz
“Hauxiliary variable)2}l F2H, R ZHI= %+
A we) BREY o 24 Axe
$oIE 9Fe F & Ut oS WS £

ODIFE 18 1ol AAE AAE, MIMIC
23 YolA FAMT®E AAA &1 XE
FE #E s AR W VR HY &
H5 FHoEA IRIT F AYthWoods &
Grimm, 2011; Kim, Yoon, & Lee, 2012). 1%
l@olA FHo2 FAE olgfg AH B
A 820E BAT dHdAE #F I
A b Aol7b EAFES 9nlatH, ol&
ODIF9] EAE AARITH

g, IMM2 FAAIFO7E Yol WAE
A a3ds X3 5 JOom(Wang et al,
2021), °o]¥g &= T Ui HASE
FNE A22 Jehdoh ojgh e A &
= AT wet 9 7se] TEA
UEh}= IDIFE o))t}

T Bge B3 s Pue s
o

ool Aol sl FAE 5 Ao

mo=Ag+ 0, X+, @

j=1 - Jo]a, k =1, -, KQ ®, 4] 1
o Yy AS kol AFHS joll tiek SHol
ot Xv AAset AmHs 25 254
o2 FIFe vAE FHddolH ol &
2 39 AsE Z¥3 & 5 tkLubke &
Muthén, 2005). F=3F, A= AEHT o] Al

R
&

7} FHE tHLee, Han, & Choi, 2022).

MIMIC 232 Ee #4932 ODIFE ®A|st
7] #3 FHOoE AREEO] $EAFE Woodse}
Grimm(2011)2 H|#Y 3 ODIF

=
= A4
8 89l FWY T 4EAE I

[e) U AL [e) o] _‘jx_?:}?_]_'
MIMIC-interaction E8E A|¢F3tHTh 2 19
o

<719l EYXAXGlope non-invariance)S YER
B2, o] A7t #o2 75 vltdd ODIF
o] EAE AMAshE A7 "ok

n.8 BEFES FAT FEolA IAAZ
G B4 AR e Aol felg 9B

]
O
=
AR, ) ARHSE #2974 DIF 1t
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FAt 2 b A A kol wet e

W, W5 j= 793 LDIFo|th ¥ A7}
AAAZ HE eIty ol AS 1t 7

<719 BEYXAEE L}EM]D% I A ¥ W
i7} Hl#Y A IDIFY-S AAMET) AAA = 7t

o] zolo <J3] WAYSHE LDIFE E9ls}7]
3 Lord(1980)7} Atk FlolAlF FA A7}
AHEE 4= Qloh
(75— Tp)?
X5 = ajé +U]% 3)

< X EAAE A= 19 RE
g meth Wk \EART) 5% folzol
felaitil D7l =AY BoE ¢
Ak 4 39 FAAL el YA DIFE
A7) 98 TAHAAT, 54 B 2
Fetga aQlFstde] BAo® thAste] H]
Y3 DIFE A= 28T & Yo
(Lord, 1980; Maij-de Meij et al., 2010).
[.ofshd, #dZ# ODIFSt W2 ODIF:=
7 AzEz 4 1o T3 7,9 4,00 5
AT 9 g9 w,el BAN fFolde A2

=

Mzt BR] =eol 0Kl ggh eflEst2y J|H AlgolMd o

ozx 82 4 Qo) 3H, FU9H LDIFS}
LDIF= ;}gﬂ-%i 6 9,]_ w. 7]_ =g}
AAA S 2

sto] 1

H A A

£

)

T]kg’]' Ajk ]"4 ;(]—O]—%— HJJ—
o)t}
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DIF, H|7#¥ 4 DIHS 25 Z3sta 9] o
2oll, & 2719 B mga olo) tigshe
67he BA mygow FTAE

of Al 7HA 819l
A3tk
#UH DIFe #F 7hsdd
AZ Zrol 3] Huol
A8 ATEoINE R 2 Aolr} 020014
0.5 Aol ALZ 2o DIF, 05914 1.5 A}o]
Y AFE & DFRE FAthasE, ol
& 2013; Lee2} Beretvas, 2014; Stark 2], 2006;
Wang 9], 2021). ©]& HlgoZ B Ao
= FWleA Y6 Bow )

¢

&}
| ODIF, 128 AR A$E & 7934
ODIFE T3}t nizb7kA 2, #<Y2 LDIF
o] Ae, HAx AZRA AT 29 vzt Al
19 s 2% due 47 0632 o
DR 1.2 #¥4 LDIRpYHE =LA A8
ATt

H|#Y2 DIF 240X+ Mplus®] 4528
g A 7S &este] FRA 89l 7t
FEAE e TPANHOH, Y6 BHOE FF

= AR AFE 47 029 04E AA3H
22 ODIFS} & ODIF 271& FAsYth =
gk HlgdA IDIFE AAAS wet vs &
o] agl HatFge]l n2rxxs dAsAH
ODIF$} mpzb7tA &, ZAAZ 1t a9l HFst
2 2}o]E 0.2(2+S LDIF) & 04 LDIHE

f

25 o
ofr

o
Nd
)
ol\
o

fo

e
-z

ol

e
ol
o
EM)

N

M

(=)

N

fo 2L W ax

s
F
BN

Aol 051, & DIF ZHoA =

AR = Ao

A7) 500, 1,000, 2,0009] Al 7}A] 4

2 ZAsdth 71EY AlEdEeld AT
BHE TE F7]E 200002 143+

LDIF$} ODIFE FAlo) 2435} 0 KBilir, 2009;

Lee®} Beretvas, 2014), YA} A} o] ZE
FH7F ol S AHE o, AR &

2 2o &2 4% <

AT} olof wet B AFoAE Fe 52

o
it

.19

e

(e
o [o K

A

2" 5

B dTelA 7Hge =Y 29 2719
HAASH 1709 addes F4HH, 6719
HEY1HH YoZhA)E AE Hez

Aetga, veiA 2859 a9 Hawe
DIFE 73 AYATE vz 2447 08,
0.7, 0.6, 0.5, 0.52 AASIHEFHE, ol&

£(2013), 0.6~1.0; Stark et al(2006), 0.58~0.9;
Wang et al(2021), 0.5~0.8). &1 Fa}eFe] |
w3 Ap B4 ge] 10] HES 7] 9
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Wb, B3 DIF 2% 2444 Y5 Jd
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& mlo
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b
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=

B A7 AlEdelde & 12719 =10
g AAEeH, Ay d5E Faste 74
ZZAEE 10079 HolEE A/ 5 Thlee
& Beretvas, 2014; Bilir, 2009; Lee et al., 2021;
Woods & Grimm, 2011).

A" dolE= DIF 910l ME B
A 7k =¥, & LDIF®} ODIFE BF X

of %4 AHA, DIF gHe| Es,

2% O 25 F4 434 DIF §A

FHEe B TFoz AP,
PN
-

FAo AL A A AR

Z|AIC, BIC, ZAH BIOS a83te], AA
dolel % Al 4 A% 5 483 24
g HleR Hrleileh 24 el E AAA
F7F 1HAA 370744 A4 E EMM-MIMIC

1% 9782 DIFY} EA4)5H7] ¥ 2o
DIFZ Z% &X3 vH&Z Aoty 74
ZoZ IDIFS 7% Y1-Y4 9 Y6 &3 o
sl 4 Ge A&std 4, % 7, & 474
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e
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oY,
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>
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oldd A%, T Y FPHo] & v}
53 £Fo 8 7HFHEY

T4 FAo] AL AuE HES S8 3
7Vttt ddd g F4E 25ae #
#Y 2olE oz Yo Aakgw, 1
T2 o 2tk

Bias(9) = =0 (4)
LDIFO] Ftfa A AT 19 dH e
L[RAFeFH AT 29 A T QIR

- 329 -



Ao 2 74T ODIFe] 4t
‘M%iﬂ

Boomsma (1998)°]]
Sl T YA WAL P
T AUtk oy A4
(Muthen & Muthén,, 2019)Z A}
T = 93 EM &3

292 Agasc

Mplus 8.2
seom w
53 A

—
a

<}

s} X

o=

A2

+t

A
nn

a9 35 20 A Z¥o] FRIL 1,

LDIF, ODIF, LDIF&ODIF ®.&o] A& +&
B3| 202 F4T vlEs Uit giR
Small Uniform DIF
100 = i e ——— —— »
80
C - AlC
€ 4 - BIC
‘& aBIC
20
0
500 1000 2000
Sample Size
Large Uniform DIF
100 E————- o ']
80
2 9 + AlC
L - BIC
-& g BIC
20
0
500 1000 2000
Sample Size
3 3 e AS &

EolA AIC7E M =L vlER 27
< Adggon wHO AVt AAFE
FolAE AFE BT

2B Aslo| w2 IDIF 28
|59 &5 F43 7%, DIFY T,
FEO A7) 1CY] FF BAN
BE ZAA 90%014e] HARES
Bk 12y ODIF 2389 7%, DIFY =
717y & vF¥d DIF 2718 AshH AIC
7} BIC®} a-BICET} E2 A3t 39
A HES Yoy BE 24 A

3] FAUHA X3tk

232l ILDIF&KODIF g0 & AZ9 F&
TSRS A, #¥A DIFY 7% AICT}
BIC®} a-BICHT} © Y& 43S HHPT) BIC
= 2+ DIF 7oA FEQ| ol Fa§lol
0%2] AFHL BYomw 1 vLL Z DIFY
FEO A7V E 24AY W F7HskA o

2l

2

T

Small Nonuniform DIF
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Sample Size
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& 0 - BIC
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500 1000 2000
Sample Size
ZXo| ATNLDIF 2Y)



Z27 5/ KNI SRRl Hel @EMDIL BA| FeEo| 0= Fk QolEg =y 7|t Aol A
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© 4 Lo il - BIC T - BIC
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a8 5 d&oh AE = FEO| ZIHLAODIF 2H)
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The Impact of Misspecifying DIF Sources on Detection Accuracy
in Differential Item Functioning:

A Simulation Study Based on a Factor Mixture Model
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EZN Wellness Co., Ltd.  Kyungpook National University =~ Kyungpook National University

This study investigated the impact of misspecifying the source of differential item functioning on
detection accuracy using a factor mixture model that incorporates covariates, when both observed DIF
(ODIF), caused by known group membership, and latent DIF (LDIF), caused by latent class membership,
coexist within a single test. DIF type, magnitude, and sample size were systematically varied to evaluate
model performance in terms of class enumeration accuracy, detection power, Type I error rate, and
parameter bias. The results showed that the model including both LDIF and ODIF (L&ODIF model)
yielded the highest accuracy in estimating the number of latent classes, while the ODIF-only model
showed very low estimation accuracy. The detection power for LDIF was highest in the L&ODIF model,
whereas ODIF detection was most accurate in the ODIF-only model. The L&ODIF model demonstrated
lower Type I error rates in most conditions, and parameter bias remained within or slightly above
acceptable levels. These findings suggest that when both types of DIF are present, applying a factor

mixture model capable of detecting LDIF and ODIF simultaneously can improve detection accuracy.

Key words : factor mixture model, differential item functioning, latent class analysis
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