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Abstract

Many-Facet Rasch Measurement Model is a measurement model that is widely used for the analysis
of educational instruments, which can be found especially in a performance assessment situation related to
more than two facets, including examinee, item, and rater. The psychometric properties of the instruments are
analyzed across each facet of the model and are invariant. However, this model is quite complex because
the interpretation of the model’s analysis is different depending on each facet, and the interpretation criterion
is different depending on the analyst's objectives. Therefore, this article will present the Many-Facet Rasch
Measurement Model concepts, writing the command for the model’s analysis, and the necessary statistic for
the model’s analysis. Readers could use these guidelines for analyzing and interpreting their performance

assessment using Many-Facet Rasch Measurement Model’s analysis properly.

Keywords: Many-Facet Rasch Measurement Model, Performance Assessment, Educational Data Analysis,
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athalsfieny esnluwanatsesddszneudulumafifanududou issdulumadiinsudanaunnsasulun
wiazreniAny uidinarinisieseiiunnatunugauszaduesinsest duuunanud Swsiaue
wluredveslunanatsasdusznauvessad msdouddafioliaszilunanatsesfusznouvesnas wazaiaan
adylunsieseilulinavaigesduszneu iethlulfiduwumdumiesgiwasudanansusefiumaufoanig

nsenwlaegagnesa e

°o_0° & '3 s a a wa a ¢ v = aa =
AdN EUUZ lunarangesnUsynauressIad ﬂ’ﬁﬂi%LMUﬂ’WﬂUQUW ﬂ’]i'JLﬂi']a?WUE]EJUa%’Nﬂ’ﬁF‘TﬂHW A0ANNAIANWN

uni1 (Introduction)

TuinavangesdUszneuvesstat (Many-Facet Rasch Measurement Model: MFRM) iunilslulamanszqa
s1ad7 saunlag Linacre (1994) waztdulunalungunguinisnevaussteasy (tem Response Theory: IRT)
Tnsluinavansesduszneutesnad uansnsanlumauuusaduniolealungunguinsnevaussteasuiug
naafe mmaai‘iﬁmﬁ’wﬁgﬂLmumﬁmmﬁm%wmLLazﬂ’]i"g’mmaﬂﬁﬁﬂmﬁﬁmm (asAUTENBY) 1INNT 2 MLen
Juldl 1wy msvssdiunaufoaiidnenioitennnndt 2 suestuly Uszneude fasu doaeu wasusudu
(Bond et al, 2021) FafugUuvuiiazanmnsanulslumsuszifiuniauFoalaeviald (Johnson et al, 2009) Tagenatii
osAusznauTiieadesiunsin wu yadeasu mszau fuilaey viednvaridevesfaou ieussanummiines
Fauriuld (Bond et al., 2021; Linacre, 1994; Linacre, 2022a)

Tuinavangesiusznouvesad fandesenunlunasaduUURsAY FRnwAudus T Tusls
(FruusBasy) fusuusmy Tnefuusudadu T6un anuannsavesaou visrmenvesdeasy dufuusniuie
Tenalunsmeudoasugnuesdasy lasfiuuidnfe nanzuuudidaunaldveagasy (Mudsnw) anunsaldedue
AR ABULAYAT I INYEITaAeY (AU Kuarsnnanduld feduunfnd Safufiineding
saddmiunisasialiazuuLLUY 2 A1 (Dichotomous Rasch model) (Bond et al, 2021) @osunelassaunisd
(Bond et al., 2021; Linacre, 2022a; Linacre, 2022b)

P
ln<1—Pni> = B D

e IN(Pp; /1 — Pyp;) fio anainesidunismevdeasuded i gnuesfasuauil lun dsaansa
osuelsan B, — D; laeit By, fe enuanansavesifasueudl N dw D; Aennuenvesteasuden {

naunsinedu azdunaldin 1) Tumasadosuisanuausavesiaeulasanuynvestoaouiiiy
Faudswrauanuizdunisluneudeasugnuesiaeu uaz 2) lwmanadliifiesnuenvesfeasuluniseiuie
auazduvindy Tagldldndninasuuniniieviuaalunguinisnevaussiedeusu g fufu lunasadied
ANsEIEkagITRLBNNNAnTLANs s TealunguinsneUaUBILUY 1, 2 uay 3 Wsdines

fou1 Andrich (1978) ag Master (1982) lawaunluinasiaduuuninsuszuiniai (Rasch Rating Scale
Model) waglunasnaduuunislingiuuundiu (Rasch Partial Credit Model) puandiu Litelddmiuindasiiofinga
Tazuuufiunnndi 2 A1 (Polytomous) Tnelumasatuuuanmasuseanaum avUssnammsmfivesnnueInveusas
swiutunsneunieseiuAzuLL (Thresholds) Wity Turaslueanatuuumslfasuuuuisduasssana

ANTIENeS Tngayqn AN TBAaESEAUTUNITNBY (Thresholds) vasudartasienisuseiiiudanuuangig
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Fuld Linacre, 2000) TnsTatnasnaduuuanasUssinaatauisoasueladssannisd (Bond et al, 2021: Linacre,
2022a)
P..
nik
in(T25) = B Dim P
nik

dlo IN(Ppik/1 — Pprir) Ao avuasduluniseevuusziuezuuui k Tudedawd © vewfnauau

d =

1 n Fewnsoesvielaan By — D; — Fy aef By, fie anuanuisovesdnevauil N D; Aeanueinvesde
manuded [ way F, fennuenvessydiuasuuuil K
91NANNITAINETT ZFUNALATT AUBINTVOITBAINIULATAIINYINVDITEAUATLULLAAL TTAUVDIUIAT
Uszanauenll gnuszanaanegnadudaseiu Inedemauudazdeazdnnuenuansieiuld uiazdaueinveusay
FEAUATLUUTIINY Fawanasanlumasiaduuunisliezuuuuisaiu Feesunglansaunisnaluil (Bond et al., 2021;
Linacre, 2022a)
P .
nik
ln(—l_P . )— Bn— Dik
nik
dlo IN(Ppir/1 — Ppix) #o arunazifulunisrevuuszauazuuuil k luderonui © vesneuny
Y

N =

fin Feaunsassuresldann By, — Dy lasil B, fie anuawnsavesgnevaudl N uay Dy, Aeanueinyes
seunzuuLil K vesdernuded i

NANNIIANET FFUNAlAT1 ANUEINVBITRANIULAEANUEINVDITEAUATIULARL TEAUYNUTEUUA
sy TnsszduaziuuuUsiuluamusazdoran fu wiastemanlusuutagad lddnduasdesiinmuen
vossiuazuuniinioutu dufu mnauautRveddunadiaeiud lueasaduuuinasszanuan Seieuhlld
Tumsiinszhiedosiienidningwmieunsuszanaaiidesnmsliadosdedifuauvesseduas uuudivinfusisatiy
dulimanatuuunmsliazuuuunsdn Somiluldtumsinneiielesdeiidutoasy deasuftanunsalinsuuuld
UNEIU w%agu%nﬁmmaaiﬁmLLuu"Lcs’Twmst (Andrich, 1978; Kanjanawasee, 2022; Master, 1982)

fedu lmavansesddsznauvesmatignifmusesamnanlimanatuuunsnsaliaziuuinnnd 2 @
Fadamsavesnsinugussdudluluaums Tne Linacre (1994) Mifufifannluna Iddouaunisveslunanans
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aanUsenaulinadl

Prik;
1— P
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AudusveInsivingluuveUsziliuisnuiusonsiinzuuwresrUsailiuauieiuieiniaiiv udldaiunse
srudnEnansnavsevdesnsiuuvesUssidiuwiazauls (Bond et al, 2021) saudialiiaunsadnsneianun st
Tassairsvesguuuunsussfiudifinamnaingussiiuld udlunanaisosdusznevannsatszannelag e
Fuspifiudrundudiuniddunsiinnedldiannunsadsdanadiuazanuiios gaeliams afmuiguuy
nsussdiulidigunimnndy wegtelinsinmehifterauiedodeomanmsfinydniunisusuduines U ing
AnuAsIaEANTiBsIuNeERreefiRgeatusuuuumMIUssiuldimun sanfsanunsaiinsgidnu

nsnavseUdesnviuuveaiUszdiuladndie (Eckes, 2009; Eckes, 2019; Myford & Wolfe, 2004)

nslsurdslunaviaieasdussnauassad

Tuunednnsadull filsuretiauesegddinsinnginasiamsinmsirnTusunsuilddniy
n1sheseiluimanatsesdussnaulaeianie Taudlusunsy Facets (Linacre, 2022a) Tngvatauafiag19eds
Tun1simseilunanasesrusznouss Figure 1 dadudaiunisainisuszfivinueauninevesindeu 50 Au
ﬁﬂizl,ﬁuimw:iﬂﬁmﬁu 3 au Mip3esiionsUszdiuwuuinsuszsanaaddidomenisusadiusiuon 5 9o Tneunaste

LUTLAUALLUUALLA 0 D9 4 AZLUY

Figure 1
Rasch's multi-component model command for Facets program
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ndregremddlunin 1 dunisiaszid 3 wuee liun Weedaeu WeadUsyidu wasreadesenisdsaiy

PP

UsSViRTl 3 (Inter-rater) mMndesnslilusunsIAEsiAaRATIABdesfUANABRAdBIwBaEUsHITU gy
Tafunndusziiiu ussving 4 (Positive) §Atasizsideaimusliifunsadaou elinsuszinamiuansaves
Haougeimuauiduaie ussiail 5 (Noncentered) flnsesidesimunlidunimadaou 1esandesnsliiesn
Faoulaildfianadvesranisianindu 0 wileuriendug ussvind 6 (Persondd msszylmdu Yes esanlsiluna
31A3124AN Chi-square Ll oTI1RABUANLADAAR DINANNAUYBIT By ALT U8 iuTuina UsTWiAdl 7 (Models)
Wumsszyideamsiilusunsaiinszideyastils Tneiasesmne 2 sxmnefieiuen fsnus B vaneddilusunsy
AnsesianudiBes (Bias) lufidanlinmegviturengussdu du Rs Wunisseydn indesdiofliiinmeiilszdy
AzuuuaAY 5 spdu delsuddduduiudlfldniomne * luuseindaluifieludsduneazonlunariely

TudiuseaziBenluna unsifiududeyalilusunsunsiuin deyavesifimsesiluudasriieaiidnoy
Adtaet1s Tngldds Labels a1niuldind sanng * iilesvymeasiBonfiazuien andaograddslunin 1 szy
swandealuinaluduriend 1 A viuengdaou Tny 1-50 wunefs ddwiuvesiniFeulumsussdiuaded 50 au
viwail 2 Ao vnenUseiiiu Tag 1-3 vanefs S5 wuvesiusadiu 3 au wadludiuienil 3 Ao Wwadesionis
Uswidiu Tng 1-5 vaneds fdunufenensUssdiuiou 5 9o iledsumdduduiudlildniomns * luussin
dnluileludsdrudeyaseld

lududeya fAnmeidosssydeyalinsatudmsduaraussandonlunaiildssyli noundi Tngld
sunidlsignismuniien a1nam 1 aedutiusn Ae viuendaey Frssyindudaovauiivinlng anifunodin 2
wfunsssyiiinGuautugnissdulnedussduauiiviles aedinid 3 Wunsssyidussduauillédonsns
JssdiuimunitelunsUssduiingouaud sndegienim 15wy 1-5a nneds dnFeuautignussiiulaedesens
Usuidiuths 5 4o uarnntulureduiimdelilinseildnansussduutasdoronisusnduladestul lundas
aodutl andoganw 1 {Alsesiununayszidiussiundigase 0 asuuu ladesiuluufessiuasuuudigaianda

o

I o A A Ay ova cal S & o
WU 4 AsuUU Lua\'ﬁnﬂLﬂi@ﬁm@mi‘sﬁaLﬂiqgﬁmﬁgﬂUﬂgLLuumﬂau 5 9¥aU

AaaAndAylun1sIAsIRlnaRaIga9AUTENaUVRITEY

Tumanangrusenauveesad Wuluwaidanududeu daradanldlunisinszvivalen adasande

nsinsginuendaiulyluudasien smdsnisulanafiendonisfinyimgufuasienaisiiieitesresnsien
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\nauginsulanaAadfuIsAnfinausiflianes ?Tuaejﬁuﬂwmjmﬁﬁmmiﬁﬂwmazmiﬁﬂﬂ%’mmﬁﬁmﬁwﬁ UNAMLY
YraueA1ad A drfy@1nsunisTiasiey Usenaunae 1) Measure 2) Fit Mean square 3) Fixed Chi-square
4) Random Chi-square 5) Separation Index 6) Strata Index 7) Reliability of Separation Index 8) Point-Measure
Correlation waz 9) Rasch Rater Agreement

1. Measure Aarradafiuandemnuiduvessanisia Insazuvanaunndeiulunmmieniidn daqog
Tutas —00 fis 00 Tng Measure fiflAngs mniduriwagasy mnefafaouduauiiiinnuausags mnduries
Ja318n15UsEIdY (tem) nunedls Tes1en1sUsefivenn warmniduneadUssdu vuneds Jussidulidnuos
MsUSHIULUUNAAZILUY Measure AUInRInnsulameuindeussdnefildannnisin uussanaimsnimeseie
Tuluea srwenuazdulunsneuniegnussidiunasanuaenadenauniuvedlunatudeyaelszdny lagen

Measure
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o '
[ =

szuanslumiagladn (Logits) sy 1 eluimagnasivaeuudideusorusensauysal azvinliannsaIouiiey
A1 Measure 5ErI N LERRazaITaAUIMANLIIzI T urInIsnauns on1sgnUsTidiulaelde Measure
PnuRazeala (Linacre, 2022a)

Measure 93gnUszanafaeIin1svi1en (iteration) Wudlardunisuszanaasaes Joint maximum
likelihood estimates S?fdL“fhﬁ%'mﬁﬂizmmhwwﬁLmaﬂﬁﬁmmlﬂﬁtﬁmﬁuﬂizmmmﬂﬁqm (Myung, 2003) fatiu
A1 Measure FagnitauagiuadunaInLAd auLInsgIY (Standard Error: SE) @ sagsiouanuusiugivaamanisia
dethluldfungusognsdu (Linacre, 2022a)

dwSuinasivesnisulad Measure fiffiszynasitenlilu 2 Wi leun wsadesionisussidiu uas
snfUssdiu Insvendesmonisusaduiu mindifeseamslidonenmsussdiuudasdedinnuendglusedy
U1unang A1 Measure ¥0399518n15UsEIdULAaY YD AI58E WY -0.99 §19 0.99 (Krishnan & Idris, 2018) diuvl1ian
HUsziu wndeen1sliguszidiulsediulaeiinisnaniedaesazuuulisineiy ussiduudazaunisia Measure
oglur24 -1.0 fis 1.0 (Myford & Wolfe, 2004) dauianiaou a1 Measure anunsadarlddaudausiooiiug uazlild
fn1sszyfanasifiminzanvesdn Measure Turliwnasy eratdumsizrwagasy snnsiaasuludiuves
anuaenndesnaunduiulumaunnit vngaeuiinanisinfigunnuiesunnninund udfle1adid Fit Mean Square
floglunmsimuzay fdednazuuuvesaouiidanuansanudndauiy suianuaenndeanaunduiy
lupaeg (Bond et al., 2021)

2. Fit Mean square (Fit MS) fie Aradianiuanstisanuaennsoinaunfusenitstoyaiulannasiad waghans

'
aa v

fepunsudalaseasne (Construct Validity) ustid esarnlunasiadidulanan danvausidulunaided udu

=~ v

(Confirmatory Model) ‘ﬂ'aaﬂaﬁ] N

= a

psaonPdeInaundunuluing Ay A1Eaf Fit MS 9a1u1sanansantadniu

N13AIUANAMANTBINANTTIR (Bond et al, 2021; Linacre, 2022a) agslsfinu minddoyaiilidenndaenaunduiu

U

v '
a = =

Tawna fhnsedldasdaiiduiud wimsfiaznseaeuiamussauliaonadesiiiindu oflagyinnisindula
gauu Ujias viseuTuusetoya (Smith, 1996) wnfianailiiaenndeainty msnsraudosiuinfinunainndey
AatulutunsunisnsendeyadmiumstinmziviefaufianarsiiAatuangaeunield vnfiansunudaling
ArufnUnd anafesfintsaniiaruliiaenadesnauniuiniuainanummimesnwludesensussduniooain
nanuliiduendfvesdesensUsadiunioll {imsziaisinsanimnujasanuliaenndeseiosenis
Uszifiudeladeni daonisihdedusenanuiasdssnnanuds avdenansznuienudusauny (Representation)
vosvinuriifosmsvszdiuviold mnliiferenisssdiufianunsonaunmmduiumuiuld fheseildasiide
sensUssifiutusenimnasuszanuading1a (Bohlig et al, 1998; Smith, 1996)

ANEd@ Fit MS qﬂﬂ"wmmmm'ﬁmsm Chi-square uae Degree of Freedom Alfnn1snsivaeu
Anuaenndosnaundu lagan Fit MS axiidieglugie 0 fis 0o Tasdmsudiilumasiataian’s azdidviaiu 1.0
vINAN Fit MS Ale1enndn 1.0 anansouvanaldin deyaideszdndgnviuneldieduly (Too Predictable) wie
aonndesnaundunniiuly Overfit) duen Fit MS Aifidsnnndn 1.0 anansaudanalddi fdeyadilianunsasihunels
(Unpredictable) Imamﬂamﬂwamﬁmmxﬁﬁmmﬂﬂmmu Facets Anflazuanwwainduan Outfit Mean Square
duen Infit MS AfAuaonadoswuudlsmn (Information-weighted Fit) Inaan Outfit MS aglamenanisnou
w3onsuseiliudiidudtanlss Outliersensitive) d3u Infit MS azlarananismauniensussifiudiunuuuny

(Inlier-sensitive) (Linacre, 2002b; Wright & Linacre, 1994) Tag@n Fit MS ﬂ%gﬂﬁﬂLauaﬁUﬁﬁ Z-Standardized (Zstd)
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Adunanivageu ttest ignuiulmduanasgiudmiunsfinsantdeddyniatfvese Fit MS Inedn Zstd T

a o

fane 1.96 Yulun3onsis -1.96 asun azlanidan1sldedAgyneadfiszau .05 ninaA1 Outfit w3 Infit MS 1a

o w

luaenadesnaunduiuluing wazden Z-Standardized 7 wansf sioddayn19ad @ sxulanalds naves
aalligonndenaunaud Antusgraussuy w’%aiﬁiﬁLﬂuL%jaaﬁaLSzy (Linacre, 2022a; Linacre, 2022b)

dufumansaeumiuaenadainauniuvesoyatulinatiy enafinsanld f Fit MS ueildlu
nsnsaadeuteyaaenadesiulumadsansailuliusslovilsniel (Usefully) dauan Z-Standardized (Hudnil
as1aaeuIdeyarenndesiulunaluidsadfiniolal (Statistically) (Linacre, 2003) A1 Fit MS 713137 1.5 9ggn
finsuniviliinanisindadouly daue Zstd Aunnndn 2.0 azgafiansanindanuiaundiilvgsnnnefiezdes
#32988Y (Linacre, 2022a) 4 14uIN19904N150 5190 UAIINABAAG DINAuNAULT Y Linacre (2022b) T¥15 w210
1) m579@8uA1 Outfit MS n'au Infit MS 2) A519@8U Fit MS N @UA1 Z-Standardized Uag 3) ASIAABUAN
Z-Standardized fifiingsneuaiifnvsoridnau

ogslsfin esnlumavansesdusznevvesnatidulunaifaumigufolunaannsaviunedeya
Iggaauysal wiluanuluase fnseideddtoydassdndlunisyszanarmsiives Fdlianunsavililuea
FeUszinsannadosiulimavosadldoganysal a1 Fit MS fuansdsnnuaenadosiu (duldlfitosuniiasiien
1.0 widuynwien fau Seesdinsivuatasiisensuldvesan Fit MS Tnerasfiseusuldvilufidmadisona
n13inaveylugae 0.5 83 1.5 (Linacre, 2022a; Linacre, 2022b) agndlsinnu lulafinisimunainasilisgranneda
Ine Wright and Linacre (1994) Iaausuuinianisusuangwesan Fit MS aunisiluly Taefvualaeaedinaiuning
viouauamIngUIzasAuansia 1y fuuslutg 0.8 B 1.2 dwfunmilvlddmiudeasunuudonnou deagiiu
I§indnnsimualiduavaaiedosiunsviunglildvieviuneldioiul vodmuslurae 0.4 89 1.2 dmsy
MsUsgiiiudndu Ssaziiulddinmsvenssaanin 0.5 Tuuuwnand Tug 0.4 ilesenuranisUssiiuiienugenndos
fusnntuvesfussiduld

3. Fixed Chi-square A® Aafiin1snaaay Chi-square A1M3UNITATINADUANULANGAIIYDITDYAN8TY

I~ v

W1ien Fixed Chi-square fauufigiundn ds Toyanglunnenliunnaneiy nan1siasgiagianawnnaneiuly

o o

Tuusiagvinien Ay A1 Fixed Chi-square tuddgnieadin asuvanalidn deyanelurhiwniuiianuunnaiaiv

)

ya o .d'

FunuaivenTiaseiisiued fuanlszasdveive mndesnsiiieseslelinuaudindaianaiidietlUldiv

N o

1981933889 fN Fixed Chi-square msitadAgveadia wivindesnsiigussilivlseliulaeidnuaenisnavse

£

o o

Uaewldsnaiu liasTviinanisnaaeudidvedfaynieads (Linacre, 2022a) ag1lsfiniu Myford and Wolfe (2004)

lgvinsmeaes wudn e Fixed Chi-square Turlwarussiiiuianugeuliann fsliu mngussidiudssifivwuunamie
Uapsazuuliieiuuin fenafidedAynadfinduls

4. Random Chi-square A® AN@0#AN1SNAADU Chi-square @11 UNIINTIVFOUNANITINTYDIAIDE19AU

a v A '

Us2%n3 Random Chi-square fauuiigiundn fie ngustegeiianuasnsalndifisaiunisguaindseynsniinisuas

< q

o
v o '

wankuUUUn@A (Normal Distribution) A4ty 1101 Random Chi-square fddAgMadflunengaou awnuned

o A

Aaeuiiiluiegnidelunsadl daruausownnaiisinnguussensifinisuanuuuun® inasin1sinsiziduegiu

e

AAaszi ogelsfinn mndesnslinansiniliinduegsnsindednlvldiunquiiegnedu avslinansmeaeuldd

e

o o

HedAgyneadifluriengaeuwasuseidiu (Linacre, 2022a)
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5. Separation Index fin Avfifiuanafsdauseiuvesnnuuandivestoyanislurien laguseann
Amuauuigiuideyaiudumuanuauuuund dau doyanielusiesiiinanisiagennuiesunnaglifinase
N5IASIERAYT Separation Lf‘iaﬂmmsgﬂﬁﬁmmd%ﬁmmﬂmamﬁmﬁqmisiw%aﬂ’ﬂlﬁzy (Wright & Masters, 2002)
#uil Separation AuNINdRdILedUTsLULIATTILA LTS (True SD) AuAuAaIALAdBufilAnaINNTTR
(Root Mean Square Error: RMSE) Taefldlaaaus 0 TulU Tnswnaain1sudanadail Separation axilduansieiu
muusaziian dmiuriaadaey fuil Separation Afle1dndn 2.0 aggniarsanidlrnuuansrsn Wwadeens

o

Usuiiu fail Separation fiflddiing1 3.0 sggnfisnsarirdiaruunndisth dausieadusadu Tueyfuinguszasd
109 3AT121 MndeensligUseiliudseidulaedidnuaznisnavsevaseazuuulinieiu Andsliduil Separation
flAnen (Linacre, 2022b)

6. Strata Index fio fudfnansdad uiuszfuresnnuuansnavesdeyanielurien uiuanssanded
Separation luidaswasnsitlildoyinuirdeyainisuanuasuuuund dedudell strata asdunalaedoyaaindregg

1Y

Wenndoya Wneeyuuideyaifianuaunsagawnuiesunniudunasinanuausovesiaeuiiniuase fy
WNGAATIEERaua1I Anuansaiidunnuaunsofifiniuese Aaunsalddiidlunsesuieanuunnsnes
Foyanielunugnunuavil Separation ba Iaedwil Strata 93dA17ganinavil Separation waue (Linacre, 2022a;

Linacre, 2022b) agnslsimu windegreideilaunluguazinisuanuanuuuuni nsldauil Separation agivmanyas

A6 Strata (Bond et al., 2021)

'
a

7. Reliability of Separation Index Aa fuilfiLanafsnuisslunifnuuunguinimevaussdoaey
Ananafsanuarnrsolun1 s luldldaei vosnmand@n19dnd @ (Reproducibility/Replicability) (American
Educational Research Association et al., 2014; Bond et al., 2021; Linacre, 2022b) ﬁ'ﬂlﬁﬂmmﬁlmﬁfﬂ LLuﬂ‘VldlquﬂLﬂu
nstudulassasamanisinvaduea

#ail Reliability of Separation fuInAINdAdINTBIANILUSUTILA WIS UAILUSUTILTi dnnale
Tneaiidardaragiuga 0 v 1 adefummisdusuunmuisaiy wiasdamnindntioeidesaindiuanman
A%l Separation ﬁ‘"LaJ'"Lé’ﬁ’umsiTaaﬂaLqumIm'amﬁ’m’;m (Linacre, 2022a) tnausinsuuananail Reliability of
Separation dwiuriemiaey Adidnnin 0.8 fedndaiissdiuundl niwadesensussidiu misindn 0.9 fednd
AsfiBaduune dauriengUszidiu mndeanstiiussiiudssiiulaefidnuasnns navseuass sy asilen
sl Reliability of Separation fidnlnd o (Linacre, 2022b)

8. Point-Measure Correlation (PT,;) fin Aafifandunus (Correlation) lugduuuvesluinasiad
WUU Pearson Point Biserial Correlation vasfayanislunien uanstsniuaenasedlvlufiamasioiuvesdayariv
aranduendif (Unidimensionality) veslainasiad §Rnsigiannnsoldmidlunsinssiidossmslsndusin
Tushuusifioriunselsl wazanunsaltlumsmseaouanuasandesestansusziliufuiuusiideansinvesiuszidu
& lunsaifiduies osflofilinzuuunnnnd 2 dn PT,,, trelunsidedednuvazsuuuunisneunienisuseidiu
Tuwsiasdosmenisusaduld a1 PT,,, laevhludu mstirnduuiniuly defusuirdenemsdssdiugeialufuys
ey wastaefuduanunsadaionuarlssaisvenedosile (Krishnan & Idris, 2018; Linacre, 2022a)

9. Rasch Rater Agreement f® maﬁaﬁLLammmaamﬂﬁawmmamwizLﬁuswiwﬁﬂimﬁuuuﬁugm
wurAawuuluinasnad Tne Rasch Rater Agreement 95U L@uaA @A AT LA 8170wk avun 2 A1 Usznoudie
AAuaennd a97 danald (Exact Agreement Observed) wazA1AIN@BAAE 097 A1ANTY (Exact Agreement
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Expected) lngazuanmaiusovay JeArnnuaenndesfinmaniazgniinainainuiiaziduremanissyidu
PnIERTNITamMNYLgR N1SLUANANITILATIENAT Rasch Rater Agreement HuduagiugIinT1enI190en15lviHa
maUszuresUszfiuduegnls mindeamsiussdulsafiuaenndesiuiovun aslirinuaenadosiidunnle

WNIIAIANaeAndefiaIniteg unvseunnInFeras 90 Tuly uivinliussidudssiduldegradudase

=

Fatuwaziuuddausaduludaferdu ashirianuaenadesidunalalndifevseunnitfinuaennded
fimanindndes mneianudenndesidunaiesnitArnudenndefinaniy wansdnulidenndoswosusyiiu

Fafnvulanalulunsangussdiulylariuniseusy (Linacre, 2022a)

gl”l?]fh\‘iﬂ']iLLUaNaﬂqiaLﬂi']gﬁ
Aregnsulanaluaniunisalftegansusslivinueauniing dilsuagniunisuvanaluwdaziiem

Aaa v

FIATEUAUNTIATITRuaLTANRnlifmelumanaeedUseney Meg1aman1sias e wansiwialull

Figure 2
Example of Wright Map analysis results

08 NHANTTIATISH Wright Map

Measr|+student |—rater|-item |Scale
2 + + + + (4)
| |
I |
| 1
| |
| 1
| #=*= |
| = 1
| |
| 15
1 + =% + + + ——
| = 1
| #=*= |
| =k ]
| = | 3
| == I 4
| #=*= |
| = 1 1 —
| =k | 3
| =k 2 ]
* B & = #* #* * 2 =
| = 1
| ek | -
| ok ]
| 3 1
| =k ] 1
| ok ]
| = |
| 1
| = |1 2
—1 o+ + + i
| #=*= |
| 1
| = |
| 1
| |
| 1
| |
| = 1
I |
-2 + + + + (@)
Measr| = = 1 |—rater|-item |Scale

5.1: Model = ?,7,7,R5

91A Figure 2 LAMINANTITIAYDYY 3 Ywmlunwrinnusulilunasifendu Tnenaduil 1 wanial Measure
Wisuiisulanuldussiiniieldifisuudaz e Aeduil 2 uansAn Measure voeidey Inedydnual * wiriudaou

1 A lnggaouniauauisngegn 2 au dA1 Measure Usednad 1.4 dug@aunilannuaiunsanian 161 Measure
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Uszanas -1.8 AedNY 3 wanaAn Measure o Useidu lnad UssliunisinnsnanzuuuiiniaafosUseiliuaui 1
duUsziunvasgaviuuiinianfor Ussiliuauil 3 Aodudd 4 uaniAn Measure ¥0970518n15UseL8U lnede
ensUssliufienfianfededn 5 dudememsvsvliuiieiigaaeten 1 way 2 duneduu 5 LandA Measure ¥89

1N1951A50950 TnLERIA1 Measure YadufazseAuAzuLlULASalD

Figure 3
Sample test taker FASET analysis results
#10e19MaN 1T UATILIN YL DU

Music Performance Assessment 2/5/2823 8:13:20 PM
Table 7.1.2 student Measurement Report (arranged by fM).

Total Total Obswvd Fair(M)| + Model | Infit Outfit |Estim. | Correlation | |
Score Count Average Average|Measure S.E. | MnSq ZStd MnSq ZStd |Discrm| PtMea PtExp | Nu student |
19 15 1.27 .87 | —.64 L35 | 1.91 2.8 6.71 4.9 .18 | .35 78| 14 14 I
28 15 1.33 .95 | -.57 .25 | 2.18 2.3 6.47 4.9 .82 | .29 J1]1 11 |
21 15 1.48 1.83 | —.51 .24 | 1.14 .4 3.28 2.9 .59 | -1 LJ2 ] 12 12 |
25 15 1.67  1.41 | -.2B .24 | 2.41 2.7 2.78 2.5 71 .49 .73 | 33 33 |
41 15 2.73  3.12 | .66 .25 | 1.87 1.5 2.54 2.8 .83 | .30 .71 | 38 38 |
12 15 .88 47 | -1.18 .27 | 2.18 2.2 2.51 1.8 .47 | .38 .60 | 42 42 |
49 15 2.67  3.84 | .68 .24 | 1.62 1.5 2.42 1.9 .48 | .45 .72 | 3@ 30 |
36 15 2.48  2.66 | .36 .24 | 1.6 1.4 2.29 1.9 .65 | .54 .73 | 23 23 |
44 15 2.93  3.34 | .84 L35 | 1.75 1.7 2.18 1.5 .91 | -1 .67 | B E |
12 15 .88 47 | -1.18 .27 | 2.89 2.1 1l.22 5] 1.27 ) .53 .60 | 43 43 |
37 14 2.64 2.91 | .51 .26 | 1.87 .3 1.83 1.3 .82 | .63 74| 99 |
51 15 3.48  3.69 | 1.36 .38 | 1.18 .5 1.78 1.8 .98 | .42 53] 33 |
46 15 3.87  3.48 | .97 L26 | 1.48 1.8 1.77 1.1 .60 | .46 .64 | 77 |
25 15 1.67  1.41 | -.2B .24 | 1.48 1.1 1.52 1.8 | 1.15 | .68 .75 | 13 13 |
36 15 2.48  2.66 | .36 .24 | 1.45 1.1 1.58 .9 .78 | .60 75 | 21 21 |
41 15 2.73  3.12 | .66 .25 | 1.26 .7 1.45 .8 .87 | .62 71| B8 |
24 15 1.68 1.38 | —.34 24 | .94 .8 .97 .1 ] 1.88 | .75 .75 | 18 18 |
26 15 1.73 1.51 | -.22 .24 | 1.13 .4 .BB .8 .98 | .74 .76 | 25 25 |
43 15 2.87  3.27 | .78 .25 | .78 -.5 1.11 .3 .42 | .57 .68 | 15 18 |
19 15 1.27 .87 | -.64 .25 | .76 -.5 .59 -1 74 .78 78 | 27 27 |
9 15 .60 .34 | -1.35 .38 | .88 -.2 75 -1 .93 | .54 .53 | 44 44 |
42 15 2.8 3.20 | .72 .25 | .75 -5 .B9 .8 | 1.12 | .72 .78 | 2B 28 |
26 15 1.73  1.51 | —.22 .24 | .75 -.5 .83 -1 .47 | .69 .76 | 32 32 |
32 15 2.13 2.22 | .13 .24 | .88 -.4 5 =3 ] 1.2 ) .79 .76 | 36 36 |
41 15 2.73  3.12 | .66 L35 | .73 -6 1.13 .4 ] 1.19 | .75 L1 | 24 24 |
45 15 3.08 3.40 | .91 .26 | 1.83 .2 g1 =2 ] 1.21 ) .69 .66 | 34 34 |
13 15 .87 .51 | -1.@3 .27 | 1.16 .5 J1 -2 ] 1.15 | .61 .61 | 18 18 |
47 15 3.13  3.51 | 1.4 .27 | 1l.82 .1 .69 -2 | 1.16 | .64 .63 | 46 46 |
33 15 2.2 2.33 | .19 .24 | .66 -.B 1.82 21 ] 1.88 | 77 76 | 17 17 |
50 15 3.33  3.85 | 1.27 .29 | 1.85 .2 B8 -2 | 1.22 | .69 .57 | 49 49 |
34 15 2.27  2.45 | .25 .24 | .72 -8B .62 -6 | 1.43 | .B5 .76 | 5@ 58 |
22 15 1.47  1.11 | -.45 .24 | .88 -.4 .62 -6 | 1.13 | .78 .73 | 20 28 |
38 15 2.53 2.86 | .48 .24 | .84 -.3 .61 -6 | 1.42 | .81 .73 | 48 48 |
29 15 1.3  1.86 | -.04 .24 | .63 -.9 .38 -.8 .85 | .B2 76 | 41 41 |
18 15 1.28 .80 | —.78 .25 | .6B -.B .55 =7 | 1.14 | .75 .69 | 37 37 |
15 15 1.8 .62 | -.89 .26 | .58 -1.1 34 =7 .88 | .76 .63 | 15 15 |
19 15 1.27 .87 | -.64 .35 | .67 -.B .54 -8B | 1.28 | 77 .78 | 26 26 |
26 15 1.73 1.51 | -.22 .24 | .48 -1.5 .33 -9 | 1.12 | .B4 d6 ] 22 |
24 15 1.68 1.38 | -.34 .24 | .53 -1.3 .47 -1.1 | 1.38 | .B7 L75 | 48 48 |
21 15 1.48 1.83 | -.51 .24 | .68 -1.9 .45 -1.1 | 1.52 | .B5 .72 | 16 16 |
28 15 1.87 1.74 | -.18 .24 | .37 -1.8 .37 1.5 | 1.75 | .94 7B | 4 4 |
35 15 2.33  2.56 | .31 .24 | .41 -1.9 .36 -1.4 | 1.19 | .B9 753 ] 11 11 |
31 15 2.7 2.10 | a7 .24 | .36 -2.8 .39 1.4 | 1.37 | .90 LTB | 47 47 |
5 15 .33 .20 | -1.81 .48 | .41 -.8B .33 -7 | 1.84 | .63 .41 | 25 29 |
38 15 2.8 1.98 | .82 .24 | .31 -2.2 .33 -1.6 | 1.27 | .91 LB | 22 22 |
13 15 .87 .51 | -1.83 .27 | .38 -1.9 .38 -1.3 | 1.41 | .B2 .61 ] 31 31 |
39 15 2.68  2.96 | .54 .24 | .29 -2.8 .20 -1.5 | 1.48 | .90 .73 | 35 35 |
34 15 2.27 2.45 | .25 .24 | .28 -2.5 .32 -1.6 | 1.44 | .93 6] 55 |
32 15 2.13 2.22 | =13 .24 | .38 -2.3 .27 -1.9 | 1.39 | .92 .76 | 39 39 |
51 15 3.48  3.69 | 1.36 .38 | .39 -1.5 .22 -1.1 | 1.19 | .74 .35 | 45 45 |
3.8 15.8 2.08 2.89 | .81 .25 | .88 -.2 1.26 2 | .68 | Mean (Count: 5@) I
11.7 .1 .79 1.87 | .13 .83 | .56 1.4 1.32 1.5 | .18 | S.0. {Population)
11.9 .1 .79 1.88 | .74 .83 | .36 1.4 1.33 1.5 | .18 | 5.D. (Sample)

Model, Populm: RMSE .26 Adj (True) 5.0. .68 Separation 2.68 GStrata 3.90 Reliability .88
Model, Sample: RMSE .26 Adj (True) S.D. .69 Separation 2.71 Strata 3.94 Reliability .88
Model, Fixed (all same) chi-squared: 351.2 d.f.: 49 significance (probability): .@@
Model, Random {(normal) chi-sguared: 42.9 d.f.: 4B significance (probability): .68
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971 Figure 3 Wansuan T zvivngaoy daild1uam 50 au Tnogaouiidan Infit-Outfit MS laivglutas
inawsiidvualy fe 05-1.5 vanefeteyaliaenadeanaunduduluing 1wy fasuauil 3 (student 3) A7 Infit MS
ogluinausife 1.18 usflen Outfit MS wnninast Ae 1.78 manefls faeuauioagnuszsdudenansussduwuy
aalidlunnedenenisusziiu mnnunsdfaeuifazuuulisonadosivluing fiaeinismsadoumnugnieses
nsnsendeyaludesiu mnnuigniewuds finneiorafianamasesinneisnadilaedadaouiliaenadosiy
Twmagen MntunmadevinaadafidosnisasAnuiluniendy q SseglunasifsensuldvesTinsevinioll
Tnonsinsiesianansaildvns 2 s fe meinszilasldfaeuimun viedadasuiliaenadosiulinasen
(Linacre, 2010) WALwn i a@ouflf vl Separation Lay s 4l Reliability of Separation # 1utnauei 7 Avualy
(Sep. Index > 2.0, Rel. Index > 0.8) @snsaudanalaindasuiiszAuanuainsausean 3 nqu (Sep. Index = 2.68)
wazfimnuissiiuansidaouiiniuanansauansnsiusnnwslunisiudunnunsadslasaine (Rel index = 0.88)

o w

Fixed Chi-square $edAyn1eadis wansddasuiauaansawansineiy @i Random Chi-square liddedndty

]

wansieg A uliauaInsalndlAgiunIsENINAINYSEYINT

Figure 4
Example of evaluator FASET analysis results

#10e198an 15 UATILIN NYREU s

Music Performance Assessment 2/5/2023 8:13:20 PM
Table 7.2.2 rater Measurement Report (arranged by fN).

| Total Total Obsvd Fair{M)|] - Model | Infit Outfit |Estim. | Correlation | Exact Agree. | |
| Score Count Average Average|Measure S.E. | MnSg ZS5td MnSqg ZStd |Discrm| PtMea PtExp | Obs % Exp % | N rater |
| |
| 419 258 1.68 1.37 | .31 .86 | 1.31 2.9 2.47 5.8 | .78 | 67 .75 | 36.1 41.7 |11 |
| 598 249 2,40 2,78 -.37 .86 | .99 . 1.15 .9 | .88 | J4 75| 35.7  41.4 | 3 3 |
| 483 250 1.93  1.83 | .87 .86 | .64 -4.2 .55 -3.7 | 1.32 | .84 .76 | 39.7 43.8 | 22 |
| |
| 5ee.a 249.7 2.00 1.96 | 00 .86 | .98 -.5 1.26 1.9 | | 75 I | Mean (Count: 3) |
I 74.1 .5 .38 55 | .28 .88 | .27 3.0 .63 3.9 | | .87 I | 5.0, (Population) |
I 20.7 .6 .37 .68 | .35 .88 | .34 3.6 .77 4.8 | | .88 | | 5.0, (5ample) |
* +

Model, Populn: RMSE .06 Adj (True) 5.0. .28 Separation 4.46 Strata 6.28 Reliability (not inter-rater) .95
Model, Sample: RMSE .86 Adj (True) S.D. .34 Separation 5.51 Strata 7.68 Reliability (not inter-rater) .97
Model, Fixed (all same) chi-squared: 62.8 d.f.: 2 significance (probability): .8a

Model, Random (normal) chi-squared: 1.9 d.f.: 1 significance (probability): .16

Inter-Rater agreement opportunities: 748 Exact agreements: 278 = 37.2% Expected: 314.5 = 42.0%

91 Figure 4 uansnansitaszsivengUssiiiu daid1uiu 3 au lnefuszifiuaud 1 duan1s3insie
anugenadesnaunduiulinnailiiunms tnefien Infit MS winfu 1.31 wagdla Outfit MS i1y 2.07 annnd
inausifiAvunlilutag 0.5-1.5 manuauaeandesiulinavesiusifiu filasesinisnsivasu Anugnieses
nsnsendeyaludosi fednmstiemansussfiuvesiussfiunuiiliaenndosooninmsiinnest enavilitoya
laldoureaty Fe9zdmansenudonsulananisiiasieild (Linacre, 2022b) fail Separation wazAvil Reliability of
Separation LLamﬁdmmLLmﬂm'N‘UENmimﬂ‘vﬁEnJa'E)EJ%LLuumawflJizLﬁuwga 3 AU Rasch Rater Agreement
uansrulsiaonadesvesansusziiuresiuszifiuusazau et Rasch Rater Agreement Aidainldifosninend
AR T3 A1 Point-Measure Correlation (PtMea) fianfuuanitavun wanednduseudssfiuwinuelulufienadeany

o

Fixed Chi-square ifadAgvneadif uansingussiiuusediulag navseudssaviuusieiu @3u Random Chi-square

o
o

LifidedAguansindiegadusslivdsediulaenavioUdesnzwuilndidusiunisguunainysyeing

o
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Figure 5
Example of FASET analysis results of assessment items

Fa98 1N6aNITNATIN TN Ta18n TS LU

Music Performance Assessment 2/5/2023 8:13:20 PM
Table 7.3.2 item Measurement Report (arranged by fN).

Total Total Obsvd Fair(M}| - Model | Inmfit Outfit |Estim. | Correlation |
Score Count Average Average |Measure S.E. | MnSg Z5td MnSq Z5td |Discrm| PtMea PtExp |

=
g

| |
| |
| 187 149 .72 .46 | 1.13 .89 | 1.88 .5 2.86 3.9 | 1.84 | .52 .53 | 55 |
| 457 150 3.05 3.37 | -.87 .08 | 1.14 1.8 1.85 .3 | .99 | .59 .62 | 22 |
| 267 150 .76 1.62 | .17 .87 | .99 .8 1.88 .5 | .96 | .66 .67 | 3 3 [
| 203 150 1.35 1.5 | .51 .87 | .87 -1.1 1.88 .® | 1.83 | .66 .64 | 4 4

| 466 150 311 3.43| -,93 .88 | .82-1.3 1.18 .5 .95 | .61 .61 | 11 [
| : : ; ; - |
| 3ee.e 149.8 2,80 1.99 | .8@ .88 | .98 -.2 1.26 1.1 | | .61 | Mean (Count: 5)

| 141.4 .4 .94 1,21 | .8e .61 | .12 .9 .48 1.4 | .85 | $.0. (Population)

| 158.1 .4 1.5 1.36 | .89 .81 | .13 1.1 .45 1.6 | | .86 | 5.D. (Sample)

Model, Populn: RMSE .88 Adj (True) 5.0, .79 Separation 9.84 Strata 13.45 Reliability .99
Model, Sample: RMSE .88 Adj (True) 5.D. .89 Separation 11.81 Strata 15.82 Reliability .99
Model, Fixed (all same) chi-squared: 444.6 d.f.: 4 significance (probability): .@e

Model, Random (normal) chi=-squared: 4.8 d.f.: 3 significance (probability): .26

90 Figure 5 waninamsiasginiaatosensuseiu Jedisiuau 5 9o Tnedesenisusadud 5 Jude
Avniian an1sia = 1.13) wazifudei dnansiinseinuaenadosnaundulisiunmst (Outfit MS = 2.06)
Femaneds nansUszfiudederensussiiuiondasuuunuuanlis mawuarliaenadesuestomenisusuidiu
Fiwszianunsaidefinanieenainnsiesesils eghdlsiay msfiosandmnirdesinanesnanieiesiieundn
%’asmmﬁﬂimﬁuﬁmﬁaagjmsﬁluéﬁ’aLmuﬁﬁLLazﬂsaUﬂquﬁﬂwwum%ﬁéfaﬂmiﬂﬁzLﬁu (Bohlig et al., 1998) WLane
s1en3Uszdiuiifod Separation wazduil Reliability of Separation ruwnausifisvuals (Sep. index > 3.0, Rel. Index
> 0.9) uansfistesensussidudmnuginuansaiuinwediazduunauansavessfaouls A1 Point-Measure
Correlation (PtMea) fieniduuaniimun uansirdosenmsdssiiunndessssidivluiinueiientu Fixed Chi-square

Ry o

a1 Agyn19ads wansintesienisuszidudlnanuenuanAnei

unggyd (Conclusion)

Tumanangesdusenevvessad iulumaifusylovddmiunsiaUssfiunamanisdnw Tasianznsdn
Uspidluafifianiiieatesnnndy 2 seeiuld FanurhllumsTnuasUssidiunaniaufoR meUssdudineg vie
nsUszifiuanssous dalueaannsoliansaunavesnuantiniednfinldeg1snsudiu warliansaumavesusiay
shualulinadmiumansiaaeuiasianmsUsadiy wu aunsonsadeuauianfivessansUssdiufiinguify
Faoufitlnzuuvliaonadosiulina lnvenaiinannsnsendeya viiserainanuanisyssiliuvvesifussiliuiivsyiiiu
TnefinsnanioUaesnziuusnaiy a1m1sasenuuuni e amnuuuunseusugUssiliuuisinuf uduanug

(K2

nsnszinnuifUssliudiussdiulaliaenadesiuliwa Wesndnanisuseliungals s viaaunsousulsede

Y

emsuszidufinanisiinsginuildasaadesivling lagfinsanusuliainnanisiiaseen Infit-Outfit MS

AA1UN5UBNSNWALIBINSLITe1eNsUSERLTL FeunanuillsdauswinAnvedunaraigssnlsenauvedsas

o

ANSLHUAIFIAI NS UNITIATIZ UL Aa a8 BIAUSENaUR I8 LUSHNSY Facets ANEDRNEAAINSUNISIATIELULAS

o
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YY1

NA1899AUSENBUVDIIAT Larm10819n1ShUaNaN1TIATIEY Winlrnaut llusultlunsinseimelunalaatng

Y

bANNE AN

v
v '

pg19lsAnn uenanAradfndnausluunanuil Fidaannasug Nuraula Wy Aradfdwmsunuania

[ YY) @

nsUTulssUsEanBravessEiuAzUL (Linacre, 2002a) Belddmiuimnsyiuasiunvaaiosilouuunsialviagiuu
2 Alndiuszansuauntu saudsranantddvsunisauiunadadfgyutausluunanui Wy True SD, RMSE %39
A1 Fair Average ldlun1sAnyinan1sinvesd@eundinisudnanuaudesiiiadu dalunavagasausenoulalv

asaumae i@ msudnwsely
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