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ABSTRACT

Development of Temporal Comparison Orientation Scale Short-Form
using Item Response Theory

Tsutomu NAMIKAWA

The purpose of this study was to examination of the temporal comparison orientation scale (Nami-
kawa, in press) using Item response theory analysis and to development of the short-form. In Study 1,
934 students complete the temporal comparison orientation scale. Item parameters and test informa-
tion were estimated by applied Graded Response Model as the IRT model, and short-form of the scale
was developed. Items of the short form were selected using the slope and step parameters.

In Study 2, reliability and validity of the short-form was examined. One hundred thirty-six students
completed the temporal comparison orientation scale and related scales. The results indicate that the
short-form had a sufficient reliability and validity. It is suggested that further examination of temporal
comparison orientation should be conducted by using the short-form.

Key words: temporal comparison, short form, item response theory





