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It was believed that comparative judgments lack of scale origin. The author illustrated three methods to identify the scale for modeling ipsative data, which are applicable under specific scenarios:
1. Ratings of single items: It assumes that the absolute judgments and relative judgments share an identical scale, so that measuring the attitudes on individual items is helpful to identify the scale.
2. A priori zero point: A special case is that the priori zero point is inherent in certain test context, for example, the decision task, which has the status quo as natural zero point. However, an assumption should be tested that an item presents identical utilities in the risky and riskless option mode.
3. Item bundle comparison: An item bundle is composed of multiple stimuli and presented as an item in relative judgment. Moreover, an integration rule is stated that the utility of an item bundle is the sum of judgment on each component.
1. In fact, relatively few ipsative data are collected via precisely designed tests, such as recommended methodologies in this article.
2. For the first approach, it is still debatable whether the latency for absolute judgments is equivalent to that for relative judgments, although they were assumed equality here. 
3. As cautioned in the example, not all response patterns could be observed in the data matrix, which further implies the result derived from ipsative data is less reliable relative to absolute rating.
