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NFIZHT O FEREfSIT(I81E) 7%

(PRS2 O B2 B, LA 610066)

W OE QHEMRAEFRNAZLWGENE, RUTRA G ETREME, L ERHETY Rkl bio L EREG £
HRE, AR QEEREITIEE) 7 kAR TN, A4, MARET KA ALS B EAE O A5 E)
SART AL EANA THOARL T EFRATRIANA THIELAKT . R, 2 HARKARBRE.
FABER FIE WA Ao A RAE AL A A BN RAT o RN, A RR S kB EREN, RAEHEA, )5
RR, BJG, BEIUARRFRAA: ELEMNBEFMT RARKREMN T &, RELRRI P AHETRE.
B SMHERATEF S AERE O EHEMETISE) T, RSB FSTA . RESEMBHER . B LA,
BB A EE QBEMAE AR T ZFAGTH QBB E)F ik,

KEIR AL MRR, Q4EME, O SEHEAETH(ISIE)F %, KIEMA, FHE

SES B84l

1 3

2020 4F 6 A 30 H, Hdbrp e R ALk 45 %
ASFUGET T QR REE Mg Bk
TE Do ©IBEREH UF 4 BB 4 R,
AL BRVEAN, REE AN, 2G50,
NFZ W4 A T A HL B2 R0 BRI & 24 018,
T3 7 A (V28 B 43 B VB T (R A HI L BRI
PN Tt A2, A BE4R L4 A 4 1 2 Wi E 2,
AR T M B A=Y . T2, A
H12 Witk (cognitive diagnosis assessment, CDA)
TEBTI AR HCE PR SO 5 TOR A 2 Ok )z
PR SIRAR

O HMERIE T U HSEMEN LR, BN
WA o 5 S e v I G il AAFRRI . AnEfl
‘E, bt S e At 3 ALY
B . D, KB O Rl ik
S o o L 21 I 10 45, EFNF O MM (EIE )R, 0F
o ’ X i " RENMFRTIHRARRIRE T KEF L. £IE

DTS S T S TR o
: 5y o 1 JE AL B, T R )y v 2 6 9 X
f O WA EEE L, L, BREE g

VIR, R B8 5 AR, LR
AR DR SR RO TORREIR e et T

I], i RE N SR T I 2 7 IR ARG . i,

il

O R Bl R A1 25 BN R e il T N 38 0 AR
Mo B 32 Bas FB v o ik, B —e B
Py JE BT RIS O HFE, WA BEATT
BHEIH . M P IRE . S5 A(2015)
PSS TTRHBIE, BRI g ) BB
TR DLARIENN 4G O FE PR R0 . 5 b, TG
WTEL FARE O FERF A IR b8 5 Bt o i ik A7
BIE, ERLEFXTN 0 ks —PEIE, #
SRR AT R BT RGC dtal WL, O FEFEAL T
o O FEIFAE IE S b O R I AN T s () T 220
W HLE, O HMEMITS O HFFBEIEMTIIER
AR, 3 I XN TR AU I O A
A, ROETE 2T L5 AR I H i g 1 &
FIPRES SO s AR FAR A8 OBl N e O SRR,
) 3 WX e G2 5% B0 B O R AT A 96 e 1

Ve 15 20010402 B O R A (RS ) Jr i AT B (R 2,
HEVEH: £, E-mail: maomao_wanli@163.com WA SO N

2272
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O JH B ST AT AR B VR 28 O AN 1T LS
B30T H FE S5 80 VRS (knowledge states, KS)
ZIH G R MM 3 o AR S A5 SR A 2 T A2 1
(cognitive diagnosis models, CDMs)ZfE B 4111 5%
#, WK O FEFEARTTUIBIE) I 00 I S b
ESEFEWA KRS, R L 2 F=F5an
S AL I B X 43 B BERVEE LG RS R
AR — DX AT . 328 A FRIT
B S5 DUHR o AT A R

T N, J K R AN, U
ANEORIN G 5 B SR AR 0. e Sl RN
Wik, 100 3 A H AT RER M. a (@) B (B)
IPREFR ST KS M H 2L, ¢, FmuiH
J =12 IMEHRA, ¢, (c=12,-,2" -1
FORIH j I ¢ Fik @R, Y R Y 53
7R WL B 7 [m] 8 R R T A5 AL 1Y) 399 R S 1] £
0 IR SRR FISE I 25 4T (R AR S B )
Y, Y R s FORBAR i FE T E R

i

BRI BAR 2V o
2 BHI 0 BHEMITIEE) S

O HilE 5 H FHAE RIS A BV R
— e, TEERE O FERE NI H Xy B s . R
SRR G R AF . TI2, WITaABRZFh Al fg
f g Ta) b R PR 0T DX B i vy A A KA 40
BRI IR RN IE ¢ M, 2R 0%
MEATHIE IE) i i R . AN, O HiFE TR ik
A DAVERAISHL, Sl ST kAT mi e
21 RIMMBRSERZE

MG AT RE Y A L rh e P R R I H
X o3 BE 1) MR AR T g ) 2 fe AL H X
BT IR MR G BA . XET LA 5 i(de la
Torre, 2008), ¥ B(RZW %,2012), ¢*#(dela
Torre & Chiu, 2016)#1 stepwise % (Ma & de la
Torre, 2020),
211 MBLEANNIEH: 6 FE

de la Torre (2008)#R 3 451 850 H & X, &
MR e R O E A R
PR MBI B g 5, FRh 6 Tk
Ll DINA BHgf], XTHE jiiE, BRI
R AR ¢, %5 500 0T A 8 PR 7 3] 4
PR SR A AR, AL E AT E S8,
g, HWIHHBIHAXAES, =1-5,-8,; Bl

IHERFL, BEKRW 6, IR g, fETTH
J W g T,

1207157 R E X 43 T AW o 9 4 1 e
A FHE CDMs, {H CDMs AN, #id4)
AN, RSB BAZES . SR L, 6 kg
SAT, BN RE R e R B . T2, de
la Torre Al Chiu (2016)2 ! ¢ ¥k, LA H
X 4 BT A R I BE T -

212 T"XRHEER: 2HE

de la Torre 1 Chiu (2016)32 Hi 1755 4 ek iat
TE B 125 500 F B3R P () 10722, FRONT LX)
FEFE bR, LA E X 4 B g i RE f, B
&= wa)Pla)-PBT o Hih, wia) Emiik
W o, WEHRAERE, P (a) RRIR @ W IEFEZ
B, P, B A PO R IE R E AR . 5T
MIUH j, ¢ HEE I g, F IEREZ R
W77 22 oo, . SRR IEPE T 22 4 o (D &7, / max {7,
Ghaveen§ ) VIRRHBERIRNEIRA ¢ 1E I E
g i, 5o ktt, F kAT ELZER
HEA— B, Bk EXE O MBE &I 45 R
If-(Wang et al., 2018), A5G, 2 ESHZ
FEACR S, FAEAS /NS KRB B i R 3
(EXB %, 2019).

213 RMAMBERSEFHENEIT

S ¢? T LML IE B g 1) B XA I H Y
X o BE S, 43 BN H X 434 s Bk i 20 0 e
AR B RE ) BT H X AR . BAREAT]
S PIFT DINA Fl G-DINA B4R (HARIR 2
Sl #HE CDMs,

S MG RN BT AT H BB IE, THEE
FERT R ST UL, TRACUESE N (2012)32 1 S i i
FHEIER) y ik, y EE emyam B 2800 {E
i e 1 T REAEAE TUAR (B RSB i — 25
R Fh 3 418 20 0 oK 4R A iR T B L R A
R PP LB R S R TUAY (B ), LA R 9 18
B H g M. DINA =BT, y 738 KS AU
R o LT, ZHX O HFFIE ESCRAH Y
(RAWE 45,2012), BRI, y kAT RElRH S HE
FR{H g A IR

bk T i IS 18 IE R A, ST 18
AR R B R SRR . W RRRA
FAMREL . T RAEME S RAL,
i, Ma Fl de la Torre (2020)7F £ 243 H



2274 DI = N S S

%29 %

(¥ /75) G-DINA BEALth i Je 3T o2 Jy i e 55—
N LEFPEXT B g Ta] 4, SRISTEZDAE KAk
R A Wald G K 3B VT TS P g 1) 5 1A
RERMAAERE LR, e H g )k,
A stepwise 7. HH, Wald Fitim b W=
[RxP[RxV,x RT'[Rx P, P, A @A
AT H j B IERESBRERE, Vv, N
R A TP, R OWBRI AR, R
55 I Ma il de la Torre (2020), & T B4 4
i) Wald Z¢ it 7E N HNS Wi AL 0L 5 30 H 2K -F /Y
BRI AT H Dy E 22 S A 46 P oA )z BT
SR CNERE 4, 2019; XIEHE 4%, 2016; Liu,
Xin, et al., 2019; Liu, Andersson, et al., 2019; Liu,
Yin, et al., 2019; Liu et al., 2016),

AR, TEARHAEA(2019)F Wang 25 A (2020)
WA g moE MW RN M AR D=
—zm{wgl‘”"/)} AT 7 A6 50 DA R S LA Y

LY[4.Q;, )
g . BESE R, USRS I8 U5 Bk R A,
Stepwise K2, ¢ Ml 5 Befk 2 (Ma & de la Torre,
2020; Wang et al., 2018; Wang et al., 2020),

5 * ik BT AT S AT H X 43 BE F8 A
GE g Iad; y R TR DX A3 B AT ARON A
55 stepwise L AILLAR LA 36 S IR T RS
EmRRETE O MMM IE) PRI, F%
b, BHEIE XS ERRAHE L . A2 KX
SrEREIE T EARIR) . IRR B g [ 45
YRR GETT RS S0 A8 AR, DL AR anfal 4 i 18 R
V5 T VA A R R (B A S A ) R
22 BRUEBRNSHEHEREY>HHUE:

@MITINE IR &

X 5 15 10 G B S A S IR UL B A 3R
SR S WA S A 0 28 S P B — BUME AR AR . S 48
Tk (Liu et al,, 2012), ISR LL D GEit bk (M b,
B, ST 4 2015)F15% 25 7 % (chen, 2017)
JEX RIS
221 SHItEFRZE

1207 15 BAZ O TE TR A 40 B2 UL IE W 2
BERAATHIE T, e (P Foth, u R BATTH
FAETHH G A%, T RN ITERR AR
o T 2 A A Y a2 A I ) e T
HEAMBER, o 5 FF A IC R s 52 bR E i 12 50

F et H A AL, & Py ARRAIPLIRZS /Y
JB oA, MBS A T«P=p . MIH j,S%
THRINEEFME T, - P15 p WERICEE B /N g,
YEREM ¢ 174,

WRER, T HEFEOATERE S B A5 0y 3
W, Bz, T, Liv A
O12)EW T HREZE /DA 1 By, 2 Br3l K+1 By
AR HA A . %k FERIH 55 H 5
R, FAERZ, EREARK, THA B
AT AR A B B K .

S it E TR R 2, Ak, i,
Xiang (2013)¥ O MilF TR M N ELAH, 2 S
A R i W (B2 WS W B L BUNER GU S Ak
SEMR R, 35 BEO.5)M L h =
EIF5r O JFE, HRIMAE, X, ks,
MRS | R N (2015)1E KS. B 5 O MiFF Ik
At iE A S St E AR O SRR, B ATH
PEHL 5T 00 50 S A R RO IR Y
T B, BUHH20200K S GEit Tk E
29T aIH, KIS O HFE R IR /NS %) FI
IR 5 2 (N=4000)IHZ T kA BA 5K m B IE R
222 UKL D*FiItEFE

WA . B IR SRRSO RISA L
G? i1t (McKinley & Mills, 1985))% il T* CDMs,
FRARR L D* Giitit . B3Rk T WL SR 4 A il
B B 43 A e — Sk, B

2 i
2 [/
D./ = 22 Ty 10g10 r],{, 1-1, +
=1 (l-s.)"g. ™

b, N L RS A BIER R | L
$WEEESIEAITH SR s, i g,
SRR DINA HUB g, TR H S8, T2,
V7 T B A DY RN g, A RIUH 1Y g 1
AT T4 1 BRI H (B4 2D
TEFRB TE LA 1) g i, HERRPIKN O
A ) s i 0K i (RO I, 25
VST S BEb R MR T I TR T
{2 24 B A kR B I, 22570 T
AU, I 5 EMEAR O MIFEIE TE %,
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223 BREFIE
Chen (2017)AR 475 191 28 5 1o 4310 FHWR 5 2 g
M H j 5WE 7 AVEZ 8 FIE R EZ %L,
ORESE T T AR IR 22 IC N ry ) FILHE T X 450
a2 GE A 1), B
ry = ZICor(Y,,Y )]~ Z[Cor(Y,,Y,)] | 2)

Hr, N, f N, ZRIEE j M Eo5145 ¢ f
£ A SE R BRI B AR, Z[] R 2 R #bAH
2B Fisher F5(H .

B8 25 AL G DU A2 B B S T A T E G
() Z 3B Zry 5 21 W) R R A AT B PG 5,
B2 MG O Fh & A AE TR 1R . 2410 56 7K F
O FEBFA BRI, 5K 3 AR (Sr 8k ST )
o I AL, DU 2 R 56 e A RO 7 AR Bk
&K, FHAEM AT HATHEIE . )2, FEI0 H K-k
FHEIE, JRI0H ACE i R LA 7 iR ek
Sr,(S1) YRR 9 I50 FL A SR 0 TE 00 5 eI,
VA g RIS Sry(S1) BAEARER Sro(SI)) Bk
{E A 2R AR 22 RRAE IR0 H 1Y g i 25 SRR W], 3
T FL PR SR AR RE A R O MR 12
(Chen et al., 2013) I IET H g a4, {HAE 5%
PR RL I AT 25 (Chen, 2017)., 582 ER ME R
R W RS IE R, RN TR B )2 A
W H KB AT BB AR, T LA —E R E LIRS
BIERCR,
224 ERMBRESHMNEAE RS

& HEIUEIERFE

—2LL. AIC 1 BIC /2% F R ISR 3548

B 3T 2L = 2T, 37 L0V, | Boawiay))

) w(ey) 7, A W5 R F S 5% (Chen et al.,
2013), WA TR HERMERGERW %, 2020)
it AIC M1 BIC 7E—-2LL HYFERN 43 50n -4
BISHAK m BIESTA T 2 m AR SRS
B B AE ST T mIn(N) o 18875 AR 5 % 3k
q; (I H S B0 RS f bR, IR kR A
ARG B R AN N M ¢ 175 . Chen 5
A (2013) AT K 5 25 A (2020) 53 B 7E A [] 52 56 4%
PEREE TN Q B IEh R, 451 %
B, JCieHEmIE TS R B, BIC 78R [A) g 1) 4R
R ) R B T AIC F1—2LL J5%(Chen et al.,

2013); X ERZHFEHRY, BIC RILFEEMLT
AIC MI-2LL FiEFE KRR 4, 2020),

AIC Fl BIC X} & Z<# B il S 50 BRI BEAS 12
WA TS, Chen % A(2015) 0 7
([T, 30 L0 | B w(a)) T 153 50 =50

HZHH L, (Lasso) &S] % H SCAD (Smoothly
Clipped Absolute Deviation)fE 1 BREL, 1 b IEN
1k O FEBEAL T 7 ik AT THE 5 Ly 55T R A L,
SCAD BT pRE S R, HAE/NEARZMGT
157 4 i S T HERR R . Xu F11 Shang (2018)HF 5%
W, deis FHIEWAL L 7550 R B0 A5 T O 5 I,
SRIGHRYE BIC 805 E1E ¢ i, RBHEm O HEFEAh
TR,
225 ETHEHESHENEE

S GritaE S T IER/EZ I E 550 H X W
SR 0 RV EE AR o3 A O RR TG FE B, UK L
D G i 2 X T A ke i A S ) A 2 S g )
SEEAE SR 43 A 55 W S A 2R A3 A 22 LU B B0 A
BIZ M, FpiH, Kang %5 A(2019)F145 Wi 4E A
(2020) % % 1 3L L i 2 35 J7 R RMSEA, =

2
\/Zi_oz,zjlW(az)(Pj(al —Z]’”] R, kA

gl
RMSEA JrikeeA sotitiit O Mk, A
BIESURWALT 6 EMAESBER R 2. Yu
Cheng (2020)8 42 AL ) 5% 22 8 #5 R=

2
zﬁllogm[ ]f(y";)] , BREERBIZOT L S Sit
WO R A, BIEG RS,

S Giiti IR H AR T A Bl 4
oA SWEE AN ES, WKL D Gt
RMSEA FIIANEE2ZE R J7 i A B A4 0 it H
7 EE A4 5 0B A 1) 25 55 T A% 22 0 ik )
S LTI H XA S SO B L 1 A X R 25 . R
SRR L D? Ge it 6T DINA B, 737] LA
#E) S HE CDMs Mk I, gt &FE bR ik
N5z CDMs (BRI, REFAFHAG T (18 1) O HEFF .

S A He bR R R E, MR HE AR
RS A B, AR SR RIS, )T (T
Kt %, 2019), Feali, HA B0 H S5 Kk
q; ANFTAFR, AIC, BIC 5-2LL A4 A, 7
M BTSN . A5 AT IR R B I A2 s
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RIER G R bR s B A e G gt (i M,
ML Gt i) O G THIEIE) T R, F5k,
TE DAL T 2 AR 4 AR R 4D 5 R B RIS A A A PE PR R
TETEGEEL, 38 H] 100 50 25 22 1Y Jas M A O 0 1 15
B, AT O MERESR L T R I B B

23 ETSHHITHAE

1 O FEFEIT R MR Rl S BTG T 2 —
PR O HFRETHIEIE) ik, HETFR R 2
% T MK L SR Al 3T (maximum  likelihood
estimation, MLE). i1 br# K L 4% 4 11 (marginal
maximum likelihood estimation, MMLE) 5 i (Wang
et al., 2018)A1 D1 -7t 1F(Chung, 2019; Chen et al.,
2018; DeCarlo, 2012; Templin & Henson, 2006)7E
O FEFEAG B IE) J7 T i R
231 MLE #1 MMLE 7i%

MLE I MMLE #k H] EM S22 Bk 1 KS |
BRI O FEFE, EEMS, BicH, S h RER
Hr, BRI QU MK I AR A T B A
a" ., FEMLIERE E, MLE 1 MMLE J7 3550 535
L[ B g0 =TT P (1= P@” )™

A B LA MLQY|Bq,0 =TT, 20, L o,
B q,om(a|¥, 876" 7D) o T RSP L

s ML WU KA @ R AE AT E j 1 g 1)
i, WAMKIETEGAMT KS M58
o 55 R, MLE {5 TR B IEM Y g [l
S I, MMLE J5E4E T MLE. BRI T 6 .
Ml ¢% J7 1 (Wang et al., 2018),

232 NmM#ErA*

O FEFEAE T ) R AT Dy A
5511 (expected a posteriori, EAP)FI L /REE
FeHE 52 7R 1% (Markov Chain Monte Carlo, MCMC)
J7 15 . B 5, Templin #1 Henson (2006) L4 & DeCarlo
(ROIYTEATF Z&AF Tz Hl T EAP J5 A& IE O FEFE
JLER . MBT% O MR AFEILR ¢, BUEA 1
RIMER hy P(qjk =1), IR E IR Beta(a,b) f) 5
Boordi o MINSHON P(qy = 1) BHASE A bl
PLHFETS B G, W, A P(gy =11G;) ~ Beta(a +
é_,‘ksb+1_q,'k) , TR, FREN E(P(qjk =
D]g,0) =k IR G, 15 KR AR

a+b+1

FIE G PO E g, FOME SRR, 4 08

qjk):

W RN E T R AP AR TT R IERET, EAP Jf
PREMERAAS 1T T A A8 X JC 2 (Templin & Henson,
2006), {H2HARICER A SN2 0 E K EAP 1Y
& 1F % (DeCarlo, 2012),

HIR, MCMC 23T J5 50 4310 AT R R B
ZHAGTHE R )7 . Chen % A (2018)F1 Chung
(019 IIBFFEE W, MCMC J7ikBef ettt o
W, PG 32 R A H5 R Mk (B AE DG I s o AR i)
MCMC J5' ¥ Wiz F Metropolis Hastings (MH)a{ 2
R A W7 (Constrained Gibbs, CGibbs)fik: Hiz
FH & A5 W (Gibbs) XS O HEFEAG TR HERG, H
CGibbs il FE 7E /INEAS 25 18 R 1Y 25 2R L L B AT
(Chen et al., 2018), WAMEAMIIPETF Chen 5N
(2015) Y IE LA 7 vk
233 ETFSHMITAENEIT

MLE F1 MMLE J5 #0225 F i S8t o7
%, WG, (A2 EM B e
b DU S B T R 5 T SE 56 0 A AR B A
SN G B oA, SRIG F S 3000 A 1 5 (E SR A
YIEAE R4 ITME . Templin A1 Henson (2006)L4 &
DeCarlo (2012)2! 1 EAP JypefEmdm, (A%
Tdete e O HiMER AT E CER, BT I
Fl . Chen % A (2018)F1 Chung (2019)#% i} iy
MCMC J5 e 2R S8 55 F R BT, (AR
K W3, 75 Z KRR BRI Bk L,
TSI kR — R EEN O MHEAMTH(E
). S8 b, XA B H S
KS 5 Qi AT ST, B ATRAG T8 B L
MEFW . T2, W RAEEATAMTHRZE .
A T R v S5 B A TR 22 e S s T ik
T M E BT FE

3 IS 0 EEMITIEIE)AE

ESHOT AWK CDMs, WAIE S Hfk
JPE sy e H RO E . 5 S8 Ik A L,
SR QMR T (IE IE) T L AT AR B A
ESHGE S, IIREE N EEE TR rim,
30 3ok /N L IV o) R AEL 2 R[]
AT S A28 BN BN Ay TR R S5 A8 AT R R 2 BT
BT O AT IE)

31 RANNERNEESEERNEEERR

Tk

XTIk ez AR S HOA T2 Wi 7 ik 73 Br
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Bk KS, FEHRMT SR W R g,
R BRI 77, 3T A AT i UL
Y, SERAE L, B RS d, B SEEE d Fe/
R REAE M 0 g 0, d SR FHBKEC
BB Y (¥, -1;,)* (Barnes, 2010; Chiu, 2013; #i
FHE, 2020) GEBIEEE Y (Y, # 0, GERR, #5
L, W %, 2018) 80 8 A I B
Uy, (A, 20200 5. kKB,

i~ Mije
AT EH N RSN, P, Barnes
(201004 ¢ AR N ELLAE &, L 0.1 N iHfRAEfk
O FEMFICER AN, SRR R 2 M 2 s pn v 3
O HkE, MHZIr B FIMERAE; Chiu (2013)FITER
i, EEAE . WA A (2018). BLAHF(2020)F1%1)
A (2020) 50 B HE — RN Z P40 H % 58 s
BRI, SRR, PSR . KS MR
FNELR A R AR R X RO R E R R

B KS 15 g, 05 HEARAS ORI T8 2k D Y BAE
SUREAN, VESC 25 A (2018) 45 HY 7 45 T 412k W ¢
RN AR Z A B R N . Bk ML, TR
FEHE g, BATRSERE R o B 55 4o A AR
BRR, SRJERIEHHATE R B b 2651 iy X 1
I H SR S HE AT A R < is AR AR AR
q; LRVEAERN, 128 0, o HOREW], EIESH

DA EG I 1 40 1)k Hh i TS Ao 75 95 A R AEL B Bz

MAGARE R I H SN T 0.2, FFARI0H S5
/NT 0.3 B, QMEMERYITRIRILRIL 09 LI F, is
FZ T AR IO R I i s M R R S R I
PAR BN JEA, SRR, IPRFIER LRy, 5
. FERA RO (R
32 mINBERMIBIRFE

fE % S P 2 — B8 PR (hierarchy consistency
index, HCI) (Cui, 2007)F B4, TEKR{ . B,
A % N (2018) # 2 T T H — 21k 45 45 (item
consistency criterion, ICC), H TR Xf ¢, M,
HARH . FHAMREIHEZFR BT E X ] VR
B —E, 1CCHAARWT -
2 (desm X (1-x )+ res, 5175+

M.

Je
Zhes," (e (1= x3) + x5, (1= x;)))

M,
WIEEERENET R, THHE j#

ICC=1-

“

q;, FRTH LHEMFARTHES S, . S, M
She » H2 xy o x, Hl g, KR XA S BT H S
N, ICC ZJBT =Fisd RuEA: Wi j B%&
XELE TR H L&, W x(-x,); BHj L
EEEATE AR H EA T WiH j EE G A
TERRIH LA . M R L B0

YR ERY], AR T 8 AN, ICC Jrik
TR TR 100%, Bk L, B TA LR
T ReR A HA T O FEFE, (AR S X %55
K AFK=1 AR TE (E R, SEs, 255
% 2018). FtiJE, XA (20206 ICC ik &
ZYatarmH, KB O FFER B IERCRA K&
LA 1) 2 UG 4 2 T VR L stepwise ik b
Ab, Wang % N (2018) 15 &, 28430 19 25 % He 91 55
TG, Mg, NRT o T, RZ, ¢, )8
T oo, BAME, $EIE Tl RS RIE M EIE AR
fEIF O HH M4 #9387 = (intersection and difference,
D). Z55FM, X NERE, ID JikReRar Hhil
BB IEAS IR g i, F 5. BRI EE
Hl MLE J7¥s. ICC Fl ID Jy B4Rt T A S50
B R B AR, R 4 AT A R R
i3 5 HAX S5 g 14, S O FEFEAGTH(E
1E)FRAE T3 I B A v
33 EESWMAE

Close (2012)F17F 3¢ L5 A (2015) B4 Hi v
HEAT T RERI H S B ENSW . /& 3=
BT 53 BT AT 04 143 ) R 56 22 B30 B 1447 43 B
AT Q FEKE; J5 B XTI H X R DY 4 A S AE B AT
WRMERR 820000 O HilE, 8512 MLE
¢ ID ISR O JEFEIEATIE IE . 5 ER I, &
VU 53 AH O B 1) 7 TR AR REAS B NI S EUER
M AL T B REA RN O FEME . BT AR IR
3 R SN 1R 25 1 TR I DU R OGBS
25 N (20203 5o i i e I A AR I s g, TS A
BRI N V1B A% 2 M I g B B, Bt I o A O
FERERTEEE, SRS T O AR TR TR 1
34 ESHFENEIT

R EREAES RO AT AR AR LG R
SR . B, T CDMs Sk )ik
G AT S o A 280 2 Iy AR 3R 43 A AR B I N R SR 43 A
B ILA RO, ETF S EAES 8oy ik
SR BLAG ISR SR [ 22t -5 AR RN ) (] A B
ol SO A AR oK 2 1k LB S I AN ER AR R 0 ] £



2278 O B R 2 it B

%29 %

AR, LR, S8R TR O MR
AR B HORA T, MHES RO RN E TR E
RN, % O MM EMETH S EREZ
(] 7y R - 25 AR R AT L2 A BT, SIS T ) PR
AL, R, R AESEO ik R EEH T
ZHIFAIH, WA 5 e kT R
Chiu, 2013; ¥EXM, &5, HEME %, 2018;
TESCS %, 2018), L, A nl ISR THE
S (=2 PR B A R AR IR B8 o ml DL R
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Q-matrix estimation (validation) methods for cognitive diagnosis

LI Jia, MAO Xiuzhen, ZHANG Xueqin
(Institute of Educational Sichuan Normal University, Chengdu 610066, China)

Abstract: The Q-matrix, which represents important item characteristics by mapping attributes to items has
been proved to be the core factor affecting the accuracy of cognitive diagnostic classification. It is of great
value to study the methods of Q-matrix estimation (validation). First, the existing methods of Q-matrix
estimation and validation are classified into 1) parameterized methods in the CDM perspective, including
item differentiation, model-data fit index and parameter estimation; and 2) non-parametric methods in the
statistical perspective, including the distance between observed and expected response vector, abnormal
responses index and factor analysis. Then, these methods are introduced in terms of differences and relations,
characteristics and performance. The advantages and disadvantages of each method are commented. At last,
several future research directions are proposed. It is necessary to compare the Q-matrix estimation
(validation) methods systematically under complex test conditions. It is also of vital importance to propose
O-matrix estimation (validation) methods by combining multiple thoughts and ways based on the calibration
of knowledge state and parameter estimation error. It is meaningful to further study the O-matrix estimation
(validation) methods for polytomous scoring items, mixed test models, polytomous scoring attributes,
unknown number of attributes and even continuous Q-matrix.

Key words: cognitive diagnosis models, Q-matrix, Q-matrix estimation (validation) methods, model-data fit,

parameter estimation





